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Broadcasting Complaints Commission

Coimisidn um Ghearain Chraolachain





Complaint made by:  Mr. James Ryan                                           Ref No. 22/09

	Station: 
 
	Programme:
  
	Date:

	RTÉ Two
	Film ‘Road Trip’
	15 January 2009


Complaint Summary:

Mr. Ryan’s complaint is submitted under Section 24(2)(d)(Code of Programme Standards: section 3.2.1 sexual conduct).   Mr. Ryan states the film Road Trip is a pornographic movie and could well be described as a blue movie.  9pm on a national TV station is not the place or time to have movies such as this.  The movie has gratuitous sex, nakedness and sexual talk and innuendo.
Station’s Response:

RTÉ does not accept Mr. Ryan’s characterisation of the film.  Road Trip is a typical American student movie in a similar vein to the enormously popular American Pie movies.  Essentially the movie is a romantic comedy.  It tells the story of four American students driving across America to head off the delivery of a video tape to one of the student’s girlfriends as mistakenly the wrong video tape has been posted to her.  The tape that was posted was meant to be a “diary” tape, but by accident a tape of the student being seduced by a fellow student was sent. 

It is true that there is a degree of sexual activity and quite a few sexual jokes in the movie.  But the amount of sexual activity and talk falls far short of anything that could be accurately described as pornographic or blue.  The movie was not untypical of the kind of movie broadcast on RTÉ two post watershed, many of these movies contain images of mild sexual activity and discussion of sexual topics. 

It is RTÉ’s view that the movie was suitable for transmission post watershed.  It was shown on a channel which is known to its audience to broadcast programming more suitable for adult viewers after the watershed.  The programme was given a MA (Mature Audience) classification by RTÉ.  The MA symbol was displayed on the opening sequence.  The presentation introduction to the movie was as follows:
Now on Two when an explicit tape falls into the wrong hands it could dispel the end of a guy’s beautiful relationship but his loyal buddies are about to save the day by embarking on a lengthy but eventful road trip.

RTÉ believes that such an introduction, coupled with the transmission time, the classification and the channel of broadcast was sufficient information to indicate to viewers that the movie was likely to contain some sexual scenes.  Viewers who might prefer not to watch such a movie could have exercised their discretion at this point and switched to another channel. 

Decision of Commission:

The Commission has considered the broadcast, the submissions made by the complainant and the broadcaster.  The complaint concerns the sexual content of the film ‘Road Trip’.  In assessing the complaint, the Commission had to have regard to the Code of Programme Standards, including section 3.2 sexual conduct.  The Commission noted that the film ‘Road Trip’ is in the slapstick comedy genre.  A New York student accidentally posts a tape of himself having sex with someone else to his long-distance girlfriend in Austin, Texas and he and his three friends have three days to travel across the country, get the tape back and return in time for the mid-term exams.  This farcical plot is interwoven with three minor plot threads which includes the character who narrates the story of the film and his saga of feeding a live mouse to a snake.  It was evident from the start of the film that the content would be far-fetched and exaggerated for comic effect.  Further, it was evident that the humour would be somewhat puerile and crude; the storyline was about four young men making a road trip of 1,800 km and their encounters along the way.  It is slapstick entertainment that may not appeal to all tastes.  Humour often walks a tightrope in regard to taste and decency.  The Commission must also respect the right to freedom of expression and be cognisant that the broadcaster is not obliged to ensure that its programming appeals to all viewers. 
While many would consider much of the content of the film puerile, there are others who would not hold that view.  The Commission understands why the complainant may not like the material.  However, the Commission could not agree with the complainant’s submission that the content of the film was pornographic.  There was sex and nudity in the film, but in the context of the plot such content was appropriate and justified.  The main theme of the film was young male angst, the coming-of-age told through farcical escapades and incidences.  Therefore, one could expect the issue of sexuality to be part of the storyline.  On viewing the film, the Commission was of the view that sexual content was justified in the context of the development of the story and the characters.  Further, it was not pornographic in nature.  

The film was broadcast in the night time schedule and was preceded with both a warning and a classification visual of MA (mature audience).  Therefore, the viewer was sufficiently well informed of the pending content.  Further, the brand of humour of such slapstick films is already familiar to the audience. On this basis, the broadcast was unlikely to cause widespread offence.  The complaint was rejected with regard to Section 24(2)(d) Code of Programme Standards, 3.2 sexual content.
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