
SELLING US OUT
BORIS JOHNSON'S REAL PLAN FOR BREXIT BRITAIN

A REPORT BY THE PEOPLE'S VOTE CAMPAIGN
WITH PREFACE BY MARGARET BECKETT MP AND INTRODUCTION BY PAUL MASON



Preface 

2 
 

No one should trust Boris Johnson when he says he wants a Brexit Deal. 
But nor should anyone trust him if he does eventually come back with 
some sort of Deal. 

Indeed, any MP who might be tempted to back it needs to recognise the 
likelihood that a Johnson Brexit will destroy jobs, undermine public 
services and usher in the kind of offshore deregulated pirate economy 
which is the stuff of right-wing Tory dreams – and our nightmares.  

That is certainly the aim of his supporters who would love to claim Labour 
support – and blame us afterwards for the consequences. 

Margaret Beckett MP 
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It has never been clear whether 
Boris Johnson is ideologically 
committed to Brexit or whether 
leaving the European Union is 
merely a vehicle for his political 
ambition to become Prime 
Minister.  

But his route to Downing Street has 
seen him pursue support within 
the Conservative Party and far 
further to the right which has left 
him the hostage of a Brexit 
agenda that is a million miles 
away from the vision he set out in 
the 2016 referendum.  

This is a Prime Minister who 
pretends to be a populist but is 
now bound to a set of ideas, 
crafted by and for the very 
wealthy, that would leave most 
voters recoiling in disgust if they 
were given proper exposure.  

Everything he does is designed to 
hide from the British public the 
damage he intends to inflict on 
our public services, our industries, 
our democracy and our standing 
in the world. 

This is a calculated strategy. It was 
first used by Dominic Cummings in 

the referendum. Any concerns 
about employment, 
environmental and health 
standards were answered by 
pretending these were open 
questions for a future government. 

It is time to let the light in. This 
paper turns a spotlight on the real 
agenda behind Boris Johnson’s 
reckless pursuit of a “do or die” 
Brexit by 31 October. It is an 
agenda dictated by right-wing 
think tanks and pressure groups. 

How do we know? Because 
Johnson has explicitly endorsed 
their radical and destructive 
agenda numerous times since the 
referendum. 

It is an agenda for privatising the 
NHS, attacking our rights at work, 
severely reducing the quality of 
the food we eat and handing more 
power to untaxed internet giants. 

If this vision becomes a reality, all 
the promises made in 2016 by 
Johnson and his fellow Vote Leave 
campaigners will be broken.  

Johnson’s Brexit will not mean 
more money for the NHS but less. 
There’ll be a wholesale shift in 
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British healthcare towards private 
provision. It will not mean more 
protection for workers, consumers 
or the environment, but less.  

Forget about “taking back control”. 
Johnson will hand control of our 
trade, our agriculture standards 
and our healthcare provision to 
Washington. Far from protecting 
the Union, Johnson’s Brexit can 
only mean a new border either 
down the Irish Sea or on the island 
of Ireland with all the uncertainty 
and damage to the peace 
process that entails. 

Johnson knows there is no majority 
for the low tax, low regulation, free 
market restructuring of the British 
economy that he supports and his 
allies crave. They need a crisis. As 
the right-wing economist Milton 
Friedman once said: “Only a crisis 
– actual or perceived – produces 
real change. When that crisis 
occurs, the actions that are taken 
depend on the ideas that are lying 
around.”  

No Deal represents the perfect 
opportunity to force through the 
agenda of the rich against the 

poor, eviscerating our democracy 
in the process. 

Nor would the prospect of a 
Johnson Brexit “Deal” provide any 
respite. After weeks of pro-No Deal 
Government propaganda paid for 
by the taxpayer, followed by a 
shutdown of Parliament designed 
to pave the way towards a “do or 
die” exit on 31 October, it may be 
hard to believe that Boris Johnson 
really wants to make peace with 
the EU.   

Such scepticism is shared by 
many of the heads of government 
in the EU27 and those who would 
have to negotiate with the UK’s 
Prime Minister. But the legislation 
passed by MPs last week 
making No Deal illegal may have 
forced him to re-think.  

Wounded and desperate, Johnson 
is now scrambling for a plan B. The 
media seem desperate to 
celebrate it and shell-shocked MPs 
say they may vote for literally any 
Deal he can produce. 

What would a Johnson Brexit Deal 
look like? 
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Well, start with what his chief 
negotiator, David Frost, said last 
week in Brussels. The 
Government’s priority is a 
standard free trade agreement 
which allows them to re-set our 
regulatory standards after Brexit. 
And to sign a free trade deal with 
the United States. 

Clearly, these twin objectives 
mean a hard border somewhere. 
And now that the Brexiters’ 
promises of ‘alternative 
arrangements’ to the Irish 
backstop have been shown to be 
wholly unworkable, Johnson’s 
attention is shifting towards a 
Northern Ireland-only backstop.  

Make no mistake that this would 
make a Canada-style free trade 
agreement a reality. A Canadian-
style Deal is not about Mounties 
and free health care. It is where a 

right-wing assault on the public 
services and the protections we 
hold dear would begin. 

It should be inconceivable that 
any Labour MP or, indeed, a 
Conservative who cares about the 
national interest, could ever vote 
for it.  

Johnson well knows the British 
people wouldn’t vote for this 
agenda. He will not tell you that 
US-style healthcare and unsafe 
food are the price we have to pay 
for his Brexit. You will not find it in 
the Prime Minister’s bluster and the 
soft-focus propaganda videos 
created by his team of elite 
political strategists.  

But here it is. 

 

Paul Mason 
Journalist and film-maker
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In his public, Boris Johnson has focused on populist arguments for No Deal or a 
destructive Brexit, while saying little about what a post-Brexit Britain would look like. 
 
But Johnson is closely aligned to the agenda of a number of right-wing think tanks 
and pressure groups who have a detailed agenda for Britain after Brexit. The 
following reports have all been endorsed by Boris Johnson in some way, and a 
number of staff from the think tanks that produced them have since joined his 
Number 10 team, offering an insight into what could come next should Boris 
Johnson be allowed to deliver on his promise of No Deal or a destructive Brexit. 
 

Plan A+: Creating a prosperous post-Brexit UK 
Shanker Singham & Radomir Tylecote for the IEA1 
 
Boris Johnson endorsed this vision for post-Brexit Britain in 
September 2018 as an alternative to Theresa May’s deal. 
Johnson hailed the report as a “fine piece of work”2, a “real 
alternative” and “a very exciting way forward”.3 It forms the 
basis of what he has called “a SuperCanada free trade 
deal”,4 and he has claimed it proves “there is simply no 
need for a hard border”.5 
 
Plan A+ was published by the Institute for Economic Affairs (IEA), a ‘free market’ 
think tank that refuses to reveal its funding, although US filings reveal that it has 
received over £578,000 in foreign donations6. Last year an investigation discovered 
that the IEA had offered ministerial access to potential US donors and boasted of 
being in “the Brexit influencing game”.7 The IEA was reprimanded by the Charity 
Commission for launching its Plan A+ report in a way that constituted 
“campaigning and lobbying activity” in breach of its charity status.8  
 
