Question

Question 1: Because the BBC’s proposal
involves the introduction of a new public
service channel, we do not consider that
further analysis is required to determine
materiality. If you disagree, please explain
why you consider the BBC’s published
proposals are not material.

Question 2: Do you consider that the BBC’s
published proposals are clear in relation to
their scale (both in terms of financial resource
and in terms of reach and type of content) and
the timescales for implementation? If not,
please provide details of the areas where you
feel more clarity is required.

Question 3: Did the BBC’s consultation process
provide a suitable opportunity for you to set
out your views fully? If not, please provide
details.

Question 4: Please explain whether you
consider Ofcom should undertake a BCA or a
Shorter Assessment of the BBC’s proposal.

Question 5: Do you agree with the BBC’s
assessment in its public interest test about the
potential public value and/or market impact
of the proposal? Please provide any additional
information you may have to explain your
view.

Question 6: Does this proposal highlight any
significant market impact concerns which
might affect your products and services?
Please provide any additional information you
may have to explain how you consider the
launch of BBC Three television channel could
affect you if it goes ahead.

Your response

Disagree.

Programmes are already duplicated on
simultaneous broadcasts on BBC1 BBC2
NEWS24 and Parliament, and then also
repeated. Therefore stop the duplication and
use the “spare” time on BBC1/2 for the BBC3
content. NEWS24 is sufficient so there is no
justification for new BBC3 specific news.

No, a new channel is unnecessary, use the
existing spare capacity on BBC1/2 by stopping
simultaneous broadcast duplication.

There is no need to tailor news to suit age
groupings.

No
| knew nothing about the consultation, it wasn’t
publicised on the terrestrial channels.

Shorter is sufficient

No,

The public interest is very limited and the BBC
should not be seeking to segregate different
age groups on different channels.

The BBC consultation had insignificant
responses for ANY conclusions.

Resources would be better directed to
improving current program quality (currently
poor and overhyped).

On market impact it should not get a
preferential channel number.

n/a




