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“MI6 feels that it has been pushed rather unwillingly into the
limelight by the Government. lt is a chot acroes the bows.” (a

second “soulce”)

Nick Fielding, Suriday Times 1 June, reporied that the dossier was
the resull of a "deel efler months of bitter disagreements between
intelligence chiefs end Bleir's zides. Cempbell hzd attempled to
persuede the zgencies o include herd-hilling conclusions. They
were reluctent to zgree beceuse they szid the cese was not proven.”

Furthermore on 22 Mzrch, the UN Chief Weepons Inspector, Hans
Elix, criticiced the manipuletion of intelligence 1o mzke the czse for
war - accueing the ceelition of using "sheky” evidence. Robin Cook -
socon sfter his resignzlion - echoed that, questioning the
Covernment's evidence (such es that in the September dossier) that
lrzq presented en imminent threat: "it wzs difficult to believe that

Szddam hzd the czpecity to hit us.”

It wes in this context that we judged that reporting the clzim made
by Andrew Cilligan’s source wss in the public interest.

Having deall with the ccntext, let me turn now 1o the repor on the
Todey progremme. This week you have misrepresented our

journglism.,

» You have sgic we accused the Prime Minister, the Foreign
Secretary and other minislers of lying. We have not.

e You have szid the BBC deliberztely accused the Prime
Minister of mislesding the House of Commons end of lezding
ihe country into war on & fzlse bzsis. We have niot.

¢ You heve accused the EBC of damaging the integrity of the
political process. We believe we hzve done the opposite.

The nub of whel the BBC reporied was:
e unezse emong scme of lhe intelligence community about the
vse of intelligence in governmenl dossiers
+ the gsserlion of one senior end credible source — who has
proved relizble in the past - that the "45 minule claim” was
wrong end was inserled late into the dossier.
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