
Foreign Secretary, Philip Hammond, to resign in disgrace as 

Wolf Hall producer attacks UK’s material support for War in 

Yemen, at BAFTA Ceremony 

 

 

I made that bit up but the Wolf Hall producer did say something about 

speaking truth to power so that must be the kind of thing he meant. He didn’t? 

Didn’t he say something about protecting the BBC so it could ‘speak truth to 

power?’  I assumed it must be about something like how the BBC has attacked 

UK foreign policy such as arms sales and training to Saudi Arabia, the Iraq War 

or Obama’s drone wars. It wasn’t? What was it about then?  

 

Peter Kominsky in some very posh gear. Was he in The Hunger Games? 

 



Well it seems it was about the Tory government’s plans to control and to 

shrink the BBC and Channel 4. I get that. I want a public service broadcaster. I 

want all that great drama they produce and buy-in. I want the new nature 

series on the Scottish Highlands coming up this week. I like all of this stuff but 

it doesn’t ‘speak truth to power’, does it? Am I being thick? Ah, the Osprey 

represents NATO? 

To be fair, to Peter Kominsky, the Wolf Hall director, he probably meant things 

like these, which he mentioned in a Guardian interview in January 2015: 

Shoot to Kill, about the Stalker inquiry into the shooting of three IRA men by 

RUC officers in Northern Ireland, while other dramas, such as the Bafta award-

winning The Government Inspector, have brought to light pieces of new 

evidence and spoken truth to power. 

The first from 1990 was made by ITV and the second was made by Channel 4 in 

2005 so it’s not a lot of speaking to power by the BBC, is it? Anyway, where we 

really need speaking to power is on TV News and there’s been little of that on 

the BBC, ever. 

   

Consider the Weapons of Mass Destruction thesis for the Iraq War, only 

Channel 4 News, the Independent and the Sunday Herald (Glasgow) 

newspapers offered any real critique. PM Tony Blair and the dread Alistair 

Campbell bullied the BBC into a resignation by Greg Dyke and abject apologies 

http://www.theguardian.com/media/2005/mar/07/bbc.radio
http://www.theguardian.com/media/2005/mar/07/bbc.radio


from the board for alleged anti-war bias. However, research by Cardiff 

University published in 2003 showed that the BBC had been the most 

supportive of the war. See these extracts from a Guardian (ironic given their 

support for the war) piece from 4th July:  

 academic analysis that shows the corporation displayed the most "pro-

war" agenda of any broadcaster 

 the BBC was more reliant than any of its rivals on government and 

military sources 

 BBC was the least likely to quote official Iraqi sources, and less likely than 

Sky, ITV or Channel 4 News to use independent (and often sceptical) 

sources such as the Red Cross 

 BBC placed least emphasis on Iraqi casualties, which were mentioned in 

22% of its stories about the Iraqi people. Casualties received most 

prominence on Channel 4 News, figuring in 40% of its reports about 

Iraqis 

We haven’t had comparable research into coverage of the Afghan War, the 

attacks on Libya or on Syria so I can’t comment definitively but I’ve seen little 

sign of BBC News speaking truth to power there. 

As I write, UK-made equipment is being used to bomb the civilian population of 

Yemen. The Saudi pilots and other operatives were trained by the UK. Some UK 

citizens are there, training combatants and maintaining equipment. There’s 

not a peep from the BBC on this.  Turkey, our NATO ally is attacking its own 

Kurdish minority with tanks and aerial bombardment. RT is reporting it but 

nobody else is. I know RT is funded by Putin and the Turks have annoyed him 

but it is actually happening. The BBC is happy to speak truth to Russian power 

but it is clearly scared to criticise the UK, USA, Saudi Arabia or NATO. It used to 



attack China’s lack of human rights but that’s all gone quiet now that they are 

our most important trading partner. 

Finally, could speaking truth to power include criticism of Israel’s policy toward 

the Palestinians? A study in 2004 by the Glasgow University Media Group, 

published as Bad News from Israel, revealed that most audience members, 

viewing BBC coverage, reported that they thought the Israelis were the original 

inhabitants and that the Palestinians were a troublesome and more recent 

immigrant group!  

A more recent study of a sample of the residents of Tripoli, Damascus and 

Baghdad revealed that, when asked what BAFTA might stand for, 87% of them 

thought British Air Forces Trash Arabs. 

 

Mark Rylance as Philip Hammond? Is that what we were supposed to get? 

Finally, the BAFTA ceremony, the whole idea of awards for ‘art’, the clothes, 

the ritualised fawning and the ridiculous praise for such light-weight cultural 

artefacts reveals much. Everyone dressed in establishment, status-conscious, 

black, often velvet, is speaking love for power! How much was Peter’s outfit 

alone? Not only did it shout ‘wealth’ it shouted ‘master’ and it shouted 

‘privilege’. It looked fucking stupid as well.  

Dr John Robertson, Resigned and Retired Professor of Media Politics at the 

University of the West of Scotland, 9th May 2016 



Footnote: I won’t say much about BBC Scotland News because their clear anti-

Independence bias seems pretty harmless compared to the above. Suffice to 

say that at least 1 million Scots voters would like a public service broadcaster 

just not the one the UK gives us. The difference between us and the Yemenis 

or the Libyans is that Imperial UK might actually let us go if we promise to stay 

in NATO and pay for BBC product. OK Peaky Blinders then but you can keep the 

rest! 

 

 

 

 


