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PROPOSITION

THE STATES are asked to decide whether they are of opinion -

(a) to approve the Code of Conduct for media i@iatas set out in the
report of the Privileges and Procedures Committie¢ed 15th July

2010;

(b) to charge the Privileges and Procedures Camentb introduce and
keep under review as appropriate the operationhef €ode of
Conduct.

PRIVILEGES AND PROCEDURES COMMITTEE
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REPORT

The Media Working Party was established in NovemB@69 to consider the
relationship between the States Assembly and tltkame

The Working Party was chaired by the Presidenthaf Chairmen’s Committee,
Senator B.E. Shenton, and the members were Commétalsallichan, representing
the Privileges and Procedures Committee, and Defuy Jeune, representing the
Council of Ministers. The Working Party’s final r@p is attached at Appendix 1.

The report was referred to the Privileges and Rhaeess Committee in March 2010,
and recommendations 1 to 3 are being taken forwdodiever, the Working Party’s

4th recommendation, that a Code of Conduct be adofs a matter for the States.
The Committee has therefore agreed to bring forwlsisdproposition on behalf of the
Working Party.

The proposition asks the States to decide whethadopt a Code of Conduct which
would introduce standards of behaviour for membétke public and the media when
in the States Building, and would only permit theual or audio recording of States
meetings and hearings by accredited media orgsgmsaflhe view of the Chairmen’s
Committee was sought on this, and all other WorkiPgrty recommendations;
however no collective opinion was reached. Theviddial views of the various

Scrutiny Panels are set out in correspondencehaitaat Appendix 2.

The Code of Conduct proposed by the Media WorkiagyHs as follows:
CODE OF CONDUCT

The States Building is a working environment. Mesiwé# the public and
individuals working for an accredited media orgatien should treat staff
with courtesy and consideration and conduct thewesehppropriately.

Members of the public are not permitted to makealisr audio recordings
within the States Building.

Journalists and other media personnel who wishatetvisual footage or
audio recordings within the States Building must &kele to identify
themselves as doing so on behalf of an accredittiarorganisation, and in
accordance with the following:

Media photography in the States Assembly

Accredited media may only take visual footage andfmtography during a

States meeting with the prior permission of theeAdsy, or with the

permission of the Bailiff at times when the Assgniblnot sitting. Media

photography will not be permitted at any time dgrim States Sitting without
prior consent. The media will not be allowed toeerthe States Chamber
when the States are not meeting to use it as &rap’ for news stories or

interviews with members.

Media photography in Committee/Scrutiny proceedings

Accredited media may only take visual footage angfmtography with the
approval of the President/Chairman of the procegdinrMedia photography
will only be permitted in advance of/following tbl®se of proceedings, and
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will not be permitted during proceedings. Only th@ppearing in an official
capacity and Committee/Panel members should bedilm

Accreditation

The States aim to promote wide accreditation anttamees local, national
and international media organisations, all of whicmay apply for media
accreditation. Accreditation applications for med@ganisations can be
made to the States Greffe, Morier House, Halkedit®| St. Helier, JE1 1DD.
Applicant organisations will be required to demaeast that their work meets
the following criteria:

)] They operate in a regulated environment. They and their employers
adhere to principles and standards set down by peddent bodies
such as the National Union of Journalists, Ofcohe BBC Trust or
the Press Complaints Commission.

(b) They do not act as lobbyists, paid or unpaid, for any individual or
organisation that might seek to influence the political process or
benefit from inside knowledge of the political process.

If requested, individual journalists and media memsel should be able to
provide identification which specifies the medigamisation they work for, so
that accreditation can be verified. Freelance medgte require accreditation
are required to demonstrate that they work in afpssional capacity and that
their work is likely to be used by an accreditedvaeorganisation and will

require a supporting signature of an Editor/HeadN#ws/Pictures Editor or
equivalent.

Financial and manpower implications

The cost of implementing and maintaining the adtaédn scheme will be met from
within existing States Assembly budgets and ressurc

15th July 2010
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APPENDIX 1
MEDIA WORKING PARTY
REPORT
Introduction

The Media Working Party was established in NovemB@69 to consider the
relationship between the States Assembly and tligame

The Working Party was chaired by the Presidenthaf Chairmen’s Committee,
Senator B.E. Shenton, and the members were Comaétalsallichan, representing
the Privileges and Procedures Committee, and Defuy Jeune, representing the
Council of Ministers.

