would be convenient if I con:
question,

The letter /cts control the publication of material which may heve the
tendency to deprave and corrupt those who are likely to see it,

But it is alsc provided that 2 person is not to be convicted even though
the materisl wes in fact obscene if on sccount of its artistic merit it was
desirsble thet it should be seen by the persons likely to see it.

Although this is a matter for the defence to raise I would not mormally
advise proceedings unless there waz & reasonable prospect that such a defence
would not succeed.

~ In this instance the exhibition though ectually open to the public was not
advertised and wes clearly intended for art studeats and the like. Such persons
therefore constituted the class of persons likely to see the pictures complained
about.

ItmtIthinkbowth-tunchllthwmanmuh
the human body and its functions than most others and are therefore rather less
likely to be depraved or corrupted by pictures dealing with such matters,

/Moreover
The Chief Constable,
Leeds City Police,

C.I.D., Police HQQQ.
Leeds, 1.



| 1N

applied for under the Obscene Publications Act, 1959.

Proceedings are not recommended under the Obscene
Publications Act, 1959, as +the exhibition appears to have
been held mainly for the Lenefit of art students, who see
works of art in a different lizht to members of the general
nublie. However, the exhibition was open to the public

who could gain admission free of charge.

2. In view of the above circumstances, I zm of the
opinion that the propoeed charzes under the Vagrancy Act,
1824, are more approprizte, and sugsest process accordingly.
The maximum penalty under the Vagrancy Act, 1824, is £25 or

three monthe' imprisonment.

5 2 Antecedents.

PARASKOS, Stassinos, is 32 years of age, born 17.10.33, a native

of Cyprus, and a married man residing with his English born wife.
He wes educated in Cyprus until he was 15 years of age and wus then
engaged firet in faming end s a printer's apprentice.  In 1956
; employment as & cook

he came to this country on his own, obtainin
in a loeal Cypriot cafe. He remained in that employment until 1959
and during this period attended the Leeds College of Art as a
part-time student. In 1959 he became a profeseional artist and

also obtained a post with the Leicester Colleze of Art as a lecturer

contd..,..

e e



life' from thom, mm,w«muqmmnm ‘hb
not -wuunmowmuumwuutmmmu

congidered in good taste.




I am, Sir,

Your obedient servant,

(szd.) David L. Hoble,

Superintendent.
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Accordingly in order

///  legal éuty in that respect T now enclose herewith thre
copies of his statesent with regurd to the pictures in

question.
I would slso observe that the whole matter is now some=
whet stale and therefore lisble to criticism in that respect.
Yours sincerely,
Maurice Crump

The Chief Constable, (MAURICE CRUMP)
Police Headquarters,

LOC‘J. le



1. Stsssinos PARASKOS
2. Erig Wilfred mm i

3. Poter D‘F??.?“Eb’?...? p???’f*'&ﬂnﬂ?lﬂt....q.syt A

(B) If charged, offences.
.noooc.cncoo-ooo-aooc.ltuooaou.oo..'ttoooo--oo.coo.tool.tol.0t.00.0o.Oo.ltlnto,'onnqoigl'._l

o-boocoo-ounco.o-.--uoun---ouaou--onooco-o-o.o'ootoQnuc-0-.-.-.-0.0lo.o.o’.lo.c.llt'l'o.o‘

(c) If not charged, any alleged offonce(s)

oge, to, view,, in, publieg, plece.. Fre. pbagene. pietvreds. .. CoRITeTY. 10, cveanane
AT 1c,' Act, 1824.

loo-l|C.'.Ql..'t00.0'l.o.‘l'..o.-.c.'u..-Q-Il.ll‘Io.".-l..uo.00.'..5...000.Dl....‘ci.l.

2 & 3. Aid & Abvet 1. in commission of this offence. Contrary to Section 39 of
Magistrates' Courts ict, 1952,

(p) Venue and, where appliceble, the remand date.

Q-..o.‘.i..l....l.l....l..l...l"'....i.l..'l.!..ll..'!.l.b.llOl.l.l'l..l."l.llll.‘...'

(E) Police reference number of case.

UUUURURURURURTS T Y20 75/ L V00 2510 - M (- PO P P R RO AR CRA SR L

(F)  Name of defending solicitor (if known) .
......-.ono-o--ouoc-A--ccoooono-..--.u--.ioconouonobolto'ou»ocoon‘o‘.;ooooool‘po,cio.o_u‘ooo_lo,,'.{g
(G) Officer in Csse, D3.723 George E. J." Leeds Oity Police. 35353.

