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Dear Mr Webb

~ I have been askea@ to reply to your letters of G and 9 SEptemver—to the Home
Secretary about the law on obscene publications and the proposed film on the
life of Christ. I am sorry you have not received an earlier reply.

The Home Secretary is conscious of concern about some aspects of the law on
obscenity and will keep the matter under review. But he has no present plans
for legislation designed to reform the general basis of the lawp. In view of
your reference to the previous Home Secretary's statement on this subject, it
may be helpful if I enclose a copy of the relevant extract from Hansard which
makes clear what Mr Jenkins actually said.

As for the proposed film on Christ, the Home Secretary has noted the views you
express. If the proposed making of the film results in the commission of any
criminal offence it will be for the prosecuting authorities (eg the police) to
decide what action should be taken,

Yours sincerely




Oral Answers

ORAL ANSWERS TO
QUESTIONS

/Y HOME DEPARTMENT
Obscene Publications Act 1959

1. Mr. Carlisle asked the Secretary of
State for the Home Department whether
he will institute a review into the working
of the Obscene Publications Act 1959.-

16. Mr. Michael McMial-Wilson asked
the © -retarv of State for the Home
Depu. .aent whetber he will amend the
Obscene Publications Act 1959 with a
view to redefining obscenity.

The Secretary of State for the Home
Department (Mr. Roy Jenkins): 1 bavs
no plans for immediate special legisia-
tion. but T am foilowing the current pub-
lic debate closely and I understand some
of the concern. Where there is a flux
and a conflict of standards, which is no
doubt refiecied in difierent jury verdicts,
I am not convinced that there is any
simple. workable and accepiable changs
in the law which would resolve the prob-
lem. However, I would not for a moment
claim that the present law is perfect, and
I shall keep the matter under review.
But it is rarely wise to react immediately
to a particular case.

Mr. Carlisie: I fully accept the real
difi vy which exists in ameading the
law ot obscenity. When we were mn
Government we looked at the gquestion
in the context of our Bill on indecen
display.
tary pow accepts that the trend of recent
dacisions in the courts shows that the Act
is not working and that unless Parlia-
ment is prepared to tackle again both the
question of the defiition of obscenity
and the defence of the public good, we
shall face a situation in which standards
will rapidly decline. We are creating 2
climate iz which practically anything
EOCS —— ; :

Mr. Speakers Order. When an bon.
Member is invited to ask a supplementary
question, I hope that he will ask only or=.

Mr. Carlisle : I apologise, Mr. Speaker.

i end by asking the Home Secretary
whether he accepts that this is a matter
of concern to many people.
46
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Alr. Jenkins : T accept that it is a matrer
of concern. Strong views are held in
differing ways. 1 endeavoured to indicate
to the hon. and learned Member for Run-
commn (Mr. Carlisle) that I do not treat the
metter lightly or dismiss any practical
solution, but I remain unconvinced in this
respect. There have been conpflicting
decisions recently. They seem to turm
more on jury decisions than on what
judces indicate, and it is therefore an
filusion to think that a simple change in
th= law would solve the problem.

Sir. Sionebonse: Has my right hom.
Friend’s attention been drawn to cases in
which acquittals have been cobtained on
charges under this Act by unanimous
vzrdicts of juries, yet the Director of Pub-
lic Prosscutions has reinstituted charges
not enly 2 second but 2 third time, as in
the Lindsey case? Will he do something
ebout this practice, which is bringing the
law into disrepute?

Me. Jenkins ¢« My right hon. Friend will
be aware that I am not responsible for the
Director of Public Prosecutions. It would
not be right for me to issue pronounce-
ments on that subject. I am not sure
whether the Director has acted exactly in
the way described by my right hon.
Friend, but 1 have no doubt that the
Attorney-General will take note of what
he said. .

Mz, McNair-Wilson ¢ Even if the Home
Secretary is not prepared to amend the
dsfinition of obscenity in the Act, is he
awere that there is a case for banning
matedal that encourages the concept of
sexual acts between human beings and-
chilfran and betwaen human beings and
animals, and sado-masochism?

r. Jenkins: T have no doubt that
thers are matters of this sort which nearly
evemone would regard as objectionable,
&5 doss the hon. Member. It is not easy
o daw these frontiers on the basis of
catesories, and I suspect that there
would be great difficulties in attempting
tw do so. ‘ 0 ®

Mr, Alison: We welcome the helpful -

=nd constructive reaction of the Home
Secretary to the Questions and to the mis-
givings expressed by the public. We also
wwelcome his willingness to look seriously
2t afieged shortcomings in the Act. Will
B= s0 further and undertake to give
sympathetic consideration to receiving an
eps ; : ”
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all-party deputation. which could elabeo- -
rat= soms of the difficulties
experienced over the
working? :

Mr., Jenkins: I would always receive :
an all-party deputation on this subject— -
or any depulation consisting of a sub- .
stantia] pumber of hon. Members. I :

would listen to what they had to say. The ¢

hqp. Member for Barkston Ash (Mr. :
Alison), in asscciation with some of his :

hon. and rizht hon. Friends, has been = |

doing some work on this matter, [
believa, and pernaps he would Lks to -
talk to me when he has the results of that =
work.

Mr. Edward Garduer: However for- *
midable the difficuities of drafting a satis- :
factary legal d=finition of obscenity, those -
difficulties do not exist to the same extent :
in the case of public advertisements and -
indecent display. Will the Home Secre- !
tarv show a little more concern for the :
anxieties of a growing number of people :
who find it wholly objectionable to have :
this kind of lewd material thrust upn =
their attention in our towns and citics, :
and think pgain about introducing iigise -
lation on the lines of the Cinematograpn t
and Indecent Displays Bill, which the jast =

Conservative Government tried to brny - ¢

forward?

Mr. Jenkins: I have always made it ¢
clear that I do not regard the same cons :
sideration as applving to the obtrusion of
matters of this sort as they do to cther
matters of censorship and what pecpis:
read privately.
previous Government brought feiward -
their Bill-with good mications, Gut TG
not stand up as a piece of legislation.

o

being =
way the Act i =
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I have no doubt that the : |



