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Outcome 1, Output 1.1, 1.2, 1.3 





Question: 82

Topic: Mark Tobin

Written Question on Notice

Senator Fierravanti-Wells asked:

A. Does the ABC understand the difference between integration and assimilation? ( Equal part of something v absorbed into). In answer to question 169 from the previous Estimates, your reporter Mark Tobin made a reference to a government policy of assimilation, even though the reference was actually to integration. You said that was alright. Since then,  Mark Colvin on 15 September 2006 said the Prime Minister had referred to assimilation, when he actually referred to integration and never said anything about assimilation. 

B. How is the ABC conforming to its charter requirements to take account of the multicultural character of the Australian community, when at the most senior levels of the organisation it appears the ABC doesn’t know the difference between assimilation and integration.

Answer: 

The ABC accepts that in a political and policy context, a distinction is drawn between ‘assimilation’ and ‘integration’ even though the dictionary definition of the two terms is similar. There was no intent to mislead by using the two terms interchangeably.

Outcome 1, Output 1.1, 1.2, 1.3 





Question: 83

Topic: Kerry O’Brien

Written Question on Notice

Senator Fierravanti-Wells asked:

I refer to an earlier answer from Estimates concerning this statement from Kerry O’Brien on The 7.30 Report of 3 November 2005 where he stated: 

“The government finally tabled its draconian new counter-terrorism measures in the Parliament today.” 

The ABC was asked why Mr O’Brien was expressing his personal opinion that the laws were draconian. The ABC replied with a dictionary definition of draconian and then stated the use was appropriate and in context. The ABC Charter states that the ABC does not take an editorial stand. Isn’t it the case that your senior executives, or whoever drafted this answer, are indeed taking an editorial stand by supporting Mr O’Brien’s statement that the laws are draconian?  Aren’t you taking sides in the debate?

Answer: 

The ABC acknowledges the Senator’s concern and accepts that some may interpret the use of the term ‘draconian’ as inappropriate, however the ABC does not believe it has taken sides in the debate.

Outcome 1, Output 1.1, 1.2, 1.3 





Question: 84

Topic: Maxine McKew

Written Question on Notice

Senator Fierravanti-Wells asked:

I refer to an interview between Maxine McKew and Barry Jones, a recent president of the Labor Party, on The 7.30 Report of 4 October 2006. She says:

“it’s nice to have you back on the 7.30 Report.” 

A. Do you keep a list of people whom it is nice to have back on the programme and those that it is not? 

B. She also endorsed him as “one of the country’s more popular figures.”  According to whom? Because recent media coverage of ALP attitudes to Mr Jones indicated he was far from popular. 

C. Can we look forward to this on The 7.30 Report, “One of the country’s more popular figures, the Prime Minister. Mr Howard, nice to have you back on The 7.30 Report.” Or does the cosy treatment only extend to Labor Party politicians?

Answer: 

A:
No. 

B:
The introduction to the interview makes it clear why Maxine McKew says this. It says “from Pick-a-Box champion to living national treasure, that’s the trajectory of Barry Jones. Remarkably after a political career in both Victorian and federal politics, he ranks as one of the country’s more popular figures and the many honours that have come his way, both domestic and international, are recognition of his trailblazing in the fields of technology, bioscience and the arts.” Maxine McKew was not talking about “the ALP’s attitude to Mr Jones”, she was talking about public perceptions about him. The ABC believes the introduction was reasonable.

C:
The ABC does not accept the description of “cosy treatment” of the Labor Party.

Outcome 1, Output 1.1, 1.2, 1.3 





Question: 85

Topic: Josephine Cafagna

Written Question on Notice

Senator Fierravanti-Wells asked:

I refer to the following exchange from Stateline Victoria on 6 October 2006:

Reporter Josephine Cafagna: “Ted Baillieu has openly expressed his progressive views on such issues (as abortion laws, condoms in prisons, gay unions and euthanasia).” 

Steve Bracks: “You, Josephine, have a view about what’s socially progressive or not.” 

Why is an ABC reporter giving her opinion about whether policies on issues like euthanasia or abortion are quote “progressive” or not. Isn’t Mr Bracks correct, that the reporter should not be wearing her heart on her sleave like this?

