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DANIEL MORGAN, DECEASED 

___________________________________ 

 

BRIEFING  

____________________________________ 

 

 

The Panel’s report 

 

The Daniel Morgan Independent Panel is due to publish its long awaited report on 17 May 2021, over eight 

years after it was established in May 2013 by the then Home Secretary Theresa May, and over 34 years after 

the murder of Daniel Morgan, a private investigator who was brutally axed to death in the car park of a pub in 

south-east London on 10 March 1987.   

 

The Metropolitan Police 

 

Despite five police investigations, nobody has ever stood trial for Daniel’s murder. In March 2011, the 

prosecution of five men, including a former police officer, collapsed at the Old Bailey after police failures in 

the disclosure of evidence. Following the collapse of the prosecution, the Metropolitan Police Service (MPS) 

admitted that the first inquiry into Daniel’s murder had been “tainted by police corruption”, and that there was 

a repeated failure to confront that corruption over the subsequent decades. The family consider that there is 

reason to believe that the police criminality in and around the murder may have extended to the highest ranks 

of the MPS and beyond.  

 

The Panel’s terms of reference  

 

The Panel is chaired by former Northern Ireland Police Ombudsman, Baroness Nuala O’Loan, and its terms 

of reference include an examination of the following questions:  

 police involvement in the murder;  

 the role played by police corruption in protecting those responsible for the murder from being brought 

to justice and the failure to confront that corruption;  

 the incidence of connections between private investigators, police officers and journalists at the News 

of the World and other parts of the media and alleged corruption involved in the linkages between them. 

 

Eight years on … 

 

When the Panel was set up in 2013, the Home Secretary assured Daniel’s family that the Panel would receive 

“exceptional and full disclosure … of all relevant documentation including that held by all relevant 

Government departments and agencies and by the police and other investigative and prosecuting authorities”, 

and it was envisaged that the Panel’s work would be completed within twelve months of the documentation 

being made available to it.  In the event, it has taken the Panel eight long years to present its final report to the 

Home Secretary for its publication to Parliament. 

 

Reasons for delay 

 

The family understand that there have been a number of reasons for the delays in the completion of the Panel’s 

work, including circumstances from time to time which have brought into question whether the MPS have 

been forthcoming with the co-operation and/or candour expected of them.  However, it is understood that a 
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key factor related to Detective Chief Superintendent David Cook, the officer ultimately responsible for the 

fifth and last police investigation that resulted in the prosecution which collapsed in March 2011.   

 

Detective Chief Superintendent David Cook 

 

David Cook is the only senior MPS officer who was able and willing to gain the confidence of the family over 

the decades since the murder.  He is also the only senior MPS officer to have been arrested and investigated 

by the MPS for alleged offences relating to his conduct in relation to this matter.  These investigations began 

soon after the collapse of the attempted prosecution of the murder suspects in March 2011. Over the ensuing 

10 years, four separate investigations have resulted in decisions by the Crown Prosecution Service (CPS) that 

there was not sufficient evidence to justify any prosecution, the last such decision coming as recently as 2020.  

However, while these investigations remained pending, the Panel was advised not to speak to David Cook, 

although he was and remains a key figure with information of crucial relevance to the Panel’s work.  In the 

eyes of the family, the treatment of David Cook by the MPS – and the length of time for which their 

investigations against him remained pending – were designed to keep him silent.   

 

Claims against the MPS 

 

The conduct of David Cook has also been the focus of civil claims for damages against the MPS brought on 

behalf of the suspects who were the subjects of the prosecution that collapsed in March 2011.  In the family’s 

view, this litigation has been allowed to succeed by the MPS on the basis that David Cook had declined to co-

operate with them, first at a trial before the High Court which resulted in judgment in February 2017, and then 

at an appeal to the Court of Appeal which resulted in judgment in July 2018.  For their part, the family recognise 

that this was not the whole story: for example, it is understood that the Court of Appeal was not made aware 

of a detailed statement provided by David Cook to the MPS in July 2017, in which he gave chapter and verse 

about the circumstances in which he had become unpopular with many in the hierarchy of the Metropolitan 

Police, especially those who would have preferred to leave unturned the stones behind which the stench of 

police corruption continued to flourish. This was the context in which that hierarchy appears to have allowed 

David Cook to be made the scapegoat for the real mischief in this case.  His formal complaint in this regard 

remain pending. 

 

Conclusion 

 

In the decades since the murder, the family have learnt from their own painful experience that they cannot take 

anything for granted those in authority. Until the Panel was set up by the then Home Secretary in 2013, they 

had been let down repeatedly by all those to whom they turned for help: the Home Office itself; the Police 

Complaints Authority (and its successor bodies, the Independent Police Complaints Commission and the 

Independent Office for Police Conduct); the Crown Prosecution Service; and, of course, the MPS hierarchy.  

They hope that their patience while they awaited the fruits of the Panel’s work over these last eight years will 

have been justified, and they now look to the Panel to deliver on its stated objective in its report: “to shine a 

light on the circumstances of Daniel Morgan’s murder, its background and the handling of the case over the 

whole period since March 1987.”   

