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Brexit: All you need to know about the UK leaving the EU

BBC, August 29, 2019

The UK is due to leave the European Union (EU) at 23:00 GMT on 31 October 2019. For 
those not following every twist and turn, this guide covers the basics.

What is Brexit? 

Brexit - British exit - refers to the UK leaving the EU.

What is the European Union?

The EU is an economic and political union involving 28 European countries. It allows free 
trade and free movement of people to live and work in whichever country they choose.

The UK joined in 1973 (when it was known as the European Economic Community). If the 
UK leaves as planned on 31 October, it would be the first member state to withdraw from 
the EU.

Why is the UK leaving?

A public vote - or referendum - was held on Thursday 23 June 2016, to decide whether the 
UK should leave or remain.

Leave won by 52% to 48%. The referendum turnout was very high at 72%, with more than 
30 million people voting - 17.4 million people voted for Brexit.

Why hasn't Brexit happened yet?

Brexit was due to happen on 29 March 2019. That was two years after then Prime Minister 
Theresa  May  triggered  Article  50  -  the  formal  process  to  leave  -  and  kicked  off 
negotiations. But the Brexit date has been delayed twice.

The UK and the EU agreed a deal in November 2018 but MPs rejected it three times. 

What is the Brexit deal?

The deal consisted of a binding withdrawal agreement - which set out the terms for the 
"divorce" process -  and a non-binding political  declaration on the nature of  the future 
relationship between the UK and EU.

The withdrawal agreement covered a range of things including:

- the rights of EU citizens in the UK and British citizens in the EU

- how much money the UK was to pay the EU (widely thought to be £39bn)

- the backstop for the Irish border

Why did Parliament reject the Brexit deal?

The main sticking point for many Conservative and DUP MPs was the backstop.



Currently,  there  are  no  border  posts,  physical  barriers  or  checks  on  people  or  goods 
crossing the border between Northern Ireland and the Republic of Ireland. The backstop is  
designed to ensure that continues after the UK leaves the EU. 

It comes into effect only if a comprehensive free trade deal is not quickly agreed between 
the UK and EU. It would keep the UK effectively inside the EU's customs union but with 
Northern Ireland also conforming to some rules of the single market.

Critics  say  a  different  status  for  Northern  Ireland  could  threaten  the  existence  of  the 
United Kingdom and fear that the backstop could become permanent. But supporters say it 
is necessary to maintain peace in Northern Ireland.

Could the UK leave with no deal?

Prime Minister Boris Johnson wants the EU to remove the backstop from the deal. He 
wants "alternative arrangements" and technological solutions instead.

But the EU has so far refused to change the backstop.

Mr Johnson has said the UK must leave on 31 October, even if that is without a deal. 

What are the customs union and the single market?

The customs union ensures that all EU countries charge the same taxes on goods coming in 
from outside. They do not charge taxes on each other's goods. But members cannot strike 
their own trade deals.

The single market enables goods, services, people and money to move between all 28 EU 
member  states,  as  well  as  Iceland,  Norway,  Liechtenstein  and  Switzerland,  who  are 
members of  the  European Economic Area.  Countries  in the single  market  apply  many 
common rules and standards.

A UK company can sell its product (goods) in Portugal as easily as it can in Portsmouth, 
bring  back the  cash (capital),  offer  maintenance (services)  and  dispatch a  repair  team 
(people).

Will a no-deal Brexit cause disruption?

If the UK leaves the customs union and single market then the EU will start carrying out  
checks on British goods. This could lead to delays at ports, such as Dover. Some fear that 
this could lead to traffic bottlenecks, disrupting supply routes and damaging the economy.

Mr Johnson has tried to calm such fears by announcing an extra £2.1bn of funding to 
prepare for a possible no-deal outcome on 31 October.

What happens next with Brexit?

If nothing else happens, the UK will leave without a deal on 31 October 2019.

But the prime minister says he still wants to leave with a deal on that date, and lots of MPs 
say they will try to stop the UK leaving without one.

Stopping a no-deal Brexit became more difficult after Mr Johnson announced he would be 
suspending Parliament - known as prorogation - for five weeks in September and October.



This will cut the number of working days MPs have in Parliament to try and stop it, with 
critics claiming it is a deliberate ploy by the PM to cut them out.

But the government says the move allows them to reset and start work on policies away 
from Brexit. 

Could no-deal Brexit be stopped?

Most MPs are against a no-deal Brexit - with the leaders of Labour, the Lib Dems, the SNP, 
Plaid Cymru and the Green Party voicing their opposition.

One way to prevent a no-deal outcome would be to try to topple the government with a  
vote of no confidence and replace it with an alternative one that would seek a delay to 
Brexit, in order to allow a general election or another referendum to take place.

The other way is passing a law to force the government to ask the EU for a delay.

Some campaigners are also looking into launching a judicial review in the courts to stop Mr 
Johnson proroguing Parliament.

Brexit could also be cancelled completely by MPs, although few have suggested that they 
would support that, without the need for the EU's agreement.

How will a no-deal Brexit affect me?

A no-deal Brexit could affect individuals in all sorts of different ways.

If the pound falls sharply in response to no deal and there are significant delays at ports, 
like Dover, it could affect the price and availability of some foods. There are also concerns 
over potential shortages of medicines, although the government has said much preparation 
has been done to avoid this.

Most economists and business groups believe no deal would lead to economic harm.

For example, the Office for Budget Responsibility - which provides independent analysis of 
the UK's public finances - believes a no-deal Brexit would cause a UK recession.

But many Brexit supporters say it is hard to accurately predict what will happen or believe  
any economic disruption will be short-term and minor.

EU citizens in the UK can apply for settled status, allowing them to remain in the country 
even if there is a no deal. UK expats in the EU are advised to register as residents of the 
country in which they live.

UK citizens travelling to the EU will  need to ensure passports are valid for at least six 
months on 31 October and will require an international driving permit if intending to use a 
car.

European Health Insurance Cards (EHIC) will no longer be valid.

Pet passports will also no longer be valid.

A range of other effects and consequences have been discussed.



'A matter of deep regret': Read Theresa May's resignation speech 
in full (May 24, 2019)

Ever since I first stepped through the door behind me as Prime Minister, I have striven to 
make  the  United Kingdom a  country  that  works  not  just  for  a  privileged  few,  but  for 
everyone.

And to honour the result of the EU referendum.

Back in 2016, we gave the British people a choice.

Against all predictions, the British people voted to leave the European Union.

I feel as certain today as I did three years ago that in a democracy, if you give people a  
choice you have a duty to implement what they decide. I have done my best to do that.

I negotiated the terms of our exit and a new relationship with our closest neighbours that  
protects jobs, our security and our Union.

I have done everything I can to convince MPs to back that deal.

Sadly, I have not been able to do so. I tried three times.

I believe it was right to persevere, even when the odds against success seemed high.

But it is now clear to me that it is in the best interests of the country for a new Prime 
Minister to lead that effort.

So I am today announcing that I will resign as leader of the Conservative and Unionist 
Party on Friday 7 June so that a successor can be chosen.

I have agreed with the Party Chairman and with the Chairman of the 1922 Committee that  
the process for electing a new leader should begin in the following week.

I have kept Her Majesty the Queen fully informed of my intentions, and I will continue to 
serve as her Prime Minister until the process has concluded.

It is, and will always remain, a matter of deep regret to me that I have not been able to 
deliver Brexit.

It will be for my successor to seek a way forward that honours the result of the referendum.

To succeed, he or she will have to find consensus in Parliament where I have not.

