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Introduction 

The BBC’s responsibility as a universally funded public broadcaster is to reflect the lives of 

the UK’s diverse population accurately and authentically. This obligation is enshrined in the 

fourth public purpose of the BBC Royal Charter. However, in recent years, there have been 

growing concerns about whether the BBC is fulfilling this mandate, particularly regarding its 

portrayal and representation of certain communities, including those involved in the debate 

over gender identity. 

General Observations 

The BBC’s content across various genres—news, drama, comedy, and children’s 

programming—often reflects a bias toward promoting specific ideological perspectives, 

particularly on sensitive and divisive issues like gender identity. While aiming to be inclusive, 

the BBC has sometimes marginalised or misrepresented the views of those who dissent 

from popular ideologies, thereby failing to provide a balanced portrayal of the spectrum of 

perspectives within the UK. 

Specific Concerns 

1. Framing and Language: 

○ The BBC’s use of terminology such as “gender identity” and “gender-affirming 

care” often presents these concepts as universally accepted and 

uncontested. This framing neglects the significant public debate and scientific 

scrutiny surrounding these terms, particularly in relation to their impact on 

children and young people. The language used can give the impression of 

endorsing a specific viewpoint, which compromises the BBC's commitment to 

impartiality and balanced representation. 

2. Selective Representation and Case Studies: 

○ In its portrayal of issues related to gender identity, the BBC has frequently 

highlighted narratives that support medical transition and the affirmation of 

transgender identities while downplaying or ignoring stories that present 

alternative viewpoints. For example, the Cass Review’s critical findings 

regarding the lack of evidence for medical interventions in young people with 
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gender dysphoria have not been sufficiently explored or communicated. This 

selective representation suggests a bias that could mislead the public about 

the complexity and risks involved in these treatments. 

3. Underrepresentation of Critical Perspectives: 

○ The BBC has a tendency to under-represent or marginalise perspectives that 

question or critique the prevailing narratives on gender identity. This includes 

the voices of parents, clinicians, and researchers who express concern about 

the long-term effects of puberty blockers and cross-sex hormones, particularly 

on minors. Such under-representation can lead to a one-dimensional 

portrayal of the issue, which fails to reflect the diverse opinions held by the 

UK population. 

4. Impact on Public Perception and Trust: 

○ The BBC’s approach to these sensitive issues has contributed to a growing 

perception that the broadcaster is not impartial. This has the potential to 

alienate significant portions of its audience who feel that their views and 

concerns are not being fairly represented. To maintain public trust, it is crucial 

that the BBC adopts a more balanced approach that authentically represents 

all sides of these debates. 

Critical Analysis 

The BBC’s portrayal of transgenderism is overwhelmingly presented with positive spin; there 

is little to no inclusion of critical perspectives. The lack of balancing views, particularly those 

questioning the medicalisation of gender dysphoria or exploring the experiences of 

detransitioners, is indicative of systemic bias. 

1. Selection Bias 

● Selection bias occurs when media outlets choose to present one side of a story 

more prominently than another, leading to an unbalanced representation of the issue. 

This can create a perception that one perspective is more valid or mainstream than it 

actually is. 
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● Example: The BBC has been criticised for disproportionately featuring transgender 

activists and advocates in discussions on transgender issues, while rarely giving a 

platform to voices critical of gender identity ideology, such as parents, feminists, or 

detransitioners. 

 

● Our Duty has attempted to pitch stories to the BBC since 2019. However despite 

newsworthy events ranging from Our Duty parents accompanying Hannah Barnes to 

the Tavistock in September of that year, through to a major public school medically 

transitioning a pupil behind the parents’ backs, we have never been able to get the 

parents’ perspective aired on the BBC. 

https://ourduty.group/2020/03/27/our-duty-at-the-tavistock/ 

2. Framing Bias 

● Framing bias involves presenting information in a way that subtly encourages the 

audience to interpret it from a specific viewpoint. By consistently using language and 

narratives that favour one side, the media can shape public perception and 

understanding of the issue. 

 

● Example: The BBC often frames stories on transgender issues using language that 

implicitly supports the validity of gender identity ideology, such as referring to 

biological males as "trans women" without qualification or presenting medical 

transition as a straightforward solution to gender dysphoria. 

 

● Realm ignorance: Framing bias might not stem from malign intent, but instead result 

from realm ignorance. Problems include framing transgender people as belonging to 

the “LGBTQ+ Community” which is a false and contested construct (see LGB 

Alliance). Similarly, transgender issues might ignore the stark differences between 

cohorts, or worse include ‘drag queens’, as if there is a homogeneous group.  

 

● Transgender darts player shaken by abuse and bans 

https://www.bbc.co.uk/news/articles/c10l58zd059o 

https://ourduty.group/2020/03/27/our-duty-at-the-tavistock/
https://www.bbc.co.uk/news/articles/c10l58zd059o
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3. Omission Bias 

● Omission bias occurs when key facts or alternative viewpoints are left out of 

coverage, preventing the audience from getting a full understanding of the issue. This 

can lead to a skewed perspective where only one side of the debate is visible. 

