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Introduction, by André Ventura*1

The theme could not be more appealing and current: the international 

political turbulence created by two major events that certainly will shape 

the beginning of the 21st century. Obviously, we’re talking about Brexit 

and the victory of millionaire Donald Trump in the American presidential 

elections of November 8, 2016.

The more appealing factor about this book brought to us by Jorge Cas-

tela isn’t, however, the framework behind these two fundamental topics of 

the new world order, or even the obvious connections between them. It’s 

the extraordinary creativity and critical spirit imprinted in each step of the 

way, without bowing down to political correctness or to what is considered 

academically advisable. It’s a disturbance in the dominant way of thinking, 

at a time in which several emergent populist movements make the world 

we live in truly tremble.

Furthermore: this isn’t a controversial book just for the sake of being 

controversial. Controversy comes naturally, from the words and thoughts 

of the author, always extraordinarily well reasoned, and never afraid to 

bring to the table the connections and implications required, no matter 

* André Claro Amaral Ventura has a degree in Law from the Faculty of Law of the New Uni-
versity of Lisbon, and a PhD in Public Law from the National University of Ireland, Cork, with 
the thesis “Towards a New Model of Criminal Justice System in the Era of Globalised Criminality”. 
Deputy-Director at the Public Law Institute and of the “Magazine of Portuguese Language 
Law”, Executive Secretary at the Institute for Law and Security, Auxiliary Professor at the Au-
tonomous University of Lisbon, Guest Professor at the Faculty of Law of the New University 
of Lisbon and at the Faculty of Law of the Agostinho Neto University, Angola, Visiting Pro-
fessor at the Superior Institute for Military Studies (ISEM, in portuguese). Juridical consul-
tant and Associated Investigator at the Centre for Criminal Justice and Human Rights (CCJHR), 
University of Cork. Currently, he also writes for the newspaper “Correio da Manhã” and he’s 
a resident commentator at CMTV. Author of, among other works, “Justiça, corrupção e jorna-
lismo: os desa�os do nosso tempo” (co-authored with Miguel Fernandes), published by Vida 
Económica, in 2015.
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how di�cult they are to his train of thought. Castela isn’t afraid to take a 

few steps back in his reasoning and, in fact, that happens occasionally in 

this book. This is the trademark of a reliable, coherent and independent 

investigator.

“The Trump E�ect and Brexit” will not go unnoticed in the Portuguese 

panorama of political and social thinking. For two fundamental reasons:

- On the one hand, because it discusses pressing themes for Europe in our 

time, from fundamentalist terrorism to the future of NATO. Moreover, 

this book discusses these themes in detail, analyses them thoroughly. 

I’m sure, it will represent a huge contribution to our way of thinking the 

future of this Continent;

- On the other hand, by making such a critical analysis - and by demon-

strating a notorious interest in the truth - of the rise and victory of Don-

ald Trump, Castela points out a number of subjects that the Europeans 

will have to deal with in the near future: populist movements, political 

extremisms, growing isolationism, etc.

There’s something particularly fascinating in this book and in the way 

the author presents it to the public, always providing numbers and facts 

that show the scienti�c and inescapable nature of many of the controver-

sial positions expressed by the author. I’m referring, in particular, to the 

problem of migrants, both in United States and Europe.

In the world that is increasingly a�ected by a phenomenon of mass ter-

rorism - increasingly more violent and widespread - and by unbalanced 

economic competition between countries and blocks, one would expect 

anti-immigration currents to thrive. Through emotion, political parties are 

instigating people to close ranks, to create a kind of Fortress-Europa. Jorge 

Castela doesn’t avoid the subject and, at times, he’s able to analyze it from 

a completely neutral standpoint, exposing the dramatic demographic re-

duction that would a�ect Europe in the event of a total expulsion of mi-

grants and closing down of the borders.
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However, this subject also has a historical and cultural dimension that 

goes way beyond a mere political, economical or demographical perspec-

tive. Will Europe be the same if, within the next �fty or a hundred years, 

it becomes occupied by a majority of citizens who follow the Islamic reli-

gion? Or if the most populated cities are inhabited by a majority of individ-

uals who originated from North Africa or the Middle East? How would the 

citizens’ react in the face of these structural changes to the social, religious 

and cultural fabric of the Old Continent?

