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Abstract

This research deals with the post-Brexit immignmatioolicy in the United Kingdom. It
examines the motivations that drive Britain to véde leaving the European Union. It is
motivated by one main problematic which is the imwation policy Britain would adopt after
its withdrawal from the European Union. Howevee tesearch offers two hypotheses: First,
theBritish government may adopt a new immigratioliqy concerning the EU citizens who
seek to reside and work in the United Kingdom aBeexit. Second, it may revise and
approve the immigration policy adopted before. Yetiest these hypotheses, qualitative data
are collected through which this dissertation studyestigates the anti-immigration
sentiments among the British people as polish RReomigrated in huge numbers to the UK,
and who reflected different aspects of life of tb& citizens. As a response, Brexit
referendum was held and the British people votdddwe the EU. To this point, Theresa May
has suggested the White paper which includes allest the future relationship between the
UK and the EU. However, after her resignation, 3oimnBoris is elected the currentprime
minister of Britain and who gets it officially ousf the European Union. Finally, this
dissertation concludes with the concern of the ¢d®iwhich becomes an obstacle in the UK

and EU transition period that should arrange theture relationship.
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General Introduction

General Introduction

TheEuropean Union was created as a political aothanic union to comprise twenty
eight (28) countries that are primarily locatedEiarope. Its member states share an internal
single market in which they act as one. Moreovke free movement of people, goods,
services and capital are the aim of the internaketaSo that, passport controls are abolished
in order to travel within the Schengen Area. TheoEturrency is common between nineteen

(19) EU member states once a monetary union catoéarce in 2002.

The United Kingdom used to support the controlnamiigration. However, this latter had
been stopped once the UK joined the European Unid873, as the European Union used to
support the free movement of people. Thereforahiéed Kingdom was again a source of a
huge number of immigrants like when it adopteddpen door policy after the Second World
War. People from the Eastern part of Europe imnbggrato Britain to look for job
opportunities and for better standards of life,ultesg then in the rise of xenophobic
sentiments among the British people.

As xenophobia and hate against foreigners rose g@ntlb@ British citizens towards
immigrants, especially workers, the UK raised theesiion for its membership in the
European Union.Following this concern, David Camerthe former Prime Minister of
Britain held a referendum on 26 June 2016 concgraither the UK should leave or remain
within the EU. The result was in favor of the leaampaign and the Prime Minister David
Cameron resigned after the decision.Theresa Miag fdilowing Prime Minister has been is
in charge with the Brexit issue and what next step United Kingdom and the European
union would take. To organize immigration after BteTheresa May has introduced the
White Paper but then quit and the following Primmister Johnson Boris is the one who gets
Brexit done.Therefore, this research aims to shaynmigration policy the United Kingdom
will adopt after its divorce with the European Umid o this end, the following questions are
raised:

1. How was the immigration policy after the Second W& ar?

2. What drives the United Kingdom to decide to leake European Union after
decades of its membership?

3. What immigration policy would Britain adopt aftereit?
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Based on the questions mentioned above, the follpWwypotheses are formed:

* The UK government may adopt a new immigration gotioncerning the EU
citizens who seek to reside and work in the Uniketgdom after Brexit.

« The UK government may revise and approve the imaign policy adopted
before, which would target the EU nationals whdkdedive and work in the
United Kingdom.

In order to answer the questions raised abovegcantirm the validity of the hypotheses,
this work adopts the qualitative approach. It adskes the policy of immigration in the United
Kingdom since the Second World War, as it also emamthe rise of immigrants in the
United Kingdom since it joined the European Uniohich leads David Cameron, then, to

callfor Brexit. Thus, the work is divided into tlerehapters:

The first chapter is entitleBritain’s Immigration Policy after the Second Worl@lvar. It
tackles the early open door policy Britain adopaédr the Second World War; it gave all the
Commonwealth citizens the free access to the Urieddom. However, as the unlimited
immigration raised concern in Britain, controls restrict this movement took place since
1962 continued with the introduction of a humbetmmigration acts till the UK joined the
EU.

The second chapter is entitldgkmigration Policy under David Cameron and Theresa
May. On one hand, it studiesthe hate and anger thatfeliaby the British people against
immigrants especially against Eastern countriegséhwho joined the EU in 2004. On the
other hand, the chapter includes the immigratidicp@dopted by the former Prime Minister
avid Cameron and the following Prime Minister TisereMay who introduced the White

Paper.

The third final chapter is entitl@&texit Day with Johnson Borislt is the most important
part of the study because it shows the way the tdiigration policy would take place after
Brexit with the current Prime Minister Johnson Bori
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Introduction

The first chapter deals with British immigration lipg after the Second World War. It
investigates the post war open door policy as Briggave a free get right of entry to all
Commonwealth citizens. However, as immigration wbayond limits, Britain began to
introduce various acts to control immigration aasirict it. Additionally this chapter analyzes
the United Kingdom in membership within the Eurapé&iion and its shift from producing

immigration acts to refugees and asylum seekess act
1. Britain’s Open Door Policy (1948)

By the end of WW2, Britain enacted a law tballed the British Nationality Act (1948).
It was the main immigration law which had to trydado with entrance of commonwealth
citizens into the United Kingdom. In other word,established the citizenship category of
subject of the United Kingdom and Colonies (CUKEWrther, the Nationality Act was an
assertion of an open notion of British “subjectshiiHampshire.19-22).

The 1948 Act sets out four classes of théidBrisubjects. The first two classes include
the same rights to enter the United Kingdotm, work, to vote and to stand for
ParliamenfThe third categorygrantedhelrish subjectsspecialrecognition Within the event
that Ireland became a Republic; Irish people conkdntain their citizenship by making a
request from the British government. The fourtrsslaf British subjects meant to serve and
represent British settlers in other countries thaed to reclaim their subject statu
(Schain.130).

Even though immigration was firstof allwelcedy it was then opposed because it
becameunmanageable. During the 1950’s, the Corteengovernment attempted to restrict
colonial immigration via a fixed set of measurespgared towards stopping colonial CUKCs
from emigrating. Those measures included colomd @ommonwealth governments to limit
the problem of passports and other distinct tradelcuments. Moreover, through
differentiating between residents and subjectstlier first time and to impede and restrict
colonial immigration (Hampshire.21).Thus, the Biitigovernment declared its decision to
introduce an immigration invoice, the 1962 Act. The created categories that might come

to be vital inside the future for immigration restion (Kenan.21).
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2. Britain’s Attempts to Restrict Immigration (1962-1971)

The year 1962 marked the end of Commonwealth dpecity system. The law was
described as a turning point in the United Kingdomiards restricting immigration. Although
it was regarded as being aimed towards those flemNew Commonwealth (NCW), all
Commonwealth immigrants were to be exercised urtber 1962 restrictive legislation
(Hampshire. 25).

2.1.The 1962 Commonwealth Immigration Act (CIA 1962

The 1962 Commonwealth Immigrants Act (CIA @2Ppprovided immigration controls to
all residents of the Commonwealth but exemptedehuosn in the United Kingdom; UK
citizens whose passports were issued under theraytbf the United Kingdom Government
had free entry, while those whose passports wetegarned by a colonial government in any
of the colonies would have no free entry. The & ancluded a business voucher theme, so
that employees could enter to the United Kingdomafork (Girvan.4).

In addition, vouchers were distributed irethicategories: category (A) for persons with a
specific job offered by an employer, category (BY fpersons with experiences and
gualifications or who were found useful to Britasnd category (C) for workers with no
specific skills or job offer. Furthermore, an anihgaota set by the government was given to
each class. The annual quota was 20.800 for ddgsand (B), and 10,000 for class (C). Class
(C) was variable, that could be changed accordiniipe British economy’s need and wants.
(Layton 29).

