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CORP – TRIENNIAL FUNDING 

 
 

• The ABC is funded every 3 years or on a triennial basis. 
 

• The ABC was pleased in the 2009-10 budget to receive a 
significant boost [$167million] to its funding- the largest in over a 
decade. 
 

[If asked about deferral] 

• The ABC triennial funding agreement for 2009-12 came to an end 
on 30 June 2012.  
 

• In the May 2012 federal Budget, the Government did not announce 
a new triennial agreement.  
 

• Consideration of the ABC’s funding requirements was deferred by 
government for one year. 
 

• Accordingly, the ABC will make a submission to Government in 
late 2012, in line with the usual budget processes. 
 

[If asked why it was deferred by 1 year] 

• The deferral is really a matter for government. 
 

•  However, I note that there is a great deal happening in the media 
space and that a one year deferral allows the government time to 
consider and potentially factor in these changes and other policy 
considerations such as the outcome of the Convergence Review. 
 
 

Background 
 
In the 2009-10 federal budget, the ABC received an additional $165 million in 
funding from the Government which included: 

o $67 million for ABC3 
o $70 million for local drama production 
o $15.3 million for ABC Open 
o $13.6 million for capital infrastructure. 
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CORP – ANNUAL REPORT 
 
 
If asked – ABC Commercial revenue  
 

• I am aware of the ABC Commercial revenue result reported in 
the 2011- 12 ABC Annual Report. 
 

• As explained in the report, the ABC’s traditional commercial 
businesses (retail and DVD) have been impacted by the 
general downturn in the retail sector and further structural 
change in these markets. 

 
• In the wider context, ABC Retail activities have performed 

comparatively well and have not declined to the same degree 
as other retail businesses. 

 
• In response to structural and cyclical changes, the ABC has 

continued to invest in and grow its digital business, developing 
new revenue streams in growth markets. 

 
If asked –TV news ratings  
 

• It is true that some ABC news programs have reported a 
decline in primary channel audiences. 
 

• As explained in the report, while audiences for news and 
current affairs programs on ABC1 declined, audiences for ABC 
News 24 increased. 

 
• Viewers are now able to watch many ABC news and current 

affairs programs on ABC News 24. 
 

• We have also seen some of those programs regain audience 
share in this half of the calendar year. 
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Background 
 
Appreciation survey results 
 
Overall there was little change in the Newspoll ABC Appreciation Survey results 
regarding the quality of ABC content:  
 

• Radio quality of programming – 61% “good” (down from 64%) 
• TV quality of programming – 78% “good” (down from 79%) 
• ABC Online quality of content – 89% “good” (steady) 

 
There was some decline in broader measures of community satisfaction. The 
level of positive sentiment has decreased to some degree on most dimensions 
due to an increase in neutral opinions rather than an increase in negative 
sentiment: 

• Providing a valuable service – 86% (down from 87%) 
• Distinctively Australian – 83% (steady) 
• Reflecting cultural diversity – 80% (down from 81%) 
• Promotes the arts – 79% (steady) 
• Provides education programming – 82% (down from 84%) 
• ABC is innovative – 72% (down from 75%) 
• Providing an efficient service – 66% (down from 70%) 

 
Radio ratings results 
 
Across all radio services, average weekly reach in the five-city metropolitan 
markets was a record 4.4 million people, up 4 000 people. Audience share 
remained steady at 26.3%. 
 
Local radio: 

• Metro average weekly reach – 2.2 million (down from 2.3 million) 
• Metro audience share – 10.7% (down from 11.3%) 

 
triple j: 

• Metro average weekly reach (listeners aged 10+) – 1.5 million (up from 
1.4 million) 

• Metro audience share – 5.8% (up from 5.2%) 
 
Radio National: 

• Metro average weekly reach – 618 000 (down from 642 000) 
• Metro audience share – 2.4% (down from 2.5%) 

 
ABC Classic FM: 

• Metro average weekly reach – 730 000 (up from 719 000) 
• Metro audience share – 3.0% (up from 2.9%) 
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ABC NewsRadio: 

• Metro average weekly reach – 699 000 (down from 751 000) 
• Metro audience share – 1.7% (down from 1.8%) 

 
ABC online usage  
 
ABC Online reached an average 3.7 million users each month (comparative 
results not available due to changes in survey methodology). 
 
There was an average of 13 million domestic and international visitors each 
month to ABC Online (down 7%). 
 
Visits increased 3% to an average 35 million a month (from 34 million). 
 
Television ratings results 
 
Ratings results across the ABC’s services were reasonably steady, however, 
ABC1 experienced declines in its average weekly reach and daytime and 
primetime audience shares.  
 
This reflects a broader trend whereby audiences are fragmenting, shifting 
incrementally from free-to-air primary channels to free-to-air digital channels. The 
ABC’s digital channels recorded substantial increases in ratings results in 2011-
12. 
 
ABC1 – average weekly reach: 

• Metro – 7.2 million, or 46% (down from 52.7%) 
• Regional – 3.4 million, or48% (down from 54.1%) 

 
ABC1 – free-to-air share: 

• Metro daytime – 5.3% (down from 8.1%) 
• Metro primetime – 12.3% (down from 13.4%) 
• Regional daytime – 6.1% (down from 9.4%) 
• Regional primetime – 12.8% (down from 13.9%) 

 
ABC2: 

• Metro primetime free-to-air share – 2.5% (up from 1.9%) 
 
ABC4Kids: 

• Average weekly metro reach (kids 0-4 years) – 629 000, or 61.7% (up 
from 54%) 

• Metro daytime free-to-air share – 62.1% (up from 41.7%) 
 
ABC3: 
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• Metro daytime free-to-air share (kids aged 5-12 years) – 28.2% (up from 
25.5%) 

• Regional daytime free-to-air share (kids aged 5-12 years) – 33.8% (up 
from 29.5%) 

 
ABC News 24: 

• Metro average weekly reach – 2 million, or 13.1% (up from 11.8%) 
• Regional average weekly reach – 1.2 million, or 17.2% (up from 14.3%) 

 
iview: 

• Monthly visitors – 942 000 (up from 740 000). 
 
Television news programs ratings 
 
There was a decline in ratings for news and current affairs programs (ABC News 
24 and ABC News Breakfast are the exceptions): 

• Weeknight 7pm News average audience down 8% to 903 000 (from 
976 000).  

• 7.30 average audiences down 3% 
• Four Corners average audiences down 3% 
• Foreign Correspondent average audiences down 6% 
• Insiders average audiences down 14% 
• Business down 3% 

 
ABC Commercial revenue 
 
ABC Commercial net profit was down $2.4 million to $5.5 million.  
 
The report explains that this result reflects the adverse impacts of the economic 
environment on the retail, DVD, CD and publishing markets, the general 
downturn in retail, and technology-driven structural shifts. 
 
Work Health and Safety performance 
 
In 2011-12, there were 275 work-related WHS incidents reported, compared with 
259 in 2010-11. 
 
The ABC did not meet the four national Comcare OHS targets: 

• Target 1 – reduce the incidence of workplace injury and disease-related 
workers’ compensation claims by 40% 

o The ABC recorded an increase in the number of claims where 
incapacity reached 5 days 

• Target 2 – zero workplace fatalities 
o There were two employee fatalities and a contractor fatality in 

2011-12 
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• Target 3 – reduce workers’ compensation claim average lost-time rate by 
40% 

o The ABC recorded a slower return to work trend 
• Target 4 – reduce workers’ compensation claim average time taken for 

rehabilitation intervention by 90% 
o The ABC did not meet this target in 2011-12 

 
Strategic plan 
 
The report against the Strategic Plan includes the following measures where a ‘3’ 
rating (improvement required) has been recorded: 

• Reconciliation Action Plan target for indigenous employment: 
o 1.45% against a target of 2% (1.47% in 2010-11) 

• Increase the contribution ABC Commercial makes to net revenue: 
o $5.5 million (down from $7.9 million) 

• Demonstrate improvements in OH&S (including reducing the number of 
work-related incidents and injuries, reducing days lost, and improving 
reporting of incidents): 

o Targets not met in 2011-12. 
 
Sustainability report 
 
Measures such as energy consumption (-0.7%), water consumption (-4.6%) and 
greenhouse gas emissions (-1.4%) remained steady or demonstrated slight 
improvements.  
 
However, there was an increase of 22.9% in waste sent to landfill. The reason for 
this increase is not clear, however it may be due in part to shortcomings in the 
process for measuring ABC utilisation of waste disposal services. 
 
Other data 
 

• Spend on consultants – $3.8 million (up from $1.9 million) 
• Total ABC1 first-release Australian drama – 66 hours (up from 14 hours in 

2008-09) 
• Total first-release Australian drama across ABC TV – 71 hours, plus a 

further 21 hours of children’s drama 
• Total ABC1 Australian content (6am to midnight) – 62% 
• 23 301 complaints received (out of 47 050 contacts) 
• Audience and Consumer Affairs responded to 99.4% of complaints 

referred to it within 30 days. 
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CORP – MEDIA WATCH ACMA BREACH FINDING  
 
 

• I am aware of the ACMA’s finding regarding Media Watch. 
 

• While the ABC understands and accepts the views of the 
ACMA, our interpretation of the ABC’s Editorial Policies differs 
from that of ACMA. 
 

• It was the ABC’s view that the requirement to provide an 
opportunity to respond was not triggered as the requirement 
only applies to news and current affairs, whereas Media Watch 
is a program of criticism and review. 
 

• As a result, the ABC defended the program throughout the 
investigation. 
 

• As noted, the ABC now, however, accepts the outcome of the 
ACMA’s investigation. 
 

• On 1 October 2012, Media Watch acknowledged the ACMA’s 
finding and apologised to Andrew Clennell. 
 

 
Background 
 
The complaint 
 
The complaint concerned the 19 September 2011 broadcast of Media Watch, 
which dealt with media regulation, the Finkelstein report and the Convergence 
Review report. 
 
The complaint was received from The Daily Telegraph’s State Political Editor, 
Andrew Clennell. 
 
To set the context for the debate around media regulation, the program referred 
to remarks made by Senator Conroy which accused The Daily Telegraph of 
running a one-sided campaign against the Government.  
 
Presenter Jonathan Holmes endorsed Senator Conroy’s criticism and used an 
article published under Andrew Clennell’s byline to support the view that The 
Daily Telegraph was one-sided.  
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The article dealt with poker machine reforms in Norway and concluded they had 
been a failure. The item included a highly critical interpretation of figures released 
by the Norwegian gaming authorities. This interpretation matched the view of 
Clubs Australia, which is lobbying against poker machine reforms locally. No 
other interpretation was included in the article. 
 
Holmes then referred to other coverage of the Norwegian results which included 
a range of perspectives. Holmes then referred to the News Ltd Professional 
Conduct Policy, which requires journalists to “try always to tell all sides of the 
story in any dispute” and expressed a view that the article had failed to meet this 
standard. 
 
Andrew Clennell complained to the ABC that the item was defamatory, 
inaccurate, and that he was not given an opportunity to respond to the 
allegations made against him. 
 
Audience and Consumer Affairs investigated his complaint in relation to accuracy 
and fair opportunity to respond and did not uphold the complaint. 
 
Mr Clennell referred his complaint to the ACMA. 
 
The ACMA investigation and finding 
 
ACMA assessed the program’s compliance with: 

1. Accuracy 
2. Impartiality, and 
3. Fair opportunity to respond. 

 
With regards to accuracy, the ACMA concluded that several statements of 
concern to Mr Clennell were opinions and not subject to the accuracy 
requirement of the ABC Code of Practice: 
 

o “It’s an opinion we share.  We’ve said so before.  And the Tele is getting 
more blatantly one-sided as the government’s poll figures slide.  A classic 
example, just last week.” 
 

o “I don’t agree.  In a news story, it’s not legitimate to cherry pick facts and 
ignore one side of an important argument.  That’s not journalism, it’s 
propaganda; and it undermines democracy.” 
 

Two remarks identified as statements of fact were found by the ACMA to comply 
with the accuracy provisions in the ABC Code of Practice; 
 

o “But 2007 was an untypical year in Norway – old slot machines had been 
removed, and new ones not yet installed.  Norsk Tipping itself thinks that, 
overall, the survey proves the opposite to what the Tele reported.” 
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o “Andrew Clennell’s story was indeed exclusive because it told us 
exclusively about Clubs Australia’s interpretation of the figures in the 
Norsk Tipping survey.” 
 

With regards to impartiality, the ACMA found no evidence that criticism of The 
Daily Telegraph was improperly influenced by political, sectional, commercial or 
personal interests, or that it was reflective of undue partiality of prejudgement. 
 
With regards to fair opportunity to respond, the ACMA found the ABC to be in 
breach of standard 5.3 of the ABC Code of Practice: 
 

5.3 Where allegations are made about a person or organisation, make 
reasonable efforts in the circumstances to provide a fair opportunity to 
respond. 

 
The ACMA rejected the ABC’s arguments that Media Watch, as a program of 
criticism and review, is not subject to the same standards and news and current 
affairs journalism, such as providing a fair opportunity to respond (the relevant 
ABC Code of Practice Guidance Note designates ‘programs of criticism and 
review’ as falling outside of the ‘fair opportunity to respond requirements’). 
 
The ACMA found that Media Watch can be distinguished from other programs of 
criticism and review in that it regularly consists of factual investigation, rather 
than a critique of works of art, which is by its nature a subjective and abstract 
exercise. Media Watch regularly investigates questions of fact. 
 
The ACMA held that Media Watch had made allegations about the professional 
competence of Mr Clennell which were serious enough to trigger the ‘fair 
opportunity to respond’ requirement. As the program made no effort to contact 
Mr Clennell or The Daily Telegraph, it was in breach of the Code. 
 
It should be noted that in its investigation report, the ACMA indicated that the 
requirement to provide an opportunity to respond will not be triggered simply 
because an unflattering imputation against and individual or media outlet has 
been made. 
 
Remedial action 
 
The ACMA investigation finding was published on 28 September 2012. As part of 
the episode screened on 1 October 2012, Media Watch acknowledged and 
indicated its acceptance of the ACMA finding and apologised to Andrew Clennell. 
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NEWS – COVERAGE OF GILLARD AND ABBOTT 
ALLEGATIONS 
 
 

• There have recently been news stories about both Prime 
Minister Julia Gillard and Opposition Leader Tony Abbott, 
related to controversial issues in their past. 
 

• In the case of the Prime Minister, the stories related to her 
actions before she entered federal politics, when she was a 
partner at law firm Slater & Gordon. 
 

• In the case of the Opposition leader, the stories related to his 
actions before he entered federal politics, as a student 
politician. 
 

• I am aware that there was also controversy and debate as to 
just how newsworthy either or both of those stories were. 
 

• ….. But both stories were generally considered newsworthy by 
media outlets as they went to the issue of the character and 
ethics of the two leaders. 
 

• Although the ABC did not initiate either story in this instance, it 
(along with all other media outlets) covered both the key 
allegations and the response put forward by Ms Gillard and Mr 
Abbott. 
 

• The ABC believes its coverage of both stories was appropriate, 
fair and balanced, including in providing opportunity for both the 
Prime Minister and the Leader of the Opposition to put forward 
their responses to the allegations. 
 

[If asked – Tony Abbott on 7.30] 
 

• The interview with Mr Abbott on 7.30 was, as is appropriate, a 
thorough and probing interview. Tough and persistent 
questioning of political leaders is an integral part of journalism 
at the ABC and more widely. 
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• The approach taken was consistent with that taken in other 
high-profile interviews with politicians of all affiliations. For 
example, four days after the interview with Mr Abbott, 
Leigh Sales interviewed former ALP Minister Lindsay Tanner 
and took a similarly tough, persistent approach. 
 

• As is typical of stories such as these, the ABC received 
feedback from viewers who were critical as well as from 
viewers who praised the program. 
 

• (Refer to separate brief on Grahame Morris comments re Leigh 
Sales: NEWS – Morris comments re Sales) 

 
Background 
 
The ABC has been criticised for its coverage of two recent issues relating to the 
history of the Prime Minister and the Leader of the Opposition (see attached). 
 
Gillard – Slater and Gordon  
 
Around the time that coverage of this issue peaked, journalists from The 
Australian contacted the ABC to suggest that the ABC had not provided 
appropriate levels of coverage. This argument was raised in an article published 
in The Australian on 25 August 2012 (Hedley Thomas ‘Media’s Shameful 
Silence’). 
 
This was despite the following coverage: 

• Leading the Sunday night 7pm bulletin when the story broke 
• 7.30 and Lateline covering the topic at length 
• Discussion of the issue with the Treasurer and Julie Bishop on RN 

Breakfast 
• The Australian referring to the Radio National interviews in their coverage 
• Coverage on Insiders on 26 August 2012 
• Extensive online coverage 

 
Abbott – David Marr essay 
 
The ABC’s coverage of allegations relating to Tony Abbott’s behavior as a 
student politician were most notably criticised by Greg Sheridan. 
 
On 14 September 2012, Marius Benson (Radio National) interviewed The 
Australian’s foreign editor, Greg Sheridan, who made a series of strident 
statements regarding the ABC’s coverage of the issue. 
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Sheridan described the coverage as “the most disgraceful, sectarian, anti-
catholic campaign” he’s ever seen and that: 

“the ABC should hang its head in shame for the way it has given uncritical 
and worshipful coverage to the most disgracefully incompetent, sloppy, 
inaccurate, vindictive piece of nasty writing by David Marr that has ever 
been produced. Not a scrap of evidence about it, not a single eye-witness, 
nothing alleged in the first-place anyway and if this was happening about 
any other politician it would be just laughed out of court.” 

 
He went on to say that the coverage was “just a smear campaign” and that Marr 
is motivated by anti-catholic attitudes. He said, addressing Benson, that “you 
guys are exaggerating an absurd and ridiculous and  preposterous tale in a way 
that you wouldn’t against anybody else and it comes down to anti-catholic 
sectarianism on the part of the ABC and on the part of Marr”. 
 
In response, Benson noted that the ABC interviewed David Marr as part of its 
coverage of the event. Sheridan reiterated his view that Marr is a “committed 
man of the left” and motivated by an obsessive hostility to Catholicism and that 
the ABC should have put someone else on the program to provide balance. The 
ABC should have provided a right of reply to others when David Marr appeared 
on Lateline as part of the “ABC’s sectarian anti-catholic campaign”. 
 
It should be noted that when Marr published a similar essay regarding former 
Prime Minister Kevin Rudd, Marr was interviewed on 7.30. 
 
As at 8 October 2012, the ABC had received 22 contacts regarding its coverage 
of the Abbott allegations (20 complaints, 1request and 1‘other’). 
  
