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Broadcasting Complaints Commission

Coimisidn um Ghearain Chraolachain





Complaint made by: Mr. Frank Cosgrove                                         Ref. No. 40/08 

	Station: 
 
	Programme:
  
	Date:

	RTÉ  One
	Questions and Answers 
	4 February 2008


Complaint Summary:

Mr. Cosgrove’s complaint, submitted under Section 24(2)(a)(fairness, objectivity and impartiality in current affairs) of the Broadcasting Act 2001, relates to an item broadcast on Questions and Answers about the draft Government Bill on Immigration.

He states the discussion on this topic was dominated by two Africans, one on the panel and the other in the audience, who were given a free run and all the time they wanted by the Chairman.  On the other hand, when a member of the audience suggested that non-nationals, with criminal records, should be deported, they were summarily dismissed by Mr. Bowman.

RTÉ will argue that the Minister – who back-peddled continuously – provided the opposition.  This was not the case.  He states a significant section of the Irish population believe that it is long past time to tackle the immigration question and the first stage of that process must be open discussion.  Back-peddling politicians or blathering journalists are not articulating the arguments for this section of Irish society.  

Station’s Response: 
RTÉ states that the programme on 4 February consisted of two politicians, Micheál Martin T.D., Minister for Enterprise, Trade and Employment and Pat Rabbitte T.D., Labour Party Spokesperson on Justice.  There were also two journalists on the panel, Michael Kelly, Deputy Editor of the Irish Catholic Newspaper and Eamon Delaney, Editor of Magill Magazine.  The fifth panellist was Benedicta Attoh who is a member of the National Consultative Committee on Racism and Interculturalism.  This panel were selected to field a number of topics put to them by a studio audience.

It is RTÉ’s view that the panel was well balanced to cover this topic - the Government and Opposition were represented, the two journalists offered different perspectives.  Ms. Attoh was primarily chosen to be on the panel because of her position on the racism committee.   When the topic of the Bill was discussed, a range of views about the Bill were voiced.  The question was asked by an African man who had been granted asylum in Ireland.  A number of other audience members contributed their views.  

It is RTÉ’s view that the discussion on the Immigration Bill fulfilled all requirements in regard to impartiality.  A range of viewpoints were heard, the chairman expressed no views of his own.  Not every view can be articulated in a discussion that lasts about 15 minutes, but this doesn’t mean that the discussion was not balanced and fair.

Decision of Commission:

The Commission has considered the broadcast, the submissions made by the complainant and the broadcaster.  The discussion in question was in response to a question from a member of the audience.  The Commission noted that this is the format of Questions & Answers.  The question asked was, ‘Is it fair to imprison or detain people who are coming to Ireland seeking protection’.  The Chairperson, Mr. Bowman, informed the viewers of the context of the question, ‘this is in connection with the Government’s proposed new law on Immigration’.   In the subsequent discussion, the Chairperson controlled the contributions in a fair and professional manner.  Each panel member was permitted sufficient time to air their views and opinions.  The Chairperson also asked questions to elicit information and generate debate.  Both sides of the argument received a fair hearing.  

On viewing the broadcast, the Commission was of the opinion that the Chairperson dealt with each contributor in an even-handed and fair manner.  There was no evidence of unfair treatment as submitted by the complainant.  The Chairperson ensured that the discussion dealt with both sides of the argument fairly.  The broadcast content was objective and impartial.  There was no evidence of editorial bias.  The complaint was rejected with regard to Section 24(2)(a)(fairness, objectivity and impartiality in current affairs).
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