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Broadcasting Complaints Commission

Coimisidn um Ghearain Chraolachain





Complaint made by: Mr. Donal Doyle                                  Ref. No. 56/08 & 57/08 

	Station: 
 
	Programme:
  
	Date:

	RTÉ  One
	Six One News 
	4 February 2008


Complaint Summary:

Mr. Doyle’s complaint, submitted under Sections 24(2)(d)(taste & decency: Code of Programme Standards, section 3.5.2 undue distress) and (c)(unreasonably encroach on the privacy of an individual) of the Broadcasting Act 2001, relates to an item broadcast on the Six One News in respect of the death of Mr. Doyle’s son.  Mr. Doyle states at approximately 11 a.m. (Spanish time), his son was murdered in Spain.  Neither he nor his family were informed by any of the relevant authorities.  When viewing the Six One News, the reporter, Paul Reynolds, named his son, showing photos of him and described crimes he was suspected of committing.  Mr. Doyle states his family were not approached during the day and the item caused both himself and his family extreme distress.  He feels that by not being contacted by RTÉ, his basic right to privacy has been infringed.

Station’s Response: 

RTÉ in its response states that the news item did not broadcast Patrick Doyle’s name.  In the report by RTÉ’s Crime Correspondent, Paul Reynolds, Mr. Doyle was not named.  Neither was his photograph shown.  He was described as a prominent Irish drugs trafficker, aged 25-30, originally from Dublin’s north inner city.  This information may have led the Doyle family to identify their son. But he was not named.  RTÉ understands that other broadcasters did name Patrick Doyle during the course of the afternoon, but they are adamant that they did not name him until the main evening news at 9 p.m..

Mr. Reynolds, in preparing his report for the Nine O’Clock News, reported from outside the Doyle family home in a recorded piece-to-camera at approximately 8.15 p.m..  There was a Garda presence outside the Doyle house and RTÉ is confident that the Doyle family must have known, formally, about the death of their son, by that time.

RTÉ reported a matter of public interest in an objective, calm and timely manner.  The images in the report from Spain were of bullet holes in a car’s body and windscreen, police and emergency services activities.  There were no images that could possibly be regarded as breaches of taste and decency.

Decision of Commission:

The Commission has considered the broadcast, the submissions made by the complainant and the broadcaster.  The complaint concerns the reporting of the murder of an Irish man in Spain.  The Commission noted that during the report the name of the victim was not mentioned.  There were also no photographs of the victim shown.  The newsreader reported that ‘a prominent Irish drugs trafficker is believed to have been shot dead in Spain.  The man who is in twenties was originally from Dublin’s North Inner City.  It is believed he was shot near Esteponia on the Costa del Sol this afternoon.  A second Irish criminal is reported to have been injured in the attack’.  A report from Paul Reynolds was then shown.  In this report he gave details of the shooting and informed the viewer of the backgrounds of the Irish men shot, the details of which he received from Garda sources.  Mr. Reynolds never mentioned the victim’s name, nor did he show a photograph of him.

The Commission would acknowledge the highly sensitive nature of the subject matter for the complainant and the Commission can understand his reaction to the report.    However, at no stage during the Six One News was the victim’s name mentioned, or his picture shown.  The report explained that the victim was well known to Gardaí, that he was a suspected drugs trafficker.  He had been killed in a gangland type shooting, when he and two other Irish men were shot at in a four-wheel drive by a number of gunmen from another car.  Such criminal activities are widely reported in the news and are of public interest.  

There were no references to the family in the broadcast.  All the detail related specifically to the victim of the shooting, who was not identified by name.  On this basis, the issue of the unreasonable encroachment on the privacy of the family is not valid as submitted by the complainant.  

The Commission was of the view that the content was editorially justified and that the report was presented in a responsible and moderate manner.  The complaint was rejected with regard to Sections 24(2)(d)(taste & decency: Code of Programme Standards, section 3.5.2 undue distress) and (c)(unreasonably encroach on the privacy of an individual).
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