Such a consensus can only be reached if those on all  sides of the debate are willing to 
compromise.

For  many years  the  great  humanitarian  Sir  Nicholas  Winton -  who saved  the  lives  of 
hundreds of  children by arranging their  evacuation from Nazi-occupied Czechoslovakia 
through the Kindertransport - was my constituent in Maidenhead.

At another time of political controversy, a few years before his death, he took me to one 
side at a local event and gave me a piece of advice.



He said, 'Never forget that compromise is not a dirty word. Life depends on compromise.'

He was right. As we strive to find the compromises we need in our politics - whether to 
deliver Brexit, or to restore devolved government in Northern Ireland - we must remember 
what brought us here.

Because the referendum was not just a call to leave the EU but for profound change in our 
country.

A call to make the United Kingdom a country that truly works for everyone. I am proud of  
the progress we have made over the last three years.

We have completed the work that David Cameron and George Osborne started: the deficit 
is almost eliminated, our national debt is falling and we are bringing an end to austerity.

My  focus  has  been  on  ensuring  that  the  good  jobs  of  the  future  will  be  created  in 
communities across the whole country, not just in London and the South East, through our 
Modern Industrial Strategy.

We have helped more people than ever enjoy the security of a job.

We are building more homes and helping first-time buyers onto the housing ladder - so 
young people can enjoy the opportunities their parents did.

And we are protecting the environment, eliminating plastic waste, tackling climate change 
and improving air quality.

This is what a decent, moderate and patriotic Conservative Government, on the common 
ground of British politics, can achieve - even as we tackle the biggest peacetime challenge 
any government has faced.

I know that the Conservative Party can renew itself in the years ahead.

That we can deliver Brexit and serve the British people with policies inspired by our values.

Security; freedom; opportunity.

Those values have guided me throughout my career.

But the unique privilege of this office is to use this platform to give a voice to the voiceless,  
to fight the burning injustices that still scar our society.

That is why I put proper funding for mental health at the heart of our NHS long-term plan.

It is why I am ending the postcode lottery for survivors of domestic abuse. It is why the 
Race Disparity Audit and gender pay reporting are shining a light on inequality, so it has 
nowhere to hide.

And that is why I set up the independent public inquiry into the tragedy at Grenfell Tower - 
to search for the truth, so nothing like it can ever happen again, and so the people who lost  
their lives that night are never forgotten.

Because this country is a Union.

Not just a family of four nations. But a union of people - all of us.



Whatever our background, the colour of our skin, or who we love.

We stand together. And together we have a great future.

Our politics may be under strain, but there is so much that is good about this country.

So much to be proud of. So much to be optimistic about.

I will shortly leave the job that it has been the honour of my life to hold - the second female 
Prime Minister but certainly not the last.

I  do  so  with  no  ill-will,  but  with  enormous  and  enduring  gratitude  to  have  had  the 
opportunity to serve the country I love.



N°10 refuses to say if PM could ignore laws to block no-deal Brexit

The Guardian, Peter Walker & Jessica Elgot, September 2, 2019

Downing Street has insisted the government will abide by the rule of law, while repeatedly 
refusing to say whether Boris Johnson could ignore specific legislation seeking to delay 
Brexit if such a bill were passed by a cross-party group of backbench rebels.

Sources  among the rebels  said Johnson could seek a snap general  election as early as 
Wednesday, asking for the two-thirds majority needed in the House of Commons under 
the Fixed-Term Parliaments Act 2011.

The sources suggested the vote would come with a commitment that polling day would be 
before 31 October, though the date would ultimately be in the control of the government.

In a continuation of a row that has prompted outrage from opposition MPs and caused the 
former  justice  secretary  David  Gauke  to  write  to  his  successor,  Robert  Buckland,  for 
clarification, the prime minister’s spokesman said he could not commit to abiding by the 
law before seeing the legislation.

Asked  about  the  general  principle,  the  spokesman  repeated  a  point  made  by  Gavin 
Williamson in broadcast interviews earlier on Monday: “The education secretary dealt with 
this this morning when he said every government adheres to the law.”

But  pressed  repeatedly  on  whether  this  meant  No  10  would  commit  to  abiding  by  a 
backbench bill designed to thwart a no-deal Brexit, the spokesman declined to do so.

On Sunday, Michael Gove, who is in charge of no-deal Brexit preparations, ignited the row 
by declining to rule out the idea that the government could simply ignore such a law. “Let’s  
see what the legislation says,” he told BBC One’s The Andrew Marr Show.

On Gove’s comments, the No 10 spokesman said: “I think he was very clear with the point 
he was making, which was that we haven’t seen any legislation yet and that the government 
will need to look at any legislation brought forward to establish what it does or doesn’t  
require.”

Pressed on this, he said: “In relation to this specific point, we’re going to have to look at the 
legislation which is brought forward. We haven’t seen what’s been put forward yet. The 
people who are promoting it have not been willing to share that.”

The spokesman denied Gove’s comments amounted to a “pick-and-choose” approach to 
abiding by the law. “He was simply saying in relation to this particular piece of legislation 
that we haven’t seen it yet,” he said.

A Downing Street source later sought to play down the significance of what Gove said, 
saying it could simply be a case of ensuring the bill was possible in practical terms. The 
source pointed to the example of backbench amendments bringing equal marriage and 
abortion to Northern Ireland, where some of the stated timetables were not possible.



Earlier on Monday, Gauke predicted the expected vote on the backbench bill could be “very 
tight”, saying government threats to deselect Conservative MPs who defy the party on the 
issue could increase the number of rebels.

Gauke said he had written to the attorney general, Geoffrey Cox, and Buckland asking for 
clarification about Gove’s comments. “It would be very helpful if  the government could 
clarify that they believe in the rule of law,” he told BBC Radio 4’s Today programme.

Gauke declined to say what the bill could seek to achieve. But another leading rebel, the  
former Tory MP Nick Boles, said a likely consensus plan would be to delay Brexit by a 
couple of months from 31 October, to allow enough time for a deal to be reached but not  
enough time for a second referendum.

The  stakes  for  would-be  Tory  rebels  became  markedly  higher  at  the  weekend  when 
Downing Street confirmed Conservative MPs who backed the no-deal blocking measure 
could lose the party whip, meaning they would be unable to stand for the Tories in the next 
election.



The sheer scale of the crisis facing Britain’s decrepit constitution 
has been laid bare

The Guardian, Will Hutton, September 1, 2019

Representative democracy is never easy. It’s been obvious for decades that the eight-word 
British constitution established in 1689 – what the crown assents in parliament is law – is 
a decaying, time-worn construct on which to protect and advance today’s democracy. It 
may have seemed “glorious” in the 17th century to hit upon the-then revolutionary notion 
that the crown can continue, but only if it delegates its monarchial sovereignty to whoever 
commands a majority in parliament. But it’s a wheeze that today too easily collapses into a 
highly centralised executive acting dictatorially because of its monarchial authority – and 
becomes toxic if that dictatorial dimension becomes legitimised by the “will of the people” 
in  a  referendum. A constitution  with  a  bias  to  being an  elective  dictatorship,  as  Lord 
Hailsham famously characterised it, too easily slides into dictatorship by referendum.

It  is  only  unwritten,  uncodified  understandings  that  protect  the  body  politic  from 
regressing to government with minimal checks, balances and accountability. They in turn 
depend upon a political class that, whatever its differences, accepts common rules of the 
game,  especially  making  sure  that  any  recourse  to  direct  democracy  by  referendum is 
firmly subordinated to rule by parliament.

