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ACCURACY 

Case 1

Mr Paul Biurell complained that an article headlined “Burrell: I had sex with Diana”, was in 
breach o f Clause 1 (Accuracy) o f the Code.

The article reported the claim by Ron Cosgrove, the complainant’s brother-in-law, that Mr 
Burrell had once revealed he had had sex with Princess Diana. Mr Burrell strongly disputed the 
central allegation in the article. He said that the sole basis for the allegation was Mr Cosgrove’s 
claim that the complainant confided the secret to him in a pub in 1993, and denied that such a 
conversation had occurred.

While accepting that the PCC could not determine whether the conversation had taken place, Mr 
Burrell said the newspaper had failed in its duty to take care not to publish inaccurate 
information. It had not investigated Mr Cosgrove’s claims properly; for instance, it had not put 
them to the complainant for his comment before publication. Moreover, readers would be misled 
by the lack o f a denial from him. Mr Burrell argued that the claim by Mr Cosgrove was 
inherently improbable and likely to be motivated by the financial reward offered by the 
newspaper.

The newspaper said it had three sources at the time o f publication. The first was a confidential 
source, a former associate o f Mr Burrell, who approached the newspaper several months before 
the story was published. Months later, and entirely separately, Mr Cosgrove volunteered his 
account. His version o f events was tested several times in interview, and he swore an affidavit in 
support o f his position. Mr Cosgrove’s son, Stephen, indicated that he had heard the story 
him self from Mr Burrell at a later event.

The newspaper said it did not seek to publish Mr Burrell’s denial at the time, because he was a 
self-confessed and notorious liar. In any case his denials were widely carried in other media. The 
newspaper was also concerned that the complainant would -  if  he had been made aware o f the 
story -  have obtained an undeserved injunction from an emergency judge. It was willing to 
append Mr Burrell’s denial to its online article.
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vs OF THE WORLD, June 13. 2008

l U w ^ U
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E Y A M  S A B B Y

3VAL flunky Paul 
srr© H  s t u i iE ie r i  h i s  w i f ®  ;• 
o t h e r  H o n  G o s g m v i '  
i t h  s s n s a t l o n a l  c l a i m s  
a t  h e  w a s  P r i n c e s s  t - '  la’Q 50Smt LOViR. 
M il l io n s  o f  th e  t r a g ic  p r in  

i fa n s  w o r ld w id e  w i l l  be
ra g e d  a t  th e  c re e p y  b u t le r ’s 
e b o a s t th a t  h e  h a d  to  k e e p  

w i t h  h e r  r o u n d - th e - c lo c k
ra a n d s  f o r  “ k in k y "  se x .tnd disgusted relative Ron—the ;ST ol BtirroU's close fsmlly circle speak out—today tolls all. inceiisod how tins slimy rnfs scandalous lOchery and lios have heaped [grace and ridicule on livom ail,?on said; “That man has shoined and made a foo! out of my sister H'io, The final straw came when v/as caught on video admitting w he lied to Diana's inquest, i pe 1 never see him again.”For 25 years furniture dealer Ron,. has had .n ringside seat at Bur- H'o ojaraordinary rise from hum- 3 palace foaiman !o tnllllonolra ce- jrify. And ho rovoaied how Dt- a’s trusted servant dropped hts ■mbshell story of son tvllh tJje boss or a drink at the local pub."It was liina while Paul was work- g for the princess ol Kensington iLicu,’’ he said. "He and Maria mo home to Cheshire one weekend id on Ihe Sunday lunchtime Paul coificolly asked if he could talk to e In privnte.

"He cleorly had something on his ind so we wont lo the Peal of Boils Holt for 0 fow pints. Then during e conversation ho suddenly tolls e he’s been having a Boxufll rolo- anship with Princess Dlonii."He said they did it in the bed- lom, tho both, everywhere. Ho aimed Diana liked to be domlneer-
"Pd uI told n a call

ight speclficoHy IQ have Sb k  with 
cr. He said she was very sexually 
omanding-'B bit ♦***ing kinky’ 
'ere hin words-and if you worked 
n the princess you worked tor her 1/7. , ,,"[ told him if it wan true I was isgusted With him because hu was iarriod to my sisior and cheating on er with another woman. But he idn’t see that as a problem. Ho jtlst apiiod, 'Yos. but It IS the princess.' 1 /oc dumbfounded. 1 couldn't baiievo diat he was telling me."Ho said, 'It's Bomelhlng I’ve got lo o.' Like it was part of his duties, "Incredibly Paul then boasted thai 0 and Diana were IN LOVE with nch other,"His face was deadpan and he said ! deadly serious. 1 said, 'You're Ireamlng!" 1 thought ho was In a aniasy world. Blit he insisted it was he iruth."It was clear he wonted to got all his off his chest for some reason, 'm not sure if H wan Just to be 'olioved of the Bocrecy or simply to irag about it. it was like he }usi hod o toli Koniobody."Frioncls and family know nil ibout how Diana called Paul her rock'.“But that doy ho told mo how he ;ias o snigger every time people men- lioried it, because they didn't know the REAL moaning referrod to sex."Paul told me how it all started. He said, 'Diana used to confide in me that she was very lonely, that Charles was very cold. Their relation­

ship wasn’t very loving arid basi­cally he was crap in the saOk.’ Paul was complotely Infatuated With her. He said. Td do anything with her.'•'Since then Mario herself lias told mo about Diana ringing Path in the middle of iho night demabtilng he get over to Kensington Palofte.“At tho pub Paul Said., If she called 0! flvo in the motnihg you'd have to bo there.'"So i said, 'You’re In bod With my sister and Diana would ring you and you’d go up there'̂ ' He snldt,‘Yes.’" Cobsmaclted, 1 said, ■Yod’d go up there and her. He said,,'Yeah.'"

Ron said he thinks his sister Maria suspected the relation- -■ ship between Diana and Paul hod moved on from that ol master and servant.He nddedi "1 think Maria turned a blind eye to , loads of things. My slslar 1 is the salt of the earth but ', she married an *'"*hole. a complete waster."He even repeated his boasts about aex with Diana the following year at a fam- ■ liy party to celebrate Mar­ia's 'lUth birthday—

. and that was witnessed by tod to put a strain on ihoir marriage.onothsr relative.’’ Before i Diana’s death in I.'IOT X Maria begged Paul lo re­sign from hio post ns he Ŝ ihud been offered a string of positions witli ■ celebrities including

Ron recalled Burroll lator came t him is tears, claiming Diana’s de­mands on him hod eased off because she had met and fallen for heart nurgaon Dr HasnaS Khan.Ron said; "When Diana started....................o seeing the doctor Paul becameKevin Costner, Tom jealous because he was back being ; . i Hanks. Mel Gibson and tho butler, not the lover he claimed -i :.;'! Tom Cruise. to be-and ho didn't like it.>;i y But ho refused lo "He even came lo me moaning leave his royal about il. Ha was upset and fell she'd '■ duties just dropped him. He was now siir-INCENSED: which plus to requirements in the bedroom'in-law Ron .. and he was irritated by it." Ron is

cotivincBd hie inside knowledge ^  thnUheylfdlvorcTwhen^^^^ rh^pr^tence of .o wonderful fami
c lea rs  up  a mystery set by S e a r  m a r S  m  Buiell b l a m e  EllMbeih is dead as she is a strict life, crafty Burrell dedlcamd hlsjjm

R^vM D m v  f t e S  sham.^a cover for his secret Catholic. That marriage is a fake

The final p a p  ends with a tease gay '*”'Muria Imew'surreil was bisexual
that there Is still ono big secret to be j,paVu when they marriod but has remainod

w rites: "What'S tho secrete ‘rheir̂Vomo in̂Farndon, with him for the nf tbmr

book to Mario and their boys, Alexander. 23. and Nicholas, 19.In the prologue he gushed: "Thank „ you first and foremost my wife,sake of their Marla, and my sons. _■'We have oil shared a traumaticBurrell writes: "wnais mo seoiei- ... f.̂ wer children we nave on snareu a ...lu. m..vSo,Ty,Tl...;. b,.w.an .1,. buU.r »d "■ ’ ‘If. • broth.,- , tor oo.hlp Hm. .od .“ S""' SS

S p S r S - s  i l i p s - 1 ^ : ; ; '
- - "• sick brags about Ron said: "Marla confided that êryone-what Jo. up to, I tolds still found other they haven't had sex for several Mari

-■support and understanding continue to make me the proudest husband and father,"Rnn ̂ Hrlnri: "Paul aiso tried to wtn ■ into

“Jusl in case, he told u« he's writ­ten everything down and it's ai locked away In o secrot vault. . think it's in Americo.”Burrell's already shaky credibility received a huge knock when Lord Justice Scott Baker branded him a “liar" and "shabby” following his discredited evidence at the inquest into the death of Diana.Shorlly aflerwards the snake was captured on film telling TV producer pal Paul Khullar he had not told the "whole truth” to the court and hod given the jury some ‘‘red herrings".Ron said THAT was the clincher that convinced him he MUST finally speak oui about his tricky brotbor-in-low."When he lied in court it was jusl lypicai of him," fumed Ron- "He's only intorosied in having a camera In his face."He always wanted to be the number one in everything. Ho would do anything to be ut the top and Irampie over the others lo make sura he got there-“Now ho's talkiDg about going on Panorama or iTV to make him look goody-goody ogfiln,"But ho’s no goody-goody. I don’t Ihink any of the family want him back hero ogoin,"Certain celobritiss have come o of the closet in tho past like his close friend Michael Barrymore.“Well that's what Burrell should I do now becouso ail ho's doing is mak- | tng my sister look a fool."He is what he is. An out and o guy and thot's it. He always was and I always will be.“He has lived a shorn. And he's disgraced our family, tho people around him, and the friends and neighbours in the village who sup- I ported him when he was getting off j the ground.
“And that’s why he des erves all he

But if Burrell' Diana were lies. should herself the British public by going jungle on I'm A Celebrity
■Ibla/acc again."
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PM VACY (Online Resources)

Case 2

A woman complained that an article headlined “Oh please, stop this twit from Tweeting, 
someone” intruded into her privacy in breach o f Clause 3 (Privacy) o f the Editors' Code of 
Practice.

The article reported that the complainant - a civil servant who worked for the Department for 
Transport - had been using the micro-blogging website, Twitter, to describe aspects o f her job 
and her feelings towards her work. The newspaper considered some o f her comments to be 
inappropriate.

The article referred to the fact that the complainant had in her tweets: described the leader o f a 
course she was doing (as part o f her job) as "mental"; said that she was "struggling with a wine- 
induced hangover" at work; and, again at work, told how she was "feeling rather tired - would 
much prefer going home". In addition, the article pointed to a number of tweets that were 
political in nature: a complaining reference to a Conservative MP who was a prominent critic of 
Whitehall waste; a re-tweet o f a Labour MP's attack on government "spin"; mid a reference to the 
complainant's acquaintance with Sally Bercow.

The complainant said her activities on Twitter and other social networking sites (she also had a 
blog and had uploaded pictures o f herself on Flickr) were private. While it was true in theory that 
anybody could view the information she had posted online, she argued that she had a "reasonable 
expectation that my messages...would be published only to my followers". Only her 700 or so 
followers could see the full context o f her messages. Others would only find her account by 
actively searching for her, which seemed an unlikely thing for most people to do, and would only 
see messages she had posted, not those she was responding to. Her Twitter account and her blog 
(neither o f which were anonymous) both included clear disclaimers that the views expressed 
were personal opinions and were not representative o f her employer.. .She argued that there were 
thousands o f public sector workers who regularly use Twitter in and out o f office hours. She 
could not undeistand why she had been targeted.

The newspaper disputed that it had invaded the complainant's privacy. She was openly posting 
messages about many aspects o f her life, including her job. The material could be read by 
anybody; she had not limited her Twitter account to those officially "following" her.

In any case, there was an ongoing debate about the use o f social media, which the newspaper 
was entitled to take part in. Since the civil service code requires that public servants should not, 
by their personal statements, call into doubt the impartiality o f the civil service, it was quite 
legitimate for the newspaper to highlight this particular case.

The complainant said she was fully compliant with the civil service code. As a result o f the 
newspaper's article, she had taken the decision - reluctantly - to lock her Twitter stream so it 
could not be viewed by anybody apart from her followers.
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S OCIAL network site 
Twitter, which is 
increasingly landing 
its users in legal, diffi­
culties for posting 

foolish remai'ks, may soon 
claim another victim.

