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Broadcasting Camplaints Commission




Complaint made by: Mr. Matthew Farrell, Ref. No.  89/03
	Station: 
 
	Programme:
  
	Date:

	
	
	

	RTÉ Radio 1
	'Morning Ireland'
	1st August, 2003

	
	'Liveline'
	1st August, 2003


Summary of Complaint:

Mr. Farrell’s complaint under Section 24 (2)(a) relates to a one-sided and biased presentation of a news item, namely the Vatican Paper on Gay Marriage.  In an interview between David Norris and David Hanley, Mr. Norris was allowed to spit his anti Church venom without challenge.  On 'Liveline' on the same day, Derek Davies interviewed a gay couple whom married in Canada and did all but wish them many happy children in their union, again without any reasonable challenge.

In Mr. Farrell’s view, it appears obvious that RTÉ has decided to throw in on the Gay side in this argument and he respectfully appeals to the Commission to remind RTÉ of their duty to present both sides of an argument.   

Station’s Response:

RTÉ states that in relation to the 'Morning Ireland' programme, the background was as follows:  On the previous day, the Vatican published a document on homosexuality which suggested that civil authorities should not allow any legalisation of same sex unions. The '5 - 7 Live' programme on that day carried a debate between a representative of the Catholic Church and the homosexual community. The editorial team responsible for 'Morning Ireland' decided to look at the issue from the point of view of legislators.  The item opened with a report which included contributions from three members of Dáil Éireann, two Fianna Fáil TDs, Séamus Kirk and Pat Carey and a Fine Gael TD, Olwyn Enright.  These three TDs expressed a range of views on the Vatican statement. 

After the report, David Hanly interviewed Senator David Norris.  In the course of the interview, Senator Norris expressed his horror at the language used in the Vatican document including the use of the word “evil”.  His view was that the use of such language would be detrimental to the safety of gay people in Ireland.  He is involved on a regular basis in public and open debate about a range of issues.  RTÉ believes that through its range of news and current affairs programming it provides ample space for those who oppose Senator Norris’s views to express their opinions.  
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In regard to the specific programme, RTÉ does not accept that the 'Morning Ireland' programme was one-sided or unbalanced.  It is RTÉ’s view that Mr. Farrell’s description of the programme bears little resemblance to what was actually broadcast.

The second programme that Mr. Farrell finds fault with is 'Liveline'.  This programme opened with a ‘phone call to an Irishman Brendan Fay.  Mr. Fay had just recently legally married his gay partner in Canada.  This interview was included in the programme to provide an opportunity to listeners to hear the story of a gay marriage.  The programme presenter asked Mr. Fay as a practising Catholic to respond to the Vatican statement on homosexual marriages.  The phone call lasted about 10 minutes, which is the average length for an opening call which is designed to lead into follow up calls from listeners.  After Mr. Fay’s call, listeners heard a range of views expressed by callers.  The production team believes that the calls put on air accurately reflected the calls they received and that a balanced discussion took place. 

It is RTÉ’s view that the programme was objective and impartial and that all statutory obligations were fully adhered to.  Mr. Farrell’s claim that Brendan Fay’s marriage did not receive any reasonable challenge is simply inaccurate.  Several callers who contributed to the programme expressed views challenging homosexual marriages. 

Decision of the Commission:

The Broadcasting Complaints Commission rejected the complaint made by Mr. Farrell.  The Commission was of the view that RTÉ did not infringe Section 24(2)(a) of the Broadcasting Act, 2001.  The programmes were presented in a fair and balanced manner with no evidence of editorial bias.  

The complaint was not upheld.
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