Answer: 

The ABC’s preference is for reporters and presenters to avoid labels, partly because they can be seen as subjective. It is preferable for such a question to be qualified or sourced, to remove any perception that judgemental language or labels are being endorsed. The ABC agrees that the reporter should have avoided labelling Mr Baillieu’s views in this case. 

Outcome 1, Output 1.1, 1.2, 1.3 





Question: 86

Topic: Use of ‘Mr’

Written Question on Notice

Senator Fierravanti-Wells asked:

Why do terrorists and paedophiles get the respectful “Mr” treatment from your news/caff reporters. Faheem Lodhi is convicted of planning major terrorist attacks in Sydney and there are seven references to him as “Mr Lodhi” from Leigh Sales. 
Convicted child rapist Bradley Pendragon gets the “Mr Pendragon” treatment. Why?

Answer: 

Usual practice is not to refer to terrorists as ‘Mr’. 

In relation to the use of honorifics in court cases, the News and Current Affairs Style Guide says “Once a person is charged with the criminal offence, the honorific may be dropped”.

Outcome 1, Output 1.1, 1.2, 1.3 





Question: 87

Topic: Style Guide - 2

Written Question on Notice

Senator Fierravanti-Wells asked:

I refer to the style guide rule on not referring to some people and not others by their first name, because it can create an impression the ABC sympathises with the person or issue. The ABC has previously been provided with more than 100 examples of this, including David Hicks, Cindy Sheehan and Scott Parkin, the causes celebre of immigration activists, and various ALP politicians. Enclosed are yet more examples.

· Two Israeli conscientious objectors. 

· Federal independent MPs Peter Andren and Bob Katter. 

· ALP pollster Rod Cameron. 

· British Labour leaders Tony Blair and Gordon Brown. 

· Queensland Labor Deputy Premier Anna Bligh 

· ALP Federal MP Peter Garrett. 

· Major Alfredo Reinado, the East Timor rebel soldier who has threatened to kill Australian soldiers.

· Abdullah Merhi, one of the Melbourne men committed to stand trial on terrorism charges.

· South-east Asia’s most wanted terrorist and the bomb-maker behind the Bali bombings that killed 88 Australians, Noordin Mohammed Top.  

· And finally, the Al Qaeda leader Osama bin Laden. 

Would you care to explain that please?  Are you happy that as per your own warnings, listeners may form a view that the ABC sympathises with people like terrorists?

Answer: 

As has been pointed out previously, the Style Guide provides guidelines and the lapses are occasional considering with the vast amount of material that is put to air (and much of it live to air) each week. Most of the lapses are minor issues, and some uses of first names are understandable in the context of the story or the style of the interview in which they are included. 

The nature of live broadcasting in particular is such that journalists may employ language or make statements that, in hindsight, could have been phrased better. In the context of an interview, the preferred usage as set out in the Style Guide will not be employed on every occasion. The format of a particular program also influences the style employed by the journalist. 

Outcome 1, Output 1.1, 1.2, 1.3 





Question: 88

Topic: Business Executives

Written Question on Notice

Senator Fierravanti-Wells asked:

Does the ABC have a list of business executives that it is, and is not, on first name terms with such as Telstra CEO Sol Trujillo, ABC Childcare’s Eddy Groves, MBF CEO Eric Dodd, and entrepreneur Keith Grocot?  I enclose more than 100 other examples, just since May 2006. Please explain.

Answer: 

The ABC has no such list. Also refer to answer to Question 87.

Outcome 1, Output 1.1, 1.2, 1.3 





Question: 89

Topic: Mr Cameron - Memos

Written Question on Notice

Senator Fierravanti-Wells asked:

I refer to the answer to question 192. This is an inappropriate and inadequate response. Please explain why Mr Cameron’s reply to earlier Estimates questions, that he can’t find the two memos because he doesn’t keep them?  Surely such important memos as those referred to should be kept somewhere by the ABC?

Answer: 

The ABC does not agree the response was inappropriate, nor inadequate.

In Question 192 from the May 2006 Estimates, the Senator requested memos from 2003. No memos were found from 2003 containing the words quoted by the Senator. 

