ADDENDUM TO EVIDENCE, 13/1/10

Having read the transcript of my evidence session, | would like to clarify the
following point:

My answer at page 9 line 20 of the afternoon session. Reading the
transcript, it would appear that | am saying it would not matter if it
transpired that JIC members had made clear at the time of the
assessments, and in the preparation of his presentation of the
September dossier to Parliament, that the Prime Minister was not
entitled to make a judgement that the claims being made on WMD, in
the relevant sentence from the foreword Sir Roderic Lyne read to me,
were ‘beyond doubt.” That is clearly not correct. Indeed | say elsewhere
in my evidence that if Sir John Scarlett had said to the Prime Minister
that he could not make the claims he did about WMD, the Prime
Minister would have accepted that without question. | thought | was
being asked whether, if it was not stated in the JIC assessments that
the case as put by the Prime Minister was ‘beyond doubt’, would that
mean he had misled Parliament? The reason | said ‘No, it wouldn’t’ is
because, as | stated elsewhere in evidence, the PM would be entitled
to make the judgement he did based on the assessments he saw and
had had explained to him, and those words did not have to be in the
assessments for him to make that statement. Reading the bald words
on the page gives the wrong impression of what | was saying in
response to what | thought | was being asked in a question which
contained a number of points in parantheses, and | would be grateful of
the opportunity to make that clear to the committee.

Alastair Campbell, 13 January 2010