 

● Example: The BBC has been accused of omitting or downplaying important 

developments that challenge the dominant narrative on transgenderism, such as the 

growing number of detransitioners or concerns raised by medical professionals about 

the risks of puberty blockers. With desistance rates known to be greater than 50% 

there should in theory be more coverage of those who have rejected a transgender 

identity than of those who have embraced one. 

 

● During the month (March 2024) in which US journalist Mia Hughes released a 

compendium of evidence documenting malpractice in the World Professional 

Association for Transgender Health - labelled the WPATH Files, the BBC did not 

cover that story, but did publish at least five minor stories about people with 

transgender identities. 

4. Confirmation Bias 

● Confirmation bias in media occurs when journalists and editors selectively present 

information that supports their pre-existing beliefs or the narrative they wish to 

promote. This can result in coverage that reinforces a particular viewpoint while 

disregarding evidence to the contrary. 

 

● Example: BBC reports often emphasise studies or expert opinions that affirm the 

benefits of so-called “gender-affirming care” while ignoring or dismissing studies that 

suggest potential harms or long-term consequences of such treatments. 

● Transgender youth treatment banned by Arkansas 

https://www.bbc.co.uk/news/world-us-canada-56657625 

● This article reveals several biases in its presentation: 

Emphasis on Emotional Language: Terms like “heart-breaking message” and 

"disastrous consequences" are used. 

https://www.bbc.co.uk/news/world-us-canada-56657625
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Selective Expert Opinions: Experts cited, such as Dr Jack Turban, support 

medicalisation of adolescents, while opposing views are under-represented or 

treated with scepticism. 

Framing of Opposition: The article frames those in favour of the bill as 

predominantly Republican, implying political motives, while minimising medical or 

ethical concerns behind their support. 

5. Sensationalism 

● Sensationalism is the use of shocking or emotionally provocative content to attract 

attention. While this can raise awareness, it often simplifies complex issues and can 

distort public perception by emphasising certain aspects and forgoing more nuanced 

discussions. 

 

● Example: The BBC has occasionally used emotionally charged stories or headlines 

to draw attention to transgender issues, such as focusing on individual cases of 

discrimination or violence against transgender individuals, without providing the 

broader context. 

● Canada warns LGBT travellers of US risks 

https://www.bbc.co.uk/news/world-us-canada-66654134 

Dramatic Tone: The comparison between U.S. states and countries like Uganda or 

Russia, where LGB rights are severely curtailed, may create an exaggerated sense 

of danger, as the legal environments differ substantially. 

Lack of Specifics: The warning is vague about which U.S. states pose risks, 

contributing to uncertainty and amplifying concerns without concrete details. 

Misrepresentation: By reframing legal actions established to protect vulnerable 

children and adolescents as targeting transgender and LGB rights, the article can be 

accurately described as misleading fearmongering. 

6. Ideological Bias 

● Ideological bias occurs when a media outlet’s coverage is influenced by a particular 

set of beliefs or values, leading to reporting that favours those beliefs. This can result 

https://www.bbc.co.uk/news/world-us-canada-66654134
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in a lack of objectivity and the marginalisation of alternative viewpoints. 

 

● Example: Some critics argue that the BBC’s coverage of transgender issues often 

reflects a broader ideological commitment to progressive or identity politics, which 

aligns with the promotion of gender identity ideology over biological sex. 

● BBC Pride activists demand right to vet transgender news stories on Radio 4's 

Today programme 

https://www.dailymail.co.uk/news/article-9728735/BBC-Pride-activists-demand-right-

vet-transgender-news-stories-Radio-4s-Today-programme.html 

● The Critic – Pride and Shame at the Beeb, by Malcolm Clark 

https://thecritic.co.uk/pride-and-shame-at-the-beeb/ 

7. Narrative Bias 

● Narrative bias involves creating and reinforcing a specific storyline that aligns with 

the media outlet’s agenda. This can lead to the oversimplification of complex issues 

and the portrayal of characters within the narrative as either heroes or villains, rather 

than acknowledging the full spectrum of perspectives. 

 

● Example: The BBC has been accused of constructing narratives around transgender 

issues that present transgender individuals primarily as victims in need of protection 

and affirmation, while portraying critics or sceptics as bigoted or harmful. 

 

● Father Ted Creator on Trans Rights 

https://www.bbc.co.uk/programmes/p08305wc 

● Casualty 

BBC’s hospital drama, Casualty, has portrayed transgender characters and 

storylines. Misia, portrayed by Cici Coleman, and Sah, played by Arin Smethurst, 

introduce narratives about gender transition, acceptance, and the medical and 

emotional challenges transgender people face. This representation aligns with the 

BBC's broader push for inclusivity, although questions arise over balancing 

perspectives, and the danger of normalising contested tropes. 

https://www.dailymail.co.uk/news/article-9728735/BBC-Pride-activists-demand-right-vet-transgender-news-stories-Radio-4s-Today-programme.html
https://www.dailymail.co.uk/news/article-9728735/BBC-Pride-activists-demand-right-vet-transgender-news-stories-Radio-4s-Today-programme.html
https://thecritic.co.uk/pride-and-shame-at-the-beeb/
https://www.bbc.co.uk/programmes/p08305wc
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8. Agenda-Setting Bias 

● Agenda-setting bias occurs when the media prioritises certain topics over others, 

influencing what the public perceives as important. By consistently highlighting 

transgender issues, the BBC may contribute to the perception that these issues are 

more pressing or settled than they might be in broader society. 

