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The cellular mobile phone debate:
the shape of things to come

Peter White argues that the curTent inquiry should focus on service type

rather than technology "

A ustel is currently conducti~ an
inquiry into the implications of
licensing an additional operator
of cellular mobile telephone set v-

ices (CMTS). On the surface the inquiry can
be seen as the first major debate about the
introduction of competition into the supply
or actualteIecommunicatinns services since
the government’s new telecommunications
framework was legislated into being earlier
this yem’.The government’s decision t o atiow
for competition in the cabling of buildings
and in the supply of an expanded range of
PABX equipment does not really impinge on
the supply of telecommunications services
themselves. Given this reading of the agenda,
it is not su~rising that the inquiry shonid
have received submissions from a range of
organizations with an ultimate interest in the
supply of actual telecommunications serv-
ices. And taken within this framework the
debate is about the economic costs and
benefits of varying forms of competition in
the supply of cellular mobile telephone serv-
ices.

But another reading of the CM’I2S in-
qu~iry sees the issues raised by this particular

- inquiry in a much broader context. And this
broader context raises important questions
about the way in which Australian telecom-
munications and communications policy is
conceived.

One inquiry, two agendas

The broader context emerges when it
becomes apparent that underpining the
CM~S debate are two conflicting views of the
service. And these views embody two ffdfer-
eat visions of the future development of the
overall telecommunications system, These
two conflicting views are embodied in the

Telecom Ansh’alh’s submJasioa to the in-
quiry and the submission which was made
by Henry Ergas and others associated with
the Manash Information and Communica-
tions Technology Centre.

T
he Telecom submission sees an in-
creas’mgpropor tion ofstumiard tele-
phone calls as having a mobile corn,
ponent. So that while calls which

either end ha, or originate from cellular
mobile telephone services wiilr emain a small
but significant proportion of all telephone
calls, new technology will see an increasing
emphasis on a mobile handsel The second
wave of innovations will make it possible to
both originate and receive telephone calls
from a personal mobile handset within a
specified area. The long term vision of the
future is the widespread use of small hand-
beld personally owned handsets which can
receive and originate calls from any location.
Such a service would be able to lecate sub-
scribers no matter where they were, and
charge the handset owner for the use of the
services which are integrated with the stun-
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dard telephone service wherever that ec-
out’red. This scenario sees the current cellu-
lar mobile telephone service as a precursor
to a variety of services which are integrated
with the standard telephone service which
we know today. According to this view the
distinctionbetweeu mobile, semi-mobile and
fixed telephone ser viceswill become inereas-
iagiy blurred.

By contrast. Ergas argues thatthere is
little reason to consider CMTS as apart of the
public switched telephone network (PSTN).
He argues from the perspective of econondc
theory that there is little substitution be-
tween the mobile and fixed telephone serv-
ices, that the joint provision of the PSTN and
CMTS does not lead to any economies, and
that the CMTS is more akin to the mobile
services such as paging and messaging.As a
consequence, he argues that the CMTS
should not be seen as a part of Telecom’s
mooopoly reserved service.

The Trojan Horse

But why is this debate about the concep-
tual status of the CMTS and its successors so
important? This is because the new Austra-
lian telecommunications framework grants
Telecom a monopoly over the provision of
the PSTN. So according to Telecom’s argu-
ment, any regulatory derision an the licens-
ing of a second CMTS operator has implica-
tions for =the orderly and efficient devalop-
meat of the national telecommunications
system" (Ministerial Guidelines, 1989). For
if there is an increasing blurring of the dis-
tinction between other furms of semimobile
services and the traditinoal forms of access
to the FSTN, the decision to license a second
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CMTS operator has consequences for
Telecom’s monopoly on that telephone net-
work While any decision to license a second
cellular mobi/e telephone service would have
little impact on Telecom’s current operafinns,
it would be seen as the Trojan Horse by
which competition on the basic infrastruc-
ture would be introduced.

Should regulation be service
or technology based?

It is tempting to enter the fray and dis-
cuss the merits of the arguments, but it is
more interesting to see this debate as a
manifestation of a more fundamental prob-
lem for Australian communications policy
making. This is a problem created by the
policy making and regulation which is pri-
marily based on’tochnologies’ as opposed to
a regime which is oriented towards ’serv-
ices’. What we can see in Austel’s C/vITS
inquiry is that it is essentially an inquiry into
a particular technology which is currently
being used to provide a specific service.

Even though the inquiry’s terms of refer-
ence oblige Austel to consider the qJkely
future development of this [CIVITS] techno!-
ogy and the iraplications growth may have
for the orderly and efficient development of
the national telecommunications system’,
even this reference starts from the stand-
point of’technology’ rather than the question
of ’service’.

Placed within this framework it is pos-
sible to see the two positions outfined above
as disputes about the relative weight which
should be given to ’technologically oriented
regulation’ as opposed to a ’service oriented
regulation’.Telecom’s pesition that the cellu-
lar mobile telephone service should be seen
as an expansion of the standard telephone
service can be seen as operationally and
conceptually distinct from the public
switched telephone service and this £~stinc-
tion arises, at least in part. from the cellular
telephone technology itself.

The emphasis on regulation of specific
technologies varies across the Communica-
tions pot ffolio. For example Aussat is largely
limited to the exploitation of sateRite technol-
ogy. Telecom employs a range of technolo-
gies to provide even its standard telephone
service. These include traditional cable-
based communications as well as analogue
and digital radio techniques. On the other
hand OTC’sgoverninglegislalion focuses on
the provision of a range of geographically
specific services and makes it possible for
the organization to make use of a range of
technologies.

The transmission of television is regu-
lated in different ways depending on whethcr
unfettered access to the programming is al-
lowed such as in broadcasting, or whether

access is restricted by criteria such as loca-
tion or the payment of a fee for that service.
For example the Broadcasi£ng Act regulates
broadcast programs and ~ome narrow-cast
programs such as the Remote Commercial
Televisiun Service, while the Radiocommu-
nications A~t regulates narrow~ast televi-
sion ser vices such as Sky Channel,which are
provided under the Video Audio Entertain-
ment and Information Service regime. Here
it is possible to see a mixture of technologi-
cally oriented and service orientated regula-
tion.

’7 roadband
co m m u nications .... will
place great strains on

Australia’s broadcasting
and telecommunications
legislative framework"

So even within existing Communications
portfolio legislation there is no clear path
which has been followed. But can this state of
afairs remain? If one looks at the rate of
technological change and the rapidly chang-
ing service expectations of users, the answer
wonid need to be no.

Regulation must take
account of evolution

Essentially regulation must take account
of evolution on two fronts. On the first, tech-
nolugies develop and mature quite rapidly so
that an appropriate technology for a given
service might be less than appropriate within
a relatively short time frame. This can be
seen in the shift away from long distance
point to point transmission via satellite in
favour of optical cable. On the second front
there are gradual shifts in the nature of serv-
ices. So a standard telephone service be-
comes redefined in the eyes ofsubseribers in
relatively shorttime frames. Forexamplethe
availability of automatic, STD and ISD tele-
phone facilities has come to be the expected
norm in the last 15 years. It is possible that an
element of mobility provided by cellular
mobile telephone services and their succes-
sors will come to be seen as an essential part
of what we now know as the standard tele-
phone service in the next few years.

Given this problem, the government
needs to address the issue of regulafinns in
an area of rapidly changing technological
options and expectations of tetecommunica-
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tions services. It also needs to ensure that
regulation is only applied where it is abso-
lutely necessary. One way this can occur
would be through a regime which regulated
in terms of services rather than in terms of
technologies. Such a regime would provide
maximum encouragement for the use of the
most appropriate technologies for specific
services and encourage technological and
service innovation. It would also make it
possible to clarify which services required
ongoing regulation and which did not.

But if this was to occur the principal task
of the current Austel inquirywould involve a
decision on whether the cellular mobile tele-
phone service should be seen as an integral
part of the public telephone service. Such an
approach would alse encourage definition of
Telecom’s monopolies as monopolies on
particular services The monopoly on the
basic network and public switched telephone
operations would be seen as monopolies on
network and telephone services. There
would be no resections on the technologies
which could be employed to provide those
services. On a broader scale such an ap-
proach would encourage a greater integra-
tion of Aussatinto the multi-technologyinfra-
structure provided by OTC internationally
and Teleeom domestically. A service-ori-
ented approach would also make it possible
to place technical regulatory responsibilities
with one agency. For example Austel could
be responsible for licensing and frequency
allocation in the telecomraunications and
broadcasting areas. While those areas which
dealt with the content of areas such as broad-
casting, could be dealt with by another
agency along the lines of the Australian
Broadcasting Tribunal.

The development of broadband commu-
nications capabilities and services will plsee
great strains on Australia’s broadcasting and
telecommunications legislative framework.
The debate about the nature of the cellular
mobile telephone service is likely to be re-
poated when the Government is faced with
the introduction of a satellite-based mobile
telephone service which can be provided by
the next generation of Aussat satellites.
Similar issues will arise with the introduction
of broadband cable services, capable of deliv-
ering telecommunications, data and enter-
talnment services. A rethinking of the regu-
latory boundaries with a focus on services,
rather than technologies, might help to clm:-
ify a situation which is becoming increas-
ingly complex.

Peter& White is Associate Director of the
Monash Information and Communication
Technology Centre, Monash University.



Defamation law reform in NSW
The Attorney General, John Dowd, discu~:~ sc..-:= are:__= in ~.~_~ of ref;~m

T
he whole question of reform of defa-

marion law is difficult, because it is
not simply abut freedom of speech.
Rather, it is about the conflict be-

.tween the values, both social and democratic,
m freedom of speech, and the values re-
flected in such concerns as the legitimate
demands for the respect of individual pri-
.racy, freedom of association, careful report-
rag, encouraginggood people into public life,
and even the free speech of othecs. The
intemperate or flippant condemnation of a
play or film, for example, can have the very
real effect of stifling the free speech of those
involved in its production and the fights of
those who might otherwise have been
tempted to see it.

The recent round of high damages
awards has sparked renewed calls for revi-
sion of defamation laws. There is no doubt in
my mind that the very high awards of recent
times cannot be justified in the absence of
evidence establishing either a malevolent
and calculated campaign for boosting the
profits of the media organisation concerned,
or proof by the plaintiff of a sizeable eco-
nomic loss.

Some commentators have seen the exag-
gerated damages awards as an indication of
community disenchantment of the more
notorious reporting habits of the media in
general, and, one suspects some of the jour-
nalists in particular. If this is so, one might
speculate as to the reasons for this evidence
of disenchantment being so uniform in Aus-
tralia and England. Viewed in that light, the
verdicts have come to be defended as part of
the general public’s revenge against the
monopolistic and predatory practices of the
media.

It is my contention that such a defence is
untenable. No justice system can fairly put a
media organisation on trial to answer for the
whole of its reporting style, content and
coverage in general. I would add that by the
same token, no one in public life should be
placed in the position of having to defend the
whole of his or her private behavionr, no
matter howurtrelated to matters legitimately
in the public domain.

Public figure defence

The adoption of a public tigure test is a
reform proposal which has been submitted
for the government’s consideration. The
effect of this proposal would be that those in
a position of public interest would receive

less in damages than private individuals on
the grounds that theirpublic activities should
be open to comment and criticism. I have
considerable reservations about this pro-
posal. I am not persuaded that the conclu-
sions follow from the grounds advanced.

Wc all know that interest in thelife-stylcs
of the rich and famous selis a lot of papers and
magazines. We all know, also, that the vigor-
ous public debate upon which democracy
depends often requires a canvassing of mat-
teas about the chief protagonists in the de-
b ate ha question which might otherwise have
remained private. Having said that, however,
it most also be said that in the absence of
specific provision to remedy substantial and
unwarranted infringements of privacy, defa-
mafion law must serve as a passable criterion
for distinguishing between the private and
public arenas.

A
diminufinn in the ability of public
figures to seek redress for de-
famatory statements carries the
very serious risk of adding yet

another disincentive to good people becom-
ing involved in public affairs at whatever
level. Many people in public life already ac-
cept considerable interference with theklife
and leisure pursuits. However, as was pointed
out in the Australian Law Reform Commis-
sion Report, there is a point at which any
person should be able to seek protection
against the retailing of private information
which has no bearing on their public affairs.
The justifications which have been given for
proposing a higher threshold for public fig-
ures wanting to sue for defamation are two-
fold. First, it is said that a public person has a
greater opportunity to counteract false state-
ments. Secondly, it is argued that those in
governmental positions or otherwise seek-
hag publicity, voluntarily subject themselves
to closer public scrutiny. I do not fully accept
these arguments, and am, moreover, of the
~iew that people in public life are enlitied to
as much protection as any other citizen.

Another concern with the public figure
!est is the manner in which the public figure
is created. One sees too often in journalistic
debate the bringing together of public inter-
est and media interest. Given the increasing
frequency with which the media first con-
structs, and then claims to reflect, the public
interest, I am naturally suspicious of how it
will set about defining a person who is or has
become a public figure.

A further concern is the unpredictability
and impracticality of the public figure test. In

the United States, where the constitutional
guarantee of free speech has tipped the bal-
ance against the competing interest of indi-
vidual privacy, the use of the public tigure
test has often descended to minor govern-
ment officers, including noh-gnvermnent
figures whose prominence may be only tran-
sient. The lives of the families of those in high
profile positions are also detrimentally af-
fected. While members of Parliament are
clearly public figures, one might ask at what
stage the definition ceases to apply to mem-
bers of their family. Who and what will be-
come fair game?

