
Promoting political studies
in the twenty-first century

Achieve impact by reaching
new audiences

Grand Pitching Event
26 January 2017
The Royal Society of Arts, London



Welcome
As Total Exposure returns for its second year it gives me an immense sense of pride to 
see such a wonderful array of pitches. In a period defined by ‘post-fact’, ‘post-truth’, 
‘fake-news’ can there ever have been a more important time for social and political 
scientists to use their research to cultivate and underpin public debates?

The response to the 2016 call for ideas was (as with 2015) amazing and we had nearly 
fifty applications for the thirteen pitching slots we can offer on the day. What was 
really clear, however, is that the overall standard of the applications is improving all 
the time and this year it was incredibly difficult to whittle the applications down to 
a final shortlist. Last year eight of the shortlisted applications received a ‘call back’ 
from at least one member of our panel of commissioning executives and one was 
commissioned almost on the spot and is currently in production! 

Two thoughts from last year – first and foremost, this is not a competition and more 
of a fun meeting opportunity. A lot of the ‘real work’ actually takes place over the 
lunch or coffee-breaks. This is the time to introduce yourself more informally to the 
commissioners and tell them a little more about not only your research but also about 
you and your background or interests away from work. The second issue is about 
‘call backs’. We don’t really have an equivalent process in academia but basically this 
means that a producer or commissioner thinks that either you or your idea (hopefully 
both!) has potential and it is therefore worth meeting for lunch or a coffee to chat in 
more detail. This might lead to absolutely nothing at all. It might lead to a completely 
different idea for a programme emerging and being commissioned. Sometimes 
nothing happens and then a year or eighteen months later an opportunity comes 
up and the producer or commissioner remembers you and before you know what is 
happening you are at the centre of an exciting broadcasting project! The media is very 
much a weird and unpredictable world – the trick is to relax and go with the flow and if 
something comes up then ‘great’ but if it does not then you keep researching, writing 
and flicking ideas into the commissioning process and then one day…

One final thought – thanks to you for getting involved. By showcasing who you are, 
what you do and why it matters – by daring to stand in front of a panel of senior 
broadcasting executives – you are actually doing great service to the discipline. You 
are daring to step into a completely new arena, you are challenging the stereotypical 
image of ‘academics’ and your passion and energy will inevitably leave lots of people 
inspired and interested in topics and ideas that they would never have thought of 
without your pitch. Thanks and I hope you really enjoy the day!

So, in the spirit of being succinct… lights, camera, pitch! 

Professor Matthew Flinders 
Chair, Political Studies Association

P.S. No matter what time your pitch is scheduled for please feel free to join the PSA team and 
the panel of commissioning executives for lunch!

Jonathan Brunert
Jonathan is a producer of both television and radio programming at the BBC where he 
has made a number of documentaries ranging in focus from Tony Blair to Wikileaks. 
Since joining the national broadcaster in 1992, his production credits include 
Panorama and Sunday Morning Live.

The Expert Panel
We are delighted to have five of the UK’s top broadcasting experts on the panel for Total Exposure. The panel will 
hear our 13 pitches and will have the opportunity to follow up with as many pitchers as they are interested in.

Tom Garton
Tom is a producer at Pulse Films. He has developed documentaries and Current Affairs 
programmes for the BBC, ITV and Channel 4, including United States of Hate: Muslims 
Under Attack, Inside the Billionaire’s Wardrobe, Is This Rape?: Sex on Trial, and Is Britain 
Racist?

Emma Hoskyns 
Emma is Head of Special Events, ITV News at ITN. In that capacity she is responsible for 
Special Event programming for ITV. Recent programmes include the ITV US election 
result programme: Trump v Clinton – The Result, Referendum Result Live, an ITV 
News Special, as well as the 2015 General Election Programme for ITV, The Diamond 
Jubilee Special Programme and the Royal Wedding Programme, again for ITV. Emma 
also works on big news events for ITV News like the Scottish Referendum. She also 
produced the Queen’s Christmas Broadcast in 2015 and 2016.

Rachel Jupp
Rachel has been the editor of Panorama since September 2016. Before that she was 
the deputy editor of Newsnight, where she was closely involved in the programme’s 
investigation into the Kids Company charity and planned all their election and 
referendum coverage. She started her career in journalism at Channel 4 News, starting 
as a producer and working her way up to Head of Home News. She has a degree in 
Social and Political Science and a Masters in Public Administration, from Columbia 
University in New York.

Steve Titherington
Steve is Senior Commissioning Editor for Global News, and Programme Director for 
the BBC World Service. Previously he was Senior Editor in the World Service News 
and Current Affairs department overseeing award-winning coverage of leadership in 
Russia and China and elections in India and the U.S. Steve led a major series called 
Superpower which explored the power of the Internet and included the first multi-
platform multi-lingual global broadcast using simultaneous online translation. He has 
been a journalism fellow at the University of Michigan.
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The EU referendum has torn up much of what we know 
about the UK and its place in the world. Despite what 
politicians and commentators would have you think, 
the vote to Leave didn’t ‘mean’ any one thing: instead 
it brought together lots of different ideas and thoughts, 
discontents and angers.

The big question now facing the UK is: what next?

With a government that is unwilling (or unable) to set 
out a coherent plan for what it wants to achieve from 
the negotiations about leaving the European Union and 
a public that is torn between wanting to have control 
and keeping the economic cost of leaving to a minimum, 
there’s a real need for a public discussion and debate 
about the balance and the way forward.

If this is to get real engagement and participation from 
the woman and man in the street, then they need to 
be put front and centre, which is exactly what is being 
proposed here.

“It’s not EU…” would be a citizens’ jury, taking a 
representative group of people from across the country 
and helping them to navigate their own way through 
the complex issues that Brexit will involve. The group 
would spend a day meeting and agreeing what they 
want to know more about, with one or more facilitators 
on hand, which would then lend to a couple of days’ 
worth of questioning experts and public figures, before 
reconvening for a final debate about how they see the 
best way to proceed. This might produce a final report 
or statement which could be taken back out into public 
debate.

The format would lend itself well to a single TV 
programme with the highlights of this process, with 
accompanying online coverage for those who want to 
get into the detail.

By structuring this around the interests of non-experts, 
but supported by expert views, it would not only give an 
insight into the trade-offs that Brexit will involve and the 
tensions that the government are facing, but also cast 
light on the bigger questions of how people treat the 
political system as a whole.

This proposal draws on the very extensive work that 
I have been doing in recent years, in and around 
the question of the UK’s relationship with the EU. In 
particular, my work this year with the UK in a Changing 
Europe programme (www.ukandeu.ac.uk) has been 
focused on helping the public understanding of the 
issues in the referendum itself, so I have a very strong 
appreciation of the breadth and interaction of different 
ideas, as well as a good network of contacts who could 
be drawn upon to provide further expertise for the 
sessions.

MEET THE PITCHER
Simon Usherwood 
Simon is Reader in Politics at the University of Surrey and Senior Fellow on the ESRC’s 
UK in a Changing Europe initiative. His research interests focus on the theory and 
practice of euroscepticism, as well as on British EU policy, including the recent EU 
referendum.

Contact: s.usherwood@surrey.ac.uk

10.45

“IT’S NOT EU…”

A woman in Bangor, North Wales, gets pregnant 
unexpectedly, visits her local GP and obtains an 
abortion on the NHS. A woman in a similar situation 
in Bangor, County Down, however, cannot receive a 
termination in Northern Ireland. A woman pregnant 
as a result of rape in Newcastle, England, receives a 
free abortion in her local hospital, but a woman in 
Newcastle, County Down, finds that her doctor can do 
nothing to help her and she has to travel to England, 
paying for her procedure privately. 

This programme asks why this is the case – why 
can women in Northern Ireland still not receive 
terminations on the same basis as women in the rest 
of the UK?

2017 marks the 50th Anniversary of the Abortion 
Act which allowed women in Great Britain to access 
legal terminations for the first time. 50 years later, it 
remains in place and with relatively few changes. Apart 
from one glaring exception which has persisted since 
the Act’s inception, the absence of Northern Ireland 
from this law.

This programme builds on the considerable expertise 
that we both have in this area. I recently completed an 
ESRC funded PhD on this topic, which I am currently 
turning into the first book-length study of abortion and 
Northern Irish politics. A colleague has also recently 
completed a British Academy funded project on 
political discourse and abortion in Northern Ireland, 
and is now working on a Wellcome Trust funded 
project on the ‘Liverpool-Ireland abortion corridor’.1  

As a result, I have extensive links to politicians, 
political parties, human rights organisations, medical 
organisations and activist groups, all of whom provide 
valuable contacts for interviews which will form part 
of this programme. 

We envision the programme opening with an 
introduction to the history of the Abortion Act – how 
it came to be passed, what the situation was like for 
women before the Abortion Act and why Northern 
Ireland was left out of the original Act. 

We then envision the majority of the programme 
looking at Northern Ireland and the politics around 
abortion in the province. The programme will focus 
on politics following the Good Friday Agreement, 
and where abortion has figured. What is the law on 
abortion in the province, and what does this allow 
for women seeking terminations? Why are politics so 
different in NI from the rest of the UK, and why does 
this result in a lack of movement around abortion 
legislation? Which political parties are for and against 
abortion liberalisation? Why? There have been several 
contemporary high profile cases of women in Northern 
Ireland being denied terminations2 - have these 
resulted in any changes in the law? Why/not?

