Communication Bill 2015

CONSULTATION RESPONSE SHEET


Return, preferably by email, to: 

sue.strang@iomcc.im  
Sue Strang, Head of Regulatory Policy, Communications Commission, Ground Floor, Murray House, Mount Havelock, Douglas, ISLE OF MAN, IM1 2SF

3.2
Question 1:

Do you agree that the constitution of the Commission should remain unchanged at this time?


3.3
Question 2

Do you consider that Schedule 1 adequately covers what the functions of the Communications Commission should be?  Are there any further matters that you would add or anything that should be removed?

3.4
Question 3
In relation to matters other than the regulation of ECN and ECS, which are discussed in detail below, do you feel these provisions are appropriate.

3.4
Question 4

1) Do you agree with the Commission’s approach to defining ECN, ECS, PECN and PECS?
2) Do you consider that this approach in relation to ECN and ECS will achieve the Commission’s aim of continuing to licence activities that are currently licensed?
3.4.2
Question 5

Do you consider this clause (Clause 10) is appropriate?


3.4.4
Question 6
Do you consider that the provisions in Clause 12 are appropriate and will provide the right balance of certainty for licenceholders and flexibility to adapt to different situations.

3.5.2
Question 7
Do you have any comments on class licences as detailed above?

3.5.4
Question 8
Do consultees consider that this is an appropriate approach?

3.5.5
Question 9
Do consultees consider that this is an appropriate approach?


3.5.6
Question 10

Does this approach provide a pragmatic and fair approach to licensing.  In particular, does the approach to the imposition, variation and revocation of licence conditions seem appropriate?

3.6
Question 11

Are there any comments on the inclusion of any of the matters on this list? Does the new Procedural Fairness Requirement seem proportionate?

3.7
Question 12
1) does this appear a proportionate way of managing offences in relation to the supply of information in relation to Electronic Communications and 
2) does this appear a proportionate way of managing offences in relation to the supply of information in relation to Broadcasting?

4.1.3
Question 13
Do you agree with this approach in relation to licensing broadcasting?

4.3.2
Question 14
1) Do you agree with this approach to licencing and, in particular the licence extension provisions, and that it will achieve the aim of providing certainty for broadcasters to allow for investment while balancing the desire for listener choice.  
2) Do you have any comments on the idea of making the licences of the two broadcasters co-terminus?

4.5
Question 15
Do you have any comments on these provisions?


4.6
Question 16
Do you feel that this adequately achieves the objectives of the Tynwald Recommendations as laid out above?

4.6.1
Question 17
Question for consultation: Is this an appropriate way of managing Gaelic Broadcasting?


5.1
Question 18

Do these provisions seem appropriate?

5.3.2
Question 19

1) Should the Bill make provision for a Universal Service fund?
2) Does the new provision in respect of designating a USP seem unwieldy?  An alternative would be to retain the current USO provisions contained in Manx Telecom’s licence, do you have any views on this approach?

5.4
Question 20
Is this a reasonable approach to the inclusion of SMP/ ex-ante powers in the legislation?

5.5.2
Question 21

1) Do you consider that this is an appropriate provision for the application of Code Powers? 

2) Currently an application for Code Powers comes to the Commission (unless the licence is one issued under s.6 of the TA) for a decision and does not come into force until approved by Tynwald. The Bill proposes that all applications will go to Council of Ministers for decision. Does this seem appropriate to Consultees or should applications continue to go to the Commission? 


5.6
Question 22
Do you consider that this is an appropriate response to managing competition issues?

5.7
Question 23
Do you consider that this is an appropriate response to managing offences?


5.8
Question 24
Do you consider that this is an appropriate response to managing such disputes?

5.9
Question 25
Do you consider that this is an appropriate provision?


5.13
Question 26

Do you have any preferences or comments on these options?  Please give reasons for your answer.


5.14
Question 27

Do these provisions seem adequate?


5.15
Question 28

Do the penalty processes and the amounts in the case of a financial penalty seem proportionate?

5.15
Question 29

Does the maximum per diem financial penalty for continued contravention, which is at the same limit as the UK, seem appropriate?

5.16
Question 30

Does this provision seem appropriate?


5.17
Question 31

Do these provisions appear proportionate?


5.18
Question 32

Do these provisions appear proportionate?

5.19.1
Question 33

Do these provisions appear proportionate?


5.19.2
Question 34

Do the details specified in the Bill, and the addition of a discretion for the Commission in adding details or not, seem appropriate?


5.20
Question 35

Do the exemptions specified in the Bill seem appropriate?


5.21
Question 36

Do the provisions specified in the Bill seem appropriate?


5.23
Question 37
Do the provisions specified in the Bill seem appropriate?


5.24
Question 38

Do the provisions specified in the Bill seem appropriate?  In particular does the requirement for the Programme and Fairness standards for Broadcasting to be approved by Tynwald seem appropriate or overly bureaucratic?

Please add any other comments you may have on the Bill
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