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Witness Statement o f Robert Timothy Lord

I  am a lawyer specia lised in  com petition issues in  the UK 
broadcasting and telecommunications sectors and have worked 
on these issues fo r  some twenty years. I  be lieve th a t the 
fac ts  stated in  th is  witness statement are tru e .

On three separate occasions I  have worked fo r  UK companies 
th a t were adversely impacted by the business practices of 
BSkyB. Those organisations considered regu la to ry  
in te rve n tio n  by the UK com petition a u th o rit ie s  to  constra in  
or in ves tig a te  th a t behaviour. In  each case, attempts to  
obtain proper action by those a u th o rit ie s  was fru s tra te d  by 
the re a l or perceived th re a t th a t newspapers co n tro lle d  by 
News Corporation could harm the in te re s ts  o f the in d iv id u a ls  
or businesses seeking the in te rve n tio n  or those responsible 
fo r  carry ing  out the in ve s tig a tio n  or th e ir  p o l i t ic a l  
masters. The r is k  o f adverse p u b lic ity  and in tru s io ns  in to  
privacy was s u f f ic ie n t  to  scare o f f  p o te n tia l claimants and 
to  in fluence those responsible fo r  the in ves tig a tio ns  e ith e r 
d ire c t ly  or in d ire c t ly .

I  be lieve these inc iden ts may be re levant to  Modules 1, 3 
and 4 of Justice  Leveson's in q u iry .

Module 1 -  members o f the pub lic  f e l t  s u f f ic ie n t ly  
threatened and in tim ida ted  by the r is k  th a t News Corporation 
papers would publish p riva te  in fo rm ation about them th a t 
they were u n w illin g  to  ra ise  questions about the business 
practices of BSkyB in  the pay TV market. I  be lieve th a t was 
in  pa rt a function  o f News Corp's papers a b i l i t y  to  obtain 
p riva te  in form ation and publish i t  w ithout penalty about 
which more in fo rm ation has now come to  l ig h t .  This has had 
a s ig n if ic a n t adverse impact on the proper reg u la tio n  of 
broadcasting in  the UK.

Module 3 -  th a t p o li t ic ia n s ,  and more s p e c if ic a lly  members 
of the Government, intervened to  prevent proper 
in ve s tig a tio n  of BSkyB by the com petition a u th o rit ie s  in  the 
b e lie f  th a t th is  would d e liv e r a more favourable e d ito r ia l 
l in e  in  the News Corporation papers on them as in d iv id u a ls  
and on Government p o lic y  more genera lly .

Module 4 Remedies -  th a t these concerns were caused by the 
shared ownership o f newspapers and pay-TV businesses by News 
Corporation. E sse n tia lly  th a t the monopoly p ro f its  earned

Page 2 of 13

MOD300000148



For Distribution to CPs

R o b ert T im othy Lord

by BSkyB from pay TV were protected by the in fluence 
established by the ownership o f newspaper t i t l e s .  This is  
p a r t ic u la r ly  the case because the p r o f i t a b i l i t y  o f pay TV 
businesses is  s trong ly  impacted by the extent o f government 
regu la tion  they face and the degree of com petition. The 
re levant remedy would be re s tr ic t io n s  on the co n tro l o f 
newspapers and ownership o f other businesses such as pay TV.

7. I  set out below the three cases in  which Murdoch's in fluence 
over the broadcasting industry  was f e l t  as a re s u lt  o f h is 
co n tro l o f newspapers.

8. Videotron Corporation L im ited . I  was in-house counsel from 
1993 fo r  three years. Videotron was the licensed cable 
operator fo r  franchises covering two th ird s  of London and 
fo r  Southampton. Cable systems covering the UK had been 
licensed under the Cable and Broadcasting Act 1984 and were 
mainly owned by North American cable and telecommunications 
companies such as NYNEX and Telewest. V ideotron 's parent 
was a Canadian cable te le v is io n  company. As V ideotron 's 
business was located in  London I  played a co -o rd ina ting  ro le  
w ith  the other UK cable companies and the Cable 
Communications Association which was the trade body th a t 
represented th e ir  in te re s ts .

