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Brexit: What's next? 
 
On 29th January the House of Commons again voted on a series of Brexit proposals. 
These included a motion to support "alternative arrangements" to the Irish backstop 
provisions in the Withdrawal Agreement negotiated in November 2018. MPs also 
supported a motion opposing a no deal scenario. 
Bishop Robert said: “I continue to see a dense fog around the UK Government's 
intentions. It seems we know more about what it is against, but not what it 
positively stands for. 
It is imperative for the UK to clarify its proposals without delay in these Brexit negotiations. 
The situation must become clearer for UK and EU27 citizens alike amid this deep 
uncertainty by the time the Prime Minister next comes back to Parliament in two weeks' 
time. 
I note that the House of Commons also passed a motion expressing its opposition to no 
deal, as has the House of Lords by an even larger majority. ” 
in this article, Bishop Robert sets out what is at stake on Brexit. He notes that: Brexit is a 
UK choice; the EU speaks with one voice on Brexit; the UK has Brexit (and post-Brexit) 
choices; and that the Church is here to stay in Europe beyond Brexit. 
 
The Bishop in Europe writes ...  
In the 1960s, it was said UK entry to the “Common Market” would mark the end of a 
thousand years of British history. Fast-forwarding to 2019, the clock is now ticking rapidly 
towards the end of British membership of the European Union. Where are we, and where 
are we going on Brexit?  
1. Brexit is a UK choice  
The UK has decided to leave the EU. It’s the choice made in the June 2016 referendum, 
whatever you think about the campaign and the result (and many UK citizens in my 
diocese didn’t get to vote). The UK Government started the clock to withdraw from the EU. 
It’s suggested by some that the EU somehow is choosing not to deal with the UK; but the 
EU waited for two years before the UK proposed, last summer, what kind of future 
relationship it 
wants. Meanwhile, the EU’s Court of Justice has said, last December, that the UK can 
decide not to withdraw from the EU.  
2. The EU speaks with one voice on Brexit  
The other 27 EU countries have remained together and largely united during the Brexit 
negotiations. The Irish Border issue shows this clearly. Avoiding a new hard border 
between Northern Ireland and the Republic goes to the heart of the Good Friday 
agreement, which has led to peace, security and reconciliation for 20 years. It’s also about 
what customs arrangements there will be between a Northern Ireland that continues to be 
close to EU rules, and the rest of a UK that may want to break with them in future. The UK 
Government concluded a Withdrawal Agreement with the rest of the EU last November. 
The UK Government, under acute domestic pressure in Parliament to re-open discussions 
about the terms of the Agreement, now says it needs further clarifications and 
reassurances about the Irish Border text. Ireland and  



 

 

the rest of the EU are saying repeatedly they will offer to clarify but are not prepared to re-
write the Agreement.  
3. The UK has Brexit (and post-Brexit) choices  
Parliament is expected to vote on Brexit on 15 January. The UK Government maintains 
the vote on the PM’s November deal next week, deferred from December, is the only way 
to avoid no deal. As a bishop based in Brussels, with a diocese that stretches across the 
EU and beyond, I remain perplexed. We were told ‘no deal is better than a bad deal’, then 
we were told that ‘no deal’ was the worst of all worlds, and now we are again being told to 
prepare for ‘no deal’. If you are in my diocese, ‘deal or no deal’ slogans mean everything in 
terms of your basic rights to live in your chosen country, receive health care and draw a 
pension. There’s been no genuine consideration of future relationship options the EU has 
put on the table a year ago, e.g., a variant on Norway. Leaving the EU without a deal will 
lose our largest trading relationship. What’s the alternative vision and future for us in the 
world on trade, prosperity, peace and security?  
4. The Church is here to stay in Europe beyond Brexit  
Amid all this Brexit confusion, I was delighted that The House of Bishops issued a 
statement before Christmas, urging our political leaders to work together across tribal 
divisions, exhorting them to speak to each other and to us with integrity, courage and 
clarity. The Diocese in Europe, the 42nd in the Church of England, has a presence right 
across the European continent. We have over 300 chaplaincies, from Iceland in the north, 
to Turkey in the east. We maintain close relationships with our brothers and sisters in other 
Christian Churches in Europe. And we will continue to campaign in the European 
Institutions on key issues of human rights, migration and freedom of religious expression 
and belief. The UK may be set to leave the EU after 45 years: Anglicans have been in 
Europe for over 400 and will remain here.  
In the 1975 referendum, the campaign lobby to get the UK out of the EEC used the slogan 
‘Out, and into the world’. The real risk we face without a deal is that the UK will be just ‘out’ 
...  
Rt Revd Dr Robert Innes is the Anglican Bishop in Europe. He writes on Brexit at 
https://bishopineurope.wordpress.com and tweets at @Bishop_Europe  
 
