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1. Acknowledgements

Throughout the thesis the concept of EU-scepticism is applied several times. The concept has been chosen because it clearly illuminates what it is about. Namely a certain degree of scepticism towards EU. The term “Euroscepticism” applied by various scholars has in general been omitted, though applied where the term is expressing a certain concept or takes part of a quotation. The term is, arguably, imprecise because it makes the reader think about either scepticism towards Europe as a country or the currency, the Euro. 
Furthermore, applying the model of Kopecky and Mudde throughout the analysis has had difficulties in placing the public statements of the referendum from the Dutch population. Originally created to categorize EU-scepticism within party political systems applying the model on public EU-scepticism can to some extent be done but it tends to be imprecise because a category based on one statement can be difficult to define. 
2. Introduction

2.1. Elaboration of the problem: 
Ever since the establishment of the European Community in the 1950s the European integration process has continuously moved forward. Though, it is obvious that from time to time there have been several more or less troublesome obstacles on the path of integration. But every time the European political cooperation has been able to find a solution so as to move the integration further forward. Right up until recent years the process of European integration more or less has came to a standstill. On the one hand this, what was arguably one of the most severe setbacks ever of the European integration process and which seems to be a clear sign of increasing EU-scepticism, was the May 2005 Dutch rejection of the Constitutional Treaty. The outcome of that referendum which followed shortly in the wake of the French no-vote represented an ongoing debate of a problem that was initiated about three years ago. A problem, that arguably requires a solution as to restore the European integration process and reduce the EU-scepticism. 
On the other hand, as accession negotiations with the ten Central Eastern European Countries (CEEC) (which were Malta, Cyprus, Latvia, Estonia, Lithuania, Slovenia, Hungary, the Czech Republic, Slovakia and Poland) proceeded from the mid 1990s till membership in 2004, signs of increasing EU-scepticism also seem to have become evident there. But even though some dissents can be observed the enlargement process has right from the beginning been surrounded by great sympathy from the CEECs in their endeavour of becoming members of the EU. They regarded, and still do, the incorporation of the Eastern bloc as a way of increasing prosperity and securing peace in Europe. Still, today, support for membership of the Union and a Europhile attitude remains in general high but as indicated it has become clear that the CEECs have increasingly experienced that EU-scepticism has entered the political agenda. 
On the one hand the abovementioned points to the fact that EU-scepticism seems to play a central role in the current European debate. On the other hand EU-scepticism also tends to constitute a deep-rooted part of the European integration process through history. Looking at the phenomenon in a historic perspective it becomes evident that since the very foundation of the Community EU-scepticism in one way or another has come to expression on the European political agenda. This was mirrored on various occasions. First, in the 1950s where France opposed the agreement on the European Defence Community. Second, it was illustrated when France carried out “the empty chair policy” in the 1960s. Third, the period of “Eurosclerosis” appeared in the 1970s, where integration seemed to stagnate stressing the problems of the Community. Fourth, we saw the British controversy on how to finance the Community in the 1980s with the succeeding introduction of the still active rebate settlement. Fifth, the recent rejection of the Maastricht Treaty and later the Nice ditto in Denmark and Ireland respectively, and sixth, the recent turning down of the referendum in Ireland.
 
These, now, historic incidents leads the timetable forward to the current development as regards European integration and EU-scepticism. On the one hand the relative recent situation in the Netherlands when focussing on the outcome of the Constitutional Treaty and the Dutch political situation constituted a new obstacle in the integration process which had to be overcome. To some the outcome was merely a symbol of the public illustrating dissatisfaction with the Dutch government, for others it indicated a characterization of a more serious development – that the Dutch population is turning more sceptical about the direction of the EU. 
The paradox, that the Netherlands, one of the founding fathers of the European Community, always, seemingly, have been in favour of increasing European cooperation and integration combined with the more recent EU-sceptical development with the rejection of the Constitutional Treaty as the triggering factor, constitutes the main impetus for focussing on this perspective in recent Dutch EU-policy. This development, indeed, will be subject to a thorough scrutiny in my thesis.
What the abovementioned indicates is that the Dutch population does not seem to be satisfied with the Constitutional Treaty at least not as the Treaty appears at the moment. If we presume that the latter tendency is correct (that the Dutch are turning more EU-sceptical) a sudden interest arises for looking at what this development.
On the other hand it seems the EU is also met with increasing EU-scepticism from some of the new member states. In Poland, the country that historically has been thrown backwards and forwards between political great powers, where wars have been battled and where the population has doubted if their home country was ever to exist as an independent and peaceful entity in the future, the support for the EU has in general been embracing and still in general is. Especially with Poland, keeping its historical perspective in mind, one would also supposedly expect an unambiguous and explicit support for the European peace and prosperity project. 
Some scholars have though pointed out that even though Poland is one of the most enthusiastic countries as regards the membership of the EU
 there have been some indications that the Polish population gradually is signalising increasing EU-scepticism. In a Eurobarometer survey conducted in Spring 2004 just before enlargement only 42 percent of the polish population considered the membership as a good thing which is a comprehensive decline of 10,1 percentage points from Autumn 2003
. 
One of the frequently applied explanations for this development is that the Polish people do not believe they will gain the appropriate economical advantages that they were promised. And as we currently observe, Poland is consistently unsatisfied with the proposed voting system in a revised Constitutional Treaty where Poland will receive a significant reduction of influence compared to that of the Nice Treaty. On the other hand some scholars have explained the decline in support as a natural phenomenon because the support to EU from the Polish side has been artificially high.

Having narrowed down the problematic, the precise formulation of the problem will now be emphasized: 
What does the phenomenon of EU-scepticism consist of and how (if?) does it come to expression? 
2.2. Motivation:
One of the reasons for dealing with the concept of EU-scepticism stems from the level of priority and current interest on the European political agenda. With a comparative large percentage of the French and the Dutch voters having rejected the Constitutional Treaty, scepticism forced its way back as a returning political issue for the European Union. This, what has been called a severe setback to the European integration process, forced the European leaders to react and as we know a one year pause for thought was initiated. The intention was to discuss the content of the treaty in general and in particular to give the Dutch and French politicians time to put forward a solution that should respect the outcome of the referendums on the one hand and suggest how the process could still be driven forward on the other. This period of time was later extended with another year up until 2007 where the Constitutional treaty once again was placed on the political agenda with the Germans, at that time the holders of the EU presidency, expected to re-launch a revised treaty in June. Since then we have seen that Ireland (once again) has turned an EU-referendum down and most recently we have experienced high support in Austria for not entirely EU-positive parties. So the European cooperation finds itself in the middle of a turbulent period of time with the political leadership intensively trying to establish agreement on how to handle the European co-operation
One essential motivating factor as to write my thesis about this subject, applying the Netherlands as point of departure, is that the country, as one of the founding fathers and usually in favour of increasing European integration, so overwhelmingly with over 60 percent of the population, rejected the Constitutional Treaty, thereby presumably indicating a far more EU-sceptical stance than previously. It naturally leads the audience to critically pose the question if this is merely an isolated incident that perhaps to a larger extent signifies a general dissatisfaction with the Dutch government and its way of carrying out Dutch domestic policy or whether it really illustrates a change in the way the Dutch population perceives European policy and the way it wants the government to deal with it. When looking at the Netherlands through time one immediately gets the impression that the Dutch people have always been positive integrationists. One motivating factor is then to clarify the validity of that indication.
Whether the former or the latter reflection turn out to be the appropriate explanation or whether the answer is found something in between it carries the discussion on in an attempt to illuminate how this fact, that the Constitutional Treaty was rejected in the Netherlands, can be explained.
Although considerable points of distinctions between the EU member states can be observed the phenomenon of EU-scepticism exists in a broad sense throughout Europe. Usually countries like the UK, Sweden and Denmark have been very EU-sceptical about the European integration process but it seems there are now certain indications that other countries as well, e.g. the Netherlands, can also be placed in that category. If correctly assumed, it makes perfectly sense to further illuminate that tendency and the reasons behind.
Poland, as opposed to the Netherlands, is one of the new member states but even as a newcomer the country has experienced decline in EU-support. That counts for both wonder and curiosity. It is an interesting phenomenon, which shouts for an attempt to scrutinize and answer the proportion of its distribution, but it will be omitted due to the process of delimitation. Poland, originally one of the countries that, through polls conducted from the early 1990’s to the mid 1990’s, has advocated membership the most is now increasingly experiencing a more critical stance as regards its connection to Europe and the European integration process. This goes for both economic benefits as also the amount of power that Poland believes the country is going to get. To clarify the reasons for this tendency will be a main motivating factor.
2.3. Purpose
The European Commission has launched the so-called plan D which in short is an expression of debate, dialogue and democracy. It was initiated on behalf of the structure of the EU and the way the Union is perceived by the European population. Some people find the composition of the Union confusing and consider the EU as a body working far away from the reality of the citizen’s everyday life. On account of its lack of transparency and its distance to its people the Commission realized the necessity of reacting against this tendency. This was done by implementing the abovementioned plan which so to say should bring the Union closer to its people. 
Objectively, one could argue that there is a substantial need or purpose for writing about a subject which is related to a key goal of the European Commission. The Commission wants the population to feel more attached to the Union and by trying that Euroscepticism is likely to diminish. So objectively one can find reasons to focus on the level of Euroscepticism in a country in an attempt partly to give answer to one of the problems which the Commission itself is trying to solve.
Subjectively, the main impetus for taking EU-scepticism into consideration is its actual placement on the European political agenda. The introduction of plan D has partly been carried out to make the European project more tangible for the Europeans and by that playing a contributory factor in the reduction of EU-scepticism. The aim of my thesis is to complement the existing debate with different reflections on the situation in the Netherlands, and trying to measure the extent of EU-scepticism will be the pivotal point throughout the project.
Finally, the Netherlands has been chosen since it represents an old country in terms of membership of the EU. They have a diverse approach to the Union since their point of departure is different but still both have experienced increasing EU-scepticism.
2.4. Methodology:
Since I am conducting an analysis of EU-scepticism in the Netherlands, my thesis will be divided in the following sections where one describes the situation in the Netherlands centred on the Eurobarometer analysis. Another takes into consideration the situation from the referendum and onwards and a third deals with the different data applied on a model. But before I am able to answer the problem formulation at hand the first essential precondition is to come up with a definition of the concept of EU-scepticism. What does it consist of and under which circumstances does it come to expression? Different writers concerned with the term EU-scepticism have come up with differentiated definitions of the concept. The well-known Paul Taggart has drawn up a two-sided composition where he fairly simple distinguishes between “hard” and “soft” Euroscepticism. 
Other writers like Kopecky and Mudde extend the term by conducting two poles with the EU membership opponents “the Euro-rejects” on the one side and the EU supporters “the Euroenthusiasts” on the other placing two more centripetal categories in between namely “the Europragmatists” and “the Eurosceptics”. A writer like Chris Flood has again further elaborated on the term and has implemented six points that describe different experiences of the EU that cover from true supporters to outright opponents namely the rejectionist position, the revisionist, the minimalist, the gradualist, the reformist and the maximalist position.
 Their different viewpoints will later be more thoroughly described and assessed before finally a definition and a model of my own will be depicted.
The first part of the analysis, which will focus on the rejection of the Constitutional treaty in the Netherlands and evaluate on the degree of scepticism towards the EU, takes point of departure in a survey compiled by the Eurobarometer. Eurobarometer is an entity under the Commission conducting public opinion analysis
 and it has to be realized that when applying such data it must be subject to a healthy dose of critical scepticism. The survey called “the European Constitution: post-referendum survey in the Netherlands” constitutes the main empirical data of this part of my thesis and it will be applied thoroughly in the analysis of whether or not Dutch EU-scepticism is on marsh.
When discussing in the second part of the analysis the development of EU-scepticism in the Netherlands from the referendum and onwards there are several ways of considering the term. This will be done by examining the development as investigated by leading scholars. As indicated above the EU has continuously had difficulties in the process of driving integration forward when member states in turn have illustrated sceptical stances on specific issues. This part of my thesis will focus specifically on the situation in the Netherlands underlining when and how Dutch EU-scepticism has come to expression and give an explanation as to understand it.
Another way of illustrating scepticism is by analysing it from a country-specific angle. Due to the limited space I will specifically focus on the Netherlands whilst a comparison between countries would also be of high relevance but though omitted in this case. When scrutinizing a country it is relevant to further analyze its population and the characterization of that population especially since there seem to be considerable differences between the different groupings of Dutch society.
The third way of considering scepticism in this project will put on a party political angle. Since Dutch domestic policy has experienced radical change in recent years both in terms of persons that have influenced the policy direction and the different government constellations I will look at the development there looking for ways of mapping Dutch Euroscepticism. 
There are multiple other ways of looking at scepticism and group its observations. In the survey conducted by Eurobarometer parameters like sex, age, occupation and locality type are included. These are all useful if the aim is to get a differentiated picture of which groups of society having voted in a certain way. Due to the process of delimitation some of these have been omitted because I tend to look at the phenomenon in a more general perspective.
One of the ways to explore scepticism, which is the essential part of my thesis, could be to look closer upon what has been suggested so far to fight scepticism in general and applying the Netherlands as an example in particular. Ever since the rejections of the Constitutional Treaty in France and the Netherlands took place the other member states quickly agreed that the two countries concerned should come up with suggestions, if not a solution, as to remove the impediment for driving the European integration process forward. Till now for a long time little was noticed in that respect and European politicians were pressurizing for action. As Mr Navarro, the Spanish Europe minister, at the time quoted: "What alternatives are being prepared by those who have rejected? Until now we haven't heard anything. France and the Netherlands have not told us what they don't like in the treaty."

