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Dr John Robinson, formerly Bishop of Woolwich, and author 
of the controversial 'Honest to God', discusses 

OBSCENITY & MATURITY 
and suggests that most 
decent people have yet to 
recognise that to disapprove 
is one thing but to prohibit 
is another... 
I i:\SuHSlllP IS, I BELIEVE, 
the next goal for liberal reform 
in '· the civilised society" (the 
phrase of Mr Roy Jenkn 
After a decade of some quite 
fundamental changes of law m 
the field of personal ethics— 
on suicide, capitel punishment, 
homosexuality, abortion and 
divorce — literary censorship 

ks out now like a sore 
thumb. 

The unique thing about liter-
hip, unlike the other 

forms of hidden censorship ι 
venting voices being heard or 
facts exposed, is that it has 
behind it the full panoply of the 
law—what the recent Report of 
the Working Party on the 
Obscenity Laws set up by the 
Arts Council called "Big 
Brother wlgged and gowned on 
the judicial bench." 

The survival of these laws 
(like the, mercifully obeolei 
cent, blasphemy laws) is a hang-
over from the paternali: die 

<-ty. In tliis society " man
kind is under guardians," to 

St. Paul's phrase. There 
ι hose who know best, who, 

tn the name of decency and 
order, decide what it is good 

of us to read or to 
ι are there to pro-

us, if necessary against 
ourselves. 

it is only ivrsj lately lhat this 
conception of society has been 
widely questioned, and that, in 
the name of the "permissive" 
society. But this betrays its 
parentage m the very act of 

»It. For who " p e r m i t s " 
whom? Why, the guardians, of 
course—who graciously, grudg
ingly, or even thankfully, 
abdicate (like the Lord Cham
berlain, the father-figure of 

lish theatrical censorship, 
who recently made a dignified 
if hurried exit). 

But, as Michael Keeling has 

n, who is 50, wot 
Bishop Suffragan of Woolwich 

to 1969, Be is now 
Dean and Fellow of Trina y 
College, Cambridge, 

recently put it in his book, 
" What is Right? ", " the word 
'permissive' suggests that there 
is a right inherent in society, 
or in the leading individuals in 
society, to exercise control over 
us and that they are failing in 
this duty, in as much as certain 
activities are ' permitted ' 
which ought not to be 'per
mitted'. It suggests that the con-
t ruis have slipped. So long as 
this suggestion can be made— 
and taken—seriously we have 
not begun to realise what the 
riKht relationship between our
selves and society is. It is not 
the business of society to con
trol us. It is the business of 
society only to provide the basic 
civil liberties within which we 
can make our own moral 
decisions and discover our own 
possibilities for moral growth." 

Yet the permissive society is 
a real advance on the pater
nalistic society. At least the per 
missive society, like adule-, 
conce, demands freedom. It 
does not create it and often 
indeed docs not foster it. In 
fact it tends to smother it by 
massive new pressures, particu
larly towards teenage con
formity. It is not easier for a 
young person genuinely to be 

But at any rate it does noi 
prohibit freedom; and by its 
inner logic it requires it, often 
beyond the strength of in<i, 
duals and groups unaccustomed 
to it Hence the casualties, 
which can be tragic (especially 
with drugs). No sane person 
would argue that there is not 
a place for a framework of law 
—and good law. 

Nevertheless I believe the 
current backlash against the 
permissive society is retrogres
sive. I would urge that we must 
prese forward from the pater
nalistic and the permissive 
society to the mature society, 
recognising that we have not 
reached it, yet seeing it as the 
target bv which we should con
stantly he setting our sights. 
If we do not have such an aim, 

You'll be 
e ven more of a Brut 

at Christmas 

Eroticism in the cinemom. andindi a London streel 

we shall merely drift like an 
adolescent on the loose, or 
revert to a former bondage. 

I should like to test out the 
implications of such a society 
by looking at a test case for it 
—the abolition of censorship. 