{

“

....-o.-o---o.o.o----ooo.oa.ooooo.oo--otuoooo'coooQ-v:._.’.o-ooo'&.'.-oonooo-‘n.ol-o-.-"‘ocol--.o‘llifl'j.
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also & student at the Royal College of Art :
age of 26 years. After leavins the Royal College ol’ Art, he
obtained employment at various Art Colleges in the London arem and
hag slso practised as a professionsl artist., He served in the
Royal Artillery and Roysl Engineers, both at home and overseas
during the 1939/45 War, attaining the rank of Sergeant and being
discharged with an'exemplary character'. After his discharge
from E.M. Forceg, he continued teaching at various London art
schools and during this period painted some works for the Imperial
War Museum. He hns also exhivited many of his works at Art
Galleries all over the world. He came to Leeds in 1949 on
appointment as Head of the Design Department at the Leeds College of
Arts In 1859 he was appointed Principal of this establishment
and is still so employed, lo previous convictions recorded
against hin,

HUGHES, Peter David is 26 years of age, born :26&16&-539., a native of
Birningham, and & married man residing with his wife and three young
children. He wes educated at Grammar Schools at nm»;&on ‘and
Hull and at 19 years of age entered the Jsmes Graham Collegs of
Education for a 2 years course in hach:bag. Bcum to Leeds in
1956 end taught at Secondary Hodern Schools in Leeds and Dewsbury
until 1963, when he went to the Bradford College of Art for a

12 monthe course. In 1‘964 he was appointed as a lecturer at the

'mﬂ:ﬁﬁ(‘.&‘-mo
AT GBI xRt b




Date of Final Adjudication .........

STATE ALL OFFENCES CHARGED.
SHEW ALL OFFENCES CHARGED Al

NAME(S)

SEE DETAILS ON SEPARATE FOLDER AND RESULT SHEET

APPEALS (F ANY) :—
B |wp RESULT OF PROSECUTION BY POLICE
(M ADVISED
\/ | CASE LEFT TO POLICE Or Al ......1.3/20_4166 1260 |
NO ACTION DATE: A S |
WITHDRAWAL COURT: L.ecos "5 ks vAcRANCY Ae7 1924
ENQUIRIES MADE OFFENCES: O thes . 5B Vacean</ (7 133
COUNSEL'S OPINION OBTAINED PLEA/VERDICT: G 2 chey? =
WARNING GIVEN SENTENCE; - > T
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A 2’2! ros TS







,
f e

e
ST
w7 s i

by

25th April—12th May
1966

Yy /5 g ".
4~ 9’ f
> > L"/
< 4
ik s
- W

|
J g




pictures are by a Lecturer at the Leicester College of Art, |

Although the Exhibition was open to the public those attending f
it were principally, as was only to be expected, art students and the
like,

Not unnaturally, I feel that i1t would be absurd to have recourse
to the criminal law in a matter of this kind. It is in my view a
purely domestic one. All that the Leeds authorities have to do is
not to allow pictures of which they - or some of them = disapprove,
to be exhibited in their premises,
, I am however asked, and have to advise, whether as a matter of
law there has been a breach of the Obscene Publications Acts.
While I have formed the view that these pictures would be unlikely
to deprave and corrupt the somewhat sophisticated type of person who l
would view them, it would help me to know that in this I could rely on :
your support if necessary, :
I shall De glad if you would return the pictures in due course.
\ b, Maurice Crump |
Dr, Wilfrid Warren,
ki o

Denmark Hill,
S.Es 50 i’

——
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Arts University of Leeds.

fue following is a summary of the Judgment of the Court

Livered by the Learned Stipendiary Magistrate.

We should not convict unless satisfied beyond reasonable
coubt by the Prosecutiun that the Defendanis guilt has Deen
cztublii=heds. It scems to us that the Prosecuticen havs To
prove vwo things, firstly is it proved that either piciusc
is obscene-and if the aaswer is yes, whether or not it c.
be suaid that lae publication was for the public good as
necessary or advantageous to art. If evidence establislics
taot this is so then we accept that the Defendant would be
e.titled to an a2cquittal provided the publication does not
exceed what the public good reguires.

