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Nearly two dozen executives and reporters from The-Swho had been arrested by detectives over
allegations of illegal news-gathering practices tes into their seats.

They met earlier in the day to prepare for theietimg with their ultimate boss, one of the world’gdest
media barons.

They were livid that the company had supplied a mé&gsternal communications to police that had
betrayed confidential sources, some of whom wereipofficials who received no payment for
information.

The company established the management and stantaranittee (MSC) — assisted by Linklaters, the law
firm — to collate the material to hand over to fledice in the wake of the phone-hacking affair ttlased
The Sun'’s sister title, the News of the World.

Murdoch tells his staff that setting up the MSC adsmistake”.

The News of the World was caught routinely using agpe investigator to hack the voicemail messages of
the mobile telephones of people in the news. The papes’s closure two years ago led to Lord Justice
Leveson’s inquiry into newspaper practices, whiclorggg in November.

Meanwhile, police are running ‘Operation Weetingireestigate phone hacking, and ‘Operation Elveden’
to look into payments by journalists to public oféils for information for stories.

The Sun journalists felt betrayed. And as they remblne ensnared in a massive police investigatiay, t
saw themselves as “scapegoats”.

As they walked into the board room, some had alrsatigigital recorders tucked away to capture the
boss’s comments.

The meeting begins tensely. Darcey makes some apenmments.

Graham Dudman, The Sun’s former managing editorimmstlsome of his colleagues’ key concerns.
Murdoch comes over as angry at the authoritiebngaaigainst police and judges. He claims that his
newspaper group has been “picked on”, complainittgrhy about enemies such as Lord Puttnam, former

film producer and a Labour peer, and Gordon Browrmé& prime minister and chancellor in Tony Blair's
governments.

At times, Murdoch seems to stop himself in his tsagk he begins to show his staff how he even fealg s
for himself.

As the meeting progresses, the anger and bitteamesag his journalists is stark.

They were accompanied by Deidre Sanders, The Suatsyagint, to whom many of the newspaper's
journalists have turned for emotional support dyi@artumultuous period.
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By the time she speaks, towards the end of the #biimeeting, the mood in the meeting room turom fr
anger to sorrow.

One executive is heard sobbing after Sanders reddsletter written by his wife to Murdoch.

A spokeswoman for News UK said in a statement to EXatee Sun has been, and continues to be,
supportive of its employees. Mr Murdoch has greapathy for those whose lives have been overturaied!,
continues to believe everyone charged deserveigtheto be presumed innocent unless proven otherivis

Exaro has compiled a full transcript of the meetirglacting a few details and passages for legabresa
where marked...

Mike Darcey: “So, we met... we talked about one or tiings there. We had a bit of an update in both
directions in terms of state of play. | don’t thiwle need to go through all that again. But, in a veayg of

the key questions you left me with is you would rgalelcome the opportunity to chat to Rupert, jost t
hear his views and express your views to him, if Wt possible, if he’s in town. He’s in town, so he’s
come along today, and was happy to come and meet ffoaught it would be a good chance for him torhea
how you're getting along, the state of play at tremant, and give you the opportunity to ask him tjaas
you've got, any concerns that you have been raisittyus that you'd like to hear as well.”

Rupert Murdoch: “Yeah, look, please be just as hoagyou want to be, and I'll try and respond.”

Graham Dudman (The Sun’s former managing editor)dikan I- If | could start by introducing myself.
I’'m Graham Dudman, | was the managing editor for sggars, until a couple of years ago. We spoke
many times on the phone when | was editing, andt Masited to thank you today for your time, appreciat
that. We met earlier on this afternoon, all ofarsd | was given the job of just sort of introducikgking it

off. So, you will know that the people in this roone she human cost of the decision that was taken — we
believe in haste — to set up the MSC and give igtwe believe, was the sole aim of protecting News Corp
at all costs. We believe that we are the humanafdsiat decision.

“Until their arrests, everybody that you're lookiagin this room today was a loyal, hard-working empi®
devoted to you personally, to The Sun, to News lat@wnal and everything that this company and you
stand for, and have been proud to work here — pt@wbrk here.

