
 

EUROPEAN COMMISSION ISSUES PAPERS REGARDING THE REVISION OF THE TVWF DIRECTIVE 
 
THE RIGHT TO INFORMATION 
  
Reuters appreciates the careful attention that the European Commission has paid to the important issues 
surrounding “the right to information.” 
 
(1) To briefly restate Reuters position: 
  
Why is there is a need for such a right: 
 

 The increased monetisation of broadcast entertainment rights in public events,  such as 
international and domestic sports fixtures,  has reduced the availability of short news coverage of 
such events for the news programmes of European broadcasters; 

 
 Domestic news exchange arrangements between national broadcasters have been established in 

some Member States to address this issue, but the effect of such domestic arrangements are 
generally (i)  limited to the Member State concerned and (ii) to events that take place in that Member 
State. Their benefits do not extend to broadcasters, and their viewers, located outside that Member 
State; 

 
 Since there will often be extensive pan-European interest in news about events taking place in other 

Member States, it is entirely appropriate for the European Union to intervene to propose solutions 
that will provide these benefits across the European Union. In other words, intervention is required 
for the proper functioning of the single market. 

 
The 'facilitating role' of international news agencies in delivering pan-European benefits: 
 

 Few national broadcasters have the resources to provide their own news coverage of international 
newsworthy events; 

 
 The raison d'être of international news agencies is precisely to meet the international news needs 

of national media; 
 

 Just as national broadcasters look to the international news agencies to provide coverage of 
newsworthy international political developments, wars, natural disasters, financial markets, etc, so 
they likewise expect news agencies to supply news on major sports events that take place abroad. 

 
 Since international news agencies are already the usual mechanism to supply the non-domestic 

news needs of European broadcasters-- and the associated technical and administrative processes 
are already well established-- the most convenient means for many domestic broadcasters to 
receive sports news is as part of the regular international news packages they receive from the news 
agencies. The alternative of having to establish in advance special bilateral ad hoc arrangements 
between the host broadcaster and other broadcasters across the EU is much less convenient in 
practical terms. Furthermore, it is not always possible to predict in advance that a newsworthy event 
will take place, so that arrangements may not have been established in advance when an 
unexpected newsworthy event takes place. 

 
 In short, if the objective is to provide a pan-European news solution for national broadcasters, the 

most practical means is to make use of the news agency arrangements that are already used by 
national broadcasters for the supply of their international news. 

 
(2) The Choice of Options 
  

 The national exceptions available under Directive 2001/29 EC are inadequate to provide a solution 
for what is a pan-European issue. There is no logic – or benefit – in the ability of a national 
broadcaster in one Member State to receive short news highlights from an event taking place in 
another Member State, to depend on whether or not –  and if so how – the other Member State has 
implemented the exception. The result is entirely random. Viewers in (say) Spain may have identical 
news interest in events taking place in France, Germany and Italy. It cannot make any sense to 
determine that their rights to receive news on such events should depend on the (probably differing) 



 

approaches of each of the three countries to implementing the exception.  As their interests are 
identical, it should follow that their rights should also be the same. Furthermore, in drafting domestic 
exceptions, it is most unlikely that national legislators will have any regard for the interests of viewers 
outside their Member State. 

 
 In Reuters view, the optimal result would be to create a narrowly defined right to information, which 

for most events would comprise the following:  
- maximum 90 seconds news highlights; 
- no use until after the event has ended; 
- no use more than 48 hours after the event (in order to prevent creation of archives) 
- usage confined to general news programming; 
- retention of the station identifier of the rights holding broadcaster; 
- charges limited to recovery of costs; and 
- The rights should extend to news agencies and other intermediaries but only in so far as 

they facilitate the exercise of these news rights by broadcasters (in order to prevent wider 
commercial exploitation by news agencies and other intermediaries). 

 
 As an intermediate step, it could be beneficial to place existing domestic arrangements onto a pan-

European basis, as is suggested in the first bullet point in Section 2.3 of the Commission's paper. If 
this option is chosen, we would urge the Commission to extend the arrangements to international 
news agencies, but subject to the limitations suggested above, since this would facilitate the 
opportunities for domestic broadcasters, and particularly smaller broadcasters, to benefit from the 
arrangements. The disadvantage of this option is that not all Member States operate domestic 
arrangements, resulting in continuing – and random – results even in those cases where news 
interests may be identical.  

 
 
We hope these comments are useful. 
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