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Censoffor a Day: Term 3, 2009

From the Chief Censor

A significant pr op o rgbingaudiencd conNigtsof teeragdrsalnsd 6 s mo \
important therefore that the Classification Office stays in toudhevdpinions of teenagerfiel

Censor for a Day programme forms a vital part of this/gealso hope that participating students

take away both a knowledge of classification law and an understanding of how it is possible to
balance the freedom of expression with social responsibility

Bill HastingsChief Censor of Film and Literature
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Censoffor a Day: Term 3, 2009

Introduction

The £cond and final Censor for a Day event of 2009, featuring theefilmn i fwag héld iniremad in
Wellington, Napier, New Plymouth, Wanganui and Palmerston North.

329 studentwere given a law lecturebp i ef Censor , Bill Hastings, expl
and Publications Classification. Atie students then watched the film, which had yet to be released in

cinemas, and fillexit aform recommending classificatioand descriptive notsd eplained the reasons

behind their choiseThe Chief Censor théed a discussi@aboutthefim t he studentsodo rec
classifications, and about the classification system in. general

The Film

Jenni fdeectdddy Kargndkysamagligssifie®R1 6 wi t h t he descriptive not
scenes and of fsessadilviey |aa ndgcucangeeddin thélveords ob writer Diabld e n d e d
Codyotopay tribute to some of the coe)athesametimeg, t hat
kind of turn. them on their eard

The plotinvolves thdigh school studedennifer (played by Megan Fox) being transformed against her will

into a fesheating demon, or succublike story is told from the point of viewJdeim i f er 6 s best fr
nickn a me d {plyeeby pndanda Seyfriddie film largelyevolves around thedeteriorating

relationshims Needy comes to terms with the fact that hefriemst is eating her classmades; that

Jenni fer i s,d@vi..andNotjestdhjgld shool@vit d s ,

A.O. Scott ofThe New York Tirnencluded thathe movie deservéand is likely to wié a devoted cult
following, despite its flaBand that these flaws wérgtigatel by a sensibility that mixes playful-palture
ingenuity with a healthy shot of feminist @ngim critic Roger Ebepraised the filnsayinghatCo d y 6 s
screenpla§prings to this material a certain edge, a kind of gleeful relish, that's uncamgprbms isn't

your assembhne teen horror thriller...as a movie about adlashg cheerleader, it's better than it has to
beb

Survey Results: an @erview

Student®verwhelmingly felt thdte n n i fShoulddbhs agB8restrigteecause of itseatment of sex,

horror, crime, crueltyjolence and offensive languadee great majority recommendaat the film be
restricted to people agk6 years and ov@nly 2% did not recommend a restricéimd fel that the M
rating was morguitabled as one student

put it,@n R16 rating...would neglect the
target audiencand the market for these
films is generally those mature enough to M |l 2%

Classifications: all schoc

enjoy the film without hai@n R13 3%
R15 2%
There were significant differences betwee| R16 84%
the classifications recommendedhies R17 1 2%
and femake Overall, female students
R18 7%

recommended higher classifications than
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Censoffor a Day: Term 3, 2009

mak studentaVhile almost all participants
recommended a restriction, males were
proportionately twice as likely to classify th | |

film as unrestricted (M), and females were LY AL
twice as likely tdassify the film as R18. A R13 2%

much higher proportion of male students R15

Classifications by gend

L 1% @ Male
opted for lower restrictiodssuch as R13
or R15. R16 il Female
R17
Around three times as many female R18

students participated in the easihale
studentsJust under three quartersto#
studentsdentified as PakehallEbpeanl12% identified as Maori, 4% as Asaad3% as Pacific Islanders.
6% indicated an ethnicity other than those above, while 2% did not specify an ethnicity.

e Ethnicity of students: all schoo
Specified

2%

Gender: all school

Other
6%

Femalé 4%

74%
Pacifi akeha/

European
73%
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Censoffor a Day: Term 3, 2009

