Press release: New legislation to
prepare UK for future trade and
customs policy

The government is making crucial progress on the domestic legislation needed
for Brexit, taking forward the next two Brexit Bills to Parliament.

The Trade Bill and the Customs Bill will allow the UK to set the groundwork
to becoming an independent global trading nation, providing necessary
certainty for businesses and international trading partners to make the most
of this opportunity.

Key measures in the Trade Bill include provisions for the UK to implement
existing EU trade agreements, helping ensure that UK companies can continue
to access £1.3 trillion worth of major government contracts in other
countries and creating a new trade remedies body to defend UK businesses
against injurious trade practices.

Further tax-related elements of the UK’s trade policy will be legislated in
the Treasury’s Customs Bill — Taxation (Cross-border Trade) Bill — as part of
the creation of a new UK tariff regime. This includes the trade remedies and
unilateral trade preferences which provide preferential trade access to UK
markets for developing countries.

International Trade Secretary Dr Liam Fox said:

For the first time in over 40 years the UK will be able to shape
our own trade and investment agenda — and we are determined that
businesses and consumers can take advantage of this opportunity.

We are getting on with delivering a successful Brexit, by seeking a
deep and special partnership with the EU, and by boosting our
existing trading relationships with old partners while opening up
access to new and exciting markets across the world.

The Bills follow engagement with stakeholders including the Scottish and
Welsh Governments and Northern Ireland leaders after the Trade and Customs
White Papers were published in October.

Trade Bill
The Trade Bill laid in Parliament today will:

e create powers to assist in the transition of over 40 existing trade
agreements between the EU and other countries

e enable the UK to become an independent member of the Agreement on
Government Procurement (GPA) ensuring UK companies have continued access
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to £1.3 trillion worth of government contracts and procurement
opportunities in 47 countries

e establish a new independent UK body, the Trade Remedies Authority, to
defend UK businesses against unfair trade practices

e ensure the UK Government has the legal abilities for gathering and
sharing trade information

Customs Bill

The government also laid resolutions for the Customs Bill, which will enter
Parliament shortly. The Bill will allow the government to create a standalone
customs regime and amend the VAT and excise regimes. It will:

e charge and vary customs duty on goods

e specify which duties are payable on which goods

e set preferential or additional duties in certain circumstances — for
example, to support developing countries

e maintain a functioning movement of goods from the day we leave the EU by
continuing the VAT and excise regimes in line with the final deal
reached in negotiations

ENDS

Further information

Press release: Foreign Secretary
comment on UN Security Council
Presidential Statement on Burma

Foreign Secretary Boris Johnson said:

I am pleased that today (6 November) the United Nations Security
Council (UNSC) has spoken with one voice on the appalling situation
in Rakhine State, Burma. More than 600,000 Rohingya refugees have
fled to Bangladesh, amidst horrifying reports of gross human rights
violations. The humanitarian situation remains desperate.

The UK has repeatedly called on the Burmese security forces to
protect all civilians and act now to stop the violence and allow
humanitarian aid to urgently reach all those who need it. The UNSC
has today joined us in that call, with this historic Presidential
Statement on Burma.
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I am encouraged to see State Counsellor Aung San Suu Kyi making
important steps forward, including establishing a domestic body to
deliver humanitarian and development assistance in Rakhine, and
making efforts to promote interfaith and intercommunal harmony,
including a recent visit to northern Rakhine. The UK will be
watching closely to ensure that the Burmese security forces do not
attempt to frustrate these efforts.

I also applaud the work of the Bangladesh government, which is
working hard to ensure the refugees receive urgent aid. The recent
agreements between Burma and Bangladesh are welcome, and I hope
they can now make swift progress on the voluntary, safe, and
dignified returns of refugees to Burma. The Burmese security forces
must take steps to ensure the right conditions are in place for
refugees to return.”

Further information

Follow the Foreign Secretary on Twitter: @BorisJohnson and Facebook.

Follow the Foreign Office on Facebook & Twitter.

