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e
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O
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U
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The Low
 Level R
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am

paign is a com
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lim
ited by guarantee. C
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LLR
C

, The K
noll, M

ontpellier Park,
Llandrindod W

ells, Pow
ys LD

1 5LW
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Em
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llrc.org
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D
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Please m
ake cheques payable to Low

 Level
Radiation Cam

paign. O
ther w

ays to send m
oney

are on w
w

w.bbcnuclear.co.uk

The Low
 Level R

adiation C
am

paign is an
independent body set up in 1993 to draw
attention to the true dangers of
radioactive pollution. W

e depend on the
support of the public.

and the
B

B
C

propaganda

A
sk us for copies of this leaflet to

distribute. They are free on request but
w

e need donations to carry on this w
ork.

M
ore inform

ation - w
w

w.bbcnuclear.co.uk

H
ow

 the B
B

C
plays dow

n the health effects of
Chernobyl;

breaks its ow
n rules;

condones lying;
and skew

s  the nuclear debate.
May ‘09

w
w

w
.bbcnuclear.co.uk

...

or ...

enda

it’s nothing like Brand

here

backing a G
overnm

ent
W

e’re

G
illigan m

ess,
or the

gate,

It’s perfectly safe,
old boy ...

or reversing tapes of the Q
ueen,or rigging a

phone vote
...

H
ow

 you can help
W

rite to Sir M
ichael Lyons, Chairm

an of
the BBC Trust, supporting our dem

ands. H
is

address is R
oom

 211, 35  M
arylebone  H

igh
Street,  London W

1 U
4A

.
W

rite to your M
P, M

SP, and W
elsh A

M
pointing out that the BBC m

ust be im
partial,

especially on controversial subjects; that they
adm

it radiation and health is controversial, and
that licence-payers bear the cost of their pro-
nuclear propaganda. W

e w
ould like copies of

the replies you receive.
Letters to national and local papers w

ill add
to the pressure for change.

• •• W
hat w

e w
ant from

 the BBC
They m

ust stop pretending that the
C

hernobyl Forum
 represents a “scientific

consensus”. H
undreds of scientists have show

n
increased disease after the disaster and they
think radioactivity is the cause.

The BBC’s ow
n rules on balance dem

and
new

 program
m

es to redress the bias of
N

uclear N
ightm

ares, Today, and You and
Yours. They  m

ust have the sam
e prom

inence
and publicity as the nuclear propaganda. They
m

ust exam
ine the full range of evidence and

represent it fairly. They m
ust  interview

 the
scientists they’ve ignored so far.

The B
B

C
 com

plaints process is clearly
partisan and should be m

ade independent.

•••

ag



·
totally ignored the studies that contradict
the Chernobyl Forum

.
A

fter 19 acrim
onious m

onths the BBC Trust
adjudicated an appeal. G

uided by an
anonym

ous “Editorial A
dvisor” w

ho w
as even

m
ore biased than Nightm

ares itself, they
·

ignored H
orizon’s lie about the evidence;

·
parroted som

e of the illiterate science;
·

m
isrepresented the com

plaints; and
·

totally ignored the studies that contradict
the Chernobyl Forum

.
But the Trust did rule that

·
radiation and health is controversial;

·
N

uclear N
ightm

ares w
as biased, and

·
it w

as “im
portant to rem

ind all
program

m
e areas to ensure im

partiality,
especially on controversial topics”.

·
totally ignored the studies that contradict
the Chernobyl Forum

.
In adjudicating the com

plaints, the B
B

C
’s

Editorial Com
plaints U

nit
·

denied that the topic w
as controversial;

·
ignored H

orizon’s lie about the evidence;
·

accepted H
orizon’s illiterate argum

ents;
·

m
isrepresented the com

plaints; and

The BBC
’s N

uclear N
ightm

ares
O

n 13th July 2006, just as Blair’s G
overnm

ent
announced its determ

ination to prom
ote new

nuclear pow
er stations, B

B
C

 TV
 broadcast

Nuclear Nightm
ares. This 50 m

inute H
orizon

docum
entary sneered at public concerns about

the health effects of nuclear pow
er. It used

Chernobyl as a particular exam
ple.

Preceded by global publicity, the program
m

e
•

presented fear of radiation as hysterical;
•

headlined claim
s from

 the C
hernobyl

Forum
 that radioactive pollution had no

observable effect on health;
•

dism
issed w

ithout explanation all the
hundreds of published scientific studies
that link the accident to increased rates
of cancer, leukaem

ia, birth defects,
m

iscarriages, genetic m
utations, low

ered
intelligence, and other diseases;

•
suggested that the very real breakdow

n
of public health in regions around
Chernobyl is caused by fear of radiation;

•
speculated on unpublished findings that
low

 level radiation m
ay even be beneficial.

Should w
e w

orry?
In A

pril 1986 Chernobyl’s reactor num
ber 4

exploded. It burned for ten days, spreading
radioactivity all over the w

orld. This w
as the

w
orst nuclear accident ever. If it had no effect

on health, then w
hy w

ould w
e w

orry about a
new

 generation of nuclear pow
er stations?

“Im
partiality” - a BBC

 standard
Editorial G

uidelines absolutely require
balance, especially on controversial issues.
D

efending them
selves against com

plaints of
bias, H

orizon staff
·

denied that the topic w
as controversial;

·
lied about evidence they’d exam

ined;
·

put forw
ard irrelevant, scientifically

illiterate argum
ents, and

... and it didn’t stop them
 telling

the sam
e biased story again ...

O
n N

ew
 Y

ear’s E
ve 2007 the Today

program
m

e (B
B

C
 R

adio 4) repeated the
C

hernobyl Forum
 view

 —
 “apart from

 the
deaths of a few

 highly irradiated firem
en and

som
e additional cases of thyroid cancer

(m
ostly curable), there w

as no m
easurable

im
pact.” “Fear of radiation has had m

ore of a
health im

pact than the radiation itself”.
Evidence to the contrary w

as dism
issed as

“m
ythology and m

isconception”.
Em

ails from
 Today’s editors show

 they didn’t
think about any of the num

erous scientific
studies that contradict the Forum

.

••• •••• •••

T
he B

B
C

 calls H
orizon its “flagship

science series ... outstanding acclaim
 ...

a w
orld leader in its field”.

• •••

... and yet again
O

n 7th A
pril 2009 the Forum

 view
 w

as
repeated by the presenter on You and Yours
during an hour of m

ainly nuclear-friendly
discussion of future energy supplies.

O
f all the new

s and factual program
m

ing
on the B

B
C

’s radio channels, these are
the m

ost prom
inent.

Should they trust the Forum
?

N
o. The C

hernobyl Forum
 is led by the

International A
tom

ic Energy A
gency (IA

EA
)

and the W
orld H

ealth O
rganisation (W

H
O

).
The IA

EA
 exists to prom

ote nuclear pow
er

and for half a century has been able to veto
W

H
O

 research on radiation and health. A
n

international cam
paign opposes this conflict of

interest, calling for W
H

O
 to be independent

of the nuclear lobby. M
ore inform

ation on:-
w

w
w.bbcnuclear.co.uk/chernobylforum

.htm

••

w
w
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w
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w
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w
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But that didn’t m
ean they’d m

ake
a new

 program
m

e to tell the truth
...


