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There is a clear edilorial procedure involving referral up to senior
man&gers which was followed in this case.

We elso note thal Adam Ingram fold us on May 28" that your “45
minute” cleim is besed on a single uncorroborated intelligence

SCUICe,

O Is thal scurce on the JIC end do you egree that any source riot
cn the JIC did not heve the full picture?

| do not intend to sey enything more ebout our source. You well
know that it is @ metier of principle for us rot to reveal our sources. |
will do nothing 1o help you in this regard.

T Was the source, s Cilligan has szid, “a senior official involved
in drewing up the dossier,” or is he, as you ssid loday, a
source “in the inlelligerice services?” I'm sure you at least
understand the sigrificance of the difference to which | am

slluding.
| refer you 10 my previous snswer.

O s it now normal EBC prectice not 1o seek lo corroborate single
source slories?

Of course we would prefer corroborzstion. The fact remains that we
mede a judgement ebout whether in the paricular circumstances it
wz€ zppropriete 10 place the zllegations made by our source inlo the
public domzin. 1have elieady outlined the context which justified

this decision.

T Finglly do you believe that Gilligan’s statement 1o the FAC that
ell he had ever elleged was that we gave “undue prominence”
lo the 45 minute point, or do you share my views thst it is
uviterly inconsistent with what he end others or the BBC have
seid and what Gilligen has said, wriling &s & BBC journslist in
the Mail on Sunday, The Sunday Telegraph and The
Spectalor?
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