It seems to be the case that the Netherlands had difficulties in finding the exact reasons as to explain why its population displays such EU-sceptical stances and moreover it gives the politicians a hard time as to put forward appropriate instruments in the battle of reducing this scepticism. This project takes aim on introducing what has been suggested to solve the issue of scepticism by looking into the Dutch debate and bring on Dutch scientists. Finally, other contributors will also come into focus to the extent that they come up with a different perspective or something new.
2.5. EU-scepticism – its importance
The term EU-scepticism can be considered in a two-sided way. Some might claim that the term is an integrated part of the European integration process since it has come to expression several times in the past. To them the current debate about the Constitutional Treaty might indicate little more than business as usual. A natural obstacle on the road to further European integration.

To others the current political constitutional inconveniences represent a tendency pointing in the other direction. A development that illustrates far more sceptical European populations that do not take everything which is presented to them for an answer and which signifies that the EU is increasingly experiencing scepticism against its work and construction.
The importance of dealing with the term EU-scepticism stems from the fact that its nature seems to be an integrated part of the EU. So whether one believes it is just there or whether one believes it really constitutes a problem one can justify the purpose of dealing with the concept. In the following some of the areas where one can face scepticism will briefly be mentioned.
Not only was it the Constitutional Treaty which was opposed but it seems there are several other areas where EU-scepticism can be depicted. Before defining the concept of EU-scepticism it is relevant to consider where different sceptical stances are met and what it exactly is that constitutes the term and why. 
One of the typical explanations when illuminating why the European populations are EU sceptical is the notion of the EU as an elitist project. Very often the EU is perceived as a body which is controlled from the top and on that account it has little capabilities of knowing what matters to the Europeans. 
Another occasion for experiencing scepticism from the Europeans is very often concerned with sovereignty. The general opinion is that the nation state to a certain extent gradually is subjugated to the EU because people realize that the Union is supplied with powers where the European level suddenly takes precedence over the national level. We saw this most recently with the Danish rules on immigration where the Danish rules were criticised for being too strict.  
This brings the scepticism further to the fact that many Europeans feel that the EU is increasingly acting on areas where some say it should not. Generally this tendency is often designated under the term overregulation meaning that EU regulation can make sense but only on certain areas. This is obviously interconnected with another term, namely the principle of subsidiarity. This way of describing that the EU should only interfere on issues which are solely better off being solved at the European level than the national has with the Constitutional Treaty to a larger extent come into focus. 
When taking a closer look at the European public debate there are certain issues which seem to create discussion and scepticism. One of these controversial areas is the enlargement project which gives rise to a two-sided dispute. On the one hand some claim that the EU has enlarged to deep meaning that gradually too many political areas has been subject to European legislation reducing the self-determination of the nation state. On the other hand some point to the fact that the EU has enlarged the Union too wide and too fast with new member states where the extensive adoption of 10 countries in 2004 specifically is mentioned. 
Even though administration costs compared with that of a nation state only constitute a minor item of expenditure this is usually one of the perspectives where the EU receives the largest amount of critique. Costs of administration are also closely intertwined with another issue that causes scepticism namely fraud and corruption.
According to a survey conducted by the Eurobarometer, scrutinizing on how the Europeans perceive the future, one essential element that comes up is an increasing fear of losing their national identity
. This can be observed in the way some European consumers see trans-European products as a threat to national products symbolising “…the dispossession of the national economic heritage”
. 
Finally, there is a certain label which sceptics frequently have contrived the EU. Probably one of the most severe accusations the EU is up against namely its lack of democracy or as it is often designated, the democratic deficit. What it all comes down to is the way the EU is constructed. Critics claim that the Commission is not popularly elected in the same way as the members of the European Parliament. This, combined with the role of the Commission as a body that initiates the legislation procedure by submitting proposals, it is argued, assumes a worrying construction. 
On the bottom line sceptics are hesitant because they see legislation come true on a foundation which by far signifies structural elements from a system that the EU actually tries to combat more than the credible democratic values the legislation ought to pursue. 
The abovementioned aspects where EU-scepticism to a smaller or larger extent comes to expression illustrates the purpose of taking the subject into closer examination. Whether one swears by the former or the latter interpretation regarding how EU-scepticism is perceived in the European political context there is a general consensus that scepticism is connected with the EU. The role of scepticism and whether the phenomenon is an escalating tendency is by far a much more debated political issue.
2.6. The model

