id

rite What You
ant...As

ong As
It’s About

. bl 130 you paint (reckles an yvour

. (3Ce7 Haw dv you do that”

i Afier 22 y2aud a¢ 3 exciaccher,
§ I've acrived ot s key i cvew
to present 488 pag<s of now t -
& scarch te the peess ard Ubie was
the bost question
What would you make ef at?
Orc of an scticle 0 3 Prestigons
newspapec about an :unholesy’ eliny weik wlach swuees; “Ae
age 30, Shere Hite touczid down the s1ails on eemarkably
high heels” This was follewed by a discusiion of whethet o
net 2 woman of “my age” has the tighc ro “shl)” wese 5ny
‘nng oUewer thaci "puactical (]Othil)g."

Sexual harassinciu ah peinc. ) guess. The ceadec is left @
deman o) eueans of Vinfocinato 2" abous iy persona, while
my sdcas iisupprur in eret-examioed body desaiptioos.

Js 3 kanaless? Ceuld chc journaliss who ashed —md kept
wking—about ny lreckles seslly desect anvthmg significant
o 7y work. il her mmind was geated te cencentrue on oy
leeks? And of coutse these incesantly body<ized articles
{why discuss 2 watuans idexi wben you <an discuss her
bexly?) bave awt icciPece or: the acdtndes of pubhshars and re
viewers. They scuse the inhetent rivializaten ind doat 5 3
ways ook (ucthecThey “knew'" who [ ain,

] annot the oaly woihan to expenence this bv any
mewns.The ewenteth-eentury (omimss Susan Faludt; Ger-
mamne Grece, Erica Jong, evenn Bana (of B1isish royally
(ama), 0c my woma:y who speaks eut—ali of us aze called
“colodul’ “d mmatic’ Nels of o s bodics and aPPea Lances

ace hashed and rchashed i the press, whik we wiite and
wi tw, a0d spcak and sp cak.boping e be Treard,

Yar surely this awilicaden, amenwbls ss i 3¢, 5 not cco-
socshipr Censorship is pobitica | disceinvnacion or purodmery:
of cheic who have cerradn views onfavorable co the “esab-
lshanem,” those i power, Bur wait, This s not meencional
censership—bux 1< operades juse s <Lcely to stnp idess From
reachug people And this 1epression <an be wooe than offi-
¢:ad ecasorship because 1 3s invisible. b is not gorified by
die noble mactyedom suachedto the word “censorship,

The cesworhip of ccivialization & also e/ident in yeme of
the edting of avy work eves the years, Influencm g whic h
boels [ have bren “allbwed” to varstc.de.. thete ke which |
hane ebtained contacts. v Hite Repurr an the Samad). is the
fourchiina suw o Hite fepocts. Sane of W e perts cons
@0 muach morc comnicut than my otha works. Seine odi-
tors ¢ncouraged me te vxpand my ide1s while vthe s ct
dack akmoi everythiog but the bace boncs of the ceseacch.
Sexist deatiad thae wemen have anything inportarit te sa'r s
wherent n swite editecr viewgon s, £cx 301 ] 303 sure dwy
dn not recegnize. By exvxmg mny vowclusioos and com.
ox ne, Yoy woull cffuetively salmnce mus

But,vne always thinks, perhaps the editucs are ghe and
awy wocds ure net preleund.

Censership Fecls Confusing
20 the [ndividual

Here are soime entriet from my diatk wricean while wyy lage
book wai being edited aird | was a.ked @ cut hrgu sections
of v writing:
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1N omrnd i G T S by [ons Bardcsc.

“ am nawssons, 1 cannos speak, moy throar is wo blacked [
bepin o think [ mst have camcer. Someons, 3 faead, savs to
me, Marbe wan Beel ke you gre heing steanpgled because
they are cutting your words,” My throa clears up but my
TAed remaEins. ro- remind me of my revulien. 1 cant swal-
Jowr whart is happening, I stay up most nights and aleep Little,
writing siudless e ro keep my words ipeact. Wondenng,
alwaya wondering, i my work i mally ‘so wluable' (a
womun'® guestion #bout her wordh), wondering how mouch
o 'night” 1o bgbe Lot 1 feel adbone”

“The atmatphars |ar the poblishing howse] 1 moce and
muore jmpregnated with silence. There is frar all around.
foom those who would Lese thoie jobs, from those who ar=n'l
wied to lear, from those who hope o beep their headk
dowwm, be safe at all cost-.like ducks lined up in 3 roer, ready
o be sho”

