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PR ESS C O M PLA IN TS C O M M ISSIO N

T he M inutes o f  the 171®* Ordinary M eeting o f  
T he Press Com plaints C om m ission  L im ited  held  at 

H alton H ouse, 20 /23  H olbom , London EC IN  2JD  on
W ednesday 2”  ̂June 2010

Present: B aroness B uscom b e
M atti A lderson  
John H om e Robertson  
A nthony L ongden  
John M cL ellan  
Ian N ich o l 
Esther Roberton  
E ve Salom on  
Sim on Sapper 
Ian W alden  
Tina W eaver  
Peter W right

Chairman

In attendance: Stephen A b ell D irector

A p o log ies

A p o log ies w ere received  from  Sim on  R eynolds, John W aine, Julie Spence, Ian 
M acG regor and L indsay N ich olson .

T he fo llo w in g  m em bers o f  the secretariat attended the m eeting as observers: 
E lizabeth  C obbe, Jonathan Collett, Charlotte Dew ar, W ill Gore, B eck y H ales, 
L isi K e, Scott Langham , Catherine Speller and Stephen W heeler. A lison  
H astings, consultant to  the PCC, a lso  attended the m eeting as an observer.

M inutes

T he m inutes o f  the m eeting h eld  on 21®* A pril w ere approved as a correct 
record o f  the m eeting and for publication.
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3. M atters arising:

(i) C om plaint N o s. 0 9 -5 8 9 7 /0 9 -5 8 9 8  A  W om an v  P aisley  D aily  
E xpress/T he G azette. R enfrew shire

T he C om m ission  had d iscussed  this case at its m eeting in  April but had 
not had su ffic ien t inform ation to  m ake a ruling. T he secretariat 
subsequently obtained additional inform ation from  the Judicial O ffice  
for Scotland, w hich  w as presented to  C om m issioners.

F o llow in g  further d iscussion , the C om m ission  concluded  that there w as 
no breach o f  the E ditors’ C ode o f  Practice in  this case. A s such, the 
com plaint w as not upheld;

P a i s l e y  D a i l y  E x p r e s s

A woman complained to the Press Complaints Commission that a court 
report of October 2009, published in the Paisley Daily Express, had 
included her name and home address in breach of Clause 3 (Privacy) of 
the Editors’ Code of Practice.
The complaint was not upheld.
The article was a brief court report which stated that a man had 
appeared in Paisley Sheriff Court on petition charged with assaulting 
and threatening to kill the complainant. The article named the 
complainant. The coverage also reported the address of the defendant 
which, in addition to being where the alleged offence took place, was 
also the complainant’s home. The complainant said that the court 
hearing was held in private and that her personal details and the 
specific charges against the defendant were not stated aloud in court.
The newspaper said that the article was an accurate account of the 
court proceedings based on information from a reliable court source. 
While he was not present in court, the reporter had been given sight of 
the petition document by an officer of the court and had copied the 
details of the case onto his laptop. There was no court order in place 
preventing the publication of the details. Nonetheless, the newspaper 
said that it would not name the complainant in any future reporting of 
the case.
Adjudication
The Commission supports the principle that newspapers are generally 
entitled to report details that emerge in court cases, including the 
names and addresses of the parties involved. This is because it is
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important that the workings of the judicial system should be open and 
scrutinised.
However, the article under complaint related to a hearing that had 
been held in private. The question for the Commission was whether 
the publication of material in such circumstances was an intrusion into 
the complainant’s private life.
The Commission sought advice from the Judicial Office for Scotland 
about the procedural position for such hearings. It informed the 
Commission that, in general, when a person appears on petition 
charged with an offence, the court is cleared and the hearing is held in 
private. However, it also confirmed that the media were entitled to 
receive the basic information relating to such a case: the name and 
age of the accused; brief details of the charge; the locus of the offence; 
and the name of the victim. These details would be available to the 
press should they request them, for example, from the Procurator 
Fiscal.
The newspaper appeared to have received the information from a 
source other than the Procurator Fiscal, but had only received - and 
published - the basic information that would have been available 
through official channels. On that basis, and bearing in mind that 
further information about the case was likely to be revealed at later 
stages of the prosecution, the Commission could not conclude that the 
publication of the article constituted an intrusion into the 
complainant’s privacy in breach of Clause 3. Given the complainant’s 
concerns, however, the Commission welcomed the undertaking from 
the newspaper not to identify her in any future reporting.
The complaint was not upheld.
T h e  G a z e t t e

