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POSTCONSTITUTIONAL 
OPPOSITION    By Markus Drake
   
The constitutive project of Europe must 
go on. This is the attitude of many Green 
parties, and even the opinion of the writer 
for the Constitution No Committee, Arend 
Hamstra, who in this Ecosprinter gives 
arguments for why it was a good thing 
that THIS constitution was shot down.

Greens (like other parties) in some parts 
of Europe are split and torn after having 
had to • nd a position on the constitution. 
Now that THIS constitution is dead and 
•uried, there must still •e some time to 
evaluate what was the content of it, and 
what possi•le mistakes were made in 
dealing with it. Those in favour must for 
sure evaluate what it was in their actions 
that distanced the general opinions in 
France, The Netherlands and much of 
the rest of Europe from their proposal, 
and also what the • aws were in the pro•
posal itself.

The people who campaigned against the 
constitution must evaluate the alliances 
with nationalist and conservative thought 
that were •orn.

But in the Greens, once the analysis has 
•een made, it will •e time to move on, 
and start, or continue, working on creat•
ing our Europe. One with an open citizen•
ship, which welcomes one and all, and 
is social, gives the citizenship the •asic 
necessities for life, guaranteed. One that 
is responsi•le for the environment and to 
the future.

It is clear that the Europe of the Greens 
has many enemies, it threads on many 
toes, and thus it needs at least a little 
cohesion, unity of vision among us. We 
must understand what a constitution is, 
how power is constituted, and from that 
understanding we must •uild up an ef fec•
tive, oppositional politics.

The FYEG Winter Camp will strive to •e 
the •eginning of such a focus. This will 
•e a space for understanding what is to 
•e done for our Europe to •e •orn.
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Welcome to the Tell Me What I Eat Campaign. A campaign run 
by the Federation of Young European Greens - and an adjoining 
website on what you eat, why you eat it, and how someone 
else produces what you eat. That seems a pretty important ques-
tion, doesn’t it? Let’s face it, everybody eats. Even Daniel Cohn-           
Bendit eats. People you hold dearly, your friends, your family, 
your sweetheart... Ideally everybody consumes three meals a 
day. This shows how important food is in our lives. 

Unfortunately, we tend not to care all 

too much about what we eat. After 

a hard day’s work, we just rush into 

the supermarket and grab anything 

out of the racks that looks distantly 

nutritious. We don’t even take a peek 

at the ingredients label. What is an 

emulgator? What is E-951? A colour 

additive? You’d have to be a scien-

tist to understand. To you and me, it’s 

the great unknown. We don’t have a 

clue of what these things do to our 

bodies. 

And then we’re only talking about the 

risks involved for our own health. But 

food involves more than just the • nal 

product, meant to nourish us. •t is an 

important part of the entire ecosys-

tem. Whole chunks of the Brazilian 

rainforest are being torn down daily, 

so that our future steaks can graze. 

•n our food choice, we often don’t 

bother whether the food has been 

grown in a sustainable way. We don’t 

know how it was produced, neither 

where. 

Sustainability is a key element in the 

Green view on the world. We only 

have one planet to live on, and it’s 

supposed to be there for everyone, 

including the Third World and future 

generations. For us, Young European 

Greens, this topic is so important that 

we decided to do a campaign on it. 

With this campaign, we aim to raise 

consumers´ awareness on what they 

eat. We believe organic food is a 

which offers you ideas for actions 

aimed at reaching the public, and 

which includes the necessary cam-

paign materials. Because to green 

the world, you’ll need to put in a bit of 

effort! 

So what can we do more than wish 

you happy meals? •f you weren’t con-

vinced about the bene• ts of organic 

food before hearing of the campaign, 

you will probably rush to the nearest 

organic shop right after you devoured 

the last letter of this magazine.

Actions as part of the campaign have 

already been carried out in •reland, 

Belgium, Germany and Romania! 

Check the website: 

www.tellmewhatieat.net for more 

information, more pictures and sug-

gestions for actions.

by the 

Tell Me What I Eat Campaign Team

“Te l l  Me  Wha t
I  Ea t ”  Campa ign

way to protect our environment and 

to feed the world in a sustainable way 

at the same time. GMO’s, as one of 

the greatest threats to organic food 

and our environment as a whole, just 

don’t • t into this picture. 

Of course, campaigns won’t work 

without networking. •f you are a young 

green somewhere in Europe, you can 

inspire yourself by getting your hands 

on the campaign reader that we have 

produced. Then you will be able to 

knock out the critics with arguments 

so splendid that they give light in 

the dark. The same arguments can 

be used when you are campaigning 

in the streets, to convince the pas-

sers-by. The campaign reader and 

our website has an action page, 
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What is your current study or job?

I am coordinating the project that sup-

ports CDN work, working with young 

Greens in Serbia and trying to • nish 

my studies in the • e•d of Economics. 

Which o f your character traits 

would you change if you could?

It is taking up too much space, un-

wi••ing•y, even when I don’t speak 

much.

Interview with 
Alek sandar Jov anovic
He is one of the most important, coolest and sexi-
est people in the Young Green Movement. Read 
the proof of that in this interview.

What is your most treasured pos-

session?

It is my address book - the fact that 

a•most everywhere in Europe I can 

visit a friend and have a great time. 

Wherever I •ay my hat is my home…  

What are your plans f or the future 

in the FYEG/CDN?

Since I am not an executive of either 

of the organisations anymore I aim to 

be a resource person - to give sup-

port, advices and encouragement for 

others.  I wi•• remain as direct tech-

nica• and organisationa• support for 

CDN Executive Committee work unti• 

the midd•e of next year.

What is your greatest fear?

