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Gok]

Gavyn Davies

From: HOGG, Baroness
Sent: 30dune 2003 70 22
To: Gavyn Davies
Subject: RE The Campbeli Row

Dear Gawyn,

'va bzen sway on biz and thersfora rmissec mos: of fhe exaitement - but your summary seems fo ms very
weii-judged  And 3 quick read-up Inaicates you've avoiaad all the major pitfalls - congratulation s, it can't have
beenesasy Stzady under fre

All the best, Sarash

————— Onginal Message-----

From: Gavyn DawesW

Sent: 29 June 2003 21:21

To! 'ryderCumtipsekaind; >-ab,.an Monds-PRIVATE; Lisz Kelso; irene.adams Gt Ae st
LD OBy, 2t s B, M0gSC SR, LN i
zzDermot Gleason; zzDame Pauline Newville-Jones; Ruth Deech-INTERNET;

angela. sarkis AR S on Milner-SEC; Catherine East: Helen Tunley;

'r.m Jones
Subject: The Campball Row

Oear Govemnors

1 8m sue we have all had a ¢rying wee<end, reading the press ang hstzning to broadeasts on the
Campbell/B8C row The press commentary over the weekand has not bean uniformiy good for tha
BEC positian, bui it hes certainly been very bad from the govermment paint of view, as was the opinion
poi! data in tr2 News of the Woerld tcday My hunen s that tne government would now ftke the row to go
away, and this hias been rainforcad by the fact that Alasair Campbell has said that he will return to
"business as usual®, at ieast untll he sees the report of the Foreign Affairs Committee on Monday

waek Itis clear that some Labour MPs fea| that Campbeill did himself and the government camage by
his performancas on Channel 4 news on Friday, and they now want to calm things down

Having sard thas, | think it 1s unknowable whether tha FAC wili rula in the BRC's favour on the 45
minuta ciaim in the September dossiar They might do =0, butitis also possible that they wi say that
the truth 1s confused, since early drafts within the intetligance community did nct include the 45 minute
claim, while later aras did. Or they may concewvably just conclude that the first araft wnich was sean by
Mr Campbell did indsed include the 45 munute ciaim, as he has always argued This latter form of
Jjudgment would be problemanc, especially ¥ Campbell then files a formal compiaint which goeas for
adjudication erther to the Governors or tha 33C

Some may terefore argue that thers could be edvaniags for the BBC in reaching a settiement witn No
10 which both sides can liva with, perhiaps in advance of, or shorily after, the publication of the FAC
repart. However, | remain firmiy of the view that Ina big picture sense, 1t s absolutely critical for the
3BC to emergs from this row without b=2ing seen to buckie in tha facse of govermment prassure, fthe
BBC aliows itsaif 1o be bullad by this sort of behaviour from No 10 1 believe that this could fatally
camage the frust which the sublic Flaces in us Furthermors, | think we should remambar that the main
historic role of the Governers has besn to shield the BBC from this sort of attempt to exert solieal
Mustie over our news outpur This, it seems to me, really is 2 moment for the Governors to stand up
and be courted. So, | hope you will agree that, whatever emerges aboul the pracise aetalls of the 45
minu-e claim, we must not give any ground which threatans the fundzamental ndesendence of our
New's oulpui, or suggests that the Goverrors nave buclded {2 governmant Dressyrs

My izst thought .5 this 1 miay never be definiively nroven whether the datails of the claim maga by
Andrew Gillican's source were 100% sCcurate or not. And of course | recognise that tha Producers’
Guideiines must ba ssen to ba uphetd Buti do not believe that the BBC has lied to the public, or that 1t
has accusad the Prime Min ster of lying, or tnat it has been wreng o place a great dea) of scrutiny on
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