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P R E S S  C O M P L A IN T S  C O M M IS S IO N

T h e M in u tes  o f  th e 1 7 5 *  O rdinary M e e tin g  o f  
T h e  P ress C o m p la in ts  C o m m iss io n  L im ited  h e ld  at 

H a lto n  H o u se , 2 0 /2 3  H o lb o m , L o n d o n  E C  I N  2JD  on  
W ed n e sd a y  8 *  D ece m b e r  2 0 1 0

P resent: B a ro n ess  B u sc o m b e
M atti A ld erso n  
A n th o n y  L o n g d en  
Ian M acG regor  
Ian N ic h o l  
L in d sa y  N ic h o lso n  
E v e  S a lo m o n  
S im o n  Sapper  
Ju lie  S p e n c e  
Ian W a ld en  
T in a  W ea v er  
P eter  W righ t

In attendance: S tep h en  A b e ll

C hairm an

D ep u ty  C hairm an

D irector

T h e  fo llo w in g  m em b ers o f  th e secretariat a tten d ed  th e m eetin g  as observers: E lizab eth  
C o b b e , Jonathan C o lle tt, C harlotte D ew a r , W ill  G ore, B e c k y  H a les , A m b er M u n , S co tt  
L an gh am , C atherine S p e lle r  and B e n  M illo y .

1. A p o lo g ie s

A p o lo g ie s  w ere  r e c e iv e d  fro m  S im o n  R e5m old s, John H o m e  R obertson , John  
M c L e lla n  an d  E sth er R ob erton .

T h e  C hairm an w e lc o m e d  A lis o n  H a stin g s, con su ltan t to  th e PC C , and M ik e  
W illc o c k s , in d ep en d en t C harter C o m m issio n er , to  th e m eetin g .
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M in u tes

T h e  m in u tes o f  th e m e e tin g  h e ld  o n  2 7 *  O ctob er  w ere  ap p roved  as a correct 
record  o f  th e  m e etin g  and for  p u b lica tion .

M atters arising

(i)  C o m p la in t N o . 1 0 -2 8 3 6  F o rest o f  D e a n  D istr ic t C o u n c il v  F orest o f  
D ea n  and W v e  V a lle y  R e v ie w

T h e  C hairm an c o n firm ed  that, fo l lo w in g  th e C o m m iss io n ’s 
ad ju d ication  ag a in st th e n ew sp ap er  at its  la st m eetin g , sh e  h ad  w ritten  
to  th e R e v ie w ’s p u b lish er . S ir R ay  T in d le , w ith  regard  to  the  
u n accep tab le  d e la y  in  th e n ew sp a p er ’s r e sp o n se  to  th e secretariat’s 
en q u ir ies. C o m m iss io n ers  w e lc o m e d  S ir  R a y ’s resp o n se , and a further 
letter  fro m  th e n ew sp a p er  grou p ’s m a n a g in g  d irector to  th e P C C ’s 
D irector, w h ic h  sh o w e d  that th e m atter w a s  b e in g  d ea lt w ith  ser iou sly .

( ii)  C om p la in t N o . 1 0 -3 9 3 3  H am p sh ire  C on stab u lary  v  A ld ersh o t N e w s  &  
M a il

T in a  W ea v e r  to o k  n o  part in  d isc u ss io n  o f  th is c a se  and ab sen ted  
h e r se lf  fro m  th e room .

T h e  C o m m iss io n  co n sid ered  further d ev e lo p m e n ts  in  th is ca se , 
fo llo w in g  th e ad ju d ication  it had  a g reed  in  S ep tem b er. B e c a u se  o f  
o n g o in g , rela ted  le g a l p r o ceed in g s , d eta ils  o f  th e  C o m m iss io n ’s 
fin d in g s  c o u ld  n o t y e t  b e  m a d e  p u b lic .

C om p la in ts

(i)  C om p la in t N o . 1 0 -2 6 9 1  W ald ron /K aton a  v  T h e  P e o p le

T in a  W ea v e r  rem a in ed  o u ts id e  th e ro o m  an d  to o k  n o  part in  the  
d isc u ss io n  o f  th is  com p la in t.