War…de• nite•y war… It e•iminates a•• 

of the rationa•ity and brings out the 

worst in humanity.

What is your favourite occu pa-

tion?

It is changing very fast in my mind 

a•• the time. It ranges from high•y 

responsib•e and hectic jobs in po•i-

tics or human rights work to growing   

vegetab•es on a sma•• farm some-

where.

Who are your heroes /heroines in 

real life?

Ska and A•anis Morissette

What is the greatest cha llenge we 

(humans/Greens)  are facing  in  the 

next 10 years?

It is our se•ves. We are destroying the 

p•anet every day and it wi•• not •ast 

for •ong if we continue this way. Being 

Green and trying to make a change 

is the on•y way I cou•d imagine being 

part of this wor•d. Every sma•• step is 

an important one.

What woul d you order for your last 

meal on earth?

Cevapcici (Cevapcici). If you ever 

been to the Ba•kans you know what I 

mean.

Interview by Dorien Keizer
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For the • r• t time •o many people 

•howed their concern with the road 

the European Union ha• gone. In 

both France and the Netherland• the 

Left and Green group of voter• made 

the difference in •hifting the re•ult 

toward• the • nal “no”. The victory of 

the “no”-campaign cannot be called 

a vote again•t Europe but for a dif-

ferent Europe. It i• a call for a demo-

cratic and •ocial Europe.

We, the Greens, are in favour of 

the constitution?

The Green• have to a• k them•elve• 

the que•tion how it i• po••ible that 

leading Green• are in favour of the 

con•titution but the ba•e i• not. One 

conclu•ion po••ible i• that in the cam-

paign for the con•titution even the 

Green• lo•t contact with the gra••-

root•. Coming out a gra••root• move-

whelmingly •trong “no” of the Dutch 

and French referendum. The Green 

group in parliament and the leading 

character• in many countrie• have 

lo•t contact with their gra••root•. To 

get power they made compromi•e• 

and ideal• •lipped away •lowly. Now 

they have no under•tanding for the 

big number of people in their own 

party oppo•ing the con•titution.

“N o”  to  Constitution   

Fir•t of all , the Left and Green voter• 

made the difference in both coun-

trie• although the green• and •ocial 

democrat• campaigned in favour the 

con•titution. Of the green• in the 

Netherland• 48% voted again•t , more 

than 58% of the •ocial democratic 

voter• and more than 96% of the 

•ociali•t party voter• wa• again•t. 

ment the Green• have become a 

party like the one• they u•ed to criti-

ci•e. People like Daniel Cohn-Bendit 

and Jo•ch ka Fi•cher are clear e xam-

ple• of gra••root• activi•t• becom-

ing “reali•t” politician• ma king deal• 

for power that con• ict the idea of the 

average gra••root•.  Thi• i• al•o the 

conclu•ion I ma ke out of the over-

The idea of the Green• in the Neth-

erland• wa• to promote thi• con•titu-

tion a• the be•t po••ible compromi•e. 

Thi• i• a negative view on what can 

be changed. For mo•t green• thi• 

“be•t” compromi•e would not create 

a “different” Europe in a globali•ing 
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world. The Greens had the chance 

to struggle for a better and different 

Europe. Unfortunately, the top of the 

Greens decided differently. Green 

voters punished the Greens for this 

view. They want to change the EU 

and believe they can, with a “no”-

vote. A constitution cannot be accept-

able for greens as long as it contains 

unrestricted neo-liberal ideals and 

has an undemocratic structure.

Leading Greens in parliaments have 

to act to their ideals. They should join 

in discussion with grassroots organ-

isations and listen to problems of 

these active citizens and act on that. 

The longer people stay in places like 

the European Parliament the more 

Victory for Grassroots
waste of money as the Dutch and 

the French voters would be con-

sulted again on the same constitu-

tion. Voting on the same or slightly 

changed constitution is an insult to 

voters in the Netherlands and France 

and most of all to democracy in gen-

eral. 

Must the re be no co nstit utio n at all?

Europe must change. Massive pro-

tests at European Union meetings, 

in the European Parliament and 

from many NGO’s have led to a 

smaller democratic de• cit. Made as 

an undemocratically, supranational 

body the European Union has to be 

reformed. Fundamental errors have 

e• isted too long, now it is time to 

demand and struggle for a demo-

cratic Europe. After the “no” to this 

constitution, people made clear they 

want to have the possibility to rule for 

themselves and not give away more 

power to an undemocratic and neo-

liberal Europe. Why give your right to 

vote on national or local democratic 

institutions away to an undemocratic 

European Parliament?

Most important and most realistic 

approach is to stress for basic demo-

cratic rules. It is clear that the people 

of the European Union demand a 

transparent and clear structure of the 

institutions. A democratic Europe will 

also have more public support for 

everything which comes from Brus-

sels. For e• ample, the European Par-

liament should have full power to 

amend or reject all proposals from 

the Commission.  It also should also 

have the possibility to make initi-

atives. The European Commission 

should be chosen by the European 

Parliament and not by the member 

states.

The Greens

The Green parties in particular have 

to stress that a more democratic 

Europe is the only solution for a broad 

consensus over Europe. Therefore 

we must start a constitution with 

a readable short te• t with common 

values and parts that we can all agree 

on. A constitution with an economic 

system or without democratic rules 

and procedures is unacceptable.

There is a need for a social Europe. A 

Europe which only stresses more lib-

eral market economy is not the way 

Europeans want to go. Social policy 

must be made and neoliberal direc-

tives must be stopped. We as Greens 

can provide a different way of living 

in the long term. Do we want to com-

pete with the Chinese and the USA 

and become an EU where people 

work 50 hours a week, don’t see their 

children anymore? Where the divi-

sion between poor and rich keeps 

getting bigger and bigger as it has 

the last decennia more and more? 

