INTERNATIONAL PRESS CORPS

~ UNCOVERING THE WORLD OF FAME ~

Agenda: Has the Press fulfilled its duty to inform the public or violated ethical
boundaries in its portrayal of the British royal family?

Introduction

The British Royal Family has long stood as an emblem of national identity, continuity, and
tradition. However, in an age defined by 24-hour news cycles and global connectivity, their
relationship with the press has evolved into one of both reliance and resistance. The monarchy
depends on media visibility to maintain public relevance, while simultaneously grappling with
intrusion into their private lives. The press, for its part, faces a dilemma: it must balance its duty
to inform against the temptation to sensationalize. This uneasy relationship has sparked ongoing
debate about whether the Press has upheld the principles of journalism or crossed ethical
boundaries for profit and attention. Over the decades, royal scandals have become front-page
stories, shaping both public opinion and the institution’s image. In this committee, delegates will
analyze where journalistic duty ends and personal violation begins, and whether the Royal
Family’s public role justifies invasive scrutiny.

Key Case Studies
1) Princess Diana’s Death

Princess Diana’s relationship with the press was one of fascination, conflict, and tragedy. From
the moment her engagement to Prince Charles was announced in February 1981, the media’s
obsession with her was unprecedented. According to reports, over 750 million people worldwide
watched the royal wedding on television, and the global press printed thousands of stories about
her fashion, charity work, and personal life each year. She became a symbol of modern royalty,
adored by the public and relentlessly pursued by journalists.

However, the tone of the coverage shifted over time. By the early 1990s, the media began to
focus increasingly on her personal struggles, her marital issues, health, and emotional state. It
was estimated that more than 2,000 articles per year were published about her in the British
press alone between 1992 and 1997, many of which contained speculative or intrusive content.
Tabloid papers such as The Sun, Daily Mail, and News of the World often published unverified
stories, exploiting her popularity for profit. According to The Guardian, paparazzi photos of
Diana could fetch up to £500,000 each, illustrating the enormous financial incentives driving the
media frenzy.
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The culmination of this invasive coverage came on August 31, 1997, when Princess Diana died
in a car crash in Paris while being pursued by paparazzi. The official French investigation found
that the car was traveling at over 100 km/h in the Pont de I’ Alma tunnel, and that photographers
were following closely behind on motorcycles. Public anger against the press was immediate and
intense. Within 24 hours of her death, over one million bouquets were laid outside Kensington
Palace. Polls conducted by YouGov later showed that 74% of Britons believed the paparazzi
were directly responsible for contributing to the accident.

The tragedy prompted calls for reform in media ethics. In the aftermath, the Press Complaints
Commission (PCC) was inundated with over 3,000 complaints from the public regarding
intrusive journalism. The monarchy, too, faced scrutiny for its perceived emotional detachment.
Queen Elizabeth II’s delayed public address was widely criticized, prompting a reconsideration
of how the royal family engages with the public. Diana’s death marked a turning point: it forced
the British monarchy to adopt a more modern, media-savvy, and empathetic approach to
communication.

From an economic and cultural standpoint, the event reshaped the media industry. The British
tabloid market, worth over £2 billion annually at the time, faced backlash for its aggressive
tactics, yet circulation surged temporarily after her death, as public appetite for information
intensified. This paradox revealed how tragedy and sensationalism often coexist in modern
journalism. Diana’s death also inspired the Leveson Inquiry (2011), which later investigated
unethical press behavior, including phone hacking and privacy violations. Her story continues to
be cited in debates about press accountability, privacy laws, and the psychological effects of
media pressure on public figures.

2) The Tampongate Scandal of 1989

In late 1989, an intimate and private telephone conversation between Prince Charles and Camilla
Parker Bowles was illegally recorded and leaked to the press. The transcript, published in 1993
by The People and later reprinted by The Mirror and News of the World, became known as the
“Tampongate” scandal. The recording featured deeply personal exchanges, including Charles’s
comment that he wished he could be reincarnated as Camilla’s tampon, an intimate remark that
became the subject of ridicule and outrage worldwide.

