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AM: Rachel Reeves, could I start perhaps with Keir Starmer’s piece 

in the Sunday Telegraph this morning? Legislation is coming to the 

floor of the House of Commons tomorrow and we still don’t really 

know what the Labour Party is going to do about it. He says, ‘if 

the government fixes the substantial cross-party concerns that 

have been raised about the Internal Market Bill, then we are 

prepared to back it.’ Does that mean that if these controversial 

clauses which break international law are still there the Labour 

Party will vote against this Bill? 

RR: Well, good morning, Andrew. That is indeed correct.  

AM: So you will vote against the Bill if they don’t take these things 

out? 

RR: Tomorrow, the Bill as it stands, the Labour Party – and it 

looks like a large number of Conservative MPs – will not be able to 

support it, because I cannot go through, and Keir Starmer cannot 

go through the division lobbies this evening knowing that we are 

deliberately and consciously breaking international law. It’s the 

wrong thing to do for our moral standing in the world, but it’s also 

absolutely counter-productive in achieving what we want to 

achieve, and that is a free trade agreement with the European 

Union, but indeed free trade agreements around the world. And 

Britain’s reputation in the world is one based on our values and 

our traditions, and at the heart of that is respect for the rule of 

law. And we squander that really at our peril. It will make it harder 

to achieve things in our national interest in the future, and that’s 

why we’ll oppose the Bill this evening as it stands now. 

 

AM: Do you accept that this third country listing, which Michel 

Barnier’s withholding at the moment, would stop goods travelling 

freely from Great Britain into Northern Ireland and would 
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therefore divide up the UK going forward, and that is a real risk to 

this country? 

RR: I think there is posturing on both sides. From the British 

government who are seeking to renege on an international treaty, 

but also from the European Union. And I would urge both sides to 

stop the posturing and get back to negotiating and take this 

seriously. Because, frankly, citizens both in the UK and across 

Europe are pretty fed up when their government should be 

focusing on protecting citizens against the pandemic, instead are 

squabbling about the details of things that have already been 

signed up to. 

 

AM: I’ll come onto the pandemic in just a minute, but before we 

do, Keir Starmer said there’s substantial cross-party concerns 

about this Bill that have to be answered before Labour would 

support it. Those concerns, from the Labour Party’s point of view, 

include the concerns from Edinburgh and Cardiff about London, 

Westminster grabbing back powers, particularly over farm and 

food safety going forward. Do you also want the government to 

respond to that before you would support this Bill? 

RR: We do have concerns about those things, and it’s interesting 

to see the administrations in Scotland and in Wales have serious 

concerns about the details of this - also about the race to the 

bottom in terms of standards. But the crucial thing in this Bill that 

gives us all cause for concern is the breaking of international law.  

And we want a thriving and functioning internal market within the 

UK to protect our union, but we can’t support the Bill as it stands 

at the moment. 

 

AM: I may be a bear of little brain, but I’m now struggling. If you 

take out those – grabbing back of powers to Westminster we just 

talked about, and you take out the bits that are controversial with 

the EU, what is left in this Bill that makes you want to vote for it? 

RR: Well, we want to have, as I said, Andrew, a thriving and 

functioning internal market of the nations of the United Kingdom. 
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And we need legislation – there will be changes after we end the 

transition period at the end of the year, so legislation is needed, a 

Bill is needed, but we would like to see a greater level of 

collaboration and deliberation between the nations of the United 

Kingdom rather than a power grab by Westminster.  

 

AM: At the moment you’re going to vote against this Bill. What 

about the Bob Neil amendment which tries to ensure that 

parliament has to vote before international law is broken, will you 

support that? 

RR: We’ll need to look at the detail of that amendment. The 

Shadow Cabinet will meet on Tuesday. But I’ve got a huge 

amount of respect for Bob Neil, somebody who I’ve worked with 

on issues and I absolutely see where he’s coming from. and we 

want to do all we can to – and we’ll be tabling amendments of our 

own as well, but we want to do all we can to make this Bill a 

better Bill that we can support and indeed Conservative MPs like 

Bob Neil can support too. 