Criminal defamation

The government has already repealed
that part of the statute law allowing privately
instituted proceedings for criminal defama-

Section 50 of the NSW Defamation Act
provides that it is an offence to publish de-
famatory materialwithout lawful exense.The
offence is not committed unless the pub-
lisher intended to cause serious harm to a
person or knew that it was probable that
serious harm would be caused. Some have
.suggested that a criminal defamation offence
is unnecessary. However, the view of my
government has been that the law of criminal
defamation should be retained, but with the
requirement that the Attorney General’s
consent be obtained prior to the commence-
ment of proceedings.

I
n practice, this prosecutorial discrnflon
is exercised by the Director of Public
Prosecutions on my behalf.Tiffs delega-
tion of authority imposes a very neces-

ss~’Y con~’olfing factor which will prevent the
abuse of this type of prosecution. Lir~tation
on free speech by way nf criminal prosecu-
tion can be justified only if invoked for the
protection of the community as a whole, and
not for reasons of personal or political inter-
est in suppressing criticism or dissent. While
I expect that these provisions will be used
only rarely, there will be cirCUmstances
where a prosecution may be appropriate.
These include cases where there is a ten-
dency to create a breach of the peace; where
unfounded abuse is repeated by a person of
no financial substance against whom civil
proceedings would be ineffective; or where
the defamation has the tendency to destroy
confidence in a public office.

continued on p4



Defamation law reform

Limitation period
The government is also assessing the

need for a six-year limitation period in bring-
ing proceedings for defamation. Where a
person’s reputation has been impugned, it
could be expected that the maligned person
would wish to clear his or her reputation at
the earliest possinle opportunity. The gnv-
eminent is considering reducing the six-
year period, possibly to as little as six months.
This would mean that people wishing to sue
for defamation would be required to com-
mence proceedings within the six month
periled after learning efthe publication.

Truth and public benefit

Some commentators have urged the
adoption of truth being a defence in itself.
Four jurisdictions in Australia currently
provide a defence of truth and public benefit.
In Victoria, South Australia and the North-
ern Territory, no statutory provisions apply,
and accordingly the common law applies. In
New South Wales there is a defeane when an
imputation is a matter of substantial truth
and the imputation either relates to a matter
of continuing public interest, or is published
under quaEfied privilege. The New South
Wales statute also provides that it is for the
court to determine what constitutes a matter
of public interest.

I am opposed to the idea of introducing
any stticter test to the definition of public
interest than those currently applying. But
the government has yet to be convinced that
the community will be better served by abel-
ishing the requirement that the defence of
truth also include an element of public bene-
fit. In saying this, I am not repudiafin~ the
fundamental importance of free spe. ~ in a
democratic society. It is simply that to make
truth an ultimate value in preference to an
individual’s privacy and reputation, without
any requirement that it be in the public inter-
est, is to tip the balance unfairly.

T
he common law rule, which applies
in some jurisdictions, is that it is
defamatory to publish material
which exposes a person to hatred,

ridicule or contempt, or which will cause him
or her to be shunned or avoided by others.
Where truth alone is a defeuce, material
which leads to such a result can be published
without adverse legal consequences¯ State-
ments which are true, but unnecessary and
cruel, have exposed to ridicule people such
as the intellectually an physical disabled,
people of non-English speaking back-
grounds, and other minority groups.
Society’s respect for the truth is an insuffi-

cient justification for publication of purely
private matters efno real public interest, but
of gratuitous cruelty, which are not and
should not be the subject of publicity without
consent.

The amount of damages

Recent record verdicts, both in New
South Wales and elsewhere, have drown
much o’itlcism regarding the availability of
monetary d amages. There are several issues
involved here.

One option which is worth considering is
the legislative establishment of deductibles
and caps for damages for non-economic loss.
Proven financialloss which can be quantified
should always be recoverable. But damages
for wounded feelings are qualitatively differ-
ent, hnditmaybe that we should set alimit on
them.

I am of the view that victims who have
suffered unwarranted damage to their repu-
tations should be entitled to financial com-
pensstion, even though they may be unable
to prove economic loss. An individual’s repu-
tation is extremely important to his or her
sellpercepfinn and social standing. As a civi-
lised community, we must maintain our
commitment to the protection of an
individual’s sense of dignity and sell esteem,
and also to the recognition of the importance
to individuals of their ability to socialise.

T
here might, however, be a case for
setting a threshold requirement be-
fore damages for non-economic loss
can be awarded. The very real, but

temporary, hurt of no lasting consequence
might have to be regarded as being out bal-
anced by other, more pressing, claims upon
court time.

There has also been considersble critl-
dsm of late of spectacularly high verdicts for
non-economic loss, where the implication
seems to be that injury to reputation can
fetch more in damages than very significant
bodily injury as a result of a motor accident.
.hist as in motor accidents, my government
has set a eeiling or cap on damages for non-
economicloss, it might be worth coasidering
setting a cap upon damages for non-eco-
nomic loss in defamation actions. If this were
done, it might be quantified as a percentage
.of.the cap for non-pecuniary loss for physical
injury thus establishing an order of priority
between the physical and the reputation
injuries.

Judge and jury
The defamation jury is extremely impor-

tant. But some of the criticisms of recent
awards have focussed on the wide variations
which can be expected in the size of an award
as computed by a jury.There might be a case
for redefining the relationship between the

judge and the jury with a view to bringing a
greater sense nf predictability in defamation
awards.

In criminal matters, the jury determines
liability while the judge determines the sen-
tenee. It might be appropriate, par tlcularlyin
these days of increasingly disproportionate
verdicts, to give the judge the task of assess-
ing damages in defamation cases. The only
guidelines that juries have when assessing
these damages are the well publicised re-
ports of large verdicts in previous cases.
Such reports must naturally have an infla-
rio nary impact upon the general level of defa-
mafinn damages, as juries will tend to con-
sider the larger and therefore reported, ver-
dicts as the norm.

Judges are in a far better position to
assess where a particular case falls within
the whole spectrum of civil damages cases,
and also to be aware of the other end of the
defamation scale, at which most cases settle
for an apology and little more than costs.
Judges are also better placed to take account
of mitigating factors and the relevance of
costs.

To move respensibility for the assess-
ment of damages to the judge should lead to
greater consistency and thus predictability
in defamation awards. This in turn should
encourage more out of court settlements. It
may also reduce the incidence of appeals in
these matters. The appeal mechar,~sm is a
less cost-effective way of controlling fin-
grantlyinappropriate damages assessments.

Retractions
The case for a mandatory retraction or

apology in lieu of a damages award has been
much pressed of late. While it is an option
worth considering, I must confess to some
initial hesitancy on how it might work. How,
for example, would an order for cost operate
where a retraction order is the only remedy
granted? Howwould one distinguish, in costs
terms, between the derisory and the com-
ponsstory award? The costs consequences
of a verdict for one cent are obvious. Not so
the costs implications of a verdict requiring a
retraction. And where would the retraction
be placed? On page 1, or page 27? Would it be
gnven a promanence equal to that of the de-
famatory article? Even if there were to be a

legislative requirement of equal prominenee,
would that be effective to eradicate or negate
the original defamation? How, for example,
does one withdraw an imputation that a
minister is a child molester?’With a front
page disclaimer?

At common law, the making of an apology
by a defendant in the defamation action can
be taken into account in calculating the ex-
tent of liability for damages.’I’here has been
statutory recognition of this fact in all Austra-
lian jufisdicfinns except New South Wales,



and it is likely that this anomaly will be re.
dressed when amendments to the Act are
finalised.

Qualified privilege

The government is also committed to
examining the provisions relating to the
reasonable conduct of the publisher, one
element of the defeuce of qualified privilege
as established under the New South Wales
Act.

The operation of the defence of qualified
privilege has recently received judicial con-
sidemtion in the New South WalesSupreme
Court decision of
This matter concerned an editorial written
by Mr Paddy Mc Guiness, which strongly
criticised a paper written by the plaintiff as
being, in effect, u nprofession al. The de fences
of truth and fair comment failed, hut the
newspaper succeeded with its defence of
statutory qualified privilege under s.22 of the
Defamation Act. Justice Matthews upheld
the s.22 defence on the basis that the
publisher’s conduct was reasonable in the
circumstances. She took into consideration
factors such as the editorial writer’s exper-
tise and extensive experience, the material
on which he was commenting, the grounds
for the writer’s belief in the logic of his view-
point, and the reasonableness of that belief
given the information which was properly
available to the publisher at the time of pub-
lication. Another factor influencing the deci-
sion appears to have been the very great
importance of the subject matter, Aussat
Communications.

Justice Matthews further stated that in
the circumstances, the newspaper’s failure
to check every element of the report was not
unreasonable. Itwoald be imposing an unfair
and unrealistic burden on publishers to
suggest that exhaustive inquiries should
always be made.

The Morgan decision has naturally been
welcomed by the media, and is in line with
the government’s intention to review s.22
generally to emphasise the need for consid-
eration of all the surrounding circumstances
when determining reasonableness of publi-
cation. It should be pointed out that the case
is still subject to appeal.

Conclusion

I would like to conclude by acknowledg-
ing the need for revision of the law of defama-
tion, whilst emphatically denying the need
for partial or total abolition. There are no
easy solutions.

This article is an edited version of a paper
delivered by Mr Dowd to an Australia Press
Council Seminar on 27 October 198Y.

Lawyers respond to
Dowd speech

lan Angus is a Partner in the Sydney office of the legal firm

Mallesons, Stephen, Jacques

Public figure defence
This is well travelled ground. The media

in general are supportive of the introduction
of such a defence. If one analyses the nature
of the majority of defamation claims which
reach litigation, one cannot but sympathiee
with the media’s view.The bulk are by people
who would clearly pass the United States
public figure test and who are often in the
position of being able to respond in kind to
what has been said about them.

Unfortunately, Mr. Dowd is vague as to
how the submission on a public figure de.
fence will be treated by the government,
apart from a general statement that he has
"considerable reservations~ about the pro-
posal. The pros and cons have been amply
and publicly debated for many years. What
the government must decide now is whether
it considers there should be freedom of
speech and discussion about persons in-
volved in public life at the expense of those
few cases where there should be restrictions
on discussion however public the ligure is.
Unfortunately, it is the politicians who stand
to lose most if a public figure defence is
introduced. It is those same politicians who
will have to take the decision to introduce the
de fence.

Criminal Defamation
I agree, that if the offence of criminal

defamation is to remain, proceedings should
require the Attorney General’s fiat. How-
ever, I am concerned that Mr. Dowd envis-
ages criminal proceedings being com-
menced where, for instance, civil proceed-
ings would be ineffective against a person of
no financial substance or where the defama-
tion has a tendency to destroy confidence in
a public office. Thus, defamatory publica-
tions would be elevated to criminal offences
which would not hitherto have attracted
criminal sanction, qTnere is considerable
scope for misuse if those are the sorts of
factors to be taken into account. Indeed, this
could result in a marked increase in the

number of cases of criminal defamation
coming before the court rather than a de-

Limitation period
If a person considers he or she has been

defamed, there should be an obligation to
sue immediately or not at all I would wel-
come a reduction in the limitation period
from six years to six months. Too often plain-
tiffs sue many months or even years after the
event when witnesses and vital documents
have long disappeared, thus makingit impos-
sible to hold a fair trial. Indeed, I believe an
even shorter period is warranted - three
months at the most.

Truth and public benefit

I agree with the Attorney General that
the furthest the legislation should go i,s to
require that the defamatory imputation is
true and should relate to a matter of public
interest. However, I believe that the truth of
the matter complained of should be stfffi-
cient to establish a defence for a defendant.
The Attorney General refers to the usual
arguments for restricting the truth defence.
However, I believe the requirements of free-
dom of speech outweigh the risk of an inva-
sion of privacy in a small nunfi~er of cases. It
cannot be suggested that the press in Victo-
ria, South Australia or the Northern Terri-
tory is guilty of more invasion of privacy than
the other States because of the availability of
the truth alone defence. I am also not sure
that the requirement of a public interest ele-
ment in the defence prevents the ridiculing
of "minoritygroups’. The requirement in the
defence is for the imputation to "relate" to a
matter of public interest not for that imputa-
tion to be published "in the public interest".

Damages

I agree with the Attorney General’s ap-
parent view that damages awards are out of
control. Often there is simply no apparent
basis for a jury’s award. One suspects that



too much weight is given to a newspaper’s
circulation at the expense of a reasoned
evaluation of actual damage to reputation
suffered within the community. The obvious
solution is for the jury to make a finding for or
against the plaintiff and for the judge to as-
seas damages, as suggested by Mr. Dowd.

Retractions
I agree with Mr. Dowd’s reservations in

relation to mandatory retractions or apolo-
gies except that I believe his hesitancy should
be more than "initial’. It would be completely
impractical for the many reasons enumer-
ated by Mr. Dowd for a judge to decide when
a retraction should be published. Very oRen
whether or not a retraction and apology is
warranted in particular circumstances re-
quires a subjective decision on the limited
facts available at the time. ORen a judge
would be called upon to make a rapid deci-
sion based on incomplete material and infor-
marion. At present, a newspaper has to make
that decision and, il it is the wrong one, no
doubt it will suffer in the future in the form of
a proper damages award. Certainly, newspa-
pers make serious errors of fact and those
errors should be corrected. However, gener-
ally speaking a newspaper will be ready to
make such a correction and there is no need
for judidal intervention.

One small point - the Attorney General
appears to suggest that an apology" cannot be
taken into account in calculating damages in
New South Wales. That is not so. Apologies
are often pleaded in mitigation ofdanmges in
New South Wales actions. In other words,
the common law on this point applies in New
South Wales.