9. B u ild ing  a na tiona l cable in fra s tru c tu re  was a key na tiona l 
p ro je c t to  d e liv e r f ib re  access to  UK homes. Each cable 
company had a b u ild  o b lig a tio n  to  meet which required homes 
to  be b u i l t  past by ce rta in  dates.

10. UK cable companies had two lin e s  o f business -  pay 
te le v is io n  and fixe d  lo ca l telephony. The business was 
h igh ly  c a p ita l in tens ive  as i t  required digging up the 
s tre e t to  in s ta l l  the necessary f ib re  in fra s tru c tu re .
During th is  b u ild  phase they were s ig n if ic a n t ly  cash flow  
negative and faced com petition from established incumbents. 
In  pay TV th is  was BSkyB and in  lo ca l telephony, BT.

11. I  was responsible fo r  V ideotron 's re la tio n s h ip  w ith  O fte l 
and w ith  BT which was both a key supp lie r and our competitor 
in  lo ca l telephony. We f i le d  a number o f complaints about 
BT w ith  O fte l (predecessor to  Ofcom). Despite BT' s size and 
considerable p o l i t ic a l  in fluence a t no stage was i t  
suggested th a t the cable industry  would do anything other 
than f ig h t  i t s  corner in  re la t io n  to  com petition issues.
One of these issues was the a v a i la b i l i ty  o f number 
p o r ta b i l i ty  which was resolved by the Monopolies and Mergers
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Commission in  favour o f the cable companies in  November 1995 
despite BT's vociferous opposition.

12. The cable industry  also had com petition concerns w ith  BSkyB 
which co n tro lle d  the r ig h ts  fo r  premium sport and movie 
programming in  the UK. Cable operators had to  buy th is  
programming from BSkyB which was also th e ir  com petitor. In  
summary, the question arose as to  whether the terms on which 
BSkyB was making premium programming ava ilab le  to  the cable 
industry  was intended to  exclude them from the market and 
was an abuse o f market dominance p ro h ib ite d  by EC Law. I  
note th a t th is  question continues to  be the source of 
l i t ig a t io n  and regu la to ry  sc ru tin y  some f if te e n  or more 
years la te r  and has yet to  be f in a l ly  resolved.

13. On behalf o f the Cable Communications Association I  prepared 
w ith  exte rna l counsel a complaint to  the EC Competition 
D irecto ra te  about BSkyB's terms of supply fo r  i t s  premium 
sports and movie channels which was submitted to  the 
Commission in  d ra f t .  A meeting of the Cable Communications 
Association was ca lled  to  decide whether to  submit the 
complaint in  f in a l  form. I  d id  not attend th a t meeting but 
was to ld  by our General Counsel, Bradley Herrmann, th a t a 
number o f the p a rtic ip a n ts , senior executives from the cable 
in du s try , were "too scared" o f Murdoch and h is newspapers to  
submit the complaint fo rm a lly .

14. No concession was reached w ith  BSkyB but the EC complaint 
was not pursued by the CCA. The decision struck me as odd 
as the in d iv id u a ls  involved would have represented 
organisations th a t were also powerful, such as NYNEX, 
Telewest, B e ll Cable Media, Comcast and General Cable and 
soph istica ted about a n t i- t ru s t  issues.

