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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.

Maria Waodall's evidence to sy Investigation

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 different angle to
concentrate on...’, 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,

1 wish to clarify my response to the question: “Is there not a need to ensure SIOs are given the
confidence simply to say no where necessary, and 10 rely upon the press, if they re told that
something is going to be damaging, not 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 damaging to au an~going investigation the press
should respect that, Indeed, in my view the press have u public duty to do 0.

What 1 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 some (harndess) information to the
journalist to prevent him or her printing hfimation that cpuld be damaging to an
investigation. I would not criticise an officer who reasonably concluded that releasing
information was the best or the only way to achieve their prirary objective of protecting and
promoting an on-going investigation. Cont/d...

Surrey Poilce, PO Box 101, Guildford. GU1 9PE
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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: response to complaint to the Daily 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 Daily Mail 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 Daily Mail dated 28 November 2002 [Documents 1 and
2].

I was asked whether the letter “was effective as a mechanism for preventing future
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 Daily Mail on this case after this correspondence.
However 1 should point out that in January 2003 it was an approach by the Daily Mail
(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 Rubv: 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 “....given how supportive the police were publically
to the reward, are you really sure that there were serious reservations about the reward being
offered” (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 from the media and even from individuals —
appreciate these offer

* Rewards do generate hoax calls - as people are more concerned about gaining
the reward than helping the police

» At this stage did not feel this would 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:

“CIRCUMSTANCES/ INFORMATION

Various offers have been made by media companies and individuals to supply a

reward to assist with the investigation
DECISION

These offers will be declined at this stage
REASON / INTENDED OUTCOME

The primary benefits provided by a reward is (sic) to stimulate public interest. At
this stage of the enquiry there is a high level of media interest therefore no
requirement to offer a reward. Those offering rewards have been thanked and
advised [that] Police are likely to revisit + consider accepting at 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 at the moment, you feel it would lead to a flood of 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:

“CIRCUMSTANCES/ INFORMATION

Rewards are still being offered by media / other agencies

Cont.d/. .
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DECISION

To maintain stance that the police do not encourage such action [as it] would not
be helpful at this time

REASON / INTENDED OUTCOME

Use of rewards in recent cases (Damilola Taylor) has presented evidential
difficulties in terms of witness motivation

No requirement to further stimulate media interest at present.”
[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?

e The high profile publicity on Amanda Dowler has generated more than 3000
calls to our incident room.

 We believe if someone was planning to come forward with relevant information,
they would have done so by now

» As with the Damiola Taylor case — rewards can result in witnesses fabricating
the truth in order to gain the reward

* We are constantly reviewing the benefit of putting up a reward — and it may be
something that we want to utilize in the future once all lines of enquiry have been
exhausted.”

{Document 7}
On 2 May 2002 the SIO recorded the following decision:
“CIRCUMSTANCES/ INFORMATION

The Sun and the News of the World have both continued to offer rewards. ACPO
[ranked officers] advise that the N.O.W in particular are highly likely to publish
said offer this weekend with or without our blessing

Cont.d/ ...
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DECISION

To co-operate with both papers and apply necessary resources lo cope with
increased workload

REASON / INTENDED OUTCOME

Should N.O.W. go ahead without our having appropriate resources in place, it is
probable that we would alienate the public by virtue of not being able to respond
to any demand”

[Document 8]

Once the Sun and the News of the World had decided that they were going to make reward
offers “with or without” Surrey Police’s “blessing”, 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 Sun published the reward on 4 May 2002 and the News of the World
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 Sun 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 Sun and the News of the World 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 did 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 Rubyv: eunsequences of reward

I was asked whether I was able to help the Inquiry “with what the consequence of the reward
offer was? Were the SIO’s initial fears realised?” (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 Sun or the News of the World.

