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their pupils attending and girls as young as 12
or 13 might well be among those present. He
felt that if the minimum age for those attending
the show were to be raised to 18 this, while
satisfying the schools, would affect the whole
character of the programme. In any case,
“Radio 1 Club” was coming off in the Autumn.
He believed that, on the whole Radio 1 in its
record programmes succeeded in maintaining a
middle path between being excessively
‘square’, of which it was often accused, and of
being irresponsibly permissive. He believed that
most
producers
behaved
impeccably
themselves and that even if audience shows
were dropped, it would still be possible for disc
jockeys to meet girls who had, for example,
hung around waiting from them outside BBC
premises...MDR [Managing Director Radio] said
he felt it would be necessary to ask whether it
was part of public service broadcasting to put
on live audience pop programmes. Radio 1
could still function effectively without such
shows, though undoubtedly the progress round
the country of “Radio 1 Club” had a promotional
value and kept the programme fresh and
varied”.
11.3

On 7 April 1971, Mr Muggeridge reported to Mr Trethowan on
the issue of age limits for radio audiences. He said that the
minimum of age for admission to all radio audience shows,
except Radio 1 Club, was 10 but the age for admission to and
membership of BBC Radio 1 Club was 12. He had just learned
that the Top of the Pops age limit had been raised to 16. It
seems that he had been asked whether it would be feasible to
bring Radio 1 Club into line.

He said that this would be

problematical as about 250,000 membership cards had been
issued on the basis of the current age limit. He also pointed out
that it was a practical impossibility to enforce any age limit
“because so many girls look older than they really are”. He
suggested that they could restrict all interviews on Radio 1 Club
to people over the age of 16. He said:
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“Thus, as far as public performance is
concerned, we should be acting in concert with
the new “Top of the Pops” limitation. And,
equally, we should be seen to be tightening up
on the one aspect of the show which brings
D.J.s and Club members together formally”.
11.4

Before Mr Trethowan replied, the inquest into Claire McAlpine’s
death took place and was attended by senior representatives of
the BBC including the Legal Adviser, Mr Marshall, whose
memorandum relating to the inquest is set out in paragraphs
9.100 to 9.103. It appears that his account of the inquest must
have been communicated to Mr Trethowan. Mr Trethowan’s
reply to Mr Muggeridge said that the Director-General had
accepted it would not be practicable to raise the age limit for
Radio 1 Club to 16 at the current time.

He said that the

Director-General had stressed the concern that the BBC “does
not put itself into the position of appearing to condone
permissiveness”. The letter continued:
“While it is now clear that the allegations about
‘Top of the Pops’ rest on a child’s fantasy rather
than a fact, you are clearly right in what you
said to me last week about the narrow path we
tread in the whole pop area, and in these
programmes in particular. The producers
concerned should make sure that they put
everyone involved in any Radio 1 programme
on his guard, both while the programme is on
the air and during the time before and after the
programme when the audience is milling around
the disc-jockeys. Of course, it is perfectly
harmless for disc-jockeys to sign autographs,
but the sad case of the fifteen-year-old girl is a
reminder of the dangers of the fantasy world
these children can create for themselves.”
11.5

The minutes of the Managing Director Radio’s Direction
Meeting held on 20 April 1971 record that Mr Trethowan drew
attention to a statement issued by the police after the inquest
which revealed that in fact the unhappy suicide was due to
domestic troubles and that the BBC was not involved in any
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way. Mr Muggeridge said that he had nonetheless issued a
reminder to all producers for the need for care in regard to
Radio 1 Club and similar programmes and had also ruled that
no one under the age of 16 was to be interviewed during the
programme. Radio 1 disc jockeys too had been reminded of
the need for care during autograph signing sessions.

Mr

Trethowan said he had discussed the whole subject with the
Director-General who had agreed that the Radio 1 Club was in
a different category from Top of the Pops and was satisfied with
the precautions radio had taken.
11.6

I have mentioned these minutes and this correspondence
because they demonstrate that the management of BBC Radio
and Mr Muggeridge, the Controller of Radio 1 and 2, were
aware that there were risks in bringing disc jockeys and young
girls together. They demonstrate that radio management was
aware of the difficulty of assessing the age of the young girls
who attended Radio 1 shows and who flocked around disc
jockeys. Although the minutes of the meeting on 6 April 1971
recognise the possibility that Radio 1 disc jockeys might abuse
their position, they demonstrate what to my mind is a most
unfortunate attitude towards the young girls; they appear to be
regarded as a nuisance and are described in the minutes as
‘unbalanced’ rather than merely young and in need of
protection. There is a suggestion in the minutes of the meeting
on 20 April 1971 that Radio 1 disc jockeys should be reminded
to ‘take care’ and that this would be a sufficient precaution,
again implying that it is the girls who are the problem. They
also demonstrate management’s concern about the reputation
of the BBC.

11.7

Against that background, I turn to consider Radio 1’s concerns
about Savile. Savile joined BBC Radio 1 as a disc jockey and
presenter in 1968. He worked for that network until 1987. As I
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have

explained in Chapter 3, he worked on

several

programmes, including Savile’s Travels, Speakeasy and The
Double Top Ten Show.
Investigations Instigated by Douglas Muggeridge, Controller of BBC
Radio 1 and BBC Radio 2
11.8

Largely through media reports, to which I refer below, the
Savile investigation became aware that, at some stage,
probably in 1973, Mr Muggeridge became concerned about
rumours of sexual impropriety concerning Savile. It was not
clear where those rumours came from.

However, Mr

Muggeridge must have been concerned and set in train two
separate lines of enquiry. I shall describe them both but, before
I do so, will set this early evidence in the context of the later
media interest in these events which followed the revelations
about Savile’s sexual misconduct in October 2012.
11.9

In mid-October 2012, there were several media reports to the
effect that Derek Chinnery, at some time in the period when he
was Head of BBC Radio 1, had challenged Savile about
rumours of sexual impropriety which had come to the BBC’s
attention. Savile had replied that such rumours were nonsense
and that there was no truth in them. Mr Chinnery had accepted
this denial and nothing further had happened. The media were
critical that that denial had been accepted at face value. It was
suggested that the BBC had known about Savile’s misconduct
decades earlier and had failed to act.

11.10

At about the same time in 2012, Rodney Collins, who worked
for the BBC as a publicity officer in the 1970s, told the media
that Douglas Muggeridge had asked him to “check whether the
newspapers were planning to print allegations of Savile having
inappropriate liaisons with underage girls”.

Mr Collins is

reported to have said that Mr Muggeridge told him that there
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were allegations about a specific BBC Radio 1 programme,
Savile's Travels, in which Savile went around the country in a
caravan. The substance of the allegations was that underage
girls were involved in liaisons in that caravan. Mr Collins said
that, after making enquiries, he had reported back to Mr
Muggeridge that the newspapers had “heard these allegations”
but were unwilling to print them “whether they were true or not”
because Savile did a lot for charity and was “perceived as a
very popular man”.
11.11

The impression given by this coverage was that the BBC was
aware of the rumours but was concerned more to find out
whether they were about to be published in the press than to
investigate whether or not Savile was in fact misbehaving with
young girls. The BBC was criticised in the press for a failure to
investigate the rumours thoroughly.

11.12

The Savile investigation has tried to find out as much as it can
about these events. Unfortunately, it appears that no relevant
documents still exist, if they ever did.

Also, several of the

people who would have been able to throw light on these
events have died – in particular Mr Muggeridge. Of those who
have given evidence, some have difficulty in remembering
events, which is not surprising, given the passage of time.
11.13

I do not know which line of enquiry Mr Muggeridge set in train
first or if he set them in train at the same time. I shall begin by
describing the line of enquiry that involved Mr Chinnery.

The Enquiries Made by Derek Chinnery
11.14

Mr Chinnery spoke to us in January 2013. He died in March
2015. He told us that he joined the BBC in 1941 and eventually
worked in what was then called the Gramophone Department.
He joined BBC Radio 1 when it started in 1967. In 1972, he
became Head of Radio 1. In 1978, he became Controller of
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Radio 1. As Head of Radio 1, Mr Chinnery had day-to-day
control of that network and reported directly to Mr Muggeridge.
Below him there were three executive producers, one of whom
was a woman, Doreen Davies.
11.15

Mr Chinnery told us that, when the Savile scandal broke in
October 2012, he was very shocked. Within a short time, he
had talked about Savile to his old friend and colleague, Ms
Davies. She told him that, at some time in the early 1970s, he
had interviewed Savile about rumours which had been going
round to the effect that he was behaving inappropriately with
young girls. He himself had no recollection of the rumours or
the interview but he accepted the truth and accuracy of Ms
Davies’s recollection.

She told him that, when interviewed,

Savile had denied the truth of the rumours. It must have been
on the basis of Ms Davies’s account to him that he had spoken
to the media; it is clear that parts of his account to the media in
2012 were based on supposition.
11.16

Mr Chinnery told me that he felt somewhat aggrieved that he
had been criticised in the press because he had accepted
Savile’s denial when asked about the rumours. He explained
that, in his view, it was not the job of the head of a department
to investigate the private lives of the people working in the
department. There was a limit to how far one should enquire
into peoples’ private lives.

11.17

He said that he now understood that the rumours were about
Savile “having sex with girls”. He observed that anything that
Savile “got up to in a dressing room at TVC was a thousand
miles away from what he did from Radio 1”. In any case, he
said, it would have been quite impossible for Savile to ‘get up to
anything’ at Egton House where BBC Radio 1 had its offices or
at Broadcasting House where BBC Radio 1 programmes were
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recorded in the 1970s.

There were no audiences in the

buildings.
11.18

When he spoke to the Savile investigation, Mr Chinnery
expressed his annoyance at the press coverage, in particular
an article which had described him as “Savile’s boss” and as
“the one person at the BBC who could have done something
about Savile but did nothing”. He asserted that he had had no
idea what was going on. If people at Television Centre knew
and did nothing, he would be disgusted by that. But he thought
it would have been very difficult to stop what went on in
dressing rooms. After all, Savile would be given the key to his
dressing room and could take whom he liked in there. What he
got up to was difficult to pin down. The women were “coming
out of the woodwork complaining, whereas at the time they
were thrilled to bits to be involved in television or to meet the
great star”. He suspected that most of what happened “was
done willingly”.

11.19

With due respect to Mr Chinnery, his lack of memory meant that
he was unable to assist us. Fortunately, Ms Davies had a good
recollection of events.

11.20

Ms Davies said that she had never known Savile well; he was
not one of the disc jockeys for whom she was responsible as
executive producer.

She did not want him to be, as she

regarded him as ‘an oddball’. She felt that one could not have
a conversation with him. If she met him in the corridor, he
would genuflect and say “Another boss”. She thought he was
sleazy; he often had an unlit cigar in his mouth and often looked
bedraggled. She had nothing to do with him. When he came
into Egton House, he would go straight into Ted Beston’s (his
producer’s) office. Disc jockeys did not have offices of their
own; they used their producer’s office when necessary.
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11.21

Ms Davies never heard any gossip or rumours about Savile.
She thought Savile was asexual and was not interested in sex
at all.

11.22

She remembers the meeting between Savile and Mr Chinnery.
She said that Mr Chinnery asked her to sit in as an observer.
That was not unusual. She did not know what the meeting was
going to be about. She did not take any note of the meeting;
she was not asked to and it was not the practice to do so when
attending meetings as an observer.

11.23

She recalls that Savile walked into the room and started joking
about there being “two bosses”. Mr Chinnery asked him to sit
down and said that he had things to say that were serious.
Savile sat next to her on the opposite side of the desk to Mr
Chinnery. He sat back and put one leg over the other. Mr
Chinnery said words to the effect that there was “a bit of a
press thing going on and I have been asked to ask you if you
are going to embarrass us with anything in your private life”.
Ms Davies thinks that, in some way, Mr Chinnery made it plain
to Savile that the issue being raised by the press was whether
Savile was sexually involved with young girls.

11.24

Savile’s response was to say that this kind of thing had been
going on in the press for years and that no one ever got a story
because there was no story. There were no secrets in his life.
He had worked at the Mecca dance hall in Leeds, where there
were lots of young girls and, when the evenings were over and
he had seen girls leaving to go home, he had told the bouncers
to give them money for taxis. He always protected girls and he
had a good reputation as a result. The police knew him and
everything about him; there were no secrets.

11.25

Mr Chinnery asked him if he was sure. Savile said that he was
absolutely sure and that nothing would ever come out.
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Mr

Chinnery then told Savile that one thing being said was that
Savile had young girls in his flat in London. Savile’s reply was
that sometimes girls came down from Leeds to London for Top
of the Pops. He did allow them to use sleeping bags on his
lounge floor. He slept in his bedroom. They would be offered
tea in the morning and would go off to catch the train. So, to
that extent, the story was true. He added that he stayed three
times a week at Stoke Mandeville (where he had a flat) and
spent time working at Leeds General Infirmary.
11.26

Ms Davies said that Savile’s denial was categoric but not
aggressive. He appeared confident, shocked, astonished and
offended.

11.27

I interpose to note that Savile’s response, as recounted by Ms
Davies, was, in some respects, similar to his confident
response when interviewed by officers of Surrey Constabulary
in 2009 about allegations of indecent assault. To the police, he
said that, in his business, he was accused of just about
everything because people were looking for a ‘bit of blackmail’
or the papers were looking for a story but if one had a clear
conscience, which he had, everything was OK. He also told the
police that the allegations the police were discussing were
fabrications and suggested that the accusations were being
made because it was “coming up for Christmas and they’re
looking for a few quid off a newspaper”. Savile also talked
extensively about his good works.

