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remorse. “He thinks he’s 
above this all. It’s all beneath 
him. He even smirked at a 
witness at an earlier hearing.”

Her father, David, 44, a 
former RAF worker and 
security expert from Perth, 
was murdered in September 
2014 when Haines was 17.

Other victims of the gang,
who filmed their executions, 
included Alan Henning, 47, a 
taxi driver from Greater 
Manchester who was 
carrying out humanitarian 
work in Syria; and the 
Americans James Foley, 40, 
Steven Sotloff, 31, and Peter 
Kassig, 26.

A fourth US victim, aid 
worker Kayla Mueller, 26, was 
also kidnapped and offered as
a sex slave to the Isis leader 
Abu Bakr al-Baghdadi.

Emwazi, 27, a Westminster
University graduate, was 
killed by a US drone strike in 
Syria in 2015. Elsheikh and 
another gang member, 
Alexanda Kotey, 38, were 
captured in the Middle East at 
the start of 2018 before being 
transferred to America for 
trial.

Kotey, a former Queen’s 
Park Rangers FC fan, has 
pleaded guilty and is due to 
be sentenced at the end of 
April, when Henning’s 
daughter is expected to 
attend court in Virginia. The 
fourth gang member, Aine 
Davis, 37, was jailed in Turkey 
in 2017 for terrorism 
offences.

US prosecutors have 
amassed tens of thousands of 
pages of evidence for 
Elsheikh’s trial, including key 
material shared by Scotland 
Yard in return for a pledge 
that Elsheikh and Kotey will 
not face the death penalty.

In a move that could prove
highly embarrassing to the 

UK government, Emwazi’s 
record on the Police National 
Computer will be presented 
as evidence, as well as 
excerpts of an interview with 
him in police custody.

It is unclear when this 
recording took place, but it 

was previously known that 
Emwazi came onto the radar 
of MI5 in 2009 when he was 
intercepted trying to enter 
Tanzania, where he was 
suspected of seeking terrorist 
training. He was also 
questioned in 2010 and 2012 

as he sought to board flights 
from London to Kuwait.

“They totally could have 
been stopped,” said Haines. 
“What’s the point of having a 
[terrorism watch] list if you 
are never going to act on it?”
@dipeshgadher 

Murdered Briton’s daughter to confront Isis ‘Beatle’

Bethany Haines was a 
teenager when her father, 
David, a British aid worker, 
was beheaded in Syria by the 
Isis kidnap gang known as the 
Beatles.

Today, more than 7½ years
later, she will kiss her own 
son, Aiden, 6, goodbye in 
Scotland and fly to America 
to face one of her father’s 
alleged tormentors.

Haines, 24, will ask El 
Shafee Elsheikh “to do the 
right thing” and reveal where 
the remains of her father and 
other western hostages lie. 
“Don’t do it for me,” she will 
tell him. “Do it for my son, so 
that he can finally say 
goodbye to his grandad.”

Elsheikh, 33, of Shepherd’s
Bush, west London, will go 
on trial on Tuesday, on eight 
charges linked to the 
kidnapping and murder of at 
least 27 hostages, including 
four Americans and two 
Britons. The trial in 
Alexandria, Virginia, is 
expected to cast fresh light on 
how Elsheikh and three other 
Londoners, including 
Mohammed Emwazi, the 
masked killer known as Jihadi 
John, were repeatedly able to 
sidestep British authorities to 
become the highest-profile 
terrorist suspects in the 
world. Haines will be in court 
every day of the proceedings, 
which are scheduled to last 
up to four weeks, and will 
read out a victim impact 
statement if Elsheikh is 
convicted. “I’ve prepared for 
this for years,” she said. “I 
want to be able to see him at 
all times; to see his facial 
expressions.”

She doubts Elsheikh, who
denies the charges, will show 
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ADAM HOLLOWAY
Holloway, 56, became MP for 
Gravesham after serving in 
the army and working as a 
journalist, declaring: “He is a 
highly intelligent, warm, 
friendly and open person” 
and “quite unlike the person 
described in the tabloid 
press”. 

Stephen 
King: How 
prayer 
saved me

Stephen King, the novelist 
known as the “King of 
Horror”, who abused drink 
and drugs in the 1970s and 
1980s, has revealed that he 
would get on his knees to 
pray that he could stay sober. 

He said: “At that point I 
decided that I would accept 
the God of my
understanding, and keep it 
real simple: get down on your 
knees in the morning and ask 
for help to stay away from 
drugs and alcohol for one 
day. And if you do, when you 
get ready to go to bed, get 
down on your knees and 
thank the God of your 
understanding for the help 
that you got that day.”

King, 74, who has 
published 64 novels, 
including The Shining and The 
Green Mile and was raised as a 
Methodist, said he was 
inspired by his rehab 
sponsor. 

In The Archbishop 
Interviews, which will be 
broadcast today on BBC 
Radio 4, King told Justin 
Welby, the Archbishop of 
Canterbury, that he “chose to 
believe in God” when he 
wanted to stop drinking and 
taking drugs after an 
intervention by his family.

