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Introduction 

Between 16 and 20 September 2018, a delegation of parliamentarians visited Sudan as part of a 

delegation coordinated by the All-Party Parliamentary Group for Sudan and South Sudan. 

 

The delegation was led by Labour MP David Drew and made up of MPs Liz McInnes and James Duddridge; 

and Liberal Democrat Peer Baroness Sheehan. It was the first delegation of parliamentarians to visit 

Sudan in six years, during which time the region has witnessed the creation of the world’s newest country, 

South Sudan, in 2011. 

 

The UK Embassy in Khartoum, currently strengthening its engagement with its Sudanese counterpart 

through the UK-Sudan Strategic Dialogue initiated in March 2016, welcomed the visit and supplied vital 

technical and material support throughout. The Sudanese parliament, embodied by the enthusiasm and 

knowledge of MP Hayat Abdelrahim Adam, also contributed essential logistical support. 

 

The aim of the trip was to renew the unique and enduring relationship between the UK and Sudan, and 

to reiterate the APPG’s commitment to peace and prosperity for the Sudanese people. To that end, the 

delegation met with Sudanese people in government, parliament and civil society to find out what it’s like 

to live in Sudan today. 

 

The first day was spent getting a sense of the political landscape in Sudan. The delegation headed to the 

parliament to meet with the Speaker (pictured below), the Foreign, Interior and Investment Ministers, 

and the Health, Social Affairs and Foreign Affairs Select Committees. Back at the Ambassador’s residence, 

delegates met with the Sudan Call group, the umbrella opposition alliance that brings together the armed 

and unarmed opposition groups and independent civil society.  
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The day ended with a dinner with Ambassadors from the US, the EU and China, hosted by the UK 

Embassy. It’s impossible to cover the complexities of Sudanese politics in one day, but the delegation’s 

first day in Khartoum came fairly close.  

 

The next morning, the group headed to Darfur to meet with local government officials (pictured above), 

internally displaced people (IDPs), community leaders and representatives from the UN/African Union 

Mission in Darfur (UNAMID).  After this visit, delegation leader David Drew spoke to the Sudanese media 

about the fact that rapid withdrawal of UNAMID (interview pictured below), as determined by the UN 

Security Council last year, could jeopardise the progress made in the region and remove support for 

humanitarian organisations delivering lifesaving aid. 
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After one night in the appropriately named African Union/United Nations Mission in Darfur (UNAMID) 

Supercamp, the delegation headed back to Khartoum to meet with human rights defenders. Among 

others, members met brave women’s rights activists campaigning against strict laws governing the way 

they dress, and independent journalists who routinely face the cancellation of print runs and arbitrary 

arrest by Government officials. 

 

The delegation also met with the independent businesses as part of the US-Sudan Chamber of 

Commerce, which met the following week in London to explore business links between Sudan and the 

West. 

 

The final day in Khartoum was spent focusing on the role Sudan plays as a source, transit and destination 

for migrants in the region. The UK Government sees Sudan as a priority country in tackling irregular 

migration from the Horn of Africa. It spearheads the EU Horn of Africa Migration Route Initiative, also 

known as the ‘Khartoum Process’, which is a forum for strengthening bilateral cooperation on issues 

related to migration. 

 

The delegation saw the outgrowths of this forum on the ground in Sudan, visiting the International 

Organisation for Migration’s Migrant Resource and Response Centre, run by a British official. The Centre 

seeks to provide a one-stop shop to support migrants travelling to or through Sudan. 

 

The group also met with EU officials running the Regional Operations Centre in Khartoum (ROCK), the 

strategic hub for EU migration policy. The ROCK, with technical assistance by British organised crime 

expert Alan Edwards, maps out people-trafficking routes and works with the Government of Sudan to 

help target smugglers.  
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Before the delegation flew back to London, they found time to visit the National Museum of Sudan, which 

tracks Sudanese history from the Paleolithic period right through to the 13th and 14th centuries, before 

going on to the famous Omdurman Souq. 

