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Code Committee Meeting 21°% October 2010

This is a brief report of the meeting attended by the PCC Director and Chairman.
Commissioners will have the chance to offer any comments, or request further details,
on Wednesday. The Code Committee made the following decisions:

e it expressed concern at the implications of the Bribery Act (coming into force
in April), which meant that prosecution (and possible imprisonment) could
follow a journalist offering any form of reward to a public official in return for
information. The Committee believed that this was a threat to legitimate
investigative journalism. However, it felt it was a matter for the industry to
lobby on, with the intention of having a public interest criterion introduced
into the guidance to the Act.

e it believed that Clause 15 (Payments to witnesses in criminal trials) was not
intended to cover defendants. In its view, it was difficult for payment to a
defendant adversely to influence the judicial process (as it did in the case of
third party witnesses). The Committee undertook to write to the Commission
setting its thoughts out fully. This will be discussed at the next meeting.

e it accepted the principle of the Code being changed to ensure that the
prominence of upheld adjudications would have to be agreed by the PCC
Director (acting with devolved authority from the Commission). This
proposed change will be examined further during next year’s Code Review,
after which it will be sent out for consultation (including to the PCC).

e it discussed the issue of phone hacking. It felt that the Code was clear in this
area, and that — given the ongoing legal inquiries — it would not be appropriate
for the Committee to offer public comment at this time.

e it agreed — following the example of the PCC — to start publishing its own
minutes.

e it approved amendments to the Codebook (see enclosed for new guidance
sections).

e it reviewed suggestions from members of the public in the following areas: to
prohibit the promotion of sexual violence by “lads” magazines; to enforce
declarations of corporate hospitality by journalists; to require a right of reply
to all religious letters; and to prohibit the public display of indecent front
pages. It decided not to consider changing the Code to reflect any of these

suggestions.

e it agreed that the annual Code Review would take place early in the New
Year. The Secretary of the Code Committee would write an open letter, for
publication across the industry, requesting submissions from the public.

The next Code Committee meeting is intended to be in March 2011.
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PRIVATE AND CONFIDENTIAL : PCC Paper No. 4921

Ratification of Code Change

Commissioners will recall that the PCC was consulted — along with industry members
— on a proposed amendment to Clause 1 (Accuracy) of the Code. The consultation is
attached.

No Commissioner raised substantive concerns about this wording, which has also
been accepted by the industry.

On that basis, the Commission is asked formally now to ratify the amendment. The
Code will then be changed.
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Code Review 2010:
Code Committee’s suggested amendment

Due prominence for apologies and corrections

A perennial complaint about the PCC — and one most recently expressed by the
Culture, Media and Sport Select Committee’s report, and more widely in various
submissions to the PCC’s Governance Review panel — is that the Commission’s
current sanctions are inadequate and need strengthening. Perhaps the most
common example cited is that the Code’s current rule requiring apologies and
corrections to be published with due prominence is almost universally ignored, with
-such statements routinely being hidden away in remote parts of the paper, unseen
by readers.

The PCC believes its sanctions are strong and adequate, and does not want them
widened. It commissioned research which demonstrates that currently 84% of
corrections or apologies etc are published on the same page as the original article
or earlier, or in recognised Corrections columns. When corrections appearing within
five pages of the original article are included, the figure rises to 96%. This is not
entirely surprising, given that in many cases, if not most, editors informally consult
PCC staff on positioning in advance.

However, the PCC believes its hand in dealing with critics would be greatly
strengthened if all this could be consolidated into the existing Code, to demonstrate
that, beyond doubt, it had teeth - and works.

The Code Committee has recognised the presentational advantages of this and has
drafted a change that allows for mutual agreement in advance on prominence.

It recommends that the Code should be amended to state:

The basis of this recommendation was that it should codify what is effectively
current standard practice in determining due prominence with the PCC. To enable
this to happen, it has been agreed that the PCC secretariat would have delegated
authority to agree such positioning with the Editor, without recourse to the full
Commission.

Only if the Editor and the secretariat, overseen by the Director, fail to reach
agreement, would it then go the Commission. In fact, this is little different from the
current situation where an editor who does not publish with due prominence would
face censure for a further breach.
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Communicating PCC Rulings

Commissioners discussed proposals to regularise the way in which the PCC
publishes its adjudications. A number of concerns were raised, to which
Commissioners requested the office give further thought. It was agreed that a
second paper on the subject would be presented at the Commission’s next
meeting for consideration.

PCC website
Commissioners were updated on work being undertaken to re-design the PCC’s

website — the first such undertaking since the current site was launched in 2006.
The project was welcomed by Commissioners.

Report on Code Committee Meeting — 21 October 2010
Commissioners received and discussed a short report on the Code of Practice

Committee’s recent meeting, which had been attended by the PCC Chairman
and Director.

Ratification of Code Change

Commissioners had previously been consulted — along with representatives of
the newspaper and magazine industry — about a proposal by the Code of
Practice Committee to amend Clause 1 (Accuracy) of the Code. No substantive
concerns had been raised about the suggested change and the Commission
ratified the amendment formally.

Chairman and Director’s meetings

Commissioners received an update on appointments undertaken by the
Chairman and Director.

Any other business

1. Online working group

The Commission received a minute on the first meeting of the online
working group. Its next meeting would be held in December.
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