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' Meese Commission releases report 
The Attorney General's Commission on Pornography cap

ped a year of controversy about its work (see Newsletter, July 
1985, p. 101; September 1985, p. 141; March 1986, p. 34; 
January 1986, p. 73; July 1986, p. 111) with the release 
July 9 of a 1,960 page report which concluded that some 
forms of pornography cause sexual violence. 

Commission chair Henry Hudson, who became the U.S. 
attorney in the Eastern District of Virginia in June, said the 
finding was based on "moral and ethical considerations". as 
well as the panel's analysis of scientific evidence. "If we rehed 
exclusively on scientific data for every one of our findings, 
I'm afraid all of our work would be inconclusive," he said . 

Among other things, the report urged state and local pro
secutors to crack down on pornography with help from a pro
posed Justice Department task force. It said Congress should 
amend prostitution and unfair labor practice laws so they can 
be used against film producers who hire actors and actresses 
for X-rated films . It also said forfeiture and interstate com
merce laws should be strengthened to make it easier to seize 
pornography. 

The report called for a ban on obscene materials on cable 
television and on "Dial-a-Porn" telephone messages. It also 
provided guidelines for the formation of citizen groups to 
monitor and complain about allegedly obscene materials sold 
at newsstands, videocassette stores and elsewhere, although 
Hudson said the panel was not directly recommending the 
formation of such groups. 

At a crowded press conference at the Justice Department 
Hudson appeared eager to respond to the wave of negative 
publicity surrounding the commission's work, and he tried 
to soften or play down some of its 92 recommendations. Ac
cepting the report at the press conference, Attorne~ General 
Meese repeatedly declined to comment on the findings or to 
indicate whether he would act on them, saying he had not 
read the report-it had been available publicly in draft for 
two months-and would not comment on media accounts. But 
Meese defended the commission and said he was "not con
cerned about any censorship being fostered by this document." 

The two-volume report devoted more than a hundred pages 
to alphabetical listings of the titles of magazines, books and 
movies the panel considered pornographic, including Kinky 
Couples, Wil.d Toga Party, Victoria's Secret Desires, Japanese 
Erotica, Oriental Taboo and Trashy Lady. It also included 
detailed descriptions and dialogue from such movies as Deep 
Throat, Debbie Does Dallas and The Taming of Rebecca. 
Hudson said this material was included to provide "an ac
tive picture of what was obscenity." 

social scientists react 
Several social scientists said that the panel misrepresented 

their work in asserting that "in both clinical and experimen
tal settings, exposure to sexually violent material has indicated 
an increase in the likelihood of aggression ." The panel found 
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such a link for two of its categories of pornography-those 
involving sexual violence or degrading and humiliating treat
ment of women-but not for nondegrading sexual material 
or simple nudity. 

Hudson said there was "a misconception ... that our 
findings are or should be totally predicated on scientific data." 
He said the panel also relied on witness testimony by law 
enforcement officials, antipornography activists and abused 
women and other self-described "victims" of pornography, 
as well as on "common sense." 

"We don't say [pornography] is the sole cause of antisocial 
behavior or antisocial attitudes," Hudson said. "It is merely 
a factor, but it is a significant factor." 

Two commissioners-Columbia University professor Judith 
Becker and Woman 's Day editor Ellen Levine-said in a dis
sent that the panel could not even agree on what constituted 
"degrading" material. "Efforts to tease the current data into 
proof of a causal link ... simply cannot be accepted,'' they 
wrote . They also said that "no self-respecting investigator 
would accept conclusions" from a commission that lacked 
the time and money for original research. 

In an interview with the Long Island newspaper Newsday, 
Becker expanded her criticisms of the commission. "I got 
the feeling sitting on this commission that sex was a very evil 
and very dangerous activity," she said . "At one point the no
tion was raised that this commission should decide what sex
ual behavior and mores were appropriate for citizens of the 
United States. I was appalled by that. The way the discussion 
was going was that the only appropriate sexual behavior was 
sex within marriage that was procreative in nature. It was 
just amazing to me that eleven people would have the audacity 
to think [they] could decide what behavior the American 
public should engage in." 

One example of the commission's concern with private sex
ual practices was a continuing debate about whether vibrators 
should be declared obscene forms of expression. Some com
missioners, Becker said, "just could not see what was obscene 
about vibrators. And yet that kept coming up. We had the 
discussion , we thought it was tabled and it would rear its head 
again. It would be brought up by a member of the staff at 
the Justice Department." 

ACLU response 
After the press conference at the Justice Department, the 

media moved across town where they jammed into the 
American Civil Liberties Union's town house to hear ACLU 
legislative counsel Barry W. Lynn denounce the report. Lynn, 
who had previously released a major report condemning the 
commission's work , and who had won a court battle to open 
the commission's files (see Newsletter, May 1986, p. 73; July 
1986, p. Ill), issued the following statement: 

(continued on page 185) 

143 



, 
ALA conference 

sex, censorship and social change 
At the American Library Association's 1986 Annual Con

ference in New York, the Intellectual Freedom Committee, 
the Intellectual Freedom Round Table, and the Intellectual 
Freedom Committees of the Association for Library Service 
to Children, the American Library Trustee Association, the 
American Association of School Librarians, the Public 
Library Association and the Young Adult Services Division 
sponsored a program entitled "Sex, Censorship and Social 
Change." The program featured author Judy Blume, attorney 
Burton Joseph, Evelina Kane, of Women Against Por
nography, author Marcia Palley, and Alan Sears, Executive 
Director of the Attorney General's Commission on Por
nography. Edited versions of their speeches are given below. 

remarks by Judy Blume 
Judy Blume is probably the most censored author in 

America today. Among her works for young readers which 
have won the censor's ire are Deenie, Forever, and Then 
Again, Maybe I Won't. 

When I was asked to be a member of this panel many 
months ago, I assumed that it would be a panel of writers, 
editors and librarians, discussing the issues of censorship in 
our schools and libraries. 

Instead, it is a group concerned with the issue of por
nography. I don't know how I fit into this group, but I guess 
I am here as a writer whose books for children have been 
the targets of censors across the country . 

I guess I am here to remind you of the implications of cen
sorship. Of what can happen once you open that Pandora's 
Box ... if you make censorship an option. 

For example: 

An elementary school principal decides that menstruation is not a 
suitable subject for the students at his school . . . never mind how 
many fifth and sixth grade girls already have their periods . . . 
and so he bans Are You There God ? It 's Me. Margaret. 

Another principal will not allow Deenie in his school library be
cause, in the book, Deenie masturbates. He tells the school 
librarian it would be different if the book was about a boy. 

A teacher will not allow the girls in her class to read 7hen Again Maybe I 
Won 't , and the boys, Are You There God ? It 's Me , Margaret. 

A school librarian crosses out the words she finds unsuitable in 
my books and replaces them with words she prefers. 

And parents . . . 

from the mother who cut two pages out of Then Again. Maybe I 
Won 't with a pair of scissors , because she didn ' t want her 12 year 
old son to know about wet dreams. 
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to the group who believe that they are fighting the devil and must 
rid the schools and libraries of my books and others before it is 
too late. 

Censorship as an option. 
Those who would choose this option say that they are pro

tecting children from the evils of this world ... at least the 
sexual evils. 

I believe that censorship grows out' of fear. Fear on the 
part of adults who can ' t talk with their children about sen
sitive issues-and sexuality is one of those issues; adults who 
are afraid of ideas that are different from their own. Those 
who are most active in trying to ban my books come from 
the religious right. And because fear is contagious, other 
parents who are unsure about themselves and their relation
ships with their children are easily swayed by them. Book 
banning satisfies their need to feel in control of their 
children's lives. 

As an example, let me share a letter that was sent to the 
editor of the Washington Post: 

When I discovered Judy Blume's garbage in my child 's elementary 
school library I quietly brought it to the attention of the school 
principal, who immediately ordered the librarian to remove the 
books from the shelves . They were al so withdrawn from the school ' s 
book fa ir ... 

If we really want to protect children, we'll educate them. 
We'll talk with them about everything on their minds, in
cluding sexuality . We won't hide. We won't kill the 
messenger because we don't like the message. 

There are some parents who believe that if their children 
don't read about it, they won't know about it. And if they 
don't know about it, it won't happen. But I have news for 
them: their children are going to experience puberty anyway. 
They are going to menstruate, have wet dreams and mastur
bate. But they probably aren't going to feel very good about 
themselves. 

A woman in her forties wrote: 

My periods began just before my twelfth birthday- before any 
of my friends started , and for six months I suffered untold agonies 
that I was dying . I hid the evidence for fear it was something 
bad I had done . If your books had been around then I would have 
been spared all that. Except , of course, my mother probably wouldn't 
have allowed me to read them . 

A thirteen year old girl wrote: 

I read your book Deenie. You wouldn ' t believe how happy I was 
to know that I'm not the only person to do what Deenie does 
(masturbate). You are the only person who has ever mentioned 
anything about this. So could you please answer my questions . 
I . How did you find out about this? 
2. Is it a kind of disease? 
3. How did I know to start doing this? 
4 . Am I weird? 

(continued on page 176) 
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ALA conference 
science and technology: how free? 

At the American Library Association's 1986 Annual Con
ference in New York, the Intellectual Freedom Committee 
and the Association of American Publishers Freedom to Read 
Committee jointly sponsored a program entitled ''The Worlds 
of Science and Technology: How Free?" The program ad
dressed recent efforts by the federal government to pl.ace con
trols on scientific communications and technological infor
mation. The panel included Dr. George A. Carver, Jr., of 
Georgetown University's Center for Strategic and Interna
tional Studies; Anne Heanue, of the ALA Washington Office; 
Esther Herst, Legislative Representative for the National 
Committee Against Repressive Legislation; and Dr, Robert 
Park, of the Office of Public Affairs of the American Physical 
Society and Professor of Physics at the University of 
Maryl.and. Edited versions of their speeches are given below. 

remarks by Robert L. Park 
In the course of his oration for the funeral of Pericles, 

Thucydides remarks that '' ... there is a great difference 
between us and our opponents in our attitude toward military 
security. Our city is open to the world, we have no periodical 
deportations in order to prevent people observing or finding 
out secrets which might be of military advantage to the 
enemy. This is because we rely, not on secret weapons, but 
on our own real courage and loyalty." You will recall that 
Athens eventually lost the Peloponesian War. 

Few people in today's world would argue with the necessi
ty for governments to guard certain information closely, but 
it is an uncomfortable necessity for a democracy. It is too 
clear that totalitarian governments have the most to conceal. 
Behind the cloak of official secrecy, erroneous information 
goes unchallenged, the foolishness of government of
ficials goes unreported, and information is selectively leaked 
for political advantage. 

Even in the absence of deliberate abuse, scientific progress 
is stifled by secrecy. Moreover, unlike other state secrets, 
the secrets of science are held first by Nature, and in time 
our opponents can learn them as we do, without violating 
our security . The futility of keeping scientific or technical 
information permanently secret, led the government in re
cent years to attempt to restrict the flow of information to 
our opponents by means that fall short of actual classification. 

Since 1980, hundreds of scientists and engineers have been 
pressured into withdrawing unclassified contributions from 
conferences, scientists from foreign countries have been bar
red from attending meetings or conducting research in the 
United States, and increasingly university researchers are ac
cepting government contracts that abridge their traditional 
freedom to disseminate the products of their endeavor or free
ly choose their collaborators . 

This has been done by extending the export control laws 
to ban not just the delivery of strategic goods to our adver-
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saries, but also the transfer of information that would enable 
them to produce their own goods. The object is to slow down 
the acquisition of U.S. technology by our adversaries. But, 
can we impede the Soviets effectively without endangering 
our own technological enterprise? This quite simply is what 
this debate is all about. It is not the First Amendment we 
are discussing, which is in any case rather murky on national 
security issues. The question is, do the controls we impose 
in the name of security in fact make us more secure? 

One year ago the Center for Strategic and International 
Studies at Georgetown University issued a report entitled 
"Securing Technological Advantage: Balancing Export Con
trols and Innovation" which concludes that "[The U.S. ex
port control system] no longer adequately serves either U.S. 
security or economic interests." 

CSIS is hardly a voice of the liberal left, as I count on 
my fellow panelist Dr. Carver to demonstrate. The conclu
sion reached by its distinguished Panel on Technology 
Transfer is shared overwhelmingly by the American scien
tific establishment. What has gone wrong? 

A key element in the vitality of American science has been 
the unfettered exchange of scientific results and ideas. The 
imposition of controls on scientific communication however 
has resulted in a chilling effect that extends far beyond th; 
immediate targets of the censors. Let me give you an 
example. 

In August, 1982, more than 100 of the 700 papers listed 
in the program of the Twenty-sixth Annual Technical Sym
posium of the Society of Photo-Optical Instrumentation 
Engineers (which has the unfortunate acronym SPIE) were 
withdrawn at the last minute by their authors, after warn
ings from the Department of Commerce and the Department 
of Defense that their papers might violate export regulations. 
It was later determined that the conference met the Com
merce Department's criteria for an open meeting, meaning 
anyone could attend and all papers could be presented. But 
by that time it was too late to save the meeting. 

In January, 1985, the Society of Manufacturing Engineers 
held a conference entitled "Composites In Manufacturing 
4 . '' The announcement contained the statement: ''This con
ference is open to U.S. citizens only. You must prove citizen
ship in order to be admitted." The decision to restrict the 
conference to U.S. citizens was made without any govern
ment urging. The action was taken, in the words of one of 
the organizers, "to avoid horror stories such as the 1982 
SPIE meeting." 

Today, in 1986, conference organizers are still restricting 
sessions and in some cases entire conferences to U.S. citizens 
only; often at the impetus of potential authors of contribu
tions , who are concerned that the presentation of their 
research results at meetings attended by foreigners might 
v10late the terms of their research contracts. Indeed, a residue 
of doubt in the mind of the researcher as to whether his result 

(continued on page 187) 
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ALA conference 

FTRF report to ALA council 
The following is the text of the Freedom to Read Founda

tion's report to .the American Library Association Council, 
presented by outgoing FTRF President Lee Brawner June 29 
at the ALA 1986 Annual ,Conference in New York. 

My name is Lee Brawner. I am the outgoing-President of 
the Freedom to Read Foundation, and would like to speak 
to each of you as individuals. 

In this, my last official address as FTRF President, I want 
to share with you not only some highlights of the Founda
tion's 1986 Annual Meeting, but my observation about the 
state of intellectual freedom in this country and what we
individually and collectively-can do to protect and preserve 
that precious freedom. 

What can one person do? 
In one case-and I am proud to say in my home state of 

Oklahoma-one strong, determined and totally charming per
son was able to tum an incident of censorship into a victory 
for intellectual freedom. 

The case, Faulkenberry v. Board of Education of Sallisaw, 
Oklahoma, arose over the Sallisaw School Board's decision 
to remove J. D. Landis' book Sisters impossible from the 
school library after a couple complained about the book. The 
school board declined the recommendation of a review com-
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IFC report to ALA council 
The following is the text of the intellectual Freedom Com

mittee's report to the American Library Association Coun
cil, presented by outgoing IFC Chair C. James Schmidt 
July 2 at the ALA 1986 Annual Conference in New York. 
The texts of the three resolutions submitted by the IFC to 
Council, and approved by Council, follow the report. 

I am pleased to report to you today on behalf of the In
tellectual Freedom Committee. 

We have three action items to report-two are follow-ups 
to issues which have been under consideration for more than 
a year. In addition, the Intellectual Freedom Committee has 
sent a special request for funding to COPES to support our 
study and analysis of the soon to be published report of the 
Attorney General's Commission on Pornography. 

First, the IFC is pleased to recommend that the Council 
endorse the '' Access to Resources and Services in the School 
Library Media Program: an Interpretation of the library Bill 
of Rights, '' which has also been approved by the American 
Association of School Librarians Directors Board. This docu
ment addresses an area of critical concern for all librarians 
and one of special significance to school librarians-our col
leagues who have been and remain uniquely vulnerable to 
censorship attacks. 
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mittee to return the book to the library shelves and the board 
chair further stated that other objectionable books may be 
removed. 

At this point a Sallisaw resident, with the support of the 
school librarians and the Classroom Teachers Association, 
formed a Concerned Citizens and Parents of Children Rights 
Committee, gathered the signatures of over 500 parents, and 
petitioned the school board to return the books to the library 
shelves. These and related petitions from the Oklahoma 
Library Association (OLA) met with a "stonewalling" and 
no avail attitude by the school board. 

The spokeswoman diligently pursued the matter. At her 
request, the Freedom to Read Foundation entered the scene. 
Following a day-long conference with the Foundation Presi
dent, the Executive Director and legal counsel, a federal suit, 
funded by the Foundation, was filed in October, 1985, in 
the U.S. District Court in Muskogee. 

Four sets of parents representing their children attending 
grades two through seven in Sallisaw were the plaintiffs. The 
local attorney filing the suit was Harry Scoufos, the husband 
of the Concerned Citizens spokeswoman. The suit named 
the school board, school superintendent and the individual 
members of the school board who voted to remove the book 
as defendants. It also enjoined the board from removing other 

(continued on page 169) 

Second, the IFC has undertaken a review of the "Policy 
on Confidentiality of Library Records'' in light of recent 
technological advances and the increasing number of 
cooperative systems and consortia. For that reason, we are 
recommending that the policy be amended by inserting a 
comma after · "library" in the introductory sentence and 
adding the phrase "cooperative system, and consortium" 
after the word "library." (The RASO Board of Directors 
has endorsed this amendment.) 

Third, the Intellectual Freedom Committee, in response 
to a discussion with our colleagues from The Library 
Association, recommends that Council endorse the statement 
from the Association concerning the banning in many local 
libraries in the United Kingdom by their local councils, of 
newspapers published by News International (the Times, Sun
day Times, Sun, News of the World and the supplements). 

You have been reading in the papers and hearing on televi
sion, and have noted from Lee Brawner's report as presi
dent of the Freedom to Read Foundation that the Attorney 
General's Commission on Pornography has recently conclud
ed its year-long investigation into the effects of pornography 
on our society. The commission has concluded that there 

(continued on page 165) 
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8,000 stores ban adult magazines; 
surveys show little public support 

More than 8,000 convenience stores around the country 
have removed "adult" magazines from their shelves since 
the beginning of this year, according to distributors, and the 
magazines' sales are suffering. Yet five different surveys sug
gest that only a minority of the shopping public objects to 
sales of the magazines, with a large majority approving of 
or indifferent to their presence. 

Some drugstore and convenience store chains removed the 
magazines after they were told in letters from the Attorney 
General's pornography commission that they had been iden
tified as involved in "the sale or distribution of pornography" 
and would be listed in the commission's report (see page 143) 
and Newsletter, July 1986, p. 111, 122; May 1986, p. 104). 
Other stores have responded to boycotts or picketing, main
ly by church groups and sometimes by women's organiza
tions. Legal experts say that most-if not all-of the material 
involved would not meet the definition of "obscene" 
established by the U.S. Supreme Court, and thus could not 
legally be banned. 

The National Federation for Decency, a Christian group 
based in Tupelo, Mississippi, that has organized picketing 
at hundreds of convenience stores and led a national boycott 
of 7-Eleven stores, said the number of outlets selling adult 
magazines fell by 20,000 over the last three years. Bob Guc
cione, editor and publisher of Penthouse magazine, told a 
reporter, "We're out of something upward of 15,000 outlets." 

Referring to the loss of retail outlets, John M. Harrington, 
executive vice president of the Council for Periodical 
Distributors Associations, said, "Obviously, it's going to have 
an effect, because the loss of retail coverage is devastating. 
All magazines are basically impulse items at retail. The less 
opportunity you have to make a suitable impression on a 
possible buyer, there's fewer sales." 

According to Harrington, about 150,000 retail outlets 
in the U.S. sell magazines and of those 85,000 to 90,000 have 
sold what the trade refers to as "sophisticate" magazines 
before the cancellations this year. Harrington added that total 
sales of those magazines had dropped by about twenty percent 
over the last three or four years. 

The trend has accelerated dramatically this year. Playboy 
and Penthouse were removed from about 4,500 7-Eleven 
stores owned by the Southland Corporation after Southland 
received a letter in February from the Meese Commission. 
The company, however, contended it took the action because 
of testimony before the commission linking pornography with 
violence, not because of the letter (see Newsletter, July 1986, 
p. 122). Another 3,000 7-Eleven stores are franchise opera
tions, and more than a thousand have followed Southland's 
lead, according to the Council for Periodical Distributors 
Associations. 

Other major chains that took the same step in recent months 
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include Revco Drug Stores of Twinsburg, Ohio, with 2,010 
stores; Rite Aid Drug stores of Shiremanstown, Pennsylvania, 
with 1,399 stores; People's Drug Stores of Alexandria, 
Virginia, with more than 800 stores; the Dart Drug Corpora
tion of Landover, Maryland; and Gray Drug Inc., of 
Cleveland, with 450 stores. In addition, on June 13, Stop-N
Go, a 305-store chain based in Dayton, Ohio, announced that 
it was pulling Playboy, Penthouse, Forum, Gallery, Playgirl, 
Genesis, Penthouse Press, Playboy Specials, and Penthouse 
Letters from its shelves. 

Public support· for the bannings seems weak, how
ever. The Circle K Corporation, with 3,416 outlets in 25 
states, the nation's second-largest convenience store operator, 
surveyed customers in Florida, Arizona and Oklahoma in 
mid-April. Those conducting the survey found that while less 
than 15 percent of the customers had bought the magazines, 
84 percent had no objection to their being sold. The stores 
sell Playboy, Penthouse, Playgirl, Genesis, Oui, Gallery and 
Forum from behind the counter with a blind over the covers. 

The Lawson's Milk Company of Cuyahoga Falls, Ohio, 
withdrew adult magazines from its nearly 700 stores in Ohio, 
Pennsylvania, Michigan and Indiana, and conducted a vote 
of its customers from May 21 to June 10. To the question 
"should Lawson's continue to sell adult magazines in its 
stores?," 238, 173 customers answered "yes", 151,064 
"no," and 43,286 "doesn't matter." Although there was 
no limit to how many times a customer could vote, the com
pany decided the message was clear. Two weeks later the 
company announced it would resume selling the magazines 
from 'behind the counter, with a blinder over the covers. 

Though not a convenience store, B. Dalton booksellers has 
been a target of national demonstrations protesting the chain's 
sale of adult magazines. Over the past three to five years, 
the company has removed the magazines from about thirty 

Playboy's revenge? 
Playboy isn't about to sit passively by while 7-Eleven 

removes its magazines from their stores. It's fighting 
back. The magazine announced July 1 that its 
December issue would include a nude pictorial en
titled ''The Women of 7-Eleven,'' featuring twelve of 
the chain's most attractive female employees baring 
it all. "We don't see it as a revenge type of thing," 
said Bill Paige of Playboy. "We would like 
it to be viewed as a momentjoflevity. It's a chance for 
Playboy readers to become reacquainted with some 
of their favorite clerks they've been missing [ since the 
magazine was removed by ?-Eleven's parent Southland 
Corporation in April]." Reported in: Baltimore Sun, 
July 2. 
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stores in response to community actions. Last May, Camp
bell Research, Inc., of Minneapolis surveyed all B. Dalton's 
store managers and "a statistically significant sampling of B. 
Dalton customers." In an interesting congruence, when 
managers and customers were asked about B. Dalton's sales 
of the magazines, 20 percent of both groups responded that 
they would like to see t~m removed, while 80 percent of 
both groups responded either that they didn~t care or that B. 
Dalton should continue to sell the magazines. When 
customers were simply asked-in an opening question-if 
they felt B. Dalton carried any material that was "objec
tionable or in poor taste," only 6 percent voiced concern about 
adult magazines. Another 1 percent objected to occult 
literature. 

Surely the most extensive and scientific survey was con
ducted as part of a study of the fust food business by the Gallup 
Organization for Convenience Store News, a trade publica
tion. Gallup queried 1,441 nationally representative adults 
who purchased fast food at some type of outlet in the previous 
three months. Consumers in the survey who indicated that 
they also shop at convenience stores were asked a series of 
questions about the outlet that they patronize most often. One 
question was: "Does the convenience store you shop at most 
often sell adult magazines or newspapers such as Playboy or 
Penthouse'!'' Those aware of such sales were then asked: "Do 
you approve or disapprove of that store selling adult magazines 
or doesn't it matter to you?" 

Just 44 'percent of the consumers were aware of such sales. 
Not surprisingly, men (54 percent) were more likely than 
women (35 percent) to know of adult magazine sales, and 
awareness decreased sharply with age. Awareness was greater 
among whites (46 percent) than non-whites (36 percent), and 
the college-educated ( 49 percent) were more likely than high 
school graduates (42 percent) or those with less education 
(31 percent) to know of these products. Awareness was highest 
in the Rocky Mountain states (57 percent) and New England 
(55 percent) and lowest in the Southwest (40 percent) and 
Middle Atlantic (39 percent) areas, probably reflecting a 
variation in distnbution patterns of the magazines themselves. 

Few consumers appeared to be bothered by sales of adult 
literature. One adult in six who are aware of these products 
disapproved of such publications being sold at convenience 
stores (16 percent). Another 17 percent specifically said they 
approved of the sales, while the remaining two-thirds of the 
respondents said availability of these products made no dif
ference to them one way or the other. For information on the 
breakdown of respondents by sex, age, education and region 
see the table on this page. 

Despite the survey results, the trend toward cancellation 
of the magazines seems likely to continue. "There is a strong 
moralistic trend in the country today," said Everette E. 
Dennis, executive director of the Gannett Center for Media 
Studies at Columbia University in New York. "It's very much 
tied to the initiatives of the Reagan administration; you can 
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see it in the report of the commission. I think there's a tremen
dous reaction in the country generally to what was the sex
ual revolution. Clearly it's tied to AIDS, herpes, all those 
kinds of diseases, as well as other concerns." 

"We see it as a censorship problem," said Christopher M. 
Finan, director of the New York-based Media Coalition. "It's 
not reflective of any great groundswell of support for anti
porn legislation. It's part of the ongoing agitation by well
organized groups representing a small part of the population, 
egged on and encouraged by a national administration that 
shares their perception of what is appropriate reading mat
ter." Reported in: New York Times, June 16; ABA Newswire, 
July 7; Convenience Store News, April 11-May 4. 

of those aware of adult magazine sales 
at the convenience store they shop at 
most often, these groups are most like
ly to approve/disapprove/not care 

most likely to approve 
Daily shoppers (79) 24 % 
Men (340) 20 % 
25-to 34 year-olds (192) 20% 
College educated (295) 20 % 
Those earning less than 

$20,000 annually (146) 20 % 
Easterners (144) 19% 
Whites 17% 

most likely to disapprove 
Non-working women (59) Tl% 
50 years or older (83) 24 % 
Women (215) 22 % 
Midwesterners (139) 21 % 
Those earning $40,000 or 
more annually (132) 20% 
Less than once a week shoppers (217) 19 % 

most likely to say it doesn't matter 
Westerners (101) 71 % 
High school graduates (219) 70 % 
18-to24 year-olds (116) 69% 
Those earning $20,000 
to $39,999 annually (219) 68% 

Note: figures in parentheses indicate the number of interviews 
Source: Convenience Store News, April 11-May 4, 1986. 
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; Indiana public library survey 
The results of the second biennial survey of censorship 

pressures in Indiana public libraries by the Indiana Library 
Association/Indiana Library Trustee Association Intellectual 
Freedom Committee (IFC) were announced this spring. Ac
cording to IFC chair John Swan, the committee received 
responses from 199 libraries in the state-a remarkable 83 
percent rate of return-which was an increase over the im
pressive 59 percent return rate of the first survey in 1984. 

The IFC noted the following consistencies between the two 
surveys: 

• In both years, about 65 percent of the reporting libraries 
indicated that they have formally adopted materials selection 
policies. 

• In both surveys, approximately 38 percent of Indiana 
public libraries reported receiving patron complaints 
regarding library materials. 

• In both surveys, 96 percent of the complaints were 
generated by individuals and just 4 percent by groups. 

There were also significant changes from the first survey, 
however. These included: 

• A 10 percent drop from 27. 7 percent to 17. 7 percent 
in the "yes" category in response to the question, "Does 
your library treat "questionable" or challenged materials dif
ferently from other materials?" 

• A rise from 79 percent to 87 percent in the number of 
responding libraries that have formally approved patron com
plaint forms. 

• A 43 percent increase in the number of formally filed 
complaints in the state's libraries-from 33 complaints in 
1984 to 58 in 1986. Moreover, the report noted that these 
figures did not take into account ''the extraordinary figures 
reported by by one small, brave library, where over 120 
books were challenged by a small group of patrons who ob
jected mostly to Harlequin romances and non-Protestant 
religious books." 

Because Indiana is one of 32 states that has a statute pro
tecting the confidentiality of library circulation records, this 
year's survey included a question regarding challenges to the 
privacy of library records. Thirteen libraries (6. 7 percent 
of those responding) reported a request or demand to reveal 
records disclosing the names of patrons. 

The list of titles reported challenged in the survey includ
ed: The Joy of Sex, by Alex Comfort; Goodbye Jeanette, 
by Harold Robbins; The Humanist magazine; In the Night 
Kitchen, by Maurice Sendak; Playboy magazine; Rabbit is 
Rich, by John Updike; Jelly Belly, by Robert K. Smith; 
Deenie, Forever, Wifey, and Then Again, Maybe I Won't, 
by Judy Blume; Brave New World, by Aldous Huxley; To 
Kill A Mockingbird, by Harper Lee; God's Little Acre, by 
Erskine Caldwell; and Breakfast at Tiffany's, by Truman 
Capote. Reported in: 0/F Memorandum, May 1986. 

September 1986 

CIA head warns writers 
about secrets in books 

Authors and publishers of two forthcoming books on U.S. 
intelligence said June 25 that Central Intelligence Agency 
Director William J. Casey warned them that he believes they 
could be violating the law if their books include any secret 
"communications intelligence." 

Casey issued the warnings in phone calls placed to the 
writers June 19. He called Bob Woodward, an assistant 
managing editor of the Washington Post, who is writing a 
book about Casey and the CIA, and Seymour M. Hersh, who 
writes for the New York Times and whose book, The Target 
is Destroyed, is about the downing of a Korean Air Lines 
jet by the Soviet Union in 1983. Casey also called the authors' 
publishers to deliver the same message. 

A CIA representative said that the agency "would not con
firm or deny allegations about any of the director's private 
conversations.'' Casey, who acknowledged to both publishers 
that he had not read their authors' manuscripts, has been on 
an open campaign to stop news organizations from publishing 
what he believes are intelligence leaks. 

The call to Random House, which is publishing the Hersh 
buok this fall, was placed to Robert Loomis, the book's 
editor, shortly after the call to Hersh. "He said that the law 
said we could not publish material about communications in
telligence and that it was his job to uphold the law,'' Loomis 
said. When the editor replied that Random House had no 
reason to believe the book contained any classified informa
tion, Casey replied, according to Loomis, that it didn't make 
any difference. Loomis also reported receiving a call from 
a man calling himself William Meyer of the National Security 
Agency who requested prepublication galleys for the agency, 
allegedly to decide whether the agency should purchase 
copies. Loomis denied the request. 

Random House chair Robert L. Bernstein said the 
publishers did "everything possible, short of submitting the 
book to the government for censorship, to assure that we 
are acting both lawfully and responsibly.'' He added that it 
is "especially disturbing" that Casey "would call our editor 
and exaggerate the reach of the law that he said that he must 
uphold. The idea of the head of the C!A cruising arou?d ~~
ing phone calls-I hate to use a chche such as a chilhng 
effect'-but it certainly does that," Bernstein said. 

