Speech: “This is Russia’s seventh veto
on Syria in five years.”

Thank you Mr President.

I am appalled that Russia has vetoed this resolution today and I am surprised
and disappointed that China has chosen to join them — at complete odds with
the principles of non-proliferation that both China and Russia claim to
support so strongly.

As permanent members of this Council and as Parties to the Chemical Weapons
Convention, Russia and China have a clear responsibility to take action
against the use and proliferation of chemical weapons. By vetoing this
resolution today, they have undermined the credibility of this Council and of
the international rules preventing the use of these barbaric weapons.

In Security Council resolution 2118 we all agreed — Russia and China included
— that any use of chemical weapons by anyone in the Syrian Arab Republic will
lead to this Council imposing measures under Chapter VII of the UN Charter.
Thanks to those vetoes today, we have failed to do so.

This wasn’t a political text. It was a technical resolution in response to an
impartial and factual report by the Security Council-mandated Joint UN-OPCW
Investigative Mechanism. It was a report we all called for. It was an
investigation we all supported.

But instead of backing the resolution, we have seen yet again that Russia is
prepared to abuse its veto power to stand by a regime that has no regard for
its own people. That has no regard for the most basic rules of war or
international treaties; a regime that has indiscriminately bombed and
besieged its own people. A regime that has turned chemical weapons on its own
population, killing six year old children like Mohammed.

This is Russia’s seventh veto on Syria in five years. What further evidence
do we need that Russia will always prioritise the Asad regime over the
protection of the Syrian people? Well, today we have learnt that they will
plunge to new depths; that they would rather cover up for Asad then prevent
the further use and proliferation of chemical weapons.

The Russians will say this resolution is based on weak or flawed evidence.
But the JIM was a fully independent UN mechanism which Russia created. Russia
agreed the methodology the JIM would apply. And yet when they came up with an
answer Russia didn’t like, all of a sudden, there’s a problem.

Russia’s answer 1is that Syria should conduct its own investigation. The idea
that the guilty party should investigate itself is absurd and it is clearly
recorded that the JIM's investigation has been obstructed by the Syrian
regime.

Russia will claim the JIM doesn’t meet a legal standard of evidence. Well, it
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was never intended to. As we all agreed in SCR 2235 it was meant to examine
the available evidence in an impartial manner and come to a conclusion.

Russia will claim that we should be focusing on Daesh’s use of chemical
weapons. But we already have robust and comprehensive measures in place to
combat Daesh. The draft resolution would have reaffirmed our commitment to
those measures and reiterated our condemnation of Daesh.

Russia will say that supporting this resolution will disrupt the Syrian
political process. Well, this is simply not true. The United Kingdom remains
committed to working with Russia, and everyone else, through the UN to help
the Syrian people reach a lasting political settlement.

But not taking action against chemical weapons use undermines confidence in
the international community’s ability to tackle flagrant violations of
international law. It undermines confidence and trust of ordinary Syrians
affected by these horrific attacks. This is no way to build the right
conditions for successful political talks.

Despite Russia and China’s actions Mr President, I want to reiterate our
thanks to the JIM for their work and to international partners who helped the
JIM. Because of that tireless work, we know without doubt that the Asad
regime and Daesh used toxic chemicals as weapons against civilians in Syria.

Those responsible for such attacks remain free and unpunished to this day.
Today we had a chance to step up and begin to end that impunity. Instead,
Russia and China have let down the people of Marea, the people of Talamenes,
Sarmin and Qaminas, and the wider international community that seeks justice
for those horrific attacks.

Without a clear response to these flagrant abuses of international law, the
Asad regime is only going be emboldened to preserve its chemical weapons
capabilities and to continue to use those chemical weapons. We should all be
concerned by reports of further chemical weapons use in Syria, most recently
in Aleppo and East Hama last year.

And in response to these vetoes, Daesh too will surely only be encouraged to
continue using chemical weapons — something that Russia claims to oppose. And
the longer term credibility and utility of the Chemical Weapons Convention
will also suffer.

But the United Kingdom will not let Russia’s actions today stop us from
working with international partners to see justice for the victims, and to
prevent the use of chemical weapons by anyone, anywhere. This includes the
international, impartial and independent mechanism on Syria agreed by the
General Assembly last year. We must be able to demonstrate that the
international system works, and that we are able to bring those responsible
for using chemical weapons to account. Anything less is not an option.

Thank you.



Speech: “Will we take action against
those who use chemical weapons in
Syria? It’'s that simple.”

Thank you Mr President.

