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Preface to the Issue ., . ., CENSORSHIP &FD THE TEACHING OF ENGLISH
\

Well, here it is, the longest issue of the ARIZONA ENGLISH BULLETIN we've ever
done, 263 -pages crammed full of ideas and facts and technique- about censorship and
fighting censorship. The bibliography is the longest we've ever printed and the
number of articles beats anything before, and we think it's eminently worth read-
ing, all of it. Censurship has always been a hot and worrisome thing for teachers,
particularly English teachers, and when this issue was in its planning stages about
4 year ago, we knew the topic was worth doing again. Our carlier issue on censor-
ship (February 1969) svill seemed worthwhile but dated and the Fargo, North Dakota,
mess was very.much in the news, and those two reasons alone made the topic worth
do‘ng. Since that time the West Virginia textbook situation has been with us, and
censorship if anything seems to be getting worse and English teachers are even more
concerned about it.

This issue has material from many sources and many states: the survey of our
own state and censorship conditions here; brief comments about censorship in several
other states; a report from the Phoenix Freedom for Readers group; two comments by
lihrarians; remarks about censorship in the elementary school; a couple of cases for
a rationa! censorship; two articles about racism and censorship; one article by
Bruce Severy who was at the heart (or bowels) of the North Dakota bookburning and
another article reacting to the news about the bookburning; a statement about student
rights in high school journalism; an article by a pubhlisher and his attitudes towards
censorship; a couple of articles about film censorship; a comment urging English
teachers to recruit their students in the battle against censorship; two articles
from organizations (ALA and Media Coalition) tighting censorship; several articles
about specific censorship incidents; several statements about the English teacher as
4 censor; ar article arguing that school boards need for their own 'sake to establish
policy guidelines to protect students and education from unwarranted attack; a
comment on the student's right to write; specific recommendations for schools to
follow in preparing for the censor; a warning that censorship cases are likely to
increase; an argument that minority literature has been censored by exclusion from
textbooks; and several articles about the history of censorship. It is a rich and
varied issue despite the fact that all articles fall under the umbrella of censor-
ship. The bibliography is long and might prove helpful to anyone studying the prob-
lem. Shoptalk is scattered throughout this issue, partly because if nature abhors
4 vacuum, the editor abhors blank space, partly because of cost.

Many people deserve thanks for helping with this issue. To the authors and
the many people who suggested tobics or possible authors, the editor gives sincere
thanks, To three people, however, the editor is especially grateful. Steve Dunning,
I of Michigan and in-coming President of NCTE, has always been a friend and helper
to the BULLETIN. Maybe riore important, he has several times suggested a wish that
he be listed as co-editor of the ARIZONA ENGLISH BULLETIN to indicate the great
amount of work he has June. While he has often overcstimated his value in other
areas of his professional work, he does have some sort of case for being at least
credited with being a great help to us. That help is herewith gratefully acknow-
ledped. My two secretaries have been typists and editors and general all-arogn9
helpers in this and earlier issues. Linda Hope and Joy Cheney deserve recognition,
and [ hereby give them that publicly, just as I am sure they would argue that 1 have
too frequeatly denied them praise privately. They are secretaries par excellence,
and withcut them and their help the 1ssue would never have been finished.

I'd Ihke to devore the remainder ot this preface to a4 few random remarks and
some quotations about censorship., I suppose I've been facing and battling the
censor in some way or cther most of my professional life. As a high school teacher
of Fuglish tor 13 years, censorship was seldom something remote or theoretical;

.
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it was personal and always threatening whether it touched me directly or a friend and
me indirectly. As a college teacher ot English {or 11 years, the problem of censor-
ship has never hit me personakly, but [ never am allowed by iriends still in high
school or junior high school to forget that the censor lurks 1n the wings always
waiting for the teacher to use material that the censor might consider somehow con-
troversial or objectionable or suspect or un-American or whatever other word is
abhorent to "gpod Americans' or 'decent citizens' or "upstanding parents' or 'moral

Christians." [ and every English teacher I know respect the moral, the good, the
decent, the uplifting, the upstanding, and we respect and honor those words and the
ideas and feelings they represent in all seriousness. I guess the problem is that
English teachers (myself included) have more trouble than censors in so easily de-
termining right from wrong, good from evil, moral from immoral. I believe in the
good, and I believe man believes in the good, but my good is not your good 1s not
necessarily his good is not at all their gooed, and that is not moralistic relati.ism.
It is a simple fact of life that .ot all good or admirable people value the same
ideas or emotions or principles. It is a complex fact of life dealing with that
notion in the English classroom. Alerting students to different values maintained
and treasured by good but different societies and peoples must be the heart of much
of the study of literature which is itself the study of mankind. Plato argued that
the unexamined life is not worth living, and a man who deeply believes in anything
must perforce examine and challenge those beliefs constantly. If those beliefs are
worthwhile, they will stand up against the toughest challenge, but if they are never
challenged, that man must stand accused of never using the brains God gave him to
find the truth. Jesus did not say, "The truth shall make you free," as too many
passionate and simplistic men have said. Jesus did say, "And ye shall know the
truth, and the truth shall make you free.," The censor would deny students (sometimes
[ think the censor would like to deny humanity, if he had the power) the right to
read and investigate and consider and ruminate many and varied facets of the truth

as mortal man has perceived and written it. Ardent and too often blind Christians
who maintain that the Ten Commandments must be the center of the good life frequently
forget the so-called Eleventh Commandment that Jesus added in THE GOSYEL ACCORDING TO
SAINT JOHN (Chabter 13, verse 34), "A new commandment I give unte you. That ye love
one another; as I have loved you, that ye also love one anothe:.'" Love and compassion
and charity toward others has seldom been the hallmark of censorship battles either
from teachers to censors. censors to teachers., Censors have rarely shown much com-
passion or Christian love toward authors like J.D. Salinger or John Steinbeck or
©ldridge Cleaver or Aldous Huxley or Arthur Miller or John Howard Griffin or Kurt
Vonnegut or Gordon Parks or Claude Brown or any number of writers, all mortal men,
tallible and unsure, who are trying to find what is good and righf and moral and
true. There are roses in the world and any English teacher who ignores the veauty

of mankind and his world is lying to his students. There are also menurespiles in
this world and any English teacher who ignores the ugliness and corruption and pre-
judice of mankind and his world is lying to his students. The good teacher tries to
be honest and he tries to bring to studants an awareness of the many facets and
phases of man. It's a difficult and complex and impossible goal. It's frustrating
and enervating. It's also necessary since the English teacher deals with literature
and literature worthy of the mame deals with markind and his problems and those
problems involve both beauty and ugliness, both good and evil. 1t's a job that never
is finished, but it's the job of the English teacher. Literature and the teaching

of literature may frustrate and worry Erglish teachers, but it gtill is the best

game in town. Maybe it's the only game worth playing in school since at its best

the study of literature does not approach or approximate life--it is life in all its
glories and problems. bBut that responsibility of choosing literature for specific
kids must be the English teacher's. As Elouise Bell said in DRIGHAM YOUNG UNIVERS ITY
TODAY (Sept. 1974, p. 14) about Pnglish teachers, "The responsibility and decisions
/to choose literature for kids/ remain those of the appointed steward,"

RIC -Li-
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CENSORSHIP AND ARIZONA ENGLISH TEACHINC, 1971-197%
Ken Donelson, Arizona State University

English teachers who remember the last ARIZONA ENGLISH BULLETIN on censor-
ship, February 1969, may wonder if censorship or intellectual freedom in Arizona
has changed. At this point in time when Watergate is still so much with us, when
the June 1973 U.S. Supreme Court decisions with ambiguous comments about the
"community'" as the determiner of obscenity (whatever a community is remains un-
clear), when a legislative committee can attack THE ME NOBODY KNOWS for its
"language,'" and when our Governor devotes one of his morning talks to the dan-
geivus implications of modern adolescent literature on tuday's young people,
Arizona's English teachers can rest assured that censorship today is even worse
than it was five vears ago. Censorship is not going to go away if we decide to
ignore it. If we fight it, we are not likely to win all the battles, not even
a4 large part of them, but we may be able to keep the pestilence under control.

The- following survey covers the period, 1971-1974. 1 believe the data
are significant, though for the most part I shall report the data and let the
rcader determine whatever significance he therein finds. Parenthetic matter
will be added frequently to allow the reader to compare the results of this
survey with the one conducted six years ago.

PROCEDURE FOR THE SURVEY. A six page questionnaire and cover letter were
sent to 320 English teachers and librarians within the state on January 9, 1974,
on Januaryv 14, 1974, and on January 23, 1974 (spaced out to prevent my own per-
sonal poverty since the stamps were pald by me). The 320 teachers and librarians
were in 126 schools, 98 high schools and 28 junior high schools. The original
sample of 320 was drawn from three lists: (1) a list of AETA members from 1973-
1974, (2) a list prepared by me of English Department Chairmen, notably from
smaller schools, not presently AETA members, and (3) a list prcpared by me of
selected English teachers and librarians in large high schools where T believed
the small number of present AETA members would not yield representative respon-
ses. A degree of overlapping and temporary confusion arose out of using those
three lists. Larger schools were sent a minimum of three questionnaires, each
questionnaire addressed to a specific name, not te "English Department Chair-
man" or "English Teacher," and a maximum of six questionnaires, dependent upon
the size of the school. Smaller schools were sent from one to three question-
naires. Because of the nature of the sampling techniques and because the
resulting sample may or may not be truly representative of Arizona English
teachers and Arizona librarians, I make no claim to scientific precision. How-
ever, [ believe the results are significant in their practical import for
English teachers and librarians across the state,

The cover letter explained why I wanted to do tne survey and indicated

why I felt the survey would benefit other teachers. I made no claims (as I did
mistakenly and stupidly in 1968) that the questionnaire would take only a few
minutes (several pecple again took apparent delight in telling me how very long
it took them to complete their work) or that they would agree with my asking
some of the questions (perhaps a half dozen suggested mv own personal madness

in taking on the task--I get my jollies out of some very odd things, apparently;
perhaps another half a dozen suggested their distinct disagreement with some of
mv questions by posing remarks like "Why the hell did you ask that?" or "That's
4 dumb question!!'!" or a most enigmatic "I don't think 1'll anwer that."). In
anv case the 320 went out accompanied with stamped self-addressed envelopes, and




on February 5, 1974, on February 21, 1974, and finally on April 10, 1974,
I sent follow-up letters.

| By February 4, I had received 148 responses, by March 4 a total of 215,

- and when I closed the books on April 26, I had a total of 255 questionnaires

returned. Out of the original 98 high schools I wrote to, I received respon-

ses from at least one person in 94 high schools. Out of the original 28 junior
highs addressed, responses from at least one person in 26 schools came back.

Pour questionnaires were received from college teachers or community college

teachers. These last questionnaires were not used in compiling the statistics

on the following pages though some few quotations from college teachers were ;/

used under items 43-45 in this report.
In addition to a mass of data (summarized below), the major items in the.
questionnaire were addressed specifically to materials being attacked.

Item no. 16. During the last three years, has anyone objected to or asked for
the removal of any book (or books) which you have used or recommended to
vour students? Yes No . . Following this item were 8 other items
asking for specifics about the attempted book censorship. .

Item n». 25. During the last three years, has apyone objected to or asked for

the removal of any magazines which you usfd or recommended to your stu- -
dents? Yes No . Following thi®’ item were 8 others asking for )
specifics.

Item no. 34. During the last three years, has anyone objected to or asked for
the removal of any non-orint media materials (short films, feature length
films, records, tapes, filmstrips, slides, slide-tape presentations, etc.)
which you used or recommended to your stulents? Yes No . Apgain,
following were 8 items asking for specifics.

Item no. 44. Do you know of any materials (books, magazines, non-print media
materials or anything of the kind) that have been the source of objec-
tions in your school, but mot in your classes? Yes No . Again,
details were requested from teachers answering with Yes.

Item no. 51. In the last three years, have you used or recommended any teaching
materials (books, magazines, non-print media materials, etc.) for which
you anticipated possible objections_and for which no obiections arose?
Yes No . Again, specifics were asked for those responding Yes.

S
As in the 1969 ARIZONA ENGLISH BULLETIN survey report, those teachers and
librarians responding YES to item 16 will be hereafter referred to as DIRECT

CENSORSHTP, those answering YES to item 44 will be referred to as INDIRECT CEN-

SORSIITP, those answering YES to item 25 will be referred to as MAGAZ INE CENSOR-

SHIP, those answering YES to item 34 will be referred to as AV CENSORSHIP, and

those answering YES to item 51 will be referred to as ANTICIPATED CENSORSHIP.

DATA FROM THE SURVEY

1. Number of individual teachers and librarians sent questionnaires: 320
N0t these 320, 20 were deleted from the study (8 cverlapped within the
three lists used; 2 were deceased; 2 had retired and moved; 4 were college teach-

% ers: 4 had moved"and left no addresses). Hence, the number sent question-

snaires was corrected to 300.

2.  Number of individuals (N=300) who responded: 255 (85%)
(1968 survey, 168 or 66.4%)

3. Number of high schools sent questionnaires: 98
(1968 survey, 103)

4, Number of high schools responding: 94 (967%)

(1968 survey, 90 or 87.4%)
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10.

11.

12.

13.

15.

16.

17.

13.

19.

4 Number of junior high schools sent questionnaires: 28
Number of junior high schools responding: 26 (937)
Number of individuals (N=255) reporting DIRECT CENSORSHIP: 66 (25.97% or 255)
(1968 survey, 33 or 19.67% of 168)

Number of schools with at least one response of DIRECT CENSORSHIP:

46 high schools (48.9% of 94) and 14 junior highs (53.9% of 26)

In addition to ¢fhose reporting DIRECT CENSORSHIP (N=66), number of indivi-
duals reporting no DIRECT CENSORSHIP but reporting INDIRECT CENSORSHIP:

46 (18.%) or a total of 112 (43.9% of N=255). Since questionnaires were
sent to several individuals within the same school, particularly large
schools, considerable effort was made to eliminate the likelihood of the
same episode being reported more than once. '

(The 1968 survey reported 45 INDIRECT CENSORSHIP, or a total of 78 teachers
within DIRECT and INDIRECT CENSORSHIP groups, or 46.4%) g

Number of schools with at least one response of INDIRECT CENSORSHIP whfch
did not overlap with previously reported DIRECT CENSORSHIP: 15 high schools
(16%) and 3 junior highsschools (11.5%), or a total of 61 high schools
reporting either DIRECT: CENSORSHIP or INDIRECT CENSORSHIP (64.9%) and 17
junior high schools reporting either DIRECT CENSORSHIP OR INDIRECT CENSOR-
SHIP (65.4%).

In addition to those reporting DIREC1T CENSORSHIP or IMDIRECT CENSORSHIP,
number of individuals with no DIRECT or INDIRECT CENSORSHIP but reporting
MAGAZINE CENSORSHIP: 10 (3.9%) or a total of 122 (47.8% or N=255).

Humber of schools with at least one report of MAGAZINE CENSORSHIP which did
not overlap with previously reported DIRECT or INDIRECT CENSORSHIP: 2 high
sc¢hools or a total of 63 high schools (67.0%) and 5 junior high schools or
a total of 22 schools (84.6%).

In addition to those reporting DIRECT or INDIRECT or MAGAZINE CENSORSHIP,
number of individuals with no DIRECT or INDIRECT or MAGAZINE CENSORSHIP but
reporting AV CENSORSHIP: 9 or a total of 131 individuals (51.4% of 255).
Number of schoqls with at least one report of AV CENSORSHIP which did not
overlap with previously reported DIRECT or INDIRECT or MAGAZINE CENSOKSHIP:
3 high schools or a total of 66 high schools (70.2%) and 1 junior high
schoo¥ or a total of 23 junior high schools (88.5%).

In addition to those reporting DIRECT or INDIRECT or MAGAZINE or AV CENSOR-
SHIP, number of individuals with no DIRECT or INDIRECT or MAGAZINE or AV
CENSORSHIP but reporting ANTICIPATED CENSORSHIP: 46 or a total of 177
individuals under one of the five categories of censorship (69.4% of N=255).
Number of schools with at least one report of ANTICIPATED CENSORSHIP which
did not overlap with previously reported DIRECT or INDIRECT or MAGAZINE or
AV CENSORSHIP: 14 high schools or a total of 80 high schools (85.1%) under
one of the five categories, and 1 junior high school or a total of 24 junior
high schools (92,3%) with at least one response in each of the five cate~-
gories.

(1968 survey reported 103 individuals or 61.3% and 40 schools or 44.4%
reporting some kind of censorship)

Number of schools with some written policy for handling objections to
teaching materials: 53 high schools (56.47 of N=94) and 15 junioi high
schools (57.57 of N=26). b

(Mrs. Foster reported more than 257 of schools with policy in her 1966 study
and the 1968 study revealed that 27 schools or 30% had written policies)
Number of schools with closed or restricted shelf: 32 high schools (34.0%
of N8=94) and 12 junior high schoonls (46.27 of N=26).

(1968 survey, 36 high schools or 407)

Number of books under DIRECT or TNDIRECT CENSORSHIP: 123

(1968, 59 titles)

3
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20. Number of incidents of DIRECT or INDIRECT CENSORSHIP: 297
(1968, 115 incidents)

21. Number of titles and number of times books banned or removed or placed on
closed shelf: 54 books and 95 times.
(1968 survey, 25 books, 43 times)

22. Number of magazines attackéaz i8
(1968 survey, 2 titles) . -

23. Number of incidents of MAGAZINE CENSORSHIP: 37
(1968 survey, 2 incidents)

- . 24. Number of titles and number of times magazines banned or removed or placed

on closed shelf: 10 magazines and 16 times. ’
(1968 survey, no magazines benned)

25. Number of AV materials attacked: 29 -
(1968 survey, 5) .

26. Number of incidents of AV CENSORSHIP: 49

J (1968 survey, 7)

27. Number of titles ags number of times AV materials banned or removed or
placed on closed shelf: 9 examples of AV materials and 11 times.
(1968 survey, 3 titles and 4 times)

28. Materials most frequently attacked:

1974 survey 1968 survey
CATCHER IN THE RYE (22 attacks) CATCHER IN THE RYE (15)
GO ASK ALICE (14) BRAVE NEW WORLD (9)
BRAVE NEW WORLD (12) THE O0X BOW INCIDENT (5)
SLAUGHTERHGUSE-FIVE (12) THE CRUCIBLE (4)
THE LEARNING TREE (9) TO KILL A MOCKINGBIRD (4)
OF MICE AND MEN (9) ' BIACK LIKE ME (3)
S MANCHILD IN THE PROMISED LAND (8) CATCH=-22 (3)
THE PIGMAN (8) THE DIARY OF A YOUNG GIRL (3)
TO KILL A MOCKINGBIRD (8) A FAREWELL TO ARMS (3)
THE GRAPES OF WRATH (7) ‘ 50 GREAT SHORT STORIES (3)
"The Lottery' short film (7) THE GRAPES OF WRATH (3)
MR. AND MRS. BO JO JONES (7) HAWAII (3)
SOUL. ON ICE (7) ™ 1984 (3)
TIME MAGAZTNE (7) kﬁia _
29, Materials most frequently Banned, removed, or placed on closed shelf:

1974 survey 1968 survey

CAICHER IN THE RYE (9) CATCHER IN THE RYE (7)

BRAVE NEW WORLD (7) BRAVE NEW WORLD (5)
STAUGHTERHOUSE-FIVE (6) A FAREWELL TO ARMS (3)

GO ASK ALICE (4) A CANTICLE FOR LEIBOWTIZ (2)
MANCHILD IN THE PROMISED LAND (%) 50 GREAT SHORT STORIES (2)
MR. AND MRS, BO JO JONES (/) HAWAIT (2)

THE LEARNING TREE (3) TO KILL A MOCKINGBIRD (2)
MAD MAGAZINE (3)

1984 (3)

THE PIGMAN (3)
SOUL ON ICE (3)

Details about books, magazines, and AV materials under attack in Arizona
schools from 1971-1974 can be found near the conclusion of this article (titles,
number of objections, objectors, and dispositions of the several cases).

The foilowing data sunmarizes a number of items trom the questionnaire.
In mapy cases, the reader will note that some respondents did not complete every
item. For each item, I have indicated the number who were involved with DIRECT
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CENSUORSHIP or INDIRECT or MA(

volved with none of these groups.

draw some inferences about the tcachers or librarian

to come under attack bv the censor.

30.

-

31.

33.

3.

Sex of respondents:

!

DIRECT group: Male 16, Female 50

INDIRECT: Male 16, Female 30

MAGAZ [NE: Male 2, Female 3

AY: Male 3, Female 6 )

ANTICLPATED: Male 20, Female 26

no censorship: Male 24, Female 54

{ ndergraduate major:

DIRECT: English 86, other 2

[NDIRECT: Eng¥ish 37, dther 38 ‘3
MAGAZ IND: English 6; other 4

AV: English 6, other 3

ANTTICTPATED: English 36, other 10

no censorship: English 52, other 20

Cradudte major: ~ )

DIRECT:’ . English 41, other 20

INDIRECT: English 26, other 10

VACAZ LN English 4, other 3

Al English 6, other 2

ANITCIPATED: English 24, other 22

no censorship: English 41, other 21

Highest degree held:

DIRECT: Bachelor 19, Master 47, Specialist 1,
INDIRECL: Bachelor 16, Master 28, Specialist 2,
MAGA™ INL: Bachelor 6, Master 4, Specialist O,
AV Bachelon &4, Master 5, Specialist O,
ANLICIPATED: _Bachelor 13, Master 30, Specialist 1,
no censorship: Bachelor 21, Master %6, Specialist 2,
How long had respondent\taught English?

DIRECT: less than 1 vear 4, 1-3 vrs 5, 4-6=20
IMDIRECT: less than L vear 2, 1-3 yrs 5, 4-6=7
MACAZINE: less than 1 year 1, 1-3 yrs 4, -6=1
AV less than 1 year 0, 1-3 yrs 3, 4-6=3
ANTTCIPATED: less than 1 year 2, 1=3 vrs 6, 4=6=7
no censorship: less than 1 vear 4, 1-3 vrs 8, “-0=1%
Teaching level of respondents:

DIRECT: grades 7-8=12, 748 and high school=4,
[NDIRECT: grades 7-8=10, 7+8 and high school=3,
MAGAZ INE: grades 7-8= 3, 7+8 and high school=2,
AV grades 7=-8= 2, 7+8 and high school=1,
ANTICIPATED: grades 7-8= 3, 7+38 and high school=1,
no censorship: grades 7-8= 6, 7+8 and high school=4,

tnrollment in respondent's schools:

DIRECT:
INDIRECT:
MAGAZ INE

AV:
ANTICIPATED:
no censurship:

not 200=3, 201-500=5, 501=1000= 7,
not 200=1, 201-50¢ <%, 501-1000= 9,
not 200=0, 201-500=2, 501-1000= 2,
not 200=0, 201-500=1, 501-1000= 2,
nct 200=0, 201-500=2, 501-1000=10,
not 200=2, 201-500=7, 501-1000=26,

‘AZINE or AV or ANTICIPATED CENSORSHIP and those in-
Readers, therefore, may out of all this data

s most prone to or likely

Doctor O
Doctor O
Doctor O
Doctor 0
Doctor .2
Doctor 1

grades
grades
grades
grades
grades
grades

1001-2000=20, 2001+=31
1001-2000=12, 2001+=20
1001-2000= 3, 2001+= 3
1001-2000= 2, 20014= &
1001-2000=20, 2001+=14
1001-2000=16, 2001+=23
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37. Size of city of respondents:

DIRECT: less than 500=1, 500-1000=1, 1000-5000=3, 5000-10,000=3
10,000-25,000=6, 25,000-50,000=6, more than 50,000=44
INDIRECT: less than 500=0, 500-1000=1, 10600-5000=6, 5000-10,000=4
10,000-25,000=4, 25,000-50,000=2, more than 50,000=29
MAGAZINE: less than 500=0, 500-1000=1, 1000-5000=2, 5000-10,000=0
10,000-25,000=0, 25,000-50,000=0, more than 50,000=7
AV: less than 500=0, 500-1000=2, 1000-5000=0, 5000-10,000=1
10,000-25,000=0, 25,000-50,000=0, more than 50,000=6
ANT ICIPATED: less than 500-0, 500-1000=2, 1000-5000=3, 5000-10,000=6

10,000-25,000=5, 25,000-50,000=1, more than 50,000=29
no censorship: 1less than 500=1, 500-1000=1, 1000-5000=17, 5000-10,000=9
10,000-25,000=4, 25,000-50,000=2, more than 590,000=38
38. Does respondent's school have ofticial policy for handling censorship?

DIRECT: yes=37, no=19, don't know= 7
INDIRECT: yes=20, no=15, don't know= 8
MAGAZINE yes= 1, no=5, don’c know= 2
Av: yes= 2, no= 4, don't know= 3
ANTICIPATED: yes=19, no=17, don't know= 9

no censorship: yes= 9, no=36, don't know=25
39. Does respondent's school library have a closed or restricted shelf?

DIRECT: yes=28, no=33
INDIRECT: yes=22, no=22
MAGAZ INE: yes= 4, no= 5
AV: yes= 3, no= 4 "

ANTICIPATED: yes=17, no=24
no censorship: yes=33, no=1

( One item deserves a little comment. Of the 88 respondents indicating YES
tosthe question, '"Does your school have a written policy or written procedures
for\handling complaints about books or other materials anyone might object to?"
who briefly described their policy or procedure (or included a copy in their
response), 62 indicated it followed or varied slightly from the NCTE format in
THE STUDENTS' RIGHT TO READ while 3 said their policy or procedure was primarily
a review committee of teachers and/or administrators and librarians.

Another series of items deserves a little comment. I kept track of the
teachers and librarians who fell into the DIRECT or INDIRECT or MAGAZINE or AV
CENSORSHIP (not counting here the ANTICLPATED group) and particularly their
schools. Having listed all the schools with at least one citation of DIRECI or
INDIRECT or MAGAZINE or AV CENSORSHIP, [ then tabulated all the schools of those
listing no DIRECT or INDIRECT or MAGAZINE or AV CENSORSHIP to compare the two
lists of schools Predictably, there was a considerable overlap, suggesting
that (1) some tegchers would prefer not to admit their schgpl's problems in
public, an understandable if dubious notion or (2) some togﬁhers simply do not
know that censorship of one kind or another has taken place in their schools,

a far more serious potential problem. 0f the 94 high schools responding, the
following had at least one response indicating some form of censorship and at
lgast one response indicating there had been no censorship known to the respon-
dent. Readers should also be aware that the low number of such contradictions
reported in the small schools is in part accounted for by the fact that many of
the small schools were sent only one questionnaire.

0f the schools with enrollment less than 200: 0 schools reporting contradictions,

N=5.
0f the schools with 201-500 enrollment: 2 schools reporting contradictions out
of N=20.
6=
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Of tho schoele with 501-1000: 1 reported contradiction out of 21 schools reporting.
Of the schools with 1000-2000: 3 reported contradictions out of 13 schools reporting.
Of the schools with 2001+ enrollment, 75 out of 35 reported some contradictions.

fhe following items ore summarized numerically, but likely more important
than the numbers are the comments from various respondents cited thereafter. A
quotition followed by a number within parentheses indicated only that so many
teachers answered in a similar vein, obviously not that all the teachers used
those precise words.

.

L0, Assuming that someone might possibly object to your admin-_strator about

some teaching materiil  ou_use, how would you guess th..t he would handie

the case?

"ie'd follow the 1o procedure.' (29

"le'd consult the teacher and then call for a parent-teacher conference." i;f
(25)

"e'd get the facts and then support his teacher." (63) !f{

"o 'd contact the department chairman and then let him handle it." (17)}

"io'd question the teacher. [f the teacher could handle the situation §
and satisfy the obijection, nothing further would be done." (20 i

"lle'd look at all sides and arrive at a just conclusion.' (5)

"He'd probably ask about the content of the book.'" (3)

"le wants to be notified if we plan to use materials which we'll stafd
behind but can expect ovjections to." (3) ;

BT NOTE {HESE COMMENTS /
- "He .ocsn't believe we should use anything more extreme than SILAS MARNER."

) 4
; "I suspect he'd ask me why I hadn't sent a note home and asked fo parental
‘ permission before [ involved the student in a controversial issup. I'm
e..pected to second-guess what a parent might object to." (3)
Mie'd ask me to give a student another and different assignment wi\?out
fe— - —-—gyen-checking to see 1f my assigneent wds d good one.'" (%) _ _

"le hates teachers who make waves.' (9) .
"ie would immediately ask that the book be removed. He won't stan\ up
te anyone who makes waves."

"['.. reasonably sure he'd insist that the material be withdrawn." (22
“The adminlstrator would read the material and then call the teacher 3n
for discussion as to why the material was chosen, how the material wa@\‘
being handled in class, ctc. He would then request that the material %
be modified, changed, or removed from the course. If the teacher would
nnt comply or compromise, his contract would not be renewed."
“He would notify the district office and explain the situation, he would
then call me in for a nitty-gritty discussion, and he would then strongly
suggest 1 teach something else."
e would agree with the parents and thendemand that [ remove the offen-
sive material.” .

"1e would discuss it with me, listen, and 'regretfully’' request that I cease
and desist." (11)
"{ think he would handle it himself and ther. come to me and let me know
about the objection. Together we would decide to take it off for the re-
main’er of the year."

"e would side where the greatest political power lay." (18)

"1e'd probably side with the parent unless he felt I had a good reason.
e is very community conscious." (10)
"The principal would put the responsibility on me, avoiding at any cost
offending any complainer or disagreeing with che superintendent.”
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"I'm censored by the administration before [ begin any teaching."

"The principal would go into utter panic.'

"It would depend on which administrator and what mood that person was in." (19)
"The principal is mercurial. It would depend on what faculty member was
being accused and what book was involved and what cowrmunity bigwig was
involved."

"™y guess is that the administrator would bow to the wishes of the ohiec-
tor, be he only onc person. The school board poses more of a threat,
inasmuch as they arc hostile to the faculty."

\M\kAND NOTE THESE AMBIGUOUS COMMENTS:

"le would get ahold of the teacher." (7)

"He'd immediately take action."

"L haven't anv idea what he would do." (14)

"We have a new principal this year. I don't have any idea hiow 1e'd handle
it." (11)
le'd call the school board immediately.' (3)
"He would call the members of the board! He doesn't do anything without

asking the board. He has a difficult time making decisions.

I4 vour answer to the above item based on past experience, or educated guess?
DIRECT: past experience 34, educated guess 22, both 7
INDIRECT: past experience 16, educated guess 23, both 3
MAGAZ INF: pist experience 1, educated guess 7, both 0
AV past experience 3, educated guess 4, bhoth 2

! ANTICIPATED: past experience 16, educated guess 25, both 1
no censorship: past experlence 14, educated guess 45, both 2

151Vnur opinion, does censorship (or the threat of censorship) represent a

j%otcntiallv serious problem in :our school?

DIRECT: - ves 21, no 40
INDIRECT: ves 11, no 32
HAGAZ INE: yes 0O, no 9
AV ves 2, no b
ANTICIPATED: yes 11, no 31 N

no censorship: ves 12, no 55

"Not a serfous problem but always a potential one simply because this is
4 very conservative comwunicy." (14)

"Look who's on the School Board! VYes, the problem will alwavs be with us
1s long as he has an. pouver.' (13)

"Yes, the district librarian (or administrator) acts as super-censor and
super-moral authority for all of us.” (13)

"our librarians are unreal!!!!t  Thev refuse to have most books bv black
authors in the library beccouse of the 'language.'"

"The John 8irch Society is always a threat to freedom.' (10)

"We always feel like we're walking on eggs it the book nds anything contro-
versial." (9)

"English teachers would like to see some of my materials censored.” (8)

"Magbe we're lucky, but we have parents here who realize the truth is an

to be attained and books arzn't alwavs nice and pretty." (7)

s the Parents' Bill of Rights passes.™ (7)

e .3 real threat to any teacher in this school." (7)

istratfoy here is very highly conservative." (6)

e eclective progra and will cause censorship problems." (6)

"Safe hooks are dull B Ky, Controversial books eicite students.' (5)
"Students desire peallsm in literature and non-print media, but it is
almost impossible to Xind such material that does not include swearing,
obscenities, sexual ackivities, etc. Most materials that are 'safe' are

-
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about 15 csciting to most studeants as Pablum."

'ty kids are reading many books=-GO ASK ALICE, LISA BRIGHT AND DARK, etc.,
but I wouldn't dare have these on my shelves in the classroom yet the
kids trade them back and ferth. They've read and discussed them among
themselves, 1've read thery, and yet the books [ put on my shelves must

be limited to titles like BRIGHTY OF THE GRAND CANYON, a good book

but not relevant to mv teenagers' needs.”

“[f it happens, my fellow Leachers would be the last ones I'd expect to
:vut;yu[t me." (8

“Cince most teachers here have never used anvthing new or controversial,
we have no preblems.'(5) .

"ou'd have to sce our library and teaching materials to believe we
exist. We're onc of the biggest schools in the area, but the back-
wardness of the teaching staff and the administration here are unbelie-
vable. Some dav, the parents around here are going to get the kind of
education they teally want, God help us alit"

"ITt's serivus enough to scare the hell out of the administration.'" (5)

"oroblems are more likely to arise when parents hear of a censorship
episode and learn we're using the same book.'" (3)

"Ideas are s.acred and no expression of ideas should be censored." (3)
"Denial of expression is censorship. Beginning with the bottom of the
harrel, if John Birch material can be allowed in the free marketplace
of ideas, any other human expression is by definition above that tripe,
and rust be allowed in the marketplace, too."

"{eachers should listen when parents object to a book for their children,
and onlv their children."” (3)

“parents are sometimes hyper-critical and expect us to teach the 'right moral'
values, according to those parents' definition." (2)

“rt docs 17 teachers fail to help students see that some of the words
and sume of the scenes are flactors (and only factors) in considering the
total ressage of the book, not as qualities to be emulated." (2)

[n vour opinion, dees eensorship (or the threat of censorship) represent

1 potentially serious problem in the community where you teach?

DIRECT: ves 31, no 27
[LWDIRECT: e 17, no 22
SACATLINE: Les o 0, oo b
AVe ves 3, a0 b
Shrler CALED: s Ty ne 26
ne censorship: es 14, a0 49

"les, we have tan conservitive and fundamentalist parents.' (46)
moutyre gn Uhe rost conservitive section of the city, loaded with

imnd , and wost would love to compile lists of dirtv
books or dirtv words. They're potentially John Birchers.”
"y vocal minority distrust teachers as ‘'liberal creepies.'"

O Jobn Gireh Society members interested in actively censoring anything
thew don't like, and there’s lots they don't like." (21)

"Consorship 1o olwavs potentially serious. We have been directed by the
Adrinistration to get permission from parents before we involve students
'n ain thing anyonce might consider controversial." (13)

"it's 1 real problem in most rural areas where students know almost nothing
about the outecide world.' (9

"onty 1f the Parents'Bill of Rights passes.' (8)

“here are sowe really fanatic, super-right groups around here.'" (6)

"ome pecple are going to believe teachers are trying to subvert oc corrupt

voung people no matter what we do or say.' (6)
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"Recently, I talked with one man who led the attack in Yuma. e remains
a4 convinced censor, believing the schools a corrupting influence; he thinks
teachers primarily urge 'dirty books.' There are many of his ilk in the
state."

"No, however anticipiting what the community will accept certainly affects
the selection of teaching materials.' (4)

"No, not with anything anvone around here is allowed to use.'" (3)

"Parents here are too apathetic te think about censorship.' (3)
"I often think that the lack of censorship is due to apathy and ignorance
about what is happening in the schools. 1If the 'right' people decided
to be upset, I'm sure it would be no time at all before an irrational
rationale for bookburning would be drawn up."

In your opinion, does censorship (or the threat of censorship) represent a

potentially serious problem in our state?

DIRECT: ves 45, no 9
INDIRECT: yes 25, no 10
MAGAZINE: yves 7, no 0
AV: ves 5, no 1
ANTICIPATED: ves 36, no 9
no censorship: ves 49, no 28

"Yes, in view of Shofstall, Jenkins, Harris, and the rest of the State

Board and a large segment of the population, we'd better be prepared

for censorship.' (57)

"The fact that a group of ignorant people can decide what a teacher

will teach and how he will teach it appalls me."

"Given our current State Board of Education, anyone who thinks censor-

ship isn't a threat hasn't been listening."

"What is the State Board really up to?"

"I think it's coming The way the State Board's been hassling the social

”If the direction of the State Board can be discerned, there is censor-

ship in our future. The state directives of late hold the promise of

state control over basic classroom activities."
"Yes. the John Birchers are ever at work in Phoenix and the rest of

Aricona." (17)

"Any state where the Governor would create a 'John Birch Day' frightens me."
"Censorship is alwavs a potential problem in Arizona for many reasons.' (15)
"As long as we havi our current state legislature." (15

"our legislature scems to be impetuous, to say the least, in its atti-

tudes and actions toward education."

"Jack Williams is our Governor. Need I say more?" (9)
"The recent Supreme Court decisions frighten me." (9)
"The recent Nixon Supreme Court decisions opened a can of worms. I[n
effect, each community (the latter word not defined) can establish
grohnd% for censorship that .ay reflect the hang-ups of a vociferous,
well-organized minority or may establish a tyranny of the majority

whose own fears and hang-ups deprive the ninority of their rights to

1 tree press and the uninhibited expression of the arts. An oren,

democratic society cannot tolerate the imposition of any censorship

for its adult population (18 years or older). 1t is no accident that

the First Amendment to the Constitution dealt with no establishment ot

religion, freedom of exercige of religion, prohibition of the ibridgement

ot freedom of speech, press, and the right of peaceable assembly. 1f

all ideas as expressed in literature and non-print media do not have

free access to the marketplaee of ideas where they can compete for the
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attention of the public--to be accepted, rejected, or simply ignored--
then a free society is impossible. Only an informed citizenry can
choose the govermnment it deserves. If the unexamined life isn't worth
living, a society that restricts its members from examining life is fit
only for slaves."

"Not unless that state passes the Parents' Bill of Rights." (7)

"The furor over the pParents' Bill of Rights made clear that cengorship was,
is, and will be a problem in Arizona." (6)

"The Parents' Bill of Rights was an uncomfortable reminder that Big Bro-
ther is alive and well in Arizona."

'yes, the state is getting even more conservative.' (6)

miherever and whenever pressure groups take control over the schools, there
will be censorship of one kind or another.' (5)

"vyes, textbook censorship is quite likely in the state." (&)

"t's easy to see that censorship could become quite serious. Anyone who
reads the PHOENIX GAZETIE or the ARIZONA REFUBLIC (especially their
editorials on education or teachers) knows that those two papers would
gladly support state censorship or state thought control."” (3)

What additional comments on cengorship would you care to make ? -

"Some sort of policy for handling censorship is essential." (15)

"Having gone through the horror of a hearing before our Board of Education,
I realize how important it is to be protected. L can't understand why

any superintendent would not want such a protection passed immediately

if the district did not already have one. Our administration dilly-dallied
for seven years before we finally went over his head and presented our
proposal to the Board."

"Wwhy are teachers so afraid to defend their books?" (10)

"It troubles me that teachers are so fearful and lacking in confidence
that carefully selected books can or will be defended if they should
come under attack.'

o ””‘”""”*‘“T“feet"very—s£fﬁﬂg1y_£ha£_wem£anno§ back down or remove books as long

as students are offered choices and books are selected to fit the ~ T T T
maturity level of students."
"he most serious problem secms to me to be the teachers' timidity and
acquiescence. There really is considerable sentiment for free access
to materials, but it only comes into play when teachers force censors
to do their own dirty work and create a public issue."

M eachers need to exercise good judgment and then be trusted.'" (10)
"Ihe teacher should ask himself, "Does the selection merit the time we'll
spend in class?’ 'Does the material have instrinsic merit?' 'Will it
elicit the desired responses dependent on the group?'"
"he teacher should have judicious and firm opinions ready to support
the selections. Teachers should be astute in their presentations of
arguments against censorship’'
"lhe teacher should provide alternative assignments.'
"[ feel strongly that most censorship problems can be avoided by judicious
selection and intelligent use of materials."

+reachers should include students in the selection process." (10)
"The students, themselves, are our biggest allies in the fight against
censorship, since more and more they demand to know, to understand, to
learn, to encounter for themselves."
"Where questionable books are to be used, 1 advocate giving students
choice of more than one title. That's your first ‘out' if the parent
objects. The child is not forced to read that particular book. Ve
was free to choose and is free to choose again."
At the risk of sounding optimistic, I find the censorship gituation
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less ermotionally threatening to me as a teacher. I have found ways
to work around it--by placing the heavy role of decision making where
it belongs, on the student. Ifhemakes a faulty choice, according to
mom and dad, it is then a reflection of or rebellion agalnst his own
value svstem and not mine."

"Teachers are letting parents tell them how and what to teach.' (9)
"Education is currently being 'ripped-off’ by the public., By that
[ mean teachers have sold out to the parents. We are letting parents
tell us what we should teach rather than using our own expertise to
make curriculum decisions. Is it a wonder that teaching pay is so poor
when parents are led to believe that they know more about what a child
needs than a trafned teacher?"

"There's a climate of fear here." (7
"Out of fear, [ refuse to use materials that might cost me my job. I
can justify that in fine sounding language, and [ have, but what it
comes down to is that I'd like tao keep my job and if I taught the way
[ want to (and I know I should) I think I'd be fired."

"There's a need for some censorship." (5)
"Some of the books published today are trash. These books are falling
into the hands of our young people who are not mature enough to handle
the topics. [ feel there should be censorship when it comes to what cur
young people read. If a student wishes to read books on certain unde i-
rable topics, let's not just hand them to him on a silver platter with
the idea that 'well if we don't let him read it in the school he'll go
elscwhere.' TFine, let's make it tough on him. In today's world we try
to rake things too easy for our children." (junior high teacher)
"Censorship by its very nature requires serious thought. To abolish
censorship makes no sense in a world of people not thoroughly educatad
or prepared enough to handle 'any' subject, whethcr it be of a sexual,
social, or political nature. Likewi <, to censor for all persons seems
just as ridiculous, for not all persons lack the good judgment, experi-_

— . ence,” and maturity reqdired for understanding various concepts. Censor-
ship is necessary in many situations to shield (if that's the word) the
unprepared from that which they cannot intellectually or emotionally
handle at a given time. [t is a sad fact of life that although there
dre many persons who need little or no direction in lif:, there are a
great many who need some direction in their lives and someone must pro-
vide it. Good judgment must be the key, but who is to judge?" (high
school teacher)

"Censorship will always be with English teachers.' (4)

"The freedom of our present society has reduced the climate for censor-
ship." (&)
"I think things are better than they've been. The publishing freedom,
the new freedom of TV, all have made the books selected by teachers
seem fairly tame. After all, how shocking can THE CATCHER IN THE RYE
be when ti:e corner super X openly displays and sells underground Vic-
torian pornov classics?"

"Censorship is a waste of time for everyone. Parents need to recognize
that." (3)
"If parents really wanted their kids to read, they'd make up more lists
of 'controversial' or 'dirty' books and make sure all young people got
a copy. Then kids would really have a reason to read.'

"I'l1 never understand the drive’ of censors to control the reading and
thinking of other people.'" (3)

"We need to educate parents as well as young people about the 'questionable'
elements in much modern literature." (3)
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Sore complaints are vaiid and atl need to be respected.' (3)

“English teachers need to prepare rationales for all books taught." (3)

"Students should never be asked to read any book that might offend them." (3)

"Some teachers do seem to court censorship problems."' (2)

TUoave observed that ever and anon certain teachers seem to invite, even
revel, in 4 censorship wrangle. 1t keeps their ihdignation fresh!"

"Ihat Drake, North Dakota, incident wmayv have done English teachers sone
good." (2)

"[ think the Drake, N.D., incident may have been good for English
teachers. It has been presented by the media in such a way that the
whele nation, virtually, has taken a stand against censorship. At least,
this is evident witn the students and the adults T have talked to."

MA censorship episode can solidify a faculty and awaken young people.' (2)
"Our censorship issuc scemed to have some beneficial results. The school,
the faculty, the admini:tration, and the students developed a solidarify
over the issue. TJhe students were angry because they felt that outsiders
were interfering with their education."

"Teachers can't spend «ll their time worrving about censorship or potential
censorship.” (2)

""Parental pressure groups make education unbearable and phony." (2)

"parents who censor on the basis of isolated words taken out of context
are denying their children the right to enjoy valuable literature and

are forcing teachers to give their children 'approved' material that
neither interests students nov involves them. Parents who censor on

the hasis of controversial ideas or values are often forcing teachers

to be phom. 1n their presentations. Phoniness todav helps make education
unbearable tor students and teachers.'

"There's a4 fine line betwcen Fnglish teacher censorship and Lnglish teacher

selection, but the distinction does exist.' 72)

"The English teacher's job is to select, caretully in view of the students

involved, but to select does not mean that she censors. Selection lets
me choosec; Lgnsnrshlp means [ cannot choose certain books. There's a
difference. 1 am a seclector of books (with my students' help). T am

not a censor of any books."

"The English teacher should be a censor.' (2)
"Censorship is the respousibility of the teacher. [f in the public
schonls vou find a teacher vho is stressing literature of weak value,
then censorship is 4 wust! A good teacher should be intelligent
enough to select material that is suitable £r the age level of his
classes." ‘

"The English teacher must be against censorship!!!" (2)
"[ am categorically against censorship. [ belicve that by virtue ol mv
education, training, and experience, [ am in a better position to judge
the value of literature than any sclf-appointed guardian of public
mor&lit)

"There's potentially more problems with censorship in teaching creative
wrltlng or mass media than anv other fields English teachers are likely
to handle.' (2)
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Readers might he interested in comparing the titles of téaching materials above
(those dire.tly attacked) with titles of teaching materials in the following list.
Titles below were given by teachers in answering one question on the questionnaire,
"In the last three years, have you used or recommended any teaching materials (books,
magazines, non-print media, etc.) for which you antjicipated possible objections
and for which no cbjections arose?" A comparison Jf the two lists (the DIRECT and
INDIRECT list above and the ANTICIPAIED list below) should go far to reassure English
teachers that good teaching materials have been used in ,English cldsses and those
materials have freqyently come under attack or teachers "have worried about the like-
lihood of attack. The number within parentheses below indicates the numbet'of
teachers who had used but anticipated trouble with a particular ti

BOOKS (ANTICIPATED censofshipht , :
THE ADVENTURES OF JIUCKLEBERRY FINN (1) JOURNEY TO IXTLIAN (1) -
ARE YOU THERE $oD, )T'S ME, MARGARET (1) THE LEARNING TREE (5)
THE AuTBBlOG iY MALCOLM X (%) Leonard Cohen's poems (1)
- BABBITT (2) \ LETTERS FROM THE EARTH (1)
THE BIG MONEY (1) - LISA, BRIGHT AND DARK (2)
\ s THE BIG'SKY (2) LOO&ING BACKWARD (1) .
< BLACK ROY (1) : LORD OF THE FLIES (&) ’
\  BLESS BEASTS AND THE CHILDREN (3) * LYSISTRATA (1) .
' BPRAVE -NEW WORLD (7) MACBETH (1)
BURY MY HEART ‘AT WOUNDED KNEE (2) _ MAGGIE, GIRL OF THE STREETS (1)
CANDIDE (2) . , _ THE (1)
CANTERBURY TALES (5) . "MANCHILD IN THE PROMISED LAND (7)
A CANTICLE FOR LEIBOWITZ (1) . ‘AN WITHOUT A FACE (2) .
E CARPETBAGGERS (1) - ME AND JIM LUKE (1)
CHER- IN- THE RYE (17) MR. AND MRS, BO JO JONES (2) .
CATCH 22 (5) ‘MY DARLING, MY HAMBURGER',(}) |
CAT'S CRADLE {}) MYTHS AND LEGENDS OF ANCLENT GREECE (1)
CHARLEY or FLOW'ERS FOR ALGERNON (4) THE NEW CENTURIONS (2) .
. CHICANO (1) NIGGER (4) ’
A CLOCKWORK ORANGE (2) 1984 (5) -
CRY, THE BELOVED COUNTRY (1) OF MICE AND MEN (4)
DAYBREAK (2) ONE DAY IN THE LIFE OF IVAN DENISOVITCH
DEATH OF A SALESMAN (1) (2)
" DELIVERANCE (3) . ONE FLEW OVER THE CUCKOO'S NEST (5)
DOWN THESF MEAN STREETS (2) OUR GANG (2)
THE DRIFTERS (1) THE OUTSIDERS (4)
Edgar Cayce's books (1) THE 0X=-BOW INCIDENT (2)
THE EXORCIST (4) THE PAINTED BIRD (1)
'FAITH OF A HERETIC (1) PHOEBE (2) ~
FAMOUS PLAYS OF THE 1950's (1) , RUN SOFTLY, GO FAST (1)
A FAREWELL TO ARMS (2) / SAN FRANCISCO POETS (1)
FRANNY AND ZOOEY (1) / THE SCARLET LETTER (5)
FUTURE SHOCK (2) / THE SELLING OF THE VRESIDENT (1)
GO ASK ALICE (5) © A SEPARATE PEACE (2)
THE GODFATHER (1) / SISTER CARRIE (1)
THE GRAPES OF WRATH (7) / SLAUGHTERHOUSE-FIVE (6)
HAMLET (1) A SOUL ON ICE (&)
HAPPY BIRTHDAY, WANDA JUNE (1) . THE SOUND AND THE FURY (1)
HENRY IV (1) ' A STONE FOR DANNY FISHER (1)
HIROSHIMA (2) THE STRANGER (1)
INVISIBLE MAN (2) . ’ STRANGER IN A STRANGE 1AND (3)
LT COULD HAPPEN TO .ANYONE (1) . THE STUDENT AS NIGGER (2)
J.B. (1) SUMMER OF '42 (4)
. JOHNNY GOT HIS GUN (2) TUNED OUT (1)
O JONATHAN LIVINGSTON SEAGULL (1) VECTOR (1)
-35- 1
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WALITING FOR GODOT (1) WINESBURG, OHIO (1)

WALDEN TWO (1) YESTERDAY'S CHILD (1) .
WELCOME TO THE MONKEY HOUSE (1) THE Z0O STORY (3)
JOURNALS (ANTICIPATED censorship):
EL ESPEJO (1) NEW TIMES (4)
MAD MAGAZINE (6) READ MAGAZINE (2)
NAVAJO TIMES (1) TIME (2)
SHORT and FEATURE~LENGTH FILMS (ANTICIPATED censorship): s
AMERICAN. GRAFFITI (1) .ONE POTATO, TWO POTATO~ (1)
"Ares Contra)Atlas" (1) POTEMKIN (1) 4
HARVEST OF SHAME (1) . A Stain on His Conscience' (1)
"Help! My Snowman's Burning Down'(2) THE STRANGER (1)
THE LAST PICTURE SQQW (1) THE SUNDOWNFERS (1)
"Night and Fog'" (2) -"Super=-dp" (1)
RECORDS (ANTICIPATED censorship):
Cheech and Chong records (2) JESUS CHRIST, SUPERSTAR (3)
Ceorge Carlin's records (1) Lenny Bruce records (1)
GODSPELL (1) ‘ Stan Frieberg's UNITED STATES (1)
TV (ANTICIPATED censorship): o .
" FBI" (1) "The Mary Tyler Moore Show' (1)
"H. Days'" (1) "Maude" (1)

IMPLICATIONS AND CONCLUSIONS FROM THE SURVEY: As I noted in this section of
e 1969 ARIZONA ENGLISH BULLETIN, the reader noting all that has gone before in
reporting this survey must remember that a teacher involved in a censorship inci~
dent is not necessarily good or right or noble, though he may be any or all of
those three characteristics. Good books can be misassigned or misused by a bad
teacher, sometimes even by a good but temporarily misguided English teacher, and
bad books may be justifiably recommended by a good teacher for specific reasonms.

-The main point is that no matter what book a teacher uses things may misfire or

backfire. Nonetheless, with all the usual qualifications, the following points
seem reasonably clear.
(1) Censorship does exist in Arizona. If the percentage of teachers involved
has not risen dramatically (DIRECT CENSORSHIP of individuals in 1968 was
19.67 of the 168 respondents and in 1974, 25.97 of 255 respondents), the
number of reported incidents of DIRECT and INDIRECT CENSORSHIP rose from
115 in 1968 to 297 in 1974. In 1968, 59 books came under attack while
in 1974 123 books were under attack. 25 books in 1968 were banned or
removed or placed on a closed shelf while in 1974 5% books suffered a
similar fate. Some English teachers may have personal qualms about the
quality of some books under attack, but most English teachers would ac-
cept wit: almost no qualifications the literary value of most of the
books urder attack. The majority of books attacked are not merely de=-
fensible--they must be defended by all English teachers.
(2) More schools have adopted some written policy or formalized procedure
for handling attempted censorship. The 1968 study revealed that 30/
of the schools involved had a definite policy while the 1974 study-
reveals that 56.4% of the high schools involved had a written policy,
surely a significant change for the better. Perhaps, it even suggests
that censorship articles have done at least one good thing for schools.,
(3) The overlap of titles under items 28 and 29 of this article suggest that
little is really new in censorship. THE CATCHER IN THE RYE led the popular-
ity list of censors in both 196 and 1974. The same books tend to appear
year after year on most censors' lists including books like BRAVE NEW
WORLD, TO KILL A MUCKINGBIRD, ar-” 1984. The major changes (or additions)
in the 1974 list are those books published since 1968, notably GO ASK
ALICE, SIAUGHTERHOUSE-FIVE, THE LEARNING TREE, MANCHILD IN THE PROMISED
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(5)

(6)

(7)

(8)

(9)

(10)

(11

(12)

LAND, and MR, AND MRS. BO JO JONES. The only real surprise in the

197 survey was the absence of THE SCARLET LETTER, one of the old
stand-bys and favorites of the censor. How they happened to miss

that title this year puzzles me, but then many things about the censor
and his actions and his thought processes escapes rational inquiry
anyway.

the overlap of the DIRECT/INDIRECT CENSORSHIP list with the ANTTICIPATED
CENSORSHIP is astounding, just as it was in 1968. There's no accounting
for the vagaries ofegensorship or the censor. It strikes one book in
one school and ignores entirely (or for the moment) the same book in
another nearby school. Indeed sometimes the very same school witnessing
an attack on one book is unaware that another teacher down the hall has
been using that work for several years with complete freedom and safety.
English teachers are too frequently ignorant (or would like to seem s0)
of censorship incidents in their own schools. Several teachers assured
me in writing that there had been no censorship episodes for at least
five years and they would be amazed if anything like that ever happened.
vet another teacher in the same school reported what had happened to
him/her in blistering tones and assured me the episode would Likely be
repeated by many other teachers, though in fact it seldom was. This
happened too often to oe unusual, though it was always disquieting and
unnerving. ‘

Teachers in large schools and small schools both come under attack, the
size of the school or the town apparently being no exact index of the
likelihood of censorship.

It matters apparently little whether a teacher has tnglish major or

a Master's degree or considerable experience when it comes to censorship.
Censorship seems to strike irrespective of teacher background or graduate
work or years of experience.

The support English teachers would receive from their administraticn if

censorship struck remains questionable or doubtful for all too many English

teachers.

As I indicated in the Fehruary 1969 ARIZONA ENGLISH BULLETIN, English
teachers seem unaware of the near-to-home dangers of censorship. Readers
will have noted that many more than a majority of teachers regarded
censorship as a potentially serious threat in the state while they were
less worried about censorship in their community and even leas concerned
about censorship in their scliool. Too many teachers have a kind of it-
CAn't-happen-to—me-nnly-to-the-othcr-guy syndrome about censorship, a
pleasant but ultimately dangerous feeling about something that is likely
to strike with no warning at all, something that is more likely to be
successful if the teacher can be lulled into apathy. .

Too many librari: :s continue to have closed shelves, most with no clear
rationale, at least none that teachers knew. One teacher wrote that

she had taught in a school for several years yet only recently had she
discovered that a closed shelf existed with most of the books she had
vainly been seeking for almost four years,

parents are by far the major censors with teachers, administrators, stu=
dents, librarians, and school board members in that order following far
behind parents. 246 incidents involved parental objectioas, 31 involved
teachers, 30 administrators, 17 students, 15 librarians. and 8 school
board members.

Te..chers arc wore likely to be the person to whom the original objection
{s made (153 incidents were first directed at a teacher, 97 were directed
first at an administrator, 23 at a librarian, 13 at a department chairman,
and % at a school board member). That secms healthy and right, at first
glance, though how the teacher first hears 1s open to question (a visit
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is not just a visit, for a parental personal visit can range from a
casual comment to a scolding match). But if the NCTE STUDENTS' RIGLY
TO READ form ( or one similar) has been accepted officially by the
school beard and all objectors are required to complete the form before.
any action can be taken, it matters little who first receives the com~
plaint. Uithout such a formal policy or procedure, the school and the
teachers are highlyv vulnerable and in that case, it does matter greatly
who first hears the objection.

(13) The first objections are more likely to come via a personal visit {128
incidents) though phone calls (97 incidents) were almost as common.
iLess likelv was the written communication (19 incidents).

(14) The most common words censors used in attacking teaching materials were
these: 'violence, filth, bad language, lewd, sex, un-American, profane,
obscene, sacrilegious, immoral, vulgar, too sophisticated, dirty, crude,
questionable situations, foul, offensive, morbid, depressing, four-letter
words, perverted, in bad taste, permissive, subversive, trash, left-
wing, not well written, and seamy side of life," Most of these terms
related to morality, sex, religion, politics, language, or race.

(15) Too many English teachers maintain a gutless attitude toward censorship
and seem almost unwilling to accept their professional responsibility
te select their own books and to be able and willing to defend their
selections. -

(16) More teachers seem to have accepted the responsibility for writing
rationales for works r2ad by an entire class. [ do not mean an essay
defending the work, but rather an essay exploring why the work has
merit for a particular class at a particular time. A rationale takes
work, but it does force the teacher to look anew at the work and to
justify its use within the context of a specific class.

(17) Many English teachers properly remind the profession that a parent does
have the right te censor the reading of his child (misguided though that
censorship be), but only his child.

{18) In the 1968 survey, many English teachers argued that the survey or any
publicity about censorship was dangerous, for it alerted people to "dan-
gerous' books, an argument amounting to nothing more than a copout of
the "If we don't talk about censorship or even think about it, it will
go awa-. ' variety. I saw olmost none of that in 1974 survey, either sug-
gosting that tcachers knew of my bias and refuged to play games with me
oTr that teachers now doubted that silence about censorship would in any
way solve the problem.

RECOMMENDATI( NS: The following recommendations were taken from Retha Fonster's
1966 surve. and were used to conclude the 1968 survey. If some schools have made
considerable strides towards enmacting many of these recommendations, all schonls
should make a concerted effort to enact all of them.

(1) That all English departments make a determined effort to have their
schools adopt an established policy for handling complaints.

(2) That English teachers participate fully as individuals and as departments
in making selections for classrooms and libraries.

(3) That teachers remain constantly aware of literature both old and new that
is appropriate for high school use and that in developing their programs
they exercise professional judgment regarding the books needed by the
students they teach,

(4) That English teachers encourage, in so far as possible, the free circu-
lation of school library books.

(5) That English teachers both enlist and offer support of other departments
in their schools, realizing that freedom to read is sometimes at stake'
in science, history, home economics, and other departments, as well as

0. -38-
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(6) That English teachers enlist the support of responsible persons in the
community before trouble starts.

(7) That English teachers make it plain that Eensorship pressures on schoois
will not be accepted quietly but will result in local and statewide
publicity.

