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Dear Judge,

Further to my statement dated 2 March 2012 and my evidence to the Inquiry on 27 March 2002 
I wish to add the following either as clarification or to address questions I was unable to 
answer when giving evidence.

Mari^ WuodaiPs evMfeKce to mv

In my statement (paragraph 20) I referred to a comment made by T/Detective Superintendent 
Maria Woodall. She explained how she had provided a journalist with ‘...a  d ifferent angle to 
concentrate o n . , . ’, which she believed related to an arrest plan, in order to divert them from 
running a line that could have been extremely damaging to the investigation.

I wish to clarify my response to the question: "Is there n o t a  n eed  to ensure SIO s are g iven  the 
confidence sim p ly  to sa y  no w here necessary, a nd  to rely  upon the press, i f  they te  to ld  that 
som eth ing  is  go in g  to  be dam aging, n o t to report it? " (Day 56  AM, page 18, lines 16-19).

My answer to this question is yes. When the police inform  the press that information or a 
suspicion that they intend to print may be dam aging to an on-going  investigation the press 
should respect that. Indeed, in my view the press have a public duty  to do so.

What I was attempting to get across in my oral answer was that in reality journalists on 
occasion do not respect a police officer’s statement to this effect. As a result officers are put in 
the position where they have no choice but to release som e (harm less) iiifom nuion to the 
journalist to prevent him or her printing Inform ation th a t cm dd be dam aging to an 
investigation. I would not criticise an offic<,r w ho reasonably  eojiCiuded diat releasing 
information was the best or the only way to achjc\e their prim ary objective ol p rotecting and 
promoting an on-going investigation. Com./d...
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That is what T/Detective Superintendent Woodall did here (following advice from the Head of 
Communications) and I think her decision was the correct one.

The key point is that officers should not be put in the position that T/Detective Superintendent 
Woodall was on this occasion by the press.

Operation Orb; msponse to complaint to the P aily Mail

In my statement (paragraph 24) I referred to the Operation Orb investigation and a letter 
written by the Chief Constable to the Editor of the D aily  M ail on 22 November 2002 to 
complain about an irresponsible and inaccurate report. For the sake of clarity, I attach a copy 
of the letter (which was actually signed by the Deputy Chief Constable, Peter Fahy) together 
with the response received from the D aily  M ail dated 28 November 2002 [Documents 1 and 
2].

I was asked whether the letter "was effective as a m echanism  fo r  p reven tin g  fu tu re  
transgressions” (Day 56 AM, page 22, lines 17-18). I was unable to answer at the time but I 
can now confirm that there is no record of similar concerns being raised by the Operation Orb 
investigation team about reporting by the D aily  M ail on this case after this correspondence. 
However I should point out that in January 2003 it was an approach by the D aily  M ail 
(together with London Tonight) that was responsible for Surrey Police arresting Matthew Kelly 
sooner than was planned. I emphasise again that Matthew Kelly was never charged with any 
offence.

Operation Ruby; resistance to a media reward?

When I was giving evidence on 27 March 2002 I was shown an article in the Sun  carrying 
endorsements from Surrey Police of the reward that the paper offered for information about 
Milly’s disappearance. I was then asked " ....g iven  how supportive the po lice  were pub lica lly  
to the reward, are yo u  really sure that there were serious reservations abou t the rew ard  being  
o ffe red ” (Day 56 AM, page 15, lines 21-24). My answer to that question was, and remains, 
yes. I attach documents to substantiate that answer.

Research I have caused to be undertaken shows that the subject of a reward from the media 
was discussed at Gold meetings on 28 March, 2 April, 9 April, 23 April, 30 April. The notes of 
these meetings do not provide details of the discussions.

On 31 March 2002 a media briefing document prepared by the Press Office (the content of 
which would have been subject to approval by the SIO) included the following scripted 
answer:

Cont.d/...
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“Q, Has a reward been put up for information?

• We have received  requests fro m  the m edia a n d  even fro m  individuals — 
appreciate these offer
• R ew ards do generate hoax calls - as peop le  are more concerned  about ga in ing  
the rew ard  than helping the po lice
• A t this stage d id  no t fe e l  this w ou ld  be helpful to the investigation "[Document 3]

On 2 April 2002 the Operation Ruby SIO recorded a decision in relation to rewards being 
offered by the media which stated:

“C IR C U M STA N C E S/ IN F O R M A TIO N

Various offers have been made by m edia com panies a n d  individuals to supp ly  a 
rew ard  to assist w ith  the investigation

D E C ISIO N

These offers w ill be declined  at this stage  

R E A S O N / IN TE N D E D  O U TC O M E

The p rim a ry  benefits p ro v id ed  by a rew ard  is (sic) to stim ulate p u b lic  interest. A t  
this stage o f  the enquiry there is a high level o f  m edia interest therefore no 
requirem ent to offer a reward. Those offering rew ards have been thanked  a nd  
advised  [that] P olice are likely to revisit + consider accepting a t a later stage. ”

