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ACCURACY

Case 1

Mr Paul Burrell complained that an article headlined “Burrell: I had sex with Diana”, was in
breach of Clause 1 (Accuracy) of 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 of 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 of publication. The first was a confidential
source, a former associate of 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 of events was tested several times in interview, and he swore an affidavit in
support of his position. Mr Cosgrove’s son, Stephen, indicated that he had heard the story
himself 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 of 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, Jiine 15, 2008

RYAN SABEY

IYALS Hunky o Panl
irroll stunned his wife's
sther Do Cositrove
ithsonsational - claims
ot he was Princess Div
i’y soered LOVER.
Viijlions of the tragic prins
'y fans worldwide will be
vaged-at the oreepy butler’s
& boast that He had to kee}:
with - her vound-thé-cloe
nignds for leinky” sexi
inddisgusted - valative T RenZihe
876 Burrell's: close family eirele
speal out—todny talls ol inceind
How  the slimy rot's scandalous,
isehery - aad . Hes " have  heaped
igrace and Tidicule on thom aiL
Fon sald: *Thut man has: shismed
dnd qiide s fool out ol my sister
e, The Lindl stenw came. Whos
o8 coupht ofi - vides sdimitting
W hi! lied” 16 Diane’s ngiest 1
pe1 pever see kim again.’.
For 25 yénvy Nirnituse deafor Ron;
s-hitis had a ringeide soat o1 Burs
1i'g - wktraetdinay rise Trom: it
#paluce fostmaivio milllonalre cex
SeityAnd-ho -revealed Thow TBi
w5 friistod  seryasit dropped his
ibshail story-of sex With the boss
e ndelakont the focal pab
1§ wais 1603 while Pail i works
g for the prineess &t Kenisinglon
dce;” hessidi “He Cund Mol
i hote 15 Cheshire oe weekend
id on the Sunday lutehilms: Paol
dcihieaily asKed i e ¢ould talk (o
& in privote.

Disges deel

e clenity hiud somatling on his
ihd ¢o e went s the Peal of Balls
Holt for o fow pints Then during
¥ oenversation he raddenly tolls
&-he's boeh having & sexusl tolas
oriship with Prinieess Dlana:

PHe: gald - they did ¥ in the bed-
oy the batl everywhers: i He
dimed Disns liked to be dominsr=

i

Apapl fold s that he'd getsieal]
ot Ding 0 the middie - of -the
ighit speciiienily 16 have se With
of He shid sho wad vory: sexually
afdnding=s bt ing kinky”
iave e werds<and 1 you worked.
n'h(hu piincass: you \worked for her

877

1 told him 1E It was troe 1 wak
{gflistad witl-him becatse ha woy
{arried 1o my sistor and cheating ou
ot with > another - woman, Bl he
it see that w4 problem; He just
spiiad, Yos: bt it 15 e prinesss’
e Jumbiotnded; 1 eouldn’t balisve
Pl he seas welling me.

“Ha sold; s ormething 1've gotis.
o7 Liko it wias partof hig duties

Sinigredibly Paul then boastad thst
grand Disns wers 1 LOVE: with
fch - oihar.

#11ig face Was desdpat and e sald
- deadly - sorious, 1 said, You'rs
Irsamingls 1 thought: he “was 4
aiitasy world; But he' insisted 1t wWag
He iruth;

Mt sway cléng bie wanted 1o got all
his Toff his -chiest for some reasomn
‘i ot sure; 4L it was Jugt to. be
‘aiieved ol the seersey or Bimply o
srag abot 111 was' Hlcs g just had
o toll somabody.

ireigricls . and: Tamily ©knew all
shout how. Disni called” Paul . er

“gat that day.he-told ‘me how he
WA% o Snigger avery e peaple men-
iored ity beeatse, they ‘didn't-know
iho REAL nyeatitng referrod tosex.

#rul told e How it /sl stareed:
e gaid;: Dinna osbd 110 donfide in
mig thul she wag very: lonaly, Uiat
Charlon was very cold. Theit relation~

ship fwasn'l very lovitg. el basis
ently he was crap in the sselk.” Paul
wat eowiplotely infatonted with her
He #nid, ‘I'd do anything with her,

*Since then Maria herself Hat told
imé abaut Disha ringing Poifl in the
middis of the night demsnting he
et ‘aver to Kensington Polate.

“At the pub Poul sald, e
enllad ot five in-the mornifig you'd
have to be there.”

S5 1 satd, "You'reé in bed With my
sisiar and. Disng waild ringyou and
you'd go tp thera? He snid, Yes’

. Gobstatked, 1 said; ‘You'd go ap
thers and " her: He said, Yeali "

Hon sald He-thinke his sister
Marin suspoctesd the relation- .+
ship betwesn Dians ond
Paul had moved on from
thut ol master and servant.

He added: “1 think Maria
turned @ blind sye to
loads of things My slstar
is the salt of the enrth but 3%
she married an ****hole, &
coniplets waster.

“He cven repeated his
boasts aboul -fex with Disna
ihe follewing year ot 6 fam-
ily party to colebrate Mar-
la's d0th- Hirthday—

.. znd that was witnossed by
. another velattve,”

Disnp’s death {n 1897
Morin begged Puul to re-
sign from his post us he
i hud beon offered a
5 string of positlons with
celebrities  including
Kevin Costner, Tom
| Henks, Mol Gibson and

Tom Cruise.
But he refused to
{eave his royal

duties

INGENSED:
irvlaw Ron

which
atar-
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tod 1o put a strain on their marriage.
Ron recatled Burroll later cawie to
him in tenrs, claiming Diana’s de~
mands ot him hod eased off because
she hed met and fallen for heart
surgeon Dr Hasaat Khan,

Ron naid: "When Diana started
weeing the doctor Poul became
Jealous because he was back being
tho butler, not the lover he clajmed
to be-and he didn’t like it.

“He oven came lo me moaning
about i1, He was upset snd [eit she'd
just dropped him. Ha was now sur-
pius to requirements in the bedroom
and he was irritated by i1.” Ron is

to CPs

convinced his inside knowledge
clenrs wp a mystery set by Burrell at
the end of hiz firef book of memoirs,
A Royal Duty.

‘The final page ends with o tesse
that there ts still one big secrot to be
divaiged.

Busretl writes: “What's tho seoret?
Sorry. That's between the butler and
the princess.”

But Ron told us: 1 think the great
secret was his big bonst to mo that
he'd beeen having it away with
Dipna.”

But if Burrell's sick brags about
Disna were Hes, he still found other

wiys fo b unfatthful fo loyal Maria.
Angry Ron ravealed that his sistor's
2dyear munrrlage to Busrell bacame
a sexlens sham, a cover for hls secret
guy fiings.

For much of the year they live
saparate lives an acean upart. Maria
lives at their home in Farnden,
Cheshire; running the family {lower
ahop in rearby Holt.

T A Celebrity ‘star Busrall is
based. in Florida, flogging his tacky
fines of roysi-style crockery, furni-
ture and jewellery,

Ron said: “Maria conlided thot
they haven't -had sex for several

yoars, -And Lit's wmy understanding
thnt they'll divorce when our mother
Elizobeth is dond as she is a-sttict
Catholic. . That intrriage 3s @ -fuke
and hus besn {oF ages,

"Muris know Burreil was bisesal
‘whan they married but Has remiined
with him for..the sake of their
chitdren.

