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AM: Listening to that is Lisa Nandy, Labour’s Shadow Foreign 

Secretary. Lisa Nandy, I hope you were able to hear the interview 

with the Chinese Ambassador as well. Do you think that the 

treatment of Uighur people in northern China amounts to 

genocide, and if you do what do you think the government should 

be doing about it? 

LN: Well, it certainly looks that way. I’m not a legal expert but I 

think that the deliberate persecution and killing of a large group of 

people on the basis of their ethnicity or nationhood, you know, the 

images that you showed today were just astonishing. What was 

more astonishing was the reaction to that. We know that Uighurs 

are being forced into re-education camps, we know that women 

are being forcibly sterilised. We know as well that recently the US 

intercepted a shipment of human hair that is believed to belong to 

the Uighur people that was entering the United States. I mean, I 

think that the UK has a role to play in this. You can see how 

difficult this is from the way that the Chinese Ambassador 

responded to your questions. But one very quick and simple thing 

that the UK government could and should be doing is to impose 

sanctions on Chinese officials who are involved in persecuting 

Uighur, and they could do that tomorrow. 

 

AM: Let me turn to the Russian side of things. During the general 

election campaign we all remember the use the Labour Party 

made of those trade documents and the NHS. If it turns out to be 

true that they were in the public domain thanks to the Russian 

agents putting them there, is that not embarrassing for the Labour 
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Party? Should you not have investigated more the origin of those 

documents before using them? 

LN: Well, I honestly don’t know what investigations were done. I 

wasn’t in the Shadow Cabinet at the time and I don’t know how 

those documents were obtained or why they were used. I mean, 

they did seem to point to the fact that the UK government was 

considering putting the NHS into the mix as part of the trade 

negotiations with the US. So I can see why a Labour leader who 

was concerned to defend the NHS – 

AM: Would you use such documents again if they came from 

Russian agents? 

LN: No. I mean, if I was making that decision – I’m sure if Keir 

Starmer was making that decision and we knew that they’d come 

from Russian agents, of course we wouldn’t use them. And in fact 

I’ve said before and I say it again, we got it wrong on Russia. 

When the Salisbury attack happened, which you referenced in 

your interview with the Russian Ambassador, we should not have 

equivocated or prevaricated, we should not have called for 

consensus. This was a chemical attack on the streets of the United 

Kingdom, and by failing to be clear about that we weren’t just 

failing to be tough on the Russian authoritarian regime that 

oppresses its own people and is repeatedly concerned that it’s 

interfered in British democracy, but we also let the Tories off the 

hook for being too complacent and too slow to respond to the 

Putin government.  

 

AM: Let me turn to the case of Shamima Begum, who at the age 

of 15 went to the Islamic State and is now trying to come back to 

Britain. The government have just lost a judicial review case on 

this. In the past you have said that she’s got every right to come 

back here, and you have, as it were, been warm to her. Overnight 

the Labour Party’s statement on this was rather different in tone. 

It said, ‘we will not be welcoming the prospect of anyone 

returning to this country who wishes us harm.’ Frankly, which is it? 
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LN: Well, what I’m said before about the Shamima Begum case is 

that it looks very much to me that the law was on the side of 

bringing her back to the UK because it’s not legal to deny 

someone a fair trial or to make them stateless by removing their 

citizenship. Now, there may be a case for that. The Home 

Secretary certainly was within his rights to investigate that and 

should have taken proper legal advice to see whether it would 

have been possible to deal with this case overseas. After all, the 

security services have consistently said that they believe that she’s 

a threat to the United Kingdom and to our security. But he didn’t 

do that, and he didn’t bring her back to face British justice here. 

What he did was play to the gallery and shoot from the hip, and 

as a consequence we’ve got into a place now where several years 

later she is coming back to the United Kingdom and that a 

precedent may have been set where many other people may 

return as well. Now, I’m not convinced that we’re prepared for 

that, and I think that the blame for that lies squarely at the 

Conservative government’s door. 

 

AM: Well, we’re able to put it to the Conservative government 

right now. Lisa Nandy, thanks very much indeed for talking to us. 

(ends) 

 


