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INTRODUCTION

The image of the Netherlands has always been tlaavery pro-European country.
They were among the six countries that laid thedlagions of the present European
Union. Particularly after the rejection of the Cutugional Treaty in the 2005
referendum this image has changed. In this essél/|lbok more closely at the
idealism that underpinned the very start of theogaan cooperation: with the
European Coal and Steel Community in 1952, andoggpethe founding father of it:
Jean Monnet. He distinguished two sorts of dynanatéear and hope. Firstly, 1 will
examine what he exactly meant by that. After thvatwill see what we recognize
from his idealism in Dutch politics nowadays.

JEAN MONNET: DYNAMICS OF FEAR AND HOPE

The man who is regarded by many as the chief adhif European Unity knew very
well the dangers of war and oppression. Jean Mqi8&88-1979) himself didn’t only
see the cruelties of the First World War but alevdramatic slaughter of the Second
World War, not to mention the Armenian genocidé¢her ethnic cleansing in Russia
or the Balkans. Only days before the outbreak efRinst World War the British
Foreign Minister would have said: “The lamps arengmut all over Europe. We shall
not see them lit again in our time” (cited in: Ka2®01:209). One could argue that the
lights were only on again after the Fall of thelBeWall in 1989, but although that
seems plausible to say, one could also very wgillathat at least that the first
sunbeams prudently broke trough with the estabkstiraf the European Coal and
Steel Community. Monnet, the man behind this retmhary concept, saw this
organization as a first attempt to bring peacewaelfiare to the European continent by
means of institutionalized cooperation that wouldhe end even prevent the
participating countries to go to war. Of course Meinwas not the only thinker after
the Second World War who promoted European codperdilany other movements
and organizations promoted a new Europe in whicpertion would be the way to
tackle their problems, not violence. The debategdver were quite vague and lacked
a clearly devised plan or common goal. The Européaion of Federalists for
example aimed at a Federal Europe in which theqggzating states would in fact give

up their sovereignty and form a United States abRe. In contrast, the United



Europe Movement, founded in 1947 by Winston Chuilrcuilvocated only European
cooperation without giving up sovereignty of thates. The Congress of The Hague
that was held in 1948 didn’t provide a clear outeand its only real achievement
was the establishment of the very intergovernme®eaincil of Europe in 1949

So it seems fair to say that there was a widespreasensus about the general and
guite vague ideal of European cooperation, butgreement on the scope and exact
nature of that cooperation. But everyone agreedttigmwas the momentum for
Europe to move forward and leave war and destnudtehind. And Monnet was the
great driving force behind the efforts to bring abBuropean Unity.

He distinguished two dynamics that could underbanfuture development of Europe:
fear and hope. Two years before the founding oEGSC he expressed the need for
more cooperation in Europe in a written reflectiornvhich he said that “... les pays
d’Europe ont peur et cherchent de l'aide” (Mond&50).

That fear was indeed widespread among politiciemmsseveral reasons. First there
was the developing Cold War between the UnitedeStand the USSR. For Europe
the involvement of the USA was inevitable becausb@fragile defence forces that
Britain and France had after the war, no to mentefact that Germany was
completely defeated. So it is not strange that mosghtries turned to the USA instead
of focusing on purely European solution. In falbg tnere existence of NATO was a
precondition for all forms of European cooperatioat would take place.

But there was fear as well for the eventual re-gece of Germany. It was
inevitable that Germany’s economy would recoved probably very quickly. This
was especially a concern for France, since theydwght three bloody wars in less
than seventy years with Germany. The French acledged that Germany’s
recovery would eventually also benefit France,dnly in a restricted way, through a
supranational authority which could contain possiBerman aspirations.

