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  27 ta’ Diċembru, 2019 – Xhud Corinne Vella 

Fl-Atti tal-Inkjesta datata 19 ta' 

Novembru 2019, rigward skont it-

Termini ta’ Referenza ta’ l-Inkjesta 

Pubblika dwar l-Assassinju ta’ 

Daphne Caruana Galizia. 

 

 

 

Seduta miżmuma llum il-Gimgha 27 ta’ Diċembru, 2019.  

 

Corinne Vella, bint Michael Vella u Rose Marie nee’ Mamo, imwielda Tas-

Sliema u residenti Lija bil-gurament tghid: 

 

Imh. M. Mallia: Corinne Vella, daughter of Michael Vella and Rose Marie 

nee’ Mamo, born in Sliema and residing in Lija states on 

oath in the English language.  Do you swear to say the truth, 

the whole truth and nothing but the truth so help you God? 

Go ahead.  

Corinne Vella: Ok.  What I have drafted for today is an outline of what I 

know based on information available to me so far. As the 

situation evolved and fresh evidence emerges, I anticipate 

being able to add to what I am going to say today because it 

will affect how I understand factors leading up to Daphne’s 

murder and its aftermath.  So I’d welcome the opportunity 

to be able to testify again at a later stage if it becomes 

necessary and ofcourse I remain at your desposal to 

elaborate on whatever I have to say at any point.   

 The information I can give today relates to the first three (3) 

terms of reference and I address three (3) main questions: 

what the potential motive was behind any conspiracy to 

assassinate Daphne including her investigative journalism, 

how Daphne was harassed because of her work and the 

impact of that harassment both on her and on the extended 

members of the media and the implications of journalism in 

Malta generally.  I also talk about whether the environment 



      

 

2 
  27 ta’ Diċembru, 2019 – Xhud Corinne Vella 

in which Daphne work was supported and was conducive to 

investigative journalism generally particularly where it 

concerns state corruption.  What I hope is, for this inquiry, 

is that lessons will be learnt about why Daphne wasn’t 

properly protected and that may indicate what Malta needs 

to do to make sure no journalist is ever killed again.   

 Now, about potential motive, there were various theories 

about Daphne’s assassination. The most credible one is that 

her assassination is connected to her work.  This is now 

being publically acknowledged by investigators. But it 

wasn’t always the case.  In the immediate aftermath of 

Daphne’s murder we had to contend not only with the 

murder itself but with all the false narratives which were 

promoted about the motive of her murder, so even as we 

had our government talking about leaving no stone 

unturned to investigate the murder, we also had definitive 

theories put about, about why she was murdered.  You 

know, those two (2) things were in conflict.   

 The false narratives which were promoted intensively in the 

wake of the murder need to be seen now as a deliberate 

attempt to derail – you know, public scrutiny of the murder.  

Because they now suggest that this was a deliberate 

attempt to cover up a crime and to deflect attention from 

it’s perpetrators and their actual motives.  It is conceivable 

that members of the executive public officials including the 

outgoing Chief of Staff of the Prime Minister are implicated 

in Daphne’s murder and that they were acting in collusion 

with transnational criminal networks – it is important for 

the board to consider this, without prejudicing off course 

the criminal justice process because the two (2) things are 

closely connected they can’t actually be ignored.   

 Another thing that the board would need to look into, in my 

view, is the decision to hold an early election. When that 

decision was taken and for what purpose. It is possible that 

an early election was planned even years before – the idea 
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was always to have an early election. Given that the plot to 

kill Daphne was activated in two thousand and seventeen 

(2017), it was suspended during the election campaign and 

re-activated immediately after the election was won.  The 

timing of the election and the reasons for holding it almost 

a year early are, in my view, relevant to the scope of this 

inquiry.  At face value it appears that the two thousand and 

thirteen (2013) government was already operating 

according to a business plan and following a business cycle 

rather than an electoral cycle.  We know, we know from 

what is on public records that a lot of Daphne’s reporting 

disrupted corrupt schemes implemented by the 

government. It is reasonable to assume that the cumulative 

effect of her reports also disrupted that business plan, 

therefore to accelerate the need for an early election and 

the desire to have her eliminated.  Those two (2) things 

can’t be – even at this point, they can’t be mutually 

excluded. It is very likely that they are connected.  

 The official reason for an early election is that Daphne 

caused instability in the country with her reporting.  If was 

instability in the country because of reporting, it is not the 

reporter’s responsibility.   That much should at least be 

obvious.  But it is also untrue that the early election was 

called as a result of Daphne’s reporting.  They key event 

that was connected to the election date, at least an official . 

. . in Daphne’s report of the Prime Minister’s wife Michelle 

Muscat is named in a declaration of trust held at an 

institution now known to be . . . – it was Pilatus Bank.  I 

know this to be untrue because the campaign slogan which 

the governing party used in the two thousand and 

seventeen (2017) election, a domain name was registered 

in using that slogan’s name in early April.  That followed a 

month long campaign in March which was branded of four 

(4) years of firsts and which had the characteristics of the 

type of campaign we are used to seeing in the lead up to an 
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announcement before an election, the announcement of an 

impounding election.  This isn’t a supposition, all the 

material is on the public record.  But the key point is this: 

Daphne only came to know of the declarations of trust that 

stood on a certificate in Pilatus Bank’s safe.  After that four 

(4) years of yes’s campaign and after ‘L-Aqwa Zmien’ was 

registered as a domain.  I know this because I have a 

message in my phone which she sent to me before she 

published her story.  It is dated after that campaign and 

after the domain was registered.  But I do not have the last 

word on this.  The person to give a proper account of the 

early election date and why it was held, is Joseph Muscat 

because the decision to call that election was his and he is 

in the best position to give a proper accounting of why it 

happened, when the decision was taken and why he did 

that for purpose.   

