Appendix II: Parliamentary Questions tabled on the NCP procedure, the UN panel, the OECD guidelines, and companies named by UN Panel.

Democratic Republic of the Congo

27th January 2005
10. Norman Lamb (North Norfolk) (LD): If she will make a statement on the work of the national contact point in respect of allegations made by the UN panel of experts with regard to the Democratic Republic of the Congo. [211121] 

The Minister for Trade and Investment (Mr. Douglas Alexander): The national contact point works to raise   awareness of the Organisation for Economic Co-operation and Development guidelines for multinational enterprises and to promote their use by companies in developing their own codes of conduct. When specific instances regarding their implementation are raised, such as by the UN expert panel on the illegal exploitation of natural resources in the Democratic 
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Republic of the Congo, the national contact point contributes to the resolution of issues raised, for example, by offering a forum for discussion between interested parties. 

Norman Lamb: The Minister will be aware that the UN panel concluded that the conflict in the Congo, which claimed the lives of up to 5 million people, was sustained as a result of what it described as the multi-billion dollar theft of the country's mineral assets by companies and other Governments, and yet the NCP process seems deeply flawed in investigating and considering those concerns. Avient Ltd has recently admitted to supplying services to the Zimbabwe defence force in the Congo, yet it seems to have had the mildest of tickings-off. Is he prepared to consider meeting me, other Members and non-governmental organisations to examine those grave concerns? 

Mr. Alexander: It is worth reminding the House that the UN expert panel was originally established to consider allegations of sanctions busting involving the Democratic Republic of the Congo, but found them to be unsubstantiated. However, a number of lines continue to be investigated, and I would of course be willing to meet Members to discuss the matter. 

Wednesday 19 January 2005

Norman Lamb (North Norfolk): To ask the Secretary of State for Trade and Industry, what evidence the National Contact Point for the OECD Guidelines drew upon in reaching the conclusion that the UN had supplied further details nor evidence of specific actions undertaken by Avient crews when preparing its statement on Avient; and what assessment was made in drawing up the statement of allegations by the UN Panel of Experts of (a) bombing raids and (b) dealings with Mr Leonid Minim by Avient 200749

Douglas Alexander

Holding answer 29 November

The statement made by the National Contact point (NCP) for the OECD Guidelines on Avient drew, in part, on documentation provided by the UN. The UN has required the government to maintain the confidentiality of that documentation. In making a Statement, the NCP reflected the allegations made by the UN panel and the response of the company.

Wednesday 19th January, 2005

Norman Lamb (North Norfolk): To ask the Secretary of State for Trade and Industry if she will make an assessment of the extent to which the Statement on Avient by the UK National Contact Point for the OECD Guidelines accords with Government policy on mercenary operations in Africa. 200753

Douglas Alexander

The statement made by the National Contact Point for OECD guidelines is consistent with the policy of HMG towards Private Military and Security Companies.

Following the growth in the size and importance of the UK private security industry operating overseas my right hon. Friend the Foreign Secretary has recently instituted a further detailed review of options for regulation of the Private Military and Security Companies. The Government will keep Parliament fully informed of its thinking in this area.

Wednesday 19th January 2005

Norman Lamb (North Norfolk): To ask the Secretary of State for Trade and Industry what interpretation she places on the reference in the Statement on Avient by the UK National Contact Point for the OECD Guidelines that Avient’s M124 attack helicopter crew was involved in the relief of isolated places. 200754

Douglas Alexander

Avient have admitted they supplied, but did not task, a helicopter crew for the recognized government of the Democratic of Congo to support military operations. Avient were informed later that the crew were used in the relief of Kigali from rebel forces.

In its statement the NCP recommended that in their future activities, Avient “Respect the human rights of those affected by their activities consistent with the host government’s international obligations and commitments.”

Conflict Zones (OECD Study) 

13th Dec, 2004.
Norman Lamb: To ask the Secretary of State for Trade and Industry what consultations her Department has had with (a) other Government Departments and (b) other stakeholders in relation to the December 2004 consultation meeting for the OECD study, Doing Business in Conflict Zones; what the result of the consultation was; and if she will make a statement. [202196]

Mr. Alexander: UK input to the OECD Investment Committee's discussion on "Conducting business with integrity in Weak governance zones: Issues for discussion and a case study of the DRC" will be informed by discussion between DTI, FCO and DfID. These discussions are on-going. 

Other stakeholders will have the opportunity to put their views directly to the Investment Committee at a discussion with high level non-governmental experts on 15 December. 

Avient Limited

16th November, 2004.

Lord Avebury asked Her Majesty's Government: 

What response they have made to the allegations against a United Kingdom-based company, Avient Limited, in Annex 3 of the initial United Nations Expert Panel report on the Illegal Exploitation of Natural Resources and Other Forms of Wealth in the Democratic Republic of the Congo, published in October 2002. [HL4881]

Baroness Symons of Vernham Dean: Her Majesty's Government's response to the allegations against Avient Ltd made in the reports of the UN Expert Panel on the Illegal Exploitation of Natural Resources and Other Forms of Wealth in the 
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Democratic Republic of Congo is contained in the statement of 8 September 2004 by the National Contact Point on the Organisation for Economic Co-operation and Development Guidelines for Multi-National Enterprises. This statement is available at www.dti.gov.uk
ewt
statements.htm. I also refer the noble Lord to the reply I gave to my noble friend the Lord Alli on 5 January 2004 (Official Report, cols. WA 8–9). 

Lord Avebury asked Her Majesty's Government: 

Whether they had prior knowledge of contracts between the United Kingdom-based company, Avient Limited, and the governments of Zimbabwe and the Democratic Republic of Congo to supply military services, as claimed by Mr Andrew Smith, a director of the Company. [HL4882]

Baroness Symons of Vernham Dean: Government officials met Mr Andrew Smith on a number of occasions from 1998 to 2002. In those contacts officials were assured by Mr Smith that he would not breach the EU's arms embargo on the Democratic Republic of Congo (DRC). At no time have the Government encouraged, supported, or promoted Mr Smith's activities in Zimbabwe or the DRC. 

Lord Avebury asked Her Majesty's Government: 

Whether they will give the dates and subjects of discussions between representatives of the United Kingdom-based company Avient Limited and the United Kingdom High Commission in Harare. [HL4883]

Baroness Symons of Vernham Dean: British High Commission officials had contact with Mr Andrew Smith, a director of Avient Limited, on a number of occasions, between 1998 and 2002 concerning his business activities in Africa.
NCP (Communications) 

7th September, 2004.

Norman Lamb: To ask the Secretary of State for Trade and Industry if she will list (a) letters, (b) e-mails, (c) telephone calls and (d) meetings between her Department's officials, including the National Contact Point (NCP), and representatives of companies whose dossiers were forwarded to the NCP for investigation or monitoring in the last 12 months. [186181] 

Mr. Timms: The information requested forms part of the dialogue process between the companies and the NCP. This process is confidential under Exemption 13—Third Party Commercial Confidences, and Exemption 14—Information Given in Confidence of the Code of Practice on Access to Government Information. The NCP will make a public statement at the end of the dialogue. 

A statement has already been issued on the allegations against DeBeers (www.dti.gov.uk/ewt/debeers.doc). A statement regarding the allegations against Avient will follow shortly. 