 

Multiple choices article 
 
Brexit: Multiple Choices 
A couple of weeks ago, I asked a middle-England cabbie what he thought about Brexit. He 
responded instantly: “Well, we were only asked one question on a bit of paper, weren’t 
we?” The cabbie’s pithy answer impressed on me how one simple question has plunged 
us into labyrinthine depths of complexity and uncertainty. The tumult in the House of 
Commons right now is indicative of political leaders who still seem entrenched in that 
binary mindset from two and a half years ago: deal or no deal; remain/leave; hard 
Brexit/soft Brexit. It goes with the confrontational politics that the physical layout at 
Westminster embodies and encourages. But the present circumstances now require the 
UK to move beyond a simple binary choice towards a decision involving multiple choices. 
The first choice was made by the UK in June 2016 and it was to leave the EU. 52% 
nationwide voted ‘leave’. (I’m keenly aware that not every UK citizen in our diocese got a 
vote, and of those that did most voted ‘remain’). But then there’s the second key choice. 
And on this there’s an impasse in Westminster, and between the UK Government and the 
rest of the EU: 
What future relationship to the EU do you want to see? What kind of Brexit do you want? A 
first and negative choice has been declared, but that leaves a range of positive choices 
still to be decided. There’s a huge amount at stake between ‘a deal’ and ‘no deal’, 
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covering everything from economic prosperity to future security. It seems that very few – 
whether in Parliament or the country as a whole – really want the UK to leave the EU 
without a deal. But in his Brexit speech on 5th December, the Archbishop of Canterbury 
rightly emphasised the risk that the UK could drift towards an accidental ‘no deal’ simply 
because Parliament cannot settle on the right kind of deal. And I am acutely conscious of 
the uncertainties faced by UK citizens living and working in the EU for as long as we don’t 
know whether there will be a deal, or not. Where does the UK go from here? It seems to 
me that Parliament now needs to look closely at the range of options that could work for 
the UK and the EU, at least for an initial transition period. When I look across the Diocese 
in Europe, I see various kind of relationships between European countries and the EU. 
Perhaps UK politicians need to look more closely and collectively at something like a 
variant on the Norway or Switzerland relationship. Taking especial account of the Irish 
border, is there possibly some way in which the UK might still be able to preserve 
economic access to its largest group of trading partners via the EU single market and 
remain in a customs union? At the moment, standing as it does in the European Economic 
Area, the UK has access to both. Meanwhile, the European Free Trade Association 
(EFTA), which the UK helped to set up in 1960, has trade agreements with nearly 30 non-
EU countries. The point is that there are several degrees of separation from the EU, and 
there are several countries in the EU’s ‘outer orbit’. At exactly this time last year, the EU’s 
chief negotiator, Michel Barnier, illustrated what the UK’s future options could look like in 
relation to the EU, based on the UK’s declared ‘red lines’. It is surely time for the UK 
Parliament to revisit and consider openly all the options that have been on the table for at 
least the last 12 months. The clock is ticking down very fast now to 29th March 2019. 
Pausing or suspending Article 50 is another among our multiple choices. The Danish 
Prime Minister, Lars Lokke Rasmussen, urged the UK on Saturday to find a national 
consensus on Brexit. In the same way, a meeting of the House of Bishops last week 
wondered whether some innovative national forum driven by citizens and civil society 
could, alongside Parliament, help us chart a path through the immediate challenges. The 
UK needs to find a way forward together. The British citizens and business leaders I speak 
to are increasingly desperate for an end to uncertainty. Among the multiple choices is 
another UK referendum, although that would certainly risk renewed divisions among the 
UK’s nations, people and families. The economist JK Galbraith once said that politics is 
about choosing between the disastrous and the unpalatable. The challenge for the UK’s 
political classes is to guide the country in choosing the least unpalatable among the 
multiple available options in the UK’s future relationship with its European neighbours. In a 
spirit of national reconciliation, the House of Bishops of the Church of England issued a 
Statement on Brexit last week. It is very unusual for the Bishops to do something like this, 
and the Statement has been quite widely reported in the European press. As the 
Statement says, in this Advent season ‘we pray for national unity – and for courage, 
integrity and clarity for our politicians.’ I used a range of BBC interviews over the weekend 
to get across several points. One of interviews I gave was for BBC Radio Norfolk 
(interview at 2hr 10 mins). The church itself now has opportunity to play a role locally and 
nationally in helping heal, repair and renew the body politic of a country that has been 
deeply scarred by the divisiveness of Brexit. Churches foster community. Churches are 
one of the few places that bring together all ages and backgrounds, Brexiteers and 
Remainers. And diocesan bishops have considerable opportunity to convene civic leaders 
across the divides. The Christian faith has at its core the command to love our neighbour. 
As we approach Christmas, I hope our Christian communities can take a lead in living out 
Jesus’s teaching on behalf of our wider societies. Meanwhile, I encourage us all to pray 
the prayer written in the context of the UK’s deepening political crisis by the Archbishop of 
York: God of eternal love and power, 
Save our Parliamentary Democracy; 
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Protect our High Court of Parliament and all its members 
From partiality and prejudice; 
That they may walk the path of kindness, justice and mercy. 
Give them wisdom, insight and a concern for the common good. 
The weight of their calling is too much to bear in their own strength, 
Therefore we pray earnestly, Father, 
send them help from your Holy Place, and be their tower of strength. 
Lord, graciously hear us. 
Amen. 
 
