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BODY :

TONY BLAIR led Britain intoc war against Iraqg after misleading Parliament and
exaggerating the threat of Saddam Hussein, MPs ruled yesterday.

In a craitical assegsment of the Government's handling of the build-up to
war, the Labourdominated Foreign Affairs Committee laid a number of seriocus
charges against the Prime Minister and his spin doctor Alastair Campbell

They said Mr Blair misled the House of Commons albeit inadvertently about
the statug of February's 'dodgy dossier' which had been plagiarised from a PhD
thesis but which Mr Blair told MPs was 'further intelligence'.

The MPs also accused Mr Blair of giving 'unwarranted prominence' in last
September's dossier to claims that Saddam could deploy weapons of mass
destruction 1n 45 minutes.

The committee declared i1tself unconvinced that the September dossier was
¢redible, saying the 'Jury 1s still out' and would remain cut until weapons of
mass destruction are found.

It accused the Praime Minister of trying to undermine its investigation by
withholding access to intelligence material and officials, ’hampering i1t in work
which Parliament has asked 1t to carry out'.

The damning report leaves Mr Blair facing a torrid time this morning when he
faces a public grilling at the hands of the 24 chairmen of all Commons select
committees And 1t once again raised serious questicns about Downing Street's
obsession with 'spin', even at times of war.

Yesterday's 54-page report alsc laid bare Mr Campbell's extracrdinary grip
on the Labour Government in the build-up to war.

It revealed that the Prime Minister's right-hand man an unelected,
unaccountable gpecial adviser chaired crucial intelligence meetings, a practice
the committee insisted must cease.

The committee alsc disclosed that Mr Campbell i1issued February's 'dodgy
doggier', which the MPs described as a 'disaster', without bothering to seek the
permission of the Prime Minister or intelligence chiefs

Mr Campbell presided over the 'wholly unacceptabkle' plagiarising of a PhD
thesis in the preparation of the dessier. And i1t was he who led the Prime
Minister tc give inaccurate information te the Commons on the status of the
dosgier
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But Mr Campbell escaped censure on the key allegation that he had 'sexed up'
last September's dossier on Saddam's weapons though only by the skin of his
teeth, It took the casting veote of the committee's Labour chairman, Donald
Andersgon, to clear Mr Campbell cof the lethal allegaticn, reported by the BBC's
Andrew Gilligan on the Today programme, that he had introduced the contenticus
45-minute claim against the wishes of intelligence chiefs

'"We conclude that Alastair Campbell did not play any role in the inclusicn
of the 45-minutes claim 1n the September dossier,' the committee announced after
splitting down the middle on the 1issue.

Mr Campbkell seized con this sentence and said the report showed the BEC
allegations against him were untrue. But in a significant climbdown, he dropped
higs demand for an apcleogy from the BBC Mr Campbell gaid 1n a written statement
that 'all I ask' 1s that the BBC accepts the allegations are untrue.

That marks a dramatic change in tone by the Number Ten spin doctor who, in
his evidence to the select committee a fortnight age, said: 'Something has gone
very wrong with BBC journalism ' The BBC refused to acknowledge any mistake,
saying 1t had been vindicated by the report.

In a statement, i1t said: 'It is because of BBC journalism that the problems
surrounding the 45-minute claim have come to light and been given proper public
attention ' Away from Mr Campbell's feud with the BBC, the report on the build-
up to war left Ministers wincaing The Labour-dominated committee was merciless
1n exposing the Government's cavalier approach to using intelligence material as
propaganda to swing a sceptical public behand the war.

In particular, it criticised the eyecatching prominence given to the 45-
minute allegation in the September dossier because 1t was based on a single,
uncorrcborated intelligence source.

