
Speech: Condemning Russia’s use of
force on Ukrainian vessels

Thank you Mr President. May I just start by saying that I was disappointed by
the Russian Representative’s explanation of vote in the previous round, as he
himself stated he did not actually make an explanation of vote, but a
substantive statement. In so doing Russia showed contempt for the Security
Council and its Members by not accepting a procedural vote by this Council.
Russia has regularly discussed Ukraine here under a different agenda item. In
this instance Russia deliberately chose a provocative title for the meeting
which they knew they would lose. I ask myself why. And I assume that Russia
knows how weak its position of substance is and so hoped to turn attention on
process and play victim.

Well, it will not work Mr President, because yesterday – by Moscow’s own
admission – Russian vessels opened fire on and seized three Ukrainian vessels
approaching the Sea of Azov. We are deeply concerned about the six injured
Ukrainians and 23 Ukrainians who have been detained by the Russian Federation
and we call for their immediate release.

Mr President we condemn Russia’s deplorable use of military force. This
further demonstrates Russia’s ongoing contempt for Ukraine’s sovereignty and
territorial integrity and its contempt for the global rules-based
international system which this organisation serves to uphold. It follows on
from Russia’s illegal annexation of Crimea in 2014 and its construction of
Kerch Bridge in May this year which constitutes a further violation of
Ukraine’s sovereignty and territorial integrity.

Yesterday’s action follows months of Russian harassment of international
shipping in the Sea of Azov, presumably aimed at destabilising the Ukrainian
economy. Russia’s actions are not in conformity with the United Nations
Convention on the Law of the Sea and the 2003 Russia-Ukraine Bilateral
Agreement which provides for freedom of passage for each state’s vessels in
the Sea of Azov including military ships. Russia’s actions must stop
immediately. International shipping must be allowed free passage in the Sea
of Azov. All parties must exercise restraint.

Mr President we have seen this game before. Russia wants to consolidate its
illegal annexation of Crimea and annex the Sea of Azov. Russia seems to hope
that the international community will simply acquiesce and accept this as a
new reality. Well we will not. The United Kingdom’s position is clear: we do
not and will not recognise the illegal annexation of the Crimean peninsula by
Russia.

The General Assembly made its position clear in its resolution of the 27
March 2014 and we continue to fully support Ukraine’s sovereignty and
territorial integrity within its internationally recognised borders and
territorial waters. This is why on 31 July the European Union sanctioned six
new entities in connection with Russia opening the Kerch Bridge. We continue
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to work closely with international partners to ensure that sanctions remain
in place as long as Russia’s control of the peninsula continues.

Russia’s illegal annexation constitutes a deliberate violation of a number of
international agreements and commitments including Article 2 of the United
Nations Charter, the Helsinki Final Act, the Budapest Memorandum and the 1997
Russia-Ukraine Treaty of Friendship. But this is just the start. Russia’s
actions are also causing human suffering. Appalling human rights abuses in
the Crimean Peninsula continue with the widespread persecution of minority
groups such as the Crimean Tatars. The Crimean Tatars face regular harassment
and risk arrest, detentions and threats to seize their property. They have
had their rights of worship, assembly and expression restricted. The Crimean
Tatars are not the only people suffering at the hands of Russia. Anyone who
expresses even mild discontent or voices their opposition to this illegal
annexation risks being charged with extremism and given a lengthy prison
sentence, forcing many into exile. Russia continues to ignore calls by the
General Assembly for the United Nations High Commissioner for Human Rights to
visit Crimea.