But any residual acceptance of common rules has been exploded by the passionate Brexiter 
conviction  that  their  referendum  victory  empowers  them  to  use  any  ruse  available  to 
achieve their goal, even a no-deal Brexit, against the scrutiny of a “Remain” parliament.

Last  week,  the  scale  of  the  weakness  of  Britain’s  constitutional  apparatus  to  obstruct 
gerrymandering was exposed to all. To prorogue parliament for no better reason than to 
avoid parliamentary scrutiny of a no-deal Brexit may have been an intolerable abuse of 
power,  and an affront  to democracy,  but in Britain it  is  constitutionally  possible.  As a 
result,  for all  the threats  of  judicial  review and court actions,  it  will  be difficult,  if  not 
impossible, to challenge.

For the prime minister controls everything, from the business of the House of Commons to 
the ability to prorogue it. He or she is lent monarchial sovereignty, the same sovereignty 
that Charles 1 tried to justify because the monarch was supposedly God’s representative on 
Earth: the divine right of kings, now transmuted into the divine right of Boris. Part of the-
then cleverness of  the 17th-century deal  was  that  it  co-opted the crown into being the 
above-the-fray,  holder-of-the-ring  of  proper  parliamentary  procedure  and process.  But 
today, that capacity has evaporated.

So when Jacob Rees-Mogg travelled to Balmoral last week to ask the Queen to prorogue 
parliament, there was virtually no prospect of her refusing – as an elected head of state 
might have done. She did have the option of saying that on such a controversial use of 
prerogative power she wanted to go beyond the minimum quorate of three for a privy 
council meeting (the chief whip and leader of the House of Lords accompanied Rees-Mogg 



on a separate plane to Balmoral to avoid suspicion) and call for a full meeting including 
former ministers from other parties, purportedly the constitutional forum to advise her on 
use of the royal prerogative. But that would have been seen as a political act. She folded.  
Exposed as  a  constitutional  cipher,  the case  for  an elected head of  state  has suddenly 
become unanswerable.

It is but one of the many constitutional earthquakes triggered by Brexit whose aftershocks 
will be felt for decades. Even the character of the referendum itself is testament to our lack 
of a constitution. No super-majority was required for this fundamental change in Britain’s 
relationship with Europe, any more than it was for the Scottish referendum: amazingly, a 
42-year and a 300-year union could be ripped apart by a majority of one citizen’s vote. 
There were no requirements for Leave to spell out its case, the policing of how money was 
raised was feeble and there were no sanctions for outright misrepresentation.

Those countries that use referendums a lot, Switzerland and Ireland, for example, have 
elaborate rules for how they are conducted. In Britain, typically, there are no pre-agreed 
rules, just ad-hoc legislation arising from the particular power conjuncture of the day: the 
Cameron government on the run before its rightwing Eurosceptic zealots.

What is happening is the culmination of a rightwing coup that has deployed the weakness 
of Britain’s constitution to drive through toxic, divisive change, the manipulated will of the 
people trumping representative democracy. Yes, there were deep-set economic, social and 
cultural reasons behind the Leave vote, but it was British democratic arrangements that 
framed both the fact and character of the referendum.

The  citizenry  had  become  disillusioned  with  the  parliamentary  process,  so  that  direct 
democracy seemed more democratic. And there were no obstacles to creating a rules-free, 
simple majority referendum.

To win then and now, those in favour of EU membership needed to recognise they had to 
trump the narrative of an undemocratic Europe by recognising more profound democratic 
failings at home. Balking at such radicalism, Remain instead found itself the advocate of a 
hard-to-justify  status  quo;  an  archaic  state,  a  decaying  democracy  and  rampant  social 
inequality inflamed by fears of immigration. Leave was allowed to blame it all on the EU – 
cover for their ultra-rightwing ambitions.

A  wholesale  change  of  mindset  was  needed.  Remain  should  have  stood  for  a  re-
democratised Britain that put power in the hands of the people and for transformative 
economic and social change that would make Britain better, not worse. To leave the EU, it 
should have said, would be to abandon that prospect.

To succeed with this message required the Labour party to take it to its heart. It had to  
understand  that  Brexit  was  an  ultra-rightwing  project,  to  own  EU  membership,  to 
understand the necessity of fashioning a fit-for-purpose constitution and to marry that 
with a powerful case for remaking economy and society to benefit the mass of the British. 
All combine to make the Remain case.

But the British left has never owned the case for a constitutional reset. Jeremy Corbyn 
can’t authentically criticise the divine right of Boris when he wants to be a no less divine 



Jeremy,  legislating  to  create  British  socialism  with  little  or  no  constraint,  one  of  the 
reasons even liberal anti-no-deal Tories are so terrified of making common cause with him. 
In the left wing conception constitutions, after all, are bourgeois constructs to serve the 
interests of the ruling class. The world of checks, balances, organising a federal Britain to 
keep Scotland in the union, electing our head of state, creating a fair voting system and 
pre-agreeing the terms on which referenda are held are dismissed as the preoccupations of  
liberal,  middle-class intellectuals.  The 2017 Labour manifesto’s  call  for a constitutional 
convention, only to “consult” and “consider the option of a more federalised country”, feels 
and was but an afterthought.

Last week demonstrated that instead the constitution is fundamental. Corbyn was right: in 
the British system, the only surefire way to stop a no-deal Brexit is to establish an interim 
government in control of parliament and its agenda, extend the 31 October deadline and 
then hold an election paving the way for a referendum in which Remain will be an option. 
Abandoning  that  strategy  and  attempting  to  muster  a  Commons  majority  legislating 
against no deal – although the best option if there is no guarantee of winning a vote of no-
confidence – is second best and full of risk.

After last week’s events, which enraged the bravest and best in the Tory party, Corbyn has 
a chance to build on the emerging coalition for legislation and make his offer again, but 
copper-bottoming  it  constitutionally  as  an  alternative  to  Johnson.  As  interim  prime 
minister, he will exercise no prerogative power, introduce no new policies, wholly respect 
every constitutional protocol and commit to hold a fully-fledged constitutional convention 
after the election.

He needs no more than a dozen Conservative MPs to agree – and such commitments may 
give  them  the  cover  they  need.  Ken  Clarke  is  almost  there;  others  are  close.  As  the 
government  tomorrow  launches  its  £100m  prepare  for  no  deal  national  advertising 
campaign, alerting the public to the prospect of imminent mayhem, it is make-up-your-
mind time for everyone.  The atmosphere will  darken. Johnson and Cummings thought 
proroguing was a clever wheeze. Instead, it has given the opponents of no deal the opening 
not just to block no deal by law, but oust the divine charlatan and his rancid cabal. The 
opportunity must be seized.



Westminster shutdown: is Britain facing a coup?

The Guardian, Robert Saunders, Peter Bone, Margaret Beckett, Michael Chessum & Meg 
Russell, September 1, 2019

The government stands accused of undermining democracy by proroguing parliament.  
Five experts assess a momentous political decision

Robert Saunders (Historian and political commentator)

The British constitution is unlike any other in the world. You cannot find it in a bookshop 
or read it online. It has no manual or handbook. Instead, it is a delicate assemblage of laws, 
practices  and institutions,  built  over  centuries  and held together  by  a  fragile  tissue  of 
customs,  conventions  and  understandings.  It  relies  on  trust  and  on  a  common 
commitment to its unwritten rules. That has allowed it to adapt and evolve, but leaves it 
dangerously vulnerable to the abuse of power.

