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AUTUMN COURSE
SW CPBF is putting on a ten week
course called Media Matters at the
Folk House Adult Education Institute
in the centre of Bristol on Wednesday
evenings at 7.30pm. The course starts
on 28 Sept. Participants will be encour-
aged to develop their interests in dif-
ferent aspects of the media by engaging
in research and monitoring, and will
consider issues such as sexism, racism,
homophobia, disability and the media,
and the implications of the Media Mani-
festo. There will be guest speakers from
the press and broadcasting industries.

The course is free and open to all com-
ers, but donations will be encouraged to
pay for room hire and materials.

For more information write ¢/o Box 51,
37 Stokes Croft, Bristol BS1 3PY or
phone 0272 652341.

MEDIA STUDIES

A conference to be held at the Kelvin
Conference Centre, Glasgow, from
23-25 September will address the
major changestaking placein the in-
stitutional and academic cir-
cumstances of media, film, TV and
communications studies in higher
education.

‘Redefinitions for the 1990s: Study-
ing the Media in Higher Education’,
has been organised by BFI Educa-
tion and is supported by the Univer-
sities of Glasgow and Strathclyde,
The John Logie Baird Centre and
the Scottish Film Centre.

Conference and accomodation
costs are £105, with ten places
available at a reduced rate of £75 for
students. For further details con-
tact: Redefinitions Conference
Secretary, BFI Education, 21
Stephen Street, London W1P 1PL.

YORKSHIRE/HUMBER-
SIDE GROUP

The new ‘Sheffield’ group whose for-
mation was reported in the last Free
Press should more properly have
been referred to as the
Yorkshire/Humberside regional
CPBF group. The group is based in
Shefiield but draws its support from
a much wider area. It was set up
following the ‘Opening up or closing
down - TV in the 19905’ conference
held at Sheffield City Town Hall. For
more information about the groups
activities contact: Paula Moore, 18
Wigfull Road, Sheffield 11.

IRISH GROUP
A branch of the CPBF has now been
established in Ireland. The officers
are: Chair, Gerard Maclaughlin, an
independent video maker and play-
wright; Secretary, Fiona Barber, an
academic who teaches at the Univer-
sity of Ulster; and Treasurer, Gerard
Duffy, who is a traditional Irish
musician and civil servant.

The group plan to carry out
research into media coverage of re-
cent events in Northern Ireland.

HOME OFFICE MEETING

Ann Clwyd MP, CPBF Chair Tony
Lennon and National Secretary
Wendy Moore, met Home Office
Minister Timothy Renton on 5 July
to discuss the provisions of the ‘Un-
fair Reporting and Right of Reply
Bill'. As well as outlining the inten-
tions of the Bill the delegation
presented Mr Renton with a briefing
paper on Right of Reply. The meet-
ing provided a useful opportunity to
familiarise the Minister with the
CPBF and its policies.

SECTION 28

SW-CPBF have been playing an active
role in supporting the broad based cam-
paign against Section 28 of the Local
Government Bill, which attacks the
public standing of gay men and
Lesbians.

The Campaign prepared a Media
Guide for activists who attended a
regional Stop the Section conference at
Bristol Poly, and contributed to a
weekend ‘Clause & Effect’ event at the
Watershed Media Centre.
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Pornography and
censorship

What can be done about pornography? Can the law
provide answers or does it raise more problems than it
solves? How does one respond to the charge of cen-
sorship? What policy should the campaign adopt?

In this issue of Free Press two contributors present
personal views about pornography.

Turn to centre pages.

AUGUST 1988

- J/

Edited for the National Committee
by SIMON COLLINGS with help
from KIRSTI CORBETT. Copy for
Free Press 48 should arrive at the of-
fice by 30 September 1988.

Feminism and
Censorship: the
Current Debate

A book edited by Gail
Chester and Julienne
Dickey, and published by
Prism Press £6.95
Available from CPBF.
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New Bill on
ownership
and control

Aidan White, General Secretary of the In-
ternational Federation of Journalists will
be keynote speaker at a special conference
on ownership and control in the media
organised by the Campaign for Press and
Broadcasting Freedom on 24 September
1988, at the Conway Hall, Red Lion Square,
London WC1, from 10.00-5.30pm.

The conferences which will be aimed at
trade unionists, members of the Labour
movement community groups and Cam-
paign supporters, will give information on
ownership and control, and move towards
developing a strategy for dealing with the
growing concentration of ownership across
the media.

The Campaign will be launching a special-
ly prepared model Bill on ownership and
control in the media at the conference.

The scale of the problem is illustrated by
the fact that in 1987 three publishers,
Robert Maxwell, Rupert Murdoch, and
David Stevens, together controlled 73% of
national daily and 82% of national Sunday
circulation.

Wendy Moore, CPBF National Secretary
said: “This conference will be the first step
in a vigorous campaign to alert the public to
the dangers and to develop a strategy com-
bining education and the promotion of diver-
sity through legislation.”

Other speakers at the conference include:
James Curran, Media Lecturer, Goldsmiths
College London; Mark Fisher M.P., Shadow
Media spokesperson; Bryan Gould M.P.,
Shadow Trade spokesperson; Barbara Gun-
nell, Joint President NUJ and Alan Sapper,
General Secretary A.C.T.T.