Follow the Foreign Office on Instagram, YouTube and LinkedIn

Speech: “The men and women of UN
policing put their lives on the line
to protect the most vulnerable as
their communities emerge from
conflict”

Thank you Mr President and I want to thank our briefers for sharing their
analysis with us today, and particularly to welcome Police Commissioner
Makotose to the Council, and to thank the Presidency and Secretariat for
ensuring that we hear women’s voices in this chamber, not just on policing,
but all the issues we discuss.

And at the outset 1 would like to echo my Swedish colleague and to ask all of
you, the Blue Berets here, to pass on to your officers, the United Nation
Security Council’s thanks and admiration for your service and bravery. Your
work and sacrifice in fragile and post-conflict states is a vital part of UN
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peacekeeping operations and special political missions. From Haiti to the
DRC, from Afghanistan to South Sudan, the men and women of UN policing put
their lives on the line to protect the most vulnerable as their communities
emerge from conflict.

Their presence allows people to rebuild their lives, their communities, their
livelihoods after the guns have fallen silent. And they help embed longer
term stability by promoting the rule of law, human rights, and by helping
build capable and accountable security institutions that can stand on their
own two feet, without UN support.

Mr President, it is because of the important role of UN policing that it is
so vital that we hold these sessions. We are the body that tasks those men
and women to risk their lives, and so it’s important that we hear directly
from the police commanders about what more this Council can do to support
them and their officers.

Because, as we all know too well, the threats that they face do not stand
still. And if UN policing is to stay effective, then we — whether Council
members, police contributing countries or police commanders — need to be
ready to respond and reform.

That’'s why we would have liked to have seen today’s resolution go further in
terms of reform. There is still much to be done in order to ensure that UN
Policing is as effective and efficient as possible.

For example, the UK wants to see a more flexible approach to the police
function; one that adapts according to the situation each mission faces. This
should be underpinned by a strong analytical capability that can undertake
the continuous analysis necessary to ensure support remains appropriate to
needs on the ground.

In parallel, we would like to see the Secretariat making more regular and
effective use of specialists with skills relevant to the situation at hand.
This would require the introduction of better and more transparent
administrative arrangements to absorb and utilise this expertise.
Additionally, it is crucial that policing is incorporated into integrated
planning and assessment processes both in New York and in missions so that
the various mission components complement one another.

In this regard, I want to highlight and commend the good work of the Global
Focal Point for Police, Justice and Corrections, a working arrangement
between DPKO, UNDP, and UN Women, OHCHR and others which provides joint
operational country support in the police, justice and corrections areas in
post-conflict and other crisis situations. It is an example of the UN
providing more effective, coherent and coordinated country-level assistance
which we would like to see more of.

I also want to stress the UK’s continuing support for the External Review
2016 recommendations and we are keen to see progress being made on these
areas, including those referenced in the Secretary-General’'s report. Mr
President, let me conclude with a final reflection. UN police are present



throughout the continuum of conflict; the Blue Berets are usually the first
and the last members of the UN family that a local population meet during any
intervention or response to a crisis.

So to succeed in their mission, across the duration of their deployment,
officers need to establish a relationship with the population, one founded on
trust. And that trust is more readily formed if UN police officers reflect
the diversity of the world that they’re sent to protect.

So let me close by joining my voice to Under-Secretary-General Lacroix in
expressing my support for police contributing countries who are addressing
the obstacles that prevent more women from entering UN police. And let me
encourage even greater efforts within UN police components to consult with
communities — including women — and ensure their views and needs are fully
part of their day to day work and their reporting to this Council.

Thank you.

Speech: Parole Board 50th Anniversary

I think that the Butler Trust has marshalled a star-studded turnout. It’s
right that after 50 years we should show our appreciation of the Board’s
important work and its strong and inspiring leadership. I want to
congratulate both Nick Hardwick and Martin Jones for getting this vital body
into good shape as it enters its sixth decade. I think that the Board today
is energetic, it’'s faster-moving, it’'s toned and conditioned. If you like,
it’s following the regime that a doctor would wish every fifty year old would
undertake.