Resource Exploitation in Eastern DRC

22nd July, 2004.
Angus Robertson: To ask the Secretary of State for Foreign and Commonwealth Affairs what assessment his Department has made of (a) the impact of and (b) which parties are participating in resource exploitation and smuggling to support the conflict in eastern Democratic Republic of the Congo; and if he will make a statement. [185692] 

Mr. Mullin: Resource exploitation has been a significant contributing factor to conflict in the Democratic Republic of Congo (DRC). The UN Expert Panel reports on the Illegal Exploitation of Natural Resources and Other Forms of Wealth in the DRC, 
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published in 2002 and 2003, provided information linking exploitation and conflict, and named several countries and companies alleged to be involved. 

The UK supports initiatives to combat illegal resource extraction such as the Kimberley process and supports international efforts to help the Transitional National Government in the DRC rebuild its capacity to manage its natural resources in an efficient and transparent manner. 
OECD: National Contact Point

June 23rd, 2004.

Lord Avebury asked Her Majesty's Government: 

What complaints have been made to the United Kingdom National Contact Point (NCP) of breaches of the Organisation for Economic Co-operation and Development Guidelines for Multinational Companies, giving in each case the date of the original complaint, the originator, the date on which the NCP responded or the complaint was withdrawn and, where no response has yet been made, the date on which it is expected. [HL3222]

Lord Sainsbury of Turville: The National Contact Point (NCP) has received four complaints since the guidelines were revised in 2000, three of which are ongoing. 

A complaint was made against Anglo American plc by Rights and Accountability in Development and others in February 2002. The NCP first responded in March 2002. The investment committee of the OECD issued a clarification on the applicability of the guidelines in this case in April 2004. The company's detailed response was passed to the complainant in December 2003 and the NCP is awaiting the complainant's response. 

In April 2003 the NCP received a complaint from Friends of the Earth and others against the BTC Consortium (Baku-Tbilisi-Ceyhan). The NCP first responded in May 2003. The company response was passed to the complainant in March 2004 and the NCP is awaiting the complainant's response. 

A complaint was received in July 2003 from Citizens for a Better Environment against National Grid/Transco. The NCP first responded in July 2003 and the company's response was passed to the complainant in November 2003 and again, the NCP is awaiting the complainant's response. 
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Finally, a complaint was received from the International Union of Food, Agricultural, Hotel, Restaurant, Catering, Tobacco and Allied Workers' Associations (IUF) in September 2003 against British American Tobacco. The NCP first responded in October 2003 and following a dialogue between the parties, the case was withdrawn in February 2004. 

In addition to the above, the NCP is also dealing with matters referred by a UN expert panel on the illegal exploitation of natural resources and other forms of wealth in the Democratic Republic of Congo. Thus far, the issues relating to the evidence presented against one company (DeBeers) have been concluded. The NCP statement is available at www.dti.gov.uk/ewt/debeers.doc. 
Democratic Republic of the Congo

10th June, 2004.
Norman Lamb: To ask the Secretary of State for Trade and Industry if she will make a statement on progress made in investigating issues raised by the UN Panel of Experts on the illegal exploitation of the natural resources and other forms of wealth of the Democratic Republic of the Congo. [177752]

Mr. Mike O'Brien: Following the publication of the UN Expert Panel's final report in October 2004, we asked the UN for the documentary evidence supporting the listing of British companies in Annexe III of the report. This is a list of all entities the Panel considers to be in breach of the OECD guidelines. Despite repeated requests, we have only recently received documentary material that the Panel obtained relating to the British companies considered by the Panel. This material is wide ranging in scope and quality. We are currently 
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assessing this material to identify outstanding issues with relation to breaches of the OECD Guidelines. We are in the process of approaching the companies concerned to respond to specific issues raised in the documentation. The UN National Contact Point for the OECD Guidelines has recently made a statement relating to allegations made against De Beers that is available on the website and that I will place in the Libraries of the House. 
Democratic Republic of the Congo.
10th June, 2004.
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assessing this material to identify outstanding issues with relation to breaches of the OECD Guidelines. We are in the process of approaching the companies concerned to respond to specific issues raised in the documentation. The UN National Contact Point for the OECD Guidelines has recently made a statement relating to allegations made against De Beers that is available on the website and that I will place in the Libraries of the House. 

Democratic Republic of Congo.
24th May, 2004.

Norman Lamb: To ask the Secretary of State for Trade and Industry what action she has taken in response to the report entitled Unanswered Questions, Companies, Conflict, and the Democratic Republic of Congo. [175552]

Mr. Mike O'Brien [holding answer 24 May 2004]: This report, which poses questions primarily based on the published UN reports, is being studied with interest. We have contact with Rights and Accountability in Development, the authors of this report. 

Norman Lamb: To ask the Secretary of State for   Trade and Industry (1) what information her Department has received from the UN and the panel of experts on the Democratic Republic of the Congo in support of allegations against British-based companies or individuals made by the panel of experts; and what steps her Department has taken to investigate such allegations; [175553] 

(2) whether her Department requires a complaint to   be made in order for an investigation to be pursued   in respect of an alleged breach of OECD guidelines; [175554] 

(3) whether a complaint was received against De Beers in respect of an alleged breach of OECD guidelines as referred to in the initial UN expert panel report on the illegal exploitation of natural resources in the Democratic Republic of the Congo. [175555]

Mr. Mike O'Brien: A formal complaint was never lodged against De Beers. However following the final UN Expert Panel report and discussions between De Beers and the U.K. National Contact Point (NCP) for   the OECD Guidelines, an NCP Statement was published on 5 May 2004 and is available on the U.K. OECD Guidelines webpage (http://164.36.164.37/ewt/debeers.doc) 

The NCP is not an investigatory body. Its role, as defined in the Guidelines, is one of facilitation and mediation between the parties. This presupposes the existence of a complainant. 

If the NCP is in receipt of information (e.g. from the UN expert panel) this can be put to the company, but without a complainant the NCP cannot engage in the dialogue process envisaged by the Guidelines. 
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Following repeated requests for evidence over a six month period, the UN has now agreed to provide copies of their background documentation. This arrived on 17 May 2004 and is currently being examined in detail to see what it adds to the report. A decision can then be taken as to the appropriate way forward on each company concerned. 

Oryx Natural Resources.
22nd March, 2004.

Lord Avebury asked Her Majesty's Government: 

Whether, in light of the United Nations Security Council presidential statement S/PRST/2003/21, they will seek the assistance of the Secretary-General in obtaining information about the early history of Oryx Natural Resources, a British-registered company alleged to have been involved in the exploitation of diamond resources in Zimbabwe and the Democratic Republic of the Congo.[HL1782] 

Baroness Symons of Vernham Dean: In its final report of 16 October 2003, the UN Expert Panel on the Illegal Exploitation of Natural Resources and Other Forms of Wealth in the Democratic Republic of Congo stated that its allegations against Oryx Natural Resources were unresolved, and it referred the allegations to the UK's national contact point (NCP) for Organisation of Economic Co-operation and Development guidelines. In its capacity as the UK's NCP, the Department for Trade and Industry (DTI) subsequently received a letter from the chairman of the expert panel explaining the "unresolved" status of the panel's allegations. He said that the allegations were largely resolved, but the panel could not close its file on Oryx because two Oryx employees were engaged in a related libel case in the UK. 