 

● Example: The BBC's frequent coverage of transgender rights and issues may give 

the impression that these topics are of greater importance or more universally 

accepted than they actually are, potentially sidelining other important societal issues. 

Case Studies 

This report includes four Case Studies in Appendix A. The purpose of these case studies is 

to provide a deeper dive into how BBC articles can manifest a variety of biases in a variety of 

ways. They can be used as discussion pieces or as the basis for training materials, as well 

as being firm evidence of the skewed coverage about which this report is concerned. 

 

Case Study 1 - Life on an NHS Transgender Waiting List shows bias by framing medical 

transition as the sole path for gender dysphoria treatment, while neglecting alternative views 

on mental health approaches or non-medical interventions. 

 

Case Study 2 - The Cass Review demonstrates pro-trans bias by underplaying critical 

findings regarding the risks of medical interventions for children, skewing the narrative 

toward support for gender identity ideology. 

 

Case Study 3 - Pride Flag Hate Crime presumes hate as the sole motivation for the flag's 

destruction, without exploring other possible causes, thereby framing dissent as inherently 

malicious. 

 

Case Study 4 - Miss Netherlands Controversy is biased in its celebration of the 

transgender model’s victory, failing to address concerns about fairness or the biological 

differences that underpin these contests. 
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Redressing the Balance 

Addressing bias in media coverage is crucial for ensuring a balanced and informed public 

discourse. By identifying and understanding the types of bias present in the BBC's coverage 

of transgender issues, advocates for change can more effectively challenge these biases 

and promote a more diverse and comprehensive discussion. Encouraging the BBC to 

include a wider range of voices, to provide more balanced framing, and to avoid 

sensationalism or ideological slants can help to ensure that all sides of this important issue 

are fairly represented. 

Steps to Ensure Fair and Balanced Coverage: 

1. Diversify Story Selection 

○ The BBC should ensure a broader range of stories that represent various 

perspectives within the transgender and gender identity discourse. This 

includes not only stories about individuals who embody or promote gender 

nonconformity but also those that critically examine the implications of these 

issues on society, especially regarding the impact on children and women’s 

sports. 

2. Cover All Sides of the Debate 

○ Important stories such as the WPATH medical scandal and the ban on 

puberty blockers should be covered with the same rigour and frequency as 

stories that highlight positive aspects of gender nonconformity. This would 

provide the audience with a comprehensive understanding of the topic and 

the controversies surrounding it. 

3. Critical Analysis of Individuals Promoted 

○ When profiling individuals like Venus Wailer1, the BBC should include a more 

critical analysis of their suitability for roles such as interacting with children, 

especially if there are concerns about their social media content or public 

behaviour. This could involve consulting child psychologists or other experts 

to provide context. 

 
1 'I want to lead the way for transgender youngsters': 
https://www.bbc.co.uk/news/articles/ckdgxqjrkego 

https://www.bbc.co.uk/news/articles/ckdgxqjrkego
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4. Balance Promotional Content with Critical Perspectives: 

○ If the BBC chooses to feature individuals or movements positively, they 

should also provide a platform for critical voices who may have valid concerns 

or alternative viewpoints. This could involve interviews with experts, critics, or 

members of the public who have differing opinions. 

5. Transparency and Accountability: 

○ The BBC should be transparent about how it selects the stories it covers and 

should be open to feedback from the public regarding perceived biases. This 

could involve publicly addressing criticisms of its coverage and explaining its 

editorial decisions. 

6. Balanced Representation of Public Opinion 

○ The BBC can provide a more balanced representation of public opinion by 

including views from both supporters and critics of transgenderism - its 

medicalisation, acceptance in broader society, and inclusion in women’s 

sports. This could involve quoting public figures, fans, or commentators who 

have spoken on the issue. If available, include data from polls or surveys that 

reflect public sentiment on these issues, helping to contextualise the 

discussion within broader societal views. 

Potential Documentary Topics and Lines of Inquiry 

1. The Silent Agony of Families: Many families endure profound anguish and grief 

when a child declares a transgender identity. Why are their stories of struggle, 

heartbreak, and resilience not being told? 

 

2. The Growing Voices of Detransitioners: The number of individuals detransitioning 

is increasing. What are their experiences, and why is their perspective critical in the 

ongoing conversation about gender identity and medical treatment? 

