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Dear members, dear friends,

There has never been a congress of the Mouvement at a time when so many uncertainties

and crises have accumulated.

Where would we be if an American president wanted to abolish science and education, and

ban words like diversity and climate crisis from the state?

The wars in Ukraine, Israel, Palestine, and many other regions of the world, which are seldom

discussed, are overwhelming.

Fighting the climate crisis and the loss of biodiversity: the ultimate
peacekeeping.

The world order is being rewritten. In the arms race, no one uses the term "pragmatic," but
according to the rhetoric, it is about peacekeeping. Now, all financial resources are being
unlocked. The amounts now being voted on urgently for armament far exceed those that
were decided, after long years of negotiations, to fight the climate crisis or are still waiting for

a decision.

Even the "added value" that could result from the arms buildup is often emphasized. But
where is the real sustainable economic "added value" that climate and biodiversity protection
could generate? Wouldn’t that be a topic?



The Prime Minister spoke of a historic time. Yes, we share that analysis. But not only because
of America, Russia, the war in Ukraine, etc., but also because the entire planet is on the brink
of collapse. We are now facing a historic responsibility: to save our planet for future
generations. This is what we expect from this government.

A clear call from the Meco congress is: climate and biodiversity protection is also the ultimate
peacekeeping, just like education and democracy: invest massively now in these crucial areas
for the future!

But in reality, we have known for a long time that our economic and social system can no
longer continue this way. The countries of the Global South will no longer participate
indefinitely in the exploitation of their resources and people — some even speak of a new
colonialism. | can’t even imagine what will happen if we fail in the energy and climate
transition. What will happen in society, but also in the political environment, when millions
of climate refugees stand in front of our "doors" — or rather, our "bells"? What will happen if
thousands of billions are needed to contain the most terrible misery in our countries because
of the tipping climate? The same goes for biodiversity. It’s always easy to say: we are
destroying the foundations of our existence... and those of future generations... But if we
realize that around 2 million species worldwide are threatened with extinction, thus affecting
the foundation of our existence, it becomes almost unbearable.

The great social inequalities are also time bombs. When the top 1% of the wealthiest people
hold 50% of the global wealth, everyone knows that this can’t continue forever. Even in
Luxembourg, if the gap between the rich and the poor widens, if the housing problem remains
unsolved... then we shouldn’t be surprised if the foundations of our society increasingly crack
and risk causing everything to fall apart!

Perhaps even the right-wing shift we are seeing today was partly foreseeable. Without
wanting to accept it or give it legitimacy: if politics gives the impression that crucial future
guestions are not being addressed, it is the ideal breeding ground for populists.

Thus, the dramatic world situation in which we find ourselves could not have been anticipated
in this form and speed. But we have known for decades that the foundations of our
democracy, of our coexistence on this planet, have been in danger.

That is why we are now faced with a direction choice. Are we going to — like America and
others — embrace an authoritarian neoliberal capitalism, where in fact corporations, the
rich will dictate what happens? Are we going to treat our natural resources solely as a
commodity to be exploited for short-term gain? Are we going to make a "rollback" on social,



ecological, and economic issues? Are we going to embrace a discourse that defines the arms
industry as a necessary economic sector?

No! Quite the opposite! In the face of an authoritarian international capitalism, mostly —
unfortunately — dominated by men, we oppose a democratic model based on the common
good, international solidarity, and respect for our environment. This is our position, this is
Meco's position.

Of course, everyone has moments where they wonder if engagement is still worth it.
Shouldn't we withdraw into our private sphere instead? But if we were all here today, it’s not
to say "But no, just now!" It’s for our children, because people everywhere in the world are
rising and want to be part of this alliance, because engagement is enriching, because we
believe in a positive future and it makes sense. Just now!

The government has now been in office for 1.5 years. When one knows that, in general, the
most measures are implemented in the first half of a legislative period, it is urgent to take
action now.

Certainly, some things are in progress: the Ministry of the Environment is working on
developing a climate adaptation plan, the Ministry of Energy has finally received
reinforcement for heat planning in municipalities, and there are positive developments in
new concepts for business zones by the Ministry of Economy. The record of 1.5 years of
government work in the environmental field is neither black nor white.

But: what would have come out if we had asked the question: "Say something positive that
this government has implemented in the field of sustainable development so far?" What
would have come out of it? Has the tram extension been continued without interruption?
Have renewable energy subsidies been maintained, even though some were reduced? Have
we seen more innovative measures?

On the other hand, if | asked the question: "What seems negative to you about this
government?" | fear you would immediately mention a long list of issues in the field of
sustainability: lack of biodiversity protection in the nature protection law reform, vote in favor
of GMOs at the EU level, agreement to reduce the protection status of wolves at the EU level...
and so on. Another example: there is a climate platform created by the climate protection
law, involving trade unions, employers, municipalities, and NGOs, which is supposed to
accompany the government in its climate-related decisions. This platform was convened for
the first time in December of last year, after several reminders from our side, that is, after the
government had already been in office for over a year and had already taken controversial
decisions. But today, more than three months later, there is still no report from that meeting.
If an NGO worked like this, it would be quickly criticized... Do you know what one of the



important decisions was? The government was supposed to send a report with an analysis of
the implementation of the climate and energy plan. Don’t they know that or why is it taking

so long?

