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Complaint against broadcast by Christian Broadcaster for the way in which it conducted its 

so-called Thanks-Give-A-Thon drive for donations - Complainant describing it inter alia as 

unbridled extortion, emotional blackmail and brainwashing of its listeners - Broadcaster 

describing complaint as frivolous, vexatious and a figment of the Complainant's imagination 

- only possible contravention is lack of balance in programme in terms of clause 13 - 

however this complaint does not apply to a controversial issue of public importance - in any 

case, a phone-in type of programme ensures that opposing points of view are broadcast, thus 

complying with clause 13 - no contravention found -Timile vs Rainbow Community Radio, 

Case No:18/2016(BCCSA) 

 

 



 

 

SUMMARY 

This is a complaint against a broadcast by a Christian Broadcaster for the way in which it 

conducted its so-called Thanks-Give-A-Thon drive for donations. Broadcaster, being a non 

profit organisation legally entitled to solicit donations from the public. Broadcaster also has the 

right to freedom of expression.  The Complainant described the donations drive of the 

Broadcaster inter alia as unbridled extortion, emotional blackmail and brainwashing of its 

listeners. The Broadcaster described the complaint as frivolous, vexatious and a figment of the 

Complainant's imagination. The only possible contravention on which the Complainant could 

succeed is that the programme lacked balance in terms of clause 13.  Tribunal finding that the 

topic of this programme does not comply with the description of a controversial issue of public 

importance.  In any case, a phone-in type of programme like this one ensures that opposing 

points of view are broadcast, thus complying with clause 13 of the Code.  No contravention was 

found and the complaint was not upheld. 

________________________________________________________________________ 

JUDGMENT 

 

[1] The complaint concerns a dispute between Rainbow Community Radio, a Christian 

radio station, and a listener to a broadcast by the station.  The dispute revolves mainly 

around doctrinal issues and the interpretation of Scriptures.  The BCCSA has no 

authority to make findings on such matters.  Our authority extends only to the 

question whether this particular broadcast was in contravention of the Free-to-Air 

Code of Conduct applicable to the Broadcaster. In answering this question we have to 

balance the right of the Broadcaster to freedom of expression with the right of the 

listeners not to be offended by the abuse of the airwaves.  Certain limitations to the 

right to freedom of expression are imposed by the Constitution of the Republic of 

South Africa and, in the case of broadcasting, by the Code of Conduct of the BCCSA.  

It is only when we find that any one of the limitations have been overstepped, that we 

may impose a sanction. 

 

[2] Before answering the question posed above, there is one procedural point that we 

have to address.  The Complainant was not present at the Tribunal hearing.  This is 

not a rare occurrence. Many complainants are far from the venue where the Tribunal 

sits and/or cannot find the time to attend.  Although we always welcome the 

attendance of complainants because that helps us to assess the facts before us more 



 

 

objectively, in practice we often have to deal with this situation that only the 

broadcaster is present at the hearing. We are confident that over the years we have 

proven that whether the complainant is present or not at a hearing, we have always 

approached complaints before us objectively and impartially and according to the 

requirements of administrative justice as required by section 33 of the Constitution of 

the country.  We have found it necessary to explain the procedure before the Tribunal 

because during the evening before the day that this case was heard, the Registrar of 

the BCCSA received the following message from the Complainant: 

 

 Good Evening Shouneez 

I am so sorry would you believe that I was somehow convinced that the 20th is 
Friday and have only just realized that our Tribunal was scheduled for today my 
sincere apologies to you and Rainbow FM is it possible to have it on another day? 
 
We were informed by the Registrar that she notified the Complainant that it was 

not possible to postpone the hearing.  The reasons for this are obvious: all the 

Commissioners sitting on this Tribunal do this work part-time; Tribunal hearings 

are scheduled well in advance; normally there is only one such hearing per 

month and we usually are only able to fit in three or four cases per hearing.   

 

We have found it necessary to explain all this to assure the Complainant that 

despite the fact that he could not attend the Tribunal hearing, we applied our 

minds to this complaint in an objective and impartial way and came to a decision 

after listening to the broadcast complained about and after considering his 

written arguments and the arguments submitted by the Broadcaster. 