 

3. The Cass Review: A Missed Ethical Examination: The Cass Review offered 

significant insights into UK transgender medical pathways. Why hasn’t there been an 

in-depth exploration of its findings, particularly regarding the ethical dilemmas and 

the challenges in predicting who, if anyone, might benefit from such clinical 
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interventions? 

 

4. The Impact of Social Validation: The broad social affirmation of transgender 

identities may conflict with parents' efforts to reconnect their children with reality. 

Does the BBC understand the potential harm of this social dynamic, as highlighted by 

the Cass Review? 

 

5. Gender Medicine: The 21st Century’s Medical Scandal?: Some critics argue that 

gender medicine represents one of the biggest medical scandals of our time. Why 

hasn’t this claim been thoroughly investigated? 

 

6. Desistance and Detransition: A Hidden Majority?: Estimating desistance and 

detransition rates is challenging, but some studies suggest that over 75% of 

individuals ultimately desist from transgender ideation. Doesn’t this phenomenon 

deserve detailed exploration? 

 

7. The Politics of Transgenderism: Promoting transgender ideologies is inherently 

political. Should government bodies, the NHS, and mainstream media be advancing 

such ideologies? Why are opposing views often marginalised or ignored? 

 

8. Transgenderism: Innate Identity or Social Phenomenon?: Is transgenderism an 

inherent aspect of identity, or is it a social phenomenon akin to a cult? This question 

merits serious consideration. 

 

9. The Reality of 'Gender Identity': Do people truly possess a 'gender identity', or is it 

a construct of activists and those influenced by them? This topic is ripe for rigorous 

examination. 

 

10. Terminology Matters: 'Transgender Women' or 'Crossdressing Men'?: Should 

society refer to "transgender women" as simply men who crossdress? The 

implications of language in this debate are significant. 

 

11. The Case for Single-Sex Spaces: The presence of biological males in female-only 

spaces, such as restrooms, has sparked significant controversy. What are the 
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arguments for preserving single-sex spaces? 

 

12. The Ethics of Gender Medicine: Can gender medicine ever be considered ethical? 

This fundamental question requires a thorough and impartial investigation. 

 

13. Informed Consent in Gender Medicine: Is it possible to obtain truly informed 

consent for gender medical treatments, especially among vulnerable adolescents? 

This critical issue demands attention. 

 

14. Public Funding for Elective Procedures: Should taxpayers be funding what are 

essentially elective cosmetic treatments under the guise of gender medicine? 

 

15. The Case of Susie Green: Why has Susie Green, associated with the organisation 

Mermaids, not been prosecuted for facilitating the castration of her son? This is a 

pressing legal and ethical question. 

 

16. Fragmented Grief: Is the trauma of having a child who identifies as transgender 

more devastating than traditional bereavement? The profound emotional impact on 

families should not be overlooked. 

 

17. Unpacking Critical Social Justice and Gender Ideology: What is critical social 

justice? Is it beneficial? An exploration of postmodernism, queer theory, and identity 

politics could provide a philosophical dissection of gender ideology (ideal for BBC4 or 

BBC2). 

 

18. The Corruption of Language: The manipulation of language through neologisms 

and repurposing, a technique highlighted by Orwell in 1984, is a powerful tool for 

shaping debate. Are we currently witnessing the rise of "newspeak"? This merits a 

deep dive. 

 

19. Targeting Desistance: Supporting a child to desist from transgender ideation is 

often mischaracterised as ‘conversion therapy’. Is it not, in fact, the responsible 

course of action? A documentary could highlight the positive work of organisations 

like Our Duty. 
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20. The Controversy of the 'Progress Pride' Flag: What drives opposition to the 

'Progress Pride' flag? Understanding the objections could shed light on broader 

societal tensions. 

Recommendations 

1. Balanced Use of Language: 

○ The BBC should ensure that it uses neutral and precise language when 

discussing contentious issues such as ‘gender identity’. Terms that are 

ideologically loaded or controversial should be presented with appropriate 

context, acknowledging that there is ongoing debate and differing opinions. 

2. Inclusion of Diverse Perspectives: 

○ The BBC should actively seek out and include a broader range of 

perspectives in its coverage, particularly those that challenge prevailing 

narratives. This includes giving voice to critics of gender identity ideology and 

those who advocate for more ethical approaches to medical interventions in 

children and young people. 

3. Transparent and Comprehensive Reporting: 

○ The BBC should provide more thorough and transparent reporting on 

significant reviews and studies, such as the Cass Review, ensuring that the 

public is fully informed about the findings, including any criticisms or concerns 

raised by experts. (Note: there is valid criticism that The Cass Review did not 

go far enough.) 

4. Enhanced Content Review Mechanisms: 

○ The BBC should establish or enhance mechanisms for regularly reviewing its 

content for balance and impartiality, particularly in relation to controversial 

issues. This should involve independent oversight to ensure that the portrayal 

and representation of all communities and perspectives are fair and accurate. 
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5. Engagement with a Broader Range of Stakeholders: 

○ The BBC should engage with a more diverse group of stakeholders, including 

those who hold critical views of current gender identity practices, to inform its 

content and ensure that it accurately reflects the full range of public opinion. 