Boris Johnson’s predecessors were often careless with the constitution, but none showed 
such contempt for its core principles. The United Kingdom is a parliamentary democracy, 
in which “the will of the people” flows through our elected representatives. Our claim to be 
democratically  governed  rests  on  this  slender  foundation:  that  a  government  must 
command the confidence  of  the  elected  chamber.  By wielding the  royal  prerogative  to 
silence parliament, Johnson has struck at the foundations of our democracy.

Johnson is  perhaps  the  first  prime minister  in  British  history  who does  not  recognise 
parliament, or a parliamentary election, as the source of his authority. He was placed in No 
10 by 90,000 party activists  – not much larger than a single constituency – whom he 
courted through his column in the Daily Telegraph. He appointed Dominic Cummings to 
the heart of government: a man who months earlier had been found to be in contempt of 
parliament. Once, that would have disbarred him from office. Today, it is a programme for 
government.

He will claim a higher mandate than parliament: “the will of the people”, expressed in the 
referendum. Yet it gave no instruction on the terms of Brexit, a fact Johnson exploited to 
vote down a previous withdrawal agreement. Once we decide that someone other than 
parliament should interpret the referendum – that some heroic leader knows more truly 
what was in the mind of voters – we are walking a very dangerous road.

In the short term, prorogation may succeed. If Johnson goes for no deal, it makes it harder 
for MPs to stop him. If he wrings some kind of package from the EU, it may frighten some 
into backing it. If all else fails, it clears the way for a “people versus parliament” election.

But  at  what  cost?  Like  loggers  torching  the  Brazilian  rainforest,  Johnson and  adviser 
Dominic Cummings have traded short-term profit for devastating structural harm. They 
have  set  precedents  that  others  will  follow and scorched  the  fragile  ecosystem  of  our 
democracy. “Conservatives” once saw it as their responsibility to protect the constitution. 
How times change.



Peter Bone (Conservative MP and adviser to Leave Means Leave )

Yes, there is a coup being attempted, but it’s not by the government. It is by a group of  
hardline Remainers who refuse to accept the will of the British people.

These non-democrats are trying to seize power from the legitimate government of Boris 
Johnson, and install a so-called government of national unity headed by Jeremy Corbyn, 
and stuffed full of uber-Remainers, with not a single Leaver in sight!

The  prorogation  of  parliament  by  Boris  Johnson  is  a  long-overdue  restoration  of 
parliamentary democracy. In fact, the shadow leader of the house and other opposition 
MPs have been demanding this for months. The current session of parliament covers three 
calendar years and is by far the longest since the civil war. Each session of parliament 
normally lasts a year. It starts with the Queen’s speech, where the government outlines the 
bills it wants to get through in the next 12 months, and if it doesn’t get them through in  
that time, it risks losing them.

The  opposition  then  have  a  number  of  days  to  debate  and  scrutinise  ,  in  detail,  the 
government’s programme. At the end of the debate it can try to amend the Queen’s speech 
or defeat it. If the Queen’s speech is defeated, it inevitably leads to a general election. It 
also resets the parliamentary calendar, which, under parliament’s standing orders, allows 
opposition parties 20 days where they choose the motions to be debated, 35 days when the 
backbench business committee chooses the subjects to be debated, and 13 days when MPs 
can introduce legislation.

Proroguing parliament clearly restores parliamentary democracy and is  constitutionally 
standard. This is not an attempt to stop parliament blocking a no-deal Brexit. Had the 
prime  minister  prorogued  parliament  until  1  November,  that  would  have  been  a 
constitutional outrage, and I would have been the first to call it out.

If Jeremy Corbyn wants to stop a no-deal Brexit, he has to follow a simple course of action.  
On Tuesday, he calls a vote of no confidence in the government, and on Wednesday he tries 
to win that vote. He won’t do that because he knows that he doesn’t have the votes in the 
House of Commons and, more importantly, he doesn’t have the votes in the country to win 
a general election.

My message to Jeremy Corbyn is simple – put up, or shut up!

Margaret Beckett (Labour MP for Derby South)

Yes.  It’s  clever  –  which  is  the  reputation  of  the  PM’s  advisers.  It’s  also  ruthless  and 
improper – which is also their reputation.

Supporters claim having an autumn recess or prorogation and a new Queen’s speech is 
“normal”. Autumn 2019 finds us on the brink of the biggest constitutional change for more 
than 40 years. Yet a government without a working majority, led by a PM without a public  
mandate, seeks the longest adjournment for 70 years. This is not “normal”.

To me this is the latest, most dangerous, manifestation of a rolling coup parliamentarians 
have been battling since  2016.  From the outset,  Theresa May sought for powers to be 
returned to and exercised by the executive, not parliament.



She had to be forced by the courts to accept that MPs should have any voice in the decision 
to  trigger  article  50.  When  detailed  legislative  changes  were  required,  sweeping  and 
unfettered powers  for  ministers  were  proposed.  Almost  every  request  for papers to  be 
published or information shared was rejected and fought.

The suggestion that MPs should be  allowed a “meaningful”  vote on her proposals  was 
strongly resisted.

The approach to government defeats in the Commons – once a matter of concern or at 
least embarrassment – became quite cavalier.

In Opposition day debates the government stopped voting to defend their policies on any 
but rare occasions - usually when they thought that they might win.

Concern  was  expressed  even  in  the  Conservative  party,  at  this  unprecedented  but 
ingenious  way  of  making  the  expressed  view of  the  House  of  Commons  nugatory,  or 
meaningless, in its effect.

For almost three years, government used and abused its considerable powers to control 
what MPs were allowed to debate and when, often hindering or even preventing the House 
of Commons from expressing its view on the government’s handling of Brexit.

When final proposals were known, debate and decision on them was delayed, week on 
week,  month  on  month,  blaming  those  who  it  was  feared  might  not  support  the 
government. Then, when the government could delay no longer and it went down to the 
biggest defeat in our parliamentary history on its flagship policy, even this defeat was just 
ignored, and the government pressed on regardless.

The parliament to which we were told sovereignty was being restored has been steadily 
sidelined, ignored and has now been silenced.

So it is a coup – but it’s just the latest step in the incremental trashing of our unwritten 
constitution,  as  longstanding  conventions  are  disregarded  and  discarded.  Dangerous 
precedents are being set.

Michael Chessum (National organiser for Another Europe Is Possible)

An unelected prime minister is attempting to prevent parliament from meeting because it 
might disagree with him. His aim is to drive through Brexit – deal or no deal – by an 
arbitrary  date  in  late  October.  In  doing  so,  he  hopes  to  solidify  a  huge parliamentary 
majority  in  a  snap  election  marked  by  a  rightwing  populist  campaign  demonising 
foreigners and what he will decry as the political elite. He is, as Britain’s 20th Etonian 
prime minister, apparently not a member of this elite himself.

The  longer-term  aim  of  Johnson’s  plan  goes  much  deeper.  Brexit  Britain  is  to  be  a 
deregulated country, brought closer into the orbit of Trump’s America. Workers’ rights, 
food standards and environmental protections are to be undermined. Public services and 
the NHS will, as made clear by the US government, be up for sale. Naturally, there is little 
to no public support for this agenda, and no majority for it in parliament. So Johnson does 
not want to allow either the public or MPs to vote on it until it is too late.



Parliament has not been completely shut down. The press is still free. But not all coups 
come with tanks and internet shutdowns. Yes, we have our civil rights – but try telling that 
to the millions of migrants who face a future of uncertainty, and even deportation, if the 
government goes ahead with abruptly ending free movement. The executive is waging war 
on the legislature, and it might win if we do not mobilise to stop it.