 

30 April 2021 

 

Bhatt Murphy 
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DANIEL MORGAN, DECEASED 

____________________________________________________ 

FACTUAL BACKGROUND 

(as submitted to the then Home Secretary on 3 August 2011) 

____________________________________________________ 

 

Introduction 

1. Daniel Morgan (Daniel) was born in 1949.  He ran a firm of private detectives called Southern 

Investigations based at Thornton Heath, London SE25.  His business partner was a man called 

Jonathan Rees, who was known to have good contacts within the Metropolitan Police.  On 10 

March 1987 he was found dead, with an axe embedded in his head, in the car park of a South 

London pub called the Golden Lion.  On 19 April 1988 a verdict of unlawful killing was 

recorded at the inquest into his death.  

2. The perpetrators of Daniel’s murder have never been convicted. Several individuals, including 

police officers, have been arrested in connection with murder at various stages over the 

intervening 24 years.  Of those, three individuals (including Rees) were charged in 1989, but 

the ensuing prosecutions were subsequently discontinued. Similarly, five individuals (again 

including Rees) were charged in 2008, but again the ensuing prosecutions were halted before 

any trial.  Since his death, Daniel’s family have sought tirelessly, but to no avail, to have those 

responsible brought to justice.  

3. The circumstances surrounding Daniel’s murder and its investigation are complex, and they are 

described in the attached chronology.  The key facts are as follows. 

 

The first investigation 

4. On 11 March 1987 the murder investigation was initiated under the command of Detective 

Superintendent Campbell of the Metropolitan Police based at Catford Police Station.  Detective 

Sergeant (DS) Sidney Fillery, who was later arrested in connection with Daniel’s murder, was 

initially an officer on the investigation team and took part in the initial interviewing, searches 

and taking of statements that formed part of the investigation.  However, he was removed from 

the investigation team on 16 March 1987, only five days after it started.   

 

The first arrests 

5. On 3 April 1987 Jonathan Rees, DS Fillery, and Gary and Glen Vian (Rees’ brothers in law) as 

well as two other Metropolitan Police officers known to be associates of Rees (Detective 

Constables Foley and Purvis) were all arrested in connection with the murder, but were released 

later the same day without charge. 
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The discharge of DS Fillery from the Metropolitan Police 

6. On 20 February 1988 DS Fillery was discharged from the police service on medical grounds 

on 30 days notice.  On 20 March 1988 he left the police service and became the business partner 

of Jonathan Rees in place of the deceased at Southern Investigations. 

 

The inquest 

7. On 11 April 1988 the inquest into Daniel’s death resumed.  Kevin Lennon, a book keeper at 

Southern Investigations gave evidence that Jonathan Rees had talked about having Daniel killed 

and that he had arranged for police officers at Catford CID to be involved and to cover up their 

involvement in the course of the investigation into the death.  This evidence was given under 

oath and has never been retracted.  On 19 April 1988 the jury returned a verdict of unlawful 

killing. 

 

The second investigation (the Hampshire Police Investigation) 

8. On 24 June 1988 Detective Chief Superintendent Wheeler of Hampshire Police was appointed 

“to investigate allegations that police were involved in the murder of Daniel Morgan and 

matters arising therefrom” under the supervision of the Police Complaints Authority (“PCA”).  

The investigation was to be conducted under the terms of the Police and Criminal Evidence Act 

1984 for and on behalf of the Metropolitan Police.   

9. On 8 December 1988 Detective Chief Superintendent Wheeler submitted an interim report to 

the PCA. Some time later that month, Detective Chief Superintendent Wheeler met with Sir 

John Hoddinot (the then Chief Constable of Hampshire), Sir John Smith (the then Deputy 

Commissioner of the Metropolitan Police) and Mr Roland Moyle (the supervising member of 

the PCA) to alter the terms of reference of the investigation without the knowledge of Daniel's 

family.  The investigation thereafter proceeded ‘in the furtherance of prosecuting the suspects 

Rees, Goodridge (an associate of Rees), Wisden (Goodridge’s girlfriend) and anyone else for 

the murder of Daniel Morgan’.  At this point, Detective Superintendent Lewis of the 

Metropolitan Police joined the investigating team, reporting directly to the Metropolitan Police, 

rather than to Detective Chief Superintendent Wheeler.   

 

The second set of arrests and charges 

10. On 31 January 1989 Rees, Goodridge and Wisden were all arrested on the instructions of 

Detective Chief Superintendent Wheeler.  On 2 February 1989 Rees and Goodridge were 

charged with murder, and Wisden was charged with attempting to pervert the course of justice.  

On 11 May 1989 the Crown discontinued all three prosecutions.  Goodridge subsequently 

brought a civil action for malicious prosecution against Hampshire Police, which was settled in 

April 1998 with an admission in open court on behalf of the Chief Constable that Goodridge 

had been charged without reasonable and probable cause.   
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The eventual outcome of the Hampshire Police Investigation 

11. Detective Chief Superintendent Wheeler’s investigation was not formally concluded until 12 

February 1990 when the PCA issued an interim statement certifying satisfaction with the 

investigation.  Daniel's family assume that this statement followed the submission to the PCA 

of a full report (“the Report”) from Detective Chief Superintendent Wheeler covering his entire 

investigation, including the original terms of reference relating to the allegations of police 

involvement in Daniel’s murder.   

12. By letter dated 27 March 1990 from the PCA, Alastair Morgan was informed that the 

investigation had revealed “no evidence of involvement by any police officer in the murder of 

your brother” and “no evidence to suggest that any member of the murder investigation team 

took deliberate action to prevent the murder being properly detected”.  

