f!

SW so it wasn’t as if there were lots of people saying don’t put it mmdon’tputitin 1t's just1t was in
there and was se:zed upon . rather than number ten specifically gomg against. .?

DK . there were [ots of people saymng that — I mean 1t was an interesting week before the dossier was
put out because there were so many things in there that people were saying well. we re not so sure
about that, or 1n fact they were happy wath it being 1n but not expressed the way that 1t was, because you
know the word-smuthing 1s actually quite important, and the inelligence community are a pretty

cautious lot on the whole but once you get people puthng 1t/presenting it for public consumption then of
course they use different words. I don't thank they’re bemng walfully dishonest T think they just think that
that’s the way the public will appreciate 1t best I’'m sure you bave the same problem as a journalist
don’t you, sometunes you’ve got to put things into words that the public will understand.

SW: simple

DK. m your heart of hearts you must reahise sometimes that’s not acteally the right thing to say.. but
1t’s the only way you can put 1t over if you've got to get it over 1 two minutes or three mnutes

SW did you actually write that section which refers to the 45 munutes Or was it somebody else?

DK err Ididn’t write THAT section, no. I mean 1 reviewed the whole thing, I was involved with the
whole process. . In the end 1t was just a flurry of activity and it was very difficult to get comments 1n
because people at the top of the ladder didn’t want fo hear some of the things

SW 50 you expressed vour unease about it? Put 1t that way
DK ermr well . yes yep yes

SW- so how do you feel now number ten 1s funously denyimng 1t and Alastair Cammpbell specifically
saving it's all nonsense it was all i the wtelhgence matenal?

DK well I think 11’s matter of perception 1sn’t 1. I thik people will percerve thungs and they’ll be, how
shall T put 1t, they’ll see 1t from their own standpomt and they may not even appreciate quite what they
were domg

SW do you think there ought to be a secunty and intelligence commuttee inquiry?

DK yes but not now. I think that has to be done in about s1x months time when we actually have come
to the end of the evaluation of Irag and the mformation that 1s going to come out of 1t . I still think 1t’s
far too early to be talking about the intelhgence that1s there . a lot of mtelhpence that would appear to
be good quality intelligence , some of which 1s not and 1t take a long long time to get the information
that’s required from Iraq. The process has only just started. I think one of the problems with the dossier
— and again I think you and I have talked about 1t m the past is that it was presented in a very black and
white way without any sort of quantitative aspects of it. The only quanttative aspects were the figures
derved essentially from UNSCOM figures, which in turn are Irag’s figures presented to UNSCOM —
you know the xoux litres anthrax, the 4 tonnes VX — all of that actually is Iraq figures — but there was
nothing else mn there that was quantitative or even remotely quahtative — I mean 1t was just a black and
whute thing — they have weapons or they don’t have weapons. That in turn has been mterpreted as bemng
a vast arsenal and I'm not sure any of us ever said that .. people have said to me that that was what was
unphed, Agam we discussed it ..and I discussed 1t with many people, that my own perception is that
yes they have weapons but actually not xzxxx {(3xx not problem ) at this pomt in tme, The PROBLEM
was that one could anticipate that without any form of inspection, and that forms a real deterrence, other
than the sanctions side of things, then that that would develop I think that was the real concemn that
¢veryone had, it was not so much what they have now but what they would have m the future But that
unfortunately wasn't expressed strongly 1n the dossier because that takes away the case for war (1
cough} to a certain extent

SW a clear and present, immumnent threat?
DK yes
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