Costs of the Conference will be: delegates
from organisations, £5 each, individuals
£2.50 waged, £1.50 unwaged.

For further details contact Tom O’Malley,

h r_ a I
Secrets ‘reform

will tighten gag

The Home Secretary’s proposed ‘reform’ of Section 2 of the
Official Secrets Act has been presented as a liberalising
measure. In fact it is quite the opposite.

Should the changes outlined in the White Paper become law,
they will ensure that the embarrassment experienced over the
Ponting acquital and during the Wright saga never have to be
faced by the government again. Next time the prosecutions will
be made to stick.

While the Home Secretary proposes to limit the categories of
information covered by the new legislation, it does not follow
that more information will be made public. Many types of
information will remain covered by other legislation and civil
servants who leak material embarrassing to the government
will simply be quietly sacked rather than prosecuted.

For those categories of information covered by the act — secur-
ity and intelligence, information from other governments and
telephone tapping — the protection given is such that the state
will not have to satisfy a jury that any harm has actually been
done. It will be enough to show that the alleged offence relates to
one of these areas.

Moreover, defendants will no longer be able to argue that they
were acting in the ‘public interest’.

Spycatcher

The ‘reform’ proposals are also designed to close another legal
‘loophole’. Newspapers prosecuted for repeating the Spycatcher
allegations were able to argue that since the book was already
widely available any possible damage to national security had
long since been done.

Commenting on this line of defence the White Paper says: ‘in
certain circumstances a second or subsequent disclosure may be
more harmful.” What then if a European newspaper publishes a
leaked EEC document which is embarrassing to the UK govern-
ment. Could a British newspaper be prosecuted to repeating the
allegation?

What if the allegations were repeated in Parliament? Could
the BBC be prosecuted for reporting an MP’s comments?

The last attempt at reform of the Official Secrets Act in 1979
foundered because of almost universal press hostility. This time
the proposals — though in some respects worse — look like get-
ting an easy ride.

You can help change that by obtaining a copy of the White
Paper and writing to the Home Secretary, copy to your MP, pro-

\ CPBF, 01437-2795. y

N testing at this further attack on the public’s right to know. y

Inside: Local radio, p. 3, Israeli press crackdown, ».6, Reviews, p.7
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Regional threat to NUJ

A serious and cynical attack
on NUJ organisation is be-
ing mounted in this country
following the introduction
of computer technology to
the newspaper industry.

It is happening with the
connivance, active or by
default, of editors and many
working journalists.

One of the groups in the
vanguard of this attack is
Thomson Regional News-
papers, who own a series of
weekly and daily newspap-
ers throughout the British
Isles, and in recent months
have started acting in a way
that denies journalists basic
trade union rights,

In effect journalists work-
ing for TRN have been told
that if they do not toe the
company line their future
career prospects are nil.

It has been done in an un-
derhand way. Journalists
are s&till allowed to be
members of the NUJ, or
even the I0J or no organisa-
tion at all.

But since last year TRN
have been bullying and
bribing their journalists in-
to signing individual con-
tracts that deny them the
right to union-negotiated
pay increases and leave pay

Campaign for

‘reviews’ to the discretion of
editors. They also give
managements much more
control over journalists’
working lives.

The experience of one
group of weekly newspapers
in the north of England is
typical of the way TRN have
started operating.

In 1986, as computer tech-
nology was introduced —
NUJ branches around the
country were accepting of-
fers up to £30 a week extra
to make the changeover.

The going rate dwindled
as managements started to
apply pressure on weaker
branches. At one such cen-
tre the initial offer was re-
jected by the journalists.

In 1987 with the switch to
computer setting imminent
a new management team
took over and tried to
pressurise the local branch
into accepting an even
smaller offer.

This united the journal-
ists in disgust at their tac-
tics, so management gener-
ously upped their offer — to
the original one—at the
end of 1987. They alsc said
there would be extra money
payable in the 1988 pay
round if the branch agreed

to the deal.

Few people had the stom-
ach for a fight so the journal-
ists accepted these terms
and signed. Computers
were installed and training
began.

But at the 1988 pay nego-
tiationsthe journalists were
told the extra money pro-
mised was conditional on
their signing new contracts.

The NUJ nationally in-
structed members not to
sign. TRN refused to talk to
the NUJ. A pleasant work-
ing environment grew deci-
dedly less so.

Silence ensued, broken
only by the sound of jour-
nalists falling over one
another to sign the new con-
tracts and pocket the extra
cash—a measly fiver a
week in most cases.

The situation remains un-
resolved, which suits TRN
nicely. More and more jour-
nalists are giving up hope of
any compromise and sign-
ing the contracts. Some are
even leaving the union as
the NUJ looks on impotent-
ly in the face of this attack.

As journalists move from
TRN centres to new jobs
they are replaced by part-
timers who are not offered

contracts or by full-timers
who are obliged to sign the
new ones.

The few who are still re-
fusing tosign know they can
expect no more pay rises ex-
cept ‘on merit’ —i.e. at the
whim of departmental
heads all of whom are safely
in the company’s pocket.