Only one was in direct response to the NewsRadio interview between Marius 
Benson and Greg Sheridan.  It was a generalised complaint that “Greg 
Sheridan’s views about the ABC are correct”. 
  
Other complaints were about general ABC coverage of the allegations, as well as 
specific stories or interviews. Programs/services cited by complainants were: 
Lateline, Local Radio, ABC News 24/News Breakfast, News Online, 7pm News 
and NewsRadio. 
  
The majority of complaints were that coverage of the allegations was “over the 
top” and an “attack” on Mr Abbott and that this represented anti-Coalition or Pro-
ALP bias.  One viewer complained that a lack of coverage on ABC News 24 
amounted to pro-Coalition bias.  One Local Radio talkback caller complained that 
he was not permitted to give his views on air and that this was evidence of anti-
Christian and anti-conservative bias on the part of the ABC.   
  
None of the complaints were upheld by Audience and Consumer Affairs. 
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7.30 interview with Tony Abbott on 22 August 2012 

The interview covered a range of topics but included questions regarding BHP’s 
decision to put its Olympic Dam project on hold. During the interview, 
Leigh Sales put it to Mr Abbott that he was being “loose with the truth” in saying 
BHP’s decision was influenced by the mining and carbon taxes, when the CEO of 
BHP had stated the taxes played no part in the decision. Mr Abbott then admitted 
he had not read the CEO’s remarks. 

Following this interview, former Liberal adviser Grahame Morris said that 
Ms Sales could be a “bit of a cow” at times (refer to separate brief: NEWS – 
Morris comments re Sales). 

The ABC received 523 complaints about the interview, mostly that it reflected 
anti-Opposition bias or that Leigh Sales conducted the interview in an aggressive 
manner. There were also 376 appreciative contacts from viewers who saw the 
interview as “probing, informed and impartial” and “exactly what democracy 
needs”. 

None of the complaints were upheld by Audience and Consumer Affairs. The 
ACMA has accepted one complaint regarding this interview for further 
investigation.  

7.30 interview with Lindsay Tanner on 26 September 2012 

The ABC received 149 complaints regarding this interview.  The majority were 
from viewers who felt that Ms Sales was too aggressive or rude towards 
Mr Tanner. Just over a third of the complainants felt that the interview 
represented pro-Government/ALP bias. There were no appreciative contacts 
about the interview. 

None of the complaints were upheld by Audience and Consumer Affairs. 
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ATTACHMENT 

The ABC of political smear 
Goodly Fabric Blog | Chris Kenny| The Australian 
14September 2012|  

The mix of the personal and political in current media reporting is amazing to watch, 
especially when you consider the role of the ABC. Let’s focus on the ABC because it is 
the public broadcaster that by law and public expectation is supposed to be politically fair 
and objective – beyond reproach. And let’s discuss how the ABC has approached two 
recent stories. 

One story revealed the following uncontested facts through on the record interviews back 
up by documents, transcripts and admissions: When Julia Gillard was in her mid 30s she 
left her job as a partner in a major law firm after an internal investigation at the firm. It 
transpired she had helped her boyfriend, a senior union official, to set up a union slush 
fund. Ms Gillard did not undertake the usual law firm practice of opening a file on the 
matter, to avoid any potential conflicts of interest. While the legal documentation detailed 
this entity as a reform association, Ms Gillard said it was a slush fund. 

Over the past couple of months the Prime Minister has complained about journalists 
pursuing this story, threatened media organisations and decried it as a sexist smear 
campaign. The ABC resisted serious reporting of the issue until Ms Gillard held a press 
conference to try to clear the air. Then they left it alone. 

But watch or listen to the ABC today and you will not be able to miss the second story. 
This relates to unsubstantiated allegations against Tony Abbott from alleged events 35 
years ago, when he was a university student. The claim, which Mr Abbott denies, is that 
he punched a wall in an intimidating fashion next to a female political rival. The ABC 
runs the allegations, runs the denials, runs the journalist who revealed the allegations, and 
discusses the implications for Mr Abbott. 

Those are the two stories. That is how the ABC covers them. In my view, this again 
raises the question of ABC political bias and journalistic standards. What do you think?  

  

 

http://blogs.theaustralian.news.com.au/goodlyfabric/index.php
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NEWS – MORRIS COMMENTS RE SALES 
 
 

• I am aware of Grahame Morris’s comments regarding 
Leigh Sales following her interview with the Leader of the 
Opposition on 7.30. 
 

• The interview with Mr Abbott on 7.30 was, as is appropriate, a 
thorough and probing interview. Tough and persistent 
questioning of political leaders is an integral part of journalism 
at the ABC and more widely. 
 
[See separate brief: NEWS – Coverage of Gillard and Abbott 
allegations] 
 

• Mr Morris’s remark was widely criticised, including by Ms Sales 
herself in her twitter feed and I don’t feel there is any need for 
me to comment any further. 
 

 
Background 
 
On 22 August 2012, Leigh Sales conducted an interview with Opposition Leader 
Tony Abbott on 7.30. 
 
The interview covered a range of issues, including BHP’s decision to put its 
Olympic Dam mining project on hold. In the course of the interview, Mr Abbott 
claimed that the decision was partly due to the Gillard Government’s mining and 
carbon taxes. 

 
Ms Sales put to Mr Abbott that this was a bit “loose with the truth”, given that 
BHP CEO Marius Kloppers had made it clear that the taxes were not relevant to 
this particular decision. When this was put to him, Mr Abbott said he had not read 
Mr Kloppers’ remarks. 
 
The interview attracted criticism that it was overly aggressive and hostile to 
Mr Abbott (refer to separate brief: NEWS - Coverage of Gillard and Abbott 
allegations). 
 
On 23 August 2012, ABC 702’s Linda Mottram interviewed political commentator 
and former Liberal advisor Grahame Morris. Mr Morris said that Ms Sales could 
be a “bit of a cow” at times. Later in the interview, Mr Morris stepped back from 
the comments, suggesting he would have preferred to describe Ms Sales as 
‘tough’. 
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Mr Morris’s comment was widely criticised. Ms Sales subsequently tweeted that 
she would “rather be a cow than a dinosaur”. 
 
The interview was widely watched and seen as editorially significant. It had 
the fifth highest audience for the program this year, with a five city metro average 
audience of 811 413. In the week the interview aired, there were 23 000 iview 
plays, 78 000 plays of segments and 131 000 visits to the 7.30 site. 
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Radio National cuts threaten 
culture: Union 

• BY:LARA SINCLAIR  

• From:The Australian  
• October 08, 2012 3:32PM 

THE Community and Public Sector Union says proposed cuts by the ABC to its Radio 
National network threaten "an important part of the Australian cultural life". 

The ABC is planning to retrench 11 staff and axe radio plays, which have been broadcast on 
the public broadcaster for 80 years, and other programs as it cuts $1million from the Radio 
National budget. 

CPSU national president Michael Tull said the ABC’s reputation would be damaged by the 
cuts, which will see programs such as Airplay, The Book Reading, Night Air and Sunday 
Story axed. 

“The CPSU opposes any forced redundancies and we also question the necessity of any 
forced redundancies at all,” Mr Tull said. 

“Radio plays and book readings are a unique ABC tradition dating back to the 1930s,” he 
said. 

The Union said radio dramas also provided work to Australian performers. 

“Since June of last year, the Radio National Drama Unit has provided work opportunities to 
more than 1000 Australian writers, actors, musicians and composers,” Mr Tull said. 

“When it comes to audience reach, Radio National is the largest theatre venue in Australia, 
broadcasting radio drama to an audience of 40,000 people every week, and it’s free,” he 
said. 

The Australian first reported the proposed changes late last month. 

 
 
 

http://www.theaustralian.com.au/
http://www.theaustralian.com.au/media/broadcast/abc-to-axe-radio-plays-after-80-years-to-save-1m/story-fna045gd-1226481094720
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RADIO – DRAFT 2013 RN SCHEDULE 
 
 

• The ABC is committed to the ongoing success of Radio 
National (RN) and to maintaining and reinvigorating its position 
in contemporary Australian thought and discussion.  
 

• In 2013, RN will continue to provide its unparalleled in-depth 
analysis, commitment to arts and culture, while opening itself 
up to a new generation of listeners.  
 

•  The key changes proposed in 2013 include: 
o two new Sunday programs to include innovative audio 

performances  
o the decommissioning of seven programs: 

 The Night Air 
 Book Reading 
 Lingua Franca,  
 Movietime 
 Airplay 
 Sunday Story  
 Creative Instinct  

o new specialist offerings from independent Australian and 
international producers 

o changed times for some programs. 
 

• I am aware of claims that RN is cutting specialist and arts 
programming and is being “dumbed down” This is inaccurate. 
 

• The aim again is to refresh and build upon the changes made in 
2012.   

o the specialist programs added in 2012 (such as including 
the Religion and Ethics Report, the Media Report, 
Common Knowledge) will return for 2013; and 

o over 75% of programming will be original with the addition 
of new Australian programs such as Paper Radio and the 
Sound Library from Radio National’s new Creative Arts 
Studio. 

 
• The new schedule will take effect on 29 January 2013. 
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[If asked – Radio plays] 

• The Airplay audience (40 000 listeners per week, first-run and 
repeat) has been in a steady decline for many years and it was 
necessary to reconsider whether this was the best use of 
limited resources.  
 

• RN is not moving away from creative audio performances. The 
existing drama unit will be reshaped into a Creative Audio Unit, 
which will enable a move away from traditional plays to broader 
creative programming across a range of audio performance 
genres. 
 

• In 2012 radio plays constituted 55 minutes of original 
programming on RN.  In 2013, this will be replaced by 110 
minutes of original audio performance programming including a 
range of storytelling, improvisation and fictional audio 
performance.   

 
• RN remains committed to supporting the work of actors and 

writers, and has committed the same funds in 2013 as in 2012 
toward employing them for this content development.   
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ATTACHMENT 
 

Radio drama faces off switch 
• BY:MATTHEW WESTWOOD  

• From:The Australian  
• October 09, 2012 12:00AM  

RADIO drama makes you listen differently. Without having actors on a stage or screen 
to give the visual cues, the listener has to do the imagining. 

The experience is different from ordinary talk radio or an audio book: it's more like listening 
to music. While listening to the words and comprehending them, you also have to interiorise 
the sound world to fully make sense of it. Voices take on characters on a virtual stage inside 
your head. 

Rodney Fisher, a stage director who is producing his first play for Radio National's Airplay 
program, also uses a musical analogy to describe his work with actors in the studio: "It 
becomes a bit like conducting an orchestra of voices," he says. 

For the past 15 years, Airplay has been an active producer of new Australian dramatic 
writing, commissioning writers such as Noelle Janaczewska, Jane Montgomery Griffiths, 
Louis Nowra and Paul Livingston. Fisher's two-part drama, Wild in the Heart, is based on the 
writings and interviews of Dorothy Hewett. It will be broadcast later this year. RN also 
broadcasts radiophonic compositions, book adaptations and made-for-radio versions of 
classic drama, such as Shakespeare's Hamlet and Macbeth and Strindberg's Miss Julie. 

Radio drama on the national broadcaster goes back many years. Gwen Meredith's Blue 
Hills, which started in 1949, ran for 5795 episodes and 27 years. The radio drama studio at 
the ABC's Sydney headquarters is named after her. 

But this history is likely to be disrupted when Airplay, the ABC's only dedicated outlet for 
radio drama, is discontinued at the end of the year. The program is being axed -- along with 
book readings and programs Creative Instinct and The Night Air -- as network management 
seeks to save money and give the schedule an overhaul. 

"We understand that this is a break with a very longstanding tradition," RN acting manager 
Michael Mason writes in an email to staff. 

Mason says he wants to free up resources dedicated to drama and invest them in other 
forms of narrative radio. Among other things, he wants RN to tap into the "storytelling 
movement", popular in the US and growing here, where people stand up in front of a crowd 

http://www.theaustralian.com.au/
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and tell their stories. US public radio programs such The Moth have turned the impulse to 
yarn into successful radio. But Australian writer Vanessa Bates, who has had several plays 
produced by Airplay, among them Checklist for an Armed Robber, says free-form storytelling 
is different from fictional drama that has been crafted by a playwright. "What seems to me to 
be a particular form of drama and literature is in danger of disappearing from Australian 
cultural life," Bates says. "People have said that we will be able to bring in new forms like 
The Moth. But The Moth is a storytelling program; it kind of began among friends telling 
stories on a porch . . . The stories that come out of it are brilliant, but I don't think (the 
storytellers) are paid, and storytelling is different to writing drama." 

Radio plays require a specific form of writing and production. Bates compares them to short 
stories, where the writer has a direct line of communication into the mind of the individual 
listener. It's an intimate rather than communal experience. 

Actors say they love radio work because they get to perform a new or classic play and the 
production period is a matter of days rather than weeks. Costs are a fraction of those for live 
theatre, television or film. The radio medium allows for imaginative sound design to be part of 
the listening experience, combining music, sonic effects and clever engineering to create, in 
effect, a sound stage. 

"As long as you say, 'There's an elephant in the room,' there really is an elephant in the 
room," Bates says of radio's conjuring powers. 

And while Airplay's weekly audience of 45,000 to 60,000 listeners may be small, it is more 
people than would buy tickets to the entire run of some state theatre company shows. The 
radio is free to listen to and broadcast nationally, giving people access to drama wherever 
they live. 

In Britain, radio drama remains a powerful medium. Last year BBC Radio 4 broadcast a 
dramatisation of Vasily Grossman's epic novel Life and Fate, in part about the siege of 
Stalingrad, with a cast including Kenneth Branagh, David Tennant and Greta Scacchi. The 
eight-hour series was broadcast during a week, taking over most of the station's drama 
programs (apart from the BBC's long-running serial, The Archers). Critics described it as a 
reminder of radio drama's power, a peak of the dramatic form. This is the kind of event 
programming that could give local radio drama a boost. But there are signs from the ABC 
that radio drama has been simply set adrift. 

RN programs are highly popular as podcasts -- about two million are downloaded each 
month -- but radio drama is not available in this format. Mason says that obtaining the rights 
to podcast drama programs has been extremely difficult. "If you have rights and it could be 
podcast, we don't know what those (audience) figures would be," he says. "And would it 
make a difference? We're not too sure that it would . . . Last year The Book Show was one of 
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our most successful podcasts, yet we still went ahead and changed the direction of that 
program." 

Another sign of neglect is the unused drama studio in Perth. The studio was built as a 
production centre for radio drama but, according to one insider, it has never been used for 
that purpose. 

Mason says up to five staff may be redeployed or made redundant by the decommissioning 
of Airplay. The production unit that will take its place, the creative audio unit, will employ just 
3.5 full-time staff. Mason says the commissioning budget will be increased, however, 
allowing RN to collaborate with partners such as theatre companies on drama programs. 

The new CAU will be charged with finding ways of presenting "new writing, performance and 
contemporary storytelling". The Sunday afternoon program that will replace Airplay will 
feature narrative-driven content, fiction, real-life storytelling and creative features. Radio 
drama will be part of the mix but will no longer have a dedicated program. 

Among the additions to RN's schedule next year is Melbourne-based podcaster Paper 
Radio. A cross between little journals such as Kill Your Darlings and the narrative 
documentary style of This American Life, it presents two "stations" of fiction and nonfiction. 

"The support of Australia's national public broadcaster is a strong recognition of the need to 
nurture and broaden the field of creative audio storytelling in this country's own voices," say 
founders Jon Tjhia and Jessie Borrelle. 

Projects such as Paper Radio and the imaginative narrative styles emanating from the US all 
point to an exciting future for the medium. But loose-form storytelling should not replace the 
ABC's obligation to present high-quality plays by the nation's writers, actors, directors and 
production experts. Drama can be a vital part of the radio renaissance. 
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ATTACHMENT 

Radio National announces 2013 schedule; 
slashes jobs, programs 
CRIKEY 
 
MATTHEW KNOTT | SEP 25, 2012 3:56PM | EMAIL | PRINT 

Radio National programs including film review show MovieTime and drama 

platform Airplay have been axed from the 2013 schedule to save money. 

ABC Radio National will lose seven programs and 11 staff in a cost-cutting overhaul designed 

to save $1 million from the station’s budget. 

As foreshadowed by Crikey yesterday, radio drama program Airplay is getting axed. Other 

programs to get the chop from the draft 2013 schedule areMovieTime, The Book 

Reading, Sunday Story, Creative Instinct, Lingua Franca and The Night Air. 

In an email to all staff sent on Tuesday afternoon, RN manager Michael Mason said, “Radio 

plays and book readings have, for many years, faced declining audience numbers, while 

remaining an expensive activity for the network. We continue to believe very strongly that 

ratings are not the only measure for RN, but the decline in listenership does indicate a lack of 

engagement in radio plays amongst our audience.” 

Mason told Crikey this afternoon that 11 jobs are expected to be made redundant: five from 

the drama department, three from features, two from operations and one from 

administration. 

He says the station will continue to promote creative audio storytelling, but in more 

experimental ways than traditional radio dramas. 

The controversial changes to this year’s RN schedule — which included the addition of high-

profile hosts such as Waleed Aly, Julian Morrow and formerSydney Morning 

Herald journalist Andrew West — were funded by a one-off top-up of around $1 million from 

the ABC Radio division. Radio National, with an annual budget of $17 million, traditionally 

runs just over or just under its budget. 

Mason’s email, detailing the recommendations of the six-month long Production 

Sustainability Project, also outlines changes to make staffing levels more equitable across 

different programs. Producers for feature programs such as 360Documentaries and Into the 

Music will be expected to make more programs and to do so in less time. While 

acknowledging the targets set for feature producers are “contentious”, Mason said: “We 

http://www.crikey.com.au/author/matthewpknott/
mailto:?subject=Check%20out%20%22Radio%20National%20announces%202013%20schedule%3B%20slashes%20jobs%2C%20programs%22%20on%20Crikey&body=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.crikey.com.au%2F2012%2F09%2F25%2Fradio-national-announces-2013-schedule-slashes-jobs-programs%2F
javascript:window.print();
http://www.crikey.com.au/2012/09/24/jobs-programs-set-to-go-as-radio-national-chases-1m/
http://media.crikey.com.au/wp-content/uploads/2012/09/RN_2013DRAFTschedule.pdf
http://media.crikey.com.au/wp-content/uploads/2012/09/mason_septemail.pdf


10 
 

simply cannot continue to produce three documentary programs on the current production 

schedule as budgetary pressures continue to grow.” 