We think there is also scope for the programme 
to move in several different directions – we might 
consider, for example, differences between the law in 
Scotland and the rest of the UK and the recent (2015) 
devolution of abortion laws to Edinburgh – why did 
this happen? Does this signal potential conservative 

MEET THE PITCHER
Jennifer Thomson 
Jennifer is an Early Career Academic Fellow at De Montfort University. Her work 
has been published in British Politics, the British Journal of Politics and International 
Relations and the International Political Science Review, amongst others.  She gained 
her PhD in 2016 from Queen Mary University of London.

Contact: jennifercthomson@gmail.com

11.00

WHY CAN’T WOMEN IN NORTHERN IRELAND GET AN 
ABORTION?
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movement on abortion in Scotland? We might also 
consider ways in which various different campaigners 
would like the Abortion Act to change – we might 
interview, for example, key members of the British 
Pregnancy Advisory Service who are pushing for a 
complete decriminalisation of abortion in the UK 
– why do they want this? What has happened in 
other countries in the world when abortion has been 
decriminalised (for example, Canada)? We might also 
interview Westminster politicians who have attempted 
to make abortion laws stricter – Nadine Dorries or 
Frank Fields for example.

In short, we think that this programme will provide a 
valuable contribution to public affairs broadcasting. 
It will appeal to a broad section of British viewers/
listeners, and will bring attention to an important 
but often overlooked facet of contemporary life for 
women in the contemporary UK. 

1	 https://liverpoolirelandabortioncorridor.wordpress.com/.	
Accessed	06/09/16.

2	 Most	notably	Sarah	Ewart	in	late	2013	–	her	pregnancy	had	a	
fatal	foetal	abnormality	but	she	could	not	obtain	an	abortion	
in	Northern	Ireland	and	had	to	travel	to	England	for	a	private	
termination.	She	went	public	with	her	story,	and	it	garnered	a	
huge	amount	of	local	and	national	media	attention:	https:// 
www.theguardian.com/world/2016/jan/07/northern-ireland-
abortion-ban-sarah-ewart-interview.	Accessed	06/09/16.

Barack Obama is often seen as a ‘different kind’ 
of African American politician – one who not only 
could command the loyal and fervent support of 
African Americans but also the enthusiastic support 
of white voters. The end of the Obama presidency, 
understandably, has prompted journalists, academics, 
and the public to ask questions about the future of 
black politics. Was Barack Obama a unique figure whose 
unusual background enabled him to straddle America’s 
enduring colour-line? Will there be another Obama, or 
will Obama be, as some commentators have wondered, 
the first and last black president? 

These are important questions, but they are too 
narrowly constructed. By exceptionalising Obama, they 
risk erasing an important tradition of black politics in 
America. For decades, African American politicians have 
been running for office in majority-white states, not 
only doing well but sometimes winning with an even 
higher percentage of the vote than Obama achieved. 

The series Before Obama: The Pioneers of Black Politics 
in White Worlds sets out to use the lives and elections of 
these politicians to situate Obama within this tradition 
of African American politics. In order to consider fully 
the possibilities of black elected leadership in the United 
States after the Obama presidency, we must understand 
and appreciate this wider history.

The series would consist of five episodes, exploring 
the lives and elections of five major African American 
electoral pioneers between 1966 and 1992: Edward 
Brooke, Thomas Bradley, Douglas Wilder, Harvey Gantt, 
and Carol Moseley Braun. These names may not be 
familiar to many people now, but at the time, their 
campaigns generated massive national and international 

attention. All of the candidates won at least 47% of 
the vote in predominantly white states. Three won 
and two nearly won their campaigns for governor or 
the United States Senate. Their elections were major 
moments in American racial history, where candidates 
had to balance the need to appeal to white voters 
while also advancing the cause of racial equality and 
justice. Their lives, too, merit serious attention. All had 
faced segregation and discrimination; three were the 
grandchildren of slaves. Several had backgrounds in civil 
rights activism.

The source material for this series is based on the 
research for my doctoral dissertation on African 
American candidates in majority-white elections. I have 
personally interviewed three of the five candidates 
(two are dead), as well as many members of their 
campaign staff, including campaign managers, pollsters, 
field organisers, finance directors, communications 
consultants, and more. I have also worked through the 
candidates’ archives at repositories throughout the 
United States. From these, I have watched hundreds 
of television advertisements, analysed printed leaflets, 
read hundreds of newspaper clippings, and accessed 
internal memoranda, strategy documents, diaries, 
financial statements, correspondences, and more. 

Episode Outline
Episode 1 – Proudly for Brooke (Massachusetts, 1966) 

Edward Brooke, a liberal Republican from 
Massachusetts, became the first African American 
elected to state-wide office since the nineteenth 
century. The grandson of slaves who grew up in 
segregated Washington, DC, Brooke ran for the United 

MEET THE PITCHER
Richard Johnson
Richard is a DPhil candidate in Politics at Nuffield College, University of Oxford. He has 
a degree in Social & Political Sciences from Jesus College, Cambridge and an MPhil 
in Comparative Government from Oxford. He is currently a visiting researcher at the 
Center for the Study of American Politics at Yale University. From January 2017, he will 
be a visiting post-doctoral researcher at Oxford’s Rothermere American Institute. He 
appeared on BBC Radio 4’s Last Word for Edward Brooke’s obituary.

Contact: richard.johnson@nuffield.ox.ac.uk

11.15

BEFORE OBAMA: THE PIONEERS OF BLACK POLITICS  
IN WHITE WORLDS
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States Senate in 1966 on a liberal civil rights platform 
and as a critic of the Goldwater-wing of his party. 
Brooke distanced himself from the burgeoning ‘black 
power’ movement which called for racial empowerment 
through exclusion and, instead, urged a coalitional 
approach. Brooke was elected with a higher share of the 
vote than either John Kennedy or Ted Kennedy in their 
Senate campaigns.

Episode 2 – One Percent Away from the Biggest Prize 
(California, 1982)

Thomas Bradley, born in poverty to a sharecropping 
family in Texas, worked as police officer in Los Angeles 
before entering city politics. First elected in 1973, he 
served for twenty years as Los Angeles’s first (and, to 
date, only) African American mayor. In 1982, Bradley 
ran for governor of California, the office once held 
by the incumbent president Ronald Reagan. Bradley 
led his Republican opponent in the polls comfortably 
throughout the election, but on election day, he lost by 
a mere one-percent of the 7.8 million votes cast. The 
incorrect polls led to questions about whether white 
voters had lied about their intent to vote for Bradley.

Episode 3 – The New Mainstream (Virginia, 1989)

Douglas Wilder was a native of Richmond, Virginia – 
the capital of the Confederacy where his grandparents 
had once been slaves. A lawyer by training, Wilder had 
avoided activism in the civil rights movement but had 
worked behind the scenes to support the NAACP in 
court cases during the period. More conservative than 
most black politicians of the period, supporting the 
death penalty and lowering taxes, Wilder positioned 
himself as a centrist during the 1980s. In 1989, Wilder 
ran for governor of Virginia and portrayed himself as 
the ‘New Mainstream’, a double entendre about the 
Democratic Party’s new governing agenda and, for 
those who wanted to hear it, the racial symbolism of his 
election. He warned voters not to allow his opponent 
to ‘take us back’. Redeeming the Bradley loss of seven 
years earlier, Wilder narrowly won his election, with a 
majority of 0.4%.

Episode 4 – New South versus Old South (North 
Carolina, 1990)

The 1990 US Senate race between Harvey Gantt, 
the first African American to desegregate a private 
university in the South, and Jesse Helms, the Senate’s 
last unabashed white supremacist, was one of the 
most dramatic in US history. The campaigns churned 
out over one-hundred TV advertisements, the most 
famous being Helms’s ‘White Hands’ advert, which 
blamed ‘minority preference’ schemes for taking jobs 

from whites. The campaign adopted a crusade feel to 
it, both sides fighting passionately to ‘preserve our way 
of life’, as Helms put it, or to ‘prove’ America’s promise 
of racial equality. In the end, Gantt lost but secured an 
impressive 47% of the vote. 

Episode 5 – The Last Bastion of White Supremacy 
(Illinois, 1992)

Outraged by an all-white, all-male Senate Judiciary 
Committee’s confirmation of Clarence Thomas to 
the Supreme Court, in spite of allegations of sexual 
harassment by his secretary Anita Hill, Carol Moseley 
Braun launched what was initially a symbolic campaign 
against the incumbent Illinois Democratic Senator 
Alan Dixon. Yet, after an upset in the 1992 Democratic 
primary, Braun became the first black woman ever 
nominated for the US Senate. Braun’s Republican 
opponent Richard Williamson never ventured into the 
openly racist language of Jesse Helm’s campaign two 
years earlier, but he repeatedly attacked Braun for her 
mother’s misuse of Medicaid funds. Braun, who had 
marched with Martin Luther King for fair housing in 
Chicago as a teenager, pushed back. She stated that 
Williamson had ‘attempted to peddle racism’ and was 
‘trying to frighten people with the image of a bomb-
throwing welfare mother running for the Senate’. She 
won with a double-digit margin of victory, becoming the 
first ever black Democrat and black woman in the US 
Senate. Her seat would be filled 12 years later by Barack 
Obama, who gave up a prestigious judicial clerkship in 
1992 to take a job in Chicago helping her campaign.

Issue
Conflict is inevitable – war is not. This series of radio or 
TV programmes investigates the techniques and tools 
developed by humankind to try and achieve peace, in a 
world that seems to be perennially visited by war.  