“People are at different stages of their career. ¥ausee by just looking around this room. Someattee
beginning, some are half-way through-ish, some ppecaching the final stages of their career. Peapge
beginning to plan their lives around News Internatlo®ther people have given their lives to News
International. Some faces you will recognise, somewon’t. One thing that everybody in this room gisar

— everybody in this room shares — whether we areogtething, 30-something, 40-something, 50-something
or 60-something, is that we were arrested, thrownpotize cells, treated as common criminals in froint

our children, our families, and our neighbours, andfriends and our colleagues, for doing nothimare

than the company expected of us — nothing.

“So, as | say, we met earlier today. We have sonestins that we would like to ask, we are very happy f
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you- to hear what you'd like to say. We’'ve got theestions simply to give the meeting a kind of st
some of the issues that we would like to addredsdrimited time that we've got, and I'm happy tokic
off. Several of us-”

RM: “Can | just say first that | appreciate verychuvhat you're saying. I'd be saying the same thifirig
was in your chair. And I'm sure we’'ve made mistakast iBs hard for you to see it this way. I'm just as
annoyed as you are at the police, and you're divgdt at me instead, but never mind. | mean, it is
absolutely — and we will be returning to this as pepaif we can get through a bit more of this (Mwido
slaps table) — what they’re doing, what they digda, and how they treated people at the BBC, séging
couple of you come in for a cup of tea at fourhia &fternoon,” you guys got thrown out of bed byggaof
cops at six in the morning, and I'm just as annagggou are. But all I'd ask that you remembehét tn
that first month, you said was panic, maybe therepaaic that we closed the News of the World, but we
were working in the belief — | think rightly — the ljm® were about to invade this building, and taketed
computers out the way, and just put us out of bgsitetally. And everyone could have lost out.

“And it was done to protect the business. We thoygiotecting everybody, but that's how it started. And
you want to accuse me of a certain amount of pamice’s some truth in that. But it was very, vergoh't
know- it's hard for you to remember it, it was sublt it was- | was under personal siege — not thet th
mattered — but it was- the whole place was- all ties$were screaming and yelling, and we might have
gone too far in protecting ourselves. And you weeeMictims of it. It's not enough for me to say yee’'got
my sympathy. But you do have my total support. Buthead, please.”

GD: “On that line of support, which is useful. [Red=tt In the event that any of us go to court, anthe
event that we are convicted of whatever offences wesrnwicted of, what assurances can you give us about
our individual future at News International, and aopntinued medical support that is being given, ted
current support that we are receiving now?”

(Pause.)

RM: “Well, of course, | expected that question. And{urally, anyone who'’s released or anyone who's
acquitted will just continue. I've been told thahust not give guarantees, but | can give you somgth

Unidentified Sun journalist: “Medical support?”

RM: “I guarantee you that will continue. And | will daverything in my power to give you total support,
even if you're convicted and get six months or \ehat. | think it’s just outrageous, but- and | ddmow

of anybody, or anything, that did anything that wibeing done across Fleet Street and wasn’t thieeul
And we’re being picked on. | think that it was the dlght-wing establishment, [Lord] Puttham, or worse,
the left-wing get-even crowd of Gordon Brown. There wasrt of- we got caught with dirty hands, | guess,
with the News of the World, and everybody piled invéts a get-even time for things that were done with
The Sun over the last 40 years, 38 years, whateigerBut that's no help to you guys in your permsion
situation. All | have to say is, you thanked mediving you an hour today, | spend more than an levery
day thinking about this, and will just do anythingain to help and support you. Doesn’t make good’&hat
happened to you, or what is happening to you, otdttare that you and your families have been put
through. Still, I mean, it's a disgrace. Here we &am® years later, and the cops are totally incoemteSo,
I'll just ask you a question, | don’t want to intept you, are you happy with the lawyers that havenbe
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provided?”
GD: “Personally, yes.”

RM: “Anyone who is unhappy, say so, and we’ll do whatoae to give you the choice of another lawyer.
We were assured we’ve done a pretty good job of ¢hgobut | don’t know.”

Geoff Webster (The Sun’s deputy editor): “I thinkshpeople are comfortable with the legal represemtat
and one or two people have traded in the initialykxrs for people they feel more comfortable with.ISo
think on that score, we're pretty confident we’ve gobd people behind us. [Redacted.]”

RM: “I think the worst thing that’s going to happerthat some of you will be charged shortly, and saih
you will be released shortly. And the bulk of you voi# made aware after three or four months. It's jus
disgraceful what they're doing, but we’ll see.”