(3) That Englislh: departments build a file of resource materials to aid in
combatting pressures. These materials should be available to all
teachers and administrators of the school to provide a rationale and
build a climate of opinion that will ultimately lead to freedom of in-
quiry and expression.

in theirgFWn.

N ' THE CENSOR

narrow mind

frowm of disapproval

weak eyes from poring over purple prose .
large cars to catch slightest whisper of scandal
large nose for sniffing out trouble and sticking

L into other people's business (dual-purpose model)
permanent sneer

tight collar to control flow of blood to mind

<

i — button-down collar to match button-down mind
<~______w*__,scissors for ~xcising offensive portions
<______,_7 matches for literary bonfires

<_~__~vumu_Ahands behind back since much of action takes place there
noose for emergency operations

heavenly mandate of censorial cailing

Courtesy of George Benedict,
Leonor Hambly Junior High School,
Winkelman, Arizona
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FREEDOM FOR READERS AND OTHER ENDANGERED SPECIES
Harriet McIntosh, Freedom for Readers, Phoenix

This is Freedom for Readers second appearance in ARIZONA ENGLISH BULLETIN and
we view it with pride and sorrow, The first time was in February of 1969 when that
issue concentrated on censorship while picking up kudos, It went through three
printings, always a rich experience for editor and contributors.

That time Freedom for Readers, Inc. was introduced by two founding members,
Charline Kvapil and Louise Schellerberg, who explained why we existed. (Ans,: to
support the professional judgements of educators and librarians in matter of book
choice). "Our formal Purpose,'" they said, "is this: 1In the belief that democracy
benefits from breadth of inquiry and suffers from its limitation, Freedom for Readers
has been formed to promote freedom of access to knowledse and to resist interference
with that freedom," The member who came up with this statement for our corporate By
Laws went directly from foolscap to dental surgery that day, and we have always felt
that anyone who can hone this kind of clean-edged prose deserved something hetter for
her literary pains than an impacted wisdom tooth,

Mesdames Schellenberg and Kvavil spoke carefully about the role of FFR ''to take
supportive but not initiative action ., . . to improve the community climate and to
encourage librarians, teacher- and administrators to work together for intellectual
Ireedom," U

In fusty phrasing, we arc a First Amendment citizen group without any professional
ties or special obligations to any other group. We are, if vou will, 1like a small "
storm-tracking center which is prepared to monitor, identify and analyze patterns of
censoring dction against books. At all times we have seen ourselves an an information/
referral service--not a policv making or policy changing or policy tinkering one. So
much for pride.

. ’ . . . . .
We're sorry we're still around. Our elan.vital is directly linked to censoring
action and censorship is alive and well in Arizona. As AEB Editor, Ken Donelson, notes
elsewhere 1n this issue, " . you may rest assured thdat censorship has increased."

You will be hard put to find a censor. There hasn't been a Censor on anybody's
pavroll since the fall of Rome, Trving to find an acknowledged censor is like trying
to find an accredited cannibal. There certainly aren't any in the United States.

Therc are only aroused Americans, honest patriots and concerned citiz ns., The thing
they scem to be concerned for i. the morals of children. (As a member of Audience
Unlimited in Rochester, New York, Sanford Shipiro wrote a few years ago: 'The emphasis
of official censorship drifts back and forth, depending upon the interests of those in
power at the time . . . the focus of suppression during the Middie Ages reilected the
strength of the church, concentrating on heresy and blasphemy. As the strength of
spovernments grew, suppression concentrated on treason and sedition, especially in times
of war. With a current prediction that in the 1970's, one half of our population will
be under the age of 25, our tensions now turn to a fear for the morals of children,')

In Arizona as elgewhere--Texas 15 a neighborly example--honest patriots and con-
cerned parents seem to be alarmed for the safety, purity and innocence of young minds
threatened, they insist, by "filth," "smut," "dirt," "garbage," found in books. Among
other quiet duties, Ireedom for Readers hds been attending the kinds of public moetlngs
where you hear this sort of thing, for g01ng on eight years. About the only changes
we have noted is that 'garbage' is out and 'blantantly offensive' is in, "Atheistic
revolutionaries,'” meaning teachers, was in for a while too. Along with rage at public
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education. "Public education,' one Arizona school board trustee pronounced, "is based
on compulsion and coercion,"

Now while all this verbalizing is a nifty demonstration of semantics in action,
it is also paralyzing. On both ends. "The limits of my language," Ludwig Wittgenstein
has written, are the limits of my world.," And the anxieties which propel some con-
servative people to narrower and narrower positions of fixed determination also act to
limit the world we share. It is not better shared with their cpposites whose extreme
liberalism seems to suggest their brains are falling out. There is nothing of thought-
ful originality in either one. Nothing to disseminate independence. Henry Steel
Commager has spent years scying it better. "A nation that discourages originality is
lef+ with minds that are urimaginative and dull, and with stunted minds, as with stunt-
ed men, no great thing can be accomplished,”

Now Freedom for Readers has been dogged in its support of due process for evalu-
ating books under fire. We do not take a position on the contents of a book. We defend
and encourage pelicies for handling complaints. When we were new and self-conscious,
we called this "effective pfbcedures for evaluation.'" Hmmm. We meant well. We meant
‘due process.' 'Most ominous," said Commager, Yis the erosion of due process of law,
perhaps the noblest concept in the long history of law and one so important that it can
be equated with civilization, tor it is the very synonym for justice.'" (To be trans-
fixed for a moment in history, he wrote this in 1970).

As Freedom for Readers learned early on, holding to a moderate, objective position
in support of '"freedom to access of information" is a little like riding a rail. It's
more uncomfortable than it logks, and nobody gives you any credit for staying upright.
Wwe didn't expect to be there. In the halycon year of 1967, when FFR was founded, cen-
soring actior in Arizona was an casily identified action. It was against a book. As
simple as that. Someone tries to get a book removed--usually from an English course,
or the school library, or Social Studies. The first successful try by one group of
approximately 25 persons diminished the reading choices of 28,000 students in the
Yhoenix Union High School District. ’

As almost QVc“yoné knows by now, the book was MAJOR AMERICAN POETS, the 'objection-
al' poem, "i sing of olaf" by ¢.e. cumnings. What got lost in the caterwauling then,
as many, many ti s since, was the faft that  the b was not the textbook. It was one
o) more than 200 volumes keyed to that area of study, which provided ample alternates
in reading for the student or parent vhose convictions should be respected.

fme patron at the district school board pubiic meeting said, "I hedar 4 lot of talk
about a poem, 1 think the big question is that a group of people don't like something
and because thev don't like it, they want to make sure nobody else has it,"

Accordine to the verbatim transcript, the {first response to this statement was in
part, "Do we set poison before ‘hildren? . . . Do we give them icepicks to play with?
. . . Is that censorship or restraint . . .!" and so on.

There was more to come. On the Elementary level between 1969-71, FFR was alerted
when  CTEY DIRECTIONS IN ENGLISH came under fire in Tucson, Mesa, Chandler, Roosevelt
District in Phoenix. MIXED BAG, an anthology for high school reading in the Arcadia
High School, Scottsdale, was removed from purchase at the school bookstore. As a
prudent preventative, LOVE STORY also vanished from the shelves. Along with Plato's
REPUMLIC. The ubiquitous CATCHER IN THE RYE may be one of the all time great targets
for censorship. It has now slipped from second place on the LAL annual survey of ten
most censored books. All during the decade of the '60's, CATCHER ranked either first
or second in the lineup, which is some sort of record, especially when you realize that
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Holden Caulfield could now be about forty six years old.

Between 1970-74, Freedom for Readers was apprised of such brushfires on the book-
shelf, in the central to southern part of the state, as smouldered in LORD OF THE
FLIES, BRAVE NEW WORLD and TO KILL A MOCKINGBIRD. In the north it was DOYN THESE MEAN
STREETS that made the newspapers along with formal .objections to NIGUER AND TIHE LEARNING
TREE., MANCHILD IN THE PROMISED LAND flared in Yuma. THE ME NOBODY KNOWS--CHIL.DREN'S
VOICES FROM THE GHETTO in Chandler. There v.ere more as this issue of AEB amply demon-
strates, -

And there was a phenomenon. Censoring action expanded., From an attack on a
single book it filtered through education policy to state legislation. Where it was
not successtully challenged, fcar of books has been vented through mandate--the P'ree
Enterprise legislation in 1971 for example. You will remember it requires every student
to take betore graduating a semester.course in the "essentials and benefits of the
free enterprise system," an innocous sounding phrase for yet ancther study of capitalism
in economics courses--this one both compulsory and of ultra-conservative tilt. Its
mitigating virtue, as seen by the bill's author, Rep. James Skelly, is that "a youngster
i1l have some foundation to stand on when he does come up against professors that are
collectivists or Socialists,"

In pursuit of its purpose, Freedom for Readers never expected to have to deal
with extremism at close range. We expected to practice a genteel advocacy of "access
to knowledge." But when the days of our vears are marked by uncertainty--as the last
days of the 20th century are--it makes a fair climate for extremism, and even faircer
zame for harangue. Down with! Up with! Off with! In periods of uncertainty, the
Middle is pulled in both directions.

Dr. Ralph Ellison gave a good deal of thoughtful attention to the syndrome and
the sul.ject. Dean of the School of Library Science at the University of Denver, he
co-authored a book entitled, THE AMERICAN RIGHT WING in which it is said, "In terms
«f fundamental matter of economics and politics, there are :ew ditferences between the
moderate conservatives and the extremists . . . but one does not find in the publica-
tions ot the Right Wing temperate, dispassionate, objective, and schiolarly discussion
ol issues. And for that reason the radicals of the Right (as well as of the Left) do -
not represent a positive, constructive force in our society. Nomethe less, they are
“ereg with a definite point ot view, and § ey have a right to speak . . . And they
sionldn't be labeled either,” 'x?-l

On the theory that a point of view can be tonic, FFR circulated around the state
rccently. We listened to a selection of you, including librarians. We said, "Five
sears have gone by, How do vou feel about things today?" Here are some of your answers:

"It you are honest with parents and can tell them why vou made a particular book
choree, you will usually find they will go along with that choice."

"Written rationales ror books have been very, very Ssuccessful, Just the act of
writing one clarifies the teacher's choice. Tests it well."

"Last summer I did a research paper on Censorship in Education and I was sort of
stunned. I thought, "It's always been wich us. Learning is linked to Thou $halt Not.,"

"In some ways censorship has shifted here. It has emerged as peer group pressure,
Ours is a school where the ethnic count changed radically two years ago., The censor-
ship has become pressure by peers to influence, discourage and suppress class partici-

pation or volunteered information by 'one of Us.' 'Us' is usually a minority group.
Q
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Education is put down. Rejected. You've got to remember, though, teaching here,
that lots of these kids work 40 hours a week and sit through class glassy-eyed. No
wonder. One student of mine works from 10:00 p.m. to 6:00 a.m. and then comes to
school at 8:00,"

"Teachers should use some common sense in choosing books, and allow for alternate
chouices,”

"1 am more aware than I have ever been of the luxury of the freedom to teach, of
the freedom to choose supporting literature.'" (A brief encounter developed here. Three
of ue were sitting in a taculty lounge when another teacher came in, paused at the
ceffee urn, styvrofoam cup in hand, and then said, '"What do you mean 'luxury of freedom'?
That sounds like 'license' to me.'

"No way,' said the first man. ''No way. I mean I took it for granted once that I
could defend my choice of books and that 1 would be understood. Like that. No hassle.
But no more. Now my freedom to tedch rescs on our policies for handling complaints
and on darned good cormunications between the board, the administrators and us."

The coffee drinker stirred in some Creamora. He tasted. Added sugar. Tasted.
"ell," he said, "I don't think 'luxury of freedom' is the wisest way of saying what-
ever it was you were trying to say," He went to the far end of the lounge and sat down.)

"I just couldn't believe that after four years of teaching this class in Black
Literature, someone would suddenly object to it. Would demand a book be removed from
the school. 1It's not required reading; this book is among 60 available to the class
and 1 cho<e the hook after a whole summer of reading and sending for booklists and
ceeing what other schools used. And then suddenly my judgments are discounted. Shoved
aside. Yobody heard what 1 said. Nooo, the school does not have any policies for
tandling complaints. We've never had any complaints."

“You know it's there,” said the librarian, "Yecu know it could happen to you. And
you hope it won't.  But it it does, 1t's not unexpected," Pause. "It's always a
possibility in the back of your mind - -back there where Scott Fitzgerald said it was
'alvays three a.m,'"

"A parent colled me about an excerpt from HUCKLEBERRY FINN in an anthology we 're
using. At tirst I thought she meant it was ‘immature' tor high school, But that wasn't
it. 1t was lHuck she was worried about. 'He sets a bad example,' she said.”

"ie must use cood management techniques to bring understanding to the source of
objections, For this, it is important that the teachers are intormed, that titey know
s to use their procedures; for it is important understanding is present hefore the
Jtuation 1s blown up and disterted,”

"we teachers should not assume that teacher choices are universally blameless,
or the best, They may not be."

"Policy procedures work today. Tomorrow maybe not. At any time, the problem could
move w0 fast it would envelop us. We really don't know. Right now our procedures are

1

Wworkin..
In a period that swings between 'shovelling smoke' and crying havoc, Free%om for
Readers got off to a curious start. We developed a service and then found we ad to
develop the constituency to use it, for one of the first demonstrations of censorship
rise« from nistrust of meanings followed by their manipulation. A frustrated Abraham
Lincoln once fumed about a news story, “That is not what I said or meant. There is a

great difference, $ir, between a horse chestnut and a chestnut horse!"
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There is the same difference between We Know What's Best for You and Due Process.
People involved in book learning have become very wary of such words as 'Freedom' and
'Rights.' Whose freedom? Whose rights? Those of the concerned sexist, or the concern-
ed parenc, or creationist or patron, or possibly even a student. And by what standard
--double or single? (Censors love double standards. It's so reassuring to be among
the precious few who know what's right for the less fortunate majority.) A single
standard for free access to knowledge is precisely the point ot I'recedom f{or Readers.
Unlike those associations which properly represent the professional interests of ed-
ucators and librarians, FFR represents a common interest. We do this independently.
Neither educators or librarians are eligible to sit on our policy making board, an
exclusion that tends to quash any suspicion of conflict of interest.

As an endangered specie in good -tanding, we invite other endangered species to
let us know how it is. How it goes. As ''storm-trackers'" we are interested in 'breadth
of inquiry' for all of us.

SHOPTALK

During the 1972-1973 school year, a group of parents calling themselves Parents
on Watch (POW) attacked both books and non-print medidused in the APEX
English elective program in the Flagstaff public schools. The two leaders
were Mrs. Nancy Burnett and Mrs. Rosemary Shafer. Below are Jjust a few of
their comments: ''The tape slides are un-American, ' Mrs. Burnette said.
'‘Any tape slide that says American is a nation of leechés and that the
bill of rights failed is un-American.' She is referring to a tape slide
used in the Minority Voice class by Buffy Ste. Marie called 'My Country
'Tis of Thy pPeople, You're Dying.'}
Mrs. Shafer says the tape slidew are very close to sensitivity training.
‘Where does any of this stop?' she asked.
'We can nitpick but the whole crux of the thing is APEX itself, TIt's
failing under their (the school «dministration's) own supervision. ' -
'The permissiveness and all--they bring it in and give it respect. It
15 condoned aid it leaves the student confused frustrated and misguided
Mrs. Shafer said.
Mrs. Burnett said the home, -chool and church have all let down. 'We ag
parent . are not without blame. But courses like APEX make 1t even worse.
why not teach them English?' .
S're. Burnett stresses that she 1s not just 'all of a sudden getting mad
«t the scuool system.  1hils has been going on tor 13 years. There can be
no compremise now. 1f we allow one dirty word, we're just opening a big
Paindora's box, !
‘Have them teach English, not APEX. There is no wdy we can control this
varbage, ' she said,
The parent groups also voice objections to attempts hy the scheool district
to make the English classes more interesting, such as with the use of APEX.
'Even if English is boring, so what? That is part of the yrowing process, '
Mrs. Burnett siid. 'Boredom makes you enjoy it when things are really
tnteresting.  There 1s nothing wrong with being bored. '" (FLAGSTAFF SUN,
February 19, 1973, p. 1-2)

]
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I WISH I'D HAD THE (UTS,
Lee Barclay
For a year, last year, I was a librarian at a very nice Phoenix junior high.
wien 1 lert in June, [ lert in a f1t ot passion, dismay and frustration.

Oh, I was wolcome back, all right, even signed the contract, would Have made
close to ten thou.

sut I couldgjt ¢o back--a realization which dawned on me a tew weeks after school
vacation started and as 1 was making plans with a couple of eighth grade team teach-
ers about injecting a hot-shot creative writling sedquence into their team--taught by
ne.

I couldn't o back because 1 didn't have the yuts.

And T' not Lhu onlv one o Joosn't have the cuts. Neither do many of my ex-
colleagues. They 're still there--living with the realization. Not just 1in the dis-
trict where [ worked, 1n most Arizona districts.

Here's what I mean: [ took all mv new-bouoks pudget at the beginning of the
vear and bought some 500 paperbacks with it. The Library was already well stocked
ith somethine like 1i, 000 hard-backs--an awful let ot 1t written in the fifties--
smothered in 11tties' moralitv. You know, super Naucy Drev-type characrers who were
always revarded for good wvork, clean thinking, admirable motives, and qualities like
that. Not trat L'm against cleanliness, understand, but the real world that this
ex-librarian has been exposed to just isn't that wav. Ask any coach, from Little
Lea<uc on up, and he'll tell you, nice .uys tinish last. So, I'm saying it would be
nice to nave -torics where heroes exi.t in a real world, face real contlicts, and
cither come out on top, or on the bottom, vhichever--hut vith a little reality,
pleaso.  And [ 'm oot even a liberal.

The paprrbacks vere mostly chosen by one of the ewzhth grade teachers who's
Leon teaching Lit 1or ten or fifteen years and our head librarian, a nifty little
lady Ho's heen a lyorarian since Dewey, or so it seems --she knows everything--name
a1 author and e 1l name the books, name a subject area and she'll name ten titles
chich Comer botl a1cia.  Sot only does she know the books, she knous the kids, and
CLir arent.. Ant thore'ooeheeanb o the paranta,

So, she and the uy picked out great stufi at the wholesalers and everything 1
chose, she shoal ber head at and waved it off. Now, I had only ifnom this lady {for
a couple veekrs when e vere buying these books, so I didn't rar.e a tuss. 1 picked
ot all tie «codies, wou know, I'M REALLY DRAGGED, BUT NOTHING «FTu U DOWN, MY ;
DARLINC . *fy (A'mIURGER, things kids would read, and ohe waved Lhem ott.

4

.

he wne o vhat she was, doing, right?

well, she surely did.

Lhecause one of
ratives compiled tr
HOOK .

» books we picked was about the Marines in il Factual nar-
the records and personal observations, Loo ed Tike a pood

It was checked maybe ten times over the semester and the guys seemed to like
it. They wereén't readfng it word- for-word, but they were getting into pieces nt
G‘r'-and besides, it probably looked good, image-wise, to be carrying a warlnns bhook

ERIC

-45- I




around.

"Mr., Barclay, can you meet with the principal at 8:05 tomorrow, in his office?"
ll\res.ll

That next day, Barclay is introduced to Studei.i's Mother. Her sixth grade son
has found the word, "bastard" in the book, and she is here at school now to protect
her child, and apparently all other children at that school, from such abusive lan-
suage. The word was used in a chapter heading, "The Bastards Killed My Buddy," a
quote. And yes, Good Mother, it is reasonable to expect that a Marine might use lan-
guage of that sort, and ro, Good Mother (Oh, Guts, where are you?) this book shouldn't
be on our library's shelf where it can corrupt other children.

With my declaration of agreement with Good Mother, the principal resumes breath-
inz. It was touch-and-go there for a while, because he frankly didn't know if the
Librarian was goiny to make an issue out of this, or not,

No guts,

No guts to tell her that the most she should request was that we don't let her
<on see bhooks like that.

No guts to tell her that the major problems her sen oftered iris third, fourth,
a.d t1fth grade teachers was his dirty language. Now, I didn't say abusive, I said
dirty.

There 1s a difference, I think., Abusive 1s directed toward someone--an agres-
_s1ve act. Dirtv language is just obscene. And maybe that's why his principal hadn't
ever called Cood ‘other for the past three years. Was he going to repeat dirty words?

RY
S0, no tuss. The book comes oft the shelf,

0 tuss, deed! Every book that every Librarian takes off the shelf 1s a vic-
tory tor the bad cuve--the Fascists (look up the meanin, that's the right usage)
vho will make all onr decisrons for us,

Betore the Good Mother incident, there was the Hip-Sixth-(rade-Readers incident,
less controntative, but just a9 «1.nificant,

o oo oot the bright, voracious reading sixth graders, tocl to the new paperbacks
like mont eys to bananas. They, wirls mostly, raced througihh DINKY HOCKER SHOOTS

> SMACK, THE OUTS IDEPS, DURANGO STREFT, EDGAR ATLEN aud TUNED OUT, and wanted to get

semethin, a little more miture., So they propesed that our library have a restricted
shelt on uhich would be available some of the paperbacks that kids in the rirst
couple vears ot hich sctool vere reading--MR, AND MRS, 150 JO JOVES, A SEPARATE PEACE,
LORD OF TuFE FLTES, and [ NEVER PROMISED YOU A ROSE CARDEN.

he,

vood rdea, [ thoug
Propo.ed that to the principal.
e almoot (expletive deleted),

"We could never get that past the Board, Hell, we can't ¢ven buy TIME or HEWS-
WEEK for our libraries because our parents think those are too explicit.”

If the district won't buy TIME or NEWSWEEK for its libraries, that kinda says it.
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So, with that realization, you can understand why the bright sixth grade kids
then came to the library and spent their time writing their own movie scripts. (They
filmed a tew in Super-8 before the year was over).

Wait. Don't tell me that with over 10,000 books in my library, I couldn't put
them on to something good. That's not the point. Yes, we have the Newbery winmers
and a lot ot really great stutf. What I'm talking about here is the desire of kids
to get into contemporary problems, settings, and language--people, events, and words’
strung together the way they confront them. 1 '

.
.

One more example, and 1'll let you go.

3 -

Getting together with the eighth-grade team teachers at .the énd of school one
night, over steaks, in half the pair's elegant apartment, I had turned them on to
my teaching a creative writing sequence for them. Sure, they were turned on. They
got out of teaching something, I hear you say. No, they weren't like that.

What we were voing to do was start with a group from their sixty, perhaps their
brightest, and encourage them in the art of observation, listening, and perhaps a
little respect for words, and their power. In short, what was a seemingly non-struc-
tured writing class. They could write about what they knew.about. Things they may
have known, but dicn't know they knew. You know,

. l 4
But wait.

How can you teach kids to express themselves, to be candid, '"honest," and then
tell them that their passion about a point of view or a character or an event will
not be tolerated? That their quotes must be modified? How do you tell them that
they can pour themselves into what they might say, but they can't use words like ‘
damn, hell, bastard, and the kind of language the ex-president apparently used?

liow do vou tell them that since the librarian ducked the battle of '"bastard,"”
he sure as the dickens isn't going to defend their right of expression?

I lost the battle of censorship at my school by not even fighting it. By letting
the principal off the hook in a parental confrontation., And by not going to the Board
and campaigning for a shelf tor contemporary issues-oriented literature.

I lost the battle because it seemed to be what the others were doing. I visited
other junior high libraries in the county and found them teemiung with Pippi Long-
stockings and Mancy Drews, but little or nothing by Hentoft or Zindell, Many of
those librarians verc shocked at what I had on my shelves. (Maybe some of you are,
too). I even visited one of the best high school paperback book reading classes in
the area, and even there, I didn't see the number of books dealing with contemporary
issues that [ expected to find.

With such widespread timidity, it's easy to rationalize one's own failure to
tfizht. Except.

Fxcept that this is supposed to be a free country.

Except that education is supposed to free the mind.

Except that reading about something doesn't mean that the reader {or the libra-
rian) condones it. I've even heard of language so graphic that it dissuades the

reader from an experience.

@ Except that reading about something is supposed to substitute for the reader,
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"himself, having to do it. Such as re-inventing the wheel,

Except that reading the transcribed experience of others does not necessarily
corrupt the mind of the reader.

What are we afraid ot? n
Reading books? .
Funny‘fthat doesn't sound dangerous. ' N :

CENSORSHIP IN PENNSYLVANIA - - - - Edward R, Fagan, Pennsylvania State University

The freedom of teachers to choose amd students co read in Pennsylvania is average:
Average in Pennsylvania means that censors' reasons for censorship fit the eight ‘catd-
gories for "suspect' literature Ken Donelson identified in the Feb. 1974 ENGLISH JOURNAL,
His categories were (1) sex, (2) politics, (3) war and peace, (4) religion, (5) sociolo-
gy and race, (6) language, (7) drugs, and (8) inappropriate adolescent behavior. Over-}
laps obviously occur in Donelson's taxonomy, &nd,in Pennsylvania at least,one verified'
qualification of the taxonomy is that rural areas tend to be more concerned about moral
and religious issues, urban areas about political, ethmic, and educational issues.

Without naming specific towns and cities, a recent example uf rural concerns was the
smdll-town banning of INHERIT THE WIND which was to be presented as the Senior Play. The
town minister pointed out that "evolution hadn't been proved yet, so students' minds
shouldn't be corrupted by exposure to that theory,'" The vicar's viewpoint was upheld, so

the School Board banned the play. In the same town, ''Happenings'as a form for teachinu .
art and creative writing was considered a "dangerous frill'" and the teacher who used
"Happenings' was not awarded a contract for the following year. .

Representing. the urban scene was the January 1974 imbroglio over uses of THE CATCHER
IN THE RYE. Censors maintained the book lacked any redeemable educatiomal value; the lang-
uare, particularly, was considered too offensive for English classrooms. Fortunately, the
Board of Education in that city was well ahead of the censors (they should have been conx
siderin, the publication date of CATCHER) and the motion to have the hook banned was un-
arimously deteated by the Board. Language, too, was the big issue in another city's cen-
worship sroup winich wanted not only to ban INNER CITY MOTHER GOOSE, but to tire the teach-.
er vho taught it along with her methods course instructor at the University! These ef-
forts were defeated and [NNER CITY MOTHER GOOSE is still turning those city kids on,

Conmon to all the censors in these cases was that none hdd icad the entire publica-
tion in question. More impoptant, none telt it necessary to read the entire work, Their
reasons vent somethine like rhis, '"Parts of books partially corrupt; entire books en-
tirely corrupt.” This phenomenon was noted by Elizabeth Gates Whaley in the May 1974
ENGLISH JUOURNAL, Discussing her trauma with MANCHILD IN THE PROMISED LAND and tiw censors
who attarked the book, Mrs. Whaley noted an increasingly common and vicious phenomena
which has lately crept into censorship cases, the shield., The -urfaces of censors' shields
bear book-burninyg slogans, "dirty language,' "bad literature," "i1mmoral for adolescents,"
but hehind the shields, the real reason tor censorship (as noted by Mrs. Whaley and '
others) 1s thar "some teacher up there is teaching all year about niggers (in a nine-
werk, administration-approved mini-course on Black Literature),"

Racial, religions, and ethnic biases are hehind too many censorship shields. With
the U,S,01fice ot Education moving into Ethnic Heritage Studies, with the NCTE's con-
corn for racism and hias i1 ethnic literature and with growving mandates to deal with
ethnic literdture in the schools, Pennsylvania and all other states might do well to
anticipate the racist motives behind some attempts to curtail the freedom of teachers
to choose and students to read about the new ways for expressing ideas whose time
has come.

ERIC 48

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:




& -

CENSORSHIP IN THE CLASSROOM--CENSURE, SELECTION, OR BOTH?
Ruth Stein, Univefsity of Minnesota

Are elementary classroom teachers m&re conscious of censorship, what with the
spate of newspaper and journal ar®icles én the subject? How do instructors cope with
the problem when confronted with it? What forms do such confrontations take, especial-
ly in the area of language arts? Does censorship affect English instruction? And
what do teachers consider censorship in the first place? !

In response to such querics, a f{ifth-grade teacher in Los Angeles sent in three
sen.rate rating sheets issued by the California 5tate Department of Education Curric-
ulum Frameworks and Instructional Materials Selection Unit for evaluating language
arts materials, including dicticnaries, audio-visual aids, texts, guides, and any-
thing else used to support the curriculum. She was not especially concerncd about
the usual points for consideration in rating such material, but, rather the part
titled "Legal Analysis.' This referred to compliance with new sections of the
Califo-nia Education Code. tHere, according to legal provisions, content requirements
can not reflect adversely upon persons because of their race, color, creed, national
origin, ancestry, scx, or occupation., Also, no sectarian or denomination doctrine or
propaganda contrary to the law is allowed. The material must contribute to the
accurate portrayal of various subjects and problems.

The teacher, who sat on an evaluating comnittee, listened to approximately sixty-
five publishers of language arts materials, She felt that not one of them met all of.
the requirements in the "Legal Analysis." She writes, ". . . And, let's face it. Am

I realL ualified, as a classroom teacher, to give an adequate legal analysis”"
Yy 4 ’ 5 y

What is of greater interest than her legitimate concern, is that she saw this
attempt at rating teachinyg materials as some kind ol censorcship. Does censorship
include examination and selection of teaching materials? Evidentlv one teacher
thinks it does.

[f we glance through various dictionaries for enlighteument, we come up vith
similar detfinitions, regardless ot publichers. These include the ideas of cenworship
as being: 1) the act of censoriny 2) the office or power of a censor 3) th- time
during which a censor holds otfice. So what 1s a censor?? Ameng the entries for the
word ave: 1) an official who examines a multitude of material for the purvese of

Suppressing parts deemed objectionable 2) one who acts as an overseer ot cals,
manner« and conduct ) a faultfinder and an adverse critic, Claritication or con-
fusion??

'

Which definition would apply in the following in,-ance.! Parents of some students
in an elementary school in St. Cloud, Minnesota,complained about a teacher's using
the books of Marguerite Henry. In her horse stories, the stable boys were depicted
as being black, which was tound objectionable. Also, her ALBUM OF 'ORSES as singled
out as precenting 4 negdative image ol the Native American, Some ol the (lassroom
teachers and a librarian communicated their views to thie author. She requested her
publisher to use more appropriate art work in her books, and to change the otfending
illustrations. Meanwhile, nothing has been done of ficially and the.bovks are still
being userd as hetfore,. ) '

i
H

In the Minneapnlis schoeol system censorsnip is conside »d a threat to the student's
right to learn. In order to insure a fair hearing when allegedly offensive material
is condemned, a Students Right to Icarn Committee was set up., It handles ofticial
complaints about any of .he materials used in the schools. According to Jane Strebel,
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Consultant in Library Services with the Minneapolis Board of Education, the Committee
has handled no complaints from parents of elementary school children; wSen these

have occurred, they have been taken care of by the school themselves.
from elementary school personnel include the following books:

omplaints

January, 1972 Harvey, TEXAS RANCERS. Random House, 1957. School principals and
librarians were advised of its offensive qualities, i.e. racist
statements about Native Americans and use of superlative language
concerning the glories of the Texas Rangers. The book was not re
moved as such, but was taken off the open shelves, making it virtu-
ally inaccessible. It was not recommended for casual use.

November, 1972 Jones, FROM COINS TO KINGS. Harper, 1966. A teacher complained
about the use of imagery and values in this book of poetry, with
white being good and black representing the bad and the frightening.
The Committee defended the book and it was retained,

0'Donnell, JANET AND MARK. Harper, 1966, This reader was removed
from the Learning Materials List because of stereotyping of Native
Americans

Ousley, AROUND THE CORNER, Harper, 1966. This book was accused of
stereotyping black and white. ©No action was taken.

April, 1973 Neuberger, LEWIS AND CLARK EXPEDITION, Random House, 1951, Although
h1gh ochool teachers complained about the book because of its treat-
ment of Native Americans, it was decided the book could be used in
the elementary schools, The Commjttee recommended removing it from
the open stacks in the school library and reserving it for teacher
reterence, to be used with discretion. The Committee further recom-
mended an evaluation of all titles in the T.andmark Series. )

May, 197 Miller, FIRST PLAYS FOR CHILDREN, Plays. N.D, Because ot outdated
concepts, 1t was sugeested that this collection be replaced with more
recent material,

The followin, incident demon-trates one effort in handling a potential problem
in t'e clerentary school itseli, thereby avoiding expected adverse criticism, A
c1xth grade teacher who male daily oral reading an intepral part of her language
Arts program was quite talen witht Johm Neuteld's FREDDY'S BOOK (Random House, 1973).
the discussed the plot--the situations Ireddy gets into because of his curiosity
about a tour-lettertword--and recormended that her class read it. The children
seemed e tant and a tew sugpested that she read 1t aloud to the entire class. The
teacher propared the youngsters in advance by discussing different kinds of words
for sex, includin: the one that provoked freddy. She presented the option to those
Jhe would oo way teel un%r’\urtahlv, or those whose parents would object of
leaving the room while the stgry 'vas read. Two pupils chosc not to hear the story,
but no fus- was made over thelir reactions, The teacher told the class that if their
parents wanted to, they could also read the story ter themselves so they would
- orstand what was going on and not get any “"wrong' ideas. She urged the youngsters
not to discuas the reading ot the story with others, in case (@oy got any misimpres-
cion-. Lt became a class "secret,' Much discussion arcse asga result of hearing
fhe tory, and the teache. trred to answer all questions honestly regarding sex and
languaze. She feels her c¢lass had a valuable language lesson, as well as being
smitten with the book, despite, or because of the hush-hush atmosphere surrounding
the experience.
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Did the air .1 conspiracy heighten any learning? And what happened when the
Msecret" leaked out to other boys and girls in the school? 1In the long run does
this avoid problems or does it bring on attempts at censorship? The teacher did
involve the parents. Perhaps this kind of "public relations' is one answer.

in St. Paul, the other one of the Twin Cities, several incidents have occurred,
pinpointing the need for botn a hook selection policy and procedures for handling
complaints. These would remove scme of the defensive burdens from the classroom
teacher. 1In a St. Paul neighborhood where Chicanos make up a significant proportion
of the school population, representatives [or the Migrant Tutorial Council complained
about the presence of Marie Hall Ets' BAD BOY, GOOD BOY (Crowell). It was felt that
+h .t book gave an untrue picture of Mexican-Americans. The book was removed to the
back shelves. Teachers were told to read any books carefully before reading them out
loud ¢r recommending them to children. Although LAD BOY, GOOD BOY is still in the
library, it is rot in the stacks and no longer used by classroom teachers. When a
judgment is made, it will be removed altogether or placed back, Of the teachers
discussing the subjecc, most felt this was a matter of re-evaluation and not censor-
ship per se. Newer and better books are available and should be recad in preference
to the one under question,

An experienced older teacher working in a Model City school tells of protests
made by Model City personnel because she told the story of LITTLE BLACK SAMBO. ier
black students kept bringing their copies to class for story-telling. “he did tell
it to them, omitting the word, "black.,' She simply ignored the complaints, which
also included her reading Garth Williams' RABBITS' WEDDING (llarper). Nothing came
out of the complaints. The teacher did not feel threatened and carried on in her
classroom as before, using her own judgment as to what she should or should not read
or tell in the confines of her classroom.

A sixth-grade teacher in the same school did not fare <o well. For the class
play to be presented to the school, she used a4 version ot EPIMONADES., After the
play was presented, she and the school officials were inundated with criticism tor
tastelessness and a lack of sensitivity. Both the teacher and the school were held
responsible tor 1ts presentation. Apparently the communications between teacher,
parents, and the otfice were nil, so that few adults were aware of the dramatic
plans of the sixth grade.

Adele Mystuen, tifth grade teacher in a St. Paul elementary schoel, has become
increasingly conscious of school matedial susceptible to re-evaluation and to cencor-
ship for a varrety of reasons. She is concerned about the cttect ot this on her
teaching ot language arts. She relates the following incidents to itllustrate her
point:

Nystuen read Barbara Rinkoft's MEMBER OF THE GALG to one of her classes, The
book contains certain expletives as part of the boys' conversations. Because read-
1ng these words out loud would make her feel ill at ease, Nystuen omitted them vith-
out making any reterence to her omissions, When she read the book at o later time
to a different class, with the same deletions, she told tne children she had lett
out certain words bhecause they made her teel nncomtortable,  The book was made
avartible tor =ilent +vzading when she finished,

Language 1s one sensitive area. Treatment of minority sgroups, however accurdate,
also give . classroom teacher . pause,  Hystuen nses the Scott Foreoman readim, series,
which presents an unfair portrayal ot the Native American in quite a number of stories.
In ot . true story ("A Strange New Trail," VENTURFES, Marion E. tiridley) an Indian boy
is rebellious while attending a white school. He tinally decides to contorm by
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cutting his hair and wearing revular shoes and all ends happily. After veading this
sto:y, the class discussed whiether the boy was right to abandon his culture and what
the attitudes of the whitc people should have been.

In another story, "Remember the Good Things" by Leeuw, in the Scott Foresman
VISTAS, a pivnecer itamily divcusse s the at-ocitiles committed by Indians and why the
pioneers had to be wary of the Red Men. Aafter reading the story, folloving the usual
procedures, the class surmised Liow the story might have been different it it had
been written rrum the point of view of the Native American.

Sometimes it is yuite ¢lear that what occurs in the classroom is the daily task
of selection, considering the individual pupils and their respective needs. For
instance, Nystcun describes the use of a kit gontaining several plays rfor oral read-
ing practice. One play ("A Question of Loyalty," PLAYS FOR READING, Educaticnal
Progress Corp.) has a Puerto Rican boy with a Spanish accent who is teased by some’
of his fellow players on tlie baseball team. Although all ends well, with the boy
accepted as a wood player in spite of his accent, Nysteun did not use this play, She
had 1n ter ¢lass a boy with a Spanish accent, and she felt it might be an uncomfortable
-itwation ror him and other' students. The teacher simply chese cther plays for the
AR purpos e,

Corfhln boouks cliosen as free reading have the main characters engaging in
activities which seem morally and ethicallv questionable. HARRIET, THE SPY (Fitzhugh,
farper, 1964) and FROM TIE MIXED-UP P'ILES OF MRS, BASIL E. FRANKWEILER (Konigsburg,
Antheneun) are tuvo examples, Nysteun does not discourage the reading of these books.
Tn fact, e bt suggest them and therd discuss them with the students after they

ave tinished tne stories, 'vsteun asks pointed question:, e.g. "Would you like
farrict :or a :riend?” or 'Do you think Claudia and Jamie should have hidden in the
musean '’ The se help the children evaluate the value systems presented in the books
they are reacin v ich nieght have some dubious standards of behavior,

Une St. ~aul elementary school decreases the possibility of "incidents"” by
frnrting the purchiase ol booas ce ©ovae with less than twoe-hundred page L
Lo er than that are wimply not cnderel) resardless of subhject or merit, Selection

o1 ocensor apoor o what )

:
s Lo 34 R A LM <Y OY -
e LO0KS

Boevdu s o some or the ncrdent  described above, as well ao exposure to their
collvnuec elaevhere, St. Paul teachers are aware ot pitfalls which can atfect the
atur phete o el they teach, b they teach, and hiov they choose to teach.

seactrr st aL e voreed ettt about pressures on them, especidally 1o the tields of

Yool v oand 1 uage arts, in the tice of more realistic hooks being published for

sour o, ter o et topie and in the Language used, With increased sensitivity re-
iredin reaierem, race, ethnic, and religrons relitions, more and more school mate-
1al s d te aappert the curriceulun and for leisure tine are being scrutinized,

o teadins el acoountable jor vhatever occurs o the (lansreoom,  Tedachers don't

nd t v resnen-sibriity, They doowant guidance in teing prepared in advance,
copec1ally those on the elenwentary school level,

Betore any outraged complaints oif per nel or parents became an issue, and in
tee ot tooa relt need, the St, Paul Peard of Education convened a Materials Select-
porotelicy Ganmrttee, The supetintendancy requested tiie Cammittee to produce policy
ctatenents on the aibhjects of materials chosen for use n the schooles and procedures
ror o dlin complaints gcame t o udh steriale, Orther concerns included the question

coacadeare areedon, coolection processes, torms of censorship, internal censorship,
and "leisure-time' waterials n the <chools contrasted vith those supporting the
curriculum,  The Comnittee included elementary school teachers and humanities and
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Fnglisnh supervisor-. The document proposed for adoption is ten pages long. Except
tor two appendicen containing the "School Library Bill of Rights for School Library
Media Center Program’ and the "Library Bill of Rights," the words, "censor" and
rcensorship” do rot appear. The members of the Committee feel that adoption will
bring about a relaxed atmosphere in the classroom where teachers, administrators,
pupils and parente will cocperate 1 oan open oive-and-take environment which can
ornly lead to better teaching and imprdyed learning. What do you think?

THE CENSOR

Tie Censor sits

W

MaTooo LT T . o T LRI L0S

. . N e g PR B . T o y 5 ¢
Prom t o booe HE MASON W ILLTAMS READING ATIRER, Gopyrisht 1964, 1965, 1960

19447 amd Tynd, cublished by Donbleday & Comnany, inc,
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A CASE FOR CENSORSHIP
Thomas J. Blee, Citizens ror Decency through Law, Inc., Cleveland, Chio

At the very outset, let us not shrink from a forthright admission as to what is
beiny, prupounded--and opposed--in this series of articles., The issue is censorship
and nuthing 1s to be gained by pretending that we are discussing something else. It
1s virtudally de rigueur for those who favor censorship of obscenity to draw back from
the label, just as it is necessary for those who oppose censorship to admonish that
they do not thereby espouse obscenity.

It is possible to grant both parties their pretensions without affecting the
discussion, so long as we agree on the battleground.

And we arn met on the battleground of obscenity.

The position of Citizens for Decency through Law is a simple one, and from a
lesal standpoint, an impregnable one. Since its founding some seventeen years ago,
CDI. has espoused the entorcement of existing laws against obgcenity.

“othing less, nothing more.

To appreciate that position requires a brief summary of the legal history of
obscenity lesislation. To begin, it is a fact that the distribution and sale of
obscene materials have never been legal in this country, Add to that the fact that
tiere are no laws, nor have there cver been any laws, which proscribe an individual's
ri.ht to read. The net result of these two legal facts is that there is no censor-
siiip of one's right to read anythins which he may be able to procure. There are, on
the other hand, penalties for those who produce and distribute obscenity for profit.
While one may arzue that the end result 1s the same (and it is not), there is never-
theless a vast difference in both the intent of the law and the cffect of the law.
The obscenity laws are concerned with conduct, not with tree speech. And the focus
i~ not upon the reader, but upon the panderer.

X

Thas distinction between "conduct' on “he one hand and speech'" on the other is,
ol course, a nice one, The courts have hau many occasions to grapple with the two
concepts, both inside and outside ot the area of obscenity. TFor example, the Supreme
Court has ruled that a man who wore a jacket emblazoned with a patch which read
"I'--- the drait"” wa< engaging in a protected form of communication, i.e. speech.
Theretore, even thoust the jacket was worn in a public place and was plainly offensive
to nenbers of the general public, his "action" was speech which was protected by the
First Amendment. In another context, the same Court found that a broadcast from a
loud-spealer at 3:00 A.M, was "conduct" which could be proscribed and penalized by
the state without ottending the First Amendment. (me can harmonize these results by
Sucgesting (as did the Court) that the public could avert ite eyes trom the of fensive
jacwet, whereas 1t is ditfficult to avert oae's ears. This Joes little to ditferen-
tiate between speech and conduct, however, and that is a kev dividing line which
ar.uatlv separates the protected trom the less protected torms ot communication.

Even tre argument that the public may avert its eves from obscenity has broken
dom an the wake of the tlood o1 pornography which has overtaken the country. Charles

McCabe, whose San Prancisco column "The FearTess Spectator” has veqularly assailed

those who ad.ocate control ot pornosraphy, has recently complained that, a« he walks

down srcadiay 1o an Prandci .o, he is subjected to repeated assaults on his attention

bv hdrkers tor topless and bottomless joints. McCabe tinds this to he "intrusive

and ortensive.”  And well he minht, since the prevalence of ohscenity an all of its -
~-y4-
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attendant forms has made it impossible for the public to "avert its eyes' without
closing them altorether.

To many, it will come as a surprise to learn that obscenity as such (that is,
obscenity for its own sake, unconnected with legitimate political protest) is not
protected by the First Amendment . This is so despite the fact that obscenity nearly
always emerges as some Lorm ol printed material or {ilmed material, and that both of
these forms ot communication arguably fall within the ''press' whose freedom is guar-
anteed by the First Amendment. Those who would take an absolutist view of the First
Amendment make this argument with grzat fervor. The language of the amendment 1is
absolute. they say, and that should be the end of the matter. The same argument
ce~r.1d, and no doubt should be made on behalf of the >Ten Commandments. But neither
reading accords with 1eality.

Somewhat in the spirit of the devil quoting Scripture, the words of John Milton
are offered in support of the necessity for censorship laws and tor a non-absolutist
reading of the First Amendment:

License they mean when they cry liberty;

For ano loves that, rust first be wise and good.

John Milton, Sconnet XII

M1lton does no more than recognize that liberty changes to license in the hands
of those who use it for seltrish rurposes. Thomas Mann expressed the same thought
only slightly differently when te wrote: "The apostles of liberty seek only license.
No one would deny that the hizhest aspiration of man is to reach that stage of devel-~
opment where he is totally self-controlled and self-governed. The law 1tself could
have no higher purpose than to extinguish the need tor law.

11

This thought was given one of its earliest practical tests by the New Epgland-
born leader of the Putney Corporation of Perfectionists, John Humphrey Noyes. Short-
ly before his arrest on charges of adultery in 1847, Noyes wrote in the PERFECTIONIST
paper:

In a holy community, there is no more reason why sexual intercouxse should

he restrained by law than why eating and drinking should be--and there is as

little reason for shame in the one case as in the other. (Stewart H. Holbrook,

DREAMER> OF THE AMERICAN DREAM, NY: Doubleday. 1957, p. 3)

0f course, e was right. In the perfect community, there is no need for law of
any kind, man-made or God-made.

A perfect community is a perfectly appropriate place for an absolutist First
Amendment. Absolutely no laws could be made or enforced against freedom of speech
or press (or conduct for that matter) simply because there would be no need for
such laws. We are, however, a nation of laws because laws permit imparfect people
to function in an imperfect world. 1In the context of obscenity, were it not tor the
fact that there are people who procure youny girls, pay them tor permitting themsclves
to be sodomized, and then sell these photographs and films for profit--were it not
tor the existence of these people the subject of obscenity and censorship would not
artse. The same is true of all laws, whether zoverning public morality or merely
permissible human conduct, insofar as those terms arec distinguishable.

An sgbsolutist view of the First Amendment realistically pives free rein to
counterfeiters, defamers, slanderers, bribers, perjurers, copyright violators, and
people who would yell "rire" in a crowded theater merely to observe the panic. Those
who accept these exceptions, or any of them, must necessarily agree that the abso-
lutis- argument is 1napplicable in the case of obscenity as well, or else be guilty
of.hoidinyg an incongruous view which could only be described as "'selective absolutism,"
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The reason why obscenity (and other forms of objectionable communications) has
unvaryingly been denied the protection of the First Amendment is rooted in the early
English common law, and in the perceived intent of the framers of the Constitution
in proposing the amendment., The rational purpose of an amendment which guarantees
freedom of press and of speech 1s to permit the free flow of ideas between the people
of the nation, thereby guaranteeing that strength which is best forged in the fire
or well informed and well argued ditferences of opinion and philosophy, 1In placing
obscenity beyond and outside of the protection of that amendment, the Supreme Court
has consistently held that obscenity is not an idea, and even if it could be so
construed, it is not such an idea as deserves the protection of a Constitution ded-
icated to the dignity of man.

Thus we are full circle. The First Amendment guarantees speech, but that pro-
tection does not extend to the point where speech becomes non-permissible conduct,
and that determination is made on the basis of whether the harm threatened by that
conduct overbalances the ideal of free speech, which in final turn is based on a
judsnient as to whether the speech/conduct can conceivably contribute anything toward
hiuman enlightenment.

Those who are distarbed by the application of so many tests and balances to such
a plainly worded statment as "Congress shall make no law. ., .abridging the freedom of
speech, or of the press'" are reminded that the United States Supreme Court has sat
tor nearly 200 years to interpret this and other language of the Constitution in the
livht of a changiny society with ciranging needs, thereby giving a continuing vitality
to the principles embodied in that remarkable document.

Perhaps it has been unnecessary to spend the major portion of this article in
defense of the mere premise that censorship is permissible in our democratic socinty,
both legally and realistically, However one can hardly engage in meaningful dis-
course until prejudice and superstition are laid to rest--and it is regrettably true
that the mere charge of "censorship" is akin to shouting firc in a crowded theater
(to repeat Justice Marshall's famous analogy). The public reaction is uncritical,
and highly satisfactory to the shouter, and it produces the same reaction every time
whether there's a fire in the theater or not.

The real issue then, 1s wheiher censorship is preferable to wide-open obscen-
1ty. Ve are at the tront lines now. Those who oppose enforcement of obscenity
laws on this level are for obscenity. Those who urge enforcement of obscenity laws
are against ohbweenity. Citirens. for Decency through Law is for enforcement of ex-
1tin. obscenity laws,

That bein, so, it can only be that sincere proponents of unfettered obscenity
(that is, those who oppose pornography control and yet have no financial interest
in narieting obscenity) have based their case on the premise that the average man
15 1ncapable of ditterentiating between art and obscenity, and so we are tar better
ottt wit’. some obscenitty than with no art. The avgument can be a persuasive one,
especially it one 1s grouped wath that strata of persons who are considered suf-
"iciently cultured to appreciate art, and who fear any lower-strata meddling in
tiis preserce. This case, owever, must necessarily weaken and even disappear when
widenter. the realuw of hard-core pernography. Obscenity is not art by any defini-
t1on,

Nevertheless as the two draw closer to the dividing line, it becomes inevitably
truer toat absolate weparation hecomes progressively more ditticult. But why this
drorculty sonld proce aniedrinle rordensome in this area of human existence and
1ot an ot'iers 1 a question that must he raised. The lewal line between murder and

justitianle homecade is simply the 1ntent of the killer. And the discernment of
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ti1+ intent i- entrusted to an ewalitarian panel of jurors who have not seen the

cr1 e, do not fnow the participants, and have no traininz 1n psychology. How is 1t

' at we can entrust these twelve people with the task ot drawing the line between
wwurder and non-murder, but deny them the capacity to draw the line between art and
ohscenity when all the elements of the matter are directly before them? In truth,
+ us shares the human capacities of Justice Potter Stewart, who admitted that,
C1le e could not detine pornoyraphy, ne hnew it wien he »aw it. While that won't
do a~ a lepal test, 1t aptly describes the test which humanity has always applied
to cmestions of right and wrong, morality versus irmorality, normal versus deviant.
It i. only when we attempt to roduce that knowledue to words that we begin to doubt
our abilities (or rather, the abilities of others) to judye that which must neces-
sarily be judaerd 1n the lixat of human experience. Few would have a problem in i-
dentityins a sack or warbage. Yet any definition of garbage would be legally as-

L] o g . ems LI : 3 ' 1 s e "
wdilable, -~mce one man': lemon rind ic another man's "twist,

e Ad 0

TLegal semantics
fiive not eliminated our capacity to secparate sarbage from edibles on a practical

. lerel- no more su should they be used to treeze us into immobility in 4ny other con-
toxt where judement must be used in place of mechanistic selectivn.

The irgument 1or ditferentiating between art and “‘trash" is made eloquently by
valter ¥srne in his article, "Democracy, Censorship and the Arts.”

One wio undertakes to defend censorship in the name of the arts is obliged

to acknovled.e that he has not exhausted his -ubject wiien he has completed
toat deiense.  What is missing is a defense of obscenity. What is missing

is a derense of the sbscenity employed by the .reatest of our poets--Aris-
tophbanes and Chaucer, Shatespeare and Suift--hecause it is impossible to be-
lieve, t at what trey did is indefensible. . .

. . .oreat poctry, even when it i5 obscene is of interest ondy to a tew--
these wh o read 1t primarily for what is beyond its obscenity, that towards
Sl obscenit. points, sut when obscenity is employed as 1t is today, merely
i 4R eliort te capture an audience or to shock without elev .ting, or in the
ctiort tu sot leose idiesvneratic "welis' doiny their own things, or to bring
' dowry the comstitutional order, it is not justified, tor a1t lacks th'.e wround on
Saeh to claim exenption trom tie law.  The modern advocates of obscenity do
not seer to be aware of this consequence of their advocacy. They have ob-
literated the distinction tetween art and trash, and 1 so deing they have
deprived themselves ot the srou~d on wnich they mi ht protest the law,
(alter Beris, "Democracy, (snsorsinp and the Arts,” orieinally published in
CENGOPS T OAND FPEEDOM OF ENVPRERS [0, (ambier, Oaio: rublic Aifairs Conference
(enter, 1971, and reprinted in LHERE DO YOU DAL TUE LIVE!, edited v Dr.
“ietor . Cline, prowo, Utah: bricham Youns U Press, 197%, pp. *i=743)

Lo, 1t 15 apjarent that e distinction not onls can be made, Tut it must be
rwele, o1 o1to1.oan true inodrt a-o 1t is 1n cotnd, ¢ that Greshan's law will 1nex-
oranly voerate to pernrl L debvaned to drive out Uhe alucd,

[he ar, wwent £or censorship as the only alternative to the devasing of onr art

v, and ndeed ot onr entire society, s best presented e Ircivre Kristol in hiis

¢ av, "lhe Case tor [iberal Censorsiinp,”

[t wvou loor oat the pistory ol Arericar or Enslish literature, there 15 precious
{1 e vl cap point to das 1 consequence of the consorship thoar pre.ailed

thyorn, oabt most oob that history, Uery tew worke o' literature--ot real liter-

.

(v L eTiL, 1 oTean--eter were cuppoesseds a d ot ose th.at were vere not osup-

prescd o e, o lor re Toantrced, now that cens ot ip oot e vritten

cord . o all intents and purposes ceased in tais conntey, that batberto sup-
e el or repro<sed nmasterpieces are ylaodn. e maret, Yoo, We Can uow
Fead Jamre o oTLT and b MAROUTS DE DADE, Or, to bhe more esdct, we cdin news

O
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openly purchase them, since many people were able to read tham even though
they were publicly banned, which is as it should be under a liberal censorship.
So how much have-literature and the arts gained from the fact that we can

all now buy them over the counter, that, indeed we are all now encouraged to
buy them over the counter? They have not gained much that I can See,

(Irving Kristol, "The Case for Liberal Censorship," originally published in

the NEW YORK TIMES, March 28, 1971 and reprinted in WHEKE DO YOU DRAW THE

LINE?, edited by Dr. Victor B, Cline, Provo, Utah: Brigham Young U Press, 1974,
P. 54)

Kristol then goes on to lay to rest one of the most popular shibboleths raised
by the opponents of censorship:
Just one last point which I dare not leave untouched. If we start censoring
pornography or obscenity, shall we not inevitably end up censoring political
opinion? A lot of people seem to think this would be the case--which only
shows the power of doctrinaire thinking over reality. We had censorship of
pornography and obscenity for 150 years, until almost yesterday, and I am not
aware that freedom of opinion in this country was in any way diminished as a
consequence of this fact, Fortunately for those of us who are liberal, freedom
is not divieible. 1If it were, the case for liberalism would be indistinguish-

able trum the case for anarchy; and they are two very different thinags.
(Kristol, p. 53)

They are indeed. As different as liberty and license. As different as ob-
scenity and art.

The reader is invited to make his informed choice.

