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REXIT is the 
United Kingdom’s 
Donald Trump. 

It is their Marine LePen; 
their Geert Wilders; their 
AfD. It is the manifesta-
tion of a political and 
social discontent that has, 
sadly, been directed to 
entirely the wrong place; 
the result of a combina-
tion of misconceptions of 
national identity and 
failed social and econom-
ic policies. 

I’ve written previously in 
these pages that I don’t 
believe that all citizens 
who vote for the aforementioned politicians or parties 
are racist, or sexist, or anti-progress, although no doubt 
a good many of them are. 
But I do believe that, when faced with a choice between 
“Leave” and “Remain”; between Trump and Clinton, 
between LePen and the mainstream French parties, many 
people can’t be blamed for thinking: “I don’t know if 
what’s being offered to me here is right, but I do know 
the status quo isn’t working for me, nor is it working for 
my children”. With this in mind, millions rolled the dice. 

There is an element of desperation to it all. People have 
lost faith in politicians and institutions, and part of that 
desperation can be blamed on a failure of more progres-
sive-minded politicians and parties to present a coherent 
and realistic vision for a viable alternative. Recently it 
has become more and more apparent what has really 
been voted for in the UK, and it looks more than a little 
chaotic. 

Much of that chaos is driven by unrealistic expectations 
of what Britain could achieve in Brexit negotiations. For 
example, the idea that they could maintain access to the 
customs union without adhering to the EU’s legislative 
standards was simply never going to fly. There will be 
legislative divergence, post-Brexit, between the UK and 
the European Union, and that means there will be cus-
toms barriers – there can’t not be. This may not be what 
British people wanted when they voted for Brexit, if  
indeed they understood what they were voting for at all, 
but the fact that British voters were lied to about this, 
and many other things, isn’t the issue anymore. 

THE IRISH DIMENSION 
In a way, it’s easy for us to scoff and say: “well, this is 
what you voted for, so now you can deal with the mess”. 

But that mess will af-
fect us significantly 
here in Ireland too. In 
the South, the Republic 
of Ireland is using up 
much of its political 
capital (hard won by 
not burning bondhold-
ers and playing ‘the 
good European citizen’ 
throughout the era of 
Irish and European 
austerity) in ensuring 
that ‘the Irish question’ 
is placed at the centre 
of Brexit negotiations. 
Our diplomats appear 
to be doing a very 
good job ensuring that 

Brexit and the effect on this island is as big a priority as 
possible for our fellow Europeans. 
Yet it is also true that there is a limit to how much atten-
tion many of them will pay to it. The geopolitical con-
cerns of Ireland differ greatly from those of other Eu-
ropean countries. In a best case scenario there are six, 
maybe seven, counties who are almost (not quite as much, 
but almost) as concerned about Brexit as we are. Brexit 
will have a significant negative effect in France, Germany, 
Spain, the Netherlands, and maybe half of Belgium. 

For the rest of the continent, the main concerns are the 
ongoing refugee crisis and an increasingly belligerent 
Russia. I would imagine that in the Baltic states they 
worry about Brexit about as much as we on this island 
worry about a potential Russian invasion. 

Brexit is already having a negative effect here, for exam-
ple with the exchange rate. As a rule of thumb: at £0.90 
to the Euro, the profit margin for most firms in Ireland’s 
SME (Small and Medium Enterprise) sector who export 
to the UK is gone. And the current exchange rate looks 
like it may not be cyclical but structural. Brexit is, after 
all, a structural change, and Sterling may eventually 
trend towards parity with the Euro – great for those of 
us who would like a weekend shopping in London, but a 
complete disaster for those working in sectors that rely 
on trade with the UK for employment. 40% of Ireland’s 
SME trade is with the UK, and while SME trade is a 
much smaller proportion of overall trade than that of 
the multinational sector in monetary terms, it is far more 
labour intensive. 

North of the border there is even more at stake. As much 
as Brexit will affect the Republic of Ireland negatively, 
Northern Ireland could be set to lose even more.          ––>
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Aside from threats to the hard-won peace in the six coun-
ties, and the negative economic and social consequences 
of border controls with the south, approximately 87% of 
agricultural income in the north comes from the EU’s 
Common Agricultural Policy. That has the potential to 
knock out the entire rural community. The short-sighted-
ness of the DUP’s ‘Leave’ campaign is highlighted by the 
fact that most of that farm income goes to the Protestant 
farmers who make up their political constituency. 

