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On the 23rd June 2016, the United Kingdom voted to leave the European Union in its 

political body. The defining question of British politics since then has been the 

direction to take in the economic sense: Options - remain a member of the EU’s 

single market (note: Norway) and accept a subjection to EU laws, bureaucracies and 

regulations, whilst enjoying the benefits of the largest trading bloc in the world in 

terms of trade. The second option, which this essay will argue in favour of, is to leave 

the European Union in what has been termed a “hard Brexit,” and trade with the 

EU’s member states under World Trade Organisation (WTO) rules whilst regaining 

This piece is focussed on the idea of a hard-Brexit, followed by the creation of 

a Commonwealth trading bloc, whilst maintaining trading relations with EU 

states under WTO trading regulations. This would revitalise the British 

economy, help African states “trade themselves out of poverty” and improve 

British security and international standing. Due to the increasing share of GDP 

of Commonwealth states (in comparison to the devaluing of EU nations,) as 

well as the shared histories and traditions of many states, this policy provides 

the free market solution that the UK needs, whilst maintaining sovereignty and 

immigration controls that voters called for in the EU referendum. 
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sovereignty over our own regulatory procedures and economic discourses. Further, 

this essay will poise a further direction, establishing a plan, which the government 

has been heavily criticized for failing to do: the prospect of a free-trade union with the 

Commonwealth states. 

Relations with EU states 

A point which is essential to establish early on is that “single market access” and 

“single market membership” are two very different concepts, oft forgotten. On leaving 

the single market, the UK would still have access to trade with the EU’s member 

states – the only difference being tariffs would be under WTO rules rather than EU 

ones. In practice, this should not be a detriment to the UK economically, given that 

the WTO operates on a non-discriminatory stance; the EU cannot apply tariffs to the 

UK intended to punish us for Brexit, as WTO regulations require that tariffs placed on 

the “most-favoured nation” globally be applied to all states wishing to trade. A further 

point that must be established early on is this; whilst the European Union is indeed 

the largest trade bloc in the world, it is also the world’s only declining trade bloc. The 

International Monetary Fund has predicted that by 2019, the EU’s share of global 

GDP will be 15.3% - in comparison to the 17.7% forecasted between the 53 

Commonwealth member states. Further, in 2014 the Office for National Statistics 

(ONS) released data which showed that British exports to the EU are plummeting, 

whilst those to the Commonwealth are growing (only an 11% disparity at the time of 

release two years ago.) Indeed, the government must consider the growing 

economic strength of Commonwealth states: in perspective, counting the UK as a 

member of the Commonwealth, there are as many of the top ten global economies 

(by GDP per capita) in the Commonwealth than there is in the European Union – 

Britain, India, Canada and Australia. Taking predominantly the case of India, there is 

dramatic evidence of the need for Britain to withdraw from excessive EU 

bureaucracy for her own economic wellbeing. At the time of writing, India is one of 

the world’s fastest growing major economies: recording a 7.5% growth in real GDP 

during the 2015 economic year. Due to the confines of EU red-tape regulation, an 

EU-India free trade deal has been stalled for the last seven years, slowing economic 

profitability for all parties: further, membership of the EU has stopped Britain from 

signing a beneficial deal with India privately. Nigeria, the world’s fastest growing 

economy throughout 2014 and 2015 (CNN Money) is also a member of the 
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Commonwealth. At the time of writing, Canada, one of the globe’s most affluent 

liberal democracies, has had an EU trade deal (CETA) stalled due to the EU’s 

requirement for unanimous consent from member states for all new legislation. Italy’s 

banking system too, is on the brink: the IMF has recently reported $525 billion of bad 

loans on their banking sheets – should the system break, it will drag the Euro down 

with it and lead to an irrepressible tide of anti-establishment feeling on the continent 

– it is arguable that soon enough, there will be no single market for Britain to 

deliberate over. Ultimately, the economic case is clear: retreat from the declining 

single market, followed by the establishment of a Commonwealth trading bloc (and 

removed from the ideals of “ever closer union” which scuppered the UK’s 

involvement in the European project) would lead to genuine financial gain for Britain 

and for its international partners. In this regard, it is imperative that the UK 

government is bold in its actions towards the EU and does not fall victim to threats 

from mainland Europe.  

Effect on freedom of movement 

This essay will not seek to argue either for or against free movement of people in to 

the UK, as post-referendum the discussion is almost irrelevant; a democratic vote 

has called for tightening of immigration laws, and if following a hard-Brexit path, the 

