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John Humphrys: The accusation from Downing Street couldn't be
clearer. The BBC is lying and wen't apoiogise. in particular, Alastair
Campbell - Tony Blair's Director of Communications - says that this
programme's defence correspondent Andrew Gilligan has accused
him of sexing up last September's government dossier on lrag, and
transforming it, giving prominencs in a late drafi to a piece of
intelligence that was from a single source. A prominence that the
intelligence agencies were said to be unhappy with, That, he told
the Commcens foreign affairs select commities, was a lie.

Well to respond to Mr Campbell we're joinad in the studio by the
director of BBC News, Richard Sambrook.

Let me ask you, Richard Sambrcok, a straightforward question.
What is your response to the accusation that this is something that
goes beyond the normal badinage that happsns between pclitical
parties and governments and the BBC, this is a case of a lie which
has been propagated and which you will not withdraw - how do vou

respond fo that allegation? BB(_‘S [OG 86 363
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Richard Sambrook: Well, Jim, | think Alastair Campbelt yesterday
seriously misrepresented the BBC's journalism. He said we had
accused him and the Prime Minister of iying - tnat's not true, we
haven't, e said we accused the Prime Minister of misleading the
Commons - we've never said any such thing He said we wer

trying to suggest the Prime Minister had led the country intc war on
a false basis - we've never suggested that. He sald the 3BC had an
anti-war agenda - that's untrue, we have no agenda. And finally he
said we've not apologised Well that 's true, because we have

nothing to apologise for.

John Humphrys: We'll come to the agenda point in just a second,
but their argument is that on the key question of the 45 minutes
within which it was said that biological and chemical weapons couid
be activated, the way that that got into the dossier has besn
described by Andrew Gilligan. And that that dascription is

according to Mr Campbell, according to the Prime Minister,
accoraing to the Foreign Secretary and so on, wrong. Mr Campbell
therefore concludes that vou are accusing - we, in the BBC, are
accusing - the Prime Minister of lying.

Richard Sambrook: We've been absolutely clear about what we've
done. We've always said that we had one senior and credible
source in the intelligence services who had told us that some of
those involved in compiling the September dossier were unhappy
at how i was finally presented. And that that was in the context of
broader briefings from a numbesr of peopis in the defence and
intelligencs communities about general disquiet about the way
some of this information was presented. That's what we have said,
and we have then had an open debaie including many
representatives of the government, about whether that was the

case of not.

John Humphrys: Let's hear how Mr Campbell did put his case. First
of all on the guestion of what the B3C's attitude was to all sorts of
events surround Iraq, this is what he said about our coverage:

Alastair Campbell: There are large paris of the media who have an
agenda on the issue of [rag. Now, most of those parts of the media,
their agenda 1s open. It's avowed. [f you bought the Daily Mirror
during the run up to conilict, you knew that papar was against our
position. If you bought the Sun, you knew that paper was
passionately supportive of our position on dealing with Saddam.

My pomt on this is | think what { would identify as the three stages
of this. In the run up to conflict, there was an agenda in large parts
of the BBC, and | think tha BBC is different to the rest of tha media
and should be viswed as difierent to the rest of the media, because
it's a different crganisation in terms of its reputation, In tarms of its

global reach and all the rest of it

And ! think in the run up there was a disproportionate focus upon
the - if you like - the dissent, the opposition to our position. | think
that in the conflict itself the prism that many were creating within

the BBC was ong, it's all going wrong, and | can give you an

example. | think when the B3C ...
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Voice: | think probably many of us would agree with that,

Alastair Campbell: Okay. And now what's hapoening now, the
conflict not having ted fo the Middle East going up in flames, not
having led 1o us getting bogged down for months and months.
These samsa peopie now have to find a diferent rationale. Their
rationale is that the Prime Minister led the couniry into war on a
false basis. Thatis whet this is about.

John Humphrys: That was Mr Camgpbell to the foreign affairs selact
committee yesterday. Now, Richard Sambrook, that is a very
serious attack because it goes right to the heart of the way BBC
News under your leadership reported the war. How do you respond

fo it?

