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Introduction 

There are many variations of common saying that a week of time on Earth is an eon, even an eternity in the 

political world. A multitude of cases exists that proves the saying true, and political comebacks on a personal and 

party level are just as notable as the political collapses at the same levels. Within the Netherlands alone, sixty 

elections have been held since the direct election of members to the lower house of parliament known as the 

“Tweede Kamer” (literally ‘second chamber’ in Dutch) or the “House of Representatives” begun in 1848. (Nolan 

and Stover 2010, p. 1395) Seventy years later in 1918, proportional allocation by party list was implemented, 

creating the modern day House of Representative elections that are still used today. (Nolan and Stover 2010, p. 

1384-5) This system has in turn led to a perpetually hung parliament with coalitions of two or more parties needed 

to form a majority to govern the country. The current system forces parties to form coalitions due to the pure 

proportionality of the election, as the total percent of votes (100) is divided by the total number of seats (currently 

set at 150), leading to a threshold of just 0.67% to gain a seat in the Tweede Kamer, and each election usually results 

with as many as eleven parties holding seats within the Dutch House of Representatives. In addition, since the 

change to proportional allocation in 1918, either a social democratic or Christian democratic party would emerge the 

leading party after every election, sometimes even forming coalitions inclusive of both parties. 

 However, the 2010 General Election created a new political reality for the people of the Netherlands. For 

the first time since proportional allocation was implemented, a liberal based party (The Volkspartij voor Vrijheid en 

Democratie or the People’s Party for Freedom and Democracy, VVD for short) won the most seats in the Dutch 

House of Representatives, and neither the main social democratic party (currently the Partij van der Arbeid or the 

Labor Party, PvdA for short) or the main Christian democratic party (Christen Democratisch Appel or the Christian 

Democratic Appeal, CDA for short) were the top party in total seats won. While many theories have been proposed 

on how the VVD ultimately emerged as the victorious party in the 2010 Dutch House of Representatives elections, it 

can be argued that there are several major factors that played virtually an equal role, in that the VVD won the 2010 

election due to a electoral a rejection due to the movement of voters away from the mainstream social democratic 

                                                           
1
 The Author wishes to express that in previous versions of this paper, a further hypothesis was tested regarding the 

longevity of governments leading to their electoral loss. As this hypothesis was thoroughly disproved, the hypothesis 

was ultimately omitted in this edition. In addition, minor edits were made to reduce the length of the paper. 



and Christian democratic voters, the fracturing of the right wing vote, and the apparent rise of the Euro-wide 

viewpoint of austerity due to a continuing financial crisis. 

 Hypotheses to be Reviewed: 

 In order to fully develop a learned argument for the success of the VVD in the 2010 Dutch House of 

Representatives elections, the following hypotheses are to be reviewed and tested: 

1) The VVD were successful in the 2010 Dutch House of Representatives Elections due to the movement of 

voters away from the traditional social democratic and Christian democratic parties. 

2) The VVD were successful in the 2010 Dutch House of Representatives due to the splintering of votes from 

the traditional right leaning parties (such as the CDA) and the movement of votes from the CDA led to the 

VVD to become a primary beneficiary of the fractured vote. 

3) The VVD were successful in the 2010 Dutch House of Representatives due to the increasing popularity of 

the “austerity movement” that had gripped Europe during the toughest period of the European Financial 

Crisis. 

Literature Review: 

 Due to the subject in question, specific literature dealing with the 2010 Dutch House of Representatives 

Elections is quite sparse, due to the fairly recent occurrence of the election as well as the lack of dedicated focus 

upon the subject at hand. Regardless, a wealth of knowledge does exist that serves as both sufficient data as well as 

pertinent historical information and foundations necessary to understand, comprehend and ultimately, prove or 

disprove the hypotheses set forth. 

One such background source exists within an article penned by Hans Keman and Paul Pennings titled 

“Competition and Coalescence in European Party Systems: Social Democracy and Christian Democracy Moving 

into the 21
st
 Century.” In their article, Keman and Pennings make an argument that new parties are emerging and are 

becoming more and more successful at increasing their presence with voters and within parliament. (Keman and 

Pennings 2006, p. 95) Specifically, Keman and Pennings note that “Conversely the established party families in 

many postwar West European party systems – Social Democracy and Christian Democracy in particular – seem to 

have lost ground…This may help to explain why ‘new’ parties of the Left and the Right have competed more 

successfully since the 1990s: they have bypassed Social and Christian Democratic parties in terms of both 

