Table of Content 

Introduction                                                                                                        2
1. the european union                                                                                      5     
1.1 The origin of the European Union 
5
1.2 Enlargement of the EU
7
1.3 The EU Presidency 
8
2. Eu Constitution and the current situation                               9
2.1 A constitution for the European Union 
    9
2.2 Strategy of the Dutch politics campaigning   
12
2.3 The outcome of the Dutch referendum 
    15
2.4 New constitution “Lisbon Treaty”      
17
3. The Eurobarometer result                                                                  19 

3.1 Eurobarometer 2005 
    19
3.2 Eurobarometer 2006   
21
3.3 Eurobarometer 2007 
    22
3.4 The Eurobarometer Summary     
23
4. European Union, Dutch Government and politics                24     
4.1 Democracy and communication in the Netherlands
    24
4.2 Dutch political parties and the citizens  
27
5. The role of the media in the Dutch EU policy                         29               
5.1 European Union coverage in Dutch newspapers
     29
5.2 European Union coverage on the Dutch television   
33
Conclusion                                                                                                           35
References                                                                                                            38
List of Appendices                                                                                             41
Introduction
The European Union (EU) has denoted large changes in politics and put a new political area in the Dutch society. Since the no-vote of the Dutch referendum on the proposed European Constitution of June 1, 2005, the idea of the European Union as an important organization became aware to the Dutch citizens. The Dutch citizens gave more thoughts about who they really are, and their role within Europe (Speech by the Prince of Orange 2007, p. 1). For the Netherlands the negative outcome of the Dutch referenda was considered as a heavy blow to the organization. This is due the fact that the Netherlands is one of a founding member of the EU and is a major supporter championing in their missions and goals. Originally, the EU was created by political leaders as a peace project, soon after the Second World War. It has not only remained a political organization aimed at deterring war but increased economic collaboration through out the years. The legitimacy of the Union in the eyes of the citizens has long been based on two pillars peace and prosperity. However, today one of the most debated questions is whether or not the information and purpose of the European Union has become increasingly clear in the minds of its citizens? The development of the EU issues in the Netherlands remains a complex matter. 

In this thesis a specific case of European integration is studied: European constitution. However, the Lisbon Treaty is the most current ‘phase’ of the EU integration process. So in order to fulfill my purpose I have to ask myself a number of questions; was it that Dutch citizens were not ready for the European constitution? Furthermore, was it simply that they were downright Eurosceptics? Or was it just truthful from the Netherlands to come with the referendum regarding the European Constitution. Euroscepticism is a term in European Integration studies and has become popular language in political science in the last fifteen years. However one thing was certain; there is a serious so-called lack of information of the Dutch government, as well of the political parties to the electorates as to what the constitution was all about. In this paper I have chosen to focus on the various arguments that are used in order to support or reject the Dutch politics. The political parties were divided into two parts, those who were in favor or against the European Constitution. In the period of the EU referendum, political parties aimed to express a critical vote to the Constitutional treaty and desired to have an important vote as far as the whole issue was concerned. Therefore I would like take a closer look at the stances of the EU policy in the Netherlands its relation to the EU. The responsibility of the Dutch government and political parties are important for the Dutch citizens.  In addition, the political parties constitute important channels between the decision makers and the Dutch citizens in this society. It is thus clear that political parties are an important part of political societies, and that they are “central actors in the organization of modern democracy” Poguntke Thomas et.al, ”The Europeanisation of national party organisations”, 2007 p. 747. 
In the news media it appears that the Dutch citizens were “uninformed and unconcerned about European integration” (Hans Vollaard and Bartho Boer, 2005, p. 255). Howeve, information about the EU could be found in the media outlets such as in newspapers, on the television, internet, folders etc but still many Dutch citizens feel poorly informed about the EU constitution. In general, citizens of Europe Union agree that a political system should be build on, and it is the strive of the European Union to make citizens involved in what goes on in their politics. Since the European Union has its responsibility to promote Europe towards the citizens and the media has the significant role in informing the citizens of the activities. This is an interesting question since the notion of a well-informed citizen is a prioritized matter for the EU. As the media it is an important link between the Dutch politics and the European Union. Therefore in this paper media coverage will be studied to be exact Dutch television and the Dutch written press. 

The central question is:

How has the ineffectiveness of the Dutch government and Dutch political parties to keep their citizens well informed about EU issues shaped their relationship with the organization? Has this changed since the ‘NO’ vote?

In order to answer the central question, the following sub questions have to be asked:

Sub-questions:


· What are the European Union and the European constitution? 

· What should the government do to involve the Dutch citizens regarding the European Union?

· What are the political parties doing in order to inform the Dutch citizens better?

· What is the Dutch attitude towards the EU constitution and the European Union?

· What is the expertise of the media in neutral information on European Union?

Research methods

In order to answer the various sub questions, and eventually the central research question, two research strategies are used. For the first chapters, literature has been researched. In order to get as complete picture as possible, a diverse and broad range of sources have been used, among which academic journals, several books, and government reports etcetera. Furthermore, in order to research the Dutch attitudes towards European constitution and European Union Eurobarometer was used. 

Finally, to research the Dutch politics towards the European integration I aimed to look in depth view and opinions with interviewees by email. However, the CDA has refers to their stands for the election program. Regarding PvdA I received some answers but it was not sufficient. In addition, regarding the media I have tried to contact PCM publishers via email, but no response was received. In the appendix the interviewees questions can be found. 

Outline of the thesis

This thesis is divided into five chapters. In the first chapter the origin of the European Union and the integration is described. To put my research in a wider perspective, Chapter 2 gives an outline of the European Constitution. In this report I will only mainly focus on PvdA and CDA. Furthermore in this chapter the explanation of the Dutch citizens will be explained until the adoption of the Lisbon Treaty. In Chapter 3 is looked at the results of Eurobarometer. I will consider only the Dutch opinion. Subsequently, Chapter 4 examines the communication strategy of the Dutch government and political parties PvdA and CDA. In Chapter 5 the role of the media in the Netherlands is researched. I choose to focus on the newspapers and television. Finally I will move on to my conclusions

1. The European Union
This chapter provides a brief description of the European Union and its development. The European Union’s policy is constantly changing; therefore it is important to look from its foundation until today. Building on this theoretical framework this chapter continues later by expanding the current debate through the introduction of the EU till the Lisbon Treaty.
1.1 The origin of the European Union 

After the Second World War, there was a great desire to create a stable peace in Europe. One of the prime reasons to start the European Union (EU) was “to bring peace, stability and prosperity to Europe” (European Communities, 1995 – 2008, p. 1). The EU is a political partnership that started with six founding states; France, Germany, Italy, Belgium, the Netherlands and Luxembourg. It is important to note that it was not just any community however the EU was rather a deliberate choice of the founders to select coal and steel. The first European step towards the creation of the European Union was the establishment of the European Coal and Steel Community (ECSC) in 1951, by six European countries. The ECSC was ruled by an independent supranational body to the High Authority and its first president was Jean Monnet, the person behind the proposal of the ECSC (European Communities, 1995 – 2008, p. 1). Through this cooperation the political and legal structure of the union was envisaged in Europe, aimed at bringing European states and countries closer with each other and to make sure that the outbreak of any other European war was unlikely for the future according to Roman Schuman (K.Aarts & H.van der Kolk, 2005, p.23). The majority of the Dutch political parties was in favor of the European Coal and Steel and voted with overwhelming “yes” on the ECSC (K.Aarts & H.van der Kolk, 2005, p. 50). The ECSC worked well and after the creation the European Economic Community (EEC) was to be set up.

Six years later, in 1957, the creation of two community organizations, the European Atomic Energy Community (EURATOM) and the European Economic Community (EEC), joined in collaboration with the ECSC. It was based on a wider common market covering a whole range of goods and services (Griffiths, 1990, p.186). In 1967, the three organizations were merged into the EEC. Again the EEC could count on the Netherlands, because the house of parliament (tweede kamer) voted with 115 members in favor of the EEC treaty and 12 against (K.Aarts & H.van der Kolk, 2005, p.48). The Dutch government eventually supported also the Economic Monetary Union that would “promote the further liberalization of international trade” (H.Vollaard and B. Boer p.10).  Monetary union refers to the situation in which several countries agreed to adopt a common currency under one central bank. In 1991, the European Community (EC) became the EU through the Maastricht Treaty, with its main cornerstones as the EMU and the common foreign and security policies. As a result of this, another spectacular agreement was reached in 1991, which was the creation of the euro, the single European currency. Out of the 27 member countries, 15 countries use the euro as their currency. Malta and Cyprus entered into the Euro zone on the 1st of January 2008 (The European Central Bank, 2008). Currently, the euro is the major world currency for European citizens. Still, some member states do not have the Euro such as Denmark, United Kingdom, Poland, Hungary, Estonia, Latvia, Lithuania, Slovakia and Czech Republic.

Over time, the powers of the EU and the rulings within the member states of the EU are all brought under the European law that has set up bodies to run the EU and adopt legislation through out its member countries. The decision making bodies of the EU are the European Parliament, European Commission and the Council of Europe. The European Council is the legislative and decision-making body of the European Union. It consists of the representatives from all the member-states governments. The Commission is the administrative and executive body of the Union. It is responsible for law-proposals and supervising implementation of new laws and spending of EU funds. The body consists of 27 Commissioners, one from each country, representing the EU. The European Parliament is the directly elected body of the European Union, with 626 members (distributed by population size). It is divided into seven political blocks instead of national groups with some of its members not belonging to any particular group (Decision making in the EU, 2007).

Regarding the media coverage the negative news attracts citizens to read EU news. For instance, in 2004, during the Dutch presidency of Europe Union, the Dutch government’s slogan to promote Europe was “Europe is quite important” (Europa is best belangrijk, 2004). It can be said that it was not a real strong slogan that could convince the Dutch about their point of view. Another example, in the same year, with a research of the Dutch Ministry of Foreign Affairs it became known that 24 % of the Dutch citizens felt involved in Europe, 36% felt a bit involved and 39% did not feel involved. However, the majority of the Dutch citizens with 58 %did not feel involved in Europe; one can draw the conclusion that a lot of Dutch citizens in general do not feel involved (Weinig Nederlanders voelen zich ‘betrokken’ bij Europa, 2004).

1.2 Enlargement of the EU
Over the last two decades, the EU has made significant development regarding its enlargement. Lately, on January 1, 2005, the last countries that became full members of the European Union were Romania and Bulgaria. Currently, the European Union has grown from 6 to 27 Member States and most of the EU countries are still open for enlargement. The EU is still growing and is getting larger. The more European states are willing to fulfill the conditions and to join the EU, the higher the prospects of political stability and security within the union are. With the enlargement the EU becomes more powerful and offers a lot of opportunity to its citizens. 

