
The Future Relationship between the UK
and the EU

The Government wishes to see a future relationship based on friendly
cooperation between sovereign equals for the benefit of all our peoples.
There is complete certainty that at the end of 2020 the process of transition
to that relationship will be complete and that the UK will have recovered in
full its economic and political independence. The Government remains
committed in all circumstances to securing all those benefits for the whole
of the UK and to strengthening our Union.

The question for the rest of 2020 is whether the UK and the EU can agree a
deeper trading relationship on the lines of the free trade agreement the EU
has with Canada, or whether the relationship will be based simply on the
Withdrawal Agreement deal agreed in October 2019, including the Protocol on
Ireland / Northern Ireland. In either event the UK will be leaving the single
market and the customs union at the end of this year and stakeholders should
prepare for that reality.

The Government will work hard to achieve a balanced agreement that is in the
interests of both sides, reflecting the wide range of shared interests. Any
agreement must respect the sovereignty of both parties and the autonomy of
our legal orders. It cannot therefore include any regulatory alignment, any
jurisdiction for the CJEU over the UK’s laws, or any supranational control in
any area, including the UK’s borders and immigration policy.

This points to a suite of agreements of which the main elements would be a
comprehensive free trade agreement covering substantially all trade, an
agreement on fisheries, and an agreement to cooperate in the area of internal
security, together with a number of more technical agreements covering areas
such as aviation or civil nuclear cooperation. These should all have
governance and dispute settlement arrangements appropriate to a relationship
of sovereign equals.

Future cooperation in other areas does not need to be managed through an
international Treaty, still less through shared institutions. The UK will in
future develop separate and independent policies in areas such as (but not
limited to) the points-based immigration system, competition and subsidy
policy, the environment, social policy, procurement, and data protection,
maintaining high standards as we do so. Cooperation on foreign affairs and
related issues is of course likely to be substantial, but does not in itself
require a joint institutional framework.

In its negotiations with the EU, the Government will be acting on behalf of
the UK Crown Dependencies and Overseas Territories: the whole UK family.

The UK proposes to agree similar arrangements with the EFTA states.

Further information is set out below. Unless otherwise stated, it should be
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assumed that the UK’s aspiration and level of ambition is to reach agreement
on provisions which are at least as good as those in the EU’s recent trade
agreements, such as those with Canada or Japan.

1. Free Trade Agreement
A free trade agreement between the UK and EU should reflect, and develop
where necessary, existing international best practice as set out, inter alia,
in FTAs already agreed by the EU.

It should cover the following areas:

National Treatment and Market Access for Goods

There should be no tariffs, fees, charges or quantitative restrictions
between the UK and the EU. There should be a protocol setting out appropriate
and modern rules of origin, in order to facilitate trade between the parties
to the greatest extent possible.

Trade Remedies

The agreement should enable the UK to protect its industry from harm caused
by unexpected surges in imports of goods or by unfair trading practices,
while making the appropriate commitments to transparency, due process and
proportionate use of trade remedies.

Technical Barriers to Trade

There should be provisions to address regulatory barriers to trade in goods,
providing for cooperation on technical regulation, standards, conformity
assessment procedures and market surveillance, building on the WTO Technical
Barriers to Trade Agreement. Annexes to the agreement could include
provisions facilitating trade in specific sectors, such as organic products,
motor vehicles, chemicals and pharmaceuticals, as well as mutual recognition
agreements focusing on conformity assessment, with full coverage of the
relevant sectors.

Sanitary and Phytosanitary Measures

The UK will maintain its own autonomous sanitary and phytosanitary (SPS)
regime to protect human, animal and plant life and health and the
environment, reflecting its existing high standards. In certain areas it may
be possible to agree equivalence provisions to reduce practical barriers to
trade at the border.

Customs and Trade Facilitation

Facilitative customs arrangements, covering all trade in goods, should be put
in place in order to smooth trade between the UK and the EU. These should
ensure that both customs authorities are able to protect their regulatory,
security and financial interests.



