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into the category of intelligence judgments, and what does not?

Mr Campbeli: I think I would have to say it all does in that the
document is, if you like, their assessment of the state of Saddam
Hussein's weapons of mass destruction programme. Now, if you are
saying which of it is, as it were, secret intelligence then that is really
something for them to say, but this is the distillation of the Joint
Intelligence Committee assessments that were being presented to the
Prime Minister,

Q1031 Mr Chidgey: For example, we know from evidence we have
taken from the Foreign Secretary that the Foreign and Commonwealth
Office takes the credit for parts 2 and 3 of the dossier, so I presume --

Mr Campbell: In the drafting.
Q1032 Mr Chidgey: I see. There is a distinction.

Mr Campbell: But the document has the imprimatur of the Joint
Intelligence Committee, It is their document and, as I said in my
written statement to you, this process evolved at the start though the
initial drafting was being done in the Foreign Office. Once the decision
was taken for this to be primarily an intelligence-based document, the
Chairman of the Joint Intelligence Committee took responsibility for it.

Q1033 Mr Chidgey: And so --
Mr Camphbell: Not the Foreign Office.

Q1034 Mr Chidgey: So he, as the Chairman of the Joint Intelligence
Committee, signed off the whole dossier. He was not just signing off
that which involved a judgment on the intelligence?

Mr Campbell: The whole thing, and what is more I literally mean
"signed off" because the foreword was agreed - the Joint Intelligence
Committee had to be happy that the foreword was a fair reflection; it
was obviously going to form part of the basis of what the Prime
Minister was going to say to Parliament when he presented it when
Parliament was recalled; when the document after all the various
drafting processes was presented, it literally was presented. The
Chairman of the Joint Intelligence Committee said. "Right, here you,
here it is", not "Here you are, have another go at rewriting it". That is
not how it worked.

Q1035 Mr Chidgey: Can I just make some specific references to the
documents, and I will try not to be too long on this but when you look
in some detail and read very carefully I think it is chapter 3, page
19/20, where we talk about chemical agent production capabilities,
that struck me as a particularly even-handed written explanation of
Irag's capabilities, or potential in terms of their ability to produce
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