The report’s co-author, Shanker Singham, is a US lobbyist who has worked for other 
right-wing think tanks including the Legatum Institute. Singham has a close 
relationship with Conservative supporters of a hard Brexit9 and faced criticism 
over undeclared meetings with Brexit minister Steve Baker and chief trade 
negotiator Crawford Falconer.10 Singham runs his own consultancy firm, 
Competere, which offers advice on Brexit business opportunities to private clients.11
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The Ideal US-UK Free Trade Agreement  
Daniel Ikenson, Simon Lester & Daniel Hannan for the IFT12 
 
Boris Johnson was instrumental in arranging the launch of 
the Institute for Free Trade (IFT) in 2017, praising the 
organisation’s work as “crucial” to Britain’s plans for post-
Brexit trade.13 Since then, the IFT’s major publication has 
been a draft US-UK trade deal, something Johnson has 
repeatedly said is a priority following Brexit. 14 
 
Johnson faced accusations that he had breached the ministerial code by allowing 
the IFT to use Foreign Office premises for its launch.15 Correspondence made 
public under Freedom of Information rules shows that Boris Johnson’s FCO adviser 
David Frost, now his top Brexit adviser in Downing Street, told officials “we are the 
hosts and the event was set up via us” and proposed waiving fees for use of the 
Foreign Office’s Map Room.16 
 
The IFT was later forced to remove the word “institute” from its name under laws 
that reserve that title for organisation “that typically undertake research at the 
highest level, or are professional bodies of the highest standing”.17 The IFT refuses to 
reveal its funding. It is part of the same Atlas Network of right-wing think tanks as 
the IEA, 18 a number of which contributed to its draft US-UK trade agreement.19 
 

Alternative Arrangements for the Irish Border 
Panel including Shanker Singham for Prosperity UK20 
 
Boris Johnson has described this report from the 
Alternative Arrangements Commission (AAC) as “very 
good” 21 and “brilliant”,22 saying its proposals can be used to 
prevent a hard border in Ireland.  
 
The report was produced by Prosperity UK, a business 
owned by hedge fund millionaire Paul Marshall.23 Marshall 
donated £100,000 to the Vote Leave campaign24 and funded a research 
programme entitled “A Vision for Capitalism” at right-wing think tank the Legatum 
Institute.25 Marshall’s hedge fund recently made millions by betting on the collapse 
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of outsourcing firm Carillion26 and currently holds £1.14bn in short positions on UK 
firms.27 
 

Top 100 EU rules cost Britain £33.3bn 
Open Europe28 
 
Boris Johnson frequently quoted this report during the 2016 
referendum campaign29, telling MPs on the Treasury 
Committee that it showed “the advantage of a Brexit would 
be that we could amend those regulations” it identifies.30 
 
The report was produced by Open Europe, a Eurosceptic 
think tank run by Conservative commentator and former Michael Gove advisor 
Henry Newman. Peter de Putron, an offshore financier married to the sister of pro-
Brexit MP Andrea Leadsom, reportedly donated £680,000 to the group.31 The 
business is currently risking a £375 fine for having overdue accounts.32
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A Brexit race to the bottom: Tariffs would be slashed and standards dropped to 
the same low levels as foreign competitors, forcing British firms to reduce their 
own standards or be put out of business. Trade with the EU, representing 46 
percent of all UK exports, would be hit by new frictions. 

Dependency on the US: Johnson would allow the US to dictate the terms of a new 
trade deal, forcing the UK to accept lower US standards on products like 
chlorinated chicken and open public services to bids from private US firms. 

Our NHS and public services for sale: Johnson has endorsed a plan to “open all 
government procurement markets” to US providers, while the free market think 
tank he and his chief Brexit negotiator helped launch says that “health services are 
an area where both sides [in a US-UK trade deal] would benefit from openness to 
foreign competition”. 

Hand power to unelected officials: Free Trade Agreements promoted by Johnson 
would hand key decisions on food standards, NHS privatisation and regulation of 
the banks to tiny committees of unelected and largely unaccountable officials. 

Tying our hands on internet giants: Boris Johnson’s desperation to strike a trade 
deal with the US could see him tie the UK’s hands on regulating and taxing internet 
giants like Amazon, Google and Facebook. He’s also said “we could amend” 
protections for UK citizens’ private data as we leave the EU. 

Bonfire of workers’ rights: Johnson has said that “the weight of employment 
regulation is now back-breaking”. We can now reveal that limits on working hours 
and equal rights for agency workers were among the top five measures that 
Johnson said “we could amend” after Brexit. 

Going backwards on climate change: Johnson has previously said that climate 
science is “without foundation”. Far from being a throw-away remark, he has 
promoted the idea that Britain could scrap rafts of environmental legislation after 
Brexit, on everything from clean air to climate targets. 

Hard border in Ireland: Planned checks at harbours and ports would create a 
border in the Irish Sea. The “alternative arrangements” Johnson has endorsed 
would only avoid checks at the Irish border to establish them deeper into Northern 
Ireland and the Republic of Ireland. Even on the most optimistic projections of his 
ideological allies, these alternative arrangements could take years to implement.
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1. Abandon European standards 
on food hygiene and labelling 

The IFT’s model trade deal proposes 
recognition of US food standards by 
default, leaving the UK with little 
option but to accept products like 
chlorinated chicken even if there are 
deep concerns about the way in 
which it is produced.33 Open Europe 
earmarked six pieces of legislation 
concerning the welfare of farm 
animals and the use of pesticides that 
could be amended or scrapped after 
Brexit.34 

The IEA has proposed greater use of 
genetically modified foods,35 but 
wants to scrap “technical barriers to 
trade” like labels that inform 
consumers of a food’s origin and GM 
status.36 This is also reflected in the 
IFT’s report on a draft US-UK trade 
deal that says “the DNA of products 
and services is very difficult to trace 
nowadays, and that is good”. On his 
first day in office, Johnson himself said 
he wants to “liberate the UK’s 
extraordinary bioscience sector from 
anti-genetic modification rules.” 

2. Sell out UK farmers  

Plans promoted by the IEA to apply 
zero tariffs to foreign imports 
including food could be disastrous for 
UK farmers.37 The National Farmers’ 
Union has warned that a zero-tariff 

deal would be devastating for their 
industry.38 The IEA plan endorsed by 
Boris Johnson has proposed replacing 
the EU’s Common Agricultural Policy 
(CAP) with a new system of direct 
payments that would not be 
“production- or land-based 
subsidies”.39 It has also proposed 
ending “greening payments” that 
reward farmers for good 
environmental practice.40  

The IFT has dismissed geographical 
indication protections for foods like 
Cornish pasties “simple 
protectionism” for farmers,41 while the 
IEA has suggested that “the UK may 
seek fewer geographical indications 
(GIs) than the EU”.42 

3. Drop the ‘precautionary 
principle’ and slash consumer 
protections 

The IEA’s Plan A+ proposes dropping 
the EU’s use of the “precautionary 
principle” on setting standards on 
products like drugs and household 
appliances.43 The report specifically 
refers to food standards, saying 
farmers “have been prevented from 
using technology to improve 
productivity”, the same justification 
used for the production of chlorinated 
chicken in the US.44 

Open Europe’s list of legislation that 
Boris Johnson says “we could amend” 



Boris Johnson’s real plan 

11 
 

after Brexit includes consumer 
protections on loans, contracts, card 
fraud and flights.45 These protections 
ensure consumers can repay loans 
early, get compensation for card 
fraud and get help from an airline if 
their flight is cancelled.46 Under the 
IFT’s draft US-UK trade deal, UK 
consumers who are mis-sold 
products or services by US companies 
would have to pursue redress through 
the US legal system.47  