*Yy's s brothersister velationship
that -doesn't Invdlve sext-whith I'm
happy about . because o the ;gay
compatty Buriell keeps,

“Everyons kmows-tamily, filends,
syeryone-what he’s up to. toid
Maria . sho -should - get . hersolf

BT TR

Tatled. He'll NEVER win o place in

i
sheelsd sut for AIDS” To keep up
fhe pretence of n wonderful family
{ife; craity Burrell dedicated his first
book 1o Maria. and - their boys,
Alexstider, 23, and Nicholas, 19.

1ni-the prologue he gushed: “Thank
you ‘Tirst-und foremost .my wife,
Marly, #hd my sone.

“We have-ail shared & traumatic
thme; -mnd -your. copstent love,
support and understonding continue
o make ‘me the prondest husband
and fathar.”

Ron added; “Pau] also tried to win
wyer the British public by gotng into
the jungle on 'm A Celebrity but

CRIEG e

tha heart of the notion.

“Although Maorta puts up with
things T think sho's al the end of her
tethier now,

“She's ‘véry -good @t covering

“{hings up. But she's o glorified

skivvy-at the end af the duy.

“Prul énn-be gone iwo or three
“oeics .withouit: phoning. Then he'll
justring up and say, "How's the shop
dolng?

“Rut rénlly ‘he dossn’t wunt any-
thing to do with tho shop any more.
it's boen in -Morie’s name since

il

“And while she's over here looking
aftor business she's out of his hair,

“My sister furns o blind eye to his
close relutionship with his openiy
gay neighbours Ron Ruff and Chuck
Webb, whe -are alse -his business
associates In America.”

Now Ron fenrs Maria will be left
‘with nothing from Burrell's esti-
‘mated £Y5 milifon fortune if they
split, He said: “She's boen told that
many times, but she won't listen, 1
think she's accopted -that -she'll he
h?py with the Cheshire properties,
1 don't thinlk she's in line for uny of
the cosh.”

But lor ail ‘hie millions and his
cnmp bravads, Burrell lives in fen
snid Ron. “He's paronoid,” said Ron.
*He hetleves Diana was murdered.

talking about Dodi Fayed,

“And naw hé's convinead the ‘grey
cont brigade’'<the secrct services—are
out 1o get HIM or got him up in some
woy because -of all the secrets he
fnotws sbout the roynl family.

‘?mzamgﬂe

“Just in cose/ he lold us he's wril=

jen. evarything down snd it's oll fo

locked . wsy in o secrst veult !
think it's in America.” .

Burrell's piready shaky crodibility
received o huge knock when Lord
Jugtice Scott Baker bronded him a
“ljar” and "shabby”. following his
discredited evidence st the inguest
into the desth of Diana.

Shorily alierwards the snnke was
coptured. on_ film telling TV
producer pal Puul Khailar he had
not told the "whole truth” to the
cowrt and had given the jury some
“red herrings”.

Ran said THAT was' the clinchor
that wofivinced him he WUST fimally
gpeak .out about his tricky
brother-in-taw.

“When he lied in court it was just
iypical of him," fumed Ron. "He's
only Interested in having a cemers
in his foce.

“He alwnys wanted to be the
niimber one in everything, He would
do anything to be ut the lop and
trampie over the others 10 muke mure
he goi there.

“Kow ho's talking about going on
Panorama or [TV to make him look
goody-goody egain,

“But he's no goody-goody. 1 don’t
ihink ony of the family want him
‘back here again,

*Certain calebrities have come out
of the closet in the past like his close
friend Michuel ‘Barrymore.

“Wall that’s ‘what Burrell should
do now becavusé all he's dotng is mak-
ing my sister look a fool.

“He is what he is, An out and out
gy and thot's it. Ho afways was snd
always will be.

“He has lived a shom. And he's
disgraced _our family, tho people
pround him, and the friends and
neighibours in the village who sup-
ported him whon he was gettng off
ihe ground.

“And that's why he deserves all he
gets. | donl .cver want 1o see his
horrible fuce again.”

yolzet. jobsonSnotiv.coul
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PRIVACY (Online Resources)
Cas'e 2

A woman complained that an article headlined “Oh please, stop this twit from Tweeting,

someone” intruded into hc: privacy in breach of Clause 3 (Privacy) of the Editors' Code of

Practice.

The article reported that the complamant -a c1v11 servant who worked for the Department for

Transport - had been using the mxcro-bloggmg website, Twitter, to describe aspects of her job

and her feelings towards her work. The newspaper conmdered some of her conmxents to be
7mappropnate ;

The article referred to the fact that the complainant had in her tweets: described the leader of a
course she was doing (as part of 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 of a Labour MP's attack on government " spin"; and 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 of 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 of 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 of which were anonymous) both included clear disclaimers that the views expressed
were personal opinions and were not representative of her employer...She argued that there were
thousands of public sector workers who regularly use Twitter in and out of office hours. She
could not understand why she had been targeted.

The newspaper disputed that it had invaded the complainant's privacy. She was openly posting
messages about many aspects of 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 of 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 of 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 of 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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Page 38

OCIAL network site
Twitter, ~which is
increasingly -landing
its users in legal diffi-
culties for posting
foolish  remarks, may soon
claim another victim.

A ‘Whitehall official has been
Tweeting about her drunkenness,
boasting about how pointless
she thinks some of her work is and
how much she dislikes the Govern-
mient’s deficit reduction,

When I rang her-department
yesterday to tell them, there was s
cold o pause ‘before somebnne
prorniced 1o ‘get back™ to me, He
never did:

Civil seryants used fo iry to be
impartial and discreet. Wot so
Sarah Baskerville, “Team Leaderin
Coiporate ‘Finance Systems and
Reporting Solutions' (what a title!)
af the ‘Department of Transport,
Ms Baskerville, aka ‘Baskers’,is an
incorrigible ‘contributor fto ‘the
internet. She belongs to numerous
networking sites.

In the middie of a management
course =~ paid for by us taxpayers
t0 help her do her job betier — she
posted a Tweet promoting a
Labour MP’s attack on Downing

For Distribution to CPs

Daily Mail, Saturday, Novermber 13, 2010

Oh, please stop this
twit from Tweeting

Street ‘spin’. She later described
the person vwho was taking the
colrse as ‘mental’, Charming.
Before the ‘government cuts
were announced to Parliament,
Ms Baskerville was Tweebing
about meetings concerning the
fate of staff about to be displaced.
All this was done, it should be

imbibing. Anothey day, shortly before
the Comprehensive Spending Review,
she complained after lunch ‘about
feeling “rather tired:—~ would muech
prefer going home”.
If she . only spent her office howrs
working rather than Tweeting, she
would no doubt ‘be even more
exhausted,

Her outpourings have included a

stressed, under her owWn name,
with easy links 10 her 'workplace.
She publishes photos of herself,
t00. Are there not some sepurity
issues here?

‘Btuggling with wine-induced
hangover,” she Tweeted from
work one day There have been
frequent references to her.over-

‘Advartised ratés sre ronm only Inclusive of VAT, "Rooms from £29 offer’ is

in.com and rrtst b

complaining reference to Tory MP
Douglas Carswell, a prominent critic
of Whitehsall waste. She claims to be
an acguaintance of Sally Bercow,
Labour-supporting 'wife of the
supposedly impartial Commons
Speaker. In one Tweet she looked
forward to meeting Mrs Bercow for
“snother coffee/muttin session, just so
that ¥ can laugh at your lack of apps
on the iPhone’.