A  W h i t e h a l l  o f t l c i a l  h a s  b e e n  
T w e e t i n g  a b o u t  h e r  d r u n lc e n n e s s ,  
b o a s t i n g  a b o u t  h o w  p o i n t l e s s  
s h e  t h i n k s  s o m e  o i  h e r  w o r k  i s  a n d  
h o w  m u c h  s h e  d i s l i k e s  t h e  G o v e r n ­
m e n t ’s  d e f i c i t  r e d u c t i o n .

W h e n  I  r a n g  h e r  d e p a r t m e n t  
y e s t e r d a y  t o  t e l l  t h e m ,  t h e r e  w a s  a  
c o l d  p a u s e  b e f o r e  s o m e o n e  
p r o m i s e d  t o  ‘g e t  b a c k  t o  m e .  H e  
n e v e r  d id .

C i v i l  s e r v a n t s  u s e d  t o  c r y  t o  b e  
i m p a r t i a l  a n d  d i s c r e e t .  N o t  s o  
S a r a h  B a s k e r v i l ie ,  ‘ T e a m  L e a d e r  i n  
C o r p o r a t e  F i n a n c e  S y s t e m s  a n d  
R e p o r t i n g  S o l u t i o n s ’ ( w h a t  a  t i t l e ! )  
a t  t h e  D e p a r t m e n t  o f  T r a n s p o r t .  
M s  B a s k e i - v i l l e ,  a k a  ‘B a s k e r s ’ , i s  a n  
i n c o r r i g i b l e  c o n t r i b u t o r  t o  t h e  
i n t e r n e t -  S h e  b e lo n g s  t o  n u m e r o u s  
n e t w o r k i n g  s i t e s .

I n  t h e  m i d d l e  o f  .a m a n a g e m e n t  
c o r n -s e  —  p a i d  f o r  b y  u s  t a x p ^ e r s  
t o  h e l p  h e r  d o  h e r  j o b  b e t t e r  —  s h e  
p o s t e d  a  T w e e t  p r o m o t i n g  a  
L a b o u r  M P ’ s  a t t a c k  o n  D o w n i n g

L E H S

O h , p l e a s e  s t o p  t i n s  
t w i t  f r o m  T w e e t in g
S t r e e t  ‘s p i n ’.. S h e  l a t e r  d e s c r ib e d  
t h e  p e r s o n  w h o  w a s  t a k i n g  t h e  
c o u r s e  a s  ‘m e n t a l ’ . C h a i* m ln g .

B e f o r e  t h e  g o v e r n m e n t  c u t s  
w e r e  a n n o u n c e d  t o  P a i ' l ia m e n c ,  
M s  B a s k e r v i l i e  w a s  T w e e t i n g  
a b o u t  m e e t i n g s  c o n c e r n i n g  t h e  
f a t e  o f  s t a f f  a b o u t  t o  b e  d i s p la c e d ,  
A l l  t h i s  w a s  d o n e ,  i t  s h o u l d  h e

s t r e s s e d ,  u n d e r  h e r  o w n  n a m e ,  
w i t h  e a s y  l i n k s  t o  h e r  w o r k p la c e .  
S h e  p u b l i s h e s  p h o t o s  o f  h e r s e l f ,  
t o o .  A r e  t h e r e  n o t  s o m e  s e c u r i t y  
is s u e s  h e r e ?

‘ S t u g g l i n g  w i t h  w i n e - i n d u c e d  
h a n g o v e r , ’  s h e  T w e e t e d  f r o m  
w o r k  o n e  d a y .  T h e r e  h a v e  b e e n  
f r e q u e n t  r e f e r e n c e s  t o  h e r  o v e r -

w o m e n  s t a y  f o r  a  

P r e m i e r  C h r i s t m a s ^

G e t  a w a y  t h is  C h r i s t m a s  a n d  N e w  Y e a r  

w it h  r o o m s  f r o m  £ 2 9  p e r  n ig h t .

/ : ■ L-.'V.; !■„■■■ •l :.

FYemler Inn

.Aivertlsi’d ra

processing fee may 
www.premierfnn.

c r'virr only -iiciuslvc e>i VAl “floonis from £39 offer”'
be appl^d when you pay forwur m o m  by credit card. Offer is avaUable at seteaed Premier Inns onkafuli IlHof participating hotels Is avallaae ai 

d subieccto avalUblllcy. nease »rtsic vww.premlerlnn.com for our standard Premier Inn terms and conditions.

nl^t stays during tl--- -
dPrer

3 neriot' 1£ 
Ellatlens, *1

i m b i b i n g .  A n o t h e r  d a y .  s h o r t l y  b e f o r e  
t h e  C o m p r e h e n s iv e  S p e n d in g  R e v ie w ,  
s h e  c o m p l a i n e d  a f t e r  l u n c h  a b o u t  
f e e l i n g  ‘ r a t h e r  t f r e d  —  w o u l d  m u c h  
p r e f e r  g o i n g  h o m e ’ .

I f  s h e  o n l y  s p e n t  he_r o f f i c e  h o u r s  
w o r k i n g  r a t h e r  t h a n  u w e e t i n g ,  s h e  
w o u l d  n o  d o u b t  b e  e v e n  m o r e  ê âusted.

H e r  o u t p o u r i n g s  h a v e  i n c l u d e d  a  
c o m p l a i n i n g  r e f e r e n c e  t o  T o r y  M P  
D o u g la s  C a r s w e l l ,  a  p r o n u n e n t  c n t i c  
o f  7 i f r i i t e h a i i  w a s t e .  S h e  c l a i m s  t o  b e  
a n  a c q u a i n t a n c e  o f  S a l l y  B e r c o w .  
L a b o u r - s u p p o r t i n g  w i f e  o f  t h e  
s u p p o s e d l y  i m p a r t i a l  C o m m o n s  
S p e a k e r .  I n  o n e  T w e e t  s h e  l o o k e d  
f o r w a r d  t o  m e e t i n g  M r s  B e r c o w  f o r  
‘ a n o t h e r  c o f ie e / m u f f i n  s e s s io n ,  j u s t  s o  
t l i a t  I  c a n  l a u g h  a t  y o u r  l a c k  o f  a p p s  
o n  t h e  i P h o n e ’ .

T r a n s p o r t  S e c r e t a r y  P h i l i p  H a m ­
m o n d  i s  o n e  o f  t h e  m o r e  s e r i o u s  
m e m b e r s  o f  t h e  C a b i n e t .  H e  i s  
u n l i k e l y  t o  b e  e n c h a n t e d  b y  M s  
B a s k e r v i l ie  o r  h e r  w i t t e r i n g s .

I  m o r e  n e w  T o ry  M P s w e re
SmsMthis w e e k  m a d e p a r l ia m e n i a r y  

I p r i .u o £ e  s e c r e ta r i e s  (P P S s) to  
I m in i s t e r s ,  a n d  th e  W h ip s  s e e m  to  
\ hax^e b e e n  p l a y i n g  s n a p .
\ N ic h o la s  B o le s  C G m u f / ic im j  ?ias 
5 b e e n  a p p o r t i o n e d  a s  P P S  to  fe l l o w  
I b a c h e lo r  N i c k  G ib b , S c h o o ls  
\ M in is te r .  H u s k y  A n n a  S o u r b y  
I (B r o x to w e ) ,  v o ic e  l i k e  L e e  M a r v in ,  
\ h a s  b e e n  g i v e n  to  f o g - h o m e d  
i  s m o k e r  S i m o n  B u n u s ,  H e a l th  
\ M in is te r .  R i c h a r d  G r o i^ a m  
! ( G lo u c e s te r ) ,  n e w  P P S  to  th e

□  L E F T - W IN G  c o m e d i a n  0111 
© a l le y  ^ o & s l d  n o t  e K p e c t  t o o  

m a n y  f a n  l e t t e r s  fro m n i B o m a n  
C a t h o l i c s .  I n  y e s t e r d a y ’ s  M a l l  I  
r e v i e w e d  t i l s  l a t e s t  o n e - m a n  s h o w  
Sit t h e  W e s t  E n d ,  d e s c r l h i i t g  t h e  
w a y  h e  m o c k s  C f i r l s t  a n d  M is  
s t i g m a t a ,  i  d i d  n o t  h a v e  s p a c e  t o  
r e p o r t  t h a t  M r  © a l l e y  a l s o  c a l l s  
t h e  P o p e  ‘ t h e  s p i t a n  o f  a t e s e r s ,  
t h e  i s e t r a y e r  o f  t r u s t ,  t h a t  
c r e e p i n g  B a v a r i a n  g i m p ’ .

T h e  s h o w  is  a t  W y n d h a m s  B u e a -  
t r e ,  c o n t r o l l e d  h y  S i r  C a m e r o n  
M a c k i n t o s h .  M is  c o m p a n y  s e e m s  
h s p f ^  w 8 « h  t h e  a n t l - O i r i s t i a n  c o n ­
t e n t .  N ic h o la s  A l i o t t ,  w h o  -s its  o n  
t h e  h o a r d  o f  C a m e r o n  M a d d n t o ^  
L t d ,  w a s  t h e r e  o n  T u e s d a y ,  c l a p ­
p i n g  l i k e  H H iy - o h .

S t e p h e n  G r e e n  o f  t h e  p r e s s u r e  
g r o u p  O i r t s t i a n  V o i c e  s a id  y e s t e r ­
d a y ,  i  1 ^ 1  a n  a c t  o f  y ^ e s s

.i./zy'— c
f iK - e v a n g e l i c a l  o i ^ r e a c h P

r
i »
m

□  S W E H  p h o t o  o f  t h e  M l l l h a t id  
is a b y  t h i s  w e e k ,  h u t  f a t h e r  

E d ’ s  a p p e a r a n c e  w a s  m o r e  
t r o u b l i n g .  T h e  L a b o u r  l e a d e r  
o u t e d  h im s e l f  a s  o n e  o f  t h o s e  m e n  
w h o  w e a r s  le i s u r e  s h i r t s  o u t s i d e  
h is  t r o u s e r s ,  w i t h o u t  t u c k in g  t h e m  
i n .  T h is  m a y  b e  a l l  r i g h t  f o r  d a r t s  
p l a y e r s  s u c h  a s  E r i c  B r i s t o w ,  b u t  
l o r  a  w o u l d - b e  P r im e  M in i s t e r  i t ’s  
n o t  s u c h  a  g r e a t  l o o k .

F o r e ig n  O f f ic e ’s  L o r d  H o w e ll , u s e d  
h i m s e l f  to  d o  o p a q u e  th in g s  i n  th e  
d ip lo m a t i c  s e rv ic e .
T r a g ic a l ly ,  no  p r o m o t io n  fo r  C la ire  
P e rry  (D e v ize s ). A ll  th a t  e ffo r t  i n  .

S h e  h a d  a  s m a r t  n e w  h a ir d o  
th is  w e e k ,  b la c k  a s  O u in k  in k .  B u i  I  . 
h a d  b e tte r  n o t te a se  o u r  C la ire  le s t  
h e r  a d m ir e r  N ic h o la s  S o a n ie s  (Con, 
M id  S u s s e x )  c h a lle n g e  m e  to  a  d u e l. 
W a tc h in g  h e r  in  th e  C o m m o n s  :
r e c e n t ly ,  S o a m e s y  e m i t t e d  o n e  ■
th r o a ty  w o rd : ‘M a g n i f ic e n t ! ' I  a m  
s u r e  h e  iva s  r e fe r r in g  o n ly  to  the  
q u a l i t y  o f  h e r  o ra io ry .

C r a z y  p a v i n g
W H E N  is  a  p a v e m e n t  n o t  a  p a v e m e n t ?  
W h e n  h i g h l y - p a i d  l a w y e r s  s a y  s o .  
L a b o u r ’s  L o r d  P e s t o n  r o s e  i n  t h e  H o u s e  
o f  L o r d s  tW s  w e e k  t o  d is c u s s  t h e  s c r u f f y  
‘ p e a c e  c a m p ’ i n  P a r l i a m e n t  S q u a r e .  H e  
w a n t s  t o  g e t  r i d  o f  p r o t e s t e r  B r i a n  H a w  
a n d  h i s  n o is y  m a te s .

