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Broadcasting Complaints Commission

Coimisidn um Ghearain Chraolachain





Complaint made by: Mr. Ivan Lynch                                                 Ref. No. 29/08 

	Station: 
 
	Programme:
  
	Date:

	98FM
	The Inbox with Alison and Paul
	28 January 2008


Complaint Summary:

Mr. Lynch’s complaint, submitted under Section 24(2)(d)(taste & decency: Code of Programme Standards, section 3.2.1 sexual conduct) relates to an item broadcast at approximately 9.40 p.m. featuring a “sex therapist”, who works for Hot Press magazine, giving her “tips” in the form of an on-air conversation with the two presenters. 

The complainant states the sex therapist started her piece by relating how she was in bed with her then boyfriend, who she had tied up and blindfolded.  She then went on to say that she proceeded to give him a “hand job”, but noticed that each time she touched him he flinched, because her hand was so cold.  The conversation went on to include the use of leather gloves, words like “balls” and “sex toys” and having orgasms with the help of goat weed.

Mr. Lynch states the liberal use of offensive language was bad enough, but to be using the airwaves to discuss what is a private and intimate act between two adults, in a deliberately vulgar and tasteless manner, was beyond his comprehension.

Station’s Response: 

98FM states that the show is aimed at their core audience of 25-39 year olds and deals with some topics that are clearly aimed at an adult audience.  While the show may discuss these items, it is not explicit or intended to shock.  The guest appears on the show once per month.  She is a sex columnist with Hot Press magazine, is clearly introduced as a sex columnist and the themes and topics discussed with her are usually of an adult nature.  This is part of the reason her segment does not run until well after 9 p.m..

While 98FM regrets any offence caused, they would also like to point out that there have been no other complaints about the item.  Sex and relationships form an important part of adult life, 98FM is a station that is aimed at adult listeners in Dublin.  It is, therefore, appropriate that these topics be discussed.  While the tone of the discussion in question may have been light-hearted, the earlier part of the hour had tackled quite a serious subject without any attempt at sensationalism. 

Decision of Commission:

The Commission has considered the broadcast, the submissions made by the complainant and the broadcaster.  The complaint concerns a discussion with a sex therapist.  One of the presenters informed the listeners that the main theme of the discussion during this particular broadcast would be ‘how to warm things up in the bedroom over the winter season’.  The subsequent discussion included sexual references and ideas for foreplay as submitted by the complainant.  A broadcaster is entitled to address such sexual issues in its programming.  What is important to the Commission, is that the broadcaster does so with due regard to the Code of Programme Standards.          

The Commission’s assessment of the complaint must include the time of broadcast and the target audience.   The Commission noted that the discussion was broadcast in the night-time schedule.  The Commission also noted that the sex therapist is a regular feature on the programme.  Regular listeners would therefore expect topics of a sexual nature to be addressed.  While the Commission acknowledges that some listeners may find such material distasteful, it is permissible content if presented with due care.  On hearing the broadcast, the Commission was of the view that the subject matter was treated responsibly, with no evidence of gratuitous or sensationalist content.  The humour, which was evident throughout the discussion, was a reflection of the ease and informality with which the presenters and the regular contributor to the show discussed sexual issues.  The broadcast was a matter of fact discussion about sexual issues; the whole tenor of the piece was to provide the listener with advice on sexual matters.  

Given the time of broadcast, the audience expectations and the non-gratuitous manner in which the subject matter was treated, the content of the discussion was editorially justified and within acceptable standards.  The complaint was rejected with regard to Section 24(2)(d)(taste & decency: Code of Programme Standards, section 3.2.1 sexual conduct).
BCC Complaint Decisions, April 2008

1/2

[image: image1.jpg]