Mr President we remain clear in our support of the rules-based international
system which Russia continues to flout. Russia must not be allowed to rewrite
history by establishing new realities on the ground. But this is sadly not
the first time Russia has indulged in such reckless and provocative acts this
year. Russia was responsible for a chemical weapons attack on British soil
and its agents were caught red-handed in The Hague. Russia has steadily
increased tension in the Sea of Azov and has now – by its own admission –
fired on Ukrainian ships, injuring sailors on board. These are not the
actions of a responsible country dedicated to the maintenance of
international peace and security and to upholding the United Nations Charter.
As my Prime Minister recently made clear, like others here today we remain
open to a different relationship with Russia: one where Russia desists from
these attacks that undermine international treaties and international
security and desists from actions which undermine the territorial integrity
of its neighbours and instead acts together with the international community
to fulfil the common responsibilities we share as Permanent Members of the
United Nations Security Council. And we hope that the Russian state chooses
to take this path. However, Russia’s actions over the weekend do not give
much ground for hope.

Thank you Mr President.

News story: Foreign Secretary condemns
Russian aggression in the Sea of Azov
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The Foreign Secretary Jeremy Hunt condemned Russia’s use of military force
against Ukrainian vessels entering the Sea of Azov on Sunday 25 November.

Russia’s act of aggression and seizure of three Ukrainian vessels not only
outlines Russian contempt for Ukraine’s sovereignty and territorial
integrity, but also its disregard for the global Rules-based International
System.

Russia’s actions are further evidence of its continued violation of
international commitments, following on from the illegal annexation of Crimea
in 2014 and the illegal construction of Kerch Bridge by Russia earlier this
year.

The Foreign Secretary Jeremy Hunt said:

I utterly condemn Russia’s aggression against the Ukrainian vessels
that sought to enter the Sea of Azov yesterday, including the
forcible seizure of three Ukrainian ships and their crews. This
incident provides further evidence of Russia’s violation of
Ukraine’s sovereignty. We also remain concerned about the welfare
of the Ukrainian sailors.

I call on Russia to ensure freedom of passage through the Kerch
Straits, and for all parties to exercise restraint. Russia must not
be allowed to further erode Ukraine’s sovereignty and territorial
integrity, especially through the use of force.

Published 26 November 2018

Speech: Peace and fair elections in
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Burundi

And thank you to our briefers, Special Envoy Kfando for his update and to
Ambassador Lauber for updating us on his trip to Burundi and the region and
for so clearly setting out his recommendations.

I would also like to welcome the latest report of the Secretary-General which
provides a valuable record of factual information of the current situation in
Burundi and we look forward to discussing this set of options that the
Secretary-General will present to the Council on the UN’s continuing role in
Burundi.

Mr President, the United Kingdom agrees with the Secretary-General and so
many Council Members here today that the East African Community-led inter-
Burundian dialogue, led by the region, is the only viable option to guarantee
open and inclusive elections in 2020. We also recognise the importance of the
African Union in supporting EAC’s efforts in this regard.

We commend the EAC for their engagement so far, and commend the efforts of
the EAC facilitator, former President Mkapa, and Special Envoy Kfando,
despite the many challenges to progress. There is still a long way to go
before inclusive, fair and credible elections can take place in 2020. And the
credibility of these elections will be essential for the stability of
Burundi. Citizens must have faith in their political process in order to
accept its results.

Mr President, for this reason we share the disappointment of Peru and many
other speakers here today that the Government of Burundi did not attend the
fifth round of the inter-Burundian dialogue. Their participation is crucial
to make this process a success. We therefore encourage the EAC to redouble
their efforts to remain engaged and to continue to push for a tangible,
inclusive dialogue. A harmonised roadmap that all parties can support and
which preserves the gains of the Arusha Peace and Reconciliation Agreement is
crucial. We hope that discussions on how to achieve this will take place at
the EAC Heads of State Summit. We also call on the Government and its allied
parties to continue to engage in dialogue with the region and in doing so to
send a clear signal of its continued commitment to resolve the ongoing
political crisis.

Mr President, we continue to be deeply concerned by the reports of human
rights violations, abuses and related crimes that have continued since our
last briefing in August. And the Special Envoy mentioned this issue during
his own briefing.

