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3rd February 2011

Mark Thompson, Esq.
Director-General, BBC

The BBC and “Europe”

The Newswatch survey of the Today Programme’s EU output for
September-December is nearing completion, and I fear it tells the same
old story. This follows their conclusions about the BBC’s coverage of the
2010 General Election (enclosed).

So I hope it’s helpful if I sum up where we stand more generally. We last
spoke briefly after you and the Chairman presented your annual report to
Parliamentarians on 5™ July. That event was revealing. If you remember,
I repeated my steadfast point that the BBC had still not fulfilled its
promise, given after the Wilson report in 2005:

“to offer our audiences across all platforms clear, accurate and
accessible information about the way EU institutions work and
their impact on UK laws and life”.

When you didn’t agree I asked you and Sir Michael in turn: “What is
COREPER?”, and you were both good enough to say you “hadn’t the
faintest idea”. I then asked if anyone else in the room knew the answer.
Out of some 20 MPs and Peers, and half a dozen others from the BBC,
only 2 hands went up (Lord Maples and one of your team).

Forgive me, but if the people in that room don’t understand the basics of
EU law-making, how can your audiences be expected to do so? My
contention remains that they don’t; not even how the EU Parliament, for
which they vote, fits into the scheme of things.

I accept that the BBC has given quite a bit of time to the troubles of the
euro, but you have not explained its place in the project of European




integration, so your audiences can’t understand why Brussels is so keen
to keep it (at any price it seems, to be paid by the people).

Meanwhile, the “project” itself proceeds apace. Financial supervision
(from an outfit which hasn’t had its own accounts signed off by its
internal auditors for 16 years); justice and home affairs; the common
foreign and security policy; and more, are all moving towards control
from Brussels. The BBC remains silent on how this comes about, and
what power our Government now has left to prevent any of it, supposing
it wanted to do so.

I know it’s very boring when people send you stuff they have written
themselves, but I attach a recent attempt of mine to explain extremely
briefly how the EU works, and what lies behind it, as the foreword to
Marta Andreasen’s recent book “Brussels Laid Bare”. I wonder how
many people in the BBC have read it? Anyway, herewith three copies, in
case you want to pass them on. I apologize for the knock-about style, but
are the facts basically right? If not, which ones have I got wrong? Is there
not food for national debate here, and has not the BBC promised to
encourage it, in pursuit of its Charter and Guidelines?

Now we have Peter Sissons’ book, the Daily Express campaign, and
Channel 4’s programme on the Common Fisheries Policy. Public opinion
continues to move against our EU membership, and it will be a tragedy if
the BBC gets stranded by this tide to its long term detriment, and
therefore to that of the nation.

The one ray of light in all this has been some of your own public
pronouncements recently, perhaps particularly your speech to the Institute
of Government on 16™ December. I’ve only seen the Daily Mail’s
coverage of the event (enclosed), but you have obviously been very clear-
sighted and courageous. So the question becomes: what is to be done
about it?

I would of course be happy to come and see you with David Keighley of
Newswatch, and look forward to hearing from you.
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newswatch

THE BBC AND ‘EUROPE’

ANALYSIS OF EU COVERAGE IN
THE 2010 GENERAL ELECTION



The reporting of EU issues was a very low priority during this election and the paucity of coverage

meant that key topics linked to the EU were not properly explored.

Of the total election coverage, UKIP attracted 1.98%, considerably less than its share of the national

poll, which was 3.1%. This meant that party policies were not explored in sufficient depth.

There were few editorial efforts to explore UKIP policies such as withdrawal, and the interviews that
did take place with senior party spokesmen were disproportionately aggressive or angled on

inaccurate or contentious opposing information.

The thrust of many features was to portray the party as mavericks who based policies on poorly

researched data.

Exploration of EU issues amounted to only 3.2% of election coverage across all programmes, and was
as low as 2.2% in the flagship Today programme. The BBC seemingly acquiesced to the desire of the

main parties to attach low priority to the EU as an election issue.

There were no BBC interviews of the main two parties’ leaders about EU issues, and the only

curiosity about the Liberal Democrats’ strongly pro-EU stance related to its support of the euro.

Extracts from the leaders’ debates broadcast on news programmes about EU affairs amounted to less

than a thousand words

Only ten BBC correspondent reports were filed about EU topics, and only two of these — by Gavin
Hewitt, the Europe editor before the second leaders’ debate — covered the EU policies of the main

parties in more than a few sentences.



MARTA ANDREASEN

How THE EU WORKS

THE COMMISSION (unelected) has the monopoly of
proposing all EU legislation, which it does in secret. Can also
issue “Regulations”, which are automatically binding in all
* Member States. It is run by a College of 27 COMMISSIONERS,
currently one for each Member State, who are appointed for
5 years at a time. It has 37 branches, or “Directorates
General”, each run by a Director General. The “DGs” are the
real bosses, and can rule for many years.

COREPER. The “Committee of Permanent Representatives”,
or bureaucrats who represent the Member States. A shadowy
body, where the national horse-trading on the Commission’s
legislative proposals takes place, still in secret. The agreed

versions of their proposals go to the Council of Ministers and

the European Parliament for approval.

THE COUNCIL OF MINISTERS from Member States passes
EU legislation, often by majority voting, and again in secret.

The UK has 8.4% of the votes. Sometimes has to consult the -

European Parliament. Has the final say on Commission
proposals, and could have supported Miss Andreasen.

THE EUROPEAN PARLIAMENT consists of 785 MEPs,
elected every 5 years. The UK has 78. The Parliament cannot
propose legislation but it can delay and even block it. In
practice the MEPs do not want to de-rail their famous gravy
train, so the ‘project’ proceeds. Can override the Commission
on employment matters, and also could have supported Miss
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BRUSSELS LAID BARE

Andreasen. (There are informal agreements which say that

one EU institution should not interfere in the internal affairs
of another.)

THE COMMISSION (again) becomes the sole enforcer of all
EU legislation and decisions, supported when necessary by:

THE EUROPEAN COURT OF JUSTICE IN LUXEMBOURG
(ECJ or LC]). This is not an independent court of law; it is the
engine of the “ever closer union of the peoples of Europe”
required by the EU Treaties. It is financed by the EU, and has the
final say on all EU matters, including employment cases. There
is no appeal against its verdicts.

THE EUROPEAN COURT OF FIRST INSTANCE, hears cases
before they reach the Luxembourg Court of Justice (above).

THE COURT OF AUDITORS, which is also financed out of

the EU budget, is supposed to guarantee the proper use of EU
funds to taxpayers. It has been unable to do this for the last 14
years. There are no external auditors.

Lord Pearson of Rannoch
May 2009