A couple of weeks ago, I asked a middle-England cabbie what he thought about Brexit. He 
responded instantly: “Well, we were only asked one question on a bit of paper, weren’t 
we?” 
The cabbie’s pithy answer impressed on me how one simple question has plunged us into 
labyrinthine depths of complexity and uncertainty. The tumult in the House of Commons 
right now is indicative of political leaders who still seem entrenched in that binary mindset 
from two and a half years ago: deal or no deal; remain/leave; hard Brexit/soft Brexit. It 
goes with the confrontational politics that the physical layout at Westminster embodies and 
encourages. But the present circumstances now require the UK to move beyond a simple 
binary choice towards a decision involving multiple choices. 
The first choice was made by the UK in June 2016 and it was to leave the EU. 52% 
nationwide voted ‘leave’. (I’m keenly aware that not every UK citizen in our diocese got a 
vote, and of those that did most voted ‘remain’). 
But then there’s the second key choice. And on this there’s an impasse in Westminster, 
and between the UK Government and the rest of the EU: 
What future relationship to the EU do you want to see? What kind of Brexit do you want? A 
first and negative choice has been declared, but that leaves a range of positive choices 
still to be decided. 
There’s a huge amount at stake between ‘a deal’ and ‘no deal’, covering everything from 
economic prosperity to future security. It seems that very few – whether in Parliament or 
the country as a whole – really want the UK to leave the EU without a deal. But in his 
Brexit speech on 5th December, the Archbishop of Canterbury rightly emphasised the risk 
that the UK could drift towards an accidental ‘no deal’ simply because Parliament cannot 
settle on the right kind of deal. And I am acutely conscious of the uncertainties faced by 
UK citizens living and working in the EU for as long as we don’t know whether there will be 
a deal, or not. 
Where does the UK go from here? It seems to me that Parliament now needs to look 
closely at the range of options that could work for the UK and the EU, at least for an initial 
transition period. When I look across the Diocese in Europe, I see various kind of 
relationships between European countries and the EU. Perhaps UK politicians need to 
look more closely and collectively at something like a variant on the Norway or Switzerland 
relationship. Taking especial account of the Irish border, is there possibly some way in 
which the UK might still be able to preserve economic access to its largest group of trading 
partners via the EU single market and remain in a customs union? 
At the moment, standing as it does in the European Economic Area, the UK has access to 
both. Meanwhile, the European Free Trade Association (EFTA), which the UK helped to 
set up in 1960, has trade agreements with nearly 30 non-EU countries. The point is that 
there are several degrees of separation from the EU, and there are several countries in the 
EU’s ‘outer orbit’. At exactly this time last year, the EU’s chief negotiator, Michel Barnier, 
illustrated what the UK’s future options could look like in relation to the EU, based on the 
UK’s declared ‘red lines’. 
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It is surely time for the UK Parliament to revisit and consider openly all the options that 
have been on the table for at least the last 12 months. 
The clock is ticking down very fast now to 29th March 2019. Pausing or suspending Article 
50 is another among our multiple choices. The Danish Prime Minister, Lars Lokke 
Rasmussen, urged the UK on Saturday to find a national consensus on Brexit. In the same 
way, a meeting of the House of Bishops last week wondered whether some innovative 
national forum driven by citizens and civil society could, alongside Parliament, help us 
chart a path through the immediate challenges. The UK needs to find a way forward 
together. The British citizens and business leaders I speak to are increasingly desperate 
for an end to uncertainty. 
Among the multiple choices is another UK referendum, although that would certainly risk 
renewed divisions among the UK’s nations, people and families. The economist JK 
Galbraith once said that politics is about choosing between the disastrous and the 
unpalatable. The challenge for the UK’s political classes is to guide the country in 
choosing the least unpalatable among the multiple available options in the UK’s future 
relationship with its European neighbours. 
In a spirit of national reconciliation, the House of Bishops of the Church of England issued 
a Statement on Brexit last week. It is very unusual for the Bishops to do something like 
this, and the Statement has been quite widely reported in the European press. 
 