SHOPTALK

"Teen-agers know a lot today, Not just things out of a textbook, but about

living. 7They know their parents aren't superhuman, they know that justice
docsn't always win out, and that sometimes the bad guys win. , Writers

needn 't be raid that they will shock their teen-age audience,

\ But give
them ~omethin, to hang onto,

Show that some people don't sell out, and
thrat everyovie can 't be bought. Do 1t realistically, Earn respect by

civing 1t." (Susan Hinton, "Teen-Agers Are for Real," NEW YORK TIMES BOOK
REVIEW, August 27, 1967, p. 29)

Non-tunny as most censorship episodes are, occasionally I stumble upon an incident
which is so ludicrous that the mo-t serious-minded teacher might be amused,
One wuch ncudent 15 told by Frederic R. Hartz (""Obscenity, Censorship,
and Youth," CLFARING HOUSE, October 1961, pp. 99-101). Hartz notes that the
“ituation in censorship may have improved, and "we scldom read currently,
a2t any rate, ot the Brooklyn <uperintendent of schools, or member of the
board ot education, who was stirred to the depths of his soul by tire recita-
tion in our public schools of such an immoral poem as longfellow's TIE
BULLDING OF THE SHIP. His objection was based upen the fact that the ship

wis plctures as leaping 'into the ocean's arms,' and that Longfellow went
on to say:

How beautiful she 1s)! How fair

She lies within those arms, that press
Her form with mdany a soft care-«

01 tenderness and watchtul care!
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CENSORSHIEP, SkalsM AND RACISH

fohin 1. fean, University of Wisconzin, ladison

Mhvershode says 'eome ont''ohere," thought Alice, as she walked slowl. after the
roc M i s orter d o mout S0 ctore inoall o Tite--never!" jewis Careoll,

AT TS ADVENTERES £XDERCROUND, NY: Dover, 1965, p. 79

r1 tue wntroduction to the INTELLECIUAL PREEDOM MARUAL Che American LLibrary Asso-
ciativn Jdofines intetlectual frecdon as 'the vight of any person to belicve whatever
he wints on an, subject, and to cipress his heliels or ideas 1 whatever way he thinks
apn_opriite.  ihe freedon to express one's oolicts or ideas, through any mode of
¢ oy U, becones virtuall, meaniagless when dccussibilit, to such expression is
doaivd o otier persons.'  (Anerican Librar: Association, Ottice for Intcllectual

rood oy, U ELLECTUAL FREEDOM MANUAL, Chicago: AlA, 197+, p. viii)

{1 san aatonio, le<as, o Chicano high schoo] student when asked whether he had

woor rcen panlshed for speaking Spanish it school replies ". . . they took a stick
(T .10 ou wnt £0obe 1 Anerican, vou have pot toospeak English." (Rubén
s lazar, tro "W Stranger in one's and' in Edward Simeen ed. PATN AND PROMISE: THE

CECANO EODAY, Y AL, L7, p. 16

»

't 1. . contention thit the principles of intellectual freedon ind the principle
of pro otiae moa-di-crivinitor  waterials for children arev on a collision course.
e ire on this course beciuse beth positions are valumie to most of us; we find

our e lve o+ Culht with interaal conflicts beciuse there is vilue in both positions.

b \fv 0 Ehy . course because the mapor advocates and proroters of cach fail to
Py il Lo corjor posttions ot the other side. The advocates nf intellectual free-
f Coatt e aoand Ba Lo« who clna that the material is biased. Those who claim

vCorrel Lurrentt oavailooole s doserit inators don't ween to he at all concerned about
rranciples ol inb Tlecturl frecdor.  Hence the advocates of 1atellectual freedom find
tior o lves us-11g tortucus logic to support intellectual frecdom. And those who are
S0 ut hiserpoinatic a soec reowdn to osaerifice all that has been gatned in
C ot tse wnal treodon to et rad o atoriats that they find inappropriate to their
pree colltreion oo cann e inevitible beciuse the mijor professional

+
H .

v e and soverneoe stal bodie < seer to he talling over themselves producing

300 1o 1 coarlictimg directives withoa thelr various comrittees, councils, and regu-

bt v die .

ol ire we oving ordercd dhoul Hul we are dDelnd driven/into m advanced
L te ot ¢ nrtuston buoour atto pt, Lo be responsive tooour stugdnts, our profession,
Uhe « wrunet ened the 1oL bture whadh vopresent them. ihe tegislatures are adept-
ine cEitute o oand the partvent s o publie instruction are Jdeveloping administrative
Codee . Lot Cdll upen . toodo things now that e oal ost contradictory. We are to
Cporid rces e Leocnrrent, halmaod collection ol vooke, basic reference materials,
tests, poriodicils, oad onlio-visual maters 11+ which depict 1n accurate and unstased
o5 the cultur il arversit. oand oluralistic soture of Anerican societv, vet all
o tnde mtor tls are Biascd an sooe ves hecurse 1l acople=-authors, publishecrs,

Lo r ==ty conncious and uncenscion, hit,es,

fhe comv it nng, strocturcs, and vilues of cducition do not spontanceusly appear;
Uin . u-t develop biistorve sl trom posl prictice s, beliets, rituils, and creeds,
certops the L titeace .ot r e, pud hing cducition 1a ditrerent directioms: perhips
the are com oon Lo ot opeonle and converge. Lomolines the conventions and the values
Lhetie lves seer 1ocotsi steat or v conflict. The riyht to read, Lo explore, to find
Gv ' owa 1dentit,, toosoarch tor truth oay now be o contlict with several other

3
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values that toachers have cspoused (at least abstractly, if not in practice). Argu- )
sonts for into llectuil frecdom, for teachers and for students, are seemingly in con-
tiict with arguments for community control of education. Arguments for allowing
teachers and students to study the wavs of the world are pLtted against the expressed
desires of parents to protect their children from the harsh realities of life. At
one dnd the sare time, sdvocites of non-discrimination state that too many materials
tor corldren and teenagers are too optimistic, tuo biascd toward white male domination,
while others suugpest that the same material is un-Christian, un-American, .and Commu-
nistic,

Soae teachers are quietly reassessing materials, removing those that they feel
ITe 1nappropriate ; other teachers are fighting to continue to use materials which
others find offvnsive. Most teachers are caught supporting two conflicting views.
lhev want te orovide miterials that do not discriminate, and they want the right to
feach what is real.  Thevy want to support children's rights, teacher's rights, "
pirent's rights, corrmnity rights, and people's rights, Unforiunately, our imperfect
understanding of these rights Suggests that they arce in conflict--conflicts which
the advociatys of each scerm to ignore and for which no comfortaeble solutions for the
teacher 5 om orossible at this time.

lhere 15 o coaflict betucen the of* stated recermendations on censorship that
'‘vach English depirtrent should expect its members to prepare rationales for any
>0k Bo e it L oanv clan9,' (ren Donelson, "Censorship in the 1970's: Some Wavs
to tandle It When ot Comes /ind [t Will/," ENGLISH JOURNAL, February 1974, p. 50.)
1d recormendations on nrovision of literatuie that "teachers must provide each
student with a5 nin, different works as possible, . . . must encourdge the student
to respond Lo is many werks as possible.™  (Alan C. Purves, HOW PORCHIPINES MARE LOVE:
NOLES Uil A RES2ONSE CENLERED CURRICULUM, L:xington, Miss.: Xerux Publishing, 1972,
11 e }71

1

Even the major organizations seem to be offering conflicting advice. The NEA
in one parphlet for parents urges them to "Back up your local schoo% when books are
rejected that are not rood enough--cven if they are the best available.'" (National
Eoucation Association, 10. I'\IR ARE YOUR CHILDREN'S TEATBOOLS, Washington, D.C.: NEA,
P43, oo 5y hrec parivraphs later the pamphlet states: "[{ vour state or local
scael s stent s Ltexthook Laws that hamper the freedom ~f sclection committees and
Sublishners alike, work in vour cocunit toward zetiung these restrictive procedures
cdioarated, "

v\ ocomsattee of the Americ i iibrary Assoclation recently complicated the 1esue
DY oprepesine and onrotulyating o staitement regarding evaluation of children's hooks
that portorce  would require us all to become censors. They stated two positive goals
for libriartes, a0 to provide informition on the entire spuectrum of b 1 knowledge,
waperience, nd cpinton imd by to iatroeduce children to those titles wirch will enable
them to develop with 1 {ree spirit, :n inquiring mind, and .an ever-widening knowledge
of the cultures in which they live. But they also mide 1+ case for censorship by '
SCiting:  "We cannot erise the pa8st, and indeed it would be a disservice to the child
ta du ~o=--to pretend that diserimination, prejudice, and msinformation never existed,
Hut when it is not clear from the context that the book hclongs to a past cri, when
ttoapparertly tosters for the present day concepts which are new decmed to he false
v odograding, then, despite the title's prestige, the librarian should question the
vilidit of its continued inclusion in the 1ibrar, collectron."  (American {ibrar
Voovctatien, Children's Service Division, "Proposed Statement About Re-evaluition of
Children's Sooks" cited 1n James A Harvey's "Acting for Children' ISSUES IN CHILD=-
REN'S BO0F SECECTION, NY: jowker, 1973, p. 63, 1t <hould be noted that Mr. Narvey
el Ciking cxception to the propoced policy, not defendiag it




As a teacher T oam sometimes confused about my own responses to censorship in .
the schoouls. | tiud 1t casier to talk about censorship in libraries or in schools
other than my own. [ support community participation in e¢ducational decision making,

even community contreol of education, and believe that the people who pay my salary
have some sav 1n what L am to do to earn my pay. Yet, I also support the right of
children and adults to explore the world of materials in whichever direction they want
to go. Ln essence, | support the freedom to read- and to view; yet, [ recognize that
whit one reads or views effects how one wicws the world, that children's perceptions
of their own identity, their futures can and are in some senses controlled, in fact
&irped,b what they read.  lhus for students uder my contrel, am I justified in
censoring what they have access to?

= The Civil Rights Act of 1964 and Title IX of the Education Amendments of 1972 are
imnortant tools to eliminate discriminatory practices in education. State legislatures
should encourage, even demand that schools provide materials which reflect, respect,
and pronwote raicial identity, diversity, and respect for different groups. But what
it oy students want to read LLITLE BIACK SAMBO? Who has the right or responsibility
to Jecide tnat LITTLE BLACK SAMBO, or DOWNN THESE MEAN STREETS, or MANCHILD IN THE
PROMISED TAND will or will not te available to read. If only to point up that all
miterials have biras, every type of instructional material has been analyzed. These
antl ses ave snowan that spelling books, math books, language arts books, reading
teats, suclal studies texts, fairytales, Mother Goose, and many, many pieces of lit-
¢riture ar. raclst, sexist, or nationalistic in the extreme.

<

[n 1 SCHOOL LIBRARY JOURNAL article, one author argued for editing the classics
“"to rerove soctal sterectvpes as to reduce ethnocentricity. . . because of their age
1. vy acceptance and popularity.'" (Mavis Wormley Davis, "Black Images in Children's
l.itvrature: Revised Editions Needed," ISSUES IN CHILDREN'S BOOK SELECTION, p. 74.

A feminist critie argued that PIPPT LONGSTOCKING should be revised so that children
all over the world might not be deprived "of one of their most rewarding reading
expertences.  The Pippr books would be just as funny, just as 'inspiring,' without
their racist and sexist aspects.' (Kik Reeder, "Pippi Longstocking--Feminist or Anti-
Peminist," INTERRACIAL BOURS FOR CHILDREN, 1974, p. 12) In West Virginia, community
members are shooting people and bombing schools to get selections from the works of
Dick Gregory, Eldridge Cleaver, Cwendolyn Brooks, Malcolm ¥, and Allen Giusberg re-
moved from schiools.  (COUNCLL-GRAMS, National Conncii of Teachers of English, Novem-
ber 1974, p. 6)

Under pressure from all sides, some teachers-have clected to censor materials in
classrooms. They have tried to hide this censorsfip under the guise of "evaluating,"
4 cuphemism that should perhaps merit an award fr#&m the National Council of Teachers
of English' Conmittee on Public Double Speak.

WHAT CAN BE DONE? .

Une partial solution to the dilemmas of censorship versis freedom to read and
learn is to separate the type of books that are used 1n classrooms. Perhaps we can
"re-evaluate' textbooks, but not trade books.

o can add many titles to the collectivus of trade books 1n schools that will
provide an opportunity for children to explore diversity in the United States and
tre world. However, two things need to be carefully worked out. What is a textbook
and what is a trade book? Textbooks fit the category of conspicuous consumption.

In other words, they become obsolete, and are changed frequently because of physical
wear and tear Lf for no other reason. They need to be updated regularly to include
what the best current scholarship suggests.
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A textbook under most circumstances is not the unique vision of an author, al-
though the author may feel that it is. It is rather the collected wisdom of a variety
of people, reviewed for accuracy whether it be linguistic, historic, scientific, or
music, by a variety of experts. Yet it is known that experts disagree also; not all
literary critics, nor indeed all linguistics will agree about what ought to be in the
English books. And when a variety of critics point out that the literature anthology
used as a text does not contain a balanced collection reflecting the diversity of
cultural or personal values in the country, such criticism needs to be taken to heart
and thé selections re-examined accordingly.

Among trade books which we provide, I would argue for the widest possible diver-
sity in points of view. But tthat do we mean by diversity? It seems self-evident that
we are ready to accept diversity on very limited terms. In Wisconsin, the regulatory
codes call for collections which depict "in an accurate and unbiased way the cultural
diversity and pluralistic nature of American society." (PI 8.01 121.02 SCHOOL DIS-
TRICT STANDARDS, Department of Public Instruction 2 j., September 17, 1974.) This,
of course, says nothing about the nationalism which might be presupposed in such a
material. There are many who argue that there should not be diversity, if diversity
implies differeny ways to view the world. There are, by their views, only absolute

"values, and anything that questipns those values is not to be read or viewed in the

Q
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schools. It would seem for example, that there is no way that Na*ive Americar values
could be presented in Kanawna County, West Virginia, particularly with regard to
religious values because, these values are labeled other than Christian. [t would
seem equally difficult to provide materials which support sex equality, because again,
this position has only tenuous support in much fundamentalist-interpretation ot Chris-
tianity. "

'We are willing to say that there should be material by and about Chicanos, Puerto
Ricans, Native Americans, Blacks and Asian peoples. We are willing to read or explore
the culture’ and the literature of these peoples. But we are not apparently willing
to explore alternative life styles in other directions. [ doubt very much whether the
Wisconsin legislature meant to encourage homosexual literature for example. I doubt
whether they would be happy with biographies that portrayed the founders of this cour-
try with the honesty that scholars can bring to this practice. Nor do .thev reall: .
care to have students read and discuss the discourse of either modern radical writers
or so called "vulgar" or "obscene' writers--writers that use the vernacular to express
the realism of what they talk about. We, as teachers, must make judgments »hout what
is really vulgar or obscene. Comstock once said, "Satan adopts devices to capture our
youth and securc the ruin of immortal souls. . . of this cinss, the ilove storv and
cheap work of fiction captivate fancy and pervert taste. Thev defraud the future mm
or woman by captivating and enslaving the young imagination. The wild fancies and
exaggerations of the unreal in the story supplant aspirations for that which enables
and exalts." (Anthony Comstock, TRAPS FOR THE YOUNG, Cambridge, Mass.: Harvard U
Press, 1967, p. 10) Today a librarian says, '". . . racist materials are simplv an-
other form of pornography. They are anti~-human . . . I object to the library stock-
ing materials that say bigotry is just another point of view.'" (Dorothv Broderich,
"Censorship Re-evaluated,' in ISSUES IN CHILDREN'S BOOK SETECTION, p. 66)

The Office for lntellectual Freedom of the American labrary Association rem.uds
us that censors are generally motivated by material which conflicts with their own
family values, political views, religion, or minority rights. (American library
Association, Office for Intellectual Freedom, INTELLECTUAL FREEDOM MANUAL, Chicapo,
ATA 1974, Part 4, pp. 21-22) Sexism and raci-m in instruction:!] miterials cin oin-
volve all of these. There is,as of now, no apparent rationale that .llows for an.
compromise between the views. T often tend to look for simple solutions to complex

problems. One that appeals to me in this case was duscribed by Patricia Finlev:
5
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PWo might be better off with us wide a selection of books as possible and perhaps a
a1gn over the collection proclaiming, 'Danger Here!' Tdeas, experiences, ways of
chinking d doing that may differ from yours. Not all of these buoks are equally
good " in literarw, artistic, political, scientific, or moral value. You be the
judie --but, please, judge only for vourself.," (Patricia Finley, "Advocating Child-
Fen ', Riohts, ' NEJSSTET (MR ON PNIE! LECTUAL FREEDOM, September 1974, p. 129)

But honks are 1n the school and classroom libraries because we put them there
and we do make judgments. “'hen we pick out a story to read to kindergarten children
or we Jdrive fifty rmiles to get fifty books for a month from the county library for
childrea to be eacrsed 1n, since there is no library in our school, or we trust the
Ju tgment of the Newbery List o “he Covncil on Interracial Books for Children, we
must mike a decision knowing th.t perceptions of what we should be exposing children
to wili differ among the Cree, the Arapaho, the Miccosukee, bﬂg}Navajo. They have
the right to choose what they will read and what their children will read at times.
[t would take a Solomoi to decide when the community's majority has the right to
determine acceptibility of school materials. There will seldom be a clear cut,
un b iguous decision as to whdt‘kinds of ~ensorship (whether by self, professional
societies, govermments, communities, or pressure groups) we can agree to.

ntellestual freedom is not a concept that we all share in the same way. Justice
potter Stewart said, "Censorship reflects soci2ty's lack of confidence in itself. It
i the hillmirk of an authoritarian regime. . .'" (American Library Association, Office ¥
tor Lntellectuil Freedom, INTELLECXEéﬁ FREEDOM M\UAL, p. vii) Even the Frecedom to
Reaa Poundation picks its cases carefully and eannot fight censorship on all fronts
(f all times, Perhaps thit's o mogdel we should keep in mind as we struggle with our

own censarship decisions.

CENSORSHIP IN INDIANA - - - -Richard Blough, Emmerich Manual High School, [ndianapolis
J’ Censorship fires are burnin. 1n school board meetings and administrative offices
i Indiana. Recently, several communities battled against certain literzture antholo-
vies tor their use of damn, hell, and "questionable biblical references.' Elsewhere,an
administrator banned HUCKLEBERRY FINN and TO KILL A MOCKINGBIRD, It has become commcn-
pldce in some comumities for -ome fundamentalist ministers and church members to voice
objection to curse words in literature and thus threaten a "preacher” boycott on radio,
n front of the school or schocl board mectings if these works are not withdrawn from
classroom use. Anothe:i common retort is that "I don't want my tax dollars going for that
kind ot trash," School boards have too often neglected to develop policies to handle
complaints and have caterod to single or collective hostile attacks on books.

Apparent peace and tranquility prevail on the tiring line in the English classes
tor tiree reasons. English teachers have prepared forms for critics (usimy THE STUDENTS '
RICGHT TO REBAD complaint sheets), and the length and character of the torm may have chal-
lenged the imagination and intent of the complainant. Second, teachers are willing to
substitute another book tor an objectionable one. If the parent objects to INVISIBLE
MAN. TOM SAWYER, TOMMY, WHEN THE LEGENDS DIE, or THE CATCHER IN THE RYE, the student
simply selects another from a sugpested,rather than a required reading list. The third
cors ideration scems to be the sensible book selection by t calties. Many Hoosier schools
have phase-elective English classes and, thercfore, are accustomed to selecting texts
alter a discussion with several teachiers. Screening comnittees within departments and
schcols are preparing rationales betore agrecing upon the selection and use of certain
books., Even these steps do not prevent visits from critics, but the schools are better
preparnrd to mect them. housdler choolmen seem to think that every critic has the risht
to be heard and every school has the responsibility to meet his criticism promptly and
professionally,
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1OW TO STACK FIREWOOD 3¢, TEACHERS AND BdOKS AREN'T BURNED BY CENSORS

Sharon Crowley, Northern Arizona Uuiversity
George Redman, Benedict College, Columbia, South Carolina

' "[t's nobody's business in New York, Chicago, ot Bismarck,' said the parent who
caused a bockburning in Noch Dakota in 1974. One of the students in my humanities
course thought it concerned him, however, and became so involved that he handed me
the "reaction paper" cited below, complete with his rhetorically chosen expletives:

This newspaper article appeared in our own local tabloid, obscurely placed
on the back page. Oh how tucking true those words are. . . ‘It's later than
you think,' '

The lady states that T.V., newspapers, and radio have blown it out of pro-
portion (familiar phraseology these days), that they hadn't burned hard-back
classics, but ‘cheap paperbacks.’ I'm glad.she wasn't around when those
‘slassics' were written, lest we may not hsve them today. But she was wrong,
because she didn't burn some paperbacks,' she burned the constitution of the
United States!

'A man with a cift would not write such filth,' states another guardian of
young morals. Well there goes our hum class right out the window. Can you
imagine what upstanding citizens of Drake, N,D,, vould do to Joyce, Mailer, or
Burgess® It's the ole bullshit theory of legislating morals. The same fucking
morality that elected Richard M. Nixon.

Oh well, this happened in Drake, North Dakota. . .it doesn't affect me. It
doesn't matter, Hitler could never gain power in America.

It's later than you think. . . or how to survive in our native Rockies with
a map and an M-Lﬁ)ﬁ. . T could do more with this but ['m shaken and pissed! Ts

here anything in the article to remind us of other such book buraings’
A heated discussion followed about academic freedom and the purpose of a literature
2 humanities class. "What do we do about 1t?" remained unresolved as the discussion
c tnued 1n the halls,

FEven though I empathized because I'm 1n the same position--'we 're all 1n the
<ame boat' sort of thing--1 wondered what T was goiny to do about it I telt power-
less and unable to help the teacher in North Dakota. [ got my own house in order by
reviewin: the rationale and defense strategy for an anticipate¥ attack on my reading
list and then, not knowinyg what elsc to do, [ wrote Ken Donelsoen, an NCTE leader con-
cerned about censership. He asked me my feelings upon bcacire ot the Drake episode
I ositated as I hate to set involved shen someone leaves therr lights on in the
pe 1nw lot, but since censorship diminishes me profetsionally, 1 decided to try to
make a couple of my pedagoygical beliefs perfectly clear. )

,/

Every Enclish teacher is liable to censorship; here's why. [ write this at a
private black colleye 1n South Carolina, with the heel ot my hand sticking to the
paper. ~till faced prcfessionally-with the same censorship preblems [ had in heomidity-
free Cclorado. (here, the dean warned me 1 could expect a challenge to my u-e of
Norman Yailer's WwHY ARE WE IN VIETNAM~ He had been stopped downtown by a yood Hep-
wblican of 0 years who wanted to know why, with so many yood books to choose from,
were his teacher. requiring GET OUT OF VIET NAM! (sic) 1 had my rationale ready,
tha: i%, that Burgess' CLOCKWORK ORANGE and Mailer's WAWIVN! both featured a4 unique
use of lanjuage, centered aboul violence, were told in the tirst person, so forth.

I ther asked my coll-agues tor advise as Donelson suggested 1n the Februarv 1974
ENGLISH TOURNAL, Dr. Crowley helped clear cohvebs--"First person narration, eh”  How's
shat relecant 1 a connor He 'Ll ovav Uhanh " Al.o, don't o asaame eocanhody acvees
1t's a zood thineg to read about violence,
deten-1/e strategies,

Such outside observations help pre~think
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I can also take a hint, so I censored myself by announcing that with all the good
hooks there dare to read, dattendance, discussion and participation for Mailer would be
optional. Those who didn't want to expose themselves to the material could suggest
another book they'd always wanted to read; only those who wanted to would discuss
Maller's use or standard Engli-n to describe nature and his use of obscenity to
discuss man's blood lust.

In returnin,, to the problem of censorship, however, nct only is every English
teacher liable tu censorship, every good teacher is bound to attract attention--the
rumor ot 4 zeod tedacher spreads like an Arizona torest fire, as someone said. What
protile does a pood teacher have! 1 would define a good teacher as one who is syb-
veo stle of the status quo and who corrupts the youth in the same sense that Socrates
did,  topetully, a4 sood teccher can remain employed, and I want to suggest some Sur-
Vi.dl ~trate.ies,

e dewe lopment ot a questioning mind should be a school's mission, and fortu-
natciy, Beo bosh teacrers are not alone in this enterprise. Many articles bring
censership s wccess and rarlure to light; Mary Hepburn tells of a, successful textbook
At Lot 1s appropriate to this discussion of nurturing a questioning mind:

it ~wuld he noted that this series of textbooks, like other materials in
the 'new woclal studies,' cmphdasizes the teaching of inquiry skills from history
id soctal scrence, Inquiry involves hypothesis formation and a proot process
t.od on analvtical questions, Fenton has expressed the view that a useful,
pidependent citizen must develop skills of 1nquiry to 'sepdrate truth from
ralseivood and acuire deperdable new knowledge,'  (Mary A. Hepburn, "A Case of

{recpin Censcorshiip, teorgia Style,” PHL DELTA FAPPAN, May 1974, p. 613)
rede Lers do bave a4 Lested anterest 1n the status quo, on the other hand, will prevent
cersorstiin by oustnne Adry-as-orac orvs tormulaic materials as were the ''mon-inquiry type
Chronol wical Paosteries” adepted an o teorgia,

votrue teac oor, toen, oe tae best he or she can to create and nurture a

duestooring mradsy ttus, a0 coud teacher has to examine anything that smacks of center-
1o oo paroch talisn vhether it oc geocentric, ethnocentric, or egocentric; a good
o el dcts 1 accordance cito Mottett's paradoxical metaphor that the more one goes

outside oneseli, inowriting and in literature, the more one trees onesclti. (Janes
Mo T ettt CTEACHT L D P ERSE O DISCOURSE | Boston: Houo' ton Mifflin, 1968, p. 57)

lo sar s daother way, a person's attitudes, values, beliets, customs, witdat
all, are ru Iv “tacked, lite a pile of logs in one's mind. A new perception, tact,
or helier 1s a nev loo that someone has tried to craro 1nty one's neatly stacked log
prle, when scmeone, sy, a teacher, 1s successful in putting a new log in, or ot
extractin,, dan old by ) the pirle tumbles.  One then tranticz2lly tries to establish
order and burld a cereortable mind-set. (I stole the log pile metaphor from Dr. John
Hove «divor ot NCTE'- bwooklet, MEETING CENSORSHIP [N THE SCHOOL: A SERIES OF CASE
STUL 53 As «ovule ol thumb, one cdn tell whether a4 ¢la.s or movie was ssood or not
gy obneryins the andience behdvior atterwards--1t, on the sidewalk or 1n the hallyays,
the audience 1g bored, «allen, or wondering where to vet a pizza
nld onee, were tampered with,

[}

, no new logs, nor

A ood teacher, theretore, rattles the chains that cineh a censor's log pile;
the tebruary 1974 ExarIsH Jorpial wdenti1fied e1sht of these logs as Sex, The American
Droam, War and Peace, Reliyion, Socielogy and Race, Language, Druws, and [nappropri-
ate ddelocent Behaqtor. Al ot these rssues, with tae possible exception of sex--

Vit ottt hec s o o wonen s o= -are veally potlitical, and not moral--alt!ougl
Fothint ol Socrates' trial. Was STAPGHTERHOUSE really burned because of the four-
letter ~ords of because 1t 1s pac:fist’  remember the (haracter in the hospital bed

hoside 2111y Prlorim--the ret:red coneral--doean't Le, 11onically, represent the
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mindset of the citizens of Drake, North Dakota, and of every town without a bookstore?
Freedom to utter obscenities seems to these people to be subversive of the culture
they have built for themselves at such great hardship and cost; their tanaticism at
preserving it shows they are aware of its fragility and fallacious nature, even if
only subconsciously. Do you have to grant censors their good intentions? [ think
so--they don't consciously understand why they fear obscenity--they can’t pgrasp the
whole concept, only those words.

Free exchange of ideas is threatening; they don't want to think about racism,
just practice it; they don't want their kids to be sympathetic to ghetto kids (which
1s the effect created by a powerful book like MANCHILD--the obscenity there is per-
ipheral to Brown, but to Drake, N,D, it is a sympton ot the whole mindset, and some-
thing they can attack casily, because they don't understand the psychological threat
of the book as a whole.) That's why so many writers (Mailer is the best case in
point) choose obscenity as the metaphor fc: the Great American Dream: poverty 1is
obscene; racism, classism, sexism are obscene, yet they are all fostered by the middle-
class, who suspect this, but don't dare admit it to themselves, or the whole sucar
goes down the tubes and Archie Bunker isn't funny any more. Anyone who points to the
truth is exiled; ask Solzhenitsyn.

To teach what it is to be human, a teacher needs to be free to select materials
that will help realize the goals of a humanities class as outlined by Neil Cross of
the University of Northern Coleorado:

1. To provide aesthetic experiences to those who might otherwise never have
such experiences.

To provide tools and a critical perspeciive from which to judge such aesthe-
tic experience.

o

All teachers need the right to professional acumen in deciding how to achieve
these goals outlined above:

Unless educators of all subject areas can join togethier to beat back the
attempts to minimize the teacher's academic freedom and to undernine the process
of professional curriculum planning and textbook selection, the movement away
from professional determination is likely to snowhall. (Mary A. Hepburn, "A
Case of Creeping Censorship, Ceorgia Style," PHi DELTA KAPPAN, May 1974, p.
613)

Another survivai tovol, iu addition to thege of well-thousht out rationales and
an awareness that true tcaching will jangle, damage, and tumtle cheriched windsets,
i the open forum ot a classroom. One technique that T have used successfully is the
reaction paper. “Spin-off" benefits, such as student motivation, student teedback
ana involvement as in the above reaction paper are all peripheral to the communication
chaanel provided between teacher and student as log piles are protected, unsettled,
or re-stacked on both sides ot the desk. Not everyone .ets into a discussion and
sometimes one has a thought in the middle of the night that pertains to what happened
or failed to happen in the classroom. Informal reaction papers allow a student to
tell me where I unjustly step on toes or unwarrantedly slip through open pates and
run up and down someone's green beans, Reaction papers provide a safety valve tor
the hot air ot centrism and serve as an early warninyg radar system jor any duestion-
able or controversial arcas that a teacher, in his or her idealism, might overlook

or take for granted.

Thus, botn the illogic of some attitudes and the true stance of individuals
come out as teacher and student grope towards what it Means to be hum#n aad numans in
a world of "Parents Watch" and textbook censors. It is everybody's business to have
truthful, open classrooms. The individual teacher can first of all survive by think-
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in out and writine up rationales, maintaining an honest stdance towards his sub-
ject content and the students, and by sending case analysis of any censorship to
oo Donelson.,  Somehow, as we f.ase recently discovered, aad as Solzhenitsyn warns,
trut s teared by those who would send others to forced labor in the forests or
1nto exile tor tampering with los piles.

SHOPTALK

“itev mentioning some READER'S DICEST articles on the dangers ol pornography, Arvo Van
Alstyne devotes one tootnote to a pervasive kind of reasoning by anti-smut people.
"The quality or reasonin., exhipited by Armstrong /Dec. 1965 READER'S DICEST arti-
cle/ is well illustrated by this passage. . . ' . . . during the decade 1955-64
the rate ot torcible rape increased 37 percent. The greatest increase among those
compirtting this crime was in youths in their late teens. Paralleling the growth
ot suen crimes 1n the last decade has been the increase in salacious literature
and tesd entertaimment. ' (Emphasis in original,) Armstrong omits to mention that
durin., t e wame decade there were also ominous 'parallel' increases in sales of
tavacco products, STBLES, artichokes, skis, and postage stamps. For a similarly
valnerable line ot reasoning, see 'Editorial,' DESERET NEWS, Feb. 26, 1966."

(" Obscenity and the Inspired Constitution: A Dilemma for Mormons,' DIAIOGUE: A
TOURNAL OF MORMO'S THOUCHT ) summer, 1967, p. 78, footnote 12)

od rote these words trom "lLetters to the Editor,'" PHOENIX GAZETTE, Jan. 6, 1970,
pe A=70 ", . . The wvast majority do not want the licentiousness of such movies
and =euld pot rave to condone them. It is said the vast majority does not have
to viewy the macie, and this 1s true. However, statistics prove that rape and in-
cest cave T een o on too rampase since permitting lewd and erotic films to be shown.

Srould decent crticens b to live with terror because the warped mind of a per-
3l

ortesd alelt has heen arcused beyvond his control when viewire this type of film

“totede e the rade Tn-lish in a very conservative, upper-middle-class corsunity. 1
Ao nesor seen intormed of oy district'. policy on what words or hooks to avoid,
i not oaware o any suldelhines for handling censorship in my district. T am a-
rare Uat toolr e bheen rewoved trom our school library because of parental
coonlamts, atier towd ors Yave requested that some poetry books be removed be-

fanse U oamr ry oor 11lustrations were 'lewd. !
vt 1ant o vears 1oave taught the shortened version of the play BUTCH
R WD T Dy K D taken from SCHOLASTIC SCOPE magarine tor junior
“y . telestrs, poe oley cont1ins no ohscenities. It could easily be read in 4
o dan cnn b clae s whern pdrvnts_ﬂpard that their children wore going to study
o atory in ool the obgerted, My principal told me not to use the play,
Coar o1t o anent woralit., and that parents were complaining.  He has read the
To ard "rows 1t . arade.., Uareaed that it tan bt ‘crime doesn't pay. ' T
il od tor alav to Jr cuas romanticism, T o lost,  This shows clearly that
too et rules
ooy U CAOEAS T TO IFACHEY, Oct. 19754 pLo»)

1

ot ¢ ool fapt, 2iccand . rarris warned local schiool superintendents to 'slow
doar U on the e ol annosative programs in the scooole or the cemtrouversies that
crapt oLer them will 'rip the heart out of education,'. . .he said some inrovative
pro v tare Ioaded wre dvnamite' and because they are beiny added to the cur-
ol e cormamat Les e qust o seetbang ' (POENIN GAZETIE, Ocr, 14, 1971,p.16)
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SCENARIO OF BOOKBURNING, PART I
Bruce Severy, Fargo, North Dakota

AUTHOR'S NOTE: Contemporary novelists complain about the competition they get from
the daily newspaper. In Tacoru, Washington, a large hole opens up iu the earth and
devours everything townsfolk throw into it. Giant catfish emerge from swamps and

tour the countryside. Alligator hunting in Florida's sewers rises in respectability.
Patty Hearst sticks up a bank. Fantasy is becoming harder and harder to fabricate.
Without intending to make anyone's job more difficult, I offer the following scenario,
which I swear is true, reconstructed from meticulous notes taken during the actual
proceedings.

BACKGROUND NOTE: On the night of November 6, 1973, the school board of Drake, North
Dakota, took steps to upbraid an English teacher, who,while willing enough to teach
reading, writing, and tdlking to aimless students caught in the net of compulsory
education, steadfastly refused to play cards, golf, go to church, or join the Com-
mercial Club. Drake is a farming community of 700 souls. That night was cold enough
outside to put a lot of frost on anyone's pumpkins.

CAST OF CHARACTERS: .

THE TEACHER: A man in his twenties, a poet in his spare time. He is a refugee from
the hectic pace of Los Angeles. Realizing how isolated students in his classes
have been, and taking note of their yearly post-graduation exodus from Drake to
larger places like Minneapolis or Fargo, the teacher has assigned several prob-
lematic novels about modern American society.

DALE FUHRMAN: The superintendent of schools, a former band teacher, in his early
thirties. He looks fifty. Fuhrman's domed forehead gives him an angelic glow
in the proper light. He is known for his wingshooting on ducks and savage
ability to bluff at canasta. Fuhrman has already told the teacher off the
record to resign. Fuhrman told the teacher that everyone in Drake sald bad
things about him. Townspeople were calling the teacher "poet," "snob," 'intel-
lectual," "atheist," '"outsider," and other bad names. Fuhrman had caused the
teacher to doubt the motivation of board members in the actions they will take
tonight.

CHARLES MCCARTHY: President of the school board. A farmer by trade, McCarthy also
appears older than he is. His main interest is hunting jackrabbits.

MELVIN ALME: Board member and recently appointed head of the Drake Post Dffice.

For many years a rvral free delivery driver, Alme is the poor relation in his
family. Alme's brnthers own a prosperous automobile and farm implement business
in town. Alme go:s on real estate promotional tours to Las Vegas.

BENNY MARTIN: Board member and farmer. Benny is squat, gruff, and weatherbeaten.
He doesn't say much and is sometimes cited as an example of the virtue silence
is golden.”

SHARON SEEHAFER: Board member and married to the vice president of the local bank.
Mrs. Seehafer teaches Sunday school and is bulliec by the men on the school
board. Some wonder why she is on the board at all, but the fact is she ran
unopposed in the last election. No one else wantad the job.

LESLIE GERBEZR: Board member and farmer. Gerber alsu works for the county operating
a road maintainer. He is universally disliked in this regard for his habit of
going 40 mph with the blade set ten inches off the ground. When his prize
Angus bull was struck in the head by lightning, Leslie sank to his knees in cow
manure and prayed. Leslie has also forbidden any picture other than that of
Jesus in his farmhouse. Consequently, there are a number of highly detailed
reproductions from various angles of Him hanging up in every room.
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MRS, TEsU1L GERSER:  ‘ince it 1s legal in North Dakota for . wife to sign and use
her husband's name, e oone bis ever known Mrs, leslie Gurber by anything other
’ g
thiy that. Alwavs in white, with matching athletic socks and cpen-toed sandals
> ’ p ’

“l1e Gerber lends moral support to her husband. Mrs. Leslie Gerber called

Mrs. Lo
the toacher up prior to the meeting.  "You scumbag,' she said. "Sooner or later
LD sedh on oo !

. RPN DPCOSCHERER:  Citizen of Drake, mother of Kimberly, 4 10th grader. Koreen
lives 11 town and drives ¢ tandem-axle truck, hauling grain, coal and gravel.
She tlee drives 1 s3-passenger school bus,
(14, % - IYPER:  Schwool board clerk, city council clirk, auditer, landowner, water
L. r realer--the man whe really runs Drake. Kemper is pushing 70, wears a
(a1on -nit verr reund, ind has a big, brassy church bell mounted in his front

ar’,

CALrR ALAN: Citholic priest :nd the only man in Drake to drive a lemon yellcew El
N ryf . father Axtaan preaches many sermons on the evils of birth control,
vy rtien, and talse prophets.

S0 UE CHLER ADOLPH FEYEREISEN: A cop in his sixties with ulcers and flatulence.

(otef Ve ervl-en has since been fired by the town fathers.,

(1t's nire o'clock.  Charles McCarthy calls the meeting to order and requests that
Y “uhre 1 outline the problem. The room is narrow and crowded. Like most institu-

I e

t1e .3, 1t is also overheated.)

7 MMAN:  [t.wis called to my attention as superintendent that there have been com-
~]11nt- hout 4 book in the 10th grade upstairs called SLAUGH [ERHOUSE-FIVE.
( Wi+t roreen, Mrs. Duchscherer here, well, she called me te complain about
the veowuliry in it, these four-letter words.
., pte b naER: That's right.
S oAt A0 1 talked to weveril members on the board and you know thout all that.
Fen moard merbers)  ~o Logot a copy of the hook nd took it home and read
iL ol the win Lurough, It's a good book on the artistic luevel, but some of the
Pt e 1. pretty rough. 1 think it would be A good bnok on a college leveyi.

vt hiw (HERER:  1t's full of filth, that's what it is.
o e Chat's the main thene of the book, Mrs. Fuhrman?
;o vold e, now, held it. (Bangs his gavel, a gift from last year's Vo. Ag.
11 «1t~~1 [et's hear whit #¥hreen has to say.

oL OrGr CHERER:  T'wve locked through that book pretty carcfully. My daughter, Kim-
sorl., Sriught tt to ¢ becwse she couldn't stind to read any more of it, it

CLD a0 e obscenits in it, 1 always have respect ior teachers, but I simply
Cin't sut up for 1 oman who teaches this kind of dirt to children. 1 don't want
o entdd Lo rend 1t oaad T ocave here tonight to make sure that no child in this

dhol 1w expesed teoat cither.
sveesty nid Lon read all of the book, soreen?
s, b HLoHERER: [ didn't have to,

CRSL L EsLTE GERDER:D Armen.
Ly iRR: put don't o you agree thatoa book should be 1-3d conpletety before a judgment
vl et 1t/ ihat's one of the things 1" trying to teach these kids, how

t e 1atelligent gudygaent ..

Sp O BERERS AL ,ou're Jdoing is teaching them to be foul-r:outhed.

JEACHER: 1 thiak thers "s more to the book £ that, for instince the theme dealing
with the orility of warfare. o,

Y DTORSCUTRER: why cares ahont that?

Jbatiids doople kadhiag other poople, T, huch. . .

ML DUGGCHERER: We're talking abont dirty words, and dirte words mike for dirty

'
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TEACHER: I don't think that's true. At any rate, why didn't Kim tell me she didn't
want to read this particular book? I would've let her choose another, something
more acceptable to you both,

MRS. DUCHSCHERER: 1It's gone too far already. You should've known better. I won't
stop until every last copy of that book is gotten riu of.

MRS. LESLIE GERBER: Amen, amen. Isn't that right, Leslie?

MR. GERBER: (According to my notes, his reply is unintelligible.)

MRS. DUCHSCHERER: (Red Hot) And then we should all go up to his room and search the
place for more books like this.

MCCARTHY: Yes, Tom?

BENOY: T have read the book through and I have to agree with Koreen on this. Why do
all these authors who get paid so much money have to write about all the bad
things in the world? Surely there is something enobling and uplifting to write
about,

TEACHER: Like?

BENOY: Are you being sarcastic for my sake? Have you cver read the Parables?

TEACHER: 1I've always wanted to use some of the 0ld Testament stories as examples of
great literature, but state law forbids it. ’

BENOY: There's your problem right there.

AXTMAN: If I may interrupt, I'd like to say to you, young mau, that your education
speaks ill of vour tone here tonight.

TEACHER: What?

BENOY: Let's get back to the point. I can't possibly see how students can get any-
thing out of this book.

TEACHER: Maybe when they grow up they'll refuse to fly in airplanes and drop bombs
on people.

BENOY: Did you ever hear about Vearl Harbor?

[EACHER: If it wasn't right then, it surely isn't right now, is it?

BENOY: Okay, oka.. T still don't see the value of teaching some very impressionable
young stuc - ."< te respect the usc of obscenity.

FEACHER: I think if you take the wcrds in context.

BENOY: Obscenities are obscenities.

TFACHER: The students know all thuse words anyway. That's not the focus of the book.
lLook f(pauses, gets their attention) how many people here have read the bocok
completely through? (Fuhrman and Benoy raise their hands.) Let's be reaseon-
sble and djourn the meeting until such time 8s everyone has finished the book.
Then we can get togcther and talk about the themes it presents and the use of
language in context, scene by scene. Voanegut takes time right in the book to
explain whv he uses. . .look, right here on (looks through paperback copy of
SIAUGHTERHW'SE-FIVE) Page 34, Vonnegut says.

AXTMAN: I don't want to hear it. Barnyard language, all of it,

TEACHER: Look in an, lavatory in this schnol. Look on the desk Eops. Lock 1t up in
the dictionary. '

3ENOY: Because it's there doesn't mean we have to condone it.

TEACHER: I'm not siying condone it either. ['ll grant you that certain words are
obscene spray-piinted all over the side of City Hall. But in the course of the
novel you can't say that Vonnegut is trying to do that., He' just representing
the way pcople, grant you scme people, talk in the real world out there. Why
do we have to get hung up on this one point and miss the rest of the book? The
kids aren't shocked by the language. They take them in place and get on to the
point, which lies elsewhere.

MRS. LESLIE GERGER: Yes (hissing), in the gutter. My kids aren't reading that gar-
bage either.

TEACHER: 1 just don't think this line of pursult is getting us anywhere.

AXTMAN: That's for sure.

MCCARTHY: I'm disgusted. The rest of you feel the same way? I say get rid of this

crap.

{4}
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CHORUS:  Ges, T05, Us.

\IME: 1 gant £ 5bring up this heok now, DELIVERANCE. (Me holds up o copy which some-
How -tile from ais grasp ind hits the wall.) Now. . . (in attempting to retricve
Lie beor. he falls.  Gerbers help him back to his chair, sit him in it.)

e AN nGsigurRe Tl sure s he 1V wlad you are, Mel,

et a. o bl, the sl seenc, [oguess you'd call it the big scene in the hook, 1s
L Jotiiled desceription of innaual intercourse between two men in here. 1 got it
down, 7 . . . lruridges in co1t portket, comes out with xeroxed copies of 1 paste-
un shet contiining words, Iragnents of sentences and paragraphs, arranged like
L cineom nutes i. . . [ have 1t all here for us to see in black and white.
(At pisses coples iround th board merhers.)

Lo o tould 1Tosee a copy!

Atms Jbe 2 siven't  cu cenerized 1t by now?

CCv s iad vahs from Boerd wiwers wno are huddled over coples)

DLt ER: o one wvorplained thout CViChER LN IHE RYE, which was uscd last year. (See-
Lo e no Listencrs, b radises lus voiced) Uhy don't you ask all the students

what tooo thiny !

SR orEISEs Gold 1osa v word new? L ohave to get back on duty. (No one acknowl-
oo firo. U omsplel cned this an right oftf, coming in like he did from way
ut ther. in oabifornic, bringing all those 1deas of his in with him, teaching

Lo 5o w1l e resnect Tor Ghelr pirents or nothing ¢lse. [ say you should get
door Ty [ s thiag.

Gopa Lo s T oaits oo otedlrals cornel, smiling, a private joke.)

CEACELD i 4, whircho hook areoou referring to?

PESRCEISLLT An ot thei.

EAC 'ER: toen oou nive e th titl.:?

} Tt

CEOanE e T e koL, aon't oola tricks withies. I've been around, vou know.
L oyt e s bee Lo kaow 1l raad the nook, that's all,
. : R Taat'towed L
VL 0 1k tor - iad of judsnent, thon, about i book you have never
Pl Chopak tpoeo! e rr ue tien,
I . " 3 RS 1o« tre cirrving theo il over town,
et Tiewve ot
e hoa st ot there and Took. (il d11lozue goes for a round
Foteo b, ont 1. oeroocut o sort, she chief f police has gone bhack to
dnt . teoLarthc o yan -t order o
e g RS IEAATRIR ,"..
ol torrd ot NS SECE N O AL
Y B S tr . 1 oarl 1. oovery  1'aver. sorry you are doing this.
Tt U e b v C i s tro!s when ¢oordored the books. Mr. Fuhrmin
S SO e . oo b e road the book s ind had no objections to them.
! v Vi

O S U R FEA SR S S SIS e didn't s anything to me.
Ul Uik hoert owonsud 1 approviog some dlternate books? 1'd like to have

N thy . Ter Ui rpdonts Loored,
o s o't P oue B somwone elee wants tooapprove your nooks, it's al-
v | ST b
St d ot S T S
oottt b Ao TS N N
e TR S . (e v w1t

Co et at. e ity honead wite,)

o T, B A ST R i-'t Lupposed to he: part of m job . I 'vee got hot
P bl for e v oand 0 rew b, teehiic Lo werr, ibont .
oy t! tah ],
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(McCarthy and Fuhrmin exit. Kemper makes a very brief entry in his official minutes,
rises, and exits.)
TEACHER (Looking around the empty room): Well.

HISTORICAL NOTE: On November 7, 1973, approximately 70 copies of the novels SIAUGHTER-
HOUSE-FIVE and DELIVERANCE were confiscated from students and burned in the Drake High
School furnace.

SOME COMMENTARY :

FUHRMAN: "That's the way we get rid of all our trash."

SHELDUN SUMMERS, Drake janitor: "1 work here. 1 only follow orders."

CIAYTON KEMPER: ''People think we burned hard-cover classics when all we did was get
rid of some cheap paperbacks."

MRS. DUCHSCHERER: 'What we do here in Drake ig’our business, not yours,'

SCENARIO, PART II

Over a year has passed. The ex-teacher is now living in Fargo, North Dakota.
He is working night shifts as an orderly in the emergency room of a local hospital,
a job he compares to tour guide in the twilight zone.

The ex-teacher was booted out of Drake at the end of the school year. The res-
idents of Drake had been acting like he wasn't really there for six months. Then one
dav he really wasn't. The ex-teacher and his family drove out of town in a bright
erange rented U-Haul truck. The morning was warm and clear and very pleasant after
1 lite, wet spring. M

I didn't know at the time of the bookburning that on December 7, 1973, T would
write i letter to the 3chool board requesting permission to use a short list of alter-
nite books.,

In early January 1974, Superintendent Dale Fuhrman placed an official ban on one
of those books, Ray Jradbury's FARENHEIT 451. '"That would be 4 slap in the face of
the school board. That would be like putting gasoline on a fire," he told me, coin-
ing a nhrase or two.

I didn't know at the time of the bookburning that the Minot, North Dakota,
chapter of the American Civil Liberties Union w uld become interested in the case and
offer help.

The ACLU and 1 filed a suit ageinsi the Drake School Board on .January 31, 1974,
lhe suit asks the following: 1) that the school board not forbid SLAUGHTERHOUSE-TIVE,
DELIVERANCE, or FARENHEIT 451: 2) that the school not impose sanctions of any sort
against me in connection with the three books named above; 3) that the school board
not require prior approval of any book used in any English class at Drake High School
by any qualified English teacher; 4) that the Court guarantee enforcement of the
above; and 5) that the Court award me court costs and lawyers' fees.

-

I didn't know at the time of the bookburning that I would be called in to the
superintendent's office February 1. Mr. Fuhrman offered me a good recommendation,
should I need one, in return for my resignation. If not, he said, I would be fired.
"The members of the school board can't offer you a contract for next vear and still
live in this town,'" he said.

I talked again with Mr. Fuhrman February 4. He was angry because T had reported
our last conversation to the news media. For the record, he screamed at m¢, "I was
Q aking for myself!" For the record, then.
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\ 1 didn't realize at the time of the bookburning that Bruce Henderson, the prin-
cipal of Drpke High School, would call a February 6 meeting of all teachers to deal
with "the Severy problem." The basketball coach got up and drew what looked like a
skewed zone defense on the blackboard. T was the "X" in the center. Teachers started
wilking out. At the end of the school year eight of them walked out for good.

I had no 1dea at the time of the bookburning that a group of parents, spearheaded
by a smill group of downtown businessmen, would meet with the school board quite late
on the night of March 12. The group demanded: an alternate English teacher. On March
|+ [ received a letter informing me that the school board was contemplating firing
me. The board contemplated until April 8. I got the sack. In the meantime I had
loct all but 2v of my 105 students. And how did the new English teacher cotton to
the .ituation? '"i don't even know her name," said Sharon Seehafer, board member, in
a deposition before the court.

There was no way I could have known at the time of the bookburning that the ACLU
and ! would have to go back to U.S. District Court and upcate the lawsuit with a
supplemental complaint. In addition we now ask that I be re-hired as well as receive
punitive dumages.

I believe [ was fired in retaliation for the trouble tile school board members
cansed themselves by burning books. The board did not legally have to give any rea-
Lon 1t all for letting me go, but at the time did list several. T think mentioning
then here briefly is instructive in that once again the school board's tactics clearly
reveal a fundamental inmibility to define its raison d'etre.

I was charged with tardiness to school three times in two years. (Asked if this
wis unusual or unreasonable, Sharon Sechafer replied, "No.") I was charged by the
principal with an additional tardiness to school four times. You see, teachers have
to b 1t schoel 30 minutes before school actually begins. [he stated purpose of this
1lows students to scek extri help. However, students are not 1llowed in the school
syuilding until 20 minutes hofore school begins. Catch=22. In his deposition to the
court, Mr, tuhraan estimated that sorme 107 of teachers at Drake fall into the ten-
aante gip on oany given day.

| was charged with allowing two students to sit on 1 window sill and with staring
Gt thot vers sue window Mtoo much.™ T was charged with ineffective arrangemcent of

Choarr- and bulletin hoards in my classreom.
Wi charel ! owith Mwistang' olees time t 11king about the ban of books that by
) vor 1ot per-oao1r Louwn wh coula ret! het read twice.
And sooon
(W wore example ot the o fu-ten that 1s hrake. This bit of dialogue is taken
P 5

fr. o Mr. ruhreoan's depesition. He ds heing questioned by Burt Neubourne, an ACHV
1 v .or acting im0y hehadt,

il Neubourns 1t L T understand you correctiv then, what you dre saying is, you

helieve that number, ot students may H.. denied the right to read a book because
other pee ple may resent their reading tne book, is that correct?
A oMp. Fubrmand: . . . Thesv otudents were told the/ could read the book.

w:  Sut the. couldn't read it in class?

v Pawnat,

Q: ‘thev couldn't discuss it iIn class”

A:  Oh, yes. Mr. Severy wis in no way told he could not discuss the book and its

c”ﬂfihts in the class.
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Q: Now, you have lost me, .

(Mr. Fuhrman aakes 1t clear in 4 series of remarks here deleted that such bouks would

have to be cptional, outside-of-class reading. Mr. Fuhrman also states that the

school has no published policy concerning optionai reading and that no one was inform-
ed of any informal policy which he claims there is.)

e 22 students had asked to read the book, at least 22 of the 35 had committed them-
selves in writing to read the book, and maybe more students when you say the
occasion didn't arise and the students wantad to reid it. lhe occusion didn't
arise as I understand because you told him he could not assign the book, isn't
that correct?

A: He did not ask if he could have that book on an cptional basis.

Q: Did vou tell him that he could have it on an optional basis?’

A: No.

e i

O: When you ordered the book destroved of course there was no longer an option of
his 13sigoning the book on a voluntarv basis was there?

A. I can't sa no te that because the students could huy the book.

O: That's true, but if they were to read the book at school ¢xpense that option was
foreclosed by vour ordering the destruction of the book, is that correct?

Az No.

Q: You didn't order the book be destroyed?

A: I just give it to the janitor.

After the fact, I found out that 22 of the 35 students who were reading SLALUGH-
VEJBUSE-FITE had petitioned the school. board via Mr. Fulirmin for a reinstatement of
the book.  ILoir petition was also "given to the janitor" by the superintendent,

A similar petition was published in the local newspaper, I'HE DRAKE REGISTER AND
ANATOUSE PROCRESS,  In Juln 1974, the paper went out of business in Drake and merged
with waother weekly in « town 30 mileo away. THE REGISTER was boycotted te death by
Drake businessmen. "It was an informal kind of thing, soctally inferred," said
Rrew “Ufaughling oditor of THE REGISTER, '"They never said iy thing to my face,"
comanted Toe rinnrtz, publtisher (Joe Lianertz, by the wiv, was hounded out of a
terchrue b Len ears age bhecsuse he tosigned CAICHER [N UE RYE to one of his high
»chonl clissesy. The problem, 1t seems, was that the paper carried news stories
mout the controvers:,

"I onever was o contraprers, to ome " remarked boird meober Melvin Alme in his
. b4 ’
deowsitron, 1. this the crna’ .
o e o omte7I0FS .
[k o R . (S .
WA™ oA e
I

veetie Ralley

(¢) King I'eatures Syndicate 1974
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CENSORSHIP: A DIFFERENCE IN KIND, NOT DEGREE
Dennis Badeccewski, Wright State University, Dayton, Ohio

Censorship, to most Fnglish teachers, is a word that provokes a knee-jerk re-
action. Those individuals who would removet books from library shelves, classrooms,
or reading lists are viewed as anti-civil libertaiian neanderthals. Cfies of
McCarthyism, student's right to read and condescending ''what do you expect from
those people" usually follow the 1nitial outrage. )

The newsmedia is also eveready to react to instances. of censorship. The recent
case in Drake, North Dakota whegg a local school board ordered copies of SLAUGHTER-
HOUSE-FIVE, DELIVERANCE and the collected short stories of Hemingway, Steinbeck and
Faulkner burned made all the news.services and national television. Shades of
FARENHELT 451 aside, the most damaging aspect of the case, the school board presi-
dent's puzzlement over the uproar because the books were 'only paperbacks,' was
largely overlooked. -

Even THE CATCHER IN THE RYE, a novel written before some present English teach-
ers were born, is still an issue. An Ohio court recently upheld a local school
poagd's firing of a teacher for assigning that '"subversive" novel. How many school
librarians keep controversial literature off the shelves when it is received?

How many public libraries retain adults only sections? How many local school boards °
keep cluse watch over reading lists?_.

. So far my argument has followed the English teacher party-line. Now let us
turn to the word censorship--the American Heritage Dictionary defines it as “the act
or process of Censoring.' And censor--""An Authorized examiner of literature, plays,
or other material, who may prohibit what he considq{s morally or otherwise objection-
able." Now we are getting somewhere.

A nice little semantic argument could be made that what many self styled censors--
e.u. school boards, parents, political and religious groups, etc. do is not censor-
ship. While they may perform the agt of censoring they probably do not meet the
qualiticagions--an authorized examiner of literature, etc. The point of this article,
however, /is that thosc very people who purport £o be ag inst censorship, English.
teachers/ are 1ts most active practiti pers. ' WK\\‘ ‘

pooks on the teaching of English ape fillegd with such gems as: "Where as large
4 part ot a semester's program is devoted to one long work, teachers should be sure
that it is really first-rate. It they give this time to PRIDE AND PREJUDICE or to
¥ ING LEAR, they can be sure. But it they give it to a novel or play of only ten
~r twonty years standing, they can have no real assurance that they are spending
these weeks economically.' -(James Knapton and Bertrand Evans, TEACHING A LITERATURE
CENTERED ENGLISH PROGRAM, NY: Ragndom House, 1967, p. 19). Is this censorship? We
can assume (!) thé authors are "authorized examiners of literature" and they do
prohibit books that are morally or otherwise objectionable; ". . .we should not
teach UNCLE TOM'S CABIN for two regsons: it does not relate closely to the present,
and all +ts 'art' exists to promote a social rathe'r,.than anf§aesthetic experience,'
(Knapton and Evans, p. 25). They even provide a bouk list for senior high students
containing thirty-six novels; six by Henry James, three by Dickens, and two egch by
Austen, Bronte, Tolstoy, Flaubert, Hardy, and Melville. @ One twentfeth century
novel made the list, Katherine Anne Porter's NOON WINE.

My purpose is not to attack Knapton and Evans' proposed English program. It 1is
to show that they are practicing censorship in a ve real way, setting themselves
up as authorities on what should and should not be real, My opposition to their
Jisgt, if I draw up one of my own or not, is another example of censorship.

\‘ -
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. Ted Hipple and Faith Schullstrom of the Unive:sity of Florida recently surveyed
308 high school English department chairmen to find out the most comnl.aly required
novels. The novels listed by ovar one hundred respondees were THE ADVLNTURES OF
HUCKLEBERRY FINN (152), A SEPAKATE PEACE (128), TO KILL A MOCKINGBIRD (117), aud
LORD OF THE FLIES (112). The results of this nation-wide survey indicate much 'cen-
sering' 15 going on, many students dre reading a small number of hand -picked books.

Another form of censorship is exercised by publishers of anthologies. By im-

> plication, teachers who use anthologies are guilty of the same crime. The editors

have made decisions as to what should and should not be included. Whether the de-

cisions are based on a work being out of copyright, a classic, on a certain theme,

or relevant it is still censorship, The teacher who picks and chooses works in an
anthology is guilty of further censorship,

Censors1ip also comes down to the individual teacher choosing works to be read
in class. 1If the students are doing a unit on animal stories what influences the
choice yetween THE CALL OF THE WILD, WHITE FANG, OLD YELLER, or THE RED PONY? What-
ever the reason, the exclurion of three in favor of one is censorship of a kind.

Even the NCTE is not :mmune from the dangers of kinds of censorship, Its form,
"Citizen's Request for Reconsideration of a Book," is designed to protect English
teachers fom those well intended but ill informed, others frankly hostile to any
free inquiry, and still others who fear harm will come from rerding a certain book.
(Arthur V. Olson and Wilbur S. Ames, TEACHING READINGC SKILLS IN SECONDARY SCHOOLS ,
Scranton: Intext, 1972, pp. 178-179). The fom is not anti-censorship, it just pits
one group of censovs (narents, organizations, etc,) against another--English teach-
ers. The questions it asks are mainly value judgments.

a. To what in the book do you object?

b. What do you feel might be the result of reading this book?

¢. For what agse group would you récommend this book?

d., Is there anything good about the book?

e. What do you believe is the theme of the book?

t. What would.you like your school to do about this book?

5. In its place, what pook of equal literary quality would you recommend that

would convey as valuable a picture and perspective of our civilization?

This, form clearly implies--""what makes your (the complairant) literary judg-
ment better than ours (English.teachers)?" In other words, how dare you censor
“hat we have censored, A final questions from the form gives credence to this im-
plication. "Are you aware of the judgment of this book by literary critics?!" Ve,
the English teachers, cleq{ly have truth and justice on our sidge. The literary
critics, our censors, tell us so.

My objection is not with English teachers who object to censorship from narrow-
minded, bigoted individuals (my value judgment). I have been called by irate pa-
rents opposing THE RED PONY for seventh graders because one of the characters, a
cowhand, uses a few "hells'" and ''damns' and by others for assigning BLACK LIKE ME
to. ninth graders because it was a "'nigger lovers" book. I do object to teachers
who holler "censorship!'" and practice it daily in their classrooms. If you are like
Dan Fader in HOOKED ON BOOKS and propose that students read anything they ploase,yuu
may cast the first stone.

English teachers, tor hetter or worse, are trained to he censors, We are taught
to discriminate between'gocd” and '"bad' or "first rate' and 'cheap' literature. A
major goal of most English programs is to help students make intelligent literary
choices (selt-censorship) and become life long readers.
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To avoid being hvpocritical, an Fn.lish teacher can mahe only une o
Bedat your breast about the cvils of ¢onsorshiip and let vour student .

¢isions.
read what they please.
America society,
of mine tacetiously tells students

Pt ont Concered o
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1s difficult to daccept because all Englusi
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ox and, ot senual attitades, hunan

The other alternative 15 Lo accepl censorsuip db d laci ©

care if schools teach religion, as long as it's Southern bPaptist,”
cision is the eastest te pay lip service to bhut more ditricult to tol

papton and Evans' reading liety they ~would procably oppose mine,

does, Loawever, oW cersorship te be a question of »ind, ot loygrece.

SHOPTAL
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Loarstrance b B e wolves o censorshap come to vour door,  Orten a pareat will plead,
i odon 't want ey dauchter © adine that book," or 1 think the novel 3. too violent

tor mv son.’  Parents miv say the e thines without di-canarre the ottenst e hoolo

with their childron. I, however, -ake Lt a point to dise. . trese thines etk

STUDENTS CAN HELP EDUCATE THE CENSORS

Paul Janeczko, Masconomet Regional iigh School, Topstield, Massachusetts

At a4 *ime when a major theme in education is humanism, it's ironic that we can
rarcly piews up aa educdtiuvndal journal without reading tales ot classroom toachers be-
ing harassed and often torced to regign by the censorship watchdogs of their communi-
ty. Thesc watchdo, committees may be church groups, political organizations, or par-
ent -teacher associations, but their tactics and goals are basically the same: suppres-
sion of a "controversial" book, play, pcem, or idea. Such groups are responsible
cor tiring an Ohie teacher who chose to use SPOON RIVER ANIHOLOGY and creating condi-
tions s¢ bad that a Calitornmia teacher resigned rather than face a censorship fight.