The Classification Exercise

Students filled out thaassificatioform & which is a pared down version @flapageConsiderationtget
classification offezs use when classifying a.filime exercise involved students answering the following
guestionsvhich relate to specific sections in the Classification Act. The students were askeil to use the
answers to these questions to decide on a suitable classifidatiescriptive note

hat is the impa
What will be the of viewing the fil
i t a cinema? Wo
dominant effec

: ) Classification
. . it be different on
of the filmon its

Criteria: does the

likely audience film contain sex,
horror, crime,
cruelty, violence @

Does the film
have any merit

. Vvalue or. Classification:
|mp0rtance N

terms of literar restricted or  JR this film intended
social. cultural unrestricted? J; for?

educational or
cientific matter

After evaluating e n n i fusingNbesw BZoedayl ificatidricsteria, stadenss decided on a particular age
restriciorof or exampl e 6R1606 or O6R186, or they decided

classifying the film as O6MO0 (recommendmeadobeor mat
cl assid i ardno&Bents, Ghose these classificatiodls éon Bodf.e r 6 s

Survey Results

In order for a film to be age restricted, or banned, itimssie way deal witaterial such as sex, ooy
crime, cruelty or violendglms can also be age restricted if they contain highly offensive language

Classification criteria: all scho

Highly Offensive Languag
Violence

Cruelty

Crime

Horror

Sex
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Censoffor a Day: Term 3, 2009

Almost all students agreed that n n i fcantaiied theR-osabjectriteria. Only a third, however,
believed that the film contained highly offensive language.

Material Considered by theClassification Office

While both theClassificatio®@ffice and the students agreed that the film contained sex, horror, crime,
cruelty and violengcthe Office restricted the film to people aged 16 years and over because &f the film
treatment of sex, horror, violence and highly offensive ladguagers of cruelty and crime did not impact
on the reasons for the classificatiothe Summary of Reasons for Decision it was noted that

The gory nature of many of the deq@stibesiikely to greatly shock and disturb
children, and casual use of highly offensive language by some of the characters is likely to

encourage childtehnton k t hat such | anguage i s commonly
sexual matteestiplarly the way they amtedeplongside violence and death, may
confuse or greatly disturb children, and may

sexual relationships. Yegwgasay be inured to the effects of violence by repeated

exposure to depictions of violence and horcaysétbliemay consider violent

behaviour as normal or without conseguence.
more challenging content into the context of a farcical, unrealksticy.comedic ho

Student sd Vi ews

Studentfiad widely differingiewpointsabout how potentially reistedcontent was used in the filithe
following are some examples:

Sex

The following student 0s :&owasymesad indenwsdiffeyemtrwaysraan| vy a g |
intimate level the audience viewed a cbapiag intercoursehoweverdennifer's references to sex were

disgusting, as she used her body to lure hér4mether put it this wagkhe actual sexual activity shown in

the film wasnthat offensive...I think the sexual referémeesendos shown through Jennifer were more

offensivé An asgct that was commonly broughtimgliscussion was that Needy and her boyfiierd

using progctiordduring their sex scene, and that this was a positive message for youdgpeplsaid

that®ex is dealt with as a natural part of adolescence...as well as addoldthifestudent felt that the

sexual content of the film wiasacti@ally pori® but still suitable for 16 year olds

Many students were uncomfortable with the ostensible link between violence and sex @s the film

® Jenni fer ds] pr isseducipg themeatohg victiiddhpneaskadralout éhe possible harm

that could be cesed if the filmvas unrestricted, many students thought that the sexual content would

confuse or upset children, especially in combination with the horror and violence. One student singled out
the samex kissing scene between Needy and Jennifer as pdidfaredlyeto people with religious

belief§ another remarked that the scene should not be controversial,ecaise not | i ke i tds
and lesbians to have a good relatio@ship

Horror

Students considered the firbe above alta horror filmit showed many codes and conventions of the
genr@ While the horror scenes were considered to be quite strong by some(@useeirty Jennifer drink
blood out of a body was disturbing and made me feel physicdllyh&qgossible harmful effectsva
mitigatedsomewhabecauséas things got more surreal it was more funny thafeswhtiathe dorror
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Censoffor a Day: Term 3, 2009

was not sustainédvery slapstick in some waged therefore should not be made Rib8veverstudents
commonly f el t tedementswdulddistuiblchiiddes ant give themfnigidmares.