4. A US trade deal with limited 
protections for UK firms 

Both the IFT’s draft trade deal and the 
IEA’s Plan A+ would “open all 
government procurement markets” to 
US providers on the same terms as UK 
firms, effectively opening all public 
sector contracts to US firms.48 Under 
the IFT’s plans, there would be no 
requirement for private US firms 
providing UK public services to 
maintain a single local office, and 
they would also have the power to 
sue the government for any 
perceived “violation of national 
competition laws”.49 

The IFT’s draft US-UK trade deal 
promises to end all restrictions on 
foreign direct investment.50 Presently 
ministers have the power to block the 
foreign acquisition of a business if it 
represents an “important 

manufacturing undertaking” of 
strategic importance to the UK.51 Boris 
Johnson recently said that “we will be 
free to substantially diverge on tax 
and regulation” after Brexit.52 

The proposed deal would preclude 
the UK from adopting “anti-dumping 
or safeguard measures” to prevent 
giant US firms from flooding the UK 
market to put domestic rivals out of 
business.53 It also rules out any “local 
content requirements” that would 
encourage foreign companies to use 
British products and services, for 
example requiring foreign companies 
to use British steel for engineering 
projects in the UK.54 

5. Increased reliance on the US 
for defence contracts 

The IFT’s draft deal would make it 
more difficult for the UK to enter into 
independent defence deals with other 
countries, making the commitment 
that “neither party shall – without the 
agreement of the other party – enter 
into research, development, or 
procurement relationships with third 
parties that are closed to the other 
party of this agreement.”55 

6. Open the NHS to US 
companies 

The IFT’s report on a draft US-UK trade 
deal suggests opening all public 
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sector contracts to US providers and 
says that “health services are an area 
where both sides would benefit from 
openness to foreign competition”.56 
The IFT suggests that private US firms 
delivering NHS contracts would not 
even be required to operate a UK 
office, and would be able to sue the 
government for any perceived 
“violation of national competition 
laws”.57 

7. Reduce transparency in 
drugs trials 

The IEA’s Plan A+ proposes leaving the 
EU’s system of clinical trials for new 
drugs, citing its decision to publish 
clinical data to improve transparency. 
The IEA suggests “working with allies 
around the world” instead, reducing 
access to EU markets and reducing 
transparency.58 

8. Amend regulations on 
smoking 

Open Europe identifies legislation on 
cigarette pack health warnings and 
maximum levels for tar, nicotine and 
carbon monoxide amongst the 
measures Boris Johnson says “we 
could amend” after Brexit.59 Johnson 
recently promised a freeze on “sin 
taxes”, including levies on tobacco, 
while the lobbying firm that helped 
run his leadership campaign wrote to 
councils on behalf of a tobacco firm.60 

9. Hand power to unelected 
officials 

Both the IEA’s Plan A+ and the IFT’s 
draft US-UK trade deal would transfer 
power over UK laws, standards and 
regulations to unelected officials. The 
IEA’s Plan A+ proposes a trade deal 
that would hand wide-ranging 
powers over our future relationship 
with the EU to a “joint committee” of 
just six people, three of whom would 
be from the UK.61 The IFT proposes a 
similar arrangement to enforce its 
proposed US-UK trade deal, with a 
committee of US and UK officials 
assisted by an “administrative 
secretariat” with provisions for 
keeping discussions confidential.62 
Disputes would be adjudicated by a 
single appointed expert, while officials 
meeting in “technical working groups” 
would be responsible for establishing 
standards on animal welfare and 
food safety.63 

10. Keep US internet giants free 
of tax and regulation 

The IFT’s draft US-UK trade deal insists 
that “digital trade … must remain 
untaxed” despite calls for internet 
giants like Amazon, Google and 
Facebook to pay their fair share on UK 
profits.64 Under the IFT’s plan, the UK 
would rule out any restrictions on 
“cross-border data flow”, would not be 
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able to demand that tech giants 
maintain computing facilities in the 
UK or would be powerless to inspect 
software source code to ensure it 
does not pose a security risk.65 

11. Slash protections for UK 
citizens’ data 

Both Open Europe and the IEA’s Plan 
A+ propose doing away with 
protections on the use of UK citizens’ 
private data. The IEA say that the UK 
should be “moving away from the 
strictures of the GDPR” regulations 
recently introduced by the EU to 
safeguard the privacy of citizens’ 
data.66 Both GDPR and the 1998 Data 
Protection Act amongst the 
regulations Johnson has said “we 
could amend” after Brexit, something 
that would leave UK citizens with no 
say over how their personal data is 
used.67 

12. Cut corporation tax and 
slash regulations for financial 
services 

Both the IEA and Open Europe are 
proposing a bonfire of financial 
regulations designed to prevent 
financial market failures and 
corruption,68 while the IFT has 
suggested that finance firms should 
be allowed to pick and choose 
whether they follow UK or US rules.69 

The IEA’s Plan A+ even proposes 
slashing tax on banks to levels more 
comparable with US.70 

13. Scrap or water down 
workers’ rights 

Open Europe lists limits on working 
hours and equal rights for agency 
workers amongst the top five 
measures that Boris Johnson says “we 
could amend” after Brexit. 71 The list 
includes another nineteen pieces of 
legislation outlawing sex 
discrimination, health and safety laws 
and rules on working conditions.72 
Johnson has previously complained 
that “the weight of employment 
regulation is now back-breaking”.73 
The IFT has insisted that working rights 
have no place in a future US-UK trade 
deal, creating a risk that UK workers 
will be put out of a job by US firms 
whose employees are willing to do the 
same job for less.74 Johnson himself 
has repeatedly railed against EU 
employment law, saying in 2012 the EU 
should “Boil it down to the single 
market. Scrap the social chapter.”75 

14. Dilute commitments on the 
environment and climate 
change 

Open Europe lists the UK Renewable 
Energy Strategy and legislation 
setting out binding climate change 
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targets amongst the top five 
measures that Boris Johnson says “we 
could amend” after Brexit.76 Another 
four pieces of legislation covering 
greenhouse gas emissions also make 
the list.77 As recently as 2015, Boris 
Johnson claimed that “global leaders 
were driven by a primitive fear that 
the present ambient warm weather is 
somehow caused by humanity; and 
that fear – as far as I understand the 
science – is equally without 
foundation.”78 

The same list contains a further 
eighteen pieces of environmental 
legislation that could be watered 
down or scrapped after Brexit.79 They 
include laws on air quality, pesticide 
controls and recycling. Likewise, the 
IEA has proposed scrapping EU rules 
on hazardous chemicals that it 
dismisses as “burdensome”,80 while 
the IFT says that environmental 
standards have no place in a US-UK 
trade deal.81 Johnson himself has said 
that Brexit will be an opportunity to 
“do our own thing” on environmental 
rules.82 

15. A border either in the Irish 
Sea or on the island of Ireland 

The IEA’s Plan A+ suggests “inspections 
at designated posts at ports for 
imports of meat and animal products 
to Northern Ireland from mainland 