On May 1, 2004, the EU underwent the largest enlargement with ten new states joining, namely Estonia, Cyprus, Czech Republic, Hungary, Latvia, Lithuania, Malta, Poland, Slovakia and Slovenia and lastly with Romania and Bulgaria, as states before. However, to become a part of the EU is a complicated process with stringent requirements. “According to Article 49 of the “Treaty on the European Union” (TEU), any European country may apply for membership if it respects the principles of liberty, democracy, respect for human rights and fundamental freedoms, and the rule of law, principles which are common to the Member States' (Article 6.1 TEU). Since June 1993, in order to join the EU, every aspiring state needs to fulfill the Copenhagen criteria. It declared that the candidate countries must meet “three Copenhagen conditions” (Smith, 2003, p. 113). The first one is that the political criteria include stability of institutions, the rule of law, respects for human rights and respect and protection of minorities. The second is about economic stability and prosperity and a functioning market economy as well as the capacity to cope with competitive pressure and market forces within the EU. The third is the ability to take on the obligations of membership including adherence to the aims of political, economic and monetary union (Smith, 2003, p. 114).
1.3 The EU presidency 

In the Treaty of the European Economic Community established in 1957, the Presidency and the rotation was founded. The country that holds the EU Presidency is responsible for the work of the EU, Council of Ministers and the European Council. It rotates a period of six months among European member states that spans from January till June and from July till December. During this period, the EU presidency has an important role and can involve a lot of policy areas.  The EU Presidency participates and negotiates on behalf of the 27 members states. However, the EU Presidency has also challenges. A rotating presidency brings energy and visions as member states during their six months and has the possibility to marks of adding their mark, by making political initiatives and representing the Union. 

In January 2008, the first sixth months of the EU Presidency was Slovenia. It took place between January till June 2008 with Slovenia’s highest priority was entry of the Lisbon Treaty (Slovenian Presidency of the Council of the EU). It was a challenge and opportunity for Slovenia for shaping the EU policy, since there are new member of the EU. Still, when a member chairs the EU presidency, it has to communicate often with the media.Currently, France runs the EU presidency from July till December 2008. Looking at their website of the French presidency it is publishing in five languages. Each EU presidency is faced with proposing agenda of issues and priorities that are to be discussed during the sixth months. However, on July 1, 2008 when France holds the EU presidency there was an unexpected problem namely the ratification of the Lisbon Treaty. The major issue at the moment is the rejection by the Irish while the majority of the EU member’s states voted yes already on the Lisbon Treaty. France will have to face this problem during the EU presidency. The Lisbon Treaty will be explained further in chapter 2.

One can conclude that the establishment of the European Union was successful and it plays important role in the Dutch society. The Netherlands is one of the founding members of the EU. Moreover, the EU is facing to new challenges due to cooperation, common institutions and currency, Euro and it’s striving for common constitution. In the next chapter a closer look is taken to the current state of the EU constitution. 
2. EU Constitution and the current situation

In this chapter the EU constitution and its development will be examined. During the last period the Netherlands has struggled with their Dutch citizens, which caused to the ‘no’ vote on the EU constitution. The referendum of the European Constitutional Treaty acted like the first test for Dutch citizens and their role within the European Union. The Lisbon Treaty is a new treaty of the European Union, which has a complication at the moment. This will be explored in this chapter. 
2.1 A constitution for the European Union

The European Union is one of the most successful organization created by political leaders. It resulted from economic issues, rebuilding a shattered Europe after the World War Two. Nowadays it has progressed to a common currency, the euro. Nevertheless, the EU has not only developed in the economic sphere but has also developed politically as a community and in particularly with issues concerning justice and foreign policy. From the beginning the Netherlands was seen as pro-image country and has been a committed member state for several years. Despite the Dutch rejection of the European Constitution, the future will indicates that there will be a common constitution, as most electorates becoming more educated about the purpose of the union and its constitution. The Dutch are constantly getting more knowledge regarding the constitution through the media. However, the politicians are confident about the information they are producing as result that more people are become informed. The negotiations on the Constitutional Treaty took place under three different Dutch governments. The European Convention was started under the second ‘purple’ cabinet led by Prime Minister Wim Kok. Then in May 2002, a second Dutch government continued the negotiations and consisted of Christian-Democrat Party (CDA) with newly appointed Prime Minister Jan-Peter Balkenende, the Liberal-Conservative Party VVD and the List Pim Fortuyn. Currently the cabinet formed by Prime Minister Balkenende, CDA, Labour Party (PvdA), and ChristianUnion (CU). 
The Netherlands is one of the European countries that never had a referendum on national level (K.Aarts & H.van der Kolk, 2005, p.88). In 2005, the Dutch citizens voted against a constitution and this cannot be ignored. Most Dutch politicians, especially those who were in favor of he European Union have always been concerned about the majority of the population voting ‘no’. They thought that the referendum has created awareness and that most people are beginning to become engage in a political debate over this subject. So finally, the Netherlands had to debate issues, which the majority of the electorates had wanted to address for years. Thanks to Dutch citizens, the Dutch government and Dutch politicians should been critical with the future of the European Union.
The work on the new constitution started in 2000 when the European Council reached an agreement on the revision of the Treaties. Three phases were outlined at this point; first a phase of discussion, second a closer structure to be determined at the meeting in Laeken 2001, and third an Inter-governmental conference in 2004 deciding on amendments to the treaty. The first initiative of a European constitution that was put on the European political agenda was raised long ago on May 12, 2000. The famous speech regarding the European integration was held by German Foreign Minister Joschka Fischer at the Humboldt Universität in Berlin. In Fischer’s speech he widely discussed the future of Europe. The European integration could succeed “if Europe established a new constitution” (Fischer, 2000). With this statement he evoked strong reaction from European leaders. In the Netherlands, “the Dutch politicians were less eager and the Dutch government was less than enthusiastic” (B.J.J. Crum, 2007, p. 6) regarding Fischer speech. 

The work on the new constitution started in 2000 when the European Council reached an agreement on the revision of the Treaties. 
The second phase of the idea for a treaty for the EU was created in Laeken, in Belgium. The Laeken declaration was held on the 14th and 15th of December 2001 and the European Council (representatives of national government and the parliaments) adopted a declaration on the “future of Europe” (Jacques Pelkmans, Monika Sie Dhian Ho en Bas Limonard, p. 11). In Lakaen, Belgium 2001 it was decided to form a convention in order to draft a new treaty. The convention consisted of representatives from member states governments, national parliamentarians, members of the European Parliament (MEPs) and the European Commission. At this meeting, the European Council had explained what the most important challenges are for Europe in 53 questions (K.Aarts & H.van der Kolk, 2005, p. 32). In this debate, the approval was discussed primarily and the questions arose regarding the initiatives of the European public. The European Convention was established in order to produce a draft of the Constitution for Europe, chaired by former French president of the convention Valéry Giscard d'Estaing.  The convention outlined the treaty from February 2002 till July 2003. The Treaty was presented in Greece in the summer of 2003 and formed the basis for discussions at the Intergovernmental conference in Rome October 4th, 2003. 

In the last phase, the proposed draft formed the discussion at the Intergovernmental Conference (IGC) in Rome, which ran from the October 4, 2003 till June 18, 2004, and as a result of that several changes were made. On the October 29, 2004, during a ceremonial meeting in Rome, the definitive text of the treaty establishing the European Union was signed by Heads of State and governments of the 25 Member States (K.Aarts & H.van der Kolk, 2005, p. 105). Since then, the treaty and its adoption process were introduced within member states and the approval process was adopted in all member states. The approval or adoption of the treaty was to be carried out by parliamentary ratification or by referendums. In the Netherlands, it was to be ratified by the referendum. The European Union has an important influence on the national law system. However, the European convention was not ready with the draft of the treaty. In May 2003 “Niesco Dubbelboer (PvdA), Boris van der Ham (D66)) and Farah Karimi (Groenlinks), handed in a legislative proposal for a referendum” (K.Aarts & H.van der Kolk, 2005, p. 105). Still, on January 25, 2005, the First Chamber and Second Chamber accepted the proposal for a referendum. The agreement was of ministry of the Interior and Kingdom Relations. The final text of the European Constitution was published on December 16, 2004 on the Official Journal of the European Union (Pb EU C130). In the Netherlands, the referendum of the European constitution was held on June 5, 2005. Taking a look at the European constitution it seems that a discussion in the Netherlands became a new process about the future of the European Union. 

2.2 Strategy of the Dutch politics campaigning 

In January 2005, the Dutch government decided to hold a referendum in the Netherlands. The national referendums on the Constitution were much anticipated by political leaders, but the project fell short when the citizens of the Netherlands voted against it. Three or four months prior the actual voting day of the referendum, the politicians announced to starting campaigning. The referendum had its positive and negative effects. It meant that Dutch citizens were finally going to have something to say on national and European level. However, Dutch politicians expected too much from their citizens as they were to vote positively on something they barely knew. During the EU referendum, the Netherlands was divided into two parts, those campaigning for a ‘yes’ vote and those for a ‘no’ vote against the treaty establishing the constitution for Europe. The media turned this topic into a hot item and the Dutch public was actively involved. A common reason amongst the voters in favor of the EU constitution was the major changes within the judicial spectrum. Others voted against due to late involvement of the Dutch government to inform the public accordingly. 

Pro-constitution campaign 

The political parties that were in favor of the EU constitution included Christian Democratic Appel (CDA) People's Party for Freedom and Democracy (VVD), Democratic (D66) and Labour party (PvdA) all campaigning for a ‘yes’ vote. The camp that argued in favor or for a ‘yes’ vote believed that the Constitution will lead to an even more democratic and open Europe, a judicial change and a change in history of the Netherlands,. As the referendum approached, the campaign for a ‘yes’ vote by the political parties became more and more out of control. 
One strategy was the different Internet websites of ‘yes’ and the ‘no’ vote towards the constitution. Voters could read statements concerning their target group. Another significant strategy of the Dutch government was to publish information about the EU constitution on “stemwijzer.nl”. On the website, citizens were able to read and choose some theses that would help them make a decision. 
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The picture above shows an example of the website intended to help the public make a decision regarding the referendum. In this case, 84% of the answers given to questions about one’s personal desire to agree on the European constitution are in favor. So this would have been a hypothetical ‘yes’ vote. However the main question remains: was this reliable and trustworthy? According to Harry van Bommel a Dutch politician of Socialist Party (SP) the website’s questions were misleading as they were too general and therefore often brought the voter to a yes vote (Referendumwijzer is misleidend en onbruikbaar, 2005, p. 1). 