Now before I go any further, I know you heard this morning from Mark Johnson
about his experience of prisons and probation. And I wanted to start by
sharing with you the thoughts of a ‘lifer’ who was talking about the impact
on him of a Parole Board oral hearing.

He said this, he said: ‘I think it’s important that every lifer be given the
opportunity to speak to the people that make decisions on their life.. A bit
of paper is flat and emotionless and expressionless. It's open to
interpretation and anyone can read what’s said, but when I'm here and I'm
talking and I'm responding to what you’re saying and if you have any doubt
you can question me on that doubt — that is the benefit.

It also..made me feel a lot better about me, that at least I’'ve gone in there
and I've put my point of view across..And these people now have something more
to contend with than a dead bit of paper..it was satisfying in that respect.’

Now, as is the case with all ‘lifers’, this man had no chance of being freed
until the Parole Board had assessed the risk that he posed to the public. The
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Board’s work is pivotal to the future of offenders and to the wider criminal
justice system. It supports the government’s priorities to protect the public
and prevent there being more victims, while supporting prison reform by
encouraging offenders to turn over a new leaf in the hope of a move to open
conditions or release.

And the Board has made great strides of late, listing more cases each month
and bringing down the backlog faster than predicted. I also welcome in
particular the additional focus on IPP prisoners, five hundred and seventy-
six of whom were released last year — that’s the highest annual figure since
IPP sentences were introduced in 2005. HMPPS has been working closely with
the Parole Board to help speed up progress, and it’s encouraging to see that
release rate at 46 per cent, up from 28 per cent just five years ago.

Measured, meticulous, public-spirited

I suppose that if you wanted to characterise the work of the Parole Board
it’s a reverse detective investigation, raking through evidence for clues to
whether a crime will be committed in the future. And it’s little wonder the
Board’'s decisions come under public scrutiny. There is a tension inherent in
every decision: balancing the need to be cautious with the need to be fair;
protecting society while honouring the competing rights of offenders. Those
rights are enshrined in the word ‘parole’, which of course comes from the
French ‘parol’, or ‘word of honour’. In the 19th century it referred to a
prisoner of war’s pledge not to take up arms again in the same conflict, once
released. These days the Board has more to go on than just a prisoner’s
statement that he will be good to his word.

Its judges, psychiatrists, psychologists, probation officers and independent
members deliberate upon offenders’ behaviour, past and present, to look in to
the future. They are not doing so as soothsayers peering at the entrails of a
chicken, but with measured, meticulous and forensic care — while recognising
at the same time that risk assessment can never by its very nature be an
exact science .. that there cannot be a crystal ball. When new members sign
up, as more than one hundred public-spirited people did last year alone, it'’s
in the knowledge they will be called upon to make complex judgments that few
of us are equipped for or would feel able to make. And for all that those
Members do, for their humanity and courage, I salute them and thank them.

Remembering the early days

There are now around two hundred and seventy Parole Board members. At the
beginning, in 1967, there were just seventeen. In those days they almost
never saw an actual prisoner. They made paper-based recommendations for the
most part. But change was coming. In a way, the Sixties marked the end of a
more innocent era: the crimes that we remember from that time were high-
profile and notorious. The Great Train Robbery. The ‘Moors Murderers’, the
East End gangster twins Ronnie and Reggie Kray. The perpetrators of those
crimes spent decades making multiple parole bids. Each was carefully and
properly scrutinised.

To no one’s great surprise, successive applications were turned down.



Which are the factors likely to sway the Parole Board towards release? Well,
they are factors that happen to chime with our reform goals — qualities that
contribute to prisons becoming safer and more purposeful; more likely to
support rehabilitation and cut reoffending. A co-operative attitude in
custody, coupled with a realistic release plan that involves good support —
including positive family contact. A willingness to take responsibility for
the original crime, to accept the punishment and to move on. The completion
of behaviour courses and health treatment, an appetite for the kind of
training that leads to qualifications and work. Staying away from drugs, and
not committing serious breaches of discipline.

