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John Humphn7s : The Governtnent'sfactng rnore questions this inorning
over its clatms about weapons of tnass destruction in Iraq Our Defence
Correspondent is Andrew Gilligan . This in particular, Andy, is Tony Blair
saying they'd be ready, to go ivithin forty-five minutes
Andrew Gilligan : That's right . that vvas the central claim in his dossier
vvhich he published m September . the main case . if you like, against, against
Iraq and. and the main statement of the British Government's belief of, of
,kvhat it thought lraq ,~vas up to . And what we've been told by one of the
senior officials m charge of drawing up that dossier was that actually the
Government probably knew that that forty-five minute figure was wrong,
even before it decided to put it in What this person says is that a week
before the publication date of the dossier it was actually rather a bland
production it didn't . the . The draft prepared for Mi-Blair by The intelligence
agencies actually didn't say very much more than . than -%N as public
knowledge already and Downing Street . our source says . ordered a week
before publication . ordered it to be sexed up . to be made more exciting and,
and . and ordered more facts to be. to be discovered .
J}l : l4,77en you say rnorefacts to be discovered does that suggest that they
tnay not have been facts?
AG : Well our source says that the dossier as it was finally published made
the intelligence services unhappy because to quote the source he said, `there
was, basically . there was . there was . there was unhappiness because it didn't
reflect the considered view they were putting forward' that's a quote from
our source . And essentially the forty-five minute point was. was probably
the most important thing that was added and the reason it hadn't been m the
original draft ,vas that it was. it v. as only. it only came from one source and
most of the other claims were from two. And the intelligence agencies say
they don't really believe it was necessarily true because they thought the .
the person making the claim had actually made a mistake . it got, got mixed
up.
JH : Does an

'
t. ofthis matter noi,, all this, all these tnonths later; the war's

been fought and tinon 2
AG : Well the forry-five minutes isn t just a detail, it did go to the heart of
the Government's case that Saddam was an inuninent threat and . and it was
repeated four limes in the dossier . including by the Prime Minister himself
in the foreword . So l think it probably does matter . Clearly . you know, if, if.
if it . if it was . if it ~~,as wrong things do. things are got wrong m good faith
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but if they knew it ivas wrong before they actually made the claim that's
perhaps a bit more serious.
JH : Andrew many thanks, more about that later
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John I-lumphrys : Tony Blair had quite ajob persuadrng the countr3- and
indeed his own MPs to support the invasion oflraq His main argument
ia as that Saddam had iveapons ofrnass destruction that threatened us all.
Alone ofthose ii eapons has been found. Now our Defence, (excuse me) our
Defence Correspondent Andreiv Grlligan hasfound evidence that the
Governrnent's dossier on Iraq, that ivas produced last September, was
cobbled togerher at the last mrnute with some unconfirmed material that
had not been approved br the security services Arow you told us about this
earlier on the prograaavne And)-, we've had a statement ftom Ten Downing
Street that says it's not true and let rnejust quote what thev said to you 'not
one word ofthe dossier ii as not entirely the ivork of the intelligence
agencies' . Sorry to subrnit you to this sort ofEnglish but there ive are. 1
think we know ia-hat they rnean Are you suggesting, let's be ver~, clear
about this, that it was not the work of the intelligence agencies?

.Andre~~~ Gilligan : No the rnforrnation which 1'rn told was dubious did
corneftom the agencies but ther were unhappv about it because they drdn 'r
think it should have been in there. They thought it was, it was not
corroborated sufficientl'i. and they actually thought it was wrong They
thought the informant concerned had got it wrong. They thought he had
misunderstood What was happening. I n7ean let's, let's go through this This
is the dossier that was published in September last year, probably the most
substantial statement ofthe Government's case against Iraq . You'll
remember that the Conunons ivas recalled to debate it . Tonv Blair rnade the
opening speech . It is not the same as thefarnous dodgv dossier, the one that
ivas copied offthe rnrernet, that came later. This is quite a serious
document, it donarnated the news that daY And you open up the dossier and
tlaefrrst thing you see is a preface, wrnten by Tom Blatr that includes the
following words.

A Quotation from 7onv Blair's Preface to the Dossier: Saddam's
military planning allows for some weapons of mass destruction to be ready
within forty-five minutes of an order to deploy them .

AG : Now that clairn has come back to haunt Mr Blarr because ifthe
weapons had been thar readl to hand the)- probabh- would have been found
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by now but, you know, it could have been an honest mistake. But what I
have been told is that the Government knew that claim was questionable
even before the la-ar, even before they ia,rote it in their dossier. I've spoken
to a British official who was involved in the preparation ofthe dossier and
he told tne that until the week before it was published the draft dossier
produced by the intelligence services added little to what was all ready
publicly known . He said ~

British Official involved in the preparation of the Dossier: It was
transformed in the week before it was published to make it sexier . The
classic example -%vas the statement . `~a-eapons of mass destruction were
ready for use svithin fomy-five minutes' That information was not in the
original draft . It was included in the dossier against our wishes because it
,,vasn't reliable . Most things m the dossier were double sourced but that was
single source and we believe that the source was wrong .

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

British Official : Most people in intelligence v. eren't happy with the
dossier because it didn't reflect the considered view thev_ 'were putting
fonvard .

AG : Now l want to stress that this official and others I've spoken to do still
believe that Iraq did have some sort ofweapons ofmass destruction
programme.

BO : l believe it is about thirty per cent likely there was a chemical
weapons programme m the six months before the war and considerably
more likely that there was a biological weapons programme . We think Nans
B1tx downplayed a couple of potenuallv interesting pieces of evidence but
the weapons progranunes were small . Sanctions did limit the programmes.

AG : The official also added quite an trnerestrng note about what has
happened as a result since the war ofthe capture ofsome Iraqi WMD
scientists .

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

AG : Now- thefort7-five minutes realh~ is . is not just a detail, it did go to the
heart ofthe Government's case that Saddam ii as an imminent threat and it
Was repeated afurther three urnes m the bodi- ofthe dossier. And I
understand that the Palhamentarn-lntelhgence and Security Connninee is
going to conduct an u7qutn- irn to the clamts inade by the British
Government about Iraq and is obvtousfh, esacth this kind of issue that will
be at the heart oftheir investigation

John Hutnphrys : Andrew Gilligan manY thanks
End .

ce, 11~~0\ 4'I