 

The third investigation 

13. Daniel’s family persisted in their efforts to achieve justice, using whatever avenues were 

available to them to that end.  Eventually, in November 1997, following the election of a new 

Labour Government and the announcement of a public inquiry into the murder of Stephen 

Lawrence by the then Home Secretary, Jack Straw MP, the then Metropolitan Police 

Commissioner Sir Paul Condon, and his Deputy Assistant Commissioner Roy Clark, agreed to 

meet Daniel’s family. 

14. The meeting resulted in the reopening of the case and a third investigation was commenced, 

under the overall command of Deputy Assistant Commissioner Clark, but without the 

knowledge of Daniel's family.  They did not in fact become aware of it until September 1999, 

after the investigation had been aborted when it led to the discovery of an unrelated criminal 

conspiracy involving Jonathan Rees (for which he was convicted in December 2000 with two 

others including a serving police officer and sentenced to five years imprisonment, increased to 

seven years on appeal) and a suspected money laundering operation involving DS Fillery (for 

which he was arrested but then released on bail and never prosecuted).   

 

The fourth investigation 

15. A formal ‘murder review’ was carried out in relation to the case in late 2000, which led to a 

fourth (covert) investigation being launched in 2001 under the immediate command of 

Detective Superintendent David Zinzan and the overall command of Deputy Assistant 

Commissioner Hayman (who replaced Deputy Assistant Commissioner Clark in February 

2001).  It was formally announced on a BBC Crimewatch broadcast in June 2002, and 

conducted thereafter by Detective Chief Superintendant David Cook as the SIO.  That 

investigation concluded in March 2003 with the delivery of their report to the Crown 

Prosecution Service (CPS), and they declined to bring any prosecution or take the matter further 

in any way, save in relation to paedophile images found on the business computer of DS Fillery 

who came to be arrested, charged and convicted of offences in that regard. 
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The aftermath of the fourth investigation 

16. In the wake of the unsuccessful outcome to their investigation, Detective Chief Superintendant 

David Cook and Detective Superintendant David Zinzan expressed to Daniel's family their 

strong view that the evidence that they had obtained should have resulted in a prosecution of 

the primary actors in the murder.  When they learnt that the Crown Prosecution Service (CPS) 

had declined to prosecute, in September 2003, they insisted that they did not agree with the 

decision but had to accept it.  In that light, they indicated that it would be appropriate for 

Daniel's family to assume that the Metropolitan Police had reached the end of the road in 

relation to Daniel's murder.   

17. Detective Chief Superintendant Cook and Detective Superintendant Zinzan explained to 

Daniel's family their view that:  

(a) This case represents the worst mess they had ever seen. 

(b) The real mischief in the case lay in the initial investigation in 1987/1988, with 

consequences which cannot now be repaired. 

(c) DS Fillery’s role in that investigation lay at the heart of the mischief. 

(d) A number of other police officers were amongst those around him who had sought to 

protect him.   

(e) Their re-investigation was therefore an endeavour to build upon what they had inherited 

from previous investigations, understandably focusing upon the immediate actors in the 

murder, within the parameters set by the damage that had already been done.   

(f) They sought to respond to suspicions about the mischief that took place in the initial 

investigation, particularly with regard to the roles and the identities of the police officers 

who may have had a lot to gain from protecting DS Fillery.   

18. Contrary to previous assurances given to Daniel's family – by Detective Chief Superintendent 

David Cook and Detective Superintendent David Zinzan as well as Deputy Assistant 

Commissioner Barbara Wilding (who had replaced Deputy Assistant Commissioner Hayman 

by then) – the Metropolitan Police subsequently informed Daniel's family, by letter dated 27 

October 2003, that they were not in fact able or willing to do anything to support, assist and co-

operate with them in any continuing efforts to obtain justice, and, in particular, to provide access 

to the report of the Zinzan/Cook investigation or the underlying material.  Eventually, under 

threat of further judicial proceedings, the Metropolitan Police relented to disclose the 

Zinzan/Cook investigation report, but they were not prepared to assist Daniel’s family in any 

other way. 

 

2004 Submission to the Home Office 

19. In that light, having exhausted all possibilities within the criminal justice system as far as they 

were aware, and having met with indifference or worse from the Metropolitan Police, Daniel’s 

family sought the assistance of their constituency MP’s to forward to the then Home Secretary 
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a submission dated 16 February 2004 calling upon him to exercise his powers under section 49 

of the Police Act 1996 to hold a public judicial inquiry into: 

(a) the circumstances of the murder; 

(b) suspicions of police involvement in the murder, and in covering up that police 

involvement; 

(c) the conduct of four separate police investigations into the murder in the intervening 17 

years.  

20. The Home Secretary refused to heed that call, explaining his reasons for doings so by way of 

letters dated 10 June 2004 and 8 December 2004 from the Home Office Minister Ms Hazel 

Blears MP and a response from the Home Office Parliamentary Under-Secretary of State Ms 

Caroline Flint MP in an adjournment debate on 6 July 2004 in the House of Commons called 

by the constituency MP’s for Daniel’s family.   

21. Ms Flint, presumably on the basis of a briefing from the Metropolitan Police, felt able to state: 

“I am informed that the Metropolitan Police accept that the original investigation falls below 

current investigative standards, but that it was consistent with the standards of the day.”  

22. Ms Blears, for her part, sought to justify the refusal on the basis that: 

(a) The series of previous investigations into Daniel’s killing were, taken together, “useful 

and effective investigations in themselves” and produced no evidence of police 

corruption. 

(b) An inquiry would not be in the public interest as it would be unlikely to unearth further 

relevant evidence at this long stage after Daniel’s death. 