MovieTime host Julie Rigg will retire at the end of this year after 24 years as Radio National’s 

movie critic. 
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ATTACHMENT 

 

Mark Scott, don’t go Van Gogh on 
Radio National 
 
Australian Greens communications spokesperson Senator Scott 
Ludlam.  
 
Tuesday 9 October 2012. 
  
The Australian Greens have called on ABC Managing Director Mark Scott to keep the 
full complement of specialist programming Radio National. 
  
“Forty thousand Australians enjoy Radio National every week.  Their interests vary and 
will be further limited by the proposed cuts,” said Australian Greens communications 
spokesperson Senator Scott Ludlam. 
“Before Mr Scott even knows what resources the ABC may win in the next triennial 
budget round, he is hacking off some of Australia’s most innovative and interesting 
radio shows. 
  
“Radio plays, book readings, and the much loved Night Air face the axe.   
“The Australian Greens fully support the campaign efforts underway to convince the 
ABC top brass to reconsider the redundancies, and will be raising the issue with Mark 
Scott at Senate Estimates next week.” 
  
Media contact:  Giovanni Torre – 0417 174 302 
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RADIO – TOM BALLARD, HOLOCAUST COMMENTS 
 
 

• On 9 August 2012, triple j breakfast presenter Tom Ballard 
made an offensive comment referencing the Holocaust.   
 

• It was a fundamental error of judgement, despite being an 
attempt at a joke. 
 

• The ABC acknowledged the offensiveness of the comments 
and published apologies on several of its platforms for any 
offence caused. Additional apologies were also: 
 

o issued on Tom and Alex’s Facebook page. 
 

o posted as a Music News story on the front page of triple 
j’s website, and the link was tweeted from the triple j 
Twitter account and posted on Tom and Alex’s Facebook 
wall. 

 
o made on air by Tom Ballard on 13 August. The apology 

was repeated later in the program to ensure maximise the 
audience for the apology.  

 
[If asked about complaints] 
 

• The ABC received 75 complaints in relation to this matter.  
 

• The ABC’s independent Audience and Consumer Affair’s team 
investigated the complaints and upheld 59, finding that 
Mr Ballard’s comments had failed to meet the ABC’s editorial 
standards for Harm and Offence.  
 

[If asked about ABC response] 
 

• Both Tom Ballard and the triple j breakfast team have been 
counselled by station management regarding the harm caused 
and reminded of the importance of the ABC’s editorial 
standards and their role in upholding them. 
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Background 
 
9 August 2012 broadcast 
 
On 9 August 2012 triple j Breakfast presenters Tom Ballard and Alex Dyson 
invited writer, director, actor and comedian Alan Brough to talk about his 
upcoming Melbourne show entitled The Armchair Pollies, A Satirical Political 
Quiz. The show is described as a “satirical politics quiz hosted by Alan Brough … 
a cross between Q&A and a cock-fight”.   
 
Mr Brough explained the premise of the show and talked about his belief that 
politicians love scare campaigns, that the easiest way to win an election is to 
scare the electorate, and a good way of doing that is by comparing candidates to 
Hitler.   
 
In this context the game of ‘Six Degrees of Hitleration’ was raised, in which 
participants pick a topic and attempt to arrive at a direct connect with Hitler in six 
steps. Examples of starting points included kittens and biodiesel.  Callers were 
invited to play, and a listener was given the topic of wind farms.  The caller’s 
suggestions were broadcast and commented on by Alan Brough.   
 
Tom Ballard then made the following comment: 

“You could do wind farms, fans - you know, you have a fan in an oven and 
then maybe…”  

 
At that stage, Alan Brough and co-host Alex Dyson interrupted in attempt to stop 
Mr Ballard from finidhing his comment.  
 
Although the “joke” was not completed before Alex Dyson and Alan Brough 
intervened,  it was clear Tom Ballard was referencing the gas chambers used 
during the Holocaust.    
 
ABC Response 
 
Following complaints on Twitter, Mr Ballard initially responded using his personal 
twitter account, "Dude, if you don't like the show, just don't listen. It's profoundly 
easy." 
   
triple j management was attending a conference off site. Once aware of the tweet 
and the chain of events, management advised the Director of Radio and issued a 
formal apology, stating on both Facebook and Twitter: 

“Hey we take your complaints and this issue seriously. We agree it was 
inappropriate. It has been followed up with the program involved and we 
apologise for any offence caused.”  

 
Additional apologies were also issued on Tom and Alex’s Facebook:   
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“I'm very sorry that on my breakfast radio program, I offended and upset a 
lot of people. That's not what I like doing; I like making people laugh and I 
like making people happy. I never set out to vindictively offend or belittle 
anyone or any group with my comedy, that’s not what I’m about. I 
sincerely apologize that’s how I came across in this instance. (Tom)” 

 
This apology was posted as a Music News story on the front page of the triple j 
website. A link to the statement was also tweeted from the triple j twitter account 
and it then posted on Tom and Alex’s Facebook wall: 

“triple j apologises for breakfast comments: On Thursday morning’s 
breakfast show, some comments were made by a triple j presenter in 
relation to Hitler that have received a negative reaction. Further to our post 
yesterday on facebook, triple j takes all complaints seriously. We 
recognise the concerns regarding the comments are serious. triple j 
agrees the comments made were inappropriate. The matter has been 
followed up with the Breakfast team. triple j regrets the matter and 
apologises unreservedly for any offence caused.” 

 
Tom Ballard also apologised on triple j Breakfast on Monday 13 August 2012 at 
the beginning of the program, and that apology was also repeated shortly after 
8 am that morning to ensure the maximum number of listeners heard it.   
 
Tom’s personal apologies were developed with him and in talks between triple j 
and Tom’s manager Kevin White (who also manages Tom’s stand-up comedy 
career). 
 
Complaints 
 
The ABC received 75 complaints, some direct and some via triple j, about 
Mr Ballard’s comment and other associated matters. 59 complaints were upheld, 
with A&CA advising that: 
 

• The program was not in keeping with the editorial standards for Harm 
and Offence.   

• Although a guest and co-presenter intervened to stop the presenter 
before the joke was complete, it was clear that he was going to 
reference the gas chambers of the Holocaust.   

• This was undoubtedly highly offensive to any survivors of the 
Holocaust, their families and many other people who may have been 
listening, and was not justified by the context.   

• Unfortunately, any mitigating effect of the guest and co-presenter’s 
intervention was undone by Mr Ballard’s initial defence of his actions 
on Twitter.   

 
Of the 16 complaints which were not upheld, 14 were either anonymous or the 
complainants indicated that they did not require a response – they were therefore 
not investigated and were not capable of being upheld.  
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One was a complaint about Tom Ballard’s apology (that it lacked context) rather 
than the offensive content itself – this was sent to Radio for their direct handling.  
 
The other was from the B'nai B'rith Anti-Defamation Commission Inc who sought 
a copy of the broadcast in order for them to conduct their own investigation. This 
was handled by Legal. 
 
Follow-up actions 
 
Both Tom Ballard and the triple j breakfast team have been counselled by station 
management. The team understood the harm caused and have committed to 
“refer up” in future when they are proposing to cover contentious topics in 
comedy on the program.   
 
Mr Ballard has been specifically reminded of his obligations under the ABC’s 
Editorial Policies, particularly in relation to Harm and Offence, and also the ABC’s 
Social Media policy.   
 
His management and triple j have had forthright discussions regarding Tom’s 
responsibilities to the ABC and the ABC’s audiences. Tom understands and is 
extremely apologetic for the harm caused. He is also extremely apologetic for the 
impact this has had on his triple j colleagues and the broader ABC. He regrets 
the incident wholeheartedly.   
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TELEVISION – AUDIO-DESCRIPTION TRIAL 
 
 

• On August 2012 the ABC commenced a 13 week technical trial 
of audio-description on ABC1in prime time. 
 

• The trial is being conducted at the request of government and 
was made possible by a grant of additional funding provided by 
government. 

 
• On average, the trial is delivering 14 hours of audio described 

content per week, available on an ‘opt-in’ basis to viewers on 
the ABC’s digital terrestrial network. 
 

• Audio-described content is sourced from overseas providers for 
acquired foreign content and is created in Australia for 
Australian content. 
 

• The trial will end on 4 November 2012 and the ABC will then 
provide the Government with a report on the trial. 
 

• This report will include the results of a consumer survey the 
ABC has been conducting throughout the trial to receive user 
feedback. 
 

• This has been a temporary technical trial only, and the decision 
as to whether to fund further audio-description on an on-going 
basis is one for the Government and should be subject to whole 
of industry discussion.  
 

[If asked about complaints] 
 

• The ABC has received some queries and complaints from 
viewers who are hearing the audio-description soundtracks but 
do not wish to. In most cases, the ABC’s Reception Advice Line 
has been able to successfully resolve viewers’ concerns. 
 

• The majority of these complaints relate to older reception 
devices. 
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[If asked – campaign to extend the trial] 
• I am aware of the public campaign to extend the current trial. 

 
• The commitment from the Government and the ABC was for a 

temporary trial only. 
 

• A decision on the future of the service in Australia is one for 
Government, and the ABC will be providing a report on the trial 
to help inform any such decision. 

 

Background 

Audio-description is a verbal commentary that complements the underlying 
soundtrack of a television program, movie, DVD or live performance.  It is 
designed to assist people with vision impairment and those with print, learning 
and physical disabilities by describing the on-screen action. The descriptions are 
inserted in breaks in the underlying audio content. 

On 22 February 2012, the Minister for Broadband, Communications and the 
Digital Economy announced a 13-week technical trial of audio-description in 
2012 on ABC1 to test the broadcast delivery path for audio description services 
within the ABC and the availability of appropriate content here and overseas. The 
test was also intended to provide a greater understanding of the issues 
associated with the public’s access to and use of such a service.  
 
The Government has specifically funded the trial and the ABC’s participation has 
been reliant on that direct funding. The Minister committed to $1.5 million in 
funding. 
 
The trial commenced on 5 August 2012. The trial is only available on ABC1 over 
the digital terrestrial network (it is not available on ABC1 on Foxtel and VAST). 
 
On average ABC1 has broadcast 14 hours of audio described content per week.  
Some nights (such as Monday) do not lend themselves to audio description 
because of the kinds of programs scheduled (eg, news and current affairs). As a 
result, an average of 14 hours has been targeted rather than 2 hours per night. 
 
The trial solution put in place by the ABC is resource intensive and requires a 
significant amount of manual intervention. This approach was adopted mainly 
due to existing technical constraints and the uncertainty of continued funding 
after the trial. Should the Government decide to fund a permanent service it is 
likely the ABC would scope the adoption of a more automated approach. This 
would include some technology upgrades not implemented for the trial and is 
likely to be significantly more expensive than the trial solution. 
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Complaints about the trial have been mostly from sighted viewers receiving 
unwanted audio description tracks. The Reception Advice Line has been able to 
help the majority of viewers resolve this issue by guiding them through their 
equipment settings. There have also been complaints from viewers who have 
lost audio completely. The fact that the Australian Standard for reception 
equipment is not mandatory means that there are an unknown number of models 
which will react adversely to receiving the additional audio track.  
 
The ABC has received approximately 1 000 complaints since starting the 
broadcast profile to carry audio-description. Complaints have decreased over the 
course of the trial from an average of 50 to 60 complaints a day, to an average of 
5 to 6 complaints a day. 
 
Advocacy groups such as Blind Citizens Australia, Vision Australia, Media 
Access Australia and the Australian Communications Consumer Action Network 
have been lobbying for the trial to become a permanent service on ABC1. They 
have recently commenced a correspondence campaign, encouraging 
constituents to contact the ABC and the Government to support a continuation of 
the service. 
 
Examples of programs provided with audio-description 
 
Programs provided during the trial include: 

• Nature’s Great Events 
• Rake 
• Sisters of War 
• Lowdown 
• Hustle 
• New Tricks 
• Grand Designs 
• Grand Designs revisited 
• Scott and Bailey 
• Dr Who 
• As Time Goes By 
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CORP – CHAIRMAN, LATELINE & FUNDING 
 
 

• I am aware of the Chairman’s recent comments on 
Lateline. 
 

• While I can’t speak for the Chairman, I think what he 
meant was that the ABC always considers the most 
efficient use of resources and staff. 
 
...And this is ever more the case, in a changing and 
increasingly competitive market. 
 

• The ABC is presently discussing with Government its 
next triennial funding agreement and is focused on 
pursuing the best outcome through that process. 
 

• It is not appropriate for me to comment further on this 
except to say that the ABC regularly reviews its 
commitments as part of normal budget review 
processes. 
 
 

Background 
 
On 5 September 2012 the Chairman gave his first major interview since 
commencing at the ABC, appearing on Lateline (transcript at Attachment 1). 
 
The interview included questions regarding threats to the ABC, funding, 
advertising, the Chairman’s previous political affiliations, Rupert Murdoch’s views 
on public broadcasting, ‘groupthink’, the Finkelstein Review and Anthony Mason 
and the Whitlam dismissal. 
 
In relation to funding, the interview featured the following exchange: 
 

TONY JONES: The new triennial funding arrangement was meant to be put in place in 
this year's budget. That was postponed to next year's budget. Is there a sense or is 
there any truth to the notion that once that triennial arrangement is put in, ABC 
funding is locked in, no matter what a new government thinks, for three years? 
 
JIM SPIGELMAN: That's the intention in the sense that an organisation like the ABC 
has to be able to plan ahead. Television in particular, drama, production and things 



2 
 

like that are not something you can change from year to year. You make 
commitments and the actual spending occurs over a period of years. So that's the 
theory of triennial funding, but it can't be immune completely from a major change in 
the Government's fiscal position. 
 
TONY JONES: Yes, given that the ABC's vastly expanded its services, including multi-
channels, new digital platforms, a new ABC 24-hour news station, these have 
stretched current funding, by all accounts, to its limits. Some say it stretched it too 
thinly. If there was a cut, is there a strategy in place to deal with that, a contingency? 
 
JIM SPIGELMAN: I've not faced that, but as I understand it, yes, the management has 
considered options for expenditure reductions and that's just normal planning. 
 
TONY JONES: Could that include, well, let's say cutting major services that we 
currently see, particularly in that group of things I just suggested? 
 
JIM SPIGELMAN: Depending on the extent of the cut. If the cut is large enough then 
there have to be structural changes. If not, then maybe you can take a bit here and a 
bit there. But a big cut, you just can't do that. You have to have surgery at a certain 
point. 

 
On 6 September these comments were reported in The Australian (see 
Attachment 2) as evidence the ABC was preparing for a ‘Coalition razor’.   
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ATTACHMENT 1 

ABC chairman Jim Spigelman discusses the future of the 
ABC. 
Australian Broadcasting Corporation 
Broadcast: 05/09/2012 
Reporter: Tony Jones 
ABC chairman Jim Spigelman discusses the future of the ABC, saying he believes an Abbott 
government would deliver major cuts to the ABC budget which would force the corporation to 
cut services. 

Transcript 
TONY JONES, PRESENTER: Here is our guest. Jim Spigelman was one of the country's most respected 
jurists when he retired in 2011 after serving 13 years as chief justice of the NSW Supreme Court. This 
year he was appointed to a five-year term as chairman of the Australian Broadcasting Corporation, and 
tonight, after six months settling into the new job, he gives his first major interview. 
 
Well those with long memories, and that includes quite a lot of people in politics and the media, will recall 
that from 1972 to '75 Jim Spigelman was senior advisor and principal private secretary to prime minister 
Gough Whitlam. So do his allegiances as a much younger man leave him with political baggage that will 
be hard to jettison when lobbying for the ABC? He has a very interesting answer to that and to many 
other questions, so stick around. He joined us late this afternoon. 
 
Jim Spigelman, thanks for joining us. 
 
JIM SPIGELMAN, ABC CHAIRMAN: Pleasure to be here. 
 
TONY JONES: What is the biggest threat to the ABC as you see it in the next few years? 
 
JIM SPIGELMAN: Um, I suppose the biggest threat is the failure of the Australian Government, whatever 
party it may be, to continue to support it in the way it has been supported in recent years. 
 
TONY JONES: So funding - the possibility of funding cuts. 
 
JIM SPIGELMAN: Well in the context of quite major difficulties, as we know, with the Commonwealth 
Budget, the ABC cannot be insulated from that completely. The question is to what degree it will be 
affected. 
 
TONY JONES: Yeah, looking ahead there's a strong likelihood, as we know, of Labor being replaced by a 
Coalition government that's hell bent on slashing public spending. It sounds like you don't believe the ABC 
can remain immune from that? 
 
JIM SPIGELMAN: Well I don't believe it can. The question is whether it'll be affected adversely to a degree 
that affects the performance of its functions. 
 
TONY JONES: History tells us the ABC was subjected to serious funding cuts when the Howard 
government first came to power - over two years, 12.6 per cent. What's to stop that happening again? 
 
JIM SPIGELMAN: Well, nothing's to stop it other than public reaction. Perhaps we've seen some public 
reaction to the cuts of the Queensland Government recently. That may make people pause in terms of the 
aggressiveness with which they approach those sorts of programs. 
 
TONY JONES: One of your key roles obviously will be lobbying. Do you have any sense at all that the ABC 
has significant support in the Coalition to keep its level of funding? 
 
JIM SPIGELMAN: Yes, I do. I do think there is support in the Coalition, but obviously the alternative 
government of Australia is committed to significant public spending cuts. The ABC cannot be insulated 
from that process. But I've had several conversations with senior people on both sides - in both parties of 
the Coalition, and there is support there, there's no doubt. There's also criticism, but that's always been 
the case. I think one of the strengths of the ABC is its role in regional Australia. I think you'll find the 
Nationals are more supportive perhaps than some city Liberals in this respect, that there's a very broad 
base of support in regional Australia for the ABC and its services. 
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TONY JONES: One conservative think tank, the IPA, has actually put the ABC on its hit list pretty heavily. 
They want the ABC broken up completely and pretty much sold off. It wants Tony Abbott to really take 
action and it regards ABC funding as middle class welfare. What is the defence against that argument? 
 
JIM SPIGELMAN: That may say more about who constitutes the IPA than it does as to what the ABC 
audiences are, and I refer again to my reference to regional Australia. I think that the response to ABC 
local radio and to television in regional Australia is of a strength and depth that I don't think the IPA and 
other such think tanks are aware of. That's only one example. I'm by no means sure that it's just middle 
class welfare in the sense that the ABC audience is much broader than that. 
 
TONY JONES: It's not only the Coalition governments who've been unsympathetic to ABC funding 
arguments. Paul Keating once said of an ABC budget bid, "They won't get an extra zack out of us. It's the 
most pampered, self-indulgent, self-interested outfit in the country." 
 
