Views sought on Sizewell C nuclear
power environmental permits

The Environment Agency has begun a 12-week public consultation on 3
environmental permits for the operation of the proposed Sizewell C nuclear
power station.

It is seeking feedback from the community and all stakeholders between 4 July
to 25 September 2022.

NNB Generation Company (Sizewell C) wants to build a new nuclear power
station next to Sizewell B in Suffolk. It applied for the 3 environmental
permits in May 2020, and the Environment Agency consulted on those
applications from 6 July 2020 to 2 October 2020.

Each permit is an important regulatory permission that the company requires
for the operation of the power station. They cover controls the company needs
to put in place to ensure high standards of environmental protection during
commissioning, operation and decommissioning.

If granted, the permits would allow Sizewell C to:

e dispose of and discharge radioactive waste (radioactive substances
activity permit),

e operate standby power supply systems using diesel generators (combustion
activity permit), and,

e discharge cooling water and liquid effluent into the North Sea (water
discharge activity permit).

Public drop-ins will be held, as part of the consultation, where people can
meet an Environment Agency specialist. They can discuss the proposed decision
documents, draft permits and supporting assessments.

The Environment Agency’s Sizewell C project manager, Simon Barlow, said:

Our proposed decision is that we should issue the permits for the 3
operational activities, subject to the consultation process. These
draft permits represent over 10 years of pre-application
discussions with EDF SZC Co.

We've set out our reasoning in the documents and supporting
assessments.

The company has applied for these permits many years ahead of the
station operating. If we grant these permits early in the project,
it will help us to positively influence the design, procurement,
and commissioning of the power station, whilst also ensuring that
the environment and wildlife is protected.
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We want our decisions to be better-informed through consultation
and want to hear people’s views on our proposed decisions.

If you have any relevant information that you feel we have missed,
you can provide your comments, which we will carefully consider,
before we make our final decision in early 2023.

The draft permits, proposed decision documents and other supporting documents
can be read online where you can also respond to the consultation:

If you would like to sign up for Environment Agency e-bulletins about the
work and regulation of the Sizewell C project, contact:
SizewellCNNB@environment-agency.gov.uk

Ends
Notes for Editors
About us

The Environment Agency is the independent environmental regulator for the
nuclear industry in England. We make sure that nuclear power stations meet
high standards of environmental protection.

The Environment Agency regulates specific environmental matters at nuclear
sites in England by issuing environmental permits. These permits cover site
preparation, construction, operation and decommissioning.

Any company that wants to operate a nuclear power station must show that it
can build, commission, operate and decommission it safely and securely,
whilst protecting the environment and managing radioactive waste.

We also work closely with the Office for Nuclear Regulation (ONR), which
regulates the safety and security aspects of the Sizewell nuclear sites.

As well as regulating the proposed site, through these environmental permits,
the Environment Agency also provides advice and information to the Planning
Inspectorate, including the protection of water quality and ecology, and
flood and coastal risk management.

This consultation and what happens next

The Environment Agency has consulted on and assessed the applications, and
its proposed decision is to issue the permits subject to the limits and
conditions specified. The conclusions of our other assessments, for example,
Radiological Impact Assessment, Habitat Regulations Assessment (HRA),
Countryside and Rights of Way Act (CRoW), Water Framework Directive) also
support this view.

We have assessed the risks to designated habitats and species and consider
that the proposed activities will not have an adverse effect on European
sites, or damage Sites of Special Scientific Interest (SSSI).
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Our consultation does not relate to the UK EPR™ design. It is not about the
need for nuclear power, UK energy policy, the siting of nuclear power
stations, nor the safety and security of the design.

During and after the 12 weeks, Environment Agency experts will consider
comments and further feedback before making any final decisions.

Online consultation website

Talk to our staff at events:

e Thursday 14 July, 2pm-7.30pm, Saxmundham Market Hall, High Street, IP17
1AF

e Friday 15 July, 2pm-7.30pm, Aldeburgh Parish Church, Church Hall,
Victoria Road, IP15 5DU

e Saturday 16 July, 9am-1.30pm, Leiston Community Centre, King George’s
Avenue, IP16 431X

Assessing new nuclear power station designs

We have previously worked with the Office for Nuclear Regulation to carry out
generic-design assessment on the design proposed for Sizewell C, known as
EDF-Areva’s UK EPR™.