The Prime Minister stated at the CSV congress, according to press reports: "Regarding nature
and climate protection, as well as renewable energy, he said it is important to find a pragmatic
middle ground."

Pragmatic, according to Duden, means "goal-oriented," but | fear our government has a
different definition: "what is easy to achieve." And so far, apparently, very little has been
"easily achievable." Besides talking about simplifying procedures, which, to date, has not

really borne fruit in our field, many achievements are still in question.

| will try to summarize our ideas in 4 points.
1. A more ecological, social, and just society — these goals are inseparably linked!

Ecology and social issues go hand in hand; they are two sides of the same coin. This issue is
also part of the coalition agreement. But apart from a bill aimed at introducing advance
financing for solar installations, not much concrete has been done so far.

This government must, like all EU countries, submit a "social plan for the climate." In
December, after pressure from us, the government finally communicated that a draft of the
plan would be put into public consultation in February and sent to Brussels by the end of June,
as required by the EU. Such a strategic document should be developed in collaboration with
the relevant actors on the ground. However, according to our response, this would be a bad
approach if the government were to settle for that. After the criticisms, we hoped for a change
of approach, as people from the ministries said that the government had changed its mind
and there would now be an exchange with partners before the public release of the
document. But just yesterday, an email from the Ministry of the Environment arrived. Do you
know what this dialogue consists of? A text with a list of existing tools and a questionnaire
with 6 questions to collect people’s opinions. Well, yes, if that's the importance the
government gives to this topic. Why do | insist on this? Because it says a lot!

We demand that this government finally take responsibility and lead a serious social and
ecological transition. There are people, everywhere in the world and here, who have less
money but are the least responsible for the climate and biodiversity crises, yet they are the
most affected. They don’t live in a nice bungalow in the countryside but rather on a busy

street where they have rented accommodation.

The Minister of State once said that we need a functional economy for social policy to work.

But he did not mention ecology in this context.



Our response is: without a dignified social and environmental policy, there is no functional
economy! Let me be clear, a stable economy oriented toward the common good is essential.
And Luxembourg must remain an industrial site. But the era of wild capitalism, where
everything submits, must be over.

It is incomprehensible to us that Gilles Roth advocated, at an international summit, against
higher taxes on the rich.

We demand, as Meco, among other things:

e Tax the super-rich: We need a global tax on the super-rich. Luxembourg must make
its voice heard in all European and international forums on this issue.

e A serious strategy to include people with less money in the ecological transition.

¢ The development and strengthening of social measures to support truly low-income
households.

e Concrete measures to also include people without homes or those living in shared
ownership in the energy transition.

e Aretraining program for people working in sectors where, due to social reforms, there
is no longer a future in their old positions.

e Asalsodemanded by the Chamber of Employees, clear measures to reduce the effects
of global warming in the workplace.

We, as Meco, finally demand clear and binding measures in favor of a just ecological and
social transition!

| have already mentioned this. Minister Serge Wilmes, by voting for the lifting of the wolf
protection status at the EU level, broke with Luxembourg’s long-standing position. Luc
Frieden and the CSV broke the consensus against nuclear energy, which had existed for
decades in Luxembourg, by claiming that investments should again be made in nuclear
research and that nuclear energy should no longer be part of the EU taxonomy. Recently,
Martine Hansen gave her approval for the opening of GMOs. Luxembourg also seems to
support the so-called omnibus legislative initiative at the EU level, which dramatically
challenges ecological standards and human and social rights. According to our analysis,
Luxembourg seems, at the EU level, to be a major supporter of neoliberal policies and certain
setbacks in social and ecological areas.

Apparently, the exit from combustion engine vehicles is also in danger. There is also a major
risk that other regulations on biodiversity protection will be questioned... It has been



suggested that the chemical TFA, used in eggs, should be classified as harmless, and the
controversial Mercosur free trade agreement is advancing.

At the EU level, a strong wind is blowing. We want, like many other NGOs and engaged
people, to oppose this. We expect the government to be more transparent about what our
country is advocating for on the European and international stage. We also call on the
opposition parties to get more involved in these issues.

We demand that our government defend strong environmental and social rules.

If the EU were to become only a tool for blind liberalism, it should not be surprising if more
and more people turn away from it.

This government has succeeded, as Jean-Claude Juncker said, in bringing trade unions
together on the issue of Sunday work and collective agreements. It has also succeeded in
getting about thirty civil society organizations to come together in the VOCO platform — Voice
in Esperanto — to advocate for the rights of a strong civil society.