[Document 4]

Surrey Police’s concerns about the reward were certainly known to the Sun. Mike Darvill 
(News Reporter) emailed a Surrey Police Press Officer on 8 April 2002 stating: “You have 
stressed  that a t the moment, yo u  fe e l  it w o u ld  lea d  to a f lo o d  o f  hoax calls. ” [Document 5]

On 9 April 2002 the Operation Ruby SIO recorded a decision in relation to rewards being 
offered by the media which stated:

“C IR C U M STA N C E S/ IN F O R M A TIO N

R ew ards are still being o ffered  by m edia /  o ther agencies

Cont.d/...
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D E C I S I O N

T o  m a i n t a i n  s t a n c e  t h a t  t h e  p o l i c e  d o  n o t  e n c o u r a g e  s u c h  a c t i o n  [ a s  i t ]  w o u l d  n o t  

b e  h e l p f u l  a t  t h i s  t i m e

R E A S O N / I N T E N D E D  O U T C O M E

U s e  o f  r e w a r d s  i n  r e c e n t  c a s e s  ( D a m i l o l a  T a y l o r )  h a s  p r e s e n t e d  e v i d e n t i a l  

d i f f i c u l t i e s  in  t e r m s  o f  w i t n e s s  m o t i v a t i o n

N o  r e q u i r e m e n t  to  f u r t h e r  s t i m u l a t e  m e d i a  i n t e r e s t  a t  p r e s e n t .  ”

[Document 6]

On 23 April 2002 a media briefing document prepared by the Press Office (the content 
of which would have been subject to approval by the SIO) included the following 
scripted answer:

“Q. You have been offered a number of rewards from the media. Why have you 
not taken these up?
•  T h e  h i g h  p r o f i l e  p u b l i c i t y  o n  A m a n d a  D o w l e r  h a s  g e n e r a t e d  m o r e  t h a n  3 0 0 0  

c a l l s  to  o u r  i n c i d e n t  r o o m .

• W e  b e l i e v e  i f  s o m e o n e  w a s  p l a n n i n g  to  c o m e  f o r w a r d  w i t h  r e l e v a n t  i n f o r m a t i o n ,  

t h e y  w o u l d  h a v e  d o n e  s o  b y  n o w

•  A s  w i t h  t h e  D a m i o l a  T a y l o r  c a s e  -  r e w a r d s  c a n  r e s u l t  i n  w i t n e s s e s  f a b r i c a t i n g  

t h e  t r u t h  i n  o r d e r  to  g a i n  t h e  r e w a r d

• W^e a r e  c o n s t a n t l y  r e v i e w i n g  t h e  b e n e f i t  o f  p u t t i n g  u p  a  r e w a r d  — a n d  i t  m a y  b e  

s o m e t h i n g  t h a t  w e  w a n t  to  u t i l i z e  in  t h e  f u t u r e  o n c e  a l l  l i n e s  o f  e n q u i r y  h a v e  b e e n  

e x h a u s t e d .  ”

[Document 7]

On 2 May 2002 the SIO recorded the following decision:

" C I R C U M S T A N C E S /  I N F O R M A T I O N

T h e  S u n  a n d  th e  N e w s  o f  t h e  W o r l d  h a v e  b o t h  c o n t i n u e d  to  o f f e r  r e w a r d s .  A C P O  

[ r a n k e d  o f f i c e r s ]  a d v i s e  t h a t  t h e  N . O . W  in  p a r t i c u l a r  a r e  h i g h l y  l i k e l y  to  p u b l i s h  

s a i d  o f f e r  t h i s  w e e k e n d  w i t h  o r  w i t h o u t  o u r  b l e s s i n g

Cont.d/...
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D E C I S I O N

T o  c o - o p e r a t e  w i t h  b o t h  p a p e r s  a n d  a p p l y  n e c e s s a r y  r e s o u r c e s  to  c o p e  w i t h  

i n c r e a s e d  w o r k l o a d

R E A S O N / I N T E N D E D  O U T C O M E

S h o u l d  N O .  W . g o  a h e a d  w i t h o u t  o u r  h a v i n g  a p p r o p r i a t e  r e s o u r c e s  in  p l a c e ,  i t  i s  

p r o b a b l e  t h a t  w e  w o u l d  a l i e n a t e  t h e  p u b l i c  b y  v i r t u e  o f  n o t  b e i n g  a b l e  to  r e s p o n d  

t o  a n y  d e m a n d ”

[Document 8]

Once the S u n  and the N e w s  o f  t h e  W o r l d  had decided that they were going to make reward 
offers ‘‘w i t h  o r  w i t h o u t ” Surrey Police’s “b l e s s i n g ”, it would have been imprudent for Surrey 
Police not to have co-operated with those papers and endorsed their offers for obvious reasons, 
including those given by the SIO.