Likewise, dependents also had the right of entrythke 1962 Act, dependents were identified
as immigrant wives and young people under the dgeixteen. Additionally, immigrants
could be refused admission if they were convicted orime; those considered by the Home
Secretary to present a national security dangerjudged by a medical inspector to be
suffering from a mental disorder or to be a pubkalth risk. Finally, all those problems to
restriction could be deported if they were overesggen years old and were convicted of an
offense punishable through imprisonment. This powakideportation of colonial citizens

extended for 5 years after entry (Paul. 116).

Yet, Indians living in Kenya had the rigit énter the United Kingdom. Thus, they
immediately moved to the UK to escape the ‘Africation’ policy adopted by Kenya. As a

6
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result, the United Kingdom saw again another walvenmigration towards it. Thus, as a

response, the UK created a new act to manage iratiugr(Hampshire 35).

The law passed by Labour Government in 19&8 a negative reaction to the arrival of
an enormous number of Asians (Indians) from EasicAf(Kenya); in response to the so-
called Kenyan Asian crisis (Hampshire. 33). Kengingd independence in 1963, and with
the adoption of the ‘Africanization’ policy by thikenyan government, most of Kenyan
Asians chose to retain their CUKC status. They wmaged from economic sectors, and
despoiled from the civil servitén the country. Therefore, those with CUKC stategan to
move to Britain. Yet they were not submitted to ilgration controls because of the 1962
Act.

2.2.The 1968 Commonwealth Immigrants Act (CIA 1968)

James Callaghan, former British Prime Minister,uesied Home Secretary on February 15,
1968, Cabinet ratifaction to declare an immigratianw to remove Kenyan CUKC'’s right to
enter the United Kingdom. He argued that it wasthamportant and urgent that the control
of immigration should be applied to residents a thnited Kingdom and the colonies who
did not belong to the United Kingdom in the caseaofuiring or being naturalized of
adopting as a direct family relation”. This entaitssbare the future right of entry that was
previously enjoyed by the citizens of the Uniteshgdom and Colonies; to those born there or

who had at least one parent born there (Girvan. 4).

The key provisions of the CIA 1968 wdiest of all, the restriction from immigration
controls for CUKCs with UK passports would thenerefo persons born, adopted or granted
citizenship in the United Kingdom, or at least &rgpns who had one parent or grandparent
as such. Furthermore, immigration officers werevwedd to place a requirement on any
immigrant to report to a medical officer of healith the interest of the public health and as a
condition of entry. In addition, landing in the tkd Kingdom was considered an offense
unless an immigration officer investigated it. Howe the time after the arrival of the
immigrant was extended from twenty-four hours teery-eight days within which any
investigation could begin. Finally, an offense waade to allow a person to land if he or she

was suspected or known to be harmful to the mastan aircraft or ship (Hampshire. 37).

YThe Indians living in Kenya were barred from arghtithey used to have as kenyans due to the
afrinicazation policy. Thus, they stopped praaticitheir civil service as well.

7
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The period of exclusion did not endréhevhich no longer entitled them to enter the
United Kingdom, except by special vouchers, butyotiiree years after the 1968
Commonwealth Immigration Act, with the passage leg 1971 Immigration Bill through
Parliament. Health Government fulfilled its eleatio to change immigration legislation
(Hampshire.39).

2.3.The 1971 Immigration Act

The Conservative Party Manifestofor the 1970 ebectensured that immigration law
reformed to provide the Home Secretary with ‘cortepl@anagement over people’s entry to
Britain’. The Immigration Bill introduced the ideat ‘patriality’ into UK immigration law,

and outlined those with the right of entry and desce (the right to abode) as ‘patrials’.
Partiality signified a close family affiliation the United Kingdom (Girvan. 5). That is to say,
the Act was to stop the permanent immigration ef Workers from the Commonwealth. It
elaborated the definition of ‘patrial’ immigranisst introduced in the CIA of 1968as persons

born in the UK and who had resided there for fieang or longer.

There had been three principle waysdhandividual could qualify for a partial status:
first, if a person was a citizen born in the UK¢caad, if he or she had spent approximately
five years living within the UK. Finally, he or sh®ad a parent or grandparent born in UK
(Hampshire. 40). Thus, it was possible for manydoeive partial status based on family

qualifications.

In addition to that, the 1971 Immigratidct made an interest that in future migrants
would require a ‘work license’ for a selected jélditionally, license would be granted only
to skilled immigrants. This implied that the stardfafor license for the Commonwealth
residents would be higher than for the non-Commatilveesidents, who could get permits
for semi-skilled and unskilled labour; for examptehotels and restaurants. However, Britain
still had to develop and expand its economic systéamce, it decided to join the European
Union in 1973.

3. Britain’s Membership in the European Union

The European Union (the EU) is a urtiwet consists of twenty-eight (28) European

partnering countries. This latter share economit @wlitical interests. The EU made its first
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step after the Second World War to help to imprineecountries’ trade and economy on one

hand, and to avoid future wars on the other hahetljick. 1).
3.1.The Origin and the Evolution of the European Uion

Jean Monnet, who is viewed as the deurof modern Europe, argued that economic
integration would be necessary to reducing worlda. weet, in 1951, he became the head
creator of the European Coal and Steel Communiyafs 8). Additionally, the 1957 Treaty
of Rome represented the accompanying and followstgp towards the European
incorporation. Yet, the Treaty built up the commuarket and in this manner the European
Economic Community (EEC) by France, Germany, BelgilLuxembourg, Italy, and the
Netherlands (Directorate for European Affairs DERAZ5). The Treaty annulled the
exchange of tariffs between members. It startest éis the known ‘Montanunion’ between
France and Germany. That Montanunion was suppaoskedng together the Steel and mining
businesses of both countries. The idea behind bbdt Germany and France had battled
numerous frightful wars against each other, ang #@v steel and mining as important for

fuelling the military and armed forces (Staab. 8).

The year 1973 marked the main wave ¢tdrgament in the European Union when
Britain, Ireland, and Denmark joined, followed bye@ce five years later in 1981. Portugal
and Spain, especially with the signing of the Snguropean Act of 1986 which encouraged
the development of the European single market.Adtialso encouraged the unfastened trade
of capital, money, goods, items, and those, aseifhember states were one nation yet, the
Europe’s extension increased in the decades thdbtlowed when Eastern Germany joined
after its unification, and in 1995, Finland and 8ee joined the EU (Directorate for
European Affairs DEA.four-21).

Additionally, the move toward a typigalmarket showed a need for economic
coordination. Therefore, the Maastricht Treaty leisthed the European Union, which led to
the flow and circulation of the Euro currency immdary 2002. Of the twenty-eight EU
Member State, nineteen are part of the Euro-zohdewthers, such as Bulgaria, the Czech
Republic, Hungary, Denmark, and the United Kingdara not (Staab. 126). Yet, ten new
member countries joined the European Union, pracfithe largest extension in the EU
history, followed by Romania and Bulgaria in 2007daCroatia in 2013. The European

Commission, the European Parliament, the CoundhefEuropean Union and the Court of

9
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Justice are the key foundations responsible foninghthe EU (Directorate for European
Affairs DEA.24).