That assessment process ended in December 2012 and the Environment Agency and
ONR concluded that the reactor design is ‘acceptable.’ This means that people
and the environment will be properly protected if this reactor design is
constructed and operated in the UK.

This design is currently under construction at Hinkley Point C in Somerset.

For further information about our role in nuclear new build, visit:
https://www.gov.uk/quidance/sizewell-nuclear-regulation

Amanda Spielman’s speech to the
Festival of Education, 2022

Good afternoon everyone.

I've always enjoyed speaking at this festival. The setting is beautiful, the
weather is usually glorious and it’s full of fascinating people. Also, it’s
an opportunity for me to be a little bit more reflective than usual.

So I want to talk about the year we’ve had in education — but I'd also like
to look forward. I'd like to talk about the opportunities and about the
challenges that lie ahead. And, I want to set out a few thoughts on how
inspection might evolve.
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Later on in my talk today I touch on the thorny subject of political
impartiality. So I'm going to practice what I preach today and steer well
clear of Westminster speculation. There are times I'm very happy to remind
everyone that the post of Her Majesty’'s Chief Inspector is, as the name
suggests, a crown appointment. And this is one of those times!

In praise of schools

So let’s start with this year. And I suppose it’s best summed up as a year
when schools have all been trying to reassert normality, while still managing
abnormal circumstances.

Schools and colleges have worked incredibly hard to make the best of a bad
situation. Schools have rightly been praised for adapting to unprecedented
challenges. And I think this last year really has been a crowning
achievement.

Managing through a crisis is relentlessly tough. But trying to put one behind
you, reset, and move forward, takes real effort and vision. I'd like to thank
everybody working in education for their commitment and energy this year.

Back in September, it was clear that the path ahead would be full of
obstacles. Staffing shortages, lower parent confidence, attendance issues,
uncertainty over exams, greater anxiety among children.

As we approach the end of the year, schools and colleges can look back with
pride at a job well done. You have been restoring normality and reducing
anxiety. You have brought children back into school and helped bridge many of
the gaps to get them to where they need to be. You have prepared a cohort for
exams that they weren’t sure they would sit a year ago. You have, without
doubt, earned a great summer — and I hope you get one.

I don’t need to remind this audience about the importance and value of
schools and teachers. The pandemic helped bring this home to parents at
least, as they grappled with home learning.

You do so much more than educate the next generation. You support children’s
social development and keep them safe. Teachers see and hear things that, in
the most extreme cases, can save lives. When home is not a place of safety,
the classroom can be.

And the watchful eyes of teachers can identify more than just the children
with difficult lives outside school. They can also spot the children with
additional needs beyond those of their classmates. Identifying these children
and targeting support helps make sure that the benefits of a good education
are available to all.

And recognising additional needs is perhaps harder now than before the
pandemic. We know that some children aren’t where they would normally have
been at this point. The Key Stage 2 results this week for reading were
encouraging, but for maths were a disappointing reminder that, despite all
your efforts, there is still some way to go.



Many children still need some help to catch up. Some of them might tick the
normal diagnostic boxes for SEND, but have no real needs beyond not having
received all the schooling they should have done. As far as possible those
children should get the help they need without having a label pasted on them.

Fortunately schools have the experience and know-how to identify the children
who really do have additional needs. But the SEND system has long been
overstretched, even before COVID disrupted children’s lives and so many of
their support services. Just last week the LGA reported that requests from
councils for SEND support rose by nearly a quarter in 2021.

And here I will mention that we are consulting on a new framework for
inspecting SEND provision in local areas, alongside the Care Quality
Commission. Because of course, support for many young people with SEND goes
much wider than school. We really want to understand the experiences of
children and their families. And we want to look more closely at how local
partners are meeting children’s needs. Our consultation runs until September,
and you can find it on our website.

Giving children the best start

And now I want to look forward to the next school year. We all know there
will still be external pressures. But I hope it will be a big further step
towards normality, and a chance to concentrate on what children most need.

For schools, I think that starts with structure. Many school routines were
heavily disrupted by COVID — first when schools were closed and then when
they returned under restrictions. It’s only recently that more normal
structures and routines have returned. And it’s not always easy to re-
establish them. You only have to look at the debates around office versus
homeworking to see that established routines don’t just snap back into place.