UK would not need to accept free movement of people regardless. Instead, the 

question posed is how to ensure a fair system for all – now that an Australian, points-

based system has been ruled out. From a humanitarian point of view, more pressure 

should be placed on the United Nations doctrine of ‘responsibility to protect’ outlined 

in the 2001 ICISS report – in that nations in the international community have a duty 

to protect international citizens should their home state manifestly fail. The premise 

of this humanitarian doctrine would, in this case, mean that Britain admits a greater 

number of refugees – possible as leaving the EU means the government has greater 

control of numbers of migrants entering the country. In this way, the UK completes 

its humanitarian responsibilities on a global scale, and from a realist perspective 

maintains its status amongst UN states. Regarding economic migrants, it is 

important to respect the mandate of the referendum and tighten controls; stricter 

border checks, necessity of a secure job once in the country, plus the removal of 

incentives for migrants to stay (eg: access to free healthcare only after a certain 

time, access to benefits only after a certain time etc) are tough policies which must 
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be followed through on. Further, it is essential, and once again possible post-Brexit, 

that visas be issued to a number of non-EU immigrants equal, or roughly equal in 

number to EU migrants granted citizen status. Currently, the number of non-EU 

migrants allowed in to the UK to work is falling, whilst the number of EU citizens 

granted access is rising quickly. Indeed, the vast majority of non-Europeans entering 

the UK do so to study, with no definite job at the end. Ultimately, only by leaving the 

European single market and establishing Commonwealth free trade links, can the 

UK achieve full jurisdiction over levels of immigration – which, I believe, should meet 

the economic needs of the UK and the humanitarian requirements of the 

international community. If, as is widely regarded as the best option, the UK does not 

leave the single market, there is no chance of receiving absolute authority over our 

own borders, and indeed of establishing a fairer immigration system which prevents 

the influx of EU citizens and the unfair decline of non-EU citizens.  

Security and aid to African and Asian states 

Many believe that the UK owes its former colonies a degree of compensation for 

centuries of social harm and selfish economic profitability. Whilst I am not of that 

number, establishing the Commonwealth as a free trade bloc does, to a certain level, 

meet the humanitarian needs of African states by encouraging them to “trade out of 

poverty” in a way that the European Union restricts. The EU’s Common Agricultural 

Policy (CAP,) whilst beneficial to EU member states, is hugely detrimental to the 

African nations in dire need of trade. Indeed, for many on the left, a vote against the 

EU was a vote against CAP and its effect on African standards of living. Common 

Agricultural Policy works by dumping excess produce on African markets – which 

helps keep export prices high for EU states, but is damaging to potential profitability 

of African governments. With the creation of a Commonwealth bloc, Britain provides 

an outlet for African exports at a reasonable level with low-tariffs. As the forefathers 

of free trade, it’s arguable that the UK has a duty to open up African markets to the 

rest of the world – though, truly, the only thing stopping Britain from doing so thus far 

has been the EU’s single market regulations. Indeed, in much the same way that the 

EU has presided over the longest period of peace in European history, the 

interdependence that free trade would create between African states could arguably 

be a huge driver of peace between historically conflicted states that even United 

Nations humanitarian missions cannot hope to achieve. It is the concept of the 
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United Nations, as not just an institution, but a symbol, that means the withdrawal 

from the single market need not be the turn to isolationism that many fear; 

particularly if Commonwealth links are embraced. The United Kingdom will not be 

ousted from the “big five” of the UN Security Council, and as such, we will still be in 

consistent contact, and indeed at the table with, the largest economies in the world. 

A British vote and, further, a British veto, hold global sway in international law and 

therefore in international legitimacy. Summarily, the concept of a Commonwealth 

trading bloc can be a benefit to both economics and peace in Africa. For those who 

believe that Britain should pay for the crimes of imperialism – who, typically, will also 

be those who fight tooth and nail against a hard Brexit – there is clearly a genuine 

case for progressing capitalism in the international sphere.  

The bottom-third of British citizens 

In the same way that a Commonwealth trading bloc would be beneficial to the 

bottom-third of global states, the bottom-third of the British population which this 

essay seeks to aid would also be immediate beneficiaries. By increasing Britain’s 

share of global GDP, Theresa May could greater focus on her target group of “just-

about-managing’s.” Greater economic strength provides Britain the opportunity to be 

a world-leader in policies which are inevitable in the not-so-far future; basic universal 

income, for example, whilst many are ideologically opposed to the idea, is set to be 

forced upon even the staunchest free-marketeers with the dawn of the Fourth 

Industrial Revolution – as more and more jobs become automated and the 

employment market shrinks. However, a Commonwealth bloc would provide a brake 

on this transition to a dangerously socialist set of policies, by providing opportunities 

for jobs in the new markets. This particularly aids those in the bottom-third as Britain 

would be trading with states in development – causing industry to boom and small-

businesses to expand. Finally, in a trickle down effect, a clean break from the EU 

and the formation of soft alliances with Commonwealth states would be most 

effective in helping the bottom-third; as a Conservative government would be 

desperate to negotiate treaties distinctly different from those with EU states – with 

fewer regulations that benefit corporations over small businesses, a slimming-down 

on export tariffs which discourage smaller businesses from exporting overseas, and 

greater brakes on freedom of movement which allow employers to employ foreign 

nationals over British nationals on the premise of lower wage demands.  
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There is an overwhelming case for withdrawal from the single market and the 

movement towards the Commonwealth – most notably that we can have Europe 

alongside the Commonwealth, but not the Commonwealth alongside Europe. The 

European project was initially one of free trade in which we could, and should be 

proud: for all the great things Europe has achieved, leaving the single market is the 

only genuine way to advance the liberal fundamentals of the free market to the rest 

of the international community. In this case, Britain must be bold. 