This was similar to the

technique he adopted, with amazing chutzpah, when speaking
to Mr Chinnery. He presented himself as the victim of press
intrusion and as a protector of young girls.

He had the

confidence to lie about the facilities of his flat; it did not have a
separate bedroom. And he irrelevantly reminded his listeners
of his good works.
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11.28

I return to Ms Davies’s account. Mr Chinnery then said that, as
long as Savile could assure him that everything was all right, he
could go back and say so. Savile repeated that there was no
truth in anything suggested. Mr Chinnery said that he accepted
that. Savile then left the room and Mr Chinnery said words to
the effect of “what can one do?” Mr Chinnery and Ms Davies
both shrugged their shoulders. Ms Davies herself had believed
what Savile had said.

She thinks that Mr Chinnery also

believed Savile.
11.29

When asked whether she knew anything of the background to
the decision to interview Savile, Ms Davies said that she had
not been told anything at the time but had thought about it a lot
and was now convinced that the background was that the press
had got hold of something; as she put it something had been
‘bubbling’ in the press. She did not discuss the matter again
with Mr Chinnery. She assumes that he reported back to Mr
Muggeridge and that Mr Muggeridge would have been relieved
that nothing would come out in the press. She accepted that
much of this was supposition and reconstruction.

11.30

Asked why she thought that the rumours had started in Fleet
Street rather than in the BBC, she said that she did not think
that Mr Chinnery would have bothered to have Savile into his
room, as he did, if the rumours were merely ‘in-house’ BBC
rumours. The inference to be drawn from that remark is that
rumours in the press would have been regarded as more
serious for the BBC than ‘in-house’ rumours. Ms Davies was
almost sure that Mr Chinnery had told Savile that the press
were “sniffing around” about his private life and about bad
behaviour with young girls.

11.31

Ms Davies felt that Mr Chinnery had handled the interview
satisfactorily. He was firm, cold and measured; it was not an
avuncular chat. She thought that it had been sufficient to speak
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to Savile in this formal way. At the time, it was not known that
there was anything ‘dodgy’ about Savile. They were dealing
with this without the knowledge we have today.
11.32

She was asked, hypothetically, what she thought would have
been the situation if Savile (who was then aged 47) had
admitted having sex with young girls but girls who were over
the age of 16. She said that she thought that Mr Chinnery
would have been shocked, disgusted and horrified, but there
would probably have been nothing he could do if it was legal.
She said that “one could not live the life of a DJ for a DJ”.

11.33

Johnny Beerling, who knew Mr Chinnery well, as they worked
closely together for some years, said that Mr Chinnery was a
straightforward man and that, if Savile had assured him that
there was no truth in the rumours, he would have accepted it.

The Account Given by Rodney Collins
11.34

I turn to Rodney Collins’s account.

In the early 1970s, Mr

Collins worked as a BBC Radio publicity officer, answerable
directly to Mr Muggeridge. He saw his role as a bridge between
BBC Radio and Fleet Street, in particular with the objective of
improving relations between the BBC and the tabloid press. He
told me that, historically, the BBC had had quite good relations
with the broadsheets but had had difficult relationships with the
tabloids. He thought that there was a sense of animosity and
distrust in the BBC towards the popular press (I am sure he is
right about that) and reminded me that, in the early 1970s, the
BBC had faced allegations in the News of the World,
concerning the payola scandal and the death of Claire
McAlpine: see paragraphs 9.66 and 9.81-9.85.
11.35

Mr Collins recalled that, sometime in 1973 (he thinks it was
June), Mr Muggeridge called him in and asked him what he
thought of Savile.

In fact, at that time, Mr Collins was
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concerned about the way in which Savile’s Travels was being
run. This had nothing to do with allegations of immorality. It
was simply that Savile and Ted Beston, the producer, appeared
to him to be running their own show, quite cut off from BBC
management. Mr Collins found it impossible to contact either of
them when they were out of London and could not get the
information he needed to do his job as publicity officer. He had
already written to Mr Muggeridge explaining these concerns.
Mr Collins also found Savile quite difficult to deal with. He was
reluctant to be interviewed by the press. Savile wanted to be in
control of his own publicity.
11.36

Mr Collins explained this to Mr Muggeridge and said that he did
not think Savile added much to the network. Mr Muggeridge
agreed that Savile was different from all the other disc jockeys
on the BBC’s books. Then Mr Muggeridge said that he had
heard rumours about Savile “maybe not behaving the way he
should”. Mr Collins understood the concern to be about sexual
behaviour and had the impression that the rumours were in
some way connected to Savile’s Travels. He thought that Mr
Muggeridge was not talking about improper behaviour on BBC
premises.

Mr Muggeridge did not say where he had heard

these rumours.
11.37

Mr Muggeridge suggested that Mr Collins should make
enquiries of three or four people he could trust among his
contacts in Fleet Street. Mr Collins understood that he was to
find out anything he could, not simply whether there was risk of
a publication which might damage the BBC’s reputation. Mr
Collins told me that he then made such enquiries of four
journalists. He says that all four gave a similar response. In
summary, in Fleet Street, Savile was regarded as an odd
character and the papers did not know a great deal about him.
They had heard rumours, which may have been about young
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girls and parties and such like, but nothing specific. Later, in
his evidence to the Savile investigation, Mr Collins said that one
of the journalists, Martin Jackson (now deceased), had said
that, although he had heard rumours, his newspaper would not
be publishing anything because Savile was respected for his
good works and was very popular.

Mr Collins said that he

reported his findings back to Mr Muggeridge and added that
none of his contacts was aware of any police interest in Savile.
He says that Mr Muggeridge seemed disappointed and said
“Damn!”.

Mr Collins knew nothing more about any further

action taken by Mr Muggeridge.
11.38

As Mr Collins had mentioned to us the name of Mr
Muggeridge’s private secretary, Sheila Stringer and, as he had
the impression that Ms Stringer was privy to Mr Muggeridge’s
thoughts on this issue, the Savile investigation has tried to
locate her. We have not succeeded and such information as
we can find suggests that she died over 10 years ago.

11.39

In 2012, Mr Collins spoke to the press, as mentioned above.
His story, as published, is consistent with what he told us. Mr
Collins also told us that he had recently tried to contact the four
journalists to whom he had spoken in 1973. One of them has
died. One is now well in his 80s and does not remember a
conversation relating to Savile.

Mr Collins claimed that the

other two contacts remember speaking to him about Savile.
One is Mike Day, who worked for the Press Association. He
has told us that he recalls talking to Mr Collins about Savile and
a story relating to possible misbehaviour with children; there
was reference to a caravan. He thought that the concern was
that the Daily Mail might publish an exposé of Savile. He said
that there was a lot of talk about Savile in press circles at that
time but that no one had any actual evidence and no one was
prepared to print a story without an affidavit.
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However, Mr

Day’s recollection is that this conversation took place rather
later than Mr Collins recalls and that Mr Collins was then
working for Radio Luxembourg rather than the BBC. Mr Collins
left the BBC in 1974. The other journalist was Aldo Nicolotti,
who then worked for the Evening News. Mr Nicolotti has told
the Review that he cannot remember any such conversation
with Mr Collins.
11.40

In 2012, Mr Collins became aware, from media coverage, that
Mr Muggeridge had, in the early 1970s, asked Mr Chinnery to
speak to Savile about rumours of sexual misbehaviour. He had
not been aware of that at the time.

11.41

Mr Collins told the Savile investigation that, shortly after Mr
Muggeridge’s enquiries into Savile, which had failed to disclose
any evidence of misconduct, a decision was taken to axe
Savile’s Travels. Mr Collins was of the view that this decision
was causally connected with Mr Muggeridge’s lack of
confidence in Savile. In fact, that programme continued until
1977 (as Mr Collins now accepts), which suggests that the
decision to stop it was not related to any concerns Mr
Muggeridge may have had about Savile’s conduct. We have
not come across any documentary record that explains why the
programme was stopped.

11.42

It was suggested to me by Peter Rosier, a former BBC press
officer that, it would have been naïve for a BBC press officer or
a publicity officer to go stirring up interest in Fleet Street,
particularly if the original rumours had started within the BBC.
When Mr Collins was asked about this he said that Mr
Muggeridge had asked him to approach journalists and he had
been very careful to go to journalists whom he could trust
where there was no danger of stirring up unwanted interest. I
have no reason to doubt Mr Collins’s assertion that he was
asked to approach trustworthy journalists and did so. I can see
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Mr Rosier’s point and Mr Muggeridge’s idea does seem to have
been a high-risk strategy but it appears to have done no harm.
No allegations appeared in the papers.
11.43

Mr Collins, who seems to have known Mr Muggeridge quite
well, was asked what he thought Mr Muggeridge would have
done if he had received information that Savile, a man in his
mid-40s, was indulging in casual sex with young girls, not
underage but in their teens, old enough to consent. He thought
that Mr Muggeridge would have dropped Savile’s Travels from
the schedule if he had received information to that effect.

Comment
11.44

The significance of this evidence is that Mr Muggeridge was
aware, from some source or other, that it was being said that
Savile was behaving improperly in connection with Savile’s
Travels and also that he had young girls to stay in the flat in
London. I think it highly likely that rumours of that kind were
circulating both within and outside the BBC and it is possible
that Mr Muggeridge was aware of either or both.

Mr

Muggeridge made two separate enquiries, one through Mr
Chinnery and one through Mr Collins.
11.45

Mr Muggeridge was told by Mr Collins that the press were
aware of rumours about Savile but were unable to substantiate
them and were not going to ‘go after’ Savile. I shall assume
that Mr Chinnery told Mr Muggeridge that Savile had said that
the press were always ‘sniffing around’ but had never found
anything because there was nothing to find.

Both of those

responses would tend to reassure Mr Muggeridge in respect of
his probable concern about the risk of immediate publication
and reputational damage to the BBC.

It appears that Mr

Muggeridge was satisfied with the result of his enquiries, as
there is no evidence that he made any further enquiries or
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discussed the matter with anyone else. It is possible, of course,
that he did and that the Savile investigation has failed to find
such evidence. But we have cast our net as widely as possible
and nothing has emerged. In particular there is no reference to
Mr Muggeridge’s concerns in the minutes of the Board of
Management.
11.46

I think it highly likely that Mr Muggeridge’s main concern was
the risk of reputational damage to the BBC rather than any
concern on moral or ethical grounds that the BBC ought not to
employ a man who might be involved in unattractive and
possibly unlawful sexual conduct. In short, I do not think his
primary interest was to investigate Savile’s conduct, rather it
was to find out if anything was likely to come out in the press.
Having been reassured on that score, it appears that he did
nothing further.

11.47

In so concluding about Mr Muggeridge’s primary interest, I rely
in part on the evidence of Ms Davies that Mr Chinnery was
concerned (from his conversations with Mr Muggeridge) that
Savile might embarrass the BBC if the press were to publish
any story about him. She said that Mr Chinnery would only
have “danced about as he did” in response to Mr Muggeridge’s
concerns because the rumours were circulating in the press.
She thought that Mr Chinnery would not have interviewed
Savile (as he had been asked to do by Mr Muggeridge) if the
rumours had originated within the BBC. I infer from that, that
Mr Muggeridge was concerned about press revelations. I also
rely on the opinion of Mr Beerling.

He said that, from his

knowledge of Mr Muggeridge, he thought it more likely that the
enquiries

were

instigated

because

he

feared

possible

reputational damage rather than on moral grounds.
11.48

Because I have concluded that Mr Muggeridge’s main concern
was about the risk of reputational damage to the BBC, I find
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myself puzzled by Mr Collins’s evidence that Mr Muggeridge
seemed disappointed and said “damn” when told that there was
to be no exposé of Savile.

Such a response is quite

inconsistent with the reassurance he had just received.

Mr

Muggeridge’s alleged disappointment would be consistent only
with a desire on his part to get rid of Savile. There is no other
evidence to suggest that he wished to do so. I conclude that Mr
Muggeridge was more likely to have been relieved and
reassured than disappointed by the results of his enquiries.
However, Mr Collins has explained that Mr Muggeridge used to
say ‘damn’ many times a day in the course of conversation. I
can only conclude that his use of that expression on this
occasion was not intended to convey disappointment but was
merely a standard response.
What Should Mr Muggeridge Have Done?
11.49

Viewed

from

today,

it

seems

reprehensible

that

Mr

Muggeridge’s main concern, on hearing the rumours, was that
the BBC’s reputation might be damaged and that he was less
concerned about the welfare of any girls who might be sexually
involved with Savile. That is particularly so when it is
appreciated that Mr Muggeridge was aware of the concerns
which had arisen in 1971 in connection with the News of the
World and Top of the Pops.

However, I do not find it so

surprising when I approach the question as the BBC of 1973
would have approached it.
11.50

I have explained in Chapter 9 that it does not appear to me that,
in 1971, the upper echelons of the BBC were anything like as
concerned about the allegations of sexual immorality as they
were about the allegations of corruption in the payola scandal.
At that time, it appears to me that many people in our society
generally (and therefore probably also within the BBC) did not
regard the age of consent for sexual intercourse as an
674

important matter.

