[image: D:\Image\PforT\Final Logo PFT.jpg]
Report submitted to the Human Rights Committee regarding United Kingdom review
Partners for Transparency
The United Kingdom submitted the eighth periodic report to the Human Rights Committee pursuant to the optional reporting procedure in June 2021, which was supposed to be submitted in 2020. This report has been shared with Partners for Transparency, including the legislative and implementation measures taken by the United Kingdom to advance the rights contained in the International Covenant on Civil and Political Rights (hereinafter referred to as the Covenant) as well as the UK’s treatment of the list of issues submitted by the Committee in 2020. Partners for Transparency emphasizes that although the UK is a stable democracy in which the government enforces strong protections for political rights And civil liberties. However, recent years are cause for concern, especially concerns related to the increasing frequency and practices of government surveillance of the population, as well as the growth of hate speech, in addition to the legislative and legal restriction of civil liberties, especially the right to freedom of opinion and expression and the right to peaceful assembly. In this report, Partners identifies gaps in the UK's eighth report, specifically in materials where Partners sees limited UK compliance.
1. Modern slavery (Article 8)
The United Kingdom has not addressed various allegations regarding the prevalence of modern slavery, and The State has committed, in its reports submitted to the treaty committees, to combat the practice of modern slavery. However, the information reviewed by Partners indicates the continuation of this phenomenon, and this practice has remained prevalent in the United Kingdom, where the 2023 Global Slavery Index estimates that There are 122,000 people living in modern slavery in the UK at the moment[footnoteRef:1]. The National Referral Mechanism for Modern Slavery continued to deal with potential victims of modern slavery, and in 2022 alone, 17,000 potential victims were referred to this mechanism, according to the reports of the Modern Slavery Index for 2023[footnoteRef:2], which is an increase of approximately 33% compared to the number of cases referred to the mechanism in 2021. These data also represent the largest number of cases of potential victims referred to the mechanism since its establishment. Contemporary slavery, according to Article Eight of the Covenant, includes forced labor practices. In 2022, the United Kingdom witnessed an increase of about 134% in the practice of labor exploitation compared to previous years. Reports have been received about mechanisms for dealing with forced labor in a number of sectors, such as agriculture, construction, and domestic service. Despite UK’s commitment to combating forced labor, legislative measures contradict this commitment, as The British government discussed a draft law on strikes or the minimum service provision law, and The draft law to be adopted includes various texts allows the forced expulsion of workers in some sectors. These articles allow labor unions to be sued if they do not provide the minimum level of service provision. This legislation provides employers with the opportunity to practice exploitation against workers, which may pave the way for an environment conducive to forced labor[footnoteRef:3], and it undermines the UK's obligations to implement Article 8 of the Covenant. [1:  GLOBAL SLAVERY INDEX / COUNTRY STUDY MODERN SLAVERY IN UNITED KINGDOM, WALK FREE, https://www.walkfree.org/global-slavery-index/country-studies/united-kingdom/ ]  [2:  Ibid]  [3:  Anti-strike bill: a step toward forced labor in the UK? open democracy, https://www.opendemocracy.net/en/beyond-trafficking-and-slavery/anti-strike-bill-a-step-toward-forced-labour-in-the-uk/ ] 

