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Celebrity  Big Brother
caused great controversy
in January 2007 when remarks made by a few
contestants, most notably the reality TV star Jade
Goody, and targeted at a fellow Indian contestant, were
widely read as racist. In this paper, | analyse the race
incident against the backdrop of a progressively
expansive legal framework offering recognition for
human dignity, equality and cultural diversity, most
importantly through the Human Rights Act 1998. The
Act aims to promote a comprehensive human rights
‘culture’ in public life, but it would be hard to ignore the
extremely negative coverage of the legislation in large
sections of the British press. However, the strong public
reaction to the Celebrity Big Brother race incident
seems to suggest that while public opinion on existing
human rights legislation is divided, the core principles on
which the law is founded may enjoy much greater
support. Thus, politicians and media commentators
were quick to read the Celebrity Big Brother furore as
an encouraging sign of how inclusive British society had
become. I am inclined to take a more sceptical stance,
especially in light of the way in which Jade Goody'’s class
background was relentlessly targeted in press criticism
of her appearance on Celebrity Big Brother, while
sympathy for her victim, the glamorous Bollywood star
Shilpa Shetty, appeared to have been motivated largely
by the fact that she fitted the media template of the
deserving victim.
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INTRODUCTION

It has been eight years since the Human Rights Act 19
goal was to incorporate the European Convention @
domestic law so that domestic courts would be able to ¢
of their Convention rights at the hands of a public au
legal remedies the government was concerned with wt
1997 Parliament. The ambition was not merely to provic
to implement a broad cultural change by creating a hur
life. Public bodies would make decisions mindful of ti
awareness of their human rights would also be boost
rights ‘at home’ was intended to empower them and
leaving aside any discussion here of a potential indiret
under the HRA between citizens. For a discussion of th
are that the benefits for individual citizens have been |
Thomas 2005) but what about the effect of the HF
incompatibilities between ‘ universal’ human rights and
attention in academic literature (Carens 2000; Cowan,
there has been less focus on the tensions between hu
sense that human rights are nowadays ‘part of the rec
may be no more than a hegemonic effect of the pows
human rights discourses.

Moreover, it is clear that the HRA has not had an unec
British media. Rights are often constructed in media
liberal elite ignoring the interests of a silent majority.

legal protection to undeserving groups (such as priso
common sense judgment of ordinary citizens (Klug 200
to suggest that human rights, which have historically €
‘universalised’ (Douzinas 2000a) and have acquired a

popular legal imagination and may have lost the ¢
Evidently, the tabloid treatment of the HRA tends to pr¢
common prejudices, but it could also be read as a powe
words of Douzinas (2000a, p. 237) has * positivised, tan

When a reality show featuring a group of celebritie
massive public outcry in the dying days of Tony Blair’s p
the way in which rights may indeed have been co-opte
of an emancipatory promise (Douzinas 2000a), manife:
situated at some considerable distance from formal lav
Big Brother (CBB hereafter), the celebrity version of t
Goody, a celebrity who acquired fame in a previous Bri
taunting Indian Bollywood actress and fellow CBB cont
how quickly the CBB episode became political. It was se
a racially tolerant society but it was also appropriated
audience swiftly decided to evict the racist celebrity fror
conclusive evidence that Britain had indeed become a
When a subsequent inquiry by the media regulator
publicly apologise over the way in which it had hanc
prevent broadcasting of the abuse targeted by Goody
position seemed further vindicated and endorsed. Wha
wish for in ascertaining that human rights thinking h
imagination?

In this essay, | want to argue that this spontaneous ot
be treated with great caution. The rhetoric of equal
events came across as particularly shallow given the
outpouring of some unadulterated class prejudice, rele
her limited education and her (alleged) lack of intell
embrace racial equality in the CBB context, it clearly i
which the dignity of the show’s participants was &




reporting. Moreover, it is important to bear in mind th
show that thrives to a large extent on provoking confrc
not be too quick to blame the media and their audience
and equality. At a more general political level, it perhap
‘the gap between the triumph of human rights ideol
problem which continues to beset human rights as a p
ambitions, it often remains partial and haphazard in its ¢
CBB race incident offers a good illustration of the uneve
culture.

