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Broadcasting Camplaints Commission




Complaint made by: Mr. Gorman, Ref. No. 99/03
	Station: 
 
	Programme:
  
	Date:

	
	
	

	Midlands Radio 3
	'All Things Considered'
	18th August 2003


Summary of Complaint:
Mr. Gorman's complaint, under Section 24(2)(f), slander, of the Broadcasting Act, 2001, refers to a comment he submitted to the show "All Things Considered" on Midlands Radio 3.  After the presenter John McDonald read his comment, he claims the presenter referred to him as a bigot with half baked comments.  Although his full name was not mentioned, Mr. Gorman believes his voice is well known locally as he regularly contributes to radio shows and, therefore, the listeners would know who was being spoken about.  He believes further remarks were made later in the programme but would need the tape of the show to verify this. He has been refused a copy of the tape by Midlands Radio 3.

Station’s Response:

Solicitors, Richard Kennedy & Co, responded on behalf of their client, Midlands Radio 3.

They state that as Mr. Gorman's comments were read out by the presenter of the show and Mr. Gorman himself was not live on air, it would be impossible for the listening public to identify the commenter.

On the question of the presenter's remarks about the commenter, i.e. that his comment was "hate filled" and that he would not let a "bigot" use his radio show for his "half baked ideas", Midlands Radio 3 state that although their presenter may have been more opinionated than is the normal style of the station, his comments were fair on a matter of such public concern. They further state that once a caller places his/her opinions in the public domain, he/she must expect others may publicly disagree with these opinions.

The solicitors believe there is no basis for this complaint.

Decision of the Commission:

The Broadcasting Complaints Commission rejected the complaint made by Mr. Gorman.  The Commission was of the view that Midlands Radio 3 did not infringe Section 24(2)(f) of the Broadcasting Act, 2001.  The comments of the presenter were considered to be fair.  However, it was noted that the particular piece in question could have been presented with more decorum.  

The complaint was rejected.
BCC Board Meeting, Jan 2004, Ref 99/03




