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copies)) 
AM: Let me ask you first of all about the Owen Paterson business. 
The government has made a mistake. It’s admitted it’s made a 
mistake. It’s changed course. Surely that should be the end of the 
matter? 
KS: Well, I think that’s a bit of an understatement. Own Paterson 
was lobbying the government on behalf of a company that was 
paying him hundreds of thousands of pounds and he was rightly 
found guilty of that. That’s been outlawed for a very long time. 
Along comes the Prime Minister and instead of upholding 
standards he orders his MPs to protect his mate and rip up the 
whole system.  Now that is corrupt. It is contemptible and it’s not 
a one off. This Prime Minister has form, he has pattern. There are 
so many examples. Priti Patel, the Home Secretary was found to 
have breached the Ministerial Code. What happened? She stayed, 
the Advisor had to go. The Electoral Commission started looking at 
the government, what happened, the government’s trying to clip 
its wings. And now there’s been this outrageous undermining of 
Catherine Stone, the Independent Commissioner in this very case. 
It’s a pattern of behaviour and what makes me most angry is the 
Prime Minister is trashing the reputation of our democracy and our 
country. And so this is far from a one off and a u-turn, you know, 
a bad week for the government. It’s a pattern of behaviour by a 
Prime Minister who doesn’t know how to uphold standards in 
public life. 
 
AM: It’s sometimes hard for me to tell, but I think you’re 
genuinely angry here. Thangam Debbonair, the Shadow Leader of 
the House, has said today that Boris Johnson should actually 
resign over this. Isn’t that going too far? Isn’t that playing politics? 
You don’t really expect that to happen. 
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A: Well look, Andrew, I am angry because when I see the 
reputation of our democracy and our country trashed by this prime 
minister, that makes me angry. Successive politicians and prime 
ministers over the years have tried to build up, standards have 
always gone up. And this is with the Prime Minister – and John 
Major made a very strong intervention yesterday –  
 
AM: You can’t stand Boris Johnson, we know that.  
A: But just hear me out on this because when there was sleaze in 
the 1990s John Major rolled up his sleeves and he put in place the 
Nolan Committee on Standards in Public Life. So he was the Prime 
Minister who said I will clear this up. Boris Johnson’s the Prime 
Minister who’s leading his troops through the sewer. He’s up to his 
neck in this. The idea  - I don’t you or anybody else with straight 
face say that this Prime Minister is the man to clean up politics 
and to have the highest standards in public life, because he’s in 
the sewer with his troops. 
 
AM: Are you really seriously suggesting he should stand down now 
as Prime Minister? 
A: Well look, I mean as the Opposition we always want the 
government to go, but what I am saying is that unlike –  
AM: ... 
A: Well look, I am angry at what he is doing to our – Look, in 
Britain we have high standards. We play by the rules and we have 
relatively low levels of corruption. That is known around the world. 
That is to be cherished and this Prime Minister is tarnishing that 
and I’m angry about that, yes. 
 
AM: I just wonder if that is still true. Let me put to you the case of 
the former Labour MP, Claudia Webb who’s been convicted of 
persistently harassing a female member of the public, including 
threatening to throw acid over her. Is this not a problem the 
behaviour of MPs that crosses all parties? 
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A: Well Andrew, I’m glad you brought up that example because no 
case exemplifies the difference in approach better than that case. 
When Claudia Webb was charged the Labour Party suspended her. 
When she was then convicted we didn’t argue with the conviction, 
we expelled her from the Labour Party. We now say she should 
resign and we would support a recall petition. So if I was coming 
on your show to say oh, the system was rigged, you know, I don’t 
stand by the decision of the judge, then  you’d have a point to put 
to me. I accepted straight away. We have expelled her from the 
Labour Party. She should stand down by the way and if she 
doesn’t we’ll support a recall petition. 
 
AM: Well let me put a slightly different point to you, but a related 
point. She is one of 7 Labour MPs or former Labour MPs who’ve 
been handed a jail sentence, suspended or otherwise, in the last 
ten years.  Do you not think you have to look more carefully at 
how you select candidates in the Labour Party? 
A: Well, we’ve got a new programme now for selecting candidates 
for the future which I think will be a very, very good programme. 
But Andrew, the fundamental difference here is between a Prime 
Minister who when one of his MPs does wrong protects his own, 
protects his mates and undermines or rips up the system, or me 
who says the standards matter and if there’s a find against one of 
my MPs we stand by it, we take strong action and we’ve expelled 
Claudia Webb. There’s not more I can do. I’ve also said she should 
stand down.  
 