This step has been boldly 
proposed in Britain by the 
Arts Council Report mentioned 
above. I believe its logic 
is unanswerable, and the Report 
itself is a model of lucidity and 
good writing. Predictably the 
Home Secretary made it clear 
lhat he was having none of it, 
and the prospects for its imple
mentation in the foreseeable 
political future are dim. There 
is no doubt that we are not 
as yet a sufficiently mature 

lety. But the Report will 
take its place in the honourable 
queue of rational statements 
that have apparently to be 
iterated many times before the 
law on such subjects conn 
be chant 

¡t of the difficili 
that obscenity is a word oi 
incapable of objective u 
definition Verdicts of jud 
and Juries must therefore con
tinue t.. be subjective, arbitrary 
and unfair—wielding ecu 
s in ρ rather than implementing 
law. Nevertheless tin 
within this langh I a 
number of tuoni/ distinctions 
to be made, and these are 
important for helping to dis
cern and shape the attitudes 
of a maturi ty which is 
both free and responsible 

ι believe H I ai to di* 
ι r a t li e r carefully 

between the erotte, the o 
and the pornogrttphU:, 
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genuinely erotic as a subject 
of beauty and delight seems to 
me to be one of the prion 
of our \nd it is an area 
where the Church has repara
tion to make. For, as everyone 
knows, the Church has a shame
ful record of being anti-erotic. 
What everyone does not know, 
and what has to be stressed 
again and again, is that there is 
practically nothing of this in 
the authentic Hebraic strain of 
the Bible itself—as the Song 
oi Songs shows and as every 
schoolboy searcher of the Old 

imeni must, remember. 
There is nothing anti-erotic 

about Jesus, who was certainly 
not known as a puritan, and by 
his fearless freedom gave 
women an entirely new accep
tance in ¡he ancient world. Nor 
is there, I believe, anything 
anti-erotic about St. Paul, who 
receives such a consistently 
hostile press at this point. Cer
tainly he saw celibacy as his 
own vocation. But he never 
condemns sex as such. Indeed, 
he extends and glories in the 
Old Testament Insight of carnal 
" know!. is a sacrament 
of union with the d u i n e 

The idea thai the two loves 
are exclusive and contradictory 
was latoi and pagan, however 
pervasive Yci the 
damai;«· it has dono that merely 
to " induce erotic d " f a 
heterosexual kind" itself con
stitutes one of the tests of 
corruption, In the latest ¡doss 
on the Obscene Pub! 
\ci of 1964. This ma 
repeal the more urgent But 
thei 
fund il change to be 
achieved ta oui entire attitude 

this change is hindered 
by the ι 
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way, though, of selling sex." The 
purpose, commercially, of the 
nude female is that women 
should identify with it, not that 
it should appeal to men. 

But advertising is not the 
only or indeed the main field 
for eroticism. The same article 
gave convincing figures for tho 
surprisingly limited use of sex 
in the really big areas of com
mercial advertising. Eroticism 
in fact mainly sells itself— 
through books, magazines, films 
and records. 

And it is important to 
get the record straight. There 
is nothing intrinsically evil 
about eroticism, as I shall main
tain later that there is about 
pornography, although the one 
may shade imperceptibly into 
the other. Eroticism is a distor
tion, by isolation, of something 
good. 

Let me illustrate the differ
ence between the genuinely 
erotic and eroticism from the 
August issue of Playboy maga
zine. It contains some marvel
lous cine-photographic stills of 
Paula Kelly dancing completely 
in the nude, pubic hair and all. 
Nothing could be more beauti
ful and entrancing. Further on 

a highly-posed picture of 
Debbie Hooper sitting cross-
legged, thighs apart, with a 
crumpled oath-towel neatly 
arranged In the strategic spot. 
A beautiful girl again, but the 
affect is totally artificial and 

rely contrived to titillate. 
Further on again there is a 
whole warren of Bunnies in 
equallj unnatural positions, 
Including one of Kitty Tabor, 

racing precariously on a 
road track and epitomising 

" t h e carefree spirit of the 
Detroit Playboy Club." Any
thing less genuinely carefree I 
find It hard to imagine. 
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ι harge against Playboy is that 
it is anti-sexual. One need not 
go as far as that to recogí 
that by purveying sex 1 
fessedly as " entertainment for 
men" it has reinforced the 
abstraction of it from the total 
relationship of human belt 
in love in which alone li 
whole and true. And this is the 
norm that we have constantly 
to move towards if we are going 
to create a genuinely mai 
society. 

I have no compunction 
Christian in saying that we have 
in our generation to aim for a 
truly humanistic understanding 
of sex. (Humanism is anotl 

m " which makes a valid 
part, man, the measure of the 

whole.) And this Isa relate 
Ibility, We should 

.· m fairness thai 
patristic and mi 
denial ol eros belong Ιο ι 
in which a truly human life . 
a very precarious achiovemi 
constantly threatened by natine 
Of the ¡.',ods. 