Left/Right and Progressive/Conservative dimensions and differences.” (Keman and Pennings 2006, p. 95) Keman 

and Pennings also partially base their argument based on a 13 year study by Woldendorp and CPDS (2000 and 2002, 



respectively) that shows a generally negative trend of support in both social democratic and Christian Democratic 

parties, with an average loss of support of 2.31 percent for social democratic parties and a 2.87 percent drop for 

Christian democratic parties over a thirteen year time span from 1989 to 2002. (Keman and Pennings 2006, p. 100) 

These drops in support prove to be a critical foundation for the aforementioned hypotheses dealing with voter 

movement and the splintering of right wing supporters.  As for the Keman and Pennings theory of convergence of 

policy and ideology being a factor in decline of social democratic and Christian democratic party support, it is 

plausibly more applicable towards the splintering of support amongst the right wing parties. 

Another article pertinent to the provision of both background information and data is an article written by 

Wouter Van der Brug et al. entitled “Religion and Party Choice in Europe”. In the article, Van der Brug et al. make 

an argument that the effect of religion on politics is declining in regards to elections and voting (Van de Brug 2009, 

p. 1266) and that parties that are prominently based on religion such as Christian democratic parties tend to suffer as 

voters consider other viable alternatives. In addition, Van de Brug introduces an explained variance table that shows 

the effect of religion on voting decisions for parties, with the most significant drop being recorded in Christian 

democratic parties. (Van der Brug 2009, p. 1273) This drop in variance (from 0.133 in 1989 to 0.068 in 1999, with a 

slight recovery to 0.084 in 2004) is a key indicator of the splintering support of the originally solid base that existed 

for Christian democratic parties and is additional foundational information and plausible support of the 

aforementioned “splinter” effect hypothesis that would, if correct, demonstrate the strengthen of other right 

wing/right oriented parties at the expense of the CDA. 

 Research Design 

 In order to draw an adequately researched conclusion, the hypotheses will be tested by several means.  The 

hypothesis regarding the movement of voters away from traditional social democratic and Christian democratic 

parties will be tested by putting together a data set of electoral results of several countries (in this case, the 

Netherlands, Germany, Norway and Belgium) from the 1980’s until 2010. The data set shall contain the total votes 

earned for the Christian democratic and social democratic parties representative of each country. (In the case of 

Belgium, the parties best representative of Flanders and Wallonia departments shall be considered separately.)  In 

regards to the hypothesis regarding the splintering of the right wing vote, a data table will be compiled containing 

the vote tallies from 2002-2010 of the right wing Netherlands parties (the CDA, VVD, the Geert Wilders’ Partij 

voor de Vrijheid or Party for Freedom, PVV for short, List Pim Fortuyn, LPF for short and other smaller parties with 

representation in the Dutch House of Representatives) as well as the seat totals earned by these parties. Finally, for 

the hypothesis dealing with the “austerity movement”, several news articles from the time period of the 2010 Dutch 



House of Representatives election will be included, as well as observations on the current financial situations facing 

the Netherlands and Greece, often considered to be one of the countries most afflicted by the European financial 

crisis.  

 In addition to the tables of data to be included, the articles from the literature review (Keman and Pennings 

as well as Van der Brug et al.) will be included as appropriate in a effort to prove the validity of the hypotheses 

presented. Finally, news articles from the time period of the European financial crisis and of the “austerity 

movement” will be included in order to establish a consensus point of where the highest support/dialogue of the 

“austerity movement” occurred. 

The election equivalent of tectonic shift: (The Re-Alignment Hypothesis) 

 Within the Literature Review, a basic foundation was established that voters in Europe were moving away 

from the traditional poles of social democratic and Christian democratic parties. In the Netherlands, the support has 

spilled over into other parties, from the leftist Democraten 66 (Democrats 66, D66 for short) and the Socialistische 

Partij (Socialist Party, SP for short) to the center-right to right wing, such as the ChristenUnie (ChristianUnion, CU 

for short) to the far right, initally occupied by the Lijst Pim Fortuyn (List Pim Fortuyn, LPF for short) and later 

followed by the Partij voor de Vrejheid (Party for Freedom, PVV for short).  This shift has occurred over a gradual 

period of time, from the 1990’s to the present day, as seen here in the following chart: 

