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Broadcasting Complaints Commission

Coimisidn um Ghearain Chraolachain





Complaint made by: Mr. Patrick Hennessy                                 Ref. No. 290/07 

	Station: 
 
	Programme:
  
	Date:

	RTÉ Two
	Naked Camera
	 22 October 2007


Complaint Summary:

Mr. Hennessy’s complaint, submitted under Section 24(2)(d)(taste & decency: Code of Programme Standards – Section 3.3.1, course and offensive language) relates to the programme Naked Camera.  The episode referred to, broadcast at 9.30pm, is one where the comedian P.J. Gallagher, dressed as an old lady, accosts a member of the public at the Dublin Fruit Market. The complainant states that the language used in this episode far transcends the bounds of ‘ribald comment’ and offends public decency.   

Mr. Hennessy emphasises that his complaint is in relation to this particular episode of Naked Camera and not with the programme as a whole.  He found the episode outrageously and grossly offensive in relation to public decency, to such a degree, that he believes that it renders it in breach of the watershed.

Mr. Hennessy submitted a complaint to the BCC when this episode was first broadcast in April of this year.  At that time, the Code of Programme Standards had not been implemented, therefore, the BCC could not deal with the complaint. However, the BCC forwarded the complaint to RTÉ and requested that under the circumstances, the station would deal directly with the complainant.

Station’s Response: 

RTÉ state that it received a complaint from Mr. Hennessy when the programme was first aired in April 2007.  Correspondence continued until June of this year (copies of all correspondence attached).  The programme was rebroadcast and Mr. Hennessy’s new complaint comes under the BCI Code now in place.

RTÉ states that Naked Camera is a comedy programme based on sketches where characters approach members of the public and subject them to outrageous or bizarre behaviour.  At the end of the recording, the members of the public are told that they have been the subject of a prank and if they are agreeable, part of that prank may be broadcast in the final edited version of the programme.  The audience is very familiar with the genre and accept the humour of the sketches.  The programme is broadcast after the watershed on RTÉ Two. Naked Camera is aimed at an adult audience and is categorised as “MA” (Mature Audience) which is described as a typical “post-watershed” programme which might contain scenes of sexual activity or violence, or the dialogue might be profane. 

RTÉ appreciates that some viewers may find the individual aspects of some sketches offensive.  However, the programme is also hugely popular and is watched by over 400,000 viewers.  By broadcasting the programme after the watershed RTÉ offers viewers a choice.  At the same time as Naked Camera is broadcast on RTÉ Two, ‘Living the Dream’ is broadcast on RTÉ One.  This programme is categorised as “GA” (General Audience).  It is quite clear that Naked Camera is not a programme that would satisfy all tastes.  Mr. Hennessy finds it offensive, yet at the same time, it won the 2007 award as the Best Entertainment Programme at the Irish Film and Television Awards (IFTA).  RTÉ believes this acknowledges the diversity of taste as referred to in the Code of Programme Standards.  By commissioning and broadcasting this series, RTÉ is acknowledging ‘the diversity of tastes and interests of the audience and facilitating that diversity’. 

Decision of the Commission:  
The Commission has considered the broadcast, the submissions made by the complainant and the broadcaster.  The Commission noted that Naked Camera is a comedy series which is based on hidden camera sketches.  The series follows disguised comedians who play pranks on unsuspecting members of the public.  The reactions of the member of the public are recorded by hidden camera and then, if he/she agrees, the film, or an edited version of the prank, is played during the series.  This particular complaint relates to a prank involving the ‘Dirty Auld One’ character as ‘she’ tries to chat up a man in a fruit market.  The Commission would acknowledge that some viewers could consider that the language and sexual references used were quite coarse.  However, the Commission must assess the sketch with regard to certain contextual factors including; the time of broadcast, the type of programme, the broadcaster’s classification and audience expectations.  

The Commission noted that the programme was broadcast at 9.30 p.m. and was given an ‘MA’ (mature audience) classification by the broadcaster.  The series has been broadcast since 1995 and it has a well established brand of humour.  While some may have found the language distasteful, the Commission was of the view that the content was within the expectations of regular viewers to the programme.  It was clear to the viewer that the sketch was farcical, a total send up.  It was also in keeping with the character of the ‘Dirty Auld One’.  In assessing the complaint, the Commission had to have regard to Section 3.3.1 coarse and offensive language; -

‘As a general rule, broadcasters shall have due regard to the appropriateness of, and/or justification for, the inclusion of coarse and/or offensive language in programming.’

The language in the sketch was typical of the type of language used by the character of the ‘Dirty Auld One’.  As ‘her’ name suggests, ‘her’ language can be somewhat lewd and full of sexual innuendo.  While some would consider the language to be vulgar, the regular audience would expect the humour of the character to be based on the use of such language and sexual innuendo.  It could be said to be part of ‘her’ character.  Therefore, the Commission was of the view that the inclusion of the language was justified.  The Commission would agree with the complainant that nothing will save a programme if it has gone too far.  However, given the time of broadcast, the ‘MA’ classification, the well-known nature of the series and the particular character, the content in the sketch was unlikely to cause widespread offence.  On this basis, the complaint was rejected with reference to Section 24(2)(d)(taste & decency; Code of Programme Standards, section 3.3.1, coarse and offensive language).
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