Mark O’Brien is a Partner at the Sydney office of the

legal firm Gadens Ridgeway

Defamation damages have recently
reached new heights both in the amount
awarded and the type of article attacked,
prompting some of the victims to appeal for a
change of rules. John Dowd’s proposed re-
forms offer little hope to publishers echoing
only the usual placatory noises made previ-
ously for reform in this area. The three sig-
niiicant proposals tilted at by Mr Dowd of a
six month limitation period, sealing on dam-
ages and a public figure defence have little
chance of reaching first base in New South
Wales or of be’rag adopted in other states.

Limitation period
A six month limitation period for com-

mencement of actions does have some merit.
The main head of damages for a defamatory
publication is the hurt to the plaintiff’s feel-
ings. If, after six months, the plaintiff is un-
aware of or unconcerned about a publication
s/he realistically cannot complain of such
hurt and should not be free to sue at a later
date for other financial advantage.A plaintiff
who is genuinely unaware of the publication
yet feels great hurt and damage to his or her
reputation as a result should always be at
]iberty to apply for an extension of the period
under the existing provisions of the Limita-
tion Act-

Ceiling on damages
A ceiling on damages may become a

signpost to a jury resulting in most awards at

the top of that range.Thls seems a dangerous
departure from the general principles of
compensatory damages applicable in tort.
Assessment of damages by the trial judge
would be preferable. Another option would
be to dispense completely with a jury. A qu ad-
riplegic and a whip-lash victim should not be
subject to the same ceding on damages nei-
ther should a bank manager accused in the
national press of involvement in a heroin ring
be limited to the same damages as a hair-
dresser slandered at a Darling Point dinner
party.

Public figure defence

The public figure ddenceis the proposal
least likely to fly par ticnlarly with politidans
at the controls, Many public f~rures are the
creation of the media and intense media in-
terest alone should not amount to a defunce.
On this proposal Mr Dowd candidly con-
cedes little interest or enthusiasm. While it
may have some merit as adopted in other
counh’ies, vat ticularly t~e United States, the
media in Australia should still bc compelled
to make all reasonable attempts for accuracy
in reporting on public figures and of course
would then have a defencc of qualified privi-
lege or at worst substantial Iruth. If the media
properly pcrfurm tbeir function a public fig-
ure defunce should be superfluous to those
already available.

¯ Qualified privilege
The ~uture of the statutory defe~re of

qualified privilege (S. 22 of the Defamation
Act NSW) will depend on the final outcome of
the Morn’an v Fairf~ case led: this case was
reported in the last issue of the CLB and is
currently set down for appeal before the
Court of Appeal in March 1990]. Section 22,
which was initially thought by many to have
provided newspapers with a qualified privi-
lege defence for mass publication has been a
great disappointment for the media. Judges
have always managed to find something
wrong with a newspaper’s or television
station’s treatment of a defamatory story in-
stead of considering the matter at a more
general level. They have tended to take a
very analylical and technicalappr oachwhlch
has invariably resulted in a finding against
the media defendant. Perhaps the answer is
to give the jury the task of deciding iI a
publication is reasonable in all the circum-
stances.

Terry Tobin, Q.C., argues that Mr.Dowd’s proposals confuse

~hurt feelings" with "damaged reputation" and illustrates
his point with the recent Lord Aldington case.

The Attorney-General makes two pro-
posals to deal with what he described as
recent unjustifiably high awards of damages
in defamation trials: impose a limit on the
amount which can be awarded for non-eco-
nomic loss; and take away from juries the
function of assessing damages and give it to
judges.

The idea of a cap on non-economic loss to
reputation and injury to feelings overlooks
the central social function of such damages,
namely the vindication of the plaintiffs repu-
tation.

This is weli-ilinstrated by the recent ac-
tion bronght by Lord Aldington (the former
Brigadier Toby Low) against Count Nikdial
Tolstoy over a pamphlet concerning his role
in the enforced repatriation of Cossacks and
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Yugoslavs by the British Army at the end of
the European war.’I’he pamphlet was written
by the epigonous Count Totstoy and distrib-
uted by Mr. Nigel Watts, a property devel-
oper who is said to have harboured a per-
sonal grudge against Lord Aldington.

Tolstoy wrote that "the man who issued
every order and arranged every detail of the
lying and brutality which resulted in these
massacres was Brigadier Toby LoW’. He
described the conduct of the then Brigadier
Low as comparable to the "worst butchers of
Nazi Germany or the Soviet Union". The
defendants pleaded justification and con-
ducted the trial as a stage upon which the
allegations against the British military in
general and Lord Aldington in particular
would be paraded and justified. Tolstoy was



joined as a defendant only after he had threat-
ened to issue a summons seeking to be made
a defendant. "I remember being puzzled
because I had never before heard of anyune
volunteering to be a defendant in a libel
action’, Lord Aldingtun told the defence
counsel, Mr. Richard Rampton Q.C.

During the trial, the defendant’s counsel
was reported to have clashed many times
with the plaintiff during the days of cross-
examination.

He told Lord Aldington when he began
hiscross-examination that although theywere
likely to agree on little, they could agree that
the allegations against Lord Aldington were
"as brutal as character-assassinafinn as you
are likely to see". He accused him of lying on
oathabout the datehegaveofhisreturu from
the war zone to England - which, if accepted
by the jury, meant he could not have written
crucial military orders for repatriation: "You
have deliberately given the jury false evi-
deoce." He suggested that the plaintiff could
fairly be described as a war criminal were he
proved to have forcibly repatriated 70,000
Cossack and Yugoslav prisoners, knowing
he was sending them to theh- deaths.

The trial itself was described as Britain’s
first War Crimes Trial and the defence was
conducted on the basis that the allegations
were true.

In the end, after some two months in
court, the jury returned averdict the sterling
equivalent ofA$3 miflion for the plaintiff.

In a case where the defendant sets out to
prove that a leading public figure is a war
criminal, and falls, it is difficult to see why a
jury verdict of this size should not stand. Of
course, if limited to injury to feelings alone, a
libel verdict could never exceed the highest
awards for personal injvxies. As for damage
to reputafinn however, there must be circum-
stances where vindication of the plaintiff
requires eanrmous damages.Aldington’s was
a case where the defeoce itself described the
charges as character assassination in the
first degree, accepted the challenge of prov-
ing the plaintiff was a war criminal, com-
pared him to a Nazi butcher and failed to
obtain a verdict from the jury.

It will be difficult to find informed press
comment on this case which does not reflect
the journalist’s special vulnerability to and
abhorrence of such verdicts. Moreover, it is
not possible here to do justice to the wider
debate about the role of juries other than to
assert that the "solution" of abolishing the
jury’s role should be resisted. While the
outcome of their deliberations may not be
predictable - as to who wins or by how much
- there is such general agreement among
lawyers as to the innate sense of justice in
mostjuryverdicts thatthe task ofvindicalion
of the plaintiff in libel actions should remain
with the jury.

The "Bond amendments"
Paul Marx explains the Broadcasting Amendments Bill 1989

T he Br,~adcusting Amendment Bill
1989 ( the Bill"), which amends the
Broadcasting Act 1942 ("the Act)
was introduced into the House of

Representatives on 1 November 1989. In his
Second Reading Speech the Minister for
Transport and Communications, the Hon.
Ralph Willis MP, observed that the Act ~has
rightly been described as a complex, un-
wieldy piece oflegislafinn".The amendments
proposed by the Bill, however, make the Act
more complex.

The Bill seeks to amend the ownership
and control provisions of the Act so as to
overcome problems with the currentlegisin-
tion perceived by some in the course of re-
cent inquiries by the Australian Broadcast-
ing Tribunal, most notably its inquiry into
matters concerning licensee companies
controlled by Mr Alan Bond. These prob-
lems were described as follows by the Min-
ster in his Second Reading Speech:

"At present, the Tdbunalwould be faced
with extremely limited options if, after con-
ducting an inquiry that it was required to
hold, it were to find that a commercial licen-
see was no longer ’fit and proper’, or no
longer had the financial, technical or man-
agement capacity to provide an adequate and
comprehensive service. It presently may only
impose licence conditions or suspend, re-
voke or not renew the license. But if the
licensee’s unsuitability was due to the con-
duct or character of a person in a position to
control the licensee company or its opera-
tions, licence conditions may not be an effec-
tive remedy. This is because the conditions
may not be cupable of affecting the influence
of the relevant person on the licensee com-
pany. The only other remedies available -
suspension, revocation or refusal to renew
the licence- would put the service of f the air."

Supplementary and public
licences

In addition to the significant changes to
the ownership and control provisions, the
Bill also contsins amendments relating to the
grant of licences for supplementary radio
services in regional areas and to the nature of
material which may be broadcast by the
holders of public licences. In summary, those
amendments:
(a) clarify the Minster’s power to initiate

joint inquiries into the grant of a licence
for a supplementary or a so-called
"independent" commercial FM radio
service in a regional area. The
amendments also confirm the

procedures to be adopted by the Tribunal
when holding such a joint inquiry;,

(b) permit aspiring public broadcasters to
transmit sponsorship announcements
when conductingtest~ransmissions;and

(c) permit public licensees to broadcast
community promotional material.

The amendments relating to the grant of
supplementary/independent commercial
FM licences are as a consequence of the
changed approach to the planning of such
services announced by the then Minister of
Communications, Michael Duff’y, on 24
February 1987. Under that approach to plan-
ning, the Minister forms a prima fade view as
to whether an area or market is able to sup-
port a new, competing service. Where the
Minister is in doubt an to the viabifity of a new
"independenff service the Tribunal consid-
ers simultaneously relevant supplementary
licence applications and applications lodged
with the Tribunal for the grant of a new
licence.The original provisions of the Princi-
pal Act containing criteria for the grant of
supplementary licences were drafted at a
time when it was contemplated that supple-
mentary licence applications would be con-
sidered by theTdbunal prior to a determina-
tion of any relevant "independent" licence
applications. In amending the Act to reflect
such changed planning procedures the Bill
provides that the amendments are not to be
taken to imply either that a power conferred
on the Minister or the Tribunal by the amend-
ments was not previously possessed by the
Minister or the Tribunal.

Suitability requirements
Central to the amendments to the owner-

ship and control provisions is a definition of
the term "suitability requirements~ which is
inserted in s.4 of the Act. The holder of a
commerciallicence fails to meet the suitabil-
ity requirements that apply to a licence if the
licensee is no longer a fit and proper person
to hold the licence or no longer has the
financial, technical and management capa-
bilities necessary to provide an adequate and
comprehensive service pursuant to the li-
cence. Similar "suitability requirements"
apply in respect of applications for approval
of relevant share transactions involving li-
censee companies.

Renewal of commercial
licences

The nature and extent of the new powers
conferred on the Tribunal by the Bill can be



summarized conveniently by reference to
the provisions relating to the renewal of
commercial licences. Similar provisions are
inserted in the Act in relation to the suspen-
sion and revocation of licences and the a~-
proval of share transactions.

As regards licorice renewals, the Bill
inserts a new s.86AAA in the Act following
the existing s.86AA, which latter section
contains the criteria for renewal of such li-
cences. The new s.86AAA empowers the
Tribunal to do any one or more of the follow-
ing where it is satisfied that the holder of a
commercial licenee has failed to meet the
"suitability requirements" that apply to the
liceoce:
(a) revoke, vary ur impose conditions 

the liconee;
(b) give directions under s.92M(1A); 
(c) give directions under s.92N(2A).

Directions under sections
92M and 92N

The Bifi expands the nature of directions
which may be given by the Tribunal in cir-
cumstances in which the Tribunal is satisfied
that the holder of a commcrcial licencc has
failed to meet the "suitability requirements’.
Anew subsection (1A) is inserted in s.92M 
the Act under which the Tribunal may give a
person directions for the purposes
(a) enabling or requiring the ticcnsec 

meet the’suitability requircmcnts" that
apply to the licence; or

(b) preventing the person from doing an act
or thing that is likely to have an adverse
effect on a number of matters such as
the licensee’s operations in providing
the relevant service and the selection or
provision of programs to be broadcast.
Directions may be given to a wide class of

persons in addition to the relevant licensee.
Such persons include a person who is in a
position to exercise conta’ol of thelieer
a person whose conduct, character or capac-
itygives rise to, orcontributes to thcliceosee’s
failure to meet the "suitabifity requirements’.
The directions may be given to a servant or
agent of such a person or, where the relevant
person is a company, a director of that com-
pany.

It is conceivable that it would be open to
the Tribunal to give directions under s.92M
to persons such as bankers and program
suppliers should it be of the view that their
conduct or capacity gave rise, for example, to
a licensee’s failure to possess the requisite
financial capability to provide an adequate
and comprehensive service pursuant to a

Similarly, the provisions for divestiture of
interests in a company arc expanded as a
consequence of amendments made by the
Bill to s.92N of the Act. In circumstances in
which theTribunal is satistied that the holder
ofacommercialliceece has failed to meet the

"suitability requirements" and that the hold-
ing by a person of particular interests in a
company gives rise to or contributes to the
licensee’s failure to meet the "suitability
requirements" directions may be given re-
quiring the relevant person to divest the
particular interests. The Tribunal also may
give directions to prevent that person dispos-
ing of the interests to a specified person or
persons included in a specified class of per-
SOUS.

Amendments to section
86AA

in addition to the amendments referred
to above, the Bill amends s.86AA of theAct by
inserting after subsection (4) the following
subscctiom
(4A)In determining whether it is advisable

in the public interest to refuse to renew
a commercial liconce under paragraph
4(b), the Tribunal is to have regard to:

(a) the existence of the powers referred 
in section 86AAA; and

(b) such other matters as the Tribunal

considers relevant." (emphasis added).
On first reading, the provisions contained

in the new s.86AA(4A) (b) could be taken 
restore the Tribunal to the position that
prevailed prior to the 1981 amendments to
the Act in which it had full discretion to
refuse to renew a licence rather than the
current limited discretion having regard to
criteria enumerated in theAct. However, that
apparently was not the intention of those
responsible for drafting the B~I.