Many articles have been written to hclp prepare teachers for such encounters.

Yet these articles seem to overlook an important part of any censorship batrle: the -

student. Where does the student fit into the picture? 1s he aware of the potential
problem that censorship poses? Does he care about the issue? And from a practical
standpoint, will he be able tc come to a teacher's defense in a censorship battle?

A teacher's definitien of literature will, for the most part, indicate what he
thinks ¢f his students. Tf the teacher defines literature as a puzzle, something to
be takca apart, aralyzed, and solved, he will more than like'v have few problems with
the censory hecause it doe-n't matter what content is chosen. Since selection of the
boaok s not based primarily on content and its value lies not in discussion of the
author's QUW]eCt matter, '"sare' books can be used, ltew many math teachers in your
~chool district have been forced to resiun bhecause they were teaching controversial
cquations”)  On the other hand, if we take students into account in our definition o1
literature, we could easily become involved with the censors,

‘y definition of literatur. i< simple: Literature is a vi~arious life experi-
cnce conveyed tirough the written word., Lite, at times, is tough, ugly, cruel. Lit-
crdature, theretore, at times may be touph, ugly, and cruel. This 1s not to say that
I welect the toughest, ucliest, cruelest novels to teach, MNor deoes it mean that I
v111 s lect only hooks with heavy doses of these elements,  However, it does mean
that tiese types of {EGFTN% are litely to be read and 1ntellivcently discussed in my
Classreon because these are the things my students will tace tor the rest ot their
1vves,  Where then does the student, tor whom this literature 1+ chosen, tit into

Lo censorshiap na o ture.

T4 «tadent mu-t learn tiat ditterent pecple will Pave ditrerent oprnions o
thines, woors 2ot exc ludiel, e mu-t o ve educated ap o the ques_ions of censorsinip. e
b the taxpaver of tooorross and stould loarn some ot the issues that Pe oy tace ar

f e tuture, ianallv, tte tudent 1.4 valuable rescucce that oy be called onotor

ctndents,  Inoaddition to thie diacussion, there are a number of activities my students
e ane in that, [ hope, make t'om woere avare ot the censor-typ question,

lirst of all, I must bhe conviaced the novel 1 o worthwhnle odnerience toran
students, I do not tedch any novel that [ have not read rwvwnrly. tirderin, and s -
1hy books solaly on someone else's, recormendation is o danceroes jractiern, What as
diceptable for my students may not he acceptable tor the students voanotber district.
[ must also he certain that the hooks tit the ave cf the studenty who are tal in.g my
course, This could be a problem when grades 10, (1, and«ll in the <ame ¢lasses,
to digcuss many of
. Also, T must be

Tt has Feen my experience that sophomores are penerally toc
the tojics that junior and seniors discuss with ea.r and can
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cortain that the buoks 1 teach have the ramous ''releeming social values.'" It may
sound trite, but 1t's a4 must,

in my Adolescent 1n Literature class, we begin by reading lFast's THE HESSTIAN, a
novel that contains <ume wraphically ~riolent scenes, Our second novel 1s radtord's
RED SKY AT MORNING. The language 1n tnls novel 1s realistic and some way consider
it vulpar. After we have read and discussed these works, 1 do a unit on "Realism and
Arc.' That sounds lorty and sophisticated but rry literature classes are not lofty
and sophisticated. Perhaps a better title tor the unit would be "Realism in Books,
Television, Movies, Newspapers, Mdazazines, rusic, and Every Day Life."

[he activities tor this tirst unit include a survey prepared, distributed, and
tabulated by tie students. The survey includes questions such as "Is the movie rating
system worthwhile?" and "Do you think there is too much violence on TV?'" We also
divide the weekl TV selections amony members of the class and watch as many shows as
possible. From this sample, the students tabulate the number of murders, rapes,

, and othter violent acts vividly portrayed on television during prime time tor
all to =co. I st admit that we were surprised with the results. (Community members
are often quick to criticize 4 novel or a movie which contains four-letter words,
Fut do not seew to be oiffended by viclence that comes over the TV set.)

Piants

The culmination of this unit is the writing assignmert, One or their cholces
is sometning like: '"What dre some areas in THE HESSTAN and RED SKY AT MORNTNG that
might be considered contruversial’ ilow would you defend these novels 1f someone
told you that you shouldn't (couldn't) read them because of the controversial areas?’
In response to this particular assignment, one of my students wrote that the events
che novels are real, "They happen all the time, and they are not written to be
immoral, ut t£o be real,' Turther nig rvenior sirl stated that Hovard Fast sn't
tryins S0 we as violent as e can, but just tryine to write about how hie teels about
event. If t'.e author ias t. leave out all descrrotion ot violent thines, you
would not et a true tecling o' what actually pappened, which 1 dandatory it you

"

are t. understard the story.' Che concluded fier essav: .ot o1sm cood to discuss «on-
trover-ial books sometlmes, wewen LD you persondally don't 1eel L ore 1s anytaineg ToD.
with ¢ om becanae rt helps yvornr to understand how otlwr people toel, And t.at's Lopor-

!

tant. ' [ stten hope chat sowe parents would locot at hooks an ach g mature and oder-

Stanu .y Ldy .

Loen oty Class read ceureld's POROALL THE LoronG NEALONS, a4 nevel about two b,k
aehoel  condenr s who adve to et arried, s1xo stidents outuide my class asked to read
the v, [ kept a List o1 thelr pames and imvited thesm to -1t an en the ¢la.» W on
the o ool pavenclogsist talied to the students about nervous hreatdouns and the ther-
AP TS TV LT Tee Ve Nutoidors will orten .peak b tlv of a particular novel
Crme they o ot ot thenr csag to ontain the hoo' rrore vou, 1oam caretul to whic
student- 1 lend v ools, and it Jdeemowitnoany student cho deks to borrow a bool

to dotersine whi oo owants to read ptoand 1 e 1 natare connu, b to handle it.

ot allte TIORD o0 AIONES, 4onecel i chacs rah sceeel students spread a

Fuee ot a4 rew tadent 1eoa cemosexual, ooty odoced g article oo censorsi ip.

want et o ot st e o advance vhy somie e s papers a e challen, ed cerian e iKS
1ty Lo boective ond Ao i ~talent s L v o0t Uhes T B dsar vt
1wt b, oo bl oo suarboine egmtor o0 T o NERRE

Cr e ey rolel e student coad s an oy Class ) e mast crite 4 Srret e i
- A

'
¢
Feact Lem.  somebtimnes omav ask oa Llead question, e, corment on the realowt oo Tan-

LU e i1 2ED o A SRt P o Thliat o sas vour peaction e thee sjotence wu T IR, -
STANLY A1l suen sheete are, of couarse, danenvrious. My students weneralle react Lot

estl, to such questions and thesr written response drc orten worth o casing e e
O
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their candor and maturity. They also make good startinyg points ror future discussions.
Since I define literature as a "vicarious life experience,' this implies that
much of what is said and done in the classroom will involve values. Therefore, one
ot the questions that we deal with 1, "Why do people object to some titles while
othiers do not!"  Some of the values clarification exercises that have appeared recent-
ly on the market could help students understand their values and understand why they
react positively or negatively. 1 am always on guard not to impose my values but
rather to ive the students the chance to discuss their values.

One final point. T slways make certain that technically, students are not forced
to read a book. My students understand that if for some reason, they feel they should
not read a particular hook, we will find a comparable substitute. Students understand
tiat thev need not read a book that their moral or religious beliefs do not permit.

Now, more than ever, literatur>s must have educationally sound reasons for ite

use in the classroon, The activities for a given novel may come under the veryv close
scrutiny ef parents and other local taxpayers. A plan for any novel must show all
ccerned that there is much more to a book than one passage that may come under fire.
Teachers siould chect NCTE end ALA sources and LIBRARY JOURNAL and the NEW YORK TIMES
f¢ wee 1r anv books they are u-ing in class have won any awards or notable citations,

nowin: that THE ELSTAN, for example, was an Outstanding hook of 1972 of the American
ihrary Association nav induce a parent to take a second look at the novel before
rdlsing a COHPLHLHL.“_

Every teacoer shwould he avare ot the rapidly increasir. number ot articles and
coks tlat are available on the subjects of censorship and academic (reedom. Armed
with such nrfoermation, ducatoers should be able to discuss the problem betore it
conn to the shouting andl creaming stage. 1n any event, do not overloor the students,
Teow conld He calaahle people to navse 1n yvuur corner,

cEtGT P I ke - - = - = Jame s F, Dacys, OGhio University
Censer cao i Cliio has dorinrtels rnoreved durras the tast four vears, reaching
what seer. to be o pedk vear an 14700 erhaps nspired by bool burnings in other states
b a cac -0 lrarced vt romal woverent tovard increascd local control of chools and
cotaindy et Ineneed By sears in o nevs boran, Charlestos, Wolda., parent- have round a
Poroora o ar rounel cor o et i, and ot ten accomplishing censorshiip in #7010 scnhools,

trio for cencoardt 1 hdaoe come fror rural areas and umﬁf\\anwvs 1 ocourse, nut cen-
rooory oo o har atd ubayoan Centers appears also Lyt on the rise. Censarshayp has come
oo all o v dl areas vithin the state, and what 19 especially dicturbing. the
e L cem b e neetine greater and ;rcatnrz,ucaosg, -

Boor s oare »till tae most popular tarsets, titles as divrse as the rollowing being
canned s D LOWERL FOR ALCFPHON,, SEVEN DAVS  IN MAY, DRACULA, NEX STORIES FOM THE TWILICGHT
ZONE, ANIMAL CACT TATCHER TN THE PYE, MANCHILD IN THE pPProOMISED LAND, and ONE PLEW GVER
VIR crcon's NG, nut increasingly, other media and school activities are being ques-
trened or forbiddern ) among then records, magazines, filme., comic heok ., and discussion
topics like velioron, sex (oif course), and druss.,

Faglicl teachiors havze beer tired tor tedching ANIMAL FARM, CATCHER IN TuF KYE, MAN-
COURLD 1N PRE O CROMIFED LAND, ctc. An ent:ire order of books from a teen-ape bock (lub was
confiscated and Wb ped back by a4 principal because the order contained copies ol GO ASK
AFICE, Pages were cut *rom bools by an urban librarian. Paperbacl tooks, the property of

tudents, Fa o been taken and kept by school officials because the books contained "offen-
wive' language, to have "no moral theme,'" or to "corrupt the element of respect tfor author-
ity.,” In one ~mali town, a class in Cothic Titerature way attacked becdause ""Most of us
are arraid 1t wfll lead into something deeper than we vant.” One mother spoke at a school
hoard meeting and may have summarized the thinking of many Ohio citizens, "Why wive them
he wlas, pile when we have the gems of gemerations to ofter.”

s S
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PROTECTING THE CULLIBLE: THE SUPREME COURT AND CENSORSHIP

Judith F. Krug, Director and Roger L. Funk, Assistant Director
Office for Intellectual Freedom, American Library Association

The book contioversies that marred the opensn;, ot the -chool term last tall
clearly showed that the question of mincrs' acce-s to controversial materials in
schools and libraries remains as nettlescme as ever. In the search for a soluticen,
many will doubtless cast an eye toward the U',S, Supreme Court. But a word of caution--
even a pegsimistic word--is in order, particularly to those hoping tor a ruling as
clearly tavorable to minors' rights as the court’'s 1969 TINKER de~*sion.-

Prompting the warning embodied in this essay is a [irst Amendment philosophy
recently adopted by a majority of the Supreme Court. This new philosophy is remark-
able, not because it deviates from what has been in fact a very conservative trend
of the court, but rathe: because it extends that trend to the point of an overweening
paternalism,

THE LIMITS OF PROTECTED SPEECH

It was not until 1919 that the Supreme Court directly addressed the question of
free speech under the Tirst Apendment. (An excellent discussion of the Supreme Court's
interpretations of the I'irst Amendment can be found in kKiclhard Harris' "Annials of
Law--A Scrap of Black Cloth," NEw YORKER, June 24, 1974, pp. 44-60) Tn reviowing a
¢ase that was prosccuted under the Espionase Act and the Sedifin Act--passed by Con-
grees during World War I=--the Supreme Court formulated the now tamous clear-and-pres-
ent -danzer test and unanimously upheld the authority o! the government to Suppress
dangerous speech,

The court's rule was laid down by Tustice ¢V.o,or wendell Holmes: '"The quogtion
in every case 1s whether t'e words uscd are ueed in such Circumstances and are of
such a nature as to create a c¢lear and present dancer that will bring about the <ub-
stantive evils that Con. ress has a richt to prevent.' (SCUFLtx v 1.9, 249 1.5, 47 --
1919) As rmany lesal scholars have pointed out, tie test has a major faul® in saddi-
tion to va.ueness: it allows coverument to deny frecodo ot speech at the very moment
it promises to become effecti—e 1n promoting cociel ¢banee--chanve which the , o eri-
ment fears or dislikes.

A row ooaths later, when the supreme Court upheld a cenviction of a pamphleteer
on the basis of Jdolmes' test, olmes dissented, o ing that “nopody can suppe-e that
the surrepo.. ws publisbimyg o a silly leallet v an unknowvn man., . ,would present
any immediate danger.' ARRAMS v, U.S., 256 U,5, olh, 30--1920) The statement, o1
course, cives on unwittin, contirmation of the idea that it is inettective speech
that is protected. In addition, Hiolme . promulsat-d 1n tas dissent the notion tlat
a democracy can best survive it it allows a " marketplace ot ideas™ to tlourish.

The marketplace doctrire has been widely heralded, particularly among those
persuaded by John Staart Mill's ON LTLERTY. but this doctrine, too, has had 1ts
pernicious uses. In 1957, ftor example, the Supreme Court declared that "parnography’
is heyond the pale, (ROTH v. V.h., 155 1,5, 47h--1957)  In light of the "sociallv
redeening value'' test, it appear~ that tie prevarlin- juitices concluded that "porn-
ouraphy' is unprotected hecduse at i devord ot ideas that could enter the so-called
marketplace.

Unfortunately, there arc sti1ll other devices thdt have been nsed to limit speech
Following World War TI, the “upreme Court upheld a provision of the Taft -Hartley act
that forbade unicn activi.y by any organization unless its otficers s1v-ed attida its
AC{‘afing that they did not helung to anv group believing dr the overthrow of the
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government by lurce or any illesal or unconstitutional means. The court employed

4 bdlancing test t.at measures the interast of society in maintaining order against the
importarce of free speech. (VELICAN COPUNICATIONS ASSOCIATTON v. DOUDS, 339 U.S,
382--1950) In such a "halance,” of course, the individual and his personal liberty
connt tittle a aint thie " ood' or e public at large.

“ow, as it additional resources were needed ip the battle against speech, Chief
Justice Warren E. Burger has enunciated a new test that is certainly no less odious
than any of its predecessors. 1t could limit treedom in classrooms and school libra-
ries throu hout the U,S, ’

1 IE NEW PATERNAL I5°] .

In MILLER v CALT "ORNIA (1973), the Durger court tackled uh;t the Warren court ~\
had come to call the 'intractable problem" of anti-obscenity laws. In an effort to
evtrract 1tself trom a dilemma largel, of its own making, the court established new
_uidelines to assist lewer courts in their etfrorts to isolate the "obscene." Accord-
N, tu Chie: suntie  surcer, who wrote the 5-4 majority opinion, that material is
onscene which, taken as a wiole, appeals: to the prurient interest, describes sexual
conduct 10 ¢ pitentic otiensive manmer, and lacks .erious literary, artistic, political
or .chrentitie salue. CHTIER v, CALTFORNLA, 413 U.S, 15--1973)

On the surtacs, 1t =gt appear that MILLER chanced 1yttle in our constitutional
law. The .. titation ot “seritous value' tor the "redeeming social value'" phrase
s the R, - EGIRS tormula mignt be considered insicriticant. But in order to dis-
N eetect o0 the ¢ it 's alteration of previous law, one must look beyond the
craitie of ohscentot prosiecd in MITLER,

fo deos lop underpinnings tor the court's autherization of strict obscenity laws,
ustice Puroor tormwulated aoce s rele limitiee the tirst Amendment., It is per-
rvoowacer oo rts anplicatipns tian either e ¢ lear-and-present -danger rule
test. '

i

"haldnen
Spere o prodihited it it endancers e cullible.

anti-ohscer sty larr,, creed v of caotce, and legal impediments that
i cdaal trooococts | oor acciirin certain play., movies, and hooks,
[ETS UNS SIS TS

ol D eds , toe anintormed, tie ansuspecting. and the
Fitadern societies /do

’
voshorr o owm colition,
1

v oooand wraoe up to Ueo1ndieidual Vfree will,)"”
rolect ot onnhlie Lerlt’s and the appearance of

\
1S

IR AP

roae Conrt ' oreated emprasnis on ta oeed tor Usensitive tools™
tesl Sroc eprotscted npe 2t we are confranted Lhere with a gross
Leoand e . Hrd ernore, I imposita, o baaoom "ottensive" sexual
torect ¢ mmentih adalts--the ricets of every citizen can nov

redanc o (o to e pullihle, not to mention Upublic health

o’ e place s e’

4 prrlosopey that coult o vantly exterded to
Con-

tor ors, o Tinrartan 1n public nchmele,

ote ottt tie sullindle and the wrintormed,
ctadent =1e.4l ners-=are calliple and unin:ormed,
restricted Looprotect the o 1l-nen,, of students.,
fragine 4 oconrt' L acceptavee of (hese scatements in order to
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establish a highly restricted "treedom' o1 speech that is not "shed at the schioolhouse
gate'?

COMMUNITY STANDARDS

Another umportant element or the “HLLEL decision undercut an assumption held by
many--including several justices--that tue Pirst Amdnement anplies uniformly to all
the states. Refusing to shrink from establishing a4 bald contradiction in constitu-
tional law, the Chiet Justice said:

Upder a nutional Constitution, tundamental first Amendment limitations on tiie

powers of the States do not vary from comunity to community, but this does not

mean there are, or should »r can be, rixed, uniform natioual standards ot prgtf
cisely what appeals to the "prurient interest’ or °= "patently offensive.”

(Emphasis added.) (MILLER wv. CAT LFORNIA)

Moreover, after rejecting national standards, the court tfailed to say what standards
would replace the discredited oncs. Were jurors to criploy the standards ot their
state, or could they employ the standards ot their citv or even their block”

One year later, in HAYLTNG v. U.S., the court claritied its position. Writing
tor t e materity, Justice william H. Rehnquist sa1d the court did not mean that dany
“proecise weosriphacal area” is required according to the court,

A ojur ot is ertitled to draw on his own knowledge of the riews of the average

persc 1o1n the corprmilty or vicinage from which he comes for making the required

‘ determination lé: obscenity /o . . (AMLING v. U.S,, no. 73-507--1974)
In e:fect, * « court said that a problem 1t had tound extremely ditfticult shoulu now

he resolved o a C1se=by-Cdse basls, with the employmento: vhatever standards, i:
anv %4 jaror tanks the average person in his "community'" mdintains.

al 1a worse. the Jdaneers of the protect-the-wullinle philosophy are compounded
b the use of comumnity otandards in dater ming whother a vort 1. "too offensive Lo
enjo. first Moendment protection.  Is o1t implausible to o L+t that community stdand-

ards will Yo ueed to detormine what is oitfensive to Teullionle ~tudengs, o1 o the
Cact U at i standards can nov he used to restrict the lyoert of consentin. whalta”

PAE ATTARITY 08 SCA00L HOARDS

Uhat makes the court's new philosophy peculiarly applicabtlo to chools 1s Lo
cirar authority ot .chool voards to han trom classroers and whool Librarien auws

t

worka they deem undacceptable, ecither to Chemselves or C o the cormmunity whone o tandards

sore w1 ht alle, e the works violate. A recent case ar (hipo nroves toe peint,

[n 1972, the Stronssville, Obag, school Yoard seted toorejeci purchase ob Gt =22
and GOD BLESS YOU, !RR. RUSIWATEFR, Doth reconmended - e EnsLli<l department tor use
in an elective crrae on modern literature, Shortl. thereatter the Amedicd € ivil
Liberties Union riled suit on behall o several students, ¢naran., that the toard's
action denied students their constitutionally otaranteeod rizhts o1 academic t reedou
and free speech. Rul'ng on the suit, U.5, District Court ful. o 2obert Frupansky up-
hold the statutory dauthority ot the school board to e ate dimcreison 1n allowine or
rejecting recommended purchases for the sctool.

Judge Krupansky cited an earlier rolin, of the L., Court ot Appeals tor tre
Secend Circuit, which ruled on a complaint against a Queens (*.Y.) school board's
decision to remove DIWN THESE MEAD STREFIS trom its junior high school librarie:
The appeals court said: .
. Since we are dealing not with the collection of ‘a public book store brit

with the library of a public junior high school, evideutly some duthorized per-
con or body Lar to make a determination as to what. the library collection will

[: Q@ 1le. It is reedictable that no matter what choice ot books may be made by .
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whatever sewmrent ot academe, some other person or group mdy well dissent. The
ensuing ~hout s ol book burning, critceh hunting ard violation of academic free-
Jom hardly elevate thie intrriural strite to tfirst amendment constitutional pro-
portions. If :t did, ther.. would be a constant intrusion of the judiciary into
the internal atfairs of the <chwol,  Academice freedom is scarcely fostered by
the intrusion el three or e.cu nine jurists mahing curriculum or library choices
tor the community ot scholars, When the court has intervened, the circumstances
have been rare and extreme and the issues presented totally distinct from those
we have herc. . ,(PRESTDENT'S COUNCIL, DISTRICT 25 v. COMMUNITY SCHOOL BGARD NO.
25, 457 F. 24 289--1972)

Wwuen the appeals court's ruling was in turn appealed to the Supreme Court, the re-

quedt tor a writ of certiori was denied.

DISYELLING THE ¢LOOM

what ¢ have said is of course speculation, but it is not necessarily idle. The
i tansled strands of these legal issues cowld be woven into a net so fine that
teachers anl lihrarians will be caught up in it,
Fut . loomy speculations should never become an e¢xcuse for inactivity. The basic
md semetines unglamorous work ol preparirg and implementing policies for the selec-
t*on i curricular and librarv materials, as well as explaining and publicizing these
nlicies, remains 4s important as cver.

I the late 1960s and early 70s, the Ridgefield, Connecticut, public schocls were
Do by in 1 seriec of bitter imbroglios over a number of works, including SOUL ON
toTI, 0 Srer oo, the steady detericoration of ¢ommunity relations, the Connecticut
L'wat o wasaciaticon appownted a special panel of inquiry Po investigate the

tive Treld prenler,  The panel of 1nguiry's final report included these recommenda-
o L oeosoboobln and the conmunity
Pt e pingeteld Board of Fducation arrange to have published immediately -

. printed 1om, 1n sufficient quantity rer dirtribution to all teachers, admin-
cotrators, and interested and concerned citizens, ind to be kept readily avail-
Toooat all sehools, 1t the caperintendent's office, and at the Town Hall, a

St b mool let contailning the complete texts of, . ,established board policies
md roles, toocther aith tor adninisttative regulations tor their implemenra-

F

1

fhat tnero he ccbeduled annualle at the high schoel and the junior high schoaol

Weoor or o g medtas tor parents at which curriculum offerings will be
selteset ant exnlained, 1t pocsible cath malti-media presentations, and questions
¢ oeren gD o Lcunseds L

[0t G 5 oerd o Eduettion and the Ridgetield Tea hers Assocfation take im-

it te L to torm o jornt Liafson cormittee, te meet informally/at lecast
e went tor the purpose of discussing together natters of mutydal concern,
Cor et oooat the yedr, vith the 1im ot enhancing cooperative relatidnships, . .
CCOALLEN T e NFbHE“{RLD, publisiied hy the Connecticut Kducation AséGETh{inn)

‘i ocomre o wo oone shonld pmagine these precautionary measures will eliminate

vitro er oo orer tne s lectron of scneol materials,  Rut in light of the Supreme
court' oo et prenenncem !t L cveryone should Fnow that their absence is an open
.
ccocutatron o truble, . .
O
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JLAD LN BLATES !

Joan Catmull, English Consultant, State of wW:roming, Chevenne

[t was pretty hard to believe. T mean, finding that note on my desk telling me
not Lo use 'slize Glor,' ifa v wwthods class that da hecwse the Superiatendent of
the District I had borrowed the film from wanted it rcturned imhediately. HE didn't
want it used anywhere outside of the district. '

Confusion, irritation, curiosity got the best of me. T dialed his number; his
sucrvtary called hin to the paone.

"Catmull, here. Hew ace u toda,

Ueine. And o "

"Towae OF until f round thie ressie that w.ou'd called. . .Uh. . . T really had
planned to use "Wilize vlor, ' ing .t e class this afterncen, and ['m rather
{nterested 1u whe vou think o snovlin't.”

"ell. . .1t's pretty simple. Ttat's a pretty controversial tilm, vou know. |
didn't even want th. District to du, it. Strongl, dvised against it, in fact. But
the . went ahead. . Lapiinst . oadvice. . cand bou cht the thiag."

'f suppose L' a groat oo 11 responsible for that. 1 hve been excited about
Blirze' since I
them to bay Lt

Lrst - 1w L.  Guess ™ enthusias: rubbed of f onto your statt; 1 urged

"gut Y. carious oo oo Lo Fin o1t ooty versial. Seer s to ome that it could
doee, or eedie claoso IC

. o e 1 e - .
b_ o agnitfioemf ~mome oo Lorotur o, #8h s
N

io jrttle & o Tt ool et g voosr b Loy ot out the good van - and the

M
o
‘J
-
-
-

I TS BEISY LA NN TUD toor, ar, le o1, o oetr ond P that "
I R T VRN S ST SRR KL N S O PR ‘L', . (Paused. . .inti-\ crican!”
P litat

MAapf-tnerican!”

”I ':’1 1{[’!}’1 I '\',"f Lo e At i

.

/s . . . . . ; )
miell, ntver mind that'! 1 st L't et U0t prt need annwhere cutside the

! N
ccunt. 'l And T'd preter 1t t te e e bl
(o 1R Has L b DS RISTNG

Teniehty AL right. JUUiL o have 1 o secrctars ot it in U next o il
dow Lo wvers other little thine, ef oL, ttrivias

And the converasition endoio TE w. Tertgenlt for oot helrewve that heoand
were talking ihout the same 11, 1 otil] thane w "re bl wath aocise o Yorytaren
L)

1dentit;,; [ renember hisw reaction te e Star-.panele’ taene ! omd o tar, confid ont

i

that "old"rand "Blaze' Glorien are being confused
:

T
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Aruitoxt provided by Eic:




put m position was difficult. 1 couldn't agrue with a Superintendent whose mind was
set and whe o wuld nake 1ife miscrable for others involved in the film study project.
I couldn't risk rapport that 1 wizht need later on, either. So it ended there.

Except. . .except. . .that the rumor mill told me a couple of weeks ago that
B e ia bl s MClory” b wended (went ) his way to the District office safe, and
that when reqoests to use him come to the media center, requestors are told that he

s been torn to shreds in ot bad projector and it will probably be months before he
"
ke r

cm e repatrcd.  ilrpaarph,

/
\ \
SYene wio it s casy to undexstand that Superintendent's actions, but 1t is.still
hard te justify them in the mame of ¥ntegritv., As Conservitive Wyoming History would
have it, though, that particalar schdol district and superintendent have suffered an
cirlier surnine. A oung hign school teacher in a neighboring district has gone to
court apd lest . case over her being fired for using the filwm "1 Am A Man," which she
il borrowed from our Superintendent's District. [nappropriate, revolutionary, under-
“ioing, it Bas heen called.  And the finger had been pointed at him, the district,:.and
the project.  After all, thev had loaned her the film. TIf they hadn't, she couldn't

h1 bave showrit, ch?

AR

\oan, rate, 1 oplaved the garme. [ moved silently and skulked into dark corners
with o ell and dowell wtoload and had private showings of "Blaze Glory". . .with
the woluie turaed wiriay doewn. Subtle censorship? Uh huh., Action was taken on
rased and e onnded quesses, and o trult fine picce of film is lying unuscd and dust-
cithe ring oo sace. Fraghtennng? Ub hub. Even nore frightening, though, is the
fict it o one 5as dene anvthing about it, . LYET, )

SHOCTALF

St der tardatle concerr por o their c¢haldren's moral development, the Dayton
cd Motteo ers County Courcrl or PTA's decided te take g stand agdinst

n the Or ater dayton, 1o, dared. To illustrate the vl

Plicre matersal or woune minds, the group' - president, Ms. Jane

cete oL
1o, Ld v wpecrdd 2 A mecting s 1n March, to which the peneral adult
ool vy L ated,

[ S0 S S RTANEE B 1 PRLTULENNS S SRS B S Lo ol various briet X-rated tilm

oo todtowe by Bear S Lranment s over the rivhts of the PIA to tell

I O U foe AL U second meetang, only the falm clips

| N acu ety Lol e ot ted,

ot vogrednally doed and Ms, Curtis i leaving otfice, -
o planse toocer b adboine these adult presentations to further the

o ot Tidda e orso or Lt moral pollaution “(Submitted by Debby T'inker,

et oment Jumaer el Caeed s Glayten, Ohio)

i

ey LAty ooour gt sulture and wpeech have been Eaplish i
b , ., » Ty . . N - 1 - )
woehe Ul e s oy L1y v peopte who would Like to keop 11t
ot Y
i 4 + N
T SIS D R O Potrer e cde ot Tite the premioee o uhat thye
. . 1 i , . . -
Lo, ER RN e motarr e therr owr o onquered, detoatod
} ! .
Cod ! AR
vt BN . + - ! v v
I s : o dre wedk emed by thog e revele who
! P Lae e v Ll o, o lope berore v will e a4 Concuered
T | - 0 , , , ; » ’
: 1 TooL ] [FEN B L Che by o e SUonps - (AT ONA REPUBLIC,
vy
ool C. =4

O
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TIE ENCL1SH TEACHER AS SELF-CENSOR
Ronald T. LaConte, University ot Connecticut

Scene: Room 212 in Midtown junior-Senior High School. The English Department is
meet 1ty to Jdiscuss Dext yvdr'\ hook erder.

vrs. Gearshitt (Department Head): This job gets more difficult every year. The more
we expand our elective program the more difterent books we need, and
trving to keep your requests within our budget is getting to be a real
juggling act. ['ve got all your requests here, and ['ve added up the
% cost. We're not going to make it. There's no hope of getting any
qore money out of the Board. The last budget cut went right to the
hone. So we're just going to have to do some cutting ourselves. Any
volunteers?

(Stlence)

Well, we've got to start somewhere. What about 7th grade? You've re-

quested we switch to that new "Life in Action" series. You know, that's

an awfully expensive package. It we adopt that for the seventh grade
and the e1ghth, it will eat up over a third of our budget.

Mr. Quail (12th Grade English Literature): ULire in Action"? TIsn't that the series
t} at caused so much trouble in Jamestown” All those parents marching on
th~ school. And tne boycotts--and those wild Board meetings. That's all
we need. '

Miss Earnest (7th yrade): But this isn't Jamestown. It’'s a different community in a
different state. We wouldn't got that kind ot reaction. We're tryinyg
wome of those books right now, and the kids love them. And we haven't
had any problems with parents.

Mre. Squelch (1lth crade electives): Yet. Don't kid vourselt about this community.
Remember the mess [ pot into last year with GO ASK ALICE. I was lucky
to pet cut of it in one piece. ’

Mrs. “earshift: T doi't see that title on your book request list. Did you drop it?

“Mrs. Squelch: You befter helieve 1t. 1'm not going through that again., 1 don't care

© how much the kids liked the hook. Tt just wasn't worth it,
Miss marnest: tut the "Life in Action' books. . .
Hr., Guail: 7 dagree with Amy Squelch. I think we woild have a real uproar frn m the

community. I hate to say I told you so, but the~ 're not too crazy about

the new elective program to begin with., And with budget cuts beconmin;,

\ routine around here, and tifty applicants tor every job opening we have,
this is no time te spend one third ot cur budeet on books that mi; ht
brin, Ui parents down onoour necks .

Mrs. Cear<hifc: Well, to tr1l the trutn, I've been a4 11t tle voriried about what thie

’ central office milt say about thi- series. Maybe we cupht to think
about postponin, the shitt for 4 vedr.

Seypd familiar”  It's dn ot t-repedted scene, ihe cast of characters may chanye
a hit and the titles, but in esscence 1it's a scene that is beiny enacted in an in-
creasity number of svcon"ry schools every year. It's a scene that represents the
most frequent and\\vrﬁasivo form of censorship.

!, {

" twst often when English teacher- talk about censorsnip {which seems to be tre-
quently these days), they arec reterrim, to complaints by pdrents or community pres-
sure ,roups about books beiny used 12 the schools, especially those complaints that
are accompanied bv a request for the hook's removal from the curriculum or the 1li-
hrary. Infortumately, this is a semantically inaccurate detinition which, like most
semantically inaccurate detinitions, tends to ohscure re«lity. Censorship does not

mean challenge, 1L means removal. Prarents or pressure Aroups can organize protests,
Q /
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narch on the schools, disrupt Board of Education meetings, and cayse all sorts of
lavoe--but onlv someone in the school system with the authority to do so can perform
the actual act ot censorship. A school board, a superintendent, a principal, a de-
partnent head or teacher--somcone must say ''This book must not be used.’

Perhaps this scems to he a nit-picking distinction, one of those academic quibbles
that makes for interesting arguments but have little bearing on reality. Not so.
what is at issue is who is responsible for what--and that has everything to do with
reality.

Censorship is an act born of rear. Something is perceived to be dangerous, to
pose a threat, and the censor moves to suppress it, The protesting parent may See
thie danger of moral corruption lurking in an ""obscene'" book, The teacher may Ssee no
dan-er 1n the book but sense a very real threat from the parent, Both are acting out
v: rear, and the deeper the tedr, the stronger the action each is likely to take.
Since the protester has no power to censor, his only recourse is to apply threatening
pressures to those vho do hare the powver--and the likelihood to yield to that oressure
13 directly proportional to their sense of security as professionals. This sense of
cocurity extends hevond mere job security (important as that is) to a feeling of con-
tudevce 10 te what and how o teachine.

for example, suppose some members ot the Flat Earth Society moved into your com-
wiity (there 1s such a group in England), and suppose they descended on the schools
irsistin. tat their children not be tausht that t ~ Earth is round. Not only that,
LU osuppose ther insisted that nobody should be tav,nt that the Earth is round. They
oot fardls till the science departnent with anxiety. 1n all probability, they would
cotold tat the olervhelring wercht ot wele ' ific evidence shows that the Esrth is
culeed reued and that to teach otiervise would be protessionally dishonest. In short,
“oorr onrete-ts would ve handled by teachers sccure in their prolessional competence
ard sccure e e inovledoe that prevailing community opinions were on their side.
- - - £l
Feolin. teaciers " ave little sense of security on either score, LKor over a
‘iarter oroa century (i not longer) they have been debating the question "what 1s
a0 one punlic and prolessicoral torum aiter another. They have watched the
Eoobo onrricnlun undere snstarr Shidts in emphasis and directien.  And they have
e o b wont recent of theae Jaits put tem incredasingly at odds with prevailing
-umunity opinron ot cdoat Bnolish oought to be.o  I- it any wonder, then, that Mr.
aril and v, ocquelelr wove cuiekly to avold any conrfrontation with protesters’! T@ey

Bt e ot © o erse o foar born ot genuine uncertainty, ,
bt oan et oo ancertainty 1-n't tre whole story ot the tendency ot English
tedcer= to elt-cemsors here i e otten overlooked tact that English teachers,

At creap,aren't really cery dic oerent Yromoother pecple. Articles dealing with

SIT s, nd e d Jd, b Do tarity, (or o dscnt g Fpolish teachers as unitortaly liber-

~ 1
Al wd el tened, p L Dne G react.onary pareats.  It's an accumption that doesn't

£}
-

cdr cdaret el oL 1t ton.

one sear a7 condncted g cradv o the book selection practices ot Enclish o
Popartne o coranren vatn ar eye to discovering whether they had anv proclivity -o
conoes b are D Uhe o tenndeacy e 1 gect o accept omtroversial pooko that had
SJect o censors i ancident . an dmecican secondary sclhools. TAs a group
oo v oot these cooh o Gl o chachy were 1ncluded on reading, lists pre-
pared he o preroleapom? aroarrcarons) with about toe same frequency and for the same
Peons s the peneral pankic, for the moat part they didn't teonl Loagh school se-
Sriors Jhonld o redd ook taat deal f1th Sex or comtain protanity, and they werenp't
oo koo on Coone that are politically or reliciously controversial., Admittedly,

Z
time - bace o anooed avstder ooy e the Tast l’]"d,ht ‘,'(’dl’h,/l‘)ll[ 1 ’-»f.rlvﬂ,',].‘\’ H\I‘v’PE‘CL’/

o : . L~
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that large numbers of English teachers (if not the majority) are still of this opinion.
Wwhat we have, then, is a situation im which large numbers of English teachers *

are atraid of how parents (or administrators) might react to certain books, and others

who fear these books because they violate precepts of their personal moral codes.

The res:lt is an awtul lot ot En,lish teachers who end up actins as book censors rath -

er than book selectors.

A quick word on the distinction between censorship and selection. Obviously,
the act of structuring & curriculum in English requires considerable application of
the power of choice. (Even the most open, individualized curriculum can't fit it
all in). As the choices become fewer, the power of choice becomes greater. The
cholce of a single text to be read by all students represents a far greater exercise
of this power than the compilation of a reading list. Selection is the use of this
power to determine which, out of all the possible choices, best fit an educational
zoal or meet a student need. Censorship is the use of this power to exclude those
choices which pose a threat. Selection, then, is an inclusive process, an attempt
to bring in the best. Censorship is an exclusive process, an attempt to keep out the
threateniny,. ) .

It is apparent, therefore, that the fewer threats teachers perceive, the less
likely they are to operate as CenSors. A teacher who works in a positive, supportive
environment will usually make decisions based on the needs of kids. One who sees
danger everyvhere from the principal's otfice to the neighborhood kaftee klatch, is
lirely to think first of personal survival. The facf that so many Euglish teachers
are running scared these days is a clear indication that there is something very
wrong with the environment in which they operate. .1f we would like to see these
reachiers stop tunctioning as self-censors, then we've sot to concentrate on changing
the nature of trat environment.

) A- an es-ential tirst step we might <ive some serious attention to a tew questions
that “ave been hanging fire tor a century or more. For one thing we might make a
real eftort to reach some ayreecment on the role of the school in our society. € it
an inet runent ror sucial change or is it an agency for indoctrination of the youny,
with tie presailing community values. We've heen debating that one almost rrom the
besinning. henn#ally, community Sentiment has been tor the indoctrination position,
hut a tew years ago, whito, middle class America got very edyy when restless blacks
wanteid to apply this concept in hetto schoels. -

. &
Avain, this 15 more than just an academic or philoscphical question. It has
really Jdeep implications 101 the cnrriculon. Tt the primary purpose ot the schooels
“1s to indure that rids operate within the prevailing value system of the community,
tiem 1t 15 nece.dary that some consorship he practiced. Material which runs counter
0y that value svatem prosents o tireat and must he excluded trom the curriculum. TIf
Lhe privmary purpose ot the ochools is to foster social change by helping hids torm
rleir own value -vstems, then conworship is anathema. Personally, the second ot -these
fwo positieons Lo the dnly one tl.at makes any sense to me, Pt 1f what the people o!
Ll country wWant T ron the schools is indoctoination, then we'll all be bertoer ot

admittine tt.Y \\‘\\
i
3 %

—_—
Another question that needs Attention 1o the matter ni the operational detinition

nf Ll comTnubnaty, aelve tradit onally been devoted to the concept ot 1Toeal control

of the schioola. i practice this has meant that the people who pand the h1lls were %

Cthe nes whiese tandards were t he considerod.  nut there has been a lot or question-
L1 or thy pringiple latelv,  The latest Supreme Court ruling un obscenity, ecpecial-
1., 1as prnmptud'a tard Jook at just what we mean by Moonmunity standards.”  Lerrs-

: latien is pending n manv states to ot ficially define the copnmity as the State zor

AN

the purpo-e ot cttablistoam. standards apainst which alleysed obscenity can be }udnvd-
\ :
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These laws WLll have protound implications for future textbook disputes involviny the
schools | an' the concept ol local control is in serious jeopardy., The more political
dnd,andnnlsl dintance between the teacher and the community (as detined by law),

+ the less imediate the teacher's sense of threat.

Then there 1s the question of the relationship between reading, and hehavior. 4
Fotoor e Lelt-tensorin, activity of well-megning Bnglish teachers arises from the:r
belief that readin,, nice thLﬁi?\Qakes nice people d reading nasty things makes nasty
people,  sow v ould state this beliet quite so bluntly, but examine some statements ¢
purpose or hasie phrilosophy contained in English departmental carriculum guides and

.see ar ey don't roply that kids will somehow ve hetter people because of what they
1D he readin,. It's an assumption thdat underlies a lot of what we sav and do, and
©oas tar as [ ohkndy there 15 not a shred ot evidentelto support it and a {iir amount to

retute 1t. Studies of juvenile delinquents, sexual ates, and c¢rimiuals have shown
- vigtually no correlation (vr even a negdtive Correlatioﬁ\\betwoen their reading and
toerr beharior. And 1t would be hard to demenstrate that }ﬁ\a group, Englis' teachers
e proressors ot literdture) are better peeple than other teachers., Reading mav
Pelp s expamd our borizen, ) deepen our insishts, focus our ideas, and all sorts of
sother wort” »oide thinus, but, to the best ot our knowledue, 1t doesh)
. invthine, -

cause us to do

\
[t owe could ot the ‘\nd and communltv -together to examine que Llon s\ ike these,
oocould! tane somwe Y%ll trides toward establishing tie kind ot positive, suﬁ\ rtiv
€ rLrohmpnt L4t mdf(w seti-censourship unnecessary. 1t would also make tor bottk{\
roolre relar o L'/)n 4 ~lick Prochure or a "back to school” nisht,
‘ ~ ‘lé aottre therc s onot easv--and certainly a lot lees than hal! the tun. What
fowe do oo the meantime  Mostly, the kinds of things we lave been advocaring for

cears: developin. a departmental policy con book sclection; establishiny a procedure
or o landling complaints . Lettine the scheol board to adopt a pelicy on the student's
rrobit to read, corkcne toward some wort of departaental consensus on what the Envlish

LJarriculum aucntoco e albouts kes pic in touch with what the comppmity 18 thinkin
i ol g,
avhoe the o cost o omporrantc il we can do is o to keop remindin. ourselcee that
ool we can censor, that pdrent. care a fignt to complain it they don't like what's
Ip i 1 Ue schoolsaged gt protest, no matter how strident, 15 not censor-
Coe IEowe Taep st dhat ther are afraid of and what we are atraud of , we miiiit
AN otnd ot f ot the mons ter e nothioy more than a little kitten with a iy shadone,

. oo s e, Davad Lilrenthal, the distrouiched Charrman of the TVA,
o oL s e S e hearin s oonoan appoint.ent to thae Atomic Eneryy
foeorer o Senat o Mokellar o Tennesoee implied that Lilienthal had

1

Tertr " teadencie .. SINC Loo many censors cre politically metivated
vab ey are citer ore aganst dnvthmﬁ than thoy are tor sone thing, part

11 Y

CTatrerthal s reply could orve as o a metto tor an Enelish teacher taced
i i ¥
the ves ot "My conu ction. are not o so mucn concerm d with what I
v ﬁ,«lxw.r - oWhat T for, and that evceludes o lot ot things aut omatically,

' by aditienal) ) demcor ey has Seen an affimative doctrine rather than
1 iu thr maeniticent Crede can be found o Hewry
Lo s RFAL D0 AMERICA (NY: Harper, 19500, 0 1hn-lno,
» .
. ~-30-
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Q: CENSORSHIP! WHO WANTS IT?

A: MORE PEOPLE THAN WE THINK, MAYBE.
(7 REALLY?

A: I SAID MAYBE!

James W. Reith, Scottsdale School District

Every language contains certain terms that evoke an emotional as well as an in-
tellectual response. Propagandists are successful to the degree that they can gauge
in advance the emotional or psychological impact of the words they choose to use.
History is replete with examples of persons who have changed the direction of civili-
zation, tor good of ill, by their skillful use of language. Such is the power of
language that we might all be enjoined to treat it with the greatest of respect.

The emotional power in a certain term is not an inherent one; it is the result
of the psychological conditioning of the user that occurs through repeated encounters
with that term in an emotional context. The term thus gains connotative accretions
which qualitatively alter its lexical or denotative meaning. The conditioning pro-
cess is otten so thorough and complete that the emotional response to the term com-
pletely overrides the intellectual response. This emotional response is automatic
and even organic (one is reminded of Pavlov's salivating dogs); this is especially
true when the term embodies a pejorative connotation. It seems morecver, that there
is no defense against or immunity to the effects of such linguistic conditioning; it
strikes even the moust objective, intelligent, and perceptive individuals.

words, then--although merely a succession of phonemes imbued with meaning by
common consent--can become totems, taboos--entities with life and power profoundly
affecting those who have created them--masters, instead of servants; tyrants, rather

than tools.

For example, during World War II, the words "Nazi," “Jap,'" ''tascist," "Gestapo,"
and--for a while--""Communist" produced a knee-jerk negative reaction in most Americans,
whether they had any direct experience with persons who fitted these designations oOr
not. Similarly, words such as "Jew," "nigger,'" and "wop' often evoke an almost vio-
lent response, Lt is a mistake to think that only the ignorant and uneducated are
capable of such reactions. In so intellectually enlightened a spot as Arizona State
University, it 1s not uncommon to hear professors and students refer to 'the Mesa
Mormons,' "Weldon Shofstall," "the Birchers," or 'one-eyed Jack Williams' in such a
way as to produce what appears to be a programed response. What 1s more startling is
the elfect that such terms pgenerate when used in ti1s way: otherwise rational and
objective people fall victim to the power of such expressions and by thedy” responsecs
hotray biases and biyotry one might never have suspected they possessed.

[n view of all this, perhaps an examination of the term "censorship' might pro-
ritably be undertaken. “Censorship' is, for mary people, a term that is a distillate
f all that 1s ignorant, brutish, narrow-minded, oppressive, and damnable in this
vorld. Along with 1ts positive corollary, "intellectual freedom," censorship consti-
tutes so tormidable an idea thac a reasonable man might well shrink from raising
questions about the validity of these terms because of the extent to which they are
presently abhorred and venerated, respectively; to do so might he to lump oneself
with the ignorant and brutish. Yet, in a culture that espouses intellectual curious-
1ty and inquiry, perhaps this icen, too, can be--well, if not smashed, then at least
taken in hand and cxamined to determine whether it possesses the divinity that is
¢ laimed tor ait.

As 1t is most commonly used, vcensorship'’ is a term that refers to any activity
that 1nterferes with an individual's right to know. Most often this interference takes

ERI

-187- 2 1o




place in an academic situation. When parents quest:on the good taste or relevance of
4 book used by a teacher or a school system, the crv of "Censcrship!" 1s trmediately
raised against them. There are also 1nstances on record when self-righteous citizens
In small or large groups have protested against what they consider te be obscenity 1n
tilms, books, and places of public entertainment. Such controntations ordinarily are
¢darried on at the emotional, irraticnal, and sometimes violent lovel, with each side
appealing to reason in support of 1its position, Untortunately, until we all can hon-
estly admit to the right or cach individual to his opinion, as$ well as his right to
e=pouse 1t openly dand vigorously, we can anticipate more sucl e tional criges spring-
Ing up across the land,

The real cause of the eatire problem is not readily discerned during the heat of
the confrontation., Perhdps it we reconsidered a tew basic questions, we might have a
chance of coming closer to the heart of the “censorshap' protlen,  Such auestions are:
. What is the basic nature of man?
. What 1s man's position and tunction in the universe.
. ttow shall a man live his lite?
4, 5 1t possible to create a hetter world or social order:
v What is the individual's responsibility to his society
. who has the ultimate responsibilitv tor the training of our vouny ' Or tor
cur society's future:
7« Is 1t possible tor man to construct rules of behavior and modes of thought
that are equally applicavle to all people?

—

[

Piilosephiers, religious and secular, have devoted millenia to probing for answers
to the tirst three questions, The issue is still far irom being resclved; no veneral-
tedations seem to satisty. The same pecple are capable o1 the most altruistic phil-
antnropy as well as the most savage brutality, the most sublinely beautitul utierances
4s well as the most degenerate, heinous abominatious. Some philosophies--mostly
religious--have asserted that man 1s fundamertally and totally corrupt, but that he
also has the capacity (or opportunitv, at {east) to control and rise above his mean-
ness. This may be accomplished through spiritual enlightenment or the impo.ition o,
¢r subscription te, a moral code that carries the threat of punishment tor cach rani-
testation of wickedness, Other philosophic systems see man as a kind »f cosmie
anomaly--a curious sort of creatire existing accidentally on this planet by the chance
convergence ot a series ot highly improbable, even incredible, circumstances. The
indrvidual man, in this view, has very little past and even less future: the way he
cenducts his life is the result of <.me nebulous comprumige between an impulse to
mdaticty purely selfish urges and the need to live happily within a social trame orl,
The norm of behavier here hecomes exvpediency, and the yreatest achievement darly
happiness,

Once d person has accepted ror himsel: one of the many concepts ot ndn's nature,
the wecond and third questions are likely to be answered for him as well. In any
case--and this 1s an important point--it ought to be our obligation to respect everv
man's personal resolution of the trresolvables mentioned above. Since we muswt all
answer the same basic questions, and since the agony involved in dealing with -uch
imponderables is common to all men, it is unseemly for anyone to arrogate unto him-
selt a higher degree of "correctness" than any other man. The tact that one may find
another human being who agrees with him does nothing at all to incredse the relative
worth of his answer to the "eternal questions,'" Majorities are probably wrong as
orten as minorities, the only ditference being that when mdjorities aie wromy, thov
are more massively wrong,

I[s 1t possivle, then, in the tdce of such divergence of tundamental beliefs and
0 much obvious self-serving, tor men to settle up on one pownt of view (or perhaps 4a
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Qo Lot b trer ol Lo can constructoa system to tild a etter

PUT ane o o b Moty wyvbe ot the ve-ults aren't all in et and won ' t
. ' v v e abtoapp araen. The Corprunist Jorld s made o etbenawe i
St e TR N +. cen the Toss o a great deal o1 ndr vdaal Liberty.
" CleTLa thio, 1t i, Tenares the -ubmerypouce o indrvrdaalat o Are oo
pea REE TR TR SIS A Legimented society Probably. Are tos tanhier!

: L T Coabiest red the spdividual anda rndividoal oty apne oar o

. T S S L1 L pae Romans erphasized the state and contoror

e Vit are sanoter, the dreeks or the Romans.
S e qan. Loty te ansver basic questions bave to d with e resporst il

o Lo ecrels oo tadh b Level Just (fiss  In the apparent absence of anv
d lute ctandars oamemers, Loay Choese Lo live by oand Jdetend that code vrids 1ppedrs

sons re o sbhle ot ivaa Lo e [ am al.o tree--nay, [ have, by my wtangard,
the omeral re o rorlrtnest ALt icl amy atte pt to subvert or overtiirow my pwesitron.

et -0 no o, for a4 wert, cast ayself in the role of an ardent Roman Catholic
VLo terLeer raentoaer oo Cat nlre, and anv other role--bolshevik, Mormod,

ooy, b tem D oer e el ‘e u tiean Catholic, I subscribe to tiw HMosaic
Do 1t e, aboeid o ressla (! wies resularly, and rear my children in the "tear
T RS N UL SO S PR i, oelievine trat oy chiildren's eternal welfare is to d
e veo toma1otlit, Loam caretul to protect them from intluences that er rode

Lrritui! otartt. Lothere oae shiject Lo my grocery store displayin, prominently
Copie THE LAPTY QOKER, 4 prece of pm‘mkrlp 1wy (in the ntunml sense o1 the

‘v, . L g i, that cutols and glorities rkat my moral code conders vice and
Corith Llon., hoat Jdo T le” I’ruhdbly Aot neg.  Atter all, vhiat 1 consider to be
Cr il creen 1o o dangerous may not be considered so by Athcrs nut suppose m
s ar-ale ol e tre hook and I tind her reading 1. Then wmt T take 1t
voay rotn oot b« PSR TEPRN LSRRI Bt I TLA B ()[)J('L tiem to 1t. It doesn't mattoer 1l sire

1o to understand o objection-- e didn 't understand why the omall po vaccination
fhat o turt ber o ts loesl eloer cither. wou tupte sce that a Tocal theater 1o seroens
. ohe codtocther, o il that bLas not one harsh oord toosay ahout crime, extortion,
srongseurty, adultery, roloery, or rurder. Local radio, TV, and nevspaper ads pro-
elatw tie oreatness' or the rilm (Liiey mean plot and pertormnance and production, ol
Cour s -=don't ey ) ot oy (hild 1o cager to see ity I tell her no, 1 don't explain :

sloat LU has o Creddecendng coc1al value' becsuse lamonot really clear about what that
qeans ryeeli. A Doprdotaclin, Copsoralitp T Now suppose that ny child's teacker uses

L ool or ators oroan adea o claos that changes the kind ¢t lite perspectese 1 have,
rovood consetetice, Deer oryte Lo develop in my child. Thy- constitutes a new and
qitierent pro lemior e Doon centrol to an extint My chiitd's exposure to perui-
Crone antTuencens tnoeor by et ey, bt the school s1tuatyon complrcaten the
Lo e ob v chatt oA teacer - e b ,ood cne--teaches o he dooss net werely
Toreceat’ pdeas. L peadher  nnot tor Tong hade haeoern lite 1o ranect 1rve and value
Lrncture troo b oatndentao Eronrs et abe opposed o riine==-sdd he 15 an atheist--
can ! pernit hun Jirectly or ardirectlvote Change vy child' ontbeok ! L think rot;
anl 1t doesn't o alter the ¢oe one bt whether he is domg this deliberitely or through
Lol e or mmcompetence . Ol s, VITglngd, thore are teachers o are penorant ind

I eney ot )

o, probasly, hetore Dorarse a otinmd about all this, T it re-examine ny owi
position. [oan vully awdare tiat [ocannot shelter my child ‘orever from pew 1deas,
nor Jo T oreally cant to.o cutd Ao want come control over the trmang and nanner o

chontation (and I certainiy oant to qatisty myseln s to the cometence ot her

.
1 By -
tuu"‘u‘r’ co ded ] vt o b o taarteye Legar to thim' o analosues to attempt
Clarttication of rooown theught o MY cuild has a piveleal bedy, Lae welb-ooing o
whoeh 1o oty responabilieo e, ey, d Lonse pentious and diligent parent, i take
O
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her to the dentist to see if her teeth are straight and whole. [ take her to the
doctor tor periodic examinations, I make sure she has all her shots--in <hort, I
leave as little as possible to chance. When she becomes il]l, her mother and T go
irte a semi-panic until we are certain that ~hat wbich has threatened her physical
‘existence is overcome and that our daughter is safe once more. To exhibit any le«s
concern would be to earn the contempt of relatives, neighbors, and friends, aud per-
haps even invite a charge of child nesulect from the county.

In my construct of things, my daughter also has a spiritual health (emotional,
psychological, social, and mental, too, but the reader can make that extension him-
self) which T have a duty to safeguard. So when she encounters something in school
or anywhere else that threaters to impair that spiritual welfare, I must reict. The
problem with this reacting is justifying it. Unlike . rcver or a broken leg, spirit-
ual 1llness is difficult to diagnose or verify; it is, rather, something a pdarent
nicht sense. The provocation has to be pretty strong for me to bring forward a case
based on intuitien alone:; | stand a good chance of coming ot/ looking like a tfool.

So what do T de! Back otf! Or de I plunge in, create what 1% inevitably & nasty
scene with the teacher and principal, and probably earn tor myself a reputation as

a trouble ruskiry "Bircher" who is zealously playings the role ot the despicanle
"guardian of prhblic morals:!"  In most instances, I will probably back of!i, but not
without harbering o deen resentment against those who nse such pejerdtive cliches
indiscriminately. 1 resert having my intellicence and motives called into que-tion
hy a a3 ademic pover bloc,

Playin. the Devil's advocate is difficult enou,h. plaving a Roman Catholic,
cven vorse=-so [oshall resume my role as an educator (although I could hare cone back
to Plate even as a Roaan Catholie). Much time has elapeed wince the ddavs o Socrates
ind Plate, bhut the problens they identified are with ue still. In his ntopran
REPULLIC, Plato addresses vimselt to the tormulation o an ideal system of oducation.
The mechanics and details of his plan are not importart to us here. what is inportant
s toe body of assumptions upon which he bases his arcurents and s plan. In the
REPURLILC and olsew.ere Plato discusses the concepts of ", ood" nd "ev1l,” e ulta-
aately concludes 7 at such absolutes do exist as "ideas” and they thev <orue as a
rind ot evaluative measnre of human activity. It is doubt ful whether anvone schooled
i today's relativi tre morality could subscribe to Plato's theories . vet  we do
reta.n aotions o! human behavior and character that are commonly tdentified,as virtues,
vir., ¥indness, compa.sion, love, charity, honesty, lovalty, relhwability, ;entlenes
7?Ic1ou%nohs, torzivene ~, ete. Thelr nepative corcllaries are veen by most of . as
evils., It 15 Plato's cont "coeod' must be inculeated nothe O ildron i

rrion it

o
Ay soctiety, 17 that oot 10t survice and raprosoe,
J

PLato wees (4 many others al®o base) the ehilaren of a fucfvty IS PSRRI B A P B A
most saluaple as-et, the care and preservation of viien recurre, the ot areful
Altention. T leave such care to dionce or to have 1t done ancompetent Iy vould e
the hergit of folly, or which onlv the most obtuse could be capable.  Children,
accordin, to Plato, should have set before thent conctantly models of virtiue and ex-
cellence and should, by all means, e grotected from every exposure to vice, corrup-
tion, and other manilestation. o ewvil on the part ot men,  Adeittedly, b i g
“rdealistic" rather than "realintice” and ditticult tor us, wvho are comtted to deal-
ing with "realitie. to consider very seriounlyv, And it ot also possible that Plato
Was Urony.

bl

but 1f Plato, as a thinker, 1. vrong, it is equally possible that we are 1o,
We, too, faee attor ot Do con truet an o adeal  ociets an owhreh the individeil Jierty
ol every nember 1w of paramount impertance (at least that's what we profes .y,  In the
academic world, e bow low bhetore that goddess, "Intellectual freedom;"” yet this

B ‘ -190-




-

adoration otten talls to encompdss her handmaiden, "Responsibility." And just there
is the flaw in our cystem and our chiet problem., One often heors that education must
bhe made more humane, indeed 1t must. In our etforts to achicve academic epalita-
rianism, we, by avoirding the imposition ot syStems of morality and eschewiny the making
of "value judgments,'” have (reated a morally sterile, unrealistic life situation that
cven the ﬁtudenth—-giﬂfﬁlallv the students--recognize as a fraud., The fraudulence
lies 1n the fact that in any human interaction, amorality is impossible, and students
are quick to recognize that our vaunted moral neutrality 1s a wyth. They sense the
incongruity hetween what we protess and what we do and they see in us all kinds of
biases and prejudices, which we say we abhor. What is needed more than intellectual
treedom 15 intellectual honesty.

ves, 1t is 1mportant that education become more humane. And this means the re-
establisnment of some kind of basic value structure, the promulgation of which is ac-
companied by intellectual honesty. For openers, let's reafiirm that every man has a
right to his owm mode of thought and the right to express it; and let us not sub-
ject him to discriminatory labeling it his opinions diifer from ours. A man, after
all, has the right to he a boor if he chooses to; it 1s, I believe, a constitutional
right,

Secondly, let us as educators remember that the control ot the schools is the
prerogative of those who have established them and who are paying for their opera-
tion. Unless we as egatators recognize our responsibilities to the people 1n our
commurtity and unlequwe are willing to become more responsive to their thoughts and
feelings, we are heatled for trouble, Uhat this implies 1s that we must do our educa-
tional planning with the community in mind, realizing that we are not always going
to have our own way. Since there are at least as many screwballs 1n education as
there are 1n the general populace, let's be careful when and whom we defend. Ouite
often parent gripes are legitimate and 4 teacher 1s dead wrong; we don't win any
awards tor intellectual treedom or increase public respect for cducation where we
defend a teacner in a situaticn like that.