The DTI wrote to the UN expert panel on 17 November 2003 and to the UN Secretariat on 16 January 2004 requesting all the information the UN holds relating to the allegations against Oryx, and all other UK companies and individuals named in the reports. The DTI has not received a response to either letter. The UK mission to the UN in New York raised 
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the matter with the UN Secretariat on 24 February 2004, and the UN has undertaken to reply directly to the DTI. Rebo
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the matter with the UN Secretariat on 24 February 2004, and the UN has undertaken to reply directly to the DTI.

Democratic Republic of Congo.
3rd March. 

8. Norman Lamb: To ask the Secretary of State for International Development what discussions he has held with the Department of Trade and Industry concerning the involvement of UK companies in the Democratic Republic of Congo. [157878] 
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Hilary Benn: I have raised the issue with my right hon. Friend the Secretary of State for Trade and Industry and we will be discussing it further later this month. 

Mr. Bercow: To ask the Secretary of State for International Development what discussions he has had with (a) his counterparts in EU member states and (b) representatives of the United Nations about the report of the UN Panel of Experts on illegal exploitation of natural resources and other forms of wealth in the Democratic Republic of the Congo. [149186] 

19 Jan 2004 : Column 931W 

Hilary Benn: None. The Foreign and Commonwealth Office are the lead Department responsible for discussions on the UN Panel of Experts Report with counterparts in EU Member States and representatives of the United Nations. 

The issue of exploitation of the natural resources of the DRC is enormously important. We are already working with the new government in the Congo and with international and regional partners to help develop its institutions and to put in place effective management of the country's natural resources, including by playing a leading role in making the Anti-Corruption Commission effective and encouraging the Transitional National Government to engage in the Extractive Industries Transparency Initiative. 

The huge potential of the Congo's natural resources should be exploited legally and in a regulated way, for the benefit of all Congolese. We want to see trade in natural resources become a cohesive factor in regional stability and not a cause of conflict.
Andrew Smith

(8th January 2004)

Norman Lamb: To ask the Secretary of State for International Development pursuant to his answer of 9 December 2003, Official Report, column 830W, what contracts his Department entered into prior to the last 12 months with (a) Avient Air and (b) other companies in which Mr. Andrew Smith has an interest; what services were provided to his Department under these contracts; what the value of these contracts was; when these contracts were entered into; and if he will make a statement. [146418] 

Hilary Benn: We had no contracts with Avient Air. As far as my Department is aware, we had none with any other companies in which Mr. Smith has an interest.

Democratic Republic of the Congo.
13th Jan, 2004.
Norman Lamb: To ask the Secretary of State for Trade and Industry how officials from her Department made contact with the British-based companies alleged to have breached Organisation for Economic Cooperation and Development business ethics guidelines in the last report of the UN Panel of Experts on the Illegal Exploitation of the Natural Resources and Other Forms of Wealth of the Democratic Republic of the Congo; what responses have been received so far; whether responses will be placed in the Library; and if she will make a statement. [146414] 

Mr. Mike O'Brien: The National Contact Point (NCP) for the OECD Guidelines for Multinational Enterprises contacted some of the companies mentioned in Schedule 3 of the UN Panel report directly, the remaining companies made contact with the NCP. In all cases this resulted in face-to-face discussions with either the company or their legal representatives. In all cases the companies denied any wrongdoing and indicated their willingness to act in accordance with the OECD Guidelines. In the absence of evidence of specific instances of breaching the Guidelines, the companies have not—been in a position to respond substantively to the allegations by the UN Panel. All communications with the Panel are undertaken within the confidentiality provisions of the Guidelines and consequently the Government will be unable to place a copy of any response in the Library. My hon. Friend, the Parliamentary Under Secretary of State for Foreign and Commonwealth Affairs (Mr. Mullin) made a statement to the House on 17 December 2003, Official Report, columns 142–44WS, regarding the UN Panel of Experts report and I have nothing to add to that statement at this time. 

Norman Lamb: To ask the Secretary of State for Trade and Industry what response her Department has received to its request to the UN Panel of Experts on the 
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Illegal Exploitation of the Natural Resources and Other Forms of Wealth of the Democratic Republic of the Congo for further information and evidence on the allegations against British-based companies contained in its last report; whether this information can still be provided by the UN following the disbandment of the Panel of Experts on 31 October 2003; what the process is for obtaining information from a UN Panel of Experts which has been disbanded; if she will place a copy of her Department's request to the UN Panel of Experts' response in the Library once it is received; whether her Department made representations to the UN with regard to the disbandment of the Panel; and if she will make a statement. [146415] 

Mr. Mike O'Brien: Following oral requests by the UK Mission at the UN to the Chairman of the Panel of Experts for evidence of specific instances of breaching the OECD Guidelines, a letter was sent to the UN Secretariat on 17 November and resent again a week later. To date there has been no reply to either letter. 

The National Contact Point (NCP) has repeatedly attempted to telephone the Political Secretary to the Panel and has left messages without response. Consequently we are about to make further representations to Ambassador Kassem who chaired the panel to provide the necessary evidence. 

Members of the panel indicated in April 2003 that they were in possession of a good deal of documentary evidence, none of which has, thus far, been provided. We believe the disbanding of the panel should not necessarily affect the early availability or provision of this documentation. As you will be aware from the ministerial statement made by my hon. Friend, the Parliamentary Under Secretary of State for Foreign and Commonwealth Affairs on 17 December 2003, Official Report, columns 142–44WS, NCPs from all countries involved have been assured that this information would be provided and are frustrated that this has not yet happened. 

All communications with the Panel have been conducted under the confidentiality provisions of the Guidelines and consequently the Government will be unable to place a copy of the request, or any response, in the Library. 

My department made no representations to the UN with regard to the disbandment of the Panel, whose original time-limited mandate had already been extended on several occasions.
Congo: UN Panel on the Illegal Exploitation of Natural Resources.
5th January, 2004.

Lord Alli asked Her Majesty's Government: 

What progress is being made by the UN Panel on the Illegal Exploitation of the Natural Resources of the Democratic Republic of Congo.[HL490] 

Baroness Symons of Vernham Dean: The UN Panel on the Illegal Exploitation of the Natural Resources of the Democratic Republic of Congo (DRC) has now completed its work. It addressed one of the central and most contentious issues of the conflict in the DRC: the link between the causes of the conflict and the exploitation of natural resources. The panel's final report contains a number of important recommendations about how both the Congolese people and the international community should better manage the exploitation of resources to benefit the people of the DRC. Without losing sight of what has gone on before and the need for justice in appropriate cases, we need to build on many of its positive recommendations. 

We agree with the panel that the international community must support the Transitional National Government (TNG) in the DRC. We are already working with the new government in Congo and with international and regional partners to help develop its institutions and to put in place effective management of the country's natural resources. The huge potential of the Congo's natural resources should be exploited legally and in a regulated way, for the benefit of all Congolese. We want to see trade in natural resources become a cohesive factor in regional stability and not a cause of conflict. 

We are playing a leading role in helping the TNG make effective its Anti-Corruption Commission. We are helping the new government adhere to the Kimberley Process on the regulated trade in diamonds, which is the country's most significant export. We have funded Global Witness to research and publish an independent preliminary report on resource exploitation, and we are planning to fund further research in this field. We are talking to the TNG about the Extractive Industries Transparency Initiative, which the Prime Minister launched in February 2003. 

