
 

Appendix 
to CBSC Decision 99/00-0482 

Comedy Network re Open Mike with Mike Bullard (Leah Pinsent film) 

 

I. The Complaint 

The following complaint dated April 12, 2000 was sent to the CRTC and forwarded to 
the CBSC in due course: 

I agree to have my name on public file in regards to this complaint. 

I was watching Open Mike - with Mike Bullard on March 17, 2000 (I am uncertain of the time) when I 
heard Mike make what I, and my associates consider to be a very inappropriate comment - derogative, 
prejudice [sic] and inhumane to be forthright. He announced that it would be a public service to kill 
paedophiles. I do not condone pedophilia, nor do I condone killing anyone who may be afflicted with any 
such tendencies. I believe that everyone is entitled to receive help for any problem that they may be 
experiencing, and it is our job, as a society, to make sure that help is available - no matter of a person's 
race, creed, color, religion (or lack of), gender, sexual preference, or disability. 

Open Mike - With Mike Bullard is presently being aired on The Comedy Network (44 in Toronto, on 
Rogers Cable). 

I would like to know if anything can be done about this matter. Please let me know if you need any more 
information. 

II. The Broadcaster's Response 

The broadcaster responded to the complainant's letter on April 26, 2000 with the 
following: 

The Canadian Broadcast Standards Council (CBSC) has forwarded to us a copy of your electronic mail 
correspondence of April 12, 2000 to the CRTC regarding comments made by Mike Bullard on the March 
17, 2000 episode of Open Mike with Mike Bullard, for our attention and response. 

First, we regret that you were offended by Mr. Bullard's comment concerning paedophiles . Mike Bullard's 
approach to comedy is to poke fun at the headlines and newsmakers of the day, and to him all topics 
represent potential material, despite possible controversy. While we appreciate that the subject matter is 
one of a serious and sensitive nature, his remark was not meant to be a commentary or social statement 
on the issue, but only a comedic response to one of his guests when she indicated that she was playing a 
role in a movie which involved the killing of paedophiles. I agree that perhaps Mr. Bullard could have said 
something different but his comments on his shows are largely spontaneous - not scripted - and this was 
a spontaneous comedic remark consistent with his approach to comedy.  



I understand you have also expressed your concerns in telephone conversations with both Mike Bullard 
and the producer of the show, and that they have assured you that the remark was not intended to 
encourage any improper action against paedophiles. Rather, the remark was only presented in a light and 
humourous way, and was not intended to be taken seriously by the audience or viewers of "Open Mike". 

The CBSC has in various decisions made a distinction between a broadcast which is intended to be 
serious and one which is not intended to be taken seriously. In CHUM-FM re Sunday Funnies (CBSC 
Decision 95/96-0064 March 26, 1996) the Council held: 

"a remark which might reasonably be assessed as abusive in a serious context and thus in breach of the 
Code of Ethics may not be so viewed in the comedic environment." 

In addition, although The Comedy Network does not endorse Mr. Bullard's remark, we do believe that 
freedom of expression and free speech in this country must nevertheless be safeguarded to allow for the 
differing expression of views on matters of public interest. The CBSC in many of its decisions has 
recognized the importance of freedom of expression. For example, in TQS re: Black-Out CBSC Decisions 
97/98-0078 and 0080, January 29, 1999 - The Quebec Regional Council held as follows: 

"In coming to this conclusion, the Council is mindful of the fact that the freedom to express views and 
opinions on controversial topics of public interest is central to the freedom of expression guaranteed by 
the Canadian Charter of Rights and Freedoms." 

Once again, we regret that you were offended by Mr. Bullard's comment and we wish to assure you that it 
is never our intent to offend our viewers. We would, however, like to reiterate that the comment was made 
in the context of a comedy program and was not expected to be taken seriously by the audience or 
viewers of "Open Mike". 

We thank you for taking the time to write to express your concerns. 

III. Additional Correspondence 

The complainant was unsatisfied with the broadcaster’s response and requested, on 
April 26, 2000, that the CBSC refer the matter to the National Specialty Service Panel 
for adjudication. On May 11, 2000, the complainant sent the following e-mail to the 
broadcaster: 

I would like to appeal your decision in the below matter. You will be notified shortly by my legal counsel. I 
am also requesting that all materials relating to this complaint be retained for further disclosure - including 
broadcast tapes of the March 17, 2000 show of Open Mike with Mike Bullard. I trust that you will notify all 
involved parties of this appeal and request.  

Given the complainant’s threat of legal action, the CBSC’s Executive Director sent the 
complainant the following e-mail, dated May 19, 2000: 

We have received your e-mail requesting confirmation of receipt of your Ruling Request. We hereby 
confirm that we have received your request and are processing your file accordingly. We have also been 
copied on your note to Mr. Robinson on May 11, 2000 which indicates that you would like to "appeal [his] 
decision" and that he would be notified shortly by your legal counsel. This has created some confusion as 
to your intentions in this matter. The CBSC is mandated to arbiter complaints between its broadcaster 
members and the viewing/listening public. At this time, no decision has yet been rendered by the CBSC in 
this matter. In fact, we are still in the process of reviewing your file.  



Please note though that any real threat of legal action may effectively take this matter out of our hands. 
We understand and respect the entitlement of any individual to choose the courts of the land as a method 
of resolving dispute; however, we consider that such a choice is incompatible with the CBSC's process. 
Pending or threatened legal proceedings stifle any potential dialogue between the complainant and the 
broadcaster, which is why the CBSC considers that it should not deal with matters which a complainant 
has chosen to bring before the courts.  

Please advise us if you intend to pursue legal action. Until such further notice, we will continue our 
investigation into the matter. 

The complainant responded with the following e-mail, dated May 25, 2000: 

I must apologize for my last email to you specifying involvement of legal counsel. I was under the 
impression that the response I had received from CTV was final and conclusive of my complaint. It eases 
me to know that the CBSC is still involved and conducting an investigation into the matter. I will therefore 
not proceed with any legal options available to me at this time. 

Once again, my apology. Thank you for your continued support. 

 