I understand that the S u n  published the reward on 4 May 2002 and the N e w s  o f  t h e  W o r l d  

published the reward on 5 May 2002. Surrey Police released a press statement endorsing the 
reward on 3 May 2002 containing a quote from Chief Constable Denis O’Connor which I 
believe was published in the S u n  article that I was shown when I was giving evidence. 
[Document 9]

I wish to make it clear that I am not criticising the press for offering rewards. When police 
officers judge that a reward would be of operational value, the assistance from the press both 
in terms of publicity and large sums of reward money can be incredibly useful. This is an 
example of very positive relations between the press and the police.

In the case of Milly Dowler, reward offers by the S u n  and the N e w s  o f  t h e  W o r l d  were made 
very early in the investigation at a time when the SIO judged that a reward would not be of 
operational value. Those papers’ insistence on running a reward led to Surrey Police 
effectively having to support the reward and to allocate staff to deal with the resultant calls 
from the public.

In 2003 (on the first anniversary of Milly’s disappearance) Surrey Police d i d  judge that a 
reward would be of operational value. Surrey Police offered a £50,000 reward (including 
£10,000 from Crimestoppers) on 21 March 2003 [Document 10].

Cont.d/.,.
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Operation Ruby; eo»se<juences of reward

I was asked whether I was able to help the Inquiry “w i t h  w h a t  t h e  c o n s e q u e n c e  o f  t h e  r e w a r d  

o f f e r  w a s ?  W e r e  th e  S I O ’s  i n i t i a l  f e a r s  r e a l i s e d ?  ” (Day 56 AM, page 16, lines 18-20).

I have been able to ascertain that as at 27 May 2002 (just over 3 weeks after the reward was 
offered) over 600 calls had been made to the dedicated reward hotline. It is impossible to 
ascertain how many of the hundreds of calls received by Operation Ruby using numbers other 
than the reward hotline were prompted by the reward or how many calls were received directly 
by the S u n  or the N e w s  o f  t h e  W o r ld .

Calls received on the reward hotline varied from unconfirmed sightings of Milly across the 
country and abroad to those from people simply wishing to help the enquiry.

None of the calls to the reward hotline led to the development of any major lines of enquiry.

To the best of my knowledge, no one has received any reward money in connection with 
Operation Ruby.

Rachel Contempt of Court proceedings

I made reference in my statement and briefly in my oral evidence to events at the Levi 
Bellfield trial. I wish to add the following, which I have been advised I am able to without 
risking any prejudice to on-going proceedings.

On 24 June 2011 Levi Bellfield was convicted of the kidnap and murder of Milly Dowler at 
the Old Bailey. At the time the jury reached their verdict in relation to the Milly Dowler 
charges, they had yet to reach a verdict on Bellfield’s charge for the attempted kidnap of 
Rachel Cowles. There was verj' significant amount of press coverage of Bellfield’s conviction 
on 24 June 2011. On 25 June 2011 Bellfield’s defence team argued that some information in 
that coverage was highly prejudicial. Mr Justice Wilkie accepted this submission and 
discharged the jury. He said that he would be making a referral to the Attorney General.

I have confirmed with the Attorney General’s office that contempt proceedings have 
commenced against the D a i l y  M a i l  and the M i r r o r  for material published overnight on 24 June 
2011. Consent to commence proceedings under s.l of the Contempt of Court Act 1981 was 
granted in November 2011 and the next hearing is at the High Court on 13 June 2012.

Cont.d/...
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l l i e  Rt, lio n , L«rd Jisstke  Leveson

The Surrey P g fe e  O pera tioa  E uby  team  w ere  devastated  that the  ju ry  h.M to  be  d ischarged  
before  they  bad  the epp o rto c ity  to  ttmh  t  v e rd ic t on  the R achel C ow ies m atter, I w as at the 
O ld B ailey  o n  25 June and  I saw  f e  in^pact th is  decision had on  R achel C ow les after she  w en t 
th rough  fee  ordeal o f  g iv ing  evidence. In m y v iew  the  actions o f  som e sections o f  the m edia  
w ere h igh ly  irresponsib le  and  th era  w as no  acceptable reason  not to delay  w riting  about 
B elM eld  in  detail un til afte r the  ju ty  had  reached  its v e rd ic t

I attach (w ithout any com m ent or endorsem ent) a  copy  o f  a  report &om the T&kgraph w ebsite  
w h ich  p rov ides .further backgroum ! |©oe.®ni®iit 11].

I f  I  can  assist the Inquiry  by p rov id ing  any ftirdier clarity  o n  t h e ^  m atte rs  th en  p lease  do n o t 
hesita te  to  con tact m e.

Y onrs sincerely.