I think there was a generaI perception in

some parts of the BBC that many girls of 14 or 15 were ready
and willing to have sex with their pop idols. They hung around
waiting for them, behaving in an excited way and generally
being rather a nuisance. I think that many people took the view
that if these young girls wanted to have sex with celebrities and
if their parents gave them the freedom to do it, it was a matter
for them and no one else’s business, even though the activity
was unlawful.

That would not mean that they personally

approved of such behaviour, just that they believed that that
was how the world was. Although I cannot ascertain what Mr
Muggeridge’s personal attitude was, I do think that the attitude I
have described was common in the BBC in the early 1970s.
11.51

Of course, it would be strange for Mr Muggeridge to be worried
about revelations of unlawful activity in the press as being
damaging to the BBC’s reputation and yet for him not to be
worried about the girls themselves. If the activity was unlawful,
it must be unlawful for a purpose and the purpose must be the
protection of the girls concerned. But I do accept that many
people did not see it in that way. I have written earlier about
the view that the age of consent was too high and should be
changed (see, in particular, paragraph 3.7).

So, although I,

today, do not approve of his attitude, it does not seem
surprising to me that, at the time, Mr Muggeridge’s primary
concern would have been the danger of immediate reputational
damage to the BBC through its association with Savile. It is
also not surprising that the news he received from Mr Chinnery
and Mr Collins would reassure him as to the immediate future.
11.52

It would, however, be surprising to me if Mr Muggeridge did not
retain some lingering anxiety about Savile and the potential for
damage to the BBC’s reputation. Would he not have asked
himself why such rumours existed, as had been confirmed by
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Mr Collins’s report? Could he sensibly accept Savile’s denial at
face value? After all, if the allegations were true, one would not
expect Savile simply to admit them.

If Mr Muggeridge was

concerned about the risk to the BBC’s reputation (as I am
satisfied that he was), one might have expected him to be
concerned about the long-term risk, even if he had been
reassured as to the short term.
11.53

I have to ask myself whether it was reasonable for Mr
Muggeridge to have put aside his concerns about Savile.

I

must try to strip out the benefit of hindsight. I must bear in mind
that Savile had a good reputation in many respects. He was
well-known for his charitable works for which he had been
awarded the OBE in 1972. He was a successful broadcaster.
He was well-loved by the public at large. He appeared to have
friends in high places. Mr Muggeridge’s concerns were based
only on rumour about conduct which was distasteful but not
necessarily illegal.

There was certainly nothing which Mr

Muggeridge could sensibly have reported to the police. Nor do
I think it could be suggested that, on the basis of what was
available to him in 1973, Mr Muggeridge should have
considered dispensing with Savile’s services. Nor do I think
that Mr Muggeridge had any grounds to suspect that Savile was
behaving improperly on BBC premises.

The closest the

rumours came to the BBC was the suggestion that he behaved
improperly with girls in his camper-van when out on Savile’s
Travels.

If true, those rumours might entail an element of

unlawful conduct, in that some of the girls, although apparently
willing to do whatever they were doing, might have been under
the age of consent.
11.54

Viewed from the 21st century, one would say that Mr
Muggeridge should have been concerned about that; indeed
the safety and welfare of those girls should have been his
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primary concern, rather than the reputation of the BBC.
However, I must say that such matters do not appear to have
been of much concern to many people at that time, whether
inside or outside the BBC, apart of course from people who had
a specific interest or concern in protecting children for whom
they

were

personally

responsible.

Child

protection

responsibility, as we think of it today, was a concept virtually
unheard of at the time, either inside or outside the BBC.
11.55

My conclusion in respect of Mr Muggeridge is that, given the
ethos of the time, I do not think he should be personally
criticised on the ground that he did not make further ‘child
protection’ investigations into the rumours about Savile. I say
that because child protection was not at the forefront of
peoples’ minds at that time (both within the BBC and generally)
and Mr Muggeridge appears to have been aware only of
general rumours of misconduct with girls who were not
necessarily

underage. However,

Mr

Muggeridge’s

main

concern had been that there was a risk to the BBC’s reputation.
I find it surprising that he should have been satisfied, as he
appears to have been, that there was no risk to the BBC’s
reputation from Savile in the longer term. Rationally, I think he
should have retained some lingering anxieties about Savile and
the risk to the reputation of the BBC arising from the rumours
which he knew were current inside and outside the BBC.
11.56

I think, as a prudent manager, with the interests of the BBC at
heart, he should have retained some concerns about Savile
and should have shared them with senior colleagues in other
parts of the BBC. I think he should also have kept a watching
eye and a listening ear on Savile within BBC Radio. Of course,
as Controller, he could not keep a watching eye personally, but
he must have had staff below him, to whom he could have
confided his concerns. They could have kept their eyes open
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and could have made discreet enquiries. As I shall explain later
in this chapter, if they had kept their eyes and ears open, I think
it likely that information would have come to light which would
have increased the level of concern to the point where the BBC
would have had to consider dispensing with Savile’s services.
For one thing, in the following year, 1974, Savile’s book As It
Happens was published and would, if read against the
background of a perceived risk of reputational damage, have
increased the BBC’s concern about Savile being a potential
time bomb.
11.57

I have asked myself whether Mr Chinnery should share some
responsibility for the decision to ‘close the book’. He did not
remember the events at all. It seems to me that what ought to
have happened is that Mr Muggeridge and Mr Chinnery should
have discussed matters and should have agreed on a way of
keeping their eyes and ears open. But I do accept that the lead
on this should have come from Mr Muggeridge and, if he was
not concerned, there was no real reason for Mr Chinnery to be
so. After all, Mr Chinnery’s main job at that time was to get a
schedule of programmes on air. It is true that Mr Chinnery
became Controller of BBC Radio 1 in 1978 and could then have
instigated an investigation.

However, by that time, Savile’s

involvement in Savile’s Travels and Speakeasy had come to an
end; after that, his only involvement with BBC Radio 1 was as a
disc jockey and even that was diminishing. Although I think that
rumours about Savile continued to circulate and that Mr
Chinnery was aware of them, I do not think that it would be right
to criticise Mr Chinnery for not instigating an investigation when
he became Controller.
11.58

I say that Mr Chinnery remained aware of the circulation of
rumours about Savile in reliance on the evidence of David
Treadway, who became Chief Assistant BBC Radio 2 in 1983.
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He told the Savile investigation of an occasion, soon after his
arrival, when he was having lunch with a group of BBC Radio
executives, probably at The Salad Bar opposite Broadcasting
House, and was told a story about Savile and sexual
misconduct. Mr Treadway thought that the story was told by Mr
Chinnery and that all the others present had heard the story
before. Mr Treadway also had the impression that Mr Chinnery
was not comfortable having Savile on the network and would
have got rid of him if he had felt free to do so.
What Was Known about Savile in BBC Radio 1 and What Would Have
Been Discovered if Enquiries Had Been Made within BBC Radio 1?
11.59

I turn now to consider what was known about Savile’s sexual
deviancy within BBC Radio 1 and what would probably have
happened if Mr Muggeridge had appointed someone to make
enquiries within that part of the BBC in, as would have seemed
sensible, the period between 1973 and 1975. It seems to me
that the natural course would have been for Mr Muggeridge to
ask Mr Chinnery to cascade enquiries down through his staff in
a discreet way.

11.60

Within BBC Radio 1, I envisage that Mr Chinnery would have
spoken to his executive producers (particularly any with
responsibility for Savile’s programmes) and beyond that to
those at producer level. There is no evidence to suggest that
any executive producer, at that time, would have had any
awareness of misconduct by Savile. Such evidence of
awareness as exists comes from lower down the chain.

BBC Radio 1 Producers – Ted Beston
11.61

Mr Beston was Savile’s BBC Radio 1 producer for 11 or 12
years from 1968 or 1969 until 1980. The Savile investigation
has heard a good deal of evidence about Mr Beston but
unfortunately has not had the benefit of hearing his own
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account of events. At an early stage, in December 2012, Mr
Beston wrote to Tim Davie, then the BBC’s acting DirectorGeneral, in response to his appeal for assistance for the
Review. In his letter, Mr Beston told Mr Davie that his health
was not particularly good and said that he was not aware of any
illegal activities relating to Savile. He told Mr Davie that, to the
best of his knowledge, there were no complaints about Savile’s
radio programmes or about him personally, during his time as
his BBC Radio 1 producer. He said that he was unaware of
any illegal activities while working with Savile. Savile had kept
his private life separate from his broadcasting life.

He, Mr

Beston, had been aware that Savile had “various relationships
with women who were of age” but he was not aware of any
activity with “underage children”.
11.62

In May 2013, when the Savile investigation had received
evidence about Mr Beston, he was asked to attend for
interview. His solicitor said that he was not in good health and
that he had been traumatised by his recent arrest and police
interview.

He would not be able to contribute to the Savile

investigation. In January 2014, we sent Mr Beston a summary
of the evidence we had received which included allegations that
he was aware of some sexual misconduct by Savile. We asked
him to reconsider his refusal to give evidence and offered to
visit him at his home to take his evidence (as we had done with
other witnesses who were unable to attend for health reasons).
After some delay, Mr Beston’s solicitor replied in March 2014
saying that Mr Beston was outraged by the allegations we had
put to him; he wished to refute them and was prepared to
respond. Thereafter there was correspondence in which the
Review sought to arrange an interview and Mr Beston’s solicitor
sought further particulars of the evidence relating to his client.
In particular the solicitor asked for sight of the transcripts of the
evidence relating to Mr Beston but we were unable to provide
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these for reasons of confidentiality.

The solicitor also

expressed the view, with which I do not agree, that an interview
was an inappropriate format for the receipt of Mr Beston’s
evidence.
11.63

I do acknowledge the difficulty that Mr Beston may have had
because the Savile investigation was not able to provide the
names of the witnesses who have provided evidence about him
or the full details of what those witnesses said.

This is

unfortunate but is an unavoidable consequence of holding a
private as opposed to a public inquiry. On 15 April 2014, we
sent Mr Beston’s solicitor a chart containing as much
information as we felt able to disclose. Mr Beston’s solicitor
asked for more detail but then, on 9 May 2014, Mr Beston
provided a signed statement of evidence. However, this did not
deal with many of the issues and, on 29 May 2014, we sent a
further letter providing some additional information and asking
Mr Beston to answer some specific questions. The contents of
the reply received in July 2014 have been incorporated into this
account.
11.64

I am therefore in the unfortunate position of having to decide
about the probable truth of various allegations made about Mr
Beston’s awareness of Savile’s sexual proclivities without
having the benefit of hearing his oral evidence or of being able
to probe his answers and assertions. As will become apparent,
there will be occasions when I prefer the evidence of a witness
whom I have seen (and have been able to test) to that of Mr
Beston.

11.65

The first matter I must consider is the nature and extent of the
friendship between Savile and Mr Beston.

A number of

witnesses said that Savile and Mr Beston appeared to be good
friends. For example, B5, who worked as a studio manager,
said that they seemed very “chummy” and that their
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conversation was full of “smutty overtones”. A24, who worked
as a production secretary in, among other places, Radio 1 and
knew Mr Beston well, said that he “did seem to have a very
good relationship with Savile. They did seem to get along very
well”.

As she put it “they just seemed to mesh”.

Another

witness, A10, who worked in studio management in radio, said
that they appeared “very close” and she thought that Mr Beston
admired Savile. They appeared to have known each other for
years, although Mr Beston later told her that he had known
Savile only since they had worked together on Savile’s Travels.
Witnesses said that Mr Beston and Savile used to go on cruises
together. A11, who worked as a production secretary on BBC
Radio 1 between 1979 and 1985, said that it was “common
knowledge” in BBC Radio 1 that Mr Beston went on cruises
with Savile. She thought from her own observations that Mr
Beston and Savile were “best buddies”.
11.66

In his response, Mr Beston said that he found Savile an easy
person to like, partly because he was a fellow Yorkshireman.
He agreed that he admired Savile for his charity work. He said
that, although they had a close working relationship for 12
years, they only saw each other once a week, on a Friday,
when Savile would come in to the studio to record links for his
record programmes.

He said it was rare for them to work

together outside the studio. That was in contrast to evidence
the Savile investigation had heard from other witnesses to the
effect that Savile and Mr Beston used to travel about together
making recordings for Savile’s Travels. Mr Beston also said
that he and Savile did not socialise together and had only been
out for dinner together once or twice during the 12-year period.
He agreed that they went on cruises together (he thought two
or three times in all) and said that these were authorised by his
Controller for the purpose of obtaining material and interviews
for Savile’s Travels.

He says that he was responsible for
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ensuring the technical quality of the recorded material. I am
prepared to accept that Mr Beston’s presence on cruises was
authorised as being necessary and appropriate for the
production of the programme but I find it hard to understand
why it was not regarded as sensible (for similar reasons) for Mr
Beston to accompany Savile while making recordings in the
UK. In fact I think he sometimes did, although I accept that
Savile often made recordings when Mr Beston was not present.
I think that Mr Beston has sought, in his evidence to us, to
minimise the amount of time he spent with Savile.
11.67

Chris Lycett, who worked in BBC Radio 1 for 15 years
(including as a producer) and knew Mr Beston, said that he
thought that Mr Beston’s attitude to Savile having casual sex
would have been “Good on you”. He found that Mr Beston was
“slightly sleazy” when talking about women.