Great Britain”.83 Similarly the 
Alternative Arrangements 
Commission (AAC) report proposes “a 
common SPS area within the Island of 
Ireland” should UK standards diverge 
from the EU’s after Brexit. The same 
report claims that “the decision to put 
checks into the harbours and ports of 
the Irish Sea would be a decision of 
the NI assembly”, in reality forcing the 
assembly to choose between a 
border in the Irish Sea or a hard 
border inside the island of Ireland.84  

Proposals in the AAC report to employ 
“mobile inspection teams in the 
vicinity of the NI-IE land border” and 
create “a band along the border 
where no checks would be necessary” 
would avoid checks at the border only 
to establish them elsewhere.85 The 
AAC also admits its proposals would 
mean that “the EU will want to see 
increased market surveillance in IE”, 
something that the Republic is unlikely 
to agree to.86 Taken together, it is 
unclear how these proposals would 
honour Johnson’s promise that the 
Irish border would be “absolutely 
unchanged”.87 In any case, even on 
the AAC’s relatively optimistic analysis 
predicts that only two parts of its plan 
would be ready within 12-15 months, 
and could take 2-3 years, far too late 
to meet Johnson’s self-imposed Brexit 
deadline of 31st October.88
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66 Moving away from the strictures of the GDPR, the UK should work with other like-minded 
WTO members (such as the US and members of the Plurilateral Working Group on E-
Commerce in the WTO). It should ally with these countries in seeking provisions in the UK-EU 
FTA that allow adequacy in cases where data rules are objectively achieving the same data 
protection goals, but are not identical. This is one of many examples where the EU is an 
outlier. 
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content/blogs.dir/3671/files/2018/09/PLAN-A-final-document.pdf 
 
67 Data Protection Act 1998, GDPR 
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100-eu-rules-cost-britain-33-3bn/ 
 
68 When we leave the EU, the UK should extend the de minimis exemptions in regulations and 
increase the financial threshold so that start-up and disruptor companies can get more than 
just a foothold in the UK market. Reducing the burdens of MiFID II regulations on small firms, 
especially excessive data collections, the “suitability and appropriateness” assessments, as 
well as the “complex” investment determinations for retail clients, would all help to expand 
private client investments and improve the capital-raising process for new companies, which 
predominately rely on private client investors.  
Plan A+, The IEA, 18 September 2018, page 69, https://f.hypotheses.org/wp-
content/blogs.dir/3671/files/2018/09/PLAN-A-final-document.pdf 
 
2) The CRD IV package, The Alternative Investment Fund Managers Regulations 2013 (hedge 
funds etc), The Financial Services and Markets Act 2000 (Marketsin Financial Instruments) 
Regulations 2007 + five other Regulations, Solvency II Directive (not yet transposed into UK 
law), The Financial Services and Markets Act 2000 (Regulated Activities) (Amendment) (No. 2) 
Order 2003, The Undertakings for Collective Investment in Transferable Securities 
Regulations 2011 (aka UCITS IV), The Statutory Auditors and Third Country Auditors 
Regulations 2007 and The Partnerships(Accounts) Regulations 2008 
Open Europe, 16 March 2015, https://openeurope.org.uk/intelligence/britain-and-the-eu/top-
100-eu-rules-cost-britain-33-3bn/ 
 
The Money Laundering Regulations 2007 
The Payments to Governments and Miscellaneous Provisions Regulations 2014 
The Reports on Payments to Governments Regulations 2014 
Open Europe, 16 March 2015, https://openeurope.org.uk/intelligence/britain-and-the-eu/top-
100-eu-rules-cost-britain-33-3bn/ 
 
69 For example, it might be possible to agree that financial institutions carrying out cross-
border business—which might otherwise be subject to both parties’ regulatory regimes for 
mitigating the risks of over-the-counter derivatives—would need to comply only with the 
regime of one jurisdiction. We envisage that such additional recognitions will be negotiated 
swiftly and maximally. 
[…] 
Financial services have typically been a sensitive area in trade negotiations, in part because of 
fears that the rules established would interfere with issues of prudential and systemic risk 
regulation. However, the proposal here caters to such concerns by ensuring agreement on 
the necessary regulatory outcomes that each party’s system must achieve. 
The Initiative for Free Trade, 18 September 2018, page 25, http://ifreetrade.org/pdfs/US-UK-
FTA_Executive_Summary.pdf 
 
70 HMRC should remove the 8% bank surcharge which pushes profitable UK banks into a tax 
rate that is much higher than the US, where federal corporation tax has been cut to 21%. 
Plan A+, The IEA, 18 September 2018, page 70, https://f.hypotheses.org/wp-
content/blogs.dir/3671/files/2018/09/PLAN-A-final-document.pdf 
 
71 3) The Working Time Directive – Recurring cost: £4.2bn a year 
5) The Temporary Agency Workers Directive – Recurring cost: £2.1bn a year 
Open Europe, 16 March 2015, https://openeurope.org.uk/intelligence/britain-and-the-eu/top-
100-eu-rules-cost-britain-33-3bn/ 
 
AT: I am trying to elicit from you a much narrower response to a narrower 

question. 

BJ: I have given you the answer.  The £600 million figure is very fair considering 

that Open Europe themselves say that 95% of the benefits have not 

materialised.  

AT: Do you think we can ignore the fact that the benefits are considerable in the 

list of measures they themselves provide? 

BJ: Since you yourself have attached great significance to this Open Europe report, 

as I do, you should also attach significance to the fact that they say 95% of the 

benefits have not materialised.  

AT: We have already discussed that.  That is not only what they say, Boris.  They 

make clear that there are benefits that may not be quantifiable, which is not 

the same thing. 

BJ: The important point, if I may say so, is what you can do about these 

regulations.  It is the view of Open Europe that they are costly, they are 

burdensome, and there are a great number of them, which I think you would 

concede fall too heavily on some sectors of our businesses.  The advantage of 

a Brexit would be that we could amend those regulations.  Without Brexit 

you can do nothing.  If you look at some of the stuff such as the working time 

directive, the water framework directive, the Data Protection Act, GM 

regulations and the solvency II directive, many directives and regulations 

emanating from Brussels have, either through gold-plating in this country or 

simply because of poor drafting or whatever, been far too expensive.  That is 

the point that Open Europe are making.  They are not ideally tailored to the 

needs of this economy. 

Treasury Committee, 23 March 2016, 

http://data.parliament.uk/writtenevidence/committeeevidence.svc/evidencedocument/treas

ury-committee/the-economic-and-financial-costs-and-benefits-of-uks-eu-

membership/oral/31014.html 

72 WORKING TIME: The Road Transport (Working Time) Regulations 2005 + The Road 
Transport (Working Time) (Amendment) Regulations 2012 
Open Europe, 16 March 2015, https://openeurope.org.uk/intelligence/britain-and-the-eu/top-
100-eu-rules-cost-britain-33-3bn/ 
 
RIGHTS FOR TEMPORARY AND AGENCY WORKERS: The Fixed-term Employees (Prevention of 
Less Favourable Treatment) Regulations 2002, The Employment Equality (Age) Regulations 
2006 (now consolidated in the Equality Act 2010), The Working Time (Amendment) 
Regulations 2002, The Part-time Workers(Prevention of Less Favourable Treatment) 
Regulations 2000, The Transnational Information and Consultation of Employees 
(Amendment) Regulations 2010 
Open Europe, 16 March 2015, https://openeurope.org.uk/intelligence/britain-and-the-eu/top-
100-eu-rules-cost-britain-33-3bn/ 
 