(c) For lessons to be learnt from police corruption, the corruption has to be established in the 

first place. 

23. In the light of further correspondence, Daniel’s family decided not proceed with a challenge to 

the refusal in view of an intervention by the Metropolitan Police Authority (MPA) as outlined 

below. 

 

Metropolitan Police Authority (MPA) intervention 

24. Following a meeting on 19 May 2005 with Daniel’s family, their constituency MP’s and their 

local MPA representative, the then MPA Chair commenced a process which resulted in a 

resolution passed by the Authority on 27 October 2005 to commission a report on the matter 

from the then Metropolitan Police Commissioner Sir Ian Blair pursuant to section 22(3) of the 

Police Act 1996.  At the relevant meeting of the Authority, the Commissioner was compelled 

to admit that DS Fillery’s role in the first investigation had "compromised" it. 

25. In February 2006, Deputy Assistant Commissioner John Yates responded for the Commissioner 

by way of a report with a covering letter reflecting in terms a formal acknowledgement on 

behalf of the MPS that the handling of the case ’suffered significantly from the taint of 

corruption’: 
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“… [I]t is also clear in my professional view that this case, particularly in its early 

stages, suffered significantly from the taint of corruption. The actions and conduct 

of ex-Detective Sergeant Fillery (and his potential associates) fell well below that 

which is expected. I personally have no doubt that Fillery was both corrupt and a 

corrupter of colleagues and others. …  

“This has been a deplorable episode in the history of the MPS. It is deeply regrettable 

that the family have not seen anyone brought to justice for this most heinous of crimes 

and this is made worse through the probable fact that some of those entrusted to do 

so may have deliberately undermined the initial investigation. At the appropriate 

time, and that may well be now, the family deserve an unqualified and public 

apology.” 

 

The fifth investigation, arrests and charges 

26. In the meanwhile, possibly in response to the scrutiny brought to bear as a result of the 

resolution passed by the MPA, further lines of enquiry came to be identified and pursued by a 

team under the overall command of Deputy Assistant Commissioner John Yates.  The result in 

due course was the launch of the fifth (and last) investigation into the murder under the 

command of Detective Chief Superintendent David Cook. 

27. In due course, on 21 April 2008, this investigation resulted in the arrest of Jonathan Rees, Glenn 

and Garry Vian, James Cook and DS Fillery in connection with the murder. On 23 April 2008, 

Jonathan Rees, Glenn and Gary Vian and James Cook were charged with Mr Morgan's murder. 

DS Fillery was charged with perverting the course of justice. 

 

Prosecution 

28. The prosecution was first scheduled for trial before Maddison J at the Central Criminal Court 

on 21 April 2009, but that proved ineffective and – at request of the Defendants – the start date 

for trial was put back to 7 September 2009.  However, that date then saw the start of abuse of 

process arguments on behalf of the Defendants which were to continue through intermittent 

hearings over the course of the next 18 months.  In the face of those arguments, Daniel’s family 

saw the prosecution losing its wheels one by one.   

29. First, in February 2010, the prosecution of DS Fillery was stayed by Maddison J on grounds of 

abuse of process after he had ruled to exclude a key relevant witness.  Then, in November 2010, 

the prosecution felt compelled to offer no evidence against James Cook after another key 

witness had been rendered unusable.  And finally, on 11 March 2011, the prosecution felt 

compelled to admit defeat altogether and offered no evidence against the remaining Defendants, 

i.e. Rees as well as Glenn and Garry Vian, bringing the entire prosecution to an end without 

any trial getting off the ground.  By then, the evidence and information that had been gathered 

for the purposes of the prosecution was said to amount to some 750,000 pages of material. 
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Aftermath 

30. It is understood that the Crown Prosecution Service and the Metropolitan Police have since 

embarked on a joint review of the events leading to the collapse of the prosecution, but they 

have not made any approach to or shared any information with Daniel’s family in that regard.  

The review – prompted by critical findings by the trial judge in response to allegations of serious 

wrongdoing on the part of senior officers involved in the final investigation – is said to be 

focussed on issues relating to disclosure and “tainted” witnesses.  To that extent, it does not and 

cannot serve to address the concerns of Daniel’s family relating to this matter.   

31. Moreover, at separate meetings with on 10 and March 2011 with prosecuting counsel and 

Assistant Commissioner John Yates respectively, it has been confirmed to Daniel’s family that 

they cannot expect any more from the criminal justice system: there is no scope for or prospect 

of any further attempt at investigation or prosecution in relation to the murder.   

 

Police corruption 

32. Following the final collapse of the prosecution on 11 March 2011, Detective Chief 

Superintendant Hamish Campbell acknowledged on behalf of the Metropolitan Police:  

“This recent investigation has identified even more closely that the initial inquiry 

failed the family and wider public. It is also clear that police corruption was a 

debilitating factor to those earlier inquiries. This was wholly unacceptable.” 

33. Similarly, in a subsequent letter dated 30 March 2011 to Daniel’s family, Acting Commissioner 

Tim Godwin acknowledged in terms: 

“The MPS has accepted that police corruption in the original investigation was a 

significant factor ... As you know, corruption in its various forms formed a major line 

of enquiry in the most recent investigation.  

“I recognise how important this is to both you and your family and that this is 

acknowledged publicly.  You are entitled to an apology for this failure but also for 

the repeated failure by the MPS, over many years following Daniel’s murder, to 

accept that corruption had played such a part in failing to bring those responsible 

to justice.   