JIM SPIGELMAN: I do miss his way with words. 
 
TONY JONES: Well, he's still alive of course. He's still capable of saying things. But it does indicate that on 
both sides there has always been a bit of suspicion about the ABC and perhaps its power, perhaps the 
kind of sense when you're in government that the ABC is against you. 
 
JIM SPIGELMAN: Well, unquestionably that's a healthy reaction and that's how it should be. May I say that 
over the last few years there's been a change in that rhetoric, I think. The IPA is not on its own, but is 
unusual. A decade ago, for that side of political ideology it was much more common to hear those sorts of 
things said. In the last years of the Howard Government, the ABC got a significant increase in funding for 
certain things like children's television and of course in the early years of the Rudd-Gillard Government it 
also had a significant increase in other areas, but - and particularly Australian content on television. And 
so all I can say is I think that that - we're not going back to the period - I don't sense that we're going 
back to the period of the change of government from Hawke-Keating to Howard-Costello. I don't have the 
sense that the Coalition government has the level of hostility to the ABC - that Coalition parties have a 
level of hostility to the ABC - that they had in that earlier period. 
 
TONY JONES: The new triennial funding arrangement was meant to be put in place in this year's budget. 
That was postponed to next year's budget. Is there a sense or is there any truth to the notion that once 
that triennial arrangement is put in, ABC funding is locked in, no matter what a new government thinks, 
for three years? 
 
JIM SPIGELMAN: That's the intention in the sense that an organisation like the ABC has to be able to plan 
ahead. Television in particular, drama, production and things like that are not something you can change 
from year to year. You make commitments and the actual spending occurs over a period of years. So 
that's the theory of triennial funding, but it can't be immune completely from a major change in the 
Government's fiscal position. 
 
TONY JONES: Yes, given that the ABC's vastly expanded its services, including multi-channels, new digital 
platforms, a new ABC 24-hour news station, these have stretched current funding, by all accounts, to its 
limits. Some say it stretched it too thinly. If there was a cut, is there a strategy in place to deal with that, 
a contingency? 
 
JIM SPIGELMAN: I've not faced that, but as I understand it, yes, the management has considered options 
for expenditure reductions and that's just normal planning. 
 
TONY JONES: Could that include, well, let's say cutting major services that we currently see, particularly 
in that group of things I just suggested? 
 
JIM SPIGELMAN: Depending on the extent of the cut. If the cut is large enough then there have to be 
structural changes. If not, then maybe you can take a bit here and a bit there. But a big cut, you just 
can't do that. You have to have surgery at a certain point. 
 
TONY JONES: Have you or are you concerned at all about the prospect of a future government changing 
the law to allow advertising on the ABC since the model has already been put in place at a public 
broadcaster, the SBS? 
 
JIM SPIGELMAN: I've not heard that. It's not something that I understand to be on anyone's agenda. It is 
not something that would be welcomed by the traditional ABC audience. 
 
TONY JONES: And what about the board, for example; do you believe that it would be damaging to the 
ABC? 



5 
 

 
JIM SPIGELMAN: I have - well, the board's not discussed it in my time, bearing in mind I've only been 
there for six months. But - so I don't speak for the whole board in this respect. It's just not been on the 
agenda during this period, and as far as I know, is not on anyone's agenda. 
 
TONY JONES: Is the ABC itself in danger of undermining its own argument in advertising when it 
effectively runs advertisements for a whole range of products, books, CDs and the like, that are marketed 
through a branded shop which is called the ABC shops?  
 
JIM SPIGELMAN: Well it's - it depends on how you regard that. The one thing you don't do in - the ABC 
does not do - is intersperse advertisements during programs. It doesn't do what an advertising-driven 
channel would do. These breaks, as they are called, people, I understand, do object to the length of some 
of them. I don't think they so much object to the content. They object to the length of some of them and I 
understand that, but they're not displayed in the same way as normal advertising would be where you're 
trying to maximise somebody's exposure. 
 
TONY JONES: Does it undermine the argument of the ABC though when it does appear to be advertising 
products? 
 
JIM SPIGELMAN: Well it may in some people's minds. 
 
TONY JONES: Let me ask you this. As a former advisor - that's a long time ago obviously - to Gough 
Whitlam, many conservatives will no doubt consider that you have political baggage when you end up 
sitting in front of them in lobbying situations. Is that in any way going to shape or change your attitude to 
them and possibly their attitude to you? 
 
JIM SPIGELMAN: I had a long period of cleansing myself of my past and I think that's probably pretty well 
happened now, particularly in a period as Chief Justice, it is reasonably clear that I had no political 
persuasions of any kind. And all I can say is that I have had a lot of contact with people on both sides of 
politics and I do not have any sense of a reaction of that character. 
 
TONY JONES: Did you feel it was necessary to be cleansed in some way? 
 
JIM SPIGELMAN: Well, from some points of view it was necessary for me to be cleansed. I was very 
closely associated with one side of politics in my youth. 
 
TONY JONES: And did you, over time, distance yourself in your mind from those political loyalties? 
 
JIM SPIGELMAN: Well, I physically distanced myself, and yes, in my mind, my mind developed. I hope 
everyone's mind develops and changes. But I've not been involved in politics for 40 years, something like 
that, or 35, at any rate. 
 
TONY JONES: Now Rupert Murdoch's strongly argued that public broadcasters like the ABC have an unfair 
advantage over their commercial competitors because of public funding. Do you worried at all that those 
arguments may reach more sympathetic ears in the future? 
 
JIM SPIGELMAN: Well, it's - he was speaking, as I recall, he may have spoken in an Australian context, 
but he was particularly speaking in the British context where the BBC of course is the dominant 
broadcaster in a way that the ABC has never been. I mean, BBC was for a long time a monopoly 
broadcaster, which the ABC has never been. But - so I'm not sure that all of his remarks apply or he 
would intend to apply to the ABC. 
 
TONY JONES: I'm pretty sure that some of his organs in Australia, some of his newspapers, for example, 
certainly picked up those notions when it came to talking about the ABC's public funding. 
 
JIM SPIGELMAN: Well, we - this is nothing new. In 1933 when the ABC first launched into news 
broadcasting, the then head of one of our major newspaper organisations thought this was a challenge 
and threat to his commercial interests in terms of both print and commercial radio at that time. That 
person was Sir Keith Murdoch, Rupert's father. So, you know, those things don't change over a long 
period of time. 
 
TONY JONES: Well they don't change except for one thing and that is that Sir Keith Murdoch was nowhere 
near as powerful as Rupert Murdoch when it comes to his influence over politicians. 
 
JIM SPIGELMAN: Well I'm not so sure about that, historically. 
 
TONY JONES: OK. Now your predecessor, Maurice Newman, accused the ABC of group think. Do you see 
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any evidence at all in the organisation that there is group think? 
 
JIM SPIGELMAN: I certainly hope so. I mean, I wouldn't want there to be any doubt about issues like 
genocide, slavery, torture. There are areas where group think is the right response. 
 
TONY JONES: Climate change - that was where - that was the issue that particularly exercised Maurice 
Newman. 
 
JIM SPIGELMAN: Well it doesn't exercise me. 
 
TONY JONES: You mean you have no thoughts about it? 
 
JIM SPIGELMAN: No, I don't have a sense that there is only one perspective in the ABC on that matter. 
There may be a majority view, but at the time that Maurice said that, the ABC was not the only place in 
which that was really regarded as a universally correct approach. In recent years, a broader debate has 
emerged on that and alternative points of view are getting more air time than they were at the time he 
made that comment. 
 
TONY JONES: Now you said in your speech today that, "Any large organisation is prone to distortion in its 
decision making in order to serve the institutional interests created by its separate existence and that this 
institutional imperative can become a form of tribal loyalty." I mean, you said you weren't speaking about 
the ABC, but does this actually include the ABC? 
 
JIM SPIGELMAN: It includes every large organisation. I wrote a book on Thomas Beckett and his fight with 
Henry II. The same issues arose between the Crown of England and the church of the time. This is not a 
new issue. 
 
TONY JONES: So tribal loyalty, group think - are they similar things? 
 
JIM SPIGELMAN: No, I don't think - group think means everyone having the same point of view. Tribal 
loyalty has the effect that you suppress any point of view in order to serve the institutional interests of the 
organisation you're with. This is, if I might say so, a bit of an obsession of mine for a very long time in 
terms of: how do you counteract institutional self-interest? And it's got no particular relevance to the ABC 
except that the ABC, like any large organisation, has these sorts of tendencies. 
 
TONY JONES: Does it need to be countered within the ABC? Do you see evidence of reasons for having to 
do that? 
 
JIM SPIGELMAN: I have - yes, as it does everywhere. And when I say that, I include private corporations 
in this. I'm not talking about the public sector alone. 
 
TONY JONES: Can you expand? Do you know what areas it would need to change in in order to make a 
perfect organisation? 
 
JIM SPIGELMAN: I'm still learning about that. 
 
TONY JONES: OK. Well we'll wait for that answer. 
 
JIM SPIGELMAN: Well, there is discussion with the ABC - within the ABC, I know, in terms of silos. I have - 
everything I've heard in the six months I've been in this job indicates that that is a much less of a 
problem than it was a few years ago, that there's been significant progress in breaking down what you 
might refer to as institutional fiefdoms or silos or whatever the terminology is, and that - but people still 
use that kind of terminology to indicate that the decision-making processes weren't as broadly based as 
they perhaps should have been with the benefit of hindsight. I don't think - I think that's a healthy 
discussion within the ABC. I don't think it's a manifestation of an ongoing problem. It's a recognition of 
forces that exist in any organisation and that continually have to be dealt with. 
 
TONY JONES: Just going back to Maurice Newman's group think speech. Was it appropriate for a chairman 
of the ABC to give a public appraisal of the ABC's editorial content and direction? 
 
JIM SPIGELMAN: I don't think it was inappropriate; no, I don't. I don't myself - well, I may have occasions 
to do so myself; I don't know on what subject. But I don't think that was a general comment. It was a - in 
the sense that he was attacking the ABC as a whole, although I do know that it's been used in that way 
and it's become a bit of a shorthand in some circles for attacks on the ABC. 
 
TONY JONES: On the issue of regulation, Judge Finkelstein recommended that the ABC brought under his 
proposed all-media regulator. You believe he got this badly wrong. Tell us why. 
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JIM SPIGELMAN: Well, basically because the ABC has a completely different set of accountability 
mechanisms to commercial media and particularly print media, with which he was primarily concerned. 
There are numerous of them. I've listed them in the paper I gave. It's not possible to list them all, but, for 
example, I'm sure journalists other than those in a particular organisation would love to be able to use 
Freedom of Information Act against the private media corporations. The ABC has that kind of mechanism 
of accountability which doesn't exist. It's accountable to parliamentary committees. It has quite detailed 
and different requirements for reporting and all kinds of auditing mechanisms and matters of that 
character. There are a long list of accountability mechanisms that impinge upon the ABC that commercial 
broadcasters or print media companies simply do not have. To put them in the same boat is I think a 
fundamental error. 
 
TONY JONES: So, to put this briefly, would it damage the ABC to be put under an all-media regulator, 
because I think the Finkelstein argument is there should be a level playing field? 
 
JIM SPIGELMAN: I think that that's exactly what I was contending is completely wrong. There should not 
be a level playing field unless the other media companies are subject to the Freedom of Information Act, 
they go to parliamentary committees, they have their directors appointed by a transparent, independent, 
arm's length process, etc, etc. It's just - we're not talking about the same areas, the same mechanisms of 
accountability here. 
 
TONY JONES: Finally, I mentioned your role in the Whitlam government earlier - a long time ago, as you 
pointed out. A key element of the history of The Dismissal has been rewritten in recent weeks with the 
revelation that the governor-general John Kerr relied heavily on advice, secret advice from a High Court 
judge, Anthony Mason. Now, you've obviously looked at this very closely, I imagine. What is your view? 
Did Anthony Mason breach convention? Did he breach the law? I mean, did he breach his duties as a High 
Court judge? 
 
JIM SPIGELMAN: I think I'll put that in the same category as group think of something the chairman of the 
ABC should not get involved in. 
 
TONY JONES: But - well let me ask you then as a former Chief Justice of NSW, you must have actually 
have a view on this and apart from the fact that you were deeply involved in the politics of the time, I'm 
just really asking you about the appropriateness of a judge breaching the separation of powers in this 
way. 
 
JIM SPIGELMAN: Well, as a former Chief Justice, I do have a view about this, but as a chairman of the 
ABC, I don't want to make it public. 
 
TONY JONES: So there's no way you will be making it public, is that what you're saying? 
 
JIM SPIGELMAN: Until otherwise advised, no. 
 
TONY JONES: OK. I won't push you any further on that because we're obviously not going to get an 
answer tonight. But Jim Spigelman, we thank you very much for coming in as chairman of the ABC, first 
time hopefully of many interviews on Lateline. We thank you very much. 
 
JIM SPIGELMAN: Thank you. 
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ATTACHMENT 2 

ABC prepares for Coalition razor 
• BY:AMANDA MEADE  
• From:The Australian  
• September 06, 2012 12:00AM  

THE ABC has developed contingency plans in the event an incoming Coalition 
government slashes taxpayer funding to the public broadcaster, chairman James 
Spigelman said last night. 

Mr Spigelman used an interview with ABC's Lateline to give qualified support to his 
predecessor Maurice Newman's claims of group-think at the public broadcaster. 

Earlier yesterday, Mr Spigelman made his first foray into the debate about media regulation, 
criticising a key aspect of the report by Ray Finkelstein as "fundamentally misconceived". 

The former judge told an academic conference in Sydney he disagreed with a 
recommendation the ABC be governed by the same complaints body as the other TV 
networks and print media. 

Mr Spigelman, who has been chairman for six months, said commercial and public 
broadcasters had always had distinct regulatory and accountability regimes. "In very recent 
times, there have been some questions raised about this longstanding practice," he said. 

"The cumulative effect of these governance and accountability arrangements is such that 
any appeal to a so-called 'level playing field' with respect to media regulation, by subjecting 
the ABC to the same regulation as is applicable to commercial broadcasters, is 
fundamentally misconceived." 

On Lateline last night, Mr Spigelman said he had had discussions with senior Coalition 
members, many of whom had different views about cutting spending to the ABC. 

He said depending on the extent of cuts, major structural changes could take place in the 
way the broadcaster operated. 

"If the cut is large enough, then there has to be structural changes; if not, maybe then maybe 
you can take a bit here and a bit there . . . you have to have surgery at a certain point," he 
said. 

"The question is whether it will be affected adversely to a degree that affects the 
performance of its function." 

http://www.theaustralian.com.au/


9 
 

He said ABC management had considered a contingency plan should funding be taken 
away. 

"As I understand it, yes, the management has considered options for expenditure reductions, 
and that's just normal planning," he said. 

Mr Spigelman -- a former adviser to Gough Whitlam -- qualified the criticism of Mr Newman, 
saying the ABC had not had a monopoly on group think on issues such as climate change. 

"I don't have a sense that there is only one perspective in the ABC on that matter; there may 
be a majority view but at the time that Maurice said that, the ABC was not the only place in 
which that was really regarded as a universally correct approach," Mr Spigelman said. 

"In recent years, a broader debate has emerged on that and alternative points of view are 
getting more airtime than they were at the time he made that comment." 

Mr Spigelman also played down accusations by Rupert Murdoch that public broadcasters 
had an unfair competitive advantage over the private sector because they were publicly 
funded, and said that historically the Murdoch family had always made such comments. 
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RADIO – JONATHAN GREEN TWEET 
 
 

• I am aware of the tweet made by Jonathan Green in relation to 
Alan Jones. 
 

• Mr Green has acknowledged his mistake in publishing this 
tweet, that it was inappropriate and that it was in breach of the 
ABC’s Social Media policy. 
 

• The tweet was inappropriate and has been deleted. 
 

• Mr Green has been counselled by senior management and fully 
re-briefed on the ABC's social media and editorial policies.  

 
 
 
Background 
 
On 29 September 2012, Jonathan Green (presenter, Radio National) published a 
tweet regarding Alan Jones, in the context of the public discussion of Mr Jones’ 
remarks about the Prime Minister’s father: 
 

 
In an email to the Managing Director and the Director of Radio, Mr Green 
acknowledged his error and gave an unreserved apology for any reputational 
damage to the Corporation. 
 
The Director of Radio National counseled Mr Green and was satisfied that 
Mr Green understood the nature of his error and was contrite. It was felt that an 
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apology on twitter was not desirable as it might draw further attention to the 
tweet. 
 
The ABC’s Social Media Policy contains specific guidance on the appropriate 
management of social media accounts operated as ‘official’ ABC accounts and 
includes the following standards: 
 

o Do not mix the professional and the personal in ways likely to bring the 
ABC into disrepute  

o Do not imply ABC endorsement of your personal views; and 
 
On 4 October, Andrew Bolt noted the tweet in the context of criticising the ABC’s 
coverage of the Alan Jones controversy (see Attached). The tweet was also re-
published by The Australian (‘Cut and Paste’) on 2 October. 
 
Complaints 

The ABC has received two complaints. One was specifically about the tweet and 
was sent directly to the MD. The complainant expressed concern about the tweet 
and other “offensive statements” and queried how it fitted with the ABC’s Social 
Media Policy. The complaint is being investigated by Audience and Consumer 
Affairs. 

The second complaint was more broadly directed at perceived pro ALP bias in 
the coverage of the comments made by Alan Jones about the Prime Minister’s 
father.  The complainant pointed to a range of comments unfavourable to 
conservatives that have not received widespread coverage, the tweet by 
Jonathan Green included, and suggested hypocrisy on the part of the ABC. A 
response was sent by Audience and Consumer Affairs to invite the complainant 
to submit more specific details to allow the complaint to be formally investigated. 
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ATTACHMENT 
 

Silencing Jones is all politics 
Andrew Bolt Blog  
  
Andrew Bolt 
04 October 2012(7:21am) 
  

DON’T be fooled. This vicious campaign to silence Alan Jones isn’t to stop him from ever 

again being rude. 

No, it’s to stop the 2GB broadcaster from attacking the Left. 

It’s also to smear Opposition leader Tony Abbott by association. It’s that cynical. 

As I’ve said repeatedly, Jones was cruel and offensive when he told Liberal students at 

Sydney University the Prime Minister’s father died last month of shame at her lies. 

But don’t tell me Jones’ noisiest critics have never heard anything so shocking from their 

own. 

