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AM: I’m joined now by the Foreign Secretary, Dominic Raab. 

Before we talk about this, Mr Raab, can I ask you about 

Birmingham, what we know, there’s been some stabbings, it 

sounds a serious incident. Do you know any more? 

DR: We know it’s a very serious incidence. Our thoughts and 

prayers are with the victims and their families. I think at this point 

in time we don’t know too much more than that other than just to 

say the public should stay very vigilant at this time.  

 

AM: At this stage we’re not treating it as a terrorist incident? 

DR: I haven’t got any information to that extent. 

 

AM: Can I ask you then about the interview we just heard from Mr 

Navalny’s chief of staff. Mr Volkov was very clear there needs to 

be a  real change in direction and a change in steeliness, as it 

were, with our attitude to Russia. Do you think we need to start 

downcracking on Russian money in London and expelling more 

diplomats as a result of what’s happened? 

DR: Well, just picking up from that, I mean, we, the UK, did lead 

the response to the 2018 attack on Salisbury, which used 

Novichok, the same thing that has been used in relation to 

Navalny. We saw Russia expelled from the G7, or as it then was 

the G8, and all the other measures. Since then we’ve also – as I 

think I’ve discussed with you before – we’ve introduced Magnitsky 

sanctions, which was inspired by the Russian whistleblower Sergei 

Magnitsky, which allows us, in relation to human rights abuses, to 

impose visa bans and asset freezes. I think in relation to Navalny, 

at the moment my emphasis is on making sure that within the 

Organisation for the Prohibition of Chemical Weapons, and any 

use of Novichok – it doesn’t matter whether it’s a state act or a 

non-state act – is a violation of international law. The OPCW has 

the power to investigate and attribute responsibility, and we’re 
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working with all of our allies – I spoke to my German opposite 

number on Thursday – at making sure that Russia’s held to 

account. And let’s be really clear about this, we’re not yet in a 

position to attribute, but because of the past use of Novichok by 

the intelligence agencies of Russia, Russia and the Russian 

government now have a very serious case to answer, and the 

OPCW is that place where our international partners will apply that 

pressure. 

 

AM: Is your belief that the Russian state poisoned Mr Navalny with 

Novichok? 

DR: I think it’s very difficult to come up with a plausible alternative 

explanation based on Russia’s track record, the government’s 

track record of using it in Salisbury, based on the difficulty of 

getting hold of, let alone deploying, Novichok, as it’s such a 

dangerous substance. As I said, the case to answer is there for 

Russia and we need, I think, through the OPCW, an investigation, 

and Russia needs to cooperate fully. And what’s clear also, it can’t 

just say this is a domestic issue, it’s just our internal affairs. The 

use of chemical weapons in this kind of context, pure gangsterism. 

And Russia does have a responsibility, first of all never to use it as 

a government, second of all to make sure no one else can use it 

within its territory. 

 

AM: Well, they appear to have used it again, and I ask what are 

we going to do now that we haven’t done before? 

DR: Well, we’ve done quite a lot before. I don’t quite accept the 

characterisation that was made by your previous interview, 

although I appreciate how passionately he felt about that. But the 

first step is for the OPCW to get an investigation to get the 

answers and the attribution. At that point we can then think about 

the measures across the board that we think will be appropriate. 

 

AM: Let’s return to domestic politics, as it were, the big argument 

at the moment is about whether or not lots and lots of people 
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should leave their homes and go back to work in the office again. 

Can I ask you something that’s been puzzling people a lot: What is 

the case for having to go back to the office? In other words, why 

should people go back to the office, or what happens if we don’t 

go back to the office? 

DR: Well, it’s damaging to the economy. We’ve seen in lockdown a 

massive shrinking of the economy. We are trying to bounce back 

as strongly as possible. The Bank of England suggests/forecasts 

18 per cent growth this quarter alone. We’ve seen some good 

news this week: Amazon investing in 7,000 new jobs, Co-op in 

1,000 new jobs. Quite interestingly, if you think about the 

consumer patterns. So the important thing is, yes, of course we’re 

going to all do a bit more remote working in the future, but it does 

make a difference. The economy needs to have people back at 

work, unless – and this is really important – unless there’s a good 

health reason why it shouldn’t happen, or unless the employer 

can’t put in place the covid-secure workplace that we all need. But 

employers are doing that and I think it is important to send the 

message that we need to get Britain back up and running, the 

economy motoring on all cylinders. Because we’ve protected 12 

million jobs over that time. 