Whether Britain can negotiate some kind of favourable 
situation on the issue of the border remains to be seen, 
but one thing is for sure: Britain has much less leverage 
at the negotiating table than they originally seemed to 
realise. The prevailing sound they can hear is that of a 
ticking clock; March 2019 will come around faster than 
they perhaps realise. 

THE HOLLOW VICTORY 
What of the ‘Leave’ campaigners? It is only now –  
almost 18 months on from their ‘victory’, fuelled as it 
was by fearmongering and no shortage of untruths – 
that the extent to which the story they sold the British 
people can be seen to be so false. 

Just a few weeks ago, a joint report from law firm Baker 
McKenzie and economic consultancy Oxford Economics 
suggested that £17 billion in British export revenue 
would be lost through Brexit, with the car sector worst 
hit. Tariff and non-tariff barriers would cost that partic-
ular industry up to £8 billion. “But don’t worry”, said 
the Leavers. “Brexit will give the UK the opportunity to 
negotiate its own trade deals; better than the ones we 
already have”. 

The idea that the UK can now embark upon a brave new 
world of trade agreements that will more than make up 
for what they lose in trade with the European Union is 
so ridiculous it’s a wonder it was ever believed in the 
first place. Firstly, trade with other EU countries is going 
to take a big hit; that much is inevitable and self-ex-
planatory. To make up for that loss, the UK will have to 
negotiate bilateral deals with all the countries with 
whom they already deal through the EU while they were 
EU members, AND (and this is the kicker) they have to 
improve upon the deal the European Union received. 

That’s the European Union: the most sophisticated and 
best funded group of trade negotiators ever assembled. 
Add to that the fact that it has been more than four 
decades since anyone had to negotiate a significant trade 
deal directly on behalf of the UK, and now they must do 
so in the current environment with its increasing protec-
tionism (we all know how President Trump feels about 
trade deals), and they must get deals so good that not 
only do they cover the losses from leaving the EU, but 
they pale in comparison. 

It’s a wonder the Remain campaigners didn’t just ask 
Nigel Farage to list the countries that the UK can deal 
with that will make all that happen! I’m sure all this 
newfound ‘independence’ for Britain is wonderful. I’m 
just not sure how much use a lot of it will be! 

MODERN DAY SOVEREIGNTY 
So much of this mess has come about as a result of mis-
conceptions of what constitutes sovereignty. People vot-
ing for Brexit in order to regain their national sovereign-
ty seem to have missed a trick. Sovereignty nowadays is 
less about national self-determination and more about 
who you pool your sovereignty with in order to face the 
challenges presented by this increasingly globalised 
world. Those who think they are leaving the EU in order 
to get their sovereignty back are delusional. Britain is a 
former global power on the wane in terms of  
international prestige and importance, as well as eco-
nomic clout, yet has decided that while it may not face 
the world alone, it would rather not do so alongside 
some of its most obvious geopolitical allies. 

The EU is the most successful regional grouping in mod-
ern history. It will continue to be so, even without 
Britain. The term “biting off one’s nose to spite one’s 
face” has sprung to mind on more than one occasion. 
The EU needs Britain. But I think Britain has yet to learn 
just how much it needs the EU.                                      q                                                                                                         
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 I’m sure all this newfound  
‘independence’ for Britain is 
wonderful. I’m just not sure 

how much use a lot of it will be! 

Dear Sir, 
  
I read William Reville's delightful article on hoax re-
search papers in the social sciences in the Irish Times 
on August 3rd.  He focuses on a hilarious spoof paper 
on The Conceptual Penis as a Social Construct.  This was 
written by a philosopher and a mathematician as de-
liberately and patently idiotic, yet was published in an 
international academic journal.  Reville quotes some 
sentences to illustrate the nonsense, for example:  Tox-
ic hyper-masculinity derives its significance from the con-
ceptual penis and applies itself to supporting neo-capital-
ist materialism.  Reville the meticulous scientist proper-
ly derides the loose philosophy of postmodernism which 
he thinks is responsible for the failure of some social 
scientists to accept what he calls the scientific assump-
tion of objective natural reality.  
  
So far so good.  But I could not resist wondering if is 
this the same admirable William Reville who quite of-
ten professes his sincere religious beliefs.  These, so far 
as I understand him, are mainstream Christian. In his 
second guise I suppose Dr Reville may sometimes re-
cite the Apostle’s Creed, which we might interpret as a 
premodern illustration of the complexities of both 
maleness and femaleness.   I believe in God, the Father 
Almighty, maker of heaven and earth; And in Jesus Christ 
his only Son, our Lord; who was conceived by the Holy 
Spirit, born of the Virgin Mary …. 

David McConnell, 
Blackrock, Co Dublin 
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