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Reville focus 
was classist 
NOW: 

We appreciate the recent publi­
city which NOW gave our book, 
Shrink Resistant, by publishing 
many excerpts from David Reville's 
journal (NOW, January 16, Febru­
ary 1.) 

However, we are not a t a ll 
pleased with NOW's exclusive 
focus on Reville. It gives the reader 
the erroneous impression that our 
anthology features or revolves 
around Reville. Your characteriza­
tion of Reville's piece as "the cen­
trepiece· of the book reinforces 
the impression. 

Your treatement of Shrink Resis­
tant was, fra nkly, elitist. Seeing 
Reville centred out this way both­
ered us because our book is an an· 
thology, a genuinely collective ef­
fort in which there are no star 
performers. 

Reville's piece just happens to be 
the longest and, of course, he is a 
very good writer, but so are most 
of the other contribute rs in our 
book. You could easily have ex­
cerpted ma terial from other firs t­
rate wri ters such as Margaret Gib­
son, lrit Shimrat and Nira 
Fleischman, but obviously you 
chose not to do so. Perhaps if these 
writers were a lso MPPs or MPs or 
other upper-midd le-class males 
who were prestigious, you would 
have done so. 

This is not the first thne we have 
found NOW classist and sexist 
This is to be expected in a tradi­
tional paper, but it is disappointing 
in an alternative paper like NOW. 

Bonnie Burstow 
Don Weitz 

Toronto 