L o r d  P e s t o n ,  i n  h i s  lo v e ly  l u g u b r i o u s  
v o ic e ,  s a id :  ‘W h a t  s u n - o u n d s  t h e  s q u a r e  
m a y  l o o k  l i k e  a  p a v e m e n t  a n d ,  i f  y o u  
f e l l  o n  i t ,  w o u l d  f e e l  l i k e  a  p a v e m e n t .  
B u t  t h e  H i g h  C o u r t  h a s  a n n o u n c e d  
t h a t ,  a s  i t  d o e s  n o t  “ g o ”  a n y w h e r e ,  i t  i s  
n o t  a  p a v e m e n t .  T h a t  i s  o n e  o f  t h e  
t h in g s  t h a t  p r e v e n t s  t h e  M e t r o p o l i t a n  
p o l i c e  f r o m  d o in g  a n y t h in g  a .b o u t  t h e s e  
s q u a t t e r s . ’

S o :  a  p a v e m e n t  i s  a  p a v e m e n t  o n l y  i f  
i t  ‘ g o e s ’  s o m e w h e r e ?  C a n  n o  c i r c le  o r  
s q u a r e  ‘ g o ’ a n y w h e r e ?  L o r d  P e s t o n  
s a y s ;  ‘I  s p e n d  m y  l i f e  l o o k i n g  a t  m a t h e ­
m a t i c a l  e c o n o m ic s  a n d  t h i s  i s  t u r n i n g  
i n t o  a  c o n s i d e r a t i o n  o f  i n f i n i t y . ’ T h i n k  
a b o u t  i n f i n i t y  l o n g  e n o u g h  a n d  y o u  g o  
m a d .  A s  t h e  H i g '  -  ' • ‘E ig h  C o u r t  j u s t  p r o v e d .

□ C H R I S  B R Y A N T  (R h o n d d a )  is 
a m o n g  th e  m o s t  a r d e n t  o f  L a b o u r  
M P s. S o  th e r e  w a s  s u r p r i s e  w h e n  h e  

f a i l e d  to  v o te  w i th  th e  O p p o s i t io n  in  a  
C om m -ons d i v i s io n  e a r ly  o n  M o n d a y  
n ig h t .  W h ere  c o u ld  h e  b e?  H a d  h e  —  
g a s p !  —  d e fe c te d  to  th e  T o r ies?  T he  
t r u th  w a s  m o r e  p r o s a ic .  M r  B r y a n t  
w a s  i n  th e  p a r l ia m e n ta r y  g y m ,  h o r u n g  
h i s  a b s  (J m u s t .  1 m u s t ,  1 m u s t  in c r e a s e  
m y  b u s t) .  F or so m e  re(xson  th e

' ”lh  t h e e  d i d n o t
T ing . I ’m  s u r e  th e  L a b o u r  W h ip s  w i l l  
f o r g i v e  h im . N e x t  y e a rs o n i .e  t im e .

B a r d e n  o f  p i o o f  , f * \
S O M E O N E  r a n  u p  t o  m e  a t  W e s t m in s t e r ,  f u l l  '  ^ 3
o f  e x c i t e m e n t .  ‘I ’v e  j u s t  s e e n  B i l l  G a t e s '  T h e  ^  f
■ w o r ld ’s  r i c h e s t  m a n ’ ’

N o t  q u i t e .  T h e  c h a p  s h e  h a d  s e e n  w a s  m  f a c t

Bl!l Gstes

L a b o u r  M P  R i c h a r d  B u r d e n ,  w h o  i s  a s  u n l i k e  j  
a  b i l l i o n a i r e  a s  o n e  c a n  p r o b a b l y  i m a g m e .  B u t  m  
h e  d o s s  l o o k  q u i t e  l i k e  M r  G a t e s ,  i t  l i a s  * •  
t o  b e  a d m i t t e d . Surden
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PM VACY

Case 3

Ms Allegra Versace Beck complained that an article in a celebrity magazine had intruded into 
her privacy in breach o f Clause 3 o f the Code. The article intrusively speculated about Ms 
Versace Beck’s health and well-being, and was illustrated by photographs taken o f her while 
shopping in London.

The magazine contended that the complainant — who was now 18 — was a public figure to a large 
extent, having been given a public role in the Versace company. She had been photographed on 
a public street and had not bUm harassed in any way. There was, thorefore, no intrusion into her 
private life.
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i'iiS ectSt s  gra-srii-uf b'tfK. oV 
HJ, îEtegrg jiset'h'e sttccs-Erkfe 

'^ f  S  'rr^EEW 'j’U n c f e C i c M .c i

S»!>> g g g l L l i l W J M B B W B t B I B i i H B i a S

„.. . hey say yov: can nevei
■ ■■ ■ ■ rtootliir
■ se of

_■ ■ ■ ice Beck
-vfho recently becam 

half-cicner of the £2S0 milioE 
■'/ersace ecnpirc -  ± e  saying coul 
scarcciv he nirther Sroin tiie trul 

• niVersaa
ivho vvED murdered seven years 
ago, tef: his belcN-ed niece -  the 
dar'^iiler oi his sister Donatela 
-hisrshars of ihs fairhly busines; 
She esme into her lortune on fe 
idti-L isirTidHy mrse months age 

3 u i i’" these e;tu-E ordinary 
-phetes are anyming; to go by, 

eccming ens of ih.s world’s 
brought

her httie hapetnsss. Snapped o 
and about sit oncing in London

■ B l
! ■ «

r
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a n  h p  t r

I I ^ W
S h e 's  o n e  o f  t h e  r ic h e s t  t e e n a g e r s  o n  t h e  p ia r ie t ,  b u t ^  

V e r s a c e  B e c k  -  w h o  in h e r it e c J  a  ^ 1 3 0  iT ii l l io n  s t a k e  i n ' 

l a t e  u n c le 's  f a s h io n  e m p ir e  t h r e e  m o n t h s  a g o  -  lo o k s  

t h e  m o s t  m is e r a b le  g ir l  in  t h e  w o r ld

recently, Megra appeared 
woiryingly tMn. 'She's so frail, 
shfilfloked like a skeleton,’ said 
<^H|bniooker. ‘Her limbs are 
lilK ticks and her head’s way too 
big for her body -  she seemed 
to d u g  on to her companion 
for physical support. She looked 
so unhappy that I couldn’t help 
but feel sorry for her,’

So what’s behind the unhappy 
appearance of the girl Gianni 
caied Ms ‘little princess’?

Alegra was just two days old 
when she attended her first 
Versace show and she’s been 
mingling with the A-list ever 
since. She calls Sir Elton John 
‘unde’, took catwalk lessons from 
Naomi Gamposb at toe age of

1;: V '

’ ■

f M ■f t
1

m

nineandiscIoE 
of Stella McCaxi 
and Victoria Bei 
child she v#as G 
favourite and 0) 
on Ms arm

But in 1997, when she was 
11, fliis glded existence came 
to an abrupt halt. Alegra turned 
on the TV during a homework 
break and saw a newsiash 
reporting that Gianni had been 
gunned dtwvin by a madinan 
outside Ms Miami mansion.

Donatela sent Alegra and 
her younger brotiier Daniel to 
a psychotherapist in the wake 
of the shooting. But the Mtfle 
girl was so
traumatised -
that she blajiTied ' '
herself, saying . ̂  ̂  ̂  
that her unde ‘ 
wo'Uld never 
have been shot 
if only Ms CJ*»G<h
favourite little 
girl had been
with Mm. When the w il was 
read, she cried: ‘Vdiy did Uncle 
Gianni choose me?’

Insiders say that the trauma 
has taken its tol. Since the 
murder she has become 
reclusive, turning her back 
on glitzy parties in favour of 
burying her head in Mstory 
books. And there have been 
other problems to face -  two 
months ago her mother was 
admitted to rehab to tackle 
her cocaine addiction, and 
the famly business has been 
steadily plummeting in value 
since Gianni died.

Those close to Alegra say she 
has ittle interest in fasMon. She 
recently declined a seat on the 
board, prefenring to leave those

H sxtt®  a narar«ai-sfeed woretaws 
A ltegra’s s lig h t statwc® Bocfca 
a ll tfoa ms,v& shoGfciriig

1 'M toyG M eC VV{

Her fainoHS inother & i ■ 
recently checked int® rehab 
battle cocaine preblems

decisions to other members 
her famiy, and she’s enroled 
on an En^sh and drama coi 
at NewYork University.

Megra -  to whom Gianni 
also left a palazzo in Milan, t 
on the shores of Lalce Como, 
a large town house in Manh;

and the M 
 ̂ ^ ^  mansion

‘ ■ wherehe’
, Idled-ha 

7 confided f 
she dreair 
ofbecomi 
a Hofiywo 
star. But fi 
she may b 

a greater baftle to face -  aga 
her dramatic weight loss.

Three years ago Donatelr 
gave an unusuafiy personal 
interview in wMch'she spok 
about how young girls M  p 
to anoretda and admitted 
that she once battled an 
obsession with exercise. ‘Tal 
care of your body and looks 
one thing -  siding into obse 
is quite another,’ she said, h 
giils Icnow afi about diets... 
decide to reduce weight aln 
for fun. But at a certain poir 
tiiey can’t stop.’ Novtt it seen 
that her own daughter may 
have reached that point.

Megra, meanwhile, says: 
‘What I Mice about acting is 
that you can be a different 
person every day.’ As one of 
the richest- and thinnest 
-teenagers on the planet, si 
may find that a cop|ort. H 

Ketera Reti
G
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PM VACY

Case 4

The Chief Executive o f the Birmingham and Solihull Mental Health NHS Trust, complained that 
an article headlined “Suicide pact” was intrusive in breach o f Clause 3 (Privacy) and Clause 8 
(Hospitals) o f the Editors’ Code o f Practice.

The front-page article reported that three patients at a Birmingham psychiatric umt, Main House, 
had - several days before publication - attempted suicide over concerns about the future o f the 
unit. They had subsequently been informed that Main House was indeed to be closed down, 
which prompted the...article. The article was accompanied by pixellated photographs o f the 
patients being informed o f the decision - said in the coverage to have been “supplied by the 
patients themselves via their psychiatrist” - in which they were shown to be distraught at the 
news.

The complainant said that the residents were extremely vulnerable adults to whom the Trust 
owed a duty o f care: they were not in a position to give any clear consent for the taking and 
publication o f these photographs, which had been taken inside Main House. The complainant 
argued that the newspaper should have obtained consent from not only the patients but also their 
respective carers, consultants and/or relatives before pubhcation. Indeed, while there is some 
assumption under the Mental Capacity Act 2005 that patients have capacity to make their own 
choices, it is not automatically the case that they do and the newspaper should have sought 
further guidance from appropriate individuals. The Trust was now unable to assess 
retrospectively whether the patients had the capacity to make decisions about the photographs, 
but considered that they would not have had the capacity to make such a decision due to their 
vulnerability.

The complainant said that the photographs had also been taken in breach o f patient 
confidentiality by a GP who worked with the patients once a week, and was not their consultant 
or primary carer. He had been dismissed following a disciplinary hearing and the case had been 
referred to the General Medical Council.

The newspaper said that the closure o f Main House was a major local issue. When they received 
the photographs o f the distressed patients they gave careful consideration to their publication. 
They felt justified in publishing for the following reasons: the photographs had been taken with 
the knowledge o f the patients; they had been taken by a medical professional worldng with the 
patients; the patients, who were all adults, had given their consent for publication and were 
actively keen for them to be shown; and a parent o f one o f the patients had supported the use o f 
the images. The newspaper added that they had taken steps to protect the identities o f the patients 
by pixellating their faces.

T te newspaper said that they had given a voice to mental health patients who said that they were 
being ignored and distressed by the sudden closure o f the unit midway through a public 
consultation. They had received no complaints from the patients or their families directly.
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S H aD EN C T
I j f t  try for  help  o f  I  m ental health  
p aflen te kltked o u t o f  lurnie hy NHS

By ̂ Jisen Payarii
II-DRES pataefirSs at a Bir- 
rrfiSî ginarsi ps|?chlatrk 
u n i t  tried to kail theni- 
selves Just days feefore 
they were evicted.

T h e  s u i c i d e  p a c t  f a i l e d  

a n d  i . c n \  M a i i j  i : i

N o r t l i f i e l d  h a s  c l o s e d  

d o w n ,  l e a v i n g  t h e m  l i v i n g  

i n  t h e  c o m m u n i t y .

