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Mr Jim Cunningham: I am sure my hon. Friend has
noticed in this debate that no thought has been given by
the Prime Minister—or, for that matter, the Deputy
Prime Minister, who will be winding up—about the
consequences for the aftermath. Are we going to be in
another situation like Iraq, for example, where no thought
was given to the aftermath?

Andrew Miller: My hon. Friend is quite right. I am
sure that those discussions are happening in private, but
the Attorney-General’s briefing, a welcome document,
refers entirely to the humanitarian issues. Let me repeat
the sentence I cited earlier:



“Such an intervention would be directed exclusively to averting
a humanitarian catastrophe, and the minimum judged necessary
for that purpose”.




The motion, the amendments and the advice before us
tonight are about that point, and that point alone. But
can we achieve that goal by means of a clinical operation?
It is my assertion that that is not possible.

Before we have a further debate, therefore, that analysis
needs to take place. Members need to be properly
briefed, recognising the sensitivities of some of those
briefing issues, so that we can make a decision fully
informed of all the facts, because these are hugely
important issues. I do not believe for a moment that it is
possible to take out the chemical weapons capacity
remotely. Does that mean it is special forces on the
ground—ours or other people’s? We need to understand
such issues fully before we take the decision next week. I
hope that Members on the Treasury Bench take those
points seriously.

8.45 pm

Sir Gerald Howarth (Aldershot) (Con): Our long
debate today has served two valuable purposes. First, it
has served to underline the huge complexity of the
issues before the House and the country. As one who
came to the debate as a sceptic about military intervention,
I have found it extremely useful and I hope that the
country and the newspapers will have observed that
Parliament is taking this issue very seriously.

Secondly, the debate has served a valuable purpose in
enabling the Prime Minister and the Government to set
out their precise position. In that respect, the categoric
statement by the Prime Minister that it is not the
Government’s intention to get involved in the wider
Syrian civil war is hugely welcome. As many hon.
Members have said, the message that we are getting
from our constituents throughout the country is that
there is no appetite for further military intervention by
this country when no British national interest can be
identified. I personally indorse the remarks made by my
hon. Friend the Member for Gainsborough (Sir Edward
Leigh) about the nature of the opposition in Syria,
many of whom, I think, are absolutely disgusting. I
cannot see, personally, that there is much likelihood of
a better flavour of regime than the present one; my hon.
Friend the Member for Harrow East (Bob Blackman)
made that point too.

The Prime Minister has made it clear that he is
talking about a specific, narrowly focused response to
the use of chemical weapons. That is the sole objective.
My colleague the former Defence Secretary, my right
hon. Friend the Member for North Somerset (Dr Fox),
said that doing nothing was equal to appeasement, 
and that the two issues could be kept completely
separate. I am not sure that is possible, but just simply
focusing—

Andy McDonald (Middlesbrough) (Lab): Can the
right hon. Gentleman reconcile the two statements—that
one can be involved in military action and somehow
keep out of the civil war in Syria? Surely that action
involves us, necessarily, in that civil war.

Sir Gerald Howarth: The hon. Gentleman makes an
entirely valid point. That is a question that, as
parliamentarians, we are entitled to ask: to what extent
would the nature of the operation that the Government
are proposing constitute taking sides? Hon. Members
have made that point already, but let me address my
concerns about the clinical strike.

I fully understand the argument that doing nothing
would send a green light, that there would be further
atrocities by Assad or others, and that it would send a
message to others in possession of chemical weapons
that they could get away, with impunity, with using
those revolting weapons. There are extremely difficult
issues here. However, we need to ask ourselves some
questions. If it is the Government’s position that there is
a narrowly defined objective, which is to send the message,
“This is unacceptable. We do not wish to get involved in
the wider civil war, but we wish to send you a message,
‘Do this again to your people and you will be zapped,’”
I believe that we have the military means to deliver a
precision strike. However, I think we need to ask ourselves,
“What would the consequences be?” The right hon.
Member for Blackburn (Mr Straw) asked the question:
“What if this does not work and Assad continues?
What then do we do?” What is the response of Russia
likely to be? As parliamentarians, it is entirely right and
proper that we ask such questions on behalf of ourselves
and our constituents. That is what the country expects
and I hope the Government will provide some answers
to those points. If this does not work, what happens
then? Will we get our hand in the mangle and be drawn
into further military operations beyond clinical strikes?
I expect to support the Government tonight because I
think the Opposition have been playing politics with
this issue.

8.49 pm

Mike Gapes (Ilford South) (Lab/Co-op): The options
in Syria have never been easy or risk free, and today all
options are bad ones. The reality is that in the past two
and a half years, the international community has betrayed
those secular, enthusiastic people who tried to get
democratic change in their country. Because of our
hang-ups about our past, because President Obama was
not interested, and because of Russian and Chinese
vetoes in the Security Council, we have not given support,
and that has led to the brutality, radicalisation and
extremism that we confront today.

This debate has not made me proud. I am sad and I
believe it tells me something about our country today
when I hear people saying, “It’s none of our business”
and “We shouldn’t get involved” when 100,000 people
are dead and 4 million displaced from their homes.
Today, increasing numbers of Kurds are fleeing Syria to


go to the Kurdish region of Iraq where Saddam Hussein
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