The greens have the possibility to go 

for a social, ecological and human 

Europe. We need a constitution that 

unites instead of divides. Green lead-

ers have to understand their grass-

roots again and stick to their ideals.

Arend Hamstra, 

Speaker of Comité Grondwet Nee.

the real world becomes distant, and 

those in the institutions lose contact 

with grassroots.

Even some parliamentarians of the 

Greens lose sight of what their voters’ 

ideals are. Or at least they don’t act 

upon them. The MP’s have to go 

out in the real world more often and 

listen to their supporters. The way the 

Dutch Green party made their deci-

sion to be in favour of this constitution 

made clear that there is no democ-

racy within the Green party as was 

meant to be.  

Still some people argue for that this 

constitution has to go on. This is a 
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Over 63% of the electorate voted on the 1st of June. More than 
62% voted “Nee”, against this Constitutional Treaty. The turnout 
was higher than with any European or provincial election and only 
20% lower than the average with national elections. The differ-
ence of “YES” and the “NO” voters is especially interesting since 
the YES only won in the twenty wealthiest municipalities of the 
Netherlands. 

A class vote 

The class basis of the NO was clear. 

The less educated voters were, the 

likelier they were to vote NO. Of 

voters with higher education 51% 

voted NO; of voters with only pri-

mary education, 82%; of voters with 

only secondary education, 72%. The 

lower the voter’s income, the likelier 

they were to vote NO. At the highest 

income levels the NO had a narrow 

majority, while two-thirds of median- 

and below-median-income voters 

voted NO. Women were also signi• -

cantly more likely than men to vote 

NO. •n the cities as well the trend 

was evident: the more prosperous a 

neighbourhood or borough, the more 

people voted YES; the poorer it was, 

the more people voted NO. 

Parties like the Greens and the Social 

Democrats have to realise that they 

lost the view on what is important for 

their voters. The only party that cam-

paigned for the NO was the Socialist 

Party; they had a vote of 96% of NO 

voters. How is it possible that the 

Greens, with a strong YES campaign 

could have such a small majority of 

the YES voters?  

Anti-establishment  

The result is all the more remarkable 

when one bears in mind that the tra-

ditional political parties that called for 

a YES vote - the governing Christian 

Democrats and liberal VVD and D66, 

plus the opposition Labour Party and 

Green Left - between them occupy 

85% of the seats in parliament. The 

only MPs to oppose the constitution 

represent the Socialist Party (a party 

of Maoist origin that has grown in 

recent years to become the biggest 

political force left of social democracy, 

with 8 of the 150 seats in parliament), 

the two small orthodox Protestant 

parties, the remains of right-wing pop-

ulist Pim Fortuyn’s party, and one 

maverick right-wing MP who has split 

from the VVD, Geert Wilders. •n addi-

tion virtually the whole of civil society 

supported the constitution: in any 

event the leaderships of the trade 

unions, the biggest environmental 

organisations, the small and medium 

employers’ association, Amnesty 

•nternational, Greenpeace, and even 

the automobile owners’ association 

and development NGOs. Only a very 

limited number of smaller environ-

mental and animal rights’ groups were 

against. 

The outcome reveals not only a loom-

ing gap between citizens and poli-

ticians, but also a vertical divide in 

virtually all large social organisations. 

Their leaderships supported the con-

The Dutch referendum
 

A vote against neo-liberalism

Votes per party

Socialist Party: 96% NO

Labour party: 58% NO

Greens: 48% NO

Liberals D66: 45% NO

Conservative Liberal VVD 40% NO

Christian Party 20% NO

As these numbers make clear, the 

NO vote in the Netherlands was a 

vote of the left and green voters.

If a referendum on the European Constitution 
would be held today, how would you vote?

Against (68,5 %)
In favour (31,5 %)
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stitution, while a high proportion of 

their members rejected it. 

With the rise of right-wing populist 

Pim Fortuyn, this blanket was sud-

denly snatched off. Fortuyn’s crusade 

against multiculturalism and the tol-

erance for Islam (which he described 

as a backward religion) rallied mid-

dle-class layers who had improved 

their economic position considerably 

over the years, and were now ready 

to lay claim to political in• uence. 

• ut Fortuyn’s breakthrough was due 

to the fact that he also appealed 

to many less-educated white Dutch 

people, whose sense of security had 

been undermined by the dismantling 

of the welfare state and liberalisation 

of the economy. Traditionally these 

groups had been Labour’s property, 

but now they had completely lost faith 

in the left. After Fortuyn’s assassina-

tion just before the 2002 elections, 

Fortuyn’s revolt found expression 

part in it has moved further to the right 

- and this is true of the opposition 

parties as well. The general assump-

tion has been that Fortuyn left behind 

a political landscape in which all 

the available political ground to be 

fought over lay to the right. However, 

last year’s massive protests against 

the cabinet’s pension reform plans 

showed that reality is not so simple. 

The trade unions, much weakened 

in recent years, were forced to mobi-

lise. To everyone’s surprise this led 

to the biggest trade-union demon-

stration in Dutch history, which set 

an estimated half-million people in 

motion. The political impact of the 

mobilisation was largely cancelled out 

when a Muslim extremist murdered 

• lmmaker Theo van • ogh a month 

later. Once more fears of an Islamic 

The culture of the polder  

Understanding this situation requires 

looking back at political develop-

ments in the Netherlands over the 

past several years. Since the Second 

World War, Dutch governments have 

traditionally been coalitions formed 

around the Christian Democrats, in 

alliance either with the liberals of the 

VVD or with the Labour party. The 

Christian Democrats’ hold on power 

ended in 1994 when they suffered 

a spectacular defeat in that year’s 

elections, whereupon a coalition gov-

ernment of liberals and Labour took 

of• ce. 

