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PRESS STATEMENT

"CHILD PORNOGRAPHY"

_Whilst in ne way condoning the use of children in sexually explicit material, the
NATIONAL CAMPAIGN FOR THE REFORM OF THE OBSCENE PUBLICATIONS ACTS is greatly con-
cerned that the recent hysterical over-reaction to the "child pormography" issue
will blind many to the much more important over-riding issue of obscenity, the law
and the freedom of the individual.

We believe that the factually inaccurate, exaggerated and alarmist publicity recent—
ly showered en this highly emetive subject, has been deliberately engineered by the
pro—censorship lebby in an effort to gain unwarranted sympathy for its much wider
and sinister aims of substantially increasing eur already draconian censorship

legislatioenc

We also believe that it has deliberately chesen to do so at the present time te

" seek maximum publicity for its narrew-minded views whilst the Gevernment Committee
of Inguiry into Obscenity and Film Censership is in sessien. The media and many
M.P.s have fallen for this wily actien heek, line and sinker, unfertunately, but

we of the N.C.R.0.P.A. are net se gullible.

There is ne vast, widespread preliferatien ef "child pernegraphy" im this ceumtry.
Our sheps and cinemas and theatres are net everflewing with it and the ridiculous
reperts of "mutilatien, physically and merally, ef tens ef theusands of children",
freom peeple like Sir Bernard Braine, M.P., are nething shert ef idietic. They are
tetally witheut feundatien, gressly irrespensible and gquite clearly mischieveusly
intended te incite maximum alarm. In any case, there is ample adequate legislatien
fer the pretection ef children already in existence. This is the view, net enly ef

the Directer ef Public Presecutiens, but alse ef the Lerd Chief Justice, Leord
Widgery. In a Ceurt ef Appeal judgment (R. v Sutten) delivered en April 28th 1977

cvessen ./c.ntinucd



in a case which invelved a man, whe, under the 1956 Sexual Offences Act, had been
wrengly cenvicted ef indecent assault against three beys (aged 11 te 13) whilst

Phetegraphing twe ef them in the nude, Lerd Widgery, whilst reluctantly uphelding
the man's appeal, said thats—

"the preper ceurse where there was an act which ne—ene in their right
mind ceuld call an assault but which teek Place in an indecent situatien,

was te presecute under the Indecency with Children Act 1960 and net under
the 1956 Act",

The Indecency with Children Act is s8till very much en the Statute Beok and Mr. Cyril

Tewnsend's I'retectien ef Children Bill is, therefore, unnecessarys

Tt is alse a meot point as te whether er net children in the 14 te 16 age greup
(Which is, apparently, Mr. Tewnsend's main cencern) are se gravely at risk. We
believe that yeung people of this age arc net as naive er unintelligent as he
ebvieusly dees. Like it er net, frem the age ef puberty enwards, children have a
sexuality. This iz a bielegical fact and, therefere, presumably as nature intended.
Paychelogists universally agree that the suppressien ef such sexuality can be ex-
tremely damaging whereas, as Prefesser Iver Mills, ef the Department ef Investig-
ative Medicine University eof Cambridge, has stated, evidence that pernegraphy in

general is damaging te children is "surprisingly difficult te find".

The implicatien in Mr. Tewnsend's Bill that the naked human bedy is "indecent", is
quite clearly absurd. Phetegraphs ef naked children - net sexually explicit phete-—

graphs — are ne less "decent" than these of naked "Miss Werlds" er "Mr. Universes".

&t they may semetimes be used fer the vicarisus gratificatien ef deviant, sexual

pPleasures, is ne justificatien fer their prehibitien, any mere than heeliganism at
feetball matches is justificatien fer the banning ef feotball. =
N.C.R.0.P.A. very much regrets that the Home Office, which eriginally refused te be
intimidated by the Whiteheuse Brigade em this matter, has new, ence again, yielded
te the devieus, mischief-making antics ef this dangereus lady and her miserable,

fellewing band ef self-righitesus bigots.
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