 

Over just four days, the delegation heard from a wide variety of Sudanese people on the challenges and 

opportunities they face. It’s clear that many in government wish to see Sudan come in from the cold and 

hope that the relieving of sanctions last year marked a turning point from the days of genocide in Darfur, 

harbouring Osama Bin Laden, and conflict with the South. As the former colonial power, the Government 

of Sudan sees the UK as playing a key role in that global rapprochement. 

 

However, for many others in civil society and political opposition, their lives are still marked by repression 

by the state. To them, any steps towards normalising relations with the Government of Sudan are 

premature. The issue of insecurity in Darfur must not be forgotten and peace there is precarious; it would 

be foolish of the international community, having already spent more than $1 billion on the UN mission 

in Darfur, to risk losing the progress they have made by withdrawing too quickly. 

 

Of course, this delegation only had time to scratch the surface of a country whose history and politics 

make discussions over Brexit look simple. However, it was possible to draw out some important 

reflections from the delegation; these are discussed below. 
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Reflections 

1. Political Context 
 

It’s clear from the delegation’s time in Sudan that the Government of Sudan, led by President Omar al-

Bashir, has complete control over all aspects of political life in Sudan.  

 

The Government is able to commit human rights abuses with impunity and is under no pressure to 

account for serious violations in Sudan’s recent history. This is due to a lack of internal opposition, both 

within and outside of parliament, and an absence of international will to press for democratic 

transformation. 

 

This brief summary below outlines the key areas of Sudanese politics the delegation engaged with, and 

indicates how entrenched the government’s control was in each case. 

 

----------------------------------------------------- 

 

A. The President of Sudan 

 

Two members of the delegation, David Drew and James Duddridge, accepted an invitation to meet with 

President Bashir in Khartoum. In that meeting, the delegation members urged the President to respect 

human rights, particularly those of religious minorities and women; allow humanitarian aid organisations 

to operate without restriction in Darfur; and respect the Sudanese constitution’s limits on Presidential 

terms. 

 

It was clear that the President is concerned primarily with his own political survival, showing little vision 

for his country. Some of the key issues relating to his Presidency covered in the meeting are outlined 

below. 

 

I. 2020 Elections  

 

President Bashir, who will have been in power for 30 years next June, has no plans to step down ahead 

of the elections scheduled for 2020. The constitution, put in place after the independence of South Sudan 

in 2011, does include a two-term limit on all Presidents, but the National Congress Party has endorsed 

him as its candidate. 

 

To circumvent the constitutional barriers to a third term, the President confirmed that it was the duty of 

the National Dialogue process to draft a ‘permanent constitution’ to replace the ‘transitional constitution’ 

in place today. The National Dialogue process is widely seen as manipulated to include only pro-

Government voices and therefore it will likely acquiesce to the President’s wish to stand again.  

 

The members at the meeting stressed the importance of the Sudanese constitution as the foundation 

for democracy and urged the President to respect it. They were clear that any attempts to amend the 

constitution to meet the political imperatives of the day should be condemned. 

 

 

II. International Criminal Court Indictment 
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The President does not see the outstanding ICC indictment for charges including Genocide and Crimes 

Against Humanity as a barrier to him participating fully in international politics. He is able to travel freely 

and with impunity to China, Egypt, the Gulf and many other countries across Africa, increasingly isolating 

the US and Europe as the remaining countries that refuse to engage with him directly. 

 

The delegation pressed the President on whether he has any intention of facing the charges laid against 

him. It was clear that the President does not, and that he feels under little pressure to do so, comparing 

accusations against him to those levelled at Tony Blair and President George Bush over the war in Iraq. 

 

III. South Sudan 

 

The President sees the agreement reached in August 2018 in Khartoum between the warring parties in 

South Sudan as a personal success. In the meeting, he spoke of his sense of moral duty to make peace 

in South Sudan as its people are the brothers and sisters of Sudan.  

 

The President is attempting to use this agreement to improve his standing internationally and to return 

the flow of oil from the fields in South Sudan. To do this he is also redefining his relationship with the 

South Sudanese people; recasting them from sworn enemies to neighbours and friends.  He firmly 

believes he should be rewarded for this by the international community, going as far as claiming he 

merits the Nobel Peace Prize for his efforts. 

