Sermon No. 585

INTERNAL RESTRAINTS

A sermon delivered by Batsell Barrett Baxter on March 3, 1968 at
the Hillsboro Church of Christ, Nashville, Tennessee and heard
over radio station WLAC at 8:05 P, M,

In the March 1, 1968 issue of the FBI Law Enforcement Bulletin, J. Edgar
Hoover writes, ““The publication and sale of cbscene material is BIG Business in
America today. Degenerate sex pictures and pornographic literature, overtly peddled
and sold in most cities and communities, net greedy smut merchants millions of dol-
lars annually., It is impossible to estimate the amount of hamm to impressionable
teenagers and to access the volume of sex crimes attributable to pornography, but
its influence is extensive,..Porncgraphy, in all its forms, is one major cause of
sex crimes, sexual aberrations, and perversions...In the publishing, theatrical,
and entertainment fields, are tle good, enlightening, and educational qualities of
their products being overshadowed by too much emphasis on ocbscenity, vulgarity,
incest, and homosexuality? Many pecple believe this to be true...(Then Mr. Hoover
spcke of “hard-core” porncgraphy)...Such filth in the hands of young pecple and
curious adolescents does untold damage and leads to disastrous consequences...
Lewd and obseene material plays a motivating role in sexual violence...Forciable
rape in 1966 increased ten per cent over the 1965 total...Since 1950, forciable
rape has increased fifty per cent...,Sound and workable laws are needed, and, where
they do exist, they should be vigorously enforced...When obscene material is dis-
covered, it should be exposed and citizens should complain to proper authorities.
When porncgraphy is received in the mails, postal authorities should be advised.
Citizens should come forward and cooperate in prosecution of offenders. Obscene
material is indeed evil, but it is not a necessary evil.”

Recently I received a questicnnaire from a graduate student at Peabody Col-
lege who asked a series of questions corc erning censcrship for a term project. All
of the guestions added up to the one general question, “What do you think about cen
sorship?” My answer was that I believe that there are certain areas in which cen~
sorship i1s needed, but that I do not feel it is likely to be forthcoming in our
modern American scene., 1 further indicated that I do not know by what means it can
be achieved.

Some Kind of Censoxship

Tt seems quite obvious to me that scme kind of censorship is needed in
America today. We are grateful for the Federal Comunications Commission which has
long regulated the use of profanity and vulgarity on the air, both on radio and on
television., We shudder to think of what might be the case if we did not have such
a regulative body. We are grateful for the fact that each of the major radio and
television networks provides censors to make sure that the individual programs con-
form te the FCC code.

We are also grateful for work such as that done by Eric Johnston, cne-time
president of the National Assocciation of Manufacturers, who was responsible for
mary years for the enforcement of the Motion Picture Cecde of Ethics. Although< at
the time we did not feel that he was doing as especially good job, in looking back
and realizing how much more liberal are the movie policies of today, we are grate-
ful for the restraint which lir., Johnston exercized more than a score of years ago.
1+ seems that the movies become ever freer and freer in the use of profanity,
vulgarity and sex.

The Roman Catholics have leny had their “legion of Decency” which conveys
to their members the names of books which they are nol to read and mevies vhich



Internal Restraints Page 2
they are not to see. e do not know with what success these negative recommenda~
tions are made, but it is heartening to know that a religious body has standards
and enough convicticn to try to enlist their people to live by those standards.

When I was a student many vears ago in Abilene Christian College, in Abi-
lene Texas, there was a committee of citizens who served as a censor board for the
mévies. This was a college town, having three religious colleges. It was a reli-
glogs town, having an unusual number of churches. The censor board viewed every
movie before it came to town, suggesting certain cuts to be made in some of the
movies, and preventing others from coming at all. This kind of censorship is far
away and long ago. It is not feasible in our land today to hope for such control
over indecent movies., We are grateful for the fact that our own colleague, Jim
Bill McInteer, has served on a local commitiee in Nashville to try to control porno-
graphic literature here, All of these efforts are encouraging, though more rather
than less activity in this area is needed.