TUPE: The Transfer of Undertakings (Protection of Employment) Regulations 2006 
Open Europe, 16 March 2015, https://openeurope.org.uk/intelligence/britain-and-the-eu/top-
100-eu-rules-cost-britain-33-3bn/ 
 
EQUALITIES: The Sex Discrimination Act 1975 (Amendment) Regulations 2008 (now 
consolidated in the Equality Act 2010) 
Open Europe, 16 March 2015, https://openeurope.org.uk/intelligence/britain-and-the-eu/top-
100-eu-rules-cost-britain-33-3bn/ 
 
HEALTH AND SAFETY: The Control of Vibration at Work Regulations 2005, The Pressure 
Equipment Regulations 1999, The Dangerous Substances and Explosive Atmospheres 
Regulations 2002, The Control of Substances Hazardous to Health (Amendment) Regulations 
2004, Construction (Design and Management) Regulations 2015 (CDM 2015), The Control of 
Major Accident Hazards(Amendment) Regulations 2005 
Open Europe, 16 March 2015, https://openeurope.org.uk/intelligence/britain-and-the-eu/top-
100-eu-rules-cost-britain-33-3bn/ 
 
WORKING CONDITIONS: The Control of Noise at Work Regulations 2005, The Work at Height 
Regulations 2005, The Maternity and Parental Leave etc. Regulations 1999 + The Parental 
Leave (EU Directive) Regulations 2013, The Information and Consultation of Employees 
Regulations 2004 
Open Europe, 16 March 2015, https://openeurope.org.uk/intelligence/britain-and-the-eu/top-
100-eu-rules-cost-britain-33-3bn/ 
 
73 "There is little doubt that it is that extra stuff, the stuff from Brussels, that is helping to fur 
the arteries to the point of sclerosis. The weight of employment regulation is now back-
breaking: the collective redundancies directive, the atypical workers directive, the working 
time directive and a thousand more.” 
Boris Johnson, Daily Express, 6 August 2014, 
https://www.express.co.uk/news/politics/495970/Boris-Johnson-says-Britain-could-have-
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74 For example, although provisions guaranteeing protections of labor rights and the 
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“Red tape and regulation costs small businesses more than £600 million every week, despite the fact that just six per cent of all businesses actually export to the EU.” 

Boris Johnson, The Express & Star, 20 June 2016, https://www.expressandstar.com/comment-and-opinion/2016/06/20/boris-johnson-writes-from-wolverhampton-to-walsall-voting-brexit-is-the-way-to-

take-back-control/ 

“When you consider that only 6 per cent of UK business export to the EU 28; and when you consider that 100 per cent of our businesses – large and small – must comply with every jot and tittle of 

regulation; and when you consider that the costs of this regulation are estimated at £600m per week, I am afraid you are driven to the same conclusion as Wolfgang Munchau, the economics 

commentator of the FT, who said, “whatever the reasons may be for remaining in the EU, they are not economic.”” 

Boris Johnson, Vote Leave, 9 May 2016, http://www.voteleavetakecontrol.org/boris_johnson_the_liberal_cosmopolitan_case_to_vote_leave.html 

“As it happens, I think the people will suck their teeth hard, squint into the future, and go for the kind of prospectus now being offered by the think tank Open Europe - stay in the single market, but axe 

much of the rest.” 

Boris Johnson, The Telegraph, 12 January 2014, https://www.telegraph.co.uk/news/worldnews/europe/eu/10567425/Trust-the-people-to-decide-on-Europe-Whatever-next.html 

30  
AT: I am trying to elicit from you a much narrower response to a narrower question. 

BJ: I have given you the answer.  The £600 million figure is very fair considering that Open Europe themselves say that 95% of the benefits have not materialised.  

AT: Do you think we can ignore the fact that the benefits are considerable in the list of measures they themselves provide? 

BJ: Since you yourself have attached great significance to this Open Europe report, as I do, you should also attach significance to the fact that they say 95% of the benefits have not 

materialised.  

AT: We have already discussed that.  That is not only what they say, Boris.  They make clear that there are benefits that may not be quantifiable, which is not the same thing. 

BJ: The important point, if I may say so, is what you can do about these regulations.  It is the view of Open Europe that they are costly, they are burdensome, and there are a great number of 

them, which I think you would concede fall too heavily on some sectors of our businesses.  The advantage of a Brexit would be that we could amend those regulations.  Without Brexit you 

can do nothing.  If you look at some of the stuff such as the working time directive, the water framework directive, the Data Protection Act, GM regulations and the solvency II directive, 

many directives and regulations emanating from Brussels have, either through gold-plating in this country or simply because of poor drafting or whatever, been far too expensive.  That is 

the point that Open Europe are making.  They are not ideally tailored to the needs of this economy. 

Treasury Committee, 23 March 2016, http://data.parliament.uk/writtenevidence/committeeevidence.svc/evidencedocument/treasury-committee/the-economic-and-financial-costs-and-benefits-of-uks-

eu-membership/oral/31014.html 

31 The Guardian, 8 July 2014, https://www.theguardian.com/politics/2014/jul/08/andrea-leadsom-family-links-offshore-bank-donations-tories 
 
32 Open Europe Limited, Companies House, 12 July 2019, https://beta.companieshouse.gov.uk/company/05516869 
 
33 The importing Party shall recognize the equivalence of a sanitary or phytosanitary measure if the exporting Party objectively demonstrates to the importing Party that the exporting Party’s measure 
does as follows: 
(a) achieves the same level of protection as the importing Party’s measure; or 
(b) has the same effect in achieving the objective as the importing Party’s measure. 
The Initiative for Free Trade, 18 September 2018, page 90, http://ifreetrade.org/pdfs/US-UK-FTA.pdf 
 
In undertaking a risk assessment appropriate to the circumstances, each Party shall ensure that it takes into account the following: 
(a) relevant available scientific evidence, including quantitative or qualitative data and information; and 
(b) relevant guidance from the WTO SPS Committee and international standards, 
The Initiative for Free Trade, 18 September 2018, page 91, http://ifreetrade.org/pdfs/US-UK-FTA.pdf 
 
A regulatory cooperation mechanism to promote mutual recognition would be a useful innovation, as a means to reducing business costs (provided no deep cultural aversion or science-based reason 
exists for considering one regulation better than the other and worth the greater cost). 
The Initiative for Free Trade, 18 September 2018, page 9, http://ifreetrade.org/pdfs/US-UK-FTA_Executive_Summary.pdf 
 
Chapter 12. Sanitary and Phytosanitary Measures It is critical that measures to protect animal, human, or plant health are based on sound science and that the parties do not adopt measures that are 
disguised barriers to trade and competition. The purpose of this chapter is to afford appropriate protections and to impose disciplines on the parties to ensure that measures in this area are not 
corrupted toward impeding trade. 
The Initiative for Free Trade, 18 September 2018, page21, http://ifreetrade.org/pdfs/US-UK-FTA_Executive_Summary.pdf 
 