This is, perhaps, the gigantic contribute of Jorge Castela’s work to the 

current political and academic debate: it not only presents the contexts 

that are developing –  for example, the recent relations between USA and 

Iran – at a vertiginous speed, but also raises questions we didn’t even imag-

ine until now and that, after all, will be critical to our collective future.

I’m not sure - and it isn’t my place to decide - whether the author is right 

or not about the answers he presents us with, many of which presented 

in a free line of reasoning that isn’t exempt of criticism or controversy. But 

I am absolutely certain that, with this book, Jorge Castela accomplishes 

something remarkable: goes into the heart of extremely complex subjects 

in a limpid and assertive manner.

A true treaty about the world we live in that will be remembered, ana-

lyzed, assimilated and debated for many, many years.

André Ventura
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and so that they never forget that Father keeps them, always in his Heart.

To Liliane, for her patience, intelligence and time, that, between Decem-

ber 8th, 2016, and January 28th, 2017, ensured the “bat” some imperative 

support in these many cold and long nights of writing... AJAM.

To my Friend and Colleague Joaquim de Gomes Pedro, for his inspira-

tion, suggestions and criticism, by questioning each of my positions and 

opinions presented here and for attempting to soften my “provocations 

and literary exaggerations”.

And last, but not least,

To André Ventura, my Colleague from the FD-UNL and Friend, for his 

Courage in introducing this book, a freethinker, Law Professor, writer and 

television commentator, whom I admire for the honesty with which he 

supports his views and honored me in putting forward the foregoing con-

siderations.



INTRODUCTION – “Epithets, anathemas, buzzwords and acronyms” (brief etymo-
logical considerations about “phobias” and “isms” in references to Islam, Muslims and 
the so-called “refugees” in the puritanism of the new “politically correct” dictatorships 
because “Minds are like parachutes, they only work when they are wide open”):

“Xenophobia” – fear (phobia, aversion, prejudice, hatred) of the unknown or of 
what is strange (foreign). One can’t have “fear”, “phobia”, of what is known and, in this 
case, concerning, for example, the so-called “refugees”, it is already known (and not 
strange) that, in their overwhelming majority, they are Muslims. And, among them, 
there’s a very small number of women and children and... not “Syrians” – who are sup-
posedly their “victims” – as a result of a “Hijrah” that, as a process, with courage and 
against the “status quo”, is important to demystify, confront and �ght.

“Islamophobia” – fear (phobia), a sense of hatred or repudiation towards Muslims 
and Islam. It is not a matter of “fear” or “hatred” towards Muslims (or Arabs, who may 
be Muslims, Christians, Orthodox, Maronites, Alawites, Mandaeans, Druzes or Jews), 
since there is a con�ict with an ideology, of political and religious matrix, with a mil-
itary component, based upon a legal system (the “Sharia”) and upon an imperialist 
ambition (the “Global Caliphate”), both of which constitute today the greatest threat 
to World Peace.

“Racism” – “Muslims” are not a “race” – they practice a religion: Islam... It is well 
known and acknowledged that there are Muslims of all races and of the most diverse 
phenotypes: Asian, African and Caucasian (many openly “Aryan” and followers of Na-
zism), and there are many among them who are peaceful people, as many are, openly, 
”Nazi-Jihadists” and supporters and practitioners of “Sharia”.

“Populism” – these days, it’s a stigma thrown at positions or criticisms about the 
apparent degradation of the current political system, and any and all criticism to the 
“populist” anti-democratic drift that expresses fears of either referendums or elections 
, where there is a risk of victory for those who oppose the powers that be.

“Europe” (and “European Union”), inside “quotation marks”, because it is a �ction-
al archetype that, today, corresponds neither to “Continental Europe”, nor to the Eu-
rope of Lights, History and Culture, nor even to the Europe of the Founders of the EEC. 
It is, instead, the faithful portrait of a complete lack of union among all 28 countries 
(yet) that are (not) part of it.

