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Resolution of the European Committee of the Regions on the implications for local and regional 
government of the United Kingdom’s intention to withdraw from the European Union

(2017/C 272/03)

THE EUROPEAN COMMITTEE OF THE REGIONS (CoR)

— Having regard to the result of the referendum which took place in the United Kingdom (UK) on 23 June 2016;

1. Recalls that the European Union (EU) is the greatest political achievement in history guaranteeing peace, democracy 
and prosperity for its citizens, that it remains the best instrument for its Member States to address new challenges, and that 
strengthening its unity and promoting its interests should be our priority.

2. Recalls that the UK’s withdrawal agreement must be fully compatible with the EU Treaties and the EU Charter of 
Fundamental Rights and calls on the remaining Member States and the EU’s institutions to consider that the UK’s 
withdrawal from the Union should be used as an opportunity to build a fairer, better and more inclusive EU based on the 
promotion of multi-level governance between the European, national, regional and local levels.

3. Notes that the EU will need to work together with the UK government, its devolved administrations and local 
government in order to identify mutually beneficial forms of cooperation, taking into account existing success stories.

4. Emphasises the fact that regional and local authorities can contribute positively to the pursuit of productive and 
sustainable future cooperation between the UK and the EU.

5. As the EU’s assembly of regional and local representatives, intends to play a role in accompanying the negotiation 
process, and to address the anticipated consequences of the UK’s withdrawal throughout all of its political work. In this 
regard, will actively step up its dialogue with the local and regional governments that are most concerned by this process, in 
order to provide the EU’s negotiator with a complete picture of the evolving situation at local and regional level.

6. Calls for an agreement on the principles of an orderly withdrawal to be reached as soon as possible, as it would 
provide citizens, local and regional government and companies with the certainty they deserve and would be, in this 
respect, a prerequisite to the future EU-UK relationship; points out, however, that Article 50 TEU does not prevent a 
Member State from withdrawing the notification of its intention to leave, provided that its intentions are genuine and not a 
procedural device to restart the two year period, nor used as a bargaining chip to secure concessions.

7. Notes that the formal announcement triggering Article 50 and the related two year period is to be made on 29 March 
2017. Underlines in this context that the result of the complex negotiations on both the withdrawal from the EU and the 
arrangements for the UK’s future relationship with the Union should be subject to the appropriate forms of democratic 
endorsement before taking effect.

8. Considers that the future relationship between the EU and the UK should be based on a balance of rights and 
obligations, a level playing field as well as efficient enforcement mechanisms and should not pave the way for dismantling 
the single market and the four freedoms of movement.

9. Stresses that there can be no agreement between a non-EU country and the EU that is better than EU membership.

10. Calls on the parties who will negotiate the withdrawal agreement to prioritise concrete measures that protect the 
acquired rights of EU citizens living in the UK, as well as UK citizens who live and work in other EU Members States, on the 
basis of reciprocity and non-discrimination.

11. Underlines that an acceptable solution must be found as regards the future relationship between the UK and the EU 
in order to prevent border arrangements from hampering social, economic, cultural and political ties.
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12. Stresses that territorial cooperation programmes should remain open to all UK devolved administrations and local 
government beyond 2020. Highlights that the European Grouping of Territorial Cooperation (EGCT) could be a useful 
instrument in this regard.

13. Considers that cooperation between local and regional government in the Irish Sea, Channel and North Sea areas, 
deserves particular attention.

14. Wishes to see a practical solution that recognises the unique context of the land border between Ireland and 
Northern Ireland. Highlights that the EU has played a major role in cross-border cooperation, not least between local 
governments in Ireland and Northern Ireland for more than 25 years, through the INTERREG and PEACE programmes in 
particular. Calls on the Northern Ireland assembly and local government on both sides of the border to continue working to 
ensure peace and prosperity.

15. Hopes that the region of Andalusia and, in particular, the workers of the Campo de Gibraltar district, do not lose out 
as a result of the UK leaving the EU, given the close-knit social and economic interdependence in this area.

16. Expects that all legal commitments taken by the UK as a Member State will be part of the single financial settlement 
to be calculated on the basis of EU official accounts and to be concluded in the withdrawal agreement. Against this 
background calls for the budgetary impact of the UK’s withdrawal upon the regions and local authorities of the remaining 
Member States to be assessed in each EU policy area.

17. Notes that the UK’s exit, in the framework of the next MFF, will have an impact on the EU budget and therefore 
suggests that this change in the budget should be used as an opportunity to pursue in-depth reform of the EU budget, 
taking into account the needs of local and regional government.

18. Emphasises that the consequences for cohesion policy of the UK leaving the EU will depend on when the UK’s 
withdrawal will enter into force and what kind of future relationship will exist with the UK, notably as regards potential 
shifts in categories of regions; it should be avoided that the decline in the EU average GDP per capita could harm certain 
regions, just because their GDP per capita has been artificially increased in comparison to the European average.

19. Stresses that the EU-27 should closely follow the drafting process of the Great Repeal Bill, as the disentanglement of 
EU legislation in the UK is both an issue of multi-level governance and of the preservation of fair rules on standards and 
competition.

20. Highlights that the European maritime and fisheries policies are going to be among the EU policies most affected by 
the UK’s withdrawal, and that special attention should be paid to possible arrangements to mitigate the consequences for all 
regions and local authorities concerned. Requests that any measures should take into consideration the historic fishing 
rights of adjacent ports, regions and countries, and provide security for local fisheries, which are at the heart of coastal 
communities.

21. Is concerned that a reduction of funding for CAP would adversely impact farmers and rural areas across the EU, 
potentially including the protection of biodiversity. Highlights that UK withdrawal could have a significant impact on 
agriculture and food production, and therefore on local communities, in particular on the island of Ireland, and wishes to 
see these issues adequately addressed in the negotiations.

22. Invites the parties to the withdrawal agreement to consider temporary arrangements so as to minimise disruption to 
the current long-standing R&D projects, and by extension to local economies.

23. Notes that it should be clarified as to whether current UK energy projects, especially those launched by or geared 
towards local and regional authorities and aiming at CO2 reduction and sustainable energy provision, would continue to be 
eligible for CEF, EFSI and EIB funding, and what sort of transitional arrangements would be necessary as a result of the UK’s 
exit from the EU.
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24. Calls on the parties to the withdrawal agreement to consider the potential effect of the UK’s exit on the EU’s Youth 
and Education and R&D programmes and invites them to consider appropriate solutions via the so-called ‘partner 
countries’ approach, which allows for the inclusion of non-EU countries on the basis of bilateral agreements with the EU. In 
that respect calls on the Parties to facilitate the participation of UK local and devolved authorities in the future EU 
programmes including those for research, competitiveness and innovation, culture, lifelong learning, youth, e-government, 
public sector reform, in a similar fashion that countries, such as, for instance, Norway or Iceland currently do. Recalls that 
student exchange (with and without ERASMUS) has been one of the great success stories of European integration and both 
EU and UK universities have been able to benefit from this to a spectacular extent. Any future agreement should therefore 
try to preserve the active role of UK universities in this regard, which also hugely benefits local and regional economies.