% of vote earned in Dutch House of Representatives Elections, 1981-2010 

PARTY 1981 1982 1986 1989 1994 1998 2002 2003 2006 2010 

CDA 30.8 29.4 34.6 35.3 22.2 18.4 27.9 28.6 26.5 13.6 

PvDA 28.3 30.4 33.3 31.9 24.0 29.0 15.1 27.2 21.5 19.6 

VVD 17.3 23.1 17.4 14.6 20.0 24.7 15.4 17.9 14.7 20.5 

D66 11.1 4.3 6.1 7.9 15.5 9.0 5.1 4.0 2.0 6.9 

SP 2.4* 1.4* 2.5* 1.3* 1.3 3.5 5.9 6.3 16.5 9.8 

CU ** ** ** ** ** ** 2.5 2.1 4.0 3.2 

GL ** ** ** 4.1 3.5 7.3 7.0 5.1 4.6 6.7 

LPF ** ** ** ** ** ** 17.0 5.6 0.2 ** 

PVV ** ** ** ** ** ** ** ** 5.9 15.4 

An asterisk indicates the exact percentage was lumped together with other parties that did not win a seat. 

A double asterisk indicates the party did not compete in the election or did not exist. 

Sources: Nolan and Stover 2010, P. 1396; Kiesraad 2002, 2003, 2006, 2010 

  



As the table indicates, the CDA and PvdA were very strong politically during the 1980’s, but such support 

dropped off starting with the 1994 Dutch House of Representatives election that saw the installation of Wim Kok of 

the PvdA as Prime Minister (and marking the first government since the 1972 election not led by the CDA). Also of 

note is that in the past four elections, three elections have the CDA and PvdA combining for less than fifty percent 

of all the votes cast (with the 2003 Dutch election being the lone exception).  While party support for other parties 

have varied wildly in the same elections, the voters have not returned to the traditional “banner standard” parties of 

the social democratic PvdA or the Christian democratic CDA. Instead, voters opted for other parties to challenge the 

two traditionally powerful parties, such as the D66 in 1994, VVD in 1994, 1998 and 2002, the LPF in 2002, the SP 

in 2006, and the PVV in 2010. 

 The decline in the support of social democratic and Christian democratic support is not a phenomenon 

localized to only the Netherlands. Other major countries such as Belgium, Germany and Norway have seen the vote 

shares of either the social democratic and/or Christian democratic parties decline, as noted in this table: 

% of Vote earned in elections for Social Democratic (SD) and Christian Democratic (CD) parties, 1980-2010 

CDA 

Netherlands CD 

30.8 

1981 

29.4 

1982 

34.6 

1986 

35.3 

1989 

22.2 

1994 

18.4 

1998 

27.9 

2002 

28.6 

2003 

26.5 

2006 

13.6 

2010 

PvdA 

Netherlands SD 

28.3 

1981 

30.4 

1982 

33.3 

1986 

31.9 

1989 

24.0 

1994 

29.0 

1998 

15.1 

2002 

27.2 

2003 

21.5 

2006 

19.6 

2010 

CrF 

Norway CD  

8.9 

1981 

8.3 

1985 

8.5 

1989 

7.9 

1993 

13.7 

1997 

12.4 

2001 

6.8 

2005 

5.5 

2009 

  

AP (Labour) 

Norway SD 

37.2 

1981 

40.8 

1985 

34.3 

1989 

36.9 

1993 

35.0 

1997 

24.3 

2001 

32.7 

2005 

35.4 

2009 

  

CDU/CSU 

Germany CD 

44.5 

1980 

48.8 

1983 

44.2 

1987 

43.8 

1990 

41.5 

1994 

35.2 

1998 

38.5 

2002 

35.2 

2005 

33.8 

2009 

 

SDP 

Germany SD 

42.9 

1980 

38.2 

1983 

37.0 

1987 

33.5 

1990 

36.4 

1994 

40.9 

1998 

38.5 

2002 

34.2 

2005 

23.0 

2009 

 

CD&V 

Belgium F CD 

19.3* 

1981 

21.3* 

1985 

19.5* 

1987 

16.8* 

1991 

17.2* 

1995 

14.0* 

1999 

13.3 

2003 

18.5 

2007 

10.9 

2010 

 

SP.A 

Belgium F SD 

12.4 

1981 

14.6 

1985 

14.9 

1987 

12.0 

1991 

12.6 

1995 

9.55 

1999 

15.0 

2003 

10.3 

2007 

9.2 

2010 

 

CDH 

Belgium W CD 

6.5* 

1981 

8.0* 

1985 

8.0* 

1987 

7.7* 

1991 

7.7* 

1995 

5.9* 

1999 

5.5 

2003 

6.0 

2007 

5.5 

2010 

 

PS 

Belgium W SD 

12.2 

1981 

13.8 

1985 

15.6 

1987 

13.5 

1991 

11.9 

1995 

10.2 

1999 

13.0 

2003 

10.9 

2007 

13.7 

2010 

 

An asterisk indicates the party competed under a different name, but is a direct predecessor to the current party listed. 

