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1. My Lady, I appear on behalf of the Claimant, Richard Taylor.
2. Mr Taylor is currently employed as the Chief Operating Officer of Loughborough University. In 2011 to 2013 he was employed as the Director of Corporate Affairs and then the Deputy Registrar of the University of Leicester. 
3. The First and Second Defendants are companies carrying on the business of film production. The Third Defendant is a well-known actor, comedian and writer. They are the publishers of the film “The Lost King” which was shown at cinemas from 26 September 2022 and thereafter was available for purchase and rental. The scale of publication of the film was very substantial.
4. The film purported to be based on the true story of the discovery and identification of the mortal remains of Richard III from the perspective of Philippa Langley a screenwriter, and then Secretary of the Scottish Branch of the Richard III Society
5. The remains were discovered following an archaeological dig in 2012 and were confirmed to be those of Richard III by the University of Leicester on 4 February 2013. 
6. Philippa Langley caused the remains to be found by driving forward a project to search for them in the Social Services car park in Leicester city centre. 
7. [bookmark: _Ref211515672]The University of Leicester played a crucial role in providing funds and academic expertise in pursuance of this project. In particular, University of Leicester Archaeological Services (known as ULAS) conducted the dig and University experts determined that the DNA found in the remains uncovered at the dig were those of Richard III.
8. Until March 2013 Mr Taylor was the key co-ordinator of the University’s involvement in the project to find and identify the remains of Richard III. 
9. One of the people depicted in the film was Mr Taylor. Mr Taylor considered the allegations in the film about him were untrue and defamatory of him, and accordingly he issued proceedings for libel. 
10. Following a meaning determination by His Honour Judge Lewis on 14 June 2024, the court found that the film bore two meanings. 
11. The meanings found by the court were that:
Firstly, Mr Taylor knowingly misrepresented facts to the media and the public concerning the search for, and discovery of, Richard III’s remains. He did so by presenting a false account of the University’s role in the project, and marginalizing Ms Langley’s role, despite her major contribution to the find. 
And secondly, that Mr Taylor’s conduct towards Ms Langley in respect of the project was smug, unduly dismissive and patronising. 
12. Mr Taylor’s case is that these allegations are untrue.
13. Mr Taylor contended that the depiction of him in this untrue way in the film caused serious harm to his professional and personal reputations and caused enormous distress and embarrassment to him.
14. The Defendants have now settled Mr Taylor’s claim in libel against them for the publication of the film by paying him substantial damages. Furthermore, they have agreed to make changes to the film in order to withdraw the allegations complained of and to pay him his legal costs.
15. My Lady, in view of the settlement on these terms, Mr Taylor is content to let the matter rest.  