Under the leadership of former trade-

union leader Wim Kok, this coalition 

carried out major neo-liberal reforms 

over the course of eight years. One 

consequence of this ‘purple’ period 

(so-called after the mixture of social-

democratic red and liberal blue) was a 

far-reaching de-politicisation. Political 

differences among the major parties, 

particularly between the traditional 

adversaries of Labour and the VVD, 

became almost invisible. The culture 

of consultation and consensus (the 

‘polder model’), always strong in the 

Netherlands, covered the political 

landscape like a suffocating blanket. 

partly in an increased vote for the 

Christian Democrats led by Jan Peter 

• alkenende. • alkenende formed a 

new cabinet with the liberal VVD 

and initially the remnants of Fortuyn’s 

LPF party, but after a few months 

of the LPF’s inevitable blunders and 

scandals traded it in for the slightly 

less right-wing liberals of D66. This 

• alkenende cabinet, still in power 

today, is without a doubt the most 

right-wing Dutch cabinet in living 

memory. Each of the parties taking 

danger determined the face of Dutch 

politics. Now, however, the refer-

endum has shown that there are 

other issues and a different political 

approach that can put the Dutch on 

the move. 

The course of the campaign

• efore the campaign got under way, 

approval of the constitution seemed a 

foregone conclusion. In the • rst polls 

roughly 20% was ready to vote YES 
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and only 10% NO. Given the over-

whelming support from political and 

social organisations, getting the con-

stitution adopted seemed no prob-

lem. 

The proposal for a referendum came 

from three centre-left MPs, who sub-

mitted a bill calling for a one-time, 

non-binding referendum. The govern-

ment was against, but the bill passed 

with the support of the ruling right-

wing liberal VVD. Support for the ref-

erendum was in part an expression 

of discontent over the adoption of the 

euro. Although there were calls for 

a referendum then, at the time there 

was no parliamentary majority for it. 

Frustration about the switch to the 

euro and its consequences is still run-

ning high and still having an impact. 

Various politicians reasoned that it 

was better to hold a referendum in 

which people could make their voices 

heard rather than bottling up still more 

frustrations. The big miscalculation 

made by the constitution’s support-

ers was their assumption that over-

whelming support from political and 

social organisations would also win 

over the population. 

In fact the YES campaign derailed 

early on. Supporters hesitated for a 

long time before actually beginning to 

campaign. This had everything to do 

with divisions within the YES camp 

and the Balkenende government’s 

unprecedented low popularity. Only 

when the NO camp began coming 

out ahead in the polls did the cabinet 

feel compelled to play an active role. 

They did so in an unusually crude, 

intimidating way. They dug deep in 

the treasury in order to • nance their 

own campaign, and their statements 

seemed designed to browbeat the 

Dutch into voting YES. One minister 

declared that rejecting this consti-

tution would jeopardise peace in 

Europe. Without any subtlety Ausch-

witz and Srebrenica were deployed 

as arguments for a YES. The Dutch 

were told they would be the laugh-

ingstock of Europe if they voted NO. 

Coming from a government with an 

approval rating of 18%, these argu-

ments only helped the NO cam-

paign. 

The NO camp consisted of four 

components. The most extreme and 

The strongest political force in the NO 

camp was undoubtedly the Socialist 

party, which waged a very active 

campaign both in the media and on 

the streets. Their campaign stressed 

the need to save the Netherlands. 

This constitution would turn Europe 

into a super state and Holland into 

a province, they argued. They illus-

trated the concern that the Nether-

lands might disappear from the map 

with a map of Europe in which the 

country literally disappeared into the 

sea. 

dangerous standpoint came from 

maverick liberal Geert Wilders. As an 

independent MP he is working hard to 

establish a new far right political for-

mation and position himself as Pym 

Fortuyn’s successor. His campaign 

focussed on the “dangers” of Turkish 

EU membership and a consequent 

Muslim takeover of Europe. 

The small Protestant parties waged 

a very different sort of campaign. 

Except for objecting to the consti-

tution’s failure to mention Europe’s 

Judeo-Christian tradition, they had a 

relatively clean campaign in which 

they argued that further European 

integration makes no sense at this 

moment and that in any event this 

constitution is not necessary for it.

Finally there was Comité Grondwet 

Nee (Constitution No Committee), a 

small ad hoc alliance of left-wing and 

green activists who waged a clear 

progressive NO campaign. Grondwet 

Nee argued that a different Europe is 

possible and necessary as an alter-

native to this, undemocratic, neo-lib-

eral and militarist Europe. Despite its 

small size and very limited resources, 

Grondwet Nee played a considerable 

role in the campaign and clearly con-

tributed to the visibility of a left NO, 

preventing the NO camp from being 

dominated by right-wing nationalism. 

Which NO won?  

Of course all sorts of motives, inter-

mixed with each other, played a role 

in the victory for NO: widely shared 
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aversion to government policy, and 

to politicians in general; opposition 

to constant interference from Brus-

sels; fears of loss of national identity; 

Christian and nationalist motives; and 

intense irritation at the arrogance of 

the YES camp. It is dif• cult to •udge 

which elements were decisive and 

which NO won.

It is clear in any event that Wilders 

and his anti-Turkish, anti-Muslim cam-

paign did not play a predominant 

role. There is also a quite broad con-

sensus that this was not an anti-

European campaign, but rather a 

campaign against the way the exist-

ing Europe functions.