"It's clearly a warning," said Hersh. "I think you have 
to assume he was putting me on notice. I'm not interested 
in hurting national security, but I'm very aware of competing 
interests and that national security is often used to justify other 
things." Hersh later added that he found Casey's efforts "an 
enormous intrusion on the process." 

Woodward, whose as yet untitled book will be published 
by Simon and Schuster late this year or early in 1987, said 
that he took the call as a "friendly warning. There was 
nothing blustery about it. My response ~as that I'm aware 
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of his position and I take it into consideration but will feel 
my first allegiance is to write and publish what people need 
to know. I want to write what I want to write, but I don't 

( 
want to have some sentence in there that doesn't add anything 
much but does cause harm. I look at it more as a dilemma.'' 
Woodward said that he and his publisher had absolutely no 
plans to allow Casey to see the manuscript in advance of 
publication, however. ' 

Bernstein said that in a second call from Casey, the CIA 
director said he was also planning to look at a book recently 
published by Viking Penguin on the Korean Air Lines inci
dent. The book, by British professor C. W. Johnson, is en
titled Shootdown. It argues that KAL Flight 007 was on a 
passive intelligence mission for the United States when it was 
shot down. Allan Kellock, president of Viking Penguin, said 
he had not heard from Casey or anyone in government about 
the book. 

In an interview in the July issue of the Washington Jour
nalism Review, Casey said that revisions in espionage laws 
should be "carefully considered" because the statutes do not 
cover disclosures of secrets by the media. Foreign powers 
are able to ''benefit -greatly from sensitive, secret informa
tion they've been able to pick up in ... the American 
media," Casey said. 

In the past, he added, "we may not have done as good 
a job as we might have in sensitizing the media to the damage 
that is being done to our sources and methods. We're just 
now trying to do it in a more systematic and aggressive way." 
He added later that although he felt an obligation to punish 
leakers in the government ''when they hand out what might 
be said to be stolen goods, there is certainly some onus on 
the person receiving those goods. We should not close our 
eyes to that." 

(targets of the censor . .. from page 142) 

Oui ....................................... p. 147 
Penthouse ........................ p. 147, 180, 186 
Playboy ................. p. 147, 149, 162, 180, 186 
Playgirl .................................... p. 147 
Right On! ................................. p. 157 
Rolling Stone . .............................. p. 157 
Super Teen ................................ p. 157 
Tiger Beat . ................................ p. 157 
Tour de Farce [Fridley H.S.] .................. p. 155 

films 
A Clocbyork Orange ........................ p. 180 
Hail Mary....................... p. 156, 163, 174 
A Passaie to India .......................... p. 180 
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"The media hype and the pressure and threat of prosecu
tion is not an attempt to sensitize the press,' ' countered Jerry 
Berman, chief legislative counsel of the American Civil 
Liberties Union. "It's an attempt to muzzle the press and 
abridge First Amendment rights." Reported in: Washington 
Post, June 26; New York Times, June 25. 

in review 
Magic Mommas, Trembling Sisters, Puritans and 
Perverts. Jo'anna Russ. Crossing Press, 1985, 120 p. $6.95 
paperback. 

Russ, author of science fiction and essays, presents six 
thought-provoking essays about female sexuality, and por
nography in Magic Mommas. Russ' style is often humorous, 
anecdotal and entertaining. The central theme deals with con
troversies within feminist groups regarding pornography. Her 
final essay, "Pornography and the Doubleness of Sex for 
Women," presents her belief that both sides have missed 
the point. Patriarchal culture with its mixed sexual messaaes 
and inclusion of violence in sexual pleasure is the real 
problem. 

Though interesting reading, the essays often get off the 
track and lose focus through too much use of anecdotal and 
parenthetical statements. Bibliographic notes after each 
chapter are included. Good inclusion for libraries needing 
balance in issues and pornography .-Reviewed by Janis H. 
Bruwelheide, Association Professor Curriculum & Instruc
tion, Montana State University. 

Rocky Horror Picture Show ................... p. 174 
Splash .................................... p. 180 
Victor, Victoria ............................. p. 180 

theater 
Animal Farm ............................... p. 157 
Garbage, the City and Death [W. Germany] ..... p. 175 

record album 
Frankenchrist .............................. p. 158 

comic strip 
Bloom County .............................. p. 159 

speaker 
Sen. Alan Dixon ............................ p. 156 
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censorship dateline 

libraries 
Oceanside, California 

A school district committee will review two dozen books 
in the El Camino High School library that deal with witch
craft and satanism. The committee was formed after two 
students and their parents complained about the books and 
said they were being read by students without first obtain
ing parental permission. 

''The only thing disturbing me are the satanist and how
to witchcraft books that show how to do a black mass or 
spells," said Shari Thomas, the mother of one of the students. 
''We're not rabble-rousers or censors,'' she added. ''I'm 
not after any books certified by the librarians association or 
any literature." 

Late last year three students approached school librarian 
Lloyd Kimsey and asked that twenty-four books dealing with 
the occult be removed from the shelves. The students had 
reviewed the books and told Kimsey they believed they 
glorified the devil and the occult. Their request became public 
in February. The books the students objected to include The 
Satanists, Witches, The Popular History of Witchcraft, 
America Bewitched and a twenty volume encyclopedia en
titled Man, Myth and Magic. 

Kimsey decided not to remove the books, and the students 
pressed their case. A meeting was held June 11 which was 
attended by district Superintendent Steven Speach, Assistant 
Superintendent Jim Kinghorn, Principal Don Marks, 
Thomas, her son and another student. "They filled out the 
proper form and listed the objectionable books and sections,'' 
Speach said. "We get this occasionally. It can be on 
anything." He added, however, that this was the first time 
in several years that a district committee would be formed 
to review the books. "We normally handle this on the school 
level,'' he said. 
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In their complaint, the students cited several examples of 
what they found offensive. Witches, "although seemingly 
childish, contains a lot of info on witch covens," the com
plainants wrote. ''This information can be easily used to form 
a coven.'' In objecting to The Games of Wizards, the Chinese 
yin and yang symbol is drawn on a page and the students 
wrote: ''This is the symbol of yin yang found on page 95 
and throughout the book. It is the Chinese religion of Con
fucianism and represents reincarnation. This book also deals 
with T.M. [transcendental meditation]." 

''This is being fought nationwide,'' said Thomas, owner 
of New Life Book Store, which sells Christian literature. ''I 
see nothing wrong with books that deal with witchcraft as 
a part of our history. Teaching that this exists is acceptable. 
But these books, with their graphic descriptions of how to 
practice witchcraft as a religion is what disturbs us ." 
Reported in: San Diego Union, June 13. 

Gwinnett County, Georgia 
Saying one of the nation's most censored books for young 

adults should not be banned in Gwinnett County, the Cen
tral Gwinnett High School media committee rejected a plea 
June 2 to remove Go Ask Alice, the anonymous diary of a 
teenage drug user, from public school libraries. The com
mittee of six parents and educators turned down a request 
from parent Judi Hoover, who vowed to appeal to the 
county's systemwide media committee. "They are fighting 
the censorship thing," she said. "They aren't looking at 
the problem." 

Mrs. Hoover was joined in her complaint by parent and 
activist Theresa Wilson, who last year convinced the board 
of education to remove the novel Deenie, by Judy Blume, 
from school libraries, thereby initiating an ongoing battle 
over censorship in the county (see Newsletter, November 
1985, p. 193; January 1986, p. 8; March 1986, p. 57; July 
1986, pp. 117, 135). After the complaint was filed, Go Ask 
Alice disappeared from the library. When the Free Speech 
Movement, a local anti-censorship group formed after the 
Deenie dispute, offered to donate fifteen copies of the book, 
it reappeared in the library. 

Mrs. Hoover said Go Ask Alice glorifies sex and drugs and 
the combination of the two. "Teenagers, at such a vulnerable 
age, I don't think they can handle this," she said. "Profani
ty is used 87 times in this book, and I, too, as a young adult 
experimented with drugs," added Mrs. Wilson. "I can tell 
you that reading this book would have no way deterred me 
from taking drugs." Only three copies of the book are left 
in Gwinnett schools. 

In a related controversy, parent Mary Ellen Ottaway filed 
a protest May 19 against the use of certain audio materials 
in Gwinnett County elementary schools. Mrs. Ottaway filed 
a petition with the Harris Elementary media committee to 
have a set of relaxation tapes entitled "Peace, Harmony and 
Awareness" removed from that school and all county 
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schools, charging that the materials are "guided fantasy" 
( and a form of witchcraft. "My third-grader came home very 

troubled about it," she said. The girl was played the tapes 
before taking a standard achievement test. 

Ottaway is backed by several other parents, including 
Theresa Wilson. "It's a form of self-hypnosis. It comes from 
the Hindu religion, and it's a form of witchcraft," Mrs. 
Wilson said of the tapes. George Wilson, a leader of the Free 
Speech Movement of Gwinnett, said his group would fight 
the appeal. He called it another step in a continuing effort 
by Mrs. Wilson's group, the Gwinnett chapter of Citizens 
for Excellence in Education, to censor the curriculum. 
Reported in: Atlanta Constitution, May 20, June 3. 

Cedar Rapids, Iowa 
Doktor Bey's Suicide Guidebook, by Derek Pell, a 1977 

satirical treatment of suicide will be placed "on reserve" 
at the Prairie High School library, College Community 
Schools superintendent William Bach announced May 21. 
Several days earlier a review committee of teachers and 
parents had voted to "limit educational access" to the book, 
but the Reconsideration Committee left it to Bach to deter
mine how to implement that decision . 

Bach said the book would be listed in the library's card 
catalog, but that a student could not see it without asking for it 
and that it could not be removed from the library. ''When a 
book is on reserve, typically the librarian asks, 'What do 
you need it for?" Bach said. "If the student appears 
disoriented, or if he or she is reaching for a reason, it's 
an opportunity for the librarian to talk or to send an obser
vation along to the school counselor. We have an op
portunity to supervise its use without restricting access." 

Teresa Rierson, a Prairie High senior who initiated the 
movement by some students to get the book out of the library 
expressed disappointment. "If he's putting it on reserve 
where students can still get hold of it," she said, "that's 
defeating the purpose, isn't it? Even the students don't want 
it there, so why have it? The students had argued that the 
book could push a classmate contemplating suicide over the 
edge. 

Rierson said, however, that bringing the complaint ''has 
really been a learning experience, because I never knew what 
satire was. I never heard of satire before." She added that 
if she didn't know what satire was, "maybe some others 
don't know it either. Reported in: Cedar Rapids Gazette, 
May 18, 19, 22. 

Kalkaska, Michigan 
From now on if students want to read a book containing 

a message about the effects of drug abuse, they will have to 
find a title other than Go Ask Alice in the Kalkaska Middle 
School library. The Kalkaska Board of Education voted June 
9 to remove the book from school library shelves because 
it contains objectionable language. 
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School superintendent Bob Fein said the book's message 
was not the problem, but the fact that it contained objec
tionable language had caused parental appeals to the board 
of education to have it removed. He said the book was "out
dated" and that there were other works containing the same 
message which don't use such strong language. 

Middle school librarian Barbara Berry, however, said the 
book was extremely popular among students, and she didn't 
think many books could deliver such a vivid message. "It's 
a tough book," she said, "but a lot of kids have gotten a lot 
out of it. This book is unique." Reported in: Kalkaska Leader 
& Kalkaskian, June 12. 

Union, New Jersey 
In response to the objections of a Jewish organization, a 

periodical produced by an alleged neo-Nazi and racist group 
was taken off open shelves and relegated to the basement of 
the Union Public Library in early June. However, library of
ficials said they would continue to subscribe to the magazine 
National Vanguard, and that it would be available to members 
of the public on request. 

Alan Shelton, president of the Zionist Association of Kean 
College, said the group wrote to library officials objecting 
to the periodical being displayed in the magazine room. The 
group also objected to labeled boxes no longer containing 
copies of Fiery Cross, a Ku Klux Klan publication, and 
Thunderbolt, published by the National States Rights Party. 

"We're very concerned about a young person just develop
ing a political conscience corning into a local library and see
ing this type of literature next to respectable magazines," 
Shelton said. "Most young people believe what they read in 
print, and can be unwittingly drawn into racist ideologies." 

The periodicals were among numerous publications sent 
free to the public library by groups advocating a wide variety 
of beliefs. "No doubt, in the future, we shall be more vigilant 
and circumspect in our acceptance of such 'gifts' since it 
becomes fairly obvious that we become unwitting vehicles 
for the dissemination of materials that could lead to 
anarchy," library director Florence Walsh wrote in a letter 
to Shelton. 

Walsh said that while libraries have the responsibility to 
make a wide variety of views and expressions available, "in
cluding those which are unorthodox or unpopular with the 
majority," she agreed with Shelton's point about "availability 
to young or recalcitrant minds." Library officials said they 
would continue to emphasize intellectual freedom, however. 
"The result of that," said assistant director Judy Gardiner, 
"is to have it accessible but not in public view." Reported 
in: Elizabeth Daily Journal, June 5. 

Freeport, New York 
Murray Duitz says his photographic study of a nude, 

middle-aged woman has been seen in Venice, it's been seen 
in Manhattan and it will be on permanent display in Brooklyn. 
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But it won't be seen in Freeport. Duitz' 1965 work was deleted 
at the last minute from a June art show at the Freeport Library, 
sponsored by the Arts Council of Freeport, when library of
ficials deemed it unsuitable for the exhibition hall leading 
to the children's reading room. In its place they put a 
simple, silver-colored frame, empty but for a typewritten note 
reading "Removed." Duitz, a professor of art history at 
Hofstra University, called the decision "ridiculous." 

The work is called "Proof Sheet" after a printed sheet of 
film made by photographers before selecting individual 
frames for printing. The print depicts a dozen frames of a 
dark-haired, aging woman in a variety of nude poses, with a 
towel and chair. It was selected from among 425 entries to be 
one of 94 photographs and paintings exhibited, and was one 
of seven in the show given "honorable mention." 

Library director David Opatow said, "I didn't feel it was 
the right place to put it. It's the only entrance into the 
children's room. This is not a museum; it is a library," he 
said. Jeanette Klempner, president of the library's board of 
trustees, said, "I thought we would have a lot of comments 
on how we were using our corridors." 

Several nudes were in the exhibit, but attention was called 
to Duitz' work when the library received a telephone call 
complaining about it within a half hour of its being hung, 
Opatow said. He added that he and Klempner offered to 
display part of the show, including Duitz' work, in a separate 
room upstairs and to the side of the main exhibit, but the Arts 
Council declined. "It was out of the question ... The in
stallation itself is a work of art," said Mary Westring, a coun
cil board member. "Plus people would be upset about being 
relegated to a back room. "How can they [the library board] 
be hurt by hanging something little boys are going to giggle 
at?" she asked. "The whole thing is an embarrassment to 
us." Reported in: Newsday, June 5. 

New York, N .Y. 
In early June an undisclosed number of libraries in the New 

York-New Jersey area received a letter on the stationery of 
the N.Y.-N.J. Port Authority. The letter read: 

"In 1981, the Port Authority sent copies of its Master Plan
ning Studies reports for Newark International, LaGuardia, 
and Kennedy International Airports to a number of libraries 
in the vicinities of the airports. Your library is listed as a reci
pient of one or more of the reports. 

"As you are well aware, since that time airport security has 
become a major issue. Certain information in the reports 
could identify vulnerable areas of the airports, ·md we 
therefore request that you remove the following pages from 
the report(s) and return them to us: Newark International 
Airport-pages 25-32, 37-40; LaGuardia Airport-pages 
25-32, 37-40; J. F. Kennedy International Airport-pages 
29-39, 43-46. 

"We ask that you place the enclosed labels in the ap
propriate reports, either inside the front cover or adjacent 
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to the transmittal letter; reference to airport security is 
deliberately omitted. [The labels simply state "pages inten
tionally removed".] 

"It is important to the Port Authority that this information 
be deleted from the reports and returned to us. Your coopera
tion is greatly appreciated." The letter was signed by Patricia 
A. Cose, Assistant Chief Librarian/Research Services. 
Reported by Fordham Library Center. 

schools 
Lake City, Florida 

The American Civil Liberties Union told the Columbia 
County School Board May 22 to rescind its ban on two literary 
classics in a state-approved textbook or face a lawsuit it can't 
win. "We hope you will urge the board to rescind its deci
sion and thereby avoid wasting taxpayer monies defending 
a losing lawsuit," ACLU legal director Steven Forester wrote 
in a letter to Superintendent Silas Pittman. 

On April 11, the board voted to delete or replace adapta
tions of Lysistrata, the classic Greek play by Aristophanes, 
and The Miller's Tale, the fourteenth century poems by 
Geoffrey Chaucer, from a textbook that is required reading 
at Columbia High School. Pittman recommended the ban 
after a school textbook review committee asked that the two 
classics be taken off the required reading list. 

The Rev. Fritz Fountain, pastor of Berea Baptist Church, 
challenged the two works when his child reported they were 
read out loud in a humanities class. Fountain complained that 
the language was so vulgar that students caught using the 
words in the hall would be sent to the office. He said both 
describe sexual behavior. Three Lake City parents with 
children in the school system challenged the ban, however, 
and complained to the ACLU. The parents were Claudia 
Johnson, Monya G. Virgil and Susan G. Davis. 

Lysistrata, a comedy, is about a sex strike waged by the 
women of Athens and Sparta to end a war. The Miller's Tale 
is a bawdy satire. Forester said the decision to ban the pieces 
was taken in apparent ignorance of their content, their univer
sally recognized literary and cultural worth, and the free 
speech clause of the First Amendment. He asked the board 
to reverse its decision, noting, "We're prepared to sue." 
Reported in: Florida Times-Union, May 23. 

Cape Cod, Massachusetts 
According to one English teacher, a "holy war" has erupted 

on Cape Cod and the battleground is the public schools. At 
stake is control over defining which values and teaching 
methods are most appropriate for children. The fight is 
similar to battles being fought everywhere in the country, but 
on the Cape a new element has been the active involvement 
of the local chapter of the National Federation for Decency, 
an organization of conservative Christians based in Tupelo, 
Mississippi, which has not been previously involved in educa-
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tional issues. Some observers wonder whether the federation's 
activities on the Cape presage a new national focus for the 
group, which most recently gained notice for its successful 
nation-wide campaign against sales of Playboy and Penthouse 
at 7-Eleven stores. 

"This is what I would call a holy war, sort of a Puritan 
revolution much like what took place in England during the 
seventeenth century," said Susan Trafton, head of the English 
Department at Barnstable High School. Fundamentalists 
pressing the case for religion in schools, Ms. Trafton 
said, seem to believe ''that if we can purify our 
society, we can bring it back to that theocratic utopia that 
the Puritans had in mind when they first came to this country." 

That very idea was voiced by Jan Leary of South Dennis, 
a local leader in a recent campaign to ban The Chocolate »tzr, 
by Robert Cormier (see Newsletter, May 1986, p. 79) from 
Barnstable High School and in a previous controversy in the 
Dennis-Yarmouth schools over a fantasy novel, 'Z.ork: The 
Malifestro Quest, by S. Eric Meretzky (see Newsletter, 
September 1985, p. 152). She is active in the National Federa
tion for Decency of Cape Cod. 

"The National Federation for Decency," Mrs. Leary told 
a reporter, "tries to get rid of negative input into our society 
[and] uphold the standards of decency that were the founda
tion of our Constitution and of our nation-those Christian 
principles that the Puritans and the fundamentalists and what
not had at one time." The group has focused on public educa
tion on the Cape because, said Mrs. Leary, schools, teachers 
and books have tremendous power to shape the attitudes and 
beliefs of children. 

"The incursion into schools is clearly a new thrust," 
Superintendent Edward Tynan of the Barnstable School 
District commented. "The entry into the school systems on , 
the Cape seems to be a diversification from the National 
Federation for Decency's goal." The federation claims 415 
members on Cape Cod, including state Sen. Paul Doane 
(Rep.-Harwich). Doane said that while he did not fully back 
the group's boo.k-banning effort nor its support for the 
teaching of creationism, he did endorse its "general thrust," 
including a position favoring prayer in schools. 

The principal move of the federation came in the form of 
the unsuccessful challenge to The Chocolate War. The 
challenge, led by Frances Derrick of Hyannis, a mother of 
three students in the Barnstable system, centered on the book's 
presentation of profanity and masturbation, as well as on what 
Mrs. Derrick called a "pessimistic view of life." The Barn
stable School Committee refused to ban the novel, pointing 
out that under district policy no student must read any assign
ed book if the parents object. But the debate did not end there. 
Mrs. Derrick launched an unsuccessful bid for a school com
mittee seat. Although ~he received about two thousand votes, 
she was defeated by a margin of almost two-to-one. 

"It is still my desire to be on the school committee," she 
said, adding that until she has another chance to run, she 
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would concentrate on trying to be named to the parents' ad
visory council of her child's school. "Humanistic, socialistic 
religion," she contended, is the cause of moral laxity in the 

. classroom. She said she fears the schools are producing 
children who "will be tomorrow's leaders [but] have no 
motivation and no respect for the country." 

These sentiments were echoed by Mrs. Leary. Right now, 
she charged, "the only way the name•of Jesus can get into 
the school is via a swear word. Seriously, it really shocked 
me when I found that out. I thought, "Wow, they have no 
problems when you stomp on his name or use it as a cuss 
word.' But as soon as you say, 'Hey, this is a name that could 
help you,' everybody and his mother gets all upset." 

Ms. Trafton also described herself as a fundamentalist 
Christian but said that, as an educator, she opposes efforts 
to incorporate religion into the schools. The idea of the book 
banners, she said, seems to be "that you work from negatives, 
[saying] let's take out everything that's bad from society and 
what we'll have left is good. I am convinced that some of 
the public is fairly well certain that we are running dens of 
iniquity within our walls. Essentially, I think [this problem] 
is poor information feeding on poor information, resulting 
in fear, hysteria. I don't think I'm being unfair when I call 
it a holy war. I think that's essentially what we've been 
fighting." Reported in: Cape Cod Times, June 3. 

Kitchener-Waterloo, Ontario 
On July 10, the Kitchener-Waterloo school board banned 

William Shakespeare's The Merchant of Venice from ninth
grade classrooms until the Ontario Education Ministry or 
Human Rights Commission rules whether the play is anti
semitic. The ban came after nine Jewish students testified 
to the board that they had been called "Jew money lender" 
by fellow students and that swastikas had been scrawled on 
their desks after they studied the story of Shylock, a 
Jewish money lender. 

"I get coins thrown at me and told to 'pick them up, Jew','' 
one student said. "This has happened more times than I can 
count. I never had a coin thrown at me until we studied The 
Merchant." 

"I find it preposterous that after 400 years this play gets 
banned," said veteran actor John Neville, artistic director of 
the annual Shakespeare festival at Stratford, Ontario. But 
Jewish scholar W. Gunther Plaut of Toronto's Holy Blossom 
Temple argued that the play would have been forgotten long 
ago were it not by Shakespeare. Writing in the Toronto Globe 
and Mail, he said, "The overwhelming thrust of the 
story . . . depicts the Jew as basically greedy, a veritable anti
Christ who, accompanied by the merry laughter of the au
dience, gets his just desserts." Reported in: Philadelphia In
quirer, July 25. 

Austin, Texas 
A majority of the science textbooks being considered for 

use in Texas junior high schools this year have been purged 

Newsletter on Intellectual Freedom 



of all mention of evolution, the president of the Texas Coun
cil for Science Education charged Tuesday. Speaking to the 
State Textbook Committee, Steven D. Schafersman said the 
publishers of five of the nine earth science books that are 
up for adoption have given in to creationist presure and cen
sored the topic of evolution from their books. 

''These five publishers have censored the topic of evolu
tion, and I ask you to not reward them be refusing to adopt 
their textbooks," said Schafersman. "We must stop caving 
in to creationist pressure. We can no longer hold Texas 
science education hostage to know-nothings and religious 
zealots. How long must Texas be known as the state that cen
sors science textbooks because of religious prejudice?" 

Schafersman's testimony was followed by that of conser
vative textbook critic Mel Gabler, who attacked those books 
which explain evolution, also charging censorship. He claim
ed that the publishers presented arguments for evolution while 
ignoring findings that undermine the theory that man 
evolved from lower forms of life. "Scientific evidence 
against evolution is consistently censored,'' he said. 

The textbook committee may choose up to five of the nine 
earth science books proposed for Texas junior high students. 
Once the list is ratified by the State Board of Education, local 
school districts may select from it. The books chosen will 
be used for six years in Texas schools. Reported in: Dallas 
Morning News, July 16. 

student press 
Champaign-Urbana, Illinois 

Student journalists and housing officials at the University 
of Illinois have been feuding over newspaper distribution re
quirements on the Champaign campus. Door-to-door 
distribution of the Illini Chronicle, a free, alternative 
student weekly, was halted by residence halls officials who 
said distributors of the paper were security risks and 
solicitors. The Daily Illini, subscription-based student paper, 
still enjoys the right to distribute door-to-door. 

Editors of the Chronicle said the university's distinction 
between the two papers is unfair. "The university can 
regulate time, place and manner of distribution, but they must 
not discriminate," said Mark Royko, managing editor of the 
Chronicle. "Restraints on one paper and not the other violate 
the First Amendment. You have to treat the publications 
equally ," said Barbara O'Toole, staff attorney for the 
ACLU. 

University housing director Gary North said he told 
publishers if they provided him with a list of subscribers he 
would allow door-to-door distribution. But Mike Cleary, 
editor of the Chronicle, said he was told a different story 
and that his offer to charge subscribers a penny for the free 
periodical was rejected. Cleary said he believes the real 
reason housing officials objected to the Chronicle was that 
"it's different. " 
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North acknowledged that the Chronicle's financial in
dependence affected the decision. ''If this were a regular stu
dent organization, it would be different. They would -have 
different distribution rights. [But] they don't want to be 
associated with the university. They've made that very 
clear." 

But Royko countered that the Daily Illini is also not an 
official student group. "The bottom line is they don't want 
anyone else in the dorm because it's a bureaucratic hassle," 
he said. He noted that "the dorms were about half of our 
circulation. We've lost ads and we lost money last semester. 
We're a student paper. Any rights they give to the Daily Il
lini they have to give to us. This is a basic principle of 
freedom of the press. They have no concept of this, and 
they've folded our paper." Reported in: Student Press l.A.w 
Center Report, Spring 1986. 

Minneapolis, Minnesota 
While other Fridley High School students were taking final 

examinations June 4, underground newspaper publishers 
Janet Bystrom, Adam Collins and David Drangeld were at 
home. The three were suspended earlier in the week for 
publishing the most recent issue of Tour de Farce. U.S . 
District Judge Donald Alsop refused to grant a Minnesota 
Civil Liberties Unin (MCLU) request for a restraining order 
that would have allowed the students to take their exams. 

The suspensions came in response to an article in Tour 
de Farce which said a teacher's home had be~n vandalized, 
noting that many students would like to claim responsibility. 
"We at Tour de Farce find this act to be pretty damn 
funny," the article concluded. "They were suspended for 
what appears to be advocating vandalism against the homes 
of teachers," School Superintendent Dennis Rens said. 
"As an aside we object to the vulgarities and indecent 
language but that is not what this case is about.'' 

Matthew Stark, MCLU executive director, dismissed that 
explanation, charging that the action against the paper, which 
has been banned in the past, was an attempt at intimidation. 
''This is the kind of action that is taken against youngsters 
who might be charged with carrying matches and a jar of 
gasoline down a hallway,'' said Stark. 

Stark added that the suspensions might also be in contempt 
of a March order by U.s. · District Court Judge Robert 
Renner in St. Paul, who struck down the school district's 
policy requiring students to get approval before distributing 
student-written publications. In November, Renner also ruled 
in favor of Tour de Farce's right to distribute issues 
on school grounds (see Newsletter, January 1986, p. 15). 

" They [school officials] should know by now they should 
get out of the business of making personal judgments about 
what they think is appropriate content of a student 
underground newspaper," Stark said. He added that he 
thought the officials were retaliating against the students 
because of the court decisions, which· the district is appeal
ing . Reported in: Minneapolis Star & Tribune, June 3, 4, 5. 
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commencement speaker 
Quincy, Illinois 

Bishop Daniel Ryan of Springfield was named to replace 
U.S. Senator Alan Dixon (Dem.-Illinois) as Quincy College 
commencement speaker, the college announced May 6. The 
bishop, who heads the Roman Catholic diocese of Spring
field, had objected to Dixon's voting record on the abortion 
issue. 

Dixon was invited in April to speak at the May 18 com
mencement, where he would receive an honorary degree 
from the college. In a prepared statement, however, the col
lege said a decision reversing the invitation and the award 
of the degree ''was made after careful scrutiny of the 
senator's voting record on the issue of abortion. It was felt 
that the voting record of the senator reflects positions incom
patible with the philosophy of Quincy College.'' 

Bishop Ryan said Dixon's voting record on the abortion 
issue is not consistent with an anti-abortion stance. He said he 
notified the college of his opinions about Dixon after learn
ing he would be receiving an honorary degree along with 
the senator. Ryan said he was asked to serve as commence
ment speaker after the invitation to Dixon was withdrawn. 
He said he did not ask the college to act one way or the other 
on the invitation to Dixon and did not ask to speak at the 
commencement. '' I did not ask the college to do anything,'' 
Ryan said, but he also ''felt I would have some difficulty 
with my visibility ori such a program." 

In a letter to Rev. James Toal, president of Quincy Col
lege, Sen. Dixon said the school's decision to replace him 
came as ''a complete surprise.'' Dixon said he is personally 
opposed to abortion and generally opposed to federal funding 
of abortion and recounted the Senate votes in which he had 
acted consistent with that position. He said he has "reserva
tions about a constitutional amendment to ban abortion.'' 
Reported in: Quincy Herald-Whig, May 7, 8, 11. 

film 
Chicago, Illinois 

Jean-Luc Godard's film Hail Mary did not have a Chicago 
release until April 7. But on March 25, two weeks before 
the premiere at Facets Multimedia Cinema, the majority of 
the members of the Chicago City Council were already con
demning it. On that day, thirty-two members of the 
council-perhaps not one among them having seen Hail 
Mary-offered a resolution originated by Alderman Aloysius 
Majerczyk calling for the film's banning. Unable to suspend 
the rules to vote on the resolution, the council sent it to 
committee. 

The movie is a contemporary interpretation of the Immacu
late Conception, with Mary as a basketball-playing gasoline 
station attendant and Joseph as a cab driver. It has been label
ed a desecration of the faith by many Roman Catholics 
including Pope John Paul II, and Catholic groups have 
picketed its screening across the country. But it has been 
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withdrawn from showing only once (see pages 163 and 174 
and Newsletter, May 1986, p. 106). The April 7 Chicago 
debut predictably brought the theater hostile pickets, 
vandalism and numerous threats of violence. 

With little notice to the ban's opponents, the council Com
mittee for Intergovernmental Relations convened an open 
hearing April 10. Alderman Roman Pucinski presided and, 
according to the Chicago Area Film ·and Video Network, 
lent an open ear to those testifying for the ban and asked 
intimidating questions of those opposing it. Alderman 
Majerczyk threatened a representative of Chicago Artists 
Coalition with a cutoff of his group's financial support. 

