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	Foreword by Maria Eagle MP, Parliamentary Under-Secretary of State for Children and Families.

	
	The Adoption and Children Act received Royal Assent in November 2002.  The Act represents the most radical overhaul of adoption law for 26 years, replacing the outdated Adoption Act 1976 and modernising the entire legal framework for domestic and intercountry adoption.  

The draft regulations which form part of this consultation document aim to ensure that the Act complies with the EU Directive on E-Commerce.

Certain provisions in the Act were designed to ensure [image: image3.jpg]4



that it would be illegal for any person other than one acting for an adoption agency to either make arrangements for adoption or advertise for adoption on the internet.  While the internet clearly offers useful possibilities for recruiting adopters, we are clear that adoption agencies, who are regulated by the Commission for Social Care Inspection, must oversee these types of communications.  Without their oversight there could be risks to the welfare of the children involved. 

The E-Commerce Directive aims to remove obstacles to the growth and competitiveness of e-commerce within the European Union.  The Directive prohibits Member States from restricting the freedom to provide information society services from another Member State.  The Directive is binding on the UK and we must ensure that the provisions in the 2002 Act are compatible with it.

It is not our intention to treat e-commerce any more or less favourably than other types of business.  However the nature of the internet is such that the Act makes particular provision in regard to this medium, and therefore engages the Directive.  The draft regulations aim to ensure both that the Act is compliant with the Directive, but also that the policy intentions in the Act are preserved, and that we are able to protect children where their welfare might be put at risk.  

We hope that the draft regulations achieve these aims, but we would welcome feedback from all interested parties.  I am issuing this document today for a three-month consultation period ending on 24 September 2005.  We have asked you a number of specific questions and would welcome written comments on these as well as your comments on the document as a whole.  All responses will be carefully considered in the preparation of the final version of these important regulations.

Maria Eagle
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	1
	Background and Context

	1.1
	UK legislative framework
The current legislation relating to the advertising of adoptions is set out in section 58 of the Adoption Act 1976.  This provision restricts the publication of advertisements indicating that persons other than adoption agencies are willing to make arrangements for the adoption of a child, and makes it an offence for either parents or prospective adoptive parents to advertise their desire for adoption.  This provision was re-enacted with amendments by the Adoption and Children Act 2002 (“the 2002 Act”).   

The 2002 Act will be fully implemented on 30 December 2005.  Four sections of the 2002 Act engage the E-Commerce Directive:

-  Section 92 prohibits persons who are not, in effect, registered adoption agencies from taking certain steps in relation to arranging adoptions (this might include, for example, offering over the internet to find a child for adoption).  Section 93 makes the contravention of section 92 an offence where it is proved that the person knew or had reason to suspect that the step would contravene that section.  The offence is punishable with up to six months imprisonment or with a fine of up to £10,000, or both.  Sections 92 and 93 apply only in England and Wales.

-  Section 123 prohibits persons who are not registered adoption agencies from publishing or distributing advertisements relating to adoptions and from causing such advertisements to be published or distributed.  For these purposes, publishing or distributing specifically includes doing so by electronic means.  Section 124 makes the contravention of section 123 an offence where it is proved that the person knew or had reason to suspect that section 123 applied to the information.  The offence is punishable with up to 3 months imprisonment or with a fine not exceeding level 5 on the standard scale, or both.  Sections 123 and 124 apply in the whole of the United Kingdom. 

	1.2
	E-Commerce Directive 2000
The E-Commerce Directive (Directive 2000/31/EC, “the Directive”) was adopted on 8 June 2000.  The purpose of the Directive is to enhance the functioning of the internal market by removing specific legal barriers to the free movement of cross-border online services (the so called “information society services” such as online newspapers, online selling of products and online provision of financial services).  

The internal market provisions of the Directive consist of two principles which together create a “country of origin” framework for the regulation of information society services. First, the Directive provides that each Member State must ensure that providers established on its territory comply with the local legal requirements regardless of where in the EEA they may be providing the information society services.  And second, it prohibits Member States from restricting information society services provided by information society service providers established in another Member State: a person providing information society services in the European Economic Area should be regulated only by the authorities in the Member State in which he is established.

The Directive applies the country of origin principles only within the coordinated field.  This is defined in the Directive at Article 2(h).  Broadly, this is defined as requirements in Member States which apply to Information Society Service Providers or information society services, and not requirements applicable to goods as such, the delivery of goods, or services not provided by electronic means.  Sections 92-3 and 123-4 of the Adoption and Children Act contain requirements that would fall in the coordinated field, where there are restrictions on arranging or advertising adoptions over the internet.

