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Whether chaos, insanity or madness - the public and the media have been using psychiatric
terms for weeks when it comes to Brexit. However, the events in the United Kingdom follow laws
that merit the phrase „merciless”.
If you draw a line under all the decisions of the British House of Commons and House of Lords as well
as the EU, you have to conclude that today, as at the beginning of the process, there are only two real
possibilities: a hard Brexit or no Brexit.
Even statements by the House of Commons to the contrary do nothing to change this. The only real
alternative to Hard Brexit and No-Brexit is an orderly, „soft" withdrawal from the EU on the basis of the
withdrawal agreement already negotiated. The European Council made this clear in point 4 of its ten
„Conclusions” published on 10. April 2019. However, the negotiated withdrawal agreement has already
been rejected three times by the British House of Commons. London has thus failed superbly in the past
weeks with its plan for an orderly Brexit. Why?
„The EU won't budge one millimetre”
An agreement on the substance is excluded: The EU cannot and will not budge one millimetre on one
of its four fundamental freedoms of the internal market, i.e. the free movement of goods, people, services
and capital. However, it is precisely because of some of these freedoms, in particular the free movement
of people, why the British want to leave the EU - one is incompatible with the other.
This process-related trap, which already existed before the referendum, became visible to the world on
the 27. March 2019, when the House of Commons in eight votes rejected all possible alternatives to
Theresa May's agreement. Parliamentarians rejected the agreement itself two days later and thus for a
third time in a row. Consequently, the exit date on which the British were to leave and which was known
from the start of the Article 50 process - the 29. March 2019 - was quietly buried.

From a scientific point of view, my thesis was confirmed in a large experiment, so to speak, that in
complex situations, content competence is subordinated to process competence.
„Hard Brexit harms citizens and economy”
With the entry into force of the Lisbon Treaty on 01. December 2009, the EU adopted all the essential
elements of the EU Constitutional Treaty (experts speak of 80-96% congruence), which had been
forgotten by many and had been rejected in a referendum in France and the Netherlands in 2005.
Through the constitutional framework of the Lisbon Treaty, the EU states have de facto transferred a
large part of their member state sovereignty to the EU institutions. A member state can only regain this
sovereignty with a hard exit, i.e. an exit without a treaty: to the massive detriment of its own citizens and
its own economy!
In November 2015 - months before the British Brexit vote in June 2016 - this analysis prompted me to
write in FOCUS: „Even if a country wanted to leave (the EU), it would not be easy for it to do so.” In
December 2017, again in FOCUS, I predicted that the British would ultimately face a decision: leave the
EU without any contractual security or exit from Brexit.
What next?
What happens next in the Brexit drama? The Conclusions of the European Council underline in point 6
that “during the extension, the United Kingdom will remain a Member State with full rights and obligations
… and that the United Kingdom has a right to revoke its notification at any time.“
On a content level it does not matter whether you approve or disapprove the revocation of the intention
to leave or not. This exit from Brexit is the only process-related way out that Prime Minister May can
manage on her own without losing face. This does neither require the approval of the rest of the EU, nor
the House of Commons or her party. All that is needed is political courage. In January 2019, I already
reported here that the withdrawal of the application under Article 50 does not mean a Brexit capitulation,
since the British government could restart the withdrawal process at any time at a later date.
„It's inexplicable why Brexiteers follow a Fata Morgana”
The alternatives would be far more dramatic: begging in Brussels for a further postponement in autumn
(i.e. further full EU membership) or hard Brexit on 01. November 2019 against the expressed will of the
House of Commons. Due to the procedural trap described above and the repeated rejection by
parliament, an adoption of the negotiated withdrawal agreement is ruled out. It is therefore inexplicable
why about half of the Brexiteers continue to follow the Fata Morgana of a „soft” Brexit.
The events since January made it strikingly clear: because of an impasse on the content level, the
solution to such a multi-layered and complex situation with a high number of decision-makers is
impossible without process competence.
Consequently: Great Britain stays in the EU!

