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Home Affairs 

UK Parliamentary Questions 

UN World Conference Against Racism 
Stephen Twigg: To ask the Secretary of State for Foreign and Commonwealth Affairs 
what the Government's planned approach is regarding the UN World Conference Against 
Racism in September 2011. [70312] 

Mr Jeremy Browne: I will reply to the hon. Member shortly. 
Substantive answer from Alistair Burt to Stephen Twigg: 
The Secretary of State for Foreign and Commonwealth Affairs, my right hon. 
Friend the Member for Richmond (Yorks) (Mr Hague), has today informed the 
House by written ministerial statement that the Government will not attend the 
high-level meeting to commemorate the 10th anniversary of the 2001 World 
Conference against Racism on 22 September at the United Nations in New York. 

Stephen Twigg: To ask the Secretary of State for Foreign and Commonwealth Affairs 
what recent discussions he has had with his EU counterparts on the UN World 
Conference Against Racism in September 2011. [70313] 

Alistair Burt [holding answer 8 September 2011]: The Secretary of State for 
Foreign and Commonwealth Affairs, my right hon. Friend the Member for 
Richmond (Yorks) (Mr Hague), has today informed the House by written 
ministerial statement that the Government will not attend the high-level meeting to 
commemorate the 10th anniversary of the 2001 World Conference against Racism 
on 22 September at the United Nations in New York. 
The Secretary of State has not spoken with his EU counterparts about the 
September meeting. Foreign and Commonwealth Office officials held regular 
discussions with their EU colleagues about the meeting and kept the Secretary of 
State fully updated on developments. 

http://www.publications.parliament.uk/pa/cm201011/cmhansrd/cm110915/text/110915w0
003.htm#11091589000051 

 
Civil Partnership Ceremonies 

5. Andrea Leadsom (South Northamptonshire) (Con): What her policy is on permitting 
civil partnership ceremonies in religious premises. [71823] 

The Minister for Equalities (Lynne Featherstone): Earlier this year, I 
announced our intention to implement section 202 of the Equality Act 2010 to 
remove the ban in England and Wales on civil partnerships being registered on 
religious premises. It is a voluntary measure for faith groups that want to allow 
that to happen. It is an important step forward for lesbian,  gay and bisexual rights,  
 

http://www.publications.parliament.uk/pa/cm201011/cmhansrd/cm110915/text/110915w0003.htm#11091589000051
http://www.publications.parliament.uk/pa/cm201011/cmhansrd/cm110915/text/110915w0003.htm#11091589000051


 

and for religious freedom. We are considering the responses to the public 
consultation and working to bring the regulations into force by the end of this year. 

Andrea Leadsom: Of course it is reasonable for religious premises that wish to hold civil 
partnerships to be able to do so. However, does the Minister agree that it is entirely 
inappropriate for the Government to get involved in any decision about civil partnerships 
being held in a particular religious venue? 

Lynne Featherstone: I reassure my hon. Friend that I totally agree with her 
sentiment. The Government have made the decision to enable premises that want 
to host civil partnership registrations to do so. This is about religious freedom. I 
am absolutely clear that it is not for the Government to force any religious 
organisation to host civil partnership registrations if they do not wish to do so. 

Chris Bryant (Rhondda) (Lab): I hope that all churches will want to celebrate same-sex 
commitments. However, I am worried that the Government are introducing another 
anomaly. When gay people get married in a civil partnership they will be able to have 
religious symbols and ceremonies, but if straight couples do not want to get married in a 
church, but would none the less like to have religious music or symbols, they are not 
allowed to have them. I think that we should go for straightforward equality with gay 
marriage and straight marriage being exactly the same. 

Lynne Featherstone: I have had many conversations on this issue. I know that 
the hon. Gentleman wants these things and we have discussed them. Right now, 
we are moving forward on allowing civil partnerships to be registered in religious 
premises. From listening to people, it is clear that there is a desire to move 
forward on equal marriages and partnerships. We are working with people to 
move that agenda forward. 

http://www.publications.parliament.uk/pa/cm201011/cmhansrd/cm110915/debtext/11091
5-0001.htm#11091558000036  
 

Overseas Students: Religion 
Shabana Mahmood: To ask the Secretary of State for the Home Department what 
recent discussions she has had with colleges which provide religious education on 
changes to the Tier 4 accreditation process. [71189] 

Damian Green: The Government's fundamental reforms of student visas will 
tighten up the system, tackle abuse and ensure we continue to attract the 
brightest and the best students from across the world. We are moving to a system 
of more rigorous inspection of those privately funded institutions that sponsor 
international students, carried out by independent bodies that already inspect the 
sectors with the highest levels of compliance. There has been a significant 
amount of correspondence about these changes and a number of discussions at 
official level with representatives of colleges that provide religious education. 

http://www.publications.parliament.uk/pa/cm201011/cmhansrd/cm110915/text/110915w0
002.htm#11091584000011  
 

Assisted Dying 
Lord Alton of Liverpool: To ask Her Majesty's Government whether it remains their 
policy to oppose the legalisation of euthanasia.[HL11773] 

The Minister of State, Ministry of Justice (Lord McNally): The Government 
remain of the view that any change to the law in this emotive and contentious area 
is an issue of individual conscience. We therefore take a neutral view when others 
seek to change the law. This means neither standing in the way of such a change 
nor actively pursuing it. It is, rightly, a matter for Parliament to decide rather than 
one for government policy. 