Ultimately, Pucinski turned to the Corporation Counsel 
for advice on the ban's legality. After the Counsel agreed 
the ban could be construed as unconstitutional, the two 
aldermen amended and passed a watered-down resolution 
which read: 

"Now be it resolved that the Chicago City Council has 
determined that the film Hail Mary is strongly offensive to 
many of the people of Chicago, who consider it to be an at
tack on their personal and religious beliefs and a danger to 
the faith of their children and believe it to cause danger to 
society by the strong feeling elicited by the showing of this 
film, and therefore expresses its disapproval and requests 
the theater owners and distributors of Chicago to voluntarily 
refrain from further showings of the film within the 
boundaries of the City of Chicago." 

A few hours later, the police and arson squad located a 
live bomb planted at Facets Multimedia. Reported by 
Chicago Area Film and Video Network. 

Minneapolis, Minnesota 
About forty people, some from as far away as St·. Cloud 

and Mankato, Minnesota, picketed the Uptown Theater in 
Minneapolis April 4, protesting the opening of the controver
sial movie Hail Mary. The movie, directed by Jean-Luc 
Godard, depicts a modern version of the nativity, with Mary 
as a basketball-playing gasoline station attendant and Joseph 
as a cab driver. It includes frontal nudity and depicts Mary 
as having a baby out of wedlock. The film has proved par
ticularly offensive to some Roman Catholics. It has been con
demned by Pope John Paul II and Catholic groups have 
picketed its screening across the country, although it has been 
withdrawn from showing in only one venue (see pages 163 
and 174 and Newsletter, May 1986, p. 106). 

Catholic groups tried to prevent the film's showing in Min
neapolis. Archbishop John Roach of the Archdiocese of St. 
Paul and Minneapolis issued a statement saying, "It's a rot
ten way to make a buck . . . stay away from this porny 
little flick.'' 

Attendance at the showing of the film was above average 
according to theater manager Tom Ladd, despite the fact that 
all packages and purses had to be searched at the door after 
police received a bomb threat. A small explosive device was 
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indeed detonated ten minutes after the film began behind a 
furniture store near the theater, but police established no con
nection between that explosion and the protest. Reported in: 
Minneapolis Star & Tribune, April 5. 

theater 
Baltimore, Maryland 

A stage production of George Orwell's Animal Farm, 
scheduled as part of the Theater of Nations, an international 
festival held in Baltimore in June, was cancelled because 
Soviet officials protested its inclusion. The decision to ex
clude Animal Farm was made by Wole Soyinka, the promi
nent Nigerian playwright who has been imprisoned and tor
tured for his criticism of his own government. Soyinka is 
president of the group sponsoring the festival, the Interna
tional Theater Institute, a non-governmental organization 
originally funded by UNESCO. 

Animal Farm, a National Theater of Great Britain produc
tion directed by Sir Peter Hall, was specifically chosen by 
the Theater of Nations for the festival. But after meeting with 
Soviet representatives, Soyinka told the National Theater that 
some of the 62 nations represented in the International 
Theater Institute might be embarrassed by the production, 
a stage adaptation of the famous 1945 novel satirizing a 
totalitarian state. 

The cancellation was assailed by Hall as "extraordinarily 
craven. The I. T .I. is apparently afraid to present a political 
satire as part of an international festival,'' he said. '' It 's not 
as if this is a new play. The work is a familiar classic , and 
the production was specially requested .... I personally 
don't think the I. T. I. should be used as a means of suppress
ing things , and I am absolutely amazed at Mr. Soyinka, a 
man who has fought censorship all his career." 

The theater festival, which ran from June 15-29, featured 
companies from thirteen countries, including Hungary , 
Poland, Bulgaria and Czechoslovakia. Although the Soviet 
Union was not represented, it is a member of the LT .I. The 
Theater of Nations is held every other year, but this year 
was the first time in its thirty year history that the celebra
tion, originally based in Paris, was presented in North 
America. Reported in: New York Times, May 24 . 

rock music 
Little Rock, Arkansas 

Wal-Mart, the huge Arkansas-based department store chain 
with 890 stores in 22 states, concentrated in the South and 
Southwest, removed all rock-oriented publications from its 
stores in June. The decision followed a nationally televised 
broadcast by the Rev. Jimmy Lee Swaggart in which the 
evangelist criticized rock magazines and mentioned Wal-Mart 
as the kind of place teenagers could obtain them. A Wal
Mart representative denied any connection between the two 
events. 
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A June 12 memo instructing wholesalers to immediately 
remove such magazines from Wal-Mart racks listed 32 
publications, including Rolling Stone, Creem, Circus, 
Hit Parader, Tiger Beat, Right On!, and Super Teen, as well 
as "any other rock titles you may be placing 'in Wal
Mart stores." An earlier memo, dated May 2, res_ulted in 
the removal from Wal-Mart record racks of albums by a 
number of heavy metal artists and comedians including 
Eddie Murphy, Richard Pryor, Cheech and Chong, 
AC/DC , Ozzy Osbourne, Black Sabbath , Motley Crue 
and Judas Priest. 

Although Wal-Mart made no public announcements 
criticizing or condemning rock magazines, some publishers 
and distributors linked the decision to a fundamentalist cam
paign to "clean up" the nation's magazine racks. They 
pointed to the much-publicized removal of adult magazines 
from a number of major chains subsequent to a letter from 
the Meese Commission on Porngraphy (see page 162 and 
Newsletter, July 1986, p. 111); the general tone of the com
mission's report; and the televised sermon by Swaggart. 

Stacy Duncan of Wal-Mart denied these links . "This was 
strictly a merchandising decision made within our company,'' 
she said. "We don't see it as a censorship issue, we see it 
as a free enterprise issue." She said the decision was "not 
made recently" and denied "receiving pressure from anyone. 
It's just unfortunate that this coincided with the citation by 
Jimmy Swaggart and any government reports ." 

Swaggart, however, explicitly linked his own anti rock 
message with the anti pornography movement. "After near
ly a quarter of a century of experience with pornography, 
we know what the results are," he said. "This is the same 
thing with rock music ... a degenerating, debilitating in
fluence on our youth." 

" I was somewhat surprised when I heard it," Swaggart 
said of the Wal-Mart action, "because to my knoweldge 
they ' re the first ones to hit the rock and roll situation. My 
first cousin [Jerry Lee Lewis] helped start rock and roll, and 
it's degenerated ever since. It's destroying a whole genera
tion of young people . 

" Nobody likes to tell people what they can or cannot sing. 
but when it goes too far, if they won't police themselves. 
then someone's going to have to do it for them. I predict 
that this is just the beginning. There's going to be more and 
more corporate decisions to do these things because the public 
is becoming fearful of the results of what's taking place in 
the midst of rock and roll. It's fostering adultery, alcoholism, 
drug abuse, necrophilia, bestiality and you name it. It could 
hardly be much worse." As for censorship, Swaggart said, 
' "[' m concerned that rattlesnakes not become extinct, but not 
overly so. I don't lose any sleep over it." 

In a New Haven sermon that was broadcast nationally on 
June 1, Swaggart severely criticized one magazine in par
ticular : "I said Hit Parader is a rock magazine that can be 
bought by children of all ages at places like Wal-Mart, K-
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Mart, the grocery store and practically any other retail store 
that sells magazines." 

That brodcast was repeated in several southern markets 
on June 22, ten days after Wal-Mart's internal memo. Jim 
Von Gremv, Wal-Mart director of corporate affairs, then 
called Swaggatt's ministry and, according to the preacher, 
"They consequently removed 32 magazines from the racks." 
Von Gremv confirmed the conversation, but insisted that the 
decision was made well before the second Swaggart broad
cast and that the call was merely for clarification. 

John Edrie, publisher of DS magazines (Tiger Beat, Right 
On! and twenty-two other teen-oriented publications), said 
the Wal-Mart decision "has the flavor of violating the Bill 
of Rights and the First Amendment in particular.'' Edrie said 
his publications are available in 17 ,000 stores. He pointed 
out that 13,000 school and public libraries subscribe to Tiger 
Beat. Right On!, aimed at black teenagers, is in another 6,000 
libraries, Edrie said. 

Bob Castardi, vice president of Curtis Circulation Co, 
which distributes Creem, noted that his company was par
ticipating in the newly-formed Americans for Constitutional 
Freedom (see page 197) in order to "let the American public 
know the other side of the story." Of the Wal-Mart deci
sion he said, "This is something Khadafy would do. Where 
does it stop? This is just the first step, in our opinion." 
Reported in: Washington Post, July 17. 

Los Angeles, California 
Criminal charges were filed June 2 against the lead singer 

of the Dead Kennedys punk rock band and four others in 
connection with an allegedly pornographic poster packaged 
with the San Francisco group's most recent record album. 
In the highly unusual legal action, Eric Boucher, who goes 
by the stage name Jello Biafra, and his co-defendants were 
charged with distributing harmful matter to minors, an 
offense that, upon conviction, carries a maximum penalty 
of one year in jail and a $2,000 fine. 

At issue is a 20- by 24-inch reproduction of a painting 
enclosed with the group's 1985 album, Frankenchrist, which 
depicts, in extreme closeup, ten sets of male and female 
genitals engaged in sexual acts. The charges were filed after 
a San Fernando Valley mother complained to authorities that 
her teenage daughter. had bought the .album last December. 

"We're not proceeding against the album .... That is 
clearly protected by the First Amendment,'' Deputy Los 
Angeles City Attorney Michael Guarino said. "[But] the 
poster is not a communication of anything of value, and I'd 
think it would be beyond arguing that the avearge adult 
Californian would consider this material highly inappropriate 
for minors." Guarino added, however, that the case would 
probably not have been filed "except there was an actual 
victim. We had to act after looking at the poster. We really 
didn't have any choice." 

Boucher termed the complaint "totally ridiculous. This is 
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not a pornography issue," he said. "This is a First Amend
ment, freedom of speech issue. This is a direct result of the 
nationwide move by right-wing and religious organizations 
to impose censorship via ratings and bannings of rock music, 
books and other forms of art and literature.'' 

The singer said that the poster was reproduced from a 
painting by Swiss artist H. R. Giger and has been displayed in 
European museums and in various art publications. Giger 
has designed film sets and album covers for several 
mainstream movie directors and recording artists. He shared 
an Academy Award in 1980 for best visual effects for the 
science fiction movie Alien. 

Boucher said the artwork was "far less harmful than what 
minors and adults see every night on the six o'clock news. 
Our band stands against exploitation and the glorification of 
violence. The painting is not exploitation; it is anti
exploitation, because it putrefies exploitation itself.'' 

The album's cover, Boucher noted, included a warning 
label: "The inside fold-out to this record cover is a work 
of art by H.R. Giger that some people may find shocking, 
repulsive or offensive. Life can sometimes be that way." 

Facing arraignment in Los Angeles Municipal Court were 
Boucher, owner of Alternative Tentacles Records, which 
distributes Frankenchrist; Michael Bonano, of San Francisco, 
general manager of the firm; Debra Ruth Schwartz, of San 
Francisco, general manager of Mordam Records of San Fran
cisco; Steve Boudreau, president of Greenworld Distributors 
of Torrance, California; and Salvatore Alberti, of Huntington 
Beach, California, owner of a firm that inserted the posters 
into the album covers. Reported in: ws Angeles Times, June 
4. 

broadcasting 
Duncanville, Texas 

"It's one of the best things that could happen to our 
city,'' said Grace Baptist Temple Associate Pastor Allen 
Pruitt, "They're starting to bring liquor into the city now, 
and we need to get rid of what all we can." 

What Pruitt was glad to be rid of was Duncanville Cable 
TV's Playboy Channel. The channel signed off June 1 for 
the last time in Duncanville. "We discontinued the channel 
because of erosion of subscribers, explained Duncanville 
Cable TV manager Frank Haire. "We just didn't have 
enough people watching it.'' Subscriptions to the Playboy 
Channel had dropped from about twenty percent of system 
subscribers to less than ten percent. 

Duncanville, a city with an extremely high number of 
churches per capita (more than thirty in a town of about 
36,000) will receive C-Span II instead of Playboy. Reported 
in: Duncanville News-Journal, June 5. 
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Madison, Wisconsin 
WISC-TV was merely trying to be "consistent and fair 

in applying our standards on controversial material" when 
the station demanded revisions in a commercial submitted 
by an atheist group, according to station manager David 
Sanlcs. And, he added, the station did not rent its studios to 
produce the spot only under threat of a lawsuit. 

At issue was a script presented by the Freedom from 
Religion Foundation in which Dan Barker, a former 
clergyman, criticized fundamentalism and endorsed separa
tion of church and state. A slightly revised version aired on 
a competing station June 19. 

Anne Gaylor, foundation president, said WISC's "cen
sorship of non-religious ideas is really frightening. It's scary 
that this could happen in liberal Madison.'' She said the sta
tion agreed to rent the studio for production of the commer
cial, but cancelled a May booking on short notice after 
reviewing the initial script. That caused her group great 
inconvenience. 

According to Sanks, booking of the studio was handled 
through an agent and "we weren't aware of the group or 
its materials until a few days before scheduled production. 
We told them we'd review a revision of the script and if it 
met our standards we'd accept it. They did and we accepted 
it. Then they withdrew it and said there might be a lawsuit. 
The original script was then revised to a certain extent and 
we had an agreement. 

In the commercial's final version, Barker explains, "For 
many years I preached the gospel of Jesus, the Bible, miracles 
and faith. Now I'm an atheist," he continues, because "in 
my thirst for truth I discovered that religious beliefs do not 
withstand the test of evidence and reason. As a free thinker, 
I now see the dangers of fundamentalism . . . '' 

Sanlcs said in the original version, Barker declared he now 
sees the danger fundamentalism poses ''for our country'' and 
the station told the group that reference "reached a point 
of controversy'' that did not meet station standards. Reported 
in: Wisconsin State Journal, June 19. 

comic strip 
St. Louis, Missouri 

The wrath of irate Bloom County fans descended on the 
St. Louis Post-Dispatch after the May 23 episode of the comic 
strip failed to appear. A sentence was printed where the strip 
normally appears, explaining that the strip had been held 
out because of "sexual content." 

The strip featured the character Steve Dallas, who was in 
a plaster cast covering much of his body because of a broken 
back. Berke Breathed, the cartoonist who does the strip. had 
recently suffered a spinal fracture in a plane crash. In the 
sequence, Dallas is at a bar trying to pick up a woman. She 
asks, in a somewhat explicit manner, whether he can have 
sex. When he replies that he can't, "for a few months," she 
turns her back on him. Similar references to the sexual dilem-

September 1986 

ma presented by Dallas' body cast had appeared in previous 
episodes. 

Features director Jim Creighton said he rejected the episode 
because it was "a little more explicit" than the others had 
been. "I was not personally offended by it," he said, "but 
I'm trying to make judgments on what readers might want 
their children to read. It's a difficult thing to do." 

Creighton said he had conferred with Managing Editor 
David Lipman, who agreed that the strip should be held out. 
He said it "went too far" and exceeded the bounds of good 
taste. '·'Also," Lipman added, "it was beating to death a 
point that had already been made and did nothing to further 
the story line. It made no kind of political or social com
ment." Reported in: St. Louis Post-Dispatch, May 25. 

etc. 
Atlanta, Georgia 

A Southern Baptist author and his publisher accused Bap
tist officials of "bureaucratic censorship" after they 
banned the author's book from the denomination's convention 
in Atlanta June 10-13. George Draper, senior editor of 
Criterion Publications of Dallas, said the Southern 
Baptist Bookstore, a division of the Baptist Sunday 
School Board in Nashville, refused to sell The Truth in 
Crisis: The Controversy in the Southern Baptist Con
vention, by James Hefley, at its convention exhibit. 

''They said it would not be in the best interests of the Bap
tist Sunday School Board to sell the book at the convention," 
Draper said. "This boils down to censorship. It's the 
denominational mentality that says of anything that's critical, 
'Let's sweep it under the rug and forget about it.· " 

The decision not to sell the book at the Atlanta conven
tion came at ''the request of the Peace Committee,'' ac
cording to Bill Graham, director of the board's bookstore 
division. The Peace Committee was formed last year to in
vestigate ways to promote healing in the 14.4 million 
member denomination, which has been wracked by a bitter 
eight-year struggle between fundamentalist and moderate 
factions. The committee has asked that "divisive rhetoric" be 
toned down, but has not publicly singled out individuals or 
publications. Graham said the book, a history of the conflict, 
did not offer a balanced treatment. 

Hefley, writer-in-residence at Hannibal-LaGrange College 
in Missouri, called his book '·even-handed and objective," 
although he admits to being more sympathetic to the fun
damentalists. Criterion Publications is closely identified with 
the fundamentalist positions and the Rev. Adrian Rogers, 
of Memphis, Tennessee, the fundamentalist leader elected 
as the new president of the denomination at the convention, 
is one of the book's prominent promoters. 

The Truth in Crisis charges that the Southern Baptist Con
vention has become a "corporate empire" which favors the 
moderates. "People have told me that the trouble in our 
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denomination is not doctrinal, but is over the workings of 
the agencies,'' he said. The book is especially critical of the 
Southern Baptist Sunday Schools . Reported in: Fort Worth 
Star-Telegram, May 23; Nashville Tennessean, May 25; 
St. Louis Post-Dispatch, June 3. 

foreign 
Denpasar, Bali 

President Reagan arrived on the Indonesian island of Bali 
April 29 on the first stop of a major trip to the Far East. 
But the occasion was marred when the Indonesian govern
ment detained two Australian journalists in the party accom
panying the president and barred them from the country. 
Richard Palfreyman and James Middleton, Washington-based 
correspondents for the Australian Broadcasting Corporation, 
were ordered off the White House press plane and told to 
leave the country. In a separate incident, Indonesian 
authorities detained and expelled Barbara Crossett, a cor
respondent for the New York Times, who was seeking to 
report on the Reagan visit but was not part of the presiden
tial party. 

Despite protests from U.S. officials, the two Australians 
were told that they would not be allowed to enter after un
favorable reports in the Australian press about the wealth 
of Indonesian President Suharto. Crosette allegedly was 
denied entrance because she had written stories critical of 
Suharto. Reagan administration officials have avoided direct 
criticism of the Suharto government, which has been criti
cized for widespread human rights abuses in the handling 
of dissent, and of genocide in its suppression of independence 
movements in East Timor and West Irian. Reported in: Min
neapolis Star & Tribune, April 30. 

Peking, China 
In a telegram sent July 23 to Hu Yaobang, general 

secretary of the Chinese Communist Party, the International 
Press Institute protested the expulsion from China of a New 
York Times reporter and urged that he be permitted to return 
to work in Peking. The institute earlier had protested the 
detention of John F. Burns, who Chinese officials alleged 
was spying during a motorcycle trip in an area of central 
China off-limits to foreigners. 

The British-born Burns was expelled to Hong Kong July 
23. He denied being a spy. Detained at Peking airport July 
17 and questioned for fifteen hours, he was taken to a deten
tion center. Police also searched his apartment. 

The International Press Institute is a press watchdog group 
with an international membership of journalists and 
publishers. Reported in: Washington Times, July 25. 
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London, England 
A British television documentary series about the Greek 

Civil War, bitterly criticized by many viewers as "blatant 
Communist propaganda, '' was severely censured by a public 
watchdog body and effectively banned from being seen again 
by the television company which commissioned it. Indepen
dent Television Channel 4, which broadcast the program, 
agreed to apologize to all those who complained, including 
British interviewees who felt they were misled; to broadcast 
a public apology; not to sell the series overseas in its pre
sent form; and to return to the subject later this year with 
a new, balancing program. 

The action was one of the strongest taken as a result of 
intervention by the Independent Broadcasting Authority, the 
controlling body of Britain's independent television and radio 
stations. The governing board of the authority is appointed 
by Parliament and is supposed to represent a cross-section 
of the British public. 

The controversy arose last January with the showing on 
Channel 4 of Greece: The Hidden War, a three-part series 
describing the post-World War II Greek Civil War as recalled 
by Greek Communist Party participants recently returned to 
Greece from exile in Eastern Europe. "I tuned in to the 
second part and was so appalled I sent a telex off to the IBA 
immediately,'' said Mervyn Herbert, a retired journalist and 
publisher who served as an emissary from Gen. Eisenhower's 
staff in Greece in 1945. "It was three hours of blatant Com
munist propaganda. It was pure East-bloc line. It was pre
senting history as a lie, and there was not the slightest at
tempt to counter any of it.'' 

The documentary makers, Television South, said the in
tent of the program was to present the Greek Civil War from 
a perspective never seen before, that of the previously inac
cessible Greek Communist exiles. The IBA accepted this as 
"legitimate, historical evidence in its own right." But the 
IBA's charter calls for programs to be balanced. 

The IBA has objected to a number of other ''unbalanced'' 
or allegedly biased programs in the past. Last year, it 
prevented the screening of a documentary on nuclear 
weapons, written and directed by left-wing journalist John 
Pilger. Reported in: Washington Times, June 26. 

Vinnitsa, U.S.S.R. 
Six people from the Ukrainian town of Vinnitsa were 

sentenced to unspecified jail terms for showing video tapes 
of the Rambo and Rocky films at a private home, the 
newspaper Pravda Ukrainy reported in July. The newspaper 
said a group of "video-businessmen" had been charging five 
rubles a showing to see "soulless, inhuman and anti
socialist" smuggled Western videos. These included alleged
ly pornographic movies and Sylvester Stallone's Rocky and 

(continued on page 174) 
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-from the bench----

U.S. Supreme Court 
The Supreme Court July 7 gave school officials broad 

authority to regulate speeches by students, ruling that the 
punishment of a student who delivered a sexually suggestive 
speech did not violate his First Amendment rights . 

"The schools, as instruments of the state, may determine 
that the essential lessons of civil, mature conduct cannot be 
conveyed in a school that tolerates lewd, indecent or offen
sive speech and conduct such as that indulged in by this con
fused boy,'' Chief Justice Warren Burger wrote for the ma
jority in Bethel School District v. Fraser. 

The 7-2 ruling overturned a lower court decision that of
ficials at Bethel High School in Bethel, Washington, violated 
student Matthew Fraser's rights by disciplining him for a 
1983 speech he delivered containing sexual metaphors (see 
Newsletter, March 1986, p. 49). School officials claimed that 
the one-minute speech by Fraser, now a student at the 
University of California, Berkeley, was a violation of school 
rules which prohibit the use of obscene or profane language 
or gestures that interfere with the educational process . Fraser 
was suspended and his name was removed from a list of can
didates for graduation speaker. He sued in federal court. 

The district court agreed with Fraser's claim and award
ed him $278 in damages and $12,750 in court costs. U.S . 
Circuit Court of Appeals upheld the conviction and Fraser 
was later selected as graduation speaker in a write-in vote 
by his classmates. 

''The First Amendment does not prevent the school of·· 
ficials from determining that to permit a vulgar and lewd 
speech ... would undermine the school's basic educational 
mission," Justice Burger wrote in overturning the appellate 
ruling. 

In a dissenting opinion, Justice John Paul Stevens said that 
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"Frankly, my dear, I don't give a damn," the well-known 
phrase uttered by Clark Gable in Gone With the Wind, could 
be prohibited under the court's ruling. Justice Stevens add
ed that Fraser ''was probably in a better position to deter
mine whether an audience composed of six hundred of his 
contemporaries would be offended by the use of a four-letter 
word-or a sexual metaphor-than is a group of judges who 
are at least two generations and 3,000 miles away from the 
scene of the crime. Justice Thurgood Marshall also dissented. 

Reaction to the decision was mixed. Education Secretary 
William Bennett called it "an important victory for American 
schools. The court has upheld the legimate, indeed essen
tial, responsibility of schools to maintain an environment and 
ethos conducive to learning." His views were echoed by 
Albert Shanker, president of the American Federation of 
Teachers. 

The AFT's rival, the National Education Association, sup
ported Fraser. Its president, Mary Futrell, said the decision 
''will give teachers and principals more flexibility to handle 
disciplinary problems. We didn't condone the vulgarity. But 
we were advocating freedom of speech," she said. "The 
punishment must fit the crime." 

Mark Goodman of the Student Press Law Center said he 
was "disappointed." But he said the ruling should not in
terfere with "students' ability to address the important issues 
of the day,'' although it might limit the language they could 
use in doing so. "I am pleased that the court reaffirmed the 
guarantee that public school students and teachers don't shed 
their constitutional rights at the schoolhouse gate,'' he said. 
Reported in: Washington Times, July 8. 

On July 7, the Supreme Court ruled that a New York law 
allowing police to close adult bookstores that are also used 
for prostitution does not violate the store's First Amendment 
rights. "Bookselling in an establishment used for prostitu
tion does not confer First Amendment coverage to defeat a 
valid statute aimed at penalizing and terminating illegal uses 
of premises," Chief Justice Burger wrote for the majority. 

The 6-3 decision in Arcara v. Cloud Books overturned a 
lower court ruling which barred police from using state public 
health laws to close Village Books and News in a Buffalo, 
New York, suburb. Undercover police officers reported that 
illicit sexual activities went on inside the store, a violation 
of public health laws. But a state court turned down a move 
by the district attorney to close the store, finding that the 
move would violate the First Amendment. 

In a dissent, Justice Harry Blackmun said that closing the 
store was not the least restrictive means of controlling the 
prostitution on the premises . "A State has a legitimate in
terest in forbidding sexual acts committed in public, including 
a bookstore,'' he wrote. '' An obvious method of eliminating 
such acts is to arrest the patron committing them. But the 
statute in issue does not provide for that . Instead it imposes 
absolute liability on the bookstore simply because the activity 
occurs on the premises .... Of course linking the words 
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Rehnquist on privacy 

The Privacy Journal, a self-described "independent 
monthly on privacy in a computer age,'' has offered 
the following assessment of the views on the right to 
privacy of Supreme Court Justice William H. Rehn
quist, nominated by President Reagan to be the new 
Chief Justice of the Supreme Court. According to the 
publication, Rehnquist has been the court's prime 
specialist on the right to privacy for the past decade. 

Rehnquist, Privacy Journal contends, "does not 
think that 'informational privacy' deserves constitu
tional protection. His view is that just because new 
technology makes it easier for the government to gather 
personal information, no constitutional violation 
arises." In two 197 4 lectures, Rehnquist argued that 
anything that occurs in public is subject to government 
surveillance and that there is no right to expunge an 
arrest record that is never adjudicated. "If the balance 
is struck in favor of 'privacy' some other societal value 
will suffer,'' Rehnquist told University of Kansas law 
graduates in 1974. "The great disadvantage of making 
the laws any more difficult to enforce than they now 
are is that it tends to make a sucker or chump out of 
the citizen who obeys the law.'' 

In writing virtually all of the Court's opinions on 
privacy since 1971, Rehnquist curtailed the right of 
privacy to cover only "matters relating to marriage, 
procreation, contraception, family relationships, and 
childbearing and education." He wrote this formula 
in a 1976 case dismissing a Louisville man's claim that 
his personal reputation was damaged when police cir
culated his name on a list of suspected shoplifters. At 
the time, Rehnquist said past decisions on privacy, 
developed primarily by the late Justice William 0. 
Douglas, "defy categorical description." In dissent, 
Justice William J. Brennan Jr. called the decision 
"frightening for a free people." Reported in: Privacy 
Journal, June 1986. 

'sex' and 'books' is not enough to extend First Amendment 
protection to illegal sexual activity, but neither should it suf
fice to remove First Amendment protection ... . 

"The Court's decision creates a loophole through which 
counties ... can suppress 'undesirable' protected speech 
without confronting the protections of the First Amendment. 
Until today, the Court has required States to confine any book 
banning to materials that are determined, through constitu
tionally approved procedures, to be obscene . Until today, 
States coold enjoin the future dissemination of adult fare as 
a nuisance only by 'adhering to more narrowly drawn pro-
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cedures than is necessary for the abatement of an ordinary 
nuisance.' A State can now achieve a sweeping result without 
any special protection for the First Amendment interests so 
long as the predicate conduct-which could be as innocent 
as repeated meetings between a man and a woman-occurs 
on the premises." Reported in: Washington Times, July 8. 

On June 2, the Supreme Court refused to review a lower 
court ruling that Baltimore's former "'Singing cop," Robert 
M. Berger, had a constitutional right to express himself 
through "blackface" impersonations of Al Jolson when off
duty without censure from the police department. 

Berger was fired from the police force in May, 1984, for 
disobeying an order to stop his blackface routine, which he 
had performed at bars, clubs and taverns in the Baltimore 
area. The impersonations brought protests from the Baltimore 
chapter of the National Association for the Advancement of 
Colored People. Berger was told to cease the performances 
because they tended to ''reflect discredit upon himself or 
upon the department ." Last December, the U. S. Court of 
Appeals for the Fourth Circuit ruled in Berger's favor (see 
Newsletter, May 1986, p. 92). The effect of the Supreme 
Court action is to let that ruling stand. Reported in: Baltinwre 
Sun, June 3. 

Meese Commission 
Washington, D.C. 

The Attorney General's Commission on Pornography 
violated the First Amendment when it sent a letter to major 
corporations, including the owner of most 7-Eleven stores, 
with the "implied threat" that they might be listed in the 
panel's final report as distributors of pornography, a federal 
judge ruled July 3 (see Newsletter, M~y 1986, p. 73; July 
1986, p. 111). 

U.S. District Court Judge John Garrett Penn ordered the 
commission to notify recipients of the letter "forthwith" that 
it was being withdrawn. The commission, which legally went 
out of business the day of the decision, was barred from in
cluding the "blacklist" of companies in its report, which 
was released July 9. The court also ordered the commission 
to give Playboy a list of all companies and individuals that 
had received the original letter. 

Attorneys for Playboy and the major book and magazine 
trade groups that joined with it to sue the commission and 
Attorney General Meese hailed the ruling as a major vic
tory against prior restraint on speech. 

"We are delighted," said David W. Ogden, an attorney 
for Playboy. "A lot of decisions [to stop selling Playboy and 
other publications] were based on false information that came 
out of the commission and on this threat. What this injunc
tion tells retailers and distributors is that the government can't 
intimidate and blacklist you for selling protected 
publications." 
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"The letter exceeded the objectives and scope of the com
mission,'' Judge Penn wrote, adding that ''the only purpose 
[it] served ... was to discourage distributors from selling 
the publications, a form of pressure amounting to an ad
ministrative restraint of the plaintiffs' First Amendment 
rights," The judge added that "it seems likely that for at 
least some of the distributors, the concern over having their 
names published in the commission report compelled them 
to withdraw the sale and distribution of some of plaintiffs' 
magazines and books. It is clear that something has occur
red in the market place, a deprivation of a First Amendment 
right that is a prior restraint of speech, a right so precious 
in this nation, it constitutes irreparable injury.'' 

Penn noted that the list of retailers receiving the letter had 
been provided in testimony to the commission by the Rev . 
Donald Wildmon, head of the National Federation for 
Decency, a conservative group monitoring the publishing 
industry. However, the judge wrote, "the letter did not 
describe the testimony, or state who gave the testimony, or 
advise the addressees that the letter had been based on the 
'testimony' and the written statement of one person . .. 
when approximately two hundred witnesses appeared before 
the commission." Reported in: New York Times , July 4; 
Washington Post, July 4 . 

minors' display 
Richmond, Virginia 

A Virginia law requiring bookstore owners to keep sex
ually explicit books hidden from public display was ruled 
unconstitutional June 9 by a federal appeals court. A three
member panel of the U.S. Court of Appeals for the Fourth 
Circuit in Richmond upheld a lower court ruling and stated 
in an opinion that the law unreasonably interfered with the 
First Amendment rights of booksellers and the adult public . 

The law, an amendment to a 1975 act, banned stores from 
displaying sexually explicit materials in "a manner whereby 
juveniles may examine and peruse them." A coalition of 
booksellers and others including the American Booksellers 
Association and Media Coalition-who challenged the law 
shortly after it went into effect July I, 1985-contended the 
amendment was so vague that as many as half their books 
might be considered harmful to juveniles . 

