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Broadcasting Complaints Commission

Coimisidn um Ghearain Chraolachain





Complaint made by: Mr. Andrew O'Brien


      Ref. No. 31/06
	Station: 
 
	Programme:
  
	Date:

	NewsTalk 106
	'The Right Hook'
	6 Feb 2006


Complaint Summary:

Mr. Andrew O'Brien's complaint, under Section 24(2)(a)(impartiality) of the Broadcasting Act 2001, refers to a discussion on Israel on a broadcast of 'The Right Hook'.  The presenter announced that later in the show there would be a debate regarding the nation of Israel.  Later in the show the presenter then stated that Mr. Justin Keating would be against the right of Israel to exist as a nation and he, George Hook, would defend Israel's right to exist.  It was a disgraceful (and largely uninformed and downright incorrect) one way anti-Israel speech.  This was left unchallenged due to George Hook's inability or lack of desire to refute.

The end result was a presentation of a one sided tirade against the people of Israel with the impression that all Keating's points had been fairly questioned, and then successfully re-iterated by Mr. Keating.

The complainant corresponded with the broadcaster prior to submitting his complaint to the BCC.  He did note that during his correspondence with the station the excuse that Mr. Tom Cooney of UCD was not available at the time was not sufficient.  Surely the correct action was to defer the piece.

Broadcaster's Response: 

NewsTalk 106 submits that during the course of the discussion the presenter, George Hook, made a number of attempts to counter the views of the programme guest Mr. Justin Keating in relation to the state of Israel in an informed and correct manner.  Of the text messages and caller comments aired by the programme, the majority voiced an opinion opposed to that of the guest Mr. Justin keating.  

The presenter is not biased against the state of Israel and does not engage in anti-Semitic commentary.  'The Right Hook' programme planned a two way discussion with former Government Minister Mr. Justin Keating and Mr. Tom Cooney, UCD Lecturer who comes highly recommended by the Israeli Embassy in Dublin.  Both gentlemen were booked and re-confirmed prior to the broadcast of February 10th.  However, as both guests were being lined up to go live to air Mr. Cooney's mobile was ringing straight into his voicemail.  He was repeatedly called but was not contactable and a decision was taken by the producer to proceed with the item.  Mr. Cooney's absence was unfortunate but last minute communication difficulties are a daily occurrence in all live radio programmes.

In this broadcast item, the presenter ensured a counter argument was offered and the station does not believe the item constituted 'a one sided tirade against the people of Israel' as claimed by Mr. O'Brien.  'The Right Hook' producer further contacted the Embassy of Israel in Dublin and they were satisfied, under the circumstances, that the presenter did his utmost to provide balance during the item.

Decision of the Commission:  

The Commission has considered the broadcast, the submissions made by the complainant and the broadcaster.  The complaint relates to the segment of the programme in which a guest, Justin Keating, spoke about his opinions on the nation of Israel.  In assessing this complaint, the Commission had regard to the content of the broadcast only.  The decision of whether to continue with a programme item is an editorial one and such a decision is made independently by the broadcaster.  Therefore, in the context of the issue under discussion, the fact that Mr. Cooney was not available is not relevant to the assessment of this complaint.  What is of importance to the Commission is that the interview as broadcast was conducted in an impartial manner.  

The Commission noted that the listener was made aware at the start of the programme that Mr. Keating had written an article 'questioning the right of the existence of the State of Israel.'  The listener was also made aware that the views and opinions they would hear would be from Mr. Keating's perspective.  During the course of the interview, the presenter explored and questioned the views Mr. Keating put forward.  The Commission was of the opinion that these questions were posed to elicit information from the interviewee in a fair and impartial manner.  There was no evidence of editorial bias in this interview.  The tone of the interview was at all times serious and well-mannered.  This discussion did not amount to a tirade against the people of Israel as alleged by the complainant.  The Commission was of the view that the interview was impartial and that it legitimately and fairly explored and questioned the views of Mr. Keating.  The complaint made by Mr. Andrew O'Brien was rejected with regard to Section 24(2)(a)(impartiality) of the Broadcasting Act 2001.
BCC Complaint Decisions, May 2006

2/2

[image: image1.jpg]