This Council is about to be asked a simple question. Will we take action
against those who use chemical weapons in Syria? It’'s that simple.

Will we take action on behalf of those whose lives have been destroyed by
these senseless weapons?

Will we take action for people like Mohammed Abdul-Razzuk Alhashash?

Thanks to the testimony of those on the ground, we know that Mohammed was
admitted to hospital at 1:30 PM on the 21st of April 2014. A couple of hours
earlier a Syrian regime helicopter had dropped two containers on his home
town of Talmenes, exposing him and many others to a yellow toxic gas.

After the attack Mohammed was unable to breathe. He lost consciousness. On
arrival at hospital he was intubated under mechanical ventilation. His face
was red. Pink foam poured from his mouth. His pupils were dilated. His lungs
were crackling. His heartbeat and breathing stopped. CPR was performed but
all attempts to revive him failed. Mohammad died at two o’clock. He was six
years old.

Mohammed is why we are here today. We are here in this Chamber to begin to
bring justice for him, for his family and for the hundreds, if not thousands
of other Syrians whose stories are all too similar to his own.

This isn’t about politics. At its core this isn’t really about the JIM or the
OPCW. Forget the acronyms. This isn’t even about Syria. This is about taking
a stand when children are poisoned. It’s that simple. It'’s about taking a

stand when civilians are maimed and murdered with toxic weapons; weapons used
in complete disregard for the international rules and norms that we all claim
to uphold.

So in a moment when we are asked to vote on this resolution, I hope that all
members of this Council will lift their hands in favour of this text — and do
so with Mohammed in their minds.

Thank you.
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News story: Foreign Secretary responds
to UNSC vote on chemical weapons use
in Syria

It is deeply disappointing that Russia and China have blocked the UN Security
Council from taking action in response to the appalling use of chemical
weapons in Syria. The Security Council’s own investigation has found attacks
were committed by the Syrian regime and Daesh on the Syrian people. Despite
support from the majority of the Security Council, Russia, along with China,
has chosen to prevent action.

Along with our international partners, the UK will continue to seek justice
for the victims of these heinous chemical weapons attacks and work to deter
the further use of chemical weapons in Syria and elsewhere.

News story: Foreign Secretary
announces new Foreign and Commonwealth
Office Special Envoy for Gender
Equality

Foreign Secretary, Boris Johnson, yesterday addressed an audience of key
policy makers at a reception looking forward to International Women’s Day. He
announced a new Special Envoy for Gender Equality, Joanna Roper. Joanna will
spearhead the UK's efforts to deliver a coherent international approach to
ensuring the rights of women and girls, working closely with Whitehall
departments, civil society, academics, and other Governments.

The Foreign Secretary spoke of his personal commitment to addressing gender
inequality in all its forms. He argued in particular that unequal access to
education, itself flowing from gender prejudice and discrimination was a
major barrier to women’s empowerment.

Speaking at the event, the Foreign Secretary said:

The sombre truth is that today 61 million girls between the ages of
6 and 14 do not have the chance to go to school. They have the same
right to an education as anyone else — and at least as much
potential and ability — but too many girls in too many countries
endure the supreme injustice of being denied the opportunity to
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attend school.

If you want to increase prosperity; stabilise population growth;
improve child nutrition; and reduce child marriage, the single most
effective remedy is to ensure that all girls go to school.

I hope that every national leader will wake up to the benefits —
and the essential justice — of educating the daughters of their
country just as surely as they educate their sons.

The FCO are taking forward the global agenda of equality support projects to
increase women'’s empowerment around the world, challenging gender stereotypes
of what a “traditional” women’s role is.

Justine Greening, Minister for Women and Equalities, described the continuing
efforts to promote gender equality in the UK. By marrying up the domestic and
international aspects we showcase UK leadership in this field giving us
greater credibility to encourage like-minded partners and to advance action
on gender equality in multilateral fora.

Justine Greening, Secretary of State for Education, said:

No woman should be held back in life because of her gender and I'm
incredibly proud of this Government’s work to help women around the
world to fulfil their ambitions. Here in the UK we now have record
numbers of women in work, and we have more women than ever before
on the boards of the UK’'s top companies. Internationally, our
investment in foreign aid is helping girls in the developing world
to get an education.

We have much to celebrate ahead of International Women’s Day — but
there is still more to do. We are going further to deliver economic
empowerment for women by requiring large employers to publish their
gender pay gaps for the first time ever. We have pledged to
eliminate all violence against women and girls, backed by £80
million funding. And we are supporting girls to take careers in
male dominated industries so we have better gender balance in our
workplaces.

