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INTHE MATTER OF THE LEVESON INQGLUHRY,

AN INGUIRY UNDER THE INQUIRIER a477 208

FURTHER WITHNESS STATEMENT OF JOHN YATES

Further to my witness statemanyt of 22% february 2012 and my appearasee o the Ingudry on
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S Cireat Portland Sire
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Lomsdon WIW SLES will sav the Bdlowing- ' ‘
Y 3L o FARF Ty . , ?:iv"’{"‘"“"‘& .

Pwwish o clarify certain aspecis of Mr Quick’s evidence 1o the Leveson Inguiry mn 7 Margh 20020 1t B no

March 2012, L John Yates, oo Fioors Stophens Innocent L1001

P

ray intention o addvess svery nsccuracy and | undersiand that some areas of the evidence may well
nost b relevant to the Inquiny’s Terms of Seference. However, where his evidense divestly inydingss on
ndagrivy, and | heve nod tegd e opporiunity o covpnent then | consider 1 apprapriate to sulwei
sefdmnes i rebuttal The inguiry, 8§ 1 b thought relevent, can also be provided with & number of
contesyuranecus documents that celate to sxchanges of sorrespondencs be 3 the two of us whers

SLHES WETe raisnd,

Vwas pastioutarty concerned (o hear 8y Qulck’s scoount by which ne stated that Dwas rdustant to gasgd
& poderdiat leak inouiry regarding the ao-called ‘Cash for Honours” rnvestigation. This has bsen reporied
proeninently iy varions media outiets 33 o refuss! by mie 0 hand over miy phone reeards. The way thig
thiv cams over In ewidencs ~ and was subsaguantly reporisd ~ suggested that | bad in some way

pravented or tdstvigted bis proper enguivies indo the facts,
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Thes s & very serfous avdd damaging allegation and 15 not trug, The fants are as follows: the phone did not
baiong to me and was the property of the MRS Had M Qick, o anyoms with lawial grounds, needed
i examine my phong records then of courss they could and shoueld have done sol it was confirmed iwy
W Clulek i his evidence 1o the Inguiry thiat he found no evidence to aupport any allegation that either §

oy sy rnenders of o tear wers responsitde for gay leaks,

Furthermare, the verbel exchange he reporiad in his evidence did el take ploce. | weouid never use 2
phwase such ag "arn very well conmectsdl” This i simply not something Deould say. Hwould b gratefud

i this could be made clear 1o prevent further rapstition of these damaging allegations,

i belisve thet the facts sivted in thiy witness stetement are frue,
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