The Directive allows for derogations from the internal market provisions described above so that Member States can apply their restrictions to online services from other Member States in certain circumstances.  Any restrictions must be proportionate and necessary for one of the reasons specified in the Directive.  These include the protection of minors, the detection and prosecution of criminal offences and violations of human dignity concerning individuals.  The online service in question must present a serious and grave threat to one of the specified reasons for restrictions.  

Where an enforcement authority wishes to apply its restrictions in accordance with the derogations, it must have liaised with the authorities of the Member State where the service provider is established to ask them to take measures to prevent the continuation of the online service.  Where these measures have not been taken within a stated deadline or were inadequate, the authority must notify the European Commission and the other Member State that it intends to take appropriate enforcement action.

If the threat identified (for example to minors) is deemed urgent, an enforcement authority may take measures in respect of the online service provider without following the steps outlined above.  Where such urgent action is taken, the other Member State and the European Commission must be notified of the measures taken as soon as possible, and the reason for the application of the restrictions. 

The UK initially transposed (i.e. incorporated into UK legislation) certain parts of the Directive by way of the Electronic Commerce Directive (EC Directive) Regulations 2002 (“the Regulations”).  The Regulations were intended to implement the Directive in respect of all UK legislation passed before 30 July 2002. They apply the internal market provisions described above to all pre-30 July 2002 legislation and provide for derogations where the conditions of the Directive are met.  The scope of the Regulations was subsequently extended to cover some specific enactments passed on or after 30 July 2002.   These regulations do not implement the Directive in relation to financial services.  This was dealt with separately in the Electronic Commerce Directive (Financial Services and Markets) Regulations 2002 (SI 2002/1775).

	1.3
	Enforcement and Information Society Service Providers
The provisions of the 2002 Act referred to above could catch information society service providers (ISSPs) as well as the persons actually seeking to arrange or advertise adoptions (i.e. the ‘content owners’).  This could include Internet Service Providers (ISPs) which provide access to the internet, usually for a monthly fee.  In the majority of cases, sites in ownership of other Member States advertising, for example, adoption services  would not be hosted on UK ISSPs.

There are three main types of ISSP:  

-  Caching ISSPs.  These cache information by keeping automatic copies of data in order to optimise the functioning of the Internet.  This includes maintaining lists of most frequently accessed sites and making temporary copies.  A caching ISSP has no control over the sites or knowledge of what they are at a given moment in time, or what their content is. 
-  Conduit ISSPs.  These provide ‘highways’ along which information travels from a host ISSP to personal computers. The conduit function is purely one of transmitting information and provision of access, and can include making automatic, transient copies. These are intended solely to assist the transmission process.
-  Host ISSPs.  These may host up to thousands of sites. ISPs have total control over ability to access these sites but they have no control over the information posted on them and cannot be expected to be aware of such information. Once made aware of the information however, ISSPs can remove such information after it has been uploaded should they wish to.

The usual process for taking action against an ISSP is known as ‘notice and takedown’. Once an ISSP has been notified that they are hosting illegal information, the ISSP is expected to take down the illegal pages or block access to them.  

The provisions in the Adoption and Children Act 2002 state that a person will not be guilty of an offence under sections 93 and/or 124 where they do not know, or do not have reason to suspect, that the actions taken would contravene sections 92 or 123.  The Directive provides for this defence, as well as wider defences to liability for information transmitted or stored, including, for example, not initiating the electronic transmission.  These defences are intended to protect the types of ISP described above.  When an ISSP has received notice that it is hosting illegal material, it will lose its right to the defences under the Directive.  This will leave the ISSP a choice of whether to continue to host the material, and risk action from those who had complained, or take the material down, and risk action from the person who supplied the material.

The draft regulations below include the wider defences allowed in the Directive for conduit and host ISSPs.  Because section 93 of the 2002 Act deals with persons making arrangements for adoptions, we do not consider that the intermediary defences are relevant to it.  The regulations do not include the wider defences for caching ISSPs as we take the view that this type of ISSP could not be guilty of an offence under section 124 of the 2002 Act.  Caching is simply storage of the information.  Section 123 of the 2002 Act requires distribution, publication or the causation of distribution or publication, and would therefore never be engaged if illegal material on adoption was available through a caching ISSP.