Cross-Border Trade in Services and Investment

Significant provisions on trade in services are an essential component of a
comprehensive FTA. Accordingly, the Agreement should include measures to
minimise barriers to the cross-border supply of services and investment, on
the basis of each side’s commitments in existing FTAs. In areas of key
interest, such as professional and business services, there may be scope to
go beyond these commitments.

There should be measures to support digital trade, building on the most
recent precedents.

Temporary Entry for Business Purposes (Mode 4)

As is normal in a Free Trade Agreement, the agreement should include
significant reciprocal commitments on the temporary entry and stay of
individuals, so that both EU and UK nationals can undertake short-term
business trips to supply services. This is of course without prejudice to the
future points-based immigration system.

Regulatory Framework

There should be measures that reduce unnecessary barriers to trade in
services, streamlining practical processes and providing for appropriate
regulatory cooperation.

Mutual Recognition of Professional Qualifications

The Agreement should provide a pathway for the mutual recognition of UK and
EU qualifications, underpinned by regulatory cooperation, so that
qualification requirements do not become an unnecessary barrier to trade.

Financial Services

The Agreement should require both sides to provide a predictable,
transparent, and business- friendly environment for financial services firms,
ensuring financial stability and providing certainty for both business and
regulatory authorities, and with obligations on market access and fair
competition. Given the depth of the relationship in this area, there should
also be enhanced provision for regulatory and supervisory cooperation
arrangements with the EU, and for the structured withdrawal of equivalence
findings.

Road Transport

There should be reciprocal commitments to allow EU and UK road transport
operators to provide services to, from and through each other’s territories,
with associated rights, underpinned by relevant international agreements and
commitments, and ensuring the necessary cooperation on monitoring and
enforcement.



Competition Policy, Subsidies, Environment and Climate, Labour,
Tax

The Government will not agree to measures in these areas which go beyond
those typically included in a comprehensive free trade agreement. The
Government believes therefore that both Parties should recognise their
respective commitments to maintaining high standards in these areas; confirm
that they will uphold their international obligations; and agree to avoid
using measures in these areas to distort trade.

2. Agreement on Fisheries
The UK will become an independent coastal state at the end of 2020 and any
agreement must reflect this reality. The UK will, like Norway, Iceland and
the Faroe Islands, have annual negotiations with the EU on access to waters
and fishing opportunities, and will consider a mechanism for cooperation on
fisheries matters.

3. Agreement on Internal Security Cooperation
Protection of citizens is the highest duty of any Government. The UK believes
it is in the UK’s and EU’s mutual interest to reach a pragmatic agreement to
provide a framework for law enforcement and judicial cooperation in criminal
matters between the UK and the EU, delivering strong operational capabilities
that help protect the public. The detail of such an agreement must be
consistent with the Government’s position that the CJEU and the EU legal
order must not constrain the autonomy of the UK’s legal system in any way.

4. Other Areas of Cooperation
The Government believes there is mutual benefit in an air transport agreement
covering market access for air services, aviation safety and security, and
collaboration on air traffic management.

The UK is ready to work to establish practical provisions to facilitate
smooth border crossing arrangements, as part of independent border and
immigration systems, and on social security coordination. All such
arrangements should be reciprocal and of mutual benefit. The UK is ready to
discuss cooperation on asylum, including family reunion, and illegal
migration.

The UK is ready to consider participation in certain EU programmes, once the
EU has agreed the baseline in its 2021-2027 Multiannual Financial Framework,
and taking into account the overall value to the UK of doing so.

Finally, there are certain areas where the UK considers agreement is self-
evidently in the interest of both sides, and where early progress is a test
of the constructive nature of the negotiating process. For example, there
should be rapid agreement that the UK and the EU would list each other for
trade in live animals, animal products, seeds and other plant-propagating
material. There should be rapid progress towards a Civil Nuclear Agreement,



given the implications for both sides of not doing so and the clear benefits
of cooperation. Similarly, the UK would see the EU’s assessment processes on
financial services equivalence and data adequacy as technical and
confirmatory of the reality that the UK will be operating exactly the same
regulatory frameworks as the EU at the point of exit. The UK intends to
approach its own technical assessment processes in this spirit.