5 Jan 2004 : Column WA9
We are also engaged in promoting confidence-building measures in the region. We welcome the declaration on Good Neighbourliness made by the Governments of Rwanda, Uganda, Burundi and the DRC in New York on 25 September, which includes that there must be no illegal exploitation of the natural resources of the DRC. We encourage the states concerned to continue to follow this up with steps to address bilateral and multilateral issues of mutual concern. 

The illegal exploitation of resources in the DRC has served to fuel the conflict by funding arms flows. We need to ensure that the arms embargo on groups operating in the DRC is effectively implemented and monitored. We are playing a leading role through our Mission in New York in supporting proposals for an arms embargo monitoring mechanism. 

As well as looking forward, we need to address what has happened in the past. We take seriously the allegations made against the British companies named in the report. We have already pursued these allegations: the DTI, as National Contact Point for Organisation for Economic Co-operation and Development (OECD) Guidelines has scrutinised the dossiers referred to it by the UN Panel and has been in contact with the named companies or their representatives to discuss the allegations. Her Majesty's Customs and Excise has studied the UN Panel's papers relating to the UK companies named in the report, but have been unable to take matters further, due to lack of evidence which would be sufficient to mount a criminal investigation. We are disappointed that despite numerous appeals to the panel to furnish detailed information to substantiate its allegations, we have not received any such information. We cannot now pursue the cases named in the report further without more specific information. There is so far no evidence that named companies have breached either OECD guidelines or UK law. We continue to ask the UN to supply us with the information on which the panel based its allegations. We also urge the NGO community to submit any specific information it may have to the National Contact Point. 

We continue to press regional states to investigate and, where appropriate, take action on the allegations made in the panel reports. In this respect we welcome the publication of the conclusions of the Commission of Inquiry established by the Ugandan Government. We remain in close contact with the Government of Uganda on follow-up work to the commission's report. We also welcome the establishment of a Judicial Commission by the Rwandan Government and urge it to publicise the results of its investigations. 

The panels's final report included a section which the panel chose not to make public, but which was submitted on a confidential basis to the Security Council. It is not appropriate for us to comment on this, but as far as we are aware, none of the companies or individuals named in the confidential section is of British nationality. 

16th December, 2003.
3. Judy Mallaber (Amber Valley) (Lab): What further help his Department is giving the countries of the Great Lakes region. [144038] 

The Parliamentary Under-Secretary of State for Foreign and Commonwealth Affairs (Mr. Chris Mullin): Our aim is to build political support for peace and stability in the region. The key to this is the completion 
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of the peace process in the Democratic Republic of the Congo and Burundi. Active diplomacy and the support of the international community have been vital factors in resolving these conflicts. 

Judy Mallaber : I thank my hon. Friend for that reply. We must see an end to the illegal trade in diamonds and precious commodities that pays for the arms that do so much to sustain conflict in the great lakes and elsewhere. What action will the Government take on the recommendations made by the UN panel of experts on the exploitation of resources in the Democratic Republic of the Congo? What other measures will my hon. Friend and the Government introduce to help to minimise conflict in the region? 

Mr. Mullin: We certainly want an end to the illegal trade in diamonds and other precious commodities, which, as my hon. Friend says, has been responsible for sustaining the conflict. That is why we were keen for the UN panel to be set up. I have convened a meeting tomorrow to discuss how we may take forward the recommendations in the panel's most recent report that apply to us. We are also pressing Rwanda and Uganda to follow up the recommendations that relate to them. The difficulty with taking action against the few British companies that are named in the report is that there is currently insufficient detailed evidence that would enable prosecutions, but we are seeking that. 

Of course, we have played a wide role in Burundi and the Congo. We are contributing a military chief of staff and about £28 million to the military force in eastern Congo that is bringing stability to the region. We made a major contribution—just under £4 million—to help to finance the African-led peace forces in Burundi. I am sure that my hon. Friend appreciates that the key is bringing stability to the Congo. If we can do that, we will manage to stabilise the entire region. 

Central Africa.
15th Dec, 2003. 
Ms Oona King: To ask the Secretary of State for International Development when his Department will publish a joint strategy paper on the Great Lakes Region; what assessment he has made of the most recent report of the UN panel of experts on the exploitation of natural resources in the Democratic Republic of Congo; and if he will make a statement. [141833] 

15 Dec 2003 : Column 715W 

Hilary Benn: DFID plans to publish a note shortly, agreed jointly with the FCO, which will outline its global and regional approach to conflict resolution and development in the Great Lakes. 

The FCO will shortly make a statement on the final report of the UN Panel, representing its position and that of the Department for Trade and Industry and DFID. 

The Lord Bishop of Winchester: My Lords, it is a privilege to speak late in a debate that has seen the distinguished maiden speeches of my friend the right reverend Prelate the Bishop of Liverpool and the noble and gallant Lord, Lord Boyce, who is well known and well regarded in both Hampshire dioceses. 

I was glad to note in the gracious Speech the Government's commitment to, 

"help war-torn countries, particularly in Africa, to seize the opportunities for development which peace can bring".—[Official Report, 26/11/03; col. 4] 

As the noble Lord, Lord Bach, pointed out, first there has to be peace. I want to bring to the attention of the House the situation that is still faced by millions of people in the Democratic Republic of Congo and in northern Uganda. In raising those matters it is fascinating to find myself speaking after the noble Baroness, Lady Park, who in April spoke most intriguingly about her own experience when representing Her Majesty's Government in Brazzaville and Leopoldville 40 plus years ago when I was still an undergraduate. I hope to elicit from the Minister the Government's intentions, now and in the coming months, in response to the latest report, published in 
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October this year, of the UN Panel of Experts on the Illegal Exploitation of Natural Resources and Other Forms of Wealth in the DRC. 

I speak both as a member of the All-Party Parliamentary Group on the Great Lakes Region and Genocide Prevention and as Bishop of the only diocese in the Church of England with a partner relationship with the Anglican Church in the Congo. I spent nearly three weeks there a year ago and I remain in close contact both with Congolese and with expatriates living and serving in some of its most pressured areas. I am also privileged to be in contact with a number of Ugandans living in northern and central Uganda, where hundreds of thousands of people continue to be at the mercy of the LRA and other insurgent and bandit groups. 

It is essential first to note that there have been very significant positive developments in and for the DRC in the past year. In particular, the establishment of a Transitional National Government and modest progress in establishing the national army; the stabilising of the situation in Bunia by the remarkably swift deployment and excellent service of the interim emergency multinational force, to which the noble Baroness, Lady Park, referred, and the opening of humanitarian access to all parts of Bunia; and the arrival there in September of a fresh UN force, MONUC, with an enhanced Chapter VII mandate. These are real gains. There are others, too, and Her Majesty's Government, through painstaking work by Ministers and officials, have played an important part in their achievement. 

But the progress remains extremely fragile. I quote from a report, MONUC: Mandate to Succeed, published in September by Refugees International: 

"The tasks facing international leaders, the UN, MONUC, and the new civilian transitional national leadership—many of whom are leaders of the armed groups committing the atrocities—are monumental. Lack of funding, internal power struggles, the presence of armed groups that have little to gain from peace, outside influence from Rwanda and Uganda and an untested MONUC force all add to the difficulty of the situation". 