AM: The question is in a sense whether the Opposition is going so 
far against the Prime Minister you’re in some sense slandering 
him. Let me read to you again what your Deputy, Angela Rayner – 
I’m always reading you Angela Rayner quotes – “It’s no 
coincidence,” she says; “that Boris Johnson’s been attacking and 
undermining the independent anti-sleaze watchdog, when he is 
facing another investigation into breaking the rules over the 



4 
ANDREW MARR SHOW, 7TH NOVEMBER, 202 1 – SIR KEIR STARMER, MP  

 
financing of his Number 10 flat.” Is there any evidence from that 
at all? 
A: Well,  I think there is a whiff that the Prime Minister would 
quite like the scrutiny and the standards to be weakened because 
they’re looking too closely at him.  
 
AM: You’re a  lawyer. Whiff is not a word that lawyers use is it? 
A: Well look, if this is a one off then you could view it in a 
particular way but this is a prime minister with so many examples 
of  him ignoring findings under – and this – the sense that he’s 
had all of his life that there’s one rule for him and his mates and 
another rule for everybody else, is still there at the top of 
government. 
 
AM: But in this case there has been an investigation by Lord Geidt 
which more or less cleared the Prime Minister and people think 
why have another investigation so soon, is this not just Keir 
Starmer playing politics? 
A: Well look, I think it’s very important that these are drawn to the 
attention of the authorities and they look at them. And Andrew, 
when the  authorities look at them I will abide by whatever 
decision they come to and I would not go out and undermine the 
Independent Commission or any other of the bodies that are 
charged with making difficult decisions in these cases. That is not 
the way I do politics, that is the major contrast between me and 
the Prime Minister. 
 
AM: Let’s turn to another aspect of this whole business which is 
the House of Lords. You have said in the past that you want the 
abolition of the House of Lords, you want to replace it. Everyone 
says that in opposition, nothing ever happens. After what we’ve 
been hearing about today is the abolition of the House of Lords  
now an urgent matter for the Labour Party and it will be big in 
your manifesto at the next election? 
A: Well we certainly need change in the House of Lords. 
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AM: That’s not what I’m saying. Do you want to abolish it? 
A: Well, what I’ve done Andrew is I’ve set up a commission to look 
at the future of the UK including institutions such as the House of 
Lords. Gordon Brown is leading that. 
 
AM: In your famous ten pledges you said you were going to 
abolish the House of Lords. Are you not now going to abolish the 
House of Lords? 
A: I’ve said we need to change the House of Lords. I stand by 
that. I’ve asked Gordon Brown to look into exactly what those 
changes should be and we’ll look at them. But you can’t – waking 
up this morning to see the Sunday Times report of I think 15 of 
the last 16 mega donors and Treasurers of the Conservative Party 
all trooping in  as Peers to the Lords, nobody can make the case 
that we don’t need to change. 
 
AM: So let’s talk about what needs to happen next to start to clear 
up the problems over lobbying. You want to ban anyone who 
holds ministerial office from having a paid consultancy, is that 
right? But not from having a job in total. 
A: No, I think they should be banned. There’s an argument as to 
how long that should be. Some have argued for five years. That’s 
something that I think we need to talk about, the exact period, 
but yes, there should be that change. You shouldn’t be able to 
come out of being a minister and straight into a consultancy of 
some sort that draws on what you’ve been doing as a minister. 
 
AM: Let me ask you about Lord Faulkner. I am not saying Lord 
Faulkner is a lobbyist in any way but he’s your Shadow Attorney 
General and he has got a job with a firm called Gibson Dunn and 
Gibson Dunn says on its website; “the practice group blends 
traditional lawyering and business skills with the capabilities of a 
top flight lobbying firm.” Should he be working for that company? 
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A: Well, I think it is important to distinguish between the position 
of those in the House of Commons and those in the House of 
Lords.   
 
AM: They’re allowed to lobby, are they? 
A: No, just hear me out. In the House of Commons MPs are paid a 
salary as full time Members of Parliament. In the House of Lords 
of course there’s now a daily allowance but nobody receives a 
salary, so many, many people in the House of Lords have jobs.  
 
AM: In your government would he be allowed to keep that job? 
A: He wouldn’t be allowed to lobby and I wouldn’t have that and 
that would be absolutely right, but I do think that the position of 
someone in the House of Lords who has not got an income, as we 
in the House of Commons have, is different. 
 
