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Dear Mr Bradley 
 
INTERNAL REVIEW TO FREEDOM OF INFORMATON CASE   
 
ICO reference FS05393016, BIS reference 10/2244 
 
You asked for internal reviews to be undertaken for the Freedom of Information requests 
you made to the Department of Business, Innovation and Skills (BIS) referred to above.   
 
I am also responding to points raised in the letter from the Information Commissioner’s 
Office to the Department for Business, Innovation and Skills dated 7 June 2011. 
 
Please accept my sincere apologies for the excessive time taken to complete this review.  
This has been caused by a number of factors, which apply similarly to other FoI requests 
that you have submitted to BIS, a major one being the physical and electronic transfer of 
data and staff from BIS to DCMS during the early part of the year. 
 
On 18 October 2010, you asked BIS to provide you with details of:  
 
Meetings between Ed Vaizey and representatives of the creative industry, in particular 
relating to: 
 
- copyright (term, reform, enforcement, policy, infringement, 
piracy, economy, importance, law), or 
- the Digital Economy Act 
- the BPI (British Recorded Music Industry/British Phonographic 
Industry), or 
- UK Music 
 
All from 05/05/2010 to the present, with minutes please. 
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I have completed the internal review of this case.   
 
The internal review process covers the information you originally sought and does not 
cover any follow up questions you may have made in the light of our responses. However, 
I note that BIS has placed much correspondence regarding the Digital Economy Bill, and 
Act in the public domain.  This can be found at 
http://webarchive.nationalarchives.gov.uk/+/http://www.bis.gov.uk/policies/business-
sectors/digital-britain/letters 
 
In addition, lists of ministerial meetings held since May 2010 are on the BIS and DCMS 
transparency websites at http://www.bis.gov.uk/transparency/staff and 
http://www.transparency.culture.gov.uk/ so you should be able to see from there any 
meetings at Ministerial level that you are interested in and could make a separate request 
for details of any of those meetings if you wish to do so.  It is not always the case that 
formal notes are recorded, particularly if no actions were agreed. 
 
In the response to your original request by BIS on 12 November 2010, BIS stated that 
after searching their records, that they held no information that would have answered any 
parts of your request.  This answer was given within the timeframe allowed by the Act. 
 
Additional searches of our records at DCMS and BIS have since been undertaken.   
 
As a result of these searches I am satisfied that we have identified a number of meetings 
that relate to the subjects stated in your request and which occurred during the requested 
timescale. These are listed below. It has not proved possible to identify the subject matter 
discussed in all of the meetings.  Please note also that the number against each meeting 
is merely a sequential indicator and does not refer to the date of the meeting.   
 
I should make clear that Ed Vaizey was not appointed to his position as Minister for 
Culture and Communications until 20 May 2010 so there were no meetings between him 
and “representatives of the creative industry” before that date.  Consequently, I have 
taken 20 May 2010 as the starting date for the search for documents for this review, rather 
than your requested date of 5 May 2010. This was a joint Ministerial post between DCMS 
and BIS until the Prime Minister’s review on 19 January 2011 when responsibility for 
issues surrounding the media and the creative industries was moved to DCMS. 
 
The following list details Ed Vaizey’s meetings with representatives of the creative 
industries for the time period covered by your request.  We have also identified one 
meeting note that was produced during this time.  Please find it attached to this letter.  
Personal details have been redacted in accordance with Section 40 of the FoI Act. 
  

Meetings in August  2010  

1.  Met with Performing Rights Society (PRS) to discuss intellectual property.  
2.  Met with Motion Pictures Assoc. to discuss intellectual property.  
3.  Met with Performing Rights Soc. to discuss intellectual property.  

Meetings in July 2010  

4.  Met with British Phonographic Industries for Roundtable meeting.  
5.  Met with major publishers to discuss general numerous issues.  
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6.  Met with BPI for general catch-up.  

Meetings in June 2010  

7.  Met with Warner Bros for general catch-up.  
8.  Met with BPI for introductory meeting.  
9.  Met with Design & Artist's Copyright society to discuss Artists' Resale Right.  
10. Met with British Art Market Federation to discuss Artists' Resale Right.  

 
If you are unsatisfied with this response, you could also make a new more focused 
request around official level meetings and/or Ministerial meetings before May 2010  if you 
wish to do so, bearing in mind the points raised above as to what would make such a 
request possible to respond to effectively.  I should warn you though, that the problems 
around access to files transferred from BIS still exist although all efforts are being made to 
resolve them. 
 
A copy of this letter has been sent to Nicola Humphries at the Information Commissioner’s 
Office as requested in her e-mail of 7 June 2011. 
 
