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> The complainant is part of the Milsons Point Community Group (MPCG), who have publicly opposed the 
development and been critical of Transport for NSW’s plans for the area.  

> The complainant did not listen to the broadcast but was told by a listener that the host referred to the MPCG as ‘a 
small noisy group of locals who hate cyclists,’ ‘anti bike ramp’ and ‘NIMBYs’. The complainant wanted to appear 
on the program to rebut this, as he believes that he or MPCG should have been given a right of reply. 

> Extensive correspondence between the complainant and the program’s production staff over several months 
indicate the licensee conscientiously and thoroughly engaged with the complaint. 

> Based on the information provided, the broadcast is unlikely to breach the Code because: 

- The comments were brief in the context of the 3.5 hour program and were not material to the rest of the 
broadcast 

- The comments do not reach the high threshold for offending generally accepted standards of decency with 
regard to the demographic characteristics of the audience 

- The MPCG’s opposition to the development is in the public domain 

- Extensive correspondence between the complainant and program production staff over several months 
indicate the licensee met its complaint handling requirements  

- the licensee was not obligated to include the complainant’s viewpoint in the broadcast. 

> Having carefully reviewed the complaint, the broadcaster’s response, the relevant rules in the Code, and 
considering the public interest considerations at Attachment A below. 

decide that the matter: 

☐ will be investigated under the Broadcasting Services Act 1992 (s 149 giving rise to the investigation); or 

☒ will not be investigated. 
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Senior Investigator  
Content Investigations Section   