"A demonstrably overbroad regulation may act as a deter
rence to the existence of constitutionally protected rights, '· 
the appellate judges, James D. Phillips Jr., James M . 
Sprouse, and Clement F. Haynsworth, wrote in agreement. 
Their opinion came almost a year after U.S . District Court 
Judge Richard L. Williams of Alexandria ruled that the 
statute was unconstitutional. 

''The level of discourse reaching commercial bookshelves 
cannot be limited to what might be appropriate for an elemen
tary school library, " Judge Williams wrote. 

The Virginia Attorney General 's office, which has defend-
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ed the statute, said it would appeal to the U.S. Supreme 
Court. "We think it is a good law and we think our case 
has merit,'' office representative Bert Rohrer said. Reported 
in: Washington Times, June 10. 

film 
Lincoln, Nebraska 

A federal judge ordered the Sheldon Film Theater on the 
University of Nebraska-Lincoln campus to reschedule the 
film Hail Mary for showing. U.S. District Court Judge 
Warren K. Urbom ruled June 26 that the film's showing, 
which had been scheduled for May 29 through June I , was 
unconstitutionally canceled because of the objections of state 
Sen. Bernice Labedz of Omaha. 

The legal nature of the Sheldon Film Theater, which is 
affiliated with the University of Nebraska's Sheldon Art 
Gallery, was the issue during the June 13 hearing on the case. 
Attorneys for plaintiffs Randall Brown, a theater patron, and 
Jean Walsh, a university law student, argued that the theater 
is a public forum and its programming is covered by the First 
Amendment. They maintained that Sheldon Art Gallery 
director George Neubert canceled Hail Mary because of the 
controversy it has created within the Catholic Church, im
properly denying their clients the opportunity to see the film . 

''It strikes at the heart of the free expression clause of the 
First Amendment and comes close to straddling the wall of 
church and state," said attorney Herb Friedman. Univer
sity attorneys defending Neubert and the Board of Regents, 
however , argued that the gallery is not a public forum. 
"Simply because public property is used for public discus
sion, it does not mean that property is open to all to express 
any and all beliefs ," said John Wiltse, assistant general 
counsel for the university. 

"The nature of the gallery does not constitute a public 
forum," said Dick Wood, general counsel for the univer
sity . ''The director has the authority to make progammatic 
decisions . He made a progammatic decision to cancel the 
exhibition .' ' 

During testimony, Neubert and film theater director Dan 
Ladely recounted the steps leading to the film 's cancellation 
January 28. Ladely said he booked the film because it was 
the latest work by Godard, whose other films had shown at 
Sheldon. He said he was not aware of the controversy sur
rounding Hail Mary when he booked it. The film has been 
condemned by Pope John Paul II and Catholics have picketed 
its showing across the country (see pages 156 and 174 and 
Newsletter, May 1986, p. 106) . 

In late January, after a newspaper story on the theater's 
spring season, Ladely received a phone call from Sen . 
Labedz who told him she objected to the showing of the film , 
particularly on state property, and would introduce a 
legislative resolution objecting to the film . Ladely wrote 
Labedz that day and also wrote Sen. Don Wesely of 
Lincoln. The next morning, Ladely informed Neubert of 
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Labedz' s call and gave him a copy of the letter to the senator. 
On January 28, Neubert ordered Ladely to cancel the film 
and also told him university administration had expressed 
concern about Ladely's writing letters directly to senators. 

Neubert said he canceled the film because he thought it 
would be detrimental to the gallery. He cited concerns about 
the gallery's budget and a legislative bill that would have 
transferred jurisdiction of the gallery to the Nebraska Arts 
Council. He said he canceled the film because it was 
controversial. 

In his decision, Judge Urbom said Neubert's cancellation 
of the film because of concerns about budget was unjustified 
''because action taken by an arm of the state merely to avoid 
controversy from the expression of ideas is an insufficient 
bias for interfering with the right to receive information. 
When the senator demanded the banning of the film, Neubert 
felt compelled to withdraw from the chilly political winds. 
The constitution interjects safeguards against just this type 
of governmental influence. The effect of such unauthorized 
use of political power is obvious and the precedent is 
untenable." 

Later Urbom added that "Sen. Labedz was not merely 
speaking out as a private citizen; she purposely used her posi
tion as a legislator who had a hand on the financial throat 
of the Sheldon Gallery to prevent the showing of the film. " 

The opinion concluded: "University students were denied 
the right to receive the controversial ideas expressed in the 
film . . . because its content was officially characterized as 
offensive. Since the expression was unconstitutionally sup
pressed, the film ... must be reinstated in the Sheldon Film 
Theater schedule." Reported in: Lincoln Journal, June 14; 
Lincoln Star, June 27. 

church and state 
Birimingham, Alabama 

The display of a nativity scene depicting the Christ child, 
the Mother Mary, Joseph and three costumed shepherds, and 
several lambs on a city hall lawn violated the First Amend
ment's establishment clause guaranteeing separation of 
church and state, the U.S . Court of Appeals for the Sixth 
Circuit ruled June 11. Chief Judge Pierce Lively said that 
because the display was unaccompanied by any nonreligious 
symbols of the Christmas holiday, its direct and immediate 
effect was the endorsement of Christianity. When surrounded 
by a multitude of secular symbols at Christmas , the court 
argued, following the U.S. Supreme Court's ruling in a 
Pawtucket, Rhode Island case two years ago, a nativity scene 
may do no more than remind an observer that the holiday 
had a religious origin, but when the nonreligious trappings 
are stripped away, there remains only the universally 
recognized symbol for the central affirmation of Christian
ity. Reported in : West's Federal Case News, June 27. 
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shopping malls 
Madison, Wisconsin 

On May 15, the Wisconsin Court of Appeals, Fourth 
District, upheld a ban on dances by the anti-nuclear Nu 
Parable dancers at two shopping malls in Madison. But in 
doing so the court also said the Wisconsin Constitution gives 
broader rights to citizens than the U.S. Constitution. The 
three-member panel upheld a permanent injunction issued 
last year. Both Nu Parable and the mall owners had 
appealed that decision. 

Although the court ruled against Nu Parable's right to 
dance at the malls, Wisconsin Civil Liberties Union attorney 
Jeff Scott Olson said the decision was an important victory 
for civil libertarians because it recognized a broader-based 
free speech right in Wisconsin. By a 2-1 margin, the court 
said Wisconsin's constitutional free speech clause guarantees 
citizens protection against both governmental and private in
trusion on their rights, while the First Amendment, ac
cording to the court, protects only against governmental 
restrictions. 

In an opinion written by Judge Bruce F. Beilfuss, the court 
acknowledged that free speech rights may collide with private 
property rights. In this case, the court said, mall owners had 
shown that Nu Parable dancers had infringed on their rights. 

''Though we have said that an owner of private property 
may be constitutionally obligated under certain circumstances 
to honor the free speech rights of others, his private 
property and free speech rights must also receive a measure 
of protection," the court said. "We conclude that properly 
crafted time, place and manner regulations can accommodate 
free expression while affording an owner's property interests 
ample protection." Reported in: Capital Times, May 16; 
Wisconsin State Journal, May 16. 

shield law 
Garden City, New York 

A reporter for a student newspaper at Hofstra University 
must turn over his notes on stories he wrote about a student 
fight at a local bar, a county court judge ruled May 19. 
Nassau District Court Justice Jerome Medowar said that stu
dent newspapers are not protected by the state's shield law, 
which gives reporters some protection from revealing their 
sources. 

"The scope of protection under New York shield law is 
limited to protection of the class of professional journalism,'' 
Medowar ruled. "The Hofstra New Voice is not a newspaper 
as defined by the New York Shield Law. Accordingly, the 
Hofstra reporters are not professional journalists since they 
do not work for a newspaper.'' 

The dispute arose when the attorney for one of three 
students charged in the brawl subpoenaed the reporter 
hoping to support his client's claim that he had been 
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misidentified as a part1c1pant. Calling the identification 
process "suspect," the judge ruled that "the defendants 
have a right to a fair trial . . . The First Amendment 
privilege of freedom of the press can be denied in favor of 
the right of the accused to a fair trial." 

Marvin Zevin, an ACLU attorney representing reporter 
William Berezansky, said Medowar's decision would be ap
pealed "if in fact the judge has dismissed both the First 
Amendment and the state shield law as protection for this 
reporter." Reported in: Newsday, May 20. 

obscenity 
Columbia, South Carolina 

Sections 16-15-280(1) and (4) of the South Carolina 
obscenity statute are unconstitutionally overbroad, U.S. Cir
cuit Judge Sam J. Ervin, III, ruled April 28. Those sections 
allowed the trier of fact, in deciding if material was obscene, 
to consider the material in the context in which it was used 
and the potential effects on the behavior of a group of 
people. They thereby exceeded permissible guidelines in 
distinguishing protected First Amendment expression from 
that which is obscene. Reported in: West's Federal Case 
News, May 9. 

(/FC report ... from page 146) 

is a causal link between sexually explicit material and violent, 
anti-social behavior. This 1,960-page report is full of inter
nal contradictions which will lead to great confusion when 
parts of the report, in particular the commission's recom
mendations, are quoted out of context. The IFC is concern
ed that a government-sponsored report on First Amendment 
issues and access to information will be used to condone cen
sorship, providing a rationale for extra-legal pressures and 
creating a climate of opinion in which would-be censors 
would be justified. Hence, we are pleased that COPES has 
agreed to support our request for funds for a special meeting 
in order to review the report in depth-and to formulate a 
clear response for the Association. 

In a separate but related matter, the IFC expressed strong 
concerns about the FY86-87 budget. Several new initiatives 
are being recommended by management while activities 
which are high membership priorities seem to be receiving 
level or reduced support-particularly in operating funds . 

Finally, the IFC commends the Directions and Program 
Review Committee for its excellent work in its review of 
the relationship between the ALA and the Freedom to Read 
Foundation. The IFC has two comments: First, the IFC sup
ports the DPRC recommendation of a program accountability 
review of OIF. We request that the Executive Board take 
into consideration the current workload of OIF staff and the 
upcoming work relating to the Meese Commission report. 
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And we would expect that such a review would be part of 
a new round of similar reviews of other program offices. 
Second, the IFC requests clarification from the Executive 
Board of recommendation 7 in the report of the DPRC. For 
example: 

a) Is the "role" in sentence l identical with the "role" 
in sentence 2? 

b) Which body or unit is intended to undertake the review? 
c) In what way is "strengthening" of the Committee's role 

envisioned? 
In closing, as I step down from the Chair of the Intellec

tual Freedom Committee I would like to introduce the in
coming Chair and members of the IFC: Judith Drescher, In
coming Chair; Barbara Cooper; Wallace White; Gene 
Lanier. 

Access to Resources and Services 
in the School Library Media Program 

An Interpretation of the Library 
Bill of Rights 

The school library media program plays a unique role in 
promoting intellectual freedom. It serves as a point of volun
tary access to information and ideas and as a learning 
laboratory for students as they acquire critical thinking and 
problem solving skills needed in a pluralistic society. 
Although the educational level and program of the school 
necessarily shape the resources and services of a school 
library media program, the principles of the Library Bill of 
Rights apply equally to all libraries, including school library 
media programs. 

School library media professionals assume a leadership role 
in promoting the principles of intellectual freedom within 
the school by providing resources and services that create 
and sustain an atmosphere of free inquiry. School library 
media professionals work closely with teachers to integrate 
instructional activities in classroom units designed to equip 
students to locate, evaluate, and use a broad range of ideas 
effectively . Through resources, programming, and educa
tional processes, students and teachers experience the free 
and robust debate characteristic of a democratic society . 

School library media professionals cooperate with other 
individuals in building collections of resources appropriate 
to the developmental and maturity levels of students. These 
collections provide resources which support the curriculum 
and are consistent with the philosophy, goals, and objectives 
of the school district. Resources in school library media col
lections represent diverse points of view and current as well 
as historic issues. 

Members of the school community involved in the collec
tion development process employ educational criteria to select 
resources unfettered by their personal, political, social, or 
religious views. Students and educator's served by the school 
library media program have access to resources and services 
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free of constraints resulting from personal, partisan, or doc
trinal disapproval. School library media professionals resist 
efforts by individuals to define what is appropriate for all 
students or teachers to read, view, or hear. 

Major barriers between students and resources include: 
limiting the use of interlibrary loan and access to electronic 
information, charging fees for information in specific for
mats, requiring permissions from parents _ or teachers, 
establishing restricted shelves or closed collections, and label
ing. Policies, procedures and rules related to the use of 
resources and services support free and open access to 
information. 

The school board adopts policies that guarantee student 
access to a broad range of ideas. These include policies on 
collection development and procedures for the review of 
resources about which concerns have been raised. Such 
policies, developed by persons in the school community, 
provide for a timely and fair hearing and assure that 
procedures are applied equitably to all expressions of 
concern. School library media professionals implement 
district policies and procedures in the school. 

In Support of The Library 
Association's Statement 

The Intellectual Freedom Committee moves that the 
American Library Association endorse the following state
ment issued by The Library Association in a press release 
and printed in The library Association Record (March 1986, 
p. 107), and send a letter expressing its support to Mr. 
George Cunningham, the Chief Executive of The Library 
Association. 

The Library Association has been informed that a number 
of local authorities have decided to ban or are considering banning 
the purchase of The Times , the Sunday Times, the News Of The 
World and the Sun from their public libraries. This action arises 
from the current industrial dispute. The Library Association, 
representing over 20,000 professional librarians throughout 
the United Kingdom, condemns all forms of censorship. Members 
of the public should be able to obtain all normal and legal 
papers and books through their public libraries. It is not a 
legitimate use of a local authority's powers to ban certain publications 
because of the views of councillors on political matters or trade 
union disputes. 

The Library Association takes no view on the current industrial 
dispute . it calls on all local authorities to adhere to the traditional well
tried principle that the views of those in charge of public libraries should 
not impede the access of the public to the information and documents 
which it wants. 

Policy on Confidentiality of 
Library Records 

The Council of the American Library Association strong
ly reco~ends that the responsible officers of each library , 
cooperative system, and consortium in the United States 

1. Formally adopt a policy which specifically recognizes 
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its circulation records and other records identifying 
the names of library users to be confidential in nature. 
2. Advise all librarians and library employees that such 
records shall not be made available to any agency of state, 
federal, or local government except pursuant to such 
process, order, or subpoena as may be authorized under 
the authority of, and pursuant to, federal, state, or local 
law relating to civil, crimina}, or administrative 
discovery procedures or legislative investigative 
power. 
3. Resist the issuance or enforcement of any such 
process, order, or subpoena until such time as a 
proper showing of good cause has been made in a court 
of competent jurisdiction.** 
*Note: See also ALA Policy Manual 54.15- Code of 

Ethics point 3, "Librarians must protect each user's right 
to privacy with respect to information sought or received, 
and materials consulted, borrowed, or acquired.'' 

**Note: Point 3, above, means that upon receipt of such 
process order, or subpoena, the library's officers will con
sult with their legal counsel to determine if such process, 
order, or subpoena is in proper form and if there is a show
ing of good cause for its issuance; if the process, order,or 
subpoena is not in proper form or if good cause has not been 
shown, they will insist that such defects be cured. 
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is it legal? 

national security 
Washington, D.C. 

President Reagan's national security affairs adviser, John 
M. Poindexter, endorsed in advance a warning to journalists 
to limit their reporting on intelligence matters revealed in 
a May espionage trial to details the government chose to 
disclose in court. The warning, which drew criticism from 
journalists and First Amendment specialists, was issued May 
28 by William J. Casey, director of the Central Intelligence 
Agency, and Lt. Gen. William E. Odom, director of the Na
tional Security Agency. 

In an interview with the Associated Press, Casey and Odom 
accused the news media of becoming hysterical about the 
statement and said they had no intention of harming freedom 
of the press. Their original statement, which followed 
publication of stories about the first day of the trial of Ronald 
Pelton, "cautioned" reporters "against speculation and 
reporting details beyond the information actually released 
at trial. Such speculations and additional facts are not 
authorized disclosures and may cause substantial harm to na
tional security.'' 

"We are in full agreement with the thrust of the state
ment," said White House official Edward Djerejian, who 
disclosed Poindexter's advance approval of the warning 

A draft of the Casey-Odom statement, which was releas
ed to many public information officers in the government, 
included a final sentence that was deleted from the official 
release. The line admonished journalists that unle% they 
followed the guidelines, they could be prosecuted under a 
1950 law that prohibits publication of classified information 
about communications activities or code breaking . 

September 1986 

Odom told the AP that he would recommend prosecution 
of journalists with ''the greatest reluctance.'' However, the 
intelligence community had already recommended prosecu
tion of NBC for an advance story on the Pelton trial that 
basically repeated an NBC broadcast last fall. 

''The notion that one cannot speculate, either the press or 
the public, without the authorization of the government is 
a repugnant notion," said Lawrence K. Grossman, presi
dent of NBC News. 

"We try very hard not to tell Mr. Casey how to catch 
spies," commented CBS Evening News anchor Dan Rather, 
"and I hope he'll understand that we're not going to take 
it too seriously when he tells us how to cover trials." 
Reported in: Washington Post, May 30. 

art and politics 
Miami, Florida 

Olga Garay-Ahearn, grants director for the Dade Council 
of the Arts and Sciences, charged in May that a county com
missioner had proposed a system whereby artists who are 
determined to be "pro-Castro and pro-Communist" could 
lose council support. Metro Commissioner George Valdes 
denied the charge, however. 

According to Ms. Garay-Ahearn, Valdes phoned her and 
said he wanted political background checks on all artists in 
county-funded programs. Those with pro-Castro and pro
Communist leanings shouldn't be supported, she recalled him 
saying. She also said Valdes wanted Marcia Morgado to be 
his representative to check creative works for their politicai 
content. Morgado was active in the successful effort to cancel 
the performance of Cuban-American playwright Dolores 
Prida's comedy Coser y Cantar at Miami's first Festival 
of Hispanic theater in May because Prida advocates nor
malization of relations between Cuba and the U.S. (see 
Newsletter, July 1986, p. 124). Mergado also told a reporter 
she was representing Metro Commissioner Sherman Winn 
on the issue . 

Valdes admitted that he told Garay-Ahearn that he didn't 
want to use "my taxpayers' money" to bring pro-Communist 
artists to the Miami area, but he denied proposing that 
something official be done about it. Reported in: Miami 
Herald, May 16. 

rock music 
Washington, D. C. 

Just eight months after the U.S. Senate hearings on rating 
rock music, at least twelve state legislatures are considering 
laws that would make it a crime to sell "obscene" records 
to minors. Although the Washington-based Parents Music 
Resource Center (PMRC), which instigated the Capitol Hill 
pnx:eedings, never sought legislation, the effect of the hear
ings, according to rock music Frank Zappa, "was like mass 
advertising to make it happen on the state level." 
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In various forms, bills outlawing "porn rock"-for either 
offensive lyrics or packaging judged to be obscene-are 
under consideration in Alabama, Arizona, Florida, Hawaii, 
Maine, Massachusetts, New Jersey, New York, South 
Carolina, South Dakota, West Virginia and Wisconsin. 
Mississippi already has an antipornography law of this kind, 
and Maryland's state senate defeated proposed legislation in 
April (see Newsletter, July 1986, p. 137). In some states 
existing obscenity statutes would be expanded to include 
sound recordings; other states are drafting new legislation 
or amending laws that already apply to them. 

Barry Lynn, legislative counsel for the American Civil 
Liberties Union, said these proposed laws "clearly run afoul 
of First Amendment guarantees, which protect speech about 
sex in the same way they protect speech about religion and 
economics and politics." 

Another-perhaps unlikely-opponent of "porn rock" 
legislation is Tipper Gore, cofounder of the PMRC. "We 
have always stated that we do not think legislation is the 
remedy to a legitimate consumer concern that's been raised 
by parents and other people about some of the excesses in 
the music," she said. Reported in: Rolling Stone, June 19. 

religion in schools 
Franklin County, Pennsylvania 

Three Franklin County seventh-graders who claim the 
Constitution grants them the right to distribute religious 
material on school property have taken their case to U.S. 
District Court. The Antietam Junior High School students 
filed a lawsuit June l l, seeking the right to distribute Issues 
and Answers, a religious newspaper, at the school during 
school hours. 

The students, who were supported by the Rutherford Foun
dation, a Virginia group specializing in issues involving law 
and religion, claimed their freedoms of speech and religion 
were violated when school officials restricted the time and 
place they could hand out the newspaper. Bryan Thompson, 
Marc Shunk and Christopher Eakle were punished by school 
officials in May after they persisted in distributing the paper 
in violation of official orders, the complaint charged. 

The three students first handed out free copies in school 
hallways April 28: The next day, Antietam principal Robert 
Mesaros instructed them that in the future they could 
distribute only before school hours and outside the school 
building. But on May 8 the students against distributed the 
paper in the school halls. 

Waynesboro Area School Board President William Sell 
said, "They were not denied the rights to speech or religion. 
It's just a case of not handing it out at the designated place 
and time." Reported in: Harrisburg Patriot, June 12. 
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student press 

Merrick, New York 
The Nassau County chapter of the American Civil Liber

ties Union filed suit June 4 against the Bellmore-Merrick 
Central High School district seeking to remove the district's 
ban of a Planned Parenthood advertisement in the Calhoun 
High School newspaper, Hoojbeats. ·The ad, which listed 
services such as contraception and counseling, never ran in 
the paper. It arrived April 8 and was immediately referred to 
the faculty adviser, who referred it to the school principal, 
who two days later said it could not run without permission 
of the superintendent. On May 5, Superintendent of Schools 
Salvatore Mugavero denied permission to run the ad. 

'' A decision was made that since the Board of Education 
does subsidize the newspaper, we take the role of the 
publisher of the paper." Mugavero said. "The publisher 
decided that we do not want to accept this ad." But, the 
superintendent added, the student journalists were told that 
they could run an article on planned parenthood. "As long 
as both sides of any controversial issue are covered and ex
posed," he said, "we have no problem with them presenting 
it.,, 

According to Mark Goodman, executive director of the 
Student Press Law Center, courts have determined that public 
school officials can exercise prior restraint over editorial mat
ter in public high school newspapers in only three cases: 
when material is libelous, legally obscene, or may cause 
''material and substantial disruption of the school environ
ment." Whether these rules apply to advertising may 
not be entirely clear, however. 

The Hoojbeats controversy began two weeks after the 
Nassau County Youth Board withdrew its financial support 
of a youth newspaper, Teen to Teen over its running of 
an ad for Planned Parenthood, as well as some personal 
ads the board considered suggestive. That decision, 
Mugavero said, "prompted some of the things that he did, 
but it wasn't the overriding factor." 

Jonathan Pinsky, one of the three Hoojbeats staffers 
named as litigants in the lawsuit, said the newspaper 
staff knew about the Teen to Teen controversy, ''which is 
one reason that our editor checked with our faculty 
adviser." The suit charged that the district violated the 
students' constitutional rights to free speech and press, 
due process and equal protection of the law. An injunc
tion to end the ban as well as damages of $2,500 were 
sought. Reported in: Newsday June 5. 

film 
Hollywood, California 

New warning signals have been sent out by the National 
Association of Theater Owners (NATO) on the danger of 
film censorship in the guise of local and state anti-obscenity 
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legislation. The degree of NATO apprehension is such that 
the NA TO board passed a resolution which put the organiza
tion on record as • 'unalterably opposed to censorship in any 
form and [resolved] that any such pending legislation should 
be reported to NATO headquarters for assistance and 
guidance for help in defeating such legislation." Reported 
in: Variety, May 28. 

nude dancing 
Oakland, California 

The owner of an Oakland adult theater sought a court order 
against the city and its police chief, charging that a local or
dinance banning nude dancing is unconstitutional. Michael 
D. Weldon, a San Francisco businessman who operates 
Smokey's Adult Emporium, claimed that recent police raids 
of his theater's live sex show were based on a law violating 
the right of free expression. 

"It's unconstitutional and it can't be enforced," said Jay
Allen Eisen, an attorney representing Weldon. According 
to Weldon, a 1982 ruling by the California Supreme Court 
struck down a "very similar" law in Santa Clara County. 

The legal action came after vice squad raids during shows 
on June 4 and 11. Police arrested twenty female performers 
and male employees. They are being prosecuted for illegal 
display of nudity, committing lewd acts in public, pimping, 
pandering and other charges. Oakland City Attorney Richard 
Winnie called Weldon's suit "a smoke screen" because the 
dancers and employees are mostly charged with violating 
state criminal laws, rather than the local ordinance. 
Smokey's, which also contains an adult bookstore and booths 
showing X-rated movies, stopped the performances after the 
raids. Reported in: San Francisco Chronicle, July 29. 

(FTRF report . . . from page 146) 

library materials, asked the court to require the defendants 
to follow established policy for review and removal of 
materials from the library, and sought compensatory damages 
for violation of constitutional freedoms and legal costs. 

The successful ending to this lengthy struggle and ensu
ing litigation was the school's decision last month, as the 
trial date approached, to settle out-of-court. The school board 
returned the book to the shelves, agreed to adopt and follow 
ALA and OLA recommended review policies for library 
materials, and to pay a significant portion of the legal costs. 

The censorship saga and success story in Sallisaw 
dramatically illustrates the significant impact that one con
cerned and dedicated person can make to help stem the tide 
of censorship and to defend our constitutional rights. 

We are honored to have that stalwart spokeswoman here 
today as our special guest and I am pleased to recognize her, 
from Sallisaw, Oklahoma, Lucretia Scoufos. 
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Another victory for intellectual freedom was the defeat on 
June 10 of an obscenity referendum in the State of Maine. 
In that case, voters passed judgment on a particularly 
draconian statute-that included prison terms of up to 
five years and fines up to $10,000, for anyone who 
possessed, carried sold, created, distributed or made 
available material that was later found to be obscene. 
In that example, not only was there no clear definition of 
what material was objectionable, there were no exemptions 
for libraries, booksellers or distributors. In short, any 
librarian, author, bookseller, artist or publisher was facing 
severe criminal penalties if a jury were to find that certain 
material was "distasteful." A brave campaign was waged 
by a few individuals-publishers, librarians, writers and 
others-to defeat a bill that had been supported by over 
30,000 petition-signers (see page 170). 

Those two victories, my friends, are the only two bright 
spots in a rather bleak picture. The urge to censor seems to 
be quite the style these days. 

Of great concern to the Foundation-to libraries, librarians, 
publishers and others-is the just-finished report of the At
torney General's Commission on Pornography. This com
mission, the subject of controversy from its conception, has 
come out with recommendations aimed more at censorship 
of anything having to do with sex than at attempting to ad
dress the serious societal concerns of violence and abuse. 
The commission has never been able to agree on even a 
working definition of what "pornography" encompasses
and they admit that many of their findings are based on "ten
tative scientific evidence;'' the commission has boldly stated 
its "right and duty" to condemn material that is legally pro
tected and non-obscene, but which they find offensive. It con
cludes that there is a causal link between sexually explicit 
material and violent, anti-social behavior. This, despite the 
fact that the social scientists who conducted many of the 
studies upon which they base this claim say that their work 
has been misinterpreted. 

Some of the Commission's recommendations include: 
• a ban on sexually explicit material on cable TV and on 

"telephone sex messages" 
• mandatory prison sentences for anyone convicted a 

second time on federal obscenity charges 
• formation of citizens groups to monitor newsstands, 

videocassette stores and other outlets for allegedly obscene 
material. 

Despite the ongoing controversy surrounding the Commis
sion's procedures and methods-including the outcries of 
numerous groups dedicated to civil liberties-and the signifi
cant dissents from two of the eleven panel members, a U.S. 
representative has already called for the commission's 
recommendations to be implemented. 

Other First Amendment issues that the Foundation con
tinues to review include the surge of government interest in 
regulating, labeling and limiting the availability of material, 
books, ideas and information. This can ·be seen in the in-
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creasing number of states that are enacting laws mandating 
the display of the Motion Picture Association of America 
rating on motion picture videocassettes which are sold or 
rented. 

This issue is not a new one-we and the Intellectual 
Freedom Committee have addressed the question in the re
cent past. At that time, it was presented as an ethical dilem
ma for librarians who have videocassette collections: whether 
or not to keep or remove the labels that came on boxes . 

Today, it is a legal question-one that all too often brings 
the threat of a fine and jail sentence for those who would 
defy the intent of the state legislature, whether or not the 
MPAA, itself, discourages the use of its rating system in this 
manner, or the Library Bill of Rights discourages labeling. 

We are monitoring this situation-and we and the Intellec
tual Freedom Committee will keep you informed. 

Another issue is a request of three-years standing to the 
Department of Justice on behalf of the ALA to reconsider 
its classifying as propaganda under the Foreign Agents 
Registration Act, three films produced by the National Film 
Board of Canada. The ALA and the Foundation hold that this 
action represents "labeling" and is fundamentally inconsis
tent with the library's role in the free marketplace of ideas. 
The Supreme Court is expected to rule on this issue sometime 
in 1987. 

But the Foundation 's meetings have not been totally bleak. 
We have, in conjunction with the good efforts and offices 
of the American Library Association Executive Board 's 
Directions and Program Review Committee, completed an 
enlightening and encouraging review of the relationship be
tween the Foundation and the Association- a review that has 
endorsed the role and existence of the Foundation-that has 
helped us develop new ways to increase and strengthen our 
communications with you, the ALA membership, and that-I 
am convinced-will enable us to work together on these vital 
issues that face us in the years to come. I would like to per
sonally thank the DPRC members : E. J. Josey, Margaret 
Crist, Regina Minudri , Lucille Thomas, and Thomas Alfred . 

Following the 1985-86 Foundation Board meeting on 
Thursday of this week , I performed my final official act by 
welcoming the incoming elected Trustees for the new board . 
Those Trustees included two re-elected members : J . Dennis 
Day, Director of the Salt Lake City Public Library and Judith 
A. Sessions, Universtiy Librarian , California State Univer
sity at Chico . Three newly-elected Trustees are: Elliot 
Goldstein, SIRS, Boca Raton, Florida ; Burton Joseph of 
Barsy, Joseph & Lichenstein, Chicago, Illinois; and Judith 
Farle~, Reference Specialist, The Library of Congress, 
Washmgton D.C. 

Finally , I would like to introduce to you the Foundation 
officers for 1986-87; Dennis Day, President; Bruce Rich , 
Vice-President; Judith Sessions, Treasurer; Burton Joseph , 
Executive Committee; and Pamela Bonnell, Executive 
Committee. 
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Maine votes against censorship 
A resounding vote against a stiff anti-pornography law in 

Maine was hailed by civil libertarians nationwide as a defeat 
for censorship in what was believed to be the nation's first 
statewide obscenity referendum. The proposed law, which 
would have carried penalties of up to five years in prison 
and a $10,000 fine for those who sell,promote or "give for 
value'' materials that are later found to be obscene, was voted 
down June 10 by a margin of greater than 2-1 in heavy voter 
turnout. Barry Lynn of the American Civil Liberties Union 
called the vote "a remarkable defeat for censorship." 

"It's one of the most resounding defeats for censorship 
in American history, because rarely do U.S. citizens have 
a chance to decide whether they want their government to 
tell them what they can read," Lynn said. 

The proposal's sponsor, Jaspar Wyman, director of the 
Maine Christian Civic League, claimed pornography leads 
to the sexual abuse of children. Conceding defeat, he said, 
"This election is over and the contest is settled, but the crucial 
issues are yet to be resolved. If we have succeeded in 
raising the public's consciousness of this social problem, 
then this campaign has surely not been in vain.'' 

