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Helen Tuniey

From: Gavyn Davies
Sent: C7July 20031228

To: ryder@parliament uk', zzFabian Monds-PRIVATE; 'rene adams@weir.co uk'
'9iB0@dial pipex com', ranit s@ukenhing co uk’, ‘hoggs@parliament Ui,
'dgleeson@myglzeson com', zzDermot Glesson, zzDame Pauline Nevilie-Jones, R uth Deech-
INTERNET, 'angela sarkis@bunternet cont, Simon Milner-SEC, Cathanine Sast, H elen Tunlay
Tm jones@bangor ac ux’

Subject: Statement foliowing Governars' meting

Dear Governcrs
Tattach a clean copy of the Statement which T issued on the Board's behalf last night

T was aware during the meeting that T may have been rushing the discussion more than usual, because
there was a hard deadline around Spm. If we had missed this deadline, the Governors' conclusions would
have missed the morning papers completely, and would then have been swemped by the news about the
FAC report on Monday. This explains why it was so important to get the statement agreed quickly in
our final meeting (Thanks to Pauline's eagle eye, we narrowly avoided The cardinal error of writing

the mistaken words "alfegations made by Andrew Giiligan” in ~he final draft; in the end, 1+ correctly said
"allegations reported by Andrew Gilligan")

Chairing the meeting, I was very impressed by the seriousness and toughness d:splayed by the
Governors My view is that we demonstrated thet the Board of Governors is net a body which can be
easify bullied, either by politicians or the management I am sure that we witl benefit from
demonstrating this in the fong run, even if we get scme of the familiar flak in the iImmediate future

There were two traps which we could have fallen into on Sunday -- caving tn To No 10, or caving in to the
executive, I strongly believe that we did neither

I asked someone who has worked for the BSC how other regulators would have reacted to having to rule
on the Campbell allegations, if Ofcom were ever to ger resporsibility for BBC impartianty  He said
simply. "In my experience, they would run a mile "

As Twrite this e-mail, the FAC report has just been published. Given that the key conclusion, "clearing’
Alastair Campbell, survived only on the casting vote of the chair, and much of the rest of the report
was highly critical of Mr Campbell’s role, it looks as though the BBC has emerged in*act from the
report, though scme will say that it 1s stil| very messy. I hope, perheps optimisticaily, that this may give
us a chance to move on to other matters.

Alastair Campbell and Jack Straw have both now withdrawn their generc! claims that the BBC wes
sy-vemically brased during the war This is a major step forward, and a victory for the Governcrs, since
this wouid not have happened without our ‘ntervention. It also suggests there may be a wiliingness to
de-escalate the overall row with the BBC But the government i1s 511!l ademant that the Gilligan repert,
In1ts specific allegation, was plaim wrong, and have - very sensibiy from *heir point of view - noted that
the Governors did not substantiate the accuracy of this report, Richard Sambrock has said n public
that the government and 3BC News may have *o "agree to drsagree” on this Since there i3 noTning
tmuch more to be said on this until the intelligence committee reports in September, the row may begin

‘o move off the front pages E% C\ 4 \O | 0 6_
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Thank you once again for the sohdity displeyed yesterday
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