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E x a m in a t io n  o f  W itn e s s  (Q u e s t io n  N u m b e r s  6 0 4 -6 1 9 )

mR PETER h il l  

28 APRIL 2009

Chairman: G o od  m o rn in g . T h is  is the e ig h th  se ss io n  o f the C o m m itte e 's  in q u iry  into p re s s  sta n d a rd s , p riv a c y  and  
fibel. I am  p le a se d  to w e lc o m e  th e  e d ito r o f the Daily Express, P eter Hill.

Q 6 0 4  P h ii ip  D a v ie s :  W e re  you s u rp ris e d  w hen the M cC a n n s d e cid e d  to s u e  you fo r libel?

M r Hill:  I w as s u rp ris e d  th a t th e  M cC a n n s at th a t t im e  su e d  o n ly  the Daily Express fo r  libel. T h is had b een  a 
re m a rk a b le  c a s e  w h ich  had had h e a d lin e s a ro u n d  th e  e n tire  w o rld . It  w as in e v e ry  n e w sp a p e r, all th e  d e v e lo p m e n ts  
from  th e  v e ry  b e g in n in g ; it w as in all th e  n e w s p a p e rs  in B ritain , it w as on all th e  te le v isio n  sta tio n s in B ritain. G iv e n  
w hat h a p p e n e d , th a t th e  p o lice  c a s e  tu rn e d  o u t to be a co m p le te  tra v e sty , b e c a u se  all th e  m ed ia all a ro u n d  th e  
w orld had re p e a te d  th e  a lle g a tio n s w h ich  had b een m a d e  by th e  P o rtu g u e se  p o lice  in v a rio u s  w a y s, it w as in e v ita b le  
th a t the M cC a n n s, c e rta in ly  In B ritish  law  th o u g h  p ro b a b ly  not in v e ry  m a n y  o th e r ju ris d ic tio n s , w ou ld c e rta in ly  have  
a c a s e  to s u e  fo r libel. H o w e v er, th e y  w ould h a ve  been a b le  to su e  and still could su e  a n y  n e w s p a p e r at all. I w a s a
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bit s u rp ris e d  th a t w e  w e re  at th a t tim e th e  o n ly  n e w s p a p e r, th o u g h  sin c e  th e n  the M cC a n n s h a v e  settled w ith a t  
le a s t tw o o th e r n e w s p a p e r g ro u p s  and I b e lie v e  a ls o  w ith a te le v is io n  sta tio n ,

Q 6 0 5  P h il ip  D a v ie s :  You g iv e  th e  im p re ssio n  th a t the Daily Express w as ju s t  o n e  o f m a n y  n e w s p a p e rs .

M r HUI; A b so lu tely ; a n d  it w as.

Q 6 0 6  P h il ip  D a v ie s :  W ould you  not a c c e p t th a t the Daily Express w as m ilk in g  th e  sto ry  fa r  m o re th a n  a n y b o d y  
e lse , in fa c t  w h e n  G e rry  M cC an n  g a v e  e v id e n c e  h e sa id : "U n d o u b ted ly, w e cou ld  h a v e  su e d  all th e  n e w s p a p e r  
g ro u p s."  "T h e Express w as th e  w o rst o ffe n d e r by so m e  d ista n ce ". W ould you a c c e p t  th a t?

M r H ill:  A b so lu tely  not. T h e  e v e n ts  s u rro u n d in g  th e  d isa p p e a ra n c e  o f M a d e le in e  M cC a n n  an d  e v e ry th in g  that  
h ap p en ed  a fte rw a rd s  w e re  c e rta in ly  on at least o n e  te le v is io n  sta tio n  e v e ry  s in g le  d a y  and in at le a s t o ne o th e r  
n e w s p a p e r e v e ry  sin g le  d a y  m onth a fte r m onth. 1 do not a c c e p t th a t at a ll. H ow ever, h a v in g  sa id  that, I h a ve  
p e rso n a lly  ap o lo g ised  to M r and M rs M cC an n  fo r  th e  m ista k e s w hich w e m ad e. I w ro te  th e  a p o lo g y  m yself, I insisted  
that it sh o u ld  go on the fro n t p a g e ; t did not h a ve  to p u t it o n  th e  fro n t p a g e  but I p ut it on the fro n t pag e. T h e  o th er  
e d ito rs in m y  g rou p  also  a g re e d  to do th e  s a m e  and w e  did p ay c o n s id e ra b le  d a m a g e s  to M r and M rs M cC an n  and  
th e ir  co sts. I  a ck n o w le d g e  o f c o u rs e  th a t w e w e re  in e rro r, yes.

Q 6 0 7  P h il ip  D a v ie s :  You s a y  it w as on the fro n t p a g e  o f o n e  p a p e r o r a n o th e r e v e ry  d ay.

M r H ill:  ] did not s a y  th e  fro n t p ag e; I said  th a t it w a s on o r in the p a p e rs  e v e ry  day,

Q 6 0 8  P h il ip  D a v ie s :  It  w a s in y o u r p a p e r e v e ry  day,

M r H ill:  All o f the n e w s p a p e rs , e v e n  the B B C 's Panorama, all re p ea ted  th e s e  a lle g a tio n s b e c a u se  the a lle g a tio n s  
w e re  the new s,

Q 6 0 9  P h il ip  D a v ie s :  I a m  s u rp ris e d  you  do not a c c e p t e v e n  at th is  s ta g e  th a t the Express w a s p ro b a b ly  th e  w o rst  
o ffe n d e r, G e rry  M cC ann sa id ; "The Express re h a sh e d  it and it w a s a v e ry  e a s y  d e cis io n  a s  to w h ich  g ro u p  of 
n e w s p a p e rs  to issu e  the co m p la in t a g a in st". T h e y  identified m o re  th a n  1 0 0  fa ls e  s to rie s  in Express n e w s p a p e rs . Do 
you  a c c e p t th a t th e re  w e re  th a t m a n y  fa ls e  s to rie s ?

M r H ill;  I ca n  only s p e a k  fo r the Daily Express. T h e re  w e re  3 8  h e a d lin e s th a t th e y  co m p la in e d  a b o u t in th e  Daily 
Express. I ca n  e q u a lly  find you m o re  th a n  8 0  h e a d lin e s w h ich  w e re  p o s itiv e  to w a rd s the M cC a n n s. Do not ju s t  think  
th a t w h at h a p p e n e d  in the n e w s p a p e r w a s co m p le te ly  o n e -sid e d  a n d  th a t w e to ok a  d e cis io n  to a tta ck  Mr a n d  M rs 
M cC an n , b e c a u s e  th a t is not th e  c a se . W e did m an y, m a n y  sto rie s  w h ich  w e re  p o sitive  to w a rd s th em  and w e did  
q u ite  a n u m b e r o f sto rie s w h ich  w e re  the o th e r w a y  ro u n d . T h a t is b e c a u s e  th e  tu rn  o f e v e n ts  co m p le te ly  ch a n g e d  
w h en  the p o lice  d e cid e d  to m ake Mr and M rs M cC an n  s u s p e c t s  in th e  c a se . O f c o u rs e  th e ir  sta tu s as s u s p e c t s  
co n tinu ed  fo r  a v e ry , v e ry  long tim e, P ortugal is a fu lly -fie d g e d  d e m o cra tic  m e m b e r o f the E u ro p e a n  C o m m u n ity .
How w e re  w e to know  th a t the p o lice  fo rc e  w as co m p le te ly  in co m p e te n t in th is  c a s e ?  In  h in d sig h t w e know  th a t this  
is the c a s e  but a t  the tim e  w e did not know . W h at w a s h a p p e n in g  th e re  w a s th a t M r and M rs M cC an n  had a v e ry ,  
v e ry  stro n g  p u b lic  re la tio n s m a ch in e  w hich they had b u ilt up q u ite  b rillia n tly  and q u ite  rig h tly  and I a m  not in a n y  
w ay crit ic isin g  them  fo r it. H o w e ver, the P o rtu g u e se  p olice, b e c a u s e  o f th e  ru le s  in P ortugal w hich forbid th e m  from  
co m m e n tin g  on c a s e s , re so rte d  to leakin g all m a n n e r o f info rm atio n  to th e  P o rtu g u e se  m e d ia  and th is  w as w h e re  we  
w e n t w ron g  o f c o u rs e  b e c a u se  w e pick ed  up th e s e  sto rie s,

Q 6 1 0  P h il ip  D a v ie s ;  W e a re  not re a lly  looking at the a c c u ra c y  o f th e  P o rtu g u e se  p o lice  and th e ir  sta n d a rd s . It  is 
re a lly  a b o u t y o u r s ta n d a rd s  at th e  n ew sp a p er,

M r H ill:  T h a t is a ll w e had to g o  on.

Q 6 1 1  P h il ip  D a v ie s :  It  is not really  a q u e stio n  e ith e r o f  w h e th e r y o u r p a p e r w a s pro  th e  M cC a n n s o r anti th e  
M cC a n n s, it is  a b o u t w h e th e r o r not w h at w a s w ritten  in the p a p e r w a s  a c c u ra t e  o r  not,

M r Hill: W e  kn ow  It w a s not a c c u ra te  now. W e know  now  in h in d sig h t th a t it w as not a c c u ra te  but w e did not know  
at th e  tim e. W e did not p u b lis li th is m a te ria ! m a lic io u sly . How cou ld  w e kn ow  th e n ? W e know  now  but w e did not 
know  then. W e had no idea. All I do know  is th a t th e re  w a s an in s a tia b ie  c la m o u r fo r in fo rm a tio n  a b o u t w h a t w a s  
goin g on and that c la m o u r w a s all ce n tre d  on this o n e  q u e stio n : w hat h a s h a p p e n e d  to M a d e le in e ? T h is w a s  t lie  
q u e stio n  to w h ich  e v e ry b o d y  in th e  w hole co u n try  w a n ted  to know  th e  a n sw e r, not ju s t  in th is  c o u n try  but m any  
o th e r co u n trie s  a n d  w h e re v e r you  w e n t— and I  a m  s u re  you  can a g re e  w ith th is — at th a t tim e  th a t w a s w hat peop le  
ta lk e d  ab o u t. T h e  q u e stio n  on e v e ry b o d y 's  lips w a s: w h a t h as h a p p e n e d  to M a d e le in e ?  W e a t th e  Daily Express 
p u rs u e d  e v e ry  p o ssib le  lead. W e s e n t te a m s o f p e o p le  all o v e r  E u ro p e , N orth A frica , to follow  up  sig h tin g s and I  tell 
y o u , we did m a k e  g e n u in e  e ffo rts  to find M a d e le in e  and w e w ould still lo ve to do th a t if w e p o ssib ly  cou ld.

Q 6 1 2  P h il ip  D a v ie s :  T h e  th e o ry  g o e s th a t th e re  w a s a g re a t c la m o u r fro m  th e  p u b lic  and from  y o u r re a d e rs.
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M r H ill;  Not ju s t  from  m y re a d e rs; fro m  e v e ry b o d y .

Q 6 1 3  P h it ip  D a v ie s ;  No, Ind eed . T h e re fo re  th a t led to a  c la m o u r from  the ed itors, n ew s e d ito rs, w h o e v e r it m ig h t  
be o n  th e  p a p e rs, to th e  re p o rte rs  to co m e  up with a new  sto ry  e ach  day to m a k e  s u re  th e re  w as so m e th in g  In the  
paper. I f  th e re  w as noth in g  to report, th e y  m u st find so m e th in g  to re p o rt b e c a u s e  you n eed ed  so m e th in g  a b o u t this  
in th e  p a p e r. Do you  a c c e p t th a t kind of c u ltu re  w e n t on'?

M r Hill: No, that is not th e  w ay it w ork s. T h e  fa c t  o f the m a tte r is th a t th e re  w as a n ew s sto ry  e v e ry  d a y  a n d  both 
sid e s in th is p a rtic u la r c a s e  w e re  briefin g and le a k in g  all th e  tim e , e v e ry  d a y ; e v e ry  sin g le  day p e o p le  w e re  being  
b riefed by o n e  s id e  and tire o th e r side,

Q 6 1 4  P h il ip  D a v ie s :  G iv e n  th a t th e re  w ere so  m a n y  s to rie s  w h ich  w e re  in a cc u ra te  a s  it h a p p e n e d , cou ld  you  
e x p la in  to u s  w hat fa c t-c h e c k in g  y o u r p a p e r in d u lg e d  in, e ith e r th e n  o r  now , to m a k e  s u re  w h a t you d o  p rin t is tru e ?  
It  s e e m s  in th is  p a rtic u la r c a s e  so m e th in g  w ent bad ly  w rong.

M r H ill:  T h a t is a v e ry , v e ry  good q u estio n, In  th is p a rtic u la r ca se , a s  I e x p la in ed  to you , th e  P o rtu g u e se  p o lice  
w e re  u n a b le , b e c a u se  o f the leg al re strictio n s in P o rtu g al, to m a k e  an y official c o m m e n t on the c a se . W h a t h a p p e n e d  
w a s th a t th e y  re so rted  to leakin g  th in g s to the P o rtu g u e se  p re ss. W e  did o u r  b e st to ch e c k  up on th e s e  th in g s b u t o f 
c o u rs e  it w a s  not v e ry  e a sy  to do so. W e a lw a y s put the s to rie s  to M r and M rs M cC a n n 's PR te a m  but m o st o f  th e  
tim e th e  p eo p le  th e y  had then, a fte r th e  M cC a n n 's had b e e n  n a m e d  a s  su s p e cts , did not retu rn  o u r c a lls . So th is  w a s  
a m o re  d ifficu lt situ a tio n  th a n  a n y  o f US had e v e r  e n c o u n te re d . Y es, th e re  w a s a c la m o u r fo r in fo rm a tio n  and w e  did  
o u r b est to p ro v id e  it. O f c o u rs e  w e do c h e c k  a s  th o ro u g h ly  a s  w e  ca n . N e w s p a p e rs o p e ra te  a t  v e ry  h igh sp e e d  a n d  it 
is q u ite  tru e  that so m e tim e s It is not p o ssib le  to ch e c k  th in g s a s  th o ro u g h ly  a s  you w ou ld  like.

Q 6 1 5  C h a ir r n a n :  You sa id  th e re  w e re  3 8  h e a d lin e s w h ich  th e  M cC a n n s co m p la in e d  about.

M r Hill: Y es, th e re  w ere.

Q 6 1 6  C h a ir m a n ;  W h en you a p p ro v e d  th o se h e a d lin e s w e re  you  in e a ch  c a s e  co n fid e n t th a t th e y  w e re  ju s t ifie d ?

M r Hill: At th e  tim e , y e s, o f  c o u rs e , o th e rw ise  I w ou ld  not h a v e  a p p ro v e d  th em .

Q 6 1 7  C h a ir m a n :  So th in g s like “P aren ts' c a r  hid a c o rp s e " “S o m e o n e 's  holding b ack the tru th ".

M r Hill: M any o th e r n e w s p a p e rs  and the m ed ia u sed  that. T h is  w as a ls o  on te le v isio n . T h is  w a s  w h a t h a p p e n e d  at 
th e  tim e, T h is  c a m e  from  th e  p o lice  a n d  this a lso  ca m e  fro m  th e  B ritish  fo re n s ic  sc ie n c e  la b o ra to ry  w h ich  had a lso  
b riefed p e o p le  on that. I  do not know  w h e re  it ca m e  from  but w e had e v e ry  re a so n  to b e lie ve  th a t it w a s a  g e n u in e  
line at th a t tim e. A b so lu tely.

