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I, PA IFO R D , of The Northern and Shelf Building, Number 10 Lower Tham es Street. 

London, E C 3 R  SEN, W ILL SAY A S FO LLO W S:

A,

Commission ["the PCC"].

I confirm that a l matters in this statement are true and, unless I specify to the contrary, 

are based upon my own knowledge and a review of the relevant documents. Where 

matters are not within my own knowledge, f state the source and believe the same to be 

true.

Background
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interests at heart.

4 However, while we did not appreciate our treatment by our rivals in the press, nor did we like 

the dub aspect of the PCC, we decided that it served no purpose to rock the boat at that 

time. Further we could understand that if newspapers were not seen to regulate themselves
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the industry might be subject to statutory regulation which we suspected could be 

cumbersome and inappropriate. W e had no doubt about our ability to regulate ourselves 

with or without the PCC, but membership helped make self-regulation visible. It might be 

helpful to note that in the last five years the P C C  has had a num ber of occasions to censure 

newspapers and of those only a handful have been to do with the Express Group.

The reporting of the d isap p earan ce of H adelelne M cCann

r" r:c a^scLissois ■’
rod cf J n e  SLX.h sicdes wem- run nog in newspapers, tt 

•::afsc5var .v.m the ina^ ocdc' cf “ 're D aly Express, Pe  

.■ re "ew soacf;' edircm '.v'm S'..b3s-o'jer.t'y 'c c  rra-- 

r-.'cCsnns, ,c trumt, c '  .c -'la S evsr.. T is y  r p c r ' a ry jc  d ..as r

•iCLa-'ra r.ac net cc-romwed. t"oy vrers ass.-y in a occiim r i t  

'.zr."r C; an exsaptcnai maiic.' mierded clsz'j.sslz-z, Ja so ' c 

.i6v snaaa.'t rac osen t , recaic, y  \bz&, cro ce acn cs. S8t’..9c and a

fC enoar

ct;,

?pri
'w''n''S'.ccriS’r • ter. y adsc^eo M ' i-i.[i in an T.m n a- 

hgain. ; m-ceai mm mitfahas >vo:? m sas by a ir  re-vsyape's mbtakaE : la- n 

'erta;- sinormit £po!cge:ic. Eat ‘me compi.naran 

scmm.nnc m g r; h a.s bes.r dan; ana g'sm dcas cor-rnerl aha: :- e  a,an- ;

galling.

i wiin me oou

ulsri

7 W e did not resigri from the P C C  immediately. W e continued with it tor a white longer. 

However having joined a body made up of those with vested interests and tong standing 

relationships to which we were most definitely not a party, vre felt our original misgivings
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about the P C C  had been confirmed. W e felt that Sir Christopher M eyer’s  rem arks had made 

a scapegoat of the Express group while other new spapers had been able to settle discretely

and ¥ifthoLit publicity.

8 W e expressed our dissatisfaction and indicated our desire to leave, and through various 

channels attempts were made to dissuade us on the grounds it might break the solidarity of 

the industry. W e were unclear as to the extent that the mediating function of the body w as 

helpful, and as has been previously indicated we knew that our track record with com pliance  

w as better than that of our peers simply due to our internal controls. There were also ca se s  

of individuals using the P C C  to assist with litigation rather than to resolve complaints and we 

feared this would becom e a trend. W e stopped making our monetary contributions and 

finally in January 2011, a formal break with the body was made.

9 One thing I would certainly like to stress is that our decision to withdraw from the P C C  had 

nothing to do with any regular censure that we were supposedly receiving from that body. 

On the contrary, the facts bear out that (notwithstanding the double standards set out 

above) we were one of the least censured titles throughout its history. Indeed, since  

Northern & Shell acquired Express N ew spapers in Novem ber 2000, there have been over 

450 adjudications by the P C C  on all new spapers. Only 22 of those adjudications related to 

our new spapers and magazines. Of those 22, only 5  adjudications have been made against 

the new spapers. I sum m arise below the 22 adjudications broken down between the various 

Express titles:

a) T he Daily Express -

b) T he Daily Star -

upheld in 2010);

c) The Sunday Express -

d) Daily Star Sunday -

e) O K! Magazine -

f) New Magazine -

g) Star M agazine -

5 (1 complaint upheld in 2007):

7  (1 complaint upheld in 2000, 1 upheld in 2008 and 1

3 (1 complaint upheld in 2009 -  Scottish Edition); 

zero;

4 (3 complaints upheld); 

zero;

2.
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11 The law and corporate governance are by far the more important considerations. Corporate 

governance is necessitated by the papers’ self interest, tf a newspaper is seen to be doing 

something wrong for short term gain, that paper may lose out heavily in the long term. We 

have recently seen an example of that with the fall of the News Of The World.
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Criticisms of the PCC

14 In order for the P C C  to better serve the newspapers and their readers, it is essential to 

remove from it the industry politics which, from the beginning to the end of our membership, 

left us disaffected, I do not consider it appropriate for serving editors or indeed other 

newspaper executives to be on the panel. The psychology of a regulatory body is rendered
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awkward when that body Is comprised of people who are, naturally, actively competing i 

the sam e industry.
m
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Suggested composition of the PCC

17

PCC.
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