A
lthough little guidance can be
ohizined from either theMinlster’s
Second Reading Speech or the
explanatory memorandum it

would seem that the new s.86AA(4A) (b) 
the ACt is designed to make it clear that in de-
termining whether it is in the public interest
to refuse to renew a commercial llcence in a
situation in which a licensee fails to meet the
"suitability requirements" the tribunal can-
tinues to have a wide discretion, limited only
by the scope and purpose of the Act. Any con-
fusion caused by the drslfing of the new
s.86AA(4A) probably is a result of"gr’a~ng"
the new provisions onto the existing legisla-
finn rather than makinga fuedamentalchange
to the scheme of the Act. A similar approach
has been adopted in relation to the arnend-
mcnts madc to the Act in respect of the
suspension and revocations of commercial
liceoces [see the new s,88(2A) (b)].

Never theless, the amendments made by
the Bill evince a clear legislative intention
that the Tribunal should have regard to the
other available remedies in the public inter-
est before refusing to renew or suspending
or revoking a commercial licence in circum-
stances where the holder of a licence fails to
meet "the suitability requirementS" applying
to that liceoce.
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Time limits for divestiture of
interests

As stated above, s.92N gdves theTribunal
expanded powers requiring persons to di-
vest interests in licensee companies.
S.92N(2A) (c) provides that the Tribunal 
the relevant circu instances may %.give such
directions as it thinks necessary to ensure
that the person ceases, before the end of the
period for 6 months commencing on the day
on which the direction is given, to hold speci-
fied interests in the company ..."

Itisinconceivable thnt any directim~wmfld

be authorized under s.92N(2A)(c) unless it
was one which required the divestiture of
interests within the period of six months. In-
deed, in his Second Reading Speech the
Minister stated:

~If a relevant interest is directed to be
divested a strict six month deadline will apply.
This is because by then it would have been
fuliy established by the Tribunal, if neces-
sary through court and Administrative Ap-
peals Tribunal avenues, that the licensee
failed to meet the suitability requirements
and that divestment was the appropriate
remedy."

imilar amendments are made to ss
90JA and 92FAA of the Act, which
sections deal with the approval of

~ share and other transac-
tions. In circumstances where the Tribunal
refuses to approve such transactions because
the relevant applicant has failed to meet the
"suitability requirements" that apply to the
licence, the Bill provides that the Tribunal is
not to grant an extension of the period of six
months for divestiture.

It is arguable that the lack of tlexibility in
respect of the time period allowed for dives-
titure could be contrary to the public interest
in some circumstances. There may be good
reasons which (but for the amendments
contemplated by the Bill) would lead the
Tribunal to conclude that it would be in the
public interest to permit a person 1o nger th an
six months to divest. For example, for rea-
sonable commercial reasons it may not be
possible to complete a sale and purchase of a
relevant interest prior to seven or eight
months after a direction to divest has been
received from the Tribunal. The option to
permit a vendor such an indulgence in the
public interest is removed by the Bill in its
present form. It remains to he seen whether
the Bill will be amended.

As at the date of writing, the Bill is still in
the Senate having been adjourned at the
Second Reading stage. Consequently, the
final form of the amendments to be made to
the Act is yet to be settled. Nevertheless, in
the current economic climate the "suitability
requirements" (particularly financial and
management capabilities) will come under
close scrutiny by the Tribunal in the course



Offer of amends defence succeeds:
Brennan v Nationwide News

Jillian Anderson and David Casperson

report on the first successful reliance on the apology defence in NSW

Background

I n a recent defamation trial befure Justice
Badgery-Parker and a jnry in the New
South Wales Supreme Cour t, the offer of
amends defence provided in Division 8

of the DefamationAct, 1974 (NS) as success-
fuliyr~sedbythepublisherofTheAustralian
newspaper. The. defence provides that, in
certain circumstances, an offer to publish an
apologs~ and pay costs is a defence to a claim
for damages for defamation. It is rarely
pleaded, and never successfully.

The first article complained of by Mr.
Brennan, "Casualties of the MediFrand War’,
as published in The Australian on 23 March
1988. T~e Australian published a follow -up
article on 26-27 March 1988 in the Weekend
Australian which as also sued upon. Both the
articles concerned an investigation of Dn
Frank Summers, a Newcastle general practi-
tioner, by officers of the Health h~surance
Commission. The articles described activi-
ties of the HIC’s Investigation Unit "led by
Mr. John Brennan" and referred in detail to
his activities in the course of that investiga-
tion. The article reported interviews with
several of Dr. Sunwners’patients, all of whom
complained about the activities of the officer
who carried out the investigations in New-
caste.

In May 1988, a statement of claim was
served on the publisher of The Australian
The plaintiff was described as John Brennan.
Therew as no request, prior to the issue of
the statement of claim, for an apology or cor-
rection to be published.

In September 1988, its acting chief of
stall authorised republication of the original
article in "New South W ales Doctor", the
journal of the New South Wales branch of the
Australian Medical Association. In Novem-
ber 1988, Mr. Breanan amended his state-
ment of claim to include this republication.

Mistaken identity
During the months following the service

of the statement of claim, the newspaper’s
solicitors, made enquiries and investigations
concerning the matters raised in the articles
and subsequently in October 1988 the news-
paper flied a defence of truth and qualified
privilege.

On 3 February 1989, in a conversation at

the Defamation List, Mr. Brennan’s counsel,
Mr. Evatt. made the newspaper’s solicitor
aware for the first time of the fact that there
were two persons known as John Brennan
employed in the New South Wales HIC In-
vestigations Branch. The solicitor found out
that the plaintiffas the manager of the Branch
and had not conducted the investigation re-
ferred to in the article, which as conducted
by an investigations officer also called John
Brennan. At the Defamation List, the
newspaper’s solicitor obtained leave to file an
amended defence withdrawing the defences
of truth and qualified privilege.

The offer of amends
On 17 February 1989, the newspaper

made an offer of amends to Mr. Brennan
pursuant to Part 3 Divisinn 8 of the Defama-
tion Act 1974 (NS). The offer was not ac-
cepted and on 3 March 1989 the newspaper
obtained leave to file, and subsequently filed,
a defence pleading the making of that offer.
The newspaper also published an apology to
Mr. Brennan, even though the offer had not
been accepted.

In order to comply with the pro~isinns of
the Act. the newspaper had to establish that
the publication of the articles as innocent.
When an article is published and it may be
defamatory of a person, the article is inno-
cent only if at and before publication the
publisher and the servants and agents con-
cerned with its pubhcation:
(a) exercised reasonable care in relation 

the article and its publication;
(b) did not intend the article to 

defamatory of that person; and
(c) did not know of circumstances 

reason of which it may be defamatory of
that person.

When the offer is made and not accepted,
it is a defence to proceedings brought in
respect of the article that:
(a) its publication was innocent in relation

to the plaintiff;
Co) the offeror made the offer as soon as

practicable after becoming aware that
the matter in question is or may be
defamatory of the plaintiff;

(c) the newspaper was ready and willing 
perform anyagreement arising by the
acceptance of its offer before the
commencement of the trial; and
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(d) the author of the article was not
motivated by ill will.

The paper proves its case
To prove its case, the newspaper called

the journalist who wrote the articles, Mark
McEvoy. He gave evidence of the extensive
inquiries which he had made prior to writing
the articles. He had spoken to each of the
persons mentioned in the articles, and had
copies of writtan statements from some of
those persons. He had also attempted to
contact the investigator, John Brennan, at
the HIC but had been told that he as unavail-
able. The journalist’s evidence was that he
was not made aw are by anyone at the HIC
that there was more than one John Brennan
employed there, or that the Manager flnves-
tigafions) of the HIC’s New South Wales
branch went by the name of John Brannan.
He was completely unaware of the plaintiffs
existence. This evidence was accepted by
the jury.

T
he editor of The Australian at the
time the articles were published,
Alan Farrelly, and the editor-in-chief
of the newspaper at the time, Les

Itoliings, also gave evidence of procedures
adopted by the newspaper and eftheir rote in
the preparation and publication of the at-
ficles, Neither of them were aware prior to
publication of the existence of the second
John Breanan.

The newspaper’s solicitor gave evidence
that she believed the, John Brennan de-
scribed as the plaintiff in the statement of
dakn to be the same person described in the
articles, and she was not aware until the
conversation with Mr. Evatt on II February
1989 that the plaintiff was in fact a different
person to the person to whom the article
intended to refer. This as despite inqu’uies
which she had undertaken in about August
1988 which provided some evidence that
there was some information available to the
newspaper and its legal advisers at that time
suggesting that another John Brennan had
conducted the patient interviews in New-
castle.

The trial Judge held, in a ruling during
the trial, that the knowledge referred to in S.
43(1) (b) of the Defamation Act meant actual
knowledge, not constructive knowledge. For
this reason, the relevant time when the



newspaper became aw are that the ar ticlew
as or may be defamatory of the plaintiff was
in February 1989, rather than in August 1988
or earlier. The offer being put o n sh or tly after
that time as therefore made by the newspa-
per =as soon as practicable after becoming

The trial judge ruled that the offers
complied as a matter of law with the formali-
ties required by the Act and left them to the
iury in regard to all three poblicafioas.

The judge also directed the jury that Mr,
Breiman was not entitled to damages in re-
spect of avuldahle loss, that is, loss which by
the exercise of reasonable steps on his own
behalf he might have avoided. Therefore, he
could not recover damages resulting from
the failure of the newspaper to publish a
correction and apology until almost a year
after publication of the original articles, as
the plaintiff could have reduced the harm
suffered by bringing to the newspaper’s at-
tention the fact that there were two persons
known as John Breiman within the HIC.

In respect of the first and second articles
sued upon, the jury found in favour of the
newspaper. The jury found each of those
publications were innocent in relation to the
plalntiffand the offer of amends was made as
soon as reasonably practicable after the de-
feedant had become aware of the true facts.

In relation to the republication in New
South Wales Doctor Magazine, the jury found
that the matter complained of w as not inno-
cent in relation to the plaintiff. The basis of
that answer was a finding by the jury that the
newspaper had not exercised reasonahie
care in allowing republication of an article
upon which a statement of claim had already
been issued.The iur y awarded the plaintiff in
respect of the third article $10,000 damages.

fillian Anderson is a solicitor in the Sydney
Office of Blake Dawson, Waldron. David
C.a@e~son is a Sydney barrister

The Bond amendments
from p7

of lieence renewal inquh’ies and transaction
inquiries. It should not be long before the
practical implementation by the Tribunal of
the amendments contemplated by the Bill
will be seen.

In his Second Reading Speech the Minis-
ter stated that the Bill "represents the first
stage of legislation to reform the operation of
broadcasting regulation." We await the "fur-
ther reforms" which are to be contained in
amendments to be introduced in the Autonm
and Budget Sittings d Parliament in 1990.

Paul Marx is a Partner with the Sydney
Legal firm of Boyd, House and Partners.

The Newspaper Rule
Grant Hattam examines the development of this rule and its

recent application in Victoria.

Background

W
~ hat is told to journalists is not

rated in law with the same
importance as what is told to
priests, doctors or lawyers.

The latter three professions have an absolute
privilege. They do not have to reveal under
any circumstances what has been told to
them. Journalists don’t have that privilege.
What I’m told as a lawyer will never be re-
vealed.Ajournalist, however, if ordered by a
court to do so, must reveal his or her source
or face the consequences.

That does not mean, of course, that a
journalist wift necessarily reveal the identity
of the source, even though ordered by a
court. He or she may refuse to do so thereby
abiding by the journalists’ code of ethics. As
a result, there can be a conviction for con-
tempt which may mean gaol.

That will only happen if a court in the first
place refuses to apply what is known as "the
newspaper rule".

Recently, the Supreme Court of Victoria
did apply the newspaper rule and refused an
application by the Guide Dog Owners and
Friends Association (the Lady Nell School)
for the journalists who wrote a story in The
Melbourne Herald to disclose their sources.

Cynics say that the rule has evolved
s’imply because some judges could not bear
the adverse publicity of sending iournalists
to gaol for refusing to divulge their sources
until absolutely necessary. In other words, a
sort of semi-privi/ege has been afforded to
journalists that has evolved as a matter of
practice.

The Conjuangco Case
To understand the Cojuangco case is to

understand the newspaper rule.
In an artlcle in The Sydney MorMng Herald,

a man called Cojuangco was allegedly
defamed.The article concerned his affairs in
the Philippines and the allegation that he was
corrupt. He felt sufficiently aggrieved towant
to issue proceedings in Australia for
defamation. But who could he sue? In New
South Wales, there is a statutory defence
available to a newspaper. Cojuangco was
uulikely to succeed if be sued the newspaper
because of this defimce.

Therefore, what could he do in order to
have his reputation, as he saw it, restored? As
the article itseif placed great reliance on the
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sources mentioned in the article for the hffor-
marion relied on, Cojuasgco made applica-
tion that the journalist concerned should
reveal his sources. Indeed, the whole article
had the striking feature of being based on
statements from leading and senior figures.
The court, whose ruling was upheld in sub-
sequent appeals, agreed with Cojuangco’s
application.

The courts significantly found that there
is such a thing as "the newspaper rule" which
protects journalists from revealing sources.
But that rule will not apply ifiusticc demands
that it should not.