K ey recommendations

Following the completion of its review, the Workifgrty would make the following
key recommendations:

1. An online, up-to-date, notice-board of forthcomiStates, Committee and
Scrutiny meetings should be available to view one tlgov.je;
statesassembly.gov.je and scrutiny.gov.je websitesn these are upgraded
and relaunchetsee page 3)

2. Consideration should be given to the feasibiltigyd cost of installing
interactive electronic States notice-boards attiona such as the States
Assembly Information Centre in Morier House, Jerk#gyrary and Liberation
Station(see page 3)

3. States Sittings and meetings of Committees amdtiSy Panels which are
being recorded should also be broadcast live onriteenet, and should be
available to listen to on the web until the traigcof that meeting has been
uploadedsee page 7)

4. A Code of Conduct should be adopted which waully permit the visual or
audio recording of States meetings and hearingsabgredited media
organisationgsee page 9)

Report

At its initial meeting the Working Party discussachumber of areas in respect of

access to, and the recording of, States meetimgsagreed the following terms of

reference:

To determine:

Q) the level of demand for the recording of nreg;j

(2) a definition of ‘the media’; and

3) to refer any recommendations to PPC/the States
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A call for evidence was made in December 2009, whigited members of the public
to explain how they found out about the work of 8tates Assembly; whether they
felt there was enough information available aboegtimgs of the States and Scrutiny;
and whether the proceedings received enough cavelslgnders were also invited to
give their views on having audio and/or visual réamys of meetings, to say whether
these should be available to view on the interaed to give their opinion on the use
of weblogs. They were also asked who they belieteede ‘the media’. Eleven
submissions were received from members of the palold organisations, all of which
were taken into account by the Working Party duriageview.

In formulating its conclusions, the Working Pargneidered the following:
(@) the provision of information to the public;
(b) access to meetings by the public;
(© the distinction between accredited and non-acadditedia;
(d) audio recording of States meetings;
(e) visual recording of States meetings; and,

() the rights of the public and/or witnesses to reftsebe recorded
and/or filmed.

The Working Party’s comments and recommendatiomeuaach of these points are
set out below.

)] The provision of information to the public

The Working Party was interested to know how membelr the public access
information about the States Assembly and its waakd whether sufficient
information was available in the public domain.

The view was expressed by some respondents‘iioatenough information [was]
available about meetings of the States and Scrutiagd that Scrutinywould benefit
from a more public profile®. A number of submissions pointed out that theeStat
should improve its online presence, both in terinsoatent and ease of navigation on
the available websites, and by developing a sooglia presence online.

Online information

The States and Scrutiny websites detail the datespooming States Sittings,
meetings and hearings as well as copies of offigpbrts, propositions, transcripts,
submissions and other relevant information.

The Working Party noted that the gov.je, statesaBkegov.je and scrutiny.gov.je
websites were in the process of being upgradedwamdd be re-launched shortly.
They would incorporate improved navigation toolsdaam more efficient search
function in order to assist members of the publidocating information online. The

1 Written submission from Mr. A. Fearn, 12th Janu2@y0.
2 Written submission from Mr. R. Travert, 9th Janu2010.
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Working Party would alssecommend that the websites include an online notice-
board of upcoming States, Committee and Scrutingtimgs. This should be kept up-
to-date in accordance with any schedule changes.

One submission to the Working Party suggested tthatStates should publish a
weekly or monthly online apolitical summary of newolicies which had been

approved and their impact upon members of the publie Working Party considered
the time and cost implications of preparing suclsummary and noted that the
statesassembly.gov.je and scrutiny.gov.je websiresidy provided extensive policy
information, including propositions lodged, repopiesented, Minutes of meetings,
and transcripts of States Sittings. The WorkingyPescognised the level of scrutiny
and accountability that the independence of locatlian provided, and agreed that it
would not be appropriate for the States Assembladsume the role of publisher.
Accordingly, the Working Party would not recommetdt this suggestion be taken
forward.