They see less able but
more amenable colleagues
being promoted above them;
they see newcomers who
have signed contracts doing
the same work as experienc-
ed members of staff who
have not — and being paid
more.

All a storm in a teacup,
you may think. Everyone
knows that our much-
vaunted freedom of the
pressconsistsof the freedom
of newspaper proprietors to
publish, or suppress, or
distort news as they see fit.

Yet the haste with which
g0 many journalists have
sold what little say they had
in safeguarding standards
in the provincial press has
varied from the indecent to
the obscene.

And for some reason the
national press seems reluc-
tant to report the issue.
Why could that be?

SOGAT talks warn of

more Black
journalists

Bristol NUJ Branch have launched
aninitiative to improve employment
opportunities in the media for Black
people. Local newspaper, radio and
television editors were written to en-
couraging them to consider positive
action and telling them about the
George Viner Awards run by the
NUJ to help train Black journalists.

The Branch is hoping to meet with
those editors who have taken an in-
terest.

Meanwhile the Branch has contac-

ted about 100 local organisations re-
presenting Bristol’s varied Black
and ethnic minority communities
and there has been an enthusiastic
response, particularly about the
George Viner Award.
In Bristol it is thought that only 3 of
the 300 plus NUJ members are black
compared with 4% of the local popu-
lation.

distribution monopoly

An emergency motion, which the
SOGAT. conference carried overwhelm-
ingly in May, expressed alarm at the end-
ing of rail distribution of newspapers and
journals ‘and its concentration on road
transport under the control of private
monopolies connected with major pub-
lishers, Murdoch and Maxwell.’

‘This constitutes a serious threat to
the distribution of all independently
owned newspapers and journals with
smaller circulation and to the whole-
salers who handle them,’ it said. ‘It is
therefore a threat to the freedom of the
press.’

The motion called on the SOGAT ex-
ecutive, the Labour Party and the TUC to
‘campaign for the retention and deve-
lopment of an independently operated
means of distribution of newspapers
and journals.’

A Labour government should also in-
troduce legislation obliging wholesalers
and retailers to accept any lawful
publication and arrange newspaper
supply and display, subject t0 a
reasonable handling charge.

Explaining the background to the mo-
tion SOGAT National Officer Ted Chard
said distribution of national newspapers
had moved from rail to road transport.
Murdoch had set up his TNT network
and Maxwell followed with Newsflow,
which distributed the various Mirror
group newspapers.

Other newspaper companies, the
Mail, the Express, and possibly the
Guardian and Financial Times will be go-
ing over to Newsflow. They are insisting
on a franchise system so they have
some influence on decisions.

‘Nevertheless, there is going to be a
situation where two transport com-
panies will have total control of the
distribution of our titles,” he said.

Provincial newsagents are still not ful-
ly aware of all the details, but a condition
of handling the titles from Newsflow is
that they give priority to Mirrar Group
newspapers.

News International have set up 182
franchises, 34 of which went to TNT,
and have said exactly the same — their
titles must have priority.

REVIEWS 7

Feminist Review, Special Issue
No. 28 Spring 1988, Family Sec-
rets — Child Sexual Abuse.

The sexual abuse of children has receiv-
ed much publicity recently, largely in
response to the formation of Esther
Rantzen's Childline and the controver-
sy that erupted in Cleveland.

Feminist Review has responded by
devoting a special issue to an analysis of
child sexual abuse —both theoretical
and practical. It covers family theory,
ideologies of childhood, the law, ac-
tivities of various women’s groups
around the issue, education and the
manner in which the press handled
events in Cleveland.

They have attempted to define what
constitutes sexual abuse more closely
by taking into consideration what
women, and girls, have had to say about
their abuse, thereby broadening the
scope of what has traditionally been the
definition of sexual abuse of children,

The book does not flinch from
challenging society and the media’s
reluctance to name the abuser and con-
front him with his crime. Different
writers criticise the tendency of current
theory to blame the mother — her ig-
norance or silence being seen as a form
of collusion and a failure to inhibit male
sexuality.

The book concludes with a chapter by
Jane Cousins Mills who reviews many

Book Reviews

of the books available for children about
the subject. She claims that just
teaching children to.say ‘No’ is mot
enough; that ignorance coupled with a
compliant, cbedient demeancur makes
a child more vulnerable. An educated,
well informed child is under far less
risk.

This book is a thought provoking and
challenging work; it is also a useful
source book, reference book and positive
statement on the feminist position on
the sexual abuse of children.

Pauline Iisley

Enemy Within —The Freedom
Association, the Conservative
Party and the Far Right, by John
Jennings, price £1.50, available
from CPBF.

Five years ago when John Jennings was
the Editor of Free Press he published an
article about the activities of the Free-
dom Association which resulted in an
action for libel. Three years later, in
November 1986, the Freedom Associa-
tion withdrew the action having receiv-
ed neither an apology nor an assurance
as to future conduct.

While waiting for the case to come to
trial, John amassed a wealth of material
for his defence. He has now made that
evidence available as a pamphlet,
Enemy Within, inviting the public to
judge for itself whether or not the

New ways with old

notions

Yet another new women's magazine is
on the shelves, this time from Rupert
Murdoch. Neww Woman joins the com-
petition for the young (25-35), white,
middle-class purse, along with Com-
pany and Cosmopolitan, both of which it
resembles in format. It consists of a
number of contributions from freelance
writers, stuck together into magazine
form by a small team of in-house sub-
editors and assistants: Murdoch’s usual
appalling employment style.