For most of human 
has been viewed alten 

ly as the god within or the 
animal within, a tempestuously 
powerful force acting upon η 
and women, whether from 
above or below The Ren 
san« lented a bid of tl 
human ipiril to throw o 
double dominati : a 
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These children 
could so easily 

have died 
They are juat three of 

thousamls bora with «ome 
t'orni of grave heart disease. 

Research sponsored by 
ilif British Mean Foundation 
is helping children all over 
the umnliv 

He generous. Send a 
donation of any size to: 

BRITISH HEART 
FOUNDATION 
CHILDREN'S 
APPEAL 

ι ST5, 
S7 <•liwif.in Piece, 
London W.I. • 

Letter from Muriel. (ADVERTISEMENT) 

ITLL HAVE TO BE GREECE! 
V<ni mk where we're planning to go on our holiday next 

year. well, my dear, it'll Juat have to be Cireece again. We had 
'· a marvellous time last year that Harry wouldn't 

dream ai going anywhere ¡ 
We're taking the car and driving down to Brindisi. It's an 

overnight crossing from there to ι min by ferry and we're 
staying at the Astir Hotel in Corfu, right by the harbour with 
a beautiful view over the sea Then on to Athens for a 

• at the Aair Bungalows on Glyfade Beach. Harry 
parttcufarlj want· to go there because ifi within walking 
distance from that marvellous 18-holc golf course he rawi 

last year, Then Creta ut the Astir Unici in Iraklion 
which we shall use a» our bate for da] excursions all over 
the island 

at all the 
ly wonderln 
\V'eH, it's u 
whole trip 

Holds 
de our 

their bookings 
.Ilice in Athens. We were so pleased vu ι h the Astir 
and the Hotel dea Rotes at Vouliagment and Rhodes 

last year that we decided to lece the best way— 
Astir all the way ! " as their slogan goes Anyway, the food 
and service were absolutely perfect, so why char 

if you're lomiiif with us< why don't you drap a line to 
el. Athens 131, Gre« 

Hotels in Gri 
Ini , I* 

for their brochures and 

Muriel. 

continued 1rom preceding page 

whole t r t U of life irom 
natural or sub-human 

I ui 
I h r seXUftJ a n a lus been 

one of the last to win this 
freedom. This is largely 
because the meehani.sh 
understanding and cunt nil, 

al and psychological, 
have not been available until 
the twentieth century, and 
.iii' still very crude. It is an 
area demon-ridden with 
taboos and inhibitions which 
make cowards of us all. The 
liberation oí sex, so that we 
are genuinely free in how we 
act and how we talk about it, 
is far from complete. But it 
is in sight—and it Is being 
anticipated with the casual; 
we know 

In the first (lush this libera
tion is a freedom ¡rom. Hence 
the assumption that "the 
sexual revolution " is simply 
to be equated with greater 
permissiveness. But if this 
were all there was to it, there 
would be no genuine revolu
tion at all. It would just be 
one more swing of the histori
cal pendulum between control 
and licence, Apollo and 
Dionysus. 

But I am convinced that 
there is more than this, For 
the heart of the sexual revolu
tion in our time is that 
potentially now we have 
within our grasp a freedom 
over sex, as over the reat of 
nature, undreamed of before. 
One aspect of this is indeed 
the runaway commercialisa
tion of sex, under whose près-

and suggestions we are 
in so many ways less free. 

But with it has come also 
the possibility of a vastly en
riched area of human respon
sibility and control. Whether 
we have children—and soon 
no doubt their gender—is not 
to be left to nature or the 
gods. What we do about sex 
becomes Ini reasingly a matter 
for deliberate personal choice. 

And this is where, as a 
humanist, I want to come 
back on the naturalist. To 
justify sex — any sex — in 
terms of the "natural be
havioural instincts" (in the 
words of an English Imitator 
of Playboy) is a dismal sell
out. It is to refuse the revo
lution and decline its respon
sibility Per the revolution 
demands that, whether we are 
Christians or not, we should 
re-think our attitude to sex 
not simplv in terms of what 
is permitted ("how far" we 
go, er where we " draw the 
line " ) , but In terms of the 
quality of personal relation
ship. 