 

AM: It’s a difficult balance, though, isn’t it? I mean, Jeremy Farrer, 

the government adviser, says we’re at an absolutely critical 

moment. France has seen a really big jump in infections at the 

moment. And a lot of people will be sitting at home thinking shall I 

get onto that bus, shall I get onto that train? Shall I walk to my 

office, as I used to do or not? You’re saying that if they don’t, then 

the recession will last longer and be deeper. 

DR: I’m saying yes, we do need to get people back to work. And 

it’s in incremental stages. It is carefully controlled. We’ve got to, 

working with employers both in government but also in the private 

sector, to make sure the workplace is safe. I think we had a really 

good week this week, if you think of the importance of getting 

children back to school. Teachers have done an amazing job. The 



4 
DOMINIC RAAB 

head of the National Education Union said it’d gone very smoothly 

and very positively. That’s obviously important for children, 

particularly the most disadvantaged in our society. I think a lot of 

parents have breathed a sigh of relief. Also, hugely important for 

the economy. We’ve got to keep going with that. 

 

AM: Now, this is all about trust, and there’s a big argument going 

on at the moment about airports and vaccinations. There are 

suggestions that the government is looking again at more testing 

as people leave planes in British airports. Is that something that 

the government is looking at? 

DR: Well, we keep all these things under review, and our testing 

has been ramped right up, and if you look at our ability to test, 

one in five of the population as a proportion of the population, 

ahead of Germany, France, Spain. But let’s just be clear about this 

thing about airports. There is no silver bullet in airports. The 

current data suggest that the success rate of positively identifying 

people with covid with a test in the airport is less than ten per 

cent.  

 

AM: But not if you test them seven days later as well. And there is 

spare capacity in the system, we could do that, like France and 

Germany are doing. 

DR: Yes. On the spare capacity, of course we’re focused on 

frontline workers, people in positions which we think we ought to 

prioritise. But what you’re, I think, leading onto – 

AM: I’m just saying why not do it? 

DR: Yes, but actually there’s no silver bullet in the airport alone, 

and that’s why we have the quarantine. So I think the direction of 

travel will be making sure we’ve got the testing capacity and the 

ability to – when the time is right – ease up on the self-isolation at 

home. And that’s certainly something that we’ll be looking at. But 

you couldn’t – and let’s be really clear about this, because I think 

Labour got themselves into a terrible muddle – the idea that one 

test in an airport could resolve the quarantine issues – they’ve 
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been writing to me – Lisa Nandy wrote to me saying introduce the 

quarantine – we couldn’t safely do that. And at this point in time, 

for all the reasons you gave, Andrew, we are not going to let up 

on a measure which is crucial to keeping the virus under control. 

 

AM: Alright, this is really all about public trust and what the 

government are saying. Do you accept that the terrible mess-up 

over exams this summer has undermined public trust in this 

government really quite considerably? 

DR: Look, I recognise that there have been challenges all along 

the way, as there have been in every country. That’s the nature of 

an unprecedented new pandemic. What I would say, though, 

Andrew is judge us by our results. We got schools back this week, 

we’ve protected 12 million jobs. If you look at the hospitalisation 

rate daily from covid-19, it’s gone from a peak of over 3,000 per 

day to 100 per day. We’re making steady progress every day. Yes, 

we’ve had to track, to be agile about or policy interventions, but 

that’s how we’ve delivered the results. 

 

AM: I think the thing that really unsettled people when it came to 

the exam issue was that you had so much warning ahead of time. 

You saw what had happened in Scotland and on July 11th the 

Education Select Committee said that OfQual’s model risked being 

unfair to disadvantaged pupils, which is what happened. You had 

information and you still went ahead, why? 

DR:  Well, the one thing we wanted to avoid is the grade inflation 

that comes in relying exclusively on protected grades. But we got 

to the point at which it was very clear the algorithm would create 

unfairness, and we had to respond to that. And we did. So I 

accept that it was an imperfect process, we understand that, no 

one wants that for the children and parents and families. We’ll get 

it right next time. But what I would say is we’ve learnt a lot along 

the way. If you look at other countries, they’ve gone through all of 

these challenges and the big picture is you can point to any 

different bit and say, ‘you got that wrong, we need to learn 
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lessons,’ I accept that. But if you look at the progress that I’ve just 

tracked from the peak to where we are now, early September, the 

ambition we had, keep the virus under control, get schools back, 

fire up the economy, given the huge pressures because of covid-

19. we’ve made progress every week and will continue to do  so. 