However, in the short run the big fear didn’t cofreen the nations on the European
continent. The European states had lost their apadcity for at least a decade and the
economy was almost completely destroyed. The bigelacame from the East.
Because of the emerging Cold War between the US8ERh& United States, two
alliances quickly developed: the NATO and the WarBact. The formation of
NATO in 1949 was extremely important for the depat@nt of the idea of European
integration: “It provided a protective shield bethiwvhich western Europe was free to

consider its political and economic options”. (Unw2002:4). The alliance in which



Western Europe had placed itself was in fact thaetging precondition for any form
of European integration. As Koch argues, “Europegggration could only get going
when the sting of mutual war was removed betweeWkst-European states” (Koch
2001:216-217).

So in short, it was only under the umbrella of Ameerican protection that Europe
could work on its own internal integration proje&hd in the analysis of Monnet, that
Europe was at a crossroads around the beginnings18fe was afraid that, after a
destructive war, the nations of Europe would agely on their pre-war reflexes as
sovereign nation states, with a big emphasis anmatdefence and nationalism. In
his years as deputy-Secretary-General of the LeafNations and during whole the
Interbellum, he had seen with his own eyes the ¢tet@mpailure of the interstate
cooperation on the European continent after th&t Miforld War. Moreover, national
sentiments were usually enhanced by the experigihwar and resistance, at least
among the populations. The Norwegian, Luxembourgcband English Royal
Houses, pre-eminently national symbols, were exgéhgmpopular after the Second
World War because of their role during wartime.

On the elite level however, the general idea df@ngly needed integration on
European level was widely supported: “The issue meaonger whether there should
be integration, but what form it should take” (Unw2002:4).And Monnet, who
knew the European elite very well, tried to gaipart for his idea of pooling the
steel and coal productions of the old rivals Fraamog Germany, as a starting point for
an eventual federation of Europe. To overcome kthé&aropean dynamics of fear, he
saw France as the leading nation in Europe: “Ladaast designée par le destin. Si
elle prend l'initiative qui éliminera la craintegra renaitre I'espoir dans 'avenir,
rendra possible la création d’une force de pale,alra libéré 'Europe” (Monnet,
1950).

It was of course an extremely ambitious attemptytdo overcome the catastrophic
dynamics that underpinned the international orderesthe Peace of Westphalia in
1648. For Monnet, this meant that the dynamic®af Ehould be replaced by a
dynamics of hope. In his discourse, hope was ofdsi#ded with change: “Il faut une
action profonde, réelle, immédiate et dramatiquechange les choses et fasse entrer
dans la réalité les espoirs auxquels les peupldsssio le point de ne plus croire”
(Monnet, 1950).



For Monnet, hope for the continent was closelyduhkvith a profound change in how
the game was played in the international arendermaontinent. If peace was to be
secured, states had to give up essential partewofdovereignty by means of
transferring them to a higher, supranational leVkls change would also bring about
trust in themselves, as a free and peaceful Eunapdd develop. And, last but not
least, if Europe would succeed, then Europe woatbine eventually a “force
d’équilibre” (Monnet, 1950) next to the United Stmt

Although the European leaders faced enormous ciggdte both internally and
externally, that big change that Monnet envisagdd'dhappen. European leaders
agreed that cooperation on the continent was ialeMatand necessary, but the
idealism of Monnet was far too elitist to gain wsgeead support among the European
politicians. In fact, they sought to safeguardrtio@n national interest, by means of
European cooperation. Milward even argued in hisofas bookThe European
Rescue of the Nation Stdteat the European project facilitated the survofahation
states, instead of making them disappear. In fecotd dynamics remained
prominent in European politics. The dynamics of fead hope that Monnet
distinguished turned out to be a wonderful andinrgpidealism, but not very viable
in the aftermath of the Second World War. This beeaisible in the pragmatism of
Monnet’s idea for the ECSC. In fact, the poolingoél and steel seemed to contrast
with the wonderful rhetoric of a United States off&pe. But in fact Monnet believed
that in the end a Federation would develop, alileivly and sector-by-sectorThis
incremental, quite technical approach made the i@ahuPlan (issued by the French
Foreign Minister, but in fact drafted by Monnet Isielf) acceptable for the Benelux
countries. A sudden imposition of a supranationablgean Federation would have
been far too ambitious.