For Belgium: (F = Flanders/Flemish, W= Wallonia/Francophone) For Germany: All elections prior to 1994 are for West Germany. 

Sources: Nolan and Stover 2010 (P. 1396, 1438), European Election Database, Psephos 

 Within this table, the trend of voters moving away from social democratic and Christian democratic parties 

is a bit more noticeable. In Germany, the two main parties (the CDU/CSU for the Christian Democratic Union and 



the SPD for the Social Democrats) once held as much as 87.4% of the vote in 1980. By 2009, the two parties 

combined to only make 56.8 percent of the vote. Neither the CDU nor the SPD has cracked forty percent of the vote 

since 1998, and the CDU last topped 40% in 1994. As a result, parties such as the Greens, the Free Democratic Party 

and the Left have all benefited from the voters moving away from the CDU/CSU and SPD in Germany. For 

Norway, the Arbeiderpartiet (or Labour Party, Ap for short) has been in a dominating situation as the largest party in 

the country for decades, however coalitions have been formed around the Ap, including a coalition led by the 

smaller Kristelig Folkeparti (Christian People’s Party, KrF for short) on two separate occasions. Despite the 

different dynamic, both the Ap and KrF have seen a drop in support since the 1980’s and early 2000’s respectively, 

due to the gains of the Conservative and Centre parties in recent decades. In Belgium, the Flanders (Flemish) and 

Wallonia (French) both have social democratic and Christian democratic parties that compete in elections, with the 

Christen-Democratisch en Vlaams (Christian Democratic and Flemish, CD&V for short) and the Socialistische 

Partij – Anders (Socialist Party – Differently, SP.a for short) contesting in Flanders and in the Brussels district, and 

the Centre Démocrate Humaniste (Humanist Democratic Centre, CDH for short) and the Parti Socialiste (Socialist 

Party, PS for short) contesting in Wallonia and in the Brussels district. In the past two decades, the percent of votes 

earned has gradually declined for CD&V, SP.a and the CDH, with small resurgences in various elections. However, 

for the PS, the percent of votes earned has generally remained the same, although the PS vote in 2010 was less than 

the peak in 1987.  

As a result, both tables demonstrate that voter support of social democratic parties and Christian democratic 

parties have generally entered into a gradual decline as voters seek different alternatives, and also as alternatives 

have become viable in the 1990’s and 2000’s. This lends credence and credibility to the hypothesis that the VVD’s 

success in gaining the most seats (and eventually forming government) in the 2010 Dutch House of Representative 

Elections was in no small part due to the movement of voters away from the traditional social democratic and 

Christian democratic parties. To add to the credibility, one can revisit an article written by Keman and Pennings. 

According to Keman and Pennings, as well as Woldendorp et al., the average vote for social democratic parties have 

declined by 2.31% from 1989 to 2002, the average vote for Christian democratic parties fell slightly further in the 

same time span, to the tune of 2.87 percent. (Keman and Pennings 2009, p. 100 and Woldendor et. al, 2000). In 

2010, the VVD narrowly won by 0.9% over the PvdA, well within the margin of average loss found by Keman and 

Pennings. The PvdA also saw their vote share decline by just 1.9%, also within the same margin of average loss. 

This serves as additional proof that the gradual shift of voters from social democratic and Christian democratic 

parties has played a pivotal role in shifting close elections, and the 2010 Dutch House of Representatives election as 

a result. Thus, one can conclude that the hypothesis is both valid and to a significant degree, correct. 



