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108. During the drafting process, a wide range of departments and Agencies,
including No.10 and the DIS, made comments on the drafts. The Assessments Staff
and the JIC Chairman made changes to the draft as they saw fit. The JIC Chairman
stated unequivocally to us that he did not at any time feel under pressure, nor was
he asked to include material that he did not believe ought to be included in the
dossier. We accept this assurance. We are content that the JIC has not been
subjected to political pressures, and that its independence and impartiality has not
been compromised in any way. The dossier was not “sexed up” by Alastair
Campbell or anyone else,

109. Alastair Campbell did not chair meetings on intelligence matters. He chaired
meetings on the presentational aspects of these issues, which were appropriate to his
position as Director of Communications and Strategy. Only Ministers or members
of the intelligence community chair meetings on intelligence matters.

110. The use of the phrase “continued to produce chemical and biological weapons”
in the foreword and the absence of detail on amounts of agents produced in the
executive summary and main text could give the impression that Saddam was
actively producing both chemical and biological weapons and significant amounts
of agents. However, the JIC did not know what had been produced and in what
quantities — it had assessed, based on intelligence, that production had taken place.
We believe that this uncertainty should have been highlighted to give a balanced
view of Saddam’s chemical and biological capacity.

111. Saddam was not considered a current or imminent threat to mainland UK, nor
did the dossier say so. As we said in our analysis of the JIC Assessments, the most
likely chemical and biological munitions to be used against Western forces were
battlefield weapons (artillery and rockets), rather than strategic weapons. This
should have been highlighted in the dossier.

112. The dossier was for public consumption and not for experienced readers of
intelligence material. The 45 minutes claim, included four times, was always likely
to attract attention because it was arresting detail that the public had not seen
before. As the 45 minutes claim was new to its readers, the context of the intelligence
and any assessment needed to be explained. The fact that it was assessed to refer to
battlefield chemical and biological munitions and their movement on the battlefield,
not to any other form of chemical or biological attack, should have been highlighted
in the dossier. The omission of the context and assessment allowed speculation as to
its exact meaning. This was unhelpful to an understanding of this issue.

113. The SIS continues to believe that the Iraqis were attempting to negotiate the
purchase of uranium from Niger. We have questioned them about the basis of their
judgement and conclude that it is reasonable.
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