On her new appointment, Joanna Roper, Special Envoy for Gender Equality said:

I'm delighted to have been appointed as the FCO’s first ever
Special Envoy for Gender Equality. This is really important work.
Gender inequality is still too common. We must break down the
barriers that hold women back.

More than 350 people attended the event held at the Foreign Office, including
a number of Ministers and Parliamentarians, including Emily Thornberry MP,



Dominic Grieve MP and Jess Phillips MP. Civil Society organisations including
Stonewall, Womankind Worldwide and Oxfam and senior diplomats also attended
were also present.

Joanna Roper, FCO Special Envoy for Gender Equality

Introductory video

Further information

Speech: Foreign Secretary speech at
the British Chamber of Commerce

Good afternoon everybody, it is absolutely fantastic to be here in front of
an audience of people who are dynamic, energetic, can do, and actually get
out there make and sell things. Because sometimes I get a bit impatient when
I hear people droning and moaning about the state of the world, and I hear
them warn that the sky is about to fall on our heads, and I feel like saying
come off it sunshine.

Every generation hears its prognostications of gloom, and yet look at us
today. We are living longer than ever before. We are healthier than ever
before. The air quality in London is getting better steadily, thanks to

decisive action by the previous mayor, and for all I know by the current
mayor.

Thanks to the miracles of commerce, the energies and enterprise of everybody
in this room, we have access to technological comforts, some of which you’'re
using to take pictures of me or indeed consult in the hope of something more
interesting. We have access to comforts that previous generations would have
found absolutely mind boggling, and it is entirely thanks to free market
capitalism that our food is better than ever before, and you are unbelievably
full of beans and healthy.

And I am sure you all ate fruit for breakfast. Can you cast your mind back to
breakfast? You're all so young and thrusting that you probably don’t remember
the time that I do, when pineapples came only in a tin with a gloopy syrup.
And pineapples were thought so generally exotic 100 years ago that architects
would place them as finials on the top of the top of railings or pillars or
other architectural features. There are plenty of examples of those fruits
outside this room on the streets of Westminster.

But today there is a force that brings the pineapple, the papaya, the guava
and the melon to London every night on the 10.30 flight from Accra in Ghana.
And actually I caught that flight myself in the last couple of weeks, I
literally physically sat on top of 13 tonnes of chilled fruit, packed and
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ready to be distributed to the stalls of London, and I can tell you
authoritatively that the same sliced fresh pineapple, retailing at rather
different prices depending on whether it is going to Aldi or to Waitrose, is
turning up in our shops the following morning. There’s nothing wrong with the
differential in prices, by the way, it’'s called branding isn’t it?

And what is the benign force of the wind beneath the wings of that plane?
What's allowing that to happen? Globalisation.

And today globalisation is a word that is acquiring negative overtones and
it’'s become a sort of taboo word in the political lexicon. And so this
afternoon I want to reclaim globalisation. I want to show you all that this
is a positive force and that a global Britain is a prosperous Britain. And
the agenda of the Prime Minister Theresa May and the government is a cause
that is more important than ever. Because trade for the first time in decades
is declining as a proportion of the growth of global GDP. And for the first
time we are seeing protectionist measures on the rise across the world. And
as everybody knows and has been endlessly discussed, we are seeing a series
of related but by no means identical political events, in which populations
are said to be rebelling, against what had been seen as a settled consensus.

And people feel that they aren’t getting a fair suck of the sauce bottle, as
they say in Australia, the wealth gap is growing. And so there’s been a
temptation amongst some politicians to respond in what I think is the wrong
way, by hauling up the drawbridge and to call time on globalisation. And I
think that instinct is profoundly wrong and it makes no economic sense as I'm
sure everybody in this room today understands.

Those pineapples are good business for Africa, and indeed the British company
that exports them to London is the single biggest private sector employer in
Ghana. It'’s putting food on the tables of some of the poorest families in the
continent of Africa. And those pineapples are good for this country too, good
for the supermarkets that sell at whatever price they determine. Good for the
hauliers that distribute them, the airlines that carry them that might not
otherwise have much in their in their holds. Good indeed I might say for
every parent who has been unable to persuade their kids to eat pizza unless
it has been profaned with pineapple chunks as they now so often are.

History teaches us, and all the economic evidence shows, if we close our
markets, if we put up barriers, then we raise the costs for those who can
least afford it. We make our industries uncompetitive. We entrench
complacency. We discourage investment in capital and technology. We stifle
innovation. And of course we breed suspicion and mistrust between nations.
And we should never forget the old truism that when goods and services no
longer cross borders, then troops and tanks do so instead.

