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Inquiry into the competitive neutrality of Australia’s national broadcasters
[bookmark: _GoBack]Submission – Anonymous 22 (22 June 2018)
Question 8: Considering the commercial activities of the national broadcasters (e.g. where they are selling or purchasing goods and services), is there evidence that they have taken undue advantage of their government ownership, to the detriment of competitive outcomes?
NO there is no evidence. They provide a service that is separate from that provided by a commercial broadcaster. By their charter they are unbiased. They provide a valuable and unique perspective because of their privileged position in that they are providing a service. 
Question 9: What is the differential impact of regulation on commercial and national broadcasters, and is there evidence of consequent adverse impacts on competition and outcomes?
The national broadcasters provide a service that by the terms of reference "At the same time, competitive neutrality principles do not imply that government businesses cannot be successful in competition with private businesses." For example the ABC runs a programme, Q&A. This could be competed with by similar programmes on commercial channels should they so choose to produce this sort of current affair programme. The national broadcasters do not compete detrimentally they are a requisite for a democratic society to provide a diversity of opinion.
Question 10: Is the reporting and accountability by the national broadcasters on their best endeavours to observe competitive neutrality adequate?
More than adequate. I do not agree with the seemingly frivolous use of minor complaints wasting the time of the administration within the ABC and SBS when we the taxpayers wish to have them concentrating on providing unbiased and broad based news, current affairs and drama that is not readily available otherwise. I do not want to have the political opinion of a private broadcaster to colour the news I receive. The public of Australia demand the independence and an ability to report deeply and therefore adequately on issues of national and local importance.
Question 11: Are you aware of any specific instances where the ABC or SBS may have received any other competitive advantage, due to their public ownership, to the detriment of a private competitor?
No. It is inappropriate to couch the activities of the ABC and SBS in terms of their competition with private broadcasters. It is not their job to compete, but to provide services according to their charters. If private broadcasters wish to compete with the services that have been provided by the public broadcasters for as long as there has been public broadcasting, they need to be as effective and efficient. It is not the role of the public broadcasters to drop their standards just because private one cannot match them.
Question 12: The SBS Charter requires it to take into account the activities of the ABC and community television on radio and television. In the context of the competitive neutrality principles how in your view, is the SBS complying with this requirement? From your perspective does it adequately cover the activities of the SBS?
It does this well, it provided culturally centred programming to groups who are not represented on the commercially available broadcasters. The commercially available programming is largely white anglo saxon and male dominated opinion. 
Question 13: From your perspective do the national broadcasters seek a balance between competing in the market and complementing the market? Is that balance the same for traditional broadcasting and for new digital platforms?
Compete and compliment balance is adequate at present. Further cuts to the funding of these vital and independent services will threaten our democracy and the principle of the greatest good for the greatest number. This should be supported throughout the different media platforms available.
It is traditional within the area of broadcasting for the public broadcasters to experiment with non-traditional programming, and, if any are viewed as having potential to earn money, for the private broadcasters to take them over. For example, look at cricket broadcasting on both radio and TV which started on the ABC, but were later taken over by others.
It is, in fact, necessary for the survival of private broadcasters to have this situation.
Question 14: Do you have comment on these guiding principles?
I want a return to independent news to the capital cities supported by local journalists and reporting the local issues. This is sorely missed in, for example, Hobart and therefore Tasmania, as exemplified by the recent election there and the funding of the campaigns not being widely reported due to lack of an independent media . This is a good example of how the community is not well served when there is a lack of an independent media.
[image: ]
Inquiry into the competitive neutrality	www.communications.gov.au
of Australia’s national broadcasters	www.arts.gov.au	Page 1 of 2
	www.classification.gov.au
[image: ]
Inquiry into the competitive neutrality	www.communications.gov.au
of Australia’s national broadcasters	www.arts.gov.au	Page 2 of 2
	www.classification.gov.au
image2.png




image1.png