http://www.publications.parliament.uk/pa/ld201011/ldhansrd/text/110915w0001.htm#110
91557000161  
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UK Parliament Ministerial Statement 

World Conference Against Racism (10th Anniversary) 
The Secretary of State for Foreign and Commonwealth Affairs (Mr William Hague): 
The Government will not attend the high-level meeting to commemorate the 10th 
anniversary of the 2001 World Conference against Racism on 22 September at the 
United Nations in New York. 
The Government remain fully committed to the international fight against racism. The 
recent examination of the UK by the UN Committee for Elimination of Racial 
Discrimination demonstrated that we remain committed to tackling racism at home and 
abroad. The committee welcomed the notable efforts the UK has taken to tackle racial 
discrimination and inequality and the important progress we have made. 
However the Government do not want to be associated with the commemoration of an 
event which was tainted by anti-Semitism and intolerance. We join a number of other 
countries in not participating in the September meeting, including the United States, 
Canada, Israel, Australia and Germany. 
http://www.publications.parliament.uk/pa/cm201011/cmhansrd/cm110915/wmstext/11091
5m0001.htm#11091565000006  
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Israel 

UK Parliamentary Questions 

Israel: Unmanned Air Vehicles 
Mr Jim Cunningham: To ask the Secretary of State for Defence how much his 
Department has spent on leasing drones from Israel in each of the last five years; what 
the total operating time of such drones was in each such year; and if he will make a 
statement. [71580] 

Peter Luff [holding answer 13 September 2011]:The Hermes 450 Unmanned Air 
System (UAS) is operated by the British Army under a service provision contract 
awarded to Thales UK in 2007. The UAS assets are provided to Thales UK by 
Elbit Systems, a company based in Israel. Since 2007, Hermes 450 has flown the 
following number of hours on operations: 

 Hours flown  

2007 4,180 

2008 12,576 

2009 10,925 

2010 14,698 

2011 (up until September) 10,392 

This activity has been undertaken at a cost of just over £125 million. I am withholding a 
breakdown of this cost as its disclosure would prejudice commercial interests. 

http://www.publications.parliament.uk/pa/cm201011/cmhansrd/cm110915/text/110915w0
002.htm#11091584000028  

 
Urgent Question: Palestine and the United Nations 

Sir Gerald Kaufman (Manchester, Gorton) (Lab): … I should like to ask the Secretary 
of State for Foreign and Commonwealth Affairs if he will make a statement stating the 
intentions of Her Majesty’s Government with regard to the application next week of the 
Palestinian Government at the United Nations. 

The Parliamentary Under-Secretary of State for Foreign and  Commonwealth  
 

http://www.publications.parliament.uk/pa/cm201011/cmhansrd/cm110915/wmstext/110915m0001.htm#11091565000006
http://www.publications.parliament.uk/pa/cm201011/cmhansrd/cm110915/wmstext/110915m0001.htm#11091565000006
http://www.publications.parliament.uk/pa/cm201011/cmhansrd/cm110915/text/110915w0002.htm#11091584000028
http://www.publications.parliament.uk/pa/cm201011/cmhansrd/cm110915/text/110915w0002.htm#11091584000028


 

Affairs (Alistair Burt): … The Palestinian leadership has yet to submit any 
application to the United Nations. If and when an application is received, we will 
make a decision about how to respond. Without knowing the content of any such 
application, it would be premature to speculate on what the Government’s 
response might be. 
… For the Palestinians and Israelis, not much has changed in nearly two decades 
since the Oslo accords were signed. The Israelis continue to face threats from 
violent extremists and the Palestinians still have no state. … The world can no 
longer claim that change in the middle east will come slowly and incrementally, or 
allow the middle east peace process to limp along indefinitely, as it has done. If 
the peace process becomes a casualty of regional change, it will feed instability 
and violence, not democracy and human development. … 
There is no alternative to negotiations to address the fundamental issues at the 
heart of the Israeli-Palestinian conflict, and a solution cannot be imposed from 
outside. … 
The Prime Minister made our position on United Nations’ recognition of a 
Palestinian state very clear during the visit of President Obama in May. He agreed 
with the President that a Palestinian state was a legitimate goal, but that the best 
way of achieving that was through a comprehensive agreement between Israel 
and the Palestinians. So, our focus remains on continuing to push hard for a 
return to negotiations on the basis agreed by the Prime Minister and President 
Obama. The United Kingdom Government want to see borders based on 1967 
lines with mutually agreed swaps, security for Israel, and the right for Palestinians 
to govern themselves in a sovereign and contiguous state. We see Jerusalem as 
a shared city which will be the capital of both countries and we also, of course, 
accept that there needs to be an agreed and just solution for Palestinian refugees. 
However, Palestinian action at the UN this month now looks increasingly likely. As 
I have said, we do not yet know the form that such action might take. We are 
working closely with partners to build consensus on a way forward that recognises 
the progress the Palestinians have made on their state-building efforts, that meets 
Israel’s legitimate security concerns and that avoids confrontation in the UN. … 

Sir Gerald Kaufman: Does the hon. Gentleman agree that it would be totally 
inconsistent to support freedom for the people of Libya, Egypt, Tunisia and Syria, but not 
actively to support, through this country’s UN votes, comparable independence for the 
people of Palestine, who have been waiting 64 years for UN decisions to be fulfilled and 
implemented? Will he understand that a Palestinian success will transform the situation 
in the middle east, but that if the Palestinians go to the UN Security Council and, if needs 
be, the General Assembly and fail, the Israelis will regard it as a triumph and it will be the 
end of the 20-year peace process? Will the Government stand up and put their hand up 
for the Palestinian people at the UN? 

