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Introduction   

In modern times states cannot afford to be so naive as to think they do not need intelligence agencies. 

And if the ongoing reports on the activities of the NSA have taught us anything, it is that secret services 

are, in fact, all around us.  

That being said, there is an inherent tension between the concept of public administration and that of 

secret services. Intelligence agencies can be highly powerful and influential. They can use means of 

investigation, which are usually not available to regular investigation or law enforcement officers. 

Moreover, on the basis of reports by intelligence agencies far reaching decisions are made, such as: is 

the level of terrorist threats so high that our privacy should be infringed? Should someone be allowed 

to work in a government position? Or, should we launch a military mission?  

In this symposium a general introduction will be given on the matter of democratic scrutiny of 

intelligence agencies, and the ethical dimension of their work. The perspective is that of smaller 

European countries with a similar political and constitutional framework. From this perspective, special 

attention will be given to the question how parliaments can deal with intelligence that was gathered 

by secret services of other, larger states. If it is already difficult to scrutinize one’s own intelligence 

agencies, how should we deal with information of which the source cannot always be traced back? 

This symposium will approach the topic of parliamentary control and intelligence agencies from a 

comparative perspective. Two opening introductions will be given on the dilemma of confidentiality 

versus public scrutiny and on current developments in public scrutiny of intelligence agencies. Then, 

focusing on the three Benelux-countries, the question of parliament´s role will be addressed from both 

a legal and a political point of view. The focus on the Benelux-countries provides an opportunity to 

take an in-depth look at the way parliamentary control over intelligence agencies is organized in 

smaller countries with a relatively similar constitutional structure. Do they encounter the same 

problems? And if so, which solutions seem to work best and can we learn from each other.  
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Registration via: wytze.vanderwoude@maastrichtuniversity.nl 

http://www.maastrichtuniversity.nl/web/Institutes/MontesquieuInstituteMaastricht1.htm
http://www.maastrichtuniversity.nl/web/Home.htm


 

 

Montesquieu Institute Maastricht University 

 

Programme  

 

Chair: Aalt Willem Heringa   

 

14:00    Welcome 

 Aalt Willem Heringa  (Professor of Constitutional law) 

14.10 Intelligence, Ethics and Democratic Control 

Peter Keller (NISA/BISC, formerly employed by the BVD (Dutch intelligence service) and the Security 

Directorate of the European Commission)  

14:30    Parliamentary scrutiny: short introduction on the legal framework of the Benelux countries 

 Wytze van der Woude (Assistant professor Constitutional law) 

14.45  Q&A and Discussion   

15.15 Coffee & tea break  

15:30  Parliamentary Control in Luxemburg 

Alex Bodry  (MP, Chairman of the 2013 parliamentary enquiry into the Luxemburg secret service and 

former minister) 

15.50  Parliamentary Control in Belgium 

Hans Vanhevele (Counsellor for the Permanent Parliamentary Committee of Oversight on Intelligence 

Agencies of the Belgian Senate) 

16.10 Parliamentary Control in the Netherlands 

Jan Schinkelshoek  (former Member of the Second Chamber of the States-General) 

 

16.30 Panel discussion 

 

17.15 End of programme 
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