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The Leveson Inquiry 

Witness Statement for Part 1 Module 2

WITNESS STATEMENT OF ALEXAN D ER TRIBICK

I, Alexander Tiibick, a Partner at W.H. Matthews &  Co Solieitors, 31 Church

Street, Staines, Middlesex, TW 18 4EN, will say as follows:

1. I am a solicitor specialising in criminal law and have practised in this field for 

13 years.

2 . Since 2002 I have represented Mr Colin Stagg in his case against the MPS for 

wrongful prosecution following the murder of Rachel Nickell on Wimbledon 

Common on 15 July 1992. The circumstances of Mr Stagg’s arrest and charge 

are matters of public record which, whilst I will not rehearse the details here, 

in summary are as follows.

3 . On 17 August 1993 Mr Stagg was arrested and falsely charged with the 

murder following a covert police operation known as ‘Operation EzdelP in 

which an undercover MPS policewoman contacted Mr Stagg and over a period 

of five months attempted to obtain information from him by feigning romantic 

interest. When it reached the Old Bailey the case against Mr Stagg was tlrrown 

out by the Judge who ruled that the police had shown “ excessive zeal”  in 

trying to incriminate Mr Stagg “ by deceptive conduct o f  the grossest k ind” . 

Mr Stagg was formally acquitted in September 1994,

4 . In 2007, Robert Napper, a paranoid schizophrenic and convicted sex killer 

who had by then been held at Broadmoor for 10 years for the murder of a 

woman and her child in 1993, was charged with Ms Nickells’ murder. In 

December 2008 Napper pleaded guilty to manslaughter on the grounds of 

diminished responsibility. Mr Justice Griffith Williams ruled that Napper
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w ould  be h e ld  a t B ro ad m o o r indefin itely . A t the sam e tim e, M r S tagg rece iv ed  

a  p u b lic  ap o logy  from  th e  police. In  A u g u st 2008  h e  w as aw arded  £ 7 0 6 ,000  

fo r the M iscarriag e  o f  Justice  w hich  h e  had  suffered .

M PS leaks to  th e  p ress

5. D u rin g  th e  years in  w h ich  I rep resen ted  M r S tagg  in  h is  M iscarriage o f  Ju stice  

case , w h ich  I stress cam e a long  tim e  afte r h is  fo rm al acquitta l in  1994, it 

b ecam e ex trem ely  obv ious that the  M P S  w ere  leak in g  in fo rm ation  abou t th e  

m u rd er inv estig a tio n  and /o r M r S tagg  to  e lem en ts o f  th e  p ress and in  p a rticu la r  

to  The Daily Mail. Som e o f  the  ex am ples o f  th is  a re  as fo llow s.

(i) O n 6 S ep tem ber 2003 The Daily Mail p u b lish ed  the  article  b y  

S tephen  W righ t at pages 1 and 2 o f  A T  1 en titled : "Hope of DNA 

breakthrough in search for Rachel’s killer” revealing  th a t 

d e tec tives had m ade  a p o ten tia lly  v ita l b reak tlu 'ough  in  th e ir h u n t 

fo r M s N ic k e lf  s k iller in  th a t fo ren sic  ex p erts  had  found a  D N A  

sam p le  ‘‘which could belong to the man who murdered [her]” . T h is  

artic le  w as the  first that I o r  M r S tagg  o r th e  p u b lic  k n ew  o f  th is  

developm ent, I w as to ld  by  T ed  H ynds, a  v e te ran  in v estiga tive  

jo u rn a lis t o f  45 years, th a t h e  had  m ade  en q u iries as to w h e th er the  

po lice  had  leaked  th is in fo rm atio n  to  The Daily Mail and th a t he  

had estab lished  that th ey  had.