JE R R Y  K IR K B Y  
A ssistant C h ie f Constable
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Paul Dacre 
The Editor 
Daily Mail
NorthcHffe House 
2 Derry Street. 
London, W8 5TT

■  SURREY ■
POLICE
Peter Fahy MA

Deputy Chief Constable

22"** November 2002

Dear MrDacre

I feel that I must write to express my disappointment that you chose to run the story “Has the 
Trophy Rapist Claimed his 11* Victim” in today’s Daily Mail”.

Y o u r repo rter w as g iven  a v ery  d e a r  s ta te m m t early  yesterday evening ^
o n  a 15-year-oM  girl in H o rs d l y este rd ay , on  the evidence available, was NOT Imked to the 
O pera tion  O rb  series o f  a ttacks on  w o m e n  in  the South East. You nevertheless chose to 
i ^ o r e  dsis advice and p rin ied  the sto ry  regardless.

T h is iB accnrale reporiing  h as  cau sed  th e  O peration  O rb  k tc iden t rooms to be flood^ w th 
ca lls  concern ing  th is  unrelated  m ciden t, w h ich  is h indering  our search for the rapist anu 
tak in g  v a luab le  resources a w ay  f io m  o u r w ork.

It has also caused much distress to the victims and their families’ who were not told of the 
attack in Horsell, because it was not linked to the series, but have now read about it m your
newspaper.

S ttirey  Poitce h as  p rev io u sly  e n jo y ed  a  good relationsM p w ife  the Daily Mail, and its 
repo rters , and I  w o u ld  like y o u r  a ssu ran ce  feat, w hen  rep o rte rs  are given a clear Ime on an 
operatioim l m atte r in  M u re , feoy w ilt respect and act upon it.

Yours sincerely ’

Peter Fahy

Police Headquarters, Mount Browne, Sandy Lane, Guildford, Surrey, GU3 1HG
Tel 01483 462007 Fax 01483 454294 email 7410@8urrey.pdlce.uk Website www.surrey.pollce.uK ,

With you, making Surrey safer
fe tU a W r  Cl
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T h e  D aily M ail

r

Mr Peter Fahy MA 
Deputy Chief Constable 
Surrey Police 
Police Headquarters 
Mount Browne 
Sandy Lane 
Guildford 
Surrey GU3 1HG

i v V { ,

qyI
/C ‘ ..V-

■rlc STT

-1 DEC ®®

P, C  7̂. 

■'T

28 November, 2002

Dear Mr Fahy,

Thank you for your letter of November 22 to the editor who has asked me to reply 
in his absence, I am sorry you have felt it necessary to write to the Mail in these 
terms and must take this opportunity to apologise to you if you consider our 
reporting of this incident was unhelpful.

The Mail has always had an excellent working relationship with the police and 
particularly with your own force. This is something I am anxious to continue and 
to build on for the future.

I have discussed this matter with our chief crime correspondent Stephen Wright 
who was away from the office that day and who is equally concerned about this 
matter. I have also discussed your letter with the Newsdesk so that everyone is 
aware of your concerns.

Stephen Wright will be making contact with you shortly to discuss this more fully 
with you. If you have any problems at any time please do not hesitate to contact
me.

Yours Jincerelv.

JWCEW 0

Lawrence H Sear 
Managing Editor

PetyM.€A.V ^
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« We luivc received ivtufosb; Isom flic !'sie<Jt;,i and even fr^m  iiidsvkiaais ■“  srppreclide 

lho-;c idTer
tt R ew ards do «cr.eraie hoax  cal!s - as peopfe a re  m ore canceiiitid  abou t gain ing  tl'se 

reward iiuirs heipiiig tbc piiiice
« Al tide stage did siot fed  th is w ould be h d p f id  to the invesligatisati

. y ^
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s lf ic tiy  p ro h ib ited , i f  you h a v s  ro cs ivo P  th is  o -o te ii in o n o i', p io a so  n o tify  t i ie  s o iid o i by  ts i0p b o n e  
•f-44 20  778 2  600 0  a nd  d s ie te  the  e -m a!! a nd  a ii a lta c h m e itts  iiT im ed ia ie iy .

I f  you Wish to  k n o w  whsther th& s la io m o n tB  and opinions contained in this e m a il a te  e r'K lo teed  by: 
M ew s in te m a rio r-a l or its a s s o d a te d  e o m p a n is s  (N1 G roup), o r w is h  to  reSy o n  th e m , p ie a s e  
cequest w ritte n  c o n fim ia tio r i from  C o rp o ra te  A ffa irs  fn the a b so no e  o f s u c h  c o n firm a tio n  N i G ro u p  
a c c e p ts  fto  fc -spons ib iiity  o r  lia b ility ,

