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AM: Om Thursday more than a thousand people crossed the 
Channel to reach the UK in small boats. It was a new record. More 
than 24,000 migrants have crossed the Channel so far this year. 
Nick Thomas-Symonds is the Shadow Home Secretary. Welcome, 
Mr Thomas-Symonds. Let me ask you, I know that you’ll be highly 
critical of the government and you can say this is a really serious 
problem, but before we get to that what would be your own 
practical answers to solving it? 
NT-S: Well, good morning, Andrew. Good to join you, and you’re 
absolutely right in your opening that there are thousands of lives 
being risked in the English Channel on a day to day basis, I’m 
afraid, and the Home Secretary’s incompetence on this matter is 
dangerous. What would I be doing as Home Secretary? Well, I 
would be firstly getting an effective deal with the French 
authorities. The issue with Priti Patel is that she’s more interested 
in a diplomatic spat than she is in a workable deal. And the deal 
as we have it focuses on the coast, it focuses on patrols. Now, I’m 
not saying that isn’t important, it is, but we also need in that deal 
to be looking upstream. We need to be looking away from the 
coast to disrupt these vile people smugglers on the long routes, 
the long well-established routes that people have taken to reach 
northern France in the first place. Secondly - can I just finish the 
point, please? Secondly what I would be doing is looking at the 
issue of safe and legal routes, particularly the Dubbs scheme, for 
example. Named after Alf Dubbs, who suffered persecution by the 
Nazis of course from the 1930s and escaped on the 
kindertransport. I would be reinstating that safe and legal route. 
And thirdly, we would be reinstating the 0.7 per cent international 
aid target, and the Department for International Development, 
which was the very money going to tackle the migrant crisis, to try 
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to prevent people becoming displaced from their homes around 
the world. 
 
AM: Well, let me look at your first answer there, which was more 
the solution part of it, which was a better deal with the French, 
because Priti Patel is offering the French quite a lot of British 
taxpayers’ money, 54 million pounds. The French have a 93-mile 
coast to protect, and I just put it to you that it is unlikely, 
unreasonable to expect the British taxpayer to pay enough to 
protect that entire coast, or to expect the French to be able to do 
that. In other words, we are not going to be able to stop this by 
blocking people off on the French coast. It’s too long, it would cost 
too much, and no one’s going to pay for it. 
NT-S: Well, that’s precisely the point I was just making, Andrew, 
that exclusively looking at the coast is not going to solve this 
problem. I mean, Priti Patel is spending somewhere in the region 
of a couple of a million pounds a week; I think the government 
spent in total over 200 million pounds on this. And you have to 
look at the sophistication of these vile people smuggling gangs. 
AM: I’m sorry, what would you be offering the French, what would 
you be giving the French that this government isn’t to solve this? 
NT-S: What I would be saying to the French is that this is a shared 
problem. We need to be working together, not just as the United 
Kingdom and France but with other countries too, to - 
AM: But what would we be offering them that this government 
isn’t? 
NT-S: Well, what I would be offering them which this government 
isn’t is not simply shouting at the French government about failure 
to act on the coast. What I would be saying is that there is a 
shared issue here which needs to be dealt with by more joint law 
enforcement operations away from the coast. 
 
AM: You really think that a friendly conversation will solve this? 
NT-S: No, Andrew, that’s not what I’m saying at all. What I’m 
saying is we have to move beyond looking at it exclusively in 
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terms of the coast and actually be willing to look at joint law 
enforcement on the routes that these vile people smugglers use 
much further away, often thousands of miles. And what I’d be 
saying to the French is that can be the focus as well as the coastal 
patrols that are happening, a far better joint approach tackling this 
issue upstream. 
 
AM: So there used to be a system whereby asylum seekers could 
be sent back to the first safe country they arrived in, and it was 
called the Dublin System, the Dublin Agreement. It was part of the 
EU agreement. Would you be renegotiating that to return to that, 
which makes a huge difference in terms of who can be sent 
where? 
NT-S: Yes, I would be doing that as Home Secretary. And where 
there are failed asylum claims and we can do that return to safe 
countries we should be doing it. It is another comprehensive 
failure from this government that they haven’t negotiated those 
successor agreements. It should be a top priority for them and it 
clearly isn’t. 
 
AM: But the price of going back into Dublin or something like 
Dublin will be free movement. Is that a price worth paying? 
NT-S: No, no, no. No. Firstly, the next Labour government will not 
be reintroducing free movement, but a successor to the Dublin 
free scheme does not mean that in my view, Andrew, and it’s 
been a complete failure of the government not to do it. 
AM: The scheme itself means that. 
NT-S: Yes, but we’re talking about a successor to it, a replacement 
to it, which the government says it wants to negotiate with various 
countries. The point is, it’s failed to conduct those negotiations 
and failed to complete those agreements.  
 
AM: So one of the ways the government is trying to resolve this at 
the moment is to agree with third party countries that migrants 
can be sent there for processing and therefore removing some of 
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the pull factor for Britain, and there’ve been rumours that they’re 
talking to Albania, for instance, about putting transit camps into 
Albania. Now, you’re against that. Why? 
NT-S: I’m against it because I think it’s an unconscionable 
proposal. If you look at where it’s been used around the world 
there are often issues with rights in particular centres. But let me 
just say this too: the government yet again has talked about talks 
with Albania, the Albanian Ambassador, the Albanian government, 
have said it’s fake news. So what on earth is going on when you 
have the Home Secretary claiming talks are taking place that 
another government says are not, is quite frankly breathtaking. 
But in any event that that is even being considered is yet again 
evidence of the desperate situation the Home Secretary has got 
into because of her own failure. It’s the Home Secretary who 
promised to make this route unviable and yet on her watch we are 
seeing the numbers increase to such an extent that if the rate of 
numbers were to increase by the same rate again next year as it 
has this year to last, we’ll have more people risking their lives in 
the Channel than voters in Priti Patel’s constituency.  
 
AM: Alright, on that thought thank you very much indeed Mr 
Symonds-Thomas (sic). 
 