And by rebelling against globalisation we endanger a system that has been
associated with 70 years of post-war peace and prosperity, and that has
allowed billions to lift themselves out of penury by toil and enterprise.
Back in 1990, 37% of humanity lived in absolute poverty. Today, thanks to
globalisation, that figure is less than 10%, and that figure is all the more
stunning when you remember that over the same period the world’s population



grew by 1.8 billion people. And it’s no coincidence that this astonishing
success of the global economy coincided with a period in history of
unparalleled tearing down of trade barriers. You’'ll remember with the
completion of the Uruguay round and all that followed.

We are determined to bring back that moment, that inspiration. And under this
government led by Theresa May, Britain is preparing once again to be the
leading campaigner for that liberating and enriching force. And let me be
absolutely clear, as I know you’'ll want to ask questions about it afterwards.
We can be that great free trading nation again. And we can be ever more
internationalist, and indeed we can be ever more European.

But we can change our relationship with the EU from one of membership, to one
of friendship and partnership. And to use that opportunity to create a
regulatory environment that members of the British Chambers of Commerce have
been crying out for, for decades, that precisely suits the needs of British
business and commerce, of people in this room. And to be able, for the first
time in 44 years, as I say, to fulfil the Prime Minister’s vision, and be the
world’s leading campaigner for free trade. Because I don’t want a rerun some
of the old arguments. Let me remind you that for all of this period of 44
years of membership, we consecrated our trade policy entirely to the EU
Commission. An excellent body of men and women. But it is a melancholy fact
that today Britain represents 20% of EU GDP, 12% of the population and yet we
have only 3% of the bureaucrats in Brussels. And I'm afraid I can’t pretend
to you that we’ve been turning it around in the last few years. In the last
year, in 2016, the last year leading up to the referendum, only one UK
national actually succeeded in passing the concours, the exam for EU services
in Brussels. And with all due respect, how can those bodies expect to have
the necessary understanding of the needs of UK business and commerce to do
the deals that we need? So now we need to work with our friends and our
partners to ensure that we have a strong EU and a strong UK, connected by a
fantastic free trade deal, and one that is manifestly in the interests of
both sides, and you will be familiar with the arguments there.

There’s a massive net balance of trade in favour of our friends and partners
on the other side of the channel. We are not only the biggest single
consumers of German cars but also of course of French champagne. And as I
never tire of telling you, Italian prosecco as well. We are pro-secco and by
no means anti-pasti. We’'re absolutely relentless in our consumption of EU
products and that will continue. But we will we remain supportive of the EU
in all the other important respects in which the UK is currently supportive:
on defence cooperation, on foreign policy coordination, on counter-terrorism,
on intelligence sharing, rather as a flying buttress supports a cathedral.
And it is simultaneously our task, and the historic task of global Britain,
to create the conditions for free trade and prosperity, not just in Europe
but across the world. And above all that means global security the bedrock of
economic success.

You’ll have seen the Prime Minister’s recent successful trip to Washington
where she and President Trump reaffirmed their 100% commitment to NATO. It
means we have a vital interest in freedom of navigation and open shipping
lanes. And that is why we will shortly have two giant aircraft carriers,



70,000 tons apiece, capable of projecting British power worldwide — including
through the Malacca Straits, which channel over 25% of global trade. It means
helping to fight corruption and bad governance across the world. Because that
is the way we encourage companies to invest in countries like Ghana and to
help drive those populations up the value chain. And my point to you this
morning about global Britain is that it’s right for Britain too. As other
nations rise out of poverty and become more prosperous, so they buy more
goods.

And of course it’s right that we spend 0.7% of GDP on overseas aid, but it's
also a way of spurring on the growth of our export markets. And I can tell
you of all the things that I’'ve seen in my time as Foreign Secretary, one of
the most moving things has been the way we are helping kids to go to school
in some of the toughest environments in the world. And we are helping
literally millions of girls to be educated in the Punjab. Six million are
being supported through a DFID program. Everybody in this room should be
incredibly proud of what we are doing. But it’s also a massive benefit not
just to the people in that part of Pakistan. It means that you promote
economic growth, you reduce infant mortality, child marriage, help to contain
a rising population and drive up prosperity. But that support is also good
for our country as well.

