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Dear Sirs
Yqur Client v

.

.

¯
"

"

"

I refer to the above named and the preVK)us ¢orrespo.n.dence and tn partmcula
Deputy Information Commissioner Smith’s letter of 13= October 2006, We
have now had an opportunity to undertake an examination of the source
material that is held by this office. For the remainder of this letter t propose to
refer to the bullet points appertaining to those categories of]n~rmation that
Deputy Commissioner Smith deCided should be made avmlable,
r
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The number.of newspapersor maqazh~es in.volved- by reference .t.o
the 305 iourna/ists.l.CO identified in the investiqation (no identification
of names or newspapers; ma,qa, z, ines or jouma!ists required},: (reauest
f)

e

The number of journalists that worked ,for each title (anonymised-,,,
t#les identifiedonly as IVewspa~er A, B, g etc. or Ma~azine A~ B__. ~;
etc.).: f’rem~’est ’t~
There are 11 Magazines (identified in the table below as Mag A to K inclusive)
and 20 Newspapers (identified in table below as Ntpaper A to T inclusive).
Thetable below provides a count of journalists that requested services on
behalf of the relevant magazines and newspapers. The same journalist may
have made requests whilst working for a number of publications and the
figures in this table reflect requests made by journalists acting on behalf of the
publication they were working for at the date of the request.
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,You will see that some publications only had one person making requests
whereas one publication, ;Newspaper B, had 58 different people making
requests. This Js why, when the total number of iournalists is. .added ~oclether,
a fi.qure in excess of 305 is reached.
MagA.
= 20
Mag B
=5
Mag C ’
=1
Mag D
=4.

Mag E

-2

Mag F
=1
Mag G.
=1

’MagH
~1

Mag I
=2
Mag J
=1

N/paper A
= 45
N/paper B
= 58
N/paper C
= 3:3 , ,
. N/paper D
=1
N/paper E

N/paper L
=4

N/paper i ....
=19
N/paper N
=7
N/paper O
=" 1

N/paper F

N/paper P
=1
N/paper a ....

=2

~--=8 ’

"4

N/paper G
=4
’ Ntpaper H
’=1

N/paper I
=7
N/paper J’
=4
" " Nlpaper K
=19

Deleted: ¶
Deleted:

N/paper R

= so

N/pa .~r S
= 25
N/paper T
-4 =1

T!ze qloba/total of illicit transactions for the 305 iou?natists: (request

0

v

There are t3343 transactions recorded in the source material for the period
under consideration. Of these:5025 are identified as transactions that were (of a type) actively investigated
in the Motorman enquiry and are positively known to constitute a breach of
the DPA 1998.
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Designated - identified Illicit Transactions.
A further 6330 (Occupant Searches) .re~resent~tmnsactions that are thought
to have been information obtained from telephone service providers and are
likely breaches of the DPA~.. However.the nature of these is not fully
understood and it is for this reason that they are c0nsid~red to be prob_abLe
iHici~ transactions ............

]

Designated - Probable Illicit Transactions.
The balance of transactions lack sufr~ent identification and/or understanding
of their nature to determine whether they represent illicit transactions or
otherwise. This accounts for 1988 ’transactions that are neither identified not
probable illicit transactions.
¯

Of the 305 iournalists, a "top ten" fist of the most active, in terms of
nun!_bers of il#cit transactiot~s, anonymfsed so as to read "Journalist A,
B, C, etc’:" (reQuest 2c)~

The list below is a table which provides, details of those individual jouma,sts
who made the greatest number of-requests for information. The subsequent
columns identify those.transactions which could only have been illicit followed
bythe total ofillicit transactions added to the figure for transactions which
were probably illicit but which may not necessarily have been.
Over the period in question some Journalists worked for a number of
publications.
Joumalist ID
J024

jo32...
J034
J063
J121
Ji31..
J167
J193
J237
J239

i a) ktentified Illicit
Transactions
159
113
212
59
111

2O9
503

,, ..,,,,., .

33.5

253
357

"t

L r~: French (Fran~) j

26o

9’0 ’
202.
188
120
192

i" =~etea: !

~) ldent~ed Illicit
Transactions + Probable
Illidt Transactions
¯329
’
¯ 377
"467
201 ...........
,,
~,
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aL_The total count of Identified illicit Transactions commissioned by that
__joumalist.
b_L_The total count of Identified Illicit Transaction plus Probable Illicit
transactions, commissioned by that journalist.
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By reference to eac!7 of the top te~ most active toumati, sts (see a.bo, veL ¯
lhe,d.ate of the earliest and latest.of all the illicit transactions we were
able to identify, so as to identify the overall period under cons..ideration
- date of transaction mea.n.s....t.he date on which the illicit transaction was
plpvided bY the invest~qator tp the media, client),; (request 3(c~,
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~’he period under consideration is 1st March: 2000 (Effective date of
commencement of the DPA 1998) to 8m March 2003 (the date the material
was seized by the ICO).
The material clearly shows activity before and up to both dates.
There is no documentary evidence from the source material which identifies
the specific dates that the information was unlawfully obtained.
You should note that information given in this response relates to the period
from 1= March 2000 to the 8m March 2003 which was the pedod covered by
the cdminal proceedings brought by this office. The start date is thedate that
theData Protection Act !998 came into force, The end date is a date which
relates to the execution of search warrants at a number of premises which
took place in March 2003. It is possible that the final offences contained
within the source material ~mmitted prior to 8m March 2003, but that
date was chosen as it was felt that it could be clearly established as a date
after which no further offences could be identified from the source material.
¯ Aqain. by reference, to the ted ten most aclive ioumaljsts (see above),
the tot.of sum paid for the information supplied to that/ournalist ~or at
~at journalist’s request), (request 4(c)),, _

"T~ following table shows the Journalist identif’md in the previous table
relating to activity and identifies the probable values of the transactions
undertaken by that Journalist followed by:
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a) Minimum estimated sums paid for Identified Illicit Transactions
commissioned by that journalist, ~any sums paid for Probable
Iilicit Information supplied. All items are calculated at lowest price
variations detected.

l
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b)

O

Maximum estimated sums paid for Identified ttllcit Transactions
commissioned by thatjoumalist plus estimated sums paid for Probable
illicit Information. All items are calculated at highest price variations
detected.

Joumalist
Identification
J024
J032
J034
J063
J121
J131
J167
J193
3237
J239

a) -Minimum sum paid b) - Maximum sum paid
for illicit information
£10,335.00,
£11,480.00
£13,780.00
£5,025.00
£7,640.00, ......
£5,850.00
£14,695,00
£17~170.00
£7,800.00
£23,635.00

for illicit information

£14,90o.o0

£17,270.00 .....
£20~362.50

£8,seo.oo

£11,557.50
£8,832.50
£2’i ,942.50
£2,!,,,,622o50 .....
¯ £11,32730
£28 062.50 .......

If you require any clar’dication of this information please do not hesitate to
contact me.

Solicit0r

e

¶
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