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Ms Dynam ite v  Is ling ton  Gazette

C lauses noted: 3

The  s in ge r Ms Dynam ite  com pla ined  to the Press C om pla in ts C om m ission th rough her record 
com pany Po lydor tha t an artic le  (and accom panying  pho tograph) headlined “C hart s ta r’s dream  
house is righ t next doo r to m um ” pub lished in the  Islington G azette  on 26 M arch 2003 in truded into 
her privacy in breach o f C lause 3 (P rivacy) o f the  Code o f Practice.

The com p la in t was upheld.

The artic le  reported tha t the  s in ge r Ms D ynam ite  had purchased a new  property  in North London. 
The nam e o f the  s tree t w as g iven and a photo o f the  spec ific  p roperty  was included. The 
com p la inan t’s representa tives said tha t the  inclusion o f such deta il m ade identifica tion  o f Ms 
D ynam ite ’s new  hom e possib le  and could put her a t risk from  obsess ive  fans.

The  new spaper exp la ined tha t the s to ry  was in tended to be a positive p iece about a local celebrity. 
N everthe less, the  ed ito r w ro te  d irec tly  to Ms Dynam ite  to express his s incere  regre t fo r  any 
prob lem s tha t had been caused by the pub lication o f the  artic le  and to  assure  her tha t in the  fu tu re  
the new spaper w ould not publish pho tographs o f her hom e in con junction  w ith  the road name.

Adjudication

W hile  the C om m ission was pleased tha t the  ed ito r had m ade effo rts  to reso lve th is com pla in t, it has 
p rev ious ly  m ade c lea r tha t w hen pub lish ing deta ils  about a ce leb rity ’s hom e w ithou t consent, 
new spapers m ust take care  to ensure  tha t they  do not publish the precise address o r m ateria l tha t 
w ould enab le  people to  find the w hereabou ts  o f the hom e. W hen m aking this po in t the  C om m ission 
has been m indfu l o f the  pa rticu la r secu rity  prob lem s tha t som e ce lebrities have encountered.

In th is case the Com m ission was sa tis fied  that su ffic ien t deta il was included in the artic le  fo r  the 
com p la inan t’s hom e to be identified  and it there fo re  upheld the  com p la in t under C lause 3 o f the 
Code.

R e levant ruling
A  w e ll-know n en te rta ine r v  The Mail on Sunday, 2000 
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