Transport Secretary Philip Ham-
mond is one of the more sericus
members of the Cabinet, He is
unlikely to be enchanted by Ms
Baskerville or her witferings.

SWEET photo of the Miliband
baby this week, but father
Ed’s appearance was more
troubling. The Labour leader
outed himself as one of those men
who wears lelsure shirts putside
his trousers, without tucking them
. This may be all right for darts
players such as Eric Bristow, but
for a would-be Prime Minister it's
not such a great look.

YET more new Tory MPs were
4 this week made parliameniary
i privale secretaries (PPSs) to
ministers, and the Whips seem (o
have been playing snap.

Nicholas Boles (Granthamj has
been apportioned as PPS to fellow
bachelor Nick Gibb, Schools
Minister. Husky Anna Scurby
(Broziowe}, voice like Lee Marvin,
has been given o fog-horned
smoker Simon Burns, Health
Minister. Richard Graham
(Gloucester), new PPS to the

Foreign Office’s Lord Howell, used
himself to do opague things in the
diplomalic service.

Tragically, no promotion for Claire
Perry (Devizes). All thet effort in
vain! She had a smart new hairdo
this week, black as Quink ink. Bul I
had better not tease our Claire lest
her admirer Nicholas Soames (Con,
Mid Sussex) challenge me to a duel.
Watching her in the Commons
recenily, Soamesy emitied one
ihroaty word, ‘Moagnificent!’ I an
sure he was referring only to the
gquality of her oratory.

LEFT-WING comedian Bili
Baliey should not expect oo
many fan letters from Roman
Catholics. In yesterday’s Mali §
reviewed his latest one-man show
inthe West End, describing he
way he mocks Christ and His
stigmata. 1 did not have space to
report that Mr Balley also calls
the Pope ‘the sultan of abusers,
the beirayer of frust, that
creeping Bavarian gimp’.

The show is at Wyndhams Thea-
ire, controlled by Sir Cameron
Mad . s « P SeEms
happy with the anti-Christian con-
tent. Nicholas Aliott, who sits ap
the board of Cameron Mackintosh
Lid, was there on Tuesday, Clap-
ping fike Billy-oh.

Stephen Green of the pressure
group Christlan Volce said yesier-
daw: ‘I feel anact of Cluisban witn
SRR
for evangelical owtreadht’

world’s richest man!’

i paitable for one night £cays.

onty avillablé when booldng onling

processing fee may be applied when you pay for your raom by credic card. Offer s avalfablé 3t selected o
l?l fels F‘i’owc skt v premierinn.carm for :or standard Premisrnn terms and conditions. Bili Gates

wrwwaremisrinn.com ang subiact co ‘avallabllicy.

ring The perio .01,
onst 21 days ih advine of sy, P i CRAKEL
o full st of parddpating Hotels 1s avallable at

Fremier Inn:on)

to beadmitted.

my bust)

Crazy paving

WHEN is a pavement not a pavement?
When highly-paid lawyers say so.
Labour’s Lord Peston rose i the House
of Lords this week to discuss the scrufly
‘pesce camp’ in Parliament Square, He
wants t0 get rid of protester Brian Haw
and his noisy mates.

Lord Peston, in his lovely Iugubrious
voice, said: “What surrounds the square
may look like a pavement and, if you
fell on it, would feel like a pavement.
But the High Court has announced
that, as it does not “go” anywhere, it is
not & pavement. That is one of the
things that prevents the Metropolitan
police from doing anything about these
sguatters.”

So: 2 pavement is a pavement only if
it “goes’. somewhere? Can no circle or
square “go’ anywhere? Lord Peston
says: ‘I spend my life looking at mathe-
matical economics and this is turning
into a consideration of infinity.’ Think
about infinity long enough and you go
mad. As the High Court just proved.

CHRIS BRYANT (Rhondda) is
among the most ardent of Lobour
MPs, So there was surprise when he
failed o vole with the Opposilion in a
Commons division early on Monday
night, Where could he be? Had he ~~
gasp! -~ defected to the Tories? The
truih was more prosaic. Mr Bryunt
was in the parligmentory gym, honing
Ris abs (1T must, I must, 1 must increase
For some reason the

Sl ipdselle there-did not
ring, I'm sure the Labour Whips will
Jorgive him. Next year some lime.

Burden of proof

SOMEOCNE ran up 1o me at Westminster, full
of exciternent. “I've just seen Bill Gates! The

Mot guite, The chap she had seen was infact
Labour ' MP Richard Burden, 'who ig as imlike
2 billionaire as one can probably imagine. But £&

! ne does lopk guite like Mr Gates, it has

Bichard Burden
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PRIVACY

Case3

‘Ms Allegra kVersace Beck complained that an article in a CEIebriiy magazine had intruded into
her privacy in breach of Clause 3 of the Code. The article intrusively speculated about Ms.

Versace Beck’s health and well-being, and was illustrated by photographs taken of her while o

shopping in London.

The magazine contended that the complainant — who was now 1
extent, having been given a public role in the Versace company
a public street and had not been harassed in any way. There was,
“private life. SRR El

therefore, no intrusion into her

90
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hey say you can neve;
be too rich or too thit
bt in the case of
Allegra Versace Beck
“ ~who recently becam
half-owner of the £260 million
Versace empire ~ the saying coul
scarcely be further from the trui
Fashion legend Gianni Versact
who was murdered seven years
ago, left his beloved niece ~the
daughter of his sister Donatella
= his share of the family busines:
She came into her fortune on by
18th birthday three months age
Bui if these extraordinary
photos are anything to go by,
becoming one of the world's
richest teenagers has brought
her little happiness. Snapped o
and about shopping in Londor
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She's one of the richest teenﬁgers on the planet, but Allegra
Versace Beck — who inherited a £130 million stake in her -

late uncle’s fashion em;

the most mzsermble girl in the world

recently, Allegra a;:spsafed ;

worryingly thin. ‘She's so frail,

she looked like a skeleton,” said
nlooker, ‘Her limbs are
ticks and her head’s way oo

big for her body — she seemed

to cling on to her companion

for phgfsmal support. She looked

so unhappy that I couldn’t help

but feel sorry for her.’

So what's behind the ﬁﬁh&g}p@?

‘appearance of the girl Gianni

called his ‘Hitle princess’?
Allegra was just two days old
when she aitended her first
Versace show and she’s been
mingling with the A-list ever
sinice, She calls Sir Biton John
‘uncle, took catwalk lessons from
Naomi Campbell at the age of

ire three mcnths ago —

looks like

nineand is close tp the fikes
of Stella MeCartney, Madonna
and Victoria Beckham. Asa
child she was Glanni's clear
favourite and often appeared
on his arm at fashion shows.
But in 1997, when she was
11, this gilded existence came
to an abrupt halt. Allegra turned
on the TV during a homework
break and saw a newsflash
reporting that Glanni had been
gunned down by a madman
outside his Miami mansion.
Donatella sent Allegra and
her younger brother Daniel to
a psychotherapist in the wake
of the shooting. But the little

Her famous mother Bonatell
recently checked into rehab
batile cocaine problems

decisions to other members
her family, and she's enrolled
on an English and drama cot
at New York University.
Allegra - to whom Glanni
also left a palazzo in Milan, ¢
on the shores of Lake Como,
alarge town house in Manhy

girl was so and the M
traumatised e mansion
that she blamed When the will was where he
hn,lﬁ 3 i o F 3 cille - 3
b s read, she cried: ‘Why g
podkner - did Uncle Gianni - sedean
if onlyhis choose me?’ a Hollywe
favourite little star. But i
girl had been she may b
with him. When the will was a greater battle to face —aga
read, she cried: ‘Why did Uncle her dramatic weightloss
Glanni choose me? Three years ago Donatellz

Insiders say that the trauima
has taken its toll. Since the
muirder she has becogme
reclusive, turning her back
on ghitzy parties in favour of
burying her head in history
books. And there have been
other problems to face - two
months ago her mother was
admitied to tehab to tackle
her cocaine addiction, and
the family business has been
steadily plumnmeting in value
since Gianni died.