2. Expulsion of foreigners (Article 13)
A foreigner lawfully residing in the territory of a State Party to the present Covenant may not be deported except in implementation of a decision taken in accordance with the law, under Article 13 of the Covenant, and in its eighth national report, the United Kingdom confirmed that deportation decisions taken in the United Kingdom are based on the decision of the Home Office that the foreigner has committed a serious criminal offense, represents a public danger, or poses a threat to national security. This means being forced to leave the UK and unable to return for at least 10 years and the expulsion process often concerns non-citizens convicted of criminal offences. There is no right for a person against whom a deportation decision has been issued to appeal in violation of the text of Article Thirteen. In October 2023, the United Kingdom's Department of Immigration asked the Home Office to consider ways in which it could cancel the visas of people suspected of being linked to hate crimes, and reports claimed that this measure was aimed at deporting people who support the Palestinian cause. However, Partners did not notice the deportation of any of the people who participated in demonstrations in support of the Palestinian cause[footnoteRef:4]. In a related context of the illegal deportation of residents in the State, the United Kingdom Home Secretary signed with its counterpart in Rwanda a new agreement to receive refugees[footnoteRef:5], despite the decision of the United Kingdom Supreme Court in November 2023 ruling that the bilateral agreement between the United Kingdom and Rwanda was illegal[footnoteRef:6], and it included The Supreme Court’s decision that Rwanda is an unsafe country for refugees and asylum seekers[footnoteRef:7]. However, the United Kingdom remained determined to implement the plan to deport refugees to the African country, and it is reported that the United Kingdom does not see an alternative to this plan to stop the flow of refugees to the Kingdom. This may be what prompted the United Kingdom to increase financial support under the agreement to Rwanda. However, the ruling Conservative Party refused to lift the confidentiality of the size of this financial support, which reports estimated at nearly half a billion dollars[footnoteRef:8]. [4:  Foreigners who praise Hamas could face deportation from UK, Arab news, https://www.arabnews.com/node/2390726/world ]  [5:  New agreement signed between UK and Rwanda to deport asylum seekers, Migrant News, https://tinyurl.com/zstb47pd ]  [6:  Ibid]  [7:  Ibid]  [8:  UK decides to keep cost of Rwanda deportations deal secret, https://www.news24.com/news24/africa/news/uk-decides-to-keep-cost-of-rwanda-deportations-deal-secret-20240110 ] 

In general, Partners noted an increase in measures aimed at forced deportation in the United Kingdom, and refugees, asylum seekers, and some migrant persons were targets of the government for deportation. The UK Government claimed in its national report that forced deportations only take place when the UK Government and its courts consider it safe to deport, and that if the UK Government receives any specific allegations that a returnee has been ill-treated upon return to their country of origin they will be investigated. But the reality is different, although many concerns have been raised about Rwanda as a third country not being safe due to serious concerns about human rights. In April 2022, the British government concluded an agreement with Rwanda and raised human rights concerns only to a very limited extent. The United Nations High Commissioner for Refugees has opposed this deal because it violates the fundamental right to seek asylum and violates the provisions of the Refugee Convention
3. The right to freedom of opinion and expression (Article 19)
The United Kingdom claimed in its national report that it does not place restrictions on the exercise of the right to freedom of opinion and expression, and that this represents part of the fundamental values of the United Kingdom[footnoteRef:9]. As a State party to the present Covenant, the United Kingdom is committed to the right of everyone to hold opinions without interference and to freedom of expression. This right includes freedom to seek, receive, and impart various kinds of information and ideas to others, regardless of frontiers, whether in written or printed form, or by any other means he chooses, as long as it does not infringe the rights or reputations of others or endanger national security[footnoteRef:10], public order, public health or public morals, and consistent with this article, section 10 of the UK Human Rights Act protects the right to freedom of expression, but it can be said that this right faces some restrictions through some practices undertaken by the United Kingdom government, which was reflected in the United Kingdom’s ranking in the Press Freedom Index, where the United Kingdom came in 26th place on the World Press Freedom Index 2022, down two places from the year 2021. Despite this, the British media scene still suffers from a lack of pluralism, as only three companies dominate the national newspaper market, and the concentration of power and influence in the hands of a very small number, and the British Broadcasting Corporation (BBC) is still facing accusations of politicization due to its funding. It has repercussions on freedom of the press, especially in light of the British government’s issuance in 2022 and 2023 of a number of laws and legislation that restricted freedom of the media, freedom of opinion, and access to information. The arrest of journalists covering the protests was also a clear violation of the exercise of this right. There are also concerns about draft laws proposed in the parliamentary process that threaten to criminalize investigative journalism, in addition to the fact that the safety of journalists remains a source of concern in Northern Ireland, which is part of the United Kingdom, where journalists face threats because of their coverage of organized crime and widespread impunity and lack of accountability for abusive practices against journalists there, privacy and anti-terrorism laws have also been routinely used by UK courts to restrict freedom of the press. [9:  Eighth periodic report submitted by the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland under article 40 of the Covenant pursuant to the optional reporting procedure, due in 2021, http://tinyurl.com/yt7ncarw ]  [10:  International Covenant on Civil and Political Rights, https://www.ohchr.org/en/instruments-mechanisms/instruments/international-covenant-civil-and-political-rights ] 