Oxfam has recently repeated that: 

"The Eastern DRC remains one of the world's worst humanitarian crises". 

Human suffering in eastern Congo between 1999 and 2003 has been greater than in any armed conflict since World War II. What haunts those few brave people, Congolese and expatriate, who are in a position to provide the rest of the world with this kind of appalling information, is that they know how very little of a vast area is accessible to the kinds of observation upon which it is based. But they have only too credible reports, often from people they know and trust, about what is being perpetrated away from the eyes of any but the victims. 

In the time available, I can only point summarily to four matters around which I urge the Government to further action, with EU partners, with the Governments of the Great Lakes countries and at the UN, if the present fragile moment of opportunity is to be consolidated and built upon. Those four matters are MONUC; UK companies and individuals involved in exploitation; 
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what Refugees International called "internal power struggles" and "outside influence"; and arms control, with particular attention to so-called "small arms", which are not small when they enable atrocities upon yourself and your loved ones and the pillage or destruction of everything that makes a hard life just possible. 

MONUC II has to be better supported, better equipped and better led than its predecessor, encouraged fully to fulfil its mandate and very significantly enlarged so that its presence can make for the order and security for which people long down the whole length of eastern Congo. There is no security, no access for observers or medical personnel and no possibility of bringing to justice the perpetrators of the atrocities of the past years even 20 miles from Bunia. But mass killings, violent rapes and other atrocities continue to occur many hundreds of miles to the south, across the Kivus and along the shores of Lake Tanganyika. The UN force in Liberia is, I understand, around twice the size of that now being deployed in Bunia, and Liberia is smaller than Ituri, the region in which Bunia stands, which itself makes up perhaps a quarter of the area which needs to be in view. 

The October 2003 report of the UN panel of experts continues to name UK-based companies and individuals as having participated in the illegal exploitation of Congolese natural resources. In paragraphs 20 and 21 of that report, on page 6—in a welter of acronyms that I shall not lay upon your Lordships—the panel notes its meetings with the OECD's Committee on International Investment and Multinational Enterprises, made up of the national contact points of the 34 countries subscribing to its guidelines. It notes that a participant described the meeting as a "wake-up" call for those involved and for the whole system. 

Those close to all this are concerned that Her Majesty's Government are dragging their feet about acting against UK-based companies and individuals named by the panel on the ground that the panel's evidence remains insufficient. But how, in the conditions obtaining in the DRC, could the panel have done more? What further will the Government do to show that they are serious about all this and to gain the information that is required? Could the Trade and Industry Select Committee play a part? 

The panel has produced for the UN further ample evidence that most, if not all, of those participating in the TNG are at the same time continuing to compete with each other in maintaining and developing their bases for power and mineral exploitation up and down the eastern Congo, thus prolonging the conflicts and the suffering of the people. In this, many of them continue to have the active support—indeed, to be acting as proxies—of powerful elements from neighbouring states whose forces have not comprehensively withdrawn within their own borders. Ugandans, let alone NGO personnel, have further linked Uganda's continuing failure to bring to an end the murderous activity of the LRA with the corruption of its armed forces by their years of largely 

3 Dec 2003 : Column 380
illegal activity in the DRC. What further steps will the Government take in the light of this continuing, depressing information in support of the TNG process? 

Lastly, and briefly, the panel repeatedly notes that illegal exploitation, the continuation of the conflict and the flow of arms are inextricably linked. Your Lordships, let alone the Government, will have seen Shattered Lives: the case for tough international arms control, recently published by Amnesty and Oxfam. Will the Government make the DRC an embargoed destination for arms, including so-called "small arms", sold from the UK or by UK nationals? Will they initiate effective end-use monitoring and effective sanctions? Why should powers of this order be in place with regard to UK nationals suspected of paedophilia or of terrorism but not of the trafficking of small arms? 

Perhaps the Government's joint strategy paper for the Great Lakes Region, long required and anticipated and promised in October for 6th November, has been delayed so that it can include a full response to the range of questions that I have tried to summarise, raised for us all by the UN panel's report. 
Democratic Republic of the Congo

18th November, 2003.
Ann McKechin: To ask the Secretary of State for Foreign and Commonwealth Affairs what plans his Department has made to investigate British companies named in the final report of the UN Panel of Experts on the Illegal Exploitation of Natural Resources in the Democratic Republic of the Congo. [136359] 

Mr. Timms: I have been asked to reply. 

The Government take allegations against UK companies in any UN Panel's report seriously. If we are provided with sufficient evidence that a company has broken UK law, we will take action. 

Separately, the DTI, acting as National Contact Point (NCP) for the Organisation for Economic Co-operation and Development (OECD) Guidelines, is aware of the Panel's report and potential cases arising from it. The role of the NCP is to facilitate a dialogue between the two parties with a view to resolving the issues raised. In this situation, however, the NCP cannot mediate between the parties as the Expert Panel has disbanded on the expiry of its mandate (31 October). The evidence that has been supplied to the NCP by the UN Panel, after several requests by HMG, is general in content and relates only to some of the named companies. DTI will therefore have difficulty progressing these cases, under the Guidelines, on the basis of what has been provided so far. 

Mr. Menzies Campbell: To ask the Secretary of State for Foreign and Commonwealth Affairs what independent mechanisms exist for the United Nations Panel on the Democratic Republic of the Congo to 
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pursue its investigations into the exploitation of the Congo's natural resources; and what the policy of the Government is in relation to the establishment of such independent capability. [137619] 

Mr. Straw: The Expert Panel on the Illegal Exploitation of Natural Resources in the DRC disbanded on the expiry of its mandate (31 October 2003). I am not aware of any other independent mechanisms that exist for the Panel to pursue its investigations. 

We have taken the allegations against UK companies in all of the UN Panel's reports very seriously. The report's proposals for preventing the re-occurrence of illegal exploitation are helpful. If we are provided with evidence that a company has broken UK law, we will take legal action. But this latest report fails to substantiate allegations made against UK companies in earlier reports. The evidence that has been supplied to the DTI, the National Contact Point for Organisation for Economic Co-operation and Development (OECD) Guidelines, is circumstantial and general in content. DTI is seeking clarification. 

Mr. Menzies Campbell: To ask the Secretary of State for Foreign and Commonwealth Affairs what representations his Department has received from British-based individuals and companies relating to the release of information about such companies and individuals by the UN Panel on the Democratic Republic of the Congo in its recent report; and if he will make a statement. [137620] 

Mr. Straw: The Department of Trade and Industry, acting as the National Contact Point (NCP) for the Organisation for Economic Co-operation and Development (OECD) guidelines on Multi National Enterprises (MNEs), has been approached by three companies named in the final UN Panel report. Details of these exchanges will remain confidential under the provisions of the Guidelines. We are still waiting for evidence to be supplied by the Panel on a number of UK companies named in the report. We will publish a statement on the report once all the evidence has been received by the NCP (DTI) and the necessary next steps have been taken. 