Additional notes, for a better understanding of the re�ections in this book: “Ul-
traneoliberalism” is a grotesque acronym without any sense! Being a “Nationalist” is 

not a “sin”! Being a “freethinker”... is not a “crime”!
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Preface

Nowadays, in this complex and new daily routine for the politically cor-

rect, europeanist and anti-american establishment that has imposed itself 

upon the european and american peoples, everything and everyone that 

resists it is either from “far-right”, “Ultranationalist”, “ultraneoliberal”, “popu-

list” or “xenophobic, fascist, and racist”, or all these clichés and anathemas 

at the same time, without the courage to answer with honesty to timely is-

sues that will be posed here and for which there hasn’t yet been an answer: 

“Why did the British choose Brexit?”; “Why was Trump elected President of the 

USA?”; “Why is Europe on the verge of collapse?”; “How is it possible that terror-

ist attacks such as that of December 19, in Berlin, keep occurring? And why?”; 

“How was it possible what happened and continues to happen in Aleppo?”...

It’s fashionable, it’s nice, it’s popular, it’s simple, and it’s almost unan-

imous to be “against Trump “,” to blame Bush and Reagan, “to reject Brex-

it”... But it won’t be these kinds of opinions (a kind of “single thought” that 

today rules over “public opinions”, in�uenced by “useful idiots”), and their 

recklessness, which throws another veil over the guise of the fantasy of a 

“�ight” from what happens in people’s real lives?

In this true and grotesque dictatorship of a politically correct single 

thought, full of censorship, dogmas, myths, stereotypes, prejudice and an 

unprecedented “Hollywood-like” proselytism, which both the mainstream 

media and the “chic-radicals” opinion makers – invariably disinherited 

from the paradigms that dominated propaganda in the former USSR, and, 

meanwhile, converted to Keynesian orthodoxy and to interventionist and 

spending policies of States which are heavily indebted and having no one 

else to blame but themselves – and even the politicians who embody their 

interests, within a Power indi�erent to the wishes and expectations of the 
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common citizen. After all, they pinpoint on the voters/taxpayers the “guilt” 

that, in free and democratic elections, they legitimately chose to deny 

them and replace them.

The voters, while ful�lling their civic �scal duties and being subjected 

to see their income depleted for not submitting to the voting discipline 

dictated to them by such “well-thinking” elites – full of pride and “moral 

and intellectual superiority” revealing of a profoundly anti-democratic 

spirit – end up taking upon themselves these absurd epithets. Unlike the 

“cosmopolitan”, “enlightened”, “urban”, “intelligent”, and “modern” people 

who blindly vote for the candidates of this system of interests (be they the 

“eurocrats” from the “Brussels Politburo”, or the lobbiers that rule Washing-

ton, Berlin or Paris), all those who escape this media siege are invariably 

cataloged as “rednecks”, “suburban”, “uneducated”, “old”, “nationalist”, “back-

wards-minded”, “Homophobic“, ”racist“, ”xenophobic”... among other epi-

thets, prejudices, stigmata and anathemas of identical characteristics.

In short, they are “almost” people, a “mass” with, at least very “peculiar” 

and pejorative, characteristics: the “deplorable” (quoting Hillary Clinton), 

the “white trash” according to Harper Lee in his “To Kill a Mockingbird”, “ma-

chistas”, “homophobic heterosexuals desperate to prove their masculinity”, 

“toothless” people who “dress badly”, “have no charm” (characterization by 

“socialist” François Hollande), marginalized by “progress”, unemployed, “su-

perstitious”, “victims of globalization”. In short, all the “fascist, xenophobic 

and racist, primitive, troglodyte, inferior”: after all, tens of millions of voters 

who “dared” to say yes to “Brexit” or to vote for Trump, denying every poll, 

every “scienti�c” prediction and desire against him “spread” by “specialists”, 

“artists”. Singers, actors, “comedians”, homosexuals, “famous” and “re�ned”, 

“fracturing” abortion supporters, “gay marriage” and the “adoption of chil-

dren by homosexuals” and complacency in the face of the threat of islamic 

imperialism, who think they “represent” and “in�uence” such “people”.

