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April 10, 2001

We are American writers, scholars, entertainers, and citizens of the United States.

We have read about the attempts to prohibit publication of Alicc Randall’s parody, The
Wind Done Gone.

We understand that a factor for the Court:to consider in deciding whether to allow or
prohibit publication is “the public interest.” We respectfully submit this document for the
purpose of offering the Court a perspective that might not be addresscd in the legal briefs
which have been filed.

Precisely because of the press coverage of this lawsuit and because of the prominence of
Gone with the Wind in American culture, we believe that prohibiting the publication of
Alice Randall’s book would not be in the public interest.

As the Chicago Tribune wrote in its coverage of this lawsuit, “Even more, [the case]
thrcatens to open old scars for U.S. blacks. For 65 years, African-Americans have chafed
at the stereotypical representations . . . in Mitchell’s perennial best seller. . . . Now the
book [ind Done Gone), which has been endorsed by such major African-American
voices as Ismael Reed and Claude Brown, may never reach the stores.”

The discussion of the painful legacy of slavery is ongoing among American citizens
across the nation. Because of the extraordinary popularity of Gone with the Wind and its
unique mythic status, Mitchell’s novel has become a prime source of knowledge about
plantation life for much of mainstream America. Now is the time for the American
public to hear another perspective on this legend.

We feel it is urgent for the public to engage in a full discussion of the important issues
raised by Ms. Randall’s satiric commentary on the characters and events that have
become so well known through the vehicle of Gone with the Wind.
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April 10, 2001

We are American writers, scholars, entertainers, and citizens of the United States.

We have read about the anempts to prohibit publication of Alice Randall's purody, /e
Wind Done Gione,

We understand that a factor for the Court 1o consider in deciding whether to allow or
prohibit publication is “the public interest.” We respectfully submit this document for the
purpose of offcring the Court a perspective that might not be addressed in he lepal briefs
which have been filed. '

Precisely because of the press coverage of this lawsuit and because of the promincnce of
Gone with the Wind in Amcrican culture, we believe that prohibiting the publication of
Alice Randall’s book would not be in the public intercst.

As the Chicago Tribune wrote in its coverage of this lawsuit, “Even more, [the case|
threatens to open old scars for U.S. blacks. For 65 years, African-Americans have chaled
at the stereotypical representations . . . in Mitchell's perennial best seller. . . . Now the
book { Wird Deme Gone), which hay been endorsed by such major African-American
voices a3 Ismacl Reed and Claudc Brown, may never reach the stores.”

The discussion of the paintul legacy of slavery is ongoing among American citizens
across the nation. Because of the extraordinary popularity of Gone with the Wind and its
unique mythic status, Mitchell’s novel has become a prime source of knowledge about
plantation lifc for much of inainstrcam America. Now is the time for the American
public o hear another perspective on this legend.

We foel it is urgent for the public to engage in a full discussion of the important issues

raiscd by Ms, Randalf’s satiric commentary on the characters and events that have
become so well known through the vebicle of Gone with the Wind.

Signod,_ Chban Dbt o -
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April 1€, 2001

We are American writers, scholars, entertainers, and citizens of the United States.

We have read about the attempts to prohibit publication of Alice Randall’s parody, The
Wind Done Gone.

We understand that'a factor for the Court to consider in deciding whether to allow or
prohibit publication is “the public interest.” We respectfully submit this document for the

purposc of offering the Court a perspective that might not be addressed in the legal briefs
which have been filed.

Precisely because of the press coverage of this lawsuit and because of the prominence of
Gone with the Wind in American culture, we believe that prohibiting the publication of
Alice Randall’s book would not be in the public interest.

As the Chicago Tribune wrote in its coverage of this lawsuit, “Even more, [the case]
threatesis to open old scars for U.S. blacks. For 65 years, African-Americans have chafed
at the stereotypical representations . . . in Mitchell’s perennial best seller. . . . Now the
book [¥ind Done Gone}, which has been endorsed by such major African-American
voices as Ismael Reed and Claude Brown, may never reach the stores.”

The discussion of the painful legacy of slavery is ongoing among American citizens
across the nation. Because of the extraordinary popularity of Gone with the Wind and its
unique mythic status, Mitchell’s novel has become a prime source of knowledge about
plantation life for much of mainstream America. Now is the time for the American
public to hear another perspective on this legend.

