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Broadcasting Complaints Commission

Coimisidn um Ghearain Chraolachain





Complaint made by:  Mr. Martin Mulroy                                      Ref. No. 241/08
	Station: 
 
	Programme:
  
	Date:

	RTÉ Radio 1
	Drivetime
	10 June 2008


Complaint Summary:

Mr. Mulroy’s complaint, submitted under Section 24(2)(a)(fairness, objectivity & impartiality in current affairs) of the Broadcasting Act, 2001, refers to an interview on the ‘Drivetime’ programme in relation to the Lisbon Treaty. 

Mr. Mulroy states that Mary Wilson interviewed Minister Mary Harney and Ulick McEvaddy regarding the Lisbon Treaty.  Minister Harney was speaking in favour and Mr. McEvaddy spoke against the Treaty.  Ms. Wilson gave Minister Harney more air-time than Mr. McEvaddy.  Minister Harney was allowed speak continuously, without interruption, whilst Mr. McEvaddy was interrupted constantly by the presenter.  The show was significant in its partiality.

Station’s Response:

RTÉ states that the programme was a reasoned debate lasting some 24 minutes between two friends which was moderated in an even-handed manner by the programme presenter, Mary Wilson.  Ms. Wilson gave both participants plenty of opportunities to make their points and respond to points raised by their opponent.  Any assessment of the balance of the interview cannot simply be based on a stopwatch being applied.  Some people take longer to say something; others are capable of making their cases more succinctly.  Mary Wilson showed no editorial bias, she expressed no personal views and her questions to both participants in the debate were equally independent.  She did not interrupt one speaker more than the other, as Mr. Mulroy alleges. 

Decision of Commission:

The Commission has considered the broadcast, the submissions made by the complainant and the broadcaster.  The complaint concerns a discussion on the pending Referendum on the Lisbon Treaty.  The Commission noted that both the No vote and the Yes vote were represented.  On hearing the broadcast, the Commission was of the opinion that both sides of the argument were given a fair hearing.  Each side was given a reasonable opportunity to express opinion and to address the issues raised by the other.  The Commission was of the view that at no stage in the broadcast was it evident that the presenter treated any participant unfairly.  Also, fairness and objectivity are not about ‘equal’ allocation of time.  What is important is that each side was afforded the opportunity to get its point across.  In this broadcast, the participants were given ample time to express their views and to respond to points raised by others.

The presenter facilitated a robust and fair discussion with ample time afforded to both participants to express their opinions.  There was also no evidence of unfair or un-equal treatment of any of the participants to the programme as submitted by the complainant.  The complaint was rejected with regard to Section 24(2)(a)(fairness, objectivity and impartiality in current affairs).
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