Q 6 1 8  C h a ir m a n :  But you printed  it a s  fact and y o u  sa y  you  did not know  w h e re  it ca m e  from . S u re ly  it w a s  y o u r  
d u ty  to know  w h e re  it ca m e  fro m ?

M r Hill: W e  do know  w h e re  it c a m e  from . It  c a m e  fro m  the P o rtu g u e se  p o lice  and s im ila r  lin e s c a m e  fro m  th e  
B ritish  fo re n s ic  s c ie n tis ts  w ho e x a m in e d  sa m p le s fro m  the car. I a g re e  th a t it is an  a sto n ish in g  thing but at the tim e  
it w a s not th o u g h t to be u n tru e . W e  liad no re a so n  to b e lie ve  th a t it w a s u n tru e . You h a v e  to re m e m b e r th a t th is  
w a s the m o st a sto n ish in g  tra in  o f e v e n ts  th a t a n y b o d y  h as s e e n  in liv ing m e m o ry . T h is w a s not ju s t  an y old bit o f a 
sto ry ; noth ing c o m p a ra b le  to th is had b een se e n  s in c e  the L in d b e rg h  k id n a p p in g  in 1 9 3 2 . It  w a s a v e ry , v e ry  
e x tra o rd in a ry  situ a tio n  and 1 c e rta in ly  b e lie ve  th a t it w a s a  u n iq u e  situ a tio n . I am  a  v e ry , v e ry  e x p e rie n ce d  jo u rn a iis t  
an d  I h a v e  n e v e r se e n  an y th in g  like this, n e ith e r h a v e  m y  c o lle a g u e s  e v e r  in th e ir  e x p e rie n ce . T h e  lo n g e vity  o f the  
sto ry  w as a n o th e r re m a rk a b le  fa c to r b e ca u se  it w ent on m o nth  a fte r m o nth .

Q 6 1 9  C h a ir m a n :  You said  in y o u r a p o lo g y : “W e tru st th a t th e  su sp ic io n  that h a s clo u d e d  th e ir  liv e s  fo r  m a n y  
m o nth s will so o n  be lifted". You wilt a c k n o w le d g e  th a t the re a s o n  fo r th a t su sp ic io n  w a s in la rg e  p a rt th e  a c tiv it ie s  of 
y o u r n e w s p a p e r a n d  o th e r n e w s p a p e rs ?

M r Hill: No. W e w e re  p a rt o f th a t p ro c e ss  but th e  p rin cip a l re a s o n  fo r  th a t su sp ic io n  h a s to b e laid at th e  d o o r of 
th e  P o rtu g u e se  police. T h e y  w e re  th e  people w ho n a m e d  M r a n d  M rs M cC an n  a s  the s u s p e c t s  a n d  re p ea ted ly  
q u e stio n e d  th e m  fo r m any, m a n y  h o u rs  an d  th e y  w e re  th e  p e o p le  w ho leaked  all th e  in fo rm a tio n  a b o u t th e m . Y es, 
w e w e re  rep ortin g  w h a t h a p p e n e d . T h e  a lte rn a tiv e  w ould h a v e  b e e n  fo r the B ritish  p re s s  not to re p o rt  a n y th in g . Do  
y o u  think th a t w ould h a v e  b een  a  p ossibility, w h en  the re st  o f  th e  w orld w as re p o rtin g  on th is  c a se , fo r  the B ritish  
p re s s  to sa y  n oth in g ? It  is  not p ra ctica l. W e a re  all ta lk in g  h e re  in h in d sig h t an d  h in d sig h t is a  m a rv e llo u s  th in g  but 
the fa c t  o f th e  m a tte r Is th a t at the tim e  th e se  re p o rts  and th e s e  le a k s w e re  h a p p e n in g  on a d a ily  b a s is  and th a t Is 
th e  truth .
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E x a m in a t io n  o f  W itn e s s  (Q u e s t io n  N u m b e rs  6 2 0 -6 3 9 )

mR peter hILL

28 APRIL 2009

Q 6 2 0  C h a ir m a n :  So you  rep orted  a  sto ry  a b o u t M a d e le in e  M cC a n n  on y o u r fro n t p a g e  o v e r m an y, m a n y  d a y s.
C a n  you  tell u s in te rm s ro u g h ly  o f n e w s p a p e r s a le s  th e  d iffe re n c e  b etw een  th e  s a le s  o f  th e  Daily Express on the d a y  
w hen you h a d  a M a d e le in e  M cC an n  sto ry  and th e  d a y s  w h e n  you  did not?

M r H ill:  I t  ce rta in ly  in c re a se d  the circu la tio n  o f the Daily Express by m a n y  th o u s a n d s on th o se  d a y s w ith o u t a 
doubt. A s w ou ld a n y  item  w hich w as o f su ch  g re a t  in te re st. It  a lso  m a s s iv e ly  in cre a se d  the a u d ie n ce s  on th e  B B C  a s  
th e ir  H ead o f  N ew s h a s a ck n o w le d g e d . I t  did th is  fo r  all n e w s p a p e rs . T h e  w ay th a t n e w s p a p e r p eo p le  w o rk  is  th a t  
th e ir jo b  is to re p o rt on th e  e v e n ts  w h ich  a re  o f in te re st to th e ir  re a d e rs  and o f c o u rs e  th is w a s o f c o n su m in g  in te re st  
to re a d e rs  o f all the n e w s p a p e rs  not ju s t  the Daily Express. Yes, it w as a co n se q u e n ce . T h is is w h a t n e w s p a p e rs  do. 
T h e ir jo b  is  to sell n e w s p a p e rs ; th a t is w h at th e y  do.

Q 6 2 1  C h a ir m a n :  T h e ir  jo b  is to sell n e w s p a p e rs  a s  long a s  th e y  a re  a lso  telling th e  troth.
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M r Hill: At the tim e w e had no re a so n  to b e lie ve  w e w ere not telling th e  truth .

Q 6 2 2  C h a ir m a n :  You a ls o  to ok the d e cis io n  to run a M cC an n  sto ry  day a fte r d a y . To w h at e x te n t w a s that  
b e c a u se  you  had se e n  the c o n s e q u e n c e  it w ould h a v e  on y o u r c irc u la tio n ?

M r H ill:  You h a v e  to u n d e rsta n d  th a t th is  w a s  the o nly sh ow  a ro u n d  at th a t tim e. W e w e re  getting 1 0 ,0 0 0  
m e s s a g e s -- !  a m  not ju s t  talking  a b o u t h its — on o u r w e b site ; w e  w e re  g etting  at le a st 1 0 , 0 0 0  m e s s a g e s  a d ay, 
co m m e n ts from  peop le. N othing like th is had e v e r  b een se e n . It  w a s q u ite  d e a r  to m e th a t th is  w a s w h at th e  re a d e rs  
w an ted  to read ab o ut, So n a tu ra lly  I w ould do th is  b e c a u se  th a t is w h a t n e w s p a p e rs  do.

Q 6 2 3  C h a ir m a n :  Did you s a y  to y o u r re p o rte rs  in Portugal, "I w an t a M cC a n n  s to ry "?

M r Hill: No, I do  not think so. T h e y  w e re  th e re  an d  they p ro v id e d  th em .

Q 6 2 4  C h a ir m a n :  You n e v e r said  to th em , "1 d o n 't c a re  w h at it is  1 w a n t a M cC a n n  s to ry  fo r  m y fro n t p a g e "?

M r Hill: No.

Q 6 2 5  C h a ir m a n :  Ail the sto rie s  w h ich  a p p e a re d  o rig in a te d  in P ortugal w ith o u t y o u r p re s s u ris in g  them .

M r H ill:  No, not alt th e  sto rie s  o rig in a te d  in P ortugal b e c a u se  so m e  o f th e m  o f c o u rs e  o rig in a te d  in B ritain  in 
v a rio u s  p la ce s.

Q 6 2 6  C h a ir m a n :  So you co m p le te ly  re je c t  the a ccu sa tio n  th a t y o u r p a p e r  p a rticu la rly , b u t not a lo n e, w a s so  
d e s p e ra te  to In c re a se  sates th a t you w e re  a c tu a lly  s e e k in g  out, and if n e c e s s a ry  fa b rica tin g , M ad elein e M cC ann  
sto rie s ?

M r H ill:  C o m p le te ly  reject. T h is is not the w a y  th a t a n y o n e  w o rk s a s  fa r  a s  I know . People do not th in k that w ay. 
W h at they d o  is follow  the n ew s. T h e y  follow  the hot sto ry . T h is w a s th e  h o tte st s to ry  for m a n y  d e ca d es,

Q 6 2 7  C h a ir m a n :  I f  you a re  so  co n fid e n t then, th a t a ctu a liy  at th e  t im e  y o u  w rote th o se  sto rie s  th ey w e re  
p e rfectly  leg itim a te  sto rie s  based  upon info rm atio n  th a t you had o b tain ed , w h y  did you not fig h t the libel a ctio n ?

M r Hill: A re  you fa rn ilia r w ith B ritish libel law ?

Q 6 2 8  C h a ir m a n :  In c re a s in g ly  so, yes.

M r H ill:  In  th a t c a s e  you w ill know  th a t we do not h a v e  th e  kind o f libel law  w h e re , fo r in sta n ce , you cou ld  s a y  t lia t  
you p u b lish e d  m a te ria l in th e  firm  b e lie f at th e  tim e  th a t it w as tru e  and in t lia t  c a s e  th a t w ould be a d e fe n ce , a s  it is 
in so m e  ju ris d ic t io n s  a d e fe n ce . It  is not in th is  c o u n try  at all.

Q 6 2 9  C h a ir m a n :  In  a ctu a l fa ct it is. You m ay h a v e  ch o se n  not to u s e  it, but it is  a  d e fe n ce .

M r H ill:  O nly in m a tters w h e re  it could be d e e m e d  an  in v e stig a tio n  in th e  p u b lic  in tere st, w h ich  in m y o p in io n  is a  
v e ry , v e ry  narrow  d efinition.

Q 6 3 0  C h a ir m a n :  You do not re g a rd  th is  a s  an  in v e stig a tio n  in the p u b lic  in tere st.

M r Hill: No. I w ould not re g a rd  th is  a s a m a tter w ithin th a t v e ry  s tr ic t  d e fin itio n  "in  th e  p u b lic  in tere st". No, it w a s  
ce rta in ly  in the in te re sts o f th e  p u b lic  but I w ou ld not d e scrib e  it a s  "in the p u b lic  in tere st" b e ca u se  in m y o p in io n  "in  
th e  p u b lic  interest" m e a n s so m e th in g  w h ich  is o f g e n e ra l c o n c e rn  to th e  w e llb e in g  and sa fe ty  o r  w h a te v e r it is o f the  
pub lic. T h is w a s a m a tter w h ich  in vo lve d  a fam ily. T h is  w a s not in th e  p u b lic  in te re s t a n d  cou ld  not be d e sc rib e d  a s  
that. T h e re  w ould ce rta in ly  h a v e  been no d e fe n ce  in th a t w ay; a b so lu te ly  not. In  th is  c o u n try  I  b e lie ve  w e h a v e  the  
m o st D ra co n ia n  libel law s in th e  w orld. People co m e  fro m  all o v e r  th e  p la c e  to  s u e  fo r  libel In th is  co u n try  b e c a u s e  
th e y  know  th e y  ca n  get a w a y  w ith it. W e h a v e  g ro u p s o f la w y e rs w ho m a k e  it th e ir  b u s in e s s  to go to p eo p le  an d  tell 
th em  that th ey can  su e  fo r libel and th a t th e y  w ill fig h t the c a s e  fo r  th em  o n  a  n o -w in  n o -fe e  b a sis. I f  th e y  w in, they  
ca n  c h a rg e  d o u b le  th e  co s ts. It  is a rid icu lo u s a n d  in iq u ito u s situ a tio n . H a v in g  said  all that, 1 a c c e p t th a t w e did libel 
M r an d  M rs M cC ann b e c a u se  u n d e r th e  law w e c le a rly  did not tell th e  tro th  a b o u t th em  and a s  the law  now s ta n d s  w e  
tra n s g re s s e d  it, I h a v e  m a d e  no b o n e s a b o u t a p o lo g isin g  a b o u t it. V e ry  fe w  p e o p le  do a p o lo g ise  fo r a n y th in g  th e s e  
d a y s  but I h a v e  a p o lo g ised  fo r it and 1 s in c e re ly  a p o io g ise d  and I  a p o lo g is e  now,

Q 6 3 1  P a u l F a r r e l ly :  C le a rly  w e do h a v e  so m e  o f the m ost D ra co n ia n  lib el la w s in the w orld  but e ffo rts to re fo rm  
th e m  to m a k e  it e a s ie r  fo r jo u rn a lis m  th a t is in th e  p u b lic  in te re st to be p ra ctise d  is d ifficu lt b e c a u s e  p eo p le  s a y  that
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If p a p e rs  lik e  y o u rs  b e h a v e  lik e  th is  w hen w e h a v e  th e s e  libel law s, how  w ill they b e h a v e  if w e do not h a v e  th em . Do  
you not a c c e p t th a t y o u r s o rt  o f rep o rtin g , with th e  M cC a n n  c a s e  being  the h ig h e st profile, ta rs  e v e ry  n e w s p a p e r  
with the s a m e  b ru s h  w h en  it co m e s to re fo rm in g  libel la w s?

M r H ill:  In  the U nited S ta te s  su ch  a libel a ctio n  w ould h a v e  b een im p o ssib le  b e c a u s e  of tlie  F irst A m e n d m e n t to the  
C o n stitu tio n  w h ic h  g u a ra n te e s  the fre ed o m  o f th e  p re s s . W e do not h a ve  the fre e d o m  o f the p re s s  in th is co u n try .
W e do not h a v e  a fre e  p re ss  in th is  c o u n try  but in m y o p in io n  a fre e  p re s s  is a v ital p a rt o f th e  d e m o cra tic  sy s te m  
and u n fo rtu n a te ly  th a t m e a n s th e  p re ss  h a v e  to be fre e  to m a k e  m ista k e s. W e h a v e  all m a d e  m ista k e s. M any  
p o liticia n s h a v e  m a d e  m ista k e s. I h a v e  c e rta in ly  m a d e  m ista k e s and I do not know  a n y  e d ito r w ho h as not m ad e  
m ista k e s. It  is v e ry  e a sy  to m a k e  m ista k e s a n d  in m y opin ion  w e m u st be fre e  to m a k e  m ista k e s.

Q 6 3 2  P a u l F a r r e l l y :  I th in k  you  w ill find th a t th e  M cC a n n s, not being  p u b lic  fig u re s, w ould h a ve  a  c o u rs e  of 
action in the U nited S ta te s.

M r H ill:  1 th in k  not. A n yw ay th a t is b e sid e  th e  p oint b e c a u se  w e w e re  n e v e r a ctu a lly  su e d  by M r and M rs M cCann. 
W e re ce iv e d  a co m p la in t fro m  C a rte r-R u c k  and I im m e d ia te ly  s a id  that I b e lie ve d  it w a s b e tte r fo r  all c o n c e rn e d , Mr 
an d  M rs M cC a n n  an d  the n e w s p a p e rs , if w e  se ttled  th is  c a se . It  w ou ld  h a v e  b een u n th in k a b le  to drag M r and M rs  
M cC a n n  th ro u g h  th e  co u rts. I  th in k that w ould h a v e  m a d e  th in g s fa r, fa r w o rse. My a d v ice  p re v a ile d  th a t w e sh o u ld  
se ttle  th is  m a tt e r a s  p ro p e rly  a s  w e p o ssib ly  co u ld , w h ich  w e did an d  M r and M rs M cC a n n  w e re  co n te n t w ith th e  
se ttlem e n t and I m a d e  th e  apo logy. I could not do a n y  m o re.