GD: “Can I follow up the first question? ... Will News émhational — we asked this question last time of
Mike — will News International be allowed to make aidien — will the decision rest with News
International — on whether somebody is retaineghiployment with the company? Or will that be taken by
people in New York?”

MD: “Sorry, when you asked that last time,,, we ddmdw what you meant by, ‘people in New York'.
Were you specifically referring to the MSC?”

m

GD: “The MSC, or a News Corp lawyer who says, ‘No, Rupéou can’t do that. You’ve got to do this.

RM: (Chuckles.) “Well, we all take legal advicel tdke that decision. I'll take responsibility. Abstely.
And | don't think there’s any problem about thattBu

GD: “Sorry, basically, on that note, sorry for intgrting you. So you, as chairman, you would be pegpar
to go against the advice of — legal advice — if f@ltithat was appropriate?”

RM: “Sure.”

Unidentified Sun journalist: “You referred to, yosad the phrase, things were done on The Sun ford@ver
years. | personally have been here for less tharBugt I'm pretty confident that the working praeticthat
I've seen here were ones that I've inherited, rathan instigated. Would you recognise that all s
dates many of our involvement here?”

RM: “We’'re talking about payments for news tips freops: that's been going on a hundred years,
absolutely. You didn't instigate it.”

Unidentified Sun journalist: “No.”
RM: “I don’t know, you know in your own heart, I'm nogoing to ask you now, but | would have thought

100 per cent — but at least 90 per cent — of paytaevere made at the instigation of cops, sayingyéelgot
a good story here. It's worth 500 quid,’” or somatlgi And you would say, ‘No, it's not,” or ‘We’ll chek it
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out,” or whatever. And they'd say, ‘Well, we’'ll rsnthe Mirror...” (Whispers) It was the culture of Flet
Street.

“I remember when | first bought the News of the Worl, the first day | went to the office... and there
was a big wall-safe... And | said, ‘What'’s that for?’

“And they said, ‘We keep some cash in there.’
“And | said, ‘What for?’

“They said, ‘Well, sometimes the editor needs sonn a Saturday night for powerful friends. And
sometimes the chairman [the late Sir William Carr] & doing badly at the tables, (laughter) and he
helps himself...’

“Now there was a law passed against this in 1908hat’s when it was first recognised as a problehe T
previous chief of public prosecution, who we hiredddew days then he realised it was too embarrassing
he had to give it ugl.ord] Macdonald. He said he knew that on Fleet Steet there were payments

made, and he decided not to go after it becausews all too petty — and too complicated. The idea

that the cops then started coming after you, kick gu out of bed, and your families, at six in the

morning, is unbelievable.”

Sun staffer: “I'm [redacted]. I'm the [redactedhdihave been for the last decade. [Redacted.]i3 e

only paper I've ever worked for, the only nationelwspaper. Would it surprise you to know that thé firs

time | heard of the 1906 Misconduct in Public Offigct was when | was arrested? No one had ever told me
about that. I'd never seen-"

RM: “About what?”

Sun staffer: “The first time | heard about the 1906Misconduct Act was when | was arrested. No one
had ever told me about this in this company-"

RM: “The first time | heard about it was a couple of weeks ago, but go on.”

Sun staffer: “So, completely oblivious to the fdwt the long-term practice of this company to paplic
officials was illegal, my job description meant tlaata result of that, it came directly through raytigular
department [redacted]. You can understand how weallitfiat we are effectively being made scapegoats.”

RM: “Yeah. And one of these high-priced lawyers wasag it's our fault, but that situation existed ety
newspaper in Fleet Street. Long since forgotten.aBsblutely. Do you think you will be charged, iruyo
case?”

Sun staffer: “[Redacted.] My lawyer- he says no oae tell in this particular situation, but we aaeight in
the middle of a perfect storm in many ways. You'veé@police force desperate to make up for previous

mistakes. The MSC continue to hand over informatioreach and every person in this room-”

RM: “No, they’re not. No, they're not. Haven'’t givelmeim anything for months.”
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Sun staffer: “In which case the police are usingdhibases that they have been given-”
RM: “I know. Kathleen Harris, the lawyer, has totetin to stop doing it, because they'’re lying.”

Sun staffer: “Well, they have, they're putting vastounts of evidence in front of me, dating bacleatire
decade, since | took the job as [redacted]. Expeftsens, notebooks- And, as | say, the first timeas
aware that [redacted] was on the day they arrivedydtouse completely out of the blue and arrested- me
14 of them — who went as far as to use cameras tolsaader the floorboards of my flat to see whether
had been stashing illegal information.”