We feel it is urgent for the public to engage in a full discussion of the important issues
raised by Ms. Randall’s satiric commentary on the characters and events that have
become so well known through the vehicle of Gone with the Wind..

Signd: %‘%ﬁlo DL
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April 10, 2001

We are. American writers, scholars, entertainers, ind citizens of the United States

W have read about the attempts 1o prohibit publication of Alice Randall’s parody, 7he
Wind Done Gone,

Weamderstand that a factor for the Court to consider in deciding whether to allow oy
prohihit publication is “the public interest.” We respectfully submit this document for the
prrpose of offering the Court a perspective that might not be addresscd in the lepal briefs
which have been filed.

Precisely because of the press coverage of (his Jawsuit and becausce of the prominence of
Claeievetth the Wind m American eolture, we believe that prombiting the publication of
Alice Randall’s book would not be in the public interest.

A the Chicago Tribune wrote in its coverage of this Jawsuit, “liven more, [the case)
thieatens 1o open old scars for U.S. blacks. Joor 65 years, African-Amenicans have chafed
at the stercotypical representations . in Mitchell’s perennial best seller. .. . Now the
book | Mind Done Gone), which has boen endorsed by such major African-American
voices as lsmael Reed and Claude B3rown, may never rcach the stores.”

The discussion of the painful legacy of slavery 1s ongoing among, American citizens
across the nation. 13ecause of the extraordinary popularity of Gone with the Wind and ns’
unigue mythic status, Mitchell’s novel has become a prime source of knowledge ahout
plantation Yife for much of mainstrcam America. Now is the time for the American
public 1o hear another perspective on this legend.

W feel it s urgent for the public to engage in a full discussion of the important Jssues

yaised by Ms, Randall’s satiric commentary on the characters and events that have
become so well known through the vebicle of Gone with the Wind.
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Apnl 10, 2001

We are American writers, scholars, entertainers, and cilizens of the United Stntes.

We have read about the anempts to prohibit publication of Alice Randall’s parodly, ke
Wind Dene Gone.

We uaderstand that a factor for the Court to consider in deciding whether (o allow or
prohiait publication is “the public interest.™ We respectfully submit this document for the
purpesc of offering the Court a perspective that might not be addressed in the Jegal briefs
which have been filed. .

Precisely because af the press coverage of this lawsuit and because of the prominence of
Gone with the Wind in Amcrican culture, we belicve that prohibiting the publication of
Alice Randall’s book would not be in the public intceest. 3

As the Chicago Tribune wrote in its coverage of this lawsuit, “Even more, [the case]
threatens to open old scars for U.S. blacks. For 65 years. African-Amcricans bave chafed
at the stereotypical rcpresentations . . . in Mitchell’s perennial best seller. . . : Now the
book | Wind Done Gone), which has been endorsed by such major African-Amcrican
voices as Ishmazl Reext and Claude Brown, may ncver reach the stores.”

The viscussion of the painful legacy of slavery is ongoing among American citizens
across the nation. Becausc of the extraordinary popularity of Gane with the Wind and its
unique mythic status, Mitchell's novel has become a prime source of knowledge about
plantation life for much of mainsiream Amcrica. Now is the time for the American
public to hear another perspective on this legend. :

We feel 1tix urgent tor the public to engage in a full discussion of the important issues
raised by Ms. Randall’s satiric commentary on the churucters wind events tha have
becorne so well known through the vehicle of Gone with the Wind.
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Aptil 10, 2001

W are American writers, scholars, entertainers, and citizens ol the United States.

We have read about the attempts to prohibit publication of Alice Randall’s paredy, The
Wind Dane Gone.

We understand that a factor for the Cowrt to consider in deciding whether to allow or
prohibit publication is “the public ioterest.” We respectfully submit this documegt for the
purpose of offering the Court a perspective that might not be addressed in the legal briefs
which have been filed.

Precisely because of the press coverage of this lawsuit and because of the prominence of
Gone with the Wind in American culture, we believe that prohibiting the publication of
Alice Rundall’s book would not be in the public interest.