Conclusion 

The BBC’s commitment to accurately and authentically representing the diverse 

communities of the UK is vital for maintaining public trust and fulfilling its role as a public 

broadcaster. By addressing the biases and imbalances in its portrayal of controversial 

issues, particularly gender identity, the BBC can better serve its audience and uphold its 

mandate of impartiality and inclusivity. Implementing the recommendations outlined above 

will help ensure that the BBC remains a trusted source of information for all members of the 

UK’s diverse society. 

At its simplest, the BBC merely needs to commit to objectivity and curiosity in its 

journalism. Rediscovering these key foundational tenets of good journalism must be 

elevated to become a priority. 
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About Our Duty 

Our Duty is the leading parent support and advocacy group for families with children who 

believe they are transgender. Established in the UK in 2018, Our Duty has rapidly expanded 

to include over 3,000 members across more than 30 countries, including the United States, 

Canada, Australia, New Zealand, South Africa, and Israel. With four chapters in the United 

States alone, Our Duty serves as the foremost representative of parents grappling with the 

complexities of transgender ideation in their children. 

Mission and Achievements of Our Duty 

1. Holding Institutions Accountable: Our Duty has been proactive in holding 

institutions accountable for their roles in promoting transgender ideation among 

children. In 2019, we held the board of the Tavistock and Portman NHS Foundation 

Trust to account for its practices at the Gender Identity Development Service (GIDS). 

While much focus has been on the whistleblowers, Our Duty parents, too, were 

influential in the closure of GIDs. Our Duty is involved in active legal cases in USA, 

Canada, and the UK.  

 

2. Influencing Policy and Public Discourse: Our Duty has made several submissions 

in response to UK government consultations, advocating for a more ethical and 

evidence-based approach to treating gender dysphoria in minors. Our Duty is also 

proud to have influenced the deliberations of the Cass Review, particularly 

concerning the treatment of young people aged 17-25, and the need to bring service 

provision in line with the NHS Long Term Plan for adolescent mental health. 

. 

3. Crowdsourced Expertise: In a landscape filled with misinformation from legacy 

media, big tech, and ill-informed public figures, Our Duty has crowdsourced expertise 

from its vast network of parents and supporters. This collective knowledge has 

allowed it to develop an unparalleled understanding of the factors contributing to 

transgender ideation among children, such as social influence, mental health issues, 

and underlying trauma. Parents know their children best, and parents are best 

positioned to help their children navigate their way out of transgender ideation. 

https://ourduty.group/education/lifecycle-of-transgender-ideation/
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Why Our Duty Is Crucial in Discussions on Adolescent Transgender 

Ideation 

1. Challenging Harmful Narratives: Our Duty contends that children come to believe 

they are transgender not because of an inherent identity, but because they have 

been told they can be. This belief is often reinforced by social media, educational 

institutions, and even healthcare providers, leading to a form of social contagion that 

can have serious psychological and physical consequences for young people. 

 

2. Raising Awareness of Risks: We see it as Our Duty to highlight the significant risks 

associated with medical interventions for transgender-identifying youth, including 

puberty blockers, cross-sex hormones, and irreversible surgeries. These 

interventions are often pursued without sufficient consideration of long-term 

outcomes or underlying mental health conditions, such as autism or trauma. 

 

3. Amplifying Parent Voices: Our Duty provides a platform for parents who are 

navigating these challenging situations. Parents who do not ‘affirm’ their children’s 

transgender identities care for the health and wellbeing of their children, and are 

most unlikely to want publicity for themselves or their children. This focus on 

safeguarding extends to the parents who, in the current judgemental environment, 

find their personal views could be career-limiting if widely known. Consequently, Our 

Duty has an important role in acting as proxy for all concerned parents. 

Key Issues to Consider 

● Impact on Families: Imagine a family where a daughter—possibly a lesbian, 

perhaps with a history of trauma—decides she wants to undergo procedures to grow 

a beard and remove her breasts. This scenario is not hypothetical; it reflects the real 

and distressing decisions faced by families worldwide. Our Duty emphasises that 

these decisions are often influenced by external pressures rather than any innate 

attribute. 

 

● Potential Misdiagnosis and Harm: Consider also the case of a son—maybe gay, 

maybe autistic—who expresses a desire to grow breasts and be castrated. This 

highlights the need for careful diagnosis and treatment planning that considers all 
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aspects of a young person's identity and mental health, rather than rushing into 

medical interventions that cannot be in their best interest. 

Summary 

Our Duty stands at the forefront of the debate on adolescent transgender ideation by 

advocating for an ethical, evidence-based approach to treatment. We call for a critical 

examination of the social and medical practices that encourage young people to identify as 

transgender, often leading to life-altering decisions without a full understanding of the 

consequences. By amplifying the voices of parents and detransitioners, Our Duty seeks to 

ensure that all perspectives are considered in this complex and sensitive debate. 