As the Statement says, in this Advent season ‘we pray for national unity – and for courage, 
integrity and clarity for our politicians.’ I used a range of BBC interviews over the weekend 
to get across several points. One of interviews I gave was for BBC Radio Norfolk 
(interview at 2hr 10 mins). The church itself now has opportunity to play a role locally and 
nationally in helping heal, repair and renew the body politic of a country that has been 
deeply scarred by the divisiveness of Brexit. Churches foster community. Churches are 
one of the few places that bring together all ages and backgrounds, Brexiteers and 
Remainers. And diocesan bishops have considerable opportunity to convene civic leaders 
across the divides. 
The Christian faith has at its core the command to love our neighbour. As we approach 
Christmas, I hope our Christian communities can take a lead in living out Jesus’s teaching 
on behalf of our wider societies. 
Meanwhile, I encourage us all to pray the prayer written in the context of the UK’s 
deepening political crisis by the Archbishop of York: 
God of eternal love and power, 
Save our Parliamentary Democracy; 
Protect our High Court of Parliament and all its members 
From partiality and prejudice; 
That they may walk the path of kindness, justice and mercy. 
Give them wisdom, insight and a concern for the common good. 
The weight of their calling is too much to bear in their own strength, 
Therefore we pray earnestly, Father, 
send them help from your Holy Place, and be their tower of strength. 
Lord, graciously hear us. 
Amen. 
 