Some of these writers are well-known.
Fay Weldon and Ruth Rendall (to my
disillusionment) have contributed short
stories; Sophie Grigson {of the Evening
Standard) writes the cookery pages;
Patric Walker (also of the Standard)
does the horoscopes; Dr Gillian Rice (of
pretty much anything) answers medical
questions.

Correction

In the last issue of Free Press ‘Death
on the Rock’ was mistakenly identi-
fied as a BBC documentary. It was of
course made by Thames TV.

It needs little imagination to fill in the
gaps in the contents page: fashion,
‘beauty’, famous people (Sue Lawley
and Sarah Miles), articles on travél (a
gem here from Douglas~Kennedy —
he’ll never last), work, personal quali-
ties (this month, confidence and selfish-
ness) and, of course, relationships.

‘A New Woman is fun to be with’ and
she puts ‘the quality of her relationships
before everything else’. No this is not
Edwina Currie on Woman’s Role, or
Cecil advertising for his next secretary,
but Frankie McGowan in her editorial.
(There is an increasing vogue for famous
name editors — will this one be as terri-
ble as Emma Soames at Tatler?)

My reaction to this magazine was ex-
asperated resentment that, yet again, I
was being sold the old de-politicising
line: never mind about the outside
world, better concentrate on getting
yourself & man. Coming from Rupert
Murdoch, who has been publicly degrad-
ing women to sell his political beliefs
since 1970, the advice felt like an insult
which no amount of glossy presentation
could soften.

Teresa Stratford

original article was justified.

The new pamphlet exposes the so-
called ‘libertarian’ Freedom Associa-
tion as an organisation which includes
strongly authoritarian elements. John
Jennings argues that:
® The authoritarians have supported
the Pinochet regime in Chile as ‘one of
the most interesting experiments in the
world today’.
® They appear willing to condone
murder, torture, abolition of democratic
rights and the overthrow of elected
governments in pursuit of ‘freedom’.
® Influential Freedom Association
member Brian Crozier believes the
Queen should have refused to call
Michael Foot to become Prime Minister,
had he been elected.
® Crozier favours military rule in Bri-
tain as being under certain circumstan-
ces preferable to an elected government.
® Leading Conservative MPs, includ-
ing some Government Ministers, are
nevertheless supporters of the Freedom
Association and Margaret Thatcher has
sent them a goodwill message.

The pamphlet argues that the Conser-
vative leadership should be aware of
and must take ultimate responsibility
for these far-right authoritarian at-
titudes and activities.

Letter
to the
Editor

Dear Editor

In your June issue you reported on the
Foreign Office ‘smear’ document purpor-
ting to describe the international contacts
of the IRA, parts of which were reproduc-
ed unattributed in the Daily Telegraphon 3
May.

Since then the Treasury Solicitor, ac-
ting for the Foreign Office, has written to
Amsterdam-based journalist Michael Quil-
ligan and myself, offering to obliterate in-
accuracies about us from the document.

We informed the Daily Telegraph about
this, and on 12 July they at last published
our letters correcting the inaccuracies
about us in their May article.

Our dispute with the Foreign Office is
not yet over. Along with several other
people and organisations, we are de-
manding the withdrawal of the document
and, at thaleast, the removal of our names
from it. The document is totally mislead-
ing, since 85 per cent of it contains no
mention of the IRA but lists an assortment
of people who have criticised different
aspects of British rule in the North of
freland.

The document is also riddled with inac-
curaciaes and misrepresentations. If the
Foreign Office insists on distributing it,
they should be fair to journalists by appen-
ding a health warning: ‘This materiai could
seriously damage your credibility.”

Best wishes
Liz Curtis
Information on Ireland
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Danger of self-censorship

by Patrick Kelly

Section 28 of the Local Government Act
1988 is probably the most well known,
not to say notorious, legal clause for
many a long year. The ban on ‘inten-
tional promotion’ of homosexuality
rightly caused a public outcry and
grabbed the attention of civil liberties
campaigners.

But while the media spotlight was foc-
ussed on this section of the Act, its
equally nasty next-door neighbour, Sec-
tion 27, slunk into the statute book
almost unnoticed. This clause places
further restrictions on local authority
publicity — restrictions which are deep-
ly disturbing to those who believe in free
and open debate on controversial issues
like poll tax, housing and privatisation.

Now the whole argument over council
publicity, or ‘political propaganda on
the rates’, as some would have it, flared
up with the GL.C’s much praised ‘Say No
to No Say’ campaign. Many of you may
have thought that the demise of that
council meant the end of the argument.

Well, not quite. The government, bad-
ly stung by the success of the GLC's im-
aginative anti-abolition campaign, pas-
sed the Local Government Act 0of 1986 to
ensure that Mr Livingstone et al would
not be giving any repeat performances,

That Act banned local authorities
from indulging in party political publi-
city, or, in the words of the parliamen-
tary draftspersons, anything which ‘ap-
pears to be designed to affect support for
a political party’. It also ushered in a
‘Code of Practice’ which enjoins councils
to watch their step when publishing
stuff which isn't ‘party political’.