Alistair Burt: The Government have always been clear about their recognition of 
a Palestinian state at the conclusion of a process of negotiation between the 
parties in which mutual security has been guaranteed. We see no reason to move 
from that position, because anything else would threaten the compromise and 
security position that we all want to achieve. The right hon. Gentleman talks about 
the importance of success in New York and what it would mean. We agree 
entirely. It would be a disaster if in New York one side proclaimed triumph and the 
other reacted to a disaster. … 

Sir Menzies Campbell (North East Fife) (LD): Does my hon. Friend understand the 
profound sense of disappointment that there is in the House—and will be outside—at the 
nature of his remarks? Britain’s influence and reputation will inevitably be substantially 
diminished unless we show a positive approach to this issue. The Minister did not really 
answer the contradiction posed by the right hon. Member for Manchester, Gorton (Sir 
Gerald Kaufman). How is it that the Prime Minister and the Foreign Secretary can be in 
the middle east, doing everything in their power to support the principle of self-
determination, while the British Government, so close to the question being asked in New  

 



 

York, are unable even to take a position on the Palestinian application? Does he 
understand that the most telling criticism of British policy in the middle east has always 
been that of double standards? Is this not just an illustration of that? 

Alistair Burt: If my right hon. and learned Friend would like to tell me the final 
terms of the resolution that will be presented to the UN, we might be in a position 
to answer the question. However, as I indicated, our position on recognition of 
Palestine as a state is assured as a result of the processes that have been gone 
through and the negotiations that are vital between both sides. … 

Stephen Twigg (Liverpool, West Derby) (Lab/Co-op): … Labour has long supported 
the establishment of two states living side by side in peace and recognised by all their 
neighbours. There is widespread frustration and disappointment at the failure to make 
any progress in recent years. We seek an immediate return to meaningful negotiation 
between the parties, based on the 1967 borders with land swaps, resulting in a 
Palestinian state living in peace and security with Israel. 
The Palestinians’ path to independent statehood will require recognition at the United 
Nations, and Labour supports that goal. We will judge any move made at the United 
Nations next week—such as the potential upgrading to observer status of the Palestinian 
delegation—on the basis of the contribution that it can make to securing meaningful 
negotiations between the Israelis and the Palestinians and achieving a comprehensive 
agreement. Contrary to what the Minister has said today, however, we believe that the 
options before the international community are now clear. This morning, President 
Abbas, who has seized the attention of the world on this issue, has said that the 
Palestinians will pursue statehood in the absence of genuine alternatives. 
Will the Minister set out the Government’s position for the House today—the last 
opportunity before the House rises for the recess—and tell us how the United Kingdom 
will vote on the following three very real scenarios? First, how would we vote in the UN 
Security Council on full recognition? Secondly, what would be our position in a vote in the 
UN General Assembly advocating full recognition? Thirdly, how would we vote in the 
General Assembly on enhanced observer status for the Palestinians? 

Alistair Burt: …I am sure that he will respect my position when I tell him that I 
cannot answer his hypothetical questions, because every nuance in every 
comment adds to the general pot that is now being discussed. There are times 
when these issues have to be put privately, before a public position can be taken. 
Over the past few weeks, we have heard many statements from representatives 
on all sides, indicating that a vote might be taken in the United Nations Security 
Council or that it might not, that it might be taken in the General Assembly or that 
it might not, or that this might depend on a Quartet statement. All those issues are 
still live and current, and although I quite understand the House’s desire to know 
the negotiating position, it would be genuinely unfair of hon. Members to press me 
on that at this stage. … 

Mr Julian Brazier (Canterbury) (Con): I welcome my hon. Friend’s firm commitment to 
a two-state solution, but I put it to him that what has changed over the past 20 years has 
been the building of a wall through part of the west bank and a programme of settlement 
building that is very close to closing the door to a two-state solution. May I urge him to 
take very seriously the Palestinian bid for statehood while, understandably, calling for 
some conditions? 

Alistair Burt: The obstacles and difficulties that my hon. Friend refers to are 
precisely the reason that this opportunity should be taken before the door to a 
two-state solution closes. 

Mrs Louise Ellman (Liverpool, Riverside) (Lab/Co-op): Does the Minister agree that 
although a negotiated settlement for two states—Israel and Palestine—can bring peace 
and security to the two peoples, a resolution that cannot deal with the critical detail of 
borders, Jerusalem and refugees may simply raise false expectations, leading to 
frustration and violence, thereby impeding the essential and urgent path of negotiations? 

Alistair Burt: The hon. Lady accurately characterises the difficulties and nuances 
in this situation.  It may not be all about a resolution;  it may be about  a resolution  

 



 

with a Quartet statement dealing with parameters. All that is up for discussion. 
She is acutely aware of the subsidiary issues that would go alongside any 
resolution and which are being much discussed at present. 

