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1. GENERAL

In the past three or four months, our main effort has been in
relation to censorship. However, besides. this, the Committee has dealt with
a wide variety of matters. Some of these are referred to below; others ape
as yet unsettled (for example, we are currently supporting two- cases in court
which cannot be discussed here since they are sub judice).

A General Meeting of the Council was held in Sydney on 5 May. -Thig
meeting resolved 'That the Council for Civil Liberties give all possible
assistance to the defence in prosecutions of The Trial of Lady Chatterley,
in Victoria or elsewhere in Australia'.

The meeting also adopted as Council policy a document on the Ombudsman,
which had previously been circulated to all members of the Council. ~ A copy of
this document has since been sent:to'every member of the N.S.W. Legislative
Assembly : it is of particular relevance now because the policy of the ’
victorious Liberal Party in the recent State elections included a promlse to
consider the desirability of appointing an Ombudsman.

2. CENSORSHIP

(a) As readers will know, the publication of The Trial of Lady Chatterley -
by Minderon Pty. Ltd. in association with the Council for Civil Liberties -
has achieved its aim. A serious book, which is a case-study of arguments

for and ageinst censorship, has thus been made available to the general publlc-
and at the same time the absurdity and arbitrary charecter of censorship by
the Customs Department has been made apparent.

This is a significant victory. Never before has there been an open
publication in Australia of a book whose importation is banned; gnd-faced"with
this fact, the Commonwealth Government felt obliged to remove the book from
its list of prohibited works. The absurdity of the situation was pointed up

by the action of one of our members who, before the ban was lifted, filled:

in and sent off the official Form of Application for Permission to import a
Prohibited Publication. He asked for permission to import The Trial..., -
giving asthe reason: 'Costs 15/- here, only 8/- in Britain'.

The Victorian Government -~ or, more specifically, the Victorian Police
- ran true to form by prosecuting two Melbourne booksellers over The Trial 'of
Lady Chatterley. These prosecutions have now been withdrawn, subject to
certain face-saving conditions concerning selling to people 'apparently not of
mature years', and there being no special publicity for the book. ::These con-
ditions are mesningless: ‘even if the two booksellers involved were %o give
valid guarantees, these would not be binding on other Victorian or interstate
booksellers. Furthermore, the implication thet the book might be harmful to
persons of tender years is in itself ludicrous. However, the essential faqt
is that the book is now freely on sale in Australla..

? I

(b) - At the some time as the Commonwealth ban on The Trial... was lifted,.
similar action wag announced by the Minister for Customs in relation to another
book, D. Holbrook's The Quest for Love. This latter decision was a more !
curious one, as there had been no comparable public clamour concerning The
Quest for Love. The following facts may be relevant. On 6 May, the C. C.L.,

in a letter to newspapers, gave public notice of its intention to have a High
Court writ issued ageinst the Minister for return of a seized copy of this




2- \ —

book. The C.C.L. had arranged for a copy to be sent from London to our
Assistant Secretary, Miss Granger.

On 10 May, Miss Granger received the book in the mail. Though the
contents of the parcel were clearly labelled it was not seized by the Customs
Department, and Miss Granger phoned the Department to say so. (The attitude
of the Customs officer concerned was very reasonable - the Department did not
expect to be able to seize every copy of a banned book, and it was not
particularly concerned about this one. However, Miss Granger insisted that
it was his duty...). On 14 May, the Department formally seized the book, and
five days later the Minister announced the lifting of the bah on it. It is
not suggested that the latter two events are connected - Government departf
ments rarely work so quickly - but there may well be & connection with our
public statement of 6 May. True, the Minister said on 19 liay that he decided
last March to review The Quest for Love and The Trial..., but this hardly
squares with his reported statement of 22 April concerning The Triasl...:
'Should the State governmentsdecide to take no action, believing that the book
is not obscene, then I would 1mmediately re-examine the Commonwealth prohib-
ition of its importation'.

(¢) On 6 May, the C.C.L. made a public appeal for funds to meet legal expenses
expected in relation to actions against cengorship. These actions were: ‘the
publication of The Trial of Lady Chatterley; a proposed writ concerning The
Quest for Love; a High Court writ already issued against seizure’of a copy

of The Ginger Man; and 'such other similer challenges as the Council may
undertake'. The appeal was signed by Prof. A.K. Stout (President, C.C.L.),

Mr. Morris L. West (President, Australien Society of Authors), Prof. R.R. Andrew
(4cting Chairman, Freedom to Read A.'ssoci?:'.t‘.ion.).~ and Prof. P.H. Partridge.

The response to this appeal has not been good, only about £100 having
been received. This is probably due partly to the fact of some of the stated
objects of the appeal having been already gained. Nevertheless, the action in
relation to The Ginger Man remains to be followed through, and it secems clear
that the Commonwealth intends to fight this out in court. There is also the
question of what banned book should next be published and/or have a writ
issued concerning it. This is a matter which the Committee: is now conside%ing,
along with the Minister's reported intention to review a number of uqsp901fled
books on the banned list.

Incidentally, it is an interesting fact that the ban on The Trial of
Lady Chatterley could be challenged only by publication within Australia.
A writ agninst the Commonwealth is a practicable proposition only when the
particular book has been banned under Regulation 4A of the Customs Regulations
(supposedly reserved for books of literary merit), whereas The Trial ... was
banned under another section of the Reguletions (aupposedly reserved for
comics and similar trash).

A further curious incident remains to be recorded. On 27 April, an
inspector from the Invistigntions Branch of the Customs Department made
enquiries, by 'phone and by personal visit, as to the names and occupations
of the members of the Committee of the C.C.L. This information was willingly
given to him - the names are public knowledge and indeeded are listed on qur
notepaper. However, since the inspector could not say why he wanted :this
information, the Minister was subsequently asked for an explanation, it being
pointed out to him that it seemed a departure from normal Public Service -
procedure for this matter to be dealt with otherwise than by letter. Senator
Anderson replied that the purpose of the enquiries was 'background 1nformat10n |
about your orgenisation. In the light of the Council's proclaimed intereqt i
in at least one aspect of my administration the informal nnture of the i
enquiries openly made of you do not seem to me to be unreascnable'.
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It must be added that any similer request for a list of names of
members of the Council itself would be rejected outright. As for the
Committee members, they are resigned to the prospect of bav1n§ their parcels
from overseas examined with particular interest!
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