When looking at EU-scepticism in a broader perspective, whatever conviction one tends to pursue, it seems evident that scepticism again has been placed on the current European political agenda. The cause was primarily established when the Dutch and the French people rejected the Constitutional Treaty (CT) back in 2005. So whenever one would call the current political situation a crisis or business as usual there is no doubt that scepticism has entered the agenda as an issue that has to be solved as soon as possible. 
The situation back in 2005 could be described as a political crisis where certain actors were faced with a dilemma. A crisis that included the member states as well as the institutions of the EU. This crisis (brought about by the rejection of the CT) is interconnected with the enlargement. Since the CT was rejected the voting weights currently used are those of the Nice Treaty which to a large extent are not created to a Union with now 27 members. This is in general seen as a composition that would probably further lead to sluggishness of the operation of the EU institutions if the procedure is not amended. Following the current political debate there is much turbulence about what to do about the current situation. Originally the member states agreed that the Netherlands and France should come up with suggestions about how to solve the impasse. This has obviously not happened. 
The discussion now deals with how to move the process forward discussing which elements or not should be left in the treaty. Is the current Treaty dead or is it possible to resurrect it. Should there only be minor changes to the text or would the Union be better off with a treaty light where certain chapters have been removed. Should there be a new referendum in the countries that have not ratified the treaty or is it possible to incorporate the amendments justifying that a new referendum could be avoided? 
The impasse has lasted for a long time and did not peak until the presidential elections in France that were settled in Mai 2007. Among political analysts there was a general consensus of the fact that a solution of the Constitutional Treaty was first to be found when Jacques Chirac had resigned and a new president had been constituted.
2.7. The case of the Netherlands
The reasons behind focussing on the Netherlands are found in both historical and recent development in the Dutch political sphere. Although some might claim that the outcome of the referendum is merely an expression of a natural human reaction because it illustrates a psychological effect, namely that the human nature in general opposes changes in the way everyday life goes, the point of departure in this thesis is that the result of the referendum primarily is caused by the development in the Dutch political system as well as the European machinery. Usually experiencing the Netherlands as one of the most enthusiastic of European integration
 this tendency to some extent seems to gradually have altered. During the 1990s it became obvious that the Dutch political debate significantly went in a more EU sceptical direction. This was mainly initiated because the Dutch, originally being a net recipient of EU-funds, suddenly saw a change in that perspective. The budgetary classification met the Netherlands with another role which made the country pay far more to the EU-budget. This indeed met resistance in the Dutch government and it was actually able to get a new budgetary deal on the Berlin summit in 1999. Though, today there are many Dutch who think they are paying too much to the EU-budget. Dutch foreign policy has also passed through a process of change traditionally being very much in favour of the Commission seen as the best guarantor for the smaller states rights to paying more attention to bilateral cooperation with other member states
. Still as Robert Harmsen writes: “…European integration for the Netherlands remains like the weather – one may complain about it, but it must be accepted as an inevitable part of life
. 
Having faced commencing Dutch EU-scepticism in the early and mid 1990s with concern for the amount of money to be paid to the Union the critical development was further intensified with Frits Bolkestein the leader of the political party VVD who sought to give the Dutch political debate a sharper edge. He partly did that with his stance that the European cooperation should never turn into a federation and that there exists no common European identity since many European countries have more in common with countries outside the EU. His critical attitude that by far deviated from that of a large part of the Dutch people has created debate and one could argue that he to some extent has provided a breeding ground for further scepticism later exemplified by the EU-sceptical movement established by Pim Fortuyn. The fact that the Pim Fortuyn list, after the assassination of Pim Fortuyn, overwhelmingly got 17 % of the votes in the Dutch elections in 2002 are by some seen as an emotional action by the voters while others see it as a sign of increasing Dutch dissatisfaction with the way both domestic and European politics were being carried out. 
2.8. Possible answers to the problem formulation 
In an attempt to answer the problem formulation I expect to come up with a differentiated picture of the situation in the Netherlands. Staying on the academic path this will supposedly not come as a surprise since there is seldom exclusively one concrete answer to one specific question when looking at a complex situation like the one in the Netherlands. On the one hand I expect to realize that increasing scepticism in general can be traced among the Dutch and Polish people in their opinion of the EU. In the case of the Netherlands this will in general appear from recent historical, political and societal development in Dutch society and in particular from the rejection of the referendum on the Constitutional Treaty. But as mentioned the answer is differentiated. Because of that, the importance of coming up with a precise definition of the concept of EU-scepticism is strengthened. This definition has to be established so as to deal with the subject. Because, on the other hand there seems to be an unambiguous stance among the Dutch that membership of the Union is a good thing. So dealing with EU-scepticism is not a matter of indicating that people in the Netherlands consider the European cooperation as a solely negative consequence that they wish to stay out of. It is to a larger extent an attempt to demonstrate that the Dutch people, with the outcome of the referendum and recent political change, apparently have signalised that it wants the European cooperation to move in another direction than is currently the situation. 
When directly attempting to answer the first part of the problem formulation I thereby have to evaluate the degree of EU-scepticism that was present before the actual referendum and the no/yes voting campaigns. This is essential as to depict if the rejection of the Constitutional Treaty accounts for an increasing level of Dutch EU-scepticism or whether it constitutes the same level or even a lower level. Have new sceptical elements been brought into the Dutch debate during the election campaign and in the immediate aftermath or does the level of scepticism has a resemblance to a status quo? I expect to find that the current level of scepticism is similar to that of the previous (before the campaigns) if not increasing. This has, indeed, to be subject to a thorough scrutiny before concluding on the question.
To explain the reasons behind the Dutch EU-scepticism there are various factors which seem to play a role. Some of these have already been mentioned but going further into the detail it appears there are at least three reasons motivating Dutch EU-scepticism. First, enlargement with the ten central Eastern European countries was a big hurdle to overcome and it seems the Dutch have not got used to the fact. During the period of time before the referendum the Socialist Party initiated an anti-Treaty campaign with the slogan “the Netherlands off the map” where the boundaries of Europe were extended with several other countries than are currently members and where the Netherlands was flooded symbolising the stance that the Dutch have less and less to say within the Union
. 
Going from one of the founding fathers of the European cooperation and previously also been possessing the role of a colonial power to constitute a more recessed and anonymous actor are also factors which are likely to take part in the way the Dutch see themselves in the European community. Second, what is also closely connected with enlargement, is the fact that the Netherlands have been moved to the group of countries which are net contributors to the EU-budget in stead of being the net recipient the Dutch previously were. One of the high scores in the Netherlands for voting no to the Constitutional Treaty is because of the widespread stance that the country is paying too much to the Union. Third, which is also related to an economic issue, takes point of departure in the way the previous Dutch currency, the guilder, was transformed to euro. The typical observer considers that the currency has been sold too cheap which has resulted in an unsatisfactory exchange rate.
To sum up: The thesis expects on the one hand to confirm that a certain degree of EU-scepticism is on marsh in the Netherlands. Though, on the other hand, the level of scepticism should by far not be overdramatized. But that EU-scepticism is growing in several European countries is a central point. 

What is being done to counter fight scepticism and what could be done to reduce its occurrence? What has been initiated by the institutions? As we know the Commission has launched Plan D for strengthening debate, dialogue and democracy. This plan was conducted as to diminish the distance from the EU to its citizens and by that also attempting to reduce scepticism. Due to the limited space in this thesis these explanatory factors will however be omitted. 
It would also be relevant to examine if the European countries in general have launched initiatives to counter fight scepticism and whether the Netherlands have come up with a plan of action endeavouring a more positive approach to the EU by its population.
Since the lack of information according to the Eurobarometer survey constituted the majority of people who chose to abstain from voting it would also be interesting to ask whether the individual citizen has a responsibility of doing something on his/her own to receive the appropriate amount of information. Due to the limited space in this thesis these explanatory factors will be omitted. 
3. The theoretical foundation – defining EU-scepticism

The following section will take the concept of EU-scepticism into consideration by describing some of the main research on the subject conducted by leading scholars. Since the term is broadly used on both so-called party-based and popular EU-scepticism these types of scepticism will later be elaborated. I use the model of Kopecky & Mudde. 
3.1. Taggert – the first theoretical framework of EU-scepticism
Not until recently, in terms of the history of the European Community, the concept of EU-scepticism has emerged. The first one to apply it specifically as a concept describing a broad dissatisfaction with the EU was Paul Taggart in his 1998 article “A touchstone of Dissent: Euroscepticism in Contemporary West European Party Systems”. Though, originally, the term was already mentioned in 1985 when The Times brought it up as an attempt to replace the expression “anti-marketeers”. Furthermore, the term appears to have been added the British political and journalistic lexicon in the mid 1980s where the Oxford English Dictionary describes a euro-sceptic as “a person who is not enthusiastic about increasing the powers of the European Union”
. 

But initially we should focus on Taggart since he first introduced a more thorough description where he explains different levels of EU-scepticism. To be more specific his article takes its point of departure in the assertion that there are three different positions towards the EU when looking at the Union through EU-sceptic glasses. First, he operates with the anti-integration position which indicates outright opposition to the EU and consequently a stop for integration. Second, he applies two descriptive designations, namely inclusive and exclusive, when trying to depict attitudes to European integration. The group that sees the EU as being too inclusive is not in principle opposed to European integration, rather it believes some of the aspects the EU are trying to bring together are too complex or diverse to fit. Third, Taggart claims that there is a group which conceives of the EU as being too exclusive in the sense that the Union e.g. excludes some of the poorer regions of the world
. 
As in the former description this group is not in principle opposed to European integration. In his article from 1998 he applies a very broad definition of EU-scepticism by suggesting that: “Euroscepticism expresses the idea of contingent or qualified opposition, as well as incorporating outright and unqualified opposition to the process of European integration”. The term, he argues, can to a considerable extent be connected with the ratification process of the Maastricht Treaty where it seriously entered the European political agenda
.

In 2001 Taggart has extended his definition in collaboration with Aleks Szczerbiak where they come up with the categories of “soft” and “hard” Euroscepticism. Since they focus on contemporary EU-scepticism in the party systems of the European Union candidate states of Central and Eastern Europe they argue it is appropriate to split the term EU-scepticism in two as to characterize and differentiate the types of either support or opposition to integration.

First, “hard” Euroscepticism has been introduced to indicate the type of scepticism that is in outright rejection to the overall project of the European integration process and by that also the assumption that membership of one’s country is a bad thing and that withdrawal from the EU should be executed as soon as possible
. The term has though been supplied with the differentiation that hard scepticism does not necessarily constitute withdrawal from the EU in the sense that a party can have one or more issues that it sees as vital but still does not oppose the entire membership of the EU. “However, in the case of the candidate countries, we suggest that some parties might adopt Eurosceptic language in terms of detailed and specific issues, as well as in their rhetoric, while still maintaining a nominal commitment to accession”
. 

Second, “soft” Euroscepticism on the other hand “… involves contingent or qualified opposition to European integration”
. And it comes to expression in either “policy” Euroscepticism or “national-interest” Euroscepticism. These describe both different forms of scepticism but do also occasionally make overlaps. 

“Policy” Euroscepticism is in general expressed to indicate opposition to specific expansions of EU-competencies and is usually connected with discontent over measures created to considerably deepen European political and economic integration. Still, if we look at a country, the population can have a positive stance on the EU and still be linked to the term “soft” Euroscepticism/”policy” Euroscepticism simply because it regards the EU as overall positive but still believes that the Union represents a negative trajectory as regards e.g. the Common Foreign Security Policy. A concrete example of “policy” Euroscepticism can be observed in the case of country specific opposition to the Euro in Denmark where the country in general perceives the EU positively but objects to the Euro and other policies
. 