“Furthermore, I am also very sorry that, for many years, your concerns regarding 

the failure of the MPS to bring those persons to justice were not properly addressed.   

“I recognise that this apology cannot alter the deep sense of loss, frustration, anger 

and distress that you and your family experience and have suffered since Daniel’s 

murder.  

“… Above all, however, we recognise that we have to take responsibility for the 

consequences of the repeated failure of the MPS over the years to confront the role 

played by police corruption in protecting those responsible for the murder from 

being brought to justice.” 
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34. For his part, Detective Chief Superintendent David Cook – against the background of his 

involvement in the last two investigations – has confirmed to Daniel’s family his view that this 

case is symptomatic of an institutional malaise in relation to corruption within the Metropolitan 

Police, current and ongoing, which needs to be addressed if others are to avoid the devastation 

that has been wreaked on the lives of Daniel’s family over the last 24 years. 

 

The “News of the World” nexus  

35. The strong smell of police corruption and worse around this case is further confirmed by recent 

revelations in the public domain relating to the corrupt nexus between private investigators, 

police officers and journalists at the News of the World.  In particular, these revelations point 

to the central role played by Jonathan Rees and DS Fillery in the affair:  

(a) Their business operation, Southern Investigations, appears to have enjoyed a lucrative 

business relationship with Alex Marunchak, one of the most senior journalists at the News 

of the World.  There appears to be some evidence that this relationship went back to 1987, 

the very year of Daniel’s murder.   

(b) While at the News of the World, Marunchak appears to have paid Southern Investigations 

for a number of "exclusive" stories plainly based on confidential police material.  There 

appears to be evidence that the sale of such confidential data to the News of the World 

was earning up to £150,000 a year, some of which was diverted back to Marunchak. 

(c) In 2002, following a BBC Crimewatch presentation by Detective Chief Superintendant 

David Cook upon the launch of the fourth and penultimate investigation into Daniel’s 

murder, it appears that the officer came to be targeted in a surveillance operation run by 

Marunchak on behalf of Rees and DS Fillery.  The operation is said to have involved the 

use of photographers and vans leased to the News of the World following the officer and 

his young children, as well as attempts to ‘blag’ of his personal details from police 

databases, to access his voicemail and that of his wife, and possibly to send a ‘Trojan 

horse’ e-mail in an attempt to steal information from his computer.  It also appears that, 

around this time, his home address, date of birth, mortgage details and Metropolitan 

Police internal payroll number as well as his wife’s mobile number and mobile account 

password had been obtained by the News of the World investigator Glenn Mulcaire on 

the instructions of Greg Miskiw, the then assistant editor at the paper and a close friend 

of Marunchak. 

(d) Internal Metropolitan Police reports from the time of the third and fourth investigations 

(1999/2003) as subsequently leaked to the media include the following quotes: 

“[Rees and Fillery] are alert, cunning and devious individuals who have current 

knowledge of investigative methods and techniques which may be used against them. 

Such is their level of access to individuals within the police, through professional and 

social contacts, that the threat of compromise to any conventional investigation 

against them is constant and very real.”  
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"Rees and others have for a number of years been involved in the long-term 

penetration of police and intelligence sources … They have ensured that they have live 

sources within the Metropolitan police service and have sought to recruit sources 

within other police forces. Their thirst for knowledge is driven by profit to be accrued 

from the media …." 

“Rees and [others] are actively pursuing contacts with the police and business 

community to identify potential newsworthy stories. They then sell the information to 

the national media. The investigation has so far identified a serving police officer who 

has supplied confidential information and private investigators who can supply phone 

and bank accounts details of any person.” 

36. Against this background, it is also a cause of some considerable discomfort and concern to 

Daniel’s family to learn of the apparently close relationships between senior journalists at the 

News of the World and senior officers at the Metropolitan Police.  Significantly, those officers 

appear to include Deputy Assistant Commissioner Andy Hayman and Deputy Assistant 

Commissioner John Yates who were in command of the last two investigations (i.e. the 

Zinzan/Cook investigation of 2002/2003 and the Cook/Yates investigation of 2006/2011 

respectively) as well as the Commissioner Sir Paul Stephenson (who was in ultimate command 

of the last investigation throughout the duration of the aborted prosecution).  The apparent 

proximity of those connections with the corrupt nexus between Rees, DS Fillery and senior 

journalists at the News of the World is troubling, to say the least. 

 

Conclusion 

37. In the circumstances, despite five separate and successive investigations into Daniel’s murder 

over the course of the intervening 24 years, the wealth of evidence and information that has 

been gathered since the limited inquest in 1988 has never been the subject of any public 

scrutiny.  Daniel’s family have good cause to consider that the reason may well lie in the “role 

played by police corruption in protecting those responsible from being brought to justice” and 

the “repeated failure … over the years” to confront that role at the highest ranks of the 

Metropolitan Police.  

 

3 August 2011 

Bhatt Murphy 
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DANIEL MORGAN, DECEASED: TIME LINE 

 

10 March 1987 Daniel Morgan's body is found slumped by his BMW in the car park of the Golden 

Lion pub in Sydenham, South London. 

 Detective Sergeant Sid Fillery, of Catford Police Station, is assigned to the case. He 

fails to tell his bosses of his associations with Jonathan Rees – Morgan's former 

business partner in Southern Investigations– for whom he had moonlighted in the past. 