T h e  t r i o  m a d e  a  s p e c i a l  

r e q u e s t  t h a t  t h e  h a r r o w ­

i n g  p i c t u r e s  o f  t h e i r  

d e s p a i r  a r e  p r i n t e d  — t o  

s h o w  t h e  h u m a n  i m p a c t  

o l  t h e  d o ( i s : o n  i t )  ( I c ^ - c  

t h e i r  h o m e .

FULL ST0i¥: PACE 3
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CHILDREN

C a ses

A woman complained that an article headlined “Day o f drama as bus ploughs into bridge”, 
published in the Nottingham Evening Post on 12 December 2009, contained a photograph o f her 
daughter which was published without consent in breach of Clause 6 (Children) o f the Editors' 
Code o f Practice.

The article reported that a bus fiill o f primary school children on a day trip had crashed into a 
low railway bridge. ITie complainant objected to the inclusion in the coverage o f a photograph o f 
her daughter, together with numerous other children, being comforted by a policeman at the 
scene o f the accident. Her daughl^ had been pictured in a clear state o f distress and die 
complainant had not been asked for her consent for the photograph to appear. The child had been 
further upset by the publication o f the image.

The newspaper said that the accident had occurred in a public place in full view o f a number o f 
onlookers. An immediate investigation had been announced and it had spoken to a number of 
angry parents who were concerned about what had happened. While there had been a lot of 
discussion at the time as to whether the use o f the image was justified, it had ultimately decided 
that the publication o f the photograph was in the public interest, given that that the story related 
to an important matter o f public health and safety. In addition, the fact that there were no serious 
injuries or fatalities had been an important factor in deciding to move forward to publication.
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CHILDREN

Case 6

Carmarthenshire County Council complained to the Press Complaints Commission on behalf of a 
couple that an article headlined "My Maxine is not evil - mum", published in the South Wales 
Guardian on 4 August 2010, contained a photograph of their adopted child without consent in 
breach of Clause 6 (Children) of the Editors' Code of Practice.

The article was an interview with the mother of Maxine Williams, who had been convicted of 
murder in 2008. Ms Williams' mother had spoken about her daughter's appeal and about the 
adoption of her daughter's child as a result of the conviction. The article included a photogi'apli 
of Ms Williams with the child, who was also named, taken when she was around 13 months old.

The complainants were the adoptive parents of the child, who was three years old at the time of 
publication. They had not given consent for the publication of the photograph, and had only been 
made aware of it when a third party - who had identified their child from the article - had alerted 
them. The publication of the article had caused distress and they were concerned about the future 
effect of publication on the child.

The newspaper said that the use of the photograph had been authorised by the child's biological 
mother and grandmother. The consequences of Ms Williams's crime and the actions of social 
services in the case were proper objects of public scrutiny, and the information included about 
the child had not been unduly intrusive. The newspaper offered to consult the complainants 
before republishing the child's picture until she reached the age of 16. The complainants wished 
for an assurance that neither the child's name nor her photograph would ever be republished.
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South W ales y o u r  l o c a l  p a p e r

WednesdayAtigust4, 2010 . southwalesguardjanxo.uK t .

A N  E X H A U S T E D  ,pU - 
g r im  fro m  S a r o n  w h o  
a v e ra g e d  17 m ile s  a  
In  a n  e p ic  5 2 0 'm ile  
m a rc h  a c ro s s  S p a in  w a s 
lo o k in g  fo rw a rd  to  p u t­
t in g  M s fe e t U P  w h e n  h e  
a r r iv e d  h a c k  in  S w a n se a .

B u t  fo o tso re  S id  
W h itw o rth  w a s fo rc e d  to  
h o b b le  th e  la s t  te n  m ile s

h o m e  fro m  L la n e lli a fte r  
a n  o v e r -o ffic io u s  c o a c h  
d r iv e r  re fu s e d  to  d ro p  
h im  o ff  a t C ro s s  H a n d s .

“ I  w a s  p re tty  m iffe d  to  
s a y  th e  le a s t ,” a  h a g g a rd ­
lo o k in g  S id , w h o  tru d g e d  
a ll n ig h t  to  g e t h o m e  
to  S a r o n , to ld  th e  
G u a r d i a n .

“ I  d id n ’t  r e a lis e  th a t

a ll N a t io n a l E x p r e s s  
t ic k e t s  h a v e  to  h e  p re ­
h o o k e d  th ro u g h  th e  
In te rn e t .

“M y  t ic k e t  g o t m e a s  
f a r  a s  S w a n se a  a n d  fro m  
th e re  th e  b u s  tra v e lle d  
o n  to  C ro s s  H a n d s , ju s t  a  
c o u p le  o f .m ile s  fro m  m y  
h o m e.

“T h e  d r iv e r  m e  o ffe re d

m e  a n  e x c e s s  fo r  £20 b u t I  
ju s t  d id n ’t  h a v e  e n o u g h  
m o n ey. Y e s , I  a m  a n n o ye d  
w ith  N a t io n a l E x p re s s  I  
a m  a n n o y e d  h y  th e ir  
in f le x ib ilit y ”

N a t io n a l E tc p re ss  w a s 
u n a v a ila b le  fo r  co m ­
m e n t.
*  ‘T ie  g r e a te s t  t ilm g  
I ’v e  e v e r  d o n e ’ - .p a g e  S FOOTSORE: S id  W h i t w o r t h

INSIDE THIS WEEK
•  T H E  f ig h t  to  sa v e  A ja ia a iifo r f i 
c o u r t  is  g o in g  a ll  th e  w a y  to  
D o w n in g  S tre e t a fte r  ca m p M g n e rs 
v o w e d  to  w r ite  to  P r im e  M in is te r  
D a v id  C a m e ro n  -p a g e  4

•  l L A M D Y B IE  c o m n n m ity  c o u n c il­
lo r s  h a v e  d e fe n d e d  a  c o lle a g u e  o v e r 
B N F  c la im s  th a t  M s a tte n d a n c e  
re c o rd  w a s “ a p p a llin g ” -p a g e d

e  T E M P E E S  b o ile d  o v e r d u r in g  a  
s to rm y  m e e tin g  o f L ia n d e ilo  to w n  
c o tm c ii w h e n  m e m b e rs c la s h e d  
o v e r th e  fu n d in g  o f a  p ro p o se d  

. p e d e s tr ia n  c ro s s in g  -  p a g e  4

m  T H E  h u n t is  o n  fo r  a  m is s in g  
y a c o c  te e t b e a rd  o f liv in g
in  'th e  A m m a n  V a E e y  -  p a g e  7

•  C A K M A a ’T H B N S H K E  c o u n ty  
■■ c o u B c il w ill “d o  it s  u tm o st”  to  

e n s u r e ' th e  c a sh -s tra p p e d  
B ry n a m a B  lid o  re -o p e n s n e x t y e a r, 
d e p u ty  le a d e r K e v tn  M a d ge  h a s  A  

p le d g e d , -p a g e  13 M

By Stewe Adams
s o y t h w a le s g M a r d la n . c o . u k

THE motiier of convicted 
. Panty&rmon murderer 
I 'Mame 'Williams is confi­

dent tiie 23-year-oM veil be 
released on appeal .vidfiiin 
the next few months. ’ ^

J u lie  E d w a rd s , o f  ''57 
P a B ty ftu m o n  R o a d , is  a d a m a n t 
h e r  d a u ^ t e r  d id  n o t re c e iv e  a  
f a ir  ir ia l  in  th e  r u n  u p  to  a  13-
y e a r  se n te n c e  fo r. th e  fa t a l s ta b ­
b in g  o f  B e r n a r d  E v a n s  a t  th e  
fa iM ly  h o m e  in  th e  e a r ly  h o u rs  
o f  J a n u a r y  2 2 ,2 0 0 8 .

S p e a k in g  e x c lu s iv e ly  to  th e  
G u a r d i a n ,  M rs  E d w a rd s  
c la im e d  th a t  th e  t r ia l ju r y  w a s  
u n a w a re  o f th e  tru e  e v e n ts  th a t 
le d  u p  to  th e  41-y e a r-o ld ’s  
d e a th .

“ M a x in e  is  n o t e v il,”  s a id  
M rs  E d w a rd s . “ S h e  is  v e r y  
s o r r y  fo r  v fh a t  s h e  d id , b u t  sh e  
h a d n o  c h o ic e .

“ S h e  h a s  n e v e r o n c e  s a id  sh e  
d id  n o t do  it ,  b u t w h a t sh e  d id , 
s h e  d id  o u t o f  s e lf  d e fe n c e  a n d  
to  p ro te c t m e . S h e  fe lt  sh e  h a d  
to  d o  it .

“ I  w o u ld  n o t b e  a liv e  to d a y  i f  
it  w a s  n o t fo r  w h a t M a x in e  
d id .”

T h e  C ro w n  C o u r t  m u rd e r 
t r ia l h e a rd  h o w  M rs  E d w a rd s

EXCLUSIVE
h a d  s u ffe re d  y e a r s  o f d o m e stic  
a b u se  a t  th e  h a n d s  o f B e rn a r d  
E v a n s . '

“ I  w a s  w ith M m fo r  fo u r-a n d - 
a -h a lf  y e a r s  a n d  d u r in g  th a t 
t im e  I  w e n t th ro u g h  h e ll,”  sh e  
s a id . . .

‘-‘O n  t h a t  m o r n in g  -he h a d  
b e a te n  m e  a g a in  a n d  fro m  
th e re  e v e r y th in g  w e n t o u t o f 
e o n tro L  I t  w a s - lik e  b e in g  in  a  
h o r r o r  m o v ie .”

M rs  E d w a rd s  is  a n g r y  th a t  
sh e  a n d  s o n  "W ayne, a g e d  ju s t  15 
a t  th e  t im e  o f th e  in c id e n t , 
w e re  in te rv ie w e d  o n ly  h o u rs  
a fte r  th e  f a t a l in c id e n t  

“ W e w e re  s t i l l  in  s h o c k ,”  sh e  
s a id . '

M a x in e  h a s  te le p h o n e d  h e r  
m o th e r e v e ry  d a y  a n d  w r it te n  
a t  le a s t-th re e  le tte r s  e a c h  w e e k  

■ s m c e s h e w a s ja lle d m B u r h a m  
P r is o n .

“ S h e  is  c o n in g  v e r y  v e r y  
w e ll,”  s a id  M rs  E d w a rd s , “ a n d  
is  p o s it iv e  a b o u t m o v in g  o n  

, w ith  h e r  lif e  o n ce  sh e  g e ts  o u t  
“A ll  h e r  M e n d s  h a v e  b e e n  

a b s o lu te ly  fa n ta s t ic . T h e y  h a v e  
b e e n  w r it in g  to  h e r  r e g u la r ly  
a n d  s h e  i s  im m e n s e ly .g ra te M  
fo r  a ll t h e ir  s u p p o rt.

“ S h e  is  v e r y  c o n fid e n t a b o u t 
h e r  a p p e a l a n d  s h e  c a n n o t w a it

I H F R I S O W E D :  M a x i n e  W i l l i a m s ,  
M a r i e ,  w h o  h a s

to  co m e  h o m e .
“ I  m is s  h e r  so  m u c h . S h e  h a s  

a lw a y s  b e e n  m y  ro c k .”
M rs  E d w a rd s  is  a ls o  d e e p ly  

u p se t th a t  fo llo w la g  M a x in e ’s  
c o n v ic t io n , g ra n d -d a u g h te r 
Z o e  M a rie  w a s  a d o p te d .

“ M a x in e  h a s  lo s t  a l l  c o n ta c t 
w it h  h e r  d a u g h te r a n d  I  h a v e  
lo s t  m y  g r a n d -d a u ^ t e r ,”  s a id  
M rs  E d w a rd s .

“ Z o e  M a rie  h a s  'o een  a d o p te d  
a n d  w e  h a v e  n o  id e a  w h e re  sh e

f u s i o n
O r .” rv'onl*'-

r'4em b£i‘5hip"

, p i c t u r e d  w i t h  h e r  d a u g h t e r  Z o e  

b e e n  a d o p t e d .

“P e o p le  h a v e  n o  id e a  h o w  
h u r t  a n d  d is tre s s e d  t h is  fe m ily  
h a s  b e e n .