RM: “I mean, if it wasn’t so sad and so terriblewibuld be laughable. But if your lawyer puts that-uYo
won'’t get any help from judges — but, | think, j&id¢'ve got — not absolute faith — but a lot of bap juries.
I think you'll all make fine witnesses. And you wanaof help from your lawyers, and practice. Besmu
your juries are your best hope.”

GD: “Can | ask about something that Sue Akers saidrAk@s the original commander of Elveden. She
said at Leveson that when the cops came to News &titenal, they were investigating hacking at News of
the World. And at the time, they had no intentiorcaming into The Sun. Weren't interested. That watd u
the MSC handed over mountains and mountains otaei connected to people in this room. Why did they
do that?”

RM: (Long pause.) “Because- it was a mistake, IkhBut, in that atmosphere, at that time, we sdidok,
we are an open book, we will show you everything.” Amellawyers just got rich going through millions of
e-mails, stuff | wouldn’t even have thought was scispis, but they thought, ‘Hand it over.’ A lot of whic
I'm sure the police didn’t take any notice of. Wistj went through the whole company. We went throbgh t
New York Post, went through the papers in Australiaeryghing. Everything they wanted to see.”

Unidentified Sun journalist: “Can | ask you a questiMr Murdoch?”
RM: “Yes.”

Unidentified Sun journalist: “Quite a number of nghis room were selected for an interview with
Linklaters, the lawyers, long before any suggestire would be arrests or there had been any wramgdo
The interviews were conducted on the basis that ateks just wanted to get a feel for how the newspaper
was put together, who did what, how it worked, allriée of it. And then, perhaps not surprisingly now,
nearly every single person interviewed by Linklafersnd themselves arrested. And, indeed, large chunk
of the interviews we gave to Linklaters was producedstin the police station on our arrest. Which
naturally leads us to believe that we had been tegleperhaps for no other reason than most of¢belp
arrested at that point had the title ‘editor’ behtheir role. And, | have to say, we're deeply suigpis of
Linklaters’ role in all this that names were chepigked, if you like. We went through the process with
Linklaters, and then soon after we were arrestedt ddwsn’t sit comfortably with us really. That doésn
suggest to me that evidence was gone through matislylby the MSC, and then handed to police with the
best intentions, perhaps. | think it was the othey araund. | think our names were picked out-"

RM: “Excuse me. When you went to Linklaters, wergw't advised to have a lawyer with you?”
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GW: “We could if we wanted.”
RM: “But you thought it wasn’'t necessary.”
GW: “Maybe we were too trusting.”

RM: “Exactly. If they want to see anyone again, don’t seeem without a lawyer. Anyone. | mean it.
Don'’t speak to anyone.”

GW: “Well, none of us move without a lawyer with ugta moment, so that might be an issue. But you can
see where I'm coming from. A lot of us do feel trather than the evidence being found and then fited

the names, perhaps the other way around. It's viffigudt to shake that idea off, to be honest. &, are

where we are, and that’s that. We'll see how the m®gees. But | just wanted to make you aware of that.
You may be aware of that or not.”

RM: “l was told about that this morning, but | wasaWare that happened. And | don’t know who was
behind this, your victimisation. | understand ekauthere you're coming fromBut why are the police
behaving in this way? It's the biggest inquiry everpver next to nothing.”

GW: “Well, it's preposterous.”

RM: “And now they’re arresting their own, who never eventook money.”

GW: “Well, quite. Quite. They're out of control.”

RM: “They’re going to put all newspapers out of Inesis. Someone tweeted from The Times today, there
was a tweet saying he’d just had lunch with one otbigacts, and he was on the way down to the police
station to drop the guy in it. It was a joke. lif'sbelievable. Actually, it's good for all of us, imat it's going

to get the whole of Fleet Street thinking it's prefgwous.”

GW: “Well, | hope so. There’s a piece being donedmow: Keir Starmer — | haven't seen the statement —
but he’s making a statement today-"

RM: “Who?”

GW: “Keir Starmer, the head of the CPS [Crown ProgeniService], making a statement today which
relates to the Savile inquiry and historic sexdtdreces and all the rest of it, also includes akeild The Met
Police have got 13 coppers dedicated to chasindopédes, and they've got nigh-on 200 looking atAsd
the support staff that goes with that 200 will b&east another 100.”

