Gavyn Davies

From: zzrabian Mends-PRIVATE
Sent: 29 June 2003 23 45

Ta: Gavyn Davies

Subject: RE The Campbell Row

Dear Gawn,
Your 'nc surenagr aporoach o ths very difficuli situation s a very famihar Jlster strategy Voo are of course
absolutely corract, this s indead a tima for the Govarnors to stand up and be counted From all the repons, nciuding
the BBC rself - and our coverage of the controversy over the past few cays has bean excellent - therre does appear to
be some uncertainty over the claim by Andrew Giligan's source But this 18 [2ss imporiant than resp onding vigorously
to the extravagant sccusations of lying from Aiastarr Campbell angd others Se ! fully support your determination not 1o
buckle 1o Governmrent pressura, whiist aiso cortemplaung the possible consaaquenceas for the Corpo ranon of such 3
princioled stana But the price of giving in woula bs greater
| suppose that it may be possible to reacn a sedlement with No 10 which botn sides can live with' at some stage - you
and some of our colieagues are much better placed than me to assess this But that s for another day, and not bafors
tne FAC report, | would suggest
It 1s good that you are leacmng us strongly or this
\ith best wishas,

abian

----0nginal Message----- -

From: Gavyn Davies
Sent: 29 June 2003 21-21
To: 'ryder@parliament UK'; zzrzbian Monds-PRIVATE; Lsa Kelso, rene saams@welr co ud'; 'gn500c al oipex com',

ramit s@ukonnne o Lk, hogds@panament.uk'; 'dgizeson@migleesor.cor’, zzDermot Glasson; zzDames Pauline Nevilie-
Yornes, Ruth Deecn-INTERNET, 'angsla sa-us@buntame: com’, Samon Miner-5EC, Cathenne Zast, Healen Tunlzy,
.M enas@oango ac Jk'

Subgect: The Campbal! Row

Dear Govarnors

am sure we have all had 2 trying weskend, reading ths press and Iistening to broadcasis on the Campbhel/BRC
row The press commeaniary over the weskend has not been uniformly good for the 8B8C posmion, but it has
cartainly been vary bad from the government pont of view, as was the cpinisn poll data in the Newws of the Werld
today My hunch is that the government wouid now ke the row {5 go away, anc this has besn reinforzced by the
fact that Alastair Campozll has said that ha wii return to "business 2s usual’, at izast until he sz2es tne report of the
Foraign Affairs Committee on Monday wesk it 1s cizar that some Labour MPs feel that Campbell <id himsalf and
the governmant damage oy his paerformance on Channel 4 news on Friday, and {hey now want 10 calm things

. down

Having szid that, 1 think it 1s unknowable whetner ine FAC will rule in the BBC's favour on the 45 minute ciam n
the Septemoer dossier They might do so, but o5 also possible that they will say that the truth 12 confused, since
gany d-afts within the inteligence community aid not incluge the 45 minute claim, while later ores aid. Or thay may
concewanly Jus conclude that the first draf: which was seen by Mr Camobell did indeed includs the 45 mirute
clam, as he nas always argusd This latter form of judgmant would be orebiematic, espeoially ff Campbell then
fies a fermal complant which goss for adjudicat.cn sither to the Govarnors or the BSC

Some may therefore argle that there could b aavantage for the BBC i —eaching a setidament witn No 10 which
both sides can live with, perhaos in acvancs of, or snortly aftar, the publication of the FAC report Howaver, |
remain firmly of tne view that, in 2 big pictare sense, it g gbsoigisly crucai for the BBC 1w emeargs from this row
without Deing seen to puckle in the face of government prassurs f the BBC allows itself to be bulliad by this sort
of behaviour from No “0, | believs that this could fatally damage the wrust which the pudiic pacss in us
Furthermara | think wa should remember that the main historic rols of the Governors has paen to shield the 83C
from s sort of anempt to exert pelitical muscle over our naws output This, it seems to me really (s 2 momant for
the Sovernors 1o s1and up and be counted 3o, [ hope you will agrae that, whatever emergss about the precise
ezils of the 48 minute clarm, we must net give any greund whicn threarens the fundamental independance of our
news cutput, or suggests that the Governors nava buckles to government prassure

My last thought is this it may never be definiively oroven whethar the details of tha claim made by Andrew

G lgan's source we-e 100% accurate or not And of cotrse | ~scognises nat the Producers' Guidelines must be
seen to be unheld But!do not baleve that the BBC has lied 1o the publiz, or tha: it has accused thae Primz
Minister of Iving, or that It has besn wrong 1o pizce a grzat ceal of scrutiny on ne valdity of tha governmean®'s
(nteligence doss ars Sucn have besn the proven failings in these dossiers, | wonder whether the Today
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programme couid concavabily have supnressad the Gilligan story, coming as it did from a crad i ble and senior
source, Would supprassion of the views of suzh animportant source have peen a vaha thingto do in such

clrcumsiances?

I put this only as 2 queston, not ieast bacause we may have o adjudicate on the malter at = later date But | faal
very comfortable that the BBC did not knowingly mislezd the public, and equally comiortanle tha&t our news
gepanment was pursuing a matter which it was wholly in the public inferest to pursuez

Flease athar ning me or sand me a quick e-mail If you would ke to register ary views i feel In mead of some
guidanca about your Zroad feeiings, without of course wisning to hold anvone 1o a definifive Dos 1ticn 1m advance of
any subssguent JLudgmeants wa may nesd 10 meks

Wih best wishas

Gavyn
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