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Syria is being bombed as part of a “counter-terrorism campaign” allegedly against the
Islamic State, an elusive “outside enemy” based in Raqqa, Northern Syria.

While the ISIL is said to be “threatening the Western World”, the evidence confirms that the
Islamic State is supported and financed by the Western military alliance, together with
Turkey, Israel, Saudi Arabia and the Gulf states. Amply documented, Al Qaeda and its
various affiliates including the Islamic State Caliphate Project are creations of Western
intelligence.

Moreover, whatever the justification, the bombing of a sovereign country is an illegal and
criminal act under international law. It constitutes a war of aggression, namely a crime
against the peace under Nuremberg (Principle VI):

Principles of International Law Recognized in the Charter of the
Nuremberg Tribunal and in the Judgment of the Tribunal, 1950.

PRINCIPLE VI

The crimes hereinafter set out are punishable as crimes under international law:

(a) Crimes against peace:

(i) Planning, preparation, initiation or waging of a war of aggression or a war in violation of
international treaties, agreements or assurances;

(ii) Participation in a common plan or conspiracy for the accomplishment of any of the acts
mentioned under (i).

It is also defined as an illegal act under Article 2, paragraph 4 of the UN Charter:

“All Members shall refrain in their international relations from the threat or use
of force against the territorial integrity or political independence of any state,
or in any other manner inconsistent with the Purposes of the United Nations.”

What is important to underscore is that neither Nuremberg Principle VI, nor Article 2 of the
UN Charter can be overridden by an ad hoc resolution of the United Nations Security Council
put forth by one or more permanent members of the Security Council (e.g. UNSC Resolution
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2249) with a view to justifying an act of military aggression.
“Self Defense”

In bombing Syria, the Western military alliance claims the right to “self-defense”: our
countries are “being attacked from abroad”. An alleged ISIL terrorist attack, however, is
not tantamount to “an act of war” by a foreign power as defined under international law.

Ironically, this fake pretext of “self defense” invoked by several EU member states, was
claimed by the French government two months prior to the Paris November 13th terrorist
attack. In the words of France’s Foreign Minister Laurent Fabius ...” Due to this threat [ISIL]
we decided to start reconnaissance flights to have the option for airstrikes, if that
would be necessary. This is self-defense,” (quoted by RT, September 23, 2015,
emphasis added)
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The US, France, Britain are the aggressor nations against Syria.
They cannot under any circumstances invoke the Right of Self-defense. In contrast, Syria is
the victim of foreign aggression and has the Right to Self-defense under Article 51 of the UN
Charter which states that:

“Nothing in the present Charter shall impair the inherent right of collective or
individual self-defence if an armed attack occurs against a member of the
United Nations”,

The Criminalization of Parliamentary Democracy

Britain’s Cameron government has sought to justify an outright act of war by seeking the
endorsement of the House of Commons.

The justification to wage war on Syria is a Big Lie, it borders on the absurd. Prime Minister
Cameron claims that the ISIL plots “to kill the British People” are decided in Raqqa,
Northern Syria by an entity which just so happens to be supported (covertly) by the
US, NATO, not to mention Turkey and Saudi Arabia. This political narrative sounds
strangely familiar. As we recall, the George W. Bush administration had intimated that the
terrorist attacks in 2001 against America had been coordinated out of Osama bin Laden’s
headquarters in the Tora Bora mountain caves of Afghanistan.
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MPs approve motion on ISIL in Syria

02 December 2015

MPs have voted 397 to 223 to approve the motion on ISIL in
Syria (United Nations Security Council Resolution 2249) in the
House of Commons Chamber on Wednesday 2 December 2015.

According to Prime Minister Cameron:

" The question before the House today is how we keep the British people
safe from the threat posed by Isil.

... they [ISIL] have plotted atrocities on the streets here at home. Since
November last year our security services have foiled no fewer than seven
different plots against our people, so this threat is very real. The question is
this: do we work with our allies to degrade and destroy this threat,
and do we go after these terrorists in their heartlands, from where
they are plotting to kill British people, or do we sit back and wait for
them to attack us?...