J
usticein the Cnjuasg~o case did make
such a demand. The courts felt that
he would have been prejudiced with-
nut such disclosure. C~uangco did

not liave any successful prospocts of an ac-
tion against the paper because of the spedal
defence available to the newspaper. Such a
defence, however, was not available to the
sources. It was only by having the sources as
defendants that Cnjnangcu could endeavnur
to restore his reputation. The court made it
clear, however, that if he bad had a reason-
able action against the newspaper the jour-
nalist, at least until the N~I ol the action,
would not have to reveal the identity of the

The Sydney Mor~ivg Herald was faced
with the prospect ol its journalist having to
reveal his sources. It is not surprising that a
very logical step then tonk place, The news-
pspor simply stated to the court that it would
not rely upon the statutory defence. It would
simply rely on other defenees such as truth.
It stol~ed itself frnm being in any better
position of defending an actinn than any
source would be.

Accordingly, the newspaper rule was
applied upon the under t~ng by The Sydney
Morning Herald to abandon its statutory
defence and the journalist did not have to
disclose his sources. Cojuangco, in other
words, was left with an action against The
Sydney Morning Heraldwhich was inn n better
position to defend that action that any source
would be.

The Lady Nell Case
In the recent Victorian Lady Nell case,

the Full Court of the Supreme Court believed
that iustice would not he denied to the
plaintiffs if the newspaper rule was applied.
The defendants in that case akeady had an



existing’actian against TheMelbourneHerald.
How could justice demand that the plaintiffs
know the sources of the information as well?
The paper was in no better pesition to defend
the case than any source would be. As a
matter of fact, the paper abandoned its
defences of qualified privilege and fair
comment and simply said that it would rely
on the defence of truth. That being so the
paper could not be in any better position to
defend the action thatwhat any source would
be. Further, as the paper was in a position to
pay any damages that may be awarded to the
plaintiffs in the case itwas simply unnecessary
to have any sources added as defendants.

The newspaper rule has produced an
extraordinarily bizarre situation. Ira plaintiff
seeks preliminary disclosure of a journalist’s
source, he will not obtain that order if he has
an effective remedy against the newspaper.
Where it appears, however, that the newspa-
per may have a stronger defence than the
source, then disclosure may be ordered in
favour of the plaintiff in the interest or justice.
Accordingly, a court hearing an application
for disclosure of a source must take into ac-
count the merits of the newspaper’s de.fence.
If follows, therefore, that it is in the plaintiff’s
interest to demonstrate to a court, as far as
she/he can, when making an application for
disclosure, that she/he does not have an ef-
fective right of action against the newspaper.
It also follows that it is in the newspaper’s
interests to demonstrate to a court that the
plaintiffalready has an effective action again st
it. It is a curious situation when the parties to
an action try to demonslrate the weaknesses
of their case to the court. Indeed, if a news-
paper defendant’s defence is looldng better
than what the source’s defence might be,
then the newspaper, as in the Cojuangco case
willprobablywish to weaken its case by aban-
doning defences that are not available to the
source.

The Implications of the rule

The recent Lady Neil decision is indeed
important. Imagine if a paper was faced with
a source application every time a plaintiff
issued a defamation proceeding against it.
The newspaper, regardless of the merit eft_he
plaintiff’s defamation case, would in many
cases feel the pressure not to reveal the
source, because to do so would be to breach
the undertaking of a journalist. Accordingly,
in an effort to resist disclosure, the newspa-
per may offer money to the plaintiff in order
for the plaintiffnot to proceed with the appli-
cation for disclosure of sources. This will be
particularly painful and against the public
interest because the plaintiff’s defamation
action may have no merit at all.

Alternatively, the paper could adopt the
stance of instructing its journalists to say to
sources that, if called upon by a court, they
will have to reveal the sources’ identity. If this

policy was adopted by the newspapers, it
could mean an end of news as the public
knows i t to day. Sources would simply dry up.
The collection of news, in many cases, in-
volves leaks from unidentified members of
parliament, government bureaucracies,
major corporations and many different or-
ganlsations, In many cases, the most terrible
wrongs in society might not be brnught to
the public’s attention but the anonymity of
the source of the information provided. This
is a fact of life. If is, after all, the media which
accepts the responsibility and liability for the
matters that are published.

T
he decision in the Lady Nell case
does not mean that the newspaper
rule will automatically be applied by
a court to protect journalists from

revealing sources. It does mean, however,
that it will be applied unless the plaintiff can
demonstrate that his or her case may be
prejudiced unless an order for disclosure is
made. As Mr Justice Hunt said in the initial
Cojuangco decision, the existence of an ef-
fective right of action by a plaintiff against a
newspaper would seem to him to be a sufti-
cient answer to an application for disclosure.
He also said, "It is difficult to see how the
pursuit of a merely person al satisfaction could
be in the interests of justice". Accordingly,
the onus rests upon the plaintiff to demon-
strate that justice requires disclosure.

The rule’s applications
should be extended

It is submitted that the operation of the
newspaper rule should be extended to the
actual trial of the action itseif as well as the
pretrial process. After ail, the High Court in

Cojuangco stated that the existence of the
rule is a factor to he taken into account in the
exercise of judicial discretion pursuant to the
Supreme Court discovery rules in Victoria
and New South Wales. Why not extend the
rule to the actual trial?

T
he same prindples that justify the
existence of the newspaper rule in
the preqaS.al process should also jus-
tify its existence in the actual trial

itseK It is often, after all, the newspaper that
suffers by not calling its source at the lrial to
give evidence.

This, in effect, has been reeognised in
the United I~Sugdom through S. 10 of the
Contempt af Court Act 1981. That section
provides in general terms that no court may
require a person to disclose, nor is any per-
ann guilty of contempt of court for refusing to
disclose, the source of information contained
in a publication for which he is responsible
unless it is established that disclosure is
necessary ha the interest of justice, national
security or for preventiun of disorder or crime.
It can be seen that the effect of this section is
to extend the newspaper rule to the sctual
trial of the action.

The courts over the last 100 years have
carefully weighed the competing principles
and have come to the coeclasion that the
proper flow in disaeminatinn of the informa-
tion would be significantly hampered if the
newspaper rule and the pr~dples which
support it were not given significant weight.
For these reasons, the newspaper rnle should
be maintained, strictly enforced and ex-
tended.

Grant Hattam is a lawyer in the Melbourne
of~ce of Corrs, Solicitors

TELEVISION 2000-
CHOICES AND
CHALLENGES

Ros Kelly, Minister for Telecommunications, discusses the

government’s agenda for reform of the Broadcasting Act

ince coming to this portfolio ear-
lier this year, I have been greatly
impressed by two things.

The first is the rapid pace of
in communications. The second is

the growiug~ter-relationship between tele-
communications, radiocommunications, and
broadcasting.

I see several fundamental questions. What
sort of broadcasting system do we want in
the year 2000? What will technology permit
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us to do? Whatwillwe be able to afford? What
will be the role of government? Will the
industry we now know undergo further
substantial change?

These questions are important for the
government, the public, and the industry.

High definition television

I want to make particular mention of one
aspect of technological change - high defmi-



The government’s concerns are twofold.
Firstly, wc wish to ensu~ that the develop-
ment of international standards for HD’IW
avoids the mist&kes of the past and that we
properly respond to Australia’s future re-
qulrement~

I believe we would be best served by a
single worldwide production standard for
HDTV. This would enhance international
program exchange, and recognise the ad-
vantages of equipment compatibility.

Secondly, when assessing the options
presented by ~and other developments
in television technology, the government will
be looking to systems that give the maximum
benefit to consumers at an affordable cost.

We will also consider the interests of the
broadcasting, program production, and
manufacturing industries.

The choices and challengers

Changein broadcasting presents choices
and challenges:choiceswb2ch must be made
and challenges which must be me~.

Change is by its nature difficult to pre-
dict. The government is concerned that the
interests of Australian audiences are safe-
guarded, and thatlicencees continue to meet
their obligations to provide quality services
that comply with prevailing standards.

T
heir obligations are not discretion-
ary. They are a condition of the li-
ccnces.They need to bc met, just as
much as financial obligations need

to bc met, if the present licensees are to re-
main in business. Leaving aside current
problems, pressing though they are, broad-
casters, public interest groups and govern-
ment should welcome social and technologi-
cal change and work co-operatively to struc-
ture a system that serves all Australians.

I have often heard it said that we in Aus-
tralia have one of the best broadcasting sys-
tems in the world. Unless we rise to the
challenge of change our system ~ become
~ffedor to those ha the rest of the world.

The government accepts the responsibil-
ity to ensure that the regulation of broadcast-
ing is set at an appropriate level. We are faced
with making choices which affect the sin-
cerely held views of different groups. These
are d~fficuif issues which require careful
consideration. We only have limited oppor tu-
nities to get the answers right. In fulfilling
our responsibilities, we will be looking to the
industry and public interest groups for sup-
port and c~operatinn.

The government expects all groups in
the broadcasting industry to look beyond
their immediate seif-imercst or concerns,

wtKle recngnising the operatom" right tu make
a fair return on investment- Allinterest groups
should also consider whether existiug regu-
lation arrangements remain the best way to
achieve our various goals including high
quality and diversity in programming.

The reform agenda

The government intends to bring for-
wnrd in the autamn sittinga of 1990 a package
of measures to improve the effldency of the
ownership and control scheme. We Hill also
belookingto streamline theAustralian Broad-
ca6fingTribanars public inquiry processes.

While we are taking these immediate
actions, we remain conscious of the need to
examine the wider perspective of broadcast-
ing regulation.

It is fair to say that this remains a complex
task. Those who would pursue simplistic
solutions based on either naive deregalatory
approaches or on heavy-handed prescriptive
regulation fail to appreciate this complexity.
They fail to appreciate the changing tecimc-
logical, community and economic environ-
ment within which this industry Hill need to
operate.

ur basic premise is that future
legislation must more clearly
serve explicit policy objectives,
and that the industry is subject

only to the minimum regulation necessary.
Tnegover nmcnt has akcady made it clear

that full deregulation of broadcasting is not
be appropriate. People recognise that broad-
casting is different in many ways from other
industries, as it involves so many important
public interest issues. This means that we
will still nccd a proper regime of licensing
and standards, as well as rules relating to
ownership.The regulatinns that remain must
be capable of efficient administration, while
providing certainty, appropriate public ae-
ccss and natural justice.

These objectives do not mean that the
government plans the abolition oftheAustra-
lian Broadcasting Tribunal, the abolition or
amendment of the ownership levels, the re-
laxation of foreign ownership rules, or to
allow self-rngulatien in areas such as the
Australian content and children’s program
requirements.

The key issues

In the context of the overall review the
government has an open mind and will be
address’rag seven key areas:

¯ how future broadcastinglegislalion can
best serve the government’s explicit

policy obiectives includhg the aim that
there be no morereg~lation of industry
than is necessary to support stated
objectives;

* the regulatory implications of the
interactions between existing and
emerging communications services
and the needs of the legislation that
governs them;

¯ the re-structuring of communications
planning processes to provide greater
scope for broadcasters to take the
imtiativewhile also providing for proper
accountability through a more
Iransparent process;

¯ aspects of the ownership and control
scheme in broadcasting;,

¯ the need for a more efticient and rational
approach to licence allocation, review,
and renewal;

¯ examination of the regulation of
prngrmmning standards to ensure that
qualityis malntainedin the broadcasting
system under any new arrangements;
and

¯ re-examination of the nature,
responsibilities and method of operation
of the regulatory agencies and the
ff~vision of responsibilities between
them and the government‘

T
hese are difficult and important is-
sues.Weintend this to be agenuinely
wide-ranging review that is free to
explore all options and test them

against the political, community and eco-
nomic context before the government makes
any decisions.

We will be providing opportunities for
consultation, andhopcthat the debate,which
wiU no doubt be robust, will also be obiective
and constructive. We should remember that
the Australian Broadcasting Tribunal has
carried out a difficult task over the past few
years. Indeed, some would argue that it has
had an imposs’~ble task.

The Tribunal has had to carry out its
statutory respons~ilities in a rapidly chang-
ing social and technological environment_ It
has had to do so within a legislative frame-
work that is far ~rom satisfactory.

This is an edited version of the opening
speech by the Honourable Ros Kelly, MP,
given in her capacity as then Acting Minister
for Transport and Communications to the
Australian Broadcasting Tribunal
conference "Television 2000 - Choices and
Challenges" on 16 November 1989.
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The role of Austel in
deregulation

Judy Stack, of Bond Communications

argues that deregulation must be anchored in vigorous

regulation by Austel.

I
n the Australian telecommunications
arena today, "deregulation~" is the buzz
word, regulation is the anathema but
deregulation cannot be achieved with-

out regulation.
Regulation and free enterprise are words

rarely found in the same sentence. However,
free ente~risein the communications indus-
’a-y can only prosper i/Austel actively regu-
lates Teleeom’s activities. There is a tremen-
dous imbalance in the power of those o~rat-
ingin the marketplace. While a monopoly of
this s’tze and power continues unchecked,
effective competition from the private sector
is all but impossible.

Monopolies are terrible things unless
you happen to own one. In telecommunica-
tions, regulation of the monopoly is essential
i~ deregulation is to proceed. So what then is
Austel’s role?

Austei’s task

Austel is a lean organlsation with acces-
S’lble staff however its existence has set very
high expectations within the industry.

Austel has three major constituencies:
¯ its political masters being

- cabinet
- minister (departmenO

¯ the telecommunications industry
- public sector (carriers)
- private sector (telecommunications

companies)
- unions and associations

¯ and of course the general pob~c
- the system users (corporations) and
- basic telephone users(Mr and Mrs

Average)
Austel will obviously have difficulty satis-

fying the interests of all three groups but i~
deregulation is the des’wed end then Austel
must provide the means, and the means is
found in achieving a balance between these
groupings. Balance can only be found
through regulation and the creation ofalevel
playing field between the monopoly, Tele-
corn, and the private sector.

