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appropriate, but let me tell them that those nuances
would be lost on the middle east. The region is riven by
conflicts between the Shi’a and Sunni factions, and any
action that we take against Syria will have an impact.
We can control the manner of our intervention, but we
have learned from our experiences in Iraq and Libya
that we cannot control the outcome of any intervention.

There are many powerful forces at work in Syria. In
addition to the two sides in the civil war, there is
Hezbollah, which brings Lebanon into the equation.
When we bring in Lebanon, we bring in Israel, and
when we bring in Israel, we bring in Iran. The situation
could escalate quickly as the perception spread across
the middle east that the west had intervened in a way
that set one side against another.

Mr Nigel Dodds (Belfast North) (DUP): My right
hon. Friend has set out clearly the potential impact of
intervention across the region. Is he therefore surprised,
as I am, to see that although the Opposition’s amendment
refers to such consequences, there is no reference to
them in the Government’s motion?

Mr Donaldson: Indeed; that is one of the weaknesses
in the Government’s motion that is causing us concern.
The Government talk about voices in the Arab world
being raised in support of intervention, but that does
not mean that any such intervention would not have
consequences for the stability of the wider region. If we
intervene, where does it begin and end? I accept what
the Government say about intervention being focused
on removing or diminishing the capacity to use chemical
weapons. That is a noble objective, but I am concerned
about the outcome of such an intervention. That is why
I am not convinced that military intervention is in our
national interest, never mind conducive to building
stability in a troubled region.

Jim Shannon: Further to that point, does my right
hon. Friend recognise the implications for the ethnic
minorities in Syria, and in particular for the Christians,
who have been subject to ethnic cleansing? Those Christians
just want the support of the Syrian state and unity in
their country, and yet they are subject to intimidation
and persecution.

Mr Donaldson: Indeed. Other right hon. and hon.
Members have referred to the religious minorities in
Syria and the impact that the conflict is having on them.
We have heard colourful and dreadful descriptions of
what is happening in Syria.

If the Government choose to take military action and
are able to persuade Parliament to take that path, we
need to have some understanding of what diplomatic
and humanitarian efforts will be made alongside it.
There have been some contributions on humanitarian
issues. In Iraq, we had Operation Safe Haven, which
was designed to safeguard civilians. I would like to hear
more from the Government about what we are doing on
that front.

How are we using our powerful diplomatic influence
across the region? Ambassadors such as Tom Fletcher
in Beirut do an excellent job in trying to bring stability
to the region. I would like to hear what our diplomatic
outposts are saying to the Government about the potential
impacts of military action in the region, because that 
would be important in informing this House about the
global and regional consequences of what we decide to
do.

My party is not the kind of party that takes the soft
option on such matters. We recognise the atrocities that
have been committed in Syria. It is terrible that 300 or
more lives have been lost as a result of this atrocity.
However, as other Members have rightly said today,
almost 100,000 lives have been lost in Syria. If the
Assad regime commits another atrocity with conventional
weapons tomorrow, the next day or five days after
military intervention, what will we say when we see the
body bags and the scenes from Damascus, Aleppo or
wherever it might be? What will we say about the
human disaster that is taking place there? Is it only
because of the use of chemical weapons that this House
will decide that military intervention is necessary? What
about the continuing use of conventional weapons,
some of which were supplied by western states to the
Assad regime? We need to give those matters careful
consideration.

I also want to mention our capacity in chemical,
biological, radiological and nuclear defence. I say this
as a member of the Defence Committee. We recently
announced that the reserve capacity on CBRN is to be
axed. We have axed the CBRN regiment in our armed
forces. If chemical warfare is so important to us, why
are we diminishing the capacity of the UK armed forces
to deal with it? That is an issue that the Government
need to address, and not just within the context of a
review of the strategic defence and security review.

In conclusion, we will think long and hard before we
vote for military action. To date, including in the debate
in the House today, we have not heard anything that
convinces us that it is the right thing to do in our
national interest.

7.24 pm

Richard Harrington (Watford) (Con): Having listened
to all the arguments today, read everything about this
issue over the past couple of days and listened to our
constituents, it is easy for Members to form an opinion
against taking action in Syria. There are many compelling
arguments for doing nothing. Military action is expensive.
We have all heard the argument that we should be
building hospitals, not spending money overseas. People
say that it is wrong on principle for the US to interfere
in foreign countries. We are unsure of the consequences
of action in Syria and, as many right hon. and hon.
Members have said, of how it might extend to other
countries. There is no exit strategy. The history of
Afghanistan and Iraq looms large in people’s minds.

Those arguments all have strong merits and are
compelling. It is certainly true that the British public
have little appetite for further military engagement in
the middle east. Because of the merits of the above
arguments, I could not stand here and argue for full-scale
intervention to force regime change or to bring about a
western-style democracy. My instincts are that it would
be great to do those things in theory, but that we should
not do them.

Like all colleagues, I have received my fair share—or
possibly more than my fair share—of correspondence
on this matter over recent days. It has largely been


against military intervention. However, a piece of









[image: ]

[image: ]

Retrieved from "https://en.wikisource.org/w/index.php?title=Page:Hansard_(UK)_-_Vol_566_No._40_August_29th_2013.pdf/43&oldid=13855203"


		Category: 	Not proofread


Hidden category: 	Running headers with more than four entries




	





	Navigation menu

	
		

	
		Personal tools
	

	
		
			Not logged in
	Talk
	Contributions
	Create account
	Log in


		
	



		
			

	
		Namespaces
	

	
		
			Previous page
	Next page
	Page
	Discussion
	Image
	Index


		
	



			

	
	
		English
	
	
		
		

		
	



		

		
			

	
		Views
	

	
		
			Read
	Edit
	View history


		
	



			

	
	
		More
	
	
		
		

		
	



			

	Search

	
		
			
			
			
			
		

	




		

	

	

	
		
	

	

	
		Navigation
	

	
		
			Main Page
	Community portal
	Central discussion
	Recent changes
	Subject index
	Authors
	Random work
	Random author
	Random transcription
	Help
	Donate


		
	



	

	
		
	

	
		
		

		
	




	
		Tools
	

	
		
			What links here
	Related changes
	Special pages
	Permanent link
	Page information
	Cite this page
	Get shortened URL
	Download QR code


		
	




	
		Print/export
	

	
		
			Printable version
	Download EPUB
	Download MOBI
	Download PDF
	Other formats


		
	



	

	
		In other languages
	

	
		
		

		

	










		 This page was last edited on 8 February 2024, at 15:37.
	Text is available under the Creative Commons Attribution-ShareAlike License; additional terms may apply.  By using this site, you agree to the Terms of Use and Privacy Policy.




		Privacy policy
	About Wikisource
	Disclaimers
	Code of Conduct
	Developers
	Statistics
	Cookie statement
	Mobile view



		[image: Wikimedia Foundation]
	[image: Powered by MediaWiki]






