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comment that the Guidelinss on anonymity did not appear to apply in this case. He
saxd 1t was very difficult to have a gmdeline that applied to off-the-record sources as
the key judgemen® 1n deciding whether to use them was consiceraion of the context
o the 1nformation they were providing. Greg Dyke added that in this cass, 1t was
a'ready public that the Government had wrongly presented evidence as official
:atelligence when 1t was in fact matenal retrieved from the intemet (known as the
“dodgy dosster”).

Governoss rasponded that this lime of defence was not convincing. The contextin this
case created an oblization on the BBC to report, but was not the justification forit.
The key argument was the judgemen: of senior editonal staff that the source wés
credible and on that basis the Board was content that management hed acted
appropriately.

Mark Damazer said thet 1n judging the credibil:ty of a source, the foliowing factors
were considered -

e their relanonsiup to the journalist, :e how well known they wers

e whether information provided previously had deen proven to be correc:

e tae plausibiiity of the information they were providing.

In this case, the source met all these cnitena and therefore the context of the “dodzy
dossier” only added weight to the decision to use the mformation.

Concluding this part of the discussion, Gavyn Davies saxd the Board was content that
the BBC had acted aaoropnately in meporting the information provided by 2 single
source

b Contacts with the Government

Stephen Whettle sard achieving clanty on the contacts between the Today team and
Government departiments on this occasion was difficult because a full rote had not
been kept. He ran through the sequence oI contacts established from his mouiries. In
additron to the mformation already provided by Richard Sambrook about requests for
an interview with Adam Ingram, he reported that Andrew Gill:gan spoke to a MOD
press officer (mobile-to-mobile) at around 6.30pm to mform them that the interviaw
would bz extended to include WMD. The MOD's account of this contact was
different, claimung that Andrew Gali:gan menucnad only the cluster bomb story and
only upon being asked said there was ancther 15sue but this was not a matier for the
MOD. Andiew Gillzgan agrees he said somethuing to sndicate that the WMD issue was
not prncipeily a MOD story, but claims that he oniy spoke about WMD during the
conversation and not cluster bombs It was possible that he mught have szid
something like “we’ve asked for an interview on cluster bombs, but we also want to
<2’k about WMD?”

Stephen Whittle saxd 1t was anizkely that Andrew Guiligan would have discussed the
cluster bomb story beyond a passing reference 2s it was not something he was
working on and therefore something he knew nothung about it
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