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Re]ects Deflnltlon

Cleveland (RNS)— A jury  didn’t believe that the average

here has acquitted of ob- n was capable of having

; scenity charges Reuben a shameful, morbld interest in
Sturman, alleged to be one o; $eX.

. the largest distributors of The seven persons Were

: sexually explicit materials in
the nation. Six of his em- %hargedm:g sl;;d;}rg; Olilss;cnrcl:é
011
_ ployees also were acquitted. Pmals P e lines,

After 34 hours of
| deliberation, the jury said they %‘“"nags agg";{:;ggamlgg‘ﬁ
found the 12 films and 24 th°ml’§ y A
magazines involved to be teSul
“morbid, shameful and lewd,” Under U.S. Supreme Court
but they had problems with guidelines, a test of obscenity
the ‘definition of “prurient is whether a work, taken as a
whole, appeals to prurient

interest.” They said they
interest of an average person.
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Alumni Trip

The Bishop Kearney Adult
Alumni Council is planning
an air excursion to San Juan,

P.R., Oct. 15-20. Details. are  § coeoste Covseum - (5104834311 /(212
PAUL CAMBRIA L available from Joseph
| Goodyear, 338 Rogers Pkwy.,
, Rochester 14617; telephone
Two Views | =
\ By JOHN DASH ] “If you don’t understand that,” Kurlander quipped, | ‘¥4 ‘ R aache
s : “you’re not alone.” ! DVEIrT T
i In thd Amencan legal system, few issues can be as _ : .
f confusmg and contrary to a layman’s ken as questions Springing from that definition, -are a number of .
! of obscemty ' statutes, both on the state’s books and on the books of ettndl 0
1 That this is so surfaced  SWaller communities. And many of those statutes, ALL of Seneca’s Serviees .
3 - recently at a daylong ex- Cambria oontsnds tend to be “overly broad, vague,” Plus...
phcdtl on of the law, from the g:naﬁgles of “burning down the house to lrght the LATEST LEATHER
g viewpoint of an attorney who , SPORTSWEAR -
has argued the relationship of The ideal law would be stated thus, he said, “any F ASH[ONS : AR IR
obscemty to the First- —material which is obscene may not be dlsplayed in ﬁékmmd@ms Crorrres Y
- Amendment before the  public.” . SHOPPING, MALL Disry s /,‘
Supreme Court, and from the ) Moniat. WY,
% v1e pomt of Monroe County’s With one exception, crimes centering on obscenity | | 223-43] 3
3 ict Attorney, Lawrence  are tt;Il‘iiscll‘:’:mtc:lanors.edThe exception is the recently
i : Kurlander enac w designed to protect children: It is a felony .
i when a person “employs or induces a child of less than SOME Tﬂ&gg}:}f ﬁ‘ég a?h(,? NS'DER
§ , Amd on many points, he and 16 years of age to engage in a sexual performance, and By Ed Sulgwski L |
; . pau1 Cambria, who has or being a parent, guardian or custodian of such a bel hat f the dead
; | defended mid-west publisher child, consents to the participation of the child insuch | | pome PEOBE 050N Bfafhg?uﬁ'érﬁilg only morbid
- Larny Flynt on obscenity  aperformance.” entertainment for curiosity seekers. Most people
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urrent obscenity statuies around the country hail
dmark Supreme Court decision in 1957. In

- scene and therefore not entrtled to First Amendment
protectlon e

ince that time “the Co has been struggling for

| th 'past 21 years to ‘define’ obscenity,” Cambria said.

Camlma stated, and Kurlander agrees, “Every
obsoemty case mvolves a  First Amendment
challenge » :

Cambna explamed that the First Amendment is
“preferred .in an elevated position. All material is
prdsumpnvely protected by[ the First Amendment.”

In a pornography tnal he sald the standard
presurnptlon of innocence until proof of guilt is
estabhshed, 1S twisted. “l}n a pornography trial the
quesnonts ‘We know he dld it— is it a crime?”