But for children, they are vital. The pandemic has shown quite how much the
great work of schools begins with having children in classrooms with their
teachers. So attendance has to be the top priority. Lots of good work has
been happening to improve attendance from the rates seen earlier this year.
Our recent report on ‘Securing good attendance and tackling persistent
absence’ reflected what we’ve been seeing in schools that are handling this
particularly well. They listen to families and children, they understand and
empathise — but they are still consistent in their expectations. This shows
how much they care about their children.

Exams too provide structure and focus. I'm unapologetic in my support for
exams. They give children something tangible to work towards and they test
what they have learned throughout their time in school.

And the glue holding school structures and routines together are rules and
discipline. The word ‘discipline’ — like exams for some — comes with
connotations. For some, it conjures images of over-strict headteachers,
punishments and coercion. But for me discipline is rooted in respect. Respect
for the school, for staff, for fellow pupils and for learning itself. It’s
the discipline of being on time, of treating people well and of making an
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effort. In successful schools, these things are taught and reinforced,
humanely and effectively. Discipline is not a dirty word.

And respect for each other plays into another crucial aspect of the school
experience — socialisation. Again, we have seen the effects of lockdown. The
youngest children were particularly affected. Children who missed time at
nursery were less well-prepared for school. Many hadn’t had the chance to
learn how to get along, take turns, share. And these things need to be
reinforced all through school — it is clear that a prolonged period without
normal structures and routines has contributed to behaviour problems this
year in all age groups.

Because of course socialisation continues as children get older. Schools
broaden minds, and they also broaden social circles. They introduce children
to peers from different backgrounds, with different interests and different
perspectives. We talk a lot about preparing children for life in modern
Britain and a big part of that happens at school, in and out of the
classroom. Children learn about differences and similarities, friendships and
frictions — and how to rub along together regardless.

But the structures and rhythms of school life are getting back to normal.
These are important building blocks of a school’s culture. And if a school’s
culture is healthy, then children are better able to learn.

Since becoming Chief Inspector I’'ve kept a relentless focus on curriculum:
what is taught and why; how topics are sequenced and schemas built. And how
this helps teachers make sure that children really learn and can use their
knowledge, not just answer specific test questions.

And I think our emphasis has contributed to a resurgence of interest in
building good curriculum. There are great resources being developed both in
schools and outside schools. And I see this as a positive example of Ofsted’s
influence.

We recognise how careful we need to be. Sometimes our influence can have
unforeseen consequences. For example, a positive comment in a report, perhaps
recognising the success of a school’s particular way of doing something, can
spawn a thousand imitations, that copy the style but not the substance. But
the shift in emphasis towards real curriculum thinking over the last few
years has been — in my view — a true success story.

And there’'s one particular aspect of curriculum that I'd like to talk about
today. Reading with fluency is the gateway to almost all learning. Without
reading, there is little science, no history, no geography. So we should
champion reading as a vital life skill; reading to learn; reading for
advancement; reading to expand horizons; reading for pleasure. When reading
is discussed in educational circles, it can quickly become a valuable, but
somewhat limited conversation about the earliest stages of learning to read.
Alongside this there should be wider thinking about how to embed reading
throughout a child’s time in education.

As an aside, among the many areas of education that we inspect is prison



education. It’'s a depressing truth that many prisoners are illiterate. And,
as our research on reading teaching in prisons earlier this year highlighted
— it’'s staggering that despite the scale of that problem, so little attention
is given to putting this right.

So what do children need for a great start in life? Structure, socialisation,
a great curriculum. And of course, they need great teaching.

Pedagogy — more nuanced discussion

A great curriculum exists on paper, but it’s pedagogy that brings it to life
in front of a class. And I think the focus on curriculum has helped bring
fresh thinking to how teaching is done.

There are very welcome developments in recent years in discussions of
pedagogy. Not just stronger linkages between evidence and practice, but also
a clearer recognition that while there are elements of pedagogy that are
universal, there is much that needs to be subject specific. There’s a better
understanding of the limitations of generic approaches. The recent Bristol
University study: ‘Characterising Effective Teaching’, is one recent example
of work that gives insight into the relative strengths of using different
approaches to teach different subjects.

