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b ke,

RE: Phone Hacking Ingui

Following the events of last week. | thought it appropriate that 1 write o you conceming my
role in these matters.. You have sought ceitain assurances from me during a number of
meetings- that the initial inquity had been thorough, | briefed you.on the basis of what | had
established and what | knew at the time. The responses | gava you were always in good
faith.

The reason that & new lnvestlgahon has' bsen commenced, and the situstion has
subsequéntly changéd so markadly, is that In January 2011 News Intérnational begar to co-
operate properly with the police. It is now evident that this was not the case beforehand. This
has caused e new. team to look more closely at information contained within the oniginat
material. The ermerging Fncﬁngs are rightly a matter of great concern and have led me to
make the véry public apology you will have seen yesterday

Itis a matter of great regref thaf this ievel of co-operation from News International was not
forthcoming earlier. Had'it been, my decisions and my briefing to you would inevitably have
been very different.

If may be helpful if | briefly set out the iime-line concarning my fole. The facts are that
folfowing some reporting in The Guardian in July 2009, as the then newly appointed
Assistant Commissioner in charge of Specialist Operations, | was asked by the
Comm:ssmner 1o ‘establish the facts around the case and to consider whether there {was}
anything new arising in the Guardian arficle’, This was specifically not a review.

At. this. Juncture {July 2009), the case had remained closed for over 2 years since the
santencing of Mulcaire and Goodman in January 2007. Following detailed bnefmgs from the
Senior Investigating Officer it was apparent that there was no new material in The Guardian
article that would justify either rglopening or reviewing thi investigation,

A short while later, this view was endorsed independently by the Director of Public
Prosecutions, Keir Starmer QC, who had simultanecusly ‘ordered an urgent examination of
the material supplied fo the CPS%. The Crown Prosecution Service acknowledged thiat
Prosecufion Counsel had seen all the unused material during the original investigation in
addition to the actual evidence utifised iri the case itself. Jt is appreciated that such a review
is always undertaken in refation o any relevance in respect of matters on the indictment.
However, it a written memorandum, dated 14™ July 2009, Counsel stated this: (the
underiined aspects are my emphasis),

MOD200011789



For Distribution to CPs

swe. did enquire of the police st a conference whether there was any evidence that the
Ed:tor of the: News of the World was involved In the Goodman-Mulcaire offences. We were
told that thera was not (and we never saw such evidénce}. We also enqu:red whether there
was any evidence connectlrig Mulcalre fo olher News of the World joumnalists. Again, we
were fold that there was not (and we hever saw such evidence).’

in other words, Counsel had considered the unused material and stated in unequivocal terms
that they were neither told about hot did they see any matters that appeared to ment further
investigatioh,

On 16th July 2009, n his own statement on the: matier, the DPP staled 7t would no{ be
appropriate to re-open the cases against. Goodman and Mulca;rel or to revisi the decisions
taken in the course of ;nvest;gatmg and prosecuting theny', This led to the casa remaining
closed until Januaty this year when new evidende was provided by News Iriternational which
resultéd in the commencernent of Operation Weeting.

Therefors; as can be seen, in relation fo events that took place in 2009, | was provided with
some. considerable reassurance, (and at a number of levels), 1hat led me fo a view that this
¢case neither needed 1o ba re-opened or feviewéd, It was on this basls that | briefsd you.

Just over 12 months laler, on 1st Sepiember 2010, there was some further reporting in the
New York-Times. This led {0-a new Senior.Investigating Officer being, tasked to ascertzin if
there was any additional information that might require investigation. A nurber of inferviews
were conducled in tha ensuing months and advice was again sought from the CPS,

In their final written legal advice on this.matter provided on 10th December 2010, the Head of
the: CPS Speclal Crime Division concluded that he did ot consider that there Is now any
evidence that would reach the threshold for prosecut;on In my op:mon there is insufficlent
evidence 10 provide & reafrstxc prospecf of conviction against any person identified in the Neiv
York Tiries'article’, This, again, was not a review of the original case.

in summary, my briefings {0 you on these matters have always been based upon-what 1
knew at the time. I have acknowledged now that with hindsight and with whal we 4ré
currently seeing, my.decisions’ wouid have been different. if this has piaced you na giffi cult
positiort then | very much regret this. However, | rsiterate, the catalyst for the new
mvestlgaﬁon (and the fevel of résdurces now applied) is the new evidence being produced by
News Interational since January of this year.

| ary writing in similar terms ta the Mayor, Boris Johnson, as well. as the previous Home
Secretary, the Rt Hon Alan Johnson MP-and am copying this letter fo the Home Secretary,
Dame Helen Ghosh and the Shadow Home Secretary.

| hope you find this helpful.

Assistant Commissionear -~
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