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My Lord, I appear in this action on behalf of the Claimant, who is professionally known as J.K. 
Rowling.  
 
The Claimant is a highly successful author, with a public profile in this jurisdiction and globally. 
 
The Defendant publishes the Daily Mail, a newspaper with a daily circulation in the jurisdiction in 
excess of 2.2 million and claimed readership of over 5 million. The Defendant also operates the 
MailOnline website, attracting significantly in excess of 100 million visitors per month. 
 
On 18 September 2013, the Claimant wrote an article for the website of the charity 
Gingerbread. This article described the Claimant’s experience as a single mother and how she 
had coped with being a single mother when writing the first of the Harry Potter books. In this 
article, the Claimant described one instance, when she was working at the church, where a 
visitor had stigmatised her. The Claimant did not at any point criticise or complain about her 
treatment at the hands of fellow churchgoers. She had in fact spoken about her time working at 
the local church with immense gratitude.  
 
On 28 September 2013, the Daily Mail published a lengthy article covering two pages of its 
newspaper with the headline “How JK Rowling’s sob story about her single mother past 
surprised and confused the church members who cared for her”. On the same date Mail Online 
also published the same article with the headline “How JK Rowling’s sob story about her past as 
a single mother has left the churchgoers who cared for her upset and bewildered”. 
 
The Article alleged that the Claimant had given a knowingly false account of her time as a single 
mother in Edinburgh in which she had falsely and inexcusably accused her fellow churchgoers 
of behaving in a bigoted, unchristian manner towards her, of stigmatising her and cruelly 
taunting her for being a single mother (“the Allegations”). Further, the Article alleged that the 
Claimant’s account had been disputed by other members of the church, who had been left 
either upset and bewildered or surprised and confused by her ‘sob story’. The Article also stated 
that the churchgoers had gone out of their way to make her welcome and look after her. 



 
 
 

  

 
The Claimant’s Gingerbread article was, in fact, neither false nor dishonest. The Defendant’s 
journalist had spoken with one member of the congregation, quoted in the Article, who had not 
seen the Claimant’s Gingerbread article.  
 
Despite what was claimed in the Article, members of the Claimant’s church had not been left 
upset, bewildered, surprised or confused by her Gingerbread article.  
 
Publication of the Allegations left the Claimant understandably distressed. This distress was 
exacerbated by the dismissive manner in which the Defendant dealt with the Claimant’s 
complaint in respect of an obviously defamatory and indefensible Article.  
 
Following publication of the Article, the Claimant, through her solicitors, wrote to the Defendant 
requesting only that the online Article be removed and a sufficient apology published. The 
Defendant refused to remove the Article or apologise and denied that the Article was even 
capable of defaming the Claimant for several months.  
 
Libel proceedings were issued on 10 December 2013 in respect of the Allegations. In January 
2014, the Defendant made an offer of amends, accepting that the Allegations were completely 
false and indefensible. As part of this offer, the Defendant has published an apology to the 
Claimant which read:  

 
 “Our September 28, 2013 article "How JK's sob story about her single mother past 
surprised and confused the church members who cared for her"/”How JK’s sob story 
about her past as a single mother has left the churchgoers who cared for her upset and 
bewildered” suggested that JK Rowling had made a knowingly false and inexcusable 
claim in an article for the Gingerbread charity that people at her church had stigmatised 
her and cruelly taunted her for being a single mother.  In fact Ms Rowling recounted only 
one incident where a visitor to the church stigmatised and taunted her on a particular 
day.  We accept that Ms Rowling's article did not contain any false claims and apologise 
for any contrary suggestion and have agreed to pay substantial damages to Ms Rowling, 
which she is donating to charity, and a contribution to her legal costs.” 

 
In addition, the Defendant has also undertaken not to repeat the Allegations, or similar.  
 
In these circumstances and this statement having been read out in Court, the Claimant now 
considers that she has been fully vindicated, her reputation has been restored and accordingly 
is happy to bring these proceedings to a close. 
 
My Lord, it only remains for me to ask for leave that the record be withdrawn. 
 
 
 