 

[3] The complaint reads as follows: 

 
 “On Friday 16th September 2016 at approximately 17HOO Rainbow 90.7 FM, a Christian 
Community Broadcasting Radio Station Station based in Florida Johannesburg broadcast a 
programme called a Give-a-thon. The purpose of the programme  was to fundraise for 
the station. In the studio were two guest pastors, Jerome Liberty and Emmanuel Obichi. 
Although the broadcast had been going on for some time, and the subject of my complaint 
had been repeated ad nauseum during the entire broadcast, at between the hours of 
17h00 to 17h30 the following misleading, false,unsubstantiated claims were made by the 
two guests with explicit approval and sanction by the Radio Station: 
 
1) That the  radio  station, Rainbow FM 90.7 was  “anointed"  by God and that  listeners  

could  tap  into  the "anointing" by "sowing" a "seed" into the radio station. A seed 
here refers to money. 

 



 

 

2) Sowing a seed would resulting "economic transfer" meaning that the listener would 
become "prosperous" in every area of their life, if they were unemployed they would get 
a job, if their marriage was suffering, God would on account of money donated to the 
station by the listeners, cure all their ailments. 

 
3)   Both guest stated in various ways, and authoritatively that “God spoke to me this 

afternoon" and told me to deliver such and such a message. 
 
4) One guest Emmanuel Obichi repeatedly stated that God had told him that 10 listeners 

would donate R5,000 and 5 would donate R2,600. There was no proof biblically or 
otherwise to support this ridiculous claim. 

 
5)    Numerous other claims were made with proof-texts wrenched from the scriptures, clearly 

out of context and in an unbalanced manner. This had the effect of pressuring listeners 
to donate in order to get the so-called anointing. In my considered view the entire  
programme  amounted  to  a huge exercise in extortion  and emotional blackmail. 

 
6) Although an insert by the CEO of the Radio Station was played in which a more 

balanced reasonable appeal for funds was made, this was done in response to my live 
call into the studio and was too little too late. 

 
7)   The entire programme was set to run until the end of September 2016 and was 

punctuated by the same ridiculous claims which in my view amounted to a serious 
manipulation of listeners' emotions with promises of financial blessings in return for 
making financial contributions to the radio station. There were instances of listeners 
calling in to state that they did not have money to donate, or that they had recently lost a 
job etc but in response to and as a result of the emotional manipulations of the pastors 
would pledge money to the radio station. 

 

Substance of my Complaint 
 
I am a man of deep faith. I believe in the correctly translated Scriptures of the Word of 
Almighty. I believe that Jesus Christ is the Son of God and Saviour of the World who took 
upon himself man's sinful nature to redeem those who believe in him, from the curse of sin 
which results in eternal death and separation from God the Father. This complaint must not 
be viewed as being motivated by a disdain for the faith preached by the Messiah Jesus 
Christ. On the contrary it is motivated by love for simple biblical truths. To be silent in the face 
of this terrible assault on biblical truths  is to be complicit  with self-anointed so-called "man of 
God" who are driven by pure selfish greed and an unbridled  love for money and power  which 
knows no limits. These men would go to any lengths to corrupt the scriptures in order to justify 
their love for money and power. The following are the main points of my complaints. 
 
1)    Rainbow FM effectively  engaged in  a massive exercise in  unbridled  extortion,  

emotional  blackmail, brainwashing of its listeners. Listeners were subjected to hired 
guns who lied,coerced,cajoled,insinuated all manner of evil against anyone who dared 
to question their so-called "anointing". Effectively, Rainbow FM believes it is a 
mouthpiece of God. Jerome Liberty and Emmanuel Obichi presented themselves as the 
ultimate anointed men of God who have frequent intimate conversations with God and 
have come to instruct listeners, who dare not challenge them, in all matters concerning 
their faith. This view is totally unbalanced and is tantamount  to claims of divine miracles 
and healing which have been condemned by experts as they are unsubstantiated but 
are made on MADE FOR TELEVISION  programmes to ensnare gullible believers into 
parting with their hard earned money. 

 

2)    In doing so listeners were told to "sow a seed" in reality meaning they must donate 
money  by way of a pledge in order  to receive the "anointing" that  was the  radio station  
.This anointing  will create an "economic transfer'' and prosperity to the one who donated 
the money. The more money one donated the bigger the size of the miracle one can 
expert. Millions  of South Africans, suffer from depression, anxiety and stress owing  to  
the  economic  downturn  that  has resulted  in  job  losses and  massive unemployment. 