Robin Davey, chairman of Austel, has
constantly espoused Austel as a facilitator.
Being a’facilitator~ is fine, but being a’regu-
lator’ is essential. What is needed is a regu-
latoc to redress the imbalance in the market

- Telecom has to be regulated.
The telecommunications industry has

long been subjected to an intolerable farce,
that is, Telecom as a commercial services
provider and regulator. The 25 May 1088
Statement recognised this and sought to
resolve the conflict by creating an independ-
ent regulatory authority with five major ar-
eas of responsibility:, technical regulation;
protecting the carriers monopely;protecting
competitors from unfair carrier practices;
protecting consumers against misuse nfthe
carriers’ monopoly powers; and finally, pro-
motion of efficiency of carriers especiaUy in
relation to the public carders’ community
service obligations.

The Telecommunications Act 1989, ree-
ognises the need for a regulator role and this
is clearly spelt out in ss. 18-24- those sections
dealing with the general functions of Austel.
Section 24 gives it the power to carry out
those functions.

If Austel is to work towards the creation
of a level playing field, it must take an aggres-
sive regulatory role to correct the imbalance
in the market.

Telecom has restricted not only the pri-
vate sector but also the other carriers. Assat
has been brought to its knees financially
becauseitwasprevented from functio~ng as
it was designed to do. The protection of
Telecom has been at great cost to the come
munity both financially and in limited service
offerings.

Alevel playing field can only be achieved
through reducing Telecom to the same op-
l~r tunity level as the private sector;, or regu-
lation to avoid, in the words of Henry Ergas,
"the incumbent’s accumulated dominance
from distorting the competitive process"
together with the provision of compensation
to the private sector, for instance, tax rebates.
Telecom could also be excluded from the
market for a limited period. There is a good
case which can be put for baring Telecom
from the non-reserved services market for 3
- 5 years.

Accounting practices

Most important is policing the relation-
ship between carriers and competitive sup-
pliers and the ability of Telecom to cross

subsidise its commercial activities from its
reserved service activities. The conflict is
enormous and the potential for abuse is very
tempting. Separate accounting measures
included in the Telecommunications Act to
assist in controlfing un~Sair practices by carri-
ers is not enough.

IfTeleeom is to be allowed to continue to
operate in the non-reserved services mar-
ket, Austel should require Telecom to have
arms length companies where it operates in
the competitive arena. This structural sepa-
ration is essential to give the private sector
greater confidence that monopoly abuse by
Telecom will be eliminated.

Further, the accounting policies and
turn on ~vestmeat criteria of these compa-
nies must be regularly monitored. Telecom
should not be allowed to use its market and
dominant financiul position to enter into
ventures where it will not see a commercia/
return just to block the successful entry of
other parties.

Austel must be vigilant in peticing poten-
tial unfair practices by carders. It has the
power to do so. Section 20 of the Telecom-
munications Act says:

~[~he functions of Austel include protect-
ing the suppliers of competitive facilities and
services from unfair practices of the carriers,
and generally promoting fair and efficient
market conduct in relation to the supply of
competitive facilities and services, and for
those purposes:

(a) regulating the manner in which the
reserved ~cilifies and services of carriers
are made available to suppliers of competi-
tive facilities and services; and

(b) regulating the manner in which the
carriers supply competitive facilities and

Further reading of the Act suggests
Austel not only has the power to act as a
regulator, it must be a regulator whether it
desires to be or not.

Community service
obligations

Bond Communicafinns inifiated Free-
dom of Ieformation Act requests to uncover
the results of the Bureau of Transport and
Communications Economics’ study into the
costs ef Telecom’s community service obli-
gutions (CSOs).

I am very glad to state that our attempts,
and those of others,have now beee rewarded
with the publication of the Bureau’s findings.
As we have long suspected, the CS0’s costed
a mere $240 million in 1987/1988.

The CS0s have long been the bogey
behind which Telecom has asserted its right
to the monopoly and, in Iact, this b ogeyforms
the fundamental basis for the whole thrust of

cwntinued on p15
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The ’commercial viability criterion’:
Wesgo Communications & beyond

Ken Brimaud examines the development of the ABT’s approach

to this topical requirement in the Broadcasting Act

T
he recent unreported judgment of
the full court of the Federal Court in
~ v "~:esgo Communications
(1989) provides a timely opportunity,

particularly given the present happer~ngs in
the broadcasting industry, to examine just
where the concept of commercial viability
stands today and its likely future.

The nexus between good programs and
the ability to pay for them has provided from
the beginning the basis for the view that
licences for new commercial stations should
not bc granted unless the proposed station
would be financially viable. However, it was
only in 1977 that amendments to the Broad-
casting Act gave this concern legislative
expression and the Australian Broadcasting
Tribunal (ABT) was required to have "due
regard" to the commercial viability of the
commercial broadcasting or television sta-
tions in the relevant area served or to be
served when granting or renewing alicence.

The U.S. Position

In the U.S case of FCC v Sanders Broth-
trs Radio Station (1949) the US Supreme
Court held that although the Federal Com-
missions Act was neither intended nor de-
signed to protect licensees against competi-
tion, such competition is not to bc disrs-
garded entirely by the Federal Communica-
tions Commission flvCC) because in certa~
instances it may become so ruinous as to
cause not only financial hardship to the
compoting s~afion, hut also an overall degra-
dation of service to the public. In such situ-
ations, the court concluded that the effect
competition should be considered by the
FCC in implementing its licensing policy.

The FCC in subsequent years adopted a
licensing policy premised on the theory that
competition could not be adverse to the
public interest but in 1958 the Court of Ap-
peals for the District of Columbia Circuit in
(~ari’oll Broadcasting Comoanv vFC~ de-
finitively established the relevance of
nomic injury to the public interest and made
it incumbent upon the FCC to consider this
factor in allocating uses and wave lengths
assigned for commercial broadcasting be-
tween competing uses and geographical
areas to ensure the most efficient use in the
public interest. The FCC was to issue a li-
eenccwhen the applicant could showthat the

grant would serve the public "interest, con-
venlence, or necessity".

The ABT approach

In the first detailed investigations of
"commercial viability ~ by the ABT in the
Coifs Harbour Hcence Grant inquiry and in
its Albany Commercial Viability inquiry
dm’ing 1983~4, a definition of commercial
viability was decided upon which in succes-
sive years remained basically intact. The
Tribunal said that the proper interpretation
of commercial viability as used in the Broad-
casting Act:

" means the ability of a broadcasting or
television station to survive commercially
while effectively @erating in accordance ~th
the condition~ of its licence and providing an
adequate and comprehensive service pursuant
to the undertaking required to be ~ven under
tke Act"

The Tribunal had regard to the FCE. its
sister authority in the US, and concluded that
there was "a significant similarity in the
approach required to be taken by the FCC
and the Tribunal". Indeed it expressly stated
that in its view it had a "prbnary duty to act in
the public interest".

The Perth inquiry

This general approach to the Interpreta-
tion and application of the commercial viabil-
ity criterion continued in subsequent years.
In the first metropolitan television licence
grant inquiry for 20 years (for a third com-
mercial television station to serve Fer th) the
Tribunal endorsed and more hilly expanded
upon the principles enunciated and devel-
oped in the Coffs Harbour and Albany inquir-

It adopted the same definition of ’com-
mercial viability’, considering that criterion
within the context of the public interest and
saying that it wonld not feel constrained from
malting a decisinn which could ]eopurdise
the commercial viab~ity of existing stations
but would "explore the degree of likeRhood
and balance that degree against other public
interest factors".

The Tribunal in the Perth licence grant
thquiry took a very practical approach to the
application of the criterion equating its as-
sessment with that made:

"of Plat~s for other publie services, such as
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roads, airlines, sporting grounds and unive~i-
ties because there is rarely one simple daminat-
in~ factor. A facility which extends existing
services inevitably affects existing services to
som~ extent’.

uch an approach placed the com-
mercial viability criterion no
higher than other ~actors to be
considered in the public interest.

The Tribunal rejected the use of the expres-
sion ’commercial viability’ "in a special com-
mercial or trade sense" refus’mg to equate it
simply "with profitability or rate of return on
investment, although both those elements
are among useful indicators" which it must
consider.

The significance of the Tribunal’s deci-
sion in the Perth inquiry was its considera-
tion of the "commercial viability~ criterion in
a practical, commonsense and non-legalistic
manner within the context of the other statu-
tory criteria and public interest considera-
tions which both the Broadcasting Act and
experience require the Tribunal to "have
regard to".

This approach was not far removed from
the approach in the United States following
the decision in the Carroll case.

The 1985 amendments

The link between viability and service to
the community was perhaps more positively
reflected in fur ther amendments to the Act in
1985 which introduced the service-based
concept of planning and licensing. Section
83(6)(c)0ii) provided that the Tribunal
should not refuse to grant the licence unless
it appeared to the Tribunal that it was advis-
able in the public interest to refuse to do so,
having regard to the treed for the commercial
viability of the service provided pursuant to
the existing licence.

In considering the grant of a commercial
licence, the Tribunal was now no longer
obliged to consider the commercial viability
of the broadcasting and television stations
~a-eady serving the proposed area of the
licence applicant, but to have regard to "the
need for the commercial viability of the serv-
ice or services provided pursuant to the other
license or other licances" having service
areas that overlap the service area.

The first licence grant inquiry conducted
by theTribunal under the 1985 amendments



to the Broadcasting Act was in relation to a
grant ot’a new commercial FM licence in the
same area as that served by the applicant’s
existing AM radio station ’2GO Gosford’. In
that 1988 inquiry the Tribunal adopted the
principles formulated and method of analy-
sis applied in previous licence grant inquir-
ies. In reaching its decision to grant a new
commercial FM mdio licence to serve the
Gosford Wyong area.

In 1989, Wesgu Communications appeal-
ing the 2GO decision succeeded in its sub-
mission to the Federal Court that the Tribu-
nal erred by considering not the commercial
viability of the service provided by Weago,
but the conunercial viability of Weago itseif,
irrespective of the service it was providing
pursuant to the 2GO ticence 0Ares~o Com-
munications vABT). Because the Tribunal
had extensively referred to earlier decisions
all made under earlier legallsetion, made
frequent references to commercial viability
in the context of a broadcasting station’s
viability and failed to specifically use the
expression ’commercial viability of the serv-
ice’ Justice Sheppard, although recognising
that the Tribunal was aware of and may have
considered the new legislation, concluded
that theTribunal had erred in its application
ors. 83(6) (c) (lii). He appeared to have 
the view that the 1985 amendments to theAct
substituting the expression ’service’ for ’sta-
tion’ signified a substantive change.

The ABT vindicated
The matter went on appeal to the Full

Court of the Federal Court which held that
the 1985 amendment to s. 83(6) (c) (ill):

~was not designed to effect any relevant
substantive change to the law; rather it was a
consequential amendment designed to adjust
the terms of the Broadcasting Act consequent
upon the change of the basis of licensing from
single ’stations" (which referred to physical
structures) to "service areas’, that is to say, in
relation to a licence, the area to be served
pursuant to the licence~.

The Full Court took the view that when
the Parliament directed the attention of the
Tribunal to the need for the commerdal
viability of the service or services provided
pursuant to other llcences "it was dealing
with a practical question which turned upon
the financial feasibility of the operations
conducted by the relevant licensee with the
respect to the relevant service". Although
the ’service’ comprises the programs that
are broadcast, these do not stand apart from
the general conduct of the operations of the
licensee pursuant to the licence. The Full
Court said that:

~lt is too limited a reading of the expression
of sub-s 83(6) ~he commercial viability of the
seruice ...... provided pursuant to the other
licence’, to treat it as referring merely to the

program material provided to the listening

public in the service area"
Rather, what is involved is a "a practical

test designed to enable the Tribunal to look
at the provision of the relevant service by a
particular licensee, and to consider if it is
commercially viable or not in the sense of
financially sustainable".

The Full Court therefore endorsed what
a long line of Tribunal dedalons in licence
grant inquiries, particularly in the Perth
inqniry, had said about the practical nature of
the task the Tribunal had to perform when
applying the ’commerdal viability’ criterion
in the particular instance: that is, that one
practically has to look at the total picture- the
operations being cunducted by the licensee
pursuant to, and in accordance with, its li-
cence, as well as the particular market envi-
ronment in which it does so.

In 1988 ss. 83 and 86 were repealed but
new sections substituted which included
commerdal viability as a criterion for grant of
licences (except limited licences), for a re-
newal of licences and for their variation,
revocation or the imposition of new llcence
conditions.

The criterion under threat
In the United States the Carroll doctrine

has come under attack as being contrary to
the First Amendment to the U.S Constitution
guaranteeing freedom of speech and of the
press. The cost in t~ne and money to both
parties and to the government of requiring
consideration of the Carroll issue against
what many consider the relatively remote
possibility of actual harm to the public inter-
est has been another source of criticism.
Indeed, in May 1987 the FCC undertook an
inquiry to consider abolishing the Carroll
doctrine.

I
nterestingiy, the same reservations
about the concept ofcommerdal viahil-
ity have recently emerged in Australia.
The July 1989 Discussion Paper by the

Broadcasting Review Group of the Depart-
ment of Transport and Communications
(DOTAC) concluded that there was a case
for re-examining the role of viability in the
planning and licensing process. Striking a
similar note to the FCC’s Inquiry Notice, the
Review Group identified a number of"special
problems" associated with the ’commercial
viability’ criterion. For instance, it was the
concept ofcommercialviability as forming "a
barrier to envy allowing incumbent licen-
sees to carry on business under its protec-
tion".

