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M iss Ju lie  G oodyear MBE v  The People

C lauses noted: 3

M iss Ju lie  G oodyea r MBE o f H eywood, Lancash ire , com pla ined tha t pho tographs o f her pub lished 
in The People on 6 O ctober 2002 in truded in to he r privacy in breach o f C lause 3 (P rivacy) o f the  
C ode o f Practice.

The com p la in t was upheld.

The photographs show ed the com p la inan t s itting in her back garden and w ere  taken w ith  a long 
lens. The com pla inan t said tha t th is  was a breach o f C lause 3, as she c lea rly  had a reasonab le  
expecta tion  o f p rivacy there.

The ed ito r said tha t the  garden w as not h idden by trees o r bushes and tha t it was possib le  to  see 
the com pla inan t from  public p laces which bordered her property. M oreover, the  new spaper 
enclosed copies o f contracts tha t it had p rev ious ly  agreed w ith the  com p la inan t wh ich m ade c lea r 
tha t it had paid her fo r fea tu res and s tories concern ing her hom e. The ed ito r argued tha t the  
com p la inan t could not now  leg itim ate ly  com pla in  tha t her privacy had been invaded w hen she had 
prev ious ly  been w illing to use s im ila r pho tographs fo r her own purposes.

Adjudication

The Com m ission dea lt firs tly  w ith  the a rgum ent tha t the  com pla inan t could be seen from  pub lic 
p laces bordering her property. A  long lens had been necessary to  pho tograph the  com p la inan t w ith  
any c la rity  and the Com m ission cons idered in these  c ircum stances tha t it w as un like ly  tha t passers- 
by - even if they  cou ld  have seen figu res  in the garden - w ould have been ab le  to iden tify  the 
com pla inant. It w as c lea r tha t the  com pla inan t had a reasonable  expecta tion  o f p rivacy w here  she 
was sitting.

Turn ing to  the suggestion tha t the  com pla inan t had co-operated w ith  the  press to  the exten t tha t she 
no longer deserved the protection o f the  Code, the  Com m ission apprec ia ted  tha t its previous 
ad jud ica tions have m ade c lea r tha t people m ay lim it the ir rights by se lling  in form ation o r p ictures. 
However, the  Com m ission has a lso always been c lea r tha t peop le  do not lose all rights to  the 
protection o f the  C ode and cons idered  that, in th is case, the  ed ito r had m ade the  w rong decision. 
The  C ode is extrem ely  stric t about the  use o f long lens pho tography to take  p ictures o f peop le  in 
private p laces and the  Com m ission did not cons ide r tha t the  previous pub lication o f m utua lly  agreed 
fea tu re  stories was a su ffic ien t reason in these  particu la r c ircum stances to breach it.
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