Foreign Minister Bob Carr demands that Abbott apologises to Julia Gillard for unacceptable 

remarks by someone not even a Liberal, yet is silent when Bob Ellis, his long-time 

speechwriter, accuses Gillard of shedding girly tears and playing hooky by going home 

weeping after her father’s death. 

Immigration Minister Chris Bowen berates Jones for appalling comments but dismisses as 

a mere diversion his wife last month retweeting a text noting Jones was just eight years 

short of the average lifespan and sighing: “Patience my pretties.” 

The ABC has staged a hysterical group hate of Jones, yet ABC host Jonathan Green 

tweets Alan Jones to die contemptible and alone. 

Regular ABC guest Catherine Deveny can urge a sponsors’ boycott of Jones, yet tweets 

homophobic sneers at him - and still gets column space at The Age after saying of its 

former editor I hope he gets a . . e cancer. 

Labor can demand Liberals no longer appear on Jones’s show, despite being led by a 

woman whose staff whipped up a mini-race riot on Australia Day to falsely frame Abbott as 

a racist. 

http://blogs.news.com.au/heraldsun/andrewbolt
http://blogs.news.com.au/heraldsun/andrewbolt/index.php/heraldsun/profile/andrew-bolt/
http://blogs.news.com.au/heraldsun/andrewbolt
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Labor can sanctimoniously accuse Abbott of inciting Jones’ rudeness, yet have had a 

national president, Carmen Lawrence, endorse in writing a Rock Against Howard CD with 

tracks such as John Howard is a Filthy Slut and Gun Him Down. 

No abuse of Liberal leaders has been too extreme for the Left now feigning shock over 

Jones. 

The ABC’s Q&A auctioned shoes thrown by a guest at John Howard. The ABC hired 

Marieke Hardy even after she published comments (by a follower) telling her she should 

have taken a piece of glass and torn (Brendan Nelson’s) face to shreds. 

It is a human failing to forgive in friends what you’d damn in enemies. 

But the hypocrisy here goes beyond mere partisanship. 

It is also sinister - an attempt to silence those whose true sin is not being offensive, but 

offensive to the wrong side. 
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TV – Q&A (ILAN PAPPE) 
 
 

• I am aware of concerns expressed regarding the appearance of 
Professor Pappe on Q&A. 

 
• Professor Pappe is a significant and controversial voice in the 

discussion around the politics of Israel and the Middle East.  
 

• In line with the ABC Editorial Policies, Q&A seeks to provide a 
diverse range of opinion and information on contentious and 
significant such as these. 

 
• Given that Professor Pappe’s views are controversial, the panel 

was carefully constructed to give appropriate weight to 
alternative perspectives. 

 
• This was complicated by the fact that, because of the schedule 

for his visit to Australia, Professor Pappe was only available to 
appear on that particular program, which fell within an important 
Jewish holiday – Rosh Hashanah.  
 

• The ABC ensured that two strong advocates for Israel – Irving 
Wallach and Greg Sheridan – joined the panel that night and 
provided ample counterpoint to Professor Pappe’s views. 
 

• Q&A acknowledged on-air the issues caused by the 
coincidence with Rosh Hashanah and included comments and 
questions from both critics and supporters of Israel during the 
discussion.  
 

• The ABC did not intend any disrespect in the timing of the 
program. Other discussions (for example the debate between 
Cardinal Pell and Richard Dawkins) have also coincided with 
important religious holidays  
 

• The ABC believes an appropriate diversity of views was present 
in the program. 
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Background 
 
On 17 September 2012, the Q&A theme was ‘Protests and Palestine’ and the 
panel featured: 

• Clover Moore, Lord Mayor of Sydney 
• Robyn Davidson, Australian author 
• Ilan Pappe, Israeli born historian 
• Irving Wallach, prominent Australian barrister 
• Greg Sheridan, Foreign Affairs editor of The Australian. 

 
The broadcast of the episode during the Jewish holiday of Rosh Hashana was 
criticised in the Australian Jewish News (see Attachment). 
 
Ilan Pappe is a well known historian born and educated in Israel. His main area 
of study is the Israeli-Palestinian conflict. 
 
He is Professor of History at Exeter University, Director of the University’s 
European Centre for Palestine Studies and Co-Director for the Exeter Centre for 
Ethno-Political Studies.  
 
He visited Australia in September 2012 to speak at a number of public events 
including The Edward Said Memorial Lecture in Adelaide and the Festival of 
Dangerous Ideas at the Sydney Opera House. 
 
He was only available to appear on Q&A on 17 September 2012, which fell within 
the Jewish holiday of Rosh Hashanah. Rosh Hashanah is the Jewish New Year 
and consists of a two day celebration which in 2012 fell between sunset on 
16 September and nightfall on 18 September.  
 
The view of the Q&A producers was that the opportunity to include Professor 
Pappe should be taken, as he would provide an important addition to the public 
debate on these issues in Australia. The decision to go ahead was assisted by 
the availability of Irving Wallach to appear and provide an alternative point of 
view. 
 
Mr Wallach is a senior barrister and the former head of Betar, former chair of the 
Zionist Youth Council of NSW, served as National Secretary of the Australasian 
Union of Jewish Students, Secretary-General of the World Union of Jewish 
Students in London, board member of Mount Sinai College, board member of 
Moriah College, and as a Deputy, Honorary Secretary, and Executive Member of 
the NSW Jewish Board of Deputies.  
 
The panel also included the foreign editor of The Australian Greg Sheridan who 
is well known for his strong support of Israel’s current foreign policy. Mr Sheridan 
and Mr Wallach both took the opportunity to challenge Professor Pappe’s 
arguments on a wide range of issues. 
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The producers of Q&A believe the diversity of views represented on the panel, 
the range of questions from varying perspectives and the relatively civil manner 
in which this discussion was conducted made this Q&A a worthwhile contribution 
to a contentious debate.  
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ATTACHMENT 
 

Q&A’s Rosh Hashana shame 
SEPTEMBER 21, 2012 ·   

 

ISRAEL was accused of the “ethnic cleansing of Palestine” and compared to apartheid South Africa during a 

half-hour debate on the ABC’s live panel discussion program Q&A, which aired on the second night of Rosh 

Hashanah. 

Controversial Israeli historian Ilan Pappe made the astonishing claims as part of a panel discussion that also 

included New Israel Fund Australia board member Irving Wallach, The Australian’s foreign editor, Greg 

Sheridan, author Robyn Davidson and Sydney Lord Mayor Clover Moore. 

During Monday night’s discussion, Pappe claimed that the “Jewish establishment”, prior to 1948, prepared a 

file on every Palestinian village and neighbourhood in preparation for a takeover and said Israel continues its 

ethnic cleansing of the Palestinian people today. 

“Israel is seeking legitimacy as being a racist state within the civilised community of states,” he said. 

Sheridan pointed out that Pappe’s version of history had been roundly dismissed by scholars around the 

world. 

“I comprehensively reject Ilan’s narrative of Israel,” Sheridan said. “I think it’s wrong in every respect.” 

“No other nation in the world constantly has its legitimacy questioned in the way Israel does. 

“It’s the object of Western policy to reassure North Korea that we accept its legitimacy. We accept the 

legitimacy of Iran.” 

Australia/Israel & Jewish Affairs Council executive director Colin Rubenstein said the ABC should not have 

invited Pappe to appear. 

“The decision by Q&A to frame a program around an individual whose single claim to notoriety is his 

defamation and demonisation of Israel – a longstanding advocate for Israel’s demise and a man repeatedly 

caught misusing historical sources to push his openly declared ideological vendetta – is an extraordinary 

example of contempt for the intelligence of viewers,” Rubenstein said. 

He also called into question the network’s decision to film and air the episode on Rosh Hashanah. 

“The very deliberate, disrespectful decision to produce such a program on a Jewish High Holy Day only 

compounds the underlying offence and reflects a shameful attitude to fairness and the tenets of Australian 

multiculturalism,” Rubenstein said. 
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“Unfortunately, the ABC let down its viewers and the Australian population.” 

Q&A executive producer Peter McEvoy said the decision to air the program on Rosh Hashanah was not 

deliberate. 

“Ilan Pappe is only in Australia for a limited time and unfortunately was only available to do Q&A on one 

day,” McEvoy said. 

“We are aware that date falls on Rosh Hashanah. Even so, Irving Wallach is available to present an 

alternative perspective to that of Ilan Pappe. 

“Q&A goes to air every Monday night between February and November regardless of religious festivals and 

secular holidays.” 

JOSHUA LEVI 
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LEGAL – WILLIAM MOSS (CORBY RELATED) 
SETTLEMENT 
 
 

• In April 2012 the ABC settled defamation proceedings brought 
by Mr William Moss, also known as William Miller. 
 

• The proceedings commenced in November 2010 and related to 
a Media Watch program broadcast in August 2005.  

 
• The program was critical of The Daily Telegraph’s coverage of 

sensational claims by Mr Moss related to the Corby case. 
Mr Moss was reported as saying that he believed the drugs with 
which Schappelle Corby was detained in Bali were intended to 
be collected by him from Sydney Airport and had ended up in 
Bali by mistake. 
 

• Mr Moss claimed that the Media Watch program gave rise to a 
number of defamatory imputations concerning the veracity of 
his claims and his honesty. The ABC’s view was that the 
program was defensible on a number of bases. 
 

• Following a 3.5 day hearing in March 2012, but before the end 
of the trial, Mr Moss approached the ABC with a settlement 
offer which the ABC accepted. 
 

• The ABC agreed to pay Mr Moss $5,000 on account of legal 
expenses, with no damages and no apology or retraction by the 
ABC. 
 

• The ABC considered settlement to be the most cost effective 
and sensible option. Although the ABC was confident of its 
prospects, it was expected that the ABC’s legal costs in 
following the trial through to judgment would exceed the 
proposed settlement amount. 
 

• There was also little prospect of recovery of costs from 
Mr Moss and the ABC also suspected he might lodge an appeal 
if the court ruled in the ABC’s favour. 
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Background 
 
This matter continues to attract attention as a result of a campaign known as 
‘The Expendables Project’ which purports to uncover a Government and media 
conspiracy to suppress information capable of exonerating Schappelle Corby.  
 
The campaign has published information relating to the proceedings between 
Moss and the ABC on its website (http://www.expendable.tv/2012/04/william-
moss-v-abc.html) and appears to be responsible for emails to ABC staff 
members, politicians and others drawing attention to the case. 
 
William Moss 
 
William Moss, also known as William Miller and a number other names, has an 
extensive criminal history and between his teenage years and the early 2000’s 
was convicted and imprisoned for of a range of offences, including offences of 
dishonesty and fraud.  
 
Prior to instituting proceedings against the ABC he had unsuccessfully attempted 
to sue The Daily Telegraph for breach of contract (arising from their failure to pay 
him for the articles discussed below) and attempted to prosecute journalist Luke 
McIlveen for alleged perjury in the breach of contract proceedings. He has 
unsuccessfully appealed every verdict against him, including seeking leave to 
appeal to the High Court. 
 
Daily Telegraph coverage and Media Watch 
 
In July 2005 The Daily Telegraph published a series of articles by Luke McIlveen 
concerning claims by Mr Moss that a criminal associate had offered him a 
substantial amount of money to collect a package from Sydney airport on the 
same day that marijuana was discovered in Schappelle Corby’s luggage in Bali.  
 
Mr Moss alleged the drugs were supposed to be removed from the luggage en 
route from Brisbane to Bali via Sydney but had mistakenly been missed. Mr Moss 
had approached Mr McIlveen demanding $250,000 in exchange for the 
information but substantially disclosed his story without securing any agreement 
for payment and was not paid. 
 
The Media Watch program in issue was critical of Mr McIlveen’s reports and of 
the credence given to Mr Moss’ claims. It noted that Mr Moss was a self-
confessed criminal, had demanded payment for his story, that the story had been 
dismissed by his own solicitor and that Mr Moss had been described as a ‘serial 
bullshit artist’.  
 

http://www.expendable.tv/2012/04/william-moss-v-abc.html
http://www.expendable.tv/2012/04/william-moss-v-abc.html
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Mr Moss’ chief complaint was that the Media Watch program gave rise to 
imputations that he had knowingly provided false information in attempt to profit 
and was otherwise dishonest.  
 
The ‘Expendables Project’ 
 
The ‘Expendables Project’ alleges that the ABC settled the matter as a result of 
evidence published by them proving the truth of Moss’ claims about the Corby 
drugs.  
 
That evidence takes the form of what is alleged to be a leaked NSW Crime 
Commission document indicating that the Commission had in their possession 
since at least July 2005, a covertly recorded conversation between Moss and a 
criminal associate in which Moss claimed he was awaiting a shipment of 
cannabis from Queensland in October 2004 and which the Commission thought 
gave credence to his claims.  
 
The document in question did not form part of Mr Moss’ evidence at trial and the 
ABC has no way of verifying its authenticity. The document was not published by 
the Expendables Project until after the close of evidence in the Moss trial and 
was not a factor in the ABC’s decision to settle the matter.  
 
Settlement 
 
The decision to settle was based on the following considerations: 

• The court had requested comprehensive written submissions and the 
preparation of these by Counsel would involve considerable expense; 

• The settlement sum of $5,000 was comparatively small;  
• The settlement involved no payment for damages, admission of liability or 

apology by the ABC; 
• It was considered that Mr Moss would almost certainly appeal an 

unfavourable verdict and that would involve substantial additional 
expense; 

• The ABC had no prospect of recovering any costs from Mr Moss as an 
undischarged bankrupt. 

 
The settlement is not confidential. 
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CORP – LOCAL RADIO BLACKSPOTS (NEWS LTD 
REPORTS) 
 
 

• I am aware of reports in News Ltd papers over the weekend 
claiming there are gaps in the coverage of ABC Local Radio 
services in regional Australia. 
 

• We do not know the sources used by the reporter, however the 
information in the articles and the maps reproduced online 
contain significant inaccuracies. 
 

• For example, many of the towns listed in the Queensland 
Sunday Mail article are within ABC Local Radio terrestrial 
coverage footprints and some have their own dedicated 
transmitters, including: 

o Birdsville (106.1FM) 
o Mount Molloy (95.7FM) 
o Tambo (105.9FM)  
o Quilpie (106.1FM) 

 
• The majority of Australians listen to ABC Radio through 242 

terrestrial AM and FM transmitters, which have defined 
footprints and cover the more populated areas of the continent.  
 

• The ABC estimates that 99.38% of the Australian population 
has access to terrestrial coverage of ABC Local Radio. The 
size and topography of Australia means that 100% coverage 
everywhere is simply not impossible.  
 

• The terrestrial radio transmission network which carries the 
ABC’s services is owned and operated by Broadcast Australia 
through a contract for services.  
 

• The reach of the ABC’s services is also impacted by power 
limits, transmitter location and the allocation of spectrum and 
frequencies, all of which are managed by the regulator, the 
Australian Communications and Media Authority. 
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[Additional points – ABC emergencies coverage] 
 

• The ABC is relied upon by Australians in times of emergencies 
to inform local communities of natural disasters and to report on 
the impact of such events. 
 

• In addition to the terrestrial network, a number of ABC Local 
Radio networks are also available across Australia via satellite 
on VAST (Viewer Access Satellite Television), so that anyone 
outside terrestrial coverage may receive ABC Local Radio (if 
they have access to satellite and VAST satellite reception).  
 

• The ABC is also able to deliver any Local Radio service via 
satellite distribution utilising dedicated emergency broadcasting 
satellite channels and a number of Local Radio services are 
available on the Foxtel platform. 
 

• Some Local Radio networks are also available for online 
streaming and through free Android and iPhone apps. 
 

• There is flexibility in the ABC’s radio networks which assists in 
ensuring the maximum availability of emergency information in 
areas of poor reception. Where there is a triple j, Classic FM or 
RN transmitter in the area, it can be reconfigured to carry Local 
Radio coverage if required. 
 

• The ABC also maintains positive relationships with commercial 
radio counterparts and has occasionally arranged for re-
broadcast of ABC Local Radio on commercial frequencies (for 
example in areas of poor coverage or if the ABC transmitter is 
in danger from the prevailing emergency).  
 

• Further, the ABC is able to provide Local Radio as an audio 
channel through the ABC digital television network.  
 

• The ABC also posts a substantial amount of information online 
and has piloted innovative online coverage which builds on 
social media and interactive mapping technologies.  
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• Radio Australia short wave services can also be broadcast 
inland and carry emergency information – this option was used 
during coverage of Cyclone Yasi.  
 

• As a further back-up, the ABC has 3 portable transmitter 
systems capable of being deployed rapidly into areas that 
require very localised emergency broadcasting information.   
 

• These systems are capable of providing FM radio coverage on 
emergency frequencies up to a range of 40 kms. In recent 
years the units have been deployed to cyclone-affected regions 
in Northern Queensland, flood-affected regions in 
Rockhampton, St George and Emerald QLD and bushfire-
affected areas in Victoria. 
 

Background 
 
News Ltd reporting 
 
On the weekend of 13-14 October 2012, News Ltd papers carried stories 
claiming that there are significant ABC Local Radio and community radio 
reception black spots, meaning lack of coverage for many thousands of people 
during emergency situations (refer to attachments). 
 
Articles appeared in News Ltd outlets as follows: 
 

• Perth Now - 13 October 2012 – link to article 
 

• Courier Mail – 14 October 2012 – link to article 
 

• The Mercury – 14 October 2012 – link to article  
 

• The Sunday Mail (SA) – 14 October 2012 – link to article 
 

• Sunday Herald Sun (Vic) – 14 October 2012 – link to article (subscription 
required). 

 
Accuracy of the News Ltd reporting 

 
It is unclear where the articles sourced data, however ABC Communications 
Networks has identified some significant inaccuracies (refer to attached coverage 
map used in the online versions of the News Ltd articles and the attached map 
provided by ABC Comms Networks).  
 

http://www.perthnow.com.au/news/western-australia/black-spots-a-firetrap/story-e6frg13u-1226494998137
http://www.couriermail.com.au/news/queensland/emergency-radio-coverage-black-spots-put-state-at-bushfire-risk/story-e6freoof-1226495028601
http://www.themercury.com.au/article/2012/10/14/363778_tasmania-news.html
http://www.adelaidenow.com.au/news/south-australia/south-australian-properties-in-radio-blackspots-on-fire-alerts/story-e6frea83-1226495008670
http://www.heraldsun.com.au/news/victoria/blackspots-stem-fire-warning-for-victorian-households-and-businesses/story-e6frf7kx-1226494982610
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For example, some of the high-powered ABC Local Radio services covering 
south-west Western Australia are not included in the map and many of the 
Queensland towns listed in The Sunday Mail article are within ABC Local Radio 
coverage, to the extent some have their own dedicated transmitters. 
 
