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The issue is that a famous designer cloth brand F. Lewis Designer has been accused of financial fraud and has proven the accuser wrong. The accuser happens to be a reputed newspaper with a sizable circulation “Welsh News Online” (WNO). This resulted in many people being misinformed. This results in the impairment of goodwill of the company that is responsible for the development of F. Lewis Designer and hampers their chances to earn greater sales revenue. This can be classified as a case of defamation and as per the law of the UK particularly the defamation Act of 2013, the designer clothing company may choose to sue the newspaper in a court of law (Lindsay, B., 2019).  
The issue is not uncommon one and many cases that are similar in nature have happened in the past. WNO got an anonymous mail with fake pictures and documents that were portrayed as evidence against the financial fraud and mismanagement that is taking place in F. Lewis Designer. However, this was portrayed to be not true and the evidence that WNO possessed was false. According to (Baptista and Gradim, 2020) fake news gets spread oftentimes due to the collection of news from unreliable sources. The same issue can be noted in this case study as WNO never made an attempt to cross-check the authenticity of the documents. This happened as the newspaper was anxious about the same person approaching the other rival newspapers as well and they may print the story before them if they waited to crosscheck the authenticity of the data. 
This case is not just legally significant but also socially significant. This is because the media has been called the gatekeeper of information (Baum and Potter, 2019). This is because, without the information given to us by the media, we would face serious issues in obtaining information. Also, news media has a huge reach and is capable of reaching massive numbers of people at very fast rates. This helps the faster dissemination of misinformation. Thus, the issue is a social issue as well. Social issues are more potent than legal issues as it affects the reputation of the company. 
The effect of the wrong information is directly on the people and people are the key stakeholders of any company. The customers of F. Lewis Designer are the ones that would not want to buy from them anymore as they have found out that the owner is taking money from the old people and using that to fund her lavish lifestyle. This is a bad impression that the people are going to have about the owner and the company that is quite serious in nature. Stealing money from the pension relying old people cannot be justified in any way. The damages that were caused by the wrong information are significant and this is the main issue of the study.   
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There has been significant protection given to the citizens of the UK as well as their companies and organizations that are legal entities in the eyes of the government. This means that all of them fall under the government regulation and policies that have been made into law. One such law that protects individuals and registered organizations is the Defamation Act of 2013. This law is responsible for the effective redresses of the cases of defamation done by one party against another party (Mittal, 2021). According to Mittal, the law is also equipped with effective clauses that help the executive and the judiciary differentiates between freedom of speech and defamation of a party that hurts the reputation and causes a setback to their ethical intentions. 
“Sim vs Stretch case of 1946”
These are unfortunate incidents that often happen due to the malicious intentions of one party and the carelessness of the other. One such example is the case of the “Sim v Stretch” case one party accused the other in a telegram of not paying their maidservant her wages (lawteacher.net, 2022). This brought considerable dishonor to the Sim and this led to them both being summoned by lord Atkin (duke) to decide if that is truly a case of libel or not. It was found out that if the claimant has to face hatred, ridicule or contempt due to the wrong information that would be called libel. 
“Thornton v Telegraph Media Group (2010)”
The other significant case of defamation that is related to the case in the case study is the 2010 incident of “Thornton vs Telegraph Media Group”. The CPR PD53 defines defamation and libel was used to decide if the claimant’s action can be justified or not. According to (Croskery, 2018), the author Thornton was the writer of the book “seven days in the art world” and Telegraph printed some wrong information about the academic and professional credentials of the writer that may have portrayed her as a writer, not at par with the others. This would have hurt her book sales. 
“Reynolds v Times Newspapers (2012)”
According to Young, 2018 Albert Reynolds claimed to have been defamed by “The Sunday Times” that claimed that Reynolds pressured the cabinet members to suppress information that would have otherwise been in the public domain. However, Mr. Albert claimed to have not done anything to subvert or suppress the information that would have been of significance as public knowledge. The House of Lords dismissed the accusation and stated that a generic defense needs to be available for defense in regard to the issue of political information (Hilser, 2020). This led to Albert Reynolds winning the case proving the accusation to be false. The newspaper was asked to apologize for the spread of misinformation regarding a public figure. 