Everyone thought that was that. But
18 months later, along comes the
government with a new, tighter defini-
tion of ‘party political’ publicity and
beefed up legal status for the Code of
Practice. Together these new measures
have become known as Section 27.

What this section will meanisthat the
courts, in deciding whether or not a par-
ticular piece of publicity is ‘party
political’ will have to look at its content

and style, its effect on those to whom itis ~

addressed, and, here’s the crunch,
whether it ‘promotes or opposes a point
of view on a question of political con-
troversy which is identifiable as the
view of one political party and not of
another’. What's more, public relations
and other council officers will now have
{o have regard to the Code of Practice
when they publish material.

Now it would be easy to exaggerate
the impact that these new rules and
regulations will have. During the
Parliamentary debate on the clause,
Ministers fell over backwards to demon-
strate that they were not strengthening
the 1986 Act. They admitted for in-
stance, that much of the controversial
publicity would still be within the law.

But that does not mean that the gov-
ernment has been wasting its time. The
1988 Act, like its bigger brother of 1986,
was designed more as a threat than a
cast iron legal sanction. Its real purpose
is to create a climate of fear which will
immobilise independent minded coun-
cils.

Already reports are coming in of panic
reactions in some councils. In Glasgow,

councillors are told tocut out a reference
to the loss of government grants in the
annual rate demand statement. In Es-
sex, a district council is warned that the
phrase ‘poll tax’ should be dropped from
aleaflet because it is ‘politically loaded’.

In London, one press officer is ordered
toexcise the name of a Cabinet minister
from a press release, while another is
forced to delete a mayoral quote which
was less than fulsome in its praise of a
new housing bill.

The implications for press freedom are
indeed worrying. Political debate at
local as well as national level involves
argument, sometimes fierce argument,
with strong views forcefully put. If local
councils are not allowed to take part in
that debate, whose views will we hear
on the poll tax, the break up of public
housing, the opting out of schools, the
selling off of swimming pools and sports
centres?

How will local newspapers, whose
good health depends on a lively local
debate, fare on a diet of anodyne press
releases and bland political statements?

In spite of the restrictions placed by
this new measure, there is still room for
alternative views, as long as the paraly-
sis of self censorship is not allowed to
talke root. Councillors need to be remin-
ded that the chains of Section 27 are
loose and still give plenty of room for
manouevre. With cool heads, an imagi-
native strategy and sound legal advice,
local government can use that space to
continue representing their communi-
ties — despite the abstacles.

‘Being a Palestinian jour-
nalist in Israel is tobe under
constant threat of admini-

Israeli press crackdown

O Four Israeli journalists
from the leftwing newspap-
er Derech Hanitzotz, whose

BROADCASTING 3

strative or house arrest,
harassment and intimida-
tion’ note Lionel Morrison,
former president of the
NUJ, Harry Conroy, Gener-
al Secretary, and Secarlett
MccGuire current presi-
dent, in their report of a
visit to the Occupied West
Bank and Gaza Strip from
4-8 February.

The main purpose of their
visit was to meet members
of the West Bank Arab Jour-
nalists’ Association and to
learn about the harsh treat-
ment Arab journalists are
facing as a result of the op-
pressive Israeli military
occupation.

The delegation found that
not only were the journal-
ists under constant threat of
detention and harassment,
but also that to publish en-
tailed extreme difficulties;

from the moment a news-
paper is given ‘permission’
to apen, to the actual pub-
lishing, and being able to
distribute the paper, if one
has been lucky enocugh to
reach that stage.

At the time of the delega-
tion's visit, 6 periodicals in
the West Bank had been
banned from -circulation,
and in the past 4 years, 3
newspapers and 2 maga-
zines had been closed com-
pletely. Furthermore, 2
press offices had been closed
down. It was noted that this
number of publications af-
fected represented half the
total number of Palestinian
publications and press
services.

If a publication is lucky
enough to escape the above
measures, it will almost
never escape the military

censor. Scarlett MecGwire
was shocked to learn that
the Al-Fajr newspaper had
‘328 items censored in a
period of 7 days'.

Since their return, the
position of the Palestinian
press has worsened. As are-
sult the NUJ, in conjunction
with the International Fed-
eration of Journalists have
launched a worldwide peti-
tion to protest the repres-
sive measures carried out
by the Israeli military

* authorities against Palesti-

nian journalists and the ar-
britrary censorship and clo-
sures of Palestinian publi-
cations.

Copies of the report and peti-
tion are available from the
NUJ, 314 Gray's Inn Rd,
London WC1X8DP.
Muna Tarazi

trial opens in September,
face possible sentences of
forty years for alleged con-
tact with ‘terrorist’ organi-
sations. All four deny the
charges.

Yacov Ben Efrat, Michal
Scwartz, Roni Ben Efrat and
Asaf Adiv were detained at
various dates during April
and May. All were denied
access to lawyers for
several days after their ar-

- rests and all have complain-

ed of mistreatment while
being detained.The paper it-
self was banned on 18 Feb-
ruary.