Mr. Menzies Campbell: To ask the Secretary of State for Foreign and Commonwealth Affairs what representations the United Kingdom made to the UN in relation to United Kingdom-based individuals and companies mentioned in the report on the Democratic Republic of the Congo; and if he will make a statement. [137621] 

Mr. Straw: The Department for Trade and Industry, acting as the National Contact Point (NCP) for the Organisation for Economic Co-operation and Development (OECD) guidelines on Multi National Enterprises (MNEs), contacted the UN Expert Panel on the illegal exploitation of natural resources in the Democratic Republic of the Congo (DRC) on three separate occasions, (between April and September 2003), to request information to substantiate allegations made against UK companies and individuals in its earlier reports. The UK Deputy Permanent representative to the UN in New York asked Ambassador Kassem, the chair of the Expert Panel, personally for further 
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information on the named UK companies and individuals on 11 March 2003. An official from the Foreign and Commonwealth Office also wrote to Ambassador Kassem on 29 May with the same request. On 6 October 2003, an official from our High Commission in Nairobi contacted the political officer of the Panel to request the information. We continue to take every opportunity to seek to clarify the allegations made against UK companies and individuals. 

Mrs. Spelman: To ask the Secretary of State for International Development if he will make a statement on the report by a UN commission on the misuse of the Democratic Republic of Congo's natural resources. [136347] 
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Hilary Benn: I am currently considering the Final Report of the UN Panel of Experts on the Illegal Exploitation of Natural Resources in the Democratic Republic of Congo and I shall write to the hon. Lady as soon as possible. 

Tom BrakeI want to refer to two issues that are not directly linked to Cancun but have a bearing on our relationship with developing countries. There is the problem in the Democratic Republic of Congo. The Minister will no doubt be aware that a report has been published today by the UN experts panel on the activities of various UK companies and UK individuals in the Democratic Republic of Congo. According to the report, a number of UK companies have some serious questions to answer about their activities there. 

If developing countries do not see the UK Government and others taking some responsibility for overseeing what their nationals and companies are doing in a developing country, they will have significant doubts about whether they are keen on trade liberalisation and opening up their countries to further foreign investment. Perhaps the Minister will comment on that and its relevance to the debate. 

The final issue that has a bearing on today's debate is that of aid. In the absence of fairer trade and the boost that that can give to developing countries, we have to be more aware of aid and its significance. I wonder whether the Minister is in a position to confirm reports suggesting that, because of the funds required for reconstruction in Iraq, the aid programme set aside for middle-income countries such as Bolivia, Bosnia and Peru is being stopped or postponed. If so, what assessment has been made of the impact on those countries and on the programmes that the aid would have supported? 
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Mineral Imports
11 Nov 2003
Jeremy Corbyn: To ask the Secretary of State for Trade and Industry what investigations have been overtaken by officials of her Department into the production methods of minerals imported from the Democratic Republic of Congo. [136511] 

Mr. Mike O'Brien: None. 

Diamond Trade

14th October, 2003.

12. Mr. Stephen O'Brien (Eddisbury): If he will make a statement on the role of the United Nations in ending the illegal trade in diamonds in Africa. [132009] 

The Parliamentary Under-Secretary of State for Foreign and Commonwealth Affairs (Mr. Bill Rammell): The United Nations has helped to break the link in Africa between illicit sales of rough diamonds and armed conflict through a combination of embargoes on the diamond trade and the deployment of peacekeeping operations in countries such as Angola, Liberia and Sierra Leone, as well as through several resolutions in support of the Kimberley process certification scheme for rough diamonds—a scheme that this Government pushed for strongly. 

Mr. O'Brien : The Minister will have read the UN report on the illegal exploitation of natural resources in the Democratic Republic of the Congo that was published a full year ago in October 2002. Does he agree 

14 Oct 2003 : Column 18
that the trade in so-called dirty diamonds is one of the greatest evils blighting large parts of the African continent? Can he therefore assure the House that if there is any evidence of a British person being involved in that evil trade, firm and effective action will immediately be taken to deal with that person and that trade? 

Mr. Rammell: I share the hon. Gentleman's concern about the diamond trade—that is why we have initiated and supported the Kimberley diamond process certification scheme. I believe that he refers to the Democratic Republic of the Congo expert panel on natural resources. If substantiated evidence comes forward, we shall investigate it and take action. We remain willing to investigate the panel's allegation when such evidence becomes available. I understand that further information and analysis is expected in the panel's next report in late October. One of the worries about the process is the time it takes the United Nations committee to come up with substantiating evidence. 

Mrs. Gwyneth Dunwoody (Crewe and Nantwich): The Minister knows that attempts to stop the trade will be strongly supported in the House. However, does he agree that it is vital that the genuine trade of African countries that produce diamonds and are utterly dependent on that is not damaged? Such damage is unacceptable. 

Mr. Rammell: I understand and share my hon. Friend's concern. That is why the Kimberley process certification scheme has been structured as it has, with the participation of the African states. It ensures that the legitimate diamond trade can continue to provide resources and funds to help rebuild those countries that so desperately need it. 

Democratic Republic of Congo

1st September, 2003.
Mr. Caton: To ask the Secretary of State for Foreign and Commonwealth Affairs what assessment he has made of the UN Security Council report alleging exploitation of natural resources from Congo by other countries involved in the current conflict. [126701] 

Mr. Mullin: The UN Expert Panel on the Illegal Exploitation of Natural Resources and Other Forms of Wealth of the Democratic Republic of Congo made a first report in October 2002. The panel's mandate was extended with our support earlier this year. The Panel will present their interim report to the Security Council on 24 July. We are still assessing the interim report, which was recently published on the UN website. 

Mr. Caton: To ask the Secretary of State for Foreign and Commonwealth Affairs what action he is taking to ensure that British-based industrial users of coltan from the Democratic Republic of Congo are not purchasing smuggled coltan. [126702] 

Mr. Rammell: We recognise that the exploitation of natural resources contributes to the underlying economic causes of conflict in the Democratic Republic of Congo (DRC). As permanent members of the UN Security Council, the UK supported Resolution 1457 (2003) which reiterates the Security Council's commitment to take appropriate action to help put an end to the illegal exploitation of the resources of the DRC. We continue to uphold EU sanctions (an arms embargo and visa restrictions) and support related action in the UN. There are currently no restrictions on the import of coltan into the UK. However, in the case of undeclared imports of coltan into the UK, HM Customs have powers to seize the goods as with other illegal exports. 

The UK is exploring how to improve governance of natural resource extraction, including through the Extractive Industries Transparency Initiative backed by my right hon. Friend the Prime Minister. 

Mr. Caton: To ask the Secretary of State for Foreign and Commonwealth Affairs what assessment he has made of the impact of (a) smuggling and (b) sale of coltan from Congo by armed forces from (i) Rwanda, (ii) Uganda and (iii) Burundi on the human rights situation in the Democratic Republic of Congo. [126704] 

Mr. Rammell: The UN Expert Panel report on the Illegal Exploitation of Natural Resources in the Democratic Republic of Congo (DRC), published in October 2002, provides extensive details of the widespread exploitation of the DRC's natural resources, including coltan. The report states that elite networks linked to the governments/militaries of the DRC, Rwanda and Uganda are the main players in the smuggling and/or sale of coltan; Burundi's role is small in comparison. Such exploitation continues today, with the active co-operation of the various rebel groups operating in the eastern part of DRC. The human rights of many citizens of the DRC have already been severely eroded by many years of violent civil war and the ensuing chaos. The trade in coltan has played a part in this conflict. 

Request for debate on DRC.