Q 6 3 3  P a u l  F a r r e l iy :  You said  in y o u r su b m issio n  to u s "T h e M cC a n n s and o th e rs  c h o se  to u se  the legal rou te  
ra th e r th a n  re so rtin g  to th e  s e rv ic e s  o f th e  PCC. T h a t w a s th e ir  rig h t a n d  th e ir d e c is io n ” .

M r H ill:  Y es.

Q 6 3 4  P a u l F a r r e l ly :  T h en  w e  heard fro m  G e rry  M cC an n  th a t th e y  did a p p ro a ch  the Express to c o rre c t th e  sto rie s  
and th e  o ffe r  w h ich  ca m e  b a c k  to the M cC a n n s w a s th a t o f an  e x c lu s iv e  in te rv ie w  in OK m a g a z in e  w h ich  is  o w n e d  by  
R ich ard  D e s m o n d . You a p p e a r re la tive ly  con trite  at th e  m o m e n t o v e r  th e  M cC an n  saga,

M r H ill:  I am .

Q 6 3 5  P a u l F a r r e l l y :  B u t th a t re sp o n se  to the M cC a n n s did not s m a c k  o f a n y  co n tritio n  at all at th e  tim e  did it?

M r H ill;  I th in k  you a re  ta lk in g  a b o u t a m e e tin g  w h ich  took p la ce  th re e  d a y s  a fte r M r and M rs M cC an n  w e re  
d e cla re d  to b e s u s p e c t s  b y th e  P o rtu g u e se  p o lice . T h e  fa ct o f th e  m a tter is  th a t n e w s p a p e r e d ito rs  re ce iv e  m a n y  
co m p la in ts and w a rn in g s on a w e e k ly  b a sis  and c e rta in ly  I p e rso n a lly  did not o ffe r th is  in terv ie w . It  is so m e th in g  
w h ich  is  d o ne, b u t I a m  not q u ite  s u re  w h e re  w e a re  g oin g  w ith that.

Q 6 3 6  P a u l F a r r e l l y :  I ju s t  w an t to co m e  on to th e  a lleged  u n iq u e n e s s  o f th e  M cC an n  c a se .

M r Hill: A b so lu te ly  unique,

Q 6 3 7  P a u l F a r r e l l y :  C o u ld  you sa tisfy  o ne poin t o f cu rio s ity  fo r m e ? In  the U K th e re  a re  re p o rtin g  re strictio n s  
w hen p eo p le  a re  c h a rg e d , a s  you w ell know .

M r H ill;  Y es, b u t th e y  w e re  n e v e r ch a rg e d .

Q 6 3 8  P a u l F a r r e l ly ;  C a n  you  tell m e w hat re stric tio n s, if a n y , a p p ly  to th o se  p e o p le  put in th is  position o f being  
aguidol

M r H ill;  In  P o rtu g al, as I  u n d e rsta n d  it, and I do not re a lly  kn ow  th a t m u ch  a b o u t it, th e re  a re  q u ite  s e v e re  
re strictio n s on th e  p re ss  but it s e e m s  to m e  th a t all o f  th o se  re stric tio n s w e n t by the bo ard  in th is p a rtic u la r c a s e  
b e c a u se  it w as s o  differen t.

Q 6 3 9  P a u l F a r r e l ly :  Do you  know  w hat re strictio n s a p p ly  w hen so m e b o d y  is an aguidol

M r Hill: No, I d o  not know .
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E x a m in a t io n  o f  W itn e s s  (Q u e s t io n  N u m b e rs  6 4 0 -6 5 9 )

mR pETER hILL 

28 APRIL 2009

Q 6 4 0  P a u l F a r r e l ly ;  I find th a t q u ite  s u rp ris in g  g iv e n  the n u m b e r o f sto rie s  you  h a v e  p u b lis lie d  and th a t y o u r  
p a p e rs  w ould also  be a v a ila b le  in Portugal.

M r H ill:  W h y w ould 1? All I know  is w hat w a s a p p e a rin g  in the P o rtu g u e se  p re ss  and on P o rtu g u e se  te le v is io n  and it 
s e e m s  to m e  th a t th e re  w e re  no re strictio n s w h a ts o e v e r at th e  tim e, I h a v e  s in c e  h e a rd  th a t P o rtu g al d o e s h a v e  a  
p re s s  law  b u t th e re  w a s c e rta in ly  no e v id e n c e  o f it being  in o p e ra tio n  at the tim e.

Q 6 4 1  P a u l F a r r e l ly :  T h a t s p e a k s  fo r  itself.

M r H ill:  Y es.
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Q 6 4 2  P a u l F a r r e i l y :  Y o u r su b m is s io n  a s s e rt s  th a t the M cC a n n  c a s e  w a s u n iq u e  but w e h a v e  h eard e v id e n c e  that  
actu a lly  it is pretty m u ch  the tip o f th e  ic e b e rg  and e x p o s e s a c u ltu re  w hich is co m m o n p la c e  in th e  B ritish tabloid  
press. How do you  resp o nd  to that?

M r H ill:  I w ould s a y  th a t I h a v e  n e v e r e v e r  co m e  iip o n  a s e rie s  o f e v e n ts  an y th in g  like th is p a rtic u la r c a se . I 
a b so lu te ly  b e lie ve  th a t it w as u n iq u e  in e v e ry  s e n s e  o f that w ord. N o -on e cart re ca ll an y th in g  like th is  e v e r. H e re  you  
had a s u cc e s s fu l p ro fe ss io n a l c o u p le  on h o lid a y  w ith th e ir  fa m ily  and th e ir  frie n d s , an a b so lu te  n ig litm a re  tiling  
h ap p en s, th e ir  d a u g h te r d is a p p e a rs  and o f c o u rs e  w e h a ve  no idea still, a b so lu te ly  no idea w h at h a p p en ed  to 
M adeleine, W e d o  not kn ow  w h e th e r s h e  w a s k id n a p p e d  o r  sim p ly  d is a p p e a re d ; no -one k n ow s. T h is in itse lf w a s a 
tre m e n d o u s thing th a t h a p p e n e d . On top o f that, im m e d ia te ly  M r and M rs M cC a n n  o rch e stra te d  th e  m o st b rillian t  
p u b lic  re la tio n s ca m p a ig n , a p ro fe ss io n a l p u b lic  re la tio n s team  w a s hired , th e y  flew  in a p riva te  Jet to h a ve  an  
a u d ie n ce  w ith th e  Pope, th e y  th e m s e lv e s — th is is not a crit ic ism  b e c a u se  w ho w ou ld  not h a v e  d o n e  th is— cou rted  
p u blicity a s  m u ch  a s  th ey p o s sib ly  cou ld  d a y  a fte r d a y  and w e re sp o n d e d  to that. T h e  n e w s p a p e rs  and th e  rnedia did  
h a v e  a g e n u in e  w ish  to help  to find M a d e le in e . E ve ry b o d y  w an ted  to know  w h at had h a p p e n e d  to M adeleine and  
p eo p le  hoped an d  p ra y e d  sh e  w ould be fou nd . T h is  in itse lf w a s an e x tra o rd in a ry  thing to h a p p e n ; it had n e v e r b een  
se e n  b e fo re  and it ca m e  at a tim e  w h en , u n lik e  in th e  Lin d b e rgh  c a s e  w hen re a lly  the n e w s p a p e rs  w e re  all th e re  
w ere, te le v isio n  is su ch  a p e rv a s iv e  part o f life; but not ju s t  te le v isio n , a lso  th e  in tern e t w a s at th a t tim e sta rtin g  to 
be a m ost a sto n ish in g  p h e n o m e n o n . S in c e  th e n  it h a s g ro w n  and g ro w n  a n d  g ro w n  and now  th e re  is so  m u ch  
info rm atio n  on th e  in tern e t th a t it is like a w ild  p la ce . O n top o f that, if th a t w e re  not e n o u g h , o u t o f the blue M r an d  
M rs M cC an n , th is p e rfectly  re s p e c ta b le  co u p le , w e re  a c c u s e d  o f being  re s p o n s ib le  by the P o rtu g u e se  police  a n d , not 
o nly that, n a m e d  o ffic ia lly  a s  s u s p e c t s  an d  q u e stio n e d  re p e a te d ly  by the P o rtu g u e se  police. How can  a n y b o d y  
p re te n d  th is w a s an y th in g  but the m o st e x tra o rd in a ry , e x tra o rd in a ry  ch a in  o f e v e n ts ?  I f  a n y o n e  can  s a y  th is w a s ju s t  
a n o th e r sto ry , it is  a b so lu te  n o n s e n s e  to p re te n d  that. N othing like th is h a s e v e r  b een  se e n  before.

Q 6 4 3  P a u l F a rre M y : H ave you  th e re fo re  not d o n e  an y th in g  at th e  Daily Express to m ak e s u re  that this so rt of 
thing n e v e r h a p p e n s a g a in ?

M r Hill:  Yes, w e a re  v e ry , v e ry  c a re fu l. A s a  m a tte r o f fact, in m y 1 0  and a h a lf y e a rs  a s  a n e w s p a p e r ed itor, I  
h a ve  had v e ry , v e ry  few  c o m p la in ts  a g a in s t  m e. W e h a ve  a v e ra g e d  a b o u t se v e n  co m p la in ts  to the P re ss C o m p la in ts  
C o m m issio n  p e r y e a r  an d  I th in k  p retty  m u ch  all o f th em  h a ve  b een se ttled , a p a rt  fro m  p e rh a p s  o nly o ne. I do not 
th in k th e re  h a v e  b een a n y  m a jo r law  su it s  a g a in s t the n e w s p a p e r th a t I w as o p e ra tin g  at that tim e- No, this w a s a 
u n iq u e  c a se , an  a b so lu te ly  u n iq u e  c a s e  w ith o u t a d o u b t and I  th in k  a n y  o f m y c o lle a g u e s  w ould ce rta in ly  s a y  that.

Q 6 4 4  P a u l F a r r e J Iy :  H as a n y o n e  b een re p rim a n d e d , d isc ip lin e d , s a c k e d , d em o ted  at the Express o v e r  w hat  
h ap p en ed  w ith th e  M cC a n n s?

M r Hill: I h a v e  re p rim a n d e d  m y s e lf b e c a u s e  I  w a s re sp o n sib le .

Q 6 4 5  P a u l F a r r e il y ;  How fa r  did y o u r s e if-re p rim a n d s  g o ? P iers M organ lo st h is jo b  a fte r the fake p ictu re s and  
A n d rew  C o u lso n  lost his jo b  a fte r the C liv e  G o o d m a n  affa ir. Did you  o ffe r to re s ig n ?

M r Hill: C e rta in ly  not. I f  e d ito rs  had to re s ig n  e v e ry  tim e th e re  w a s a libel a ctio n  a g a in st th em , th e re  w ould be no 
ed itors,

Q 6 4 6  P a u l F a r r e l ly :  So it w a s ju s t  th e  libel action,

M r H ill;  Y es, it w a s  a libel action .

Q 6 4 7  P a u l F a r r e i l y :  Ju s t  a  libel a ctio n , th e re  w a s nothing e lse  to c o n s id e r a b o u t the w ay th e  Express rep orted  
th e  affair,

M r Hill; I f  I w e re  to h a v e  to re sig n  o v e r  th is p a rtic u la r a ffa ir, th en  e v e ry  o th e r n e w s p a p e r ed ito r in B ritain  w ould  
h a v e  to re sig n  b e c a u s e  e v e ry b o d y  did it. T h e  C h a irm a n  o f the B B C  w ould h a v e  to re sig n  an d  all the d ire cto rs. 
E ve ry b o d y  co n c e rn e d  at S k y  T e le v is io n  a n d  o th e r TV  sta tio n s w ould a lso  h a v e  to re sig n . It  is not a su g g e stio n  that 
m a k e s  an y s e n s e  a t  all. I  h a v e  not n oticed m e m b e rs o f the G o v e rn m e n t re sig n in g  o v e r  a n y th in g , so  I  th in k it 
so m e w h a t r id icu lo u s fo r  you to su g g e s t  to m e th a t I sh o u ld  re sig n . H as th e  H o m e  S e cre ta ry  re sig n e d  o v e r a b u sin g  
th e  p a rlia m e n ta ry  e x p e n s e s  s y s te m ?  H as the P rim e  M in ister re sig n e d  fo r  d e stro y in g  the B ritish  e co n o m y ? No. T h is  
w a s  an  u n fo rtu n a te  thing to h a v e  h a p p e n e d  a n d  I  h a v e  a p o lo g ise d  fo r it, w h ich  is m o re  than m o st p olitician s h a v e  
e v e r  done. I h a v e  ap o lo g ised  on th e  fro n t p a g e ; I ap o lo g ised  g e n u in e ly  and s in c e re ly  but it is rid icu lo u s to su g g e s t  
th a t I sh o u ld  re sig n  fo r it.

Q G 4 8  P a u l F a r r e i l y :  W ith re sp e ct, th e y  h a v e  not su g g e s te d  th a t a fa m ily  in e ffe c t m u rd e re d  th e ir ow n d a u g h te r  
w ith o u t being  p ro fe ss io n a i e n o u g h  a s  a n  e d ito r to c h e c k  out w h a t P o rtu g u e se  p re s s  law w a s?

M r Hill: W h at h a v e  P o rtu g u e se  p re ss  la w s g o t to do with it?
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Q 6 4 9  P a u l F a r r e l ly :  W h e th e r y o u r rep ortin g  w a s a ctu a lly  b re a k in g  th e  law o r not.

M r Hill; I f  I  w a s b re a k in g  the law , then e v e ry  o th e r m e d ia  o u tle t in P ortugal w as b reaking  th e  law.

Q 6 5 0  P a u l F a r r e l ly ;  And th a t is a d e fe n ce ?

M r H ill:  And e v e ry  o th e r n e w s p a p e r that m ig h t h a v e  had a s in g le  co p y  go to P ortugal w a s b re a k in g  th e  law . In  that 
ca se  y e s, te c h n ic a lly  e v e ry b o d y  w a s b re a k in g  the law , b u t I  tell you  th is w a s the m ost a sto n ish in g  ch a in  o f e v e n ts  
w h ich  s im p ly  had to be re p o rte d ; it s im p ly  had to be re p o rte d . W e did not re p o rt th is  m a lic io u sly  and o u r  c o n c e rn  
w as g e n u in e ly  to help  to fin d  M a d e le in e  M cCann, By the w ay, th a t co n tin u e d  all the tim e M r and M rs M cC an n  w e re  
s u s p e c t s  b e c a u se  d u rin g  th a t tim e  w e did not o n ly  c a rry  s to rie s  w h ich  w e re  m a k in g  a c c u s a tio n s  a g a in st M r and M rs 
M cC an n , w e ca rrie d  m a n y , m a n y  re p o rts on co n tin u in g  th e  h u n t fo r M ad elein e M cC ann. You a re  try in g  to p re se n t th is  
a s  being a co m p le te ly  o n e -sid e d  thing but it w as not that. T h is  e n tire  p h e n o m en o n  ch a n g e d  all the tim e. It w a s the  
m o st a sto n ish in g  th in g ; ab so lu tely .

Q 6 5 1  C h a ir m a n :  You sa id  th a t th is  sto ry  w a s u n iq u e .

M r H ill;  Yes,

Q 6 5 2  C h a ir m a n :  And th a t you had n e v e r know n a n y th in g  like it in y o u r lifetim e.

M r Hill: No.