Nick Boles (Grantham and Stamford) (Con): I commend the calm and balanced 
approach set out by my hon. Friend—so unlike the wild and irresponsible statements by 
others on both sides of this House, whose long years have clearly not brought them 
wisdom. What matters—[Hon. Members: “Withdraw.”] No, I will not withdraw it; I believe it 
and I am happy to restate it for anyone who cares to hear it again. What matters in this 
situation is actual changes on the ground, in the feelings, thoughts and fears of Israeli 
people and Palestinian people. What does not matter is posturing in the House of 
Commons or the United Nations General Assembly by politicians trying to associate 
themselves with a cause and taking up a brave position, but not thinking about the 
people whose interests should be at the heart of it. … 

Alistair Burt: I am grateful for the wisdom and advice of colleagues on all sides 
and at all different stages in their parliamentary careers. I welcome it from those 
who, like me, have been around for a while and from those who are new here. My 
hon. Friend gets to the heart of it when he says that there are dangers and risks 
that come from people taking established positions at a very early stage, when the 
truth, as we all know, is that negotiations proceed on a parallel track, sometimes 
in private and sometimes leading to a different outcome. We all need to keep our 
counsel calm and wise over the weekend, and I am absolutely certain that those 
most closely involved in negotiations would entirely fulfil my hon. Friend’s 
requirements. 

Mr David Winnick (Walsall North) (Lab): That last intervention from the Conservative 
Back Benches could have been more appropriate in the Israeli Parliament. Is the Minister 
aware that if there is a vote at the United Nations, what we do will be seen as how far 
Britain is genuinely committed to the Palestinian cause and to the creation of a 
sovereign, independent Palestinian state alongside Israel? Time and again British 
Governments have said, like today, that they are in favour of a Palestinian state, but so 
far there has been little action to bring that about. 

Alistair Burt: It is because we are well aware of the implications of the United 
Kingdom vote on any resolution that we are being so careful and working so hard 
to ensure that a resolution is not couched in terms such that it either leaves one 
side completely dissatisfied and adds to the frustration or indefinitely extends the 
chance of reaching a settlement to deal with the frustrations that the hon. 
Gentleman very properly articulates. 

Robert Halfon (Harlow) (Con): Does my hon. Friend acknowledge that when Netanyahu 
visited the United States in May 2011 he said that he wanted to negotiate with the 
Palestinians and that Israel would not be the last country to welcome a Palestinian state? 
However, does he not also agree that it is difficult to negotiate with the Palestinian 
Authority when its main partner is Hamas, which refuses to recognise Israel or renounce 
terrorism and continues to fire missiles on Israeli towns? 

Alistair Burt: Our position on Hamas is well known and we have no contact with 
it. However, as we know, there are difficulties on all sides, and each side has 
reasons why it has not wanted to proceed to negotiations or why it might rebuff 
others. Equally, each side knows that if it really wants a settlement, it is in its 
power to try to overcome those difficulties, seek confidence and assurances from 
each other and move on. What is different now—this may come through next 
week—is the urgency of the situation, as conveyed by the whole international 
community. We need to make progress and that requires all sides to be prepared 
to take the steps to help that happen, difficult though they may be. 

Jeremy Corbyn (Islington North) (Lab): For many decades the Palestinian people have 
sought justice, peace and recognition. The vote in the UN is the culmination of a very 
good campaign that has been supported by a wide range of Palestinian opinion. Does 
the Minister recognise that not to support it—to vote against it—will put the whole cause 
back a long way and  reduce the chances of any kind of long-term  peace and settlement  

 



 

in the whole region? He must be more positive than he has been so far today. 
Alistair Burt: I am positive about our wanting a situation next week that leads to 
proper negotiations to see the settlement of the dispute, because of the 
frustrations that the hon. Gentleman articulates. I cannot be more positive about 
that than I have been, but there is no resolution yet and I would take issue with 
the sense that this is the culmination of a campaign. My sense is that the United 
Nations procedure next week is an important event, but there will be a day after 
and facts on the ground will not be different the day after. What the UN has to 
lead to is something that makes the situation on the ground capable of the 
solution and compromise through negotiations that we need. That will be to the 
benefit of both the Palestinians and the Israelis alike. 

John Hemming (Birmingham, Yardley) (LD): Does my hon. Friend accept that we need 
to ensure that among the various roads to peace there are at least some without 
roadblocks on them? 

Alistair Burt: The hon. Gentleman raises, in his own way, a practical issue that 
affects the occupied territories. It is much discussed in this House and, as we are 
aware, something that a settlement between the two parties will ultimately sweep 
away, so that we have a viable west bank and Gaza continuing the economic 
progress that we have seen in recent years, as supported by the United Kingdom. 
However, those issues have to be dealt with by the parties themselves in the 
negotiations that we all wish to see. 

Luciana Berger (Liverpool, Wavertree) (Lab/Co-op): Polling consistently shows that 
over 60% of both Israeli and Palestinian communities support a two-state solution. Will 
the Minister commit to ensuring that everything is done to support the peoples of both 
countries in their aims and aspirations? 

Alistair Burt: I entirely concur with the hon. Lady. 
Dr Julian Lewis (New Forest East) (Con): Am I right in recalling that in 1948 the United 
Nations voted for a hasty two-state solution before agreement had been reached 
between the parties and that the result was an immediate outbreak of hostilities between 
them? 

Alistair Burt: There are many interpretations of what happened at the UN in 
1948, but my hon. Friend is right to suggest that a resolution at the United Nations 
by itself does not secure the peace between peoples unless it is soundly based on 
proper recognition, respect and confidence between the two. That is what we 
earnestly wish to see from the negotiations, which we hope will restart shortly and 
which we are pressing for as part of our approach to this weekend. 

