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The Leveson Inquiry 

W itness S tatem ent for Part 1 M odule 2

W ITN ESS STA TEM EN T OF M A G N U S BOYD

I, M agnus Boyd, a Solicitor and Partner o f  PSB Law  LLP, 4 Stratford Place, London, 
W IC  lA T , w ill say  as follows: •

1. I m ake this statem ent to assist the Inquiry in  ,relation to Part 1 M odule 2 w hich 

deals w ith  the relationship betw een the press and the police and the conduct o f  

each. W here the contents o f  this statem ent are w ithin m y ow n know ledge they 

are tm e and w here the contents are not w ithin m y ow n know ledge I indicate 

the source o f  m y  belief and believe them  to be tm e. I attach as E xhib it M B l a 

bundle o f  relevant docum ents to which the page references in th is statem ent 

refer.

2. In 2009 I represented a Tam il hunger-striker called Parameswai'an 

Subram anyam  in a libel claim  against The Daily Mail in  respect o f  an article 

dated 9 O ctober 2009 entitled: "Hunger Striker’s £7m Big Mac”  ( ‘the 

A rticle’). The A rticle w as published in  hard copy and on-line. The on-line 

version is exhibited at pages 1 to 3 o f  M B l. The A rticle falsely accused M r 

Subram anyam  o f  secretly eating burgers w hilst purporting to  be on a 23 day 

hunger strike outside the H ouses o f  Parliam ent in April 2009 to protest about 

the civil w ar in  Sri Lanka and to appeal to the U K  G overnm ent to intervene. 

The A rticle, w hich in  its original hard copy form  also carried a photograph o f  

Scotland Yard, stated that the source o f  the allegation was the police and 

contained the follow ing words:

“Scotland Yard surveillance teams usim specialist monitorim 

equipment had watched in disbelief as he tucked into clandestine 

deliveries. \em phasis added]
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“A police insider said: ‘In view o f the overtime bill this has got to be 

the most expensive Bic Mac ever.'

“Scotland Yard made no official comment but senior sources said 

police decided against dragging the bogus hunger striker out o f his 

tent fo r  fear it would start a riot.

“ One source said: ‘This M'Oi' such a sensitive operation that it was fe lt 

officers could inflame the situation i f  we brought the strike and 

demonstration to a premature end.. ”

3, W hilst the allegation o f  eating burgers w hile supposedly being on hunger strike 

was bad enough, the claim  that Scotland Y ard had video evidence o f  M r 

Subram anyam  doing so seriously aggravated the dam age caused to h im  by  the 

A rticle given that the ordinary reasonable reader respects Scotland Y ard and thus 

w ould have assum ed the allegations to  be credible. The reference to police sources 

lent veracity and credence to the allegations, especially as the A rticle d id no t refer 

to any other sources. The A rticle caused M r Subram anyam  to be  considered a liar 

and a fraud in the Tam il com m unity, to  receive death tlu'eats and to feel suicidal.

4, Follow ing publication o f  the A rticle, M ichelle R iondel, the solicitor then 

instructed by  M r Subramanyam, spoke to the M etropolitan Police Superintendent 

w ho was in charge o f  the operation w ho confirm ed that:

" there was no police suiweillance team  assigned to watch him ;

■ there was no use o f  ‘specialist monitoring equipment

■ the police had no ‘evidence’ o f  the allegations m ade in  the Article;

■ he  w as not aware o f  any police decision ‘against dragging the 

bogus hunger striker out o f his tent ’ or ‘that it was fe lt officers
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could inflame the situation i f  [they] brought the hunger strike and 

demonstration to a premature end ’

5. The Daily M ail subsequently accepted that the allegations were com pletely 

false and settled M r Subram anyam ’s claim  on term s including the paym ent o f  

£47, 500 com pensation and publication o f  the apology exhibited at page 4 o f  

M B i acknow ledging the falsity o f  the allegations.

6. N either I nor m y  client know  how the statem ents in the A rticle quoted above 

at paragraph 2 found their w ay into the A rticle. A s a m atter o f  logic there are 

only two possibilities w hich are either that:

i. a police source sim ply m ade up these allegations and 

com m unicated them  to The Daily Mail', or

ii. The Daily M ail m ade up the police sources.

I f  i) happened then The Daily Mail m ust have been so confident in  its po lice 

source so as not to consider it necessary to request the footage in order to 

verify  it. H ad The Daily M ail done so, it  w ould have becom e clear that none 

existed.

I f  ii) happened (and the new spaper invented police sources for an article being  

published to the nation at large both in hard copy and on-line) then that w ould  

seem  to indicate that the new spaper w as sufficiently  confident in the strength 

o f  its relationship w ith the police not to fear repercussions from  the police for 

falsely presenting them  as the source and/or that the new spaper thought that 

M r Subram anyam  w ould  not have the m eans and w herew ithal to sue.
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>b. i i - n

7. In viev/ o f  the matters confirmed by the Superintendent referred to at 

paragraph 4 above, it wottld be interesting to liear from Stephen Wright, the 

journalist wliose by-line appears on tlie story, as to Whether he can shed any 

light on how police sources came to be referred to in the Article,

8. Whatever the case, in order to avoid the kind o f  distress and damage that was 

cansed to my client, editors must take special care to verify source material, or 

(0 du.-ck wiicllicr llie alleged source material in fact exists, before publishing 

extremely seiioos allegations purporting to be based on police sources and 

purporting to be srrpported by police evidence, ,

Statement o f  Truth

T believe that the facts stated itr this witness statement are true.

■7 ')
Dated the .'7.̂ ^. day o f  February 2012,

Magmis Boyd
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