
News story: Government welcomes Year
of Engineering partnership with Apple

One of the world’s biggest brands has joined a government campaign to inspire
the next generation of engineers in the UK. Apple has today (23 April 2018)
announced that it will join forces with the Year of Engineering 2018 to help
transform perceptions of the profession, offering unique access to the
engineers behind its ground-breaking innovations.

Apple is launching a UK-wide programme of activities for primary and
secondary school pupils, including AI robot coding workshops in 38 Apple
stores. It is a rare opportunity for children to meet the engineers at the
forefront of Apple technology. The partnership will play a vital role in
showing young people that engineering could be their passport to a career in
the tech sector – lifting the lid on the role that engineers play in the
technology that shapes our everyday lives.

The Year of Engineering is a landmark campaign to give young people a million
inspiring experiences of engineering in 2018 – from behind the scenes tours
and career networking to interactive workshops. More than 1,300 partners are
already supporting the campaign, including Siemens, BBC Teach, Ford and
Usborne, to help tackle the engineering skills gap.

Nusrat Ghani, Year of Engineering Minister, said:

The Year of Engineering is all about showing young people that
engineering careers are exciting, creative and offer an opportunity
to shape the future. That’s why we’re delighted to be joining
forces with Apple – one of the world’s most iconic and innovative
brands – to show young people what they could achieve as an
engineer.

We want children from all backgrounds to realise that whether
they’re interested in technology, design, communication or problem-
solving, engineering can open up a world of opportunities.

This unique chance to go behind the scenes with Apple engineers is
a real golden ticket for a generation of young people who have
grown up at the cutting edge of new technology. We hope it will
inspire the next generation of engineers to play their part in the
innovations of the future.
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Speech: Youth, Peace and Security

Thank you very much indeed Mr President, and thank you for calling this
debate today. I think it’s clear that there’s a lot of interest in the room.
I think it’s clear that a lot of us are all wrestling with common challenges,
but we all have very similar hopes and aspirations for what might be done in
this area. So while I take Dimitri’s point about different bits of the UN
should remain in their own lane, so to speak, I think as a number of speakers
have said, if we don’t factor in as a long-term trend of growing numbers of
youth, particularly unemployed youth, in certain parts of the world then we
will find ourselves facing many more peace and security challenges. So as I
say, thank you for raising that today.

Thank you very much to the briefers. It is very good to see again the Youth
Envoy who I had the pleasure of meeting recently. I think from our
perspective, it is good to do this in the Security Council because it
touches, as I say, on a very important angle: the future of peace and
security.

Speaking for myself, I would be very interested to have the youth and
economic development discussion in ECOSOC or the General Assembly as a
complement to what we’re talking about today. And if anyone else’s is
interested in that, I’d be very keen to have a discussion.

It’s very good to be able to evaluate the impact of Resolution 2250 and as I
said it is fantastic that we can hear directly from youth and civil society.
Through our part, for the UK, we really welcome the independent progress
study and we congratulate its authors on its participatory and consultative
methodology. It’s striking that it has brought together more than 4,000 youth
voices from all over the globe. Now I think this isn’t just important in
itself; I think it sets an important model, a high standard for future UN
reports and if there’s any way of embedding that consultative approach more
widely, we for one would definitely welcome that.

As a number of speakers have noted, more than half of the world’s population
is below the age of 30. So this means that young people are not just key
stakeholders in every sphere of life, from driving political change to
defending and promoting human rights to peacebuilding and contributing to
economic development. It also means, as I said at the beginning, they
represent a key risk factor. If we don’t get the development and
encouragement and aspirations of young people right, then it’s very difficult
to keep countries on an upwards trajectory. So I think we should all reflect
about that.

And as we have also heard today, the failure to include youth can often
actually exacerbate a conflict. Too often conflicts emerge when people don’t
feel represented by their political leaders, and I think we’ve seen that in
Syria, but not just in Syria. At the same time, in countries like
Afghanistan, maybe even Iran, what youth think can often be an important
indication of the potential for reform in those societies.
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For the United Kingdom, we believe that enabling young people to speak for
themselves in political processes can be the first step to taking real
action. We have British Youth Council. It has 600 democratically elected
members. It sits annually in the House of Commons and it debates a subject
chosen by a youth ballot ,and last year, almost a million people
participated. I think many of our countries are familiar with Model United
Nations that does something very similar here and also in Geneva. Last week
Mr. President, London hosted the Commonwealth Heads of Government Meeting and
the 11th Commonwealth Youth Forum met. They pledged their ongoing commitment
to countries’ efforts to build a more prosperous, secure and sustainable
future.

