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From: Nik Gowing-INTERNET
Sent: . 02 July 2003 06°535 PM
To! Richard Sambrook-internal
Subject: Inteiiigence and WMD
Richard

For reasons that will be clear, | hesitated to senc this to you until | knew | could send i on the secure internal g-mail,
and not from outside the B3C net. {! was out of tha country l2st weekend during the tensions betwaen the BRC and No
i0)

Technicaly this s very deep background and never took piace 3ut | think | should piace the iInformation before you in
case it helps sharpen for you the current issues of intalligence and lrag.
On the weskend o f["was e partcipant at a Fconfg@gﬂg_@

on Terrorism. Atfendees came from MIS, MIB, the r5! and ClA etc etqf I My
posiuan as @ BBC News Presenter was explicit in the inviation .

A central 1ssue in the deep background discussions on Saturday morning becamse the credibility of inteliigence, b

LR terrorism and i_r'%gﬁ Punna the fres time on Saturday afternon, | was-encouraged into an empty drawing room by
- wasg/ ‘Emtiatlve. We had met socially occasionally and

spoken informally, but | had néver made a format approach to make contact.

was clearly troubled about the issue of the credibility of inteligance refating to Irag and wanied to giscover how to
convince the media and public opinion on WMD inteliigence from lraq. | took no note of the conversation. But | recall
distinctl probing me fo find out how willing in the coming days and weeks ths media would be to accept all that
had beenclamed in the governments Irag WMD dossiar from September.

F made clear that our job was to challenge, question and find holes In the inteiligence claims, not to accept the dossiers
without question, especialiy after the 11SS dossier of earlier in September which was more cautious in some aspects of
WD claims.

led me 0 be even more robist yThe chat on the ssttee lasted 20 minutes, | suppese, then | went for
a walk But ! recall the number of times, inced and seemed froubled when [ underiined repeatediy. If vou want
us to believe you, then you must be mare open and specific about the Intaliigence.

I remember specifically testing on the government's 45-minute warning clain winced noticeably again and did
not chose to give the clear positive response | had invitec, ™o give then saioseveral times that the intelligence
wes there However [ felf that this was merely the messag%ﬁ nad taren me aside to convey.

Jf‘)n some of the spedifics | had the imprassion that MI§ was troubled by some (but not ail) of the publishad claims from
e government about WMD.

The nature of my presenting roie meant that | had no immediate outist to report the sense of what | had learned., But it
obviously helped shape the manrer of my quastioning and preseniing on arr in coming weeks in the build up and
during the conduct of the war Without beng specific on sources, | shared some of the above findings verbally with
Steve Williams on the following Tussday/Wedn=sday.

What | am sharing with you is not definitive svidence cns way or the other, but may heip in a modest way to fine tune
the BBC's case,

Nik
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