Press release: UK’s ‘first ever’
successful prosecution for false
company information

Kevin Brewer, a businessman, incorporated John Vincent Cable Services Ltd in
2013, making the former Business Secretary Vince Cable MP a director and
shareholder without his knowledge. The company was dissolved and taken off
the company register after Companies House took action.

Brewer, 65, then formed another company in 2016, Cleverly Clogs Ltd, making
Baroness Neville-Rolfe — the Minister with responsibility for Companies House
— James Cleverly MP and an imaginary Israeli national, Ibrahim Aman, all
directors and shareholders without their knowledge. Companies House dissolved
the company and took it off the company register.

Brewer, from Ullenhall in Warwickshire, was ordered to pay over £12,000 after
he pleaded guilty to filing false information on the UK’s company register at
a hearing in Redditch Magistrates’ Court last Thursday 15 March.

This is thought to be the first time a company director has been successfully
prosecuted for falsifying company information under laws which came into
force in 2009.

A Companies House spokesperson said:

Deliberately filing false information on the register is a serious
offence and people who have been found to have knowingly done this
can face prosecution.

Business Minister Andrew Griffiths said:

This prosecution — the first of its kind in the UK — shows the
Government will come down hard on people who knowingly break the
law and file false information on the company register.

Companies House works hard to protect and continually upgrade the
company register, identifying potentially criminal activities and
working closely with law enforcement bodies to help bring those
perpetrators to justice.

The company register is operated by Companies House and contains information
about company addresses, accounts, and those who own and run companies. There
are nearly 4 million companies on the UK'’s company register and the vast
majority of these companies use the register lawfully.
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e Brewer pleaded guilty to breaking section 1112 of the Companies Act
2006, which sets out the criminal offence of providing false information
on the company register.

e Brewer was fined £1,602 and ordered to pay costs of £10,462.50 and a
Victim Surcharge of £160.

News story: Home Office launches anti-
knife crime campaign

The Home Office has today launched a new advertising campaign to reduce knife
crime among young people.

By using real-life stories of young people who made the decision not to carry
knives, the #knifefree campaign aims to highlight the consequences of
carrying a knife and to inspire young people to pursue positive alternatives.

Serious Violence Strategy

The campaign forms part of the government’s forthcoming Serious Violence
Strategy, which will set out action to tackle serious violence by placing new
emphasis on steering young people away from crime whilst continuing to
promote the strongest possible law enforcement approach.

Home Secretary Amber Rudd said:

The emotional stories at the heart of the new Knife Free campaign
bring home in powerful fashion just what a far-reaching impact it
can have on a young person’s life if they make the misguided
decision to carry a knife.

I hope any young person who is seriously thinking about carrying a
knife listens to what the implications can be and realises what
options are available if they choose to live knife-free.

Minister for Crime, Safeguarding and Vulnerability Victoria Atkins said:

This powerful new campaign will highlight the tragic consequences
of carrying a knife and challenge the idea that young people are
safer if they carry one.

The £1.35m campaign will use advertising on social media (Snapchat, Twitter)
and digital channels (TV on demand, Spotify) to target 10 to 21 year olds who
use these platforms. A poster campaign will also be displayed in English
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cities where knife crime is more prevalent.

Real-life stories

The adverts feature real-life case studies who have turned their lives around
after deciding to go knife-free. They are based on new research commissioned
for the campaign which found that showing real-life stories of young people
talking about their experiences with knives resonated with the target
audience.

The adverts point young people to a dedicated website which provides advice,
signposts support services and highlights activities to empower young people
to change their behaviour.

Backing

When developing the campaign, the Home Office worked closely with a range of
charities and knife crime victims’ families to ensure their insights and
expertise were reflected.

John Peyton, chief executive of Redthread, said:

It’s incredibly important to make sure young people understand that
violence and knife crime should not be normal.

I'm really pleased that the new campaign puts young people and
their stories at the forefront of its message, and highlights the
positive choices they can make to live knife-free.

We know that policing is only one part of the solution and tackling
this issue requires a public health approach and everyone in our
communities working together.

Patrick Green, chief executive of the Ben Kinsella Trust, said:

It is vitally important that we help young people understand the
dangers associated with carrying a knife. A knife won’t protect
you, it doesn’t give you status; harming or stabbing someone isn’t
a trivial act.

We need to do more to help young people understand that carrying a
knife doesn’t solve anything, in fact all it does is increase the
likelihood that you will be imprisoned, seriously injured or
murdered.

