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Ann Clwyd (Cynon Valley) (Lab) 
I beg to move, 
That this House has considered the con=nued importance of interna=onal humanitarian law 
in protec=ng civilians in conflict. 
… 
 
Mr Mitchell (Su9on Coldfield) (Cons) 
… 
While the UK can and must play a role through all its interna=onally facing Departments to 
help prevent these dreadful crimes and innocent loss of life, we can and must uphold the 
same values here at home. The UK must never be a haven for those who commit atroci=es, 
war crimes and genocide. We must uphold our responsibili=es to vic=ms and prosecute 
subjects who reach our shores. In that context, I wish to draw the House’s aLen=on to the 
fact that five alleged Rwandan genocidaires remain free, wandering around the Bri=sh Isles, 
three at least claiming Bri=sh benefits. They have not been held to account for the alleged 
crimes that they commiLed and perpetrated during the Rwandan genocide. Britain’s judicial 
system, which of course is en=rely separate from poli=cs, declined to extradite those five 
back to Rwanda, where they could have faced jus=ce along with hundreds of thousands of 
others. There is therefore an onus on the Bri=sh judicial system—our laws—to ensure that 
those people are held to account in this country if they are not to be extradited. 
 
I draw that to the Minister’s aLen=on. It is not a direct Foreign Office maLer, but I can tell 
him this: it is not the Rwandan system of jus=ce that is in the dock today, but the Bri=sh 
system of jus=ce, for not delivering jus=ce to the many people in Rwanda who allegedly 
suffered at the hands of those five genocidaires. I hope it will not be too long before the 
Bri=sh judicial and legal system holds them to proper account, for their sakes, as well as for 
those in Rwanda who allegedly suffered at their hands. 
 
Mar<n Docherty-Hughes (West Dunbartonshire) (SNP) 
… 
It is important to commemorate and remember those who brought about the fourth Geneva 
conven=on. We should be thankful that we are able to be here today to discuss its 70th 
anniversary and the work that was done in the light of the horrors of the second world war. 
It is clear that IHL is a solid and extensive legal framework for protec=ng civilians in conflict. 
Nevertheless, the protec=on it affords is in many ways inherently qualified. It is clear from 
the evidence that the failure is due not to the law itself, but to the persistent failure to 
comply with those obliga=ons. IHL has proven to be a prac=cal, durable and adaptable 
framework for providing passive protec=on for civilians in the midst of conflict, but that 
inherent qualifica=on means that we must review it in the light of changing technologies and 
methods of warfare. 



 
There have been elements of failure. The genocide in Srebrenica in 1995 and the genocide of 
the Tutsis in 1994 made it clear that we need to ask ourselves consistently how valuable and 
effec=ve the framework is. In the light of the increase in civilian casual=es, which was well 
documented by the right hon. Member for Cynon Valley, we must redouble our efforts 
proac=vely to protect civilians in a range of spheres. I hope the Minister will say something 
about that later. Civilians must be protected not just on the frontline in Syria or Idlib, but in 
the cyber-sphere. I am a member of the Defence CommiLee, and I note that NATO has 
thankfully recognised the importance of making civilian protec=on a key element of 
opera=onal planning, and has published a protec=on of civilians strategy. 
… 
 
Mr Khalid Mahmood (Birmingham, Perry Barr) (Lab) 
 
Today, we are celebra=ng the Geneva conven=on, which was created almost 70 years ago. It 
was a skilful piece of drading of interna=onal law that sought to move forward from the 
severity of what we had suffered during the two world wars. We decided to bring na=ons 
together to look at how we could con=nue to operate. It was adopted by the United Na=ons 
Security Council, and everybody welcomed that. 
 
However, as the right hon. Member for SuLon Coldfield said, where there are people—in 
par=cular the people in ques=on from Rwanda—who have commiLed genocide and have 
s=ll not been held accountable, and who are s=ll walking around in the United Kingdom, 
never mind anywhere else, we should be looking to hold them to account, and thinking 
about how to do that. 
 
Mr Mitchell 
The hon. Gentleman will obviously want to make it clear that those are allega=ons, but that 
it is in the interest of those who are accused, as well as everyone else, that they should have 
their day in court so that jus=ce can take its course. 
 
Mr Mahmood 
I thank the right hon. Gentleman, who makes a valid point. That was perhaps a slip of my 
tongue, which I should clarify, and I thank him for correc=ng me. 
 
 