----------------------------------------------------- 

 

B. The Sudanese Parliament 

 

The Government of Sudan has little to fear from parliamentary opposition. 

 

Parliament provides little or no scrutiny over the government’s plans. In their meeting with the Speaker, 

members of the delegation pressed for answers on how parliament exercises scrutiny over, for example, 

the budget process related to the significant contributions to the armed forces in Sudan. The Speaker 

defended the government’s record on defence spending and showed little understanding of his role as 

the guardian of parliamentary process. 

 

Later that morning, the delegation met with the Foreign Affairs, Social Affairs and Health Select 

Committees, set up to scrutinise legislation put forward by the government. It was clear that these 

committees were in place to ‘rubber stamp’ proposals from the government. In one example, James 

Duddridge asked to hear from an opposition member of the committees present and, from a group of 

approximately 30 committee representatives, not one member was willing or able to speak out. The 

committees, which are in theory made up of both government and opposition figures, instead reverted 

to government lines on the economy, the peace process and human rights. 

 

The delegation is aware that Global Partners Governance is working with the Speaker and others to 

reform the Sudanese parliament, which is welcome. However, genuine parliamentary accountability is 

still a long way off and there appears limited political will to bring it about. 

 

----------------------------------------------------- 

 

C. The View from Darfur 

 

Attempts to achieve peace in Sudan, in the form of the African Union High Implementation Panel process, 

have stalled since the Sudan Call signed the Roadmap agreement in in August 2016i.  Since then, there 
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have been few signs of progress in Darfur, with the government seeking to negotiate with opposition 

groups on the basis of the 2011 Doha Document for Peace in Darfur, which the opposition rejects. 

 

The delegates heard how the opposition movements, which previously controlled large swathes of 

territory, arms and support amongst local populations, held little power in Darfur. The remaining group, 

Sudan Liberation Army – Abdel Wahid (SLA-AW), retains some territory in the Jebel Marra region of Darfur, 

with troops estimated to number between 1,000 and 10,000. The Justice and Equality Movement, led by 

Paris-based Gibril Ibrahim, and the Sudan Liberation Army – Minni Minnawi (SLA-MM) are now fighting 

as mercenaries in Libya as part of General Haftar’s rebel movement. Neither movement can claim many 

followers or much territory in Darfur. 

 

The political context in Darfur is therefore more fragmented than ever. The delegation heard about a 

significant degree of conflict fatigue from Internally Displaced Peoples with little hope or appetite for 

opposition to the government, armed or otherwise. As a result, the government has no incentive to 

participate meaningfully in the peace process in Darfur and does not face any imminent political threats. 

 

However, it is important to state that the Government of Sudan played a leading role in facilitating all of 

the delegation’s meetings with IDPs in Darfur. It was clear that those in the formal meetings had been 

selected by government officials, and any attempts to explore the IDP camp were greatly hindered by 

the presence of government security officials. As a result, these reflections are based on discussions with 

officials from the UK Embassy and UNAMID, as well as on meetings with civil society activists in Khartoum. 

 

----------------------------------------------------- 

 

D. The Sudan Call 

 

On the delegation’s first day in Khartoum, the British Embassy facilitated a meeting between the 

delegation and representatives of the Sudan Call opposition alliance, including Omar Al-Degair (Sudanese 

Congress Party), Sara Nagdullah (National Umma Party) and Mohammed Farouq (Sudan Consensus 

Forces). 

 

The APPG made recommendations in its 2017 report that the UK Government should engage more fully 

with the Sudan Call opposition group in its role as a neutral partner for peace in Sudan. The APPG called 

for a structured dialogue with the Sudan Call, to help it build capacity and show balance following the 

initiation of the UK-Sudan Strategic Dialogue in March 2016. 

 

It was clear from the meeting that there is a long way to go before the Sudan Call becomes a government-

in-waiting in Sudan. Although the group has published promising documents outlining an alternative 

vision for Sudan, many of its leading lights remain outside of Sudan and unable to command much 

political clout inside the country, in large part due to the restrictions placed on opposition activists to 

operate effectively in Sudan.  