This government is not going to be persuaded by strength of argument. It must be forced to 
reverse course. Hopefully, the opposition parties will win this week in the Commons, but as 
citizens  we  must  understand  that  we  cannot  rely  on  parliamentary  process,  or  the 
judiciary. The little democracy we have was fought for, bled for, by mass movements which 
stretched the boundaries of legitimate dissent.  If  protest  movements are not willing to 
disrupt, they are toothless.

The suspension of parliament is not some maverick act of hubris. The shutting down of 
democracy, the attacks on rights, the absurd claim to represent the people while denying 
them agency – these are the essence of the Brexit project. Brexit is not the end – it is a tool  
to  entrench  power  and  privilege,  to  divide  working  people  against  each  other,  and 
aggrandise the sociopaths who fronted the Leave campaign and now occupy No 10. This 
absurd, dangerous moment is the natural conclusion of Brexit. This is its true meaning.

We  are  witnessing  the  growth  of  a  huge  movement  in  defence  of  democracy.  From 
Monday,  we’ll  be  protesting  daily  at  5.30pm  across  the  country.  Join  us  at 
stopthecoup.org.uk.

Meg Russell (Director of the Constitution Unit, University College London)

Boris Johnson’s prorogation of parliament has sparked demonstrations under the banner 
#StopTheCoup. But is this outrage justified?

Make no mistake, to prorogue like this is far from normal. Yes, a short prorogation (usually 
a few days) happens routinely between one annual parliamentary session and the next. But 
this five-week prorogation is the longest since 1930. It has also been triggered in the midst 
of a political crisis, with the clock ticking down to 31 October. It immediately follows a five-
week  summer  break,  during  which  MPs  could  not  scrutinise  the  government’s  Brexit 
policy. Indeed, Johnson has faced just one day of parliamentary scrutiny since becoming 
PM. Should the prorogation go ahead, that would become one week’s scrutiny over almost 
three months. By 14 October, when MPs are set to return, fewer than three weeks would 
remain until the Brexit deadline.

No  10  insists  that  parliament  was  already  due  to  break  up  for  weeks  for  the  party 
conferences. But this is disingenuous, for two reasons. First, it had not yet been decided. 
And second, MPs were the ones who got to choose – and looked increasingly likely to reject 
this. Prorogation denies them the choice. He has also largely scuppered the chances of a 
no-confidence vote. We knew the opposition parties were discussing this, but had not yet  
agreed on their alternative prime minister. The Fixed-term Parliaments Act provides 14 
days to appoint an alternative government.  But the prorogation cuts across this  – and 
would leave as little as 24 hours to get organised after such a vote.



So Johnson’s actions are unprecedented, and appear designed to undermine MPs’ desire to 
scrutinise his government, or even to remove it from office. In a parliamentary democracy, 
where  the  government  is  accountable  to  parliament,  and exists  only  because it  enjoys 
parliament’s  confidence,  this  is  deeply  problematic.  Hence  the  various  court  cases 
challenging prorogation.

Does  this  amount  to  a  constitutional  coup?  In  short,  it’s  hard  to  define  what’s 
“unconstitutional” in a system with an unwritten constitution.

Proponents  would  argue  that  Johnson  has  not  broken  the  letter  of  the  law.  But  our 
constitution relies on conventions and precedents, not just law, and those very clearly have 
been broken. A “political” constitution such as ours is a fragile thing, which depends on key 
players respecting norms and traditions. If they fail to do so they undermine it gravely.

The  dangerous  precedents  that  would  be  set  by  prorogation  apply  around  the  world. 
Governments must not be able to shut down democratic legislatures just in order to dodge 
inconvenient scrutiny. This is an executive power grab, and when MPs return on Tuesday 
they should reject it loud and clear.



What is the Brexit backstop? Northern Ireland policy explained

By Dan Bloom, The Mirror, August 29, 2019

Boris  Johnson  says  he'll  take  Britain  out  without  a  deal  if  the  EU  won't  drop  the  
backstop. So what is the backstop? We explain here

Boris Johnson says he wants to agree a Brexit deal before Halloween - but there's one thing 
standing in the way. The Northern Ireland backstop.

You've  probably  heard a  lot  about  this  mysterious  backstop.  But  do you know what  it 
means?

We don't blame you if not, as the whole thing has been testing our brains for months.

In fact, it's astonishing that the whole of Brexit has come down to boring technical jargon 
about customs arrangements.

But we are where we are, and with a possible general election round the corner, it's vital  
you know what the debate is about.

Here is the issue explained.

What is the backstop?

The 'backstop' is an insurance clause in the UK's 585-page Brexit deal with Brussels, which 
was signed by Theresa May in November 2018.

If the deal is passed, EU rules continue in a "transition period" until 31 December 2020.

But after that, it's not known how we can avoid putting up checkpoints along the 310-mile 
border between Northern Ireland (in the UK) and the Republic (in the EU).

This situation - known as a "hard border" - would set Irish peace back decades and could 
trigger a return to violence of the Troubles.

It would reverse the Good Friday Agreement pact that allows anyone to cross the border 
with little more than a sign and a different-coloured road.

So the "backstop" is designed to stop a hard border, no matter what.

How will the backstop work?

Under the backstop, EU customs rules will be extended across the whole of the UK for a 
"temporary" period.

This has infuriated Brexiteer MPs - who fear we will be a "colony" of Brussels, unable to  
sign trade deals around the world.

It will kick in from 1 January 2021 if no solution has been found for the Irish border.



Britain has an alternative option, to trigger a one-off extension to the "transition period" 
for EU rules, instead of the backstop.

But if  it  does kick in, it  can only be ended by a joint committee -  in other words,  EU 
officials get a veto.

And there is no time limit, meaning if the UK and EU can't agree, we could be stuck in the 
backstop for a very long time.

Why is it such a big problem?

1. It will stop the UK signing global trade deals

The UK cannot sign its own trade deals with other countries, like Australia and Japan, if it  
is in a "customs union" with the EU.

This is why Theresa May was adamant the UK must leave the EU customs union.

The backstop, however, will keep us in that customs union in all but name.

2. We could end up 'trapped' in it forever

Theresa May tried again and again to set  a "time limit"  on the  backstop,  but she was 
unsuccessful.

First she wanted to set a firm "end date" of 31 December 2021 - but the EU rejected it.  
(She's since tried to promise that date to MPs regardless).

Then she wanted a "mechanism" for the UK to quit the backstop, no matter what Brussels 
says - but the EU rejected that too.

Instead,  there  will  be  an  independent  "committee"  to  decide  if  the  backstop  can  be 
terminated, with members from both the UK and EU.

If this wasn't bad enough it could be overseen by the European Court of Justice - the exact 
body Brexiteers are trying to leave.

3. It could treat Northern Ireland differently

A backstop would force some checks on trade Northern Ireland and the rest of the UK.

Boris Johnson's DUP allies reject that - saying it "breaks up the precious union" of the UK.

For all these reasons, Boris Johnson says we must get rid of the backstop entirely, rather  
than reshaping or editing it in a different form.

Why can't we just get rid of the backstop?

Boris Johnson wants to replace the backstop with 'alternative arrangements', to kick in at a 
later date, which ensure we don't return to a hard border.

He  has  said  these  arrangements  could  include  high-tech  checks  and  'trusted  trader 
schemes' to lessen bureaucracy.



But critics say he has not been specific enough about what these arrangements actually are.