“ E v e n  n o w  it  s t i l l  e ffe c ts  u s  
a ll m a s s iv e ly
- “ I  d o n ’t  c a re  w h a t th e  ju r y  
s a id , th e y  g o t it  w ro n g  b e c a u se  
th e y  d id n o t  k n o w  th e  f t d ls t o iy

“M a x in e  is  n o t e v il a n d  sh e  
d o e s n o t w a n t to  b e  la b e E e d  a  
k U le r.

“ S h e  w a n ts  th e  r e a l t r u t h  to  
co m e  o u t a n d  s h e  'w a n ts to  
coni©  h o m e  to  h e r  fa m fly  ”

0 1 2 6 9 5 9 4 5 H :
' -'tpS-Sir5SrŜ ' 
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F o r  D i s t r i b u t i o n  t o  C P s

I N T R U S I O N  I N T O  G R I E F

C a s e ?

A  m an  from  F ife  com p la in ed  to  the P ress C om p lain ts C o m m issio n  through so lic ito rs  that an  
article h ea d lin ed  “B ea ten , raped and bruta lised” , w a s  inaccurate and m islead in g  in  breach o f  
C la u se  1 (A ccu ra cy ) and intruded into  h is  fa m ily ’s g r ie f  in  b reach  o f  C lau se 5 (Intrusion into  
g r ie f  or  sh o ck ).

T h e artic le w a s  a w o m a n ’s accou n t o f  life  w ith  an ab u sive  form er partner, w h ich  referred to  h is  
co n v ic tio n  for th e  m urder o f  th e  com p la in an t’s step-daughter. In addition  to  w hat the  
com p la in an t sa id  w ere  u n n ecessa r ily  graph ic d eta ils, the com pla in ant and h is  fa m ily  w ere  
d istressed  b y  tw o  im ages: a h ead sh ot o f  th e v ic tim  and an u ncap tion ed  staged  photograph o f  a 
fem a le  b o d y  w rapped in  b in  liners, w h ich  w a s  h o w  the actual b o d y  w a s d iscovered . T he p ie ce  
had ca u sed  m u ch  d istress o n  w h at w a s  th e first anniversary o f  th e  murder.

T h e  m a g a z in e  said  that th e d eta ils  in  th e story  had  p rev io u sly  b een  referred to  in  court and w ere  
in  th e p u b lic  d om ain . T h e article w a s  about another o f  th e m an’s v ic tim s, but th e com plain ant’s 
step -d au ghter’s  c a se  w a s relevant as it sh o w ed  the d egree o f  v io le n c e  th e m an  w a s prepared to  
u se . T h e  m ag a z in e  adm itted  that th e  photograp h  o f  the b o d y  sh ou ld  h a v e  b een  cap tion ed  to  m ake  
clear that it w a s  n ot an im a g e  o f  th e  v ic tim . It s in cere ly  regretted th e d istress the article had  
cau sed  to  th e com p la in an t’s fa m ily .
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m  m Cn-h VMsr Rlnffi GifnHGS»o t/' ■' ■ Bpsinnor ,in

'M ;
J i

.■ -5 I ' /f
\ i  ■: k J '

m 'd Known 0avi© wnitsiaw a 
m  w@8h5 wftsn n© asKScl 
m  m© atone to  a ffiond’s 2 is t  
m  BHttiGiay party in May 1990. 
m  ‘Can I stay the night?’ he 
isked, back at mine afterwards. 

'Alright,' I grinned, 
i was only 20. Davie was 29, 

so I assumed lis’d be great in the 
'.. But upstaim, the sex was 

all about his pleasure, not mine.
Letting Davie into my bed made 

him think lie could take control of 
my life. A few days later, he moved
in. I hadn't asked him, ...... .......... ..
but Davie wasn’t a 
man you said'no'to.

He went drinking 
most nights and 
always wanted sex 
when be got home.

If I wasn't working,
■ he'd want sex lour

or five times a ( m  i i  
if f refused, he'd 
hold me down 

. and do tt anyway,
; Naively, I / 1

. thought all ^
men were like

/■?«!̂  that. But after a few
months, I'd had enough.

fm  not happy,’ I told 
i »;"'ie. 'I'm going back 
k) my dad's.'

'! '!• '.'ou go then.’
ii-' M'v.'fired.

. I ".rent for the door, 
;i;as up. quick 
: s  s flash.

S m a c k I
t  1 reeled from a 
. siai:r to the face.

‘I own you 
now, bitch,' 
he said, ‘if you

MM

tiy to leave, I'll kill you.
Terrified, I agreed to 

He made ms promise '.• > 
away from my family, ki'' r>i u" 
relief was the time I spent at ’ 
my job in a supermarket

One night, f got in from a staff 
night out anti Davie was waiting.

As I opened the door, he tlirew 
me down the hall, punching and 
kicking me in the face and ribs.

't’m leaving you, you bastard!’
I screamed througli the pain.

‘You'll be six feet under first,’
............. „ he roared, swinging

another blow.
it took seven years 

for me to pluck up 
the courage to leave. 

W  I was in a hostel for
tliree months before 
Davl© found me.

‘Gel packing. You’re 
coming home,' he said. 

^  Tm not,' i protested,
i ' l l  Vi .:s, you are.’ Davie
M  ni;;:,i.id, pulling out a

knife and bolding it to 
my throat.

Back at the flat. I'd 
never felt so alone. Only his threats 
to kill my family made me stay.

The next year, I fell pregnant.
Incrodibly, when James'was 

born in November 1998, Davie 
mellowed. For three months, he 
shared the night feeds and even 
heipeci me around the house.

But there was no understanding 
about sex. You're supposed to wail 
six weeks after giving birth, but 
Davie insisted on having sex the 
minute 1 got home.

He soon lost interest in James 
and became aggressive again.

I hoped our second child Susan,

onrr i,i July 2002. would have rhe 
ssiTw Cc'iming effacf a.s JamG.s. But 
Davie wasn't interested in a girl.

The kids were terrified of Davie.
‘Please, Mummy, don't leave 

us.’ they’d sob.
Leaw? I was loo browbeaten to 

go anywhere.
Davie started beating the kids.
‘Stop it!' I’d scream.
‘I’ll kill them if you don't shut it!’ 

he'd snarl. So 1 did.
The torture got worse when 

Davie started pressing me to have 
a tlireesome with one of his mates.

‘Mo way!' I said, horrified.
Blit his mate was always lurking 

around the flat
One night,! had a headache so ! 

took some painkillers and went to 
bed. I expected Davie to complain, 
but he came over all sympathetic 
and brought me a cup of tea.

'It’ll make you feel better,' he said.
It was so sweet he must've put in 

four sugare, but i drank it anyway.
In the morning, t woke to find

my pyjamas undone and my r^anis 
round my Itnees. Dread gripped me.

Someone had had sex with me. 
But was it Davie, or his friend?

I went to see my GR 
‘It looks like you were drugged 

and raped last night,’ she said. ‘But 
from what you say. he’s been raping 
you every night for 15 years.'

I was shocked. It'd never 
occurred to me that what Davie 
did was rape. He'd said it was his 
right and I didn't know any better.

But hearing it from my doctor,
I realised she was right.

H e 's  a  m o n s te r  - 1 h a v e  to  
e s c a p e , I thought 

So I took the kids and fled to tiie 
jolicB. They moved me to a safe 
house. But the kids needed their 
clothes and toys. So i gave my 
mate Liz a key and told her when 
Davie would be out. When she 
came back, her face was ashen.

‘ ! here are knives all over the 
place,' she stammered.

She'd even seen a couple of

P‘In

a.xes and a nooso hanuino irnm 
Susan's nedroom door.

‘My God!’ I gaspsd. W h a t  m a  
o f  p s y c h o  h a v & . im e n  h W ig

Then, in September l^ tye a h  I 
heai-d that Davfe had disappeamd.

At the same tiim , Usa Nelson. 
2 6 , a focal girl with a heroin habit 
also vanished.: I knew Lisac She 
used to come round-to our llat. ,

'She’s just looklngTofeompahy; 
Davie would say .whenever I got,, 
home to find her there.

1 didn’t link the two ,golhf. 
missing. But ttie pol'iee did..

Tliey came to see me In 
late September. They told 
ms that Davie ,
had called .i-
Lisa the  ̂
nightshe 
vanished.

He'd booked her a cab 
to his pfece, and paid j  
for it. After the laxi“  ̂ ' 
driver dropped her 
ott, she was never

m aciain, ■ ■
I shivered He hadn'i 

hun had ne?
On i? Ociobei. police entered 

Davie's flat, '(he cupboard in the 
hall war locked, nni' tlis key was 
nowiiere to be lOund.Tney caked 
in a Joiner to open the cupboard.

Whai lf>3y 'ound beggared belief. 
Behind c couole ol old boskeis was 
a large o'CjsrI ‘vrapned in bin-bags.

it was l-isa's oody She'd been 
sirangled vriti' a liciaaire

Tenifiod u'o'd bs noxi.' installed 
a panic alarm at our nouse. uavie 
didn’t have my address, but I 
wouldn’t put anytlilng past him.

Finally,11 days iaier. 
the police mndto say 
Davfehad*

atAberdeen 
" High Court.

He denied murder. He 
claimed Lisa had gone round and 
they’d had sex. Lisa ihen demanded 
money for a taxi. Davie said he 
didn't know how it happened, but 
iheyd rowed and afterwards Usa 
iiad ended up dead on the bed.

The Jury took less than '90 
minutes to convict him of Lisa's 
murder. He was jailed for life.

Three mortths on. i moved to a 
new town. J won't tell anyone where 
I Jive. I can't rislc Davie finding out. 
Wlio knows what he's capable of? 

i try to make life good for the kids 
but we all bear the scars.

As tor Usa, I wonder if 
she’d be dead if I ’d 
, stayed with Davie. 

k M i  Dr would!! 
i i k  \  have been my 

, body that the 
\  police found?

 ̂ i'll never 
t Imow, But 
i one thing f dfi 
' know -  Davie 
Whltstaw is 
evil through 

■ througii.

I
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R E P O R T I N G  O F  S U I C I D E

C a s e  8

A  w o m a n  com p la in ed  to  th e  P ress C om p la in ts C o m m issio n  that an article con ta in ed  e x c e ss iv e  
d eta il about a m eth od  o f  su ic id e  in  breach  o f  C lau se  5 (ii)  (Intrusion  in to  g r ie f  or sh ock ) o f  the  
E ditors' C od e o f  Practice.

T h e  artic le reported an inq u est hearing in to  the death  o f  a m an  w h o  had  taken h is  o w n  life  b y  
in h a lin g  h eliu m . T h e p ie ce  n o ted  that th e m an  had b ough t a ‘b lo w  up  b a llo o n  kit', w h ich  
in c lu d ed  ‘h e liu m  canisters', and had  d ied  after ‘inh aling  too  m uch' o f  th e gas. T he com plainant 
sa id  that th is  m eth od  o f  su ic id e  w a s  u n co m m o n  and that, b y  rev ea lin g  su ch  e x c e s s iv e  detail, the  
n ew sp ap er w a s lik e ly  to  en cou rage co p y ca t su ic id es.

T h e  n ew sp ap er said  it w a s  aw are o f  th e C ode's requirem ents o n  reporting su ic id e  and had sou ght  
to  rem o v e  d eta il about th e  m eth od  u sed  in  th is  case , in  order to  lim it th e ch an ce o f  others  
c o p y in g  it. For instance, it had n ot reported  h o w  p rec ise ly  th e g a s  had b een  inhaled , or th e  
quantity  that w o u ld  g en era lly  lead  to  death . In th e con tex t o f  a straightforw ard inquest report, the  
n ew sp ap er argued that it w o u ld  h a v e  b een  im proper and m islea d in g  n ot to  h ave revea led  the  
b a sic  m ean s b y  w h ich  th e  m an  had d ied .
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O
CO

S O U T H A  M P T O N :  D i a h e t i c  w a s  d e p r e s s e d  o v e r  h t e  w e i g h t  a n d  r e l a t i o n s h i p  h r e a k - i  i p

Man usMi balloon kit 
c me his own lifo

AN OBESE n a i l  tlepresseil 
atfcitil Ills walgiit anil owr- 
ccMiii wlili, l a i t l i i t s s  a f t tr  
a  re la tlo iis lilp  lirealM iii 
MU eel iit i i is t lf iv lt l i  1.1 Mciil
lip iM lloai W t,

Tw iif loflsltjae!' pii’ to is i lig h t «1ie 
w eifJittJJS lit'bnt.. fhm of tl W« 'Siifejcfe 
t<¥ iarS est tlsoii jT ts  Jii, a
'■■’p o ip a n f  * i i s w  for inoiitlj*.

