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CASE NO: 40/99  
Date of Examination: 29 November 1999 
 
 
SOUTH AFRICAN TELECOMMUNICATIONS                             Complainant 
AND ELECTRICAL SUPPLY AUTHORITY 
 
vs 
 
 
CAMPUS BAY FM STEREO  
                                                                                   Respondent 
 
Commission:  Prof Kobus van Rooyen SC (Chairperson) 

 Rev Barnard Mokwena 
 Rev Danie du Toit 

 
   

???     SUMMARY 
 
Respondent broadcast on radio that top five storeys of well known building in Port 
Elizabeth had been blown away in a storm.  Mater considered in most serious light by 
Commission.  The broadcaster fined R10 000.00, R7 000.00 of which is suspended for 
five years and R3 000.00 of which must be paid before the end of February 2000. 
 
___________________________________________________________________________  
 

JUDGMENT 
JCW VAN ROOYEN 
 
In early November 1999, the Respondent broadcast that the top five storeys of a block of flats 
had been blown off.  The information came from a caller and the anchor realised that it was a 
hoax but did not correct it. 
 
This hoax caused serious concern for the interested parties, and understandably so.  The 
South African Telecommunications and Electrical Supply Authority complained to this 
Commission about this broadcast. 
 
They inter alia say the  following in their letter:  
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“You will no doubt appreciate the seriousness of this matter and the consternation which 
resulted.” 
 
In a letter to the Registrar of this Commission, the radio station explained as follows: 
 
“Background to the broadcast 
 
The day of the broadcast Port Elizabeth had been experiencing high winds and the disc 
jockey who aired the item complained about, had recently broadcast a whether item during 
which he announced details of the high winds.  Shortly afterwards he received a prank of-air 
call from a listener who announced that the top five storeys of a block of flats had been 
“blown off”.  The disc jockey realis ed that the caller was pulling his leg and played along; as 
he often plays out crazy conversations he has with listeners to humour to his show. 
 
The disc jockey then broadcast the conversation on air believing that the item was too bizarre 
to be taken seriously.  Following the broadcast he received calls from listeners asking if the 
details of the “report” were true, as well as callers complaining about the “report”.  He then 
realised that some listeners had misunderstood the nature of the broadcast and went on-air 
and explained that the conversation was just a prank and apologised to the listeners.  This 
correction and apology were announced no more that five minutes after the original 
conversation was aired.  
 
CBFM’s response 
 
After hearing about the broadcast, CBFM’s station manager reviewed the ..... (matter) and 
directed the disc jockey to broadcast another apology the next day.  Further, the disc jockey 
was warned to exercise more discretion in the airing of listeners’ calls. 
 
CBFM accepts that the nature of the broadcast and the way in which the item was aired, 
could mislead listeners into believing that the conversation was “breaking news” and such 
CBFM apologises for any concern it caused. ...” 
 
This Commission regards the matter in a particularly serious light.  In the light of several 
disasters across the world in the last few months, including Turkey and Greece, the listeners 
cannot be blamed for having taken this broadcast seriously. 
 
It is extenuating that the disc jockey apologised shortly after the broadcast and also the next 
day.  The fact that the disc jockey was warned, was taken into consideration. 
 
Nevertheless we believe that by having broadcast this untruth with its serious implications, 
the Respondent has contravened the Broadcasting Code in a gross manner. 
 
The broadcaster is reprimanded and directed to pay R3 000.00 before the end of February 
2000. 



 3 

 
JCW VAN ROOYEN 
CHARPERSON 
10 January 2000 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 


