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e gnaysis of th

We cannot make a definite e BBFC Guidelines
as handed out at last \;par's public meetings, because thay are

too vaque eg the term “lenghth and strength” of sex scenes
{page 14). The satement on page 7 that "the bounds of
PXHH\,HHQ%‘% are those of the ::.z“muna{ faw.” is misleading
' obscene” under English law. L only

ion to {?“;(f". to whom it

becomes in relation t se is rgubi,grm
Nothing therefore can be too explict for 18?% ilms videos.
The guidelines are therfore defective and need rearaftmg

e C

- are t
“inematograph Films (Animals) Act 1937 (! Edw 8 &
merely applies to productions in and only in the United
Kingdom. it does not reguire you to censor all scenes of animal
cruelty n all films and video recordings (including foreign
ones) shown in f*“;. country. That would mean, for instance
banning propaganda f against -'*x'—huniim or bull- f;qm'
The aim of the law | ly to protect animals used in the
making of British films, not to impose blanket censor oh ip of
all animal scenes in all films shown in the United Kingdom.The
BBFC is therefore exceeding its legal remit in so doing.

Again the cecordings 14984, as amended, does
not require you se ¢ r censorship for 18 and 18R
videos than for cinema filn i those calegories. No other
country pursues such an IzUQiL po?‘;cy. The Act merely
requires you to have regard t ain aspects regarding video
recordings. Wwhen so doing, ysu ououid have the same faith in
the ability of British parents to control their minor offspring

as Continental classification authorities have in their
citizens. Your general policy of preventing all adults seeing
certain materiai to protect the "vuinerable minority” is

untenable and unacceptable in a democracy. In any event, such
material may well provide a cathartic, escapist safety valve
for potential criminals
Endless introverted insular academic studies conducted
1 Britain alone cannot prove anything, because there is no
Jement of comparison with what would be the position
without censorship. Only comparative studies, involving other
European Union countries which have no censorship, are of any
use. Comparisons with the United States as a whole are
misieading because obscenity there (including on film and
video) is within varying local, not one single federal,
jurisdiction,
Continued
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in any event, especial reference should be made Lo the last
official British report on film censorship, namely the Williams
Committee Home Office Report on Obscenity and Film
Censorship (Cmnd 7772)  That reached a utilitarian conclusion
and adopted the guiding principle of "who is trying to protect
whom from what and why."

One of the main aims of the European Union is the
harmonisation of laws of the member States, especially
relating to saleable commodities, so as to create a level
playing field for commerce throughout the Union.. This
includes films and video recordings. The BBFC should therefore
take action to reduce the difference between its
classifications and the ones prevailing on the Continent. Your
Board has no justification for beleiving that British people are
less mentally mature than their fellow-Europeans.

In the meantime, the BBFC's general stance is oo supine.
It is notl your role to please the Home Secretary and/or vocal
Members of Parliament and local Councillors.. The Video
Recordings Act purposely avoids overt State control by
prescribing delegation to an appointed body, currently the
BBFC.  For cinema films the controlliing bodies are local
authorities, who are free to disregard the BBFC..

The Campaign Against Censorship is committed to the
repeal of the censorship provisions in the Video Recordings Act
They are unnececssary because the material is adequately
covered by the law of obscenity. Instead these provisions mean
State-controlled pre-publication censorship, which is contrary
to the values of a democratic society. CAC would support a
campaign to tak the BBFC out of the jurisdiction of the Home
Office, whose prime concern is the suppression of crime ie
negativity. Instead you should demand to be placed (like
theatre and television) under the aegis of the Department of
Culture, whose main aim is creativity. You have the authority
to make such a demand.

The spirit of openness necessary in a democratic society
implies that the classification certification shown on each
film advertisement or video recording cover is followed by a
statement of the time cut from the original by the BBFC or by
the producer in order to gain a BBFC Certificate. This willi
solve complaints by purchasers about the unknown nature of
the film shown in Britain or video recording sold here, which
is sometimes shorter than the Continental version.
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