HI G ro u p  fo s e rv e s  the  r ig h t to  m o h te r  e n ta iis  in a ce o rd o n o e  w ith  th e  T e fe c o tr iiA u n ic a tio n s  fL a w fu t 
B u s in e ss  P fae tioe ) ( im e rc e p tio n  o f C o rn rh u n ica tio n s ) R e g u la tio n s  2 00 0 .

iN i G ro tip  d oe s  i io t  a c c e p t lia b ility  fo r  a n y  v iru s  in tro d u ce d  by  th is  e -m a ii o r  any  a lia c b rn e n t a n d  
you a re  a dv ised  to  u s s  up-ts<Ja:le  v iru s  ch e c k in g  s o ftw a re ,|

N ew s In te rn a tio n s i p ie  is th e  h o id in p  co m p a n y  fo r th e  N e w s  In to m a tio n a i g ro u p  o f coETipemies a n d  
is  re g is te re d  in E n g la n d  N o  8 17 61 . w ith  its  a d d re s s  a t 1 V irg in ia  S t ,  lohcteEt ES8 1XV
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McGregor, Sarah 9006
From: Francis, Melenie 9427
Sent: Monday, April 08, 2002 5:05 PM
To; Taylor, Ruth 9426; McGregor, Sarah 9006
Subject: FW: for attention of Sarah McGregor,,.

Melenie Francis 
Press Officer

press, office!

--Original Message-—

From: Darvili, M ike fSMTPnrHke.das-viiki

Sent:
[ S M |£  n jike

Monday, April 08, 2002 16:47
To: ‘press.office^
Subject: for attention of Sarah McGregor...

Sarah,

As you know, we have been pursuing the idea of The Sun putting up a reward to help in the hunt 
for Milly Dowler.

W e feel that it would be of great benefit as the search for Milly goes on.

W e would like to put up a £10,000 reward and of course would be happy to work together with 
Surrey Police on the exact wording of the appeal,

You have stressed that at the moment, you feel it would lead to a flood of hoax calls.

However, we believe that - with the search now three weeks on - it would be of great help and if 
there is a vital call that results from it, then surely that would outweigh the drawback of the odd 
hoax call.

Last year a man was charged with the murder of Kevin Jackson, who was killed chasing 
suspected car thieves last December in Halifax, The charge followed a £10,000 Sun reward.

W e would also like to point out that a front page in The Sun reaches many more millions than 
programmes such as Crimewatch, which carry appeals.

And as the Milly story heads toward a fourth week, and coverage inevitably gets smaller, a 
reward story would put it firmly back at the top of the agenda.

1 look forwad to hearing from you,

Mike Darvill (News Reporter).

This e-mail (including any attachments) is intended solely for the intended recipient. It may 
contain confidential and/or privileged information. If you are not the intended recipient, any 
reliance on, use, disclosure, dissemination, distribution or copying of this e-mail or attachments is

MOD200020285



For Distribution to CPs

ai-icy iv iim N C is / im-onm

D E O ;S ;O N :

••%■••:, 4 . .  ily.yf'''"

R E A S O N  /  sN T R N D S D  O U T C O M E :

\ U' V

ci- -O  ::0 ,

t-:::

ATE

O ;vON "A. E,

OllSfer l~Mrf

C n&  ETN 
S o n  /  P n n t OMe /Tlmn"

'■'••Eno* '<AHn I EU< 
> 4' > > '

SOn / Snnt 
DsiA / 11ni$

■i i 1-sO-A
SE' i  ̂ ^' SE;n Pnnt;

16

MOD200020286



For Distribution to CPs

Q &  A 
23 April
Questions not approved on Operation Magenta and approved
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w m dd have citsae so by now
« As 'A ith liic D .uniola '1 a> io t case--- rew ards can resu lt in w itnesses lab ricafing  the 
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■  S U R R E Y S

POLICE
With you, m aking  

Sufrey safer
3 M ay 2002

£100,000 reward for information to find Mllly

A  £ 1 0 0 ,0 0 0  .reward is b e in g  o ffered  fo r in fo rm ation , w h ich  resu lts  in fm d in g  m issin g  

schoo lg irl M ilty  D ow ier.

S u rrey  P o lice  is h op ing  that th is  s ign ifican t rew ard , p u l up by  T h e  Sim , ly ill p rov ide  

the  v ita l c lue  to fin d in g  o u t w hy and  how  M iDy d isap p ea red  and  en co u rag e  p eo p le  to  

co n tinue  d iv u lg in g  im p o rtan t in fo ra ia tio n .

D u rin g  th e  co u rse  o f  th is  en q u iiy  S urrey  P o lice  has sp o k en  to and in terview 'ed m any  

peop le  in clud ing  A m a n d a 's  fam ily , friends, local b usinesses an d  resid en ts . T h ere  has 

b een  a  sig n ifican t level o f  co -o p era tio n  and a vast am o u n t o l‘ in fo rm a tio n  ha.s been  

o b ta in ed  to  es tab lish  w ho A m an d a  is, w hat she is like and h o w  she re la tes  to  her 

fam ily , frien d s and p eo p le  she know's, How'-ever Surrey  P o lice  is co n fid en t d ial there  

is m ore  in fo rm atio n  abou t M illy  w hich  has no t ye t b een  o ffered , and  ive hope th is  

rew ard  w ill en co u rag e  p eo p le  to  speak  freely.

