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SCIENTOLOGY REPOR T e}

QC criticizes ban on entry of
foreign members but urges
legislation on psychotherapy

By a Statl Reporter

Government meisures in J968
to exclude scientologists from the
Umited Kimgdom are criticized by
Sir John Foster 0 his report on
the practive and effects of sciento-
logy, pubhshed vesterday.

His introduction says:  “The
mere fact that >omeone 18 a
scientologist 15 in My opinion o
reason for excluding him from the
United Kingdom, when there s
nothing in our faw to prevent those
of his fellows who are atizens of
the countrs from practising scicnto-
ey herel”

s~ . acference to steps
announced by My Kenneth Rebin-
son, the Minister of Health, to the
Commuons on July 23, 1968

Bcfore anpouncing the measures
Air Robinron described  sciento-
logy as o pseudophilosephical cult
introduced from the United States
with world headquarters in Fast
Grinswead.  He sard it had been
described by s founder. Mr 1. Ron
Hubbard. as ~the world’s largest
mental health organ.zation ™,

Afr Robinson suid the Govern-
ment was satisficd tidat scientology
was socially harmfui. It alicnated
members ol families from each
other; its sathoritarian principles
weré a potantial mcnace to the
pessonality dnd  wellbeing of its
followers: uborve all, its methods
could endignper the health of those
who ~ubnfittel to them. There was
cvidence that children were being
indocirinated

\Mr Robirspn said there waus no
power underjenisting law to pro-
hibit the prictice of scientology
“but the Grwernment have con-
cluded that t is so objectionable
that it would be right to take all

steps within their power to curb

iy growtin L

He then announced the follow-,

ing measures to tuke immediate
effect 7

{@) The Hubburd College of Sden-
tology. und all other scicniology
ostublishments. will no longer be
accepied wy educutional estublish-
ments for the purposes of Home
Office policy on the admission
and subscquent control of foreign
nationuls :

thy Foreign nationals arriving at
United Kingdom ports who interd
to procced 10 scientelogy estib-
Lishments will no longer be elgible
for admission us studeats @

t¢y Forcign naliotals who e
already in the United Kinzdom.
for example as visitors, will not
be aranted student status for the
purpose of ultending a scicntology
establishment : :

() Forecign nutionals alrcady in
the United Kingdom for study at

comiplex society, we afre lertainly
a zood deal more free thun the
sutjects of many other ~tutes.
{he auitude of the general public
in Britain (o forcigners- and to a
geod  many other  guestions—-
demonstrates conflicting feelings of
iriendliness and hostlity. On the
e hand. there is the centuries-
od insular tradition of contempt
19 dagoes, frogs. wops and other
tgser breeds without the law, who
JBonid be sllowed 1o comic here
ly for brief periods on suffer-
¢e. and then go home where they
ime froms cad troutle us no more.
n the other hand. there is the
tqually old tradition of welcome
and hospitulity, founded on a
desire to learn from others, to
widen our horizons. to cenrich our
'experience and especially to help
Jthose who suffer persecution in
“their own countries. ’
, The general principle on which the
_Home Office has in fact reven it

a soentology  estublishment  will 1 not in theory) acted for a ven long

not be granted extensions of sl.«)'
1o continue these studies: :
(¢) Work permits ard employment,
vouchers will not be isxsued o’
foreign nationals  (or Cemmon
wealth citizens) for work at
scientology estabiishment 1
(f) Work permits already issued 10
foreign nationals for work i a
scientology ¢~iablishment will ndét
be estended. 2
Speaking of the then Home Suf-
retary’s reiusal to allow a scicnio-
logist into the country, and
referring to the steps announced by
Mr Robiason, Sir John states :f.
We pride oursclves that Lnglind
is a frec country. Despite increas-
ing eacroachments on the frecdom
of the individual in an increasiogly
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time is that forerzners should be
free 1o come and go through our
ports of entry as they picase. unless
there s clear evidence that they
are likely io do us some specific
harm. such as the commission of
crimes, political activity endanger-
ing national security. the passing
on of contagious diseases. putling
our own people out of work, or
indizence as the result of which we
<hall find oursches forced to sup-
port them,

In my view, such o policy has been
qight in the past and i~ right at the
present time ; 3s the world becomes
wnaller and the mobility  of its
peoples greater, it becomes more
rather than less important that we
should encourage ruther than re-

“ment 10 make such a law and for

stct the free flow of people and
sdeay.

Agaanst that background. it scems
0 me wrong 1n principle for the
Seorctary of State for Home Aftuirs
to use his wide powers of cielusion
against  those  sarentologints who
happen 10 be forcigners or Com-
monwealth citizens. when there is
no law which prevents their col-
leugues  holding United Kingdom
citzenship from beheving an their
theories or carrying on their prac-
tiwes here.

11 the practices of scieniology are
thuuzht 10 constitute a danger 1o
our society sufficiently grave to
warrant  prohibition  or  conirol
under the Taw, then it s for Parha-

the Excoutive to apply 1t impar-
tially to Britons and forcigners
alike within the confines of this
country.