According to the Dutch Minister Donner, during the political party meeting of CDA April 23, 2005, he said that “Wie de toekomst op het spel wil zetten, moet vooral tegenstemmen in het referendum over de Europese grondwet” (de partijbijeekomst van het CDA, April 2005). He made it clear that in a situation of rejection, the prosperity and democracy enjoyed by the Netherlands could be in jeopardy.  Besides that, Donner said, “we play with fire” if the Dutch vote ‘no’ towards the EU constitution (Donner vreest oorlog bij 'nee' EU-grondwet, April 29, 2005). These two examples were clear, it was wrong to try and persuade Dutch citizens by using fear of new Wars on the European continent. Important politicians were persuading Dutch citizens to voting ‘yes’, in a wrong method. It literally meant that in order to prevent a European war, citizens had to yes vote for the EU constitution. It was not considered fair to most people to vote a ‘yes’ on something that was not very clear to them. For Minister Bot (CDA), the secretary of Foreign Affairs predicted of the consequences of a ‘no’ vote. He expressed that it could change the economic situation in the Netherlands as he pointed out in an interview stated in a Dutch newspaper entitled the Financieel Dagblad (Nee tegen Grondwet leidt tot dip economie May 18, 2005). As for the Labour Party (PvdA) Wouter Bos declared to vote in favor of the Constitution “Europe will become more social, safer, more dynamic and more democratic” (Ik stem vóór de Europese Grondwet, May 22, 2005).
The Dutch government did propose some changes to try to inform the citizens concerning the EU constitution, but they failed. In November 2004, the European ‘yes’ campaign launching in Brussels, however the majority of the Dutch did not hear about the constitution (Ja en nee campagnes rond europese grondwet, 2005, January 12). The statements of Prime Minster Jan Balkenende were constantly communicated through the media and have played a role in the campaign in favor of the constitution. In these statements, he explained the negative consequences for voting ‘no’ against the European constitution. For example, in an interview with RTLZ on May 6, 2005, he announced with a ‘no’ vote “it will be damaged the country’s image of the Netherlands” (Interview with Rick Nieman, May 6, 2005, RTLZ). Another statement made by Minister J. Balkenende in interview with the Dutch newspaper, Algemeen Dagblad was if the Dutch citizens will vote ‘no’ it would undermine the international reputation of the Netherlands (Balkenende: Nederland staat voor gek bij 'nee', May 28, 2005,).  In the Dutch newspaper De Telegraaf Minister Balkenende make it clear “that if the people wanted to punish the government, they should wait until 2007 (the next parliamentary election). Additionally he said, “If you want to move the economy forward, you must vote ‘yes’. By making those statements through the media, it can be said that Minister J. Balkenende persuade and involve the Dutch citizens for chosen ‘yes’ towards the EU constitution. 

Campaigning against the constitution 
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The Green party, The Socialist Party (SP), List Pim Fortuyn, Group Wilders, Reformed Political Party and Christian Union all campaigned for a ‘no’ vote of the EU constitution. The ‘no’ camp argued that the constitution would open the borders to a lot of immigrants and therefore lead to the loss of the national sovereignty. These feelings were heightened with the Turkish become a member which most skeptics interpreted that the Muslim will takeover of Europe. Geert Wilders said in interview on Dutch television NOS that he is opposed the constitutional treaty because the loss of national sovereignty. “The Netherlands already pay a lot of financial contribution towards the European Union, he affirmed” (Published on Youtube Nova, May 19, 2005). The Socialist Party warned the Netherlands that if the constitution were accepted “it will turn Europe into a super state and Holland into a province”. Jan Marijssen of the SP politics argued that “before the Dutch people say 'yes' to the European Constitution they have to understand it” (NRC Handelsblad on April 18, 2005). He further stated, “if the EU constitution is accepted, the Netherlands will become a powerless province” The Dutch SP-politics Marijnissen en Van Bommel were very Eurosceptic against the EU constitution, they were active in the European ‘no’ campaign (Ja en nee campagnes rond europese grondwet, January 12, 2005). According to many Dutch newspapers, the strongest political party in the ‘no’ camp was the SP, as they were very actively campaigning both in the media and on the streets. Many Dutch citizens were afraid that the constitution will abolish the sovereign Dutch nation. They interpreted the constitution as giving more voting powers to the larger Member States and a smaller member state as Netherlands (in terms of population) would never have a real influence in the decision making policies. If the EU constitution were to be accepted, the European law would override the national law, which meant many local policies would undergo changes. For example, the Dutch immigration policies would be subject to EU immigration policies. Furthermore, Dutch citizens were scared that the powers of Brussels would force the Netherlands to do away with nearly all of it. So voting against it became inevitable. The politicians of the SP were worried that the constitution will cede too much of Dutch Parliament powers to the EU headquarters in Brussels.
2.3 The outcome of the Dutch referendum 

It is over three years now since the Dutch citizens voted against the EU constitution. On June 1, 2005, the overwhelming ‘no’ vote was cast - 62% of the Dutch electorate were against the EU constitution (Overweldigend nee tegen Grondwet, June 2, 2005). Prime Minister Balkenende states that in the NOS television on June 1, 2005 “the Dutch people have spoken tonight. It is clear result. Naturally I am disappointed” (NOS television, June 1, 2005).  The EU constitution was a written document in a technical and advanced language, which made it hard for Dutch citizens to identify with. However, what the citizens did know was that they did not want European integration to go any further if it was not on their terms and conditions. The rejection of the EU Constitution was a shock to most of the politicians in The Hague. All over Netherlands, politicians, journalists, NGO and experts pronounced the constitution dead. The Dutch Foreign Minister Bot said, “the treaty is dead for the Netherlands” (M. Beunderman, 2006, January 11). As the leader of the Labour Party Wouter Bos (PvdA) added “I think it's the end of the story now that two important countries have said no," (NOS television, 2005, June 1).This result was clear and understandable; the Dutch all confirm it by saying ‘no’ tot EU constitution. Dutch political parties had the knowledge about the European Constitution and the Dutch government was largely ineffective in the campaign because of the underestimation of the complexity of the subject (K.Aarts & Henk van der Kolk, 2005, p. 153-154). On the whole, it can be said that the outcome of the referendum demonstrated an already existing gap between Dutch politics and the Dutch citizens concerning the European integration.
The media played a large role during the campaigning of the European constitution. It was very much involved and active in referendum coverage than at any time in our history. In period of campaigning most of the political news was spread by daily and local newspapers, debates, and political promotion activities regarding the European. This allowed the Dutch citizens to make a competent and well informed choice knowing all available information as well as the difference between fact and fiction. The role of the media will be further discussed in chapter 5. 
The Dutch citizens trusted the words of the Dutch government to take their views seriously. However, in November 2005, the Second chamber (house of parliament) announced that the EU constitution was not dead or to be completely written off (Boogaard, 2005, November 9), as it was not binding. In general, the reasons for Dutch citizens to vote ‘no’ or to abstain completely was a  “lack of information, the fast changes of the European Union, little interest in the EU Constitution, fear of losing sovereignty against the national government” (Anker Solutions, 2006, p. 6) Many citizens argued that the campaign for the Constitution started too late. (The EU Constitution: post-referendum survey, 2005).Already, two years after the no-vote, in 2007, the Second Chamber decided that there would be not second referendum concerning the European constitution (Geen referendum Europese Grondwet, 2007).  According to Mr. Balkenende, “There was no need for a new referendum” because he probably thought the Dutch were more informed two years later on than it was the case earlier. One of the reasons for not having a referendum in the Netherlands is that they are likely to be lost. On the one hand, with another referendum in the Netherlands it is likely not to take effect as a result of massive votes against it. On the other hand without the referendum Dutch citizens will have no right to democratically vote over the constitution. 
2.4 New Constitution “Lisbon Treaty” 

In the aftermath of the Dutch ‘no’ vote, the draft of the constitution needed to be reformed. The name ‘constitution’ was to disappear, the texts were going to be changed and the new treaty gets the name Lisbon Treaty also knows as the Reform Treaty. The contents of the new treaty are most important for the Netherlands. Besides that, it is important for the EU that the new constitution is ready before the election of the European Parliament in 2009. Looking at the Netherlands, Prime Minister Balkenende said “he has insisted for changes in the new treaty” (Bert Lanting & Marc Peeperkorn, 2007, p.1) in the meeting of the European Parliament on May 23, 2007. His message to the European Parliament was to drop the word constitution and change it to treaty. In this meeting Balkenende said that he would like to have the constitutional symbols removed, as it was a contributing factor to the Dutch 'no’ vote'. It can be said that the Dutch citizens expressed their EU desires through their democratically appointed leader, Minister Balkenende. Once again, on December 13, 2007, 27 Member states signed the Lisbon Treaty (Bert Lanting, 2007, p. 1). The contents of the new treaty would be different from the constitution. 
The Lisbon Treaty needs all countries approval for it to come into force with the political discussions. In the Netherlands, it is supposed to be adopted and approved by the parliament. One of the important changes in the Lisbon Treaty is the EU presidency. The presidency is proposed to change within the European Council abandoning the rotating presidency and instead electing a president, with qualified majority, for 2,5 years, replacing the current system where presidency rotates between member states every six months. Another change in the Lisbon Treaty is that the EU high Representative for Foreign and Security Policy will be created. This change was made because the rotating presidency has shown to be inefficient since each country has favored issues of their own, leaving little coherence to the leadership, the European Commission. Furthermore, the European Parliament is to get greater powers but reduced members, the European Commission will be reduced to 18 members from 2014, current 27 commissioners, with the membership rotation every five years (EU-leiders tekenen Verdrag van Lisabon, 2007). 
Recently, on, June 4, 2008, the majority of the Second Chamber passed the Lisbon Treaty. The Christian Democrats (CDA), Labour Party (PvdA), liberal People's Party for Freedom and Democracy (VVD), voting in favor of the ratification of the Lisbon Treaty, the legislation was passed easily. As expected, the Socialist Party (SP), the Freedom Party of hard-line anti-Islam provocator Geert Wilders PVV, SGP and the Party for Animals, voted against. The Dutch Prime Minister Jan-Peter Balkenende expressed his happiness about the outcome of the results and even the majority in the parliament. According Balkenende the national parliaments is to play a greater role in the European legislative process; with the ability to put a halt to legislation they object (Elsevier, June 4, 2008).On July 8, 2008 the first Chamber agreed on the Lisbon Treaty. The Netherlands became the 21st EU member state that ratified the Lisbon Treaty.  However, on June 13, 2008, the Irish referendum voted against the Lisbon Treaty. All over Europe, leaders were in shock and declared that the treaty died off again. The rule of the Lisbon treaty is; it can be implemented if it approved by all 27 EU member states. How the further process will continue is unclear. In the following months, European leader’s negations are held concerning the further solutions for the ratification of Ireland. 
In my concluding opinion, for further development of the Lisbon Treaty it is neither acceptable nor democratic to continue without the consensus of the public. The outcome of Ireland is an obstacle that European leaders have to accept. The Dutch ‘no’ to the EU constitution can be seen as having stalled the process of European integration. Dutch political parties including the Prime Minister supported the European Constitution but failed to promote it through an effective “yes campaign”. Furthermore, the new treaty that the First Chamber agreed upon on July 8, 2008 does not provide opportunities for a common law system in accordance with the constitutional requirements which shall therefore result in more stagnation of further developments. 
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The Eurobarometer Results 
This chapter will present the experiences and opinions about the EU arena. I have chosen to use the Eurobarometer to get information on how citizens think of the European Union and the European constitution. The Eurobarometer is a respectable European survey that was conducted by the European Commission in 2005 and 2006 by 25 member states of the European Union. In 2007, The European survey was conducted in 27 member states and as well in the three candidate member states (Croatia, Turkey, and the Turkish Cypriot). However, I will mainly focus on the Netherlands. The main subjects which are treated in the Eurobarometer and used for the research are: knowledge and trust of the European Union, significance of Europe and European constitution and media coverage for European related matters. In order to the structure, the chapter is divided in three different parts; the years of 2005, 2006 and 2007. Each year will be follow with an own analysis. Looking at the result of the Eurobarometer it is possible to see publics perception about the EU and the evidence from Eurobarometer investigation support my research. 
3.1 Eurobarometer 2005 

The standard Eurobarometer of autumn 2005 is mainly focused on the referendums that took place in connection with the European Constitution. The months preceding the survey were marked by the negative outcome of the referenda on the EU Constitution in the Netherlands, putting the ratification process on hold. This standard Eurobarometer reflects the public opinion of Dutch citizens at a time of reflection and debate.