Looking ahead, I see the Parole Board playing an ever-more important part in
prison reform. It can help create capacity in the estate by ensuring that
prisoners suitable for release are not marooned behind bars by delayed
hearings (and I should say quickly that I’'m conscious too that a smooth-
running system depends equally on HMPPS playing its part in making sure that
the Board has available to it, at the right time, appropriate evidence of an
offender’s progress, and I am determined to make sure that we do our bit to
enable the board to do its job more effectively and swiftly.

The Parole Board’s work can reassure offenders that good behaviour will be
recognised, incentivising them for their part to embrace learning and
training. It can encourage offenders, particularly IPP prisoners, that they
can make progress, and not stay in custody for any longer than Parliament or
the courts intended. I would add that as we go forward to the next 50 years,
I would like to see the Parole Board’s membership more closely reflect
today’s society — an argument I use also about the judiciary, which must hold
up a mirror to the people who pass through our courts. And I know that both
Nick and Martin share my own desire to increase in particular the number of
black and other ethnic minority representatives on the Parole Board — that
will help to ensure that it draws members from the widest possible pool of
talent, and help maintain public confidence in the system.

The importance of working together

Now, while always respecting the judicial independence of the Parole Board, I
see its relationship with the MOJ as one of close partners. Few would deny
that both the prison and parole system face considerable challenges in the
year ahead. Prisons absorb some of the most troubled people in society. There
is still too much violence and self-harm in our jails. The abuse of new
psychoactive substances has made many offenders more aggressive and prone to
sudden mood swings. Growing gang violence in cities is spreading to wings and
landings as the police and the courts find and sentence to custody those
responsible for gang violence. And of course, reoffending remains stubbornly
too high.

I don’t believe — even after just four months doing this job — that there 1is
a single solution, no magic bullet to bring about an answer to those
challenge, so that is why we are working on so many fronts. Beyond improving
the performance of both prisons and probation services, we are co-operating
more effectively with important bodies that have contact with offenders. And
contact also with people who we recognise as likely to commit the kind of



crime that typically leads to a spell in custody. The hope being, of course,
that we can divert them before it’s too late. And to that end, we are
collaborating with colleagues from the Departments of Health, and Work and
Pensions, with NHS Trusts, employers, training providers and not least the
many hundreds of invaluable third sector organisations and charities focused
on offender reform.

And I believe we can do much more through that kind of partnership in the
months and years ahead. We need a plan that tackles the problems of
reoffending at source, recognising that many social problems, such as
addictions, unemployment and homelessness, affect their lives long before
offenders are ever sentenced. Let me share with you two other striking
statistics: firstly, that less than one per cent of all requirements started
under a community or suspended sentence order are Mental Health requirements.

This is a remarkably low figure and I think it’s important that both those of
us charged with responsibilities for the criminal justice system and our
colleagues with responsibilities for the NHS services and for mental health
provision find ways in which to address this problem. The second statistic
concerns reoffending and the salutary effects of drug or alcohol treatment
programmes in the community. Recently published statistics show that
offenders who undergo that kind of community-based drug and alcohol treatment
programme are 33 per cent less likely to commit further crimes. We all need
to learn from that experience.

A partnership for reform

In making prisons safer and calmer, the MOJ and HMPPS are well on the way to
recruiting 2,500 more staff by the end of next year. That’s more than 10 per
cent of the total number of prison officers, a significant increase, and they
will make a difference. They will help to bring about the safer, calmer
conditions in which reform can prosper, with prisoners more likely to be
taken from their cells to be taught and trained. At the same time, our new
offender management model — with one officer responsible for about six
prisoners — takes us in the right direction and we must use every possible
means to ensure that prisoners attend workshops and classes.