 

AM: Let’s turn to Brexit. Time is running out. How important is the 

week ahead? 

DR: I think it’s really important. It’s a wake-up call for the EU side. 

We’ve got to a position where there’s only two points really that 

are holding us back. But we can’t accept that the EU will control all 

our laws. That’s the reason we’re leaving. No other country goes 

into free trade negotiations with the EU or with anyone else on 

that basis. And the EU wouldn’t accept that if we insisted on it.  

 

AM: So you say it’s the EU’s fault, as it were. Michel Barnier says, 

‘the UK has not shown any willingness to seek compromises on 

fisheries, has refused to engage on credible guarantees for open 

and fair competition, where the EU has showed openness to 

possible solutions, the UK has shunned our offers.’ 

DR: Well, so just factually – on the question of fair competition, 

we’ve agreed to sign up to what Canada did and other countries 

that negotiated free trade agreements with the EU. So that’s not 

true. Or fisheries. Let’s just look at this for a moment. Having seen 

UK fisheries and the fishing industry pretty much decimated as a 

result of EU membership, the EU’s argument is we should keep 

control of access to our own fisheries permanently low. That can’t 

be right, Andrew. So look, we want a deal, the arm of friendship 

and goodwill is outstanding. It is the EU on those two issues – and 

it’s really only those two issues.. 

AM: Let me ask about another one, which is state aid. Because 

something that will confuse people is why we are so keen to have 

the ability to use public money to subsidise British industry, 

something the Conservatives turned their back on in the 1980s 
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very, very vigorously. And now you want that power back. Can I 

ask you a simple question. Why? What do you want to do with it? 

DR: So, as a former competition – that’s how I started in my 

career, I know that from the free marketeers to people that take a 

more interventionist approach, it is an absolutely critical element 

of policy making. And so whichever side of the debate you’re on in 

that it must be right for the people watching this show to know 

that their elected representatives are responsible for it.  

 

AM: It sounds at the moment as if we’re not that close to a deal. 

Time’s running out and all the rest of it. So let me ask you about 

what happens if there isn’t an agreement. The road haulage 

industry and the logistics industry and people like that have been 

really, really concerned about this. They’ve written for meetings 

with the government and they say, for instance, Robert Mackenzie 

of the Road Haulage Association, he says that there will be a 

disaster area with rocket boosters on unless the government gets 

a grip of this very fast indeed. 

DR: Well, look, we know first of all that if we don’t get a Canada-

style deal or fall back on Australian-type of arrangements, when 

we approached this point previously in negotiations before we’d 

always had understandings, whether unilateral or on both sides, or 

through an MOU, what for example, HGVs and the flow will be 

dealt with so you’d mitigate some of the potential pressure at the 

border. And because of not just contingency planning we’ve done 

for Brexit, but also for covid-19 we’re in a much stronger place to 

try and ameliorate that risk. But the truth is we’d much rather 

have a deal, and that’s why we’re continuing these negotiations 

with the EU. And of course all of those damaging impacts would 

be the same on the other side, if not greater. So the common 

sense is to come to a reasonable compromise in the way that 

we’ve proposed, and I think that would be good for both sides. 

Win-win. 
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AM: Do you think if there isn’t an agreement at the end of this and 

we run out of time that actually we’ll be going back and talking to 

the other side in due course, in a few months’ time and 

conversations will restart again despite the deadlines? 

DR:  So my proposition for the EU would be look, we’ll always 

keep talking, and I’ve said to my European counterparts on 

foreign policy, we’re going to keep coordinating as we have done 

over Belarus and over Navalny, over Iran. But the reality is the 

EU’s best moment to strike a deal with us, with all the pressure 

that they’re trying to amount, is now. And the deal is on the table. 

It’s a strong deal, it’s what they’ve done with other countries. Why 

on earth would they try and apply double standards to us 

compared to what they’ve agreed with other less important and 

less close neighbours. 

 

AM: Alright, Dominic Raab thanks very much indeed for joining me 

today. 

(ends) 

 

 