(ii) O n 3 M arch  2004  The Daily Mail pub lished  the  a rtic le  at page 3 o f  

A T  1 entitled : ‘‘Police ‘refuse’ Stagg DNA Test”. T he in fo rm atio n  

in  th is  artic le  cou ld  on ly  h av e  co m e fro m  th e  M PS in m y  b e lie f  It 

fo llow ed  a ttem pts b y  M r S tagg  to  p rocu re  th e  M P S ’s agreem en t to  

tak e  a  D N A  sam ple  fro m  h im . W hilst M r S ta g g ’s requests in  th is  

regard  w ere  a t firs t refiised, even tua lly , on  2 M arch  2004  I o b ta ined  

th e  ag reem en t o f  D e tective  C h ie f  In sp ec to r H arper at W im b led o n  

P o lice  sta tio n  (the sen io r o ffice r in  the  case) to  a llow  M r S tagg  to  

a ttend  th e  n ex t day fo r a  D N A  sam ple  to  be taken. W hen  w e  

arrived  o n  3 M arch  M r H arp e r in fo rm ed  M r S tagg  that the  M P S
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w as refu sin g  to take any  sam ples and  w h en  w e le ft the  sta tion  the  

m ed ia  w ere  a lread y  outside. I w as  g ree ted  by  a Sky N ew s outside 

b ro adcast team , fron ted  b y  th e ir  an ch o r m an  M artin  B run t and 

asked  to  m ak e  a  sta tem ent on  b e h a lf  o f  M r S tagg. Sky  k n ew  that 

w e had  a rran g ed  to attend  the  sta tio n  fo r th e  p o lice  to  take  a D N A  

sam ple  from  M r Stagg, in fo rm ation  w h ich  cou ld  on ly  have com e 

from  th e  po lice,

(iii) O n 10 Jan u ary  2007 The Daily Mail p u b lish ed  the a rtic le  by S tephen  

W righ t at p ag es  4  and 5 o f  A T  1 en titled : “Colin Slagg awarded 

£250,000 compensation”. T he in fo rm atio n  in  that a rtic le  could on ly  

have  com e from  inside  the M PS o r the H om e O ffice. T he artic le  

p reced ed  by  th ree  days the form al no tifica tio n  th a t I rece ived  from  

the  H om e O ffice  o f  the  co m p ensa tion  decision . T he firs t I k n ew  o f  

the  com p en sa tio n  decision  w as w h en  a rep o rte r  from  The Times 

called  m e  at h o m e  on m y  m ob ile  b efo re  the  s ta rt o f  th e  w o rk in g  day 

o n  10 January  ask ing  fo r m y  reac tio n  to  th e  new s (w h ich  I believe he 

m u st have read  in  the  first ed itions o f  The Daily Mail), I d id  no t 

k n o w  exactly  w h a t he w as ta lk in g  abou t bu t assum ed  it w as in 

connection  w ith  M r S tagg’s case, an d  had  to  say th a t I w ou ld  call 

h im  back  o n ce  in the office. It w as  som e con sid erab le  tim e later I 

rece ived  n o tifica tio n  o f  the co m p en sa tio n  d ec is io n  fro m  th e  H om e 

O ffice.

6. I b e liev e  there  w as an  o v erly  close re la tio n sh ip  b e tw een  th e  po lice  and the 

press in re la tion  to M r S tagg  and the inap p ro p ria te  leak ing  o f  in fo rm ation  

abou t th e  m u rd er in v estiga tion  has had the e ffec t o f  rep ea ted ly  underm in ing  

M r S tag g ’s effo rts  to c le a r  h is nam e by  p lac in g  h im  on  th e  back  foo t in  

m form ational term s. L eak s to  The Daily Mail a lso  p rov ided  a constan t flow  o f  

in fo rm atio n  upon  w h ich  th a t new spaper lias peg g ed  false  and un founded  

assoc ia tions o f  g u ilt in  m y  belief. It is c lea r fro m  the  level o f  aw ard  m ad e  by  

L ord  B rennen , the in d ependen t assessor that m ad e  the  com p en sa tio n  aw ard  to  

M r S tagg , w ho  describ ed  th e  M F C  behav iou r as eg reg ious, that the trea tm ent 

o f  M r S tagg  by ce rta in  sections o f  th e  m ed ia , p ro b ab ly  fuelled  by  in fo rm ation
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from  the  M F C , p layed  a  s ign ifiean t p a rt in the p u b lie  opprobrhm i he ld  fo r the 

best pa rt o f  20  years a fte r h is  acqu itta l, th a t M r S tagg  w as the  m an  w h o  got 

aw ay  w ith  m urder.

S ta tem en t o f  T ru th

I be lieve  th at th e  fae ts  s ta ted  in  th is  w itness s ta tem en t are  true.

D ated  th e ..............d a y  o f  M areh  2012
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