	1.4
	Technical Standards Directive
These regulations are being notified in draft to the European Commission in accordance with Directive 98/34/EC, as amended by Directive 98/48/EC.


	2
	Objectives and explanatory notes for regulations

	2.1
	Objectives
The regulations have been drafted with the following objectives:

- To ensure that the Adoption and Children Act 2002 is compliant with the E-Commerce Directive 2000.
- To preserve the policy intentions behind the Act (i.e. the protection of children where their welfare is being put at risk) by allowing for derogation from the Directive in certain circumstances.  

	2.2
	Explanatory Notes for Regulations
Citation, Commencement and application
Regulation 1 sets the date on which these regulations will come into force as 30 December 2005.

Regulation 2 provides that the regulations are UK wide, except for where they relate to sections 92 and 93 of the Adoption and Children Act 2002.  These are the sections on the making of arrangements for adoption, and apply only in relation to England and Wales.

Interpretation
Regulation 3 defines certain expressions used in the regulations and sets out certain principles of interpretation.  
 
Interpretation of sections 92, 93, 123 and 124 of the Act in relation to electronic commerce activities
Regulation 4 provides for the application of sections 92, 93, 123 and 124 of the Act in relation to electronic commerce activities so that a person carrying on an activity consisting of the provision of an information society service from an establishment in the UK to a person in another EEA State will always be regarded as carrying on that activity in the UK. This deeming provision gives effect to the first limb of the Directive’s country of origin approach (i.e. that service providers must comply with the legal requirements of the Member State in which they are established regardless of where they provide their service).

Restrictions on arranging adoptions and advertising not to apply to incoming providers
Regulation 5 provides that restrictions set out in sections 92 and 93 (arranging adoptions) or sections 123 and 124 (advertising adoptions) of the 2002 Act can not be applied to electronic commerce providers established in other countries who provide services which are incoming to the UK.  This gives effect to the second limb of the Directive’s country of origin framework.

Circumstances where regulation 5 does not apply
Regulation 6 provides that in individual cases, if certain ‘policy conditions’ or ‘procedural conditions’ are met, the principle set out in regulation 5 does not apply.  This provides the basis for derogation to the internal market provisions (i.e. the country of origin basis) of the Directive.

Without this provision, regulation 5 would mean that where an organisation in another EU Member State was liaising with a person in the UK to advertise/arrange adoptions, the UK Government would not be able to take any action against the organisation from the other country.  Regulation 6 allows for exceptions to this (i.e. a derogation to the principal terms of the Directive) where certain conditions are met (the policy and procedural conditions).

Regulation 7 sets out the policy conditions that must be met in order for a derogation to be made.  These are as follows:

- Sub-paragraph (a)(i) a responsible authority considers that the derogation (from the application of regulation 5) is necessary for reasons of public policy linked to the 2002 Act.  These can include the prevention, investigation, detection and prosecution of criminal offences and the protection of minors.

A responsible authority is defined in the regulations as, in relation to England, the Secretary of State or Commission for Social Care Inspection (CSCI), in relation to Wales, the National Assembly for Wales, in realtion to Scotland, the Scottish Ministers and the Scottish Commission for the Regulation of Care, and in relation to Northern Ireland, the Department of Health, Social Services and Public Safety.

- Sub-paragraph (a)(ii) the continuation of the electronic commerce activity in the UK will prejudice the objectives above.
- Sub-paragraph (b) the responsible authority must ensure that the derogation is a proportionate means of addressing the problem.

Regulation 8 sets out the procedural conditions that must also be met in order for a derogation to be made.  These are that the responsible authority:

- has asked the country where the e-commerce provider is based to take measures to rectify the situation giving cause for concern.
- is satisfied that authorities in the other country have not taken any such measures within a reasonable timescale or, in the opinion of the responsible authority, have taken inadequate measures.
- has told the European Commission and the authorities in the other country that it intends to make a derogation and introduce the restrictions under sections 92-3 and/or 123-4 of the 2002 Act to the e-commerce provider.
- has notified the e-commerce provider of the intention to apply the relevant restrictions under the 2002 Act and allowed time for the provider to make representations against the planned action.

Urgent cases
Regulation 9, paragraph 1 allows the responsible authority to take these actions against a provider without having met all of the above procedural conditions if the case is urgent.  

Regulation 9, paragraph 2 requires the responsible authority to notify the European Commission and the relevant authorities in the other country as soon as possible that the action has been taken.  It must also provide reasons for why the case was considered to be urgent.