I am determined too to make sure that HMPPS gives prompt and public responses
to issues identified by prison and probation inspectors so that recognised
problems do not fester. I would urge everyone here to look out for our new
online portal, the Justice Data Hub, where figures on purposeful activity and
how long prisoners are spending in cells will be freely available,
establishment by establishment. Making this information public is itself a
discipline — it makes us more accountable, our work more transparent, and
will, I hope, lead to swifter progress on prison performance.

The quality of probation services, and the level of confidence in the
supervision of community sentences, also feed into effective offender
management. There are many probation officers doing an incredibly
professional job. At the same time, the inspectorate’s report on through-the-
gate services made it clear that these are not performing in the way that we
had hoped. We are now looking at probation with an eye to improving



performance and maintaining the confidence of courts and the public alike.

Prison should be a last resort. That, after all, is what the law requires.
People should go to prison because their crime is so serious that custody is
the only punishment that can satisfy justice, or because they would be a
threat to public safety if they were in the community. I want to see the
prison population come down. Reducing the numbers in prison depends on many
things, and not all of those come under the direct control of the MOJ. Parole
Board decisions and the performance of probation; access to release on
temporary licence; the availability and quality of community-based courses
and health treatment all have a bearing. As, of course, do sentencing policy
and practice.

If you look at the pattern of sentencing, the number of people placed in
custody for 12 months or less has not changed significantly over the past
decade — which rather weakens the argument we often hear that the high levels
of the prison population is solely due to more people being sent to jail
instead of being given community sentences. Rather, the surge in numbers
stems from people serving four years or more, often for violent and drug-
related crime, and also those sent to prison for sexual offences — many
brought to book long after the event thanks to victims feeling brave enough
to come forward. It is very difficult to argue that individuals who have
committed that kind of offence deserve a shorter sentence.

IPP prisoners make up a relatively small part of the prison population but as
everyone here knows, many remain in custody long beyond tariff. My feeling on
IPP sentencing is that as a policy it was flawed from the start, and it was
used far more frequently than was ever intended by the Government of that
time and by Parliament.

We have a duty now to ensure that parole applicants receive their rightful
hearings in a timely fashion, that the Board has the resources to carry out a
full and proper evaluation, weighing up all the evidence at its disposal, and
that offenders are released if they are judged no longer to be a risk to
society. Those facing undue delays feel acutely the loss of hope and a
growing frustration, and this leads them to harm themselves or others and for
their conduct in custody in general to worsen. With IPP prisoners, as with
all offenders, our goal should be to give them every chance of living a
positive life after custody, because this contributes to a safer society
overall. But it is right that the Parole Board, in judging individual cases,
should always give priority to the protection of the public.

And that means that looking forward, the big challenge, the question we need
to ask ourselves, is whether there is a way to carry on cutting the numbers
of IPP prisoners in custody once what one might term the ‘easier’ cases have
been dealt with and there remains to us a harder core of very challenging,
complex and frankly very risky cases of people still inside prisons.

Conclusion

I want to finish with a brief history lesson. While we’'re here to mark fifty
years of the Parole Board, in penal terms parole has been around a lot



longer. It dates to the 19th century, an era when governments were edging
away from the corporal punishment approach in favour of a more enlightened
vision of offender reform. It may be a stretch to take national credit for
this, but one notable parole pioneer was Alexander Maconochie, the warden of
a remote English penal colony on Norfolk Island, a dot in the South Pacific
between Australia and New Zealand.

Norfolk Island was supposed to hold the ‘worst of the worst’ — convicts who'’d
been transported to Australia and then exiled even further away for
committing yet more crimes. Its regular floggings and hangings were designed
to deter convicts left on the mainland from any thoughts of rebellion. But
Maconochie had a different vision and set about changing things. He developed
a ‘mark’ system that rewarded good conduct, hard work and study by offenders
— 1s this starting to sound familiar? Marks earned them privileges, and
eventually their release.

You know what they all say about breaking the mould — that it’'s better to be
a fast-follower than a pioneer. Maconochie was fired in 1844. But he’d sown

the seeds of change and the ideas with which he had experimented were taken

up around the world — not least here, where they remain firmly rooted in our
approach to criminal justice.

