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PCC re jects Keith  Vaz c la im  o f inaccuracy in Telegraph 're w a rd ' s to ry

The Press Com plaints Commission has rejected a com p la in t fro m  Keith Vaz MP against the  Daily 
Telegraph. M r Vaz claim ed the  new spaper had misled readers by suggesting he had been o ffe red  a 
peerage o r o th e r rew ard in re tu rn  fo r  vo ting  in favou r o f the  governm ent's  Bill to  a llow  de ten tion  o f 
te r ro r  suspects fo r  up to  42 days. However, the  Commission found th a t the  newspaper had taken 
care no t to  make such a claim . Rather, it  had reported  on the  contents o f a le tte r sent by G eoff Hoon 
MP to  the  com pla inan t, in which he thanked M r Vaz fo r  supporting  the  Bill and expressed hope th a t 
he w ould  be 'ap p rop ria te ly  rew arded '. The artic les under com p la in t did no t claim  th a t the 
com pla inan t had, as a m a tte r o f fact, been o ffe red  a reward in re tu rn  fo r  his support. There was, 
the re fo re , no breach o f Clause 1 (Accuracy) o f the  Code.

M r Vaz also com pla ined th a t he should have been contacted by the  newspaper before it  published 
its s to ry on line. It was, he said, "on ly  fa ir and righ t th a t the  sub ject o f an artic le  is given the  chance 
to  explain th e ir  side o f a s to ry  before  p rin t" . The Commission, however, d id no t agree.

It acknow ledged th a t the re  may be occasions when contacting an ind iv idua l is necessary, in o rder to  
ensure th a t a sto ry is accurate. But the  Commission re ite ra ted  its position th a t it  w ould be 
im practica l to  com pel newspapers always to  con tact people w ho  are about to  fea tu re  in articles. "On 
th is  occasion, as the re  did no t appear to  be any d o ub t th a t the  le tte r [from  G eoff Hoon] was genuine 
-  and as the  com p la inan t's  denial abou t the  o ffe r  o f a rew ard was already in the  public dom ain and 
repeated in the  artic les -  the re  was no ob liga tion  under the  Code to  speak to  him  in advance o f 
pub lica tion".

A fu r th e r com p la in t under Clause 10 (Clandestine devices and subterfuge) o f the  Code was also 
re jected.

To read the  fu ll ad jud ica tion  click here 

ENDS

For fu r th e r in fo rm a tio n  please con tact Stephen Abell on 020 78310022.
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The PCC's b iannual com pla in ts  re p o rt fo r  A pril-Septem ber 2008 is now  available online here
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