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Broadcasting Camplaints Commission




Complaint made by: Mr. Patrick McMahon, Ref. No. 22/04
	Station: 
 
	Programme:
  
	Date:

	
	
	

	RTÉ TV1
	'9 O'Clock News'
	02 January 2004


Summary of Complaint:
Mr. McMahon's complaint, under Section 24(2)(a)(impartiality) of the Broadcasting Act 2001, relates to a news report on congestion charging in London and the likely efficacy, in RTÉ's view, of introducing such a measure in Dublin.

The complainant is of the view that RTÉ were being partial in the sense of 'campaigning' for the introduction of congestion charging insofar as they attended a conference in which a speech by the Lord Mayor of London, Mr. Ken Livingstone, M.P. was given uncritical and laudatory top billing.  In this speech Mr. Livingstone referred to 'Dublin's monstrous traffic problems'; he would, if invited, advise the Dublin authorities on how best to implement congestion charging in Dublin.

The graphics used showed the benefits of congestion charging, no negative side effects were shown.  A limited vox pop featured no persons who were totally against the charge.  There were no comparisons made between Dublin and London.  There is no where near the amount of congestion in Dublin.  Dublin only experiences gridlock on a minimal level, whereas London was experiencing near-permanent gridlock.

Mr. McMahon believes that RTÉ should be doing reports on the inefficiencies of QBC routes.  Effectively, RTÉ are campaigning for congestion charges.
Station’s Response

It is RTÉ's view that the report filled all statutory obligations in terms of impartiality.  The report was 1 minute and 45 seconds in duration.  RTÉ's London editor, Mr. Brian O'Connell, produced the short report looking at the effects of the introduction of traffic congestion charging in London.  He included in that report a section of an interview with the Mayor of London where an offer was made to assist Dublin traffic managers.  

The graphics superimposed in part of the report gave figures that traffic was down 30%, cycling up 20% and accidents were down 20% within the congestion zones.  The report concluded with two vox pops, the first was a taxi driver who said he didn't like the charge but the reduced traffic meant he got more business.  The second vox pop was with a woman driver who said the charges had only made a difference for the first three months.  The report finished with a voice-over from Mr. O'Connell in which he asked would traffic congestion charges make a difference elsewhere. 

In the 105 seconds available to Mr. O'Connell he produced an objective and impartial report.  Of course there was a lot more that could have been said in favour and against the charges, but in all reports there is an editing process where key information and comment is distilled.  It is RTÉ's view that the report that has led to this complaint was a competent and fair report.
Decision of the Commission:

The Broadcasting Complaints Commission rejected the complaint made by Mr. McMahon.  The Commission was of the view that RTÉ did not infringe Section 24(2)(a).  The report was factual, detailing the effect of congestion charging in London.  It was presented in an impartial manner.  There was no evidence of editorial bias in this broadcast.  

The complaint was rejected.
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