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 Cuwles: 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 very significant amount of press coverage of Belifield’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 Daily Mail and the Mirror for material published overnight on 24 June
2011. Consent to commence proceedings under s.1 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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The Surrey Police Operation Ruby team wers devasisted that the jury had to be discharged
before they had the opportunity to resch a verdict on the Rachel Cowles matter. T was at the
Old Bailey on 25 June and I saw the impact this decision had on Rachel Cowles after she went
through the ordeal of giving evidence. In my view the actions of some sections of the media
were highly irresponsible and there was no acceptsble reason not to delay wriling about
Bellfield in detail until after the jury had reached its verdict,

I attach {without any comment or endorsement) a copy of & report from the Telegraph website
which provides further background [Document 11}

If I can assist the Inguiry by providing any further clarity on these matters then please do not
hesitate 1o contact me.

Yours sineerely,

IERRY KIRKBY
Assistant Chief Constable
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Paul Dacre
The Editor | ‘
Daily Mail |

Northcliffe House B SURREYE

Noelifeowe . POLICE

London, W8 5TT ,
, Peter Fahy MA

Deputy Chlef Constable
22™ November 2002

Dear Mr Dacre

1 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”.

Your reporter was given a very slear slatement garly yesterday evening that the alleged attack
on u 15-year-old girl in Horseil vesterday, on the evidence available, was NOT linked to the
Operation Orb series of attacks on women in the South East. You nevertheless chose to
ignore this advice and printed the story vegardless,

This insccurate reporting has caused the Operation Orb incident rooms to be flooded with
calls concerning this unrelated incident, which is hindering our search for the rapist and
taking valuable resources away from our work.

It has also caused much distress to the victims aﬁd 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 in your
newspaper.

Surrey Police has previously enjoyed a sood relationship with the Daily Mail, and its
reporters, and I would like your assurance that, when Teporters are given a clear line on an
sperational matier In foture, they will respect and act upon it.

Yours sincerely
M

Peter Fahy

s
1

Police Headquarters, Mount Browne, Sandy Lans, Guildford, Sumey, GU3 1HG
Tol 01483482007 Fax 01483 454294 Emall 7410@surrey.police.uk Website www.surrey.police.uk

With you, making Surrey safer

+
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Mr Peter Fahy MA
Deputy Chief Constable
Surrey Police

Police Headquarters
Mount Browne

Sandy Lane

Guildford

Surrey GU3 1HG

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. | 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 | am anxious to continue and
to build on for the future.

[ 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. | 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.

Ymrsg incerehy, £

. SORREY RGGCE
REGISTRY ;w :

e 03, 0EC go2 |

GUILDFORD g

Lawrence H Sear
Managqing Editor

..f el it Wit f & ratidon u/ iiecentsel . mﬂ%«ﬁ@#! »é/,/'ez//} R wqxe,fewr/ &, m( boiws Jhi s DM&M\" @
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3, Has a reward been put ap Tor information?

o We have reoeived requests from the media and cven from individuals — appreciaie
those offer

s Rewards do generate hoas calls - as people gre miore concermad about galning the
reward than helping the police

o Atthis stage did nol feel tis would be helpfid o the nvestigation
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sirictly probibited, i you have receivad thig -zl iy arsor, please notify the gender by telephons
w48 20 TIRE BO60 and delgte e g-mail and all altachments immedisiely.

ff v wish to kaiow whether the sialemants and opinions confained in this emall are endorsed by
News Intermationat or s associated nompardes (M Group), or wishr o rely on them, please
request witen sonfirmation from Corporate Affairs. In the absence of such carfirmation NI Group
FOOERTS no tespansibitity or liabiliy:

N Group coserves the fight to monitor emally in accordance with the Telecommunications {Lavdul
Rusinesa Practive) {intercaption of Compunications) Regulations 2000

iM Group doss not accept Hability for any virus introduced by this exmiall or any attachmant and
you are advised to uss up-to-date virus checking software

News Internatinnal pie is the holding cormparny for the News Interational group of companies and
is registerad in England No 81701, with its addresy st 1 Vieginia 81, London E58 TRY
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McGregor, Sarah 8006

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(

-—--Qriginal Message-----

From: Darvilt, Mike {581 P oiks darviild \
st ISMTFomike darvilie |

Sent: 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.