THE HRA AND THE MAINSTREAM

A survey commissioned by the Disability F
(http://83.137.212.42/sitearchive/DRC) made sobering
could not name any of their human rights. This points t
HRA at its most basic level entails, yet the same surve
of those questioned from adopting the belief that the
knowledge of a law, such being able to name the Conve
legitimacy and acceptance accorded by a lay public to t
human rights legislation. However, there is a world of ¢
‘a good thing’ in principle and asking whether hum
everyone regardless of status.

If some commentators in the British press are to be bel
protecting ‘undeserving’ groups but notoriously inep
infamous KFC siege incident which was extensively re|
Express 2006; Delingpole 2006; Savill 2006; Smith 20C
of the selective and negative reporting government mir
(Falconer 2007; Klug 2007). The news that a suspect
rooftop siege by police anxious to ensure ‘his wellbein
that the HRA was no more than a ‘criminals’ charter’.
tactics to bring the siege to a peaceful end which had
reports gave the distinct impression that the HRA w
pedestrian. The human rights specialist Francesca Klug {

Once the inevitable reality dawned that the HRA,
than the “bringing rights home” narrative sugge:
inventing stories based on cases that never haj
itself, with no government rebuttal unit, until r
[footnote omitted]. The tabloids have effectivel
public mind which reads: human rights for FTPs:
law abiding citizens need not apply.

The notion that the HRA is essentially a rogue’s charte
public. (Note: The following question submitted by a
Minister for Human Rights, in a Number 10 webchs
breakers given more rights than honest hard working
when someone breaks the law, they shouls (sic) forgo
going to look after the innocent honest people first, wh'
See http://www.numberl0.gov.uk/Pagell712(accesse(
(2008, p. 29) report suggests that while there is strong
protection for human rights, 43% of people surveyed be
of by too many people including ‘asylum seekers and “
that more than 35,000 readers taking part in a rece
should be repealed, arguing that ‘the crazy legislatior
freed to re-offend. Others have used the barmy laws
2006). A 2007 YouGov poll commissioned by the presst
of those surveyed believed that the UK should withc
powers to fight terrorism (http://www.migrationw;
dt=01-July-2007#157). Obviously, it is clear that muct




detailed map of public attitudes to the HRA (and civil
2007)). (It is worth noting, for example, that the Equ
launched an inquiry that aims to produce a compreher
http//www.equalityhumanrights.com/en/projects/humat
(accessed 18 August 2008).)

So far as media discourse is concerned, when ponde¢
universal and available to all, it is clearly not just the
undeserving. Protecting the human rights of the genere
also travellers, transsexuals and school pupils wishit
examples - is already proving quite a stretch in itself fi
to Melanie Phillips (2004), the Daily Mail’'s most prolific
mean prisoners can hitch a ride on the grotesque cc
prisoner was granted legal aid to sue the Home Secret
helping of rhubarb crumble in a jail canteen’. The enha
with the familiar media trope that prisons are a soft 0]
inmates are cosseted rather than punished (Mason 200!
as to who are the worst culprits in causing these huma
finger at judges, stating that they ‘ have simply gro
reasons is human rights law’ (Phillips 2006). The gist
emboldened judges to act as legislators: * we are li
d'etat, driven by a profound contempt for the
answerable’ (Phillips 2006). Human rights lawyers are r
the main beneficiaries of the HRA, allowing them to ‘line
to fight human rights cases in the courts. (Note: This w
extent shared even by a paper such as The Guard
sympathetic to human rights. Thus, for example, in a r
prominent human rights lawyers such as Michael Mans
and for other successful radical lawyers who have reacl
and a social conscience have been perfectly compatib
beyond’).