With regard to establishing a States Assembly mesen social media sites such as
Twitter, Facebook and MySpace, the Working Partygddhat Scrutiny was currently
implementing a social media strategy on a triaidas link to a survey on income
support on Scrutiny’s Facebook page was considerédve significantly boosted the
number of responses, with 300 people having complte survey to date.

It was felt the success of the Scrutiny social mestrategy should continue to be
monitored and the redesigned gov.je; statesasseajoblie and scrutiny.gov.je
websites launched, prior to consideration beingmito establishing a social media
presence for the States Assembly.

Offline information

At present, the States Assembly advertise any ngetiue to take place on a notice-
board outside the States Building. The Working yPamuld recommend that more
use should be made of the States Assembly Infoomafientre, Morier House, to
include the installation of an interactive electoonotice-board to notify members of
the public of any forthcoming States or Scrutinyetiregs. Consideration should also
be given to the feasibility and cost of the ingtidin of an interactive electronic
notice-board at locations such as the Jersey bjilanad Liberation Station.

(b) Accessto meetings by the public

Members of the public are welcome to attend mestofghe States and certain parts
of the meetings of Scrutiny panels and other Cotesst

The public gallery is available for those who wishattend States Sittings, unless a
debate is being helth camera in which case the gallery is clear&@bme Scrutiny
meetings and most Scrutiny hearings are also hedgén session (unless a designated
exemption under the Code applies to the item bdisgussed).

A submission was made to the Working Party tha public of Jersey should have
access to an open and accountable government thiat gublic interest first and
political spin second® The Working Party considers that public accesseetings of
the States is central to providing open and acet@tgovernment, enabling members

3 Written submission, Mr. R. Travert, 9th Januarg@0
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of the public to hear discussions taking place mdothe table or in the States
Chamber.

The Working Party received one submission whiclsaghiconcern regardintjhe
general inadequacies in the access of the publigdgernment information and
activities™. The Working Party was advised that a represestati Team Voice had
been present to attend a Scrutiny Panel meetingever, as the Panel was inquorate,
the meeting had not opened until an hour and adfief the scheduled meeting tifhe.
The Working Party felt it would be difficult to fesee such circumstances, however, if
a meeting needed to be re-scheduled at short natieeould recommend that the
relevant website and any notice-boards be updaedan as possible in order to keep
members of the public informed. The Working Pantyeas that it is unrealistic to
expect the public to become more interested andgatyin the work of Scrutiny if
members of the public who take the trouble to cdméhearings are faced with
situations such as last-minute cancellations anetings being cancelled because not
enough members have arrived at the specified time.

(© The distinction between accredited and non-accr edited media

The rapid growth of digital communication has atethe way in which news and
information is disseminated around the world. Therkihg Party considered the
growing level of social media including Internetodl sites to be a fundamental
consideration in its efforts to establish a defomtof ‘the media’. The Working Party
recognized that the traditional media landscaparatahe world has been transformed
in recent years by the Internet and believes iinigortant for the States to recognize
that dealing with ‘the media’ in a way that may édeen appropriate in the past is no
longer possible in 2010.

When the Media Working Party invited the public gay who they believed ‘the
media’ to be, they responded with a wide rangenefvers:

“Will there ever be a further determination of thmie meaning of ‘the
media’? We at The Voice doubtit”

“Most people would answer this by saying that tsvepapers and TV and
radio were your obvious choices. This | would agngi but would also like
to add the internet as a main source of media médron... | would also like
to add into this debate the PR companies and aidimgtagencies that work
alongside our government.”

“More and more ‘e’ media — i.e. Facebook, MySpadayitter, Weblinks,
Blogs, Webcasts. Traditional media (press, TV, apdtill have a place for
those not ‘e’ enabled or ‘e’ literate but electronnedia will dominate in the
next 7 to 10 years™”

* Written submission, Mr. M. Dun, Team Voice, 26#mdary 2010.

® http://voiceforprotest.blogspot.comlog entitled: Scrutiny — En désastre, dated Jéttuary
2009 and submitted to the Media Working Party by MrDun on the same date.