The events mentioned above do not appear to have had a direct impact on the general confidence citizens have in the European Union, with 45% of respondents indicating that they trust the European Union, compared to 44% in spring 2005 (Eurobarometer 63-64, 2005). The 2005 Eurobarometer shows that there is widespread desire among Dutch for more information about the European Union. Seven out of ten Dutch citizens (73%) felt that it is right that the Netherlands is a member of the European Union. This is higher than the European average. There was more support for membership, as well as in the amount of people who had a good image of the European Union On the whole the EU has a positive image (39,5 %) those who held a negative view (22,5%). 

The Dutch citizens are most likely to consult the media when they look for information about the European Union. Two-thirds of the public watch television to obtain information about the European Union (76%), over four out of ten citizens get their information from daily newspapers (61%) and slightly less than a third listen to the radio (56%) and Internet comes in fourth place (45%).

About whether or not Dutch citizens had knowledge about the EU constitution, the percentage stood at (97%) and also whether or not they have ever heard of the European constitution. However, (62%) Dutch knew almost nothing about the content of the European constitution. Following this, on June 5, 2005, a large majority of the Dutch citizens rejected the European constitution with (61,6%) however surprised was the high turnout rate of (62,8%). The reasons given by the Dutch respondents for the rejecting of the European constitution were:
· The lack of information which could be considered as the main reason for voting against the Constitution, with 32% of all “no” voters; 

· With 19 % of voters thought it could lead to a loss of national sovereignty;
· By opposition to the national government or certain political parties (14%) and by the references to the “cost” Europe has for Dutch tax-payers;
· With 13% indicated that they were motivated by the fact that Europe is too expensive.
Source: Eurobarometer The European Constitution: post-referendum survey in the Netherlands, 2005, June 2/4

In June 2005, the following (67%) indicate that Dutch citizens are satisfied with the rejecting concerning the EU constitution, only with (22%) did show their dissatisfaction. 
3.2
Eurobarometer 2006

In this Eurobarometer, the European news on Dutch television is the primary source of information. Three-quarters of Dutch citizens watch the news every day, followed by those who read the newspaper (60%) and listen to the radio (53%) (Eurobarometer, 65- 66, 2006). The daily percentage of Dutch citizens who read newspapers are more than average compared to other European countries. In 2006, a majority of the Dutch citizens appeared to have understood very much how the European Union works.  For many years, the Eurobarometer has in its survey asked European Union citizens to assess their own level of knowledge of the European Union, its policies and its Institutions. The respondents are asked to give themselves a score out of 10, with 10 meaning they knew a great deal and 1 meaning they knew little. On average, the Dutch give themselves 5.4 for their knowledge on the European Union. Consider that they knew relatively almost the half about the European Union.

The level of the Dutch citizens trust towards the European Union has risen a little compared with the autumn 2005 survey. In the Netherlands, almost all Dutch citizens, recognize the European flag and knows that it stands for the European Union likewise the European Community or the Common Market. However, the Dutch identify less with the European flag than Europeans on average and did not feel that it should be displayed on all public buildings next to the Dutch flag.

The public popularity toward the European Union by Dutch citizens is, somehow ironically, at a relative high level. Demonstrated by the standard Eurobarometer of 2006, seven out of ten Dutch citizens (74%) felt that it was right that the Netherlands was a member of the European Union. This is well above the European average (55%). Furthermore, support for membership remained high, with (63%) the Dutch citizens believes that EU as being beneficial to their country; this is higher than the European average (54%) (Eurobarometer 65-66, 2006).

Concerning the European constitution, with (59%) the Dutch citizens were in favor. The belief that a European Constitution is needed for the Netherlands has split opinions: 48% of respondents believe that it is needed for the European Union to function properly while 46% believe that it not necessary (Eurobarometer 66, 2006). Looking at the future on the European Union, the Dutch believe that ‘providing equal living conditions for all EU citizens’ is the most useful issue for the future of Europe (59%). The second point 36% the Dutch select from the list is ‘a common constitution’ (Eurobarometer 66, 2006). 

3.3
Eurobarometer 2007

A majority of the Dutch citizens have almost the same opinion compared with Eurobarometer 2006 regarding the knowledge on the Europe Union. The Dutch are well-informed about the way in which the European Union works. However, concerning the perceptions of how the media covers EU affairs, two-thirds of the Dutch felt that the amount of EU news coverage on television and radio is too little. Eventually, almost half of the Dutch thought that the written press paid enough attention to the European Union (66-67, 2007).  

The Eurobarometer analysis of 2007 shows that (66%) of the Dutch trust the European Union (Eurobarometer 66 -67 2007), this showing an upward trend. In comparison with the rest of Europe, however, the Dutch image of the European Union is often less positive. The Dutch find the EU 'protective', but also more often 'inefficient' and 'technocratic'. The percentage of Dutch people who consider the EU as 'democratic' or 'modern' is less than the European average.

Concerning support towards the EU membership, 72% of the Dutch population thought that its EU membership was good.  When asked about the European Constitution the Dutch are of the opinion that European constitution would make the world stronger with (75%), the European average is with (68%). The opinion of the Dutch citizens increase compared with 2005, more participation of the Dutch citizens and information about the constitution should help the Netherlands to support the common constitution. Yet the Netherlands was since 2005 considered to be one of the most problematic members of the EU.
3.4
The Eurobarometer Summary 

Through my statistical examination of various Eurobarometer polls, I have shown that Dutch citizens have some concerns towards the European Constitution. In 2005, most Dutch citizens did not know anything, or only very little, about the European Constitution. Trust towards the EU has changed slightly between 2005 and 2007 because of events that took place. In 2005, for example, the Dutch citizens vote no against the European constitution and this is mainly caused by the fact that Dutch are not well enough informed about the EU constitution. During this period, only 45% of Dutch citizens trusted the EU compared to 66% in 2007. However, it can be said that the Netherlands is the most satisfied country in Europe, regarding the trust. 

The membership of the European Union is continues been more positive on Dutch average than on the European. It can be said that the feeling of Dutch citizens belonging to the European Union has reached, one again, positive levels, before and after the EU referendum with more than half of the people declaring that European Union membership is a good thing for their country.

Furthermore, there have been some trends between 2005 and 2007 when it comes to the media sources that people use to receive information about the EU. On the whole, the television provided the greatest amount about of European news information in the Netherlands. Although the television provided the most news information, the Internet is an upcoming media source where Dutch search more and more information regarding the EU news. 

4. European, Dutch government and politics 

This chapter will present the role of communication of the Dutch government and Dutch political parties specifically CDA and PvdA. After the ‘no’ vote against the European constitution, the Dutch government came with a communication strategy, which will be explored in this chapter. The strategy's goal was stimulating Dutch citizens active participation through ensuring access and supply of EU-related information. Unfortunately it was not easy getting information; my research and contact with these political parties CDA and PvdA was not very successful. However I used alternative sources of information. 

4.1 Democracy and communication in the Netherlands 

The collaboration within the European Union is getting deeper and wider. “Deeper” collaboration means that an increasing amount of decisions are made on EU level, and “wider” because of the expansion of the EU territory through the accession of new Member States (J. Zielonka, 2006, p. 49). Nowadays, the EU is no longer merely collaboration between states, but also a political entity in itself, which influences diplomatic relations as well as European citizen’s lives. Nevertheless, many EU citizens seem to lack enthusiasm for the European project. The failed passing of the European Constitution during spring of 2005 could be considered an expression of citizens' dismay with the EU's current shape. The Dutch referendum on the European Constitution was much anticipated by political leaders, but this fell short when Dutch citizens voted against it. The Netherlands, long-standing EU member state, is challenged to deal with this new situation. This requires better communication and involvement with citizens to explain benefits of the EU is more than required. Therefore debates and communication are essential for the Dutch citizens to get involved in European integration. If the Dutch citizens are well informed about European policies, it can be a motivating factor to society and it could increase the engagement at national and EU level. Only if citizens are well informed about what exactly is happening in the Europe Union then they will be able to give a clear opinion. The Dutch governments should be able to keep the ideas of the European Union compatible with those of the Dutch citizens. Therefore, it is essential that debates concerning European Union are not only discussed in the Dutch cabinet or Second Chamber but as well be carried out to the citizens.

The Lisbon Treaty has been ratified by the Netherlands and it is time for the Dutch government to research and put in place new strategies regarding informing people about the Dutch EU policy. For years, the Dutch governments thought that communication with Dutch citizens was done well. However, it was extremely poor, contributing to the so called “democratic deficit” (T. van den Brink and M. van Keulen, 2006, p. 8). The Netherlands should instead attract more attention to its democratic deficits since those probably are some of the motivations for the ‘no’ voters. Dutch citizens need to play a part in the European Union's future. Since the ‘no’ vote on the EU referendum, the Dutch government wanted more insight in the expectation of the Dutch citizens concerning the EU. The Dutch government's communication strategy has focused on delivering information to the Dutch citizens about the EU (Directie Voorlichting en Communicatie, 2007, p.2). The main aim of this strategy is making Dutch citizens better understand the European Union and the new treaty. 

On December 2, 2005, The Advisory Council on International Affairs (AIV) issued an advisory; a letter concerning “the European and its relations with the Dutch citizens” (Kabinetsreactie AIV-briefadvies, 18-07-2006). The AIV put forward a number of solutions that should be considered. The government’s response was very positive, and as result, some of those suggestions have lead decisions. Currently, on initiatives of the Dutch Cabinet the website www.nederlandineuropa.nl was launched, on May 13, 2006.
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Source: www.nederlandineuropa.nl (homepage)

Initially, the use if this website was to giving Dutch citizens the opportunity to voice their opinion on the role of the Netherlands in Europe and vice versa. It was to an extent successful since more than 100.000 people gave their opinions on the website. Today, on the site www.nederlandineuropa.nl EU news and debates are published. It contains different forums in which citizens can discuss the current situation of the EU. 