As the Chicago Tribune wrote in its coverage of this lawsuit, “Even more, [the case]
threatens to open old scars for 11.S. blacks. For 65 years, African-Americans have chafed
at the stereorypical representations . . . in Mitchell's perennial best seller. . . . Now the
baok [Wind Dore Gone), which has been endorsed by such major African-American
voices as [smael Reed and Claude Brown, may never reach the stores.”

The discussion of the paintul lcgacy of slavery is ongoing among American citizens
across the nation. Because of the exwaordinary popularity of Gone with the Wind and its
upique mythic status, Mitchell’s novel has become a prime source of knowledge about
plantation life for much of mainstreamn America. Now is the time for the American

public to hear another perspective on this legend.

We [ee] itis urgent for the public to engage in « full discussion of the important issues
raised by M3s. Randall’s satiric commentary on the characters and events that have
become so well known through the vehicle of Gone with the Wind.

Signed:__ % sl %

Name: /Vﬁ'o«a/ J: I T*
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April 10, 2001

We are American writcrs, scholary, entertainers. and citizens of the United States.

We have read about the attcrmnpts to prohibit publication of Alice Randall’s parody, 7he
Wind Done Gone.

We understand that a factor for the Court to consider in deciding whether w alfow ot
prohibit publication is “the public intcrest.™ We rexpectfully submit this document for the
purposc of offering the Court a perspective that might not be addressed in the legal briels
which havc been filed.

Precisely becausc of the press coverage of this lawsuit and becuuse of the promigence of
Gone with the Wind in American culture. we believe that prohibating the publication of
Alice Randall’s book would not be in the public interest.

As the Chicage 1ribune wrotc in its coverage of this lawsuit, “Even more, [the case]
threateus to open old scars for U.S. blacks. For 65 ycars, African-Americans have chafed
at the stercotypical representations . . . in Mitchell's perennial best seller. . . . Now the
book [ Wind Done (rone), which has been endorsed by such major African-Amcrican
voices as Ishmaei Reed and Claude Brown, may never reach the stores,”

The discussion of the painful logacy of slavery is ongoing among American cilizens
across the nation. Because of the extraordinary populurity of Gone with the Wind and its
unique mythic status, Mitchell’s novel has become a prime source of knowledge about
plantation lifc for much of mainstrearn Americs. Now is the time for the American
public o hear another perspective on this legend.

We feel it is urgent for the public to cngage in a full discussion of the important issues

raised by Ms. Randall's satiric commentary on the characters and events that have
become so well known through the vehicle of Gone with the Wind.
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Apnl 11), 2001

We arc Amenican wnlers, scholars, cntertainers, and citizens of the United States.

We have read about the attempts to prohibit publication of Alice Randall’s parody, The
wind Done Gane.

We understund that a fsctor for the Count to counsider in deciding whether to allow or
prohibit publication is “the public interest.” We respectfully submit this document for the
purposc of offcring the Court a perspective that might not be addressed in the legal briefs
which have been lilcd.

Precisely becausc of the press coveruge of this lawsuit aad because of the prommence of
Gone with the Wind in Americuan culture, we believe that prohibiting the publication of
Alice Randall’s book would not be in the public interest.

As the Chicugo Tribune wrote in its coverage of this lawsuit, “Even morc, {the case]}
threatens to open old scars for U.S. blacks. or 65 ycars, African-Americans have chafed
at the stereotypical representations . . . in Mitchell's perennial best seller. . . . Now the
book [Wind Done Gone), which has been endorsed by such major African-Amgcrican
voices as Ismael Reed and Claude Brown, may never reach the storcs.”

The discussion of the painful fegacy of sluvery is ongoing amony Amcrican citizens.
across the nation. Because of the extraordinary popularity of Gone wirh the Wind and its
unique mythic status, Mitehell's novel has become a prime source of knowledge about
pluntation life for much of mainstream Amcrica. Now is the time for the American
public to hear another perspective on this Jegend.

We feel it is vrgent for the public to engage in a full discussion of the imporiant issues
raised by Ms. Randall’s satinc commentary on the characters and events that have
become so well known through the vehicle of Gone with the Wind.