And  the  delay  to  them  kicking  in  would  mean  we  had  a  period  after  Brexit  with  no 
insurance policy.

Irish  Premier  Leo  Varadkar  has  told  Boris  Johnson  the  backstop  is  "necessary  as  a 
consequence of decisions taken by the UK government".

And he said the EU was "united" in its view that the withdrawal agreement cannot be 
reopened.

What did the EU offer before?

In January 2019, the House of Commons voted to send the backstop back to Brussels to be 
rewritten.

Theresa May wanted to insert  either  a  time limit;  a  unilateral  exit  clause;  or mythical 
"alternative arrangements".

Now Boris Johnson wants to go further and scrap it completely, dealing with some of its 
issues later once Brexit has been assured.

But the EU refused to scrap OR rewrite the backstop - because it's wrapped up in the 585-
page Brexit deal.

Instead, the EU offered to add assurances, like a legal "codicil", and rewrite a much smaller 
"political declaration" on future trade.

This stopped short of MPs' demands to make legally binding changes to the backstop itself.



Boris Johnson says he didn't lie to the Queen over suspension of 
Parliament

By Peter Wilkinson and Aimee Lewis, CNN, September 12, 2019

UK Prime Minister Boris Johnson has rejected accusations that he lied to the Queen over 
his controversial suspension of Parliament in the run-up to the Brexit deadline.

Johnson was asked on Thursday if he had lied to the monarch, after a Scottish court ruled  
the  day  before  that  his  government's  advice  to  the  Queen,  which  led to  the  five-week 
prorogation, was "unlawful."
"Absolutely not," Johnson replied. "The High Court in England plainly agrees with us but 
the Supreme Court will have to decide."
"We need a Queen's Speech, we need to get on and do all sorts of things at a national level," 
he added.
Johnson  has  always  insisted  that  his  decision  was  a  routine  device  that  allowed  the 
government to start a new parliamentary session with a fresh legislative agenda. Critics 
describe it as an audacious move to reduce the amount of time available to the opposition 
to block a no-deal Brexit.
The Scottish judges disagreed with the government, saying Wednesday that the suspension 
was motivated by the "improper purpose of stymying Parliament."
UK  lawmakers  are  now  not  scheduled  to  return  to  Parliament  until  October  14,  but 
Johnson said that MPs would have enough time to debate Brexit before and after the EU 
summit on October 17 and 18, where Johnson has said he hopes to secure a deal.
"I'm very hopeful that we will get a deal, as I say, at that crucial summit. We're working 
very hard -- I've been around the European capitals talking to our friends," he said.
"I think we can see the rough area of a landing space, of how you can do it -- it will be  
tough, it will be hard, but I think we can get there."

Government appeal

The three  Scottish  judges  did  not  order  the  UK government  to  reconvene Parliament, 
noting that the High Court in London had come to a different conclusion in another case 
last week and that the UK Supreme Court would need to resolve the issue next week.
That led to intense debate on Wednesday over whether MPs could go back to the House of  
Commons, with opposition lawmakers demanding Parliament be recalled and some MPs 
returning to the chamber to protest.
Labour  --  the  main  opposition  party  --  said  it  was  "more  important  than  ever"  for 
Parliament to be recalled when, hours after the ruling, the government published its no-
deal Brexit assessment. This warned of food and fuel shortages in a no-deal scenario.
The government will appeal at the UK Supreme Court against Wednesday's ruling and an 
emergency  hearing  on  both  the  Scottish  and  English  cases  has  been  scheduled  for 
September 17.
Following  the  unanimous  verdict,  Conservative  minister  Kwasi  Kwarteng  was  widely 
criticized for saying that "many people" think judges are biased over Brexit, but the Prime 
Minister backed away from his minister's comments.
Johnson said he would not "quarrel or criticize" the Scottish judges, adding that the British 
judiciary was "one of the great glories of our constitution."
"They are independent," Johnson said. "Believe me, around the world people look at our 
judges with awe and admiration, so I'm not going to quarrel or criticize the judges.
"Clearly  there  are  two  different  legal  views  --  the  High  Court  in  England  had  a  very 
different opinion and the Supreme Court will have to adjudicate in the course of the next 
few days, and I think it's proper for politicians to let them get on and do that."



After a turbulent start to his tenure, Johnson received some rare good news on Thursday 
when a judge in Belfast dismissed a legal challenge to a no-deal Brexit, rejecting a claim 
that it undermined the Good Friday Agreement which brought peace to Northern Ireland.
Johnson's government has been legally obliged to request a Brexit extension from the EU if 
he doesn't get a deal. On Thursday the President of the European Parliament said he was 
open to extending the October 31 deadline if it were done to avoid a no deal exit, for a 
general election or to extend Article 50.
"We're not ruling anything out," said David Sassoli. "If solutions are proposed they will be 
debated -- all  of  them. Providing,  of  course,  they respect the  guiding principles of  the 
European Union.
"But, up to now, I can say, and I would like to stress this point, the United Kingdom hasn't  
proposed any alternatives and anything that has been legally credible, if I can put it that 
way, and workable."







How Brexit could bring down devolution

The scope of devolved institutions to set their own laws has been increasing steadily since 
the ’90s. Tony Blair and New Labour helped establish the power-sharing government at  
Stormont and gave further powers to Holyrood. However, the Brexit process could bring 
disruption to this steady decentralisation of power within the UK.

What Is Being Proposed?

There are currently a wreath of different regulations and areas of law (around 158) that are 
governed EU-wide from Brussels, but this will no longer be the case post-Brexit. Most laws 
will be devolved directly to the national governments, but the Government has identified 
24 areas where they would like to be able to legislate for the entire UK.
They say that this is only a temporary measure designed to avoid any regulatory divergence 
within the UK single market, to ensure a smooth departure from the EU. The problem is 
that  some of  these  powers  will  fall  into  areas  in  which the  devolved institutions  have 
control  over, including agriculture,  fisheries,  environmental protections,  food regulation 
and animal welfare.
The SNP have been particularly vocal about this part of the bill, describing the move as a 
‘power grab’ by Westminster. To make matters worse, when this bill was making its way 
through the House, there were only a few minutes of allocated debate time after voting on 
other amendments to the bill ran on.
The SNP staged a walkout from PMQs the next day to protest the disregard for the effects 
of Brexit on  devolution  and  to  show  their  concerns  about  repatriating  power  to 
Westminster on a long-term basis. Scottish Brexit minister Mike Russell said this would 
give  UK ministers: “a totally  free  hand to  pass  legislation  that  would  directly  affect  
Scotland’s fishing industry, our farmers, our environment, our public sector procurement  
rules, the safe use of chemicals and our food safety.”

Consult or Consent?