With the benefit of hindsight, Monnet ambitions adéalism proved to be more an
academic exercise than a realistic option for thr@inent. The dynamics of the
European integration process that started afteB&oend World War and were far
more complex than the simple distinction that Mdrmade between the dynamics of
hope and that of fear. The context of Europeartipsliemained determined by the
structures of the nation state and the establishofehe Haute Autorité was
counterbalanced by the Council of Minister, prirtyaoin the instigation of the
Benelux countries. The Dutch Prime Minister Dremseikample was very reluctant to

give sovereignty away to what he called the expertke High Authority. He also



feared that Europe would be dominated by Cath@kc®le en Raap, 2005:114, in:
Vollaard en Boer, 2005).

If we could speak of a dynamics of hope after taec®d World War, is would be the
common drive to solve problems in a European walamna European level, but not
a dynamics of hope in which cooperation would ewvalty lead to federation, as
Monnet envisaged. One could even argue that hdiuralist method not only
contributed to the EU’s success, but also to heblems and failures, especially with
relation to supposed democratic deficit of the Wn(@/arleigh 2004; 19).

As Milward argues, “ironically, the argument thlag¢ tEuropean Union mainly owes
its existence to individuals of persistent and éatwision, who have been set on
making it the central organ of a European fedenatiemains as one established
explanation of the supranation’s incomplete existemlthough neither political
science nor history give that argument much creglefMilward 2006:103, in:
Jargensen et al., 2006).

But in short, the Schuman Plan and Monnet’s idea#ist the tone in the post-war era,
although no member state aimed a federal Europe tihe beginning. Europe broke

new ground that eventually produced the Europeanrtn
HOPE AND FEAR: EUROPE IN DUTCH POLITICS

A few months after the rejection of the ConstitotibTreaty by the Dutch and French
voters, the Dutch Foreign Minister Ben Bot usednrarticle in the Frendbe Figaro
Monnet'’s distinction between the dynamics of feaat hope. He said that it seemed
that “nous soyons aujourd’hui sous I'emprise dedar”. The period of reflexion that
the European Council announced after the defeidteo€onstitutional Treaty should
be used, according to Mr. Bot, to bring back theatgics of hope into the European
cooperation. However, in the very same articletated that the no-vote of the Dutch
and French was not “un rejet de I'idée européeifbe’Figaro, October 252005).
That brings us to the core question of this sectidrat is the State of the European
Union in Dutch politics in 20087 Do we recognizerviet's dynamics of fear, or is
that an exaggeration of reality? To answer thistioe, | will analyse the positions of
the main political parties and the position of Bxgch government, by means of their

official programmes and their contribution in theopc debate.



Firstly | will analyse the different positions dfe main parties in the Dutch political
spectrum. Do they support the federal idealismctviMonnet connected with the
dynamics of hope, or do they turn more to the magtate as a means to solve
problems, which Monnet saw as dynamics of fears @rere a way in-between?
According to research by De Beus and Pennings (2@04ope has long been much
neglected in the election programmes, although BesBbserves a change in recent
years (De Beus 2006). Especially after the dranmatigote in the referendum of
2005, parties are paying more attention to Euroyktlae European Union in their
programmes. This makes it possible to analysetaildbe general attitude and
context in which the different parties place thelves.

Alongside the three biggest parties in parliamér,Christian Democrats, the Labour
Party and the Liberal VVD, also the SP and PVVaralysed because of their sceptic
attitude towards the European Union, as well as ID&fuse of their distinct pro-
European attitude, and the Christian Union, siheg are in the government since
February 2% 2007.

After that, we will also analyse the position o thovernment, the Dutch Head of

State and the public opinion.

