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AM: The Foreign Secretary, Dominic Raab, joins me now. Mr 

Raab, welcome. Before we talk about Iran let me ask you quickly 

about the collapse of the Thomas Cook company. We are awaiting 

today news as to whether it will finally collapse. Is the 

government determined not to help it stay alive? 

DR: Well, I don’t want to talk in advance of the meeting of 

creditors that is taking place this morning, to pre-empt or 

interfere in any of that. Obviously the Department of Transport, 

the Civil Aviation Authority is following it very carefully. We would 

wait to see and hope that it can continue. But in any event, as 

you’ll expect, we’ve got the contingency planning in place to make 

sure that in any worst case scenario we can support all of those 

who might otherwise be stranded. But I don’t want to say too 

much more, given those meetings are ongoing.  

 

AM: I suppose the only thing I’m asking is whether there is 

government money available to help the company or not? 

DR: Well, as I said, we don’t systematically step in with the 

taxpayers’ money when businesses are going under unless there’s 

a good strategic national interest for doing so. But I don’t want to 

undermine the talks that are going on. We’d love to see it 

continue as a going concern, but obviously people want to know 

that there’s the reassurance that the contingency planning has 

been done, and of course we’re doing that. 

 

AM: I suppose that in terms of national emergencies and so forth 

150,000 people stuck abroad is a pretty big one. This would be 

the biggest single civilian repatriation since the war. Have you got 

the planes, have you got the plans to make it work? And just tell 

us a little bit about how you’re going to do it. 
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DR: Well, I’m not going to allow this to become a self-fulfilling 

prophesy. We want to wait for that meeting to progress and see 

where we are. But the assurance I can give you is that right the 

way across government, from the Department for Transport, the 

Civil Aviation Authority, we’re making sure that all of the 

contingency planning is in place. Of course, the Foreign Office 

would be involved in that because we’ve got consular authorities 

and people that can assist with that. And you’ll remember the 

collapse of Monarch back in 2017. Obviously we’ve learnt a lot of 

the lessons from that as well.  

 

AM: I’m just thinking, if somebody is on a honeymoon or they’re 

having a retirement holiday or it’s a family holiday and they’re 

overseas at the moment, can you reassure them that if the worst 

happens and Thomas Cook goes down the government will get 

them home? 

DR: We’ve got all the contingency planning to make sure no one 

would be stranded. I don’t want to give all the detail of it because 

it depends on the nature in which people are out there, whether 

they’ve got a package holiday or whether they’ve just paid for 

flights and have sorted out something separately. And I think that 

would be the wrong thing to do. But I can reassure people that in 

the worst case scenario the contingency planning is there to avoid 

people being stranded. 

 

AM: Can I turn to the Iranian story. You’re going over, I think, 

later today to New York, to the United Nations General Assembly. 

Where do you think the drone attack on those Saudi refineries 

came from? 

DR: Well, first of all it was an outrageous attack. It was unlawful, 

it was an attack on Saudi Arabia but also on the world because of 

the effect on oil supplies and the world economy. We’re looking 

very carefully at all the information. We’ve obviously discussed it 

with our international partners. Before we attribute responsibility I 

want to be absolutely crystal clear, because that will mean that 
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the action that we take can be as robust and as widely supported 

as possible. The only thing I would say now is I find it, from the 

information I see, entirely implausible and lacking credibility to 

suggest that those attacks came from the Houthi rebels.  

 

AM: But you’re not going as far as the United States or Saudi 

Arabia, who both say those drones were launched from Iranian 

territory? You don’t know that yet? 

DR: Well, what I’d like to do is just assess and have total clarity 

before we set out the UK position. Of course we talk to our Saudi 

partners and our American friends, and I’ve done that this week 

as well as with our European partners. And we obviously 

understand the assessment that they’ve made, but we do do that 

independently ourselves in any event. So we’ll explain our position 

when the time is right. But I think people would like us to have 

total clarity when we do that because that means the response 

can be as robust and as widely supported as possible.  