Although no human institution or system is perfect, I remain proud of our
justice system — it’'s always led the way and it is admired worldwide. The
principles and values that run through it are a mark of the kind of country
we are. And while we rightly give priority to public protection and we are
not afraid of facing up to the need for punishment, we also place a great
value on rehabilitation. The great majority of offenders, all but a handful,
will one day return to the community. And it is in the interests of everybody
in our society — not least potential victims of the future — that we use the
time that we have offenders in custody and under supervision to minimise the
chance that they will commit again and to add to the possibility that they
can make that transition successfully into law-abiding life where they are
actually contributing something positive to the wider society in which they
live.

And it is thanks to our parole system that many do make that contribution and
they are able to do so only when the Board is satisfied that the individual
offender in front of that Board will not cause further risk to the public if
released. That work, that exercise of sensitive and important judgements, is
key to prison reform, key to safer communities and key to ensuring that our
justice system will remain both effective and fair. I congratulate all who
have served on the Parole Board, on what has been achieved over the first
fifty years, and I am very confident that there are more successes and more
productive work still to come. I look forward to working closely with Nick
and other colleagues in taking that work forward in years to come.




Statement to Parliament: Statement on
the Grenfell Recovery Taskforce Report

Introduction

With permission, Mr Speaker, I should like to make a statement on the
independent Recovery Taskforce that is working with the Royal Borough of
Kensington & Chelsea in the wake of June’s tragic fire at Grenfell Tower.

The people of North Kensington have been failed by those who were supposed to
serve them.

They were failed by a system that allowed the fire to happen.

And they were failed once again by a sluggish and chaotic response in the
immediate aftermath.

It was clear that if RBKC was to get a grip on the situation and begin to
regain the trust of residents it would have to change and change quickly.

That started with a change in leadership of the council, new senior officers,
and new support brought in from other councils, and central government.

To ensure that this translated into better service for the victims and people
of North Kensington and assure me that the council would be capable of
delivery, I announced on 5 July 2017 that I was sending in a specialist
independent Taskforce.

The Taskforce is made up of experts in housing, in local government, public
services and community engagement.

I deliberately appointed independent-minded individuals who would not
hesitate to speak their minds.

I have now received the first report from the Taskforce, reflecting on its
first 9 weeks on the ground.

The report has been shared with the Rt Hon Gentleman opposite.

And I will be placing copies in the library of the House, and it will be
published in full on GOV.UK.

Green shoots

It is clear from the report that progress is being made. That much-needed
change has happened and continues to happen. That the council today is a very
different organisation from the one that failed its people so badly back in
June.
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And the Taskforce is satisfied that RBKC under its new leadership recognises
the challenges it faces and is committed to delivering a comprehensive

recovery programme. For that reason, they do not see any practical advantage
for a further intervention at this time, which would risk further disruption.

Room for improvement

But while the green shoots are there, the report pulls no punches about the
fact that there is still significant room for improvement.

The Taskforce has identified 4 key areas in which the council need to step
up.

The first is pace. The speed of delivery needs to be increased, more work
needs to be done more quickly.

The second area is innovation. The scale and impact of the fire was
unprecedented in recent history but RBKC is relying too much on tried-and-
tested solutions that are not up to the task. The council should be much
bolder in its response.

The third area is skills. Too many of the officers and councillors working on
the response lack specialist training in how to work with a traumatised
community. This needs to change.

And the final area, arguably the most important going forward, is a need for
greater empathy and emotional intelligence. The people of Grenfell Tower,
Grenfell Walk and the wider community have already suffered so much.

Yet the Taskforce has heard too many accounts of that suffering being
compounded by bureaucratic processes that are not appropriate. When so many
deeply traumatised men, women and children have complex individual needs.

So a greater degree of humanity must be put at the heart of all of RBKC's
recovery work.