 

There remain significant divisions between members of the Sudan Call opposition group, in particular 

over attitudes towards the ICC indictment of President Bashir. Nonetheless, the UK Government should 

engage directly with the Sudan Call as the most prominent and most unified opposition group in the 

country. As the APPG said in its 2017 report: 

“As long as the UK Government stands squarely behind the African Union High-Implementation Panel 

process as a vehicle for achieving peace in the conflict areas, it must show itself to be an independent 

broker.”ii 

----------------------------------------------------- 
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E. The Perspective of the International Community 

 

Driven by globalised issues of terrorism, energy, trade and migration, the international community is 

seeking normalised relations and reliable cooperation with Sudan.  

 

The delegation witnessed the outgrowths of this shift on the ground in a number of areas. 

 

I. UK Policy in Sudan  

 

The UK still holds a key role within the international community relating to Sudan as a member of the 

Troika alongside the US and Norway. The Troika act as the guarantors of the peace agreement between 

Sudan and South Sudan and remains the focal point of international commentary on Sudaniii. 

 

The UK Government sees the poorly performing economy as the key challenge facing the Sudanese 

people, informing Her Majesty’s Government’s (HMG) support for Sudan’s removal from the US State 

Sponsors of Terrorism List (discussed further below), efforts to secure macroeconomic reform, and 

facilitation of the UK-Sudan Trade and Investment Forum in London in November 2017iv. 

 

HMG also acknowledges the political dominance of the National Congress Party and President Bashir, 

and sees little chance of reform emerging from the Sudan Call groups. This, in turn, explains HMG’s 

reluctance to engage more fully with the opposition, as other governments such as those of France and 

Germany have done, instead prioritising private negotiations with the government. 

 

Sudan remains a ‘human rights priority country’ for HMGv, which acknowledges that there has been no 

improvement in human rights in Sudan in recent years. HMG facilitated a meeting with human rights 

activists at the Residence, although the meeting was limited to one hour and there was only a narrow 

representation from across the civil society spectrum.  

 

HMG remains very concerned about the drawdown of the AU/UN Mission in Darfur and acknowledges 

that the international community has lost the will to commit the resources necessary to prevent a cliff-

edge scenario at the point of UNAMID’s departure. As a consequence, it is focusing on securing a rapid 

reaction force, which can be deployed should tensions in Darfur escalate. 

 

II. EU Policy in Sudan  

 

The European Union (EU) has shifted its approach towards Sudan, driven in particular by Italy, Germany, 

the UK, and France. The refugee crisis in Europe has altered the domestic calculi of many individual 

member states and led to greater engagement with key countries of origin and transit for migrants, 

including Sudan. 

 

This engagement takes the form of the Khartoum Process, a forum of EU and Horn of Africa governments 

for tackling the issue of irregular migration from and through the regionvi. This forum, founded in 

November 2014, has not yielded the progress the EU had hoped, in part due to serious criticisms from 

human rights groups, journalists and othersvii. 

 

However, one programme associated with the Khartoum Process seen by the delegation was the 

Regional Operations Centre in Khartoum (ROCK), led by a British former police officer, Alan Edwards. The 

ROCK seeks to share intelligence between intelligence agencies in the region, to allow those agencies to 

more effectively combat human trafficking and people smuggling by organised crime networks.  
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Critics argue that sharing data between agencies with poor human rights records such as in Sudan risks 

the safety of those migrants while also emboldening the security services. Officials at the ROCK, however, 

see their job as facilitating crucial interventions to break up smuggling routes and protect vulnerable 

migrants. There was, as a result, a clear frustration at the nature of the reporting of the Khartoum 

Process.  

 

This divergence in internal and external perceptions of EU migration policy in Sudan must be resolved 

through better communication and transparent benchmarks on human rights against which external 

actors can measure any project’s progress. 

 

III. US Policy in Sudan 

 

The US relationship with Sudan has improved significantly since the times when Sudan was aiding Osama 

Bin Laden and the country was first placed on the State Sponsors of Terrorism List (SSTL) in 1993. 

 

This improvement was concretised in the initiation of phased bilateral engagement, which culminated in 

the lifting of US sanctions on Sudan in October 2017. Phase two of these negotiations, concerning the 

removal of Sudan from the SSTL, was initiated earlier this year.  

