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Dear Mr Bradley

Iraq’s capacity to launch weapons of mass destruction within 45 minutes of the order
being made to use them.

You enquired how many times this matter was referred to in debate on the floor of the House
of Commons between the date of publication of the September 2002 dossier (24 September)
and the start of the 2003 Whitsun Recess (22 May). You wondered also how many
opportuntties there had been to raise the question

I discussed this matter with you at the start of June, and informed you that there were 77
separate opportunities for Members to refer to this capability. I am afraid that the Library has
not retained a copy of the form on which I originally made this calculation. However, from
memory, and having done a number of searches on the POLIS database, I can tell you with
reasonable certainty how I reached this conclusion.

I counted mimsterial statements, debates and business questions as ‘opportunities’ to raise
this point. I also counted two personal statements. Between 24 September 2002 and 22 May
2003 (inclustve) there were 28 ministerial statements which related to the subject of Irag. Of
these, one was a Home Office statement concerning illegal immigration to the UK from
Northern France. It had no relevance to weapons of mass destruction. A further two were
statements by the Department for International Development and related to humanitarian
rather than military operations. I have therefore excluded each of these from the final figure.

In addition, there were numerous opportunities to raise the matter during debate. During the
period in question, there were two opposition day debates on Irag and seven other debates on
the general subject. Not all of these focussed primarily on the weapons question, but any
would have provided an opportunity to rais¢ the 45-minute capability issue. Robin Cook and
Clare Short both had the opportunity to raise the matter in the course of their personal
statements (17 March and 12 May respectively). The subject of Iraq was raised in three, eight
and one of the speeches made during the debates held immediately prior to the Christmas,
Easter and Whitsun recesses.

In addition, 25 business statements were made during the period about which you enquired.
Members can raise any matter during the exchanges subsequent to the statement and the
matter of Iraq was broached very frequently during this period. A number of the statements
referred specifically to a change of business to allow for debate on Iraq. However, I have
counted the 25 business statements as 25 separate opportunities, rather than counting the
individual questions. This gives a total of 73, which is close to the original figure that I gave

you some time ago.
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I should stress that 73 is a somewhat arbitrary figure as there 1s no exact method of
computing an exact answer to such a question. The figure includes debates, though 1n a few
cases [ have included individual speeches in the overall total. In addition Members of
Parliament often raise matters which are not strictly relevant to the subject under discussion
and in that sense, 1t could be argued that opportunities to raise the 45-minuste capability issue
were unthmited. It is my recollection that when we spoke 1n June, you asked that oral
questions should be excluded from the totals However, you may be interested to know that
during the period in question, the Foreign Office and the Ministry of Defence answered oral
questions six times each and that Prime Mnister’s Questions took place on 26 occasions. The
matter of Iraq was raised very frequently during these sessions.

I turn now to the number of occasions on which the matter was actually raised. Apart from a
few mentions on the day of the publication of the September dossier, the only occasion on
which 1t was mentioned 1n debate on the floor of the House of Commons was by Mark
Hendrick on 25 November 2002, His precise words were as follows (HC Deb vol 395 c96):

ITraq has tned covertly to acquire technology and materials that could be used in the
production of nuclear weapons, and it has continued to produce chemical and
biological weapons, some of which can be deployed within 45 minutes of an order to
use them. It retains weapons from pre-Gulf war stocks, and remains capable of
producing chemical agents such as mustard gas, tabun, sarin, cyclosarin and VX. It
still has a missile programme, producing missiles with ranges of 650 km, and is
developing weapons that will go even further. We cannot allow that to continue.

The following 1s a list of other references made by Members and Peers to the 45-minute
capability 1ssue during the period in question (I have emboldened references made by
Ministers):

During the emergency recall of Parliament on 24 September 2002:
In the House of Commons (Vol 390)

Tony Blair (c3)

Tain Duncan Smith (¢7)
Frank Cook (c37)
Frank Cook (c105)
Robert Walter (c123)

In the House of Lords (Vol 638)

Baroness Symons of Vernham Dean (c871)
Lord Bach (c1021)

Iraq’s weapons of mass destruction: the assessment of the British government,
published by the Prime Minister’s Office on the same day, refers to it on page 19.

In addition, the following MPs and Peers have referred to this specific point on other
occasions:
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Llew Smith: HC Deb 21 October 2002 c78W
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(Llew Smith’s was one of 38,429 written questions answered during the period in
question, and the only one which referred to the 45 minute capability 1ssue. During
the same penod, 4,667 oral questions, both oral and supplementary were answered,
and the 1ssue was not raised in one of them. I should add that Glenda Jackson tabled a
written question on the issue on 14 May 2002, but it did not receive an answer until 3
June 2003 - after the end of the period you specified. See HC Deb 3 June 2003
c296W).

Baroness Symons of Vernham Dean: HL Deb 26 February 2003 ¢247

Jack Straw referred to the matter in a speech at the Royal Imstitute for International
Affairs on 21 February 2002. See the section headed Saddam’s WMD - a threat to the Iraqg:

peopie - seventh paragraph down:

hitp:/iwww fco gov uk/serviet/Front?pagename=0OpenMarket/Xcelerate/ShowPage&c=Page&cid=100
7029391647 &a=KArticle&aid=1045739418981

I hope you find this useful. If you require any further clarification, do not hesitate to get back
to me.

Yours sincerely
T

Gregory Howard
Reference and Reader Services Section

Peter Bradley MP
House of Commons

3 PeB/1 {OOOé



