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Thanks very much for your various notes on plurality tests, NNP and general duties. SoS haslooked at -

them briefly tonight and we had a discussion during which she asked for more detail:

"\eaeral Duties

- She Wants to see Clause 3 pulled apart to explam exac’dy where and how the "public interest' side of

thing is protected. :
- Puttnam is now asking for a }uerachy of duties only in relation to broadcast content, How feasible is

~ this? Surely ownership rather than content is Puttnam's real point, and content is protected wherever we

talk about it - in terms of diversity, standards etc?
- What are the sorts of crunch decisions when OFCOM will be balancing its drfferent dut1es7 How would

those decisions be affected by any sort of hrerachy

She feeIs all this is necessary for us to build the most convincing and detailed case to put to the Lords.

| Plurality Test |

' 'hatare all the possrble options for the scope of a plurality test? (ie one that exists without any rules;
¢ thatexists on top of rules for all mergers; one that applies only in areas where there are no ownershlp

" rules at all; one that applies only where rules have been relaxed from the current position...)

- In all of these scenaris, list the sorts of rnergers that would be caught (eg wﬂléost lgacal radio deals be

mspected") ‘
- How would the thresholds (ie 25% share of supply or £70m turnover) affect the mergers that will be 7

. caught? . r Lo ! . » : !

. - How would the investment element of the system work if we dropped ownership rules? Would ther

still be a nomination and auction process? If not, where is OFCOM's opportunity to intervene? Wﬂl
quality and investment become ITV licence conditions instead?
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, Wrth apologies, please could you have this stuff ready for tomorrow s box, so we can discuss it at
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; ‘ursdaY's meeting.
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