The Review Group also saw a "conflict of
aims" between the general objectives of the
government to remove unnecessary regula-
tion, promote free markets, provide greater
competition and increase variety of pro-
grarnmes with the protectionism inherent in
the concept. It referred to the "complexity of
licensing inquiries, the cost to participants in

15

the inquiry, the amount of related litigation
and the delays in delivery of new services to
the pubticL

The Federal Government has not stood
still. Stage II of the National Metropolitan
Radio Plan in which there will be allocated by
tender up to two new commerdal FM radio
licences in each capital city, envisaged that
the Tribunal, although involved In awarding
these new license, "will not have regard to
viability of the proposed service or the effect
on the viability of existing servicesL

T
he Federation of Australia Radio
Broadcasters has taken a strong
stand against the reform, referring
to the development as "the most sig-

nificant and far reaching reversal of broad-
cast planning policy in the history of Austra-
lian Broadcasting.

The recent upheavals In the Industry
caused largely by the financial problems
experienced by the major television net-
works (or their owners) have exposed thein-
adequacy of present broadcasting legisla-
tion. Comments by the Deputy Secretary of
D 0TAC, Mr Mike Hutchinson, advocating a
reversalofcertain fundamental tenets which
have guver ned broadcastinglawinAustralla,
and the Minister’s mixed response, suggest
that serious reconsideration of the basic
policy doctrines of Australian broadcasting
is taking place beneath the surface.

The commercial viability criterion is
obviously one of the many policies being
currently assessed in the light of the new
types of services and the changing environ-
ment of the broadcasting industry.

Ken B~imaud is a solicitor with the Sydney
legal firm Michell, Sillar, McPhee, Mey~

The role of Austel from
the 1989 Telecommunications Act.

I note that the Minister must also see the
low cost of the CSO’s as an embarrassment
and we welcome his announcement yester-
day that the government is bringing forward
its plans to look at the structural arrange-
meats between the three carriers.

This review must extend to a full inquiry
into whether or not there is any future justi-
llcation for the continued Telecom monopoly
over any or all of the reserved services.
Austel is the appropriate body to conduct
that inquiry.

Communications is a sunrise high tech
industry. Australia needs private enterprise
entrepreneurial energy to ensure that we are
internationally competitive in this industry
that is so vital to our economic health.

This is an e&’ted version o fan address Judy
Stack gave to a CAMLA Luncheon on 7
December 1989.



To pay or not to pay?
John Saunderson, MP, in presenting the report of the House of Representatives Committee

on subscription television, explains its recommendations and

calls on the government to make decisions

T
his report which deals primarily but
not exclusively with pay television is
the third of its kind in 7 years. I trust
that it is the last. There is now a

mountain ofkfformatiou on the subject. What
is required now is not further inquiries and
more mountains ofiafar mation but decialons
- decisions on the introduction of pay TV,
decisions on its market structure and deci-
sions on the extent of regulation and the
regulatory framework.

The committee report has blazed a trail
for making and taking such decisions. The
report offers thegovernment a model for the
successful implementation of pay TV in
Australia. This model has the following 5
major features:
1 cable/microwave multi-point distribution

(MDS) - and later cable as the primary
delivery mechanism for pay "IV;

2 multi-channel systems operating in a large
number of markets with exclusive
franchises for each pay TV operator,

3 legislative requirement for each operator
to provide one channel initially, for local
and community programming;,

4 licences awarded to the highest bidder
with renewal virtually automatic; and

5 minimal regulation because of the value
for money characteristics and direct sub-
scriber/operator relationship of pay’IV.

Why pay TV?
ARer a very thorough examination of

these issues the majority of the committee
supports the introduction of pay TV. Tlds
conclusion was reached after the appllcatian
of two approaches - the net serial value ap-
proach and the market (why not pay TV)
approach. The report says that [f properly
managed payTV provides net sodal benefits
by:
¯ increasing diversity not only through

market driven programm~g but also by
local and community prograIm~ng; and

¯ promoting the plurality of views in
Australian society through diversity of
ownership and non-commercial
programming.

In other words although pay "IV is a
commercial product and will live or die by its
commercialism, this is a once in a lifetime
opportunity to achieve non-cormnercial ob-
jectives. These twin goals dominate the
committee model.

Preferred delivery system

If these sodalobjectives are tobe achieved
the choice of delivery system cannot be leR
to the market and there is therefore a role for
government. Such objectives become crite-
ria in the selection and the table on compara-
tive advantages of delivery systems applies
these and other criteria. Application of such
selection criteria has led the committee to
recommend cable/MDS with conversion to
ful/cable when it becomes available, ~s the
primary method of delivery for pay TV.

Direct broadcasting by satellite has been
rejected as a delivery mechanism because it
cannot satisfy several selection criteria. It
can provide little diversity of ownership
because it serves the national market and
therefore there are no opportunities for local
and community programming. It cannot
provide for advanced television capacity. But
perhaps the biggest disadvantage is cost to
subscribers. Due to the cost of ear thstations
outside the 52 DBW contour, Aussat sees pay
TV being delivered only by community own-
ership arrangements. This could affect ad-
versely market penelration ofpayTVin these
areas, further there is the investment loss for
metropolitan subscribers who switch to the
bigger capacity cable tecknology when it
becomes available.

T
he Committee does not support the
satellite/MDS options proposed by
Aussat and Independent Television
Newcastle. It is clear from the table

on comparative advantages of delivery sys-
tems that cable should be the pay TV deliv-
ery system in the long-term. The superiority
of cable is recognised by almost everyone.
Care should be taken not to put in place
short-term measures which inhibit the intro-
duction of cable, The use of indirect broad-
casting by satellite with MDS as the primary
method of delivery for pay TV, particularly
with "soft eniry" pricing and long-term con-
tracts for satellite delivery, would inhibit the
introduction of cable.

The attempt to cater for hical and commu-
nity programming by having a satellite/MDS
delivery system in markets which can sup-
port commercially such programming, (and
the extra cost of MDS) is unreafistic. It is
very unlikely that the option will be taken up.
Such non-commercial programming needs
to be subsidised or cross-subsidised and is
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unlikely to survive otherwise. The experi-
ence of public radio and concern about pub-
lic television underline this need. Thus mar-
ket driven localism and community program-
m/ng is self<tefeating.

-Market structure

The establishment of a particular market
structure lies at the heart of policy develop-
ment for payTV and the desirable amount of
regulation for that structure. The
Committee’s approach to market structure
was irffluenced by three factors:
¯ increasing diversity of programming,

both commercial and non-commerdal;
¯ promoting diversity of ownership; and
¯ ensuring the commercialviability of pay

TV.
In view of these, the Committee has rec-

ommended that the market structure for pay
television in Australia cont~n the fullowing
three elements:
¯ multi-channel systems;
¯ a large number of markets based on

present broadcasting areas with more
than one market for each capital city;
and

¯ exclusive franchises for each market.
It could be said that these recommenda-

tions will create "local monopolies". The
monopoly argument is exaggerated. If intro-
duced pay TV would be in competition with
broadcast television and the VC1L The sub-
stitutes are not perfect but, par ticalarly with
the VCR and the pay’IV movie channel, are
sufficiently dose to restrain the abuse of
alleged monopoly power.

I
nterestingly, the Federal Communica-
tions Commission (FCC) in the USA
uses the existence of broadcast televi-
sion in its equation of effective competi-

tion.The FCC has decreed that where there
is such competition there is no need for rate
regulation of pay 2W.

There is also the public benefit test of
exclusivity. Given the characteristics of Aus-
tralianindustry (competition among the few),
the view that the small size of the Australian
market may not support more than two op-
erators, the increase in programme diver-
sity, and the existence of substitutes for pay
TV, the Committee concludes that there
would be net public benefit from exclusive
fr~chises,



Trading in the radio spectrum:
A new management rights approach

Bruce Slane examines the final legislative stage in New Zealand’s program of

telecommunications and broadcasting deregulation which became law this month

Introduction

A
s part of its reform of telecum-

municationsincluding regulation
of broadcasting in New Zealand,
the third stage of the

government’s legislative programme was
reached with the passage of the Radiocom-
muaicationsAct. It covers both telecommuni-
cations and broadcasting and has the follow-
ing purposes:
(a) to establish a management regime for

the radio frequencyspectrum whichwill
facilitate the opening up of commercial
telecommunications and broadcasting
and the introduction of new services;
and

(b) to maintain within the new m~’~agement
system allocation of radio frequency

purposes such as public s~ety, defence

commercial broadcasting services.

Background

Formerly a telecommunications monop-
oly was maintained by the New Zealand Post
Office with some exceptions, notably for the
Broadcasting Corporation of New Zealand in
respect of television networks. Sound-radio
and television broadcasting was licensed by
the Broadcasting Tribunal. The industrywas
dominated by services operated by the
Broadcasting Corporation which had inher-
ited a former state monopoly. A few sound-
radio services had been licensed by the for-
mer Broadcasting Authority prior to 1972
and many by the BroadcastingTribunal since
1977.

In the first wave of deregulation the Post
Office’s telecommunications operations
became a state owned enterprise (relecom)
and its monopoly powers werewhittled away.
In the second stage decisions were made to
abolish the Broadcasting Tribunal and sub-
stitute a StandardsAuthority, a Broadcasting
Commissiou and a spectrum management

The Commission and the Authority came
into being on 1 July 1989. The Commission’s
responsibility is to collect a public broadcast-
hag fee paid by households nshag television
receivers and to distribute the proceeds for
the purpose of maintairdng non-commercial
services, services to remote areas and to
subaidise indigenous televisinn program-
ming.

Late in 1988 the Broadcasting Corpora-
tion was split into two organizations, Televi-
sion New Zealand Ltd and Radio New Zea-
land Ltd. Both state owned enterprises, which
were given commercial objectives.

In August 1989 the Tribunal licensed a
third television service. Attempts at judicial
review f~ed and appeals were withdrawn.A
modified version oftheproposal approved by
theTribunal cummenced transmission at the
end of November 1989.

The Broadcasting Standards Authority
has taken over the Broadcasting Tribunal’s
complaints functions buthasin addition been
required to set or approve industry stan-
dasds in accordance with statutory require-
ments. It has more extensive powers to legis-
late as to programming standards. Its deci-
sions on complaints are subject to an appeal
to the High Court. The Authority has s~’ong
powers of enforcement including a power to
close down radio and television services for
up to 24 hours in respect of each complaint
upheld.

T
he Standards Authority also has the
right to award compensation of up to
$5,000.00 for breach of privacy.

The present scheme of licensing
is established under Part 2 of the Telecom-
munications Act 1987 and the Radio Regula-
tions 1987. Licensing of broadcasting de-
rived from decisions of the Broadcasting
Tribunal which went out of existence on 31
December 1989.

The policy decision taken by the Govern-
ment was that, to achieve greater efficiency,
economic growth and choice, barriers to
new entrants should be abolished.

Thegovernment commissioned a report
from National Economic Research Associ-
ates (NERA) of London to conduct a re’dew.
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It recommended spectrum management
mechanisms for the new economic environ-
meat. Before the report was published the
recommendations were adopted by" the gov-
ernment_

Radiocommunications Act

The main features of the NERA report
have been incorporated in theAct. It is clear
however that they have been subject to con-
siderable re~tement by the officials of the
Ministry of Commerce who in an extremely
technical field have produced acomplexpiece
of legislation alter individual consultations
with major frequency user groups but with
little public debate. This legislation was
passed into law in December but the text of
all the changes fi’om the Bill which was in tro-
duced into Parliament in August 1989 are not
available for comment at the time of writing.

T
he Act is complex and detailed and
not easy to absorb. In a sense it
creates something comparable to a
land registry f~r the spectrum. In

particular:.
1 Rights to spectrum use within defined

radio engineering parameters are
created in the form of management
rights with an intended ~e of 20 years.
The rights are accorded certain
attributes of property under the Act
includiugarightoftransfer, aggregafion
or division. They may be pledged for
borrowing purposes.

2 The holders of such management rights,
called managers, may confer licences on
others or on themselves for the use of
the management rights within the
parameters of those fights. In other
words, the holder of the management
rights of a frequency may confer licences
on others to use that frequency in
particular circumstances in particular
places. The management rights are
subject to statutory obligations and
minimum standards desired to avn’~d
radio interference. In addition to
enforcement by the Secretary of



Commerce of statutory prohibitions
against certain unlawful exercise of
fights, the Act also give others a right to
seek remedies.

A computerised registration scheme will
be established for the recording of details of
management rights and the liceuces as well
as other Wansactions such as tran~ers, ag-
gregations and mortgages.

The intention is that, where demand for
spectrum is less than spectrum availability,
allocations will largely be made as required.

To establish whetherornot there is more
demand than spectrum availab~ty the Sec-
retary will call for expressions of interest in
parts of the spectrum and will then teclmi-
cally define the rights in accordance with
perceived demands arigmg from the expres-
sion of interest and subsequent consulta-
tions.This planning role w~l have a profound
effect on the future development of the use of
the frequencies in the medium term. The
process by which it decides how to tailor
what is made ava~able as it sees the needs o[
users, includes more extensive powers than
any held previously by the Broadcasting
Tdbunal.

Following the definition of those fights a
sealed bid "second price" tender arrange-
ment will be used. The successful tenderer
will be the party bidding the highest sum for
the management Hgbt but the price paid will
be that bid by the second h~ghest tenderer.