 

 

This in turn creates social unrest which begins in the family unit breaking down due to 
marriage breakdowns, broken relationships etc. People are crying out for solution. The 
two guests know this full well and exploit these factors for their financial gain. The radio 
station Rainbow FM facilitates this fraud, shuts out any voices that may express a 
contrary view. A pastor who claims to cure all these various societal ailments through a 
donation of money will have a desperate listeners eating out of his hand. 

 
3)   The entire broadcast lacked balance. !Callers called into the station and broadcast their 

fears and anxieties as well as their desperation. They literally prostrated before these two 
"anointed" men who would solve all their ills in exchange for a rand. One caller pledged 
R2,000 called in and pledged an additional RS,OOO which she confessed she did not 
have but" believed God" for. 

 

4)   Rainbow FM in consideration  of  how  much money  it  can extort  from  listeners  has 

colluded with charismatic preachers who preach a message  of unbridled  lust for money. 
In order to lure listeners to make donations, these preachers promise, prosperity, jobs, 
miracles, health and wealth in exchange for money. All their programming is biased and 
designed to achieve financial wellness for the station even at the expense of vulnerable, 
gullible listeners. 

 
 

RELIEF SOUGHT 
 
Section 13 BCCSA FREE-TO-AIR CODE OF CONDUCT FOR BROADCASTING 
SERVICES LICENSEES 2009 STATES: 
 
Controversial Issues of Public Importance 

 
13.(1)  In presenting a programme in which a controversial issues of public importance 

is discussed, a broadcaster must  make reasonable efforts  to  fairly present 
opposing  points of view either in the  same programme or in a subsequent 
programme forming part of the same series of programmes presented within 
reasonable period of time of the original broadcast and within substantially the 
same time slot. 

 

I believe that there are many religious issues that are presented on so called "Christian" 
radio stations that have a profound and detrimental effect on listeners. We have recently 
witnessed the outcry over the antics of television and radio preachers who for example 
compel their gullible followers to drink petrol, eat snakes, grass and subject themselves 
to humiliating and dangerous acts such as having motor vehicles driven over them by 
their so called men of God. As already stated above, my complaint is not motivated by 
any malice towards Rainbow 90.7 as an institution. I am motivated by deep love for 
listeners who listen religiously and regrettably with innocent gullibility at these many 
claims that are made in the name of a God they love deeply. Ungodly teachings are 
disguised as "spiritual revelation" brought on by personal encounters with God. All this in 

the privacy of the preacher's home or office and presented to listeners as unquestionable 
authority. 

 

I believe that we must confront these heresies with Scripture. I therefore appeal to the 
BCCSA to compel Rainbow FM to provide a platform for opposing views to be aired on 
this subject. I am available to present these views in order to balance these unbiblical 
views.”  

 

[4]  The Broadcaster’s response and the Complainant’s reply read as follows: 

 Respondent: We refer to the undated complaint from one Thulani Timile and wish to 

respond as follows: At the outset we need to state that Mr. Timile is not truthful when he 
states that the complaint is not raised out of malice as he has previously interacted in a 



 

 

confrontational manner with the radio station’s CEO Mr. Birkenstock. It is our view therefore 
that he has an axe to grind with the station and/or Mr. Birkenstock.  

 
Complainant: I have absolutely no “axe to grind” with Rainbow Community Radio Station 
other than the issues raised in the letter of complaint sent to the BCCSA. Neither do I know 
Mr Birkenstock enough to have axes to grind with him. In fact if truth be told I do not know Mr 
Brikenstock at all other than hearing him on air. This fantasy of axes to grind is dismissed as 
a sinister ploy to create the impression that I have ulterior motives other than those stated so 
clearly in my letter of complaint. Previous interactions with the radio station are just 
that…previous interactions which have absolutely no bearing to the issue at hand. Perhaps 
Mr Birkenstock can be so kind as to provide evidence of this interaction that was done in a 
“confrontational manner”. Mr Birkenstock and the guest pastors that he seeks to defend have 
never been challenged by listeners on doctrinal matters, and publicly at that. They are used to 
being fawned over and worshipped by their followers.  He confuses robust disagreement with 
“confrontation”. 

 

Respondent: As regards his complaint we wish to confirm that the radio station had a 

Thanks-Give-A-Thon which started on Thursday 15 September 2016 until 24 September 
2016. During this time the listeners donated generously to the station out of gratitude for the 
services and assistance the radio station provides to the community.  
 