However, it would appear that it is not so much the pri
British press but rather those groups who are see
undeserving claimants seeking to obtain compensati
lawyers eager to increase their already over-inflated
prevents me from exploring this point in depth, but il
more supportive of international human rights. Thus,
with palpable outrage on an American holiday res
holidaymakers can buy ‘souvenirs’ carrying images of tl
shop in the world’ (Levin 2008). The contrast betwee
home (especially in relation to the * undeserving’) anc
seems to echo Klug’s (2000b, p. 5) observation: ‘Ask
probably say that human rights are something tha
disappearances, arbitrary detentions, unfair trials and
personal experience of the vast majority of people in a
not unknown for the press to draw attention to the fail
redress for ‘deserving’ victims. One striking example i
octogenarian spinster sisters who challenged UK inheri
claim that it was unfair that they as cohabiting sistel
property they jointly own when one of them dies (for
received sympathetic coverage in the press. Their pligh
under the Civil Partnership Act 2004 enjoy the same e
tax provided they have entered into a civil partnership.
could neither marry nor become civil partners their ric
(article 1 of Protocol 1) and their right not to be discrir
being violated by the UK government. ‘If the Burdens
wrote the Daily Mail in a portrait of the sisters which c
victim of human rights abuse (Hardman 2006).




We also learn in the same piece that the sisters ‘coul
have never been a burden on anyone, least of all the
tenacious and exceptionally brave in taking on the
successive Prime Ministers from Harold Wilson to Tony
simple letter to the European Court of Human Rights, fi
willing to hear their case. We are told that while legal
rich footballers, the Burden sisters had to self-fund the
ordinary people like the Burdens’ (Hardman 2006). T
through the war effort of their family, the sisters’ se
community and home’, their refusal to accept any assis
age, in short their impeccable English white middle-clas:
Joyce Burden was quoted as saying in the Daily Mail
Sunday Times (Knight 2006): ‘This government is alway
who have done nothing to deserve them. If we were
world. But we are sisters and it seems have no right
Grand Chamber on 29 April 2008 (Burden v. the United K

The essence of this particular narrative, which appears
press, is that rights should be treated as somethir
something that should be accorded indiscriminately to
human. Rights in this narrative are conditional and for
the proviso that sexuality or nationality may also be a
classic rights tenet that every human being has right:
inalienable rights protection. It may be tempting to di
tabloid speak prone to unleash its prejudices on any kil
some indication that parts of the public believe that rigl
groups, there is currently not enough research availa
population at large overwhelmingly feels that the way i
represents a serious problem (although the Ministry ¢
thought the HRA has caused more problems than it has
for celebration either). In other words, we should be
popular belief.

However, questions about the universality of rights are
alone. In legal-academic circles too there is great dou
ought to be universal. Thus, Dembour (2006, p. 3) al
exist irrespective of social recognition (affecting all hur
and space) does not make sense’. Reflecting on ‘mar
1789, Douzinas (2000b, p. 99) concludes, just as other
always been shorthand for something far more narrow ¢
its entirety. This is not to suggest that such critiques a
discourse intent on highlighting what it perceives to
system. However, it does reveal that media scepticism
universal grounding of human rights. We should theref
have an unquestionable common sense appeal and
minimum standard of rights protection to be accorded tc

HUMAN RIGHTS, ETHICS AND REALITY TELEVISION

In its recent report, the Ministry of Justice (2008) |
between basic human rights values, on the one hand, a
of human rights, on the other. While respondents in
highly in the way in which they themselves wished to t
the National Healthcare Service, they did not necessaril
other words, may support underlying human rights prir
legislation or human rights vocabularies. That may helg
automatically mean a rejection of key principles which 1
that implicitly there may be much greater public accept
discourses and opinion polls specifically targeting the
pessimistic reading is that while people may object to gi
they regard as undeserving, they are selfishly prepe




benefit.

