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PAXMAN :

Well the Government's
fightback focused on the
assertion that intelligence
chiefs stood behind the
contents of the Irag dossier
published last September. Only
so-called rogue elements of
the security services were
unhappy. ¥Yet, the concerns
voiced to this programme and
others do reflect a wider
unease at the way intelligence
about Irag was handled. Our
science editor Susan Watts
reports.

SUSAN WATTS:

The row over intelligence
information and how coalition
governments used it in the
build-up to war reverberated
around the capitals today. A
senior Australian intelligence
officer, who resigned over his
country's involvement in the
war with Iraqg, kept up the
barrage of highly damaging
agssertions.

ANDREW WILKIE:

I feel that all three
governments in Washington in
London and in Canberrs, in all
caseg were dishonest in
selling the Irag problem to
their people and trying to
persuade them to go to the
war. Yes, they were dishonest,
Some people would call that
lving.

RAY MCGQOVERN:

I sympathise with your
professional intelligence
experts because I know a lot
of them and I know the degree
of care and professionalism
they bring to the task. And to
see them watch their product
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be prostltuteg really to
hagherx puvpose 1s something
that is almost, there is
nothing more painful for an
intelligence professional to
watch. |

1
WATTS ;
The questions| for any inguiry
are piling upl First, how
sound was ther Government's gay
certification| -
Saddam coculd launch banned
weapons at 45 minutes' notice.
The issue dominated today's
debate. Tony Blair flatly
denied that the 45-minute
complain had junsettled the
intelligence [services.

TONY BLAIR:

The claim abou 45 minutes
provoked dlsqulet amongst the
1ntelllgenceicommun1ty who
dlsagreed w1th its inclusion
in the d0351§r Again, this is
something I've discussed again
with the chairman of the Joint
Intelligence 'Committee. That
allegation also is completely
and totally dntrue.

WATTS : i

) gpid”us gigﬁ

ACTOR(S VOICET
I was unedsy] with it. My

problem was ghat I could give
other explanations which I've
indicated tog you, that it was
the time to lerect something
like a Scud misgile or it's
the time to {full a malti-
barrel rocket launcher. all
sorts cof reassons why 45
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minutes might well be
important.

WATTS:

In other words he is saying
that Saddam might have rocket
hardware that takes 45 minutes
to assemble but not
necessarily the weapons of
mass destruction to which Tomy
Blair referred in his weapons
dossier, when he said of
Saddam: The document discloses
that his military planning
allows for some of the WMD
be ready within 45 minutes
an order to use them. The
Prime Minister appeared to
want to shift the focus of the
argument, moving away from how
the 45 minute claim was used
to who put it in the weapons
dossier.

to
of

TONY BLATR:

. .including the judgement
about the so-called 45 minutes
was a judgement made by the
Joint Intelligence Committee
and by them alone.

empha51s turned a pOSSlble
capability into an imminent
threat and a critical part of
the Government's case for war.
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MCGOVERN :
It's fair to describe these
folks ag rogue elements only
if you are part of a
government that has a lot of
defengivenesd and a lot of
need to dismilss such
allegations &s being untrue.
You are not a rogue element if
you have a dévotlon toward
truth that transcends this or
that regulatﬁon.

!

WATTS : f
The Government denied, today,
that the 45 ninute claim
originated from an Iragi
defector, whqse credibility
some might doubt, but instead
from a reliable source trusted
over many years. Nevertheless,
its inclusion was unusual
since a mini§ter has conceded
that the information came from
a single source.

WILKIE:

I don't thi it should have
been included at all. One of
the wore worrylng things about
this whole Iraq mess is the
way the intelligence pxocess
has been allowed to break
down. Intelligence cfficers
would never Eely on a single
report as evidence of such an
important point.

WATTS:
Is the inteliligence
information ftself sound? Touy
Blair was alko asked about the
conclusion by nuclear
inspectors forged documents
were behind klaims included in
the same September dossier
that Saddam was trying to
obtain urani from Niger for
a revived nuclear programme.
The Prime Minister said he was
not able to |say if this was
accurate or not.
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MCGOVERN: former inspectors, succeed
What I would suggest is that where the coa}ition forces
Mr Blair needs to talk with have so far failed?

the secretary Powell and £find
out why it is that secretary
Powall has conceded that that
was a forgery.

WATTS :

Can we rely on the

Government's dossiers? It's

not as if the British

Government 's records is clean

when it comes to

embellishment. A Cambridge !

academic uncovered that a i
|
|
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second dossier published in
. Jamuary, shared ten of its 19
- pages, with an article written
by a lecturer in Middle East
studies in California. But
where the original talked of
the Iragi intelligence service
aiding oppeosition groups in
hostile regimes, the British
document translated that to
supporting terrorist
organisations in hostile
regimes. "

WILKIE:

There was no doubt that Irag
was pursuing some soxrt of WMD
programme, That is what all of
the intelligence agencies were
. assessing. I agreed with it at X
. the time. The issue is one of !
degree, the fact that in all '
three countries the
intelligence agencies were
coming up with reascnably
measured assessment. But in
all three countries it was the
governments that were taking
those measured assessments and
exaggerating them to guite a
substantial degree.

WATTS:

The Prime Ministex said the
real hunt for weapons begins
today, with the Irag survey
group. The question now is can
this team, which includes
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(WT) The row over intelligence information and how coalition governments used 1t 1n the
build up to War reverberated around the capitals today A senmior Australian intelligence
officer - who resigned over HIS country’s involvement in the War with Iraq — kept up the
barrage of highly damaging assertions ...