 

AM: Well, let’s talk about that response. Mike Pompeo has said 

that this was an act of war. If it turns out those drones were 

launched from Iran how will Britain respond? Is a military 

response part of your thinking? 

DR: Well, I think we’re getting slightly ahead of ourselves in terms 

of the attribution, as I’ve discussed. We want to see de-escalation 

of the tensions in the region. We don’t want to see a 

conflagration, a military conflagration, and I don’t think that would 

be in the interests of anyone. Equally, I think it’s quite right for 

Saudi Arabia to be able to defend itself from further attacks of 

that nature, which are outrageous. So we’ll look at all of those 

options of course, but at the same time I think what we really 

want to do is make sure that the international community can 

take as strong a position as possible. And that’s why we want to 

make sure we’re absolutely crystal clear in our minds and we’ve 

got a very robust stance when it comes to the question of who’s 

actually responsible. So there will be – and I hope there will be – 
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a united international response on this, and it’s important that we 

take our time to get that right. 

 

AM: When you’re in New York I assume you’ll be meeting the 

Iranians. What in your view does Iran now have to do to lessen 

tensions? What do want to hear from them? 

DR: I’ll be talking to the Iranians and also all of our international 

partners, both the US, Canadians and also the Europeans. Look, I 

want to see Iran come in from out of the international cold. I 

want it to have a pathway to a better place. But in order to do 

that it must adhere to the rules-based international system. And 

that means that it’s got to comply with the basic rules of 

international law, in terms, and cease some of the proxy 

belligerence that it is funnelling and fuelling in the region. It 

means it’s got to stop seizing vessels unlawfully, as we’ve seen in 

the Strait of Hormuz, with the Stella Impero. It means that 

they’ve got to respect the basic principles of human rights. And 

we’ve seen an appalling series of cases where UK dual nationals 

are arbitrarily detained and mistreated. So in all of these areas as 

well as on the vital issue of compliance with the nuclear deal 

which we do support – we still support the JCPOA, the deal to 

reduce the risks of nuclear non-compliance by Iran. In all of these 

areas Iran has got to take the steps to establish confidence, and 

at the moment it’s going in the wrong direction.  

 

AM: Now, this is a dangerous situation. In normal circumstances 

there’d be a great debate on the floor of the House of Commons 

and people like you would be being questioned by MPs. That can’t 

happen because you have prorogued parliament. Now, if the 

Supreme Court decides against the government tomorrow can I 

be absolutely clear that you would expect the Commons to be 

reassembled immediately and you’d put nothing in the way of 

John Bercow summoning the Commons back? 

DR: Of course we’ll respect whatever the legal ruling is from the 

Supreme Court, whether it’s tomorrow or later in the week. But I 
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think we’re getting a little bit ahead of ourselves because 

obviously there’ve been two cases – the English case, the Scottish 

case. We’ll see what the Supreme Court decide. We’re confident. 

We wouldn’t have appealed the case if we weren’t confident in the 

position that the government had taken. And of course there are 

different permutations as to what the Supreme Court may or may 

not decide later in the week. We’ll obviously want to look at that 

very carefully. But I can reassure you, of course we’re going to 

abide by a Supreme Court judgement. 

 

AM: It’s called the Supreme Court for a reason. If you win the 

case would you prorogue again? 

DR: I think let’s wait and see what the first judgement decides 

and then we’ll understand the lie of the land.  

 

AM: So you might. So you might prorogue parliament again? 

DR: As you know, Andrew, I’m very keen not to get ahead of 

ourselves on this. And I’m also keen not to take levers off the 

table.. 

AM: We need to know whether – 

DR: ..that weaken the position of the UK in Brussels. But can I 

also say in relation to the Supreme Court, one of the reasons I 

campaigned to leave the EU is because I want our judges to have 

the last word on the law of the land and not for that to be decided 

by European judges in Luxembourg. So it is absolutely vital that 

we respect the role of the Supreme Court in our justice system, 

but also in our democracy. 