A woman complained to the Press Complaints Commission that a court 
report of October 2009, published in The Gazette (Renfrewshire), had 
included her name and home address in breach of Clause 3 (Privacy) 
of the Editors’ Code of Practice.
The complaint was not upheld.

The article was a brief court report which stated that a man had 
appeared in Paisley Sheriff Court on petition charged with assaulting 
and threatening to kill the complainant. The article named the
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complainant. The coverage also reported the address of the defendant 
which, in addition to being where the alleged offence took place, was 
also the complainant’s home. The complainant said that the court 
hearing was held in private and that her personal details and the 
specific charges against the defendant were not stated aloud in court.
The newspaper said that the article was an accurate account of the 
court proceedings based on information from a reliable court source. 
While he was not present in court, the reporter had been given sight of 
the petition document by an officer of the court and had copied the 
details of the case onto his laptop. There was no court order in place 
preventing the publication of the details. Nonetheless, the newspaper 
was willing to exercise editorial discretion and not name the 
complainant in any future reporting of the case.
Adjudication
The Commission supports the principle that newspapers are generally 
entitled to report details that emerge in court cases, including the 
names and addresses of the parties involved. This is because it is 
important that the workings of the judicial system should be open and 
scrutinised.
However, the article under complaint related to a hearing that had 
been held in private. The question for the Commission was whether 
the publication of material in such circumstances was an intrusion into 
the complainant’s private life.
The Commission sought advice from the Judicial Office for Scotland 
about the procedural position for such hearings. It informed the 
Commission that, in general, when a person appears on petition 
charged with an offence, the court is cleared and the hearing is held in 
private. However, it also confirmed that the media were entitled to 
receive the basic information relating to such a case: the name and 
age of the accused; brief details of the charge; the locus of the offence; 
and the name of the victim. These details would be available to the 
press should they request them, for example, from the Procurator 
Fiscal.
The newspaper appeared to have received the information from a 
source other than the Procurator Fiscal, but had only received - and 
published - the basic information that would have been available 
through official channels. On that basis, and bearing in mind that 
further information about the case was likely to be revealed at later 
stages of the prosecution, the Commission could not conclude that the 
publication of the article constituted an intrusion into the 
complainant’s privacy in breach of Clause 3. Given the complainant’s
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concerns, however, the Commission welcomed the undertaking from 
the newspaper not to identify her in any future reporting.

The complaint was not upheld.

4. Complaints

(i) Complaint No. 10-1125 Mills v The Mail on Sunday

Peter Wright left the room and took no part in the discussion of this 
complaint.

After discussion, Commissioners decided not to uphold Ms Mills’ 
complaint and agreed the following wording for the adjudication;

Ms Heather Mills complained to the Press Complaints Commission 
through her representative, David Law, that an article published in The 
Mail on Sunday on March 2010, headlined 'The 100 British 
celebrities who really matter’, was inaccurate in breach of Clause 1 
(Accuracy) of the Editors’ Code of Practice.

The complaint was not upheld.

The article was a celebrity top-100 list, compiled by Piers Morgan, with 
a short piece about each individual featured. Heather Mills appeared in 
the list at number 100 and was the subject of considerable criticism by 
Mr Morgan, who described how he felt “eternal shame” at having 
“introduced [Ms Mills] to Paul [McCartney]”, her former husband.

Ms Mills said that this claim, which had been made on numerous 
occasions over the years, was incorrect. In fact. Sir Paul had seen his 
future wife speak at the Daily Mirror Pride of Britain Awards and had 
contacted her afterwards. They had not met during the event itself, let 
alone been physically introduced by Piers Morgan.

