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AM: Boris Johnson and Ursula Von Der Leyen are apparently going 

to be talking over lunch. Now, the Foreign Secretary is Dominic 

Raan, who sat on the campaign committee of Vote Leave in 2016, 

and he’s with me now. If we don’t get an agreement by the end of 

today, is that it? Are we out without a deal? 

DR: Well, I think we’ve always said today was a very important 

staging point. It depends. We said a week ago we must leave no 

stone unturned. I spoke to the negotiating team first thing this 

morning. They’ve been hard at it. There’s all sorts of technical 

conversations going on. But what really matters is the political will, 

which is why the conversation between Ursula Von Der Leyen and 

the prime minister is so important. Will the EU move on the two 

key issues, level playing field, control of our own laws and 

fisheries? If there is the will to do that, then actually we … 

AM: Will you keep talking beyond today? 

DR: I think today’s quite important. The bar is quite high for us to 

be able to keep talking. We would need a political level 

commitment to move on those two key issues. 

 

AM: Because you originally said that today would be a moment of 

finality, which means end, and I’m just wondering if it’s going to 

move beyond that now. 

DR: If you look at what I said at the start of the week it’s pretty 

similar to what I’m saying now, which is never say never because 

negotiations can often drag and drift, but actually we do need 

finality and therefore what we need at the political level of Ursula 

Von Der Leyen, the President of the Commission is clarity that the 

EU will move on those two key issues. If we get that, then you 

know, there’s still talks to be processed. 
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AM: You’ve talked about what the EU can do to move and all the  

rest, and I was talking to Micheál Martin about that as well. But 

what about the British side? Because there are two sides here. Are 

there any areas right at the end of this where we can move a little 

bit to get a deal – anything? 

DR: There’s always creative contours in the drafting. But actually 

as the Taoiseach has shown we’ve shown great flexibility and 

goodwill to resolve the issues in the direct committee on Northern 

Ireland. I think if you look – and the EU’s rather shifted the 

goalposts with this idea of a ratchet over our laws, which for 

viewers at home means that they will control our laws in the 

future, not benchmark them to the point of even transmission – 

AM: Is that quite true? Can I just stop you on that, because what 

they would say is, ‘no, no, what we’re doing, if you change your 

regulations in a way that disbenefits us then what we do control is 

access to our markets because we are a single market, and we 

can have tariffs against you. They’re not controlling our laws, 

they’re just saying that if you do this we can do that. And that 

happens in any trade arrangement.  

DR: Not in the way it’s being proposed here. An economic 

punishment for control over our laws when where we’ve got 

autonomy.  

 

AM: It’s a loaded way of putting it. 

DR: Well, it isn’t actually, it isn’t, Andrew. And let me clear on two 

things. One, way back when, when I was negotiating with Michel 

Barnier it was very clear if we resolved the Northern Ireland issue, 

the divorce element in the withdrawal agreement, a Canada-style 

agreement was on offer. It is clear that they’re moving beyond 

that now. 

 

AM: They would say quite reasonably that Canada is a long, long 

way away. The volume of trade is much, much smaller, and 

therefore the impact of what we can do when it comes to state aid 
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or regulation or whatever on their markets is much, much 

stronger. What they’re asking for is the right to put on tariffs if 

they are dis-benefited, and we, according to Micheál Martin, we 

will have the same right in the other direction. 

DR: Two things on that. First of all, what’s clear is that’s not a 

Canada-style agreement, and therefore that is a shifting of the 

goalposts, which is why I said we ought to be narrowing issues 

not expanding them. Secondly, what they’re clearly concerned 

about, and also I rather think we misunderstand some of this, it’s 

wrapped up in the jargon from Brussels around the single market, 

what they’re really worried is actually we may do rather well when 

we leave the EU and the competitive advantage we’d have. We 

can’t have a self-denying ordinance that we won’t do the best for 

our country. 

 

AM: We can’t ask to have a competitive advantage and do things 

our own way and have completely free access to their markets. 

That’s not fair either. 

DR: Which is why we haven’t gone for a customs union model, 

we’ve gone for a bespoke free trade deal which the EU has its own 

precedents on. And if we just follow one of those precedents, 

actually we’ll get there. 

 

AM: In your bowels, deal or no deal? 

DR: It’s very difficult to say at this point. It is very finely balanced. 

But as I said, we need the EU to modify its (??) Outlandish 

proposals don’t get more reasonable through repetition. What we 

need is a genuine understanding that we want to be treated like 

any other independent, self-governing democracy. 

 

AM: So let’s talk about what happens if there isn’t a deal. Is the 

navy going to be patrolling our territorial waters and boarding 

foreign trawlers that shouldn’t be fishing there? 

DR: Well, there’s a lot of sort of talk about that, and there needs 

to be. Of course the navy has always been involved in coastguard 
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operations. I think if we leave the EU with no free trade deal, 

which we want, which we’re striving for, of course we’re going to 

take – exercise full control in the way I think people would expect 

over our fisheries.  

 

AM: So another fishing protection vessel has been commissioned 

to do this and I understand the rules have been changed to allow 

Royal Naval police to board foreign trawlers. Is that right? 

