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Members of Parliament agree with CHAK on British Responsibility for the Plight of Iraqi Minorities
 

    We are pleased that Britain's responsibility for the situation of the Minorities of Iraq was forcefully made in last week's debate in Westminster Hall in the House of Commons(16th december). This was repeated time and again by several speakers, (who repeated the representations made by CHAK and our partners  to them ) , including the Conservative spokesman for the  Middle East. Several important points were made regarding the UK's attittude towards Minority Community refugees, including Britain's cruel policy of closed doors, the lack of use of Britain's influence in Iraq towards helping them,and  the lack of any direct assistance to the Minority Iraqi refugees from the British government 

     The government minister (Mr Bill Rammell)  did say, in diplomatic language " We understand our responsibilities".The point of Britain's responsibility needs to be reinforced by persuading many more Members of Parliament to sign Early Day Motion 27 which emphasises this.This would increase the pressure on the government and prevent them from completely washing their hands of the legacy of their involvement in Iraq as the date of withdrawal nears.

            We in CHAK passionately believe in, and preach  the brotherhood of all victims of Ethnic Cleansing and Genocide. We believe that  culpable parties, as well as those who have assisted them,  will eventualy have to make restitution for the terrible suffering of recent years. Admission of responsibility is just the first small step on this path.We are disappointed  that the debate focused on only one of the minority groups, giving the impression that the Christians are unique in their suffering We encourage politicians to take a wider view. 

    We are conscious of certain elements in British politics, who are attempting to create divisions among various victim groups. Let us  aim to  assist each other in our goal of the recognition of the crimes inflicted upon us and also in our search for  justice  and security for all our communities.

 

    Here are the most relevant contributions in the debate.(our comments in blue)
 

Mr. Edward Leigh(Con):. ......we are sitting here in the presence of a British Minister, and there is no doubt that we have a responsibility in the matter. I. The British and American Governments have a responsibility, because there is no doubt that the position of Christians in Iraq has got immeasurably worse since the invasion in 2003....

Mr. Leigh: That is right, and we bear a responsibility. .................
On the hon. Gentleman’s intervention, the people who have suffered like that are genuine religious referees. There is no way in which they could possibly be considered economic migrants. We have a duty of care to them, but our greatest duty of care is not to try to pick up the pieces when they flee, as is happening.... Our duty is surely to help them to stay in their own country, which is what they want to do.
.....Mr. Leigh: Yes, I agree with that entirely. I believe that we and the Americans still have considerable influence in Iraq, and that we cannot turn our back on the problem...
Mr. William Cash (Stone) (Con):.....—we have an obligation to stand strongly by the protection of minorities. If our democracy is to be taken as a beacon for the rest of the world, and if we are contributing to constitutional change in countries where we have an interest and some influence—the United States has a similar obligation—it is essential that we stand by the principles that we would apply in this country. It is with the deepest concern that I have watched what is happening to the Christian minority, and all minorities in Iraq..
Mr. Cash:. ... I look forward with interest, but also with some concern, to what the Minister has to say. If he has no clear policy to guarantee that we will exert all the necessary pressure, what is the point in universal declarations of human rights, what is the point in having a Westminster democracy and what is the point of our calling ourselves the mother of Parliaments? Are we to engage in double standards or will we ensure that the Christian minority in Iraq, in common with all minorities who are persecuted, is protected under the constitutional arrangements of our democratic system? If we do nothing, those people will die. If we do not provide guarantees—I look to the Government to ensure this—I think that our Government would stand condemned for not having done what is open to them while we are still in Iraq.
Tim Farron (Westmorland and Lonsdale) (LD): I am keen to see the British Government provide humanitarian aid to the numerous displaced families in northern Iraq and to the Christian community in that region, including those in the Nineveh plain. Such aid should not be channelled through existing authorities or the regional government, but should be given through reliable non-governmental organisations with a proven track record of helping Assyrian Chaldeans in that region. That will help to ensure that any British Government aid to those people is used to benefit the community
Jo Swinson:(Lib Dem): .
I turn to the role of the UK Government. What is it that we should be doing? The hon. Member for North-West Leicestershire (David Taylor), who is no longer in his place, spoke of asylum seekers—an important point, because the Government can have a direct impact.
If the Government accept what is happening to Christians in Iraq, I wonder what their rationale is for saying that it is safe to deport people back to such a country, especially when they are at risk of being tortured or killed for their religion.
It is interesting to look at the figures for the period 2003-07. For example, Sweden has taken 25,000 refugees from Iraq. For the same period, the UK has taken in 260, and a further 2,680 have been given leave to remain. If we cannot improve security and guarantee the safety of Christians and other minorities in Iraq, we should not deny the clearly genuine case being made by those who seek asylum here. I wonder whether the Minister believes that it is safe at the moment to deport Christians to Iraq.
I turn to what the Government can do in Iraq. It is vital that we use our influence and lobbying power.
 . The Government must look both at how they can influence the Iraqi Government’s response and how they assess the claims of Christians fleeing Iraq and seeking refuge on our shores.
Mr. David Lidington (Aylesbury) (Con):. However Members voted in the original decision to intervene in Iraq, in 2003, everyone ought to feel a sense of anger and shame at the fact that, as Government sources indicate the imminent withdrawal of British troops from that country, part of the coalition’s legacy will sadly be the desperate plight of Christian and other minorities. I hope very much that when the Prime Minister and the Foreign Secretary meet the Iraqi leaders they will press home the importance that Members on both sides of the House place on the treatment of minorities in a country on behalf of which a large number of British lives have been given in the past five years.
I hope that the Minister will acknowledge the gravity of what is happening. I can understand the Government’s temptation—I am not pointing a finger or making a great party-political point—to take the easy line: to say that things are getting better and that the forthcoming withdrawal of British troops will set the seal on our achievement. For example, the Government have been reluctant to describe what has been happening in Iraq as ethnic cleansing. Yet the characteristics of what has been described in this debate are eerily reminiscent of what happened in Bosnia and Kosovo on our own continent.
When setting foreign policy objectives and judging asylum cases, the Government risk relying on out-of-date information for their assessment of what is happening in Iraq. 
Mr. Cash: Does the hon. Gentleman agree that it is no good using United Nations resolutions to invade and then not to insist on the implicit guarantees of democracy that go with the United Nations declaration of human rights?
Mr. Lidington: . The United Kingdom will inevitably continue to carry a sense of responsibility for what happens in Iraq, even after the last of our soldiers have left. I hope that the Government accept that responsibility and will act on it.
Mr. Cash: Does the Minister agree that if there is a problem enforcing constitutional guarantees—this is my main concern in this context—it is essential to offer protection by allowing Christians in Iraq to come into this country? 
Bill Rammell:(government Minister for the Middle East) . We have increased our numbers for the coming year to 750—that is an international figure—500 of whom will be people from Iraq. To take issue with something that the hon. Member for East Dunbartonshire (Jo Swinson), who leads for the Liberal Democrats, said, a majority of nations do not commit to that approach, and our figures compare favourably with Sweden.  (This is obviously INCORRECT)
.Progress is being made, and I welcome the fact that Christians are able to return to their homes,.  (is this really the case ?).... We will focus on that in our discussions and dialogue with the Government of Iraq. We understand our responsibilities, but the fundamental solution over the long term must be for that Government of Iraq to ensure that the writ of their constitution is carried forward in respect of Christians in the country.