4. UK Joining the EU

In the 1961, United Kingdom requestetdéocome an European Economic Community
member for first time. Nevertheless, the Frenclsident General Charles De Gaulle blocked
the negotiations for its membership. The secondwag in 1971, when their economic
situation had become bad. Subsequently, they weveant of getting the entry to the EEC.
But, for the second time General Charles de Gatleked United Kingdom’s membership
application with a Veto. Since Britain was askedgnames a different ways to deal with: it
was one of the victorious and dominant powers m #econd World War and a nuclear
superpower and had its troops deployed everywinelgifope. So for this reason, France was
afraid from the possibility of Britain could be neompowerful and could benefit more
influence in Europe. It lasted until 1973 that @ditKingdom could become an European

Economic Community member (Ronek.125-131).

In spite of the reality that United Kamm enjoyed free trade with the other countries,
it continued managing controlling immigration mowam The 1981 enactment was the last
act to do with United Kingdom and Colonies (HampsHii80). Despite the fact that the 1986
Signal European Act made to support the free exgdah people (Directorate for European
Affairs DEA.21), the United Kingdom adopted new itgtive decisions by replacing
immigration acts with the asylum seekers acts, #uedfirst act introduced was the 1993

Asylum and Immigration Appeals Act (Girvan. 5).
4.1. The 1993 Asylum and immigration Appeals Act

The 1993 Asylum and Immigration Appeals Act cerdespecially the immigration patterns
after the end of the Cold War. The 1990’s noticethrge increase in the number of the
individual asylum applications made in the UK indival fleeing war, instability and natural
disasters (Girvan. 5). Besides, people began attegfo require advantage of the asylum
law, to enter the UK labour market. Accordinglyistiperiod described by the hardening of
differentiations between ‘refugee’, ‘asylum seekexhd ‘economic migrant’, classes that

entailed totally various rights to stay, to getrgriv welfare and work (Fiddick. 15).

10
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Also, fingerprinting was presented fdr asylum seekers coming into the United
Kingdom and certificated asylum seekers were gcaateght to a local housing, but, similar
to the former Commonwealth Immigration Act, the 398ppeals Act was not efficient as
planned and the United Kingdom kept on controllimg acts it introduced. Therefore, another
act was published three years later in 1996 (Fiddi6).

4.2.The 1996 Asylum and Immigration Act

A greater punitive approach was intraaum the 1996 Asylum and Immigration Act,
concentrated on ‘bogus’ asylum seekers, espedialiyigrants with fake documentations
(Mayblin. 8). The act, too, raised powers of capt(arrest) and searches (investigations). It
extended punishment for bogus asylum claims andifsgaly directed to accelerate the
asylum decision-making process. Moreover, the Mipisf Foreign Affairs was given the
power to ‘white list' countries to portray as sexwany country regarded without serious
danger of persecution under any of the refugeegoatss, thus affirming the asylum claim

from a citizen of a ‘white listed’ country (Fiddick8).
4.3.The 2004 Asylum and Immigration Act

The act deals with detention without raat for those who were unable to provide
asylum documentation during asylum interviews. Meos, at this act an electronic
observation ‘tagging’ was introduced for persont ws®ler residence restriction. However,
specific punishment was introduced for dealing coairaging the departure of individual
purpose of exploitation. And, based on the ruleshef ‘white list’, legislation was passed
permitting the departure of refugee from the Unikddgdom to other countries in order to
protect them and respect human rights (Girvan. 8).

The year of 2004 saw the joining of different coigs in the European Union, mainly from
Central and Eastern Europe like Slovenia, Hungang, Poland (Staab. 34). Moreover, as the
EU encouraged the free movement of people amongeatsber countries, the Polish people
viewed the United Kingdom as a place where theydcawlfill their dreams; Poland was a
poor country and Polish people were searching ébteb jobs opportunities to work and life
conditions (Burell. 4). So, many Polish people migd to the United Kingdom. As a result,
the increase of xenophobia among British populdtecame a problem that Britain needed to
solve (Duvell. 237).

11
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Conclusion

European Union supported the free mowveneé individuals which facilitated the
immigration of the Polish people to the United Kdiogn in huge number. Hence, xenophobia
sentiments felt very strongly against them amormgUlK citizens. That hatred of foreigners
grew and created a problem which made Britain agmaharge of restriction and controlling
the immigration movement toward its lands. The Farmrime Minister David Cameron
managed the next step towards immigration. He adopéw immigration policy that aimed
to reduce immigration “from the lower hundreds lebusands to tens of thousands”. Then,
Theresa May; the Prime Minister of Britain, hasdhiéfle Brexit issue and began negotiating
on how immigration would be after Britain leaves turopean Union. The next chapter will
shed light on the next steps taken by both theipuevPrime Ministers David Cameron and

Theresa May.

12
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Introduction

The second chapter tackles the rise of xenophatiang the British people once the
enlargement of other Central and Eastern Europeantges in the European Union in 2004.
The chapter also examines British immigration polimder David Cameron, the former
Prime Minister. Moreover, this chapter deals witlavidl Cameron’s call for the Brexit
referendum 2016 and his resignation after the Vot .chapter also tackles the post-Brexit
immigration policy under Prime Minister Theresa Makhe former Prime Minister has
suggested the ‘White Paper’ to clarify the futufeh® EU immigrants who both reside and
work in the UK and UK national living in the EU.

1. The Rise of Xenophobia in Britain (2004-2016)

The first of May 2004 marked the greatest enlargera@d expansion in the history of
European incorporation: the number of its membegeased from fifteen countries to
twenty-five countries. Simultaneously, most membetes selected a progress period that
would limit the free movement of new EU citizenerfr the eight joined countries (new EU
countries minus (Cyprus and Malta). But, Irelande8en, and the United Kingdom decided
not to force any limitation on the entrance to thabour markets (Schain. 145).

1.1. The Polish Movement in the UK

The United Kingdom (UK) was a magnet of young Rolgeople, especially women,;
either those who were ready to get employment ctose such as finance and business,
obtaining work permits or those who were able 8K rirregular jobs (Burell. 168). Thus,
Polish immigrants mirrored the image of both lawdmld unlawful employee representatives

in Britain.

In addition, Polish people moved to UK as unregete(lundocumented) and registered
(documented) immigrants. Moreover, Franck Duvell his book Illegal Immigration in
Europetackles a case study about Polish undocumentedgirants who broke immigration
laws to travel to the UK, specially, London. He Hiighted two factors which help to place
the live of irregular immigrants; those without pes immigration status, either to live or
work. The first factor was that they needed to stajsible to the immigration authorities, to

other law enforcement officers, and to citizens deghal residents who would possibly
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perceive them as harmful in some way to their egtx. While the second factor was that they
had to survive without the help of those institniduilt to protect the life of lawful members
of that society, including welfare services andtayss, regulatory bodies and agencies for
persons and property. But documented immigrante virersiness visa and work permits
holders from Poland who managed the trade in ses\ac applications for work permits.

Over the three-years period (2004-2006), the nundbethose arriving in the United
Kingdom increased to 31.4 percent (Home Office.42R006), making it the first country
receive flows from Poland, who applied to contrédztto the Work Registration Scheme
(WRS). Within the next few years, UK population wset to increase to seventy millions
(Home Office. 2009). But, immigration had contribdtto social issues that impacted the
living standards of the UK citizens (Burrel. 238)n the one hand, United Kingdom was
overcrowded and faced an acute housing shortageptighed up house prices, causing
unwillingness to build on green lands. On the othand, overcrowding and urbanized
pollution increased as a result of the growing paipan; it was hard to build more roads in

many cities because of the limited space.

The Office for National Statistics (ONS) pretse annual statistics of the Polish
population in the UK by birth and nationalitypfm 2004 to 2014 as it is shown in the

following figure.
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Figure 01 Polish Migrants Living in the UK (2004-2014).
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Source: ONS, Population by country of Birth and nationa({2014).

