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This is to explain to you why it has not been possible
for the.July issue of Freedom First to reach you and why you may
?ﬁVe to do without your favourite journal for some time more to come.

€ reason, as you must have guessed, is the operation of the
pre-censorship which is current in the State of Maharashtra.

Dear Reader:

I cannot do better in the way of enlightening you than by
quoting from the irit Petition filed by me as Editor of Freedom First
which, I am glad to inform you, was admitted by the Bombay Bigh Court
on July 18, 1975:

"On the publication on June 27, 1975, of the pre-censorship
order issued by the Government of Maharashtra, the Petitioner, as
Editor of FREEDOM FIRST, submitted to the Censor on the same day the
entire issue in page proof form which had already been composed. The
Censor ordered the deletion of certain articles and approved the rest of
the material. The Petitioner decided to abide by the decision of the
Censor since only three days remained before the due date for the
publication of the issue which was July 1, 1975, and as the full legal
implications of the said 3tate Order was not clear at that time. The
Petitioner decided to keep the space occupied by the censored itsms blank
and, for the information of the readers, to print the word 'censored!
across the white matter.

'On the morning of June 28, fhe Petitioner read in the TIMES
OF INDIA nevspaper that Mr.S.B.Chavan, Chief Minister of Maharashtra, had
told newsmen in Bombay on 27th June 1975 that 'serious note would algo be
taken of newspapers who sought to register their protest by leaving
editorial and other columns blank.' In view of the aforesaid action
threatened by the Chief Minfster of Maharashtra the Petitioner was
reluctantly constrained to suspend publication of FREEDOM FIRST under
such ... conditionBs. ececssscs

"On 14th July, 1975, thz Petitioner submitted a new issue
of Freedom First as required by the State Order. This consisted of
materiak =hich had been allowed for the earlier issue with certain new
material which the Petitioner felt did not contravene any of the guidelines
published for the guidance of editors of journals. The Petitioner was token
aback when he was informed by the Censor on the 15th July 1978, that,
not only was the larger part of the new material submiited by him not to
be published but that even some of the items allowed by the order of the
Censor on the first occasion could not now be published, s-ce.as oo

"Among th new material publication of which has beeqhi

stopped are inter alia an article on the 'Scope of ' the pre-cﬁﬂﬁgr" t?
Order' by Mr,V.M.Tarkundc, a former Justice of the Bombay High i

an item from the Financial “xpress of July 5, 1975, reporting gnu-lﬂﬂ 1975
judgement by Mz.Justice Hamanujam of the Madrad High Court gf s ’ #
wdmitting a irit Petition by Mr,T.Sadasivan, Publisher of é;éﬂg-_;iiclﬂ
questioning the validity of un order deleting a passage fm?[mﬂauectih"
5UARAJYA, and the Resolution of the Magarashira i 2
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. ha the prooeadinga in |
w&t&!ﬂ&am for me to enlighten ;rm t

Since we are sure that xou mou
in keeping with its liberal values and 3
‘pre-censorship of this nature, we have, the app

Board of the Democratic Research Service, decided to
and %o beab the resultant inconvenience and harﬁship t411
decision of the Courts.

e are sure we have your warm mpa.thy and PO}
we have taken for the freedom of thought and exp:raas:l.m f
journal has always stood. t¥ak