A number of speakers have mentioned preventing violent extremism. It’s very
important that strategies for this, sometimes called countering violent
extremism, should include youth. Young people often understand much more than
my generation the dynamics and the impacts of terrorist narratives on
radicalization and recruitment and they can be involved in promoting an
alternative narrative of tolerance and inclusion. If anyone doubts that Mr
President, I invite them to get hold of the ISIS equivalent of Vogue, which
is targeted at a very particular section of young women. And in its
propaganda it is incredibly skilful about getting out certain messages and
countering that, dealing with that, putting out a positive narrative is
something we all need to give attention to.

Supporting youth advocates goes beyond just giving them a platform. It’s
about building capacity and that’s about providing education to ensure that
all young people have that chance. There’s a clear case for education,
particularly girls’ education. We know this contributes to a safer more
prosperous world. We know it reduces conflict, and we know it increases
stability. Today, 131 million girls across the world are deprived of an
education. Of the world’s 774 million illiterate adults, two thirds of those
are women and this is why girls’ education is one of the United Kingdom’s
priorities, one of the Foreign Secretary’s priorities, and we will be working
with other partners to try to deliver a minimum of 12 years of quality
schooling for every girl. This commitment to education is also why the United
Kingdom endorsed the Safe Schools Declaration on Thursday last week. It’s
vital that our schools remain places of safety and that they’re protected
from conflict. Resolution 2250 outlined the need the young people’s voices to
be heard in government, civil society and industry, and this open debate is a
key opportunity to reflect on the implementation of the strategy it set out
and we look forward to sharing experiences with others.

And thank you again Mr. President for calling this debate.



News story: Free citizenship for the
Windrush generation

The offer, which will be available to people from all Commonwealth countries,
not just Caribbean nationals, will extend to individuals who have no current
documentation, those who already have leave to remain and want to advance
their status, and children of the Windrush generation.

In addition, the Home Secretary confirmed that a compensation scheme will be
set up for individuals who have suffered loss or damage because of their
inability to evidence their right to be in the UK and to access services. The
Home Office will be engaging with stakeholders on the scope of the
compensation on offer and appointing an independent adviser to oversee the
scheme.

A new customer contact centre will be set up to make sure that anyone
struggling to navigate the many different immigration routes can speak to a
person and get appropriate advice. The centre will be staffed by experienced
caseworkers who will offer expert advice and identify a systemic problem much
more quickly in the future.

Home Secretary Amber Rudd said:

The contribution of the Windrush generation and their right to be
in the UK is in no doubt and I deeply regret the situation that has
arisen.

It is only right that the significant contribution the Windrush
generation have made to the UK is recognised. That is why I want to
ensure they can acquire the status they deserve – British
citizenship – quickly, at no cost and with proactive assistance
through the process. It is also why I want to make sure we set up a
compensation scheme that works in the best interests of those
affected.

I hope that the measures I announced today will begin to reassure
people as to their position and their valued status in this
country.

As well as not having to pay the fees associated with a citizenship
application, people in these circumstances will not be required to pass the
normal Knowledge of Language and Life in the UK test.

People who arrived in the country between 1973 and 1988 will also be
supported to access the most suitable route to regularise their status. In
order to establish which route is most suitable, people in this group will be
able to take advantage of the new dedicated team which has been set up to
help people confirm their status and will be given a decision on their
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application within 2 weeks of the necessary evidence being collected.

The new team has already successfully resolved 9 cases and made 84
appointments to issue documents to individuals who have been in touch with
the team through the freephone helpline.

In addition, extra measures will be introduced to help those who arrived
before 1973, spent their life in the UK and are now having difficulty
returning either for a visit or to reside. The Home Office will help to
facilitate their return on the most suitable route and waive any associated
fees.

Statement to Parliament: Home
Secretary statement on the Windrush
generation

From the late 1940s to the early 1970s, many people came to this country from
around the Commonwealth to make their lives here and help rebuild Britain
after the war.

All members of this House will have seen the recent heartbreaking stories of
individuals who have been in this country for decades struggling to navigate
an immigration system in a way they never, ever should have been.

These people worked here for decades. In many cases they helped establish the
National Health Service. They paid their taxes, enriched our culture. They
feel British in all but legal status and this should never have been allowed
to happen.

Both the Prime Minister and I have apologised to those affected and I am
personally committed to resolving this situation with urgency and purpose.

Of course an apology is just the first step we need to take to put right the
wrong these people have suffered, but before I get on to the steps we will be
taking I want to explain how this situation has arisen.

