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Broadcasting Complaints Commission

Coimisidn um Ghearain Chraolachain





Complaint made by: Mr. Raymond Deane  Ref. No. 250/05

	Station: 
 
	Programme:
  
	Date:

	RTÉ TV1
	‘The Late Late Show’
	18 November 2005


Complaint Summary:

Mr. Deane’s complaint under Section24(2)(a)(impartiality) of the Broadcasting Act 2001, refers to an interview with Walid Shoebat on 'The Late Late Show'.  He states that anybody familiar with the shady world of apologists for the illegal Israeli occupation of Palestinian territories, Shoebat and his “agent” Keith Davies are familiar figures, and are regarded as something of a sinister joke.  A little research should have revealed this fact.  Shoebat’s own website demonstrates that his activities are heavily endorsed by extreme US neo-conservatives such as Frank Gaffney.  Mr. Shoebat was allowed to make all kinds of outrageous claims and assertions that were detrimental to Palestinians, to Arabs and to Muslims in general, without Mr. Kenny once querying his sources or his authority.  Mr. Kenny himself stated: “What is the future, though, I mean, if you’ve got, they say, 250 million people [Shoebat interjects: Yes}…who want an end to Western civilisation”.  The context implied very clearly that Mr. Kenny was referring to Muslims.  It was unclear where he got the figure of 250 million, and what his grounds for making the claim were.  This was an assertion calculated to inflame feelings further against Muslims. 

He further states the whole programme came across as a piece of propaganda against Muslims and in favour of the official Israeli and US neo-conservative and Christian Zionist worldview.  

Station’s Response:

RTÉ in their response state that Mr. Shoebat was introduced by the programme presenter, Pat Kenny, in the following manner “What goes through the mind of a suicide bomber?...Walid Shoebat was a terrorist….he can understand the mindset of a bomber”.  It is RTÉ’s view that the interview was conducted in a completely impartial manner and that at no time did Mr. Kenny express any of his own views.  The introduction was not misleading.  The presenter gave the guest the opportunity to express his views on the Islamic world.  Mr. Kenny did not indicate his agreement or disagreement with the views Mr. Shoebat expressed.  He allowed members of the audience to hear what Mr. Shoebat had to say and to make up their own minds.  Viewers’ judgements are not based on hearing a single interview.  Knowledge and understanding is acquired over time.  Members of the public utilize already accumulated understanding and knowledge of events in assessing what they are hearing.  In this particular case, the audience would have already heard the former UN Commissioner on Refuges and Irish President Mary Robinson on the same programme explaining how the West has a lot to learn from Islamic traditions.

RTÉ, through the presenter of the programme adopted an entirely neutral attitude to what Mr. Shoebat was arguing.  What Mr. Deane interprets as the programme being partial is actually his disagreement with the views expressed by Mr. Shoebat.  Mr. Shoebat is as entitled as anyone else to express his views.  This is the basis of freedom of speech and freedom of expression.  

RTÉ is absolutely committed to presenting an inclusive understanding of contemporary Irish society and would not allow anything to be broadcast which could undermine tolerance and inclusion.  In this instance, they do not believe that allowing Mr. Shoebat to express his views did encourage racist or hatred.

Decision of the Commission:  

The Commission has considered the broadcast, the submissions made by the complainant and the broadcaster.  The complaint made by Mr. Raymond Deane has been rejected with reference to Section 24(2)(a)(impartiality) of the Broadcasting Act 2001.  This complaint relates to the segment of the programme in which a guest, Mr. Walid Shoebat, spoke about his life and his opinions on the Islamic world.  The viewer was made aware that Mr. Shoebat was a former terrorist.  The viewer was also aware that the views and opinions expressed were from his own perspective.  To explore the work of a prominent individual is a legitimate editorial decision for a broadcaster to make.  This programme regularly interviews well-known people about their lives.  The viewer is left to make his/her own judgement.  The presenter let Mr. Shoebat tell his story.  The presenter's style was relaxed and impartial and the tone of the interviewer was at all times temperate.  While the Commission would acknowledge that the wording of the particular sentence in question was regrettable, the manner in which it was asked, and given the context of the whole interview, did not give rise to partiality or bias on behalf of the presenter.  The Commission was of the opinion that the question was asked during this live broadcast simply to elicit information from the interviewee.  The complaint was rejected.
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