" foal on erial, having to explam over and aver agamn the
sitnplest poine, then still being ‘misunderseod. called
numes, accwted of beibg an fimpostac’ (in everything fem
my mgmes ta my roacarch pechods)- Like Galileo, 'L pay |
mever meant ik 1he sun goes around the Earth, womens ap-
previon s cheir cwn Golt—cleardyl”

Censoring Women's Thought

Man are calied “gebiuses” apd wooics are not, Christiae
Batienby nuted in her brilliant book, Geadet and Caemiies,
This i5 ot to sy that [ am ansiows far the “genius” label.
Bur conider that | have aravecacd the same roore a5 Frend
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znd oapped a complerely dilfensnt territory: thar my Te-
search = based o thouainels of peaple, whereas he spoke
with anly a handful, | worder whather El:-a]:-]e wall be able
W hear my ronclisiond of wall irsist on lecating me wdthan
the conbings of “sen and worses's tapics, white Freod's
work is consideted a profound comtnentacy abaut the na
ture o human realing

The very attitndes about women and nen whick [ con-
front ;o my work slso operate o confound mw abilicy e
spedk and write freely The mediz aod publishing housc
(bur. forranansly, vsually not the readers] converge to form
an inwisible bet of eotrapruent and ghettoizcon.

In 1990 ] aucoded a niccting of the women's commities
of PEM in Mew Yo, hary women described being unable
to get ot rnew priblishing contmets. They lamented they
Jid not make bip enouph profinn for e eompany, saying
“only the real moneymakers ger publsbed” 1 sad thar 2 -
pancial cxplinasion i5 poc seificien: atter all, every day hun-
deeds uf books on obscure copics are published, Further,
thadigly oy boolkes have 2 gack record of miking Ry,
publishers tend to be nerwus and do ot abaays 2rcept my
prjeces (unles chey are 1boul sexh. Indeed, beminist projects
are having mouble for politicat feasons in thas meactumacy ch-
mate. The pgenda of nany lage publisling congdomenates
not only finangial ban alse politcal, Theae polities runge
fom “den't opset apybody publish only safe baoks™ 1o
pushing 2 particolar polideal pailesophy Financial decisiens
ice alsa politecal: At oog lacge conglomerate, o mater how
much probt the feminist book division earns, it i3 not al-
Towwed ra wine this money back 1o i e dndsiem nor te
give mapt than srnell advances ta authors, even those whe
mads momey For thie Bouse,

Ewven if a bopk bas a chanoe of selling well, if ir exjpoei-
Tadical polivical opinions (such & those of Moam Chomsky,
Ciore Widal, ar Salman Rushdic, as well a5 femminis accivin
it pubbcation may be humpered. Lut nat avertly.

Even 1o owart censorship. the rip::]zs can be cobde. [ur-
ing the McCarthy e, when Hollpsood sco=enwriters and
zelocs werer investigated i "corrtiunst sympathizers,” some
were Jaded and mpat Joat theic abdity to inake a Bving o the
indiwstry. Hoblywood Blme loso the complicawd and intecest-
ing Betty Dravis—type female chaticrers of the 19405 o
happy-girl o Tiasocent” charwcterizadons of Doeis Day and
Diebbic Ieynakk copes of the 19505,

Modern Mechanics of C'-enmr:shj]z
Cenzorship teday is net = man i g suic with 3 big red pen,
There is v Tarmal bull=tin an the @ix o'clack news thar
says, “Your hews B noor peing censored” 50 than those
warehitg can conveniently decids if they ace prepared w0 do
sotncthing aboue it [r just creeps amond yon, 2 vagueky vm-
Plowant fecling. Yo have e be aler i see what i 35 befone
1t nuwts el pia.

Censucthip bappens in small wayr, gradually. Only aven-
tually does L artwaikt w3 big prablen, a <dfling way of I,

Huow senous 2 problens 35 ic nowr in the Wea? We have cur
own “deappeared” bere - authors and ocher polinical dissi-
denes disappearing from public sighe, going dewn for die
rhird time with anly 2 gurgle ot owo. For those whoe rake 2
srand, qmaﬁ{m; af "ix 1 wacth 177 and e ]cmg can I
citry o™ surtice daihy

Ln face, de js hord o tecognere canworshup or suppression

T
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Trivialization is not glorified by the martyrdom

Ettached to the word rfn.ram.ﬁz}.h

hard
really

when wou see it
to know 1f 1t s
h |.|'-pr|'|i|'|5 OF JIISE s0mme kind of zarre mistake, I'||||1|:.'. il
really serious, Kafkaesque