® http://voiceforprotest.blogspot.corlog entitled: Jersey Media Working Group, by

Mr. T. Wellard, dated 14th January 2009 and sulechitb the Media Working Party by

Mr. M. Dun on the same date.

" Written submission, Mr. R. Travert, 9th Januarg@0

8 Written submission, Mr. A. Fearn, 12th January®01
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“Blogs are for the birds and are not my definitiohmedia.”
Responses from traditional media organisationsaioed comments as follows:

“The public needs and wants information it can trughat can come neither
directly from the government nor from the mixtufeartial pamphleteering,

gossip and hearsay which typifies many blogs irhkbe U.K. and C.I.,

particularly those with politics and governmentmsnary interests.*

“... while the internet has challenged the idea afrjmlism, the need for in-
depth research and reporting does not disappear.rOle as a public service
broadcaster carried with it responsibilities to owiewers and to those
involved in our reporting. And it is those respdmilgies which distinguish

our service from certain new types of ‘citizen raédr blog sites that we see
emerging at both a national and a local levél.”

In considering these points, the Working Party alsted the comment on its own
review, posted on the webblog http://voiceforprotdsgspot.com:

“This Working Group is designed to confirm the dlion that there is a group
of respectable, professional people who deservéetocalled ‘accredited
media’ and that they shall be treated more favolyraban others — such as
‘bloggers’. This whole exercise is intended to ddféhe status quo where a
cosy club relationship exists between Jersey gowent and the select few of
reliable local ‘journalists’ who will report just hat they are told.*

The Working Party had regard for a report publishedhe U.K. Government in June
2009 entitled Digital Britain, which statedtt is important for civic society and
democracy for people to have a range of sourcexadirate and trustworthy news at
all levels.” It also considered the following explanation of ¢eedited media,” as set
out by the United Kingdom Ministry of Justice in #p2009 in respect of media
access to family court hearings:

“Media representatives who attend must be accredifiéhis will be through
the existing UK Press Card scheme, which has a widebership, and is
open to those working wholly or mainly in the medtias not, however, open
to bloggers, those who write an occasional newelettr to foreign media not
working in the UK. More information about the scleeemd how to apply is
available from thaJK Press Card Authority

® Written submission, Mr. R. Hacquoil, 9th Decemp@09.

19Written submission, Mr. C. Bright, Editor, Jerdeyening Post, 13th January 2010.
1 Written submission, Ms. K. Rankine, ITV ChanneléMision, Managing Director,
Broadcast, 18th January 2010.

2 http://voiceforprotest.blogspot.comlog entitled: Jersey Media Working Group, by
Mr. T. Wellard, dated 14th January 2009 and sulechito the Media Working Party by
Mr. M. Dunn on the same date.

13 Digital Britain, Final Report, June 2009, Departmior Culture, Media and Sport and
Department for Business Innovation and Skills, phge.
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Account was also taken of the procedures put iceplay the United Nations, the

European Council, the Northern Ireland Assembly dhd Scottish Parliament

concerning access by journalists and other med&opael to parliament. It was noted
that professional employment with a regulated medganisation tended to be a pre-
requisite to obtaining press accreditation in thesgedictions.

The Working Party recognised the evolving mediadsmape and the importance of
social media in communicating and encouraging puldiscussion of States
businesses. It noted that Scrutiny has its own Btaale page, and a number of blogs
are used by politicians and members of the publdiscuss government matters. The
Working Party was also pleased that there are pewpllersey who are actively
interested in Jersey politics and who have takertrituble to establish Internet blogs
to publish their views and opinions and, incredsingublish matters such as video
clip interviews with States members and others. &oray occasionally disagree with
the views expressed on such sites but the abifitth® public to comment, lobby,
criticise and disseminate political views freelyithan the boundaries of the laws on
libel and defamation) has always been a fundamdratnark of a truly open and
democratic society. The Working Party would neveldhs stress that it cannot
condone unnecessarily offensive or inappropriatetesd which can occasionally
appear on such blog sites.

The Working Party nevertheless noted a seriépraffessional characteristics which
distinguish true journalists whether they are emgplib by commercial organisations
or not”, as outlined in a submission received

“They include:

. Commitment to accuracy and truth.