The leak occurred at a time when Charles and Diana’s marriage was already under strain,
amplifying public humiliation for both. Within days, tabloid circulation surged: News of the
World reported a 12% sales increase, while 7he Mirror saw a 9% rise in print sales. The
scandal dominated headlines for months, spawning parodies, late-night talk show jokes, and
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renewed public fascination with royal affairs. It marked one of the first times a royal’s private
life had been so openly dissected in mass media.

From a legal perspective, the recording raised serious concerns about privacy violations and data
protection. The interception of private communications was a criminal offense under the
Interception of Communications Act (1985), yet no charges were successfully brought against
those responsible. The lack of accountability highlighted gaps in legal protections against media
intrusion. According to a 1994 poll by The Times, over 68% of Britons believed that publishing
the conversation was unethical, while 54% argued that the monarchy should adopt stricter
privacy boundaries.

The scandal’s impact on the monarchy was profound. It painted Prince Charles as unfaithful and
out of touch with public morality, leading to a collapse in his popularity. Polls from 1993 showed
that 59% of Britons viewed Diana more favorably than any other royal, while Charles’s
approval rating dropped to under 25%. The event deepened sympathy for Diana and cemented
her status as a wronged figure in the public eye. The monarchy, already struggling with waning
influence, faced a crisis of image that would take years to recover from.

Economically, the scandal demonstrated the profitability of sensationalism. Tabloids generated
record revenues from advertising and print sales during the period, reinforcing the business
model of scandal-driven journalism. Ethically, however, it forced national reflection. The Press
Complaints Commission issued new guidelines emphasizing the importance of consent and the
right to privacy in reporting. Still, many critics argued that self-regulation was insufficient and
that a more formal legal framework was needed to protect personal boundaries.

Tampongate remains one of the most infamous examples of press overreach in British history. It
exposed the tension between the media’s pursuit of transparency and its tendency toward
exploitation. The incident also foreshadowed future breaches of privacy, including the 2011
News of the World phone hacking scandal, showing that while public outrage may temporarily
constrain unethical journalism, commercial pressures often perpetuate the cycle.

Other Notable Events

The News of the World phone hacking scandal of 2011 marked a turning point in British
media ethics. Journalists were found to have illegally accessed the voicemails of public figures,
including members of the Royal Family. The revelations led to the Leveson Inquiry, which
exposed widespread unethical practices within the press and raised questions about how far
investigative journalism should go. Media outlets such as The Guardian and BBC News played a
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crucial role in uncovering the scandal and called for stronger accountability and reform in
journalism.

In 2019, Prince Andrew’s BBC interview about his association with Jeffrey Epstein further
demonstrated the challenges of covering royal controversies. The interview received extensive
media attention, combining factual analysis with sensationalism. Public reaction was largely
negative, and the coverage showed how tone and framing can shape perception. Around the same
period, Meghan Markle and Prince Harry faced intense and sometimes racially biased
scrutiny from British tabloids, leading to their withdrawal from royal duties in 2020. The contrast
between sensational tabloid reports from 7The Sun and Daily Mail and the more analytical
approach of BBC News and The Guardian revealed how editorial stance influences public
opinion.

In 2012, the publication of unauthorized photographs of Catherine, Duchess of Cambridge, while
on vacation drew widespread criticism for violating privacy. The event sparked global debate
about whether publishing private images of public figures could ever be justified, and responses
varied between entertainment outlets that sensationalized the story and reputable media that
focused on the ethical implications.

Lighter coverage of royal family members’ university life, parties, and relationships has also
raised questions about the limits of public interest. Although often trivial, these stories contribute
to shaping the monarchy’s image through persistent editorial framing.

Finally, the release of Prince Harry’s memoir Spare in 2023 reignited discussion on the ethics
of royal coverage. Reactions were mixed, with some praising his openness while others criticized
selective storytelling. Outlets like The New York Times and Financial Times examined the book’s
social and political context, while figures such as Jimmy Fallon and Trevor Noah reflected
broader cultural fascination with the monarchy. Together, these incidents show the ongoing
struggle between press freedom, ethical responsibility, and public curiosity.