All Bittiiwt l^a-s telcl liowf till* S t  
Tear-oltl esp'Ored m m  to
ffltl b is  life and tewgM » lJ»Jlc»ri.Mt 
eoiKplete w ith  h e iiian  sa n is te rs  
imefc in. .Jam im i

But it m s  nol mntil A pril 23 tha t 
he m *  feujid dea.d on, M s boat I'fbew
he I w d . ha5,dnginbaledto3'm,BOli0f
tlK fan.

A neM ibcior ea-tled police mflio 
fc»antl ln« b o i f  tittl t.he triaj*f wMelt 
told lioA’ he iiBtl bten, feel!.ii,f loi?

I f  n i l  illSiftli

since JamiasAt T liere %*ere als»3 sni* 
fide notes, casli a iid ’idi.icli.ersmcirBi 
£-303 as ®T;1! as a.ii A t sheet o f ;i*:per 
th a t sw.(1'1301101 nssi'iscitate",  ̂  ̂

FirefigbteM’S h-atl to  reinom^ M r 
fi(jdskja<?r’s 'body cine to his. 
frci'in i, is boal iii’0ce3:n Qwsj" M a iln t 
in Belvidere toad. , ,

PC Robert H ooks told 
SoiiiMHiploii Cc<P3ii«3' Cw irt 'fljat 
M r lo tls i ia e r  rvas a lapfe tlialirtie 
m ate Who h ad  split tip w i t  hiftpart- 
:iier last w a r  an.cl lef i: h is  job due to 
M s grcA ing ■vcflglit piT*l>]en,t am i 
diabetes, lie  w as hraiieel a to ttt h is 
fitjaiicial |:«3Sit3on, aiid, w,«, sm oking 
and elrinMng htaW to 

& post-mortem rcweftlecl Mr 
Ralslt.iacr. who w as ha lf Finnish, 
anti h a lf I r i t is li ,  d ied ;fiT.ni. lelhiim

inljaM'ion,a.h'ivo,!';|i l'-- 'A'-, :-onio iii.i,
he tested ber H vn’ .-ire no 
.in the t r s f t . ' !  i'lH -i.k  -..■i 

Hs rfas aliiiij'-i i. M'’,- ihe 1i iu l
driW! I tn il .

K s C O r t i B i i ' ' . ' i . - r t i l ' i  vois;
ll#r Keitii ‘a .■•’ ai ''A*'
B odskjjw  A'.i- ! Mi»Vi 'r id ' > ’3
sense >3f htiiViC-ii ■■ -oio .! rnriiluT >«i
i l f t r e n t  ahiiiii’-- bui s-iFl tn'_ m -,
d ea rlf ' depp .i'' ■ i -li oi 11 'in  i 11 i 1 s i c
liel.4for.hini

He a idetl iii-'» iln  ' i i o r r ' « 
> i."-.' M (>v it! i<> •' •■•>'! ■ I

inototif rm -- m  lti% fon."
|jl8;nn:Al,d.6a,Ui. , . ^
' S p Ja lln g  Ihc iiWifin-'. Ms

Rooslcjaer s  c ; t  iri i i' i*-' nd aI _
JoansB  tlnJ I'lid'. H" i'-s'i
charisHm r'in> a c r  .o_ sciv, t. *.ii 
h m ao n r w m  r s c  (juifo',. lip. uii-
n s r lji  .He SB'cm’’i! !o iuit 1 1 t  tivai- 
t a l M o i  ■when it in hi* •.'-cighl.
He s tn i^ fe t i  'wi«i. it
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P A Y M E N T  T O  C R I M I N A L S

C a s e  9

A woman complained to the Press Complaints Commission that a magazine had paid a relative 
o f a criminal in breach o f Clause 16 (Pa5nnent to criminals) of the editors Code o f Practice.

The complainant was the victim o f an arson attack on her home for which Christine Chivere — 
whose story was published in the magazine on 28th August 2008 — pleaded guilty. The article 
included Ms Chivers’ claim that despite this plea she was actually innocmt o f the crime. The 
complainant said that there was overwhelming evidence o f Ms Chivers’ guilt, and the magazine 
should not have allowed her to proclaim her innocence in return for money.

The magazine confirmed that it had paid £1,000 to Ms Chivers’ daughter -  who was responsible 
for raising her brother and sister in difficult circumstances -  for the article. Ms Chivers herself 
had not therefore benefited. The article was in any case in the public interest, as it highlighted an 
alleged miscarriage of justice. Additionally, the article had not sought to exploit a particular 
crime, nor had it g lo rifi^  or glamorised crime in general.
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i t ’ s  a  t a l e  o f  

l o v e ,  b e t r a y a l  

a n d  j e a l o u s y .

B u t  d o e s  t h a t

GMers gmlty? 
Here, from
behind bars, 
Christine, 42,
t e l l s  h e r  s t o r y

i  just dished up 
d inner when my

■  m  hu sb an d /m d y  
■■ »  strolled into the
■  ■  IdtclieE and said:
■ ■  ̂ Ton’l! never guess 
who I heard  from  today.’

H e told me a nam e and 
I frowmed at him.

/ j id y  w ent on: ‘S h e ’s  
moved back to the  area 
and w/ants to catch 
g,ajaftfor a dririk ndth her.’ 

^ ^ ™ K e d  dovm Ms 
hurried  out 

of the  house.
TvMen he got hom e h e  

said: ‘YouVe got to come 
along netoc time, lews, ifou’d

get oo really w 'el.’
! said: ‘W e’ve never Mt 

it off before.’ _
But h e  inrited Chrissy 

Ydishart round and, to my 
surprise, we chatted 
and" laughed. ,.

She said to  me:
‘It would be^grsat 
if we could finally 
befriends.’ .

I replied: Yl/ell, we’re 
grovm-ups now.’

YMen i ’d first m et her,

20 yeai's before, she’d had 
a c ru sh  on Aody and I 
h adn ’t  liked her. But in 
■&e folovm ig few weeks 
I welcomed h e r  help with 

my four cliiidren.
' - - ■.. M y five-j?ear-oM 

daughter Ceann 
iiad cystic

’ , fibrosis and
' ‘ needed a lot of 

care. Chrissy helped and 
babysat for m e. She joined 
u s  o a  a r is it to 'the seaside 
and cam e to the pub too.

T hen  one day i  heard 
Andy on the phone to  her, 
saying: T lia t’s  terrible. I’ll 
be righ t over.’ _

H e told me: ‘Chrissy 
: t h inks soHieone’s  outside 

h e r  house spying on her.
; I’m  going to  see 'that 
; everytM ng’s GIB’ 
i He w ent round once, 
i ttien hwice, .and soon It 
; becam e a regular trip, 
i Som etim es h e  didn’t  get 
i iiom e unt3 late.
! G a  New Year’s Eve we 
I held  a  party. T here  was 
= good m usic and the drinlc 
i flowed. la  th e  early hours, 
s once everyone had  left,
: Andy and I w ent to our 
i bedroom . We found

Chrissy curled up on one 
side of the bed.

He said quietly: ‘Let’s not 
wake her.’

i climbed In next to  h er 
so 1 was in th e  nilddie and 
Andy slept on the otiier 
side of me. _

I'lext lacrn iag  I  woke up 
and sat bolt u p rig h t I was 
no longer in the middle 
of'the bed. I was on the 
edge and Andy was in the 
middle. Lying on tiae other 
side of Mm was Chrissy.

I woke Amdy and said: 
‘How did M s  happen?’

1 don’t know,’ he 
said. ‘She m ust have 
got up in the night and 
climbed back .in w here 
'there Viias a space.’

^Yhen C M ssy  woke 
. up later that m ornm g I 

heard  tier wM speriag 
: 'to Andy on 'the 
: landing. She left the 
I house vrithout saying 
: goodbye to m e.
: 1 said to Andy:
i Y /hat are you both 
i being so secretive 
i about?’

‘Nothing,’ he

i S e r  AiSifile hrangdil

' again. .The ringtoae was 
cr.e long ccie £ .0 0  t isns' 
jt was an  internationa!
■: iiaSing tone. I liuiig up 
:snd ca led  Chiissy’s 
: nob ie . That ringtoae w 
overseas too.

Suddenly I rea ised  h  
stupid I’d been to t r u s t ' 

I grabbed my car key 
and drove to h e r place. 
Her housem ate answer' 
the door.

I said: ‘How long has 
been going on?’

She repled: ‘It’s noth 
to do with me. Speak to 
them  yourseM.’ _

■ I kept calling 'their 
mobiles. Even'toally 
Chiissy answered.

‘How could you do ti 
tc  me?’ I asked.

She laughed.  ̂
‘Oh, it was easy,’ she 

replied. You married t' 
man ! v/an'ied all those 
years ago. I wanted to 
re'venge. Everything ji 
ifell ia'to place.’

! said: Y/liat do you 
m eaa by Mat?" _

= She said; ‘Don't you 
it? vYe’re  together.'

snapped. 
We beibegan to

V L L . L. ■ -
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Did s h e  torch  it?

.-rt . * .  ..  ,t................ .J. ‘ -w * Sr- . - -  r ,  . . .  -  - .  .. f .  - .  .

TTiey’d slept vM i each 
other on New Year’s Eve — 
two m onths ea rle r. I 
couldn’t  bring myself to 
ask  w hether it vras at the 
party. Now they’d gone to 
Amsterdam.

Fd been m arried to Andy 
for 22 years. Yfe’d been a 
couple for 27 years 
I was in a state 
of shock.

T hen  Amdy 
ae.

__ade a
____ i e  mistake,’
lie told me. ‘It’s you I w ant 
to b e  with. You and the  ̂
cliildren. I’m  coining hom e.’

He retiirned to me and I 
vrelcomed him back because 
I loved him. Then he ran 
away again with Chiissy, 
this tim e to Beoidorm.

H e kept ricodietiiig  
between us. W ie n  he was 
with m e she sen t him  te id

m essages saying; I  love you. 
I didn’t  w ant h er

contacting Andy, so I’d 
reply: I  h a te  you . L ea ve  us  
alone. I  w ish  yo u  w ere dead.

T hen h e r  letters started  
arriving... _

Forever, y o u  said . You  
w on m e  over, darling . F d

g iv e  anything^ to 
n e a r  y o u r  voice  
righ t now. I ’d  

sell m y  sou l to  
'je in  y o u r

- .... a r m s ...
: We w ere g o o d  together

a n d  o t lm s  w ou ld  h a ve  
' lea rn ed  to  accep t th a t  

To try  to cope with m y 
feelings for Chrissy, I 
vwote dovm; I  h a te  her.
I  w ish she w ere dead.^

‘She’s  trjdng to ruin my 
life,’ I told m y M ends. 
‘She’s pure evil.’

; T lien Andy went back to 
: her. In  m y emotionally

charged state, I sen t a text 
m essage to bo th  them 
phones: I  hope y o u  d ie  soon.

- As I broke down 
sobbing, I felt an ai'm 
around me. It belonged to 
m5r 19-year-old son Kyle.

Until then  I’d concealed 
niy feelings from  my 
children. T hey loved tliefr 
father. I hadn’t wanted 
them  to faii out vnth him.

B ut now I couldn’t  help 
m yself I v/ept in front of 
my son and said: ‘I w ish 
Chrissy could feel som e 
of m y pain. T hen  she 
would understand.’

I imagined .ted y  and 
Chrissy sleeping togetlip"

: and laughing a t m e behind
‘ m y back. ^

‘I vnsh she was dead,’ I 
said. ‘I ivish she’d  buim in 
hefl. I could s e t fire to the 

i bins outside h e r  house.’
; YTien I  saw Kyle s t e e  
= in horror, I m uttered: ‘Oh, 

no, son. I shouldn’t 
I have told you 

 ̂■ those th ings,’ ,, , 
\ T he look on Ms 
i face had scared  me.
; I didn’t  vraat my 
: childi'en to suffer.
" I reafised tha t I had 

to g e t avray and clear 
!-- m y head. _
■ I dashed  upstairs 
i and packed my things. 