Contact Information for Further Inquiries 

For more information about Our Duty, interviews with representatives, or access to case 

studies and research materials, please contact: 

● Keith Jordan (UK) 

● Email: info@ourduty.group 

● X: @ourdutygrp and @ourdutyuk 

● Website: https://ourduty.group 

 

 

 

  

mailto:info@ourduty.group
https://x.com/ourdutygrp
https://x.com/ourdutyuk
https://ourduty.group/
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Appendix A - Case Studies 

Case Study 1 - Life on an NHS transgender waiting list 

https://www.bbc.co.uk/news/uk-england-68588724 

 

This BBC article highlights the severe delays transgender individuals face when seeking 

treatment at NHS gender identity clinics. However, for the piece to be more balanced and 

comprehensive, several critical perspectives and questions should be included to provide 

readers with a more rounded understanding of the issue. Below is an analysis of how the 

article could be improved: 

1. Questioning the Normalcy of Transgenderism: 

● Missing Perspective: The article implicitly assumes that medical transition is the 

appropriate path for individuals experiencing gender dysphoria. However, it should 

include perspectives from medical professionals and researchers who question the 

assumption that transgenderism is a natural or healthy variation of human identity. It 

could also explore whether other forms of psychological support or alternative 

treatments, such as addressing underlying mental health issues, might be more 

appropriate for some individuals. 

● Suggested Addition: Include quotes from experts in psychology or psychiatry who 

may advocate for non-medical interventions or highlight the importance of exploring 

underlying causes of gender dysphoria, such as trauma or social influences. 

2. Debate on NHS Provision of Treatment: 

● Missing Perspective: The article does not address the ethical and economic debate 

over whether the NHS should be prioritising gender transition treatments, especially 

in the context of long waiting lists for other life-saving or essential medical 

treatments. 

● Suggested Addition: Introduce arguments from policymakers, economists, or 

healthcare professionals who question the allocation of NHS resources to gender 

identity services, particularly when other critical healthcare needs are under strain. 

https://www.bbc.co.uk/news/uk-england-68588724
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This could include data comparing the costs of gender-related treatments to other 

healthcare priorities and discussing the opportunity costs involved. 

3. Gender Identity vs. Biological Reality: 

● Missing Perspective: The article refers to individuals who were born male but 

identify as female without addressing the controversial debate over whether these 

individuals should be regarded as women in the same way as biological females. 

This is a critical issue, especially in the context of public services and women's 

sports. 

● Suggested Addition: Provide viewpoints from feminists, biologists, or ethicists who 

argue that sex is a biological reality that cannot be changed and that gender identity 

does not override biological sex. This could include discussions about the 

implications for women's spaces and the protection of women’s rights. 

4. Ethical Implications of Medicalisation: 

● Missing Perspective: The article highlights the emotional and psychological distress 

caused by waiting for gender identity services but does not delve into the ethical 

concerns about the medicalisation of gender dysphoria, especially with irreversible 

treatments like surgery and hormone therapy. 

● Suggested Addition: Include critical viewpoints on the ethics of medicalising gender 

dysphoria, particularly with irreversible treatments. This could involve input from 

medical ethicists or detransitioners who regret their decisions and argue that they 

were not fully informed of the risks or were too quickly moved toward medical 

solutions. 

5. Exploration of Detransition: 

● Missing Perspective: There is no mention of individuals who have undergone 

gender transition and later decided to detransition, who may have experienced regret 

or negative outcomes. Their experiences are crucial to understanding the full 

spectrum of outcomes related to gender transition. 

● Suggested Addition: Include testimonials or research about detransitioners, 

discussing their experiences and the reasons for their decisions to revert to their 
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biological sex. This could provide a counterbalance to the narrative that medical 

transition is always the correct path. 

6. Psychological and Social Influences: 

● Missing Perspective: The article does not consider the role of psychological and 

social factors that may contribute to an individual’s desire to transition, such as online 

communities, societal pressures, or mental health issues unrelated to gender. 

● Suggested Addition: Discuss how external factors, including social media influence, 

peer pressure, and underlying mental health conditions, may contribute to the rise in 

gender dysphoria cases. This could include research findings or expert opinions on 

how these factors might be addressed without immediate recourse to medical 

transition. 

7. Long-Term Outcomes and Research: 

● Missing Perspective: The article lacks discussion on the long-term outcomes of 

those who undergo gender transition, including both physical and mental health 

impacts. This is a crucial aspect of the debate over the appropriateness of medical 

treatment for gender dysphoria. 

● Suggested Addition: Present data and research on the long-term outcomes of 

individuals who have undergone gender transition, including any studies showing 

regret rates, mental health trajectories, or medical complications. 

