wo/Daw fop 11th Jane, 1981.

The Bditor,
"The Times™,

New Prioting Hosae Squara,
200, Gray's Tan Rosdy
Loaden, WC1X 3BZ.

Dear Sivy

Dord Fugeni's frantic delermination to met the Indenent Nispiays (Contrsl)
Bill through Parliauent has obvicusly Llinded him to its serious flaws. These
were pointed sut when wo had a mecting with lire Tim Saimabury He¥e, the Bill's
#pongor on Uik Pebruarye. Tho National Campaign for the Roform of the Ohscene
Publications Acts was significantly missing from the list of interested organ—
izationsa in Sarah Segrue's article "Gettias at tha peeple behind tho sex trade
("The Times" 10th June).

&

Although we agree that there should be limited control over publis display,
we certainly oppese this Bill as presently drafied and made that very clear to
liry Sainsburys Like Lord Houghton, we deplore the ofmisaion of eny legal defin-
ition of "indecent", although theweme wachuggested was mmch more specifie than
his, At Mp, Sainsbury's invitation we submitted this to the Houee of Commons
Standing Committee but it was rejected. Admittedly it is somewhat long, but we
mointein it covered precisely the kind of public display the Bill is aimed at,
for esemple depictions by any means of actual sexnal intercourse, erect penises,
open vagines and so on. To leave the wording deliberately vague and its inter-
pretation to subjective, idicsyncretic magisterial or judgemental decisions in
the Courts, is not only bad law, but alsc both irrespansible and daagerous.
This, coupled with the Dill's otiwer very serieus Jefeci, lhe c#uiseicn of any
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safeguard ageinst cranky or vexatious private prosecations by the requiremeant of
the Director of Public Prosecutions's consent before a case can be proceeded
With, will create a field day for the fanatics from the "Puritan Brigade".

lre Seinsbury has gold us that the Staending Committee decided it was ripht
to retain the right to bring a private prosecution under the Pill because "there
was insufficient justification for removing what is held by many 42 be an inporte
ant comstitutional right". Perhaps hewpighérefore, he might like to introduce a
Bill which wonld allew this "important constitutisnal right" to apply elsewhere
in law, When I wanted to briang a private prosccution against Mra. lary Whitekouse
for wasting police time, in comnection with "The Romans in britain® fiasco, under
the Criminal Law Aet of 1967, I wae prevemted from doing so because uvnder that
Aet the D.P,Po's coneent is required and it was refused.

Yours sincerely,

David Webb,
drganiser,

National Cozpnion for the Reform of ihe Obscene Publications dete