Those close to Allegra say she
has little interest in fashion. She
recently declined a seat on the
board, preferring (o leave those

Hext to 2 normal-sized worman,
Allegra’s slight staturs looks
all the more shecking

gave an unusually personal
interview in which she spok
about how young girls fall p
to anorexa and admitted
that she once battled an
obsession with exercise, “Tal
care of your body and looks
one thing - sliding into obse
is guite another,’ she said. A
girls know all about diets. ..
decide to reduce weight aln
for fun. But at a certain pofx
they cam’i stop.” Now it seen
that her own daughiter may
havereached that point.
Allegra, meanwhile, says:
“What I like about acting is
that you can be adifferent
person every day. Asoneot
the richest - and thinnest
—teenagers on the planet, sl
may find that 2 coggort. B
Helen Ren

e
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PRIVACY
Case 4

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

The front-page article reported that three patients at a Birmingham psychiatric unit, Main House,
had - several days before publication - attempted suicide over concerns about the future of 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 of the
patients being informed of 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 of care: they were not in a position to give any clear consent for the taking and
publication of 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 publication. 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 of 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 of Main House was a major local issue. When they received
the photographs of 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 of the patients; they had been taken by a medical professional working 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 of one of the patients had supported the use of
the images. The newspaper added that they had taken steps to protect the identities of the patients
by pixellating their faces.

The 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 of the unit midway through a public
consultation. They had received no complaints from the patients or their families directly.
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VEXCLUSIVE
By Alison Dayani

THREE patients at a Bir-
mingham psychiatric
unit tried to kill therm- |
selves just days before
they were evicted.

The suicide pact failed
and now Main House in |
Northfield has closed
down, leaving them living
in the community.

The trio made a special
request that the harrow-
ing pictures of their
despair are printed — to
show the human impact
of the decision ic close
their home.

FULL STORY: PAGE 3

94

MOD100039103



For Distribution to CPs

CHILDREN
Case 5

A woman complamed that an article headlmed “Day of drama as bus ploughs into bridge”,
pubhshed in the Nottingham Evening. Post on 12 December 2009, contained a photograph of her
“daughter which was published thhout consent in breach of Clause 6 (Chﬂdren) of the EdltOl’S
: 'Code of Practme : ; :

tlhat a bus full of pnmary school chlldren ona day mp had crashed into a

comy amant ob}eﬁtsed 1o the mclusmn in the owerage of a phetograph of i

further upset by the pubhcatlon of the image.

The newspaper said that the accident had occurred in a public place in full view of a number of
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 of the image was justified, it had ultimately decided
that the publication of the photograph was in the public interest, given that that the story related
to an important matter of 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.

: complamant had not been asked for herconsentfm the photograph to appear The chﬂd hadbecn o
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B . . ‘ Saturcey Decernber 12 2008 - Fuenlus Post 2

2 i MpoF. S
ansiigtd, on Beptember 12,
rmc Lf Susan Wivody, 24
)

3 excravaganza
\mg place today

BOLECE ave belcmg
ommg aiihie Bell fon; Nig
Roud, Bmaliey near xL&esw:\_‘ 0
oM 12 30pm, ko mest
Smalley, bfc,x_zpriiﬂy
Tobook ' place

yizsgband Miget
[er Bacon, 50,
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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 photograph
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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alked 520 miles? 10 more won't hurt |

AN EXHAUSTED  pil-
grim from Saron who.
averaged 17 miles a day
in .~ an epic ' 520-mile
march across Spain was
looking forward to put-
ting his feet up when he
arrived back in Swansea.

But footsore ~8id
Whitworth was forced to

home from Llanelli after
an over-officious ‘coach
driver refused ‘to:drop
him off at Cross Hands.
] was pretty miffed to
say theleast,” a haggard-
looking Sid, who trudged
all might to get home

MOTABRITY.
SERVICE & PIOT

VEUHALL
SPECIALISTS

BAmman, Gwendraeth, Towy and SwanséaVYalleys 50p |

&

a1l ‘Nationzal - Express
tickets have to be pre-
booked - through - the
Internet.

“My ticket got me as
far as Swansea and from
there the bus travelled
on to Cross Hands, justa

me an excess for £20butl
just didn’t have enough
money. Yes, T am annoyed
with National Express -1
am -annoyed by their
inflexibility”

National Express was
unavazilable for - com-

hobble the last ten miles

to Saron, told the couple of miles from my merg_. X
Guordien. home. ® “The greatest thing L
“1 didn’t realise that “The driver me offered T've ever done’ -page &

FOOTSORE: Sid Whitworth

VICTI: Bemerd
© . Fuans

By Steve Adams

southwalesguardian.co.ul

THE® mother of convicted
Pantyfynnon murderer
Wiaxine Williams is confi-
dent the 23-year-old will be
released on appeal within
the next few monihs.
Julie Edwards, of 57
Pantyfynnon Road, is adamant

[ | her daughter did not receive a

fair trial in the run up to a 13-
year sentence for the fatal stab-

| bing of Bernard Evans at the
family home in the early hours
of January 22,2008,

Speaking exclusively to the
Guagrdion, ~Mrs ~Edwards
claimed that the trial jury was
unaware of the true events that
led ‘up to “the 4l-year-0ld’s
death.

“Maxine is not evil,” said
Wirs ‘Edwards. “She is very
sorry for what she did, but she
had no choice,

“She has never once said she
did not do it, but what she did,
she did out of self defenceand
toprotect me. She felt she had

o doit

“Twould not be alive today if
it was ‘not for ‘what Maxine
did.”

The Crown Court murder
irial beard how Mrs Edwards

had suffered vears of domestic
abuse at the hands of Bernard
Evans. :

“1 was with him for four-and-
ahalf years and during thai
ﬁx;ga 1 'went through hell,” she

said. :
«On that morning be had.

‘beatenn me again and from
there everything went out of

control. # was like beingina -

horror movie.” :

Wirs Edwards is angry that
she and son Wayne, aged just15
at ‘the time of the incident,
were interviewed only hours
after the fatal incident.

“We were still in shock,” she
said. -

Mazxine has telephoned her
mother every day and written
at least-three letters each week

- since she was jailed in Durham

Prison.

“She i3 coping. very, Vvery
well” said Mrs Edwards, “and
is ‘positive gbout moving -on

. withher life once shegeis out:

“All her friends have been
absolutely fantastic. They have
been writing to her regularly
and she is immensely grateful
for all their support.

“She is very confident about
her appeal and she cannot wait

%

IPRISONED: Maxine Wiliams, pictured with her daughter Zoe
Marie, who has been adopted.

1o corne home.

“Imiss her so rouch. Shehas
always been my rock.”

Mirs Edwards is also deeply
upset that following Maxine’s
conviction, - grand-danghter
706 Marie was adopted.

“NMaxine has lost all contact
with her daughter and I have
lost my grand-daughter” said
MrsEdwards.