We are the beating heart of democracy, we stand for the exchange of diverse perspectives in
society, and we support hundreds — thousands of people who, in their free time, contribute
to making our society a vibrant one. After the Caritas affair, statements from the government
and majority parties led to concerns about whether the government recognized this role. The
Prime Minister told us in an interview that he considered NGOs to be immensely important.
We are happy about that. But now we expect clear measures:

e The VOCO alliance has spoken out about the bills concerning place bans and the right
to protest. We expect to have an open exchange on these arguments, which could
also influence decisions.

e The times when a citizen or an NGO could only request “documents” must be over.
We need real access to information, and the law must be reformed in this regard.

e There is a sporting leave. We also need an associative leave for social engagement so
that people with responsibilities in an NGO can take leave for a meeting with a
ministry, a press conference, etc.

¢ Andwe need, even though it is an inheritance from the previous government, a reform
of the NGO law, which is often used to harass associations.

The best way to combat right-wing extremism is not to talk against them and demonize them.
The best method is to strengthen democracy, a lively civil society, dialogue, and access to
information within society. A warm appeal: Dedicate a portion of your thoughts, which are



currently turned against the right, to supporting other forces in society, and finally, give
importance to the real dossiers and future issues!

The proposed reform of the nature protection law, as it is currently written, is a symbol of a
failed nature protection policy. Biodiversity, green spaces, and community structures would
be seriously jeopardized. All of this without the bill being professionally or scientifically
reviewed. Furthermore, the procedural issues in the approval process are still unresolved. It
is a bill that does not live up to its promises. We oppose it and have made constructive
proposals to solve these procedural issues while also taking steps for biodiversity. We have
already met with the CSV and DP, and a meeting is scheduled with the Green Party. But will
this succeed in turning the ship around? Our message is clear: housing and nature protection
can go hand in hand! This bill is not suitable! It must be reformed!

But let’s leave some room for constructive reflection:

There is still time for this government to take decisive measures in our field, but it must act
immediately. We ask the government to get to work on sustainable development:

e Where do we stand with the implementation of the national climate and energy plan?
Clear decisions must be made.

e Ensure that organic products are served in all public canteens, hospitals, nursing
homes, daycares... This will benefit agriculture, people’s health, and the local
economy. Redirect a larger portion of the hundreds of millions in subsidies directed at
agriculture toward a policy that supports small agricultural businesses and those who
protect nature, water, and soil.

e Send a strong signal and show greatness by not allocating 20 million euros for large
industrial vegetable and fruit crops without criteria for cultivation but using that
money for family-run and organic production. Modify the bill accordingly!

e Actimmediately to reduce the use of pesticides and persistent chemicals in our waters
— groundwater, surface water, and drinking water.

e The action plan for organic farming is nearing its end. The goals of this plan have been
largely missed. A fair analysis must be made of its failures, and a new plan must be
created with the necessary tools for its implementation.

e Support renovation, as called for by a strong alliance of architects, heritage protectors,
university scholars, and environmental movements within the framework of the
European initiative "House Europe" and in Luxembourg, rather than focusing primarily
on new construction.



e Luxembourg continues to spend large sums of money, which fuels the environmental
crisis and biodiversity loss. Stop this. We need a "green budget."

e The biodiversity crisis will not be solved by simply optimizing procedures. For example,
each year, 570 hectares of meadows need to be renaturalized, but we are only at 15-
20 hectares. Biodiversity must become a real priority!

e Implement a consistent electricity pricing policy, ensure that solar and wind energy
remain cheaper than fossil fuels, and contribute to the costs of network expansion.
Implement a reform of energy prices, so people are truly included in the transition.

e Continue the repair bonus, expand the bike network, and much more.

To finish: More and more actors are now calling for a reevaluation of the Covid period. It was
necessary, in the uncertainty of what the virus would do to us, to make quick decisions, with
all the pros and cons. For the future, it is essential to honestly assess the decisions that have
been made, as well as how we treated those who had a different opinion from the official
one.

But do you remember the surveys, such as those conducted by Meco at the time? 71% of
people said they no longer wanted to return to the old social and economic system after the
Covid crisis, that they were happy to escape the daily grind and wanted less consumption but
more social connection. Despite all the misery, there was also a sentiment: let’s use this crisis
to rethink the future. New priorities and values were also present during this period.

We had a conference with youth researchers from Germany and Luxembourg. What they said
was very interesting, and perhaps not as obvious as one might think: many young people
gained something positive from the Covid crisis. Many of them felt less stress, less pressure.

The great hope is that our engagement is to ensure that, in these times of multiple crises, the
wrong decisions are not made! But decisions for a stable and sustainable world.

You’ve probably heard what was recently decided in Paris. A majority of people decided that
500 streets for cars should be reduced and freed up for green spaces, pedestrians, and
cyclists. Would you have believed that? Well, only 4% of people participated. But what does
that prove? Engagement pays off, it moves forward... And changes are always initiated by a
small part of society before being more widely supported.

We will now present Meco's activity report. It is more than impressive. Have we accomplished
everything? No, not really. Has our engagement brought something? Clearly, yes!



Thank you again for the solidarity of each and every one of you! We must take care to use
our strengths and emotions wisely. But what a strong group we form! And let’s use these
crises, as dramatic as they are, as a lever to shape a positive future.

"It is hard to save the world as a volunteer while others destroy it professionally." — Eckart
von Hirschhausen (on NGOs), but let’s try anyway!