T hat evening niy 
brother-in-law cam e 
to  collect m e and my 
two younger children 
from  rny hom e in 
O aken Copse Crescent,

Farnborough, Hampshire.
I vraved goodbye to Kyle 

and my daughter Tanya, 
aged 21. Then w e  drove 
to  Ms hom e m ore than 
100 miles atvay in Wales.

Early next m orning 
my mobile rang. _

It was Andy, shouting: 
‘\Yell then, liovr m uch did 
it cost?’

h^Tiat?’ _
He said: ‘R o w  m uch did 

you pay som eone to burn  
Chrissy’s house down?’

I said: 'I don’t  know vdiat 
: you’re  talking a b o u t’
' ‘O il yes you do,’ he 
' replied. ‘Someone’s buimt 
: h e r  house down.’
; ‘Stop m essing around, 

Andy,’ I said, and hung up.
: I phoned Kyle and said:

‘Someone’s b u rn t Clirissy’s 
: house down.’  ̂ ^
: He said; ‘I know, M um ..
: T here  was a  pause

before he added: _‘My 
: friends and I did i t ’

I screamed.
He said: ‘I only wanted to

sta rt a small fire outsid 
was supposed to scare 
but it went up so fast a  
got out of hand. H ie re  
people upstairs, so I ba 
on the door to wake th 
and then vre ran o f f ’

I started  sobbing. 
‘YTiy, Kyle?’ I asked 

tybu’re  going to be i n : 
m uch trouble.’

Y ou said you mrante!
to feel the pain’510U die
he told me. ‘I wanted t 

; searcher.’
‘But those w e r e  just 

: "words,' i saifi. 1 wouio 
: have acted o a  them .’
' A t the tim e of the 

fire Andy and Chrissy 
had been staying in a 
hotel. T he th ree  othei 

; occupants had been 
injured jumping in ter 
from  windo'v'vs.

‘I’m  sorry, M um,’ 
Kyle said. ‘I thought 

: you wanted th is ...’
I said: ‘I need tim e 1 

think. ITl c a J tf iu  bac 
As I put d o w n  the
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)hone, som eoae ; 
lam m ered on the  : 
front door. I opened : 
it to a team  of police ; 
officers. One said: :
‘Christine CMvers, i 
we are arresting  you : 
o n  suspicion of ; 
com mittiog arson ; 
v/ith in tent to  ̂ i
endanger life.’ :

m a t ? ’ I said. ‘I i 
haven’t  done ;

.  ̂ _ ig it as
a pair of handcuffs w ere 
si^pe-d  OQ my m is ts  and 

" led to a  police car.
^  _______I to  my _

brother-in-law; ‘Look after 
m y cM ldrea.’ 

ffalliim, eight, and Ceann 
w ere stiU asleep.

I was taken to  th e  police 
station and locked in a  ceil.

H ours passed and I kept 
.raTOiiip o u t  ‘I haven’t done  ̂
aaytMrjg. Please le t m e go.’ 

Finally I was interviewed. 
T h e  officer smd: ‘Your son

Kyle h as  been charged _ =
v/ith com m itting arson with , 
intent to  endanger life.’

I w as crying. _
T he officer went on: W e  

fcnovf you had  som ething 
to do with i t ’

‘I didn’t,’ I protested.
‘I sw ear i t ’ _

He showed m e a piece 
of paper. It was a  scribbled 
note, saying; J  w isk  Chrissy  
w ere d e a d ...

He asked: ‘Is that your 
handwriting?’

I nodded.
Newt he sbov/ed m e 

records of te s t  m essages 
I’d sen t to Ciirissy.

1 hope yo u  d ie  soon.
T h e officer said; ‘It 

doesn’t  look good, does 
it, Christiae?’

T hen  be added: “i  am ^
 ̂ formafiy charging you vrifli 
■ commlttirig arson witli 

intent to endanger life.’
‘No way,’ I saiu. _ 
He continued: ? o u  vdll 

be rem anded  in custody

until your plea hearing.’ 
Scream ing, I vras led 

fi-om the  iBterview room, 
pu t in a van and talren 
to  prison.

In th e  neirt few days 
I w as allowed to talce 
adrice. I was told: “Your 
notes and te s t  m essages 
describe your feelings of 
hate tow ards Christine 
YYishari, and the barm  
you w ished she would 
suffer. T hat’s  evidence _ 
of your iHoti'/e for stai’iing 
the  fire.’

1 understood tha t if I 
pleaded guilty,
I’d receive a 
sen tence of 
betw een four 
and six years.
If I p leaded not 
guilty and was 
convicted fay the  Jus'y.
! could go to  prison for 
15 years.

I had 12 hou rs to  decide 
how  to  plea. Back in my 
ceil, I cried ail night.

T lie follovTing day I 
declared: ‘In my view,
I don’t  have any choice 
o ther than to  plead guilty’

I would rem ain in prison 
lin'd] th e  court case.

A fter a vreek, Tanya 
risk ed  vrith E z i a m  and 
CesjHi. I 'told her: T in

children and said; 
‘M ummy’s not a bad 
woman. I didn’t  do 

ng wrong.’
ih e y  said: W e  know,’ 
W hile I waited for the 

hearing, my children’s 
visits were all that kept me 
going. I covered my cefl in 
their photos and thought 
of ■them constantly.

Eventually the case 
began 'atY /incliester 
Crovm C ourt _

W h e n  I climbed into the 
dock it was th e  first time 
th a t I’d seen Eyle since 

''"ery th ing  had 
appened.

i  stood next 
to my son. 

The ”
■■' of arson

intent to endanger He 
; was quashed. Instead we 

bo'th faced a charge of 
coirmri'cting ai'soa

going to d e a d
■t do i'l,’'Um, you< 

sh e  said.
1 replied; ‘But they 

th ink '! did. I  can’t risk  
15 years in prison.’ 

i  looked at my

/isked  how he pleaded, 
Eyle repfied; ‘G u ity ’ 

H ie n  it was my tarn , 
l ik e  Mm, i said; ‘Guilty.’ 

Eyle looked at me and 
started  crying.

W a j ,  Mum?’ he 
rnum uired.

I tried to reassure him 
but wasn’t ailo'wed to taBi.

As the judge prepared 
to  pass sen tence,! 
glanced at the p u b ic  
gaEery. M d y  was flaere 
with Chrissy.

I held Kyle’s hand 
tightly. We w ere sobbing. 

T hen '(he Judge

’ addressed us. ^
Kyle was sentenced 

five and a half years in 
: prison. I got sfai years. 

' Andy had'tears rum  
do'cm his face and mo't 
I ’M  so sorry. 1 love you  

. W t a i c a n l d o ?
: M I  could think abc
; was Ryle. He had see: 
; in a sta’ce of self-destri 
; That vras 'iriiy h e’d ste 

the fe-e. It was a l  my 
There was time for 

quick hug goodbye, t 
was fallen to Send Pri 
Woking, Surrey.  ̂

Kyle went to Eeadii 
Pris’cn, Berkshire.

Novr I’ve begun m3 
sentence and am 'tda

■ one day at a time, i li' 
'the risks from my ch

Andy is still seeing 
Chrissy. He unites 10

■ saying that he loves 1

Take o  3 re a k  s ires  
ih a i M s  is C h r is ih e ’i 
version o f  evetris a n d  
decision io p lea d  gvAl 
eniirely h e r  own. The  
no  c '.fiid sm  o f  a n y  ol 
she received.
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C O U R T  R E P O R T I N G  O N  C A S E S  I N V O L V I N G  S E X U A L  O F F E N C E S  

C a s e  1 1  ( H y p o t h e t i c a l )

A newspaper reported that a man had been convicted on charges o f sexual activity with a child. 
The man was named in the article and the report was accompanied by a photograph. Copy for 
the report had been provided by a well-regarded, local news agency.

A woman complained to the PCC and said that her daughter, who was the victim in the case -  
and who was also the child o f the convicted man -  had effectively been identified by the article. 
She said that people had inferred that it might be her daughter because of the use o f her 
husband’s photo. However, any level o f doubt was likely to have been removed because the 
article also included the following details:

- The gender o f the victim
- Her age at the time the abuse began
- The period o f the abuse, which was three years, and a reference to the abuse being ‘very 

regular’
- A direct quote from the judge at the trial, who noted that the convicted man was not a 

‘predatory’ offender who ‘sought out’ children to abuse.

The complainant said that she and her husband only had two children, a girl and a boy. They did 
not live close to relatives and, in any case, none o f their close relatives had children o f the same 
age as her daughter. In reality, people in the local commrmity would automatically -  and 
correctly -  assume that the victim in the case was the daughter o f the convicted man.

In defending its actions, the newspaper pointed out that the story had been provided by a 
reputable local agency, which regularly covered sensitive court hearmgs. There had been no 
special directions by the judge or by the police as to what material could be reported. It was 
quite legitimate to name the convicted man, while the report did not include the name of the 
victim or her relationship to the accused. The newspaper said that it had not identified the 
complainant’s child.

1 0 8
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C a s e  1

D e c i s io n  -  B r e a c h  ( c o m p l a i n t  u p h e l d )

As it was not possible for the Commission to make a finding o f fact as to whether the alleged 
conversation had ever taken place, its principal task was to consider whether the newspaper had 
taken care not to publish misleading information in the way it had presented the story. This 
boiled down to an assessment as to whether readers would have been misled by the omission o f 
Mr Burrell’s position on the matter, which was that he strongly denied either having had the 
conversation with Mr Cosgrove or ever having a sexual relationship with Princess Diana.

The newspaper had argued that it was not necessary to go to Mr Burrell for a comment before 
publication because his comments would have been worthless as he was a proven liar, and 
because it had three sources for the claim that he had boasted o f a sexual relationship with his 
former employer.

The Commission has previously said that failure to contact the subjects o f articles before 
publication — while not obligatory — may constitute a lack o f care xmder Clause 1 in some 
circumstances. It has never said that people have no right ever to comment on a story, or to be 
offered a right o f reply, if  they have misled people in another context.

The Commission was also aware o f the newspaper’s concerns about an undeserved injimction 
being granted. However, it did not consider that this meant that the requirements o f the Code did 
not apply. Given the nature o f the story, and how the newspaper wished to present it, the 
inclusion o f Mr Burrell’s comments was necessary to avoid breaching the Code.

There were several reasons why the Commission considered that Mr Burrell’s denial o f the 
allegations should have been made clear in the article. The claims about him were significant and 
substantial, and published with great prominence. The information came from the recollection o f 
a fifteen-year-old conversation, and was not corroborated on the record by anyone outside Mr 
Cosgrove’s immediate family (as the earlier source remained anonymous). It was clear to the 
Commission in these circumstances that there was a strong likelihood that the omission of any 
denial from Mr Burrell may have misled readers into believing that he accepted Mr Cosgrove’s 
allegations. Given the startling nature o f the claims, and the narrow basis for them, the 
newspaper should have contacted the complainant and published his position on the matter. 
Readers could then have made their own assessment as to the value o f his comments in the 
context o f the piece and in light o f his reputation. But they were not given this opportunity. 
Another way of dealing with the problem would have been to offer Mr Burrell a prompt and 
proportionate right o f reply immediately following publication. The offer to include the denial on 
the website, made at the end o f the PCC investigation, was neither prompt nor proportionate.

It has never been an absolute requirement for newspapers to contact those who are about to 
feature in articles. This would be impractical for a number o f reasons: often there will be no 
dispute about the facts, or the information will be innocuous; the volume o f people mentioned in 
straightforward stories would make it impossible; and legitimate investigations might on some
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occasions be compromised by such a rule. However, in this case the newspaper made the wrong 
decision and the complaint was upheld.
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C a s e  2

D e c is io n  -  N o  B r e a c h  (c o m p la in t  r e je c te d )

The Commission has made a number o f key rulings about the use by newspapers and magazines 
o f material obtained from social networking sites. This was the first time it had considered a 
complaint about the republication o f information originating from Twitter.

There was no dispute that the material posted by the complainant was open to public view, and 
could be accessed by anyone who wished to read it. Although there were 700 actual subscribers 
to the complainant's account, the potential audience was much greater. This was particularly the 
case as any message could be "re-tweeted" without the complainant's consent, or control, to a 
larger subscription list. This was a notable feature o f Twitter. The publicly accessible na toe  o f 
the information (for which the complainant was responsible) was a key consideration in the 
Commission's assessment as to whether it was private.