We accept the definition of obseenityminﬂﬂk ~V= HAlcadin
viz whether the tendancy is to degmave;pnd~corrq@t.thosa WAOEE
winds wre open to immoral influence. ﬁhé Iht@uﬁion<a£}€hac
Artist is irrelevant, aimi;at%y'ﬁhggnq:,btngrégrgiggpﬁhave'
done similar work can have no bearing on what we have Lo

consider, nor are we concerncd with the effects of our decisios
3 ; : & Avdu st i
See Secker Warbourgs

-2= il




to the
outaide the I n : :
Leeds College of Art are in possessic 0
works of art. When an exhibition of any kind is peing'l
Tnstitute, all the persons mentioned on this list are autom rtica
by letter. They were so notified on this occasion. In addition, on
this occasion, the Civic Theatre was open to members of the public during
the evening and any of these persons could easily have seen the notice on
the door of the exhibition. Enguiries reveal that the preview was held
on Friday, 22nd April, and not Saturday, 23rd April, 1966, as stated by
Paraskos when T interviewed him, and at that time all the paintings,
including the two concerned in this report vere displayed on the walls of
the room, and were deemed suitable for public exhibiftion.

The exhibvition was of paintings by an artiet named Stessinos
PARASKOS, but I wse unable to interview him at this stage &8 he was out
of the City.

I then interviewed Peter David HUGHES (known as Patrick Hughes in

the Art College), Art Lecturer, end Secretary of the Exhibition Gallery

Committee. I told him who we were and that I had examine

in the gallery end that, in my opinion, two of them werejindecent.
said, "I'd rather not make any comment. I'll take

Mr. Taylor." T then interviewed Mr. Taylor. I told him who we were

Signature (sgd.) George E. Jew, PS. 728.

Signature witnessed by ————

contdeeees










of obscene pictures at a Local Authority Art

Gallery.
In view of the local considerations involved,

I would be grateful for your assistance in this

matter.

Yours faithfully,

Assistant Chief Constable

The Director of Public Prosecuthxw
12, Buckingham Gate, t’ P. °EPr\\
LONDOH s DeWads






Chairman ;
Viscount SANDON, T.D.

House Governor and Secretary:
L H W, PAINE, M

; s th
s = -¥h v 1

sexes are not particularly erotic. cann sider 1

of these pictures are likely to deprave or corrupt young per

or even children. They might learn something of 'the facts of

life' from them, but they would not in my opinion thereby be

harmed, I am not asked to give an opinion as to whether or not

these pictures should be considered in good taate%

Yours sincerely,

'3 )
/ 1
(WAt un

W. Warren, M.A., M-Do, D.P.M.’

Consultant Psychietrist,

Physician to Childrens' and Adolescents'
Department, The Bethlem Royal Hospital and
The Maudsley Hospital, London, S E.5.

Stalco

Maurice Crump Esdg.,
Director of Public Prosecutions Department, o
12, Buckingham Gate, e

London S W.le




Your: faithfully,

AYLAND THOMAS

The Chief Constable,
Police Headquarter:,
Lacdiio l.
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wll that the Defendant

to convey. The evidence

concentrated upon seeking to show that art would be advanced and
be .or ihe pubiic good if these pictures wers displayed. No
iz .r Gistinction was put forward by the uUefence between the

advancemeunt of art om tlie one hand and the public good on the

other hands.
ihe witnesses called by the Defence as art experts werci:-

1. Mr. Eric Taylor of 13, Treadgold Avenue,
Bramhope, the Principal of the College of Art
' under the auspices of which the exhibition

was held.

2. Norbert Lynton of 27 Walham Grove, S.W. O.
Head of the Department of Art History &
General studies at Chelsea College of art and

an Art Critic and Lecturer.

Wi
.

Sir Herbert Read of Stonegrove House, a Trustoc
of the Tate Gallery and well known author of

books on art and other allied subjects.