A fter  co n sid era b le  d isc u ss io n  th e  C o m m iss io n  c o n c lu d e d  that it w a s  
n ot in  a p o s it io n  to  r e co n c ile  a c o n flic t  o f  e v id e n c e  that la y  at the  
heart o f  th is d isp u te . A s  a c o n se q u e n c e , it  d e c lin e d  to  m ak e a fu ll 
ru lin g  o n  th e  c a se . H o w ev er , it d eterm in ed  to  w rite  to  the  
n ew sp a p er  to  req u est that it r em o v e  th e  artic le  under co m p la in t from  
its  w e b s ite  (as it h ad  o ffered  to  d o ) and tak e appropriate step s to  
en su re  that th e d isp u ted  in form ation  w a s  n o t rep u b lish ed .
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( ii)  C o m p la in t N o . 1 0 -4 4 7 7  L e e  v  T h e  D a ily  T e legrap h /T h e Sunday
T elegrap h

Ian M a cG reg o r  le f t  th e  room  and to o k  n o  part in  th e d iscu ss io n  o f  
th ese  co m p la in ts . T in a  W ea v e r  returned to  th e m eetin g .

A fter  d isc u ss io n  th e C o m m iss io n  c o n c lu d e d  that th e  n ew sp ap ers had  
tak en  step s to  adhere to  th e requ irem ents o f  th e C o d e  o f  P ractice in  
re la tion  to  f in a n c ia l jo u rn a lism . A s  a resu lt, th e  co m p la in t w a s not 
u p h eld . T h e  C o m m iss io n  a lso  c o n c lu d e d  that there w a s n o  breach  o f  
th e C o d e  in  resp ec t o f  an  ad d ition a l c o m p la in t under C lau se  1 
(A ccu ra cy ). It agreed  th e fo llo w in g  adjudication:

M r K eith  Lee com plained to the P ress Complaints Commission 
about a series o f  investm ent recomm endations in the Questor 
column, which appears in the D aily Telegraph and Sunday 
Telegraph. H e was concerned about the frequency with which 
certain shares -  in which the colum n’s ed itor had a sta ted  financial 
in terest w ere recommended. The Com mission determ ined to 
examine the m atter under the terms o f  Clause 13 (Financial 
journalism ) o f  the E d ito rs’ Code o f  Practice.

The com plaint w as not upheld.

The Q uestor column is a regular feature in the newspapers and has 
been running fo r  alm ost 50  years. The column gives 
recom m endations on whether to buy, hold o r sell particu lar shares.

The com plainant sa id  he was concerned that the Q uestor editor was 
publishing excessively frequent “buy ’’ recom m endations fo r  certain  
shares. In particu lar, the com plainant po in ted  out that shares in JP  
M organ Indian investm ent trust (in which the Q uestor editor had a 
sta ted  fin ancia l interest) had been “tipped" on nine occasions 
betw een 14 January 2009 and 15 A pril 2010, while Hill & Smith 
shares had been recom m ended six times betw een 28 June 2009 and  
10 A ugust 2010. He noted that there was a correlation between the 
appearance o f  recom m endations fo r  JP M organ Investment Trust 
and the traded  volum e o f  shares in that stock. The p rice  o f  the share 
also tended to rise m ore steep ly than the F T S E 100 index.

In response to the complaint, the new spaper group said  that its 
p o licy  since late 2008  (when the current Q uestor ed itor took charge 
o f  the column) was to  focu s Q uestor on a relatively small po o l o f  
securities. This, it said, p rov ided  grea ter interest to  the typical 
reader. In the subsequent period, severa l shares had been 
frequently recom m ended by Questor: in addition to those referred to 
by the com plainant, Petrofac had been m entioned 16 times, 
Templeton Em erging M arkets 14 times and Vedanta 11 times.
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D ecisions about which shares to recomm end were m ade by the 
Q uestor ed itor and the new spaper grou p’s head o f  business. The 
fa c t that the p rice  o f  shares rose after being tipped by Questor was 
in no w ay sinister. It was simply a dem onstration that the 
recomm endations m ade in the column w ere well-founded. (The 
new spaper group noted, in response to the example p u t fo rw a rd  by 
the complainant, that the value o f  the JP M organ fund is not based  
on the volum e o f  shares traded. It argued that an increase in the 
volume o f  shares being traded was likely to  cause only small 
changes in the share price.)