After Brexit: European Unity and the Unity of the 
European Churches 
The idea of holding an ecumenical conference to consider church relations post-Brexit was 
born soon after the June 2016 referendum. It was planned, with remarkable prophetic 
insight, for 16 November 2018. This turned out to be a very significant day – the day after 
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Prime Minister May had commended the Withdrawal Agreement to her cabinet and two 
cabinet ministers had resigned. Some 60 people – academics, bishops and politicians – 
gathered together at Lambeth Palace to consider how we could and should continue to 
work together as European churches post-Brexit. Several conference members were from 
the German Protestant Church (EKD), and the most senior guest was The Rt. Revd. Dr. 
Heinrich Bedford-Strohm, the EKD’s presiding bishop. Over the course of a full day, the 
Conference received a series of academic papers. Ben Ryan invited us to consider the 
divisions within British society exposed by Brexit, suggesting that these divisions also lay 
latent in other European countries. Professor Arnulf von Scheliha gave a German social 
perspective highlighting ‘the war in people’s heads’ between the former German East and 
West. My former colleague Gary Wilton invited us to consider afresh the founding ideals of 
the EU set out by Robert Schuman. Piers Ludlow spoke of the persistent but usually 
unarticulated influence of Christian faith and values on the EU project. Sarah Rowland-
Jones from Wales spoke of the need for us to be attentive to those outside the usual 
circles of Christian ecumenical discourse. Finally, a paper by the Church of England’s 
Council for Christian Unity staff raised the question as to whether disenchantment with 
supra national political structures was mirrored by declining enthusiasm for formal 
processes of ecumenical dialogue. During the break for lunch, I gave a 5-minute live 
interview for Christian Premier Radio. You can find the interview in this link – my piece is 
20 minutes into the programme. In the interview I urged British politicians to think outside 
the Westminster bubble, taking into account national interest and to consider especially 
the interests of those who are most vulnerable, notably EU citizens living in the UK and UK 
citizens living in mainland Europe. I was particularly keen to refute disastrous suggestions 
that current Brexit negotiations are some kind of re-run of Britain’s heroic resistance to 
European powers. To the contrary, European Institutions were created (and are still 
understood by many continental citizens) as a peace project designed to stop war 
happening again. Listening to UK debates, this crucial point is so frequently overlooked, or 
worse, dismissed. You have to visit Yprès, its landscape forever marked out by cemeteries 
of the Fallen, if you want to understand Brussels. At the same time, building a real Europe 
of citizens requires political – and church – leaders to close the gap between elites who 
govern, and the people. In so many ways, they are not currently speaking the same 
language. Hope is losing out to fear, not least on issues like migration, and that is being 
sorely tested in the EU context, as it looks towards the next European Parliament elections 
in less than six months’ time. At the end of a very full day, a lot of words had been written 
and spoken. For me, the fact that the Conference had taken place was as important as 
what was said. At a critical time, friendship between the German Protestant Church and 
the Church of England was reaffirmed. We worshipped together. We shared communion 
together. We listened to each other’s anxieties and problems. In the closing session, Dr. 
Bedford-Strohm strongly commended the pursuit of full communion between our two 
churches. Archbishop Justin responded by giving this his full support. At a time when 
political processes are pulling people apart, we declared together our unity as brothers 
and sisters in Christ and our longing to make that unity more clearly visible to the world, 
both for our own sake, and for the sake of a Europe which is at serious risk of division in 
multiple ways.  
 