26th June, 2003.
Norman Lamb (North Norfolk): Will the Leader of the House arrange for a statement about the desperate situation in the Democratic Republic of the Congo? There is more news this week of an offensive by Rwandan-backed rebels, which could plunge Rwanda and Uganda back into direct confrontation. Could such a statement also deal with the Government's response to the UN panel of experts' report that was published at the beginning of November last year, pointing to the direct link between exploitation of the country's natural 
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resources and the continuation of the conflict? Nothing much has happened since then. What is the Government's response? 

Peter Hain: As the hon. Gentleman knows, the European Union agreed a mission to establish a peacekeeping operation, which is now in the Congo, but the situation is desperate. It is a huge country—virtually the size of the entire European continent—that has been plunged into successive conflicts. The international community, as manifested in Europe's determination to act with the blessing of the United Nations, must ensure that stability is brought to the country. 
Democratic Republic of the Congo
25th May, 2003
Norman Lamb: To ask the Secretary of State for Foreign and Commonwealth Affairs pursuant to his Answer of 3 February 2003, Official Report, column 7W, on the Democratic Republic of the Congo, whether he has received the further information requested from the UN Expert Panel. [116213] 

Mr. Rammell: The UK Government have not received any of the requested information from the UN Expert Panel on the Illegal Exploitation of Natural Resources in the Democratic Republic of Congo (DRC). 

Since 3 February, the UK Government have made several further requests to the Panel for information. On 11 March the UK's Deputy Permanent Representative to the UN asked for specific information relating UK linked companies and individuals to the exploitation of natural resources in the DRC. The UK's National Contact Point for the Organisation for Economic Co-operation and Development (OECD) has asked the Panel on several occasions, including at the OECD's conference in Paris on 11 April, for details of communications with UK linked companies alleged to have breached OECD guidelines. Officials at the Foreign and Commonwealth Office wrote to the Chair of the Panel on 29 May asking for evidence supporting the allegations against UK linked companies and individuals. 

Democratic Republic of Congo
16th May, 2003
Mr. Menzies Campbell: To ask the Secretary of State for Foreign and Commonwealth Affairs what reports the Government have received since 1 January 2002 from (a) international governmental organisations, (b) international NGOs and (c) other sources, regarding the supply of Hawk jet spare parts to the Democratic Republic of Congo; what the content was of the reports; what action has been taken; and if he will make a statement [112328] 

Mr. Straw: The Foreign and Commonwealth Office received many reports from international governmental organisations, international NGOS and other sources. To the best of our knowledge only one of these refers to the supply of Hawk jet spare parts to the Democratic Republic of Congo. This is the report of the UN Expert Panel on the Illegal Exploitation of Natural Resources in the Democratic Republic of Congo (the Panel) published on 15 October 2002. It is available on the internet at: http://www.un.org/Docs/journal/asp/ws.asp?m=S/2002/1146. 

We supported and developed a new mandate for the Panel, asking them to provide evidence supporting the allegations in their report of 15 October 2002. We have asked the Panel for information about the supply of Hawk jet spare parts, but have not yet received it. We continue to repeat our requests for this information. 

There is an EU arms embargo against the DRC. We condemn the sale or supply of arms to DRC, whether from a European country or otherwise, while this embargo is in place. 

Zimbabwe.

16th May, 2003. 

Mr. Menzies Campbell: To ask the Secretary of State for Foreign and Commonwealth Affairs what steps the Government has taken to investigate the allegations that British-made spares for Hawk aircraft were shipped to the Zimbabwean Airforce in contravention of sanctions against Zimbabwe; and what the results were of the investigations. [112327] 

Mr. Straw: The UN Expert Panel on the Illegal Exploitation of the Natural Resources of the Democratic Republic of Congo (the Panel) published a report on 15 October 2002. In it the Panel alleged that British made Hawk jet spare parts were supplied to Zimbabwe in contravention of EU sanctions. The UK Government takes these allegations seriously. We have ascertained: that there was no application for a licence to export these goods to Zimbabwe; and that HM Customs have no information about the export of these goods from the UK. In order to follow up this allegation, and others, we supported a new mandate for the Panel to provide the Security Council and UN member states with information supporting the Panel's allegations. The Panel has begun its work, and we have specifically asked them for information relating to the sale of British made Hawk jet spare parts to Zimbabwe. We have not yet received this information from the Panel. We are repeating our request. 

Democratic Republic of Congo: Exploitation of Natural Resources.
28th April, 2003

The Earl of Sandwich asked Her Majesty's Government: 

When and how they will respond to the latest report of the United Nations panel of experts on the exploitation of natural resources in the Democratic Republic of Congo.[HL2515] 

Baroness Amos: The UK supported Resolution 1457 (2003) which reiterates the UN Security Council's commitment to take appropriate action to help put an end to the plundering of the resources of the DRC. The report did not, however, contain sufficient information to substantiate the assertion made in it that the UK companies named had not complied with OECD guidelines. We have again asked the chairman of the Panel of Experts for this information (most recently on 11 March) and once it has been provided, we will respond to the report in more detail. bjc 

Congo: UN Expert Panel.
4th March, 2003.

Baroness Williams of Crosby asked Her Majesty's Government: 

Whether, in the light of United Nations Security Council Resolution 1457, they are now investigating those United Kingdom companies and individuals listed in Annex III to the report of the Panel of Experts on Congo and reminding them of their 
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obligations under the Organisation for Economic Co-operation and Development Guidelines for Multinational Enterprises.[HL1742] 

Baroness Amos: SCR 1457 (2003) extended the mandate of the UN Expert Panel for a further six months. In the light of the panel's findings, Her Majesty's Government will consider taking appropriate action where there is clear evidence of wrongdoing. 
Democratic Republic of the Congo.
7th January, 2003.
Norman Lamb: To ask the Secretary of State for Foreign and Commonwealth Affairs whether he has received further information from the UN Security Council with respect to the allegations set out in the Panel of Experts Report on the Democratic Republic of the Congo; and if he will make a statement. [95089] 

Mr. Rammell: We asked for further information from the UN Expert Panel in November 2002. The Panel was unable to re-start work until it had been granted a new mandate. This was given by UN Security Council Resolution 1457, agreed on 24 January. We will continue to press for an early response. 

Mr. Letwin: To ask the Secretary of State for Foreign and Commonwealth Affairs whether he has made representations to the Government of the Democratic Republic of the Congo about the skinning alive of cats to make fur toys. [93579] 

Mr. Rammell: The FCO is unaware of the background to this question and has not raised this issue with the Government of the DRC. 
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Democratic Republic of the Congo.
7th January, 2003
Ann McKechin: To ask the Secretary of State for Foreign and Commonwealth Affairs what assessment his Department has made of the Final Report of the UN Panel of Experts on the Illegal Exploitation of Natural Resources and Other Forms of Wealth of the Democratic Republic of the Congo. [87049] 

Mr. Rammell: The UK fully supports the work of the UN Panel and welcomes its latest report. This highlights the activities of Xcriminal elites" operating throughout the region to exploit the DRC's natural resources. We hope the information in the report can be used to call those involved to account, although more information will be required to substantiate many of the claims made. 