Introducing young people to the life stories of others who have
faced the same challenges but have chosen to live knife free is a
powerful way to help them make more positive choices. That is why
the Ben Kinsella Trust fully supports the live knife free campaign.


https://www.knifefree.co.uk/

Evan Jones, Head of Community Services at St Giles Trust, said:

St Giles Trust wholeheartedly back this campaign. Our staff see the
effects of knife crime every day — from convictions for carrying a
knife that can blight a career all the way through to meeting a
young person who has suffered life-changing injuries as a result of
an assault by a rival gang.

Our staff work tirelessly to persuade young people there are safe
alternatives to carrying a knife and that there are positive
alternatives to gangs and criminality; they work on the streets, in
gangs units, in schools, in regional towns and in hospitals, using
their life experience to engage and support young people to make
the changes that will keep them safe.

The knife crime media campaign forms part of a wide range of measures
underway to tackle knife crime. In February the Home Office announced a new
round of the knife crime community fund and increased the money available to
charities to £lmillion.

The government has also consulted on new laws on offensive and dangerous
weapons, including banning online stores from delivering knives to
residential addresses and making it an offence to possess certain weapons in
private.

The advertising campaign is planned to run for six weeks.

Press release: Joint FCO/DfID
statement on Eastern Ghouta and White
Helmets

Foreign Secretary Boris Johnson, and International Development Secretary
Penny Mordaunt, said:

The situation in Eastern Ghouta is heart-breaking. Asad’s regime, backed by
Russia, is progressively laying waste to opposition-held areas. Tens of
thousands of people have fled. And with no independent monitoring or
provisions for civilian safety, those fleeing are vulnerable and at risk of
mistreatment and abuse by the regime, including being detained, disappeared
or separated from their families.

Appallingly we have seen this happen time and time again in the Syria
conflict. Humanitarian and health workers, including the heroic White
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Helmets, report that the regime is deliberately targeting them. Those who
support the regime in carrying out these atrocities and vile murders have
lost their moral compass entirely.

Evacuations from the hell on earth that is Eastern Ghouta must be safe,
voluntary, and independently monitored. Whether civilians choose to stay or
leave, they must be protected against attack and have access to basic
supplies to survive.

The security, safety and dignity of the population, including humanitarian
and medical personnel, must be guaranteed at all stages. And the UN is ready
to provide assistance to these people, whether they choose to stay or leave.

The regime and its backers must immediately implement UN Security Council
Resolution 2401, allowing humanitarian agencies to provide the help that is
so desperately needed and evacuate those who urgently need medical attention.

Press release: PM trilateral with
President Macron and Chancellor
Merkel: 22 March 2018

Prime Minister Theresa May today met with President Macron and Chancellor
Merkel on the fringes of the European Council in Brussels.

The Prime Minister provided the President and Chancellor with a detailed
update on the investigation into the reckless use of a military nerve agent,
of a type produced by Russia, on the streets of Salisbury.

She said there had been a positive identification of the chemical used as
part of the Novichok group of nerve agents by our world leading scientists at
Porton Down.

The Prime Minister also outlined our knowledge that Russia has previously
produced this agent; Russia’s record of conducting state-sponsored
assassinations; and our assessment that Russia views some defectors as
legitimate targets for assassinations.

The UK, Germany and France reaffirmed that there is no plausible explanation
other than that the Russian state was responsible.

The leaders agreed on the importance of sending a strong European message in
response to Russia’s actions and agreed to remain in close contact in coming
days.

On Iran, they reaffirmed their commitment to the JCPOA and agreed to hold
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further discussions in April.

Speech: British Ambassador to Russia
briefing on the Salisbury attack: 22
March 2017

Thank you very much for coming along to attend today’s briefing.

And, like I think many people in this room, we were all represented, I hope,
at yesterday’s briefing in the Ministry of Foreign Affairs on the Skripal
incident. I was not there. That was a decision on our side that it would not
be appropriate for me to attend. I do though know from the member of my team
who did attend what sort of event it was; including a rather unpleasant
barrage in some cases of personal insults and disinformation.

What we would like to do, what I would like to do today, is to set out some
of the facts as we see them and to answer any questions or comments that you
might wish to make.

So to start with the facts. There was an attempted murder in Salisbury a
couple of weeks ago of 2 individuals, Sergei and Yulia Skripal, using a nerve
agent of a type that we know was developed in the Soviet Union, kept by the
Russian Federation, and not declared under the Chemical Weapons Convention as
the Russian Federation was obliged to do.

