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Q1:  

The focus should be on developing a new framework for classification which responds to the new 

media environment, and which improves on the current scheme. 

 

It is hard to see a justification for a new framework.  

As father of nine children I have been what might be called an intensive end-user of the current 

classification scheme over the past 20 years or so. In this time I consider there has been an 

unwelcome relaxation of standards particularly in TV and movie classifications. 

I feel we need clear regulations that reflect current community standards. 

Q2:  

Parents must be able to trust the classification scheme so that children and teens are not exposed to 

inappropriate viewing. 

Classifications must take a conservative approach - better to be safe than sorry. 

Of particular concern is the increasing tendancy for sexualisation of children. 

Naturally I fail to see any justification for material condoning degrading or sexual violence against 

women. 

Q3:  

No. I can't how it effects the end result whether a movie is viewed at cinema, on TV or online. 

Q4:  

No. Not sure sure this question is leading. 

Q5:  

Irrelevant. All should be classified. 

Q6:  

Irrelevant. All should be classified. 

Q7:  

Yes. 

Q8:  

Yes. 



Q9:  

No. 

Q10:  

No. 

Q11:  

Q12:  

Opt in ISP level content filtering. 

Q13:  

Opt in ISP level content filtering. 

Q14:  

Opt in ISP level content filtering. 

Q15:  

Whenever not suitable for general exhibition 

Q16:  

Q17:  

No. A case can be made that the industry is more concerned about a rating which will maximize sales 

that an accurate reflection of the material. 

Q18:  

Q19:  

I'm not aware of the scale of costs involved but I would support some degree of assistance to 

Australian made content. 

Q20:  

Yes 

Q21:  

Q22:  

Q23:  

Q24:  



I have real concerns about the detrimental effects of online adult role playing games involving graphic 

violence / sexual encounters. 

Q25:  

No. It needs to be spelled out. 

ie. Refused Classification (sexual exploitation of women)  

Q26:  

Yes. 

Q27:  

Q28:  

Q29:  

Other comments:  