The lack of communication definitely reduces the democratic qualities of the EU. If the Dutch government makes proposition, they have to listen to politicians. It is the key to engaging Dutch citizens more and more in the process. In 2007, September 18, the Dutch government promised to work in three ways: debates, education and discussion with Non-Governmental Organizations (NGO's), in particular the European foundation (Tweede Kamer, 2007-2008, p. 10). The primary approach of the Dutch governments towards the communication strategy are debates, this can be discussion in cafes, sport associations, the Internet, podcasts, on Hyves, Youtube or My space and also more often with representative of NGO such as National Youth (Directie Voorlichting en Communicatie, 2007, p. 4). 

The second approach is informing citizens already at an early stage, young people in school. In the primary and secondary schools course material should be provided about Europe to teach the children and give them a clearer picture what the EU is all about. The government would like to raise awareness within the youths about European Union. At the end of their school children should have enough knowledge regarding Europe and also the ability to function as Europeans.
Therefore schools are going to be used actively to get more attention on Europe, for example free course material and special teaching books. The government will make effort to increase the attention of Dutch citizens. (Tweede Kamer, 2007-2008, p.11). Without any knowledge there is no need to hold any debate. The Ministry of Foreign Affairs has it own activity in cooperation with Ministry of Education, Culture and Science. In the Balkenende IV Administration policy program, the suggestion about the course material of Europe is published. The Minister Foreign Affairs does aim to improve the subjects about Europe in schools (Beleidsprogramma Kabinet Balkenende IV 2007-2011, p. 10). Therefore a website www.europaeducatief.nl was set up for this purpose. This site offers European news and course material about Europe.
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Source:  www.europaeducatief.nl
The last step is to work with civil society and NGO’s that take care of publicity and stimulates debates concerning Europe. Therefore Europe Fund for financial support for projects intended to promote public activities and debates on Europe in the Netherlands. Every year, €2.5 million is available (Directie Voorlichting en Communicatie, 2007, p. 6).

4.2 Dutch political parties and the citizens  

The current Dutch cabinet facing the communication strategy is Balkenende IV, and it consists of the following political parties: the Christian Democratic Alliance (CDA), Labour Party (PvdA) and the Christian Union (CU). The Prime Minister Jan Peter Balkenende (CDA) is leading the cabinet. This cabinet went into effect since February 22, 2007. There still seem to be a wide gap between the politicians and the citizens and it is harder to bridge the gap. For years, Dutch politicians have informed Dutch citizens about EU in a way which can be described as “weak communicative discourse” (T. van den Brink and M. van Keulen, 2007, p.7). 
In the light of the communication strategy, the political parties have decided as well to focus on a different communication strategy. In the communication strategy of the Dutch government, the politicians want to reconnect with the citizens and establish a dialogue between people and the politicians on the future of Europe. In addition to that, the confidence between politicians and citizens is going to play an important role.  In the past, Dutch politicians have often spoken about things they like and dislike in Brussels (T. van den Brink and M. van Keulen, 2007, p.7). The political parties are indirectly responsible for the decisions in the political system. Even if formal decisions are made in the parliament or in municipal assemblies etc, these are constructed of members from political parties that usually already have their opinion. Today, the political parties would like to change this, as result that the Netherlands is a major participant as a member of the EU in Brussels. Eventually, the Netherlands is responsible for the results and decisions taken by Brussels (Directie Voorlichting en Communicatie, 2007, p.2). It is thus also the responsibilities of the Netherlands to acknowledge mistakes that come out of Brussels and not to be pointing an accusing finger instead. On a national level, political parties present different solutions to Dutch EU policy, which automatically create a debate helping citizens to understand questions at stake and their different implications. Dutch citizens could sometimes be termed ironical in the sense that citizens would like to be better informed about the union however, on the other side, the information is available but they hardly use it. 

In order for a deliberative process to be fair, all political parties which are directly involved by a decision should have the right to make their voice heard and be taken into consideration. When many people get the chance to express their views in a debate, there is a greater chance to find a solution that is good for all. Political parties therefore create channels for the citizens to dialogue with the political power. This encourages citizens to become politically active. The Christian Democratic Appeal (CDA feels the need as a larger political party to improve on the information that Dutch citizens get concerning European Union. They address with one has “to stop with policy that not succeed point it out to Brussels and the successfully issues or policy to The Hague” (Jan Jacob van Dijk of CDA, 2006, p. 1). CDA is in favor of the education system at primary and second school that is essential and needed it for the future (Europamanifest, May 20 2006, p. 9).  

The Labour party (PvdA) is a social democratic party; they also think Dutch citizens must have sufficient knowledge about the development within the European Union. The PvdA has tried to foster this idea, for example the PvdA gives courses for citizens who like to know more about the EU (PvdA, personal e-mail, April 17, 2008) 

In short, the extent of the ineffectiveness of the Dutch government and Dutch political parties to keep their citizens well informed about EU issues will be improved. The Dutch government came with to three steps for the coming years to reach the Dutch citizens. CDA and PvdA tried to come with ideas to increase to knowledge the Dutch citizens. In a few years there will be changes.  Information and communication are two very important terms in regards to the work of the Netherlands. With the communication plan of the Dutch government, it brings many citizens new possibilities and its development is forever constant. 

5. The role of the media in the Dutch EU Policy 


After discussing the roles of the European Union, the process of the European constitution, the Lisbon Treaty and how the Dutch government and Dutch political parties have handled the issue of communication in regards to their citizens. Now a closer look will be made on the role of the media regarding the Dutch attitude towards the European Union. I have chosen to analyze Dutch daily newspapers and television news programs.   
                                          
5.1 European Union coverage in Dutch newspapers 

The news media plays a central role in the dynamics of the public sphere since it allows for communication of opinions and information broadly in society, generating common debate and will-formation. It is linked to democratic politics towards the public, to be specific to the Dutch citizens. Many people actually read or understand media messages and therefore it is good that the news media provides information about the Dutch politics.
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In the latest Dutch referendum on 2005, the news media was involved more than ever in promoting politicians ideas. The written press was vital expressing information about the EU constitution because it was the most important means of communication that citizens had. The newspapers had played a powerful role in politics by being the main communication channel used to reach the Dutch citizens. In the period of the European convention the media coverage was very limited. NRC Handelsblad covered more than 50 articles in June 2003. However, De Telegraaf limited to eight articles in this period. Again it was impossible for Dutch citizens to be interested or have constitutional questions, because the written press did not carry enough new stories. Since the EU does not have high news value and interest, attention needs to be created by the media. However, when the EU constitution campaign started in 2005 it made headlines news stories. Newspaper readers witnessed a sharp increase in the media coverage about European Union issues, all with the aim of accessing and informing Dutch citizens about the issues that were at stake. Therefore the power role and position that the newspapers occupied during this campaign cannot be downplayed. Many quality newspapers have done a rather good job in covering the European Constitution. In the first months of 2005 NRC Handelsblad published more than 200 articles on the constitution and EU related matters Dutch newspapers like NRC Handelsblad, Algemeen Dagblad, Trouw, de Volkskrant, Financieel Dagblad did focus quite a lot on political issues in their newspapers (O. Scholten and N. el Ruigrok, April 2006, p. 3). For the readers of these newspapers it kept their attention focused on those burning European issues and was aimed at making them to take well informed decisions whenever necessary. The European news, for many Dutch citizens, is the way to gain knowledge and understand issues around the EU. In 2005, it became clear that the Dutch Cabinet and the coalition parties were giving a lot of attention to spreading information about the EU in the newspapers. The Dutch coalition parties got up to about 40% of the articles in the Dutch news and the Dutch cabinet up to 37% (O. Scholten and N. el Ruigrok, 2006, p. 3). 
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Source:  Politiek en Politici in Dagbladen Amsterdam, 2006

With regards to research and questions on this thesis, I contacted the PCM publishers. PCM Uitgevers is the Publisher of NRC Handelsblad, de Volkskrant, Algemeen Dagblad. Unfortunately, it was not possible to get any information from them because they showed little interest in answering my questions. What I was able to find through academic research was the attention media gave to the development of Dutch politics in relation to EU issues, from 2004 till April 2005.  From January 25th, 2005, the day that the First chamber agreed, until June 1, 2005 many articles were published in Dutch daily newspapers about the European Union and EU constitution. In 2005, the subject European constitution hit the heading of newspapers. The daily newspapers that had most front-page lead and editorials about European news in 2005 are the following; 
· NRC Handelsblad with 12 articles per day;

· De Volkskrant: 9 with articles per day;

· Trouw: 5 articles per day;

· Het Financieel Dagblad: 5 articles per day;

· De Telegraaf: 4 articles per day;

· Algemeen Dagblad: 4 articles per day 

Source: Toen Europa de dagbladen ging vullen, 2005, p. 126
The Dutch newspapers began in 2005 with anticipating the Dutch EU policy. Yet as the campaign developed, the written press was able to develop considerable passion over Dutch politicians. For example, Trouw on April 20, 2005, “Donner vreest oorlog bij 'nee' EU-grondwet”(See appendix 4)  became the pragmatic theme of some pro-yes voters while much of no-voters press were keener to give the EU constitution not remarkable position. Later on, in De Volkskrant of May 9, 2005 “ het ja-kamp heeft het moeilijk” ”(See appendix 5). With this news articles, Dutch politicians acknowledged it was not easy to involve and to attract Dutch citizens. 
As referendum day approached, so did the intense debate about the EU Constitution. It gave way in its turn to broader judgments about the country’s future direction.  For example, in Financieel Dagblad of May 18, 2005 “Bot: Nee tegen Grondwet leidt tot dip economie” ”(See appendix 6). It’s editorial drove home the point’ it is hard to recall the Dutch voters who has to made important decision. He was afraid of the consequences of the EU. Many Dutch politicians feared that negative answer of the Dutch would result in political stagnation. However, the Dutch government acknowledges in NRC Handelsblad of May 20, 2005 headed with ‘'Uitleg van Europese Grondwet moet beter’” (See appendix 7) that explanation of the EU constitution should be better. After the historical day for the Netherlands, June 1, 2005, the Dutch government came with “In de Tweede Kamer is de Grondwet niet dood”( See appendix 8) in November 9,  2005, in NRC Handelsblad. This means it was not over. On one side, bad news was mainly on the front page and headlines, but on the other hand it confused citizens regarding the EU. After all, the, media is the mediator of the Dutch politics and Dutch government. The role of the news media is to provide the information that citizens need and that critically gives answers.  The Dutch citizens read the news and it could be perceived as negative. Obviously this influence should not be exaggerated and must be acknowledged. 
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The graph above shows that there has been a visible increase of media attentions in Dutch politics that were in favor and against the EU constitution, from June 2004 until April 2005. However, the Dutch campaigns started around begin of January and then the media attention began to increase. (J. Kleinnijenhuis, J. Takens and Wouter H. van Atteveldt, 2005, p. 125). As you see in the graph, the news media still concentrates on politicians and appears” more bad news than good news: the tone of the news about the EU Constitution” (C.H. de Vreese and J. M, 2005, p. 11). The Dutch news media were somewhat negative about the EU, even though politicians would come forward with a positive message. The negative tones of the media coverage had an impact and influence on the Dutch citizens. 
5.2 European Union coverage on the Dutch television 