Pedagogy has not been on Ofsted’s radar for a number of years. We have been
agnostic about the way children are taught, while taking a stronger interest
in what they are taught. But of course there is a complex interface here, and
it will be interesting to see how this discussion evolves in future.

Teaching in a fractious world

But there are some very immediate challenges for teachers in a fractious
world. It’s always been the case that teaching doesn’t happen in a sealed
environment. Teachers have always had to take account of the wider world and
how it influences pupils. They have always had to bring elements of current
affairs into the classroom.

Young people have always been willing to question the establishment and the
mainstream consensus. But the very idea of a mainstream consensus sometimes
seems increasingly contentious.

We don’t live in a consensual era. Argument is hard-wired into how we
communicate. A quick jaunt around social media opens up a world in which the
mainstream media aren’t to be trusted; clashes of opinion rapidly descend
into personal insults; and people identify their ideological group with
slogans, hashtags and flags.

The reality is that children are growing up in an online world that both
reflects and fuels the atomisation and polarisation of society. People exist
in self-sustaining echo chambers, that encourage conflict, rather than
discussion.

So teachers need to be expert guides through disputed territory, while
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maintaining their own impartiality. The DfE [Department for Education]
guidance on political impartiality is detailed and helpful here. It helps
schools understand what the boundaries are and what they shouldn’t do, as
well as what they should, which I think is genuinely helpful for schools when
views even among staff can diverge, as well as among parents.

The guidance reminds us that impartiality isn’t just about keeping one’s own
politics out of the classroom; it’s about providing balance. It makes clear
that doesn’t mean being neutral on every issue, just because contrary
opinions exist on the fringes. Teachers should teach that racism is both
wrong and illegal; and that climate change is supported by evidence.

What balance does demand is being a teacher not a campaigner where matters
are contested. And that is very often the case when discussion moves from the
problem to the solution. Even when there is consensus on a desirable social
or economic goal, there are nearly always competing solutions, often hotly
advocated. A teacher’s impartiality truly helps young people.

Because for many young people social media is their newsstand, radio and
television in one. Information is credible when “everyone is sharing it,” not
when it'’s properly sourced and evidenced. So inevitably misinformation
becomes endemic and is then reinforced by the popular and influential kids.

That is a challenge for teachers — but it’s also a great opportunity to
tackle misinformation head-on and make children more savvy about the content
they come across. And the more knowledge children possess, the easier it is
for them to spot what’s real and what'’s fake and to question sources of
information.

And of course we need discussion. Society evolves through new ideas, new
thinking. That’'s why it’'s not always healthy for young people to adopt the
views and attitudes of their parents without question. But it’s equally
unhealthy for their views to mirror those of a teacher. And it’s worrying if
children’s opinions emerge fully-formed from an echo chamber made up of their
peers and online influencers.

And we need intellectual openness in the young. The willingness to listen to
alternative opinions, the ability to conduct reasoned debate, and the tact to
offer constructive criticism are more important now than ever, because they
seem to be under some threat. So teachers must find ways to introduce
different perspectives and to promote debate and discussion, but in a way
that doesn’t result in conflict or encourage further polarisation. That is no
easy task.

Where next for inspection?

I said at the start that I would talk a little about where inspection might
go in the future. This year marks 30 years of Ofsted. We were created in an
effort to bring consistency to school inspections, which used to be the
responsibility of local education authorities. I would argue — it won’t
surprise you — that in this regard Ofsted has been successful.
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From Northumberland to Cornwall inspectors apply the same framework. And
judgements hinge on the same criteria. It would be hubris to claim that there
is perfect consistency across the board, or indeed that perfect consistency
is even achievable. Inspection is a human activity, based on professional
dialogue — it’s not a tick-box exercise. But if the aim was for Ofsted to
help raise education standards through consistent inspection, then I would
argue that aim has been met.

Which isn’t to say that inspection can stand still. As the education
landscape shifts, inspection frameworks evolve. For a good many years before
2019 inspections were oriented towards reported outcomes. But that model
replaced a more expansive earlier model that looked in depth at all a school
was doing. With the education inspection framework (EIF), we haven’t expanded
the overall scale of inspection, but we do once again have a much greater
interest in what sits behind the outcomes.

So how might inspection evolve in the future?

