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Broadcasting Complaints Commission

Coimisidn um Ghearain Chraolachain





Complaint made by:  Mr. Patrick Lawless                                     Ref. No. 381/09
	Station: 
 
	Programme:
  
	Date:

	RTÉ One 
	Hanging with Hector
	6 July 2009


Complaint Summary:

Mr. Lawless’ complaint is submitted under Section 24(2)(b)(law and order).  Mr. Lawless states that the opening sequence to this programme shows presenter Hector Ó hEochagáin using spray paint to write graffiti on a wall – looking around to see if he has been discovered and then making a quick getaway.  The complainant believes that defacing public and private property with graffiti is becoming a major problem in Ireland’s towns and cities.  He believes that it is totally unacceptable for RTÉ to be seen to make light of, or worse, promote this illegal activity.
Station’s Response:
RTÉ states that the opening sequence shows presenter Hector Ó hEochagáin graffiting the title of the programme on a wall already covered in graffiti.  This opening sequence has been used by RTÉ since 2004.

RTÉ fully accepts that graffiti is generally an act which is socially irresponsible and which contributes to visual pollution.  However, graffiti has also found a place in contemporary art where it is used with permission on wall murals and the like.  In this instance, the graffiti carried out by the presenter took place in Windmill Lane on the site of the original U2 studios.  Any visitor to Windmill Lane cannot but notice that the whole surface area of the U2 studios is covered in graffiti.

RTÉ believes viewers of the programme would not be incited to imitate the behaviour of Mr. Ó hEochagáin and would be aware that what they are viewing was a contrivance in order to give a series a distinctive and imaginative opening title sequence.
Decision of Commission:

The Commission has considered the broadcast, the submissions made by the complainant and the broadcaster.  The complaint concerns a visual in the opening sequence of the series ‘Hanging with Hector’.  The Commission had to consider the opening sequence in the context of the entire broadcast.  In assessing this complaint, the Commission had to consider if the content was ‘anything which may reasonably be regarded as likely to promote, or incite to, crime....’.  

	The Commission noted that the visuals in the preamble to the programme were as submitted by the complainant.  On viewing the broadcast item, the Commission found that given the context of the use of the visuals it could not be considered to be in breach of the legislation.  The visuals were used in a preamble to a programme aimed at an adult audience and broadcast during the night-time schedule.  The humour and presentation style of the presenter are well-known and regular audiences would expect such irreverent humour.  The viewer watches the presenter as he paints the name of the show on a wall already covered in graffiti.  It is evident that it is used to create an arresting caption for the forthcoming programme.  When seen in context, there was no evidence of any intent to encourage viewers to paint graffiti on walls.  The visuals were in keeping with the style of the pending content of the programme.
Given the time of broadcast, the context, tone and style of the programme, the Commission found that it would not be reasonable to infer that the visuals would encourage miscreant behaviour.  The complaint was rejected with regard to Section 24(2)(b) law & order.
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