 

The delegation heard that a lack of strategic direction, paired with a failure to recruit a new US Special 

Envoy to Sudan and South Sudan, had severely impacted the institutional capacity of the US State 

Department to undertake these negotiations more quickly following the lifting of sanctions. 

 

Nonetheless, Chargé d’Affaires Steven Koutsis told the delegation that the US is keen to make progress 

on removing Sudan from the SSTL but has stipulated that more progress must be made on the peace 

process for that to happen. Most recently, Foreign Minister El-Dirdeiry Mohamed Ahmed met the US 

Deputy Secretary of State John J. Sullivan in New York on the sidelines of the United Nations General 

Assembly in October. 

 

IV. East/West Pivot 

 

A consistent theme throughout the trip from the Government of Sudan was its political pivot to the East, 

primarily to China, Russia and countries in the Gulfviii. 

 

The Government of Sudan was keen to emphasise that decades of international isolation had not only 

harmed the prospects of Sudan but also those of the West. The narrative from officials in Khartoum was 

that Sudan had led the African engagement with China and Russia, and was reducing its economic 

reliance on the US. 

 

In this process, the Government of Sudan treads a careful line. Removal from the State Sponsors of 

Terrorism List remains the top policy priority of this administration due to the ongoing restrictions on 

debt relief, but at the same time President Bashir has made personal overtures to President Putin, 

claiming he needed ‘protection’ from an ‘aggressive’ USix.  

 

It was also clear from the visit that China and Russia are proving unreliable friends for Sudan.  Although 

China has written off the country’s debt accrued pre-2015, it has hinted that it will refuse to loan any 

further funds until Sudan’s economy recovers. The engagement with the Russian government has also 

not led to the substantial investment hoped for by Sudanese officials. 

 

V. Conclusion 
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Taken together, these developments in the international community’s relationship with Sudan serve to 

strengthen the government’s hand over its internal opponents and enable it to enjoy a culture of 

impunity. This is of particular concern given the worsening human rights context in Sudan, which is 

discussed below. 

 

----------------------------------------------------- 

2. Human Rights in Sudan 

 

Assessing the human rights situation in Sudan was a key goal of this delegation. As Sudan drops off the 

news bulletins and the international community opts to engage more closely with the Government of 

Sudan, the delegation wanted to meet civil society activists on the ground to hear about what it is like to 

live in Sudan today. The answer was clear – human rights abuses in Sudan are getting worse, not better, 

and the UK Government must do more to stand up for human rights in Sudan. 

 

A. Rights of Women 

 

The delegation met with leading women’s rights activists from across Sudan. They spoke of routine 

arbitrary arrest and detention of women under the Public Order Law for ‘offences’ such as wearing 

trousers or travelling unaccompanied. They said that the Public Order Law grants the Sudanese police 

wide-ranging powers to harass women, particularly political activists. The delegation also heard stories 

of women giving birth on the street due to the absence of appropriate maternal healthcare in Sudan. 

 

B. Rights of Civil Society Activists 

 

Civil society activists told the delegation that administrative obstacles put in place by the Government of 

Sudan make setting up and running Civil Society Organisations (CSOs) very difficult. 

 

They highlighted the rules put in place by the Humanitarian Aid Commission, run by the government, 

which dictate that each organisation needs more than 30 people to register; each member must give 

their name, address and identity documents to the government; and all funding must be approved by 

someone from the government. They also told the delegation that the families of the 30 killed in the 

September 2013 protests are yet to see any justice from the government.  

 

These human rights defenders urged the UK Government to take a more proactive role in criticising the 

Government of Sudan for its human rights record. 

 

C. Freedom of the Press  

 

The delegation met with a leading independent journalist who spoke about the harsh fines, arrests and 

confiscations that newspapers face from the National Intelligence and Security Services. Newspapers 

such as Al Tayyar and Al Jareeda are struggling to survive due to the number of print days lost to censure 

and the subsequent lost revenue. He highlighted that the British Government used to fund Radio 

Dabanga, an independent news outlet based outside Sudan, but that this funding had now been cut. 

