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THE PORNOGRAPHY OF HATRED

'he jury may have been right to
ncqulx Inside Linda Lovelace, but
the consequences of their deci-
sion could well be very damaging
to our society. Inside Linda Love-
lace is_indeed pornographic in
that it is an erotic book about a
vicious - girl written in vulgar
language, but the most obscene
passages have the character of a
manual of love making, though
one which is anecdotal and very
promiscuous. The advice given
on sexual positions and practices
may be bad, and certainly seems
physically dangerous, but most
people would consider that books
even in part intended to help
people to enjoy making love are
not normally to be prohibited.
The fact that Linda Lovelace is
written in language a lorry driver
would understand, rather than in
pseudomedlcll jargon, shouid

ot be decisive against it. Npr
perlmps should its blatantly com-
mercial character.

Hostile to women

The book is written in an
American girlie style which is, to
use Miss Lovelace’s euphemnsm
for vomiting, “upchucking” in
its effect. As the book is in any
normal meaning obscene, and of
very doubtful offsetting value, it

seems t the porno-

graphic pubfshcrs should have
their costs; they brought the
prosecution on themselves by

publishing such a book, and
shnuld accept prosecution as
nu;duxal risk of a dishonourabl|
tr:

The threat is that this celebra-
ted acquittal will encourdge
pomograf)hxc publishers to go
ahead ther books which
are not merely erotic, but 'have
that deep underlying anti-
hostility, particularly hostility
women, which  divides __the
dang:rous book from the dirty
bonk There have already been

cquittals of books much worse

n Linda Lovelace, ‘acquittals
whl:h were a genuine- miscar-
riage of justice. There have also
béen hang juries. To give a
better idea of the sort.of evidence

ich .is now being given, one
may quote- from the answers

under cross_examination giveli_
by Dr Brian Richards in a recent |

trial.

Dr Richards, who also gave
evidence in the case of Linda
Lovelace, is not a specialist in
sexual - matters, but a genial
general practitioner, . from
Sandwich, the sort of doctor who
is well liked by his patients.
That 'makes him: ‘only  too
playsible a witness, in manner if
not'in_matter.

In cross examination Dr Richards

these a:

** Cout then showed pitmess
several pictures in the maga

1. This

T6a picture of lemalc
In ¢hains, tied up and'a naked

b Woman

pointing a sword' st ‘thé woman's
genitals

Dr Richards : This is for the publlc
g0od because it produces a_mas
batory situation. 1 would crfnlnxy
Prescr{he this for a parlen

1 man_with
cator Dinetatls “sefking & woman
on genitals.

Dr Richards : This can stimulate

a man. It has great therapeutic value.
ng an Instrument

Imn b-ck Passage of &

Ves, this b hu thera-

r_that kind

Who ‘would be stimu:

|ma hy lhls Jind o, thing

neuu: mlue

rope round
neci and rope round.genteas. He 1s

being _can
Dr Richards : Yes. This is_highly
therapeutlc for masturbation. Making
oman masturbate Is 3
hlr.hly henelkhl
With alstress in her face,
atias et nd Bas cuts, She
with @ bayonet is

have known
pati wh benefit by
Trastarbating on ‘this.”

|h-: acquittals
achieved? There are a number of
factors. The defence often uses
its right to challenge the jury in
order to try to get a number
of sympathetic looking jurors,
perhaps young men of radical
appearance, and to remove un-
sympathetic  jurors such as
women. The defence employs
the best counsel, as they are
entitled to do. Mr John Mor-
timer, QC, has a particular gift
for amusing irrelevance, which
makes the proceedings appear
absurd, combined with a
passionate devotion to defence of
the freedom of pornography. The
defence calls their chosen
experts, like Dr Richards; the
prosecution hardly ever calls
expert witnesses in rebuttal. In
general a determined and zealous
defence faces an inadequate and
unconvincing prosecution.

Defect of law
There is also a defect of law.
It was best described by Lord
Denning in his )udgmcnt of

November 29, 1972

U lmumuly this. legisla.
l nography seems to
ha\e mlsﬂr |—at any rate so far
e o I i
Experience has shown that much
material—which at first sight would
IPP wphic in mz
aped the reach
y the legislation misfired?
l regret lo sgy that it is in the word-
te and in the vf‘hy

o—has, exc

e Cou
it pace, the: test
or it ha:

preted too narrowly.
as_the *tendency to
who

this plece of sophi

readers are those are

depraved and s item, it
make them s0; but if t

Tkety readers arc just ofdinary ot
AT .y will be so revolted that
il ned away from it
ris, argument u.catled fo dhe cuses

aver:
Pausible. thar the. Courts have ‘held
that, when raised by the defence, it

mu!l be ut to the lury 4 Il s not
put; ?ohne\ncﬂ be quashed

< detence "ot “the pulic. good
- argument has opened 3 door through
hich  man, orsograpber
u(lpt Tt says
e ot oy If 1t 18 n m
literature

is quite contrary to ‘Wat Parliament

now of course have Dr
Rlchnrds’s standard defence that
anything which tends to promote
masturbation is for the public
good. If that is accepted then
even the cruellest pornography
must be good, and should pre-
sumably be actively encouraged.

It does deprave

The result is not only acquit-
tals of marginal cases kae that
of Linda Lovelace, but acquittals
of books which illustrate and
glorify sadistic practices, which
show on every page hatred of
women, hatred of woman’s sexu-
ality ' (often ||lustra:ed by rape
or a bayonet to women’s genitals),
general = hatred of mankind.
This is Nazi pornography, dm
pornography practised _ in
concentration camps; it is xhe
pornography of sexual cruelty
and degradation;; it is very signi-
ficantly the pornography of rape
and the rapist. Such pornography
does deprave we can see
that pornographers themselves
have been depraved by just such
an exposure to the pornography
of cruelty. (In last week’s Times
Literary Supplement Mr D. A. N.
Jones analyzed the development
of Mr Kenneth Tynan’s accept-
ance of cruelty; the process of
corruption in a talented writer
was _precisely that of porno-
graphy.) If one asks who is
depraved or corrupted by porno-
graphy, one has only to point to
the pornographers—who would
wish m become like Frank
Harris

Aj ainst this pornography of
cruelty we need a_defence;
otherwise we be brain-
washed into accepting it, not only
in books or magazines, but, as
alreddy to'a dangerous extent,-in
newspapers, films and on tele-
vision. The sexual imagination of
man is open to suggestion, and
the sexual imagination of youth
is particularly open to sugges-
tion. The pornographers are sick-
minded commercial men who sell
images of hatred, and particularly
of hatred of women, for vast
profit. We need both a law and a
law-enforcement ~ which  stops
them.