25. Points out that it is in the interests of the EU’s local and regional government to foresee permanent and structured 
cooperation with the UK’s sub-national governments following the UK’s withdrawal. Notes, in this regard, that the CoR is 
best placed to devise and implement institutional mechanisms to promote regular consultation and interaction with local 
government and devolved parliaments and assemblies in the UK. Also stresses the need to further develop partnerships with 
the Congress of the Council of Europe and relevant networks of local and regional authorities where UK local governments 
would continue to be represented.

26. Recalls that, even if the CoR does not have a formal role in the negotiations, it is clear that some of its members — 
according to their national legal framework — will have the possibility of adopting formal positions at least as regards the 
arrangements concerning the future relationship between the UK and the EU, including on trade.

27. Instructs its President to forward this resolution to the chief negotiator of the European Commission, the Brexit 
coordinators for the European Parliament and the European Council; the Government of the UK, the assemblies and 
governments of the UK’s devolved administrations and local governments, and the Maltese Presidency of the Council of the 
EU.

Brussels, 24 March 2017.

The President  
of the European Committee of the Regions

Markku MARKKULA 
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EN

Summary of the ongoing meetings with the United Kingdom devolved administrations and local 
government

In a nutshell:

CoR's Members - mainly in the framework of the CoR Conference of Presidents - have met on several 
occasions with the devolved administrations and the local government from the UK to discuss and 
collect evidence on the impact of the United Kingdom's withdraw from the European Union.  

These meetings are aimed at providing evidence to the Chief negotiator of the European Union. 

The main concerns heard are: 

- A general lack of information and official debriefings on the ongoing negotiations;

- The need to be part, even informally, of the United Kingdom's Negotiation Team;

- The need to assure that the subsidiarity principle is applied once the United Kingdom's EU
membership ends in order to avoid the renationalisation of many competences currently granted to the
sub-national level according to the principle of partnership; in this context, British colleagues are
concerned about the total absence of perspective for local government to be heard in the phase of
legislative making process, whilst this was still possible through the European Committee of the
Regions within the EU's decision-making system, including the possibility to appeal the Court of
Justice on subsidiarity ground;

- The need to keep soft borders (both between Northern Ireland and Ireland but also in the British
cost, for instance in the Welsh ports otherwise loosing competitiveness);

- The need to set up new mechanisms for partnership for territorial development (cross-border
cooperation; macro-regional cooperation for the Northern Sea, EGTCs);

- The need to find flexibility in the European Union's programs such as Erasmus or Horizon 2020 in
order to allow British cities, universities, SMEs to keep, under new conditions, be part of the
European multi-lateral partnership.
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A.  Fact-Finding mission of the CoR to London on 30 January 2017 
 
 The visit took place at the invitation of Councillor Paul Watson, Leader of Sunderland City Council 

and Head of the UK Delegation to the CoR. The European Committee of the Regions delegation 
met with the British Minister of State at the Department for Exiting the European Union, David 
Jones, and political representatives of the UK's devolved administrations and local Authorities from 
England, Scotland, Wales and Northern Ireland. 

 During the meeting at the headquarters of the UK's Local Government Association (LGA), 
Minister of State David Jones highlighted the importance of subsidiarity and proportionality, 
underlined that the British Government would engage with all levels of British society in the 
process leading to the new future of the UK as an independent sovereign country, specifically 
paying attention to opportunities this could create for local Governments. He encouraged the CoR 
and UK local Government Representatives to set up a series of meetings and a continuous dialogue. 

 Councillor Paul Watson stressed that local Governments and the devolved bodies have an 
important role to play. It is important that the EU powers that return to the UK do not get stuck in 
Whitehall, but should be passed to the level of Government closest to the citizen, and to ensure that 
these new tasks are well-implemented, and that the councils and devolved bodies receive adequate 
financial resources. 

 LGA has collected and established a list of priorities for local and regional Government in view of 
the parliamentary and public debate about the UK's future relationship with Europe: 
 
1. The autonomy of local Government. New devolution settlements are needed in England and 

across the UK to bring new powers to communities through local democracy. LGA has secured 
a UK-wide approach with the other three UK local Government associations and issued a joint 
call for constitutional talks with Government to ensure that three key principles underpin any 
new settlement. There is agreement from councils across the UK about the need to observe a 
principle of subsidiarity, enhance the legal position of local Government, and provide greater 
fiscal autonomy to local government. 

2. The need to develop a new legal base for local government. Many EU laws have an impact on 
the daily activity of local councils and the future review of UK laws of EU origin must be 
informed by their real impact on the ground. This must lead to new legislative freedoms and 
flexibilities for councils to the benefit of local communities, businesses and consumers. LGA is 
developing a database of EU decisions, regulations and directives that affect local Government 
in England. It will list laws covering a wide-range of services and set out where change may be 
needed. Some EU laws may need to be replaced immediately after exit as current legal 
processes are dependent on certain EU structures. Procurement, state-aid and regional funding 
are a few examples. 

3.  Securing investment that is currently sourced from the EU. The UK Government must begin 
developing a growth policy post-Brexit. This must be designed and delivered by local areas as 
an integrated replacement for EU funding and existing national schemes to support 
infrastructure, enterprise and social cohesion. One of the priorities for local Government is 
securing the investments in local growth that should have been received from the EU until 2020. 
The UK Government has already confirmed that local areas with existing EU funding 
agreements by the time the UK exits the EU will receive replacement funding. This will provide 
greater security to councils looking to invest in their local areas for economic growth and skills 
development. The next challenge is to create a UK replacement for the EU regional aid. 

4. Community cohesion. The Local Councils play the leading role in bringing communities 
together and will be important in tackling challenges such as the retention of skilled workers. 
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An important strand of this work is to understand the impact of Brexit on those workers in 
public services, and the consequences of Brexit regarding the percentage of non-UK EU 
nationals in the workforce.  

5. Addressing specific local impacts. Government departments must begin to gather evidence and 
address the specific impacts and opportunities of Brexit at the local level, in both urban and 
rural areas. The local Governments have an essential role in providing evidence as to how the 
UK's departure will affect various areas taking into account specific local circumstances. LGA 
is leading a commission with the Government and local authorities to build the evidence of the 
specific local impacts of exiting the EU. Priority areas include local growth, local public 
services and regional funding.  