The recent suspension of international NGOs is of deep concern. These NGOs
support the most disadvantaged and vulnerable in Burundi including refugees
and those with infectious diseases. The humanitarian situation will
inevitably deteriorate without these actors and therefore we hope that the
registration of the NGOs can continue without delay. I would also like to
agree with my Polish colleague when he spoke about the about the centrality
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of human rights issues to the work of this Council. We heard earlier this
year from Prince Zeid that human rights violations and abuses can often be
the canary in the coal mine when it comes to predicting conflict so it’s very
important that as a Council we remain seized of these issues. I also note
that many speakers have noted the role of the Human Rights Council has to
play on Burundi and I would therefore urge the Government of Burundi to
cooperate fully with the Human Rights Council’s mechanisms including the
OHCHR.

Mr President, it is clear from the Secretary-General’s report and the wider
discussion here today that Burundi should remain on this Council’s agenda.
Although the security situation may have improved, armed attacks continue and
we have deep concerns about the political crisis, the humanitarian and human
rights situation, which as we have seen in many times before, are often the
root causes of conflict and must be addressed by this Council.

Press release: Fish moved to make way
for flood scheme construction

On Friday 23 November, Environment Agency ecologists removed a number of
coarse fish from a section of the River Tame, as Phase 2 of the Perry Barr
and Witton Flood Risk Management Scheme gathers pace.

This part of the scheme involves diverting a 120m stretch of the River Tame,
to enable the main flood control structure to be constructed in dry. The
control structure is an outlet that will help reduce the flow of water
travelling down the River Tame. In times of heavy rainfall and potential
flooding, the outlet structure will enable water to backfill into the flood
storage area, created as part of the scheme, to reduce the risk of flooding
to homes and businesses within the Perry Barr and Witton community.

The work on site involved creating a dam at each end of the channel, to
enable Environment Agency ecology experts to carefully remove the fish from
this section, and relocate them to another part of the river. Once the fish
were removed, the contractors were able to start the construction of the
outlet in a dry area.

Josh Harris, Environment Agency Project Manager said:

The river needed to be temporarily diverted, so that the main
construction works can be undertaken. The fish rescue ensured that
fish were relocated to a suitable habitat elsewhere in the river,
before the river is placed into its new temporary channel.

The timing of the fish rescue and these works are important. The
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River Tame is a coarse fish river with species such as perch, chub,
stone loach and bullhead, spawning in the spring and summer,
calling this urban river their home. The work needed to be done
during the winter months, to ensure that we did not disturb the
river during spawning periods for these fish.

The construction of the outlet structure is expected to take around 9 months
to complete. Following completion of the works, another fish relocation
mission will take place, when the River Tame is returned to its original
flow.

If you would like more information about the Perry Barr and Witton Flood Risk
Management Scheme, please visit the Environment Agency webpage at:
https://www.gov.uk/government/publications/perry-barr-and-witton-flood-risk-m
anagement-scheme or contact the Environment Agency project team at
witton.frms@environment-agency.gov.uk.

Along with flood defences and flood management schemes, knowing your flood
risk is also important when protecting your family and property from
flooding. People can check their risk and register to receive free flood
warnings by visiting the Environment Agency flood information pages at
https://www.gov.uk/prepare-for-a-flood or calling Floodline on 0345 988 1188.

Speech: PM’s statement on the Special
European Council: 26 November 2018

With permission, Mr Speaker, I would like to make a Statement on the
conclusion of our negotiations to leave the European Union.

At yesterday’s Special European Council in Brussels, I reached a deal with
the leaders of the other 27 EU Member States on a Withdrawal Agreement that
will ensure our smooth and orderly departure on 29th March next year; and,
tied to this Agreement, a Political Declaration on an ambitious future
partnership that is in our national interest.

Mr Speaker, this is the right deal for Britain because it delivers on the
democratic decision of the British people.

It takes back control of our borders. It ends the free movement of people in
full once and for all, allowing the government to introduce a new skills-
based immigration system.