Ms Mills also said the piece was inaccurate in stating that she was the 
writer of “nothing but bleating letters of complaint to newspapers and 
divorce lawyers” (which, claimed Mr Morgan, was in contrast to Sir 
Paul McCartney, “the brilliantly talented writer of Yesterday and Hey 
Jude ”). She had, in fact, “written at least three books and is currently 
working on another”.

The newspaper said that, in 1999, Mr Morgan -  who was then editor of 
the Daily Mirror -  had invited both Heather Mills and Sir Paul 
McCartney to his newspaper’s Pride of Britain Awards. During the
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e v e n t, a t  w h ic h  M s  M il l s  m a d e  a  s p e e c h ,  S i r  P a u l  a n d  M r  M o r g a n  h a d  
b e e n  s e a t e d  n e x t  to  o n e  a n o th e r . M r  M o r g a n  t o l d  S i r  P a u l  a l l  a b o u t  M s  
M il l s  a n d  w h y  h e  h a d  in v i te d  h e r  to  th e  a w a r d s .

M r  M o r g a n ’s  r e c o l le c t io n  w a s  th a t  h e  h a d  p h y s i c a l l y  in tr o d u c e d  th e  
p a i r  to  o n e  a n o th e r  a s  g u e s ts  m in g le d  a f t e r  th e  a w a r d s  c e r e m o n y . B u t, 
in  a n y  c a s e , i t  w a s  n o t  in  d is p u te  th a t, a t  M r  M o r g a n ’s  s p e c i f ic  
s u g g e s t io n .  S i r  P a u l  c a l l e d  H e a th e r  M i l l s  a f t e r  th e  e v e n t  a n d  o f f e r e d  to  
m a k e  a  s u b s ta n t ia l  d o n a t io n  to  h e r  c h a r i ty .  T h e  c o u p le  b e g a n  d a t in g  
s o o n  a f te r w a r d s  a n d  i t  c o u ld  n o t  b e  d o u b te d  th a t  M r  M o r g a n  w a s  th e  
c o n d u i t  f o r  th e i r  g e t t in g  to g e th e r .

T h e  n e w s p a p e r  n o te d  th a t  P ie r s  M o r g a n  h a d  m a d e  th e  d i s p u te d  c la im  
m a n y  t im e s  in  th e  p a s t  a n d  i t  h a d  n e v e r  b e f o r e  b e e n  c a l l e d  in to  q u e s t io n  
b y  e i th e r  M s  M i l l s  o r  S i r  P a u l.

A d ju d ic a t io n

T h e  c e n tr a l  d is p u te  r e la t e d  to  P ie r s  M o r g a n ’s  c la im  th a t  h e  h a d  
“in t r o d u c e d ” H e a th e r  M i l l s  to  S i r  P a u l  M c C a r tn e y .  M s  M i l l s  s a i d  M r  
M o r g a n  h a d  n o t  p h y s i c a l l y  in tr o d u c e d  th e  c o u p le ;  M r  M o r g a n  s a i d  h is  
r e c o l l e c t io n  w a s  th a t  h e  h a d  in d e e d  d o n e  j u s t  th a t, d u r in g  a  P r id e  o f  
B r i ta in  A w a r d s  e v e n t  in  1 9 9 9 .