4. Mr. Tou Hudson of 8, Lynmouth Drive, Barry,

Glamorgen, a Lecturer im Art and teacher

specialising in the teaching of art in Education




addiress, 13 Lucas Street, Leeds 6. I told

him, and showed him the photographs of the two pictures whi

seized from the Leeds Institute of Art. I asked him if he had painted

the pictures, and he said "Yes, I painted them, and those are good
photographs of them." I told HMr. PARASKOS that the original paintings

were now in my posseession, and that in my opinion they uere’indecent,

and he said "You masy think so,but I do not." I agsked him if he was
responsible for exhibiting the paintings at the Leeds Institute, and he
said "Well, ves, I was approached by Mr, Patrick Hughes, the Secretary
of the Art Committee of the Education Department, who asked me if I
would exhibit my pictures, znd I agreed to do =o0." I asked PARASKOS
who hed given him authority to use the hall for his exhibition, and he
said "Indirectly it was Mr. Taylor, but I only spoke to lir. Hughes about
Jitedt I peked PARASKOS if he was present at the preview showing on

Seturday, 25rd April, 1966, snd he seaid, "Yes, I was thers between seven

and nine o'clock." I asked him if the two paintings I had
on display at the time, and he said "Yes." 1 asked him if Fr. Taylor
and Mr. Hughes were present at the preview, and he said "Yes, they were
there, and there were a lot of other prominent members of Leeds there

I again ceutioned PARASKOS and told him that a full report of

the circumstances would be luhnittad,-tnﬁ ihlt hn tould ‘be reported for
Signature . »

Signature wmwmd by.

contdessas

3.
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would the artistic mer
s:ida people o look at pictures for the ﬂroqgﬁi-
we accept 1s something to be guarded agaiust.

If tiie atL depicled haprened in real life they we..c se

it is said by one witness socially offensive  in our view - .is

/
is o aistinction without a difference. sexual ben v
private is omne tuing similar benaviour in public is ano
Wity it should o= any different if shown in a picture whica:
more permanent we do not Know, Qr drawings such &s ihess sy
ouscene if douc oy oune not an artist, we have t0 ask w1y thuey
suculd not be if done by an artist, justwhere is (i< cogice
Ve thiunk that looking ot the macter as a whole tierc 25 no
diyference between the puinting and the sketch anc we ... :u it
can Le truly said that the tendancy is to deprave. We .zun aave
o consider whether it is for the public good, one witncss said
ciust these picltures added notni@g_tb tyﬁtﬁgpﬂrypigtnrg- o

display in line, form and colour etc, we canuot say on tac +

egvideance that puliicationf was neccesary to art «s & wiaole,

v

we therefore fiund the case proved.

2
f

PENALTY - Found Guilty on both charges - fined £.. 0. O.
on eachi ordered to pay coarioution towicis the

cost of tie prosecution npt exceeding Li0. U.

on edacih caarges g
ol
T p— .~ -




Parlicment by which nchumnm e

That the cbject of the Vagrancy m«imm' :

4ts Preamble snd text which make it clear that it wus dosigned to mw
behaviour in the streets and public places of idle and disorderly persons, rogues
and vagebonds, pedlars, prostitutes, persons wandering sbroad, beggars, fortune
tellers and perscns failing to give a good account of themselves.

The words "exposing to view any obscene picture” occur in this context ond it

|
would be nacessary to remove them from thelr context in order to meke them epplicable

to the present case and in my view this cannot propsrly be done,
The pictures must therefors be Judged on the criterie 1aid down in the Obscens
Yublications Actse.

1 have therefore consulted Dr. Warren, M.i., ¥.D., DeP.¥,, Consultant Psychi= i

strist, Physicisn to Children's and Adolescents' Depertment, The Bethlem Roysl
Hospital ané Tho Meudsley Hospitsl, Londonm, 8.%,5, and he gives it es his opinion

that these pictures would not be likely te deprave or corrupt young persons or even
childrens }

/In

The Chief Conatable,
Leeds City Police,
C.I.D., Police H.Ge,
Leeds, Te



A J PATERSON
BEM. MA, BL.,
CHIEF CONSTABLE

PLEASE QUOTE

note of the advice given.
Ivouldlihyoutoknovt‘htlint_end

to take proceedings against Stassinos Paraskos
only, both under the Vegrancy Act and the Obscene

Publications Act.
y * Yours faithfully,

The Director of Public Prosécutions,
12, Buckingham Gate,
LONDON, S.W.l.




to be exhibited, and he said, "Yes". I
present at the preview on Saturday, 23rd April, 1966, an
"Yes, I was there, but it was on PFriday, not Saturday."
if these two pictures were on display, and I showed him a photograph
of the two pictures, he replied "Yes, they were both being exhibited."
I told him that in my opinion both these pictures were’ indece;;{, and he
said "I certainly do not consider them ‘indecent at all?'; I cautioned
him snd told him that he would be reporited for siding and abetting
PARASKOS in the offence of wilfully displaying indecent pictures in a
public place, and he said, "Obviously I did not conaider the pictures to
be indecent otherwise I would not have allowed them to be shown."

