
Speech: “UN peacekeeping missions are
not meant to stay the same. They are
meant to evolve alongside the
conditions on the ground”

Thank you Mr President and thank you Jean-Pierre, Marc-André and Masud for
your briefings.

I want to begin by paying tribute to the bravery and sacrifice of the men and
women of UN Peacekeeping. They represent the very best of this organisation.
We owe it to them, and to those that they protect, to ensure that
peacekeeping operations have the right capabilities for the mission at hand.
That means the right people, with the right equipment and skills, carrying
out the right mandate.

How often do we actually meet that standard? How often instead do we hear of
peacekeeping operations having to rely on whichever forces are available,
rather than on the forces best suited to the mission?

Our ultimate goal must be to give the UN the freedom to tailor the forces it
deploys according to the unique circumstances of each mission’s mandate.
We’ve made a good start towards that goal, including at the UN Peacekeeping
Defence Ministerial in London last year. But as our Canadian colleagues pick
up the baton, it is clear that there is more to do. Let me outline three
steps which we need to take.

First, we shouldn’t be afraid to innovate. We know there are persistent gaps
of niche capabilities, like attack helicopters, specialist engineering
skills, medical skills. We shouldn’t accept this as an unavoidable reality,
but instead, we should look to countries to work together to rotate the
provision of that scarce capability. This could mean one country providing
those skills, while another supplies the supporting logistics, sharing the
burden and increasing the availability of that niche asset. These innovative
‘smart pledges’ will be one of the issues that the British Defence Secretary
will be raising in Vancouver.

Innovation also means incorporating modern technology to make peacekeeping
more responsive and more effective. We’ve already made some progress on using
unmanned aerial vehicles, but there are more technologies that we could be
harnessing. To do so effectively, we need to be able to anticipate the future
requirements of missions, and that brings me to my second point, Mr
President.

Put simply, UN peacekeeping missions are not meant to stay the same. They are
meant to evolve alongside the conditions on the ground. As a mission’s
objectives are achieved and as political processes progress, force
requirements will also change. And we should be able to anticipate those
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changes and be agile enough to provide the capabilities required.

This means moving away from setting arbitrary troop ceilings and instead
moving towards a tailored approach, that relies on better information on what
capabilities are actually needed, and when, so that we are more focussed on
the effect that we want the peacekeeping mission to deliver.

For example, next month we’ll be discussing the MINUSCA mandate. Many here
will no doubt advocate for an increase to the troop ceiling. But the UK is
more concerned that the mission has the right troops. For us that means
troops who are agile and mobile, willing and capable of moving to where they
are needed at short notice.

We know that this approach works, we have seen it in action elsewhere. I’d
like to praise MONUSCO and the Pakistani contingent there for their agility
in relocating troops to hotspots where they’re really needed for the
protection of civilians.

To help us anticipate future force requirements, we need rich, real-time data
from the UN to inform Council decision making. That analysis needs to be used
also to inform force generation decisions. So we welcome the call in
resolution 2378 for the collection and analysis of data on peacekeeping
performance. It’s a really important step forward; and let us all work with
the UN to make it a reality.

My final point is that we can’t lose sight of long-term planning and
strategic force generation. This includes more partnerships, more training,
more capacity building, so that we are moving beyond the immediate force
generation, to future strategic force generation, so that we are preparing
for future needs, not just filling the current capability gaps.

And as we do so, let us not forget that the military force is only one of the
three pillars of a mission. As missions become more involved in political
work, we will all need to think about how we generate the civilian component
and the policing component so that missions can play an impactful role not
just in keeping the peace, but in building and sustaining it too.

Thank you.

News story: The Home Office’s
consideration of children’s ‘best
interests’ – Call for evidence

The Chief Inspector requests evidence for his inspection on how the Home
Office ensures it acts in the ‘best interests’ of unaccompanied asylum
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seeking children

The Independent Chief Inspector of Borders and Immigration (ICIBI) has begun
work on an inspection into how the Home Office ensures it acts in the ‘best
interest’ of unaccompanied asylum seeking children (UASC). This is the second
in what is intended to be a series of inspections focused on the treatment of
children within the context of borders, immigration and citizenship. The
first report, published in July 2017, dealt with the Home Office’s
application of the good character requirement in the case of young persons
who apply for registration as British citizens.