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

We would like to put up a £10,000 reward and of course would be happy te 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 resuits 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.

We would also fike 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.

| 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 priviteged information. If you are not the intended recipient, any
reliance on, use, disclosure, dissemination, distribution or copying of this e-mail or attachments is
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Q&A
23 April
Questions not approved on Operation Magenta and approved
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(). You have been offered a nussher of rewards from the media, Why have yoo not

tuken these ap?

s The high profife publicity on Amanda Dowler hag penerated move than 3000 calls to
ouy incldent room.

o Weo heliove i somecne was planning o come forward with relevant information, they
ol burve dong so by nony

% Ag with the Damiols Tavlor case — rewards ey rosult in wilnesses fubrleating the
truh i order to gain the reward

o We are constontly reviewing the benefil of putting up a reward - wud itmay be
something that we want to utilize in the future once all lises ofeng iry have been
exhausted
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Surrey Police Press Office, Kingston Road, Staines, Surrey TW1B 4LQ .
Telephons 01784 448832 B SURREY B
Website www.surray.police. uk POLECE

With vou, meaking
Surrey safer

3 May 2002
£100,000 reward for information to find Milly

A £100.000 reward is being offered for information, which results in finding missing

schoolgirl Milly Dowler.

Surrey Police is hoping that this significant reward, put up by The Sun, will provide
the vital clue to finding out why and how Milly disappeared and encourage people to

continue divalging important information.

During the course of this enquiry Surrey Police has spoken to and interviewed many
people including Amanda’s family, fidends, local businesses and residents. There has
been a significant level of co-operation and a vast amount of information has been
obtained to establish who Amanda is, what she is like and how she relates to her
family, friends and people she knows, However Surrey Police is confident that there
ts more information about Milly which has not yet been offered, and we hope this

reward will encourage people to speak freely.

Superintendent Alan Sharp said: * This reward should encourage those people that
have not already spoken to Surrey Police to come forward. We have spoken to many
people but we believe they may be holding something back about Milly. There may

be secrets about Milly or her life — we need to know what these seerets are,

No matter how small or insignificant you think that piece of information is, we need

genuine callers to contact us, Please don't hesitate to pick up the phone.”
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Uhiel Constable Dents (9 Conner commented about the reward: “We are graieful for
the practival suppert ay this eritieal point in time. We think that there s someone out
there who knows something that they ave not telling w. We sincerely hope that this

fresh approacts will spavk someone to il us any secrets about Milly that they know”

Both Surrey Police and Mifly's parents grvatly appreciuie The San newspaper
offering this significant wmeunt of moncy snd really hope that it will vesult in

bec

providing us with 4 break through i the Investigation.
Sarrey Police s continuing to follow all Hines of enquirios and 15 Rveping options open

a¢ to the ressons for Amanda’s disappearance.

Ends
For further information contact Surrey Police press office on 01784 446932 or email;

For up~-io-date news see cur website at vy

CCRIMESTOPPERSE
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Teleshone 01483 482322 Fax (1483 482371 POLICFE

Website waww, surrey.palice. uk

Surrey Police Press & Publicity, Mount Browne, Sandy Lane, Guildford, Surrey GU3 1HG

26 Mareh 2003
UNDER STRICT EMBARGO UNTIL 00.01 Frupay 217 MarcH

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

Surrcy Police and the Crimestoppers charity are offering a £50.000 reward for
information which helps them find whoever is responsible for the murder of 13-year-
old Amanda ('Milly") Dowiler, who went missing from Walton~on-Thames one year

ago.

Officers believe that a key piece of information they are looking for could be the
clothes and possessions Milly had with her when she disappeared. None of Milly's

school uniform nor her school bag and its contents have ever been found.