It takes back control of our laws. It ends the jurisdiction of the European
Court of Justice in the UK and means instead our laws being made in our
Parliaments, enforced by our courts.
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And it takes back control of our money. It ends the vast annual payments we
send to Brussels. So instead we can spend taxpayers’ money on our own
priorities, including the £394 million a week of extra investment into our
long-term plan for the NHS.

By creating a new Free Trade Area with no tariffs, fees, charges,
quantitative restrictions or rules of origin checks, this deal protects jobs,
including those that rely on integrated supply chains.

It protects our security with a close relationship on defence and on tackling
crime and terrorism, which will help to keep all our people safe.

And it protects the integrity of our United Kingdom, meeting our commitments
in Northern Ireland and delivering for the whole UK family, including our
Overseas Territories and the Crown Dependencies.

Mr Speaker, on Gibraltar, we have worked constructively with the governments
of Spain and Gibraltar – and I want to pay tribute in particular to
Gibraltar’s Chief Minister Fabian Picardo for his statesmanship in these
negotiations.

We have ensured that Gibraltar is covered by the whole Withdrawal Agreement
and by the Implementation Period.

And for the future partnership, the UK government will be negotiating for the
whole UK family, including Gibraltar.

As Fabian Picardo said this weekend:

Every aspect of the response of the United Kingdom was agreed with
the Government of Gibraltar. We have worked seamlessly together in
this as we have in all other aspects of this two year period of
negotiation. Most importantly, the legal text of the draft
Withdrawal Agreement has not been changed. That is what the Spanish
Government repeatedly sought. But they have not achieved that. The
United Kingdom has not let us down.

Mr Speaker, our message to the people of Gibraltar is clear: we will always
stand by you. We are proud that Gibraltar is British and our position on
sovereignty has not and will not change.

Mr Speaker, the Withdrawal Agreement will ensure that we leave the European
Union on 29th March next year in a smooth and orderly way.

It protects the rights of EU citizens living in the UK and UK citizens living
in the EU, so they can carry on living their lives as before.

It delivers a time-limited Implementation Period to give business time to
prepare for the new arrangements. During the Implementation Period trade will
continue on current terms so businesses only have to face one set of changes.
It ensures a fair settlement of our financial obligations – less than half of



what some originally expected and demanded.

And it meets our commitment to ensure there is no hard border between
Northern Ireland and Ireland – and also no customs border in the Irish Sea –
in the event that the future relationship is not ready by the end of the
implementation period.

Mr Speaker, I know some Members remain concerned that we could find ourselves
stuck in this backstop.

So let me address this directly.

First, this is an insurance policy that no-one wants to use.

Both the UK and the EU are fully committed to having our future relationship
in place by 1st January 2021.

And the Withdrawal Agreement has a legal duty on both sides to use best
endeavours to avoid the backstop ever coming into force.

If, despite this, the future relationship is not ready by the end of 2020, we
would not be forced to use the backstop. We would have a clear choice between
the backstop or a short extension to the Implementation Period.

If we did choose the backstop, the legal text is clear that it should be
temporary and that the Article 50 legal base cannot provide for a permanent
relationship.

And there is now more flexibility that it can be superseded either by the
future relationship, or by alternative arrangements which include the
potential for facilitative arrangements and technologies to avoid a hard
border on the island of Ireland. There is also a termination clause, which
allows the backstop to be turned off when we have fulfilled our commitments
on the Northern Ireland border. And there is a unilateral right to trigger a
review through the Joint Committee and the ability to seek independent
arbitration if the EU does not use good faith in this process.

Furthermore, as a result of the changes we have negotiated, the legal text is
now also clear that once the backstop has been superseded, it shall “cease to
apply”.

So if a future Parliament decided to then move from an initially deep trade
relationship to a looser one, the backstop could not return.

Mr Speaker, I do not pretend that either we or the EU are entirely happy with
these arrangements. And that’s how it must be – were either party entirely
happy, that party would have no incentive to move on to the future
relationship.