Signed:_ /Qg;d’ ((/ / é (/éﬂ A
Name: DBEN H. TBAEDIKIAY
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April 10, 2001
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We are Amenican writers, scholars, entertainers, Eand citizens of the United States.

|
We have read about the attempts to prohibit pub*icau'on of Alice Randall’s parody, The
Wind Done Gone. |

We understand that a factor for the Court to comndcr in deciding whether to allow or
prohibit publication is “the public interest.” We rcspectfully submut this document for the
purpose of offering the Court a perspective that might not be addressed in the legal briefs
which have been filed. ;

Precisely because of the press coverage of this la,wsmt and because of the prominence of
Gone with the Wind 1n American culture, we beheve that prohibiting the publication of
Alice Randall’s book would not be in the public l\merest

As the Chicago Tribune wrote in its coverage otJ,this lawsuit, “Even more, [the case]
threatens to open old scars for U.S. blacks. For 65 years, African-Americans have chafed
at the stereotypical representations . . . in Mitchéll’s perennial best seller. . . . Now the
book [Wind Done Gone], which has been endorst by such major African-American
voices as Ismael Reed and Claude Brown, may never reach the stores.”

The discussion of the painful legacy of slavery 1 is ONgoIng among Amencan citizens
across the nation. Because of the extraordinary populamy of Gone with the Wind and its
unique mythic status, Mitchell’s novel has become a prime source of knowledge about
plantation life for much of mainstream Amenca. Now 1s the time for the American
public to hear another perspective on this legend]

We feel it is urgent for the public to engage in a Full discussion of the important issues
raised by Ms. Randall’s satiric commentary on the characters and events that have
become so well known through the vehicle of Gone with the Wind.

|

|

. .
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April 10, 2001 |

We are Amcj-ican writers, scholars, catertainers, and citizmil of the United States.

Wc¢ have re‘u;; about the attcmpts to prohibit publication of Al.licc Randull’s parody, The
Wind Done ¢ une

We underskmd that a factor for the Court to consider in deuﬁlmg whether 0 allow or
prohibit pubhcatnon is “the public interest.™ We respectfully|submit this document for the

purpose of ofyfcrmg the Court a perspective that might not be|addressed in the legal briefs

which have Btm filed.

Preciscly because of the press coverage of this Jawsuit and bécause of the prominence of
Gone with thé Wind in American culture, we belicve that prohibiting the publication of
Alice Randall’s book would not be in the public intcrest.

As the Chica o 17 ibune wrole in its coverage of this lawsuit,|“Even more, [the case]
threatens to open old scars for U.S. blacks. For 65 years, Alrican-Americans have chafed
atthe blert:()lipltdl representations . . . in Mitchell’s perennial best seller. . . . Now the

book [Wind Done¢ Gone), which has becn cndorsed by such n{ajor A(‘ricm—A.merican
voices as Ishimael Reed and Claude Brown, may never reach The stores.”

The discussiop of the painful legacy of slavery is ongoing amt;xg American citizens
across the nation, Because of the extraordinary popularity of\Gone with the Wind ang its
unique mythicii status, Mitchell’s novel has become a prime sdurce of knowledge about
plantation lifajfor much of mainstrcam America. Now is the Jime for the American
public to hearianother perspective on this Icgend. |

We leel it is u%ent for the public to cngaye in a full discussion of the important issucs

raised by Ms. Randall’s satiric commentary on the characters and events thal have
become so well known through the vehicle of Gone with the Wind.

|
|
|
|
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Addrev, Dé?ﬁtméw oc poLlT‘Cﬂ(L &

fpck




94-19-2001 B7:43AM  FROM 'lochschild San Francisce T0 16173511166 P.91

April 10, 2001

We are American writers, scholars, entertainers, and citizens of the United States.

We have read about the attempts to prohibit publication of Alice Randall’s parody, The
Wind Done Gone.

We understand that a factor for the Court to consider in deciding whether to allow or
prohibit publication is “the public interest.” We respectfully submit this document for the
purpose of offering the Court a perspective that might not be addressed in the legal briefs
which have been filed.

Precisely because of the press coverage of this lawsuit and because of the prominence of
Gone with the Wind in American culture, we believe that prohibiting the publication of
Alice Randall’s book would not be in the public interest.