 The Board might also consider inviting communications 

consultant Nicholas Wright to testify on this account.  He 

advised Muscat’s party on the two thousand and thirteen 

(2013) elections, starting at least in two thousand and 

eleven (2011).  He also advised the two thousand and 

seventeen (2017) election and is in a very good position to 

know when the election was planned and why it was held 

early.  There are other pieces of information which point to 

– you know, the election date being suspicious.   

 In early two thousand and seventeen (2017) Daphne had a 

meeting with Christian Kaelin as the man who is – who 

heads the firm Henley and Partners who hatched the 

scheme in secret to sell Malta’s passports.  In two thousand 

and fourteen (2014) Kaelin communicated with the Prime 

Minister Joseph Muscat, with his out going Chief of Staff 

Keith Schembri, with his Justice Minister Owen Bonnici and 

with the CEO of the state authority Identity Malta Jonathan 

Cardona. They used e mail addresses registered to the 

domain josephmuscat.com.  The registered administrator of 
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that domain is Jonathan Cardona who is the CEO of the 

state authority.  And in those e mails, Christian Kaelin 

planned, the man heading the corporation, planned with 

members of the executive to silence Daphne. This is in two 

thousand and fourteen (2014).  When she met him in two 

thousand and seventeen (2017) and he threatened to sue 

her using a firm in the UK . . . she asked him: why do you 

want those blood posts removed and reducted now?  They 

are three (3) years old. That would have coincided with the 

two thousand and fourteen (2014)  dates of those e mails.  

When she asked: why do you want them removed now, he 

said: because an election is coming.  And at that point, 

there was no public announcement of an election.  There 

would probably be other pieces of information that can 

point to the early election being planned but I think that is 

already an indication of its relevance to the inquiry.  

 The interesting thing about the motive for Daphne’s death 

is many people have asked me: why wasn’t she afraid of 

reporting on organised crime?  And the question came to 

me so repeatedly, it took me aback because she did not set 

out to investigate organised crime.  She did not set out to 

investigate corruption.  What Daphne covered as a writer, 

as an opinion writer, and as an investigative reporter was 

politics. Politics in Malta specifically.  Not international 

politics.  The international dimension was relevant because 

Malta is an EU member state but her beat as it is called was 

politics in Malta.  So she was covering politics in Malta and 

then found she was uncovering corruption and eventually 

organised crime which is transnational.  That shows that 

there are entanglements between people in power and 

international organised criminal networks.  That alone 

should have raised an alarm and triggered protection 

mechanisms.  That isn’t – this didn’t happened because she 

was killed.  But it does suggest that there was – either 

deliberate obstruction of protection mechanisms. A failure 
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of protection mechanisms or a total absence. It also 

indicates that a default institution assumption is that a 

journalist’s death – work does not put him or her at risk and 

this is when the statistics show that the deadliest beat for a 

journalist is to cover political corruption in their home 

country.   

 How do we know that there was a – you know a connection 

with criminality? It is because Daphne was following story 

leads separately and individually but in affect what she was 

doing was piecing together a picture by which the 

boundaries between politics, government, business and 

trans national crime are blurred to the point of virtual non 

existence.  At one point she had said to me: I am beginning 

to suspect Keith Schembri’s real business is money 

laundering. She is something she said to me when she had 

already discovered Schembri’s and Mizzi’s Panama 

companies.  And then she began to look more closely at 

Schembri’s official business interests and discovered that he 

had more than one (1) off shore company which is unusual 

for somebody claiming to have such a structure for what is 

euphemistically called tax efficiency.   

I mean there are several threads in Daphne’s writing that 

indicate – you know, same people’s names come up again 

and again but perhaps the most significant of her stories 

was not just – if you can call it, not just the stories of 

corruption dated to before the two thousand and thirteen 

(2013) election, she was already looking into the proposed 

power station before the two thousand (2000) election.  

She recognised it was a done deal with very shallowly 

interest behind it and she continued to follow that story 

right up to her death.  There were other indications that 

there was something going on and there was more to it 

than met the eye, that we weren’t looking at just legitimate 

government operations of what we call public private 

partnerships.  But illicit activity involving large amounts of 
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money and shadowy financial structures were obsurance – 

but it looks to me that it became really dangerous for 

Daphne not when she talked about the . . .  signs of 

corruption, you know, the done deals that stitched up 

public tenders but when she discovered the financial 

structures underlying those deals that showed that she had 

access to information and interest in pursuing it, which 

raised the risk for her while ensuring impunity for the 

people involved.  You know, as long as a legitimate front 

was maintained for what is now very obviously criminal 

activity involving really dangerous people, that we can – the 

public impact of her reporting, because as long as there are 

not consequences for what a journalist writes about, that 

leaves the work open to question, which weakens that 

person’s credibility.  But at the same time, the extent of 

what Daphne knew, how trusted she was by her sources, 

sources with access to very sensitive information, that 

became – that became increasingly evident – the people 

involved in the illicit activity she was investigating.  And that 

left her vulnerable to the criminality that she was exposing.   