While it w as true that the Questor ed itor retained a personal 
financial interest in the stock market, the new spaper group sa id  it 
had alw ays fo llo w ed  stric t policies to ensure adherence to the 
E ditors’ Code o f  Practice. It was standard practice fo r  personal 
financial interests to be declared  to the ed itor (which had been 
fo llo w ed  in this case). In the interests o f  transparency, the Questor 
ed itor m ade his financial interests public by making clear in the 
new spapers them selves when he had a stake in shares he was 
recommending.

The n ew spaper group sa id  that, since the current Q uestor editor 
started  w riting fo r  the Telegraph, any share purchases had been 
m ade through his share club, in which he owns a 10.3%  stake. (This 
information, apart from  the specific size o f  the jou rn a list’s stake in 
the club, was also included in the disclosures published a t the end o f  
the Q uestor column.) Since he started his role, no shares about 
which he had written had been sold. Shares in fou r com panies had 
been bought:

1. N orthern Foods shares w ere purchased on 22 M arch 2010 (an 
earlier tranche having been purchased on 20  N ovem ber 2006 before 
he took on the Q uestor editorship). The shares were recommended  
by Q uestor on ten occasions between M arch 2009 and O ctober
2010.
2. N ational G rid  shares w ere also purchased on 22 M arch 2010. 
The shares w ere tipped  ten times between M arch 2009 and June
2010.
3. HSBC shares w ere a lso  purchased on 22 M arch 2010. They 
w ere tipped  by Q uestor on six occasions between June 2009 and  
Septem ber 2010.
4. Shares in Avanti Communications w ere also purchased on 22 
M arch 2010. They w ere recomm ended by Q uestor in January 2010  
and again in February 2010.

The current value o f  Q uestor’s holdings in these shares was:
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1. Northern Foods - £388 .86
2. N ational G rid - £500
3. HSBC Infrastructure - £120.05
4. A vanti - £207.70

He also had a holding va lued  a t £451 in JP M organ Indian, which 
had been tipped  severa l times, as noted by the complainant. Shares 
in this investm ent trust had not been purchased since the beginning 
o fQ u es to r ’s editorship.

No shares had been bought o r so ld  either shortly before o r  shortly 
after they w ere written about in the column. The shortest gap  
between shares being purchased  and subsequently written about was 
29 days (Northern Foods shares having been bought on 22 M arch  
then tipped  on 20  April). Consequently, the new spaper group  
argued that there had been no breach o f  Clause 13 o f  the Code o f  
Practice. It sa id  that the Q uestor ed itor had acted  honestly and 
reputably in his role.

H owever, it accepted  that it was vita l to ensure there could be no 
doubt about the legitim acy o fQ u es to r’s activities. As a result, it had  
decided  that Q uestor w ould dispose o f  his stake in his share club 
and w ould not buy o r se ll shares in the future.

A djudication

It is extrem ely rare fo r  the P ress Complaints Commission to receive 
a com plaint under Clause 13 (Financial journalism ) o f  the E ditors’ 
Code o f  Practice, o r fo r  m atters to arise that require investigation  
even in the absence o f  a complaint.

The only occasion on which a breach o f  Clause 13 (Financial 
journalism ) w as fou n d  to have occurred was in relation to the “C ity  
Slickers ” case o f  2000. Afterwards, the P C C  introduced specific 
guidance in the area o f  financial journalism , which was updated five  
years ago to take account o f  the Investment Recommendation  
(M edia) Regulations 2005, which gave effect in U K  law  to the 
European Union’s M arket Abuse D irective.

The Com mission w ishes to m ake clear that it remains vigilant in this 
area. In O ctober 2010, the P C C  wrote to relevant executives across 
the national n ew spaper industry reminding them o f  the obligations 
im posed by the Code o f  Practice (and the Investment 
Recom m endation (M edia) Regulations, as se t out in the P C C ’s 
guidance). The Com mission will, in the N ew  Year, run a sem inar on 
the subject o f  financial journalism  fo r  relevant figu res in the 
industry.
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This case p ro v id ed  an opportunity fo r  the Commission to examine 
the practica l effect o f  the term s o f  Clause 13 o f  the Code. It found  
that the new spaper group had taken steps to adhere to them on this 
occasion.

The com plainant’s concern related  to the frequent tipping o f  shares 
in which the editor o f  the column where the recommendations 
appeared  (Q uestor) had a personal financial interest, via 
m em bership o f  a share club. The frequency o f  recommendations is 
not som ething to which the Code o f  Practice o r the P C C ’s 
additional guidance makes d irect reference. Nonetheless, in 
relation to w riting about shares and securities, there are tw o key 
tests and the Commission exam ined both.

