AN OPEN LETTER APPOSING THE ABUSE OF THE NAME OF THE LORD. 





Broadcast Complaints Commission of South Africa


Film and Publications Board


SABC


Ster Kinekor


Nu Metro 





Rev Jannie Pelser ( Organizer ) ; Dr Isak Burger ( President AFM )  Prof. Pieter Potgieter ( DRC ) ; Prof. Adrio König ( Unisa ) ;


Prof. Hennie Stander ( UP; Editor Maksiman ) ; 


Prof. Johannes Froneman ( Potch University )  -





“ Remove the abuse of the Name of the Lord – it is the right thing to do ”





We, as believers  feel that  the  reality of this problem cannot be discounted  any longer -


especially when  ten thousands of believers ( 125 000 with growing support )   from diverse church- , language-, and cultural groups have signed a supplication  to this effect.  It would be extremely insensitive if this matter is not handled in all seriousness.





In light of the above:





Believers form a  significant part of the broader Southern African society and cannot be ignored.





The standard reply to numerous enquiries about this matter does not suffice. It is obvious that the measurements in place do not come up to expectations and that the prolonged  uneasiness of Christians must be addressed.





3. The discomfort  caused by the abuse of the Name of the Lord is something   that alarms  the entire community of believers.   The number of enquiries voiced confirm that this is unacceptable to all believers – whatever the religious orientation. 


               The annual general meeting of the IFRB (Independent Forum for Religious  Broadcasting), held on 15 November 1999, was unanimous in protesting against  the frivolous, crude and disrespectful use of divine names, such as God, Jesus and Christ, in radio and television programs.


Furthermore, a letter to a daily paper reads:  “Moslems voel ook beledig en gewalg wanneer ons hoor hoe die Naam van God in talle rolprente en oor TV  misbruik word”    Translated this gives a clear picture that the Moslem  community feel insulted and nauseated by the abuse of the Name of the Lord in films and on TV.  (Beeld  1  July 2002)





4. South Africa has its own cultural orientation.  It is unfair and unscientific to maintain that what is acceptable in other countries, is also acceptable to South Africans and that it mirrors the same sentimentalities as elsewhere.  The obvious absence of the above mentioned  practice in local productions bears this  fact out.





5. It has been stated (and written) that the removal of the  Name of the Lord when misused,  is done so professionally,  that no one even notices it and no one has complained about the absence thereof.  Why then should this practice be upheld? –  especially when it has given so much offense and where the absence of it has evoked no negative reaction?   How much correspondence  do you receive from people who uphold freedom of speech  in comparison to the correspondence from Christians on matters like this?





6. We as South Africans claim to cultivate moral values within our nation, but propagate disrespect and disparagement against  God.   Can we afford to make an enemy of  God?





7. The constitution is continuously quoted to try and make an unacceptable  practice look more acceptable.  Shouldn’t  the constitution  protect and uplift the interests of the community instead of function above the interests of the community?  Our interpretation of the constitution is  that it should justly protect the community.





8. Freedom of speech within a community can never be an absolute and uncontrolled privilege.  Freedom has limits.





9. It is too late to do something about a film after it has been viewed.  Pro active action should rather be  the slogan.





10. Will discourse bring about a change or will standard arguments,  court findings,  constitutional issues and freedom of speech  alienate believers even further?  


  


With reference to the above believers implore that:





the abuse of the Name of the Lord be edited in the  media, by name in specific films and  TV  programmes


 


If total compliance cannot be reached - 





that  the SABC should at least be consequent in the omission of the Name of the Lord when used in an abusive way during family time TV.  Other programmes should also have a clear indication that the Name of the Lord is abused.   A special key such as “B” to indicate  “ Blasphemy ” should be used instead of the subjectivity of the “L” indicator.  The “L” does not distinguish between crude-, foul or blasphemous language.  


     A minimum age restriction of 13  should also be indicated.





the Film and Publication authorities be pressed to classify films consistently  (reference to Art. 7) so that viewers will be able to make a calculated choice in terms of the classification. Films should also have a clear indication that the Name of the Lord is abused.   A special key such as “B” to indicate “ Blasphemy ” should be used instead of the subjectivity of the “L” indicator.  The “L” does not distinguish between crude-, foul or blasphemous language.  A minimum age restriction of 13  should also be indicated.





the  Broadcasting complaints commission of South Africa  ensure  that the  Name of the Lord not be misused and that they apply the same norms  consistently.





the SABC  be  ordered to make more use of  local programmes.


 


Ster Kinekor  and Nu Metro to vest more interest in the well-being of the viewers rather than the profit to be made.  To put pressure upon film producers  to avoid the misuse of the Name of the Lord.  That theatre groups be made aware that they will be liable to reimburse clients if they leave the theatre due to insufficient warning about blasphemous language.





that the media won’t use their red tape as a deterrent to prevent believers from voicing their concerns. 





 This open letter with sincere prayers that we agree.    Nov2002