On review, it appears the Senator was referring to two memos two years later. The ABC does not agree with the Senator’s interpretation of those memos. 

Mr Cameron employed strong language in the memos in order to emphasise the importance the ABC places on high quality journalism. This means journalists must abide by the Editorial Policies and follow the Style Guide. Many of the entries in the Style Guide relate to preferred uses of language, not hard and fast rules, and a Style Guide can never cover every eventuality or every situation a reporter may face.

Outcome 1, Output 1.1, 1.2, 1.3 





Question: 90

Topic: Style Guide - 3

Written Question on Notice

Senator Fierravanti-Wells asked:

I refer to the style guide rule on “our”. I enclose another 150 examples since the May 2006 Estimates which brings the total since the Iraq War to nearly 800. Just on the “our” rule. But then the ABC said they won’t address the individual examples provided by Senators, “you are not particularly concerned.”  But Mr Green said he would be concerned if there had been 150 examples in six months. That was back in 2005. Here are some of the new examples. 

“Our own new Reserve Bank Governor.” 

“Our so-called democracy”. 

Why is Australian democracy both “ours” and “so-called”?  Isn’t this just another jibe at the Howard Government? 

The ABC’s Mr Cameron wrote at length in a memo to staff, about how adhering to the rules was important for the ABC’s reputation and this sort of issue showed that compared to your commercial rivals, the ABC was the best show in town. 800 breaches of just one rule later isn’t that boast looking a bit thin? 

It is also noted that those responsible include journalists with a long-established track record in breaching your style guide – Tony Eastley, Mark Colvin, Eleanor Hall, Heather Ewart, and Rebecca Carmody. As these sorts of matters have been raised many times before and these people continue to offend, has Mr Cameron ever actually spoken to them about this?

Answer: 

The reference to ‘so-called democracy’ was appropriate in Layla Tucak’s interview with Senator Barnaby Joyce. The expression clearly related to the meaning of democracy, in the context of Senator Joyce crossing the floor. 

In relation to Mr Cameron’s memos and the Style Guide, as has been pointed out previously, these provide guidelines and the lapses are occasional compared with the vast amount of material that is put to air (and much of it live to air) each week. Most of the lapses are minor issues and do not equate to serious editorial problems. 

Staff are spoken to about issues such as these when News and Current Affairs management considers it appropriate. They are not spoken to every time there is a minor lapse in adherence to the Style Guide.

Outcome 1, Output 1.1, 1.2, 1.3 





Question: 91

Topic: Use of “we”

Written Question on Notice

Senator Fierravanti-Wells asked:

A. The ABC previously stated that the use of “we” would be the same as “our”, in terms of the ownership principle. So why did Juanita Phillips on the Sydney 7pm News on 6 June 2006 during an interview with New South Wales Premier Morris Iemma, state the following: 

“Well, Premier, this is a big deficit we are looking at.” 

Is it because the presenter couldn’t bring herself to tackle Mr Iemma, so she says “we”. 

B. I note Layla Tucak on Stateline WA with Barnaby Joyce:

“It sounds like you think we need to change the system, how do we go about doing that?” 

Was Ms Tucak spoken to after this breach?

Answer: 

A:
The Style Guide sets out preferred usage on this issue. The quoted example is a reasonable use of language in a live interview. 

B:
Ms Tucak was not spoken to. Her question was appropriate in the context of the interview. 

Outcome 1, Output 1.1, 1.2, 1.3 





Question: 92

Topic: 7.30 Report

Written Question on Notice

Senator Fierravanti-Wells asked:

I refer to The 7.30 Report when the Prime Minister gave Kerry O’Brien a 269 word answer Mr O’Brien twice chastised the PM for the length of the answer and asked him to keep them shorter. When it was pointed out that the ALP President Warren Mundine gave a 396 word answer to Mr O’Brien and did not receive any chastisement, you said that was perfectly OK. Now we have Al Gore giving Mr O’Brien on 11 September 2006 a whopping 408 word answer without any comment from Mr O’Brien. So, you can he be rude to the PM but not to prominent figures from the left?  Please explain.

Answer: 

The ABC disagrees with the assertion that Mr O’Brien was rude to the Prime Minister. An interviewer in a live situation makes many judgements during an interview about how it is proceeding and whether answers are relevant and of appropriate length. These judgements relate to the context of the interview and the issues the presenter wants to explore in the allotted time. 