First, the Code says that journalists “m ust not w rite about 
shares...in  whose perform ance they know that they o r  their close 
fam ilies have a significant financial interest without disclosing the 
interest to the ed itor o r the financial ed ito r”.

There w as no evidence that the Questor ed itor had breached this 
requirement. It was standard practice a t the Telegraph newspapers 
fo r  jo u rn a lis ts’ financial interests to be declared  to the ed itor and, in 
Q u estor’s case, personal financial interests w ere m ade public at the 
end o f  relevant recommendations. This ensured a suitably high level 
o f  transparency, and indeed meant that readers could see fo r  
them selves the frequency o f  the recommendations.

Having exam ined the trades in question, the Commission was not 
convinced that the financial interest o f  the Q uestor ed itor in the 
relevant shares could be considered “significant” in the meaning o f  
the Code. It noted that the highest value o f  shares in any one 
com pany was £500.

The second key requirem ent o f  the Code is that “journalists must not 
buy or sell, either directly o r through nominees o r agents, shares or 
securities about which they have written recently o r about which 
they intend to w rite in the near fu ture ”.

The new spaper group acknow ledged that the Q uestor ed itor had, in 
several instances, purchased shares in com panies he had written  
about. Purchases had been m ade through an investment club in 
which the jou rn alist had a stake o f  around 10%. N o shares had  
been sold.

Buying shares is not proh ib ited  by the Code unless they have been  
written about “recen tly” o r w ill be written about in the “near 
fu tu re”. The Com m ission’s guidance notes that it is im possible to 
define these term s m ore precise ly  without producing loopholes.
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H owever, it goes on to make clear that, as best practice, “journalists  
should not speculate by buying or selling shares on a short-term  
basis

In this instance, it d id  not appear to the Commission that the 
Q uestor ed itor w as dealing in shares in a w ay that am ounted to such 
short-term  speculation. The shortest gap between a 
recom m endation and his purchase o f  the recom m ended stock was 29  
days; and there had been no subsequent sales o f  any shares.

In a ll the circum stances, the Commission w as satisfied that there 
had been no breach o f  Clause 13 (Financial journalism ) o f  the 
Code.

In this area o f  journalism  (as in others), it is necessary that readers 
should have confidence in the propriety  o f  the actions o f  journalists. 
It w as c lear to  the Commission that the new spaper group had taken 
seriously the concerns about the Q uestor column. It noted the 
T elegraph’s decision that the Questor ed itor w ould not trade in 
shares in the future, in order that there could be no question o f  a 
conflict o f  interest. This action (which was volunteered rather than 
required) underlines the strength o f  the self-regulatory mechanism  
in this area, which seeks to prom ote high standards o f  
accountability.

The com plainant had also raised a com plaint under Clause I 
(Accuracy) o f  the E dito rs’ Code.

H e sa id  that the column regularly m ade reference to  the date on 
which shares w ere “f ir s t  recom m ended”. Yet in fact, the shares had 
often been recom m ended before the given date. F or instance, he 
said, on 10 M arch and 9  M ay 2010 Q uestor had made 
recom m endations to  buy shares in H ill & Smith and had noted that 
the shares w ere “f ir s t  recom m ended a t 202p on February 7 la s t”. 
The com plainant sa id  that, in fact, the shares had been firs t 
recom m ended by the column in July 2008. He also noted that an 
item  recom m ending H ill & Smith on 10 A ugust referred to them  
having been “f ir s t  recom m ended at 202p  on June 2 8  last y e a r”. 
Even i f  the July 2008  recomm endation w as ignored, there was 
clearly an error in a t least one o f  these columns.
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The new spaper group sa id  that the phrase “f irs t recom m ended” 
rela ted  to the f ir s t recomm endation by the current Q uestor editor. It 
sa id  this p o licy  m ade m ore sense than referring back to  a 
recom m endation m ade by a previous editor, perhaps many years  
ago. It argued that regular readers o f  the column w ould be very 
w ell aw are o f  a change in the editorship (the m ost recent editor 
having been w elcom ed in a specia l feature in N ovem ber 2008). It 
d id  acknowledge that an error had been m ade in the 10 M arch and 
9  M ay items when H ill & Smith w ere sa id  to have been f irs t tipped  
“on F ebruary  7  la s t”. In fact, the August 10 item was correct when 
it sa id  that the f ir s t tip by the current editor o f  H ill & Smith shares 
was “on June 28  last y e a r ”. It apologised fo r  the m istake and 
corrected  the tw o earlier items online.

