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Broadcasting Complaints Commission

Coimisidn um Ghearain Chraolachain





Complaint made by:  Mr. Rory Connor – Ref No. 237/04

	Station: 
 
	Programme:
  
	Date:

	RTÉ TV1
	'Song for A Raggy Boy'
	20 October 2004


Summary of Complaint:

Mr. Connor's complaint, under Section 24(b)(law & order) of the Broadcasting Act 2001, relates to the broadcast of the film 'Song for a Raggy Boy' which he believes constitutes incitement to hatred in that it contains false allegations of child abuse and child murder directed against the Catholic Church. 

Mr. Connor states that the film is meant to be based on the "memoirs" of the writer Patrick Galvin and indeed Patrick Galvin is included in the credits for the film.  The film depicts a Brother kicking a boy, Liam Mercier, to death.  This was meant to refer to the William Delaney affair following which the media here howled obscenities at the Christian Brothers concerning the alleged murder of the boy in 1970.  This boy's body was subsequently exhumed and the coroner confirmed death by natural causes and the media dropped the story.  

Mr. Connor states the broadcast of this film may reasonably be regarded as being likely to promote or incite to crime.  Specifically, it may reasonably be regarded as promoting hatred of the Catholic Church which is a crime under the Prevention of Incitement to Hatred Act 1989.

Station’s Response:

RTÉ in their response state that Mr. Connor's complaint refers to a multiple prize-winning film made in 2002 and first shown in cinemas in 2003. The transmission by RTÉ in October 2004 was the first television broadcast of the film.  RTÉ point out that the film is a work of fiction based on a memoir of actual events.  Allowing for dramatic licence therefore, everything depicted in the film does not have to be fully accurate.  

RTÉ state that this film was shown post-watershed and given a "Mature Audience" rating.  The caption informing viewers of this was broadcast on the opening of the film.  In addition the presentation announcement that prefaced the broadcast informed viewers that the film contained material, which some viewers might find disturbing.  At the end of the broadcast RTÉ carried a presentation announcement directing viewers affected by events portrayed in the film to appropriate helplines and information on counselling.  RTÉ emphatically deny any anti-Catholic motivation in the decision to broadcast this film.  The theme of the film, abuse of children by religious institutions, is a difficult theme, however, despite Mr. Connor's denials, there is considerable evidence of systematic and endemic abuse of children in religious institutions over several decades.  There is no incitement to crime in the film.  The events portrayed occurred 65 years ago.  RTÉ cannot see the connection between a recreation of events over half a century ago with any incitement to commit crime today.  To accept a link between hatred of the Catholic Church today would be equivalent to saying that the film depicting atrocities in Nazi concentration camps in the 1940s is an incitement to hatred of contemporary Germans.  This is nonsense and illogical.  RTÉ, therefore, does not accept that any obligations under the broadcasting legislation or any other legislation was breached by the transmission of 'Song for a Raggy Boy'.
Decision of the Commission:

The Broadcasting Complaints Commission rejected the complaint made by Mr. Rory Connor.  The Commission was of the view that RTÉ did not infringe Section 24(2)(b)(law & order).  'Song for a Raggy Boy' is a film and as such is a work of fiction.  Therefore, the Commission could not consider the issue of law and order based on the premise that some of the events portrayed did not happen.  What was of concern to the Commission, given the subject matter of the film, was that it was broadcast at an appropriate time with a suitable pre-transmission warning about the content.  The film in question was broadcast in the night-time schedule and there was a pre-transmission warning alerting viewers as to the content.  Therefore, the Commission was of the opinion that the broadcast of this film was within acceptable standards.  The complaint was not upheld.
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