 
 CoR President, Markku Markkula, stressed that Brexit will have an impact on local and regional 

Governments in both the UK and the EU, which is why it was important to continue to work 
closely together to understand the local economic, political and social consequences. During the 
Brexit negotiations, the European Committee of the Regions will support local and regional 
authorities, to allow them to voice their views. Towns, cities, regions and localities in the UK and 
across Europe have well-established ties built up over the years. We need to think how we can 
continue to learn from each other, share ideas and maintain these relations in the future.  

 Furthermore, the CoR President highlighted two dimensions of Brexit that were of particular 
interest for the CoR, and for which he asked the cooperation with the UK's local and regional 
authorities: (a) The impact from the economic, political and social perspectives of the Brexit at 
regional and local level throughout the EU; (b) The legal consequences of Brexit on the devolved 
administrations, and within the EU.  

 CoR President Markku Markkula explained that the CoR will start analysing the future EU budget 
and the consequences of Brexit on different policies, starting from cohesion, and that the CoR's 
commissions and rapporteurs will systematically analyse the Brexit effect. Although formally the 
CoR does not have a role in the negotiations, the CoR President informed that the CoR held a 
meeting, in mid-January with Michel Barnier, the Chief Negotiator of the European Commission, 
who confirmed his wish to open a channel of dialogue and communication in order to allow local 
and regional stakeholders to be informed and heard throughout the process. This would also allow 
the UK's devolved administrations, represented in the CoR, to express their views alongside 
colleagues from the CoR.  

 During the debate following these interventions, several aspects of Brexit on local and regional 
authorities were highlighted, such as the special position of Northern-Ireland, the EU citizens 
working in the UK and vice versa, the effects of Brexit on environmental and climate policy, rural 
development, agriculture and research. Participants agreed that the development of a new role for 
local and regional Government was crucial but that Brexit could also be regarded as a positive 
opportunity in this regard. It was agreed that the dialogue between the UK-members and the CoR 
would be continued and the CoR President asked UK members to submit their concrete proposals 
for further discussions in writing. 

 The CoR delegation also met in the London Assembly with representatives of the Greater London 
Authority, namely Ms Jennette Arnold, Deputy Chair of the London Assembly and Member of the 
CoR, Mr Len Duvall, Chair of the EU Exit Working Group, Mr Gareth Bacon, Deputy Chairman of 
the EU Exit Working Group, Ms Joanne McCartney, Deputy Mayor, and Mr David Kurten. Ms 
Katie Smith, Head of Scrutiny, stressed the main risks for London of an EU Exit, in terms of 
economics and as a loss of skilled labours. During the debate, CoR President Markku Markkula 
reminded the necessity to take into account the situation of EU workers in London. Participants 
agreed that it was indeed necessary to bring clarity for them. London as a leading world city where 
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UK and international companies are based - is willing to continue providing services to the whole 
Europe in particular in fields such as finance and related professional services, creative, cultural 
and media services, science and technology, higher education and research. It was also stressed that 
the inter-regional cooperation between London and the EU LRAs should also continue. The case of 
research and innovation related projects, as well as education and training schemes were 
specifically addressed, as an important source of innovation for UK and EU companies. Finally, the 
representatives of the Greater London Authority London said that London did not want to turn its 
back to the EU, even though the UK is leaving the EU. Close ties should continue to exist. 

 
B.  Fact-Finding mission to the CoR of a delegation of the UK Parliament, Members of the Scottish 

Affairs Select Committee on 25 April 2017 
 
 The visit was part of the ongoing inquiry into Scotland's place in Europe, which looks at available 

options for retaining Scotland's EU membership and focus on how Scotland can best be represented 
in future negotiations. It follows the referendum on the UK's membership of the EU, where 62% of 
Scotland's population voted to remain. Among the subjects of this enquiry, the question of what 
role Scotland will have in the process of the UK's withdrawal from the EU is addressed. The 
consequences and opportunities for developing Scottish trade in Europe and beyond in light of the 
EU referendum results are also major concerns of the enquiry. 

 The First Vice-President of the European Committee of the Regions, Mr. Karl-Heinz Lambertz, 
welcomed the following guests from the United Kingdom: three MSPs from the Scottish National 
Party (namely, Mr Peter Wishart, Ms Margaret Ferrier, Mr Chris Law), one MP from the 
Conservative Party (Mr Christopher Chope), Mr Peter Stam (second clerk), Mr Edward Faulkner 
(Committee specialist) and Ms Fraser McIntosh (Deputy House of Commons Representative to the 
EU). 

 The UK delegation asked several questions about the composition and functioning of the CoR, in 
particular about whether Scottish members could remain CoR members after Brexit. Most MPs 
underlined their lack of support for the UK's exit. Ms Margaret Ferrier also expressed her regret 
that the CoR's UK Delegation will have to leave the CoR, a body with important political 
experience at the subnational level, after the end of the negotiations. 

 Mr Chris Law enquired about what partnership frameworks the CoR had with its partners and Ms 
Ferrier about existing working relationships with EFTA countries.  

 Mr Chope asked whether the members of the CoR's UK Delegation would retain their seats and be 
full members till the end of the Brexit negotiations. He also wanted to know whether and how the 
Brexit-decision would impact the CoR's budget. As for the UK's future relationships at local and 
regional level with the continent, he explained that the UK should strengthen their links with the 
Congress of Local and Regional Authorities of the Council of Europe. 

 Ms Ferrier enquired about the CoR's reasons and the timeframe for launching closer dialogues with 
citizens. 

 The UK delegation was generally critical of the lack of communication prior to the referendum on 
the UKs exit from the EU and asked whether the EU would envisage a communication campaign to 
promote the EU within the UK. 

 The UK delegation explained that their paper "Scotland's Place in Europe" from 2016 will be 
probably reviewed and updated. The upcoming fact-finding visit to Edinburgh of the European 
Committee of the Regions' Conference of President's was also very welcomed. 

 The MPs also mentioned their recent meeting with MEPs Guy Verhofstadt, Ms Danuta Huebner 
and Mr Mairaid McGuiness. 
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 The First Vice-President of the European Committee of the Regions, Mr Karl-Heinz Lambertz, 
highlighted the importance of having a good relationship in the future. He also mentioned that 
challenging months and years were ahead of us. He stressed that the CoR as an European 
institution will be closely following the official Brexit negotiations. The First Vice-President also 
added that the local and regional levels will have to evaluate current and future impacts and 
contribute to finding pragmatic solutions.  