After the written press, the Dutch television is the major communication tool for politicians. Politicians participated in live political debates and gave interviews on television. Television as a communication channel tool has a large influence on the daily lives of Dutch citizens especially about how the issues are being discussed. However, in the Netherlands, the Eurobarometer 2007 highlighted that a majority of the Dutch provided the European information through the television. Still, the Dutch television did not always cover issues about the European Union. For example in June 1999 during the two final weeks of the European Parliament elections, the Dutch Television programs NOS and RTL, spent between 2% of their news programs on broadcasting. The media coverage about the European news could be seen as “invisible” in the Netherlands (C.H. De Vreese, 2003, p. 12). During the election of the European Parliament in 1999, the Netherlands shows with 5% on television of “the news to the elections dealt with the European election” (C.H. De Vreese, 2003, p. 13.  It can be said that the result of the media coverage was very weak. The Netherlands is since 1952 member state of the European Union and the citizens have the right to receive the information cleary and frequently. If the news media gives regularly information about issues concerning the EU, it keeps the attention of the citizens. Dutch politics should keep striving to keep citizens involved in what goes on in their politics.
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The graph above shows the amount or level of broadcasting about EU issues. Television occupies the first place, followed by written press and then the radio. For the Dutch government and Dutch politicians the television is the most suitable media outlet to express and to promote the European news. In the Netherlands the NOS is the major television channel reporting on European news. “The Nederlandse Omroep Stichting (NOS, Dutch Broadcasting Foundation) is one of the Dutch broadcasters in the Dutch public broadcasting system” (Wikipedia, 2008). NOS in cooperation with VARA and NPS have a program called Nova that reports European news of the Dutch political scene, which is named “Den Haag vandaag” The Hague Today (Social Europe, 2003, p. 5). 
When it comes to the relationship between the media and the political parties in regard to CDA and PvdA; PvdA states clearly that there is no direct cooperation with the media. In addition to covering European news, politicians need the media to reach Dutch citizens and therefore there is regular contact between the media and the political party and politicians of the PvdA. The media often approaches politicians about their ideas and point of views of different European themes (PvdA, personal e-mail, April 17, 2008). PvdA used broadcasting time “zendtijd” to give the message of their political parties. Concerning CDA, I contacted them, but unfortunately I did not receive any information. However, the CDA like other political parties does use the broadcasting time as well and Mr. Balkenende will always make sure he tells citizens more about Europe and its advantages whenever he has the opportunity especially on television. In my opinion Dutch politicians should use the television channels more for improving the knowledge of the Dutch citizens. 
To conclude, the news media is very important for the European news and is one of the most important links between the politicians and the citizens. The attention of the media regarding the Dutch EU policy cannot be ignored. News framing like the newspapers and television played a significant role during Dutch referendum of 2005. The written press coverage was strong, only the message of the EU news was negative which has great impact on Dutch attitude. When the media spreads negative EU news, the Dutch citizens change their thoughts. The role of the media is necessary and should be to simply inform the citizens about the Dutch politics and its relation to the EU.
CONCLUSION

To conclude, I return to the central question posed in the introduction: “How has the ineffectiveness of the Dutch government and Dutch political parties to keep their citizens well informed about EU issues shaped their relationship with the organization? Has this changed since the ‘NO’ vote?

In the Netherlands the EU has played an important role since 1951 with in the realization of the ECSC, the EMU or enlargement until the Euro. The treaties of the European Union could always count on The Hague. The Dutch government as well as political parties was partisans for European unity, as described in Chapter 1. The Netherlands wanted “to bring peace, stability and prosperity to Europe”. 

The new challenges of the Netherlands regarding the Dutch EU policy started in 2002 and 2003 when the European Convention was outlined. However on June 1, 2005 it became a historical day for the EU and the Netherlands. Simply this was because of the no-vote in the referendum by the Dutch citizens for the EU Constitutional Treaty. The Dutch government and Dutch political parties have been the large winners of the Dutch EU policy crisis. Looking at the statements of the Dutch government and politicians including the Prime Minister J.P. Balkenende, it becomes clear that the Netherlands always required being a loyal EU supporter. The Prime Minister J.P. Balkenende, expressed his ideas in many newspapers and on television channels, which was described in Chapter 2. As he said “if the Dutch citizens will vote ‘no’ it would undermine the international reputation of the Netherlands” and the day on the rejection of the EU constitution he expressed “Naturally I am disappointed”. This can be considered as loose political rhetoric, since politicians express themselves regularly more often. The Netherlands did try to legitimize its initiatives of national reforms through referenda. As a result of the rejection by Dutch citizens, there are clear reasons. The following reasons are: Lack of information, Loss of national sovereignty, Opposition to the National government and certain political parties and the costliness of the European Union, as was explained in Chapter 3. Therefore the findings of the Eurobarometer investigation had to taken into consideration. The result of the Eurobarometer shows that there is only concrete evidence to support the conclusion. With the EU referendum and Eurobarometer the Dutch citizens did make it clear how they felt about the European Union and the constitution itself. Dutch citizens complained about the so-called lack of information. It can be said that there were a lot of media outlets covering issues about the EU and helping to inform citizens. Still, the Dutch attitudes have responded negative and Eurosceptic to European Constitution by not supporting the EU. It acted like a form of sanction and embarrassment to the Dutch Government and Dutch politicians who until recently have failed in their attempt to inform their citizens properly about the EU constitution and the benefit of the European Union. The perceptions of political parties were far too high for citizens to pursue a clear pro-European policy. This was a failure on national and European level. On the national level reasons for the failure were that the Netherlands has since 1951 always been a loyal EU supporter, decisions have always been made by the political leaders, as I have shown in Chapter 1 and 2. However, Dutch politicians could be held responsible for starting too late with campaigning and with spreading information with available information regarding EU constitution. In my point of view it is the responsibility of the Dutch government to provide as much information as possible to the media and to take it upon themselves, as a duty, to look for other ways and means available to spread information about the EU. The Dutch politicians did not succeed in informing their citizens of what the EU Constitution is, or where it is heading. This problem becomes increasingly clear when conducting research on EU constitution. One obstacle of the Dutch politics it is difficult to “sell” an idea that is described in an unclear and confusing way. On the European level, it has effects pro-image of the Netherlands and the discontent with EU. It can be said the outcome of the Dutch had a negative effect on the EU. However, it has shaped the relation within the members however not to the EU’s relation. 
Looking at the policy of United States (US), political parties start campaigning two years before the United States presidential election. The media coverage is excellent, you can follow debates about important issues on frequent basis and the information is clearer and interesting. People like to watch or read stories about the US, the more sensational the better and it works. In my opinion, the strategy of the Dutch EU publicity should definitely be changed.
One achievement was after the rejection of the EU constitution. The Dutch government came with a new communication policy, as what the government should do to involve the Dutch citizens more actively, as described in Chapter 4. Dutch politics have been working on spreading the information and communication; this is aimed at making citizens to actively participate through ensuring easy access and supply of information about the European Union. The communication strategy by the Dutch government has focused on how Dutch citizens can get information and be reached easily about issues concerning the European Union. By this, the Dutch government has reduced the role of the citizens to passive spectators instead of attempting to create a genuine dialogue, contrary to the deliberative ideal. Has it worked? The answer is “no”. It can be said that the Dutch government has been making serious effort to find alternative ways to involve the citizens with the European integration. However, the Dutch attitudes towards the EU policy have not changed, in my opinion. Currently, Lisbon Treaty is signed by European leaders however, again spreading information about the Lisbon Treaty is one again minimum. There is no interaction with the Dutch citizens regarding this subject. The Dutch political leaders already have made their decision.   
The expertise of the news media outlined in Chapter 5. The media plays a vital role in providing its readers and viewers with information about European issues and besides political parties too have an important role in interpreting and giving opinions on European Union issues. Dutch newspapers explain what politics in the Netherlands regarding the EU are up to. However, in my point of view, Dutch television news channels could be more active and can explore even more on he European news. They should give more daily updates on television regarding European news, because currently there is insufficient new about the EU. This is solely because more than a half of the Dutch citizens watch television too and can easily obtain information about the European Union. It is of advantage to the Dutch government to look for ways and means to easily access their citizens better. And the media therefore becomes mediator between the Dutch politics and Dutch citizens. For example, the website that the Dutch government has created on www.nederlandineuropa.nl is quite boring and technical and unclear for the Dutch citizens. It is not an attracting website that citizens will remember. The point is that a close relation with the media and the EU which brings access for media coverage is a way to reach the citizens that will make the public more engaged in EU matters. 

To conclude, there was a chronic lack of information about the European Union towards the Dutch citizens and this has led to the rejection of the EU constitution. Dutch politics started too late to inform their citizens about EU issues and they were not always clear when it came to taking positions and expressing their point of views on issues at stake. There are many ways to gain information about the EU through television channels, newspapers and Internet. However, the disinterest is still huge with the Dutch citizens, it is often hard for the media to report from the EU. It is seldom that there are such interesting affairs as the EU referendum was case going on. The contents that the media emphasizes, have a large part in the forming the minds of their citizens. There still remains a lot of work to bring the EU closer to Dutch citizens, and the media have an important role for this purpose. Regarding the Dutch government, it can be said that they has been taking several ways and means of improving the communication performances by asking their citizens, what they really want and also by stimulating the educational system to teach people about the EU. In addition, political parties like the PvdA and CDA change their point of views towards the EU. However, the power of being effective is still weak. One can also conclude that after the ‘no’ vote of the EU constitution, Dutch government and political parties like Pvda and CDA have been fairly in thinking about the Dutch EU policy thanks to the new measures. Still, it did not change the Dutch attitude and influence regarding the European Union. However, time will tell how this will influence future policy making. 
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Appendix 1

Interview questions 

Political Party PvdA, April 2 2008 

Mijn naam is Janaica Braafheid en ik volg aan de Haagse Hogeschool de studie Hogere Europese Beroepen Opleiding (HEBO).  Ik ben vierde jaar studente en mijn specialisatie is Bestuur en Beleid. Op dit moment ben ik bezig met het schrijven van mijn scriptie. Mijn centrale vraag luidt: Wat zijn de zogenoemde tekortkomingen van informatie van de Nederlandse overheid en de politieke partijen betreft de Europese Unie en hoe is dit veranderd nadat de Nederlandse burgers “nee” heeft gestemd tegen de Europese Grondwet?

