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Broadcasting Complaints Commission

Coimisidn um Ghearain Chraolachain





Complaint made by: Mr. Philip Connolly                                      Ref. No. 78/08 

	Station: 
 
	Programme:
  
	Date:

	Newstalk 106 – 108FM
	The Breakfast Show
	28 February 2008


Complaint Summary:

Mr. Connolly’s complaint, submitted under Sections 24(2)(b)(law and order) and 24(2)(d)(taste and decency, Code of Programme Standards – 3.5 factual programming) refers to an email or text read out on air. On the morning of the death of a second Polish man in Dublin, following a savage attack the previous weekend, a message was read out stating that there was too much fuss being made about the incident.  Mr. Connolly claims that on the news that morning it was reported that the families of the victims had arrived in Ireland.  The remark in the message was offensive in the extreme and was at the very least borderline racism.  The complainant states that editors and producers are at all times responsible for the content of programmes especially when vox-pop and listeners comments are included.

Station’s Response:

Newstalk 106 – 108FM state that it refutes the claim that the comment made on the Breakfast Show was ‘borderline racism’.  The subject matter in question dealt with the tragic killing of two Polish men in Drimnagh, Dublin.  At all times, Newstalk claims it dealt with the matter in a responsible manner.  The Breakfast Show dedicated enormous time to the broadcast of the outrage expressed by listeners over this savage attack. Newstalk believe the reporting was fair, balanced and impartial.
Decision of the Commission:
The Commission has considered the broadcast, the submissions made by the complainant and the broadcaster.   The complaint concerns a text read out by the presenters of the programme.  In assessing the complaint, the Commission had to consider the text aired in the context of the entire discussion on the murder of the two Polish men.  In the course of the broadcast, the murder of the two men was given substantial coverage and the presenters informed the listeners that ‘we’re covering the story in some detail this morning of the two Polish men killed...’.  The presenters encouraged listeners to text in their comments.  One of the comments was from ‘Joan’, which was read out twice during the broadcast: -

‘I don’t know, I’m sick of hearing about the two Polish men who were killed.  I’m sorry for them.  But if that was an Irish person murdered in Poland, would there be all this fuss?  Also, would there be a fund set up?  Let the Gardaí do their job’.

The presenters read out several other texts, many of which were critical of the view expressed by the caller ‘Joan’.  

On hearing the broadcast, the Commission was of the opinion that the comment from ‘Joan’ was aired in a responsible and moderate manner.  The programme  covered the murders in detail and listeners were asked to submit their views.  While many would consider the sentiments of the text to be insensitive and inconsiderate, the Commission was of the view that there was no incitement to hatred evident in the broadcast.  The reference to the nationality of the victims was factual.  The listener believed that the murders of the two Polish men were given too much coverage and emphasis, and queried whether the same attention would be given to an Irish person murdered in Poland.  The main thrust of the text was that the Irish had over-reacted to the murders.  In the opinion of the Commission, listeners may not have liked such sentiment; however, given the context and the manner in which it was aired, it was unlikely to incite hatred.

In relation to the Code of Programme Standards and the requirements for factual programming, the Commission was of the view that the reference to the nationality of the murder victims and their country was justified in the context of the programme.  The comment from the listener was in response to the coverage of the two murders and therefore, one could expect the nationality and country of origin to be referenced.  In the context of this programme, the emphasis on nationality did not amount to the condonation of racism.  The complaint was rejected with regard to Section 24(2)(b)(law & order) and 24(2)(d)(taste & decency: Code of Programme Standards – factual programming).
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