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M rs K im  Noble v  Jersey Evening P ost

Clauses noted: 3

Mrs Kim Noble o f S t C lem ent in Je rsey com pla ined to the  Press C om pla in ts  C om m iss ion  tha t a 
le tte r headlined ‘ I am  on the  w arpa th  over aba tem en t fo rm s ’, pub lished in the Je rsey  Evening Post 
on Thu rsday  6 Decem ber, in truded in to her p rivacy in breach o f C lause 3 (P rivacy) o f the  Code o f 
Practice.

The com p la in t w as upheld.

The le tte r abou t w h ich  Mrs N oble com pla ined had been subm itted by D eputy  T e rry  Le Main, the 
P resident o f the  S tates D epartm ent’s Housing C om m ittee. He had been respond ing  to an earlie r 
le tte r from  Mrs Noble in w h ich  she had a ttacked his po lic ies in respect o f S ta tes tenants.

In pub lish ing D eputy Le M ain ’s le tte r the  new spaper m ade pub lic personal and con fiden tia l deta ils 
abou t the  com p la inan t’s rental paym ents s ince 1988. The com pla inan t c la im ed tha t the  deta ils  had 
com e from  he r file  a t the  S tates Housing D epartm ent and had been used w ithou t her perm ission 
constitu ting  an un justified in trus ion into her p rivacy in breach o f C lause 3 o f the  Code.

The editor, in rep ly to the com pla in t, exp la ined tha t he had taken the v iew  tha t the  le tte r conta ined 
re levant in form ation abou t the  use o f pub lic funds and had been re leased fo r pub lica tion  by a 
com peten t authority. However, he m ade c lea r tha t he w ould  accep t a ru ling from  the C om m iss ion  on 
any inadverten t breach o f the  Code.

Adjudication

The C om m ission acknow ledged tha t th is w as an unusual case as it re lated to in form ation tha t had 
been pub lished by the new spaper in the  form  o f a reade r’s letter. N everthe less, C lause  3 o f the 
C ode sta tes tha t ‘everyone is entitled to respect fo r his o r her p r iva te ...life ’ and the Com m ission 
em phasised  tha t ed ito rs m ust be aw are o f th is  w hen pub lish ing m ateria l tha t has com e from  any 
source, includ ing correspondents. In th is case the de ta ils  re la ting to the com p la inan t’s rental 
paym ents w ere  very  c lea rly  priva te  and personal and, w h ile  the  ed ito r had cons idered tha t the 
au tho r o f the  le tte r w as a com peten t authority, the  new spaper ough t not to have m ade the 
in form ation public.

A lthough there  w as som e con troversy surround ing  the issues tha t had led to the correspondence, 
the  C om m ission did not cons ide r tha t there  w as any  leg itim ate  pub lic in te res t in pub lish ing the 
deta iled in form ation about the  com p la inan t’s rental paym ents. The re  was, there fo re , a breach o f the 
C ode and the com pla in t w as upheld.
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