As the graph shows, the number of Polish natiolnlsy in the UK rose around 69,000
in 2004 (when Poland joined the European Uniorground 853,000 in 2014. The number of
Polish children born to Polish nationals, who limethe UK take their parents’ nationality,
also grew more rapidly. Therefore, the rise in tinenber of Polish who were both live and

born in the UK represents immigration.
1.2. Xenophobia in Britain in 2004

One of the big drives to the rise of xenophobidiitain was that the immigrants were
highly skilled, qualified, and educated and the bamof Polish in the UK substantially
increased (Hawkins and Moses. 9). This entailstti@lUK was permitting only professional
employee to work who were either already workingsigmificantly needed to be working.
Nevertheless, the more work opportunities werertdkem the skilled immigrants instead of
being to the local UK citizens and not letting thééma chance to be employed. Therefore, the
impact was that high rate of joblessness of the dilicens was increased. In this way,
demography played a major role in deciding the @ute of hatred and racism from the UK

citizens towards the foreigners.

The following figure shows the number of Pllisitizens working in the United

Kingdom.
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Figure 02: The Number of Polish People Working in the UK.
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The figure indicates that the number of polish veosk in the UK has increased
significantly since Poland’s accession to the EL2@04. In 2016, 646,000 people born in

Poland were employee in the UK.

In addition, another issue felt in the UK was thereasing of Euroscepticism in the EU.
Since, the United Kingdom joined the EU in 1973atd a significant faction of Eurosceptic
(Glencross. 2). British politics had continuallycatical and skeptical faction of deeper
integration with the rest of Europe (Geddes. 148us, this faction had developed by years
and became stronger.

The Conservative Party Leader, David Cameron, Weatesl as Prime Minister of Britain
in 2010. He promised to make a new immigrationtegyain order to regulate and control the

movement of immigrants (Channel4. 2015).
2. David Cameron’s Immigration Policy

David Cameroh the former Prime Minister, had been in Parliansinte 2001. In 2005,
he had his position as a Conservative leader, dadnae Minister in 2010. David Cameron
announced that he aimed to minimize and reducemmgtation “from the hundreds of
thousands” lower back down to “tens of thousands’the end of date (2010-2015), as he

claimed: “I believe that...net migration to this caynwill be in order of tens of thousands

? David William Donald Cameron born 9 October 1966 British politician who was the Prime Ministertbé United
Kingdom from 2010 to 2016. He served as the Leafltre Conservative Party from 2005 to 2016
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each year, not the thousands of thousands evertly@awe have seen over the last decade”
(Channel 4. 2005).

The National Office of Statistics (ONS) posted iprih2014 a revised set of net migration
results for United Kingdom for the duration 20022l 1. Complete net migration during this
period was evaluated to have been 346.000 higlaerwhas to be before thought; the original
estimate of 2.18 million having been overhaule@.&8 million (ONS.2014).

During 2010-2012, the Home Office updated the teamd conditions applied to the
European immigration categories to make then aearfgchanges including: reducing the
number of visas offered to qualified workers withoh offer, and introducing more strict
requirements to decide who should stay permanemtthe UK. Additionally, whereas the
government also included closing the visa whichbédh highly skilled workers to come to
the UK without a job offer, it created some moreeafic visa provisions for highly
skilled/valued immigrants (such as businessmerrgpregneurs, and those with exceptional
talent). Moreover, it also discussed the reformstatlent visa conditions by reintroducing visa
interviews and limiting the rights of foreign sturde to work and bring family members to the
UK, and subjecting education providers to more daimay requirements. In addition, the
Prime Minister David Cameron also wanted to stog meform the post-study work visa by
introducing new family visa eligibility criteria,ush as the £18,600 ‘minimum wage’
requirement for companion visas, in order to priopeblic funds (Gower. 1). Finally, it deals
with limiting the entitlements of new immigrants ¢ertain welfare benefits, in an attempt to
fix some of the perceive ‘pull factors’ for Europeanmigration as it also enacted the
Immigration Act 2014 to make it less difficult ttireinate the people who denied permission
to remain in the UK (by decreasing the potential dppeal and simplifying the method of
elimination) and creating a more ‘hostile enviromthéor people living in the UK without a

valid immigration status.
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The following figure is an illustration of the aradunet migration in Britain from 2006 to
2010.

Figure 03: Net migration, 2006_2015 in Britain
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Source: ONS, Migration Statistics Quarterly Report, Feby2015.

The figure shows the average of the annual netatigyr during the preceding years
before 2010 had been around 247,000, reachingkagée&87,000 in June 2007, and a low of
205,000 in June 2009. Subsequently, the governmeaded to limit the net migration by
around 150,000 from its previous level to achiegemigration of less 100,000 by May 2015.
Thus, net migration tumbled down over the followitwgo years, arriving at 154,000 in

September 2012. Then net migration rose againgaiciy 298,000 in September 2014, and
increased to 320,000 in June 2015.

As those changes were introduced (BBC. 2015) anédonsider migration and control
and restrict the movement of immigrants the Primiaidfer David Cameron (2010-2015)

guaranteed if he won the 2015 elections, he woalldfar a referendum concerning Britain’s
membership in the European Union.
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2.1. The 2016 Referendum, Calling for Brexit

David Cameron first rejected the calls for a refeen on the UK continued being
member in the European Union. In 2012, indeed,nmoanced less than a year later that his
Conservative Government would hold one if re-el@dte 2015 a second term. In this way,
Cameron drove his Conservative Party to win thetigles in 2015. However, there was a
division with the declaration of the Party’s deoisi His Party was divided concerning
whether the UK was or not should be a member oEtdeThus, to help restore the split, the
Conservative set out an action to let people hathegy state on Britain’'s membership with
the EU (Glencross. 9-11). The former Prime MinistBavid Cameron, called for the
referendum in June 2016, in a speech to the PahdmHouse of Commons in February
2016 (Conservative home. 2016).

The referendum held in 2016 by the ConservativeeBuownent was not the first vote to
call the UK citizens for the relation with the Epean Union. The Labor Government held
the first vote in June 1975 and saw the acceptahceuntry continuing membership within
the Common Market, or the European Economic Comin{BEC), as it was known. While
the second referendum was a vote that held on @ayrg3* June 2016, in which voters
needed to choose the correct choice about whetteerUK leave or remain inside the
European Union.

The following figure is an illustration of the re&dum results in the United Kingdom.
Figure 04: Referendum Results in the UK.
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Britain, England, and Wales voted to leave the &hile London, Scotland, and Northern
Ireland voted to remain in the European Union. Bog leave won 51.9% to 48.1%. The
turnout for referendum was 71.8%, with vote by mibx@n 30 million people (the Guardian.
2014).

In fact, at a time when David Cameron was undesqune from leaders of the Eurosceptic
Party and when the Conservative s appeared tovtuises against the UK Independence Party

(UKIP), he made the promise and guarantee thatdugdwesign if the leave vote won.
2.2. David Cameron Resignation

The Prime Minister David Cameron lost his job ba tremain’ campaign and vowed to
stop and quit his position if people voted to dit relation within the EU. Thus, he resigned
Friday morning after the leave campaign won theevdtheresa May was the following
successor of Cameron as a Prime Minister. She inatedyl took the responsibility of the
referendum results and promised to get Britaintbat28 country bloc as she said: “Brexit

means Brexit” (McGowan. 4).