A lot of what we know now looks to me like an attempt to 

cover up for criminality because after Daphne was killed for 

example, the Prime Minister gave interviews talking about 

how shocking her murder was, what an attack it is on free 

expression and how he would leave no stone unturned into 

getting to the bottom of the crime.  But no stone unturned 

– that was a line used repeatedly across much of the public 

communication including by the Home Affairs Minister 

Michael Farrugia but at the same time, the start of this 

public inquiry, which is so important to ensuring, you know, 

that no journalist is ever killed again, at the same time, this 

public inquiry was delayed by two (2) years, by constant 

officiation obstruction.  And simultaneously false trails were 

being planted to lead reporters astray.  You know, when 

Malta was crawling with journalists in the aftermath of 
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Daphne’s murder, I met many of those people because they 

needed to talk to somebody from family and many of them 

found me and asked me about fuel smuggling.  Daphne 

wasn’t investigating fuel smuggling.  I know this for a fact 

because I know the person who was investigating fuel 

smuggling.  She is alive. Her name is Anne Marlow. She 

published her report in the Washington Post. Her piece is 

linked on Daphne’s blog.  If you google – if you look at 

Daphne’s blog and you look for fuel smuggling, that is one 

(1) of the pieces you will find.  And Marlow wasn’t attacked, 

Daphne was killed.  Daphne’s death was nothing to do with 

fuel smuggling.  That was a red hair in deliberately planting  

to lead reports astray.  I had called Anne Marlow and asked 

her outright: did Daphne investigate this subject? She said: 

no, she didn’t. I asked her if she is interested and she told 

me very clearly that she was not. And the reporters did 

eventually find that they were being fed forced stories but 

by then the narrative had been set and people still came up 

with this fuel smuggling theory when the indications are 

clearly another direction.   

There is now a point about the Prime Minister’s behaviour 

which looks very suspicious. His . . .  to meet the media 

when Daphne was killed is in sharp contrast the way he 

behaved later, his last interview was in December two 

thousand and seventeen (2017). He has not given a proper 

interview since then. He has repeatedly then denied media 

access to him, denied them the opportunity to question him 

properly about his associates’ actions.  He started to make 

more media appearances recently, you know, use up the 

role of the Commissioner of Police, giving updates on the 

investigation into Daphne’s murder.  But there hasn’t been 

any proper access for a couple of years which meant that he 

has not been held to account for his actions. 

I am not sure that I am making myself very clear about what 

all of this amounts to is that the absence of real 
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consequences for the people Daphne named in her reports, 

key people in the executive, including the Office of the 

Prime Minister, that had to . . .  up their impunity but it put 

Daphne increasingly at risk.  In effect she became the last 

barrier between the criminality she was uncovering and 

total impunity for the perpetrators.  So that made her the 

first target.  Nobody else was killed.  Daphne was.  She was 

a journalist. She wasn’t in law enforcement, she wasn’t a 

part of the criminal justice system.  She was a journalist 

reporting on politics who happened to discover crime.  If 

nothing changes in Malta’s system, Daphne death will not 

be the last and as long as risks to journalists remain 

unmitigated, the lives remain in danger. So the work of this 

inquiry is particularly important in that respect.  It can’t 

bring Daphne back, but it can make sure nobody is ever 

killed again.   

A second major point question is a targeted harassment to 

Daphne and it’s impact on her work and on journalism 

generally, a harassment is generally  - aims to silence a 

journalist, because there is no reason to harass a journalist . 

. . what they write.  And the harassment of Daphne was 

focused . . .  and systematic, prolonged and wide ranging.  

Her experience mirrors what has happened to other 

journalists who have been killed or whose lives are in 

danger, you know particularly in countries like Italy.  At first 

a journalist is discredited, delegitimised, isolated and 

assassinated.  But it doesn’t stop there.  The next step is to 

destroy the legacy and memory in form of . . . . and in the 

lead up to assassination, the risks of threats and 

intimidation increases and accelerates.  Those are signs that 

need to be recognised. They should raise alarm and trigger 

– raise and alarm and trigger protection mechanisms and if 

protection mechanisms don’t exist, they have to be put into 

place.   
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In Daphne’s case there was a visible intensification of 

pressure which should have prompted a risk alert and 

prompted protective action.  Given that this didn’t happen, 

a security and law enforcement agencies in particular could 

provide an account of why this didn’t happen, including 

whether there are protocols in place to trigger such 

mechanisms or whether protocols exist at all and if they do 

not exist, what needs to be done.  You know, the series of 

phases that can be recognised include verification for 

example, there were numerous examples of how Daphne 

was vilified.  She was . . .  had columns written about her, 

she was the subject of report on radio, t.v., newspapers, 

mostly owned by political party which in now in 

government and continues to campaign as a government.   

Glenn Bedingfield published a blog while sitting in the Prime 

Minister’s office as a person of trust.   This was presented as 

false equivalence – he was writing a blog to counter 

Daphne’s blog.  But the equivalence is false because 

Daphne was a journalist holding power to account, Glenn 

Bedingfield was a government targeting – a journalist.  A lot 

of what was written about Daphne was aimed at 

dehumanisation, character assassination, also characteristic 

of the build up to the eventual physical silencing of a 

journalist.  . . .  Labour Party or media Daphne was 

portrayed not as a journalist but as a propagandist. She was 

referred to as a hate blogger. She was presented as a . . .  of 

gossip, of fake news.  That discredited not just her work but 

her . . . so that everything and anything she said at the end 

was called into doubt.  She was presented not as human but 

as inhuman, as witch, turning her into a legitimate target for 

hatred and for suspicion.  And that pattern took on a . . . 

turn once the Labour Party came to power because then it 

was no longer a party led initiative and became the actions 

of a government against one of its citizens who was a 

journalist. And the impact is so wide reaching that people 
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who likely never read anything she wrote also celebrated 

that fact that she was killed and that her death was so 

horrific.  Why would they even know about her if she was 

irrelevant?  Clearly there were reasons to target her.  One 

of the ugliest examples and most recent examples I can 

think of was programme on the Labour Party own station 

One.  There is a programme called Taghna t-Tnejn.  The 

presenters on that programme were then OPM official Glen 

Bedingfield and a person of trust in a government state 

entity Luke Dalli whose mother at the time was the 

Economy – Equality Minister Helena Dalli.  That programme 

was held weekly and it included a regular feature in which 

Daphne was portrayed as a witch and paid propagandist for 

the opposition party.  She wasn’t mentioned by name which 

is another way of dehumanising her.  The programme ran 

from late two thousand and sixteen (2016) to early two 

thousand and seventeen (2017).  We can’t say that this did 

not have any government endorsement because on twenty 

seventh (27) April two thousand and seventeen (2017) 

when the plot to kill Daphne had already been put into 

effect.  The main guest on that programme was the Prime 

Minister Joseph Muscat so we can’t dissociate the actions of 

the party from the party leader who is also the Prim 

Minister.  That effectively endorsed the portrayal of Daphne 

as an inhuman and a legitimate target.  The delegitimisation 

of Daphne as a journalist was also at an institutional level.  

