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Report WP10 National Seminar 

9. May 2018, The Colour Kitchen, Utrecht, The Netherlands  

 

Background  

The Dutch WP10 National Seminar (CNS) “Solidarity still exists” took place in restaurant The Colour 

Kitchen in Utrecht. The Colour Kitchen is an example of what is researched in SOLDUS: a solidarity 

initiative, which – in the form of a social enterprise – aims to educate people who experience many 

difficulties in labour market participation. Next to this, it also a ‘sustainable’ education; they only work 

with local products. During the lunch gathering, which started of the seminar, the chef of the restaurant 

also gave a brief presentation about the mission and vision of the enterprise.  

From Utrecht University, both Trudie Knijn and Marit Hopman presented findings from the SOLIDUS 

research. Speakers were invited both from the scientific field as from solidarity initiatives: Evelien 

Tonkens (professor at the University of Humanistic Studies), Paul Dekker (professor at the University of 

Tilburg and senior researchers at the Netherlands Institute for Social Research), Hannie Olij (Manager at 

Timon, care organization for youth and family), Hanneke Eilers (Coordinator at Support for Refugees De 

Bilt) and Pauline Schipper (project leader at WOMEN INC).  

Next to the speakers, around 15 people attended the meeting. Originally, around 200 people were invited 

to the seminar, which included among others the respondents of the Dutch SOLIDUS research, the 

solidarity initiatives that were included in the SOLIDUS research, research institutes and knowledge 

institutes related to subjects of solidarity and active citizenship and fellow university researchers. 

Unfortunately though, many did not respond, were engaged otherwise or were on leave as the seminar 

took place during a school-holiday in the Netherlands.  

 

Set up 

The meeting started with a lunch, so that people had the chance to informally meet. After the lunch the 

seminar started with a welcome speech by Trudie Knijn, who right after that presented the most 

important findings of SOLIDUS in an international perspective.  

After the internationally-based findings, Marit Hopman presented the most important findings of the 

Dutch part of the SOLIDUS research. Paul Dekker responded to the SOLIDUS findings, questioned 

solidarity with ‘the ones like me’ by stating that he feels less solidarity with white high educated men than 
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with  vulnerable people and put some question marks at the findings of the European solidarity survey 

based on the research he himself conducts and has conducted 

After a brief coffee break a panel discussion was held with the invited speakers mentioned above. The 

discussion was framed around three statements that were based on SOLIDUS findings:  

1.       A retrenching welfare state increases the “costs” of solidarity for citizens and thereby undermines 

the solidarity in a society.   

2.       Collaboration with the government is a necessity for solidarity initiatives in order to exert some 

influence: it is therefore inevitable that initiatives adjust to the wishes and demands of government bodies 

3.       Solidarity with vulnerable groups requires a certain amount of ‘moral courage’ of citizens and, 

consequently, is not something that can be expected of everyone.   

The panel discussion was also open to questions of the audience.  

 

Panel discussion 

Most speakers agreed with the first statement that the costs of solidarity are increasing for citizens. Some 

nuances were made. One speaker for instance remarked that the increasing costs threaten the benefits of 

doing volunteer work (e.g. social contacts, a sense of satisfaction). Others remark that the higher costs also 

include a form of professionalization of volunteer work and often more control and auditing from 

government bodies.  

Collaboration with the government – which was the core of the second statement – is perceived more 

ambiguously by all invited speakers. For the solidarity initiatives, the dependency on funding and the 

involved accounting causes insecurity about the sustainability of projects. At the same time the solidarity 

initiatives also see certain benefits to private-public collaboration: it enhances opportunities to 

(re)develop projects to the specificities of the local context and it opens up new avenues for networking 

working. Importantly though, and all speakers agree to this, dependency on funding should not result in 

situations in which solidarity initiatives fear to criticize policy decisions.  

The issue of moral courage is also seen in most of the initiatives particularly so when working with groups 

that are generally contested in Dutch society (e.g. refugees, teenage mothers), and volunteers ought to be 

protected against such outings of aggression that can increase the burden of volunteer work. Others 

remark that moral courage could also be perceived as standing up against the general attitude that doing 

good would be a form of arrogance, but also that solidarity requires to be solidary with people who may 

not be perfect.  