T h e  C o m m is s io n  w a s  n o t  in  a  p o s i t i o n  to  r e c o n c i le  th e s e  c o n f l ic t in g  
r e c o l le c t io n s ,  e s p e c ia l l y  g iv e n  th e  p a s s a g e  o f  t im e  ( in d e e d , i t  n o te d  th a t  
n o  c o m p la in t  a b o u t  th is  m a t t e r  h a d  b e e n  m a d e  in  th e  p a s t ,  d e s p i t e  M r  
M o r g a n  h a v in g  m a d e  th e  c la im  o n  n u m e r o u s  o c c a s io n s ) .  H o w e v e r ,  i t  
w a s  n o t  in  d i s p u te  th a t  i t  w a s  a t  a n  e v e n t  o r g a n is e d  b y  M r  M o r g a n ’s  
n e w s p a p e r  th a t  S i r  P a u l  h a d  s e e n  M s  M il l s  f o r  th e  f i r s t  tim e , th a t  h e  
c o n ta c t e d  h e r  s h o r t l y  a f t e r w a r d s  ( a p p a r e n t ly  a t  M r  M o r g a n ’s  
s u g g e s t io n )  a n d  th a t  h e  a n d  M s  M il l s  s u b s e q u e n t ly  b e g a n  d a tin g . G iv e n  
th a t  M r  M o r g a n  h a d  in v i t e d  b o th  g u e s t s  to  th e  e v e n t, th e  C o m m is s io n  
d i d  n o t  c o n s id e r  th a t  i t  w a s  m is le a d in g  to  s u g g e s t  th a t  h e  h a d  e f f e c t iv e ly  
b e e n  th e  m e a n s  to  th e ir  in tr o d u c tio n . I t  d i d  n o t  c o n s id e r ,  th e r e fo r e , th a t  
th e r e  h a d  b e e n  a  b r e a c h  o f  C la u s e  1 ( A c c u r a c y )  o f  th e  E d i t o r s ’ C o d e  o f  
P r a c t ic e .

W ith  r e g a r d  to  th e  o th e r  p o i n t  o f  c o m p la in t ,  r e la t in g  to  M r  M o r g a n ’s  
c la im  th a t  M s  M i l l s  w a s  th e  “w r i t e r  o f  n o th in g  b u t  b le a t in g  l e t te r s  o f  
c o m p la in t  to  n e w s p a p e r s  a n d  d i v o r c e  l a w y e r s ”, th e  C o m m is s io n  
a c k n o w le d g e d  th a t  M s  M il l s  h a d  w r i t t e n  a  n u m b e r  o f  b o o k s . H o w e v e r ,  
in  th e  c o n te x t  o f  a  c o m m e n t  p ie c e ,  th e  C o m m is s io n  c o n s id e r e d  th a t  
r e a d e r s  w o u ld  g e n e r a l l y  h a v e  r e c o g n is e d  th a t  M r  M o r g a n  w a s  m a k in g  
a  r h e to r ic a l  p o i n t  a b o u t  th e  r e la t iv e  m e r i t s  o r  m e m o r a b i l i ty  ( in  h is  
p e r s o n a l  v ie w )  o f  S i r  P a u l  M c C a r t n e y ’s  w r i t te n  w o r k  a n d  M s  M i l l s ’ 
w r i t t e n  w o r k . T h e r e  w a s  n o  b r e a c h  o f  th e  E d i to r s  ’ C o d e  in  r e la t io n  to  
th is  p a r t  o f  th e  c o m p la in t  e i th e r .
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(ii) Complaint No. 10-1036 Salmond v The Mail on Sunday

Peter Wright stayed outside the room and took no part in the discussion 
of this complaint.

After discussion, the Commission concluded it should not uphold the 
complaint and agreed the wording below for the adjudication;

M r  A le x  S a lm o n d  M P , th e  F ir s t  M in is te r  o f  S c o tla n d , c o m p la in e d  to  
th e  P r e s s  C o m p la in ts  C o m m is s io n  th r o u g h  L e v y  &  M c R a e  S o l ic i to r s  o f  
G la s g o w  th a t  tw o  a r t i c l e s  h e a d l in e d  “S a lm o n d  a n d  th e  a s y lu m  
f u g i t i v e ” a n d  “S a lm o n d  f a c e s  p r o b e  o v e r  c a s e  o f  i l l e g a l  im m ig r a n t”, 
p u b l i s h e d  in  th e  S c o t t is h  M a i l  o n  S u n d a y  o n  1 7 ‘̂  a n d  2 4 ‘̂  J a n u a r y  
2 0 1 0 ,  w e r e  in a c c u r a te  a n d  m is le a d in g  in  b r e a c h  o f  C la u s e  1 
( A c c u r a c y )  o f  th e  E d i t o r s ’ C o d e  o f  P r a c t ic e .