A copy of this statement will be placed in the Library.

£2 million work begins on Brislington
flood defence

A flood defence which protects more than 100 properties in Bristol is getting
improved to the tune of £2 million.

Built by Bristol City Council between 1964 and 1978, the Brislington flood
defence scheme is about 40 years old and walls of the channel are in need of
repair. If the wall collapses, the channel could become blocked.

There is also a metal screen which stops trash and other debris from blocking
a flood relief tunnel. Despite regular clearing, the screen can become
blocked during heavy rain. Adding a platform will allow Environment Agency
staff to clear the screen safely during these times.

A maintenance platform will allow staff to safely clear trash from this
screen during flooding

Getting to the screen can also be challenging. Creating a new access track
through Nightingale Valley, routed to reduce the need for tree felling, will
avoid the need for disruptive work at the current access point at St Anne’s
Terrace. Ten small ash and sycamore trees will need to be removed. The
council will plant 33 trees which will more than mitigate the loss.

Brislington flood defence’s channel walls are in need of repair

Ron Curtis of the Environment Agency said:

Brislington is a key flood defence and making these improvements
now will keep it fit for purpose – cutting the risk of people’s
homes becoming flooded.
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Councillor Asher Craig, Deputy Mayor for Communities at Bristol City Council
said:

The work being carried out by the Environment Agency at Brislington
Brook is important to protect people’s homes from future flooding
and has been carefully planned to minimise the loss of trees whilst
allowing clear access to the flood defence site.  

Trees being removed will be replaced by the council with
involvement from the community to identify suitable planting sites.
Overall the city’s ambition is to increase the tree canopy of
Bristol through schemes such as One Tree per Employee, which
launched in November last year and has already been successful,
with 57 Bristol businesses buying a tree for each of their 2,400
staff.

Works began 29 January and will end in the autumn.

New Parole Board Vice Chair

Following a public appointments exercise His Honour Peter Rook QC joins the
Parole Board as the new judicial Vice Chair, with effect from 1 February
2020.

Peter was called to the Bar in 1973 and appointed a Queens Counsel in 1991.
In June 2005 he was appointed a Senior Circuit Judge to sit at the Old Bailey
retiring at the end of March 2017. He also sat as a judge in the Court of
Appeal. He sat as a coroner between 2017 and 2019.

Peter was Chair of the Criminal Bar Association from 2002 until 2003. He was
head of chambers at 18 Red Lion Chambers from 2002 until 2005. He is the co-
author of a leading textbook now in its fifth edition “Sexual Offences: Law
and Practice”.

Martin Jones, Chief Executive of the Parole Board said:

“I am delighted that His Honour Peter Rook QC will be joining the Parole
Board as its new judicial Vice Chair. Peter’s considerable experience as a
criminal judge, particularly on the sentencing of those convicted of sexual
offences, will be a real asset to the Board. I would also pay tribute to the
work of Sir John Saunders who is standing down as vice chair, but thankfully
continuing as a Parole Board member, who has made a significant contribution
to the work of the Parole Board, in particular through his hard work to
develop and implement the new reconsideration mechanism that was introduced
in July 2019.”
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Peter Rook said:

“I am honoured to be given this opportunity. I have worked within the
criminal justice system for most of my working life and I am looking forward
to using that experience to assist the Parole Board in its vitally important
work.”

PM speech in Greenwich: 3 February
2020

It is great to welcome everyone here to Greenwich and I invite you first to
raise your eyes to the heavens.

The Vatican has Michelangelo.

Greenwich has Thornhill who spent 20 years flat on his back on top of the
scaffolding, so rigid that his arm became permanently wonky, and he’s left us
this gorgeous and slightly bonkers symbolic scene that captures the spirit of
the United Kingdom in the early 18th century.

This painting above you was started in 1707, the very year when the union
with Scotland was agreed – and does it not speak of supreme national self-
confidence?