We asked for an explanation of the Russian Federation as to how this had come
about. That explanation was not given and then events took their course. We
announced a number of measures that we would take including the expulsion of
23 undeclared intelligence officers from the United Kingdom working in the
Russian embassy, and as you know 23 of my staff will be leaving this embassy
later this week as required by the Russian Federation.

So I'll set out a timeline of events and then say a bit about why we think
the evidence points towards Russian involvement in this attack and also about
what the UK is doing in a bit more detail.

So first the timeline. On the 4th of March Sergei Skripal and his daughter
Yulia were found on a park bench in Salisbury, they were slipping out of
consciousness. They were taken to a hospital by our emergency services. They
are still in hospital. They remain in a very very serious condition.

When we established that a nerve agent had been used we immediately informed
the Organisation for the Prohibition of Chemical Weapons (OPCW) that chemical
weapons had been used in the United Kingdom.
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Four days later the analysts at Porton Down, the Defence Science and
Technology Laboratory in the UK, established and made clear that this was a
military-grade chemical weapon. One of the Novichok series; a nerve agent as
I said produced in Russia. Porton Down is an Organisation for Prohibition of
Chemical Weapons accredited and designated laboratory.

On the basis of the information we had, we concluded that there were only 2
plausible explanations for how this material had been used in the United
Kingdom. Either it was a direct act by the Russian state against our country
or the Russian government had lost control of this catastrophically damaging
nerve agent and allowed it to get into the hands of others.

We summoned the Russian ambassador to account for the use of a Russian
military-grade nerve agent on the 12 of March, giving Russia until the end of
the following day to provide an account of what had happened. There was then
no credible explanation or response from the Russian government. So our Prime
Minister set out the UK’s response. On the 18th of March Russia announced its
retaliation.

I'll now set out why we’ve concluded that it is highly likely that Russia was
responsible for the attempted murder of Sergei and Yulia Skripal.

First, there is no doubt that the weapon used in the attack was the military-
grade nerve agent from the Novichok series. This has been confirmed by
specialists, our specialists. An QOrganization for the Prohibition of Chemical
Weapons mission is in the UK now to independently confirm this analysis.

There is also no doubt that Novichok was produced in Russia by the Russian
state. It is not a weapon that can be manufactured by non-state actors. It is
so dangerous it requires the highest grade state laboratories and expertise
to produce it.

The existence of the Novichok programme has been confirmed by a number of
scientists who worked on the programme of the time. The Russian scientist Vil
Mirzayanov has testified that Novichoks were developed as part of the Soviet
Union’'s offensive chemical warfare programme and inherited by the Russian
Federation. Vladimir Gutenev, a Duma member and member of Russia’s Commission
for Chemical Disarmament has confirmed that the Novichok programme existed.
Yesterday, Vladimir Uglev, a scientist who worked on the programme in the
1970s and 1980s, confirmed that the Soviet Union developed hundreds of new
generation Novichok-group nerve agents.

We also have other information that supports that conclusion. The Foreign
Secretary made clear on Sunday, last Sunday, that we have information
indicating that within the last decade Russia has investigated ways of
delivering nerve agents likely for assassination purposes. Part of this
programme has involved producing quantities of Novichok agents.

Russia’s claims that Novichok could have been produced elsewhere have no
credibility. We have no information to indicate that this agent could have
been produced anywhere else except in Russia. So we have no doubt that the
nerve agent was produced in Russia.
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With that in mind we asked the Russian government to explain how it came to
be used in the UK. As I said, Russia offered no explanation and yesterday’s
briefing demonstrated Russia has instead offered disinformation, distraction
and accusations. We have, as of yesterday, counted over 30 lines of
disinformation which go back to the Russian state — which include the
possibility that the United Kingdom did it, Ukraine was responsible, the
materials were made in Sweden, or that it was Skripal’s mother-in-law who
attempted to kill him.

Russia has therefore offered no explanation of how this agent came to be used
in the UK, and has offered no explanation either as to why Russia has an
undeclared chemical weapons programme in contravention of international law.

I should just remind you that under the Chemical Weapons Convention all
signatories to the Convention are required to declare all capabilities that
go back to 1946. Russia is the successor state of the Soviet Union and
therefore is obliged to declare that capability. It has not done so.