T h e  c o m p la in t  w a s  n o t  u p h e ld .

T h e  f i r s t  a r t i c l e  r e p o r t e d  th a t  M r  S a lm o n d  w a s  a t  th e  c e n tr e  o f  a n  
“ im m ig r a t io n  s c a n d a l ” a f t e r  “ lo b b y in g  f o r  a n  i l l e g a l  im m ig r a n t  f a c in g  
d r u g s  c h a r g e s  to  b e  a l lo w e d  to  s ta y  in  S c o t l a n d ”. A  f u r th e r  a r t i c l e  th e  
f o l l o w in g  w e e k  s a i d  th a t  M r  S a lm o n d  w a s  “f a c in g  a  W e s tm in s te r  
i n v e s t i g a t io n ” a s  a  r e s u l t  o f  h is  s u p p o r t  f o r  th e  a p p l ic a t io n .

T h e  c o m p la in a n t ’s  s o l i c i t o r s  s a i d  th a t  M r  S a lm o n d  h a d  b e e n  in v i te d  b y  
th e  o w n e r  o f  a  r e s ta u r a n t  to  s u p p o r t  th e  a p p l i c a t io n  o f  o n e  o f  h is  
e m p lo y e e s  to  r e m a in  in  th e  U n i te d  K in g d o m  a n d  h a d  th e r e fo r e  w r i t te n  
to  th e  H o m e  O jf ic e  o n  h is  b e h a lf .  A t  th e  t im e  o f  w r i t in g , b o th  h e  a n d  
h is  c o n s t i tu e n t  w e r e  u n a w a r e  o f  th e  e m p l o y e e ’s  b a c k g r o u n d  o r  th e  
e x is te n c e  o f  a n  o u ts ta n d in g  c r im in a l  w a r r a n t .

T h e  c o m p la in a n t  s a i d  th a t  th e  c o v e r a g e  h a d  in c o r r e c t ly  s u g g e s te d  
( p r im a r i l y  in  a  q u o te  f r o m  a n  M P )  th a t  — in  w r i t in g  to  th e  H o m e  
S e c r e ta r y  -  h e  h a d  s t e p p e d  o u ts id e  th e  n o r m a l  p r o c e d u r e s .  In  a d d it io n ,  
a t  th e  t im e  o f  p u b l ic a t io n  o f  th e  s e c o n d  a r t ic le ,  n o  c o m p la in t  h a d  b e e n  
l o d g e d  w i th  th e  P a r l ia m e n ta r y  C o m m is s io n e r  f o r  S ta n d a r d s .  A  
c o m p la in t  w a s  o n ly  r e c e i v e d  o n  F e b r u a r y .  I t  w a s  u n tru e ,
th e r e fo r e ,  to  c la im  o n  24*^ J a n u a r y  th a t  th e  c o m p la in a n t  w a s  “f a c i n g ” 
a  “p r o b e  ” in to  h is  c o n d u c t.

T h e  n e w s p a p e r  s a i d  th a t  -  w h i le  th e  a r t i c l e  r e f e r r e d  to  th e  m a t te r  a s  a  
“s c a n d a l ” — i t  d i d  n o t  a c c u s e  th e  c o m p la in a n t  o f  b r e a k in g  a n y  ru le s . 
I ts  a r t i c l e  h a d  r e p o r t e d  th e  p o s i t i o n  c o r r e c t l y :  th a t  M r  S a lm o n d  h a d  
b e e n  u n a w a r e  o f  th e  in d iv id u a l ’s  b a c k g r o u n d  w h e n  h e  w r o te  th e  le t te r .  
I t  h a d  a l s o  q u o te d  o p p o s i t io n  M P s  w h o  w e r e  o f  th e  v ie w  th a t  th e  
m a t t e r  w a s  a n  e m b a r r a s s m e n t  f o r  th e  c o m p la in a n t .  T h e se  o p in io n s
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w e r e  a t t r ib u te d  c le a r ly .  M r  S a lm o n d  h a d  b e e n  g iv e n  a n  o p p o r tu n i ty  to  
r e s p o n d  a n d  h is  s p o k e s m a n ’s  c o m m e n ts  h a d  b e e n  r e p o r te d .

