
 

 
 

COMPLAINT NUMBER 17/271 

COMPLAINANT A Kenyon 

ADVERTISER Royal Forest and Bird Protection 
Society of New Zealand Inc  

ADVERTISEMENT Royal Forest and Bird Protection 
Society of New Zealand Inc, 
Television 

DATE OF MEETING 14 August 2017 

OUTCOME No Grounds to Proceed 

 
 
Advertisement:  The Forest and Bird television advertisement advocating the organisation 
states "This is Ruatanwhi Park and the Makaroro River.  The government tried to pave the 
way for a damn that would destroy part of Ruatanwhi.  Forest and Bird fought to save this 
forest and with thousands of supporters we won!  Ruatanwhi is safe.  But the fight isn’t over. 
New Zealand’s forests and rivers are in serious trouble.  Please donate today and help 
defend nature.”  
 
The Acting Chair ruled there were no grounds for the complaint to proceed. 
 
Complainant, A Kenyon, said:  Forest and Bird advertisement on the Ruatanwhi dam in the 
Hawkes bay... It was not the Nz Govenment that took this case to Court as stated in this 
advertisement......Forest and bird took the Local body to court that was trying to have the 
Dam built. 
 
The relevant provisions were Code of Ethics - Basic Principle 4, Rule 11, Rule 2.  
 
The Acting Chair noted the Complainant’s concern that the advertisement had falsely 
stated that the New Zealand Government had taken the Ruatanwhi Dam case to court. 
 
The Acting Chair reviewed the advertisement’s script and confirmed wording used was as 
follows: “The government tried to pave the way for a dam that would destroy part of 
Ruatanwhi.  Forest and Bird fought to save this forest and with thousands of supporters, we 
won!” 
  
The Acting Chair ruled the advocacy advertisement did not contain any factual inaccuracies 
and had been prepared with a due sense of social responsibility to consumers.  There was 
no apparent breach of the Code of Ethics 
 
Accordingly, the Acting Chair ruled there were no grounds for the complaint to proceed. 
 
 
Acting Chair’s Ruling: Complaint No Grounds to Proceed 
 