RM: “Yeah, I've heard bigger figures... They've had wawf people come in. The second wave has
knocked over the first wave. It goes on, and on,@ndt doesn’t help you to know that the police are

incompetent.”

GW: “It would be nice to hit back when we can.”
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RM: “We will, we will.”

GW: “And hit back by pointing out the cost, the mawpo, perhaps put an FOI in for the overtime on
Elveden in particular. You can bet these officeendrturning up at six in the morning for nothirgnd we
should publish all this. We should be giving ithem. We've got nowt to lose.”

RM: “The people who came in and turned over Rebekah [Brdés, former chief executive of News
International and ex-editor of the News of the World on a Monday morning, and her mother-in-law —
there [were] about 15 or 16 — most of them, a dozer so, came from Manchester, a murder squad or
something. And there were three local cops. It’'s ridulous, quite openly. But that's no- it doesn’t ge
you off the hook.”

GD: “Can I return to the issue of the support which’ye shown and expressed today, for which | think
everyone will be very grateful-”

RM: “Yeah, but emotional support is not enough. I've goto do more. | mean, at least, everybody will
be paid. You're all innocent until proven guilty. What you're asking is, what happens if some of you
are proven guilty? What afterwards? I’'m not allowedto promise you- | will promise you continued
health support- but your jobs — I've got to be caréul what comes out — but frankly, | won't say it, bu

just trust me. Okay?”

GD: “And again, there’s a point related to that, ajust wanted to bring it up, cos this was discussed
earlier. We're very grateful for that: don’t getwsong. But what happens if you're not here?”

RM: “That’'s a good question. | might not be here tonorrow-"

(Laughter.)

GD: “Will the company’s support vanish overnight if you're not here?”

RM: “Yes- If | wasn't here, the decision would be- Wel] it will either be with my son, Lachlan, or with
Robert Thomson [News Corporation chief executive]. Angou don’t have any worries about either of
them.”

GD: “Not a lawyer? It wouldn’t be a lawyer’s decision?”

RM: “No.”

GD: “Lachlan or Robert, then?”

RM: “People are going to express opinions, but it'she leadership of the company who would take the
decision.”

Rhodri Phillips (Sun reporter): “Mr Murdoch, youidaarlier that you think most of us would be okay —
would be in the clear. Is that just a gut feelinguach, or is it information that you know that wend®”
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RM: “It's nothing much more than a hunch. Whether it's 3 per cent, or 50 per cent, that they don’t
go ahead with, release, they will take their bloodime about it just in case, and keep torturing you
But the very fact that there are any, will be almasadmission that they went too far. Okay, the wtidhey
is going too far, but it's going to weaken theBut what | worry about for your sakes is that thosewho
are charged may not get to court until next year. fiey're unbelievably slow... It's just getting dragged
out and dragged out, through incompetence...

“But | think, fairly soon, we’ve been told to expet some charges and some releases, but not by any
means covering all of you. It's the best indicationve have, but | don’t really trust anything they tel

”

us...

Sun staffer: “The big issue for most of us goingyial is, let's be honest, most of us won't geti bne,
even if the judge decides we will or claims that we Because it's News International, it's The Sun, it's
Rebekabh, it's you, with respect Mr Murdoch, it's \ahthe papers have been all about. It's trying to fpr
News International, and we’re the people that wiksat in the dock facing it.”

RM: “I don’t think that’s totally fair. | think thewe’ve been a paper that's never been frightengg:to

wade into big controversies, and as such we’ve mahe £nemies, many times, but we’ve made a lot of
friends too. And | don't think it's all one way. Btiiey wouldn’t be buying- two million people wouldn'tb
buying The Sun every day. But, yeah, | know what g@saying. Well, where would I, or The Sun, be most
unpopular? It would be with the judges.”

Sun staffer: “Absolutely, absolutely. Completelyegyr..”

Unidentified Sun journalist: “I'm not too worried alicthe legal situation. But the worst thing has been
last year a friend and good contact of mine wasstade He sent me some stuff, totally in the puliferest,
no money paid for. He was arrested under data pioteittr unauthorised disclosure of information... He
feels very aggrieved towards the company that he gavthis material in good faith, and through ndtfa
of my own, the golden trust, if you like, of jourigtic confidentiality has been breached...”