According to available data ABC Radio terrestrial population coverage at 30 June 
2012 was: 
 

  Australia NSW/ACT VIC QLD WA SA TAS NT 
ABC Local Radio 99.38% 99.70% 99.81% 99.60% 98.69% 99.67% 99.34% 81.44% 
ABC Radio 
National 98.69% 99.28% 99.51% 98.29% 96.51% 99.59% 99.19% 82.32% 
ABC Classic FM 95.96% 97.79% 98.13% 94.94% 90.06% 95.24% 95.81% 67.43% 
Triple J 95.47% 97.40% 98.06% 93.78% 89.27% 94.97% 95.81% 67.43% 
ABC NewsRadio 93.79% 93.88% 94.76% 92.57% 92.93% 97.57% 95.05% 71.92% 
Digital Radio 55.77% 49.86% 70.99% 40.58% 75.47% 73.56% 0.00% 0.00% 

  
This information is based on our coverage footprints and ABC 2006 Census 
population data. 
 
News Ltd contact with the ABC 
 
On Friday 12 October 2012, Tony Rasmussen (Manager, Local Regional Radio) 
spoke with News Ltd reporter Lisa Cornish (contact was originally initiated by 
News Ltd journalist Ken McGregor). 
 
Ms Cornish raised questions regarding people who live in or pass through 
coverage ‘black spots’ in times of emergency and made reference to the 2011 
ultra-marathon in WA in which many competitors were badly burnt by bushfires. 
 
Mr Rasmussen referred Ms Cornish to Broadcast Australia and the ACMA, noting 
the ABC does not own or operate its transmission network, but noted the very 
high percentage of ABC Radio coverage. He provided further information 
regarding the barriers to 100% coverage and other arrangements for 
transmission of Local Radio (eg, VAST, re-broadcast on other ABC Radio 
transmitters or commercial radio). 
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ABC COMMUNICATIONS NETWORK-SUPPLIED MAP 

 
ABC Local Radio Coverage 
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MAP USED IN ONLINE NEWS LTD ARTICLES 

ABC Local Radio Coverage 
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NEWS – ANU SCIENTIST EMAILS 
 
 
 

• I am aware of complaints about the ABC’s reporting of death 
threats made to ANU climate scientists. 
 

• The ABC has covered this issue in depth.  
 

o The ABC did not report that the release of the emails 
contradicted the earlier report of death threats because 
when contacted by the ABC, the ANU confirmed that 
despite the release of the emails, they were standing by 
their original statement that death threats had been 
received. 
 

o The ANU has previously made clear that not all 
communications and emails were retained. 

 
• The ABC News Online story regarding the release of the emails 

this year also included a link to last year’s original report as a 
‘related story’.  
 

o The ABC online news story has been amended to note 
that some believe the released emails contradict earlier 
reports of death threats and that the ANU nevertheless 
maintains it has received threats. 

 
• I am also aware that a person claiming to have been 

misrepresented as making death threats has come forward to 
refute the claim that he made threatening remarks.  The ABC’s 
online news site (including the story posted on the Radio 
Australia site) has been amended to reflect this development. 
 

• Complaints regarding this reporting have been referred to ABC 
Audience and Consumer Affairs.  Eight complaints were 
received, with two complaints upheld. 
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Background  
 
On 4 June 2011 ABC news online published an article outlining death threats 
sent to ANU climate change scientists (refer to Attachment). Other media outlets 
also reported that ANU climate scientists had received threatening emails 
(including death threats) and messages which had forced them to move to more 
secure premises. 
 
Blogger Simon Turnill lodged a Freedom of Information request covering the 
emails containing the threats. 
 
On 8 May 2012, the emails were released. According to reports, 11 emails were 
independently examined by the federal Privacy Commissioner and 10 were found 
to contain abuse but no death threats. 
 
The remaining email was found to be ‘intimidating’ and “at its highest perhaps 
alluding to a threat.” 
 
The ABC reported on the release of the emails. 
 
On 12 May 2012, the Australian published an article which strongly criticised the 
ABC and Fairfax’s coverage of the emails. The article criticised the ABC for 
covering the release of the emails without making reference to the fact that they 
appear to contradict its June 2011 coverage (refer to Attachment). 
 
On 11 May 2012, Andrew Bolt made a post on his blog concerning the death 
threats. He referred to one of the released emails, which included a description of 
a ‘threat of violence’ made during a climate forum. The threat was said to consist 
of a participant talking about his sniping abilities and showing his gun licence. 
Bolt goes on to quote this person refuting this interpretation of his actions.  The 
participant notes he was discussing his kangaroo culling licence with another 
participant who had asked about the kangaroo culling program. Refer to 
Attachment. 
 
On 21 May 2012, ABC News online updated its story to note these 
developments: 
 

UPDATE (May 21): The release of these emails under Freedom of 
Information followed reports last year (see related stories above) that ANU 
scientists had received death threats. Climate change sceptics have 
claimed that the released emails contradict suggestions that any death 
threats were received, but a spokesperson for the ANU says the university 
is standing by its claims that death threats were received. Questions have 
also been raised about whether one of the released emails did, in fact, 
constitute a threat to use a gun, with a person involved in the kangaroo 
culling program claiming the comments were made by him, and were in no 
way intended as a threat. 
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This update was also posted to the version of the story hosted on the Radio 
Australia website. 
 
On 21 May 2012, Media Watch featured an examination of reporting on the death 
threats (see Attachment). The program noted alleged shortcomings in the ABC’s 
reporting of the release of the emails in that it hasn’t corrected its original 
reporting of the threats.  The program also noted that the ABC reporting on the 
release of the emails did not mention the Privacy Commissioner’s finding that 
they did not contain death threats or threats of harm. 
 
The program also criticised the accuracy of The Australian’s coverage of the 
release of the emails. The Australian had published stories asserting that the 
release of the emails meant that claims of death threats were baseless. Media 
Watch criticised this conclusion and broadcast examples of email threats it had 
been able to independently obtain from climate scientists. 
 
On 22 May 2012, The Australian published a story further criticising the ABC’s 
response to the release of the emails (refer to Attachment). The story quotes 
Alan Sunderland defending the ABC’s coverage and reiterating that the ANU 
maintains it has received threats.  
 
The story also notes that a version of the ABC’s story previously available on the 
Radio Australia website is no longer available. In the days preceding this report, 
Marc Hendrickx sent several emails to the ABC querying why the original story 
was no longer online. In an email to Mr Hendrickx and The Australian on 21 May 
2012, Alan Sunderland noted that this was due to a technical error (resulting in a 
broken link), that the story was posted on two different places on the Radio 
Australia website and that one of those was still available. 
 
The ABC has not carried news coverage of this issue since the May Estimates 
hearings. 
 
Complaints 
 
At the time of the last Estimates hearings, Audience and Consumer Affairs had 
logged 6 complaints, 3 of which had been finalised (one sent to News for direct 
response and two investigated but not upheld).   
 
The other 3 were investigated with 2 were upheld (they were about the same 
piece of content) and the remaining one finalised as resolved.  Summaries of the 
upheld complaints are below.   
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ABC News Online, 11 May 2012  
Upheld against 2.1 ABC Editorial Policies (11 April 2011) 
Two online readers complained that a story on the release of abusive 
emails sent to climate scientists at the Australian National University 
contained inaccuracies, was misleading and biased.  The ABC 
acknowledged that reasonable efforts were not made to ensure that 
material facts were accurate and presented in context.  The story failed to 
make clear that emails released by the ANU did not include direct threats 
to ANU staff.  It also did not make clear that a reference to a gun threat 
was drawn from an internal ANU email that described an incident which 
was perceived as a potential gun threat; the email referred to was not itself 
a threat to use a gun.  The headline and two other lines in the story were 
amended to make that clear, and an Editor’s Note was added.  

 
News, 11 May 2012          
Resolved 
A complainant said that a Radio Australia story ‘Climate science abuse 
emails released’ inaccurately stated that an email released by the 
Australian National University described a physical threat to use a gun 
against an academic.   Subsequent to the story, a man identified himself 
as the person who allegedly made the threat and his interpretation cast a 
very different light on the incident; he said that his comments were in no 
way intended as a threat.  An Editor’s Note was added to the story on 25 
May to make this clear.  The note also clarified that the emails released by 
the university contained only abuse and not threats. 

 
Two more complaints were subsequently logged, bringing the total to 8.  The 
more recent two were that original stories were without evidence/shown to be 
false and complainants sought retractions/corrections/updates.  One of these 
required no response and the other was investigated and not upheld. 
 

    

http://abc.net.au/corp/pubs/documents/20110408/EditorialPOL2011.pdf
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ATTACHMENT 

Death threats sent to top climate scientists 
ABC Online – 4 June 2011 

Several of Australia's top climate change scientists at the Australian National 
University have been subjected to a campaign of death threats, forcing the 
university to tighten security. 

Several of the scientists in Canberra have been moved to a more secure location 
after receiving the threats over their research. 

Vice-chancellor Professor Ian Young says the scientists have received large 
numbers of emails, including death threats and abusive phone calls, threatening 
to attack the academics in the street if they continue their research. 

He says it has been happening for the past six months and the situation has 
worsened significantly in recent weeks. 

"Obviously climate research is an emotive issue at the present time," he said. 

"These are issues where we should have a logical public debate and it's 
completely intolerable that people be subjected to this sort of abuse and to 
threats like this. 

"I think it is totally outrageous and the vast majority of Australians would think it is 
totally unacceptable for anybody in society to be subjected to this sort of 
behaviour." 

Professor Young says the outrageous behaviour has left the scientists shaken. 

"Academics and scientists are actually really not equipped to be treated in this 
way," he said. "The whole scientific process is one of open debate and 
discussion, but the concept that you would be threatened for your scientific views 
and work is something that is completely foreign to them." 

He says the climate change issue is emotive, but all the key players should take 
a breath and debate the issue calmly. 

The Australian Federal Police says it is aware of the issue, but there is no 
investigation underway. 
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ATTACHMENT 
 

FOI emails reveal threats to climate 
scientists 
May 11, 2012 10:59:02  

ABC Online 

The Australian National University has released a series of abusive and 
threatening emails which were sent to its climate change scientists. 

The 11 emails to members of the university's Climate Change Institute have been 
made public after a Freedom of Information request. 

ANU management initially turned down the FOI request to release them, fearing 
it would lead to increased harassment. 

But they have now been released with the names and email addresses removed 
after an intervention by the privacy commissioner. 

One email, dated June 2, 2010, describes a threat to use a gun against an 
academic because a conference participant reportedly disagreed with the climate 
change research. 

"Looks like we've had our first serious threat of physical violence," it says. 

"It has come from a participant in [DELETED] deliberative democracy project last 
weekend. One of the participants left early after he too [sic] exception to my talk 
about climate science. [DELETED] exact words were: 'Moreover, before he left, 
he came to the Fri dinner and showed other participants his gun licence and 
explained to them how good a sniper he is'." 

The email notes that "I will be notifying security in case he turns up and causes a 
problem" and says the university's head of security will be asked to determine 
whether the case should be referred to the Australian Federal Police. 

It concludes: "But in the meantime, we should be careful about anyone we don't 
know who approaches our offices." 

Another email, dated May 24, 2011, says: "How do you people sleep at night, 
you and that old idiot . They pay you thousands to feed us ordinary hard working 
normal folk bullshit. You come from well to do families who have never earned or 
done an honest days work in your life. You overpaid over educated parasite. Get 
a real job and pay your dues you leech." 
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In a statement, the ANU said: "ANU has a duty of care to its staff and students 
and we note the finding of the Privacy Commissioner: 'In my view there is a risk 
that the release of the documents could lead to further insulting or offensive 
communication being directed at ANU personnel...' 

"However we have chosen not to appeal the decision of the Commissioner and 
are releasing the documents with information removed that would identify those 
sending or receiving the emails, as per the Commissioner’s decision." 

ANU vice-chancellor Ian Young said the Climate Change Institute scientists were 
moved to more secure offices on campus in the wake of the threats. 

"The individual people were concerned about their safety, and the university as 
an employer decided we needed to respond to that," he said.  

"My view is the more we discuss these things in public - these are emotive issues 
- the more you tend to beat the whole issue up. 

"We had issues, we dealt with them we believe in an appropriate way, and we 
don't want to make more of it than that." 
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ATTACHMENT 

Media Watch eyes climate scientist 
death threat claims 

• BY:CHRIS MERRITT, LEGAL AFFAIRS EDITOR  

• From:The Australian  
• May 12, 2012 12:00AM 

AFTER triggering a global news event with reports about death threats against climate 
scientists, the ABC and Fairfax Media are under investigation by Media Watch after a 
central plank supporting their reports was found to be non-existent. 

Before the flaws in their reports were revealed, their versions of the truth had been picked up 
by Britain's The Guardian and the scientific journal Nature. 

The critical error in their reports, which has been revealed by The Australian, is that emails 
held by the Australian National University that were supposed to outline death threats 
against climate scientists have been independently assessed as containing no death threats. 

Those emails were made public on Tuesday after a long Freedom of Information campaign 
by blogger Simon Turnill. 

But when ABC radio chose to report on the affair yesterday, it did not reveal that the ABC 
had reported on June 5 last year that ANU climate scientists "have been targeted by death 
threats". 

 
Others who gave credence to the "death threats" story were Lateline presenter Tony Jones, 
who asked Chief Scientist Ian Chubb on June 22 last year whether he was worried that 
scientists were receiving death threats. 

"Oh, absolutely," Professor Chubb replied. "I mean, I think it's appalling." 

Media Watch executive producer Lin Buckfield said yesterday one of her program's 
researchers was examining reports on the affair that had been carried by The Australian, 
ABC news, Lateline andThe Canberra Times. "If through our inquiries we decide that an item 
is warranted, we will proceed accordingly," she said. 

http://www.theaustralian.com.au/
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The Canberra Times published the first news of death threats against climate scientists in 
June last year. It said the problem was not confined to the ANU and that academics 
elsewhere were at risk. 

The credibility of the rest of The Canberra Times's allegations is yet to be tested. But the 
paper's reporting concerning death threats at ANU is in tatters, as are the associated reports 
by the ABC. 

The Australian has reported that 11 emails supposed to contain details of the "death threats" 
at ANU were independently examined by federal Privacy Commissioner Timothy Pilgrim as 
part of Mr Turnill's FOI campaign. 

Mr Pilgrim said they contain abuse but no death threats. 

"I have determined that 10 of the documents, in the form of emails, do not contain threats to 
kill or threats of harm. These documents contain abuse in the sense that they contain 
insulting and offensive language," Mr Pilgrim's ruling says. 

Of the one remaining email, Mr Pilgrim found: "In my view, the exchange as described in the 
email could be regarded as intimidating and at its highest perhaps alluding to a threat." 

When ABC radio reported on the contents of those emails yesterday it focused on the abuse 
-- not the fact that they provide documentary evidence that the ABC produced flawed reports 
that have not been corrected. 
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ATTACHMENT 
 

‘Death threat’ guy says the ANU story is 
bull 
 
Andrew Bolt Blog  
Andrew Bolt 
MAY112012(11:12pm) 
  

The guy behind the closest thing to a “death threat” that ANU climate scientists can produce 

has blown the whistle on the hoax. 

First, here’s how the claims of death threats being made against climate scientists was first 

reported in the Canberra Times - and note the gleeful pile-on:  

 

Australia’s leading climate change scientists are being targeted by a vicious, 
unrelenting email campaign that has resulted in police investigations of death 
threats… 

Australia’s new chief scientist, former ANU vice-chancellor Professor Ian Chubb has 

condemned these email threats as ‘’an outrageous attack’’ on open and public debate… 

Federal Climate Change Minster Greg Combet said harassment of scientists or other 

researchers was unacceptable.... 

“People whipping up anxiety over a carbon price should temper their language and engage in 

rational debate rather than irrational scare mongering,’’ Mr Combet said. 

Australian Greens deputy leader Christine Milne said the emails were ‘‘an orchestrated, 

extremist anti-science campaign attempting to threaten and intimidate people into silence.’’ 

Actually there was no police investigation, and the Privacy Commissioner later ruled there 

were no death threats either: 

CLAIMS that some of Australia’s leading climate change scientists were subjected to death 

threats as part of a vicious and unrelenting email campaign have been debunked by the 

Privacy Commissioner. 

Timothy Pilgrim was called in to adjudicate on a Freedom of Information application in relation 

to Fairfax and ABC reports last June alleging that Australian National University climate 

http://blogs.news.com.au/heraldsun/andrewbolt
http://blogs.news.com.au/heraldsun/andrewbolt/index.php/heraldsun/profile/andrew-bolt/
http://www.canberratimes.com.au/news/local/news/general/climate-of-fear-scientists-face-death-threats/2185089.aspx
http://www.canberratimes.com.au/news/local/news/general/climate-of-fear-scientists-face-death-threats/2185089.aspx
http://www.canberratimes.com.au/news/local/news/general/climate-of-fear-scientists-face-death-threats/2185089.aspx
http://blogs.news.com.au/heraldsun/andrewbolt
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change researchers were facing the ongoing campaign and had been moved to “more secure 

buildings” following explicit threats. 

In a six-page ruling made last week, Mr Pilgrim found that 10 of 11 documents, all 
emails, “do not contain threats to kill” and the other “could be regarded as 
intimidating and at its highest perhaps alluding to a threat”. 

True, the last email does sound a worry: 

 

But curious fact one: The ANU staff were moved to higher security 
premises before that “threat” was ever received. 

Curious fact two: a detailed report of the meeting at which the “death threat” was made records 

no such disturbing incident:: 

It should be mentioned that two participants departed the process at the conclusion of day 1. 

One sceptic left because of the stress involved with dealing with the different perspectives and 

the way in which some participants initially interacted with those perspectives. Another, deep 
climate sceptic left the process without providing a reason, but apparently did so 
because of a perception that persons’ particular perspective was not getting enough 
of an airing as a minority view. Nevertheless, a number of climate sceptics remained to 

participate in the forum and, following a number of robust exchanges within particular sections 

of the group, a greater level of tolerance and reciprocal understanding of those perspectives 

was finally achieved. 