As the Chicago Tribune wrote in its coverage of this lawsuit, “Even more, [the case]
threatens to open old scars for U.S. blacks. For 65 years, African-Americans have chafed
at the stereotypical representations . . . in Mitchell’s perennial best seller. . . . Now the
book [Wind Done Gone], which has been endorsed by such major African-American
voices as Ismael Reed and Claude Brown, may never reach the stores.”

The discussion of the painful legacy of slavery is ongoing among American citizens
across the nation. Because of the extraordinary popularity of Gone with the Wind and its
unique mythic status, Mitchell’s novel has become a prime source of knowledge about
plantation life for much of mainstream America. Now is the time for the American
public to hear another perspective on this legend.

We feel it is urgent for the public to engage in a full discussion of the important tssues

raised by Ms. Randall’s satiric commentary on the characters and events that have
become so well known through the vehicle of Gone with the Wind.

s, (100 Honles ]
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April 10, 2001

We are American writers, scholars, entertainers, and citizeps of the United States.

We have read about the attempts to prohibit publication of Alice Randall’s parody, 7he
Wind Done Gone.

We understand that a factor for the Court to consider in deciding whether to allow or
prohibit publication is “the public interest.” We respectfully submit this document for the
purpose of offering the Court a perspective that might not be addressed in the legal briefs
which bave been filed

Precisely because of the press coverage of this lawsuit and because of the prominence of
Gone with the Wind in American culture, we believe that prohibiting the publication of
Alice Randall’s book would not be in the public interest.

As the Chicago Tribune wrote in its coverage of this lawsuit, “Even more, [the case]
threatens to open old scars for U.S. blacks. For 65 years, African-Americans have chafed
at the stereotypical representations . . . in Mitchell’s perennial best seller. . . . Now the
book [Wind Done Gone], which has been endorsed by such major African-American
voices as Ismael Reed and Claude Brown, may never reach the stores.”

The discussion of the painful legacy of slavery is ongoing among American citizens
across the nation. Because of the extraordinary popularity of Gone with the Wind and its
unique mythic status, Mitchell’s novel has become a prime source of knowledge about
plantation life for much of mainstream America. Now is the time for the American
public to hear another perspective on this legend.

We feel it is urgent for the public to engage in a full discussion of the important issues
raised by Ms. Randall’s satiric commentary on the characters and events that have
become so well known through the vehicle of Gone with the Wind.
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April 10, 2001

We arc American writers, scholars, entertainers, and citizens of the Unitcd Statcs.

We have read about the attempts to prohibit publicaticn of Alice Randall’s parody, The
Wind Done Gone.

We understand that a factor for the Court to consider in deciding whcether 10 allow or
prohibit publication is “the public interest.” We respectfully submit this document for the
purpose of offering the Court a perspective that might not be addresscd in the legal briels
which have been filed.

Preciscly because of the press coverage of this lawsuit and because of the prominence of
Gione with the Wind in American culture, we belicve that prohibiting the publication of
Alice Randall’s book would not be in the public interest.

As the Chicago Tribune wrote in its coverage of this lawsuit, “Even morc, [the casce]
threatens to open old scars for U.S. blacks. For 65 years, African-Americans have chafed
at the stereolypical representations . . . in Mitchell’s percnnial best seller. . . . Now the
book [Wind Dune Gone], which has been endorsed by such major Afnican-American
voices as Ismael Reed and Claude Brown, may never reach the storcs.”

The discussion of the painful legacy of slavery is ongoing among Amcrican citizens
across the nation. Because of the extraordinary popularity of Gone with the Wind and s
uniquc mythic status, Mitchell’s novel has beecome a prime source of knowledge about
plantation lifc for much of mainstream Amcrica. Now is the time for the Amcrican

public to hear another perspective on this legend.
We feel it is urgent for the public to engage in a {ull discussion of the important issues

raiscd by Ms. Randall’s satiric commentary on the characters and events that have
become so well known through the vehicle of Gone with the Wind.

Signedj\'\ SRTANA A

Name: A % - chbt 1404
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April 10, 2001

We arc Amermean writers, scholars, entertainers, and-eiivens ofthe-Huited-Stules.

We have read about the atlempts to prohibil publication of Alice Randall’s parody, The
Wind Done Gone.

