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some private blogs. I t  is no answer to compel everyone who communicates electronically 
to abide by legal rules. That w ould neither be compatible w ith  freedom o f speech, nor 
practical to enforce fo r reasons set out in  our o rig ina l submission.

There is a further point. The traction o f a media regulator w ith  legal powers derives in  
part from  its a b ility  to issue licenses fo r in form ation platform s. But it  is not o f course 
necessary fo r publishers o f online in form ation to seek hcenses; and it  would probably be 
impossible to introduce such a system w ithout somehow try ing  to isolate the U K  from  the 
rest o f the w o rld  in  terms o f w h ich servers the government perm itted its  citizens to access 
in form ation through. A part from  the inherent im desirab ility o f such a move, it  is un like ly 
that it  w ould be w ide ly  tolerated by consumers.

This a ll brings us back to the features that we th ink are necessary in  a body that has to 
police rules fo r ed ito ria l in form ation online; independent adm inistration; fle x ib ility  o f 
structure (that means not having to re ly  on parliam ent to define the rem it); and the buy-in 
and co-operation o f the industry.

We do not believe that anything else can be reconciled w ith  freedom o f speech and the 
freedom o f the media to compete in  a global and diverse business environment.

There may be grey areas going forw ard about the ju risd ic tio n  o f O fcom  and the PCC, in  
relation to a sm all number o f services provided by both broadcasters and newspapers 
online. I  am happy to report that we have a good w orking relationship w ith  Ofcom. This 
w ill enable us to id e n tify  where these grey areas are lik e ly  to arise, and to w ork through 
any d ifficu ltie s  together. The PCC’s own ju risd ic tio n  has been grow ing organically in  
any case, as you know. W e do not believe that it  is either necessary or desirable fo r the 
government to alter the current balance by force o f legislation.

W ith  k ind  regards.

M O D I 00039523