The Panel's mandate expired on 18 October. We are still in discussion with the UN about the allegations. The Security Council is considering the extension of the panel's mandate to allow discussions to continue. 
Democratic Republic of Congo
7th January, 2003
Dr. Tonge: To ask the Secretary of State for International Development what representations she has made to the Committee for International Investment and Multinational Enterprises to consult with (a) NGOs and (b) others regarding the report of the UN Panel of Experts on the economic causes of conflict in the Democratic Republic of Congo. [88702] 

Clare Short: The UK, along with other members of the Security Council, has asked for more information on the claims made in the panel's latest report. We have asked specifically for information on the allegations made against UK companies and nationals. We have yet to receive this material. Once we do we will take a view on what further action to pursue, both nationally and through OECD channels. 
Democratic Republic of the Congo.
17th December, 2002

Ann McKechin: To ask the Secretary of State for International Development what assessment her Department has made of the Final Report of the UN Panel of Experts on the Illegal Exploitation of Natural Resources and Other Forms of Wealth of the Democratic Republic of the Congo. [87050] 

Clare Short: We broadly welcome the final report of the UN Panel of Experts, which contains some important recommendations aimed at ensuring that the Democratic Republic of Congo's natural resources are used for the benefit of all its people. However we believe that it contains significant inaccuracies and some allegations on which there is no evidence. We and other members of the Security Council have asked for further information from the panel on the claims contained within it. The panel's mandate expired when it submitted its final report, and there is currently no mechanism or process in place to take forward their work. We are working on a draft Security Council Resolution to resolve this administrative problem. 
Avient Air
(5th December 2002)

Norman Lamb: To ask the Secretary of State for Foreign and Commonwealth Affairs pursuant to his answer of 19 November 2002, Official Report, columns 44–50W, whether discussions have taken place in the last two years between British Government officials and (a) Andrew Smith and (b) other representatives of Avient Air in Zimbabwe on matters other than the sale of military equipment. [82998] 

Mr. Rammell [holding answer 25 November 2002]: Further investigation has revealed that there have been a number of discussions in the last two years between Andrew Smith and British Government officials in London and Freetown concerning Mr. Smith's interest in a civil aviation contract in Sierra Leone. Mr. Smith has also made representations to officials following the publication of the UN Panel Report on the DRC. 
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In addition, further investigation has revealed that the previous Political Counsellor at the British High Commission in Harare met Mr. Smith on a number of occasions in the last two years, and that our Defence Attaché in Zimbabwe had a meeting with Mr. Smith in October 2001. The Defence Attaché also met him informally at several social events in that year. 

I have instructed officials to continue investigations into contacts between Mr. Smith and Government officials and I will write if I have any further information. 

Norman Lamb: To ask the Secretary of State for Foreign and Commonwealth Affairs what discussions took place in (a) 1998, (b) 1999 and (c) 2000 between British Government officials and (i) Mr. Andrew Smith and (ii) other representatives of Avient Air in (A) Zimbabwe and (B) the UK with regard to (1) sales of military equipment, (2) military operations in the Democratic Republic of Congo and (3) other matters. [83034] 

Mr. Rammell [holding answer 25 November 2002]: British High Commission officials in Zimbabwe had contact with Mr. Smith on a number of occasions between 1998 and 2000, including at social events. British officials did not at any time encourage, support or promote Mr. Smith's activities in the DRC. 

I have instructed officials to continue investigations into contacts between Mr. Smith and Government officials and I will write if I have any further information.
Democratic Republic of Congo

(19th November 2002)
Norman Lamb: To ask the Secretary of State for Foreign and Commonwealth Affairs if he will make a statement on the activities of Andrew Smith and Avient Air as referred to in paragraph 55 of the UN Experts Panel report on the DRC. [81765] 

Mr. Rammell: We have asked the UN for information regarding allegations made against British companies or UK nationals. We have yet to receive a response. 

Avient Air

Norman Lamb: To ask the Secretary of State for Foreign and Commonwealth Affairs what discussions have taken place in the past two years between British Government officials in (a) Zimbabwe, (b) other African countries and (c) the UK and (i) Mr Andrew Smith and (ii) other representatives of Avient Air with regard to (A) sales of military equipment and (B) other matters. [81764] 

Mr. Rammell: There has been no contact in the past two years, in either the UK or Zimbabwe, between Foreign Office officials and Andrew Smith or representatives of Avient Air regarding the sales of 
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military equipment. To identify contacts in other African countries on other matters could be done only at disproportionate cost.
BAE Systems
4th November 2002
7. Paul Farrelly (Newcastle-under-Lyme): What role his Department has had in the promotion of arms sales by BAE Systems in the last two years, with particular reference to spare parts. [76699] 

The Secretary of State for Defence (Mr. Geoffrey Hoon): The Government are committed to encouraging and supporting legitimate United Kingdom defence exports. The Defence Export Services Organisation—DESO—within the Ministry of Defence is responsible for co-ordinating such support. In line with that policy, DESO has provided varied assistance to BAE Systems during the past two years, across a number of potential overseas defence requirements. 

Paul Farrelly : I thank my right hon. Friend for that reply. He will be aware of the United Nations panel report, issued a fortnight ago, into illegal exploitation of resources in the Democratic Republic of the Congo. The report had wide press coverage and alleged, in particular, the busting of EU sanctions by Mr. John Bredenkamp, a Berkshire-based arms dealer. It stated that, earlier this year, that gentleman had brokered the delivery for the Zimbabwean air force, either directly or via a third country, of spare parts for Hawk jets made by British Aerospace. Will the Secretary of State undertake to investigate those serious allegations with the Foreign Office and the Department of Trade and Industry, review any relationships between his Department and Mr. Bredenkamp, as well as any role anywhere in the export of Hawk spares by British Aerospace; and report back on his conclusions and thereby play his part— 

Mr. Speaker: Order. I think that the Secretary of State could manage an answer. 

Mr. Hoon: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. I had got the message. 
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The Government certainly take seriously all credible reports of misuse or diversion of UK exported equipment. All our overseas missions have standing instructions to look into and report on any allegations of such misuse in the countries that they cover. 

As regards the specific allegations made by my hon. Friend, the Government are investigating the matter.

Democratic Republic of Congo

29 October 2002
Mr. Ancram: To ask the Secretary of State for Foreign and Commonwealth Affairs what assessment his Department has made of the claims in the UN's Panel of Experts report on the Illegal Exploitation of Natural Resources in the Democratic Republic of Congo that British Aerospace spare parts for Zimbabwe Defence Force Hawk jets were supplied to the DRC early in 2002 in breach of European Union sanctions on Zimbabwe; what information he has on the role (a) Mr. John Bredenkamp, (b) the Aviation Consultancy Services Company and (c) other individuals or companies played in mediating those deals; who granted the export licences; and if he will make a statement. [77983] 

Mr. Straw: We are looking into the UN panel report. We take seriously any allegation that the UK or EU arms embargoes on Zimbabwe may have been circumvented. Any action in the UK would be a matter for the relevant authorities. We are aware of allegations of past arms dealing activities by Mr. John Bredenkamp. I am unable to provide the precise information requested by the right hon. Member under Exemption 1 of the Code of Practice on Access to Government Information. 

Mr. Ancram: To ask the Secretary of State for Foreign and Commonwealth Affairs what information he has received concerning claims made in the UN's Panel of Experts report on the Illegal Exploitation of Natural Resources in the Democratic Republic of Congo that Aviation Consultancy Services Company represents British Aerospace; and if he will make a statement. [77984] 
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Mr. Straw: We are looking very closely at all allegations made in the report. Any alleged connexion between ACS and British Aerospace is a matter for British Aerospace. 