“706 Marie has been adopted
and we have no idea where she
S DOW.

“People have no idea how |

hurt and distressed this family
hasbeen.

“Even now it still effects us

all massively

“1 don’t care what the jury @

said; they got it wrong because
they did not know the full story

“Maxine is not evil and she
does not want to be labelled 2

Killer:

“She wants the real truth to
come out ‘and. she wanis 1o
come home to her family”

pedestrian crossing -page ¢

 INSIDE THIS WEEK.

@ THE fght to save Ammanford
conrt is going all the way o
Downing Street after campaltgners
vowed to write to Prime Minister
David Cameron ~page 4

a

& LLANDYBIE community council-
iors have defended a colleague over
BNP claims that his attendance
vecord was “appalling” -page &

@ TEMPERS boiled over during a
stormy meeting of Liandeilo town
counecil when members clashed
over the funding of a proposed

® THE hunt is on for a missing
1060z pob aiay Iast heard of Bving
in the Amman Valley -page 7

‘@ CARMARTHENSHIRE county

Ceonmeil will “do its wimost” io
| .emsure’ the

cash-sirapped
‘Brynaman lido re-opens next year,

deputy leader Kevin Meadge has |

pledged. —page 13

e e
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INTRUSION INTO GRIEF
Case 7

A man from Fife complained to the Press Complaints Commission through solicitors that an
article headlined “Beaten, raped and brutalised”, was inaccurate and misleading in breach of
Clause 1 (Accuracy) and intruded into his family’s grief in breach of Clause 5 (Intrusion into
grief or shock).

The article was a woman’s account of life with an abusive former partner, which referred to his
conviction for the murder of the complainant’s step-daughter. In addition to what the
complainant said were unnecessarily graphic details, the complainant and his family were
distressed by two images: a headshot of the victim and an uncaptioned staged photograph of a
female body wrapped in bin liners, which was how the actual body was discovered. The piece
had caused much distress on what was the first anniversary of the murder.

The magazine said that the details in the story had previously been referred to in court and were
in the public domain. The article was about another of the man’s victims, but the complainant’s
step-daughter’s case was relevant as it showed the degree of violence the man was prepared to
use. The magazine admitted that the photograph of the body should have been captioned to make
clear that it was not an image of the victim. It sincerely regretted the distress the article had
caused to the complainant’s family.
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Page 48 Desigrer Jo

‘d kot Bavie Whitelaw o
8w wosks whon e asked
198 along Lo o Trbni's 2158
wirthday oarty In'Way 1980,
‘Can | slay the Right?’ he
asled, back at mine attervards.
‘Alright, | grinned.
| wias only 20. Davig was 28,
501 assumet he'd be great in the
saek. But upstairs, the sex was
all.about his pleastire; not ming.
Letting Davie into my bed made
fim think he could take control of
oy e A few days laler; e moved
ire. | hiadn't-dsked hirs,
but Davie wasn't &
ia you saic ‘'no’ to.
He went drinking
most pights and
always wanied sex
when b got horme.
1 wasn't working;
he'd wani sex four
or five times & day.
if Frefused; he'd
told mie down
and-to i anyway,
Naively, |
; thought all
ien were lilke
that.-But aiter a few
months, I'd fiad enough.
‘' not happy, | fold
DavigI'my going back
oy dad's)
‘Off you g6 then,
hesneered.
As 1 went-or the door,
he was up, quichk
as & flash.
Smack!
i reeled trom &

7 he said. 1 you

Sub Cath Floare

try to-leave, ' kill you.

Terrified; | agreed fo stay.

He madls 'me promise to kaep
away from my family. My only
relief was the time [ spent af
my job in & stpermariet.

One aight, Fgol in from & staff
night out aind Davie was waiting.

As | opienad tha door, he threw
me down the-hall, punehing and
kicking me iy the face and ribs.

Prvleaving vou; you bastardl’
| screaimad throtigh the pain.

You'll be six feet under first,

e roared, swinging
another blow,

H:took seven years

for me 1o pluck up
e courage io leave.
twas i arhosted for
Hirae months before
Davie found me,

‘Gist packing. You're

£oming home, he said:

I’y not/ | protested.

Nes, you arg; Davie

hisged; pilfing oul &
knitfe and hoiding i to
my ihroat.

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

The next year, Hell preghant,

Incradibly, when James was
born in Noverrber 1998, Davie
mellowsd. For thfes months, he
sharad the night leads and even
helped me around the house.

But there wag no understanding
about sex. You're supposed to walt
six weeks after giving birth, but
Davie insisiad on having sex the
minuie | got home.

He soon lost interest in James
and became aggressive again.

1 hoped our second child Susan,

For Distribution to CPs
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Dpatgner Jo

bo inv-duly 2002; would have the
same calming effect as James. But
Davie wasn't interested in a girl.

Tha kids wete terrified of Davie.

‘Plense; Mumnmy, don't leave
us, thay’d sob.

Leave? | was too browbeaten io
go anywhiere.

Davig staried beating the kids.

*Shop ' F'd scream.

‘Pl therm if you don't shiwt il
he'd snarl. So | did.

The foriure gol worse when
Davie started prassing me to have
aihvegsome with one of his mates.

‘No wey!' | said, horrified.

Bat his mate was always lurking
around the fiat.

Oneriight, | had a headache so |
{ook some painkifiers and went {o
bad. 1. eipected Davie to complain,
buthe came over all sympathetic
and brought me a cup of tea.

i make you feel better, he said.

H was so sweei he mustve putin
four sugars, but | drank it anyway.

in the morning, | woke 1o find

my pyjamas undohe and my pants
round my knees. Dread grippetd me.

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

| went to see my GP.

‘it looks like you were drugged
and raged fast night, she-said.‘But
from what you say, he's been raping
you every night for 15 years

| was shocked, 1 never
occurred to me hiat what Davie
dic was rape. He'd said It was his
vight and | didn’i know any better.

But hearing i from my doctor,
| realised she was right.

He's 8 monsier — | have io
escape, | thought.

So | took the kids and fied o the
Folice. They moved me o a safs
house. But the kids neetled their
clothes and toys. So. | gave my
mate Liz a key and told her.when
Davie would be out: When she
came back, her face was ashen.

“There are knives:all-over ihe
place, she stammered.

She'd even seen a couple of

Busan's bedroon door,
i ‘:yGoﬂ!‘lgaéged. Whalldnd.
ot peyeha have | beon iving with?
“Then; in Seplember lasi year, |

heard ihat Davie had disuppeared.’

At ihe same lims, Lisa Nelson,
26,2 local girl with s heroln habil,
also vanished. | LsaShe
used to come round o ourdlal, -

hoime 1o nd het e
Taidi't ik the 1o golng
migsing. Bit the polica di
Thiey came 1o see main
late Seplember. They lofd
e thal Davie .
had- called
Lisathe
night'she
vanished.
a'd booked:
o his place; and
for {.:After the taxis
driver-diopped her
off, she'was hever

pi
“dlidn’t have my

Sub Cath P

it Lisa had he?
On 12 Drlober, police ehtered
Davie’s flal. The cupboard in‘ihe
ek the key was

2 large oblect wiapped In bin-bags.

L was Lisa’s body. She'd been
gled with a ligaiuie;

wiritied we't be next, | installed
a panic alarm af our house. Davie
't have dress; buti
wouldn't put anyithing past him.

‘days faiel

‘potice tang 0 say
Davie had handed
himselt |

Wiritor: Glaily

appeared
at Aberdesn
High Court.

