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Broadcasting Complaints Commission

Coimisidn um Ghearain Chraolachain





Complaint made by:  Mr. Bryan Gilsenan                                      Ref. No. 340/09
	Station: 
 
	Programme:
  
	Date:

	RTÉ One
	Sunday Game Live
	24 May 2009


Complaint Summary:

Mr. Gilsenan’s complaint, submitted under the Code of Programme Standards: section 3.5.2 factual programming, relates to Joe Brolly's outrageous attack on the character of an amateur sportsman. 

The complainant states that Mr. Brolly's analysis of the game between Derry and Monaghan was obviously going to be biased in favour of his home county.  However, he believes he should have made some attempt to disguise his real agenda when making comments through the forum of the national broadcaster.  It was unfair of him to say that he was delighted that Monaghan were out of the Ulster SFC or that they make every game miserable.  Another analyst from Derry was allowed to analyse the same game later in the day, where is the balance in this?

Mr. Gilsenan states that when Mr. Brolly attacks the character of an individual then he oversteps the mark.  To call the Monaghan player nasty on the national airwaves, in the pursuit of an amateur sport and whose popularity pays Mr. Brolly's wages, is irresponsible and gratuitous at best.  

Station’s Response:
RTÉ states that in the studio after the final whistle there were three commentators, Joe Brolly, Pat Spillane and Colm O’Rourke.  The discussion was chaired by the programme presenter, Michael Lyster. The game had been an unsatisfactory affair with a lot of petty fouls.  The three commentators made the following remarks:
Monaghan make every game miserable (Brolly)

Negative, petty, vindictive … a dreadful affair (O’Rourke)

Dreadful game ….too much fouling … no discipline (Spillane)

At one point in the analysis of the match some of the fouls which had occurred on the pitch were shown.  One of the players caught on camera committing fouls was a Monaghan player.  Joe Brolly said of the player he gets in your hair, he’s nasty.

In RTÉ’s view the three commentators provided their expert analysis of the game and were perfectly entitled to comment in the manner in which they did.  Commentators when they see unacceptable fouling on the football field are entitled to condemn such behaviour.  Mr. Gilsenan claims that Joe Brolly was biased as he is from Derry.  This was made clear to any viewer who might have been unfamiliar with Joe Brolly.  The other two panellists challenged some of Joe Brolly’s views, but there was a consensus between all commentators that the game had contained too much fouling and that the Monaghan players were frequently to blame for the fouls. 

Viewers could see the replays of the fouls, they could listen to the commentators expressing their views and could then decide if they agreed or disagreed with what was said.  In the broadcast of all sports events part of the entertainment value for the audience is listening to the post-match analysis and agreeing or disagreeing with what they hear.  RTÉ on this occasion provided three experts who expressed a range of views and challenged some of the views they heard from their co-panellists.  RTÉ believes the programme was balanced and was fair.  RTÉ can understand how many listeners reaction to what they see and hear at football games can be partisan in that their support for their own team can influence their judgment.  There is nothing wrong with this.  Passionate support for teams is part of the attraction of football and the sport would be the loser if every reaction was dispassionate. 

A final point RTÉ wishes to make is that the statutory obligation to be impartial, objective and fair only applies to news and current affairs.  Sports analysis is not part of news and current affairs.  Sports commentators have greater licence to express their personal views and to criticise what they see on the sports field.  Having said this, it is RTÉ’s view that the analysis of the game between Monaghan and Derry was objective, impartial and fair. 

Decision of Commission:
The Commission has considered the broadcast, the submissions made by the complainant and the broadcaster.  The complaint concerns comments made by a panel member in a post-match discussion.  In assessing a complaint, the Commission must include contextual factors.  In this regard, the format of the programme is important.  It is common practice when broadcasting live sporting events that broadcasters include panels of experts.  Regular viewers would be familiar with this format and one can expect that the panel members will express their own views and opinions.  With regard to this particular broadcast, the panellists proffered their opinions on what they all considered a poor viewing contest.  What is important to the Commission is that the commentary was fair.

The Commission noted that Mr. Brolly did state that he was delighted Monaghan had lost.  He stated that he did not like their style of play and this included the style of play of one particular player.  He did use the word nasty.  However the Commission noted that his tone and tenor were moderate throughout.  There was no evidence of intent to belittle or deride any individual.  On viewing the broadcast, the Commission was of the opinion that given the context of the contribution of Mr. Brolly and the reasonable manner in which he articulated his opinions, there was no evidence of unfairness as submitted by the complainant.  Further, the panellists and the presenter all agreed that the game was spoiled due to the negative style of play.  Viewers would have seen the game and were in a position to evaluate Mr. Brolly’s and the other panellists’ contributions.  This format of programming is part and parcel of the broadcasting of sports events.  The panellists interpreted the action as they saw it.  In the Commission's view the tone and manner of the discussion was fair and justified by context.  The complaint was rejected with regard to the Code of Programme Standards: section 3.5.2 factual programming.
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