Paris wasn’t just different because it was so close to us, or because it was so
horrific in scale; as different because it showed the extent of terror
planning from Daesh in Syria and the approach of sending people back
from Syria to Europe.

This was if you like, the head of the snake in Raqqa in action.

So it's not surprising in my view that the judgement of the Chair of the Joint
Intelligence Committee and the judgement of the Director General of the
Security Service is that the risk of a similar attack in the UK is real and
that that the UK is already in the top tier of countries on Isil’s target
list.

The action we propose to take is legal, it is necessary and it is the right
thing to do to keep our country safe.
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(David Cameron’s speech to the House of Commons, Hansard, December 2,
2015, emphasis added)

Members of Parliament on both sides of the House are fully aware that Prime Minister
Cameron is a liar and that the bombing raids ARE ILLEGAL UNDER INTERNATIONAL LAW. But
those lies are now endorsed by the House of Commons in a historic vote.

The text of the motion is as follows (December 2, 2015, Hansard)

Motion for debate

MPs debated the following motion:

“That this House notes that ISIL poses a direct threat to the
United Kingdom; welcomes United Nations Security Council
Resolution 2249 which determines that ISIL constitutes an
'unprecedented threat to international peace and security' and
calls on states to take 'all necessary measures' to prevent terrorist
acts by ISIL and to 'eradicate the safe haven they have
established over significant parts of Iraq and Syria'; further notes
the clear legal basis to defend the UK and our allies in accordance
with the UN Charter; notes that military action against ISIL is only
one component of a broader strategy to bring peace and stability
to Syria; welcomes the renewed impetus behind the Vienna talks
on a ceasefire and political settlement; welcomes the
Government's continuing commitment to providing humanitarian
support to Syrian refugees; underlines the importance of planning
for post-conflict stabilisation and reconstruction in Syria;
welcomes the Government’s continued determination to cut ISIL's
sources of finance, fighters and weapons; notes the requests from
France, the US and regional allies for UK military assistance;
acknowledges the importance of seeking to avoid civilian
casualties, using the UK'’s particular capabilities; notes the
Government will not deploy UK troops in ground combat
operations; welcomes the Government's commitment to provide
quarterly progress reports to the House; and accordingly supports
Her Majesty's Government in taking military action, specifically
airstrikes, exclusively against ISIL in Syria; and offers its
wholehearted support to Her Majesty's Armed Forces .”

Making a Criminal Act “Legal” and “Democratic”

Endorsement of an illegal and criminal act of war by a majority parliamentary vote in the
British House of Commons does not in any way “make it legal” to bomb Syria. Whatever the
pretext, a war of aggression cannot be upheld as an instrument of peacemaking and
democracy.

A criminal act endorsed by a democratically elected legislature remains a criminal act.
Nonetheless, what should be emphasized is that the parliamentary vote in favour of
Cameron’s motion modifies the criminal nature of the decision-making process.

Responsibility for war crimes committed against Syria no longer rests solely with
Her Majesty’s government: A criminal act of war endorsed by the legislature ultimately
signifies the de facto criminalization of parliamentary democracy. Each and every
member of parliament who voted in favor of the bombing raids is a war criminal

| 4


http://www.publications.parliament.uk/pa/cm201516/cmhansrd/cm151202/debtext/151202-0001.htm#15120254000002
http://www.globalresearch.ca/wp-content/uploads/2015/12/Screen-Shot-2015-12-11-at-17.08.05.png

under international law.

he “humanitarian” bombing campaign against Syria which
has resulted in countless civilian deaths has been endorsed by the legislature in Britain, as
well as in France and Germany.

What we are dealing with is the criminalization of the State.

In retrospect, Tony Blair is not the only war criminal on the block, neither are Prime
Minister David Cameron, France’s President Francois Hollande and Germany’s Chancellor
Angela Merkel. Those who within the national legislature uphold the conduct of wars of
aggression (as defined under Nuremberg, Principle VI) are also war criminals. The legislative
process in several EU countries has become criminalized. The state apparatus is
criminalized.

Inasmuch as The Judiciary upholds the legitimacy of a national government’s decision to
wage air strikes directed against a sovereign country, the judicial system is also
criminalized.
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