CDA

The biggest party represented in Parliament, thesttdn Democrats, have always
been among the most enthusiastic supporters ofpearounity on the continent.
Especially the Catholics in the party are verynméionally orientated and worked
together in Catholic Movements in Europe. The Rtai@ parties (first in the ARP
and CHU) were in the beginning more reserved tosv#rd idea of European
integration, but soon they too developed a pro-gean line and supported the
European ideas of federalism and integration (\dntlaen Boer, 2005:154). They also
fully supported the Constitutional Treaty and caigpead actively for it in 2005
during the referendum in the Netherlands. In tekiction program for the national
elections in 2006 they still have a very positiesifion towards the Union: “By
means of the European Union, The Netherland hasnbeemuch more prosperous
and it has got an equal position besides the higtces. European cooperation
should not only be seen trough the financial paymérhat could hamper the
unanimous European approach to the challengessdiitie”. It stresses the shared

values of the Union, and the importance of humghtsi, democracy and the need for



a European strategy for immigration, terrorism dredenergy supply. On the one
hand, the need for subsidiarity is expressed, toersare that the decision-making
takes places on the appropriate level, but on tinwerdand the program states that
there should be more QMV in the area of foreigaiegfand defence, which would
mean that the Netherlands would loose their ridlvieto on this matter.

However, in the program nothing is said about thesple goal of the European
process of integration: should it be a federatioa super state, or more like the way
it is now, as a complex mix of supranational artdrigovernmental features?

But in general, the biggest party in Parliament tr@dgovernment has a very positive
attitude towards not only European integration,dsi® the European Union as a
means to bring about that integration on the centinThey fully support the idea of
‘an ever closer union’, as stated in the Maastriagkeaty (1992).

Nevertheless, although the party strongly suppgbeadguropean Union, the discourse
has changed a little. According to the spokesmakifwopean affairs, Mr. Ormel, the
party stands for a ‘eurorealistic’ course and thaicizing the EU is good for a
healthy debate , although the same document stetewe can be ‘proud of
Europe’(Brochure CDA, 2008).

PvdA

The Dutch Labour Party took a somewhat differeamse towards the European
Union, although they supported the ECSC from thggriseng. The Prime Minister in
the first decade after the Second World War Dreeses/en a Catholic conspiracy in
the ECSC (Monnet, Adenauer, Spinelli, Spaak andideim were all Catholics). But
Drees was an exception in the Labour Party (KonteRaap, 2005:114 in Vollaard
en Boer, 2005). The PvdA viewed European integnatioth supranational features,
in the light of international solidarity. Althoughe party became more reticent
towards Europe in the polarised 1970s, especialbabse of the lack of social politics
in the Union, they became more positive again utftefeadership of Wim Kok. But
at the same time they became more realistic asddeslistic towards the federalist
ideals that they once accepted with open arms.e€i&8pCommittee in the party
concluded in1996 that “it became clear that ouefalilst ideals are incompatible with
the historical task of unifying Europe” (cited iBos, 2004). Moreover, party leader
Wouter Bos gave a speechliea Club du Jeudn 2004 that bore the significant title

“Beyond federalism: a new realism for Europe”. Timere realistic approach, without



completely giving up idealism about the Europeanjqmt, was partly a result of the
dramatic loss in the 2002 elections.

The current official point of view of the LabourmBastill has a rather realistic
character. It states among others that “a politicébn is not an end in itself’(PvdA
2006). And: “The Netherlands have to remain ThehnEgands”. Compared to the
Christian Democrats, they strike an even moresgalnote. But the politicians on a
national level still are optimistic about the Eueap Union. The State Secretary for
European Affairs and Labour politician Mr. Timmens for example finds that

“asking for a European Dream could be an intergstixercise” (Timmermans, 2007).

VVD

The stance of the liberal VVD in the Dutch parliasheas in the beginning of the
European integration in the 1950s in fact a ragitagmatic one. They payed lip
service to the ideal of a federalist Europe, baytwere afraid to delegate any
national sovereignty (Boer, 2005:136). They attdafyeat importance to cooperation
and security in the Atlantic framework. They hathare positive attitude however to
the free trade zone that the Treaty of Rome iretiteenvisaged.