Who, against everything and everyone, voted, in fact, in favor of “BREX-

IT” and Trump?
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After all, it was that People, the “workers and peasants”, the “old”, the 

“poor whites”, the “working classes”, the unemployed, the victims of tax as-

phyxiation... i.e., an electorate that would please any leader of any “Com-

munist Party,” or any “Leftist Bloc”... The “chic-radical thinkers”, or the out-

spoken heralds of the so-called “caviar left”, who can’t resist the classic trick: 

to create a class which in the country in question represents, according to 

them, a primitive state of humanity, and to bestow all responsibility for the 

result upon them.

A pure and simple presumption, arrogance and tells, where “fascist, 

xenophobic and racist” tendencies are accentuated and brought back, at-

tributed to Alves Redol’s “gaibéus” – sanctifying “Muslims” (almost always 

presented as “moderates”, even if they are ruled by the Sharia, deny any 

integration and logistically and/or �nancially support terrorist groups of Is-

lamic political and ideological a�liation), the so-called “refugees” (although 

only few  of them are “Syrians”, and even less, are women and children, but 

rather an army of youngsters of military age, integrating the “Hijrah” and 

being supported by the generous Western “social security” systems to live 

in idleness, under the approval of the myth of “multiculturalism” – or under 

the so-called “enrichment” “brought” by them to the cultures that welcome 

them – and at the service of an imperialist political and military project) – 

that have come to be on the “wrong side of history”: none of the so-called 

“analysts”, political scientists or mainstream sociologists consider them vic-

tims of any “phobia” or “ism”.

At the end of the day, their lives don’t count, because they are only the 

result of their own “ignorance” and “lack of class consciousness”...

But, after all, who are the “useful idiots”? Whose responsibility and “guilt” 

is it?

Doesn’t it belong to all those who use fear, blackmail and censorship, 

manipulating “polls and predictions” on electoral results or referendums 

and, the moment the �nal votes don’t please them, they choose to de-
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mean the proposals and the very character of those who were freely and 

democratically elect?

Doesn’t it belong to those who belittle, undervalue or underestimate 

the “populists” (just because – in a very “racist” argument – they have “blond 

hair and orange complexion”) when “their preferred candidates don’t win”? 

The same people who now “glorify” bloodthirsty dictators and �nanciers of 

international terrorism (Muammar Khadda�, Saddam Hussein, Fidel Castro, 

and others alike), who have devoured, without mercy, their fellow citizens 

and tens of thousands of innocent victims of terrorist attacks?

Doesn’t it belong to those who “supported” the “Arab Spring”, and then, 

in a completely cowardly and irresponsible manner, abandoned all those 

who, especially young people and women, yearn for Democracy and 

Freedom and took part in demonstrations (from December 17, in Tunisia, 

spreading to all 22 Arab League countries within two months), not only to 

overthrow dictators in their own countries (Ben Ali, after 23 years of dicta-

torship, was overthrown on January 17, 2011, and Mubarak, after 30 years 

of “reigning” uncontested, was overthrown on February 11, 2011...), but 

also to claim that they can “live as they live in the West”?

Doesn’t it belong to those who launch attacks on character (because 

they are “sexist”, when speaking or even practicing, even in the “Oval O�ce”, 

the same trumptions and activities they, hypocritically, utilize or perform in 

private) of those chosen by these peoples, without realizing that they pres-

ent neither solutions nor alternatives to the “status quo” they have created?