This inspection will look at:

the reception arrangements for the children, focusing on the support and
information provided to the child, collation of information about the
child, and referrals to other parties
how the initial encounter and who that encounter is with affects the
child
the Home Office’s role in carrying out age assessments (including
initial age assessments), providing information and support to the child
and how the Home Office works with local authorities in the case of age
disputes
the views of the Home Office and stakeholders about whether granting the
UASC leave to remain is in the ‘best interests’ of the child, the impact
of granting such leave, and the amount of information and support
provided to children about it

The evidence gathering process has started and the inspectorate’s established
stakeholder groups will shortly be asked for their input. However, the ICIBI
is keen to gather written evidence from anyone who has knowledge and
experience of any of the above areas. Please write to
chiefinspector@icinspector.gsi.gov.uk

Please note that this inspection will not examine:

the Vulnerable Children Resettlement Scheme (VCRS) – The ICIBI is
separately inspecting the Vulnerable Persons Resettlement Scheme, which
uses comparable processes to identify vulnerable children in the Middle
East
asylum processes and the quality of decision making, which were covered
in an inspection report that is awaiting publication
the ‘Dublin III’ and ‘Dubs’ schemes, except where the latter is relevant
to the National Transfer Scheme
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Press release: Disasters Emergency
Committee appeal for people fleeing
Burma reaches £3 million with UK aid
support

Within 24 hours of the Disasters Emergency Committee launching its appeal for
Rohingya people fleeing Burma, more than £3 million has been raised.

Of the amount raised so far, £1.2 million has been provided by UK aid,
pledged by the British Government to make public donations go that much
further.

International Development Secretary Priti Patel said:

The generosity of the British public has been overwhelming and once
again they have shown the rest of the world what the UK does best;
acting without hesitation to help victims of brutal violence and
persecution.

I want to say a huge thank you to those who have donated to the
appeal and every penny is making a difference. Your contributions
are saving the lives of hundreds and thousands of men, women and
children who have been forced to leave behind their homes and loved
ones to make the treacherous journey into neighbouring Bangladesh.

UK aid is reaching Rohingya refugees in desperate need, providing
food, shelter and water. By matching pound for pound donations from
the British public to the DEC appeal, the UK Government is doubling
the impact that British people can have and making their money go
further.

The UK will double all donations up to £3 million, meaning even more aid is
available for those in need.

The British Government was quick to recognise the unprecedented scale of the
crisis in Burma and the impact it is having on Bangladesh, and has already
given £30 million to provide lifesaving food, water, shelter and healthcare
to victims of the violence.

Notes to editors

The DEC brings 13 leading UK aid charities together in times of crisis:
ActionAid, Age International, British Red Cross, CAFOD, CARE
International, Christian Aid, Concern Worldwide, Islamic Relief
Worldwide, Oxfam, Plan International UK, Save the Children, Tearfund and
World Vision; all collectively raising money to reach those in need
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quickly.
The UK is appalled by the violence taking place in Rakhine State,
particularly by the hundreds of thousands of people fleeing that
violence and the reports of grave human rights violations taking place.
As of Monday, 2 October 507,000 people have fled the violence into
neighbouring Bangladesh. Numbers are rising.
The UK has been a leader in responding to the crisis – in speed and size
– to help meet the urgent humanitarian needs of vulnerable men, women
and children in both Bangladesh and Burma.
Prior to the latest violence which began on Friday, 25 August 2017, we
committed £5.9 million to meet the needs of the most vulnerable refugees
and the host communities who support them.
In response to the latest influx we have provided a further £30 million
of support.
Our existing work in the region meant that we were already in position
to provide life-saving support when the crisis flared – without this,
aid would have taken much longer to reach those in need. And we are
sending more aid to Bangladesh.
In Rakhine State in Burma, aid workers have been getting British-funded
humanitarian assistance to many tens of thousands of people. DFID’s
partners are ready to provide emergency food to 30,000 people and to
treat more than 3,000 severely malnourished children and pregnant women,
but the Burmese authorities must stop refusing to grant access.
This lack of access on the Burma side means vital needs will not be met
and lives lost. Britain urgently calls upon the Burmese military to end
the violence in Rakhine and the Government of Burma to allow immediate
and full humanitarian access and support for the people and communities
affected. *We have raised the situation in three UN Security Council
meetings and led work in the Council to develop an international
response. The Foreign Secretary also held a Ministerial meeting of
General Assembly members at the UN General Assembly on 18 September to
drive this process forward.
Mark Field, Minister of State for Asia and the Pacific at the Foreign
and Commonwealth Office, visited Burma, including Rakhine State from
Monday, 25 – Wednesday, 27 September. He held talks in Burma with State
Counsellor Aung San Suu Kyi to press for an urgent resolution to the
crisis in Rakhine.
On Thursday 28 September Minister Burt and Minister Field hosted a
series of high-level talks in Dhaka, Bangladesh with key Government
officials and aid agencies to identify how best to provide lifesaving
support to the large influx of refugees in Bangladesh.
Britain is ready to support the recommendations of the Kofi Annan led
Rakhine Advisory Commission to assist the long-term development of all
people in Rakhine state, but right now the immediate action is for the
security forces to end the violence and the government of Burma to allow
humanitarian access.