T
he crown ~ be likely to retain a
major role as a manager of some
spectrum. The use of some frequen-
cies will be constrained by interna-

tional convention or agreement and may, in
some instances, requke management by the
radio frequency service. Frequencies for
defence, national security and pubfic safety
uses by government agencies will have to be
protected and will most ]kkely be dealt with
by radio fi-equency service licences.

It is expected that it wi[[ take about 5
years before the commercially used spec-
trum is entirely moved into the new regime.

Transitional rights

All incumbent users will have the right to
a minimum three year use of the frequency
without rental from the date when manage-
ment rights have been h’ansfer red under the
tender systerru Commercialbroadcasterswill
also have incumbency rights for 20 years in
return for a rental of 1,5 per cent of gross
revenue. This can be discounted on favour-
able terms to a lump sum payment.

In the mobile telephone bands New Zea-
land Teleeom will be treated (for the purpose
of exercising h-ansitional rights) as having
management rights in the whole band.

Telecom’s three year incumbency fight will
therefore give reasonable expansion of busi-
ness wiffdn the band and Tclecom wilt also
be able to match and pay any tender price
that would otherwise succeed in displacing
its operation after the thtree years.

The matching bid for historical reasons
is not considered appropriate for the two
frequency land mobiles.

"the government has retained the fight
to allocate specified frequencies by any
means it chooses"

A
realproblem has occurred in rela-
finn to non-commercial broadcust-
ing services. Some existing sound
radio warrant holders, both com-

mercial and noncommercial, have been se-
lected by the government to be entitled to
incumbency fights in respect of short-term
broadcasting authodsations granted by sys-
tem of ficens’mg short-term broadcasting
stations for specific events or for holiday
periods or for recreational winter stations in
mountain areas.

The government also licensed some stu-
dent stations under this provision for ten
months of each year to broadcast fi’om usu~

ally lower powered transmitters to the stu-
dent audience. The student stations filledl a
minority interest market niche. A prsgmafic
decision to continue those rights in the Act
for 20 years was controversial A major Chris-
tian broadcaster with an expanding network
acquired under the Tribunal system was
excluded although it is non-commerciaL
Later, under electoral pressure, the broad-
caster gained rent-free incumbency. Some of
those obtaining incumbency rights under
the special provision which will give them
the use of the frequencies free of rental,
accept advertising although not with profit-
making motives.

"the government has
retained the right to

allocate specified
frequencies by any means

it chooses"

$igaificanfly, the government has re-
tained the fight to allocate specified frequen-
cies by any means it chooses, This patronage
by the Minister of Broadcasting would ap-
pear to be a reversal of the previous policy
over a number of years to take the govern-
ment out of any direct conO’ol in relation to
broadcasting and to provide for its operating
independence from the government. It
pears that during the "expressions of inter-
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esff period the government could assess
non-commerdal needs and provide for them-
But in the event of competing claims no
independent system for resolving coefticting
interests is provided.

The previous ficensing system provided
a regulatory code limiting the aggregation
and the ownership of stations and this has
been abolished. Although the provisions of
the Commerce Act and specific provision in
the Broadcasting Act are intended to avoid
domination of particular markets, it is likely
that there will be no effective control of
aggregation of ownership or controlofbroad-
casting stations unless there is domination
or market competition rules are breached./~
a small country, with nearly all the daily
newspaper circulation in the hands of two
companies (one a mult]-nafionalnewsgroup),
it might have been expected there would be
concern at aggregation of ownership or
control for social policy reasons.

Regulations similar to the existing code
were included in earlier legislation to res~ict
overseas ownership which is limited to 15% in
the case of television and with the consent of
the Minister up to 25% in the case of sound-
radio.

Conclusion

The proposals are radical. They will be
implemented and will be watched with inter-
est by the communleations industry, bread-
casters and the lawyers who service them.

The system has been made possible
partly because of New Zealand’s remote
location which gives it a freedom to deal with
VHF and UHF spectrumwithout reference
to other jurisdictions.

The Broadcasting Commission has a
resemblance to the proposals 6fthe Peacock
Committee in Great Britain and will be
watched with interest by those concerned to
ensure public service elements of broadcast-
ing continue in a commercial environment.

The legislation is interesting for lawyers
because it puts into effect many of the ideas
of the Torrens land title system but accepts
and attempts to deal with the extraordinary
compfications and complexities which arise
from the use of the radio spectrum which do
not arise from the use oHand.

Bruce Slane is a partner in Cairns Slane,
Barristers & Solicitors, Auckland and
Chairman of the now defunct New Zealand
Broadcasting Tribunal from its inception in
1977.



Broadcast regulation in a changing
environment

Henry Geller su~_~.~-sts Australia can learn from the US experience.

Director of the Washington Centre for Public Policy Research at Duke Unive#~|tY

s the century draws to a close, fdlhs of the cable households can tune in to deal.Apublic trustee shovld therefore m.ake
A there is great ferment in the 30 or more channels, avallablenotonlycartoonsbutprograrnmmg

world’s broadcasting systems, It may be argued thatthe munbers mean that inlorms and educates as well as enter-
~t driven largely by technology and little in the way of quality: that the American talus. And to reach young children, it mustbe

the market. Government policy must be system is stifi defivering "chewing gu.m fo.r
age specific. The FCC gutted the require-

responsive to those driving factors, and yet the eyes." Much of the new programming ~s ment for age-specific educationalor informa-

still be alert to insure broadcast operations aptly so described and necessarily soin light tional fare. The FCC Chairman stated that

are consistent with vital national interests, of the giant maw that television is today. But the Commission will not hold licensees to

I will focus here on the U.S. altuation, and there has been a substantial contribution to any duty to serve children.

not just because I am familiar with that sys- diversity.There has been a marked increase A public trustee must devote time to

tern. There are lessons to be learned from in in-depth informational programming and controversial issues so as to inform the pub-

the U.S. experience. We have implemented cultural and educational progn~nnfing as lic, and must do so fairly. But the FCC has
now eliminated the fairness doctrine.Stafionone policy goal very well, but failed misera- well.
owners can feel strongly on many issues and

bly in other important respects. Australia can
take note of those failures and adopt different they can now use their stations simply as

propaganda operations. The Commissioncourses,
believes that the hands-off publishing regu-

Diversity in programming
The U.S. model of a strong, wide-open

system nf private outlets, does seem to be on
the ascendancy throughout the word. The
largest benefit from this policy is the result-
ing much greater diversity in programming
available to the public. There are now over
9000 commercial radio stations, and 1300
noncommercial ones; over 1000 commercial
TV outlets and 330 noncommercial TV sta-
tions. But the strongest case for greater di-
versity stems from the opportunity for other
technologies.There are windows of such op-
por tunity, and several new delivery systems
have become entrenched.

The VCR is now in roughly two-thirds of
all U.S. TV households, and has spawned a
substantial payTV industry.

Cable television is the rising force in the
U.S. video scene. Using the satellite for effi-
cient distribution, cable (which now can
deliver over 60 programming channels) is in
57% of U.S.TVhouseholds, and passes 86% of
such households. Its eventual penetration
rate may be close to 70~.

"the American system
is still delivering chewing

gum for the eyes".
It is clear, however, that cable will con-

tinue to splinter the TV audience and the
trend in the U.S. is to receive TV via pay. It is
also clear that cable has stymied the growth
of dh’ect broadcast satellite (DBS) opera-
tions. While several are still projected, there
has been no rush to implementation.

Seventy-one percent of U.S. households
now receive nine or moreTV stations. Four-

latory model, rather than the broadcast
model, is better policy. Indeed, the Chalrma~
of the FCC said that "television is just a
toaster with pictures."

The FCC has eliminated its policy again st
h-afficking in station licenses. The Commis-
sion now states that getting stations to their
higher valued use serves the public interest.
But a trafficker by definifion tales to run up
the price of the station, and to do that, one
doesn’t present public service in the form of
in-depth informational shows or educational
children’s fare. To get such fare, the FCC
previously recognized that the broadcasters
"must put profit in second place and children
in first. "The FCC now says the opposite, and
stations are bought and sold like pork bellies.

Failings of the American
system

What then are the failures of policy I
referred to? First, even with abundance,
there can be market deficiencies in meeting
public interest goals. We certainly have an
abundance of commercial radio stations in
the U.S. But while these stations supply a
great number nf enter taiament formata, they
do not provide in<tepth informational pro-
gramming, children’s programs, cultural
fare, and similar public service presentafions.

Second, government policy to insure
operation by commercial broadcasters in the
public interest has been a failure. The statue
adopts a public trustee concept based on
spectrum scarcity. Congress decided to allo-
cate the radio spectrum to various uses and
award licenses to prevent engineering chaos.
In broadcasting, Congress decided upon a
system of short term licenses to private enti-
ties who volunteer to serve the public inter-
est and then at renewal of license, demon-
strate to the Federal Communications Com-
mission (FCC), that their overall operations
have done so. At renewal, the public has the
right to participate, and new par ties can seek
to displace the incumbent licensee on the
ground that they will do a better job in serv-
ing the public interest - a process called
comparative renewal.

The comparative renewal process has
been a failure. The incumbent always wins,
no matter how poor its past record has been.
The FCC has long urged abandoning the
process.

Worse, the ordinary renewal process has
been a similar fiasco. At renewal, the licensee
simply sends the FCC a postcard.The Com-
mission is therefore renewing licenses with-
out the least notion of what public service, ff
any, has been rendered.

Young children watch television a great
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Lessons for Australia

I turn now to the possible lessons for
Australia. Do not try to hold to the limited
(UK) approach in light of the strong world-
wide market and technology treads. But do
not immediately embrace the American dis-
ease of letting all systems go.

There are windows of opportunity for
new services like pay "IV. In light of its large
size, its relafively sparse populafion, and the
desirability of delivering the new services to
widely scattered communities, it might be
the best course forAustraliato opt for DBS to
deliver new pay services, and not authorize
any cable "IV operations at this time. Instead,
it might anthodzeTelecom to begin not only
trunking but installing fiber optic cable to the
home as soon as possible and over the next
decade or so, to gradually build a broadband
highway to the home. Even more important,
this would allow Australia early in the next
century to have an ideal system: video pub-



lishing over a common carrier.This would be
a wedding of the publishing and common
carrier models. That is. a separation of corn
tent and conduit as in publishing, where
magazines, pamphlets, etc., all move over the
postal service. In the meantime, the public
would be able to receive new TV services
quickly and throughout the nation over high
powered DBS.

"Diversification of the
sources of information is

vitally important to a
democracy"

There is a need for objective, effective
regulations to secure the public interest in
free-te-alr broadcasting for the next decade
and into the next century.

For tunately for Australia, unliketheU.S.
this requires maintenance and refinement of
existing regulation,

There is a need to promote a sia-ong
public telecommunications system, since
such a system is morivated and dedicated to
presenting publicinterestlike children’s edu-
cational programming. If there is effective
regulation of the commercial system, the
financial support for noncommercial broad-
casting should come from the general t~eas-
ury. if the regulatory process is weak and
cannot be strengthened, I recommend fur-
ther deregulation accompanied by substan-
tial fees from the commercial system, so as to
better support public telecommunications.

Multiple ownership res~crions, both on
the local and national level, should be main-
tained. Diversification of the sources of Juror-
marion is vitally important to a democracy,
and thus should be reflected in bestowing
scarce broadcasting privileges. Both our
countries face what Yeats called the "rough
beast" of change. Certainly that beast chal-
lenges us and poses great problems. But it
also offers the opportunity forgreat benefits.

Contributions
From members and non-members
of the Association in the form of
letters~ features, articles, extracts~
case notes, etc. are appreciated.
Members are also welcome to
make suggestions on the coatent
and format of the Bulletin.

Contributions and comments
should be forwarded to:

Grantly Brown
Editor
Communications Law
Bulletin
c/Gilbert & Tobin Lawyers
GPO Box 3810
SYDNEY NSW 2001

Communications and Media
Law Association

The Communications and Media Law Association was formed in 1976 and
brings together a wide range of people interested in law and policy relating to
communications and the media.TheAssociafion includes lawyers,journalists,
broadcasters, members of the telecommunications industry, politicians,
publishers, academics and public servants.

Issues of interest to CAMLA members include:

¯ defamation

¯ broadcasting

¯ copyright

¯ advertising

¯ telecommunications

¯ contempt

¯ privacy

¯ censorship

¯ * film law

¯ ’, freedom of irfformation

In order to debate and discuss these issu’bs ~AMLA organises a range of
seminars and lunches featuring speakers prominent in commtmicafions and
media law and policy.

Speakers have included Ministers, Attorneys General, judges mad members of
government bodies such as the Australian Broadcasting Tribunal, Telecom,
the Film Censorship Board, the Australian Fikn Commission and overseas
experts,

CAMLA also publishes a regular journal covering communications law and
policy issues -the Communications Law Bulletin.

The Association is also a useful way to establish informal contacts with other
people working in the business of communications and media. It is’strongly
independent, and includes people with diverse political and professional con-
nections. To join the Communications and Media Law Association, or to
subscribe to the Communications Law Bulletin, complete the form below and
forward it to CAMLA.

To: The Secretary, CA1MIA, Box K541, Haymarket. NSW 2000

Name ..............................................................................................................

Address ..........................................................................................................

Telephone ................................. Fax ........................ DX ..............................

Principal areas of interest ............................................................................

I hereby apply for the category of membership ticked below, which
includes a Communications Law Bulletin subscription, and enclose a
cheque in favour of CAMLA for the annual fee indicated:

¯ Ordinary membership $40.00

¯ Corporate membership $70.00

¯ Student membership $20.00

¯ Subscription without membership $40.00 (Library subscribers
may obtain extra copies for $5.00 each).

Signature .......................................................................................................
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