


SW yes. . so did you pick up anythmg mNY last week as to whether you'll be going back :n or the
chances ofUNMOVICgomg back m?

DK yes .remember I don't wear a blue hat anymore I mean I go out to advise them, but I don't wear
ablue hat

SW you were hopmg you might get involved in some of the interviewing process

DK~ yes hopeful but it hasn't happened yet and the reason for that is of course these guys aren't
talking and there's actually not a lot of point m me discussmg thmgs ifthey are actually saying no Once
they start opening up, that's the tune (to go back)

SW : what's likely to make them start opening up though - do we need to get to the stage of talking
about war trials 9 Or is that only gomg to make things worse

DK: well I think there has to be a whole selection of tools so to speak, depending on who the mdivtdual
is . there will be some individuals where I suspect there's no option but for them to face up to the fact
that they are going to be hied . . .one hopes it's going to be an Iraqi court eventually, but it may be
another court and there will be others who will naturally hope that that's not going to happen to them
and they get reassurances that won't happen . .some form ofcustody Who can actually provide that
custody . I don't know-can't be just the US or the UK So I really don't know, and then of course
there are all sorts ofother incentives . .I mean financial incentives I gather US has said the arrangement
that they have that they will give financial support to people who come forward which is fine, but ifno
security for those guys . .(because there's no govt) . there are forces that are against the US who are
Saddam loyalists -they maybe, maybe not . .and they face retribution afterwards . it's actually quite a
complex situation . -sorry I'm really talking about those who haven't surrendered or they're just talking
and want to surrender .

SW: ok just back momentarily on the 45 minute issue- .I'm feeling like I ought to just explore that a
little bit more with you . the um. err So would it be accurate then, as you did in that earlier
conversation, to say that it was Alastatr Campbell hunselfwho. . 9

DK No I can't All I can say is the Number Ten press office I've never met Alastatr Campbell so I
cant . .(SW tnterrupts . they seized on that 9) But . I tlunk Alastatr Campbell is synonymous with that
press office because he's responsible for it-

SW yeah .hmmm. right ok, and now that we know that the LAEA inspectors are gotng back m do you
feel any more optimistic that the replacement for Blix will lead a team back in?

DK: well the IAEA mspectors are going to do one thmg .not gomg back in to do
SW aproperjob?

DK~ yep-they're can't do the job that they did before - they'll go in - they'll check on the distribution
of looted radioactive materials - evaluate the hazards associated with that . And make recommendations
about how that can be dealt with - they may have a role m supervising that but I don't thmk much
beyond that

SW right, so you don't feel optimistic then?

DK well I think that eventually the UN is gomg to have a role to play in this, but I think the difficulty is
how does the UN engage with the coalition forces - there has to be a process -they can't both do the
same job I think it's gomg to be very difficult for them to work m harmony together, because of the
anymostty between the UN and the US, both as tnstiturions, and between people who are tnvolved.
Tbere's tremendous.. rrt UNSCOM possibly UNMOVIC - there's tremendous and-US feeling
That they were pulled out and they were doing their job and that if they had continued to do their job
they would have solved the problem That may not be the case but they actually think that And so they
are very resentful of the US . nxxx I thutk you know



. we've seen on the mobile labs the POLITICS of that is so STRONG (hat it deflects all practical
objectivity .

SW. Has your assessment of whether that, of how important that is changed - I think was 90 and went
down to 45% ?

DK~ In terms of its likelihood ofbeing a fermentor? -it's still down in 40s

SW Really? It's still that low9

DK: oh yes
SW Is that still because you don't have the right information

DK~ Well I have more than I did before, but I still don't have the right information so until this team
reports back and I'm unsighted as to whether they've actually finished thetrjob because I've been m
NY . . as youknow there's team m at the moment - until they come back and actually give their data I
think it's actually quite difficult to make that determination . but whatever it is it's certainly a very
unusual fermentor.

SW: so where-do you stand on the Rumsfeld point about the possibility of the weapons having been
destroyed before the war started?

DK Well it is a possibility . I find it difficult to comment I mean it is a possibility that that's the
case . umrmn. .It maybe that they had such a small arsenal that they determined that it wouldn't be
miIitanly effective and therefore it would provtde the embarrassment that's required to embarrass the
coalition - I'm not sure, I mean it's such a trivial thing, that I can't see that being the case, but it's very
difficult to rationalise whythey would be destroyed when they worked so hard for years to conceal xxx
capable

SW: Although I suppose there's some evidence that Saddam was a fairly strategic thinker so ifhe
decided that this was IT That he'd rather history record that he had nothing . . .

DK : yes yes

SW: that's the only way you can make any sense out ofit .

DK. I think a lot is going to come out . it's one thing to be talking about hardware - which is what
people are concerned about. But I thuilc it's actually going to either come out ofindividuals, if they
choose to talk, or it will come out ofdocumentation. .xxx might lead to incriminating evidence - there
wall be something somewhere mSaddam's documents that indicate ( interrupt) . . .destroyed

SW Sorry that indicate it WAS destroyed?

DK. No unless those documents have been destroyed (SW: oh themselves) I'm not sure at the highest
level what they did in terms ofkeeping multiple copies of thmgs . .but certainly lower down the chain
Iraq was so bureaucratic you could virtually guarantee there would be 6 copes ofsomething But at the
highest level I just have no idea .

SW: good ok . .well on . So are you around next week or are you oft?

DK am I around next week? I'm going back to the states . . I'm around but I expect to be more away
than I ammthe country, put it that way, but my days seem to change/ my plans seem to change daily

SW ok, well ifwe suddenly have a surprise in the BIix document I'll perhaps rmg you, but you're not
anticipating that9

DK: I'm not, but you think differently to me so you might find there's a surprise there, I don't know
. (laughs) I'm certainly around Mon, Tues, Weds that's for sure . .



SV,J' right ok

DK I'm m London Mon/Tues - probably my mobile wall be on

SW ok I'll pester you if I need to but I'll avoid doing that if I don't

DK Call me m the evenings that's no problem ifyou have to do that . m the day- because I tend to be
in the MoD or the Foreign Office that's not convenient

SW. no, ok, good ok well many thanks again and I'll talk to you soon

DK. Areyou doing anything forNN?

SW. at the moment I've been mainly concentrating on GM crops. . butNN has been doing pieces that
last 2 or 3 mghts on the Rurnsfeld situation and I've been feeding things in or painting people m. . the
CIA report on the mobile labs came out yesterday and I made sure that was fed into the process .

DK That was a funny report to me it looked like it had just been pushed out at a whim. overnight

SW well yes that would be interesting to coincide with what Rumsfeld said

DK Well ifyou look at it it's not well edited . . .the same thing is said in different paragraphs - there's
been some cutting and pasting going on and things have got left around the place.

SW: It was odd because was put on the site - wasn't announced was put on the site CL4 site for 7 hours
which is kind of weird if you want to draw peoples attention to it . .I don't know It was all very
odd but it might be that come Tues when the commons is back, and Blatr is going to be under
pressure to make a statement or hold a debate or somethmg on this whole question I may be put back
onto it again . .so we'll see

DK yep, ok
SW: it kind of vanes between me and the general reporters (DK laughs) dependmg on what I'mup to
SW Ok well thanks again - thanks for calling back David and I'll keep m touch ok cheers .

DK OK, thanks bye

ringing tone