Crime

Criminal activity indicated by students included murder, breaking and entering, underage drinking and
drug use. One student felt the filjlamourisedtocaine bgepicting its use stenes witthe band

members at the end of the film.

Cruelty

illicit

Manys udent s mentioned Jenniferds use of Dboth psych

victims, noting Jdastenbetiéivhertiiegardlopelessef t hat t hey

Violence

Many students fehat the comediaspecof the film made the violence less shockirsgudent who
recommended the film biassified as R13 thougidu could laught [the violencéand this madit less
harmful to young audienchscontrast, atadentwhothough the film should be classified as R16 felt that
dnixing comedy with horror makes it seem like violence cardefither said thathe violence by itself
would be less of an issue, but this movie tries to make pe@prergrne pain and fear and begging for their
lives funng

Offensive language
While most students believed the film had offensive language, most did notlthinkitgeu a ge wa's

of fedA@ouvue®woul dndt rat e tdormesuddntirdmarketd.ased on its

Religious content

O0h
| al

Some students felt that the occult and religious content of the film could be offensive to religious people,
particularly Christians. One student gave an example from the beginning of the film where Needy remarks,

aboutprayeh s ay it bkdOne studentfauedst offerisivevitiadr film seemed to suggest

&ou can only come backKife as a demdranother believed that condom use in the film could be offensive

to Catholics. Overall, studenlid not focus on this aspecs. @ne studentpittd t d s n o-teligobusal | y

o unlike theDa Vinci Code

Self harm

One student thought that the scene where Jennifer burns and cuts herself to demonstrate her demonic

powers could negatively influence those undepdsicularly as Jenniferi depi ct ed gid.s t h

The Descriptive Note

Descriptive notesform the public about content . )
. . . Descriptive notes: all scho
within a film which may concern thdrhe
descriptive notlor J e n n i finorm$ poterad d | content that may disturt 8 4%
viewerghat the film containdvi ol enc e, Supernatural theme 7%
scenes and o.Whenstadenise | Crime 1%
were asked what descriptive note ttheyghtthe Drug Use # 4%
film should have, mo s t Horror i 54%
followed closely by &8s OffensiveLanguag# 36%
(54%), and O6o0ffensive ~ Sex 84
Violence S 890/(0

e O

rr ol
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Censoffor a Day: Term 3, 2009

Audience
Age

Students were asketio they thought was the intended audience for th& fitrmajorityfelt the film was

aimed at both a teenage and d@dulostlyyoung aduld audience. Just owethirdthought the film was

aimed solely at teenagassthe film is about high school students and uses language and references familiar
to a teen audience minority (9%)believedhe film was aimed at an adult audience owerat$ old.

Sixteen percenfst udents al so noted the film was intended

Audience: the film is for..

Only adults
Teenagers and adu
Only teenager:
Horror fans

Gender

Screenwriter Diablo Cody has said she wanteah n i
Bodyo explordihe intensity of female boi@dsd in
particular the friendships of adolescent gidsnted

to show how almost horrific that devotion can be. It's
almost parasificShe has said that, along with the
director, she is d@utspokefifeminist who wanted to
&Gubvert the classic horror model of women being More for malesm 87%
terrorize@d she wanted the film tgve females a

sense of empowerment.