April 1987 Six people, including Fillery, Jonathan Rees, Rees’ brothers-in-law (Glenn and Garry 

Vian) and two other Met officers are arrested on suspicion of the murder, but all six 

are released without charge in due course. 

April 1988 Inquest at Southwark Coroner's Court where evidence is heard from witnesses 

including staff from Southern Investigations.  

 Kevin Lennon, who worked as an accountant, tells the inquest he had watched Rees's 

relationship with Morgan deteriorate, and that Rees told him six months before the 

murder that he had found the perfect solution to the problem: "My mates at Catford 

nick are going to arrange it. Those police officers are friends of mine and will either 

murder Danny themselves or will arrange it." 

 Rees is asked if he murdered Daniel Morgan. He replies: "I did not."  

 The inquest returns a verdict of unlawful killing. 

July 1988 Hampshire Police appointed ‘to investigate allegations that police were involved in the 

murder of Daniel Morgan and matters arising therefrom’ under the supervision of the 

Police Complaints Authority (PCA). 

 The Met, Hampshire Police and the PCA agree to alter the terms of reference of the 

investigation – it then proceeds ‘in the furtherance of prosecuting the suspects Rees, 

Goodridge (an associate of Rees), Wisden (Goodridge’s girlfriend) and anyone else 

for the murder of Daniel Morgan’. 

February 1989 Rees, Goodridge and Wisden arrested by Hampshire Police on suspicion of the 

murder – Rees and Goodridge charged with murder; Wisden charged with attempting 

to pervert the course of justice in relation to the murder. 

May 1989 All charges discontinued.  

March 1990 PCA certify satisfaction with Hampshire investigation and confirm that it had revealed 

‘no evidence of involvement by any police officer in the murder of [DM]’; ‘no 

evidence to support Mr Lennon’s allegations [of such involvement ]’; ‘no evidence to 

suggest that any member of the murder investigation team took deliberate action to 

prevent the murder being properly detected’; and ‘no grounds for disciplinary action 

against any officer other than strict admonishment (administered to two officers in 

relation to their involvement in Belmont Car Auctions matter)’. 

1990 - 1997 DM’s family continue to raise their concerns in relation to the murder through MPs, 

meetings with senior police officers and publicity in the media. 

July 1997 New Labour Home Secretary Jack Straw MP to Chris Smith MP: ‘[T]he murder of 

Daniel Morgan was first investigated by the MPS and was then the subject of a full re-

investigation by the Hampshire Constabulary.  The Commissioner informs me that 

there were some allegations that a senior police officer was involved in the murder of 

Daniel Morgan.  He has, however, assured me that those allegations were fully 

investigated at the time and proved to be incorrect.’ 
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November 1997 DM’s family, Chris Smith MP and Richard Livesey MP press their concerns in 

meeting with MPS Commissioner Sir Paul Condon, Deputy Commissioner John 

Stevens and Deputy Assistant Commissioner (DAC) Roy Clark, resulting in an 

assurance that the case would be reviewed – in fact, a third investigation was then 

commenced and conducted without the knowledge of the family.  

April 1998 Goodridge’s claim against Hampshire Police for malicious prosecution settled upon 

their admission that they had prosecuted him without probable or reasonable cause. 

September 1999 DM’s family become aware of the third investigation when it is aborted upon 

discovery of an unrelated criminal conspiracy involving Rees and several others 

(including a serving Met officer) – all arrested for conspiring to plant cocaine in the 

car of woman seeking custody of her child from her ex-husband client of Southern 

Investigations – all charged with conspiracy to supply class A and B drugs and 

conspiracy to pervert the course of justice.  Fillery arrested on unrelated money-

laundering matter but subsequently released on police bail and never charged. 

April 2000 DM’s family meet DAC Clark to discuss progress including proposal for a formal 

‘murder review’ in relation to the case, and request disclosure of the Hampshire/PCA 

report in view of continuing reliance by the Met on its stated conclusions. 

December 2000 Rees is convicted of conspiracy to pervert the course of justice and is jailed for seven 

years. 

July 2001 Fourth investigation into the murder gets underway covertly, under immediate 

command of Det Supt David Zinzan and overall command of DAC Hayman, 

following outcome of murder review.  

June 2002 Crimewatch broadcast on the launch of the overt phase of fourth under the immediate 

command of Det Ch Supt (DCS) David Cook as SIO. 

October 2002 Arrest of several civilian associates of Rees on suspicion of involvement in murder of 

DM, all subsequently released without charge. 

November 2002 Issue of judicial review proceedings on behalf of DM’s family to compel the Met to 

disclose the Hampshire/PCA report. 

2003 Fillery arrested, charged and convicted of offences relating to possession of 

paedophile images found on his business computer. 

July 2003 The Met relent on eve of judicial review trial and consent to order by the High Court 

requiring disclosure of the Hampshire/PCA report to the family. 

September 2003 The Met inform the family of decision by CPS not to bring any prosecution upon 

Zinzan/Cook investigation  

February 2004 Submission on behalf of the family to the then Home Secretary Rt Hon David 

Blunkett MP seeking a public judicial inquiry. 

June 2004 Home Office reject request for a public judicial inquiry. 

July 2004 Adjournment debate in the House of Commons in support of the family’s call for a 

public judicial inquiry, addressed by Chris Smith MP and Roger Williams MP. 

May 2005 Metropolitan Police Authority (MPA) Chair Mr Len Duvall proposes to commission a 

report into the murder from the Met Commissioner pursuant to section 22(3) of the 

Police Act 1996. 