Outcome 1, Output 1.1, 1.2, 1.3 





Question: 93

Topic: Freedom of Information

Written Question on Notice

Senator Fierravanti-Wells asked:

The ABC reported extensively on The Australian newspaper’s Freedom of Information campaign involving Treasury information. What coverage did you provide concerning your own campaign to prevent a Freedom of Information request by the University Technology Sydney involving complaints about ABC coverage of the Middle East?  You fought the case all the way to the Federal Court. But we have not heard anything about this matter. Why not?

Answer: 

Editorial decisions are made every day about the newsworthiness of different events. The Australian’s FOI campaign was considered more newsworthy than the UTS attempt to elicit private information about complaints to the ABC.

Outcome 1, Output 1.1, 1.2, 1.3 





Question: 94

Topic: ‘More than’

Written Question on Notice

Senator Fierravanti-Wells asked:

I refer again to the rule about “more than” and these two new examples are noted: 

“More than 200” people protesting against the Prime Minister, and

“more than 500 people” protesting against the Israeli attacks in Gaza and Lebanon. 

Isn’t this a case of two more left-wing causes that the ABC is officially impressed with?

Answer: 

No. The ABC has spelt out previously its preferred style in reporting crowd sizes. It does not accept that the examples quoted suggest that the ABC is “officially impressed with” the protests.

Outcome 1, Output 1,1, 1.2, 1.3 





Question: 95

Topic: 7.30 Report 19 Oct 06

Written Question on Notice

Senator Fierravanti-Wells asked:

Why did Kerry O’Brien on The 7.30 Report of 19 October 2006 refer to the “Occupation” of Iraq. As a very senior journalist like Mr O’Brien should know, Coalition forces are in Iraq under a UN mandate, and at the express invitation of the democratically elected sovereign government of Iraq. Is this another example of loaded language designed to damage the Howard Government?

Answer: 

Kerry O’Brien’s reference was appropriate. The word ‘occupation’ does not exclude a UN mandate. UN Resolution 1546 employs the term ‘occupation”, while Resolution 1637 refers to “the completion of the multinational force mandate” in Iraq. 

Outcome 1, Output 1.1, 1.2, 1.3 





Question: 96

Topic: Lateline

Written Question on Notice

Senator Fierravanti-Wells asked:

Enclosed are a large number of transcripts of Lateline and Lateline Business programmes, where the position or identity of several people in the stories is not stated. Why aren’t these transcripts more professional and will this problem be fixed?

Also enclosed are a number of Lateline Business items where no transcript was provided. Could you explain this.

Answer: 

The position of people on the programs is sometimes omitted because it is contained in a “super” on the screen and is not picked up in the transcription of the audio. The producers of these programs have asked transcribers to include titles in the first reference to people who appear on the programs.

News and Current Affairs did not initially transcribe all Lateline Business items. Transcripts are now provided for all Lateline Business items, other than some time-sensitive market information. 

Outcome 1, Output 1.1, 1.2, 1.3 





Question: 97

Topic: Factual Errors

Written Question on Notice

Senator Fierravanti-Wells asked:

Also enclosed are a large number of factual errors made by the ABC. What improvements do you propose to your system of checks and balances.

Answer: 

ABC program-makers go through accepted journalistic processes to check the accuracy of material and the Editorial Policies emphasise the requirement for accuracy. While the ABC aims to be as accurate as possible with material it broadcasts and publishes, occasional errors will slip through. These are regrettable but inevitable considering the vast amount of material the ABC produces under constant deadline pressure, the fast turnaround of information and the fact that much of the material is put to air live.

Whenever possible, an Editor’s note is inserted at the end of a transcript when errors are found.

Outcome 1, Output 1.1, 1.2, 1.3 





Question: 98

Topic: Helen Vatsikopoulos

Written Question on Notice

Senator Fierravanti-Wells asked:

Enclosed is a transcript of an interview between Helen Vatsikopoulos and Dr Mahathir Mohamad. He made a false statement that PM Howard had condemned him as barbaric. It was in fact Mr Hawke who made this statement. Why didn’t your reporter challenge or correct him?