 The CoR's increasing role in re-engaging with citizens was highlighted, inter alia, in relation with 
the referral received from European Council President Donald Tusk. In this context, the CoR 
representatives explained "Reflecting on Europe" process, to which the CoR is committed. With 
regard to the CoR's existing partnerships and cooperation, they mentioned the instrument of EGTC, 
the ARLEM, and other examples such as the Ukraine Task Force and the Eastern Partnership; they 
did, however, point to their limited scope. Concerning the EU's communication, they explained that 
the CoR was stepping up its communication. 

 The UK Delegation's expressed high appreciation to the CoR's representatives for their welcome 
and the exchange of views. 
 

C.  Fact-Finding mission of the CoR to Scotland on 22 June 2017 
 
 The mission consisted in a series of meetings and discussions with: (a) Representatives from 

Cabinet of the devolved administration of Scotland including Dr. Allan, Minister for International 
Development & Europe; (b)  Mr. Ken Macintosh in his capacity of Convener of the Scottish 
Parliament; (c) the Members of Scottish Parliament in the Culture, Tourism and External Relations 
Committee, (d) Representatives from COSLA (the Scottish association of local authorities which is 
the national and international voice of Scottish Local Government as well as the nominating and 
supporting body of the Councilors representing Scotland at the CoR). 

 The representatives of the Scottish government explained that they expected their workforce and 
therefore many areas of the Scottish economy to be impacted heavily by the UK's exit from the EU, 
especially their agriculture sector, higher education programs and tourism. It was stressed that the 
Scottish rural communities depend on workers from the EU in a range of sectors, with tourism 
providing more than 200,000 jobs in total and 21,000 of these held by non-UK EU nationals. The 

Scottish Government analysis estimates that resources for public spending could be up to £3.7 
billion a year lower under a hard Brexit, more than double the annual budget for Scotland's 
universities and colleges. While the UK's own domestic market is around 4 times more important 
for Scotland than the EU, the EU is the main destination market for Scotland's international 

exports, accounting for 42% of the total in 2014. In 2014 companies in Scotland sold £11.6 billion 
of goods and services to companies and consumers in the EU. It was also reminded that the 
Scottish Government had published in December 2016 the documents "Scotland's Place in 
Europe", which focusses on finding a common ground with the UK Government around a solution 
that would protect Scotland's place in the European Single Market from within the UK (where it is 
argued that the UK as a whole should remain within the European Single Market - through the 
European Economic Area - and within the EU Customs Union). The Scottish Cabinet 
Representatives reminded the results of the referendum which took place on 23.06.2016 and which 
resulted in an overall vote to leave the EU, as opposed to remaining an EU member, by 51,9% to 
48,1% respectively. They also expressed serious dissatisfaction relating to the subsequent process 
for the UK's departure from the EU and noted that they would have liked to see the devolved 
administrations given a formal role in the formal UK-EU negotiations; they also expressed 
dissatisfaction about the communication between the UK government and the devolved 
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administrations on the UK's exit from the EU. They mentioned also the challenge faced by the 
Government to explain the consequences of the UK's exit from the EU to the Scottish people. It 
was noted that the changes following the 8 June elections lead to an even more complex political 
situation, whereby the British Prime Minister's party lost seats overall but won seats in Scotland, 
while the Scottish party lost seats. 

 The CoR Representatives informed about the dialogue CoR has with the Brexit negotiation team 
and about CoR commitment to voice the concerns of LRAs impacted by an exit of the UK from the 
EU, underlying also the importance of future collaboration at LRAs level, especially in fields like 
higher education or sustainable development. President Markkula and the First Vice-President 
Lambertz have also expressed their availability for informal contacts and exchange of information 
as well as their hope that Brexit will be compatible with new forms of cooperation in the future. 

 The meeting with the Scottish Members of the Culture, Tourism and External Relations 
Committee, introduced by the Convener of the Scottish Parliament, was a reach and open exchange 
of opinions.  

 Mrs. Joan McAlpine MSP, Convener of the Culture, Tourism, Europe and External Relations 
Committee, referred briefly to the strong links with the CoR (as many members of the Scottish 
Parliament have been members of the CoR) and presented the External Relations Committee's 
work on Brexit. Four reports have been prepared so far by the Committee, including on citizen's 
rights, and three expert reports on the long term impact of Brexit, some of these analyses 
anticipating the loss of 80 000 jobs, a significant decrease in salaries in the next 10 years, amongst 
others. There are significant concerns in specific economic sectors, in particular higher education, 
food and drink sector, agriculture, immigration. In terms of process, the Scottish parliament will 
scrutinize the Scottish Government activity on Brexit. 

 A majority of MSPs expressed dissatisfaction about the Scottish Government not having a seat at 
the negotiation table and about the works of the UK Joint ministerial committee on Brexit, which 
some felt had not offered so far the needed structured dialogue with the devolved nations. 

 MSPs had diverging views on a bespoke solution for Scotland, with SNP members strongly 
advocating it and the Conservative and Labour members not supporting a differentiated approach. 
The need for a solution that would safeguard Scottish interests was stressed, while some MSPs 
including Jackson Carlaw MSP focused on the need for reform of CAP and fisheries policies, the 
failures of which, in their opinion was responsible for many of the votes supporting the UKs 
withdrawal from the EU. Mr Carlaw MSP suggested that lessons could be drawn from the UKs 
negative experiences with the EUs CAP and fisheries policies so as to help reform the system for 
the benefit of the remaining EU members. Many mentioned the anxiety in certain constituencies 
and economic sectors on the consequences of Brexit. 

 Most Committee members expressed their desire to see powers that are not reserved to 
Westminster in the Scotland Act and which would be repatriated from the EU to be devolved 
without financial detriment to Scotland. 

 Both President Markkula and First vice-president Lambertz as well as other members of the CoP 
including ECR President Alderman Jonkman, underlined the importance of LRAs in facing global 
challenges like climate change, security, law enforcement etc. They insisted on the need to step up 
the reflection on both sides to identify new, creative mechanisms of cooperation as well as concrete 
areas of action, expressing their interests to be informed of the results of the call of evidence 
launched by the Scottish Parliament. 

 The Members of the Conference of Presidents attended the First Ministers Question Time session 
in the Scottish Parliament and met briefly later on with the Scottish First Minister. The ECR Group 
member of the CoP also met with the leader of the opposition Ruth Davidson MSP. 
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 During the meeting with the Scottish association of local authorities (COLSA), Mr. Buchanan 
explained that the concerns of Scottish local authorities echoed the ones shared by the Scottish 
Government and the Scottish Parliament. In this context he expressed serious concerns about the 
implications of Brexit in the areas of trade and availability of (migrant) work force, which was 
essential for Scottish economy. He expressed also the wish to be able to continue implementing 
environment and climate policies towards the EU standards and the need to continue participation 
in EU programs, welcoming the CoR's Resolution on Brexit and its support towards LRAs 
continuing the collaboration in EU's Youth and Education and R&D programs, after Brexit. 

