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Dear Mr Timmermans, 

 

The members of the standing committees for Justice and Security, for Economic Affairs and 

Climate Policy / Agriculture, Nature and Food Quality and for the Interior and the High Councils 

of State / General Affairs and the Household of HM the King have taken note with interest of the 

Communication from the European Commission about tackling online disinformation.1  

 

The members of the PVV (Freedom Party) parliamentary party have taken note of the proposal 

of the European Commission and would like to put various questions about it to the Commis-

sion. 

 

The members of the SP (Socialist Party) parliamentary party have taken note of the proposal 

and would like to raise a few other questions. 

 

Questions and comments of the members of the PVV parliamentary party 

Does the European Commission intend to honour the wish of the Dutch parliament to close 

down EU vs Disinfo with immediate effect? If not, why not? On what basis does it arrogate to 

itself the right to determine what is fake news, particularly in view of what has immediately 

gone wrong in the case of the Netherlands and given the opinion of the Dutch parliament that 

this is something in which the European Commission should not meddle? If the European Com-

mission does not grant the Dutch parliament’s request to close down EU vs Disinfo, what im-

pression does it think this decision will make in the Netherlands? 

 

The continued existence of both the euro and the EU is a matter of public debate in numerous 

countries. This is a political and ideological debate. How does the European Commission believe 

that it can objectively assess whether or not news about this is fake? 

 

‘Freedom of expression encompasses respect for media freedom and pluralism, as well as the 

right of citizens to hold opinions and to receive and impart information and ideas "without inter-

                                                
1 COM(2018) 236; for an account of the deliberations in the Senate, see electronic dossier number E180014 
at www.europapoort.nl. 



 datum 16 July 2018 

 ons kenmerk 163418.02u 

 blad 2 

 

 

ference by public authorities and regardless of frontiers".’2 What measures has the European 

Commission now taken against France and Germany for censoring political content, especially 

on social media, thereby suppressing politically incorrect opinions? If it considers that this is a 

matter for national governments, this must mean, according to the European Commission's own 

reasoning, that there is no basis whatever for the existence of EU vs Disinfo. 

 

‘The spread of disinformation also affects policy-making processes by skewing public opinion.’3 

Can the European Commission give an example of this and provide verifiable and irrefutable 

evidence of it?  

 

Does the European Commission not consider that one-sided information (particularly of the kind 

regularly served up by the State media in relation to such matters as climate change and the 

immigration misery with which the Member States are being saddled by the EU) is much more 

abhorrent than fake news, since it has the same aim and consequences, namely influencing 

public opinion? If not, why not? 

 

Why does the European Commission confine itself to online fake news when fake news dissemi-

nated by the mainstream media (MSM) by cable and on air has a much greater reach? 

 

For a proper understanding of the thrust of the European Commission’s initiative, the members 

of the PVV parliamentary party cite below an example taken from daily practice. On 18 January 

2018 the NOS TV 8 p.m. News featured a report on anti-Semitism in Germany. The presenter 

said: ‘The German parliament wants asylum-seekers who incite anti-Semitism to be expelled 

from the country.’ This led on to a report by NOS correspondent Jeroen Wollaars. A Jewish res-

taurant proprietor who was interviewed said that students of Arab descent did not want to work 

for Jews, and a racist German neighbour swore at the restaurant proprietor and called him eve-

ry name under the sun. All of which was serious reporting. Correspondent Jeroen Wollaars fol-

lowed this up by saying: ‘Here too we should look at the statistics.’ In 2016, he said, incidents 

of anti-Semitic violence had been committed by foreigners on 48 occasions and by the far right 

on 1,381 occasions. He continued, ‘The Muslim Council therefore considers that the wrong de-

bate is being conducted.’ 

 

On 25 April 2018 NOS correspondent Jeroen Wollaars quoted figures from 2017. There had been  

almost 1,500 crimes against Jews. 95% of anti-Semitic incidents were attributable to the far 

right. He interviewed a researcher, who said, ‘Most anti-Jewish violence comes from the far 

right, not from Muslims.’ ‘These are the facts,’ commented Jeroen Wollaars once again very 

confidently. ‘It is also a fact that a group of people have arrived here who sometimes engage in 

anti-Semitism.’ However, the study to which NOS News (paid for by the taxpayer) was referring 

was not permitted to engage in racial profiling. All Islam-motivated incidents were therefore laid 

at the door of the ‘far right’. 