34 The Welfare of Animals (Transport) (England) Order 2006, The Welfare of Farmed Animals (England) (Amendment) Regulations 2010, The Control of Salmonella in Poultry Order 2007, The Official Feed 
and Food Controls (England) Regulations 2009, The Plant Protection Products (Sustainable Use) Regulations 2012, The Pesticides (Maximum Residue Levels) (England and Wales) Regulations 2008 
Open Europe, 16 March 2015, https://openeurope.org.uk/intelligence/britain-and-the-eu/top-100-eu-rules-cost-britain-33-3bn/ 
 
35 (i) The UK could join the Cairns Group of agricultural exporters. The founder nations have sought the reduction of agricultural trade barriers, and while the UK is not currently a major agricultural 
exporter, it is locked into EU supply chains. Embracing new technologies like synthetic biology stand to make the UK a net exporter of agricultural products. 
Plan A+, The IEA, 18 September 2018, page 105, https://f.hypotheses.org/wp-content/blogs.dir/3671/files/2018/09/PLAN-A-final-document.pdf 
 
36 The United Kingdom now has the opportunity for a new approach to farming and agricultural trade. Without control over agricultural policy, the promised benefits of leaving the EU would be nullified, 
just as if the UK merely replicated the tariff, quota and sanitary and phytosanitary (SPS) and technical barriers to trade (TBT) measures currently in place. Instead, we should bring down tariffs, expand 
trade abroad, and make our food cheaper. 
Plan A+, The IEA, 18 September 2018, page 62, https://f.hypotheses.org/wp-content/blogs.dir/3671/files/2018/09/PLAN-A-final-document.pdf 
 
37 Tariffs on all U.S.-U.K. trade should be zero or close to it soon after the agreement enters into force. 

The Initiative for Free Trade, 18 September 2018, page 28, http://ifreetrade.org/pdfs/US-UK-FTA_Executive_Summary.pdf 

Zero tariffs on all goods (agricultural commodities, primary industry resources, and manufacturing industry goods); 

The Initiative for Free Trade, 18 September 2018, page 11, http://ifreetrade.org/pdfs/US-UK-FTA_Executive_Summary.pdf 

The parties commit to eliminating tariffs and tariff-rate quotas (TRQs)—upon entry into force of the agreement—on imports of all goods from all other parties that meet the origination requirements. 
The Initiative for Free Trade, 18 September 2018, page 14, http://ifreetrade.org/pdfs/US-UK-FTA_Executive_Summary.pdf 
 
In a no trade deal scenario, the UK could apply zero tariffs in agri-food (to control food price inflation), but would have to do so on an MFN basis for the world. 
Plan A+, The IEA, 18 September 2018, page 125, https://f.hypotheses.org/wp-content/blogs.dir/3671/files/2018/09/PLAN-A-final-document.pdf 
 
38 National Farmers’ Union, 13 March 2019, https://www.nfuonline.com/news/latest-news/nfu-responds-to-publication-of-no-deal-import-tariff-schedule/ 
 
39 o Phase out production- or land-based subsidies, moving towards direct transfer payments by 2021. 
o Redirect funding to support individual, active farmers via direct transfer payments to prevent a shock to the United Kingdom’s farming families and communities, and increase transparency. 
Plan A+, The IEA, 18 September 2018, page 64, https://f.hypotheses.org/wp-content/blogs.dir/3671/files/2018/09/PLAN-A-final-document.pdf 
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40 Re-engineer greening payments towards environmental remediation schemes on an as-needed basis, funded by an insurance scheme covering events out of the ordinary and out of farmers’ control 
(e.g. flooding). 
Plan A+, The IEA, 18 September 2018, page 64, https://f.hypotheses.org/wp-content/blogs.dir/3671/files/2018/09/PLAN-A-final-document.pdf 
 
41 And even more controversially, the EU has pushed for so-called geographical indication protections, which many view as simple protectionism for its farmers. 
The Initiative for Free Trade, 18 September 2018, page 10, http://ifreetrade.org/pdfs/US-UK-FTA_Executive_Summary.pdf 
 
42 Substantively, the UK and EU will have similar though not identical approaches to IP (for example the UK may seek fewer geographical Indications (GIs) than the EU) in the areas of patent, copyright, 
trademark and trade dress, and industrial design. 
Plan A+, The IEA, 18 September 2018, page 78, https://f.hypotheses.org/wp-content/blogs.dir/3671/files/2018/09/PLAN-A-final-document.pdf 
 
43 Regulate on the basis of sound science, and in compliance with the letter and the spirit of WTO SPS and TBT Agreements, not the EU’s anti-innovation application of the precautionary principle. 
Plan A+, The IEA, 18 September 2018, page 64, https://f.hypotheses.org/wp-content/blogs.dir/3671/files/2018/09/PLAN-A-final-document.pdf 
 
44 For too long, farmers have been subject to financial compliance burdens, instead of prioritising farming, and have been prevented from using technology to improve productivity, due to the EU’s 
application of the precautionary principle. 
Plan A+, The IEA, 18 September 2018, page 104, https://f.hypotheses.org/wp-content/blogs.dir/3671/files/2018/09/PLAN-A-final-document.pdf 
 
45 The Consumer Credit (EU Directive) Regulations 2010 + four other Regulations, The Consumer Contracts (Information, Cancellation and Additional Charges) Regulations 2013, The Payment Services 
Regulations 2009, The Civil Aviation (Denied Boarding, Compensation and Assistance) Regulations 2005 
Open Europe, 16 March 2015, https://openeurope.org.uk/intelligence/britain-and-the-eu/top-100-eu-rules-cost-britain-33-3bn/ 
 
46 The Consumer Credit (EU Directive) Regulations 2010, GOV.UK, retrieved 22 July 2019, https://www.legislation.gov.uk/uksi/2010/1010/memorandum/contents 
 
Payment Services Regulations, Which?, retrieved 22 July 2019, https://www.which.co.uk/consumer-rights/regulation/payment-services-regulations 
 
Consumer protection law, Civil Aviation Authority, retrieved 22 July 2019, https://www.caa.co.uk/Passengers/Resolving-travel-problems/How-the-CAA-can-help/Consumer-protection-law/ 
 
47 Both states have highly sophisticated regulatory and judicial systems that can provide reliable redress to corporations and citizens of the other country affected adversely by any misselling or 
misperforming products or services. Customers can evaluate the service or product against the backdrop of the relevant legal and regulatory regime. 
The Initiative for Free Trade, 18 September 2018, page 25, http://ifreetrade.org/pdfs/US-UK-FTA_Executive_Summary.pdf 
 
48 It should open all government procurement markets to goods and services providers from the other party. 
The Initiative for Free Trade, 18 September 2018, page 8, http://ifreetrade.org/pdfs/US-UK-FTA_Executive_Summary.pdf 
 
• Zero restrictions on competition for government procurement; 
The Initiative for Free Trade, 18 September 2018, page 11, http://ifreetrade.org/pdfs/US-UK-FTA_Executive_Summary.pdf 
 
Each Party shall ensure that its state-owned enterprises and designated monopolies, when engaging in economic activities, do the following: (a) act in accordance with commercial considerations in their 
purchases or sales of goods or services, except, in the case of a designated monopoly, to fulfill any terms of its designation that are not inconsistent with Article 14.9.5(b) and Article 14.9.7; and (b) 
accord to enterprises that are covered investments, goods of the other Party, and services suppliers of the other Party, treatment no less favorable than it accord to, respectively, like enterprises that are 
investments of the Party’s investors, like goods of the Party, and like services suppliers of the Party, with respect to their purchases or sales of goods or services. 
The Initiative for Free Trade, 18 September 2018, page 148, http://ifreetrade.org/pdfs/US-UK-FTA.pdf 
 
