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Edward Miliband: I will not give way.

As I was saying, by setting this framework today, we
will give ourselves the time and space to assess the
impact that any intervention will have on the Syrian
people, and to assess the framework of international
law and legitimacy. As I have said, I do not believe that
we should be rushed to judgment on this question on a
political timetable set elsewhere. In the coming days, the
Government have a responsibility, building on what the
Prime Minister did today—but it is also more than what
he did today—to set out their case on why the benefits
of intervention and action outweigh the benefits of not
acting.

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

Edward Miliband: No, I want to make this point.

I do not rule out supporting the Prime Minister, but I
believe he must make a better case than he has made
today on this question. Frankly, he cannot say to the
House and to the country that the Government motion
would not change our stance on Syria or our involvement
in the Syrian conflict. It would, and the House needs to
assess that.

Our amendment sets out a roadmap from evidence to
decision that I believe can command the confidence of
the House and the British public. Crucially, the amendment
would place responsibility for the judgment on the
achievement of the criteria for action—reporting by the
weapons inspectors; compelling evidence; the vote in
the Security Council; the legal base; and the prospect of
successful action—with this House in a subsequent
vote.

I hope the House can unite around our amendment,
because I believe it captures a view shared on both sides
of the House, both about our anger at the attack on
innocent civilians, and about a coherent framework for
making the decision on how we respond.

Jim Sheridan (Paisley and Renfrewshire North) (Lab):
May I thank my right hon. Friend and the shadow
Foreign Secretary for the measured approach that they
are taking on this very serious issue? Does my right
hon. Friend agree that any reckless or irresponsible
action could lead to full war in that area? We must
understand from previous conflicts that war is not some
sort of hokey-cokey concept; once you’re in, you’re in.

Edward Miliband: That is why there must not be a
rush to judgment—my hon. Friend is entirely right.

Penny Mordaunt: The right hon. Gentleman speaks
of a road map. Does he not appreciate that the first
stage in our response to the atrocities is what we do in
the Chamber this afternoon? Given that his perfectly
legitimate concerns about consequences, evidence and
so on are met by the Government motion, may I urge
him to support the motion so that we can send a united,
strong message to Assad and others? Otherwise, we will
undermine our national security.

Edward Miliband: We will not support a Government
motion that was briefed this morning as setting out an
in-principle decision to take military action. That would
be the wrong thing to do, and on that basis we will
 oppose the motion. We could only support military
action, and should only make the decision to do so,
when and if the conditions of our amendment were
met.

We all know that stability cannot be achieved by
military means alone. The continued turmoil in the
country and the region in recent months and years
further demonstrates the need to ensure that we uphold
the fate of innocent civilians, the national interest and
the security and future prosperity of the whole region
and the world. I know that the whole House recognises
that this will not and cannot be achieved through a
military solution.

Whatever our disagreements today, Labour Members
stand ready to play our part in supporting measures to
improve the prospects for peace in Syria and the middle
east: it is what the people of Britain and the world have
the right to expect. But this is a very grave decision, and
it should be treated as such by this House, and it will be
treated as such by this country.

The fundamental test will be this: as we think about
the men, women and children who have been subjected
to this atrocity and about the prospects for other citizens
in Syria, can the international community act in a
lawful and legitimate way that will help them and prevent
further suffering? The seriousness of our deliberations
should match the significance of the decision we face,
which is why I urge the House to support our amendment.

Several hon. Members rose—

Mr Speaker: No fewer than 99 right hon. and hon.
Members are seeking to catch my eye, meaning that
necessarily large numbers of colleagues will be disappointed.
As always, the Chair will do its best to accommodate
the level of interest, but it will not be assisted by
Members coming up to it to ask whether and, if so,
when they will be called. I ask Members please not to
do so: calmness and patience are required.

Dame Joan Ruddock (Lewisham, Deptford) (Lab):
On a point of order, Mr Speaker. The Prime Minister—or,
at least, a spokesperson—told the media yesterday morning
that a UN resolution was to be circulated in the afternoon.
I believe that it was, but when I asked the Library for
the text neither it nor the Foreign Office was available to
provide it. Will you, Mr Speaker, look into that?

Mr Speaker: The right hon. Lady is an immensely
experienced Member—she is now into her 26th year;
she started extremely young—and she knows that that
is not a matter for the Chair. She has candidly aired her
concern, and the Prime Minister and other Members on
the Treasury Bench will have heard what she had to say.

3.43 pm

Sir Malcolm Rifkind (Kensington) (Con): I listened
in the most charitable manner I could to the Leader of
the Opposition explaining why he cannot support the
motion. Given that the Government responded not
simply to his request but to those made by Members on
the Government Benches to wait until the inspectors
had completed their task and to enable the Security
Council to consider the consequences, we and the country
can only conclude that the right hon. Gentleman is
incapable of taking yes for an answer.
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