Acceptable defences
Regulation 10 provides a defence to liability under section 124 of the 2002 Act for information transmitted by a conduit information service provider (ISP).  A conduit ISP is a company which provides ‘highways’ along which information travels from the host ISP to personal computers.  The conduit function is purely one of transmitting information and provision of access, and can include making automatic, transient copies.  These are intended solely to assist the transmission process.

The regulation allows for a defence to such liability where the person in question:

- did not initiate the transmission;
- did not select who to send the transmission to; and
- did not select or modify the information contained in the transmission.

Where the conduit function consists of the automatic, intermediate and/or transient storage of the information transmitted, the defence applies only where such function takes place for the sole purpose of carrying out the transmission in the communication network and where the information is not stored for longer than is necessary.

These provisions ensure that a conduit ISP is not guilty of an offence under section 124 of the 2002 Act (advertising adoptions) provided that the conditions outlined above are met.

Regulation 11 provides a defence to liability under section 124 of the 2002 Act for the storage of information by a hosting ISP.  A hosting ISP can host up to thousands of sites.  This type of ISP has total control over ability to access these sites, but has no control over the information posted on them, and cannot be expected to be aware of such information.  Hosting ISPs can, however, remove such information after it has been uploaded should they wish to do so.

The regulation provides that a hosting ISP will not be liable for the storage of information where:

- it acts promptly to remove or disable access to the information as soon as it is made aware that it contravenes section 123; and 
- the person who provided the information for storage by the hosting ISP (i.e. the recipient of the service) was not acting under the authority or control of the hosting ISP. 

This provision ensures that the hosting ISP is not guilty of an offence under section 124 of the 2002 Act (advertising adoptions) provided that the conditions outlined above are met. 


	3
	Draft regulations

	3.1
	The draft Electronic Commerce Directive (Adoption and Children Act 2002) Regulations 2005 are attached and available to download as a separate document.


	4
	Partial Regulatory Impact Assessment

	4.1
	Purpose and intended effect
The purpose of the regulations is to ensure that the Adoption and Children Act 2002 is compliant with the E-Commerce Directive 2000 whilst also ensuring that the policy intentions behind the Act are preserved and that we are able to protect children where their welfare is being put at risk. 

	4.2
	Background
There are four sections in the 2002 Act which engage the Directive:

a. Section 92 prohibits persons who are not, in effect, registered adoption agencies from taking certain steps in relation to arranging adoptions (for example, offering to find a child for adoption).  Section 93 makes the contravention of section 92 an offence where it is proved that the person knew or had reason to suspect that the step would contravene that section.  The offence is punishable with up to six months imprisonment or with a fine of up to £10,000, or both. Sections 92 and 93 apply only in England and Wales.

b. Section 123 prohibits persons who are not registered adoption agencies from publishing or distributing advertisements relating to adoptions and from causing such advertisements to be published or distributed.  For these purposes, publishing or distributing specifically includes doing so by electronic means.  Section 124 makes the contravention of section 123 an offence where it is proved that the person knew or had reason to suspect that section 123 applied to the information.  The offence is punishable with up to 3 months imprisonment or with a fine not exceeding level 5 on the standard scale, or both.  Sections 123 and 124 apply in the whole of the United Kingdom

The E-Commerce Directive seeks to remove obstacles to cross-border online services in the internal market on the one hand, by requiring each Member State to ensure that providers established on its territory comply with the local legal requirements regardless of where in the EEA they may be providing the information society services, and on the other hand, by prohibiting Member States from restricting such services provided by information society service providers established in another Member State.  A person providing information society services in the European Economic Area should be regulated only by the authorities in the Member State in which he is established.  These are called the ‘internal market’ provisions of the Directive.

The Directive does provide for certain limited derogations to the internal market provisions.  Furthermore, there is provision for a case by case derogation from the internal market provisions which Member States may use to take measures, such as sanctions and injunctions, to restrict the provision of a particular online service from another Member State where there is a need to protect certain identified interests.  These interests can include the protection of minors.

The draft regulations introduce a framework for derogations from the internal market provisions of the Directive.  The derogations will enable us to protect children by restricting the provision of online adoption services or adoption advertising services from other Member States on a case by case basis where we considered it reasonable and proportionate to do so.  

	4.3
	Risks
The main risks that the proposed regulations are addressing are to the welfare of children.  Making arrangements for adoption and the advertisement of children for adoption on the internet has risks for both the children and the adults involved.  Current adoption legislation is based on the principle that only approved adoption agencies should be responsible for these types of transactions, as they have the necessary skills and experience, have proven their credibility and are tightly regulated by the Commission for Social Care Inspection. 