I have discussed these recommendations with the council’s leadership and they
have accepted them all without question. Culture change is never quick or
easy to achieve in any organisation. But I am in no doubt that the leadership
and staff of RBKC genuinely want to do better. It is their community too, and
they desperately want to help it heal.

I am particularly encouraged that the council are now drawing on NHS
expertise to secure specific training for those front-line staff responsible
for providing direct support to the survivors.

I have assured the council that I will continue to support them in building
capacity. However, I have also made it clear that my support will not be
uncritical or unqualified. I expect to see swift, effective action to deal
with all the issues highlighted in the report. I am not taking any options
off the table if progress is not made, and I shall continue to monitor the
situation closely.



Meetings

Until now, one aspect of that monitoring has involved weekly meetings,
chaired by myself, that bring together ministers from across government and
senior colleagues from RBKC.

Although these have proved effective, the Taskforce expressed concern that
meeting so often is beginning to become counter-productive the time required
to prepare properly is cutting into the time available for frontline work.

As a result, the report recommends that we meet less often. I have accepted
this recommendation. However, let me reassure the House that this does not
mean our priorities are shifting elsewhere or that the level of scrutiny is
being reduced.

It is simply a matter of ensuring time and resources are focused to the
maximum on those affected by the fire.

Rehousing

One area to which the House knows I have been paying particularly close
attention is the rehousing of those who lost their homes in the fire.

Whilst I have always been clear that rehousing must proceed at a pace which
represents the needs, wants and situations of survivors, I have been equally
adamant that bureaucratic inertia must not add delay.

Clearly some progress is being made.

The latest figures that I have from RBKC are that 122 households out of a
current total of 204 have accepted an offer of either temporary or permanent
accommodation. 73 of these have now moved in, of which 47 households have
moved into temporary accommodation, and 26 households have moved into
permanent accommodation.

However, the report is also clear that that the process is simply not moving
as quickly as it should.

RBKC’s latest figures show that 131 Grenfell households still living in
emergency accommodation. Behind every one of these numbers there are human
faces.

There can be no doubt that there are families who desperately want a new home
but for whom progress has been painfully slow.

Almost 5 months after the fire, this must improve. Responsibility for re-
homing ultimately lies with RBKC. However, in central government we cannot
shy away from our share of responsibility.

I expect the council, in line with the Taskforce’s report, to do whatever is
necessary to ensure households can move into settled homes as swiftly as
possible.



I will continue to do all I can to ensure this is done.

Conclusion

Mr Speaker, when I announced the creation of the Taskforce, I said it would
stay in place for as long as it was needed.

Based on this first report, there is still much to be done, so the Taskforce
will remain for the foreseeable future. I have asked the Taskforce to ensure
that proper action is taken on all the fronts they identify, and to come back
to me in the New Year with a further update, which I will, of course, share
with this House.

I must of course thank the 4 expert members of the Taskforce for their
tireless efforts:

e Aftab Chughtai,
e Javed Khan,
e Jane Scott,
e and Chris Wood.

Mr Speaker, this weekend I read the Right Reverend James Jones’s excellent
report on the appalling experiences of those who lost loved ones in the
Hillsborough disaster.

It’'s a sobering piece of work reminding us that, and I quote, “the way in
which families bereaved through public tragedy are treated by those in
authority is in itself a burning injustice”.

We saw that all too clearly in the hours and days after the Grenfell fire.

The clock cannot be turned back, the woeful inadequacies of the early
response cannot be undone.

But I can say, once again, that as long as I am in public life, I will do all
I can to ensure the failures of the past are not repeated and the people of
Grenfell Tower get the help and the support they deserve.

The Hillsborough families had to fight for a quarter of a century to get
their voices heard. To be taken seriously. To be treated properly by those in
authority.

We cannot allow that to happen again. I will not allow it to happen again.

The Public Inquiry established by the Prime Minister will play the major role
but for its part, I am confident that the continued work of the Taskforce
will also help ensure that the survivors receive the support and the respect
they deserve.



