FREE-TO-AIR EVENTS LISTING REVIEW
Minutes of the First meeting of the Advisory Panel 
DCMS 12.30 pm 5 February 2009
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Introduction
The Chairman welcomed Panel members to the first meeting, and asked those who had not already formally accepted their appointments or had not yet submitted their declarations of interests if they could do so as soon as possible. Panel members would be asked at the beginning of each meeting to confirm that there had been no change in their declarations of interest.
Apologies

Apologies were received from Colin Jackson and Hope Powell.

The Chairman then briefly summarised the purpose and scope of the Review:
· The Panel’s terms of reference required it to consider: 
· The principle of having a list

· The criteria against which events may be listed; and

· The content of any list itself

· The Panel would then make recommendations to the Secretary of State later in the summer;

· Under the 1996 Broadcasting Act, the final decision designating which events should be listed lies with the Secretary of State. 
The Chairman was keen that the Panel’s work should be thorough and intellectually rigorous. He also said that the Panel should think in terms of a period of 5-10 years for the duration of any new arrangements that they might recommend. 
History of listed events

The Panel then considered a paper by the Secretariat, which set out the history of listing and the background to the current list.  The following main points were made in discussion:

-
it would be good to understand how the concept of the A and B lists evolved, perhaps from the Chairman of the previous review himself;

-
any changes that were recommended might not have effect for some considerable time given that the rights had been sold forward in a number of sports e.g. the first World Cup that would be affected would be the 2018 Tournament;
-
the timing of the production of the CCPR’s own Code was co-incidental, though nonetheless helpful for that;

-
it was possible for events only of interest to individual Home Countries to be listed e.g. the Scottish FA Cup Final;

-
the listing of an event did not compel the rights holder to sell the rights, and a broadcaster who acquired the rights to an event could not be compelled to broadcast it. Thus, it was possible for ITV to show the English FA Cup Final in England, but to schedule a film instead in Scotland;

-
only sporting events had thus far been listed, but the review would consider other cultural events too;

-
listing was rooted in permissive European legislation which talked in terms of events of major importance to society, although Member States enjoyed a wide margin of discretion in how they interpreted the Directive.

The future broadcasting landscape

The Panel also received a presentation by the Deputy Director of Media Division based on a note by the Secretariat setting out some of the changes in the broadcasting environment which would take place during the period for which the Panel would be making recommendations. The following main points were made in discussion:

-
it was clear that a number of new broadcasters and channels would achieve qualifying broadcaster status after digital switchover was complete in 2012. It was not possible to know yet exactly how many or which, nor the precise impact that would have on the market for sports rights;

-
although currently the primary source of viewing for most is through a standard television set, internet source TV will have a stronger position post 2012. Younger people tend to view a lot of programmes on their computer via services such as the iplayer, but this doesn’t appear to effect the way they view listed events such as the Olympic Games or the FIFA World Cup Finals tournament. These events tend to be watched through a standard television set with families coming together, so supporting a sense of community, whereas viewing on the internet could be seen as more of an individual, rather than communal, activity. 

Any other business
The Secretariat provided a brief sketch outline of the consultation process the Panel might follow. A more detailed note would be prepared for the next meeting, but in broad terms:
· The Panel would issue a consultation document which would seek input from a wide range of bodies including broadcasters, rights holders, sports governing bodies, cultural organisations and the general public

· The consultation period would, in line with best government practice, be for twelve weeks
· The likely timing of its issue would be mid-April;

· The devolved administrations would be consulted during the twelve weeks: the Secretariat was considering whether it would be possible to invite the All Party Sports Group at Westminster, the Scottish Executive, the Welsh Assembly and the NI Executive to host events at which the Panel could hear views from a wide range of interests; 
· There would be a web-based version of the consultation paper; 
· The Panel should be prepared to respond positively to requests for meetings by key interests on their written submissions; and,
· The consultation document would be available in the Welsh language.

· The Secretariat was also developing a micro-site within the DCMS website dedicated to the Review, and to facilitate the consultation process.

The Secretariat also outlined work on research so far :

· Frontier Economics had been appointed to undertake a literature review and market analysis. Its initial report was expected by mid-February;

· The Secretariat would circulate a copy of the report as soon as possible so that members could comment and Frontier Economics would make a presentation at the next meeting;

· The Secretariat would also produce a discussion paper on next steps/gaps for the next meeting.

Panel members were keen to be involved in this work as soon as possible so as  better to understand TV viewing patterns, market economics, consumer attitudes and attendance at sports events.

Some comments arising in general discussion, for possible further consideration, were:
· whether it was premature to consider there should be a list or not until all the research has been completed
· the fact that we were all used to paying for services changed the landscape and that perhaps insisting on free to air was an anachronism.
· whether qualifying matches for events should be listed; on the grounds that,  even if matches did not involve the nation states, the process of watching a whole series to the final  brought the nation together and was therefore important

· whether listing would act as a means to encourage interest and participation in a sport which was previously not listed but is currently attracting increasing interest e.g. sailing

Date of next meeting

4th March at 10.30 am at a venue to be confirmed in central London. Its main business would be to consider whether there were grounds for continuing to list events, and the criteria that were currently used. There would be a presentation by Frontier Economics on their research, and notes by the Secretariat on further research work and the consultation process.
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