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e

S
en
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N
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erlan
d
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‘M

ajo
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o
p

p
o

sitio
n

—
strik

in
g

a
b
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in

d
em

o
cracy

’

O
n

1 7th
July,

298
in

n
o
c
e
n
t

m
e
n

,
w

o
m

e
n

and
children

died
w

hen
M

alaysian
A

irlines
flight

17
w

as
shotdow

n.
196

o
f m

y
com

patriots
died.

The
question

1
ask

m
yself

is
:fo

r
w

hat?

T
here

is
nothing

w
e

can
do

to
reverse

w
hathappened

that
day.

Ithappened.
H

ow
ever,

the
one

thing
w

e
can

do
fo

r
the

victim
s,

is
to

continue
to

speak
and

learn
aboutfreedom

,
dem

ocracy
and

the
rule

oflaw
.

B
y

c
o

n
tin

u
in

g
this

im
portant

dialogue,
w

e
reconfirm

the
values

that
w

e
share

and
that

the
C

ouncil
o

fE
urope

u
p ho/ds.

P
art

o
f this

dialogue
is

talking
about striking

a
balance

betw
een

m
a
jo

rily
and

opposition,
and

the
challenges

that
this

brings.

F
o
r

this
reason

it
is

a
n

honour
fo

r
m

e
to

speak
to

you
on

this
them

e
todav.

This
is

the
one

thing
1-

and
w

e
-

can
do

todav.

L
adies

and
gentiernen,

dear
colleagues,

[In
tro

d
u
c
tio

n
j

R
espect

for
m

inorities
is

a
basic

principle
in

a
dem

ocratie
society

that
is

based
on

the
rule

o
f

law
.

T
he

right
to

speak
openly,

the
right

to
ask

questions,
the

right
to

criticise,
the

right
to

protest,
the

freedorn
of

association:
these

are
all

prerequisites
for

a
free

dem
ocracy.

O
pposition

in
parliarnent

m
eans

just
that.

It
offers

a
countervailing

pow
er.

W
hen

the
opposition

voices
a

concern,
it

does
so

not
only

on
behalf

o
ftheir

electorate
but

also
on

the
basis

of
their

perception
o
fthe

needs
o
f

society
as

a
w

hole.

lan
S

hapiro,
author

o
fthe

book
‘The

m
oral

foundations
of

politics’,
stated

the
follow

ing:
“D

em
ocracy

is
an

ideology
of

opposition
as

m
uch

as
it

is
one

of
governm

ent”.
F

or
m

e,
this

sum
s

up
today’s

therne.
T

he
task

of
the

opposition
is

to
scrutinise

governm
ent

decisions
and

policies
and

to
represent

a
credible

alternative
governm

ent.
O

pposition
ensures

transparent
and

responsible
governm

ent.
W

ithout
this,

dem
ocracy

cannot
exist.
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réflexion
even

better
than

before,
because

itcan
never

be
assurned

that
a

m
ajority

of
senators

w
ill

be
in

favour
ofa

bill.

In
m

y
opinion,

the
current

political
clim

ate
has

not
fundam

entally
changed

the
w

ay
the

Senate
does

its
job.

In
fact,

T
think

the
current

situation
enhances

the
quality

ofthe
debate

and
broadens

the
support

for
a

bill
a

great
deal.

C
oalition

partners
have

to
produce

really
excellent

argum
ents

ifthey
w

ant
a

bill
to

be
passed

by
the

Senate
as

w
ell.

L
astyear,

the
coalition

parties
signed

a
political

agreernent
w

ith
three

opposition
parties

regarding
the

budgetplans.
T

he
agreem

ent
involved

the
so-called

‘constructive
three’

and
inciuded

healthcare,
pensions,

education
and

childcare.
In

order
to

com
e

to
this

agreernent,
the

governm
ent

coalition
w

as
forced

to
consult,

debate,
persuade

and
com

prom
ise.

T
o

m
e,

this
is

an
essential

part
of

dem
ocracy.

T
he

w
ide

range
ofparties

in
the

D
utch

systern
is

not
ideal.

W
orking

w
ith

tw
elve

or

even
fourteen

different
parties

creates
a

heavy
w

orkload
for

the
parliam

entary
adm

inistration
and

m
akes

political
com

prom
ises

all
the

m
ore

com
plex.

1fall
politica!

parties
w

ish
to

speak
during

the
debate

on
a

legislative
proposal,

the
debate

can
be

very
lengthy

and
there

can
be

an
elem

ent
ofrepetition

in
the

argum
ents

explored.
R

aising
the

electoral
threshold

and
thus

reducing
the

num
ber

ofpolitical
parties

in
parliam

ent
could

address
these

problem
s.

It
w

ould
force

the
sm

aller
parties

to
join

forces,
reducing

political
fragm

entation.
Itw

ould
take

aw
ay

sorne
ofthe

im
balance

in
parliarnent

and
m

ake
it

easier
for

the
opposition

to
find

support
for

legislative
initiatives,

for
instance.

H
ow

ever,
5

0
far,

there
has

been
no

proposal
in

the
N

etherlands
to

raise
the

electoral
threshold.

T
he

Senate
ofthe

N
etherlands

has
certain

guarantees
for

the
equal

treatm
ent

of
political

parties:
-

all
parliam

entary
parties

are
in

principle
granted

an
equal

m
axim

um
am

ount
oftim

e
during

the
first

term
of

a
debate;

-
the

order
in

w
hich

the
spokesm

en
speak

is
determ

ined
m

ainly
by

the
order

in
w

hich
they

register
for

the
debate;

-
every

senator
can

insist
on

a
plenary

debate
on

a
legislative

proposal;
-

com
m

ittee
chairm

anships
are

distributed
betw

een
all

the
m

ajor
politica!

parties,
inciuding

the
opposition;

-
and

there
is

a
free

election
for

the
president

ofthe
Senate.

T
his

m
eans

thatthe
speaker

or
president

can
even

be
a

m
em

ber
of

an
opposition

party.
O

nce
elected,the

speaker
or

president
of

course
rem

ains
aligned

to
his

or
her

ow
n

party,
but

is
thereafter

considered
to

be
above

parties.
H

e
or

she
is

the
representative

ofthe
parliarnentary

house
as

a
w

hole.
A

ny
speaker

or
president

w
ho

sought
to

favour
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