“National-interest” Euroscepticism “…involves employing the rhetoric of defending or standing up for “the national interest” in the context of debates about the EU”
. As mentioned under “policy” Euroscepticism it is likely that a country possesses a positive stance towards the overall EU project but at the same time struggles as to achieve concessions from the EU in order to protect national interests. “National-interest” Euroscepticism in general comes to expression during common EU-negotiations but most particular during the process of accession for candidate countries.
3.2 The model of Kopecky and Mudde
As a tool to understand and analyse EU-scepticism from a party political perspective the term has been further conceptualised by the two scholars Petr Kopecký and Cas Mudde in the sense that they have first critically been examining the work of Paul Taggart and Aleks Szczerbiak believing that their definition of “soft” and “hard” Euroscepticism does not contain the appropriate elements to make the concept precise, rather they claim their definitions are too broad. They specifically mention their too broad defined concept of “soft” Euroscepticism where “…virtually every disagreement with any policy decision of the EU can be included”
, and that this “…may result in over- and underestimation of the strength of the phenomenon in any (party) political system and lead us to see either more or less Euroscepticism than there actually is”
.

Thus, in an attempt to solve that issue they have worked out a two-dimensional conceptualization of EU-scepticism where they distinguish between what they call diffuse and specific support for European integration
. The former refers to support for the general ideas of European integration which the EU are build upon, the latter indicating support for the overall practise of European integration referring to the present conditions of the Union and its future development. 

Using that as point of departure they have developed a model (see below) that categorizes either support or opposition to the EU and different levels in between. Their model consists of the following categorizations: EU-optimist versus EU-pessimist, Europhile versus Europhobe, Euroenthusiasts versus Eurorejects and Europragmatists versus Eurosceptics. These classifications require an explanation. 

Basically, as being part of the first dimension (support for the ideas of European integration), the Europhile category is imbued with positive thoughts about the EU. There are various differentiations within the Europhile way of thinking but characteristic is its invariable support for the key ideas of European integration. 

The Europhobe description as the diametrical opposition to the Europhile ditto is often manifested by pure opposition to the general ideas of European integration, though also at times simply shown by not supporting the fundamental ideas of the EU. Simply and clearly put by the following statement: Europhobes “…fail to support one or more of the ideas underlying European integration”
.
The second dimension, which is expressed through (support for the European Union), includes the opponents: EU-optimists and EU-pessimists. EU-optimists are not thought of as being a group of prize idiots that exclusively perceive the Union as a charming little story rather this category also allows one to consider the Union from a critical point of view. Sticking to the party political level as example the Polish Peasant Party (PSL) is categorized here despite the fact that it expresses criticism of the EU’s Common Agricultural Policy
.
EU-pessimists are on the contrary hesitant to praise the EU too much, though are not necessarily overall reluctant to EU membership. They support the general ideas of the EU but would like them to be realized somewhat different and thus try to change the way of doing so.

Having presented the substance of these two dimensions the actual model can be illustrated:
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3.3.1. Explaining the model Kopecký and Mudde
Figure 1: “In the top left-hand corner are those we label Euroenthusiasts: parties or groups that combine Europhile and EU-optimist positions. Such groups support the general ideas of European integration and believe that the EU is or will soon become the institutionalization of these ideas. Eurosceptics, located in the bottom left-hand corner, combine Europhile and EU-pessimist xpositions. They support the general ideas of European integration but are pessimistic about the EU’s current and/or future reflection of these ideas. In the bottom right-hand corner we locate the Eurorejects, who combine Europhobe and EU-pessimist positions. They subscribe neither to the ideas underlying the process European integration nor to the EU. Finally, the top right-hand corner contains those we label (for want of a better term) the Europragmatists. This group combines Europhobe and EU-optimist positions: They do not support the general ideas of European integration underlying the EU, nor do they necessarily oppose them, yet they do support the EU”
.

The importance of the model above is crucial since it constitutes the foundation of the methodological tool that I apply in my analysis.
Since my intention is to look at EU-scepticism in the Netherlands primarily in the wake of the rejection of the Constitutional Treaty it will be wise to look at the ways that the phenomenon comes to expression. It seems there are two main ways of dealing with the subject. Thus, I will address EU-scepticism from a party-political perspective as well as also a popular Eurosceptical angle. As we shall see, even though one might think these variables should be closely related, the actual support for EU-sceptic parties is not necessarily equivalent to the level of popular, national EU-scepticism
. The level of popular EU-scepticism will be presented through results of statistical enquiry and referendums and the surveys from Eurobarometer will here play an essential role. As regards the party-based EU-scepticism the point of departure is party programmes and scholars empirical findings.
As the professor Bjurulf mentions there are three reasons why opposition or EU-scepticism comes to expression: “Euroscepticism caused by a lack of knowledge of European policy and institutions; Euroscepticism caused by a lack of perceived benefits; Euroscepticism caused by a non-European identity”
. 

Though, the primary purpose of this thesis is to scrutinize the level of EU-scepticism in the Netherlands and come up with explanations as to understand the current development the thesis will moreover, as a supplement, try to put forward some relevant hypotheses which will be examined as the analysis moves forward. The first one is proposed by R. Ingelhart in his “Cognitive Mobilisiation and European Identity” edition from 1970 which focuses on the educational and communicational perspective of the individual as a means for measuring how extensive the level of European integration is.

3.4. Hypothetical approach to EU-scepticism
The first hypothesis reads as follows: 

The higher educated people will be more positive to European integration than will people with lower educational skills
.
The second hypothesis has been developed by Gabel in his “Economic Integration and Mass Politics: Market Liberalisation and Public Attitudes in the European Union” from 1998 which covers a more individual rationalist approach.

The second hypothesis reads as follows:

Attitudes towards public integration rest upon the extent to which an individual’s economic situation will be affected
.
To the extent that is possible the thesis will come up with answers to these hypotheses. This will be done by looking into the empirical material of the Eurobarometer survey “The European Constitution: post-referendum survey in the Netherlands” as well as by employing other relevant information. 

The approach that will now be illuminated is the approach of a rational choice institutionalist perspective applied on the term EU-scepticism. This approach tends to divide the scholars since one group on the one hand claims that if the population of a country feels that they have a reliable and well-functioning domestic government and overall positive political climate they will tend to think that there is no reason to transfer sovereignty to the EU and let the European cooperation make decisions on areas that they most likely cannot carry out as good as can their national government instead
.

On the other hand there is a group that claims the opposite. They argue that when a population of a country perceives their domestic political environment as reliable because they feel the political elite comes up with reasonable political solutions they will to a larger extent be inclined to transfer political negotiations to the European level. As Rohrschneider puts it: “if citizens “trust” their domestic institutions, they are also likely to trust the EU institutions – presumably because they trust what their leaders are doing at the EU level”
.

But basically the following three assumptions which have been developed by Simon Hix can be attached to the perspective of rational choice institutionalism. First, following how the characterization of the policies that the EU aims at, is perceived by an actor, which can be a citizen, political party or interest group, the actor will develop an opinion about the EU. This follows the reasoning of the actor of whether the EU produces policy outcomes that he or she believes fit better to those of his or her stance.

Second, an actor assesses whether to support or oppose the EU from the chain of reasoning of how far the degree of the existing EU trajectory fits with his or her preferences. The actor also looks at the impact support or opposition will have on the domestic political climate. And finally the same actor will further try to estimate how a likely direction of policy change will affect the European political and institutional design
.

Third, Hix claims that actors, since they are often not aware of the consequences of a certain policy conducted at the European level, rely on the comments of their politicians who interpret the possible domestic effects of this EU-policy by relating to their own preferences. 

Hix has furthermore come up with some propositions that he claims to be logic inferences deduced from these preceding assumptions. He has drawn up six propositions which are suitable when examining this problematic. 

1. “Voters and parties on the extreme left and extreme right are more likely to be Eurosceptic than are centrist voters and parties”
.

This follows the logic that if we approve that EU-policies “… are likely to be close to some notional European-wide median voter, then voters and parties that are a long way from this median are likely to be the most Eurosceptic…”
. Hix argues that due to the fact that the moderate political establishment is pro-EU it is obvious that those parties gaining from a political weakness of those pro-EU parties are likely to oppose the EU.

2. Citizens and interest groups who support governing parties are less likely to be Eurosceptic
.

Hix believes that since the parties in government are able to influence the political outcome at the EU-level because they form part of the European political establishment they are more likely to be positive towards the EU compared with their political counterparts
.

3. Variations in EU-scepticism across a country:

Where a member state’s domestic policy regime is to the left(right) of the European average, voters and parties on the left(right) are more likely than voters on the right(left) to be Eurosceptic, and vice versa
.

Following that, Hix claims that since the EU is likely to produce policies close to a notional European wide voter member states with a political establishment on the left are likely to face a political move rightwards and vice versa when focussing on the political right. In this way he argues that the former countries are likely to experience that policies will move further away from actors on the left whereas they will move away from actors on the right in the latter category. 

4. Voters and parties in domestic systems that have majoritarian systems of government are more likely to be Eurosceptic than voters and parties in domestic systems with consensus systems of government
.

This statement he substantiates with the argument that because mainstream parties in majoritarian systems might be able to form government as a single party they will not constrain the domestic government (and possibly itself in the future) by passing competencies up to the European level. On the other hand in the consensus system the governing coalition might want to transfer policies to the European level because they are not likely to govern as a single party
. So what he actually suggests is that countries typically characterized by grand coalitions like Germany or the Netherlands where policy change is unlikely there is typically less EU-scepticism than countries where a single party or a single bloc governs.

With the radical change of the EU in recent years where several amendments have been experienced in terms of a changed political agenda, differing political constellations and a change of the EU institutional design there are further two propositions that can be deduced from this development.
5. “Voters and parties on the left were more Eurosceptic in the 1970s, 1980s and 2000s, whereas voters and parties on the right were more Eurosceptic in the 1990s”
.
Hix explains that this tendency stems from the way the political agenda has developed as well as the way EU-institutions in turn were dominated by centre-right politicians (1970s, 80s and the 2000s) and centre-left politicians (1990s) respectively. So logically when the one side of the political spectrum was in power the other side tended to display a larger degree of EU-scepticism than in periods where the latter controlled the political agenda.

