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To: David Pannick
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Sir',
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PLEASE REPLY TO:

23 Budgen DRive
Redhill Su;-rey
Rr{t ?aB
20th August I 999
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RE; VIDEO ApPEALS C0millTTEE DtCiSl0N 0F 17TH AUGUST

We congratulate you 0n your s,rccerr against censorship.
We are disturbed, however; by a Press report that the decision
may be the subject of an application for judicial review. lf it
is, we beiieve you should have cognisance of the fol'lowing
facts.

The BBFC stated that it is only trying to pr0tect children
and not trying to prevent adults. watching what they wanl in an
adults-only environment. This can be proved false by the fact
that the BBFC cuts all scenes of explicit sexual activity from
ctnema iI1gs granted an I8 or even an IBR certificate, as weli
as ironr video recordings. Reference to the BBFC guidelines
confirrns iFrs.-_No olher cor.:nlry tries lc prevenI adults having
access fo all materiai lhat is urrsuitable lor children.

Yours for freedom of expression,

Cilr I Goodman
Chair of CAC
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