It subsequently corrected  tw o further items relating to the 
recom m endation o f  BP shares, both o f  which erroneously referred to 
the shares having been “f ir s t recom m ended” on 4  A pril 2009. In 
fact, as was correctly sta ted  in a third recomm endation -  and as the 
com plainant had po in ted  out -  they had f irs t been recom m ended on 
4 February 2009.

The com plainant a lso  sa id  that the Questor column w as m isleading  
because it used the FTSE 100 index as a po in t o f  com parison fo r  all 
the shares it recommended, even when it was recommending shares 
that w ere not in the FTSE 100.

The new spaper group sa id  that the FTSE 100 index was a sensible  
benchm ark fo r  a ll recommendations. I f  different com parisons were 
em ployed fo r  different shares, there m ight equally be claim s o f  
distortion. Ultimately, no system  was perfect.

A djudication

The Com mission w as satisfied that readers w ould not generally be 
m isled  by the fa c t  that references to when shares had “firs t been  
recom m ended” related  to their f ir s t recommendation by the current 
Q uestor editor. Even if  readers w ere not aw are o f  changes in 
editorship, the “f ir s t recom m endation” references w ere sim ply a 
p o in t o f  com parison fo r  readers to consider. The rise and fa ll  o f  
share prices were, o f  course, publicly accessib le and the 
Com mission d id  not conclude that it w as m isleading fo r  the 
n ew spaper group to regard Q uestor editorships as d iscrete periods.

There clearly had been an error in the 10 M arch and 9  M ay articles 
(in which H ill & Smith had been referred to as being f ir s t  tipped  “on 
7  February la s t”, which was in fa c t not the case) but the 
Com mission d id  not consider that it was a sufficiently significant 
error to w arrant stand-alone correction o r form al censure. It took
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the sam e view  in relation to  the errors about when shares in BP had 
f ir s t been recommended. The am endm ent o f  the articles online was 
a suitable w ay o f  remedying the inaccuracies. That said, these were 
clear m istakes and the Commission w ished to make clear that 
editors and financial editors must remain vigilant in ensuring that 
information they publish  is accurate.

The use o f  the FTSE 100 index as a benchmark fo r  comparing share 
perform ance (even in relation to non-FTSE 100 shares) was not 
m isleading either. R eaders w ould generally be aw are that som e o f  
the shares being written about w ere not listed  in the FTSE 100 and  
they would, therefore, be able to draw  their own conclusions as to 
the prac tica l use o f  the index fo r  com parative purposes. Even i f  they 
w ere not aw are o f  this, the Com mission d id  not believe they would  
be m isled by the comparison.

( iii)  C o m p la in t N o . 1 0 -4 3 9 4  W a tso n  v  T h e  T im e s

T h e  C hairm an in form ed  C o m m iss io n ers  that th is co m p la in t had  
b e e n  r e so lv e d  through m ed ia tio n  b y  th e  P C C  secretariat. T h e  ca se  
w a s  n ot, th erefore, co n sid ered  further.

(iv ) C o m p la in t N o . 1 0 -4 6 5 6  W a tso n  v  D a ily  M a il

T h e  C hairm an in form ed  C o m m iss io n ers  that th is com p la in t had  
b e e n  r e so lv e d  through  m ed ia tio n  b y  th e  P C C  secretariat. T h e c a se  
w a s n ot, th erefore, co n sid ered  further.

(v )  C o m p la in t N o . 1 0 -1 6 2 2  C a b o m  v  T h e  S u n d ay  T im es

T h e  co m p la in a n t had  ask ed  th e C o m m iss io n  to  d e la y  con sid eration  
o f  h is  c o m p la in t until h e  c o u ld  p ro v id e  further e v id e n c e  o n  the  
m atter.

W h ile  th e C o m m iss io n  c o n sid ered  th is  further d e lay  in  the c a se  to  b e  
regrettab le, it agreed  to  p o stp o n e  its  form al con sid era tion  o f  the  
m atter u n til th e e v id e n c e  had b e e n  p rov id ed .