Richard Sambrook. Well, Alastair Campbell's right, the BBC is
different, we dc have a global reach, we do have a responsibility to
present a wide range and diversity of views, and that's what we did.
In terms of his thres stagss, if we go back o before the war
started, the couniry was deeply divided. The government was in

_the position where there were 1 miliion people marchingon the
streets of London against the war, they had a historic revolt in the
Commons, and they were under a lot of pressure. Frankly it seems
to me that in that position they are not really abie to judge wheather
or not we were impartial. What we were doing af the time was
reflecting the wide range of views in the country.

John Humphrys: So the word "disproportionate”, which he used in
describing the way that we dealt with critics on this programme and
others, you're suggesting that there was no disproporiionate
treatment of criticism as being better news than the other side of

the story?

Richard Sambrook: Oh no, | don't befieve there was at all. The way
the BBC conducts its journalism is {o ask questions, raise issues,
and debate them openly with a wide rangs of views. And that's how
we've approached the war, and the way that we approach

everything elss.

John Humphrys: And the argument that as a consaquence of as he
would put it having been proved wrong, the tendency is o point up
failures or difficulties in Iraq now by way of justifying a previous
view?

Richard Sambrook: No, all we have done since then is o raise
questions which hava been brought to our atiantion by people we
know to be senior and credible sources in the intelligence searvice,
and it's an issue of public interest.

John Humphrys; Let's get to the crux of it, which 1s what happened
in the preparation of the Sepiember dossier, and in particular that
piece of information which suggested that biclogical and chemical
weapons could be used, having been activated, in a 45 minute tima
span. Mr Campbell resenis what Andrew Gilligan has said about
this. Hare's how he described it {o the committes,

Alastair Campbell: PrlvaL ly, we have been trying io seek &S
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acknowledgement about this for some weeks, and it's absolutely
hopeless, because when you're dealing with the BB C, I'm afraid
they just will not admit that they can gat things wrong. [ think there's
a world of difference betwsen poltical exchanges and the rest of it
and a story brozdcast on the 88C followed up by every single
national newspaper, foliowed up in newspapers around the world,
that says the Prime Minister, the Foreign Secretary, with the
connivance of me and the intellgence agencies, persuaded
parhament and the country {oc go to war on 2 false basis. | think that
s a pretty unbelievable allegation to maks unless you can sustain
it. And | nave not seen a singie thing that sustains it. 've seen tha
defence correspondent change his story time and time again, talk
about one source, then there were four sources, then his sources
actually were journalists on other newspapers. If that is BBC
journailsm then God nelp us.

John Humphrys® Let's talk about sources. Are you satisfied that the
source I1s credible and reliable?

Richard Sambrook: I'm entirely satisfied that it is a senior, credible,
and refiable source. And frankly, Jim, i don't think the BBC needs
to be taught iessons in the use of sources by a communications
department which plagiarised a 12 year old thesis and distributed it
unattribuied.

John Humphrys: Alastair Campbell says that by alleging that the 45
minute part of the dossier was inserted at a late stage, it was
added at 2 late stags, it was deait with at a late stage in the
preparation of the dossier in a way which disturbed elemeants of the
intelligence services, we in the BBC are all accusing the Prime
Minister of lying, effectivaly, and of leading the country into a war
on a false premise. Now, how do you respond to that?

Richard Sambrook: As | said at the outsat, Jim, we have never
suggested any such thing.

John Humphrys: Well he says one leads to the other. He says if
you say against what we in Downing Street claim to be the truth,
that Andrew Giliigan’s story is absolutely true, then we are accusing
the Prime Minister of going to war on a false premise.

Richard Sambrook: [ don't accept that extrapolation at all. What we
have said quite simply is that a senior and cradible source said
there was disquiet within the intelligence services about one piecs,
that one 45 minute claim. That's what we have on one source.
Beyond that we've had a number of psople - as indeed have many
newspapers and other broadcasting organisations over the last few
weeks, nave been briefed by senior pacple in the defence and
intelligence communities about a level of disquiet about the way
some of this inielligance was presented. That's all we have sald.