October 2005 MPA resolves to commission report as proposed by its Chair Mr Len Duvall – the 

Met’s then Commissioner, Sir Ian Blair, compelled to admit under questioning by the 

MPA that Fillery’s role in the first investigation had "compromised" it.  
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January 2006 Fifth investigation into the murder gets underway, under the overall command of 

DAC John Yates and the immediate command of DCS David Cook as SIO. 

April 2006 Report by DAC John Yates on behalf of the Met to the MPA with a formal 

acknowledgement that the handling of the case “suffered significantly from the taint 

of corruption”. 

April 2008 Rees, the Vian brothers and James Cook are arrested and charged with the murder. 

Fillery is arrested and charged with attempting to pervert the course of justice. 

February 2009 DAC John Yates confirms at a meeting with the Mayor and the Deputy Mayor 

of London: “This case is one of the most deplorable episodes in the entire 

history of the Metropolitan Police Service.  This family has been treated 

disgracefully.” 

September 2009 Legal arguments begin at the Old Bailey. 

February 2010 A key supergrass is dismissed as a witness by the trial judge and the 

prosecution of Fillery is stayed. 

November 2010 Trial judge dismisses second supergrass as witness and prosecution offer no 

evidence against James Cook. 

January 2011 A third supergrass is withdrawn as a witness for the prosecution when police 

are accused of withholding evidence which proves he is a registered police 

informant. 

11 March 2011 Prosecution admit defeat and offer no evidence against Rees as well as the 

Vian brothers, bringing the entire prosecution to an end without any trial. 

 Public acknowledgement by Det Ch Supt Campbell on behalf of the Met that 

“police corruption was a debilitating factor in [the] earlier inquiries” which 

had therefore “failed the family and the wider public”. 

31 March 2011 Public pronouncement by the Met’s then Acting Commissioner Timothy 

Godwin at a full MPA meeting acknowledging “the repeated failure of the 

MPS over the years to confront the role played by police corruption in 

protecting those responsible for the murder from being brought to justice”. 

August 2011 Submission on behalf of the family to the Home Secretary calling for a public 

judicial inquiry. 

29 February 

2012 

Adjournment debate in the House of Commons in support of the family’s call 

for a public judicial inquiry, addressed by Tom Watson MP. 

October 2012 Proposal on behalf of the Home Secretary to appoint an Independent Panel to 

look into the circumstances of the murder.  

November 2012 

– May 2013 

Discussions between the Home Secretary and the family with reference to the 

terms of reference and make-up of the Panel. 

10 May 2013 Home Secretary’s parliamentary written statement to announce the 

appointment of the Panel. 
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THE DANIEL MORGAN INDEPENDENT PANEL: TERMS OF REFERENCE1 

 

1. The murder of Daniel Morgan in March 1987 was a personal tragedy for Daniel’s family. In 

the intervening 26 years, there have been five successive police investigations but no one has 

been successfully prosecuted or convicted for the murder; and in March 2011 the 

Metropolitan Police acknowledged “the repeated failure of the MPS to confront the role 

played by police corruption in protecting those responsible for the murder from being brought 

to justice”.  

 

2. In these circumstances, the Government is committed through the work of the Independent 

Panel to a full and effective review of corruption as it affected the handling of this case and of 

the treatment of the family by the police and other parts of the criminal justice system. The 

Metropolitan Police support this review through the Panel process.  

 

3. The purpose and remit of the Independent Panel is to shine a light on the circumstances of 

Daniel Morgan’s murder, its background and the handling of the case over the whole period 

since March 1987. In doing so, the Panel will seek to address the questions arising, including 

those relating to:  

 police involvement in the murder;  

 the role played by police corruption in protecting those responsible for the murder from 

being brought to justice and the failure to confront that corruption;  

 the incidence of connections between private investigators, police officers and 

journalists at the News of the World and other parts of the media and alleged corruption 

involved in the linkages between them.  

 

4. In order to achieve this purpose, the Independent Panel will:  

 

(a) engage with members of the family and take their views into account at all stages in 

relation to the methodology of its work and the results of its work;  

 

(b) obtain and examine all relevant documentation from all relevant bodies, governmental 

and non-governmental alike, including but not limited to papers held by;  

(i) The Metropolitan Police;  

(ii) The Hampshire Police;  

(iii) The Crown Prosecution Service and the Attorney General’s Office;  

(iv) The Police Complaints Authority (as it was then);  

(v) The Independent Police Complaints Commission;  

(vi) Southwark Coroner’s Court;  

(vii) The Home Office.  

 

                                                            
1 Look here for the Panel’s website.  
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(c) interview and receive relevant information from individuals who are willing to provide 

that information;  

 

(d) brief members of the family through a final report which would be made available first 

to the family and then to the public at large;  

 

(e) explain in the final report what the relevant documentation and information reveal about 

the nature and extent of police corruption in relation to the handling of this case;  

 

(f) make any recommendations which the Panel concludes should be made as a result of its 

work, including recommendations for any further investigation or inquiry.  

 

5. The principles of the Independent Panel’s work will be:  

 

(a) full, genuine and effective participation of the family at all stages of the Panel’s work 

including genuine and full consultation and briefing throughout the process and 

payment of legal costs incurred on behalf of the family to this end;  

 

(b) “the family first” in terms of the release of the Panel’s findings and its report;  

 

(c) exceptional and full disclosure to the Panel of all relevant documentation including that 

held by all relevant Government departments and agencies and by the police and other 

investigative and prosecuting authorities;  

 

(d) maximum possible disclosure of documentation and information by the Panel to the 

family.  

