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Broadcasting Complaints Commission

Coimisidn um Ghearain Chraolachain





Complaint made by: Mr. Richard Darcy, Ref: 63/04

Station:


Programme:



Date:

RTÉ TV1


'Séamus O'Connell's


27 Feb 2004





Soul Food'

Summary of Complaint:

Mr. Darcy's complaint under Section 24(2)(b)(law & order) of the Broadcasting Act, 2001, concerns the broadcasting of Mr. Séamus O'Connell hunting rabbits with a bow and arrow.  The portrayal of bow-hunting is illegal (Section 42 of the Wildlife Amendment Act, 2000).  The complainant states the bow-hunting is against the ethos of Irish archery.  The way the item was portrayed is also against the health and safety regulation of the I.A.A.A., and maybe the health and safety regulations of RTÉ.

The programme gave the impression that Mr. O'Connell shot a rabbit whilst bow-hunting.  The programme did not show him hitting or killing a rabbit.  The broadcast was a repeat showing.  The complainant made a complaint to RTÉ when the programme was first broadcast during 2003.

Any bow, no matter how cheap or toy-like, is capable of projecting an arrow that would, at the very least, be capable of blinding a person.  A bow such as the one portrayed in the programme is capable of projecting an arrow over distances well in excess of 90 metres, and with sufficient force to seriously injure or even kill a person at that distance.  The representation of Mr. O'Connell holding a bow with an arrow and running across a field chasing a rabbit is clearly foolish.  It represents actions which were, in the complainants opinion, dangerous not only to Mr. O'Connell himself, but also to any person that happened to be standing nearby.

The sequence of images intended to portray the concept of hunting, killing and cooking the rabbit.  This can, in no way, be interpreted as a bit of fun.  The sequence of images also portrayed an illegal act.  At no time was any mention made of the fact that hunting with a bow and arrow is strictly illegal.  Also, the programme is a factual one.  As such, one would not expect any viewer to automatically assume that a portion of it was 'make believe'.  

It is the complainant's clear belief, as President of the Irish Amateur Archery Association, that the programme clearly intended to portray the use of a bow in a manner that is illegal within the Republic of Ireland and implicitly promotes bow-hunting.  The manner in which the bow is handled during the programme is also clearly unsafe and dangerous.  These two facts lead Mr. Darcy to believe that the programme and its portrayal of archery was damaging to the sport and furthermore has the potential to negatively affect the growth and development of the sport of archery in this country.

Stations Response:

RTÉ in their response state that no rabbits were killed for this programme.  The rabbit used in the cooking demonstration in the programme was obtained from a butcher's.  The pictures of the programme presenter, Mr. Séamus O'Connell, pursuing a rabbit with a bow and arrow were only included as dramatic licence.  The bow and arrow in the presenter's hands were nothing more than a toy, incapable of doing any real harm.  Any viewer familiar with archery would have instantly recognised the 'toy' nature of the bow and arrow carried by Mr. O'Connell and would have known that the instrument was unlikely to be successful in any hunt.  RTÉ regrets that Mr. Darcy interpreted the film sequence as suggesting RTÉ was in breach of Health and Safety regulations or any Wildlife legislation.  This is not the case as no arrows were fired at any rabbits.  Members of the public viewing the sequence are likely to interpret the sequence as 'a bit of fun'.  This was the intended response planned by the producers.  Certainly, RTÉ never intended to encourage members of the public to do anything which is illegal.  The programme was a repeat broadcast.  RTÉ felt that the programme could be repeated, as viewers would understand the 'make believe' nature of the sequence with the bow and arrow.  When the programme was first broadcast in 2003, Mr. Darcy's was the only complaint received about the bow and arrow.  It would be very unusual to halt a repeat broadcast on the foot of a single complaint.

Decision of the Commission:

The Broadcasting Complaints Commission rejected the complaint made by Mr. Darcy.  The Commission was of the view that no infringement of Section 24(2)(b)(law & order) of the Broadcasting Act, 2001, had occurred.  The broadcast item in question was a humorous introduction to the cookery programme.  It was farcical in nature and very evidently so.  Also, the piece could not be considered to be an incitement to viewers to break the law.  The complaint was rejected.
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