[ CAN WE TALK ABOUT THE R-RATING LIKE ADULTS? ]

“The MmPAA’s adoption of a
highly subjective policy is not
enough to curb the influence
of smoking in the movies on

the health of children.”

U.S. Senators Dick Durbin (D-IL), Edward M. Kennedy (D-MA) and Frank R. Lautenberg (D-NJ), June 22, 2007

he question isn’t if the rating system should
consider tobacco images. The MPAA has
already agreed that it must. The question is how.
Will it be a clear, simple measure that
substantially and permanently reduces kids’
exposure Lo on-screen smoking?

Or will it be vague,
subjective and arbitrary,
like the MPAA’s May 10
trial balloon? [SEE TEXT]

Read it closely: The
MPAA’s PR-driven policy
doesn’t bind the major
studios or the MPAA
ratings board to do
anything about smoking.

They merely “may.”

On June 22, a House
Subcommittee on Tele-
communications and the
Internel hearing, “Images
Kids See on Screen,”

Meanwhile, the MPAA’s failed public relations
gimmick will still be inflicted on the rest of the

film community.

What can you do about it?
Instead of making the MPAA rating system
even more subjective, rate future smoking “R” in a

"R" for arbitrary? “All smoking
will be considered and depictions
that glamorize smoking or movies
that feature pervasive smoking
outside of an historic or other
mitigating context may receive a
higher rating...Additionally, when
a film’s rating is affected by the
depiction of smoking, that rating
will now include phrases such as
‘glamorized smaoking' or ‘pervasive
smoking."” — MPAA

chaired by Rep. Edward Markey (D-MA), spotlighted
the continuing problem of movie smoking.

Vermont attorney general Bill Sorrell hasn’t
bought into the MPAA’s announced rating policy.
Senior U.S. Senators have already concluded that
the policy is insufficient to protect kids’ health.

WHICH TOBACCO RATING CAN YOU LIVE WITH?

Or “R" for real? "Any film

that shows or implies tobacco
should be rated ‘R." The only
exceptions should be when the
presentation of tobacco clearly and
unambiguously reflects the dangers
and consequences of tobacco use
or is necessary to represent the
smoking of a real historical figure.”
— Parents, Health Professionals
and Policy Makers

straightforward, honest
and effective way.

This will:

1) Avert 60,000 future
tobacco deaths a year in
the U.S. alone.

2) Help protect
the film industry from
potential legal liability.

3) Leave filmmakers
free to include smoking
in their films, while
giving producers a clear
and reliable guideline
on lobacco conlent.

Getting tobacco

out of future G, PG and PG-13 films is the single
mosl important contribution vour industry can
make to the future wellbeing of young people,

around the world.

It’s so easy. Who's stopping you?

o

3 SMOKE
-“’-‘e;i%‘ FREE
“ MOVIES

See how the real R-rating works at SmokeFreeMovies.ucsl.edu

Smoke Free Movie policies—Uhe R-raling, eertilicalion of no payoffs, anti-tobacco spols and an end 1o brand display—are endorsed by the World Health Organization, American
Medical Assoeiation. American Academy of Pediatrics, American Heart Association, American Legacy Foundation, American Lung Association. Campaign for Tobacco-Free Kids,
Society for Adolescent Medicine, Los Angeles County Dept. of Health Services, and others. This ctis supported by the Arimatl I of the Tides Foundation and other

dlonors. Ta explore this critical health issue, visit our web site or write: Smoke Free Movies, UCSF School of Medicine, San Francisco, CA 8414351550,