Look at these well-fed nymphs and cupids and what have you.

They are not just celebrating the triumph of liberty and peace and tyranny –
the official title of the scene.

This is the settlement of a long and divisive political question about who
gets to sit on the throne of England.

And it is visibly resolved as you can see in favour of William and Mary and
the result is stability and certainty and optimism and an explosion of global
trade propelled by new maritime technology.

And above and around us you can see the anchors, cables, rudders, sails,
oars, ensigns, powder barrels, sextants, the compasses and the grappling
irons.

In fact the only important bit of kit that is missing is Harrison’s sea clock
– also exhibited close-by here in Greenwich and also commissioned in the same
era, that allowed every ship in the world to determine how far they were from
this Meridian.

So this is it. This is the newly forged United Kingdom on the slipway: this
is the moment when it all took off.
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And – you know where this is going – today if we get it right, if we have the
courage to follow the instincts and the instructions of the British people,
this can be another such moment on the launching pad.

Because once again we have settled a long-running question of sovereign
authority, we have ended a debate that has run for three and a half years –
some would say 47 years.

I won’t even mention the name of the controversy except to say that it begins
with B.

Receding in the past behind us.

We have the opportunity, we have the newly recaptured powers, we know where
we want to go, and that is out into the world.

And today in Geneva as our ambassador Julian Braithwaite moves seats in the
WTO and takes back control of our tariff schedules, an event in itself that
deserves itself to be immortalised in oil – this country is leaving its
chrysalis.

We are re-emerging after decades of hibernation as a campaigner for global
free trade.

And frankly it is not a moment too soon because the argument for this
fundamental liberty is now not being made.

We in the global community are in danger of forgetting the key insight of
those great Scottish thinkers, the invisible hand of Adam Smith, and of
course David Ricardo’s more subtle but indispensable principle of comparative
advantage, which teaches that if countries learn to specialise and exchange
then overall wealth will increase and productivity will increase, leading
Cobden to conclude that free trade is God’s diplomacy – the only certain way
of uniting people in the bonds of peace since the more freely goods cross
borders the less likely it is that troops will ever cross borders.

And since these notions were born here in this country, it has been free
trade that has done more than any other single economic idea to raise
billions out of poverty and incredibly fast.

In 1990 there were 37 percent of the world’s population in absolute poverty –
that is now down to less than ten per cent.

And yet my friends, I am here to warn you today that this beneficial magic is
fading.

Free trade is being choked and that is no fault of the people, that’s no
fault of individual consumers, I am afraid it is the politicians who are
failing to lead.

The mercantilists are everywhere, the protectionists are gaining ground.

From Brussels to China to Washington tariffs are being waved around like



cudgels even in debates on foreign policy where frankly they have no place –
and there is an ever growing proliferation of non-tariff barriers and the
resulting tensions are letting the air out of the tyres of the world economy.

World trading volumes are lagging behind global growth.

Trade used to grow at roughly double global GDP – from 1987 to 2007.

Now it barely keeps pace and global growth is itself anaemic and the decline
in global poverty is beginning to slow.

And in that context, we are starting to hear some bizarre autarkic rhetoric,
when barriers are going up, and when there is a risk that new diseases such
as coronavirus will trigger a panic and a desire for market segregation that
go beyond what is medically rational to the point of doing real and
unnecessary economic damage, then at that moment humanity needs some
government somewhere that is willing at least to make the case powerfully for
freedom of exchange, some country ready to take off its Clark Kent spectacles
and leap into the phone booth and emerge with its cloak flowing as the
supercharged champion, of the right of the populations of the earth to buy
and sell freely among each other.

And here in Greenwich in the first week of February 2020, I can tell you in
all humility that the UK is ready for that role.

We are ready for the great multi-dimensional game of chess in which we engage
in more than one negotiation at once and we are limbering up to use nerves
and muscles and instincts that this country has not had to use for half a
century.