 

In its communication, the European Commission writes: ‘Disinformation is understood as verifi-

ably false or misleading information that is created, presented and disseminated for economic 

                                                
2 COM(2018) 236, p. 1. 
3 COM(2018) 236, p. 2. 
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gain or to intentionally deceive the public, and may cause public harm.’4 According to the defini-

tion given by the European Commission, the above is a perfect example of fake news. Since the 

news broadcasts can also be viewed on the internet, what has the European Commission done 

about this or does it treat news as fake news only if the information in question is unwelcome to 

the EU? 

 

The European Commission has wrongly classified a report by GeenStijl.nl and other Dutch media 

as fake news. This can be seen as a libellous allegation. One of the injured parties has had to 

engage a lawyer to induce the European Commission to remove its fake news/libellous allega-

tion from the internet. Since the European Commission has clearly slipped up here, why does it 

not do the decent thing and offer its apologies to GeenStijl.nl and also to the other Dutch me-

dia, post an unreserved rectification on its website and reimburse the injured party for the costs 

incurred? 

 

More than a day after it transpired that the journalist Bachenko was still alive, the Twitter ac-

count of EU vs Disinfo still contained tweets accusing Russia of a murder that had never actually 

taken place. Would it not be much more sensible to close down this EU fake news factory with 

immediate effect since it has been shown to be utterly incompetent? 

 

Questions and comments of the members of the SP parliamentary party 

The members of the SP parliamentary party are astonished by the proposal. The dissemination 

of fake news, formerly better known as ‘framing’ or ‘indoctrination’, is nothing new. Similarly, 

the dissemination of fake news by other parties to cause unrest in society occurred even in the 

age of print media. Would the European Commission care to comment on this? What measures 

were taken to prevent this at that time? And if no measures were taken, why does it consider 

that such measures are necessary now? 

 

Can the European Commission define what constitutes fake news? What may seem today to be 

fake news may turn out tomorrow to be true. In 1610 Galileo Galilei published his observation 

that the Earth moved around the Sun. This was vehemently disputed by the Catholic Church 

because it feared major political consequences. Does the European Commission see the danger 

it runs if news is assessed and rated on its initiative or under its aegis? How does it believe it 

can prevent politically unwelcome news from being treated as fake news? Are facts not simply 

the current state of the art? Is there room in the plans of the European Commission for any-

thing other than the ‘facts’ whose existence has hitherto been assumed? 

 

Owing to its dynamic nature we are as yet unable to properly assess how the virtual world af-

fects us as individuals and as society. The internet brings many dark factors into our lives. Films 

of people being butchered are in circulation, child abuse videos are shared on a mass scale and 

people are incited, threatened and taunted. And, yes, some of the information that is shared is 

incorrect. The key word here is ‘share’. When people share without questioning, a message can 

be disseminated in no time. So it is of crucial importance for people to learn what is real on the 

internet. This applies not only to fake news but also to grooming, phishing, fraud and other nas-

ty aspects of the World Wide Web (WWW). This is the part of the proposal of the European 
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Commission which the members of the SP parliamentary party heartily endorse, the other parts 

they reject. 

 

The members of the standing committees for Justice and Security, for Economic Affairs and 

Climate Policy / Agriculture, Nature and Food Quality and for the Interior and the High Councils 

of State / General Affairs and the Household of HM the King look forward with interest to read-

ing the answers of the European Commission and would be grateful to receive them as quickly 

as possible but in any event within three months of the date of this letter. 

 

Yours sincerely, 

 

 

 

 

Dr A.W. Duthler     A.M.V. Gerkens 

Chair of the standing committee for    Chair of the standing committee 

Justice and Security    for Economic Affairs and Climate Policy / 

      Agriculture, Nature and Food Quality 

 

 

 

 

 

Professor J.W.M. Engels 

Chair of the standing committee for   

the Interior and the High Councils of State / 

General Affairs and the Household of HM the King 

 

 