We also know that an assassination attempt of this kind is consistent with
Russian state behaviour in recent years. Russia has a record of conducting
state-sponsored assassinations in Russia and overseas, including in 2006 the
assassination of Litvinenko using the radioactive substance Polonium-210. We
also know from public statements by Russian officials that Russia views
defectors as legitimate targets for assassination.

So the fact that the Novichok was produced in Russia, the fact that Russia
has a history of state-sponsored assassinations, and the fact that Russia has
responded with the usual playbook of disinformation and denial left us with
no choice but to conclude that this amounts to an unlawful use of force by
the Russian state against the United Kingdom.

This is the first offensive use of a nerve agent in Europe since the Second
World War and is a violation of the fundamental prohibition on the use of
chemical weapons — Article 1 of the Chemical Weapons Convention. Since the
attack Russia has attempted to undermine the UK’s position, accusing us of
not following the OPCW conventions and refusing to provide any evidence.
These accusations are designed to confuse and to weaken our resolve and that
of the international community.

All of the UK’'s actions have been fully consistent with our obligations under
the Chemical Weapons Convention to the Organisation for the Prohibition of
Chemical Weapons. There is for example no provision in the Chemical Weapons
Convention that requires the UK to share samples with Russia of the agent
that was used in Salisbury. Russia’s history in other spheres, in particular
for us the Litvinenko case, makes it entirely clear that we have no reason to
work with or to trust the Russian state to provide credible or independent
analysis on issues where its interests might be affected.

As I said earlier we are facilitating independent analysis of the material
used in Salisbury. An OPCW team arrived at our request in the United Kingdom
on the 19 of March. They are meeting officials from the Defence Science and
Technology Laboratory at Porton Down and the police to discuss how to collect
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samples. These samples will then be sent to 2 highly reputable international
laboratories selected by the Organisation for the Prohibition of Chemical
Weapons for testing, and we expect to see the results in the next couple of
weeks.

At the Russian Ministry of Foreign Affairs yesterday Russia said it would not
respect the conclusions of that independent OPCW analysis. Russia has also
claimed that the UK has not followed its legal obligations under the Chemical
Weapons Convention, especially Article 9. This is simply not true. The
Chemical Weapons Convention makes clear that the UK has the right to lead our
own response, engaging the OPCW and others as appropriate. The 10-day window
for consultations Russia refers to is a right, our right, not an obligation.
Article 9 contains nothing prohibiting states from seeking a rapid response
to their immediate and urgent concerns from another state party, which is
exactly what we did on the 12 of March when we asked Russia to account for
what had happened.

Novichok is a horrific weapon. It is a weapon of war. It was used with tragic
consequences for Sergei Skripal and his daughter. It also affected a
policeman, Detective Sergeant Nick Bailey, who was one of the first to
respond to the incident, and it affected a large number of UK citizens. 51
people have been assessed or treated in hospital. 131 civilians have been put
in potential contact with this nerve agent.

The events on the next slide I think need no explanation. They are about a
pattern of behaviour specifically on chemical weapons. Russia has blocked
action against President Asad’s use of chemical weapons in Syria, including
multiple vetoes of Security Council resolutions designed to bring that use to
account — following particularly the attack using sarin gas on Khan Sheikhoun
in 2017. This undermines the international non-proliferation regime on which
all countries, including Russia, depend for their security.

I'll say a few words now about the UK response. As you know we have expelled
a number of Russian diplomats. There has been a Russian response.

The underlying point though here is that we were compelled to move to protect
our national security in this case. We have dismantled the network of Russian
undeclared intelligence operatives working out of the diplomatic mission in
the UK. We have enhanced border controls and we are tackling criminality and
corruption by individuals linked to the Russian state in the UK. We of course
have further options if we need them. But our chief aim as I said is to
protect our national security.

Finally, before I throw the floor open to questions I'd like to thank all of

our partners for the solidarity in recent weeks. Russia’s modus operandi here
is to divide, confuse and sow the seeds of doubt. Your support in the coming

months in taking action to protect everybody’s security, the global security

regime, will be essential to demonstrate that Russia must be held to account

for what has happened here.

As my Prime Minister made very clear in Parliament last week, this is a
dispute between governments, not between the peoples of our countries. A very
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large part of what my embassy is here to do and will continue doing is to
develop mutually beneficial relations with Russia in all the areas that have
been so successful over the last 25 years. Trade, education, people-to-people
links, science and technology links. That remains as important today as we go
forward as it has ever been. Thank you.