When a journalist reports on governmental . . . the proper 

response of government is to acknowledge that report, to 

explain itself, to ask for resignations, to take remedial 

action.  None of this happened.  When government officials 

weren’t ignoring Daphne’s report all together, they 

delegitimised her by referring to her work as a hate blog or 

dismissing it as information on the internet.  They did not 

acknowledge her as a journalist, they did not refer to her by 
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name, they did not respond to her request for comment of 

information very oftern.  

The out going Chief of Staff Keith Schembri even blocked 

her phone number so that she could not call him directly.  

This wasn’t Keith blocking Daphne.  This was the Office of 

the Prime Minister blocking access to the media.  There 

were other instances where this kind of thing happened.  

When Daphne reported that government consultant Shiv 

Nair was actually blacklisted by the World Bank – this is a 

man engaged by the Malta Enterprise as a consultant who 

worked closely with the government and was present in a 

government delegation at Qatar involving then Energy 

Minister Conrad Mizzi.  When Daphne reported that Shiv 

Nair had been blacklisted by the World Bank already when 

he had been engaged as a consultant, the Prime Minister 

did not respond to her report at all, until he was questioned 

directly and then in his reply, he did not mention Daphne by 

name, he did not acknowledge her report, he simply 

referred to internet claims.  And his only response was that 

they were being looked into.  Just non specific.  I mean, 

looking into a claim like that is in a fact post factor due 

diligence.  All it would have taken was a junior official with 

an internet connection.  So it really shows that Muscat had 

no interest in what Daphne reported even though it had 

implications for the health of the country.   

There is now an important aspect to this idea of party and 

media being used to target a journalist, is that in Malta the 

most people access information from television or what 

people say – whether in person or on the internet.  Eighty 

percent (80%) of Malta’s population watches t.v. but only 

twenty two percent (22%) read newspapers.  Malta’s 

broadcast spectrum is dominated by political party 

ownership.  There is no independent t.v. news.  The state 

broadcasters behold into the party government, whichever 

party is in government at the day.  So access to alternative 
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views is blocked off on much of Malta’s population.  We had 

a situation in which large space of Malta’s population had 

no direct access to a Daphne report but were exposed to all 

the propaganda against her.  So that had accumulative 

effect of denying information to people about their own 

government whilst deaminizing the person who brought 

that information to light.  That had a dual effect of shoring 

up impunity for people in power and setting up Daphne as a 

target.  

The ongoing impunity for the crimes and criminals Daphne 

exposed is very significant because it delegitimised her work 

in people’s minds.   People could reasonably ask: is she 

really telling the truth if nobody is ever prosecuted for what 

they have done? You know that would have weakened 

people’s understanding not of a specific story but of 

anything that she wrote that necessarily has an impact on 

people’s interpretation of events in their own country and 

on how they behave as citizens and their ability to hold 

their own government to account.  I have already 

mentioned that the most notorious example of this was 

when Daphne exposed the Panama companies owned by 

Mizzi and Schembri. Rather than demanding their 

resignation, the Prime Minister defended both men, 

justified their actions and protected them. As late as April 

two thousand and seventeen (2017) Muscat was asked 

whether he would vouch for Schembri’s integrity and his 

reply was: I vouch for everyone I trust.  At that point he was 

publically stating that he trusted Schembri and talked of 

him as a man of integrity.  It is very disturbing knowing what 

we know now, how the Prime Minister would choose to 

defend a man now implicated in Daphne’s murder.  I have 

already mentioned that when the Labour Party was elected 

in two thousand and thirteen (2013), the ongoing party 

campaign against Daphne became a government led 

campaign. This is not just a supposition, this is reality which 
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can be seen in the fact that many party propagandas and 

sympathisers were moved into positions on the state . . . 

including the Office of the Prime Minister and it seems to 

me relevant to the scope of this public inquiry that at least 

five (5) officials from the Office of the Prime Minister should 

be called in to give an account of the government’s 

communications policy and practices relating to Daphne’s 

reports, particularly on government . . . 

Those officials include the Prime Minister himself, Joseph 

Muscat, because as head of the executive he is ultimately 

responsible for government communication.  He also has a 

long career as a propagandist in the Labour Party media and 

is familiar with the methodology. Another person who 

should be called in is Keith Schembri. He is self confessed as 

key to the Labour Party communication strategy which led 

in his own words to turn successful elections.  It is 

reasonable to assume he had in hand in government 

communications policy and strategy as well.  Another 

person who should be called in is Kurt Farrugia. He was a 

photographer and writer for Labour media and he was put 

on the state . . . as government head of communications 

working closely with the Prime Minister.  Much of his effort 

in that role went into blocking access to Muscat rather than 

enabling it particularly following Daphne’s murder when 

journalists from all over the world wanted to hear first hand 

from Malta’s Prime Minister how a journalist in a European 

Union member state could be killed so brasiliy in broad 

daylight.  

One (1) journalist was told he will be considered for an 

interview as long as he – and I quote: didn’t ask  about 

corruption, money laundering or Daphne Caruana Galizia.  