M o r e o v e r ,  i t  w a s  th e  c a s e  th a t  M r  S a lm o n d  w a s  “f a c i n g ” a n  
in v e s t ig a t io n  b y  th e  P a r l ia m e n ta r y  C o m m is s io n e r  f o r  S ta n d a r d s . T h e  
n e w s p a p e r  h a d  b e e n  in fo r m e d  o n  J a n u a r y  th a t  a  m e m b e r  o f  th e  
p u b l i c  h a d  s e n t  a  c o m p la in t  to  h im  r e q u e s t in g  th a t  th e  m a t te r  b e  
in v e s t ig a te d ,  a n d  b e e n  s e n t  a  c o p y  o f  th is . I t  d i d  n o t  k n o w  w h y  th e  
c o m p la in t  h a d  n o t  b e e n  r e c e i v e d  u n ti l  F e b r u a r y . T h e  a r t ic le  h a d  
m a d e  c l e a r  th a t  th e  S ta n d a r d s  C o m m is s io n e r  w o u ld  “n o w  c o n s id e r  i f  
th e r e  i s  e n o u g h  e v id e n c e  to  j u s t i f y  a  p r e l im in a r y  in q u ir y ”. M r  
S a lm o n d ’s  s p o k e s m a n  h a d  d e n ie d  a n y  w r o n g d o in g  a n d  s t a t e d  th a t  h e  
w o u ld  v ig o r o u s l y  c o n te s t  th is .

A s  i t  tu r n e d  o u t, th e  P a r l ia m e n ta r y  C o m m is s io n e r  f o r  S ta n d a r d s  h a d  
c o n s id e r e d  th e  m a t te r  a n d  d e c id e d  th a t  i t  f e l l  o u ts id e  h is  re m it. T h e  
n e w s p a p e r  h a d  r e p o r te d  th is  in  a  f o l l o w - u p  a r t i c l e  o n  7 ‘̂  M a rc h . T h e  
n e w s p a p e r  m a d e  tw o  o f fe r s  to  r e s o lv e  th e  c o m p la in t:  th e  p u b l ic a t io n  o f  
a  l e t t e r  s o  th a t  th e  c o m p la in a n t  c o u ld  c la r i f y  h is  p o s i t io n  fu r th e r ;  o r  
th e  p u b l i c a t io n  o f  a  c la r i f ic a t io n  r e i te r a t in g  th a t  th e  P a r l ia m e n ta r y  
C o m m is s io n e r  f o r  S ta n d a r d s  h a d  d e c id e d  th a t  th e  m a t te r  f e l l  o u ts id e  
h is  r e m it.

A d ju d ic a t io n

In  th e  C o m m is s io n ’s  v ie w , th e  e s s e n t ia l  f a c t s  o f  th e  o r ig in a l  s to r y  w e r e  
n o t  d is p u te d .  I t  w a s  a c c e p t e d  th a t  th e  c o m p la in a n t  h a d  w r i t te n  to  th e  
H o m e  S e c r e ta r y  o n  b e h a l f  o f  a  C h in e s e  n a tio n a l ,  w h o  -  u n b e k n o w n s t  
to  th e  c o m p la in a n t  -  w a s  s u b s e q u e n t ly  f o u n d  to  b e  i l l e g a l ly  r e s id e n t, 
w ith  a n  o u ts ta n d in g  w a r r a n t  f o r  a r r e s t .  T h is  p o s i t io n  h a d  b e e n  
a c c u r a te ly  r e f l e c te d  in  th e  a r t i c l e s  u n d e r  c o m p la in t .