It is the test of honesty to 
the relationship and of real 
fidelity to the whole person 
that matters. Sex can be 
fully personal, as opposed to 
animal, only in the context of 

OBSCENITY & MATURITY 
a tender, earing, responsible 
relationship. And it is this 
that eroticism undermines by 
detachment Anything that 
works against this detach
ment is not only on the side 
of the angels, but, more im
portantly, on the side of 
integrated, mature, joyful, 
human living. 

THE 
OBSCENE 

BUT IT IS TIME TO MOVE 
on to our second category, 
from the erotic to the obscene. 
The first tiling to be said here 
s that obscenity, as such, 
has n o t h i n g peculiarly 
to do with sex. It comes 
from the Latin obscenus, 
which is in origin a term of 
augury, meaning ill-omened. 
When Horace used the phrase 
"anua obscenav " it had no 
connection, as we might 
guess, with anal obscenity. It 
means " old hags " or 
" witches " of the sort that we 
meet in " Macbeth ": and 
their obscenities were the dis
gusting objects with which 
they fed their cauldron. In
deed the basic thing about 
obscenity is not, as the law 
asserts, its potential to " de
prave and corrupt," which is 
extremely difficult to prove, 
but its undoubted capacity to 
disgust or offend. 

But this, naturally, depends 
greatly on the subject and 
the circumstances. What some 
find repulsive others won't, 
and what is indecent, or un
fitting, in some contexts could 
be perfectly " proper " in 
others. There are many 
(though mostly those who had 
not seen it) who apparently 
thought the film of " Ulysses *' 
obscene. All I can say Is that 
I found it extraordinarily 
beautiful and moving. 

On the other hand, I re
member an issue of the 
A m e r i c a n magazine Ram
parts with a collection 
of photographs of children 
savaged by the Vietnam war 
which I should have no hesi
tation in calling obscene. This 
does not in the least mean 
that I want to ban 
such photographs: I deeply 
desire people to be exposed 
to them, as there are some 
things on which our sensibili
ties ought to be shocked. And 
the English courts have made 
it clear that to " shock and 
disgust " is in Itself no 
offence, though in practice 
the criteripn of obscenity 
offered t<> juries of " what is 
acceptable . . . in the age in 
which we live " comes close 
to saying it. 

What does, h o w e v e r , 

The perfect Christmas present shouldn't 
need darning, hiding, washing, mending, 

or clash with the wallpaper. 
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need to be said is that 
any person has a reasonable 
right not to be forced to be 
shocked, In other words, 
society has a responsibility 
here, as elsewhere, to respect 
privacy and enable people to 
be free. People should be 
protected, to some extent at 
li i| ist (absolutely it is of 
course impossible), from 
having things thrust at them 
in situations they cannot 
avoid which may be expected 

ause them pain or nausea 
What offends susceptibilities 

(hanged and is changing 
ι mistantly. But where there 
is reasonable likelihood of 
serious offensiveness it is 
proper that society should 

restraint, so that 
people shall be free not to be 
damaged if they cannot take 
it. 

Thus, I would argue that 
it was valid by the Street 
Offences Act to clear the 
English streets of prostitutes, 
even if it did mean " sweep
ing them under the carpet." 

,For undoubtedly many people 
are disgusted and embarras
sed by having to encounter 
them whether they like it or 
not. (This is quite different 
from prohibiting those who 
wish to seek them out.) 

Equally it is valid by 
film classifications, television 
innings, and warnings before 
programmes to provide pro
tection for children and others 
who may wish to avail them
selves of it (though my 
experience suggests that 
children are pretty well able 
in look after themselves: it 
is often the adults who wish 
to protect themselves against 
embarrassment). 

The same applies to public 
advertisement and shop dis
plays, though one wishes it 
could apply to many of the 
other obscenities we are 
exposed to on the streets, 
including those of ugliness, 
noise and stench. 

It is not generally realised 
that even the latest Danish 
legislation abolishing all 
censorship retains restraint 
on public display, and the pro
posed Bill drafted by the Arts 
Council Working Party would 
protect individuals b o t h 

ist public indecency and 
against unsolicited material 
by post. 

No one should be pro
hibited from seeing or read
ing anything he wants; but 
equally no one shooed be 
forced to see or read aAhifig 
he does not want. It would 
help to disarm reasonable 
fears of a pornographer's 

Îaradise (even if on the 
ianish evidence, short-lived) 

to stress the requirement that 
no one need be compelled to 
share it. 

THE 
PORNOGRAPHIC 

THIS BRINGS US, FINALLY, 
to the hard core of the sub
ject, pornography. 