 

AM: Now, let’s talk about the deal which may or may not be being 

agreed with the EU. Lots of people think that people like you are 

comfortable with no deal and wonder how serious these 

negotiations are. The prime minister says he can see the landing 

area. Would you, Dominc Raab, be comfortable with a situation 

going forward where Northern Ireland was treated differently in 
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regard to EU regulations and taxes and so forth from the rest of 

the United Kingdom? 

DR: First of all, I’ve always been in favour of a deal. And I’m 

confident that there’s a deal to be done. There were good 

meetings this week. The prime minister met with Jean-Claude 

Junker and he said that a deal is there to be done and he wants a 

deal. So I think that was positive. There will always be naysayers 

on both sides of the Channel in relation to this process, and we 

hear from them every time the proposals are teased out into the 

public. But we’ve made good progress and I think what’s 

necessary now is for the EU to match some of the words that we 

heard from Jean-Claude Junker with the detailed negotiations to 

remove the undemocratic backstop, to be clear we can transition 

to a best in class free trade agreement, and I think that will be 

good for the UK but also for the EU. 

 

AM: So sorry, I just – I’m sorry, Mr Raab, but I refer you back to 

my original question. Would you be comfortable with Northern 

Ireland being treated differently in regard to customs and 

regulations than the rest of the UK or not? 

DR: I think as a general overarching across all the rules, no, of 

course that would be wrong. And indeed, one of the reasons why 

I resigned over the previous withdrawal agreement is because I 

felt it threatened the position of Northern Ireland, and indeed 

under the Good Friday Agreement. It’s well known that we’re 

going to continue talking with our EU partners and with – 

AM: I’m sorry to interrupt – 

DR: No, no, let me answer. 

AM: What you just said is very significant. 

DR: I want to answer it really squarely. So you’ll know there have 

been discussions because the island of Ireland is already managed 

for agrifood on a common basis. That is something which, if it had 

the consent of the parties of Northern Ireland, we would be 

willing to discuss further with our EU partners.  

AM: But no further? 
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DR: Well, I think the more you get into it, the further you go, the 

more you put at risk the principle that there’ll be no change in the 

status of Northern Ireland without the consent of the people of 

Northern Ireland. And fundamentally that’s democratically wrong 

and I think would be a threat to the Good Friday Agreement on all 

sides we want to preserve. 

 

AM: So no Northern Ireland-only backstop? 

DR: No, there couldn’t be a Northern Ireland-only backstop in its 

entirety in the way it was proposed previously. But as I said, on 

agrifood and the question of the way the island of Ireland is 

already managed that is something, a very discrete area, where of 

course we can continue talking, and we’ve made that clear. But it 

must have the consent of the parties of Northern Ireland. 

 

AM: A lot of senior officials from the UK and Northern Ireland 

have been speaking over the last few days in the Republic of 

Ireland about the horrific effects, in their view, that no deal would 

have on the Northern Irish economy. But if what you have just 

said is true, then we are a long, long way away from a deal and 

time is fast running out. 

DR: No, I don’t think so. I think there’s a deal to be done in 

European Council on 17th October. You’re going to have people 

that will pour cold water on it. We had the Luxembourg prime 

minister trying to embarrass the prime minister. I think the people 

of this country have had enough of that nonsense. But in fairness, 

we also had Jean-Claude Junker coming out and saying he had a 

very positive meeting at the same time in Luxembourg with the 

prime minister and that there is a deal to be done, and he wanted 

it to be done. If those words are matched with action and political 

will, I’m confident that we can have a deal. But what we can’t do 

is just accept a series of - 

AM: I understand that. 

DR: - of requirements that either put a threat to the position of 

Northern Ireland or emasculate and undermine the referendum 
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result, which is what the Liberal Democrats and the Labour Party 

seem all too willing to allow. 

 

AM: Dominic Raab, thanks very much indeed for joining us. 

(ends) 

 