 Supported by Peter Johnson, he voiced in particular concerns regarding the future UK 
constitutional arrangements concerning the devolution of powers and related funding in the areas 
repatriated from the EU level after Brexit. COSLA campaigned for "Remain". This is why COSLA 
would like the CoR to work with it to ensure that the interests of Scottish communities are taken 
into account during the negotiations on the UK's exit from the EU, including the support by CoR of 
COSLA's call to retain as many links as possible at political, policy and financial levels with the 
EU after the UK's departure, similar to those of its Norwegian and Icelandic partners. As Brexit 
will change the Devolution settlement, COSLA has called for a constitutional forum whereby the 
UK, Devolved and local Governments agree where the competences returned from the EU should 
rest, in line with the Principle of Subsidiarity and the Charter of Local Self Government of the 
Council of Europe. The same applies for any future trade deals that the UK might negotiate. 

 The CoR representatives reminded COSLA of the continuous dialogue the CoR has with the EUs 
negotiation team and the CoR's commitment to voice the concerns of LRAs impacted by the UKs 
exit from the EU, sharing the hope for a transparent process throughout the negotiations. While 
expressing regrets for the result of the UK referendum, they underlined the importance of a good 
communication on the benefits of the EU membership, but also the need implement reforms in the 
EU policies and processes where these were necessary. They also expressed their belief that a 
strong development of regions and cities makes a strong Europe and their confidence in finding 
new ways of cooperation, for the mutual benefit of LRAs. 
 

D.  Fact-Finding mission to the CoR of a delegation of the Welsh Assembly on 27 June 2017 
 
 The visit was part of the ongoing inquiry of the Welsh External Affairs Committee on the 

implications for Wales of Britain exiting the European Union. The External Affairs Committee 
from the National Assembly for Wales is a cross-party committee of eight Assembly Members 
which was established on 28 June 2016.  

 The President Markku Markkula welcomed the delegation of the Welsh Assembly, led by Mr 
David Rees and including Mr David Bowden, Ms Michelle Brown, Ms Suzy Davies, Ms Eluned 
Morgan, Mr Mark Isherwood, Mr Steffan Lewis and Mr Jeremy Miles.  

 The CoR President mentioned the different meetings held before, in particular with political 
representatives of the UK's devolved administrations and local authorities from England, Scotland, 
and London, as part of a wider effort of the institution to establish a closer dialogue. Brexit, despite 
the difficulties, also offered challenges to be explored, such as increasing the youth participation in 
EU programmes (e.g. Erasmus), promoting new initiatives targeting young entrepreneurs and 
transforming globalisation into an opportunity. Other initiatives should also be considered (Smart 
Cities, Energy, Transportation, and Development). The CoR President also stressed the need to 
look closer at the situation of the researchers with foreign background in UK and to identify 
alternative sources of financing (e.g. Cohesion Funds). Knowledge centres should have increased 
cooperation with SME's, High-Tec's and start-up's. The auditing processes should be streamlined 
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and made simpler. Cross border cooperation should be exploited and the EGTC's had also a 
potential to be used. 

 Mr David Rees pointed out that it was important for the Welsh delegation to better know how the 
CoR could influence the process in terms of the negotiations for the UKs exit from the EU. He 
underlined that the trade agreements between UK and EU needs particular attention and in some 
sectors in particular (e.g. manufacturing and agriculture). The situation in the border is of special 
concern and the change in customs procedures could have an impact on Ireland. He underlined that 
attention needs to be paid to the post-Brexit trading relationship between Western and Eastern sides 
of the Irish Channel, similar to the attention being paid to the North-South Irish border.  Lastly, it is 
important to understand how the CoR looks at the transition period. He underlined that the UK's 
exit from the EU will have budgetary implications for Wales as Wales used to receive more than it 
contributed to the EU budget. In budgetary terms, Wales is a net beneficiary of EU membership, 

currently receiving about £680million in EU funding each year. He also added, answering a 
question, that the agreement with DUP (Democratic Unionist Party in Northern Ireland) was seen 
with concern, as it could divert resources from other devolved powers to Northern Ireland. It is not 
yet known if the agreement with DUP will have an impact on the "Good Friday Agreements". The 
question of the borders is also very critical and the Welsh Assembly has recently met with 
representatives from the Republic of Ireland. The agriculture and transport sectors are crucial and 
Wales is keen to work with all the possible partners.  

 Ms Suzy Davies (Cardiff) asked which sectors would have a common impact in EU Member States 
and how the mutual interests could be promoted. 

 The CoR representatives questioned about the upcoming situation of the Irish Channel, the use of 
EGTC's, the Brexit impact on Wales and the consequences of the coalition with DUP.  
They pointed out the importance of the cooperation between North and South and also the strategic 
domain of fisheries. 

 Mr Mark Isherwood (Holywell) commented that there is no formal coalition between the 
Conservative Party and DUP. For further information on the potential impact of the UK's exit from 
the EU, he underlined the need to wait and see how things evolve. The sectors of tourism and 
transportation had to be followed with particular attention. The situation of foreign students in 
British universities also deserves attention given previous critical experiences with Non-EU 
Member States (Ukraine).  

 Mr Steffan Lewis (South Wales East) expressed concerns with the centralisation of the process and 
said it was necessary for the Governments to work together in view of the transfer of functions 
from EU to the UK.  He mentioned the concept of "new continental partnership", quoting the EU 
advisor of the German Chancellor. 

 The Representatives from the European Committee of the Regions, said that once the three main 
immediate questions were solved (Brexit, Northern Ireland, Rights of Citizens) we could move 
forward to address other points and explore meaningful forms of cooperation with UK and the EU. 