Wilders finally smiles: (The Right Wing Splinter Hypothesis) 

 While the previously mentioned hypothesis regarding the movement of voters away from the traditional 

social democratic and Christian democratic parties was valid and correct, it proceeds to raise another question (and 

creates another hypothesis): To where do the votes go? As noted in the first table, the vote of the CDA plunged from 

26.5% in 2006 to 13.6% in 2010. The next hypothesis that comes from this question is that due to the splinterization 

of the voters of the right, the VVD was able to surpass the CDA on the way to becoming the largest party in the 

Dutch House of Representatives in 2010. In addition to the CDA, VVD and the small ChristenUnie (ChristianUnion, 

CU for short) occupying the centre-right, there have also been successful right wing, and even far right parties. In 

2002, the Lijst Pim Fortuyn (List Pim Fortuyn, LPF for short) rose to immediate prominence after the assassination 

of Pim Fortuyn, a politician with Eurosceptic and anti-Islam beliefs, an assassination that happened just less than ten 

days prior to the election. In the 2002 Dutch House of Representative elections, the LPF rose from no seats, and no 

votes to seventeen percent of the vote and twenty-six seats. (Kiesraad 2002, p. 11) However, without Fortuyn to lead 

them, the LPF crashed to just 5.6 percent of the vote, and only eight seats in the 2003 Dutch House of 

Representatives election (Kiesraad 2003, p.8), and were completely out of the Dutch House of Representatives by 

the 2006 Dutch House of Representatives election, at which the right wing (and arguably far right) PVV under Geert 

Wilders entered the Dutch House of Representatives with 5.9 percent of the vote and nine seats. (Kiesraad 2006, p. 

11) The Eurosceptic and anti-Islamic PVV would then a major advance to third place in the 2010 Dutch House of 

Representatives, winning almost one and a half million votes, 15.4 percent of the vote, and 24 seats. (Kiesraad 2010, 

p. 11) The 9.6 percent jump in one election for the PVV is rather notable for a few reasons. First, the CDA declined 

by 12.9 percent of the vote, and the VVD gain was just 5.8 percent in comparison to the PVV’s gain of 9.6 percent.  

In addition, both the VVD and PVV gain could not exclusively be from the CDA, as the total gain for the VVD and 

PVV is 15.4 percent of the vote. However, the sheer drop of the CDA’s vote share indicates that the vast majority of 

voters turning away to the CDA turned to one of the two parties. As the following table demonstrates, the rise of the 

VVD and PVV has in no small part changed the political landscape in the last decade: 

Vote Totals and % of Vote Earned by Centre-Right and Right Wing Parties in the Netherlands, 2002-2010 

PARTY 2002 2003 2006 2010 

CDA 2,653,723 

27.9% 

2,763,480 

28.6% 

2,608,573 

26.5% 

1,281,886 

13.6% 

VVD 1,466,722 

15.5% 

1,728,707 

17.9% 

1,443,312 

14.7% 

1,929,575 

20.5% 

LPF 1,614,801 

17.0% 

549,975 

5.6% 

20,956 

0.2% 

* 



PVV ** ** 579,490 

5.9% 

1,454,493 

15.4% 

CU 240,953 

2.5% 

204,694 

2.1% 

390,969 

4.0% 

305,094 

3.2% 

An asterisk indicates the disbandment of the Lijst Pim Fortuyn shortly after the 2006 election. 

A double asterisk indicates the Party for Freedom (PVV) was not in existence to contest the election. 

Sources: Kiesraad (2002, 2003, 2006, 2010) 

Upon looking at the table, the LPF decline in 2003 helped to bolster the vote tallies of the VVD and CDA, 

while the CU suffered a minor loss in votes. However, in 2006,  the PVV and CU benefited from the losses of the 

CDA and VVD, although the combined losses by the CDA and VVD far exceeded the gains by the PVV and CU, 

which suggests that the votes away from the VVD may indicate some center-left voters voting for other center-left 

parties rather than move further to the right.  

In addition, the loss of votes by the CDA can also be attributable to the decline of religion in various party 

families, as Wouter van der Brug et al. suggest in their article “Religion and Party Choice in Europe.” In this article, 

Wouter van der Brug et al. compiled a table of explained variance that clearly shows a loss of correlation in religion 

factoring in to a choice of a political party family, as reproduced here: 

Religion by Party Family 1989-2004 (Explained Variance) 

Party Family 1989 1994 1999 2004 

Social Democratic 0.042 0.021 0.023 0.026 

Christian Democratic 0.133 0.102 0.068 0.084 

Liberal 0.018 0.027 0.027 0.028 

Conservative 0.055 0.056 0.034 0.030 

Green 0.030 0.018 0.016 0.023 

Right wing Eurosceptic 0.023 0.037 0.027 0.020 

Left wing Eurosceptic 0.047 0.047 0.025 0.035 

Source: Wouter van der Brug (2009, p. 1273) 