He denied murder, He
clairmed Lisa had gone round and
they'd had sex: Lisa then-demanded
money fora taxi. Davie sald he
didi't know how it-happensd, but
hey'd rowed and afterwards Lisa
had ended updead onihe bed.

The jury took less than 90
minites o con f Lisa's
migrder, He was jailed for fife.

Three months-on, i moved o a
new fown. | won't tell anyone where
ive, ean'lrisk Davie finding out.
Who knows whal he's capable of?

11y 10 miake life ‘good for the Kids
but'we all bear the scars.
AgiorLisa, I wonder if
sha'thbedead if I'd
stayed with Davie:
Orwould it
hiave been my
body that the
police fouhd?
il o

1 h

know = Davie
Whitelaw is
wvil‘through
“and through.

Ve/BOOAUITHE 10D SOI0Vd ‘BOUIBY el oYs Jou BIe, uennis, Bl Seuep, ¢

e
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REPORTING OF SUICIDE
Case 8

A woman complained to the Press Complaints Commission that an article contained excessive
detail about a method of suicide in breach of Clause 5 (ii) (Intrusion into grief or shock) of the
Editors' Code of Practice.

The article reported an inquest hearing into the death of a man who had taken his own life by
inhaling helium. The piece noted that the man had bought a ‘blow up balloon kit', which
included ‘helium canisters', and had died after ‘inhaling too much' of the gas. The complainant
said that this method of suicide was uncommon and that, by revealing such excessive detail, the
newspaper was likely to encourage copycat suicides.

The newspaper said it was aware of the Code's requirements on reporting suicide and had sought
to remove detail about the method used in this case, in order to limit the chance of others
copying it. For instance, it had not reported how precisely the gas had been inhaled, or the
quantity that would generally lead to death. In the context of a straightforward inquest report, the
newspaper argued that it would have been improper and misleading not to have revealed the
basic means by which the man had died.
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SOUTHAMPTON: Diabetic was depressed over

Ty Tara ﬁ!ﬁ%@l@

(T ST e

Ay s were e sl
;; Eg gﬁmams s worth
i mamm Mﬂ

wwz

,mpie’to with helinm
bands iy Jarane

¥ kil Spwah 23 that
deant on iz oot where
oo mmch of

e weas found ]
. henedng indaded

M:s«:sm* cailed ‘,in"nhm wiio
Ay anad the diary whieh
had been fecling low
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PAYMENT TO CRIMINALS
Case 9

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

The complainant was the victim of an arson attack on her home for which Christine Chivers —
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 innocent of the crime. The
complainant said that there was overwhelming evidence of 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 glorified or glamorised crime in general.
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make Ghﬂstmg
C®ers guilty?
Here, from
behind hars,
Ghristine, 42,
tells her story

had just dished up
dinner when my
husband Andy
strolled into & ”16
kitchen and said:
You'll never gue S8
0 [ heard from foda v,
He i0ld me 2 name and
1 frowned at him.
Andy went on: ‘She's
moved back o the area
vants to caich up. I'm

g or-a drink with her”
fed d his
foourthen hurried out

U@t &0 f‘@'n e
£ uﬁme love. Vou'd

For Distribution to CPs

et on «eﬂ?ﬂy well.”
1 said: Wre ve never hit
Qﬁ before.

i he invited Eilﬂssv

- and Mﬁ“ﬁbd.

She said to me:
It would be great

?if we could finally

be friends.
1replied: Weﬂ we
FrOWnN-UpS Novw.

When I'd first met her,

20 years before, Shﬂ d had
acrushon Andy and 1
in_ad:z t like Bt in
the following feyw weeks
T welcomed her helpwi
: iy fouy chitdren,
My five-year-old
danghier Ceann
had cystic
fibrosis and
eeded a ot of
carée, Chrissy helped and
bam/sat for mie. She joined
s on a visii to the scuaszde
and came to the pubtoo.

Then one day 1 heard
Andy on the phone to her,
saying: "Waals terrible. T
be right over.”

He mﬂd me: ‘Cm‘é.-ssy
thinks someone’s ouiside
mm howuse spying on her.
'm going to see that

thing’s DK

He went round once,

hen bwice, and soon i
became a regular irip.
Sometimes he didn’t get
homeuntil late.

On Hew Year's Eve we

arty. There was
good music and the drink
Aowed, Inthe early b
once everyone b
Andy and 1 west
bedroom. We i

¢ Chrissy curled up on one
. side of the bed. :
. He said guieily: Let’s not
¢ wake her” :

1 climbed in nexi 1o her
5o 1was in the middie and
Andy slept oo the other
side of .m,;

Next morming i ke up
and sat b@‘ii up pright. 1 was

o longer in the ddﬂe
of the bed. I was on the
edge and Andy was in the

md?e Lying on the other

ide of him was © h"zssy

1 woke Bndy and said:
‘How did this happen?

9 don’t know, he
said. ‘She must have

ipin the m@hk and

m@dbye 0 e,
1 said to Andy:
Fhat are you both

being so secretive
aboul?

P Jommg, he
snapped.

We began to

Ctome?’ 1

o
oo mg note and L lme

it was an nternational
dialhing tone, I hung up
and called Chrissy’s
mobile. That ringtone %
cverseas too.

Suddenty I realised b
stupid T'd been to Trust

Igrabbed: my car key
arm “drove to her place.

er housemate answer
the door.

I said: ‘How long has
beea going on?

She rez)hed 1t's noth
to do with me. Speak to
them yoursell

1 kept calling their

| mobiles. Eventually

Chrissy answered.

‘How could you do &
1 asked.

She laughed.

“Oh, it was casy, she
‘inefi “Vou married ¥

- man [ wanted all those
years 2g0. 1 wanted to
vevenge. b veryth.mﬁ it

fell into place.

1 azid: “What do you
mean by that?’

She said: ‘Dont you
it? Wik re together.

e s e
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Did she torch it?

the crime to save herself from an even longer

il sentence. Read her story and YOU decide

They'd slept with each
other on New Year's Eve —
two months earlier. I
couldn’t bring myself to

ask whether it was at the
party. Now they’d gone fo
Lmsterdam.

I'd been married to Andy
for 22 years, We'd been a
couple for 27 years
I was in a state
of shock.

Then Andy

rang.me.
made a
te e mistake,’

he told me. “It’s you L want
o be with. You and the

children, I'm coming home.

He retiurned to me and §

welcomed him back because :

I loved him. Then he ran
away again with Chrissy,
this time to Benidorm.
He kept ricocheting
between us. When he was
with me she sent him text

messages saying: I love you.

1 didn’t want her
contacting Andy, so I'd

- reply: I hate you. Leave us
alone. I wish you were dead.

Then her letters started

¢ arriving...

Forever, you said. You

¢ won me over, darling. Fd
. give anything to :
heay your voice :

vight now. I'd
selt ey soul to
be in yousr

- arms...

- We were good together

¢ ond others world have

¢ learned to accept that.

To try to cope with my
; feelings for Chrissy, I
wrote down: { hate her.

. I wish she weye dead.

:  ‘She’s trying to ruin my
¢ life, I told my friends.
. ‘She’s pure evil

Then Andy went back to

¢ her. In my emotionally

charged state, [ sent a text

message to both their

phones: I hope you die soo.

- &5 I broke down
sobbing, Lfelt an arm
around me. It belonged to
my 19-year-old son Kyle.
Until then T'd concealed
my feelings from my
children. They loved their
father [ hadn’t wanted
them to fall out with him.