There was substantial media interest in the trip, but it was almost all state controlled. As a result, much 

of the criticism from members of the delegation was not reported. 

 

----------------------------------------------------- 
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3. The Sudanese Economy 

 

Across all the stakeholders the delegation met, the economy was seen to be the dominant issue facing 

Sudanese people. For the government, the economic crisis was due to Sudan’s position on the State 

Sponsors of Terrorism List, meaning it could not access debt relief and that many restrictions were still 

in place on businesses in Sudan.  

 

For some civil society activists, the economic crisis was due to decades of gross economic 

mismanagement, corruption and the disproportionately large budgets provided to the military and 

security services. 

 

Regardless of its origin, the economic crisis is having a serious effect on the average Sudanese person’s 

living standards. Inflation stands at approximately 60% due to a lack of available foreign currency and an 

increasingly expensive parallel market for dollars, which has caused a sharp rise in import prices. The 

only two countries with higher inflation are Venezuela and South Sudan. As a result, basic groceries and 

fuel have become unaffordable for many Sudanese. 

 

It’s clear that Sudan’s economy is being held back by restrictions associated with the SSTL, and both the 

UK Government and the wider international community accept the Government of Sudan is no longer 

promoting terrorism as was the case in 1993. While it remains on this list, the Government of Sudan 

cannot make crucial economic reforms such as floating its currency, as it cannot access capital from 

multilateral institutions. 

 

However, in a political context in which there are few points of leverage for the international community, 

the US cannot afford to waste this opportunity to push for the opening up of political space, the 

promotion of human rights, and a resolution to Sudan’s conflicts. Moreover, removing Sudan from the 

SSTL alone will not fix the structural issues in the Sudanese economy, namely endemic corruption and 

patronage networks, and the budgetary dominance of the military and security sectors. 

 

----------------------------------------------------- 

4. The AU/UN Mission in Darfur (UNAMID) 

 

The delegation spent a third of its time in Sudan in Darfur speaking to civil society activists, IDPs and 

representatives from UNAMID to understand the state of the conflict in Darfur and the likely impact of 

UNAMID withdrawing completely by 2020. 

 

It is clear the conflict in Darfur has changed and the structure and mandate of UNAMID should change 

with it. Outside of the Jebel Marra region, there are no active military clashes and the opposition 

movements have lost significant territory and support among Darfuri people. However, there remains 

persistent instability and spikes in inter-communal conflict across the region.  

 

The role of UNAMID extends far beyond maintaining the peace between the armed movements and the 

Government. It includes rule-of-law training for local police forces, security for humanitarian convoys and 

human rights monitoring across the regionx. 

 

The demand for these services will not disappear by 2020. The UN Country Team has said that it does 

not have the resources to fill the gap left by the peacekeeping mission. As a result, large swathes of 

UNAMID’s mandate will be taken on by the Government of Sudan, which will be of concern to many 

Darfuris. 



 

 

 

 

12 

 

 

There was also a serious concern among UNAMID officials that the physical infrastructure the Mission 

currently uses will end up in the hands of the Rapid Support Forces (RSF), the government-sponsored 

militia operating in Darfur with a terrible human rights recordxi. Under the withdrawal agreement, 

UNAMID will transfer all the team sites to the Government of Sudan. The Government of Sudan 

incorporated the RSF into its regular army in January 2017 and, as a result, there are no safeguards 

against those sites falling into the hands of RSF soldiers.  

 

It was clear from the visit that the international community, driven by the US Government, lacks the 

political will to resource UNAMID sufficiently to fulfil its mandate. In this context, the UK must do all it can 

to ensure that the UN infrastructure which remains after 2020 is able to carry out the core aspects of the 

mission’s mandate to protect the safety and security of the Darfuri people, namely human rights 

monitoring, humanitarian aid delivery and rule-of-law training. 

 

----------------------------------------------------- 

 

5. Recommendations 
 

HMG should oppose the attempts by the National Congress Party to amend the Sudanese constitution to repeal 

the Presidential term-limits currently in place. 

 

HMG should prioritise human rights and the opening up of political space in the UK-Sudan Strategic Dialogue 

by putting in place rigorous, transparent benchmarks for further engagement. 