Jubilant opponents of the measure reached a different con
clusion . "The message is: The people of Maine value their 
freedom and won ' t tolerate anyone trying to limit it," said 
Charles Devoe, head of a group called Maine Citizens 
Against Government Censorship. ''If there is a problem we 
should look for a different way to resolve it. I can think of 
a million ways, but the marriage of church and state is not 
one of them.'' 

The referendum was watched closely by librarians and 
others concerned about First Amendment rights. The pro
posed law covered depictions of "normal or abnormal" sex 
and did not exempt libraries. The Freedom to Read 
Foundation and the Maine Library Association joined 
forces in helping to fund a media campaign that used the 
slogan, "Nobody's going to tell me what to read!" 

The issue was placed on the ballot when the legislature 
decided to put the question directly to voters. The question 
on the ballot read simply: " Do you want to make it a crime 
to make, sell , give for value or otherwise promote obscene 
material in Maine?" Reported in: Chicago Tribune, June 12. 
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success stories ----

libraries 

San Jose, California 
Despite a vocal campaign to stop her appearance, self

proclaimed witch Zsuzanna Budapest spoke to a 
predominantly teenage audience at the San Jose Public 
Library's "Meet a Real Witch" program July 12. Local 
ministers and churchgoers, as well as a member of the city 
council, sought to ban the speech, which librarian Phyllis 
Clare described as "more of a lecture, a historical perspec
tive" than a religious service. 

"If they're going to ban prayers in schools, this witch in 
the libraries is just kind of rubbing salt in the wounds,'' said 
Alan Peters, associate minister at the Christian Community 
Center. "We all have different religions, but let's not get 
strange," added Paula Sillas, a churchgoer who helped 
organize protests against Budapest's appearance after her son 
brought home a flyer about it. 

City council member Lu Ryden, who confessed that 
"witchcraft itself bothers me," argued that the program 
"should not be in a tax 'supported building," but City 
Attorney Joan Gallo said the program did not violate any 
laws. According to Budapest, her avowal of witchcraft 
"simply means that I belong to a religious thought that 
preceded Christ. I am a pagan, the religion of the simple 
folk." Reported in: Seattle Post-Intelligencer, July 10. 
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Greeley, Colorado 
The Greeley-Evans School District 6 school board voted 

unanimously earlier this year to keep two challenged books 
on its school library shelves. The books, Winning, by Robin 
Brancato, and Hanging Out With Cici, by Francine Pascal 
were challenged by parents Tom and Brenda Wagoner, who 
charged they contain obscenities and allusions to sexual rela
tions and that they promote contempt for parents and accep
tance of drug use. The board decision was the final step in 
the district's procedure for reconsideration of challenged 
materials. The Wagoners said they did not plan to file a 
lawsuit, which was the one remaining avenue for action open 
to them. 

Although the great maj9rity of the approximately one hun
dred people attending-and nine of twelve speakers at-the 
January 22 board meeting which decided the issue favored 
removing the books, the board said it had a responsibility 
to provide students with suitable materials and access to them. 
"It's important that we look at the book in its entirety," board 
member Linnea Heiny said. She said the books were "very 
appropriate for the middle school student.'' 

"I am a staunch supporter of letting adults have their right 
of freedom of choice" of reading material, but "If I found 
something objectionable, I would not hesitate to ban it-if 
I felt it were harmful to the children in our schools district,'' 
said board member Jean Overturf. Nevertheless, she con
cluded that the books in question were not harmful. Reported 
in: Denver Post, January 24. 

Durham, North Carolina 
Materials about homosexuality remained on dislay in June 

at the Durham County Library even though some people ob
jected to the display for religious and legal reasons. Members 
of gay and lesbian organizations arranged the display to 
celebrate Gay Pride Week. Library director Dale Gaddis said 
the county manager and the chair of the library board decided 
to permit the displays. She added that the county attorney 
had ruled that the library was not promoting homosexuality 
by permitting the exhibit. 

"We've had innumerable calls about it," Gaddis said, 
''both for it and against it, actually.'' Many people mistaken
ly believed the library was sponsoring the exhibit when it 
was only providing space. She said the library's policy is 
to grant space to groups regardless of their beliefs or 
affiliation. 

She said a member of a businessmen's religious organiza
tion wrote that it was wrong to promote homosexuality 
because it went against the family. The man agreed that the 
library should have books on homosexuality, Gaddis said, 
but objected to their display. Others criticized the exhibit 
because there are laws against homosexual behavior, she add
ed. Still others were upset because children could see the 
display. 
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Gaddis noted that previous displays also attracted com
plaints, including one on Central America. That exhibit also 
remained for the entire time it was scheduled. Reported in: 
Durham Morning Herald, June 12. 

Minot, North Dakota 
A controversy surrounding the presence in Minot school 

libraries of two children's books by Shel Silverstein, A Light 
in the Attic and Where the Sidewalk Ends, came. to an end 
March 12 when School Superintendent R. Edward Mundy 
accepted the recommendation of a review committee, head
ed by school board president Michael Hummel, that the books 
be retained. Assistant Superintendent Lowell Latimer had 
removed the books from district libraries in February "in 
anticipation of a parent complaint" (see Newsletter, May 
1986, p. 80). 

The controversy raised concerns about the workability of 
the district's reconsideration policy and about its compliance 
with North Dakota's open meetings law. Several days after 
the books were pulled, Latimer reported that ''the party who 
was going to sign the complaint has chosen not to do so." 
But since three informal complaints had been received, he 
added, "I'll personally institute the review process." Thus, 
although Latimer himself was the formal complainant, he 
was also the one who appointed the committee and chose 
four people-two opponents and two defenders of the 
books-to testify before it-behind closed doors. Superinten
dent Mundy only decided to open the committee meeting after 
talks between media and school district attorneys sparked 
by complaints from the North Dakota Newspaper 
Association. 

Latimer's complaint said that community members found 
"suggestive illustrations, sexual" on several pages of A light 
in the Attic. When asked what might result from use of these 
materials, he said, "exposure to youth of inappropriate sex
ual messages .. " 

After the meeting Superintendent Mundy announced that 
the book review policy would be revised. Commenting on 
the controversy, he said, "It was my feeling they looked at 
the books pretty thoroughly. I think it was 100% consensus 
that the books should be put back on the shelves." One school 
board member was quoted as saying, "I think there was a 
lot more hubbub over this than there needed to be.'' 

According to President Hummel, "The policy itself works. 
It's just time [ for reevaluation], since the policy itself is ten 
years old." Commenting on when the books should be 
removed, he added, "In his particular situation, I'm not 
so sure that was appropriate to pull the books before the 
review.'' 

In 1982, the Minot school board gained national attention 
when Newsweek was removed from school libraries for being 
"too liberal." Two years later board member Zoanne 
Flickinger organized an independent investigation of school 
libraries, calling for the removal of at least forty titles. In 
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1985, however, Minot voters elected two mainstream can
didates to the board over two proponents of a "religious 
right" educational agenda by a 3 to 1 margin, and many 
hoped censorship battles would cease. Reported in: The Good 
Stuff [NDLA newsletter], May 1986; Minot Daily News, 
March 12. 

Seattle, Washington 
The Washington Library Association won an impressive 

victory by persuading Washington Gov. Booth Gardner to 
veto an amendment to a bill that could have subjected 
librarians to criminal prosecution for loaning sexually ex
plicit materials to minors. The bill, originally intended to 
modify the state penal code for the sexual exploitation of 
children, emerged from the legislature with an amendment 
that had be1yn originally proposed by anti-pornography ac
tivist Andrea Vangor in a separate bill. 

Vangor, who won notoriety when she led a campaign to 
have the sex education book Show Me! removed from the 
Seattle Public Library (see Newsletter, May 1985, p. 79), 
had accused libraries of probably "harboring other child por
nography." The portion of the Vangor bill that went to the 
governor would have made it a crime to "knowingly expose 
a minor to visual or printed matter that depicts a minor in 
an act of sexually explicit conduct." Librarians were 
concerned that the wording would put them at risk of 
prosecution. 

WLA organized an effective statewide campaign to have 
the governor veto the provision. As a result of their work, 
the law was further amended to contain an exemption for 
libraries. Reported in: OIF Memorandum, June 1986. 

Vancouver, Washington 
Two books on human reproduction will remain in the 

Silver Star Elementary School library, despite a parent's 
allegations that the books are inappropriate for most grade
school students. The Evergreen School District's Instruc
tional Materials Committee voted unanimously May 27 to 
retain Where Do Babies Come From?, by Margaret Shef
field, and Inside Mom, by Sylvia Caveney. Parent Daniel 
Coombs had asked that the Sheffield book be removed from 
the library and that parental permission be required for 
students to check out Inside Mom (see Newsletter, July 1986, 
p. 118). 

Parents, not teachers and librarians, have the sole respon
sibility to judge the sexual maturity of their children, Coombs 
told the committee. Allowing students access to sex educa
tion books on open library shelves effectively usurps that 
authority, he said. Coombs was supported by Lonnie 
Gerbracht, mother of two elementary school pupils. "I 
feel that my rights as a parent are violated when a librarian 
makes that decision for me," she said. "We cannot, as 
parents, trust the librarians." 

Most of the seventeen people who testified before the com-
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mittee, however, gave the books enthusiastic support. Silver 
Star librarian Jone Harding said they are recommended by 
many authorities and that removing or restricting access to 
them would "send the message to students that this subject 
is off limits and possibly unwholesome, rather than the 
biological science that it is." 

"Be assured that I will pursue this as far as necessary," 
Coombs told the committee at the outset of the hearing. After
ward, he said he would appeal the matter to the school board. 
Reported in: Vancouver Columbian, May 28; Portland 
Oregonian, May 28. 

schools 

Farmington, Arkansas 
On May 19, members of the Farmington School Board 

directed school officials to distribute to students copies of 
an editorial physically cut out of the 1986 high school year
book the previous week because some school officials did 
not agree with the editor's views. The board also ordered 
that copies of the editorial be inserted in unsold books. 

The editorial, written by yearbook editor Heather Inman, 
was cut out of about 150 of 300 books because some school 
officials thought it was "not appropriate." Parts of the 
editorial referred to the school as "stagnant" and "a prison." 

Librarian and yearbook adviser Janice Boersma made the 
decision to remove the editorial from the 1986 edition of The 
Cardinal after consulting with school superintendent Myrl 
Massie. Massie said Boersma was afraid no one would buy 
the books if the editorial remained in it. He added that he 
had assumed teachers would take the editorial as criticism 
of their efforts and would be offended by it.'' 

At least two teachers who telephoned the Arkansas Gazette 
in the aftermath of the incident disagreed, however. "Maybe 
it wasn't the best editorial in the world and a yearbook you 
keep for the rest of your life may not be the best place for 
it, but that's beside the point," one teacher said. "I don't 
want this to continue to happen in a school where I teach,'' 
said the other. "I feel it is important that they can say what 
they think and make their own decisions within certain 
confines." 

Board members agreed. According to president Bob 
Beeler, the three board members present at the regularly 
scheduled meeting May 19 discussed the controversy and 
voted unanimously to direct school administrators to make 
available copies of the editorial for distribution to students 
and others who bought censored yearbooks. "We didn't like 
what was said, but we felt like she had the right to say it,'' 
Beeler explained. 

Editor Inman was pleased with the decision. ''I just hope 
the kids are not too upset about their books being ripped up,'' 
she said. Reported in: Arkansas Gazette, May 21. 
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Lakewood, Colorado 
In two separate instances, Jefferson County school officials 

refused in May to yield to parental pressure to ban books. 
Superintendent John Peper notified parents May 27 that 
Literature of the Supernatural, Monsters, and Topics for the 
Restless would not be removed from the curriculum despite 
complaints that the books are unfit for school use (see 
Newsletter, May 1986, p. 82). Earlier in the month, officials 
refused to remove the book A Dark, Dark Room and Other 
Scary Stories from elementary school libraries, despite com
plaints from two families that the book is too morbid for 
children. Both decisions were appealed to the school board. 

"I'm not surprised at the decisions," said Pat Miller, a 
district mother who was a. leader of the textbook challenges. 
''I'm disappointed, of course. But in the position school of
ficials are in, they can't be pressured by parents' groups. 
They feel they can't let parents tell them what to do. That's 
unfortunate. It won't make us quit, though. We'll appeal and 
we don't get tired. We'll take this as far as it will go. And 
we'll be back looking at more books in the fall, and hopefully 
more parents will be looking with us." 

A committee of parents, teachers and administrators 
studying the sixteen official challenges filed against the 
books dismissed them as groundless, although they 
recognized that the story ''VD for the Millions,'' in Topics 
for the Restless, did contain outdated information about 
the prevalence of venereal disease. 

Lakewood High School English teacher Ann Klaiman, who 
teaches the class in which the materials are used, said she 
was pleased with the decision to keep Literature of the Super
natural, Monsters and Topics for the Restless. "This is the 
first time in the ten years I've been teaching the class that 
it's been challenged," she said. "I've had more parents ask 
me how I can justify teaching John Steinbeck." 

She said she welcomed scrutiny of the class, however. "I 
don't think this has been a hindrance," she said. "It's a 
perfectly natural thing. I suppose there could come a time 
when it gets so intense that it would be impossible to pro
ceed. But that's OK, for the forces of democracy to operate. 
It's certainly better than having the parents not care at all 
what their kids read." Reported in: Rocky Mountain News, 
May 28. 

Bellevue, Washington 
The novel Little Big Man, by Thomas Berger, will remain 

on a list of supplementary texts for honors history classes 
at Juanita High School despite claims by parent Bill McDaniel 
that the book is full of sexual material and questionable 
messages and should be banned. Lake Washington School 
District Board members voted unanimously May 27 to deny 
McDaniel's request to have the novel stricken from the 
curriculum. 

McDaniel told board members the book "carries a scenario 
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that undermines Christianity'' in i~s discussion of Indian 
religion and conflicts with the district's teachings on sex 
education. He cited fourteen passages he found questionable, 
ranging from references to sexual intercourse to violence to 
Native American spiritualism. ''It is filth,'' said McDaniel. 
"It has no place in the classroom." 

But a nine-member district committee that was asked to 
review the complaint told the board that members found no 
objections to the book and disagreed with McDaniel's con
tentions that it had an adverse effect on students. Ralph 
Nussbaum, who teaches the history course, said Little Big 
Man gives students an excellent insight into the conflice be
tween Indians and whites and into western expansion. 

"This particular book ... is one of the favorites of all 
the books used in my class by the students,'' Nussbaum told 
the board. ''I think I would be very hard put to find a book 
that does the job this one does." Reported in: Bellevue Jour
nal American, May 28. 

film 
Albuquerque, New Mexico 

In a complete turnabout, the University of New Mexico 
Board of Regents voted 4-0 April 7 to rescind a ban on the 
controversial French movie Hail Mary, directed by Jean-Luc 
Godard. Just six days earlier, the board had voted-also 
unanimously-to forbid campus screenings of the film 
scheduled for April 17 and 18. That first vote triggered a 
decision by student body president Marty Esquivel and Noah 
Golden, chair of the student film committee, to challenge 
the ban in federal court as an unconstitutional abridgment 
of First Amendment rights. 

The original ban on Hail Mary was prompted by receipt 
by the regents of a petition containing two thousand 
signatures opposing the showing on religious grounds. In
dividual regents cited different reasons for opposing the film, 
however, and the board formally attributed the ban to fears 
the film ''would be disruptive of the educational mission of 
the university and will create a clear and present danger to 
the well-being of the students." Acting university counsel 
Joe Goldberg advised the regents that a ban would violate 
the First and Fourteenth Amendments and he refused to de
fend the university in court. Attorney John Robb, who agree 
to take the case, said he drew up the AQril 7 resolution. "The 
resolution speaks for itself," he said. "This move should 
put the lawsuit behind us." 

The resolution rescinding the ban noted that disputes over 
the showing threatened the educational process, and "are 
causing serious divisions within the university community 
and substantial legal expense to the university.'' The resolu
tion reaffirmed the board's objections to the film, but added 
that the regents also reaffirmed the commitment to the obser
vance of constitutional rights of free speech on campus. 

The controversial film places the Virgin Mary in a modern 
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setting and contains nudity. Critics have called it vulgar and 
blasphemous and it has stirred controversy in many of the 
theaters in which it has been shown since its U.S. release 
in January. It has been withdrawn from showing in only one 
instance, however (see pages 156 and 163 and Newsletter, 
May 1986, p. 106). Outside the U.S. Godard voluntarily pull
ed the film from Rome theaters at the request of Pope John 
Paul II. Reported in: Albuquerque Journal, April 2, 3, 5, 8. 

Stayton, Oregon 
Upset about the portrayal of homosexual, transvestite and 

other sexual lifestyles as humorous and acceptable, religious 
leaders launched a petition drive in April to ban the Rocky 
Horror Picture Show from a repeat engagement at Stayton's 
Star Theater. By early May, 260 Stayton residents had signed 
the petition, but theater manager Jim Lane said the show 
would go on at midnight May 3. 

"We are objecting to this film because its message that 
sexual perversion is OK is directed at the youth,'' said Larry 
McGarry, associate minister at the Christian Life Center in 
Stayton. "For too long this type of thing has been tolerated, 
and we felt it was time to stand up and say, 'Hey, hold it; 
this is going too far.' '' The movie appeared in Stayton for 
the first time in March, attracting about 300 people, mostly 
teenagers. 

But Lane said that many people, even some who said they 
object to the movie's subject matter, supported his stand in 
what he called a battle against censorship. "I feel like I have 
to show it again if for no other reason than to fight censor
ship,'' he said. ''Right now, I feel like the freedom of speech 
and freedom of religion aren't very compatible. I don't think 
the theater should be there for deciding morals. We're here 
for entertainment. They have a right to their opinions, but 
not the right to impose them on other people,'' he said. 
Reported in: Salem Statesman-Journal, May 2. 

(censorship dateline ... from page 160) 

Rambo series, which the Soviet media have criticized for their 
violence and crude anti-Communism. The judge fo the case 
was quoted as saying that a lack of interesting Soviet videos 
and television programs had created an ideological vacuum 
that the nation's enemies were trying to fill. 

The number of prosecutionis for video dealing in the Soviet 
Union has been rising, although sentences seem to have 
become more lenient than the eight-year term given the 
ringleader of the first black marketeers tried three years ago. 
In May of this year, an elderly Moscow piano teacher was 
sentenced to three years in jail for showing pornographic 
videos. Reported in: San Francisco Chronicle, July 29. 
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Caracas, Venezuela 
Charges of censorship directed against President Jaime 

Lusinchi surfaced in Venezuela in June. According to several 
sources, the president personally pressed executives of a 
leading newspaper to halt investigative articles on police in
volvement in drug traffic and criticism of the government's 
recently signed foreign debt agreement. Lusinchi also 
demanded that a columnist for the newspaper, El Diario de 
Caracas, no longer write critical commentaries, according 
to the columnist, Alfredo Tarre. In a third related incident, 
the president's pressure led to the cancellation of a popular 
television interview ·show, "Up Front," whose host is a 
leading critic of the debt agreement. 

Previously, the editor of El Diario, Rodolfo Schmidt, was 
jailed for making public a police report concerning a con
gressman who made a spectacle of himself while drunk in 
public. Schmidt, who was released in early May after 36 days 
in jail, said the justice minister had him arrested because his 
newspaper's investigative pieces had embarrassed the govern
ment. He was released after "Up Front" was canceled and 
El Diario was reined in. 

Lusinchi and top government officials met three times in 
April with executives from the Radio Caracas group, which 
owns El Diario, said Interior Minister Octavio Lepage. 

But Radio Caracas President Peter Bottome had another 
view. ''If you sit down with the president for a while,'' he 
said, "you find out what's bothering him." He said 
Lusinchi complained about El Diario to halt the investiga
tions. "The media is subject to pressure. That's no secret," 
Bottome concluded. 

The allegations of violations of press freedom surprised 
many Venezuelans, who take pride in stating that their 
country is South America's most enduring democracy and 
a firm defender of human rights. Reported in: Washington 
Post, June 10. 

Frankfurt, West Germany 
The manager of Frankfurt's repertory theater obtained tem

porary court injunctions in June banning the distribution of 
two books that quote him as saying the "no-hunting season" 
for Jews is over in West Germany-meaning that West Ger
mans could now criticize Jews. The city of Frankfurt is sup
porting the legal costs of Gunther Ruhle, the manager of the 
city's Kammerspiel, or little theater, who last fall attempted 
to stage the premiere of a ten-year-old play by Rainer Werner 
Fassbinder that has been called anti-Semitic. 

The opening of the play, Garbage, the City and Death, 
was halted last October 31 when a group of about thirty 
members of Frankfurt's Jewish community occupied the 
Kammerspiel stage (see Newsletter, January 1986, p. 26). 
In the course of the contro'versy, Ruhle was reported to have 
asserted that the "no-hunting season" (schonzeit) was over 
for Jews. On the night of the aborted premiere he was con
fronted with this remark and did not deny it. Ruhle finally 
abandoned attempts to put on the play after a private show
ing for critics. Four previous efforts to perform the play were 
blocked by Frankfurt city authorities. 

In June, a lawyer for Ruhle obtained temporary injunc
tions halting the distribution of a book by Henry M. Broder 
entitled The Eternal Anti-Semite and a collection of essays 
and commentaries called The Fassbinder Controversy: The 
End of the No-Hunting Season. ''I did not speak this 
sentence," Ruhle told a reporter in June. "Someone said 
it, but it was not me. We have tapes of the discussions." 

But Broder's attorney said that a half-dozen witnesses could 
confirm hearing Ruhle use the expression. Broder said he 
was "perplexed" by the city's decision to cover Ruhle's legal 
costs, which his attorney called ''a rehabilitation of Ruhle.'' 
City officials said it was customary to give legal backing to 
an employee embroiled in a lawsuit. Reported in: New York 
Times, June 18. 

SOME PEOPLE CONSIDER THESE BOOKS 
DANGEROUS 
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Catcher in the Rye, Slaughter House Five, Our Bodies 
Ourselves, Of Mice and Men ... are only a few of 
hundreds of books that have been challenged in 

libraries across the country. 
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(sex, censorship, social change . .. from page 144) 

5. Is w_hat I do going to harm my insides, like by not letting me 
have children? 
6. Am I a fag? 
I hope to hear from you very soon. Please! 

The cost of fear is great. It is greatest to young readers. 
They are the real losers, as always. 

Now, the Meese Commission might say to me Come on 
Judy we 're talking pornography here, 'not you~ 
books ... but ?one of them has yet been able to define por
nography ... mdeed, each of us has our own definition. 

In ~he meantime, what kinds of messages are we sending 
~he kids? Sexuality is a dirty subject. An unacceptable sub
~ect. And so, all of those feelings they may be experienc
mg ... all of those physical changes, are also unacceptable. 
As a result we raise another generation of frightened sex
ually misinformed people, who will go on to raise a~other 
generation of misinformed children. The circle continues. 
And all due to fear. These messages are not just powerful, 
but dangerous. To children. To adults. To writers. 

W~en I began to write, twenty years ago, I was a young 
marned woman with two small children. I sat down to write 
what I knew to be true about growing up. I didn't know if 
anyone would publish what I was writing, but I wasn't afraid 
to write it. 

I_f I were that young woman today, would I feel free to 
wnte from the heart? Or would I say ... Wait a 
minute . . . 1 can't say that . . . my characters can 't do 
that . . . they can 't feel that way . . . Every time I sit down 
at the typewriter it's there, that awareness, that gnawing feel
ing that I may get into trouble with the censors for writing 
from the inside. 

Several years ago, while writing Tiger Eyes, my editor 
asked me to delete a few lines because, he said, that passage 
would surely make the book a target for censors. I deleted 
the passage and I've regretted my decision ever since. I think 
my editor does too. I have vowed not to be intimidated again. 
But what about all the other writers? What about writers who 
are just starting out? If I were that young writer today, I might 
not write for and about children at all. I might find it im
possible to write honestly about them in this climate of fear. 
Because I don't know how to get into the mind and body 
of a character without allowing his or her sexuality to come 
throu_gh. Sexuality is an important part of life. It's healthy, 
not sick. 

So ... is puberty a dirty word? 
Are my books pornographic? 
The answer depends on who you ask. 
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I know that many of you have already taken a stand. My 
plea is for you to continue to stand firm. Encourage readers 
of all ages to stand firm with you. And those readers are 
out there. They're just not as vocal as the censors. We have 
to fight to protect our freedom. But it's all well worth fighting 
for. 

Consider the options ... 

remarks by Alan Sears 
Alan Sears was Executive Director of the Attorney 

General's Commission on Pornography. 
I guess I am Daniel in the den of lions today! I think pro

bably all of you know that I am Executive Director of the 
Attorney _General's Commission on Pornography, and what 
I would hke to do with my allotted time is to try to answer 
some of the questions that you have in your minds about this 
Commission and its work. Maybe when we leave here we 
will have a better understanding of just exactly what' this 
Commission is all about. 

As you may know, the commission was asked to do two 
things when it was formed last June [1985]. The first was 
to look at the issue of pornography, and determine whether 
or not there is any antisocial effect that can be attributed to 
certain kinds of pornography in society; second to recom
mend, in ways consistent with our First Amend~ent and the 
precious guarantees of our Constitution, methods to control 
~e dissemination of the harmful material that is found. That 
is w?at the commission set forth to do. We held six public 
heanngs, heard 205 witnesses, received hundreds of writ
~en st~tements, and thousands of letters. My investigators 
mterv1ewed hundreds of persons. They looked at court 
records, hospital records. They looked at all sorts of third 
party sources to attempt to corroborate the testimony we 
received. 

Among the witnesses, we heard the nation's social scien
tists, doctors, an? p~rsons who have been victimized by por
nography, both m its production and by its use. We heard 
from law enforcement personnel, city planners and all kinds 
of persons from general walks of life. We also heard from 
a representative from the American Library Association. We 
heard from many people who favor the lessening of controls 
of the present laws, and from many people who favor 
strengthening the present laws. 

~fter hearing all of that evidence, receiving all of that 
testimony, the commission began to draw some conclusions. 
I _want to tell you some things generally though about the 
First A~endment, about the law related to pornography and 
obscemty, before I address specifically what the commis
sion said, what the commission found. 

Newsletter on Intellectual Freedom 



First, the commission clearly recognized that the state's 
role under current constitutional guidelines as set by the 
Supreme Court is such that the state cannot deal with por
nography that is not obscene. The states can deal only with 
material that is obscene, material that is Jacking in serious 
literary, artistic, scientific or political value. 

When you talk about the Jack of serious literary, artistic, · 
scientific and political values, perhaps many of the things 
that you would be concerned with as librarians are already 
eliminated from the possibility of state action, action by the 
courts, openhanded citizens, actions by prosecutors, actions 
by others. One thing that I think a Jot of people get confused 
about in this discussion/debate is the fact that the Constitu
tion allows many other links to be placed upon dissemina
tion of material besides obscene material. There is probably 
not a person in this room who would disagree with the laws 
that allow us to prosecute people who threaten persons. If 
this meeting is interrupted by a bomb threat, I believe that 
there are few of you who would object to something being 
done about the person who threatened this meeting, disrupted 
your activities this afternoon. These are all things we are 
concerned about. Fraud. Most people don't recognize that 
most fraud conducted in this country is speech. It is speech 
that is protected by the First Amendment until it is no longer 
truthful speech. And I doubt if very many of you think that 
the Trade Commission and other people should not be con
cerned about fraud and consumer protection and these other 
important issues. Conspiracy is another crime. It is a crime 
that you agree to do. You don't have to do anything in fur
therance of that agreement. Your simply agreeing to do it 
is a crime. Most citizens in this country don't want people 
entering into conspiracies to distribute heroin and cocaine. 
I don't know how you personally feel about it, but one thing 
I want to point out is that we are not talking about some 
unique area, what we are talking about is an exception to 
protection from the First Amendment. 

The Supreme Court simply said if it is obscene it is not 
protected speech. Now, let me talk about what the commis
sion did in some areas. 

Contrary to what you have heard, I believe that this com
mission report is a balanced, thoughtful document. Contrary 
to what you may have heard, this commission does not 
recommend any expansion of present Jaws whatsoever related 
to obscene materials. The only proposal that this commis
sion recommends that would be considered by most people 
to be radical is an endorsement of a civil rights approach 
for victims. To allow victims to seek redress in the courts 
for injuries they have sustained as a result of pornography. 
That is, in my opinion, the only thing in the entire report 
that calls for any expansion beyond the present legal system. 

The report primarily sets forth what the laws are that have 
been unenforced. It discusses fine tuning the present law. 
The commission in absolutely no instance recommends the 
expansion of government power beyond what can already 
be done. In fact, surprisingly, the commission, contrary to 
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what you may have heard, recommends that the government 
do less in many areas than it can already do. One of the areas 
the commission recommends that virtually no action be taken 
in-unless it involves child pornography, a specialized 
areas-is in the areas of the written word alone. When you 
have books that do not have photographs or illustrations in 
them, that deal with the written word alone, such as the kind 
of books that Judy [Blume] has talked about here, even if 
her books delved into the area of obscenity, if they could 
presently be prosecuted, the Attorney General's Commis
sion on Pornography does not recommend that the state 
become involved with prosecution of her work. 

Whether or not you agree with that conclusion, there are 
many groups that are very unhappy with the commission 
because it recommended this limiting on the present law. But 
that was the commission's conclusions. The commission 
decided it would only recommend that those items that they 
felt to be harmful should be prosecuted. I think some of you 
heard from two of our commissioners yesterday; they explain
ed it to you. Very briefly, Jet me go through this with you. 

The commission defined pornography in four categories. 
The first category was sexually violent material. The second 
category was material that was degrading to, humiliates or 
subordinates, women. The third category was sexual activity 
with none of the above; and, finally, the fourth category was 
mere nudity with none of the above things. The commission, 
based upon the evidence, not just social science evidence 
alone, but on the totality of evidence from many walks of 
life, concluded that sexually violent material does cause harm. 

I myself and my investigators interviewed many persons 
who were harmed. The incredible acts of violence commit
ted against these women and these young girls is beyond 
belief. I have seen testimony and I have heard these women 
who were tortured with rat traps, electric shock, hot wax 
poured on them, all sorts of pains, tortures. These were real. 
They were done only for one reason-not for the sexual 
satisfaction and gratification of an individual-but as a 
commercial enterprise to make money off the backs of 
these women. It is wrong. In my opinion, that market 
should be dried up. It is harmful. It should be prosecuted, 
along with many others. We are learning, as some of the 
law enforcement agencies are beginning to get back into 
this area, that there are literally hundreds and thousands 
of women in this country who have been tortured in that 
fashion. 

Even if you don't want to talk about any of the other ef
fects, if you want to say that nobody is hurt as a result of 
reading, nobody is hurt as a result of looking at it, you still 
cannot ignore the harms that have occurred to persons who 
were making this material. 

Of the 92 recommendations that this commission makes, 
only a small number of those relate to obscenity-type pro
secution. The majority of recommendations relate to the rights 
of victims, relief for victims, and prosecution and law en
forcement activity on behalf of those persons who are being 
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injured in the process. Now this Commission also conclud
ed that degrading material is harmful. That it has negative 
effects and contributes to rape and other attitudes, beliefs and 
behaviors in our society that most of us want to eliminate. 