Two Ilajor Problems

In this whele matter of censorship we face two major problems. The first
is the simple fact that publishers irmediately claim that censorship violates their
right of freedom of speech as provided in the First Amendment to the Constitution.
The second problem is seen in the difficulty of finding a generally acdepted code
of ethics to serve as a univeral standard throughout the land. You and I would
inmediately accept the Bible as our basic code of ethics, but not all of our citi-
zens would do so. Lven if the Bible were accepted, there would still be a prcblem
in knowing exactly how to relate its principles to certain specific decisions of
the mement. The best that can be hoped for is a somewhat general ccde, outlawing
only the worst of indecent, cbscene and imnoral material,

For many years the trend in court cases on the local, state, and national
level was toward more and more license. It seemed that each case was decided
against those who would endorce moral and cthical restricticns. However, tlere was
a decision by the Supreme Court in March 1966, which reversed this trend and gave
some encouragement toward decency. The National Observer, of March 28, 1966, re-
ports, “The U, S. Supreme Court, in a frank attack on the nation’s growing army of
smut merchants, handed down a decision last week that gives state and local offi-
cials a powerful new weapon in the battle against obscenity. The Court, in voting
five to four to uphold the conviction of New York publisher-promoter Ralph Ginzberq,
broadened the test by which material may be found to be obscene under the law.
(Note: Previously only what could be demonstrated to “appeal exclusively to pruri-
ent interesis” was considered obscene.) Beyond the content of the material itself,
said the Court, determination of cbscenity can be made on the basis of the seller’s
motives. Publications can be found obscene if the seller made ‘a business of pan-
dering to the widespread wealkness of titillation by porncgraphy.’ From now on, when
obscenity is in doubt, the prosecutor has only to show the defender pandered to
human lusts——a far easier assignment., This dces not mean that the battle has bea
won even to a small degree, but it does mean some encouragement tc those who would
enforce laws against offensive films, books, and other publications.

Christian Discrimimation

When we have done all that we can possibly do in protesting obscene materia’
we still come back to the fact that it is not possible to clean up our society cam-
pletely. The only ultimate answer is internal restraint, or Christian discriminatiir
in what we do, what we see, and what we reud. e are ail aware that in early life
children must be provided extonsive external restraints. A child is not allowed
to play wherever he wishes to play, but it confined to a safe area. He is led by
the hand when he crosses the street. Limits are placed upon his freedom. Certain
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eating habits are insisted upon. There are bedtime requirements. When the child
grows older, there are dating rules. There are rules for the use of the car.
There are restrictions on the spending of money.

In every well-regulated Christian heome there should also be scme limitation
upon what young people may read and upon what young people may see on television.
Parents Magazine provides a valuable “Movie Guide,” which rates all current films
either Excellent, Good, Fair, or Poor. They also indicate whether the films are
suitable for Children, High-School Age, Adults, or Family., This provides parents
a great deal of help in knowing which movies their children ought to be allowed to
see, IV Guide is another source which can guide thoughtful parents in knowing at
least scmething of the worthiness of the programs that are to come each week. By
the use of such devices parents ought to be able to screen out the worst pregrams
and allow their children to see only that which is decent and wholescme.

External restraints are necessary in the earlier years of life, but ulti-~-
mately all these limitations must be transferred into internal restraints, This is
essentially what is meant by “growing up.” A young person is grown, not when he is
tall, or big, nor when he has had a certain number of birthdays. He is grown when
he has matured to the point that he has certain internal restraints which take over
in place of the external restraints which have to be left behind with childhocd and
zdclescence. Only when a person has matured to the point that he does what is
right because he himself wants to do it has he come to adulthood.

