



	
	

	
	

	Page:Hansard (UK) - Vol 566 No. 40 August 29th 2013.pdf/9

	
		From Wikisource

		


		

		
		

		Jump to navigation
		Jump to search
		This page has been proofread, but needs to be validated.
1437
Syria and the Use of Chemical Weapons
29 AUGUST 2013
Syria and the Use of Chemical Weapons
1438




The Prime Minister: I am happy to consider that
request, because the ISC plays a very important role,
but I do not want to raise, as perhaps happened in the
Iraq debate, the status of individual or groups of pieces
of intelligence into some sort of quasi-religious cult.
That would not be appropriate. I have told the House
that there is an enormous amount of open-source reporting,
including videos that we can all see. Furthermore, we
know that the regime has an enormous arsenal, that it
has used it before and that it was attacking that area.
Then, of course, there is the fact that the opposition
does not have those weapons or delivery systems and
that the attack took place in an area that it was holding.
So, yes, intelligence is part of this picture, but let us not
pretend that there is one smoking piece of intelligence
that can solve the whole problem. This is a judgment
issue; hon. Members will have to make a judgment.

Mr John Baron (Basildon and Billericay) (Con): I
thank the Prime Minister for being generous in giving
way.

The reason many of us in Parliament oppose arming
the rebels is not only that atrocities have been committed
by both sides in this vicious civil war, but that there is a
real risk of escalating the violence and therefore the
suffering. No matter how clinical the strikes, there is a
real risk that they would result only in escalating the
violence. What assurances can the Prime Minister give,
therefore, that this will not escalate violence either
within the country or beyond Syria’s borders?

The Prime Minister: My hon. Friend and I have not
agreed on every aspect of Syrian policy, as is well
known. If we were to take action, it would be purely
and simply about degrading and deterring chemical
weapons use. We worry about escalation, but the greatest
potential escalation is the danger of additional chemical
weapons use because nothing has been done. This debate
and this motion are not about arming the rebels or
intervening in the conflict, or about invasion or changing
our approach to Syria. They are about chemical weapons—
something in which everyone in this House has an
interest.

Penny Mordaunt (Portsmouth North) (Con): The use
of chemical weapons has made Syria our business.
Does the Prime Minister agree that to miss the opportunity
we have today to send a strong message to Assad and
others that this House condemns this war crime, the use
of chemical weapons, and will stand by our obligations
to deter them would be to undermine our own national
security?

The Prime Minister: My hon. Friend makes an important
point. One of the questions our constituents ask most is
where the British national interest is in all of this. I
would argue that a stable middle east is in the national
interest, but there is a specific national interest relating
to the use of chemical weapons and preventing its
escalation.

Several hon. Members rose—

The Prime Minister: I will give way a bit more in a
minute, but I want to make some further progress and
leave plenty of time for Back-Bench speeches.

In this section of my speech, I have tried to address
the questions that people have. Let me take the next
one: whether we would be in danger of undermining
our ambitions for a political solution in Syria. There is
not some choice between, on the one hand, acting to
prevent chemical weapons being used against the Syrian
people and, on the other, continuing to push for a
long-term political solution. We need to do both. We
remain absolutely committed to using diplomacy to end
this war with a political solution.

Let me make this point. For as long as Assad is able
to defy international will and get away with chemical
attacks on his people, I believe that he will feel little if
any pressure to come to the negotiating table. He is
happy to go on killing and maiming his own people as
part of his strategy for winning that brutal civil war. Far
from undermining the political process, a strong response
over the use of chemical weapons in my view could
strengthen it.

Keith Vaz (Leicester East) (Lab): One of the consequences
of intervening will be the effect that it will have on other
countries in the region, and my particular concern—as
the Prime Minister knows—is Yemen, the most unstable
country in the area. Has he looked at the possible
consequences of intervention and the effect that it will
have on the stability of a country such as Yemen?

The Prime Minister: I have taken advice from all of
the experts about all the potential impacts on the region,
which in fact is the next question in my list of questions
that need to be answered. The region has already been
profoundly endangered by the conflict in Syria. Lebanon
is facing sectarian tensions as refugees pile across the
border. Jordan is coping with a massive influx of refugees.
Our NATO ally Turkey has suffered terrorist attacks
and shelling from across the border. Standing by as a
new chemical weapons threat emerges in Syria will not
alleviate those challenges; it will deepen them. That is
why the Arab League has been so clear in condemning
the action, in attributing it precisely to President Assad
and in calling for international action. This is a major
difference from past crises in the middle east, and a
region long beset by conflict and aggression needs above
all clear international laws and people and countries
who are prepared to stand up for them.

Simon Hughes (Bermondsey and Old Southwark)
(LD): I believe that my constituents, like those of the
rest of the House, want the Prime Minister to make
clear on behalf of this country that we will not turn
away from the illegal use of chemical weapons, but that
we will give peace a chance. Will he assure us that he
will continue to engage—however difficult it is—with
Russia and the other key countries to try to make sure
that the UN route is productive and that the diplomatic
process is engaged again as soon as possible?

The Prime Minister: I absolutely agree with my right
hon. Friend that we must continue the process of diplomatic
engagement. Even after I had spoken to President Obama
before the weekend, I called President Putin on Monday
and had a long discussion with him about this issue. We
are a long way apart, but the one issue about which we


do agree is the need to get the Geneva II process going.













Retrieved from "https://en.wikisource.org/w/index.php?title=Page:Hansard_(UK)_-_Vol_566_No._40_August_29th_2013.pdf/9&oldid=13855169"


		Category: 	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 15:36.
	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



		
	