This journalist told me that is a better answer I could have 

had than if I actually did get an interview.  This journalist 

wrote an article on the subject in the Guardian recently. It is 

available online.  His name is Alexander C... Another 
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journalist was told – Kurt Farrugia told another journalist 

recently not to ask about Daphne’s assassination because 

the word assassination is politically loaded.  The journalist’s 

name is Nicola Driscoll Davies. She wrote an article on the 

subject in the Byline Times.  This sort of thing happened 

repeatedly, got to a point where journalists were requesting 

interviews and their requests weren’t even being 

acknowledged.  So we moved from a situation where there 

was guarded access to Muscat to journalists being strung 

along for the duration of their stay with promise of a 

prospective interview which they never got to being told 

will consider things only if you don’t ask about certain 

things to their requests not being acknowledged at all. So 

for two (2) years Muscat has been protected from the 

scrutiny of the media particularly in relation to the murder 

of one of their own.   Farrugia has since moved to a 

lucrative post as chief executive officer of Malta Enterprise. 

It appears to be a reward for silence rather than for 

competence.   

Another OPM official who should be called to give account 

is Glen Bedingfield.  He was a writer for Labour media and 

he was engaged as a person of trust in the Office of the 

Prime Minister.  Officially his role was to coordinate 

responses to parliamentary questions but given the delay in 

the replies, he couldn’t have been very active on that front. 

He spent much of his time running his blog and mainly that 

was to target Daphne.  The Prime Minister defended 

Bedingfield’s blog as freedom of expression.  He propagated 

the idea that was mere equality of arms that blog versus 

another, but it was government targeting a journalist when 

officially sanctioned by the head of the executive.  Another 

official who should be summoned is Josef Caruana. He used 

to be editor of the party of the newspaper L-Orizzont. He 

had published two (2) editorials referring to what he called 

deviant journalist. He advocated a cleansing process. The 
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removal of traitors who stood in the way of Malta’s 

progress.  After he published those editorials, he was put on 

the state payroll as an official of the Office of the Prime 

Minister and then from that position he openly promoted a 

malicious slander that Daphne’s son is complicit in her 

murder.  He is still in position today.   

Another official who should be summoned is Neville Gafa’.  

There has not been any explanation of what his official role 

is, not even the Prime Minister could answer the journalist 

question about what he actually does. His reply, when 

questioned, when Muscat was questioned his reply was: I 

do not know what he is doing but I am sure he is doing good 

work.  And this is after he denied even knowing he was on 

his staff.  Neville Gafa has been very active on the internet 

in particular. He stalked Daphne the day before she was 

killed, he published photographs of her, he had done that 

before, he had stalked her when she was walking in Valletta 

with our niece and her pet dog and he published photos of 

that as well, you know exposing the fact that she was being 

trailed, legitimising her being stalked and publishing 

information about her whereabouts, which in the context of 

all the risks she was facing was a very dangerous action.  At 

the very least it was negligent, very good chances it was 

with malicious intent.  This list isn’t exhaustive, I am sure 

there are other people who can be summoned but those 

seem to me to be the key people.  

The intended final process and final step in silencing a 

journalist is their assassination so after you are vilified, 

dehumanised, isolated, you are assassinated.  The intention 

is to silence you forever.  The assassination speaks for itself. 

Daphne can no longer do her work but it seems to me that 

the institutional response to the assassination does . . . 

questions. I have already mentioned the way the 

government handled it, you know talking about leaving no 

stone unturned and yet delaying what could lead to justice.  
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I also call into question the Commission of Police’s 

behaviour.  I do not recall seeing him at the scene of the 

crime. I was there ten (10) minutes after Daphne was killed. 

I was there for the rest of the day. I was . . . on the crime 

scene itself. I do not remember ever seeing the 

Commissioner of the Police. I did meet the local Inspector 

from Mosta police station, a man called Nicholas Vella, who 

is now in the Economic Crimes Unit, but I do not recall 

seeing or meeting Lawrence Cutajar. I do not remember 

him the following day or the day after that.  I have looked at 

news reports, I have looked at news photographs, I have 

looked at news footage, seen all types of people on the 

crime scene, I have not seen Lawrence Cutajar. His absence 

from the crime scene, you know, down plays the 

seriousness of the crime.  Aside from one (1) press 

conference which he gave I think two (2) days after Daphne 

was killed, I think it was on the nineteenth (19) October, he 

has been absent from all public communication about 

Daphne’s assassination and its aftermath.  He was not given 

any public information about the investigations and given 

that senior officials close to the Prime Minister are now 

implicated in the murder investigation, it seems relevant to 

the scope of this inquiry for the Police Commissioner to be 

called to account not only for the systemic failures but also 

for his own behaviour and movements, particularly on the 

sixteenth (16) October two thousand and seventeen (2017).  

Where was he at the time of the crime?  How did he come 

to hear of it?  What were his immediate reactions and 

actions when receiving the news?  Why did he not call a 

press conference that very same day to reassure the public 

of what police action was being taken?  Why did he not 

keep the public properly informed of the progress in the 

investigations?  What has he done to . . . damaging leaks 

which could weaken or destabilise the investigation into 

Daphne’s murder?  There probably are other questions the 
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Board would like to ask but I think those are very important 

ones.   

You know, to go back to the process of silencing a journalist, 

assassination is not the final. What follows assassination is 

an annihilation, is what in Italy is known as prima ti 

ammazzano e poi ti ammazzano la memoria.  The 

destruction of legacy and memory is significant because it 

buries the journalist completely.  We know that also after 

Daphne was killed, there were immediate attempts to take 

down her blog for instance.  Running commentary.  It is still 

on line but that is because of assistance to keep it there. We 

know also people celebrated her death including a police 

official who was on duty on the scene of the crime the very 

same day.  People were encouraged to forget her.  Glen 

Bedingfield for example called for the protest memorial 

here opposite the law courts to be removed from Valletta 

and left in Bidnija, you know, out of sight.  For years this 

memorial has been destroyed daily and we found out that it 

is on the instructions of the Justice Minister. It is only in 

recent weeks that it has been left intact overnight.   