God’s Word

God’s word teaches us to distinguish good frem evil. It is here that we
find our absolute standard of right and wrong. We like the way the apostle Paul
wrote to the Romans, in speaking of one who “approveth the things that are excel-
lent.” (Rem. 2:18), Conversely, this means that such a person disapproves of the
things that are not ercellent. In Paul’s letter to the Philippians, he spcke of
those who “distinguishk the things that differ.” An alternate translation says, “I
want vou always to ba able to reccgnize the highest end the best.” (Phil., 1:10).

In Hsb. §:14, the writer spokz of "those who by reascn of usae have their senses
exercized to disecern ¢ood end evil,” An a'ternate translation says, '‘those who have
their faculties trained by practice to distinguizh ceod from evil.” The Bible is
designed in large measure to create in us 4 sznsc of velues which will guide us
away from evil and toward the good,

In the 0ld Testament lbook of Isaiah, we read, “lice unto then that call evil
goed, and good evil; that put darkness for light, and light for dariness; that put
Litter for sweet, and swimet for bitter.!” (Isa. 5:20). In the New %'estamnent no
passage 1s more complete than that found in Phil, 4:8, “Firally, boe*nren, whatso-
evzr things are true, whatsc:iver things are honorsble, whatsouver ti.ings are just,
wietacever things are pure, wh=tscever things are lovely, whatsocevar things are of
good report; if there ke any wirtes, and if there be any pra:se, think on these
things.” These passages suggest the area within which we Christians must stay if

we follow the Lord’s standards of right and wrong.

Suggestions

In developing internal restraints, we micht well follow these suggestions:

1. In which direction dors it lead? Does tlis activity, or this beck, or this
filwn, lead us toward cpiritual things or away from spiritual thincs? Dees
it lead us toward Ged or awzy from Ccd?

2. What kind of pecple erjoy it? We can learn scmething of the worthiness of
an activity by carefully examining those who habitually engege in it. As
we look at these people, we ask, "Are these the people like whom we would
wish to become?
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3. Would I want my most respected friends to know? If the book, the movie,
or the activity is something that we would be embarrassed for our most
respected friends to see us engaging in, it is a good indication that it
is out of bounds. If we would be embarrassed for them to know, then we
ought not to engage in it.

4, Would T want to do it, or see it, or read it, if I knew that today was my
last day on earth? Of course, we do not know but that any day might be our
last day. The only wise course is to live each day as though it were our
last day. This again helps us to make vur decision between right and wrong.

5. Would Christ do it, or see it, or read it, if he were here? If we cannot

© visualize Christ participating in this activity, then it is a good sign
that we who wear his name ought not to participate either,

Conclusion

In our modern world there is a great deal of evil. It is the Christian’s
responsibility to speak out against that evil. When he finds porncgraphijc litera-
ture on the news stand, it is his obligation not only not to buy, but also to pre-
test to the ownér of the establishwent. If he finds hurtful porncgraphic litera-
ture circulating in the neighborhood, especially in the hands of young people, it
is his responsibility to report it to the District Attorney’s office. If he re=
ceives porncgraphic materials through the mails, it is his responsibility to pro-
test to the Post Office Department, In our homes and in our own lives it is also
our Christian responsibility to limit our television viewing, our magazine subscrilh-
ing, our book reading, and our movie going, to those that are wholesome and worth-
while.

Even when we have done all that we can do to clean up ocur envircnment, we
still will not have succeeded fully., There comes then the responsibility or having
our own internal restraints which prevent our doing, or seeing, or reading the wrcug
kind of thing. This is a self-imposed censorship, because we believe Christian
principles. It is only through reading the scriptures that we know what is right

and what is wrong.

In the 0ld Testament there is the tragic story of Esau who sold his birth-
right for a mess of pottage. We Christians, surrounded by a world in which there
is a great deal of evil, are constantly in danger of selling our birthright of
heaven for a mess of earthly pottage. The lustful, obscene, porncgraphic materials
of this kind do not add to our happiness and well-being in this life. The happiest
people are not those who feast on this kind of rottenness, but rather those whose
lives are wholesome and clean. Porncgraphy has nothing of value to offer; it has
only the capacity to destroy.
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