At the centre of trade agreements, and a US-UK FTA, will be improved market access for goods, services, and investment. This means the elimination of tariffs to the lowest possible levels on the greatest 
number of goods, with services markets open to competition from the other party’s providers, while government procurement markets to both goods and services providers from each party should also 
be open (while preserving our NHS, for example). 
Plan A+, The IEA, 18 September 2018, page 91, https://f.hypotheses.org/wp-content/blogs.dir/3671/files/2018/09/PLAN-A-final-document.pdf 
 
49 The U.S.-U.K. FTA forbids any “local presence” requirements, conditions that require service suppliers of another party to have an office or store or any form of presence to qualify as a cross-border 
supplier of services. 
The Initiative for Free Trade, 18 September 2018, page 17, http://ifreetrade.org/pdfs/US-UK-FTA_Executive_Summary.pdf 
 
For the purposes of this Article, “private right of action” means the right of a legal or natural person to seek redress, including injunctive, monetary, or other remedies, from a court or other independent 
tribunal for injury to that person’s business or property caused by a violation of national competition laws, either independently or following a finding of violation by a national competition authority. 
The Initiative for Free Trade, 18 September 2018, page 143, http://ifreetrade.org/pdfs/US-UK-FTA.pdf 
 
50 Zero restrictions on foreign direct investment in the economy; 
The Initiative for Free Trade, 18 September 2018, page 12, http://ifreetrade.org/pdfs/US-UK-FTA_Executive_Summary.pdf 
 
51 UK Legislation Portal, retrieved 12 July 2019, https://www.legislation.gov.uk/ukpga/1975/68 
 
52 He also made clear the UK would be prepared to tear up red tape and slash taxes. 'We will be free to substantially diverge on tax and regulation,' he said. 'I have had enough of being told that we 
cannot do it - that the sixth biggest economy in the world is not strong enough to run itself and go forward in the world.' 
Daily Mail, 8 July 2019, https://www.dailymail.co.uk/news/article-7223723/Boris-warns-Brussels-Britain-slash-tax-red-tape-No-Deal.html 
 
53 • Preclusion of the adoption of antidumping or safeguard measures between or among parties; 
The Initiative for Free Trade, 18 September 2018, page 12, http://ifreetrade.org/pdfs/US-UK-FTA_Executive_Summary.pdf 
 
54 It prohibits the use of “performance requirements,” including local content requirements, minimum export requirements, technology transfer, and localization requirements as conditions of 
investment. It guarantees that investors have the ability to appoint senior managers without regard to nationality and ensures that any restrictions of the appointment of board members based on 
nationality do not adversely affect an investor’s control of its investment. 
The Initiative for Free Trade, 18 September 2018, page 20, http://ifreetrade.org/pdfs/US-UK-FTA_Executive_Summary.pdf 
 
No longer was protectionism perceived as just a problem of border barriers. It now lurked in national regulations, performance requirements, buy-local provisions, investment benchmarks, regulatory 
standards, intellectual property laws, and other domestic laws, regulations, and rules. 
The Initiative for Free Trade, 18 September 2018, page 6, http://ifreetrade.org/pdfs/US-UK-FTA_Executive_Summary.pdf 
 
On government procurement, support for Buy America provisions is strong in the United States. But such policies are clearly bad for those adopting them. The United Kingdom should push as hard as 
possible for the United States to allow U.K. goods and services providers to have access to U.S. procurement markets, and open its procurement to U.S. companies, as well. 
The Initiative for Free Trade, 18 September 2018, page 28, http://ifreetrade.org/pdfs/US-UK-FTA_Executive_Summary.pdf 
 
55 Purchases made by one party for the purposes of national defense from the other party shall be deemed to meet all domestic content provisions of the first party. Each party shall— with the 
agreement of and in cooperation with the other party—seek to expand the provisions to other close and traditional allies. Neither party shall—without the agreement of the other party—enter into 
research, development, or procurement relationships with third parties that are closed to the other party of this agreement. 
The Initiative for Free Trade, 18 September 2018, page 23, http://ifreetrade.org/pdfs/US-UK-FTA_Executive_Summary.pdf 
 
56 As for other services areas, health services are an area where both sides would benefit from openness to foreign competition, although we recognize any changes to existing regulations will be 
extremely controversial. Perhaps, then, for other areas the initial focus should be on other fields such as education or legal services, where negotiators can test the waters and see what is possible. That 
said, we would envisage a swift, time-tabled implementation of recognition across all areas within 5 years. 
The Initiative for Free Trade, 18 September 2018, page 28, http://ifreetrade.org/pdfs/US-UK-FTA_Executive_Summary.pdf 
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negotiating them in an FTA and working with allies around the world for a less trade restrictive and anti-competitive approach from the EU. 
Plan A+, The IEA, 18 September 2018, page 76, https://f.hypotheses.org/wp-content/blogs.dir/3671/files/2018/09/PLAN-A-final-document.pdf 
 
59 The Tobacco Products (Manufacture, Presentation and Sale) (Safety) Regulations 2002 
Open Europe, 16 March 2015, https://openeurope.org.uk/intelligence/britain-and-the-eu/top-100-eu-rules-cost-britain-33-3bn/ 
 
Cigarette packs and labelling, House of Commons Library, 12 May 2010, http://researchbriefings.files.parliament.uk/documents/SN01894/SN01894.pdf 
 
60 The Independent, 3 July 2019, https://www.independent.co.uk/news/uk/politics/boris-johnson-freeze-sin-tax-alcohol-tobacco-sugar-matt-hancock-a8984981.html 
 
The Guardian, 16 July 2019, https://www.theguardian.com/politics/2019/jul/16/boris-johnson-campaign-chiefs-firm-lobbied-councils-for-tobacco-firm 
 
61 All modern FTAs have dispute settlement mechanisms and the UK-EU FTA will be no different. The UK’s offer on the dispute settlement mechanism should be an arbitration-based mechanism 
following generally accepted good practice in this area. 
Plan A+, The IEA, 18 September 2018, page 90, https://f.hypotheses.org/wp-content/blogs.dir/3671/files/2018/09/PLAN-A-final-document.pdf 
 
3.3. The Joint Committee shall consist of [3] permanent members appointed by the United Kingdom and [3] permanent members appointed by the European Union. 
Plan A+, The IEA, 18 September 2018, page 134, https://f.hypotheses.org/wp-content/blogs.dir/3671/files/2018/09/PLAN-A-final-document.pdf 
 
62 To that end, this chapter establishes two institutional bodies that can assist in those matters: a joint committee made up of U.S. and U.K. government officials and a small administrative secretariat. It 
also sets out some basic rules on accession. 
The Initiative for Free Trade, 18 September 2018, page 24, http://ifreetrade.org/pdfs/US-UK-FTA_Executive_Summary.pdf 
 
