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CASE NO: 25/2002 
 
Date of HEARING: 17 MAY 2002 
 
E Clarke                    COMPLAINANT 
 
 
vs 
 
 
94.7 HIGHVELD STEREO       RESPONDENT 
       
 
TRIBUNAL:  PROF KOBUS VAN ROOYEN SC (CHAIRPERSON) 
  PROF SUNETTE LöTTER 
  MR ARTHUR MAIMANE 
 
 
For the Respondent: Mr Ravi Naidoo (Station Manager) and Mr Zolile Ntukwana 
 
 
Indecency – language – term used as a throw-away term – not indecent judged within 
context. 
 
  
 

SUMMARY 
 
Use of crude term in throw away comment held not to be in contravention of 
Broadcasting Code. 
 
 
      
 
 

JUDGMENT 
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JCW van Rooyen 
 
At 20:30, during a magazine programme, the presenter commented on a performance as 
“it’s a load of k*k”.  
 
We received the following complaint: 
“On the night of 16th April 2002 at around 20h45, the radio announcer on 94.7 Radio Highveld 
was heard to say about a particular issue, “,… it’s a load of k*k…” and sometimes about ‘… all 
she does is jumps up and down on the bed in her panties.’ In the very next breath, he was uttering 
little cooing sounds, trying to be all sweetness and light, talking to a little girl about why she still 
awake at this hour.  My guess is that the little girl was about ten or eleven years of age, if that.  If 
this does not indicate a warped mind, then I don’t know what is.  
 
I find this young man extremely offensive, disgusting and in poor taste. To my mind, he 
does not deserve to hold a job of talking to the general public. Do these people not go for any 
training? Does nobody guide them as to respecting certain cultural standards? What right do 
these people have to assume that their loose manner of speech and often-outright profanity is 
acceptable to all? To think that they influence the young people of our society is a real sadness. 
 
It is precisely this kind of what I call pushing against the limits of profanity in a decent society that 
has made me switch away from this radio station initially. Their early morning announcer is in fact 
the trend-setter in this. They seem to be strangely devoid of any proper sense of normal decorum 
in broadcasting. There is a strange obsession with wanting to be as close to obscene as possible. 
 
I find this kind of thing most offensive  and the likelihood of receiving any response to this 
complaint does make me wonder. Even more import ant than that is whether anything will ever be 
done about this young chap’s poor taste and understanding of the integrity it takes to be a good 
and decent radio announcer.” 
 
The Respondent answered as follows: 
“In response to the above complaint, the station is of the view that Mr Clarke has misrepresented 
the facts with respect to the programme in question.  Whilst we acknowledge that the presenter 
made use of  inappropriate language, it is our view that the effect would be the same if he had 
said “it’s a load of rubbish”, instead of saying “it’s a load of k*k.  The context within which these 
words used was in terms of expressing a view on a particular on a particular movie on circuit.  
With respect to reference to the little girl, the presenter was referring to the girl as a listener, and 
merely mentioned that he appreciates her listening, even if she was supposed to be in bed.  We 
are therefore of the view that Mr Clark’s complaint is valid in this regard, as he has placed the 
presenters utterances completely out of context.  We enclose the recording of the said 
programme, and implore the Commission to listen to such recording so as to understand our view 
on this matter.” 
 
We have no doubt that the Afrikaans word “k*k”, meaning  faeces as a noun or passing 
faeces as a verb, is a crude word which can, under circumstances, be quite indecent. The 
word has, however, attained a secondary meaning  as “utter nonsense” or as “utterly 
unacceptable”. It was in this sense that this word was used in the broadcast complained 
about. 
 
Although we most certainly do not wish to  promote the use of crude language on radio, it 
would be unfair if we were to pronounce the use in this programme as offensive or 
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indecent. The word was not used in a pronounced manner and it was said so quickly that 
one would have had to listen with particular attention to have heard it. 
 
It was not intended to mean faeces, but simply pronounced upon the quality of a 
performance as having been absolutely poor. Under the circumstances the use was crude  
but not indecent. One is into slang, and not indecency, here. 
 
The complaint is not upheld 
 
JCW VAN ROOYEN SC 
CHAIRPERSON 
 
Commissioners Lötter and Maimane agreed with the above judgment. 


