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Gavyn Davies

From: HCG3, Baroness [HegoS@parlament uk)
Sent: 30Juns 2002 10 32

To! Gavyn Davias

Subject: RE Tne Campbell Row

Caalr Gavyn,

I've been away on bz and therefore misssc most of the exciiament - but your summary seems tc me vary
wel-Ldged And a quick read-up Ingicams you've avoided all the majar piifalls - congraivlations, it cant navs
psEn eesy Stzady unast fire

All the bast, Sarah

————— Original Message-—---

From: Gavyn Davies [mailto:gavyn.davies@bbe.ce. uk]

Sent: 26 June 2003 21:21

To: ‘ryder@parliament.uk’; zzFabian Monds~-PRIVATE; Lisa Kalso; 'irene.adams@weir.ce. L1k,
'giiS0@aial.proex.com’; ranpt.s@ukoniine.co.ux’; 'hoogs@parhament.uk'; 'dgleeson@mglesson.com’;
zzDermot Gleeson; zzDame Pauline Naville-Jones; Ruth Deecn-INTERNET;
‘angela.sarkis@btinternet.com'; Simen Milner-SEC; Catherine East; Melen Tunley;
'r.mJjones@bangor.ac.uk’

Subject: The Campball Row

Dear Govarnors

i am sure we have all had a frying waexend, reading the press and listening to broadceasts on the
CampbzIl/3BC row The press commentary over the weekend has not been uniformly good for the
BEC pesition, but & has certainly been very bad from tne government point of view, a2s was the opinion
poil data in tha News of the World tocday My hunci s that the government woula row ke the row to go
away, and this has been reinforeed by the fact that Alastarr Campbell has said that ne wil! return fo
"businsss as usual’, at ieast unu! he sees tha report of the Foreign Affarrs Committee on Mionday

week 113 clear that some Lapour MPs feel tnat Campbel! did himself and the government damsags by
his performance on Channel 4 naws on Friday, and thay now want to calm things down

Having saio that, | think it 1s Lnknowabls whether the FAC will rule in the BBC's favour o1 the 45
minute claim in the Sestemper dossier Tazy mignt do so, but 1t 1s atsc pessible that they wll say that
the truth 1s confused, since early drafts within tre intelligance community did not include the 45 minuts
claim, while later ones did Or they may concevably 1ust conclude that the first draft which was sean by
Mr Campoell did indead include the 45 murute claim, as be has aiways arguad This iaher form of
judgment weuld be problematic, especially if Campbell then files a formal complaint which goes for
agjudtcaton erner to tne Governors or tha 83C

Sorme may therefore argue that thare cou.d be acvaniage for the BBC in raacning a settlement with No
10 which both sides can hve with parhaps in advance of, or shony after, the oublicauon of the FAC
report Howaver, | remain firmly of the v ew that 1n a big picura sense, it 1s absolutely crtical for the
BBC to emerge from this row without being seen to buckle in the face of government pressure fths
BECT allows itself o bz bullaa by this somt of senavicur from No 10 1 believe tnat this czuld fally
damage the trust which the public places in us Furthermors, | think wa should remembar inat the man
hisicric role of the Governars nas bean o shizla the BBC from this sort of atiempt w exar poliucal
mussle over our news ouiplt This, it seams 1o me, really 1s a moment for the Governors 1¢ stand up
ard be courted So, | hope you wili agres that, whatevar emarges about the pracise detz s of the 45
mingie claim, wa must not give a1y ground which threatens tne fundamanial independence of our
naws outpuy, or suggests that the Governors have suckled to govarment pressure

My last thoughtis this It may raver be definiively srovan whather the detalls of the claim macds oy
Andraw Gilligan's soLrcz ware 100% accurate of not And of course | recognise that tha Producers’
Guigeiines must ba seen to be uphald 3utt do not believe that the BBC has lizd to the public, or that ¢t
has sccused the Prime Minister of lying, or trat it has been wrong to place a great deal of serutiny on
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the validity of tne government's inisiligence dossiers Such have been the proven failing s 1n these
dassiers, | wonder whether the Today orogramme could conceivably have suppressed the Gilligan

story, coming as it did from = credible and senior source Would suppression of the views s of such an
mporiant source have been a valid thing to do in such circumstanceas?

1 put tris only 28 a guastion, not leas: bacauss we may have to adjudicate on the matier at a jzter date
Bt | fesl very comforabia that the BRC 4.d net knowingly mislead the puslic; and eovaity comforiabie
that our news department was pursuing a matter whieh it was wholly 1 the public interest to pursus
Flease either nng me or send me a quick e-mail If vou would Iike to register any views | Teel in need of

some guidance acout your broad fealings, without of course wishing t2 hold anyone 1o 2 asfinitive
posibon It advancs of any subseguent judgments we may need 10 make

With best wishes

Gavyn
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This e-ma-l {and any atzachrents) i3 confidenzt-al and may
contain

parsonal views wnich are nct the views of Znz BEC uniess
speciflcalliy

—

sZated.

If vou navs received it in esrror, pv.sase delste It from your
systen, do

noT use, copy or disciess tha Lnfcrmazicon i1n any way nOX Aact in
raliance on 2T and notifyv the ssnder immediately. Plzass note
that the

z n
BE3C mcnizors z-malls sant or receivac.
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