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Dear Ms Phillips, 

Thank you for your letter dated 8 November 2018. 

The Press Recognition Panel's (PRP) Royal Charter requires the PRP to identify 
significant relevant publishers, including those who are not members of an approved 
regulator. This requires the PRP to form a view on which organisations are, or may 
be, relevant publishers ; and which of those are significant relevant publishers. The 
Charter does not prescr ibe how this should be done. The Charter leaves it to the 
PRP to decide. Clarification of these def initions, however , is a matter for the courts. 

The Charter also requires the PRP to report on the success or failure of the 
recognition system. This requires the PRP to look beyond approved regulators and 
their members and also form a view on what amounts to success or failure. In doing 
so, we take into account and act in the light of suggestions and views expressed to 
the PRP by others, including through our public calls for information. This does not 
comprom ise the PRP's independence, not least because it is entirely a matter for us 
how, if at all, we respond to what others say. 

In previous annual reports, we have reported on the situation of some significant 
publishers who are not members of an approved regulator, on the basis of 
informat ion in the publ ic domain and provided to us by them. We intend to do this 
again in this year's report. 

Thank you for explaining further your concerns about Article 10. The PRP remains of 
the view that none of what we are contemplating interferes with Article 1 0 rights, not 
least because it is, itself, merely an express ion of information and views. 

Yours sincerely , 

Susie Uppal 
Chief Executive 
Press Recognition Panel 