Each Party shall designate a contact point or points to facilitate communications between the Parties on any matter covered by this Agreement. Each Party shall appoint one national as an official of the 
Secretariat. The Parties shall jointly agree on the appointment of the administration of the Secretariat. The administrator shall be a nonnational of either Party 
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a common rule book (like the Australia-NZ Food Safety Area) which would allow IE to break the common area if the UK diverged beyond the level of EU tolerance, and also allowed the people of NI to 
adopt a common SPS area within the Island of Ireland, if they chose to do so. In this case the decision to put checks into the harbours and ports of the Irish Sea would be a decision of the NI assembly, 
but would only follow a decision by IE to break the Common British and Irish Isles rule-book, and continue with a harmonised EU system. 
Alternative Arrangements for the Irish Border, Prosperity UK, 24 June 2019, page 9, https://www.prosperity-uk.com/wp-content/uploads/sites/43/2019/06/AAC-Interim-Report-Executive-Summary.pdf 
 
We suggest investigating a common SPS Zone for the British and Irish Isles. We accept that this would be difficult to negotiate, and does depend on a deemed equivalence arrangement with the EU to be 
a long term solution, but we consider it worthy of further study because it takes advantage of the fact that customs checks can be pushed into the ports and harbours of the islands, and any external 
checks (at Calais) would be required anyway. It also aligns the need to find solutions for Calais with the need for a solution to be found at the Irish border. Such a solution could be temporary, and at the 
moment the UK sought to diverge in the SPS area, IE could revert to the EU regulatory area and then NI could revert subject to the consent of the Northern Irish people to an all-Island SPS zone. 
Alternative Arrangements for the Irish Border, Prosperity UK, 24 June 2019, page 18,  https://www.prosperity-uk.com/wp-content/uploads/sites/43/2019/06/AAC-Interim-Report-Executive-Summary.pdf 
 
85 Mobile inspections may be a combination of mobile inspection teams in the vicinity of the NI-IE land border, and more sophisticated mobile vehicle veterinary inspection vehicles. Mobile inspection 
units can travel to traders manufacturing or distribution sites, or even intervene while goods are in transit. Additionally, specialised mobile veterinary inspection units, equipped with relevant testing 
instruments to perform required tests on livestock, food and SPS goods, could support existing port based inspection points if required by performing local inspections. […] Mobile workforce 
management technology will support mobile inspection units to undertake planned or random inspections away from the border and existing border inspection posts. Border officers will have access to 
necessary information on the nature of goods, customs documentation and any other relevant information which can be provided by existing, and new, risk systems. 
Alternative Arrangements for the Irish Border, Prosperity UK, 24 June 2019, page 192,  https://www.prosperity-uk.com/wp-content/uploads/sites/43/2019/06/AAC-Interim-Report.pdf 
 
The most challenging issue is the area of regulation of agri-food where SPS measures and the requirements for veterinary checks at Border Inspection Posts must be mitigated. In this area, we would 
need (in the absence of a common SPS area or any of the special zones proposed) to use the geographic flexibilities allowed in the Union Customs Code and BIP Regulation to move any facilities away 
from the border and to use mobile units to conduct checks where possible. 
Alternative Arrangements for the Irish Border, Prosperity UK, 24 June 2019, page 10,  https://www.prosperity-uk.com/wp-content/uploads/sites/43/2019/06/AAC-Interim-Report-Executive-Summary.pdf 
 
The other group at particular risk are small traders. We therefore recommend a general exemption for traders who are below the VAT threshold. For traders above the VAT threshold, some checks 
would be required as spelled out above. We recommend a Transitional Adjustment Fund to make this process easier for small traders who could register for this along with their VAT registrations. For 
small service providers such as plumbers who are regularly crossing the border carrying tools and equipment, we would not require them to perform any customs checks at all for a contiguous zone 
across the border which would rely on the WTO Frontier Traffic Exemption. This WTO exemption would operate in a band along the border where no checks would be necessary. 
Alternative Arrangements for the Irish Border, Prosperity UK, 24 June 2019, page 10,  https://www.prosperity-uk.com/wp-content/uploads/sites/43/2019/06/AAC-Interim-Report-Executive-Summary.pdf 
 
86 For other technical checks related to standards, and Technical Barriers to Trade (“TBT”) checks, we advocate greater reliance on the private sector to conduct product conformity assessment and 
increase use of in market checks, together with stronger penalties for non-conformity. The EU will want to see increased market surveillance in IE. 
Alternative Arrangements for the Irish Border, Prosperity UK, 24 June 2019, page 10,  https://www.prosperity-uk.com/wp-content/uploads/sites/43/2019/06/AAC-Interim-Report-Executive-Summary.pdf 
 
87 In February 2016, ahead of the EU referendum, Mr Johnson promised the Irish border would be "absolutely unchanged". 
Sky News, 28 February 2018, https://news.sky.com/story/boris-johnson-tells-pm-wrong-to-see-govt-task-as-no-irish-border-after-brexit-11270041 
 
The Guardian, 22 July 2019, https://www.theguardian.com/politics/2019/jul/22/boris-johnson-can-do-spirit-solve-problem-irish-border 
 
88 We believe that the recommendations contained within our Interim Report can be achieved, provided there is goodwill on all sides, quite quickly. Some recommendations such as Transit would be 
deliverable in months, as they are being used now – the time delay being only the time taken to negotiate the minor derogations for Island of Ireland trade. Some recommendations, such as the trusted 
trader programme, have been achieved in other countries in 2-3 years. We believe the Trusted Trader recommendations our Interim Report paper can be delivered in 12-15 months. Some longer term 
technological proposals which are not necessary to making the seamless border work immediately might take longer, but it essential that work on them starts now. 
Alternative Arrangements for the Irish Border, Prosperity UK, 24 June 2019, page 11,  https://www.prosperity-uk.com/wp-content/uploads/sites/43/2019/06/AAC-Interim-Report-Executive-Summary.pdf 
 

https://f.hypotheses.org/wp-content/blogs.dir/3671/files/2018/09/PLAN-A-final-document.pdf
https://f.hypotheses.org/wp-content/blogs.dir/3671/files/2018/09/PLAN-A-final-document.pdf
http://ifreetrade.org/pdfs/US-UK-FTA_Executive_Summary.pdf
https://blogs.spectator.co.uk/2018/02/full-text-boris-johnsons-brexit-speech/
https://f.hypotheses.org/wp-content/blogs.dir/3671/files/2018/09/PLAN-A-final-document.pdf
https://www.prosperity-uk.com/wp-content/uploads/sites/43/2019/06/AAC-Interim-Report-Executive-Summary.pdf
https://www.prosperity-uk.com/wp-content/uploads/sites/43/2019/06/AAC-Interim-Report-Executive-Summary.pdf
https://www.prosperity-uk.com/wp-content/uploads/sites/43/2019/06/AAC-Interim-Report.pdf
https://www.prosperity-uk.com/wp-content/uploads/sites/43/2019/06/AAC-Interim-Report-Executive-Summary.pdf
https://www.prosperity-uk.com/wp-content/uploads/sites/43/2019/06/AAC-Interim-Report-Executive-Summary.pdf
https://www.prosperity-uk.com/wp-content/uploads/sites/43/2019/06/AAC-Interim-Report-Executive-Summary.pdf
https://news.sky.com/story/boris-johnson-tells-pm-wrong-to-see-govt-task-as-no-irish-border-after-brexit-11270041
https://www.theguardian.com/politics/2019/jul/22/boris-johnson-can-do-spirit-solve-problem-irish-border
https://www.prosperity-uk.com/wp-content/uploads/sites/43/2019/06/AAC-Interim-Report-Executive-Summary.pdf