This Commission also concluded-and, I think, well 
concluded-that organized crime controls the obscenity in
dustry of this country. We aren't talking about library books, 
we are talking about what organized crime produces. If you 
go just a few blocks from here on Times Square, I can tell 
you the names of people who control those stores. They are 
basically five New York families of organized crime who con
trol the vast majority of the distribution of obscenity and much 
of the production of obscenity in this country. Unlike many 
of the other industries that organized crime is involved in, 
this is one which they created and which they control. People 
will say that pornography has been around forever. Por
nography in some form may have been around forever, but 
one thing happened around the end of the 19th century which 
changed it all. That was the camera. That was the use of real 
persons in production. It was no longer a painting. It 
was no longer drawn. It was no longer the written word. It 
was a real person. It would really hurt someone to do the 
things that were depicted. 

The Commission report also has a section called citizens 
responsibility, corporate responsibilities, that are basically 
action guidelines. Contrary again to what you have heard, 
this section is well balanced. In fact, one of my friends at 
the American Civil Liberties Union read it and said "Alan 
you actually set forth the law very clearly and vei-;, fairly'. 
You are not going to tell citizens what they can do, you tell 
them what they can't do, what the limits of action are." I think 
one of the things that your group is most concerned about 
is private citizens who want to act in regard to library books 
and other works of literature which have nothing to do with 
what we would call state action. We are not talking about 
prosecuting obscenity in those cases and I hope that the 
guidelines we set forth are helpful because we explained to 
people what they could do through the legal process and what 
they could do on their own. 

We also remembered that there is freedom of choice on 
both sides. There is freedom of choice for those' people who 
do not wish to read material as much as there is for those 
who wish to see the material. 

The last note I would like to make, I think every librarian 
in America should get a copy of th! case called Board of 
&ucation v. Pico. That was a case in which your group, the 
American Library Association, filed a brief, and was active
ly involved in. That case basically sets forth the limits as to 
what a state or what a board of education can do with regard 
to control of library books. The limits are very strong. They 
are there and if you are concerned about your rights, I sug
gest that you find out what they are. Read that case, and when 
someone challenges you and suggests that they should do 
something with your library that is contrary to law, stand up. 
I think what our commission set forth in this report, 
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everybody must debate. Everybody in this debate has some 
law that they could use to defend their position. The only 
people who are wrong in this debate are those who produce 
legally prosecutable obscene material that is degrading, subor
dinating or debilitating and is sexually violent. In that case, 
the law runs out for them and the state has a right to act. 

remarks by Evelina Kane 
Evelina Kane is an activist, writer, and organizer for Uvmen 

Against Pornography. 
In 1976, the California Department of Justice reported that 

pornography was a $4 billion dollar a year industry; by 1984 
that figure rose to $8 billion. Pornographers utilize cable 
television, home video technology, public telephone services, 
and computers, along with more traditional outlets. In 1983, 
an estimated two million American homes subscribed to cable 
television featuring pornography. Seventy-five percent of video 
stores sell pornographic cassettes; these account for sixty per
cent of all prerecorded cassette sales. High Society magazine's 
"Dial-A-Porn" service (one of many such services) receives 
an estimated 500,000 calls daily. In 1982, pornographic home 
video games included "Custer's Revenge," featuring the rape 
of a native American Indian woman, and similar games such 
as "Bachelor Party," and "Beat 'Em and Eat 'Em." In 1985, 
the publishers of High Society magazine began selling 
subscriptions to their computer service "Sex-Tex." This 
service includes a "shop-at-home" program that allows the 
unregulated sale and trading of pornographic material. 

In an era when one out of four girls will be sexually abus
ed before her sixteenth birthday, when a woman is raped every 
four minutes, when teenage pregnancy has become an 
epidemic, and programs about reproduction, birth control, 
abortion, and venereal disease are being dropped from high 
school curriculums, pornography is the most prevalent form 
of sex education in the nation. As a responsible society, we 
need to take a hard look at what it is teaching. 

A content analysis of pornographic paperbacks found that 
rape scenarios had doubled between 1968 and 1974. A survey 
of materials in Times Square bookstores found that scenarios 
of bondage and domination which rarely appeared prior to 
1970, increased dramatically by 1982. The Attorney General's 
Commission on Pornography (1985-6) has published the titles 
of thousands of pornographic books, magazines, and films, 
randomly selected from pornography bookstores nationwide 
~h(ch include such titles as, "The School Girl's Rape Night," 

Tied and Tormented," "Nazi Sex Slaves," and "Daddy's 
Hot Daughter." A content analysis of five years of 
Playboy and Penthouse magzines show an annual esca
lation of depictions of sexual violence in both publications. 

The increase in the availability and brutality of por
nography correlates with the increase of harm reported as 
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a result of this material. These injuries include, among others, 
coercion into pornographic performances, battery, and sex
ual abuse ranging from sexual harrassment to rape in which 
pornography was directly involved. These harms have been 
documented at hearings held by the Minneapolis City Council 
(1983), the Senate Subcommittee on Juvenile Justice 
(Washington, D.C., 1984), the Attorney General's Commis
sion on Pornography (Washington, D.C., Chicago, Ill., 
Houston, Texas, Los Angeles, Ca., Miami, Fl., and New 
York City, 1985-86), as well as in reports by thousands of 
women to individual therapists, sexual assault professionals, 
battered women's shelters, rape crisis centers, and organiza
tions such as Women Against Pornography. 

I want to share some of the testimony given by such 
women. One woman reported: "I was sexually abused by 
my foster father from the time I was seven until I was thir
teen. He had stacks and stacks of Playboys. He would take 
me in his workshop ... show me the pictures, and say, 
'This is what big girls do. If you want to be a big girl, you 
have to do this.' Then I would have to pose like the women 
in the pictures." 

Another woman reported: "I was hit and punched because 
I refused to allow my partner to put his fist in my vagina 
in the same fashion as in one of his pornography magazines." 

A battered women's advocate described the following case: 
"One woman related that her spouse always had a number 
of pornographic magazines around the house. The final 
episode . . . was his acting out a scene from one of the 
magazines. She was forcibly stripped, bound, and gagged. 
And with the help of her husband, she was raped by a Ger
man Shepard." 

Other women have testified to having been raped and the 
rape being filmed and distributed as pornography. Women 
have testified to having been coerced into making por
nography and that the coerced performances were then used 
to blackmail them into prostitution. In California, I recently 
met a sexual assault professional who relayed the story of 
a 17-old-girl who had been held in a cage for three years 
as a sex slave. Much of her torture was filmed and sold as 
pornography. If you think that this is the exception, the ex
treme, then I bring your attention to the December, 1984, 
issue of Penthouse magazine that featured Asian women, 
naked, hog-tied with ropes bound about their breasts and 
genitals, and hung in trees-and then I remind you that 
Penthouse magazine was unable to affirm consent from 
the women in these photographs, only the word of the 
photographer that the women gave consent. 

The current constitutional protection of men's right to 
possess pornography in private ignores the attending sexual 
abuse of women and children. Obscenity laws address public 
offensiveness, not private abuse. Being criminal and not 
remedial, obscenity laws offer no relief to pornography's vic
tims. The concepts of obscenity and pornography represent 
two entirely different things; obscenity is a moral idea, por-
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nography is a political practice that actively subordinates 
women, causing tangible injury. Because of this, Women 
Against Pornography has never supported obscenity legisla
tion. The only legislation we have ever supported is victim 
activated and based on harm, not content. Thus, the censor
ship argument falls into another arena from a feminist 
perspective. 

Censorship occurs when pornography silences women 
about sexual assault by calling it sexual liberation. Por
nography censors women's speech when we are displayed 
bound, gagged, or merely in postures of display, servility, 
and submission, reciting a script written by the pornographers 
reading, "I like it. I want it. Do it again." Censorship oc
curs when women are forced to testify before the Justice 
Department about the injuries they've sustained through the 
making and use of pornography from behind a curtain 
because the pornographers are in the hearing room in
timidating the witnesses by taking their pictures. Censorship 
occurs when a nine-year-old girl stands alone before the At
torney General's Commission to speak out about how her 
father used pornography to force her into sexual compiiance 
and the pornographers send a barrage of attorneys to speak 
on their behalf. Censorship occurs when the women and 
children who testified at these hearings are referred to as drug 
addicts and prostitutes, and thus not credible, or as just plain 
liars by the pornographers in their magazines. Censorship 
occurs when the pornographers can afford to buy off the 
ACLU by offering them funding for various projects, of
fices for nominal rent, and staging fundraisers on their 
behalf-not to mention privately retaining many of them at 
hefty salaries. And finally, censorship occurs, quite blatantly, 
when feminist organizations such as Women Against Por
nography are sued by the pornographers for making fair com
ment on their publications, and the ACLU response is that 
they cannot defend us against the pornographers because to 
do so would be a conflict of interest. 

On January 20, 1986, the body of Linda Lee Daniels, a 
22-year-old Albuquerque, New Mexico, college student, was 
discovered in the mountains northwest of the city. She had 
been kidnapped on January 12 as she was unloading groceries 
in front of her fiance's home, by four men who spotted her 
in a supermarket parking lot during their search for women 
to use in a pornographic film. After abducting Ms. Daniels, 
they took her to an Albuquerque motel room where they 
drugged and raped her. When her disappearance was 
publicized, they murdered her. Two of the four suspects and 
other witnesses said that the men were part of a porn ring 
operating in New Mexico. 

In the June, 1986, issue of Playboy magazine, Hugh Hefner 
published an editorial criticizing Southland Corporation's 
decision to discontinue sales of pornography. In an attempt 
to garner public sympathy for his lost sales, Hefner quoted 
Lutheran pastor Martin Niemoeller's now famous regret. "In 
Germany, they came first for the Communists, and I didn't 
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speak up because I wasn't a Communist. Then they came 
for the Jews, and I didn't speak up because I wasn't a Jew. 
Then they came for the trade unionists, and I didn't speak 
up because I wasn't a trade unionist. Then they came for 
the Catholics, and I didn't speak up because I was Protes
tant. Then they came for me; and by that time, no one was 
left to speak up." 

"In America," Hefner goes on to tell us, "they first came 
for your local convenience store.'' But Hefner was wrong. 
In America, they first came for Linda Lee Daniels, and all 
of us like her. The difference is that women are speaking 
up and this will bring about social change. 

remarks by Marcia Pally 
Marcia Pally is a New York City based writer on the arts 

and feminist issues. 
I'd like to begin by briefly going over the policies the 

Meese Commission recommends to us. It divides por
nography into four categories: violent sex, degrading sex, 
sex with neither violence nor degradation, and ''mere nudi
ty." "Degradation" includes any posture that "depicts 
women as objects for the sexual satisfaction of men, (depicts 
women in decidedly subordinate role with respect to sex, and 
in general depicts women engaged in practices that would 
to most people be considered humiliating)." The commis
sion's report suggests that all categories except "mere nudi
ty" be prosecuted under obscenity laws, with sex and 
violence taking the highest priority. It also encourages com
munities to employ boycotts, pickets and pressure tactics to 
protest whatever porn is left. 

This report will undoubtedly spur the enforcement of ex
isting obscenity laws across the country and inspire the enact
ment of tougher new ones. But commission proceedings 
have already begun to bear consequences. This past spring, 
Webster's Ninth Collegiate Dictionary was removed from 
classrooms and libraries in a southern school district because 
it contains definitions of obscene words. A supervisor of 
English departments there links the dictionary's removal to 
the climate created by a campaign for a local obscenity law. 
In Denver, antiporn groups have so persistently heckled King 
Sooper and Safeway markets about the cover art on romance 
novels that wholesalers have cancelled orders from the 
publisher. And on April 10, Southla~ Corporation told all 
of its 7-Eleven stores around the country to discontinue sales 
of Playboy, Penthouse, and Forum magazines. A few weeks 
later, the drugstore chain Rite Aid-which also owns En
core Books-followed suit, along with several other retailers. 

In North Carolina this past winter, a judge ruled several 
R-rated films obscene, including A Passage to India; Vic
tor, Victoria; A Clockwork Orange; and Splash. A Univer
sity of North Carolina course in the films of Federico Fellini 
has been cancelled. North Carolina also passed an obsceni
ty bill that allows police to close book and video stores and 
fine merchants for selling porn before the offending material 
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has been judged obscene in court. In other words, you can 
get busted for selling magazines you had no way of know
ing were legally obscene. As if that weren't enough of a 
chilling effect, the state of North Carolina and the federal 
government have formed the first state/federal/local task 
force on porn to, as U.S. Attorney Sam Currin put it, totally 
shut the down and run them out. " FBI agents there have 
been stopping video shop patrons as they leave stores and 
asking them what tapes they bought or rented. 

Events in North Carolina are not isolated. California faces 
a new law that broadens the definition of obscenity (from 
material "utterly without redeeming social importance" to 
that which "lacks significant literary, artistic, political, or 
scientific value") so that more works may be prosecuted. 
Abolishing the community standard for obscenity, the law 
also establi:,hes one set of criteria for the entire state. Just 
as obscenity law is strengthened, Los Angeles cannot have 
a law more liberal than Bakersfield's. 

California also boasts the country's first porn rock 
obscenity case. Jello Biafra, whose group The Dead Ken
nedys specializes in political satire, faces charges for a sex
ually explicit poster accompanying the album Frankenchrist. 
Ironically, this is the first of their albums to carry a warning 
label on the cover that some people might find the poster 
"shocking, repulsive or offensive," adding that life can 
sometimes be that way (see page 158). 

Scuttling schoolbooks, Southland's decision to remove 
Playboy, Penthouse, and Forum, and new state obscenity 
laws are just the beginning. There are likely more Passage 
to Indias to come. Southland representatives said they were 
moved to ban the three magazines because testimony at 
the Meese Commission demonstrated "a possible link be
tween porn and crime, violence and child abuse." In fact, 
all of the Meese Commission's recommendations hang on the 
belief that pornography is the cause of rape and the mistreat
ment of children. 

While I am grateful for this sudden, unexpected federal 
concern, it seems pertinent to ask if the porn-causes-harm 
theory is correct: is porn a significant factor in rape, bat
tery, and incest? Will getting rid of porn diminish violence 
against women and children? Or is this theory merely a 
progressive patina on old-fashioned sin and morality finger 
wagging? After all, the porn-causes-harm argument makes 
the banning of books, magazines, rock'n'roll, and video seem 
reasonable to millions of Americans who would laugh at 
threats of brimstone and hellfire. Is it a mirage, a "quick 
fix" that kids us into thinking the solution to abuse is just 
a matter of banning dirty pictures? Worse, is it a distraction 
that turns our attention away from the real causes of harm 
and prevents us from finding solutions? 

The porn-causes-rape argument is easy to understand, easy 
to sell. It claims that porn degrades and violates women; men 
look at it and emulate what they see. So the course of action 
seems clear: get rid of porn. The road to victory looks short 
and direct. It has the lure of peace in our time. 
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It also has the cachet of feminist tradition. Throughout the 
Seventies, women examined images in all sectors of culture, 
from television commercials to the films shown in medical 
school. It was a tool for identifying sexism and exposing its 
pervasiveness. It makes sense to apply this technique to por
nography. But as we do, I think some are confusing the pro
cess of examining images for their insights about society with 
the process of calling those images sources or causes of social 
injustice. Feminists who exposed the symbols of sexism fif
teen years ago never claimed that taking Mop & Glo com
mercials off the air would bring us abortion rights or better 
pay. Or stop rape. 

The mass-market porn industry took off only after World 
War II. Prior to the twentieth century, few people save the 
wealthy elite saw any porn whatsoever. Yet violence and sex
ism have been flourishing for thousands of years and no
body needed porn to show him how to do it. Most of history's 
rapists, misogynists, and child abusers read nothing at all. 
And if we look at societies where no porn is permitted, like 
Saudi Arabia or Iran, we don't see societies with strong 
women's rights records. We find instead a great deal of 
violence against women. So it seems unlikely to me that sex
ism and rape are directly linked to sexually explicit pictures. 
It seems unlikely that porn initiates violence or lousy pay. 

It seems more reasonable that violence against women 
begins with economic discrimination so that men learn to 
consider women burdens and pains in the ass, and with the 
infantilization of women-either as fragile figurines or hor
monal hurricanes-so that men hold women in contempt. It 
seems more reasonable that violence against women begins 
with ''boy training,'' that makes aggressions a daily project 
of masculinity, and with childrearing arrangements that leave 
mom as the prime-often only-caretaker. 

It's on mom that all one's infantile expectations are foisted 
and all one's earliest disappointments blamed. Dad comes 
into the picture only later, as a firm but reasonable force. 
So we act out our desire for mom's attention and our rage 
that she's not always there on all the women in the rest of 
our lives. Though we all were raised more by mom than be 
dad in infancy, there is an edge of ire men feel about women 
that women don't feel because, after all, women are "us." 

All this shows up in pornography, just as it does in high 
art, advertising, and fashion. And because pornography is 
a genre of extremes-schematic, repetitive, ritualistic, 
fantastic-it exaggerates and distills our psychosexual 
blueprints. It blows up and illuminates our discomfort with 
the good and nakedness of sex, our panic at our arousal and 
loss of control, and men's lust for and anger at the female 
figure. 

But pornography didn't start any of this. And getting rid 
of porn won't end it. Porn may be sexist, as much of it is; 
it may be racist or violent, as some of it is. But it's silly to 
call it a cause of sexism, racism, or violence. More impor
tant, it's silly to think banning it will halt the mayhem. I'm 
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afraid the antiporn brouhaha of the last few years is a red 
herring, luring us away from the sources of sexism and its 
solutions. 

If we want to halt rape and battery, feminists and federal 
commissions would do well to look at the political and 
economic systems that keep women poor and powerless. 
We'd do well to fight for equal and equivalent pay, nontradi
tional jobs, a feminist presence in politics, self-defense 
classes, sex education, better and better disseminated birth 
control-the list is all too familiar. 

If we want to address the psychological fuel behind 
misogyny, we'd do well to look at the family and imbalances 
in parenting. Feminists and federal commissions would bet
ter spend their time not closing porn parlors but getting mom 
out of the house at least half the time, and dad back in. In 
such a world we'd still have pornography where we played 
out our desires and fears-some of which are not nice-but 
the pictures and tales we'd invent for ourselves might 
be less sexist. 

I'd like to take a minute to examine how the commission 
came to the conclusion that pornography causes violence. 
Unlike the 1970 presidential commission on pornography that 
found no causal link, the Meese Commission sponsored no 
research of its own. It held six public hearings and heard 
testimony mostly from vice cops, obscenity prosecutors, 
representatives of pro-decency organizations, and people who 
identified themselves as "victims" of pornography. Not a 
single artist or writer was invited to speak; those who asked 
to be heard encountered significant resistance. Few 
psychologists or sex educators who don't a priori support 
suppression of porn were given a forum. (In March, the 
ACLU issued a 30-page report on the Commission's biased 
and unprofessional procedures, and was forced to sue the 
Commission for illegally withholding public documents. The 
Commission capitulated at the end of April.) 

Henry Hudson, district attorney from Arlington County, 
chaired the commission. His tough law-and-order policies 
closed nearly all "adult" movie theaters and bookstores in 
the Arlington area. "I live to put people in jail," Hudson 
told the Washington Post. 

The commission relied on a number of laboratory studies 
that suggest pornographic images affect attitudes about rape. 
But attitudes, as even the scientists doing this research will 
tell you, are notoriously poor predictors of behavior. People 
just don't accomplish with any statistical reliability what they 
say they will. And no matter what people do in an experi
mental setup, they know it's an experiment, make-believe. 
No one is really going to get hurt. 

Ed Donnerstein, one of the major researchers in this area, 
called the commission's conclusions "bizarre." He found 
no change even in attitudes when men were shown nonviolent 
sexual images. (Even research that measures the effects of 
"degrading" porn is inconclusive. Dolf Zillerman, U. of 
Indiana, found that viewing several hours of "stag" films 
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lowered men's respect for women while Donnerstein found 
no change in men's attitudes about rape or loss of sympathy 
for rape victims.) 

Several other researchers told the New York Times that 
"violence in the social environment" was more to blame 
for rape or sexism than depictions of sex, and the Society 
for the Scientific Study of Sex called the commission's con
clusions "incomplete and inadequate" and a danger to future 
sex research. Last month the Institute of Criminal Justice 
in Copenhagen reported that in European countries where 
restrictions on porn have been lifted, incidence of rape over 
the last 10-20 years has declined or remained constant. 
Neither the Canadian nor the British studies of pornography 
found porn to be a cause of sexual violence. 

Commissioners Dr. Judith Becker and Ellen Levine-both 
women, interestingly enough-were so appalled by the way 
their colleagues handled social science data that they issued 
a dissenting report. Lambasting the commission for a 
''paucity of certain types of testimony including dissenting 
expert opinion", they concluded, "No self-respecting in
vestigator would accept the conclusions based on such a 
study." They rejected the commission's finding that most 
porn sold in the U.S. is "degrading" and could lead to 
violence, and they rejected several law enforcement recom
mendations (including mandatory prison sentences for cer
tain violations of obscenity law). Dr. Becker, director of the 
sexual behavior clinic at New York State Psychiatric Institute, 
added, "I've been working with sex offenders for ten years 
and have reviewed the scientific literature and I don't think 
a causal link exists between porn and sex crimes.'' 

I'd like to consider some other arguments of the porn
causes-harm doctrine. Some statistics show that convicted 
rapists are guilty of acts pictured in pornography. So is the 
missionary position. And certainly gruesome things have 
been done to women for centuries without Hustler's help. 
Still other data demonstrate that communities with more porn 
report more rapes. Yet higher incidences of rape are also 
found in areas with strong sales of any men's magazines such 
as Field 'n ' Stream. 

But what about the anecdotal evidence? Women say their 
boyfriends or husbands get ideas from porn and force them 
to do what the photos depict. Would you object if a man forc
ed a woman to cook lasagna? I would. The problem is not 
Italian cuisine or kama sutra positions. The problem is 
force-economic, psychological and physical. It is not only 
profligate to tell women their problems at home begin with 
porn, it's dangerous. It deludes and misleads women, and 
leaves them farther from improving the conditions of their 
lives. I can think of few greater treacheries . 

What about the rapists and wife batterers who say they 
learned their stuff from porn? It's a clever ploy. Just look 
at who gets off the hook. First it was the devil that made 
them do it, now it's Miss Jones. And something is not quite 
right about the proposition that men rape because they 
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learned-from porn-that it's okay or that women like it. 
One thing feminism accomplished was the redefinition of 

rape from a sexual act to a violent one. But I suspect it was 
always clear to the rapist facing his terrified victim that she 
didn't "want it." Men rape because it hurts and they do it 
to hurt us. If we want to deal with rape, we ought to deal 
with why. What's going on in "real life" that makes men 
want to inflict so much pain? 

Beyond the relationship of images and their audience lies 
the issue of images and the actors and models who make 
them. Linda Marciano-who was known as Linda 
Lovelace-wrote a book, Ordeal, about how she was held 
against her will, beaten, and forced to perform the acts we 
see in one of porn's biggest hits, Deep Throat. Antiporn 
feminists claim that thousands of women are coerced and 
raped in the porn industry, and that their rapes are sold as 
pornographic entertainment. 

First, I think it's important to say perhaps the obvious: 
in theater and film everything that looks violent isn't pain
ful to the actors. As anyone who's ever been in a school play 
knows, what looks horrid to the audience may be just a mat
ter of lighting and ketchup. But Linda Marciano isn't talk
ing about illusion; she's talking about real violence. For all 
of us concerned about rape and battery, working conditions 
in the sex industry is a serious subject. 

Candida Royalle was a porn actress for many years and 
is now head of Femme Productions making her own por
nographic video tapes. I'd like to take a minute to recall her 
description of the porn industry. It accords with what several 
other women have told me. Candida reminded me that porn 
is a highly competitive field; producers are turning people 
away, she said, not forcing them to stay. But she also said 
that although she never came across it, there undoubtedly 
was sexual abuse in the industry because there is sexual abuse 
of women in every job. 

So what should we do about instances of kidnapping, coer
cion or rape in porn settings? The problem here, to my mind, 
is not pornography any more than sexual abuse in an in
surance office means the problem is insurance. The problem 
is that the laws against violence are rarely enforced in the 
sex industry and that police treat complaints so cavalierly 
that women-and men-in the industry don't bother to bring 
them. 

It seems, then, that if feminists and federal commissioners 
want to get rid of violence in the sex industry, we have to 
work on getting antiviolence laws enforced in porn and pro
stitution settings. And we have to work on getting women
including women in the sex industries-treated with respect 
in the precinct and the courts. If we destroy photos of a rape, 
when the photos are burned we're still left with rape. But 
if we diminish the violence there won't be pictures of it to 
be sold as porn. 

A second kind of coercion connected with the sex industries 
is economic coercion-where women and men, boys and 
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girls, are forced into modeling or prostitution because it's 
the best paying job around. If we close the porn industry, 
we wipe out a source of income without providing alter
natives. A source of income that's crucial to many people 
no matter how dismaying it may seem to some of us. If we 
drive the porn industry underground, we make those jobs 
more dangerous because everything is more violent and 
hazardous on the black market. At every porn panel I've at
tended over the past two years-and that's quite a few
women from the sex industry have stood up and angrily 
pointed this out. 

Wouldn't it be more effective to work on job training for 
the teenagers, men and women in the sex industry, if they 
want it? Wouldn't it make more sense to ask them what they 
want? It may take longer than driving porn underground, 
but ridding ourselves of porn reduces options. Education and 
job opportunities increase them. And if we were really 
serious about ensuring the safety of women and men in the 
sex industries, we would make those industries completely 
legitimate. The more legitimate, the more accountable to the 
law. 

Most important, we need to hear from sex industry 
workers, to listen to what they need, to how they'd like to 
improve their work conditions. And we need to support their 
organizations like the U.S. Prostitutes Collective, COYOTE 
(Cast Off Your Old Tired Ethics), PUMA (Prostitutes Union 
of Massachussetts), California Prostitutes Education Project, 
and the International Committee for Prostitutes Rights. 

There is still a question nagging: why does the antiporn 
argument feel so right? Why is it persuasive to so many men 
and women? To begin with, it offers the appeal of activism. 
Since porn is visible, easy to identify, and already illicit, you 
can organize against it relatively easily. Witness what 
renown Women Against Pornography has achieved in just 
five or six years. The participants feel they're doing 
something to better women's lot, and we all need to feel 
effective. 

Psychologist Paula Webster suggests something else is go
ing on. She believes the antiporn argument feels right because 
it carries ''the voice of mom.'' And she may have something 
here. Most of us have grown up with the idea that sex is 
icky; most women have grown up with the assurance that 
men are dangerous. We heard it indirectly or we heard it 
point blank, but we heard it all our lives. 

As adults, most of us manage to get our own. But the old 
lessons remain embedded in our imaginations and at the core 
of our emotions. So when we're told that pornography is icky 
and makes men dangerous, it "clicks." When we hear-in 
adult language and political terminology-things we absorbed 
when we were little, it sounds infallible. Already suspicious 
of sex, we are ready to call it culprit. 

Now there is a great deal of violence done to women-the 
FBI reports a woman is beaten every 18 seconds and raped 
every few minutes. But rage and violence are the core of the 
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problem, not sexually explicit images. And we must get at 
the core, using our time and resources shrewdly. In the past 
few years, feminists and the media spent a great deal of money 
on the porn debate. Yet last year New York Women Against 
Rape nearly closed for lack of funds. It still operates month
to-month. And the government that funded the Meese Com
mission stopped allocations earmarked for battered women's 
shelters because they were ostensibly "antifamily". No one 
is going to convince me that a government that has rolled 
back affirmative action, fought against comparable worth, 
and stripped hundreds of programs that benefit women and 
children opposes pornography because it's dangerous to those 
very same women and children. 

We can't afford to be du~-either by a duplicitous govern
ment or by what "feels right." If we go after pornography 
when rape, battery and discrimination thrived for so long 
without it, then if we get rid of porn we'll still be left with 
rape, battery, and discrimination. Would that the solution to 
women's problem's-or even to just rape-were just a matter 
of eliminating porn. Would that it were so single-issue, or 
so easy. 

There's a second reason to be skeptical of the sex-is
icky/men-are-dangerous echo. It's protective, defensive, and 
meant to shield women from harm. But while women must 
protect themselves with political, economic, and physical 
clout, we can't be only defensive. We can't live our lives in 
fear. Eighty years ago, when conditions for women were far 
less felicitous than today, Emma Goldman understood that. 
Women have to develop their appetities and find out what 
it feels like to spend time and money on sex. And we cannot 
wait till after the revolution. 

No one is in the mood to flirt or seduce and have adven
tures when she's thorougly scared. Fear paralyzes. The an
tiporn movement, focusing on danger rather than on its 
remedies, paralyzes. It teaches fear. 

Women cannot afford to build a movement-or mind a 
government-that tells us sex, or pictures and fantasies about 
sex, are so frightening that we give them up. We cannot scurry 
away from passion or pictures of passion hoping that if we 
stay away from them altogether we'll be safe. We cannot be 
gulled into thinking that sex is sexist. If we do, we'll end up 
denying ourselves the replenishment and ego boost that sex 
brings in a bogus exchange for safety or security-as though 
such a denial would even provide them. We owe ourselves 
more than that. We need to pursue not only protection but 
power, pleasure and play. Women do deserve it. 

remarks by Burton Joseph 
Burton Joseph practices First Amendment law in Chicago. 
I have been dedicated to protection and expansion of First 

Amendment rights for most of my professional life. Fighting 
censorship and protecting First Amendment freedom. I was 
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one of the attorneys who challenged the Indianapolis or
dinance. I was one of the attorneys involved in supporting 
the American Civil Liberties Union's effort to allow Nazis 
to march in Skokie. I am one of the attorneys who has just 
filed suit against the Attorney General's Commission on 
Pornography-I trust Alan won't take that action personally! 

Why do I do this? Why do I challenge censorship efforts? 
I do it because I find censorship to be utterly without redeem
ing social value. 

The history of censorship is based upon the same false 
premise-be it efforts to censor blasphemy; be it efforts to 
censor alien political doctrine; be it efforts to censor economic 
or social theories; be it the modern effort to censor sexual 
images. It is always done by an elitist few based upon the 
premise that the censor will not be harmed by this material 
because the censor has greater sophistication, greater 
knowledge and greater wisdom. It is being done because those 
of you who do not have that kind of intelligence might be 
adversely affected in your relationships-be it with the 
church, with the state or with other individuals in society. 

Censorship is extraordinarily elitist. It is a repudiation of 
the basis upon which this government was founded. The 
democratic assumption of our form of government is that each 
of us is capable and qualified to make up his or her own mind 
as to what we should read, what we should see and, above 
all, what we should think. 

Censorship is an admission of the abject failure to ac
complish social ends by persuasion. The reliance upon 
censorship has been repeatedly rejected by the people of this 
country, most recently in the state of Maine, where the 
people voted 2.5 to 1 against an obscenity ordinance (see 
page 170). Maine remains one of the few states in the 
country without an obscenity law and, I might say, a state 
where there is no more proliferaiton of obscenity than in 
states with obscenity laws. And Maine does not have a higher 
assault rate or rape rate than any other state. Yet people re
ly upon the existence of sexual imagery as an excuse or scape
goat for ills that exist in society. 

Much of what I see has no value. Whether it be on televi
sion. Whether it be in bookstores. Whether it be so-called 
pornography by any definition. Why am I willing to tolerate 
the existence of this material rather than to suppress it so 
people will not be affected by that kind of word or that kind of 
image? I can't think of a more effecti.ye way of diminishing 
the availability of explicit sexual material than by requiring 
people to see it, rather than by banning it. 

