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You asked me to look into the legal position relating to the Independent )“.‘
Broadcasting Authority's awarding of new contracts to Independent

Television Contractors. ( \

The 'Independent Broadcasting Authority Act 1973' lays down certain
categories of persons and companies which would be excluded from
securing franchises and lays down certain provisions which must be
included in contracts.

There is nothing whatever in the Act which compels the Authority to take
action on the past programme performance of a contractor who 1s applying
for renewal - although no doubt they would do so if there had been
breaches of the Act or of Contract. In the case of 'Death of a
Princess', however, I cannot see how the IBA could use this as a reason
for refusing to renew the ATV franchise, since they had already condoned

the programme. ——

It could certainly be held that this programme offended against Section
4 (1) (a) which enjoins the IBA to ensure 'that nothing 1s included in
the programmes which offends against good taste or decency or is likely
to encourage or incite to crime or to lead to disorder or to be T
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ensive to public feeling'. If so, however, the fault clearly lies
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with I1BA rather than with ATV since the Authority saw the programme
[ ‘ (] L .
1n advance and did not object to 1it.

Finally, there is absolutely nothing in the Act which gives any Minister
any power to intervene in the allocation of contracts or to give any
direction to IBA about franchises.
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