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Broadcasting Complaints Commission

Coimisidn um Ghearain Chraolachain





Complaint made by: Mr. Risteard Ó Fuaráin                       Ref. No. 196/06
	Station: 
 
	Programme:
  
	Date:

	RTÉ
	Aertel – GAA match preview
	20 Aug 2006


Complaint Summary:

Mr. Ó Fuaráin's complaint, submitted under Section 24(2)(a)(impartiality), relates to a preview of the All-Ireland Semi-Final featuring Kerry and Cork carried on Aertel on Sunday, 20 August 2006.  He quotes from this preview: - 'Kerry have added a cynical note to their play.  They constantly interfere with players running of the ball to break down build-up play.'  He feels that this was a very biased preview and very unfair to Kerry to state that they have become a cynical team.  He feels that it portrayed Kerry in a very negative light and indeed that it would be grossly unfair to label any team thus.  

Station Response:

RTÉ submit that they wish to make two points in regard to this complaint.  Firstly, the obligation to be impartial only applies to News and Current Affairs.  It was never intended that sports commentary should have the same obligations as News and Current Affairs.  The genre of sports commentary is littered with opinion, passion, partisanship and excitement.  If the strict obligations which apply to current affairs applied to sports commentary much of what is broadcast would be judged as unacceptable.  There is a licence in sports commentary which is not available in News and Current Affairs which permits passion and loyalty to play a role in commentary.  This is the precise reason why the obligation to be impartial does not apply to sports commentary.  Having stated this, when it comes to national events RTÉ believes that its sports commentary is even handed in the manner in which the performances of county teams are assessed.  This leads to RTÉ's second point.

The second point RTÉ wishes to make is that what was carried on Aertel was simply fair comment.  The author of the preview stated 'Kerry have added a cynical nature to their play.  They constantly interfere with players running off-the-ball to break down build-up play'.  It is RTÉ's view, whether one agrees with the comment or not, that it is a fair comment.  It expresses the view of the person chosen to write the preview.  That person presumably would not have been chosen to write the preview were he not to have some expertise in Gaelic Football.  The comment was his own personal view of how the Kerry team plays.  He was entitled to make his views known.  RTÉ by broadcasting this comment was not endorsing the comment.  RTÉ was simply broadcasting an opinion.  It expresses the views of the journalist who wrote the preview.  It cannot be construed as RTÉ corporately editorialising.  Across its radio and television services RTÉ broadcasts thousands of opinions and views every day.  This is the very nature of public debate.  RTÉ does not endorse all those views; they are broadcast as contributions to public debate, nothing more.

RTÉ's view is that the complaint cannot be upheld on two grounds, firstly the preview is fair comment and secondly, even if this is not accepted, RTÉ is not obliged to be impartial in sport commentary. 

Decision of the Commission:  

The Commission has considered the broadcast, the submissions made by the complainant and the broadcaster.  The Commission noted that the complaint related to a preview of an All-Ireland Football match.  In this regard, Members were cognisant that such material would be expected to include the views and opinions of the journalist/reporter.  In this regard, Section 24(2)(a)(impartiality) of the Broadcasting Act 2001 is not applicable to the complaint as submitted.  Therefore, the complaint was rejected.
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