Regarding the violation of freedom of opinion and expression, Partners noted that during the inauguration of King Charles III in 2022, the police carried out an arrest campaign against opponents of the monarchy, as the police in Scotland (within the jurisdiction of the United Kingdom) arrested two people over allegations of violating the peace. The authorities also charged a 22-year-old woman in connection with breach of the peace after she was arrested during the announcement of the king's inauguration outside St. Giles Cathedral in Edinburgh. These arbitrary arrests raise concerns regarding the right to freedom of opinion and expression. In a related context, some local organizations called on police officers to protect the right of people to assemble and demonstrate[footnoteRef:11]. In a related context, there have been accusations against the UK government of practicing double standards in dealing with freedom of opinion and expression, especially with regard to the government’s position on gatherings in support of the Palestinian cause, compared to its position on dealing with pro-Israel demonstrations[footnoteRef:12]. As for freedom of expression on the Internet, in September 2023, the government adopted the draft Internet Safety Law, which includes provisions that grant the proactive removal of illegal content and the one classified as harmful content through government platforms. It also allocates penalties for non-compliance[footnoteRef:13]. In a related context, there are still fears that the law will be used to restrict the right to freedom of opinion and expression on the Internet. In a related context, concerns regarding mass surveillance of private discussions persist. The Investigatory Powers Act (IPA) 2016 requires telecommunications companies to store customer metadata for a year as authorities can sometimes access it without judicial permission. [11:  Controversy over freedom of expression in Britain after the arrest of opponents of the monarchy, BBC website, September 2022, link, https://www.bbc.com/arabic/world-62884827 ]  [12:  Challenging media double standard – Resetting the agenda, he Institute of Race Relations, https://irr.org.uk/ ]  [13:  FREEDOM ON THE NET 2023 United Kingdom, freedom house, https://freedomhouse.org/country/united-kingdom/freedom-net/2023 ] 

4. Advocacy of hatred and incitement to discrimination (Article 20)
Partners has noted the measures the UK has taken to reduce hate speech, such as updating the Hate Crime Action Plan, however Partners remains concerned about insufficient measures to eliminate hate speech in a manner consistent with Article 20, paragraph 2, of the Act. The provisions of the Covenant prohibit any call to national, racial, or religious hatred that constitutes incitement to discrimination, hostility, or violence[footnoteRef:14]. However, hate speech continued to spread in the United Kingdom, according to official data. The United Kingdom recorded more than 145,000 hate speech crimes during the period from 2022 to March 2023[footnoteRef:15], and racially motivated hate speech crimes remained the most common compared to other crimes, as out of every 10 hate speech crimes, there were 7 crimes motivated by racism, which represents 70% of the crimes. Among the specific incidents, Partners documented on September 11, 2023 the attack of a man from the Sikh minority living in the United Kingdom in the town of Hounslow in west London, while the group that carried out the racially motivated assault was not identified, and no information was available regarding whether the police had opened an investigation into this incident[footnoteRef:16]. Partners noted that the United Kingdom justified the increase in the number of hate crimes by improving monitoring mechanisms and collecting data related to hate crimes in the United Kingdom. However, Partners believes that these justifications should not ignore the fact that there is an actual increase in the number of hate-related crimes in England, especially crimes motivated by racism and religious hate crimes. In general, Partners did not observe any meaningful measures taken by the United Kingdom to effectively implement the United Nations Strategy and Action Plan on Hate Speech[footnoteRef:17]. [14:  Ibid, Article 20, https://www.ohchr.org/en/instruments-mechanisms/instruments/international-covenant-civil-and-political-rights ]  [15:  Hate crime, England and Wales, 2022 to 2023 second edition, https://www.gov.uk/government/statistics/hate-crime-england-and-wales-2022-to-2023/hate-crime-england-and-wales-2022-to-2023 ]  [16:  https://twitter.com/hskalka/status/1701161521491968099 ]  [17:  United Nations Strategy and Plan of Action on Hate Speech, https://www.un.org/en/genocideprevention/hate-speech-strategy.shtml ] 