Denmark, where there has been a proliferation of explicit 
sexual material for fifteen or more years, they do a brisk 
business-but not among the Danes. Among the Germans 
and the English, the French and the Spaniards-communities 
where there is not such a free availability of this material. 
What does that tell you? 

When I first lived in San Francisco, there was a bookstore 
selling adult or pornographic or obscene material on every 
third street. Now you go there and you find there still exist 
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such kinds of bookstores, but they are patronized mainly by 
tourists who come from states where it is not readily available. 
Inherent in its own imagery is the boredom that makes people 
reject it. But what do the censors want to do? They want 
to give it the allure of forbidden fruit by making it unavailable, 
as if they could ever be successful in eliminating sexual im
ages from our society. 

It is a scapegoat for aggression. It is a way to excuse in
dividual responsibility in dealing with women and dealing 
with society, by giving an excuse that it wasn't an individual 
that did this or that act, it was the pornography they had 
available to them that made them do it. 

All of the scientific evidence contradicts that assumption. 
There is not one scholarly research project published in one 
scholarly journal or presented before one scientific meeting 
that purports to show a cause and effect relationship between 
explicit sexual material and antisocial conduct, if you define 
that term by meaning assault, rape or abuse. Not one. There 
is a plethora of studies, most recently in Canada, Denmark, 
and West Germany that totally negate that false assumption. 

It is ignorance that we have to fear, and not availability of 
sexual themes or images. 

In 1970, the Presidential Commission on Obscenity and Por
norgraphy issued its report. It took two years. It spent twenty 
times the money, in present dollars, that the current Attorney 
General's Commission on Pornography spent. It concluded 
that there was no scientific evidence that established a link 
between explicit sexual material and antisocial behavior. 
There was no scientific evidence that explicit sexual material 
caused people to alter established sexual patterns and prac
tices. There was no relationship between morality and con
sumption of explicit sexual material. 

Many people criticized that report as being outdated, as 
not taking into consideration the change in character of the 
new sexual material available. There have been more recent 
studies. The government of Canada, which commissioned a 
similar study through its Department of Justice, issued a 
report available to anybody who is interested. It was published 
in 1984 for release in 1985, and it reached exactly the same 
conclusions as the 1970 Commission. The conclusions are 
also supported by the studies in Denmark of Dr. Kutchinsky, 
a well-known crimnologist who has done longitudinal studies 
on the incidence of sex related crimes since the proliferation 
of explicit material in Denmark. He reports a reduction in 
every single category of sex crime. In case anybody wants 
to dispute that, I have a letter that I received less than three 
months ago from Dr. Kutchinsky confirming the conclusion 
he reached. 

In 1970, G. William Jones, one of the Commissioners on 
the Presidential Commission on Obscenity, and an ordained 
Methodist clergyman, stated that he would have willingly join
ed in a crusade against obscenity if the Commission studies 
showed it was the source of sexual crimes or sexual malice. 
But he said the research demonstrated very adequately that , 
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"the roots of antisocial sexual behavior lie in the home and 
in the early years of familial and sibling relationships." He 
acknowledged that many religious persons would be distressed 
by the findings of the 1970 Presidential Commission, but he 
hoped that they would "rejoice that misconceptions and pre
judices are being replaced by knowledge and that society 
would now redirect its concerns toward the true cause of sex
ual confusion." 

Reverend Jones went on to say, "It is good, I believe, to 
stop chasing what may have been our unconscious scapegoats 
in the media and to concentrate these energies instead upon 
the kind of reeducation of the family. . ." 

Two other commissioners, Dr. Horace Lipton and Dr. Ed
ward Greenwood, both psychiatrists, reached similar conclu
sions. They said they would have welcomed evidence relating 
exposure to erotica to delinquency, crime and antisocial 
behavior, for if such evidence existed we might have a simple 
solution to solve our most urgent problems. However, the 
research failed to establish "a meaningful causal relationship 
or even significant correlation between exposure and im
mediate or delayed antisocial behavior among adults". "To 
assert the contrary", they said, "is to deny the facts. But also 
to delude the public by offering a spurious and simplistic 
answer to a highly complex problem." 

I submit to you that changing commissioners doesn't -
change the facts. I would urge the Attorney General to heed 
Reverend Jones, one of the original commissioners in 1970, 
when he said, "We should direct our attention toward the 
true roots of sexual confusion, which is ignorance and not 
the portrayal of explicit sexual conduct.'' 

I suggest to each one of you that you search through the 
reports of the Attorney General's Commission. Look for the 
section that urges sex education among young people to help 
sexual attitudes. Look for the section that sets forth the need 
to explain to young people in schools and in churches and 
in the home of the existence of sexual problems and sexual 
perversions. You can read all 1,960 pages and never find 
anything that might tend to ameliorate the problem of sex
ual confusion through a system of comprehensive sex 
education. 

I think that censorship as advocated from both extremes 
of the political, social and religious spectra is terribly self 
defeatist. I come to you as a father of three daughters, a hus
band. Somebody who is as concerned about violence against 
women as anyone in this auditorium. But to look for 
scapegoats, to have that self-satisfaction that you have done 
something about a problem by eliminating imagery, will just 
create and continue the problem of violence that exists in 
our society. If you look at study after study as to the family 
disorientation of persons involved in violence or sexual ag
gression, you will see alcohol abuse. You will see divorce. 
You will see poverty. You will see racism. You will see lack 
of opportunity. You will see social disintegration. And to 
say, in a self-satisfied way, that those problems will be cured 
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if we censor e~plicit words or im~ges is to exacerbate the 
problem, not to cure it. It is to opt for the "quick fix", ac
complishing nothing except to divert attention from real 
causes. 

I understand good intentions and the sincerity of those who 
hold an opposing view. I appeal to them, however, to con
sider the effects of censorship. To consider that it is Our 
Bodies, Ourselves and the Kurt Vonneguts and Judy Blumes 
of the world who are the targets of the censor. Consider the 
mischief that has been done in the name of protecting you 
or society. If the people here do not get the Newsletter on 
Intellectual Freedom from the Office for Intellectual Freedom 
of the American Library Association or are not members 
of the Freedom to Read Foundation, you may not see month 
after month after month the catalog of books that are cen
sored throughout this country. J. D. Salinger and Judy Blume 
lead the list month after month. And if you think that cen
sorship is justified as being for the benefit of the communi
ty, you should consider the mischief that it does. 

I think that every librarian has to stand up and be counted. 
I have said it before, before this audience, that for a librarien 
to be in favor of censorship of any material is like a physi
cian being in favor of disease. It is like a lawyer advocating 
injustice. Your professional obligation is to maintain the 
availability of the widest possible range of materials. Your 
professional obligation is to not sit in judgment of what 
people read and see, but to allow each person to make that 
choice for him or herself. 

In attacking the Attorney General's Commission on Por
nography from the point of view of an attorney who has 
represented Playboy magazine, I might be suspect. But when 
I find that the New York Times, the Wall Street Journal and 
the Chicago Tribune, among others, have supported my view 
of the mischief that this Commission has been and is 
capable of doing, I have renewed faith. 

If you let the censors get away with what they are doing 
today, you are the next target. It has started in the schools. 
It has started in the libraries. It has already started in your 
local convenience stores, and it you think they will stop there, 
you just don't understand the insatiable appetite of the censor. 

(Meese Commission ... from page 143) 

"The Pornography Commission report does not prove that 
any pornography causes sexual violence. All that this govern
ment study proves is that if you give a biased pro-censorship 
Commission a half million tax dollars and a year, they will 
write a lopsided pro-censorship report. This report is little 
more than prudishness and moralizing masquerading behind 
social science jargon. When social science studies supported 
the members' preconceptions, they were accepted uncritical
ly, but contradictory studies were ignored or suppressed. Its 
publication is a form of taxpayer-financed consumer fraud, 
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trying to deceive Americans into believing that there is a 
sound scientific and legal basis for suppressing sexually
oriented materials. 

"The release of this report is likely to create skirmishes 
over new regulation of sexual material in state legislatures 
and the halls of Congress. However, I believe that most 
Americans will ultimately reject the citizen vigilante efforts 
and governmental engineering advocated by this largely ir
responsible report. 

"The Attorney General should read this report, analyze it, 
and then bury it-perhaps beneath the Statute of Liberty-as 
a signal that censorship in any form and by any name is in
consistent with fundamental American values." 

In answer to reporters' questions Lynn charged that the final 
report had deleted a survey of thirteen leading sex magazines 
because the finding-that less than 1 percent of the material 
included violence-did not support its conclusions. Lynn's 
views were endorsed by John Harrington, vice president of 
the Council for Periodical Distributors Associations, who 
spoke elsewhere on behalf of the newly founded Americans 
for Constitutional Freedom (see page 197). Harrington said 
the report "encourages moral vigilantes. The commission's 
actions are evidence of its predisposition; most of the 92 
recommendations were foregone conclusions with no basis 
in fact." 

FTRF joins Playboy suit 
Hudson said the panel decided not to name companies in

volved in the distribution of pornography, but did not address 
allegations in a lawsuit by Playboy magazine and others that 
the commission had intimidated convenience and drug stores 
that recently halted Playboy and Penthouse sales after being 
informed by the commission that they might be named in its 
report as distributors of pornography (see Newsletter, July 
1986, p. 111, 122). The judge in that suit ordered the com
mission to release a letter of disavowal (see page 162) and 
Meese acknowledged that the commission planned to issue 
such a letter, although he later stated that an appeal of the 
decision was still under consideration. 

In that lawsuit, the Freedom to Read Foundation filed an 
amicus curiae brief in support of Playboy and co-plaintiffs, 
the American Booksellers Association and the Council for 
Periodical Distributors Associations. In its brief, the Foun
dation expressed concern that the commission had "overstep
ped the bounds of its charter and its advisory role to the At
torney General" and warned that the "chilling effect ... will 
be wide and far-reaching." 

Citing past attempts to remove books from libraries, the 
Foundation warned of the dangers faced by libraries if the 
commission or the Justice Department continued to disregard 
procedural safeguards in its condemnation of sexually explicit 
materials: 
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"As public institutions, libraries are necessarily open to 
public scrutiny," the brief said, "but such scrutiny is inherent
ly laden with the possibility of attempted suppression of pro
tected works. Unfortunately, the acts of the commission not 
only encourage censorship by elected officials responding to 
public opposition to controversial works in libraries, they 
seem to set legal precedent for administrative acts to remove 
such works from library collections. 

"Moreover, libraries are extremely vulnerable to pressures 
exerted during the budgeting process at every level of govern
ment. Control of the federal deficit has already been seized 
upon to suppress the braille edition of Playboy, which has 
been provided through a program of the Library of Con
gress . . . . The commission's seemingly authoritative but in 
fact unsupported charges of 'pornography' will lend undeserv
ed credibilit>' to opponents of 'objectionable' works in libraries 
when libraries are most vulnerable to attack." 

Senate child porn panel report 
Four days after publication of the Meese Commission 

report, a Senate subcommittee released a 76-page draft report 
on a two-year study which concluded that child pornography 
is not increasing, is not profitable and actively involves fewer 
than 2,000 pedophiles. The Meese Commission singled out 
child pornography as a major problem and called for a 
crackdown by making its knowing possession a federal 
felony. 

The report, released July 13 by the Senate Permanent In
vestigations subcommittee headed by Sen. William Roth 
(Rep.-Delaware), also concluded that there is little organiz
ed crime interest in child porn. This conclusion contradicted 
the Meese report, too. "What commercial child pornography 
does exist in the United States constitutes a small portion 
of the overall pornography and is deeply underground,'' the 
Senate report concluded. "Unlike the adult pornography in
dustry, it is not heavily influenced by organized crime." 

The panel said it is "extremely difficult, if not impossi
ble/' to buy child pornography in American cities. The re
port concluded that "child sex rings do exist" but that they 
are unorganized and ''the membership of known pedophile 
support groups in the United States is probably less than 
2,000." The study noted that arrests and prosecutions of 
adults involved in "kiddie porn" are on the rise, but 
seizures of imported child pornography have declined 
dramatically since mid-1984. 

The Senate draft report recommended no major changes 
in law, but said the panel would seek to ban advertisements 
promoting "child sex tours" abroad and ads that promote 
child pornography. Reported in: Washington Post, July 10; 
New York Times, July 9, 10; Newsday, July 14. 
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(science & technology ... from page 145) 

may be subject to government control is often sufficient to 
inhibit its release, with potentially serious consequences for 
America's competitiveness. 

Our technological enterprise has, moreover, become in
creasingly dependent on foreign manpower. According to 
the National Science Foundation, more than 40% of the 
Ph.D engineers currently entering the U.S. work force are 
not U.S. citizens. To isolate these people from the latest 
developments threatens our competitive position in world 
technology and thus diminishes rather than enhances national 
security. 

Concerned by the growing trend toward what the Depart
ment of Defense euphemistically calls "export controlled ses
sions," the presidents of twelve technical societies joined 
in signing a letter to Secretary Weinberger declaring that the 
twelve societies '' . . . will not be responsible for, nor will 
they sponsor closed or restricted access technical sessions 
at meetings or conferences conducted under their auspices." 

Responding to the growing criticism from the scientific 
community, President Reagan in September 1985 issued Na
tional Security Decision Directive 189, "A National Policy 
on the Release of Scientific and Technical Information." The 
directive asserts that "No restrictions may be placed upon 
the conduct or reporting of federally funded fundamental 
research that has not received national security classifica
tion, except as provided in applicable U.S. statutes. 

At first glance this seems to announce an end to controls 
on unclassified scientific information. But how important is 
the qualifier appended to the end of this directive? The 
covering memorandum to agency heads, signed by Robert 
Mcfarlane, then National Security Advisor to the 
President, pointedly reminds the agencies that the 
directive ''preserves the ability to control unclas
sified information using legislated authority." This 
is presumably a reference to the Export Administration 
Act of 1985, signed into law by the president just two 
months earlier. Mcfarlane seems to be telling the agencies 
that it's business as usual. 

The White House statement accompanying NSDD 189, 
however, declares that: "Our goal is to maintain the free 
and open exhchange of unclassified research so necessary 
to a free society and an expanding economy.'' 

What then is administration policy? The signals since the 
issuance of NSDD 189 are mixed. 

Just last month the Department of Commerce proposed 
new Export Administration Regulations governing scientific 
communication. An interagency working group has been 
stewing over these rules for years. What finally emerged 
seems relatively benign. Under the proposed rules, "fun
damental research" is effectively exempt from controls. 
Moreover, "if the research is conducted at a university and 
is neither contractually controlled nor classified, it will be 
deemed fundamental research.'' This puts the controls up 
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front in the researcher's contract and eliminates the insidious 
uncertainties that are responsible for the "chilling effect." 

Meanwhile, however, a senior White House task force has 
been quietly drafting new controls that will bar certain 
foreigners engaged in research at American universities and 
academic research centers from access to unclassified super
computer centers on the grounds that if we cannot sell them 
computers, it follows that they should not be allowed access 
to ours. The ignorance of computer technology and use re
quirements that underlie this policy are astounding. Mr. Perle 
of the Defense Department, for example, is said to believe 
that by using our supercomputers the Soviets will learn to 
build their own. This is roughly equivalent to learning how 
to build a television fro111 watching Dallas. 

We have an unfortunate history of underestimating Soviet 
science that persists even after the shock of their rapid 
development of thermonuclear weapons and the launching 
of Sputnik. It is true that the Soviets are far behind the West 
in computer technology and it is in our interest for them to 
remain so. Their problem with the computer, however, is 
less technical than social. It is the same problem they have 
with telephones and Xerox machines. Communication is not 
compatible with totalitarian government, and computers are 
the most advanced means by which people communicate with 
one another. 

Which brings us to the basic flaw in our policy. It is no 
doubt true as the CIA reports that of twenty key technologies 
they examined, we lead the Soviets in fourteen and are 
roughly tied in the other six. It is also true that the 
Soviets maintain an elaborate intelligence network to 
collect technical information from the West. 

The question is why. Why must the Soviets rely so heavi
ly on second-hand technology purloined from the West? They 
devote a much larger share of their income to research and 
development than we. The science education of their youth 
is the envy of American professors who must rely largely 
on students imported from abroad. Their scientists are 
as well trained and clever as any in the world. 

The explanation, J believe, is that the Soviets have created 
barriers to free communication for their scientists not unlike 
those that some would impose here. The good news is that 
they must steal from us. Our security lies in nurturing the 
system that has given us our lead. 

remarks by Dr. George A. Carver, Jr. 
Thank you. It is a pleasure to be here and a pleasure to 

talk about this complicated series of subjects and questions
which, of course, have no single or simple answers, or any 
answers that everybody is likely to endorse. Nonetheless, 
reviewing what is wrong with various specific answers, mine 
and everyone else's, can be salutary. 

If this were a worship service and I were preaching a 
sermon-which it isn't, and I'm not!-I would want to take 
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as my first reading a quotation from Harry Truman who, 
in a 1951 press conference, with typical salty directness, put 
his finger on the nub of one of the problems before us when 
he said, "Whether it be treason or not, it does the United 
States just as much harm for military secrets to be made 
known to potential enemies through open publication as it 
does for the military secrets to be given to an enemy through 
the clandestine operation of spies." My second reading would 
come from two other staunch defenders of the Constitution, 
particularly its First Amendment: Professor Harold Edgar 
at the Columbia Law School, who is indirectly responsible 
for my being here today, and Benno Schmidt, the former 
Dean of the Columbia Law School, who is about to become 
the President of Yale University. 

In 1973, Professors Edgar and Schmidt co-authored the 
most important article on this general subject ever written. 
• 'The Espionage Statutes and the Publication of Defense In
formation'' was published in the May, 1973, issue of the 
Columbia Law Review and is still the best work in this field. 
In the course of that article, its authors noted that, "Securi
ty is, by and large, equally compromised by the publication 
of secrets in newspapers and magazines available to all as 
it is by their transfer to foreign spies in encoded microdots." 

That is what we have to wrestle with, and what we have 
to face; it creates a problem that is not going to convenient
ly go away simply because it is intractable and unpalatable. 
Furthermore, this problem is compounded by the fact that, 
as you just herard, many around the world are no~ ~ctiveJy 
seeking our technology and will use any means, hc1t or Il
licit, to acquire it-as our newspapers and television sets have 
made all too clear in recent days and weeks. 

The problem which we are facing is that of how to square 
competing equities, conflicting goals and ideals-all of which 
are intrinsically meritorious. It cannot be solved by the 
politics of "let's pretend," which has such a fashionable 
following today. "Let's pretend" that the Soviets and 
assorted revolutionaries around the world, that the Third 
World, that the United Nations-"let's pretend" that they 
are all as we would like them to be, rather than as they in 
fact are; because if we so pretend, maybe they will become 
what we want them to be. That is what I call the Peter Pan 
School of Political Analysis. If we all just believe enough, 
we can rise above these mundane problems and fly. Well, 
that's fine in a fairy story but it doesn't work very well in 
real life. In recent days, we have hatf what I consider to be 
some very salutary reminders of how poorly it works. 

One week ago today, in Peking, there was a rather unusual 
flurry of publicity by the Chinese government about a 
gentleman named Deng Ji Xian, whom the Chinese govern
ment itself has billed as the father of China's atomic bomb. 
Deng Ji Xian took a doctorate in physics from Purdue in the 
late 1940's, went back to China, and in 1950-with his 
freshly minted physics doctorate from Purdue-was 
placed in charge of the theoretical design of China's 
first atomic bomb. When that fission weapon was ex-
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ploded in 1964, he took over and supervised the develop
ment of China's hydrogen (or fission) bomb, which was ex
ploded two and a half years later. Think about that for 
a moment while you consider something else-and this 
builds on something Professor Park was just saying. 

In 1985, there were 1,452 graduate students enrolled m 
the University of Michigan's College of Engineering. 751 
of these, over half of them, were foreign students, paying 
$7,916 per annum out-of state tuition fees which were heavily 
subsidized by the U.S. and Michigan taxpayers. 

Now I have nothing against foreign students studying in 
the United States. I think it's splendid that they do. I, myself, 
spent my childhood in China and have a great affection for 
that country and its people; I, myself, did my studying abroad 
and took my doctorate in a foreign university. Nonetheless, 
there is a v,alid question here: whether it is in the national 
interest of the United States to train in physics a person who 
then immediately goes back and takes over the advanced 
weapons program of his country, a country whose troops, 
at the time he does so, are engaged in armed conflict with 
the United States of America. There is a valid national in
terest question involved in asking whether we want to fur
ther the proliferation of nuclear weapons around the world 
by training people to go back to their own countries to take 
over those countries' nuclear weapons programs. It is also 
reasonable and legitimate to ask whether it is really in the 
University of Michigan's interest to train engineers and 
managers for Toyota, Honda, and other companies around 
the world whose successes can have a decidedly adverse ef
fect on employment in Detroit and on the incomes of the very 
Michigan taxpayers who subsidize the tuition of these 
engineers. I'm not saying these are simple questions. They 
don't deserve know-nothing answers; but neither should they 
be brushed aside, for they are valid questions. 

There is another set of statistics that I would ask you to 
consider for just a moment. From 1975 through 1983, over 
the course of nine years, the Department of Justice developed 
21 espionage cases to the point of arrest, indictment and trial. 
In 1984, alone, there were 14 more such cases; and in 1985, 
there were 12 beyond that, as any of you who have recently 
looked at a newspaper or watched a TV screen must be well 
aware. Now of these 47 espionage cases in the last 11 years, 
26-more than half-surfaced in the last two years alone. 
The Justice Department must have had some valid reasons 
for bringing them, because out of these 47 cases only one 
has resulted in an acquittal. Almost all of the others have 
resulted in convictions or plea bargain pleas of guilty, though 
there was one case of suicide, before formal indictment, and 
a couple of people were traded to other countries before their 
cases were brought to trial. Espionage, in short, is a fact 
of life; and it is something that is practiced zealously and 
assidiously by our allies as well as our adversaries. Jonathan 
Pollard for example, was paid half again as much by the 
Israelis as Ronald Pelton was by the Soviet Union-and far 
more if you think of the $300,000 that Israel promised him 
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over the course of ten years if he would continue to steal 
classified technical data from the United States for passage 
to our ally. 

Given the avidity with which foreign individuals, firms 
and nations seek to obtain information from any source 
about us, by any means required, this kind of activity
including straight espionage-is bound to continue. We 
can't stop it, but I think it is legitimate to wonder or 
ask if we should not consider whether it is really necessary 
for us to make it easy. Perhaps we should be trying, at least 
to some extent, to inhibit rather than abet it. 

Particularly in the sphere of defense contracts and defense
related research, one thing potentially useful-in the in
hibitory process-is the concept of pre-publication review. 
Among many people, particularly in an audience such as this, 
the mere mention of pre-publication review induces an ab
solute, knee-jerk reaction of, "Oh dear, that's bad, that's 
sinful, let it go away, it's completely unjustified.'' Well, in 
some cases it may well be unjustified. In some cases, pre
publication review rulings may be stupid. Nobody wants to 
defend idiocy. But once again, the situation is a little bit more 
complicated than true believers on either side of this com
plicated argument are wont to acknowledge or realize. 

I happen to know a fair bit about pre-publication review 
because when I was in the Central Intelligence Agency, I 
sat on the board that supervised appeals of the review pro
cess; and now that I am a writer, submitting my own draft 
publications for review, I see the matter from the other side 
of the fence. I was also heavily involved, not by choice, in 
the Frank Snepp case, because I knew Frank Snepp quite 
well. He never worked for me, but we had been friends. As 
a matter of fact, the American Civil Liberties Union, at its 
expense, brought me back from Germany to testify as an ex
pert witness in the proceedings that led to his trial; though 
I don't think I helped him very much. Now Frank Snepp 
voluntarily joined the CIA, which is something that nobody 
is obliged to do, nobody holds a gun at your head and says 
you've got to do it. As a condition of his employment, he 
signed an undertaking that from that point onward, even after 
he ceased to be employed by CIA, he would submit for 
review-to protect against the disclosure of classified 
information-anything he wrote that touched on his agency 
duties . 

The CIA review process is supposed to focus only on 
legitimate issues of classification. The fact that it is operated 
by humans means that obviously there are going to be 
mistakes; but I know that those involved bend over 
backwards to try to maintain this proper focus. I once sub
mitted for review an article, subsequently published in The 
Miami Hearld, in which I said that the CIA's handling of 
Vitality Yurchenko seemed to have been scripted by the Marx 
Brothers and then enacted by the cast of the Gong Show. That 
went down like an oyster, even though my former colleagues 
cannot have liked what I said. They do not stop criticism, 
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or try to do so, but they do look carefully at what they con
sider valid classification issues. 

To continue the Snepp saga, while still in the CIA Frank 
Snepp spoke to many of his friends and former colleagues 
about the book he was writing on Vietnam-assuring them 
that he was mindful of his obligations under his secrecy oath 
and, of course, was going to honor them, hence they could 
talk with him quite freely. Well, of course, he did none of 
those things. When he published Decent Interval, the Justice 
Department took him to court at the CIA's behest. It won 
a lower court verdict. Snepp's lawyers, the ACLU, appeal
ed; the case went to the Supreme Court. The Supreme Court 
then ruled, 6-3, that a CIA secrecy agreement raises no First 
Amendment issues, but, instead, is simply an enforceable 
contract. Since Frank Snepp had made his undertaking free
ly and voluntarily, as a condition of his employment, there 
was no constitutional issue involved in his being obliged to 
honor a promise that he himself had made. 

Now, that may sound a little harsh, but I think that it is 
applicable to the matter we are considering. With respect 
to people who do research under Defense Department grants, 
if the review process is a known condition, part of the grant 
involved; then, to my eye, recipients do not have much 
ground for cofl!_plaint. You can't really say, "Well, gee, I'd 
like your job, but you start work at 8:00 o'clock in the 
morning and I don't like to get up until 10:00 so suppose I 
come in at 11:00 instead of at 8:00." As a job applicant, you 
wouldn't get very far doing that. If you don't like the condi
tions under which a DOD research grant is made, fine; then 
don't take it. Nobody's obliging you to. But if you do take 
it, you've got to take all of it. Once again, I of course 
acknowledge that people make mistakes, people do stupid 
things, people do political things ... I'm not denying any 
of that. Nonetheless, the decision on whether something in 
your book, your article, your research project is going to 
damage security or valid national concerns is really not one 
for you to make, particularly since you are a party at interest. 
In some cases, furthermore, you are not really compefent 
to make that decision. A patient, a layman, isn't competent 
to turn to his doctor and say, "Oh, I know better than you 
what the side effects of that medication are likely to be
what medication, at what dosage, I can take safely and what 
I had better stay away from. Good heavens, it's my body. 
I've got a right to make a choice.'' To use a rather graphic 
example, there was a young man, an All-American basket
ball player at Maryland who had been drafted and signed 
by the Boston Celtics, Len Bias, who just a few days ago 
thought it was perfectly safe to take at least one whiff of co
caine. He was dead within minutes. Similarly, the person 
who writes-the person who wants to divulge a piece of 
classified information in his or her book, article or research 
report-is not only interested but is often not really totally 
qualified to judge the damage question involved. For these 
and other reasons, that interested party-the author-is 
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seldom the best person to decide objectively, whether the 
information in question can safely be put into the public 
domain. 

There are of course some constitutional issues here; but 
when we want to talk about the Constitution, let's get back 
to basics. Let's really talk about the Constitution, and what 
the Constitution actually says. The Constitution is a 
fascinating, live document written for a specific purpose quite 
explicitly stated. With all due respect, that purpose was not
first and foremost-to guarantee freedom of the press, or to 
enhance the free flow of ideas. The Constitution, instead, was 
primarily written for the very specific set of reasons that its 
preamble quite clearly states: "We, the people of the United 
States, in order to form a more perfect union, establish 
justice, insure domestic tranquillity, provide for the com
mon defence, promote the general welfare and secure the 
blessings of liberty to ourselves and our posterity, do ordain 
and establish this Constitution for the United States of 
America.'' 

What we must recognize is that here, in this conference, 
we are confronting a set of difficult problems, which require 
sensible approaches in their solution, and in the steps we take 
in trying to address them-for they can not really be 
"solved." If we do not take sensible steps, if we are not 
willing to consider and examine the dangers that are or can be 
engendered by too free a flow of information, we are going 
to find ourselves in an awkward, dangerous situation. 
Because in this strife-torn and, now, thermonuclear world, 
if we do not take care to protect those things we really do 
need to safeguard, we will not be able-as the Constitution 
was written to help us do-to provide for the common defense 
nor, indeed, may we be able to secure the blessings of 
liberty to ourselves and our posterity. 

remarks by Esther Herst 
"A popular Government without popular information, or the means 
of acquiring it, is but a Prologue to a Farce or a Tragedy; or, 
perhaps both. Knowledge will forever govern ignorance; And a 
people who mean to be their own Governors, must arm themselves 
with the power, which knowledge gives." 

So said James Madison in 1822, articulating the proposi
tion that an educated and informed public is essential to the 
successful operation of a democracy. The purpose of this 
panel is to address the question "How free are the worlds 
of Science and Technology?" I would suggest that the 
broader question of how free we all are to receive informa
tion, to communicate, and to learn from each other is in
tegrally connected to these issues of science and technology. 
The freedom and capacity of scholars and scientists to ex
press themselves and to exchange information is vital to the 
education of the American public and to the advancement 
of our society. 
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The First Amendment states that "Congress shall make 
NO Jaw ... abridging the freedom of speech, or of the 
press; or the right of the people peaceably to assemble, and 
to petition the Government for a redress of grievances." If 
this Amendment is to have any real meaning, it must also 
protect the right of the people to learn, to be made aware 
of different perspectives on issues and to have enough in
formation on hand to effectively judge and influence govern
ment policies. 

Historically, our country's government-regardless of 
political party in power-has vacillated about how much to 
open up to the people and how much information to keep 
secret. The stunning risks posed by modern technology and 
scientific achievements have, for years, been cited as 
justifications for secrecy, for widespread classification of in
formation, and for the creation of a broad, all-inclusive um
brella called "National Security." Numerous government 
policies result in denials of information and knowledge and 
fall under this vast umbrella. It is getting larger all the time. 
My colleagues are addressing their specific experiences 
within the scientific and research communities; I would like 
to offer the broader perspective within which you may place 
their comments. 

Every government in the world requires some degree of 
secrecy and information security to operate effectively. No 
government besides ours, however, has as strenuous a con
stitutional protection of free thought, expression, and com
munication, as our First Amendment. As a counter to the 
natural governmental instinct for secrecy, we have looked 
to our courts and to Congress to reiterate the supremacy of 
the First Amendment over excessive restrictions on access 
to information. 

The 1970's-after the experience of Viet Nam and the In
dochina War, the years of governmental lying revealed in 
the Pentagon Papers, Watergate and its cover-up, and revela
tions of extraordinary abuses of political and other rights by 
federal intelligence-gathering agencies-saw a great blossom
ing of the concept of "the public's right to know." Sunshine 
laws to open up the political process to public scrutiny were 
enacted. Of greatest importance, the Freedom of Informa
tion Act, first passed in 1966, was amended in 1974 to pro
vide those who use the Act with staggering amounts of in
formation about government activities, lawful and not, con
troversial and obscure. 

Despite a continuing cold war and an ever-burgeoning and 
more sophisticated arms race, every presidential administra
tion, from Truman through Carter, contributed to a gradual 
trend towards government recognition of the public's interest 
in the free circulation of knowledge. They accomplished this, 
in part, by placing limits on classification authority, by defin
ing precisely the purposes and scope of classification, and 
by providing meaningful procedures for classification. 

