
Big Ken McQuarrie of the BBC says the Prof’s methods are murder, again, in Dundee! 

 

The Scottish Affairs Committee in Dundee, yesterday, Wednesday 20th October, with English 

right honourable members Maggie Throup, Christopher Chope and Dan Poulter in 

attendance. On the day, troublesome SNP MPs Pete Wishart and Chris Law dug up Professor 

Robertson’s now ancient research, which found bias in the BBC coverage of the Scottish 

Referendum, and threw festering lumps of it at Ken McQuarrie. Ken used his one regular 

response: 

‘We have engaged with Prof Robertson's research. We have some criticisms of, if you like, 

some of the methodology that Professor Robertson used.’ 

I’ve yet to see just what aspect of my methods was flawed.  The BBC hasn’t told me exactly 

nor has any academic written to me to correct the error of my ways and yet they must be 

awful, truly terrible, methods to have made BBC Scotland report me to my employer. I’ve 

been teaching research methods for nearly forty years but, luckily for the students, I retire 

this year. The damage I’ve probably done to those innocent minds doesn’t bear thinking of. 

Most interesting, according to the headline in the Dundee Courier report: 

‘BBC Scotland director rejects claims of ‘unconscious bias’ in independence referendum 

coverage.’ 

I guess ‘unconscious bias’ is in parentheses because it’s what I said back then and in my 

report. It’s interesting that Ken denied this because to accept the possibility of unconscious 

rather than conscious bias would let him and the others in BBC Scotland News off the hook. 

They’d just be humans like everyone else but then again not the brightest, I suppose.  

Now, of course, it’s impossible to know if you’re being unconsciously biased otherwise it 

would be conscious. That’s the point my old chum Noam Chomsky is making. Young Ken or 

any of the others in the leadership of BBC Scotland goes to school and learns how ‘great’ 

Britain and the British Empire have been. At University, unionist propaganda is so 

hegemonic as to be invisible. I used to work beside History lecturers who had studied at 



Glasgow University in the late 50s and early 60s in the company of John Smith and Donald 

Dewar. How many courses in Scottish History were on offer then? That’s right, not a one! 

After University, they work in media and politics and in a culture where unionism is the 

environment, the ‘normal’ world. If by chance they’d had a different learning curve, they 

might see the Union and the Empire in a more critical light but they didn’t.  So when the Yes 

campaign surge arrived last year, they could only see it as somehow wrong, not normal and 

reported as if that were the case. 

All of that behaviour, for people like Ken, was to a large extent unconscious, habitual. 

Psychologists have long known that unconscious factors play a larger part in our daily, 

hourly, decision-making than we like to think. I don’t doubt that Ken and other senior staff 

at BBC Scotland had a very conscious articulated anti-independence rationale and that they 

communicated this daily to other staff in mostly subtle but sometimes in unsubtle ways. The 

rest of the team members in, for example, Reporting Scotland, had varying opinions, I’ve 

heard, but were working in an atmosphere of intimidation. The Head of News and Current 

affairs, John Boothman, was subject to a serious bullying complaint from the NUJ and then 

moved onto ‘other projects’. In that environment, probably quite common in some 

newspapers too, but not this one, junior staff will ‘work to’ those above them in the system 

producing reports that will meet with editorial approval. I don’t blame them but I do blame 

the managers and senior journalists who stifle journalistic freedom in the interests of elites. 

Briefly, in January 2014, I was afraid. I was petrified. Kept thinking I’d have to retire early. 

Two years later, to say that the BBC was biased in its coverage of the Scottish Referendum 

has become a more normal thing to say.  Alex Salmond has repeated what I said and several 

of the new MPs feel able to do the same. Former BBC reporter, Paul Mason, described the 

BBC as being in ‘full propaganda mode’ in the run-up to the vote and the Guardian’s George 

Monbiot wrote that the BBC had ‘shafted the people of Scotland’. The latter two have no 

vested interest that I’m aware of in an independent Scotland. 

I’m a forgiving soul when it comes to McQuarrie and Boothman. Like me, they’ve both been 

unwell and will soon be retiring to reflect on their careers. I can recommend some fine 

books on the horrors of British Empire.  



 

http://www.thecourier.co.uk/news/scotland/bbc-scotland-director-rejects-claims-of-

unconscious-bias-in-independence-referendum-coverage-1.905922 
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