Doesn’t it belong to those who drown taxpayers in true �scal bleeding 

operations that almost turn into seizures, while preaching on the “conse-

quences” of “poverty” and “social exclusion” to justify the behavior of terror-

ists who don’t �t into the societies that receive them and subsidize them 

with perks and generous “social” bene�ts, when so many other poor and 

ostracized people immigrate and manage to �t into the same societies 

without having to commit terrorist attacks?
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Doesn’t it belong to those who support “electoral programs” of (and 

elect) candidates who, beforehand, they have always vili�ed? The cases 

of Hillary Clinton (who was so harshly criticized when she had the lucid-

ity and courage to support an intervention in Iraq), or François Fillon, in 

France (when the so-called “left” unites with the so-called “right” and the 

so-called “center” in the vote for a candidate who is openly conservative, 

“ultraneoliberal”, against “gay marriage”, abortion and “adoption of children 

by gays”, a critic of “policies” about the so-called “refugees”, of the Keynes-

ian spending, of the role of trade unions and of the absurd “socialist” and 

“integrationist” policies... And, unfortunately, a “Europeanist”) or the now 

“glori�ed multiculturalist” Angela Merkel, in Germany (who has previously 

been accused of all possible atrocities when the “austeritarian asphyxia-

tion and blackmail” were imposed on the “PIGS”) are, per se, paradigmatic 

and revealing of a demagogy and populism that they manipulate only to 

protect their own obscure interests against the one elected by the “stupid” 

taxpayers-voters who question them!

This book aims to contribute, simply and modestly, to debunking these 

myths and dogmas, without anathemas, stigmata or “phobias”, without 

cataloging people by race, without fearing “religious heresies” and the 

“dictatorships of political correctness” that lead to the marginalization of 

freethinkers who, despite institutionalized censorship, do not give in to 

questions about “leaving the euro”, the end of a �ction called “European 

union”, who do not stigmatize free and democratic referendums and elec-

tion. Who do not stereotype the “uneducated” voters who reject the “sta-

tus quo”, corruption in politics and the famous and irremovable inhibitor 

“There is No Alternative” or “TINA” – because, despite this acronym, there is 

always an alternative, to everything and for everyone who has the courage, 

the dare and the freedom to think “outside the box”!

This is what happened in the referendum that determined United King-

dom’s exit from the “European Union”, and in the presidential elections that 

took place in the USA on November 8, 2016. The same is expected during 
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2017, in elections that will take place in Holland (on March 15), in France 

(Presidential Elections with a 1st round on April 23, and a 2nd round on May 

7, and Parliamentary Elections on the 11th and on the 18th of June) and in 

Germany (Federal Elections, taking place on a date between August 27 and 

October 22), after the �rst signs drawn from the referendum in Italy, held 

on December 4, 2016 (where Matteo Renzi witnessed a resounding rejec-

tion of his constitutional ambitions – many understood this result also as a 

rejection of his “Europeanism”).

Subjects and re�ections that will develop in the following pages, to be 

followed by the readers of this “pamphlet” (and of the monthly chronicles 

published in the weekly newspaper VIDA ECONÓMICA since 2000, which, 

as in the book “Neoconservadorismo e a Economia da Oferta” –«NeoCon-

servatism & Supply-Side Economics» –: Theory and Politics” – Publisher: Vida 

Económica, Oporto, 2004 –, serve as its foundation), which isn’t intended 

to be an “oracle”, nor a strictly academic work, but only, a sharing of posi-

tions and opinions that are openly heterodox, that stir up a discussion, free, 

uncomplicated, uncompromising, pre-paradigmatic and unprejudiced 

on “hot” and controversial matters and issues of present times... because 

“minds are like parachutes, they only work when they are wide open”!
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I. “Brexit”: a turning point for the 
“European Union”

The “Brexit” [acronym for ”British Exit” – United Kingdom’s exit from the 

EU, determined by a referendum held on June 23, 2016, in a historical and 

unprecedented voting, with a 72% voter turnout] was the �rst ripple in 

the pond a so-called “European Union” which, in reality, never existed – 

a historical moment which may also have set the tone for what it could, 

perhaps, be the beginning of the end of the “Tyranny of Single Thought” 

which pervaded in a “Europe” that has never been “united” and that, em-

bodied by an “elite” of bureaucrats, without any democratic, cultural, po-

litical and economic or even historical legitimacy, continues to rehearse 

its hegemonic temptations over sovereign and independent nations and 

peoples who never identi�ed with this type of fanciful construction. This 

is similar to the events of the night of November 9, 1989, which led to the 

“Fall of the Berlin Wall” and the beginning of the end, after 28 years of exis-

tence, of another “union” (The infamous USSR).