Secretary of State Liz Truss tells me she has the teams in place:

She has the lawyers, top dollar I’ve no doubt, the economists, trade policy
experts and if we don’t have enough, or if they don’t perform, believe me we
will hire some more.

We will reach out to the rest of the Commonwealth,which now has some of the
fastest growing economies in the world.

It was fantastic at the recent Africa summit to see how many wanted to turn
that great family of nations into a free trade zone, even if we have to begin
with clumps and groups, and we will take these ideas forward at Kigali in
June.

We will engage with Japan and the other Trans-Pacific agreement countries,
with old friends and partners – Australia, New Zealand, Canada – on whom we
deliberately turned our backs in the early 1970s.

We will get going with our friends in America and I share the optimism of
Donald Trump and I say to all the naïve and juvenile anti-Americans in this
country if there are any – there seem to be some – I say grow up – and get a
grip.



The US already buys one fifth of everything we export.

And yes of course there are going to be difficulties:

Our shower trays seem to fall foul of US rules Liz, and if you want to sell
insurance across America, Mr Ambassador, you still have to deal with 50
separate regulators, and it is high time I think we all agree that they cut
their punitive tariffs on Scotch whisky.

And it goes without saying to all those conspiracy theorists who may still be
in existence, all those believers in the Bermuda Triangle or who think that
Elvis will be found on Mars, It goes without saying that of course the NHS is
not on the table and no we will not accept any diminution in food hygiene or
animal welfare standards.

But I must say to the America bashers in this country if there are any that
in doing free trade deals we will be governed by science and not by mumbo-
jumbo because the potential is enormous.

And of course that brings me to the other area where the potential is great
we want a thriving trade and economic relationship with the EU, our historic
friend, partners, neighbours and I shall table a parliamentary statement
today spelling out our objectives.

And at the outset I wish to reassure our friends about one thing: to lay one
myth to rest.

We will not engage in some cut-throat race to the bottom.

We are not leaving the EU to undermine European standards, we will not engage
in any kind of dumping whether commercial, or social, or environmental, and
don’t just listen to what I say or what we say, look at what we do.

And I say respectfully to our friends that in all those three crucial areas
the anxiety should really be on our side of the Channel not yours.

Look at state aid:

France spends twice as much on state aid as the UK, and Germany three times
as much, who is using subsidies to undercut? Not the UK.

In fact, the EU has enforced state aid rules against the UK only four times
in the last 21 years, compared with 29 enforcement actions against France, 45
against Italy – and 67 against Germany.

The same applies even more emphatically to social policy – and here again I
dispel the absurd caricature of Britain as a nation bent on the slash and
burn of workers’ rights and environmental protection, as if we are saved from
Dickensian squalor only by enlightened EU regulation, as if it was only
thanks to Brussels that we are not preparing to send children back up
chimneys.

In one field after another, Britain is far ahead.



The EU waited until last year before introducing two weeks of paid paternity
leave; we in the UK guaranteed that right nearly two decades ago.

The EU gives employees the right to request flexible working only if they are
parents or carers.

The UK provides that right to every employee with more than six months’
service – and they can make the request for any reason.

The EU provides a minimum of 14 weeks paid maternity leave;

Britain offers up to a year, with 39 weeks paid and an option to convert this
to shared parental leave. How about that.

The UK has a higher minimum wage than all but three EU member states: in fact
six EU countries have no minimum wage at all.

As for the environment, look at animal welfare.

It is not just that we want to go further than the EU in banning live
shipment of animals: there are ways in which we already are further ahead.

The UK banned veal crates fully 16 years before the EU.

We are protecting elephants by introducing one of the strictest ivory bans in
the world; and the EU, meanwhile, is still in the consultation stage.

And on the great environmental issue of our time, perhaps the greatest issue
facing humanity, Britain was the first major economy in the world – let alone
the EU – to place upon our own shoulders a legal obligation to be carbon
neutral by 2050.

That will put huge strains on our system, it will require full effort and
change but we know we can do it.