Pornography, as D. H. Law
rence insisted, is " doing dirt 
on sex " and this, as the name 
implies, includes anything 
that in written or descriptive 
form prostitutes it. Unlike 
the erotic, which is good, the 
pornographic is, by definition, 
evil and undesirable. The 
number of people it seriously 
corrupts is, I think, question« 
able (What it undoubtedly 
does corrupt is sex.) We 
never appear to suppose that 
it might corrupt the juries we 
set up to vet it. Could a man 
refuse jury service on the 
ground that it was wrong of 
the community to threaten 
his corruption? 

In fact persistent porno
graphy appeals only to those 
already twisted or deprived 
in their relationships. Others, 
though they may find it titil
lating, will soon be sated and 
turn away in disgust It has 
no power fundamentally to 
change their pattern of life, 
which has been set by emo
tional factors at a much 
earlier age. 

The only serious form of 
public effect seems the very 
real possibility that playing 

of sexual violence 
may add fuel to destructive 

¡I would otherwise 
remain sonali ν harmless- This 
was argued persuasively by 
Pamela Hansford-Johnson in 

her book, " Iniquity," on the 
Moors Trial. But even this is 
far from proven by evidence 
that a sociologist or lawyer 
could accept. And it still 
leaves open the question of 
what you do about i t 

As the Arts Council Report 
points out, " Violence has 
been ubiquitous in the art, 
literature and Press of the 
civilised world for so long 
that censorship must by now 
be recognised as a totally 
inadequate weapon to combat 
it. Indeed laws available for 
the purpose including the 
Obscenity Acts are virtually 
never even invoked against 
It" 

Nevertheless, pornography 
poses a real problem for a 
responsible society. As Lord 
Soper wrote in the excellent 
symposium " Does Porno
graphy Matter? ", edited by 
C. H Rolph, " the work of 
personal redemption and the 
work of social redemption 
w o u l d be significantly 
advanced in an environment 
purged of pornography. . . . 
It chains those who produce 
it and those who indulge it 
to a quality of life that is both 
unworthy and inadequate." 

I am inclined to think that 
its most pervasive and corro
sive effects are not to be 
found at the extremes where 
the law might be invoked. 
The real corruption of a 
society's attitude towards sex 
sets in much earlier on, with 
all that suggests, arouses and 
plays upon an attitude to love, 
nudity, sexual gratification 
and experiment, which, to 
quote Lawrence again, is 

trivial, cheap and nasty" 
This is the charge against so 
much of the paperback 
market, the sex-magazines, 
the strip-shows, the sugges
tive advertising. It is not 
pornography £n the legal 
sense, but it is the persistent 
exploitation of sexual stimula
tion for commercial gain 
which is the essence of prosti
tution. And it has the power 
to demoralise and to dese
crate which any person, espe
cially any young person, in 
our society needs a great deal 
of strength to withstand. 

It is this that nourishes the 
understandable desire of most 
decent people to prohibit it. 
But most decent people have 
yet to learn that to disapprove 
and to prohibit are not the 
same thing. For prohibition 
is usually counter-productive. 
It feeds the problem rather 
than solves It — as the 
astonishing drop of 25 per 
cent, in sex crime in one year 
after the permitting of porno
graphy in Denmark provision
ally demonstrates. 

It is a malaise of Anglo-
Saxon society that moralists 
tend to be prohibitionists. If 
you are not a prohibitionist, 
you are assumed to be lax and 
unconcerned for morals. Yet 
the question is fundamentally 
how to exercise responsibility 
in a /ree society. The attempt 
to deal with the evils of 
alcohol by prohibition, is, of 
course, the classic instance of 
the failure of prohibitlonism 
to achieve the ends it musi 
desires. But the principle 
applies in many spheres 
where the use of the law is 
much more limned than must 
people instinctively suppose 
when they see something of 
which they disapprove. 

However unhealthy we may 
think pornography to be, I do 
not believe the function of 
the law is to prohibit it as 
such, nor to set itself up as 
the arbiter of what I may read 
or reject. The function of law 
in the last ditch (and it is the 
last ditch) is to protect free
dom And there are limits to 
which it can do this without 
having the opposite effect 

* I found the 
film Ulysses 
beautiful and 
moving' 

It can to some extent pro
tect persons against the 
exploitation of their erotic 
compulsions (for an exploited 
person is not free) It can to 
some extent protect them 
against forcible intrusion 
upon their susceptibilities 
(tor a forced person is not 
free). And it can to some 
extent protect them against 
things that will result in their 
being treated as less than 
persons. 