Mr Andy Slaughter (Hammersmith) (Lab): The sense of urgency that the Minister talks 
about seems to be almost entirely absent from the Government’s position. On the 
contrary, in his response to the right hon. and learned Member for North East Fife (Sir 
Menzies Campbell) he talked about mutual recognition. Does that not give the game 
away? Is this not actually about giving the Israeli Government a veto over when a 
Palestinian state is recognised? 

Alistair Burt: No. What I am actually about is what I said. 
Bob Blackman (Harrow East) (Con): I welcome my hon. Friend’s statement and the 
words that he used. Personally, I strongly believe that there need to be negotiations 
between the Israelis and the Palestinians and that at the end of that process the state of 
Palestine should be recognised. May I therefore urge him to join the United States in the 
Security Council in vetoing the premature creation of a Palestinian state and also in the 
General Assembly in voting against such a proposal, but to make it clear that at the end 
of negotiations, when matters are satisfactorily resolved, we would universally recognise 
the Palestinian state? 

Alistair Burt: My hon. Friend tempts me again to take a position on a hypothetical 
situation. Let me say again that I cannot go into that until we see a resolution. I 
stick to the position that I have taken, which is the belief that the United Kingdom 
must ensure that whatever is tabled next week and whatever gets through the 
United Nations leads to a proper approach to negotiations in which both sides can  

 



 

feel confident of some movement. 
Michael Connarty (Linlithgow and East Falkirk) (Lab): Can I ask the Minister a simple 
question? I have heard all the problems that he has outlined and the finessing of those 
on our Benches, but does he agree with those who say that if there is recognition, it 
would be a barrier to progress? Would it not be better for two nations to recognise each 
other and continue to negotiate a settlement than for one to reject, acting as a colonial 
nation, and for the other to be an imprisoned nation? 

Alistair Burt: I take the hon. Gentleman’s point. The barriers to progress are 
many, and they are very much about trust and confidence as well as the legacy of 
negotiations in the past. A situation where one side proclaims victory and the 
other feels defeat will not help anyone, no matter what the subject matter might 
be. Let us therefore try to work towards a situation next week where a resolution 
will not bring that about, which is what many parties are seeking to achieve. 

Andrew Percy (Brigg and Goole) (Con): I welcome the Minister’s cautious approach on 
this issue. As said by other hon. Members, there is no way that a unilateral declaration of 
statehood can make up for negotiations. There is a risk of the issue becoming a battering 
ram for those who seek the delegitimisation of Israel, so will he give us an assurance that 
the British Government will take no part in anything that seeks to do that? 

Alistair Burt: I can assure my hon. Friend that neither this Government nor the 
previous one had any truck with the delegitimisation of Israel, and they both took 
many steps to reject those who tried to project such an image—and that will 
continue. Ultimately, the relationships between the rest of the world and Israel 
and, indeed, the rest of the world and the Palestinians will be much affected by 
the way in which they can work together to get the agreement that we all seek. 
We will do everything in our power to encourage that. 

Mr Michael McCann (East Kilbride, Strathaven and Lesmahagow) (Lab): Following 
the recent terror attacks on southern Israel and the storming of the Israeli embassy in 
Egypt, does the Minister agree that what Israel needs now is partners and peace on the 
ground rather than being isolated at the UN? 

Alistair Burt: The hon. Gentleman makes a sharp point. The situation in the 
middle east has changed, not only over months but over weeks. It increases the 
sense of urgency with which this Government are approaching these next few 
days and our determination to say to both parties that, in the midst of such 
instability and concern, what an extraordinary event it would be to go away from 
the United Nations with something that the international community was confident 
would lead to progress and in respect of which both sides could accept that they 
had gained something and would therefore want to respond to the international 
situation of concern and the need for urgency. That is what we would like to seek. 

Mr Robert Buckland (South Swindon) (Con): As someone who supports the creation 
of a Palestinian state, does the Minister agree with me that if there is to be enhanced or 
full representation for Palestine at the UN, those representatives need to be able to 
speak with authority for the majority of decent Palestinians as opposed to an extremist 
minority? 

Alistair Burt: I am sure that the ultimate representation of Palestinians at the UN, 
which is clearly a matter for the Palestinian Authority, will be decided by what 
President Abbas said when he announced the relationship with Hamas, stating 
that it had to live up to the principles of a democratic future state of Palestine, with 
recognition of previous agreements, recognition of the state of Israel, and an end 
to violence. 

Mark Lazarowicz (Edinburgh North and Leith) (Lab/Co-op): The Minister continually 
refuses to give an indication of the approach that the Government will take next week 
because the negotiations are ongoing. The negotiations, however, are not ones from 
which the British Government are an absent partner; they are actively involved in those 
negotiations, so it is fair to ask what attitude the British Government are taking towards 
them. Will the Minister at least say how the Government would vote on the three 
particular scenarios put to him by my hon. Friend … (Stephen Twigg)? 

 



 

Alistair Burt: I give a straight answer to a straight question. No, I will not respond 
to those scenarios, for the reasons I gave. I was asked about our approach, but I 
hope I have made our approach, as well as our determination, very clear. The 
detail is not there because the detail of a resolution is not before us. Of course it 
has been widely discussed, and although we are not an active party to the 
negotiations between Israel and the Palestinians, we have a huge interest. I hope 
I have conveyed the approach and the intention of the United Kingdom. 