Contributions  towards
the journalists’ defence
costs can be paid into Ac-
count 262247, The Fund for
Freedom of Press, Bank
Hapoalim, Branch No. 532
{King Shaul), Tel Aviv, Is-
rael.

Local radio

More than 700 NUJ and BETA mem-
bers took part in a 24-hr strike on 13 Ju-
ly in protest at swinging cuts in BBC
local radio. CPBF members in several
parts of the country joined the strikers
in their campaign to safeguard local
output.

During theday of action, strikerstrav-
elled to London to lobby MPs at the
House of Commons. Roy Hattersley,
Labour’s Deputy Leader, told a packed
Grand Committee room that local radio
was the victim of a ‘calculated cam-
paign’. He said he wanted to see local
radio become more local.

Scarlett McGwire, NUJ joint vice-pre-
sident, warned that the cuts meant a
real reduction in local news output as
deregulated commercial stations would
not fill the gap.

The BBC says the 10% cutback has
been forced on it by Government restric-
tions on the licence fee.

Senior executives from BBC (West)
Radio and TV, HTV (West) and GWR,
chose to ignore the Bristol launch of
Switching Channels. Tom O’Malley ex-
plained the Campaign’s concern about
falling standards as the government
presses for a ‘free market’ approach to
broadecasting, but were prevented from
hearing what local media bosses are
planning for the South West region.
Advance copies of the book had been
sent to John Shearer, BBC SW regional
TV controller, and Derek Woodcock,
head of BBC Radio (S&W), to HTV Man-
‘aging Director Patrick Dromgoole and
Programme Controller Ron Evans, and
toRalph Barnard, Managing Director of
GWR, a former member of the NUJ's
Broadcasting Industrial Council. De-
spite expressing early interest, none of
them deigned to show up and face
criticism from a local audience,

Merger inquiry
‘prejudiced’

The NU.J's submission to the Monopo-
lies and Mergers Commission on restric-
tive practices in the film and television
industries puts up a spirited defence of
public service broadcasting while ques-
tioning the impartiality of the current in-
vestigation given comments by the PM.

Copies of the report, compiled by for-
mer Free Press Editor Mike Jempson, are
available from the NUJ, 314 Gray’s inn
Road, London WC 1X 8DP.

s

day of protest

® Striking NUJ and BET members lobby BBC heads at Broad-

casting House over cuts in local radio.

Broadcasters boycott
Bristol book launch

SW-CPBF co-ordinator Mike Jempson
said that their behaviour ‘betrayed
either contempt for their audiences or a
desperate fear of expressing opinions at
a time when the Government wants ma-
jor changes made.’

Those attending the event expressed
surprise that the CPBF appeared to be
calling for support for the BBC and ex-
isting commercial broadcasters, and
said they weren't satisfied with the lack
of diversity and imagination in current
programming.

Tom O’'Malley urged people to express
those opinions to local broadcasting
chiefs, and said that rapid develop-
ments in technology and government
broadcasting policy meant that we need
to put up a defence for what currently
passes as ‘public service broadceasting’ if
we are to ensure that free marketeers do
not drag standards further down hill.

The meeting chaired by Susan Boyd-
Bowman, a film & TV lecturer from
Bristol University, also heard from
local NUJ and ACTT representatives
about the impact of the 10% cuts in BBC
local radio and the likely repercussions
of the Monopolies & Mergers investiga-
tion into restrictive practices in the film
& TV industries.

‘One reason for defending public ser-
vice broadcasting is to protect jobs,’ ex-
plained an ACTT member from HTV.

Community radio activist Caroline
Mitchell, a CPBF member, told the
meeting that a temporary license had
been won by VOX POP radio to broad-
cast home-made programmes at a for-
theoming community festival.

Reject them
all IBA told

The Independent Broadcasting Author-
ity should refuse to award the franchise
for a commercial radio station for the
Oxford and Banbury areas to any of the
seven consortia who put in bids, says
the Oxford Branch of the NUJ.

The branch has protested that news-
room levels on the planned radio station
are hopelessly low and that there is no
commitment from any of the groups to
serve a population containing more than
500,000 adults.

A report from the branch, Skating on
Thin Air, says: ‘'The consortia want to
play the records already being played,
repeat the news already being reported
and reach the audience other media
already reach, only more so.’

The branch has protested about a de-
monstration tape made by one of the
competing groups which used concoc-
ted interviews and managed to use
voice pieces from seven different
reporters in one 15 minute slot, when
the bid proposes an editorial department
of six for the whole station.

The franchise is one of the most
sought after in the country, and has at-
tracted bids from seven consortia, all of
which have connections with other
commercial stations. Three also have
links with local newspaper groups.

The NUJ Oxford branch has express-
ed concern about the independence of
the new service, in the light of the
Copyright, Designs and Patents Bill,
which allows employers to use news-
paper copy for radio broadcast without
the permission of the journalist who
wrote it.
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4 PORNOGRAPHY AND CENSORSHIP

Is censorship
justified?

With this issue of Free Press we open a debate about por-
nography and censorship. WENDY MOORE makes the
case for legislation while TERESA STRATFORD ex-
plains the link with capitalism. The views expressed are

the personal opinions of the authors.