But ~o long as none of our laws ure
being infringed. the classitication of
forcign scientologists as " undesir-
able aliens ™ <o that they are for-
bidden cniry through our ports, .
while the accident of birth permits {.
those scientologists who happen to -

be citizens of the United Kingdom
1o process and be processed here
with imipunity. seems to me to con-
stitute a use of this discretionary
power which is quite contrary to
the truditions! policy followed by
successive Home Secretaries over
many years.

Jn the view which | take, therefore.
ihere 1s no rewson why scwentolo-
gists of foreign or Commonweaith.
nationaiity should not h«:r:q;r.‘ﬂ."lh1
be admutied to this country as’
visitars on precisely the same 1o0t-3
ing as other people.. This would
normally entitle  them. under
current policy set out in paraacraph 4
14 of the Instructions to Immigra-y
tion Ofiicers. 10 a stay of up t0°
three months at a time.

Acuin. foreign or Commanweaith
scientologists who wish to come
and work here should (noan view
be granted or rcfused o work
permit on precisely  ihe  same
criteria as cversone cive, and the
fact that they or their propesed
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Mr L. Ron Hubbard. founder of
Lealth orzanization ™, and (right) Sir John Foster, QC. whose report criticizes the Labour Government's

measures in 1968 to exclude scientole

ENPLOVErs ufe SCIENTOTONISIN should
2 recarded as quite irrelevant.
The position of students is some-
what  Jifrerent Under  present
Hooe Offoe poicy. they form a
prividezed clase o that they arc
normaily given leave to stay for
up v 12 monthy m the first
instanve. that is four times as long
as an ordinary visttor.
Ore of the necessary coadinons for
ity s avceplanive for a course of
full-ame studs at a T boena fide
cducai onal estabishment ™ and 1
am bound o say that on the evi-
dence betore me 1 am not sutisized
that scienicloes esiabiishments as
o organized wan be said to fall
withnn that deserniption.

Sir John recommends the passing
of ‘egslation for the organization
of pavchiotherapy asa protession. If

B R

scientology.

Parliament accerts it. there witl in
due course be a professional bed;
whizh will have. among its other
functions, the Juty o aprrove a7
disapprove courses of trainng lead:
ing 10 regvtration as a practitioner
under s jurisdiction. fhe renoent
Says

If and when the time arrves when
swienology  fraining  Fecanes the
approval of this b.dy. foraign of
Commonw calth strdents wishing te
tihe t shoeutd ke adnutied on the
ame cons.derations as all othes
pbona fide students

Unt:d that time, howeser. | we no
objection 16 the continuance ot the
present Home Oifice policy in this
respect only - foreign of Common-
wealth . scentologinis  wishing o
come “here for  study “at 2
sciento’ogicis’ establishmen: should

saists from the United Kingdom.
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who has described it as > the world’s Eirgest mental

be admitied as visitors only, and not
as students.

S-r John says he has become
comvinced that it s lhigh ame

that the practice of psychotherapy
for reward should be restricted 1o
members of a profession properiy
quahfied in its techniques, and
trained—as all orzanized protes
sions  are tramned—to  use ihe
patient’s dependence which loas
from the inherent quality of the
relationship only for the good ol
the patient himself. and never for
tire erploitation of s weahness
to the therapirt’s profit. Such
legstation  already  exsts i A
aumber of states in Europe. the
Commonwealth and the United
Sates .

| cannot sce any reason why

scientalogists should not be allow

to practise psychotherapy if the
satisfy the proposed professiona
body that they are qualified to d.
so, and their techniques are § ound,
that their practitioners i:ccn'c
adequate training and operate under
stringent ethical code, and thavy
there is no hint of expleitation.
Sir John says:

Onc other matier of substance has
arisen in the course of this inquiry
which. in my view, merits further
consideration. and that is the
variety of privileges which the laws
of this couniry confer upon asso-
ciations of mortais who combine
for religious purpoescs.

He concludes:

Whether or not it may be thoizht
desirable to continue 10 confer these
privileges on bona fide relizions
having a substantial following. there
seems 1o me 1o be a clear need for
precautions which will ensure that
there can be no abuse.

In these circumstanzes. |
mend that the time is f.p2 for a
review of the law which accerds
these privileses to religious bodics,
with the object of at least ensur-
ing that they are restricted 1o
rcligious movements having a sub-
stantial number of adherents. and
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engaging in genuine acts  of
worship. )
I am struch by the edrc with

which ™ pon-profitmaking  venv
panies or associations are able 10
escape the payment of tunes, cvedn
i they afe not charities.
This aspect of our tax systent s in
my opinion np: for Fevicw.
The other matier which dascrves
attention is the failure of a
number of the scientology com-
panies to file accounts and annual
returns within the ume prescenibed
by the law. without dpparent!y in-
curring any sanction at the hunds
of the Registrur of Companics.
These sanclions seem 1o mc pomni-
less if they arc aot enforeed.
into the Practie ard
Efieciy or Scicnoloey (House of
Commons Paper 52, Suatonery
Office, £1.20). CL
l.eading article, page 11
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