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The complainant in person.

For the Respondent Mr. Yusuf Abramjee, Station Manager and Mr Charl van
Niekerk, Programme Co-ordinator, Radio 702.

Information —drawn from internet — woman said to have given birth to some sort of
shrimp due to committing a sexual act with a lobster, which she tortured in the process —
story not “information” worth conveying — in any case, broadcaster not proving that
story was reasonably true. Contravention of Code

SUMMARY

After warning that he was to convey a shocking story, a presenter at Radio 702
conveyed a story at 08:15 that he had read on the Internet. A woman was said to
have given birth to some sort of shrimp due to committing a sexual act with a
lobster, which shetortured in the process.



BCCSA holding that story not “information” worth conveying — in any case,
broadcaster not proving that story was reasonably true. Story utterly unacceptable

for a broadcast. Broadcaster reprimanded.

JUDGMENT

JCW van Rooyen

After warning that he was to convey a shocking story, a presenter at Radio 702 conveyed
a story at 08:15, which he had read on the Internet. A woman was said to have given birth
to some sort of shrimp due to committing a sexual act with a lobster, which she tortured
in the process.

The following complaint was lodged with the Registrar:

“l wish to lodge a complaint against Radio 702 for obscene broadcasting. At
approximately 08:15 on Thursday either 18/10/2001 or 11/10/2001 Gareth Cliff broadcast
a particular obscene story about a woman who woke with a sore stomach. It was related
that she had apparently given “birth” to some sort of shrimp due to committing a sexual
act with a lobster which she tortured in the process.

| was disgusted and switched off the radio as soon as | realised how disgusting the story
was. Apparently, he did warn listeners who were sgueamish to switch off, but | did not
hear the warning as| switched the radio on as he started telling the story.

Regardless, this is obscene, and certainly not fit listening for the early morning, on a
channel subscribing to your principles.”

It was argued on behaf of the Respondent that the presenter had warned beforehand that
he was to convey a slocking story and that the story had been on the Internet. It was
information and no more.

When a broadcaster states that it has broadcast a story for the sake of the informative
value thereof, the broadcaster has to show that the story was reasonably true. The
broadcaster has not attempted to do that and the story seems to be without any — let alone
scientific - basis in any case. The mere fact that a story is on the Internet does not mean
that it is true. The Internet is an extremely useful source of information, but it is also
stacked with stories thought out by persons who simply think up the stories for their
sensational effect. Truth and information were, accordingly, not established.

Secondly we are of the view that even if the story were true, it was broadcast totally out
of context and was invasive of the privacy and dignity of woman in the extreme. This



kind of story, if ever thought fit for a broadcast, should be broadcast in a programme
dealing with science and well after the 21:00 watershed.

We accordingly find that the broadcasting of the story was utterly shocking and
unacceptable. It was, as the complainant contended, utterly obscene. It also invades the
privacy and dignity of women as a class. We regard the conveying of this story in a very
serious light.

We reprimand the broadcaster for broadcasting the material. This decision will be taken
into consideration when sanction is considered in regard to possible future contraventions
of the Code of a similar nature.

We have noted the trouble taken by Mr. Abramjee, to inform the presenters of what is
acceptable in broadcasting and these steps impress us. We have also noted the policy
which is applied by Radio 702 to continuously have workshops with broadcasters, where
experienced broadcasters, which Radio 702 is fortunate to have, convey their experience
to younger broadcasters. This approach is taken into consideration in extenuation in the
present matter and has removed the necessity to consider the imposition of afine.

JCW VAN ROOYEN SC
CHAIRPERSON

The other two Commissioners agreed with the above judgment