 

HMG should work with its US counterparts to ensure that any progress on removing Sudan from the State 

Sponsors of Terrorism List is accompanied by clear, demonstrable progress in achieving a sustainable peace 

agreement between the Government of Sudan and the opposition groups. 

 

HMG should engage in a structured dialogue with the Sudan Call group as the most unified and prominent 

opposition alliance, to show itself to be an independent broker for peace. 

 

HMG should seek to guarantee the current mandate and resources of UNAMID are transferred, as far as is 

possible, to the UN Country Team. 

 

HMG should use its diplomatic leverage to press for guarantees in the UNAMID withdrawal agreement which 

prevent the Mission’s resources flowing to the hands of the Rapid Support Forces. 
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Annex 1: The Schedule 
 
   

Sunday 16 September  

   

23.00pm  Arrival on Turkish Airlines flight Airport 
   

Monday 17 September  

   

Time Meeting Venue 

08.00am Breakfast meeting with HMA/DfiD Lead/Jamie Hamill/British 

Council/Military Attaché. 
HMA Residence 

08.30am 

09.00am 
Meeting with Speaker of the National Assembly National Assembly 

09.30am 

10.00am 

Meeting with the National Assembly Foreign Affairs, Health and 

Security Committees 
National Assembly 

10.30am 

11.00am 

11.30am 

12.00pm 

Meeting with the Minister of Foreign Affairs Ministry of Foreign Affairs 12.30pm 

13.00pm 

13.30pm   

14.00pm 

Lunch with Minister of Interior Ministry of Interior 
14.30pm 

15.00pm 

15.30pm 

16.00pm 
Meeting with Minister of Investment Ministry of Investment 

16.30pm 

17.00pm 

Meeting with Sudan Call HMA Residence 
17.30pm 

18.00pm 

18.30pm 

19.00pm 

Dinner at HMA's Residence with Diplomatic Corps HMA Residence 
19.30pm 

20.00pm 

20.30pm 

21.00pm   

21.30pm   

22.00pm   

22.30pm   

23.00pm   
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Tuesday 18 September 
   

08.00am 
Flight to El Fasher, North Darfur Airport 

08.30am 

09.00am   

09.30am Meeting with the Governor of North Darfur Governor's Residence 

10.00am   

10.30am 

Visit to IDP Camp (Abu Shouk) Abu Shouk Camp 

11.00am 

11.30am 

12.00pm 

12.30pm 

13.00pm 
Lunch with Governor of North Darfur Governor's Residence 

13.30pm 

14.00pm 
Meeting with Deputy Joint Special Representative Anita Kokui Gbeho UNAMID Camp 

14.30pm 

15.00pm 
Meeting with Police Commander - Priscilla Makotose UNAMID Camp 

15.30pm 

16.00pm 
Meeting with Force Commander UNAMID Camp 

16.30pm 

17.00pm   

17.30pm   

18.00pm 

Dinner with UN Delegation in Darfur UNAMID Camp 

18.30pm 

19.00pm 

19.30pm 

20.00pm 

20.30pm 

21.00pm   

21.30pm   

22.00pm   

22.30pm   

23.00pm   

   

Wednesday 19 September  

   

08.00am 
Breakfast at the UNAMID Camp UNAMID Camp 

08.30am 

09.00am 

Meeting with community leaders as part of Darfur Community Peace 

and Stability Fund project 
El Fasher 

09.30am 

10.00am 

10.30am 

11.00am 

11.30am 

12.00pm Travel to El Fasher Airport Airport 
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12.30pm 

13.00pm 
Depart for Khartoum  

13.30pm 

14.00pm Meeting with National Dialogue Parties/Meeting with President of 

Sudan 
HMA Residence 

14.30pm 

15.00pm 

Meeting with Human Rights Defenders HMA Residence 15.30pm 

16.00pm 

16.30pm 
Meeting with Independent Sudanese Businesses  

17.00pm 

17.30pm 

 

Delegation Dinner 
Khartoum 

18.00pm 

18.30pm 

19.00pm 

19.30pm 

20.00pm 

 