The Immigration Act 1971 provided that those here before it came into force
should be treated as having been given indefinite leave to enter or remain in
the UK, as well as retaining a right of abode for certain Commonwealth
citizens.

Although HMS Windrush docked in the Port of Tilbury in 1948, it is therefore
everyone that arrived in the UK before 1973 who were given settlement rights
and not required to get any specific documentation to prove these rights.
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Since 1973 many of this Windrush generation would have obtained documentation
confirming their status or would have applied for citizenship and then a
British passport.

From the 1980s successive governments have introduced measures to combat
illegal immigration. The first NHS treatment charges for overseas visitors
and illegal migrants were introduced in 1982. Checks by employers on
someone’s right to work were first introduced in 1997, measures on access to
benefits in 1999, civil penalties for employing illegal migrants in 2008, and
the most recent measures in the Immigration Acts of 2014 and 2016 introduced
checks by landlords before property is rented and checks by banks on account
holders.

The public expects us to enforce the immigration rules approved by Parliament
as a matter of fairness for those who abide by the rules.

And I’m personally committed to tackling illegal migration because I have
seen in this job the terrible impact has on some of the most vulnerable in
our society.

But these steps intended to combat illegal migration have had an unintended,
and sometimes devastating, impact on people from the Windrush generation, who
are here legally, but have struggled to get the documentation to prove their
status.

This is a failure by successive governments to ensure these individuals have
the documentation they need and this is why we must urgently put it right.

Because it’s abundantly clear that everyone considers people who came in the
Windrush generation to be British. But under the current rules this is not
the case. Some people will just have indefinite leave to remain, which means
they cannot leave the UK for more than 2 years and are not eligible for a
British passport.

This is the main reason we’ve seen the distressing stories of people leaving
the UK over a decade ago and not being able to re-enter.

So I want to enable the Windrush generation to acquire the status that they
deserve – British citizenship – quickly, at no cost and with proactive
assistance through the process.

First, I will waive the citizenship fee for anyone in the Windrush generation
who wishes to apply for citizenship. This applies to those who have no
current documentation, and also to those who have it.

Second, I will waive the requirement to carry out a Knowledge of Language and
Life in the UK test.

Third, the children of the Windrush generation who are in the UK will in most
cases are British citizens. However, where that is not the case and they need
to apply for naturalisation, I shall waive the fee.

Fourth, I will ensure that those who made their lives here but have now



retired to their country of origin, are able to come back to the UK. Again, I
will waive the cost of any fees associated with this process and will work
with our embassies and High Commissions to make sure people can easily access
this offer.

In effect this means anyone from the Windrush generation who now wants to
become a British citizen will be able to do so.

And this builds on the steps that I have already taken.

On 16 April, I established a taskforce in my Department to make immediate
arrangements to help those who needed it. This included setting up a helpline
to get in touch with the Home Office. And let me be quite clear, this
helpline and the information shared will not be used to remove people from
the country. Its purpose is to help and support.

We have successfully resolved 9 cases so far and made 84 appointments to
issue documents.

My officials are helping those concerned to prove their residence and they
are taking a proactive and generous approach so they can easily establish
their rights.

We do not need to see definitive documentary proof of date of entry or of
continuous residence. This is why the debate about registration slips and
landing cards is misleading. Instead the caseworker will make a judgement
based on all the circumstances of the case and on the balance of
probabilities.

Previously the burden of proof on some of the Windrush generation to evidence
their legal rights was too much on the individual. And now we are working
with this group in a much more proactive and personable way in order to help
them.

We were too slow to realise there was a group of people that needed to be
treated differently. And the system was too bureaucratic when these people
were in touch.

The Home Office is a great department of state. It works tirelessly to keep
us safe and protect us. It takes millions of decisions each year that
profoundly affects peoples’ lives. And for the most part it gets these right.

But recent events have shown that we need to give a human face to how we work
and exercise greater discretion where and when it is justified.

That’s why going forward I will be establishing a new customer contact
centre, so anyone who is struggling to navigate the many different
immigration routes can speak to a person and get the appropriate advice.

This will be staffed by experienced caseworkers who will offer expert advice
and identify a systemic problem much more quickly in the future.

I will also be putting in place 50 senior caseworkers across the country to



ensure where more junior members of staff are unsure about a decision they
can speak to someone with experience to ensure discretion is properly
exercised.

There has also been much concern about whether the Home Office has wrongly
deported anyone from the Windrush generation.

The 1971 Immigration Act provides protection for this group if they have
lived here for more than five years if they arrived in the country before
1973.

