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We conclude that the 45 minutes claim did not warrant the prominence given to it in
the dossier, because it was based on intelligence from a single, uncorroborated
source. We recommend that the Government explain why the claim was given such
promunence. (Paragraph 70)

We further recommend that m its response to this Report the Government set out
whether it still considers the September dossier to be accurate in what 1t states about
the 45 minute claim, 1n the light of subsequent events. (Paragraph 71)

We conclude that Alastair Campbell did not play any role in the mclusion of the 45
minutes claim in the September dossier. (Paragraph 77)

We conclude that it was wrong for Alastair Campbell or any Special Adviser to have
chaired a meeting on an intelligence matter, and we recommend that this practice
cease. (Paragraph 79)

We conclude that on the basis of the evidence avalable to us Alastair Campbell did
not exert or seek to exert improper influence on the drafting of the September
dossier. (Paragraph 84)

We conclude that the claims made n the September dossier were in ail probability
well founded on the basis of the intelligence then available, although as we have
already stated we have concerns about the emphasis given to some of them. We
further conclude that, 1n the absence of reliable evidence that intelligence personnel
have either complained about or sought to distance themselves from the content of
the dossier, allegations of politically inspired meddling cannot credibly be
established (Paragraph 86)

We conclude that without access to the intelligence or to those who handled it, we
cannot know if it was in any respect faulty or misinterpreted. Although without the
Foreign Secretary’s degree of knowledge, we share his confidence in the men and
women who serve in the agencies (Paragraph 90}

We conclude that the language used in the September dossier was in places more
assertive than that traditionally used in intelligence documents. We believe that there
1s much value in retaining the measured and even cautious tones which have been
the halimark of intelligence assessments and we recommend that this approach be
retained. (Paragraph 100)

We conclude that continuing disquiet and unease about the claims made in the
September dossier are unlikely to be dispelled unless more evidence of Iraq’s
weapons of mass destruction programmes comes to light. (Paragraph 108)

We conclude that the degree of autonomy given to the Iraqn Communications Group
chaired by Alastair Campbell and the Coahtion Information Centre which reported
to him, as well as the lack of procedural accountability, were contributory factors to
the affair of the ‘dodgy dossier’. (Paragraph 122)

The Commuttee also concludes that the process of compiling the February dossier
should have been more openly disclosed to Parhament. (Paragraph 123)
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