Theresa May started negotiating on British powed &urther connection between the

united Kingdom and the European Union, and immigrais no exception.
3. Theresa May Immigration Policy

After that David Cameron resigned as Prime MiniSteeresa May became the new one,
like David Cameron, and like David Cameron, Therglsy was against Britain leaving the
EU as a conservative member. However, after th& 28ferendum, Britain faced the rise of
xenophobic sentiments among British people tow&alsh people. In addition to that, after
the UK voted to leave the European Union, Polisbppeclaimed that they were treated badly

and it was time to go back home.
3.1. The Rise of the Violent Xenophobia in 2016

Xenophobia has been seen both in the period beédeeendum and in the period after
referendum was held (Medium. 2018). Indeed, Bregferendum has made a “hostile
immigration environment” that led to racial andtnigvels of nervousness among immigrants
(The Guardian. 2018). This entails that the postxBrvote hostility showed the spread of
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racist and xenophobic violence, as the United Mati@N) special reporter and the Professor

Tendayi Achiume stated: “explicit racial, ethniaddamrligious intolerance”.

Besides, xenophobia in the United Kingdom is naiudta fear of foreigners itself; UK
citizens do not hate foreigners because they am@gnants, but the explanation is that the EU
citizens came to the UK as equivalent to the Brifigople, to live and work in the UK. In
other words, those foreigners, on one hand, mighe laccess to the National Health Services
(NHS), banc account checks and other fields (BBCQL62. So, they are seen as having
different rights that are deemed only to the Bhiti®n the other hand, foreigners have social
and cultural effect on the UK also, for example Bolish language becomes the second most
widely spoken language in Britain after the Englisimguage.

Nevertheless, after the Brexit vote Polish migrafased different forms of racial
violence. Moreover, Polish American congress (19@46) stated that in a survey of 600
Polish business owners in the UK, 45 per cent taayg are trying to move back to Poland or
to another country due to Brexit, while 30 per cemid Brexit has already directly affected
their relations with the surrounding society. Adzhtlly, in a series of conversations with the
Guardian, Poles have described their shock, disemay,in some cases, their anger at what
they perceive as a rejection of their presenceritaiB, and their struggle to come with the
uncertainty about their rights and future statMge“were full of admiration for this country,
and we were enjoying a fantastic life, but everyghihas changed in 2016,” claims
Ewalewecka, a teacher who moved to the UK withther children in 2005, “Now | feel
disappointed, unhappy, unwanted, the country isthetsame, the people are completely
different.” She expressed her anxiety to the Gaardeporter {he Guardian2019). Moreover,

a 40 years old Polish worker died after being peddo the ground for speaking Polish in the
street, and a 21-year-old student was slain witho&ten bottle in his neck because he spoke
Polish with his friend as wellifdependentSeptember 20, 2016).

It has been said:” Control over borders is just @ghemism for controlling immigration,
and controlling immigration is just a euphemism fantrolling xenophobia and racism”
(Medium.2018). That is, it is not just a mattectmtrol borders and limit immigration, but it is
also to reduce forms of racism, discrimination aedophobia the immigration has resulted.
Accordingly, Prime Minister Theresa May has made niegotiations with the British

government concerning controlling immigration ars suggested the ‘White Paper’.

22



2 Chapter two: Immigration Policy Under David Cameron and Theresa May

4. The White Paper of the EU and the UK Relationship #ier the

Brexit

The free movement of people can stay unchangeduaatfected if the UK does as
Norway did; being not a member of the EU but hazss to the EU single market as apart of
the European Economic Area (EEA) (Vargas-Silva.)2%owever, the post-referendum
discussion has made a clear point that the EUeaisizzurrently living in the UK and UK
citizens living in other EU countries will no longbave an automatic right to permanent
settlement and that their final legal status wi#l based on the outcome of negotiations
between the United Kingdom and the rest of the Bldrdas-Silva. 255).The British
government under the Prime Minister Theresa May praposed a document (the White

Paper). After its announcement Mrs. May states:

So right now, you do not have to do anything afallf You can look forward,
safe in the knowledge that there is now a detag@ement on the table in which
the UK and the EU have set out how we intend tegares your rights, as well as,
the rights of UK nationals living in EU countriéBBC.2018)

The White Paper sets out new laws about various/poets concerning the future
relationship with the EU (BBC. 2018). Immigratiogsue is no exception, mainly about
controlling migration, protecting rights for EU izéns in the UK and UK citizens in the EU

as well as defending and protecting worker’s rights
4.1. Controlling Immigration

In the ‘white paper’ agreement, the Prime Minidtas promised to remain an open and
tolerant country, and to perceive the importantticbation immigration makes to its society
as well as to accept those high-skilled immigrantso seek to make the nation better.
However, Mrs. May has promised also to control kaenber of people coming to the UK
from EU. In addition, May has ensured that she widn an immigration framework to
control the number of people who come to the Uknfrihe EU in the future (BBC. 2018).
Therefore, the free movement of people will neverapplied again and the migration of EU

nationals will be subject to the UK low.

The following figure shows net migration to UK smits entry to the EU till 2015, and
the number of net migration increase in the lasade, especially after 2004 accession.
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Figure 05: Net Immigration to the UK (1975-2015)
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Prime Minister, Theresa May, has also tried to adoptrategy to control immigration.
She has affirmed that migration brings benefitth® UK, yet this does not mean it must not
be controlled. Thus, Mrs. May has on one hand, naagemigration framework that would
allow her to control migration and to encourage lnightest and the best to come to the
country, on the other hand. Yet, genuine studemtistose with skills and expertise will be
always welcomed recognizing their important conitilbn to the UK’'s world class
universities, while low-skilled students will bebgect to control (BBC. 2018). The Prime

Minister has also outlined the rules to secureitjies of both the UK and EU Nationals.

4.2. Securing Rights for EU Nationals in the UK, and UKNationals in
the EU
Theresa May, the former Prime Minister, had memitbthat moving forward the rights
and status of EU nationals in the UK would rely mpbe rights and status of UK nationals
living in other EU countries; there will be a typlarrangement of rules applied to all EU/UK
nationals (Vargas-Silva.251-255).
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Around 3.6 million EU nationals currently live ihg UK, including around 600,000 are
children (BBC. 2018). They can applied for ‘settidtus’, if they have already lived in the
UK for five years. Therefore, they can stay in the indefinitely. The former Prime Minister,
Theresa May appreciated their existence and caniwib saying: “I greatly value the depth of
the contributions you make ; enriching every paduw economy, our society, our culture and
our national life {...} | know our country would beoprer if you left and | want you to stay”
(The Sun.2018).

However, Theresa May had argued that any EU csizemo come in the period between
March 2019 and 2021 would be able to reside andgbtheir family. They will have
‘temporary status’ which will permit them to staftea the end of transition in December
2020. Moreover, whenever they complete their figarg residency, they will be able to apply
for the ‘settled status’ as the Government saidlis means that they will be able to remain
lawfully in the UK working, studying or being sdfifficient for the five years needed to
obtain settlement.(BBC.2018).The process to apply for ‘settled status’ willttes more than
a passport, which is £72.50 for a standard adutime, as the former Prime Minister, Theresa
May had confirmed (The Sun.2018). This entails thase given "settled status” will have the
same rights as British citizens, and children harthe United Kingdom from parents from
the EU will automatically become British citizenget, the Irish citizens will not be affected

by Brexit and will enjoy their rights and always dlgle to live and work freely in Britain.

The following figure shows that close to 64% of HEdtionals can apply for British
nationality after holding the permanent residerael ¢dor one year, and as they already lived

in the UK for five years and more.
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Figure 06: EU nationalshaving spent five years or more inlke
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In addition, businesses and communities of EU nat® have a significant role in
building the UK’s economy. Therefore, Theresa Mag broposed to build a comprehensive
image of the needs and desires of all parts oUtkend trying to create a system that works
for all by providing ‘protecting workers’ rightsestion in her ‘white paper’ agreement.