John Hamphrys: It's important for listenars to realise this - that in
something like this, you have taken some trouble to talk to the
paople who have been in direct contact with these sources, and

gone through this. And you personally as director of BBC Naws,
are absolutely satisfied that this is a true staiement, a statement 3* 1
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which reflects accuraiely the feelings as we have reported them?

Richard Sambrock’ | have no guestion that there was that leve!l of
disquist within the defence and Intelligence communities, and that
is an issue of publiic interest. Part of the prozlem is that whenever
we have said that, the responsa to it has been 0 suggest we were
alieging something else and to deny something we haven't

suggested

John Humpohrys: Well, Mr Campbell is clearly angry about this, and
this is anoiner final clip from his evidence to the committes.

Alestair Campbell: | find it incredible - and | mean incredible - that
people can repor basad on one single anonymous uncorroborated
source, can report - and lst's get to the heart of what the allegation
is - that the Prime Minister, the Cabinst, the intelligence agencies,
people like myself, connived fo parsuade parliament to send British
forces info action on 2 lie. That's the allegation, and | tell you, until
the BBC acknowledge that is a lie, | will Keep banging on. That

— correspendence file will gat thicker, and they'd befter issue ar

apology pretly quick.

John Humphrys: Well, Richard Sambrook, you'd better issue an
apology pretty quick says Alastair Campbell.

Richard Sambrook: We're not going to apologise for something we
haven't saud, it's as simple as that. Alastair Campbeil can try and
pretend we said all sorts of things we didn't say. We're absolutely
clear about what we said. Andrew Gilligan's report 1s still available
on the website, anybody can go and listen fo it and measure it up
against the kind of things Alastair Campbell was suggesting
yesterday. They don'tline up.

John Humphrys: And you deny that that report amounts to an
accusation that the Prime Minister, the Foreign Secretary, Mr
Campbeill, and the heads of the intelligence services, were lying,
and have led the country to war on a false premise?

Richard Sambrook: Absolutely not, we have never suggested
anytning of that kind.

John Humphrys. Mr Campbeil says that he's not going to make any
further comment until the foreign affarrs salect committee reports.
Obviously we did ask him for an interview at this stage, he said he's
not going fo say anything more abeut it until that report comes In.
Clearly we'll invite him on to put his side of the story and be
guestiocnad on this when that report comes out. But [ take it that
from what you've said, that you believe that if the papers are se=n
by the commitiee, this story can be stood up? You must belisve

that,

Richard Sambrook: | have no doubt about our story and about
source at all, and | hope that the commitize will have as full an
inquiry and access to as much information as possible, and | look
forward to reading their conclusicns.

John Humphrys: You see, he claims that the arguments about how
the 45 minuie bit got into the dossier and had the prominence that
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it had, really don't add up in the sense that the accusation that if
thers was any disquiet it had to be cvercome by Downing Street
stepping in, 1s simply wrong. Now it may well be that the papers,
aven If the committee see every single bit of paper, that that can't
be proved one way or the other.

Richard Sambrook: It may well be. But that's fine, We have
reportad the denial about this claim, and we've had a number of
government ministers on here to discuss it. We've been completaly
open about that,

Mr Campbeli also said yesterday that he's not sugge sting that
Andrew Gilligan wasn't told something by somebody, but that
whatever the source told him was unirue. And that's fine - wa've
reported that and we've reported the debate about it. This isn't tha
BBC's own ailegation, we're reporting what a senior intelligence
source has told us.

John Humphrys' One last word. This is quite a serious row, isn't it?
Ricﬂard Sambrook: ltis, yes.
John Humphrys: Wheare will it lead?

Richard Sambrook: | don't know. But the BBC is not going to
apologise for something we haven't said. Alastair Campbell's job is
to fry to put the government's casa in the best light, and that's
absolutely legitimate, that's what he's paid 1o do and he does it
extremnely well. The BBC's job is to raise issues of public interast
and discuss them, and that's what we've done and we'll continue to
do it.

John Humphrys: Richard Sambrook, director of BBC News, thanks
very much.

END
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