Answer: 

The reporter did not pick up the error in the course of the interview and neither did the executive producer of the program. 
Outcome 1, Output 1.1, 1.2, 1.3 





Question: 99

Topic: PM 19 October 2006

Written Question on Notice

Senator Fierravanti-Wells asked:

It is asserted that the report “CMC investigates use of hoods in custody” (PM 19 October 2006) was unbalanced. It contained 63 lines including comment from an Aboriginal legal service, a civil liberties spokesman, and a criminologist who all condemned it, but only 3 lines from the police. Is that balance?

Answer: 

The story reported on concern from various community organisations about the use of hoods on people in custody. It reported that the Crime and Misconduct Commission had concerns and was waiting on a response from Police. The reporter sought comment from the police and the Acting Deputy Police Commissioner confirmed that the hoods were part of a ten-week trial. The story contained actuality from the commissioner explaining why they were used and that guidelines covered their use.

The ABC does not define balance as the number of lines attributed to one side or another in a story. Confirming the use of the hoods with the police and giving the police the opportunity to explain their use achieved balance in this story.

Outcome 1, Output 1.1, 1.2, 1.3 





Question: 100

Topic: Hezbollah

Written Question on Notice

Senator Fierravanti-Wells asked:

Did ABC news report on the revelation that Hezbollah used cluster bombs in its attacks on Israel?  You gave extensive coverage to the use of these munitions by Israel, but a search of your Online News service did not reveal any mentions of Hezbollah and this practice. Enclosed is the summary of the news over the relevant period.

Answer: 

The ABC is not aware of any reliable reports that Hezbollah used cluster bombs.

Outcome 1, Output 1.1, 1.2, 1.3 





Question: 101

Topic: Michael Rowland

Written Question on Notice

Senator Fierravanti-Wells asked:

I refer to this comment from Michael Rowland at the end of a report on AM of 25 August 2006:

“It’s all part of the rapidly intensifying US campaign to paint Iran as the latest regional bogey-man that needs to be tamed.” 

Isn’t this a case of editorialising?  Iran is in dispute with the IAEA. This comment makes it seem like the problem lies with the US, not Iran, and that Iran is not “the latest “regional bogey man that needs to be tamed”. Isn’t it the case that Iran is a dangerous nation which would be even more dangerous if it had nuclear weapons?

Answer: 

Current affairs reporting goes beyond news stories to provide context for and analysis of events. The context of this story was a report by a Congressional Committee which had reservations about the strength of US Intelligence on Iran’s nuclear capabilities. Iran is certainly in dispute with the IAEA and this report drew on a number of Pentagon and other official sources to highlight the depth of feeling in the US administration that Iran is a dangerous influence in the region.

Outcome 1, Output 1.1, 1.2, 1.3 





Question: 102

Topic: Jane Hutcheon

Written Question on Notice

Senator Fierravanti-Wells asked:

Regarding this comment by Jane Hutcheon on Lateline on 2 August 2006: 

“The memory (Israel’s memory) of the carnage from Qana already seems to be fading as Israel announced it was stepping up its ground offensive…” 

Isn’t this an attempt by your reporter to deliberately make Israel seem heartless?  What evidence did she have that "the memory seems to be fading”?

Answer: 

This was not an attempt by the reporter to deliberately make Israel seem heartless. The reporter was working in the Middle East at the time and based her assessment on information she had gathered “in the field”. 

Outcome 1, Output 1.1, 1.2, 1.3 





Question: 103

Topic: Peter Cave

Written Question on Notice

Senator Fierravanti-Wells asked:

Why did Peter Cave (PM, 31 July 2006) twice characterise the incident in Qana where some 28 people (not the “more than 60 civilians” as he reported) including Hezbollah operatives were killed, as a “massacre”?

Isn’t it the case that Mr Cave is fond of characterising Israeli defensive operations against terrorist attacks as “massacres”?  The reference here is to the incident in Jenin four years ago.

Answer: 

The ABC believes the description by Peter Cave was appropriate. 

No.