Detective Chief Superintendent Craig Denholm, leading the enquiry, said: "Finding
Milly's clothes and the other items she had with her at the time of her disappearance

would be one of our best opportunities for a breakthrough on this case,

"They may provide crucial evidence 1o help us find Milly's kitler and we are again
appealing for the public's help to locate them. 1 anyone has come across any of these
items, whether in the possession of someone they know or discarded. T would urge

themn to call and let us know,

"We are offering a £50,000 reward for any information which leads us to Milly's
kilter. Anyone who would rather give information anonymously can call
Crimestoppers on 0800 355 111."

The size of the reward, which is funded by £16,000 from Crimestoppers and £40,000
from Surrey Police, is quite exceptional and demonstrates the huge commitment to

Docusmart (o)

this case.
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When Milly went missing. she was wearing her school uniform of navy blue blazer,
light blue V-neck jumper. white blouse, short grey skirt and a navy and light blue
striped tie. She also wore a pair of black 'Pod' shoes. She had the following items with
her: A Nokia 3210 mobile phone with a silver front and blue back which was marked
“Milly™ a beige and black Jansport rucksack; a small pink glittery 'Barbie case; a
rinilock and a mortice lock key on a bottle opener keyring and a white plastic purse

with a red heart motif,

Surrey Police still has a team of 30 {0 40 officers on the enquiry, working from the
Major Incident Room at Staines police station. The investigating team has been
contacted by almost 9,000 people offering information, has taken more than 3,300
statements and checked more than 2,700 vehicles as part of the enquiry. More than
50¢ items have been submitted for forensic testing and experts are still in the process
of painstakingly examining more than 40 sacks of leaf matter which were taken from

the site where Milly's body was found.

Commenting on the investigation. Detective Chief Superintendent Denholm said:
"We have committed huge resources to this investigation and have gone to
extraordinary lengths to crack the case. This is why, despite being 12 months on, we
still have a number of open lines of inquiry. We remain optimistic that we will find

whoever is responsible for Milly's murder.”

Ends

Note to editors:

The £50.000 reward is offered for information which leads to the conviction of the
person or persons responsible for the abduction and murder of Amanda Dowler.

For further information contact Surrey Police press office on 01483 482322 or email:
press.office@surrey.police.uk

For up-to-date news see our website at www.surrey.police.uk

 CRIMESTOPPERS
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Levi Bellfield trial: Rachel Cowles angry over trial collapse after 'media coverage' - Telegraph 27/04/2012 14:42

The Telegraph

Levi Bellfield trial: Rachel Cowles angry 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.

de & stetemernd W the roige The Oid Ballsy  Phoao REUTERS

Rachel Cowlas, Hanked by her parents, v

By Andrew Hough (Wi delegranhion uloumaiistsfandraw-houghl

TARAR BET 28 Jun 2011

Fotinw {2,806 fofowars |

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.

http;/ /www.telegraph.co.uk/news/uknews/crime/859746 1/Levi-Bellfield.,.~Rachel-Cowles-angry-over-trial-collapse-after-media-coverage.html Page 1 of 3

D O cusent @
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3poingise-for-Mithy-Dowlar-blunders itml)

Dowier police investigation critiniaad Mhittn iwww telecraph oo ukinews/ukney
-Belifisid-criticise-police-grrars, nimi}

tavi Belifield quity of abduction and murder of Milly Dowler [hitoewww islegraph. oo ul/news/uknews/orime/B584 387/ evi-Beliliald found-aguilty-of-
» Y WA g t

soducting-and-murdering -Mily-Dowler. imh)

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: ‘| 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 | hope now that | can put this ordeal behind me and move on with my life. *
"l 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, Scotiand 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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A jury failed to reach a verdict on both cases. On Friday it was claimed the convicted murderer assaulied, raped and "terrorised” his former partners.

A spokesman for the Attorney General, Dominic Grisve GG, sald he will consider whether there has been "passible contemnpt of court”,
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