The Press and Safeguarding Public Interest

The debate over the British Royal Family and the press revolves around the tension between
press freedom and ethical responsibility. Advocates for press scrutiny argue that the media plays
a critical role in holding powerful institutions accountable, especially since they are publicly
funded through the sovereign grant. While the Royals are symbolic figures, they have
considerable social, cultural, and sometimes political influence, which makes public oversight
significant. Media scrutiny ensures transparency in their actions, spending, charitable work, and
affiliations, allowing the public to evaluate the integrity of those representing the monarchy.
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Investigative journalism has historically uncovered issues that might otherwise remain hidden.
Coverage of financial and ethical conduct, such as royal funding and property use, also allows
citizens to assess whether public resources are being managed responsibly. In this sense, press
freedom safeguards democratic accountability by enabling informed debate about public figures,
even those whose role is largely ceremonial.

Ethical concerns

The interactions between the press and the Royal Family raise several ethical concerns. Privacy
versus public interest is a central issue. While some argue that the Royals, as publicly funded
figures, must be accountable and transparent, others contend that excessive intrusion infringes on
personal rights and well-being. Bias and representation are equally important, as media coverage
may reflect racial, political, or cultural prejudice. Meghan Markle’s experience illustrates how
selective coverage and framing can skew public perception and exacerbate inequality.

Sensationalism and the pursuit of profit create further ethical dilemmas. Tabloid outlets often
prioritize dramatic stories over factual accuracy, contributing to public misinformation and
personal harm. Accountability mechanisms, such as the Leveson Inquiry, have attempted to
address these issues, yet the rise of global media and social networks has complicated
enforcement and ethical oversight. Delegates are encouraged to examine both traditional and
modern media practices to understand the evolving challenges faced by journalists.

The Purpose of the International Press Corps

The committee is structured to encourage thoughtful, evidence-based debate that explores both
the responsibilities and limitations of the press in covering the British Royal Family. Delegates
are expected to present arguments grounded in historical events, ethical considerations, and their
assigned media perspectives, whether investigative, entertainment-focused, or
commentary-driven. The discussion should aim to examine not only the actions of the press but
also the consequences for the Royals, the public, and society’s understanding of accountability.

Debates should focus on several core questions. Where should the line between public interest
and personal privacy be drawn? How much scrutiny is justified for publicly funded institutions
like the monarchy? To what extent does sensationalist reporting serve the public, and when does
it become exploitative? Delegates should also consider the impact of media bias, racial or
cultural framing, and the influence of globalized media platforms.
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Suqgested Topics for Discussion

e To what extent is sensationalist reporting justified in covering the personal lives of the
Royal Family?

e The Ethical Implications of Media Intrusion in Princess Diana’s Life and Death.
o The Tampongate Scandal: Should Public Curiosity Justify Private Invasion?

e How did the global coverage of Diana’s death influence international standards for media
responsibility and privacy?

e Was the publication of Prince Charles and Camilla Parker Bowles’ private conversation a
legitimate act of public interest or a violation of privacy?

The Aim of Committee

The relationship between the British Royal Family and the press remains a complex and evolving
issue, shaped by centuries of tradition, public fascination, and modern media practices. Delegates
are encouraged to explore this balance critically, weighing the necessity of press scrutiny for
accountability against the potential harm caused by intrusion, sensationalism, and bias.
Furthermore, this committee seeks not only to analyze these challenges but also to consider
practical solutions for ensuring ethical journalism, protecting privacy, and maintaining
transparency for publicly funded figures. Ultimately, this committee offers an opportunity to
discuss the evolving role of the media in shaping public perception of powerful institutions, the
limits of ethical reporting, and the responsibilities that come with covering figures who are both
symbolic and publicly funded, while formulating proposals for reform and responsible reporting.

Further Reading

1. Smithsonian Magazine. "How Princess Diana's Death Transformed the Royal Family."
2023.

2. EBSCO Research. "Prince Charles’s Intimate Phone Conversation with Camilla Parker
Bowles." 1989.

3. BBC News. "The Changing Relationship Between the Royals and the Press After Diana’s
Death." 2024.
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4. BBC News. "The Leveson Inquiry: Ethics, Regulation, and the Future of Journalism."
2012.

5. The Guardian. "Press Freedom vs. Privacy: The Ongoing Debate in British Media." 2021.

6. Reuters Institute. The Role of the Media in Democratic Accountability. 2020.
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