tics don't intrude, -but the chmate of the
autside world does," he says, “That can
make & wrniter-more significant than he oth-
erwise would be Our political béliefs or
preyjudices may function somewhere at the
subconscious level 1n determuning our
choice But most writers are morally com-
mutted people. Certainly it would be diffi-
cult for a raw fascist, regardless of talent, to
get the pnze ™ Having smd that, he does
admut that 1t 15 extremely unlikely that the
pnze will ever go to n writer from the same
country twice running So for reasons like
that, which have httle to do with hterary
skill, it 1s virtually certain that Czech-born
novefist Mifan Kundera will not get the
1985 prize since Seifert won last year.

Toothpaste’: Gyllensten defends the
choice of “difficult™ minority-mterest writ-
ers on the ground that “all too often authors
are sold like toothpaste in the international
supermarkets of literature.” Gerard Bon-
nicr, 68, a leading Swedish publisher, be-
licves that the Academy “does quite well.”
1 feel positive about the choices,” he says.
“It's good to give the prizé to complicated
writers occasionally—it makes people
aware of them." R

Few people in the literary world share
this view, “'1 often fecl that the Academy
members are always trying to impress each
ather, that there's a competition among
them to find the most obscure writer,” says
Hans-Willem Kuyl, managing director of
Stockholm’s huge bookstore, the BokAka-
demien. Whether or not that is true today, it
certainly wasn't always so, Inits carly peri-
od, the Academy's choices were staunchly
conservative—writers who may have been
famous but who rarely if ever broke new
ground 1n their works. Only from 1923 on-
ward did the Academy start awarding the
prize to “pioneers”—VYeats of [reland, TS
Eliot of Britain and Willinm Faulkner of the
United States. There were, of course, some
notable onussions, But Prof. Kjell Bsp-
mark, whois writing a book about the histo-
ry of the Nobel Prize, contends that there
are valid reasons for that Most of the works
of Kafka and Constantine Cavafy of Greece
were published posthumously, he says,

[ T

. R
ndkvist (left), Gyllensten Politics play a
1t in Academy lobbying
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Chekhov, Tolstoy and Proust: Worldwide
while Proust and Spain's Federico Garcia
Lorca died “too carly to be nominated ™
The Academy's choices may be contro-
versial, but they are not hastily made The
initsal roster of nominces usually stands at
around 400 names, from which a five-per-
son committee of the Academy selects a
short hist of five, The culling-out of unwant-
ed authors and the lobbying for favorites
begins around 4 p.m. each Thursday, when
Academy members gather o browse
through the week's new arrivals of books.
‘Then during a formal meeting and 8 dinner
they argue their respective cases,
Favorltes: They have more on their mind
than the current candidates; they often use
thesemeetings tolobby forthetr favorites for
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future awnrds, Osten Sjostrand, an Acnde-
my mentber nnd the editor of the Swedish
cultura) magnsine Artes, "discovered” Ja-
roslay Seifert about 10 years ago and began
to support him ns & worthy lsureate. One
new meaber of the Academy, Goren
Malmgvist, is & China specialist, and insid-
«rg predict that there may be some Chinese
candudates in the future As Bjorkssen says,
“Bvery member tends 1o push for candi-
dates within his or her field.”

As the fateful Thursday in Qctober
neared, speculation over this year's laureate
intensified Some msiders believe the prize
might go, for the flust time, to an African
writer-~and reported that both Nigerin'’s
Wole Soyinka and Renegal's retired Presi-
deat (and noted poct) Léapold Sl
Senghor have been on the Academy's short
list for yenrs. Neither, however, has pro-
duced an outstanding work of late

‘The other informed speculation 48 that
the prize might go o one of several South
Afiican writers The leading contender is

i Nadine Gordimer, slready short-listed in

the past, with AndséBrinkand] M Coetzee
ns outsiders, Othercontenders, nlsoon short
lists in past yeurs, are Mexico's Carlos
Fuentesand Peru’s Mario Vargas T osa, But
then, there is always the presence of Artut
Lundkvist, The prize coukd go to Cloude
Simonis « gy o8 Fen e i Ty
Lundk (0 ey 1o0. o Vo
Yiving: noo, ol
Idosoie © 1o 1 TE
safebetisthat it won'tbe Graham Greene,
EOWARTHIVLR
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