We have cut our carbon emissions by nearly twice the EU average since 1990,
42 percent and we have cut while the GDP has grown by about 70%; but here is
the question: are we going to insist that the EU does everything that we do,
as the price of free trade?

Are we? Of course not.

Our legislation to ban single-use plastics goes further and faster than
anything proposed by the EU.

Does that mean we will refuse to accept a zero-tariff zero-quota deal with
the EU unless the EU agrees to match us every step of the way?

Will we stop Italian cars or German wine from entering this country tariff
free, or quota free, unless the EU matches our UK laws on plastic coffee
stirrers or maternity leave or unless they match our laws in any other field
of policy that might conceivably affect the production of an Alfa Romeo or a
bottle of gewurtztraminer?



Will we accuse them of dumping?

Of course not.

Or wanting to dump?

Of course not.

So I hope our friends will understand that what is sauce for the goose is
sauce for the gander.

There is no need for a free trade agreement to involve accepting EU rules on
competition policy, subsidies, social protection, the environment, or
anything similar any more than the EU should be obliged to accept UK rules.

The UK will maintain the highest standards in these areas – better, in many
respects, than those of the EU – without the compulsion of a treaty.

And it is vital to say this now clearly because we have so often been told
that we must choose between full access to the EU market, along with
accepting its rules and courts on the Norway model, or a free trade
agreement, which opens up markets and avoids the full panoply of EU
regulation, like the Canada deal.

Well folks I hope you’ve got the message by now.

We have made our choice: we want a comprehensive free trade agreement,
similar to Canada’s.

But in the very unlikely event that we do not succeed, then our trade will
have to be based on our existing Withdrawal Agreement with the EU.

The choice is emphatically not “deal or no-deal”.

We have a deal – we’ve done it and yes it did turn out as I prophesized to be
oven ready.

The question is whether we agree a trading relationship with the EU
comparable to Canada’s – or more like Australia’s.

And I have no doubt that in either case the UK will prosper.

And of course our new relationship with our closest neighbours will range far
beyond trade.

We will seek a pragmatic agreement on security, on protecting our citizens
without trespassing on the autonomy of our respective legal systems.

I hope that we can reach an agreement on aviation, allowing cheap flights to
continue.

We are ready to consider an agreement on fisheries, but it must reflect the
fact that the UK will be an independent coastal state at the end of this year
2020, controlling our own waters.



And under such an agreement, there would be annual negotiations with the EU,
using the latest scientific data, ensuring that British fishing grounds are
first and foremost for British boats.

And in all these other areas, I see the same need for warmth, we’ll deliver
that or cooperation for friendship and exchange and va et vien, for
academics, students and businesses but I see no need to bind ourselves to an
agreement with the EU.

We will restore full sovereign control over our borders and immigration,
competition and subsidy rules, procurement and data protection.

And while we will always co-operate with our European friends in foreign and
defence policy whenever our interests converge – as they often, if not
always, will – this will not in my view necessarily require any new treaty or
institutions because we will not need them for the simple reason that the UK
is not a European power by treaty or by law but by irrevocable facts of
history and geography and language and culture and instinct and sentiment.

And I have set in train the biggest review of our foreign defence and
security policies since the Cold War, which is designed to seize the
opportunities that lie ahead and make sure that we play our part in
addressing the world’s problems.

I know we will do it in cooperation with our European friends.

And I say to our European friends – many of whom I’m delighted to see in this
room – we are here as ever, as we have been for decades, for centuries, to
support and to help as we always have done for the last hundred years or more
and the reason I stress this need for full legal autonomy, the reason we do
not seek membership or part membership of the customs union or alignment of
any kind, is at least partly that I want this country to be an independent
actor and catalyst for free trade across the world.

I was there when they negotiated the Uruguay round.

I saw it completed in Geneva when they gavelled it out –

And it was one of those events that people hardly reported, but it was a
fantastically important event in the life of the world.

And it was a critical moment in my view that helped to lead to almost two
decades of global growth and confidence.

