
 

 

 

EMAIL COMPLAINT TO STUFF 

Regarding article titled  

“Frustration as new 'Safe Areas' abortion law ineffective without application process in place” 
by Eda Tang, published April 27, 2022 

 

 

Email sent:  April 30, 2022 

 

Dear Editor, 

I am writing to complain about the biased reporting in the article “Frustration as new 'Safe Areas' abortion law 

ineffective without application process in place,” written by Eda Tang, and published on April 27, 2022. 

Family Life International NZ and our partnership with 40 Days for Life was specifically mentioned in the 

article yet we were not contacted for comment and to share our perspective.  This failure contravenes 

Stuff’s Editorial Code of Practice and Ethics, which states that “any subject of a news story who is facing 

criticism or allegations must be afforded reasonable right of reply before publication.” 

Specifically, allegations were made by abortion workers, and abortion advocates that we should have had 

the right of reply to, particularly because our organisation is the only one mentioned. 

Dr E Jan MacDonald contended that abortion should be accessed "without being approached or hassled or 

prayed for, or offered money to not go into the clinic". 

"There are situations where a person has managed to get in, even when a clinic is within a hospital setting, they've laid down 

in front of the door of the clinic within the hospital to try and prevent women from accessing the service." 

"Meanwhile protesters are still approaching our women and making a stressful situation even worse in some circumstances." 

Your journalist, Eda Tang wrote: “A staff nurse working in an abortion clinic, who did not wish to be named for 

personal safety, said women were harassed as they walked into the hospital where she worked. Some were offered $20 bills to 

not go through with the procedure, she said.” 

Terri Ballamark stated, “Anyone who goes to the abortion services with the intent of harassing people who are seeking a 

safe, routine, legal health procedure … are able to do whatever they like and scare people, intimidate people, make them feel 

bad and make them upset.” 

Further, throughout the article, people who gather outside abortion facilities to pray are labelled as 

“protestors.”   

In each of these comments an allegation or insinuation about intention is made, and it is inferred that our 

organisation, being the only one mentioned, are the perpetrators of this behaviour.  No effort has been 

made to verify with us any of the alleged happenings outside AMAC, or any other abortion facility in the 

country.   

Your Editorial Code of Practice and Ethics states that “journalists should strive to represent all significant 

sides to a story, to serve our audience with a balanced picture.”  Further, “we should not equate opinions 



with facts.”  Again, in regard to verification of facts, your Code states that “journalists must take all 

reasonable and practicable steps to satisfy themselves of the veracity of a witness account.” 

Your journalist has failed to apply these principles in the article. 

Family Life International is a pro-life organisation that has been in existence for 30 years.  We educate 

people about life issues from conception to natural death, and we serve mothers by providing a variety of 

support as required – both before and after birth – though our outreach, Gianna’s Choice Pregnancy 

Options and Support. 

Prayer is an essential part of our mission, and we regularly hold prayer vigils outside abortion facilities to 

pray in reparation to God for the injustice that happens inside these buildings.  The injustice is 

perpetrated on the preborn child whose life is violently ended, especially in surgical abortion, and on the 

mother who is made to feel that she has no other choice than to have an abortion.  The impact on many 

women, and families, can be felt many decades later. 

We do not hand out money to women going into abortion facilities.  We only approach those women 

who have indicated in some way to us that they would be open to a conversation, or to receiving 

information, and only those who are trained to do so can do this.  We talk respectfully, and with 

compassion to any person who approaches us as we are praying, including those who treat us with 

disrespect.   We do not enter abortion facilities, nor do we lay down our bodies in doorways.  All prayer 

vigil participants are required to sign a Statement of Peace.  Our only intention is to pray and to offer help 

to anyone who asks us for assistance. 

Prayer is not protest action.  Protest of abortion law should take place in appropriate locations, such as 

outside of Parliament.   

Further, prayer is not a prohibited behaviour in the Safe Area legislation.  The Committee were careful to 

note in their report to Parliament that in recommending that the legislation be passed, they did not intend 

to prohibit prayer outside abortion facilities. 

I note also, that the article was funded by NZ On Air.  On that account, the duty to provide unbiased and 

fair reporting is even greater. 

I request that the article be updated to provide a fairer representation of Family Life International, 40 

Days for Life, and the Safe Area legislation.  Further, I request that the journalist acknowledges publicly 

that we were not afforded a right of reply to the allegations and inferences of behaviour that reflect 

negatively on our organisation. 

Please do not hesitate to contact me for further comment. 

 

Kind regards, 

 
 
Michelle Kaufman 
Communications Director 
Family Life International NZ 
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