Q 6 5 3  C h a ir m a n :  M ay I p oint to a n o th e r e x a m p le  w h e re  y o u r p ap e r, day a fte r d a y , ca rrie d  sto rie s  w h ich  a ctu a lly  
w e re  co m p le te ly  u n tru e  but w h ich  n e v e rth e le s s  I b e lie v e  in c re a s e d  y o u r c irc u la tio n  and th a t is th e  s to rie s  a b o u t the  
d eath  o f P rin c e ss  D ian a.

M r H ill!  W e  did not b e lie ve  the sto rie s  w e re  un true.

Q S 5 4  C h a ir m a n :  But you b e lie ve  tlia t  now . You do not b e lie v e  th a t P rin ce ss D ian a w as m u rd e re d  o r th a t th e re  
w a s a c o n sp ira c y  by the s e c u rity  s e rv ic e s  o r  that s e n io r  m e m b e rs  o f the royal fa m ily  w e re  invo lved .

M r H ill:  T h e  in q u e s t on P rin c e ss  D iana, for m e, w a s p retty  m u ch  the end o f the m a tter. I th in k  you will find th a t  
a fte r the in q u e s t w e p u b lis h e d  h a rd ly  an y, if an y, re p o rts  o r sto rie s , a b o u t P rin ce ss D iana. Up to th a t tim e  it w a s a 
s im ila r  situ atio n  but not a s  in te n se  a situ a tio n  a s  th e  M cC a n n s. O u r re a d e rs  w e re  a b so lu tely  a v id  for n ew s a b o u t the  
d eath  o f P rin ce ss D ian a b e c a u s e  th e re  ce rta in ly  w as a th e o ry  th a t P rin c e ss  D ia n a  m ig h t h a v e  b een m u rd e re d .

Q 6 5 5  C h a ir m a n ;  S o  y o u  ta k e  the sa m e  v iew  o f the h e a d lin e s th a t you p rinted  a b o u t P rin c e ss  D ia n a 's  d eath  that  
at the tim e th e y  w e re  co m p le te ly  Ju stified  and th a t th ey g e n u in e ly  did  re fle ct re p o rts you w e re  g etting  th a t a ctu a lly  
th is  w a s a c o n s p ira c y  by the se c u rity  s e rv ice s .

M r H ill;  T h a t it m ig h t h a v e  b een a c o n sp ira c y  b y the s e c u rity  fo rce s. Y es, o f c o u rs e  w e b elieved  it. I do  not print  
s to rie s  th a t I  b e lie v e  to b e u n tru e ; that is not w h at I do.

Q 6 5 6  C h a ir m a n :  T h e  d iffe re n c e  is th a t in th e  M cC an n  c a s e  you  rightly sa y  t lia t  you w e re  a cting  a lo n g sid e  a lm o s t  
e v e ry  o th e r n e w s p a p e r. In  th e  P rin ce ss D ian a c a s e  you  w e re  not. It  w a s th e  Daily Express re a ily  w h ich  had an  
o b se ssio n  with th e  s to ry  w h ich  no o th e r p a p e r re a ily  fo llo w e d .

M r H ill:  It is not a c r im e  to h a v e  an o b se ssio n .

Q 6 5 7  C h a ir m a n :  W a s it not d riv e n  by c ircu la tio n ?

M r H ill:  No; not a t  all.

Q 6 5 8  C h a ir m a n :  Y o u r d e cis io n  to run D ian a s to rie s  d a y  a fte r d a y  w a s not to b o ost y o u r c ircu la tio n .

M r H ill:  E ve ry th in g  you do in a s e n s e  is ca lcu la te d  to se ll th e  n e w s p a p e rs . I  do  not go o u t o f  m y w ay e v e ry  d a y  to 
p u t on th e  m o st b oring s to ry  I ca n  find so  th a t n o b o d y will b uy the n ew sp a p er. T h a t is not w h a t I do. I try to find a 
sto ry  w h ich  I th in k  will b e th e  m o st in tere stin g  sto ry  fo r  m y re a d e rs  an d  h o p e fu lly  fo r  the re a d e rs  o f o th er  
n e w s p a p e rs , so  th a t if  th e y  s e e  m y h e a d lin e  and m y  p ictu re  on th e  fro n t p a g e  th e y  th in k  they will buy m y n e w s p a p e r  
b e c a u s e  it looks in tere stin g . T h a t is  m y Job; th a t is w h at I  do.

Q 6 5 9  C h a ir m a n :  But a re  w e not ve rg in g  slig h tly  to w a rd s th e  s o rt  o f Daily Star ty p e  o f a p p ro a ch  o f sa y in g  E lv is
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h a s b een  fo u n d  on the m oon b e c a u se  th a t is interestin g ,

M r H ill:  T h a t w a s not the Daily Star th a t did that. I u sed  to b e th e  e d ito r o f the Daily Star an d  I did not ru n  that  
sto ry .
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E x a m in a t io n  o f  W itn e s s  (Q u e s t io n  N u m b e rs  6 6 0 -6 7 9 )

m R  PETER h il l  

28 A PR IL 2009

Q 6 6 0  C h a ir m a n ;  W ell th e  Daily Sport I b elieve.

M r Hill; You c a n n o t b lam e m e fo r  w h a t o th e r p eo p le  do.

Q 6 6 1  C h a ir m a n :  No, but it is  th e  s a m e  attitud e, W e w ill p ut in a sto ry  w h ich  is goin g to sell n e w s p a p e rs  b e c a u se  
it lo o k s Interestin g  b u t it d o e s not m a tter too m u ch  if  it is not su p p o rte d  by th e  fa cts.

M r H ill:  No, th a t is not the c a s e . No, th a t is not w h a t I do. I am  ju s t  not th a t kind o f p e rso n , I do not do that.

Q 6 6 2  Mr H a ll:  I am  s u re  y o u  a re  keen  to g e t o ff th e  M cC an n  c a se .
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M r H ill;  W h a te ve r. I arn here  to tell you  the tru th  a n d  th a t is it.

Q S 6 3  M r  H a ll;  I w ant to e x p lo re  the c o n ce p t o f  re sp o n s ib le  jo u rn a lis m  but, ju s t  to sa t is fy  m y cu rio sity , how  has  
th e  Daily Express harrdled the M cC an n  sto ry  s in c e  you  se ttled  with th e m  in co u rt. Do you still g iv e  th em  the sa m e  
kind o f c o v e ra g e  o r  do you not re p o rt them  a n y  m o re ?

M r H ill:  N othing h as h a p p e n e d ; nothing h as h a p p e n e d  sin ce . T h e  w lio le  p oint a b o u t th is  is th a t w hat it is ail a b o u t  
is w h a t h a p p e n e d  to M ad elein e. I s  it p o s sib le  to find M ad elein e o r  is it p o s sib le  to g e t to w hat m ight h a v e  h a p p e n e d  
to M a d e le in e ?  A s fa r  a s  I know  noth ing w h a te v e r h a s h a p p e n e d  to help a n y b o d y  to get to th a t truth . T h e re  h a v e  
b een  no sto rie s , th e re  h a s b een  nothing. T h e re  h as b een no re a l d e v e lo p m e n t in th is c a s e  fo r a  long tim e.

Q 6 6 4  M r H a ll:  So the Daily Express h a s not p u b lish e d  an yth in g  a b o u t th is  sto ry  for q u ite  so m e  tim e.

M r H ill:  A little, a v e ry  little, but I th in k you co u ld  sa y  th a t a b o u t all the o th e r n e w s p a p e rs .

Q 6 6 5  M r H a ll:  W e a re  com in g  to th e  tw o -y e a r a n n iv e rs a ry , a re  w e  not, o f th e  d is a p p e a ra n c e ?

M r H ill:  Y es. I am  s u re  w e sh a ll do so m e th in g  o n  th a t and if a n y b o d y  can  s u g g e s t  a w a y  in w h ich  I can h e lp  find 
M a d e le in e  o r find w h a t h a p p e n e d , I am  v e ry  w illin g to listen  b e c a u se  w e w ou ld still like to do that,

Q 6 6 6  M r  H a lf :  M ay I  c h a n g e  tra c k  now  on to re s p o n s ib le  jo u rn a lis m ?  W e h a v e  th e  Reynolds ju d g m e n t, im p ro ve d  
by the Jameel ju d g m e n t. W e h a v e  w ritten e v id e n c e  now  fro m  the N ational U nion o f Jo u rn a lis ts  th a t they do not have  
m u ch  c o n fid e n c e  now  in th is kind o f d e fe n c e  in c o u rt  b e c a u se  it is h a vin g  to be teste d  in co u rt  and th e re  is a co st  
th e re . On th e  o th e r s id e  o f th e  sto ry  th is  is being  u n d e rm in e d  b e c a u se  of w h a t w e call ce le b rity  jo u rn a lis m  and  
in a b ility  to v e rify  fa cts. W h at is y o u r o pin ion  a b o u t a ctu a lly  putting th is o nto  a m o re  sta tu to ry  b a sis  to bring b ack  
c o n fid e n c e  in th e  re sp o n s ib le  jo u rn a lis m  d e fe n c e ?

M r H ill:  I th in k  th a t th e se  c a s e s  th a t you a re  ta lk in g  ab o u t ap p ly  to m a tte rs w h ich  a re  d e e m e d  to be in th e  p ub lic  
in tere st. F irst o f all, w ho is going to d e cid e  w h a t is a m a tter in the p u b lic  in te re st?  T h a t could w ell be a v e ry  
b o rd e rlin e  is s u e  a s  to w h e th e r a  m a tter is In the p u b lic  interest. S o m e  th in g s a re  d e a r ly  in th e  p u b lic  in te re st and  
so m e  th in g s a re  not cle a rly  but m ight p o ssib ly  be. It  Is a pretty  sh a k y  kind o f d e fe n c e  to re ly  on and I w ould not 
h a v e  th o u g h t th a t it w a s v e ry  h e ip fu l in m a n y  c a s e s  a t all. T h e  fa c t  o f the m a tter is th a t you h a v e  firm s  o f so lic ito rs  
now  who g o  to a g e n ts  o f c e le b rit ie s  w h o se  s o le  o b je c t is to run up e n o rm o u s c o s ts  so  that they ca n  keep  th e ir  
co m p a n ie s  goin g and c e le b rit ie s  w ho w ant to m a n ip u la te  p e o p le 's  o pin ion  o f th e m  and in m a n y  w a y s c re a te  a fa k e  
opin ion  o f  th em . T h o se  th in g s w ould n e v e r fa!f into the re a lm  o f the p u b lic  in te re st. It  is a p retty odd s o rt  o f situ a tio n  
o u t th ere.

Q 6 6 7  M r H a ll:  I f  I u n d e rsta n d  w h a t you a re  sa y in g , you a re  sa y in g  it is d ifficu lt to  d e fin e  w h at th e  p u b lic  in te re st  
is.

M r H ill:  I  w ou ld  h a v e  th o u g h t it w as v e ry  d ifficu lt; not in e v e ry  c a s e  o f  co u rs e .

Q 6 6 S  M r  H a il:  T h e re fo re  it w ould be d ifficu lt to p u t th a t on a sta tu to ry  b a sis  in te rm s o f p ro vid in g  jo u rn a lis t s  w ith  
th e ir  d e fe n c e ?

M r Hilt; Y es, it w ould be v e ry  d ifficu lt; it w ould be v e ry  d ifficu lt to in terp re t. You can  s e e  th a t in terp re ta tio n  o f the  
law  is v e ry  p ro b le m a tic  fo r  n e w s p a p e rs . W e h a v e  o n e  o r tw o ju d g e s  now  w ho a p p e a r to be try in g  to in tro d u ce  a  
p riv a c y  law an d  w ho k n o w s w h e re  th a t is g o in g ? N ob o d y know s. I do not th in k  y o u  could m a k e  a g e n e ra l ru le  
b e c a u s e  e v e ry  c a s e  w ould h a v e  to be co n sid e re d  a s  th o u g h  it w e re  a lo n e  and that m a k e s it v e ry  d ifficu lt fo r  
n e w s p a p e rs  to h a v e  g re a t co n fid e n ce  in it I  w ould h a v e  though t.

Q 6 6 9  M r H a ll:  T h e re  is a  d iffe re n ce  b e tw e en  w h a t in te re sts  the p u b lic  and w h at is in the p u b lic  interest.

M r H ill:  Not a lw a y s.

Q 6 7 0  M r H a ll:  B u t th e re  ca n  be. You h a v e  a lre a d y  sa id  th a t the M cC an n  sto ry  w as o f in te re st to the p u b lic  but not 
in the p u b lic  interest,

M r H ill:  Y es; I do not b e lie ve  it w as a  m a tte r w h ich  cou ld  b e d e sc rib e d  a s  "in the p u b lic  in tere st". I feel that "in th e  
p u b lic  in te re st" a re  m a tters w hich a ffe ct the c u ltu re , th e  liv e s o f p eo p le  m o re  g e n e ra lly  o r p e rh a p s  in la rg e r g ro u p s  
a n d  it is v e ry , v e ry  se ld o m  th e re  is an in d iv id u a l c a s e  and is it not c o n sid e re d  to be v e ry  bad law to g e n e ra lis e  on th e  
b a sis  o f an in d iv id u a l c a s e ?  It  is v e ry  d ifficu lt to know  w h at is in the p u b lic  in te re st s o m e tim e s. I ca n  s e e  th a t MPs' 
e x p e n s e s  a re  in th e  p u b lic  in te re st b e c a u se  th a t is a g e n e ra l thing and it is c le a rly  a m a tter o f th e  p u b lic  interest. 
H o w e v er, it m ig h t b e q u ite  d ifficu lt if you  had so m e th in g  w h ich  in vo lve d  a g ro u p  o f p e o p le, a s e c t o r so m e th in g  like  
that, I  do n ot know . W ho kn o w s?
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Q 6 7 1  M r H a ti; From  w h a t yOLi h a v e  said  to u s th is  m o rnin g , you h a v e  a ctu a lly  n e v e r u sed  th e  re sp o n s ib ie  
jo u rn a lis m  d e fe n c e  y o u rse lf.

M r Hill; I h a v e  n e v e r h ad  need to. It c e rta in ly  w a s not co n sid e re d  in th e  c a s e  o f M r an d  M rs M cC an n  and I  d o  not 
b e lie ve  th e re  h a v e  b een  a n y  c a s e s  s in c e  so  1 h a v e  not had to.

Q 6 7 2  R o s e m a r y  M c K e n n a :  On re sp o n s ib le  jo u rn a lis m , in fa irn e s s , w hen the C o m m itte e  in terv ie w e d  M ax M osley  
a few  w e e k s ago the ro o m  w as full o f sk etch  w rite rs  and jo u rn a lis ts  w ith p a g e s and p a g e s o f co p y  re w ritten  w ith  
sa la c io u s  in fo rm a tio n  an d  d e ta ils  o f his ca se  an d  s w ip e s  at the C o m m itte e  o f  c o u rs e ; p e rfectly  fa ir. Last w eek we had  
Paul D a cre, the e d ito r o f the Daily Mail in fro n t o f us. T h e re  w a s no c o v e ra g e . D o es th a t s u rp ris e  yo u ? W ould you  
e x p e ct to be tre a te d  sim ila rly ?  I s  th e re  an u n w ritte n  co d e  betw een  n e w s p a p e rs  that e v e ry o n e  e ls e  is fa ir  g a m e  but 
jo u rn a lis ts  a re  p ro te cte d ?

