HIS has been an extraordinary
week for the BBC as it tears
itself apart over one of the
most catastrophic journalistic
errors of modern times.

False allegations of paedophilia against
an elderly Tory Party grandee have led to the
resignation of the Director-General, the possible
demise of the flagship Newsnight programme,
the paying out of substantial libel damages and,
worst of all, perhaps a shattering blow to BBC
News’s reputation for integrity.

How could this happen? Why did no one carry
out ‘basic journalistic checking’ of facts? Why
weren't those ‘facts’ put to the other side — the
first rule of journalism?

We don’t know, but we do know that behind this
farrago is the work of a self-re ing body which
callsitself the Bureau of Investigative Journalism
(BLJ), the o isation that took their ‘McAlpine
exclusive’ to the BBC and whose managing editor
resigned after gleefully tweeting about being
ready to out a politician who was a paedophile.

In its recent submission to the Leveson Inquiry
into the culture, practices and ethics of the
press, the BIJ declared that its ‘output and edi-
torial processes’ would ‘be a masterclass, a gold
standard for evidence-based journalism
...journalism of an outstanding kind.’

To describe this as hubris would be an
understatement.

And at the centre of the story is an obscure but

i well-cc d of Britain’s

liberal Establishment, Sir David Bell, one of five

BILJ trustees.

As we shall see in this Special Mail Investigation,
Bell’s campaign, which began almost a decade
ago, to control Britain raucous popular press
and, in the process, promote what he regards as
ethical journalism, has had momentous
consequences.

ONE evening in January 2005 at the central Lon-
don headquarters of Pearson Group — owner of
the Financial Times — an extraordinary working
dinner took place.

The host was Julia Middleton, a friend of David
Bell’s and a brilliant networker, and the guests
were a select group, drawn from the New-
Labour-era Establishment. We know this thanks
to an account of the event written for the left-of-
centre New Statesman magazine by one of the
attendees, the financial journalist Robert
Peston, now the BBC’s Business Editor.

Peston described ‘a debate on media stand-
ards — with two editors, another BBC execulive,
an investment banker, a Bank of England lumi-
nary, academics and a bishop, inter alia —
(which) was more practical than
most. We'd been summoned to
dinner...by Julia Middleton, the
unrecognised toiler for
rehabilitation of the concerned,
engaged citizen. :

‘One of Middleton’s great skills is to
persuade police constables, youth
group organisers, permanent

J ief executives and
canlearn
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The Leveson Inquiry
has momentous
implications for free
speech. But this
Mail dossier raises
disturbing questions
about the influence
of a quasi-masonic
xus of the ‘people
who know best’
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society’s ills. However, almost all her

;r.'{wethlgs ‘with a collective wail

about the irresponsibility and
ve power of the media.

‘So she herded us into Pearson’s art-

deco palace on the Strand in the hope

that we could find an answer or two.

Something may come of the pmfosals
that were offered. Meanwhile, the
d

unisex, a la Ally McBeal. What is
M Scardino, Pearson’s person-
able chief executive, thinking of?’

Peston was unnervingly prescient
about one thing.

Something has come of that soiree
uvmgms&o. ?

hat something is the Leveson

Inquiry into Britain's
new
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by Richard Pendlebury

of the six ‘assessors’ appointed by the
government to advise Lord Justice
Leveson and his Inquiry.

Bellis anJi‘(lih'e;‘?logiAcgl bedmate of the

G

n described as the ‘Left’s answer @ BELL ang Middl

to the old boys’ network.’ (though 1 eton set up the

not all share thesamepﬁ)liﬁca(lviewg), Media Standards Trust, a lobby
are well prot

organisations they lead or have led.

very busy bee who has been described
as the best-connected woman you've
never heard of.

But while some of the Leveson
assessors have patchy attendance
records at the Inquiry, Sir David —
whose unbridled eagerness to join

in P! rooms when
the sittings rise has been remarked
upon by observers — seems to have

L . Its
_“@apeé-oiggnsgy Its conclusions,

could have huge implications for a
press that has been free of govern-
ment control for 300 and for
freedom of speech

barely a day of the public
hearings that began almost a year
ago.

Public-spirited you may say. Except
that an investigation by the Dcaei’iy
gan raises serious questions about

e T
and the impact this may have had on
the objectivity and neutrality of the
Inquiry itself.
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organisation called Common Purpose,

® FOUNDED by Ms Middleton and  The M b0 the Inquiry
registered as a charity, Common Pur- chairm‘;j: S:va;sdarsdsl [rust, whose
l’?xs'oe ggas{.s a ‘considerable reach’ S

ughout senior positions in pub!
life. Millions of pounds of s itingd
money have been spent

public servants on its courses. = i
B THREE ofthe six Leveson assessors us?gﬁ‘ﬁm

o i
group v;kruch_‘presented a hu

‘prestigious’ Orwell Prize for

C 0 a journalist who turned
taxpayers’ to have made u pned out
on sending  winning’ articles, o *° Of bis ‘award-

through senior colleagues within the increasing the

Standards Trust estab-
ve Ci s o Off, the virulently ant;-
her through direct participation or  has boasted of its tojeas SOUR Which

Inquiry’s terms of

erence. The Media Standards Trust
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shared an address with Hacked O,

whose funding it controlled.

® MANY of those who provided tb¢

most hostile anti-press evidence {0
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® THE Media Standards Trust b&
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denials, some suspect has

to regulate Britain’s free pres:
Ofcom’s ex-chairman Lord Curries#
Leveson assessor.

B MUCH ofthe financing of
Standards Trust comes from & ch"
ity of which Bell is a trustee — &P
tice that, while legal, would see?
many to be inapproj

inappropriate. 3
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