4.3. Protecting Workers Rights

In spite of the fact that, in 2017 the UK took vemarly 15,000 exiles, 40 percent of them
kids, through resettlement services and grantinguas or different types of security,
Caroline Nokes, the immigration Minister, statectththe Government was committed to
bring down EU net migration to the tens of thousarah immigration system that could be
attractive to people who come to work and beingebieral to the UK but does not offer an
open door to those who are not thus beneficial.’M¥aroline added that she was trying to
lower the EU's net migration and put in place amigration policy that works for the whole
of the UK once it leaves the EU, as well as prongigo clarify the future of EU citizens who
already live in the UK (the Independent.2018).

Concerning workers who just worked in the UK, tl#d& Great Repeal Bill attempted to
preserve the standards that benefits workers. @weepast few years, the government saw a

number of independent measures to protect the Ukkeve and ensured that they were
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treated fairly, and in many cases the UK governniexgt expended the rights of workers
behind those set out the EU law. For example, Ukhekiic regulation already affords for
five (5) to six (6) weeks of statutory annual legi#M Government.2016), compared to the
four (4) weeks set out in EU lavEropean Commission.2003n the UK, women who had a
child could enjoy fifty two (52) weeks of statutomyaternity leave and thirty nine (39) weeks
of pay @M Government017) not just the fourteen (14) weeks under EU law (jpaem
Commission. 2016).The government also tried to ipleovlexibility around shared parental
leave, where subject to certain conditions, patdatave could be shared by the father of a
child, giving families the choice as to balanceirtii®dmestic and work responsibilities. In
addition, the UK gave eighteen (18) weeks’ parele@ale, and that provision goes beyond the
EU directive due to the fact it is available unkie child’s 18th birthday (HM Government,
October 2016).

In March 2019, British parliament voted for Mayask the EU to delay Brexit until April,
and then later October having failed to get heeagrent approved. Theresa May resigned as
prime minister in July, and was replaced by Booisnkon.

Conclusion

Free movement of workers was one of the Bggmt focuses of the European Union.
Nonetheless, the United Kingdom no longer gave swdp towards that development; the
UK became no more powerful to put a limit on imnaigpn from Easter Europe. Racism and
xenophobia rose among British’s people that crdditgth inspiring Brexit. Both David
Cameron and Theresa May as Prime Minister of Britais held the issue of Brexit and began
to negotiate on how immigration would be after &irntleaves the European Union. The next
chapter will shed light on the next Prime Ministdro named Johnson Boris and his attempts
to make the Brexit day alive.
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Introduction

The third chapter deals with the Prime Mimid¥Ir. Johnson’s Brexit deal after being
elected in the 2019 Britain general elections. Thiapter tackles first dominated slogan “Get
Brexit Done” of the conservative party. It then lgsas Mr. Boris Johnson revised deal that
helps both sides the EU and the UK to be officialyarated in the beginning of 2020. This
latter move the two sides to try to negotiate matveut their future relationship in the called

transition period that end on 30 December 2020.

1. Johnson Boris Get Brexit Done

Get Brexit Done was a political slogan freglye used by the British Conservative
Party in the run up to the 2019 general electioffier aTheresa May resignation
(BBCNews.2019).

After the 2016 EU membership referendum eebat vote in favor of leaving the
European Union, a period of debate within the UK aegotiations with the EU about the
future began (Institute for Government.2020). INL20the UK fell into more political
uncertainty and instability when both Theresa Mag her successor Boris Johnson struggled
to find a consensus in the House of Commons foitladvawal agreement on their terms or a
withdrawal with no agreement at all (BBCNews.2019).

By the time of the election campaign in 1&@19, this implies that Brexit had
dominated British politics for more three yearsnagning a divisive issue and causing a great
deal of anger among the general public (The Coatiers2019). Moreover, the inspiration
for slogan came from a focus group organized byGbaservatives in a hotel in Northern
England shortly before the election was called rdyrdebates about the Brexit process

members, who talked of wishing to “get it done”ieNational.2019).

The slogan was generally used on the Coneev@arty’'s campaigning material and
by its canvassers (Time.2019). It was also widedgduby senior Conservative politicians.
Additionally, the Conservatives lunched their masib in November 2019 under the slogan
“Get Brexit Done, Unleash Britain’s Potential” (TR®nversation.2019).

29



3

Chapter Three: Brexit Day With Johnson Boris

2. Johnson Boris Plan

Firstly, the European Union’s (EU) demand thare should be no border checks and
controls of any sort on the Island of England fastoms or regulations. This ensures there
will- under this plan- be checks within the Unit&ihgdom between Great Britain and

Northern Ireland (Business Insider.2019).

In other words, it is something the Democrdtinionist Party (DUP) keeps on
contradicting and opposing, and something Mr. Johrtemself had said already would be
unsatisfactory and unacceptable (BBCNews.2019)th&h partly because he needed to get
this deal over the line with a dramatic gestureer€fore, a revised version of the agreement
was formed, arranged and organized. Yet, the Brpirime minister on Wednesday proposed
creating two new borders around Northern Ireland Inid to break the Brexit deadlock with

Brussels (The Consevsation.2019).

Mr. Johnson wrote to European Commission Presidiean-Claude Juncker, insisting the
entire U.K. should leave the EU customs union @ndiwrrent Brexit deadline of October 31.
That would mean a customs border between Nortlelanid and Ireland, which Johnson said
could be managed through electronic checks awawy the border and physical checks at the
premises of traders, as well as at other sites ¢bald be located anywhere in Northern

Ireland or Ireland (Business Insider.2019).

However, he said Northern Ireland should remaign&d to EU single market rules on
agricultural products, as well as all other gootdibat would mean a regulatory border
between Northern Ireland and the rest of the Uri{l éghecks for goods crossing the Irish Sea
(The Washington Post.2019).

Moreover, the plan would be underpinned by the apgdrof the Northern Irish Assembly,
which would get to vote on whether to keep the bmoder arrangement or align more closely
with U.K. rules — hardening the border with Irelard every four years. The Stormont
Assembly has been suspended for roughly two yearsever, due to a political impasse in
forming a government (Politico.2019).

Johnson’s proposals mark the culmination of weékalks with the EU, during which the

U.K. has deliberately kept its position on the lsok alternative under wraps. Time is
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running out to strike a deal by the European Cdusgmmit on October 17 and 18
(Vox.2019).

Following the publication of the plan, Johnson sptk Juncker by phone. In a statement,
the Commission president acknowledged “positiveaades,” notably regarding the plan for
Northern Ireland to abide by EU regulations. Butrnoéed “some problematic points” and
“concern” over the customs plan, and stressedattyasolution must meet the EU’s objectives
of preventing a hard border in Ireland, presendngperation between Northern Ireland and
the Republic, and protecting the EU’s single mariBssides that, more points were also
revised in that plan (BBCNews.2020).

2.1. The revised Brexit deal agreed by the UK and EU

Many of the changes- to Theresa May’s agreemett tvé EU in November 2018- refer
to the future of the post- Brexit Irish border. $hssue has dominated talks for months.
Moreover, all sides want to avoid the return ohart border” between Northern Ireland and
the Republic of Ireland after Brexit with checksdafacilities that could be focused by
paramilitary groups (BBCNews.2019).