11.68

Mr Beston said that he could not recall any smutty or sleazy
conversations. He said that he found Savile to be a private
man who was very guarded about his relations with women.
While it may be that Savile did not speak about sex with any
particular woman or girl, many witnesses said that he often
talked about sex and in a boastful way. His published work, in
particular As It Happens, does not reveal a man who was
reticent about sexual matters.

11.69

B3, who worked in Egton House in the 1970s, told the Savile
investigation that she had the distinct impression that Mr
Beston shared Savile’s lewd sense of humour. She recounted
how Savile and Mr Beston crossed paths with her in the lobby
of Egton House. Savile stood in her way and made a sexual
movement with his lower body. When she moved out of his
way so as to pass him, Savile blocked her path and repeated
the movement. Mr Beston was grinning and appeared to find it
amusing.

In his statement Mr Beston said that he had no
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recollection of this alleged incident but he thought it was
something that must have happened hundreds of times
because:
“that was the nature of the man. He would
always flirt with women, in ways which may now
not be considered appropriate, for example
putting his arms around women, hugging or
squeezing them. It was like he was always
performing or playing up to his reputation as a
ladies’ man. Some people considered him a
clown or buffoon but in my experience most
people found him amusing and enthralling”.
Mr Beston stressed that he was not saying that he found this
conduct flirtatious or amusing, only that “people generally did”.
However, having heard B3’s evidence, I am satisfied that Mr
Beston was grinning and appeared, on that occasion, to find
Savile’s conduct amusing.
11.70

C41, who, as a record promoter, used to visit Egton House to
meet BBC Radio 1 producers described an occasion when she
was waiting outside the open door of Mr Beston’s office. She
could see Mr Beston and could hear the conversation going on
within.

Mr Beston was regaling two or three male record

promoters with a story of what used to go on in Savile’s
caravan during the making of Savile’s Travels. He was talking
about the young girls that were in Savile's caravan and she had
the impression that Mr Beston meant that the girls were in the
caravan for sexual purposes.

At one stage, she heard Mr

Beston say that one of the girls was only 14. In his response to
the Savile investigation, Mr Beston said that he cannot
remember this occasion but added:
“Talking about young ladies following Savile or
being around Savile would not have been
unusual but certainly a girl of 14 is not
something I would have found funny and
absolutely not something I would have been
gossiping about in the way alleged”.
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In another part of his response, Mr Beston has agreed that, on
occasions, he did gossip about Savile and women although he
says that this was only in the context of Savile being a ladies’
man.
11.71

A26 worked as a record promoter for over 30 years. He came
to know both Mr Beston and Savile in the early 1970s. He said
that Mr Beston told him that he and Savile used to go on
cruises together and that Mr Beston boasted about the number
of women they slept with. A26 did not suggest that there was
anything illegal about this.

Mr Beston denies that he ever

boasted about his or Savile’s sexual exploits on cruises.
11.72

Tom Burtonshaw, who worked as a studio manager on Savile's
Travels, said that Mr Beston told him that he had found Savile
with a girl in his camper-van.

Mr Beston told the Savile

investigation that he did not recall this incident. Nor could Mr
Beston recall the occasion described, for example at paragraph
7.37 when he had, allegedly, been driving Savile to a civic
reception in the camper-van. According to the story, Savile had
a young girl in bed with him in the back. As they approached
the town, Mr Beston stopped the van and the girl got out. He
and Savile drove on to be greeted by the Mayoress at a civic
reception, where she “thanked Savile for all the wonderful work
you’re doing for the children”. (See also Chapter 7 – Rumours,
Stories and Jokes.)

Mr Beston was told that the Savile

investigation had heard a number of versions of this story.
However, his response was simply to say that he had never
driven any of Savile’s vehicles.
11.73

Asked whether he could recall any incident resembling these
accounts of Savile having sex in his camper-van, Mr Beston
described an occasion when he went up to Scotland to meet
Savile who was doing a long distance charity run. He said that
he was with Savile for about an hour. During that time, a young
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woman approached Savile. This was not unusual on this kind
of excursion.

Savile and the young woman went into his

camper-van together. Mr Beston then said:
“I have no idea what took place when they went
into the van, for all I know she was getting an
autograph, a photograph or they were chatting
or he was doing an interview with her. I do not
know if his team knew any more than I. She
was only in the van for a short time. A short
time later i.e. within the hour maximum that I
was present, an old lady brought Savile a pot of
marmalade and said that it was for the work that
he did for young people”.
11.74

This account is similar to one of the stories which (with some
slight variations) went around the BBC in the 1970s and which I
have referred to in Chapter 7. As recounted, the story included
the assertion that Savile was actually inside the van having
intercourse with the female (described as a young girl) when
the old lady arrived. This was sometimes said to be evident
from the movement of the van. I ask myself who could have
been the source of this story.

I do appreciate that other

members of Savile’s team could have spread this story but I do
not think that his support team on long distance runs would
have been BBC staff. The fact that this story went around the
BBC draws me to the conclusion that it probably originated from
Mr Beston. I also accept that a story such as this could well
have been embellished when it was repeated. However, the
way in which Mr Beston has told the story to the Savile
investigation would not have been worth telling. It seems to me
quite likely that Mr Beston told people that Savile had been
having intercourse inside the van when the old lady arrived.
Whether that was true or embellishment I do not know.
However, the point of all this is that it draws me to the
conclusion that Mr Beston was aware that Savile had casual
sex with young females when out on his runs and that Mr
Beston thought that was funny and enjoyed gossiping about it.
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11.75

In Chapter 5, I described the evidence of ‘Val’, a member of
Savile’s London Team, who said that she went out once in the
camper-van with Savile, Savile’s radio producer and another
girl. In the radio producer’s sight and hearing, Savile told Val to
go with him to the back of the van (where there was a bed) and
she did so. She was aged 16 at the time. At the time of her
interview with us, Val did not name Mr Beston in this context.
She was told by her lawyer that she could not do so, in light of
the fact that, at that time, Mr Beston had been arrested.
However, I am satisfied (from the description given by Val) that
the radio producer to whom she was referring was Mr Beston.

11.76

Mr Beston told us that he cannot remember this incident and
that he was never aware of Savile having sex with anyone in
his caravan. He added that, because Savile was very guarded
about his sexual relations with women, he would not have told
him (Mr Beston) about anything like that. It has been pointed
out to Mr Beston that it is not alleged that Savile told him about
this incident but that he, Mr Beston, saw and heard Savile tell
Val to go into the back of the camper-van with him.

His

response has been to say only that he has no recollection of
this incident. I accept that Mr Beston does not remember this
occasion but I have found Val to be a reliable witness and I
accept that it happened. I infer that the incident did not give
rise to any sense of shock in Mr Beston’s mind and that he has
forgotten it.

I also infer that he was aware that Savile had

intercourse with girls who were very much younger than
himself. At the time of this incident, Savile would have been in
his mid-forties.
11.77

When addressing the gossip about Savile which he would hear,
Mr Beston wrote that:
“People at the BBC and in the music industry
talked about the number of young ladies who
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were around Savile and I think some may have
spoken about whether they were a bit young for
a man of his age, but not that they were too
young in terms of being underage”.
I infer from this that Mr Beston himself did not think there was
anything wrong or inappropriate for Savile to have lawful
consensual sex with teenage girls.
11.78

A further witness, A10, whose evidence I shall describe in more
detail below, said that when she worked as a studio manager
on Savile’s Travels and Speakeasy in the early 1970s, she was
surprised to find that Savile used to invite young girls to sit with
him in the studio. She estimated that these girls were in the
age range of 12 to 15. She said that Mr Beston was obviously
aware of their presence; indeed she thought that he must have
approved of it because the girls would usually have to be
collected from Reception and that would be done on his
authority. Mr Beston agreed that Savile did bring guests to the
studio, mainly business and charity people but “he did have a
rock star status so girls as well”. He added that Savile seemed
to enjoy the right and authority he had to bring guests into the
studio. He said that he assumed that the arrangements relating
to Savile’s guests had already been made before he (Mr
Beston) became the producer and, as a new young producer,
he was not in a position to question them. In any event, the
guests never interfered with the recording of the show. I do not
criticise Mr Beston for allowing these young girls to come into
the studio. The relevance of this evidence is that it shows that
he knew that Savile willingly surrounded himself with young
girls. This was not a case of a disc jockey who could not throw
off his following.

11.79

A24, who worked as a production secretary in Radio 1 between
1973 and 1977, knew Mr Beston well. She told me that she
asked Mr Beston how Savile was able to “get away with this”.
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By “this”, she meant managing to be portrayed in the media “as
some sort of saint” because of his work for charity and, at the
same time, sleeping with a lot of women (although A24 did not
by this mean underage girls).

A24 told me that Mr Beston

replied to her by saying words to the effect that:“The media were never going to talk about that
side of him because it could spoil his career
and…all the good work that he was doing for
charity could be affected”.
11.80

A12, whose evidence I shall return to below, said that, in 1974,
while working as a studio manager on Savile’s Travels, Mr
Beston told her that Savile “got off on dead bodies”. Mr Beston
told the Savile investigation that he knew that Savile worked in
hospitals but was never aware of any ‘getting off’ on dead
bodies. He heard of this rumour only “after the TV exposure”.

11.81

In Chapter 5, I summarised the evidence of C33. She learned
that Mr Beston worked with Savile and believed that he idolised
him. She described how, in 1978/1979, when she was 19, Mr
Beston invited her to an event in Shepherd’s Bush (which does
not appear to have been on BBC premises), ostensibly for the
purpose of meeting Savile. But when she met him, it was clear
that the purpose of the visit was for her to have sex with Savile.
She is of the view that Mr Beston knowingly invited her there for
that purpose.

Mr Beston’s evidence is that he cannot

remember this incident, although he does remember the young
woman concerned. He recalls that she was a tough personality
and would not take any nonsense from anyone. He also says
that, if such an arrangement had been made for her to meet
Savile, he (Savile) would have had to give his approval and she
would have had to express an interest. That was indeed C33’s
evidence; she had been asked whether she would like to meet
Savile and she had said that she would.

She had not

understood that the meeting was for the purpose of having sex.
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I found C33 to be a reliable witness and I accept her account of
the incident. From what Mr Beston knew of Savile’s sexual
proclivities, I am driven to the conclusion that Mr Beston was
aware that Savile would wish to have sex with C33 when they
met and that Mr Beston was willing on this occasion to act as a
provider to Savile. While Mr Beston would never have thought
of

reporting

this

incident

because

he

had

made

the

arrangement, this is precisely the sort of incident which Mr
Beston, as a producer, should have reported promptly to his
executive producer.
11.82

Kevin Howlett, who was a BBC Radio 1 producer, said that, in
the mid-1980s, when he was editing an archive interview with
Savile in the Radio Radio series, he was working next door to
Mr Beston’s office.

It seems that Mr Beston heard Savile’s

voice on the tape talking to a girl and he came into the room
and said something like “The things that went on in that Savile’s
Travels caravan!”

Mr Beston was told of this evidence. His

response was:
“I do not recall these conversations. If I made
these comments they refer to all the gossip
that there was about Savile. He was a bit of
an enigma, a bit apart from the Radio 1 family
and quite private. People used to gossip
about him all the time and people used to ask
me about him all the time. I gossiped as much
as anyone probably. I think people were
interested in him precisely because he was
private and kept himself to himself.”
Mr Beston has been asked what was the nature of the gossip
that he himself was prepared to put about. He says that it was
only to the effect that Savile was a ladies’ man and that some
people said that the young ladies who were “around Savile”
were a bit young for a man of his age. Mr Beston has now
confirmed in correspondence that what he meant by “around
Savile” was ‘having sexual relations’ with Savile.
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11.83

Nicky Campbell, a BBC Radio 1 disc jockey and television
presenter, told the Savile investigation that, after Savile’s death,
he spoke to Mr Beston to see whether he would agree to give
an interview about Savile for Matthew Bannister on BBC Radio
4. After some discussion, Mr Beston agreed to do so but said
“I’ll never talk about what really happened back in the old days”.
Mr Beston says that he cannot recall this conversation. He
says that he was asked to take part in the programme and did
so without placing any restriction on the questions asked.

11.84

Although much of the evidence suggests that Mr Beston knew
about Savile’s sexual interest in teenage girls, there is one
piece of evidence which casts some doubt on that.

Sue

Davies, who worked as a researcher on Speakeasy in 1977,
said that Mr Beston was very excited one day because he
thought that he had caught Savile in the act of making an
assignation with one of the girls standing outside Broadcasting
House. He showed Ms Davies a piece of paper on which a
telephone number had been written.

Mr Beston seemed to

think that this was evidence of an assignation.

Ms Davies

thought that Mr Beston seemed “gleeful” that he had got some
evidence.

