
The 23rd June 2016 will long be remembered as the day the 
British population opted to leave the European Union and 
set in motion one of the most protracted political and trade 
negotiations in history. 
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A search on the Durham University 
Business School website highlights 
how important the issue is to business 
with nearly 400 Brexit related items 
concerning events, articles and research 
since that fateful day in June.

Durham academics Professor Laurence Ferry, Dr 
Anamaria Nicolae and Dr Christos Tsinopoulos have been 
at the forefront of debate concerning Brexit, issuing media 
comments, research notes and attending seminars and 
government hearings on the fallout following the decision.

Laurence Ferry, Professor in Accounting, was invited 
immediately following the Brexit decision to submit 
evidence to the UK Parliament’s European Scrutiny 
Committee and is cited in their subsequent report that 
local government is an area that must have specific 
attention. Professor Ferry’s research work and impact 
associated activities explicitly address the economic 
and social impact of Brexit, and importance of cities 
and regions in addressing the changes for place-based 
accountability moving forward. 

He also received a grant from the Economic Social 
Research Council (ESRC) regarding Brexit and has 
since hosted a national workshop on accountability 
arrangements for local government in a post-Brexit world 
with policy colleagues at the Chartered Institute of Public 
Finance and Accountancy in London, co-hosted with the 
Centre for Public Scrutiny and National Audit Office.  
Delegates included a selection of senior executives from 
government and local government bodies. 

He gave written evidence to the Communities and Local 
Government Select Committee on the future of local 
government accountability and scrutiny arrangements and 
has been asked to undertake some workshops and policy 
briefings with the Department of Communities and Local 
Government with their senior staff.

Commenting on the Brexit decision, Professor Ferry said: 
“The price of freedom may fall on local government who 
has already had to shoulder much austerity. The Localism 
Act 2011 provided a general power of competence to local 
authorities effectively granting them more freedom, but 
this new found freedom after years of centralised Whitehall 
control was somewhat curtailed by capacity pressures from 
severe funding and service cuts.”

“Now as a double blow local government are in danger 
of losing valuable funds from the EU, and while the UK 
central government will arguably make more savings 
it is unlikely this money will filter back down to local 
government but instead be prioritised elsewhere.”

Dr Christos Tsinopoulos, Associate Professor in Operations 
and Project Management, commented to the media the 
day after the Brexit decision: “The good news here is 
that there are some highly integrated and efficient supply 
chains and many of them are relatively difficult to change 
in the short term. The bad news however is that in the 
medium and longer term there would be a higher incentive 
to do so. There needs to be a degree of standardisation 
in legislation, systems, policies, and even engineering 
methods. Over the last few years this has largely been 
facilitated by several European bodies and so there is a 
degree of uncertainty for the UK going forward.” 

Dr Tsinopoulos was subsequently invited to give evidence 
to the House of Lords EU External Affairs and EU 
Internal Market Sub-Committees for their inquiry ‘Brexit: 
future trade between the UK and the EU.’

The House of Commons International 
Trade Committee also invited Dr Anamaria 
Nicolae, Lecturer in Economics, to give 
written evidence to its report on ‘UK Trade 
Options beyond 2019.’

Dr Nicolae, in her analysis of future trading options for 
the UK said: “Implicit, in any analysis of the costs and 
benefits of post-Brexit trading relations, is a trade-off 
between different government priorities. The various 
models of UK trading relations each have their advantages 
and disadvantages with respect to the government’s 
priorities of increasing productivity, employment, 
consumption and wages and decreasing prices.”

“The decision as to which model of post-Brexit trading 
relations is preferred will depend upon the relative 
weightings that are placed on the government’s priorities. 
For example, higher weighting on increasing employment 
would make trading under WTO rules preferable. 
However, higher weighting on increasing productivity 
would make EEA membership preferable.”

“Evaluating the trade-offs for each of the models for UK 
trade proposed in the International Trade Inquiry briefing, 
in light of the government’s priorities, provides a more 
accurate picture of the best course of action in terms of 
choosing the best UK post-Brexit trade agreements.”

The Brexit story still has a long way to go and we can be 
certain it will continue to attract widespread debate on the 
likely outcomes.