The  disagreement  essentially  boils  down  to  one  thing,  ‘consult’  or  ‘consent’.  ‘Consult’  
would allow the UK Government to overrule the wishes of devolved governments, whereas 
the worry with ‘consent’ is that it would give the national governments leverage over the 
Conservatives at Westminster. The issue is that these powers could be retained for up to 
seven years after Brexit takes place.
In May,  MSPs voted in Holyrood to refuse consent for the Brexit  legislation, hoping to 
garner some sort of special deal for Scotland. They took a variety of diverging stances from 
the Westminster bill, including recognising the EU Charter of Fundamental Rights.
Last week, the Supreme Court considered whether this legislation is constitutional — it is 
thought that many of the areas where Scottish MSPs voted to diverge from Westminster do 
not  fall  under  the  powers  devolved  to  Holyrood  and  will,  therefore,  be  ruled  as 
unconstitutional. This is the first of such cases in 20 years of devolution.

https://www.ft.com/content/784b22a4-8c1d-11e8-b18d-0181731a0340
https://www.bbc.co.uk/news/uk-scotland-scotland-politics-44113864
https://www.shoutoutuk.org/2018/07/26/brexit-watch-how-will-the-chequers-plan-affect-millennials/
https://www.theguardian.com/politics/2018/jun/13/snp-mps-walk-out-of-commons-in-protest-over-brexit-debate
https://www.bbc.co.uk/news/uk-scotland-44457271
https://www.bbc.co.uk/news/uk-scotland-44457271
https://www.holyrood.com/articles/news/uk-government-publishes-list-24-devolved-powers-it-wants-keep-control-after-brexit


Northern Ireland has been offered special status as a form of steppingstone between the 
UK and Europe,  and the SNP have questioned why Scotland would be prevented from 
getting a similar post-Brexit trading arrangement.
Earlier  in  the year,  the Supreme Court ruled that  the UK Government was not legally 
required to consult the devolved administrations over the passage of the Brexit bill. There 
had been talk  of  Holyrood attempting to veto the  Brexit  deal  as  they attempt to  keep 
Scotland in the single market, but this ruling confirmed Westminster’s ultimate power over 
Brexit.
This  ruling  is  in  slight  contradiction  to  the  Sewel  Convention.  The  Sewel  Convention 
provides that although parliamentary sovereignty allows the UK Government to repeal or 
amend legislation, changes to legislation affecting devolved powers are normally subject to 
the passing of a legislative consent motion by the parliament concerned. However, this is 
simply a convention and the Scotland Act 1998 does indicate that this is not required in all 
cases. [...]

Adapted from shoutoutuk.org, August 3, 2018

https://www.shoutoutuk.org/2018/06/21/how-the-dups-brexit-stance-could-lead-to-a-united-ireland/


Why  the  Scottish  court  ruling  on  proroguing  Parliament  is 
significant

By Reevel Alderson, Home affairs correspondent, BBC Scotland, September 11, 2019

The ruling by Scotland's highest civil court that it was illegal to shut the UK Parliament is - 
in the true sense of the word - extraordinary.

Normally courts do not intervene in the decisions of the government, using the principle of 
a "margin of appreciation," which gives ministers more leeway under the law than that of 
ordinary people or organisations.

So the fact that all three judges at the Court of Session have - albeit by different routes - 
arrived at the decision that they can intervene is highly significant.

Stephen Tierney, professor of Constitutional Theory at Edinburgh University, believed the 
significance of this judgement would be felt not only in the short term but in the longer 
term also.

He explained: "The normal view of the courts is that it would not be appropriate to rule on 
the exercise of prerogative power.

"So the long-term significance of this ruling is very important."

"The lower court had said the actions of the executive were 'non-justiciable' - meaning they 
were not to be examined by judges.

"But this decision indicates the courts are more prepared than many people had expected 
to intervene in government actions."

The  case  was  brought  to  the  Court  of  Session  by  a  cross-party  group  of  75 
parliamentarians, who argued the PM had exceeded his powers.

Lord Doherty heard both sides of the argument and ruled last week that the issue was for  
the judgement of politicians and voters, and not the courts.

But when the case was taken to three appeal judges, they saw it differently.

They concluded that the PM was attempting to prevent Parliament holding the government 
to account, ahead of Brexit.

Jim Cormack, a constitutional law expert at lawyers Pinsent Mason in Edinburgh said: 
"The  judges  have decided this  was  a  clear  case  in  which the  government had stepped 
outside of the normal room for manoeuvre it is allowed by the courts, when it gave its 
advice to HM the Queen.

He added: "This decision of the Scottish appeal court radically changes the legal landscape 
ahead of an expected hearing before the United Kingdom Supreme Court next week."

Why did Scotland's judges get involved?

This case was brought in a Scottish court because at the time the High Court in England 
was on holiday.



But that does not diminish the effect of the ruling, as the case was against the actions of the 
Westminister government which, within the devolution settlement, affects the whole of the 
UK.

So the ruling in Edinburgh is binding on the UK government - although this is by no means 
the end of the legal battle since the case will now be appealed to the UK Supreme Court  
which will make a definitive decision.

It is also likely to hear arguments arising from decisions in similar cases brought at the 
High Court in London under English law and the Northern Ireland High Court.

What does proroguing parliament mean?

Although proroguing parliament - or suspending it from sitting - is not unheard of, this 
time it was seen as different.

Parliamentary sessions normally last a year, but the current one has been going on for 
more than two years - ever since the June 2017 election.

When Parliament is prorogued, no debates and votes are held - and most laws that haven't 
completed their passage through Parliament die a death.

This is different to "dissolving" Parliament - where all MPs give up their seats to campaign 
in a general election.

What will happen next, and whether MPs head back to Westminster, will be fought out in 
both the political and legal arenas.

https://www.bbc.com/news/uk-scotland-49650729 (cf. videos : arguments for or against 
lawfulness) 

 

https://www.bbc.com/news/uk-scotland-49650729


Brexit: Boris Johnson has ruled out NI-only backstop

BBC, September 11, 2019

The prime minister has ruled out a Northern Ireland-only backstop.

During a  Facebook live  on Wednesday afternoon Boris  Johnson said  the UK "will  not 
accept" it.

Earlier,  DUP  leader  Arlene  Foster  said  a  Northern  Ireland-only  backstop  was  anti-
democratic, but believed the prime minister "is in the space of trying to find a deal".

Sinn Féin has warned that unionist parties cannot not be given a veto over any Brexit deal.

There  had  been  speculation  the  government  is  re-considering  the  idea  of  a  so-called 
Stormont lock to break the impasse.

It would create a formal mechanism for consulting and seeking the approval of Northern 
Ireland's  devolved administration in the backstop,  allowing the Stormont parties  a  say 
before any divergence between NI and GB would happen, after Brexit.

However  the  Stormont  institutions  collapsed in  2017,  after  a  row between the power-
sharing parties.

Parliament  is  currently  suspended  for  five  weeks.  When  sitting,  the  prime  minister 
answers questions from other MPs on Wednesdays.

During the  live stream on Wednesday Mr Johnson said:  "The backstop is  going to  be 
removed, I very much hope. I insist, it's the only way to get a deal.

"We will not accept either a Northern Ireland only backstop, that simply doesn't work for  
the UK.

"We've got to come out whole and entire and solve the problems of the Northern Irish 
border and I'm certain that we can do that. And we're working flat out to do that".

On Wednesday, Sinn Féin leader Mary Lou McDonald said the current backstop negotiated 
by the UK and EU remained the only solution.

However, speaking earlier on BBC Radio Ulster, Mrs Foster said: "It's not just the DUP 
that rejects the backstop, it's a much wider coalition that rejects the backstop.

"What we need to do now is reject the backstop, move on and find a deal that works.

"That's what I'm focused on and I think it's what the prime minister is focused on as well."

Decreased influence?

The backstop is the insurance policy to maintain an open border between Northern Ireland 
and the Republic of Ireland after Brexit, until a wider solution is found.

Mrs Foster, who met the prime minister on Tuesday, said the government was "exploring" 
an all-island food standards zone as part of a solution to replace the backstop.



She  denied  the  DUP's  influence  with  the  prime  minister  had  waned  after  he  lost  his 
parliamentary majority.

The DUP had been propping up the Conservatives in a confidence-and-supply pact since 
June 2017, with the votes of its 10 MPs giving the government a majority to get legislation 
passed in Parliament.

