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	     In the beginning of April 2022, the British government announced its plan to privatize the popular television channel, Channel 4. The channel is known for its critically acclaimed drama series, as well as beloved reality shows. It was launched in 1982 and has been operating as a government-owned broadcasting company, consisting of 12 channels in total. In contrast to the BBC, which is run by public funding, Channel 4’s source of income has been advertising. Moreover, unlike other broadcasters, Channel 4 does not produce its own shows. Instead, they are made by independent production companies. The profit made by the channel is redirected to more TV programs. 
     Those in favor of the decision state that the privatization of the channel could lead to the making of more money from selling rights to streaming services or broadcasters in other countries. It would also allow the channel to produce content of its own and sell it to other broadcasters (BBC). 


Text B: 5 reasons Channel 4 would be better off in the private sector,
Gordon Young, April 7th , 2022 (source: https://www.thedrum.com//)
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	     The bitterness of the current row underlines the dangers of media organizations being state-owned. There is always a danger that they will be coerced and that is true across both news reporting and what general content they commission. Ironically, the suggestion that privatization is a punishment-beating, demonstrates why greater distance from the political cauldron might be more comfortable. And of course, as the FT said, many companies from Boots to Asda know what it is like languishing as an unloved asset. This is an opportunity for Channel 4 to be freed from an owner who wants to be shot of it. 
    The world has moved on since the launch of Channel 4 in 1982. Back then there were only three channels, and terrestrial television was the only show in town. Today there are hundreds, and it is the streaming services that are dominant. Channel Four model is no longer sustainable - it lacks scale. Ask anyone under 15 when they last watched it, and some will not even be able to tell you what Channel 4 is. 


1. Introduce the documents. What do they have in common? 
2. Compare and contrast the vision of privatization given in both texts. 
3. Why do you think that the privatization of Channel 4 caused such a stir? 
4. Do you think that a government should have a say in the content of programmes broadcast by state channels?
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