


the menace of lrag’s ability to (urther devalop its aon-convantional weapons programmes.

! have had ne further contact with Andrew Gilligan since May 22nd

( did not even coasider that | was the “saurce” of Gilligan’s infermation until a fiiend in RUSI
said that | should look at the “Oral Evidence provided 1o the Foreign Affairs Commutiee” on 19*
June because she recognised that some comments were the sort that | would make about Irag's
chemicsal and biological capacity. The description of that meeting in small part matches my
interaction with him especially my personal evaluation of lraq’s capability but the overall charactec
15 quite different. { can onfy conciude one of three things. Gilligan has considerably embellished
my meating with him; he has met with other individuals wha truly were intimately associated with
the dassier; or ha has assembled comments from both multiple direct and indirect sources for his

artticles.

1 should explain my "unuswal” interaction with the media. In August 1991 1 led the first
biological weapens inspection in Irag. | had no media exposure before that although anticipating
that it would be inavitable ! attended at my request the MOD Senior Qfficers TV course at Wilton
Park which served to make me aware of some of the pitfalls of journahsm. During and after the first
inspection as Chiel Inspector | conducted a number of major press conferences including the
internationally covered midday press briefing at the UN Head quarters in New York. That meant
that the media were very much aware of me thereafter. Over the naxt ten years | undertook at the

. request of MOD, FCO, CBD Porton Down, and the especiaily the UN press office and
UNSCOM/UNMOVIC press officer both attobutable interviews and occasionally unatteibutable
briefings. All such interactions were cleared by the appropriate authority. As my contact detalls
became known it became inevitable that direct approaches weace made aad [ used my discretion as
whether | provided information. My interaciion with the media helped keep the issue of Irag’s WMD
a live issue. | interact with the media on four issues - lraq, Soviet/Russian biological warfare,
smalipox and anthrax. If it was technical informaticn avaiable from open sources {and nearly all
requests were such} then i provided detzils or more realistcally a clarification and explanation of
that informauon ({ tend to be a human archive oo Irag’s chemical and biological programmes). |
it was about indrwiduals liragi or UN} 1 would comment only on their rale and not ther pecsonality.
Comment on other matters were declined although in the case of Iraq it 1s impossible to draw a clear
disunction between tho truly technical and irag's poliucal cencealment.

| have sppeared on many British and foreign 1elevision programmes including Today,
Panorama, Channel 4 News, Newsnight, ABC, CBS sixty minutes, CNN etc. and | continue to get
requests to do so. Since September 11™{ no longer talk to camera about Iraq and rarely on other
issues. All media requests ace referred to James Paver of the FCO Press Qffice and most are now
discouraged from approaching him by my stating that | doubted that it would be possible.

. | have neves served as a designated spokesperson for any organisation, never witiated the
release of information on behalf of any organisation, and never discussed a JIC repoct. | have aever
contacted any journalist to claim that s newspapes fepoft was coriect {or incorrect). | have never
made a claim as to the timing of when any part of the dossier was included. 1 have never acted as
a conduit to release or leak information. | have never discussed classified information with anyane
other than those cleared so to do. | do not feel "deep unease” over the dossier because it 15
completely caincideat with my personal views on lrag’s unconventional weapons capability

With hindsight | of course deeply regret talking to Andrew Gilligan even though 1 am
canvinced that | am not his primary source of information. At the ume of considerable disarcay m
Irag I was eager ta gain whatever first hand information t could about the circumstances i leag and
individuals assocrated with fraqg’s WMD programme. | anucipated, incorrectly, that | would shortly
retrn 1o irag to debrief some of those individuals and thus 1s why t have spoken to some [ournalists
who have also niteracted with them recently
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I hope this letter helps unravel at least a smali part of the “45 minute story™. It was 3
ditficult decision to make to write 10 you because | realise that suspicion falls on me because of my
long association with lrag’s WMD programme investigation and the acknawledgement that [ know
Andrew Gilligan. { can only repeat that [ do not believe that | am the single source referred 10 and
that much of the information attributed to that source | am completely unsighted on and would not

be able to provide informed comment about.
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