(v i)  T h e  C o m m iss io n  fo rm a lly  ap p roved  (su b ject to  in d iv id u a l queries  
o n  sp e c if ic  co m p la in ts  ra ised  w ith  th e o f f ic e )  th e fo llo w in g  P C C  
P ap ers, w h ic h  h ad  co n ta iu ed  draft ad ju d ication s for C o m m iss io n ers’ 
ra tifica tio n  or oth erw ise: 4 9 2 5 , 4 9 2 9 , 4 9 3 5 , 4 9 3 7 , 4 9 3 8 , 4 9 3 9 , 4 9 4 0 , 
4 9 4 1 , 4 9 4 2 , 4 9 4 3 , 4 9 4 4 , 4 9 4 5 , 4 9 4 6 , 4 9 4 7 , 4 9 4 8 , 4 9 4 9 , 4 9 5 0 , 4 9 5 1 , 
4 9 5 2 , 4 9 5 3 , 4 9 5 4 , 4 9 5 5 , 4 9 5 6 , 4 9 5 7 , 4 9 5 9 , 4 9 6 0 , 4 9 6 1 , 4 9 6 2 . A ll  
p apers h ad  b e e n  c ircu la ted  s in c e  th e  p rev io u s C o m m iss io n  m eetin g .
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5 . S ta tem en t b y  th e  C hairm an o f  P r e ssb o f to  m em b ers o f  th e  C o m m iss io n

T h e  C hairm an o f  P ressB o F , G u y  B la ck , jo in e d  th e m e etin g  at th is ju n ctu re and  
sp o k e  to  C o m m iss io n e r s  ab ou t fu n d in g  m atters.

H e  le ft  th e m e e tin g  after th is item .

6. P C C  resp o n se  to  In d ep en d en t G overn an ce  R e v ie w

C o m m issio n ers  d isc u sse d  and agreed  the fin a l tex t o f  th e  P C C ’s resp o n se  to  the  
In d ep en d en t G o v ern a n ce  R e v ie w . T h e  C o m m iss io n  agreed  that th e resp on se  
sh o u ld  b e  p u b lish e d  th is m on th .

7 . N o m in a tio n s  C o m m ittee

C o m m iss io n  m em b ers co n s id e r e d  d eta iled  p ro p o sa ls  fo r  the estab lish m en t o f  a 
n e w  N o m in a tio n s  C o m m ittee . T h ey  w e lc o m e d  th e  ap p oin tm en t o f  the  
C o m m itte e ’s in d ep en d en t a d v iso r  and it w a s  agreed  that Ian N ic h o l and Ian  
W a ld en  w o u ld , a lo n g  w ith  th e  C hairm an, co m p r ise  th e m em b ersh ip  o f  the  
C o m m ittee . D e ta ile d  p ro p o sa ls  for  th e ap p oin tm en t p r o cess  o f  n e w  m em bers  
(and re-ap p o in tm en t o f  serv in g  m em b ers) w e r e  a ll agreed . In form ation  about 
th e p r o cess  w il l  b e  m a d e  p u b lic  v ia  the P C C ’s w e b s ite .

8 . P C C  and th e  p u b lica tio n  o f  ru lin gs

T h e  C o m m iss io n  co n s id e r e d  p ro p o sa ls  ab ou t im p ro v in g  th e m ech a n ism  b y  
w h ic h  th e  P C C  m a k es  p u b lic  its d e c is io n s  o n  in d iv id u a l co m p la in ts . T h e  
p rin c ip le  that regu lar p a ck a g es  o f  in form ation  sh o u ld  b e  re lea sed  about 
c o m p la in t o u tc o m e s  w a s  en d o rsed  b y  C o m m iss io n ers . B u t it w a s  agreed  that 
th e  secretariat sh o u ld  b e  a llo w e d  a d eg ree  o f  la titu d e  to  tak e in to  accou n t  
sp e c if ic  c ircu m sta n ces.

