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Andrew Giliigan claimed on Radio 5 that "people here are saying the
Republican Guard hasn't really bezn damagsad at all and they could be right.” (R3
1220). Can you tell ms whe toid kim the Republican Guard hasn't been damaged -
the Iraqi Ministy of Information?

On whet evidence doss he base this claim - in particular the assertion that
'they could bs nght'?

Was this report monitored? Does Mr Gilligan have a minder?

Would you agree Andrew Gilligan's report yesterday broke several of the
BB(C's own guideiinas, including:

"Reports should normally make it absohately clzar where the information has come
from, and be attmbuted accordingly.”

"Reporters and comrespondenis in the battle ateas will offen be repormng what they
< 1l

nave not themselves seen. That should be made evident,

"We will have a great deal of information from both military and various
governments’ briefings. That too should be made evident and tested as to 13
reliability.”

"We shouid also make clear if our reporting has had w© teke place wit a “minder”
present or our ability to travel has been circumscribad by the authorities."

"Baware of speculation, and overstated claims from all sides. Contaxt s eszential.”
Since crafting this.:etter, I have heard that Mr Ghiligan reported a5 follows

on the subject of Saddam’s son Udzy: "He 18 a fairly wild sort of characier o be .
honest and he is alleged 0 have tortured oppenents of his father’s and of his. He’s
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been reined in a bit by the regime actually in, in recent years, it's f2ir to say™. On
what did he bass the claim that Uday has been “reined in by the regime?”

Udey is In large part the megims. Has Mr Gilligan ever met or seen him?
What independent corroboration doss he heve that he has been “reined in a bir by
the regime actualiy in, i recent years, it's fair to szy”.

I look forward to receiving your reply.

Jom iy

ALASTAIR CAMPBELL

Richard Sambrock
Director of News
BBC
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Dzar Mr Senbrook

£ ndrew Gilligan dlaimed on Radie 5 1od 2y ¢ thas "eopls here 2te smm:r “ne F_:publicaﬁ_
Gruard hesn't really been dzmaged st all and they could be dght” 220)

Who told hirn the Republican Guard hasn't been damaged - the Iragh Minss wy of
Information? On what svidence does he bese this claim - in pardcular the assertion <hat
they could e Sght'? Was iy reporr monitored? Doss Mr Gilligan have 2 mindes?

Wouid you agres Andraw Giligan's 1epom twday broke swvemsd of the BBC' own
crudehnes, includio:
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"Reporns should normally maakee &t ebsolurely clear where the informenon has com
2nd be atzibuted accordingly."
”?L‘*pm ters and correspondents in the ba ‘: arzas will often be repordng
what they have not ‘il'mmsdvezs szen. Thet should be made svideny”

e will have 2 grear d~al of infommzton fom both miltery zad vardous
governments' brelngs. That 100 should be made evident and tasted 25 to 1o ralishicy."
"We chowld also meke dezr if our reportng has had to wxe place witha
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- Umrindes” presear or ovs abliity to 2avel hes been circurmsedbed by the
authonges,”

culanon, and overstt=d cialms from 2l sidas, Context s
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Dear Richard

Cn Radio 4 tis rnar ning, Andrew Gilligen said:

“I've s2en Saddam give two televised spseches and then a coupie of

other silent appearances 1f vou like just relking 1o ministers and the two
elevised speeches [ saw lookad completely different. Indesed you mighs
even say it was a differsnt Saddam, may b2 it was. The backdrop was
different, the appearance of the President was ditfersnt, the way he
spoke; one he was wearing glasses the second he wasn't. one he was
reading from a hand wrimen text the second he had a prepared speach,

Lots of things were differant w0 I'm not quite sure where Lh“‘Sa'

imzliigencs assessments come from it might just De more rubbish Trom

Central Command.”
Do you believe that final sentence was justified?

Yours sincerely
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7P . ALASTAYR CAMPRELL
ctor of Communications and Sirategy

Richard Sambrook -~
RRC
Via fax:; 020 8376 7120
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