“A v United Kingdom (2010)”
According to hudoc.echr.coe.int (2022), this case involved racial discrimination and the movement of the residents. The newspapers called the neighbors “Neighbors from hell” and accused the people of being unruly and bad. The local policies for housing were also accused to be following an outdated version of policies and regulations that were not acceptable to the authorities as it was not true. This can be a significant issue as people may lose trust in the authorities and the political parties in a democracy need the public trust to function and operate as public cooperation is a major issue and with reduced public trust the local authorities may not be able to function properly. 
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The case as per the case study is a textbook definition of defamation. Some of the related cases were analyzed in this study to demonstrate the fact that under the UK law lesser cases of defamation went punished. All the cases selected were related to defamation and similar to a party being a victim of misinformation that has soiled their reputation. In the first case of “Sim vs Stretch” the claim that the owners are not paying the servants harmed their social reputation, in the second case the “Thornton Vs Telegraph media group” showed the way Telegraph another reputed newspaper brand undermined the qualification of Thornton that portrayed her as a less qualified individual for writing a book on art. This would hamper her book sales and the people are not going to buy them. 
Apart from that the “Reynolds Vs Times newspaper” is another example of the way a newspaper that enjoys the goodwill of the people can rapidly spread wrong information about a person breaking their reputation in public. Even in the last case, a case of wrong research done by the journalists made sure that the people distrust the authorities. This is similar to the lack of research done by the newspaper in the case study against the luxury clothing brand. All these cases are related to the case of the case study in more than one way.
Defamation by news media: the application of the knowledge gathered from the review of the cases that have been considered has been helpful in understanding the consequences “Welsh News Online” may face for the making wrong assumptions against the company based on an unauthentic source that was not cross-checked. It also helped the researcher establish the fact that news media is capable of widespread damage and at a fast pace as many people simultaneously buy and consume the information from newspapers. The application of the above-mentioned cases was helpful in analyzing and understanding the case study case better. According to Arek and Ma'ruf, (2021), this also helped in the understanding of the application of laws such as “The Defamation Act of 2013” in a detailed fashion. 
Causes of defamation: The causes of defamation were more firmly established in the due course of the research. The cause of the defamation in most cases was accidental and caused by neglect. The people are the ones that are the targets of this misinformation and the consumers are the main stakeholders for companies and an important part of society, it causes much damage to the reputation of the company as well as the organization. Neglect is the chief cause of defamation and it is most often not intentional. Many times, the professionals do not do adequate research and cross-check the information they are getting from unreliable sources in the greed of releasing the storied first. This is the issue that causes defamation cases to happen. 
The related cases also help demonstrate the fact that defamation is often very harmful to the people that are the victims of misinformation (Johnson, 2018). The application of the cases also demonstrates the financial and social losses the people face as a result of the defamation.
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In conclusion, it can be said that due to the greed of posting an exclusive story before the competitors the WNO made the wrong decision of actually printing the wrong information as news for the people to read with a catchy headline. They neglected the fact that the informatio0nm they received could be wrong. The screenshots they received were doctored images of the cheque book of the FLD Company. The accusation was a personal acquisition made against the owner of the company that has a reputation for being extravagant. People read the news and thought that the funds of old pensioners were being diverted towards supporting the lavish lifestyle of the owner. This caused significant damage to the reputation of the individual that the “Defamation Act of UK 2013” protects against and it also damages the reputation of the company as well. This is because it gives the social message to the wearers of FLD cloths that they are wearing clothes the production of which happened to be at the cost of poor old people. This goodwill impairment is a serious issue for the company. 
In conclusion, it can be also said that the study goes into significant detail about laws and regulations that have been put in place by the British government to safeguard individuals and registered organizations against defamation and libel brought against them. Various case studies have been taken into consideration to inspect similar cases in the real world and the consequences the offenders had to face. Through this, the “due process of law” was also inspected by the researcher to make sure that the process of law can be noticed to have been parallels drawn across the various cases. This has helped in the conclusion that the WNO as per the rules needs to pay compensation to FLD and needs to inform the people that the information they released through the same medium was wrong and a court may also ask them to issue an apology for this neglect and carelessness. These are the standard penalties for parties (newspapers in this case) that cause the defamation of the individuals (Jeon and Han, 2021). 
The other factor that has been obtained from the study is the effects of defamation on the organization and individuals socially and legally. The legal issues of defamation have been covered by the study and this helped the process of information gathering that the future researchers may use to further their research process.
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