 

6. The Independent Panel will present its final Report to the Home Secretary who will make 

arrangements for its publication to Parliament.  

 

7. It is envisaged that the Panel will aim to complete its work within 12 months of the 

documentation being made available. In the meanwhile, it is also envisaged that the Panel will 

brief the family incrementally, both on the progress of its work and on its emerging findings. 

The Panel will finalise these and other aspects of its work after 3 months when it has been 

able to assess the scope of its work and the desirability and practicalities of incremental 

disclosure.  
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THE HOME SECRETARY’S WRITTEN MINISTERIAL STATEMENT 

MADE ON 10 MAY 20132 

 

DANIEL MORGAN 

 

Daniel Morgan, a private investigator, was found murdered in a pub car park in south east London on 

10 March 1987.  It is one of the country’s most notorious unsolved murder cases.  After numerous 

separate police investigations into the case between 1987 and 2002, the Crown Prosecution Service 

discontinued the final attempted prosecution against five suspects in 2011.   

 

The Metropolitan Police (MPS) have indicated that there is no likelihood of any successful 

prosecutions being brought in the foreseeable future on the basis of new forensic evidence.  They 

have also admitted that police corruption was a “debilitating factor” in the original investigation.  This 

has led to calls for an inquiry from Mr Morgan’s family, who have waged a long campaign for those 

responsible for his murder to be brought to justice.  I have met with the family and, after further 

serious consideration with them and their representatives, I am today announcing the creation of the 

Daniel Morgan Independent Panel. 

 

Importantly, the Panel’s work will put Mr Morgan’s family at the centre of the process and the 

approach to this issue has the support of the MPS Commissioner and the IPCC. 

 

The Panel will utilise learning from the Hillsborough Independent Panel process in addressing how 

to approach its work.   The Panel will be chaired by Sir Stanley Burnton, a former Lord Justice of 

Appeal.  The appointment of other members of the Panel will take place over the coming weeks and 

will be announced as soon as possible   

 

The remit of the Panel will be to shine a light on the circumstances of Daniel Morgan’s murder, its 

background and the handling of the case over the period since 1987.  In doing so, the Panel will seek 

to address the questions arising, including those relating to: 

 police involvement in the murder; 

 the role played by police corruption in protecting those responsible for the murder from being 

brought to justice and the failure to confront that corruption;  

 the incidence of connections between private investigators, police officers and journalists at the 

News of the World and other parts of the media and corruption involved in the linkages between 

them. 

 

The Panel will ensure maximum possible disclosure of all relevant documentation, including 

information held by all relevant Government departments and agencies and by the police and other 

investigative and prosecuting authorities.  There is  a serious and considerable public interest in 

having an independent panel look at this case, as part of the Government’s commitment to identifying, 

exposing and addressing corruption. 

 

Recognising the volume of material that must be catalogued, analysed and preserved, the Panel will 

seek to complete its work within a year of the documentation being made available.  

 

A copy of the full terms of reference of the Daniel Morgan Independent Panel has been placed in the 

Library of the House.  

 

                                                            
2 Look here. 
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PRESS STATEMENT 

 

Friday 10 May 2013 

 

The Daniel Morgan Independent Panel:  

 

The family of Daniel Morgan have welcomed the Home Secretary’s written statement (attached) 

announcing her decision to appoint an Independent Panel led by Sir Stanley Burnton to examine the 

circumstances surrounding Daniel’s murder in 1987.  

 

As reflected in the terms of reference governing the Panel’s work (attached), its purpose and remit is 

to examine the circumstances of the murder, its background and the handling of the case over the 

whole period since March 1987, including: 

 

 police involvement in the murder; 

 

 the role played by police corruption in protecting those responsible for the murder from being 

brought to justice and the failure to confront that corruption;  

 

 the incidence of connections between private investigators, police officers and journalists at the 

News of the World and other parts of the media and corruption involved in the linkages between 

them. 

 

Daniel’s brother Alastair said on behalf of his mother Isobel, his sister Jane and himself:  

 

“In 2011, over 24 years after Daniel’s murder, the Metropolitan Police finally admitted that their first 

investigation of this crime was crippled by police corruption.   

 

“As Daniel’s family, we were aware of that corruption within three weeks of the murder: we said so 

then, and we have been saying so ever since.   

 

“Through almost three decades of public protests, meetings with police officers at the highest ranks, 

lobbying of politicians and pleas to the media, we have found ourselves lied to, fobbed off, bullied, 

degraded and let down time and time again. What we have been required to endure has been nothing 

less than mental torture. It has changed our relationship with this country forever. 

 

“In the meanwhile, the allegations and evidence of serious corruption within the Metropolitan Police 

– extending to recent history and the highest ranks – remained unaddressed through five police 

investigations and a prosecution aborted after 18 months of pre-trial argument.  

 

“Over most of this period, we witnessed a complete unwillingness by police and successive 

government to face up to what was occurring, and ultimately a complete failure by police leadership 

to deal effectively with serious police criminality. 

 

“We trust and hope that the Panel, through its examination and publication of all relevant material 

and information, will assist the authorities to confront and acknowledge this failure for once and for 

all, so that we may at last be able to get on with our lives.” 

 

ENDS 
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