The Commission also had regard to the quality o f the information (how personal it is), how it is 
used by the publication and whether there is a public interest. In this case, the Commission n o t^  
that the published material related directly to the complainant's professional life as a public 
servant. The newspaper was seeking to comment on the wisdom of civil servants using social 
media platforms, which may give rise to claims that it can conflict with their professional duties.

The Commission recognised that the complainant had been caused distress by the coverage of 
the newspaper, which was regrettable. However, taking into account all of the above factors, it 
did not consider that the material published by the newspaper constituted an unjustifiable 
intrusion into her privacy in breach o f Clause 3 (Privacy) o f the Code.

The Commission did not consider either that the article was misleading or distorted. It was 
accepted that the complainant had made the comments attributed to her. While the newspaper 
could have included more innocuous tweets, its failure to do so did not render the article 
misleading. The article constituted an argument by the journalist - with which some people 
clearly would disagree - that the actions of the complainant were inappropriate. Readers would 
recognise that he was using selected tweets to reinforce that argument. There was no breach of 
Clause 1 (Accuracy) raised by this complaint.

1 1 2
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C a s e  3

D e c i s i o n  -  P r o b a b l e  b r e a c h  ( c o m p l a i n t  r e s o lv e d )

The complaint was resolved when the magazine published an agreed apology, in which it 
accepted that it should not have speculated about the complainant’s health and well-being and 
apologised for the intmsion into her private life. The magazine also undertook not to repeat the 
article under complaint or republish the photographs complained about and not to publish in any 
format any further material concerning Ms Versace Beck’s private life, health or general well­
being (including photographs o f her taken without her consent while engaged in private life 
activities and not at any public event) except where those matters have been put into the public 
domain by Ms Versace Beck or her representatives authorised by her to do so.
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Case 4

D e c is io n  -  N o  B r e a c h  ( c o m p l a i n t  r e j e c t e d )

In making this decision the Commission wished to make clear that it took into consideration the 
many special circumstances o f the case. While the Commission had not received a complaint 
from the individuals at the centre o f the coverage, it decided that it was able to investigate a 
complaint from the NHS Trust, which was certainly a relevant party in the matter. In making this 
ruling, the Commission had to be particularly aware o f the potentially competing positions o f the 
Trust and the patients themselves, who were apparently content for publication to go ahead.

The protection o f vulnerable individuals is at the heart o f the Editors' Code and the question of 
intrusion in regard to patients at a mental health facility was clearly a serious matter. An attempt 
by the newspaper to ignore - or bypass - the terms o f the Code, and compromise the welfare o f 
patients, would be the subject o f vigorous censure by the Commission. However, the 
Commission did not believe that the newspaper had made any such attempt on this occasion.

The key consideration for the Commission related to the question of appropriate consent. In 
normal circumstances, editors are rightly able to rely on the consent o f affected parties to publish 
private information about them. In this case, the three patients at Main House had provided 
explicit consent (and apparent encouragement) for the publication o f the images. However, the 
complainant had argued that this consent was insufficient, due to the vulnerable nature o f the 
patients and concerns over their ability to make an informed decision.

This was an important point and one which the Commission weighed heavily. There were also 
two other significant factors, relating to the photographs, for it to bear in mind: they had been 
provided by a doctor, who was employed by the facility; and they had been pixellated by the 
newspaper to prevent identification o f the patients (who had also not been named in the articles). 
There was a final issue relating to the public interest inherent in the story, which reported the 
closure o f  a mental health imit and its impact on the patients who lived there (which had even led 
the patients apparently to seek to take their own lives).

At this stage, it was not possible for the Commission (or indeed the Trust) to establish the 
specific capacity of the patients to offer informed consent about publication. The Commission 
did recognise, though, that legitimate concerns would exist about the patients’ capacity in this 
area. This was something which the newspaper had a responsibility to take into account. The 
Commission considered that patients’ consent on its own may not be sufficient always to justify 
publication.

In the Commission's view, it was the existence o f the other factors that tipped the balance in 
favour of the newspaper’s decision to publish: the involvement o f the doctor; the decision to 
pixellate; and the public interest in the story as a whole. The Trust’s position was that the doctor, 
who had provided the images, had acted inappropriately and in breach of his own professional 
standards. However, it did not necessarily follow that the newspaper, in making use o f the 
images, had acted in breach o f its own professional standards. At the time o f publication, the 
newspaper had to be able to give weight to the fact that the image had been provided by a
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medical professional, who was involved in the care of the patients. In any ease, the newspaper 
had not published the photographs unaltered, but had ensured that the patients’ identities were 
not revealed to a wide audience.

In all o f these circumstances taken together, the Commission did not consider that the 
newspaper’s actions represented a failure to respect the private lives o f the patients in breach of 
either Clause 3 (Privacy) or Clause 8 (Hospitals) of the Code. This was not an easy decision, but 
the Commission in the end found that the newspaper had managed to balance its duty to behave 
responsibly towards vulnerable individuals with the need to cover a story o f important public 
interest.
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C a s e  5

D e c i s io n  -  B r e a c h  ( c o m p l a i n t  u p h e l d )

Newspapers are entitled to publish stories and pictures of serious road accidents, which take 
place in public and often have wide-reaching consequences. In this case, it was not in doubt that 
the bus crash - which involved more than fifty schoolchildren - was a serious incident which 
raised important questions in regard to public health and safety. The Commission did not wish to 
interfere unnecessarily with the newspaper’s right to report the matter, which it generally had 
done in a sensitive manner.

However, it was clear that the complainant had not given her consent for the newspaper to either 
take or publish the photograph which showed her daughter in a state of distress. The subject 
matter o f  the close-up photograph certainly related to her welfare.

There may be occasions where the scale and gravity o f the circumstances can mean that pictures 
o f children can be published in the public interest without consent. In the specific circumstances 
o f this case, the Commission did not consider that there was a sufficient public interest to justify 
the publication o f the image. It accepted that the newspaper had thought carefully about whether 
to use the photograph, but the Commission considered that it was just the wrong side o f the line 
on this occasion. The complaint was therefore upheld.
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Case 6

Decision -  Breach (complaint upheld)

The Commission agreed that the newspaper had been entitled to present the views o f the child's 
grandmother on the subject o f  her removal from the family’s care. There was a general public 
interest in debating the actions o f  public authorities in the case, to which the article contributed. 
In the Commission's view, the publication of the child's previous name was not intrusive in this 
context.

The Commission also had to consider the publication o f the photograph. Clause 6 (ii) of the 
Editors' Code states that "a child under 16 must not be interviewed or photographed on issues 
involving their own or another child's welfare unless a custodial p a r ^  or similarly responsible 
adult consents".

The Commission took the view that the photograph, in the context o f an article about the child's 
mother's conviction for murder and the impact of the adoption, clearly involved her welfare. The 
paper had not obtained the consent o f the custodial parents prior to publication. The Commission 
noted that one person had apparently identified the child from the information in the article, 
which had caused anxiety to her adoptive parents. The Commission considered that there was a 
breach o f Clause 6 (ii) here.

To justify such a breach, the Editors' Code requires an exceptional public interest to override the 
normally paramount interests o f the child. In this instance, while the Commission recognised the 
general public interest in the story, it did not consider that there were exceptional public interest 
grounds specifically to justify the publication of the picture. The complaint was therefore upheld.
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C a s e ?

D e c i s io n  — B r e a c h  ( c o m p l a i n t  u p h e l d )

The Commission considered that the magazine’s failure to make clear to readers that the 
photograph was staged constituted a breach o f Clause 1 (Accuracy). But o f particular concern to 
the Commission was the fact diat, in using the misleading picture near to the first anniversary o f 
the death, the magazine had also shown a total disregard for the family of the dead woman. 
While the Commission normally considers the rales on grief and shock to have greatest 
relevance in the immediate aftermath o f an incident, the magazine’s cavalier approach in this 
instance constituted a clear breach o f both the letter and spirit o f Clause 5 of the Code. This was 
notwithstanding the fact that some o f the information was legitimately in the public domain 
following a court case, and which the magazine was therefore entitled to publish. The complaints 
under both Clauses 1 and 5 were upheld.
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C a s e  8

D e c i s io n  -  N o  B r e a c h  ( c o m p l a i n t  r e j e c t e d )

The Commission has made several rulings under Clause 5 (ii) o f the Editors’ Code, which was 
introduced in 2 0 ^  specifically to deal with concerns about copycat suicides. The key part o f this 
Clause relates to care being t a k ^  to prevent the publication o f "excessive detail" about suicide 
methods.

In this case, even though it was a fairly uncommon method o f suicide, the Commission did not 
consider that the newspaper had breached the terms o f the Code. The newspaper was entitled to 
cover the inquest proceedings and to report the basic details o f  the method. Details about the 
precise apparatus that had been constructed - and how much gas had been inhaled - might well 
have been excessive in breach o f  the Code, but they had not been included. This was a  difficult 
balancing act, but the Commission was satisfied that the newspaper had published a suitably 
limited level o f detail.

As a result, while the Commission wishes newspapers to remain vigilant in this area, it did not 
uphold the complaint.
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C a s e  9

Decision -  Breach (complaint upheld)

Criminals mid their associates should not generally profit fi'om their crimes, so the Code forbids 
payments for stories which seek to exploit a particular crime unless there is a clear public 
interest.

In this case, the Commission considered that the article did not contain anything o f sufficient 
public interest to justify the payment. The piece amounted to an explanation about why Ms 
Chivers had pleaded guilty to the crime, and seemed to try to justify the crime (whoever was 
responsible) by criticising the behaviour o f the complainant, Christine Wishart. It did not point to 
any clear evidence o f a miscarriage o f justice, and it was not part of a campaign to have the 
conviction quashed. It said that Ms Chivers had pleaded guilty in order to reduce her sentence, as 
she had been told that there was a considerable body of evidence against her.

It was clear that the crime had been exploited for payment in breach o f the Code, and there was 
no public interest to justify it. That was not to say that the magazine was prohibited from 
publishing Ms Chivers’ story. But the decision to offer payment was misguided and the editor 
should have recognised that immediately. The complaint imder Clause 16 was upheld.
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Case 10

DecisioD -  Breach (complaint iipheld)

A  case along the lines set out in the hypothetical summary would be upheld.

Clause 7 (Children in sex cases) of the Code of Practice makes clear that the press must not, even 
if  legally free to do so, identify children under 16 who are victims of sex offences. It goes on to 
say that “care must be taken that nothing in the report implies the relationship between the 
accused and the child”. This is a deliberately stringent requirement. In cases where there is a 
familial relationship it is especially important, since information that seems insignificant at face 
value might allow readers who are acquainted with the abuser to work out the identity of the 
abusal.

For a newspaper to rely for a defence on the fact that information has been provided by a 
reliable, external agency and that no reporting directions had been given by the police or court is
inadequate
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T he e v o lv in g  PCC

1995 2010
2,508 COM PLAINTS 6,186
476 INVESTIGATIONS 1,204

0 DESIST NOTICES 100
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PCC S ervices
Complaints handling

Anti-harassment system

Pre-publication work/proactive approaches

Informal advice-at any time

Training/Updates
PRESS COMPLAINTS CO M M ISSIO N
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T h e  C o d e  o f  P r a c t i c e

1 6  sections in total:

• Accuracy (cause of most complaints);
• Privacy (most controversial/complex area);
• Newsgathering (Code not just about what is 

published)

PRESS COMPLAINTS CO M M ISSJO N
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i T \  V %I 11 I I I V e a s o n

• Mainstream media must continue to recognise 
commitment to high standards

• Some things do not bear repeating

The 'public domain' is not a straightforward 
excuse
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Q u e s t i o n s  t o I I  Is f d e r

• H o w  w id e ly  a v a ila b le  is th e  in fo rm a tio n ?

• W h o  u p lo a d e d  th e  m a te ria l?

• W h a t se tt in g s  h ave  b e e n  u se d  to  p ro te c t  p riv a c y ?

• W h a t is th e  q u a lity  o f  th e  in fo rm a tio n  (h o w  p e rso n a l is it; 
w h a t  is th e  c o n te x t)?

• W h a t  is th e  p u b lic  in te re st?

• H o w  is th e  m a te ria l p re se n te d ?
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