


in the dossier against our wishes, because it wasn't reliable . Most things in the dossier
were double source, but that was single source, and we believed that the source was
wrong

AG : Now this official told us that the transformation of the dossier took place at the behest
of Downing Street, and he added

Actor Most people in intelligence weren't happy with the dossier, because it didn't reflect the
considered view they were putting forward.

AG Now I want to stress that this official and others I've spoken to, do still believe that Iraq
did have some sort of weapons of mass destruction programme

Actor. l believe it is about 30% likely there was a chemical weapons programme in the six
months before the war and considerably more likely, that there was a biological
weapons programme. We think Nans BGx down-played a couple of potentially
interesting pieces of evidence, but the weapons programmes were small- sanctions did
limit the programmes

AG . The official also added quite an interesting note about what has happened as a result
since the war, of the capture of some Iraqi WMD scientists .

Actor: We don't have a great deal more information yet than we had before We have not got
very much out of the detainees yet ,

Now the forty five minutes really is, is not just a detail, it did go to the heart of the
government's case that Saddam was an imminent threat, and it was repeated a further
three times in the body of the dossier, and I understand that the parliamentary
intelligence and security committee is going to conduct an enquiry in to the claims
made by the British Government about Iraq, and it is obviously exactly this kind of issue
that will be at the heart of their investigation

JH Andrew Gilligan, many thanks . Well Menzies Campbell ("MC') is the Liberal
Democrat's Foreign Affairs spokesman He's on the line What do you make of this
Mr Campbell?

MC: Well it's pretty astonishing but to some extent it corroborates rumours which have been
circulating for some time that the Intelligence Services were generally unhappy with the
use being made of their material by the Government in the run-up to the conflict against
Iraq because intelligence is rarely unequivocal, it's often provided with qualifications,
and it is the duty of good intelligence providers to make sure that these qualifications
are part of the product. What I think it demonstrates is that if you start to turn the
intelligence into a means by which to achieve your political objective . then of course it
becomes propaganda and is no longer as reliable

JH Is that what you believe happened in this case?

MC I was present when the Primes Minister made an extremely powerful speech on the
occasion that Parliament was recalled and I remember being, if you like, impressed by
the assertion that at 45 minutes' notice, weapons of mass destruction might be
launched I remember also, of course, that at that time great stress was being laid,
not lust on Resolutions 678 or 687 -this was before the famous 1441 - but also upon
Article 51 of the Charter of the United Nations which allowed for action to be taken in
self defence And there were even ministers saying : look we've got troops in Cyprus
who are within the range of Scud missiles possibly carrying chemical and biological
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weapons So there's no doubt whatsoever that the assertion that weapons could be
launched within 45 minutes was a very powerful factor in the minds of those
considering these issues .

JH On the other hand, the document and the informant, Andrew Gilligan's informant, did
say there was little doubt that Saddam was preparing, working on some kinds of
weapons of mass destruction, both chemical and biological Given that, the essence
of the Government's case for going to war remained, didn't it?

MC Well I've always believed that we would find something because I thought it was
improbable that Saddam Hussein or his regime for that matter had changed their
character between the moment at which the United Nations, Richard Butler, Dr Blix's
predecessor, was forced" to recall the inspectors, I didn't think things would change too
much between then and 2003 But perhaps the lie to all of this, or perhaps the entree
to it which gives us the opportunity of a rational understanding was provided by Robin
Cook, who when he made that very powerful speech of resignation in the House of
Commons on the eve of war said, and it was assumed he'd had access to the
intelligence, that while there might be programmes, he was not aware of the existence
of weapons of mass destruction in the sense that they could be used against urban
areas, in the sense that they provided the sort of imminent threat which Article 51 of the
United Nations' Charter might justify action in order to try and deal with it

JH . Can we be quite clear about this . is it your view that we were, that the nation - never
mind you and individuals - the nation was misled by the Prime Minister into supporting
this war?

MC I don't think one can answer that question unless one has access to all of the
information that was available to the Prime Minister. I don't challenge the Prime
Minister's good faith, but what I have to say is, of course, is that if there was to be an
intelligence inquiry by the Parliamentary Intelligence Committee, it's worth
remembering that that is not a select committee of the House of Commons, it's a
parliamentary committee appointed by the Prime Minister and directly responsible to
him Indeed, its reports are subject to the withdrawal of material which he regards as
being unnecessarily sensitive. I think all of this is a strong argument for a select
committee on intelligence and I think that this is an issue, once again clouded by the
information or the allegations which Andrew Gilligan has put to us, which simply will not
go away unless or until some weapons of mass destruction are found in Iraq

JH . Menzies Campbell, many thanks and we'll be talking to the Armed Forces Minister
about this at ten past eight

7.41 am

(Review of newspapers and various news reports]

7.59am

JH~ Later on this programme we are going to be talking to the armed forces minister about
the great controversy over the weapons of mass destruction in Iraq Could they really
have been ready to be used in forty five minutes as Tony Blair said? . .