The idea of holding an ecumenical conference to consider church relations post-Brexit was 
born soon after the June 2016 referendum. It was planned, with remarkable prophetic 
insight, for 16 November 2018. This turned out to be a very significant day – the day after 
Prime Minister May had commended the Withdrawal Agreement to her cabinet and two 
cabinet ministers had resigned. Some 60 people – academics, bishops and politicians – 
gathered together at Lambeth Palace to consider how we could and should continue to 
work together as European churches post-Brexit. Several conference members were from 
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the German Protestant Church (EKD), and the most senior guest was The Rt. Revd. Dr. 
Heinrich Bedford-Strohm, the EKD’s presiding bishop. 
Over the course of a full day, the Conference received a series of academic papers. Ben 
Ryan invited us to consider the divisions within British society exposed by Brexit, 
suggesting that these divisions also lay latent in other European countries. Professor 
Arnulf von Scheliha gave a German social perspective highlighting ‘the war in people’s 
heads’ between the former German East and West. My former colleague Gary Wilton 
invited us to consider afresh the founding ideals of the EU set out by Robert Schuman. 
Piers Ludlow spoke of the persistent but usually unarticulated influence of Christian faith 
and values on the EU project. Sarah Rowland-Jones from Wales spoke of the need for us 
to be attentive to those outside the usual circles of Christian ecumenical discourse. Finally, 
a paper by the Church of England’s Council for Christian Unity staff raised the question as 
to whether disenchantment with supra national political structures was mirrored by 
declining enthusiasm for formal processes of ecumenical dialogue. 
 
During the break for lunch, I gave a 5-minute live interview for Christian Premier Radio. 
You can find the interview in this link – my piece is 20 minutes into the programme. In the 
interview I urged British politicians to think outside the Westminster bubble, taking into 
account national interest and to consider especially the interests of those who are most 
vulnerable, notably EU citizens living in the UK and UK citizens living in mainland Europe. I 
was particularly keen to refute disastrous suggestions that current Brexit negotiations are 
some kind of re-run of Britain’s heroic resistance to European powers. To the contrary, 
European Institutions were created (and are still understood by many continental citizens) 
as a peace project designed to stop war happening again. Listening to UK debates, this 
crucial point is so frequently overlooked, or worse, dismissed. You have to visit Yprès, its 
landscape forever marked out by cemeteries of the Fallen, if you want to understand 
Brussels. At the same time, building a real Europe of citizens requires political – and 
church – leaders to close the gap between elites who govern, and the people. In so many 
ways, they are not currently speaking the same language. Hope is losing out to fear, not 
least on issues like migration, and that is being sorely tested in the EU context, as it looks 
towards the next European Parliament elections in less than six months’ time. 
At the end of a very full day, a lot of words had been written and spoken. For me, the fact 
that the Conference had taken place was as important as what was said. At a critical time, 
friendship between the German Protestant Church and the Church of England was 
reaffirmed. We worshipped together. We shared communion together. We listened to each 
other’s anxieties and problems. 
In the closing session, Dr. Bedford-Strohm strongly commended the pursuit of full 
communion between our two churches. Archbishop Justin responded by giving this his full 
support. At a time when political processes are pulling people apart, we declared together 
our unity as brothers and sisters in Christ and our longing to make that unity more clearly 
visible to the world, both for our own sake, and for the sake of a Europe which is at serious 
risk of division in multiple ways. 
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Brexit Negotiations: A Crucial Fortnight  
 
This is a critical fortnight for the Brexit negotiations. So here are my thoughts on what lies 
ahead. For a faster read omit the italicised sections in square brackets, which contain 
more technical information. 
 