In fact, until the 1980s the official position reimad quite ambiguous. Supranational
elements were greeted only as they served the Dniietest. This changed under the
leadership of Frits Bolkestein in the 1990s, asMi® became more outspoken
eurosceptic. He saw the European cooperation phatig as economic cooperation,
and the Treaty of Maastricht was for him in facet fimal destination of the European
project. This eurosceptic stance is still visibtetbe Liberal Manifesto that the party
issued in 2005. It states among other that “thardref a federal Europe (...) has
failed. The VVD is glad with that. The nation-stdiee Netherlands should be
preserved and Europe’s strength lies in its ditgréVVD, 2005). And the VVD
website explicitly states that “the VVD doesn’t wasuperstate Europe’.

In general, the federal idealism of Monnet is ngimorted by the VVD.

D66

Beyond any doubt D66, currently one of the smalhasties in parliament, can be
considered as the most pro-European party in paeld since their foundation in
1966. They even called themselves “good pupils ohivet” (cited in Boer, 2005:144,
in: Vollaard 2005). In fact, there is much truthtiat. In their election program of



2006 they state explicitly that “D66 chooses fdederal Europe”. They support a
European army and a coherent foreign and secuwligypfor the EU. The only
worries they have about Europe is the lack of deawycand transparency. D66 was
one of the big supporters of the referendum aldlmCionstitutional Treaty, to bring
more legitimacy into the process of integration.

In general, D66 fully acknowledges the need fordizreamics of hope in the
European integration process, by transferring natisovereignty to a supranational
European level, not only in the area of the econonmtyne EMU, but also on defence

and foreign policy areas.

SP

As an originally Marxist party, the Socialist Papiyrsued at the outset a strong anti-
capitalist policy. Because of this position, thejected every form of cooperation
between capitalist countries, of which they sayEheopean Union as an example.
They gradually developed a more pragmatic lineti@darly after they got two seats
in parliament after the 1994 elections. They aaxfiie European Union agaat
accomplj but still saw and see it as a neoliberal projebey enthusiastically
campaigned against the Constitutional Treaty, bee#ue European Union would
“develop to a European superstate with a flag,emttcurrency, monetary policy and
aspirations for one foreign and security policyefwite SP). The SP supports the
general idea of European cooperation, but not aggan Union that “dictates law
and imposes rules, that go against the desiresanigority of the citizens” (website
SP).

It is clear that the SP, currently with 25 seatthimDutch parliament, doesn’t support
the idealism of Monnet. On the contrary, the Euaspéiscourse of the SP is
especially nourished by fear. Fear for a Europe@erstate, a too powerful Brussels
or a “megalomaniac Constitution” (SP 2006).

PVV

Receiving their first seats in parliament after 2006 elections, the PVV displays a
very eurosceptic attitude towards European intemgratnd the European Union. Their
lack of a coherent and profound ideology doesrévpnt hem from taking a very firm
position towards the European Union. They emphabigesovereignty of the nation

and the threat that comes from Brussels. They adeacsmall Europe with right of
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veto for all member states, and reject stronglgdeefal approach. In their pamphlet
for the 2006 election they even propose the abalitif the European Parliament
(PVV 2006).

Their position is not very different from that diet Socialist Party, albeit that both

parties have their very own reasons for rejectimegidlea of a federal Europe.

Christian Union

After the merger of the orthodox Protestant GPV RRdF into the Christian Union in
2002, the Christian Union changed their attitudeaials the EU slightly (Vollaard
2005;166). Originally the GPV and RPF were reticdmut European integration,
especially of the concentration of power. This sagpticism has now changed in a
sort of eurorealism. They acknowledge fully theegrvalue of the European project”
(Election program Christian Union 2006). They ad however support a federal
Europe: “As far as the Christian Union is concerribd final end of the European
Union has largely been achieved”. The fact thay treged in favour of the Treaty of
Lisbon shows that they evolved from a rather ewgpsc party to a more eurorealistic

party, although the idealism of Monnet and his fabEurope is not shared by the
party.