The committee also placed an enormous question mark against the validity of
the September dossier. The language used in that dossier was more assertive
'than that traditionally used in intell:committeegence documents'. The MPs said:
'We conclude that continuing disguiet and unease about the claims made in the
September dossier are unlikely to be dispelled unless more evidence of Irag's
weapens of mass destruction programmes comes to light.' The first Cabinet level
reaction to the report came from Jack Straw, whe called on the BBC to apologise.
He said the report demonstrated that 'the central and most damaging allegation
against the Government, that we inserted the 45 minutes intelligence into the
dossier whilst knowing it tc be untrue and against the wishes of the
intelligence agencies, has been shown to be false'.

One of the three Tories on the Richard Ottaway, said he remained deeply
uneasy about how intelligence material was used. 'I have reached the conclusion
that the Government did exaggerate the case for war in the run-up to the
¢ritical vote in Parliament, ' he said.

Ancther Tory committee member, John Maples, stressed that 1t was not
possible to reach a verdict on Mr Campbell's row with the BBC because the
committee had been barred from speaking to John Scarlett, who heads the Joint
Intelligence Committee, and seeing all the relevant documents.

Two of Mr Blair's former Cabinet colleagues added their veoices to the
criticism. Former Foreign Secretary Robin Cock said the September dossier was
'plumb wrong' and that Britain had gone to war on a false premise

Former International Development Secretary Clare Short accused Mr Blair of
perpetrating a 'series of deceptions and half truths' to get Britain into the
conflict,
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THE DAMNING VERDICT '

Jury still out’ on first dossier's accuracy and will stay out until weapons
of mass destruction found

Government claims that Iraq’'s weapons could be deployed in 45 minutes were
exaggerated

Language used was stronger than in usual intelligence documents

It was wrong for Alastair Campbell to chair intelligence meetings this must
stop 1mmediately

Campkell 'did not exert or seek to exert improper influence' over dosgier

The February ‘'dodgy dossier' was 'a disaster' It was badly handled and its
provenance was misrepresented

It was 'fundamentally wrong' to present 1t without a minister's authority
Campkbell failed to clear 1t with Teny Blair or intelligence chiefs

Blair inflamed the situation by misrepresenting dossier to MPs saying 1t was
'further intelligence'

No 10 hampered Parliament by refusing committee access to intelligence
material and cfficials

Was the 45-minute claim accurate?

MR CAMPBELL was cleared of ' sexing up' the dossier but only by the skin of
his teeth

By si1x votes to five, the committee said he did not insert a section saying
Saddam could trigger his alleged arsenal within 45 minutes.

But, embarrassingly, the spin doctor was exonerated on the casting vote of
the committee's Labour chairman, with opposition MPs wanting a 'not proven!
verdict.

His narrow escape severely weakened Downing Street's claim to have been
vindicated in 1ts bitter battle with the BBC.

Even worse, the MPs went on to deliver a series of wounding bklows toc the
Govermment They said the 45-minute claim was given more prominence than the
evidence merited,

They added that it was wrong for Mr Campbell to have chaired meetings on
intelligence matters in the first place and insisted he and cother 'special
advisers' should immediately stop doing this.

They alsc noted with apparent suspicion that language used in the dossier
was 'more assertive than that traditionally used in intelligence documents'.

With more than a touch of irony, they added that the 'jury is still ocut on
the accuracy' of the Government's assertionsg that Saddam had a major chemical,
biclegical and nuclear weapons arsenal.

The dossier had claimed that 'there is intelligence that Iraqg has sought the
supply of significant amounts of uranium from Africa'. Mr Blair highlightedthe
claim 1in the Commons while President Bush cited 1t in his State of the Union
address.

But 1in 1ts evidence to the committee, the Foreign ¢ffice gaid the Government
had not seen the documents on which this claim was based until five months after
the dossier was published

It then emerged that some of the documents were forgeries while 'others are
st1ll under consideration'
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The committee issues a blunt demand to Jack Straw to provide 'the date on
which the intelligence community was first informed by the CIA that forged
documentation in relation to Iragi purchases of uranium from Niger existed as
scen as he has found this out!

Undermining the case for war

THE MPs accused Tony Blair of misrepresenting the status of the dossier to
Parliament.