DR: Well, we’ve always had the ability to take enforcement action. 

In terms of the granular operating rules that the MOD and DEFRA 

will apply, I don’t think there’s been a significant change. What 

has changed I think – 

AM: So the stuff in the papers this morning is more or less 

rubbish? 

DR: No, no. No, I think extra vessels have been agreed, because 

clearly if we leave without a free trade deal we’ll need to be able 

to – I think common sense suggests – enforce our own waters. 

Which is why, of course – 

AM: What happens if there is a French trawler inside British 

territorial waters after no deal and it’s approached by the Royal 

Navy? What happens then? 

DR: We will adhere to all the rules of international law, like the UN 

Convention on the law of the sea, the other rules that apply, to 

make sure we can enforce in a proportionate way our fisheries. 

And that’s why of course for the French this is crazy, to end up 

without a free trade deal when they’re making such aggressive 

demands on fisheries. If we leave without a free trade deal they 

will have zero assured access to our fisheries. Which is why – 

AM: This could get quite nasty, couldn’t it? 

DR: Well, I don’t think so on our side. We’re pragmatic. I think 

we’ve shown that in the Northern Ireland context. We want to 

resolve things. The prime minister’s shown, I think, the leadership, 

our team who I spoke to this morning are hard at it. It’s been the 

EU that’s been very politically aggressive about this. 
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AM: More generally about security. You were on the campaign 

committee of the Leave campaign, and they promised that on 

security Vote to Leave was the safer option. Will this country be 

safer if we leave without a deal on the first of January? 

DR: Well, there’s two elements to it. There’s all the instruments 

we have with the EU, cooperation with Eurojust, Europol. You’d 

like to think that even – whatever terms we get on a free trade 

deal third party cooperation would continue. Europl and Eurojust 

do work with other countries. Of course the big win that – 

AM: Sorry, just on the facts, if we leave without a deal we leave 

Europol then, and we lose access to five absolutely crucial 

databases which control how we deal with organised crime and 

terrorism and much else. 

DR: So come what may, when we leave the EU, the transition 

period on the first of January, we will not be a member of the 

Europol and Eurojust, we’d have a third party relationship. In 

relation to the instruments, of course the EU has said from the 

outset if we were outside of the single market there are some 

databases that relate to free movement… 

 

AM: I put it to you that it’s going to be slower, it’s going to be 

more cumbersome and therefore it’s going to be less safe. 

DR: The big win for us is control over our own borders, not just in 

relation to the points-based immigration system, which is a fair 

and more effective system that the Home Secretary’s already (AM: 

Let me..) But also control over our borders. So entry into the UK, 

the ability to deport foreign national offenders. And that’s why the 

Home Secretary’s calling for a Sovereign Borders Bill in due 

course.  

 

AM: Let’s talk specifically about our borders, because one of the 

databases that we lose access to is the passenger name records 

database, which allows us to see very quickly who’s coming into 

our airports and going back out through our airports and ports. 

It’s very, very important to that. And Martin Hewitt, who’s Chair of 
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the National Police Council says that losing that will have a major 

impact on counter-terrorism and serious and organised crime 

related matters. So again, less safe. 

DR: Well, there’s certain instruments that we may not have access 

to, but of course – 

AM: But less safe. 

DR: But look, Andrew, the EU could easily in a no free trade deal 

scenario say well, let’s put some mitigations of those. I sure we 

will on things like aviation and HGVs. We could equally say let’s 

continue access to that. But equally the EU has always said, even 

with a free trade deal we won’t have access, for example, to the 

SIS databases. We’ve recognised that. 

 

AM: Without a deal we will be less safe won’t we? 

DR: No, I don’t think so. No, no, because if you look at denial of 

entry, if you look at deportation powers, if you look at control of 

our borders, in that respect we’ll have far more control and that 

will have a security dividend.  

 

AM: Well, let’s look at what Neil Basu, who’s the country’s top 

counter-terrorism police officer says about this. He says: ‘the 

country would be less safe in a non-negotiated outcome where a 

security treaty wasn’t forthcoming.’ That’s the bottom line. 

DR: I think it’s a finely balanced call. I respect his judgement. I 

think some of those – 

AM: He says less safe. 

DR: I think some of those assessments are not taking into account 

the commensurable countervailing opportunities and the one I’ve 

give you, which is a good example; it applies very much in relation 

to suspected terrorist or dangerous offenders trying to access 

through. The relevant EU regulations are much more restrictive 

than the legislation that we’d be able to put in place, and I think 

that will mean that we are more secure and more safe. But 

obviously some of those instruments, the common sense 

cooperation with the EU, we’d like to continue.  
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AM: If there is no deal today, if the Prime Minister says, terribly 

sorry, but you know we’ve run out of road, we are leaving without 

a deal. Do you get up tomorrow morning and try to strike a 

security arrangement with the EU that we haven’t got at the 

moment? 

DR: I think we’ll always keep engaging and saying what is the 

common sense approach. The challenge is what is going to be the 

political aftermath to that and the climate within which we go 

forward. That’s why I think that the PM has been right to strive for 

a deal but also it’s clear we’ll continue to work sensibly, no great 

drama, to make a success of Brexit and also to keep talking to our 

European partners. 