And then in 2008 we saw the abject failure of the Doha round and though there
were many culprits there can be no doubt that both the EU and the US bear a
heavy share of the blame for their refusal to compromise on farm subsidies.

And of course while we were in, the voice of the UK was of course muffled.

And as we come out.

I don’t wish to exaggerate our influence or our potential influence, but then



nor would I minimise the eagerness of our friends around the world to hear
once again our independent voice again in free trade negotiations and our
objective is to get things started again not just because it is right for the
world, but because of course it is right for Britain because this people’s
government believes that the whole country will benefit.

Because it will help our national programme to unite and level up and bring
together our whole United Kingdom.

And by expanding our trading relationships to improve the productivity of the
entire nation by expanding infrastructure, education and technology you know
that our programme is to bring this country together, combine that with
greater free trade.

And of course I hope you will see us exporting more fantastic ships built on
the Clyde, more wonderful bone china pottery from Northern Ireland, beef from
Wales.

The opportunities as I say are extraordinary.

It is an incredible fact that we still sell not one hamburger’s worth of beef
to the US, not one kebab’s worth of lamb, and as I speak the people of the US
are still surviving without an ounce of Scottish haggis which they continue
to ban Mr Ambassador.

In fact I don’t know how they manage Burns Night.

I am glad to say that the Chinese last year signed the first agreement to
take British beef after a 20-year ban, but still no lamb, not a joint, not a
chop, not a deep frozen moussaka, even though we have the best lamb in the
world.

And don’t tell me the issue is distance from China.

Let me ask you a question, see if you’ve been paying attention to this speech
the New Zealanders sell huge and growing quantities of lamb to China, as
indeed they do to America.

Let me ask you which is closer to Beijing?

Wales or New Zealand? Does anybody know?

Wales of course is the correct answer.

There is no reason why we cannot do much, much better and I am deeply proud
of this – I don’t want to do down this country’s global exporting spirit.

We do extraordinary things as I never tire of telling you.

Tea to China, cake to France, TV aerials to South Korea and so on.

Boomerangs to Australia – Nigel Farage to America. Then he came back of
course.



But this is the moment for us to think of our past and go up a gear again, to
recapture the spirit of those seafaring ancestors immortalised above us whose
exploits brought not just riches but something even more important than that
– and that was a global perspective.

That is our ambition.

There lies the port, the vessel puffs her sail…the wind sits in the mast.

We are embarked now on a great voyage, a project that no one thought in the
international community that this country would have the guts to undertake,
but if we are brave and if we truly commit to the logic of our mission –
open, outward-looking – generous, welcoming, engaged with the world
championing global free trade now when global free trade needs a global
champion,

I believe we can make a huge success of this venture, for Britain, for our
European friends, and for the world.

UK General Statement, Scientific and
Technical Sub-Committee of COPUOS

Chair, Distinguished Delegates

The Delegation of the United Kingdom is pleased to have the opportunity to
share with you the progress and developments we have made since the last
meeting of this sub-committee.

In March 2018, the Space Industry Bill received Royal Assent. This bill was a
cross-Government activity to establish the primary legislation, which would
allow commercial small-satellite launch from the UK. Over the past two years
the UK Space Agency, along with its partners, has been developing detailed
secondary legislation and guidance ranging from safety to liability. The UK
continues to use international best practice to inform these ongoing
activities, and looks forward to engaging with other commercial-launch
regulators, as we approach our first launches in the coming years.

Currently, the UK Outer Space Act is the basis for licensing space activities
operated from the UK and, since the last Scientific and Technical Sub-
committee, we have licensed 15 missions. Space activities are becoming
increasingly more complex and, as space becomes more accessible, a wider
range of organisations are now applying for licenses. We recognise not only
the benefits of these new missions, but also the need to responsibly regulate
them.

An example of the new type of missions that are being licensed from the UK is
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the constellation being developed by OneWeb. In February 2019, the first six
spacecraft of the OneWeb constellation were successfully launched on a Soyuz
rocket from French Guiana, representing the start of a planned constellation
of close to 600 satellites. As similar systems start to be deployed, near-
term safety and long-term sustainability must be assessed, and we are
grateful for the Inter-Agency Debris Coordination Committee in developing
recommendations on large constellations to guide our decision making
processes.