M r H ill:  No, I d o  not a g re e  w ith you. I th in k w e a re  all fa ir g a m e . I am  q u ite  ce rta in  th a t th e re  a re  q u ite  a few  
jo u rn a lis ts  w ho w ou ld like to s c o re  poin ts at m y e x p e n s e  and in d ee d  a t M r D a c re 's  e x p e n s e . T h e  q u e stio n  is w h e th e r  
it is good c o p y . It  is w h a t you  w e re  sa y in g  b e fo re : is it in te re stin g ? I f  it w a s not in te re stin g  e n o u g h , if ed ito rs  
th o u g h t it w a s not going to in te re st the re a d e rs , th e y  w ould not b o th e r to p ut it in th e  n e w sp a p e r, th a t is all. I  did 
read  re p o rts o f w h a t Mr D a cre  s a id  on the odd m e d ia  w ebsite.

Q 6 7 3  R o s e m a r y  M c K e n n a :  T h e  odd m ed ia w e b site .

M r H ill;  Y e s; y es.

Q 6 7 4  R o s e m a r y  M c K e n n a :  W ho d e c id e s w h at is in te re stin g ?

M r Hill: T h e  e d ito rs  o f n e w s p a p e rs  and w h en  I s a y  "ed ito rs" 1 m e a n  th e  p e o p le  w ho a lso  c a rry  o u t ed itorial 
e x e cu tiv e  fu n ctio n s, the p e o p le  w h o  re a d  th e  co p y  and d e c id e  w h e th e r it is in te re stin g  o r not. T h e re  a re  th o u s a n d s  of 
th in g s w hich w e do not put in th e  n e w s p a p e r e v e ry  d a y , m any, m a n y  th in g s; th e re  is so  m u ch  s tu ff o u t th ere.

Q 6 7 5  R o s e m a r y  M c K e n n a :  W h en  w a s the last tim e  you w rote a sto ry  a b o u t a jo u rn a lis t?

M r Hill: I c a n n o t re m e m b e r e v e r  w riting  one.

Q 6 7 6  R o s e m a r y  M c K e n n a :  I  do not know  w h e th e r you re m e m b e r re a d in g  one.

M r H ill:  T h a t is b e c a u se  I c a n n o t re m e m b e r a n y  in tere stin g  o n e s.

Q 6 7 7  R o s e m a r y  M c K e n n a :  S o  th ey a re  all bo rin g .

M r H ill:  I did listen  to w h a t M r D a cre  said  and it w a s in tere stin g  to m e  but I  c a n n o t im a g in e  th a t it w a s g oin g  to b e  
v e ry  interestin g  to m y  re a d e rs  b e c a u s e  it w a s a b o u t m a tters to do w ith the te c h n ic a lit ie s  o f ru n n in g  a  n e w s p a p e r and  
le g a l m a tters. It  w a s not v e ry  in tere stin g  to the g e n e ra l p u b lic  a lth ou g h  I do th in k  it w a s in the p u b lic  in tere st.

Q 6 7 8  R o s e m a r y  M c K e n n a ;  W ell now , th e re  you  a re . I s  it in th e  p u b lic  in te re st?  W ho d e c id e s ?

M r H ill:  O n  th a t o cca sio n  it w a s in the p u b lic  in te re st but it w as not in tere stin g  to th e  pub lic.

Q 6 7 9  R o s e m a r y  M c K e n n a :  I w an t to m o ve  o n  to y o u r d e cis io n  to le a v e  th e  PCC. W h o se  d e cis io n  w a s it th a t you  
sh o u ld  le a v e ? Did you o ffe r to re sig n ?

M r H ill: I did not o ffe r to re sig n . I  ce rta in ly  c o n sid e re d  re sig n in g  fro m  th e  P C C  a fte r the c a se ; I c o n sid e re d  it v e ry  
ca re fu lly . I ta lk e d  to q u ite  a n u m b e r o f people w h o se  a d v ice  I listen e d  to. T h e re  w a s a  v e ry , v e ry  stro n g  m a jo rity , 
a p a rt  from  p e rh a p s  o n e  p e rso n , w ho said  that I  sh o u ld  not re sig n  b e c a u s e  if e d ito rs had to re sig n  fro m  th e  P C C  
e v e ry  tim e th e y  m a d e  a m ista k e , th e re  w ould not b e a n y  e d ito rs  on the P C C  an d  I do b e lie v e  th a t it is rig h t th a t  
th e re  sh o u ld  be e d ito rs  on the P C C  b e c a u se  th e y  a re  th e re  re a lly  to o ffe r the b enefit o f th e ir  k n o w led g e  o f the  
n e w s p a p e r b u s in e s s  an d  th e ir  a d v ice . T h e y  a re  not in a  m a jo rity  on th e  P C C  a n d  in a n y  c a s e  rny re co lle ctio n  o f  m y 
fiv e  y e a rs  on the P C C  w a s th a t al! the ed itors, m y s e lf  in clu d e d , c a rrie d  o u t th e ir  d u tie s  a s  co n sc ie n tio u sly  a s  th e y  
p o ssib ly  could and did not o p e ra te  in a b iased  w ay at a ll. I did le a v e  th e  PC C  so m e  co n s id e ra b le  tim e  a fte r the  
se ttlem e n t w ith th e  M cC a n n s b u t it w a s b e c a u s e  a fte r fiv e  y e a rs  it w a s tim e fo r a  c h a n g e  an d  I  fe lt it w as tim e fo r a  
ch a n g e .
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E x a m in a t io n  o f  W itn e s s  (Q u e s t io n  N u m b e rs  6 8 0 -6 9 9 )

mR pETER m ill  

28 APRIL 2009

Q 6 8 0  R o s e m a r y  M c K e n n a :  D o es th e  E x p re s s  g ro u p  intend to re su m e  p aying fe e s to the N e w s p a p e r P u b lish e rs  
A sso cia tio n  an d  re tu rn  to the s e lf-re g u la to ry  s y s te m ?

M r H ill:  W e  h a v e  n e v e r not b een  p a rt o f tlie  s e lf-re g u la to ry  sy ste m . W e h a v e  a lw a y s b een  p a rt o f th is and all the  
e d ito rs  in o u r  g ro u p  h a v e  a lw a y s  su b sc rib e d  to it and co n tin u e  to s u b s c rib e  to it. I  p e rso n a lly  am  a big s u p p o rte r  of 
th e  PC C  an d  I h a v e  n e v e r not b een. T h e  d is p u te  you a re  re fe rrin g  to had nothing w h a te v e r to do with th e  PCC.

Q 6 8 1  R o s e m a r y  M c K e n n a ;  No, it is the N e w s p a p e r P u b lish e rs A sso cia tio n .

M r H ill;  My g ro u p 's  d isp u te  w a s w itli the N e w s p a p e r P u b lish e rs A sso cia tio n  and it co n c e rn e d  a le v y  th e y  tried  to 
im p o se  fo r n e w s p a p e r a d v e rtis in g . T h e  b o a rd  o f d ire cto rs  o f E x p re s s  N e w s p a p e rs d e cid e d  th a t in th e se  d ifficu lt tim e s
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it w a s a rid icu lo u s thing to a s k  fo r m o re  th a n  £ 3 0 0 , 0 0 0  fo r a fa irly  p o in tle ss a d v e rtis in g  ca m p a ig n  and the  
N e w s p a p e r P u b lish e rs A sso cia tio n  h a ve  d e cid e d  th a t they did not w a n t E x p re s s  N e w s p a p e rs to b e p a rt o f th e ir  
o rg a n isa tio n . M em b e rsh ip  o f the PC C  w a s p art o f th a t w id e r m e m b e rsh ip  o f the NPA and s in c e  th en  the bo ard  o f  
d ire cto rs, o r  w h o e v e r is re sp o n s ib le , h as been trying  to so rt th is  out, I  know  in fa c t  that the n e g o tia tio n s a re  in a 
v e ry  a d v a n ce d  sta g e  at the m o m e n t. W h at J w an t to sa y  is th a t d u rin g  all th is  tim e the n e w s p a p e rs  an d  th e ir  e d ito rs  
and th e ir  sta ff h a v e  co n tinu ed  to su b s c rib e  to th e  P C C  an d  to se lf-re g u la tio n  an d  wo h a ve  n e v e r e v e r d ro p p e d  out of 
th a t an d  h a v e  no intention o f d o in g  so. T h a t re m a in s  o u r position.

Q 6 8 2  H e le n  S o u t h w o r t h :  M ay I  d ra w  you out a little m o re on th a t? In  te rm s Of y o u r jo u rn a lis ts , how  w ould you  
d e s c rib e  th e  co d e  o f c o n d u ct in relatio n  p e rh a p s to th e ir  c o n tra ct o f  e m p lo y m e n t or ce rta in ly  the e x p e cta tio n s you  
had o f  th e m  in te rm s  o f th e ir p ro fe ssio n a l ou tp u t?

M r Hill:  W e do e x p e ct o u r jo u rn a lis t s  to follow  th e  c o d e  o f c o n d u c t and e v e ry b o d y  is w ell a w a re  of it. Yes, all o u r  
jo u rn a lis ts  a re  a w a re  o f it.

Q 6 8 3  H e le n  S o u t h w o r t h :  Is  it a m a tter o f c o n tra ct?

M r H ill:  No, I  d o  not b e lie ve  it is but I do not th in k  th a t is n e c e s s a ry . E ve ry b o d y  in th e  b u s in e s s  now  is v e ry  well 
a w a re  o f the co d e  o f  c o n d u c t a n d  they a re  v e ry , v e ry  ca re fu l a b o u t it. O v e r re ce n t y e a rs  w e h a v e  m a d e  a  lot o f  
c h a n g e s  to the w ay n e w s p a p e rs  o p e ra te . W e a re  m u ch  m o re  ca re fu l a b o u t th e  e x p o s u re  o f ch ild re n  to n e w s p a p e r  
co v e ra g e , v e ry  m u ch  m o re  c a re fu l. All o f u s a re  v e ry  m u ch  m o re  ca re fu l a b o u t m a tters o f p riv a cy ; w e a re  m ore  
ca re fu l. F o r in sta n ce , w e  v e ry  m u ch  ch a n g e d  the w ay w e re p o rt s u ic id e s  and lots o f o th e r th in g s on w h ich  th e  cod e  
h as been q u ite  helpfu l and I  th in k e v e ry b o d y  is v e ry  w ell a w a re  o f w h a t they c a n  an d  ca n n o t do. T h a t is not to sa y  
th e re  wiii not be m ista k e s b e c a u s e  m ista k e s h a p p e n , b u t w e do try to be v e ry  c a re fu l. A lot o f m a te ria l in 
n e w s p a p e rs  d o e s not co m e  fro m  y o u r ow n p e o p le, it co m e s fro m  o u tsid e , fro m  fre e la n c e rs  a n d  p e o p le  ail o v e r the  
p la ce . It  is o ften  v e ry  d ifficu lt to c h e c k  it out. W e sim p ly  cou ld not o p e ra te  if  w e lia d  to h a v e  a  board o f p eo p le  w h o se  
so le  jo b  it w a s to c h e c k  e v e ry  s in g le  fact out. W e w ould n e v e r g e t th e  p a p e rs  out; it w ould not b e p ra ctica l.

Q 6 8 4  H e le n  S o u t h w o r t h :  In  te rm s  o f ch ild  protection , cou ld  you  d e s c rib e  w h a t y o u r e x p e cta tio n s w ould be fo r  
o n e  o f y o u r jo u rn a lis t s  w ho is p ro d u cin g  co p y  fo r  yo u ?

M r Hill: C a n  you  b e a bit m o re  sp e c ific ?  F o r in sta n ce , th a t re a lly  m o re  o ften  a p p lie s  to the situ atio n  of 
p h o to g ra p h y . I a m  a lw a y s  v e ry , v e ry  ca re fu l a n d  I h a v e  re je cte d  m a n y  p h o to g ra p h s of ce le b rit ie s  w h e re  th e ir  
c h ild re n  w e re  invo lved  an d  I h a v e  e ith e r not p u b lish e d  th o se  p h o to g ra p h s at all o r I h a v e  o b scu re d  t lie  fa c e s  o f the  
ch ild re n . I am  a lw a y s v e ry , v e ry  c a re fu l to m a k e  s u re . It  is m o stly  a p h o to g ra p h ic  thing re a lly . H ard ly  e v e r  is it a 
m a tte r o f th e  actu a l w ord s. T h a t Is th e  p rin cip a l thing. I am  a lw a y s  v e ry  ca re fu l and m y p ictu re  d e sk  is v e ry  ca re fu l 
a b o u t It a n d  w e a re  all v e ry  a w a re  o f th is thing.

Q 6 8 5  H e le n  S o u t h w o r t h :  M ay I ta k e  you b a ck  to th e  co d e  o f c o n d u ct?  D o you  th in k th a t th e re  a re  p e rh a p s  a re a s  
th e  c o d e  o f co n d u ct could Im p ro v e  on in te rm s o f  ch ild  p rotection , p e rh a p s  putting c h ild re n 's  in tere sts first?

M r H ill:  W e do put th e ir  in te re sts  first. I do not know  th a t it co u ld  be im p ro ve d . I th in k it is pretty good.

Q 6 8 6  H e le n  S o u t h w o r t h :  S o  you a re  q u ite  co n te n t th a t th e  co d e  o f c o n d u c t c o v e rs  a ll th o se  p o in ts?

M r H ill:  I a m . From  m y point o f v ie w  I a m  co n te n t b e c a u s e  I a m  v e ry , v e ry  ca re fu l and m y jo u rn a lis ts  a re  v e ry  
ca re fu l a n d  th e y  know  th a t th e y  h a v e  to be.

Q 6 8 7  H e le n  S o u t h w o r t h :  W e h a v e  had q u ite  stro n g  e v id e n c e  fro m  o th e r p a rtie s sa y in g  th e y  th o u g h t it v e ry  
im p o rta n t th a t th e  co d e  o f c o n d u c t  sh ould be p a rt o f th e  co n tra ct, th a t th e re  sh ou ld  be a c o n tra ctu a l re la tio n sh ip  to  
e n fo rc e  th e  m e s s a g e  th a t th is  w a s a d efinite  e x p e cta tio n  o f the co m p a n y . Is  th a t so m e th in g  you  h a v e  se e n ?

M r H ill:  I  do not th in k  it w ould do a n y  h arm . It  w ould be q u ite  p o ssib le  that w e  cou ld do that.

Q 6 8 8  H e le n  S o u t h w o r t h :  I s  that so m e th in g  you a re  goin g to be looking at?

M r H ill;  I  w ill look at it. I f  y o u  th in k th a t I n eed  to look at it, th en  y e s, I  w ill look at it. 1 p ro m ise  you I will look at it 
a n d  I will g e t b a ck  to you on th a t m a tter w h en  I h a v e  sp o k e n  to m y m a n a g in g  e d ito r's  o ffice  and se e n  w hat they  
th in k o f it,

Q 6 8 9  P h il ip  D a v ie s :  I w ou ld  a ctu a lly  tike to s e e  an  A m e rica n  sy s te m  o f lib e l law  in th is  co u n try . I do not th in k  it 
is  goin g to h a p p e n , but I w ould ce rta in ly  a p p ro v e  it an d  I c e rta in ly  b e lie v e  th e  fre e r  th e  p re s s  th e  b e tte r the  
d e m o cra c y  that w e live in. T o  h a v e  th a t you w o u ld  need a  v e ry  ro b u st s e lf-re g u la to ry  s y s te m . W ould you  c o n c e iv e  
th a t th e  P C C  w a s u n d e rm in e d  so m e w h a t by the fa ct th a t it is se e n  a s  a c re a tu re  of th e  p re s s  itself? I do not w a n t to 
co m e  b ack a lw a y s to the M cC a n n s but G e rry  M cC an n  did m a k e  th e  p oint and ask ed  w hy on e a rth  he w ould co m p la in  
to th e  PCC.
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M r H ill:  W h y did he not try ?  I am  q u ite  s u re  w e w ou ld  h a v e  listened had h e d o ne so.