Consequences of a Referendum in which almost 17.5 millions (17,410,742 

votes counted) of real and common people achieved (with all due respect 

for the 16,141,241 voters that voted for the opposite and without resorting 

to the demagogic maneuvers to reverse such result in a new referendum) 

to demystify a “model” that has destroyed the essence of Supply-Side Eco-

nomics, both in the United Kingdom and in most countries that have been 

subjugated by the interests of a true “Politburo”, which favored the demand 

for goods and services fostered by some vested lobbies within that Power 

(industrial in Germany, agricultural in France, �shery in Spain...).

This Power, rooted on theses that have been consolidated over sever-

al decades, under the guise of a fantasy, and through an imposed single 
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thought, aiming at the dependence of the economies in the face of the 

“internal demand”, blackmail through subsidization, “funds” enriched by 

taxpayers’ money, inciting the destruction of their industrial and mining 

productive infrastructures, of their agricultural production, �shing �eets,... 

with the rampant escalation of unemployment, with an incipient econom-

ic growth (when not in severe recession periods), an increase in sovereign 

debt and budget de�cits, at the cost of uncontrolled public overspending 

and unbearable tax burdens laid upon businesses and individuals, inhib-

ited from pursuing monetary and foreign exchange policies that would 

ensure them the necessary competitiveness to create their own wealth, on 

the supply side. 

“Supply-Side Economics” which, at least for the time being, with this 

“Brexit”, represents a rare opportunity for the British to reestablish control 

over their own destinies, returning to a strategy that achieved clear results 

with Margaret Thatcher, who, since 1979, and resisting to Edward Heath’s 

deception, with the entry into the EEC on January 1, 1973 (endorsed by 

the same “old”, “simpletons” and “uneducated”, which were then “young”, 

“cosmopolitan” and “literate”, su�ered their consequences and, of course, 

became disillusioned...), never ceased to �ght for an intransigent defense 

of the classical principles of Liberal Nationalism, for a decrease of state in-

tervention in the economy, for the glori�cation of the virtues of the free 

market and the merits of the “Hayekian order”, of a monetarist economic 

policy. Thatcher fought also for the optimization of services through pri-

vatizations of state-owned enterprises, with a cut on direct taxes and their 

progressivity when regarding income and property.

These challenges and opportunities are then renewed, which, along 

with the clari�cation of the new party leaderships in the “old”, but rejuve-

nated, parliamentary democracy, and as long as the popular vote made 

explicit in this Referendum is respected, might help the United Kingdom 

assert itself as the �fth largest economy in the world, and the second larg-

est in Europe.



“Brexit”: a turning point for the “European Union” | 21

First of all, by rede�ning the legal and regulatory framework, freed from 

the corsets of the so-called “Community policies”, translated into the un-

reasonable (and invariably absurd) “directives” and “regulations” tailored in 

the o�ces of Brussels’ Eurocrats, the British can now support the invest-

ment in productive activities that replace imports from the remaining “27” 

and promote exports, in which the United Kingdom has clear competitive 

advantages – a challenge, above all, for the processing and mining indus-

tries in the north, for agricultural activities, in the inland areas (freeing 

about £2 billion for the development of its domestic production) and �sh-

ing activities on the island’s vast coast (one of the sectors that su�ered the 

most from the so-called “Common Fishing Policy” (CFP), which led to a sharp 

decline of the �shing stocks, with signi�cant environmental deterioration, 

destruction of �eet, industry and of the communities themselves, which 

climaxed with the shrinkage of their EEZ from 200 to just 12 nautical miles.

On the other hand, the savings resulting from the relief in the UK’s spend-

ing on the “community budget” (€11.342 billion, according to data from 

2014) –  one of the largest net contributors to �nance the overspending 

dictated by Brussels’ bureaucracy – will ensure a signi�cant margin to reacti-

vate the policies of “supply-side �scalism” launched during Margaret Thatch-

er’s governance cycle, aiming at a lower tax burden, by simplifying the tax 

system towards less progressivity and towards the standardization of tax 

rates on personal and corporate incomes and Social Security/National In-

surance contributions, trending towards a Single-Rate (as was furthermore 

proposed by the Institute of Fiscal Studies, the Tax Payers’s Alliance and by the 

Institute of Chartered Accountants in England and Wales – ICAEW – in 2015).