Government

In the so-called coalition agreement, agreed upotm® Christian Democrats, the
Labour Party and the Christian Union in Februar@722Q@he three parties also devoted
a paragraph to Europe, albeit a rather vague dmegdvernment “commits itself to
good cooperation” in Europe, and emphasizes tmeipie of subsidiarity. Compared
with for example the Belgian coalition agreemenmafrch 2008, it is a rather
superficial text and not very ambitious. Nothing#d about thé&nalité of the Union,
or whether the European Union should develop tdeteration that Monnet foresaw.
The current State Secretary for European Affairs Nimmermans and the Minister
for Foreign Affairs Mr. Verhagen called it a “selgi and realistic course” in the
annual State of the European Union 2008 (TK 31p(®), Especially after the
rejection of the Constitutional Treaty the governtteies to regain confidence in
European integration.

The Dutch Prime Minister Jan Peter Balkenende asbee of the European Council

holds a positive attitude towards the European tmdter the signing of the
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Constitutional Treaty he saw this as the startioéwa era (Church and Phinnemore,
2007:47, in: Cini 2007). On year before the reacif the Treaty in the referendum,
he approvingly quoted the American author Jerenfiiiiwho said that “a new
European Dream is being born” and in the very sgpeech he even called Valéry
Giscard d’Estaing, president of the European Cdivewhich drafted the
Constitutional Treaty, “’our” James MadisdnHis idealism has not disappeared after
the rejection of the same Constitutional Treatya Bpeech before the European
Parliament in 2007 he quoted the Schuman Declarafi¢lay §" 1950 and he also
said that Schuman’s words can indicate directiciour common goal to build
further on Europ€”. Monnet's dynamics of hope seem to be very presetie
discourse of the Prime Minister, although he hastyee more prudent after the

rejection of the Constitutional Treaty in the 20@%rendum.

Head of State

In this context, the position of the Dutch Headbtdte, Queen Beatrix, is remarkable.
Although she is to remain out of the realm of podithaving a largely symbolic
function, she has spoken out many times in favbiubopean integration and unity.
Before the European Parliament she even complahbedt the lack of idealism about
Europe: “European integration has taken convinsimgpe, and has become part of
our lives. But there is little evidence nowadayshef idealism that gripped us then”
(2004). As president of the European Working Griouihve 1960s, she was already
inspired by the European ideal. The chairman ofMueking Group, MrAlting von
Geusau, said not long ago about the gréwe all regret that the European spirit has
disappeared. The unity has gone far less tharettexdlly organised Europe that we
had in mind at the time” (ND April 302008).

In 1996 Queen Beatrix even received the prestiioternationaKarlspreisfor her
commitment to European unity. Past recipients efRhze include Jean Monnet,
Robert Schuman and Bill Clinton. It is beyond dotliatt Queen Beatrix has been the
most constant factor in the Dutch government wihenrmes to support for the

idealism of Monnet as a founding father of the Baan Union.

Public opinion
It is striking that the support for the Europearidsnramong the Dutch citizens is one

of the highest in Europe. In tliirobarometeiheld in The Netherlands just after the

12



referendum, 82 percent of the population were efdpinion that membership of the
European Union was a good thing. Only 8 percethase who were against the
Constitutional Treaty voted no because they weatnatjEuropean integration,
although 19 percent feared a loss of national sagety Eurobarometer 172)

The picture is still positive in the latdsturobarometer79 percent thinks that the
membership of the European Union is a good thing, buxembourg has a higher
rate with 82 percent in favour.

This positive attitude of the Dutch does not meawéver that the idealism of
Monnet and his dynamics of hope is something thaCiutch are very enthusiastic
about. The vast majority would in fact not evenwriaos name, let alone his ideas.
The European idealism has always been an elitegrggomething where Monnet
was especially criticized for because of his inoeatal and step-by-step approach,
out of the eye of the public and mainly taking plat the offices of technocrats and
insiders. Seen in this light, the support of theddwitizens for the Union in general
is in fact overwhelming, especially taking into agnt the (supposed) democratic

deficit and the rather bureaucratic organisationBrussels and Strasbourg.