As this table demonstrates, the high correlation of religion in Christian democratic voters has declined 

dramatically in just fifteen years (although a slight uptick occurred from the lowest point of variance in 1999). If 

religion does not seem to make an impact into what party one votes for, then the is likely to being losing its core of 

support, and this table serves as a statistical condemnation of the CDA to lose voters. Therefore, some validity exists 

in the hypothesis of whether or not the VVD were successful in the 2010 Dutch House of Representatives due to the 

splintering of votes from the traditional right leaning parties (such as the CDA) and the movement of votes away to 

different parties. Because of the rise of the PVV, and the decline in core support based on variance, it is logical 



enough to conclude that this hypothesis is mostly correct, and also played a role in the success of the VVD in the 

2010 Dutch House of Representatives Election. 

Maybe it really is the Economy, y’all: (The Austerity Hypothesis) 

 While the movement of voters from the social democratic and Christian democratic parties as well as the 

splintering of support from the traditional center-right parties have been determined as factors relating to the success 

of the VVD in the 2010 Dutch House of Representatives Election, there remains but one hypothesis left: that the 

VVD’s success was also based on the “austerity movement” caused by the European financial crisis. For starters, it 

appears to be the trendy hypothesis, and the one that news media seemingly enjoyed to utilize of a frequent basis. 

According to Leo Cendrowicz of Time Magazine, the Netherlands embraced voting for the VVD: “While all around 

Europe citizens are taking to the streets to protest their governments' plans for budget cuts, pledges to curb spending 

and balance the budget have proven to be vote winners in the Netherlands… the Dutch gave their strongest support 

to the pro-business Liberal Party (VVD) and its stark message of austerity. “ (Cendrowicz, 2010) Other world news 

sources also took notice of the “austerity movement” as well. By 2010, “austerity” had become the rage, the trendy 

new set of political clothes everyone just had to have, yet not everyone needed it, or truly wanted it. 

 But it’s now time to stop the presses. The truth is, although some countries were in the dire financial straits 

that would warrant austerity, the Netherlands were one of the countries furthest from it. According to Cendrowicz, 

the Netherlands had “a budget deficit currently running at 6.6% of GDP, and debt at 62.2% (of GDP)”. 

(Cendrowicz, 2010) In Greece, noted as one of the worst suffering European countries, the “(budget deficit was) 

estimated at 13.6% of GDP and its debt is at 115.1% (of GDP). If voters chose the VVD due to austerity, then why 

was the PVV as successful as it was in 2010? If austerity was all the rage, why did the anti-Islam PVV win far more 

votes than it did in 2006? Why did the PvdA maintain most of its support, despite a history of being anything but for 

the severest forms of austerity? Certainly, some voters may have decided that austerity may have been their only 

option, but the hypothesis of the VVD being successful in the 2010 Dutch House of Representatives due to the 

increasing popularity of the “austerity movement” seems to be more of a media explanation and a “political trend” 

than an actual crisis requiring such drastic budget cuts. Because of the relatively strong financial situation in the 

Netherlands combined with the retention of support of the PvdA and the wide expansion of support and votes of the 

PVV, the “austerity movement” is ultimately a minor factor in the VVD’s success. As a result, the overall value of 

the hypothesis is quite weak compared to the value of the hypotheses of the movement away from the social 

democratic PvdA and Christian democratic CDA as well as the splintering of support amongst the right-wing 



parties. Nevertheless, due to the ongoing ramifications of the European financial crisis, the hypothesis cannot be 

fully dismissed as null. 

Conclusion: 

 The 2010 Dutch House of Representatives election was both a historical and a paradigm shift from the 

previously known terrain of government. No longer was the CDA or PvdA the leading party in power, but rather a 

party that had been at best, the most senior junior coalition partner in government. The VVD had won the election, 

and would eventually negotiate into becoming the governing partner for the first time in its history. This was made 

possible in large part due to the shifting political tides away from the strong political parties representing the social 

democratic viewpoints and Christian democratic viewpoints as well as the splintering of support from the traditional 

centre-right into the right wing (and in the Netherlands’ case, largely due to the lack of religious support and 

cohesion that helped make the CDA amongst the strongest parties in the country). In addition, the role of the 

“austerity movement” also played a minor role in assisting the VVD to a historical win in the 2010 Dutch House of 

Representative elections, and perhaps more so to the VVD winning again in the 2012 Dutch House of 

Representative elections. One thing is for certain, despite the findings and explanations given within the proven 

hypothesis: Another political eternity has been created by one single election, and one will be needed to fully 

determine and judge on what ultimately caused the verdict of the 2010 elections to be how it happened on an 

otherwise normal June day. 
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