But there is no alternative deal that honours our commitments to Northern
Ireland which does not involve this insurance policy. And the EU would not
have agreed any future partnership without it.



Put simply, there is no deal that comes without a backstop, and without a
backstop there is no deal.

Mr Speaker, the Withdrawal Agreement is accompanied by a Political
Declaration, which sets out the scope and terms of an ambitious future
relationship between the UK and the EU.

It is a detailed set of instructions to negotiators that will be used to
deliver a legal agreement on our future relationship after we have left.

The linkage clause between the Withdrawal Agreement and this declaration
requires both sides to use best endeavours to get this legal text agreed and
implemented by the end of 2020.
And both sides are committed to making preparations for an immediate start to
the formal negotiations after our withdrawal.

The declaration contains specific detail on our future economic relationship.

This includes a new Free Trade Area with no tariffs, fees, quantitative
restrictions or rules of origin checks – an unprecedented economic
relationship that no other major economy has.

It includes liberalisation in trade in services well beyond WTO commitments
and building on recent EU Free Trade Agreements.

It includes new arrangements for our financial services sector – ensuring
market access cannot be withdrawn on a whim and providing stability and
certainty for our world-leading industry.

And it ensures we will leave EU programmes that do not work in our interests:
so we will be out of the Common Agricultural Policy that has failed our
farmers and out of the Common Fisheries Policy that has failed our coastal
communities.

Instead as the Political Declaration sets out, we will be “an independent
coastal state” once again. We will take back full sovereign control over our
waters. So we will be able to decide for ourselves who we allow to fish in
our waters.

The EU have maintained throughout this process that they wanted to link
overall access to markets to access to fisheries. They failed in the
Withdrawal Agreement, and they failed again in the Political Declaration.

It is no surprise some are already trying to lay down markers again for the
future relationship, but they should be getting used to the answer by now: it
is not going to happen.

Finally, the declaration is clear that whatever is agreed in the future
partnership must recognise the development of an independent UK trade policy
beyond this economic partnership.

So for the first time in forty years, the UK will be able to strike new trade
deals and open up new markets for our goods and services in the fastest



growing economies around the world.

Mr Speaker, as I set out for the House last week, the future relationship
also includes a comprehensive new security partnership with close reciprocal
law enforcement and judicial co-operation to keep all our people safe.

At the outset we were told that being outside of free movement and outside of
the Schengen area, we would be treated like any other non-EU state on
security.

But this deal delivers the broadest security partnership in the EU’s history,
including arrangements for effective data exchange on Passenger Name Records,
DNA, fingerprints, and vehicle registration data, as well as extradition
arrangements like those in the European Arrest Warrant.

And it opens the way to sharing the types of information included in the
ECRIS and SIS II databases on wanted or missing persons and criminal records.

Mr Speaker, this has been a long and complex negotiation.

It has required give and take on both sides. That is the nature of a
negotiation.

But this deal honours the result of the referendum while providing a close
economic and security relationship with our nearest neighbours and in so
doing offers a brighter future for the British people outside of the EU.

And I can say to the House with absolute certainty that there is not a better
deal available. My fellow leaders were very clear on that themselves
yesterday.

Mr Speaker, our duty – as a Parliament over these coming weeks – is to
examine this deal in detail, to debate it respectfully, to listen to our
constituents and decide what is in our national interest.

There is a choice which this House will have to make.

We can back this deal, deliver on the vote of the referendum and move on to
building a brighter future of opportunity and prosperity for all our people.

Or this House can choose to reject this deal and go back to square one.
Because no-one knows what would happen if this deal doesn’t pass. It would
open the door to more division and more uncertainty, with all the risks that
will entail.

Mr Speaker, I believe our national interest is clear.

The British people want us to get on with a deal that honours the referendum
and allows us to come together again as a country, whichever way we voted.

This is that deal. A deal that delivers for the British people.

And I commend this Statement to the House.