Thirdly, let's acknowledye that parents have a higher kind of responsibility ftor
tneir children, and that those children belong to them, not to us &as teachiers, We
may not usurp that responsibility and authority. We may have a disagreement on
philosopniical, or even humane grounds, with the father who permits his child to die
hecause his religion maintains Blood transtusions to he wrong. put what higher
powé; hae ouddenly given us the authority to intervene; on what grounds do we claim
superiority tor our point ot view. Who among us is going to challenge the father who
encourares Nis son to detend Lis (ountry with his lite on the basis of that philo-
oophical abstraction, "patriotism’T  Or which of us will have the arvogance te re-
sonet rate with parents who tend their ¢hildren with the same anxiety some people de-
cole Lo neon tetras, Siame.e Cdls, and houseplants? Which ot us educators, having had
our own marriages collapse, our Liildren gone astray, Or our own lives messe¢d up
by a series ot misjudgments or siaple stupidity, 1s going teo revile any parent
var his efforts to come to grips with the perplexities of his own or his children's
cistence’ Perhaps it 1s time that we stopped assuming that educators, because thev
are educators, have any «laun to superior intelligence, more common sense, a hetter
srasp of reality, or any vind o1 "mission' which supercedes that which all humans
Have 1u common as they grope their way toward meaning 1n life.

And finally, let us --Gad! Have I arpued myself into a bt Z--strive towards two
soals as educators:
1. VWhen we plan educational systems, let us keep 1n mind why and tor whom we
are planning. Let us be truly honest in providing tor tie need o every
Gepment of our communities 1n justifying in advance the things we under-
take to de, in exhibiting in our teaching and conversation an open dccept-
anee and consideration tor all points of view. In this way we become
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e<emplars of those virtues (tolerance, kindness, henesty, fairnes, compas-

S1on) which aie the basis ol "humaneness,” and the toundation for real ed-
ucatien 1 lawd, In this way, also, the namber of instances of contjlict

will ne minumzed,  (The recent Wost Virginia explosion was an exarPlo gt

an adeclogical contlict that got out of control, ) If educators-¢@gnd education
Lave any ,oals at all, one o1 the most important ought to be thal we solve
mutudl problems vy thinking rather than killing.

2. When we deal with ditferences of opiniton let us by all means not be tound
#ullty ot the same kind of intractable narrow mindedness we take umbrage
with in our deiractors, Let us stop prete ending that our concept of life,
suclety, and cducation is the only acceptable one. And let us Stop deLy-
ing that red-eved word, "censorship,” indiscriminately in labeting the
speech and action ot those whio have a value system different ifrom ours,
The rair-mindedness we expect trom others vught to be the most noticeable
cnaracteristic of one who calls himself a teacher.

CFNSORSHIY IN “AKYLAND - - -Jean (. Sisk,Coordinator English, baltimore Countv Schools
Marvland is periaps an atypical «tate 1n regard to censcersiilp, though tie tourist
deencies advertise 1ts attractions as typically "America in Minidture," Actnally, it
La snall otate that contaies tive ot the largest tuenty sehool systems 1n tle United
Ltates--tue systems in saltinore City and in the meiropolitdn counties around Dalt -
aore and Washington,D,C, These svstems have had rclatively little dirticulty in the
treedorm 1 teachers (represented through membership on nook review comittees each
fear) to recommend bhooks both for additions to the "open"” orders from wniich scnools
ke seloctiias 9 te choose titles thit may be reguisitioned tor one «r two «ciools
«lasnes onlrl [ Nor have they had rmocn drtticultv wien narental complairts tbout the
cudent 't “recvrred” to read the rather sopuisticated printed material that 1s
APDCAr s L care ard ere Crequently onoour test orders, reguicstroms tor inel.: lualized
Sroup oty tror o and frhrary Trste, The founty inow b T Lorve an cerdinator,
Tt ere Connty o fas ad g ted the Crtizens ' Conplaine oorm reconmendoed oyt MTE as
4 oLe e tiron Trch students, teactiers, or parents tadv volCe d nrote Loaldlnst
pdrtioalar coon or o ralme This vear we have had oply Lwo complammts--one Yrom a tun-
danentalise rolLous Jreun who ol jected to the use of the vord "rape" (even thouch
weed satiricad vy in PR GANIASTICRS (0 play which 1s one ol manv purchdased cor a
Ua. R otadiee inothe sentor aigh oschool English procran),  The other conplaint vas

Tow o

dparnst o CAND ALTCE, a diary of a Uiiteen-vear-old caio nad been o1 ruee --

ook s ested cor ity rrade social studies and on thae Drorary snelves o0 nr G-
Lrary osca e T o T ase s Lite hool Teview CORIMLI i (CoAT Laed g T1oras L,
Tent L aher 10w Al teachier ) g tooretarn the ok,

1
Pl two s s aie b e menropel ity sweters conce e rdd cal Compeldint. 1 odinst
POt RGeSk o MATC T D B THE ROYMISTS LaND, aitaal oy antiare ey -
L T o L A U PR SRS R S P O S P T SR L SO IV
CRoabive I oracial dreas, o sevenly per o ceat slach oot are fLe currens b
Ylte pedroor’ wetropolitan drootricre
fhe otner ootvewe 1o Marylant o repre eated by (e st les toand most rurdal o

the tuenty —three conuty systen . ere the sroblem ot conuorshin ol sooks whoere ol-
seenttv, oproranity, cenalle o oliort passases . oand tacial o overt nes e<lot s wieer e
SrotLT b warrant ot tane e o ke Maryland Comrctl ot Teachere o Faaeoo b
Cooworeshops chedaled or the chionn coar 1974-7 0 en the o oblene g e 1ol n

the roaching o Ee by,
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CENSORSHIP CASES MAY INCREASE

Robert F. io.an, Exccutive Secretary, NCTE
(Reprinted with permission ot the author and NCIE trom the January
19+ "For the Mewbers" in.ert in all NCTE journals)

BACE ROUND Oon Tune 21, 1973, the tnited States Supreme Court handed down a

: najor ruling on obscenity and porno raphv., The ruling dropped national criteria tor
judging ateridls, cug.oted some broad wuidelines ror determining obscenity, and
shirted to states and local cormunities the responsibility for applying these suide-
Liaes.

Tn response. -ome - tates bave appointed leyislative committees to decide what
mow laws . 11 any, need to ve passed. The Airerican Civil Liberties Union, hnowing of
N interest in treedon to read, arranped rfor Council representation 4t hearings
conducted Hv a jornt le rslative comuattee 1n New York City.

i (m CLtoeber 20 Robert P offonan, executlve socretdry, spoke at tie hearings on be-
balt o U e memborsbip o WUTE. Frederick RKouryv, representing the New York State
Fnglish touncal, also addressed the lesislators. The tollowing statement, presented
by Mr. o oan, i reprinted [ere vor the insi,hts 1t glves On new censorship prohlems

-~ Cyou.tt on vt oo Supreme Cuurt decision.

Bot's the Constrtution and the Bill of Ripght« of the United States separate the
sower ot the Ltate 'Tom the nt luence ot the Church,  One sect or 4 cluster of sects
mdy not, with the suppert ol overnment, impose 1ts heliets and practices on non-
momber-. or thueir owm nembers, sects mayw set otandards of behavior and 1mpOse Hdnt-
fions on nembers who doopor meet thiewe ~tandard-. Such standards have to do, for
example, with abortiom, divorce and reuarriazce, dietary restrictions, and tithinz.
SUE aecte mwer net use crimiaal ooroersr o law toodmpoese these standards on nonmenbers.,

Some current propo-als v restriciing di.trihution i print and pletor ial
FATETidls © o medlecr TolS sepdrat.oon. 1 uct propesals are entorced in a community
Jeminated e aect T a cluater of sunpathetic sects the power ot the bHtate would

Neoeed Lo L oweme or evervone toe wrlioor ree chinren,

Cser L. vears tee 0.5, apreme Coart s Connd that 1t could not dernde ob -

epity in ledr-cut Leoal e censeauent by, it sould seer, the Court has simp i

Cransterted gt prehles to tle Moomuntt n loing o 1t left two problems o7

deinitien: Shat o one twedn ey ety and voar o ce o hedn by Community,

4 Loreen Court oubd seem to fave complls
L}
gt there o

Tott ook Lo L out b soeenit s,

cred e omatter s dnaortine boeoo o ncent o el omin, ~0Caal alue”

1 feener and nore neToda conplioatie o Grabe enouchy, s le onscenity s ditrieus?
biosot poestale oo derine, 1toas wet w1 cone hle vt ean Lo lanel taines dn
1 +

acere.  (Even L recosnize a Jdirty preture Ten T ome. o e mistake 1s toooams
siqoe v labels tor cencrally anplucat.le detinirnons.,

It 1o ampos=sihle to estanling P tacl o0 Cchacenity by ocomtent analvols.
Sothynne 16 more certainlvoan the eve o0 the enolder than "o tensiveness.” [he ove
o the mind 1w oas subipect to o raepia, Aac il Tutred, and Cataract a- the eyve of the bod,
The same exposed mammary cland may tndice orotic tnouchts o omale adolescent, teel-
tmes ot anadequacy 1ooa 1ealy adoleocent, clinical disinterest an d synecolosist,

and hunoer nains noan intant, indeed . 1n Minpe,otd Sete Vedrs lood pane] holdin

.
ced i~ o n \“RLZI“]‘\‘ o o cemr s o statiale wds citetela ertes ol swiahat et tent
Jether . reement 1oont ohacenity wds possinle, Gepin, a close-np photoorap oAb
v exposed hreant, 1T e cave]l el 1t was obscene. e ntotorraph dy splaved, 1t tarn=-
vd oty ad been o1 opped crona Taryer prcture, 4 pcture ot Tohnny Werssmilbler.
O
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What i in tfact obscene”

The second problem ot detinttion is not <o higly charsed with emotion. We
iwebt think, then, that the term communitv would be easier of definition. We would
think that until we tried to apply any definition, Is New York City a community:’
1> any one ot the boroughs a4 community?! Is even Greenwich Village + community? -

With its nearly three million inhabitants spread out over 463 square miles, how

many communities make up Los Angeles! It it's to be rogarded as one community, how
© many persons would it take to make up a representative uroup ror purposes of estap-
lisrin, "community' standards. I{ the chosen KTOUp 15 not to be representative,

vhise standards are to be imposed on whom’

Accordiny to the Bureau ot Census, 1n one yedr--1970--40 million Americans, one-
it of the population, changed residences. Although some moved merely to a differ-
ent votin. district (the minimum test for "mcving” in this context), many moved to_a
ditierent wtate, others to a ditferent coast. Once we dettne community standards, if
Weocan, how long is anv detinition accurate with a population as mobile as this?

It seems possible to identify small weopraphical communities. 1In rural and
small town America where the population is stable, wlere itn-migration 1s low, where
de racto scuresdtion persi-ts, communities secem to e<1sr,  fbut only 25 percent ol
vhe population [ives 1n rural and small town America, and even there communitv mav
' more apparent thdan real,

Ihe reot 1ive in metropolitan areas where the lack of natural community is re-
caled when we ~et out to e-tablish other kinds of comunities. (One can speak of
tre dewish comunity,” ' the Chincse community," and "the community of artists' in
nrecnwich Villace. Here are three communities tar more Zzenuine than the community
viacing merely theoe censecutive blocks on Riverside Drive. The tact 1s that tor
oSt e ous the acctdent of residential location provides so Iittle sense ot community
Liott we satisiv our need for that :ense on other hases--religious, socioeconomic,
#tanic, or ovccupational. -

Mme kind of cormunity, different altogetiner, 15 a community that most of us
recoonize, It is the familv. This 1s not to sav that some tamilies aren't split
hv disisions that rend larser communities--veneration vdps, political and religious
difterences, value contlicts, and the lile. But for most of us--even in the casce ot .
e one-parent tamily--the strensth o tradition, the .uppert of the law, and the
ract ot rutual dependence tower over all those powsible divisions and keep intact
TRecomunity o of the ramily.  ddere, 1t seems to me, is the only community that can
teasorahly accept the responsibility saruceed off by the supreme Court,

let me rtllustrate wih a personal note. The "corpamity" [ live 1n 1s Champaiusn,
[1li-o1s, with about 8,500 residents. It 1o separited trom t'rbana, T1linois, only
“y @ husy tuorouhrars, Urhana has 32,890 residents. Straddling the two towns is
the Uniersity or Hllinois with more than 3,060 students now legally entranchised
Inotee darea, plus a considerabhle rumber ot torerzn students, Where is the baseline
tor estashis™ine community standards where [ live”

Lev e rocus the picture more narrowly. My familv has been for several pener-
ations Cat' olrc.  The tamily to the lett of our house--a youn. couple with one intant--
1> quite active 1n the Church ot Christ Scientist. On our ri.ht 1s an older couple,
Connervative Paptiat, . Weooat ditterentls, ontertarn drrrerently, subscribe to
drtterent periodicals and newspapers, buv ditterent books, We are in tact three
communities, lLiving in pedcetul and unotiensive coexistonce precisely becaune we
nave our separdate standarde which we neither tmpose on others nor tlaunt hetfore them.
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In 1970 members of NCTE endorsed overwhelmindly a resolution expressing repret
that the report ot the president s Commissior on Obscenity and Pornography had been
rejected out ot fiand even betore it had been ceriously considered. We invite your
rene.od attention to that report and to its principal rocommendations: first, that
Consentin. adults bave dccess to anythin, in print or in visual media that they ‘wish
to read or view: second, that other adults who tind such mater.als oftensive be pro-
tected from otiense,‘hy restricting public displays as in bookstore windows and
theater tronts: and third, that state lesislation be considered to restrict the dis-
play or salé ot heavily pictorial, explicitly sexual materials to young -people with-
out parental consent, fiot so much hecause available evidence indicates harm done to
youn: people by exposure Lo sexually explicit materials hut because some regard the’
¢~ trary cvidence as incomplete and 1nadequate, and also because the great majority
ot American adults believe voun. people should not be exposed to such materials.

Our cencern here, d4» a National Council of Teachers ot Fnuolish, is'not whether
to put our tull resources behind the contested richts of the owner of an adult hook -
otore on 42nd Street. AS cltigens, ob course, we must be concerned ahout the nro-
tection of s ri.hts under the law, even thioush we may never patronirze his store.
But as teachers of ﬁngl1a“, we are principally concerned about our students and
about what lappens to them. Beyond that we must also warry dbout our own access to
hooks. On the heel o. the Supreme Court decision in Junc and durin: openind ot
school this fall, the ame book came under attack in at least two cormuntities. In
both cases the books had been ordered and paid for with student runds, but they
were delivered directly to the school. Four pdaes were cut out by school officials
hefore copies of the book were distributed to the students. Jn one of the cases
the principal and the school board were sued tor damazes, hut the case 15 nol yet
decided. The book 1n question is, ot all things, Edyar Lee ‘tasters' SPOON RIVER
ANTHOLOGY, published in 1913 and consisting of 200 or so poetic epitaphs ror the
deceoannrd rosidents of an imaginary amall town in the Midwe-t.

[+ tre recommendation of this body of legislators is to detrne “'communtty' 4as
the "municipality” or "townshiip,' and if the standards dare to be set as th.ov are
likely to be by the best or.ant-ed minority--it that's the upshot of the Supreme
Court's TJune deci-ivn--cren thouh the lnitial intent may be to deny adults access
to hard-core pornoyrapte. tht only some find otfensive, students in schools will
end up losins tar more Chan SPO0Y g IVER.  It's all one fabric. Where will the un-
raveling stop?

-

The strongest «ommunity | bolor  to--which is to say mv family--ayrees that
the younger members o that communtt ' oupht to have dccens 1n Lchool to SPOOt RIVER,
FATCHER IN THE RYE, wnd--I yuens--virtually everything 1n print that the s¢crool
can aftord to purcha-c. o other commanity hould have the richt to restrict that
Qccess.  However, mnocooemunitw does not ha e the ricght to require readiny of those
“ooks by members oL other community that misht tind them ol jectionable.

My community belivves thot the adult members ot that comunity ought to have
access to anvthing they consent te read or view. It belicves the: the adult members
mooomtinuin, transaction with the vounger members have the right to help open

orisons and, 1 necessary, to. close trontiers of reading and viewing. It knows
Lt i~ vulnerable to mistakes, but it wants the right to repair its own mistakes
rather than living with the mistakes that otner communitics mipht visit upon it.

[ would bhope for a law in New York and in other «tates which would respect the
integrity and the rights ot such communit tes, just .o in other coutexts the faw ol
[1llinois and the municipal code of Champairn make 1t possible for wy community and
Jor the other two communities flanking 1t on the street where 1 live to getoon

with our parallel living in easy harmony.
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CENSORSHIP: THE ENCGLISH TEACHER'S NEMES IS

Rav i, Lawson, kochester High School, Rochester, Michipdn

In an era uf ready accessibility to the Civil Liberties Union, the emphdasis on
dent rights, the promulpation or dacademic treedom and certain rights and respon-
Sibilities guardnteed to teachers under tenure, das well as the mass of controversial
literature being published, how can an English department cope with the ever-present
. problem of censorship” When the whole system of values is centered 1n the‘convep:
’of the freedom of the individual--his freedom of opinivn and freedem of the expres-

sion of opinion, how can English teachers and administrators meet the demands of cen-
sorsh.ip from the community? The challenge becomes even greater when the censor rare-
ly tollows the same pattern in &is attack and when there 1s no securicy in the fact
that a piece of literature has ¥eern accepted and taught for many years, Rochester
school district of 10,000 students in @ rather liberal community is no exception to
the devious means of ‘the censors, The system, however, has devised ways ol thwarting
this nemesis.

st

The Englisb teacher should never be surprised when met with a censor because all
literature is censorable. 1In the eye of the attacher, what is taught to his children
wust be supervised Ly a responsible society which only he can represent; therefore,
111 the material may be censored because 1t may be contrary to his moral values, re-
ligrous beliets, or social standards.

s The censor may take many forms at any time. He may cume from the fundamentalist
2roaps, the NAACP, the American Lesicn, the John Birch Socrety, or simply groups of
parents led by tanatics ot either a volitical.or a religious view., He may also be
a member of the Engl ish department who apparently has no problems with censorship be-
cause he censors everything, or he mav be the ‘conservative lihrarian whose shelves

L eontain nothing worth censoring.  or the purposes of this paper, the censor will he
foose ontside the system and more particularly the parent whe deems 1t his respon-

stbi1lity vo have his views heard and Lis iutluence telt 1n the determination ot what

the hiigh schoul teacles.

Prior to the development of the STUDENT'S RIGHT TO READ, one of the tirst books
to undergo attack in the Rechester svstem was Walter vVan Tilberyg Clark's OX BOW IN-
CIDENT, an excellent novel supplement to Shakespeare's JULTIUS CAESAR because of the
treatment of mob psycholoygy.  Out of context, a parent cited seventy-five ir tances
o Uprotdnity,” most instaunces ot which the students were unaware because ot the
purpese for which the boek had been assigned., The criticism came from dan oppenent
of the bonding 1ssue for a new school; and he, being a prominent businessman in town,
c1reulated his copy of the proutane terms to other men 1n an attempt to defeat the

“n1llage campaign. Atter several centerences involving the parent, the department
head, and the  superintendent, the question did not hecome one ¢ public issue

1LY the Board ot Education aszainst the comunity. The superintendent was a prag-
matist. and, becduse the millage was ot such 1mpertance to the improvement of the
cducationdl program, he avreed that the soor would be removed from tite requitec list
o3 reading but remain on the Ti.t ot recommendod nooks tollowing the year in which
1t had been assigned. By compromising academic freedom ot the teachier and the stu-
dents, the superintendent appeased the attacker. —

In ancther 1nstance, Sinclair Lewis's DODSWORTH came under attack by a parent
with very strong religious views, DODSWORTH was one or the required novels lor a
juntor class studving American literatare,  Pecat o Rochentenr has beer raprdiv grow-
Sy trom g rural community to an industrial one, the department assigned this novel
to show Lewis's view of American lite aftected by industrialism. In thie case, the

. - . }
pitent came directly to the Enylish teacher who was unable to defend the bool because
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ste, unicrtunately, wds one of those teachers who try”to present a novel about which
they wnoy very little--one who had not read the book prior to its assiynment. What
the pirent was objecting to in this book was the infidelity of Dodsworth, not the
langua-e. In a conference with the parent, the department head requested that the
parent read the hook tor the same purpose it was assipned and that he-complete the

W (Mtizen's Request Lor thé Reconsideration of a Book." Once the parent had read the

. movel with the course objective in nind, his fears were allayed, and tie department
was able.to continue to use the hook without hearings betore the “ceard ot Education
Or the prlﬁciwal. The principal, however, was aware of the controversy.

’
\

AJmin 1pn 1970, a parent of d student in a current literature class made a com-
plaint to 4 past president of the poard of Education that Vvonnegut 's SLAUGHTERIOUSE - -
FIVE and Brown's “ANCHILD IN A PROMTSED LAND should be banned from the school system
necause of heine 1illed with "dirty. vulear, obscene lanpuaxe, and sexual activity,
some of whioch was of a pervertog nature and vividky described.” when the Director ot
Instructtor tetused to ¢omplv with the parent 's request, the parent then contronted
the Supgrinterdent ot &chools and the boacd of Education who stood firmly nrehind the
racnlty chboosing the hook even theugh it was necessdry to suspend ite use temporarily
while the 1ssue was. beins debated publiely by the parent and the Roard of Fducation.
aecause tr e coard WAs adamant in ite stand. lesal proceedineaywere Hepdn and the
Circuit Court Judge 1ssued an opinion that the novel was "anti-religious” and, there-
core, violated the Supreme Conrt 's sctool praver decisions. The judyge turther or-
dered that the buok be banned irom the curriculum and in c¢lasses or in anv other
reaching materials. iis decision ad areater implicatrop- an that it net only banned
4 novel that met the obrectives of the course 11 current literature it also elun-
isited from the curriculum all other courses dealins with the “1h1e as Literature.

T podard appealed the case to the Mich iyan Court of Appeals 2 19:1.) Arter a Year

ot lification, the Court ot Appeals averturned the Circurt Court Judge’s lectsdien 1nd’
uphield tne Board ot Fducation's view ot allowing students to read these matoerial

that 'would support the pertormance poals of a class,

»

A furt:er ca~c¢ uf unexpected censorsnip related to the use ot Salin et CATCHER
tir

'y THE AYE in a literature codrse entit]od "ruest sor Identitv." Althoust o teach-

or ad carefully discuased tihe cholce of thi1s novel with the students and ndicated

rhat taere mizht be those wno woLtd fueg the book ot fensive hecause of tie lansuaxe

or social stituatimns and particularty Horuen s negative attitude at times, ue one in
the clads obiected to this chorce that certainly satistied the course objectives.
The teacttor had also indicated that 1! anv student sreferred not te read the book,
there was available a 1ist of dlternate t1t Peps by letter, 4 qirl's father re, i+ -
cored a complaint to the principal. The principal, usinv the "Citizen's Request 1¢Tr
the Reconsideration ot a Book" d-ked the parent to be moryg specific about his cori-
plaint, cle indicated that he tound the hook oftensive and requested-that it be re-
movrl from the veadins list and chat it not Le taught. The principal, in conterence
with the parent discovered that 2e had read only cne chapter--the chapter 1n which
ilolden prepared to mest o prostitute in his totel room, pon this sinple reference,
the parent judyed the entire novel to be worthlewss, wvulear, and offensive to people
with hizih moral and religious values. After consultation with the teachior and the
department head, the principal requested the department head to write a jastitrcation
tor the use of the book, intormed the birector ot Ipstruction and then an-wrred the
complaint. He «tipulated that the novel did, indeed, meet the objectives ot the
course aad that he would not remove it drom the readin;, list or ‘rom 1te oo i the
classroom. In this instance, the teacher insisted that the wtudent choone an alter-
nate selection that catisfied the parent, and the matter, although causiny consi1der-
ahle copsternation, wa- resoluead without coiny to the poard of Educatior and without
inhiw¥fting the academic froedom of the students or the teacher.

A final case oi censorship came out of a request for a conference about a stu-
Q ent's problem in writing. After the parent had superxic1allv ment toned some
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rather minor ditticulties in her son's writing, she reached into a manila envelope
and produced a « »pv ot Favlkner's AS T LAY DYING and announced that she had read

the book during the preceding evening and that she and her husband were appalled that
the school would condone such an offensive book tor college preparatory seniors.
Before assigning this novel, the teacher pointed out its purpose both in content and

> style of}wrlting and indicated that any student who fett it would be contrary to his
) beliefs ‘could mahe an alternate choice. In discussing the book with the parent, she
indicated that the profanity, although 1t did exist, was a minor point. Her major

concern tor her son who was about to vraduate and go on to college was again a single
chanter--the chapter in which Dewey Dell sought the services of a druggist for an

~abortion, Because she was not demanding that the book be banned for the entire class
<+ but only tor her son--she chose an alternate for her son--the problem, although frus-
trating, did not ;o beyond the teacher and the principal. It seems vitally important
1n these 1ustances that, altbough the situation can be handled within the department,
the administration be tully aware of the controversy so that further ramifications
can bhe met vith rfacilaity.

Having taced this nemesis or censorship several' times, there are several conclu-
sions one cculd drawv about ways of minjmizing the probability of criticism and of
meeting it with contfidence.  In the first place, the teaches has certain responsibili-
ties to assume when recommending 4 book., Despite the glowing reviews found in the
INCLISH. JOURNAL of the ALA publications or any other suurce, no teacher should be
assigning a®book without tirst having read and analyzed 1t to determine whether the
novel really supports the performance objectives of the course, whether it is within
the students' social or cultural range or experience, whether the philosopbhical con-
cepts may be compatible with those of the community, or whether the language may be
orfensive.  Certainly, selecting the novel vill mean that the teacher will have sev-
eral alternate selections for those who may object because of their own feelings or
those ot their parents,

Secondly, a department should be able to detend its setection of materials based
upen well-detfined and clearly stated objectives. If a teacher can justity a selection
because it satistfies the course objectives, then hie can be on reasonably firm ground
when racing a parent who 1s censoring the novel., When Rochester Community Schools
became invotved 1n litigatiron cver STAUGHTERHOUSE-FIVE, the lawyers based their case
on the tact that this novel did, 1ndeed, mneet the objectives of the course.

Third, i 1s 1mperative that the tcacher, as well as the principal, be thorough-
ly tamiliar with THE STUDENT'S RIGHT TO READ. It is also important that the princi-
pal listens to a complaint but that he makes no judgments until aiter the parent has

;o caretully detailed the reasons tor the ohjections. .

Another <onclusion one may draw from these censorship experiences is that a
nreat deal ot responsibility rests with the teacher for having a broad reading back-
ground in materials appropriate ror adolescents and for being flexible in selecting
books commensorate with the instructional level of the stulents. He must realize
that more than one novel will support a particular theme and that all students cannot
sat1sty their needs through a single title.

In addition, one may conclude that just as there is no single éitlo,that may
fit the needs of a theme in a particular course, there is no single way by which
one may deal with the devious attacks of the censor. The teacher, theréfore, must
be able to cope with each case 1ndividually and make judyments in the best interests
ol intellectual treedom tor the students and the teacher.

Finally, if one-is going to meet the challenge of the censor, the school system
must have a.very clearly defined procedure tor selecting materials and for handling
Q b
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corpharut e aneut those materials. Rochester hao developed such ¢ policy.

[ teadher initiating a recommendat ion for new materials or books ir ludes
Lt the reauest to the Fnglish Coordinator a statement oi the goals of the course,
the teason cor the change, and a4 written andlysis of the material to, show how it
suppUrls Loe pertormance goals., Once the English Coordinator determines the teasi
Jtn and tappropriateness ot considering the recormended change, he established a study
roup to coasider the < ane, reliability, currency, treatment of the material, read-
ability, Lrteredt _..tended audience, format, and other special features.
Tove oty wroup's w. dation goes to the Assistant Superintendent who recommends
t. . oproe.al or Jdisapproval to the Superintendent and Boary of Education. If there
. a drsapprocal atoany step In the procedure, the teacher may appeal the decision
Fooa spec sl ocorn Lttee compesed of the head iibrarians of the high schools, the to-
4! ntar: .. the school English department recormending the book, and at least one
o rementative o) the English department of the other high school. | Folloying this
. of procedure may seem comples en the surface, but 1t helped to place the xes-
peasinoality on the teacher for hnowing the objectives and selectiny; material appro-
Sviate cor those woals. .o
. - o
In case ot a complaint, the parents wishing to discuss specitic looks or courses
recive copres cf the books and course uobjectives, prepare 4 position statement and
,ond .t to the building principal who forwards copies to th~ Director ¢f Instruction
and to the departrent faculties copcerned. The principal discusses with the in-
qulrin. party the positien statement submitted. The ain of this conterence 1S toO
search tor a comtortable and congenial accommodation to the views of the persons
with a concern. In no way, however, shoutd such accommodations inteviere with the
troedom ot the students at large or compromise the basic soundness ot the ‘curriculum.

f

Criticism of any printed materials must be presented in writ and include the
autlor, title, publisher, and page number ot cacli pownt in th~ materials to which 1

anjectior 1w being made, or a peneral reaction citiug specitic eamples with page
~umbers.  Peasons for the objections must be given in a signed statement.

Objectiors or criticisms submitted tv a principal must be answered by the prin-

’ c1pal and appropriate wehool perssnnel of the building involved, notification ot
fia (riticism and the answers siven are then cubmitted to the Director of Instruc-
) Cron in writing.  He keeps the Superintendent informed of all such criticism re-
cowved, ) '
. Although not a panacea, thess procedures nive conftdence to the teacher in

mentin, the enerr from within and from without and provide a firm basis tor the
rhiinistratron at whatever level to meet the challenyes of community attacks. A

rens disgruntled and unin! ormed people, therefore, cannot dictate what is best for

tne whole school comuunity but leave the business of selecting materials in the

fand, ot those specially trained tor the job. Follov.rey the procedures T have out - #*
Dined atove will lead to no compromisiny of academic {reedom, and they will allow

Fin 110 teachers to seek the best methods and materials to produce thinking citizens.

'

O
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-3 CENSORSHTP:  EHE STUDENT'S NON-RICHI FARN

Lonee 2 pes o torserl English Supervisor for the Chio State Departiwent
t

b Educaityon, presentl a2t Chagria Falls High School, Chagrin Falls, ohio
[ recent vears It e ot necd tneoston to hear ot school censorship of books
hvosuch authors as .D, Saling roand furt Vemnegut. But when the nation's teaching
crortcssion learned thit 1 soali centril vhio school district had apparently censored
Hoar Tee Masters' SPOON RIVER ANTHOLOGY, ~erious questions regarding the possible
Festuroence of unreasonible acawdemic censor. hip running wild were raised. [f Masters
coul ' ot wathstad the censore what chinee did teachers have to use the increasing
nw Her of well written and relevant contemporary literature’ What happened to cause
the Americn Crvil ITiberties vnion te file a class dction suit in the Federal District
¢ u‘_g.nnzt this schoonl district, the cvents ol the actuil trial and the subscquent
decrsion have sowe fir-r aching implications--and lessons--for the teaching vrofession,

(Ul wtarted sometiue 1n early March, 1972, A ninth grade English teacher at
drltiar ! boveor Prgh Scheol in the Scioto-Darby Cit. . chool District utside Colunbus,
Oirior, n\nmmcud t' it s part of that class she would he using Masters' SPOON RIVER

.HH‘I . She waated all students Lo have a copy of the saperback, which thes
cmud purce tae on thelir own in rea’ storos or purchise theuw trrovgh her,  When the
tudints who purchi-od the bocks fron the teacher received their copies about siv
later, the' romnnd that oo pages vere missing.,  when thev asked the teacher
the mi2eas were tusing, the techor told the student< Uhit there was rmaterial
Lhose o s thit referred te "Mool ratters," which, 1t wis initialls reported,
Princivil Jdid vt want the stwdonts t o read ahout.

che  twe page s that yere prin-takingly removed froa e ren naperback volume sold
T studeots contdndd the nocus "™l jah rownine, ' "Dant sl o aher, " wd MGeor -
St s “1m-r.” he Mscunl nnttors” roterred to pn those joems are the words

Lo Tove,™ Maistre <" e b e, "harlot, "™ and "hare breasts " bre-trial jnvesti-
ity Lhu ACLE andicated thet the orincipal, with the approval ot the superinten-
Wty oordored the teacher £ re o ove thee piges 1n gaestion.  Actual court testimony
the mmt nured toachor rovealod that the uecistou to remcve the p.ues wa ‘wutudlly
upon by her o I oad her b vt oat claarperson, with the prlml al "Mavare!
docisien.,

Loe triad the teach v farther rov 2l 4 that re the entire AN . che
00 RS poors i cbass ot had e tn tent . revd i or threo thers of theur
toc s ant roport on ther te the civ., . e A LT tttorne: o aslod the toacher in
reo-meaminition whooshe revoved the oton e 10 she no intention of using the--
vveo referring U ther--stic Lnoply roeplied tn tothe students might hwve cone upon
aroadentalle !t gt pooanteresting to Feap in dnd that some stulent . in the
‘%51‘1 purciia,ed copro 5 oot the hook at foeil stores and therefor “had
porms in therr banl |, '
/!
Testifving on hehalt ot the «tid wbo at the trinl wis this writer, who wis
Lot Cimee the Enelish Superviaor 0 oor the obl o St gt, 0, partuw ot of Bduoation, i
thirty o to testyfoins toat it Ji. 1 o fusartonal opinton that the selection ot
Yo vl materials was Lthe reomon 110t of the ¢! tharoom toacher, © oal-o eave Lhe
ctoron thet 4ot case in que Ltoon and bnovine something of the tulent populition
tb the given "ﬁmxr»x Nigh sche b, 1 warl not have nersontl i chosen 20000 RIVER (not
el T aunber of reproduce o e o 6 S o e terms of rewdahuiate g to sar noth-

rad -
Sl Tebevaees to thas b porlie s ed thir witness wilether teacher

e chver entered ante e selection process a teacnher woes Chrough 1n nreparing

Zrm.t Ve Tespoase wis Lempered with the oo ervation that o z*mn}
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teacher would usc persenal preference only when all other factors were equal: read-
ability, relevance, literary quality, availability, and so on.

Probably oac of the most disheartening aspects of the actual trial was the judge's
refusal to allow tue ACLU attorneys to introduce ‘other poems from the ANTHOLOGY in an
attempt to show that there were poen: on khe same topics as the vxcised poems and that
in some instances the langudge was parallel. The judge's actious were a mystery to
another noted ACHU attorney and the lawyer for the State Department of Education who
were present in “he courtroom,

To perhaps understand part of the "lesson" this case has for the teaching pro-
£ ,s10n, it might also be added that the very first questions the ACLU posed to the
teacher in cross-examination led to her revealing that she had been teaching four
vears, had taken no Ldditonal university courses in her fic1ld or in education, that
she was a member of no professional organization and that she neither subscribed to
nor regularl, read publications for English teachers.

The foderel district judge, Joseph P. Kinneary, took five months to issue his
opinion and order. The ACLU had claimed that the school kyard, superintendent and
principal had violated the civil rights of the student filing the complaint and all
others similarly situited. {iolation of property rights wds included 1n the suit
since the studeats had pre-paid for the books. The judge's decision in this case
has some interesting (and disturbing) implications for teachers.

e crucial statement 1n the opinion and order reads: "he Court rejects the
possipilit; that plaintiffs (students) possessced a first amendment right to recceive
information which was abridged by defendants' (school beard, et. al.) actions."

(t nderlining wine.) In substance this judgment purports that students do not have
the right to learn what the teacher (boards of education, administrators!) may not
choose to teach thet and cven specificatly condone. aeadewne censorship (Minfor-
mition, . .anridged™s!

The decision also touches upen the concopl of censorship s it applicvs to teacher
olection of materials., Tt is Judge Kinnear 's opinion that the censership exercised
h. the teacher in thia case (and therefore ia similiar cises) was synon mouas with
selection and not the act that violated the first Lrendment rights of the students.
Tearing piges out of a book, thervfore IS SELECTTON not censorship!  The opinior
further states thit teachers "choosing,' "discriminating' is permissible, and then
comtends thit tearing pages out of a book is 1 professional "ehoosing,' "discrimi-
nating.'" T students, therefore, did not have their first amendment righte violated
and lost their suit. .

And thit's not all they lost. Though no legal expert, this writer sces the court
declairing the student's non-right to learn, while seemingly upholding the teacher's
rizht to "select" reading material. The question that the profession must ask itselfl,
conee 1t will not be asked of a higher court, is "Wherec does 'selection' end and
‘econnorship’ begin.'t The court, in this decision cites a number of cases in which
defendants committed acts that had a censorial effect, but which "they believed, nd
put inte eftect in their belief, that the literary work the plaintiff teacher chose
to teach wdas A poor chorce." Though these cases are admittedly distinguishable from
the present one 1n that they involved teachers as the stifled parties, the court ruled
that "A teacher's function in the cducational process is different than the student's.
Wwhit a teacher chooses to teach is not a situation equivalent to what the student
dectdes te learn,”

)
Selection by its very nature required the vlimindtion\of some of the possible
lrnlt:(-rnfttivev.: perhaps because of readability, perhaps hecause of relevance, perhaps
LS
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buecause of the level orf sophistication, perhaps simply beciuse of the limits of time.
But can it be calblad "selection” to excise two pages from i book of hundrods of poems
when onls s1x oare to be taught? 15 it "selection" fo excise two pages becausc of a
halt dozen words?  Selection would have been in operition had six pocems out of over

a2 hundred beon o dcred the students in an effort to give 1 representation of the tet ]

o

though 1t might, a4t first _lance, be encouraging tH see that the court has for‘
vnee upheld the toacher's right to select, it is far fron promising for the future of
“hucitien in this country to practically declire the student', "non-right" to letrn,
ine ruling in this casc does semething to the philosophy ¢f an open education and free
PToary s as o1 teacher, 1 osincercl: hope my students are not limited by the knowledge
or i toy dtion or petential ceoperiences [ have at my disposal.,

Since o ACTe has decided not to appeal the d cision (3imilar and stronger cases
woinst o coaserihirp are pending in Oheo. One such case that was pending and 1s of the
ubrission o this rmanuscript has beon decided was the Vommegut~Kesey erse in the
Stronesville 7o/ case, ere the court ruled that the school wis within its rights
Lo oassign CA 'S CRADVE and ONE FLEY OVER _THE CUCROO'S NES! to the limited number _of
student -~ in an indepeadent study claws /WLth piarental consent ind board !ﬂpanll/
snt then the judiee added that ern thoug vh the school was within 1ts rights, both
Hocks were Jdee wd to be obscene!) there is little thit o an be done about this partic-
vlir instanee. Sat hovetullt teachors who come across thie cise will leawrn something
troa it

virst, teichers snould recoznize that as professional cducators they do have the
rizht and thne rospeasthility to sel.ct ippropriate -atery «ls for their classes.  But
that right cannot e precedence over the student's right to tearn., ‘Though the con-
cept of one individuil's risht. not interfering witih another' s <ecms to be intuitively
Mvleus, Che SPG0N RIVER AL MO0 0h Cise seems Lo negate that 1dea,

ceondboy o ne elements of this case erv out to teachers of this nation--and
cspecs Tl wngli e teachers--to redefine "professionalism." Needless to S, sinply
berag v M erher” of Lo protessiontl organization, receiving professionil journils,
1wtte ndin cwnlvrvwc~~ and convontions, and tuking additiona! relevant university
Ccourses bl e tostsclutely as ure a tacher's being "srofesoional™ in 211 that he or
“eodecss Rut surc bt nch professional Aactivity might offer alternatives to a pair

oL Ll sors Lo itles plaing Lo Cwercise the selection process!

Aad st ) this cise onght to make teachers rethiak the difrerence between

fectim and censor-hip. By the very fact that there are hundreds of pos~ibilitics,
fer waapley of satire that o teacher could choose from, 1 pricess of selection 1w
Hece s Yer any inelish teacher. To o a group of "average" high school sophomors s,
GUiLTVER'S TKAVELS might He pisaoed over for MAD MAGAZINE or <ome cramples of the genre
from contenporary owdii., ihis weuld be selection not censorsnip,  Selection is
professional respensibilit that is too often taken cisuallv, loo ften selection is
huuf more on teachor preterence than student need and interest.,  And even ore aoften

"election” 15 left to the textbook editors or uttfounded and unrcasenable nressures
frem the gnmvunlty. Teachers need to actively combat "casnal sclection,” "publidhier
selection,” and "community pressure selection by reasserting (or anorporlting) the
tripartite criteria of READABLI DIV, RELEVANCE, and LIIERARY QUALLITY into therr process
of svlecting reading and viewing materials, If they would the profession might not
be embarro~cod bv another "Spoon River case and our courts wouldn't be temnted to
curh wet anethor o the right  nherent in the principle o trec inquirs
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A BRIEI CHRONOLOGY OF THE WEST VIRGINIA TEXTBOOK CRISIS

"4 stranger trying to guess the identity of people walking into a public mecting
in Charleston might mistake Alice Moore for the research director of the local Leaguc
ot Women Voters. When Mrs. Moore ran for a position on the kanawha County Board of Ed-
ucat 1on, which presides over d unitiled system of city and supurban and rural schools,
the League of Women Voters might have felt comfortable with her diction but not her
program; she caid the schools were being taken over by a 'humanistic, atheistic attack
on God.' Mrs. Moore won the election by focusing her opposition on a pilot program of
sex education then being tried out in a ﬁgw Charleston schools--a program that was e-
ventually abandoned under pressure. During the campaign, L.T. Anderson, a Charleston
(AZF™TF columnist who does as much as one man can do to keep thie spirit of Mencken a-
live in West Virginia, wrote, 'Here was a pretty and womanly woman, poised and artic-
ulate, spouting the 1deas usually associated with the John Birch Society, pool rooms,
and sospel tabernacles.'

This spring, when the poard of Education was asked to approve the new Faglish and
literature textbooks that a {eachers' committee had recommended for adoption, Mrs.
Moore asked that a tinal vote be delayed. ler initial concern, she -aid later, was
that the new books might follow a recent trend in treating certain slany and dialect
as acceptable usage--one oOf 4d number of types of relativism to which she 1s opposed.
Then, having tound passaues .he considered offensive on moral or religious or patriotic
grounds, Mrs. Moore began making the books available to people around the county who
might “e expected to share her views. In June, at . noisy cchooel-board meeting attend-
ed by a thousand protesters, the board voted, three to two, te wave yinal approval to
the new textbooks--atter eliminating eight boor< that contained most ot the passd es
parents had found ot fensive. That concession had seemed to auiet some critics ot the
new books--including the executive board ot the Parent -Tedc or Assoclation, vhizch had
officially stated its opposition to some of them--but amony ‘undamentalist christians
opposition urew over the summer as the books were displayed in (urch Lalls and road-

side parks around the county. By Lugust, a leose movement weened to be takin shape.
'pawl-and-stomp preachers, who must foel something like nymphormar sacs ol £ feston
convention, cannot conceal thelr pleacure at beins sought out and iectiored ror tele-
v15ion audiences by men woarin: neckties,' L,T. Anger=on wrote toerard the ond ofosum=

mer cacation. 'A Great Day of Retripbution s at fand. """ (Calvin Triltin, 77 S fournal
b anawha Countyv, West Virginia," “FW SORRER, September 30, 197%, p. 114)

Sept. 5, 1974--"A controversy ver texthooks qgit protesters say are ant iy -Christian,
uncrammatical and rmmoral Fept abeut 8,000 pupils hdae from sevol and 4,500 coel miners
ort the job Wednesday, Demonstratols picketed ochools tor the secend straight day and
extended the picket lines to mines and other husinessen, apparentls 1n an attempt to
Cather support tor their cause. . . A spohesman for the Kana s a4 County School oard
wa1d attendance in the 44 R00-puprl district was £t ahout O per ceit ror the s¢cond
straight day. . .The protest bean when .chool opened Tuesday, but the controversy
dates back to carlv summer when Alice Moore, a membor of the school board, criticized
the pancl's texthooks committee tor its choice of some supplemental English texthooks.
She <aid the books retflected an 'anti-Christian viewpoint and contained articles with
incorrect grammar. Other protesters claimed the books condoned such things as stealiny
and were immoral. . . The Rev. Marvin lioran, pastor of the Freew1ll Baptist church, a
fundamentalist church, formed a group called the Concerned Gitizens of Kanawha County
and urged parents to keep their children home from sctool. A Meonday night rally to
plan the protest drew more than 2,000 persons. . .Pickets slowed school bus runs and
other demonstrators marched outside coal mines yesterday.'" (AP dispatch, ARIZONA DATLY
STAR, Tucson)

Sept.h, 1974--"Mrs. Moore sa1d the boycott and picketing were planned without her
knowledge. 'I haven't beea involved in this ir any way,' she said. 'And I didr'c Lrow
Mr. Horan (the Rev. Marvin Horan, leader of the boycott) until yesterday. T'm not en-
Ccoutaping the haycort. T .di cuss it with people, but I'm a board me:ber and fecel it
E Tkjould jeopardize my position on the puatd LS coccurage tite poycott. But on the other
,.K
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hand, T svmpathize with these people. Where else are they to o and what are they to
do’ One thousand people stood in the rain during 4 board meectrin. and saw the bhooks a-
dopted anyway. wWhat can they do." (THE CHARLESTON CAZETTE, wW.V., p. 1)

Sept. 8, 1974--"Edith Dolan waved a red sixth .rade textbook at the zsathering.
"This is the tirst step of communism,' she said. 'Thev are nothing but violence and
il 0t avreed anotier woman, .. The we colbook controveisy erupted Tuesday arter
testering the entire summer, In an ettort to pressure school otficials to withdraw
the controversial texts, a tew hundred parvents kept their children at nome. Ly week's
end, demonstrators had crippled some ot the county's industry with pircket lines."

(Al dispatch, ARLZONA REPUBLIC, p. C-29)

vept. 11, 1974--"Since school began iast week abeut 25 persons a day have visited
the reading roen_in the 3card of Educatien's Lee Street annex, Moot are willing to dis-
cuna the bocks . /under attack/ rationally with the consultants but school board employ-
es boelicve those viewlng the texts are not the same ones manning picket lines. . . No
answer 1+ u1-en remaxks that 'There should be no mentien of Cod in school books--with
erther a bis cr little g,' and 'most voury teachers are atheists.' 'What can you say?'
a4 consulitant asked. Also appdrent vom spending time in the readinyg room is the deter-
mination on the part of -ome to find itault with every selectdion. "This is anti-Catho-
lic,' jurctly assessed a visitor earlier this week. Iurnin  to another vork she pro-
nounced it 'anti-rFrench, 7" (CHARLEs1ON DAILY MATT, W.V,, p. ib)

Sept,. 11, 197%--"A11 book~ or toe language arts adoption 7ill be submitted for re-
Liew Lo d4 citizens cvommittee appointed by Kanawha County board of Education members
and meaer-elect 1, Dou51%§ Stump. All supplemental texts, plus the Galaxy, and 0,0,
leat! series, will he removed 1'rom the ¢lassrooms during the review period.Tle poard
announced thiis shortly aster noen todav collowing two and a4 bhalt hours ot delibera-
tronoani ostel, o scra el Cektbook protesters’ demands .U (ORARLESTON DATIY MATIL, p.1)
tept. Lo, IMTu--TAYter tue coard aureed to submit the hocks to review, she oMrs,

toore, teld cie crovrd 0roabout 1,00 p osters at the ¢ ool toard building tie a-

t
LreemeP s was nan [oever thougnt e could! accmmplisa. I think this 15 the best

Wwe o can expect, U OO IARTES TON GAZETTE, ». 1)
ept, 12007 "Students at George Washington -ich Schiool walked out todav at

11 a.ne i protest ot the deciwion by the xRanawba Count. 3ovard o Educaticor to re-
moLe oomfrouersial Eny by o textbooks rrom schocels for a $U-day review period. Teach-

e, oat toe Soatn Yalls sohool were neeting at noon to decrde 1t othey alhe would walk
wt oot o lassrooms i oprotest of the ~oard's action. W senior Ted jones sard to-
da - student s were turming, an thedir hooks as requestod by the board vhen a (roup ot

them ot tosther and decided there was nothing wron, with toe beoks,
a1, wron wit' ot hooks, ' Jones said. 'So we asked for thiewm bHack.'
aard to et a mieority rule the najerity, ! Jones added.,

. . "We osee no-
"we telt :its
Priveipal  eno Douplds
sard Ceodid ot stop the studeat: trom reclaiming theiv oooks, or did o attempt to
stop toem frow leaving, the schiool.” (CHARLESTON DATLY ®il, p. 1)

cepty ey 197%--"0 truck driver was snot and wourded ridav 1n a art.er wave ot
viole c o cansed o e aatroduction U scnool texthocks that allesedlv dorame relicion,
roralrty and parrier s, Je need nelp,’ said Kanawha Countv Sheritt kemp “elton, wnose
O-tian torce troed ot cootend with rosing hands of pickets yellin., 'Purn those o ilthy

ooks 1L L Apot wer e vas wounded by wuntire at a truck cowpany picket line thurs-
dav, "Mobu are rulong, ' waid schools superintendeit Kenueth Pnderwood, who canceled
clagsges ‘or W4 000 pupils and called o ' weekend school activit.es includia tocthall

dames . (U] dispatel | ARTAOIA RTPUBLIC, p. A-12)

Sept. Do, 19 -="Twe men emploved in the Upper Fanawha Vallev 10 miles 1rvom nere
Charlestony . were 1o critical condition tn Charleston *femorial dospital. tne man had
Seen anotththu ther beaten, o . Demonstrations aimed at eepiny students out ol school
besan the tirst dav ot (lasses on Sept. 20 At a rally the previous niznt, a Concerned

Citror s Teddor T s 0 Maren Mo e 0 D ounceed the Lesth ool L oana wald, o L el
e d Qg boor bturning right Lere. ') (NEW YORK TIMES, p. 12)
Sept T Q7ML aen 0 oan Fnglish teacher at seorge Washingston High Scheel,
sa1d that educators and administral. rv had been threatened repeatedly, "vo are living
Q@ vam i the climate at 2 Nazi world.' sne said. 'What we're talking about {s the meb
ERIC ot

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:




controlliny, everything, the football games, activities, telling everybody the direction
ot their live=.'' (AP dispatch, ARIZONA REPUBLIC, p. A-15)

Sept. 15, 1974--"Kanawha County teachers have voted against staging a one day sick-
out in protest of the school board's removal of controversial textbooks. Members of
the Kanawha County Association of Classroom Teachers, meeting Saturday at Morris Har-

coy Collewe, were ocutsporer io their oppesition to the board's action. . . However,

it was their consensus that any cction resembling a strike or walkout only would re-
kindle sparks of violence that appear to have eased in the valley. . . Several mem-
bers Of the association remained adamant in their determination to stage some type

of protest. They said the board's compromise action was an affront to their profes-
sion. . . Late Saturday, a delegation of teachers which opposes the outcome of the
vote not to stage the protest announced members are contacting the American Federa-
tion ot Teachers (AFT), an AFL-CIQ atfiliate, to learn what alternative action they
may take. A spokeswoman fo- the delegation said she believes her professional associ-
ation has let teachers down.'" (Sunday GAZETTE-MAIL, Charleston, W.V., pp. 1A, 10A)

Sept. 16, 1974--"School will remain closed in Kanawha County, W, Va., 'until ‘I
can be assured that students and staff can go to school without fear of violence, '
School Superintendent Kenneth Underwood announced Sunday. . . Two persons were shot
in separate incidents last week. Underwood ordered schools closed Friday. . . Later,
Assistant Superintendent Marvel Arvon of neighboring Boone County announced that
schools there also will be closed today. Arvon cited a fear for the safety of studerts
and personnel as the reason.'" (AP dispatch, ARIZONA REPUBLIC, p. Cc-11)

Sept. 17, 1974--"School Supt. Kenneth Underwood of Kanawha Countv announced his
decision to reopen schools after talks with community and law entorcement orficials
convinced him it would be sate.'" (AP dispatch, PHOENTX: GAZETTE, p. A-9)

Sept. 19, 1974--"THree ministers, récognized as leaders of the countywide pro-
test awainst controversial Enzlish textbooks in Kanawha County schools, were among
11 men arrested Wednesday atternoon for violation of a Kanawha Circuit Court injunc-
tion limiting the amount of pickets allowed to congregate on county schools property."”
(CHARLESTON DAILY MAIL, p. 1)

Sept. 20, 1974--Arrostod leaders of a crusade to ban a new series of controversial
school textbooks promised Thursday te fight on in the courts. Classroom absenteeism
dwindled to less than 9 per cent. 'l will take my case to the Supreme Court, if nec-
eusdary, ' said the Rev. Charles Quigley, one of three ministers arrested Wednesday for

~1olatin,, a court order limitin, picketing at the board of education." (UPI dispatch,
ARIZONA REPUBLIC, p. A-=5)

Sept. 20, 1974--"""We won't tolerate children being taught things against the
principles Lhat have kept this country great for 200 vears,' declares the Rev. HarVLn
Horan, a selt-ordained Baptist minister and one of the protest leaders. 'We can't
take a chance on undermining socicty by teaching children to rebel apgainst od and
thcir country like these books do.,' Says Mrs. Moore, th: sg1ool-board member: '1'd
rather have mv phone tapped than have my child's mind tapped.' . . Nellie Wood, a
teac ter and chairman of the committee that originally selected the books in kanawha
County, says she believes the books are usetul tor their variety and different points
uf view. Rather than beins un-American and immoral, she says, 'I'd call them extreme-
1y patriotic because thev represent all kinds of Americans.' Virgil Matthews, a Charles-
ton councilman-at-large and the father of three schoolchildren, agrees. "They help
prepare kids to take on life as it is, which isn't exactly like we want it to be, '

e osavs,  (Philip Revzin, "War over Words," WALL STREET JOURNAL, p. 8)

Sept. 27, 1974--"Kanawha County School Board member Mrs. Alice Moore said roday
stie will not dpp01nt representatives to the textbook review committee because ‘it is
otacked apainst’  those who :ind some of the current textbooks offensive. . . If the
scnool board :s only interested in xetting a syote on the books, Mrs. Moore said.'They

hould hold a cencral election. i have,no doubt about who would have the votes then.
do would. There 1s no doubt in my mind that the majority ot parents 1n this county
. ind parts of these booke nitensive. Instead of simply voting on the books, she said,

tne rPVLew c.-mittee snould establish tirm guidelines and then examine each of the
\Poks in liyir of these guidelines. The basic guideline should he rhat the hecks con-

O
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tain no material which is offensive to any ethaic or cultural group,' she said. 'We
did away with LITTLE BLACK SAMBO because the biacks found it offensive. They took
'Frito Bandito' off television because he offended Mexican-Americans. We should show
the same concern tfor not otffending the religious and social values of any other group.
Surely wve can come up with a set of textbooks that does not offend anyone.'' (CHARLES-
TON DATLY MAIL, pp. 1, &) N .

Sept. 27, 1974--"Mr. craley /the Rev. Ezra Graley, one of the protest leaders/
said the demands would be presented to ofticials either today cr by registered mail. . .
These demrnds, which the protest group asks be met by Oct. 7, include: Resignation
of Supt. kenneth Underwood, board member-elect F. Douglas Stump and members Albert
Anson Jr., Russell Isaacs and Harry Stansbury. Total removal of all controversial
books from county schools. A review of other books in the system by a committee of
scven persons--four parents to be selected by the committee submitting the demands
and three named by the school board. A public cummitment by the governor to investi-
cate the selection and qualiiication of the state textbook committee. [mmediate exon-
eration of persons accused or convicted of violations of court injunctions during the
text controversy. Persons wno did not work because of sympathy with the protest move-
ment will not have job penalties other than loss of wages tor the lost time. No penal-
ties to children whose parents coopecated with the textbook protest group.' (CHARLES-
TON DATLY MAIL, p. 1)

" Sept. 30, 1974--"In a statement Saturday, the Rev. Charles Quigley asked for
prayers tor the death of Anson /Albert Anson, school board member/ and two other mem-
bers of the Kanawha County Board of Education because they have supported use of text-
hooks that opponents maintain are un-American and anti-Christian. 'I am askiny Chris-
tian people to pray that Cod will kill the giants that have mocked and made tun ot
dumb fundamentalists, Mr. Quigley, a fundamentalist minist:r said Saturday. . . in
saying he wanted the three men struck dead, Mr. Quigley said it was not 'a matter ot
hate or love. It's a matter of anyhody standing in Cod's way and trying to bring Chris-
tianity to a halt.'" (AP dispatch, ARIZONA REPUBLIC, p. A-3)

Sept. 30, 1974--""'I have not prayed to God to kill . . . Anson or the other two
board members,' Quigley said Sunday. 'It is not my will for the three board members to
die. I am only praying that God's will will be done in this matter, ' Ouixley stated.
dowever, Ouigley did say that he felt he should 'warn' Anson, anu the other two bnard
members. . . 'of their danger based on Biblical history. The removal ot those who op-
pose the work ot God is theologically possible and has happened in the scriptures, '
Ouigley said. Quigley, who is atfiliated with the Cathedral of Prayer Baptist Church,
said 1t was up to 'God's judgment as to who will be sacrificed--whether it will be a
iow board members, or the 25,000 children of Kanawha County.'" (CHARLESTON GAZETTE,

p. 1)

Oct. 3, 1974--"Protesters concerned about school texthooks tried to close Kanawha
County's schools Monday for a second time, but school ofticials reported the number of
absentees was below that of the first boycott last month. Sixteen persons, including a
minister, were arrested as they tried to keep school buscs at nearby St. Albans from
lravine a garage. . . Thre renewed boycott came atter leaders of the movement said they
had been deceived by the board of education in an apreement reached last month that
temporarily ended a boycott of schools, industry and commerce 1n the Kanawha Valley."
(AP dispatch, ARTZONA REPUBLIC)

Oct. 9, 1974--"Fleven mines were shut down, three women pickets were arrested and
school buses were vandalized Tuesday in the latest anti-texthook demonstrations tiaat
erupted anew after two wecks ot calm." (UPI dispatch, ARIZONA REPUBLIC, p. A-13)

Oct 11, 1974--"Three tfire bombs, pasoline-tfilled beer bottles, were thrown at

‘Chandler Elementary School on Charleston's west side. Principal Ed Sweency said omly
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one ignited, causing minor smoke and fire damage in one classroom. John Clay, head

custodian at Belle Elementary Schiool, underwent hospital tests after heing struck in

the back by a chair as he made his morning rounds." (AP dispatch, PHOENIX GAZETTE,p.R~25)
Oct. 13, 1974--"An 18-member citizens committece chosen to review the books and

cecommend whether they be removed from the classrooms permancntly already has splinteied
jnto disaﬁyeement. Seven members walked off the committee. claiming thgy were being
ridiculed 'by other members for their stand against the books." (UPI dispatch, ARLZONA
REPUBLIC, p. A-20)
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Occ. 13, 1974--"A car belonging to one of three women arrested this past week for
picketing in the Kanawha County textbook protest was destroyed by an explosion Satur-
day." (AP dispatch, ARTZONA REPUBLIC, p. A-20)

Oct. 14, 1974--"A preacher helping to lead a ban-the-books protest Sunday con-
sidered pulling out of the bitter dispute, blaming 'Sunday school Christians' for
lack of support. 'l've said all along that unless we hang together we'll all tang
separately,' said the Rev. Charles Quigley. . .'It seems to be that the Sunday School
Christians don't want to go out and get their 1lily hands dirty.''" (UPI dispatch,
ARIZONA REPUBLIC, p. A-4)

Oct. 29, 1974--"Textbook protesters in Kanawha County have vowed to carry out
another week-long boycott of public schools, a spokesman said. The Rev. Marv.n Horan
said a group of parents voted unanimously at a rally Friday night 'to keep tne schools
c¢c-mpletely closed next week to show our disapproval of the books.'' (AP dis+atch,
ARIZONA ®FPUBT TC, p. B-20)

Oct. 20, 1974--"In West Virginia, parents complained that some of the teaching
materials were subversive of order, discipline, and morality. If the excerpts they
have sent me are fairly typical, their complaint has substance. Children were not
meant to be bar yard geese, to be stuffed willy-nilly with whatever doctrines the
professionals may want to cram down their throats. Yet the other side of this contro-
versy has merit also. A school system ought not to be at the mercy of the most igno-
rant, most bigoted, and most narrow-minded 51 per cent, When you come right down to
it, there is no satisfactory choice between the literati and the wowsers. The wowsers
are often worse. . . How do you rec acile tiis conflict? You never reconcile it. You
acknowledge that ours is not a perfect world, and you do the best you can. If the
protessional educators of West Virginia had exercised even minimal tact and common
sense, they would not have antagonized the Kanawha County parents with far-out teach-
ing materials. If the Chicken Little parents haa kept their heads, they might have
recognized that there is a big world on beyond Putney, Rand, Pond Gap and Queen
Shoals, and that one function of .the public schools i§, to prepare their restless chil-
dren to live in that world.," (James K, Kilpatrick, ' Textbooks: The Literatl vs. Wow-
sers,'" LONC ISLAND PRESS, N.Y., p.111-2)

Oct. 23, 1974--"An elementary school was bombed Ruesday as new violence flared
in Kanawha County's geven-week-old schoolbook protest. The bombing occurred soon after
a presidential aide announced the White House.was seeking a 'constructive COmpromise'
to end violence that has included several shootings. . . Kanawha County Commissioner
Kelly L, Castleberry said Monday that he and his two fellow commissioners have asked
the prosecuting attorney's office for an opinion on whether they can conduct an opin-
ion poll on the textbook controversy in conjunction with the Nov, 5 general election.
ffe said.a paper ballot could be used to allow voters to indicate their feelings about
the controversy.” (AP dispatch, ARIZONA REPUBLIC, p. C-3)

Oct. 27, 1974--"About 2,000 persons demonstrated peacefully here Saturday in
support of controversial school textbooks which have triggered bombings, strikes and
siiootings in southern West Virpinia. Sone of the demonstrators waved American flags
and carried signs supporting the theme ot the rally--'Let Freedom Ring.''" UPI dispatch,
ARIZOMA REPUBLIC, p. B=27) _ . . .