But now I couldn’t help
myself. I wept in front of
my son and said: ‘I wish
Chrissy could feel some
of my pain. Then she

would understand.’

1 imagined Andy and
Chrissy sleeping together
and laughing at me behind
my back.

‘I wish she was dead,’ 1
said. I wish she’d bwrn in
hell. I could set fire to the
bins outside her house.

When [ saw Kyle stare

in hoeror, I muitered: ‘Ch,
no, son. I shouldn't
have told you
those things,”
. The look on his
i face had scared me.

and packed my things.
- Thatevening my
 brotherio-law came
| to collect me and my
qovo younger children
from my home in
, Copse Crescent

© Well then, how much did
: itcost?

Farnborough, Hampshire.
1 waved goodbye to Kyle

and my daughter Tanya,

aged 21. Then we drove

i to his home more than -

100 miles away in Wales.
Early next morning

my mobile rang.

Tt was Andy, shouting:

What?

He said: How much did
vou pay someone to burn
Chrissy’s house dewn?’

E: ¢ % i
yvoure about.”

‘Oh ves you do, he
replied. ‘Someone’s buynt
her house down.'

‘Stop messing around,
Andy; Fsaid, znd hung up.

I phioned Kyle and said:
“Sameone’s burnt Chrissy
house dovwn,

He said: 1 know, Mum..

There was a pause

before he added: My
. friends and 1 did it

I screamed,

He said: Tonly wanted io

“You're going to be in ¢
' much trouble.

start a small fire outsid

© was supposed to scare
¢ but it went up se fasta
: got out of hand. There
{ people upstairs, sc I ba
. on the door fo wake th
. and then we ran off’

1 started sobbing.
Why, Kyle?' I asked

“You said you wantes
to feel the pain you dic

. he told me. ‘I wanted t

scare her)
‘Bat those were just
words, 1 said. 1 would

¢ have acted on them.”

At the time of the
fire Andy and Chrissy
had been stavingina
hotel. The three othet
occupants had been
injured jumping in ter
from windows.

T sorry, Mum,
Kyle said. I thought
you wanted this...”

I said: Ineed time |
think. I'l cali9Bu bac

As i put down the
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phone, someone ~ Kyle has been charged until your plea hearing’ : ren 2nd sai addressed us.
ammered on the ¢ with committing arson with Screaming, 1 was e : Nummy’s not a bad : Kyle was sentenced

he fire. Tt was all my

front door. 1 opened intent to endanger life’ : from thed tewroom, © woman. Ididn'tdo . five and a hall yearsin
it to a team of police 1 was crying. ¢ putin avan znd faken ¢ anything wrong.’ | prison. I got six years.
officers. One said: The officer went on: “We | to prison. : They said: We know. . Andy had tears runi
‘Christine Chivers,  knowyou had something = Inthe nextfew days © While I waited for the ¢ down his face and mot
we are arresting you ; to do with it : Iwas allowed to tak ¢ hearing, my children’s : Pmi sp sorry. 1 love you
on suspicion of © Tdidn’t, I protested. advice. ] was told: Your © visits were all that keptme | Waai can Ido?
committing arson  : Tswearit’ notes and text messages  © going. I covered my cellin AT T could think abs
with intent {o i He showed me a piece describe your feelingsof | their photos and thought ¢ was Kyle. He had see:
endanger life.” ¢ ofpaper. Itwasa scribbled © hate towards Christine . pfthem ceonstantly. . ¢ in a state of seli-desiri
TWhat? Ts2id. T | note, saving:  wish Chrissy | Wishart, and the harm ! Eventually the case ¢ That was why he’d sk

© you wished she would ¢ begawarWinchester

haven't done ¢ were dead...

He asked: Is that your There was time for

suffer. That's evidence . Crown Court

anything.’ : ; :

1 kept saying it as andwriting?” . ofyourmotive for starting | When 1 chmbed into the | guick hug goodbye, i

= pair of handcuffs were . Inodded. ¢ the fire) . dock it was the first time was teken to Send Pri

slapped on my wristsand - Nexthe showed me - Tunderstood that i ¢ that Td seen Kyle since ¢ Woking, Surrey.

‘ led to 2 police car, . records of text messages ~  pleaded guilty, everythinghad  ~  Kyle went io Readi
: ‘ Prison, Berkshire.

ailed back to my - T'd sent to Chrissy. ¢ Pdreceive 2

indaw ‘Look after 1 hope you dig soon. - sentence ol istoodnext . Mow I've begun mj

my children. . The officer said: Tt . beiween four 0 my Son. : sentence and am falka
Kallum, eight, 2nd Ceann © doesn’t look good, does ¢ and s years.  Thecharge - oneday atatime IEr
were siill asleep. it, Christine? ¢ IfITpleaded not of arson with  the visits from my ¢h

1 was taken to the police Then he added: T am ¢ guilty and was intent to endanger life : - Andyis still seeing

was quashed. Instead we ~© Chrissy. He writes o

formally charging you with © couvicted by the ury,
: both faced a charge of . ‘saying that he loves:

station and locked in a cell.
commitiing arson with 1 could go to prison for

Hours passed and I kept

¢ calling out: Thaven't done intent to endanger kfe. 15 years. commiiing arson :
¢ ‘anything. Please let me go.’ ‘Mo way, 1 said. Thad 12 hours o decide ecklessly. ¢ @& Tohe a Breok sives:
Finally 1was interviewed. He continued: You will how to plea. Back in my Asked how he pleaded,  #hat this is Chyistine’s
S persion of evenis and

cell, 1 cried all might. ie replied: ‘Guilwy
The sring day 1 © Then it was my turn.
declared: W view, Like him, 1said: ‘Guilty. ausively ey own. The
o't have any choice { Kylelooked stmeand 70 criticism of gy aL
th plead guilty)  © started crying, : she veceived.
T would remain n prison - Why, Mum?”
untl the courtcase. ¢ murmured,

The officer said: Yoursen  be remanded in custody

decision 1o pleed guil

7

After 2 1 iried to reassure him
visited with Kali but wasn't altowed to talk.

: m As the judge prepared
soing to plead guilty” to pass senténce, |
fum, you didn't do i, glanced atihe public
she said. gallery, 7 was there
I replied: Butthey iS5Y,
think [did Tcan'trisk d Kyle’s hand

15 years in prison) - tightly. We were sobbing.
Tlooked 2t my i Then the judge

=iited by Rachel Williams. E-rmail tal. rachrl@baverco.uk ?ﬁ%%]% g

MOD100039116



For Distribution to CPs

COURT REPORTING ON CASES INVOLVING SEXUAL OFFENCES
Case 11 (Hypothetical

A newspaper reported that a man had been convicted on charges of 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 of 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 of her
husband’s photo. However, any level of doubt was likely to have been removed because the
article also included the following details:

- The gender of the victim

- Her age at the time the abuse began

- The period of 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 aboy. T hey did
not live close to relatives and, in any case, none of their close relatives had children of the same
age as her daughter. In reality, people in the local community would automatically — and
correctly — assume that the victim in the case was the daughter of 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 hearings. 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.
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Case 1
Decision — Breach (complaint upheld)

As it was not possible for the Commission to make a finding of 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 of
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 of a sexual relationship with his
former employer.

The Commission has previously said that failure to contact the subjects of articles before
publication — while not obligatory — may constitute a lack of care under 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 of reply, if they have misled people in another context.