20.30pm 

21.00pm 

21.30pm 

22.00pm 

22.30pm 

23.00pm 
   

Thursday 20 September  

   

08.00am   

08.30am   

09.00am 

Visit to IOM Migrant Resource and Response Centre 

Migrant Resource and 

Response Centre, 

Khartoum 

09.30am 

10.00am 

10.30am 

11.00am 

Meeting with Presidential Assistant, Faisal Ibrahim Presidential Palace 11.30am 

12.00pm 

12.30pm   

13.00pm 

Media Interview (David) + Human Rights Commission (Rest of 

Delegation) 
TBC 

13.30pm 

14.00pm 

14.30pm 

15.00pm 

Meeting with EU Delegation/CIVIPOL EU Delegation 15.30pm 

16.00pm 

16.30pm Sudanese National Museum visit 
National Museum of 

Sudan 

17.00pm   
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i See the UK Government’s welcome of 2016 Roadmap signing here - https://www.gov.uk/government/news/joint-

statement-on-the-roadmap-agreement-for-sudan  
ii See https://reliefweb.int/report/sudan/engagement-beyond-centre-inquiry-report-future-uk-sudan-relations-enar 
iii See, for example, the 2015 statement on elections in Sudan - https://www.gov.uk/government/news/troika-

statement-on-elections-in-sudan  
iv http://www.developingmarkets.com/events/uk-sudan-trade-investment-forum  
v https://www.gov.uk/government/publications/sudan-human-rights-priority-country/sudan-human-rights-priority-

country  
vi For more information, see https://reliefweb.int/report/sudan/engagement-beyond-centre-inquiry-report-future-

uk-sudan-relations-enar  
vii https://www.irinnews.org/special-report/2018/01/30/inside-eu-s-flawed-200-million-migration-deal-sudan  
viii See, for example, https://www.cnbc.com/2018/06/18/china-middle-east-are-spending-on-sudan-but-us-policy-is-

confused.html  
ix https://www.france24.com/en/20171123-sudan-president-bashir-asks-putin-protection-aggressive-us  
x  
xi See https://www.hrw.org/sites/default/files/report_pdf/sudan0915_insert_lowres_with_cover.pdf  

                                                           

17.30pm   

18.00pm 

Dinner with the National Assembly Foreign Affairs Committee Khartoum 

18.30pm 

19.00pm 

19.30pm 

20.00pm 

20.30pm 

21.00pm Depart for the Airport  

21.30pm   

22.00pm   

22.30pm   

23.00pm   

   

Depart Thursday 20 September at 22.20pm Airport 

https://www.gov.uk/government/news/joint-statement-on-the-roadmap-agreement-for-sudan
https://www.gov.uk/government/news/joint-statement-on-the-roadmap-agreement-for-sudan
https://reliefweb.int/report/sudan/engagement-beyond-centre-inquiry-report-future-uk-sudan-relations-enar
https://www.gov.uk/government/news/troika-statement-on-elections-in-sudan
https://www.gov.uk/government/news/troika-statement-on-elections-in-sudan
http://www.developingmarkets.com/events/uk-sudan-trade-investment-forum
https://www.gov.uk/government/publications/sudan-human-rights-priority-country/sudan-human-rights-priority-country
https://www.gov.uk/government/publications/sudan-human-rights-priority-country/sudan-human-rights-priority-country
https://reliefweb.int/report/sudan/engagement-beyond-centre-inquiry-report-future-uk-sudan-relations-enar
https://reliefweb.int/report/sudan/engagement-beyond-centre-inquiry-report-future-uk-sudan-relations-enar
https://www.irinnews.org/special-report/2018/01/30/inside-eu-s-flawed-200-million-migration-deal-sudan
https://www.cnbc.com/2018/06/18/china-middle-east-are-spending-on-sudan-but-us-policy-is-confused.html
https://www.cnbc.com/2018/06/18/china-middle-east-are-spending-on-sudan-but-us-policy-is-confused.html
https://www.france24.com/en/20171123-sudan-president-bashir-asks-putin-protection-aggressive-us
https://www.hrw.org/sites/default/files/report_pdf/sudan0915_insert_lowres_with_cover.pdf