In the context of the E-Commerce Directive the electronic communications concerned would be between a UK resident and an organisation or individuals from another country, i.e. for the purposes of intercountry adoption.  UK residents wishing to adopt from abroad are required by law to undergo an assessment and approval process via an adoption agency.  The risk to children is that those who respond to these advertisements and make arrangements over the internet have not gone through the appropriate assessment and approval process. 

	4.4
	Options
Option 1 – Make purpose built regulations accepting the full effect of the Directive
Under this option regulations would be made to the effect that nothing in the 2002 Act conflicts with the Directive.  We would, therefore, disapply the restrictions in sections 92, 93, 123 and 124 of the 2002 Act in the case of ‘incoming’ information service providers (i.e. service providers from other EU Member States).  We would not be able to restrict the making of ‘virtual arrangements’ or advertisements in cross-border situations.

Option 2 – Make purpose built regulations enabling a derogation under the Directive
Under this option, we would take advantage of the provisions in the Directive which allow derogation from its internal market provisions.  This would enable us to protect children by restricting the provision of online adoption services or adoption advertising by providers established in other Member States on a case by case basis (i.e. by prosecuting under sections 92, 93, 123 and 124 of the 2002 Act) where we considered it reasonable and proportionate to do so.  Regulations would be needed to implement the derogation and set out the appropriate procedure for operation of the derogation.

	4.5
	Costs
Option 1 – Make purpose built regulations accepting the full effect of the Directive
All ISSPs are already required to comply with legislation and statutory instruments governing e-commerce in the Member State where they are based.  By ensuring that the specific restrictions set out in sections 92 and 123 of the 2002 Act did not apply to ISSPs based in other Member States, we would not increase any costs for these types of businesses.  

Costs that would have been incurred include, for example, the company needing to seek legal advice in order to ensure its compliance with the different sets of legislation.  A respondent to the DTI consultation on the draft Electronic Commerce (EC Directive) Regulations 2002 (SI 2002/2013) estimated that a review of the regulatory framework for online services in the UK alone had cost €60,000.

Option 2 – Make purpose built regulations enabling a derogation under the Directive
The introduction of a framework for a derogation to the principles of the Directive could have increased costs for ISSPs based in other Member States, as they would potentially be required to comply not only with the relevant legislation in the Member State where they were based, but also with the restrictions set out in the 2002 Act.

The cost of applying the restrictions which are enabled by the derogation would vary depending on the size and type of the organisation, the extent of the action required to comply with the restrictions and the level of systems change required.  

The first stage of any enforcement measures taken under the derogation would be notice and takedown procedures brought in relation to the ISP.  In performing this action, an ISP is likely to incur technical costs associated with the taking down of the information from the internet and legal costs where the ISP has a contract with the content owner.  We have been unable to assess the costs of a single, standard notice and takedown action and we would welcome any costings that ISPs may already have for this.  

One respondent to the DTI public consultation on the draft Electronic Commerce (EC Directive) Regulations 2002 (SI 2002/2013) who engages in notice and takedown activities estimated that to establish an effective regime in the 13 Member States where it operates would cost £60-90,000 in legal costs and £80-120,000 in engineering and technical costs.  It is not expected that the derogation to the Directive to enforce the restrictions in the 2002 Act would be used on a frequent basis.  Although ISPs would incur costs for associated notice and takedown procedure were the derogation to be used, the increase in marginal costs against the overall notice and takedown regime would be negligible.  

The second stage of enforcement would be enforcement action against the content owner.  In certain circumstances, the government (or the responsible authorities) may consider invoking the derogations and taking action against the content owner under sections 93 and 124 of the 2002 Act. (Note that it is not anticipated that such enforcement action would be taken against the ISP on the basis that the defences for mere conduits and hosting would apply.)  

If, however, the organisation wished to continue advertising adoptions or arranging adoptions in the UK, it would have to register as an adoption agency.  The costs associated with setting up as an adoption agency include an initial registration fee with the Commission for Social Care Inspection, and an annual fee of £600.  The organisation would also need to have a suitably qualified manager, qualified social workers and suitable premises, in accordance with the National Minimum Standards.

We invite information that would assist in estimating accurately the benefits and compliance costs for businesses which would be potentially affected by the derogation. 