. Commitment to fairness and balance in reporting.

. Clear differentiation between factual reporting azmmment.

. Clear differentiation between commercial promotéomd journalism.

. Ethical conduct with regard to issues such as pmyvaintrusion,
subterfuge in newsgathering, payment for infornratind protection
of sources.

. Adherence to (and training in) the relevant lawsta# land, notably
those concerning contempt of court, defamationdatd protection.

. Availability of redress for parties aggrieved bybfioation.”**

Knowledge of relevant legislation and the rightrefiress for parties aggrieved by
publication were considered to be of utmost impa#aby the Media Working Party.
Concern was expressed that, while commitment taracg and truth, as well as
fairness and balance in reporting may be centrtiidonvork of those working outside
of a media organisation, the fact that the indigidwas not operating in a regulated
environment, governed by the principles and statslaet down by an independent
body (such as the National Union of Journalistg;00f, the BBC Trust or the Press
Complaints Commission), meant that this level giutation and right of redress could
not be guaranteed. The Working Party noted thatyn&ates members and others
could quite easily cite examples of occasions wileey considered that the
‘traditional’ media had misrepresented their viewrs for example, only broadcast
short extracts from a longer interview, but the Wiy Party recognized that there

14 Written submission, Mr. C. Bright, Editor, Jerdeyening Post, 13th January 2010.
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was always a form of redress in serious cases ghrdle regulation in place. The
complaint against BBC’s Newsnight programme by f@r@enator Frank Walker, for
example, was upheld by the BBC Trust.

The Working Party therefore agreed that while itsweot feasible to determine a
definition of ‘the media’, it would, however, be gmble agree a definition of the
‘accredited media’ as follows:

)] They operate in a regulated environment. They and their employers
adhere to principles and standards set down by peddent bodies
such as the National Union of Journalists, Ofcong BBC Trust or
the Press Complaints Commission.

(b) They do not act as lobbyists, paid or unpaid, for any individual or
organisation that might seek to influence the palitical process or
benefit from inside knowledge of the political process.

(d) Audio recording of States meetings

When considering access to meetings by the publiegas agreed that this could be
improved if ‘access’ could be provided remotelytheut members of the public
needing to physically attend meetings in order lbtaim an accurate, detailed, and
unbiased account of what was discussed. It waseddi®at the best way to ensure
accountable and accurate coverage of discussiosstevgrovide the audio, or a
transcript, of proceedings.

The Working Party would thereforerecommend that the audio of all
meetings/hearings which are recorded and transthlgehe States Greffe should be
streamed directly to the relevant statesassemyegor scrutiny.gov.je website when
they are upgraded. The audio should be streamedtdivthe website, and a ‘listen
again’ function should be available until the trenist is uploaded.

This should be a basic service, which could be émgnted without additional
manpower costs. The recording would be startechbge present at the meeting, and
automatically streamed to the ‘live’ link on the hs#e. The audio would then be
uploaded to the ‘listen again’ link, which wouldoprde basic details about the
meeting, such as the name of the Scrutiny Paneli@ttee and the date of the
meeting. In order to minimize cost and manpowerlicagions, details such as the
name of each speaker would not be provided, anduti® file would be deleted from
the server once the transcript of the meeting begaublicly available.

The Working Party would alsbecommend that members of the accredited media
should be permitted to make an audio recordinggfraublic meeting or hearing.

(e Visual recording of States meetings

At present, it normally falls to the President/Chwin of the meeting to decide
whether to permit filming, and in the States Chamiidming is only allowed with

prior permission of the Assembly. In practice, filignin the Assembly is only allowed
on special occasions such as a Royal Visit or ati@en Day, although the media are
also allowed to come for a short period after #best to get set-up shots of the
Chamber to use in subsequent news stories aboAstg@mbly. Following concerns in
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2009 about filming at Scrutiny hearings, the Chainfa Committee issued a protocol
setting out guidelines on how filming at hearingsuld be permitted.

