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sadistic dictator should be allowed any possibility of getting his hands on
chemical, biological and nuclear weapons of mass destruction .

"Why now?", people ask. I agree that I cannot say that this month or next,
even this year or next, Saddam will use his weapons . But I can say that if the
international community, having made the call for disarmament, now, at this
moment, at the point of decision, shrugs its shoulders and walks away, he will
draw the conclusion that dictators faced with a weakening will always draw :
that the international community will talk but not act, will use diplomacy but
not force . We know, again from our history, that diplomacy not backed by the
threat of force has never worked with dictators and never will .

If we take this course and if we refuse to implement the will of the international
community, Saddam will carry on, his efforts will intensify, his confidence will
grow and, at some point in a future not too distant, the threat will turn into
reality . The threat therefore is not imagined . The history of Saddam and
weapons of mass destruction is not American or British propaganda . The history
and the present threat are real .
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If people say, "Why should Britain care?", I answer, "Because there is no way
this man, in this region above all regions, could begin a conflict using such
weapons and the consequences not engulf the whole world, including this
country ." That, after all, is the reason the UN passed its resolutions . That is why
it is right that the UN Security Council again makes its will and its unity clear
and lays down a strong new UN resolution and mandate . Then Saddam will
have the choice : comply willingly or be forced to comply . That is why, alongside
the diplomacy, there must be genuine preparedness and planning to take action
if diplomacy fails .

Let me be plain about our purpose . Of course there is no doubt that Iraq, the
region and the whole world would be better off without Saddam . Iraq deserves
to be led by someone who can abide by international law, not a murderous
dictator ; by someone who can bring Iraq back into the international community
where it belongs, not leave it languishing as a pariah ; by someone who can
make the country rich and successful, not impoverished by Saddam's personal
greed ; and by someone who can lead a Government more representative of the
country as a whole while maintaining absolutely Iraq~s territorial integrity .

We have no quarrel with the Iraqi people. Indeed, liberated from Saddam, they
could make Iraq prosperous and a force for good in the middle east. So the
ending of this regime would be the cause of regret for no one other than
Saddam . But our purpose is disarmament . No one wants military conflict . The
whole purpose of putting this before the UN is to demonstrate the united
determination of the international community to resolve this in the way it
should have been resolved years ago : through a proper process of disarmament
under the UN . Disarmament of all weapons of mass destruction is the demand .
One way or another, it must be acceded to .
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There are two other issues with a bearing on this question which I will deal
with . First, Afghanistan is a country now freed from the Taliban but still
suffering . This is a regime we chariged, rightly-1 waht to make it clear; once
again, that we are entirely committed to its reconstruction . We will not desert
the Afghan people . We will stick with them until the job bf reconstruction is
done .

Secondly, I have no doubt that the Arab world knows that it would be better off
without Saddam . Equally, I know that there is genuine resentment at the state
of the middle east peace process,-which people want to see the international
community pursue with the same vigour . Israel will defend its people against
these savage acts of terrorism, but the very purpose of this terrorism is to
prevent any chance for peace . Meanwhile, the Palestinians are suffering in the
most appalling and unacceptable way .

We need therefore urgent action to build a security infrastructure that gives
both Israelis and Palestinians confidence and stops the next suicide bomb
closing down the prospects of progress . We need political reform for the
Palestinian Authority, and we need a new conference on the middle east peace
process, based on the twin principles of a secure Israel and a viable Palestinian
state . We can condemn the terrorism and the reaction to it . As I have said
many times in the House, frankly, that gets us nowhere. What we need is a firm
commitment to action
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and a massive mobilisation of energy to get the peace process moving again, and we m Britain will
play our part m that in any way we can.

Finally, there are many acts of this drama still to be played out . I have always
said that Parliament should be kept in touch with all developments, in particular
those that would lead us to military action . That remains the case, and to those
who doubt it I say : look at Kosovo and Afghanistan . We proceeded with care,
with full debate in this House, and when we took military action, we did so as a
last resort . We shall act in the same way now, but I hope we can do so secure
in the knowledge that should Saddam continue to defy the will of the
international community, this House, as it has in our history so many times
before, will not shrink from doing what is necessary and what is right.
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