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My attention has been orawn to your letter of 29 June to Ben Bradshaw and I

would like to correct a number of specific points relating to the MOD

During his inter-view on the Today Programme with Ben Bradshaw on 28 JunE

John Humphrys said that Andrew GIlIloan 'checked with the Ministry of

Defence' before broadcasting his story . This is simply not true, as the record

below makes clear

Shortly after that interview was broadcast, at 8.5cam, Andrew GINrgan called

the MOD duty press officer Two press officers were present as this was dunna

the hanaover period Mr Gdhaan said he was calling to 'note that he hat:

spoken to the Chief Press Officer before the programme was broadcast and

that was what he had sa~d ' He then rang off without offering any explanatfon

I deduce ~rom this call that the basis for John Humphrys' claim that the story

was 'checked with the MOD' is the conversation Mr Gillican had with the Chief

Press Officer at approximately 6 3Gpm on 28 May

Richard Sambrook Esc
Director, BBC New:
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f,s we 'rave alreaCy mace CIEar t)le CorNerEbiron on 28 Mav was c,ctually

about a piece on the use of clusier oombs in Irsa and a pOssl*le interview bid

tor Adam Ingrarn. Mr Gilligan did not discuss any cther story He was asked

whether he was working on anything else for the programme He then

mentionee that he was working on somethinc else about WMD. H e did not

d,scuss any detail of this story, he dio not put any euestions about it to the

MOD and most rmporfantly, he said that this was not a story for the MOD. 8y

his own admission he did not reaard MOD as the relevant Governrnent

oeparnment . I cannot see how this can be described as'checking the story'

A,nnouoh Mr GiIlican has already told us that he believes this was the relevant

ccnversation, your letter to 6en 6radshaw also lists other conversations

between the MOD and the Tooay Programme on 28 May and suggests that

tnese conversations were about WMD The times and details of all out-of-

hours calls to the MOD Fress Office are logged This record shows that your

account is inaccurate

8 OOpm - call from Ian Watson confirming that the Today Programme

definitely wanted Adam Ingram on the progra rnme

10 30pm - call from Chris Howard asking if Adam Ingrar-n would do

two minutes on WMD at the end of the interview on cluster

bombs The two runnine issues about WMD at the time

were comments made by Donald Rumsfeld earlier and the

second WMD briefing paper He did not mention dossiers

and he said he did not know the detail of the piece

Finally, you suggest that Acam Inaram must have known about tf-ie piece in

advance because he was able to answer questions on the proqra mme You

will recall that Pv1r Gdlican's i~rst item on the story ran at 6 Oyam This broadcast

was the first time anyone in MOD was aware of the 45 minutes/dossier story .
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This information SrC`.4's tr~at elt~ier vou are ceIIDerately r71JSIeaoInC us or tho

vou yourself are beinc misled I wculd be orateful tor a respense once you

nave checked this iniormation provided above with the relevant stafi
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