Outcome 1, Output 1.1, 1.2, 1.3 





Question: 104

Topic: Motor Show Models

Written Question on Notice

Senator Fierravanti-Wells asked:

When the ABC TV news bulletin (Sydney 7pm Thursday 26 October 2006) ended with a closer of the Sydney International Motor Show launch, why did it edit out pictures of the models that were present during the photoshoot. All the other networks showed pictures of the models. It is not being suggesting models should or should not be present at such events, but what was the reason was for this. Was it because in the same bulletin, you had reported on Sheikh Hillaly’s views on scantily clad women?

Answer: 

The ABC did not show images of the models as they had no relevance to the segment about the motor show. 

Outcome 1, Output 1.1, 1.2, 1.3 





Question: 105

Topic: Cameraman

Written Question on Notice

Senator Fierravanti-Wells asked:

What action has or will be taken against the cameraman who “downed tools” in the same bulletin?

Answer: 

The camera operator was engaging in protected industrial action. The camera operator lost 4 hours’ pay, the minimum deduction allowed in accordance with the Workplace Relations Act 1996 (Cth).

Outcome 1, Output 1.1, 1.2, 1.3 





Question: 106

Topic: Failure of the Closer

Written Question on Notice

Senator Fierravanti-Wells asked:

And what was the reason for the failure of the closer on the Friday Sydney 7pm bulletin (27 October 2006)?

Answer: 

The closer failed to roll due to a script error.

Outcome 1, Output 1.1, 1.2, 1.3 





Question: 107

Topic: ‘Freedom Fighters’

Written Question on Notice

Senator Ronaldson asked:

Regarding a remark of Mr Cameron’s, quoted in the newspapers, that the decision to remove the term “freedom fighters” from the next ABC style guide came about because of a “routine update”. If the ABC had wanted to update or remove the reference to freedom fighters, why wasn’t it done in 2003 two years after 9/11 and one year after the first Bali Bombings? Did it only happen after it was raised in Senate Estimates?

Answer: 

This was the first routine update of the Style Guide since 2003. The reference to freedom fighters was removed from a draft of the revised Style Guide in November 2005.

Outcome 1, Output 1.1, 1.2, 1.3 





Question: 108

Topic: Terrorist Organisations

Written Question on Notice

Senator Ronaldson asked:

In relation to a memo issued after the last Estimates - where the ABC finally admitted that Hezbollah, Hamas and Islamic Jihad are indeed terrorist organisations – and in that memo the ABC said “our position has not changed in a formal or substantive sense.”  What does that mean?  In what way did the ABC’s position change?

Answer: 

As the memo said, the ABC’s position has not changed in any significant way. The ABC has always been prepared to refer to organisations or actions as “terrorist” when that description was considered appropriate, but has also advised program makers to be judicious in the use of labels.

Outcome 1, Output 1.1, 1.2, 1.3 





Question: 109

Topic: Terrorist Organisations - 2

Written Question on Notice

Senator Ronaldson asked:

Can I clarify ABC responses to my questions about the ABC qualification that you won’t label an entire organisation as a terrorist organisation quote “in perpetuity”. What time frame will you put on that?  Jemaah Islamiya hasn’t carried out a terrorist attack for more than a year, Hamas for 11 months. Yet ABC reporters still describe J-I as a terrorist organisation, but not Hamas. Geoff Thompson in June this year “Abu Bakar Bashir is no longer believed to have influential links with the terrorist network.”  But here is Jonathan Harley on The 7.30 Report on June the 29th this year “militant groups like Islamic Jihad.”  And yet they have been conducting terrorist attacks against Israel this year. What is the time frame you have in mind with this term “in perpetuity”?

Answer: 

There is no time frame in mind. When it is appropriate to use the term “terrorist” it will be used. But while it might be appropriate to describe Hamas as a terrorist organisation in a particular instance, such as when it has been responsible for a bombing, it does not mean that it will be described as “terrorist” in every reference or in perpetuity. 

An organisation such as Jemaah Islamiya that exists principally to carry out terrorist actions is likely to be described as a terrorist organisation in many instances. Hamas, on the other hand, is the ruling party in the Palestinian territories, as well as an armed force that sometimes carries out terrorist attacks. Accordingly, the ABC believes it would be inappropriate to describe Hamas as a terrorist organisation every time it is mentioned.
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