15. At no po in t were the cable industry  "too scared" o f BT - 
also a key supp lie r.

16. In  add ition  to  other fac to rs  the ongoing fa ilu re  to  address 
the issue of premium channel p r ic in g  has had a serious 
impact on the UK cable in du s try . Losses were s ig n if ic a n t and 
a l l  the companies consolidated. From a pub lic  p o lic y  po in t 
o f view the companies d id  not meet th e ir  b u ild  ob liga tions  
to  cover some 90% of the UK w ith  a f ib re  o p tic  network - 
cable coverage today is  around 50% o f UK homes and i t  is  
u n lik e ly  to  increase s ig n if ic a n t ly  beyond th is .
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17. BBC. I  was h ired  by the BBC and worked th e ir  as a senior 
p o lic y  adviser from 1995 to  1997. The BBC were keen to  h ire  
me because o f my experience of pay and multichannel TV in  
the UK which was beginning to  be s ig n if ic a n t to  the free to  
a ir  and pub lic  service broadcasters.

18. Around February 1996 I  was asked to  prepare a submission 
from the BBC to  the O ffice  o f F a ir Trading on BSkyB's market 
p o s itio n . The OFT was considering a reference to  the 
Competition Commission o f BSkyB's businesses. My f i r s t  
d ra ft  contained references to  an e a r lie r  Competition 
Commission repo rt th a t had found th a t BSkyB was dominant in  
the p rov is ion  of pay sports and movie channels in  the UK. I t  
expressed concern th a t the BBC and licence fee payers could 
be adversely impacted by a commercial p layer w ith  market 
power in  DTH d is tr ib u t io n  -  a d is tr ib u t io n  mechanism th a t 
the BBC may have to  adopt to  maintain i t s  un iversa l 
coverage.

19. P a tr ic ia  Hodgson, then the secretary to  the BBC Governors 
having read the d ra ft  came to  see me. She said the document 
could not be submitted to  the OFT because "Rupert Murdoch 
con tro ls  enough newspapers to  get the DG f ir e d . "  I  remember 
th is  very c le a r ly . I  was shocked by what she said.

20. I  pointed out th a t the submission to  the OFT would be 
c o n fid e n tia l but she thought th is  was ir re le v a n t. I  
remember being surprised th a t someone of th is  s e n io r ity  
would be so in tim ida ted  by the r is k  o f adverse coverage. 
S p e c if ic a lly  th a t she linked  what the BBC might say in  a 
c o n fid e n tia l response to  the OFT to  what would appear in  
Murdoch's papers about the D irec to r General. I  attach a 
note I  made some days la te r  w ith  my advice on how the 
meeting w ith  the OFT should be handled which confirms the 
outcome of the discussion i .e .  the BBC made no com petition 
arguments in  w r it in g  to  the OFT.

21. In  December 1996 the D irec to r General o f F a ir Trading 
decided not to  re fe r BSkyB to  the MMC p re fe rr in g  instead to  
accept in form al undertakings from BSkyB. "The D ire c to r- 
General's Review o f BSkyB's P os ition  in  the Wholesale Pay TV 
Market, December 1996"

22. The BBC has spent many m u ltip le  m illio n s  o f pounds o f the 
licence fee to  pay fo r  the carriage of i t s  channels on DTH 
and fo r  e le c tro n ic  programme guide p o s itio n in g  in  pa rt
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because of the lack of com petition in  pay TV. In  2000 I  
ca lcu la ted th a t the BBC was paying BSkyB £21.60 per year fo r  
each BSkyB subscriber fo r  con d ition a l access services (6 BBC 
channels a t 30p/channel/month) i . e .  20% of the licence fee 
fo r  those homes.

23. ITV D ig i ta l . I  was head of regu la to ry  a f fa irs  fo r  ITV 
D ig ita l p ic  from 2000 to  2002. I  also continued to  work 
w ith  the liq u id a to r  o f ITV D ig ita l u n t i l  2004.