Q 6 9 0  P h il ip  D a v ie s :  1 will exp lain  to you w h y  h e  did not. He sa id  th a t he looks at the PCC, he h as a  co m p la in t  
a b o u t th e  Daily Express, an d  w h o  is on th e  b o ard  o f the PC C  but th e  e d ito r o f the Daily Express. Do you  not th in k  
th a t b e c a u se  it is p e rce iv e d  a s  a c re a tu re  o f the p re s s  th a t u n d e rm in e s  p e o p le 's  co n fid e n ce  in tak in g  a c o m p la in t to 
the P C C ?

M r H ill:  No, b e c a u se  the P C C  h a s tak e n  up m a n y  m a tte rs c o n c e rn in g  e d ito rs w ho w e re  m e m b e rs o f t lie  P C C  m any, 
m a n y , m a n y  tim e s. It  h as n e v e r d e te rre d  a n y o n e . A fte r all th a t p e rso n  is one e d ito r and a lso , w h e n e v e r th e re  is  a 
m a tte r w h ich  c o n c e rn s  a p a rtic u la r ed itor, th a t e d ito r ta k e s no part w h a ts o e v e r in the d e lib e ra tio n s o f th e  P C C  on  
th a t m a tte r an d  is not e v e n  allow ed  to b e in the room .

Q 6 9 1  P h il ip  D a v ie s :  In d e e d , but p e rce p tio n  is e v e ry th in g  in th e s e  th in g s an d  if th a t is the p e rce p tio n  peop le  
h a v e —

M r H ill:  I th in k it is a fa lse  p ercep tio n.

Q 6 9 2  P h i l ip  D a v ie s :  T h e  o th e r p e rce p tio n  th a t p e o p le  h a v e  is th a t you co m p la in  to the PCC, it is n e ith e r h e re  nor  
th e re , w a te r o ff a d u c k 's  b ack, get th e se  th in g s all the tim e, let u s not w orry  a b o u t it. T h e  o n ly  thing w h ich  re a lly  
m a k e s a n e w s p a p e r e d ito r sit up in th is  d a y  and a g e  is not a co m p la in t to the P C C ; th a n k  g o o d n e ss th e y  h a v e  g on e  
In th a t d ire ctio n . It  is a le tte r from  C a rte r-R u c k  sa y in g  they h a v e  a co n d itio n a l fe e  a rra n g e m e n t. T h a t is th e  o nly  
thing w h ich  m a k e s a n  e d ito r sit up th e s e  d a y s, not a co m p la in t to th e  PCC.

M r H ill:  I do not s e e  it th a t w ay m yself. In  fa c t  th e  P C C  is a  fa r b etter rou te fo r m o st p eople, a lb eit o n e  th a t d o es  
not o f c o u rs e  e v e n tu a lly  p ro d u ce  a la rg e  a m o u n t o f d a m a g e s  fo r th em . W h at the P C C  h as b een v e ry , v e ry  good at is 
a m ica b ly  se ttlin g  d isp u te s b etw een  p e o p le  and th e  p re ss, W e a re  not now  talking a b o u t th in g s being b ru sh e d  u n d e r  
the c a rp e t o r a n y th in g  like th a t at all. I th in k you  will find th a t m o st co m p la in ts a re  re so lv e d  v e ry , v e ry  sa tis fa cto rily  
by th e  PCC. It  h a s b een  e x tre m e ly  s u c c e s s fu l in that. A fte r all, is it not b e tte r to re s o lv e  m a tters a m ic a b ly  th a n  to go  
to law and end up  w ith a d e s p e ra te  d isp u te  w h ich  m a k e s e v e ry b o d y  feel a g re a t d e a l w o rse  a b o u t the o th e r s id e ?  
T h e  P C C  is a n  e ffe c tiv e  body an d  if p e o p le  a re  d iss a tis fie d  w ith its d e cis io n s, th e re  is a lso  an  o m b u d sm a n  w ho is  
tre m e n d o u s ly  c o n scie n tio u s. I h a ve  se e n  him  in a ctio n . I ca n  a s s u re  you th a t peop le  on th e  P C C  do b e h a v e  in a v e ry  
re s p o n s ib le  m a n n e r, I a m  q u ite  s u re  y o ii w ould be v e ry  w e lco m e  to sit in on th e ir m e e tin g s. I f  a n y  o f you  w ould like  
to g o, I am  s u re  the P C C  w ou ld w e lco m e  it. To m e it is a fa r b etter w ay o f re so lv in g  d is p u t e s  and I h o n estly  b e lie v e  
th a t if Mr a n d  M rs M cC an n  had g o n e  to the P C C  and th e  P C C  had d is c u s s e d  it, th in g s w ould h a v e  h a p p e n e d  in a 
d iffe re n t w ay. In  fa ct th e y  c h o s e  to go dow n the legal route, w h ich  is a co m b a tiv e  rou te to go dow n. T h a t is not a 
w ay o f re so lv in g  d isp u te s , that is a w ay o f  fig h tin g  th in g s.

Q 6 9 3  C h a ir m a n :  A re  you s e rio u s ly  sa y in g  th a t if G e rry  M cC a n n  had b een  to th e  P C C  and sa id , "W e d o n 't lik e  the  
Daily Express co v e ra g e , th e y  k eep  p rintin g  th e s e  s to rie s  w h ich  a re  co m p le te ly  u n tru e ,"  you w ou ld h a v e  sto p p e d ?

M r H ill: Yes, I  w ould ce rta in ly  h a v e  th o u g h t v e ry , v e ry  c a re fu lly  a b o u t it. I re a lly  w ou ld, m o st c e rta in ly , but it 
n e v e r h a p p e n e d .

Q 6 9 4  C h a ir m a n :  G e rry  M cC an n  w a s c e rta in ly  m a k in g  it d e a r  th a t he did not like  th e  sto rie s  y o u  w e re  w riting . H e  
m u st h a v e  c o m p la in e d  to you.

M r H ill;  Y es, b u t y o u  ca n n o t p re te n d  th a t the Daily Express w a s in iso lation  h e re . T h e  s to ry  w a s e v e ry w h e re ,

Q 6 9 5  R o s e m a r y  M c K e n n a :  On the Issu e  o f p eo p le  going to th e  P C C  an d  getting  a  m a tter re so lv e d , w ould you  
a c c e p t th o u g h  th a t w h at it d o e s not do is ta k e  a w a y  th e  o rig in a l s to ry  w h ich  m a y  h a v e  b een b a se d  on a tiny  
m o d icu m  o f fa c t  but is e m b e llish e d  and th e  in d iv id u a l co n c e rn e d  d o e s not w an t to re h e a rs e  the w ho le  sto ry  by going  
to c o u rt  o r th e y  w an t to p ro tect o th e r m e m b e rs  o f th e ir  fa m ily  fro m  th e  s to rie s  w h ich  a p p e a re d  in n e w s p a p e rs  w ith a 
tiny bit o f fa ct but h u g e ly  e m b e llis h e d . T h e y  th en  go to the PCC. W h a t kind o f re so lu tio n  is it th a t d o e s not ta k e  it off 
th e  o rig in a l p u b lica tio n ? T h a t is  w h a t m o st o f the re so lu tio n s a re , a re  th e y  n ot? T h e y  get the n e w s p a p e r to s a y  they  
w ill not p u b lish  a n y  m ore.

M r H ill:  I w ould h a v e  th o u g h t if  th e  n e w s p a p e r had m a d e  a m ista k e  m o st o f the re so lu tio n s w ou ld  in v o lv e  the  
n e w s p a p e r e ith e r p u b lish in g  a co rre ctio n  o r an  a p o lo g y .

Q 6 9 6  R o s e m a r y  M c K e n n a :  But s o m e tim e s p e o p le  do not e v e n  w an t th a t b e c a u s e  th e y  do not w an t th e  w hole  
sto ry  re h e a rs e d .

M r Hill: W h a t m o re  c a n  o ne d o ? I do not know .

Q 6 9 7  R o s e m a r y  M c K e n n a :  Stop w riting  th a t kind o f sto ry  in th e  first place.
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M r H ill;  W e c a n n o t put th e  c lo ck  b ack, ca n  w e?

Q 6 9 8  R o s e m a r y  M c K e n n a :  E x a ctly  an d  so rn e o n e 's  rep u tatio n  is d a m a g e d .

M r H ill:  J h a v e  w o rk ed  for m a n y  n e w s p a p e rs  an d  I ca n  a s s u re  you th a t n e w s p a p e rs  o f all s o r t s —

Q 6 9 9  R o s e m a r y  M c K e n n a :  B u t it is a n o th e r e x a m p le  o f th e  P C C  being s e lf  -reg u lating  a n d  not being  a b le  to  
m a k e  n e w s p a p e rs  b e h a v e  in a m o re  re sp o n s ib le  m a n n e r.

M r H ill:  How  w ould y o u  m a k e  n e w s p a p e rs ?  I c a n n o t m a k e  M em b e rs o f P a rlia m e n t b e h a v e  in a  re sp o n s ib le  m a n n er.
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E xam ina tion  o f  W itness (Q uestion N um bers 700-719)

mR p e t e r  m il l  

28 APRIL 2009

Q700 Rosemary McKenna: Y es, b u t th e  w h o le  w orld kn ow s a b o u t it, d o e s it not?

M r H ill:  I w o n d e r w h e th e r It do es.

Q701 Rosemary McKenna: I f  you h a v e  a n y th in g  to do w ith it th e y  c e rt a in ly  wifi.

M r H ill;  T h e re  a re  m a n y  th in g s we do not know  a b o u t but I w ould lik e  to find out.

Q702 Paul Farrelly: I am  listen in g  v e ry  c a re fu lly  to you sa y in g  th a t th e  P C C  is the b e st route, th a t peop le  sh ou ld  
h a ve  co n fid e n ce  in its p ro ce d u re s, th a t you  ta k e  note o f th e  PCC. At th e  s a m e  tim e  y o u r n e w s p a p e rs  a re  not 
s u b sc rib in g  to it. Is  th a t not a lu d icro u s position  to be in?
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M r H ill:  It  is only a te m p o ra ry  thing. You lia v e  to u n d e rsta n d  th a t th is  d is p u te  is nothing w h a te v e r to do with the  
r C C ;  it is noth in g  w lia te v e r to d o  with it. It  is a  d isp u te  w ith th e  N e w s p a p e r P u b lislte rs A sso cia tio n  and w e a re  trying  
to find a w ay o f not being part o f the N e w s p a p e r P u b lis lie rs  A ss o cia tio n  y e t still m ak in g  o u r  co n trib u tio n  to w a rd s th e  
ru n n in g  c o s ts  o f th e  PCC. W e will re so lv e  th a t m a tter and w e w ill re su m e . W e h a v e  w ritten  to the P re ss S ta n d a rd s  
B o ard  of F in a n ce  (P re s s B o f) w hich is the fin a n cia l a rm  and we h a v e  sa id  th a t w e w an t to re s u m e  th e se  p a y m e n ts a s  
so on  a s  w e can. Y es, th e re  Is a  di.spute o v e r so m e  p a rt of it. I c a n n o t se ttle  th a t m y self; I am  not the p e rso n  w ho  
d e a ls  with that. I h a v e  re co m m e n d e d  v e ry , v e ry  stro n g ly  th a t w e re so lv e  th is  a s  so o n  a s  w e p o ssib ly  ca n , b u t I 
ca n n o t do a n y  m o re  th a n  that. I p ro m ise  you th a t It will be re so lv e d .

Q703 Alan Keen: W h en  R o s e m a ry  M cK enna a sk e d  you w h e th e r you th o u g h t the P C C  w a s a good rou te an d  if  the  
M cC a n n s had u sed  it th a t it w ould h a v e  b een  e ffe ctiv e , p re s u m a b ly  w h at th e  M cC a n n s w ould h a v e  said  to y o u  w as, 
"M r Hill, you h a ve  no p ro o f th a t w e killed o u r  ch ild . W e d id n 't kill o u r ch ild ". T h e n  y o u  said  " If  the P C C  had b een  
a p p ro a ch e d  [ ... ]"  but you did not a ctu a lly  s a y  you  w ould sto p  d o in g  it you said  you  w ould g iv e  it a good bit of 
th o u g h t. T h a t is not a lot o f co m fo rt for so m e b o d y  w ho is a c c u s e d  o f  killing th e ir  ow n child , is it?

M r H ill;  I w as not m a k in g  th e s e  a lle g a tio n s. I re p e a te d  the a lle g a tio n s; I w a s not m ak in g  th em . T h e a lle g a tio n s  
w e re  m ad e by th e  P o rtu g u e se  p o lice  w ho a p p e a re d  to b e v e ry  c o n fid e n t o f the rig h tn e ss o f  w hat th e y  w e re  sa y in g  
but o f c o u rs e  it tu rn ed  out to be n o n se n se . How w a s I to kn ow  th a t?  It  w a s a re p u ta b le  police  fo rc e  o f a c iv ilis e d  
re p u ta b le  co u n try . I  did not know  th a t th e y  w e re  b e h a v in g  like s o m e  tin -p o t R u rita n ia n  idiots. How w ou ld  I know  
that?

Q704 Alan Keen: 1 d o  not read  the Express.

M r H ill:  T h a t is a sh a m e ; you o u g h t to.

Q705 Alan Keen: I d o  not read  m ost n e w s p a p e rs  so  I c a n n o t re ca ll. You h a v e  a v iv id  re co llectio n .

M r H ill: A s a M em b e r o f  P a rlia m en t you o u g h t to read all the n e w s p a p e rs .

Q706 Alan Keen: I a m  s u re  you h a v e  a  v iv id  re co llectio n  o f the h e a d lin e s. Did you m a k e  a n y  attem pt, w hen you  
w e re  trying to sell m o re n e w s p a p e rs , to m isle a d  the p u b lic  into th in k in g  the M cC a n n s had killed th e ir  ch ild ?

M r H ill:  No, o f  c o u rs e  not.

Q707 Alan Keen: What fieadlines did you use?

M r H ill:  I c a n n o t re m e m b e r. I h a v e  u sed  lots o f h e a d lin e s. No, I do not th in k  w e e v e r  said  th a t th e  M cC a n n s had  
killed th e ir ch ild.

Q708 Alan Keen: Did y o u  m ak e a n y  a tte m p t to g e t p eo p le  to b u y  p a p e rs  by b e lie vin g  th a t you w e re  sa y in g  they  
had killed th e ir  ch ild ?

M r H ill:  No; no. P eople will b e lie v e  w h a t th e y  b e lie ve . P eople had all k in d s o f o p in io n s a b o u t th is  h a p p e n in g .

Q709 Alan Keen: O n the q u e stio n  o f h e a d lin e s, th is  is a  se rio u s  is s u e  w h ich  h a s a rise n  d u rin g  th is in q u iry  and  
you  h a ve  c o m p la in e d  a b o u t th e  p re s s u re  o f libel th re a ts  and fre e d o m  o f the p re s s . W ould you a g re e  th a t o n e  w ay in 
w h ich  n e w s p a p e rs  d o  m isle a d  the p u b lic  is by putting a h e a d lin e  on th e  fro n t p a g e ?  I  u n d e rsta n d  it h as to be b rief 
and you c a n n o t put 4 7  w o rd s on the fro n t pag e but do you not a g re e  th a t n e w s p a p e rs  d o  m isle a d  the p u b lic  by  
h e a d lin e s follo w ed  by a firs t  co u p le  o f p a ra g ra p h s ?

