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I  am surprised b y  your som ewhat intem perate response to  m y le tte r o f 7 M arch.

E specia lly, as I  am sure you w ill know , as I  cu rre n tly  have a com pla in t lodged w ith  the 
P C C , I  w ou ld  have though t a m ore dispassionate tone m ore appropriate.

Y ou  know  very w e ll o f m y concerns about the PC C  as we have discussed them  on m ore 
than one occasion in  the past. W h ile  I  re fe rred  to  M ediaw ise’s research, I  do no t, as you 
suggest, re ly  on it .  Indeed, I  have experiences o f m y ow n w h ich  in fo rm  m y judgem ent 
as w e ll as the testim ony o f a w ide  range o f others in c lu d in g  d istinguished journalists.

As fo r you r com pla in t th a t I  d id  no t approach the P C C , I  have had access o f course to  
you r pub lica tions w h ich  m ore than adequately set ou t you r, in  m y view , rather 
com placent v iew  o f yo u r perform ance and achievements.

F in a lly , i t  is perhaps because you appear happy to  a4m it th a t you have “ no idea”  o f the 
ob jection  w h ich  I  and m any others have to  the PC C  tha t makes m y B ill necessary.

I  do no t w ish to  become invo lved  in  a pro tracted  correspondence. You have stated your 
views. I  have m ine.
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