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- * Muthern, Kevin
Sant 15 April 2004 17:39
To: Gowdy, Chve

Ce: Shannon, Colm
Subject: UTV Letlter

Secretary

' have read the letter that you received from UTV and would like to take issue with certain comments made within i,
esg}%giai!y certain aag}-@mtg made directly towards myself.

} v ‘ : Y e § oo o 3 3 2. . b _,;i
The paragraph (page 2) referring to my involvement In this matter is in the firstinstance misleading and in certain aspecis
untruthful,

i ening sentence they say you have criticised them for not briefing me ag};;;mprjateéyf _ hizzgii?idhi%u; %lgﬁ’:t‘?zevm
Ianstf?r Zz | sag geé}fw 4o not criticise them, rather you relay to them t%etmuts:‘:;??‘;ﬁi Z}; é;;:dvzm oy the o i rot

n the = f my so called concern for S/L Trust, Trevor said to me at e BUArE ML 20 = e at answer
fgﬁiyégﬂetfiiig‘:iﬁ:; Svfe?;ﬂd | said to him that | could see how this may come across nut that the CMO could not ansy

for the Trust or the Board.

i etter says that | did not explain the role of the CMO, | categorically deny this and as ._I ha;;i ls:;;.lé ;ﬁaiifiﬁzgiziﬁi;?
o beefare fyﬁ}ifﬁaiﬁéd to Trevor the role of the CMO and he::aw‘ she had 0“5@@’} tgaiiﬁw '??ugi H'ha{j kept Lucy's death to
‘f@? rin %i‘iai théy were all in place and being strictly %dhﬁe-i‘%‘{i (0, AS f{}t admitting { at {38 S gwam of Lucy's death
tehnjrisjvegn | had made Trevor aware in an earlier discussion that thri. ?Maashige{;ig ti?@ guggeat@d O Bomnors
;Jelggraiﬁéh;iiﬁg? ;jingia used tga wwist the conversation that | had with Trevor and is downright misleading

e . arli ments that | made Trevor aware of the messages tha:t the CMO wm‘%ad ie
Again, _i caéegs rma;ly@itigd ng:fgf;?ggzgam they try to distort my conversation with wa-a{ qg ?hmw t::jéufét
Qat, across an ‘amdn! dic gsk Trevor how the programme would come across f@--a‘ the ng% am:éhe saj A i‘{g wers not
o pf.?{?egi well és"sd that the Trust was not putting anyone up for interview. He again re;temi@d . j nategnaw as
o wi ; (i)l*»?’ifi} éaaauntabiﬁ and that the criticisms were not being aimed at W; CMO, What Tfevzr :re--ez:!; to r%hg Mr
e t}‘]%M"il had -ana me earfier that day about what line the programme mignht use and that - na 3ag - speak to the
th?ﬁ% Hugh - 1 ; }- iéa ?f l h-ad any further information about the programme, | Ej,'d say o ?{%mr matf e @? aﬁiﬁatiéﬁ o
Mills bS'Qk m? nh@x de?initei were not putling anyone up for interview as in my view it was important ggan "igstate i %‘;hs
Trust lo see if they o¢ acmsys Again, | believe that this is being used o muddy the water aadm}whemd {}e? l;e heaping all
lge?tt;}*sﬁigéiiirﬁtﬁfemg ite ﬁ:ﬂmhatﬂthﬁy would not be holding the CMO accountable oF that they would not P

the hlame at her goor.

| r : S ive 10
4 my view the contemporaneous notes UTV made of the conversation between Trevor Birney and myself are select

_ay the least.

it : fthe lells » last paragraph, It states that itwas entire _
o cena with cartain ether aspects ef the letter netably page ene lasl | ph. [t states that it was enirey
L:fr:;ﬁrikaiﬁisiﬁ?cﬁ:g ?ﬁ: iCM @ ane :ee i+ maasuras had been put in place, | weuld ke te ask where in the pregram

did they give the CM@ pgertunity e €isCuss this. @n page twe paragraph four it states that the CM@ and Ine Corane
ﬁis&gméé apeul the cause ef degth, this is net true,

| pelieve that the letter frem Mr Bremner requires a respense and if | can assist any further am happy te €
| am en leave temerrew, Celm will be in ang | am Back sn Menday.
Happy (e €iSCUSS

Keavin
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