Campaign

members with a different perspective are invited to

respond.

measured against criteria which would
ensure it spelt out its definition of por-
nography and sexist material unam-
biguously; which would ensure equal
and free access to the courts and which
allowed as far as possible fair represen-
tation and accountability in the deci-
sion-making process. The Media Com-
mission which the Campaign has press-
ed for to monitor media standards, may
well be one option for implementing
such a law.

Finally, it is important to have realis-
tic expectations. Even the most perfect
legislation could not alone improve the
portrayal of women overnight. But it
may be one element in a lopger term
solution.

Wendy Moore

Demands for legislation which would
curb pornography and other degrading
material are being voiced by increasing
numbers of women. They are being met
by an equally forceful lobby protesting
that using the law to fight sexism in
the media must amount to censorship.
Where should the CPBF stand?

Legal restrictions on the British press
are already extensive. Some, such as the
Official Secrets Act are clearly op-
pressive and unnecessary, while others
such as the Contempt of Court laws are
misused to protect state secrecy.

Few, however would criticise the laws
which prevent journalists printing the
names of women who have been raped or
of children who appear in court. Neither
would most of us urge the repeal of the
Race Relations Act which, for all its in-
effectuality, deters the printing of overt-
ly racist material.

Legislation is certainly no new pheno-
mena to the media. And in general it is
not used as censorship. To then attack
requests for a new law with the worthy
aim of protecting women from the of-
fence and potential harm the media
causes seems absurd.

In Indianapolis moves to bring in laws
to curb pornography were opposed as
censorship by the pornographers. They
argued — successfully — that such laws
would infringe their right to free speech.
But we cannot accept such a definition
of free speech. We would not support the
right of neo-Nazis to publish calls for
repatriating black people. Neither can
we offer ‘free speech’ to pornographers
who threaten women's freedom to walk
the streets in safety.

To simply write off laws to restrict
media sexism as ‘censorship’ is a distor-
tion of the argument which sidewalks us
from the real debate. The principle of
legislation which protects women's
right to positive portrayal in the press
must be fair. However, before rushing
headlong into supporting the nearest
private members bill, it is essential to
consider carefully all the implications of

such legislation. That is the real debate.

We have to consider in detail whether
such legislation could actually work in
practice. We must also of course be on
guard to ensure such legislation could
not be misused — to attack, for example,
lesbian erotica. If that happened we
could quite rightly complain of censor-
ship.

The questions of legislation must
firstly be set into the context of the
structure of the media. No radical
change will be achieved until the owner-
ship of the press is wrested from the
hands of a few rich, powerful pro-estab-
lishment white men. A whole package of
reforms — as outlined in the CPBF
media manifesto —is needed to bring
about real improvement. But specific
legislation to tackle the problems of sex-
ism in the media may be part of that
total solution. To assess its potential
success it is important to set down clear
and strict basic principles which cam-
paigners for freedom of the media can
accept as a yard stick.

It would quite clearly be naive and
foolish to ally with the Right with its
own quite distinct principles. Our aims
would include the rights to express
choice of sexuality; for unrepressed por-
trayal of non threatening equal sex and
for frank explicit sex education. The
Right's philosophy is entirely at odds
with that, as has been made brutally
clear by the government’s introduction
of Clause 29 in the Local Government
Act and its plan to set up a Broadcasting
Standards Council with the express aim
of censoring television.

Home Office minister Timothy Ren.
ton left us with no doubts on this issue
when the CPBF met him recently. He
was clear that the quick glimpse of sex-
ual intercourse in the serial the Singing
Detective would have been banned had
the BSC existed at the time.

We also have to be aware that any
legislation will be controlled by the pro-
establishment, male dominated legal
profession. So any proposed law must be

Dossiler

delivered
to PM_

3

Juliet Gosling {right) and Pauline
Lee of Shelve it! deliver a dossier on
Sunday Sport to 10 Downing Street
as part of a campaign to have the
paper confined to the top shelf in
newsagents as a ‘men’s’ magazine.
Shelve it! was set up last autumn by
the NUJ and CPBF.
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Pornography would seem to sit very un-
easily in the Tory schema of the tradi-
tional family. Women are supposed tobe
virtuous and hard-working while chil-
dren are supposed to need protecting
from images of ‘sex and violence’. How
do the Conservatives reconcile their
publicly stern morals with the vast
sums of money being made from porno-
graphy by their friends and supporters?

They do it partly by smearing any
challenge. This was the treatment
given to Clare Short the first time she
introduced her Page 3 Bill. But in order
to ridicule challenge, you have to show
that what you are defending is so
reasonable and normal, anyone attack-
ing it must be extraordinary indeed. For
this, you use categorisation.

It has become acceptable for a man to
look at the Sunday Sport on a crowded
tube train because it is classed different-
ly from Fiesta or Penthouse, or any of the
other magazines on the top shelf of the
newsagents'. A distinction is made bet-
ween ‘pornography’, which is supposed
to be consumed by men in private, and
‘soft-porn’, designed to boost the sales of
publications bought by both men and
women. The distinction gives each cate-
gory its acceptable place,

Of course it is a false distinction: just
because less of a woman'’s anatomy is
visible in the Sun than in Playboy, it
should not make one image ‘clean’ and
the other one ‘dirty’ — but this is what
popular association has done, to the
benefit of both types of publication. The
Shelve It! campaign is disturbing to this
status quo, demanding as it does that
one of the tabloids, the Sunday Sport, be
moved from the ‘clean’ category to the
‘dirty’.