A fair picture can be distilled from 

a survey done barely a week after 

the vote. The survey showed that 

a week later the NO ma•ority would 

have been even bigger, 64%. The 

shifts in support for different political 

parties in the campaign’s wake give 

a pretty good picture of its impact. 

The big loser is apparently not the 

right but Labour, which declined in 

the polls from 50 MPs before the 

campaign to 41 now. Today 70% of 

Labour voters would vote against the 

constitution. The biggest winner is 

the SP, rising in the polls from 13 to 

21 seats. The Christian Union grows 

from 6 seats to 9, while Wilders’ party 

loses a seat. Questions about the 

popularity of different politicians con-

• r m the overall picture. In general 

the outcome can be interpreted as 

On consti tut ive power

The best way to secure the votes 

necessary for a constitution would, I 

think, have been to explain what a 

constitution is. Unfortunately, no one 

seems to have tried to do this quite 

simple thing.

The only thing it would have required 

is to look at constitutive power, the 

power to constitute something new, 

by going through previous situations 

when constitutions have been writ-

ten. Always constitutions have been 

preceded by war, civil war or revo-

lution. In short, constitutive power is 

the same as violence, and histori-

cally, violence is the only constitutive 

power that is known.

This simple historical fact, again 

showing itself in the constitutive proc-

ess in the new Iraq, is enough to 

make most people think, and con-

sider the uniqueness of the process 

that was attempted in the European 

Union.

The least convincing thing you can 

do is to say, as was done in trying 

to in• uence the • rench referendum, 

that the process was actually not a 

constitutive one, but rather an agree-

ment between states. So that is sup-

posed to convince people to vote for 

the paper, whatever you call it? Sud-

denly trying to make it seem less 

important? That you say that all your 

big words have been nothing but hot 

What the “Yes”-campaigns should 

have said is that never before has 

there been the possibility to create 

something totally new, in a largely 

peaceful manner.

But that was not to be, because 

the “Yes”-campaign was the “Yes” of 

those in power, not of those wishing 

for change.

There was a lot of good stuff in the 

proposal for a constitution. A lot of 

the bad stuff that was in there will 

be driven through anyway, in agree-

ments and directives driven by the 

Commission. • or the democratizing 

measures, we are now told, we will 

now have to wait for years. This is, 

of course, unacceptable. We must 

not allow ourselves to be punished 

as a collective for the fact that some 

people, rightly, ob•ected to their own 

governments and to the problems of 

the current proposal.

The left-right-nationalist part of the 

“No” must not be allowed to pull down 

the legitimate demands of those who 

wish for a different Europe into a 

backwards-looking swamp of strong 

national borders. All credit must be 

given to those who worked for a pro-

gressive “No”. However, it seems like 

their demands, which are the same 

as those voiced at protests outside 

the gates of European Union top 

meetings, will not be heeded only 

because of this “No”-vote.

The question remains, then, how to 

participate in the building of a progres-

sive constitutive power for Europe. 

And let us hope it will be a historical 

• r st, that we can have democracy 

and freedom •ust by asking for it.

By Markus Drake

air, and there is no con-

stitution to vote on?

No, the way to make 

people think is to push 

forwards, to stress the 

uniqueness of the vote, 

the historical • rst that the 

option to vote for a “con-

stitution” was. 

an unambiguous re•ec-

tion of the neo-liberal 

pro•ect, and that the left 

in particular has made 

its mark with the cam-

paign.

Arend Hamstra, 

Speaker of Comité 

Grondwet Nee.
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EC meeting in Berlin 23-26 June

One part of being an EC member 

means being allowed to study the 

of• •es of Greens all over Europe. 

This time, the EC got the honour 

to study the of• •e  of Hans-Christian 

Ströbele, member of the German 

federal parliament and Green. As 

always, the meeting’s agenda was 

extremely full. But hey, we were there 

to work and make FYEG run, so you 

don´t hear us •omplaining. 

smaller working groups on up•oming 

events, politi•al matters and • nan•ial 

issues.

The next day, the EC mainly did 

some pra•ti•al arrangements. We 

worked on fundraising, the MO´s 

tour, •ommuni•ations, pro je•ts, polit-

i•al work and the •ampaign. Every 

EC member has its own responsibili-

ties and reported on what she/he had 

done sin•e the last EC M and was 

planning to do in the future. The other 

FYEG and CDN. We all agreed that 

a strong link between both organi-

sations is important to bring young 

greens from all over Europe together, 

without getting in ea•h other´s way. In 

the afternoon, we felt like •ampaigning  

for the poor German Greens who were 

looking towards a dif• •ult ele•tion. We 

hoped to boost their morale by parti•i-

pating in the Christopher´s Street Day 

(German Gay Pride Parade) and dis-

tributing their sti•kers saying “Merkel/ 

Guido verhüten”, whi•h is a slogan 

The FYEG Executiv e Committee does  its part for 

On Thursday, we had a meeting with 

the German Young Greens, who were 

having their federal •oun•il. This was 

a ni•e opportunity to strengthen the 

relations between FYEG and one of 

its MO´s (these relations got even 

stronger at the party on Saturday 

evening). After that, the EC worked in 

EC members spewed some remarks. 

This took us all day. After a drink 

with some German Young Greens, 

we went to bed early.

Benjamin of the new board of CDN 

paid us a visit on Saturday morning, in 

order to dis•uss  the relations between 

too dif• •u lt to translate, has to do with 

•ontra•eption, and in hindsight seems 

to have worked! On this parade, we 

met our host Hans-Christian Ströbele 

and got a ni•e pi•ture with him. After 

the parade, we thought we deserved 

an i•e •ream be•ause Berlin had 

been extremely hot ever sin•e we 
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German Bundestag-elections!
were meeting there. Half an hour later 

it started to rain. This gave us energy 

for a long lasting discussion on the 

of• ce co•ordinator´s tasks. This was 

so exhausting that afterwards we had 

to • ght the urge to fall asleep during 

dinner. Still, we had some energy left 

to go to the German Young Greens 

party, which took place in an amaz•

ingly large and beautiful loft. 