T h e  n e w s p a p e r  h a d  a l s o  c a r r i e d  c o m m e n ts  a b o u t  th e  s i tu a t io n  f r o m  
n a m e d  o p p o s i t io n  M P s . W h ile  th e  c o m p la in a n t  d e n ie d  th e  v a l id i t y  o f  
th e  c r i t ic i s m ,  r e a d e r s  w o u ld  r e c o g n is e  th a t  th e y  r e p r e s e n te d  th e  
p a r t i s a n  c o m m e n t  o f  r i v a l  p o l i t i c ia n s .  T h e  c o m p la in a n t’s  o w n  p o s i t io n  
in  r e s p o n s e ,  a n d  th a t  o f  th e  c o n s t i tu e n t  w h o  a s k e d  h im  to  w r i te  th e  
le t te r ,  h a d  b e e n  m a d e  c le a r .  T h e  n e w s p a p e r  i t s e l f  h a d  n o t  a s s e r t e d  th a t  
th e  c o m p la in a n t  w a s  g u i l t y  o f  w r o n g d o in g .  T h e  C o m m is s io n  
c o n s id e r e d  th a t  th e  c r i t ic i s m s  w e r e  d is t in g u is h e d  a s  c o m m e n t  in  
a c c o r d a n c e  w i th  th e  te r m s  o f  th e  C o d e .

T h e  n e w s p a p e r  h a d  a ls o  r e f e r r e d  to  th e  m a t te r  a s  a n  “im m ig r a tio n  
s c a n d a l ”, a n d  th e  C o m m is s io n  b e l i e v e d  i t  w a s  e n t i t le d  to  d o  s o , g iv e n  
th e  c i r c u m s ta n c e s  o f  th e  c a s e  a n d  th e  e x is te n c e  o f  th is  c r i t ic is m . I t  w a s  
c l e a r  th a t  s o m e  r e g a r d e d  th e  s i tu a t io n  a s  a  s c a n d a l ,  e v e n  i f  th e  
c o m p la in a n t  d i d  n o t. T h e  c o n f l ic t in g  p o in t s  o f  v i e w  o n  th e  s u b je c t  w e r e  
r e c o r d e d  in  th e  a r t ic le s .
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T h e  o th e r  is s u e  r a i s e d  in  th is  c a s e  r e s t e d  o n  th e  c o m p la in t  to  th e  
P a r l ia m e n ta r y  S ta n d a r d s  C o m m is s io n e r .  B o th  p a r t i e s  a c c e p te d  th a t  a  
c o m p la in t  -  w h ic h  th e  C o m m is s io n e r  w a s  b o u n d  to  c o n s id e r  -  h a d  
b e e n  lo d g e d  b y  1 ^ ^  F e b r u a r y .  T h e  a r t i c l e  o f  2 4 ‘̂  J a n u a r y  s ta t e d  th a t  
th e  c o m p la in a n t  w a s  “f a c i n g  ” a  “p r o b e  ” o r  in v e s t ig a t io n ,  a n d  th a t  th e  
C o m m is s io n e r  “w i l l  n o w  c o n s id e r  i f  th e r e  is  e n o u g h  e v id e n c e  to  ju s t i f y  
a  p r e l im in a r y  in q u ir y ” . I t  h a d  n o t  s u g g e s t e d  th a t  p r o c e e d in g s  w e r e  
a l r e a d y  u n d e r w a y  a t  th e  t im e  o f  th e  a r t ic le ,  n o r  d i d  i t  s p e c u la te  a s  to  
th e  o u tc o m e  o f  th e  C o m m is s io n e r ’s  c o n s id e r a t io n s .  R e a d e r s  o f  th e  24*^ 
J a n u a r y  s to r y  w o u ld  b e  a w a r e  th a t  o n e  s u c h  o u tc o m e  m ig h t  b e  th a t  n o  
s u c h  in q u ir y  w o u ld  b e  f o r th c o m in g .