Conclusion 

For this article to be considered balanced, it should not only portray the struggles faced by 

transgender individuals waiting for treatment but also include critical perspectives that 

question the underlying assumptions about transgenderism, the appropriateness of NHS-

funded treatments, and the broader societal implications of these issues. By including 

diverse viewpoints, the BBC would provide a more comprehensive and fair account, allowing 

readers to engage with all sides of this complex issue. 
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Case Study 2 - What does trans mean and what is the Cass 

Review? 

https://www.bbc.co.uk/news/explainers-53154286 

 

The BBC's attempt to provide a factual overview of transgender issues contains several 

examples of pro-trans bias, which subtly shape the narrative in favour of gender identity 

ideology. These biases are embedded in the language, framing, and selective presentation 

of information. Below are key areas where such biases are evident: 

1. Terminology and Framing: 

● The article uses terms like "gender identity" and "transgender" without questioning or 

critically examining their validity. This framing assumes that gender identity is a 

meaningful and universally accepted concept rather than a contested ideology. By 

presenting it as fact, the BBC implicitly endorses it. 

 

● The description of "gender dysphoria" as a feeling of "unease or dissatisfaction" is 

simplistic and downplays the complex psychological and social factors involved. It 

avoids acknowledging the argument that gender dysphoria could be treated through 

psychosocial support rather than medical transition. 

2. Underplaying the Cass Review's Critique: 

● The article mentions the Cass Review but does not fully explore its critical findings. 

Dr Hilary Cass emphasised the lack of reliable evidence for medical interventions in 

children and expressed concern over the hasty affirmation of incongruent identities in 

young people. The BBC downplays these concerns by summarising the review 

without delving into its more damning conclusions about the risks of medical 

treatments and the inadequate evidence supporting them. 

 

● The article avoids discussing the significant ethical concerns raised by the Cass 

Review regarding the potential harms of puberty blockers and cross-sex hormones, 

that could cause irreversible damage to young bodies. Instead, the risks are only 

briefly mentioned, minimising the severity of the issue. 

https://www.bbc.co.uk/news/explainers-53154286
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3. Selective Presentation of Data: 

● The BBC cites statistics from the 2021 census and a 2018 government estimate, but 

it does not question the reliability of these figures. The article mentions that some 

academics believe the census question may have been misunderstood, but this is 

not explored in depth, leaving the impression that the high numbers of transgender-

identifying individuals are accurate and reflective of a broader social reality. 

 

● The piece does not discuss the significant increase in transgender identification 

among young people, particularly adolescent girls, a phenomenon that has raised 

concerns about social contagion and the influence of online communities. 

4. Language Implying Legitimacy: 

● Terms like "gender-affirming care" are presented as neutral, whereas they are 

contentious. Critics argue that such language legitimises medical interventions that 

are experimental and harmful, particularly in children and adolescents. The use of 

these terms without quotation marks or qualifiers implies acceptance of the 

underlying assumptions. 

 

● The article refers to the "right" of transgender individuals to access women-only 

spaces, without addressing the serious concerns about privacy, safety, and fairness 

for women. This one-sided presentation of rights diminishes the legitimacy of 

opposing viewpoints. 

5. Minimisation of Legal and Ethical Debates: 

● The discussion of women’s rights and single-sex spaces is superficial. While it 

mentions that there is "much debate," it does not fully address the significant 

concerns that allowing males to access women-only spaces undermines women's 

sex-based rights and could lead to safety risks. The potential for abuse of self-

identification laws is not explored. 

 

● The Equality and Human Rights Commission's suggestion to amend the definition of 

"sex" in the Equality Act to mean "biological sex" is presented as a minor 

consideration rather than a major legal shift that could have profound implications for 

the protection of women's rights. 
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6. Portrayal of Transgender Healthcare: 

● The article highlights the expansion of gender services and increased investment by 

the NHS without discussing the growing body of evidence questioning the efficacy 

and ethics of such treatments. The portrayal of the NHS as responding adequately to 

the Cass Review's recommendations is misleading, given the ongoing concerns 

about the safety and appropriateness of these services, particularly for children and 

vulnerable adolescents. 

Conclusion 

While the BBC attempts to appear balanced, the article subtly promotes a pro-transgender 

narrative by framing ‘gender identity’ as an established concept, downplaying critiques from 

the Cass Review, and minimising the complex legal and ethical debates surrounding 

transgenderism. A more balanced approach would require questioning the foundational 

assumptions of gender identity ideology and giving equal weight to the significant concerns 

raised by critics. 
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Case Study 3 - Pride flag torn down and burned in 'hate crime' 

https://www.bbc.co.uk/news/articles/c3ggrdqgv77o 

 

  

 

Image Use: Traditional vs. Progress Pride Flag 

The article included an image of the traditional Gay Pride Flag rather than the "Progress 

Pride" flag, which is more likely to have actually been involved. This could either be an 

oversight or a deliberate choice. The "Progress Pride" flag incorporates additional elements 

that are meant to represent a broader array of supposedly marginalised groups, including 

people of colour and people with transgender identities. Using the traditional flag in place of 

the "Progress Pride" flag could mislead readers about the specific context and significance 

of the flag that was destroyed. This may contribute to a less accurate representation of the 

incident, which could be perceived as a subtle form of gaslighting or simply a failure to 

capture the full context of the event. 

https://www.bbc.co.uk/news/articles/c3ggrdqgv77o
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Framing of the Incident: Lack of Critical Inquiry 

The article presents the destruction of the Pride flag as a "hate crime," as described by the 

Avon and Somerset Police and echoed by the North Somerset LGBT+ forum. However, it 

does not explore other possible motivations for the act or question the presumption that the 

act was purely motivated by hate. This approach can be seen as limiting the scope of the 

investigation and reducing the incident to a simplistic narrative. 

