
K
raakverb

od 
th

e n
ew

 law
 forb

id
d

in
g

 sq
u

attin
g

 in
 th

e N
eth

erlan
d

s.

In
 2

0
0
8
 three p

olitical p
arties (C

D
A
, C

hristenU
nie and

 V
V
D

) b
egan

 w
orking on

 the new
 law

 "K
raken

 en
Leegstand

 W
et". It aim

s to com
p
letely crim

inalizing any and
 every form

 of sq
uatting in

 the w
hole country. O

n
the 1

5
th

 of O
ctober 2

0
0
9
 the D

utch
 parliam

ent (Tw
eede K

am
er) voted

 in
 favour of the new

 law
. The parties that

sup
p
orted

 this sq
uatting b

an
 w

ere V
V
D

, C
hristenU

nie, S
G

P, C
D

A
, P

V
V
 and

 the ind
ep

end
ent m

em
b
er of the

p
arliam

ent R
ita Verd

onk.

For the new
 law

 to be passed
 the senate (E

erste K
am

er) still has to vote on
 it. 

W
h

at ex
actly

 d
oes th

is law
 say?

In
 general you

 can
 sp

lit it into tw
o p

arts. 

The first one b
rings changes to law

s in
 H

et W
etb

oek van
 S

trafrecht, H
et W

etb
oek van

 S
trafvord

ering and
U

itleveringsw
et. Those are the new

 articles that w
ill forb

id
 sq

uatting.

H
et W

etb
oek

 van
 Strafrech

t:
- change in

 art. 138
- new

 art. 138
 section

 a
- existing art. 138

 section
 a becom

es art. 138
 section

 ab
- change in

 art. 139
 section

 b
- rem

oval of art. 4
2
9
 together w

ith
 all its sections.

H
et W

etb
oek

 van
 Strafvord

erin
g:

- change in
 art. 67

 section
 b

- new
 art. 551

 section
 a.

U
itleverin

gsw
et:

- change in
 art. 51

 section
 a.

The second
 part of the law

 brings changes to Leegstandw
et and

 H
uisvestingsw

et. S
hortly, these changes aim

 to
p
revent em

p
tiness and

 to fine ow
ners that keep

 their p
rop

erties em
p
ty.

W
h

at d
oes it m

ean
?

The first part of the law
 (on

 w
hich

 w
e focus in

 this pam
phlet) puts the act of squatting on

 the list of crim
es. In

general the article 1
3
8
a says that anyone w

ho enters or stays in
 an

 em
pty building w

ill be accused
 of squatting,

w
hich

 is forb
id

d
en

 by law
 and

 thus p
unishable. This m

eans a third
 category fine or up

 to one year of
im

p
risonm

ent. If violence or threaths are involved
, the p

unishm
ent w

ill b
e a fourth

 category fine or up
 to tw

o
years of prison. Furtherm

ore, if the act of squatting is 'com
m

itted' by tw
o or m

ore people, the punishm
ent m

ay
b
e one third

 higher. 

S
o the new

 law
 w

ill b
ring tw

o m
ajor changes:

- The act of squatting, w
hich

 m
ainly m

eans the occupation
 of a building that is em

pty or not in
 use, w

ill be
totally forbidden. The tim

e the building has been
 em

pty doesn't m
atter since the article 4

2
9
 (according to

w
hich

 a build
ing that had

 b
een

 em
p
ty for m

ore than
 a year could

 b
e 'legally' sq

uatted
) w

ill b
e com

p
letely

rem
oved

. O
f course b

reaking into build
ings that are in

 use is still p
unishable from

 article 1
3
8
, w

ith
 an

 extra

high
 m

axim
um

 punishm
ent (w

hich
 is tw

o years of p
rison

 or fourth
 category fine).  

- S
im

p
ly b

eing in
 a sq

uatted
 build

ing w
ill also b

e a crim
e. This b

asically m
eans anyone in

 any and
 every

squatted
 house. H

ow
 long the house has been

 squatted
 doesn't m

atter at all. This m
eans that anyone staying in

a sq
uat, not only the p

eop
le w

ho live there, but even
 those w

ho are just visiting or p
assing by, is b

asically
com

m
itting a crim

e. D
uring a p

ossible p
olice raid

 even
 guests that are officially living som

ew
here else can

 b
e

detained
 and

 prosecuted.