RM: “Did he give you stuff that he shouldn’t havengé@”
Unidentified Sun journalist: “We haven't publishexh®e of it yet. But it was in the public interest...”

RM: “The thing about public interest- the judges andlawyers will tell you it's not a legal defence. Bu
| think it's a massive defence with the jury...”

Unidentified Sun journalist: “The genie here hasrble¢ out of the bottle by the MSC, and the potice
now going in different directions with this. It's arst like this company has lost complete contrahat.
But do you not feel there’s a principle here thatbg&rayed, in terms of journalistic confidentighitymean
that with respect, sir. | mean how do we ask sourtegamation to trust us in future when this has
happened? It's something that could possibly- willermine the whole industry, never mind just this
company. | just need to get that off my chest.”

RM: “Yes. We've got to correct that in some way, fioe future. But you’ve got to protect sourcksone
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case we paid a bundle, a huge bundle of money, iawat News of the World. But a woman then said
she’d been hacked. | think we've got records of howe actually paid for them, legally, on round about
ten occasions, where that information had come froprbut | think some idiot at News of the World
thought they’d better be careful. The law of libel is so touglt&o they hacked it just to check, it would
seem | don’t know, we’ve never seen [the private invgstor's] diary. The cops have gatBut the people
there said we can't disclose the fact that we firgjot all that information, on ten occasions, from
somebody else, not the hacking thing at all. So, y&now. Sure, | think you've got to protect your
sources.”

GD: “But yet you set up the MSC...”

Unidentified Sun journalist: “And yesterday — my l@v's probably not going to thank me for sayingthi
but when | was interviewed Monday, the police putramf of me photocopies of my contacts book thay the
had taken from my office desk. That's disgracefuld this company was complicit in giving that torie
by the actions of the MSC.”

RM: “Well, we didn’t go round collecting it, and sag here it is. They came and searched the offices.
GD: “Based on what the MSC had originally done.”

RM: “They said, if you go to his office you'll findll this? | don’t think soThey [police] were in
Rebekah’s office for two days, thereabouts, when tihe were three executives in there with them. And
they [police] say how they came in and got all thistuff against great resistance. But there was none
They [executives] were just watching. And they [potie] didn’t get anything worthwhile anyway, but
that's another matter.”

Unidentified Sun journalist: “The thing is, sir, theo one is in any doubt whatsoever that the [redHdtave
done exactly what we've all done. As you say, it's thilture that went right across Fleet Street. Baeit t
difference has been that [redacted] we as a complamough the MSC, have willingly embraced what the
police want from us.”

RM: “All | can say is, for the last several months, ve have told, the MSC has told, and Kathleen
Harris, who's a terrific lawyer, has told the police has said, 'No, no, no — get a court order. Deal vt
that.’

“They said, 'We will,” and, of course, it never hagpened... There’s no channel at all.”

Sun staffer: “It's a bit like shutting the stablead after the horse has bolted for every one df us.

RM: “Oh absolutely, absolutely, you're right.”

(Long pause.)

Unidentified person: “Anybody else, before we go? @ar’

RM: “All | can say to you is that | feel terrible about it. But here we are”
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Neil Millard (Sun reporter): “How much do you regeetiting up the MSC in the first place?”

RM: “I don’t know anything about that. | guess | wadaocussed enough. But it came out of the News ef th
World, which | have told. The company had been ethong, and they had covered @nd hacking was
something which was- | mean, they knew they were ba&ing the law, because it was a very recent law.
And everyone was piling in, saying, “Oh, we were h&ed,” when they weren’t even mentioned in the
paper.”

Unidentified Sun journalist: “One of the issues tvatve not really addressed is the emotional pathraurt
for our families, and our wives and children. Deidre you know, is The Sun’s agony aunt, has gaterle
that- (turning to a colleague) do you want to exptais? As it's your wife.”

Sun executive: “When we knew that we would be forteetough to meet with you today, my wife went
off into the study, and came back with a letter #fe presented to me, which she wanted me to pass on
you. And | felt, as Deidre’s here, this is pretty m@cbroad representation of what most people caygt
this have gone through, and so, sort of handedDieidre to explain-"

Deidre Sanders: “I think there are a lot of partveine would have liked to have been here today because
they have been so affected by this as well.”

