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24 January 2002

Media Ownershlp Consultation Responses
Departrent for Culture, Media and Sport
2-4 Cockepur Street

London

SW1Y SDH

Dear SifMadam
Following your invitation to express our views regarding the Consultation on

Media Ownership Rules November 2001, | attach a document containing
OUF responsa,

Yours faithfully

 Mactd

lan Mackie
Chiaf Executive

UCB Eurcpe, Urited Chiistion Broodcasten Limited, Homehureh Chiistian Centre. Slake-on-Tramt 874 BRY
Tetmphone: 01782 642000 Feaut 81782 6d1121 Ermal yoh@uch.oouk  Wek: www eboo. Lk
Lomparmy Regibered in fngland 1, wokkt 218231 Seqirteed Chadky 199118
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UCB is grateful for this epportunity to express its views to the DCMS on the
Media Ownershlp Rules, especially in how they retate to religious organisations.

Religious Ownership 6.1.6

uca ﬁelmmes the proposed changes to the legisiation to address the current
snomaly regarding local lerrestrial digital lcencas. However we do have some
concerns that we would like to bring to your attention.

it s our view that your proposal on religious ownership continues to be
discriminatory,

Since the |ate 1580's we have heard the same unbalanced and negative view
that “religious content has s particular capecity lo offsnd those with different
viaws and opinions, of sometimes, fo exploit the suscoptibilities of the
vulnarable”

This statement, in our opinion, is flawed and is itself an offeneive assumption. We
believe i has helped to colour the decision rmaking of most MPs and
gavemments sinca this view was first expressed and has exacarbated the myth
that religion is offensiva.

An alternative positive view relating to religious content is *rafigious content has
the particular capactly to support and encourage those who may be struggling
with fife situations, family problerns or discouragement, or somefimes, to bring
comfort to those suffering loneliness or grief

In our opinion, restrictive legislation for religious ownership is unnecessary in this
new Millennium. !f the Government, through regulatory bodies, has the abitity to
maintain standards for Human Rights, Racial Equality etc., we are sure it has the
ability necessary to put structures ang policies in place through the Broadcasting
Regulators to ensure compliance of standards for religious broadcasters.

Should the Government beligve they do not have the corract regulation basis o
meet the market needs, maybe a review of ather ragulators around the gioche
would help identify accaptable guidelines for all broadcasters.
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has already besn admitted in the Whita Paper. “the arrival of dightal networks
makes it possible to deliver far more content over the same spectrum”.

Latest information shows that 300+ digital licences will have been issued prier to
thie new pisce of legislation becoming law, and not ane of thase licences will be
owned by a religious organisation.

Religious Ownership €.1.8

It Is our opinion that religlous organisations should be able o apply for all
ficences on the same basia as svaryona else, Including local, regional and
national, analogue, digital multiplex, satallite and Rrogramming licencas,

Legislation that restricts one eegment of sQciety from making epplleation for g
broadcasting licence for no other reason than their choice of iifestyls ie following
a raligion, completaly baffles vus.

May we ask If it is the Govemment's view that a non-religious multiplex licence
holder, who is required to return a profit to the shareholders, Is a more able and
respensible body to choose multiplax programming sefrvices, rather than g
religious broadeaster who has family values and community Interest at heart?

If the Government s rightly concernad about the issue of compesting financia|
bids between reiigious organisations with licences being awarded o the highest
bidder, maybe an altarnative mode should be found which would allow rellgious
broadcasters o apply for a llcenca under a differant criteria. For exampla,
licences could ba glven on grounds of parcentage In the population,
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A “bidding-wai" s ﬁut however, sufflcient reason to restrict broadeasting freedom
for religious organisations. The Government does not apply the same criteria to
any other segment of society, s0 why single cut reiiglous broadeasters?

Wa have ahways belleved that diversity of content through increased choice was
the goal of the new broadcasting isgislation, and we hope that the Government
will be beld enough to inchude ownership by raligious organisations within the
framework of its goals.




