
Campaign Against Censorship – email response 

 

Contribution from the Campaign Against Censorship.  

Question 1 – This matter is outside the Campaign’s remit. 

Question 2 – Please see below. 

Question 3 – This matter is outside the Campaign’s remit. 

Question 4:  Do [the Guidelines] sufficiently reflect changes in the media landscape since the 

last review in 2010? 

Reply:  We take this to refer to the growth of electronic sources of information and 

entertainment, especially social media.  The impression gained from the Guidelines is of an 

ongoing endeavour  to face up to these alternatives.  Since we are in favour of a maximum 

diversity of sources, that is welcome. 

Question 5:  How well do they reflect audience expectations of the BBC? 

Reply:  If the audiences on both or all sides of a debate complain of BBC bias, it is fair to 

assume that BBC impartiality has been achieved (Section 4). 

       If members of the audience complain of lower production values, they have not 

considered that these may be the result of economic circumstances beynd the BBC’s control. 

       Older viewers and listeners may complain of content which they do not expect to see or 

hear because it does not match their memories of BBC content when they were young 

(Sections 5, 8 and 12).  It may be that their memories are at fault.  The Campaign would, of 

course, prefer the BBC to take more risks with content, not fewer. 

  

Question 2  - Do [the Guidelines] set out appropriate editorial standards for those making 

BBC programmes and content? 

Reply: This is the question of most importance to the Campaign. A general answer is 

followed by visits to the sections of most interest, in order. 

In General -  

It might surprise the ordinary listener or viewer to discover how often the BBC’s position 

towards material which they consider untransmittable may be loosely summarised as: “we 

don’t say we won’t do it” plus an instruction to refer the decision to more senior 

staff.  Provided the senior staff have the necessary confidence to give the go-ahead, this is 

welcome. 

Section 5 – 



5.1  Context    “unawares”  The claim to have come across material unawares may be false, 

especially if the claimant is a child caught viewing content the adults around them regard as 

unsuitable. Therefore little attention should be paid to the possibility of people having done 

so. 

53.13  Music is an art form.  It is unacceptable to play it in “edited” ie censored versions.  All 

musical items should be played uncensored or not at all. 

5.3.21  The Campaign welcomes the importance given to context, here and elsewhere in this 

Section. 

5.3.22 and 3.23  What “the strongest language” might be depends on the differences noted in 

5.3.20.  Without knowing exactly what the phrase refers to it is not possible to say whether 

extra caution is justified. 

5.3.26  We suggest that beeping is an outdated practice.  It does not improve the quality of a 

programme and the effect may even be comic, which in programmes about disaster, 

emergency or crime is not desirable.  As for children, in practice only very young children are 

going to be exposed on the radio or television to language that they have not heard before 

from their neighbours, their families or their peers. 

5.3.33  It is disappointing to find the BBC supporting in any way those who regard the human 

body as offensive per se and seek to pass their distorted attitude on to children. 

5.3.35  We feel a duty to point out that sex between under-16s is also illegal. 

5.3.38  Some viewers or listeners may take the view that to depict prejudice is to perpetuate 

it.  That is not so and they should not deter programme makers. 

5.3.41  In the same way, some people may take the view that to depict substance abuse at all 

is to condone, encourage or glamorise it. That is not so. 

5.3.44  Suicide, attempted suicide and self-harm are symptoms of mental illness and not 

caused by radio, TV or online programmes.  The BBC should not accept blame for them; it is 

not responsible for drastic action on the part of people who were already ill. 

5.3.47  Eating disorders are also mental illnesses (see also 5.3.44). 

5.3.53  Please see the comments on Section 11.1. 

5.3.54, 3.55 and 3.56  Religious belief should be a source of strength to the believer, not a 

weakness requiring special measures to protect it.  The faith that cannot cope with offence is 

not worth having.  See also comments on Section 12.2.1.      

Section 8 –  

8.1  paragraph 4, also 8.3.2, 3.4, 3.15   There are people for whom any or all contributions 

from people who have engaged in criminal or anti-social acts will “glamorise, condone or 

encourage” their behaviour.  They should be ignored.   



8.2.1  Similarly, unless the encouragement or incitement itself is illegal, there should be a 

stronger reason than likelihood for a total ban. 

8.3.14  This should read “convicted criminals”.  Accusers (amd their relatives) should not 

receive the same consideration as victims and theirs (see 8.3.23). 

Section 9 – 

9.3.6  The Campaign welcomes this statement, which is a welcome contrast to  those of other 

bodies and individuals who would prefer to see internet access controlled by law and the state. 

9.3.19  paragraph 3   Has the BBC considered the consequences to itself and to children or 

young people of deceiving them as to the content of the programmes in which they are taking 

part?  This is below the standards of honesty expected of the BBC. 

Section 11 –  

11.1  last paragraph  This goes beyond any consideration for the feelings of people actually 

affected by an event, assumes that audiences cannot read programme listings or tell the 

difference between fact and fiction and may be interpreted as self-serving.  The Campaign 

suggests that programme substitution should not take place or, if it does, that a quick 

alteration to online programme schedules and a “trigger warning” before the programme 

starts should be sufficient to absolve the BBC of blame if someone complains. 

11.3.1  The BBC should always say when its reports are censored. 

Section 12 –  

12.2.1  It appears that the BBC is singling out people who profess a religion for special 

treatment.  This is a legacy of the past rather than a reflection of the present.  Since the 

majority in this country have no religous faith, and that majority appears to be increasing, the 

time may have arrived or may soon arrive for religous creeds to be treated in the same way as 

any other set of opinions.  The same standards should apply to challenge, debate, criticism 

and satire directed at them as apply to, for example, political convictions. 

Section 13 –  

13.1  There should be no tampering with archive material.  It should be used as originally 

transmitted or not at all.  It should not be “amended”  or otherwise falsified.  The BBC fails 

in its duty as a custodian of the past – British and world-wide - if it alters the records of the 

past to suit the interests of the present. 

13.2.6  see 13.1 above. 

13.3.4  It should not be misrepresented at all, 

13.3.6  or “excluded” from release, 

13.3.8  or “edited or removed”. 



13.3.19,  13.3.20  see 3.1 above.  In addition to the moral objections to changing, removing or 

amending archive material (“normally” or otherwise), the BBC’s reputation for integrity will 

be damaged if versions which have been downloaded at the time of first transmission are 

found to differ from versions in the archive. 

Thank you for your attention 

                                             Mary Hayward  (Hon.Secretary, CAC) 

 

 

 