Relevance
Why is peace so difficult to achieve? As we are all 
confronted with a constant stream of distressing news 
footage about vicious wars and failed peace attempts 
in Syria, Ukraine, Colombia and elsewhere, this 
question is of significant interest to the broader public. 
There are innumerable programmes considering wars 
and military matters but the universal yearning for 
peace remains unaddressed. 

Unique Approach
This project is new and innovative in a number of 
ways:

• The programmes are based on a considerable 
amount of deep academic knowledge that has been 
developed over decades. However, each programme 
will be presented with a light touch and in a gripping 
format and, uniquely, from the perspective of an 
insider in peace-processes.

• The practice of peace is communicated through 
colourful historical and contemporary episodes, 
news footage, occasional re-enactments, site 
visits and interviews with participants and victims 
in conflicts and peace-processes. There is no dry 
narrative.

• The theme of each programme is illustrated by one 
key contemporary episode that resonates with the 
audience and is tracked through the historical and 
more conceptual flow of the presentation. This 
includes Syria, Iraq, Palestine, Columbia, the ISIS 
challenge and the South China Sea dispute.

• The series has unique access to the most famous 
names in peace negotiations (Annan, Ahtisaari, 
Brahimi, UN Secretary-General), along with the 
often invisible ‘other’ side at the negotiating table 
(guerrillas and liberation movements, warlords, 
democratic opposition). This is matched by similar 
access to the leading thinkers about the theory of 
peace.  

Academic Basis
The project is based on the Legal Tools for Peace 
Making Project conducted by the author and his 
team in the University of Cambridge. That project 
has reviewed all instances of peace-making since 
1945 and derives lessons for the future from this 
practice. The project is funded by the UK Economic 
and Social Research Council and is carried out in close 
cooperation with the UN Secretariat (www.lcil.cam.
ac.uk/legal_tools/about-legal-tools-peace-making-
project). 

Content
This series of programmes opens with a shot of ants 
carrying off the brood of a rival species to turn them 
into slaves, fading into images of a band of head-
hunting chimpanzees encircling their terrified victim. 

MEET THE PITCHER
Marc Weller
Marc is Professor of International Law in the Department of Politics of the University 
of Cambridge. He is the author, editor or co-editor of some 25 books in this area. He 
has served as advisor in many international peace negotiations, ranging from Kosovo 
to Sudan, Somalia, Yemen, Myanmar and, at present, the Geneva process on Syria. 
He serves as a United Nations Senior Mediation Expert and has been frequently 
interviewed on television and radio. Having to interact with politicians and senior 
officials, he is a confident presenter of complex issues in a simple and accessible way.

Contact: mw148@cam.ac.uk

11.30

THE PEACE PUZZLE
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The next, brief shots show Babylonian stone reliefs, 
proudly exhibiting captured populations being led 
off by a victorious army, followed by flashes of iconic 
instances of violence committed by human beings 
to other humans throughout history, up to present 
day Syria. Like slaver-ants and fratricidal monkeys, 
are humans, too, condemned to an eternal history of 
organised violence?

1. Taming the Human Beast? The first programme 
considers the causes of war and alternative ways of 
settling disputes among societies. It asks whether 
we are genetically programmed for violence, or 
whether war is a cultural practice that is learnt and 
can be unlearnt. It sets the seemingly unending 
episodes of organised violence against examples of 
peaceful practices throughout history, starting with 
the Easter Islanders who found a way of avoiding 
conflict among rival tribes for the scarce resources 
of the Island by substituting war with a swimming 
contest. 

2. If you Want Peace, Prepare for War? From mounds 
of earth surrounding humanity’s first villages to 
the Great Wall of China and the Maginot Line, from 
alliances among Greek city states to the balance of 
power games of 19th Century Europe, to the nuclear 
balance of terror – does preparing for war ever 
prevent war and secure peace?  

3. Organising for Peace. From pacifism and historical 
plans for perpetual peace to the functioning (or not) 
of the United Nations Security Council – can we 
order the world in a way that makes war impossible?

4. The Mechanics of Peace-Making: How are peace 
agreements made, and what makes them succeed 
or fail? What is it like inside the pressure cooker of a 
live peace process?

5. Minimising suffering. Where the parties refuse to 
make peace, how can the consequences of conflict 
be minimised when weapons become ever more 
destructive and widely available? Is there such a 
thing as humanity in warfare?

6. Peace – the Unending Puzzle: This final programme 
asks whether the tools for peace-making can ever 
keep pace with new or seemingly new challenges, 
including the instances of state failure and civil war, 
violent sectarianism, terrorism and the threat of 
weapons of mass destruction.

A more condensed presentation could of course also 
be considered, focusing on the hard craft of peace-
making in one or a series of two programmes.

Radicalism in Europe is on the rise. From the spectre of 
ISIS recruitment of some young Muslims in the West, 
to the resurgence of the Far Right, young people are 
being increasingly drawn to radicalism. Radicalism 
is largely a youth phenomenon. Historically, youth 
demographics have been drawn disproportionately 
to these sorts of activities and movements, whilst 
exceptionally large ‘youth bulges’ often make countries 
more susceptible to political violence. Most strikingly 
today, Islamic State (IS) is almost exclusively associated 
with young men under the age of 25, and originates 
in regions experiencing a substantial youth bulge. The 
programme will take a broader view of what it means 
to be young and radical (both historically and today) 
and how we might understand and thereby address it, 
using the rise of ISIS in the West as a case study.

Why I’m qualified to do this: Over the last 11 years 
I’ve been researching and writing about young 
people’s involvement in political radicalism in all its 
forms. I’ve run 3 major projects on this and co-wrote 
the United Nations Annual Youth Report for 2016 - the 
UN’s flagship publication on youth and is disseminated 
globally.

Why are young people drawn to radicalism?
a) Identity crises and the quest for meaning and 
personal significance, present a state of vulnerability 
and might compel individuals to seek comfort and 
belonging in groups that offer a safe and welcoming 
community of like-minded ‘outcasts’. Many European 
jihadists, for example, suffer from an intense type of 
identity crisis. They feel alienated from mainstream 
society but also alienated from their parents’ culture. 
It’s a kind of cultural schizophrenia. So in the absence 
of an appealing cultural base from either parents 
or mainstream society, a certain type of religion 
becomes, by default, the principal anchor of identity. 
Religion provides a rejection of the identity offered by 
their parents but also Western society, which these 
individuals feel has already rejected them anyway, and 
in some cases it is easy to understand why. 

If we look at the example of France and the experience 
of French Muslims, there’s an ominous fear of 
Islam, the immigrant, or the other (ranging from the 
securitisation of women’s clothing all the way to the 
rise of the Far Right, Front Nationale). There was a 
study done a few years ago which asked the general 

MEET THE PITCHER
Akil Awan
Akil is Associate Professor in Modern History, Political Violence and Terrorism at 
Royal Holloway, University of London, and Senior Fellow with the Center for Global 
Policy. His research interests focus around the history of terrorism, radicalisation, 
social movements, protest, and new media. He has written widely in these areas, both 
academically and in the popular press, and is regularly consulted by government bodies, 
think-tanks, media and other organisations in his fields of expertise. He has served in an 
advisory capacity to the United Nations, UNDP, UK Home Office, the Foreign Office, the 
US State Dept., the US Defense Dept., the US Military, Council of Europe, NATO and the 
OSCE amongst others. Most recently, he served as special advisor on Radicalisation to 
the UK Parliament; as academic expert on Genocide to the UK House of Lords delegation 
to Srebrenica; and as expert advisor on Youth Radicalisation to the UN. He is Founder 
and Chair of the PSA’s Specialist Group on Political Violence & Terrorism. His books 
include Radicalisation and Media: Terrorism and Connectivity in the New Media Ecology 
(2011, Routledge), and Jihadism Transformed: al-Qaeda and Islamic State’s Global Battle 
of Ideas (2016, Hurst/Oxford University Press). 

Contact: akil.awan@rhul.ac.uk

11.45

WHAT DOES IT MEAN TO BE YOUNG AND RADICAL,  
AND HOW SHOULD WE DEAL WITH RADICALISM?
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public in various countries “Out of 100 people, how 
many do you think are Muslim”. The results were 
quite astonishing and showed that the general public 
thought that Muslims were far more prevalent in 
their societies than they actually were (i.e. in France 
Muslims make up 8% of the population, but were 
perceived as representing 31% of the population; 
Belgium 6% vs 29%; UK 5% vs 21%). We can explain 
these huge disparities as constructions of public and 
media discourses on Muslims. Muslims are increasingly 
seen as an unwelcome presence. [Programme IDEA: 
conduct straw polls in London, or elsewhere, to see 
if we can replicate these attitudes and perceptions 
amongst publics]

In this context, it is not difficult to see how, for some 
French Muslims feeling under siege and alienated 
in their own country, an attractive religious identity 
might appear more appealing than a tainted national 
one. And of course, groups that prey on this kind 
of alienation, end up benefitting. IS has issued new 
passports to people who travel there, many of 
whom publicly burnt their original national identity 
documents in response and so is acting as a kind 
of welcoming utopia. [Programme IDEA: 80% of IS 
propaganda about utopia state building not violence – 
show examples]

b) Political disenfranchisement/disillusionment 
from traditional political processes, institutions and 
structures. Young people often feel the issues which 
concern them are not being addressed through politics 
and public policy, and that can sometimes result 
in a resort to protest and demonstrations. Where 
‘legitimate’ forms of protest prove unsuccessful or are 
suppressed by governments, individuals may begin 
to consider more illegitimate and violent forms of 
protest, including rioting, public disorder, sabotage, 
and even terrorism. So, radicalism can be interpreted 
as one of the ways in which young people might seek 
to air their frustrations and grievances, as well as seek 
out structures that presumably allow them to feel that 
they are being empowered socially and politically. 

c) Political socialisation The connection between 
youth and radicalism also stems in part from the 
exposure at this formative stage to new ideas and new 
outlets for expression provided by both expanding 
social networks and educational opportunities. For 
example, the university is historically the home of 
radical ideas and revolutionary beliefs, precisely 
because it is often the first heady exposure students 
have to the political world around them. Many of 
the great political movements, which were no doubt 
considered radical at the time, began life on university 

campuses. This enthusiasm and idealism, albeit often 
of the naïve and unrefined variety, is part of growing 
up, of healthy political socialisation and development; 
students don’t just experiment with sex, drugs, and 
music at university - but ideas too. [Programme IDEA: 
focus group interviews with young people at university 
about their aspirations for the future and experiences 
of politics so far] 

d) Socio-economic factors: High rates of global youth 
unemployment and other forms of socio-economic 
inequality, have been central to youth grievances in 
recent years. The rise of anti-austerity and inequality 
movements throughout the world, largely rest on 
these sorts of socio-economic inequalities that 
disproportionately impact young people. Young 
people experiencing blocked upward social mobility, 
may find ‘solutions’ to their predicaments in extreme 
organisations and movements. 

