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Broadcasting Complaints Commission

Coimisidn um Ghearain Chraolachain





Complaint made by:  Mr. Diarmuid McElligot     Ref. No. 218/05
	Station: 
 
	Programme:
  
	Date:

	TV3
	Advertisement – Lacoste Pour Homme 
	19 November 2005


Complaint Summary:

Mr. McElligot's complaint, submitted under Section 24(e)(advertising codes), relates to an advertisement for 'Lacoste Pour Homme' which he found offensive.  There was a full length view of a naked man in the advertisement.  This advertisement was shown at a time when families were watching television and his two young girls (aged 7 & 11) were appalled and shocked to 'see a man's butt on the TV' (to quote his 7 year old).

Station’s Response:

TV3 in their response state that the advertisement referred to does show the back of a naked man, completely in context.  The advertisement is for male cosmetics and is shot in black and white in an art house style.  Appropriate classical music is also used.  The product is aimed at a sophisticated audience.  TV3 does not have children's programming and its programming is aimed at an adult audience.  The programming at this time on a weekend evening is primarily 'sitcom' in nature and is aimed at a mature audience and deals with adult situations.

Advertiser's Response:
The advertising agency states that it is not aware of any time restrictions/watershed placed on their 'Lacoste Pour Homme' advertising on TV3.  They would advise that if the advertisement is upsetting viewers, the broadcaster should take another look at the copy to see if it needs restrictions placed on it.

Decision of the Commission:

The Commission has considered the broadcast, the submissions made by the complainant, the broadcaster and the advertiser.  The complaint made by Mr. Diarmuid McElligot has been rejected with reference to Section 24(2)(e)(advertising codes) of the Broadcasting Act, 2001.  In reaching this decision, the Commission had regard to the time of broadcast and the non-gratuitous nature of the advertisement.  In regard to the content of the advertisement, the brief images of the naked man were not used in a provocative, gratuitous or indecent manner.  They were simply brief images of a naked man from the back as he went around his home.  Given the time of the broadcast and the non-provocative nature of the content, the Commission was of the opinion that this advertisement would not cause widespread offence.  The complaint was rejected.
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