It is unfortunate that Mr. Timile has chosen to focus only on the events on the week of the 
Thanks-Give-A-Thon and omits to mention that besides the preaching on the station there are 
also medical and legal slots. In addition there are various prayer rallies which do not require 
any financial contributions from the public. Furthermore the station is involved in many 
community related projects which include house building, multipurpose community centres as 
well as blanket drives and feeding schemes. The list of services is endless.  

 
Complainant: Surely Mr Birkenstock does not expect me to complain about EVERYTHING 
that the station does.  The purpose of the complaint was the Thanks-Give-A-Thon. Period. 
Perhaps if you had taken the trouble to actually read the complaint with understanding this 
point would be mute. I agree with you 100% that the station does a lot of good in the 
community. That it has programmes that do not require financial contributions e.t.c.  As stated 
above if we can focus on the issue at hand rather than on red herrings which seek to confuse 
the substance of my complaint. Just to reiterate my complaint is about the manner in which 
your broadcast during large sections of the Give-A-Thon was done. It is not a general 
complaint about the existence of Rainbow FM or any other programmes not related 
specifically to the broadcasts in question. 

 

Respondent: As regards the attacks on the men of God who were involved in the Thanks-

Give-A-Thon, we have been presented with numerous testimonies of miracles of healing and 
unexpected financial breakthroughs experienced by listeners. It is unfortunate that a man with 
such deep faith as Mr. Timile presents himself, questions healing through faith. The bible is 
filled with examples of not only Jesus, but also his disciples, healing people; unless of course 
Mr. Timile is suggesting that the people who testified are either liars or that they were 
coached to bring such testimonies. The difficulty of course that we have is that Mr. Timile has 
not presented us with any evidence to the contrary. All of the pastors that were used during 
the Thanks-Give-A-Thon are internationally renowned and are men of integrity.  

 
Complainant: Mr Birkenstock chooses to obfuscate instead of dealing with the issues on the 
table. This complaint is not an exercise into whether or not I believe in healing through faith. It 
is about whether or not the broadcasts that were done during the Give-A-Thon portrayed an 
accurate reading of the Scriptures or whether the Scriptures were twisted by the so called 
“internationally renowned men of integrity” to create an impression to the listeners that 
“sowing a seed” (THAT MEANS GIVE MONEY!!) into the “anointing” of Rainbow FM would 
infact result in the listener being granted his/her desires by a grateful money loving God! I 
submit that the broadcasts were designed to create the distinct impression that the MORE 
MONEY ONE GIVES TO THE RADIO STATION, THE MORE ONE WOULD BE BLESSED. A 
casual listening to the broadcasts would in fact confirm that the emphasis was on faith in 



 

 

money rather than faith in God. This is the narrative that I am completely disgusted by and is 
the subject of my complaint.  
Mr Birkenstock of all people is fully aware that doctrines of men are not tested by whether or 
not there are “internationally renowned men of integrity”, but rather by whether what they 
teach is consistent with sound biblical doctrine or not. In fact  Scripture enjoins all believers 
(Mr Birkenstock included!) to : 
 
“Beloved, believe not every spirit, but try the spirits whether they are of God: because many 
false prophets are gone out into the world.” – 1 John 4:1 
 
“ Study to shew thyself approved unto God, a workman that needeth not to be ashamed, 
rightly dividing the word of truth. - 2 Timothy 2:15 
 
“And Jesus answered and said unto them, Take heed that no man deceive you. For many 
shall come in my name, saying, I am Christ; and shall deceive many.” – Matt 24:4-5 

 
Does Mr Birkenstock believe that there are false prophets or not? Does he believe that it is 
wrong to test and challenge preachers on the basis of what they teach in relation to the 
Scriptures? For Mr Birkenstock to insinuate that to disagree with the crass and deliberate 
misapplication of Scripture in pursuit of money is “having an axe to grind” is rather unfortunate 
and tells a sad story of the calibre of leader that he purports to be rather than an indictment 
on my part. I support your fund raising efforts wholeheartedly. I stated as much to the two 
guests but pointed out that I completely disagreed with the following statements which were 
made repeatedly directly or through crude insinuation and innuendo: 
 
1) that sowing a seed (i.e giving money ) would result in a “supernatural breakthrough and 

wealth transfer” engineered by God in gratitude. 
 