The novelist also reveals 
that he regularly meditates 
and tries to “think of things 
that I really regret”, such as 
being asked to leave his son’s 
Little League baseball game 
because he was drinking a 
bottle of beer.

“The most important part
is to remember those things 
and then move on with the 
day,” said King. 

The novelist, who splits his
time between his home state 
of Maine and Florida, said 
that he was “grateful” 
because his grandchildren 
“never saw me at my worst”.

King also talked about an
accident in 1999, when he 
was hit by a van while walking
in Maine. It left him with 
chronic pain, but he said he 
tried to let go of his anger.

Welby’s first child, 
Johanna, died aged seven 
months in 1983 in a car crash 
in France. Neither he nor his 
wife, Caroline, were driving. 
The archbishop, 66, told 
King: “I believe in forgiveness 
and redemption, but I know 
that for me, every now and 
then I realise I’m less good at 
forgiveness than perhaps in 
my job I ought to be, and 
certainly that I would like to 
be.”
@IamLiamKelly
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Arts Correspondent 

U-turn and announce her support for
him once again days later. In an inter-
view, she defended Elphicke, saying he
had been punished for being “charming,
wealthy, charismatic and successful —
attractive, and attracted to, women. All
things that in today’s climate made him
an easy target for dirty politics and false
allegations.” She still dismissed the
claims of Elphicke’s accusers and even
claimed that Jane, whose identity she
knew, had been “obsessed” with him. 

Natalie Elphicke is now MP for Dover,
having been given her husband’s parlia-
mentary seat after his conviction forced
him to quit before the last general elec-
tion. The story of how she got her seat is a
mystery: five weeks before polling day in
December 2019, she announced she had
been “unanimously” selected, only for it
to emerge later that the local Conserva-
tive association had put her forward as
the only candidate. 

Some believe she was given the seat to
“keep it warm” for her husband, who was
on bail at the time, or as the fulfilment of a
secret pact in exchange for which she
would support him through his trials. It
can today be revealed that, only three
weeks ago, Natalie Elphicke put her name
to a statement for submission to the High
Court, defending her ex-husband in the
libel claim against The Sunday Times
and maintaining his innocence. Last
night she claimed she had repeatedly
condemned his behaviour to other
women and herself.

TORY BACKERS
Other powerful people have periodically
joined the campaign to present Elphicke
as a victim. These include the Conserva-
tive Party whips, who, in November 2018,
rescinded his suspension on the eve of a
make-or-break confidence vote in Ther-
esa May’s premiership, meaning he could
participate. 

Last night, Jane said the decision to
readmit Elphicke had “hit her like a ton of
bricks” and posed serious questions of

the party. One
source said
Elphicke was
readmitted 
because May’s
allies had wanted to
do the same for fellow Tory MP Andrew
Griffiths, who a family court ruled had
raped his wife. Neither May nor the
whips’ office has provided any public
account of who made this decision or
why. But it meant Elphicke could spend
the next few months on bail in West-
minster as though he had been exoner-
ated. 

Then there were five senior Conserva-
tive MPs, who were later forced to apolo-
gise or be suspended from the Commons
for improperly trying to influence a
judge. Natalie Elphicke, Sir Roger Gale,
Theresa Villiers, Adam Holloway and Bob
Stewart signed a letter pressing Mrs Jus-
tice Whipple not to disclose their charac-
ter statements for Elphicke in his sex
assault trial at Southwark crown court.
Natalie was later found to have been the
ringleader of the campaign. 

The other four had formed part of
Elphicke’s “flock” — the group of MPs he
was responsible for — during his time as a
whip under David Cameron. The Com-
mons standards committee later
described the MPs’ actions as “egregious
behaviour” that was “corrosive to the
rule of law”. 

The MPs used taxpayer-funded parlia-
mentary stationery to make their voices
heard. Meanwhile Elphicke had hired
Carter-Ruck, the law firm notorious for
aggressively defending oligarch clients
and whose managing partner, Nigel Tait,
once said, “I am the man who suppresses
free speech”, to fight the libel case.

SHAMEFUL PAST
Despite his aggressive approach to the
media, and his bravura among his Tory
friends and wife, Elphicke must have
known there were several women,
including two young former parliamen-

tary aides, who were
highly likely to have spo-

ken to the whips’ office
about his conduct.

The first had already
complained about him in

2016, prompting an investigation by the
whips’ office, which had interviewed him
and informed him of the allegations of
sexual assault. Southwark crown court
later heard that the same woman had
been “tearful and distraught” on report-
ing her evidence, but Elphicke denied the
allegations and the whips did not apply
any formal sanction. 

Years later, Elphicke lied to police and
submitted an inaccurate statement
describing the nature of his interactions
with this woman. Only under cross-ex-
amination in his criminal trial did he
break down and confess his dishonesty. 