 
E. Annual Conference of the Local Government Association on 5 July 2017. 
 
 The CoR was also represented at the annual conference of the Local Government Association on 5 

July 2017, attended by council leaders and which took place in Birmingham. The Conference was 
the biggest event in the British Local government calendar and has attracted more than 1.500 
council leaders and chief executives as well as Government Ministers and Senior Representatives 
from business and the voluntary and community sectors. 
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 The CoR President, Markku MARKKULA, delivered a speech, at the plenary session entitled 
"Beyond the Brexit - What role for Local government outside the EU"?. The aim of the session was 
to discuss the many challenges and opportunities for Local Government as a result of the UK's 
departure from the EU. President MARKKULA emphasized the role of the devolved 
administrations and local governance, which will need to assume new competencies to fully 
support their own territorial development policy and many other policies currently co-financed by 
the other 27 Member States through the EU. He referred in particular to the principle of 
subsidiarity which should go hand in hand with the idea of Partnership and that all the potential of 
the "European Groups Territorial Cooperation" should be fully exploited so that British regional 
and local authorities could fully take advantage of all the benefits they might be entitled to have. 
The European Committee of the Regions as well as the Council of Europe Congress of Regional 
and Local Authorities are obvious platforms to bring about the upcoming cooperation. He 
highlighted the strong difficulties that hard Brexit would inevitably prompt for regions and cities.  
 

F.  Fact-Finding mission to the CoR of a delegation of the British-Irish Parliamentary Assembly 
(BIPA), on 26 September 2017. 

 
 More recently, on 26 September 2017 the CoR welcomed a delegation from the British-Irish 

Parliamentary Assembly (BIPA). The visit was part of the ongoing inquiry of the BIPA on the 
effects on British-Irish relations of the UK leaving the EU.  

 The President of the European Committee of the Regions, Karl-Heinz Lambertz welcomed the 
representatives of the BIPA Delegation and informed on the main goals pursued by the institution 
notably the consultative activity in line with what is prescribed by the Treaty of the European 
Union. The activity pursued by the CoR focused on consultative works but also on networking the 
LRA's, associations and EU institutions. On the institution involvement on Brexit efforts were 
undertaking to mitigate the impact of Brexit, although CoR was not directly involved in the 
negotiations. Its role could be defined as a facilitator. The instrument of the EGTC's should be 
better known having a potential to be used in this context. Adam Banaszak (POL/ECR) highlighted 
the role of CoR as EU's Assembly of Regional and Local Representatives as one of the guardians 
of the subsidiarity. 

 Anthony Gerard Buchanan (UK/EA) expressed the need to put forward a bottom up approach and 
therefore for the CoR to be involved in this process, taking particularly into account subsidiarity.  
He highlighted the added value of the work done by the CoR.  

 Terry Leyden (Member of the Irish Senate) suggested a visit to Irish border regions.  Andrew 
Rosindell (Chair of the British-Irish Committee) confirmed his wish to share with the CoR the 
results of the ongoing inquiry lead by the Committee B (European Affairs) of the on British-Irish 
relations of the UK leaving the EU.  
 

--- 
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MEMO FOR THE CoR MEMBERS  

126th PLENARY SESSION OF THE EUROPEAN COMMITTEE OF THE REGIONS 

– 30 November 2017 – 
 

ITEM 4 
DEBATE WITH MEMBERS ON THE LIKELY IMPACT OF BREXIT FOR LOCAL AND 

REGIONAL AUTHORITIES IN THE EU 

The negotiations for the United Kingdom's withdrawal from the European Union are being conducted 
based on a phased approach adopted by the European Council. Thus, in the first phase, which is where 
we currently are, the negotiators' objective is firstly to provide as much clarity and legal certainty as 
possible to citizens, businesses, stakeholders and international partners on the immediate effects of the 
United Kingdom's withdrawal from the Union, and secondly to settle the rights and obligations that the 
United Kingdom derives from commitments undertaken as a Member State. Once the European 
Council decides that sufficient progress has been achieved to allow negotiations to move to the second 
phase1, a comprehensive agreement setting out the framework for the EU's future relationship with the 
United Kingdom will need to be reached.  

WHAT THE EUROPEAN COMMITTEE OF THE REGIONS HAS DONE ON BREXIT 
 
Since the referendum held in the United Kingdom on 23 June 2016, which resulted in a vote to leave 
the European Union, the CoR has been committed to actively engaging in dialogue with the local and 
regional governments that are most affected by this process and to addressing the anticipated 
consequences of the UK's withdrawal throughout its political work. In this context, on 16 January 
2017 the Conference of Presidents welcomed Mr Barnier, in his capacity as EU Chief Negotiator, to 
discuss, on the one hand, the consequences of the UK's withdrawal from the European Union on the 
devolved nations in the United Kingdom as well as on a number of EU regional and local authorities 
and, on the other hand, its impact on key EU policies (e.g. Cohesion, Horizon 2020, etc.). Moreover, 
Mr Barnier also attended the plenary session on 22 March 2017 and held a fruitful exchange of views 
with CoR members, who on the following day adopted a Resolution on the implications for local and 
regional government of the UK's intention to withdraw from the EU. This resolution sets out the 
concerns of the regional and local levels that should be taken into account in the negotiating process. 
 
In parallel with this process, on 30 January 2017 a delegation from the Committee's political groups 
visited the headquarters of the Local Government Association in London at the invitation of the head 
of the UK Delegation to the CoR, and then went on to meet members of the Greater London 
Authority's London Assembly. The dialogue initiated continued on 25 April 2017, with a visit to the 
CoR by a delegation of Members of the UK Parliament's Scottish Affairs Select Committee in 
connection with the UK's ongoing inquiry into the possibilities for retaining contacts and links with 
the EU after the UK's withdrawal from the EU. On 22 June 2017, the Conference of Presidents met 
several representatives from the Scottish Cabinet, the Scottish Parliament and the Convention of 
Scottish Local Authorities in Scotland. Moreover, on 27 June 2017 the CoR hosted the eight members 
of the External Affairs Committee at the National Assembly for Wales in Brussels. The CoR was also 
represented at the annual conference of the Local Government Association on 5 July 2017, attended by 
                                                      
1

  http://www.consilium.europa.eu/en/press/press-releases/2017/04/29-euco-brexit-guidelines/  
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council leaders. More recently, on 26 September 2017 the CoR welcomed a delegation from the 
British-Irish Parliamentary Assembly (BIPA). At the same time, there have been regular contacts and 
dialogue with the UK National Delegation at the European Committee of the Regions, and with its 
leader, Sir Albert Bore. 
 
 
WHY THE EUROPEAN COMMITTEE OF THE REGIONS IS HOLDING A DEBATE ON THE 
LIKELY IMPACT OF BREXIT FOR LOCAL AND REGIONAL AUTHORITIES IN THE EU 
 
The European Committee of the Regions is committed to facilitating the exchange of information and 
a common understanding of the expected impact for local and regional authorities in the Member 
States of the United Kingdom's potential departure from the European Union. In this context, all CoR 
members and alternates have been given access to an online platform containing a collection 
(http://team.cor.europa.eu/sites/cor-taskforce-cop/SitePages/Home.aspx) of documents of major 
interest on the possible impact of Brexit. Moreover, on 27 September 2017 the CoR President 
launched a survey addressed to CoR members and alternates, which aimed to identify what 
consequences Brexit could have for individual local and regional authorities. The survey also asked 
CoR members to suggest measures that the EU could adopt to mitigate the impact of Brexit. All the 
answers and contributions received have been made available to all members on the above-mentioned 
electronic platform. In addition to this, CoR rapporteurs are addressing, where relevant, the expected 
consequences of the UK's withdrawal from the EU in their respective opinions, supported in their 
assessment by the commission secretariats. 
  