On Sunday, the EC members grabbed 

a once in a lifetime opportunity to 

admire Joska Fischer´s oratory tal•

ents. We went to the capital of 

Brandenburg, Potzdam, where the 

Brandenburg German Greens were 

having their General Assemblee. After 

that, we went sightseeing in Potzdam 

and enjoyed ourselves resting on the 

beach and taking a swim in the lake. 

The EC meeting was over; we were 

charging ourselves with new energy 

from the bright shining sun which 

allowed us to keep on striding con• •

dently down that shiny Green path.

Joke van de Putte

YOU WILL  FIND ME 
IN THE GAR DEN

an Ecosprinter competition

In connection to the Tell Me What 

I Eat campaign, the Ecosprinter is 

proud to present a gardening com•

petition to the readers! The compe•

tition will have two categories, one 

for organisations and one for individ•

uals. 

The target is, of course, to grow 

as handsome a plant, vegetable or 

• ower as possible, and send pic•

tures to us as proof! Of course we 

expect the plant to be grown in a fully 

organic fashion, without arti• cial ferti•

lizers and of course it should not be 

genetically modi• ed ! 

The competitions will go on until 

spring and the end of the Tell Me 

What I Eat•campaign. The • r st prices 

will be fabulous T•shirts of the cam•

paign, the second prices • ags of the 

FYEG. For further information on the 

competition, please check out the site 

www.tellmewhatieat.net/

The campaign team

If you wish to order the T•shirts with•

out participating in the competition, 

you can do so by sending an e•mail 

to:              joke@fyeg.org
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FYEG salutes European Par-
liament move to ban rigid 
Bull-bars and urges member 
states to go further!

During its plenary session on the 

25th of May, the European Parliament 

took an extra step towards protect-

ing pedestrians and other week road 

users by adopting Swedish MEP Ewa 

Hedkvist Peterson’s report asking for 

an EU ban on rigid bull-bars being 

• t ted to passenger cars•

‘Frontal protection systems’ as they 

are candidly known were originally 

installed on cars, mainly 4-wheel-

drives, for protecting vehicles from 

wild animals in rural and forest 

areas•

Currently they have become the ulti-

mate fashion statement for all those 

drivers who need to protect them-

selves from the hoards of buffalos who 

stampede through the vast savannas 

of Europe’s town centres• 

Today’s sad reality is that this fashion 

statement is dangerous and puts the 

life of pedestrians and other ‘weak’ 

road users in danger, especially chil-

dren• With the proliferation of the 4 

wheel drive mania, banning rigid bull-

bars is, for FYEG, a sensible course 

of action to take•

FYEG is happy that the Greens/EFA 

amendment (art• 6a) was added to 

the report allowing national authori-

ties to further restrict the use of these 

ironically called ‘protection systems’ 

and urges them to use all the possi-

bilities this offers!

Some campaigns on four-wheel-

drives in Europe and beyond:

http://www•carbusters•org/ 

(European/Global)

http://www•anti4x4•net/ (French)

http://whatwouldjesusdrive•org/

At the General Assembly (GA) in Barcelona in March 2005 FYEG 

decided that the members of the Executive Committee (EC) 

should report to the membership of their personal progress and 

general workings of the EC once every two months.

The EC is now going to report, and 

will be better at reporting on time in 

the future• The method of reporting 

will be on the FYEG web-site, on the 

page that you are currently reading• 

This report will be advertised in the 

FYEG newsletter•

What has the E C been up to , 

then?

In addition to the “mini-EC-meeting” 

held right after the GA in Barcelona 

(where all of the EC was present) 

there has been one EC-meeting in 

Eindhoven, The Netherlands, in April, 

one in Berlin, Germany, in June and 

one in July in Novi Sad, Serbia• The 

meetings have been well attended, in 

each of the meetings there has been 

an attendance of eight out of nine 

EC members• Unfortunately one EC 

member has repeatedly been unable 

to participate due to work schedules• 

In two out of three EC meeting the 

“Bi-monthly”  FYEG 

Of• ce Coordinator has also partici-

pated, and the • rst meeting was facil-

itated by Stephanie, spokesperson 

from the previous EC•

The spirit in the EC has been good, 

existing differences of opinion have 

mainly been kept on a political level, 

and differences of personality have 

mainly been resolved in a good-

natured way, if they have sometimes 

been experienced as straining•

During the EC meetings a variety 

of common programs have been 

enjoyed, from the Christopher Street 

Day parade (also known as Pride 

Berlin) where the EC participated in 

the local Green block, to the CDN 

seminar on The Balkans and the 

Enlarged EU in Serbia• EC members 

have participated as organisers in 

various FYEG-related events and will 

continue doing so• In addition to 

being on prep-teams for events like 



13

the CDN-seminar in Novi Sad and 

the upcoming seminar in Cyprus EC 

members are taking responsibility 

for events like the Winter Camp in 

Austria next year, the Organic Food 

exchange in November and the Islam 

Study Session in Strasbourg.

EC members have also been visiting 

various member organisations, of 

course with priority given to applicant 

members that according to statutes 

must be visited before full member-

ship, but also visiting other organisa-

tions as the opportunity arises.