6. “Voters, parties and interest groups in large member states have become more Eurosceptic”
.
This follows primarily from the fact, as Hix claims, that we have experienced both treaty reforms and EU enlargement. The outcome of this is that the large member states do not possess the same amount of power as they used to do. They have both lost one commissioner and with the adoption of ten countries, primarily small ones, the equilibrium of power has shifted. The side affect of that has resulted in less interest from the large countries in supporting actions at the European level. One could argue that as long as this power shift has translated into more EU-positive smaller states the problem would have been solved but as Hix argues this seems not to be the case, rather what has happened is only that France, Germany and the UK can no more dictate the European policy agenda collectively
.

The rational choice institutionalist approach when examining the Netherlands would also be appropriate and will occasionally be touched upon in the analysis. This will be done by using some of these propositions of Hix and examine if they are able to be transferred to the country. 
The term EU-scepticism has been further differentiated into other categorisations. Lubbers and Scheepers apply the terms political Euro-scepticism and Instrumental Euroscepticism. What here must be stressed is that they explore EU-scepticism exclusively within public Euro-scepticism and they try to disentangle the political approach to Euroscepticism from the instrumental approach. The political Euro-scepticism refers to the increasing political decisions being made in Brussels without the influence of the nation state. “Whereas it started as an Economic Community, today the Union’s Parliament (EP) is concerned with a range of topics as broad as those of parliaments of national states. The European Constitution is one in which various policy domains move further from the nations to the Union”.
 This tendency is by many different actors within society being condemned e.g. by citizens, political parties and associations. 

Instrumental Euro-scepticism is centred on a matter of cost-benefits meaning that if citizens believe that the co-operation with other European countries on a specific policy area benefits their country they will not be sceptic about co-operating. Looking at the same situation but with a negative result following power being handed over to EU the instrumental Euro-scepticism will increase. As Lubbers and Scheepers emphasize “The crucial argument for this hypothesis is that Europeans distinguish between, on the one hand, the financial costs and benefits from the European Union and, on the other hand, the extent of the EU’s political power in several policy domains”.

Lubbers and Scheepers initially write before examining whether or not European citizens distinguish between political and instrumental Euro-scepticism that they expect to find coherence between a low level of political Euro-scepticism within international issues and a higher level of scepticism within sociocultural policy issues. 
 For the first tendency they expect to observe weak scepticism since people will see the benefits from co-operation between countries. On the other hand they expect higher scepticism within sociocultural policy issues because here you find policy areas that traditionally have been subjugated the nation state and which the majority feels belong there. 

Applying the Eurobarometer surveys when conducting the case of the Netherlands I will try to evaluate whether or not this is current in the country. 

One essential discussion that can be closer touched upon, when dealing with EU-scepticism, is the ongoing debate between a national identity and a European identity. Nobody has ever doubted that a national identity exists since it has always been the nation state that has guaranteed the basic rights for the human being. At least as long as we have had a civilised society with the legislative, the executive and the judicial power. The discussion of a national identity and a European identity is closely connected to the concept of EU-scepticism because of various reasons. 

The first is that the former has always been superior to the latter because from nation statethere all essential legislation has developed. With the establishment of a European co-operation things more or less continued the same way but have gradually as the European integration process has moved forward altered in the way policies are being conducted. Though, still the nation state plays the major part in this relationship but an increasing role of the European institutions, on some policy areas even taking precedence over national legislation, have shown that the national level has lost ground to that of the European. That, some argue, has provided a breeding ground for EU-sceptical stances since some people simply feel that the EU has got too much influence on behalf of the nation state on areas previously being within its field of responsibility.

Furthermore, not only the policy areas where EU sets the agenda are by some being questioned. When it comes to some of the other elements that usually are applied for describing a state and which to some give the EU a federal character scepticism against the EU can be registered. The EU has its own flag, its own hymn and to some people it signalises by far more than the economical co-operation than was meant in the first place. They turn their back at the EU illustrated in the outcome of the referendums in the Netherlands, France and most recently Ireland.

The identity plays a significant role when dealing with EU-scepticism. According to Vetik, Nimmerfelft and Taru identity is the most important element when substantiating EU-scepticism in the countries of central and eastern Europe.
 They also look at internal politics and socio-economic factors but find that identity based reasons constitute the prevailing part for explaining EU-scepticism. This, they stress, should be seen due to the fact that within the ten countries that have been examined (Estonia, Slovakia, Poland, Hungary, Slovenia, Czech Republic, Romania, Bulgaria, Russia and Albania) there exists a strong identity feeling. In their examination of the importance of identity when looking at EU-scepticism they take point of departure in Estonia. They introduce a new term named reactive identity which they claim plays an important role when the people feel different from something, in this case the Estonians towards the EU. 

“…we understand ‘reactive identity’, being a generic concept, as subjectivity formed in the process of constructing an ‘us-term’ relationship. It emerges in situations of imbalance between the processes of differentiation from and identification with the ‘other’. The term ‘reactive’ stresses the fact that this type of identity is a situational phenomenon that emerges in an hostile environment to reinforce the collective worth of ‘us’. It represents a counterreaction towards overwhelming dominance of identification over differentiation from the ‘other’, and is expressed in confrontation to it.”
 This description should be seen in the light of European integration and it leads on to what the authors call a new semiotic situation connected with the EU’s incorporation of the central and eastern European countries.
 Following “…that the logic of economic efficiency in the accession process has imposed a ‘unidirectional dictate to be unequivocally accepted by candidate countries’” according to Ellman the authors claim that such a rhetoric and semiotic context has caused that new identity problems have appeared. 

They further assume that a rhetoric, as described above, can result in two different ways of approaching the situation. In this case the Estonians can either choose the strategy of assimilation or confrontation towards the EU. They assert the latter to be most likely. “Though new Member States are formally equal to already established EU-states, in actuality identification with the ‘other’ overwhelmingly dominates over differentiation processes in the construction of ‘us-them’ relationships.”

EU integration and accession go from being something concerned with economic benefits, security and equality to be met with increasing resistance, frustration and change of political conviction in the public. “The imbalance of national identity in the EU integration process necessarily creates a counter-reaction to it in the public opinion, which is expressed in the form of negative attitudes towards EU integration. The Estonian case demonstrates that forced identification with the ‘other’ imposed from above creates a strong confrontation even if most people agree about the pragmatic economic and political benefits of being a member of the EU”.

In this case we witness a split society, the one side talking positively about EU membership with the economic improvements and possibilities for the Estonians, the other part focussing on a discourse that is hostile to the EU. This naturally creates a cleavage between the people living in Estonia who see new opportunities with EU membership and those who see obstacles, empty words and EU bureaucracy.

The authors further underline that the EU itself is likely to reinforce the EU-sceptic forces within the new member states since EU rhetoric towards the new member states is far from being optimistic and positive. “…there is the problem that the dominant EU discourse is very strongly based on concepts like ‘catching up with’, ‘adaptation’, ‘harmonization’, etc., whose common denominator is an external environment that is far more developed.”

The authors accuse by that the EU of being too direct and focussed on the economical goals that the member states have to fulfil instead of looking at the fact that the countries are differentiated in their arrival to the EU. They sum it up in the following statement: “We argue in this article that the EU discourse based on such presumptions disrupts the delicate balance od national identity. Constructing identity in this way necessarily has a price, one manifestation of which is public mistrust in both the EU and the elites”.

4. The case of the Netherlands

As already indicated the Netherlands have been chosen since they conduct an interesting object for scrutinization. This follows from the history where the Netherlands usually have been regarded as a very EU positive country standing in for the European integration process. On the other hand the result from the referendum in 2005, on whether or not the Dutch people would accept a treaty which establishes a Constitution for Europe, came out as a great surprise since the outcome showed a clear ‘no’. 

Carrying out the analysis will be based mainly on the Eurobarometer survey: The European Constitution: post-referendum survey in the Netherlands.
 The thesis will take out relevant elements of that survey, a survey that thoroughly looks not only at the exact outcome but to a larger extent tries to illustrate some of the factors behind the referendum e.g. the role of the level of information, key elements leading to the vote and reasons for abstaining.

Furthermore, the survey elaborates on the consequences for the EU. What is supposed to happen after the 1st of June when the process of ratification has come to a standstill? Finally, it tries to make a possible picture of the Constitution in the future. 

Naturally, one has to be cautious when applying data from the Eurobarometer since it is a unity that is positioned under the Commission. Even if it is stressed that the opinions of the survey are those of the authors the data and the findings should be subject to a healthy dose of scepticism. In the following sections selected results will be pointed out.
4.1. The survey – abstaining
A very high turnout rate 62.8% especially seen in a European perspective voted in the referendum. Those that did not were primarily the younger people between 18 and 24 where around 54% stayed away.

One of the interesting aspects of such a survey is to try to grasp why people chose to abstain. 51% of those who did not vote have picked the reason that lack of information about what the Constitution consists of was the main reason. 41 % claims that something prevented them from voting and 26 % claims that the main reason not to vote is that they believed voting at the referendum would not change anything.

Staying for a moment at the level of information only 48% of the voters that voted yes claims that they had the sufficient amount of information about the Constitution. It seems according to the survey that there was an actual lack of information and this goes hand in hand with the question about the debates on the Constitution where 67% thinks that the debates started too late. “Those with the highest level of education (74%) are considerably more likely than those with lower levels of education to indicate that the debates started too late.”
 On the other hand only 7% has selected that the debates started too early.

When we take a closer look at the numbers of how the referendum developed it becomes clear that with 61,6% voting no it was a very clear sign from the Dutch people that they were not satisfied with the Constitution. Looking in details at the figures it becomes evident that the younger the voter the greater was the resistance against the Constitutional Treaty. A staggering 74% of the people between the age of 18 and 24 turned in this way the Treaty down.

Looking at the party-political way of voting it becomes clear that “…Almost all supporters of the ‘no’ political parties followed the voting instructions of their camp. On the contrary, despite the fact that the Government party, CDA, called for a vote in favour of the Constitution, almost half of its sympathisers voted ‘no’.”
 Following the political angle I will get back to this later applying the model of Kopecky and Mudde.

