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Broadcasting Complaints Commission

Coimisidn um Ghearain Chraolachain





Complaint made by Mr. Bill Wilmot   Ref: 139/05

	Station: 
 
	Programme:
  
	Date:

	RTÉ TV 1 
	‘Show me the Money’
	24 February 2005


Complaint Summary:

Mr. Wilmot’s complaint under Section 24(2)(c)(privacy) refers to the broadcasting of footage showing the house he rents to a tenant, on prime time television.  Mr. Wilmot claims that during an interview on this show with his tenant, who was outlining her financial problems to the presenter Eddie Hobbs, his premises was clearly identified. He strongly objects to having his private commercial arrangements with his tenant broadcast in this way.  He believes RTÉ should not have identified his property by filming both inside and outside in the manner that occurred. He claims they used his property as a free “film set” thereby producing a very attractive programme on the cheap but without consideration of his privacy. Furthermore, Mr. Wilmot believes that the discussion with his tenant relating to the level of rent being paid for his property gave the clear impression that the rent was excessive. He claims this has damaged his commercial interests as it has proved very difficult to secure another tenant as the property now has the label of “that expensive property shown on “Show me the Money” programme. The matter is further complicated as the property is the subject of a C.P.O. and as such Mr. Wilmot claims, this will damage his compensation claim.

Mr. Wilmot believes RTÉ should have sought his permission before screening the programme.  He believes RTÉ were not entitled to screen this programme in the manner they did and should be accountable for their actions.

Broadcaster’s Response:

RTÉ in their response state that this programme featured a lady who was living in rented accommodation belonging to Mr. Wilmot.  Her expenditure exceeded her income and part of that expenditure was the rent she was paying to Mr. Wilmot.  Details of this were given in the programme and also included were images of where she was living.

RTÉ states there is no obligation to obtain the permission of a landlord to film on a premises.  The independent production company who made the programme had the tenant’s permission and this was sufficient.  RTÉ constantly films in premises without the landlord’s permission but with the permission of the tenant.  If the landlord’s permission was also required each time RTÉ sent into an office block or apartment block to film, it would be necessary to determine who the landlord is and seek permission.  RTÉ believes the permission of the tenant is sufficient. 

As the purpose of this programme is to advise the participants on means of reducing their expenditure, information on the amount of rent paid is essential. As there was no clause in the lease agreement in this case referring to the non disclosure of rent, RTÉ believes it acted properly in this regard.  

RTÉ also reject the claim that the programme could in any way have damaged Mr. Wilmot’s ability to rent out is property or could in any way impact on any settlement in a compulsory purchase order.

Decision of the Commission:

The Commission has considered the broadcast, and the submissions made by the complainant and the response of the programme makers.  The Commission notes that the programme dealt with the financial circumstances of a female barrister in the Limerick area.  On viewing the programme it was evident to members of the Commission that the programme was designed to deal with addressing the financial circumstances of the interviewee, and the interviewee only.  

Further, in relation to the complaint concerning infringement of the complainant’s right to privacy, the Commission believes that these were not infringed in this instance.  Having reviewed the broadcast material, the Commission is not satisfied that there is evidence of an invasion of privacy in this broadcast.  The Commission has therefore rejected the complainant’s complaint.  

Conclusion:

The Broadcasting Complaints Commission rejected the complaint made by Mr. Bill Wilmot.  The Commission was of the view that RTÉ did not infringe the privacy regulations.  The programme dealt with the financial circumstances of a female barrister in the Limerick area.  The context in which the rent was discussed was from the financial circumstances of the interviewee only.  There was no evidence of an invasion of privacy in this broadcast.  The complaint was rejected.
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