The hypocrisy of the Conservative
moral position on this is epitomised by
Lord Stevens, who has a seat in the
House of Lords, supports Thatcher's
‘clean up sex and violence' campaign,
and owns the Daily Express, the Sunday
Express and the Star. He declines to en-
ter any kind of moral argument, stating
‘I am a businessman, not a moralist.
Porn is in the eye of the beholder.’

It was no coincidence that shortly
after he bought United Newspapers in
1985, Stevens sacked 30% of the
workforce. The pornography industry is
closely associated with highly ex-
ploitative work conditions, and this ap-
plies to ‘soft-porn’ too. Most young
women who model for ‘glamour’ pic-
tures have no control over their
photographs and can lose their agency
contracts at very short notice — if they
gain weight, or become pregnant, for
example.

One of the worst employers in publish-
ing is Richard Desmond, who owns Nor-
thern and Shell, the publishers of Pen-
thouse, along with several other titles,
including  International  Musician.
Hours are long and wages are low (NUJ
rates are not recognised) at his Isle of
Dogs offices. David Sullivan uses
freelance labour for most of the work on

the Sunday Sport.

Convincing men on the left that porne-
graphy is to be taken seriously has prov-
ed to be one of the hardest tasks for
feminists over the past few years, Their
refusal to engage with the problem is
often due to embarrassment and guilt,
but it lends a bitter truth to Andrea
Dworkin's statement, ‘Pornography is
the graveyard where the Left has gone
todie.’

Just as white people need to take res-
ponsibility for racism, men need to take
responsibility for sexism — including
pornography. In the context of the per-
sisting inequalities and bad Iabour con-
ditions of the industry, men’s guilt
seems an indulgence, their embarrass-
ment a screen. For pornography is not
just about pictures of women looking
available for men. It is intimately con-
nected with the forces of capitalism:
through its manipulation of the con-
sumer, its exploitative employment ar-
rangements, and through its portrayal
of women as items for further consump-
tion. It is no accident that Page 3 ‘girls’
are frequently described in terms of
edibles: ‘luscious Linda Lusardi’ ‘tasty
Tracey Elvik’. There to be consumed,

they are also selling us the paper and its
politics.

Capitalism depends on the ever-in-
creasing sales of things; as advertising
executives say, they don’t sell a product,
they create the need for one. The aim is
to keep the profits high and your friends
in government. The pornography indus-
try fulfils these criteria in an exemplory
manner and, moreover, has gained
widespread acceptance amongst the
public, many of whom are persuaded
that it would be unfashionable to
criticise.

Teresa Stratford

WOMEN, FREEDOM &
CENSORSHIP

A conference on 1 October 1988,
10.0am-4.30pm at the London
Women’s Centre, Wesley House, 4
Wild Court, off Kingsway, London
wC2

@ Wheelchair accessible

® Creche, bookstalls, Caribbean
food

® £5.0 waged, £3.0unwaged

® Women only

More info from the office.
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Reprieve for SA
news agencies

The South African government has
‘temporarily’ dropped new regula-
tions governing the registration of
‘news agencies’ in the face of
widespread public protest.

The new register of ‘news agen-
cies’ — defined widely enough to en-
compass hundreds of individual jour-
nalists, agencies and possibly even
newspapers — was one of a number
of _new_media_restrictions_that_ac-
companied the declaration of a third
national Emergency in June.

Most of the previous Emergency
measures remain in force, but a
number have been significantly ex-
panded. The most important was the
clampdown on ‘news agencies’ —
which represented a significant in-
crease in the level of government
control over the media.

A register would allow the govern-
ment a final say in who may practice
as a journalist — one of the most
direct forms of media control.

The latest attack on ‘news agen-
cies’ signals a new focus on those
who provide much of the information
published in international newspap-
ers and the local ‘alternative press’.
Not satisfied with attacking those
who publish the news, the govern-
ment is now trying to ensure the
news does not reach them.

The notion of a register of journal-

ists, first introduced by the Steyn
Commission of inquiry into the media
in 1982, has always heen opposed by
a wide range of media organisations,
both left-wing and right-wing.

The Commission recommended
the drawing up of a register which
would exclude journalists convicted
of security offences and those who
broke a statutory code of conduct.

Parliament then passed an amend-
ment to the Newspaper and Imprint
Registration Act incorporating these
recommendations.

However, the outcry was so wide-
spread'and so vehement thatthe gov
ernment accepted as a compromise
the formation of a voluntary Media
Council and the new Bill was never
promulgated.

The latest round of proposals have
met with equally vehement opposi-
tion.

Iranian journalist
wins asylum

An lranian journalist Shahriar Saeed-
vasa has won the right to political
asylum after a campaign by Nalgo's
south east district and Amnesty In-
ternational.

Shahriar, a photojournalist, was
sentenced to death in Iran for spying.
He escaped to Britain via Turkey.

Home Office Minister Tim Renton
tas now confirmed that he can stay
‘on an exceptional basis for an initial
period of one year.’