(DS reads out letter from wife of Sun executive:)
Dear Mr Murdoch,

| thought | would take this opportunity to let yknow what it’s like to be a wife of one of yourested and
bailed journalists. We all feel much the same wayrayed. Just over a year ago, lying in bed asl¢lep,
phone rang. It was the Met Police asking how td fimy home, as they were coming to arrest my husband.

I handed him the phone. | felt sick. I'd recentlyngoout of... hospital having had a heart operatidmew |
had to keep calm, but didn’t know what to do. Myblams! went to let the police in. There were 10 efrthl
heard them charge him with conspiracy and corruptloall felt surreal.

My husband, who loves News International, had lzegsted for doing his job. The man who'd left family
holidays mid-week because they needed him, who’d heee to a school nativity play or carol concert,
who wouldn’t even park on a yellow line, was bangsted at the hands of the company whom he’d
worked so hard for.

After he’d been led away the police went into camge, room by room, looking for evidence. By thead
comforting my two-year-old grand-daughter, who wagitaess to her grand-dad being led away to prison.
The police left with all our old video-tapes: ‘iby can’t prove what's on it, we have to take ifdea small
bag of expenses sheets and letters from the edioBeven hours later, after most of the TV crevis ha
gone, he came home shattered by the unending quesiowell as by the betrayal at the hands of tis&M

Many other partners had their underwear drawertedf cereal boxes emptied in front of their children
neighbours blocked in by a seemingly endless sugfgglice cars. A disgusting show of bullying. Nofe
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our property has been returned.

So, time’s passed and we've been left in a hortiibo. Our relationships are at breaking point, sorfie o
the kids who watched their dads dragged away allerstounselling.

DS (aside to RM): “And | have to say as well, | knowtteome are starting counselling now.
(DS continues to read letter:)

And one 15-year-old girl has had her hair fall autclumps because of the stress. Characters havegeth
There have been suicide attempts. For what? A hilpolitical game: for what end? To save News
International’s integrity, put way before the wbking of its employees. They deserve better, thiese aot
the debris. They’'ve been on the firing line, litgrdéor you, and have loved every minute. Those leewjil
never come back, they’'ve been lost forever.

There appears to be no end in sight, and whileriaster of this drama has been sent to America to e so
fancy new job, he’s left behind a huge mess. A nhenunder oath at Leveson said, it's the fundamental
right of all journalists to protect their sourcesas happily handing the Met Police all the Sun'srses and
contacts, along with payment details. Priceless.

He even sanctioned Powerscourt to brief the Preainagus, using the phrase: ‘Drain the swamp’.

Only last week one of the journalists was told he g@ing to be charged. His daughters took days ofkw

m

RM (interjects): “That was a lawyer who said, ‘Drdie tswamp.
DS: “It's Powerscourt, the PR company.”

RM: “They were briefed, yes.”

(DS continues to read letter:)

Only last week one of the journalists was goinge@harged. His daughters took days off work and
university to support their distraught mum, only &vé the police change their mind. He is of courdkasti
bail, and just waiting for the next episode.

I’'m waiting for March... when my husband’s day is upingWeeks of, ‘What shall we do?’ ifs, if he’s
charged, what happens afterwards? Will he everllmsvad to leave News International to go elsewhere?
So, we're stuck between a rock and a hard places He&hanged man. No longer do we have the same
relationship. He is tortured, and as a consequenoere we.

I've always admired you, and liked the fact that f)ad such a great family ethic. We're the familie®wh
made the sacrifices that allowed our partners tegiou the loyalty and respect you sought. The mdsha
wives and children, not to mention parents and figeewho are all affected by the work of the MSQ, fee
abandoned and isolated.
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There are men at the very top of their game whoffaaheir future. Their reputation’s destroyed, atteir
freedom, possibly about to be taken away. Can ylbugevhat happens next?

[Name of letter writer redacted.]...

RM: “Thank you very much. That's very moving... I'll g o and shove it down the throat of the
company lawyers. That was the most ups-"

(Sun executive sobs.)
RM: “It's a very, very moving letter. Alright?”
MD: “That probably brings us to an end, anyway, ddet{

RM: “Okay. Thank you very, very much, and I'm sorry it’s like this. Sorry.”

On Exaro tomorrow: listen to Rupert Murdoch speaktm staff at the private meeting at News UK'’s
headquarters in an audio file, lasting more thanmiButes, that pulls together his key comments