ENDS



Consultation outcome: Revised
requirements for radiological
protection: regulation of public
exposures and the justification of
practices

Updated: Government consultation response.

The 2013 Euratom Basic Safety Standards Directive (2013/59/EURATOM) lays down
safety standards for protecting against the dangers arising from exposure to
ionising radiation.

We’re seeking views on the proposals for implementing the requirements of the
Directive in relation to planned and existing public exposure situations and
the justification of practices involving ionising radiation.

The proposals will be of particular interest to a wide range of commercial
and public sector organisations, including hospitals, universities, the
nuclear industry and other industries that work with radioactive substances
or which generate or manage radioactive waste.

There are a number of supporting documents included with this consultation:

the impact assessment details the economic and environmental benefits
associated with the government’s regulatory decisions
Schedule 23 to the Environmental Permitting (England and Wales)
Regulations 2016, marked with proposed draft amendments for comment, to
be read alongside the consultation proposals
BEIS will also publish during the course of this consultation the
proposed draft amendments to the Justification of Practices Involving
Ionising Radiation Regulations 2004 for comment

Policy proposals setting out changes to the Radioactive Contaminated Land
(RCL) regime are presented in this consultation. BEIS will consult separately
on updated RCL statutory guidance and amendments to the RCL legislation
following consideration of the results of this consultation.

A further set of regulations, implementing a handful of miscellaneous policy
proposals in this consultation, will also be prepared. We don’t propose to
consult on these regulations.

We will notify interested parties when the draft amendments to the
Justification of Practices Involving Ionising Radiation Regulations are
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released and when the consultation on the RCL statutory guidance and
amendments to the RCL regime is launched.

News story: CEN updates affecting
chemical measurements (animal feed)
September 2017

The following lists of standards were published by the European
standardisation organisation, CEN, during the period June to August 2017,
some of which are relevant to chemical measurement in support of regulation.

EN 16930:2017 – Animal feeding stuffs: Methods of sampling and analysis –
Determination of carbadox and olaquindox by HPLC/UV

Carbadox and olaquindox are quinoxaline-N-dioxide derivatives and have been
widely used in feed additives to prevent infectious disease and improve
animal growth but are now prohibited in the EU.

This standard describes a method for the simultaneous determination of
carbadox and olaquindox in compound animal feed and raw materials using high
performance liquid chromatography with a UV detector (HPLC-UV) at levels up
to 100 mg/kg. The limit of quantification (LOQ) in determining olaquindox is
≥ 3 mg/kg and for carbadox ≥ 4 mg/kg in animal feedstuffs and raw materials.

EN 16939:2017 – Animal feeding stuffs: Methods of sampling and analysis –
Detection of tylosin, spiramycin and virginiamycin – Thin Layer
Chromatography and bioautography

Tylosin, spiramycin and virginiamycin are macrolide compounds and have been
widely used in feed additives to prevent infectious disease and improve
animal growth but are now prohibited in the EU.

This EN standard describes a screening method using thin-layer chromatography
(TLC) with a reported limit of detection ≥ 1 mg/kg to detect spiramycin,
tylosin and virginiamycin in animal feed originating from plants but
excluding mineral and pre-mixture feedstuffs.

