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There will be some in this House who say that Britain
should not contemplate action even when it is limited,
because we do not know precisely the consequences
that will follow. As I said, I am not with those who rule
out action, and the horrific events unfolding in Syria
ask us to consider all available options, but we owe it to
the Syrian people, to our own country and to the future
security of our world to scrutinise any plans on the
basis of the consequences they will have. By setting a
framework today, we give ourselves time and space to
scrutinise what is being proposed by the Government,
to see what the implications are.

Mr Baron: For the sake of clarity for the House, can
the right hon. Gentleman tell us whether, if there was
no UN Security Council resolution, the Labour Opposition
would back military intervention?

Edward Miliband: It depends on the case that has
been set out and the extent to which international
support has been developed—[Interruption.] I say to
hon. Members on the Government Benches who are
making strange noises that it is right to go about this
process in a calm and measured way. If people are
asking me today to say, “Yes, now, let us take military
action,” I am not going to say that, but neither am I
going to rule out military action, because we have to
proceed on the basis of evidence and the consensus and
support that can be built.

Paul Maynard (Blackpool North and Cleveleys) (Con):
The hon. Member for Hampstead and Kilburn (Glenda
Jackson) asked an important question that I feel the
right hon. Gentleman did not answer fully. Paragraph
(e) of the Opposition amendment refers to “precise and
achievable objectives”, which I assume means that he
has in mind precise and achievable objectives. Can he
please detail what they would be?

Edward Miliband: Yes I can, because the amendment
goes on to say,



“designed to deter the future use of prohibited chemical weapons
in Syria”.




Paragraph (e) also states that




“such action must have regard to the potential consequences in
the region”,




so any proposed action to deter the use of chemical
weapons must be judged against the consequences that
will follow. Further work by the Government is necessary
to set out what those consequences would be.

Mr Crispin Blunt (Reigate) (Con): On consequences,
I am listening carefully to the Leader of the Opposition
and he is effectively making a strong case against military
action. The consequences of the military action envisaged
are very unquantifiable, because the objectives are, frankly,
pretty soft in terms of degrading and deterring and of
the link between military effect and the actual effect on
the ground. He has also linked this to the consequences
for the Geneva II process, which can only be negative.

Edward Miliband: I am saying to the hon. Gentleman
and the House that over the coming period, we have to
assess in a calm and measured way—not in a knee-jerk
way, and not on a political timetable—the advantages
of potential action, whether such action can be taken
on the basis of legitimacy and international law, and
what the consequences would be.

Nadhim Zahawi (Stratford-on-Avon) (Con): Listening
to the right hon. Gentleman’s speech, any reasonable
human being would assume that he is looking to divide
the House for political advantage. What has happened
to the national interest?

Edward Miliband: That intervention is not worthy of
the hon. Gentleman. I am merely trying to set out a
framework for decision for the House. My interest all
along has been to ensure that the House of the Commons
can make the decision, and do so when the evidence is
available. Some in the House believe that the decision is
simple—clearly there are such Members on the Government
Benches. Some think we can make the decision now to
engage in military conflict. Equally, others believe we
can rule out military conflict now. I happen to think
that we must assess the evidence over the coming period.
That is the right thing to do, and our road map sets out
how we would do it.

Steve McCabe (Birmingham, Selly Oak) (Lab): It is
one thing to not rule out military action, but is not the
problem with the Government’s motion that it asks for
an in-principle vote for military action now, before we
hear what the inspectors say and before the UN processes
take place?

Edward Miliband: I say to my hon. Friend and the
House that this morning, it was noticeable that the
Government motion would be presented, if it was voted
for—this is an important point—as the House endorsing
the principle of military action. That is why I do not feel
ready to support the Government motion, and why I
believe the Opposition amendment, which sets out a
framework for decision, is the right thing to vote for.

Penny Mordaunt: Will the right hon. Gentleman give
way?

Edward Miliband: I am going to make a bit more
progress.

Angus Robertson: Will the right hon. Gentleman give
way?

Edward Miliband: I will give way.

Angus Robertson: Will the right hon. Gentleman confirm
that in advance of previous conflicts, such as the intervention
in Afghanistan, political parties in the House were
briefed in detail, and on Privy Council terms, on the
nature of the evidence on why there should be intervention?
Can he confirm that there have been no such briefings
in advance of this vote?

Edward Miliband: I have had the benefit of briefings
with the Prime Minister, but I am sure that he, having
heard the hon. Gentleman’s intervention, will want to
extend that facility to him and other minority parties.

Penny Mordaunt: Will the right hon. Gentleman give
way?
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