Oct. 27, 1974--"The hooks /controversial textbooks/ are antholgies of mildly
daring, sometimes stirring, writing. It is almost certainly the threat of anothex
world, one peopled by blacks, hippies, war resisters and J,D,Salinger, that has moved
those who live in the coal camps to their stubborn protest. . . Carl Glatt, former
chairman of the West Virginia Human Rights Commission, says the 'creekers' perception
of the textbooks as 'dirty' and 'anti-Cod} must be taken on its face value. 'Miners
go into the ground and listen for God every day they work. The one man in a sec. lon
of four or five who lives through a mine disaster when the others die comes out of
there a fully recognized preacher, called by Jesus' hoiy name. And if he savs thc
books are against the Lord's teachings--well, that's where we're at.' . . The moun-
tain people resent patronizing jokes, and resist the central authorities whose re-
forms have failed them. The Charleston school supervisors and well-intentioned edu-
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cators clsewhere have underestimated the strength of taboo and traditicnm, of religios-
ity and suspicion, in communities where the Yellow Pages still list suppliers of 'uin-
seng.' It is a healing root used in frontier medicine." (Ben A, Franklin, "The Apva-
lachia Creckers: Literally, a World apart," NEW YORK TIMES, ''The Week in Review"
Section, p. 10)

Oct. 28, 1974--"In principle, could we not agree that demonstrable knowledge
would not be subject to parental or community cortrol? A parent could not insist that
his child be taught a system of geometry in which the value of pi was, say, 3. There
15, atter all, only one multiplication table. But in matters of culture and moral vail-
ue, I do not see why, in principle, the conmunity should mot have a very large say.

It there is widespread objection to a poem by Ferlinghetci, why in the world impose

it? Little would be lost by tedching a sonnet by Shakespeare instead. in principle,

I would say, a community has the right not to see its values and non-demonstrable
beliefs held up to scorn and ridicule, a right that seems to me virtually absolute

in the lower grades especially. Of course, those who are insisting on Ferlinghetti in
West Virginia would not be satisfied with the Shakespeare sonnet, because they are not
primariiy interested in education. In tact, the Ferlinghetti is not there because it

1s a good poem, but because it is irreverent.'" (Jeffrey Hart, "Schools Should Reflect
Community,” PHOENIX CAZETTE, p. A-6)

Oct. 29, 1974--"Hundreds of parents, waving flags and signs reading 'Teach Enu-
list, not revolution,' marthed through the city Monday in a mass protest against a
series of textbooks introduced into schools this fall. 'United we stand, divided we
fall. We must stand together,' the Rev. Ezra Craley told the protesters over a loud-
speaher mounted atop a car. . . The demonstrators, some in party hats with balloons
trailing behind them on long striugs, carried signs saying 'Recycle the books and the
board of education' apd 'Down with textbooks=--up with Cod.' . . An old green_bus,
Tilled with protesters, drove through the streets with its horn honking. It carried
4 large sign declaring, 'Filth is not education--books out, kids in.'" (UPI dispatch,
ARIZONA REPUBLIC, p. A-8)

Nov. 3, 1974--"The board schedulted a Friday meeting at which time a decision
is expected pn whether to remove all, some or none of the controversial textbooks.

The texts w&ke withdrawn trom scliools several weeks ago fotr a study by.a special
citizens committe®. The review panel encorsed the series but a minority report recom-=
mended the permanent removal otthe texts. Hill /the Rev. Avis Hill, spokesman for the
antitext group/ said parents don't want to compromise. . . le said parents will circu-
late petitious Tuesdav asking tor the impeachment of some board members thev feel are
in favor orf tie books.'" (UPI dispatcl.,, ARIZONA REPUBLIC, p. C~14)

Nov. 7, 1474--"Charging racial bias in Kanawha county's textbook strugsle, black
leadors today threatened to force adoption of controversial new school texts and en-
t&rcemont of West Virginia's compulsory attendance law through legal action. . . 'We
don't think there are racial overtones in this thing,' Lonesome said. 'We know ic.'

.Parents have objected to the inclusion in some texts of writings by black extre-
mists such de Geoime Jackson and Eldridge Cleaver.' (UPI dispatch, PHOENIX GAZETTE,
p. A-2)

Nov. 7, 197%--"The Kanawha County School Board Friday approved 95 per cent of
the new textbooks which led to more than twoe months ol turmoil in this ccal mining
region. Ban-the-bhunks torces ,mmedijatelv called for renewed protests and school
hoycotts. 'The schools will be shut down completely,' said the Rev. Marvin Horan.

'We will stand together peacefully until the books are out.'. . .Tn its ruling Friday
the school board said that while the books would be re! rned to the schocls, no stu-
dent would be reauired to read then., The ruling was considered a move to torestall
turther violence." (UP. dispatcn, ARIZONA REPUBLIC, b. A-9)

Nov., 10, 1974--""Lord give us victory over thiose who woula corrupt out children,'
texthook protestere prave ' Satuniav as thetr leader: canlled tar o school shutdowt . |
The estimated 7,300 protesters marched tnrougl doawntown Lharlestun the aay atter the
school decided to Feturn most ot the controversial pooks to the classrooms.’ (AP dis-
patch, ARIZONA REPUBLIC, p. B-1%:

Nov. 12, 1974--"Two school buses were struck by shotgur hlasts last night ir
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rural Kanawha County, where a controversy over language arts textbooks has raged for
more than two months. Earlier in the'day, a car owned by parents who hdad been send-
ing their children to school was fire-bombed. State police said there were no in-
juries in any of the three incidents. The violence came one day before school was

. to resume here after a school board decision Friday to retain nearly all the text-
books which opponeunts say undermine the religious faith and patriotism of their chil-
dren. . .In another part of the county, a group of drivers tried unsuccessfully to
move buses from the Sissonville terminal, the scene of picketing on other occasions.
About 30 drivers riding in a single bus arrived at the terminal with orders to move
the buses to a secret location but left when they spotted a group of protesters.'

(AP dispatch, PHOENTIX GAZETTE, p. A-16)

Nov. 13, 1974--"A state police car was ambushed by gunfire today in the tension-
packed Campbell's Creek section of Kanawha County, scene of continued violence in a
crusade against textbooks ordered back into schools despite objections from protesting
parents.'" (UPI dispatch, PHOENIX GAZETTE, p. B-7)

. Nov. 14, 1974--"A state police car escorting a school bus loaded with children
was struck by sniper fire Wednesday in Kanawha County textbook dispute. Another
state police car was fired upon, but not hit, in the county's fourth shooting in-
cident in three days. It was the first time in the 11-3eek protest that law offi-
cers were the targets. . .Classroom attendance was about 75 per cent of the county's
45,000 pupils despite partnes threats to\keep children at home and set up their jown
schools.'" (UPI dispatch, ARIZONA REPUBLIC, p. D-26)

Nov. 14, 1974--"In another development, warrants were issued against county
s.hool supt. Kenneth Underwood and four Board of Education members on charges of
contributing to the delinquency of monors. The warrants were later withdrawn be-
cause of legal technicalities. The warrants were issued by John L. Hudnall, mayor
and municipal judge of the small coal mining town of Cedar Grove. He said the five
introduced pornography into county schools by voting to reinstate certain controver-
sial textbooks.' AP dispatch, LOS ANCELES TIMES, p. 1-12) ~

Nov. 15, 1974--"A week ago, after voting earlie- to remove the books in question,
the school board decided to put them back in the school. They will be restricted
to library use, however, and may be withdrawn only by students with written permis-
sion from their.parents. Still, according to Bunting,/Tom Bunting, principal of the
Cedar (rove Community School/ many of the parents ‘don't trust us. They think
we're secretly forcing these books on their children.'" (Francis B. Kent, "Children
Called Losers in Textbook Battle," LOS ANCELES TIMES, p. 1-18)

Nov. 18, 1974--"Warrants were served on five Kanawha County schoal officials
today /Nov. 15/ charging them with contributing to the delinquency of children by
approving a series of textbooks that some parents have called pornographic and un-
American. Dr. Kenneth Underwood, the school superintendent, and Matthew Kinsolving,
Douglas Stump, Russell Issacs and Harry Stansbury, members of the Board of Education,
were frend on bond of $500 each. The {ifth board member, Alice Moore, an opponent
ot the books, was not named in the warrantis, which were signed by John Lee Hudnall,
Mayor ot Cedar Grove, a community near Charleston." (UPI dispatch, NEW YORK TIMES,
p. 11)

Nov. 19, 1974--". . .the dissenting parents in Kanawha County and Washington
County are dismissed by the educational establishment and their allies in the media
either as 'fundamentalists' or ignorant coal miners or both. The people are warned
that those who object to pornographic textbooks are threatening the 'right to teach, '
and must be put down lest thei impose a dictatorship of the unlettered." (Andrew
Tully, "Public Losing Control of Schools,'" PHOENIX G:'ETTE, p. A-6)

Nov. 24, 1974--"The Kanawha County School Board, which has been a target of
protesters for 12 weeks, has adopted guidelines for the selection of future text-
booke {n the stateis most populous public school system. The guidelines, however,
do not aftect language arts textbooks already purchased and that have been protested
through marches, picketing, the closing of coal mines and violence since the first
day of school Sept. 3. But they will affect textbooks purchased in the future. .
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The guidelines require that textbooks respect the privacy of students' homes. The
books may not ask personal questions about interfeelings or behavior of students or
their partnes and they may not encourage students to criticize their parents. The
textbooks must not contain offensive language, and they must not ridicule the values
and practices of anv ethnic, religious or racial group. Neither can they encourave
or teach -racial hatred. The guidelines also provide that textbooks must not en-
courage sedition or revclution against the United States Government or teach that an
alien form of government is superior. Textbooks used in the study of English lan-
guage must teach that triditional rules of grammar are a worthwhile subject for acad-
emic pursuit and are essential for offective communication. The last of the seven
zuidelines provides that textbooks must not defame the nation's historical personali-
ties or misrepresent the ideals and causes for which they struggled and sacrificed.
Mrs. Moore /anti-textbook member of the board/ said this final guideltne was to in-
sure that textbooks do not dwell on 'sexual exploits' or character tlaws of the
Founding Fathers." (NEW YORK TIMES, p. 20)

. Nov. 28, 1974-<"It is just possible that the protesting parents in ¥ inawha
County, West Virginia have the answer to New York's new problem--namely, the matter
ot what children are taught and not taught in the schools. . .Down in West Virginia,
where the people are less sophisticated than they are in New York, the parents en-
gagzed 1n an umusual intellectual exercise. They actually read the books used by ’
their children in tl.c schcols. They came to the conclusion that some of them are
anti-God, anti-moral and anti-patriotic. The protesting parents reject the argument
that, in order to 'understand the world around us,' we are rejuired to give our chil-
dren books that promote a tolerance of violence, theft, adultery, obscenity, protfan-
ity and blasphemy. . _'Bookburner' is an irrational epithet hurled at anyone who
ol jects to vulgar, obscene or immoral books. There are hundreds of thousands of
available books from which a tiny selection must be made by someone for use in elen™
entary and secondary,schools. The recal 'bookburners' are those who choose contempora-=
ry trash or trivia over books that inspire the young generation with the achieve-
ments or great men and women, and that inpart the wisdom of past generations.'" (Phyl-
lis Schlafly, "What West Virginia Could Tell N.Y.," PHOENIX CGAZEITE, p. A-6)

Dec. 1, 1974--"Waving flags and anti-Communist placards, more than 2,000 per-
sons marched throuzh ctreets crowded with Christmas shoppers today in a renewed pro-
test avainst school books they oppose. The demonstration was the first in three
weeks by the parents and clergymen who believe a new series of texts in Kanawha Coun-
ty's schools are obsceuo and seditious. . _'This is a national rally against those

"books, ' said the Rev. Avis Hill, who led the march dressed in frontier clothes. Doz-

ens of sipns said 'No Peaceful Coexistence With Satanic Communism,' Others read,
Trash 1s for Buruing,' 'God Save america,’' and 'Wish We had More People Like Sweet
Alige'--the last in reference to Alice Moore, a school board member who has fought
apainst the textbooks. At the Civic Center, protesters lines up at tahles to pur-
chase pamphlets and books with titles such as '"Thugs and Communists,' 'Henry Kis-
singer--Soviet Agent' and 'More Deadly Than War--The Communist Revolution in America.’
The marchers wore red, white and blue armbands. Some carried signs saying they were
from Massachusetts, Rhode Island or Connecticut. . .Mr. Hi1l, who with the Rev. Ezra
Graley and the Rev. Marvin Horan has been a leader in the antibook protest, said
the issue had become a 'springboard for general resentament against arrogant authority
that controls more and mere of the people's lives while disrespecting their wishes.'"
(UP1 dispateh, NEW YORK TIMES, p. 22)

Dec. 2, 1974--"In a potentially controversial departure from earlier policy, U.S,
Bducation commissioner Terrel H. Bell plans to ask schoolbook publishers today to
print only 'materials that dc not insult the values of most parents.' Bell's state-
ment urges publishers to concentrate on 'good literature that will appeal to children
without rely ing too much on blood aal guts and street language for their own sake.'
Singling out the Bible, 'McGutfey's Keader' and 'The Wizard of 0z' as examples of
books that offer interesting stories and teaching value, he says: 'We could use more
emphasis on some of those values today.' Bell's comments in a prepared speech repre-
gent the Ford /administration's first statement of policy on a subject that has
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spawned widening controversy across the nation and has led to violence in West Vir-
ginia. . .Bell told the textbook publishers some of their current juvenile literature
'appears to emphasize violence and obscenity and méral judgments that ruu/counter to
tradition, all in the name of keeping up with the real world.' Bell said textbook
authors 'do have the right, indeed the obligation, to present new knowledge and to
comment on sorial change in ways that will stimulate and motivate students, excite
their curiosity and make them want to learn. But,' he said, 'I feel strongly that the
scholar's freedom of choice and the teacher's freedom of choice must have the approval
and support of most parents.' (UPI dispatch, ARIZONA REPUBLIC, p. A-1)

Dec. 9, 1974--"The Ford administration finally has stepped in o the pornographic
school textbook controversy on the side of reason and a real world which has no con-
nection with the world of the radical chic segment of our educational establishment.
That is to say, UI,S, Commissioner of Education Terrel H. Bell has reminded us all
that while violence, obscenity and immoral judgments exist, they are still only an
irritant imposed on the country by a tiny minority in the name of 'academic freedom, '
In short, our real world continues to be based on very real traditional values. . .~
Pornograbhy in its various .forms is new in America only in the sense that it is now
openly promoted by its purveyors and practitioners and certain chic libertarians. . .
The question is not freedom of education but whether reading matter--some of it ad-
mittedly of literary value--should be crammed into children's minds against the reas-
onable opposition of their rarents. The world is changing, but the use of four-letter
words and graphic descriptions of sexual antics is not required to inform our chil- .=
dren that some people's life-styles have become a touch sordid. Public schools are
financed by tax money. We do not expect the government to subsidize a grownup's
purchase of the latest copy of PLAYRQY, and it should reasonably follow that no pub-
lic funds be used, in effect, to do so for our kids." (Andrew Tully, "Administration
Hits Tax-Supported Smut,'" PHOENIX GAZETTE, p. A-6)

Dec. 13, 1974--". . .Subjects in the textbooks under fire were said to be sub-
versive, attacking family and home, basic values of right and wrong. It seemed to me
that there was more uproar publicized than good reasons faqr it and I was confused
until T read the article 'Parents Revolt' in the American Opinion. This article
quotes from various textbooks, I was appalled, and T'm not exactly what could be
termed old-fashioned. . .I do not believe it is true that the market demands are
for this type of textbook. It is correct that those who should be concerned about
what their cons and duaghters are being taught are not always vigilant as they should
be. There is hope that the awakening of the people of West Virginia shall start a
reaction that will spread like wild-fire across this nation. The people of West
Virglnia are not old fashioned; eternal truths are never old tashioned. As a rather
sophisticated reader I leafed through a McGuffey's Reader, since this revolt has
called attention to these long unused books, I was delighted with them and intend
on buying a very, very young friend of mine a set for Christmas. He shall learn to
love and revere his country and his fellowman, to accept their short comings but
always, reach for that which offers a finer way of life.' ("Letters to the Edito.,"
PHOENIX GAZETTE, p. A-7)

Dec. 15, 1974--"A leader of a turbulent ban~-the-books crusade Saé‘rday disclosed
plans to request a full-scale congressional investigation into the Kanawha County
texthook controversy. 'This is a national issue,’' said the Rev. Avis, Hill, a leader
acainst 'un-American and antireligious' school books. 'We're urging parents across
the nation to get involved and stop this filth in the classroons. . .The textboots
undermine the moral fiber of our nation,' Hill said. 'They undermine the Christian
philosophy of belief in God as a Supreme Being. They compare myths to the Bible.
They teach violence and negative thinking. They teach disobedience to law and or-
dér. . .Fifteen weeks of active protesting has passed and the Christmas season is
near,' Hiil said. 'People are tired. However, they have not given up efforts in
kanawha County.' (UPI dispatch, ARIZONA REPUBLIC, p. A-29)

Dec..27, 1974--"The West Virginia parents have been receiving support from many
unlikely sources. One is Carl Marburger, former New Jersay commissioner of education.
He notes, 'I'm an old-fashioned liberal. Prick me with a word--poverty, prejudice, pol-
&"'ion-—and I bleed. On reading accounts of the school violence in West Virginia, al¥

E[{l ‘reflexes began- twitching to the issue of 'censorship' and 'book-burning'. . .I am
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re-examining my previous certainties. . . In.the hollows outside Charleston, God comes
simple- and unvarnished. Family is family, and blood ties bind, People revere flag and
country. Rightly or wrongly, the working class parents are convinced that the new text-
books would have been used to teach their children that the basic values they have
learned at home are worthless. . .'" (Allam C. Brownfeld, "Basic Issues Behind School-
bouk Proetests,” PHOENLX Qﬁ’ETTE, pe A-D) ’ -

Jan. §, 1975--"when’a maddened posse of Bible Belt West Virginia fundamentalists
swarmed up from their seats durinyg last month's school- board meeting here and attacked
members of the Kanawha Countv board of education, the most grievously injured parties
were mile away in this Appalachian Mountain capital. The impact of that attack, like the
impact of school bombings and shooting at school buses, fell hard on those concerned a-
bout the picture the rest ot the country gets of Charleston and ot West Virginia. . . In
addition to school bombings, the textbook crisis has led to wildcat strikes and threats
by protesters to 'close down the Kanawha Valley"industrial complex by mass picketing.
'The impact of the textbook fight on the business climate has been terrible,' says Clay-
ton W, Fulknier 2d, who 1s research director of the Greater charleston Chamber ot Com-
merce-Committee of One Hundred, the establishment-backed- business development group here.

. . No one here has vet ventured to pinpoint all the ingreédients that fuel the #ext-
hook revolution. There is a combination, it is agreed, of 'have-have not 'class tension,
of prudery, of racism, of contempt for an authority that has lost touch with its con-
stituencies. . .'" (hen A, Franklin, "West Virginia," NY TIMES, "Business and Finance'
Section, p. 17) ? X -

Jan. 11, 1975--"The American public has been led to’believe that the West Virginia
controversy is between a group of red-meck fundamentalist preachers and forwavd-looking
educators striving to drag a backward people into the 20th century. Intelligent dis-
cus: 1on of the pros and cons is badly handicapped by the Fact that the American public
really has no idea of what is 1n the textbooks being challenged. . .The people in West
virginia know, howevef, because the parents ‘ran excerpts :rom the offensive books in a
tull-page ad in the Charleston Gazette. Tt speaks for 1tselt--in profanituies, obsceni-
ties, blasphemies, vulgarities, disrespect for parents, tolerance of violence, drink-
ing and dope, and ungrammatical English. . It would be a mistate to comsider the West
Vircinia textbook controversy a local matter. The textbooks at issue are published by
the country's top publishers, and the same books are used in schocels all over the
country.'" (Phyllis Schilarly, "oOffensave Sehool Texts Is National [ssue,' PHOENIX GAZETTE,
pe A=b) .

AND THAT'S WHERE THE WEST VIRGINIA STORY Ib AS WE GO TO PRESS.

1

CENGORSHIP IN NORTH DAROIA- -Michael H. Keedy, Directoer Professional Development, NDEA

I did not find Drake that rar diiterent ftrom any other small, (lose-knit, conserva-
tive community whose main business is the local school and whose consersus attitude to-
wird sxcellence in anvhody is one ol vague apprehension, No one who does not casily
rinl 2 place 1n the social mainstream of such a community, or who is caught in the
act ot respending to a ditrferent drum-naat, can reasonably expect to survive as a long-
term resident, much less to do so happily and eflectively. Bruce Severy's 'crime' was
not in assigning dirty hooks--the schonl had been exposed to all of that before--it
was in the open, unembarrassed use of his i1ntellect and his unceremonious refusal to
play canasta on Sdturday night. For his tailure to become part of the ''Drake Commun-
ity" he was driven out of it, and the burning of books was only the town's witless
way of memorializing their hostility toward what thredatened them: an'appity intellectual
snob" who would uever be '"just plain folks."

Maybe Rick McClaughlin, editor of the Drake dewspaper, described the town best
.r‘nghv said, "If fGecrge Anple (ot "Apple's Way," rv's anaswer to corn syrup) had been
ecoRge Drake, and returned to uls old negme town to make cverstining right and wonder -

‘ul thern, he would have been run rut of town on a rail." K
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EXCLUS TON AND INVISIRILITY: CHICANO LITERATURE NOT IN TEXTBMOKS

Raymund A. Paredes, UCLA

A
Chucanos have often been described as the United States' "invisible minority,"
1 a people whose presence has left no discernible imprint on the cultural landscape.

This invisibility has been particularly conspicuous in literature; the curious read-
er searchies in vain through standard literary studies and anthologies for mention of
Chicano uriters. Even recent collections of American ethnic writing provide only
) meacer examples ot Chicano writing. (Theodore Gross's anthology A NATION OF NATIONS,
| Y, 1971, includes one poem by Jos€ Angel Gutiérrez whose name appears in the table
W sontents as Josue A. Conzales. Myron Simon's ETHNIC WRITERS IN AMERICA, NY, 1972,
contains no selections by Chicanos,) Ironically, this situation has been blamed on
the Chicano himself. For example, Edward Simmen wrote: "In the past. . .no Mexican-
American has been equipped or inclined to contribute to American literature;" (Edward
Siimen, THE CHICANO: FROM IMAGE TO SELF PORTRAIT, NY, 1971, p. 25) the normally astute
Carey “McWilliams described Chicanos as a "more or less gnonymous, voiceless, expres-=
stonlese minerity,' (Carey McWilliams, NORTH FROM MEXICO, 1948, rpt. 1968, p. 302)
Such views, rooted in old stereotypes, are more pernicious than perceptive. In
truth, the i1nvisibility of Chicano literature has been the result not of a dearth of
mitorials but ratler of an exclusion of these materials from the national record.
.1« phenomenon, a compound of old prejudices, :thnocentrism and ignorance, may be
~ omotrued as censorship, insofar as the term implies a deliberate and systematic
., r...iion of Chicano literature from the national comsciousness.

Lhe exclusion of thicano works from the American licerary record is essentially

4 Liontinuation of the traditional rejection of Spanish and Mexicar influences in the
nat tonel calture: American hispanophobia dates back to the seventeenth century
jhen, a- patriotic Englishmen, the colonists of Mas&achusetts Bay and Jamestown re-
taraed therr duop-seated‘hatred of the Spaniards and sought to prevent further ad-
.ances by the Spaniards in the New World. English and Spanish settlers skirmished
‘requently along colonial boundaries; after 1776, Anglo-Americans and Spanish-
“merieans struzeled tor nearly half a century over control of the vast territories
¢ot ot the Missyssippi. Over the years bad feclings only intensified. The history
. the United States presents numerous and persistent cxamples ot anti-Spanish sen-
tiaent, the etfects of which linger jtu tiie present aay. (Sce Philip W. Powell's
L"EE OF HATE, MY, 1971, tor a survey of anti-Spanish sentiment in the United States.)
‘mericans yenerally regard Spanish clulture as second rate and therefore ignore it.
imr Yistory books tend to portray the American experience as exclusively an Anglo-
saxon pageant, moving inexorably we%tward from its origins on the Atlantic seaboard;
L 1mpressive dccomplishments of ‘the Spanish settlers in the Southwest are selduum
noted.  Similarly, the appreciation of Spanish-American literature is not greatly

. acouraved 1n American universities. Courses in American literature are based on
tne curious notion that distinguishga American works appear only in English. Stu-
dents iearn that John Smith was the "first' *merican writer and read excerpts from
~ls - <UE RELATION of 1608. Not one student in a hundred, however, knows that
“nangsh-American literature, notahlﬁ the chronicles of Cabeza de Vaca and Castaffeda,
predates smith's work by fifty yeard.

:
It anything, the reputation ot Mexico in the United States has fared even worse
® .0 that of Spair. From the time ol their earliest encounters, Americans regarded
the Mexacans 45 their interiors. Americans disliked the Mexicans' swarthy complex-
Lons, their Catholicism, and their "exotic' culture. Nineteenth-century travelers .
wrotg that the Mexicans had absorbed all the vices of their colonial masters, the
Spaniards, in addition to retaining the defects of their own aboriginal blood, In
time, American impressions of the Mexican coalesced into two distinct caricatures.
|
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The first was the rascally Mexican type--dirty, cowardly, treacherous, and cruel,
the villain of dozens of paperbdck and Hollywood westerns. The second type was the
decadent caballero of Castilian lineage, most frequently a native of California.
This Mexican was more pitiful than odious, at once foolich, indolent, and ohsolete.
Neither variety was remarkable for his intelligence and neither was likely to elicit
widespread compassion from the American public.

For obviou., reasons, the Mexican is more difficult to remove from American his-
tory than the Spaniard. He has not been exorcised so much as banished and he lurks
on the fringes of our recorded experience, an adversary and meddler, seldom a con-
tributor. The Mexican period of Southwestern history (1821-1848) is depicted gen-
erally as a barren and inert age, devoid of cultural richness. Little mention is
made of the tradicions of folk drama, poetry, and balladry which flourished through-
out the region. The Mexican literary achievement, manifest in the dozens of literary
newspapers aird journals, is ignored. Americans have got it in their minds that
Mexicans are soundrels ana buffoons and have scorned the evidence that suggests
otherwise.

The general ostracism of Spanish and ,fexican influences in the United States 1is
the precedent that works against the recognition of Chicano literature. The Chicano
writer finds himself caught in a vicious circle that virtually iksures his invisibil-
ity. B8y education both formal and informal, Anglo-Aamericans are disinclined tc take
seriously the literary abilities of Chicanos; the prevailipng stereotypes, after all,
maintain that they lack the sustained creative intelligence to produce sigpificant
literature. The upshot has been that American scholars have hardly bothered to
investigate whether a bpody of Chicano literature might exist, let alone wonder why
these works are so obscured from public view. Other obstacles loom. Until very
recently, Chicano writers received little encouragement from Amer ican publisltirg
houses on the¢ basis that their woiks, particularly those in Spantsh, “had too little
appeal to be profitable. As a consequence, only rarely has a Chicano literary work
overcome the various barriers to its publication and emerged for widespread public
inspection.

Another problem that serves to prumote the invisibility of Chicano literature
is that conventioundl American literary standards are narrow and ethnocentric and
ignore the realities of Chicann 1i{e. Like blacks and native Americans, many
Chicanos have not hau access to educational institutions and so have remained, as
the anthropologists politely put it, "nonliterate." Consequently, much Chicano
literature, particularly of the nineteenth and early twentieth centuries, has been
preserved in cral tradition. Now this oral literature cdan be quite moving and
esthecically pleasing, but it is ignored in conventional literature classrooms as
a "sub-literary" relic of primitive and underdeveloped cultures. Still, oral liter-
ature is a crucial part of the Chicano's heritage and at its best provides special
insight into his cultural experiences., Here, for example, are the lyrics to a
corrido (Mexican folk ballad) of unknown authorship which warns of the evils of
Americanization:

You go along showing off

In a big automobile.

You call me a pauper

And dead with hunger

And what you don't remember is
That on my farm

You went around almost naked
And without sandals.

This happens to many

That I know here

When they .carn a little
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And dress up like dudes,

And go to the dance.

Rut he who denies his race

Is the most miserable creature.
There is nothing in the world
So vile as he

The mean figure of the renegade.
And although far from you,

Dear Fatherland, --

Continued revolutions

iiave cast me out --

A good Mexican

Never disowns

The dear fatherland

of his affections.

(translated by Manuel Jarmino)
It is casy to see why this ballad might be of fensive to a tradition-minded arbiter of
American literature  The language is rough, even crude. The meter (at least in
English translation) 1s uneven. Perhaps most important, the sentiment is alien and
Lostile. In suggesting that the Americanization process is corrupting and dehuman-
izing, and 1n upholding the love of the old country, the ballad strikes at cherishea
Americun beliets. Indeed, this corrido, so typical of dozens more, seems vaguely
seditious.

Dating back to the mid-ninetecenth century, the Chicano's oral literature is
massive. It (onsists of corridos like the one cited above, legends, and narratives,
many of which have been polished to a special beauty of years of retelling. In add-

Ltion to ite ovn intrinsic merits, oral literature is significant to the Chicano be-
cause 1t ha- scrved as a primary vehicle for the transmission cf cultural myths,
values, and motits. It t{es the Chicano to his Mexican origins, 1In this sense, oral
literature is the core of the Chicano literary sensibility. Furthermore, these works
werve a4 number of contemporary Chicano writers--Josephina Niggli, Américo Paredes,
and Rudolto Anaya, among others--as the building blocks of their fiction. The ex-
clusion of the Chicanos' oral literature from the American literary mainstream only
underlines the 1nadequacy of prevailing literary judgmente,

Despite its lack of recognition, the Chicanos' oral literature has been relative-
ly well preserved and is casily accessible. Since the carly years of the twentieth
century, trained folklorists have been collecting and transcribing Chicano orai lit-
crature from all over the Southwest. Particularly rich are the collections from New
Mexico and Texas. (Readers interested in the oral literature of New Mexico should
o<amine the works of Aurelio Espinosa, Arthur Campa and Aurora Lucero-White Lea. A
rich store of Chirarc materials from Texas can be found in the numerous publications
of the Texas Folklore Society. For example, sce J. Frank Dobie, ed.. PURO MEXICANO,
Austin, 1935. The single most distinguished Chicano folklorist from Texas 1is Américo
Paredes.) Some of the recovered materials date back to the Spanish colonial period
and testify to the vitality ot Snanish-Mexican culture in the Southwest.

The most convenient way to mark the beginning point of written Chicano literature

%*As ballads, corridos are generally made up of music as well as lyrics. In many
cases, however, only the lyrics are transmitted orally, at which time the corrido be-
comes essentially a type of folk poetry. For a brief study of the corrido, see
Américo raredes, '""The Mexico Corrido: Its Rise and Fall," in Mody Qoatright, ed.,
MADSTONES AND TWISTERS, Dallas, 1958, pp. 91-105.
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is to use the date 1848, the year of the Treaty of Guadalupe Hidalgo, the document
by which Mexico ceded its vast northern territories to the United States and thus
spontaneously transformed thousands of Mexicans into Mexican-Americans. (To attempt
to determine the beginnings of Chicano oral literature is fruitless, since these
materials are of anonymous authorship and can rarely be traced to any specific point
in time.) The date makes for tidy history, but is not useful in marking literary
developments. For more than a generation after Guadalupe Hidalgo, Mexican-Americans
produced written literature in no way clearly distinguishable from the main body of
Mexican literature,

Owing to a long-standing negligence, the extent of the Chicano's written litar-
ary achievement in the early period is unclear. Unquestionably, many works remain
undiscoverad, pending a thorough investigation of aporopriate archive< and 4 systam-
atic survey of Southwestern Spanish-language newspapers and journals ol the last
half of the nineteenth century. (Such efforts are now underway and bearing fruit.
For example, see the poctry selections from nineteenth-century Spanish-language news-
papers in EL GRITO, Fall 1971, pp. 22-32.) Despite these gaps, however, we know
that the first Mexican-Americans wrote a good .eal, not belles lettres generally, but
diaries, descriptive and historical narratives and light verse. (The often-heard
argument that these materials have no place in the American literary record because
they are not "literature" in any real sense is silly when one considers that most
anthologies of colonial American literature contain excerpts from diaries, descrip-
tive and historical chronicles, and political essays. I would argue toc that, ex-
cept for Edward Taylor, early American poets seldom transcended the banalities con-
noted by the term "light verse,') The folk drama also {lourished during the carly
American period as it had during the Spanish and }exican eres. One particularly
interesting drama of the time is '"Los Tejanos," composed about 1846 and dealing with
the ill-fated invasion of New Mexico by Anglo-Texans in 1841, (Aurelio M. Espinosa
and J. Manuel Espincsa, "The Texans,” NEW MEXICO QUARTERLY REVIEW, Autumn 19%3, pp.
299-308) The play reflects the animosity between Mexicans and Anglos and thereby
anticipates a major theme in later Chicano literature.

After 1870, the Mexican-American literature of the Southwest began to move to-
ward the achievement ¢f a distinctly Chicano perspective. Ties to Mexico slackened
and Mexican-Americans began to appreciate their unique vantage point between the
cultures of the United States and Mexico. Their literaturc--both oral and writton--
hbegan tu focus on problems re¢lated to a predominantly American environment., ''El
Corrido .de Kiansis," the oldest corrido from the South Texas border region to sur-
vive in complete form, describes the rivalry betuween Anglo and Mexican American cow-
boys on the first cattle drive- to Kansas in the late 1860's:

We got to the Salado hiver

- e v e e cemen e m .
VAT RPTHOVT " STy 37 TR I0NS
| LU ROMOVE

("P1 Corrido de Kiansis" in Antonia €. Shular, ¢t al., LITERATURA CILCANA,
NY, 1972, p. 210, translation mine)
Other Texas corridos treat Anplo-lewican animositics on the couthern border.  (Geo
tor exanmple, Amdrico Parcedes, WITH HIs PISTOL LN IS HAND, Austin, Texas, 195%)
California writers, such as Mariano Vallejo, produced political and historical
tracts designed to counter Anglo depictions of Calitornio life, Yet another sign
of change was the appearance of Mexican-American writing in English. (The cdase of

C 2216-47 -
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Andrew Carcia is noteworthy in this regard. Garcia was a Chicano cowboy who eventual-
ly made his way to Montana where he settled amorg the Nez Perce Indians., He began to
write his memoirs in Englisn about 1878, but somehow his manuscript was lost until
1948, when it was tound packed in dynamite boxes. Garcia's journal, edited by Bennett
. Stein, vas published as TOUGH TRIP THROUGH TARALISE, 1878-1879, NY, 1570)

The written literature of the Chicano continued to be overshadowed in importance
by the oral forms until the 1930's. Ia this decade, various types of oral literature,
notably the corrido, fell into decline; at the same time, a number of Chicano writers
made their first appearances in conveptional American journals, Arthur Campa, a
prominent folklorist, published fiction *ich leaned heavily on oral traditions.
Rorert Felix Salazar published poetry in ESQUIRE and other major journals. in a poem
entitled "Thc Other Pioneers,'' Salazar moucrned the neglect of Spauish-Mexican con-
tributions to American culture:

Now I must write

Of those of mine who rode these plains

Long years betore the Saxon and the Irish came.

Of those who plowed the land and built the towns
And gave the towns soft-woven Spanish names.

0f those who moved across the Rio Grande

Toward the hiss of Texas snake and the Indian vell.
Of men who trom the earth made thick-walled homes
And from the earth raised churches to their God.
And of the wives who bore them sons

And smiled with knowing joy.

(Collected in Philip D. Ortego, ed., WE ARE CHICANOS, NY, 1973, p. 150)

The following decade marked an even greater proliferation of Chicano literature.
Several fictional themes were dominanc: the hostility of Anglo-American to the Chicano
heritage and the aifticulty of maintaining allegiances to custom under the assault of
American assimilationist pre:sures, Chicano writers feared that their culture would
disappear before its 1mportance was realized. This situation was to be deplored, in-
asmuch as Chicano culture nresented some attractive alternatives to the .,rowing
<terility ot American life., Mario Suarez, 1in one of his stories about life 1n 4
Tucson barrio, tells about the neigshborhood barber, Seffor Garza, who has the peculiar

hahit of closin, ' ~wn his shop an® escaplng to Mexico when business gets too heavy.

. PR . . . . U
Suarez onds his story ~sith this observation: "Gavza, a philosopher. Owner of (arza's
narber Shop, PBut the shop will never own Garza," (Mario Suarez, "Sé¥or Gacza,"

ARIZONA QUARTERLY, Summer 1947, p. 121)

Josephina Nigxli, a4 Mexican-born poet, playwright and novelist publist
‘X ICAN VILLAGE in 1945, a masterful chronicle of a northern Mexican town and certain-
ly one of the finest of all Chicano works. The protagonist of MEXICAN VILLACE is
Pob Wehster, a Chicano who tramps about the world trying to elude the paintul memory
ot his Angle tather's rejection. He tinally travles to the Mexican town of Hidalgo,
whers his mother's family had been prominent, and where Webster hopes to satisty a
"nostalgia of the bloed,” Webster at last finds peace in Hidalgo, and reclaims his
Lense ot personal worth and Mexican heritage. In negotiating the great distance
Votveen selt-hate and selt-esteem and in finally renouncing American cultural hege-
mony, Webster exemplifies the contemporary Chicano spirit.

10d

Chicano literature continued to grow gradually in the post-World War Il era,
but it- reputation and circulation were restricted to the Southwest, Fven with the
rush of interest in ethnicity during the 1960's, Chicano literature remalned un-
noticed on a national scale. However, a highly important development occurred 1n
1967 with the founding ot Quinto Sol Publications in perkeley, California., Quinto
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Sol was established with the intention of providing a publishing outlet tor Chicano
writers without concern for conventional publishing criteria or literary standards.
“he success of Quinto Sol soon led to the establishment of other Chicano publishing
houses such as Mictla Publications of El1 Paso, Texas. The result has been a flurry
of Chicano literary activity. '

Much of the very recent Chicano literature is innovative and experimental.
Stylistically, the most interesting development is the simultaneous use of both
English and Spanisii, an attempt to capture the linguistic reality of the Chicano.
The results thus far have been gratifying, particularly in poetry. Here is ''Pobre
Viejo Walt Whitman'" by Josd Montoya which depicts the betrayal of Whitman's vision
in a distinctly Chicano #ice:

When the good grey poet

ey ot T3 C3TATI557 EJSTRICTIONE
MA”T‘T{IAL F,“Ale\)v“) )0 MDONR/ED I URVIRY IUNRT FPN Lo i

ey

(Jos¢ Montoya, "Probe Viejo Walt Whitman,'" in Octavie Romano, ed., EL

ESPEJO, Berkeley, 1569, p. 130)

In the last few years therc has been less Chicano activity in fiction than in
poetry, but the achievement, ncrctheless, has been substantial. Certainly the tinest
Chicano novel to appear in some time is Rudolfo Anaya's BLESS ME, ULTIMA (1972) a
moving portrait of a young boy coming of age under the tutelage of a wise curandera.
Several important collections of short fiction by Chicanos have recently appeared:
Tomds Rivera's . . . Y NO SE LO TRAGO LA TIERRA" (1971) and Rolando Hinojosa's
ESTAMPAS T'EL VALLE (1973). Both writers are professors of Latin American literature
and their works are more reminiscent of Juan Rulfo and Jorge Luis Borges than any
American writers. This allegiance to a Latin American literary tradition is crucial
because, along with the reliance on oral tradicions and bilingualism, it forms the
basis of the Chicano's literary distinctivencss.

Unquestionably, the visibility of Chicano literature has grown in recent years,
but it is easy to exaggerate the progress made. In the first place, the increased
visibility has been confined largely to the Chicano community itself. Certainly,
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this in itself is a welcome development, but Chicano literature needs to be read by

a larger audience if it is to heighten understanding between Chicanos and the general
American community. Furthermore, the small gains in visibility made elsewhere, par-
ticularly in universities, do not signify appreciation so much as mere toleration.

In many academic and literary circles, Chicano literature is regarded as only a fad

and much of the interest is casual and uninformed. Such condescensipn is deplorable.
By now it should be clear that Chicano literature is an important cultural phenomenon
in this country and is therefore worthy or serious study. Like all ethnic literatures,
it adds texture and color to the general culture and thereby enriches us all.

SHOPTALK:
"Doubt is an uneacy and dissatisfied state from which we struggle to free ourselves

and pass iuto the state of belief; while the latter is a calm and satisfactory
state which we do not wish to avoid, or to change to a belief in anything else.
On the contrary, we cling tenaciously, not merely to believing, but to believ-
ing just what we do believe." ("The Fixation of Belief," in VALUES IN A UNI-
VERSE OF CHANCE: SELECTED WRITINGS OF CHARLES S. PEIRCE, NY: Doubleday, 1958,
p. 99)

"The notiou that education consists in the authoritative inculcation of what the
teacher deems true may be logical and appropriate in a convent, or a seminary
for priests, but it is intolerable in universitic and public schools, from
primary to professional. The worthy fruit of academic culture is an open
mind, trained to careful thinking, instructed in the methods of philosopiic
investigation, acquainted in a general way with the accumulated thought of
past generations, and penetrated with humility." (Charles W. Eliot, "Inaug-
ural Address," Oct. 19, 1869, in Henry Steele Commager, ed., LIVING IDEAS IN
AMERICA, NY: Harper, 1951, p. 584 . Commager's collection ot material is 4
superior anthology of comments on the constitution and freedom,)

“winchester's new antipornography ordinance may not take effect because the local
newspaper says its language is not in good taste.
In an article explaining the position, Richard Wise, publisher of the WIN-
CHESTER NEWS (AZETTE and JOURNAL HERALD, said:
"Je are not questioning the wisdom of the ordinance itseli or the constitut-
1onal right of persons to buy or scll such material. Rather, we are simply
exercising our right to print only matter which we feel is reasonable or
tasteful and we do not believe the language with definitions is in good taste.'
Winche:ter ordinances must be printed in a Winchester newspaper of general
circulation 1in order to take effect, and Mr. Wisé has the gnly ome." (THE
SEW YORK TIMES, December 30, 1973, p. 15)

It you thoupghit the proeblem of teaching evolution was a dead issue, then you have no
1dea about the workings of the minds of legislators. A proposal to prevent
texthooks froum offering as scientitfic tact the various theories about man's
ori1yn1n was proposed by Senator Milton Ham?lton of the Tennessee State Legis-
latuce. Hamilton said, "If we enact this bill into law, we will have done more
xood tor more people without adding any additional cost to the state," (LOUIS-
VILLE /Kentucky/ TIMES, April 12, 1973, p. C-23) And to let school children
hear "both sides of the que ticn,' the Georgia State Senate voted to forbid the

+ tvaching of evolution without equal time to the Biblical approach to the cre-
ation of man. (PHOENIX CGAZETTE, March 16, 1973, p. 4) The California State
Board of Education voted 7-3 to treat evolution only as a theory. (PHOENIX
(AZFETTE, March 10, 1973, p. 10)

Q
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CENSORSHLIP AND PAPERBACKS: TOWARD A COMMON SENSE POLICY

Gloria Steinberg Scott
Marketing Manager of School and College Division, Bantam Books, Inc.

While the Supreme Court decision on obscenity and censorship has disturbing
ramitications for all of us in the publishing world, it is only part of a censorship
problem that is peculiar to the paperback book, especially in the educational com-
munity--a torm of censorship which strikes a book not only tor its content, but for
its existence in the paperback format. Both on state and local levels, there exist
archaic laws that discriminate against the use of paperback books and this under-
mines their classroom effectiveness. Let me cite a few examples:

1) Texas state law requires that state funds for elertive courses on the sec-
ondary level, enrolling 10,000 students or r~re statewide must be spent
for hardcover texts. o

2) The state of Florida stipulates that only ZEE of funding allotted for books
may be usel to purchase paperbacks.

) Restrictions on frequency of change of books for instructional materials
exist in 18 states and range from two years in California to six years in
Alabama. (About 400 new mass market paperback titles are published every
ponth by the industry).

4) Missouri requires a $10 fee from publishers for every book to be listed on
the "acceptable for use in the classroom" list. Paradoxically, in its
failure to differentiate between the uses of the paperback and hardcover
text, the law is discriminatory, since it requires the publisher to pay the
same $10 "use tax' for approval of a 75¢ paperback as it does for a $15
hardcover book, :

>) The Pasadena, California Board of Education requires 4 months to review any
book to be purchased in excess of 4 copies. This demonstrates disregard
tor one of the prime reasons educators request paperback books: their top-
icality and timeliness.

Discrimination against paperbacks within some educational circles is in part a
Jrangpver from a bygone era. There must remain a stigma still attached to paperbacks
im 'oese circles--an image ot "cheap, dimestore merchandise," lurid covers, tantali-
2ing copy. And it is probably this image which has caused these educators to per-
sist i. judging books by tormat, theough the industry ha, changed considerably, es-
pecially in the breadth of its editoc.al coverage.

The <tereotype, however, is not without some historical foundation. When the
mass market paperback industry bewan over thirty-five years ago, it was an industry
that mainly published mysteries, westerns and sex. And where there was no sex, it
was sometimes created. Covers--even on LITTLE WOMEN--features cleavage and provoca-
tively clad voung women. A printing of Voltaire's CANDIDE lured readers with a cover -
fieadline stating "he chased a virtuous maiden through Europe's most pawdy age.'" Ti-
tles were changed to suggest spicy content. Ludwig Lewisohn's THE CASE OF MR. CRUMP
became THr LYRANNY OF SEX, and FIVE DAYS, which had slow sales, moved iaster when it
wds ret:tled FIVE NIGHTS.

Jut times have changed, and so have paperbacks and paperback publishers. Today
the subject matter found between soft covers is so diversified that paperbacks arc
no longer simnly a means of enterf-inment, but a valuable educational medium. Of
the 1500 titles my own company, Bantam Books, has in print, /50 are currently being
directed into the school and college market. In fact, paperback sales to educavors
have been increasing so voluminously that by 1984, sales in the educational market
are expected to equal sales in the mass market.

One of the reasons for this tremendous surge in oducational sales is because
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paperback publishers have become more attuned to the needs of the classroom. Today
many ot the publishers have separate education marketing divisions, specially geared
to meet the needs ot educators. Among the activities are the assembling of multi-
media programs, the creation ot teacher guides, and the planning of educational ex-
hibits %d book fairs.

. Teachers will tind accurate summaries and reading level ratings in moSt paper-
back school catalogs. For example, Bantam rates and codes each school title to
suégest vocabulary and interest levels as well, offering the educator a "Reading
Level Index' barumeter created by Dr. Morton hotel, Professor of Graduate Education
at the University ot Pennsylvania. The rating not only appedrs in the catalog, but
on the copyright page of each book.

Recognizing t.c tact that paperbacks have changed and broadened in editorial
coverage, and that they are now a vital and integral part ot the educational curric-
alum, educators must work together with publishers to change outdated laws and atti-
tudes. Te arbitraily restrict the use of less expensive paperbacks at a time when
ochool hoards are plavued witn financial woes, makes no sense at ail--especially since
paperbacks have proven appeal tv students. The National Education Asscciation, in
recognizin., the problen, urges 1ts affiliaies to seek removal of laws and regulatious
which restrict the serection of a diversity of instructional materials. Some state
legislators are beginning to act upon this fact, as is the case 1n Michigan. The
Michigan state legislature recently authorized $1 million in tunds to extend an ex-
tremely successful pilot project throughout the state. The project--"Adventure
Reading Rooms'' --makes use ot ligh intevest paperbacks 'to stimulate and sustain stu-
dent 1rterest in readin: and to encourage children to use and extend reading skills."

Ho,etnully 1n the future, many legislatures and school bocrds will undergo ex-
Lenstve and broad-based re-evaluation of the paperback and recognize 1t as an in-
caluavle tool for balanced curriculum planning. Judging a book by the size or
toughness o 1ts cover 1s a particularly insidious form of censorship, and will con-
finue to atertere uith the deve lopment of new and more flexihle educational pro-
srareting,

< OV TAL

Covernor Jack Williams (or former wovernor) hds himself several taimes attacked books
ar people which apparently tampered with or disturbed Mr. Wwilliams' vision of the
Anerican drean. Better than seven years ago, he launched 1nte a tirade aimed
at B0, Mencken and Sinclair Lewis suggesting that these two dead writers had
bred todav's hippie "aze of irreverence' and had infected modern -ocicty with
cvnicrom and de<pair. (PHOENIX GAZETTE, October 6, 1947, p. 1) More recently
“r. williare "blasted the news media for reporting on "perfectly dreadtul’
stories such ac Waterpate and ignoring the 'pood thigs.' 'Are there no awards
tor docency anymere. Are we somchow emphasizing so much the tawdry and the ug ly
that we have reached a point ot no return? Virtually all the stories ‘award-win-
nin;/ were perfectly dreadful. Can't we do a little better for the sood things?'
(PHOENIX (AZETTE, June 20, 1973, p. B-4) And also quite recently, in one of his
“Yours Sincerely’ radio talks, Governor williams lambasted contemporary adoles-
cent literature suggesting how terrible it is to allow young people to read a-
hout realitv., '"In the formative ycars, how frightening to think that our teen-
avers are readin. about the mental breakdowns of a girl, the pregnancy of 4
teen-ace girl, the hoxrors ot a grirl who discovered she 1s going insane, the
alienation of father and sony the problems of a sensitive bey who i thought
to be a4 homosexual., Surely, that can come later, can't 't2" ("Yours Sincere-
ly," broadcast February 27, 1971%)
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CURRENT READING: A Scholarly and Pedagogical Bibliography of Articles and Books,
Recent ana Old, about Censorship - -

Anyone dealing with this amorphous and frustrating and exciting field will recognize
how terribly superficial the following bibliography really is. Still, even these few
books and articles may give someone who'd like to get at some of the major works a
place to tegin. The categories, as usual in the BULLETIN bibliographies, are slippery
at best and readers may need to check several categories to find whatever they're look-
ing for.

GENERAL BIBLIOCRAPHIES:

le ..oron 1., Fessler, "Selective Bibliography of Literary Censorship in the United
states,'" BULLETIN OI' BIBLIOGRAPHY AND DRAMATIC INDEX, May-August 1952, pp. 188-191,

2. Ralph E. McCoy, FREEDOM OF THE PRESS: AN ANNOTATED BIBLIOGRAPIY, Carbondale: Southern
Illinois U Press, 1968. THE standard bibliography.

HISTORIES OF CENSORSHIP AND INTELLECTUAL FREEDOM:
1, Sister Rose Anthony, THE JEREMY COLLIER STAGE-CONTROVERSY (1698-1726), Milwaukee:
Marquette U Press, 1935, reprinted by Bemjamin Blom, 1966,
Gilbert Armitage, BANNED IN ENCLAND: AN EXAMINATION OF THE LAW RELATING TO OBSCENE
PULTLICATIONS, London: Wishart, 1932.
3. Thomas L. Ashton, "The Censorship of Byron's MARINO FALTERO," HUNTINGTON LIBRARY
QUARTERLY, Nov. 1972, pp. 27-44. -
4. Kenneth B,F. Dain, BANNED. A REVIEW OF THEATRICAL CENSORSHIP IN BRITAIN, London:
Macgibbion and Kee, 1967 (printed under pen name of Richard Findlater).
5. Lincoln Barnett, "The Case ot John Peter Zenger,' AMERICAN HERITACE, Dec. 1971,
pp. 33-41, 103-105.
6. Paul S, Boyer, "Boston Book Censorship in the Twenties,' AMERICAN QUARTERLY, Spring
! 1963, pp. 3-24%.
7. Taul S, Bover, PURITY IN PRINT: THE VICE-SOCIETY MOVEMENT AND BOOK CENSORSHIP IN
AMERICA, NY: Scribner, 1968.
~. Irving Brant, THE ILL OF RIGHTS: ITS ORIGINS AND MEANING, Indianapolis: Bobbs-
Merrill, 19s5.
9. Redmond A, Burke, WHAT IS THE INDEX” Milwaukee: Bruce, 1952. On che Catl'olic Index.
10. Robert T. Bushnell, "Banned in Bo-ton," NORTH AMERICAN REVIEW, May 1930, pp. 518-
525,
11. Samuel M. Carrington, '"Censorship and the Medieval Comic Thedatre in France,' RICE
U STUDIES, Spring 1971, pp. 17-39.
12, Zechariah Chatee, Jr., THE CENSORSHIP 1IN BOSTON, Roston: Civil Liberties Committee
of Mass., 1930.
13. Lois Mai Chan, "The Burnin;; ot the Dooks in China, 213 B.C.," THE JOURNAL OF LIBRARY
HISTORY, PHILOSOPHY AND COMPARAT ['E LIBRARIANSHIP, April 1972, pp. 101-108.
l4. "A Chronology of Censorship in America,' CONGRESS IONAL DIGEST, Feb. 1930, pp.35-37.
15. lrene and Allen Cleaton, BOOKS AND BATILES, AMERICAN LITERATURE, 1920-1930, Bosten:
Hougzhton Mifflin, 1937.
16, Jeremy Collier, A SHORT VIEW OF THE IMMORALITY AND PROFANENESS OF THE ENCLISH STAGE,
first published 1698.
17. Henry Steele Commager, '"Jefferson and the Book Burners,' AMERICAN HERITACE, August
1958,
1¥. Anthony Comstock, MORALS, NOT ART OR LITERATURE v. LLAWS AND BRRTEF, NY: New York So-
clety for the Suppression of Vice,1914,
19. Francis J. Connell, '"Censorship and the Prohibition of Books in Catholic Church Law,”
COLIMBTA LAW REVIEW, May 1954, pp. 699-709.
20. L.W. Conolly, "The Censor's Defeat at the’Theatre: The Diary of Anna Margaretta Lar-
pent, 1790-1800," HUNTINGTON LIBRYRY QUARTERLY, Nov. 1971, pp. 49-64.
21. Alex Craiy, SUPPRESSED BOOKS: A HISTORY OF THE CONCEPTION OF LITERARY OBSCENITY,
Cleveland: World, 1963.

. William L. Curry, COMSTOCKERY: A STUDY IN THE RISE AND DECLINE OF A WATCHDOG CFN-
SORSHIP; WITH ATTENTION PARTICULARLY TO THE REPORTS OF THE NEW YORK SOCIETY FOR THE
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33.
34.
35.
36.
37.
38.

39.

SUPPRESSTON (' VICE, NY: Teachers College, Columbia U doctoral dissertation, 1957.

. E.J. Devereux, "Elizabeth Barton and Tudor Censorship,"” BULLETIN OF THE JOHN RY-

LANDS LI3RARY, Manchester (England), Autumn 1966, pp. 91-106.

. Lord Devlin, '"Mill on Liberty in Morals,' U OF CHICAGO LAW REVIEW, Winter 1965,

pp. 215-2135.

Morris L. Einst, THE BEST IS YET " . ., Raltimore: Penguin, 1347.

Morris L. Ern-t and Alexander 1 indey, THE CENSOR MARCHES ON: RECENT MILESTONES IN
THE ADMINISTRATION OF THE OBSCENITY LAW IN TIE UNITED STATES, NY: Doubleday, 1940.

. Morris L. Ernst and_Alan . Schwartz, CENSORSHIP: THE SEARCH FOR THE OBSCENE, NY:

Macmillan, 1964. -

. Morris L. Ernst and Alexander Lindey, HOLD YOUR TONCUE, NY: Abelard, 1950.
. James A. Farrer, BOOKS CONDEMNED TO BE BURNT, London: Elliott Stock, 1892.

rank Fowell and Frank Palmer, CENSORSHIP IN ENCLAND, NY: Blom,1969, first published
in 1913. '

David Foxon, '"John Cleland and the Publication of THE MEMOIRS OF A WOMAN OF PLEASURE,"
BOOK COLLECTOR, Winter 1903, pp. 476-487.