CONCLUSION

The question arises: are we indeed « sous I'emg&da peur », as Mr. Bot said?
Unquestionably, Europe has become less self-evatahtess taken for granted in
Dutch politics. Some parties in parliament indeeltivate the fear that the EU causes
a lot of trouble and takes our jobs away (the fasn@alish plumber). But the vast
majority accepts the EU as a given and suppoffiacinthe need for European
cooperation.

To call this idealism would not be very accuratg, ibwouldn’t be very accurate
either to say that the Dutch therefore are impesioy a dynamics of fear. A big
majority in Dutch Parliament supported the Lisbaraly, and does support the
European Union, as does the Dutch population. Bvemost eurosceptic parties in
Parliament, the SGP and PVV, do not plead for legtie EU.

Perhaps Queen Beatrix was right when she saidttteEuropean integration has
been so successful that one hardly realises it arg/th Most probably Monnet
would have been very proud of what has been reathbdt has happened between

the Treaties of Rome and the Treaty of Lisbon i&at more than remarkable seen in
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the light of what happened between the Treaty ab&iles and the Treaties of Rome.
The EU now has 27 members, an aggregate populatiamout 493 million people,
and an economy that generates 30 percent of woosksgproduct.

There is still idealism in the debate, althougls & different idealism than Monnet’s
dynamics of hope, which he linked to a federal perd’he F-word (federalism) is
hardly mentioned anymore, but politicians stillu@European cooperation in the
European Union very much. In a way, a less high4flaliscourse may be good for
the public debate about Europe, although it is demgs to take support for the
European Union for granted. In fact, the main gdahe Schuman Plan has been
realised: peace and security on the continent.iAnkleir own words: “Europe will

not be made at once, or according to a single tiavll be built through concrete
achievements which first createla factosolidarity”.

In brief, one could say that Monnet and his feddram is not very viable anymore
in Dutch politics. But overall, the dynamics of leopave not been replaced by
dynamics of fear. It is perhaps the irony of higtthrat the European project has been
such a success that it is taken for granted noaliogst all European citizens.
Overall, idealism has been replaced by a moresteaipproach in Dutch politics.
Taking into consideration the recent rejectionhaf Constitutional Treaty by the
Dutch voters, this may well be a healthy developimen
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NOTES

! In October 1948 the European Movement was founditd,as its main goal to implement the
resolutions of the Congress of The Hague. The M@rdgrdoes still exist and is represented in 44
European countries and regroups 23 internationsbéiations. Its objective is to "contribute to the
establishment of a united, federal Europe foundethe respect for basic human rights, peace
principles, democratic principles of liberty andidarity and citizens' participation".

2 A possible stage in-between would be a confederakiut according to Monnet “une confédération’
menera un jour a une ‘Fédération™ (cited in HersaA96: 237)

% | particularly used the websites of the differpatties.

* The Leterme-government explicitly states thatttarsyer Europe needs a European Union that
deepens and integrates politically”. See also:Mitp/w.premier.be/files/INVERKLARINGtien-
zondervoettekst.pdf

® He said so in a speech at the conference in Tigaédabout the politics of European values in 2004
(http://europapoort.eerstekamer.nl/9345000/1/j9%i@ydh7th/vgbwrdk8ocw2/f=/vhi9n7y45usv.pdf)
® Speech held before the European Parliament abedtiture of Europe, on May 92007
(http://europapoort.eerstekamer.nl/9345000/1/j9GiQydh7th/vgbwrdk8ocw2/f=/vhl7i8ez1zgh.pdf)

’ She said so in her speech on the occasion ofther Bisit to Belgium on June 22nd 2006
(http://www.koninklijkhuis.nl/content.jsp?objectid§248)
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