The two young Frenchmen who carried out the 
Charlie Hebdo attacks in Paris hailed from the French 
banlieues. These ghettoes are often characterised 
as environments providing a heady mix of 
unemployment, crime, drugs, institutional racism and 
endemic cycles of poverty and disenfranchisement. It 
is in these sorts of scenarios that radical groups might 
potentially offer an escape from a bleak future, or a 
criminal past. Although France’s Muslim population is 
around 8%, Muslim inmates constitute as much as 70% 
of the prison population in France. [Programme IDEA: 
a brief exploration of a French prison]. 

Addressing Radicalism 
Let us be clear from the outset that radicalism is not 
necessarily always a bad thing. Rather, radicalism 
usually indicates a political awakening for young 
people, and a willingness to engage with and change 
the world around themselves for the better. If nothing 
else it shows a dissatisfaction with the status quo. 
In fact, we might usefully contrast the political 
engagement of radicals, no matter how problematic, 
with the widespread apathy amongst young people 
in recent years, evident from chronically low voter 
turnouts in virtually all democracies (the last UK 
general elections and Brexit voting are good examples 
of this sort of political disengagement).

One way of thinking about this is that ideas that 
positively cause a society to change, almost by that 
very definition, have to begin life on the margins 
or peripheries of society – change very rarely 
happens from within the status quo. Historically, 
many movements that were considered radical or 

extreme by their contemporaries, have over time 
gained acceptance and legitimacy and entered 
the mainstream, i.e. movements advocating 
decolonisation, civil rights, women’s liberation, 
environmental concerns. Political change almost 
always happens at the peripheries (called radicals 
at the time) and then becomes adopted by the 
mainstream. 

Now I’m not suggesting for a minute that joining IS 
or neo-Nazi groups could ever be a good thing, but it 
does mean we have to think of our current problems a 
little differently to devise solutions.

It may be more useful to ask how to divert the very 
same energies hijacked by extremists and radicals 
towards positive, healthy outcomes. We have to also 
think about addressing real world issues that might 
make radicalism an attractive prospect.

There’s an old adage, that springs to mind: “If you’re 
young and you’re not a radical, you’ve got no soul; 
whereas if you’re old and still a radical, you’ve got 
no sense”. It’s very difficult to be a middle-aged 
radical when you have a mortgage, or need to take 
your cholesterol tablets. Young people do engage 
with radical ideas and through that interaction try 
to change the status quo around them, but are also 
changed in the process themselves. Perhaps that best 
sums up the important part ‘radical’ politics has played 
in the normal political socialisation and awakening of 
young people throughout history. One of the most 
reassuring things for us should be the fact that people 
who join IS are generally young – the ideas that these 
groups are peddling lose their currency as you get 
older.
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I think we all have words we think of when we hear the 
words ‘natural disaster’:

• Deadly

• Costly

• Sudden

• Tragic

What if I gave you new words to associate with natural 
disasters?

• Predictable

• Preventable

• Manageable

• Anticipated

Scientists study disasters in different ways – geologists 
study plate tectonics, civil engineers study physical 
fortifications, meteorologists study climate patterns. I 
am a political scientist; I study public administrations 
and political systems and how they relate to disasters. 
And I have learned that earthquakes, hurricanes, 
tornados, and tsunamis are not disasters. 

All of these are critical events. But they do not always 
lead to disasters. There are earthquakes in Antarctica all 

the time. There are terrible storms in the Pacific Ocean, 
too. The disaster isn’t the hurricane, or the tornado. 
The disaster is the disruption those events cause to 
society. And as a society, we can choose how we react 
to critical events. That means our behaviour can affect 
the outcome of disasters.

Haven’t you ever noticed that one earthquake in the US 
may kill 0 people, but a similar earthquake in Nepal kills 
more than 80,000? Or that a 5-year drought in Texas 
may cost millions of dollars, but a similar drought in 
Southern Africa can lead to famine that costs millions of 
lives? The thing is, the world has food, technology, and 
information – these disasters are not a result of a lack 
of knowledge. They are the result of the decisions of 
people in power – decisions about whether to enforce 
building codes, about how to distribute food, about 
whether to invest and plan.

These decisions can be changed. They are changing all 
over the world. And I want to show people how they 
can make those changes – individually, as a family, 
and as a community. I propose a series of television 
segments – perhaps 5-8 minutes each – on BBC, ITV, or 
Channel Four. Each segment would visit disaster-prone 
locations, explain to viewers how disasters can be better 
managed, mitigated, and averted, and illustrate with 
techniques and tools people are using around the world. 

MEET THE PITCHER
Gina Reinhardt
Gina looks at how citizens and policy makers make decisions under uncertainty 
and how those decisions affect economic, social and political development, and 
subsequent policy outcomes. She examines the institutions that give aid and the 
processes they use, looking specifically at the conditions, implementation and 
effectiveness of that aid. She questions the different priorities that seem to be 
dictating how aid is given and to whom. 

Southern Africa is Gina’s next destination as she embarks on a new research initiative 
looking to determine which aid interventions are the most effective at helping 
communities withstand critical events. Countries in this region will be experiencing 
severe rain fluctuations in the next decade due to El Niño, causing many communities 
to experience food insecurity and even famine. She is currently designing research 
projects to investigate these processes and how best to prepare for them.

Contact: gina.reinhardt@essex.ac.uk

12.00

ANATOMY OF A DISASTER: MAKING THE MOST  
OF CRITICAL EVENTS

Audience 
The audience for this segment is multi-faceted. The 
standard individual generally hears about disasters 
and the thousands who die, and thinks of disasters 
as a phenomenon that requires relief after the fact 
rather than behaviour that can side-step disasters 
entirely. There is little sense of the control we each 
have over our own vulnerability, and this scares 
people. The denial of their own agency in disasters in 
turn makes people more vulnerable because they do 
not think carefully about how to behave during critical 
events. 

This new segment will demystify the disaster itself by 
addressing how critical events are related to disaster, 
and what people can do to prepare and alleviate the 
effects of critical events. It will therefore appeal to the 
average citizen in the UK and those who consume world 
news in other countries.

The segment will also have appeal for those working in 
development and disaster areas – NGOs, non-profits, 
policy practitioners, and local public administrators – 
and people who contribute their own funds and energy 
to disaster relief. 

Benefits
Polls show that the general public believes large-
scale disasters are increasing in both frequency and 
intensity in the last 10-15 years. Whether or not 
disasters are changing, the change in public perceptions 
about disasters can lead to an increase in fear and a 
subsequent paralysis in terms of action. The primary 
benefit of this program lies in its ability to connect the 
viewer to the idea that critical events can be managed, 
and every person has the ability to affect their own 
future, and that of others.

By personalising and revealing the anatomy of a 
disaster, this programme will help break down barriers 
between people in places where disaster is rare and 
those where critical events are more likely. 

By illustrating how individuals and communities can 
change their own risk of disaster, the program will help 
people mentally, emotionally, and physically prepare 
for critical events, and thereby decrease the damage 
disasters cause.

By sharing stories of successful disaster resilience 
around the world, the program will increase general 
knowledge about disaster avoidance, and transmit 
helpful techniques and ideas quickly from one place to 
another.

Competition
In the realm of policy makers and practitioners, 
disasters use an enormous amount of resources. 
Disaster response typically demands so much time 
that it is difficult to share best practices in terms of 
preparation and resilience. This program will be the 
first of its kind to share these ideas among public 
administrators who can use them.

Although concerned with death and devastation, the 
average citizen often does not know how to channel 
their concern into concrete action. These segments will 
be some of the only programming available that helps 
create those channels.

In other words, the competition in this subject area is 
slim. The main challenge will be securing interest in the 
first place.
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Multinational corporations are taking over millions of 
hectares of productive land in the Global South. Along 
with the big guns, people like you and me are funding, 
facilitating, implementing and profiting from these 
large land deals. Based on a decade of research, I train 
the spotlight on ordinary people in an extraordinary 
process.

Context: What we typically hear about the 
global land grab
In the last decade, almost 50 million hectares of 
land have been leased or bought from individuals, 
communities and governments in the Global South. This 
is for the large-scale production of biofuels, food, forest 
resources, industrial goods, infrastructure, tourism, 
and livestock. When the Louis Dreyfus Company 
headquartered in Amsterdam purchases 329,000 
hectares in Brazil for biofuel production, or the Bin Taleb 
Group of Saudi Arabia takes over 15,922 hectares for 
ecotourism in Niger, we tend to focus on the big guys.