2) Blessings would overflow in direct proportion to the amount of money given to the radio 
station. 

 
 

3) that God had private conversations with the so called men of God and had instructed 
them to collect certain amounts of money in return for special blessings.  

 
4) Men are not men of God because they have large ministries and are “internationally 

renowned” they are “men of God” when they are faithful to the letter and the Spirit of 
sound biblical doctrine. I challenged on air the two guests to share with us the listeners 
any passages of Scripture in which Jesus asked for money in return for blessings, the 
anointing or prayer and as expected they could not find any because there are no such 
scriptures in the entire volume of Scripture. 

 

Respondent: Mr. Timile has unfortunately not presented us with any evidence to 

substantiate his claim that these men are frauds who need to be investigated. In fact if Mr. 
Timile has such evidence we would request that he presents such evidence for scrutiny to the 
Commission for the Promotion and Protection of Cultural, Religious and Linguistic 
Communities. Furthermore as the radio station we are happy to make available to the BCCSA 
all the broadcasts for the week of the Thanks-Give-A-Thon.  

 
Complainant: Again Mr Birkenstock chooses the path of irrelevance rather than dealing with 
the substantive parts of my complaint. I wrote and directed my complaint to the BCCSA 
because I am of the view that promising listeners blessings and miraculous breakthroughs in 
exchange for and in proportion to the amount of money they give to the station is tantamount 
to extortion. It is false and not supported by the Scriptures. In fact, one of your guests Jerome 
Liberty conceded as much and asked that prayers be made for all listeners and not just those 
who made monetary contributions. (PLEASE REVIEW THE BROADCASTS ON THE DAY IN 
QUESTION TO CONFIRM THIS. IN ADDITION, I STATED THAT THE INSERT (PLAYED 
ALMOST IMMEDIATELY AFTER MY CALL) WITH A VOICE OVER DONE BY MR 
BIRKENSTOCK WAS BALANCED AND DID TO AMOUNT TO PRESSURING LISTENERS 



 

 

TO GIVE BEYOND THEIR MEANS.). AMONG OTHER THINGS IN THE INSERT MY 
BIRKENSTOCK STATES THAT LISTENERS ARE NOT REQUIRED TO GIVE BEYOND 
THEIR MEANS, AND THAT THERE IS NO MINIMUM LIMIT TO THE AMOUNT THEY GIVE 
BUT THAT GIVING SHOULD BE A CHEERFUL EXERCISE. THIS I APPLAUD AS 
BALANCED.   

 

Respondent: As regards the donations received from the public we are concerned that Mr. 

Timile is suggesting that people are being manipulated but yet he does not present us with 
any tangible proof of this especially if one considers that some of the biggest donors during 
the Thanks-Give-A-Thon are pastors from churches who clearly seem to subscribe to the 
teaching.  Two thirds of our annual budget comes from the men of God whom Mr. Timile 
describes as fraudulent.  

 
Complainant: I stand by my view that the radio station coerces, extorts, intimidates, cajoles 
nd manipulates the listeners to donate to the station through deliberately twisting the 
Scriptures to support a view that giving money to the station to tap into the so called 
“anointing” a claim which they cannot substantiate and which is blatantly false according to 
the Scriptures. In fact, there is no pastor or preacher let alone a radio station that can give 
anybody “the anointing”. Believers have already received the anointing through the death and 
resurrection of Jesus Christs: 
 
1 John 2:27 - But the anointing which ye have received of him abideth in you, and ye need not 
that any man teach you: but as the same anointing teacheth you of all things, and is truth, and 
is no lie, and even as it hath taught you, ye shall abide in him. 
 

Respondent: Mr. Timile is entitled to his view as are many unbelievers but that doesn’t 

necessarily mean that his view is supported by many others especially when it is considered 
that the prayer services that were held during the Thanks-Give-A-Thon were attended by over 
four thousand listeners at which the same men of God Mr. Timile accuses of manipulation 
preached. During this period we also have proof that we have counselled more than 500 
listeners with various problems ranging from substance and domestic abuse those who 
challenges with debt during Thanks-give-a thon.  