4.1.1. The motivation of the ‘yes’ vote
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It is pretty clear that the most frequent reason for voting yes is to be found in pursuing the European construction. With 24% this reason is mentioned the most. Interesting is also that 13% states that it strengthens the feeling of a European identity. 
“Other noteworthy reasons, which are ranked further down the list, are the fact that the Constitution represents the first steps towards/ symbol of a political unification of Europe (10%), that it strengthens the EU over the USA (10%) and that it strengthens the economic and employment situation/ economic cooperation in Europe (10%).”

The key elements as to why the Dutch people voted like they did show for the yes-voters a relatively clear tendency. 44% states that they voted yes because of the European aspect which covers the overall opinion regarding the European Union. The No-voters were on the other hand more split since they gave 28%, 23% and 21% to the opinion on the economic and social situation in the Netherlands, to the overall opinion on the European Union and to their opinion on the European Constitution respectively.

The Dutch no-vote came for most observers as a shock since they saw the Netherlands as a country that right from the establishment of the European cooperation has been advocating an ever closer Union. Since the outcome of the referendum was clear with almost 2/3 having rejected the Constitution it shook up the member states as to how the ratification process with first a no in France and then the Netherlands could proceed.

On the other hand the survey finds that still the Dutch people sees their membership of the Union as a good thing with 82% in favour of that statement. The survey has been further looking at how the Dutch people perceive the Institutions of the EU and “… Following the referendum, opinions on the European Institutions are fairly negative: for 61% of the Dutch people the European Institutions do not conjure up a good image.”

4.1.2. The consequences of the Dutch rejection of the Constitution
What consequences does the rejection of the Constitution have? When asking the Dutch people a clear majority of 65% mentions that they see the opportunity of making a re-negotiation of the Constitutional Treaty and by that a better outcome for the Dutch people. The main wish is according to the survey that the Dutch voters would like to be put greater emphasis on social aspects.

EU-scepticism in the Netherlands has ever since the very foundation of the EC and later the EU been seen as something left for the UK and the Nordic countries. Nevertheless within recent years it seems this tendency has somewhat altered. This is brought about due to the Dutch referendum back in 2005 where the Constitution was rejected. To many this came as a sudden surprise that one of the founding fathers so clearly turned the Constitution down. This calls for a reason as to try and explain what kind of political and societal development has been taking place in the Netherlands in the years before this epoch-making decision. 

The thesis expects to come up with at least some domestic as well as some foreign policy reasons being able to explain this development. Time line chosen goes back to the year 1997 and onwards till the present year because within this period of time the most essential development within Dutch European policy seems to have appeared.

The Dutch people rejected the Constitution mainly because the working process within the Union was about to change. According to Alfred Pijpers who is an assistant professor of political science at Leiden University and senior researcher at Netherlands Institute of International Relations ‘Clingendael’ he claims that the Dutch people is very much in favour of cooperating within areas such as the Internal Market and on environmental issues where handing over power to supranational bodies is seen as making sense. On the other hand the Dutch people make no doubt about the fact that they on most other policy areas prefer the intergovernmental way of cooperation.

Even though a larger degree of pragmatism has entered the agenda in recent years in the way the Netherlands have been cooperating on the EU-level the Dutch politicians generally met the ideas of the Constitution with reticence. “…the nation state remains the primary framework and reference-point for the organization of political life, including the democratic perspective. The government has made it very clear that the member states should ‘remain the foundation of the European Union, now and in the future’. This stance is supported by the major political parties, on both Left and Right, as well as by the general public.”

Most Dutch analysts actually agree that if the Constitution had been presented in another way, as being a Treaty reform, it would not have met this kind of resistance at all. Pijpers further states that “…overzealous political interference from Brussels is resented, particularly in those fields (justice, police cooperation, fundamental rights) where the Dutch feel that their own constitutional arrangements are for the time being better than the European ones.”

When taking a tour back in time there are some incidents that might be able to explain the development in Dutch domestic and foreign policy as most recently expressed in the 2005 referendum. 

The 2002 Dutch national elections are seen as a milestone in the history of policy in the Netherlands. Here the right politician Pim Fortuyn, founder of the party Pim Fortuyn List (LPF) entered the political scene in the Netherlands with a huge support that resulted in 17% of the votes and which out of nothing made the party the second biggest in the country. Pim Fortuyn was assassinated shortly before the elections but analysts claim that this assault is most likely not to have reinforced the position of his party (LPF). 

“Fortuyn had, initially provided a focal point for an unexpectedly widespread sense of disconnection between the nation’s political elite and the concerns of ordinary voters, as well as bringing into more critical focus the relatively unquestioned choices which underpin the so-called ‘Polder Model’.”
 The Polder Model which in short covers an expression of a large degree of consensus decision-making within Dutch policy was put in question and a move to the right by the Dutch voters was the overall trend of the election. 

The trend regarding the European political level confirmed to a large degree the direction that had influenced Dutch policy in the years before, namely that of a more critical stance towards European integration.
 Furthermore, the entrance of List Pim Fortuyn paved the way for the first party, build on a clear EU-sceptic platform, to be able to seriously influence national and European politics of the Netherlands.

The general attitude towards the EU from the broad political spectrum showed a continuously strong support for the European integration process but with a beginning scepticism about the direction on some areas. “Fuelled particularly by concerns over the country’s large net budget contribution, the entrenched ‘communautaire orthodoxy’ is gradually giving way to a public questioning of whether the further development of European integration will necessarily serve Dutch national interests.”
 Especially the discussion about the net budget contribution had a couple of years earlier in connection with the Berlin summit created great objections in the Netherlands against being by far the biggest contributor to the European budget.

Pim Fortuyn and his party did not make things easier for the EU supporters. In 1997 he published a book which in a very EU-sceptic way criticised the way the Union worked claiming that essentially every part of the European integration process was created by bureaucrats in their own interest at the expense of the population.

Moreover, in general, Pim Fortuyn has been advocating the renunciation of the Schengen cooperation because he saw it as a necessity to re-establish border controls owing to the issue of immigration. Connected to the elections in 2002 he furthermore proposed a nine-point plan to make a radical reform of the EU institutions and a changed way of how to deal with European policy. 

The nine points are listed below
:

· Renegotiation of the size of the Dutch budget contribution, with the population size and prosperity of the country relative to other member states used as the base point.

· Abolition of agricultural subsidies and renationalisation of agricultural policy.

· Abolition of all structural funds.

· A new, time-limited structural fund created for the new member states, allowing them to bring their economies up to EU level.

· The new member states will, for the time being, be excluded from EMU.

· The Netherlands will hold politically binding referenda on the admission of new members, by groups of states.

· The Netherlands would support the holding of an EU ‘subsidiarity conference’, to review those powers which may be returned to the national level and those which should remain in Brussels.

· The European Parliament will be the subject of a critical review. Fortuyn expressed the personal view that the European Parliament, which ‘would be missed as one misses a toothache’, could be abolished and replaced by a senate mad eup of national members of parliament.

· The Dutch Parliament will take a more concentrated interest in EU affairs, holding ministers to binding, limited mandates in EU negotiations.

The points above indicate a very reactionary stance to the European Union and keeping in mind the 17% of the votes that LPF got in the 2002 elections one could be sceptical about the outlook for Dutch European policy. When this is said, as Harmsen points out, one should not exaggerate the extent of Dutch EU-scepticism but then again also not expect the Netherlands to be in the front line for promoting federalism.

5. The analysis
The analytical part will mainly focus on EU-scepticism in the Netherlands where the referendum on the Constitutional Treaty in June 2005 will be the pivotal point. The thesis then moves on to analysing on the more recent development in the country. This will primarily be conducted on the basis of the previously explained model by Kopecky and Mudde since I argue this model to be the most appropriate when scrutinising on the Netherlands. Whenever applicable on the analysis some of the other models of leading scholars in the field will also be applied. All the models presented in the thesis will be subject to a critical discussion of their qualities and ways of working in reality. Finally, the analysis will give a short presentation on selected developments in other European countries where EU-scepticism can be depicted. The thesis concludes in putting into perspective the contrasts public EU-scepticism versus party EU-scepticism and ideological EU-scepticism versus strategic EU-scepticism.

The outcome of the Dutch referendum on the Constitutional Treaty marked as mentioned a pretty clear and to many a surprising response from the public to the political elite that the Dutch people by far did not support the ongoing direction of the European integration project. André Krouwel puts it fairly simple: “These results had taken the European and Dutch political elites by surprise as the Dutch had always considered themselves as staunch supporters of further and deeper European integration”
.

                            [image: image3.emf]
The outcome of that referendum has been the object of relative great interest. The Eurobarometer survey has sought to measure the different answers as to why the Dutch people voted like it did. These responses are categorised and the importance of them in this thesis lies within their ability of discussing their expression when comparing them to the model of Kopecky and Mudde.

In the endeavour of conducting this exercise it is helpful to categorise the elements of the Eurobarometer survey in order to structure the discussion as the thesis moves on. This will be done by selecting elements of the survey which have relevance when using them on the model.

When going into the detail with the Eurobarometer survey and compare it with the model of Kopecky and Mudde the first thing that comes into mind cannot necessarily be applied on the model instead it denotes a broad interest of the Dutch population in the referendum. The Dutch voters, for whatever purpose, showed by far their interest in the referendum most illustrative through a turnout rate as high as 62.8 %. Compared to turnout rates that usually constitute figures not exceeding 40 % this was very surprising also due to the fact that most political parties had set a 30 % threshold for considering the referendum as valid
.
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Different scholars have contributed to the debate describing different reasons for this development. Does it signalise great interest in European matters since so many people actually voted in the referendum, does it to a larger extend signalise great interest in showing dissatisfaction with the European political discourse and ways of handling the policy areas or does it on the other hand indicate the exemplification of a so-called punishment trap that voters take into account because they want to punish the political elite for executing insufficient and unsatisfactory political results
? “In assessing Dutch public support for European integration and projecting referendum voting, De Vreeze and Boomgaarden (2005) showed that, next to stances on immigration and economic issues, the evaluation of domestic governments is a strong predictor of EU support of an individual’s propensity to vote “yes” in an EU-referendum”

Whether one tends to follow the one or the other explanation the fact that the Dutch electorate so forcefully voted in the referendum is astonishing. What, however, for sure can be stated is that the Dutch population had an important message to show to the world. 