Multinational companies are deeply invested in the 
international trade for a scarce natural resource. Local 
and national governments in cash strapped countries 
usually assist them. State elites stand to make a quick 

buck from land deals, besides adding to their political 
standing and the public coffers through taxes. 

We occasionally hear David versus Goliath stories of 
resistance from communities of farmers, fish workers, 
pastoralists, forest produce pickers and others who are 
typically on the losing side of the international land trade. 
Thus there has been media and academic interest in the 
longstanding struggle of the Dongria Kondh tribe in the 
Niyamgiri Hills of Orissa, eastern India, against British 
mining giant Vedanta Resources. The Dongria Kondh have 
successfully resisted Vedanta’s attempts to set up a bauxite 
mining facility in Niyamgiri, to feed their aluminium refinery 
nearby. The Government of Orissa has supported Vedanta, 
and regularly used police force against its own people. 
However, the Kondh have stood firm in the belief that their 
gods and ancestors reside in Niyamgiri; they have refused 
to give up their way of life. This epic struggle of the poor 
versus the rich inspired Hollywood blockbuster Avatar.

Despite the occasional Niyamgiri, the rich and powerful 
seem to be winning the battle for the world’s resources, 
including land. But beyond the headlines lie innumerable 
lives of ordinary people like you and me entwined in 
every step of the global land grab. We are the funders, 
the actual grabbers, and the eventual beneficiaries.

MEET THE PITCHER
Nikita Sud
Nikita is Associate Professor of Development Studies at the University of Oxford and 
Governing Body Fellow, Wolfson College. She studies the nature of the state and 
governance, the politics of markets, and the political economy of natural resources. 
Her research and teaching focus on South Asia, with further interests in South East 
and East Asia. Her work is inherently cross-disciplinary, with training in history 
and development studies, a first job as a lecturer in politics, and with more recent 
publications in geography journals.

Nikita is the author of the widely reviewed book Liberalisation, Hindu Nationalism and 
The State: A Biography of Gujarat (Oxford University Press, 2012). This is a long term study 
of the western region that is home to India’s controversial Prime Minister Narendra Modi. 
Nikita enjoys engaging with audiences beyond academia. She has appeared on Al Jazeera, 
BBC Radio 4, Radio France, and Radio Ö1 of the Austrian Broadcasting Corporation. She 
has written for The Conversation, Scroll.in, NDTV, East Asia Forum, and OpenDemocracy, 
and is regularly quoted in global media sources such as Bloomberg News and Bloomberg 
Business. Many moons ago, she used to anchor music shows on All India Radio. 

Contact: nikita.sud@qeh.ox.ac.uk 

12.15

GLOBAL LAND GRAB: ORDINARY PEOPLE IN AN 
EXTRAORDINARY PROCESS

Ordinary people in an extraordinary process
The funders: Hitting too close to home for me personally 
is the case of the Teachers Insurance and Annuity 
Association – College Retirement Equities Fund (TIAA 
– CREF). Associations of American teachers, as also 
pension funds of Canadian and Swedish academics 
invest in TIAA – CREF. One of the avenues for these 
investments is a global farmland fund called TIAA – CREF 
Global Agriculture LLC. This farmland fund is involved 
in land grab on a massive scale in the Brazilian cerrado 
on the edge of the Amazonian rain forest. Perhaps 
unknowingly, my colleagues are directly funding the 
plunder of natural resources. Who knows where my 
pension funds are going? Have you kept track of yours?

Facilitators, regulators and enforcers: Once the funds 
start flowing in, the task of identifying a suitable parcel 
of land begins. Since we are talking about thousands, 
even tens of thousands of hectares, a ready-for-sale plot 
is not likely to exist. This is especially the case in densely 
populated countries such as Indonesia, Cambodia, 
Vietnam and India, which are active theatres of land 
grab. These countries compete with each other to attract 
investment, as do sub-national states within them. In the 
words of an Indian civil servant I interviewed in 2012:

Companies have played off states against each other. 
Take for example [a multinational]. We were trying to 
get them to [our state]. They were to invest two billion 
dollars… But the company wanted 100 million dollars 
from us [in the form of tax breaks and subsidies]. 
[The Company’s] alternate sites were in Vietnam and 
Guangzhou in China. Finally, Vietnam got that project.

The official added that the Chief Minister of the 
state had staked her political reputation on securing 
this multinational’s investment. When it was lost, 
heads rolled, with promotions being denied and 
administrators being relegated to ‘punishment postings’ 
in inconsequential departments.

As a country or region runs the race to the bottom that 
is big-ticket private investment today, its politicians 
and bureaucrats are involved in the search for land. 
Companies may demand flat land, or infrastructural 
connections to transport hubs, or proximity to major 
cities, or to the coast for exporting their products. 
Officials are deployed in this search, and some resign 
from their government jobs to work full-time for the 
company. Thus, the land department of a 30,000-hectare 
port and Special Economic Zone in India is headed by 
an ex-Deputy Collector. The latter is a poorly paid local 
land official. S/he has intimate knowledge of land laws, 
disputes and land title irregularities in the area. S/he 
works with the land-seeking company from the inside, 

connecting it through personal and professional ties with 
officials and politicians who formally regulate land on 
behalf of the government.

Politicians and wannabe politicians of all hues also jump 
on the bandwagon. I have spent long hours interviewing 
village and local council politicos who broker deals for 
land-seeking companies. To keep prices down, these 
brokers buy land in their name without disclosing the 
identity of the eventual land occupier. Several years 
down the line, farmers may learn that an international 
automobile manufacturer, or a global potato chip maker 
now owns their fields. Brokers and their musclemen 
are also handy for quelling dissent through cajoling and 
downright coercion.

But before we start hating these figures, middlemen 
and the shadowy institutions through which they 
operate must be understood in third world contexts 
of mass unemployment and economic informality on 
the one hand, and high aspirations for consumption 
and social mobility on the other. The flashy cell phone, 
the proximity to rich and powerful people, the ability 
to get things done, is more likely to accrue from a land 
transaction gone right, than by sitting outside a job 
centre. At the end of the day, these too are just people 
who want to feed their families, send their children to 
school and live a decent life. One of my broker contacts 
in India regularly sends me pictures on social media. 
These are not generally of his many exploits in the land 
business, but of his six-year old son and ten-year old 
daughter participating in the school sports day, winning 
a certificate in an elocution competition, etc.

The global land grab is an intensely local phenomenon. 
In one way or another, we are all implicated. Even if 
we’re not direct investors or facilitators, you can be sure 
we are consuming the products that emerge from it.

This pitch may be suited to a one-hour 
documentary format. We could interview 
members of pension funds about the destination 
of their money, and then film these locations. 
We could show the extent of land grab through 
aerial images, and then interview politicians, 
administrators and brokers involved in land 
deals, as also land losers. I have vast research 
experience in India and can facilitate filming 
there, and also have research contacts in sites  
of land grab in Africa and Latin America.
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Programme Premise
Many historical radio and television programmes focus 
on Britain’s Empire past, when Britannia ruled the 
waves and Britain was the dominant force in global 
politics. Many political programmes, on both radio and 
television focus on Britain’s current global position, but 
there is very little linkage between the two. The public 
appears to be separated into those who believe that 
Britain is still a Great power, and those who believe 
that Britain is now a much smaller global power, and 
should act accordingly. The attitude taken informs the 
public when considering current and future military 
action. Should Britain be taking a lead in places such as 
Libya and Syria, or should we leave that form of action 
to larger international players? This programme would 
consider whether Britain is a Great power or a more 
medium size power, and what that means for Britain, 
primarily in foreign policy but also in other related 
policy areas, such as defence. 

Programme Background
I wrote an article for The Conversation website in 
December 2015 considering Britain’s international 
role and whether Britain was still a Great power state 
(https://theconversation.com/britain-still-thinks-its-a-
great-power-but-it-isnt-50641). This article was hugely 
popular, with a readership to date of over 25,000. It 

generated a huge amount of comment from readers, 
and highlighted how important this issue is as well as 
how little it is actually discussed. In many programmes, 
and articles, both academic and journalistic, British 
decline is simply accepted as historical fact. However, 
there is rarely any consideration given to how that 
decline has impacted on Britain’s international role, 
what that role should be and whether the decline 
has been largely ignored by the political elite, keen to 
continue with an interventionist foreign policy. 

Format
This programme could be made for either television 
or radio. The key element would be talking heads to 
be used with narrative explaining key events and their 
significance, which would work well in either format. 

In terms of programme length, I would anticipate that 
this idea would be suitable for a one-off or a two-part 
programme, focusing on key events and what they tell 
us about Britain’s international role, with historical 
context. It would also be useful to consider in the 
programme what a medium size power looks like, 
and what they do differently to Britain (if anything). 
This could be done by looking at nations such as 
Canada, Spain, France, Japan etc. – large, economically 
developed nations which take a slightly different stance 
to the British on the international stage.

MEET THE PITCHER
Victoria Honeyman
Victoria is Lecturer in British Politics at the University of Leeds who primarily teaches 
on the subject of British Politics and British Foreign Policy, but also teaches modules 
on Britain and the EU, Political Theory and Global Political Corruption. Her first book 
Richard Crossman; A Reforming Radical of the Left was published in 2007 and she has 
written extensively on British foreign policy and development aid. Much of her current 
research is focused on British Foreign Policy, including Britain’s development aid policy.