‘ Part of the Roth test is that for materials “to be
obscene! they must be utterly without redeeming social
value Kurlander said.

-However, he added, “In 1973, the Court relaxed
that test somewhat. In Miller v. Caleorma the Court

- 1-set forth a new guideline, that the trier of facts must

w ole, its predommant appeal is to the punent interest’

l

ordxnary adults unless it-a -from the character

te‘nalortheclr

. 1

¥ susoeptible audlenqe
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. Roth, as{the case is called, the Court devised a test for .«
m%tenals to determine whether they are indeed ob-

~ ommant appeal, sliall be judged with reference - -

tances of _its .. '
' tion «to ‘be desrgned for chlldren or other,.‘ B

Cambria contends that, as stated, that law is un-
constitutional, without the word obscene nit.

It is an example he said, of “legrslators’ drafting laws
from ignorance. and zeal, because it is pohtlcally ex-
pedient.”

Both Cambria and Kurlander agree that “por- |
nography must be regulated.” “I agree 1,000 per cent |

that pornography must be regulated,” Cambria said.

On the child pornography issué, Cambria also said
that “Children participants must be protected — but

under other laws than would raise a First Amendment .

challenge

The state law Kurlander said, arose from the
recogmtxon of “acts of sadism, mcludlng torture and
murder involving these youngsters
acts of violence involve a small num r of children.
But the number of children exploited for the sexual
gratification of adults is large and the moral and
psychological harm it causes is incalculable.”

How does one prosecute? How sdocs one defend?
Given the difficulties of the obSCeruty laws, both
Cambria and Kurlander, surprisingly, agree

Try such matters in civil, rather than in criminal

determine Whether the work, taken as a whole, lacks court. | " Traind Pertmnet wmoas
| 3 mm -
senous hterary artlstlc pohnml or scientific value.” In such a procedure, if found’ gmlty; the defendant wN :::-m :-m st "
I thls state, hc sa1d ma@enal is definedas “obscenc”  Would be enjoined from distributing obseene materials. N “"‘""
. if | “(e) the -average.person, applying contemporary  Should the defendant persist, he could ﬂhenbebrought W s car W sosicramam Y- "1—""" |
unity standards would find that considered as a ;- 1o .court. N Mmmm ' ragou .
| sex, and (b). it depicts| or describes in.a: patently i court, a judge and not a jury, would'be jealing with the Tours: Mondey thru-Fridey
offenslvgnmanner, actual or simulated: sexual in- ambxgumesggf the obsgemty laws; - d a verdict -of . 8:30 am. to 6:00 pm. orby
teru'oo sodomy, sexual bestiality, masturbation, ' obscenity could more readllybeobtamed. . ppoktment.
%wm, ot hrsm, excretion or lewd exhibition of the Both en also agree that using civ i1 court would
<L genitals, (c) considered as a whole, it lacks serious " ‘ A ‘
; hterary artlstl(é polltlcal aﬁd smentlﬁc value help urden the already. overbur ned criminal {',.‘: &‘P slways
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- who-feel this way are unaware of the healing value-

ybviously these |-

The advantage for the prosecution | is that in crvrl '
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involved in the viewing i— or perhaps they are
unusually uncomfortable in this situation.

However, for the bereaved :— who are often at-
tempting to deny the deathn of their loved one —
confronting the fact of deatn by viewing the body is
most important. Denial is a natural reaction.to the
death of someone ciose to us — but If this denial is
continued, it can be mentally damaging. The.
viewing of the body is an !mportant step toward
accepting the fact of death. |

There are no simple ways t01 work through the days
and weeks after the death of a loved one. But there
are steps that can be taken t ‘help release grief and
emotion — and, through our years of experience,
we are familiar with many of’them If we can answer
questions Lr you, at any. time, please cali any
member of our staff. —_—
usnn.nnns lm:l 2100 st. Paul St. uz-.uon

Homy oiers
ﬁw“m“-‘*nﬂmw

'
N ‘, .

Homdl