Ms Davies was surprised that Mr Beston was

surprised; she would have thought it was ‘par for the course’. I
find this piece of evidence puzzling. It seems to suggest that
Mr Beston suspected, but did not know, that Savile was
sexually interested in teenage girls (to the extent that he would
make assignations with them) whereas other evidence
suggests that he knew it and did not need proof. Mr Beston
does not recall this incident and has not offered any comment
up on it.
11.85

As I have said, I have to make a judgment without the benefit of
the full evidence of the person who is open to potential
criticism. With that caveat, my conclusions are first, that Savile

691

and Mr Beston were on very friendly terms even if they did not
socialise together outside work. I am satisfied that Mr Beston
admired Savile and that his admiration was not limited to
Savile’s good works. I think he admired Savile as an
entertainer and as a celebrity and for his reputation ‘as a ladies’
man’. I think that, from their cruises together, Mr Beston must
have been aware that Savile had a strong sexual appetite and
liked casual sex. I think also that he must have been aware of
Savile’s sexual interest in and preference for teenage girls. I
think that must have been evident to him during the time they
spent together, as I am satisfied they did, at least on occasions,
when travelling about in the camper-van collecting interviews
for Savile’s Travels. Savile appears to have acted as a magnet
for teenage girls when out and about. In short, I am satisfied
that Mr Beston knew that Savile would have casual sex with
teenage girls (and other slightly older women) as and when he
could get it.
11.86

I find it much more difficult to decide whether Mr Beston
actually knew that some of the girls Savile had sex with were
under the age of 16. He denies it. There is some evidence that
he knew; C41 said that she heard Mr Beston regaling a group
of record promoters with tales of Savile’s exploits and
mentioning that one of the girls was only 14. I found C41 a
sensible and credible witness. Her account of listening to Mr
Beston gossiping has a ring of truth about it; other witnesses
speak about the way he gossiped and he himself admits that he
did. On the other hand, this incident was very brief and took
place a long time ago. It is possible that C41 is mistaken about
the detail that Mr Beston said that one of the girls was only 14.
I also bear in mind that many of the girls who flocked around
Savile while travelling were clearly very young.

I am also

satisfied that girls whom Savile brought into the studio (and
were seen by Mr Beston) were in the age range of 12 to 15.
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Pulling all the evidence together, I cannot say that Mr Beston
did know that some of the girls with whom Savile consorted
sexually were underage: he might have known. But at the very
least, he must have realised, from their appearance, that some
of the girls might well be underage. Also, if they were in fact
over 16, it would not in some cases be by a very wide margin.
11.87

In short, I am satisfied from the evidence I have received that
Mr Beston was aware that Savile had a powerful sexual
appetite in particular for teenage girls, at or around the age of
consent. I do not think that Mr Beston disapproved of Savile in
any way and therefore cannot have disapproved of him for that.
The evidence that Mr Beston arranged for C33 to meet Savile
for sex, which I accept, demonstrates his approval of Savile’s
conduct in relation to older teenage girls.

11.88

I do not think that it ever crossed Mr Beston’s mind that he
ought to discuss what he knew about Savile with his executive
producer. If he had been asked what he thought about Savile
by someone making enquiries on behalf of Mr Muggeridge or
Mr Chinnery, I think he probably would have played down what
he knew and would have said that he knew nothing of concern.

11.89

In my view, Mr Beston ought, of his own volition, to have told
his executive producer what he knew of Savile’s proclivities.
Had he done so, it must at least be possible that steps would
have been taken which would have led to Savile leaving the
BBC.

BBC Radio 1 Producers – Other Producers
11.90

The evidence I have heard suggests that no other BBC Radio 1
producer would have known anything of significance about
Savile other than rumour. Savile did not work regularly for any
other producer besides Mr Beston and apparently did not
socialise with other producers. I was told that, when he came
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into Egton House, he went straight to Mr Beston’s room. When
he went to Broadcasting House to make recordings, he did not
stay long and was not sociable. On occasions, he brought his
own entourage with him.
11.91

Mr Beerling is a good example of a producer who hardly knew
Savile and knew little about him. He joined BBC Radio 1 at the
start in 1967 as a producer and eventually rose to be Controller
of BBC Radio 1. He told the Savile investigation that he heard
rumours about Savile “liking” young girls but did not hear that
these girls were under the age of consent.

11.92

I conclude that enquiries of other BBC Radio 1 producers would
not have taken the investigation any further.

More Junior Members of Staff Including Studio Management
11.93

There were some members of staff who, in my view, could, if
asked, have given accounts of Savile’s conduct which would
have added to concerns rather than allaying them. In the main,
these were members of the studio management staff. Studio
managers were managed quite separately from programme
makers. They provided a facility when a studio was booked.

11.94

A12 started work as a secretary in the Gramophone
Department in Egton House in 1970. She hoped to progress
into studio management and was delighted when, after meeting
Savile on the staircase of Egton House one day, he invited her
to come that evening to watch him record Speakeasy at the
Paris Theatre in Lower Regent Street. On that first occasion,
she sat with the audience but, after the recording, she was
introduced to Mr Beston and, on subsequent visits, she was
allowed to sit with him in the control cubicle and to watch the
technical aspects of the show. Through these attendances she
came to know Savile and Mr Beston. In all, she thinks she went

694

to Speakeasy about six times.

Savile never made any

inappropriate advances to her.
11.95

A12 had heard rumours within the BBC about Savile’s sexual
interest in underage girls and, on attending the Speakeasy
recordings, she could see some evidence of this for herself.
She says that Savile sometimes had young girls with him at the
studio and they appeared to be in the age range of 13 to 16.
She described them as “groupies”. Savile invited some to the
hospitality room after the show.

She never saw any

inappropriate conduct and she did not know where Savile went
when he left or whether any of the girls went with him.
11.96

In short, by 1971, A12 had come to suspect that Savile liked to
have sex with young girls, including girls under the age of
consent. She did not tell anyone of those suspicions but I have
no doubt that she would have shared them with a senior person
if asked.

11.97

An engineer who worked on Savile’s Travels in the 1970s heard
that Savile took young girls from the show to his caravan for
sexual ‘play’.

11.98

A10 worked as a studio manager on Savile’s Travels and
Speakeasy in the early-mid 1970s. Savile used to come into
the studio at Broadcasting House to record the introductions
and links for Savile’s Travels. As soon as she started, A10
noticed that Savile usually had young girls with him in the
studio. Sometimes, they would sit behind him in the studio;
sometimes they would be in the cubicle with the producer and
technical people. Colleagues told her that these girls were part
of Savile’s entourage.

She thought the girls were aged

between about 12 and 15. Although there were never more
than a couple there at any one time, there were more than that
in the whole group.

A10 would see the same girls several

695

times. She used to hear parts of the conversation between
them. A10 got the impression, from what the girls said, that
Savile and the girls went to Savile’s camper-van for sex. She
thought it was in Regent’s Park.
11.99

She got to know one girl in particular who attended every two or
three weeks. This girl took the same tube train as A10 and they
fell into the habit of talking to each other on the way home. The
girl looked about 14 or 15. A10 thinks that the girl had met
Savile on Top of the Pops and that he had invited her to come
to Savile’s Travels. A10 had the clear impression that there
was some sort of sexual relationship between them. At one
stage, the girl became upset because it appears that Savile had
“dumped” her.
about this.

She came very close to crying when talking

She continued to come to the studio and A10

thought she was infatuated with Savile. A10 said that Savile’s
brother also used to attend recordings and, at the end, Savile
would leave with his brother and the girls but A10 did not know
where they went.
11.100

A10 never enjoyed working on Savile’s Travels and after a time
asked to be removed from the team.

She explained to the

senior studio manager in her group that she did not like working
with Savile. She did not tell her manager what she knew about
the girl she used to talk to on the train and the other girls
because she was under the impression that everyone on her
team had a good idea what was going on. She considered that
everyone involved knew that Savile must have invited the girls
to the studio and that the producer, Mr Beston, must have
agreed to it; otherwise they could have not gained access. A10
thought that what was going on was known about generally “on
the pop side” of radio.
11.101

During the same period, A10 also worked on Speakeasy; in fact
the same technical team served both programmes. There was
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a studio audience composed of teenagers.

A10 does not

remember Savile bringing guests to that show although she did
see some of the same girls in the audience as she was used to
seeing on Savile’s Travels.
11.102

A10 did not volunteer this information to anyone at the time, but
I am quite satisfied that, if asked about Savile by a responsible
person, she would have been willing to disclose it and express
the concerns she plainly felt about these young girls.

11.103

B5 worked as a studio manager for BBC Radio 1 from 1969. In
the early 1970s, she worked on Savile’s Travels. She would
work in the control room and the studio with Mr Beston and
Savile would be in the studio to record the links. She did not
like working with Savile; she found him over-familiar and
“creepy”. Before she worked with him, she had been warned
by colleagues in studio management “to just watch him” and a
male senior studio manager promised not to leave her alone
with him. One colleague advised her always to wear trousers if
working with him. Her actual experience was that Savile would
have what B5 called “a quick grope”. She would be working at
the back of the control room with both hands on the tape
machine.

Savile would come up behind her and fondle her

bottom. This happened several times. She did not complain
about this because she did not think it was sufficiently serious
and anyway this kind of behaviour was not uncommon at that
time. Savile was, however, the only person who did this kind of
thing to her at work.
11.104

B5 also remembered that Savile sometimes brought young girls
to the studio and, rather surprisingly, they were allowed to sit
behind him in the studio itself. This was surprising because of
the need to avoid extraneous noise while recording.

It

appeared that Mr Beston permitted it. She had the impression
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that the guests would be in their teens but not necessarily
under 16 and certainly not children.
11.105

As I have said, B5 did not report Savile’s groping. However, I
have no doubt that she would have recounted her story if
asked.

11.106

I conclude that, if enquiries had been made of these members
of staff (and possibly others who have not come to the Savile
investigation), significant cause for concern would have arisen.
How these causes for concern would have been handled, I
cannot say. They never came to light.

What Was Known within the Religious Broadcasting Department
Radio?
11.107

So far, I have considered only the evidence of those who
worked with Savile on BBC Radio 1 music programmes. There
was, however, another potential source of information about
Savile if anyone had thought of tapping it.

Savile was the

presenter on Speakeasy throughout its run, from 1969 to 1977.
The staff who made Speakeasy were drawn partly from BBC
Radio 1 and partly from the BBC’s Religious Broadcasting
Department. The co-producer from the Religious Broadcasting
Department was initially Reverend Roy Trevivian. Mr Beston
was one of the co-producers responsible for the music content.
11.108

The Head of Religious Broadcasting for the BBC for much of
the 1970s was the Reverend John Lang (who succeeded Penry
Jones in that capacity in December 1971) and the Head of
Religious Programmes, Radio was the Reverend Michael
Mayne. Several producers were also ordained priests. Among
them was Reverend Trevivian who was the first producer of
Speakeasy. Canon Colin Semper (Reverend Colin Semper as
he was then known) joined the department in 1969 and David
Winter (who was later ordained) joined in 1971. Both produced
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Speakeasy when Reverend Trevivian became unwell and
eventually retired in December 1973.

Reverend Trevivian

appears likely to have known Savile well. He died many years
ago. Canon Semper and Canon Winter both came to know
Savile and have provided evidence to the Savile investigation.
11.109

Other members of the Speakeasy production team knew Savile
to varying degrees. There were some who, if asked if they had
any concerns about him, could and, I think, would have
provided some potentially relevant information.

There were

also others working on the programme who had no concerns at
all.
11.110

Helen Pennant-Rea worked on Speakeasy in the early days.
She saw that Savile got on well with Reverend Trevivian and
that they, in a professional capacity, had “good laughs
together”. She thought Savile was an excellent presenter; he
took the programme very seriously. He did not flirt with her and
she was often alone with him. She thought he was asexual.
He used to show off about what he was doing. She thought he
was always on “an ego trip”. She never heard rumours about
Savile’s sexual life and thinks that Reverend Trevivian would
have been shocked and disbelieving if Savile had talked about
having sex with teenage girls. She says that, if she had seen
Savile admitting to having sex with even a 16-year old in his
dressing room, she would have been very shocked, even
though it would have been legal, and would have reported it
right the way up to the Head of Religious Broadcasting. She
would have resigned if she had been asked to work with Savile
after that. However, she was not sure what Reverend Trevivian
would have done about such knowledge as it might have
affected his career if he had said he would not work with Savile
any more.
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11.111

B6 worked as production secretary on Speakeasy between
1975 and 1977.
department.

She met Savile soon after joining the

He regularly kissed her hand and up her arm.

She did not like it but felt unable to say anything.

Savile

telephoned her to ask her round to his flat. She never went.
She was in her early twenties and newly married. Moreover, he
seemed an old man (in fact he was 50) and she did not find him
in the least attractive. She never heard any rumours about him
having sexual relations with or a sexual predilection for young
girls.

She never talked to Canon Semper about Savile’s

behaviour.
11.112

Sue Davies (then known as Suzan Davies) worked as a
researcher on Speakeasy for a few months in 1977. Ms Davies
found that Savile and Mr Beston were “an overwhelming team”.
Savile used to make a fuss whenever she came into the room.
He used to say “Ah, oh, here she comes” and things like that.
Despite that, she enjoyed the work and invited the team to her
flat for a party when the series finished. Savile appeared to be
annoyed with her for reasons she did not understand. It seems
that he thought she had “messed [him] around”; she believes
that he was interested in her sexually but she was not
interested in him.

Canon Colin Semper
11.113

Canon Semper joined the BBC in 1969 by which time he was
already ordained in the Church of England. After leaving the
BBC in 1982, he became the Dean of Coventry Cathedral, and
later took a position at Westminster Abbey.