At 2,15 p.m. on Monday, 2nd May, 1966, with P.C. Underwood, I
interviewed Peter David Hughes, 26 years, 2 Broomfield Road, Leeds 6, l
Art Lecturer at Leeds College of Art, at the Art College in the presence

of Mr. Taylor. I cautioned him and told him that I had interviewed

PARASECS who informed me that he was instrumental in having his (mmms)

Signature.
Signature witnessed by. : — —




Pre

« lLaTYen, ’l'ul‘.o, lu!“., P’o?ono,
Consultent Pgychiatrist,
Children' s Department,
The Yeudsley Hospital,
Denmarik Hill, S.B5.5.

(umx;:x .cvnw)
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be a protection for artists which was

d
T SR S RN SR A

lesser mortals, clearly this is not so. It may be that
experis may help to set staucards whica help the :'G»onrt.a.i'x‘hﬂ.
Watier aus not got to be deciced by one extreme or the othes
but by & wmiddle ol the road approach freference dgain made
to tae Judgment of ir. Justice Stable in R. v Secker wrbour,
For technical reusons these charges cannot be tried by a
Jury und in order (o _ot a wider point of view the bench hus
becu re-gufurced.

'¢ Geve to remember that pictures formed part of
larger display, no doubt this can and should be taken iato

account but the pictures were @n displuy for individudl fusG,

me are satisfied that the Buiking was properly describeu
R

as a puolic place and there is no doubt that the pictur:i were

open to view by all and sundry, there is not much eviceuc: ws
to who saw thepictures or as tg?thpig]xﬁ;et&éﬁ@%hﬂugp:tue:c‘imﬁ
evidence that two girls were ;mu!bﬂ.ﬁx ﬁhemﬁyinfwwhﬁn

coniidering such an abstract conveption we have to think wist

could have been the effect of these pictures upon ovhers.

Tast these works have artistic merit particularly the colou:
piciure there can be no doubt if one accepts the views of the

experts an<¢ there is no evicence th. etlher way. Dbut vl course




EDS CITY

Against 2.
and B

Where committed

Leeds Institute of Art, Cookridge

Time and Date 3,30 pem., Thursday, 28th April, 1966. .
—
DEFENDANTS
— —_—
NAME, | ace. | OCCUPATION. | ADDRESS.
1. STASSINCS PARASKOS 32 Art Lecturer. 13 Lucas Strect, Leeds 6.
2. ERIC WILFRED TAYLOR 56 Art College 13 Tredgold Avenue, Bramhope,
Principal. Nr. Leeds.
%. PETER DAVID HUGHES 26 Art Lecturer. 2 Broomfield Road, Leeds 6.
i WITNESSES
PS. 728 Jew.
PC. 577 Underwood.
- Police Officer. 3 Rotary Leave Dates next ensuing. Annual Leave. "
From. To.
PS. 728 Jew 15.5.“ 7-70“
PC 577 Underwood 6.8.66 30.8.66.
Recommendation of Superintendent .
Date of Hearing Adjournment__
Result .

Charge Office No.




Parliement by which such matters are
Thet the object of the Vegrancy Act of waa. s qi&w 4

4ts Preamble snd text which make it clear that it was dosigned to cope w!
behaviour in the streets end public places of idle and disorderly M rogues
and vegabonds, pedlars, prostitutes, persons wandering abroad, beggars, fortune
tellers and peracns failing to give a good account of themselves.

The words "exposing to view any obscene picture” occur in this context and it
would be necessary to remove them from their context in order to meke them spplicable
to the present case and in my view this cannot properly be done.

The pictures must therefors be Jjudged on the criteris 1aid down in the Cbscens
Fublicetions Acts.

I have therefore consulted Dr, Werren, M.i., ¥.D,, DuP.¥,, Consultant Psychi= l

strist, Physicisn to Children's and tdolescents' Depertment, The Bothlem Royal
Hospital and The Meudsley Hospitsl, London, 8,85, and he gives it es his opinion
that these pictures would not be likely to deprave or eorrupt young persons or even
childrens ’
/In
The Chief Constable,
Leeds City Police,

Celaley Police S.Q.,
L“d', 1.



