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Broadcasting Complaints Commission

Coimisidn um Ghearain Chraolachain





Complaint made by: Mr. Jerome G.J. O’Leary           Ref. Nos. 309/07 & 310/07 

	Station: 
 
	Programme:
  
	Date:

	Cork’s 96FM & 103FM
	The Neil Prendeville Show
	 19 & 22 October 2007


Complaint Summary:

Mr. O’Leary’s complaint, submitted under Sections 24(2)(a)(fairness, objectivity and impartiality in current affairs) and  24(2)(d)(taste & decency: Code of Programme Standards – Section 3.4.2, persons and groups in society, discrimination) relates to two programmes of The Neil Prendeville Show.  Both shows related to the 2007 Rugby World Cup Final being held in Paris on Sunday 21 October, 2007.  Mr. O’Leary states that the presenter, Neil Prendeville, held strong biased views.  

On 19 October, he expressed strong anti-English views, which he is entitled to have in a personal capacity.  As a presenter, who is listened to by a wide radio listenership in Cork City and County, he should give an unbiased view.  Throughout the programme on Friday, he fired people up to express extreme anti-English/British views.  The more extreme the callers, emails and texts, the better.  There were a number of various vile disgusting comments made by callers to which he then added to by reading out the emails and texts he received.  Anyone who tried to support the English Rugby side or a British view were derided or cut off.  The entire three hour show was devoted to this topic.

On Monday 22 October, he tried to redress Friday’s programme in a very half- hearted manner and did not spend even half of the three hours on redressing the biasness of Friday’s programme.  He states radio stations have a responsibility to ensure fairness.  These two programmes did not.

Mr. O’Leary also states he is Irish but was born in England.  He has seen the other side and it is not pleasant and to listen to such anti-English/British views is not pleasant.  Broadcasters have a responsibility to stop racist views being expressed through a media vehicle such as Cork’s 96FM & 103FM.

Station’s Response: 

Cork’s 96FM & 103FM state that during the first show, a South African gentleman living in Cork was being interviewed ahead of the South Africa versus England game in the Rugby World Cup.  In the course of the interview, the presenter Neil Prendeville commented that he would be supporting South Africa in the game.  He went on to make the observation that “many Irish people support English Premiership teams but never seem to support the English national sides”.  He wondered why that was.  This sparked some debate with callers and texters who held views on both sides being aired.

The presenter stressed a number of times that he was not anti-English and felt it would be a huge disappointment if the English national soccer team didn’t qualify for the European Championships.  Cork’s 96FM & 103FM state that they could not find anything racist during the broadcasts.  There were views expressed by listeners with which the Station did not agree.  But for Cork’s 96FM & 103FM to have censored those would have led to bias, which is what the complainant is arguing against.

Cork’s 96FM & 103FM strongly contest that Neil Prendeville was “biased….and fired people in the listening audience to express extreme anti-English/British views”.  As always, the presenter did an outstanding job of dealing with the callers and texts and ensuring fairness.  He remained thoroughly professional throughout.

Decision of the Commission:  
The Commission has considered the broadcast, the submissions made by the complainant and the broadcaster.  The Commission noted that the discussion in question concerned a forthcoming Rugby World Cup final between England and South Africa.  In the opening section of the programme on the 19 October, the presenter spoke to a South African about the game and the caller stated ‘I would like to call on your listeners to support South Africa’.  The presenter then stated that given Ireland’s propensity to ‘support anyone against England’ he thought ‘most Irish people will support South Africa’.  The Commission noted that the first programme was not totally devoted to this discussion as submitted by the complainant.  The World Cup was one of many topics that was addressed throughout the programme.  In assessing this complaint the Commission had to have regard to Section 3.4.2 of the Code of Programme Standards which states, ‘programme material shall not support or condone discrimination against any person or section of the community..’.  
On hearing this broadcast, the Commission was of the opinion that the discussion was typical of the discourse one hears when sporting events are the focus.  The Commission also noted that the tone was at all times controlled and well-mannered, based mainly on banter.  The presenter repeatedly said that politics should be left out of the discussion.  England were playing in the final and the presenter said that he couldn’t understand why Irish people support premiership clubs, but not the national English team.  He said he was supporting South Africa because he preferred how they played rugby.  The presenter made such statements, asked questions, to generate discussion and elicit information from callers.  There were a number of callers put on-air and both sides of the discussion got a fair hearing.  For example, some callers said as we live in the Northern Hemisphere, we should support Northern Hemisphere rugby.  Another said as the Irish players participate in the Lions, we should support their colleagues on the English team.  The presenter permitted all callers to express their views and opinions and all were treated in the same manner.  There was no evidence that callers who said they were supporting England were derided or cut short by the presenter.  

This was a discussion about a sporting event.  The tone and manner of the presentation was at all times responsible and temperate.  The discussion on the topic in both programmes, and the texts read out by the presenter, reflected the views and opinions from both sides in a fair and balanced manner.  The presenter addressed the commonly held opinion that Irish people in general tend to support anyone against England.  He asked questions to elicit information and to generate debate in a reasonable and moderate manner.  In the opinion of the Commission, these broadcasts did not contain any material which could be considered to condone or support discrimination.  The complaint was rejected with regard to Sections 24(2)(a)(fairness, objectivity and impartiality in current affairs) and 24(2)(d)(taste & decency: Code of Programme Standards; 3.4.2 discrimination).
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