M r H ill: I t  ca n  h a p p e n , y e s o f co u rse .

Q710 Alan Keen: It  is not re a lly  re co g n ise d . D o you  th in k that m isle a d in g  p eo p le  in o rd e r to sell m ore  
n e w s p a p e rs  by th e  h e a d lin e  and the firs t  co u p le  o f p a ra g ra p h s , co rre c te d  o r  so m e  d o u b t put in rig h t at the end in 
o n e  little s e n te n c e —

M r H ill:  No, no; w e do try to q u a lify  the h e a d lin e s. O ften you w ill find th a t th e re  is a big h e a d lin e  and a s m a lle r  
h e a d lin e  w h ich  d o e s q u a lify  it b e c a u s e  it is w hat you s a id  in th e  firs t  p la ce ; if you  o n ly  h a ve  a few  le tte rs to w rite  
y o u r h e a d lin e  you do try  to q u a lify  th e  h e a d lin e s all th e  tim e  w ith s u b -h e a d in g s . W e  do try, y e s, o f co u rs e .

Q711 Alan Keen: W h at I a m  ask in g  re a lly  a n d  I do not s u p p o s e  you  w ill a g re e  b e c a u se  you  do not w a n t to be  
atta ck e d  by the libel la w y e rs, but e v e n  if it is a c c e p te d  th a t you d o  not do it o n  p u rp o se , the p u b lic  a re  s e rio u s ly  
m isle d  by h e a d lin e s and th e  in tro d u cto ry  p art o f a rtic le s. Do you n o t th in k, to be fa ir  to peop le  who h a ve  been  
lib elled , th a t sh o u ld  go into the law  to m a k e  it e v e n  to u g h e r fo r  n e w s p a p e rs ?
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M r H ill:  B e lie v e  m e, the iibel law s a re  co n c e rn e d  w ith the h e a d lin e s ju s t  a s  m u ch  a s  th e  text. I f  you  w rite  h e a d lin e s  
w h ich  a re  lib ellou s, th en  you ca n  be su ed  b e c a u s e  o f  th e  head lin e, I f  the h e a d lin e  s a y s  so m e th in g  th a t the co p y  
below  it d o e s  not sa y , you can be e q u ally  be su e d  fo r libel and q u ite  rightly so, I a m  not d isp u tin g  it.

Q 7 1 2  Alan Keen: T h a t is not w hat I u n d e rsta n d  by it.

M r H ill:  I b e lie v e  o f c o u rs e  you ca n  be su ed  fo r libel b e c a u se  o f h e a d lin e s w h ich  you  w rite. Yes, you ca n  be su ed  
fo r h e a d lin e s.

Q713 Alan Keen: W h a t I do reca ll, b e c a u se  I ca n  re ca ll so m e  o f  th e  Express h e a d lin e s by se e in g  th em  on What 
the Papers Say on  T V  and you h a v e  m en tion ed  th e  BBC. 1 a m  o n e  o f the b ig g e st su p p o rte rs  o f th e  B B C  and I w ould  
h a ve  b een d o w n  to s e e  the ch a irm a n  s tra ig h ta w a y  if th e  B B C  h e a d lin e  on the Ten O'clock News said  "M cC a n n s killed  
th e ir ow n ch ild".

M r Hill: I d id  not w rite a  h e a d lin e  sa y in g  the M cC a n n s killed th e ir  own ch ild  th a t 1 can  reca ll.

Q714 Alan Keen: You ca n n o t recall,

M r H ill:  I am  s u re  I did not; I did not w rite  th a t h e ad lin e. T h e  B B C  re p e a te d  all th e  a lle g a tio n s, o f c o u rs e  th e y  did, 
a n d  a Panorama p ro g ra m m e  rep ea ted  e v e ry  s in g le  o n e .

Q 7 1 5  Alan Keen: I  am  re a lly  a sk in g  a s p e c ific  q u e stio n  a b o u t the h e a d lin e s.

M r Hilt; I a p p re cia te  th a t h e a d lin e s can be a p rob lem . T h e y  a re  d ifficu lt to w rite  often, e s p e c ia lly  w hen th e re  a re  
not m a n y  w o rd s and we do try  to q u a lify  th e m ; w e do try.

Q716 Alan Keen: I am  h ap p y that you a c c e p t  th a t b e c a u s e  th a t cou ld  w ell be a re co m m e n d a tio n  th a t w e m ak e  
th a t th a t is looked at m o re  s e rio u s ly  a s  th e y  c a n  b e m isle a d in g . C o m in g  on to the sta te  o f th e  p re ss  today, w e a re  all 
sa d  that the printed  p re s s  is stru g g lin g  fin a n cia lly . W e kn ow  th e  in tern e t h a s tak e n  a  lot o f a d v e rtis in g  and it s a t is fie s  
so m e  p e o p le  w ho tike to s e e  v e ry  stra ig h tfo rw a rd  co m m e n ts , not n e c e s s a rily  tru e , an d  it m u st ta k e  so m e  re a d e rs  
a w a y . W e h a v e  ta k e n  e v id e n c e  from  e x p e rie n ce d  jo u rn a lis t s  w ho s a y  they feel th e  sta n d a rd  o f  jo u rn a lis m  has  
re d u ce d  a n d  th e y  u s e  a v e ry  c le v e r w ord " c h u rn a lis m " a s  o n e  o f th e  re a s o n s  w hy. O b v io u sly  e d ito rs c a n  cu t c o s ts  
tre m e n d o u s ly  b y  ju s t  re p ea tin g  w hat o th e r n e w s p a p e rs  s a y . Do you th in k  th a t is a ls o  a d d in g  to th a t dow n w ard  
sp ira l?  I s  th e re  a n y th in g  w h ich  can  be d o ne a b o u t it?

M r Hill; F irst o f  all I d o  not a c c e p t it. T h e  w ord " c h u rn a lis m " is a ru b b ish  w ord  and d o e s not h a v e  a n y  m e a n in g  
a n y w a y . It  is ju s t  a g im m ic k y  w ord. T h e  s ta n d a rd s  o f jo u rn a lis m  h a v e  m a s s iv e ly  in c re a se d  o v e r  the y e a rs , the  
sta n d a rd s o f e d u ca tio n  o f the p eo p le  in the b u s in e s s  h a v e  m a s s iv e ly  in c re a s e d , th e  c o n stra in ts  on th e m  h a ve  
e n o rm o u s ly  in c re a se d . T h e  n e w s p a p e rs  u s e d  to be lik e  a fro n tie r m a n y , m a n y  y e a rs  ago. It  is nothing like th a t now  
and I w ould stro n g ly  d isp u te  th a t the s ta n d a rd s  h a v e  fa llen . I b e lie ve  th a t th e  s ta n d a rd s  h a v e  m a s s iv e ly  im p ro ve d . I 
th in k  th e  p e o p le  w o rk in g  fo r n e w s p a p e rs  h a v e  fa r  m o re  k n o w led g e ; they ta k e  fa r  m o re  c a re  an d  p ut in f a r  m o re  
effort. T h e y  look into th e ir  sto rie s  fa r m o re  th a n  th e y  u s e d  to. I totally  d isp u te  th e  idea th a t n e w s p a p e r sta n d a rd s  
a re  d im in is h in g ; they a re  not d im in ish in g .

Q717 Alan Keerr; You h a v e  ju s t  re jecte d  th e  w ord "c h u rn a lis m '’ y e t a lm o s t all th e  a n s w e rs  you h a v e  g iven  this  
m o rn in g  a b o u t th e  M cC a n n s h a v e  been th a t it said  it in th is  p ap e r, it said  it on th e  n e w s, it sa id  it h e re  so  all y o u  did  
w a s re p e a t it, T h a t is  "c h u rn a lis m " is it not?

M r H ill:  No, I d id  n o t s a y  that. I said  th a t all th e  n e w s p a p e rs  and all the te le v is io n  sta tio n s rep ea ted  th e  a lle g a tio n s' 
th a t w e re  being  leaked  by th e  P o rtu g u e se  p o lice . T h a t is w h a t I sa id . I  did not s a y  th ey w e re  lifting o n e  fro m  th e  
other, T h a t is w h at I  said.

Q718 Chairman: You b e ca m e  e d ito r o f the Daily Express a b o u t s ix  y e a rs  ago,

M r H ill;  Y e s; f iv e  and a half.

Q 7 1 9  Chairman: How m a n y  jo u rn a lis t s  w e re  e m p lo y e d  by the Express w h e n  you b e c a m e  e d ito r?

M r H ill:  A v e ry  s im ila r  n u m b e r to th e  n u m b e r e m p lo y e d  now.
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E xam ina tion  o f W itness (Question N um bers 720-739)

MR PETER hill 

28 APRIL 2009

Q720 Chairman: T h e re  h as not been a d e c lin e  in th e  n u m b e r o f  jo u rn a lis ts .

M r HUI: Y es, th e re  h a s b een a sm a ll re d u ctio n  in the n u m b e r o f jo u rn a lis ts  but w e h a ve  had Co m a k e  e c o n o m ie s  
b e c a u s e  Of the e co n o m ic  situ atio n . All n e w s p a p e rs  a re  h a v in g  to m a k e  th e se  e co n o m ie s,

Q721 Chairman: T h e  fig u re s  I h a v e  se e n  s u g g e s t  th a t th e re  h a s b een a m a s s iv e  d e clin e  in n u m b e rs,

M r Hitt; W h a t fig u re s  h a v e  y o u  se e n ?

Q722 Chairman: I w ould h a v e  to find th e  a rtic le s  a g a in  but th e re  w e re  se v e ra l a rtic le s  w ritten  in p la ce s like UK 
Press Gazette and o th e r m ed ia p u b licatio ns.
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M r H ill:  W h at h a s h a p p e n e d  to UK Press Gazette?

Q723 Chairman; In d e e d .

M r HUt: It  Is not e v e n  th e re  a n y  m o re . T h e re  h a s not b een  a  m a s s iv e  re d u ctio n ; th e re  h as b een  a re d u ctio n  but 
th e re  h as not b een  a m a s siv e  re d u ctio n .

Q724 Chairman; It  w a s also  a lle g e d  th a t a lot o f th e  jo u rn a lis t s  now  w ork in g  fo r  the Express a re  ju s t  o u t o f  
u n iv e rs ity  a n d  e a rn in g  fa r  le ss  th a n  th e ir p re d e ce s s o rs . O n e  e x a m p le  w a s g iven .

M r Hilt: T h a t a g a in  re a ily  is a d e lib e ra te  m isin te rp re ta tio n  o f  the s y s te m . I  v a lu e  v e ry , v e ry  highly the g ra d u a te  
tra in e e  s c h e m e  w h ich  w e h a v e  a t  the Daily Express. E ve ry  y e a r  w e ta k e  on th re e  o r fo u r p eo p le  from  u n iv e rs ity , th e  
m o st p ro m isin g  p eople, a n d  w e tra in  th e m  up a s  jo u rn a lis ts . H ow  c a n  th a t p o ssib ly  be a  w rong thing to do. W e do  
not re ly  on th o se  peop le  by a n y  m e a n s. W e h a v e  an  exceltent sta ff o f v e ry , v e ry  e x p e rie n ce d  jo u rn a iis ts . It  h as been  
a m a tte r o f e n o rm o u s prid e to m e  th a t I h a v e  fu rth e re d  th e  c a re e rs  o f m an y, m a n y  y o u n g  p eople, v e ry  p ro m isin g  
y o u ng  p e o p le  w ho h a v e  g o n e  on to b e co m e  e x tre m e ly  a b le  jo u rn a iis t s  and w ho h a v e  g on e on to e x c e lle n t c a re e rs  in 
jo u rn a lis m  b e c a u se  I am  keen  on the g ra d u a te  tra in in g  sc h e m e . In  m y o pin ion  it is a la u d a b le  thing, it is an e x ce lle n t  
thing for th e s e  y o u ng  p eo p le  to b e a b le  to w o rk  in th e  n e w s p a p e r, F u rth e rm o re , I a lso  a m  a lw a y s v e ry  w illing to g iv e  
w o rk  e x p e rie n ce  to p eo p le  w ho sh o w  an in tere st in jo u rn a lis m . Part o f m y jo b  is to fu rth e r th is b u s in e s s  and th e  w ay  
to fu rth e r th is  b u s in e s s  is to g e t n ew  people, new  blood into it a n d  th a t is the rig h t w ay to d o  it, W e do not re ly  on 
u n tra in ed  p eop le; c e rta in ly  not.

Q725 Chairman: Y o u r s u p p o rt fo r  g ra d u a te  tra in e e s  is a d m ira b le . W h e n  R ich a rd  D esm on d  b e ca m e  p ro p rie to r he  
sa id  th a t th is  w a s th e  b eg inn ing  o f a new  e ra  fo r the Daily Express, th a t you w e re  goin g to take on the Mail that  
th e re  w ould be In v e stm e n t and th a t at last th e re  w a s p ro p e r co m p etitio n  in th e  m id d le  m a rk et. W h at h a s h a p p e n e d  
s in c e  th e n ?

M r H ill;  W e a re  takin g  on th e  Daily Mail. At th e  m o m e n t w e a re  sp e n d in g  an  e n o rm o u s a m o u n t o f m o n e y — an  
e n o rm o u s  a m o u n t o f m o n e y — to g e t th e  n e w s p a p e r into the h a n d s o f  m o re  p eo p le  by givin g  peop le  th e  o p p o rtu n ity  
to b uy the p a p e r at a re d u ce d  rate  if th e y  w ish an d  m a n y  p eo p le  h a v e  opted fo r th o se  v o u c h e rs  and it h a s b een  
v e ry , v e ry  h elp fu l to m an y o f  o u r  re a d e rs  d u rin g  the re ce s sio n , Yes, o f co u rs e . W e  d ecid ed  w e w ould go a b o u t th in g s  
in a d iffe re n t w ay. W e d e cid e d  th a t w e w ould get rid o f all the s p u rio u s  co p ie s  th a t o th e r n e w s p a p e rs  rely on. W e do  
not h a v e  bulks. W e do not g iv e  th e  n e w s p a p e r a w a y . W e do not put the n e w s p a p e r on a irlin e  s e a ts  fo r n oth in g . It  is 
a  r id icu lo u s thing to do. W e do not d u m p  h u n d re d s  o f th o u s a n d s o f co p ie s  a b ro a d  b e c a u se  the sy s te m  a llo w s you to 
c o u n t e v e ry  co p y  a s  a sa le  w h e th e r it is sold o r not w ith th o se  fo re ig n  s u p p lie s . W e  do not do a n y  o f that. W e  
d e cid e d  w e w ould sto p  all o f th a t and w e d e cid e d  th a t o u r  s a le s  w ould be co m p le te ly  h o n est a n d  tra n s p a re n t an d  I 
ca n  a s s u re  you  th a t is  w hat w e do. W e do not rely on g ivin g  a w a y  D V D s w ith e v e ry  cop y o f th e  n e w s p a p e r. W e  w ant  
p eo p le  to buy th e  n e w s p a p e r fo r  th e  n e w s p a p e r and th a t h as b een  o u r policy,

Q726 Chairman; Y o u r c ircu la tio n  h as fa llen  w h ilst th e  Daily Mail's h a s ste a d ily  rise n  to the ex tent th a t it is now  
o u tse llin g  you by a b o u t th re e  tim e s,

M r H ill:  T h a t is b efore  m y tim e  b u t 1 th in k  you  will find th a t at th e  m o m e n t th a t is not th e  c a se , I th in k y o u  will 
find th a t the Daily Mail’s c irc u la tio n , in co m m o n  w ith m an y o th e r n e w s p a p e rs , is  falling q u ite  a la rm in g ly , w h e re a s  the  
Daily Express's circu la tio n  is not. In  fact th e  Daily Star's c ircu la tio n  is in cre a sin g  b e c a u se  th e y  a g a in  h a v e  adopted a  
d iffe re n t policy.