FYEG EC-members have also par-

ticipated in events of the European 

Green Party (EGP). As representa-

tives of FYEG the participation of 

especially spokespersons and of EC 

members from the Financial working 

group have been found to be essen-

tial at the larger yearly meetings of 

the EGP, and this was carried out 

in the EGP meeting in Riga in the 

spring and also in Kiev. Unfortunately 

the target to have one EC meeting in 

conjunction with an EGP meeting has 

not yet been carried out, but work is 

going on.

FYEG EC members have also partici-

pated at seminars and political events 

organised by the EGP and the Green 

Group (GG) in the European Parlia-

ment, most of them in Brussels.

The EC has involved itself in the cur-

rent FYEG campaign on organic food 

and genetically modi• ed organisms, 

called •Tell me what I eat”. The cam-

paign is producing publications and 

material for actions and is starting 

this autumn. The campaign will hope-

Executive Committee report

fully support the Member Organisa-

tions in their existing campaigns on 

the topic, encourage them to start up 

such campaigns or use the material 

and actions as part of general politi-

cal work.

The EC would thank all active people 

in the network, the Member Organi-

sations and in the Green movement 

in general for making things so good 

for us.

The Executive Committee 

via the Communications Of• ce•

You can also read the 
personal reports of individ-
ual EC-members on the 
FYEG website, in the 
•Communications”-section 
under •Statements”.
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Ten Young Greens from Germany travelled to Israel in 

May. They met with people from both sides of a conflict. 

People who are yearning for peace. However, many of 

them remain sceptical towards each other. After all, it 

seems to be a long way until peace and equality for every-

one will be established. 

Torn between two worlds

When we think back to our days 

in Israel, beautiful pictures come to 

our minds: walking up the streets of 

Haifa, a beautifull hill by the Mediter-

ranean. Hiking through a wadi next 

to the Dead Sea with Jordan in sight. 

Strolling over the Arab market in the 

Old City of Jerusalem. 

and Palestinians living in Israel. Being 

invited by the Heinrich Boell Foun-

dation of Tel Aviv, an of• ce working 

only in Israel, we did not travel to the 

territories of the Palestinian Author-

ity. Still, the con• ict between the Pal-

estinian Authority and Israel was very 

present and often talked about. 

estinian Israeli college students and 

hosted us for the • rst half of the trip. 

Cegas showed us Palestinian life in 

Israel. Labiba mentioned worse con-

ditions of Palestinian Israelis in many 

• elds such as employment, housing, 

education and discrimination in daily 

life. 

Um el Fahem is a very densely popu-

lated Palestinian Israeli village close 

to the West Bank. Even if there may 

be Jewish villages in Israel with dif-

• cult living conditions as well, Um 

el Fahem still shows how hard it is 

for Palestinian Israeli communities to 

gain the same rights and standards 

as cities with a majority of Jewish 

population. There is very little space 

available, little money and the city 

suffers from high pollution. People in 

Um el Fahem pay the same price for 

water but only receive 60 percent of 

what their Jewish neighbours get. 

Almost every Palestinian Israeli gets 

emotional and sentimental, when she 

or he talks of the many Palestinians 

who had to leave Israel in the late 

1940’s. The story of Jews arriving 

to Palestine/Israel and Palestinians 

leaving it is a controversial one: Pal-

estinians claim millions of them were 

violently expelled from their country 

by the Jews. About one hour drive 

east from Haifa, we visit a • eld where 

once stood a Palestinian village. 

According to the Palestinians, the 

Jews raided many villages, destroyed 

The other side of the story: Lots of 

armed people, roadblocks, security 

checks, “the fence” and “the wall”. 

After ten days in Israel, it is hard for 

us to put in order all the different 

impressions we had. An Israeli peace 

activist told us we would be more con-

fused about Israel leaving the country 

than before we got there. Maybe she 

was right. But this is not a bad thing 

as we are still processing our experi-

ences, trying to understand what we 

saw and heard. 

On our journey, we focused on the 

living conditions and relations of Jews 

During the ten days we spent in 

Israel, we met both Jewish and Pal-

estinian Israelis. Yet we hardly spent 

any time with both at the same time. 

Jews and Palestinians, also within 

Israel, are divided in many ways. 

Today, about 5 million Jews and 

1.3 million Arab-Palestinians live in 

Israel. 

Discrimination

“We are not given the same rights as 

the Jews”, says Labiba, a Palestinian 

Israeli student who is a member of 

Cegas (www.cegas.info). The Haifa 

seated NGO promotes rights for Pal-
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them and forced its inhabitants out of 

the country. Jewish Israelis reply that it 

was the surrounding Arab nations that 

attacked • rst when more and more 

Jews arri•ed after World War II. They 

say it was •ery exceptional that Jews 

destroyed Palestinian •illages and that 

most Palestinians left of their own will. 

We felt torn between these different 

opinions - a feeling we had se•eral 

times during the trip. 

Is it a fence or a wall?

What the Israelis call “security fence” 

is in fact most of the time a fence. In 

places like Abu Dis though, it is a • ery 

scary looking se•en meter high con-

crete wall. Right in the middle of the 

street in East Jerusalem it splits one 

Palestinian neighborhood into two. We 

can see people crawling through holes 

which are still in existance in some 

parts. 

Our guide is Ron, an acti•ist of the 

Gene•a Initiati•e. He is a leftist but still 

supports the fence, as long as it is built 

on the borders drawn by the United 

Nations. Here in Abu Dis, of course, 

it is not. Most Israelis feel that the 

fence has made a difference. In 2005, 

there were almost no suicide attacks in 

cities like Jerusalem or Tel A• i•. E•en 

leftist Israelis belie•e it is the fence that 

made this reduction happen. Howe•er, 

the acti•ists of the Gene•a Initiati•e 

want a fence only if it is not taking 

away Palestinian territory or if land is 

gi•en to the Palestinians in return. 