David Foxon, ''Libertine Literature in England, 1660-1745," BOOK COLLECTOR, Part I,
Spring 1963, pp. 21-26: Part 11, Summer 1963, pp. 159-177; Part III, Autumn 1963,
pp. 294-307. o

David Foxon, LIBERTINE LITERATURE IN ENGLAND, 1660-1745, NY: University Books,1965.
peter Fryer, MRS. GRUNDY: STUDIES IN ENCLISH PRUDERY, NY: London House, 1964 .

John Fuller, "Cibber, THE REHEARSAL AT GOATHAM, and the Suppression of POLLY,"
REVIEW OF ENGLISH STUDIES, May 1962, pp. 25-134.

Walter M. Gallichan, THE POISON OF PRUDERY - AN HISTORICAL SURVEY, Boston: Stratford,
1929. .

Charles R, Gillett, BURNED BOOKS: NEGLECTED CHAPTERS IN BRITISH HISTORY AND LITERA-~-
TURE (2 volumes), NY: Columbia U Press, 1932, reprinted Kennikat Press, 1960.

Paul J. Gillette, AN UNCENSORED HISTORY OF PORNOGRAPHY, Los Angeles: Holloway House,
1965.

Gertrude M., Godden, THE STAGE CENSOR, A% ISTORTCAL SKETCH: 1544-1907, London:
Sampson Low, 1908.

. Sidney’ S§. Grant and $.E.Angoff, "Censorship 1n Boston," BOSTON U LAW REVIEW, Part

I, Jan. 1930, pp. 36-60; Part 1II, April 1930, pp. 147-194.
Robert Griffith, THE POLITICS OF FEAR: JOSEPH R, McCARTHY AND THE SENATE, T.exington:
U ot Kentucky Press, 1970.

. Anne Lyon Haight, BANNED BOOKS : INFORMAL NOTES ON SOME BOOKS BANNED FOR VARIOQUS

REASONS AT VARIOUS TIMES AND IN VARTOUS PLACES (3rd ed.), NY: Bowker, 1970.
Mauritz A, Hallgren, LANDSCAPE OF FREEDOM; THE STORY OF AMERICAN LIRERTY AND B1GO-

TRY, %Y: Howell, Soskin, 1941,

Robert W. Haney, COMSTOCKERY IN AMERICA, Boston: Beacon, 1960,
Frank Hottfman, ANALYTICAL SURVEY OF ANCLO-AMERLICAN TRADITTONAL EROTICA, Bowlinyg
Green: Bowling freen U Popular Press, 1973. ’

. Christopher Hollis, " The Roman INDEX," HISTORY TODAY, (ct. 1966, pp. 712-719.

Ol:za G. and Edwin P, Hoyt, CENSORSHIP IN AMERICA, NY: Seabury, 1970.

. Montyomery Hyde, A HISTORY OF PORNOGRAPHY , NY: Farrar, 1965.

Joscph Wood Krutch, COMEDY AND CONSCIENCE AFTER THE RESTORATION, NY: Columbra U
Press, 1924,

Joseph Wood Krutch, "Governmental Attempts to Regulate the Stage atter the Jeremy
Collier Controversy," DPMIA, March. 1923, pp. 153-174.

. William . teary, Jr., '"Books, Soldiers, and Censorship Duriny the Second World

War," AMERICAN QUARTERLY, Summer 1968, pp. 2137-245.
Lawrence H. Leder, "The Role of Newspapers in Early America 'In Detense ot Tihear
(wn Liberty, '™ HUNTINGTON LIBRARY OUARTRRLY, Nov. 1966, pp. 1-16.
Gershon l.egman, THE HORN BOOKS: STUDIES IN EROTIC FOLKLORE AND BIBLTOGRAPHY, New
ilyde Park, NY: University Books, 1964, .
Harry Levin, "The Unbanning of the Books," ATLANTIC, Feb. 1906, pp. 77-81.
Leonard W, Levy, LECACY OF SUPPRESS TON: FREEDOM OF SPEECH AND PRESS IN FARLY AMER-
TCAN HISTORY, Cambridge: Harvard U Press, 1960,
o
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Johin Lottis, "Richard Steele's Censorium,” HUNTINGTON LIRRARY OQUATERLY, Nov. 1950,
m).‘ NRETUR ¢ y
Leo Markun, MRS, CRUNDY: A HISTORY OF FOUR CENTURIFES OF MORALS INTENDED TO ILLUMI-
NATE PRESENT PROBLEMS 1IN GREAT BRITAIN AND THE UNITED STATES, NY: Greenwood,1969,
reprint ot the 1930 edition.
Tteven Marous, Pornatopid,’ ENCOUNTER. Ausust 966, pp. 9-1»n.
Steven Marcus, THE OTHER VICTORIANS: A STUDY OF SEXUALILITY AND PORNOGRAPHY IN MID-
NINETEENTH-CENTURY ENCGLAND, NY: Bantam, 1967, .
Joiin McCormick and Mairi Maclnnes (eds.), VERSIONS OF CENSORSHIP, NY:Doubleday,
19n2. .
Ralph E. McCoy, DANNED (N BOSTON: THE DEVELOPMENT OF LITERARY CENSORSHIP IN MASSA-
7 USETTS, Urbana: U of Illinois doctoral dissertation, 1956.
“ilton Meltzer, "tHughes, Twain, Child, and Sanger: Four Who Locked horns with the
Censor," WILSON TL.IBRARY BULLETIN, Nov. 1969, pp. .278-2%6.
William E, Mile~, DAMN IT . . . A BOOK OF BLUENOSES AXND SELF-MADE CENSORS, Evanston,
I1lino1s: Regency Books, 1963,
John Sruart Mill, SELECTED WRITINGS OF JOHN STUART MILL (ed. by Maurice Cowling),
NY: NAL, 1963, especially for ON LIBERTY, pp. 121-229, A bhasic book.
John Milton, "Arcopagitica,'” many editions available. A basic book, mavbe the book.
James R, Mock, CENSORSHIP, 1917, Princeton: Princeton U Press, 1941,
J. Conway Morris, "Literdry Censorship and the Law,' QUARTERLY REVIEW, .fuly 1929,
pp. 18-27. .
Willa Muir, MRS, GRUNDY IN'SCOTLANDt London: Routledee, 1936,
John Palmer, THE CENSOR AND TU® [HEATRES, lLondon: T, Fisier Unwin, 1913,
(eorse Haven Putnam, THE CENSORSHIP OF THE CHURCH ©FF ROME: AND [TS [UFLUENCF UDPON
I'E PRODUCTION AND DISTRIBUTION OF I ITERATURE (2 vols.), NY: Blom, 1967, tirst
published 1n 1906,
John Roeburt, THE WICKED AND THE BANNED, NY: Mactfadden, 1963,
Charles 1. Rosers, "Police (ontrol « 7 Cbscene Literature,' JOURNAL 00 (PTUINAL TAW,
Dec. 19hA, pp. +30-482,
Coi.Rolph . "The Literary Ceunsorship in England," KEMYON <EVIFW, June 1947, pp. «01-
S h
The Roman TSDEX,' + VARTERLY REVIEW, July-Oct. 1902, pp. 5+7-620.
“arvin Rosenher o, "The Rerinement of OTHELLO 1n the Eir.hteenth Centur Uritish
[boeatre- " STUDIES T PUILOLOCY . Jan. 1954, pp. 73-9%,
Rotert A, Rutland, [JF BIRTd O THE 8111, OF RIGHTS, 17./6-Y791, Chapel [ill: U of
North Carolina Press, 1935, E’
William Sea le, CATO OR THE TTURE 6 CENSORSHIP,, XNY: Paul, Trench, Trubner, 1930.
“eor e hernard SE o) "The Cencoraboar o the Stave 1p Encland[” NORTH A'TPT.AN REVTEN,
Auvust 1499, pp. TH1-062, -
fary O, Shrrver,JUdole! What ook oes There?"” BILL OF RICHTS REVIEW, all 1941,
pp. G3-od. Toek Caantn., durin. WD e :arhy.
frank Savde o, "Wihen 1 g ook Cure T INDEPENDENT, April 0, 1967, pp. An7-anl&,

Oy OF THE “EWS, Apral
L9hn, pp. 2n9-200. ,
Leitew W, Smith, "Daniel Detoe: Incipoent tornographer,” LITERVIURE 1N PRYCHOD OCY

Leorce L, Cloan, "Cen orsnip oan frstorical Perspective

By

1970 0 4y, pp. Tha-174,

VLT Spuorew=Sapseon, URoman TNDEY Prohibated tooks,” OUARTERLY RFVIEV, Julyv
4y pp. 1=10, - -

Horhert F. stanton, “vrolabition . bhagk --For books” ard "Censor's Choice: A Check=
Li o ot Banved Rooss " ANTTORARIAT LO0FMAN, Nov, 21, 19, gp. 1iR7-1491.

limes I, Step'en, LIBERTY, ECUALITY, FRATERNIIY. London: @ nith, Flder, 1874,
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March 1963, pp. 345-350, °

Sorman St. John-nteva., "The Autbhor Uins Hie Battle,” CAHONIC WORLD, Apri1 71962,
pp 34-4, . ’

NormanSt., John-Ltecas, "The cencorship ul.PlavG,“ WRITER, Hprin. 14s7, pp. 2497,
. Rattrav Tavlor, SEY IN HISTORY (rev, ed.Y, NY: Sallantine. 1900,
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95.

96.

. Dunald Thomas, & LONG TIME BURNING: THE HISTORY OF LITERARY CENSORSHIP IN ENCLAND,

NY : Praeger, 1969.

. David Tribe, QUESTIONS OF CENORSHIP, London: Allen and Unwin, 1973.

. Kenneth Tynan, 'The'Royal Smut -Hound," PLAYBOY, Jan. 1966, pp. 121, 166, 180-183,

. Robert H. Vickers, MARTYRDOMS OF LITERATURE, Chicago: Charles Il.Sergel, 1891.

. Arthur L. Vogelbach, "The Publication and Receptien of HUCKLEBERRY FINN 1n America,"

AMERIGAN LITERATURE, Oct. 1939, pp. 260-272.

I.A.Yevish, "Attack on JUDE THE OBSCURE: A Reappraisal Some Seventy Years Attor,"
JOURNAL OF CENERAL EDUCATLON, Jan. 1967, pp. 239-248. :
Wayland Young, EROS.DENIED: SEX 1IN WESTERN SOCIETY, NY: Grove, 1966.

GENERAL COMMENTS ON CENSORSHIP:

1.

2.
3.
4.

. Anthony Burgess|,

4. Emanuel Celler
. CENSORSHIP: FOR AND AGALINST, NY: Hart, 1971.
. John Ciardi, W&ook panning and Juvenile Delingquency,' SATURDAY REVIEW, August 10,

. James L. Collier, 'The Language of Censorship," in Neil Postman, Charles Weingart-
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readin, well-written books ny estahlishied riters--rather than leaving them with
no values and direction at all a'l, theretore, prey to the pornographic and the
dhrenstive. mhappily, thoush tee teacher in question was re-instated, the
sitects of the attacy  pread widely. A newspdaper survey showed that, unfor-
turdatelw,  cheol Tiorarims in three other Georgia cit1es removed the book Irom
their .ol o to avord posaible eriticism during the controversy. And one public
librarian said ohe had pot withdr s the book, but added: "I've put it 1n a
special place and haen't told anone about at. fan't that a good way to handle
yt7' (Jack %elwon, "Censor, and Their Tactics" in LPEECHFG @ SIXTH ANNUAL
FREEDOM O eFOCMATTON CUONPERELCE, The School of Journalism, University of Mis-
sourl, Socemoer S-d, 1963, pLo6)

.
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THE CENSORED TEACHER AS SCAPEGOAT
James E. Davis, Ohio University

I have been wanting to write this case for several years, but it happened so
near my academic home at Ohio University that T have been afraid that it might dam-
age my working reiationship with teachers 1n the area. Even now I will omit most ot
che names, but none of the tacts.

In 1969, shortly after I began teaching in the English Department of Ohio Univer-
sjity, T was asked to appear as an expert witness on English curriculum in a dismissal
he.ring of 4 f1rst year seventh prade Englisn teacher in a small Southeastern Ohio
town.

The attorney told me that the teacher had only temporary certification and that
he had heen hired in August and dismissed in October. The attorney also told me
that when a teacher has been tired in Ohio he can demand to be given the reasons for
his firin-, and that if he does not accept those reasons he can request a hearing--

"either open or closed. In this case the dismissed teacher had engaged the attorney
and an open fedring was scheduled.

Hearings for dismissed teachers are remarkably similar to trials. The teacher
is the "derendant" with his 'detense' attorney, and the school board has its "pros-
ecutin;" attorney. The kansaroo nature of the court 1s revealed in the fact that
the chairman of the school hoard serves as chairmdn or "judge' of the hearing. He
is verv much like a judge, even to the extent of sustaining and overruling objections.

At the hearin., I was rot allowed to stav in the hearing room, the school yym,
but was i1nstead taken to the principal's office where all of the witnesses for the
detense were kept until they were called to testify. LFrom my wite, who had come
alons to sit in on the hearing and take notes, I later found out that thes¢ were
the char.e- apainst the teacher: 1) that he had taught ANIMAL PARM, a book inappro-
late for the seventh grade, 2) tnat he had used 1nappropriate and obscenc Beatles
records 1n the classroom, 3) that he had engaged 1n oftensive discussions ot Ged,

4) that he had introduced homosexual material into the classroom, 5) that he had
used PRACTICAL ENGLISH below the grade level for which it was designed, and finally
6) that he had discussed the use and preparation of drugs.

from my wite's notes ot the statements of the attorneys, t.e teacher's own
testimony, and the answers of various witensses, cqual numbers for the pronecution
and for the detense, and trom statements T feard trom other teachers and the prin-
cipal 1n the witness room, we were able to worl out the apparent happenife” {rur.
which thoe char-os grew.

Firet, ANTMAL FARM Althouch the bhook vy pot required reading tor any pupil
in the class, some pupils lad dhosen to read and discuss it. Multiple copies of the
ook were alreads 1n the ¢las-room betore 1t ¢ dismissed teacher was hired. The
puptle who read the book tiad discussed 1t with the re.t ot the class. Objections
to the hook centered not only around tts inappropriateness but the more serious con-
tention that 1t wdas & subversive bool. when the board member who had called it that
was aoked 11 te Tad read it, he said that he had not, but that he had looked at the
introduc’ ton and that he could tell from the cast ol characters that it wdas 4
"pamaed Communist book,'' When the detense attornev ohjected, the chairman ot the
g¢honl tosard nrorounced hio tirst Yoverruled,”  Manv nore were to come durins, thie
cour.e ol the evening. In tact, duriny the entire tirve-hour Heariny, not one ob-
jection of the detonse attorney was sustained, and not one objection of the pros-
ecutin, attorney was overruled.
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The tedacher had played MAGICAL MYSTERY TOUR and other Beatle records which the
kids had brousht to school with them. Objections centered first around the plaving
ot roch lyrics at all because, as the prosecuting attorney stated, "It is a well-

known tdct that most rock lyrics dare about drugs,'" Most vociferous objections came
resarding two of the lyrics contained in the MAGICAL MYSTERY TOUR-~"The Fool on the
a1l and "The Walrus, ' After '"The Fool on the Hill" was played, the students had

asked wt o the tool was. Various answers lad come forth, some of which the teacher

ad primted on the board. One of the words he had printed was GOD. ftom this came
the charse that the teacher had written on the board that God was a fool. The lyrics
to "The Walrus” were not discussed in the classroom, but the prosecuting attorney
ireued that the homosexual theme was both implicit and explicit in such phrases as
‘crabalocxer !ishwite pornocraphic priestess boy you been a naughty pirl, vou let
your harcters dom.”

PRACTICAL FoLISY had indeed been read by some students in the class, in the
teacher's atteapt to tind material on those particular student's level that wouid
tatere.t them. One memer ot the school bocrd characterized PRACTICAL ENGLISH as
ror TR S0HO0L USE ONLY ! .

My wite Pezan to notice one particular woman sitting in the front row of the
audience a. the ¢rarges piled up.  She was quite obvious in her dislike of the dis-
micsed teacher ard even <ometimes disturbinzly vocal. We later found out that her
dau. fiter »ar t' e star student vitness for the prosecution and that the mother had
tried uprsucces~. ully for several years to Secure a position as guidance counselor

1m the <ciocl. lier application had been regularly rejected by the principal who had
dome the "ariy . ALl of the intormatiep had come through this wowan and her daughter
te the school noard.  (Le dauhter had asked most of the fuestions in the classroom

vhich had led to some o1 the caarges. She was the one, for instance, who asked the
teacrer if he had ever tried druvs. ‘e answered that he had snce but advised the
students never to try thiem.  This led to questions about the preparatior of drugs.
Tne teacher "iad  awd that he did not know anything about it but that he had once
read an article abont drying banana poolgffor smoking. This was the extent of the
discussion, but it still led to the charge that the teacher had discussed the use
and prepararion o drn e,

Wien mvoturn to testifv (inally came, it was over quickly. Since I had to teach
early the nex: mornine, we decided to leave althouph the hearing was still going on.
the atmesplore wa~ becoming increasingly tense with cach passing minute, and my wife
ard T were e or to leave the nightmare and ret 'rn to the sanity and security of our
ur.versity town,  The next day 1 was very depressed, but not «urprised, to f{ind out
that th.e dr.micsal had been upheld. But [ had learned several things about censors
and cencorstitp throu b this direct experience with a force that was to make the
Trarcines permarent Iy tmprinted.

Cenaership 1s rarely, 1f ever, approacihed on rational grounds or with logical
ar.um-rrs.  Censorslnp charges are recularly loaded with innuendos, name-calling,
auilt Dy association, stereotypes, cither-or assumptiors, generalizations, and all
o' those 1o ical tallacies we Enylish teachers should be so familiar with. There
are also otten unotticial, non-public, real reasons behind censorship cases. Proba-
tly the Lest protection arainst consorsifgm1s thorough preparation and good creden-
tials. Adrittedly the teacher in this case made some errors in judgment. He was
led into some arcas that a more skilltul, better prepared teacher might have steered
clear of.  But many other teachers at that school told me they had used the same
materials and done sume of the same thines that the disrissed teach-r had without any
trounle.  they tuought that his emergency certificate was nis mailn problem. His
beard didn't help either. [ think, in looking back, that his major problam involved

RIC o
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being in a particular place, at a particular time, with a particular set of people,
4 particular set of circumstances, and that these things combined with the weakness
of hie credentials made hiis dismissal almost inevitable. iie made a convenient
scape,,oat.,

[ find 1t easy to believe, t'wugh, that more knowledge of the community in which
Le was working, especially of its politics, and <ome advance education in the psychol-
osv aud rotivation ot censors, combined with the study of numerous other censorship
case. v it have prepared the teacher for coping becter with his teaciiing situation.
but who e lly KhOW> whether that wouid have been hetter or not, at least for him?
Perhaps 10 wasn't really suited for teachitn: anyway! He's certainly drawing a much
wtter <alary 1n ls present position a- a social worker. In censorship, as in so
wanty ober problems in schools, it 1~ tue kids 1o really lose. When I think back
te tie iired and nitterness cencrated that ni't of hearing, to the 1pnorance and
1ntuleldhg‘, I wonder what permacent imprinte  tho-e hids got of their parents,
Lok Lm0 Dul, L0 A vullaua Ly . MU e we T corrovr o Toabinloare the decile and
Lon:ormiat tendincies that may a.e been made even twore ingrained in the teachers
pre-ent.

"AS soon ds | walked inte hMis of Tice and the principal hepan questiloning me on the
readine material T was givin w students, I knew he wust have received a call
from dan irate parent. Sure oroug, a mother, volunteering her services at our
school book fair, overheard rio tolling a 7th srade pirl that T would lend her my
copy of THE EXORCIST it she brought re a note trom her parents allowing her to
read it. The woman was outraved at the 1dea of any junior high school teacher

nroviding 4 student with suct materral vaic o<he, as a parent, personally consid-
cred unsuitable readins materidl.  ppdrentl., ¢ ¢ wdas unaware, as was our prin-
cipal, that to lend 'questionaile' ~roks wita pdarental permission had long been

4 policy of our English Departrent. It will centinue to be one, too."
(¢« rom an English teacher. nae witbield by request)

“wot the least ot the proble .. 11 pornovraphy resecarch is to define just what should
be considered pornograp. . In preparition for a ’‘study at Atascadero (Callf )
State Hospital, 1 bychuluthr Srat Thanascs surveved pictures and drawings col-
lected by 230 psychotics and convicted sexval oitenders. The pictures ranged
trom hard-core pornoyrapiiy to chiildren's tashion pages vioped from mail-order
catalogs. But the one tiat turned up mest often was a back-side view of a little
girl whose pants are bein. pulled down b pu»p*--tho familiar Coppertonn suntan
Totion ad.

(BEHAVIOR TODAY, Sepremior o, 1970, .|

~

"In Eastwood, England, the birthplace ot D.H, Lawrence, town councillor John Finch
wants to name a new street Chatterley Mews, after the heroine of LADY CHATTERLEY 'S
LIVER.

Pt Margaret Coe, chairman ot Fastwood's housing committee, won't hear of it.

"why must the people ot Eastwood always be classed with this type of filthy lit-
erature,' she says. 'Lawrencc was a great author, but as {as as LADY CHATTERLEY'S
LOVER is concerned, he was a dirty old man and a peeping tom.'

She suggests calling the street Lawrence Court."
THE PTATIN DEALRK J/Clevelandy . March 700 1974 o, A=%D
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BIASED?  [RREVERENT? CENSORSHIP IN FLAGSIAFY
Retha K, Foster, Flagstaff Public Schools
Interdisciplinary studv. Extended periods. Postholing. Inquiry vethod. Team
teaching. Informal classroom. Student iniative. Student responsibility. ‘ledia--

commercxdlll wide, teacher made, student made.

These clements came together in an innovative American Studies ccurse te nrovide

+ stimulating envircnment as 1n 1lternative to the separate and morce traditional courses

tiught in U.S. history and American literature. The American Studies course started
in Flagstaff in the spring of 1959 as a ‘'gleam in the eye' with a group of four of us
who were enrclled in a district-sponsored class on the inquiry method. 1In Arri? of
that sear 1 former studentteacher visited with us and showed some of her teacher-pro-
duced tape-slides to cur English and social studies departments,

Evervthin: coalesced. We now had an educaticena. philosophy in commen, a method
of working toward greater student involvement, and with the tape-slides, 1 device to

use {or ~otivating students,

For a month that summar we worked at district expense investigating nd assembling

cour-se materiils and miking the first synchroaized tape-slide. We called it Big Spender

yecause it stirted and ended with the Peggv Lee rendition ot the song by that nane.

3ig Spender was designed as introductory material for the studv unit on Poverty:
"2\, It used 160 slides and portions of tne following pop songs: 'Big Spender,”
"['ve Gotta Be Me," "Call Me Irresponsible,’ "It's Such 1 Pretty World Today," "Down-
town," "It Was a Very Good Year," "Young Lovers,' "Boots," "Harper Valley, PTA," and
concluded with a repetition of '"Big Spender."

[he slides show the affluent society during both runs of "Big Spender' and these
are contrasted with slides of urban and rural poverty, past and present, during the
other songs. The effect of the thirty-two ninute presentation is ironic. B: the time
"Big Spender' is replayved at the end, the emotional level of viewers is quite high.

Originallv, the tape-slide contained voice-over quotations, such as 'Senator
lamee Eastland is paid $65,000 for not producing cotton. A starving chi'ld on his
plantition receives 5,00 a month in welfare." This particular quotation was heard
luring the lvrics from 41l Me Irresponsible' with the accompanving slides being
fror Agee wnd walker's book LET US NOW PRAISE FAMOUS MEN. ‘lhere were thout ten of
these quotthons taken from varied sources, such s THE ARIZONA REPUBRLIC, LIME, NEWS-
WEEY, NATTONAI. OBSERVER, [..S. "REVS & WORLD REPORT, and ME NEW REPUBLIC.

When shown in September of 1967 to the pilot group -t Coconino High School, the
tipe-sirde fulfilled its function of motivating the class. Students sat in stunned
1lence for more than two minutes. One of the teacher< conducting the cliss non-
chalantly rewound the tape and disposed of the equipment. She then suggested that the
itudents put their chairs in a large circle (this was later stigmatized as a communist
device) and asked {f anyone had anything to say.

The class took over. They reacted. When the bell rang at 11:00 for a4 tive
minute break, no one left the room. At 11:55 they were still going, but the teacher
summarized, sugggstcd some of the next day's activities designed to find out about
poverty in America, and the class teft, still tdxking

We congratulated ourselves on a successful beginnine and decided ymmediately to

produce some more tape-slides for subsequent units. During the next twe months,
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vorking atter choel and o geek-ends, eight oore multimedia presentitions were pro-

duced.,

For tee study of ©or 10 Arerica, we wade War:  Iwo Aspects which combined songs,
poctr , nd Slodes. Tor toe srw uwait, we developed fhose Were the Days from the
pop s of that e, usan, sitde s Tror Nizi Gormuny. Pictures from the book, AND/OR:
ANEOIIMS TR ol ACE, were oo bindd with music from a Mtoog synthesizer for anothor tape-
Slide stuny, of contiscl,

“or o study of cinoritics an Averica, we developed Buffy Saint Marie's song, ™y

counte, i ot oo cople vu'te Duing, ™

~onnds or o il

ence, wslng the Simon ¢ Garfunile song and Ed Ames' "ho will Answer?"
were nuade to stvenlst
r

s writing assignments.  All of the tapes were used in the pilot

(&
coursc and 1 oot or hrstor, nd Enwlish classes.  Students at both high schools start-

od cbny Chelr wi.o the nest o succeessful of these was one entitled Pellutien: Real
Jrrt. crctur -, ' -
R TR £ 17y o discovered the tave-siides had high notivational impact
& 1
0 othe corpusrl o odn well - in tae schools.  Three of them were shown twice in one

iy Lirsb ot Perocratie oo mittee dinner and second on the NAL carpus durinz o

eetine o7t Anerican U vical Association. Five interested Lan persons attemded

tre eccond twetiae, naving Hoon alorted b somecneg who viewed thern at the dinner reeot-
ny. dhe Liropersens were ontrizod acd vowed that the materitls would be removed Sror
crunit o oarowos an T they ore seoreencd weekly oy ocivice clubs, political groups, and

I dreup s,

i
th .o omislic soi o b curricuiuc, ihe schoel sonn received requests to show them to
C

areh o tricide of Lottors g1 heing received by the administration and eee -
“he schood Doard. on aren 3 all oot the tape slides were shown at a cloand
or the moard wrbers and district adninistrators.  In this tour hour mectine,
cres and cons vere discussed. Dnlividual board meabers objected to particular sivdes
tnolice bHrutalits | scenes tnat were rin and depressing, iroaies hetween the arfluent
Vg the disaivataged, ote Y, hovever, the” sche 1 board did not vote te witbhold the
materr . ls apd tpo omagorite of the board concurred £hat they served a useful educational
Surncse, i

-~

Deir et

eetins

the trickle of letters becare a tlood ind by May they started appearing in the

T oreceived aonmous telephone calls at heme. At the Mav . rmeceting
of tin canc b hoiard, the president of the local education association defended the
rilot conese and the tape-slides ind cpposed the harrassment of the schools ind the
Lovedvrs, This cvsod tore letters, ortten weusing the FEV and the schools of denving
saront s the frecedom to speak ind te protect their children from "subversive methods!
! an=Amoricn metives !

focl swew naner.

An organiced greup surfaced calling itself POW (P.rents-on-Watchy. The chairman
hoecare a regular contributor te the letter column of the paper, objecting vocifercously
too the American Atudies class and te the tape-slides. Claims -aade included such items
1o the un-Ameiican, communist-inspired rock-and-roll music; the appeal to the students'
subconscious through the use of color; the hopelessness and despair generated hv view-
ing of the slides. The tape-slides were negative and depressing, unAmerican, irre-
ligious, subversive, and one-sided iccording to their critics.

sehec D monard s e tings were Trotding Tonger and longer as the president ot the
board attempted to give 11l f thuse in attendance an opportunity to gpeak and express
their views.
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Students at the high schools also wrote letters to the editor and attended school
board meetings. One said, "This is the first time 1;ye ever seen anything real in
school." Another said, "Sure, Big Spender was negative, but we see the other side all
the time." And still another, "Last year I ditched school all the time. This year I
don't, because I don't want to miss this class.,"

The pilot program was evaluated by principals, teachers, students and district
admiiistrators. It was expanded to the other high school the next vear.

June came. School was out, but the controversy lingered on. During the first
two weeks of the month, eigyhteen letters were printed in the local paper. Eight of
the letters (two of them written by high school students) supported the program. The
others attacked: 'Lenin philosophy is depicted in the films," "They are hate films
using rock music to grab student attention,' "Obviously, the presentations illustrate
a new technique for teaching history, the discarding of logic, fact, and chronology...
they are dangerous, downgrading, and destructive,'" '"Does departure from the old-fash-
toned .thr»» R's leave too much room for the seemingly new fashioned three R's, Resent-
ment§ Rebellion, and Revolution?" 'Instead of calling this the 'Great Society,' it
should be called the 'Shocking Society.''' 'No texthooks!" 'Degenerate!' "A class
usiny mind-molding techniques....” "biased." 'Irrevercrt,” One letter asked rhetor-
ically 1f the teachers had been contacted by groups outside of the state, by some
organization, or by some university, to make and infiltrate these into the schools.
The fact that students often sat in a circle during class discussions was interpreted
as & brainwashing technique perfected on POWs (Prisoners of War) during the Korean War.

Of course, not all letters were opposed to the tape-slides or to the course. Many
praised both as being stimulatinsg, educational, thought-provoking, creative, etc.
Letters on both %si.. . also frequently attacked a letter writer holding the opposing
view. The contro »r v was becoming more acrid and intolerant.

During the July meeting of the school board, several persons spoke hoth for and
against the course. At this meeting, the board decided to hold a special open meeting
in August to view all the teacher-produced tape-slides and to vote on whether or not
the course ghould be continued and the audio-visuals should be permitted.

At the direction ot the board, three of us were emploved to revise some of the
tape-slides and to produce others showing “the other side.” As a result, two slides
were chanzed to accompany the Buffy Saint Marie 'My Country. ."" sonz. The narrated
poetry was removed {rom War: Two Aspects (I've never understood why), and all voice-
over quotations were removed trom Big Spender. That got Senator James Eastland off the
hook.

Three new tape-slides were made: Merle Haggard's "Walking on the Fighting Side
of Me," Ray Price's "America: Communicate with Me ' and Edmund O'brien’'s "I Am an
American,"

On Aupust 17, 1970, the materials were shown to members of the school bhoard and
to about 1000 persons in the auditorium at Flagstaff High School. The district curric-
ulum director explained the purpose of each tape-slide and how it was used in the
classroom. At the end of the showing and explanations, members of the audience spoke
either for or avainst their continued use in the schools. Members of the school board
asked questions and made comments. Then one member moved that the tape-slide he re-
tained for use in tbe American studies class. With one opposing vote, the motion passed.

So twelve months, twenty-six public showings, and eighty-seven letters, news
storirs and editorials later, the controversy was over. Ihe course materials werc a
minor issue in :. ol board elections that fall (the incumbent who had supported them
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wor. re-olection), and a tew names had become household words,

what did we learn trom the controversy? We learned to depend upon administrative
and school poard support. Without it, the materials would have been lost and some of
the teachers would fave been under continuous tire. We learned to appear cool and
calm, to keep <niling, even when we didn't ieel that way at all. We learned to
examine cur course objectives ard to plan courses carefully. Individually, we learned
a . reat deal about ourselves, about how nmucli we were willin, to risk for a class of
ritty-six students, dabout what we believed education could be and should be.

what we learned was valuable a year later wl.en our two Enclish faculties sub-
mi*tted a proposal tor an electives program.  From December of 1971 through April of
1973, we arain taced a harraze ot letters, radio interviews and a few television
broadcasts concerning tape-slides in particular course, opposition to particular
courses (especially The Minority Voice Speaks) and to particular books, The elec-
tives program has about ninetv nine-week courses, all of thenm still approved, We
“ae 195t no books® or other materials. We fYeel that our students are heneritting
immensely trom the change in curriculum.

For the time beling, all 1s quiet in Flasstarf. The center olds,

SHOPTALK

Several years agzo, the Washinuton School District (Phoenix) attempted to introduce a
proyram in sex education. A turor arose, and on November 13-14 and November 20-
21, 1968, the WEEKLY AMERICAN printed a number of "letters to the editor' con-
cerniny this program and its implementation, While few of the letters quoted
trom below are given in their entirety, the quotations do reflect the sincere
teelings of parents concerned about their children and their children's educa-
tion. The letters also reflect a censorious point of view, one often difficult
to distinguish rrom the overt censor in action.
"At our house we think this is just 1s bout (sic) as low as education can get.
I happen to know all teachers are not above being willing to give a demonstration.
It's bad enough for some teachers to cuse (sic) the children without this."
"1t looks to me the Arizona FEducation system at all levels should be cleaned up.
In addition to that there are campus riots and rebellions., The proper way to
handle that is to fire the professors and teachers and close the schools,"
"Teaching sex in school is communism trying to tear down the morals of our youth.
Thats (sic) the trouble with our youth of today. . .I say lets (sic) help the
youth of our country by keeping this filth out of our schools. School bourd (sdc)
otficials who allow this teaching are communist."
"Let children be children. Their life is ahead of them. They are just getting
started. Al to (sic) soon they find out how ugly the world is today."
"I do not want my children learning ahout sex in grade school, In fact, 1 do not
approve of sex classes in any grade., I had sex classes in high school as a Junior.
I had nothing but trouble on dates after that. I want spelling, math, reading
ect. (sic) to be the important goals of my children. When they ask, I have a
health book aid to help me explain about the facts of life. My husband had a sex
class in high school, and he shares my opinions. He found it hard to control his
feelings after he found out what they were, and what could happen."
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COURT DECTSTONS AND LEGAL ARGUMENTS ABOUT CENSORSHIP AND THE NATUKE OF OBSCENITY

1708 --REGINA v. RFAD (88 Eng. Rep. 953, K.B. 1708) The defendant was charged with pub-
lication of FIFTEEN PLAGUES OF A MAIDENHEAD in criminal court, but the court held
that the book was 'mo offence at common law,' punishable only in the Ecclesias-
tical Courts. Judge Powell believed that a law a,ainst this kind of book was
needed, but he did not act to create law on the matter.

1727 --DOMINUS REX v. CURLL (93 Eng. Rep. 849, K,B. 1727) Edmund Curll was charged with
printing VENUS IN THE CLOISTER: OR, THE NUN IN HER SMOCK. The Attorney General

- argued that "Destroying that /morakity/ is destroying the peace of the Govern-

ment, for government is no more than publick order, which is morality. My Lord
Chief Justice iale used to say, Christianity is part of the law, and why not mo-
raiity too? I do not insist that every immoral act is indictable, such as telling
a lie, or the like; but if it is destructive ot morality in general, if it does,
or may, affect all the King's subjects, it then is an offence of a publick na-

o ewcw—ture," While Justice Fortescue argued that "I own this is a great offence, but -~

I know of no law by which we can punish it. Common law is common usage and where

there is no law there can be no transgression,”" the other two justices woccepted

the Attorney General's argument and found for the state and against Curll.
1821--COMMONWEALTH v. PETER HOLMES (16 Mass. 335) Conviction ot Holmes for publishing

a "lewd and ohscene print, contained in a certain book entitled MEMOIRS OF A

WOMAN OF PLEASURE, and also for publishing the same book."

1867 --THE QUEEN v. HICKLIN (3, Q.B., }59) Henry Scott, member of an anti-Catholic
sroup, sold copies of a pamphlet entitled THE CONFESSTONAL '"NMASKED: SHOWING THE
DEPRAVITY OF THE ROMISH PRIESTHOOD,THE INIQUITY OF THE CONFESSIONAL, AND THE
OUESTIONS PUT TO FEMALES IN CONFESSION. Judge Cockburn announced a test of ob-
scenity which was to persist in American jurisprudence for nearly 70 years and
in English law even longer. '"I think the test of obscenity is this, whether the
tendency of the matter charged as obscenity is to deprave and corrupt those whose
minds are open to such immoral influences, and into whose hands a publication
of this sort may fall."

1896 and 189/--ANDREWS v. UNITED STATES (162, U.S. 420) and PRICE v. UNTTED STATES
(165, U.S. 311) Two of several cases tried under the rigid Comstock Act of 1873,

1913--UNITED STATES v. KENNERLY (209 Fed. 119, S.D.N.Y.) Kennerly's publication of

a novel HACAR REVELLY was attacked by censorious Anthony Comstock., Judge Learned

Hand ruled tor Lhe state on the basis of the Cockburn/Hicklin decision because it

had long been accepted, More important was the note Judyo Hand added to his find-

ing. "I hope it is not improper for me to say that the rule as laid down, how-
ever consondant it may be with mid-Victorian morals, dors not seem to me to answer
to the understanding and morality of the present time, as conveyed by the words,

'obscene, lewd, or lascivious.' I question whether in the end mep will regard

that as obscene which is honestly relevant to the adequate expression of innocent

ideas, and whether they will not believe that truth and beauty are too precious
to saciety at large to be mutilated in w.. interest of those most likely to per-
vert them to base uses. Indeed, it seems hardly likely that we are even to-day
so lukewarm in our interest in letters or serious discussion as to be content to
reduce our treatment of sex to the stardard of a child's library in the supposcd

. i interest of a salacious few, or that shame will for long prevent us from adequate

—/ portrayal of some of the most serious and beautiful sides of human nature,"

'1922--HALSEY v. NEW YORK SOCTETY FOR SUPPRESSION OF VICE (234 N.Y. 1, 136 N.E, 219)
Halsey sold a copy of Gautier's MADEMOILSELLE DE MAUPIN to John Sumner, Anthony
Comstock'g successor in the New York Society for Suppression of Vice. Sumner
charged the book was obscene as a whole and for specific passages. Judge An-
drews wrote, '"No work may be judged from a selection of such paragraphs alome.
Printed by themselves they might, as a matter of law, come within the prohibition
of the statute. So might a similar selection fram Aristophanes or Chaucer or

Boccaccio, or even the BJALE. The book, however, must be considered broadly
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3 as a whole. So considered, critical opinion is divided."

| 1930 and 1931--UNITED STATES v. DENNETT (39 F. 2d 564, 2d Cir.); UNITED STATES v.

‘ ONE OBSCENE BOOK ENTITLED MARRIED LOVE (48 F. 2d 821, S.D,N.Y.); and UNITED
STATES v. ONE BOOK, ENTITLED CONTRACEPTION, BY MARIE C, STOPES (51 F. 2d 525,
S.D,N.Y.) All involved pamphlets on sex instruction; all found for defendants.

1933 and 1934--UNITED STATES v. ONE BOOK CALLED ULYSSES (5 F. Supp. 182, S.D,N.Y.)
and UNITED STATES v. ONE BOOK ENTITLED ULYSSES BY JAMES JOYCE (72 F. 2d 705,
2d Cir.) The famous ULYSSES decisions, the former by Judge Woolsey and the lat-
te: by Judge Augustus N. lHand. Woolsey, after studying the various tests of
obscenity and after consulting 2 friends whose opinions of life and literature
he valued, wrote, "I was interested tqo find that they both agreed with my opinion:
That reading ULYSSES in its entirety, as a book must be read on such a test as
this, did not tend to excite sexual impulses or lustful thoughts, but that its
net effect on them was only that of a somewhat tragic and very powerful comment-
ary on the inner lives of men and women, It is only with the normal person that
the law is concerned. Such a test as I have described, therefore, is the only
proper test of obsdenity in the case of a book like ULYSSES which is a sincere
and serious attempt to devise a new literary method for the observation and des-
cription of mankind." Note Woolsey's extension of the test laid down by Andrews
in the HALSEY-decision.

1945--COMMONWEALTH v. ISENSTADT (62 N,E, 2d 840) Isenstadt was convicted of selling
Lillian Smith's STRANGE FRUIT in Massachusetts since, as Judge Qua noted in his
decision, the incidents in the book'". . .had a strong tendency to maintain a
salacious interest in the reader's mind and to whet his appetite for the next
major episode . . .it contains much that, even in this post-Victorian era, would
tend to promote lascivious thoughts and to arouse lustful desire in the minds of
substantial numbers of that public into whose hands this book, o¢bviously intend-
ed for penéral sale, is likely to fall. . .we are of the opinion that an honest
and reasonable judge or jury could find beyond a reasonable doubt that this book
' manifestly tends to corrupt the morals of youth.'"

1949 --COMMONWEALTH v. GORDON et al. (66 D.& C. 101) The defendants were dcquitted of
selling obScene books (among them Farrell's STUDS LONIGAN TRILOGY, Faulkner's
SANCTUARY and WILD PALMS, Caldwell's GOD'S LITTLE ACRE, and Willingham's END AS
A MAN). After reviewing past obscenity decisions;, Judge Curtis Bok wrote, "Who
can define the clear and present danger to the community that arises f{rom read-
ing a book?. . .How is it possible to say that reading a certain book is bound
to make people behave in a way that is socially undesirable?. . .From all these
cases, the modern rule is that obscenity is measured by the erotic allurement
upon the average modern readery that the erotic allurement of a book is measured
by whether it is sexually impure--i.e., pornographic, 'dirt for dirt's sake', a
calculated indictment to sexual desire--or whether it reveals an effort to re-
flect life, including its dirt, with reasonable accuracy and balance; and that
mere coarseness or vulgarity is not obscenity.'

1949--ROTH v. GOLDMAN (172 F. 2d 788, 2d Cir.) A readable concurring opinion arguing
that there is no provable need for obscenity statutes.

1953 --BESIC¢ v. UNITED STATES (208 ¥, 2d 142, 9th Cir.) Besig, owner of copies of Mil-
ler's two TROPICS appealed a U.S. customs decision to confiscate his books. In
the decision Judge Stephens wrote, "Dirty word description of the sweet and sub-
lime, especially that of the mystery of sex and procreation, is the ultimate
of obscenity.”

1957--BUTLER v. THE STATE OF MICHIGAN (352 U.S. 380 2d. 412) Butler appealed a Michi-
gan statute making it an offense to print or circulate to tae general reading
public any book which might have a potentially deleterious influence upon youth.
Judge Frankurter held that the statute violated the l4th amendment and wrote,
"The state insists that, by thus quarantining the general reading public against
books not too rugged for grown men and women in order to shield juvenile inno-
cence, it is exercising its power to promote the general welfare. Surely this

-92_ 0. s

R4




“ -
- Yo, o
. .. - e
is to burn the house to roast the pig. . .We have before us legislation not un-
reasonably restricted to the evil with which it is said te deal. The incidence
of this enactment is to reduce the adult population ot yichigan to reading only :

- what is fit for children.” . : . o

1957 --ROTH v. UNITED TATES (354 U.S, 476) Justice’'Brennan suggested a test of obscen-
ity, "whether to the average person, applying coniemporary community standards,
the domirant there of the material taken as a whole appeals to prurient interest."
The Court rejectel the licklin test of Judge Cockburn and further noted that "sex
and obscenity are nct synonymous. Obscere material is material which deals with
sex in a manner appealing to prurient interest." An early comment by Justice
Brennan established that obscenity is not constitutionally protected, and one
phrase was to haunt the Court for several decisions to follow: "But implicit in
the history of the First Amendment is the rejection of obscenity as utterly with-
out redeeminy social importance." (undetlining mine)

1959 and 1960--CGROVE PRESS, INC. v..ROBERT K, CHRISTENBERRY (175 F. Supp. 488) and
GROVE PRESS, TN(. v. ROBERT K, CHRISTENBERRY (276 F. 2d 433) Two court cases con-=
cerning the action of Christenberry (Postmaster of the City of New York and act-
int for the Postmaster Ceneral of the United States) in denying the U.S, mails
to the Grove Press unexpurgated edition of D,H. Lawrence's LADY CHATTERLEY'S
LUVFR. The courts criticized the Postal System for using the outdated practice

. of isolating passages as the test of obscenity, rather than taking the work 2as
an entity.

1564 --JACOBELLIS v. OHIO (378 U.S. 184) Justices Brennan and Coldberg stated '"that
(1) the constitutional tesc for obscenity is whether to the average person, ap-

4 plyins conterporary community standards, the dominant theme of the material taken
as a whole appeals to prurient 1interest; (2) under this test the community stand-
ards are a national standard; (3) in applying this test the Supreme Court must
make an independent constitutional judgment on the tacts of each case, and cannot
merely decide whether there is substantial evidence to support a findiny that
certain material is obscene. . ." 1In his dissent Chicf Justice Warren clearly
disagreed with Justice Brennan's reading of community, "It is my belief that when
the Court sa.d in Roth that "obscenity is to be defined by reference to 'community
standards,'-it meant community standards--not a natjonal standard, as is some-
times arzued. I believe that there is no provable 'national standard,' and per-
haps there should be none.”

1964 --CROVE PRESS v. GERSTEIN (378 U.S. 577) The Supreme Court found TROPIC Or CALCER

not obsgeneo. ¢
1966--A LOOFK NAMED JriN CLELAND'S MEMOIRS or A WOMAN OF ELEASURE v. ATTORNEY CENERAL
OF THE COMMONWEALTH OF MASSACHUSETTS (383 U.S. 413)“Announcing the judgment ot

the Court, Justice Brennan said, "'Under this definition /Roth/, as elaborated in
subsequent cases, three clements must coalesce: it must be established that (a)
the dominant theme of the material taken as a whole appeals to a prurieut inter-
est in sex; (b) the material is patently offensive because it affronts contempo-
rary communipy*standards relating to the description or representation of sexual
matters; and (¢) the material is utterly without redeeming social value." Bren-
‘nan turthe}$Sp3l1ed out that last point only slightly later in the decision when
he wrote, "Mhe Supreme Judicial Court erred in holding that a book need not he
'unqualifiedly worthless before it can be decmed obscene.' A book cannot be pro-
scribed unless it is found to be utterly without redeeming social value. This
is so even though the book is found to possess-the requisite prurient appeal and
to be patently offensive. Fach of the three federal constitutional criteria is
to be applied independently; the social value of . the book can neither be weighed
against nor canceled L'y its prurient appeal or patenﬁ of fensiveness. tence, even
on the view of the c urt below that MEMCIRS possessed only a modicum of social
value, its judgment must be reversed as »eing founded on an erroneous interpreta-
tion of a federal constitutional standaru "

1967--RALPH GINZRURG v. UNITED STATES (383.U.S. 463) Ginzburg was convicted of using

Q the mail to distribute obscene literature by a Pennsylvania District Court and
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the con et ion was up' eld Hy the Supreme Court, not because the material was (or
was rot) obscene, but ratrer becau.e "the derendants cnuaged/!n the sordid busi-
ness of panderinyg, that i-, the business ol purveying textual ovrygraphic matter
openly advertised to ippedal to the erotic interest of,defopﬂan <7 customers.

The 'leer of the =ensualist' also permeates the advertisifig tor/thd three publica-
tions." 1.c case iy 1mnteresting both for the decision of the majority of 5 and
the diswentine opiniens o!f Justices Black (a good,discussion\vl the problems in-
volved v te current tests. of obscenity), Douglas . Harlan, and Stewart,

1973 -=MILLE" . ATTFORNIA (93 S. CEt. 2607)Nand PARIS ADULE THEATRE 1 v. SLATON (93
$. Ct. 2.28)0n MILLE: Chief Justice Burger deliveriny the majority opinion repu-
diated the "utterly without redeeming sociaL~yalue“‘test and the use of national,
community standards. The three-fold. juidelines -t the trier oi tact (jury or
judge) announced in MILLFR were ''(a) whetﬁbr "the averfie person, applying con-
fempdrary community standards' would Lind that the work, taken as a whole, apgpals
to the prurient interest, (b) whether the work depicts or describes, in a patently
oftensive way, sexual conduct specifically defined by the applicable state law,
and (c) whether the work, taken as a whole, lacks scrious literary, artistic,
political, or scientific value." The Chietf Justice went on to underscore his
view of contemporary community standards. "Nethin, in the Pirst .\mendment re-
quires that a jury must consider hypothetical and unascertainable ‘national stan-
dards' when attempting to determine whethe. certain materials are obscene as a
matter of fact. . .It is necither realistic nor constitutionally sound to read the
First Amendment as requiring that the people of Maine or Mississippl accept the
public depiction of conduct found tolerable in Las Vegds), or New York City. . ."
In PARIS ADULT THEATRE, Justice Brennan dissented and notied, "The problems of
tair notize and chilliny protected speech are very graye ptanding alone. . .The
problem is, . .that one cannot say with certainty thatfmaterial is,obscene until
at least five members ot this Court, applygng inevitably obscure standards, have
pronounced 1t so. The number of obscenity cases on our docket gives ample testi-
mony to t' burden that has been placed upon this Court.”

1974 --JENKINS . GEORGIA (94 S. Ct. 2750) While MILLER was clearly meant to attack
hard core pornography, only a tew days after MILIER ‘the fleorvia Supreme Court
found the filmACARNAL KNOWLEDCGE obscene. Jusgicp Rehnquist attempted to show
in JENKINS why contemporary community standards did indeed mecan fgpcal communities
but apparently not all the time. ''Even though questions of appeal to the 'pru-
rient interest' or of patent offensivenéss are 'essentially questions of fact,'
it would be a scrious misreading ot MILLER to conclude that juries have unbridled
discretion in determing what is ‘patently offensive.'. .Our own view of the film
satiotlics us that CARNAL KNOWLEDGE could not be found under the MILLER standards
to depict sexual conduct in a patently oftfensive way. Nothing in the movie falls
within either of the two examples given in MILLER of material whiich may constitu-
tionally he tfound to meet the 'patently ot fensive' clement of those standards,
nor is there anything,(ﬁtficiently similar to such material to justify similar
treatment."

SHOPTALK

TN

Ultrd—tunqorvative.Jg/;votts Haley, rancher aud writer and a member of the Texans
tor America, has been a leador in censorship in Texas for years. His stand
on cademic {reedom ind the freedom to read is well stated in the [oilowing
manitesto, ""The stressing of both ;1des of a controversy only confuses the
voung and encourages them to make shap judgments based on insutficiemt
evidence, Until they are old enough to understand both sides of a question,
ther ~bould be bt only the American side.” (John Edwud Weems, "Texthooks

- I'nder Prre," PURLISHERS ' WEEKLY, Octobe 1961, p. 22)
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CENSORSHIP: A PUBLISHEK'S VIEW ™~
. An interview with Leo B, Kneer, \
Editorial Vice, President, Language Arts, Scott, Foreaman and Company,
Conducted by
Clement Stacy, Purdue University

/
Every fall at Purdue I teach an English methods course for students who are a-
bout to go out to.do their student teaching. During that course, the students and I
touch most of the traditional areas that concern either the prospective or the prac-
ticing English teacher: composition, language, literature. In addition, we talk a-
bout ways to gaim community involvement and support for the English program. It is
* a pet peeve of mind that academic teachers, unlike people such as football coaches,
seem to feel that th®re is no need, no benefit to be gained from their trying to sell
their program in ‘the Wmmunity, Durlng this section of the course we usually become
involved in a discussion of what can be done when a protest against a partlcular text
or group of texts is made., As part of that discussion we usually talk about the pro-
cedurea for handling protests that is outlined in,the NCTE publication, ''The Student's "
Right to Read.'' . But the students and I always find ourselves at something of a dead-
end when we befin\to talk about what kinds of positive responses can be made to a
messxve protes --a\?rotest that does ﬂo;}xnvolVe just a fewwsindividuals or a small
" but ratler a ~protest that as ltfgrows may come to involve thousands of people.

. -

Duriyg' this past-fall the problem of the mass protest seemed particularly acute .
since, within/the past year, there‘had been large censorship movements in Texas, In-
" diana, and Cglifornia, and at this time a major protest, which seemed ospec1ally
virulent; and which lﬂVOlVCd textbooks produced by a number of puhllqherq was under -
. way in West/Virginia. Becaus¢/ the students in my class were interested in how a
= publisher résponds when his books are attacked, I contacted Leo Kneer, who is Editor-
\\ ial Vice Presxdent for language arts at Scott, Foresman,and Company, He agreed to

\\talk to me about his rLsponses to protests agalnst textbooks. i

\ —

On his Jeqk when I entered hiq otfice, were two poqters whicﬁ I had seen before
and recognized as part of the propaganda that was being used by the group in West
Virginia. fme pigtured a little 1 about three years old, sucking her thumb, and
holding a banner across hei/}aﬁ/gifih tead, "T don't want to be corrupted.' The
other ore was a photoyraph-06f a woman carrying a sign that read, "T have a Rible--

I don't meed those dirty books.™. (!)

—

Stacy: When you see posters like that, what is your response?
Kneer: I am immediatel disoriented because T know I am in the presence of samething
; that doesn! end itselr to-any reasonable/g;/%oglcél analysis, -I know I
am about/987 in an emotional situation, and 1 know that the ways .that I-have
of dealihg with most of Lho problems I encounter in mv prlvane as well as
publishing life, are not, walid. They will not work. ‘w1d1 not be able
to make any kind of case that will be acceptable. [ know 1 am in the pres-.
ence _of emotionally chatyed people who have come teo their conclusions about
the issue and that there is nothing in the world [ can sav whic¢h will change
their opinions one whit. Lo

Stacy: Certainly the protests have an emotlonal element whether their basis is re-
ligious, language, sexist, racist, patriotic, generation-gap, or parental

v disrespect. But, in addition to this emotionalism, de the movements or the
people involved share any other common characteristics? ’

Kneer: First, many cf the penple whe protest never cven read the material. Tnstead
they accept somebody else's stdtement about the works they object to. Sec-
ondly, they often totally distort any fact; as well ‘as any expressed opin--
ion--apparently not realizing that this results in blatant lying, one of the
sing they are protesting., They will quote out’ of context, distorting com-

[]{j}:( pletely the meaning'of the maEerLakf‘igor{example, we 3n*A logized an article
- '\1
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who o “cted to this article

ext that showed a draft-
card beins burned ind then they added the caption wit said, "This book
ways that a person is perfofming the noblest duty of a free citizen if he
erns s draft-ca;@i;';gpf: article was written by Henry Gregor Felson as a
lotter to his son wimgs in the Marine Corps. Early in the article Felson
wdvs that anyone w0 burns his draft card should sutfer the penalty provided
iv law. And the context frem which the protesters lifted the quote 1s:

"your conscience led you to the field with a rifle. Another boy's conScicnce
1 ad< him to burn his draft-card in a protes Auainst warring. Fach of you
in your own way is performing the nobl ' J . free citizen., Each of

ou 1s ri.ht, but which of you is the -1y, t--only time will tell. His-
tory had to wait to see who won the American Revolution before it could label
the Lostonians as hoodlums or herves. We may also have to wait some years
betore we really know if draft-card burners are misguided troublemakers or
darine patriots." T believe that the people who created that poster were

cincere, but thev were woefully lacking in their ‘unowledpe of what an untruth

15,
Tt do weem to lose sight ot decency. People who in most settings dct as
Frereomahle, mannered, decent human beines will, as part of a protest, break
i+ vindows or burn a cross on the lawn ot a minister who supports the books,
i rn school bu-es and bomb school buildings, and even shoot people in the
mame of Jesus Christ or patriotism or morality. A newspaper reported that
ome minister actually pra .d from the pulpit that God would strike dead those
el ors of a school board who voted in favor of a particular group of hooks.
But tne protests are not alwavs emotionally charged. T suspect that at t imes
e are carried out with extremely cool calculation., There was one case,
tor rxample, where an official body was protesting our books because 01 some
lan ua.e that they ohjected to. They were really carrying this protest very
a1 --always in a dignified way--but they were tirm, When we torced the group
ror read the compet:tion that they winhied, perhaps, to install, the entire
~sue died, I osuspect they didn't carce ot all about tie issues fhey werc
protesting, Was there -one kind ol maneuverin. goimg, on to get other bocks
vlopted tor reasons oth er than ldangpuaye’
et protests Lronan,oan number.
oo, and tne numcer oi people who may he 1mvelved in anv sinvle protest 1s
it asine.  And the amount Stoviolence which mav be associated with a protest
LIS SR ST AR
{¢ ¢ re1 om oror that, perhaps, that more and more people teel they are part
4 aoe1cts over stnen wev Tave Little or no contr 17 A Lociety that they
col a4y o ad toward noral, political, and social positions that they do not
voders tand o1 do not arprove ot Do they then stribe ocur af une ot the lew

Corytatrone over whio o they do teel they have some control--the local

o In other worde, may a protest over texthooln Sometimes not have very
aic to do directlv with testthooks?

¢ . a part of a theery ot mine, 1 think we are almost emotionally dis-

cvd ¢+ e dass oan this country.  Our history tor several decades has led to
L oarios guestionivg ot values and motives. We have not really been com-

st le saince the dropping ot the atomic bomb. People tend to become des-
sotate, and thev don't kunow why they are desperate. They are trying to achiieve
. ormalev that probably has been totally destroyed and will never be wain.
¢ tase ot learned to cope with a new world. i
~ et mes protests begin 1noa very small way with a mild kind ot criticism,
Al te hetore the pnatiator knows what has bhappened, the whole thing has
seovome totally twisted.  Perhaps cven the reasons tot (he original protest
hecome obscnred, and 1t becomes an outlet for all kind ot suppressed trus-
trations.

1t vou are 1n education in any capacity, must you not be sanetbing of an
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1dealist? Must you not try to express the truth as you see it in the best
manner you can’ It seems to me that one charge that young people, at least,
leveled at many textbooxks was that they ignored this questionipg of values

and morals which was going on in the society and continued to present a rather
Pollyanra view of truth,

I think that's very true. The materials young people were given were not
real, and they knew this, and they rejected the materials, and they rejected
the generation that gave them those materials, A good many of us grew up

in a world where the values that were supposed to be expressed were values that
dealt with only positive forces. We know, of course, that we cannot reveal
the whole adult truth to a year-old youngster, and we have been misguided and
may still be misguided in ou¢ concept of what reality is. But we went through
a long period when we thought we could talk morality, when we thought we

could talk patriotism, when we thought the words were somehow equivalent to
the thing, that stating the thing somehow made it true and made it real. We
are beyond that now. We are really beyond that, and certainly the young
people are beyond it.

Isn't a part of the difficulty you are having with protests a direct result

of trying to be more honest, more candid in your books? Don't some ot the
people who are protesting argue that they do not want their cnildren tou deal
with reality or with truth?

Certainly. A member of a state board of education, for example, said quite
frankly, "I do not want my junior high schoot youngster to think~--I want him
conditioned." There is nothing I can do 1in a case like that but retreat. No
grounds for communication exist.

Most of the protests over language that I have seen involve what a group be-
lieves ig profane or obscene, but recently I encountered a protest which

‘puzzled me completely. The group was objecting to what they called '"had

grammar''. T discovered that the bad grammar was a piece of dialect spoken

by a character in & ctory. How can you respond to that kind of thing? It
seems to show a total lack of understanding of what literature is all about.

1 think English teachers are guilty of that kind of protest themselves. They
object to a student saying, "he don't, it don't." They object to a student
saying who when he should say whom. Tt is important for us to understand that
to an extent we are all protesters and we are all censors. The writer censors
in the sense that he makes judgments about what he keeps and what he throws
out. You may censor on the basis of aesthetic judgment. And every teacher
has censored when he decides what tn include or exclude from his course.

Lo we do censor; we do make judgments. It is just that we li'e to think

that our judgments are more rational than someone else's. Sometimes censor-
ship is really not about dialect, but deep, deep undernecath it may be racial
censorship. 1In one of our cases we had a yroup of people who very curiously
objected only to those selections written by black people. Their objections,
as they stated them, were on the basis of dialect, and I could not say ab-
<olutely that the people were responding to a racial bias. But [ would hope
all people would look beneath surfaces.

