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Broadcasting Camplaints Commission




Complaint made by: Mr. Eoin McMahon, Ref. No. 152/03
	Station: 
 
	Programme:
  
	Date:

	
	
	

	RTÉ TV 1
	'The Underworld'
	3rd November, 2003


Summary of Complaint:
Mr. McMahon’s complaint, under Section 24(2)(a), impartiality, of the Broadcasting Act, 2001, relates to the programme, 'The Underworld', broadcast on 3rd November, 2003.  Mr. McMahon states that employees of RTÉ, engaged in hosting current affairs programmes, should not give speeches proffering personal opinions especially where there are RTÉ cameras present.  Joe Duffy gave a subjective speech at a Clondalkin Drugs Centre in which he vehemently expounded on the ills of society and which gave the impression that he was accepting of drugs crime as it was a result of (alleged) inequity in society.  His speech could have been uttered as a party political broadcast by a hard-line socialist party, campaigning for the overthrow of the State.  

He further states that the tenor of the speech provides evidence of his own political bias, which is regularly displayed on his programmes, and which is the reason that he never criticises the perpetrators of crimes against the person or property.  Parallel Films refused to tell Mr. McMahon whether Mr. Duffy knew in advance of the filming of the ceremony.

Station’s Response:

RTÉ in its response state that 'The Underworld' was a two part documentary by RTÉ’s Independent Production Unit from Parallel Films.  The programmes set out to investigate organised crime in Ireland and the use of violence by gangs involved in drugs crime.  The programme included a one minute and thirty second extract of Mr. Duffy’s opening speech where he stated that Irish society had gone through unparalleled social change and that as a society that change had been managed dreadfully.  One of the reasons why places like Clondalkin suffered so much was that there was no planning.  There were no community centres, no schools, and no youth clubs.  He went on to say that no brown envelopes had changed hands for the people of Clondalkin and as a result lives had been lost.

Mr. Duffy was speaking in his personal capacity at the opening of the centre.  He had been invited to perform the opening ceremony because of his association with the area.  RTÉ had no knowledge of Mr. Duffy’s invitation.  Mr. Duffy was quite clearly not speaking on behalf of RTÉ and what he said had not been cleared in advance by anyone in RTÉ.  Mr. Duffy was asked in his personal capacity to perform an opening ceremony.  He saw that there were television cameras there.  He had no editorial control over the use to which the extracts would be used.  He was exercising his rights as a citizen to express his views.  He did not consider the relevance or the usage to which the images would be put in any subsequent programming.

Decision of the Commission:

The Broadcasting Complaints Commission rejected the complaint made by Mr. McMahon.  The Commission was of the view that RTÉ did not infringe Section 24(2)(a) of the Broadcasting Act, 2001.  Mr. Duffy was speaking in a personal capacity and as such, he was not representing RTÉ.
The complaint was rejected.
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