The Carter Administration, offering the greatest support 
• exempted records that only "would tend to disclose" 

the identity of a confidential informant; 
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• exempted any information "maintained, collected, or 
used in'' any investigation of organized crime, terrorism, or 
foreign counterintelligence without any showing of harm 
from disclosure; and 

• permitted agencies to require a declaration by a requester 
,stating on whose behalf the request is made and that the re
quester or the person on whose behalf the request is made 
is not barred from making the requests. 

Fortunately, the public and Congressional uproar over 
these attempted alterations was strong enough to prevent 
passage of this legislation and, in each subsequent Congress, 
supporters of freedom of information have rallied to stop ad
ministration attempts to legislatively gut FOIA. 

Failing to get its restrictive positions enacted by Congress, 
the Reagan administration chose to use its administrative 
powers to revise the then-operative Carter Executive Order 
on Classification. In 1982, through E.O. 12356, the Reagan 
administration eliminated the balancing test. The public's 
for the public's right to know, required that government of
ficials "balance the public's interest in access to government 
information with the need to protect certain national 
security information from disclosure." 

The Executive Order which authorized this balancing test 
also stipulated that information was not to be classified, even 
if it fell within certain classification categories, unless "its 
unauthorized disclosure reasonably could be expected to 
cause at least identifiable damage to the national security.'' 
Carter's Order provided for automatic declassification, 
limited which government officials could classify documents 
for longer than 20 years, and created a presumption in favor 
of the least restrictive classification or no classification if 
there was a reasonable doubt about the appropriate designa
tion of particular information. 

Since 1981, the trend towards oppenness has suffered un
mistakable set-backs. 

The Freedom of Information Act, that historic guarantee 
of public access, has been subjected to a barrage of criticism 
and administrative and legislative attempts to limit its 
effectiveness. 

First, then-Attorney General William French Smith revok
ed the 1977 guidelines issued by Carter Attorney General 
Griffin Bell. Those guidelines had instructed government 
agencies to release the information being sought unless it was 
clear that disclosure would be demonstrably harmful. 

Second, the Administration drafted and pushed for passage 
· of a bill which would have: 

• permitted agencies to charge requesters for ''overhead'' 
costs and grant fewer fee waivers; 

• permitted agencies to grant themselves time limit exten
sions of more than three months; 

• exempted manuals, instructions, and examination 
materials without any showing of harm from disclosure; 
right to know now no longer need be considered against the 
decision to classify information. 

The new Order further provides that, when in doubt, public 
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officials are required to classify at the highest rather than 
the least restrictive level. The Carter requirement that some 
identifiable potential harm to national security be 
demonstrated before information is classified has been 
eliminated and, for the first time, reclassification is an op
tion for public officials, even after information has been 
declassified and released to the public. 

Together, these changes have led to a significant increase 
in government secrecy. On April 29, the Information Security 
Oversight Office reported that over 22 million documents 
were classified last year, a 14% jump over the number 
classified in 1984. At the same time, only 8.1 million were 
declassified, a sharp drop from previous years. Increasing
ly, documents are being m.arked "top secret" or "secret," 
rather than ''confidential,'' a lower level of classification. 

Certainly, a great deal of the newly classified material 
relates to scientific research, especially anything connected 
with weapons development and the accelerating arms build
up. There are other effects, however, of this increased 
classification. The new Order gives unprecedented authori
ty to government officials to impose classification restric
tions on academic research after projects have been under
taken. It appears to allow classification at any point in the 
research process, thus inhibiting scientists and scholars from 
getting involved in non-classified projects, if those projects 
have features which at a later point in time could make them 
subject to classification under the broad guidelines of the Ex -
ecutive Order. 

Outside of the scientific community, we have experiences 
of documents originally made available through FOIA now 
being more heavily censored or even denied on the basis of 
the new Executive Order. My organization, the National 
Committee Against Repressive Legislation, filed a lawsuit 
six years ago against the FBI for violations of our constitu
tional rights through several decades of surveillance, harass
ment, and organizational disruption and infiltration. We bas
ed our charged on about 4,000 pages of FBI documents ob
tained under FOIA. In efforts to obtain more documents (the 
FBI admits to having over 130,000), both through FOIA and 
the legal discovery process, we have been denied informa
tion and received thousands of totally blacked-out pages, all 
justified by the Reagan Executive Order. We have even been 
asked to return documents already handed over under 
discovery rules and have been told that Attorney General 
Meese is reevaluating many declassification decisions before 
agreying to release any more information about FBI abuses 
of our First Amendment rights of free speech and association. 

Increased classification and cutbacks on FOIA have not 
been the only methods employed to limit the exchange of 
information within the scientific and academic communities 
and to the American public. The export control laws have 
been interpreted to apply to basic scientific research, in an 
effort to control the communication of scientific and 
technological information across our borders. 

The Export Administration Regulations, promulgated 
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under the Export Administration Act of 1979, define 
"technological data" as "information of any kind that can 
be used, or adapted for use, in the design, production, 
manufacture, utilization, or reconstruction of articles or 
materials. The data may take a tangible form, such as a 
model, prototype, blueprint, or an operating manual; or 
they may take an intangible form such as technical service." 
This material need not be classified. 

Similarly, the Arms Export Control Act is implemented 
through the International Traffic in Arms Regulations which 
define technological data as anything that "advances the state 
of the art in an area of significant military applicability in 
the United States ... " The lists which have been created 
to better identify the data that mustn't be "exported" are 
the Commodity Control List and the U.S. Munitions List. 
Both carry broad definitions of the term "exportation" 
which clearly include the communication of information. 

Until recently, researchers at universities could obtain ex
emptions from coverage of these two laws, thereby allow
ing publishing, correspondence, attendance and participation 
at meetings, and instruction in academic laboratories. Since 
1981, however, the Departments of State and Defense have 
used the Arms Export Control Act and the Export Ad
ministration Act as justifications for requests that universities 
surveil foreign students, limit attendance at classes and con
ferences to U.S. citizens, and block presentations of technical 
papers at international conferences. My colleagues on this 
panel will be offering more details about these actions and 
the responses of the academic and scientific communities. 

Although scientific communications and exchanges have 
been shown to play a tiny part in the "leakage" of American 
technology to the Soviet Union, the current administration 
persists in using its powers to increase secrecy within the 
research community and to restrict communication of 
technical or scientific information to other sectors of the 
American public. 

The damage of such secrecy to our research and advance
ment capabilities can best be documented by my co-panelists. 
It is certain, however, that the American public suffers. Even 
Edward Teller, a leading advocate of increased development 
of nuclear weaponry and American military capabilities, has 
commented on the damage perpetrated by excessive secrecy 
in scientific work. ''When secrecy is exercised about scien
tific questions, misinformation about these issues flourishes." 
(Wall Street Journal, June 18, 1986}. "No one is punished 
if he tells a lie about a classified matter. However, clarifying 
the question by providing correct (but se~re9 infor~ati~n 
is a violation and leads to trouble. Pubhc mformation 1s 
limited to misstatements and opposing disclaimers that, un
fortunately, lack substance. How can people decide?" 

Congress has attempted to restrain the use of export laws 
to restrict research and scientific communications. It pass
ed, as part of the renewal of the Export Administration Act, 
the following directive: 
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Decisions on issuing export licenses under this section shall take into 
account the policy of the United States to sustain vigorous scientific 
enterprise and to respect the ability of scientists and other scholars 
freely to communicate their research findings by means of 
publication, teaching, conferences, and other forms of scientific 
exchange. 

Efforts are under way to have this language added to the 
Arms Export Control Act, as well. Such language cannot 
be binding, however, and the continuing application of ex
port control laws to scientific research and information is 
the prerogative of Executive Departmental law enforcement. 

The classification system and broad applications of export 
control laws are back door approaches to the concept of 
"prior restraint" on free speech. A more direct avenue has 
been advocated by the Reagan administration in the form 
of National Security Decision Directive (NSDD) 84, which 
requires all government employees and contractors with 
authorized access to certain categories of classified informa
tion to sign lifetime pre-publication review agreements as 
a condition of access. This means that hundreds of thousands 
of employees could be forced to follow these rules of cen
sorship for the rest of their lives. Everything from memoirs 
to op-ed columns to fiction would be included, regardless 
of whether any sensitive information is incorporated in the 
writing. 

The damage such a requirement would wreak on scien
tific and scholarly exchanges of information is obvious. 
People who are currently in government would be unable 
to express themselves freely in teaching and in continued 
research because of the pre-publication review agreement. 
Scholars will understandably resist offering their services to 
our government, thereby depriving the American public of 
invaluable resources, because they don't want to be hampered 
by these agreements. And open criticism and debate of 
government policies would be stymied by the absence of par
ticipation of former employees or contractors, those who 
often have the clearest perspective on the need for changes 
in government actions. 

Many in Congress vociferously opposed implementation 
of NSDD 84, not only for its pre-publication review require
ment, but also for its proposed increases in the use of 
polygraph tests to uncover unauthorized leaks of informa
tion. The enforcement of NSDD 84 has been put on hold. 
Despite this, however, major agencies are requiring 
employees to sign lifetime censorship agreements as a con
dition of employment or access to information. Many, 
especially those in the intelligence community, the Depart
ments of State and Defense, and the White House, actually 
agree to pre-publication review. Others sign non-disclosure 
agreements which, if enforced by the government through 
injunction, would have the same censorship effects as pre
publication review commitments. 

Finally, in an ostensible effort to stop unauthorized leaks 
of information, by turning past interpretation of the law on 
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its head, the Reagan administration has applied federal es
pionage laws to leaks of classified information to the press. 
This administration's interpretation of Espionage and several 
accompanying statutes requires no showing of evil intent
a desire to harm the United States-and no showing of real 
damage as a result of the leak. 

The case against Samuel Loring Morison for releasing 
three "Secret" KH-11 satellite photos to Jane's Defense 
Weekly represents the closest we have yet come to having 
in law an Official Secrets Act. Years ago, the Nixon Ad
ministration attempted to rewrite federal espionage laws, 
to accomplish just such a result. In a massive revision 
of federal espionage laws, numbered legislatively S .1, the 
Nixon-Mitchell Justice Department sought to ensure that 
the American public would never again be privy to such 
vital foreign policy information as the Pentagon Papers 
or revelations of CIA and other intelligence agency 
misdeeds. 

They had attempted to prosecute Daniel Ellsberg, the 
"leaker" of the Pentagon Papers, under the same espionage 
statute used last year against Morison. They were unsuc
cessful, though, both because of the outrageous actions of 
the ''plumbers'' and because the espionage law was never 
intended for application to leaks. Their effort to push a 
legilsative redraft through Congress ultimately failed as well, 
but the Reagan administration, using a more obscure in
dividual and publication as targets, is aiming to bring about 
the same policy. 

The conviction of Morison for espionage raises the pro
cess of leaking, an everyday occurrence in Washington, 
D. C., now and in decades past, to the same level of 
seriousness as spying, an act which traditionally strengthens 
foreign powers and incorporates an intent to do exactly that. 
Futhermore, there is nothing in the administration's current 
interpretation of espionage which prevents it from targeting 
non-government employees and the news media, the likely 
recipient and further distributor of leaked information or even 
information made public during a national-security related 
trial already have been made by Director of Central . In
telligence William Casey (see page 149). 

The chilling effect which such threatened liability has on 
the free flow of information and on the resultant vitality of 
public debate is undeniable. We will have found ourselves 
with an Official Secrets Act without debate in Congress or 
passage of an appropriate new law. As Roland S. Inlow, a 
retired CIA official with years of experience in sattellite 
photography programs, stated, after he testified in defense 
of Morison, 

The trial illustrates the need to find better ways to manage the 
relationship between the genuine need for secure handling of 
sensitive intelligence data, on the one hand, and, on the other, the 
genuine need in an open society for access to information that fails 
to meet objective criteria for sensitivity or potential damage if 
disclosed. While 'leaking' is an unsatisfactory and haphazard 
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method at best for the release of previously classified information, 
an exaggerated conviction of espionage in a case that was weak on its 
merits will solve little. If the verdict is upheld on appeal, I 
believe the consequences will be damaging for both the government and the 
public. 

I have suggested numerous ways in which the Reagan ad
ministration has limited the public's access to information 
and restricted the free exchange of ideas, research, and policy 
recommendations within the scientific and academic com
munities. Yet, cutbacks in the Freedom oflnformation Act 
misapplication-for so I would call it-of export and tract; 
control laws, increased risks of criminal prosecution for 
leaks, and demands for pre-publication censorship are not 
the only threats to open debate. 

Executive Orders and guidelines which authorize increased 
FBI and CIA domestic surveillance and disruption of lawful 
political activities, renewed covert activity -by the CIA on 
campuses in the form of contracting with professors and 
funding research, recent directives which may lead to addi
tional National Security Agency controls on telecommunica
tions information, and the application of McCarthy-era im
migration laws to deny visas and prevent travel solely on 
the basis of past peaceful political activities all have long
range implications for the health and survival of our 
democratic process. 

That democratic process remains strong and vital, if seem
ingly winded, at this point. Public pressures, especially on 
Congress, have resulted in modifications and even defeat of 
some of the most dangerous anti-freedom initiatives. 
Librarians, with your special commitment to the broadbase 
access to information, to new research, and to bold ideas, 
face a unique challenge and responsibility. Your own actions, 
professionally and as participants in this democratic state, 
can make a world of difference to the protection of your 
special interests-interests which, in fact, are essential to 
freedom. 

None of us would deny the security needs vital to the pro
tection of our country. But neither can we forget that our 
.true strength lies in our commitment to liberty and to full 
and open debate. I'd like to end with the words of the late 
Justice Hugo Black, in New York Times Co. v. United States, 
otherwise known as the Pentagon Papers Case: 

The word 'security' is a broad, vague generality whose contours 
should not be invoked to abrogate the fundamental law embodied 
in the First Amendment. The guarding of military and diplomatic 
secrets at the expense of informed representative government 
provides no real security for our Republic. The Framers of the 
First Amendment, fully aware of both the need to defend a new 
nation and _the abuses of the English and Colonial governments, 
sought to give this new society strength and security by providing 
that freedom of speech, press, religion, and assembly should not be 
abridged. 
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remarks by Anne Heanue 
I have been asked to offer a librarian's perspective on to

day's topic "The Worlds of Science and Technology: How 
Free?" How do these issues affect librarians in our profes
sional role as gatekeepers of information? Librarians, like 
scientists, authors and publishers, reporters, and lawyers are 
passionately interested in information policy issues of all 
kinds, in the proper balance between public access to govern
ment information and national security, and between the right 
to have access to information and the right to privacy. In
deed, one of the key priorities of the American Library 
Association is seeing that the information needs of the 
American people are met. We believe that freedom of infor
mation is the most basic of rights in our democracy. 

For most of us as librarians, it goes without saying that 
libraries exist to serve their users and to make available the 
information they need. Comprehensive and up-to-date scien
tific and technical information is particularly critical to users 
in business, academia, government and other fields. Ready 
access to this literature in a timely and systematic manner 
is of vital importance to the economic well-being and security 
of the nation. 
American people are met. We believe that freedom of infor
mation since that is our focus today. The federal government 
is the largest single producer, consumer, and disseminator 
of information in the United States, ranging from agriculture, 
consumer and health information, demographic and economic 
statistics, to solar energy, space technology and zoology. 
Widely accessible and low-cost government information 
stimulates economic, educational, social, scientific and 
technical developments, while also making the American 
people aware of the activities of their government. 

In the past five years the government information available 
to libraries and the public has been significantly reduced due 
to the current administration's policy decisions, interpreta
tions and implementations of the Paperwork Reduction Act; 
management initiatives to reduce government publications 
such as annual reviews of agency publications under OMB 
Circular A-3, Government Publications; as well as agency 
budget cuts. Recently the Director of OMB, James Miller, 
announced with pride that one quarter of the federal govern
ment's inventory of 16,000 publication titles has been 
eliminated. Of particular concern is OMB Circular A-130, 
Management of Federal Information Resources (issued in 
December 1985) which we believe will accelerate the trend 
toward the privatization and commercialization of govern
ment information. We believe that the impact of OMB Cir
cular A-130 will be so restrictive that much less government 
information will be provided to the Government Printing Of
fice's Depository Library Program or made available to other 
libraries via free distribution or non-profit sales programs. 
These reductions in the availability of government informa
tion will be particularly significant in this period when fiscal 
constraints on libraries will not permit the purchase of cor-
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responding information from alternative private sector 
sources. 

Since 1981, the Washington Office has documented the 
continuing pattern of the federal government to restrict 
government publications and information dissemination ac
tivities in a chronology entitled "Less Access to Less Infor
mation By and About the U.S. Government." Among other 
things, the chronology shows the increase in the electronic 
storage of information and the contracting for information 
collected by the government to be published and sold by 
private industry. For example, a February, 1984, entry 
reported that the Patent and Trademark Office had signed 
agreements with private companies for the automation of 
agency records which requires the agency to deny Freedom 
of Information Act requests for the records in automated 
form. "Less Access" also documents the cuts in labor and 
health statistics, housing data, economic and trade figures, 
and environment reports and other information supported by 
tax dollars. 

Budget cuts provide the rationale for a lot of the informa
tion cuts. For example, if you need to keep up with actions 
of the Federal Communications Commission you now have 
a real problem. On June 19, the FCC announced that due 
to budgetary constraints they have been unable to make 
available current editions of the loose-leaf version of their 
rules and regulations. The latest edition of all volumes 
available from GPO is the October 1982 edition, and that 
will be discontinued immediately. Combine this with the 
February announcement by the FCC that they will publish 
summaries rather than the full texts of Notices of Proposed 
Rulemaking, rulemaking decisions and policy statements in 
the Federal Register and you start to get an idea of the 
public's difficulty in keeping informed about the FCC's 
actions. 

Scientists and others who want information which has been 
turned over to commercial sources are likely to pay high 
prices for it and should realize that only information with 
definite profit potential is likely to be made available to the 
public. Scientists, engineers and all users of government 
technical and scientific reports have an enormous stake in 
the outcome of the current Department of Commerce study 
of alternatives to privatize the National Technical Informa
tion Service. NTIS is the permanent archive of all scientific 
and technical literature coming from the federal government. 
If NTIS goes, a large part of the corporate memory of the 
United States would be gone. At risk are the primary distribu
tion to scientists of the results of government research and 
development, the continued permanent availability of the 
reports in the NTIS database, the comprehensiveness of the 
collection, the timeliness and reasonable cost of this 
literature, the one-stop source feature, and the continued 
availability of NTIS bibliographic products in the Depository 
Library Program. 

Numerous questions are raised by the prospect of privatiza-
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tion. Here are just a few: Should federal reports in the NTIS 
system be copyrighted to protect a private distributor? Will 
concern for the commercial viability of a privatized NTIS 
impede public and government access to government
sponsored research at a reasonable cost? Who will control 

.government information? Does it make sense to turn the na
tion's scientific and technical information over to private 
companies which can be owned, or bought out by, foreign 
interests? 

A notice in the April 28 Federal Register requested public 
comment on ten policy issues and several privatization op
tions. Over 130 comments were received, most of them from 
the library community. ALA told Commerce that NTIS 
should continue to operate either as, or within, a not-for
profit public service agency with continued Congressional 
oversight. Complete sets of the public comments are available 
from NTIS for $10. The Department of Commerce plans an 
open meeting and workshop in Washington on July 30 to 
discuss the issues. Everyone concerned about access to the 
government's scientific and technical literature should be 
there. After analyzing comments and meeting results, Com
merce will submit its recommendations to OMB, at whose 
behest the privatization study is being conducted. It is ex
pected that OMB's decision will be announced early next year 
as part of the President's fiscal year 1988 budget. 

Still another way access to scientific information is being 
hampered is in the imposition of burdensome clearances for 
publications. For example, the National Bureau of Standards 
publishes 2500 unclassified papers a year, most of which ap
pear as journal articles and book chapters. In the past NBS 
had clearance to publish by category rather than by individual 
paper. Now NBS authors must get individual clearances. The 
result is delay, since clearance takes about 4 to 5 weeks, and 
the paper may not be cleared at all. 

Another significant impediment to the flow of scientific 
and technical information is the restriction on attendance by 
foreign nationals at U.S. conferences where advancing 
technology is discussed, and the withdrawal of papers 
scheduled to be presented by U.S. participants. Since scien
tists and engineers regard conferences as the primary early 
communication medium, this development will reduce the 
information flow. Librarians will have to strive harder to 
obtain coverage of conferences both here and abroad
especially as retaliatory measures are invoked by foreign 
countries. 

At the other end of the publication cycle, some recent 
government publications are now appearing under private 
sector copyright notice even though the research was ac
complished by a presidential commission. The recent publica
tion of Pioneering the Space Frontier from the President's 
Commission on Space, is a copyrighted work. It is being sold 
by the private sector for $14.95. This practice will restrict 
both the first initial distribution and the subsequent distribu
tion. Unless tight contractual provisions are made, such prac-
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tices will weaken the depository libraries and diminish the 
public access through normal clearing houses such as NTIS. 
Librarians must insist on obtaining sufficient initial distribu
tion copies and publicizing that acquisition to compensate 
for copyright restrictions. 

Even if we can get information about the activities of the 
federal government, we no longer can trust that it is accurate. 
A panel discussion on this topic could be called "The Worlds 
of Science and Technology: How Free; How True?" A re
cent article in Aviation Week and Space Technology (March 
17, 1986, pp. 16-17) reports the adoption of a deliberate 
"disinformation" policy by the Defense Department and the 
Central Intelligence Agency. False or misleading informa
tion, including altered technical information, will be releas
ed in order to impede the transfer of accurate technological 
information to the Soviet Union. This is not classified infor
mation but unclassified technical data which is openly 
available-reported at Congressional hearings, in press con
ferences, and published as part of requests for proposals. 
When you taint a category of unclassified information it con
fuses everyone-not just the intended target. There is no way 
for American users of unclassified technical information to 
know if they are using altered data. This policy raises ques
tions of credibility about all technical information reported 
by the government. The value and validity of research 
becomes unknowable. This policy inhibits access to infor
mation not only to the leaders of the Soviet Union but to any 
person in this country. 

In order to assure that the information needs of citizens are 
not further restricted, ALA is fostering cooperation among 
other concerned groups by developing a Coalition on Govern
ment Information. We are convinced that we cannot defer 
action until political trends change. We must argue our case 
by joining forces with our natural allies. 

The stakes are high. We must ask Congress to restrain 
agencies from placing undue restrictions on the flow of scien
tific and technical information. We simply cannot afford to 
sit back and let information be weighed on the scale of the 
marketplace value of government information rather than on 
the scales of justice and equality. We cannot put a price on 
an informed electorate and we cannot permit our govern
ment to restrict government information crucial to our right 
to know. Let me leave you with a quote of Thomas Jeffer
son's: "The price of liberty is eternal vigilance." 
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studies find texts ignore 
religion in history 

American history textbooks give "short shrift" to religion 
as a force in U.S. history, according to a review panel from 
People for the American Way. That was a problem the 
organization was "surprised" to find in its study, but poor 
coverage of religion and religious institutions emerged as 
"one of the most glaring faults with the books," according 
to Christy Macy, the group's education policy director. 

''Honest treatment of religion in American history seems 
to be equated with advocacy of particular religious ideas and 
practices", the five-member review panel noted in its sum
mary of the 200-page report, Looking at History. ''This 
simplism is banal and must no longer ... diminish oppor
tunities for American students to ... discover underlying 
ideas and beliefs. The next generation of U.S. textbooks 
should attend to religion in American history, but publishers 
cannot be expected to suffer the outrage of organized groups 
ranging from ultra-fundamentalists to atheists," the panel 
concluded. 

The study was the latest voice added to a rapidly ex- · 
panding discussion of how school textbooks should portray 
religion. Education Secretary William J. Bennett has charg
ed that textbooks and teachers fail to convey the Judeo
Christian roots of this country to their students. Paul C. Vitz, 
a conservative professor of psychology at New York Univer
sity, was the principal investigator for a National Institute 
of Education study released in October entitled "Religion 
and Traditional Values in Public School Textbooks," which 
claimed there was an "obvious censorship ofreligion" from 
social studies and history textbooks used by three out of four 
of the nation's public schools. 

In May, Americans United for Separation of Church and 
State released their study reporting that "most high school 
social studies and civics textbooks completely ignore religious 
liberty and give little or no consideration to the religious 
clauses of the First Amendment.'' 

''We agree with Professor Vitz that there is a lack of ade
quate coverage of the role of religion in society, but we 
disagree with his reasons," said David Kusnet, communica
tions director of People for the American Way. Vitz' report 
said the censorship of religion indicated that textbook authors 
''have a deep-seated fear of any form of active contemporary 
Christianity, especially serious, corrnnitted Protestantism.'' 

In a prepared statement, Anthony Podesta, president of 
People for the American Way, offered a different approach. 
"Textbook publishers," he said, "are still afraid of of
fending anyone, from moral majoritarians to civil liber
tarians. What is needed is education about religion, not 
indoctrination for or against any set of religious beliefs. 
Teaching about religion should take place in the public 
schools. Religious instruction on the other hand, should take 
place in religious schools, in the home, or in churches and 
synagogues. '' 
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The People for the American Way panel also faulted 
"readability formulas" for the short, choppy sentences that 
obscured meaning and lessened interest, and it found the role 
of Hispanics, Asians, American Indians and in some cases 
women still ignored or treated casually. 

The panel found that all 31 books they reviewed presented 
the United States "in a positive light" while not attempting 
"to obscure recognizable blemishes." That finding was at 
odds with Undersecretary of Education Gary L. Bauer's long
held contention that many textbooks are "hypercritical" of 
the United States while glossing over the dangers of 
''totalitarianism.'' 

Overall, the panel of historians and educators rated thir
teen textbooks '' good to excellent,'' twelve ''satisfactory,' ' 
and six "poor." Four members of the panel were from 
Texas, including Chair 0. L. Davis of the education faculty 
at the University of Texas, Austin; Lynn Burlbaw, a former 
high school history teacher and Ph.D candidate at Texas, 
Austin; Maria Garza-Lubeck, contributor to the curriculum 
study of the University of Texas Institute of Latin American 
Studies; and Gerald Ponder, professor of eduction at North 
Texas State University . The fifth panelist was Alfred Moss, 
associate professor of American history at the University of 
Maryland. Reported in: Washington Times. 

Soviets debate looser censorship 
Although the verdict is by no means in on the impact of 

the new "Gorbachev generation" of leadership on literary 
and artistic expression, there were signs in June and July 
that the new atmosphere of political activism in the country 
might bode well for some relaxation of censorship. At an 
outspoken news conference June 30, several leading Soviet 
writers criticized censorship, bureaucracy, and silence over 
errors of the Stalin era, and called for dramatic changes in 
current cultural policies. The conference followed immediate
ly upon adjournment of the Eighth Soviet Congress of Writers 
which was marked by unprecedented open debate over such 
highly charged issues as censorship and bureaucratic in
terference in literature and by the election of a new leader
ship of the Writers' Union widely considered more open to 
reform than the previous administration. 

Vitaly Korotich, editor of the literary weekly Ogonyok, 
said Soviet writers agreed that censorship, carried out by a 
big state agency called Glavlit, should be strictly limited to 
banning war propaganda, racism and the publication of 
military secrets. ''Censorship must not interfere in the purely 
literary process," he said. The writers' congress also reaf
firmed a commitment to orthodox doctrines in literature, but 
the call of those like popular author Chingiz Aitmatov for 
a "strengthening" of so-called "socialist realism" could be 
interpreted as a call for an emphasis on creative flexibility 
over rigid dogma. In fact, Aitmatov's own works seem to 
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owe as much to sources like Faulkner and Gabriel Garcia 
Marquez as to the stereotyped "boy meets tractor" stories 
of the Stalin years. 

Poet Y evgeny Yevtushenko and novelist Valentin Rasputin 
were among those newly elected to the leadership of the 
Writers' Union who tackled previously taboo themes at the 
news conference at the Foreign Ministry. Yevtushenko 
described how he had presented a petition to the congress 
signed by forty leading writers demanding that a museum 
be made of the Peredelkino home of Boris Pasternak, the 
Nobel Prize-winning poet and author of the celebrated novel 
Dr. Zhivago which has been banned in the Soviet Union 
for nearly 25 years, who died in 1960. He said the proposal 
had been approved. 

The case of Dr. Zhivago has emerged as a test for the new 
promise of openness because of Pasternak's international 
stature. Sergei Mikhalkov, chief of the writer's union of the 
Russian republic, said the state publishing agency was con
sidering whether to print Dr. Zhivago after strong support 
for Pasternak was voiced at the congress. 

A new openness which many Soviets and Western 
observers alike have perceived in Soviet publications, theater 
and movies have been accompanied by personnel shifts in 
the party and state cultural apparatus. Petr N. Dernichev was 
removed as culture minister to the more ceremonial post of 
vice president of the Soviet Union and the culture post re
mains vacant. A party conservative trained as an engineer, 
Demichev was appointed under Leonid Brezhnev and serv
ed twelve years. At the writers' congress, the Writers' Union 
removed 75-year-old Georgy Markov after fifteen years as 
first secretary and gave him the largely honorary post of 
chairman. Markov, considered a conservative, was replac
ed by Vladimir Karpov, 64-year-old editor of the literary 
magazine Novy Mir. While not known as a rebel, Karpov 
served time in a prison camp under Stalin and is considered 
more open to change. 

Finally, in another sign of change, three weeks after the 
congress, Literaturnaia gazeta, weekly newspaper of the 
Writers' Union, revealed that at least one novel by the late 
Russian emigre author Vladimir Nabokov may at last be 
published in the Soviet Union. Mikhail Alexeyev, editor of 
the journal Moskva, told Literatumaia gazeta that Nabokov's 
novel Luzhin 's Defense was among several publishing pro
jects under consideration. 

Nabokov emigrated from Russia in 1919 with his 
wealthy parents. Standard Soviet reference works de
scribe him as a modernist and an elitist whose work is 
"characterized by literary snobbishness." So far as is known, 
no work by Nabokov has ever been published in the Soviet 
Union. Reported in: Baltimore Sun, July 1; Chicago Tribune, 
July 25. 
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Americans for Constitutional 
Freedom 

A new organization has entered the fight for free expres
sion. The Americans for Constitutional Freedom is a coali
tion of individuals and businesses, initially from the 
periodical publishing and distribution industry, joined "to 
preserve and promote the First Amendment rights and 
guarantees for all Americans.'' Business groups offering ini
tial support include the Council for Periodical Distributors 
Associations (CPDA), the International Periodical 
Distributors Association (IPDA), and the Media Coalition. 
Members of Media Coalition include the American 
Booksellers Association, the Association of American 
Publishers, and the National Association of College Stores, 
as well as CPDA and IPDA. 

The ACF "Mission Statement" says the new organiza
tion is "dedicated to preserving First Amendment rights and 
guarantees for all Americans, specifically freedom of speech 
and of the press." The group pledges to 

• "provide a responsible, prestigious, and respected focal 
point for patriotic Americans concerned about exercising 
basic liberties and guaranteed rights as protected by the First 
Amendment, pointing out the dangers in diminished protec
tion and the chilling effect that results. 

• "serve as a national voice opposing government cen
sorship and harassment of businesses and individuals exer
cising their First Amendment rights to free speech and free 
expression. 

• "support the efforts of the National Coalition Against 
Censorship and other organizations . . . 

• "gather and disseminate material on censorship issues, 
First Amendment rights and cases involving harassment of 
businesses that create and distribute constitutionally protected 
materials. 

• ''provide organizations and individuals without regard 
to political party the resources necessary to help protect our 
rights, liberties and privacy, and prevent intrusions on per
sonal freedom." 
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