If you are not content with the outcome of this internal review, you have the right to apply 
directly to the Information Commissioner’s Office for a decision.   The Information 
commissioner can be contacted at: The Information Commissioner’s Office, Wycliffe 
House, Water Lane, Wilmslow, Cheshire, SK9 4AF.   
  
Yours sincerely 
 
 
 
 
Rachel Clark 
Head of Creative Economy,Ttelecoms and Internet 
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Annex A  
 
Note of a meeting between Ed Vaizey and BPI 
 
 
From: LEWIS ALED [mailto:xxxx.xxxxx@xxxxxxx.xxx.xxx.xx]  
Sent: 17 June 2010 13:01 

To: Minister for Culture, Communications and Creative Industries Office; CREW MELANIE 
Cc: Permanent Secretary; ZEFF JON; HERON PAUL; ALSEY PAUL; CASSELTON ALAN; THOMAS ANDREW; 

MARTIN LINDA; MCKAY SANDRA; KENNY SEAN; VENUS JAMES; SPECIAL ADVISERS; 'Steve Rowan'; Brazier 
Adrian (IE) 
Subject: RE: BRIEFING: EV meeting BPI, Wed 16 June 
 
Melanie, 
 
Thank you for providing the briefing for this meeting, at which Adrian and Paul were also present: 
 

1.  At the BPI‟s suggestion, EV agreed to convene a meeting with the heads of major records 

labels (Paul / Adrian – would welcome your thoughts on this before we hold time in the 
diary?  EV noted that he would make clear at any such meeting, that the legislation in the 
DEA to tackle illegal file sharing is intended to be light touch and that the real emphasis 
was on continued development and promotion of ways to  download content legally, at a 
reasonable price and as such he would like to propose an agenda for this meeting which 
included a list of actions he would like the record industry to take forward. 
 

2.  Geoff Taylor (GV) added that the BPI were currently looking at how to develop reward 

schemes for commercial ventures who provided a legal access to downloading content, 
adding that the French Government had recently contributed towards a „loyalty card‟ which 
when used offered cheaper access to legal music downloads for young people, to encourage 
them down this route. 
 

3.  EV was invited to speak at the BPI‟s AGM on the 8th July, but declined due to diary 

pressures already on this date but agreed to join up with the BPI‟s launch of Phase 2 of 
Music Matters in the autumn , at which he could make a keynote speech to the sector. 
 

4.  The BPI agreed to follow up discussions around delivering the School Stars / Class Act 

competition, a project they had discussed with him when he was in opposition.  They 
agreed to come back to EV when the proposal was at a more fully developed stage.  EV 
stressed that he could not offer any certainty to securing public funding from DCMS (or 
BIS / DfE) for this scheme. 
 

5.  DEA – the BPI reiterated their concerns that the proposed 75/25% split of cost sharing to 

tackle online infringement of copyright was unfair, citing that it was difficult to set a cost 
per notification when it was not clear how many notifications there would be;  the industry 
also has to pay for the cost of developing the technology to detect infringements; and that 
the ISPs had benefitted commercially already from consumers paying for faster broadband 
speeds to be able to download more content illegally; and finally if the ISPs have to pay a 
lesser percentage of the costs they would have less incentive to ensure the various elements 
of the process were as cost effective as possible.  The BPI insisted that there was a strong 
economic argument backed up by qualified research to move to the “costs should fall where 
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they lie” approach.  Adrian – you noted that a submission on this would shortly be sent 
to Ministers to make a decision on how costs would be proportioned. 

 

6.  Copyright Term Extension – The BPI expressed concern that term extension may not be 

included on the agenda for the next meeting of the Commission on 23rd June, with the 
deadline for inclusion being Friday 18th June – EV noted that he would speak to Baroness 
Wilcox to see if she would be prepared to speak to her Spanish counterparts to ensure its 
inclusion on the agenda.  A call has been raised with Baroness Wilcox’s office – and a 
provisional time is set for 16.45 – awaiting confirmation from them. 
 

7.  S17 – The BPI impressed on EV the importance of the need to quickly fully implement S17 

of the DEA.  In the knowledge that site blocking could be introduced earlier, the BPI were 
reminded that they would need to put together such a case which covered a broad range of 
sectors and Government departments, in order for the Government to take a view and test 
this in theory. 
 

8.  Copyright Review – EV advised the BPI that IPO may be undertaking a desk based review 

of the copyright strategies and encouraged the BPI to mirror this approach and initiate a 
similar review, which converged the views of rights holders and for example, the views of 
the Open Rights Group.  The BPI agreed to come back to Ed on this. 
 

Thanks and happy to discuss! 
 
Aled 
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