The second was Jane. Elphicke had not
been presented with her allegations, but
she says he knew that she might be a com-
plainant. Shortly before the spreadsheet
of allegations against MPs was published,
she says he frantically called, texted and
WhatsApped her, demanding they meet
for coffee. She ignored his entreaties. 

A source told The Sunday Times that
they had witnessed Elphicke’s attempts
to cover up embarrassing potential evi-
dence during the MeToo scandal, includ-
ing abruptly disposing of the contents of
his parliamentary desk drawer — which
apparently included documents he
feared could compromise him — and tell-
ing one aide who had witnessed certain
documents to drink from a goblet of “loy-
alty wine”. 

Those who did so, Elphicke allegedly

told them, would be
rewarded with career
opportunities.

By the end of 2018,
Elphicke’s alleged vic-

tims remained in a state of
purgatory. Scotland Yard had not
announced any charges. Nor had it pro-
vided any public information about any
investigation into Elphicke. 

Jane had attended a further appoint-
ment with detectives in Stratford, east
London, and subsequently spoken to
them about the statement they had pre-
pared, the one strewn with errors. But
she felt they did not believe her, and they,
for their part, had indicated they were
not going to investigate her claims. It
seemed that her evidence might only be
used, if at all, to support inquiries into
lesser offences. 

Jane now says her faith in the police
has been “wholeheartedly shattered” by
their handling of her allegations. In her
witness statement for the libel action, she
said she still feels panic when she sees
officers in the street and “every time I
think about having to interact with the
police”.

LIBEL LAWYERS’ TACTICS
Threatening letters from Carter-Ruck did
not stop The Sunday Times from publish-
ing its two stories in April 2018. But the
mere knowledge that Elphicke was using
the company to sue scared off other
media from repeating the claims. The
BBC’s Andrew Marr Show did not even
show the Sunday Times front page, as is
tradition, for fear they would be sued.

The story never entered public dis-
course. Without the protection of the law
in this way, Elphicke would surely never
have had the whip restored.

He also used PR tactics to produce a
story to undermine the women. In a Mail
on Sunday article, reporters quoted
“friends” of the MP claiming he had been
interviewed by police in relation to offen-
ces which were “relatively minor in the
scheme of things”. 

After the intervention of Carter-Ruck
and the decision to sue for libel, the bur-
den was on The Sunday Times to defend
its decision to publish, rather than on
Elphicke to prove why we should not
have done so. Carter-Ruck and Elphicke
had signed a conditional fee arrange-
ment, meaning that it stood to gain finan-
cially by pursuing the newspaper for as
long as possible. 

The newspaper has spent countless
hours and more than £500,000 defend-
ing itself over the April 2018 articles. It
mounted two defences in court, saying
that not only were the reports in the
public interest, but that they were true.
Meanwhile, Jane has had to relive her
alleged trauma to provide a more
detailed account than she gave to police. 

She also indicated she would take the
stand for The Sunday Times, which
would have involved standing either in
front of Elphicke, or behind a screen, and
being cross-examined about her allega-
tions. It was only this month after
Elphicke and his team were presented
with Jane’s first-person account that they
abandoned their libel case. Elphicke
claimed he had done so to protect the
woman from the trauma of testifying. 

Had it not signed the conditional fee
agreement — which is designed to allow
access to justice but is often exploited by
the wealthy and powerful — Carter-Ruck
could have stopped defending Elphicke
long before. But it instead it redoubled its
efforts, continuing to pursue the rape vic-
tim via The Sunday Times. The libel sys-
tem meant they pursued the newspaper
almost until the court door before their
sudden climbdown. Elphicke continues
to say that the articles are untrue.

Others have also stood by him for
years, including — until yesterday — his
ex-wife, Natalie. In a remarkable volte-
face, she said: “I have condemned Mr
Elphicke’s behaviour to other women as
well as to me time and time again. That is
why we are no longer married after 35
years together.” She also said that her
selection as MP for Dover followed party
guidelines. 

Carter-Ruck said on behalf of Charlie
Elphicke: “Our client wishes us to make it
absolutely clear that while he has discon-
tinued this action, he entirely refutes the
allegations made against him and he con-
siders that the articles, including the
headlines, are not simply misleading,
they contain serious untruths.”

Tait of Carter-Ruck said his comment
about free speech had been a joke, that
his firm had represented taxi drivers, fos-
ter carers and nurses, and that, when his
firm had acted on a “no win, no fee”
basis, it had done so as clients would have
otherwise been unable to secure access
to justice. 

It would appear that on this occasion,
the efforts of the predator MP, his oppor-
tunistic wife, several backbenchers who
prized party loyalty over the process of a
criminal trial and a law firm that delights
in muzzling the media, were foiled. But as
this sordid, four-year saga proves, the
protection afforded by the law remains
available to those who often deserve it
least. 
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Charlie Elphicke 
with wife
Natalie, who 
said he was a 
target for false 
allegations
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