


Mr. Charles Kennedy (Ross, Skye and Inverness, West): The Prime Minister is
saying that more time is needed and asking for public patience when it comes t0
finding categoric evidence of weapons of mass destruction. but does he not
understand that many people, in this country and internationally, treat that with
some scepticism? More time and a degree of patience with regard to the progress
already being made were exactly what Dr. Hans Blix appealed 10 the UN for. The
Prime Minister was unwilling to extend that courtesy to Dr. Blix. despite having
voted for it. Why then does he expect people 10 exiend that courtesy 10 him?

The Prime Minister: For two reasons. the situation is completely different. First of
all. what I said in relation to Hans Blix: I do not have the words in front of me now.
but 1 think that what 1 said in this House. when asked many times, was that, if
Saddam was co-operating fully. time was not the 1ssue. The process could take as
much ume as Dr. Blix needed. However. if Saddam was not co-operating fully—and
even Dr. Blix found that he was not—that meant that Saddam was in breach of
resolution 1441.

The second point is that of course the stuauon is different now that Saddam has
been removed from power The first priority after the conflici—and this, quite
rightly. 1s the reason for the pressure on us—is 1o take the humanitarian and
reconstruction measures necessary to put Iraqg back on its feet. The Iraq survey
aroup 1s 1.300 or 1.400 strong. and it is the main group charged with going into
Iraq. invesugaung all the sites and interviewing the scientists and witnesses. That
group 1s starung its work now—literally now. The reason 1 ask people to be patient
15 that the group has just gone into Irag: 1 should be allowed 10 get on with its job,
mvestigate the sites, interview the witnesses and then report back to us.

Mr. Kennedy: If the Prime Minister acknowledges that public scepticism exists,
righily or wrongly. will he acknowledge also that i1 1s liable 10 increased by the
comments of the Leader of the House about the rogue elements in the security
services? Whom are the public to trust if the Government are letting it be known
that they cannot wholeheartedly trust their own security services? Does not that
underline the need for a fully independent judicial review of just what has gone on?
The Prime Minister: The inielligence that formed the basis of the dossier that we
put out last September was

based on Joim Imelligence Committee assessments. There was never any question of
Ministers. officials or anyone else trying to override that. With the greatest respect
10 the right hon. Gentleman, the Intelligence and Security Commitiee will be able to
go through all those intelligence assessments. 1f the Commitiee wants to refer to
those assessments. it can. That will then be published n 1ts report. Rather than
having allegations made by anonymous sources that are completely untrue, is not it
better that people with evidence should present it to the Inielligence and Security
Commitiee and allow that Commitiee to make a judgment?

The night hon. Gentleman says that there is scepticism about the matter, but perhaps
he should go back and look at some of the words that he has used and the false

allegations that he has made. Then he will see where the scepticism might have
originated.
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Q7. [116555] Mr. Tam Dalyell (Linlithgow): What action he has taken since 14
May 1o gather documentation in relation to weapons of mass destruction in Iraqg.
The Prime Minister: We believe that documents relating to Iraq's WMD
programmes have been carefully concealed, including at the homes of scientists and
other personnel connected with those programmes. As ] informed the House a
MOMmENI Or two ago. a new organisation, the Iraqg survey group. has been set up 1o
take charge of the search for Iragi weapons of mass destruction. among other things.
The group will harness intelligence resources and the investigatory skills of about
1.300 1o 1.400 staff from the US. the UK and Australia. It will subsume the existing
smaller operations and investigations being carried out by the US mulitary. It will
also include former Unned Nations arms inspectors. and it represents a significant
expansion of effort in the coalition hunt for weapons of mass destruction.

Mr. Dalvell: Tomught at 7 o'clock. Mr. Speaker has given me an Adjournment
debate on the situation in detenuon of Tarig Aziz. Could the Prime Minister ask the
junior Minister at the Foreign Office who will be replving 1o the debate 10 enlarge
on the processes by which the documentation that is found may relate to trials. not
only of Tarig Aziz but of some others? Do we not have 10 be rather careful.
whatever our views. about victors' justice? Surelv those people have 10 be brought
10 trial one way or another?

The Prime Minister: ] agree with my hon. Friend: they have 10 be brought to irial
m a proper way. That is something that we are discussing at present both with our
alhies and with the Umited Nations. I shall certainly pass on to my hon. Friend. the
Foreign Office Minister who will reply to the debate. the points that my hon. Friend
the Member for Linlithgow (Mr. Dalyell) has made. ] hope. however, that he will
recogmse and support us in one thing. Sometimes over the past few days, it has been
almost as if the whole issue of Saddam and weapons of mass destrucuon were a
curious invention. The weapons of mass destruction 1ssue and Saddam have been
around for 12 years in the UN. as have Saddam's efforis at concealment.

When 1 was replying to my right hon. Friend the Member for Livingsion (Mr.
Cook). 1 forgot one point. It 1s sometimes said that it is very cunous that, if those
weapons were ready 1o fire. they were not found immediately. The answer to that
lies i the very point we made in the dossier. which is that once Saddam started to
realise that United Nations inspectors were coming back in. as ] think 1 said
continually at the Dispatch Box. there was then a conceried campaign of
concealment of the weapons. Indeed. 1 think 1 also said—if not at this Dispatch Box.
then elsewhere publicly—that one benefit of that. although there were obviously a
lot of problems with it. was that 1 would make 1t more difficult 10 reassemble those
weapons: but that does not 1n any shape or form dispute the original intelligence.

As for the other poimt that my hon. Friend the Member for Linlithgow makes. about
the tribunal and how these people are tried, I can assure him that if they are tried
they should be tried according to proper and due process.
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