In addition, there will be no hard border i island of Ireland, as Northern Ireland
would stay adjusted to EU single market controlsgood and would operate a dual tariff
system, applying the EU’s common external tariffamy goods entering Northern Ireland but
destined for EU. This entails additional border aiseand trade barriers between Great
Britain and Northern Ireland, which is why the Deradic Unionist Party opposes the deal
(Vox.2019).

Further, it has been very challenging to campewith solutions to this -acceptable to all
sides. The latest protocol replaces the controalerssh backstop plan in Theresa May’s deal.
Much of the remainder of that deal will remain ({Rob.2019).

2.2 Key Parts of the Revised Deal

Customsare major point revised in the deal. Thelevbbthe UK will leave the EU customs
union. The customs union is an agreement betweercdtidtries not to impose taxes called
tariffs on things coming from other EU countriesdao apply the same tariffs on things
coming from outside the EU (BBCNews.2020).
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Moreover, leaving the customs union meandUKewill be able to conclude trade deals
with other countries in the future.

Furthermore, legally there will be a custobmder between Northern Ireland (which
remain in the United Kingdom) and the Republic r@idnd (which stays in the EU), but in
practice items will not be checked on that bor@B8CNews.2020).

One more important point that is revised in thel dedhe regulations on goods. When it
comes to goods regulation (that is the rules theyelhto follow on things like labeling and
manufacturing process), Northern Ireland would kieepgU rules rather than UK rules. That
removes the need for checks on goods at the bbetereen Ireland and Northern Ireland,
including food and agriculture products, becaudé all form part of “all —Island regulatory

zone”(BBCNews.2020).

Moreover, enforcing the rules is also another exVigoint which will be done by UK officials

at "points of entry” into Northern Ireland, but tk®) will have the right to have its own
officials present. Additionally, it seems those Bfficials may be able to overrule UK

officials. The agreement states that EU represgetawill be able to ask the UK authorities
to take certain steps in individual cases and ti#yhave to do so (BBCNews.2020).

Moreover, since Northern Ireland will be sepead from the rest of the UK with regards to
customs and the other EU rules, the deal givesAgsembly a vote on these new
arrangements. However, this vote would not occuil dour years after the end of the
transition period (the time after the Brexit wheseiything remains the same so that everyone
can prepare for the changes while the UK’s futedationship with the EU). The transition
period is due to run until at least the end of 208, the four-year period would run until the
end of 2024 (BBCNews.2020).

Yet, vat is not neglected to be revised in the .d8althat, the new agreement states that EU
law on value added tax (VAT a tax added when yokemarchases) will apply in Northern
Ireland, but only on goods, not services. Howeitaadditionally allows Northern Ireland to
have different VAT rates to the rest of the UK, aethwould normally not be permitted under
EU legislation (BBCNews.2020).

3. Brexit Day
Under the terms of its withdrawal agreement wité lthoc, Britain legally left the European
Union on January.31, but it is now in transitiomipe that retain most of the old relationship,

and has to negotiate a new deal by December.31\Wdsihington Post.2020).
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Additionally, despite the focus on JanuatytBe date is a staging and an organizing post
making progress toward a full Brexit. Moreover, thK and EU will continue and proceed
with their current trading arrangement until Decem®l, 2020, while they attempt to arrange
and negotiate a future deal to put in its place. Mhnson on Friday spoke of “redoubling our
trading relationship” (Nytimes.2020).

Conclusion

The United Kingdom left the European UnionJamuary 31th, 2020. The UK and the EU
are now in so-called transition phase, long-temationship negotiations between the two is
pending. However, only few months later, Coronaivi(the Covid-19) pandemic made an
impact on the UK and the EU future relationship ategion that obliged them to take an

outbreak.
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General conclusion

The United Kingdom left the European Union January 31, 2020,bringing to an
end of 47 years of British membership of the EU dne institutions that preceded it.
Attention has since turned to negotiating the fiteeU-UK relationship beyond a steady
transition period that ends @ecember 31, 2020announcing unaccepted and major changes

unless the agreement is reachiedrbnews.2020).

Yet, meeting this tight deadline was a challendie outbreak of the coronavirus
pandemic and the lockdown which have impacted bsittes. However, the British
government has rejected calls to extend the tiansitand the EU has accepted this

positionEuronews.2020).

As a result, in the months since, progress has akeost non-existent; no sooner had
talks begun than the coronavirus pandemic effelgtispped the process. Nevertheless, in
recent months, energies on both sides have segactisl by the pandemic, but the time is
quickly approaching for decisions to be taken ostygrexit ties. Thus, the negotiations cover
a new trade deal and the terms of the future oglakiip; they cover a wide range of areas
including good and services, fishing and farmiregusity cooperation, data policy, education
and sciencg&uronews.2020).

Despite the fact that some voices had called onUtketo seek an extension : they
include the head of the International Monetary FUidF) Kristalina Georgieva, the
European Parliament's largest group the Europeawpl®g Party, and the anti-Brexit
campaign group Best for Britain on one hand. Andtenother hand, while the coronavirus
pandemic and the divorce deal allows for a two-ywedension of the transition period to give
more time for negotiation, Britain however consiie ruled out any extension that had been
legislated to that effect, and both sides have eaftbat there will be no continuance and
prolongation, although the full effect of the glblb@alth and economic crisis in the coming

months is not cle@uronews.2020).

Finally, the no prolongation decision taken by buth sides means on the other side
that the European Union and the UK will have tokstra deal in just six months to avoid
Britain crashing out of the EU without one. Thigtéa does not refer to the fear, from both

sides, that the UK could "crash out" of the EU with an agreement about either the
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conditions of the divorce or the future relatiomshf this had happened, legal agreements
covering many aspects of everyday life may havelenly ceased to apply.However, the new
"no deal" is being talked about refers to a po&rfilure to reach agreement on future

relations by the end of the 6-month transition @aEuronews.2020).

To conclude, the existing rules agreed by bothssatdl in effect during this period,
cover matters includinfreedom of movement(the right of EU citizens to move to other EU
countries to live and work), cross-border travet grersonal rights.The UK intends to
introduce a nevwmmigration policy taking effect in January 2021. EU nationals wid n

longer have preferential treatment, under governnp@nswhich include a points-based

system to attract skilled workéEsironews.2020).

36



Bibliography



Bibliography

Bibliography

Primary Resources

Benbenek, JuliaBrexit: Positives and Negaives for Polamblich American Congress 1944,

2016www.pec1944.org

Carreras, Oriol and Dr. Monique Eb&le Long and the Short of it: What price UK Exatrfr
the EU?National Institute of Economic and Social ReseatéhMay 2016.

David Cameron’'s speech on the EU Referendum: fakt. t Conservativehome,

2016www.conservativehome.com

EU Working Time Directiv&European Commission, 2003.

Fiddick , Janelmmigration and Asylurilouse of Commons Library, 1999.

Gower, Melanie. Immigration and asylum :changes made by the Coaliti
Government2010-2015lome Affairs Section, 2015.

Immigration from EU8 countrieSentral Statistics Office, 2009.

Pregnant workers, European Commissibilovember 2016.

Statutory Maternity Pay and LegvéiM Government, January 2017.

The European Uniobirectorate for European Affairs DEA, 2018
UK Holiday EntitlementHM Government, October 2016.

UK net migrationONS, 2014.

Unpaid parental leaveHM Government, October 2016.

www.vuelio.com/brexit-whitepaper-summary/UK

38



Bibliography

Secondary Resources

Bale, TimWho leads and who follows? The symbiotic relatignbketween UKIP and the
Conservatives- and populism and Euroscepti@RGE journals. 5 February 2018.

