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Lat me now tum to your individual points .

« |belisve John Humphrys's guestion 1o Mike O'Brisn might
have been better if John had said "the Government was
istermined to uss force if necessary.". Howavar, the subject
of the interview, the manner of the cuestion's delivery and ths
exchanges that precedead it made it clear that it was 2 'devil's
acdvocate’ guestion. The Radio 4 audiencs would have
understood the context and that John was trying fo test an
argument — whether the Governmant's policy meant that the
use of force was, in efact-inevitable. Mike O'Brizn was Given
adeguaie tims and space to explain the Governmeant's
position.

v rowever, | think John's remark about the poiitics of the voie
~ "The Conservative Party effectively saved their (the
Government's) bacon” is reasonable. tis iiterally frue that the
Government would have had a majority without ths
Conservatives — but it is surely right that had the
Conservatives voted against the amendmant and the
substantive motion the Government would hava bzen in
significantly despsr troubls.

« Tom Carver's report on Secunty Council diplomacy was the
latest of & number he had filed Tor ‘Newsnight’ over a nurmber
of days from the Unifed Nations. He had bsan obsarving
closely many of the diplomatic manosuvres. Tom had
developed a varisty of sources from different UN celegaiions
- and on the day the second resolution was withdrawn Tom
had conversations with several diplomats. It is acainst this
Sackground, and the sxperisnce of reporting from Washington
and New York for many years, that he formad the judgsmanis
that concem you. 1t would have bsan batter to have had on-
scraen contributions from his diplomatic sources to butiress
nis script - but they wanted to stay off the record. Perhaps he
should have veferrad, in general tarms, to those sources ~ but
I am content that his judgements ware informad ones.
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