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Broadcasting Complaints Commission

Coimisidn um Ghearain Chraolachain





Complaint made by: Irish Media Review  Ref: 23/05
	Station: 
 
	Programme:
  
	Date:

	RTÉ Radio 1
	'1 o’clock News &

'Marian Finucane Show'
	31 January 2005

08 February 2005


Complaint Summary:

Mr. O’Driscoll’s complaint on behalf of Irish Media Review, under Section 24 (2)(a)(impartiality) of the Broadcasting Act 2001, refers to an item on the '1 o’clock news'.  An interview with the Ombudsman for children, Ms. Emily Logan, was conducted and Mr. O’Driscoll believes someone holding an opposing view should have also been interviewed during this item.

In a related complaint, Mr. O’Driscoll refers to an interview on the 'Marian Finucane Show' on 8 February 2005 during which two lesbians were allowed to express their views over the full one-hour show.  Again, he claims no-one was interviewed to give a different opinion.  This Mr. O’Driscoll believes, contravenes Section 24 (2)(a) impartiality.

Station’s Response:

RTÉ in their response state that Mr. O’Driscoll has requested his complaints to be considered related and in that context it would appear that in both cases the related element is that “no one was interviewed to give a different opinion”.  

The '1 O’Clock News' carried an interview with Emily Logan, Ombudsman for Children in which she outlined her submission to the All Party Oireachtas Committee looking at the constitution.  The role of the office of Ombudsman for Children is to promote the welfare and rights of children and it would seem perfectly correct to interview Ms. Logan about her submission to the Committee.  RTÉ query the need to interview someone with a “different opinion” and pose the question as to what would constitute a “different opinion”.  Someone opposed to children’s rights and against the welfare of children?  RTÉ believes this complaint is completely without substance.

Mr. O’Driscoll’s second and “related” complaint refers to the 'Marian Finucane Show' and a series of interviews with different gay and lesbian people who described what it was like to be gay and lesbian in rural Ireland.  RTÉ state that this programme was given over to gay and lesbian experiences and disputes the necessity to seek contributions from people who are not gay and lesbian or perhaps, as it appears, Mr. O’Driscoll would wish it included people who are opposed to gay and lesbian people.  If this is the case Mr. O’Driscoll appears to fail to recognise the legal rights conferred on gay and lesbian people and that, therefore, it is entirely unnecessary for RTÉ to “balance” programming with gay people and people who are opposed to gay people. The programme was a positive contribution to tolerance and understanding.

It is RTÉ’s view that both broadcasts fully conform to all statutory requirements in regard to impartiality and that Mr. O’Driscoll’s complaints should not be upheld.

Decision of the Commission:

The Broadcasting Complaints Commission rejected the complaint made by Mr. O'Driscoll.  The Commission was of the view that RTÉ did not infringe Section 24(2)(a)(impartiality).  The item broadcast on the '1 o'clock News' was an interview with the Ombudsman for Children on the submission her office made to the All Party Oireachtas Committee looking at the constitution.  As she is the head of the office, it is perfectly reasonable that she would speak on behalf of her office about their submission.  Such news issues are legitimate items for a broadcaster to cover.  Of interest to the Commission is that the broadcast was impartial.  In the opinion of the Commission, the interview was conducted in a fair and balanced manner with no evidence of editorial bias.  The views put forward by Ms. Logan were explored and questioned.  

In regard to the second broadcast, the 'Marian Finucane Show', the programme explored through interviews with gays and lesbians what life is like for them in rural Ireland.  This programme regularly covers stories/topics of a human interest nature and of day-to-day modern life, which are of public interest to listeners.  In this context, a listener can expect that issues affecting a particular community or group of people will be addressed.  The seeking and exploring of personal views and experiences of individuals is valid, informative and of public interest.  This broadcast presented an objective and informative discussion on what life is like in rural Ireland for a particular section of our community, in this case, gays and lesbians.

There was no evidence of partiality in these broadcasts.  The complaint was not upheld.
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