We understand that a factor for the Court (o consider in deciding whether (o allow or
prohibit publication is “the publi¢ interest.” We respectfully subrmit this document for the
purposc of offering the Court a perspcclive that might not be addressed in the Iegal bricks
which have been filed.

Precisely because of the press coverage of this lawsuit and because of the prominence of
Gaone with the Wind in American culture, we believe that prohibiting the publication of
Alhice Randall’s book would not be in the public interest.

As the Chicago Tribune wrole in its coverage of this lawsuit, “Even more, [the case)
threatens o open old scars for U.S. blacks. For 65 years, African-Americans have chafed
at the stereotypical representations . . . in Mitchell’s perennial best seller. . . . Now the
book | Wind Done Gone), which has been endorsed by such major African-American
voices as [shmael! Reed and Claude Brown, may never reach the stores.”

The discussion of the painful legacy ol slavery is ongoing among American citizens
across the nation. Because of the extraordinary popularity of Gone with the Wind and its
unique mythic status, Mitchell's novel has become a prime sourcc of knowledge about
plantation life for much of mainstream America. Now is the ime for the Amcrican
public to hear another perspective on this legend.

We feel it is vrgent for the public to engage in a full discussion of the impontant issues

raised by Ms. Randall's satiric commentary on the characters and cvents that have
become so well known through the vehicle of Gone with the Wind.

Signe’ —

Name: L vrdda W oAr Raan

Address:  F \“*\B/Q'* PM}LW/
Tawto, O\ MRS




FROM :

NICK KOTZ

11 2001 12:58PM P1

F.2

FAX NO. @ 7833852868 Apr.

K 17~ RE/AZO2
AT Aen 19oler

April 10, 200}

We are Amceican writers., seliotars, entertainers, and citizens of the United States.

We have read zbout the attempts 1o prohibit publication of Alice Randall's parody. The
Wind Pone Gone.

We undmt.:nd that a Tactor for the Court 1 consider in deciding whather (o allow or
prohibit pubhcanon is “the pudlic intcrest.” We respectfully submil this document for the
purpose of oflering the Courl u perspective that might pot be addressod in the tegal briefs

which have been filed. .

Procisely because of the press coverage of this iawsuit and bocause of the proasinence of”
Gaone wiih the Wind in American cultuse, wo béligve that prohibiting ihe publication of
Alicc Randall’s bock would not he in the public intcrest.

AS W Chicugo Tribune wrole in i coverage of this lawsuu “Bven more, {tho case]
threatens to open ald scars for .S, blacks. For £ yeurs, African-Americans have chafed
a1 the sterootypical representations . . . in Mitchell’s perenntal best seller . .. Now the
book [#ind Done Gone}, which has been endorsed by such major Ai‘ricun-Amefican
voices as Tsmuol Reed and Claude Brown, may ncver reach Lhe stores.™

The discussion of the painful legacy 0f glavery is Ongoing among American Cilizens _
across the nationy. Because of the oxtraordinary popularity of Gone witi the Wind and its

 unique mythic status, Mitchell’s novel has becomes a prime source of knowledge about

plantatior, lifc for much of muinsiream America, Now is the fime for the American
public to hear another perspactive on this legend.

We feal itis urgent for the public 10 engage in a ful} discussion of the important issues’

raised by Ms. Randall’s satiric commentary on the characters and cvents thut have
become 80 well known through the vehicle of Gone wich the Wind.
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April 10, 2001

‘We are American writers, scholars, entertainers, and citizens of the United States.

We have read about the attempts to prohibit publication of Alicc Randall's parody, The
Wind Done Gone.

We understand that a factor for the Court to consider in deciding whether to allow or
prohibit publication is “the public interest.” We respectfully submit this document for the
purpose of offering the Court 8 perspective that might not be addressed in the legal briefs
which have been filed.

Preciscly because of the press coverage of this lawsuit and because of the prominence of’
(Gone with the Wind in American culture, we believe that prohibiting the publication of
Alice Randall's book would not be in the public interest.

As the Chicago Tribune wrotc in its coverage of this lawsuit, “Even more, {the case)
threatens to open old scars for U.S. blacks. For 65 ycars, African-Amcericans have chaled
at the stereotypical representations . . . in Mitchell's perennial best seller. . .. Now the
baok | Wind Dune Gane], which has been endorsed by such major Afmcan-American
voices as Ishmael Reed and Claude Brown, may ncver reach the stores.”

