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Broadcasting Complaints Commission

Coimisidn um Ghearain Chraolachain





Complaint made by:  Dr. Sandra Quinn                                Ref. No. 200/08
	Station: 
 
	Programme:
  
	Date:

	Q102
	More Music Breakfast Show
	29 May 2008


Complaint Summary:

Dr. Quinn’s complaint, submitted under Sections 24(2)(a)(fairness, objectivity & impartiality in current affairs) and 24(2)(d)(Code of Programme Standards - section 2.1 general community standards) relates to comments made by the presenter on the show.  Dr. Quinn states the female presenter, Debbie Allen, said that she ‘agreed’ with comments made recently by Sharon Stone which indicated that the earthquake in China, which resulted in multiple deaths of adults and children, was ‘karma’ for China’s treatment of Tibet.  Dr. Quinn found these comments insensitive, distasteful and offensive.  She also states that Ms. Allen referred to the fact that she had previously told someone that ‘karma’ was the reason for the earthquake and pointed out that she had said this before Ms. Stone had passed the remark.
Station’s Response:

Q102 states the complaint refers to an item within the Q102 ‘More Music Breakfast Show’.  Programme presenters Debbie Allen and Dave Harrington made reference to the banning of Sharon Stone’s movies in China on foot of her remarks regarding the Chinese earthquake being ‘Karma’ for China’s treatment of Tibet.  The item was entertainment led rather than editorial.  Dave Harrington can be clearly heard dismissing Ms. Stone as a ‘silly woman’.  Debbie Allen’s throwaway remark about the matter could not be interpreted as a statement of fact or supportive of Ms. Stone’s views.  

Decision of Commission:

The Commission has considered the broadcast, the submissions made by the complainant and the broadcaster.  The complaint concerns a comment made by the female presenter.  The Commission noted that the programme is music driven and interspersed with comment and banter from the two presenters.  The repartee between the two sets the tone, which is one of humour and general chit-chat.  Regular listeners would be familiar with the style and the light nature of the content.  

On hearing this particular broadcast, the Commission was of the opinion that the content was inoffensive.  While the Commission would acknowledge that some listeners may have disliked it, it could not be considered material which offended commonly held standards.  It was a light-hearted look at a headline celebrity story that day.  Further, it was typical of the banter between the two presenters in a programme which is entertainment focussed.  The Commission also noted that the presentation was some-what tongue-in-cheek and self-deprecating, which included the female presenter stating ‘that’s me and people were saying don’t be so stupid’.  It was evident that the piece was humorous in nature and that the butt of the humour was the presenter and the actress as opposed to the earthquakes in China.  Further, it was within regular listener’s expectations.  Therefore, it was highly unlikely to cause widespread offence.  The complaint was rejected with regard to sections 24(2)(a)(fairness, objectivity & impartiality in current affairs) and 24(2)(d)(Code of Programme Standards - section 2.1 general community standards).
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