Audience and gender: the film is

More for females 3%

Audience and gende Beaing this is mind, it is interesting to see that, of the students who
indicated that the film was intended more for males or more for
females, the great méjpindicated malesist under a quarter of
the male students felt the film was intended for feraatis)ly 6%
& The film of the female students agreed. Students who indicatécetmn i f er 6 s
is more Bodyvas intended more for men and boys often cited the sensual
for males kissing scene between Jenaifiel Needy as being an example of
unnecessatiillation intended to attract heterosexual males to the

& The film film. Students indicating the film was more for females noted that the
is more killer being a girl hunting boys \@agood chan@§&om other horror
for films. Another student summed opany studesbgeneral feelings
females saying the film was fd@Boys because there sbian scenes,
violence and Megam¥ Girls because alte dialogue arajood
Males Females storyliné

think... think...

OFLC www.censorship.govt.nz 0508 CENSOR (236 7¢




Censoffor a Day: Term 3, 2009

Dominant Effect

When asked what the dominant effecthe filn@ likely audience would be, nmetgtents thought it would
makepeople scared, make them latigil, themormaket hem 66 sgdesedhbeddfi edd

killing scenes.

Merit, Value or Importance

Students were asked whethey thoughd e n n i tael ari@seritB/aluwe pr importance in terms of

literary, social, cultural, educational or scientific r@dttersnajority felt the film did not have any merit or
value One student inclined to thiew remarked that thenfilhad@bsolutely none. Sayilennifer's Bbdg

social, cultural, educational or scientific merit would be likéiasmgh Montaasan example of

intelligence in American tweg@f those who thought that it didve merjtsome indicated the filn

portrayal of teerelationships had social vak@mme that the occult aspeds leultural or scientific value;

and some that the film had literary and artistic merit. A similar proportion of male and female students felt
the film had some value, witlales slightly more inclinedthis view.

Does the film have any merit or val

| | |
No 63%

Yes 7%

No

Yes

Does the film have any merit or val

63%

LI Femaleg

37% & Males

Impact of the Medium

Students were asked if the experience of viewing the film would be different as dpybDsed to the
cinema. The great majority felt that the film woultiaee the same impact on DdDeto the surround
sound, darkness, large screen and atmosphere created by theattiaricemar hose who felt the
impact would be greater on DVD believed the audience in the cinema cotrlatbegtisat it would be

scarieat home aloner thats ki ppi ng

to

and

replaying certain s

More impact at cinemi
More impact on DVD

Unsure/ no differenc:

Impact of the Medium

19%

| |
74%

c
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Censoffor a Day: Term 3, 2009

The first event was held in Wejton at tle Spectrum Theatre on Friddy
September.

\

We”mgton Out of a total of 63 students, 8@tassifid the film as R16, which wabit

higher than ithe other 4 cities (83%l)/ellington students wdess likely to
recommend a higher restriction, such as R18 (3% compared withH&2 for
other citiep

*Wellington Girls' College
*Heretaunga College

*Aotea College

*Wairarapa College
There were 11 ate students (17%), 51 fenstlglent$81%) and one

student who did not specify a gender. Maldsemales differéal the

classitations they chose. All males recommended the film be restricted, while
2% of females recommended the unrestricted M ratires. Wiakenore

likely to tloose a restriction other than R16, satmechoosingR13, R15 or R18.

Wellington students were the only group in which a majority believed the film had some merit, value or
importance. 60% of studetit®ughtthe film hadnerit orvalue, including 73% males and 53% of
females.

43% of students thought that teenagerseve t he f i | md $H4%thouginvdsodteemagedsi e n ¢ e ;
and adultsandonly 3% thoughthat it was aimed at adults dilsich wadelowtheaveragéor all schools

of 99%). Of those who indicated that the film was aimed more at a male or female audience, two thirds
thought it was aimed at a male audjemeepared with an average of 87% for all schaudsthdd thought

it was aimed at a female audiengainst an averagd 8% for all schools.

Heretaunga Colleg
M

Wairarapa Colleg
R13

Aotea College
R18

22%

Wellington Girls'
College

50 7%

R16
100
%

R16

87% R16

67%

R16

9001@
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\ The Napier eent was held at Reading Cinema on Mondagdémber.
\

apier Out of a total of 83 students, 78% classified the film as R16, which was lower
than in the other 4 cities (86%). Napier students were more likelynionend

an unrestricted classification, with 5% choosing the M rating (compared with 1%
for the other cities).

