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The questionnaire has been answered by 29 regulatory authorities in 26 countries. 

In reading the answers, one should be aware of some important factors:

· The responsibilities of the regulatory bodies vary from country to country. If a regulatory body is responsible for the telecom sector, it is natural to include that sector in the answers. If it is not, telecoms (or other categories) will most probably not be included, even if they are monitored by other authorities.

· Some answers include monitoring by Competition Authorities based on Competition legislation, others have not done so. This difference does not necessarily reflect any difference between countries. It is probably safe to assume that all countries have some sort of competition legislation and a competition authority (although monitoring systems may vary greatly). However, in some countries, for example Germany and United Kingdom, competition legislation includes special provisions regarding mergers and acquisitions in the media field.

· There are a few cases where a “yes” or a “no” is not clearly indicated. In some cases it has been easy to deduce the meaning of the missing answers, in other cases it has been difficult. In the latter cases no answer has been indicated. 

· In some countries, more than one regulatory authority monitors the media field. For those countries, the answers from all regulatory bodies have been taken into account as far as possible.

1. Is there any scheme for monitoring media companies in your country?
In 18 countries specific media monitoring schemes exist. 

Regarding the other 8 countries, some answers specify that competition authorities monitor the media market as they monitor all other markets. This is probably the case also in the countries for which this has not been explicitly mentioned. Answers regarding 6 of the 8 countries specify that rules on media ownership exist in Broadcasting Acts, and that some sort of information gathering is done, without this being qualified as a “scheme”.

Based on answers received, one may conclude that in 24 out of 26 countries some sort of media monitoring exists, and that media monitoring is an organised activity in 18 countries. Two countries do not have any sort of media monitoring.

The rest of the answers relates to the 18 countries where specific media monitoring schemes exist.

2. Which fields of the media are included in the monitoring?
· the press

yes 11

no 08

· television

yes 18

no 00

· broadcasting

yes 18

no 00

· cable


yes 14

no 04

· telecom

yes 09

no 09

· internet

yes 04

no 14

· publishing

yes 06

no 12

3. What is the legal basis for the monitoring?

· Law (Broadcasting Act, Competition Act etc) 
yes 17 
no 01
· Government regulation



yes 07
no 08
· Regulation adopted by the monitoring authority
yes 10
no 05
· Voluntary agreements



yes 02
no 13
4. Which bodies do the monitoring?

· There may be more than one body, or authority. Please list them with the area of competence
Regulatory Authority: 17

Competition Authority: 11

Other body/bodies: 4

5. How is the monitoring carried out?

· Duty to report periodically



yes 11
no 07

· Duty to report any relevant changes


yes 15
no 03

· Surveys carried out by the monitoring body


no 03

i. Annually




yes 05
no 09

ii. At other fixed times



yes 02
no 12

iii. When relevant changes are observed
yes 13
no 02


· Questionnaires




yes 03
no 15

· Through annual company commercial reports
yes 10
no 08

· Other methods (please specify):

i. Research by regulatory body

ii. Conditions for licence

6. What type of information is included?

· Which media activities



yes 16
no 02

· Ownership of the company



yes 17
no 01
· Turnover/profit




yes 10
no 08
· Size (number of employees)



yes 07
no 11
· Market share





yes 10
no 08
· Ownership in other companies


yes 15
no 03
· Geographical area of activity



yes 15
no 03

· Location





yes 12
no 06
· Names of management/board members

yes 14
no 04
· Other information, please specify:
i. Activities in other media-related markets
ii. Production suitability
7. Are the results made public, and if so, how?

One answers state that the results are not made public.

· Press releases





yes 14
no 03

· Official bulletins




yes 06
no 11

· Newsletters





yes 03
no 14

· Internet





yes 12
no 05

· Special reports to the authorities


yes 07
no 10

· Annual reports from the monitoring body

yes 12
no 05

· Other means, please specify:

i. Decisions to grant licences

ii. Consultations with actors in the media field

8. Is the monitoring connected to a right to intervene if legal requirements or other regulation is violated?

In one country this is not so.

· If yes, what type of interventions can be employed:

i. Divestment of acquired shares or companies
yes 10
no 06
ii. Prohibition of acquisitions



yes 12
no 05
iii. Allowing acquisitions on certain conditions

yes 14
no 03
iv. Imposing fines or other sanctions when someone does not give information





yes 15
no 02
9. Is the authority with the right to intervene the same as, or different from, the monitoring body?

· Regarding interventions connected directly to the monitoring, f.i. sanctions against someone who does not give information as asked for
i. The same
yes 14
no 03
ii. For one country no such powers apply
· Regarding interventions against acquisitions which are contrary to legislation and/or regulation
i. The same
yes 15
no 02
10. Are any changes in the monitoring envisaged or discussed?

· If yes, are any envisaged changes going to reduce or strengthen the monitoring?

i. Strengthen
5

ii. Reduce
2

iii. No change
9

iv. Unclear
1

v. No answer
1

11. What is the status of the monitoring body?

· Is it independent from the authorities and/or the media companies?

Yes 18
no 0.

However, in many countries the Competition Authorities monitor, and they are often not independent from state authorities.

