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 FEDERALIST INTERGROUP
FOR THE EUROPEAN CONSTITUTION
MINUTES OF THE MEETING ON 13 DECEMBER 2006, 

EP, STRASBOURG, 17 :00

List of MEPs present :  

Jean-Marie BEAUPUY (ALDE, F), Thijs BERMAN (PSE, NL), Jean-Luc DEHAENE (PPE-DE, B), Andrew DUFF (ALDE, UK), Joost LAGENDIJK (Verts/ALE, NL), Jules MAATEN (ALDE, NL), Erik MEIJER (GUE/NGL, NL), Vittorio PRODI (ALDE, I), György SCHÖPFLIN (PPE-DE, H)
The meeting was chaired by Mr Andrew DUFF, Co-President of the Federalist Intergroup.
Agenda: 
1.  The constitutional debate after the elections in the Netherlands: ways forward ? 
Exchange of views with Dutch MEPs
 
2.  Initiatives of the Intergroup for : 

- the 50th anniversary of the Treaties of Rome 
- the centenary of the birth of Altiero Spinelli 



1.  The constitutional debate after the elections in the Netherlands: ways forward ? 

Andrew DUFF welcomes the participants. He then reflects upon the recent electoral campaign in the Netherlands and invites the Dutch guests to speak.


Social Democrat (PvdA) Thijs BERMAN regrets that all parties having campaigned for the Constitution lost seats during the recent electoral campaign. The social democrats for example lost 25% of their seats. One of the reasons might have been that during the election campaign the EU was totally ignored, as if it didn’t exist and if the government of the Netherlands could act without the EU,
although that is not possible at all. All pro-constitutional parties and
especially his own Labour Party (in Dutch: Partij van de Arbeid) were
reluctant to deal with big issues during the campaign because they feared to
lose voters. Globalization was one of the subjects that wasn’t dealt with,
although he considers globalization as a motor for social progression. The
fact that the Social Democrats won the municipal elections overwhelmingly
shows that socialists are still able to convince, at least on a local level.
But as soon as national and international subjects are mentioned, the
situation becomes different. Yet, this is not only a problem for the
Socialists, but also for the Green Party and the left Liberals.

Socialist (SP) Erik MEIJER underlines that concerning the relationship between the
Netherlands and the EU, the Netherlands are one of the oldest countries in
the EU and therefore there is no question of exiting the EU, as some of the
populist parties say. The referendum in 2005 was supported by three parties,
namely the Social democrats, the Greens and the leftwing Liberals, who now
have to suffer the consequences. The public reaction on the referendum,
meaning the No-vote, expressed the anger of the EU acting like one single
nation, which reminds of the basic European problem of federalism and
confederalism. The Dutch expressed the need of a small-scale economy and of
decentralization. Of course the liberty of services and the armament of
countries provoke contrary ideas in Europe, but that is how democracy works.
MEIJER cites the example of the war in Iraq, which divided Europe. He
believes it is good not to force a common foreign policy as it would not get
the support of the public opinion. Concerning the Constitution a broad
discussion is necessary in all countries to have it accepted. MEIJER has
nothing against the Constitution in principle; however, it should stay a
short declaration about the common values of the EU. In the Netherlands 62%
of the people voted against the Constitution and today it is even more
unpopular. The Dutch parties know that and therefore they don’t promote the
Constitution. That is why it will not be possible to have the Dutch people
voting for the Constitution soon.

DUFF as a federalist sees the Constitution as a reformist project. In
blocking the Constitution the Netherlands blocked the EU !

MEIJER mentions that by rejecting the Constitution, the Dutch people
criticised some elements of the Treaty that shouldn’t be there. So the
Constitution should be limited to the first and the second part.

DUFF replies that this is surely a constructive approach.

According to Liberal (VVD) Jules MAATEN, all parties of the political centre have lost seats. Besides, there are only problems now in the Netherlands when it comes to the Constitution. As there will not be a new government soon, today’s
pro-constitutional minority in the government can not take any big
decisions, besides the negotiations would take too long. He also doesn’t
expect a lot from the upcoming regional elections in March. He is against a
new referendum in the Netherlands as today’s bad atmosphere will not make it
possible to have the Constitution passed.

Green (GroenLinks) Joost LAGENDIJK underlines that the bad outcome is due to the fact that Eurosceptics cash in fears of globalization and that the Netherlands become a country ruled by fears !  A new proposal will not be accepted before 2 or 3 years. What is needed now is realistic multilateralism in the Netherlands. He
agrees with Duff that it is now important to discuss the subjects that are
causing problems like what social Europe is and where its frontiers are. He
has the hope of coming to a new division of labour between the EU and the
Netherlands, in terms of security for example. The new federal model
definitely needs to be discussed.

DUFF asks if real multilateralism is not a euphemism for federalism. It is
necessary to find European answers to the Dutch question !  If the parties had
not played such an active role in campaigning for the Constitution, would
the result be different ?


Thijs BERMAN mentions that the Netherlands are highly individualized, which
creates tensions between politicians and voters because it is hard for them
to delegate the power over their lives. This defiance crystallizes at the
referendum. Even when politicians are honest the voters are hard to
convince. There is a lack of solidarity with the other EU countries.
 
Debate
Jean-Luc DEHAENE is afraid that the Netherlands are so deep in their own
problems that there is no possibility to evoke the question of the
Constitution.

György SCHÖPPFLIN wonders what has happened to the Netherlands which where so pro-European in the 1960s. Of course some nations define themselves through
the EU, others don’t. England for example is not pro-European because it is
trying to find its own identity inside Great Britain. Still, how could the
Netherlands change like that ?

Joost LAGENDIJK answers that the Netherlands are now very different from the 1960s. He does not see a quick outcome to the situation. Most people now vote for
populist parties because these promise quick and easy solutions. But this is
not only a Dutch problem.

 
Erik MEIJER mentions that the Netherlands are highly dependant on the
relations with their neighbour countries, especially Germany and has always
thought that EU membership is profitable for the country. However, the
parties are more critical today than they were before.

Vittorio PRODI intervenes by saying that the situation in the Netherlands is similar
to that in Italy. The reaction of the people is purely fear and the EU has
to find a solution to that. The EU has to propose solutions, must gain over
control again and confront with the real problems in a different way.

Thijs BERMAN says that rather than fear it is anger that should be spoken about.
There has been a lot of privatisations in the Netherlands in the last years,
which are the right-wing answer to globalization. If you do not speak about
things that concern the improvement of people’s lives you can not expect
them to be enthusiastic. That is why it will surely take a long time before
there will be a positive answer to the Constitution.

Erik MEIJER adds that the question of enlargement is much less attractive
than before. Minds are now influenced by the ideas of migrant labour force
and the social-economic policy that is in the interest of the companies. The
EU has to change these ideas and can then maybe become more popular.

Andrew DUFF concludes by thanking the participants for the interesting and fruitful
discussion and hopes that the Netherlands will soon experience political
renewal. 
2.  Initiatives of the Intergroup for : 

- the 50th anniversary of the Treaties of Rome 
- the centenary of the birth of Altiero Spinelli 
Andrew DUFF mentions the celebration of the 50th birthday of the Treaty of
Rome in Berlin and suggests that the Intergroup should draft a declaration
as the Parliament has declined to seize a resolution.


Federalist Intergroup’s Secretary Bruno BOISSIERE mentions the second commemoration concerning Altiero Spinelli. The AFCO committee organizes a symposium in September 2007 with academicians. The Federalist Intergroup should think of additional and own actions.


The present minutes have been drafted with the help of the Jeunes Européens - Strasbourg
