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DR DAVID KELLY AND ANDEW GILLIGAN

1 . I saw Dr Kelly again yesterday afternoon in company with Martin Howard andBryan Wells .

2 As I told you last night, there was no change in the essentials of his story and
in particular he stoutly maintains that, as in his original letter, he did not make
accusations about the dossier and, in particular, did not suggest that any material
had been added by Downing Street . Some of his other replies suggested that hehad become rather more concerned that some of his background comments mighthave been regarded by Gilligan as providing collateral for his thesis and may well
have been incorporated with information from other sources . As Kelly himself put it,"I am beginning to realise that I might have been led on'"

3 . I made d clear to Dr Kelly that, given the FAC outcome and particularly the
recommendation to try to follow up Gilligan's contacts, it was likely that the MOD
would have to reveal that someone had come forward to admit talking to Gilligan . Isaid that I did not think that it would be necessary to reveal his name or to go intodetail beyond indicating that the account given to us did not match Gilligan's PAC
account, at least initially . It was, however, quite likely that his name would come out,not least because speculation about the nature of the source (eg the Times of 5 July2003) might lead m his direction . It was also possible that, depending on furtherdevelopments, the FAC might seek to call him as a witness. It was therefore very
important that he should tell us if there was anything that he had omitted or wasunsure about. Dr Kelly confirmed that there was nothing that he wanted to changeor add . He also agreed that the attached draft press statement accurately reflectedhis position and that he would stand by it if questioned . I gave him a copy and saidthat we would try to give him advance warning of any announcement butcircumstances might make this impossible . (I re-confirmed this understanding on the
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telephone this morning, when agreeing that he could complete his training at RAF
Honington today) .

4. I also attach a slightly updated version of my comparative analysis which
reflects clarifications to some of the detail as a result of the second interview with
Kelly. I have also tidied up serials 2 and 3, where my original comment was slightly
misleading . Kelly first remembers speaking to Gilligan at the IISS seminar in
September 2002 in a coffee break but his two arranged meetings with Gilligan were
both this year, in February and May, before and after Gilligan's trip to Iraq On
reflection, the discrepancy with Gdligan's evidence to the FAC that he had not seen
his contact face to face for 'about a year' is even greater If the contact is Kelly this
would mean that Gilligan was overlooking the meeting this February, as well as
referring to a meeting which appears to have taken place in May 2002 before Kelly
had met him
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