Mr Lee Scott (Ilford North) (Con): Does my hon. Friend agree that, as a gesture to 
make sure that whatever is put forward to the United Nations next week has some 
credibility, returning Gilad Shalit to his family this week would be a step forward?  

Alistair Burt: This Government have long campaigned for the unconditional 
release of Gilad Shalit. I take my hon. Friend’s point: we are all aware that 
gestures and things could be done that would be highly damaging to the process 
as a result of what might happen next week, yet extraordinary gestures could be 
made that would mark a real difference and a step forward. One such gesture 
would certainly be the release of Gilad Shalit, but that is not, of course, within the 
control of the Palestinian Authority. 

Tony Lloyd (Manchester Central) (Lab): The Minister talks about not handing anyone 
victory or defeat, but does he recognise that, if the vote were taken and the Palestinians 
were defeated at the United Nations, this would simply hand an absolute victory to those 
in Tel Aviv who would recognise that there was no pressure to make any progress 
whatever? 

Alistair Burt: The hon. Gentleman speaks with great experience on these 
matters, but I have to say that those in the respective foreign affairs departments 
looking at the issue would recognise that there is significant pressure from the 
United Kingdom on all. Again, I cannot be tempted to commit to a particular 
position on a vote that is not yet clear. 

Bob Russell (Colchester) (LD): In June, I visited the west bank and east Jerusalem and 
saw the consequences of the state of Israel’s policies of apartheid and ethnic cleansing 
against the Palestinian people. Bearing in mind that Israel does not honour United 
Nations resolutions, is it not time that Britain, Europe and the rest of the world treated 
Israel in the way we treated apartheid South Africa? 

Alistair Burt: The consequences of the failure to resolve this long-running matter 
have many different shades on all sides. That is why it is essential to see it 
resolved and why we feel a sense of urgency to do so. 

Mr Denis MacShane (Rotherham) (Lab): First, can the Minister confirm that Britain is 
not going to participate in the UN so-called Durban III conference? Secondly, will there 
be a common EU position on the question of recognition of Palestinian independence? 

Alistair Burt: Two good questions. First, yes, I can confirm that there will be no 
UK participation at Durban III. Secondly, the more effectively EU partners can 
work together, the better, and we are much in contact with each other at this time. 

Mr Matthew Offord (Hendon) (Con): Does the Minister agree that the real judgment 
should be for an agreement between Israel and the Palestinians, particularly on mutual 
recognition, security guarantees, an end to violence and incitement, settlements, 
borders, Jerusalem, refugees and other day-to-day trade issues, and that any intended 
UN declaration, including on observer status, simply evades all those issues? 

Alistair Burt: As my hon. Friend has made clear and as I mentioned in the course 
of my remarks, many subsidiary issues—hugely important ones—are being 
considered at the same time as any potential resolution. Of course, he makes the 
point that much of this is wrapped up together, so taking one position out of all 
those and believing it to be definitive is highly unlikely. That is why we continue to 
press for both sides to be in negotiations on all the issues that my hon. Friend 
mentioned. … 

To read the full Hansard see 
http://www.publications.parliament.uk/pa/cm201011/cmhansrd/cm110915/debtext/11091
5-0001.htm#11091558000007  

 

http://www.publications.parliament.uk/pa/cm201011/cmhansrd/cm110915/debtext/110915-0001.htm#11091558000007
http://www.publications.parliament.uk/pa/cm201011/cmhansrd/cm110915/debtext/110915-0001.htm#11091558000007


 

Israel and Palestine 
Lord Hylton: To ask Her Majesty's Government what representations they are making to 
the Government of Israel following the arrest of Mr Hasan Yusuf, an elected member of 
the Palestine Legislative Council; and whether he has been released, administratively 
detained, or brought before a properly constituted court.[HL11620] 

The Minister of State, Foreign and Commonwealth Office (Lord Howell of 
Guildford): We are aware that Mr Yusuf was arrested and detained on 31 August 
for entering Jerusalem illegally and organising demonstrations. On Tuesday 6 
September he was released after an Israeli military court ruled that he is not 
permitted to enter Jerusalem for one year. 
We regularly raise our concerns with the Israeli Government about the application 
of due process and the treatment of Palestinian detainees. We shall continue to 
raise our concerns with the Israeli authorities as appropriate. 

http://www.publications.parliament.uk/pa/ld201011/ldhansrd/text/110915w0001.htm#110
91557000178  
 

Occupied Territories: Housing 
Bob Russell: To ask the Secretary of State for Foreign and Commonwealth Affairs what 
recent representations he has made to the government of Israel over (a) the expansion 
of illegal settlements on the west bank, (b) the demolition of Palestinian homes on the 
west bank and (c) the demolition of Palestinian homes in east Jerusalem; and if he will 
make a statement. [72062] 