Within the publishing howses, decisions are aften made by
|_|_|-|||I|i|:':-q_-|;x_ i il|| |_|:|.J|'|i||jll'.|'\-\. .|HI|':'II1L ne regLure d ||‘. B )
o person ik '_|;|_' |_'.L||l:l yrjal board st r.'\-|1-_::J'.' |.|:I!-.I_..'_r|."."I waith
|_.LinF an 4 book anorher editor wants, it cannot be pl.l'l'-
lished. Oine prETson can hlackball it | do not knosw the tatio
nale for this corporate policy, but new opimons and radical
ideas almost never make it past these edhitorl boards

I:_'.L-|'|-=q.:-r-|'||'- eeday b5 increased by the consoldation of

|'-|||'|||':h'||'|g_. MLAFATINES, film, and televimon mto a few hands.
Ihe term “free’ market 15 Orwellian doublespeak when
media conglomerates buy up book publishing houses o
because they are so profitable but because books and ther
reviews are part of the creation of public epimon. The story
5 told in Ben Bagdakian's Medis Moropoly:

Apoather cause of Jn.':h.'l.-l:l_;.: dawae raaty am p|.1|.1|'.-.|1||'|!.: 15 that
i the United States, the majonity of bookstores are owned
by two chains which comtral demand by cuttnag prices to a
level wath which the independents cannot compete. Mew
publishing does spring up, but small new presses do non have
the connections and the Onancial tes with the chains tha
will enable them o reach 'u.rg:l.' rurnbiery -;_nl':_u._-:,.|,1|.:

Finally, the last step of contemporary publishing can be the
st censoriowns of all. as every aurhor knows. Whether the
media indulges in harissment and masinformation or simply
igl'llli"f'a # I'\..".i.;_ IL Caf .tl:\.' |_||_-l\.',|-.l:,|l:||'|!_l| rl'¢"|-\.|:1|;|"I| I.I'.fl'l'lll_' L i'\.
closely inked to media :._.h._-l:ri._'-. The brst action in I'|'|I|'|r.|l':|
coups 1n r'r\-rﬂim CONRETIeS 15 ||-u|.'|ll'_,' o take over the radio
and television stations by force, Was it a coup in the West
when behind-the-scenes financial interests bought up the
meghia during the 19807 They didn need guns

A anra |:-|-'h.|,'\-||_'.|q_‘|||'|:._l s :_-|1-=u:~|xh|_r- iz hangnng n thee air, bt
the weord, 505 pamse, 5 o 5.|_||_"~|.;|_-|'. |"-c'|'||_'|!:' ChaTHre the 'lllll_il.'l.'[.
fieelimge unsate, nervous,

Despive che seeming plethora of Yinformation,” what o
wvailable o the public w read 5 more and more dictated by
meedia monopolies, not by our own nterests and tastes, [
versafication of media owne r:-|||;'~ anid ProEruviining canirol
i key o keeping democracy runming, keeping mass demos-
ratic bwenty=fArst-century society from developing an Or-
wellian madness—aathout wit or humor.

Asan previous centures, the official canon of history will
apain make women visible, except 1n decorative ways,
Margaret Mead did groundbreakimyg research oo Samoa, yet
e Mew York Times front-page obituary a few years ago fele
it correct to promumently note thae “although she was never
1 screntsil, nevertheless. . Ths would never have been said
about a man who achieved what she achieved. Simone de
Beauvorr mused from ome o dme about whether “the
canans’” would have seen her or accepted her of she weren®
alzmed with Jean Paul Sarmre.

When the BBC and other worldeads networks sum up
our eri in ther end-of-the-century programmang, will n
cluding women mean only showing the reels of the suff
fragetees over and over, valuable as these are? Perhaps
wiomen need to bu:.' thetr own stations or te control pr
gramuning for hall the hours of the day and create our oam
“canon” Then perhaps our women thinkers and authors
will be remembened for more than wearing high heels ag an

.J..! VAl ||_-q_'|,| AEL. +

Stere Hire's measr secever booles are Hie ]1-.q.'|.1l.ll:l on the F':|r||;|'\:.':
Eroticism and Powsr Berween Parenes amd Children :l"'hi‘-l_l
ard Hite Report on the Family: Growing L'p Under Patri-
archy (1995,
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A strong feminist voice that's reason
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Here is top-notch journalism with eye-opening
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