Q727 Paul Farrelly: I th in k  1 am  rig h t in sa y in g  th a t w hen you w e re  the e d ito r o f the Daily Star its c ircu la tio n  
in cre a se d  o v e r  fiv e  y e a rs  by a b o u t o n e  th ird .

M r H ill;  I th in k  at o n e  poin t it do u b led .

Q728 Paul Farreily: S in ce  th e  m onth you  took o v e r  a s  e d ito r o f th e  Daily Express, how  h a s its c ircu la tio n  fa re d ?

M r H ill:  I  th in k  it is  pretty good at th e  m om ent.

Q729 Paul Farrelly: W h at w a s the m o nth ly c ircu la tio n  w h en  you to ok o ve r?

M r H ill;  I only w o rk  by th e  d a y . I h o n estly  do not know , I w ou ld  h a v e  to find o u t but I think it is not d is s im ila r  at 
the m om ent.

Q730 Paul Farreily: To the c u rre n t  c ircu la tio n .

M r H ill:  I th in k  it m ight w ell be a b o u t th e  s a m e ; it m ig h t w ell be.
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Q731 Rosem ary McKenna: E a rlie r on you did s a y  th a t you th o u g h t it w a s rig h t to p rin t sto rie s  w h ich  w ere  
p e rso n a l s to rie s  a b o u t people In w h ich  the p u b lic  had an interest. W h a t is th e  d iffe re n c e  b etw een  sto rie s  in w h ich  the  
p u b lic  a re  in te re ste d  and sto rie s  w hich a re  in th e  p u b lic  in tere st?

M r H ill: 1 h a v e  trie d  to so rt o f d e fin e  the s to rie s  w h ich  I th in k  a re  in the p u b lic  in te re s t and th o se  a re  m atters  
w h ich  a ffe ct th e  p u b lic  a t  la rg e  o r s ig n ifica n t g ro u p s  o f  th e  p u b lic  o r  th e  people w ho se t t h e m s e lv e s  u p  a s  a rb ite rs  of 
p u b lic  m o ra ls  o r o f the law s o r w h a te v e r it m ig h t be, p e o p le  like ju d g e s , M em b e rs o f P a rlia m e n t and so  on and so  
forth , p u b lic  s e rv a n ts , th e ir  co n d u ct and so  on, p e o p le  w ho a re  a c c o u n ta b le  to th e  p ub lic, p e o p le  w ho a re  paid by the  
p u b lic. I w ou ld  s a y  th o se  a re  m a tters o f p u b lic  in te re st. M atters o f in tere st to the p u b lic  a re  a lm o s t a n y th in g  you can  
th in k  o f at all. I t  cou ld  b e m a tte rs  o f sim p le  g o ssip , I a m  q u ite  s u re  th a t the W e s tm in s te r v illa g e , a s  it is ca lle d , is a  
hotbed o f g o s s ip — I know  it is  an d  you  know  it is — b e c a u s e  the w h o le  of life is a b o u t the intera ctio n  o f p eo p le  in one  
w a y  o r an oth er, P olitics is about the intera ctio n  o f p e o p le  and e v e ry th in g . A n yth ing th a t d e v e lo p s from  the  
in tera ctio n  o f  p e o p le, in m y  v ie w  cou ld  be in te re stin g  to the public,

Q732 Rosem ary McKenna: A p a rt from  e x p o s in g  p u b lic  in tere st, put th a t to o ne sid e , w h a t a b o u t p e o p le  w ho a re  
not n e c e s s a rily  h u g e ly  in the p u b lic  e y e  but you  d e c id e  a re  of in te re st to the public. W ould you a g re e  w ith the  
su g g e s tio n  th a t th ey o u g h t to h a v e  p rio r n o tifica tio n  if you a re  goin g to p rin t a sto ry , the n e w s p a p e rs  a re  goin g to 
p rin t a sto ry  w h ich  cou ld be d a m a g in g ?

M r H ill:  No, th e y  sh o u ld  not h a v e  p rio r n otification  b e c a u se  it is q u ite  p o ssib le  fo r s o m e o n e  g iv e n  p rio r n otification  
o f so m e th in g  th a t m ig h t be d a m a g in g  to th e m  to p re v e n t its p u b lica tio n  by se e k in g  an  in ju n ctio n . T h is m ig h t w ell be  
g ra n te d  b e c a u s e  th e  ju d g e  w ou ld  not know  o n e  w ay o r  the o th e r w h e th e r it w a s ju s t ifie d  o r not and th en , b e c a u s e  of 
th e  tim e  c o n s tra in ts , the sto ry  w ould be lost.

Q733 Rosem ary McKenna: Y es, but a  sto ry  w h ich  is not goin g to be tim e  b a rre d , a sto ry  w h ich  is the s a m e  sto ry  
w h e th e r it is th re e  w e e k s ia te r o r  o ne w e e k  la te r a n d  so m e th in g  th a t cou ld be a b so lu te ly  u n tru e  but an allega tio n  
h a s  been m a d e  by a third p a rty  and a fa b rica tio n  o f  a  story,

M r H ill:  In  p retty  m u ch  e v e ry  c a s e  w e d o  g iv e  p e o p le  the o p p o rtu n ity  to re sp o n d  to so m e th in g  w h ich  is a b o u t to be  
w ritte n  a b o u t th e m  o r w e  w ill go to p eo p le  a n d  s a y  w e h a v e  this.

Q734 Rosemary McKenna: A re you s u re  a b o u t th a t?

M r H ill:  O f c o u rs e  I am  s u re  a b o u t it; y es. T h e y  m ig h t lia v e  a  c o m p le te  a n s w e r to it. T h e re  is th e  odd s to ry — an d  I 
th in k  you  a re  re fe rrin g  to the Max M osley stoi y —

Q735 Rosem ary McKenna: No, no, I am  not.

M r H ill;  —  w h e re  I th in k  it w ould r:ot b e p o s sib le  to do that b e c a u s e  it w ould h a v e  end ed  u p  a s  a ii in ju n ctio n  and  
so m e h o w  th e  sto ry  w ould be lost.

Q736 Chairm an; It  w ould only end up a s  an  in ju n c tio n  if it w a s d e cid e d  th a t th e  c h a n c e s w e re  the sto ry  w a s in 
b re a ch  o f the law .

M r H ill;  T h a t it m ig h t b e in b re a ch  o f th e  law ; it m ig h t p o ssib ly  be in b re a ch  o f th e  law , y e s. I  can a s s u re  you that  
in ju n ctio n s a re  g ra n te d  on v e ry  flim sy  g ro u n d s often, not a lw a y s, but by ju d g e s  w ho a re  not n e c e s s a rily  highly  
q u a lifie d  in th a t a re a . P eople a re  d e p u te d  to  sta n d  in a s  lo cu m s a lm o st in th a t re sp e ct, S o m e o n e  ca n  g o  to th em  and  
th e y  do not h a v e  re a l k n o w led g e  o f w h a t th ey a re  d e a lin g  w ith.

Rosemary McKenna: But th e y  do know  th e  law .

Q737 Chairm an; A ctu ally  th e  co m p la in t fro m  m o st o f y o u r in d u stry  is th a t th e  s a m e  ju d g e  a p p e a rs  to h a n d le  
e v e ry  sin g le  c a s e  th a t e v e r  co m e s up and so  p re s u m a b ly  h as a v e ry  good know ledge,

M r Hill;  You a re  talking a b o u t th e  p riv a cy  c a s e s ;  w e a re  not ta lk in g  a b o u t y o u r S a tu rd a y  n ig h t in ju n ctio n . T h a t ca n  
b e a n y o n e  at all. You a re  talking a b o u t a  p a rtic u la r p e rso n  w ho is try in g , in so m e  p e o p le ’s  opin ion , to e sta b lis h  a 
p riv a cy  law  all on h is own.

Q738 Rosem ary McKenna: W ould it be s a fe r  to p ro tect p eop le?

M r H ill:  It  Is not p ra ctica l; it is ju s t  not p ra ctica l to d o  this.

Q739 Rosem ary McKenna; S o  it is o k a y  to ru b b ish  s o m e o n e 's  re p u ta tio n  w h e th e r it is tru e  o r not.
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M r HiH: No, it is not b e c a u se  w e h a v e  the m o st D ra co n ia n  libel law s In th is  c o u n try  an d  if you do th a t a n d  it is not 
tm e , you  a re  goin g to get su e d . Not o nly that, you  a re  goin g to get y o u r C a rte r-R u c k s  on the c a s e  in s ta n ta n e o u sly  
b e c a u s e  they h a v e  lookouts looking out fo r  th is at all tim e s. W e d o  not o p e ra te  in a situ atio n  o f im pun ity. T h e  
n e w s p a p e rs  in th is co u n try  h a v e  e n o rm o u s  c o n stra in ts.
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E xam ina tion  o f W itness (Question N um bers 740-750)

mR PETER hill 

28 APRIL 2009

Q740 Rosemary McKenna: T h e y  a lso  h a v e  e n o rm o u s  p ow er.

M r H ill:  W e  h a v e  th e  law s o f libel w h ich  a re  the m o st s e v e re  in th e  w orld, w e  h a v e  the law  o f  c o n fid e n c e  w h ich  is 
now  being u s e d  e x te n s iv e ly  in m atters, p a rtic u la rly  by c e le b ritie s, w e  h a ve  the law  o f  p riv a cy  w h ich  is co m in g , w e  
h a v e  E u ro p e a n  law  an d  w e a re  pretty  m u ch  up to o u r e a rs  in law  now . W e h a v e  th e  m o st s trin g e n t co n te m p t o f co u rt  
la w s w hich a p p ly  to ail m a tters in th is co u n try  o f a n y  co u n try . I f  you  go to th e  U nited S ta te s, th e y  h a v e  w h at you  
cou ld  call a fre e  p re s s . W e do not h a v e  a fre e  p re s s  in th is c o u n try  by a n y  m e a n s; w e h a ve  a v e ry , v e ry  sh a ck le d  
p re ss  in th is co u n try . R eally you sh o u ld  b e looking at m e a n s  o f re m o vin g  th o se  s h a ck le s  not im p o sing  m o re  o f th e m , 
w h ich  is w h a t s e e m s  to m e to be th e  to ne o f th e s e  d is c u s s io n s . H ow  can  w e m a k e  th e  p re s s  fre e r?  H ow  ca n  w e h a v e  
a fre e  p re s s ?  A fre e  p re s s  is th e  o n ly  b astion th a t th e re  re a lly  is in a d e m o c ra tic  so c ie ty ; th e re  i.s nothing e lse .

Q741 Chairman: So p a rt o f the p rice  o f a free p re s s  is th a t e v e ry  now  and a g a in  so m e th in g like th e  M cC a n n s will
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h a p p e n .

M r Hill: I do n o t th in k  it wiM h a p p e n  a g a in . No, 1 do not th in k th a t p a rtic u la r s o rt  o f thing will h a p p e n  ag a in . I do 
not th in k so.

Q742 Paul Farrelly: On p re -n o tifica tio n , w h e n  w e a sk e d  M r D a cre  last w eek w h e th e r, had th e  Max M osley sto ry  
fa llen  into h is lap, the Daily Mail w ould lia v e  g on e to him  fo r co m m e n t first, to p a ra p h ra s e  the a n s w e r he said  th a t it 
w a s not an  is s u e  b e c a u se  the Daily Mail w ould not h a v e  run that sto ry  b e c a u s e  it w a s a fa m ily  n ew sp a p er. D o you  
find th a t a n s w e r cre d ib le ?

M r H ill;  Y es, th a t is totally  c re d ib le  to m e. It  is  not a sto ry  w h ich  I m y s e lf  w ould h a v e  p u rsu e d . I w ould not h a v e  
p u rsu e d  th a t sto ry  b e c a u se  that is not tlie  so rt o f sto ry  that w e u s e  in o u r n e w s p a p e r.

Q743 Paul Farrelly: H ad th a t sto ry  b een  o ffe re d  to you at an a c c e p ta b le  p rice  you w ould not h a v e  run it.

M r H ill;  1 w ou ld  not h a v e  w a n ted  the sto ry. I ju s t  w ould not h a v e  w a n ted  th a t sto ry . It  ju s t  w ould not h a v e  been  
the s o rt  o f sto ry  w h ich  w ou ld  h a v e  a p p e a le d  to m e  o r m y re a d e rs. It w as not th e  rig h t so rt o f sto ry. F o r the m a rk e t  
th e  Daily Express an d  the Daily Mail a re  in it s e e m s  to m e not the rig h t kind o f sto ry.

Q744 Paul Farrelly: T h e re  is a n o th e r fa m ily  on w h o m  you h a v e  re p o rte d , w h ich  is the R o th e rm e re s, w ith ce rta in  
su g g e s tio n s  o f Nazi s y m p a th ie s, p a rtic u la rly  w ith th e  Daily Mail's c o v e ra g e  in th e  1 9 3 0 s .

M r H ill:  W ell th e y  did s u p p o rt th e  B ritish  Nazi P arty. T h a t is a m a tter o f record,

Q745 Paul Farrelly: W h at w o u ld  be y o u r re s p o n s e  to th e  s p e c u la t io n  th a t so m e tim e s k n o ck s aro u n d  th e  p re ss  
w ith m u ch  m irth th a t th e re  is a tru c e  betw een  p ro p rie to rs, M r D e sm o n d  and th e  R o th e rm e re s , w h ich  is s o m e tim e s  
b ro k en  b u t now  you s e e m  to be a b id in g  by it?

M r H ill:  W lia t  kind o f tru ce ?

Q746 Paul Farrelly: T h a t th e  p ro p rie to rs  Of n e w s p a p e rs  do not re p o rt on o th e r p ro p rie to rs  o r th e ir  fa m ilie s.

M r H ill:  T h e re  is not a n y th in g  to w rite  a b o u t th em , is th e re ?  T h e y  a re  not v e ry  in te re stin g  to w rite  a b o u t, a re  th e y ?

Q747 Paul Farreily: S o  th e re  is nothing In it?

M r H ill:  P eople do w rite a b o u t M r D esm on d  fro m  tim e  to tim e, I  c a n n o t re m e m b e r a sto ry  a b o u t Lord R o th e rm e re  
w h ich  w a s o f in te re st to a n y o n e .

Q748 Paul Farrelly: So th e re  is noth ing in th is  idle sp e cu la tio n  a b o u t u n w ritten  tru c e s ?

M r H ill:  I d o  not kn ow  w h at th e y  s a y  to e a ch  o th e r. I do not e v e n  know  w h e th e r th ey s p e a k  to e a ch  o th er, I h a v e  
no idea, I am  not p rivy  to w h a t Lord R o th e rm e re  an d  M r D esm on d  sa y .

Q749 Paul Farrelly: A s an  e d ito r y o u  h a v e  n e v e r b een a sk e d  by M r D e sm o n d  to  go and g e t a R o th e rm e re  sto ry  
fo r th e  p a p e r w hen th ey d e sc rib e d  him  a s  a p o rn o g ra p h e r?

M r Hill; A b so lu tely  not.

Q750 Paul Farrelly; T h e re  is  no tru th  in that; a b so lu te ly  not?

M r H ill:  No, o f c o u rs e  not; no. W h y w ould h e do th a t? No, c e rta in ly  not.

Chairman: I th in k th a t is all w e h a ve  fo r  y o u . T h a n k  you v e ry  m u ch .
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