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Broadcasting Complaints Commission

Coimisidn um Ghearain Chraolachain





Complaint made by: Mr. Jim Power                            Ref. No.   233/07
	Station: 
 
	Programme:
  
	Date:

	RTÉ One
	Prime Time
	23 Aug 2007


Complaint Summary:

Mr. Power’s complaint, submitted under 24(2)(a)(fairness, objectivity and impartiality in current affairs) of the Broadcasting Act 2001,  relates to the controversy surrounding the decision by the Garda Authorities not to permit the wearing of a turban by a Sikh recruit to the Garda Reserve.  Mr. Power states that from its introduction, the programme was biased.  The interview with the Sikh London Police Inspector, who wears a turban, was against the view of the Garda Authorities.  An Irish Sikh also condemned the action. Mr Power contends that the Garda Superintendent who appeared on the programme got a “rather tough ride”.  

He submits that at least 90% of the programme, including its presentation, gave a very biased view against the decision of the Garda Authorities.

Station’s Response: 

RTÉ utterly rejects the claim by Mr. Power.  It is RTÉ’s view that the programme was completely impartial and fair to all interests.  The relevant section of the programme opened with a report from London by Tanya Sillem in which she outlined fairly and impartially the background to the controversy.  She interviewed Chief Inspector Raj Kohli of the Association of Metropolitan Sikh Police Officers, Douglas Murray of the Centre for Social Cohesion which is part of Civitas, a right of centre think tank and Matthew Parris, former Conservative Party Member of Parliament and now columnist.  These latter two interviewees could hardly be regarded as lily supporters of the Sikh position.  The subsequent studio discussion was chaired by Keelin Shanley who was completely impartial.  There were three participants in the discussion, Inspector Kevin Donoghue of the Garda Press Office, Harpreet Singh, President of the Irish Sikh Council and Lucy Gaffney, Chairperson of the National Action Plan against Racism.  Inspector Donoghue argued in favour of the decision, Mr. Singh against the decision and Ms. Gaffney discussed the implications of the decision in terms of the national plan against racism.  In terms of balance, the claim that the discussion favoured rejecting the Garda position cannot be sustained as only Mr. Singh took this position.  Inspector Donoghue argued in favour of the Garda decision and Ms. Gaffney, whose organisation has supported the decision, did not argue against the ban.  RTÉ does not understand how Mr. Power can characterise this as 90% biased against the decision of the Garda authorities.

Decision of the Commission:  
The Commission has considered the broadcast, the submissions made by the complainant and the broadcaster.  The broadcast item included a report and a discussion on the decision by An Garda Síochána not to permit a Sikh to wear a turban as part of his Garda Reserve uniform.  The Commission noted the introduction to the programme which included,

‘A Sikh joining the Garda Reserve was told as he was handed his uniform he wouldn’t be allowed to wear his turban, something he said was vital to his religion.  The decision has provoked strong reaction from both sides.   Some see it as common sense; others see it as divisive and intolerant.  In a moment we will be hearing from both sides.....’

This was followed by a report which informed the viewer of the approaches in the UK and France to such controversial religious issues.  The Commission noted that it was factual in nature and that the interviewees expressed views on both sides of the debate.  The report was followed by a panel interview.  The presenter challenged all views expressed in the course of this panel interview.  All sides to the issue were heard.  The Commission was of the view that this was an informative broadcast during which all sides to the controversy were given a fair hearing.  There was no evidence of editorial bias.  This complaint was rejected under Section 24(2)(a)(fairness, objectivity and impartiality in current affairs).
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