Alistair Burt: Our policy on settlements is clear. They are illegal under 
international law. We look to the Government of Israel to take all necessary steps 
to prevent settlement construction. 
Most recently, the Under-Secretary of State for Foreign and Commonwealth 
Affairs, the hon. Member for North West Norfolk (Mr Bellingham), issued the 
following statement on UK policy on settlements on 16 August: 
“I condemn the decision of the Israeli Government to build 277 housing units in the 
illegal West Bank settlement of Ariel, 16 kilometres inside the Occupied 
Palestinian Territories. Israel has again ignored the calls of the international 
community to refrain from actions which make a return to negotiations more 
difficult. These repeated actions, illegal under international law, undermine 
confidence and threaten a two state solution.” 
The focus between the Israelis and the Palestinians should be on confidence-
building steps with the aim of giving momentum to restarting negotiations. In this 
respect, house demolitions or the eviction of Palestinians from their homes are 
deeply unhelpful and cause unnecessary suffering to ordinary Palestinians. We 
are aware that there has been an increase in demolitions in recent months, we 
continue to monitor the situation closely and issue statements when necessary. 

http://www.publications.parliament.uk/pa/cm201011/cmhansrd/cm110915/text/110915w0
003.htm#11091589000049  
 

Gaza 
Lord Warner: To ask Her Majesty's Government what aid they have provided directly or 
indirectly to the representatives of the people in Gaza following the invasion by Israel in 
2009 and the subsequent economic blockade.[HL11583] 

Baroness Verma: The British Government have never provided any aid, either 
directly or indirectly, to the de facto authorities in Gaza since 2007, as under 
European Union and British legislation it is illegal to provide financial assistance to 
Hamas. 
We provide budget support to the Palestinian Authority (PA), via a World Bank 
Trust Fund, in order to support basic services in both Gaza and the West Bank. 
We have provided £87 million of financial assistance to the PA since 2009, around 
half of which is spent in Gaza. We also support the United Nations Relief and 
Works  Agency  (UNRWA) to provide health,  education  and social services to the  
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1.1 million Palestinian refugees living in Gaza. We have provided £65.4 million of 
funding to UNRWA's core budget since 2009, approximately a third of which is 
spent in Gaza. 

http://www.publications.parliament.uk/pa/ld201011/ldhansrd/text/110915w0001.htm#110
91557000175  
 
 

UK Parliament Early Day Motion 

Bob Russell (2195) Bedouins and the Government of Israel – That this House is 
appalled at proposals by the Israeli government to re-settle Bedouin people living in so-
called unrecognised villages in the Negev Desert into larger recognised settlements; 
notes that this will affect tens of thousands of Bedouin, and is a policy more in keeping 
with historic American Indian reservations and South Africa in the apartheid era than 
what should happen in the 21st century; condemns the Israeli government for what is 
tantamount to ethnic cleansing and the destruction of the Bedouin way of life; and calls 
on the Government to seek the urgent support of other European Union countries for a 
concerted approach, also involving the United Nations, to stop Israel proceeding with its 
attack on Bedouin people under its control. 
http://www.parliament.uk/edm/2010-12/2195  

 
 

European Parliament Debate 

State of play of the Middle East peace process 
includes: 
Mikołaj Dowgielewicz, President-in-Office of the Council: … It is useful to recall that 
the EU has adopted a comprehensive position on the parameters on which it considers 
that negotiations should be based. This is not an attempt by the EU to establish pre-
conditions, but rather a framework to allow meaningful negotiations to resume. In fact, a 
basic tenet of the EU position is that it would be able to accept any agreement that is 
reached freely by the parties. … Of course you will be aware that the Palestinians, with 
the support of the Arab Group, have declared their intention of taking up the issue of their 
status at the United Nations. The EU’s consistent position has been, and remains, that all 
efforts should focus on the resumption of negotiations. … Irrespective of how matters 
evolve, I must express concern at the financial stability of the Palestinian Authority. The 
EU and Member States remain committed contributors, but the situation is critical. Other 
donors have not yet fulfilled their pledges; we should make every effort to encourage 
them to do so. … 

 

Nick Griffin (NI): EUR 1 billion every year: that is the amount of taxpayers’ money that 
the Commission and Member States give to the Palestinian Authority. EUR 1 billion a 
year to a corrupt regime that does very little for its own people, while ordinary voters in 
our countries are crushed by rising taxes and inflation. It is unreal.  
Worse than that, EU policy is based on the false concept that a two-state solution is 
workable. It might have been once, but it is too late now. The Palestinians are 
geographically dispersed: over two million live east of the 1947 armistice lines, a million 
in Gaza, and about a million in Israel. In the Occupied Territories, the illegal Zionist 
settlement programme has sliced their land into disjointed parcels.  
Even if all the territories conquered in 1967 were included, Palestine would still be only 
22% of the territory of the current Greater Israel. It would be an economic basket case, 
forever reliant on foreign aid handouts. The two-state solution sounds pretty, but it is 
simply not realistic.  … 

 

Proinsias De Rossa (S&D): … Israel’s current leadership refuses to engage, demanding 
negotiations without Palestinian preconditions, while laying down its own preconditions, 
such  as  continued colonisation of  Palestinian  land,  and  rejecting  President  Obama’s  
 

http://www.publications.parliament.uk/pa/ld201011/ldhansrd/text/110915w0001.htm#11091557000175
http://www.publications.parliament.uk/pa/ld201011/ldhansrd/text/110915w0001.htm#11091557000175
http://www.parliament.uk/edm/2010-12/2195


 

basis for negotiations. President Abbas therefore has no option but to make a broad 
appeal to the international community, through the United Nations, in order to maintain 
his non-violent, political and diplomatic strategy for an end to the conflict. … By voting for 
an upgrading of the state of Palestine in the United Nations, we will, however, reinforce 
the non-violent strategy of President Abbas. To do otherwise will shred our reputation in 
the region. … 