It is also important to emphasise that the ‘culturing’ of
the idea of race equality: since the mid-1960s it has bee
the material conditions of immigrants who were already
through race equality laws (McLaren and Johnson 20(
the level of self-reported racial prejudice has steadily
relatively low today, although it has recently been fou
could be attributed, for example, to strong anti-imn
politics (Creegan and Robinson 2008). It also needs to
human rights law and traditional civil liberties remair
recently started to show a greater willingness to accej
and Gearty 2007). Nevertheless, we may speculate (as
that the public would warm more to the HRA if peo
essential values of dignity, equality and respect that ar
law and public policy. (Note: Obviously we have to allc
and related values may differ quite significantly from tl
operate at a legal level. Feldman (1999; 2000) poin
concept that is open to different legal interpretations.
there is no direct right to dignity but rather rights that c
empirical data on how lay individuals interpret ‘dignity
social care see, for example, Ministry of Justice (2008, p.

If, as my cursory overview above has established, there
that the media are much more enthusiastic about emb
want to overstate the significance of what may have |
relevant to note that the first UK series of Big Brother,
was screened in the summer of 2000, just a few month:s
time that legislation was becoming operational to en
values, we witnessed the launch of a TV show which
compromising of contestants’ dignity and privacy. Inc
reality television may create situations that could give
worth asking how compatible some reality shows are v
culture, especially considering that some broadcasters
sense of section 6 (1) of the HRA (Leigh (1999); R (on 1
AC 185).

In itself it is not remarkable for TV to be provocative:
factual and fictional) feature and even appear to con
mean that audiences endorse the breaking of any mor:
arguably different: one of Big Brother's main assets is,
or the provision of ‘shared but privileged access to the
have -or at least they are led to believe that they ha
unscripted events unfold because they have the powe
voting them off the show. This means that the v
responsibility for how contestants behave. Moreover, it
merely incidental to reality TV formats. Stanley (qu
‘humiliation is the unifying principle behind a succes
generalisation, but it would be fair to say that many re:
the dignity of participants is easily compromised. Big
there is some concern that its standards in the UK have
becoming more exploitative and more confrontational
the reality game involves pressurising contestants into
of Here), enticing them to have free cosmetic surger
alcohol to encourage transgressive behaviour (e.g. Big
(e.g. How Clean is Your House?) or deliberately mislead
value (Big Brother again!), there is considerable scope
genres. Sokol and Wilson (2007) question whether p¢
consent in circumstances which, were they proposed a
committees would almost definitely reject. Mendible (2(




of humiliation on reality TV may carry wider social signifi

A closer analysis of the concept of humiliation is c
a central mechanism within modern social hierarc
about those post-human rights societies wher
woman - is given the most lip service.

Such comments hint at there being a fundamental tensi
rights character with a thriving reality television repert
that reality TV throws up some very complex ethical, .
not over-simplify. Feldman’s (1999, p. 701) insightfu
involving a ban on dwarf-throwing competitions provic
state to prevent someone (in this case a dwarf), in the
spectacle which is only possible because of a particular
restriction, as Feldman asks, privilege the dignity of a
that of the human species at large over the dignity of ¢
live his or her life? Similarly, some reality shows oste
contestants (such as their weight problems, their preme
inarticulateness - as in Jade Goody’s case - and even
spectacle and entertainment, creating ethical dilemmn
throwing competitions case.

Ethical questions are constantly present in the public d
points out:

Although some people might argue that ethics i
fact ethics is at the heart of reality programmin
treatment of ordinary people by programme ma
people’s private experiences and dilemmas. Rigt
good and bad moral conduct, and taste and dece
that arise.

Couldry (2008, p. 9) argues that:

We should not be afraid to ask whether realit
generic claim to represent a slice of everyday
questions. Suppose it becomes true that we in
inter-religious differences caught up in the interg
television. Would this represent an important op
on religion’s role in societies such as Britain?