 

AM: Let me ask you a more broad question about how you 

actually view Brexit now, because a lot of people are quite 

confused about this. Can I ask about state aid rules? Do you agree 

with the government that it’s really important for an independent 

Britain after we leave the EU completely to have complete control 

over our own state aid rules? 

RR: Well, we do need to have control over state aid. But let me 

just say this: at the moment Germany spends more than three 

times as much as a share of their economy as we do in the UK on 

state aid. Being in the European Union isn’t what has stopped us 

from using state aid rules, it is the British government’s 

intransigence and failure to support British industry that has 

stopped us using state aid. France as well spend more on state 

aid.  
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AM: I’m sorry to jump in, but would you as a party be prepared to 

walk away from these talks and have no deal rather than lose 

freedom over state aid? 

RR: I think a deal is there to be done. I’m not saying the 

differences at the moment are insignificant, but they’re certainly 

not insurmountable.  

 

AM: But would you walk away to protect state aid? 

RR: What we’re urging the government to do is to publish their 

state aid proposals. At the moment the European Union are saying 

to the UK, ‘you need to tell us what your framework is going to be 

outside the European Union?’ I don’t think this is a sticking point, 

but the government are saying it is.  

 

AM: They’re saying, no, we would not be prepared to walk away 

from these talks to protect state aid. Would you walk away to 

protect state aid or not? 

RR: I don’t think it is necessary, Andrew.  There is a deal there to 

be done, and it is the responsibility of the British government to 

do that deal. And the differences that remain on state aid and 

fisheries, deals can be done on those things. Good negotiators 

would be getting around the negotiating table rather than 

posturing, and that’s what I’m urging the government to do. 

 

AM: Alright, well let’s move on to the other big issue concerning 

everybody who’s watching this programme, which is the new covid 

rules coming in tomorrow morning, the rule of six and all the rest 

of it. All over the country there’s going to be these covid marshals 

run by local authorities, quite a few of them Labour-controlled of 

course, and some Labour leaders of local authorities have said, 

‘actually we haven’t got the money to do this.’ Let’s turn to the 

Labour leader of Enfield in London, for instance, he says: ‘without 

additional funding to support this proposal’ – and there isn’t 

additional funding so far as we can tell – ‘many councils are likely 

to have to prioritise other activities or to précis, we won’t do it.’ 
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Would you support Labour councillors who say we can’t afford 

covid marshals, we’re not going to do it? Would you support 

them? 

RR: But the government have got to provide support to enable 

these things to happen. It’s really important that these rules are 

obeyed. And actually, you know, the vast majority of people have 

stuck by the rules, as difficult as it has been. But there do need to 

be penalties for people – 

AM: (inaudible) at the moment. 

RR: Well, there has been a lack of clear guidance and 

communication from the government. You know, the rules seem 

to chop and change all the time. And it doesn’t help, you know, 

when we’ve got a government who wants to disobey international 

law that then tells the citizens of this country that we have all got 

to obey the laws that they set. You know, that’s one of the 

reasons why what the government is doing at the moment is 

breaking trust as is so counter-productive. But I would urge 

people to stick by the rules, because it is in all of our interests. 

None of us want to get to the position we were in back in April 

and May with this virus out of control, and we’ve now got 

members of SAGE saying that we are losing control of this virus 

once again.  

 

AM: Very briefly, a family with or five children in England has 

fewer rights to meet, for instance, their grandparents going 

forward from tomorrow, than if they were living in Scotland or 

Wales. Do you want to see the situation for children right across 

the UK, England as well? 

RR: I think the simplicity of the rule of six is useful, but I think the 

government need to keep under review whether children need to 

be included in that or whether we could do more to enable 

families to come together. But the most important thing for all 

families across our country is protecting ourselves against this 

deadly virus. It hasn’t gone away. Government advisers are saying 

it is endemic in some communities. The government should have 
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used the summer to get a grip and get control. Our testing 

regime, our tracing regime, are on the verge of collapse. The 

government need to put of its efforts into that. And that’s why 

we’re saying get Brexit done, get a deal and concentrate, please, 

on getting control of this virus. 

 

AM: Rachel Reeves, thanks very much indeed for coming on to 

talk to us today. 

ENDS 