 
Complainant: The very same men who deceive 200,000 listeners over the airwaves are 
given an opportunity to deceive 4,000 listeners at Rainbow FM premises. This does not 
change the fact that their message is a deceptive one. When the measure of one’s blessings 
is determined by the amount of money that one gives to the station I don’t know if there is any 
other name for it. Perhaps Mr Birkenstock would care to suggest one. Again the issue of the 
number of people who received counselling is in my view irrelevant. As is the statement that 
my views are not supported by many others. It is a fact that this is an untruthful and untested 
assertion. Rainbow FM does not make room in its broadcasts for callers to engage with 
presenters and discuss or disagree with any issues that are being aired. Callers are screened 
to ensure that they agree with whatever is being said. How does Mr Birkenstock know that my 
views are not supported by “many others” when in fact there is no provision whatsoever for 
divergent views to be aired in their broadcasts? 
 

Respondent: What is interesting is that these men were not preaching to fill their own 

personal coffers but in the interests of the radio station in order for the radio station to fulfil its 
vision and ministry of ‘Bringing the message of healing, hope, and reconciliation’. The station 
brings hope to many through the preaching, prayer rallies, on air and counselling on the 
premises of the radio station. Healing also happens at the prayer rallies and families are 
reconciled through the preaching and services that are provided.  

 
Complainant: There is in my considered view, an unhealthy relationship that exists between 
these so called men of God and the Radio Station. It is this. Rainbow FM provides a platform 
through which these men preach their perverted gospel of money, prosperity and riches. They 
obviously pay for airtime and reach out to listeners inviting them, through radio adverts to 
attend various services at their various denominations. This gospel is promoted further in 
these various denominations and gullible congregants give generously expecting to buy 

https://www.kingjamesbibleonline.org/1-John-2-27/


 

 

God’s blessings. This same money ends up in the hands of the Radio station and the cycle 
repeats itself. That is why the Radio station does not allow voices of those who would dare to 
challenge unbiblical teachings as this would in effect be biting the hand that feeds them. I 
must add that there are other Christian and secular radio stations in South Africa who when 
broadcasting controversial issues such as the prosperity gospel, health and wealth gospel 
allow the community of listeners to be part of the discussion and challenge presenters and 
their guests and offer divergent viewpoints. Rainbow FM does not do this at all because it has 
financial considerations to make. 

 
Respondent: Finally we note that Mr. Timile states that he is a man of deep faith  and that he 
would like to be pitched against these men of God to present his views ‘in order to balance 
these unbiblical views’. He has not presented us with his credentials as to what qualifies him 
to be an expert on his own beliefs. In addition it would be highly unfair and onerous for the 
BCCSA to direct that every organisation or individual should be granted a platform to express 
their own personal beliefs regarding what is right and wrong from a Christian perspective. In 
fact there are many churches that despite labelling themselves as Christians of deep faith, 
have a different interpretation of the word of God and to create a platform for each one of 
them would be highly impractical.  

 
Complainant: Mr Birkenstock writes of me “He has not presented us with his credentials as 
to what qualifies him to be an expert on his own beliefs” On this point I wholeheartedly agree 
with him. I do not have the kind of credentials that would satisfy him. Of that I can be certain. 
What I do have however are the Scriptures. Clear. Simple and Inspired. The test of whether 
doctrine is true or not is the Scriptures alone. We do not test the soundness of doctrine by 
counting the number of people who support that doctrine, but rather by its consistency and 
alignment to the Scriptures. Men cannot teach revelation. It is revealed by God to His children 
through His Word. (Galatians 1:1-13) I do not hold any views other than what the Scriptures 
teach. I have asked both your pastors to share with me in case I missed it, where money was 
ever used by Jesus Christ or his disciples to determine the size of blessings one receives. 
They could not find one because it does not exist in Scripture.  
 
The issue at hand is not whether or not an individual such as myself should be granted an 
opportunity to balance unbiblical views aired on Rainbow FM or any radio station. My 
complaint is that Rainbow FM should balance its broadcasts and be wary of being an 
instrument of deception. I do not for one moment dispute that God works miracles in the lives 
of believers. I have read and seen this in my own and other believer’s lives. By the same 
token I also believe that there are ungodly men and women who used the Scriptures as a 
means of attaining riches. Twisting the Word of God to manipulate listeners into giving away 
their hard earned money in return for something not promised in the Scriptures.  We have all 
witnessed the outrageous and ungodly acts committed by men who abrogated themselves 
the titles of “man of God” or “Prophet”. Who dared not be questioned and demanded blind 
loyalty from their followers sometimes with very tragic consequences. As I stated Mr 
Birkenstock to your two pastors, if Rainbow FM wants donations let the station say so to its 
listeners. This issue of twisting scriptures to manipulate emotions and extort money is 
ungodly, and should be condemned by all.   

