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My attention has been arawn {0 your letter of 28 June tc Ben Bradshaw angd |

would like 1o correct a number of specific points relating to the MCD

During his interview on the Today Programme with Ben Bradshaw on 28 June
John Humphrys said that Andrew Gilligan 'checked with the Ministry of
Defence’ before broadcasting his story. This 1s simply not true, as the record

below makes clear

. Shorily after that interview was brecadcest, at 8.50am, Andrew Giltigan callec
the MOD duty press officer Two press officers were present as this was during
the hanaover penod Mr Gilligan said he was calling to 'note that he had
spoken to the Chief Press Officer before the programme was broadcast and

that was what he had said ' He then rang off without offering any explanation

| deduce jrom this call that the bas:s for John Humphrys' claim that the story
was 'checked with the MOD' 1s the conversation Mr Giligan had with the Chief
Fress Officer at approximately € 30pm on 28 May
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ks We rave aireacy mace ciear the converseuon on 28 Mav was =ctually
about & piece on the use of clusier bornbs In irac and 2 possible Mterview bic
for Adam ingram. Mr Gilligan aid not discuss any cther story He wwas asked
whether he was working on anything else for the programme He then
menticrea that he was working on something eise about WMD. H e did not
giscuss any detall of this story, he did not put any cuestions about i 1o the
MOD and most vmponantly, he sa:i0 that this was not a story for the MOD. By
his own admission he digd not regard MOD as the relevant Governrent

cepanment. | cannot see how 1his can be described as ‘checking the story”

Aitnough Mr Gslhgan has alieady told us that he believes this was the relevant
cenversahion, your letter ta ben bradshaw aisc lists other convers ations
petween the MOD and the Tooay Fregramme on 28 May and sug gests that
tnese conversaticns were about WMD  The times and details of atf out-oi-

hours calls to the MOD Fress Office are logged  Thus record showws that your

account 1s Inaccurate

8 00pm - call fram ian Watson confirming that the Today Programme

dgefinttely wanled Adam Ingram on the prograrmnme

10 30pm - califrom Chris Howard asking if Adam ingrary would do
two munutes on WMD at the end of the inlerview on cluster
pombs  The two running issues gbout WMD  at the time
were comments made by Donald Rumsfeld e arher and the
second WMD breling paper He did not mertion dossiers

and he sz1d he did not know the detall of the piece

Finally, you suggest that Acam Ingram must have known zbout the plece n
advance because he was gble (o answer questons on the progra mme  You
will recall that Mr Gilligan's 1irst tem on the story ran at 6 0vam  This breadcast

wes the first time anyone in MOD was sware of the 45 minutes/idcossier story.
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This information srows tnat either vou zre celiperately misieaaing us or tha

vou yourcell are being misled [ wculd be grateful for a respcnse once vou

neve checked thig informeation provided above with the relevant stafi
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