The model of Kopecky and Mudde will now be taken into consideration when trying to analyse on the different categorisations of the survey.

When we take a closer look at some of the reasons for abstaining from voting in the referendum there is a statement that fits to the model of Kopecky and Mudde. 16% of the respondents mentioned the reason ”You are against Europe, the European Union, the European construction”
 as a means for abstaining from voting. This remark would correspond to the position “Eurorejects” that combines the EU-pessimist with the Europhobe designation in the model of Kopecky and Mudde. “They subscribe neither to the ideas underlying the process of European integration nor to the EU”
.
On the other hand 14% claimed that “You wished to penalize the Government”
 as to why they stayed away from the polling booth. This statement supports the previously mentioned tendency of a punishment trap where the population wants to signal its dissatisfaction with the politicians in general and with the incumbent government in particular. 

Looking at the referendum from a party-political angle the general picture is that the political parties that supported a “no” to a large extent was followed by their electorates. Especially the Socialist Party SP received a great amount of political backing with 87% of its voters following the party political line.

On the other hand, though, the Christian Democrats CDA supported a “yes” in the referendum almost half of its supporters voted in favour of a rejection of the Constitution
. The CDA party which traditionally has been described as a party that consistently has been advocating a pro European political direction experienced during the 1980’s and early 1990’s a heavy decline in its electoral support going from as high as 65 % of the voters together with the other pro European party the PvdA to around 40 % in the most recent 2006 election

On the party-political level another interesting occurrence is that amongst the voters representing D66, a party that traditionally has been in favor of the Netherlands contributing economically (even) more to the EU, and that advocates a federal Europe with a president for the Commission, 14 % claimed that they were against Europe, the European Union and the European construction. This tendency would again fall under the category “Eurorejects”. Furthermore, 14 and 16 % of the voters representing the CDA and the VVD respectively stated the same attitude
.

The PvdA party which has been a frontrunner within the European integration project also experienced a quite EU-sceptic stance on the referendum on the Constitutional Treaty from its voters. Here 63 % of the questioned representing the party answered that they voted “no”. This corresponds to a comparatively large part of voters that rejected the Constitution considering that the party very much supported a “yes”. Applying the K & M model would probably suggest this tendency to fall under the category “Eurosceptics” since they, arguably, “…combine Europhile and EU-pessimist positions. They support the general ideas of European integration, but are pessimistic about the EU’s current and/or future reflection of these ideas”
. Of course this categorization can not be documented since people have different opinions and motives as to why they voted like they did. Hence, the categorization can exclusively be depicted from a party-political angle assuming that since the PvdA party advocates a pro EU political direction so their electorates are likely to vote in a similar way and not follow a line corresponding to that of the Eurorejects who directly opposes the European construction but still noticeably they voted to illustrate some kind of scepticism.

In the other end of the scale we find the categorization “Euroenthusiasts” who are ultimate supporters of the European integration project.
Following the process of delimitation this section will look at three different tables trying to elaborate on the possibility of applying the model of Kopecky and Mudde. The first table illustrates reasons of abstaining from voting. The categories in focus here differ to some extent from those mentioned below. The lack of information is the first, something prevented me from voting is the second and the European construction is the last category. The last two tables which are motivations of a “yes” and a “no” respectively look at following categories and have been chosen in order to create consistency in the thesis. The categories are: The European construction, identity, employment/unemployment, economy and democracy. Finally, the phenomenon of the amount of information will be touched upon since it in two of the three tables plays an important role.

5.1. Explanations as to why some Dutch people did not vote in the referendum
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A large amount of the respondents, 51 %, claim that they did not feel sufficiently informed on the Constitution to go vote about it. This statement cannot explain whether or not it accounts for EU-scepticism. It is to a larger extent able to initiate the discussion whether the EU is efficient and skillful enough to deliver the message intended towards the responsibility of the European population to be aware about the Constitution in this case and the duty to go search for information on your own. That 41 % claims something prevented them from voting signifies probably more the fact that to many the EU does not appeal to their interest than being an expression of a sceptical stance of the EU. Like already briefly mentioned the only explanation amongst these answers being able to conclude in a more EU-sceptical stance, the Eurorejectionist categorisation when transferring to the model of Kopecky and Mudde, is the statement that “you are against Europe, the European Union and the European construction”. 

14 % claims that they wanted to penalize the government for conducting dissatisfactory policy, which corresponds well with some of the main scholars in the field who have found that there in the Netherlands to a high degree could be found disgust with politicians.
 The other answering categorizations in the table why some of the Dutch people did not vote seem to be centered on a general lack of interest for what the European Union is surrounded by.

5.2. Explanations regarding why the Dutch voted “yes” at the referendum
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Here 24 % claims the European Constitution to be necessary as a facilitator for the European construction. This statement would place it in the Euroenthusiast category according to Kopecky and Mudde. This is due to the wish of pursuing the European construction and by that support the European integration process. 

A feeling of a strengthened European identity is shared by 13 % of the respondents which again would be placed in the Euroenthusiast camp because the idea or the aim at a European identity is considered to be already present or at least being realized within the EU in a near future. 

The fight against the unemployment situation in the Netherlands is strengthened with the Constitution according to 10 % of the statements positive to a “yes” vote. Once again this would be placed in the Euroenthusiast category or at least within the EU-optimist dimension since it signifies people that “…are positive about the direction of development of the EU”
 because these respondents would tend to support the ongoing development with the EU.

Further 10 % states that the general economic situation and the economic cooperation are improved with the Constitutional Treaty implemented in the EU. The Euroenthusiast category will most likely once again be the holder of this statement because the designation accounts for both a diffuse support of the economical thoughts underlying the EU as well as being supportive of the specific way the political co-operation is carried out through policy.

Finally, the question about democracy is put on the agenda where 6 % claims that democracy is likely to improve in the European countries. Democracy being one of the cornerstones in the European integration project makes the statement likely to be placed in the category of the Euroenthusiasts. 

5.3. Explanations as to why the Dutch people voted “no” at the referendum
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Motivations for the “no” vote seem to be based heavily on the statement “lack of information”. 32 % admits to this explanation for rejecting the Constitution. Wherever one should find the exact explanation, if possible at all, and whoever you could blame for causing this tendency, it seems to be worrying for the EU that almost one third of those voting no did not seem to know enough about the project. 

Following the logic from above we look at the European construction. 8 % mentions this as reason for voting “no” which places the statement in the category of the Eurorejects because it signifies an outright opposition towards the EU and the European integration project. This follows the structure from the model of Kopecky and Mudde where the rejectionists share the Europhobe and the EU-pessimist position thereby being both against diffuse and specific support.

3 % is against the Constitution on behalf of the fears of losing the Dutch identity. This is likely to place it in the category of Eurorejects because loosing identity plays an extraordinary role to many people.

Coming through with the Constitution would for 7 % of the respondents cause a deterioration of the employment situation. This could be placed in each of the three categories either the Europragmatists, the Eurosceptics or the Eurorejects.

Finally for 5 % the Netherlands experience a weak economic situation, 13 % claims that Europe is being too expensive and 5 % accuses the Constitution for being too undemocratic. All statements are once again placed in on of the categories mentioned above be it either the Europragmatists, the Eurosceptics or the Eurorejects.

The attempt above to apply the model of Kopecky and Mudde on the outcome of the referendum which relies on expressions from the public has shown us on the one hand that it to some extend is possible but on the other, and to a larger extend, that it manifests itself in some difficulties. 

5.4. The party political angle of looking at the outcome of the referendum on the Constitutional
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The party political angle that the model of Kopecky and Mudde originally was made for can to a larger extent tell us something about degrees of EU-scepticism. This is due to the party programs which naturally are more differentiated in their stance on various aspects of the European integration than a single line of expression from the public which can at times only point in a direction. This means that such statements are useful in the immediate attempt to estimate whether a comment is EU-sceptical or EU-enthusiastic but at the same time lack the ability of going into detail with the degree of either scepticism or enthusiasm of the phenomenon.

Looking at the referendum on the Constitution gives us a general picture of the Dutch population possessing a rather sceptical attitude regarding the planned amendments of a European Union that faces great political challenges. Characteristic for all the parties that supported a “yes” vote is the fact that they failed to recruit enough supporters for this outcome. According to the Eurobarometer survey the parties that constituted the government, the CDA, the VVD and D66, were only able to collect around 50 % in favor of the Constitution. Like already mentioned the PvdA, at the time in opposition, only obtained a disappointing result of 37 % supporting a “yes”. On the other hand all parties supporting a “no” effectively achieved for them a positive result with the Socialist party being able to get 87 % of its voters to vote no. Other surveys have likewise found that some of the other parties opposing the Constitution like Gert Wilders party the PvV achieved more than 95 % “no” voters, the LPF party got 92 % against and the Christian Union voters 75 % in favor of a “no”.
 

Below the different Dutch parties have been placed in the model of Kopecky and Mudde. This should be seen in the light of the political stance on the EU before the referendum on the Constitution.


The Dutch party political system before the referendum on the Constitution
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5.5. The Dutch still think the membership of the EU is a good thing
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Even though the Dutch population rejected the Constitution the general position is still that of a positive impression of the Union. 82 % was still in favor of the Netherlands keeping its membership of the EU in spite of the clear “no”. Even the SP, that traditionally has been surrounded by a skeptical stance, mustered 84 % claiming membership is a good thing which constituted even greater support than the CDA with 82 %.
5.6. The image of the EU institutions
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With a population generally speaking in favor of membership of the EU the impression by the same population of the European institutions is more lamentable. In 2005 61 % thus voiced that the institutions of the EU in general do not conjure up a good image. This seems to some extent to be indicative of the Dutch people being positive about the membership of its country in general but that there still in particular is room for improvement.
5.7. The position of the Netherlands within the EU in the future
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The Dutch population seems to some extent to be convinced that rejecting the Constitution will not influence negatively on the Netherlands influence within the EU. Here the answer of the “yes” voter does not entirely correspond to that of the “no” voter where the former by 51 % claims the influence will not decrease while the latter by 77 % claims a decrease is not likely to happen.
5.8. What to do with the Treaty?
                 [image: image13.emf]
The rejection of the Constitution left the Netherlands in a political vacuum because turning the Treaty down was one thing, another was dealing with the question of how to move forward. 45 % of the Dutch population thought first of all that the Treaty should be abandoned. Maybe more surprising is the fact that 37 % of the people voting “yes” in fact wanted to abandon the Treaty now that the Netherlands had turned it down.
6. The development from the referendum and onwards till today.