In two thousand and seventeen (2017) in an official and 

informal year – end of year messages, Daphne’s 

assassination was presented as an aberration in an 

otherwise peaceful and successful year.  People were 

encouraged to move on. It was the running theme in a 

message of the President of the Republic, of the Prime 

Minister, even MEP Marlene Mizzi said something to that 

effect.  Daphne’s death was not an aberration. It was a 

direct outcome.  ... the fact is, the underlying, the 

underlying criminality behind the economic success which 

we were supposed to celebrate.    And an . . . . campaign 

continued even months after Daphne died, it continues 

even today.  About six (6) months or so after Daphne was 

killed, the Shift news published the result of a six (6) months 

investigation which showed that social media is being used 
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to coordinate attacks on anti corruption activists  and the 

members of Daphne’s family who were campaigning for 

justice for Daphne’s murder.  This was not incidental. This 

was coordinated, it was orchestrated, it involved tens of 

thousands of people in groups which also included the 

Prime Minister himself and at least eight (8) members of 

the – eight (8) officials including members of the executives 

and consultants to the Office of the Prime Minister. I mean 

those eight (8) names included Keith Schembri who was the 

Chief of Staff, Konrad Mizzi who was Minister of Tourism, 

Economy Minister Chris Cardona who is still Minister today, 

the OPM official at the time Glen Bedingfield, the current 

OPM official Neville Gafa’, the OPM Commissioner 

Roseanne Cutajar, OPM consultant Tony Zarb and OPM 

consultant Robert Musumeci.  There may be others but 

these are the ones that the Shift reported.  This was months 

after Daphne was killed.   

After years of ignoring her, pretending she is irrelevant, all 

this effort is being expended to discredit her memory.  If 

she didn’t matter, why waste so much time and resources 

on . . . . . her once she was no longer around.  That too 

deserves closest scruinity.  The third question I have is 

about the work environment in which Daphne operated, 

whether it was . . .  to investigative journalism particularly 

where state corruption is concerned.  Statistically we know 

that political corruption is the deadliest . . . for journalists.  

When you are covering political corruption at home you are 

at greater risk of mortality than if you report from a war 

zone.  This is not an opinion, this is a documented fact, the 

statistics are available for the committee to protect 

journalists.  I mean, in Malta the space for independent 

journalism is hemmed in by political ownership and political 

ownership all media that are not subject to provisions of 

the broad casting act on impartiality and an independence 

from power.  So journalism that tends to present facts 
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objectively and clearly is easily drowned out by the sound of 

propaganda, so we have a very restrictive space from 

independent journalism and within that space are a very 

few resources available for investigative journalism.  So we 

are talking about a very small numbers – very few 

resources, which are very - . . . people very vulnerable to 

any kind of pressure because there is the safety of numbers.  

So when reports by one (1) journalist are taken up by other 

journalists and other media that adds a layer of protection 

for the originator of the story.  The . . .  is also true because 

by isolating a journalist’s work, it’s work itself is 

delegitimised because nobody else is reporting what you 

have said so you have obviously making it up.  But the 

journalist is himself or herself is made an easy target 

because that person is isolated.  

For example, when Daphne reported on Pilatus Bank, 

initially other media picked up the story. So even as the 

bank and its associates in power were trying to discredit 

Daphne’s story, it became difficult to squash it down 

because other media were picking up the story so if you 

shut it down here, it popped up somewhere else.  There 

were attempts to discredit Daphne’s story by saying she 

was making it up, that she didn’t really have a source, that 

the source was fake and that the source was lying and that 

she was a Russian spy.  

You know, it went on and on and increasing levels of 

absurdity and the bank was forced to issue a statement 

saying any media reporting on material taken from the bank 

would have legal action taken against them.  In a fact, what 

they did, was discredit their own counter campaign by 

finally admitting that the reports about the bank were 

 based on documentary evidence and that that 

documentary evidence came from the bank.   So if any 

documents from the bank are forgeries, they came from the 

bank.  Now the bank has to properly account for this 
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supposed forgery.  Well, the bank did not stop there. What 

they did way systematically go after all the independent 

media, threaten them, using lawyers in the US and the UK, 

threatening them with serious lawsuits, knows as strategic 

lawsuits against public participating with hugely punitive 

damages and enormous . . . of just fighting the case at all. 

So what they did was effectively get the media to take 

down or reduct their stories in effect leaving Daphne’s 

report standing alone in total isolation, which again left her 

in the front line, leaving her vulnerable hence tripping her 

of the public support of other media sharing her stories.  

The threats were carried out by letters which were 

delivered in secret on the condition of negotiating with the 

sender Pilatus Bank and the owner Ali Sadr was that those 

media could not talk about having received those letters. 

They could not publish stories about it because that would 

have triggered the action that the letter was threatening.  

So first The Times was targeted, then Maltatoday, Malta 

Independent and Lovin Malta.  Malta Independent and 

Lovin Malta received the letters on the sixteenth (16) of 

October two thousand and seventeen (2017).  Daphne 

never received a letter.  Instead Ali Sadr had filed a case 

against her in Arizona for forty million dollars.  He never 

notified her of the case.  She never knew about it and it was 

withdrawn within hours of her murder.  The same day the 

threatening letters were sent to two (2) other media.   

Another case of isolating Daphne was when she reported 

some time in April or May two thousand and seventeen 

(2017) that there was trouble brewing at Electrogas . . . 

PowerStation which had reported from before the two 

thousand and thirteen (2013) election. We know from 

leaked e mails that Yorgen Fenech, the man now – one of 

the men now arraigned in connection with her murder, 

when she published the story about trouble brewing at 

Electrogas, Yorgen Fenech issued an internal e mail 
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explaining that you know, that they should shut down the 

story and discredit Daphne’s story as fake news.  At that 

point he said he had already spoken to the Malta 

Independent. I believe he may have already mentioned 

Maltatoday but he also said that the only possibility 

remaining was that, that The Times of Malta needed to be 

dealt with.  They hadn’t shut down the story there. But the 

aim there was to discredit Daphne’s story as fake news.  