11.114

Six months after Canon Semper joined the BBC, he was
transferred to the Religious Broadcasting Department. Among
other things, he worked on Speakeasy, assisting Reverend
Trevivian. Later, he produced the programme when Reverend

700

Trevivian was not available. Eventually he took over as the
regular producer. In this way, he clearly came to know Savile
quite well. In the early 1970s, he helped Savile to write God’ll
fix it which was not published until 1979. Canon Semper was
later promoted within the Religious Broadcasting Department.
He became Head of Religious Programmes Radio in 1979 but
was not, at any point, a Head of Department.
11.115

Soon after meeting him, Canon Semper became aware that
Savile had a following of young girls. He told us that, at the end
of a recording of Speakeasy, he would always go down to the
entrance hall of the studio with Savile to thank him and to say
goodbye. There would always be a group of young girls, who
he thought looked about 15, waiting for him. They would have
been in the audience and would have gone down to the
entrance hall ahead of him. Canon Semper would then say
goodbye and leave Savile with the girls so he never saw what
happened afterwards. He stressed that he never saw Savile
take a girl off home with him; he always seemed to be with a
‘gaggle’ of girls.

11.116

He and Savile went abroad a number of times together and
talked a good deal. During a visit to Majorca, when work had
finished for the day and Canon Semper was about to return to
his hotel, Savile would go off alone; he would say that he was
going on to a cruise ship where he would “have some fun”.
Canon Semper did not know what Savile did when he went off
alone.

Canon Semper would sometimes ask him about his

evenings, but Savile was very vague and would say only that
he had “had a good time”. He would sometimes say, “Well,
there were some very nice young ladies”.

Canon Semper

never really knew whether Savile was joking or half joking or
was serious. He was aware of rumours that Savile ‘had an eye
for the ladies’ but that was obvious to him anyway, regardless
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of rumours. It was even obvious from the way in which Savile
treated women. When introduced to a woman, Savile would
kiss the woman’s hand and often kiss up her arm. Sometimes,
he would put his finger on the top of the woman’s shoulder and
run it right down to her hand. Then he would kiss it. He would
do that to people he had never met before.
11.117

When asked what Savile’s ‘eye for the ladies’ amounted to,
Canon Semper replied that it was very difficult to say.
However, he was aware that it extended to the young, teenage
fans who surrounded him.

11.118

He explained about the help he had given to Savile in writing
God’ll fix it. He said that Savile had recorded a lot of material
on tape and he, Canon Semper, had condensed Savile’s
words. This work had been done in the early 1970s when they
were working together on Speakeasy. When asked about the
paragraphs in which Savile speaks of his conversations with St.
Peter (see paragraphs 6.13-6.14), Canon Semper said that
what Savile was saying was that he had had sexual relations
with a lot of young girls; that he could not stop himself and they
could not stop themselves either.

He said that Savile was

making an excuse for his sexual behaviour. He was claiming
that he was a victim of the machine of his body. He agreed that
this amounted to a confession that he was having casual sex
with young girls.
11.119

Canon Semper said that, quite apart from the material he had
recorded for the preparation of the book, Savile would often talk
about sex and girls. When asked whether he thought that what
Savile said about sex was just talk or whether he really had
sex, Canon Semper said he thought Savile really did.

He

thought that Savile got up to what he called “hanky panky”,
which meant sex. He realised that, when Savile said that he
was going to spend the evening on a cruise ship to “have fun”,
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he meant that he was going to have sex. He realised that the
sex could have been with a girl of 15, 16 or 17.
11.120

Canon Semper agreed with the suggestion that, although there
was a lot of verbal flummery in Savile’s conversation, and a lot
of boasting, he understood that Savile had sex with a lot of
people some of whom might be underage girls. Savile would
often talk about sex, uninhibited by the fact that Canon Semper
was a priest. Canon Semper thought that Savile talked in a
similar way to other people in the BBC. For example, he was
sure that he would have talked in that way to Reverend
Trevivian but not, he thought, to Canon Winter who came from
the evangelical wing of the Church.

He thought that Savile

would probably have sensed where he should not tread,
“whereas with Roy and me he could probably say more”.
11.121

When asked whether his understanding that Savile was having
sex with underage girls caused him concern, he reverted to
saying that he had never known for certain that Savile did that.
He said that he would occasionally “think” but did not “for
certain know” what Savile was up to.

He was then asked

whether, on account of his ‘uncertain concern’ that Savile was
having casual sex with girls of 15 or 16, he had ever thought of
talking about it to anyone else at the BBC. Such conduct would
have been illegal if the girl was 15 and Canon Semper agreed
that it would not have been good even if the girl had been 16.
He had not thought of doing so because it was only suspicion
but added that, when Reverend Trevivian had been alive, the
two of them had talked about it. But Reverend Trevivian was
also uncertain as to whether their suspicions were true. Canon
Semper was used to hearing a stream of talk from Savile about
girls, all couched in Savile’s kind of language (such as “nice
young ladies” or having a “nice time”), by which he understood
Savile to mean that he was having sex with these girls. He
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thought that, if Reverend Trevivian had had any evidence that
Savile was having sex with young girls, he would have been
deeply disapproving and would have “taken him on”. He then
said that, if anyone had presented him with any evidence of
actual sexual misconduct with young girls, he, Canon Semper,
would have taxed Savile with it. He would not have reported
the problem to the Head of Religious Broadcasting. He would
have handled it himself. He would have said something like
“Jimmy, we don’t do that sort of thing, not here, not in this
place. Just stop it”. He said that he would not have been more
severe than that.
11.122

This part of Canon Semper’s evidence can be summarised as
follows. He was used to hearing a ‘wall of words’ from Savile
about what he was doing and with whom. As part of that wall of
words, Savile was sometimes using words that could have
meant that he was having casual sex with girls, including
underage girls.

It was extraordinarily difficult to discriminate

between what was truth, half-truth or untruth. However, Canon
Semper admitted that he had never really tried to do so.
11.123

He was asked whether, if there had been evidence of actual
misconduct, he would have thought that the BBC should have
ceased to use Savile.

He appeared to find that a difficult

question. He said that, at the time, he does not think that he
would have thought that. He said that, “in this very strange
mixture,…. there were actually gifts, great gifts”. He said that he
thought the gifts would have made up for the flaws. Canon
Semper appears to have rather liked Savile, to have found him
amusing and also to have admired him for his charitable work.
11.124

I accept Canon Semper as an honest witness. I think he found
his interview with the Savile investigation very uncomfortable.
For the first time, he had to confront his own state of knowledge
and belief about Savile and I think he accepted, for the first
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time, that he had known enough to give rise to some
responsibility. I think also he regretted his role in ghost-writing
God’ll fix it.
11.125

I accept that Canon Semper did not “know” that Savile had sex
with underage girls in the sense of ever seeing it happen, but
he clearly did “think” that Savile had casual sex with a lot of
girls, some of whom might have been underage. I deal with the
question whether Canon Semper should have taken his
concerns upwards in the BBC at paragraphs 11.154 to 11.157.
In any event, a number of points he made were surprising.
First, it seems surprising that he should have felt the need to
have actual proof before voicing his disapproval to Savile of
such conduct; second, that he would only have admonished
Savile in an anodyne way, which I am sure would have been
quite without effect; and third that it did not occur to him to think
that Savile’s conduct should be a matter of concern for the
BBC. If an ordained priest was not sufficiently concerned about
such conduct to think that some sort of action should be taken
against Savile, it is hardly surprising that others did not. This
tells us quite a lot about the culture of the 1970s.

11.126

Having said that, however, I think it likely that, if Canon Semper
had been asked by someone from senior management whether
he had any concerns about Savile, he would have said that he
had. I believe him to be a completely honest man. He did
indeed have concerns, although I think that these were overlain
and suppressed by his admiration of Savile, his enjoyment of
his company and his pride in his own involvement in a
successful programme.

Canon David Winter
11.127

Canon Winter told me that he joined the BBC in 1971. He was
not then ordained.

He joined the Religious Broadcasting
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Department,
Speakeasy.

Radio. One

of

his

assignments

was

on

On occasions, he co-produced the programme

when Reverend Trevivian, the programme’s main co-producer,
was absent. He worked with Savile. In due course, Canon
Winter became Head of Religious Broadcasting. He left the
BBC in 1991 and was ordained into the Church of England.
11.128

Canon Winter told the Savile investigation that, before joining
the BBC, he had had some experience of the popular music
culture in the 1960s while working on a series for Tyne Tees
Television.

He saw at first-hand what he described as the

“hormonal hysteria” of those days, by which he meant the way
in which the crowds of screaming girls would mob and follow
pop stars. He said that most of the pop stars would “brush off”
these crowds of girls but some would take advantage of the
opportunity offered and would invite girls back to their hotel.
Canon Winter was aware that the result of girls crowding
around a celebrity might lead to sexual contact between the
celebrity and one or more of the girls.
11.129

When he met Savile, Canon Winter was impressed. He found
that Savile was always sharp and witty and appeared
professional. However, women working in the department did
not like him; they found him creepy, unpleasant and
unattractive.

But he was a big celebrity and Canon Winter

thought that he was a good performer. He understood that it
had been Reverend Trevivian who had recruited him to present
Speakeasy. He saw Savile as suitable because he was a star,
was well-known for his Roman Catholic faith and because he
could be relied on not to allow the discussion to become too
serious.
11.130

Canon Winter told the Savile investigation that he heard
rumours about Savile’s sexual liking for teenage girls.

He

agreed that Savile was “sleazy”. He was asked how a man
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about whom such rumours circulated fitted into religious
broadcasting. Canon Winter’s first response was to say that
Savile and Reverend Trevivian seemed to get on well. They
had a similar social background and shared a sense of humour.
But, he said, he personally felt uncomfortable about Savile’s
reputation.

He did not like Savile’s lifestyle.

strange bachelor life.

Savile lived a

He never introduced a girlfriend or

partner as most people from the pop world did. He turned up
as though from nowhere and departed as though to nowhere.
One never knew what he did in between. He did not seem to
have any of the usual ties of relationship.
11.131

Canon Winter did not remember talking to Reverend Trevivian
or Canon Semper about his sense of discomfort. It was put to
him that, if he felt uncomfortable with Savile’s role in religious
broadcasting on account of his reputation, he could have
suggested to his managers that Savile was unsuitable for
Speakeasy.

His response was that it was a successful

programme and he did not make that suggestion because his
concerns were only based on rumour.

And, he added,

everyone else right up the social scale regarded Savile as the
“bee’s knees”.
11.132

Against that general background, I must discuss the content of
an interview with Canon Winter, broadcast on Channel 4 News
on 12 October 2012, which was also reported in the Daily
Mirror.

During the interview, certain comments made by a

former BBC employee named Richard Pearson were put to
Canon Winter. Mr Pearson was reported to have said that, as a
young BBC employee (in the 1970s), he had attended a
meeting with Savile and a “senior producer” at Broadcasting
House.

He said that Savile, “who was doing his comedy

presenter routine” had boasted that he had just “had three 14
year old girls” in his trailer that morning. He had claimed that
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this kept him young. According to Mr Pearson, it was clear that
Savile meant that he had had sexual intercourse with them.
The article did not identify the “senior producer”.
11.133