These policies, among others that are being envisaged by British think 

tanks, could play a decisive role in the a�rmation and competitiveness of 

the “City” (and the London-based banking sector), which could thus gain 

some room for yet another new course in its centennial history, and be 

decisive for the provision of more competitive �nancial services than those 

presented by continental stock exchanges and banking sector, as well as 
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3. “Brexit’s” electoral map: Protagonists, Policies 
and Consequences

Numbers can translate the Referendum’s results, simply into the follow-
ing chart and maps, which unequivocally portray this taxpayer-voter rebel-
lion in the United Kingdom:

Referendum on UK’s departure (BREXIT) / continuity (REMAIN) from/in the EU

Date: June 23, 2016
Results

Votes %
Leave 17,410,742 51,89%

Remain 16,141,241 48,11%
Valid votes cast 33,551,983 99,92%

Blank or void votes 25,359 0,08%
Total number of  votes 33,577,342 100,00%

Registered voters/Turnout 46,500,001 72,21%

Results by electoral constituencies

Leave — Remain

On the map the darker areas indicate a greater margin of  victory from each of  the options. 
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In view of the results of this historic referendum, an important point to 
highlight is the e�ective and timely fashion in which the British institutions 
have made progress towards achieving the mandate bestowed upon them 
by the electorate (meanwhile this had also been undoubtedly rati�ed by 
the British Parliament on February 1, 2017, with 498 favorable votes and 
114 votes against), in order to initiate the procedure laid down by Article 
50 of the Treaty of Lisbon.

It is a long democratic tradition that contrasts with the usual delays 
and bureaucracies governing the institutions that “govern” the “European 
Union” and which still today continue to sob about a freely determined 
exit. There have been a number of reactions of, to say the least, “discom-
fort” – which have quickly evolved into pure blackmail or more or less 
veiled threats – from several of its “Commissioners” and, in an absolutely 
unreasonable manner, from its own President, Mr. Jean-Claude Juncker.

After the scrutiny was over and the �nal results were determined (it 
should be noted that despite the “surprise” of all the analysts, countering 
all their predictions and surveys, they would become known at �ve o’clock 
in the morning, when, up until then, the reverse outcome was expected...), 
it is important to highlight the way in which Theresa May succeeded David 
Cameron, took on the role of Prime Minister and formed her government, 
which really testi�es to the experience of a Parliament more than 300 years 
old and to the primacy of a “Rule of Law”, which does not require a “written 
constitution” to ensure exemplary democratic functioning - further illus-
trated by the respect shown by David Cameron who, upon resigning as 
Prime Minister and as Leader of the Conservative Party, was able to draw 
the consequences of his defeat, despite having won (with 36.9% of votes) 
the British General Elections on May 7, 2015.

Assessing the credentials of the main architects and protagonists of this 
process, stands out, of course, Theresa May (formerly “Home Secretary” in 
David Cameron’s Cabinet), who, although she was not a Brexit enthusiast, 
in full compliance with the will expressed by the voters, acknowledged, 

immediately and unequivocally, that “Brexit means Brexit”!
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In comparison, in 2017, we have:

Dutch general election, 2017 

 

← 2012 15 March 2017 Next → 
 

Turnout 81.9% (official) 

Party Leader % Seats ± 

VVD Mark Rutte 21.3% 33 -8 

PVV Geert Wilders 13.1% 20 +5 

CDA Sybrand van Haersma Buma 12.4% 19 +6 

D66 Alexander Pechtold 12.2% 19 +7 

GL Jesse Klaver 9.1% 14 +10 

SP Emile Roemer 9.1% 14 -1 

PvdA Lodewijk Asscher 5.7% 9 -29 

CU Gert-Jan Segers 3.4% 5 0 

PvdD Marianne Thieme 3.2% 5 +3 

50+ Henk Krol 3.1% 4 +2 

SGP Kees van der Staaij 2.1% 3 0 

DENK Tunahan Kuzu 2.1% 3 New 

FvD Thierry Baudet 1.8% 2 New 
This lists parties that won seats. 
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Chart