I was in the classroom, I asked the girls, I said who's your favourite
author? And what do you think they said? That’s right. Congratulations to the
front row for paying attention. They all as one virtually shouted out J.K.
Rowling. I then asked them various other questions to which I'm sure you all
know the answers about who is the headmaster and so on and so forth, and they
all knew that stuff. I hope I'm not being vulgar if I say that more sales of
Harry Potter worldwide mean more business for UK publishing. Don’t they? And
I hope it’s not too crude to say that means more jobs for people in this
city, indeed more probably for all I know, more publishers lunches in Soho.
I'm not saying that you can draw a straight line from an overflowing
classroom in the Punjab to an overflowing restaurant in Dean Street, but the
connection is there.

Nor by the way am I saying that the UK can solve all the world’s problems.
Certainly not on our own, but we can and we do make a huge difference. And we
set a moral and intellectual lead for others to follow, because there is
another feature of the UK which I think people sometimes forget. And that is
that Britain is the most global of all the developed economies. You know
there are six million Brits, one in ten of the British population who
currently live and work, who are permanently resident, abroad. I don’t know —
perhaps it’s the legacy of Empire, or some strange wanderlust — but whatever
the cause, Britain has a bigger diaspora as a proportion of our population,
than any other large rich nation. They’re bankers and diplomats and
peacekeepers and aid workers scientists and ski instructors and oilmen and
teachers, snooker players, movie stars, rock musicians, artists, poets, water
slide testers chicken-sexers, and for all I know perhaps the odd pirate and
scoundrel as well. But their presence means that Britain is more plugged in
to events in distant countries than any other nation of our size and wealth.

And my point to you this afternoon is that historic global quality of Britain



linked umbilically not just to our friends and partners in Europe, but also
to the 93% of the world that do not live in the European Union — shortly to
be 94 % of course. That global quality of the UK is a fantastic benefit and
potential future economic benefit to our country, and our task obviously is
to ensure that the British people are ready to take advantage of the
opportunities that are opening up. We have a government determined to make
sure that Britain works for everyone, to ensure that everyone feels the
benefit of our economic success and we’'re concentrating on skills on
education, extending the ladder of opportunity to kids who have been failed
by previous reforms. We’'re seeing the biggest program of infrastructure
investment for more than a century: nuclear power stations, cross rail, high
speed rail and HS2. We're finally getting to grips our aviation crisis so
that we come up with the right idea, in the wrong place in my in my view, but
nonetheless we’'re making progress. And I know that Philip Hammond, the
Chancellor, is determined to keep taxes low and the business environment as
friendly as possible.

I think we have every reason as a nation to be confident. Many of you were
wise enough not to believe those pre-referendum forecasts of economic
calamity and since June 23rd the sky has obstinately failed to fall in.

The IMF predicts we will have the fastest growing economy for 2016. We have
the fastest G7 economy although that didn’t last, with slightly changed
figures. Like the Oscar ceremony, Germany seem to have scooped it for the
time being, but we we’re right up there and the investment continues to flood
in. Huge multi billion pound investments into our country. And of course we
are getting the export ball back over the net. Who'd have thought this 20
years ago? Thanks to the efforts of people in this room we have a £1.1
billion trade surplus with, guess where? South Korea. It’'s British cars being
sold in ever growing quantities to that market. We export tea to China, bikes
to Holland, boomerangs to Australia and sand to Saudi Arabia. We do still
export wine to Italy and, I'm delighted to say, Nigel Farage to America.

It is the miracle of globalisation combined with British branding genius that
means we not only, every night, import pineapples from Ghana but guess what?
We take those pineapples and we chemically transform them, and we actually
export pineapple jam to America. Can you believe that? Americans. And that’s
even before we’ve done a free trade deal. It is an incredible fact that we
have a trade surplus running with the United States of more than £30 billion.
But they still don’t buy our beef, and indeed they refuse to eat haggis from
Scotland so far. I think you’ll agree with me that if they can eat pineapple
jam, they can certainly manage haggis.

I want to conclude with this thought: Britain is at its best, and all our
history teaches us this, Britain is at its best when were at our most global
in our outlook. And in my time as your Foreign Secretary it’'s been almost
overwhelming to discover that we have links and friends around the world that
we have built up for centuries and in some ways and in some places that we
have almost forgotten. Not least in those rapidly growing commonwealth
economies but also elsewhere.

And of course we remain committed to our European markets, perhaps more so



than ever, but we need to think globally again. Because a global Britain is a
safer Britain and a more successful Britain. And above all a more prosperous
Britain. And the same, in my view, goes for the rest of the world.