Consideration was given to allowing accredited raegliganisations to film States
Sittings. In order to minimise the number of carseria was considered that the
footage could be pooled and shared by a varietgcofedited media organisations.
However, the cost of installing broadcast qualiyneras would be significant, and
there does not appear to be sufficient interesh fneedia organisations to warrant the
installation of such a system.

The Committee also considered the possible infitallaf cameras in States meeting
rooms, at the cost of the States Assembly, eithallow broadcast-quality footage, or
footage suitable to upload to the web. Brief comsation of general cost implications
showed that web-quality footage would be the meesible of these options; however
it was agreed that poor quality visual footage wlobk unlikely to add to the
experience of those interested in hearing the owp8tates meetings, and the capital
outlay and running costs involved with televisimpgeedings were considered to be
prohibitive.

It was therefore agreed that audio streaming wdadda more effective way of
providing virtual access to States meetings tooadbrange of people.

As the Working Party would not recommend the instiin of cameras in States
meeting rooms by the States, the current situatiidm regard to filming is likely to
continue. The Working Party noted the space conséran States meeting rooms, and
agreed that it would not be appropriate for memlérnhe accredited media to move
around the room filming, or taking photographs dgrimeetings, as this would be
likely to interrupt proceedings. The Working Pawypuld accordinglyrecommend
that members of the accredited media should beiftedrto take a panned shot or
photographs of those present prior to the commeeantmf any public meeting or
hearing.

()] Therights of the public and/or witnesses to refuse to be recorded and/or
filmed

The Working Party considered that the rights ofghblic and/or witnesses attending
meetings should be respected.

In order to protect the rights of those individuile/as felt that only members of the
accredited media should be permitted to make viGrahudio) recordings within the
States Building. The Working Party makes thésommendation in the expectation
that members of the accredited media will be fbliefed in areas such as defamation
and data protection, and in the knowledge thatria fof redress is available should a
breach occur of any of the principles and standsetislown by the independent body
by which they are governed. Although it could bguad that members of the public
who operate Internet sites should be allowed to filthey agree to abide by a form of
code of conduct, the Working Party noted that ssites are designed to lobby,
express political views and therefore do not mbetdriteria above on accreditation.
Even if a voluntary code of practice was followedrélation to the actual filming at
hearings, the footage would then be able to appear site principally designed for
lobbying purposes with no redress.
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In order to protect the rights of those attendirggtings in an unofficial capacity, the
Working Party wouldrecommend that only Committee/Panel members and those
appearing in an official capacity at the meetinguti be filmed.

Impromptu, ‘door-step’ interviews should not be mitted to take place without the
consent of those being filmed.

Conclusion

The Media Working Party wouldecommend that the following Code of Conduct be
applied:

CODE OF CONDUCT

The States Building is a working environment. Membé the public and individuals
working for an accredited media organisation shotreat staff with courtesy and
consideration and conduct themselves appropriately.

Members of the public are not permitted to makealisr audio recordings within the
States Building.

Journalists and other media personnel who wishaketvisual footage or audio
recordings within the States Building must be d@bleentify themselves as doing so
on behalf of an accredited media organisation, andccordance with the following:

Media photography in the States Assembly

Accredited media may only take visual footage angfmtography during a States
meeting with the prior permission of the Asseminyyith the permission of the Bailiff
at times when the Assembly is not sitting. Medstqdraphy will not be permitted at
any time during a States Sitting without prior cemis The media will not be allowed
to enter the States Chamber when the States amnmeeting to use it as a ‘backdrop’
for news stories or interviews with members.

Media photography in Committee/Scrutiny proceedings

Accredited media may only take visual footage anpli@tography with the approval
of the President/Chairman of the proceedings. Megtography will only be
permitted in advance of/following the close of gedings, and will not be permitted
during proceedings. Only those appearing in an ci@fi capacity and
Committee/Panel members should be filmed.

Accreditation

The States aim to promote wide accreditation anécamees local, national and
international media organisations, all of which magply for media accreditation.
Accreditation applications for media organisatioten be made to the States Greffe,
Morier House, Halkett Place, St. Helier, JE1 1DDppficant organisations will be
required to demonstrate that their work meets dlewing criteria:

@ They operate in a regulated environment. They and their employers adhere
to principles and standards set down by independmmies such as the
National Union of Journalists, Ofcom, the BBC Trasthe Press Complaints
Commission.
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(b) They do not act as lobbyists, paid or unpaid, for any individual or
organisation that might seek to influence the political process or benefit
from inside knowledge of the political process.