There is a long wish list of ideas from interest groups, passionate
campaigners and others about what should be looked at on inspection. Many of
these are hot potatoes of the day: school meals (with or without hot
potatoes), sport, green issues and many more. They'’re generally pretty
reasonable ideas in themselves, but they would often involve either a hefty
expansion of inspection, or risk bending the model out of shape and losing
focus.

Post-pandemic there are also calls for us to shift our emphasis more
fundamentally towards mental health and wellbeing. But it is important to
recognise how much this is already the case. Within our inspection framework,
the personal development judgement covers a school’s approach to wellbeing.

And beyond this, we all know that a good education in a supportive and
encouraging environment — where the curriculum is taught well, children have
positive relationships with adults and their peers, as well as opportunities
to find and pursue their interests — is a significant contributor to
children’s health and happiness. And this is exactly what the inspection
framework is assessing.

But we entirely recognise that there has been a sharp rise in mental health
issues among children, so mental health and wellbeing are likely to remain
big concerns. On the one hand, we need schools to be linked effectively to
all the health and other services on which children depend. But we also need
to avoid overloading schools with therapeutic or clinical services, or losing
sight of their core educational purpose.

When thinking about the evolution of inspection, it’s interesting to consider
its role and purpose. That starts, I think, with who it’s there for. First
and foremost, of course, inspection should always be carried out in the best
interests of children. Working in children’s interests and reporting without
fear or favour keeps inspectorates honest and maintains the trust of the
second group — parents.
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It’s easy to forget how recognised and valued inspections are among parents.
Ofsted has been providing them with informative reports about their
children’s schools — and yes, judgements too — for 30 years. Our reports help
parents understand how their school is doing and help them with their
decisions about their children’s next steps.

But really it’s about reassurance more than anything. What parents hope to
get from inspection is a view of the school that matches theirs. This also
highlights how problematic the exemption for outstanding schools was. For a
proportion of parents, the grade their child’s school carried belonged to an
earlier generation — and didn’t always reflect what they knew.

The relationship between an inspectorate and those it inspects will always
have a different energy. Our relationship with schools and the wider sector
is fundamental. And we work hard to build trust and respect, because that
foundation helps to bring about improvements.

I’'ve spoken a great deal about the power of professional dialogue between
school leaders and inspectors. That dialogue should be the engine room —
sparking ideas and helping shape the school’s next steps. I recognise we
can’t reach every aspect of a school on inspection, or look at the work of
every teacher. But we have worked collaboratively to develop a clear approach
to inspection. And that approach is ultimately about the dialogue and
feedback that will help schools improve.

When I think about the future of inspection, I think about how best to make
the link between inspection and improvement. Like the school inspectorates in
many other countries, we are not an improvement agency. There is a principled
policy separation of diagnosis and treatment in our system. Ofsted describes
a school’s strengths and weaknesses, and what it needs to do to improve. It’s
then for others to make those improvements happen.

The DfE has begun its regulatory review to shape how best to use and balance
the different levers in the system. We are of course involved in that review.

Sometimes the mechanics of improvement can cause friction. Using Ofsted
grades to trigger academisation or a transfer from one trust to another is
undoubtedly a simple and transparent way to make these decisions. But it
inevitably raises the stakes on inspection for schools at risk of a low
grade. And the DfE announcement that, from September, consecutive ‘requires
improvement’ grades will be sufficient to trigger the process, will raise the
stakes again.

I'm determined that inspection should be as constructive and positive as
possible. So we will continue to do all we can to help schools feel confident
they understand what inspection is considering.

I spoke about the collaborative development of the inspection framework —
working with leaders in the sector. I hope that the framework development set
a tone. We want inspection to be clear and transparent, so schools know what
to expect. And we continue to support that transparency through our
curriculum reviews, handbook updates, roadshows and presentations.



We repeatedly say that there’s no special alchemy needed to prepare for
Ofsted. And we don’t want our inspectors to come to believe all school
corridors smell of fresh paint. We want to see what you do for your pupils
every day.

And I know it’'s argued that schools serving disadvantaged areas are
disadvantaged themselves on inspection and that this needs more recognition,
particularly as the stakes rise. But we also have to expect the same
standards for children wherever they are being educated.

