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Raymond Whittaker {Independent on Sunday 27 April) wrote of "a
high level UK source" saying that "inteiligence agencies on both
sides of the Atlantic were furious that briefings they gave political
leaders were distorted”. He went on to write: "You cannot just
cherry-pick evidence that suits your case and ignore the rest. ltis a
cardinal rule of intelligence,” said one aggrieved officer. "Yet that is
what the PM is doing. "Another said: "What we have is a few strands
of highly circumstantial evidence, and to justify an attack on lrag it is
being presented as a cast-iron case. That really is not good
enough.”

Richard Norton-Taylor, Guardian 30 May: “British intelligence
sources expressed fury at Downing Street’s behaviour. They were
reluctant to allow Downing Street to use their intelligence
assessment because they feared it would be manipulated for
political ends....Caveats...were swept aside by Mr Blair, egged on by
Mr Campbell, well-placed sources said.”

Daniel McGrory, Times 30 May: “Senior sources say they received
a barrage of phone calls from staff at No 10 demanding more
evidence. Intelligence chiefs insist that the dossier was written by
someone inside No 10 and not by British Intelligence...agents were
wary that frightened defectors who wanted asylum would say what
the British and Americans wanted to hear...there was debate
amongst intelligence analysts whether the [45-minute source’s]
claims should have been passed to No 10, as senior figures
doubted whether it was true, but were under pressure to deliver
‘compelling evidence.”

Glenn Frankell, Washington Post 30 May: “One official
acknowledged that there had been what he described as ‘pressured
and superheated debates at the time' between Downing Streat and
intelligence officials over the contents of the dossier.”

Peter Beaumont, Gaby Hinsliff, Observer 1 June: “What we are
seeing is something very new, and very strange. MI6 is sticking its
head over the parapet as much as it ever will...MIB feels totally
discredited and used.” (“source”)