24. ITV D ig ita l was formed as a jo in  venture in  January 1997 
w ith  C arlton, Granada and BSkyB to  o ffe r  pay te le v is io n  
n a tio n a lly  using d ig i ta l  te r r e s t r ia l  technology as opposed 
to  s a te l l i te  and cable d is tr ib u t io n .  DTT was an important 
na tiona l p ro je c t as i t s  na tiona l coverage would eventually 
a llow  the switch o f f  o f analogue te le v is io n  broadcasting 
re leasing valuable rad io  spectrum fo r  other uses. A l l  the 
pub lic  service broadcasters had th e ir  own capacity to  o ffe r  
th e ir  channels d ire c t ly  to  the pub lic  in  a d d itio n a l to  ITV 
D ig ita l 's  pay TV service.

25. The jo in t  venture o r ig in a lly  included BSkyB u n t i l  the 
European Commission forced BSkyB out o f the jo in t  venture 
fo r  com petition reasons in  June 1997. A "d ivorce" agreement 
was ra p id ly  negotiated and ITV D ig ita l then sought to  
es tab lish  i t s  service in  com petition to  BSkyB.

26. ITV D ig ita l launched in  November 1998 (under the brand 
O N D igita l). ITV D ig ita l ind ica ted  th a t i t  was not prepared 
to  use BSkyB's con d ition a l access system provided by NDS, a 
News Corp subsid ia ry, and from th a t po in t in  BSkyB took a 
aggressive a tt itu d e  to  the new com petitor.

27. This lead to  a range o f com petition complaints to  both the 
UK and the EC a u th o rit ie s  which I  was involved w ith  or 
managed. In  the o f f ic e ,  BSkyB's stra tegy towards ITV 
D ig ita l was known as "death by a thousand cu ts ".

28. The main UK com petition complaint re la ted  to  the p r ic in g  and 
other terms on which BSkyB provided ce rta in  premium pay TV 
channels to  ITV D ig ita l.  The case alleged an abuse of 
dominant p o s itio n  by imposing a margin squeeze on ITV 
D ig ita l such th a t an e f f ic ie n t  competitor would be forced 
out o f business i f  i t  paid the prices imposed by BSkyB fo r 
key content.

29. The OFT began i t s  in ve s tig a tio n  on 11 January 2000. I t  took 
nearly two years fo r  a p re lim ina ry  infringem ent decision in
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December 2001 and another year fo r  the f in a l  non­
infringem ent decision in  December 2002 -  some nine months 
a fte r  ITV D ig ita l had ceased tra d in g . Throughout th is  time 
we pointed out th a t the delay in  reaching a conclusion 
risked making the in ve s tig a tio n  po in tle ss . Throughout the 
process both myself and our pro fessiona l advisers found i t  
d i f f i c u l t  to  understand why the process was tak ing  so long 
or why the OFT were so u n w illin g  to  in ves tiga te  e ffe c t iv e ly .

30. There were also a number o f other issues inc lud ing  ( th is  is  
only a p a r t ia l l i s t ) : -

30 .1 . channel holdbacks, BSkyB had agreed w ith  a number of 
channel providers th a t they would not o f fe r  th e ir  
services to  ITV D ig ita l -  Disney, Discovery, MTV,
L iv in g , Paramount, The Box, and Nickelodeon, the OFT 
refused to  act on th is  and th is  went to  the European 
Commission.

30 .2 . terms fo r  access to  the DTH p la tfo rm  fo r  ITV's own 
sports channel, re fe rred  to  Oftel/Ofcom

30.3 . cross promotion of the DTH services in  the sports and 
movie programming provided by BSkyB, complaint to  the 
ITC

30.4. BSkyB's re fu sa l to  carry  adve rtis ing  fo r  ITV Sport, 
re fe rred  to  the ITC

30.5. the perm itted maximum power le ve l o f d ig i ta l  te r r e s t r ia l  
transm issions, an issue fo r  the ITC.

31. The only complaint th a t was a c tu a lly  resolved was th a t 
handled by the European Commission on channel holdbacks.
A l l  the other issues were w ith  UK regu la tors who made no 
re levant decision on any o f these matters u n t i l  a fte r  ITV 
D ig ita l went out o f business. No ju s t i f ic a t io n  fo r  the 
delays were ever given, a t le a s t, on the record.