For confirmatory purposes liquid chromatography coupled with a mass
spectrometer (LC-MS) is required.

EN 16930 and EN 16939 have been developed in accordance with European
Commission Mandate M/521 to prepare standards for the determination of food
contaminants implementing the framework of Regulation (EC) No 882/2004 on
official controls performed to ensure the verification of compliance with
feed and food law, animal health and animal welfare rules.
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EN 15510:2017 – Animal feeding stuffs: Methods of sampling and analysis –
Determination of calcium, sodium, phosphorus, magnesium, potassium, iron,
zinc, copper, manganese, cobalt, molybdenum and lead by ICP-AES

The elemental composition of animal feed additives and pre-mixtures is
required to be known for the purposes of authorisation of certain feed
additive compounds under EU legislation.

The elements calcium, sodium, phosphorus, magnesium, potassium, iron, zinc,
copper, manganese, cobalt, molybdenum and lead are present in compounds used
as feed additives or contaminants that should not be present above specified
concentrations.

This EN standard describes extraction methods for the specified elements in
organic feed additives using dry ashing followed by dissolution into
hydrochloric acid or for inorganic feed additives by wet digestion using
hydrochloric acid. For the determination of extractable lead in minerals and
feeds containing phyllosilicates (e.g. kaolinite clay) wet digestion with
nitric acid is specified. The concentrations of the extracted elements are
determined by inductively coupled plasma atomic emission spectroscopy (ICP-
AES).

The limit of quantification for each element is dependent on the sample
matrix and the instrument used but should not be greater than 3 mg/kg for the
specified elements with these methods and requires verification.

EN 15621:2017 – Animal feeding stuffs: Methods of sampling and analysis –
Determination of calcium, sodium, phosphorus, magnesium, potassium, sulphur,
iron, zinc, copper, manganese and cobalt after pressure digestion by ICP-AES

The elemental composition of animal feed additives and pre-mixtures is
required to be known for the purposes of authorisation of certain feed
additive compounds under EU legislation.

The elements calcium, sodium, phosphorus, magnesium, potassium, sulphur,
iron, zinc, copper, manganese and cobalt are elements that may be present in
compounds used as animal feeds and additives.

This EN standard describes an extraction method for the specified elements in
animal feeds using pressure digestion. The concentrations of the extracted
elements in animal feeds and additives are determined by inductively coupled
plasma atomic emission spectrometry (ICP-AES).

The standard advises that for potassium and sulphur the method is more
applicable as a screening method and not for confirmatory purposes.

The limit of quantification for each element is dependent on the sample
matrix and the instrument used but it is estimated to be around 1 mg/kg for
the specified elements.

EN 15510 and EN15621 are referenced in Commission Implementing Regulations
for Regulation (EC) No 1831/2003 on additives for use in animal nutrition.
Recent examples of Commission Implementing Regulations citing EN 15510 and
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EN15621 include the determination of total copper in the authorisation of
copper(I) oxide as described in (EU) 2016/2261 and the determination of total
zinc in the authorisation of acetate dihydrate, zinc chloride anhydrous, zinc
oxide, zinc sulphate heptahydrate etc as described in (EU) 2016/1095.

EN 15550:2017 – Animal feeding stuffs: Methods of sampling and analysis –
Determination of cadmium and lead by graphite furnace atomic absorption
spectrometry (GF-AAS) after pressure digestion

The elemental composition of animal feed additives and pre-mixtures is
required to be known for the purposes of authorisation of certain feed
additive compounds under EU legislation.

The elements cadmium and lead are contaminants that should not be present
above specified concentrations in compounds used as feed additives.

This EN standard describes an extraction method for cadmium and lead in
animal feeds using pressure digestion. The concentrations of the extracted
lead and cadmium in feed additives are determined by graphite furnace atomic
absorption spectrometry (GF-AAS). For the determination of extractable lead
in minerals and feeds containing phyllosilicates (e.g. kaolinite clay) wet
digestion with nitric acid is specified

The limit of quantification is dependent on the sample matrix and the
instrument used but is estimated for both cadmium and lead to be around 0.05
mg/kg.

Further information on food legislation can be found on the Government
Chemist website:

Food and feed law: Compendium of UK food and feed legislation with associated
context and changes during April to June 2017 – Government Chemist Programme
Report
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