However, last week Mr Johnson lost his majority after 21 Conservative rebels had the whip 
removed for voting against the party on Brexit legislation.

It means he no longer requires the DUP's votes, but Mrs Foster said her party had a "much 
wider bond" with Mr Johnson than just the political arrangement.

She said she believed the prime minister was true to his word in ruling out a Northern 
Ireland-only backstop.

There are suggestions that the government is contemplating such a proposal in order to 
ensure the UK leaves the EU with a deal by 31 October, but Mrs Foster said that was not  
true.

She also dismissed suggestions that a solution could end up being the backstop by another 
name, adding: "It's not just a case of tampering with words."

On Tuesday, the former Taoiseach (Irish PM) Bertie Ahern said consent from Northern 
Ireland's unionist parties was "essential" if a deal was to be reached.

But Sinn Féin's Ms McDonald said: "It's a dangerous idea that veto would be afforded to 
the DUP on this matter."

Her party had engaged in talks with the DUP for many years and this would continue, she 
added.

But she warned: "There is simply no meeting of minds on the matter of Brexit."

“Abundance of proposals”

The prime minister has insisted he will not seek an extension to the Brexit deadline if there 
is no agreement with the EU.

In Dublin on Monday, Mr Johnson said he had an "abundance of proposals" to replace the 
backstop.

The idea of a NI-only backstop was first suggested early in the Brexit negotiations.

Former PM Theresa May rejected it in 2018 because she relied on the votes of the 10 DUP 
MPs in Parliament.

The Irish government has said it is willing to look at a "Northern-Ireland specific solution".

On Tuesday, Ireland's EU Commissioner Phil Hogan told RTÉ that there was "movement" 
on both sides of the Brexit negotiations.
 



CROSS CONTRACTION

Brexit : face à la fronde, Boris Johnson durcit le ton

Le Point – le 2 Septembre 2019

Les députés conservateurs qui s'opposeraient à une sortie sans accord pourraient être  
exclus. Les méthodes du Premier ministre font débat. 

La semaine s'annonce particulièrement compliquée pour Boris Johnson qui joue une étape 
décisive pour le début de son mandat. Le Britannique pourrait faire face à une fronde des 
parlementaires.  Il  a  menacé  d'exclusion  les  députés  de  son  camp  conservateur  qui 
tenteraient de bloquer une sortie sans accord de l'Union européenne, durcissant ainsi le 
ton à la veille de la rentrée. Les députés reprennent mardi le chemin de la Chambre des 
communes, où ils ne siégeront que quelques jours avant une suspension du Parlement la 
semaine  suivante  et  jusqu'au  14  octobre,  à  deux  semaines  seulement  du  Brexit,  le  31 
octobre.

Cette  suspension,  annoncée  la  semaine  dernière  par  Boris  Johnson  et  qui  doit  lui 
permettre de présenter un nouveau programme de politique intérieure, a provoqué un flot 
d'indignation de la part des opposants à un « no deal » qui y voient une tentative de les  
bâillonner. Ces derniers essaieront de légiférer en urgence pour empêcher une sortie de 
l'UE sans filet. Pour dissuader les conservateurs tentés de voter avec l'opposition, Boris 
Johnson  a  prévenu  que  ceux-ci  seraient  expulsés  du  parti,  une  menace  à  la  une  de 
plusieurs quotidiens lundi.

« Le Premier ministre prévient les députés rebelles : “Soutenez-moi ou prenez la porte” », 
titrait ainsi le quotidien conservateur The Daily Telegraph. Le quotidien de gauche The 
Guardian notait que « Johnson est prêt à sacrifier sa majorité » au Parlement, qui ne tient 
qu'à une voix, avec le soutien du petit parti unioniste nord-irlandais DUP.

Vers des législatives anticipées ?

Cette  menace  alimentait  les  spéculations  sur  l'imminence  d'élections  législatives 
anticipées. « Je pense que leur stratégie est de perdre cette semaine puis de convoquer des 
élections législatives en ayant éliminé ceux d'entre nous qui ne sont pas contre le Brexit, 
pas  contre  un départ  de  l'Union européenne,  mais  qui  considèrent  que nous devrions 
partir avec un accord », a déclaré lundi matin à la BBC l'ancien ministre de la Justice David 
Gauke, l'un des conservateurs opposés au « no deal ».

L'ancien ministre des Finances Philip Hammond, favorable au maintien de liens étroits 
avec l'UE après le Brexit, a, quant à lui, jugé sur Twitter « hypocrite » de punir les rebelles,  
soulignant  que  huit  membres  du  gouvernement  actuel  avaient  défié  cette  année  les 
consignes du parti.



Preuve que les tensions sont à leur comble, une réunion prévue lundi entre Boris Johnson 
et les rebelles torys a été annulée à la dernière minute.

« Éloigner notre pays du précipice »

De son côté, le chef du Labour, principal parti d'opposition, Jeremy Corbyn, réunit lundi 
son cabinet fantôme à Salford (Nord-Ouest). « Nous travaillons avec d'autres partis pour 
faire tout ce qui est nécessaire pour éloigner notre pays du précipice », devait déclarer 
Jeremy  Corbyn,  selon  un  extrait  de  son  discours  transmis  par  ses  services.  Parmi  les 
mesures  envisagées,  l'opposition  travailliste  envisage  une  motion  de  censure  contre  le 
gouvernement.

Arrivé au pouvoir fin juillet, Boris Johnson a promis de faire sortir le Royaume-Uni du bloc 
européen coûte  que  coûte  le  31  octobre,  qu'un  compromis  ait  ou  non été  trouvé  avec 
Bruxelles, afin de respecter la volonté des Britanniques qui ont choisi le Brexit à 52 % lors 
d'un référendum en 2016. Affichant sa détermination, le gouvernement a lancé ce week-
end une vaste campagne d'information incitant les entreprises et les particuliers à « se 
préparer pour le Brexit ».

Tribunaux et manifestations

Pour le gouvernement, faire preuve de fermeté sur la date de sortie est la meilleure façon 
d'obtenir  un accord  avec  l'UE.  Toutefois,  le  négociateur  de  l'UE,  Michel  Barnier,  a  de 
nouveau exclu dimanche de renégocier l'accord de divorce avec le Royaume-Uni.  Boris 
Johnson souhaite délester ce texte conclu par l'ex-cheffe de gouvernement Theresa May 
avec l'UE, et rejeté trois fois par le Parlement britannique, du filet de sécurité irlandais (ou 
«  backstop  »)  visant  à  empêcher  le  retour  à  une  frontière  physique  entre  la  province 
britannique d'Irlande du Nord et la République d'Irlande. Cette disposition prévoit que, 
faute de meilleure solution à l'issue d'une période transitoire, le Royaume-Uni tout entier 
reste dans une « union douanière » avec l'UE.

Mais, selon le Guardian, le gouvernement n'a pas d'alternative pratique au « backstop ». 
Outre le Parlement, la bataille contre le « no deal » se jouera aussi cette semaine dans les  
tribunaux. Mardi, la plus haute instance civile d'Écosse étudiera une demande de députés 
pro-européens de contrer la suspension. Une action en justice intentée par la militante 
anti-Brexit  Gina  Miller,  à  laquelle  s'est  joint  l'ex-Premier  ministre  conservateur  John 
Major, sera, elle, examinée jeudi à Londres. Des manifestations sont aussi prévues après 
que des milliers de Britanniques ont protesté samedi contre le « coup d'État » de Boris  
Johnson.
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