Viewed from this perspective, reality TV would appear
rights-conscious public opinion, if only because of the w
because of their ordinariness or everydayness are ver)
very tangible quality when they are played out in the
debate about the ethical treatment of participants, of
respect, reality television raises human rights quest
worded rights vocabulary or jargon. The moral indigne
the somewhat guilty pleasure of deliberately seeking tc
watching reality TV) may, in other words, be a way o
that are quite similar to those underpinning human righ’

There have been several examples of programme ma
outrage public opinion and stir up controversy. For exa
company behind the Big Brother franchise, created the
which three renal patients in need of a kidney transplai
woman. The show attracted international condemnatiac
against: a middle way appeared temporarily unavaila
paper De Volkskrant (2007), while The Guardian asked




2007). Watching the desperately ill compete on a realil
beyond all ethical boundaries. It was only at the I
announce her chosen recipient that programme mak
highlight the shortage of kidney donors in the Netherlal
as a legitimate way of highlighting the issue, while otl
the charge that the show was distasteful, its broadcas
for kidney transplants were even more reprehensible (vi

Apart from shocking our moral compass into action (son
makers of reality television lay claim to another

democratisation of fame. Biressi and Nunn (2004) argu
part of the same ‘cultural moment’ as New Labour’
performers and sports figures, some overcoming consi
success. This new form of meritocracy was arguably
enabling ‘ordinary’ people to become celebrities. To say
TV such celebrity status can now be earned without
appearing likable to a television audience has become
Goody is for many the epitome of this new culture ¢
disadvantaged background (a drug addict mother and
was to last far longer than Warhol’'s proverbial fifteel
that in New Labour’s Britain anyone who was disadv
without talent or hard work. The traditional ‘ success m
out: to become a reality TV celebrity apparently requi
selected by programme makers who privilege ordinarin:
new form of freedom’ (Turner 2004, p. 79). It is not the
is the engine driving this new liberty.

There are good reasons to be sceptical of any inte
potential of reality television: the number of housem:
other similar shows to enjoy long-lasting fame and suc
turn their fame into a durable asset that brings sufficier
deprived backgrounds indefinitely. Because their fai
celebrities manufactured by the reality TV industry usu
from their short time in the public limelight. Turner (200¢

What motivates the media’s mining of the ordina
the performance of endless and unmotivated dive
to remember that celebrity remains an hieran
matter how much it proliferates. It is in the intere
in the contemporary context, however, to disav:
watching in the demotic turn is the celebrity ir
convincingly through the media.

It has become an almost trivial observation to say that
on celebrity culture in which personality matters more
130). What usually attracts less attention is that in
celebrities have become public figures whose conduct i
previously reserved for public office holders. This may
politics, but it also raises ethical issues of its own, nar
contestant emerging from a reality TV show (in the cas:
outside world during his or her time on the show) to fac
most spin-savvy politicians would struggle to cope witt
the CBB racism storm, her struggle to maintain herself
(and treated as being of equal significance by various n
for her or his political survival. Her celebrity status wa
accountability of a role model who is expected to

inclusivity and multiculturalism. The same inarticuls
previously feted by media commentators were now the ¢

RACE AND RIGHTS IN CBB




The scale of the race incident triggered by the 2007 s
when viewed against the backdrop of reality televisior
generally involves more than just an isolated television
self-sustaining cycle of media publicity in which it act:
magazines, Internet websites, other television prograil
interpretation of events in the Big Brother house. Holr
[of] the semiotic base of the programme’, while Could
media commentary as ‘the interpretative vortex provc
multi-layered text in which edited footage from the shi
appropriated and ‘raided’ (Holmes 2004, p. 125) by a
the definitive version of what ‘really’ went on inside th
points out, continuous speculation that what viewers
happened or did not reveal contestants’ true perso
television’s claim that it displays reality in its purest ¢
media interest in the show and often brings financial b
exiting the Big Brother house to give their ‘exclusive’
media.

The net effect of all this is that even people who dic
incident on CBB were still able to express an opinion
deconstructions found in countless other media accoun
subsequently posted on videosharing websites such as
to the show that was scandalising British public opi
exclusively in the UK managed to trigger mass stree
incident coinciding with the official visit of Gordon Brow
(Gibson, Dodd and Ramesh 2007). In Britain meanwhile
on receiving a record number of complaints from the ¢
investigations into allegations of racism on CBB, MP
(Gibson 2007) and senior politicians from the Prime Mi
watch the programme, but we are all entitled to ar
comment of the then Environment Secretary David Mi
media reporting and commentary, further augment
unleashed by the programme. The result was that the
ever greater record, Jade was forced to go into hiding
commercial sponsorship of the show was cancelled, anc
inches.

