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Broadcasting Complaints Commission

Coimisidn um Ghearain Chraolachain





Complaint made by: Mr. Graham Kenny                               Ref. No.132/07
	Station: 
 
	Programme:
  
	Date:

	Channel 6
	Film - Kissing A Fool
	13 May 2007


Complaint Summary:

Mr. Kenny’s complaint, submitted under Section 24(2)(d)(taste & decency: Code of Programme Standards), refers to a film Kissing a Fool.

The complainant Mr. Kenny states that while switching through channels he switched on Channel 6 which was showing a film Kissing a Fool which holds a 15 certificate.  The complainant was disgusted by the profanity, the context of the sexual language being used and the showing of this film in the afternoon between 4 p.m. and 5.45 p.m.

Mr. Kenny thinks it is a disgrace that Channel 6 should be so reckless and is outraged that children could be exposed to this type of film during daytime viewing on a Sunday Afternoon.

Station’s Response: 

Channel 6 states that they target an audience of 15 - 34’s and do not promote the channel to under 15’s.  The film Kissing a Fool starred David Schwimmer, which is ideally part of this demographic.

However Channel 6 agree that in this instance a warning would have been appropriate before the film, as is the case in all other instances where they believe a warning is necessary.

Channel 6 has taken steps to ensure that this will not happen again with this title.

Decision of the Commission:  

The Commission has considered the broadcast, the submissions made by the complainant and the broadcaster.  The film Kissing a Fool is a comedy romance.  The two main male characters are childhood friends, Jay and Max.  Max decides to ‘test’ his future bride to be by asking Jay to try and seduce her.  If she goes for him, the wedding is off.  If not, it’s on.  

In assessing this complaint, the Commission had regard to Sections 2.3(protection for children), 3.2(sexual conduct) and 3.3(coarse and offensive language) of the Code of Programme Standards.  This requires that broadcasters protect children from exposure to inappropriate and harmful programme material and that broadcasters have due regard to the appropriateness of, and/or justification for, the inclusion of sexual conduct and coarse language during programme material.  
On viewing this film, the Members were of the opinion that the main theme was adult in nature; it was about promiscuity.  The Members acknowledge that the tone of the film was light-hearted.  However, the content was based on adult sexual relations and sexual innuendo.  There was strong language threaded throughout, which included explicit sexual dialogue and references.  The word f**k was used as a swear word consistently and it was also used in a sexual context.  Members also noted that the sexual content was adult in nature.  

The Board acknowledges that the broadcaster has submitted that airing a warning would have been appropriate before the film.  In the opinion of the Commission, given the frequency of strong language, the context in which it was used and the adult nature of the sexual content, the airing of warnings would not have been sufficient to make the contents of the film appropriate for broadcast at 4 p.m. on a Sunday afternoon.

The Commission also acknowledges that Channel 6 is not aimed at a younger audience.  However, this does not circumvent the broadcaster’s editorial responsibility.  In the course of this film, the strong language and sexual content was such that it was unacceptable for the time of broadcast.  Given the broadcast time and day, the Commission was also cognisant of the fact that children were likely to be in the audience and that children should be protected from material that is unsuitable for them to view.  The Commission was of the opinion that the broadcaster did not exercise due care when scheduling this broadcast in a Sunday afternoon slot.

The complaint was upheld with regard to Sections 2.3(protection for children), 3.2(sexual conduct) and 3.3(coarse and offensive language) of the Code of Programme Standards.  
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