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Broadcasting Complaints Commission

Coimisidn um Ghearain Chraolachain





Complaint made by: Mr. Brendan Price Ref No. 52/04

	Station: 
 
	Programme:
  
	Date:

	
	
	

	RTÉ
	'Prime Time'
	9 March 2004


Summary of Complaint:

Mr. Price’s complaint under Section 24(2)(a)(impartiality) of the Broadcasting Act, 2001, refers to an animal welfare report which he claims, was a poorly veiled attack on the Protection of Animals Act 1911 by vets, welfarists and the concluding remarks of the presenter, talking about legislation.  The one positive remark in favour of P.O.A. was by Professor Binchy, who did not get to elaborate. Case studies, Mr. Price states, show the success of the P.O.A where Vets and welfarists will attest to cruelty and draw on the Veterinary Code and 5 (7) Freedoms or rights of animals whether domestic or wild.  Mr. Price claims 'Prime Time' failed to question the participants in their respective areas of expertise or to put a Garda viewpoint, as the statutory agents of P.O.A.  The Garda/vet practitioner/legal representative combination, can effectively make any animal cruelty case where any or all of the 5 Freedoms are infringed.  The ISPCA contributor made this point by default with reference to the Control of Dogs Act – provision of food, water and shelter.  Mr. Price claims this demonstrates clear lack of comprehension of P.O.A and 5 Freedoms – confusing shelter with incarceration and a failure to understand freedom from stress and fear.  He further states that the programme sought to destroy the credibility of a fine piece of legislation  (P.O.A. 1911) and instead sought weaker and more disabling legislation, strengthening the position of regulators and vested interests.  The programme, he believes, had a set agenda which was not impartial and only served to thwart justice or the prospect of justice.  It excluded any contrary view to the presenters conclusions and unqualified remarks.  He claims the programme was dated and failed to probe advances in the subject of animal welfare, legislation and science.

Station’s Response:

RTÉ in their response state that the issues featured in this programme were stag hunting, the fur trade and puppy farms.  All three activities are legal but are subject to legislation and, to a degree, to regulation and inspection. RTÉ believe the report fulfilled all statutory obligations in terms of impartiality and objectivity.  Furthermore, RTÉ rejects Mr. Price’s contention that the programme was a "poorly veiled attack on the Protection of Animals Act".  In fact, in only one of the three examples of animal welfare featured in the programme, was the 1911 Act wholly relevant.  Puppy farms come under the 1986 Control of Dogs Act and the fur trade is in many aspects of its operation largely unregulated.  RTÉ emphatically deny the claim by Mr. Price that the programme had “a set agenda which was not impartial”.  The production team set out to show examples of animal cruelty and to examine the legislative protection afforded to animals.  RTÉ state there was nothing in the report which suggests that the programme was partial. On the contrary it was a fine balanced current affairs report.

Decision of the Commission:

The Broadcasting Complaints Commission rejected the complaint made by Mr. Price.  The Commission was of the view that the programme did not infringe Section 24(2)(a)(impartiality) of the Broadcasting Act, 2001.  The programme was based on fact and explored the area of animal cruelty in an impartial manner.  It was a balanced report, with no evidence of editorial bias.  The complaint was rejected.
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