	4.6
	Securing compliance
Breaches of sections 92 and 123 of the 2002 Act are likely to be brought to the attention of a responsible authority (as defined in the regulations) by a range of sources.  These could include adoption agencies based in the UK or abroad, individuals concerned and adoption authorities in other countries.  These concerns will be investigated by the relevant responsible authority.  

Where there is cause to believe that the actions identified constitute an offence under sections 93 and 124 of the 2002 Act, the draft regulations set out policy conditions that must be met before the derogation can be used (Regulation 7).

If the policy conditions are met, draft regulation 8 sets out procedural conditions that must be met before the derogation can be used.  These are that the responsible authority must have:

- asked the country where the e-commerce provider is based to take measures to rectify the situation giving cause for concern.
- satisfied itself that authorities in the other country have not taken any such measures within a reasonable timescale or, in the opinion of the responsible authority, have taken inadequate measures.
- told the European Commission and the authorities in the other country that it intends to make a derogation and apply the restrictions under sections 92-3 and/or 123-4 of the 2002 Act to the e-commerce provider.
- notified the e-commerce provider of the intention to apply the relevant restrictions under the 2002 Act and allowed time for the provider to make representations against the planned action.

It may be that compliance with the relevant sections of the 2002 Act can be secured as a result of these discussions as part of the procedural conditions.

Where these discussions are not successful or where the case is considered urgent (regulation 9), there are two stages to the enforcement of sections 92 and 123 (as explained above):  

- The first is a notice and take-down procedure, to ensure that the information is removed from the internet.  Once the ISP has been notified that it is acting as a conduit for or that it is hosting illegal information, it may act to take the information off the internet.
- The second stage would be possible action against the content owner under sections 93 and 124 of the 2002 Act.  

	4.7
	Impact on small businesses
Businesses or organisations in other EU Member States that advertise adoptions on the internet may be small bodies, akin to voluntary adoption agencies in the UK.  The imposition of the restrictions set out in the draft regulations would therefore impact on their business.  It may have the effect of ensuring that they are no longer able to arrange adoptions involving UK residents.  We do not believe, however, that this is disproportionate to the aim of safeguarding the welfare of the children involved.  The costs of ensuring compliance with the restrictions in the 2002 Act are set out above.

	4.8
	Consultation
This partial regulatory impact assessment is available on the DfES consultation website with the draft regulations.  The final RIA will be published alongside the final version of the regulations, and will include any relevant comments made by respondents to this consultation.  We hope to be able to improve the accuracy of this RIA in light of the consultation.  

	4.9
	Monitoring and evaluation
The DfES Adoption Team will be monitoring the impact of the regulations and any restrictions that are introduced on all involved, including ISSPs, the relevant organisations and authorities in the other Member State.  We will evaluate whether any changes are needed to the framework established in the regulations.


	5
	How to respond

	5.1
	These draft regulations are being issued for consultation to adoption agencies, information service providers and their representative bodies.  However, anyone with an interest in adoption or e-commerce is entitled is welcome to comment this document.  The document may also be downloaded from the Department for Education and Skills’ website http://www.dfes.gov.uk/consultations/.

If you wish to comment on any aspect of this consultation document please download and complete the feedback form from http://www.dfes.gov.uk/consultations/.  Alternatively, you may write to us:

Jane Cunliffe
Department for Education and Skills
Area 4F
Caxton House
Tothill Street
London
SW1H 9NA

You may also fax your views to 020 7273 5688 or email your comments to jane.cunliffe@dfes.gsi.gov.uk
Regardless of the way you choose to respond, the deadline is 24 September 2005.

If you choose not to respond using the feedback form, please ensure you include the following details with your response:

• Your name.
• Your job title and interest in adoption.
• Your telephone number.
• Whether your comments represent your own view, the corporate view of your organisation, or the collective views of a group of people within your organisation.
• Your specific comments on the consultation document or consultation questions set out in the response form.  Please quote the relevant paragraph numbers.
• Any general comments you wish to make.
• Whether your comments may be made available to the public when the final Regulations and guidance are published, or whether you wish your comments to remain confidential.


	6
	Additional copies

	6.1
	This document, the draft regulations and the feedback form can be downloaded from http://www.dfes.gov.uk/consultations/.

	7
	Plans for making results public

	7.1
	In accordance with the Cabinet Office code of practice,  the results of this consultation exercise will be made public on the Department’s website at www.dfes.gov.uk/consultations/conArchive.cfm.


