
From: The Office of Kim Williams 
Sent: Monday, 2 April 2012 10:26 AM
Subject: Further AFR Attacks
 
Dear Colleagues,
 
The Australian Financial Review (AFR) has continued its attacks on News 
Corporation, News Limited and NDS over the weekend and today.
 
I regret I have to write to you again on this matter.  But given the extensive 
coverage, the baseless allegations and the assault on our reputation I believe it is 
critically important we all keep informed of what the evidence actually says.
 
I therefore wanted to share with you my letter, attached, published by the AFR 
today, vigorously rejecting the AFR's allegations.
 
I also draw your attention to an opinion piece in today's The Australian written by 
Abe Peled, the chairman of the NDS Group.  Abe points out that the allegations 
raised by the AFR have been the subject of numerous court cases.
 
Abe writes:
 
"NDS has prevailed in every case. The US Department of Justice declined to pursue 
criminal charges. The long- running EchoStar litigation finally concluded just last 
month. Nagravision and EchoStar accused NDS of being responsible for the piracy 
of their system. Theirs are the only allegations that have been subject to a full trial, 
in which all sides had a fair opportunity to be heard. Emails from that trial were 
amongst those dumped on the internet by AFR last week. In the end, the court 
rejected their allegations, and they paid NDS last month nearly $19M in court fees 
and damages"
 
It is interesting to note that the AFR’s editor-in-chief is today backtracking on one 
of their original central claims – that the actions of NDS 13 years ago were 
somehow a plot to allow News to reduce its current bid for Austar. That is what 
they actually said and it is implicit in one of the pieces in Saturday's AFR.  It isn't 
good enough and we will not stand by tolerating this repeated sledging. It is an 
appallingly disconnected recital of a mass of information. Its strong sinister flavour 
of a managed conspiracy and repeated nasty innuendo demonstrates nothing.
 
On any rational objective analysis what has been published (and it now probably 
amounts to almost 50,000 words) doesn't pass even the most basic journalistic 
muster.
 
With every good wish,
Kim


