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Broadcasting Complaints Commission

Coimisidn um Ghearain Chraolachain





Complaint made by: Mr. Peter Glennon                            Ref. No. 152/08
	Station: 
 
	Programme:
  
	Date:

	RTÉ Radio 1
	Morning Ireland
	17 and 18 April 2008


Complaint Summary:

Mr. Glennon’s complaint, submitted under Section 24(2)(b)(law & order), refers to an item on this programme relating to the running of a shebeen in Limerick and the Gardaí attempt to close it.  The complainant states that the item was dealt with by presenter Áine Lawlor as a matter of some levity.  She did not seem to understand that the law was being treated with contempt by the people in question and that this was an attempt to ensure that the law did not operate in that area.  The complainant states that Ms. Lawlor made a ‘have the Gardaí nothing better to do’ kind of comment and the interviewee had to point out that this was about the rule of law.  Mr. Glennon is disturbed that RTÉ could display what he refers to as crass anti-social attitudes.

Station’s Response:

RTÉ state that the coverage of the Garda efforts to close down a shebeen in Limerick was dealt with in a responsible manner and that there was no promotion of crime.  To equate some levity  as a form of support for the activities of the people responsible for running the shebeen is a misunderstanding of what took place on Morning Ireland over three days, 16, 17 and 18 April.

On each of the days the programme interviewed Jimmy Woulfe, of the Irish Examiner who had written somewhat colourfully in his newspaper of the Gardaí efforts to close down the shebeen.  During the course of the interviews listeners were made aware that the shebeen was illegal, that planning permission had not been obtained, that the promoters of the shebeen were known to the Gardaí, that smoking was permitted on the premises and that there had been a number of objections.  Listeners were also made aware that the Gardaí had raided the premises on up to four occasions.   Mr. Glennon is correct when he says that there was a degree of levity at some times during the course of the three interviews but the presenter did state that the matter should be taken seriously.  

Any objective listening to the three interviews with Mr. Woulfe would confirm that there was no incitement to commit crime. Given the subject of the interviews and the newspaper coverage, RTÉ believes a somewhat humorous approach was appropriate and that whatever humour there was in the reports did not in any way, encourage crime.

Decision of Commission:

The Commission has considered the broadcasts, the submissions made by the complainant and the broadcaster.  The news reports concerned a shebeen in Limerick which the Gardaí were trying to close down.  Each report included a discussion with a journalist who was covering the issue in The Examiner newspaper.  The Commission noted that in the course of the discussions the listener was clearly informed it was illegal, including the flouting of liquor laws and planning laws.  The Commission would acknowledge that there were some light-hearted questions about the internal decor of the shebeen and about what went on during a night in the shebeen.  However, the discussions were conducted in a professional manner and there was no evidence of any endorsement or encouragement to break the law or undermine the authority of the State.  The complainant takes particular issue with a remark made by the presenter.  On hearing the broadcast, the Commission was of the view that the complainant misinterpreted the remark.  The interviewee informed the listener that the shebeen was a very frustrating matter for the Gardaí.  It is in this context that the presenter asked the question about the fact that she would have thought that Gardaí in Limerick would have been quite busy.  She was acknowledging the statement made by the interviewee and posed the question to elicit more information on the issue of the frustration being felt by Gardaí.  The interviewee responded by saying that the Gardaí had to deal with the shebeen as it was illegal and if they did not do so, they were afraid of shebeens opening up everywhere.  

These broadcasts dealt with the subject matter in a professional and reasonable manner.  There was no evidence of any material which was likely to incite to crime and /or undermine the authority of the State.  The complaint was rejected with regard to Section 24(2)(b)(law & order).
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