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Mr Gilligan: "I am not making any allegations. I wouid repeat, as
I have said throughout, I am not making any allegations. My
source made the allegations. We were reporting the charge of
my source, who s a figure sufficiently senior and credible to be
worth reporting.

* I reperted the source as saying there was unhappinass within
the intelligence services, disquiet within the intelligence
services."

Q455 Sir John Stanley: "In terms of your evidence to this
Comrmittee, the only piece of evidence which you are specifying
was aliegedly made at the last minute subject to a pohticai
requirement to "sex it up", to use your phrase, is the 45 minute
claim?"

Mr Gilhgan: "That was the only spectfic piece of evidence that
my source discussed, yes."

. Sir John Stanley: "Thank you." -

Q456 Mr Olner: "So the rest of the evidence that was in the
dossier was reliable? By imphication, If your source said he was
not happy about the 45 munute thing then he was happy with
tha rest of «."

Mr Gilligan: "The fact that my source was not specifically
unhappy with other elements of the dossier does not necessarily
mean that ather elements of the dessier were reliable. Of course
it might mean that, but I do not think anything can be drawn
from 1t the other way."

Q552 Mr Chidgey: "So the only degree of certainty that your
source has or had was that he did not believe the 45 minufes?”

Mr Gilligan: "No, as I say, my source was reasonably sure, as
are ail the other intelligence people I have spoken to, that Iraq
. kad a WMD programme of some description, but it was smaler ‘
and less of an imminent threat than that claimed by the ,
Governmeat, That was the view of my source and the view of |
several other peopie's sources in the rest of the media and f
indeed other sources [ have spoken to, intelhgence and non-
intelligence. :

"The words of my source was that it was transformed in the {
week before it was published to make it sexier. Given all that
you have said and given the other things I have described,
think that is a credible allegation.”

subject for The Sunday Telegraph, The only significant difference
in any piece he has written is when he wrote in the Mail on
Sunday that the source had indicated your own involvement in
the story.

!

L

I

As for newspaper articies - Andrew has not written on this i
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- Finaily, have vou seen today's Spectator, in which Mr Gilitgan,
writing not in a personal capacity but as a BBC correspondent '

writes an article concluding that the Prime Minister I1s a 'push O
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over'in his relations with President Putin. Is that the BBC view?
If it is a personal view, could you tell me what rule governs what
BBC correspondents may or may not write in a freelance
capacity to boost thewr BBC earnings? What are the procedures
and were they followed in relation to this articie? I am interested
foo, in respect of the many BBC journalists who boost their
incomes by writing for national newspapers, what procedures
govern thaeir conducts and this writings? (sic) You will be aware
that MPs have also expressed concern on this.

This plece was submitted in advance to an appropriate edstarial
manager as is cur procedure, Qur guidelines on conflicts of
interest cover what our journalists are allowed to write. These
guidelines are in the publc domain. As for this specific article
the BBC dces not impose a s:ngle view on its correspendents.

Alastair, I have set out my views at considerable length . You
will see that I do not accept the validity of your attacks on our
Jjournalism and on Andrew Gilligan in particular,

We have to believe that you are conducting a perscnal vendetta
against a particular Journalist whose reports on a humber of
occasions have caused you discomfort.

Grven the context described in the first part of my letter and
given the credibility of our source are you really suggasting that
an independent broadcaster should have suppressed this story
beacause 1t only had one source?

In my previous letter to you (15 june) I drew your attention to
our complaints procedure and invited you to make a formal
complamnt if you so wished.

You chose to ignore this. That avenue remains open. I should
also say that if the information provided by our source 1s proved
to be incorrect we would make the fact very clearly known to
our audiences and we would express regret. As we stand today,
that is simply not the case.

Yours sincerely,

Richard Sambrook
Director, BBC News
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