And they could do that by putting pressure on independent 

media to not report or to take down what they had already 

reported. I am not prevee to what negotiations took place 

but I can understand that the threat of libel would have 

been enough to scare media into taking down anything they 

had published.   

You know, again about the work environment perhaps the 

most visible sign that a state does not support in 

investigative journalism is that given the risks to 

investigative journalists there need to be provisions for 

protection of investigative journalism and of investigative 

journalist in particular.  Now in April two thousand and 

sixteen (2016) Malta signed the recommendation of the 

Council of Europe, Committee of Ministers, the 

recommendation to member states on the protection of 

journalism and safety of journalist and other media actors.  

Now although Malta signed this declaration in April two 

thousand and seventeen (2017), . . . the same month the 

plot to kill Daphne seems to have been activated.  As late as 

December two thousand and seventeen (2017), that 

recommendation was still not being implemented.   

April two thousand and sixteen (2016) was the month that 

the Panama papers story broke across the world.  Daphne 

had already reported on the Panama companies of Mizzi 

and Schembri but she had been steadily discredited for two 

(2) months by governments protecting those two (2) men 

and in the same month that her report was confirmed by 
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the release of the Panama papers, Malta signed the 

declaration on the safety of journalists but at the same time 

raised risk for Daphne by shoring up the impunity of the 

people she reported on.  They may not be connected to her 

murder or they may be but the fact is their actions on safety 

of journalists were inconsistent with their stated policy in 

the form of signing that recommendation.  Those factors 

show that Daphne’s work environment definitely was not 

conusive to investigative journalism especially where state 

corruption is concerned.  But the Board might want to 

enquire on specific instances might show that I am wrong. I 

hope that it will show that I am wrong but in particular you 

might want to look at whether any state action or an action 

involves state authorities where Glen Bedingfield’s blog is 

concerned.  You know, there were clear cases of flagging up 

Daphne’s whereabouts, showing photographs of her home 

which left her vulnerable to attack.  This is coming from the 

Prime Minister’s Office.   

Now, was there any need for the state to take action? Was 

any action taken?  We do not know. That is something the 

Board might want to follow up on. Another thing you might 

want to look at is the use and abuse of libel laws to attack 

Daphne.  A lot of defamation actions were brought against 

her by politicians and business people.  We know that at the 

time of her death there were forty seven (47) active cases 

against her, five (5) in the Criminal Court.  Most of those 

cases were filed in the last four (4) years of her life.  More 

than seventy percent (70%) were filed by government 

officials, governing party officials, their appointees, . . . their 

associates and none of them had exhausted other remedies 

available to them before they filed their suits.  This is why I 

have always maintained that it was part of an orchestrated 

campaign to silence her and to drain her time and 

resources. This can happen because there are no safe 

guards against the abuse of libel laws.  You do not even 
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need a case to file a libel suit.  All you need is malicious 

intent and an unscrupulous lawyer and you can tie up a 

journalist time and money for years by endlessly differing a 

case.  It is something we have seen in recent years.   

The net effect on that individual journalist is devastating 

because the psychological pressure is enormous, the 

commitment of time and the financial resources you need 

to fight the cases are very heavy and very often more than 

an individual can bear but what happens from here on, this 

needs to be addressed because the chilling effect is 

unquantifiable.  Journalists working today are now working 

in an environment where a journalist can be sued and the 

case against that person can continue against the family 

after that person’s death.  So journalists are operating in an 

environment where they can be putting their families at 

risk. That aside from the risk to their own lives.   

Another thing you may want to look at is the use of freezing 

of Daphne’s assets and other financial sanctions against her.  

There were multiple libel cases against Daphne including a 

set of nineteen (19) cases for a single blog post brought by 

the businessman Silvio Debono with the specific intention 

of putting financial pressure on Daphne.  I was with her 

when she received the Court notices, all nineteen (19) of 

them.  I remember her telling me, Debono had said: jiena 

nista’ naghmilha din, ghax ghandi hafna flus.  The 

implication being that Daphne won’t be able to fight back 

because she is not in the same position.  So clearly an 

exploited situation.   

There was also the notorious case of Chris Cardona, 

Minister at the time, and his Ministry official Joe Gerada, 

taking a false oath in Court to be able to freeze Daphne’s 

bank account. I know the oath to be false because I know 

they were in the brothel when she reported that they were 

there.  I know this because after Daphne died, mutual friend 

of her source came to my home to tell me that yes, the 
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story was true and her source would be willing to sign an 

affidavit to that effect.  I already knew that but this 

confirmed it to me.  But the point here is this: why was the 

Minister and his official so confident of their own immunity 

from investigation and prosecution, that they could afford 

to take a false oath in Court which if properly prosecuted 

and successfully prosecuted could – would result in the loss 

of their professional warrant because both men are lawyers 

and put them in prison for what? A year? Why would they 

take that risk unless it wasn’t a risk at all? So clearly 

something is wrong in the system there.   

And there were other, less – I know less avert attempts to 

silence Daphne.  I know for example that the Prime 

Minister’s Office put pressure on the Malta Independent for 

whom Daphne was a columnist for many years, she was 

associate editor initially because she helped set up the 

newspaper and she wrote a twice weekly column for years 

and was still writing for the – she was still writing the 

column the last time I saw her before she was killed.  She 

was writing her final column.  

The OPM put pressure on the Malta Independent to shed 

Daphne as a columnist and what they did was they dangled 

the promise of more advertising revenue if the newspaper 

dropped her as a columnist.  So this is an obvious example 

of how government can use public revenue to influence 

how the independent media operates and what voices are 

heard or not.  And off course if the Malta Independent 

dropped Daphne as a columnist, she wasn’t going to stop 

writing. She had her blog.  But dropping her as a columnist 

would have further delegitimised her which was possibly 

part of the plan.  But crucially it would also have deprived 

her of a regular’s source of revenue which enabled her to 

operate independently.   