 

AM: Let’s look at another promise that you made through Vote 

Leave at the time. You said; “one thing which won’t change is our 

ability to trade freely with Europe.” Not true. 

DR: Well look 

AM: Not true. 

DR: No, so of course if we don’t get a deal with the EU, we can’t 

get the advantages of an FTA, and no one has suggested that  

AM: Therefore not true. 

DR: Well I’m not the specific quote or the context. 

AM: I’ve got the specific quote.  I’ll read it. 

DR: what’s the date of it? 

AM: This is 2016. “One thing which won’t change is our ability to 

trade freely with Europe.” 

DR: Well it shouldn’t. 

AM: Well it shouldn’t, but it’s going to. 

DR: And do you know what, at the point of the Withdrawal 

Agreement –  

AM: And if you’re a small farmer, if you’re exporting lamb, this is 

the end of your business. The National Farmers’ Union says that a 

no deal will mean lack of farmer profitability and the end of 

farming, particular for small family farms up and down Britain.  
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DR: Well look, I certainly recognise for the lamb industry the 

challenges. That’s why we’re trying to get a deal. Of course in 

agriculture, coming out of the Common Agricultural Policy the 

effect of tariffs will be very damaging on their EU side. I think 

we’ve heard Micheal Martin, the Taoiseach talking today about the 

impact on Ireland. But of course we – 

AM; Are you going to be spending £8 billion  

DR: - leaving the EU for the Prime Minister and for this 

government is also about having a more liberal approach to free 

trade internationally which will be good for businesses and good 

for consumers. 

AM; Are you going to spend £8 billion bailing farmers out? 

DR: I think we’ll always look as we go through, as we’ve shown, 

through Coronavirus that we want to support those vulnerable 

communities. But let’s also remember –  

AM: I’m sorry, this is absolutely crucial to the promise that was  

made by Vote Leave.  You said all along that there would be free 

trade between the EU and the UK after we’ve left the EU. And at 

one point, only last year, Boris Johnson said the chances of there 

being no deal on trade were a million to one against. A million to 

one against and now here we are. At the very, very least, as 

politicians you have been very poor predictors of the near future. 

DR: Well I think the media  and some of the financial broadcasts 

has been pretty poor as well. What we – we’ve just talked about 

this at the outset. The EU have shifted the goalposts. We were 

told a Canada style agreement was available, you’ve just said it in 

your own terms. You put it to me that the EU has not been now 

willing to offer us that. So let’s be very clear. We’re forced into this 

position. It is because the EU wasn’t willing to treat us like any 

other independent third country would expect to be treated and 

indeed how the EU would be expect to be treated. 

 

AM: But you embarked on this road knowing what the problems 

ahead were likely to be. You promised us free trade, you  
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promised us tariff free access, yo promised we would be more 

secure. 

DR: Hold on,  you’re making a series of assertions. We were 

always conscious that – 

AM; That is might not happen. 

DR: Well no, that we would have to negotiate with the EU. But at 

the point you’re quoting from the Prime Minister of course we had 

the Political Declaration. It was clear. A free trade deal if we 

resolved the Withdrawal Agreement and the Northern Ireland 

Protocol was on offer. The goalposts have shifted. 

 

AM: You’re implying that I’m misquoting people.  

DR: Rather selective Andrew. 

AM: Let me just quote you in full Boris Johnson: “I put it to you all 

those who say that there would be barriers to trade with Europe if 

we were to do a Brexit, do  you seriously believe they would  put 

up tariffs against UK produce of any kind when they know how 

much they want to sell us their cake, their champagne, their 

cheese from France, it is totally and utterly absurd.” And I say to 

you again here this morning we are.  

 

DR: Well I do think it’s absurd that the EU has taken the approach 

that it has which means that German car manufacturers, French 

fishermen and women, the French farmers would suffer. And the 

common sense win win in the free trade deal, Canada style, is still 

there to be done. And it is not the UK that hasn’t shown the 

flexibility and the pragmatism. In the context of Northern Ireland, 

the Joint Committee, we’ve resolved all those issues. 

 

AM: Can  you guarantee there will be no disruption to medical 

supplies after no deal? 

DR: Well of course with things like vaccines and more generally 

medical supplies, the NHS and DHSE already have a widespread  

programme of stock piling and security of supply. So I actually 

think  you know, there may be shifts, but we’ve got enough 
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diversity of supply. For example take the vaccine. Seven vaccines 

are rolled out, 350 million doses secured. We’ve got diversity of 

supply. 

 

AM: Do you expect the value of the pound to drop as the result of 

no deal? 

DR: Look, I think some of that is already baked in and I think 

there will likely to be – there’s already been currency fluctuations. 

Of course there’s a flip side temporarily for that. It’s a boost to 

exporters but obviously it has a challenge domestically. 

 

AM: So many questions and for journalists as for negotiators, so 

little time. Dominic Raab, thanks very much indeed for talking to 

us. 

 

Ends  

 