I have so phrased this last 
as to include the suppression 
of material likely actively to 
promote racial discrimination 
or prostitution or violence 
against the person, sexual or 
otherwise. But I would want 
to stress the publicly verifi
able effect of action on other 
persons (or, in the case of 
drugs, for instance, on the 
person himself) and not 
simply the presumption by a 
judge or Jury of a likelihood 
to ' rdeprave and corrupt." 

One of the greatest things 
society can do for a person 
is to help him to be free. It 
cannot make him free. This 

must depend on his own 
choice. But to deprive him 
of the choice by prohibition 
is itself to deprave him, to 
treat him as less than a 
responsible person. 

Society's own example in 
treating people as less than 
responsible by censorship can 
have the same effect as 
society's own example of 
taking Life by capital punish
ment. The effect of public 
prosecutions (as of public 
executions) is, I believe, 
wholly bad. It was the action 
of the Director of Public 
Prosecutions that made 
" Lady Chatterley's Lover " 
pornographic for many. 
There is much that I would 
not wish to defend or en
courage but which equally I 
think it wholly regrettable to 

Froceed against by law. And 
would take exactly the same 

attitude in regard to blas
phemy. 

I am sure that the Arts 
Council's Working Party was 
right in concluding that " the 
proper sanction for breaches 
of taste . . . should be social 
reprobation and not penal 
legislation." It would help to 
allay the fears raised by the 
rational arguments that it 
mobilised so beautifully if 
such an influential body could 
go on to suggest positive 
ways in which this reproba
tion might be channelled 
through the disciplines it 
claims to represent. 

There is place for more 
voluntarily a d o p t e d pro
fessional codes to counter the 
so-called " conspiracy to cor
rupt." But standards must be 
exercised in the interests of 
personal freedom, not of anti-
sexual repression. For the way 
a mature society functions Is 
not, except in the very last 
resort, by suppression (that 
way lies a much worse death), 
but by encouraging values and 
relationships which will make 
people not want to do dirt on 
sex or anything else. 

The responsibility of help
ing to shape such a society 
lies particularly on all those 
involved in publishing and the 
Press, advertising and the 
arts, as well as on the more 
direct influencera of In
dividuals like parents and 
teachers, priests and psy
chologists But for the crea
tive exercise of any of these 
roles, freedom (short of the 
freedom to destroy freedom) 
is u l t i m a t e l y the most 
precious as well as the most 
dangerous commodity. We 
need the law to protect it 
rather than to prohibit it. 

© Or John BOMUMMI IMI. 

Extracted from " Christian 
Freedom in a P«rmittiv0 
Society," by John Robinson, to 
be published by the S C M Prete, 
price 21s., on January 20. 
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1. ψnrHer 45 Flighter p»n £3.14,6. 
2 Pôrker ' 51 ' Lustraloy pen £412 0. 
3. Parker 45 Convertible pen 
4. Parker 46 Flighter ball pen £1 17.6 
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7, Parker 61 Custom pen £7.0.6. 
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If you can dial your Continental call 
direct, by all means do so.* It's quicker 
and cheaper and there's no need to book 
in advance. 

Hut il you have to place your Christmas 
and New Year calls through an operator, 
please book them now. I his will help 
to avoid disappoint nient when the day 
comes, It will also help usto plan ι he work 
better su thai *q CSfl allow our operai. 
some time off during the holida\ 

Book a cali »r any time be
tween 24th and 28th December and 31st 
December and ist January, otherwise 
when the time comes the exchange may 
be too busy to connect any call not booked 
in advance. 

»Dialling Europe Direct 
If your exchange is on International 

Subscriber Dialling , LSD) you will find 

details and codes for direct dialling of 
European calls listed at the back of your 
S T D booklet. Check them, and the 
telephone number you want and if you 
need help please ask the Continental 

1 ange operator. But call her now. 
She will be busy connecting calls over 
Christmas. 

llow to m a k e a booking 
In the London area: 

For Austria, Belgium, 
Germany, Italy, Luxembourg, 
the Netherlands and 

Scandinavia Dial 105 
all other Continental 

munii ¡es Dial I04 
In the resi oftha country: 
Call the operator and ask tor ( omtnmial 

mm liookings and mention v. 
itry. 

Please BookNow^ 
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