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Broadcasting Complaints Commission

Coimisidn um Ghearain Chraolachain





Complaint made by: Mr. Ciarán Mac Samhráin  Ref. No. 17/06
	Station: 
 
	Programme:
  
	Date:

	NewsTalk 106
	‘The Wide Angle’ with Karen Coleman
	22 January 2006


Complaint Summary:

Mr. Mac Samhráin’s complaint, under Section 24(2)(a)(impartiality) of the Broadcasting Act 2001, refers to a discussion concerning the Catholic Church in Ireland today, lasting over 10 minutes.  It was appallingly impartial with no positive nor simply even-handed statements made regarding the Catholic Church.  Whilst this may be acceptable from perhaps all of the guests, the presenter, Karen Coleman, made it abundantly clear that, not only was she in agreement with the viewpoints expressed, but was even more vehement about them was outrageous.  Mr. Mac Samhráin rang the programme and was offered the opportunity of airing his grievances live on-air, which he appreciated.  However, whilst this may be a good and fair professional approach, unless someone is trained and/or very well-practiced at public-speaking or similar, a person “in the right” can easily be made out to be “in the wrong” by broadcasters/presenters/voice journalists.
Mr. Mac Samhráin further states that he regarded the section on the Catholic Church as a discussion – it may have featured within an hour-long newspaper review programme and may have arose from one of four stories reviewed by the panelists but the panellists strayed from reviewing the particular newspaper(s) in question and discussed the Catholic Church in general terms in an outrageously one-sided fashion.  He further states Ms. Coleman read out a total of zero supportive listener comments.  Ms. Coleman gave a very brief mention of the fact that a listener (Mr. Mac Samhráin) had disagreed with some of the previously made comments.  Ms. Coleman in no way expanded upon the basis of such disagreement and ended by couching this small mention by stating words to the effect that they “were only expressing the widely held beliefs of the general public” – a gross mis-representation of the general public’s beliefs.
Station’s Response:

NewsTalk 106 in its response states that it was not a discussion concerning the Catholic Church in Ireland today but was part of the regular hour-long newspaper review conducted with a panel of contributors.  The review examines the main stories in the Sunday newspapers and how the various publications have chosen to treat each story.  The panel of reviewers was made up of Business and Finance Editor Constantine Guergiev, Sinn Féin Councillor Killian Forde and Sadhbh McCarthy, Consultant IT Specialist.  As part of the hour-long broadcast, four stories were reviewed by the panellists.  The newspaper review dealt with the 3-4 pages of coverage in the 'Sunday Independent' newspaper on a few members of the catholic clergy, including an opinion poll carried out by the newspaper.  NewsTalk 106 disagree with Mr. Mac Samhráin that there was “…no positive nor simply even handed statements made regarding the Catholic Church whatsoever”.  On a number of occasions the programme panellists gave informed and positive opinion on the future of the Church while the Presenter read out supportive listener comments.

Mr. Mac Samhráin contacted NewsTalk106 on the morning and was offered an opportunity to air his views live on the programme.  He declined this offer but his comments were read out by Karen Coleman.
Decision of the Commission:  

The Commission has considered the broadcast, the submissions made by the complainant and the broadcaster.  The broadcast item in question relates to the review of the main stories in the Sunday newspapers.  This included a panel discussion on articles dealing with a 73 year-old Priest who fathered a child with a younger woman and also included references to Bishop Eamon Casey.  The discussion started with one of the panellists questioning why these issues got such coverage.  A reference to a survey was made which asserted 70% of those polled were opposed to celibacy.  She asked what is the relevance of the coverage, who really cares?  Subsequently the issue of hypocrisy was discussed.  The panellists continued to discuss the contents of the newspaper articles.  They put forward their views and opinions on what the Church could do going forward.  The main thrust of the discussion was that society in general has moved on, and therefore, it may be time for the Catholic Church to reform.  On listening to the discussion, it was evident that it was based on the newspaper articles.  This is what a listener would expect.  This was a fair and unbiased discussion during which the panellists explored, and proffered their opinions, on the content of the articles as written and presented in the papers.  There was no evidence of editorial bias in this piece.  It was a factual discussion based on the reports, and a survey, contained in the newspapers that Sunday.  The complaint made by Mr. Mac Samhráin has been rejected with reference to Section 24(2)(a)(impartiality) of the Broadcasting Act 2001.
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