AI Well what we said was it would be, they would be targeted on specific military targets
There were troops, there was equipment in and around the built-up areas .

JH : Right .

AI : Therefore the bombs were used accordingly to take out that threat to our troops, is that,
is - now do you accept that is is, is a useful and effective way of protecting the lives of
service personnel?

JH It's not for me to accept or reject anything, it's for the audience to do that, and I'll leave
it to them Mr Ingram. Let me put you another point if I may, and that is this whole
question of weapons of mass destruction that Saddam Hussein was supposed to have.
It is active, detailed and- growing said Tony Blair It is up and running now, it could be
activated within forty five minutes .

AI . Yeah

JH . We are now forty five or more days since the war ended, none has been found.

AI Well what er, we've said is that er, this was a very difficult task to locate these and
twelve years of, of effort on behalf of the United Nations of course didn't fully identify it,
but let, let us put this in context On the 7th March, Hans Blix, on behalf of the
inspectors published a one hundred and seventy three page report, which damned
completely what Saddam Hussein and his regime was doing in respect of the
procurement, the development and production of weapons of mass destruction

JH : Do you want me to tell you what Hans B(ix said? He said .

[speaking over each other]

AI : Well . . .

JH : . must not jump to the conclusion that they exist

AI Have you read a hundred and seventy three page report?

JH No

AI No, well no you haven't, and that . . .

JH Do I need to Do I need to when I've just told you the conclusion that he came to, 'one
must not jump to the conclusion that they exist' . That possibility is also not excluded,
so it was possible, but it wasn't proven .

AI . Well for twelve years, twelve years, the United Nations believed it was happening. Time
after time, resolution after resolution, culminating in Resolution 14 41, came to a
different conclusion The nations who make up the United Nations had a different
perception and understanding of Saddam Hussein's regime . Now what, what we're now
doing, extensive searching is going on We have, we're interrogating a wide range of
people who have a knowledge of all of this, a jigsaw is now beginning to come in to
place. The Prime Minister has already said that there have been two examples of, of
what could be construed as pointing to weapons of mass destruction, and biological,
these are biological agents, that could have been procured and developed within these
mobile .



JH : (overlap) So why did Donald Rumsfeld tell us it is possible that they decided they would
destroy them prior, they decided they would destroy them prior to a conflict? What did
Donald Rumsfeld, the American Defence Secretary mean by that?

AI : Well I think Donald Rumsfeld, if you read all of what he said . . .

JH . I have done that .

AI Yeah, okay . He didn't lust say that, he also went on to say that all the efforts were
being made to find these weapons of mass destruction and he was working on the firm
assumption that there were such weapons of mass destruction He postulated a
possibility that they may, may not be found and that is the only, only part of his
statement you're now alighting on . .

[speaking over each other]

JH. (overlaps) Right, well now given that that possibility has been postulated by no less a
figure than the American Defence Secretary himself . Why was Tony Blair in a position
back last year, last September to say that these weapons could be activated within
forty five minutes?

AI : Well that was, that was said on the basis of security source er, information . Single
sourced, it wasn't corroborated

JH Single source So you concede that .'

AI . Well yes, I think that has already been conceded . In fact I think your earlier
programme today was based upon a single source within the security services, an un-
named anonymous source incidentally . .

JH It was, who told us that the . . .

[speaking over each other]

JH . the report that was initially .

AI who has not been corroborated on what he said, and said was, this report had been
concocted under pressure from Number 10 That is not the case. There was no
pressure from Number 10, that all the information that was contained .

JH No no. Can I tell you what the allegation was because I think you may have been a
little misled on that The allegation was not that it was concocted by Number 10, the
allegation was that a report was produced . It went to Number 10 . It was then sent back
to be sexed up a little, I'm using not my own words, but the words of our source, as you
know. Now, given that, is it possible that .

AI : Well it's not true that, that allegation .

JH That isn't true .

AI No, it's not true And you know Number 10 has denied that

JH : Well I know that Number 10 has denied it and I'm asking you to deny it yourself

AI . So, whose word are you taking here? Are you taking . .
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JH Oh well I'll tell you Again it isn't a question for me to take any words but if, well hang on
a minute er Mr Ingram if I may, you've asked me the question What we have here is a
source, within the intelligence service.