We can’t differentiate our overall achievement grade based on geography, or
context. We can’t say a school is good enough in Knowsley, if it would be
below the line in Buckingham. That'’'s not being fair to schools — that’s being
unfair to children.

But we must reward the clarity of vision and leadership that is often
especially apparent in schools serving disadvantaged communities. We put
great store in our leadership and management grade for that purpose.

I would encourage parents and the wider education system to do the same. We
all need to recognise that improvement is a journey that starts with
leadership — and that good leaders have to be supported.

At the start of this speech I alluded to the unusually uncertain national
context. So I'm going to turn to the most stable national figure of the last
70 years, the Queen herself, for a quotation that to me is encouraging and
especially apt.

Over the years I have observed that some attributes of leadership
are universal and are often about finding ways of encouraging
people to combine their efforts, their talents, their insights,
their enthusiasm and their inspiration, to work together.

Now that sounds like a pretty good description of a well-functioning staff
room, or indeed education system to me!

Thank you for your time today. And thank you again for everything you have
done and continue to do for children.

UN Human Rights Council 50: UK
statement on Syria resolution

Thank you Mr President,

I have the honour to present draft resolution L.5 on the human rights
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situation in the Syrian Arab Republic, on behalf of a group of states:
France, Germany, Italy, Jordan, Kuwait, the Netherlands, Qatar, Turkey, the
United States, and the United Kingdom.

Mr President,

Yesterday, the Council adopted a number of thematic resolutions focused on
gender. Today — in this resolution — we focus on a country in which the
rights of women and girls are systematically violated and sexual and gender-
based violence used as a weapon of war

Devastatingly, sexual and gender based violence remains a feature of the war
in Syria and a tool used to instil fear across the country.

The Commission of Inquiry has repeatedly told us that women and girls are
being abused at checkpoints.

They are being exploited and assaulted during ground operations
And they are being abused and tortured in places of detention.

In prisons — we hear of men and boys suffering vile acts of sexual torture —
to intimidate and humiliate them into silence. This Council cannot stay
silent.

Survivors live in fear of retaliation and endure not only devastating
psychological and physical suffering, but also the stigma associated with
their trauma.

The resolution presented today condemns these violations and calls for the
immediate end to sexual and gender based violence by all parties. It calls
for the perpetrators to be held to account and for immediate access to health
and psychosocial services.

Our resolution also calls on all parties to protect children from all forms
of violence. It is unimaginable that children are subjected to sexual
violence and exploitation but it is happening in Syria.

I sincerely thank all those colleagues who engaged constructively in the
informal consultations on this resolution.

Given the appalling prevalence of sexual violence in Syria, the very least
this Council can do is to adopt this resolution and show the survivors of
these atrocities that we have not forgotten them.

If a vote is called on this resolution, I would urge our fellow members of
the Council to vote in favour of it.

Thank you




Conference on Freedom of Religion or
Belief: UK statement to the OSCE

Thank you Mr Chair,

The UK was honoured to host the International Conference on Freedom of
Religion or Belief (FoRB) in London this week.

100 media representations attended; 47 pledges were signed by countries,
international organisations and entities; 31 countries signed up to 8
statements and we ran 17 thematic sessions at the event.

Over 800 faith, belief, government and civil society leaders from over 100
countries from every continent shared practical lessons on how to protect
freedom of religion or belief around the world.

This fundamental right is covered in Article 18 of the Universal Declaration
of Human Rights. It is also, of course, well covered by our shared OSCE
commitments and work. This includes commitments reaffirmed in Copenhagen in
1990 on the right to freedom of thought, conscience and religion, and through
the practical work of ODHIR.

Russia, despite freely signing up to OSCE commitments on freedom of religion
or belief has, through its war of aggression in Ukraine had an impact on
people’s ability to practice their faith or belief. We have seen innocent
civilians having to shelter from Russia’s indiscriminate bombardment in
places of worship. Churches, synagogues, and mosques have been reduced to
rubble. Religion and belief is proving to be collateral damage from Putin’s
aggression.

This conference is therefore very timely. It provided an important
opportunity to share best practice and strengthen international alliances,
such as the International Religious Freedom or Belief Alliance. We welcome
that a number of states here today made national pledges to work together to
promote FoORB.

The UK also announced £500,000 of funding to support everyone'’s “fundamental
freedom” to follow a religion or belief. This includes £200,000 for the
protection and promotion of FoRB and £300,000 to provide British legal
expertise to countries where FoRB is under pressure.