(1)

(2)  Dia wilfully expose to view in & public o,
namely the Institute of Art, an ol icene
gtotnu, namely a coloured picture enti:

Lost Love",

Contrary to Section 4, V rancy Act, 1824, and
Section 2, Vagrancy M.at. 38, '

Result: Found Gnuty. Pined £5. Costs £10.10.0,

(3) Did wilfully expose to view in a public place,
namely the Leeds Institute of m‘ an obscene
draving, nemely a drawing signed 'STASS' and
dated 2nd July, 1965,

Contrary to Section 4, V raney 4et, 1824,and
Section 2, Vagrenecy Act, 1838,

Result: Found Guilty, Pined &5, Costs £10610.0,
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from having thrust upon their M

Aceordingly under the Section it is made an offence
in a public place .... any obscene picturs or ... indscent nmum'
The gemerclly accepted distinetion betwoen obscene and indecent lies in the

particular effect produced on the viewsr. Accordingly it is not reogarded as
indecent to Lethe publicly in the nude so long as it is among those who 1like that
sort of thing., But it is indecent to do so on a beach crowded with ordinary
holidaey mekers, To doc 2o may be obscene should the naked bather draw attention
to his private parts.

Applying those criteria to thase pictures and having regard to the circum=
stances in which they were put on view I am of the opinion that the pictures sre
not sufficiently obscene nmor the exhibition, as such, sufficiently indecent as
to provide a reasonable prospect of proceedings being successfully instituted
under the 1824 jct.

Yours faithfully,
Maurice Crump
(MAURTCE CRUMP)




1967,
preferr 3
offered, and

The case was heard
1966, before the Stipendiary
Handolph, LL.B., who on this ocen _
vith Dre. J.¥. 51170)‘81(&@3' H.B.. m NG
Bench of Justices for the City of Leeds, and lMrs.
Joyce Mary Latchmore, & member of the Bench of

Justices.

1 also enclose, for your information, a

letter dated 4th January, 1967, from
Armitapge, Ashworth & Co., Solicitors, together with
n copy of the sumonry of the Judgment of the Court
referred to. It will be seen from this letter
that it does not appear there is poing to be an

appenl,

copy of =a

Yours faithifully,

| -
n Q&A’*Yﬂ?ﬁg
Asztg ant T™{ Constable.

The Director of Public FProsecutions,

12, Buckingham Gate,
L\,I-UUI-'.S.V.l.

Encse
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.AMITAGE, SPEIGHT
& . 5-IWORTH

DAVID 6. SMITH
GECHGE H. COX

OUR REF; @e /Q;.m
YOUR REF;

as requested by !
srious coloured prints 1 C
yregarea setting out the names of
Uefence and also in case 41t 4SS OTEREE
of the Judgment of the Court.

It would seem that there is not going to be an appeal; we
will therefore let you have a note of our charges shortly, but
have writtento the vefendant's Solicilors
agreeanle to wmake the contribution towards our

i Lhe moantime we
:.:.;i.lg 1z whey are

costs without taxation.

Yours raithfully,

7 Lo



Age

Statement:

received, along with P.C. 5
Art, Cookridge Street, Leeds 2. I entered the buildirn
in Cookridge Street and entered the main building.

This building is used by the Leeds Education Department, and houses
tne Civic Theatre, several offices and large rooms which are used by
students from the Art College. On the ground floor, & large room on the
right at the top of a short flight of stairs is kept by the Leeds Education
Depariment for Art Exhibitions etec.

As T entered the building on the above date, I saw no signs outside
the Institute advertising the exhibition, but on the door of the ;;om .where
f’}x‘é- ;&bitgoﬁ was ‘being held was a; .notice painted on a piece of paper
sbout 6" snuare with the words Wparaskos Exhibition. Open 25%th April -
13th May. Monday to Friday. 10.0 ap - 5.0 pm™. I entered the exhibition
room and saw approximately 65 paintings and drawings on display, entry to
the exhibition was free but catalogues could be purchased for ls.0d. Most
of the exhibits were numbered and the paintings were named in the catalogue. |

I examined the paintings on display and Exhibit No. 45 (Lost Love) ‘
portrayed & nsked men on the right of the painting, and on the left was a
neked man and woman who were kissing each other, the woman was shown to be

holding what appeared to be the man's penis. Another drawing which was

being exhibited, was in black and white, and portrsyed a naked man and

yomen. As in the oil painting the woman was holding what appeared to be ‘u
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