AM:  Your predecessor, Jeremy Corbyn, wanted to ban all MPs 
from having a second job. Are you in favour of that and if not why 
not? 
A: Yeah, I mean in the Labour Party on consultations and 
directorships etcetera we’ve been saying for many, many years 
that they should go. I think Ed Miliband forced a vote on this back 
in 2015, so consultancies. We went a step further in 2019 to say 
no second job, with clear exemptions and I think everybody can 
se there’s a world of difference between Owen Paterson on 
basically a retainer of £9,000 a month accessing the government 
and someone like Rosena Allin Khan, one of our MPs 
AM: She’s a doctor. 
A: Well she works A&E shifts in a local hospital and did so during 
Covid and I think most people, most reasonable people would say 
well there’s distinction to be made there. But what we said was – 
and the principle is right, no consultation been a long standing, 
consultancy has been a long standing position in the Labour Party. 
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AM: Let me turn to another story which is likely to become very 
big over the next couple of weeks or so. There’s an expectation 
that the government is going to trigger Article 16 in the ongoing 
row over the Northern Ireland border.  If they do that and they 
feel they have no options but to do that, will you back them or 
not? 
A: Well, look, let’s look at what the argument is all about. The 
central purpose of the Protocol in Northern Ireland that we’re 
arguing about in relation to Article 16 is there to ensure there’s no 
hard border between north and south in Ireland, so it’s very 
important, it’s not a trivial issue.  The argument is about the 
Protocol that the government themselves negotiated, so they now 
complain they don’t like it, but the Prime Minister   negotiated it.  
 
AM: All accurate, all history, I just want to know will  you back the 
government is it triggers Article 16 or not? 
A: I don’t think that triggering Article 16 will resolve the dispute in 
relation to the Protocol in Northern Ireland. That isn’t in the 
interests of the communities in Northern Ireland or businesses in 
Northern Ireland. What is in their interest is resolving the issues. 
Now because of the way the Protocol was drafted and because of 
what the Prime Minister signed, it is perfectly true that there are 
checks from Great Britain to Northern Ireland. We want to reduce 
those –  
AM: And you’ve said that’s not the way forward. You said that’s 
not the way forward, they’re now trying to get rid of them. So I’m 
just wondering why you wouldn’t back him. 
A: What I’m saying is, don’t rip up the Protocol because that has 
that very important central purpose which is to protect  the no 
border in Northern Ireland, but a veterinary agreement, there are 
ways forward that we’ve suggested would reduce those burdens 
between Great Britain and Northern Ireland. I want to see both 
sides sitting down and resolving this. There’s a little bit of me, 
Andrew, I’m afraid that can’t help thinking that the Prime Minister 
is constantly trying to pick a fight on things like this so that he 
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hopes people don’t look elsewhere in the forest which is things like 
the Owen Paterson affair. 
 
AM: So let me ask you about Brexit more generally. The OBR, the 
Office of Budget Responsibility predicts that Brexit is going to cost 
up 4% on growth over time.  Are you prepared to renegotiate  to 
try to mitigate that or do you think that’s something we have to 
accept? 
A: Well, I think Andrew, we need to make Brexit work. It’s all very 
well saying get Brexit done, we’ve got to make Brexit work. It’s 
one of the main themes of my conference speech. In order to do 
that we have got to deal with some of the gaps and weaknesses in 
the current arrangements. Whether that’s services, whether it’s  -  
AM: All those companies worried about border checks and 
bureaucracy, the difficulty of trading with the continent at the 
moment, would you do something for them? 
A: I would do whatever I could to make it easier for British firms 
to trade across the world, but particularly with the EU.  Now just 
let me  - what I’m not talking about is rejoining the EU. What I’m 
not talking about is ripping up the current Agreement and starting 
again. Nobody wants to be in that place.  But are the sensible 
adjustments that can be made that will improve? Yes, there are 
and if that helps British businesses trading then I think that is that 
a step in the right direction. 
 
AM: I can understand exactly why you think that, but that requires 
a mass renegotiation of the Treaty. 
A: Andrew. The one thing I learnt in the last six years is that if 
you’re out of the EU y ou are constantly going to be talking to and 
adjusting the arrangements between Britain and the EU. That is 
the nature of the beast. That is going on at the moment. Would I 
take steps to try and improve the lot of our businesses? Yes, I 
would. 
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AM: So a lot of people looking at this think there is going to be a 
point at which the Opposition says, given everything that’s 
happened, given all the problems over farming and over trade and 
the frictions and so forth, we do have to go back and look at this 
in a big way. We do have to negotiate a different kind of 
arrangement going forward between Britain and the EU. Not 
rejoining, but a different kind of relationship.  Are you ever going 
to get to that point? 
A: Andrew, no rejoining, no ripping up the current arrangement 
and starting again. I don’t think anybody wants to go through the 
torture of four or five years of starting again. As time goes by of 
course we’re going to be in discussions with the EU about how we 
can improve and make Brexit work. Don’t just say get Brexit done, 
make Brexit work.  
 
ENDS   