In concert with our work on launch, the UK has initiated regulatory reform in
support of our in-orbit activities. The new regulatory framework is being
guided by international and industry best practice, and reflects the UK’s
strong commitment to the implementation of Long Term Sustainability
guidelines, which ensure the promotion of safe operational practices and a
sustainable environment into the future.

The United Kingdom acknowledges the important work of the IADC, currently
working under the very able chairmanship of Laurent Francillout of CNES. We
value and support the important research that the IADC offers and recognise
it as a unique forum for world leading experts to collaborate and develop a
common understanding of the sustainable-use of the Earth’s orbit. We look
forward to IADC’s technical presentation during this session of the sub-
committee, and to applying IADC’s recommendations when licensing future UK
space missions under our national regulatory framework.

In November last year, the UK reaffirmed its commitment to international
collaboration of space missions and the development of new technologies
through a 15% increase in its annual funding for ESA. A notable example of
the successful partnerships within ESA and its member states is the upcoming
Solar Orbiter mission, due for launch on the 7th February. The Solar Orbiter
mission, which was primed in the UK, will perform unprecedented close-up
observations of the Sun, allowing scientists to study the Sun in much more
detail than previously possible. The UK looks forward to further
collaboration within ESA and contributing to a global vision for the
exploration of space.

We continue to push forward the advancement of space technology at the
international and national levels. The UK Government is supporting Reaction
Engine’s revolutionary combined cycle rocket engine, SABRE. The company
recently demonstrated the successful operation of its innovative pre-cooler,
and the engine now has the potential to both revolutionise access to space,
as well as enable technology for other precooled propulsion systems, with a
range of commercial applications.

Alongside technological activities, a new National Space Council will be
established in the UK later this year. The aim of the National Space Council
will be to provide strategic leadership on space across government,
coordinating all aspects of the UK’s space strategy, investment and use of
space through a new National Space Framework.

As the Working Group on the use of nuclear power sources in outer space
begins compiling its report, we would like to take the opportunity not only



to reinforce our support of the groups work, but to thank Dr Sam Harbison for
his long-serving and high-quality leadership of the working group. We look
forward to its final recommendations, and next steps, in 2021 for enhancing
the safety of nuclear power sources, which play a vital role in the
realization of many deep-space missions

The UK welcomes the Committee’s adoption of the preamble and 21 guidelines
for the long-term sustainability of outer space activities. We encourage
States and international inter-governmental organisations to voluntarily take
measures, to ensure that the guidelines are implemented to the greatest
extent feasible and practicable. The UK is taking practical steps in
implementing the guidelines within our regulatory framework and would be
happy, and keen, to engage and collaborate with other nations who have
similar aspirations. We also look forward to productive discussions on the
establishment of a new LTS Working Group to help facilitate the sharing the
experiences, practices and lessons learned in guideline implementation.

Recognising the international success that is the 21 guidelines for the Long
Term Sustainability of Outer Space activities, the UK is keen to see a new
approach on the disarmament agenda. We would like to work with nations to
consider how to deal with the emerging threats to space operations and
believe that this is best done in the Disarmament Commission and the
Conference on Disarmament.

Threats from nations of weapons placed in space, or based on the earth, or
the disruption of critical systems by electronic means, or via energy
weapons, should be dealt with under the PAROS (Prevention of an Arms Race in
Outer Space) agenda item and not discussed under COPUOS. In this way, COPUOS
can continue to support developing nations to access space, and those already
doing so to be responsible operators.

Finally, I wish to make some remarks in relation to the United Kingdom’s exit
from the EU, which took place on 31 January.  As our Ministers have made
clear, although the United Kingdom has left the EU, we will not be leaving
Europe.  We will continue to be friends and partners, especially through our
constructive and continued membership of the European Space Agency, COPUOS,
the IADC and other multilateral fora.