32. A number o f unusual th ings occurred as we pursued the margin 
squeeze case w ith  the OFT.

33. We in s tru c ted  S ir Jeremy Lever QC, a com petition law s i lk ,  
to  advise. At our conference w ith  him on 6 September 2000 
he said th a t as th is  case was against a Murdoch business we 
would be w e ll advised to  assess i f  anyone at the OFT or 
other regu la tors could be subject to  a blackmail th re a t. He 
thought th a t i f  anyone had any issue they wanted to  keep
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p r iv a te  then we cou ld  no t r e ly  on them g iv in g  us a f a i r  
hea ring  -  as Murdoch's papers would th re a te n  to  in tru d e  on 
t h e i r  p r iv a te  l iv e s .  We d id n ' t  pursue th is  concern bu t i t  
is  the  o n ly  tim e  in  tw en ty  years th a t  I  have re ce ive d  advice 
o f t h is  k in d . Given what we now know about jo u rn a lis m  a t 
News C o rp o ra tio n s ' papers i t  is  perhaps more re le v a n t.

34. On 26 March 2001 we had a m eeting w ith  the  European 
Commission to  express concern over the  tim e  the  OFT was 
ta k in g  to  in v e s t ig a te  the  m argin squeeze case and reach a 
c o n c lu s io n . The EU case o f f ic e r ,  Kevin Coates, sa id  we were 
w asting  our tim e  b r in g in g  a case a g a in s t Murdoch in  the  UK 
because o f the  c lose  a s s o c ia tio n s  between the  UK government 
and Murdoch. He sa id  the  ru le  o f law does no t app ly  to  
Murdoch in  the  UK. I  remember him saying th a t  the  EC has a 
l i s t  o f  c o u n tr ie s  in  which the  re la t io n s h ip  between the  
government and the  media had an adverse im pact on democracy 
and the  ru le  o f law . I t a ly  was on l i s t  and the  UK was 
number two. He a lso  suggested th a t  the  s i tu a t io n  in  the  UK 
was a rguab ly  worse than I t a ly  because a t le a s t in  I t a ly  i t  
was obvious what was go ing on.

35. Some months a f te r  ITV D ig i t a l  c losed in  A p r i l  2002 I  was 
approached by M ic h e lle  C h ilds  who was a member o f the  
A dv iso ry  Panel to  the  D ire c to r  General o f the  O ff ic e  o f F a ir  
T rad ing . She a lso  worked fo r  the  Consumer's A s s o c ia tio n . I  
was o r ig in a l ly  in tro d u ce d  to  her th rough a f r ie n d .

36. On the  5 September 2002 she to ld  me over an " o f f  the  re co rd " 
lunch th a t  the  OFT had been prevented from p ro p e r ly  
in v e s t ig a t in g  BSkyB by the  Government. She apo log ised  th a t  
e f f e c t iv e ly  we had been w asting  our tim e  by seeking 
re g u la to ry  in te rv e n t io n  by the  OFT fo r  th re e  y e a rs . She 
sa id  John V icke rs  had ru le d  h im s e lf ou t o f any invo lvem ent 
a t the  beg inn ing  because o f h is  p rev ious  comments on BSkyB's 
market power. Then the  issue  had been passed to  a f a i r l y  
ju n io r  o f f i c i a l  (Mark B e th e ll)  and was g iven  no fu r th e r  
support by the  o f f ic e .  BSkyB's lawyers had found i t  an easy 
ta sk  to  de lay  the  process in  those circum stances and 
e s s e n t ia l ly  the  OFT and the  Government had been happy w ith  
th a t .  She to o  was d isa p p o in te d  bu t was c le a r  th a t  i t  was 
na ive  o f me to  expect an y th ing  e lse  g iven  Murdoch's d ir e c t  
and re a l in f lu e n c e  over the  government a t the  h ig h e s t 
le v e ls .