There were other factors to consider, I mean in to particular 

order of importance but they seem to me significant.  For 
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example the media law reforms which were proposed 

before Daphne was killed, they included the suggestion that 

the penalty for libel should be raised to some what twenty 

thousand (20,000) Euros.  There was an obligation to 

register online publications in order for them to be 

considered legitimate journalism.  There was a proposal to 

repeal criminal libel but at the same time allowing existing 

cases to continue.  These particular provisions seem to have 

been designed to target Daphne in particular. Why do I say 

this?  It is because most libel cases are against journalists, 

the most cases against journalists were against Daphne.  

She is the only independent journalist I know who 

depended on her own self published, self financed blog for 

her own personal journalism.  By obliging her to register her 

blog, she would have – that would have exposed her to a 

possible rejection of her blog being registered which would 

have consequently stripped her of the right to protect her 

sources, because if you are not a journalist, you have no 

right to protect your sources.   

Why do I think this?  Because in one (1) of the libel cases, 

that Konrad Mizzi the Minister brought against her, his 

lawyer Pawlu Lia as a strategy attempted to show that she is 

not a legitimate journalist and therefore has no right to 

protect her sources.  It seems to . . . for me to assume that 

the obligation to register an online publication was a 

strategy to eliminating Daphne in a not so  subtle way, if 

you are not a journalist, you cannot protect your sources, 

therefore you cannot report because sources are not going 

to trust you as you can’t protect them. Off course that 

didn’t work but other methods were tried.  

There were other things like collusion between government 

officials and corporations for example when Henly and 

Partners in two thousand and fourteen (2014) colluded with 

the Prime Minister and his Chief of Staff and so on, they 

using addressees registered to the domain 
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josephmuscat.com. That was in the clear intent of keeping 

that part of the conversation out of the official government 

communications system which meant that it was not 

exposed to scrutiny.  In the end it was because somebody 

slipped up in the entire e mail chains copied on to the 

government system and it was sent to Daphne but we know 

that that has happened.  There may be other instances 

where actions against journalist are plotted offline as it 

were out of the government system.  So we do not know as 

a country, we do not know what later threats exist. You 

know, that is something that needs to be examined and the 

people involved need to be called to give an account of why 

they felt it necessary to use private e mail addressees as 

members of the executive to plan with a corporation, to 

silence a journalist who was critical of that corporation’s 

relationship with government, which is you know involved 

in the sale of European Union citizenship. 

There were other things like the attacks on the impunity, for 

the attacks of Daphne’s home. Her dogs were killed.  There 

were two (2) arson attacks, several of the family pets were 

killed. No one was ever brought to justice for the arson 

attacks, no one was ever investigated to my knowledge for 

the killing and poisoning of family dogs.  The most recent 

case was when one of the dogs was poisoned in the 

summer of two thousand and seventeen (2017) shortly 

before Daphne was killed.  I do not know whether those 

two (2) things are connected but it seems reasonable to 

assume that it is at least a possibility.  But here the point is 

that the lack of real consequences for those crimes, under 

score the idea that Daphne is, was, a legitimate target.  

Because as long as the crimes against her went unpunished, 

including an attempt on her life, that signalled to other 

people out there that it is all right to attack a journalist.  

And here is the other thing that the effect of multiple 

instances of impunity is cumulative, not just for that 
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journalist but for all journalists, including the people 

reporting from this room.  If it is all right to attack one (1) 

journalist, why not attack any others? The implications for 

that, I do not need to explain to you that the implications 

for that are really, really serious.   

Though perhaps a last word from me today, should actually 

come from Daphne.  I do not have it here but there is a 

recording and a transcript of an interview she gave just 

before she was killed. It was for a Council of Europe project 

on – you know which is in Europe wide, it was dealt with the 

safety of journalists, so journalists were interviewed about 

the threats that they faced.  It was a candid interview which 

she gave in private, not knowing that she would be killed.  

So she spoke very frankly.  I find particularly – the many 

things in there would be relevant to this inquiry but I find 

particularly . . . that she felt she was turned into a 

scapegoat, blamed for so many ills in the country, in 

politics, when all she was effectively was a journalist 

reporting on what she knew.  And perhaps saddest of all is 

that she said she felt she turned into a negative example for 

aspiring journalists.  The signal out here is: look, this is what 

will happen to you if you do what I do.  

It is sad for many reasons because it is in sharp contrast to 

how she was seen when she first started out, which is as a 

role model for young women who felt that they could not 

go out into the world of work and people saw that there she 

was, a twenty four (24) year old, three (3) young children, 

writing a column, you know in a country that has never seen 

the like of that kind of thing before.  And then thirty (30) 

years later she became a negative example.  She did not live 

to see – she did not live to see off course that actually she is 

a positive example, but that came after she died.  So it is 

something the inquiry can solve but it is a terrible thing for 

a country that a person who is trying to reveal what is 

wrong with the country is turned into a negative example 
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because it doesn’t just shut down that person. It shuts 

down everybody else who has something to say.   

Imh. M. Mallia: Dr. Comodini, any questions? 

Dr. T. Comodini Cachia: No.  

Imh. A. Lofaro: Thank you.  

Imh. M. Mallia: This is the evidence of Corinne Vella dictated by herself.  

Thank you very much.  

 

 

Din hija s-sustanza tax-xhieda ta’ Corinne Vella dettata minnha stess. 

 

 

Niddikjara li traskrivejt bl-ahjar hila tieghi x-xhieda ta’ l-istess xhud. 
 
 
 
Margaret De Battista 
Traskrittrici 