The discussion of the painful legacy of slavery is ongoing among Amcrican citizens
across the nation. Because of the extraordinary popularity of Gone with the Wind and its
unique mythic status, Mitchell’s novel has become a prime source of knowledge about
plantation life for much of mainstream America. Now s the time for the American
public (o hear another perspective on this {egend.

We feel itis urgent for the public to cngage in a full discussion of the important issucs

raised by Ms. Randall's satinc commentary on he characters and events that have
become so well known through the vehiclc of Gone with the Wind.

Signed:

Name: s reMAEL KREYLIOG

Address: DEPT. oFf ENGCLISH
VAOPERBILT VLIWERSITY
PASHUILLE, TR BT133S

P.81-01
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We arc American wniters, scholars, cntertainers, and citizens of the United States.

W have read about the attempts to prohibit publication of Alice Randall’s parody, The
Wind Done Gone.

We understand that a factor for the Court to consider in deeiding whother to ullow or
prohibit publication is “the public interest.” We respect{ully submit this document for the
purposc of offering the Court a perspective thal might not be addressed in the legal briefs
which have been fifed.

Precisely because of the press coverage of this lawsuit and becausc of the prominence of
Gone with the Wind im American culture, we belicve that prohihiting the publication of
Alice Randall's book would not be in the public mterest.

As the Chicugo 1rthune wrote in its coverage of this Jawsuit, “Even more, [the casc)
thyeatens to open old scars for U.S. blacks. For 65 ycars, African- Americuns havo chafed
al the stercotypical representations . . . in Mitchell’s percnnial best seller. . . . Now the
hook [Wind IDonc (Gone], which has been cndorsed by such major African-American
voices as Ismael Reed and Claude Brown, may never reach the stores.”

The discussion of the painful lcgacy of slavery is ongoing among Anicfican citizens
across the nation. Because of the cxtraordinary popularity of Gone with the Wind and its
unique mythic status, Mitchell’s novel has become a pnme source of knowledge about
plantation life for much of mainstrcam America. Now is the timc for the American
public to hear another perspective on this legend.

We feel it is urgent for the public to engage in a full discussion of the important issues
raiscd by Ms. Randali’s satiric commentary on the characters and events that have
become s0 well known through the vehicle of Gone with the Wind.

.Signodbxs-x.b—, \.

Name:Lucius T. Outlaw, Jr., Ph.D.
African American Studies/Philosophy

Address: Box 1516, Station B
Vanderbilt University
Nashville, TN 37235
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April 10, 2001

We are American writers, scholars, entertainers, and citizens of the United States.

We have read about the attempts to prohibit publication of Alice Randall’s parody, The
Wind Done Gone.

We understand that a factor for the Court to consider in deciding whether to allow ot
prohibit publication is “the public interest.” We respectfully submit this document for the
purpose of offering the Court a perspective that might not be addressed in the legal briefs
which have been filed.

Precisely because of the press coverage of this lawsuit and because of the prominence of -
Gone with the Wind in American culture, we believe that prohibiting the publxcanon of
Alice Randall’s book would not be in the pubhc interest.

As the Chicago Tribune wrote in its coverage of this lawsuit, “Even more, [the case]
threatens to open old scars for U.S. blacks. For 65 years, African-Americans have chafed
at the stereotypical representations . . . in Mitchell’s perennial best seller. | . . Now the
book (Wind Done Gone], which has been endorsed by such major Afncan-Amencan
voices as Ishmael Reed and Claude Brown, may never reach the stores.” :

The discussion of the painful legacy of slavery is ongoing among American citizens
across the nation. Because of the extraordinary popularity of Gone with the Wind and its
unique mythic status, Mitchell’s novel has become a prime source of knowledge about
plantation life for much of mainstream America. Now is the time for the American-
public to hear another perspective on this legend.

We feel it is urgent for the public to engage in a full discussion of the important issues
raised by Ms. Randall’s satiric commentary on the characters and events that have
become so well known through the vehicle of Gone with the Wind.

AMV«Y glmpson) h.D. e

Address: 1023 Ferndale Ave. 5€
Rovitow , WA 93059

Name:

P.2