There is no denying that Shilpa Shetty, the victim of tt
bullying tactics. The name-calling by Jade and her gang
highly unedifying: they famously called Shetty ‘ Shilpa F
Shilpa’s food hygiene standards and command of Eng
how is this different from the humiliation that is routir
about food hygiene had been addressed by one (white
have been considered a pretty regular display of reali
the English jibe had not been targeted at an Indian con
been attached to it. That it is acceptable to humiliate
became clear when at some point in the CBB saga
boyfriend Jack Tweed (who was also appearing on the
he had used the C-word instead, as if that was far less
£2m-a-year celebrity sewermouth’ (Muir 2007) to appe
of performance to expect. It is hard to fathom that the
would not have known of Jade’s reputation for crudene
original claim to fame.

If that of itself did not amount to complicity, the same n
for their treatment of Shetty retaliated by bullying the

(not exactly the usual tabloid suspect) described Jade’s
was being called to account by programme makers in th

Jade defended herself by taking her foot and pla




me to be racial about anybody,” she explaine(

apologise” ... the word you want, Jade, is not r¢
estimated £8m you have earned on a remedial
liposuction.

When pillorying Jade for her treatment of Shilpa, incluc
English, media commentators resorted to making ¢
language abilities. The same opinion makers who were
‘a dog’, sought inspiration in similarly unflattering cani
loved every minute of it, with her gang attacking the ge
on heat’ (Daily Mail 2007).

When Jade was evicted by the voting public, this was |
for tolerant and multicultural Britain. In an interview \
recently established Commission for Equality and Huma
‘I'? m thrilled. It says that whatever else the people of
place where someone can be bullied or harassed just fc
could ask: what was so inclusive about a public and
background so ferociously in retaliation for her own re
eye-for-an-eye morality in which, as Hari (2007) sug
another one, really the best we can hope for by way o
that even in this rare moment of a supposedly surging |
least one commentator managed to find a way of blan
has rights now, whether or not she can spell them,
before she forgoes a single one’ (Jacobson 2007).

It seems decidedly premature to posit an eviction resu
that racism has been defeated. The tokenistic charact
even have done more harm than good in the struggle
The Observer that ‘it soothes people into believing that
racism’. The constant foregrounding of Jade’s socially ¢
of CBB appeared to suggest that racism could be dismi
commentary in The Guardian neatly sums it up:

The fact that Jade is hardly blessed with great in
littered with profanities, that her behaviour rar
kind of subtlety, and that her status as former wi
be where she is, makes it easy for the middle c
crude, ill-educated, white working-class woman,
goes without saying, never behave in that way. (
practise it in a genteel middle-class kind of way (J

What was on display in the media maelstrom triggert¢
more than an outbreak of ‘self-congratulatory politice
white Britons’ (Gopal 2007). By blaming Jade, commer
namely the association of racial violence with ‘social
racism’ (van Dijk 1993, p. 250).

Significantly, the Jade-Shilpa affair was not just at
interweaving of gender and nationality. Central |
representation’ (Yuval-Davis 1997, p. 45); the expi
identity, values and traditions of their community and nz
that she saw herself as an ambassador for her count
constructing her as the perfect emblem of moderr
nonthreatening way. She was, as Hedge (2007, p. 454)

In the context of the security state and the
nonthreatening postcolonial subject who has just
not the migrant, the local Other who can disrupt
of it. She sets off the debate but is the princess




back to India and continue to eat with her fingers
most likely on silver plates!

