










































which was published one day before the plaintiffs wedding actually took place. 
The plaintiffs claim was struck out as frivolous and vexatious. 

It may be that forms of satire or comedy are increasingly being held to be 
defamatory.  McDonald cites a Circuit Court case in 1977, Thorpe & Lee v 
Ames32 in which two barmen recovered damages for the following statement 
in a local newspaper: 

     "One of the barmen looked like Lazarus before he came out of 
     retirement. The other fellow was the reverse: he looked like him when 
     he went back again." 

RTE are of the view that there is a trend towards holding comical or satirical 
statements to be defamatory, and that this inhibits their presenting of comedy 
on television.33

Burden of Proof and Defamatory Effect 
14.        The burden of proof lies on the plaintiff to establish that a defamatory 
             imputation is conveyed.

The defamatory nature of a statement is not to be confused with its falsity. 
While the burden is on the plaintiff to show that the statement was of a 
defamatory nature, he is not obliged to prove its falsity. The law presumes 
the falsity of defamatory statements.34

The Meaning of Words 

(a)         The innuendo 
15.        The terminology of defamation law refers to the different meanings that 
may be ascribed to words as (a) the "ordinary and natural meaning" and (b) 
the "innuendo". In every day conversation, the word "innuendo" is used by 
people as referring to a statement made by way of hint or suggestion rather 
than directly. In the law of defamation, it has a different and rather artificial 
meaning.

The distinction in law between (a) the ordinary and natural meaning of words 
and (b) an "innuendo" is best illustrated by examples. If it is said of a man 
that he was seen frequently entering a brothel, the words are regarded by the 
law as capable of being defamatory in their ordinary and natural meaning. If 
the statement is simply to the effect that the person was seen frequently 
entering a named premises, the words would not be regarded as capable of being  
defamatory in their ordinary and natural meaning. If, however, the

32 Irish Times,  23 November 1977.
33    Part of an RTE submission to this Commission.
34    See below, para 62. 
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