Channel 4 News (which is produced by ITN) picked up this
material and filmed a report comprising three interviews, one of
which was with Canon Winter. The report was introduced by
Krishnan Guru-Murthy. I will set it out in full:
Krishnan Guru-Murthy (“KG”): Well, among the
questions that just won’t go away is how much did
the BBC know about Jimmy Savile’s behaviour at
the height of the abuse in the 70s and 80s. A
former Radio 1 producer has told this programme
that Savile openly boasted about having sex with
three 14-year old girls, and says the boast was
made in front of a senior member of staff. Paraic
O’Brien has looked into the allegation and put the
claims to the people in charge at the time.
Paraic O’Brien (“PO”): “It’s Jimmy”.
We’ve
spoken to the BBC bosses who worked with Savile
during the 70s when he was abusing young girls.
Some just heard the rumours, others heard him
admit to sex with 14-year olds. The reaction at the
time? “That’s just Jimmy”. We’ve tried to cut
through the corporate winks and whispers of the
time, to look at an example where someone raised
a flag over Savile’s behaviour and to try and trace
that concern up the corporate food chain.
In the late 70s, a young producer at BBC Radio 1
was the first to play “Anarchy in the UK” on the
Radio. Richard Pearson was a rising star and was
invited to meet Savile with a senior producer of a
young person’s discussion programme, called
Speakeasy.
Richard Pearson (“RP”): I went up to a meeting,
which was held, it was an informal meeting, held in
the restaurant at Broadcasting House, with Jimmy
Savile and, er, a senior producer in the religious
broadcasting department called David Winter. And,
at that meeting, Jimmy Savile was doing, like, his
comedy presenter routine, and, one of the things
he said, not particularly quietly, was that he’d had
three 14-year old girls in his trailer that morning.
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And, when he said “had”, he didn’t mean that they
had come to, you know, criticise his curtains. He
meant…he’d had sex with them.
PO: He just openly said that, out in the restaurant?
RP: Yeah, he openly said that. He said it kept him
young…and I was a…it was…I…I’d only, literally,
just started there and I was pretty shocked by it.
Well, I found it quite repulsive.
PO: And, how did the senior producer react?
RP: He looked embarrassed…and, obviously, after
the meeting had ended…we went back to the office
and I said: “How, you know, can he be like that?
How can he, you know, talk, say things like that? ”
I asked him what he knew and he told me he knew
quite a bit and that it was common knowledge
around the BBC that, er, Savile had sex with
underage girls. He said he’d spoken to him about it
and, um, asked him how it sat with his professed
Roman Catholic faith, and, um, Jimmy Savile, he
said, told him, that he didn’t really understand, he,
Savile, had a relationship with “the Man Upstairs”,
er, who, basically, allowed him to do things like
that, because of all the work he did for charity.
PO (voiceover): [speaking about RP] He refused
to work with Savile. But, what of the senior
producer at the BBC’s religious affairs department,
David Winter? He went on to become head of the
department, eventually trained as a priest, became
a canon and regular contributor to Radio 4’s
“Thought for the Day”.
[Recording played of the start of Thought for
the Day]:
Sarah Montague, Presenter on the Today
programme: It’s time for Thought for the Day, and
the speaker in our Oxford studio this morning is
Canon David Winter. Good morning.
David Winter (“DW”): Good morning.
[Back to voiceover of PO]
PO: He doesn’t remember the meeting with
Pearson, says he never saw evidence of Savile’s
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inappropriate behaviour. But went on to say,
“everyone knew”.
[Interview with DW]
DW: I wasn’t arranging a programme in which girls
were molested, but I did know that that, there was a
danger that that was going on. The next level,
corporately, was also, well, they knew a great deal
more than I did. I only worked with him on one
radio programme, you know, he was a television
star.
PO: Did you say the next level up corporately knew
more than you did? Who was that?
DW: Every…I….I assume, and I can only assume,
that…erm, the heads of channels and the,
erm…had some idea, that, erm, there were
questions about Jimmy Savile’s behaviour. I’m
sure there were.
PO: Who do you think should have done what at
the time?
DW: I’m not sure that that’s an answerable
question, because, er, that was ‘then’, and we are
looking at it through the perspective of ‘now’. But
the responsibility for the, er, care of the youngsters,
who came to see the programmes and so on,
would have been, ultimately, the responsibility of
the Controller of BBC One. I mean, they were
coming in…
PO: Derek Chinnery?
DW: I, it was Derek Chinnery then, yes.
PO (Voiceover): Derek Chinnery was the King of
BBC Radio 1 during the 70s, one of the old
“Gentleman Broadcaster” generation and Jimmy
Savile’s boss. He told me he hadn’t heard the
rumours. So, I asked him another question….
[Interview with Derek Chinnery]
PO: Was safeguarding children on your radar, at
that time, as controller of Radio 1?
Derek Chinnery (“DC”): Well, you’ve put me in an
awkward position here. If I say “no” it will be
understood that I didn’t care, er, but it wasn’t, there
710

was no reason why I should have… taken any
special, or placed any special consideration, er, as
far as protecting young children.
PO: Nowadays,
understand.

that

sounds

quite

hard

to

DC: Well, I find it hard to understand that you think
it is hard to understand because, I, I, I mean, you
run a radio station. You employ presenters. They
come in, you see them, you talk to them, you
discuss the way you want the programmes done
and they do their job.
PO (voiceover): Chinnery was genuinely shocked
by the Savile revelations and says he did not see or
hear evidence of abuse. But, it happened. And,
the culture at the time, ‘let it’.
Everyone we’ve spoken to says of the time, “that’s
just the way it was”. But “that’s just the way it was”
inside a small, media bubble. For the mothers and
fathers of those abused, they didn’t know that
“that’s just the way it was”.
11.134

The Channel 4 News website article of this interview contains a
further passage of conversation with Canon Winter. It is clear
that the interviewer had just asked him what Savile had been
like. It continued:
DW: “What was he like is impossible. Well,
everybody knows what he was like. I mean, that
was the Jimmy Savile, the performance, the big
cigar, the, “how’s that then”, and so on. All the
while.
PO: Although there was this other, dark side?
DW: Well, yes, I don’t know that in the 70s and 80s
people thought of it as all that dark. But it certainly
was there, and, everybody was aware that Jimmy
was always surrounded by well pubescent girls
really. They followed him around, they hung around
his caravan thing, they turned up at his shows, and
he liked them.
PO: “Liked them” as in, molested them?
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DW: Well, I don’t know whether he molested
anyone. You assume…what you didn’t know. I
mean, what did he do in his caravan, or, even, what
did he do in his dressing room? I mean, that
wasn’t…everybody suspected, and it was such a
culture in any case. The celebrity culture, the Top
of the Pops culture, it was teenage girls. I mean,
they were the audience, largely screaming, and, it
was, you know, it wasn’t regarded as quite as
shocking…then as it…is now.”
11.135

When we interviewed Mr Pearson, he explained that the
incident he had described took place in the queue in the
cafeteria while he, Savile and Canon Winter were waiting to be
served at the self-service counter.

It was not, as I had

assumed from the news report, that the group of them were
sitting down together at a table having a meeting. He thought
that the purpose of the lunch was to discuss another series of
Speakeasy or possibly to discuss the start of a new series
involving Savile. He said that, as they were queuing, Canon
Winter asked Savile what he had been doing that morning.
Savile said that he had ‘had’ three 14-year old girls in his trailer
or camper-van. He understood Savile to mean that he had had
some sort of sexual liaison with them. Asked if it were possible
that he had misunderstood the situation and that Savile had
meant only that he had allowed three girls to sleep in his
caravan because they had nowhere to go, he said that that was
possible but, from the boastful way in which Savile had spoken,
he thought it had not been meant like that. Mr Pearson also
repeated his account of the conversation with Canon Winter
after their return to the office after the meeting.
11.136

Canon Winter told us that he had no recollection of any such
incident as had been described by Mr Pearson.

He was

puzzled by Mr Pearson’s assertion that there was a meeting in
the canteen; he said that he went to the canteen every day for
lunch but planning meetings were always held in an office. He
was also puzzled about Mr Pearson’s reference to a discussion
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about Speakeasy as Savile, was, by then, “out of the equation”.
Canon Winter said that, in 1977, he was working on Talkabout,
of which he was co-producer with Sue Davies. That, in itself,
gave rise to further puzzlement because he does not recall that
Savile was ever considered as a possible presenter of
Talkabout. In short, although he does not wish to suggest that
Mr Pearson’s recollection is wrong or even mistaken, it does
not fit with the things which he can and does remember.
11.137

I must say that I have always been a little surprised at Mr
Pearson’s assertion that the group were present in the canteen
for the purpose of a planning meeting about a programme. I
think it is likely that Canon Winter, Ms Davies and Mr Pearson,
who had recently joined the BBC as a researcher, went to the
canteen for lunch as a group. I think the encounter with Savile
must have been by chance.

11.138

Canon Winter remains adamant that he never heard Savile say
that he had ‘had’ three 14-year olds in his camper-van. He
does, however, accept that he was used to hearing Savile
talking about sexual matters. So was Canon Semper. Canon
Winter also said that Savile used to speak in a strange
disjointed way and was often quite difficult to understand.
Many witnesses have said that that was so.

It is worth

mentioning one startling example of that. Lord Grade told the
Savile investigation that, when he was Controller of BBC One,
Savile came to see him in his office. Savile spoke for a few
minutes but Lord Grade could not work out what he was saying.
When Savile had left, it was explained to him that Savile had
offered to arrange for Princess Diana to come to the BBC to
sign the “Just Say No” petition that Esther Rantzen was
organising.
11.139

I found Mr Pearson to be a reliable witness. I think his memory
may be slightly at fault as to the circumstances of the meeting
713

with Savile but I do not doubt that Savile made a comment of
the kind alleged while at the self-service counter in the canteen.
It seems to me to have been just the kind of thing that he did
say as part of his ‘comedy presenter routine’.

I think that

Canon Winter may have been so used to hearing Savile talking
about sex that he would hardly listen; it would make little
impression on him and would soon be forgotten. Mr Pearson,
who had newly arrived and did not know Savile, was shocked
and it made a big impression on him. I think also that Canon
Winter, who had experienced the groupie culture, may not then
have been as disgusted by the idea of Savile having sex with
teenage girls as he is today. He is not alone in that.
11.140

I think Mr Pearson’s account of the conversation he had with
Canon Winter when they returned to the office has the ring of
truth about it. Canon Winter had indeed had a conversation
with Savile on some earlier occasion about how his religious
beliefs squared with his “immoral life” and Savile had said that
he had an arrangement with “the Man Upstairs” so that, despite
his immoral life, he would be let into Heaven on account of his
charitable works. Canon Winter mentioned that conversation in
his autobiography Winter’s Tale86 and a similar section appears
in God’ll fix It (see paragraphs 6.13-6.14).

11.141

My conclusion about this incident is that, although the Daily
Mirror article and the Channel 4 News item are broadly
accurate and I do not criticise either organisation, the
impression which may have been created, namely that “a
senior producer” heard this disgraceful statement and that,
therefore, the “BBC knew” about Savile’s unlawful activities is,
in my view, an over-simplification; the situation was certainly
not as clear cut as that.

86

D. Winter, Winter’s Tale, Lion Publishing, 2001, p. 114.
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11.142

Canon Winter agreed that, in the light of what was known about
Savile, that he joked or boasted about having sex with young
girls, those with responsibility for making appointments
probably should have paused for thought. They should have
asked themselves whether Savile was a suitable person to be
on BBC Radio 1 and Religious Broadcasting to front a religious
programme or (I would add) a programme which might
influence the thinking of young people on all sorts of moral and
ethical issues.

Canon Winter told me that he had made a

mental note that, if ever he were in a position to choose who
was going to front his programmes, he would not choose
Savile. But, by the time he was in that position, Savile was not
working in the department so the question did not arise. In
respect of the time when Savile was working on Speakeasy, it
was successful and Savile was very talented and he thought
that you could not investigate someone on the basis of
rumours.
11.143

Canon Winter did not know what senior management in
Religious Broadcasting thought about the rumours. He thought
that they must have heard them, as they were well-known and it
was known that girls flocked around Savile. I cannot find out as
the people concerned have died.

11.144

Canon Winter said that some of the things Savile had said and
written would “not have made him terribly acceptable to
Religious Broadcasting”.

He speculated that Savile’s sleazy

attitude might have been the reason why Speakeasy was
discontinued, although he did not know the actual reason. It
could not have been publication of God’ll fix it which had
caused the closure of Speakeasy because that did not occur
until 1979.

Nor does it seem that the earlier book, As It

Happens, had had any adverse effect. That came out in 1974.
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Canon Winter had not read either book at the time of
publication.
11.145

Canon Winter was asked for his reaction to the passage in
God’ll fix it which I have quoted at paragraph 6.14. I will quote
his words in full:
“When they were read to me….I was astonished
and shocked. I mean I couldn’t really believe
that...he could have talked such nonsense to
start off with or that ...he still after that had the
reputation that he had, but presumably not
many people read it. I can’t think of any other
explanation. How could you go on, how could
Mary Whitehouse give him an award for
wholesome programmes for young people?
How could the Prime Minister have him as a
Christmas guest?
How did he get a
knighthood?
How did he get a papal
knighthood if he wrote that rubbish and it is
rubbish. It’s sinister rubbish; it’s sick, it’s sick.”

11.146

Canon Winter was asked for his reaction to the passage from
As It Happens, the substance of which I have set out at
paragraphs 6.3 to 6.7. He said that if he had read that at the
time, he would not have worked with Savile again. I accept that
that was a genuine reaction when asked about this in 2013. I
am less sure, however, that that would have been Canon
Winter’s reaction in the 1970s.

11.147

When asked what the attitude of people in the BBC in the
1970s would have been if they had known that Savile had
intercourse with underage girls, he agreed it would have been
regarded as utterly unacceptable. But when asked what their
attitude would have been towards the knowledge that Savile
(aged in his 40s) had been having casual sex with girls of about
16 and 17 who were consenting to it, he said it was “a very
interesting question”. He thought that people in the Religious
Broadcasting Department would have said that it was appalling
and that, if that conduct had been “proven”, the BBC would
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have stopped using him.

But they would have needed

evidence “on the grounds that he was an extremely successful
presenter”.
11.148

Asked if he thought the situation was that no one in the
Religious Broadcasting Department read this material which
was in the public domain or whether he thought that people did
know about it but thought it did not matter, he said that he did
not think people in his department were aware of it.

11.149

Asked if he thought that it was acceptable for people to do
nothing “because it was only rumour”, he said that he did not
think so now. He said that, at the time, it seemed acceptable to
assume that someone further up the hierarchy would be doing
whatever needed to be done and, bearing in mind the BBC’s
very hierarchical structure, if somebody “up the payscale” knew
about the rumours, it was not for him to be worrying about
things like Savile’s reputation. He was sure that the BBC would
have reacted properly if they had received a complaint from
someone who had been molested but he understood that no
such complaint had been received. He agreed that young girls
who had had an unfortunate sexual experience would be
unlikely to complain because they would not have wished to tell
their parents. He wondered why no one had come forward in
the intervening years when the victims had become adults but
he accepted that there were good reasons why they might not;
for example the fear of not being believed and a sense of
shame at what had happened.

He said he could well

understand why staff in some parts of the BBC might not want
to report an unpleasant incident, for fear of damaging their
careers, although he did not think that would apply in the
Religious Broadcasting Department. By the time he was senior
in the department, he said, he felt sufficiently “edgy” about
Savile that he would not have wanted Savile to present one of
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his programmes. But he admitted that, while he was producing
Savile on Speakeasy, he was pleased to be doing so because
he was caught up in the “glamour/celebrity thing”.
11.150

Finally, he agreed that, although he and others felt “edgy” about
Savile, in the absence of any specific complaint, he did not
think he could do anything.