AI Un-named .

JH An un-named, naturally un-named . Do you want to give me the names of all those
sources that you got your information from on this programme now? I think not
Probably

AP No but, but when we, when we present a dossier on behalf of the Security Services, it
has their imprint on it, at has their authoritative of best assessment . Some of it will be
corroborated information Some of it will be single sourced, and what - the judgement
call that was made was to play-out all of the information with which we could, without
exposing er, the basis upon which that information was garnered to the wider public .

JH And whose judgement was it to advise the Prime Minister to say these weapons are
ready for use within forty five minutes? -

AI That was one element within a comprehensive report.

JH . I see So, Tony Blair took that one element from a comprehensive report, and told the
House of Commons that we were under threat .

A : Yes.

JH Within forty five minutes notice That's why we went to war remember Mr Ingram .

AI . Because of that one statement?

JH. Because of the combination of things that Mr Blair said but specifically .

AI : No, we did not go to war because of that one statement

JH Well, well let me tell you what Geoff Hoon said, 'Our primary purpose is those weapons
of mass destruction that present a real threat' .

AI . Now let me tell you why we went to war We went to war . .

JH Well I've just told you, Mr Hoon said, unless you want to tell me he said something
else .

AI We went to war because of all of the evidence, all of the information we had about
Saddam Hussein's regime, which culminated in Resolution 14.41, which is set out in
graphic detail in the 173 page report produced by Hans Blix There was no question in
the minds of even those who were opposed to war in the United Nations, of what
Saddam Hussein was up to . They knew, they knew what he was capable of, they knew
what he'd done and they knew that, where he was guilty The judgement call was the
best way of prosecuting that to a conclusion, and the judgement call of this country and
of the parliament of this country was that we should take the appropriate action . Go to,
go to Iraq as I have been in the last in the last two weeks I've been in the southern
area of Iraq, I've spo'ken to Iraqis . I think they're beginning to sense freedom They
want freedom, the barbarism of that regime has been removed from them The
threat .
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JH. I take that point.

AI . Well that's good, and now I hope that

JH: But that is not what the war was fought for

AI Well what - the war, the war was fought for er, on the basis of all of those allegations,
much of which was substantiated, not just in a security document produced by our
security services, not concocted by by Number 10, or pressured, a pressure from
Number 10 to produce it in a particular way, but their best knowledge, and their best
assessment of what they could play out into the public domain, and based upon the
knowledge which was out there, the whole world know what Saddam Hussein was up
to in terms of the weapons of mass destruction, that's why we prosecuted that war,
that's why we were right

JH Adam Ingram Many thanks

[Sport; Melvyn Bragg, Weather]

8.36am

JH . The time is twenty four minutes to nine A summary of the news with Come Corfield

CC: Tony Blair has arrived in Iraq to visit British troops . He's the first western leader to
enter the country since the war The BBC has been told that Downing Street went
against the wishes of the Intelligence Services when it claimed Iraq could use chemical
weapons within forty five minutes. There's a growing unease amongst labour MPs
about the way cluster bombs were used by coalition forces during the war in Iraq The
armed forces minister Adam Ingram admitted to us that cluster bombs had been used
in built up areas against Iraqi troops .

[Other news reports .]

8.56am
[Report on current situation in Iraq]

9am

News headlines read by CC

CC. BBC Radio 4 the news at nine o'clock . Tony Blair has arrived in the Iraqi city of Basra,
where he's due to meet British troops and visit a school His visit comes amid fresh
controversy about weapons of mass destruction A senior official involved in preparing
the Government dossier on the alleged threat told Today that Downing Street ordered a
late rewrite to include a claim that some weapons could be activated within 45 minutes .
That has been denied by Downing Street

The Armed Forces Minister, Adam Ingram, has said coalition forces in Iraq did use
cluster bombs in built up areas . The controversial weapons break apart to release
bomblets which can strike targets over a wide area . Critics say not enough is being
done to deal with the unexploded bomblets which fell near people's homes. Mr Ingram
told Today the weapon was used in a targeted way to minimise British casualties .
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(Adam Ingram quoteJ". clearly there were circumstances where there were a
concentration of of er, military equipment, and and Iraqi troops, in and around built-up
areas Now how would we to, how would we to tackle those people er, were we to
have close combat with them with more casualties on on our side, is that what people
wanted to see? I would hope not."

[Remaining news items]


