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possible to mnclude something 1n the statement that would set the record straight
and provide an olive branch 1 this respect.

« Whether an 1nvestigation :nto any other matters of concern should be instigated.
For exampie, the rules under which BBC journalists were allowed to publish
newspapear articles; the nature of the Producers’ Guidelines on the us2 of single~
source and anonymous-source material; and the framning of BEC journalists,
especialiy in matters relating to regulation, accurecy and rmpartiality.

Gavyn Davies confirmed that the Board’s public statzment would not necessanly
comment on all 1ssues ciscussed at the meeung During discussicn, the followmng
points were mads:

a Coverage of the War in Trag

¢ Most Governors did not support reopemung their assessment the BBC's coverage of
war m [rag. remaming convinced that 1t was tnpartial

¢ There was a suggestion that Govemors should not offer mmmediate support to the
rmanagement, however. Although there was no rezson to doubt the BBC's
coverage of the war. the Board could request the Director-General to underizke a
review wiih external experts, This would demonstrate that the BBC was not
arrogant and avoid accusauons of a whitewash by the Governers, providing an
opportunity to raise guestrons with management 1n hght of the review’s
conclusions. Indeed, the report by Cardiff Unuversity into broadcast coverage of
tha war only served to reassure the BBC that an external review was not something
1o wOrITY about.

Gavyn Davies noted the intention of such a reviaw was to verify Govemors’
judgement, rather than reopen the debate  But the majority of the Board did not
support this proposal However, 1n line with the new arrangements for monitoring
imparuality. the Board could, for example, request thar coverage of the war 1n Irag be
the next subject for external review by experts when the next quarterly report on
impartality cams forwerd to the Beard m October. However, this shouid not be
referred to publicly at this tme.

b Producers’ Guidelines

e It was clea- that the Board was being asked to consider whether 1t was right to
broadcast the allegation as an allegation and not decide whether that allegation was
true

s Governors’ mnital view was that the Producers’ Guidelines on single sources wers
clear and there was sufficient evidance that due consideration hac been apphiad
before the report was broadcast.

+ Some Governors were less sure about whether the BBC had acted :n line with the
Guidelines in relation to consulung Number 10 prior to and following broadcast of
the story Indeed, thers was a view that the BBC had bezn nalve to breadcast this
allegation without expecting a powerful reaction and thersfore sheald have been
mere careful in his consultations with Government

e On the Guidelines more generally, the Board maght consider commenung pubhely
that these were being reexarmmured n hight of this episode, not least becauss the
Intelligence Services now operated in & more open fashuion  Also, there nad been
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