The most important thing we learned 

during the trip was to refrain from 

quick judgements on the con• ict and 

to always listen to both sides. On one 

hand, we hear stories of racist dis-

crimination by Jews towards Pales-

tinians. On the other, stories of raids 

by the Israeli army in the West • ank 

and Gaza. On one hand stories of 

how relati•es can hardly meet each 

other because they li•e close to each 

other but on different sides of the 

fence. On the other we hear Jewish 

people our age talk about the friends 

they lost in suicide attacks. One night, 

we sit at a Tel A• i• beach bar where 

in 2003 a man blew himself up. It 

feels weird to now be in this place 

with all the people and loud music. 

Jewish Israelis tell us about their 

•iews about the conlict. According to 

them, Israel reached out the hand 

to the Palestinians many times and 

still experienced •iolence and terror 

attacks. • ecause of this, it needs to 

take unilateral action and build the 

fence. 

A lack of trust seems to be the prob-

lem in this con• ict. A lack of trust 

between people who really want to 

talk with each other but still remain 

sceptical: Labiba of Cegas does not 

belie•e in a good future for herself 

and her neighbours in the Palestin-

ian territories. She doubts the Israeli 

go•ernment will make her situation 

easier and withdraw its army from 

Gaza and the West • ank. Ron of the 

Gene•a Initiati•e still wants a fence 

because he does not belie•e terror 

attacks can be pre•ented in another 

way at present. 

Is it really two worlds we •isited in 

May? A Jewish and a Palestinian 

one? Two worlds that will ne•er 

understand each other and will fail 

to establish peace with one another? 

Hopefully not! We also experienced 

moments that made us hope: An art 

exhibition of both a Jewish and a 

Palestinian artist in Um al Fahem. 

Jewish women who go out to the 

checkpoints to watch how Israeli sol-

diers treat Palestinians. 

A Jewish and a Palestinian Israeli 

o•erlooking their country, shaking 

hands and agreeing that there can 

only be a future of both nations li•ing 

together. If those people talk to those 

who are sceptical and those who are 

•iolent , true peace might be possi-

ble.

Benjamin Hammer

Picture gallery of the trip: 

www.gruene-jugend.de/galerie/931 

(German) 

Day by day information: 

www.gruene- jugend.de/art ikel /

71820.html (German)
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Gender Evolution

Dates: 4.12.-10.12.2005

Location: Budapest, Hungary

Contact: ivana@zeleni.org.yu

Info: A study session produced by 

the CDN (http://www.cdnee.org) and 

hosted at the European Youth Centre 

in Budapest, it will build on and 

deepen the gender network initiative 

in the CDN.

Crossing  the Meditterranean: 

Youth Dialogue on Human Rights

Dates: 21.1.-29.1.2006

Location: Melilla, Spain

(North Africa)

Contact: ska@fyeg.org

Info: A meeting primarily on the issues 

of refugees and human rights. Dead-

line for applications is 1st of Novem-

ber.

FYEG Wintercamp

Time: February 2006

Location: Austria

FYEG General Assembly

Dates: 10.3.-12.3.2006

Location: Poznan, Poland

Contact: ska@fyeg.org

Info: The FYEG yearly General 

Assembly will be held in Poland in 

2006.

Women Power - study session

Dates: 2.4.-9.4. 2006

Location: Budapest, Hungary

Contact: ska@fyeg.org

Info: The study session “Women into 

power!” should start an intensive dis-

cussion about our own way of working 

and how to • nd ways to gender bal-

ance within FYEG. • f course the aim 

goes further: if we • nd an approach 

about how to deal with it within FYEG 

we also want to promote our way 

in society to bring forward our ideas 

and make them become reality also 

in other • elds of life.

Participation a t the Euro pean 

Social Forum, Athens

Dates: 6.4.-9.4.2006

Location: Athens, Greece

Green Choices vs. Consumerism

Dates: 29.4.-7.5.2006

Location: Liepaja, Latvia

Contact: ijece@yahoo.com 

Info: A seminar on consumer culture, 

advertisement and green choices, 

produced by the CDN (http://

www.cdnee.org), which is looking for 

partner groups, deadline is the 27th 

of • ctober.

Traf• c•ing

North-East European perspective

Dates: 2.5.-5.5.2006

Location: Helsinki, Finland

Contact: sami.hakkinen@tut.• 

Info: A seminar on human traf• cking, 

held in conjunction with a meeting of 

the European Green Party, this meet-

ing also wishes for partner organ-

isations, the deadline for partner 

organisations to send in their part-

nership agreements is “by the end of 

• ctober”.

Interreligious conference

Dates: 2.7.-9.7.2006

Location: Lisbon, Portugal

Contact: ska@fyeg.org

Info: A conference on the matter of the 

coexistence of religions. This project 

is also looking for partner organisa-

tions; the deadline is 24th of • cto-

ber.

Calenda r o f FYEG and CDN activities What is the FYEG?
FYEG is a federation of European 

Green youth groups, either youth 

organisations of a national or 

regional Green party or independ-

ent environmental and social activist 

groups. It was founded in 1988, and 

currently has 31 member organisa-

tions. FYEG has close contacts to 

the European Green Party and to 

the Green Group in the European 

Parliament, but is an independent 

organisation.

Federation of Young 

European Greens

European Parliament

ASP 8G138

Rue Wiertz

B-1047 Brussels

Belgium

tel: +32 2 248 24 40

fax: +32 2 284 92 73

mob: +32 4 96 63 02 96

e-mail: fyeg@europarl.eu.int
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