Are there ever any reasonable protests?

Ot course. Not all protests are bad. Some of the women's groups often have

4 lewitimate basis. We can all point to many books which are now embarrassing
because we were not aware of, not sensitized to, the sexism they contained.
What troubles me about this group is certainlv not the justice ot their cause.
[ art concerned because [ can see developing a ghastly textbook jargon, result-
ing From a forcible attempt to change our languape. Tanguage, of course, 1s
always changing, but it seems to do so according to it: own whim--not because
someone or some sroup decides to change it. Paragraphs in textbooke< have

been written with '"he or she' repeated so many times that the parapraphs them-
selves are crude, awkward, unpleasant. The fineness ot language, the rhythmic
expression are gone. Even the understanding ot the paragraph 1s jeopardized
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becausce the mind begins concentrating on the "he or she'" rather than on the
main point being expressed. Professional writers are not likely to be moved
by the demands of the feminists. 1 can't see James Michener rewriting THE
SOURCE for +them--or ostensibly altering his style in his next book.

Having to say fireperson rather than fireman is ridiculous. It demonstrates
a lack of understanding that man bv defirdition includes the race of man--men,
women, children; it doesn't mean only male. Even the demand for equal repre-
sentation of male and female authors in a text does not necessarily make Sense.
1t is very possible that ten pages of magnificently written material by a
woman will do far more for the whole movement than two hundred pages of in-
ferior writing. Female writers themselves are not always nonsexist. A
woman's group in one state insisted upon more selections by George Elijot

and Jane Austen, Jane Austen, after all, spent a whole book talking about
Mrs. Bennett's attempts to get husbands for her daughters! Finally, if we
are interested in presenting youngsters with a real picture, the reality,
right or wrong, of the history of publishing is the history of predominantly
male publishing. There just have not been down through the ages equal num-
bers of men and women authors.

Now that you have angered many a woman's group in the country, let's go back
to those two posters on your desk. Most protests occur after a book i$
published, after it is sold. One of the questions which interested my stu-
dents was, "Is there any practical thing that you can do at that point?"

[ don't think that it is in the long run practical, but the publisher can,

of course, try to please the people who are protesting. Through future re-
printings, through special editions or through special reprintings, we can try
to delete that material which the client feels is undesirable.

If you begin a process like that, is there ever any end to it? Wouldn't you
soon be in the business of creatiry custom printings for thousands of school
districts?

ves. And the school system could not afford the costs entailed. They would
be overwhelming. It would involve thousands of dollars for new setting, new
plates, new printing, new runs, new art work.

Put if the money were available, it could be done.

Not necessarily. publishers of literature and reading textbooks, in most ca-
ses, don't own exclusive rights to the materials they include. Usually the
contracts they have with the owners of the material stipulate that no changes
can be made in the text, Therefore, you musi try to get the uvriginal pub-
lishers' or authors' or agents' permission to make these changes, and they are
otten unsympathetic. The material has been published; it has been successful,
The owner has already received the major income that he will receive from the
selaction, and he isn't very often interested in allowing it to be changed.
In addition even if we receive permission, we have to try to make any rewrite
rit the oripinal line and stanza or paragraph.

By "fit" L assume you mean that the changes have to fit typographically, but
I am sure that my students would ask if you don't have an obligation to make
any changes fit artistically.

Certainly we do, But there are, for example, some very casual damns in the
workd, and some of these can be changed without doing any damage to the work.
At other times, the changing of a single word can be very destructive to the
integrity of a work., For instance, a few years ago we wanted to reprint a
17i1liam Faulkner story. The setting ot the story was Mississippi. Two white
people were sitting on a powch discussing black people, whom they referved to
as niggers, At that time, no publisher could put the word nigger in a book.
The supgestion was made that we change the word niggers to servants, but in
Mississippi, at the time of the story, two white people sitting on that porch
discussing black people would never have used the term servants. To have
made the change would have suggested that Faulkner\did not know the vernacu-
lar of the people he was writing about. 1In no way could we make that change.

.
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Fvery single chanve must be reviewad in its total context,

I thint that tone last question that my students would want aoked 1., "What
advice abont dealing with protests can you uvive them”

First, try to get the material that is being objected to read fully by all the
people who are ohjectiry, Sometimes this is enoush to end the whole thino.

, dielvre U raterial yourselr very carefullv--know why vou want te
use these materials and what they will do tor students. Next, be preparcd to
demonstrate tlie value ot a selection. Many selections that are objected to

or moral vrounds have strong moral content in them, Often the problem is that
the people who are objecting do not read with understanding. They do not
understand, for example, that much literature that is written about death is
really ahout life. They do not understand that it is not violence in litera-
ture that is wrony; it is the handling of the violence and it is the purpose
that lies behind the violence that is crucial, (ne protester in a letter to
the editor c¢f their lccal paper accused a book of teaching “rebellion, hate,
revelution.,”  Actually the '"book" is attempting to teach the exact oppusite.
When we read the story of the crdcifixion, we are not teaching children to
eruulate Pontius Pilate. As publishers and as teachers we must make the pur-
poses clear. ©inally, and perhaps most importantly, keep cool. If your own
response becomes ewotional, you have lost the battle,

AN RN 1
vy l_nl}ujL.

After listenin, to the tape of my conversation with Mr. Kneer, my students came
to several conclusions, Thev decided that the ways a publisher or an individual
teacher can respond to a protest are not very different. Fither can make the changes
that the protesters want, but for my students that was giving in--a possibility they
did not accept willingly, FEither can try to present his case in a reasoned, logical
manver, but thtey felt that irrationality can seldom be successfully countered with
rationality, Or either can, at least figuratively, duck his head and hunch his should-
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197> CENSORSHIP BATTLEGROUND: STATE LEGISLATURES

Susan H. Clark, National Coordinator, Media Coalition, Inc.,
342 Madison Avenue, New York, New York, 10017

When the U.S. Supreme Court (by a slim 5-4 majority) handed down new rulings in
June, 1973, on materials unprotected by the First Amendment, the 50 state legislatures
Locame the censorship bettleyround of the next few years. The Court precipitated this
war by changing the previous (1966) tripartite test for obscenity, by ruling that
"community', rather than national, standards now applied, and by mandating that the
states- must speciiically define any sexual conduct to be prohibited in books, maga-
csines, or films. '

During 1974, more than 200 obscenity bills were introduced in 38 of the 44 states
1n resular session. New laws were passed in 15 states: Arizona, Connecticut, Dela-
ware, Iowa, Kentucky, Louisiana, Massachusetts, Nebraska, New York, North Carolina,
Greoon, South Dakota, Tennessee, Vermont and West Virginia.

These new laws sary widely in their interpretations of the Supreme Court's man-
date. In Connecticut tha legislature seemed to agree with the four dissenting Jus -
tices that the Court's rulings were “"1nevitably obscure standards." The legislature
passed a law simply making the "community standards' those of the state, and retained
the old law which has the MEMOIRS "utterly without redeeminyg social value' test. In
belaware, the legislature passed a law using only the Court's new definitions verbatim,
but not detining "community'. In Nebraska, a particularly harmtul law was passed; .
it not only prohibits the display of visual representation of nudity (Johnson's haby
porrder ads!) Michelangelo?), but also uses such vague definitions of prohibited written
or pictorial sexual conduct as “prolonged physical contact with clothed buttocks."

Three legislatures repealed tueir pronibitions on materials for adults and passed
laws repulating tor minors only. These were Iowa, gouth Dalota and West Virginia.
On *he otter hand, in Oregon a new law passed which extended to adults the previous
Feo_rictions only 1or minors. In “ermont, the minors-only law was retained and man-
ditors prior civil proceedings added ror written materials, a- well as state-wide

ctandards.,

Mandatory prior civil proceedings are crucial 1in protcctiny First Amendment
ri.ote.  They require that a judicial determination s to whether or not the material
ool o1n Ahecene e omade bhelore dny criminal charze¥ can be hrought against the pur-
e ar o0 that material, I the material is ruled obsceney the person then has fair
et tce and 1 sunject te crimnil (harces if he continues to disseminate it. Without
¢y procedure, a4 person dn Lo criminally charved withuut anv lewral notce that what

. . X L.
C o A e inacin, bt he wenserande. -

Y5 Ju-tice nreanan wrote 1moniie 1{.oent in the 1973 PARTS ADULT case, "The vaniue-
;a7 theestanlards an the obscenity ared produces a4 number ol neparate preblems. o .
Civat. g cavue Ltatute trails te provide adequate notice to persons who are envaged
it e type ot conduct taat the statute could he thought to proscribe. The Due Pro-
s Clanee o, the Poarteenth Andrement requires that all erimnal laws provide tair
cctiee ot Cwhat the State commands or torbide'. . .In this context, even the most
sdinstaking ettorts to determine n advance whether certain cexually oriented expres-
Lon s obscene must ane fitablyoprove uwnavailing. For the insutticiency ol notice

vapels persons to auess not only whet! er their conduct is covered by a crimmal

Catate, Buatoaleo whether their conduct falls within the constitutrenally permissible
Y 0othe siatute. e e ol level oot uncertatnt 1o ntterts oant. rab. e, aot
Alape tecdanee (L mages heoksellimga hazardous protession,’ but as wel l 1ocause 1t

S~ ites arbitrary and orratic eniorcement of the law.”
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Only three other states besides Vermont included such safeguards in their new
laws. Massachusetts included them for books only, Louisiana for non "hard-core"
materials, and North Carolina for all materials. The latter state also was one of
those defining '"community standards' as those of the statc,

State-uide standards, although approved by the Court in 1973 as constitutionally
adequate, were not required. And untortunately in the June, 1974 rulings, the Court
said the comnunity might be as narrow as the area the jury is drawn from, and need
not even be defined. 1In rejecting national standards, the Court created myriad dit-
ticulties for book and magazine publishers, as well as motion picture producers. All
of these industries depend on the large-scale production of their materials and their
nation-wide distribution. Reasonable prices can be maintained only by creating one
product and making it available to the entire population,

Having to cope with 50 different state standards is difficult coping with hun-
dreds or thousands of local county or city standards is crippling. Not only will
wdarehousing and distribution be impossible for commercial interests, but any logical
uniformity within stdate library and education systems will be hampered. To have a
book ftreely available in one town and illegal a mile away in the next town, is chaos.

To avoid such unworkable, patchwork ordinances, the community must be defined as
the state by the legislatures, and smaller political entities pre-empted from passing
obscenity laws. Besides North Carolina, seven other states did include state-wide
standards: Arizona, Connecticut, Massachusetts, South Dakota, Tennessee, Vermont and
West Virginia.

besides the importance of mandatory civil proceedings and state-wide standards,
4 third crucial issue before the leyislatures has been to specifi '1ly define prohib-
ited conduct. It is important to have precise and narrow definitions in order to
forestall breadside attacks on serious works. Six of the new laws {Arizona, Kentucky,
Louisiana, Massachusetts, Nebraska, South Drkota) include extensive "laundry lists"
of prohibited sexual conduct, thus making it easier for over-zealous censors to find
swrounds for attack, as happened this year, with such works as CATCH-22, GRAPES OF

Proiribitions acainst depictions or descriptions of "touching', '"caressing', or
"any nude part o! the body'" have actually appz2ared in numerous bills! This is in
spite of the ract that the Court has said ''obscenity and sex are not synonomous,"
“ne oone will e subject to presecution for the exposure of obscene materials unless
they depict or describe patently offensive 'hard-core' sexual conduct," and "nudity
alone is not enougl tv make material legally obscene."

SJevertheless, contusion continues on all aspects ot the censorship question, and
tie 1975 legislative outlook is for a busy and cracial year in all 49 states (Ken-
tucky will not be in scession). The introduction ot censorship bills will start in
January, when all of the states reconvene (except VPlorida, which returns in April).
Only New TJersey and Virginia can carry over bills from 1974 to 1975, so most of the
tesislation introduced will be new, including amending laws passed last yedr.

Despite the quantity ol expected lesislation, 1975 offers a good opportunity for
working tor the full implementation of First Amendment safepuards, With elections
ju-t passed and new legislators and governors free to take liberalized action at
the becinning of their terms, with the Supreme Court locked 5.+ for the tor~seceable
tuture, with freedom-of-intormation a weneral post-Waterpate topic, with dictrict
attorneys 4and .t .te courts insistiny on suidance trom the legislatures--19, " is the
crucial year to stop censorship and pet reasonable laws.

The best way to aftect the state legislative process is to have a citizen network
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of 1nterested orvanizations 1n a state:

rirst, teachers should activate their own organizations and co-workers, so that
a teacher network 1s ready to write or testify beforec, the legislative committee con-
«rdering a »ill, and later to wirc, call or write each or thelr own state ropfnsonta-
{1 es when a bill comes to the tloor. The Media Coalition, or the Ad Hoc Comittce
Acalnst Censorstiip, can alert you to the lerislation introduced, i

Second, through the above two groups, make contact with other interested organ-
ications in vour state. The Media Coalition has commercial organizations (booksel-
lers, publisters, theatre owmers, magazine wholesalers, etc.) in cach state, and the
Ad ¢ Committee 1s building non-commercial representatives (librarians, church
sroups, etc.). All of these diverse groups can be extremely effective at the State
Capitol by working loosely together in a state coalition,

third, enlist the aid in your cuemunity of others who support the stand agaidst
censorship, ®r educate them on the issue. Civic clubs and other various local groups
can he tapped through newsletter articles, pdnel discussions, or displays. Write a
letter-to-tt e-editor ot the local paper, or contact the radio station, etc. In
other words, pet other groups to be aware o! the issues so they can also be utilized
to contact their state lemislators.

With ti.1s nation's bi-centennial approachine, 19735 1¢ a4 watershed year. I
hope you will nhelp now, so that U0 years past 17/v, we can really celebrate tive
First Amendnerc! )

SHOPTALK

Stephen Jent tns, menher ot the Arizona State Board of Education, has made several
corments about censorship worti noting. Speaking of a proposed change in Arizona
volicy concernin, tert onks, fenkins said that the policy "is not intended to be
4 torm of censorship, [t lewves determination at the local level.” (ARLZONA RE-
PURLIC, Tune %, 19731, p. A-1) Speaking on the -are topic, Jenkins said, '"We
hae no ri.ht to censor nor should we have anv thoughts of censoring.” (PHOENIX
CAZETTE, Tl 2, 197°%, p. B=1) Discussing with vet another reporter the problem
o1 securine rood texts tor Aricona, Jenkins said, "We're not mgouing backwards,
we're porn,, rorward,  There will be no censorship as charged, presumably by some

people who are not ramiliar vith the objectives of the state board and the con-

tents o! the rulebook.” (UFEEFLY AMERTCAN WFUS, July 18, 1973, p. 1) Finally,
cormentin: on tine cori. ot the loure Education Committee and questionable library
hooks, Jenkins contended fhiat "censorship 1s the name of the game' and indicatod
that school boards i t everciee hettor cortrol over school materials.,

(MHOENTX (AZFTTE, Mav L, 1974, v. A-UL)

“Students opposod to hook censorship cenerally receive hipher grades 1n school than
the pro-censorshiip nirority of the nation's teen-dsers, a4 Purdue Universitv sur -

voy s found,

{ . survey, comlucted v the Purdue Opinion Panel, also shows the anticensorship
ajority reads more books outside ot school and that the minority tavoring book
consorshiyn yere more litely to et low scores on a vocabulary quiz that accom-
panied the surveyv.

Tne survey tound that three out of four ol tie nation's teenagers believe book
censorship iolates hasic Vericdan principles of treedéom of expression aad iree-
dom to read." T

(NEYW YORK TIMES, November 10, 1974, p. 87)
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SCHOOE NEVSPAPERS AND STUDENT RICGHTS (0O FREEDOM OF THOUGHI AND EXPRESS LON
Suzanne 4. Emer,, Madison High School, San Diego, California

Journilism 1nd cduciation are fundameatal to the American form of government and
lite, eflective exercise of both must be the desire of journalism teachers. While
1ot required by law, several matters of courtesy and eof shrewdness may contribute to
the goal of kecping an open channel of communication frec of censorship, active or
» lt=imposcd. Avoiding censorship becomes a practical matter of professional pride.
hr toe maas ears schools simply have taken the youngest English teacher on the staff
and waid, "tou know all about writing, take the school newspaper." it is no small
woder thit principals add insult to injury by investing no confidence in the fright-
) cred persen so appointed.  This article will present threo areas of consideration:
i vhilesopit., Praictical tactics and Anccdotes.

L OSOPHY

vince the vractice of journalism ind the continuition of the democracy go hand
!, tho ovalidity of the high school journalism experieance cannot be over empha-
ized,  oror ssionil competency in the communications field by the instructor is .
srercquiatte tor vatidity. A sccond prerequisite is coreful instruction of the
tadoate 1 T concept, "'reedom of the Press, Respensibility of the Press.'" Adher-
e b Lt coneopt plus idequate preparation by both the teacher md the students
Voo s eanle the rest importaat ingredient:  actudl respoet for the student's right
to v - oon aoilite, This responsibility is seldom experrenced by a student until
fsn 1= 1+ posltion In that o5t unusual high school class, the newspaper produc-
tio:r olics,  Since journalism, be it ¢lectronic or print, is an occupation governed

e 1

v actued ba, even ventioned in the Comstitution, the hiple school student early
1oy o tnat curiosity, diligence and cthics pav of fo "uanky dink" high school
cales 0l classes vile boside the necessity of mecting rrofos-iontl level demands and
vorhitr o, b peser proeduced by ostudents [oadvise is totellr student developed and
nrocbiced foaclusive of tupesetting and printing), and Chus varies Llrom year to ear
Looprrtit and oo ovei of controversial issues, dopendr g oon statt interest and

torty o tive,

il 10 not eenwor, cutont, chinge or kill articles, T do feel that wy ulti-
b v L s, odvioor 1. feoassist the student reportor oo bhost preseating his iaforna-

1. aad vicw 1o tne roale ot ot ctive journiliso, sLe,, two-wi. con unication with

momctenc . e teachor, then, tanction, mest as voovvre otive md triined advisor,

et coora oLrated ouradle oot o, o wditory e oot oot s the chier
Jaroo o - o cacech o fordd tooappear an toe paper, Tt outterl. neoes-

Sr o, it 0 caed Do et guote) but not oanoa hewlline and fefiniteln et owe
t.v7 Lritten ditoraad, e cliche seent, to he Ll epiloe ol poor r»pmrlinu,

ver ool s, and noor rescaren. Clbhe word is APATHY L o Lecnnmer calling amether

“ooatieetic” 1e not onle dudicrons Sut hardlv reflects the comlex pature of th

'
Lotb, which s trult oe one of disinterest, but rmore like!  1s lack of athing
r b N
Loowet o citeag ahout, Hr ot nore cxciting things beroy o bable elsewhere. Pro-

caeomdy troa podking, there are o theusand wa o to attaek ock of school woarit,
L]

B oome of the worst st he for the staff oot the school "ragt
—

Lo pontiircte,

PFrocddom ot the press means boing ilert) getting the stor ) writing it and »rrat-
tae 1h, Responsdhrlity of the prens means being nreparcd, well rescarched out writing
Sl . athcore cephios s on traasasy, and on adherence toopreedom md responsibil-
1t., thers would be foewer iccusations of 1rresponstble journalrar and fewer tirnes

T

thot hich  chonl gournaliCts wonld hove tosery "censorship.” 1o additren, profes-

O
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tiv vevdes oo Popre oL Dot dllew the principal to delesat his wthoritsy / ves-
ARTLESILS T SRS SE N S A S the newspaper, te the viceo pgincinal or depirthent
chiv . Int oy ire loosane fer oo vav out, don't oask a1 oprainerpal his opinion
(or dermils e 0 Voo ther Leoran a particular stor . M1, ] ol expertice tn the
F101d4 omld w0l e U e ative decrslon, ahereloro, e our tramning nd
resource . L U de Lo,

Cve b tadent o it Saen pougece !, apporatoeat with tee prancipal, Aleag -
Hive L S UL B M A Cirst con of the naper to the proacipal s o motier ot

court .. a0 st w,oa: the prainciprl ors oo, T AT that feabe e
Aol i a0 1t ive ston w0 e ten U ove the Tt ot find ot Nenn (tLch o 1oy
soratian b Tty Mt b tie e cuait o 0 Ty turoe U te ol e TR0 T LI O

bottop T omit oL vacts thoan rapmt runer.

Coro b BT s e fpoarate porent o or citizen o codl the praver il prepare
L Lo Fheo1 e thot B ora ot re ponsthle aor wiat Lo stobenl-owr e T tne aper,

-
that r.o S S R e Dot e pt Bleore el o e ol by o=
el o1t oor tal dne Lo tict pare Uoor crtrsen e 0 that o v retractioa, o
ST 4 ©wore soarehy v o nbaann, Bty Lootre o ord T ety n
s
1 . 1 1
P riobe o0 L - i A O O A S T v ottt oL
Yy L S . oo ot o ot trater o outrbisnns e
Pottor v Lt T , 1 L foo ot bt e oy pert ool TEEEE IR ot
vy b v ' [ L SUPRN x Sttt d et S fratay
P T AR
SR AN LR ) ot b o] : N C1l 1 IRTE ] N Ly o by
' ot ! 0! veoot ! tot g ot t y [N [

S
v N S
Lo ¢ et oy Lo s o ot TRNES SHUE S Y B P :
1 + ) [ T S VI R STV TR BN Y I ) V1 | 1o ot [
TR T SIS S S AL S SR SN KA AN S SN doonde gt " oo | cinc b Ty
SR I SRS TS SRS SRNTINS SRS SO IR v il o s EVETE N TTUR SRS LT S T

ERIC -

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:




demand to see their copy before it is printed. As long as the student has identified
him(her)self as a reporter, the interview is on the record and @ay be quoted. (Beware
the administrator who persists in peppering his conversation with "Don't quote me."
and "This is off the record.'")

A bad story or editorial idea can die 4 natural death when the student reporter
1s required to do additional research or to actually .sit down and discuss the griev-
ance with the principal for his input. ’ )

In the category of advising (but not censorsing) I usually do not allow complain-
ing editorials to run until, or unless, the eidtorial suggests a remedy for the prob-
lem. :

Do not hesitate to contact the local Sigma Delta Chi representative, a station
minager or a city editor for competent professional opinion on a story topic. You
should maintain open channels with these valuable people, for your professional
currenc. and for assistance.

The handling of the material. Print controversial articles only in particularly
well done issues.

Support the integrity of your paper; do not allow a gossip column, no matter
what the guise.

Insist that letters to the editor be signed. Student citizens have to learn
ro-pensibility, too. YFor good reason, publication of the name may be withheld.

Existence of an editorial page and format does not justify unfounded criticism,
half-truths or plain bitchiness.

Although coverage of both sides is commendable, it is not the answer because
campaigning is sometimes necessars.

A useful device, both for the exercise and for the security when particularly
opintonited editorials run, is to require in the same issue a factual news story on
the wubject. I[his gets away from the odious ten inches "in favor' balanced by ten

inchied "agrinat." Instead, it indicates that the facts are available (objective news
story) but that the school newspaper feels thusly (subjective editorial).

If 4 sensitive issuc can be resolved by the newspaper staff without having to
run an cditoral campaign, by ail means, do so; that's a perfectly legitimate staff
function.

while total agreement wmong vour student staff is not mandatory, prior to pub-
lication ot controversial or sensitive stories, thorough discussion by the entire
sroup 1o nece ssary in order to clear the air, garncr minority opinion, gauge parental
re-ponse, and c¢stablish consequences.

fetting on a nitional bandwigon of some political issue on the school editorial
puyse i pot justified without original research by the student, otherwise you have
¢ regurpitation of network news.

Jetters which call the librarian "a bitch who should be replaced' and refer to
the "citeteria tood Zas/ no better than crap" generall are unsigned and so are not
printed. [f such are signed, then the student writer has been asked if he couldn't
vet his message across better using other words, or pertinent parts are printed with-
without using the ohjectionable.words.
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The complaint, Most issue by issue problems will arise from emotional reactions
rather than legal points and therefore can be handled on a diplomatic basas,

Euncour ioe the newspaper's detractors to face the start directly and personally,
rather than cw.olaining to the vrancipal, who didn't vrite the article anyway.

Don't pe intimidated when the "powers that be™ attack: call their blutf, put
trem on the Jderensive.

Do not “tilt windfills" with suboriinate personnel such as vice principals, dis-
traught colleasues and zealous arents., They may deserve clear, direct answvers but

f

reserve soul scarching esplanation and ramifications tor the principal.

Miscgllancous. Prior tu obtaining a stafl position, a student should be re-
quired to complete at least a semester of beginning journalism, 1n a separate «lass
period, emphasizing basic writing, maturity, and legal responsibility.

, - If possible, have your districc adopt freedom of press guidelines, set out by
the National Journalism Education Association or by your local association.

0Of course, stroni rapport and nutual respect is necessary between the advisor
and newspaper statt, wd i desirable vith the principal,

BRIEF CASE HISTORIES (ANFCDOTES)

Needless to say, tne feresomng bints do ot pteclude TROUBLE, some that never
happened,vQOmO totally unexpected, and sume predictable. Perhaps the most curious
category is the tirst, maybe nothin appencd because we were so well prepared and
protected, or maybe notiin, happened because nobody read the paper or if they did,
did not consider us worth the bother (hich 1s pretty damning in this business).

In the rirst categor. are rodtures on venereal disease and aborcion which ran
. >
without adverse comment,

venercal digsease vas 4 topic which the statf finally decided should Le covered
almost a year after it reached epidemic proportions in our county. Two very re-pon=
sible statf members had a lengthy interview with the chief Public Health Service
doctor who had compiled the statistics vhich had led to his alerting the ilocal adult
media with the informarion, The students wrote an excellent comprehensive article,
which wao read te the assembled newspaper staft (some told their parents ol it for
their reaction). Further, it was read and discussed with the beginning journabnm
class for reaction. In addition, the reporters went to the school nurse and ashed
Ler to read it ror ceherepce, tact, correctness and general reactioen. They did not
ask her whether it should run. The principal was alerted that such an article had
been written, that it had reliable sources, and wvas tacttully done, A particular
reason cited by the students lor running the article was that although the same tvpe
of information, statistics, description ot symptoms and vhat to do had run in the
adult media, and perhaps was available in the health od classes, having 1t appear
i such an unlikely place as the school newspaper would cmphasize the problem, and pos-
5ibly cause more students to seek treatment. The article also reterred to vaginal
discharye but due to the nature at 4 past California law which had torbidden (without
parental permission) discussion of penitals and wuch, the students and T de - ided not
to say "discharge f1om the penis" and left it at "pain when urinating-and a pus dis-=-
charge." The article did not include the intormation that the epidemic could be
partially alleviated through the use ot condoved, Tt cooed that indluding that
information would uselessly smack of not only condoning promarital sex but lepartimize
it and make it more safe as well as serving as a sexual "how to'" article i the
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school press rather than the highly defensible and needed article on achieving good
- health. Alwo run was a facsimile of the poster with the Mona Lisa sayiny in a car-
toon style ballon, "VD is nothing to ~mile about.” ‘

.

»

The principal received no phone calls, T received no phone calls, and no hate
mail was senerated.  And this at a school with 3,000 students,

Another topic in the same 1ssue which vencerated mail but not calls was one on
abortion. Student interviews revealed the old fashioned "sexist" double standard, to
wit: some girls approving of abortion but boys not so sure it it mednt aborting a
ch1ld they had rathered. Also, 96 percent of those interviewed hnew someone who had
had an abortion. The mail included a former girl student writing a tactful letter
about her abortion. That story included a picture of a male newspaper staffer in a

- maternity blouse with the caption, '"What if guys were the one!' talen from a British
sovernment advertisement of which we had read,

Evidently, beveral of my colleagues, quite unprofessionally, did aslk the prin-
cipal (rather than me) why he.allowed such material in the paper. He quite honestly
was able tu say that the decision had not been his. Those "colleagues' never came
to me.,

In another editorial a vear later the staff called attention to the ironic
Calitornia situation at that time where a teenage girl could get an abortion without
hier parents' permission or knowledie but that their permfssion and knowledge were
roquired Yor contraceptives. The writer's cpntention was that since teenagers were
so1ny to have intercourse, contraceptives were preferable to the moral issue of
ccortions., As» «riginally written, the cditorial was basically an attack on the

tate's ypoverner for threé times veteing permissive contraceptive guidelines. I
sugeested the emphasis on the ironic aspect and sugpgested that promoting contracep-
{1ve usase night be more palatable to the parents if placed against the traditional
Jueaboo, abortion.  Once azain, no response.

. Tn another case where there was no adverse redction, the school racial makeup
- bepunning to shatt trom “hite to mixed. The black girl who was editor,-a student
ot mine tor three years, decided that she mu.t let the world know that she had beenr
cofraved Ly the whites, that she had sold out te the henkies and was wrong, While
I would not Let er run that tecling as an editorial, possibly to bpe interpreted as
cenetal stadent opinion, alter much soul sparching between us and discussion over
All the recponsibility she had showm in the past, she asked for the freedom ot the
 re-s and, fer personal opiniton hecane a letter to the cditor. Because there might
Lo Leen Teperonssions, the principal was told in detail about the letter. Nothing

. Happened.  As 1t turned out much later, {he oditor was having romantic problems with
ver Vranthier” homiriend, and the letter das evidently an attempt to get back in his
Jred wraces.

- molitical persenaitties and propositions of all shades have been handled, sin-

gorlv perhaps, without comment,

Also 1n the category of problems which haven't happened are the subjects which
bave not cone up. Somehow  an oeight vears, at several schools under many different
adninistrator , neither stident statfer nor letter to the editor types have sought
Lo use the traditional tour-letter words nor have any letters oxpounded the glories
ot free love, cheap dope «r tire bombs, "parn” and "hell” have been printed.

Trouhle trom unexpected sources =wae when a list of c¢risis phone numbers was
run, including those for medical attention, drug abuse information, counseling and

@~ 114- 5 7«
ERIC R ,

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

i




L

abont the proprict
caused much rore trounle thiw the
that ever nunber

core b 5> recot eadieds this served 1 adequate

was only  uch Late v that ve discoveroa til Lhe toacher had
&
(Lruant ofircer) ‘was 1 tirst

coordinator attenpt ot using

te misquote the gontlema, the

‘1 the transceription and s idom used corplete
conversetion was - froquentl while the' students
Jffort, d L saw ne harty, the mnn Yolt utterb
changed bertere the students rain o esplanitory nefe in the next

Mt gqnite often
intervunted.
mocked and some

silice was ntoantended,

In th.
the drivnitic progentation was e e
that ¢ ortiry tines » rooeved fro
th .

of prodictable vesponses, the
a4 Shiakespearcan play.  An

¢ xitL‘;:\\L-j

aewspaner articte crids were repertodsy the wrater s ¢

C . ,
drstoste o
such Eras 1a the Gl mer’yy

siteh ind turd. o Wy not removed.

el v over: vt we s wrilten oo hy

e il one otper wnctdent ted the dvanistrater to -
teacine ceredeatial o ient 5o In dancer.

s oot o Y ‘)L"Lll‘, the %t.‘lt-[ w\"]lﬁ space for 1]1‘.‘,[

lettyer., st v Lhe

. ) 1 , N , ! }

castes an this pomad e oot

th -t oo watul b rere e
S T TS T L TR b s the ot ont

Ltictious, Tsick" or ohscene, tor teoot

" 1
RPN ST
R 1
naner. .. there
!

praneipal e told neg
e od in the
oot osart, ot the o] L

. . . ‘ I R \ . ' ,
R 4 B SS S SR S PR LS S YRS S o, Lo s ter .t

S e AU L L O O N AT Lo ndns st s

' STTLIIATE S : R O e : -
aplosent o rbuent
oo ptor B L T SO I 2 LSS AL SN A B JVh et ot

YA e by

L 1w oY, conntete Pttt b RS O

VL R T S0 TS LA TAUTRE PRTEN VRIS AU S AU SR S Slra o bt by T s s thee

Jpy ettt e T e tesy oo | ST T R SRS W SRS I AR i e

'

. cpte et o e T

1 n
TS O S O P S
t o tati, gt o , b
°1

lowed to Hrasbe or areatt ooy ey oqnt

TV DG ot b nrrvaet e e e

Nt Len coronte o v obaint ot dind et attemat teopr tion nt
O

ERIC - e

-115-

students used the tape werd tor word.
- » . -
nice theory, but spohen language st deean't "flow' Fnowriting

the presentation, maimly certan

the worda to ne renoved troe the plo

vioelbd e N
=atter, h

coontl nec w0 bowed suceh o
Sttt s o

b1
Platen. i o thor

L runaway house. A Ceacher actualls became livid, both to me and to the principud,
ot tunning such intormation, sayving t}m,&; such numbers and places
wolved. *checking with school counselors, I found
l1oted was on tf least one laist that thev regularly consulted and
explanation to the principal, and 1t
A ruzm,wa;\‘\rchdd herselt.

In another o= with unexpected response, an intervicw with the attendance
3 1 tape reeorder.  So oas not

Tthat was a

and so the nin said
suntences because the
vere simcere in their
hird words were eox-
1ssue saving that

storm went up ciwrly one vear when
idministrator suggestoed

words. “In 1 bri.f
1led on the carnet,

that adrinistrator, (" don't sce

were Hastard,

that o

toLo e

L e Ssdares afoa
rorte e

t mutte swee €
1 the ohvaens deub b
Yoo e brrocted qt

I ;'11

o contd lose our

« 1 ey
etivities i

mity b Lo o T

bl oo b o

VAR AT R TR TR

o llecto b L ot v Yo 1 o b qbatetre g cbLs Ty e e b

T obthers ton oty
Pt e mitesed pear
¢y Lo the ettt

-,

N

dtert b in
ther r allow-
Lt gt

the points for hie

AT S U

Ve )

IS EEURR N | Y1y, 1
1 thes were 1ot
ch b reapecttul oor

e courtes Led e




to voluntarily ask if they had any questions. What followed was an excellent half
hour of give and take, and tremendous growth for both sides.

CONCLUSION

these anecdotes and this article do not represent "what vou can get away with,".
but rather are examples g1 typical topices you'll have to deal with if you and your
staff cven consider doiﬁg A competent job. That is why the newspaper class period
cin never be "just a class" as some students might be tempted to say when the editor
retuses to accept a poorly done story. The student staffer must attempt to do pro-
fessional level work at all times. Otherwise, the battle and defense for a free high
school press is hopelesslv compromised-and a prime educational goal foolishly lost,
Student rights to freedom of expressfon do exist and must be utilized, but total
license or disrcgard for the audience promotes neither communication nor education,
The practical suggestions and anecdotes which I have listed are the means that T use
and are typical of those used daily in every medium, right up through the WASHINGTON
P0s b oand the highly successful Watergate research and exposure. Know your business,
know vour audience and don't ask permission unless vou want or need a way out becduse

if vou can't decide and take that responsibility, why should anyone else.

Miss Peach

Reprinted courtesv ot Mell Lazarus and Publishers-fall Syndicate, Copyright Field
Fnterprises,

.
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3 Does lack of name and recognition of the spirit's true shape make us vague
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Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

AN .

CENSORSHIP AND A FALSE ASSUMPTION

s

Lucky Jacobs, University of Virginia
PREVACE

Thiee vears ago I taught English in a private segregated academy. In my cleventh
s 1ade Amerioan Literature class we read a few paperbacks to supplement the rather
colerless (in more ways than one) anthology.

Teachin, American Literature without including Richard Wright seemed absurd, so
we Lot bt cobles of NATIVE SON.  Many of my students felt, tor the first time, the
personal Mmpact ot literature. Needless to say, the ¢iszussions kept veering bacl.
and rorth between the students' real life experiences and the imaginatively real ex-
periences in NATIVE SON. An influential parent gave the word to the headmaster that
the beok contarned "relations' between a black man and a white woman, The word "'re-
lations' is one of those deptn images that triggers everything in one so predisposed.

T was (1lled into the hLead master's office and told pelitely but firmly not to
order any more paperbacks without his conseat. Beinyg a little "uppity" mysolf; 1
hewan expldaining that an anthology devoid of Wright, Ellison, and Baldwin was an ed-
ucdational tfarce. And furthermore my M.A, in American Literature (ugh!) might make
me tairly well qualified, at least as well qualified as him, to cheese the reading
material. Hold it hc says, let me tell you 4 little bit about our philosophy here:
[ think it's great that the Negroes are getting more opportunity--all tor it-abut
tirie school was burlt by people who want tieir childrea to sce the good and the beau-
ti1tul. They zet enough ot the gutter in the newspapers and T,V, (Now he was rising
to rhetorical tlovrish). cod made the redbirds, and he made the bluebirds, and they
den't mut.

ro T T T S S e T Y B e I e TR TR P S S F S S L e A
F T I e T SR N e B A A ARG R T

In THE POETICS OF THE NFW AMERICAN POETRY, Michael McClure writes:

A man konows what he is by howv he names his states. If I do not name my con-
dition 1 am less defined and lack sureness. Speech cannot be censored without =
loss. Words are part ot physiology. Lost parts of body are losses of spirit.
There are men and women in honest suffering blaming themselves for misery when
the name or word ot their torment will assuage them. The mention of it is the
11rst step to relief or cure--but it is denied them by their social company
wiio are joined in a fear te usec a word or hear it spoken.

ife stanza ot mv poem 'Dark Brown' begins:

OH EASE, OH BODY-STRAIN, OHf LOVE,

EASF, ME NOT. WOUND BORE
bo real, shoe organs, show blocd. OH let me
be 4o a tlower., Let ugliness arise without care
and orov side by side with beauty.

In the first line I na- -d the pain remaining trom mv dark night WOUND-BORE.
previously 1 had no name tor it. 1 christened it and gave mysclf that case so
{ could know my state and therefore be more whole. Why do we refrain from naming
1y states.

and pale! T helieve 1t.

No actions -r doings of the spirit should be called ugly. Or call some that,
but remenber they are living shapes and not to be denied. Beauty and bliss are
other states and often they commingle. Ugliness, beauty and bliss if they are
folt are to be named. For the sake of what is humane there should be no re-

1 pression of statement. Suffering as well as joy should be titled., Good and evil
S
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must be put to words. Each genetic immeasurable titan manbedst must name his
tares and the shapes visible to his senses. If he does not he is incomplete and
less manly. Silence 1s a grey cloud of denial of life. (NY: Grove Press, 1973,
Pp. 422-423),

For most persons invelved with censorship, the acceptability of a literary work
tnvolves hov 1t represents reality when reality means the human condition. The
assumption is that since human ndature 1s complex and multifaceted, then "acceptable"
Litevature wust be a complex and multifaceted representation of human nature. That
L1~, the literary workmust ot be siplistically weighted towards the evil or porno-
sraphic »ide.  In short, the work must "see all sides."

Those responsihle for censorship, 4s most people would agree, are correct in as-
serting cnat hunan nature is complex, multifaceted: but does it Zollow that all good
poems, all gooo pieces of literature, all good representations of reality, must there-
tore be multitaceted? It does indeed follow if one looks at each piece of literature
4+ a4 sell-contained and total vision of reality, as most censors tend to do. If each
Literary vorl is separated tfrom the total context or tradition of all literary works,
tiien each individual vork necessarily has the "seceing of all sides'" as a valid cri-
terion, since it is agreed that human nature is complex.

[ vould suggest that critics and teachers should deny the conception or mode of
thinkin: vhereby cach literary work is self-contained, whereby each literary work must
strive tor the total complexity of human nature. Instead, one should defend the
teaching of a literary work on the grounds that it presents, and presents effecti::}y,
e side of human nature--whether it be the moral, the immoral, or the amoral "side."

tut, paediately the objection arises, do not Ferlinghetti or Vonnegut or Richard
vrisht oversywplify human nature with their one-sided presenfations., Again, this is
not the questipn to ask. It 1s an invalid question or objecticn since it derives
trow the part-vhole fallacy of judying each work as if it were seceking to portray all
of man's attributes. Rather, the totality of all literature should be conceived of
as that comple= vhich approaches the complex reality of human nature. Each work is
a prece ot an infinitely large and infinitely shifting puzzle. Likewise, it should
he perceilved that any one individual movie, painting, sculpture, etc. is just one
prace 1 the total mosaic of all works in that art fcem,

Some literature, especially poetry and rock lyric, often appeals to the so-
called "primitive" side of bunan nature. The sound and rhythm sometimes take pre-
¢ edence over therdeas, In order to even talk about this problem, I am already posit-
in;, a false dichotomv--that o1 Yorm (sound and rhythm) versus content (ideas). This
can only he used as a heuristic model which is being presented for purposes of in-
tellivible discussion. But  sometimes it is hard to» put Humpty Dumpty back together

A,,di

To carry this out legically: yes, some literary works should be accepted accord-
inyg to the etfectiveness of their vision of evil in human nature. Yes, human nature
14 Complex--it is good, evil, ahsurd, complex. What I mean is that complexity it-
selt is only one characteristic of human nature. Who will cast the first stone as to
what is not an effective vision! Can 1 tell you what literary work you should re-
pend to? I will now quit talking about that absurd abstraction "human nature;" 1t
stopped making sense just atter [ tinished my twentieth role for this morning. My
computer ha projected todav's total te be 3 X 20 + 10, Conclusion: tifty springs
are littlie room,

Author's footnote to computer projection: What is dangerous about censorship
16 that it would exclude or devalue much good literature: what is more dangerous
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s that writers and students and teachers would no longer be encouraged to explore

any side ol human nature

hranannature
human nature
human nature
human naturoe
human natures

in any way taey vished., Literature would no longer be alive and pgrowing neither
2 M b

would our culture.

AFor this "acrostic," the writer would like to thank Sesame Street's number flashes
which cave had a tervitic impact on my thinking. I hope that my typed acrostic will
produce comparable ciiects. 11 not ple ase chant the words unti1 they become a phy -
sical part o! you, like a headache., ) )

SHOPTALK
surcer handed down a sensible decision that the determination

"Last year, Chiet Justice
10¢¢ up to local juries, hased on commun-

ol what 1s or 15 not obscen: should he
[t there is one thinp an ordinary jury of local citizens is ca-

it is whether a .iven hook or movie is or is not obscene."

tow Overworked IS The Court?’' PHOFNIX GAZETTE, July 19, 1974,

. &

ity standards.
pable ot deciding,
(hyllic ¢chlarly,
p. A-u) But note this.

"\ spocial ¢rand jury_gmpanolvd to decide
,Virsinia/ has thrown up its hands and
Circuit Conrt jury of tive men and two

what constitutes pornography 1n Albe-

marle County % riven up the job of deter-

mining 'community standards.' Tt took the
women. all middle-ased to clderly, only two hours Wednesday to apree 1t should
make no decision. 'We dec1ded we just shouldn't take d stand,' said one ot the
.rand jurore, charles T. Page. ‘1 didn't teel like T was capable of making a
decision for the whole countv.' The county sought the decinion to eotablish
sround rules tor the prosecution of ohscenlity cdses,”

(4P dispatc’, DEs “OTNE® REGISTER, July 19, 1975, p. 13)

And note these words.
"Phe problem ot pornouraphy 1s upon us apain, This time it comes disyuised as

a Po-rated movie ctriied CABARET., . .lnmy opinion, CABARET meets the wuidelines
the supreme Court /in MILLER v. CALIFORMIA, 1973/. It appedals to
and describes sexual conduct in a patently oftensive way.
It is my hope

set forth oy
the prurient interest
As a4 result, the work lacks serious literary and artistic value.
that those with aoral standards who have cons idered seeing CABARET will change
theis minds, and that those who have been drawn in by the PG rating w11l demand
1 refund from the theater manazer.”

(‘"Letter to the Editor," PUOENTY (AZETIE, Nov. 27, 1974, p. A=)

the courts must recognize that thev are rendering decisiecns in a dyndmic
ene today is accepted tomorrow and becomes

s should not decide cases with an eye

"rinally,
{ield. That which 1is decided to be obsc
a child morality tale the day arcer. Court
to today or even tomorrow or this year. Material which is suppressed should,
in the opinion of the court, he that type of material which has j1ttle likeli-
hood of acceptance in the inmediate coming yeacs. We must never torget that

he absence of chains' and when applying the chains the courts

troedom 1s only "'t
should be slow, selective, and careful."
(Albert b, Gerber, "A Sursested Solution to

OF PENNSYLVANIA LAW REVIEW, April 1964, p. #Ho0)

the Riddle of Obscenity," UNTVERS ITY
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CENSORSHIP AND RACISM: IN PURSUIT OF A RELATIONSHIP

Albert V. Schwartz, Richmondﬁzollege, Staten Island, New York

Gradually the menacing aspects of censorship and racism are being focused upon,
especially bv the academic community. Each of these phenomena, censorship and racism,
is beinyg resecarched in historical, social, political, cultural, and psychological
contexts. However, they are too frequently treated as separate areas only marginally
related. What has not been considered is the conversence of these two areas--what
might be best approached as racist censorship.

CENSORSHIP: A CONTROLLING WEAPON

It is not difficult to anewer the question--What is censorship? Blatant forms
are still with us all over the world. Daily accounts fill the newspapers with the
burning of books on the streets of Santiago and the strangling of the press by the
new military junta of Chile. Eyewitnesses tell of how books on Cubism have been
burned by the military censors because of the seeming relationship between that word
and Cuba. Swedish Premier Olof Palme said. . ."sooner or later the regime of blood
in Chile will vanish in total degradation and humiliation, missed by few, despised
by the entire democratic world." (NEW YORK TIMES, September 16, 1974) Ore can only
wonder why the treedom loving (?) government of the United States recognized that
regime during the rirst week of the blood-letting. i

In the Soviet Union the censors has been responsible fcor catapulting Aleksandr
I. Solzhenitsyn to fame; but, who can answer how many oihers have been silenced.

We 1n the United States are stiil suffering the effecits of censorship stirred
up in the 1950's when Senator Joseph McCarthy aind the House-unAmerican Committee
labelled books and writers as subversive. It 1s echoed in September 1974 in the
textbook attacks i1n Charleston, West Virginia which has caused the schools to be
closed, have taken their toll and tne attacks of '"filthy," "anti-God," "un-American,"
and "revolutionary' might result in a significant void in future selection and edi-
toriny of textbooks.

No, indeed; it is not difficult to find the censors at work. Censorship is used
to tfisht .deas, to maintain the <tatus duo.

PERSPECTIVE ON RACISM

It censorship may be viewed as the damning of certain ideas leading to the
ahomination of certain actions--that is those ideas and actions judged by the censor
to be damned or abominated--we may then exterd this statement to include a dimension
of racism, Perhaps, the f{irst historical record of racist cggsorship may be found
in the log of the slaver, Captain William Smith, who stated at he used the tech-
nique of separating Africans ~o that they could not convers ith each other, pre-
venting rebellion. (William Smith, A NEW VOYAGE TO GUINEA, London: 1944) This
techinique which might be called oral c:nsorship helped to enslave a people. When
later the slavers tried to justify their foul actions by declaring that "blacks
rarcly fought back' or '"did not speak to each other,' the described technique he-
came a part of racist description of censorship.

Racist censorship was iccomplished mainly by twe frameworks: one, the Ipvisible
Man syndrcme (Ralph Ellison, THE INVISIBLE MAN, NY: Vintage, 1968) which eliminated
historical truth and actual real-life facts of Third World people and hence incapaci-
tated whites'perception and second, substituted stereotypes and myths about Third

World People which controled whites' perception. 7The usual direction of these
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frameworks was to enforce the concept that white existence was superior and should
rule Third World people who were too inferior to be anywhere but in a demeaning place.

! So powerful was the thrust of racism and the technique of racist censorship
that it has continued for the three hundred year history of the European takeover
of this continent and has caused physical and cultural genocide. As a result the
people of the United States are split into Scparate, antagonistic groups. The
direction of racism is devastation.

No framework of censorship has been as destructive or longlasting in the hiis-
tory of this American continent as racist censorship. The society of Salem, Massa-
chucetts, or the victims of the McCarthyism of the '50's never suffered from witch-
hunting to the extent of--or as long as--the Native Americans, Bl'rk Americans,
Chicano Americans, Asian americans, or Puerto Ricans.

A PERSPECTIVE ON RACISM

it is frequently said that racism has permecated every aspect and level of Amer-
jcan life; it has affected and infected everybody and everything we do. Jts primary
purpose was the subjuuzation of Third Worid People and their lands by white Europedns,
concommittant objective was the total destruccion of Third World culture which as we
well know was never achieved. The technique of the cultural destruction were a)
omission ofs people of reknown, omission of hercic historical realities, and omission
of Third World value systems, and b) substitution of stereotypes, false history,
white orientations and white paternalism.

It is these techniques of omission and substitution which are the techniques of
racism censors. Omission and substitution were and still are reinforced in every
institution of our cultural lire--libraries, schools, museums, theatres, magazines,
newspapers and television (notoriously so at this point). Institutional and cultural
racism is supported by the cumulative personal racism ot the "guardians'' of these
institutions. The program of consc iousness-raising has hardly reached enough people

to turn the tide of the prejudice schizophrenia.

A trickle of counter-racist cultural material is present in some of the above
mention-d institutions. lHowever, there are signs that the trickle is drying up and
that the materials utili-ing ‘he covert techniques of the racist censors is being
produced in abundance. We are nowhere close to the liberal desire of pre.enting a
balarced plcture between the racists and anti-racists, and that is why the 'open
minded'" or "let everyone find truth about racism for themselves' points of view
fail. o healthy person swimming in heaviiy contaminated waters could be expected
to emerse uninfected. Liberalism ic¢ an unrealizable ideal.

CULTURAL RACISM

It is against the law for a person to swim in the wacers of the Hudson River
because of health reasons. 1s racism any less dangerous as a disease? It has cer-
tainly caused more destruction of life and culture than swimmini; 1n the contaminated
waters of the United States.

The question must be asked--What is to be done with the stereotyped image of
LITTLE PLACK SAMBO? The racists (censors) have used it to degrade, ridicule, cas-
trate, and wipe out truthful rmagzes of blacks. Srudine show that SAMBO 1is one of
the most despised wotrds by plack people. Whites by their lack ot consciousness
rarely understand the controversy Ol books like T.ITTLE BLACK SAMBO. (Frequently
whites have said, "LITTLE BLACK SAMBO doesn't offenc me' and the response might be

"of course, not in your little white world.")
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And wrat of CONE WITH THE WIND by Margaret Mitchell? Tt 1s high on the most
tavered List of rovels 1 many white high schools. The movie industrv, which has
the notorious rac' ot history of its own, helped to institutionalize (WTW in a (old-
wvn, Gable, Leish, DeHav.land, Howard extravdganza--rereleasnd every once 1n a while
to stinulate intection of anvtner .eneration (usually led tu theatres by innocent
school teaci ers) witn the hatetul and corrupt version of the Civil War as capoused

b hrtoernAdristoctacy and toe sy Xlux Klan., A parallel story might be con-
siructed of t e Nazis enslar ras the Jews but instead or celling babies on a slave
Lock, leadin, them triunp antly into cas chambers,

Tt v my desion that Americans know so little ot their own history. How could

@ wecial studies teachier or for that matter an honest student counter the historic
“rratratins of the institutionalized and glamourized (WTW esprcially whben most of our

L-torv trade and togt bo®s are extended versions of racist conceptualizations, Un-

til we cone to rips wit this desidn we are in sreat danger ot continuiny as a4 po-

tentially explosice natien, as the Kerner Commission pvinted vut. (Otto Kerner, .

Lorrmar o ZECORT OF THE JATTONAL ADVISORY COMMISSION O CIVIL DISOKDERS , NY: Bantam,

Liay)

ST tenin. example of tne recent success of the racist censors in the United
States mar - e townd on the streets of South Boston, where in September 1974 the
$LHGKL Beld a rallv telliv: vhite parents not to intewrate their schaold:  White
parents respen’ fwith ciricies of lynchied Blacks, called 'niggers.' Noo Little
CocgArkansa ,to1s time. e example of culture racisa comes :rom down north not
dowm sout .

[t wvould o v plistic te say that the problem would be solved bv puttin,, torth
o onoints o P ractst and non-racist, as so many well meanin. organizations do,
tEepecially «# oo the vielence 1n West Virginia which has (losed the sehiools mav in
part e attriroated o puttine the works ot Black writers in textbook<s), On the
vioer Daad, 1t would be equall, vimplistic to say that 1t we remove a hook or two
or v llior crom the seovols and libraries, tue tide of raciem would bhe turned.

. LT
CRI B S N P . . iy, oo the program oo Lo Gttice o0 rntel-
U L e A P As-octation, o that [ ight ot out whe
I O S RIS o Lorveesearsnin 1s o totel ot tlure 1o retation Lo
. roraer b D
Ly Trle et Sy oed tne INTELLECIUAL FREEZDOM MANUALL. (Chicivo: A=
oLt Iorar ~oerrtion b/ it s aonust tor anvone interested in combattinge
R I g ol oo dispelling two methe--""that intellectnal treedom
ol oo tradityron g bttt antellectual frecdem has ilways bheen a 1 JOr,
. t ot Aoy artooat ot S setvicee an the Tntted State,l "
'/ . ~ ’ . b .
cwo maticulard Lzttt docnents are fncluded=-10F LILRARY 311L oF RIGHIS

Ll voatatement of vaste policies to help guide librarians in gelecting and

to i general publso, and FREEDOM [0 READ which emphasizes every-
co et oang and old aiikey o1 v to Iibrar. cuteriils. Not onlv o are

Locse SUabements presented, but in 4 ptn anterpretations are included which Jdeal

uctrahulo ook,

ath vennor-hnp in concrete ters,.  ihi, strongly developed position 1s mosl com-
calihl--ae far 15 1t gocs,

dowever, it lacks, grossly lacks, o serious perspective on racism and sexism.
faexisny, o forn of oppression paralleling racism, is mentioned becanse wexiom and

riciom are grouped together and equally dismissed in the INTELLECTUAT FREEDOM

Q L .
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MANUAL)Y. [t treats both of these phenomena ds though they were merely oftensive
psychologically to -ome puople. A comparison is mide between the 'offense' to po-
lice in portraying «iem as pigs in William Steigs' SYLVESTER AND THE MAGIC VEBELE
and the 'offense' ot Helen Bannerman's LITILE BLACK SAMBO. Such a comparison is
ibourd. Ridiculing polive as piys and the cultural genocide of a people cannot be
discussed 1o Lae sanme breath. it immedritely proves that the Intellectual rSrecdom
Committee is equally a vieti of the historic racism--racist censorship--that this
paper has discusscd., What has happened to women das 4 result of sexism and lhird
world People as a result of racism is hardly contained or understood in the word
"wifensive. '

YL, 1S 10 BE DONEY

lhe maia thrust of leading organizations against .ensorship e.g. the Intellectual
rreedon Committee or the American Civil Liberties Union deals with only one aspect

1 ricist censorship=-owission.  For the Tast ten or fifteen years publishers,
wchools, wd libraries lhve been acquiring the Third ¥orld literature 'Sheltf of
hooks.' At this point we hear many librarians saving "my library has enough books

bv third iorld authors, now we can buy other books,'" and so cven the small equaliza-
tion of the pist few vedar- may slow down or stop completely.

[t 15 the second aspect of racist censorship that is most troublesone to deal
with--th. racist stereotypes .and distortions which continue to he present in the
bulk of nedin and literature.  Books like LITULE BIACE SAMBO and GONE WiTH IHE WIND
brinrg us to the throe- ot 1 dilemma. On the one hund it we are concerncd about  he
sreat evil of removing books from the libraries we shall he forced intu o position
ol maiataininz the stitus quo and saving too bad if these books pla 1 role 1n des-
troving poople, we must protect our libraries. On the other hand if we are concerned
with deatro ing preopl (genocide) we must s books and media are secondars and hence
censorahitp -hould play o ~condary role to ricism. -

fnis analusi- puts forth the term 'racist censorship' to help us out of this
vl woa. AL cadenme mu-tocome to recognize the seriousness of historic vicrsn in
cvr oomatr,, which has only been superficialy de~cribed in this irticle. A process
ot e created to b feat racism (institutionil raciwi:, cultural racism, personal

rictss nd ract-t ocensershipr.

Cpganasation ke the [ntellectual Frecdom Comnittee and the A.G.T.U. must be
ypvolved 1n the process of turniag the tide against vicism and must weigh whether
or .ot rici-m should he considered as subsc rvient to consorship as thev seem to
At this polathy or censor-hip ohould be subservient to o policy of anti-racism.

In order tn carr. out such a poliry 1t would be 1mpossible for white academed
who may have benefited unw.ttingly from racism to do without Third World leadership.
The policy will require irvolvement and commitment, and will have to view our hole
society, not merely the place of books in the library.

fwo organizitions which are jioneering such processes and policies of societal
chanue are the Council on Interricial Beoks for Children and the Foundation for
Chang, , 1941 Broadway, New York, NY, 10073,

CONCTENTON *

1f it way be accepted that within racist development a deadly form of censorship
ias been at work which might be called 'racist censorship' and if it might also be
iceepted that cultural gonocide 1s destruction on a .oore missive scale than anv oth-
er forw of censorship, then clearly setting up an anti-racist policy merits our
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rruediate con opderatron. And further, if we can find that white dominated academic
organtzations ire not responding sufficiently to the seriousness of racism and geno-
cide, then it is obvious that the victirs, Third World rPeople, should be asked to
provide leadership. And if it is jccepted that societal change is vital and neces-
siry, then the whole of our socicts must be 1sked to be involved.

SHOPTALK

", . . Yet T believe you nave a responsibility above and beyond your responsibility
to your stockholders to produce books, films, and other materials that schools
wi1ll buy. This larvser responsibility is to parents and students and communities.
It has to do with the school as an institution that must be responsive to the
comnunity that supports it. It has to do with the wishes of parents who entrust
the education of impressionable young children to teachers they scarcely know,
or den't know at all, whose values may differ somewhat from their ocwn. It has to -
do with the subjects you select for books and other materials and how these sub-
jects are handled.
THE WIZARD OF 0Z, corny as it may seem to TV-oriented young people today, has al-
ways struck me as about the right combination of suspense, which naturally appeals-
to children, and the happy ending that takes the cdge off the spcoky parts. This
children's classic :s @ far cry from some of the current juvenile literature that
appear- to emphasize violence--and obscenity--and moral judgments that run counter
to tradition--all in the name of -keeping up with the real world.

. . .

Certainly, these new materials need to include an introduction to the problems

and pittfalls that children are likely to encounter as they grow up. Learning a-
hout the adult world 1s fundamental to the learning process itself. Surely this
can be done without resorting to explicit violence, or explicit sex, or four-
letter words. . .

I recognize that much of the world's great literature 1s full of violent scenes
and situations. As a teenager, I shuddered as I read the closing pages of A TALE
OI' TWO CITIES. Madame Detarye knitting as the tumbrils rolled up to the guillotine.
Tt was high drama. Madame symbolized the reign of terror. But overriding her glee
at the fall of the French aristocracy was the nobility of the sacrifice being made
by Sydney Carton as he mounted the scaffold, Violence served as the vehicle to

-ay some powertul thinus about love and honor and trust and responsibility. There
arc basic human values, and they are the forces that make great hooks great. I am
not sure they are present to the extent they <b_-uld be in some of the current lit-
erature purchased by schools tor classroom anl library use.

[ teel strongly that the scholar's freedom of choice and the teacher's free-
dom o! choice must have the approval and support of most parents. I do not suggest
that we scek to win approval of all parents, for that would not be attainable--
but schools without parental support and approval are headed for failure, Without
having hooks and materials that are so namby-pamby they avoid all controversy, we
must 