In this context, the debate to be held as part of our 126th plenary session in November will focus on 
three key dimensions of Brexit: 
 
(a) The economic and social dimension: The debate will raise the question of how the economies of 
the various Member States, regions and municipalities will be affected by Brexit, and what the social 
impact will be in terms of the labour market, labour relations, public regional/local finances and 
competitiveness. It is of course too early to predict the scenario and the expected results of the 
withdrawal negotiations. However, it is also clear – as Mr Barnier has said – that, in the event of 
Brexit, no deal would be a return to a distant past. No deal would mean that trade relations with the 
United Kingdom would be based on World Trade Organization rules. There would be customs duties 
of almost 10% on vehicle imports, an average of 19% for beverages and tobacco, and an average of 
12% on lamb and also fish, the vast majority of British exports of which go to the EU. While leaving 
the customs union would in any case involve border formalities, no deal would mean very 
cumbersome procedures and controls, without facilitation, which would be particularly damaging for 
companies that operate on a just-in-time basis. For a manufacturer of sports equipment or industrial 
parts based in the UK, whose products are at present shipped to the single market immediately, this 
would, in practical terms, mean: keeping their products in stock for three or four days instead of a few 
hours; renting warehouse space; and an increase in transport costs, with a greater logistical risk. In 
practice, no deal would worsen the 'lose-lose' situation which is bound to result from Brexit. For 
instance, in the great port of Zeebrugge, for which the UK is the primary market with 17 million 
tonnes of roll-on roll-off traffic in 2016, it is difficult to imagine, in the well-understood interest of the 
UK, Flanders and Belgium, an interruption of supply or a highly efficient organisation being called 
into question2. By choosing to leave the Union, people will move to the other side of the external 
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border that delineates not only the customs union but also the area in which the rules of the internal 
market are adopted and implemented. Only the combination of the internal market and the customs 
union guarantees the free movement of goods: The internal market without the customs union – in 
other words the regime of the European Economic Area for Norway, for Iceland, or for Liechtenstein 
– still entails a system of procedures and customs controls, among other things in order to check the 
preferential rules of origin. Conversely, a customs union agreement without the internal market – as in 
the case of Turkey – does not allow the free movement of goods either, since it also implies a system 
of procedures and customs controls, including controls to check compliance with European standards. 
A trading relationship with a country that does not belong to the European Union obviously involves 
friction. For example, third-country traders do not benefit from the same facilities as Member States 
with regard to VAT returns. For a third country, 100% of imports of live animals and products of 
animal origin are and would remain subject to EU border controls. This is one of the challenges that 
must be addressed in the particular and unique case of Ireland, without recreating a hard border. 
Moreover, before these products can be exported from a third country to the European Union, the 
sanitary and phytosanitary conditions for these exports to take place would have to be established. The 
constraints that this entails for the agri-food industry are thus clear to see. And these constraints also 
apply to all companies which draw their strength and vitality from the integration of production 
centres in Europe. The success of the Airbus factory in Broughton, in North Wales, is largely owing to 
its ability to attract qualified engineers and technicians from all over Europe, and to the ease of the 
procedures for certification and for delivery to assembly sites in Hamburg or Toulouse3. It should be 
noted that these issues were also discussed at the ECON commission debate held in May 2017. The 
CoR members identified in particular the specific sectors hit by Brexit, which include universities, 
research, agriculture, manufacturing, and port infrastructure. The ECON commission also identified an 
expected increase in transaction costs associated with getting goods across the border as a result of 
customs procedures, with SMEs, agriculture and the food and drink sectors being particularly 
impacted. 
 
(b) The population and citizenship dimension: The debate will address the question of how the rights 
of EU citizens living in the United Kingdom and those of British citizens living in the European Union 
will be preserved. It will help to identify the practical consequences of these issues for local and 
regional authorities. For instance, British people who are resident abroad in the EU currently have the 
right to vote and to stand as candidates in municipal elections, under the same conditions as nationals 
of the Member States. by virtue of their citizenship of the Union. As a consequence, those 
municipalities where UK citizens currently hold an elected office abroad in the EU are expected to be 
deeply affected by Brexit. This is also why the European Parliament has noted that many citizens of 
the United Kingdom have expressed strong opposition to losing the rights of citizenship they currently 
enjoy, pursuant to Article 20 of the Treaty on the Functioning of the European Union4. Would it be 
possible, in this context, to mitigate this loss of democratic legitimacy and, if so, how? Moreover, the 
European Union and the United Kingdom have two common objectives: for the Withdrawal 
Agreement to have direct legal effect, which is essential in order to guarantee the rights of all citizens 
in the long term, and for the interpretation of these rights to be the same in the European Union and in 
the United Kingdom. However, the translation of these principles into concrete legal rights is still 
uncertain. Therefore, the preservation of the rights of the 3.6 million EU citizens living in the United 
Kingdom and of the 1.4 million British citizens living in the European Union is a priority for the EU. 
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   http://europa.eu/rapid/press-release_SPEECH-17-1922_en.htm 
4  European Parliament resolution of 5 April 2017 on negotiations with the United Kingdom following its notification that it intends to 

withdraw from the European Union (2017/2593(RSP)).  
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Although some progress has been made in the negotiations, some important issues are still pending. 
According to Mr Barnier, there are still some divergences concerning the possibility of family 
reunification and of exporting social security benefits after Brexit, both of which are wanted; for 
example, it is important to ensure that any European citizen living in the UK can – in 10 or 15 years' 
time – bring his/her parents to the UK, as would be the case for British citizens living in the EU. In the 
same vein, an EU citizen who has worked for 20 years in the UK should be able to move to an EU 
Member State and still benefit from his/her disability allowance, under the same conditions as British 
citizens in the EU5.  
 