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

There were several reasons why the Commission considered that Mr Burrell’s denial of 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 of
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 of 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 of his comments in the
context of the piece and in light of 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 of reply immediately following publication. The offer to include the denial on
the website, made at the end of 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 of reasons: often there will be no
dispute about the facts, or the information will be innocuous; the volume of 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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Case 2
Decision — No Breach (complaint rejected)

The Commission has made a number of key rulings about the use by newspapers and magazines
of material obtained from social networking sites. This was the first time it had considered a
complaint about the republication of 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 of Twitter. The publicly accessible nature of
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 of 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 noted
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 of Clause 3 (Privacy) of 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.
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Case 3
Decision — Probable breach (complaint resolved)

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 intrusion 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 concemmg Ms Versace Beck’s private life, health or general well-
being (including photographs of 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 pubhc-
domain by Ms Versace Beck or her representatives authonsed by her to do 80.
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Case 4
Decision — No Breach (complaint rejected)

In making this decision the Commission wished to make clear that it took into consideration the
many special circumstances of the case. While the Commission had not received a complaint
from the individuals at the centre of 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 of the potentially competing positions of the
Trust and the patients themselves, who were apparently content for publication to go ahead.

The protection of vulnerable individuals is at the heart of 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 of the Code, and compromise the welfare of
patients, would be the subject of 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 of 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 of the images. However, the
complainant had argued that this consent was insufficient, due to the vulnerable nature of 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 of 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 of a mental health unit 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 of the other factors that tipped the balance in
favour of the newspaper’s decision to publish: the involvement of 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 of the
images, had acted in breach of its own professional standards. At the time of 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 case, the newspaper
had not published the photographs unaltered, but had ensured that the patients’ identities were
not revealed to a wide audience.

In all of these circumstances taken together, the Commission did not consider that the
newspaper’s actions represented a failure to respect the private lives of 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 of 1mportant pubhc
interest.
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Case S
Decision — Breach (complaint upheld)

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 of the close-up photograph certainly related to her welfare.

There may be occasions where the scale and gravity of the circumstances can mean that pictures
of children can be published in the public interest without consent. In the specific circumstances
of this case, the Commission did not consider that there was a sufficient public interest to justify
the publication of 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 of 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 of the child's
grandmother on the subject of her removal from the family’s care. There was a general public
interest in debating the actions of public authorities in the case, to which the article contributed.
In the Commission's view, the pubhcatmn of the child's prevmus name was not intrusive in this
centext. :

The Commission also had to ccmsxder the pubhcatlon of the photograph. Ciause 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 parent or similarly mepmmbie
adult consents”.

The Commission took the view that the photograph, in the context of 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 of 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 of Clause 6 (ii) here.

To justify such a breach, the Editors' Code requires an exceptional public interest to override the
normally paramount interests of 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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Case 7
Decision — Breach (complaint upheld)

The Commission considered that the magazine’s failure to make clear to readers that the
photograph was staged constituted a breach of Clause 1 (Accuracy). But of particular concemn to
the Commission was the fact that, in using the misleading picture near to the first anniversary of
the death, the magazine had also shown a total disregard for the family of the dead woman.
While the Commission normally considers the rules on grief and shock to have greatest
relevance in the immediate aftermath of an incident, the magazine’s cavalier approach in this
instance constituted a clear breach of both the letter and spirit of Clause 5 of the Code. This was
notwithstanding the fact that some of 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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Case 8
Decision — No Breach (complaint rejected)

The Commission has made several rulings under Clause 5 (ii) of the Editors’ Code, which was
introduced in 2006 specifically to deal with concerns about copycat suicides. The key part of this
Clause relates to care being taken to prevent the pubhcatlon of "excessive detail” about suicide
methods. ‘

In this case, even though it was a fairly uncommon method of suicide, the Commission did not
consider that the newspaper had breached the terms of the Code. The newspaper was entitled to
cover the inquest proceedings and to report the basic details of 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 of 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 of 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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Case 9
Decision — Breach (complaint upheld)

Criminals and their associates should not generally profit from 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 of 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 of the complainant, Christine Wishart. It did not point to
any clear evidence of a miscarriage of 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 of 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 under Clause 16 was upheld.
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Case 10
Decision — Breach (complaint upheld)
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 1o 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
abused.

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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~* 16 sections in total:

Accuracy (cause of most complaints);

Privacy (most controversial/complex area);
Newsgathering (Code not just about what is

published)
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* 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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How widely available is the information?
Who uploaded the material?
What settings have been used to protect priva‘cy? ' |

What is the quality of the information (how personal is it;
what is the context)? |

What is the public interest?

How is the material presented?
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MOD100039139




For Distribution to CPs

% :i mxx i mia;
hm in the ease of

« % - thi wng il
‘be further: mm 1w truth,

MOD100039140



For Distribution to CPs

deed b bill e a;
seluor just days bed
thay were suicied,

P

Brrihie
Th

© PRESS COMPLAINTS COMMISSION

B
(O8]
N

MOD100039141



For Distribution to CPs

MOD100039142



PET

For Distribution to CPs

dent the 25
veleased ¢

% L Hwas Dke belng b 2
rroe s

o pots GUL. . Zow Ma S it wrong becaws
bave boon i : : , s the fl] slony

MOD100039143



For Distribution to CPs

sl B e

i

s o, Ha

: tis.
2
W
pta b

e

y
§ w4 o

MOD100039144



9¢1T

For Distribution to CPs

relationship break-up

By Tara ﬁii&&&ﬂ

B HG YRR 2

about s woloht amd evep
come with foneliness aftey
a relationship  brealoup
E&Siimi hxznwﬁ with o blow

Sapwary Theve were

T foy by %%i*%ﬁ.j!i
b i Uoan wxm Marins

paed By
ks f Finnsh
mé halt Teitish, ddied from helinm

i ) :
T T TH A i»«vhw i

PRESS COMPLA i\i”l"% COMMISSION

MOD100039145



For Distribution to CPs

Pill woman telephoned number to say goodbye

Published Date: 24 November 2009

A grandwother fonnd dead in her car on a busy road had taken 2 lethal cockiail of antidepressants and
slvohol, sn inguest heard.

MMargavet Plat was discoverad shimped W her red Pord Fiesta on Westorn Way, Fareliam, by two concerned
passerssby who dialled 999, '

Officers who arrived st the scene at about B.30am on May 1 found all of the car doors were open.

Wiy Piate, 35,
ADVERTISEMENT

of Sandy Lane, Titehfield, had sent o text message Trony her mobile phone to an unknown number ot 00,33am
that morning saving goodbye,

Her tandbag contained pill pacleets for 70 ablets of antidepressant Amitviptyline - bul 63 were missing.

A Portsmouth inguest heard Mrs Piatt had previously saffered from anxivty and depression.

A post morten examination revealed she had taken almost ten times the therapeutic dose of antidepressant
Amitripty- line and wag move than Twice ovey the legal drink-drive il

I s statement Mis Prat's Bamily gaid: 'She wag a well loved and active member of her ocal commmity, Her
passhug was g0 sad and ay enormous shock o us all

Recording a verdict that Mrs Platt took her own life while depressed, Portsmouth and south-sast Hampshive

coroner David Horsley said: 'She had depression problems i the past and it seems most likely that it was coming
to the fore again, even though she kept # hidden from cveryone.”
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* Will Gore — Public Affairs Director
* will.gore@pcc.org.uk
e 020 7831 0022

* wWww.pcc.org.uk
e www.twitter.com/ukpcc
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