S u p erin ten d en t A lan  S harp  said: 'T h is  rew ard  sh o u ld  en co u rag e  th o se  p eo p le  that 

have  n o t a lready  sp o k en  to Surrey  P o lice  to co m e fo rw ard . W e have  sp o k en  to m any  

p eo p le  bu t w e be lieve  they  m ay be ho ld ing  so m eth in g  back  ab o u t M illy . T h ere  m ay  

be secrets ab o u t M illy  o r her life -  w'e need  to  know  w hat th ese  secre ts  are.

N o  m atte r  how- sm all o r  in sig n ifican t y o u  th in k  th a t p iece  o f  in fo rm a tio n  is, %ve need  

g en u in e  ca lle rs  to  co n tac t us. P lease  d o n ’t h esita te  to  p ick  up  th e  p h o n e .'
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C b ie f  C 'oasU^bk D enis Oki'o-iinor co m m en ted  abmu the m woM ; ' W e a re  g ra id iil  to r 

the gracii c a l  su p p o rt a t  th is  critica l p o in t ht d ine . W c th ink  th a t iliere  is so m eo n e  oitt 

th ere  w ho know s so m e ih m g  that they  are n o t id l in g  us. W c s in ce re ly  h ope  th a t th is  

h -esinapproaeh  vvill aptn'k so ineone  to tell us any seci'ets ahou t M illy  that th ey  k n o w /

B oth  S u rrey  P o lice  turd M llly 's  pa ren ts  g reatly  appreclM e 1 ltc  Son  new sptq^er 

o lle r in g  th is  s tg m ik a n t  am o im t o f  irm ney and  really  hope th a t il will resn it in 

p ro v id in g  us o a th  a b reak  througli in. the hw cstig a tio u .

S a lle y  Poiice is co n tim iin g  to Ib h o w  all lines o f  en q u iries  a n d  is keep ing  o p tio n s  o p en  

to tiw rcicams ior .4 m a n d a 's  d isappearance .

For fu itlier in& rim itlon contact Surrey Police press office on 01784 446932 or em ail 

.For up-to-date new s see our w ebsite at wawv ,s u iTcv. ool lec . uh

C a iM i$ T 0 P P H S l sao >>i n I

MOD200020291



For Distribution to CPs

Surrey Police Press & Publicity, Mount Browne, Sandy Lane, Guildford, Surrey GU3 1HG 
Telephone 01483 482322 Fax 01483 482371 

Website www,surrey.police.uk

■ I
.............^

H SU R R E Y  m
POLICE

2 0  M arch  2003

Under,STRICTembarcr) u n u lOCKOI Fr i d a y March

£50,000 reward for information leading to Milly's killer

Surrc)' P o lice  and  the  C rim estoppera  charity  are  o ffering  a £ 5 0 ,0 0 0  rew ard  for 

in fo n n a tio n  w h ich  h e lps them  find  w h oever is resp o n sib le  fo r th e  m u rd er o f  13~year~ 

o ld  A m anda {'M illy ') D ow ier, w ho w en t m issin g  from  W alto n -o n -T h an ies  one y ear 

ago.

O fficers  be liev e  th a t a key p iece  o f  in fo rm atio n  they  are lo o k in g  fo r cou ld  be  the  

c lo thes and p o ssessio n s M iHy had w ith  h e r w-hen she d isap p eared . N o n e  o f  M illy 's  

school un ifo rm  nor her schoo l bag  and  its con ten ts  have ev e r b een  found.

D etective  C h ie f  S u p erin ten d en t C ra ig  D enho lm , lead in g  the en q u iry , said ; "F ind ing  

M illy 's  c lo thes and  the o th e r  item s she h ad  w ith  h e r  at the  tim e  o f  h er di.S’ap p earan ce  

w ould  be one o f  ou r best opportunitie.s for a b reak th ro u g h  on  th is  case,

"'Fbey m ay p ro v id e  crucial ev idence  to help  us fin d  M illy 's k ille r  and \ve a re  again  

ap p ealin g  for the p u b lic 's  help  to  locate  them . If  anyone  has  com e acro ss  any  o f  these  

item s, wdrether in the  p o ssess io n  o f  som eone  they  know ' o r d isca rd ed . 1 w ou ld  urge 

th em  to call and  let us know .

"W e are o ffe rin g  a  £ 5 0 ,0 0 0  rew 'ard fo r any  in fo rm atio n  w h ich  leads us to  M iily 's  

k iiler. A n y o n e  w h o  w o u ld  ra th er g ive  in fo rm atio n  an o n y m o u sly  can  call 

C rim esto p p ers  on 0800  555 111."

