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The rise of PUS in Britain:
science communication as a duty

1985 Public Understanding of Science (Bodmer
Report)
“Learn to communicate with the public, be willing to do so and
consider it your duty to so so”
1986 Establishment of COPUS
1993 Realising Our Potential  (OST White Paper)
1995 The Wolfendale Report
“Scientists, engineers and research students in receipt of public
funds have a duty to explain their work to the general public”
1997 Corporate Plan of PPARC
“We believe that those engaged in publicly funded research
have a duty to explain their work to the general public”



A proliferation of PUS activities
• Science Book Prizes
• Media training & Media Fellowships
• MSc Courses
• Westminster Fellowships
• Grants for activities
• Michael Faraday Award
• AlphaGalileo website
• Young Engineers
• BAYS, CREST
• Science Clubs



A series of controversies
Radioactive waste disposal
Mad Cow Disease/variant CJD
Embryo research
Animal rights
Ozone depletion
Climate change
GM foods
Genetic testing
Cloning & stem cells
Xenotransplantation
Mobile ‘phones
Nuclear power & energy supply
MMR vaccination and autism
Foot and mouth disease
Nanotechnology



A new agenda: dialogue
2000 House of Lords Report on Science and

Society

“Society’s relationship with science is in a
critical phase”
“Crisis of confidence”
“Crisis of trust has produced a new mood
for dialogue”



Trusted to tell the truth?
%

Doctors, Priests 91
Teachers 85
Scientists 64
Police 59
Person in street 54
Civil servants 45
Business leaders 25
Politicians 19
Journalists 13

            (MORI 2002)



Trusted to tell the truth

Doctors 87%
Teachers 85%
Clergymen 78%

WHY SUCH HIGH TRUST?



Trusted to tell the truth

Journalists 13%

Television news readers 71%



Trust depends on
paymasters

University 71 74 68 67
  

Environment  groups 71 69 69 63

Government 42 46 48 37

Industry 31 30 36 36

(UEA/MORI 2003)
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Do you trust this man?

Professor (77%)

Scientist (64%)

Civil servant
(45%)

Government
scientist (37%)



Trust depends on context
Fraction of the pubic with ‘a lot’ of trust

in statements by scientists about:

GM food 10%
Cloning animals 12%
Mobile phones 28%
New medicines 37%
Organ transplantation 57%

Guardian CM poll 2000



Risks and benefits
Risk

Mobile ‘phones - small
GM foods - small

Benefit
Mobile phones - great

ACCEPT
GM crops - small

REJECT



Public attitudes to animal
experimentation
1999 New Scientist Poll

Childhood leukaemia,
only on mice:

No pain 83% agree
Death 69% agree
Pain 63% agree

2000 MORI Poll

Any research: as long
as no alternatives

32% agree
Medical research: no

unneccessary
suffering

84% agree



New Letter (Northern Ireland)
12 June 2002



Daily Telegraph
28 June 2002



Daily Mail   28 June 2002



Daily Mail 1 July 2002

Daily Mail
1 July 2002




