Fl-Atti tal-Inkjesta datata 19 ta'
Novembru 2019, rigward skont itTermini ta’ Referenza ta’ l-Inkjesta
Pubblika dwar l-Assassinju ta’
Daphne Caruana Galizia.

Seduta miżmuma llum il-Gimgha 28 ta’ Frar, 2020.
Corinne Vella, bint Michael Vella u Rose Marie nee’ Mamo, imwielda TasSliema u residenti Lija riprodotta bil-gurament tghid:
Witness:

So, in light of the witnesses who are suppose to testify today I
prepared a document of information that might be useful. It is
based on open sources, so anything in this document is available
to anybody who has access to the internet. It is not excessive as I
explained in other occasions and it is not analytical. What I done
is listed facts which maybe relevant to the inquiry.
The first document concerns Ray Barbara. I have a copy here
which you might want to refer to. So, the first three (3) pages are
notes, the rest of the document is supporting material. It is
referenced in the text and there are few things I would like to
point out. It is that what I found in searches is that Ray Barbara
shadowed the former Prime Minister Joseph Muscat very closely.
He appears to have worked for him before the two thousand
thirteen (2013) election. He appears with him at his home – this is
all in photographic evidence at his home, in meetings in the Prime
Minister’s office, Muscat getting into his car going to the gym,
getting in his car to go home, into his car to go to Parliament,
leaving Parliament. Ray Barbara always seems to be there. He
appears to be very trusted and very devoted and he apparently is
still serving as PA to the current Prime Minister. And there is
nothing intrinsically wrong in that. The reason I listed it is that I

1
28 ta’ Frar, 2020 – Xhud Corinne Vella

might be useful to frame the inquiry because he is in a position to
know where the Prime Minster was, who he met . . . .
Imh. A. Lofaro:
He is in a position to?
Witness:
To know where the Prime Minister went, who he met, where he
was, how long he spent there and so on. He would not necessarily
have sat in on meetings but certainly appear to have been there
at the beginning of meetings held at the Prime Minister’s Office.
He is in all the photographs I’ve seen and in video stills as well.
And that is not to cast suspicious on Mr. Barbara. It is simply a
statement of fact. He is in a position to know the Prime Minister’s
movement and contacts. Another thing I like to point out is that
Ray Barbara uses Twitter a lot which what happens we know a lot
of people in Government uses Twitter to communicate the
message directly. Ray Barbara uses Twitter a lot, but a lot of his
tweets tend to be re- tweets on what other people had said,
principally the Prime Minister. A lot of the re-tweets I found show
that he frequently re-tweeted the Prime Minister Joseph Muscat
at the time, the Head of Communications at the time Kurt
Farrugia, the current deputy government Head of
Communications Nigel Vella and people who identified themselves
as persons of trust, Glenn Bedingfield at OPM at the time and
Neville Gafa` also at OPM at the time. And by retweeting
somebodies’ messages what you are doing is amplifying what
those messages say and a lot of those messages say things like
framing Daphne’s murder a spiteful attack on the citizen rather
than as a crime. Claiming that the country deserves justice, there
was no justice for Daphne, some of those posts discredited the
women activists who are fighting for justice, accuse activists of
instrumentalising Daphne’s murder to attack the Government and
so on and so forth. There was a lot more in that vain.
And there was also a denial, outright denial that Malta’s
Government had any hand in Daphne’s assassination. This was at
the time when nobody officially knew anything about the motive
or the perpetrator. There were posts justifying the ongoing libel
cases against Daphne’s family, posts accusing Daphne’s family of
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hiding evidence to obstruct justice, criticism of the Daphne
Project, promoting the May day celebrations as an act of deifying
against the Daphne Project and more in that vain. Though there is
a lot more it is all explained in the document.
This one thing that I would like to flag up because it stuck me. Ray
Barbara appears to have an e mail address which is the domain
josephmuscat.com. That e mail address was used when Mark
Farrugia, Keith Schembri’s deputy as Chief of Staff at the office of
the Prime Minister or used his official e mail address to confirm a
meeting with members of Occupied Justice who had been
camping outside, waiting for that meeting. That message was
copied to Ray Barbara and it wasn’t copied raybarbara@gov.mt ,
it’s copied to ray@josephmuscat.com. Now that use of that
domain josephmuscat.com has come up repeatedly in the . . . ., in
discussions over how government business is conducted. Any
email communication that does not use the Government service is
out of reach of the Auditors Office, and when that person leaves
the Government service, they take all that information with them
and Government no longer has access to that communication.
That is the purpose of using a private email address for official
business so that avoids scrutiny.
Imh. A. Lofaro:
And what about before you leave? Would there be any
access to that kind of server?
Witness:
Only if the person allows it.
Imh. A. Lofaro:
So even while he is in office, there is no access.
Witness:
There is no access because it is a private email address.
Imh. A. Lofaro:
Ok.
Witness:
So if he use a gmail address for official business, which a lot of
people do innocently because it’s more convenient, it’s the email
address they use . . . .
Imh. A. Lofaro:
Yes.
Witness:
The fact remains that those emails are not part of the public
record. They are part of that individual’s private record. There is a
famous case involving Hillary Clinton . . . .
Imh. A. Lofaro:
I know. Yes, I know about it.
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Witness:

Another interesting point which is maybe not relevant to
testimony of Ray Barbara but to the use of josephmuscat.com is
that the addresses of joseph@josephmuscat.com and
keith@josephmuscat.com which had been used to plot slap action
against Daphne with Hanley and Partners along with Owen Bonnici
and Jonathan Cardona who is head of Identity Malta, those two (2)
names on @josephmuscat.com, Joseph and Keith, those operate
on a jmail platform
Imh. A. Lofaro:
So, there is keith@josephmuscat.com too?
Witness:
Yes.
Imh. A. Lofaro:
Ok.
Witness:
I only found one reference in Ray Barbara’s case and it’s the email
Mark Farrugia had sent to Occupied Justice to confirm their official
meeting. I thought I should flag that up because it’s likely to come
up again. But the fact remains that although you might not have
malign intent in using a private email address, you are hiding off
important information from the public record and taking it away
from the auditor’s reach and you are also taking it away with you.
Imh. A. Lofaro:
So, there is never access not even in when you are in office,
there is no access? To the auditor?
Witness:
Not unless you have the person’s login and password.
Imh. A. Lofaro:
Ok.
Witness:
Because if you are using gmail for example, the emails themselves
are not stored in your computer, they are stored in gmail servers
which are not here, so it is completely out of reach.
Imh. A. Lofaro:
Understood.
Witness:
And you also, you know it is a violation of what is normal practice
in any professional organisation.
If you work say for a
consultancy, when you leave, you forfeit your mobile phone and
your email login. It’s changed. That cuts you off from all the
information you had access to as a professional. Using a private
email address inverts that situation.
Imh. A. Lofaro:
Yes.
Witness:
You take it away with you and you deprive your employer of
access to that information. And in Ray Barbara’s case there is just
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one instance which I found, and it was a screen shot published on
a blog, but I am sure he would explain further about that. That
was Ray Barbra.
I also had a document about the second witness who is expected
to testify today - that’s Kenneth Camilleri. Again, I followed the
same procedure. I did not do an extensive search. I concentrated
on Kenneth Camilleri’s Facebook. The reason I used social media
in this case is simply because there is no need to verify the
information. This is the information he choose to publish, so it’s
what he wants to say. He has already said it and there is a lot
probably he can say and . . . out too. And one of the things I do
like to flag out is that on the seventeenth (17) October, two
thousand and seventeen (2017) Kenneth Camilleri shared an
article which had been published in Messagiero in Italy.
Imh. A. Lofaro:
Was this the date of the assassination?
Witness:
The day after.
Imh. A. Lofaro:
The day after.
Witness:
One day later.
Imh. A. Lofaro:
Ok.
Witness:
And the article’s title is Daphne il capo dell oppozizzione e il
riciclaggo, l ultima inciesta di una voce scomoda. That ties in
which we have now realised was a government lie, one of the . . .
was to pin the blame on the leader of the opposition because he
was one of the people Daphne wrote about shortly before she
died. But again this article was published one day after she was
killed at the time we had no material leads on who might be
responsible and at a time when a public message of our
government was that they will leave no stone unturned because
all investigative leads are open. Perhaps no guidelines exist on the
use of social media because this is what has happened when you
work for an organisation, what you say tends to be seen as the
organisation’s message. Unless there are guidelines in place to
lock a person it tends to get confusing. So whether this was an
official position or was a personal opinion, the fact is Kenneth
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Camilleri saw fit to publish an article fixing public attention on who
might be the perpetrator.
And a lot of his posts are not original posts of his own, they are
shares of posts by other people. Principally he shares a lot of
Neville Gafa’s posts and a lot of those posts are shares of Keith
Schembri’s posts. So, what we had was Keith Schembri putting
out his message and sharing it on Facebook and then Neville Gafa`
shares it and Kenneth Camiller re-shares it and that amplifies the
message endorsing it multiple times through, you know the
endorsement of government officials themselves. And by
amplifying that message it makes it more real and more factual.
Now those messages concerning Keith Schembri and Konrad Mizzi
focus on denying any kind of culpability or any financial wrong
going doing in the wake of the Panama Papers. And remake of
that what you will but it looks like somebody was concerned with
pushing a particular lie.
There were other posts you know, concerning Chris Cardona for
example where he denied any connection with the men who had
been indicted for the murder, and there were posts about Pilatus
Bank in that discrediting you know news about Pilatus Bank. We
know for certain those reports were right because the owner had
been indicted. And posts discrediting Daphne’s sources, posts
targeting Daphne personally and posts targeting Daphne’s son
quoting the anonymous blog Veru Biss. The posts targeting
Daphne position her as a liar, as a . . . propagandist, they refer to
Daphne PN which was used very often to discredit her. They mock
her reporting on Pilatus Bank and they . . . thanked her for the
Labour party victory in two thousand and seventeen (2017).
And one of the posts repeats the basis the militia’s claim that
Daphne was actually blackmailing the leader of the opposition of
the time Simon Busuttil because she had compromising
information about him, possibly photographs and was using it to
control him. This is part of the narrative that she was actually
working for the PN but actually controlling it rather than
supporting the official line. Everything I mentioned in the
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document is supported with screen shots taken from the person’s
Facebook. There is possibly a lot more so I don’t make any claim
to being comprehensive.
Imh. A. Lofaro:
Ok, thank you.
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
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