Mr Chair, we need greater collective action to ensure the right to freedom of
religion or belief is protected for everyone, everywhere. Ensuring that we
meet our OSCE commitments is an excellent way to start. Thank you.
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International Day in Support of
Victims of Torture 2022: Joint
statement to the OSCE

Mr. Chair,

I have the honour of delivering this statement on behalf of 43 participating
States: Albania, Andorra, Canada, the European Union and its Member States,
Georgia, Iceland, Liechtenstein, Moldova, Montenegro, North Macedonia,
Norway, San Marino, Switzerland, Tirkiye, Ukraine, the United Kingdom and the
United States of America.

The International Day in Support of Victims of Torture is an occasion to
reaffirm our strong commitment to prevent and eradicate torture and other
cruel, inhuman or degrading treatment or punishment. Today, we do so against
the devastating backdrop of Russia’s brutal and unjustified war of aggression
against Ukraine.

We are deeply alarmed by the various credible reports, including the report
from the first mission under the OSCE’s Moscow Mechanism to Ukraine, about
the alleged use of torture and other ill-treatment, including reports of rape
and other forms of sexual violence, as well as enforced disappearances,
against civilians and members of armed forces during Russia’s war of
aggression against Ukraine. We strongly condemn these reported violations and
abuses of human rights and violations of international humanitarian law and
stand firm that those responsible must be held to account. We stand in
solidarity with torture victims and survivors in Ukraine and around the
world, as well as their families and communities affected.

Mr. Chair,

This year, we mark the 35th anniversary of the entry into force of the UN
Convention Against Torture and Other Cruel, Inhuman or Degrading Treatment or
Punishment. The Convention requires States parties to criminalize torture and
to undertake to prevent other cruel, inhuman or degrading treatment or
punishment. The Convention has been ratified by all OSCE participating
States.

Torture and other cruel, inhuman or degrading treatment or punishment are
violations of human rights and international humanitarian law as well as
grave and abhorrent violations of human dignity. Our OSCE commitments and
international obligations are abundantly clear: Any forms of torture and
other cruel, inhuman or degrading treatment or punishment are unequivocally
prohibited, under all circumstances, without exceptions. Regrettably — and
despite these clear commitments and obligations — torture and other ill-
treatment, as well as disappearances, continue to persist in the OSCE region,
both in peacetime and in times of war. Credible reports of Russia’s actions
in Ukraine constitute the most recent appalling example, but not the only
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one.
Mr. Chair,

More action is needed to end torture and other ill-treatment in our region.
We echo the call of the Director of ODIHR in his statement dated 24 June 2022
to fight impunity for acts of torture and other ill-treatment. Holding
perpetrators to account is critical for the victim’s redress, and it is
crucial if we are to prevent torture and other ill-treatment from happening
in the future. A holistic, victim-centred, and gender-sensitive approach
should always be at the basis of these efforts, not least when investigating
and documenting allegations of torture and other ill-treatment, including
those involving sexual violence.

We are pleased that we were able to reaffirm and strengthen our shared
commitments by adopting the 2020 Tirana Ministerial Council Decision on the
Prevention and Eradication of Torture and other Cruel, Inhuman or Degrading
Treatment or Punishment. Now it is high time to honour our commitments
through effective implementation in good faith.

We call on all participating States to make good use of ODIHR’s assistance
and its internationally recognized expertise in this field. In addition, we
advocate for the participating States to actively consider as a matter of
priority to sign and ratify the Optional Protocol to the UN Convention
Against Torture (OPCAT).

Mr. Chair,

While we as participating States bear the primary responsibility to eradicate
torture, we would like to express our strong support to the tireless and
important work of human rights defenders and civil society organisations in
all areas of anti-torture efforts. They should always have access to safe
spaces enabling them to speak out and fight all forms of torture and other
ill-treatment without risk of reprisal.

In closing, we jointly reaffirm our clear commitment to uphold the absolute
prohibition of torture and to step up our efforts to end the use of torture
and other ill-treatment in the OSCE region. We will ensure that the topic
remains high on the OSCE agenda, and we will continue our joint efforts to
end impunity for acts of torture.

Thank you, Mr. Chair.
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