(c) Border areas: The debate will aim to answer the question of how the free movement of people – 
and also, to a certain extent, of capital and goods – will be impacted by Brexit. Could the European 
Groupings of Territorial Cooperation (EGTCs), as a legal instrument designed to facilitate and 
promote cross-border, transnational and interregional cooperation, play an effective role? Moreover, it 
is also expected that the reintroduction of customs checks at borders will inevitably slow down trade, 
delay people and lengthen lorry queues. There could be serious disruption in traffic to and from the 
United Kingdom. Would the establishment of an evolving concept of "smart borders" be a solution to 
facilitate traveller flows and to reduce long queues before reaching a border checkpoint? What would 
Brexit mean, in concrete terms, for those local and regional authorities that share a border with the 
United Kingdom? The European Union has also been vocal on the need to be fully informed about the 
special arrangements on the island of Ireland, which are being discussed in the context of the ongoing 
negotiations (integrity of the Union's legal order, Good Friday Agreement in all its dimensions, and 
the Common Travel Area). In view of the unique circumstances on the island of Ireland, flexible and 
imaginative solutions will be required, including with the aim of avoiding a hard border for the 14 800 
daily commuters and the 110 million border crossings per year. Nonetheless, it is fair to say that the 
UK's decision to leave the EU's single market and customs union has also created significant 
challenges for the more than 100 areas of North-South cooperation (healthcare, environment, 
transport, social security, etc.) on the island of Ireland. It must also be highlighted that Brexit could 
also have a particular impact in the region of Andalusia (Spain), and in particular, for workers in the 
area of ‘"Campo de Gibraltar", because of the very close relationship of social and economic 
interdependence in that area. How will things work for them on the day after Brexit? 
 
THE FUTURE – WHAT THE COR COULD DO 
 
Many voices in the European Union have expressed serious concerns about the possible consequences 
of Brexit and are calling for strong leadership from the EU leaders and institutions in this respect. The 
European Committee of the Regions will continue to monitor the negotiations and facilitate dialogue 
among its members and with the other institutions on the expected consequences of Brexit. The CoR is 
currently carrying out a territorial impact assessment on the UK's withdrawal from the EU, focusing 
on the EU territories that are likely to suffer the most as a result of the UK exiting the EU. The 
answers received from our members and alternate members in response to the survey will be used to 
support our political discussions. In this context, the European Committee of the Regions could 
consider presenting possible actions to be adopted by the EU to mitigate the impact on LRAs that are 
particularly exposed to Brexit, taking due account of the negotiations calendar. What is the situation 
regarding facilities for LRAs to access EU funds? What options are there for promoting new inclusive 
macro-regional strategies? Is there the possibility of implementing tailor-made EU pilot projects, in 
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  http://europa.eu/rapid/press-release_STATEMENT-17-3921_en.htm and http://europa.eu/rapid/press-release_SPEECH-17-
3547_en.htm 
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partnership with LRAs? Last but not least, in the context of the wider debate on the Future of Europe, 
when new policy solutions are examined, we should also consider the consequences for the EU-27 of 
the UK's withdrawal from the EU. 
 

_____________ 
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President

Brussels, 27 September 2017

Dear Members and Alternate Members, 

Following the outcome of the referendum held on 23 June 2016, the UK Government formally 
invoked Article 50 TEU on 29 March 2017, which triggered the launch of the two-year period to 
conclude a withdrawal agreement between the UK and the European Union. On 22 May 2017, the 
Council of the EU adopted a Decision authorising the opening of negotiations with the United 
Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland for an agreement setting out the arrangements for its 
withdrawal from the European Union.  

According to the negotiation Directives, as a first step, both parties will deal with the most pressing 
issues so as to lift the uncertainty caused by Brexit and make sure that the withdrawal of the UK 
happens in an orderly manner. In a second step, both parties will scope their future relationship. 

In this context, the CoR has committed to actively carry out a dialogue with the local and regional 
governments that are most concerned by this process and to address the potential consequences of the 
UK's withdrawal throughout its political work. To this end, CoR Members have already had the 
opportunity to discuss their concerns in contacts with Mr Barnier, the EU Chief Negotiator (in January 
2017 at the level of the Conference of Presidents and at the Plenary Session in March 2017) and the 
exchanges with the negotiation team will continue throughout the negotiations.  

Since the decision of the UK's withdrawal from the EU was taken, a number of studies and reports 
have looked at the possible consequences of this withdrawal on socio-economic conditions in the EU; 
however these studies focus more on a global, and at best national, level. 

Therefore, the CoR is preparing a structured process aimed at mapping the exposure of EU27 regions 
and cities to the UK on the basis of key socio-economic indicators and assessing what the UK's 
withdrawal from the EU would mean from a social and economic perspective for regional and local 
authorities in the EU27. This process is set to feed into the CoR political discussion accompanying the 
negotiation process and will encompass, among others, a preliminary survey, an in-depth study as well 
as workshops involving the main stakeholders, which will reflect on the results of the surveys/study 

Rue Belliard/Belliardstraat 101   |   1040 Bruxelles/Brussel   |   BELGIQUE/BELGIË   |   Tel. +32 22822211 
www.cor.europa.eu   |    @EU_CoR   |    /european.committee.of.the.regions   |    /european-committee-of-the-regions EN
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and explore avenues for addressing the likely adverse impact of the UK withdrawal on regions and 
cities. 
 
At this stage of the process, the CoR would like to collect your views and contributions on a number 
of questions aimed at identifying the expected and possible consequences of the UK's withdrawal from 
the EU at local and regional level and possibly already existing or planned remedial actions in your 
region/city: 
 
1. Analysis of consequences 
Is your region/city particularly exposed to the UK (e.g. trade flows, employment, education, 
agriculture, fisheries, research, etc.)? And therefore, do you expect that your region/city will be 
affected by the UK's withdrawal from the EU (e.g. in relation to investment, trade, employment/labour 
force, education, agriculture/fisheries, tourism, as well as on your regional/city budget)? 
 
2. Remedial actions/measures 
Is your region/city undertaking or planning to undertake measures to analyse and address the possible 
adverse impact of the UK's withdrawal from the EU (including an impact assessment/study1)? Are 
these measures part of a formal regional/local strategy? What measures could the EU take, in your 
opinion, to mitigate the impact of Brexit (e.g. a specific financing mechanism/fund accessible to the 
LRAs)? 
 
We would kindly ask you to send your replies by 20 October 2017, to the email address CoR-Brexit-
Survey@cor.europa.eu, preferably in English. 
 
Please note that your contributions will be shared with other CoR members via the following team site 
http://team.cor.europa.eu/sites/cor-taskforce-cop/SitePages/Home.aspx. The site allows you to access 
information from different stakeholders on Brexit issues. 
 
 
 
 
 
Karl-Heinz Lambertz 
(signed) 
 
Encl.: Content of the taskforce team site 
 

                                                      
1

 Please provide us with the study, in the event such a study exists (electronic file or a web link). 
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