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You may have seen David Azronoviteh’s column in the Guerdian }é’;tcrday,
I hope that it was considered seriously-in the BBC, The point he was ma.king Was
d.\rim.,d several times on this moming's Today programme. First, when it
ntinued to refer to out of date polls which predate polls showing growing support
for action; second in giving far greater prominence 10 the Commons vole on the
amendment, than the motion which zathorised military action, which attracted a far
smeller rebellion. Nor conld I help noticing that the paper review was [argely

zbout Clare Short, when the papers were dominated by the vote and the Prime
Minister's spescin

Put all that to one side, | would iike you to justfy the following five
incidents

1. Jobn Humphreys to Mike O Brien: "You went mto the process
determined to have a war. Tha! was the point I was making anci that is
the way it bas turned out, hesa't 7. We are 2il weil used o -
contempt Mr Humphreys displays to elected politicians (unlcsa»«thvy are

“rebels’™) but this was panticularly contemptuous, How, gived the
extraordinary efforts the Government made to securs a new Rasolution at
the UN, can such a "poini” pe justified?

2, John Humphbrays today: “The Conservative Paty effectively saved their
(ibe Govermment’s) bacon. “True or false?”,

3. Tom Cerver at the UN on the dey we withdrew the draft SCR.
“A clear majonty in the S=curity Counci] basically said et George

Bush’s idea and concept of pre-emptive military action wes jusz a3
dangerous to law and order tb_rouzheut the world 23 Saddam Bussein.”
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“This is got diplomacy that we're wimeszing here but rather 2n unscomly
scramble by individual countries to szlvage their own reputztions in all this
for the history books. The attempt to blame the French is frankly a canard,
The rezson thal the British and the Americans killed ofF their own resolution
15 not because of the threat of 2 velo but simply because i didn't have Se
support in the Security Council. And the longer I have watched this go on
the more odvious that has become. Frankly they wounld have been b etter off
if they'd never tried his et all.”

¥America came here 1o ity ‘o s2ll s view of the world. But fziled to make
the sale. Its diplomacy was heavy-handed, even inept at imes. Mary of
Bush's own team were openly scornfl] of the whole diplomatic process.
They talked all the time about the need for Amnerican security after $/11 but
very little 2boufthe global context. Yer despite all of thar, we all'essumed
the sheer weight of American power would prevail. But it didn’t, Five
monias of bargaining and arm-twisting produced the stapzering result of
winning owver Bulgaria”.

This is not reporting, buf editorialising. Could you justify each ofthese
three statements.

4. Andrew Gilligan sajd on the Todey programme todeay that “maocent
people will diz here in the next few hours”. Counld you justify that
statemient to me.

5. Ragah Omear in Baghadad on Tuesday quoted what he cailed an
“ordmary Iraqi” a3 saying “I know that Britizh and Americans sy they’ll
spare civilian fargets this man said bal few of s believe them. 1 think
they'rs just going 1o bomb sveryfhing and most of vs are going to stay in
oy homes”,

As Thave said 1o you before, and 25 John Simpson has acknowledzed, reporters are
ot free in either their movements or who they spezk to. What {s more, any
“ordinary” Iragi who zpesks to the media knows that i they say anything that
would offend the regime, they risk purishment up to and including deats. This i3
why it {5 ¢ important that resirictions are referred 1o, 1 regret that in your previous
carrespondence you fail 1o see this point. For my pert, I feel you ere in regufar
breach of your own guidelinss,

Finally, let me just take’one issue in more detadl, namely the legality of military

acioun without & new SCR, to ithustrate the selection towards anti-war, anti-
govemment stoties.
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Coverzge on the ‘legality of fne war’ has been heavily bizsed toward stocies
assering the war would be illegal without 2 second resolution.

7 March: 16 lawyers write to Guardian warning pre~-emptive self-defence would be
illegal.

Today programme and WATO gave widespread coverage to this story - interviews
with lawyers, lengthy discussions ete. It wes high up their runaing orders.

« Todey only interviewed anti war lawyer
« WATO interviewed on anti and one pro (but concluded that without 2°°
resolution the-case for action not as gtrong)

13 March: Jobn Humphreys Speaking 10 Ann Clwyd: “ repeat that there are
horrible leaders 2ll over the place and in this particular case it appears that the
goverpment’s own Jezal advisers are tslling them thet this would be an illezal war,
You support it none the less?” Based on what, might [ ask? His zssertion has
never been corraeted.

14 March — calls for government 1o publish legal advice

The tone of the reporis was that government is concealing advice because it
doesn’t back war without a 2°* Resolution,

The Todey programme gave this widzspread coverage, interviewing ant war
Labowr MP and Tory MP who asserts the rumour 15 the AG's advice is 2t odds
with Cabinzt, '

WATO interviews anti war lawyer,
17 Mazch — AG publishes logal advice making clear the above stories were wrong.

Hardly any coverages on the 3BC,

Today Interviews Lord Goochart (LD sgal affairs) and Ross Cranston (Labowr MP
and QC) (pre publication)

WATO don't cover the story.

Qne liner on R3: AG to set out grounds in Lords statement (1200)
Oue jiner on PM: Goldsmith says war lezal w/out 2™ resolution.
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[ know you will try w justify this. You always do. Butitis wrong.

You may be interested 1o know that the Prime Minister has also zxpressed rezl
concern 2boul some of the reports he Las seen and heard. I feel strongly that if the
BBC reporting continues 2 i s, this will become & public controversy, which I am
sure neither of us particularly went,

’7 Bom A4
ALASTATR CAMPRELL

Richard Sambrooic
Director of News
BBC
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{ B Gavyn Daxies ’
Chairman

BEC Broadeastag Howse
Portland Place WIA 1AA

Dezr Gavyn

I bove bacn in touch with Alsstair Campbell, as a result of which he has :
shown me aleter dared 19 Marck thsr be bas sen 7o Rickard Sambxrook
coaverning viokatons of the BBCs wzr guidelines, | have myzself been
watching and Bstening 1o the BBL coverage of the preheds 1o the waz
and now the war itself, and T am exmemely concomed 2 what sppear to
me 0 be blatant vicladons of the gridelines. This {5 a vary tense tme,
The BBC has been austed over fhe yeers, and vislaton of £

e

guicelines is In may view a violaton of that wust T thersfore leok 1o you,
22 2 maatter of high speed and nogency, o bave this sinanen recnfied IF
¥ {eal it appropdate to do 5o, I shall be i tonck will voe ovar the nast

few days with further exzmples.
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Yours sincercly

By |o3s



