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NO/Davi/oe - 10th February, 1082,

Johm Withington, Esqe,
Editory '

"Reporting London",
Thames Television Lide,
300-316y Enston Road,
London, N9l 3BH,.

Dear Mry Withington,

0a behalf of the National Commaign for the Reform of the Obscene Public-
ations Act®, T write to express our regrot, not to say conceray that the item
on the licensing of sex oestablishments in 7esterday evening's "Roporting
London" programe (0th February) wes, in our opimion, presented in a mamer
whieh did not allow a proper and fair balance of views on this aubject to be
oxpressede Although this did not emtirely swrprise us, sincay; in general bhut
with a few netable exceptions, the reporting by the media,; both broadeasting
and the press, of aaything concerned with matters of semmal censorship, has
always been wnfair and distorted, we had hoped that perhops, at last, that
biased attitude was o

We are particularly disappointed that you did not invite either myself or
another representative the NCRo0oPolay Qma this campaign hae been
fighting censorship,for consenting adukts, with great militency ever sinece I
founded it in April 1076, We are fighting for the principle of the inalienable
right for the freedom of adulis to see, read and hear whatever they cheoss for
themselves, wibkpéewhotn incontrovertible harmm would be caused to others if
such a right were not curtailed, This is something still denied to the peonle
of this country but which mearly all ether countrics of tlc so~called free
Yestern Vorld enjoy, mdst of whéch heve long sinece had the great @ood sense to

~dispense with the ridiculously out-moded and repressive cenaorship legiaslation

to which we are still subjects Furthermere, as soon as the "Reporting London"
prograime began its run, I added your name to our "press" release list to leop
you well informed, in common with 8l1 other current affairs programmes inciude
ing, of course, news programmes, -

Our mejor complaint is that the people selected to discuss the question of
Sex establishment licensing were un representative of the ma jority. Firstly
ve bitterly oppose the inclusion of Mrs. Mary Whitehouse at all. She is the
president of the National Viewers' and Listeners' Assoeiation, a "watchdog"
orgenisation which was set up specifically to monitor television and radio
bppadcasting., Its views on the licensing of sex shops are as relevant as these
of, for example, the Milk Marketing Doard, JMoreover Mirs. Wiitehouse has, in
the past, been afforded media coverage out of all proportion to the mumbers and
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vievs she represents. The Whitehouse Mafia have infilitedddd and coerced
mass medda for far too longs It is scandalous that this has been allowed
go unchecked, 3 SR

Secondly, lir. Reg Race, a8 an MePsy is already in a highly privileged pos—
ition and has an always readily available natiowal platform on which to put for-
his hysterical and irrational views, which he indeed took every advantage of
the debate in the House of Commons on February 3rd, at which I was present,, when
he ensured maximmmm publicity for his opinions by uttering that forhidden foure
letter word ~ Imown by milliens, that isy but still forbidden in the mother of
Parliaments, apparently, and which "lansard" is too coy to print in full, evea
thouzh it appears bold and clear on the fromt page of "The Guardian®|
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Thirdly, whilst we accept that it was perfectly proper for you to invite
ilr, David Sullivan, he was being attacked two against onejand, as the propristor
of many of such sex establ ishments, one who guite naturally has a vested interest
in fiphting any preposed legislation which wonld adversely affect his businesses
end his profitability. A representative, like myself (and T am not entirely une

. used to going bhefore the comeras, having been a professionzl actor all my work-
ing life end having made over 700 television appearances ) would have been able
to pmbress the viewpoint of the consumer (or, ot least, potential comsmmeri), to
express the viewpoint of the millions - yos, wmillionsi = of people in this
country who do enjoy sexually explicit materia) s Who do want sex shops, who
went sex cinemas, who do went individual froedom of choice, and, above ally
loathe and detest =— gno fear, even - censorship. :

As you will deduce from the nomas on our latterhead, none of owr committee
meubers has any commection with omy business or commereial enterprise which could
in any way be said te be a potential material benefictary in the event of us
(this campaisn) wchieving our aims, Ve are the only really effective organis—
ation actively campuigning apainst censorship of this kind in this coundyy. A
measure of that recognition iz that we pave both written amd oral evidence to¢ the
flome Office Comaittee on Obseenity and Filn Censorship {the Willieus Comitiee)
and have three times been invited to lome 0ffice diseussions teo put forwars our
idews and views cbout legislation in this fiell, One of these miscussions wes with
the llome Sectetary himself. The moet recent was on Jomary 5th when we spent
nearly tvo and & helf hours vith Howe 0ffice officials going through these very

-~ Bex cateblishment 1ieensing proposals line by line, clause by clause. Although
¥e are opposed to the whole concept of licences for sox eadubl ishmenls per ve,
we did pake many sugpestions for improving the Dill, from our point of view, and
concessions have subsoquently been made to « nuiber of our recommendeations ie.g--
the removel of prison sentences for offenders)s I thinlk thig demonstrates that
¥e are respected in high places, even if not in the pealms of tolevisions

Ine final pointe Ve believe it is very regrettable that discussion on so
importent an issue is confined to so few minutes of transmission time ia o
rarme like yours. However, limited though that time nay have been, it is atill
surely disgraceful. that outragoous, wntruthful and arvogant statements lile "the
Williams Roport is a totally discredited document", for exampley waich Mary
Whitehouse had the audacity to maiw@, should be allowed to pass eompletely un=
challienged in aay progroasme of whatever leagths - A

In the intam_lta of fair pﬁhy, I do heg you to allow us our say and I hope,
therefore, that you will consider inviting me on to your prosrame at an early
datey to help redraas the imbalanca. !

sessusne/cbntd,