9 . C la u se  15 re sp o n se  fro m  th e  C o d e  C o m m ittee

A t its  m e e tin g  in  S ep tem b er, th e C o m m iss io n  had c o n sid ered  th e p aym en t b y  
th e M a il o n  S u n d a y  to  L o lo a h i T ap u i, th e h o u sek eep er  o f  B a ro n ess Scotlan d . 
A s  a resu lt o f  C o m m iss io n e r s ’ d elib era tion s, th e C hairm an w ro te  to  th e E d itors’ 
C o d e  o f  P ractice  C o m m itte e  for  c la r ifica tio n  as to  th e sc o p e  o f  C lau se  15 
(W itn ess  p a y m en ts  in  cr im in a l tria ls). In  r esp o n se , th e C o d e  C om m ittee  had  
m a d e c lea r  its  v ie w  that C la u se  15 o f  th e C o d e  d o e s  n ot c o v e r  d efen d an ts, w h o  
w o u ld  n o t a u to m a tica lly  appear as w itn e sse s  in  their o w n  trials.

T h e  C o m m iss io n  c o n s id e r e d  that th is is su e  w o u ld  b e  c o n sid ered  w h en  it 
d isc u sse d  its  o w n  su b m iss io n  to  the fo r th co m in g  C o d e  audit.
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10. C hairm an and D irec to r ’s m eetin g s

C o m m iss io n ers  r e c e iv e d  an update o n  ap p oin tm en ts undertaken b y  the  
C hairm an and D irector.

11. R ep ort o f  C harter C o m m iss io n er

T h e  C harter C o m m iss io n er , S ir M ik e  W illc o c k s , updated  the C o m m iss io n  on  
th e c a se s  h e  h ad  seen  in th e year to  date. H e  had d ea lt so  far w ith  fifty -s ix , 
so m e  o f  w h ic h  had resu lted  in  co n sid era b le  corresp on d en ce  b e tw een  h im se lf  
and th e com p la in an t.

12. A n y  o th er  b u sin e ss

(i) A n o n y m ity  fo r  teachers

C o m m iss io n e r s  d isc u sse d  g o v ern m en t p rop osa ls to  afford  an on ym ity  
to  teach ers w h o  are th e su b ject o f  a lleg a tio n s  o f  m iscon d u ct. It w a s  
agreed  that th e secretariat sh o u ld  seek  to  lia ise  w ith  re levan t  
g o v ern m en t departm ents to  d isc u ss  th e p o ten tia l im p act on  th e  P C C ’s 
ro le .

( ii)  A T V O D

T h e C hairm an updated  C o m m iss io n ers  o n  p lan s b y  A T V O D  to  
regu la te  certa in  parts o f  n ew sp a p er  and m ag a z in e  w eb s ite s . It w a s  
c lear  that there w a s p o ten tia l for  regu latory  overlap  and that it w as  
im portant fo r  th e  P C C  to  k e e p  a c lo s e  w atch  o n  d ev e lo p m en ts. In the  
first in sta n ce , h o w ev er . C o m m issio n ers agreed  that th is w as a m atter  
for  th e n ew sp a p er  and m a g a z in e  industry  itse lf.

( iii)  L ib e l action

C o m m iss io n e r s  n o ted  the o u tc o m e  o f  th e lib e l action  b rought b y  M ark  
L e w is  a g a in st th e  PC C .

(iv )  A d verts

A  n e w  se t  o f  ad vertisem en ts ab ou t th e P C C ’s serv ices  h ad  b een  
c ircu la ted  to  p u b lish ers a cro ss  th e U K  and th e  C hairm an in form ed  
C o m m iss io n e r s  that th e  rate o f  take-up  had b een  en cou rag in g . M o st  
n ation a l n ew sp a p er  grou p s h ad  p u b lish ed  th e  advert (at n o  co st) , as 
h ad  m a n y  r e g io n a l n ew sp a p ers and m a g a z in es.
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(v )  P arliam entary R ecep tio n

T h e  C hairm an th an k ed  th o se  C o m m iss io n ers  w h o  h ad  atten d ed  a 
recen t recep tio n  for  Parliam entarians. T h ere had  b een  con sid erab le  
p o s it iv e  fe ed b a ck  from  M P s and P eers ab ou t th e  even t.

(v i)  S im o n  Sapper

S im o n  S ap p er  reported  to  C o m m iss io n ers  o n  a ta lk  h e  h ad  g iv en  
earlier  in  th e d ay , ab ou t m ed ia  regu la tion , to  a group  o f  G S C E  students  
at th e  B ritish  F ilm  Institute.

13. D a te  o f  n ex t m eetin g

2 .0 0 p m  on  W e d n e s d a y , 19**' J a n u a r y  2 0 1 1  at H alton  H o u se , 2 0 /2 3  H o lb o m , 
L on d on  E C l .
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