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Broadcasting Complaints Commission

Coimisidn um Ghearain Chraolachain





Complaint made by:  Mr. David Jacobs                                 Ref. No. 254/08
	Station: 
 
	Programme:
  
	Date:

	RTÉ Two
	Jackass The Movie
	4 July 2008


Complaint Summary:

Mr. Jacobs’ complaint, submitted under Section 24(2)(d)(Code of Programme Standards – 2.2 due care), refers to the movie ‘Jackass’.  Mr. Jacobs states this programme depicted an individual inserting a model motor car into his rectum in the guise of alleged comedy.

Whilst Mr. Jacobs is reluctant to use superlatives, he states this was possibly the most garrulously offensive stunt he has ever seen, regardless of context, in the name of entertainment or any other function having any benefit whatsoever.  It was of absolutely no entertainment, educational, informative or any other value.   Its only apparent function was to be offensive for its own sake.

Other aspects of the movie, of which he viewed only a small proportion, depicted semi-naked, maimed and disabled persons being blown up in explosions, burnt, squashed and victims of road traffic accidents, again, in the name of so called comedy.  This again was offensive for the sole purpose of being offensive.

Station’s Response:

RTÉ can readily appreciate that Mr. Jacobs did not find the humour funny.  The audience that appreciates the humour of ‘Jackass’ is quite specific and it is unlikely that the humour would be shared by a more general audience.  Nonetheless, Jackass’ humour is enjoyed by a section of the audience and RTÉ, in broadcasting the movie, was satisfying that section of the audience.  The movie was broadcast post watershed.  It was prefaced with the on screen caption MA (Mature Audience).  In addition, the presentation announcement that introduced the movie stated that the movie contained crass and lewd humour.  Given that the audience is already familiar with the genre of ‘Jackass’ (it has led to several spin off copy cat series), that it was broadcast post watershed on a channel with a reputation for adult humour, that the movie was prefaced by a strong warning from Presentation and that it received a MA classification, RTÉ does not believe it breached acceptable standards in regard to taste and decency.  The movie had been cleared for public viewing by the Irish Film Censor’s Office.  Therefore, it was appropriate for RTÉ to broadcast the movie, provided it was given a post watershed slot and was prefaced by clear warnings as to its contents.
Decision of Commission:

The Commission has considered the broadcast, the submissions made by the complainant and the broadcaster.  The complaint relates to the exploits and pranks of the characters in the film ‘Jackass the Movie’.  The Commission would acknowledge that the irreverent style of ‘Jackass’ is well established.  A viewer would know to expect flippant and somewhat ridiculous stunts and pranks in ‘Jackass’ material.  It is slapstick entertainment that may not appeal to all tastes.  Humour often walks a tightrope in regard to taste and decency.  The Commission must also respect the right to freedom of expression and be cognisant that the broadcaster is not obliged to ensure that its programming appeals to all viewers.  While many would consider much of the content of the film puerile, there are others who would not hold that view.  The Commission could understand why the complainant may not like the material.  However, the Commission could not consider that it breached the Code of Programme Standards.  The film was broadcast in the night time schedule and was preceded with both a warning and a classification visual of MA (mature audience).  Therefore, the viewer was sufficiently well informed of the pending content.  Further, the brand of humour of ‘Jackass’ is already familiar to the audience.  On this basis, the broadcast was unlikely to cause widespread offence.

Given the well-known format of ‘Jackass’ material, the scheduling slot and the audience information provided this broadcast did not infringe the requirements of the Code of Programme Standards – 2.2. due care.  The complaint was rejected.
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