37. I  e x h ib i t  a copy o f a speech g iven  by S tu a rt P rebb le , CEO o f 
ITV D ig i t a l  in  which he d iscusses what caused the  f a i lu r e  o f
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the  business -  key to  th a t  f a i lu r e  in  h is  v iew  was the  OFT's 
de layed in v e s t ig a t io n .

38. The OFT's f in a l  d e c is io n  in  December 2002 (p ub lishe d  in  the  
week between Christm as and the  New Year) d id  f in d  a margin 
squeeze though i t  decided i t  was to o  sm a ll to  a c t upon -  in  
d ir e c t  c o n tra d ic t io n  to  what we had been to ld  d u rin g  the  
in v e s t ig a t io n  by the  case o f f ic e r .  The OFT had a lso  re fused  
to  run a " c e n tra l case" fo r  the  c a lc u la t io n  and had 
b a s ic a lly  g iven  BSkyB the  b e n e f it  o f the  doubt a t every 
s ta g e .

39. Throughout the  process I  was in v o lv e d  in  b r ie f in g  MPs about 
ITV D ig i t a l 's  business (see e a r ly  day m otion o f L inda G ilro y  
MP in  whose c o n s titu e n c y  an ITV d ig i t a l  c a l l  ce n tre  was 
lo ca te d ) and the  c o m p e titio n  co m p la in t. Many MPs re fused  to  
meet w ith  us as they  d id  no t want to  be seen ta lk in g  about 
the  Murdoch issue  -  a lso  I  b e lie v e  because o f the  fe a r o f 
the  Murdoch p ress . Those who were prepared to  speak w ith  us 
l e f t  us in  no doubt about Murdoch's in f lu e n c e  a t the  h ig h e s t 
le v e ls  th rough the  leverage o f the  papers. They sa id  they  
would l ik e  to  he lp  us bu t were e ith e r  to o  scared to  do so o r 
th a t  they  were no t p e rm itte d  to  do so by the  p a r ty  w h ips .

40. I  a lso  a tta c h  exce rp ts  from  Lance P r ic e 's  Book, "Where Power 
L ie s "  and The Jou rna ls  o f Woodrow W yatt Volume 3. The 
exce rp ts  suggest th a t  Murdoch lo b b ie d  the  government on h is  
pay TV businesses and th a t  B la i r  reached some s o r t  o f 
understand ing  w ith  Murdoch to  l e t  h is  pay TV business 
opera te  w ith o u t in te r fe re n c e  in  exchange fo r  more favo u ra b le  
coverage o f him and the  Labour p a r ty .  The "w ith o u t 
in te r fe re n c e "  appears to  have extended to  no t be ing p ro p e r ly  
in v e s tig a te d  by the  OFT and o th e r re g u la to rs  in  the  UK.

41. I  b e lie v e  th a t  i t  was im p o rta n t to  Murdoch's pay TV 
businesses th a t  the  papers he c o n tro lle d  were ab le  to  
in tru d e  in to  p e o p le 's  p r iv a te  l iv e s ,  in t im id a te  them and go 
unpunished p re c is e ly  because th is  sus ta ined  a c u ltu re  o f 
fe a r amongst p o l i t ic ia n s  and re g u la to rs . Th is in  tu rn  meant 
th a t  h is  pay TV in te re s ts  were never p ro p e r ly  re g u la te d  and 
BSkyB's p r o f i t s  were and remain unconstra ined  by co m p e titio n  
o r re g u la t io n . A rev iew  o f media ownership ru le s  cou ld  
u s e fu l ly  con s ide r the  r is k  o f newspaper p ro p r ie to rs  us ing  
e d i t o r ia l  c o n tro l to  in f lu e n c e  p o l i t ic ia n s  in  p ro te c t in g  o r 
fa v o u rin g  t h e i r  o th e r business in te re s ts .  In  my v iew  th is  
r is k  p rov ides  a s tro ng  argument th a t  such co-ow nership 
should no t be p e rm itte d .
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42. A d d it io n a l p o in ts . As a r e s u lt  o f  my invo lvem ent in  the  ITV 
l i t i g a t io n  I  was con tac ted  by a number o f people who passed 
in fo rm a tio n  to  me about Murdoch's re la t io n s h ip  w ith  the  
Government and p a r t ic u la r ly  B la i r  over a number o f y e a rs . I  
do no t have d ir e c t  knowledge o f what was to ld  me bu t the  
in q u ir y  may want to  in v e s t ig a te  fu r th e r  because, i f  t ru e ,  
the  a lle g a t io n s  may be re le v a n t to  i t s  d e lib e ra t io n s .

