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Case No: 36/2000

Date of inquiry: 12 October 2000

DB LeRoux & B Davies Complainants
VS

SABC Respondent
Tribunal: Prof Kobusvan Rooyen SC (Chair person)

Prof Henning Viljoen
Prof Sunette L 6tter

For the Respondent: Mr LouisRaubenheimer, General Manager and M s Dorothy van
Tonder, Manager, Audience Liaison, Central Complaints Office of the SABC.

For the Complainants: Mr Le Roux in person.

SUMMARY

News bulletin showing how Philippine rebes being shot down. Question whether such
footage is acceptable within Code of Conduct for Broadcasters.



BCCSA holding that exceptional care should be taken before screening such material.
However, in the circumstances, ther e was a war ning befor ehand and the shots wer e not
at closerange. Complaint dismissed.

If the material was screened at a time when a substantial number of children wasin the
audience, the complaint would have been upheld, eg just before 18:00. Inquiry ill
pending on this allegation.

JUDGMENT

JCW van Rooyen

During the 19:00 news on SABC TV News of 12 Augud, an insert was shown on a battle
between the Phillipine army and a few rebels. The rebels were shown to be shot down one after
the other. The insart was rdated to the hogtage crigs in the Phillipines, a crigs in which two
South Africans were dso involved as hogtages.

Wereceved the following complaints:
DB Le Roux: “Complaint against the SABC

| wish to lodge a complaint againgt the SABC for the explicit violent materid which they
included in their 18n00 news bulletin on Sunday 12 August 2000.

The insert showed explicit video materia of a conflict between Philippine Government troops
and members of ardigious cult. 1t showed explicitly how members of the cult were gunned
down.

| find it shocking and very disturbing that the State Broadcaster can include such materid,
particularly at atime when children may be watching the news bulletin. No warning was given
about the express nature of the materid.”

B Davies Complaint about violence shown on 19h00 news broadcast of 12 August 2000.

| wish to voice my absolute disapproval of the footage of 12 August 2000 showing people
actudly being shot down in red life. There are many reasors for my disapproval but sufficient
to say tha there is enough ‘make believe violence shown without having to show the red
action. | firmly believe thereis a huge difference.



Although there was a warning about the footage to be showed, | question what additiona
emphasis was actudly achieved in showing the shooting down of people.

| trust that this complaint will be taken serioudy and that violence, particularly of this natureis
never shown again during news broadcasts.”

The SABC's Head of News and Current Affairs, Mr Themba Mtembu, responded as
followsto the complaint:

“I enclose a VHS copy of the particular news item as requested.

Asyou will see, the lead-in eement of the story concerns the fate of the South African hostages,
Cdlie and Monique Strydom. The gigt of the introduction is the fading hope of securing their
release from a group of Mudim rebels holding them in the southern Philippines following the
seeming collgpse of yet another diplomatic initiative.

The portion of the item contains no visud materid.

The subsequent portion, the piece in question, shows an attack by members of ardigious sect in
the sameregion. The attackers wield pangas and attack soldiers armed with assault rifles.

The futile fanaticism of the attack would be impossible to illugtrate without the visuds, violent as
they are. The portion illugtrates the danger to which an unarmed person might be exposed in
that part of the world. So it lends credibility and context to the firgt portion. Obvioudy the
visuasare violent. But in our editorid judgment it was necessary to air them, so we did the only
thing we could: warn the viewersin advance.

The item goes beyond violence for violence sake. It puts into context the variety and nature of
locd rdigious splinter groups. It dso points out that there is a Mudim minority fighting in an
area dominated by Christian rebd groupings, which might explain some of the extremes that
they have been known to go to. Y et the piece denied that this particular incident was connected
to the fighting between government and Mudim insurgents in the province.”

Mr Raubenheimer, General Manager Central complaints Office of the SABC
responded asfollows:

“The visuals of shootings used to illustrate this report are very wide shots. The
camera moves around a great deal and does not dwell on any of the bodies.

There are no graphic close-ups of the bodies, or any gory details, nor even any sound
of gunfire.



Contrary to Mr le Roux’s claim that “No war ning was given about the express nature
of the material”, the presenter did in fact issue a war ning to the effect that the visuals
wer e graphicsand could disturb sensitive viewers.

News bulletins are not intended primarily for children. Consequently, it is not
unreasonable for a broadcaster to expect parents to be on hand to give guidance id
children are watching, as there are many things in any news bulletin that could be
confusing or disturbing to them.

We consider that the violence and the nature of the conflict in the Philippines needed
to be explained and illustrated at that time, asthere was a very real possibility that the
South African hostages would not be released. The hostage drama was of great

interest and concern to South Africans generally, and TV News deemed it necessary to
contextualiseit.”

Mrs Dorothy van Tonder argued the matter in Smilar terms a the hearing of the metter. Mr Le
Roux the Complainant, expressed concern that this type of materid had been shown when

children were part of the audience. He stated that he was amost sure that shots of the insert

were a0 screened at 17:55, when main news flashes were shown.

We have come to the conclusion that the audience having been warned during the 19:00
bulletin, the Code had not been contravened. There was aso no evidence of sensationalism.
The screening of such materid must, however, be limited to compelling circumstances and close
up or medium shots will be regarded as evidence, not necessarily proof, of sensationdism. This
was absent in the present materid.

We have requested the SABC to inform us whether the shots were shown at 17:55 as wdll. If

that turns out to be true, we uphold the complaint in that respect.

JCW VAN ROOYEN SC
CHAIRPERSON