De vragen waar ik een antwoord  naar op zoek zijn de volgende: 

1.
Is er een direct samenwerkingsverband tussen de politieke partijen en de media? Zo ja, verklaar dit nader. Zo, nee waarom niet?

2.
Kunnen de Nederlandse burgers, de media vertrouwen met betrekking tot de inhoud van informatie over Europese Unie? Zo Ja, waarom wel, zo nee waarom juist niet?

3.
In welke periode zijn de campagnes  gestart bij PVDA betreft de Europese Grondwet, bewijsmateriaal, data?

4. Volgens verschillende kranten en debatten is er geconcludeerd dat de betrokkenheid van politieke partijen en de belangstelling betreft de Nederlandse burgers  erg laag is. Op uw website www.pvda.nl wordt toegezegd dat er kritisch naar Europa gekeken moet worden om dat vertrouwen weer terug te winnen. Zo worden er algemene oplossingen gegeven, zoals betere samenwerking tussen Europa en Nederland. 

Hoe denkt de PVDA de vertrouwen van Nederlandse burgers te gaan overwinnen? Zijn er momenteel aangepaste doelen, veranderingen of tactieken opgesteld betreft de informatie verstrekking van de grondwet?

5.
Wat is uw standpunt betreft de kennisniveau over de Nederlands burgers over de EU? Is dat volgens goed, gemiddeld, voldoende of juist hoog.  Graag een toelichting?

Ik hoop dat u me een antwoord kunt geven op de vragen die ik u zojuist gesteld heb. 

Als u nog verdere informatie eventuele op/aanmerkingenheeft betreft mijn scriptie, zie ik dit graag tegemoet! 

Alvast bedankt!  

Met vriendelijke groeten,

Janaica Braafheid

Student  

Appendix 2
Interview questions 

Political Party CDA 

1.
In de brochure Blik op Europa is de standpunt van CDA, dat “ media moeten blijvend  aandacht schenken aan de invloed van de Europese Unie op heel dagelijkse leven in Nederland”. Is er een direct samenwerkingsverband tussen de politieke partijen en de media? Zo ja, verklaar dit nader. Zo, nee waarom niet?

2.
Kunnen de Nederlandse burgers, de media vertrouwen met betrekking tot de inhoud van informatie over Europese Unie? Zo Ja, waarom wel, zo nee waarom juist niet?

3.
In welke periode is CDA begonnen met verstrekken van informatie over de Europese Unie , graag bewijsmateriaal, data? 

4.
Volgens verschillende kranten en debatten is er geconcludeerd dat de betrokkenheid van politieke partijen en de belangstelling betreft de Nederlandse burgers erg laag is. Op uw website www.cda.nl wordt toegezegd dat “het vertrouwen in het Europees en Nederlandse Parlement moet verbeterd worden”. Zo worden er algemene oplossingen gegeven, zoals betere samenwerking tussen Europa en Nederland. 

Hoe denkt de CDA de vertrouwen van Nederlandse burgers te gaan overwinnen? Zijn er momenteel aangepaste doelen, veranderingen of tactieken opgesteld betreft de informatie verstrekking van de Lissabon strategie?

5.
Wat is de standpunt van CDA betreft de kennisniveau over de Nederlands burgers over de EU? Is dat volgens goed, gemiddeld, voldoende of juist hoog.  Graag een toelichting
Appendix 3
Interview questions 

Publisher PCM

1. In welke periode is NCR Handelsblad, Volkskrant en de Trouw begonnen met het verstrekken van informatie betreffende de Europese Unie (EU)? Graag persartikelen?

2. In welke periode is NCR Handelsblad, Volkskrant en de Trouw gestart met verstrekking van informatie betreft de  Europese grondwet? (graag data, bewijsmaterialen, persmaterialen)

3. Welke politieke partijen hebben NCR Handelsblad, Volkskrant en de Trouw het meest gevolgd tijdens de campagnes van de Europese grondwet? Licht toe.

4. Kan de Nederlandse bevolking meer lezen in NCR Handelsblad, Volkskrant en de Trouw over Europese Unie en Europese grondwet of juist niet, en waar ligt dit aan? (Statistieken)

5. Volgens de Nederlandse nieuwsmonitor 2006,  kwam naar voren dat de landelijke dagbladen, in bijzonder NCR handelsblad, De volkskrant, Trouw bij het onderwerp de Europese samenwerking op de voorpagina het hoogst hebben gescoord. NCR handelsblad richt zicht het sterkst bij het onderwerp Europese samenwerking en de Volkskrant het minst. Hoe speelt de Europese kwestie momenteel in de dagbladen?
Appendix 4
De Trouw Donner vreest oorlog bij 'nee' EU-grondwet

Een stem tegen de EU-grondwet is volgens minister Donner spelen met vuur. Zonder Europese overheid loopt het continent het risico op nieuwe oorlogen.
Minister Donner (justitie) is de kabinetscampagne vóór de Europese Grondwet met een zware inzet begonnen. De CDA-bewindsman waarschuwde zaterdag op een partijbijeenkomst in Ede: ,,Wie de toekomst op het spel wil zetten, moet vooral tegenstemmen in het referendum.'' Een herhaling van het scenario dat Joegoslavië in een oorlog stortte is dan volgens hem mogelijk.

Zonder Europese Grondwet zal de 'irritatie, de achterdocht en het wantrouwen' tussen de EU-landen toenemen, meent Donner. Hij ziet de totstandkoming van de Grondwet als een onvermijdelijke stap in de vorming van een Europese overheid. Europa kan volgens hem niet meer zonder zo'n overheid.

In de discussie over het referendum over de Grondwet staat ten onrechte de vraag centraal of het verdrag goed is voor Nederland, zei hij. ,,Dat gaat volledig voorbij aan het gegeven dat we in Europa dicht op elkaar leven. Om in vrede te kunnen samenleven, behoeven we een overheid die geschillen kan beslechten, regels stellen en in het algemeen belang optreden. Europese integratie heeft ons zestig jaar vrede en voorspoed geboden, maar om die te bewaren mogen we niet in onvermogen vastlopen.''

Hij zei dat wie denkt dat het zo'n vaart niet zal lopen, zich de Balkan in herinnering moet roepen. ,,Joegoslavië was meer geïntegreerd dan de Unie nu, maar de onwil en het onvermogen om onderlinge irritaties en wedijver te beperken, hebben in korte tijd tot oorlog geleid.'' Donner onderschrijft de oude uitspraak van de Duitse christen-democraat Helmut Kohl dat zonder Europese eenwording weer oorlogen op het continent kunnen uitbreken.

Wie bij het referendum overweegt tegen te stemmen, wordt volgens Donner gedreven door angst voor de 'boze buitenwereld'. De minister meent dat de overdracht van bevoegdheden van nationaal naar Europees niveau een onvermijdelijk proces is. Door de schaalvergroting en de technologische ontwikkeling verliest Nederland al dagelijks bevoegdheden, zonder dat er enig bewust politiek besluit aan ten grondslag ligt.Het kabinet besloot afgelopen vrijdag voluit campagne te gaan voeren voor een 'ja'-stem bij het referendum op 1 juni. De Volkskrant publiceerde zaterdag een kiezersonderzoek waaruit blijkt dat het verzet tegen de Grondwet groeit. De voorsprong van de voorstanders is geslonken tot 10 procent.
Appendix 5

De Volkskrant

Europese grondwet: het ja-kamp heeft het moeilijk

De campagne voor het grondwet-referendum komt op stoom. Politici die oproepen om voor te stemmen worden in de discussiezaaltjes beschouwd als eurotechnocraten.

Net had ik nog de neiging ja te stemmen. Nu weet ik zeker dat ik nee ga zeggen'', zegt een bezoekster van een debat over de Europese grondwet in de openbare bibliotheek van Amsterdam. De pleidooien van twee leden van het Europarlement, Kathelijne Buitenweg (GroenLinks) en Jeanine Hennis (VVD) hadden op haar een averechtse werking.

De oproep van de tegenstanders achter de tafel had zaterdag ook op de rest van het gezelschap opmerkelijk meer effect. Het kamerlid Harry van Bommel (SP) en voorzitter Willem Bos van het comité Grondwet Nee stelden na afloop tevreden vast dat er na het debat minder twijfelaars waren dan bij aanvang en dat het aantal nee-stemmers gegroeid was tot een forse meerderheid.

De discussie die de Centrale Bibliotheek Amsterdam had georganiseerd trok geen typisch Eurosceptisch publiek. En de kreet 'Turkije hoort niet in de EU' viel hier geen enkele maal. Temidden van zo'n vijftig Amsterdamse betrokken Euro-burgers, die alles wilden weten over de voor- en nadelen van het vuistdikke verdrag voor de toekomstige Europese samenwerking, viel op hoe moeilijk de voorstanders het hebben om de zegeningen van de grondwet over het voetlicht te brengen.

De tegenstanders Van Bommel en Bos gooien het in dit soort referendumdebatten eenvoudig op de blijvende mankementen in de EU. Al maakt de grondwet het werk aan de Brusselse vergadertafels hier en daar overzichtelijker, al groeit de macht van het Europese Parlement, nog altijd is het niet zo simpel dat een Europees Commissaris straks kan worden weggestemd met een meerderheid van de helft plus één, zoals in de Nederlandse Tweede Kamer. Willem Bos: ,,Je bent voor een democratisch proces of je bent het niet.''

Van Bommel legt nog eens uit dat Nederland op 1 juni nee moet zeggen om Brussel te dwingen tot het opstellen van een compleet nieuw verdrag. ,,In deze grondwet herken ik me niet. Zoiets kan alleen worden gedragen door de bevolking, dat is hier niet het geval. We moeten dit eerst afwijzen en dan met elkaar praten wat er wel in moet komen te staan'', zegt hij. Een ander stokpaardje van de SP. ,,Europa wordt een superstaat waarin het kleine Nederland steeds minder te zeggen gaat krijgen.''

Vervolgens is het aan de VVD en GroenLinks om uit te leggen waarom de burgers zich wel kunnen herkennen in dit lastig te lezen boekwerk. Terwijl zij zelf ook hun twijfels blijken te houden. Buitenweg: ,,Ik ga niet zeggen dat Europa voldoende democratisch functioneert. Maar wel dat het hiermee beter wordt.'' Hennis geeft toe dat de simpele democratie van de helft plus één ook onder de grondwet niet wordt bereikt. ,,Een gemiste kans.''

