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Fw On inre sa2pt 24 point *

Subject:

Fyi | azked kevin tolook back soesafically &t what Ag saic wnen the Sept dossier was published tris s hue reply s
----- Onginal Message--—-—-

From: £zvin Marsh

Sant 08 Jurz 2003 15:55

To: Stepnen Michzll

Subject: On the sent 24 poins

I've just iistened back to Gifigan on 24 Sepiamber - and re-read Camptbell's pont | am more convincad 1an | was
before ‘hat he ts on the run Or gone bonkars Or both.
Vhen Carmpbell says that Gilligan said thers was "little that was naw” in the dossier, he is hali-right. that was Giligan's
(ang everyone sise's) judgement on the documsant as a whole Howevar, AG picked out 2 numoer of tnings that wers
ew - thaugh as he saic saveral imes, his judgemenis were basec on & 30 minute reacing o’ the dossier- !

%G began his 2-way immediately after pablicatior 2y saying
The tabiod headlines If you like ... are the fact that some WMD may be ready within 45 minutes although that

seems 0 be coniradicled izter in the document when it says that they haven't actually weaponised some of them "
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f ater hs also says:
"And the argument that he 1s ready to use them is new - but it's not really backed up by any evidence .. the Prime
Minister says.. in his forward that we cannot be specific about the sources "
In short, it wes one of the key points - Giligan's top pont, as It happens - picked out -
He does not say - as Campbell claims - that he knaw about the "45 minute” CB readiness. Campbell is clearly

confusad hecause AG also said:
"And the ofher tabicid headline i you iike is that Saddam has some mussiles which might be capabie of reaching

Briish bases on Cyprus . but agan, we actually knew thal.”
Reading the transcript, one might be fempied to think he was referning to something else that we "already knew".

listening, howaver, it's clear that is nof the case,

Of course, wnatever Gilligan said at the time is irelevant; he assumed he was deatng with an honest - if saif-
- contratictory - cocument. He did not know then of the apparant process by which it came to take if’s final Sept 24
form... nor that the key clzim (which, to resterate, he picked out at the tme as tne top headline) was in any way

:ontentious. Which is, of course, what he says interms in the Mait on S on 1 Juns.

For whatit's worth, | don't think Campbell has anywhere {o go on thus - he isn't going to shift our story: not by endiess
transcripts, not by regugitating producer guidelines.

Shouldn we be taking the view from now on that only if he makes a genuinzly new point do we reply to hum 7
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