And now the alleged “death threat” guy, John Coochey, writes to Catallaxy to protest: 

I feel I can throw some light on this matter as I am undoubtedly the person who is alleged to 

have shown my gun licence to people at the dinner. That is not accurate. At the mediocre 

http://blogs.news.com.au/heraldsun/andrewbolt/index.php/heraldsun/comments/a_warmist_smear_is_a_bogus_as_their_theory/
http://blogs.news.com.au/heraldsun/andrewbolt/index.php/heraldsun/comments/a_warmist_smear_is_a_bogus_as_their_theory/
http://blogs.news.com.au/heraldsun/andrewbolt/index.php/heraldsun/comments/a_warmist_smear_is_a_bogus_as_their_theory/
http://catallaxyfiles.com/2012/05/10/the-dog-ate-my-death-threats-ii/
http://catallaxyfiles.com/2012/05/10/the-dog-ate-my-death-threats-ii/
http://deliberativedemocracy.anu.edu.au/sites/default/files/documents/working_papers/CCPSPartReport.pdf
http://deliberativedemocracy.anu.edu.au/sites/default/files/documents/working_papers/CCPSPartReport.pdf
http://deliberativedemocracy.anu.edu.au/sites/default/files/documents/working_papers/CCPSPartReport.pdf
http://deliberativedemocracy.anu.edu.au/sites/default/files/documents/working_papers/CCPSPartReport.pdf
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dinner on the first day I was approached by Dr Maxine Cooper, then the Commissioner for the 

environment, who recognized me as someone involved in the kangaroo culling program in the 

ACT which occurs each winter. After politely asking if she could sit next to me she asked me 

how I had gone in the recent licence test which is challenging. I told her I had topped it with a 

perfect score and showed her my current culling licence, not gun licence, to prove it. 
The conversation around the table then drifted around the benefits of eating game meat v the 

poor fare on offer. 

More from Coochey on that exchange here. 

The ANU and the climate scientists who completely misrepresented and exaggerated these 

“death threats” from warmists and used them to smear sceptics should apologise, 

Is this how they do their climate science, too? 

(Thanks to many readers. More at Catallaxy.) 

  

http://scienceblogs.com/deltoid/2011/06/more_on_the_threats_on_and_abu.php#comment-6269302
http://blogs.news.com.au/heraldsun/andrewbolt/index.php/heraldsun/comments/a_warmist_smear_is_a_bogus_as_their_theory/
http://catallaxyfiles.com/2012/05/10/the-dog-ate-my-death-threats-ii/
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ATTACHMENT 
MEDIA WATCH – 21 MAY 2012 
 
Media coverage of death threats examined 
 
But, The Australian takes it a stage further. It's taken to watching Media Watch... 
 
Media Watch eyes climate death threat claims  
 
After triggering a global news event with reports about death threats against climate scientists, the ABC and 
Fairfax Media are under investigation by Media Watch after a central plank supporting their reports was 
found to be non-existent. 
 
— The Weekend Australian, 12th May, 2012 
 
Read The Weekend Australian article 
 
 
Well, we have looked into all this - and what a mess it is.  
 
One news outlet comes out of it, in our opinion, almost unscathed: Fairfax Media's The Canberra Times. The 
ABC doesn't look so great, and The Australian looks worst of all. 
 
Let's begin at the beginning - the 4th of June last year...and this story on the front page of The Canberra 
Times... 
 
 
Climate of Fear 
 
Australia's leading climate change scientists are being targeted by a vicious, unrelenting email campaign 
that has resulted in police investigations of death threats. 
The Australian National University has confirmed it moved several high-profile climate scientists, economists 
and policy researchers into more secure buildings, following explicit threats to their personal safety. 
 
— The Canberra Times, 4th June, 2011 
 
Read The Canberra Times article 
 
 
The story, by Rosslyn Beeby, didn't specify when that had happened. Perhaps it should have done, because 
the move had occurred sixteen months earlier, in February 2010.  
 
But Beeby's report didn't focus particularly on the ANU. She'd gone a lot further afield... 
 
More than 30 researchers across Australia ... told The Canberra Times they are receiving a stream of 
abusive emails threatening violence, sexual assault, public smear campaigns and attacks on family 
members. 
 
— The Canberra Times, 4th June, 2011 
 
But the story quoted only one scientist talking about death threats... 
 
 
... he was advised by police to install a ''panic button'' security alarm in his university office after receiving 
death threats. 
 
— The Canberra Times, 4th June, 2011 
 
 
That scientist was not at the Australian National University.  
 

http://www.abc.net.au/mediawatch/transcripts/1216_oz1.pdf
http://www.abc.net.au/mediawatch/transcripts/1216_canberra2.pdf
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However that day the ABC followed up the story.  
 
Newsreader: Several top climate change scientists in Canberra have been moved to a more secure location 
after receiving death threats over their research. 
 
— ABC News 24, 4th June, 2011 
 
 
The ABC also failed to mention that the move had happened well over a year earlier. As for death threats at 
ANU, where did that come from? Not from the Canberra Times. Perhaps from the ANU's Vice-Chancellor. 
 
ABC Online reported that morning: 
 
Vice-Chancellor Professor Ian Young says the scientists have received large numbers of emails, including 
death threats and abusive phone calls ... 
He says it has been happening for the past six months and the situation has worsened significantly in recent 
weeks 
 
— ABC Online, 4th June, 2011 
 
Read the ABC Online article 
 
 
The unedited radio interview on which that report seems to have been based is no longer in the ABC's 
system.  
 
Professor Young now points out to Media Watch that, unlike other parts of the ABC Online article, those 
sentences aren't in quotation marks 
 
I stand firmly by my quoted comments, but cannot recall exactly what I said outside those quoted comments 
and am thus unable to venture an opinion on whether I was accurately paraphrased in the ABC report or 
not. 
 
— Professor Ian Young, Vice Chancellor, ANU, 18th May, 2012 
 
Read Professor Young’s response to Media Watch’s questions  
 
 
However, it seems to have been because of those ABC reports, that an enterprising blogger called Simon 
Turnill put in an Freedom of Information request for... 
 
... emails, transcripts of telephone calls or messages that contain abuse, threats to kill and/or threats of harm 
to the recipient  
 
...that were sent to six researchers in the ANU's Climate Change Institute... 
 
 
... within the last six months. 
 
 
It took nearly a year, and an appeal to the privacy commissioner, before eleven emails were released. In 
explaining his decision, the Privacy Commissioner found that 
 
10 of the ... emails, do not contain threats to kill or threats of harm. These documents contain abuse in the 
sense that they contain insulting and offensive language. 
 
Read the Privacy Commissioner’s decision  
 
 
And the meaning of the eleventh is now controversial - for more on that see our website. Suffice to say it 
may not describe a threat at all.  
 
Read the Australian article about this email 

http://www.abc.net.au/mediawatch/transcripts/1216_abc1.pdf
http://www.abc.net.au/mediawatch/transcripts/1216_young.pdf
http://www.abc.net.au/mediawatch/transcripts/1216_privacy.pdf
http://www.abc.net.au/mediawatch/transcripts/1216_oz3.pdf
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Read the email from John Coochey to Media Watch 
 
The reporting of the emails' release is certainly instructive. The ABC Online had this... 
 
 
The Australian National University has released a series of abusive and threatening emails which were sent 
to its climate change scientists. 
 
— ABC Online, 11th May, 2012 
 
Read the ABC Online article  
 
The story makes much of the eleventh email, without explaining its ambiguity. It doesn't mention that the 
other ten do not contain threats of physical harm, let alone death. It doesn't correct or clarify its reporting 
about death threats last year.  
 
ABC News tells Media Watch that it's 
 
not aware of any material facts in its reporting that require correction or clarification. 
 
— Alan Sunderland, Head of Policy and Staff Development, ABC News and Current Affairs, 18th May, 2012 
 
Read Alan Sunderland’s response to Media Watch’s questions  
 
 
Well, remember, the ABC reported Ian Young as saying last June that 
 
...the scientists have received large numbers of emails, including death threats and abusive phone calls ... 
He says it has been happening for the past six months: 
 
— ABC Online, 4th June, 2011 
 
There may well have been emails sent to other scientists at ANU. Still, the eleven that have been released 
do seem to suggest that either Professor Young was misreported, or he himself was mistaken about the 
extent of the threat. Clarification by the ABC would surely be a good idea. 
 
***UPDATE Since recording this program, Media Watch has received a second response from the ABC and 
ABC Online has updated its story from 11 May 2012  
 
But what the emails don't prove is what The Australian splashed on its front page on May the third... 
 
Climate scientists' claims of email death threats go up in smoke  
 
EXCLUSIVE - Christian Kerr 
 
Claims that some of Australia's leading climate change scientists were subjected to death threats as part of 
a vicious and unrelenting email campaign have been debunked by the Privacy Commissioner.  
 
— The Australian, 3rd May, 2012 
 
Read The Australian article  
 
 
11 emails. To six scientists. In one university. In one six month period. How on earth do they debunk the 
Canberra Times's story? 
 
About a week later, Legal Affairs Editor Chris Merritt reported that Media Watch was investigating The 
Australian's rivals... 
 
 
The Canberra Times published the first news of death threats against climate scientists in June last year. It 
said the problem was not confined to the ANU and that academics elsewhere were at risk. 

http://www.abc.net.au/mediawatch/transcripts/1216_coochey.pdf
http://www.abc.net.au/mediawatch/transcripts/1216_abc2.pdf
http://www.abc.net.au/mediawatch/transcripts/1216_sunderland1.pdf
http://www.abc.net.au/mediawatch/transcripts/1216_sunderland2.pdf
http://www.abc.net.au/mediawatch/transcripts/1216_abc3.pdf
http://www.abc.net.au/mediawatch/transcripts/1216_oz2.pdf
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The credibility of the rest of The Canberra Times's allegations is yet to be tested. But the paper's reporting 
concerning death threats at ANU is in tatters, as are the associated reports by the ABC. 
 
— The Weekend Australian, 12th May, 2012 
 
But hang on, The Canberra Times article did not report that death threats had been made to academics at 
the ANU. 
 
And The Australian has never made clear that the emails released under FOI covered a period a year after 
the ANU's scientists had been moved to a safer location. In fact Christian Kerr's report thoroughly confused 
the issue 
 
Chief Scientist Ian Chubb, who was the ANU's vice-chancellor at the time, last night admitted he did not 
have any recollection of reading the emails before relocating the university's researchers. 
 
— The Australian, 3rd May, 2012 
 
At what time, Christian? Professor Chubb was Vice-Chancellor at the time the scientists were moved. But he 
couldn't have read the emails before that, because they weren't sent until the following year. 
 
Besides, if The Australian had talked to the Climate Change Institute's Will Steffen, he might have told it 
what he told us - that abusive emails were not the main reason for the move... 
 
We were moved after two threatening incidents... both events (in late 2009 and early 2010) involved visitors 
coming unannounced into our offices and taking or threatening aggressive actions against me ... and 
another academic associated with the CCI. 
 
— Professor Will Steffen, Executive Director, ANU Climate Change Institute, 17th May, 2012 
 
 
But the most absurd aspect of The Australian's reporting is its claim that these eleven emails, on their own, 
'debunk'...  
 
Claims that some of Australia's leading climate change scientists were subjected to death threats as part of 
a vicious and unrelenting email campaign 
 
— The Australian, 3rd May, 2012 
 
A warning: there's bad language coming. The Australian could have checked the hard copy of the Canberra 
Times's original article in June last year.  
 
You will be chased down the street with burning stakes and hung from your f*** neck, until you are dead, 
dead, dead! 
 
Die you lying bastard! 
 
F*** off you lying communist c---!! 
 
Eat S*** and Die!!! 
 
— The Canberra Times, 4th June, 2011 
 
Or even better, The Oz could have actually gone to climate scientists around the country and asked for 
examples of threatening and abusive emails.  
 
That's what we did. We got these from just two scientists, one in Melbourne, one in Brisbane, received in 
that same six month period. They're on our website, and they are not pretty reading and yes they were 
reported to police. 
 
Read a selection of abusive emails sent to scientists in Australia (warning: contains coarse language) 
 
But all, according to The Australian, 'debunked'. 
 

http://www.abc.net.au/mediawatch/transcripts/1216_scientist.pdf
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As a viewer wrote to Media Watch... 
 
... it's astonishing that a serious newspaper company would be so flippant about threats and abuse directed 
at ordinary people just for doing their job. 
 
— Matthew of Canberra, 15th May, 2012 
 
Last week, as we normally do, we sent some questions to The Australian.  
 
It decided, as it sometimes does, that the best form of defence is pre-emptive attack...In a 'news' story on 
Saturday... 
 
ABC climate change reporting called into question 
 
Jonathan Holmes...'ABC group think' 
 
— The Weekend Australian, 19-20 May, 2012 
 
Read The Weekend Australian article  
 
 
and then in an editorial this morning... 
 
Media Watch should be subject to its own critical scrutiny... 
 
— The Australian, 21st May, 2012 
 
Read The Australian article  
 
You can read both on our website.  
 
Maybe The Australian will provide me with space to respond on its own pages. I don't want to take up your 
time with disputes about who are, and who aren't, in The Australian's bizarre words 
 
closed-minded thinkers and zealots impervious to fact 
 
— The Australian, 21st May, 2012 
 
 
Suffice to say, in that phrase beloved by journos, that Media Watch stands by its stories, tonight's included. 
 
Until next week, goodnight. 
 
Read The Canberra Times response to Media Watch’s question 

  
 

  

http://www.abc.net.au/mediawatch/transcripts/1216_oz4.pdf
http://www.abc.net.au/mediawatch/transcripts/1216_oz5.pdf
http://www.abc.net.au/mediawatch/transcripts/1216_canberra3.pdf
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ATTACHMENT 
 
ABC updates' story on threats 

Australian, Australia  by  Chris Merritt 22 May 2012 
General News - page 3 - 542 words - ID 146912238 - Photo: No - Type: News Item - 
Size: 180.03cm2  
 
IN the face of an independent assessment that undermined one of its most spectacular reports 
on climate change, the ABC has dismissed as "sceptics" those who questioned its accuracy. 
 
The national broadcaster issued that statement yesterday in the form of a news "update" after 
flaws emerged in its reports that climate change scientists at the Australian National University 
had received death threats. 
 
The flaws came to light after 11 emails held by ANU that purportedly contained death threats 
were examined by Privacy Commissioner Timothy Pilgrim, who ruled they contained abuse but no 
death threats. That ruling, which was part of a successful Freedom of Information campaign by 
climate change blogger and lawyer Simon Turnill, is publicly available on the website of the 
Australian Information Commissioner. 
 
The findings undermine last year’s reports by The Canberra Times and the ABC about death 
threats at the ANU, which were picked up by the international scientific journal Nature and 
Britain’s The Guardian. 
 
Mr Pilgrim’s findings are not mentioned in yesterday’s ABC "update", which continues to assert 
that there were death threats. 
 
It says: "Climate change sceptics have claimed that the released emails contradict suggestions 
that any death threats were received, but a spokesperson for the ANU says the university is 
standing by its claims that death threats were received." Mr Turnill said the ABC’s update was 
inadequate. 
 
"For the ABC to suggest this is a conspiracy by sceptics’ is laughable," he said. "All I am seeking 
to do is ensure these mailers are reported accurately. 
 
"I assume the ANU is alleging that death threats were received, but not by email or not within 
the six-month period (covered by his FOl request). 
 
"My follow-up FOl will reveal whether this is in fact the case. 
 
"If such threats were indeed received outside that period, it begs the question of why no report 
was ever made to the police, and why the ABC chose to run the story at that time." The ABC’s 
update also sought to qualify the broadcaster’s reports that a threat had been made to use a gun 
against an academic. 
 
The update says "questions have also been raised about whether one of the released emails did, 
in fact, constitute a threat to use a gun, with a person involved in the kangaroo culling program 
claiming the comments were made by him and were in no way intended as a threat". 
 
Alan Sunderland, who is the ABC’s head of national programs, said the update had been 
published in ordertoprovide further information "in the light of the ongoing controversy over 
elements of the details, and the contested views put forward about aspects of the story". 
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"The fundamental point, however, remains the same: the ANU reported a year ago that it had 
received death threats and other abusive and/or threatening messages, and they have confirmed 
that they standby this despite the release of the recent emails," Mr Sunderland said. 
 
He said the fact that a report on the alleged threat to use a gun had disappeared from part of 
the Radio Australian website did not indicate the report had been withdrawn. 
 
The same report appeared to have been posted in separate places on the Radio Australia website 
and while the link to one version seemed to be broken, the other version remained live on the 
site and the main ABC site. 
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NEWS – “PREGNANT ALTERNATIVES” STORY ON 
SATURDAY AM 
 
 

• On 2 June 2012, Saturday AM ran a story by reporter Matthew 
Carney on a new pro-life pregnancy clinic that was opening up 
in Sydney across the road from an existing abortion clinic. 
 

• The story dealt with the controversy over the location and 
nature of the new clinic. There were claims that it could be 
misleading to potential clients by not making it clear that 
abortion was not one of the “alternatives” on offer. 
 

• The story included a balanced range of opinions, with 
comments from the manager of the new pro-life pregnancy 
clinic, the manager of the existing abortion clinic, and with 
Greens Senator Lee Rhiannon, who was calling for the laws 
surrounding advertising for such clinics to be better regulated.  
 

• The story also pointed out that the clinic had the support of 
NSW Attorney-General Greg Smith, who had been involved in 
fund-raising for the centre and was a former President of the 
NSW Right to Life Association. 
 

• Audience and Consumer Affairs logged one complaint about 
the story, that it contained misinformation and was biased 
against pro-life organisations. The complaint was expressed in 
general terms and was assigned to News for direct response as 
a potential editorial complaint. 

  
• The program team responded to the complaint pointing out that 

both the clinic’s manager and those with concerns were 
included in the story, and so all relevant views were given 
coverage. 
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ATTACHMENT 
 

Pro-life, anti abortion-clinic opens in 
Sydney 
Matthew Carney reported this story on Saturday, June 2, 2012 08:16:00 

ELIZABETH JACKSON: The official opening of a pro-life pregnancy clinic in Sydney 
today is set to spark a new round of conflict between pro and anti abortion groups. 
 
The clinic has called itself Pregnant Alternatives and has opened directly opposite a legal 
abortion centre.  
 
Pro-choicers say the name of the new clinic is deceptive and they've called for changes to 
the laws to ensure that the centre will be up-front with its patients. 
 
Pro-life groups say they're just providing a service that is much needed in the community. 
 
Matthew Carney reports. 
 
MATTHEW CARNEY: Ali Maegraith, the manager of Pregnant Alternatives, does admit 
it's a little provocative opening up directly opposite an abortion clinic in the inner Sydney 
suburb of Surry Hills. 
 
ALI MAEGRAITH: It would draw publicity to our centre and it would be noticed a bit 
more, and perhaps the reasons and the cause that we have for being there may become 
known a lot more.  
 