Victoria works extensively with the media in all forms. She appears regularly on 
BBC Breakfast news, both as a political expert and as a newspaper reviewer and has 
appeared on News at Ten, Channel 5 News Election Specials and numerous other 
programmes in the UK and overseas. She also works very extensively with radio 
stations in the UK as well as the print media, particularly the Associated Press and the 
Conversation website.

Contact: V.C.Honeyman@leeds.ac.uk

13.30

BRITAIN: A GREAT POWER?

Synopsis
With Bob Dylan winning the Nobel Prize for Literature 
the relationship – or more specifically relationships 
– between music, song writing and politics has never 
been a more topical issue. From Scotland to South 
Australia and from Canada to Cape Verde the role of 
music as a form of political expression has suddenly 
gained not only a certain credibility but also a richer 
sense of meaning and relevance in a world that seems 
in constant flux. The use of music and song-writing as a 
way of building and creating not only a sense of identity 
but also collective membership and representation, on-
line and off-line, is suddenly the topic of intense global 
debate. And yet a major gap exists in both the academic 
research base and the broadcasting marketplace for 
material that can explore the relationship between 
social identity and political expression, especially 
amongst nomadic or transient populations where 
the need to foster and maintain a sense of identity is 
arguably greater. It is in exactly this context that this 
documentary will present the findings of a research 
project that has revealed the manner in which Irish 

travelling communities engage in ‘musical worldmaking 
(i.e. the process whereby humans make sense of 
themselves in their environment, creating a sense of 
place and identity). Combining music, interviews, archival 
material and a range of other sources this documentary 
will expose the political significance of music and song in 
new and fresh ways. Music suddenly becomes far more 
than a set of harmonious notes and actually defines a 
set of social relationships or thresholds through which 
different social groups make sense of the world, their 
place within it, the existence of threats or risks and the 
options for change. Music and song is therefore not just 
about remembering the past but is used to navigate 
the present and shape the future. The aim of this 
documentary is to provoke the listening to reconsider the 
relationships between politics, nomads and meaning. 

Context
This broadcast responds in particular to a lack in 
literature about Irish Travellers and to distortions in 
broadcasts about Irish Travellers. Most ethnographic 
and social science literature has concentrated on Irish 

MEET THE PITCHER
Férdia Stone-Davis
Férdia is an interdisciplinary researcher and teacher, and a professionally trained 
musician. Working at the intersection of music, philosophy and theology, her interests 
centre upon music and its relation to philosophical and theological anthropology, 
society, ethics, epistemology and worldmaking.

She has a BA in Theology and Religious Studies, an MPhil in Philosophy of Religion 
and a PhD from the University of Cambridge. She also has an MMus in Early Music 
Performance Studies from Trinity College of Music, London. She has taught in 
departments of music, philosophy and theology in the UK and Germany.

Publications include a monograph, Musical Beauty: Negotiating the Boundary between 
Subject and Object (Cascade, 2011), a co-edited volume The Soundtrack of Conflict: 
The Role of Music in Radio Broadcasting in Wartime and in Conflict Situations (Olms, 
2013), an edited volume Music and Transcendence (Ashgate, 2015), and an edited 
journal issue of Contemporary Music Review, ‘Home: Creating and Inhabiting Place 
through Music Activity’ (Taylor & Francis, 2015). Recent chapters and articles include 
‘Musical Meaning and Worldmaking: Haydn’s String Quartet in E flat major (op. 33 no. 
2)’ (Ashgate, 2015), and ‘Worldmaking and Worldbreaking: Pussy Riot’s Punk Prayer’ 
(Taylor & Francis, 2015).

Contact: fjs23@cam.ac.uk

13.45

MORE THAN A SONG: POLITICS, NOMADS AND MEANINGS 
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Travellers within Ireland. Notable research foci include 
their construction and representation as an ‘other’ of 
Irish society, hence policies viewing them as a ‘problem’ 
solvable by settlement, and analyses of the relationship 
between Irish Travellers and settled communities 
in Ireland. Some work has been done on UK Irish 
Travellers, focusing on their social situation, perceptions 
of them and issues concerning accommodation 
provision. Little work has focused on music practices of 
Irish Travellers in Ireland, and whilst research has been 
carried out on Irish Traveller identity in the UK, most of 
it is without reference to music. This broadcast takes an 
innovative approach by understanding music’s role as a 
means of worldmaking. 

Some phenomenological approaches discuss world-
disclosure through human practices, and music has 
started to be explored in these terms. However, the 
main philosophical field of application for worldmaking 
is aesthetics; worldmaking has received only limited 
exposition and its significance for music has not been 
overtly examined. The broadcast connects conceptually 
to research in diasporic studies, but is also innovative: 
in diasporic studies, analysis of music practices 
explores how imaginative connections enable a sense 
of settlement. This broadcast shows how they enable 
settlement by maintaining a sense of nomadism. 

While research has been conducted on the relationship 
between aesthetics and ethics, attention has focused 
on the visual and literary; research on the relationship 
between music and ethics is limited. The longstanding 
argument is unhelpful that posits certain forms of music 
as good or bad based on whether they act positively 
and negatively upon a person’s character. This view, 
which detaches music from human action, has been 
problematised and recent literature on music and 
ethics has focused on issues of agency, hospitality 
and responsibility. These issues have long concerned 
ethnomusicology; however, the ethical importance 
of worldmaking remains underexplored in music and 
ethics, specifically within the Irish Traveller setting. 

There are very few broadcasts concerning Irish 
Travellers. In what does exist, there is a tendency 
to focus on the more provocative elements of Irish 
Traveller contemporary culture (ones that make ‘good 
viewing’). This reinforces perception of Irish Travellers 
as ‘other’, as ‘different’: many films and documentaries 
have focused on bare-knuckle fighting and feuding 
between Irish Traveller families, including Knuckle 
(2012) and Gypsy Blood (2012), and the most well 
known UK television series about Irish Travellers, Big Fat 
Gypsy Weddings (2011–2012), examines a particularly 
exuberant approach amongst some Irish Travellers to 

weddings. The Channel 5 documentary The Town the 
Travellers Took Over (2014) examines the ‘invasion’ of 
a town in Limerick by Irish Travellers. In Ireland, some 
attention has been paid to broader cultural practices of 
Irish Travellers, including the documentaries Traveller 
(2001) by Allen MacWeeney, and Blood of the Travellers 
(2001). This broadcast will bring to light the musical life 
of Irish Travellers, by interweaving songs and stories 
they tell with narratives of life on the road, and with life 
now, bringing to light the importance of music to Irish 
Traveller identity and of virtual nomadism in the face of 
settlement. 

Timeliness, Audience, Competition and Format
The broadcast is timely, given recent rapid growth in 
migration (and the necessity to prioritise migrants’ 
human rights), and the need to allow cultural 
expression for those who move from place to place. 
It is also pressing given the need for more sites for 
Irish Travellers in the UK – local settled people do not 
want sites to be located near them due to stereotypes 
which have, arguably, been reinforced by certain kinds 
of broadcasts. Understanding the cultural heritage 
and current expression of Irish Travellers will facilitate 
understanding between the travelling and settled 
communities. As such the broadcast will appeal to the 
general audience. At the same time it is hoped that it 
will be of interest and use to those interested in music, 
as well as policy-making and advocacy groups relating 
to Irish Travellers and other minority groups. The 
programme does not have any competition; it is dealing 
with an aspect of Irish Traveller culture (song) that 
has not been looked at to any great extent, and, even 
then, has a unique approach to the material through 
worldmaking. The format of the broadcast will either 
be a documentary or a short series of four episodes of 
30 minutes in length (for either television or radio) that 
enter into the lives of particular Irish Traveller families in 
Ireland and the UK, and the songs that carry particular 
significance for them.

Hook
I am pitching to make a programme about prison 
suicide. Two of my friends committed suicide in 2014, 
and researching prisons has paid my wages throughout 
my adult life. I want to combine these topics, to explore 
whether suicides in prison actually matter? And if so, 
why? I want to make this programme so that members 
of the public can gain a greater understanding of the 
socio-political importance of prisons, without having 
to spend thousands of pounds and years of their life 
researching them as I have!

The suicide rate in English and Welsh prisons rose by a 
staggering 69% between 2013 and 14. 2016 then saw 
the highest rate of prisoner self-inflicted deaths for 13 
years. Increasing numbers of prisoners taking their own 
lives may not appear to be a priority concern for society. 
Perhaps these individuals ‘got what was coming to 
them’, or even did society a favour by ending their lives. 
Indeed, prison security concerns tend to focus on risks 
that prisoners pose to others, rather than the risks they 
quite often pose to themselves.

Yet when a prisoner takes their own life, the costs 
and negative consequences are wide-ranging and 
considerable. The purely economic costs of the 95 
prison suicides which occurred between 2014 and 15 
were estimated at £300 million. In this programme we 
hear from a range of often hidden individual voices, who 

reveal why prison suicides can be highly problematic for 
society, creating vicious cycles of decline and triggering 
broad negative ripple effects which seep through prison 
walls and gates to affect all of us.

We uncover how self-inflicted deaths can affect prison 
staff, security and prisoner rehabilitation prospects. We 
discuss how the innocent children, families and friends 
of prisoners experience suicide. We hear about the 
hidden drains of prison suicide on NHS, police and local 
authority resources, and explore the substantial legal 
costs of coroner and criminal investigations into prison 
deaths. We consider the cost and suitability of suicide 
prevention measures for the prison population, and 
conclude with a panel debating whether prison suicides 
matter for all of us. The ideal format for the programme 
would be a standalone primetime TV programme on 
one of the major channels, but it could also work well as 
a radio programme.