The new
 article 551a says that in

 case of com
m

iting a crim
e from

 article 138, 138a and
 139

 from
 the book of law

(H
et W

etb
oek van

 S
trafrecht) every p

olicem
an

 can
 com

e in
 to a house w

ithout a w
arrant and

 arrest every
p
erson

 in
 that house p

lus rem
ove all the b

elongings or ord
er their rem

oval. This article m
eans that the ow

ner
of a build

ing d
oesn't have to file a com

p
laint to the p

olice in
 ord

er to start the eviction
 p

rocess. The ow
ner can

even
 b

e in
 d

ifferent country (m
ayb

e hid
ing from

 the D
utch

 "justice" system
), b

ut the p
olice w

ill still have the
right to d

efend
 their p

rop
erty from

 sq
uatters. 

W
h

at d
oes th

is m
ean

 in
 p

ractice?

The D
utch

 p
arliam

ent suggests using hard
 rep

ression
 d

uring the first six m
onths from

 the m
om

ent of
im

plem
enting the law

. B
y doing so, the parliam

ent expects to scare aw
ay the m

ajority of squatters and
 their

sup
p
orters, and

 sep
arate the sup

p
osed

 'soft core' from
 the so-called

 'hard
core' sq

uatters. They are counting on
these 'hard

core sq
uatters' b

eing a very sm
all group

 that can
 then

 b
e easily controlled

 by goverm
ent force. A

fter
this first half a year the parliam

ent expects a total 'extinction' of squatting. 

That's how
 the p

oliticians im
agine their theory b

eing executed
. P

ractice, how
ever, is going to b

e d
ifferent.

P
ublic p

rosecution
 already now

 says that the p
ublic p

rocecution, not the p
arliam

ent, is the force that
im

p
lem

ents law
s and

 that they w
ill d

ecid
e on

 p
riorities. The q

uestion
 is if the p

rosecutors and
 the p

olice, w
ith

m
ayors as the chiefs of the police, have enough

 resources (this m
eans the num

bers of cops, m
aterial and

technical supplies, num
ber of places in

 prisons etc.) to im
plem

ent the new
 law

 the w
ay the parliam

ent w
ants it.

The m
ayor w

ill still have final say over eviction
 ord

ers for various reasons, but in
 the case of ord

ering not to
evict the house ow

ner can
 start a court procedure against the m

ayor's decision. These kind
 of cases have

already hap
p
ened

 in
 the p

ast, and
 usually the jud

ge overules the m
ayors d

ecision
 in

 the ow
ners favour. 

It's im
portant to also pay attention

 to security issues. S
quatting being classified

 as a crim
e gives the police and

p
rosecution

 a w
hole new

 set of rep
ression

 tools, like telep
hone tap

p
ing, longer custody tim

e b
efore court cases

and
 so on.

Law
yers investigating the law

 and
 looking for loop

holes in
 it agreed

 that the law
 is w

ritten
 in

 a w
ay that

fighting for sq
uatting in

 a court room
 m

ight b
e im

p
ossible. The only p

lace to fight for sq
uatting w

ill b
e on

 the
streets, w

here by constant sq
uatting p

eop
le can

 show
 that the new

 law
 d

oesn't w
ork in

 p
ractice and

 that p
eop

le
w

ere, are and
 w

ill be squatting. S
om

e law
yers suggest not allow

ing ourselves to be scared
 of the m

axim
um

p
unishm

ents, as they exist as a scare elem
ent and

 their ap
p
lication

 w
ill rem

ain
 the d

ecision
 and

 interp
retation

of jud
ges. This is also w

hy it's extrem
ely im

p
ortant to not let ourselves b

e d
ivid

ed
 into 'good

' and
 'b

ad
',

'sofcore' and
 'hard

core' sq
uatters. 

The law
 is still not im

p
lem

ented
 and

 nob
ody know

s how
 it w

ill look like in
 p

ractice, but one thing is certain:
every existing sq

uat should
 p

rep
are their b

arricad
es and

 have their b
ouw

stem
p
els ready. A

s for future
squatting actions, our strategies need

 to b
e com

p
letely rethought and

 changed
 accord

ing to the new
 reality w

e
are about to face.

Th
e fu

n
 is over,  it's tim

e to
 figh

t! 


