[distracted].

GDa: Don’t thik we should be talking about accuracy of this story but is it not ¢lear that
changes were made to the dossier Do we know that is not true”

MDD Not sure it is absolutely true. What Alastair Campbell says in response t0 Labour
members, he saw raw JIC assessments before they were inserted 1nto drafts Cloesest
we get 15 Guardian.

GDy: We do know that wording of JIC assessment was changed.

CT- Peter Ricketts from FCO, evidence. Tirst draft included 45 minutes on 11 September
it was two weeks. 5

SH:  But key point 15 we do not know when the wording around the 43 minutes claim was
changed.

GDa. We note that PNJ does not think mtelligence denials were given enough prominence.

PNJ:  Agree Ido crincise the balance of our reporting

RSa:  We could do a trawl of JIC dernals and analyse them

MD: We will go back through everything mcluding Radio Five

PNI:  We could say we are looking at balance of our reporung.

RR/RD. Not sure [ agree.

GDyv: You [PNJlneed to be careful because of your own background

(Da: There 1s not a majority view that we should express doubt about the coverage of
denial. There 1s & view that we nuight have put1t 1o Number 10 The former would be
interpreted as a climb dowWL.

RD  Just takes Number 10. .. .

PN Qualtty of our reporung.

DG We have agreed to Jook at JIC coverage carefully Do not think we should be saving
anything of that nature.

MJI.  Are you comfortable that our reporting cetained level of reporting the allegation”

RSz, Think Andrew Gilhan is very clear ghout it bemng a single source Bul some cf the
vhrases used by John Humphrys were not what we would have wanted

RR; Thisisan area {hat we need to examine 1n the future
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