 
The Respondent and Complainant: We trust that you will find the above response in order.”   

 

EVALUATION 

 

[5] We have listened to the broadcast and considered the written arguments by both 

parties and oral arguments by the Broadcaster's representatives. As should be clear 

from the above written arguments, the gist of the complaint is rooted in the 

interpretation of Scripture.  It is obvious that the Complainant does not agree with the 



 

 

way in which the Broadcaster approached its drive for donations, called Thanks-Give-

A-Thon.  In his objection to the broadcast, he uses harsh words like unbridled 

extortion, emotional blackmail, brainwashing of its listeners and collusion with 

charismatic preachers who preach a message of unbridled lust for money. 

 

[6]  The Broadcaster argued that it is a non-profit organisation and it is within its rights to 

ask the public for donations. As explained above, all broadcasters enjoy the right to 

freedom of expression.  It is only when a broadcaster violates this right by, for 

instance, promoting violence or unlawful conduct or advocating hatred, that we may 

find a contravention of the Code and impose a sanction.  In this instance, the way in 

which the Broadcaster asks for donations cannot be prescribed by any external 

sources, as long as it does not contravene the Code of Conduct.  We have also stated 

above that our authority to judge contraventions of the Code does not extend to the 

adjudication of doctrinal matters and the interpretation of Scripture.  In its oral 

arguments, the Broadcaster's representative also used harsh words about the 

Complainant, eg. that the complaint was frivolous, vexatious and a figment of the 

Complainant's imagination.  

 

[7] The only possible contravention of the Code is brought up by the Complainant where, 

in point 3) under the heading "Substance of my Complaint" he states "The entire 

broadcast lacked balance".  Clause 13(1) of the applicable Code states the following: 

  

 In presenting a programme in which a controversial issue of public importance is 

discussed, a broadcaster must make reasonable efforts to fairly present opposing 

points of view either in the same programme or in a subsequent programme forming 

part of the same series of programmes presented within a reasonable period of time of 

the original broadcast and within substantially the same time slot. 

  

 The question now arises whether we are dealing here with a controversial issue of 

public importance. 

 

[8] In this regard we want to refer to one of our previous judgments, namely Roy Fisher v 

567 Cape Talk, case no. 02/2005.  In this case there was a skirmish on air between 

two listeners where one accused the other of being a racist.  A complaint was lodged 



 

 

with the BCCSA, based on clause 13 of the Code, i.e. that balance was not attained in 

the programme.  The Tribunal found that the issue between the two parties did not 

elevate the broadcast to a controversial issue of public importance, even though being 

accused of racism in South Africa is controversial.  In this instance the debate 

between the parties around doctrinal issues and the interpretation of Scripture might 

be controversial as far as the Broadcaster is concerned, but these are not the 

controversial issues of public importance contemplated by the Code. It is not possible 

or appropriate for the BCCSA to intrude into doctrinal religious issues and determine 

what constitutes balance when espousing religious views.  There are numerous 

different doctrinal positions within a religion. Other religions would have their own 

perspective on ethical issues of this type and the secular also may have a variety of 

views.  A Christian radio station cannot be expected to canvas all this. We therefore 

find that this is not a controversial issue of public importance and clause 13 of the 

Code of Conduct was not contravened with this broadcast.  Even if we are not correct 

in our assumption, we were informed that the Complainant and other persons phoned 

in to the programme and some voiced their objections to the way in which the 

Thanks-Give-A-Thon was conducted.  This Tribunal has on many occasions decided 

that a phone-in programme allows listeners to present opposing points of view and 

this would result in the programme complying with the requirements of clause 13 of 

the Code. 

 

[9] We therefore find that the broadcast complained about was not in contravention of 

clause 13 of the Code, neither was it in contravention of any other clause of the Code.  

 

The complaint is, accordingly, not upheld.  

 

HP VILJOEN  

ACTING CHAIRPERSON  
 

Commissioners Bronstein and Mmusinyane concurred with the judgment of the Acting 

Chairperson. 


