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4 June 2001

Mr Mike Nahan
Executive Director
Institute of Public Affairs
Level 2, 4 10 Collins Street

Melbourne VIC 3000

Dear Mr Nahan

I refer to your letters of 29 May and 4 June 2001 regarding comments about the Institute of Public Affairs made on the Littlemore program of 9 April.

We are presently developing a new television program format which will include a right of reply element, allowing members of the public to have their say. I am keen that this program be available as soon as possible and would like to think that it could commence within the next six weeks or so.

In the circumstances, I believe this would provide an appropriate vehicle for the Institute to reply on-air to the matters which are of continuing concern to you about the program broadcast on 9 April.

We will be in further contact with you as the details of the new program are worked through.

Yours sincerely
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Jonathan Shier

MANAGING DIRECTOR
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29 May, 2001
Mr Jonathan Shier
ABC Board Member
Fax: 02 9333 1777
Re: Littlemore Program and the IPA

Dear Mr Shier,

Late last Friday, I received a reply (attached) from Victoria Buchan, Director of Corporate Affairs on behalf of ABC management to my complaint of 17 April about the Littlemore Program of 9 April.

The response was deficient, dishonest and defensive, and brings into question the ethical and professional standards enforced within the organisation.

Ms Buchan stated that `given the response provided by the Director of Television, the ABC is satisfied that the program presented appropriate comment within the context of its brief. As such, we do not consider right of reply is warranted".

The response failed to address, amongst the many others we listed, the two most egregious statements on the program:

1.
It failed to address the linking of the IPA to Hitler via an article by David Bamett in the Australian Financial Review‑an author and an article which had no ties to the IPA.

2.
It failed to address the statement that the IPA is "pushing uranium mining against Aboriginal land rights" based on an article written by David Barnett. The IPA has never pushed uranium mining against Aboriginal land rights and the article cited did not do so.

The response falsely claimed "Littlemore researchers were further advised that Mr Murdoch and/or News Limited ... continue to contribute to the Institute's funding." And that the "program's research identified that Crown Casino ....are represented on the IPA Council and Committee". Their research staff did inquiry about the relationship between the IPA and Murdock/News Ltd and Crown Casino.  They were told twice that neither funded the IPA and that neither were linked to the IPA Board.  They were asked by the Executive Producer of the Littlemore Program to confirm this with the IPA on the day of the program, which they did. Despite knowing them to be false, the Littlemore program ran with both claims. resides, irrespective of the program's so called research, the fact remains that both statements were false.

In summary, ABC management supports the ethical and journalist standard displayed in the program despite the program management failing to answer two serious issues of defamation and despite the program making false claims.

The program has done great damage to the reputation and to the finances of the IPA. As a result of the program, and specifically the false claim that the IPA is "pushing uranium mining against Aboriginal land nights", the IPA's largest supporter has been forced to withdraw its support from the Institute.

The standards shown by the Littlemore program are, without question, unacceptable of a public broadcaster.  An aggrieved party should not be forced to seek external assistance to enforce basic standards within the ABC.

I ask that the IPA be given a right of reply and for the ABC to retract its many false claims. The IPA does have other avenues of redress external to the ABC, but all are costly, slow and incomplete.

[image: image6.png]I have attached for your reference a copy of the ABC Response and the original IPA critique.

Mike Nahan

Executive Director

The IPA is an independent Australian policy research and educational institute supported by voluntary contributions.

Institute of Public Affairs Limited (Incorporated in the ACT) AB1V 49 008 627 727

25 May 2001


Dr Michael Nahan

Executive Director

Institute of Public Affairs
Level 2 410 Collins Street

MELBOURNE  VIC 3004
Dear Dr Nahan

Thank you for your letters of 17 April and 9 May 2001 regarding the Littlemore program broadcast on ABC Television on 9 April 2001. 1 also note that you wrote to ABC Board members on 1 May providing a copy of your letter of 17 April. The Managing Director has asked me to respond on his behalf.

I referred your correspondence to the Director of Television who has provided the following comments bisect on information provided by the Executive Producer of the Littlemore program:

Littlemore is a weekly commentary program that considers contemporary issues in the media. Over the past several weeks the program has described and analysed media reporting In relation to a range of topics including Australian federal politics, representation of Islamic religion and culture in Australian media, and media treatment of the story of Ben Maloney, lost in Tasmanian wilderness for thirty‑seven days.

The program broadcast on 9 April 2001 focussed on the Institute of Public Affairs (IPA) sponsored conference about the ABC. The substance of the program was consistent with the reproach and style of the Littlemore series commenting on media reporting and presenting material to support Its various themes. As stated at the beginning of the program the comments were prefaced by a statement regarding the broadsheet print media's interest in the IPA conference.

Your correspondence raised a number of points of contention in relation to the program. These points are addressed its the unclosed document.

Given the response provided by the Director of Television, the ABC is satisfied that the program presented appropriate comment within the context of its brief. As such, we do not consider right of reply is warranted.

As you will be aware, the ABC Code of Practice provides for review by the Independent Complaints Review Panel of written complaints alleging serious bias, lack of balance or unfair treatment arising from an ABC broadcast or broadcasts, where the complainant is dissatisfied with the ABC's response to their complaint.

I have enclosed a copy of the ABC's Code of Practice which provides contact details for the Independent Complaints Review Panel

Yours sincerely

Victoria Buchan

Director of Corporate Affairs
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