There could be various reasons behind the act of destroying the flag, such as political 

opposition to the ideologies represented by the "Progress Pride" flag, frustration with specific 

aspects of LGBT+ activism, or other forms of protest that do not necessarily stem from hate 

but rather from disagreement or dissent. By not investigating these possibilities, the article 

misses the opportunity to provide a more nuanced and comprehensive understanding of the 

incident. 

Presumption of Hate as Motivation 

The article quickly aligns with the view that the destruction of the flag was an act of hate, as 

stated by both the police and the North Somerset LGBT+ forum. This framing may indeed be 

accurate, but without further exploration or evidence, it risks oversimplifying the issue. It is 

important for journalism to question initial assumptions and consider multiple perspectives 

before drawing conclusions. By not doing so, the article may reinforce a particular narrative 

without fully exploring the complexity of the situation. 

Conclusion 

The BBC article, while reporting on a significant incident, falls short in several areas. If the 

incorrect flag image was used, it reflects a lack of attention to detail that could mislead 

readers about the specific context of the incident. The article also fails to critically examine 

the motivations behind the flag's destruction, instead presuming it was motivated by hate 

without investigating other potential causes. For more balanced and rigorous journalism, it is 

crucial to question assumptions, explore all relevant angles, and attempt to provide a 

balanced account of such events. 

 



 
 

 
 

26 
 

Case Study 4 - Miss Netherlands: Transgender model 'broke 

boundaries' with beauty pageant win 

https://www.bbc.co.uk/news/newsbeat-66176790 

 

This article from BBC Newsbeat about Rikkie Valerie Kolle, the first man to win Miss 

Netherlands, contains several implicit biases: 

 

1. Affirmative Framing of Transgender Identity: The article emphasises Kolle’s 

identity as a transgender woman in positive, affirming terms without exploring the 

potential controversies or broader societal concerns around biological sex differences 

and fairness in women's pageantry. The framing leans towards validating Kolle’s 

experience without examining possible counterarguments about his eligibility to enter 

competitions historically meant for women. 

 

2. Selective Focus on Backlash: The article presents the negative comments Kolle 

has received as rooted primarily in hate or intolerance, without acknowledging that 

concerns about the fairness of a man competing in a female pageant might stem 

from reasoned debate around biology and competition, not necessarily bigotry. The 

voices expressing opposition are simplified as "haters," which diminishes the 

possibility of legitimate, nuanced opposition. 

 

3. Minimising Biological Realities: While the article refers to Kolle's journey "from a 

super insecure little boy" to "a strong and confident woman," it glosses over the 

biological differences between men and women that are at the heart of many 

people's concerns with allowing men to compete in female categories. There is no 

critical exploration of how these differences might impact such competitions, nor is 

there any mention of the implications for fairness, safety, and dignity in women’s 

spaces. 

 

4. Lack of Balance: The article lacks balance, as it predominantly focuses on Kolle's 

personal success and his fight against adversity, without including counterpoints or 

perspectives from those who believe male inclusion in women’s spaces or 

competitions may undermine fairness, women's rights, or even cultural sensibilities. 

The focus on Kolle's "empowerment" narrative overlooks important debates on this 

https://www.bbc.co.uk/news/newsbeat-66176790
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issue. 

 

5. Implicit Endorsement of ‘Progressivism’: By highlighting inclusivity and framing 

the Netherlands as needing more progress ("inclusivity is on the bare minimum 

now"), the article subtly endorses a ‘progressive’ viewpoint that presumes 

inclusivity—defined in a particular way—is the ultimate goal. This leaves little room 

for readers to consider alternative perspectives, such as whether inclusivity should 

always mean the inclusion of men in female-only spaces. 

 

6. Lack of Inquiry into Broader Implications: The article misses an opportunity to ask 

deeper questions about what Kolle’s win means for women’s pageantry in general. It 

does not probe into how the inclusion of men might change the nature of these 

competitions or impact the original intent of showcasing female beauty and talent. 

 

7. Lack of Inquiry into Kolle’s Motivation: The article misses an opportunity to ask 

deeper questions about why Kolle might want to compete in a female beauty 

pageant. For example, does he require external validation for his transgender 

identity? 

 

In summary, the article is framed in a way that promotes a celebratory narrative of Kolle’s 

win and transgender identity without engaging in any substantial critical analysis of the 

broader societal and ethical issues at play. It lacks balance and fails to address alternative 

viewpoints that question the fairness or appropriateness of such representation in female-

exclusive spaces. 

 