We have passed the European Council encounters at Salzburg. At Salzburg, it became 
manifestly clear that the EU regarded the UK’s Chequers proposal only a starting point. 
We’re beyond the party conference season, and it now looks like the negotiations are 
starting to enter their endgame in Brussels. Brexit talks have chugged on for months in the 
background at official level, while remaining subservient to the high politics at stake. They 
have now accelerated. The conclusion of at least the principles of a deal, covering both 
the Withdrawal Treaty and a political declaration on the future trading relationship is now 
expected within the fortnight. 
The signs of top-level movement are increasingly positive. The issue is now less ‘deal or 
no deal’, but what kind of deal the UK and EU will strike together. Both the Irish Prime 
Minister, Leo Varadkar and the President of the European Council, Donald Tusk, have 
signalled their expectation that there will be a deal: 
“I have a hope, which is close to certainty, that at the end we’ll manage to achieve an exit 
deal and a declaration about future relationships which will be the best possible.” The EU 
is offering, said Tusk, “Not just a Canada deal, but a Canada+++ deal… This is a true 
measure of respect… The EU is serious about getting the best possible deal.” He says 
that he will seek to ensure that the “losses on both sides will be limited.” 
On the future trade relationship, the two sides are converging. Economics are doing the 
talking. The UK needs to keep its access to wide and deep EU markets; the EU needs the 
size and proximity of UK consumers. It’s a mutually beneficial relationship. As a package, 
Chequers would leave trade in goods unaffected; what is needed is defined customs 
arrangements to ensure the kind of frictionless trade both sides want. [Some tough talking 
likely remains on services. The EU is concerned about compromising the single market 
‘four freedoms’; and continuing to give the UK ‘passporting’ financial services access in the 
EU to the UK, in particular.] And as Tusk has indicated, the ‘Canada +++’ model could 
offer the UK a deal covering goods, services, as well as security policy co-operation. If that 
should materialise on equitable terms, that’s surely ‘win-win-win’ for both the UK and the 
EU as they re-define their relationships. 
Can we be similarly optimistic about the Withdrawal Treaty? Again, the signs are 
encouraging. Simon Coveney, Irish Foreign Minister has indicated yesterday that at least 
90% of the text of the Withdrawal Treaty has been settled. [This leaves within that 10% 
how to keep the Irish border soft. Options are floating around that could see the UK remain 
part of a customs union with the EU, including Northern Ireland; and for Northern Ireland to 
continue to follow EU single market regulations. Alternatives are forms of customs and 
regulatory checks away from the border itself, in advance using technology currently 
available, and not in the Irish Sea.] The key will be a solution that can accommodate the 
politics of ‘constitutional integrity’ satisfactorily with the economics of ‘regulatory alignment’ 
that covers Northern Ireland efficiently. 
Here in Brussels, a draft of the EU proposal for this ‘Political Declaration’ will be circulated 
this week. A discussion has been scheduled at political level among EU Commissioners 
tomorrow. Within the European Council, an extra session for national leaders the evening 
before their planned Summit on 18 October has now been pencilled in. The hope is that a 
final negotiating spurt at heads of government level may help seal the deal. If this hurdle is 
surmounted, and assuming no further bumps in the road, a further meeting of national 
leaders on 17/18 November will be called to endorse and agree a final text. 



 

 

[I am often asked the ‘so what?’ question. The argument runs that, even if there is UK-EU 
level agreement in Brussels, it will not get through Parliamentary approval at Westminster. 
Simon Kuper answered this cogently in his Financial Times article last weekend. If 
Parliament should vote down a deal, it will need to decide on what to do in a no deal 
situation. As Kuper’s colourful and insightful article says, the risk is that the UK could see a 
model imposed on it by the EU, like ‘Brino’ – Brexit in Name Only. The logic runs that the 
EU will be determined to avoid a large, de-regulated economic competitor on its immediate 
doorstep. And he suggests that, in such a scenario, a ‘Brino’ could satisfy both Brexit and 
Remain sides in the 2016 Referendum. It would respect the UK vote to leave, leaving the 
Irish border open, minimising economic damage. He further suggests it would satisfy most 
MPs, businesses and the EU; and Brexiteers could see it as a staging post towards 
greater separation from the EU.] 
However, there first needs to be an outcome for Parliament to vote on. Until a deal is 
done, events, or political miscalculations in the end-game at EU level, may yet rock the 
boat. We must continue to pray earnestly for all those involved in the negotiations. They 
need calmness, foresight and wisdom. They also need not to be distracted by divisive 
influences that could stand in the way of a deal. 
Latest EU vibes and diaries, at least, suggest a pathway of optimism about a deal by 
November. I likewise continue to travel hopefully… 