MATTHEW CARNEY: So it's provocative in a sense, was it?  
 
ALI MAEGRAITH: I suppose it is, yeah, yep.  
 
MATTHEW CARNEY: And Ms Maegraith does concede that calling the clinic Pregnant 
Alternatives could be seen as misleading.  
 
As a Christian centre, they will not be referring clients to any abortion clinics.  
 
ALI MAEGRAITH: Perhaps that's something that we really need to rethink because we 
do want to make it very obvious what our service is. And on our signage out the front of 
our centre we make it very clear: "support services and help for pregnancy".  
 
MATTHEW CARNEY: Paul Nattrass, the manager of the abortion clinic across the road, 
is worried that the pro-lifers will try and divert his patients. 
 
PAUL NATTRASS: Why does a pregnancy counselling service decide to open up across 

http://www.abc.net.au/am/archives.html
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the road from a termination clinic?  
 
It leads us to sort of suspect that they're perhaps acting in a deceptive manner, trying to 
induce patients who are looking for the termination clinic into their counselling service 
by mistake. 
 
MATTHEW CARNEY: Lee Rhiannon, the Greens senator, wants the laws clarified, so 
clinics like Pregnant Alternatives can be subjected to the Trade Practices Act to prevent 
misleading advertising.  
 
Currently not-for-profit centres can describe themselves in any way they want.  
 
LEE RHIANNON: By using deception and dishonesty to lure women in when they're in 
a vulnerable situation, under the pretext that they may be able to get a full range of 
services, even considering a possible termination, is really wrong. And the Greens do 
believe that the Trade Practices Laws need to be clarified, because women do deserve full 
protection.  
 
MATTHEW CARNEY: The new clinic is backed by prominent anti-abortionists.  
 
New South Wales Attorney-General and former president of the New South Wales Right 
to Life Association, Greg Smith, has been involved in fundraising events.  
 
The Greens have tried to put up two federal bills to parliament in 2005 and 2006 to 
regulate pregnancy counselling services, and Lee Rhiannon says she'll try again.  
 
Ms Maegraith says they'll be up front with the women that come in. 
 
ALI MAEGRAITH: We've made it very clear to - if women come into our clinic before 
we do anything we make it very clear that we don't refer to abortion clinics, so they're not 
under any confusion there.  
 
ELIZABETH JACKSON: That was Ali Maegraith, manager of Pregnant Alternatives, 
ending that report from Matthew Carney.  
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NEWS – FOUR CORNERS “SMUGGLER’S PARADISE” 
 
 

• On 2 August 2010, Four Corners Reporter Sarah Ferguson 
covered the issue of people smugglers and their networks in 
Indonesia in the program “Smuggler’s Paradise.” 
 

• The program featured Iraqi asylum seeker Hussain Nasir, who 
was in Indonesia at the time, trying to get to Australia to claim 
refugee status 
 

• Featuring hidden camera footage shot by Mr Nasir, the program 
exposed corrupt Indonesian officials who were involved in 
facilitating people smuggling. 
 

• On 4 June 2012, Sarah Ferguson followed up her initial report 
with a second program examining the Australian end of the 
people smuggling chain. 
 

• The second story – “Smugglers’ Paradise – Australia” 
investigated alleged people smugglers who were now living in 
Australia, and continuing to facilitate the trade. 
 

• In particular, the program identified “Captain Emad” (also 
known as Abu Khalid and Ali al Abassi) as one of those people 
smugglers. Reporter Sarah Ferguson confronted Captain Emad 
at the Gunghalin Shopping Centre in Canberra, where he was 
working as a shopping trolley supervisor. He denied the 
allegations. 
 

• The day after the program went to air, Captain Emad fled 
Australia. Federal Police claimed they had known about his 
case, but had insufficient evidence to detain or arrest him. 
 

• On 9 June 2012, 5 days after the program aired, Dennis 
Shanahan of The Australian newspaper filed a story headlined 
“Captain Emad source unreliable”. It claimed that Hussain 
Nasir, who featured in both stories, had dubious links and was 
“taken off the books” as a Federal Police informer and agent 
because he was unreliable. 



2 
 

 
 

• Four Corners issued a media statement that day rejecting the 
criticisms of The Australian in great detail, pointing out that the 
ABC had thoroughly checked Mr Nasir’s background, and that 
he came with a strong recommendation from US Special 
Forces and a senior UN official in Jakarta. The program 
referred to a campaign to undermine Nasir’s reputation, and 
pointed out that his information had consistently proved to be 
accurate. 
 

• On 3 August 2012, the Federal Government cancelled Captain 
Emad’s protection visa, saying there were discrepancies in the 
information he provided to Australian authorities.  
 

• The most recent coverage of the issue on the ABC was on 
4 August 2012 (see attached) which consisted of a report on 
the cancellation of Captain Emad’s visa. 
 

Background 
 
Complaints 
 
Audience and Consumer Affairs logged 8 complaints about the episode.   
 
Five were that it was inflammatory, fear-mongering, lacked compassion or failed 
to examine reasons refugees flee their circumstances.  
 
One was that the program failed to acknowledge the work of an SMH journalist in 
bringing the story to public attention, one was a concern that it may have 
jeopardised an Australian Federal Police operation and one was difficult to 
understand but seemed to suggest that there were gaps in the interviewing.  
 
None of the complaints were investigated by Audience and Consumer Affairs.  
 
One did not require a response and the others were all sent to News for direct 
response (including four deemed to be editorial complaints and two that were 
potential editorial complaints). 
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ATTACHMENT 
 

AFP: Captain Emad source 
'unreliable'  
•  DENNIS SHANAHAN, POLITICAL EDITOR  
•  From:The Australian 9 June 2012 

THE ABC's prime source on allegations of people-smugglers operating within 
Australia is being discredited as a former Australian Federal Police informer and 
agent who was taken off the federal police books because he was "unreliable" and 
got things wrong "most of the time".  

Senior government sources contend that Hussain Nasir, the ABC's "guide" in two major 
Four Corners exposes of people-smuggling between Indonesia and Australia, had to be 
thoroughly vetted before being granted a visa to stay in Australia because of his links 
with "various organisations" in Iraq, including the CIA. 

Four Corners executive producer Sue Spencer, however, strongly rejected the sources' 
attack on Mr Nasir, saying that the program's experience of his work, and the experience 
of the US special forces, for which Mr Nasir also worked, was "sharply at odds with the 
slurs" against him by government sources. 

The Weekend Australian has confirmed that the ABC's award-winning journalist Sarah 
Ferguson, and Q&A and Lateline host Tony Jones, extensively lobbied government 
ministers to get Mr Nasir residency in Australia after he had been removed from the 
AFP's informer list. 

Senior government sources last night described Mr Nasir, an Iraqi refugee, as a "colourful 
character" who had approached the CIA in Iraq and had supplied the AFP with 
information for two years. 

But they said Mr Nasir was regarded as an "unreliable source" who kept "getting things 
wrong" and had to be removed from the AFP's register of agents. 

Mr Nasir became the centre of a political furore over people-smuggling this week when 
Four Corners alleged that people-smugglers, who had arrived in Australia on illegal boats 
posing as asylum-seekers and been given Australian residency, were organising deadly 
boat trips from Indonesia to Australia. 

Mr Nasir was central to the allegations that Canberra-based Ali al-Abassi, who fled 
Australia this week despite an alert on his movements, was a "kingpin" in people-

http://www.theaustralian.com.au/
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smuggling while working as a supermarket trolley collector and living in ACT public 
housing. 

After the allegations were aired against Mr Abassi, also known as Captain Emad, and 
other alleged people-smugglers, Refugee Action Coalition spokesman Ian Rintoul said 
Four Corners had not told the "real story" of one of the alleged people-smugglers. 

Ferguson last night vigorously defended Mr Nasir, saying he had always acted to combat 
people-smugglers and had never taken payment from the ABC. 

She told The Weekend Australian last night the ABC had checked Mr Nasir's "bona fides 
thoroughly, most importantly with the US special forces, whom he worked with in Iraq 
after the US invasion". 

"The US special forces were highly complimentary about him, commenting in particular 
on the reliability of his information, his courage and honesty," she said. 

"Working with the ABC's Four Corners in Indonesia, Hussain's work was again highly 
reliable. The evidence is on screen, he led us to six people-smugglers and their corrupt 
associates. He always delivered. These are people-smugglers still being pursued by the 
AFP." 

Ferguson said Mr Nasir only sought the ABC's help in getting to Australia when his life 
was threatened and that he had only told them of his AFP relationship when he needed 
help. 

"As to his reliability for the AFP, we understand the relationship lasted more than a year; 
it led to the arrest of at least one smuggler and the disruption of a number of boats," 
Ferguson said. 

Various government sources told The Weekend Australian that claims the people-
smugglers identified by Four Corners were "kingpins" were overstated, that Mr Nasir had 
been unreliable and that the ABC had been warned not to use him as a guide in the past. 

Ferguson denied the ABC was warned not to use Mr Nasir, while Spencer said that at no 
time was Mr Nasir told by the AFP to stop supplying information or that his information 
was considered unreliable. Spencer said that Mr Nasir was offered money by the AFR in 
return for supplying information but chose not to accept payment. 

Spencer also rejected criticism by refuge advocates that the program had misrepresented 
another alleged people smuggler. 

The revelations about Mr Nasir's past came as the Coalition intensified the pressure on 
the Gillard government yesterday over how Mr Abassi managed to flee Australia within 
24 hours of Four Corners going to air despite his having been on a police watch list. 
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Opposition immigration spokesman Scott Morrison said Labor's incompetence had 
"befuddled" the Indonesian government. 

Immigration Minister Chris Bowen struggled to blunt the attack, admitting he was still 
awaiting departmental advice on the case and refusing to say when it was first brought to 
his attention. Julia Gillard refused to comment. 

Tony Abbott said last night: "I think it's very hard to take our government seriously when 
a computer can catch these guys but the government can't." 

During Monday night's program, Ferguson said Mr Nasir had helped the ABC with a 
story in 2010 on people-smuggling and had done so because he "so hated people-
smugglers who had twice cheated him". 

Mr Nasir pretended to have relatives wanting to come to Australia on an illegal boat and 
identified Mr Abassi's voice in a call about organising a people-smuggling operation. He 
also directed Ferguson to relatives of people who went missing on an illegal boat trip to 
Australia in which 97 people are believed to have drowned. 

Last year, after the broadcast of the ABC's Logie-winning program Smugglers' Paradise, 
which is said to have put Mr Nasir's life at risk, Mr Bowen said publicly that Mr Nasir's 
family had been allowed to enter Australia but the security services were "having a good 
look" at him. 

At the time Mr Bowen said publicly he had several conversations with Ferguson about 
Mr Nasir's fate. 

Government sources said a request to the US to take Mr Nasir had been rejected during 
the vetting process. 
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ATTACHMENT 

THE WEEKEND AUSTRALIAN ARTICLE 
“AFP: CAPTAIN EMAD SOURCE ‘UNRELIABLE’” 
 
9 JUNE 2012 
FOUR CORNERS MEDIA RELEASE RESPONDING TO THE AUSTRALIAN 
 
Four Corners completely rejects the allegations made by un-named sources in today’s 
The Weekend Australian article by Dennis Shanahan, “AFP: Captain Emad source 
‘unreliable’”. 
 
The facts of the recent Four Corners program “Smugglers’ Paradise – Australia” are not 
disputed; the evidence is on screen. After the broadcast, the AFP Commissioner 
confirmed the AFP was investigating the key people smugglers exposed in the program 
and in the case of Captain Emad that the investigation had been running for two years. 
 
Hussain Nasir has worked with Four Corners on two major programs on people 
smuggling; the evidence of his skill and reliability are evident in both programs. 
 
In 2010, Hussain exposed six Indonesian-based people smugglers on camera as well as 
corrupt associates in the military. The key smugglers exposed in that program are still 
being pursued by the AFP. 
 
It is completely false to assert, as the article does, that the ABC was warned off working 
with Hussain. 
 
Hussain Nasir came to us with a strong recommendation from the US Special Forces 
behind him. When we first worked together, Four Corners checked Hussain’s bona 
fides, in particular with the US Special Forces unit he worked with in Iraq following the 
US invasion. 
 
The US Special Forces unit held Hussain Nasir in the highest regard because of his 
reliability and courage. He worked for three rotations of the same unit, passed from one 
rotation to the next precisely because he was so reliable. 
 
The US Special Forces told Four Corners the members of the unit trusted Hussain with 
their lives. They issued Hussain with a permit to carry a weapon and brought him to live 
on the Special Forces base when his life was threatened. When Hussain was forced to 
flee Iraq after an attempt was made to blow up his house, the US military gave Hussain 
a letter of recommendation testifying to his courage and honesty which we featured in 
our first program.  
 
Four Corners’ experience of Hussain mirrors that of the US Special Forces and is 
sharply at odds with the slurs contained in The Weekend Australian article. 
 
In Indonesia where Hussain was living as a refugee, he was introduced to the AFP by a 
senior UN official who had recognized his abilities. Hussain was always discrete about 
his relationship with the AFP but because of the allegations now being made about him 
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we are compelled to put a few details on the record. The relationship continued for more 
than a year. 
 
We understand there were more than six meetings; Hussain provided information that 
assisted with the apprehension of one smuggler and the disruption of boats. In the 
course of the year, in text and emails to the AFP, Hussain identified major people 
smugglers, their phone numbers and locations of passengers about to leave for 
Australia. This information included a warning from Hussain identifying the smuggler 
who was later responsible for the Christmas Island boat disaster. Hussain was offered 
money by the AFP in return for his information; he chose not to take it.  
 
At no time was Hussain told to stop supplying information or that his information was 
“unreliable”. 
 
When we met him, Hussain had become frustrated by the constraints faced by the AFP 
operating in Indonesia and after a year of supplying information to them, wanted to do 
more to expose the smugglers who he believed preyed on vulnerable people with 
impunity. The same skills he had used to get information for the AFP enabled Four 
Corners to expose powerful people smugglers on camera effectively and quickly. 
Following their exposure in the program a number of smugglers were apprehended by 
the Indonesian authorities. 
 
When the Christmas Island boat tragedy occurred some months later, Hussain quickly 
identified to us the smuggler responsible. The AFP asked us not to publish the name in 
order to protect their investigation. We agreed and published it once an arrest was made 
some weeks later. 
 
In the wake of the 2010 broadcast, people smugglers exposed in the program 
threatened to kill Hussain. He was attacked and stabbed in the back. At this time the 
ABC took what measures it could to protect his safety and the safety of his wife and four 
small children. 
 
Hussain and his family had refugee status; earlier that year their case had been sent 
with 500 others to Australia by the UNHCR for re-settlement in Australia. Following 
advice from UN officials, with his life in immediate danger, the ABC asked for Hussain to 
be moved to a third country while his case was considered. In the months that followed, 
Four Corners continued to provide information on the extent of Hussain’s record and 
background to the Australian authorities who were considering his case. After a thorough 
vetting process, he and his family were settled in Australia. 
 
The article has used criticisms of the recent program voiced by refugee advocates 
seeking to defend the actions of another people smuggler Abu Ali al Kuwaiti. In 2010 
Abu Ali al Kuwaiti sent 97 passengers to Australia by boat. When they disappeared at 
sea, Abu Ali lied to the relatives saying they had arrived safely in order to collect money 
from them. Four Corners was criticised by refugee advocates for exposing the truth 
about this smuggler. 
 
When this boat disappeared, Hussain Nasir was the only person to take seriously the 
anguish of family members searching for their missing loved ones and he pursued the 
story alone for months. 
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Reporter Sarah Ferguson said: “Before publication of his article, The Australian’s Dennis 
Shanahan told me that the allegations about Hussain Nasir were part of ‘a government 
campaign to besmirch his reputation.’ The quality and reliability of Hussain’s work is 
abundantly evident in our programs. I am proud to work with him.” 
 
The facts of the Four Corners program “Smugglers’ Paradise – Australia” are not in 
dispute. 
 
To attack a brave whistleblower, one of the very few people prepared to stand up to 
criminal people smugglers and to do so using anonymous, unattributed sources is 
disgraceful. 
 
Sue Spencer 
Executive Producer 
Four Corners 
ABC TV 

9th June 2012  
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ATTACHMENT 

(MOST RECENT ABC NEWS COVERAGE) 

Captain Emad's protection visa cancelled 
Updated Sat Aug 4, 2012 1:50am AEST 

  
 

The Federal Government has cancelled the protection visa of the alleged people smuggler known as Captain Emad. 

Earlier this year, the ABC's Four Corners program said Ali al Abassi, also known as Captain Emad, was running a 
people smuggling ring from Canberra. 

He fled Australia the day after the program went to air. 

Police said they knew he was leaving the country but did not have enough evidence to stop him.  

Immigration Minister Chris Bowen says there are discrepancies in the information Captain Emad had provided to his 
department. 

Mr Bowen says he made the decision after the Immigration Department conducted investigations into his case, both in 
Australia and overseas. 

But the Opposition Immigration spokesman Scott Morrison slammed the Government's action as "comical", saying Mr 
Bowen should have acted much sooner. 

He says the Government was "completely oblivious" to Captain Emad until the Four Corners program aired. 

"What it does demonstrate is that the Government did have the power to cancel his visa if Mr Bowen had actually 
known and been told by other agencies of his Government, or bothered to informed himself," he said. 

"He was completely oblivious about Captain Emad until he was put all over Australia's television sets. 

"Then [Emad] scooted out of the country and two months later in an Inspector Clouseau-type approach he's announced 
the cancellation of [his] visa. 

"The whole thing is simply comical." 

Mr Bowen says Captain Emad no longer has a visa to return to Australia, and he has 28 days to challenge the decision. 

Captain Emad, who is also known as Abu Khalid, is believed to have used the name Ali al Abassi to enter Australia. 

http://www.abc.net.au/news/2012-08-03/people-smuggler-captain-emad/4175502
http://www.abc.net.au/news/2012-06-04/powerful-people-smugglers-caught-living-in-australia/4050506
http://www.abc.net.au/news/2012-06-04/powerful-people-smugglers-caught-living-in-australia/4050506
http://www.abc.net.au/news/2012-08-03/people-smuggler-captain-emad/4175502
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He is accused of passing himself off as a refugee in 2010, and establishing a people smuggling ring that operated out of 
Canberra. 

The boat Emad captained to Australia is thought to have had at least six people smugglers on board. 

Of the 43 people found, all were listed as passengers, and none crew. 

His wife, three adult children and their dependents all won refugee status. 
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