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Broadcasting Complaints Commission

Coimisidn um Ghearain Chraolachain





Complaint made by: Mr. Stephen Kenny                            Ref. No. 169/07
	Station: 
 
	Programme:
  
	Date:

	RTÉ One
	RTÉ Promo – Damage
	18 June 2007


Complaint Summary:

Mr. Kenny’s complaint, submitted under Section 24(2)(d)(taste & decency: Code of Programme Standards), refers to a promo for the film Damage broadcast just before 9 p.m. on 18 June, 2007.  The complainant submits that it included a clip from the programme depicting a rape.  This scene was in poor taste, came without warning and was broadcast at the relatively early time of approximately 8.58 p.m.

Station’s Response: 

RTÉ submits that it does not accept that the promotion breached any code.  It is their view that the promotion was suitable for transmission on the lead to the main evening news.  The promotion which used a split screen technique included a whole series of fleeting images from the drama Damage.  As a rape at a party was central to the drama images of this were included in the promotion.  However, the images chosen for inclusion in the promotion were chosen with maximum discretion and emphasised the aftermath of the rape, rather than the rape itself.  Great care was exercised to avoid including any visual image which might be disturbing to young viewers.  The actual images of the rape scene were on screen for very short periods and involved very close up shots in poor light.  RTÉ is of the view that any younger viewers (and there wouldn’t be many watching the lead into the Nine O’clock News) would not have been disturbed by what they saw.  

RTÉ is entitled to promote an important drama for adult viewers before the watershed provided care is taken in the contents and tone of the promotion.  They believe in this instance that maximum care was taken and the broadcast was fully justified and did not breach the Code of Programme Standards in any way.

Decision of the Commission:  
The Commission has considered the broadcast, the submissions made by the complainant and the broadcaster.  The station promotion was for an Irish produced drama, which had as its main theme the consequences that a rape had on the victim and those associated with her, including family and friends.  The promotion was approximately 20 seconds long and comprised of several short clips.   A considerable portion of the promotion was in split screen format.

In assessing this complaint, the Commission had to have regard to Section 3.1 violent programme material of the Code of Programme Standards.   This section requires that the inclusion of violent material must be justified and also, that the detail of sexual violence must be kept to a minimum.  The Commission also had regard to the time of broadcast, which was just before the Nine O’clock news.       

The Commission was of the view that there was no graphic sexual violence and/ or detail in the promotion.  All the images were fleeting and were used to promote the content of the drama.  Rape was a central theme in the drama and therefore, it was included in the promotion.  In line with the Code of Programme Standards, it was ‘justified in the context of the development of the story’.  What is important to the Commission is how the subject matter was treated.  

The Commission noted that the clip which included the rape was very discreet, with no sexual imagery or detail.  The Commission also noted that the voice-over did not contain violent or sexually explicit detail or references.  

‘when you have the wealth, image and lifestyle and the unthinkable happens, what will matter most?  Family, reputation or truth?  A new feature length drama, Damage, Sunday @ 9.30 p.m. on RTÉ 1.’    

In the opinion of the Commission, the broadcaster handled the subject matter of rape with due care.  The clip in the promotion implied rape, but did not depict a sexually violent scene.  Given the discreet nature of the clip, the time of broadcast and that its inclusion was justified in the context of the story, the Commission is of opinion that the promotion was unlikely to cause widespread offence.  The Commission was also of the view that the clip was discreet such that younger children, and even some adult viewers, would not have comprehended the scene.  The complaint was rejected with reference to Section 24(2)(d)(taste & decency; Code of Programme Standards).
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