H a v in g  r e f e r r e d  to  th e  e x is te n c e  o f  th e  c o m p la in t  to  th e  C o m m is s io n e r ,  
th e  n e w s p a p e r  w a s  o b l ig e d  to  r e p o r t  th e  s u b s e q u e n t  o u tc o m e . I t  h a d  
d o n e  s o  in  th e  a r t i c l e  o f  M a r c h , m a k in g  r e a d e r s  a w a r e  th a t  th e  
m a t t e r  w a s  n o t  e v e n tu a l ly  p u r s u e d  a n d  th a t  th e  c o m p la in a n t  h a d  n o t  
b e e n  s u b je c t  to  a n y  d i s c ip l in a r y  a c tio n . T h is  c la r i f i e d  th e  p o s i t io n  
a p p r o p r ia te ly .  N o n e th e le s s ,  th e  C o m m is s io n  w e lc o m e d  th e  o f f e r  o f  
f u r th e r  c la r i f i c a t io n  o n  th e  p a r t  o f  th e  n e w s p a p e r .

T a k in g  in to  c o n s id e r a t io n  th e  c o v e r a g e  a s  a  w h o le ,  th e  C o m m is s io n  
d i d  n o t  f i n d  a  b r e a c h  o f  C la u s e  1 o f  th e  E d i t o r s ’ C o d e .

R e le v a n t  r u l in s

F o u lk e s  V S u n d a y  H e r a l d  R e p o r t  7 9

(iii) Complaint No. 10-0588 Powell against The Sunday Telegraph

Commissioners discussed the complaint from Ms Powell and reached a 
decision on her case. Since the adjudication was communicated to the 
complainant, she has raised a number of issues which are still under 
consideration. The final outcome of the complaint will be made public 
in due course.

Update (15.12.10): the adjudication has now been published and is 
available to read online at
http://www.pcc.org.uk/news/index.html?article=NigONw==.

(iv) Complaint No. 10-0369 MacLachlan v Daily Record

This complaint had been previously resolved following the publication 
of a correction. The Commission noted that a delay had taken place in 
the progress of the complaint partly due to the fact that the complainant
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had published his correspondence with the PCC and the newspaper on 
his blog.

After discussion, Commission members agreed that the system 
required good faith on the part of everyone involved in the case. As 
such, it was agreed that standard PCC correspondence would be 
amended to make clear to both complainants and newspapers that they 
should not publish details of correspondence during the course of an 
investigation.

The Commission also agreed that the Chairman should write to the 
editor of the newspaper, expressing its concerns over the newspaper’s 
part in the delays in the case.

(v) The Commission formally approved (subject to individual queries on 
specific complaints raised with the office) the following PCC Papers, 
which had contained draft adjudications for Commissioners’ ratification 
or otherwise; 4772, 4774, 4775, 4776, 4777, 4778, 4779, 4780, 4781, 
4782, 4783, 4784, 4785, 4786, 4787, 4788, 4789, 4790, 4791, 4792, 
4793, 4794, 4795, 4796, 4797, 4798, 4799, 4800. All papers had been 
circulated since the previous Commission meeting.

PCC Advertising

Commissioners considered and approved designs for new PCC advertisements. 
It was agreed that final development of the adverts should continue as swiftly 
as possible.

Chairman and Director’s meetings

Commissioners received an update on appointments undertaken by the 
Chairman and Director.

Any other business

In light of several recent examples of newspapers using material obtained using 
subterfuge. Commissioners discussed issues related to Clause 10 (Clandestine 
devices and subterfuge). It was agreed that investigating complaints without 
the consent of individuals involved was problematic but that the PCC should 
consider issuing guidance on the subject in due course. It was also agreed that, 
where appropriate, the Commission should contact affected parties and advise 
them of the possibilities of complaining to the PCC.
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The Chairman reported that the 2009 Annual Review had received a largely 
positive response. All Members of Parliament had received copies.

The Chairman also reported that the secretariat had made initial plans to host a 
Parhamentary reception in the autumn. Commissioners welcomed the proposal 
and asked the office to provide updates on political issues affecting the 
Commission.

8. Date of next meeting

2.00pm on Wednesday, 14* July 2010 at Halton House, 20/23 Holbom, 
London ECl.
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