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M iss Sophie Rhys-Jones and The Sun new spaper

Last W ednesday, Buckingham Palace com pla ined on behalf o f  Miss Sophie Rhys Jones about 
in trusive pictures o f  her in th a t m orn ing 's ed ition  o f  The Sun.

Com plaining was the  righ t way fo rw a rd  - no t least because, as a result, the  newspaper apologised 
and gave assurances abou t its fu tu re  conduct. O ther people in the  public eye should fo llo w  th is 
exam ple - and th a t o f  thousands o f o rd ina ry  people - and com plain when they have a grievance 
against a newspaper o r  magazine.

Before dealing w ith  th e  fo rm a l com pla in t, the re  are certa in  m atters I w an t to  make clear.

To begin w ith , I have to  say th a t it  is no t in princip le  an obvious fa ilu re  o f se lf regulation tha t, when 
som eth ing  has gone w rong  and the  Code been breached, ed ito rs apologise fo r  th e ir  actions. The 
e d ito r o f The Sun did so speedily on W ednesday a fte rnoon , and th a t was the  righ t course o f action.

However, it cannot be acceptable s im ply to  break the  Code one day and apologise the  next. The 
newspaper's apology in no way excuses the  grave e rro r which was made, nor lessens the  distress 
w hich it  caused Miss Rhys Jones. The decision to  publish these pictures was reprehensib le and such a 
m istake m ust no t happen again. In particu lar, I w a n t to  make clear th a t Miss Rhys Jones should enjoy 
th e  same rights to  respect fo r  her personal life, and the  same p ro tection  from  the  Code o f Practice, 
as anyone else.

Next, I w a n t to  re ite ra te  th a t any newspaper in trud ing  in to  the  privacy o f  any ind iv idua l m ust be able 
to  ju s tify  itse lf on the  grounds e ith e r o f  genuine public in te rest o r o f  consent. If it cannot, as 
happened in th is  case, it  should no t be p rin ting  an in trusive story. The Code o f Practice which obliges 
all ed ito rs to  th is course o f action is in th e ir  con trac t o f em p loym ent - and I w ill no t hesitate to  bring 
any serious breaches to  the  a tte n tio n  o f  the  em ployer concerned.

Finally, I w a n t to  underline  th a t se lf regu la tion by newspapers and magazines th rough  the  PCC has - 
w ith  a few  exceptions - genuinely been a success. This regre ttab le  episode - which I have to  say no 
conceivable privacy law  could ever have prevented - does no t de trac t fro m  th a t in any way.

A decade ago - before the  existence o f the  Code o f Practice and o f the  PCC - these sorts o f stories 
w ere  com m on place. Today, th e y  are much ra rer and when they  do occur they righ tly  a ttract 
condem nation  from  the  PCC, the  new spaper industry  and - m ost im po rtan tly  - the  public. That in 
itse lf shows how  m uch th ings have changed fo r  th e  be tte r. But fu r th e r progress requires constant 
vigilance on o u r part, and I am dete rm ined  th a t th is  should continue.

As fa r as the  fo rm a l com p la in t is concerned, Buckingham Palace has indicated to  me today th a t th is 
s ta tem ent, to ge the r w ith  the  newspaper's ow n s ta tem en t la te r th is  a fternoon, resolves the  issues 
th e y  raised w ith  us. There is th e re fo re  no rem ain ing com pla in t on w hich the  Press Complaints 
Commission w ill need fo rm a lly  to  adjudicate.
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