Strongest political party by municipality
 Summary of the 15 March 2017 Dutch House of 

Representatives election results

Ø Regarding the presidential elections in France, held on April 23 and May 

7, 2017 – and the recent and equally interesting Parliamentary elec-

tions, held on June 11 and 18, 2017 –, it is also important to analyze its 

results and to extract some conclusions, e�ects and implications on this 

modus operandi of “interpreting” this kind of results.
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same blackmail through fear, �rst, to restrict the freedom to vote and to in-

�uence its outcome, and then to try to limit the execution of the proposals 

put to a vote and to avoid “draining the swamp” in which Washington got 

bogged down with the Bill Clinton Administration’s actions and the Barack 

Obama Administration’s inaction, which revealed a new and very di�erent 

electoral map of the USA.

1. United States’ electoral map

In 2012, when President Obama was re-elected, the US electoral map 

for presidential candidates featured the following “color scheme” (in blue, 

the traditional color of the Democratic Party; in red, the traditional color of 

the Republican Party):

In 2012, Barack Obama was elected, freely and democratically, by an 

Electoral College where he gathered 332 votes (as a result of winning 26 

states and the District of Columbia) against the 206 votes gathered by his 

opponent, Mitt Romney (a candidate who won 24 states for the Republi-

can Party).
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This is, as of November 8, 2016, the new USA’s electoral map (also in 

blue – the traditional color of the Democratic Party; in red – the traditional 

color of the Republican Party), with the “swing States” that have become 

Republican marked in dashed gray:

Donald J. Trump, by winning 30 states (and “Maine’s 2nd Congressional 

District”), gathered 306 votes in the Electoral Congress (comprising a total 

of 538 “Great Voters”), surpassing the 270 votes (out of 538 – a number de-

�ned since 1964) required for a nomination for the Presidency of the USA, 

determined on December 19, 2016, in a view of its inauguration, scheduled 

for January 20, 2017. Hillary Clinton won just 20 States (plus the “District of 

Columbia”), obtaining 232 votes from “Great Voters”, settling this indirect 

election for the US Presidency.

This electoral system (“The United States Electoral College”) is, and has 

been, since 1880, the mechanism determined by “Article Two of the United 

States’ Constitution” for the selection of the President and Vice President of 

the USA. From these 538 “Great Voters”, 435 are members of the House of 

Representatives and 100 of them are Senators, plus 3 electors designated 

by the “District of Columbia”.
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Maine, tried to vote for Bernie Sanders, but the vote was rejected, ending 

up having to vote for Clinton; in Hawaii, however, a voter was actually able 

to vote for Sanders; in Colorado, Michael Baca, one of the Democrat’s vot-

ers for that state, tried to vote for John Kasic, but was replaced by another 

voter following his act; and, in Minnesota, a voter who announced that he 

didn’t want to vote for Hillary Clinton ended up having to ask for a waiver 

before the election.

However, Donald Trump’s historical victory happened in other fronts as 

well:

– The majority in the Senate (with 52 Republican Senators and 48 Demo-

crat Senators) secured in these elections, which decided 34 of the 100 

seats of this House;

– The majority in the number of Governors (33 Republican and 16 Demo-

crats – a historical distribution, given that, since 1922, never the Repub-

lican Party had reached such numbers State, political and legislative, 

control).



The United States elections of 2016 and the USA seen from “Europe” | 149

– The majority in the House of Representatives (241 Republicans – in 

red – against 194 Democrats – in blue). At stake, was the election of all 

435 members of the Congressional District, which will represent, in this 

House of Representatives, each of the 50 American States (non-voting 

delegates, to represent the District of Columbia and 5 uninhabited ter-

ritories of the USA), illustrated in this new electoral map:
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