Context
Prisons in England and Wales have been in the 
media spotlight for some months, as a result of the 
deteriorating conditions and escalating violence within. 
My proposed programme is however distinctive for 
several reasons. First, it explains why society should 
care about what goes on in prisons and illustrate 
that they are not hermetically sealed. This is a clear 
departure from the ‘spectacular’ or ‘freak show’ stories 

MEET THE PITCHER
Philippa Tomczak
Philippa holds a Leverhulme Trust Early Career Fellowship at the University of Sheffield 
Centre for Criminological Research. She studied Criminology and Geography at the 
Universities of Oxford and Manchester. She is interested in punishment, the regulation 
of criminal justice, the penal voluntary sector and actor-network theory. Her 
Fellowship research provides a ground-breaking theoretical insight into the relationships 
between prison suicide and regulation, and addresses a fundamental failing in the 
sociology of punishment: the lack of attention to regulation. She has written the first 
monograph on the penal voluntary sector (2017, Routledge) and acts as a peer reviewer 
for leading international journals. Her publications have been cited by scholars based 
globally. She held a University of Manchester School of Law Scholarship from 2010-
2014 and won the 2012 John Howard Essay Prize (Postgraduate Category).

Contact: p.j.tomczak@sheffield.ac.uk

14.00

SUICIDES IN PRISON: SHOULD WE CARE?
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that we are often presented with, which usually discuss 
only individual prisoners and depict prisons as isolated, 
contained institutions. Second, it presents longer, more 
substantive and contextualised stories. Interest will 
be sustained over a longer piece by humanising the 
subject matter and through my enthusiasm, charisma 
and personal interest angle. Furthermore, I am a 
young looking female working in a field that conjures 
up images of hardened, muscle-bound, tattooed men. 
Third, it is particularly timely because over the next 
18 months the first female Lord Chancellor will be 
presenting her agenda for prison reform. The public will 
be interested in my programme because it will present 
a divisive socio-political issue through the medium 
of individual interest stories, and will therefore be 
particularly engaging.

So what and who cares?
My current research project theorises the regulation of 
prison suicide, and fills a major gap in knowledge about 
how we respond to problems within closed prisons 
that have coercive powers over detainees. This dry 
regulatory theory is, however, interesting to me and 
the general public because it illuminates things that are 
happening to individual people (and their families and 
friends), in specific places at specific times.

Prison suicide is a sensitive topic and must be presented 
with care and respect to the individuals involved, but it 
is hard not to be fascinated by the human stories in this 
area. For example, in 2001 a 30-year old life sentenced 
prisoner in HMP Woodhill cut his leg with porcelain 
broken from a lavatory. He then spent at least five 
months in agony forcing faeces, metal and other objects 
into the wound, ultimately winning a court order not 
to be resuscitated if he lost consciousness. He wanted 
to die rather than being locked up in a high-security 
segregation wing for 23 hours a day.

Prisoner JL was remanded in Feltham Young Offender 
Institution in 2002 and found hanging from the bars 
of his cell window a month later. He was successfully 
resuscitated, but was left with serious brain damage 
through deprivation of oxygen, and rendered 
incompetent to conduct his own affairs. A male life 
sentenced prisoner at HMP Wakefield attempted suicide 
by hanging in January 2012. He survived but suffered 
severe physical complications, as the lack of blood 
supply to his intestine caused gangrene. The ligature left 
him temporarily unable to speak or swallow, so he had 
a feeding tube through his abdominal wall for around 
nine months. He was left with a colostomy bag which 
frequently leaked. The man then succeeded in hanging 
himself from a shower rail in May 2014, with a ligature 
made from a bed sheet.

What’s on the market?
This hook could work for a television or radio 
programme. The rich visual imagery surrounding the 
prison would work well on a TV programme, but sound 
effects such as prison gates creaking and slamming, 
keys jingling, distant shouting could introduce a radio 
programme. The benefit of a TV programme is that 
it would further humanise the individuals that the 
programme would represent. I have an excellent 
network of academics, practitioners, policy makers, 
charities and ex-prisoners to draw on for participants. 
I also have some experience of audiovisual filming, 
commenting on the 2015 Channel 4 Dispatches 
programme ‘Pensions and the Price of Growing Old’ 
about elderly crime victims, although I was cut from the 
final edit in favour of the Home Office spokesperson!

What do I want?
Ideally, I want to make a programme that people 
will be discussing in their offices the day after, and I 
want to stimulate a broader population to care about 
what goes on in prisons. Although I have stated my 
preferences about the programme format, I am very 
flexible about format and timescale. Academics have to 
learn resilience very quickly so I expect that the path to 
any output will involve twists and turns, but I hope that 
this process will eventually lead to some sort of media 
output that gets people talking.

Most people love their own country, and would like to 
believe that it is in some way a force for good in the 
world. But are they right? Can such views be tested? 
How do you measure a country’s contribution to 
humanity and to the planet? 

The Good Country Index (https://goodcountry.
org/index/overall-rankings) is a research project 
conducted by Simon Anholt that, for the first time, 
ranks countries not by their domestic living standards, 
transparency, stability, freedom, health, wealth or 
happiness – but by their total contribution to humanity 
and the planet. 

Using 35 datasets collected by UN agencies and other 
international bodies, the Good Country Index provides 
a detailed balance-sheet for 163 countries, to help us 
decide whether we should feel glad that each of those 
countries exists, or whether it’s simply a burden on the 
planet, a free-rider on the global system.

In this programme, one of the pitchers presents the 
surprising results of the Good Country Index to a range 
of ordinary people, young and old, from a range of 
countries that rank both high and low in the Index, 
from Ireland and Sweden (which ranked first in the 
first and second editions of the Good Country Index) to 

MEET	THE	PITCHERS
Simon Anholt
Simon is the founder of the Good Country movement and the Good Country Index. He 
is an independent policy advisor who has worked with the Heads of State and Heads 
of Government of 54 countries on their international engagement. Professor Anholt’s 
most recent project is the Global Vote, which allows people worldwide to vote in other 
countries’ elections. 

14.15

HOW GOOD IS YOUR COUNTRY?

Lee Marsden
Lee is Head of the School of Politics, Philosophy, Language and Communication 
Studies, and Professor of International Relations at the University of East Anglia. He is 
a specialist in faith, politics and international relations; international relations theory 
and US foreign policy. His key research interests lie in the area of religion and security, 
religion and international relations, religion and politics and US foreign policy. He is 
also interested in propaganda and how religion is mediated. 

Contact: simon@good.country; beth.derks@uea.ac.uk; lee.marsden@uea.ac.uk

Beth Derks
Beth Derks heads the Future Leaders programme in the University of East Anglia’s 
School of Politics, Philosophy, Language and Communication Studies, a 20 week intense 
programme to equip young people with the insights, skills, confidence and network 
to lead on instigating social economic  change. As an Ideator, she also runs her own 
concept consultancy and she has successfully raised funds, connects people locally as 
well as globally to bring projects, mainly benefitting youth, into the Eastern Region.
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Application for a 2-part radio programme
Rationale: Every school-child knows that Christopher 
Columbus discovered America and Vasco da Gama 
discovered India. The received wisdom is that from there the 
Europeans, through their various East India Companies, later 
on through formal empire and later still through American-
led globalisation, re-made the world and brought all peoples 
together into one global village. And every school child 
knows that while nothing much happened economically 
speaking before 1492, and especially during the Dark Ages, 
so after 1492 Europe developed, climaxing with Britain’s 
pioneering industrial revolution. The upshot of which is that 
Europe made modernity and then spread it across the world. 

But there is now a whole body of literature that reveals 
these claims as but myths which continue to be reproduced 
in classrooms, documentaries, films and other media 
across Britain, all of which serve to make us feel superior 
and therefore good about ourselves. I recall Jim Naughtie 
interviewing George Joseph on the Today Programme and 
him expressing his astonishment at the claims that Joseph 
made with respect to how much of the development of 
mathematics was pioneered in the non-Western world 
and from which the Europeans benefited a great deal. But 
this instance can be multiplied many times over to reveal 
how the rise of the West, from 800-1800, was enabled to 
a significant extent by European borrowings of Eastern 
ideas, technologies and institutions. Moreover, the story 

of the rise and development of the global economy that 
is taught in our classrooms obscures the Other side of the 
story in which eastern actors – especially the Middle Eastern 
Muslims, Armenians, Jews, Indians, Chinese, Africans 
and Javanese – played the key roles. From the Afro-Asian 
regionalisation (or proto-globalisation) of the 500-1500 
period and the Asian Bright Ages and thence the first global 
economy that was eastern-led between 1500 and 1800, the 
lesson to be drawn is that the Other side of the story of the 
rise of the modern world has been obscured and airbrushed 
out of history in order that we might recount all of this 
through a White Western lens so that we can feel superior. 

These two programmes would focus on the Other side of 
this story – a multicultural world history – to present an 
alternative account to that with which we are all so familiar. 
It would interview the leading scholars in this area. The first 
programme would look at the roles of the Eastern actors 
in the making of the proto-global and global economies 
(500-1800), while the second programme would explore 
how the West borrowed and benefited from the many 
pioneering inventions – ideas, institutions and technologies 
– as it underwent its modernisation programme. The upshot 
of which is that the West should learn some humility and 
might show some gratitude to those Eastern peoples which 
are denigrated as economically and culturally backward 
but from whom the West was dependent upon in making 
possible the breakthrough to modern capitalism.