As for Jade, she clearly was seen as an aberration disru
and tolerant Britain, causing political embarrassment
Shilpa’s elegance, poise and gentleness, in short every
the national disgrace to be exorcised from modern, rig
her ‘sink estate’ upbringing, she was the ‘white tra
‘human waste’ that needed to be disposed of in the
Jeffries (2007) described the CBB house as ‘divided
imperturbably dignified Indian woman’. It was Jade, of
about Jade’s physical appearance have always been pi
her: even during her time on the Big Brother series wt
about her body proved irresistible to the tabloid pres
critics in the years since her first Big Brother appearantc
mouthed personality had made her a national treasure
was seen as largely harmless in a distinctly underclass ¢

Ever since she first walked into the Big Brother hi
glee at her supposed stupidity that has a hungry,
wanted to be told that the “underclass” were un
foreign country called East Angular.

Jade’s performance in CBB, however, turned her into a
longer her sweet ‘pig ignorant’ (Jacobson 2007) self
brain cells to utter racist thoughts. Jade was outed as
2007, p. 461), her perfume hastily withdrawn out of fe
pollute retailers’ corporate image and make them |
commodity was literally turned into waste that consi
rediscovered Jade’s all too obvious waste-matter iden
nominations for eviction being one of the key feature
send whom to the refuse tip”'. In other words, contesi
forced out themselves. They are both waste and waste|

CONCLUSION

The HRA has endured some very negative press cov
ridiculed in sections of the media as the symbol of !
political and judicial establishment. Undeserving claim
the most futile of causes while ‘decent’ white, middle-c
Burden sisters are denied justice under the HRA. How
negative public image, there is some evidence of a cc
been found to value human rights principles without as
framework that is the HRA. Merry (2006) argues that
‘vernacular’: abstract and universal legal human rights
culture into which they are being inserted. Thus, she ¢
symbols, narratives, and religious or secular language t
2006, p. 220). While she predominantly applies this ta
communities and minorities, such processes of vern:
relevant in dominantly positioned cultures.

When the newly-elected Labour government in 1997 v
promoted its message through one central metaphor:

the evocative imagery of the home that was striking (v
and belonging), but the suggested action of bringing |
semiotic terms - most importantly associated with the
and is that of a simple folk tale involving a hero who g
redress an imbalance, gap or serious injustice. The ‘brir
new Prime Minister, Tony Blair, and his ministers in

mission (affirmed by a landslide majority in the 1997




journey, going to Parliament to secure groundbreakit
precious gift to the British public: access to conventior
sent on his quest so that British citizens, aggrieved by
longer be forced to embark on the long and arduous jo
‘bringing rights home’ narrative to promote the incor
suggested that the government realised that it had to ¢
convey the need for legislation. Ten years on, the same
to capture the public and find the right imagery to safe
having some serious and well-publicised misgivings abo
especially in the context of anti-terrorism measures.

outrage involved A v Secretary of State for the Home De
of Lords declared that s. 23 of the Anti-Terrorism, Crim
the HRA.

Opportunities for such image building may present th
was an unpredictable vernacular moment which united
equality. A galvanised public opinion, expressing its disr
Ofcom, appeared to be sending an unequivocal sig
multicultural Britain. Senior political figures expressed ¢
But a closer look at the CBB race incident reveals a less
different from the usual suspect - the asylum-seeker,
berated by sections of the media for exploiting the ‘ s
the perfect victim, a sanitised Other who was not clair
even resisted accusing her tormentors of racism (see TI
neither the race nor rights card, attracting praise for
worth fighting for.

Jade Goody, on the other hand, represented a menaci
waste of which multicultural Britain wished to cleanse
commentators were outbidding each other to expres
forgot that she too was a rights-bearing subject. To be
as an infringement of basic rights, and this even to the
was forced into hiding at the height of the CBB stor
showed little inclination to express concern at her |
struggling to take hold, it is not because its core pi
because of significant difficulties in imagining the socia
bearers of rights. As the CBB saga shows, it is not ju:
molester, the terrorist - the ‘ wasted lives’, in Bauman
respect. If even a previously popular reality television st
of just how narrowly the deserving victim of human righ
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