Looking at the phenomenon of EU-scepticism in the Netherlands after the referendum illustrates a shift in the way the EU is perceived and how policy is conducted at the European level. The thesis will illuminate these alterations and describe the policy approach.
In the aftermath of the referendum the Netherlands were a country in shock which did not seem to have an answer to the consequences that the vote had. Only slowly the political parties started to address the issues surrounding the debate and policy about the EU. Moving gradually away from the consensus among the political parties of uncritically accepting more and more “Europe” the Netherlands have since the 1990’s primarily through the initiation of sceptical tones stemming from Bolkenstein experiencing a more critical rhetoric about the EU.
This change has especially since 2005 resulted in a more realistic and critical approach where the pivotal point of discussion has been centered on the essential term “limits of Europe”.
 Like already mentioned previously this does not roughly change the way the Netherlands want to contribute to the European integration process regarding support for its existence but should to a larger degree be seen in the perspective of a cost-benefit relationship where the Dutch focus on what they actually get back from the European co-operation.
The Netherlands are no longer exclusively focused on moving the European integration process forward and pursuing the goal of an ever closer Union but now increasingly both look at the integration project from a substantive and a geographical point of view where the latter indicates the boarders of the EU.

The altered structure and content of the Dutch European policy are particularly centered on utterances from the political parties across the political spectrum on areas such as the Netherlands role within the EU. The position of the country at the European level is to many an obstacle of moving the process forward because the Netherlands used to be one of the founding fathers of the Community and by that also an actor playing an important role when decisions were to be made. 
In the current situation where the frame of the potential future enlargements is not in place which is likely to put the Netherlands even more aside concluding in less potential of Dutch decisions, the country finds itself in a somewhat reluctant approach of giving access to other European countries.
 The abovementioned spiced with the fact that the Netherlands used to be a net recipient of EU financial support has now substantively changed the way many perceive the Dutch role within the Union since the country is now a net contributor to the European budget. To point it out, the Netherlands have gone from a strong position within the Community where money to a larger extent was transferred back to the country than today where the country experiences its power being watered down on the one hand while simultaneously the country pays the highest amount of money to the Union per capita. 
Looking at the parties it becomes evident that their programs and ways of acting to some extent have been subjugated occasional alterations. One of the more sudden changes appeared when …the PvdA party called on all its MEPs to act more as national representatives in Europe rather than European ambassadors in the Netherlands.
 Furthermore, the Dutch House of Representatives had for many years allowed a high degree of freedom to the ministers who were given mandates subjugated to a large extent with much leeway operating at the EU level.
Characteristically to the five parties that had pleaded for a “yes” vote at the referendum was that they all at some point in the aftermath attempted to reason about what had happened and assess their European policy. This very much indicating the shock it constituted for the Dutch political establishment. In this light one could have expected that a European debate and discussion had been initiated in the Netherlands but rather it was clear that the definition of Dutch EU policy was predominately the same before as well as after the referendum. In parliamentary elections in 2006 topics related to EU was once again hardly touched upon
. 
The following sections will take a closer look upon selected political parties in the Netherlands. The development from the referendum and onwards constitutes the leading intention and is conducted in the endeavour of mapping Dutch EU-scepticism focussing on change in party programs.
The first party in focus is the Democrats ’66, positioned as a left-liberal party on the political spectrum. The party has traditionally been dedicated to a trajectory calling for more integration in depth expressing a wish to transfer more political areas (areas usually being attached to the nation state) to the European level. This follows a line where the endeavour is to seek a federal Europe or a “United States of Europe” which in the aftermath of the referendum to a large degree differs from that of the other parties that, arguably, follow a more populist policy direction.
 In mapping the Democrats ’66 applying the model of Kopecky and Mudde one would place the party in the “Euroenthusiast” category since it supports the underlying ideas of the European integration process and believes in general that EU is moving in the right direction. This is further underlined with the following statement from the website of D’66: D66 opts for a federal Europe. That means more powers for the European Parliament and a directly elected president of the European Commission. D66 wants to convert the Council of Ministers into a senate. D66 wants to break through the rigid distinction between foreign policy and development cooperation with a minister for international cooperation.

Moving to the green-left party we are dealing with a party that on the one hand speaks in favour of less Europe and on the other hand sees a larger influence by the EU on certain policy areas as the right way to deal with the issues. Regarding the former this comes to expression in the sense that on sensitive areas such as euthanasia, soft drugs and abortion the party wants the nation state to deal with it. Focussing on the latter, when dealing with policy areas that are better off being discussed and solved at the European level such as cross national issues like environmental co-operation, the party is in favour of handing over the competences to the EU.

The PvdA party, the labour party in the Netherlands, adduced in the aftermath of the referendum a report called “Europe: Winning Back Trust” which highlighted the necessity of placing a greater focus on the principle of subsidiarity when co-operating at the European level. This should stress the importance of transferring only the extent and amount of sovereignty that was held reasonable when co-operating at the European level.
 The text further argues against the process of more social Europe. Apparently bringing the party in a more EU-sceptic direction the party would be placed in the category “Eurosceptics” according to Kopecky and Mudde. On the other hand it seems, when looking at the website of PvdA that the party to some extent has reassessed its attitude on some European areas. The market-and-money identity of the EU should be completed with a strong social and employment policy. The PvdA therefore supports the extension of European integration and favours enlarging the EU to the South and to the East.
 Following this statement the party, arguably, endeavours a more EU-enthusiast direction and it should at least be placed somewhere between the “Euroenthusiast” and the “Eurosceptic” attitude.
The VVD party which follows a liberal line within the Dutch party political system is not unaware that sceptical stances within the party have come to expression. This was clearly registered during the 1990’s where Frits Bolkestein set different aspects of the European co-operation into question. Furthermore, centred on the outcome of the referendum the party has experienced a critical attitude against EU both from its electorate as well as its politicians. Further European co-operation has been suggested on such areas as energy and foreign policy …while at the same time calling for the rolling back of “unnecessary” European regulation and insisting that more effective national control should be exercised over European decision-making”
 The party is most likely belonging  to the “Eurosceptics” category.
The CDA, the Christian Democrats, did not experience the same degree of scepticism from its voters as well as internally but naturally still had to react in some way to the general attitude among the Dutch people. They did so in the aftermath of the referendum by emphasizing the necessity of framing the boundaries of the European integration project. Moreover, the enlargement project has also been touched upon hereby pointing out a wish to geographically fix the boundaries of Europe and suggesting the idea of establishing partnerships with potential future candidate countries instead of offering membership of the Union.
 This concludes once again in placing the party in the “Eurosceptic” category.
The SP, socialist party, traditionally being a party that has been sceptic towards the EU and on some points still in general is, has to some extent been focussing on a more constructive position towards the European integration project and is almost behaving like the rest of the mainstream parties. “It is now principally the party’s mared reticence as regards the further development of an EU foreign policy that substantively places it outside of the mainstream consensus.”
 The party now officially accepts the internal market which places it in the category of “Eurosceptics” not diverging much from the other parties there.
The PvV, founded by Geert Wilders, is a party founded on the basis of opposition against almost every part of EU as well strong resistance towards Islamism. It is undoubtedly situated in the category of “Eurorejects” according to the model of Kopecky and Mudde. The party both rejects the overall ideas of European integration in general as well as the EU in particular.
The Dutch party political system after the referendum on the Constitution
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7. Conclusion
The rejection of the Constitution in the Netherlands in 2005 has been a landmark in Dutch EU-policy. First, it was historical in the sense that this was the first time since 1797 that the population had the opportunity to vote in a referendum. Second, the actual outcome of that referendum was to many an epoch-making event because more than 60 %, of the usual pro EU Dutch population, voted against the Constitution indicating a far more EU-sceptical stance than previously.

In line with the abovementioned the thesis has been trying to address this phenomenon. First, the phenomenon of EU-scepticism has been scrutinised by looking at situations where the concept has come to expression. Second, the concept has been illuminated from the viewpoint of various scholars where specifically Taggart should be mentioned since he was the first to differentiate on EU-scepticism. Moreover, Kopecky and Mudde have elaborated further on the concept proposing their fourfold categorization of the phenomenon. They are central to this thesis since their model constitutes the foundation when analysing and categorising on Dutch EU-scepticism. Other scholars have been mentioned in the thesis as well to the extent that they have contributed to the debate on EU-scepticism.
When mapping Dutch party political EU-scepticism the emergence of a slight change in the way parties look at the European co-operation has become apparent and some parties like the CDA and PvdA, it seems, have in fact changed category comparing with the model of Kopecky and Mudde.
Furthermore, the thesis has found there seems to be an increased level of EU-scepticism apparent in the Netherlands after the referendum than had previously been measured. This goes for both the public opinion level as well as the party political ditto where the principle of subsidiarity seems to have been stressed by the latter. There seems by far to be a general consensus about the awareness of keeping a “limits of Europe” discourse which basically means that co-operation on the European level can be extended but exclusively on areas that are solely better off being negotiated there.

Finally, when claiming these tendencies above it must at the same time be stressed that the Dutch still possess a somewhat positive impression about the membership of the EU for which reason the degree of scepticism is more likely to be designated a soft kind of scepticism than a hard type. Following Kopecky and Mudde we could, arguably, put the Dutch in the category of “Eurosceptics” on the areas where they disagree with the EU but stressing that they in general support the process of European integration.
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