MEET THE PITCHER
John Hobson
John is Professor of Politics & International Relations at the University of Sheffield 
and a Fellow of the British Academy. He is also the great grandson of the well-known 
British political economist, John Atkinson Hobson, who was a key thinker on empire 
and who directly influenced the works of Vladimir Lenin and John Maynard Keynes. 
John has published eight books and co-edits the Rowman & Littlefield International 
book series: Global Dialogues: Developing Non-Eurocentric IR and IPE.

His two most relevant books for this pitch are: The Eastern Origins of Western 
Civilisation (CUP, 2004), and The Eurocentric Conception of World Politics (CUP, 2012). 
His work combines World History and Global Historical Sociology with International 
Relations and Political Economy. His primary intellectual objective is to provide both a 
critique of the Western-centrism (or Eurocentrism) of these disciplines and to develop 
an alternative anti-Eurocentric (or ‘multicultural’) narrative of the world from 1492 
through to the present. His current research charts the formation and development of 
the world economy in a non-Eurocentric context from 1492.

Contact: j.m.hobson@sheffield.ac.uk

14.30

MYTHS OF WESTERN WORLD HISTORY
Libya (which has ranked last in both editions), and we 
see what happens when feelings meet facts. He also 
speaks to Americans and Russians (whose countries 
are ranked respectively 21st and 95th) and most of 
whom are passionately convinced that their country’s 
real contribution to the world is very different from 
what the numbers suggest: and a substantial number 
prefer to believe that the research is deliberate anti-
American or Anti-Russian propaganda. 

In a series of informal video diaries, these people 
then spend a week meeting and interviewing friends, 
family and strangers in their own countries, they 
will be visiting organisations and institutions hereby 
exploring the gap between perception and reality. Is 
our national pride justified, or does it blind us to the 
harm our country does to humanity and to the planet? 
Do people want to know what their country does for 
the world today, or would they rather bask in its past 
glories?

It’s a programme that gets right to the heart of our 
self-image and our national identity in a globalised, 
interdependent world: it challenges nationalism and 
patriotism, and asks the crucial question, “how can 
my country do more good in the world?”
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People are too quick to criticise the negative role 
of ideology, emotion, and manipulation in politics, 
especially after ‘Brexit’ and the rise of Donald Trump. 
Yet, a good positive and emotional story with a hero or 
convincing theme is just as important as ‘the evidence’ 
to social and policy change. This programme gives 
examples, shows you how to do it, and identifies what 
stories work. Through first person narrative, it describes 
the experiences of people telling their own stories, 
or of their heroes, to generate political attention and 
support for their cause. It provides additional narrative 
by experts on storytelling as a craft, and on the science 
of storytelling effectiveness, to connect powerful stories 
with the evidence on their role in politics. The end 
result is a programme which is entertaining, socially 
relevant, and informative. It will be backed up by further 
(accessible) reading for people inspired by its message 
and keen to learn and act accordingly.

Background: telling positive stories for 
political change
The Brexit vote, and the rise of Donald Trump as a 
serious US Presidential candidate, really knocked the 
stuffing out of people who believe in the primacy of 
science. Many scientists seem shocked by what they 
perceive to be ‘post-truth politics’ in which ideology 
beats evidence. 

This post-truth theme has begun to dominate academic 
discussions on social media and academic conferences. 
It is a timely issue in which a clear theme has emerged 

among scientific circles. Its message is dangerous, 
with the potential to further alienate scientists 
from politicians and members of the public. It could 
undermine the prospect of pragmatic debates, in which 
there is meaningful conversation between people 
with different points of view, and instead reinforce 
a tendency for people to speak only with the people 
whose beliefs they already share.

Too much ‘post-truth politics’ discussion is self-
indulgent. Too many academics are quick to demonise 
the cynical world of politics and politicians and to 
romanticise their own causes or objectivity. They 
need to acknowledge that ideological and emotional 
thinking is a natural part of life, and a part of life to 
which they are not immune. ‘Experts’ are storytellers 
for their own cause, and they tell each other the same 
story about post-truth politics. What separates them 
from their competitors is that the latter are better at 
telling effective stories which manipulate the beliefs 
and emotions of their audience. So, what can they 
do about it? Tell good, positive stories, combining 
scientific evidence with emotional hooks, to help people 
understand and care about important political issues. 

Tell Good Stories to Get What You Want in 
Politics
So, this programme portrays storytelling in a more 
positive light, demonstrating how to tell a story with 
political impact. Its main themes will be ‘hope’ and 
‘fear’, to contrast two strategies:

MEET THE PITCHER
Paul Cairney
Paul is Professor of Politics and Public Policy, University of Stirling. His research 
interests are in comparative public policy, including: policy theories (Understanding 
Public Policy, 2012), methods (Handbook of Complexity and Public Policy, 2015, co-
edited with Robert Geyer) and the use of evidence (The Science of Policymaking, 2015); 
policy outcomes in different countries (Global Tobacco Control, 2012, with Donley 
Studlar and Hadii Mamudu), and Scottish politics (The Scottish Political System Since 
Devolution, 2011 and Scottish Politics, 2013 with Neil McGarvey). He has been funded 
by the ESRC and Horizon2020 to research devolved policymaking processes, focusing 
on areas such as preventative spending. 

Contact: p.a.cairney@stir.ac.uk

14.45

COMBINE GOOD EVIDENCE AND EMOTIONAL STORIES  
TO CHANGE THE WORLD

1. Examples like Brexit and Donald Trump’s campaign 
are associated with fear, to identify villains (such as 
immigrants and terrorists) and describe political or 
policy change as a way to punish them. As short term 
strategies they are difficult to counter with reference 
to ‘the evidence’. Some opponents of Brexit and 
Trump are coming to terms with this strategic 
problem, but often do not have the knowledge or 
skills on which to base an effective response. 

2. Examples from other fields are associated with 
hope, often to identify heroes as symbols of positive 
political change, or to identify the broad political 
themes that these heroes represent. The programme 
can draw on a long list of well-established and 
promising stories - in fields such as sex work, LGBT 
rights, immigrant rights, HIV, mental health, criminal 
justice, disaster relief, and climate change – in which 
there are skilled advocates for major social and 
political change. 

The discussions would be interspersed with expert 
commentary, on how to tell stories well and on the 
evidence of storytelling effectiveness, to provide key 
‘take home’ messages on what makes an emotionally 
engaging story that people talk about and act on.

The Project’s Incredible Timeliness 
The project is timely as a political issue. It is also 
timely in organisational terms. I have begun to work 
with Open Society Foundations (New York) on this 
theme of storytelling as it relates to ‘evidence based 
policymaking’ (as part of a special collection of 
academic articles - https://paulcairney.wordpress.com/
evidence/). One of the writers is Brett Davidson at the 
OSF, an experienced radio journalist and convenor of a 
recent 2-day workshop on storytelling (https://www.
opensocietyfoundations.org/people/brett-davidson). 
My confidence in the theme of storytelling, and of 
identifying key stories and commentary, resulted from 
attending that workshop and hearing their stories and 
evidence. 

The Large International Market
Brexit and Trump provide UK and US hooks that receive 
high global attention. The stories on which we can draw 
include personal experiences from people in South-East 
Asia, South Africa, the US, Latin America, and Eastern 
Europe (and indirect experiences in places like Syria 
and Palestine). As a whole, they provide global appeal 
and a range of salient topics. The immediate market 
for our academic work is academic, but the themes are 
wider and should appeal to audiences of radio shows/ 
podcasts like This American Life. Indeed, given the 

theme of the programme, it would be useful to follow a 
similar storytelling format. It could find, for example, a 
BBC Radio 4 audience but also be marketed as a podcast 
with international appeal.

The Major Long Term Impact: producing a new 
generation of storytelling scientists
My ‘high bar’ aim is to prompt a process in this order:

1. We produce a programme which captures the 
attention of (the public and) academics and scientists.

2. They listen to the show and recognise the impact of 
stories on them: their piqued interest is followed by 
their emotional engagement. 

3. They recognise the role that storytelling might have 
in their own research.

4. We address their initial scepticism by providing some 
detail on the evidence of the impact of good stories 
on social and policy change.

5. Many get in touch with us, and work with us to help 
them become scientist storytellers. 

Bullet 5 is the main legacy. I have begun to work with 
Jerome Deroy, CEO of Narativ: The Listening and 
Storytelling Company, to explore the idea of training 
scientists to be effective storytellers. It could provide a 
follow-up show in which scientists explain the relevance 
of their evidence to pressing social and political 
problems.
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A World Made of Walls
By Cathy Gormley-Heenan 

    Thanks to Total Exposure, the BBC World Service 
have commissioned a radio project that I will be 
presenting based on my research on walls and 
politics, and how this resonates globally with the 
building of walls and barriers as an increasingly 
common public policy response to violence and 
disorder and/or border concerns. 

    The single hour-long documentary will examine 
this phenomenon in Northern Ireland, Israel/
Palestine and the US/Mexico border. I have had 
the pleasure of travelling and working with my 
producer, Arlene Gregorious, for both the on-
location recording and the post-production work, i.e. 
structuring, scripting and recording the programme. 

    We’ve worked with contacts of my own in 
Northern Ireland, and others that the production 
team have found elsewhere, allowing me to develop 
my ideas further still. It’s been a wonderfully 
exciting process, building on the great fun and 
learning opportunities I enjoyed at the Grand 
Pitching Event back in January 2016.

Listen out for Cathy’s programme on  
BBC World Service in spring 2017
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