But when the story broke after

Savile’s death, the uneasiness suddenly fitted into place. He
said that, suddenly, he could see, from the rumours and the
lifestyle, the whole pattern of a paedophile.
11.151

In the Church Times of 9 November 2012, Canon Winter wrote
of his regret that he had not raised his concerns at the time. He
said:
“I am my brother’s and sister’s keeper, and, like
many others, I wish that I had been less
trusting, more suspicious, more aware of the
standard paedophile strategies. But this was
more than 40 years ago, and I think we were all
inclined to give people – especially ones with a
distinguished record of good works – the benefit
of the doubt. We were wrong, of course. It is a
harsh lesson to learn, and one that is as
relevant today for the Church as it is for the
BBC.”

11.152

Although Canon Winter does not appear to have known Savile
as well as Canon Semper did, and although he did not hear
quite as much talk about sex and did not learn of as many of
the disturbing aspects of the Savile theology, I do think that he
realised that there were good reasons to be concerned about
Savile.

He plainly thought that it was not up to him to do

anything about these concerns; they were a matter for his
managers. He did not volunteer his concerns to his managers
as he assumed that they were already aware of Savile’s
reputation. However, if there had been an investigation and he
had been asked a straight question by a senior person, I think
he would have shared his concerns.
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Responsibility for Reporting Awareness of Savile’s Character
11.153

I turn to consider the more difficult question of whether either
Canon Semper or Canon Winter ought to have raised their
concerns of their own volition.

From today’s viewpoint, the

answer seems obvious but the position is less clear when
considered against the background of the 1970s.
consider their positions separately.

I must

I realise the gravity of

criticising men who at the material time held strong religious
beliefs and who, later in their careers, held senior positions in
the Church of England.
11.154

Canon Semper, with a degree of honesty for which I admire
him, has accepted that, during the period in which he worked
with Savile, he came occasionally to think (although he did not
have proof) that Savile had casual sex with young girls, some of
whom might be under the age where they could consent and
some of whom would be over that age but not by very much. I
do not think that, when he was working with Savile (or
afterwards), he ever crystallised his thoughts in the way that he
did when he gave evidence to the Savile investigation. If he
had thought about the position carefully, he would have realised
that Savile’s conduct was deeply immoral and might actually
also be illegal.

11.155

However, I can understand why Canon Semper did not
crystallise his thoughts. Such thoughts would have been very
unwelcome to him. I think that he liked and admired Savile and
enjoyed working with him; so much so that eventually he
undertook to ghost-write God’ll fix it. He had a job at the BBC
which he enjoyed and where he hoped his career would
progress. While he was working with Savile, Canon Semper’s
wagon was, at least to some extent, hitched to Savile’s star.
He knew that other people admired Savile. He thought that
other people were aware of Savile’s bad reputation but that it
719

did not seem to matter to them. There was, I accept, within
some parts of the BBC, a fairly relaxed attitude towards sexual
relations with young girls. There was also a hierarchical culture
within the BBC which made it easy for him to feel that it was not
his job to raise the problem of Savile’s conduct; it was the
responsibility of someone higher up.

After all, everyone

seemed to know the rumours. After Canon Semper had been
promoted, I do not that it occurred to him to mention his
concerns to anyone else. By that time, he was no longer
working with Savile.
11.156

If Canon Semper had taken the view that the things Savile had
said to him were in the nature of a confessional and should not
be revealed, I could understand why he would not think of
reporting his concerns to senior authority in the BBC. I could
understand why he might have tried to deal with the problem
himself. But he did not try to deal with the matter himself. And
anyway it does not seem to me that he could have regarded his
conversations with Savile as confidential or in the nature of a
confessional; Savile’s talk about sex was general and open and
the discussions about theology came to be intended for
publication.

11.157

I am surprised by Canon Semper’s statement that, even with
firm evidence about Savile’s behaviour, it would not have been
necessary to take the matter upwards in the BBC. I bear in
mind that, in the 1970s when he was working with Savile,
Canon Semper had not been with the BBC for very long. Even
so, given the awareness that he had, I do think that that he
ought to have volunteered his concerns to someone in a more
senior position. He told me that he did not have confidence in
his Head of Department. I do not quite understand why. Even
accepting that he might not have had an easy relationship with
his immediate manager, I do think that he should have found
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someone in authority with whom to share his concerns. I think
he should have seen how wrong Savile’s conduct was and that
it was wrong for the BBC to give a man of Savile’s moral
character the public platform which he was afforded. I think he
agrees with me; that is why he found his interview so
distressing.
11.158

Canon Winter’s position is different. I do not think he came to
know Savile as well as did Canon Semper. They did not travel
abroad

together

conversation.

or

have

the

same

opportunities

for

There were not the same discussions on

religious topics as took place between Savile and Canon
Semper. Nonetheless, he saw Savile quite regularly and was
aware that Savile talked a lot about sex.

He also heard

rumours about his sexual interest in young girls.

From his

previous experience before joining the BBC, he knew of the
risks to young girls from contact with pop stars and celebrities.
I find it surprising that, as a man of strong Christian beliefs, he
was not more concerned about Savile than he appears to have
been.
11.159

In the 1970s, although a producer, Canon Winter had been with
the BBC for only a relatively short time.

I accept that he

thought that such concerns as he had about Savile were well
known to those senior to him. Accordingly, by a narrow margin,
I refrain from criticising him for his failure to volunteer his
concerns to someone senior in his department. I think it is a
great pity that he did not do so and I am sure that he agrees
with that.
11.160

Over the years, Canon Winter was promoted and eventually
became Head of Religious Broadcasting. When working with
Savile in the 1970s, he had said to himself that, if he were ever
in a position to choose who would front his programmes, he
would not choose Savile.
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But by the time he was in that

position,

Savile

programmes.

was

no

longer

working

on

religious

I do not think it would have entered Canon

Winter’s head that he ought to speak to someone in another
part of the BBC about the concerns he had had about Savile in
the past. For that, in my view, he should not be criticised. He
knew nothing definite; he had heard rumours and did not like
the man’s manner of talking or his lifestyle. That was all.
11.161

From this account, it is clear that nobody working on Savile’s
Travels or Speakeasy in the 1970s took the initiative to report to
higher management any concern about Savile’s behaviour. If
enquiries had been undertaken, at the instigation of Douglas
Muggeridge, I think that some material of concern would have
been discovered.

Indeed, I think enough would have been

discovered (particularly from Canon Semper and Canon Winter)
to cause BBC Radio to realise that Savile was not a suitable
role model for young people. I consider that once that had
been realised, it should have led to reconsideration of his
continued use, particularly on Speakeasy, where he was in the
position to influence the thinking of young people.

The

background to such reconsideration should then have been
passed across to television where Savile was employed on Top
of the Pops and Clunk Click and was soon to be employed on
Jim’ll Fix It.

Whether, in fact, that lateral communication

between BBC Radio and Television would actually have taken
place, I cannot say.
Further Awareness of Savile’s Proclivities and Reputation Emerging
in the 1980s
11.162

Very little additional evidence emerged from the 1980s about
what was known about Savile’s conduct within BBC Radio 1.
His career in BBC Radio was declining and, in 1987, he moved
to World Service.
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11.163

I have already mentioned David Treadway who, in 1983, moved
from BBC Manchester to London to take up the post of Chief
Assistant BBC Radio 2. However, he became friendly with the
senior management team of BBC Radio 1 as well as BBC
Radio 2. Mr Treadway became aware of Savile’s reputation for
being sexually attracted to young girls. The expression used
was that he was “into young girls”. He thought that this meant
teenage girls and it did not occur to him that it might include
girls under the age of 16.

The gist of the gossip was that

people thought that this was sleazy but not seriously wrong.
Savile would by this time have been in his late fifties. He said
that the BBC appeared to be unconcerned about the conduct of
any of its disc jockeys. Mr Treadway’s impression was that the
senior management in BBC Radio 1 thought that what the disc
jockeys did behind closed doors and off BBC premises was
none of their business.
11.164

B13, who worked as a studio manager, described an occasion
in the mid-1980s, when she was on duty and Savile came in to
record a programme. He arrived with three or four middle-aged
men. As soon as she greeted him, he walked up to her asked
her whether she was “the woman that I saw last night with the
snake between her legs?” She had never met him before. She
was shocked by this and felt humiliated. She felt that he was
showing off to his friends. Her recollection is that she carried
on with her duties and, when Savile and his friends had gone,
reported the incident to a manager. She gave her story and it
was taken seriously but she did not hear any feedback
afterwards. She did not expect to.

11.165

The gist of this story was confirmed to the Savile investigation
by the other studio manager on duty that day. The details he
recollected were a little different but I am satisfied that they both
recalled the same event. His recollection is that he reported the
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matter to his line manager. He then recalls that, a while later,
he was summoned to see a woman in HR. He gave her his
account of what had occurred. He then did not hear anything
further and does not think that he expected to.

The line

manager is dead and we have been unable to find the woman
from HR. I do not find it in the least surprising that the BBC did
not take any action against Savile in respect of his insulting
behaviour towards B13. First, this was probably an isolated
complaint.

Further, the nature of the culture then prevailing

would have militated against action being taken. Such conduct
as this, which amounted to sexual harassment, was not
regarded as seriously then as it is today. Further, as the Talent
was excused from all manner of misconduct, no one would
have thought of taking Savile to task. Some years later, in the
1990s, when the other studio manager was working for World
Service at Bush House, he became aware of rumours about
Savile’s sexual preference for young women, by which he
understood that he liked to have sex with girls in their teens
who might or might not be underage. He also understood it to
have been the practice at Bush House not to allocate female
studio managers to work with Savile.
11.166

It appears from this later evidence that Savile’s reputation had
not changed. However, staff did not become aware of anything
new of great significance.

I can well understand why, after

Savile had been on the scene for so many years, no one
thought that they should do anything about his position.
Summary
11.167

I have already expressed my view that Canon Semper ought to
have taken his concerns about Savile to someone more senior.
What the outcome would have been had he done so I cannot
speculate. I have also expressed my views about the position
of Mr Beston.
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11.168

In addition, there was a moment in 1973 when Savile came
briefly under scrutiny because Mr Muggeridge became aware of
rumour or gossip about Savile’s sexual interest in teenage girls.
He made enquiries; Savile was questioned, denied not only any
wrongdoing but also denied that there was any danger of
anything coming out in the press.

The latter point was

confirmed by Mr Collins’s enquiries of his journalist contacts.
Mr Muggeridge, whose main concern was, I am satisfied, the
risk of damage to the BBC’s reputation rather than concern for
the welfare of young girls, seems to have been either satisfied
or at least reassured that there was no problem for the BBC
and appears to have ‘closed the book’. Bearing in mind the
culture of the time and attitudes towards teenage sex in the
BBC and in society at large, I do not criticise Mr Muggeridge
personally for not probing further into what we would now call
the child protection problem.
11.169

Nonetheless, I am surprised that Mr Muggeridge should have
closed the book quite as completely as he appears to have
done and that he did not, following the enquiries he instigated
through Mr Chinnery and Mr Collins, retain some lingering
concerns about the risk that Savile might damage the BBC.
Indeed, if all the information (including that available to Canon
Semper, and Canon Winter) had been collected and if that had
been shared with television, I think there would have been
enough material to give rise to real cause for anxiety that Savile
might damage the BBC’s reputation and that there was a child
protection problem as well.

Indeed, it seems likely that

information would have come to light that would have taken the
level of concern to a point where the BBC would have had to
consider dispensing with Savile’s services. However none of
this investigation or sharing of concerns took place. I do not
know why. Mr Muggeridge was aware that in 1971 there had
been concern within television (in respect of Top of the Pops)
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about inappropriate sexual behaviour between BBC staff and
young girls. I accept, however, that, by 1973, that had died
down.

When Mr Muggeridge received his report from Mr

Chinnery that Savile had denied any misconduct, he may have
concluded that the rumours had been scurrilous nonsense and
dismissed them. He may have thought, as did Derek Chinnery
and Doreen Davies, that it was not for the BBC to probe into the
private lives of their celebrities.

Given the BBC’s corporate

approach to issues of child protection and the risk of moral
danger as discussed in Chapter 9 and in the absence of any
opportunity to speak to him, I do not criticise Mr Muggeridge
personally for his approach.
11.170

I do however repeat my criticism of the BBC for its corporate
attitude to the risks of moral danger to which young girls might
be exposed when brought into unsupervised contact with older
men, be they BBC staff, pop stars, or other celebrities. I have
discussed these matters at some length in Chapter 9 and I shall
not repeat my conclusions here. I do not think that it is an
excuse for the BBC that its attitudes were largely in accordance
with attitudes elsewhere in society.

As a public service

broadcaster, it should, in my view, have thought more carefully
about the implications of ignoring the potential consequences to
young girls of having casual sex with older men rather than
regarding such girls as being ‘unbalanced’ and a nuisance.
The BBC should also, in my view, have been more conscious of
its responsibility to the general public and young audiences
when it permitted a man who boasted about his sexual life, as
Savile did, to be put forward as a good man and a role model
for young people.
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