+St Joseph's Maori Girls'
College

«Karamu High School

*William Col Coll
LA il There were 28 male students (34%jemale students (60%) and iuelents

who did not specify a gendéemales tended to recommend higher
classifications than males. 11% of nchlese the unrestricted M rating
compared to 2% of female©% of females chose R18 mmanales did.

When asked if the film had any merit, value or importance, Napier students were close to the overall average
0 65% believed that the film did not have merit or value, with 34% believing it did.

45% of students thought that teenagers were the
adults, and 10% thought that it was aimed at adult®btiipse wio indicated that the film was aimed

more at a male or female audience, two thirds thought it was aimed at a male audience, compared with an
average of 87% for all schools. One third thought it was aimed at a female audience, against an average of
13% for # schools.

St Joseph's Maori

R18  Girls' School
21%

Karamu High Schoo
M R14

8% 3%
/_

R13
15%.

William Colenso
College

R18
%

M R15 Fjg}f
7% 2% R16
89%
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The New Plymouth event was held at SKjoftyown Cinema 5 on Tuesddy

\ September.
\

ew Plymouth Out of a total of 88tudents, 9 classified the film as R&biich was highé¢han
«Francis Douglas Memorial in the other 4 citiesZ80). New Plymouth students wereliggy to recommend

College R18 (the highestassificatiord 1% chose R18 compared with 9% for the other
*New Plymouth Girls' High cities

School
+Sacred Hegrt CIUERSBIENEY  There were 14 male students (16%) and 74 female studentSei@vde) tended
*Stratford High School to recommend higheestrictionghan maleddowever, 36 of femalexho the

unrestricted M rating and no males @d of females chose Rl 4% chose
R17while no males did.

When asked if the film had any merit, value or imporbaeeR lymouttstudents were close to the overall
averagé 63% believed that the film didt have merit or value, with?8®elieving it didViales were less
likely to think the film had merit or value, only 21% agreeing.

200 of students thought that t ehichwaglkelowtheeaage®mr t he f i
all school$33%). 6% thought the filmwasfor teenagers and aduttés was abowhe average of 57%8%

thought that it waaimed at adults only. Everyat® indicated that the film was aimederad a male or

female audiendelievedt was more for males.

Stratford High Francis Douglas Sacred Heart Girls' New PImouth Girls'
R13 Memorial College R18 College High School
8% R173% R17

R16
100
%

3%

R16 6%
83% "

5%

R15
9%

R16
94%

R1
3%
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The Wanganui event was helBrabassy Cinemaod Wednesda6
\ September.

Wanganw Out of a total o#A3 students,9% chose to classify the film as R16. Wanganui

« Wanganui Collegiate students were twice as likely as students from other cities to restrict the film to
School 18 year oldsyith 12% choosing this classificata.students chose to classify

« Wanganui City Colleg the film as unrestricted.

* Ruapehu College

There were 19 male students (44%) and 24 female studéhtséiing the
Wanganui event the most gender balanced of the .F-eitiedes were more
likely torecommend higher restrictions than nialeish one in 5 choosing
R18. No males chose this classification.

Wanganui students were much less likely tothi@rikim had any merit, value or importahoely 24%
believed the film had merit, compared waitlaverage of 37% for all citMale students were far more
likely to agree the film had mérnitith 37% believing that it did compared to only 13% of female students.

28% of students thought that t eenavgageforalicagigsef t he |
33%. 67% thought the film was for teenagers and adults, which was above the aver&geilef B7% of

students recommended the film be restricted to adults only, only 5% thought adults alone were the intended
audienceEveryore who indicated that the film was aimed more at a male or female audience believed it was
more for males.

Wanganui Collegiate Wanganui City College Ruapehu Collegt

R18
34%

School R13

6%

R16
89%

R15
5%
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