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We thought you would like to see Baroness Hoey’s impassioned and
strong speech in the House of Lord’s debate on the Internal Market Bill.
Baroness Hoey, the Northern Ireland-born former Labour MP for
Vauxhall asserts that the Withdrawal Agreement’s Irish Protocol SELLS
OUT the people of Northern Ireland and clearly UNDERMINES the Good
Friday Agreement which itself asserts that no change in the status of
Northern Ireland can occur without the agreement of the people of
Northern Ireland.
My Lords, I rise to support all the clauses that deal with the Northern Ireland
protocol. I am very much aware that this House is full of lawyers; I declare an
interest in that I am not a lawyer—perhaps that is a good thing sometimes.
Over the four years since the referendum, I have been surprised and
shocked by some of the ignorance spoken about the Belfast agreement. I
sometimes wonder whether people have actually read it.
It is a fact that many who disliked the referendum result used the Belfast
agreement to try to make it more diﬃcult for the Government by continually
promoting the idea that the agreement said that there could be no trade
checks at the border. Of course, this was wrong; the agreement made no
mention of trade borders.
Unfortunately, whether by accident or design, or because of the pressure
from the Irish Government, the people of Northern Ireland have, in plain
words, been sold out. I believe that the way in which the fears of a hard
border were deliberately escalated meant that the EU was delighted. Michel
Barnier himself was seen on camera and quoted as saying that the border
argument was a good way of punishing the United Kingdom for leaving.

argument was a good way of punishing the United Kingdom for leaving.
How can any of your Lordships think that creating a trade border down
the Irish Sea between Northern Ireland and the rest of the United Kingdom
is protecting the Belfast agreement when the one border—the key and
crucial border—recognised in the agreement is that between Northern
Ireland, as part of the UK, and the Republic of Ireland, as a foreign country?
How can one go against the Belfast agreement while we all have to accept
the other and say that it is wonderful?
Creating a new border, cutting Northern Ireland oﬀ from the rest of the UK,
is already breaking the Belfast agreement, unless Northern Ireland consents
to being cut oﬀ.
The principle of consent, which we hear very little about in the Belfast
agreement discussions now, is central to the agreement, and it is shattered
by this protocol, which I did not support in the House of Commons. It is
worth stating that the “Constitutional Issues” section of the Belfast
agreement says that, as

“the present wish of a majority of the

people of Northern Ireland … is to maintain the Union … it would be wrong
to make any change in the status of Northern Ireland save with the consent
of a majority of its people”.
However, this is precisely what is happening. The protocol itself is a blatant
breach of the Belfast agreement and international law.
I believe that the Bill is trying to improve this in some way, and, clearly, I have
no trust whatever in the good faith of the European Union on this issue.
Quite rightly, Her Majesty’s Government need to be one step ahead, and this
is what the clauses that some noble Lords seek to remove are doing.
They do not violate any laws but merely create a mechanism to be used in
trying to make less damage come from parts of the protocol if the European

trying to make less damage come from parts of the protocol if the European
Union decides to play games.
If parliamentary sovereignty means anything, it must mean that Parliament
can enact legislation that breaches international law on some occasions.
Ministers must be free to recommend this to Parliament. I know that
lawyers hate this, but the sovereignty of Parliament is supreme, and no
country can be bound for ever by an international law.
Political judgment has to be used as to when it might be necessary, but I
would have thought that standing up for part of the United Kingdom when
an action is going to harm it is such a necessity.
The protocol sets out the principle that:
“Northern Ireland is part of the customs territory of the United Kingdom”.
Therefore, goods should be able to ﬂow freely, but the EU judging the risk of
goods crossing into the Republic is worrying, as there are strong incentives
to insist on a very wide deﬁnition of “goods at risk”.
Let us be honest, it has a strong economic incentive to make life as diﬃcult
as possible for British-based exporters of goods into Northern Ireland to give
an advantage over them to the EU’s own exporters in the Republic and
elsewhere.
The problem is that, if the UK refuses to agree a wide deﬁnition and insists
on a more limited class of goods genuinely at risk of onward sale into the EU,
the default position, if there is no agreement, appears to be that all goods
passing from GB to Northern Ireland would be subject to duties. This would
create huge extra administrative costs and bureaucracy to move goods from
one part of our country to another. I do not believe that that can be allowed.
I feel that my duty here is to speak for those who just want to see your

Lordships’ House stand up for our country against the bad faith, or the likely
bad faith, of the European Union. Arbitration would take a long time and, in
the meantime, the people of Northern Ireland suﬀer.
To take out these clauses now would be a further stab in the back of the
people of Northern Ireland. To say, as some noble Lords have, that we must
remove them to please the new US President is something I believe will
shock decent people in the real world outside this House.
First and foremost, we must stand up for our own country.
Noble Lords can show today that they genuinely care for Northern Ireland
and the union, and that they have read the Belfast agreement. I am not
surprised about the position of the opposition Benches on this, as the
Opposition do not even allow people in Northern Ireland to vote for their
party.
To noble Lords on the government side, I say: remember those true
unionists of your party over the years who gave their lives—Ian Gow, Airey
Neave—and do the right thing.
I hope tonight that noble Lords will show that they really care about
Northern Ireland and will leave these important clauses where they should
be.
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Support All the Clauses that Deal with The Northern
Ireland Protocol

Written by Kate Hoey This article first appeared in BreifingsforBritain.com
and we republish here with kind permission. ~~oo~~ We thought you
would like to see Baroness Hoey’s impassioned and strong speech in the
House of Lord’s debate on the Internal Market Bill. Baroness Hoey, the
Northern Ireland-born former Labour MP for Vauxhall asserts that …

Read the post

News review – Tuesday 17 November 2020

Brexit Sun BREXIT boss David Frost has told Boris Johnson to expect a
Brussels trade deal “early next week”, The Sun can reveal. Britain’s chief
negotiator has pinpointed “a possible landing zone” as soon as next
Tuesday. But talks could still collapse over fishing and red tape, with both
sides urging the other to “get real”. The PM last night said he …
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YOUR DAILY BETRAYAL - Tuesday 17th November
2020 - 15 Days to the End of Lockdown

Covid turns out to be a nice little earner - for some! It’s back to 'covid
normal' and back to Hancock. No need to question BJ’s self-imposed
quarantine, no need to wonder about ‘Frost in Brussels’ when there’s
such a wonderful thing like another covid vaccine to write about! Let's
look at that latest entry in the covid vaccine …
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