De twee voorstanders bladeren achter de tafel nog eens driftig in hun beduimelde Grondwet en worden gedwongen tot een euro-technocratische uitleg over de ingewikkelde inhoud en de procedures in de Brusselse vergaderzalen. Dat zoiets moeilijk is, geeft Hennis grif toe. Ze klaagt ... ,,De nationale politici in Den Haag hebben de laatste decennia te weinig aan de bevolking uitgelegd wat Europa betekent.'' Buitenweg heeft een lastige boodschap als ze uitlegt waarom GroenLinks nu voor is. ,,GroenLinks was tegen de verdragen van Maastricht en Amsterdam en tegen de invoering van de euro. Nu ben ik hartstochtelijk voor, omdat hiermee veel wordt hersteld.''

De meerderheid in het bibliotheekzaaltje gelooft inmiddels niet meer zo in die herstellende werking van het onbegrijpelijke grondwet-document. De voorstanders krijgen nog een tegenslag te verwerken als uit een peiling van het NOS-Journaal blijkt dat meer burgers van plan zijn tegen te gaan stemmen: 53 procent van de kiezers.

Appendix 6 

Bot: Nee tegen Grondwet leidt tot dip economie

woensdag 18 mei 2005 09:46

'Een nee tegen de Europese Grondwet leidt tot een economische dip.' Met deze woorden sluit CDA-minister Ben Bot (Buitenlandse Zaken) zich aan in de rij van bewindslieden die voorspellen dat het verwerpen van de Grondwet ernstige negatieve gevolgen voor Nederland heeft.

Bot zegt in een interview (alleen voor geregistreerde abonnees) met het Financieele Dagblad dat het vertrouwen in het Nederlandse vestigingsklimaat voor bedrijven onzeker wordt bij een nee tegen de Grondwet. 'We moeten dan wachten op het referendum in het Verenigd Koninkrijk, in de loop van volgend jaar. Dat geeft minstens een jaar onzekerheid.' Een dip in de markt is dan volgens de minister onvermijdelijk.De voorzitter van de Europese Commissie, José Manuel Barroso, heeft de Franse bevolking vanochtend hetzelfde argument voorgehouden.

Bot is de zoveelste minister die onheil verwacht als Nederland in het referendum van 1 juni de Grondwet verwerpt. Allereerst was er zijn partijgenoot minister Piet Hein Donner van Justitie die aangaf dat er best eens opnieuw oorlog in Europa kan uitbreken bij een nee (lees het artikel Donner: Kans op oorlog bij nee-stem Grondwet).Afvoerputje Vervolgens waarschuwde D66-minister Laurens Jan Brinkhorst van Economische Zaken dat een nee-stem ertoe leidt dat in Europa het licht uitgaat. En afgelopen vrijdag voorspelde VVD-minister Rita Verdonk van Vreemdelingenzaken dat Nederland een stroom aan asielzoekers kan verwachten als het niet instemt met de Grondwet. 'We worden het afvoerputje van Europa,' zei Verdonk (lees

Maar de Nederlandse burger lijkt zich weinig van deze dreigende taal aan te trekken. In de peilingen stijgt het aantal tegenstanders van de Grondwet. Weerstand tegen de Europese Unie in het algemeen en tegen de euro en de toetreding van Turkije spelen hierbij een rol.

Inleveren Bot, een fervent voorstander van de Grondwet, vindt het 'klinkklare onzin'dat deze argumenten in de discussie worden betrokken. De weerstand komt volgens Bot door 'de moeizame algemene economische situatie. Mensen moeten inleveren.'De minister rekent op een positieve uitslag op 1 juni. 'Die kans schat ik hoog in, al wordt het geen dikke uitslag.' Eerder zei Bot al geen waarde te hechten aan de negatieve peilingen. 

Appendix 7

Uitleg van Europese Grondwet moet beter'

Gepubliceerd: 20 mei 2005 00:00 | Gewijzigd: 14 december 2005 23:49

Door een onzer redacteuren

DEN HAAG, 20 MEI. Ambtenaren hebben in grote meerderheid kritiek op de manier waarop het kabinet over de Europese Grondwet communiceert. Ze zijn ervan overtuigd dat 'Europa' een steeds grotere invloed op hun werk zal hebben en stemmen in meerderheid vóór de Europese Grondwet.
Dat blijkt uit een vandaag verschenen enquête die het blad Binnenlands Bestuur hield onder 2000 lezers waarvan 81 procent ambtenaar is.

Op de vraag: 'Hoe beoordeelt u de publieksvoorlichting die het Nederlandse kabinet geeft over de Europese Grondwet', reageert 2 procent met 'goed', 13 procent met 'voldoende', 35 procent vindt het 'matig' en 49 procent 'onvoldoende'. Het ambtenarenblad haalt de Maastrichtse hoogleraar René Barents aan die meent dat het kabinet bang is voor een Fortuyn-effect. ,,Het denkt dat als het hartstochtelijk campagne zou voeren voor de Grondwet, de bevolking juist nee zal stemmen als reactie tegen het establishment.''

Vrijwel alle ambtenaren zeggen op 1 juni te gaan stemmen: 41 procent vóór, 32 procent tegen, 1 procent blanco en de rest moet nog een keuze maken. Voor- en tegenstemmers menen beiden dat de Grondwet hun werk 'enigszins' (30 procent), 'in redelijke mate' (32 procent) of 'aanzienlijk' (14 procent) zal beïnvloeden.

Uit de enquête blijkt verder dat de ambtenaren vinden dat zowel de burgers als zijzelf beter op de hoogte zouden moeten zijn van de inhoud van de Grondwet, dan ze zelf zeggen te zijn. Een kwart van de ondervraagden meent het verdrag op hoofdlijnen te kennen (43 procent 'enigszins' en 29 procent 'niet'). Maar 45 procent van hen vindt dat burgers de Grondwet op hoofdlijnen moeten kennen. Aan zichzelf stellen ze nog hogere eisen: 30 procent van de ambtenaren zou de Grondwet goed moeten kennen, 59 procent vindt 'op hoofdlijnen'.

Het kabinet voert de laatste dagen de campagne-activiteiten stevig op. Gisteren in de lunchpauze van het debat over Verantwoordingsdag trok de voltallige ministersploeg het Plein op om daar folders uit te delen. Premier Balkenende is bijna dagelijks op de televisie of radio om voor de Grondwet te pleiten. In een interview met de Volkskrant zegt Balkenende vandaag dat de peilingen, die op een toenemend aantal tegenstanders duiden, ,,een momentopname'' zijn. ,,Een harde, maar waardige en korte campagne'' kan volgens Balkenende de balans doen omslaan in het voordeel van de voorstemmers.

Appendix 8
In de Tweede Kamer is de Grondwet niet dood

Gepubliceerd: 9 november 2005 00:00 | Gewijzigd: 15 december 2005 00:29

De Tweede Kamer debatteerde gisteren over Europa. De Grondwet mag dan verworpen zijn, over de inhoud blijven de meeste politici enthousiast.

Door onze redacteur Raymond van den Boogaard

DEN HAAG, 9 NOV. ,,Men zegt dat het Grondwettelijk Verdrag dood is na het referendum. Maar als ik uw Kamer beluister, lijkt het me de vraag of dat wel zo is'', zei premier Balkenende gisteravond aan het eind van het debat over de Staat van de Unie, het jaarlijkse kabinetsstuk over het Europa-beleid.

Bijna acht uur lang maakten de partijen van de Tweede Kamer, geflankeerd door enkele Nederlandse europarlementariërs, de stand op van het Europa-beleid na het 'nee' in het Nederlandse referendum over de Europese Grondwet. Veel van de ideeën uit de verworpen Europese Grondwet, constateerde de premier, liggen de Kamerleden nog na aan het hart: openbaarheid van wetgevende vergaderingen van de Europese Raad, een subsidiariteitstoets, de mogelijkheid van een burgerinitiatief.

Aan het eind van het debat was er in de Kamer een meerderheid voor een motie van Herben (LPF) en Van Aartsen (VVD), waarin het kabinet wordt opgedragen nog in deze kabinetsperiode te komen tot een versterking van de rol van de premier bij de agendering en coördinatie van het Europa-beleid - een idee uit een recent advies van de Raad van State.

In een motie aan zichzelf, waarvoor vrijwel Kamerbrede steun bestond, draagt het parlement zichzelf op om nog vóór 17 november - als in Den Haag een EU-conferentie over 'subsidiariteit' plaatsvindt - een concreet plan te maken voor de beoordeling van Europese beleidsvoorstellen in de Eerste en Tweede Kamer. Op deze wijze, betoogde Van Aartsen, kan ernst worden gemaakt met het door alle partijen en de regering beleden ideaal om Europese besluitvorming een grotere rol te laten spelen in de nationale politieke context.

Plannen voor zo'n parlementaire toets voor Europese voorstellen worden al sinds 2003 ontwikkeld door een commissie-Van Dijk (CDA), bestaande uit leden van de Eerste en Tweede Kamer. Een uitgewerkt, voorshands nog vertrouwelijk plan voor zo'n toets zou op 23 november in het presidium van de Tweede Kamer worden behandeld, maar Van Aartsen meende dat het wenselijk zou zijn de plannen nog voor de conferentie van 17 november te implementeren.

Uit het rapport van de commissie-Van Dijk blijkt dat ook in de andere 24 nationale parlementen van de EU enthousiasme bestaat voor wat in Nederland de 'subsidiariteitstoets' genoemd wordt: een stelselmatige toets of wat op Europees niveau wordt voorgesteld niet beter nationaal geregeld zou kunnen worden.

In het debat werd weinig meer gesproken over het mislukken van de Brede Maatschappelijke Discussie over Europa - inmiddels verschrompeld tot het voornemen van de regering om een nieuwe Europa-website en een aantal focusgroepen in te stellen. Verhagen (CDA) had een aanvaring met minister Bot (Buitenlandse Zaken, ook CDA) over een hem ingediende (vermoedelijk kansloze) motie om de parlementaire behandeling van de toetreding van Roemenië en Bulgarije uit te stellen, omdat met name Roemenië nog te corrupt zou zijn.

Verhagen noemde dit uitstel een stok achter de deur voor de Roemenen, maar Bot meende dat het effect tegengesteld zou zijn, daar Roemenië zijn hoop op toetreding zou kunnen verliezen. Verhagen noemde dit, geërgerd, 'een irritante redenering'. Ten slotte verklaarde hij zich echter bereid de motie aan te houden totdat de Kamer over Roemenië heeft gedebatteerd.

Wat de regering precies vond van de motie waarin wordt geëist dat de rol van de premier wordt versterkt, bleef mistig. Bekend is dat met name minister Bot fel tegenstander is van een personele versterking van het ministerie van Algemene Zaken ten koste van Buitenlandse Zaken, waar de coördinatie van het Europees beleid thans ambtelijk plaatsvindt. Balkenende wekte de indruk de motie over te nemen, omdat hij meende geen bezwaar te kunnen hebben tegen meer coördinatie en agendering:,Zo kan ik er ook een draai aan geven''.
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