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You may have sezn David Azronoviteh’s column in the Guardian ;é:r.tcrday,
I'hope that it wag consi

dered seriously-in the BRC, The point
underlined severaf timas on this moming’s Today Programme,
continued to refer th oyt of date polls whi £ Browing supsort
for action; second in giving far greaser Prominence i the Commeor,

araendment, than the motign which zathorised military zction, which attracted a far
smeller rebellion, Nop could I help notcing that the Baper review wag largely
zbont Clare Short, whep the Papers were dominatad by the vote snd the Prime
Minigter’s speech ‘

he wag Imaking wag
First, when it
ch predate polis showing

Putal] that to ope side. [ would like ¥

ou o justify the following five
incidents,

1. John Fumphreys tg Mike O’ Brien: “You wentinto the process
determined o have awar,

That was the point [ wasg making and that i
the Way it has tumed OUT, Basa't it We goe

®all weilused 55 e v
contempt My Humphreys displays to slected politioians (unIc:s_e.:_«;Hey are
“I2bels”) but this wag particular]y contemptuons, How, givedthe
Sxaordinary efforts the Government made 1o 5ECUre a new Resolution at
he UN, can sush » “polnt” be justifiady

2. John Humphreyg today: “The Cons

BIValive Party effective) Y saved theyr
(the Govcmment’s) bacon. ¢

“True or false?m

3. Tom Carver at he UN on the day we withdrew ke draft SCR,

“A clear THZ]OTitY in the Seelrity Counci] basically saig that George

Bush’s idea and concept of pre-emptive military action wag Just az
dangerous to Jay and ordes throughout the world as Saddam Hussein . »
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