
QUESTION 5 

Do you have evidence in support of your view? If so, please provide your evidence. 

The Terms of Reference for Part 2, and the areas that require further investigation under 

each clause, are as follows: 

3. To inquire into the extent of unlawful or improper conduct within News 

International, other newspaper organisations an d, as appropriate, other 

organisations within the media, and by those responsible for holding personal 

data. 

The extent of the various abuses and criminality at News International (News UK) 
have not been established – further inquiry is required to find out the full extent of 
what happened. Those with the answers could not be asked about this in Leveson 
Part 1 because of pending trials, and so this question was not tackled. It was made 
clear throughout Part 1 that the extent of criminality could not be established in that 
stage of the Inquiry. 

 New evidence has emerged at or since Part 1 of the Leveson Inquiry about a range of 

abuses and criminal conduct that took place at the News of the World, The Sun and 

newspapers owned by other companies. Examples include: 

o Admissions in August 2014 of widespread phone-hacking and unlawful data 

blagging at all three national newspaper titles owned by Trinity Mirror over 

more than a decade. No criminal prosecution was brought, and the admissions 

remain general. 

o That there was a widespread culture and practise of paying public officials for 

information held by virtue of their office at the Sun, a practise which extended 

to the Mirror Group and Express Group titles. Over two dozen police and public 

officials were convicted but only one journalist. The senior journalists claimed to 

have no knowledge of the practice (despite admissions by Rebekah Brooks to 

the Culture Select Committee in 2004) while junior staff alleged that the 

responsibility with executives for authorising the actions. In court, it was alleged 

on more than one occasion that executives were being protected by selective 

release of documents by the company. 

o Admissions in court cases of widespread unlawful data blagging by News UK, 

where there have been no prosecutions of those engaged in the practice. 

 There has been a finding by a High Court judge in May 2015 (Gulati and Ors vs MGN 

Ltd) that executives from Trinity Mirror actively misled the first part of the Leveson 

Inquiry on oath. 

 Allegations were made at Part 1 of the Inquiry that Associated Newspapers had 

published stories which were the result of phone-hacking, and these could not be 

fully investigated in Part 1 of the Inquiry. 

 Evidence from whistle-blowers that other witnesses to the Inquiry gave false or 

wrong evidence. 

4. To inquire into the way in which any relevant police force investigated 



allegations or evidence of unlawful conduct by persons within or connected 

with News International, the review by the Metropolitan Police of their initial 

investigation, and the conduct of the prosecuting authorities. 

Despite the claims in the consultation document, Part 1 of the Inquiry did not fully 
investigate this as it did not fall within the terms of reference. None of the core 
participants were of the view that it could be properly investigated in Part 1 for this 
reason and core participants’ counsel were not instructed to the extent necessary to 
carry out this inquiry. Elements of this matter which have not been fully investigated 
and determined include: 

 The police failure to go further than the “one rogue reporter” line being peddled by 

News International in 2006 

 Surrey Police’s failure to investigate the hacking of Milly Dowler’s phone when this 

was notified to them by News International 

 The failure by the police to re-open investigations years later 

 The alleged involvement of News of the World in the Daniel Morgan murder and 

subsequent cover-ups, and the alleged role of corrupt police officers in the murder 

and its cover-up 

 The relationship between the police (and the CPS) and both the News of the World, 

and the Sun on Sunday, in relation to the activities of Mazher Mahmood 

 The allegation that the police failed to inform Part 1 of the Leveson Inquiry that they 

were aware that Mazher Mahmood had lied to the Inquiry (for example when he 

denied using private detectives to blag or hack) 

 The appropriateness of investigations and prosecutions based on Mahmood’s 

evidence 

 The extent to which the illegal commissioning and receipt of personal data by 

national newspaper corporations was adequately investigated and why it was never 

prosecuted 

5. To inquire into the extent to which the police received corrupt payments or 

other inducements, or were otherwise complicit in such misconduct or in 

suppressing its proper investigation and how this was allowed to happen. 

It has emerged since Part 1 of the Inquiry there was a widespread culture and 
practise of paying public officials for information held by virtue of their office at the 
Sun, a practise which extended to the Mirror Group and Express Group titles. Over 
two dozen police and public officials have been convicted but only one journalist. In 
court cases which were by their nature only narrow explorations of selected facts, 
the senior journalists claimed to have no knowledge of the practice (despite 
admissions by Rebekah Brooks to the Culture Select Committee in 2004) while junior 
staff alleged that the responsibility with executives for authorising the actions. In 
court, it was alleged on more than one occasion by the defence, that executives were 
being protected by selective release of documents by the company. 

 The question remains to be determined how much bribery of public officials took place 

at News UK, MGN and Express Group – by who, and authorised by whom? 



 It is important to note that the courts have heard that there was the leaking of 

personal data about at least two victims of alleged rape by police to national 

newspaper journalists. 

 There has been an extensive effort by the Sun and other newspapers to misrepresent 

the nature and effect of these offences, to distort the truth and to seek to claim that 

no illegality took place. The police and CPS have been unfairly attacked for the 

prosecutions which took place. 

 

6. To inquire into the extent of corporate governance and management failures 

at News International and other newspaper organisations, and the role, if any, 

of politicians, public servants and others in relation to any failure to investigate 

wrongdoing at News International. 

It is essential that in such a vital industry as the press, the extent and nature of 
corporate governance and management failures is established. This is underscored by 
the fact that many of the leading executives are still in post, have returned to their 
posts or retain key roles in the industry. 

These include the Chief Executive of News UK, the Editor-in-Chief of Associated 
Newspapers, the Director of Legal affairs at the Telegraph (who had the equivalent 
post at Trinity Mirror during the phone hacking and cover up). 

The questions which need addressing include: 

 How it came to be that phone hacking and unlawful blagging of personal data 

persisted on such an industrial scale at certain titles for so long; in the case of News UK 

and Trinity Mirror for at least 10 years, and for several years after journalists at both 

companies were first questioned by the police in Operation Glade in early 2004. 

 How and why phone-hacking and unlawful blagging of personal data was covered up 

at some of the largest newspapers, in the face of emerging evidence that executives 

knew about the practice, and some findings and admissions in the civil courts to that 

effect (for example the findings by Mann J in Gulati & Ors vs MGN Ltd that the Leveson 

inquiry Part 1 was told “wrong (not just disingenuous information)” by Trinity Mirror 

executives. 

 Whether it is appropriate that no executive has lost their job over the corporate 

governance and management failures that took place – there has been a cover-up of 

the cover-up of the wrongdoing? 

7. In the light of these inquiries, to consider the implications for the 

relationships between newspaper organisations and the police, prosecuting 

authorities, and relevant regulatory bodies - and to recommend what actions, if 

any, should be taken. 

These are vitally important matters which have not been addressed. 
 