 

Paul Murphy (GUE/NGL): … There have been hundreds of resolutions, many 
condemning Israeli aggression and resolutions recognising and supporting an 
independent Palestinian State at the UN. Successive Israeli governments have simply 
ignored them. What I think is needed to bring about change is mass action, a third 
intifada by the Palestinian people against the blockade of Gaza, against roadblocks, 
against the apartheid wall, against incursions by the Israeli army and against the 
occupation itself. …  

 

Ioannis Kasoulides (PPE): … The wording of the resolution matters: a single ‘yes’ and 
the ensuing reactions of Israel and the American Congress risk causing irremediable 
damage to the peace process; a single ‘no’ will jeopardise the credibility of the 
Palestinian Authority in the eyes of its own people, will encourage extremists and will 
further alienate the Arab world. Perhaps it should be: ‘upgrade Palestine to a status 
similar to that of the Vatican or Kosovo; acknowledge the entitlement of the Palestinians 
to an independent state on the basis of the 1967 borders, as described by President 
Obama in his recent statement, as soon as all the appropriate conditions have been met; 
acknowledge the entitlement of Israel to exist demographically as Jewish in character 
within internationally recognised borders and with all its security concerns guaranteed; …  
http://www.europarl.europa.eu/sides/getDoc.do?pubRef=-
//EP//TEXT+CRE+20110914+ITEM-013+DOC+XML+V0//EN&language=EN  

TOP 
 

 
 

Relevant Legislation    ** new or updated this week 

UK Parliament 

Arbitration and Mediation Services (Equality) Bill 
http://services.parliament.uk/bills/2010-11/arbitrationandmediationservicesequalityhl.html  
 
 

Charities Bill 
http://services.parliament.uk/bills/2010-11/charitieshl.html 
 
Daylight Saving Bill 
http://services.parliament.uk/bills/2010-11/daylightsaving.html 
 
 

** Fixed Term Parliaments Bill 
http://services.parliament.uk/bills/2010-11/fixedtermparliaments.html  
 

Received Royal Assent 
 

Political and Constitutional Reform Committee: Report 
http://www.publications.parliament.uk/pa/cm201011/cmselect/cmpolcon/436/436.pdf  
 
Food Labelling Regulations (Amendment) Bill 
http://services.parliament.uk/bills/2010-11/foodlabellingregulationsamendment.html 
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** Localism Bill 
http://services.parliament.uk/bills/2010-11/localism.html 
 

Notice of amendments 
http://www.publications.parliament.uk/pa/bills/lbill/2010-2012/0090/amend/su090-
ivrb.htm  
 
Police Reform and Social Responsibility Bill 
http://services.parliament.uk/bills/2010-11/policereformandsocialresponsibility.html  
 

Received Royal Assent 
 
Protection of Freedoms Bill  
http://services.parliament.uk/bills/2010-11/protectionoffreedoms.html 
 
Terrorism Prevention and Investigation Measures Bill  
http://services.parliament.uk/bills/2010-
11/terrorismpreventionandinvestigationmeasures.html 

  
Scottish Parliament 

Offensive Behaviour at Football and Threatening Communications (Scotland) Bill 
http://www.scottish.parliament.uk/s4/bills/01-offbehfoot/index.htm   

TOP 
 

 
 

Consultations           ** new or updated this week 

** closes in 5 days 
Voluntary Sector Independence (closing date 21 September 2011) 
http://www.independencepanel.org.uk/wp-content/uploads/2011/07/Independence-
Panel_ReportFinal14July2011.pdf  
 
VAT: Cost Sharing Exemption (closing date 30 September 2011) 
http://customs.hmrc.gov.uk/channelsPortalWebApp/downloadFile?contentID=HMCE_P
ROD1_031398 
 
Northern Ireland Assembly Equality Scheme 2011 – 2016  
(closing date 14 October 2011) 
http://www.niassembly.gov.uk/equalityscheme.htm  
 
Do we need a UK Bill of Rights? (closing date11 November 2011) 
http://www.justice.gov.uk/downloads/about/cbr/cbr-discussion-paper.pdf  
 
Scottish Government: Public Sector Equality Duty  
(closing date 25 November 2011) 
http://www.scotland.gov.uk/Resource/Doc/357629/0120853.pdf  
 
Review of Personal, Social, Health and Economics (PSHE) Education  
(closing date 30 November 2011 ) 
http://www.education.gov.uk/consultations/index.cfm?action=consultationDetails&consul
tationId=1759&external=no&menu=1 
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Aviation security: Consultation on a statutory authority to carry scheme 
(closing date 6 December 2011) 
http://www.homeoffice.gov.uk/publications/about-us/consultations/authority-to-carry/  
 
The Registration of Civil Partnerships Same Sex Marriage  
(closing date 9 December 2011) 
http://www.scotland.gov.uk/Resource/Doc/254430/0120640.pdf 

TOP 
 

 

The Scottish Council of Jewish Communities (SCoJeC) is Scottish Charity SCO29438 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

http://www.homeoffice.gov.uk/publications/about-us/consultations/authority-to-carry/
http://www.scotland.gov.uk/Resource/Doc/254430/0120640.pdf

	Contents
	Home Affairs
	Israel
	Israel: Unmanned Air Vehicles

	Relevant Legislation    ** new or updated this week
	Consultations           ** new or updated this week