5. Peaceful assembly (Article 21)
Partners for Transparency reviewed the Human Rights Law in the United Kingdom, which stipulates in Article 11 the right to demonstrate. This article allows citizens to protest peacefully and join trade unions. Partners notes the importance of this article in supporting freedom of peaceful assembly in the United Kingdom, where leaders of gatherings resort to it when the police intend to cancel a demonstration, take advance steps to disrupt it, or keep personal information about the participants. Under the law, the government cannot impose restrictions on this right simply because it does not agree with the opinions of the demonstrators[footnoteRef:18]. At the same time, according to this article, it is not considered a violation of the right to assembly if public authorities request advance notice of plans to demonstrate, as long as the notification does not become an obstacle to freedom of assembly. Although freedom of assembly is generally respected in the UK, the right to assembly is affected by the Police and Crime Act 2022, which came into force in April 2022. The law gives more power to determine whether a protest may cause a serious disorder. Authorities may also restrict the actions of individual demonstrators under the law. The Council of Europe's Commissioner for Human Rights has previously criticized the law on the grounds that it would have a negative impact on peaceful assembly[footnoteRef:19]. In a context related to legislation approved by Parliament in the United Kingdom that places restrictions on the right to peaceful assembly, Parliament adopted in early 2023 the Public Order Law, a law that has been subjected to various criticisms due to the restrictions it places on the right to demonstrate. [18:  The Human Rights Act, article 11, https://www.equalityhumanrights.com/human-rights/human-rights-act ]  [19:  United Kingdom: Freedom in the World 2023, Freedom House, link, https://freedomhouse.org/country/united-kingdom/freedom-world/2023#CL ] 

According to human rights organizations, this law imposes unjustified restrictions on the right to peaceful assembly. These organizations considered that the law is not necessary because the British police have the powers to act against violent demonstrations that threaten public order. It also contravenes the United Kingdom's international obligations under international human rights law, as the law expands the scope of police powers to stop and search individuals, including without suspicion, and defines some new criminal acts in a very vague and broad way that can be used to impose restrictions on the exercise of this right. Unnecessary and disproportionate criminal penalties for people who organize or participate in peaceful demonstrations. This law would also give the UK courts the right to prevent affected individuals from being in specific places at times determined by the courts, or using the Internet in specific ways, and it may also lead to electronic monitoring of the individual concerned to ensure compliance with the provisions of the law. In addition, such orders can be issued against people who have not been convicted of any criminal offence[footnoteRef:20]. In general, it can be concluded that various threats surround the right to freedom of peaceful assembly in the United Kingdom, and according to various reports, cases of arrest and searches in London increased by more than 20% during the protests that were organized on weekends in 2020 and 2021. The UK has also imposed disproportionate restrictions on demonstrations in solidarity with the Palestinian people, so failure to address these practices and revise various legislation that impose restrictions on the right to peaceful assembly will see the UK regress in its compliance with the implementation of this article of the Covenant. [20:  UN High Commissioner for Human Rights urges UK to roll back deeply troubling public order law, OHCHR, April 2023, link, https://www.ohchr.org/ar/press-releases/2023/04/un-human-rights-chief-urges-uk-reverse-deeply-troubling-public-order-bill ] 

Recommendations
· Taking additional measures to stop the practices of modern slavery in the United Kingdom and establish more mechanisms to combat this phenomenon.
· Opening transparent and credible investigations into hate speech practices, especially those targeting people from religious and ethnic minorities.
· Ensuring the exercise of freedom of expression, freedom of the press and the right to information for all persons residing in the United Kingdom.
· Revision of recently adopted legislation that can be used to impose various restrictions on the right to freedom of peaceful assembly.
· The need for the UK government to adhere to its international obligations not to forcibly return any citizen, whether a legal resident or an asylum seeker.
· Make further efforts to optimally implement the United Nations strategy and plan of action to combat hate speech.
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