T h e  size  o f  th e  rewTtrd, w hich  is funded  by  £ 1 0 ,0 0 0  from  C rim esto p p ers  and  £ 40 ,000  

fi-om S urrey  P o lice , is q u ite  ex cep tio n a l and dem onstrate.s the  h uge  c o m m itm en t to 

th is  case, ..
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W hen M illy  w en t m issin g , she w as w earin g  her school unifonTs o f  n av y  b lue  b lazer, 

ligh t b lue  V -neck  ju m p e r, w hite  b louse, short g rey  sk irt and  a n av y  and lig h t b lue  

s triped  tie. She also  w ore a pair o f  b lack  'Pod ' shoes. She had  th e  fo llo w in g  item s w ith  

her: A N o k ia  3210  m o b ile  ph o n e  w ith  a s ilv e r fro n t and b lue  b ack  w h ich  w as m m 'ked 

''M illy ” ; a beige  and  b lack  Jan sp o rt rucksack; a sm all p in k  g litte ry  'B arb ie ' case; a 

rim lock  and a  m o rtice  lock  key  on a bo ttle  opener key ring  and  a w h ite  p las tic  purse  

w ith  a red  heart m otif.

Surrey  P olice still has a team  o f  30 to  40 o fficers on the en q u iry , w o rk in g  from  the 

M ajo r Inciden t R oom  a t S ta ines po lice  station . T he inve.stigating team  has been  

co n tac ted  by  a lm o st 9 ,000  peop le  o ffe rin g  in fo itn a tio n , has tak en  m o re  th an  3 ,300  

s ta tem en ts  and  ch eck ed  m ore  th an  2 ,7 0 0  veh ic les as p a rt o f  th e  enqu iry . M o re  than  

500 item s have b een  su b m itted  fo r fo rensic  tes tin g  and ex p erts  a re  still in the  p ro cess  

o f  pa in stak in g ly  ex am in in g  m ore th an  40 sacks o f  le a f  m atte r  w h ich  w ere  tak e n  from  

the  .site w here  M illy 's  b o d y  w as found.

C o m m en tin g  on  the in v estiga tion . D e tectiv e  C liie f  S u p erin ten d en t D en h o lm  said:

"W e have co m m itted  hu g e  re,sources to  th is  in v es tig a tio n  an d  h av e  gone to  

ex trao rd in ary  leng ths to  crack  th e  case. T h is  is w hy, d esp ite  b e in g  12 m o n th s on, w e 

still have a n u m b er o f  o p en  lines o f  inquiry . W e rem ain  o p tim istic  th a t w e w ill find  

w h o ev er i.s resp o n sib le  fo r M illy 's  m urder."

Ends

Note to editors:

T h e  £50 .000  rew ard  is  o fie red  for in fo rm atio n  w hich  lead,s to  the  co n v ic tio n  o f  the 

perso n  o r p e rso n s  resp o n sib le  for th e  abd u c tio n  an d  m u rd e r o f  A m an d a  D ow ler.

F o r  fu rth e r in fo rm a tio n  con tac t S io rey  P o lice  p ress o ffice  on 01483 4 8 2 3 2 2  o r em ail: 

p re ss . off] c e @ su rre y . pol i c e . uk

F o r u p -to -d a te  n ew s see our w ebsite  at w w w .sun-cy .po lice .uk

ICilMBTOPPEiS 0300 555 111
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Levi Bellfield trial: Rachel Cowles ang ry  over  trial co l lapse  a f te r  'm ed ia  co verage '  -  T e legraph 27/04/2012 14:42

W w  r « p l i

Levi Belifielti trial: Rachel Cowles an,gr>’'over trial collapse after 'media coverage'
A woman Levi Bellfield allegedly tried to abduct the day before kidnapping Milly Dowler is devastated at being “robbed” of 
justice after his trial was aborted following a barrage of prejudicial publicity.

Rachel Cowles, fisnted by her parents, reads a statement to the rnsdi.a outslcte : he Qid Beliey Photo: flEUTssRS

3y Andrew Hough i'htrp;//¥.Avw ieleg.rapfjythp.uL/lonthaiisW^

7:45AH1 BST 25 Jufi 2011 

FeSSow \ 2.S06 foStowers
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Rachel Cowles, 21, admitted being "extremely hurt and angry" after an Old Bailey jury was discharged on Friday without reaching a verdict that Bellfield 

had tried to snatch her in broad daylight.

During his trial, the schoolgirl told how two weeks short of her 12th birthday she was accosted by a "chubby skinhead" as she walked home from school in 

March 2002.

Prosecutors claimed it was Bellfield who tried to lure her into his car the day before he abducted and killed Milly as she walked home from Bishop Wand 
Church of England school in Sunbury to her home in nearby Shepperton.