And I am now checking all Home Office records going back to 2002 to verify
that no one has been deported, in breach of this policy.

This is a complex piece of work that involves manually checking thousands of
records.

So far, 4,200 records have been reviewed out of nearly 8000, which date back
to 2002, and no cases have been identified which breach the protection
granted under the 1971 Act.

This is an ongoing piece of work and I want to be absolutely certain of the
facts before I draw any conclusions. I will ensure the House is informed of
any updates and I intend to have this data independently audited once my
department has completed its work to ensure transparency.

Mr Speaker, it was never the intention that the Windrush generation should be
disadvantaged by measures put in place to tackle illegal migration.

I am putting additional safeguards in place to ensure this will no longer
happen, regardless of whether they have documentation or not.

As well as ensuring the Home Office does not target action against someone
who is part of the Windrush generation, I will also put in place greater
protection for landlords, employers and others conducting checks in order to
ensure we are not denying work, housing, benefits and services to this group.

These measures will be kept carefully under review and I don’t rule out
further changes if they are needed.

Now I will turn to the issue of compensation.

As I said earlier, an apology is just the first step we need to take to put
right these wrongs. The next and most important task is to get those affected
the documents they need. But we also do need to address the issue of
compensation.

Every individual case is painful to hear. But so much more painful, often
harrowing for the people involved. These are not numbers but people with
families, responsibilities, homes and I appreciate that.

The state has let these people down. Travel documents denied, exclusions from
returning to the UK, benefits cut, even threats of removal. This, to a group



of people who came to help build this country. People who should be thanked.

This has happened for some time. I will put this right and where people have
suffered loss, they will be compensated.

The Home Office will be setting up a new scheme to deliver this which will be
run by an independent person.

I will set out further details around its scope and how people will be able
to access it in the coming weeks.

Mr Speaker, I am also aware that some of those individual cases that have
come to light recently relate not to the Windrush generation, but to people
who came to the UK after 1 January 1973.

These people should have documentation to confirm their right to be here.

But I recognise some have spent many years here and will face similar issues
in documenting their rights after so many years in this country.

Given people who have been here for more than 20 years will usually go on a
10 year route to settlement, I am ensuring that people who arrived after 1973
but before 1988 can also access the Windrush taskforce so they can access the
support and assistance needed to establish their claim to be here legally.

I will consider further, in the light of the cases that come forward, whether
any policy changes are needed to deal fairly with these cases.

Mr Speaker I’ve set out urgent measures to help the Windrush generation
documents their rights, how this Government intends to offer them greater
rights than they currently enjoy, how we will compensate people for the
hardship they have endured and the steps I will be taking to ensure that this
never happens again.

None of this can undo the pain already endured, but I hope it demonstrates
this Government’s commitment to put these wrongs right going forward.

Press release: Statement on the merger
between Trinity Mirror Plc and
Northern & Shell’s publishing assets

On 11 April 2018, under section 57(1) of the Enterprise Act 2002, the
Competition and Markets Authority (CMA) formally brought to my attention the
acquisition by Trinity Mirror plc of certain publishing assets of Northern &
Shell. The CMA considered that the transaction may raise public interest
considerations for the Secretary of State under section 58 of the Act. The
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CMA has also launched an initial investigation into the competition aspects
of the merger.

Having considered a broad range of evidence, I have today written to the
parties to inform them that I am minded-to issue a Public Interest
Intervention Notice on the basis that I have concerns that there may be
public interest considerations – as set out in the Act – on two grounds that
are relevant to this merger that warrant further investigation.

The first public interest ground is the need for free expression of opinion,
and concerns the potential impact the transfer of newspapers would have on
editorial decision making. In coming to this decision I have given
consideration to the issue of formal mechanisms to ensure that editorial
independence is maintained at the acquired titles.

The second ground is the need for a sufficient plurality of views in
newspapers, to the extent that it is reasonable or practicable. In coming to
this minded-to decision I have taken into account that the merged entity
would own the largest share of national titles within the UK newspaper
market, owning 9 out of 20 national newspaper titles, and become the second
largest national newspaper organisation in circulation terms, with a 28%
share of average monthly circulation based on circulation figures for 2017
among national titles, including daily and Sunday titles.

Any decision to intervene would require Ofcom to assess and report to me on
the public interest considerations and for the Competition and Markets
Authority to report on jurisdiction.

In line with the guidance that applies to quasi-judicial decisions, I have
invited written representations from the parties and will aim to come to a
final decision on whether to intervene in the merger shortly.