Benke, Erika. The Poles Looking to leave the UK AfterBrex@8 October 2016.

www.bbchews.com

Booth, William et al. Brexit Day : After 1317 Days and Three Prime Mieist the UK Has
Left the EU.The washington Post, 31 January 2020vw.thewahingtonpost.com

Burrell, Kathy. Polish Migration to the UK in the “new European Wni' after
2004Ashgate, 2009.

BRITAIN IS TARGET OF KENYAN ASIAME TIMES, 11 April 1971 www.nytimes.com

Casalicchio, Emilio et alBoris Johnson Publishes New Brexit RPlaolitico, 10 February

2019.www.politico.eu

Colson, ThomasHow Boris Johnson Plans to Deliver Brexit in JustWieeks Busines

Insider, 18 December 201®ww.businesinsider.com

Crafts, NicolasBritish Relative Economic Decline Revisited: thdeRaf Competitioh

Explorations in Economic History, 2002.

Crafts, NicolasThe Growth Effects of EU Membership for the UK: a Review ha# t
EvidenceJUniversity of Warwick CAGE , 2016.

Davies, ChristiariEverything changed in 2016’: Poles in UK struggleh Brexit. The
Guardian, 27 January 20Mww.theguardian.com

Dearden, Lizzie UK immigration latest: EU net migration falls ovgast year as Brexit

uncertainty continueslhe Independent, 22 February 2048:w.theindependent.com

Duvell, Frank. llligal Immigration in Europe : Beyond Control ?aRjrave Macmillan, 2006.

Edgington, TomWhat Trade Deals Has the UK Done So FEBBCNews, 02 March 2020.

www.bbchews.com

EU Referendum ResufYTIMES, 2016www.nytimes.com

39



Bibliography

Gabbatiss, JostBrexit strongly linked to xenophobia, scientisthicdade. Thelndependent,

27 November 2017vww.theindependent.co.uk

Galindo, GabrielUN: Migrants face ‘hostile environment’ in post-RieBritain. Politico,

05 November 2018www.politico.eu

Gayle, DamienUK has seen ‘Brexit-related’ growth in racism, saysl representative.
The Gaurdian, 11 May 2018vww.theguardian.com

Geddes, Andrewhe European Union and British Politi€algrave Macmillan2004

Girvan, AlyssaThe history of British immigration policy (1905-&)Refugee History,
2018.

Glencross, AndrewWhy the UK Voted for Brexit: David Cameron Greatsdilation.

Palgrave Macmillan, 2016.

Hakwins, Oliver, and Anna Mosé&®lish population of the United Kingdoriouse of
Commons Library, 2016.

Hampshire, JamesCitizenship and Belonging: Immigration and the Bcd of

Demographic Governance in Postwar Britain. Palgréacmillan, 2005

Immigration policy 'hasn’t worked so far’, sajpavid CameronBBC NEWS. 06 October

2015www.bbcnews.com

Kenan, Malik.The Meaning of Race: Race, History and Cultiragrave Macmillan, 1996
Kirby, Jen.Boris Johnson is Making Good o His Brexit PlaN®x, 17 December 2019.

WwWw.voX.com

Layton, HenryThe politics of immigration: race and race relat®om post-war Britain.
Oxford Blackwell, 1992.

Longhy ,Simonita, and Magdalena Rokicleuropean Immigration in UK before and after

2004 enlargement: Is there a change in immigrattssection”Norface, 2012.
May. Alex. Britain and Europe since 1945.LongmdR892

Mayblin, Lucy. Complexity reduction and policy consensus : Asyl@ekers, the right to
work. SAGE, 2016.

40



Bibliography

McDowell, Linda. Working lives:Gender, Migration and Employment
in Britain, 1945-2007 Wiley-Blackwell, 2013.

McElroy, Damien.Boris Johnson Faces Turmoil Warnings Over His Naldrexit Plans.
The National, 22 July 201%ww.thenational.com

McGowan, LeePEPARING FOR BREXIT : Actors, Negotiations and @gnsnces.

Palgrave Macmillan, 2018.

McTague, TomDavid Cameron ResignROLITICO, 24 Juin 2018ww.politico.eu

Morris, ChrisGeneral Election 2019 :What Does Get Brexit Doneaivie BBCNews, 06

November 2019aww.bbcnews.com

Mullin, Gemma, Sam Webb and Paul HarpelE countdown to the UK’s historic EU
breakaway has begun with negotiations well undery.wbhe Sun, 7th March 2018.

www.thesun.co.uk/news

Owen, Joe et alGetting Brexit Done.Institute For Government, 10 January 2020.

www.instituteforgovernment.org.uk

Paul, KathleenA case of mistaken identity in post-war Britainteimational labor and
working classSpring, 1996.

Perrigo, Billy.‘Get Brexit Done’ : the 3 Words That Helped Borghdson Win Britain’s
2019 ElectionTime, 13 December 201@ww.time.com

Potal, Oliver.Boris Johnson’s Brexit Policy Explainefihe Conversation, 11 December

2019.www.theconversation.com

Reeves, Ritchard \Brexit :British identity politics, immigration anBavid Cameron’s
undoing.BROOKINGS, 24 June 2016ww.brookings.edu

Robinson, Nicklmmigration: Who should we let in after BrexiPanorama7 March
2018.

Ronek, GrzegorzBRITAIN'S MEMBERSHIP IN THE EUROPEAN COMMUNITIESDAN
THE EUROPEAN UNIONPOLISH Political Science, 2013

Sandford, Alasdair et Al. Brexit: UK and EU agree not to extend transition period

beyond December 2020. Euronews, 15 Juin 2020. www.euronews.com

41



Bibliography

Stanford, Alasdair et Al. Post-Brexit Guide: where are we now _ and how did we get

there? Euronews, 24 Juin 2020. www.€uronews.com

Schain, Martin ATHE POLITICS OF IMMIGRATION IN FRANCE, BRITAIN ANBIE
UNITED STATES: A Comparative StuBalgrave Macmillan, 2008.

Shpman, TImALL OUT WAR: The Full Story of how Brexit Sank &@nts Political Class.
William Collins, 2016.

Somerville, Wil.When the Dust Settles: Migration Policy after Btekdigration Policy
Institute Commentary, June 2016.

Staab, Andreag.he EUROPEAN UNION EXPLAINEDdiana University Press. 2011.

Taylor, Adam.Boris Johnson’s New Plans for Ireland and the Hde Washington Post, 22

October 2019www.thewashingtonpost.com

Testa, AndrewPortraits of Brexit Day : UK Celebrates and Mourheaving EU The
New York Times, 31 January 202@ww.nytimes.com

Theresa May’s Brexit Deal Is Rejectgd.bK. ParliamentThe New York Times, 29
March 2019.

Stone, TobiasThe Truth AboutBrexit and Xenophobiche Medium, 4 December 2018.

www.medium.com

UK Politics. All You Need to Know About the UK Leaving the BBCNews, 17 February
2020.www.bbcnews.com

UK Politics. Genaral Election 2019 : Boris Johnson’s Brexit Rléajor Challenge
BBBCNews, 09 December 201ww.bbbcnews.com

UK PoliticsImmigration : White Paper sets out post-Brexit seufer migrantsBBC News, 19
December 2018vww.bbc.co.uk

Vargas-Silva, CarlosEU Migration to and from the UK AfterBrexiEForum, Volume 51,
September/October 2016, Number 5 -

Wintour, Patrick.David Cameron tries to dig Tory party out of Ukipaped holeThe
Guardian, November28, 2014ww.thegardian.com

42



Bibliography

Worall, Patrick. FactCheck Q&A: the final word on immigration targe€hannel4, 26
February 2015www.channel4.com

43