43,

44. In  28 January 2003 the  Sun p u b lishe d  in fo rm a tio n  from  the  
H utton Report in to  the  death o f David K e lly  24 hours in  
advance o f the  re p o r t 's  re le ase  to  the  p u b lic  and the  p ress . 
T revor Kavanagh, the  Sun's p o l i t i c a l  e d i to r ,  c la im ed th a t  
t h is  was a jo u r n a l is t ic  scoop. A t the  tim e  I  to ld  a number 
o f my fr ie n d s  th a t  i t  was, in  my v iew , a deeply immoral (and
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i l l e g a l )  a c t to  use a breach o f con fidence in  the  re p o r t  in  
to  a man's s u ic id e  to  s e l l  more newspapers. As a r e s u lt  o f 
my say ing th is  I  was con tac ted  by a co lleague  who sa id  he 
had been con tac ted  by someone a t Number 10. My co lleague  
re p o rte d  to  me th a t  the  H utton Report had been leaked by 
P ete r Mandelson to  T revor Kavanagh and th a t  Mandelson had 
access because he had a p re -p u b lic a t io n  copy o f the  re p o r t 
g iven  to  o f f i c i a l s  a t Number 10. I  re p o rte d  th is  
in fo rm a tio n  to  the  s o l i c i t o r  runn ing  the  le a k  in v e s t ig a t io n  
a few days la t e r .  The leak  in v e s t ig a t io n  however fa i le d  to  
f in d  the  source o f the  le a k .

45. The i l l e g a l  d is c lo s u re  o f the  H utton re p o r t  a llow ed the
Murdoch press and Sky News to  increase  the  p ressure  on the  
BBC le a d in g  e v e n tu a lly  to  the  re s ig n a t io n  o f the  D ire c to r -  
General -  thus fu r th e r  in t im id a t in g  the  BBC. I t  has always 
s tru c k  me as odd th a t  the  breach o f con fidence by News Corp 
papers was no t p ro p e r ly  in v e s tig a te d  by, fo r  example 
re q u ir in g  T revor Kavanagh to  name h is  source o r face 
contempt p roceed ings. No p o s s ib le  p u b lic  b e n e f it  cou ld  be 
sa id  to  a r is e  from the  access g iven  to  the  re p o r t  to  
Murdoch's papers 24 hours in  advance o f i t s  genera l 
p u b lic a t io n .

Statement o f T ru th

I  b e lie v e  the  fa c ts  s ta te d  in  t h is  w itness  sta tem ent are tru e . 

Signed

Date 23 A p r i l  2012

Page 11 of 13

MOD300000157



For Distribution to CPs

Robert Timothy Lord

Annexes 

BBC Note 

P rebble Speech

Excerp ts from  Woodrow W yatt Jou rna ls  -  Volume 3 

Excerp ts from  Lance P ric e  -  Where Power L ies

BBC Radio Programme from  2007 on re la t io n s h ip  between B la i r  and 
Murdoch and the  Europe Issue

Press C u tt in g  on Tony B la i r 's  u - tu rn  on the  European referendum
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