If requested, individual journalists and media pesel should be able to provide
identification which specifies the media organieatithey work for, so that
accreditation can be verified. Freelance media wimuire accreditation are required
to demonstrate that they work in a professionalacity and that their work is likely
to be used by an accredited news organisation atdeguire a supporting signature
of an Editor/Head of News/Pictures Editor or equevd.
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APPENDI X 2
Scrutiny Office

Connétable J. Gallichan
Chairman,
Privileges and Procedures Committee Our Ref: 12486)

Mediaworking party: report
4th May 2010

Dear Chairman,

The Chairmen’s Committee considered the Media Whgrlieroup Report at a recent
meeting. The Committee agreed to forward individeahel comments to you and to
advise you that the Committee supports live audiystreaming of Scrutiny hearings
but not of Scrutiny meetings.

Please find attached individual Panel comments:-
Cor por ate Services Scrutiny Panel

As a Panel we feel that the Media Working Partyoregvas very balanced in the way
in which it presented the issue of the relationdt@fween the States Assembly and the
Media.

In particular, we thought the noted series of “pssfonal characteristics which
distinguish true journalists whether they are empptbby commercial organisations or
not" was interesting as it outlined what constitutewards a ‘true’ journalist.

In relation to the recommendation that suggestsititko of all meetings/hearings are
streamed directly to the relevant statesassemblyegor Scrutiny.gov.je website, we
feel that this may not be effective in terms oftcos

Economic Affairs Scrutiny Panel

The Panel received the draft Media Working Groupd®e and agreed that an
electronic version should be circulated for consitlen and comment by the Panel. It
was further agreed that the Chairman would raise amments made following

circulation directly with the Chairmen’'s Committeldo Panel Member comments
have been forthcoming.

Education and Home Affairs Scrutiny Panel

The Panel was concerned that the report does neg the ongoing situation forward,
and was disappointed that given the potential tifesi’'s media and the changes in
technology, the working party did not have a mgperoand innovative approach to
the topic.

A large part of the success of the recommendatimmsained within the report are
based on the bringing forward of web casting. Ashswgiven the current financial
situation, the Panel wants to know when this wallrhoved forward. At the latest the
Panel would wish to see web casting in place bdfwelections of 2011.
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With regard to filming and the ‘Citizen’s Mediahé Panel is firmly of the view that
all media should be subject to a code of conduttying a level playing field to all
media representatives. This would then mean thamipsion to film could be
withdrawn if any breaches were made to this code.

Environment Scrutiny Panel

The Panel was of the view that the visual strearoingtates meetings would enhance
the public’s awareness and knowledge of Statesersatt

Health, Social Security and Housing Scrutiny Panel

The Panel took a view on each of the report's fawcommendations:
Recommendations 1-3 were unanimously agreed byPtrel; Recommendation 4
(that a Code of Conduct should be adopted) wasisksd at length but no decision
was reached. The views of the Panel on this mates:

. that there is a potential double standard, in ghase that Panel
Members reserve the right to broadcast themselnkseoand would
therefore be doing so without any formal accreiditatThe Panel was
reminded that the presentation and disseminatiotheif work is,
however, subject to théode of Practice for Scrutiny Panels and the
Public Accounts Committegvhich ensures a degree of oversight and
regulation that does not apply to the ‘unaccreditextiia’ as defined
in the Working Party’s report.

. the terms of the proposed Code of Conduct are estigg no
innovations to existing practice, other than tovpré members of the
public from making recordings within the States|Biig.

Scrutiny should take place in public and, if thap@ses Panel Members to potential
misrepresentation by the accredited or unaccredikedia, then that is an occupational
hazard. The issue of freedom of speech is cemtthis debate.

PAC

No response received

Yours sincerely

Senator B. E. Shenton

President, Chairmen’s Committee

cc: Greffier of the States
Miss A. Heuston, Clerk, Privileges and Proced@esmittee
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