(sync Wilkie - ans 6 or 7)

143453
i feel that all three governments, in washington in london and in canberra

were in all cases dishonest when selling the irag problem to their people
and trying to persuade go to war yes, they were dishonest some people
would call that lying

143512

(sync McGovern) 184243

| sympathise with your intelligence experts, i know a lot of them, i know
the degree of care and professionalism they bring to the task and to see
them watch their product being prostituted to higher purpose almost
there's nothing more painful for a professionai to watch

184324

(WT - CHAPTER HEAD t — QUESTION FOR INQUIRY) The questions for any inquiry are
piling up. First - how sound was the Government’s assertion that Saddam could launch
banned weapons at 45 minutes notice?

{(WT) The 1ssue dominated today’s debate Tony Blair flatly denied that the 45-minute claim
had unsettled the intelligence services.

(Tony Blair today) 120742

the claim that the claim about 45 mins provoked disquiet among the
intelligence community who disagreed with its inclusion in the dossier -
again this is something | have discussed with the chairman of the jic -
that allegation also is completely and totally untrue 120800

(WT) But a source we’ve spoken to - a senior official intimately involved with the

process of pulling together the original weapons dossier in which the claim was
made — told us that he and others felt considerable discomfort over 1t.

(GFX)} (Quote) I was uneasy with it — my problem was I could give other explanations, which
I’ve indicated to you — that it was the time to erect something like a scud mussile or it’s the
time to fill a multi-barrel rocket launcher...All sorts of reasons why 45 minutes might well be
important.

(W'T) In other words, he’s saying that Saddam might have rocket hardware that takes 45
minutes to assemble, but not necessanly the weapons of mass destruction to which Tony Blair
referred 1n his weapons dossier when he said of Saddam
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* ..the document discloses that his military planning allows for some of the WMD 1o be ready
within 45 minutes of an order to use them.” (DATE ASTON)

(WT — commons ) The prime minister appeared to want to shift the focus of the argument —
moving away from how the 45-minute claim was used to WHO put 1t 1n the weapons
dossier...

(Tony Blair today) 120516

there was no attempt at any time by any official or minister or member of
10 downing street staff to override the intelligence judgements of the jic
their judgement inciuding the judgement about the 45 minutes was a
judgement made by the jic and them alone

120539

(PTC) Our source was NOT disputing that the 45-minute assessment was included in the
dossier by the mtelligence service — although he did say he felt that to have been a “mistake”.
His POINT was that the EMPHASIS placed on that element of the intelligence in the
foreword to the dossier WENT TOO FAR He felt this emphasis turned a POSSIBLE
capability mnto an imminent threat...and a critical part of the Government’s case for war. Qur
source cannot be described as a “rogue element” On the contrary he 1s exceptionally well
placed to judge the prevailing mood as the dossier of September last year was put together.

(3.26)

(sync McGovern) 184548

it's fair to describe these folks as rogue elements only if you're part of a
government who has a lot of defensiveness and a need to dismiss such
allegations as being untrue. You're not a rogue element if you have a
devotion to truth that transcends this or that regulation. (3.52)

(WT) The Government denied today that the 45-minute claim originated from an Iraq1
defector, whose credibility some might doubt, but instead from a reliable source - trusted over
many years. Nevertheless, its inclusion was unusual since a minister has conceded the
information came from a single source.

(sync Wilkie — ans 3) 142945

i don't think it should have been included at all. one of the worrying things
about this whole iraq mess is the way the intelligence process has been
allowed to break down. intelligence officers would never rely on a single
report as evidence of such a important point

(WT — CHAPTER HEAD 2 — QUESTION FOR INQUIRY) So 1s the intelligence
information itself sound?

(WT) Tony Blair was also asked about the conclusion by nuclear inspectors that forged
documents were behind claims - included m the same September dossier - that Saddam was
trying to obtain uranium from Niger for a revived nuclear programme. The prime minister
said he was not able to say if this was accurate or not.
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(sync McGovern) 184658
... -what i would suggest is that mr blair needs to speak to secretary
powell and find out why it is that sec powell has conceded that that was a

forgery (5.07)

(WT — CHAPTER HEAD 3 — QUESTION FOR INQUIRY) Can we rely on the
Government’s dossiers?

(WT - gfx) It's not as if the British Government's record is clean when it
comes to embellishment. A Cambridge academic uncovered that a
second dossier, published in January, shared 10 of its 19 pages with an
article written by a lecturer in middle east studies in California. But where
the original talked of the Iraqi intelligence service, "aiding opposition
groups in hostile regimes", the British document translated that to
"supporting terrorist organisations in hostile regimes”. (5.38)

(sync Wilkie — ans 8) there was no doubt iraq was pursuing some sort of wnd
programme that's what all the intelligence agencies were assessing. i
agreed with it at the time. the issue here is one of degree, the fact that in
all three countries the intelligence agencies were coming up with
reasonably measured assessments but in all three countries it was the
govts that were taking those measured assessments and exaggerating
to quite a substantial degree

(WT - payoff) The prime munister said the REAL hunt for weapons begins today with the Iraq

Survey Group. The question now 1s can this team, which mcludes former mspectors, succeed
where the coalition forces have so far failed. ..
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