Milly, who lived just three miles away, was abducted and murdered in March 2002. Her body was found six months later.

On Thursday the former nightclub doorman and wheelclamper, 43, was found guilty of kidnapping and murdering 13-year-old Milly but jurors had yet to 

reach a verdict on attempted kidnapping charges that he abducted her.

Raciiei C ow les:hovg b-jon roisLed of justice' (hitp;/,'\v',vw.{oiegragh oo,ijk/f'e’ysbj;pkfjsws./cric]e/osi; ,f0j 7/Rŝ ^̂  
iootics.hfrr!l)

Bellfield 'tried to abduct girl before taking Milly' (http://www.telegraph.co.uk/new8/uloiew8/cfifne/85i2236/Levi-8eiifieid-trieg-to-a.bdMct-sc.hooigjii-tn8-

day-'b-ofare-.kidrisppipg-Milly^powler

Jury discharged in final Bellfjeld case (http://www.t6legraph.co.uk/nevys/uknews/crirn6/8596712/Mllly-povvleHuiy-dischrv
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Levi Bellfleld trial; Rachel Cowles ang ry  over  trial co l lapse  a f te r  'm ed ia  coverage '  -  Te leg raph 27/0'1/2012 i4;42

casg.hjnrii)

Polics apologise for blunders in hunt for Miiiy Dowler's killer ihttp://wwy»Jeiegt;aph,Go.uk/news/uKnews/^ 
<|goJogise-for-Ev|

Mijiy Dewier police investigation oiticissd (http:/A«ww.teiepraph.co.uk/n9W8/uKn8W8/cfitmf8595498/Fiami98-of'#fotnetHnunel8recM?y-Millv-Powier-kjjiet- 
Lsvi-Bellfield-critiGlse-^

Lavi Bellfleid cjijiit;/ of abdiictiori snd murder of Milly Dowler {i'Kg://www jelsgrgnh.co.uk/news/^^^^ 
a&ductlngu3rid-7nurderlng-fdilly;-Dowler.htr!i!)_

But tabloid newspapers and television news programmes subsequently published "hugely prejudicial" material about the "predatory and violent" convicted 
murderer, which the jury had not been made aware of.

The "avalanche" of adverse publicity included interviews with former partners, airing police interviews, linking him to other high-profile murders and 
publishing comments about defence tactics.

On Friday Mr Justice Wilkie admitted he had been forced into the "deplorable" position of discharging jurors before they returned verdict in the case. The 
charges will now "lie on the file".

The judge said the "the trigger had been pulled too soon," by the media and the "huge volume of publicity" made it impossible for the jury to give fair 
consideration to its verdicts.

After the judge said he would refer the case to the Attorney General to consider bringing contempt of court charges against media organisations, the 
Crown Prosecution Service announced they would not seek a retrial.

Speaking outside court, Miss Cowles, flanked by her mother Diana, said: “I am extremely hurt and angry that some of the media reporting of this case has 
now robbed me of the chance for justice for what happened in 2002.

"Giving evidence in court brought back many memories and I hope now that I can put this ordeal behind me and move on with my life, “

"I would like to thank all my family and friends for the love and support they have shown me not only during this trial but also over the last nine years."

Earlier, the judge paid tribute to her family and her for their handling of the distressing news before acknowledging that "Rachel Cowles will be denied 
closure".

"The only person who is going to be affected by what has happened and most affected adversely has been Rachel Cowles and her family," he said.

"She has had to live for nine years with what happened to her and she has given evidence in court which has no doubt been an ordeal for her.”

Surrey Police also apologised to the family for their "poor initial response" to the case.

The court heard that Diana Cowles rang police when a man in a red car offered her daughter a lift but it was three years until officers interviewed her. 

After Bellfield's arrest, Scotland Yard investigated a further 20 offences including allegations of rape, assaults and druggings.

Many of those cases insufficient evidence to prosecute but some rape charges lie on the file.

In 2008, Bellfield stood trial for attempted murder and causing grevious bodily harm for an attack on Irma Dragoshi, 33, in West Drayton in December 
2003.

Bellfield was charged over an attack on Anna-Marie Rennie, who was thought to be his first victim.

She identified him as the man who tried to bundle her into a car in Twickenham, west London, in 2001 as the 17 year-old was walking to a bus stop but 
managed to escape.
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Levi Esilfield trial: Rachel Cowles angry over trial collapse after 'media coverage' -  Telegraph 27/04/2012 14:42

A jury failed to reach a verdiet on both cases. On Friday it was claimed the convicted murderer assaulted, raped and "terrorised" his former partners.

A spokesman for the Attorney General, Dominic Grieve QC, said he iwill consider whether there has been "possible contempt of court".

© Copyright of Telegraph Media Group Limited 2012

MOD200020296