They said 1t undermined the Government's case for war.

By telling the Commcongs that the document, which was largely cobbled together
by Alastair Campbell from a l1l2-year-cld PhD thesis, was mainly based on
intelligence, he ' inadvertently made a bad situation worse'.

The dossier, brutally denounced by Foreilgn Secretary Jack Straw as a
"Horlicks', was copled word for word with spelling mistakes It was presented by
Mr Blair to Parliament as 'further intelligence' a few weeks before the outbkreak
of war.

The MPs saild the whole exercise was 'badly handled and misrepresented as to
its provenances and was counterproductive'

They quoted former Foreign Secretary Robin Cook, who denounced the dossier
as a 'glorious spectacular own goal'

Committee members stopped short of actually accusing Mr Blair of knowingly
migleading Parliament-the gravest charge that can be levelled against a
Minister. They conceded that the Premier did not know where i1ts contents had
come from and they accepted Downing Street's assurances that doubts came to
light only 'several days later'.

But they angrily declared that 1t was 'wholly unacceptable' for the
Government tc plagiarise and amend work and it was ' fundamentally wrong' to
allow such a document to be presented to Parliament without a Minister being in
charge of 1ts production.

Campbell: Innocent or guilty?

AT first glance, the findings of the report appear to be geood news for the
Premier's closest aide

Mr Campbell has striven to concentrate the attention of the nation on the
narrow charge that he ordered the 45-minute claim to be inserted in the
September dossier, which he deniesg

But his enemies last night seized on the embarrassing fact that he had to
rely on the casting vote of the Labour chairman to secure his vindication

It could turn out to be a pyrrhic victory. In a searing attack, the
committee demanded a vast reduction in the power, i1nfluence and autonomy of
special advisers such as Mr Campbell, whom they blame for the ccllapse of trust
in the Government.

The MPs insisted that in future the Joint Intelligence Committee, which
overgees 1ntelligence assessments, be free of all political pressure.

They demanded 'claraity' about which Minister and government department was
in charge of the Tragil Communications Group, chaired by Mr Campbell, and the
Coalition Information Centre which reports to haim

The MPs 1insisted that these two groups must be made answerable to
Parlaiament.
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In a furious attack on Mr Campbell's role, they questioned why he chaired a
crucial meeting with intelligence chiefs drawing up the first dossier on
September %, 2002,

'We conclude that 1t was wrong for Alastair Campbell or any special adviser
to have chaired a meeting on an intelligence matter, and we reccmmend that this
practice cease,' the MPs said.

The BRC man

THE man who started it all, BBC defence correspondent Andrew Gilligan, can
take some comfort from the report.

Wwhile the MPs decided Mr Campbell had not 'sexed up' the September dossier
as Mr Gilligan's shadowy source claimed 1t was clear from their verdict that
somecne had ©On many points the committee backed up Mr Gilligan's original
report for the Today programme.

Tellingly, the committee noted that Mr Gilligan was not alone 1in reporting
the unease of the security services.

'Similar repcrts of unhappiness' were appearing elsewhere around the same
time 1n The Observer, The Independent on Sunday, The Guardian, The Times, and
The Washington Post.

Unhelpful No 10

THE committee was treated with indifference bordering on contempt by Number
Ten.'We are strongly of the view that we were entitled to a greater degree of
cooperation from the Government on a¢cess to witnesses and intelligence
material, ' said the committee.

Its chairman wrote to the Prame Minister asking haim and Mr Campbell to
attend; to the Cabinet Office Intelligence Coordinator; the chairman of the
Joint Intelligence Committee (JIC); the Chief of Defence Intelligence; the Head
of the Secret Intelligence Service, and the Director of GCHQ. 'None of them
replied, ' the report noted.

The committee asked for direct access to JIC assessments and Foreign Office
papers. Again, it was refused 'We are confident that our inquiry would have been
enhanced 1f our reguests had been met,' it said
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