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On the occasion of the 25th Anniversary of the  
Quaker Council for European Affairs 

 

 

 

 

 

The genesis of a concern 
 

 

Looking back some thirty years, it is astonishing to realise how few in number 
the small group of Friends and Attenders were when they moved into Brussels to 
work in the European Institutions, mainly after Britain had joined the European 
Economic Community. It was one of those knots in time when good forces come 
together; the European Economic Community was expanding and opening up to 
the so-called Third World after a period of decolonisation. Diplomatic 
representation multiplied, new businesses with international interests moved 
into Brussels.  
 
Anglo-Dutch and Irish Friends, some experienced in patiently nurturing a 
concern,  found themselves worshipping together after the manner of Friends in 
private homes before a recognised Meeting for Worship was set up. And they 
had a dream, a dream that became a concern. With youthful enthusiasm and 
confidence they saw great openings for political Quaker work to be done in 
Brussels.  Yet let there be no mistake: realising a concern is a long and arduous 
task involving a commitment that answers a greater authority than our personal 
interests.    
 
When we celebrate the 25th anniversary of the Quaker Council for European 
Affairs we want to give thanks for the faithfulness of those early Brussels 
Friends:  the de Hartogs, the Kendalls, the Bonds, the Keerys, Jonathan Fryer, 
Ruth Bahri and others.  Following the genesis of a concern from its seed form to 
the full-grown fruit is a very spiritual and fascinating journey that we now look 
back on almost with disbelief that this has been possible.  
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Early Friends after Meeting at 28 avenue de la Brabançonne, March 1980 
 

 

 

 

Wuppertal September 1974  
  

 

In 1974 Friends Committee for Consultation (FWCC) – European and Near East 
Section (ENES) and Friends Peace and International Relations of London Yearly 
Meeting agreed to sponsor a meeting called for by individual Friends in Brussels 
who were seeking wider support for their concern.  
 
The Wuppertal Consultation was chaired by Gunnar Sundberg of Sweden Yearly 
Meeting and attended by thirty one Friends from Brussels, Switzerland, 
Denmark, Sweden, Great Britain, the Federal Republic of Germany, France, the 
Netherlands and Norway. A Statement was issued, co-signed by Gunnar 
Sundberg, Margaret Gibbins of FWCC (ENES) and Kenneth A. Lee, General 
Secretary of Friends Peace and International Relations Committee of London 
Yearly Meeting.  It acknowledged that the nine member countries1 of the 
European Community had made considerable economic progress and that 
interdependence was fostering cooperation and peace in Western Europe after 
centuries of war. The responsibility of Friends was to help leading politicians 
assist the Council of Ministers in adequately addressing the urgent needs of our 
rapidly evolving society, evils such as the unequal distribution of wealth and 

                                                
1
 Belgium, Denmark, Federal Republic of Germany, France, Ireland, Italy, Luxembourg, the Netherlands, the 

UK 
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capital and discrimination in the application of justice; the waste of resources 
and energy through the production of unnecessary goods and their harmful 
ecological effects; action in favour of deprived regions and people and for those 
who contribute to our welfare without adequate compensation, like migrant 
workers and developing countries.     
 
The Wuppertal Statement attracted wide attention in Europe and in the USA and 
stimulated discussion amongst Friends. For a proper consideration of Quaker 
representation in Brussels, the concern needed to be tested  and supported by a 
much wider platform of Friends than just Friends in Brussels and a few Europe-
minded others - not only for  reasons of principle but also for possible financial 
implications. The first step forward had to be the structuring of a Meeting for 
Worship in Brussels, which could own the Brussels representation concern. 1975 
saw the consolidation of the Quaker group in Brussels.     
 
After holding a Meeting for Worship each Sunday for four weeks, Friends in 
Brussels decided to hold their first Meeting for Business on 2nd March 1975.  The 
minutes of that meeting were still unnumbered, indicating that the routine was 
not there yet. It was not self evident for a small group of very busy people to 
start a Meeting for Worship after the manner of Friends in a country with three 
cultures and languages, and  no tradition of Quakerism. The very few existing 
Belgian Friends were in touch with France Yearly Meeting. One can be thankful 
for the great care which Friends took in establishing the new Meeting for Worship 
according to advice gained through the proper channels of consultation and for 
having the patience to follow “right procedure”. It is safe to say that without a 
concern to set up a Meeting for Worship under the care of a legitimate parent 
body (FWCC-ENES), there would not have been a concern leading to the birth of 
the Quaker Council for European Affairs.    
 
For a good understanding of QCEA’s history it is helpful to have a quick look at 
the Minutes of the Meeting for Business of the Brussels worship group of March 
1975:  

 “After the fourth regular weekly Meeting for Worship, some 15 
Friends and Attenders assembled for the first Meeting for Business of 

the newly formed Brussels Meeting of the Society of Friends, on 2nd of 
March 1975.    
 Marjorie de Hartog took over the office of clerk (from Brian 

Kendall, who had been Acting Clerk) and asked Friends and others 
present to consider the role of the new Meeting.  Should it come under 

the care of a Yearly Meeting such as France, the Netherlands, or 

London, or, given the unusual transient position of most of the 
members, should we come under the care of Friends World Committee 

for Consultation, European Near East Section (FWCC-ENES), thus 
avoiding attachment to a specific Anglo-Saxon body?  

 A lively discussion followed and finally the meeting gave Marjorie 
de Hartog authority to pursue this matter during her forthcoming visit 
to London when she would visit Friends House, and seek their advice 

and counsel. It was agreed that any publicity or Epistle relating to the 
new Meeting be deferred until this matter was settled. The Clerk then 

read a passage from Philadelphia “Faith and Practice” describing the 

appointment of Committees of the Meeting.”  2 

                                                
2
    Minutes of the Meeting for Business of the Brussels worship group  of March 1975 
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Two weeks later the Clerk called a special meeting at the home of Jan and 
Marjorie de Hartog, attended by eight Friends and Margaret Gibbins, Executive 
Secretary of Friends World Committee for Consultation, European and Near East 
Section (FWCC-ENES). The Clerk then spoke – as had been discussed on 2nd 

March - of the group’s strongly felt need to be brought under the care of a body 
such as Friends World Committee for Consultation, European and Near East 
Section (ENES) rather than France or Netherlands Yearly Meeting, for the 
following reasons:  
 

a) The schismatic situation that exists in Belgium between the French and 
Dutch speaking populations and our wish to remain available to 
everyone. The desire to establish a more structured Meeting than 
existed hitherto. In recent years, Brussels had gone through a period 
of great change and development and has now become an 
international city, truly the capital of Europe. People of many countries 
now live and work in Brussels, and the Friends here, wishing to reach 
out and minister to their needs, find it imperative that a properly 
affiliated Monthly Meeting be established without delay. 

b) Friends attending the Meeting would apply for transfer of membership 
to a Brussels Monthly Meeting and present attenders would be able to 
apply for full membership.  

 
 

 

 
 

                                    Jan and Marjorie de Hartog 

 

 

Marjorie consulted with Tayeko Yamanouchi and William Barton of FWCC (World 
Office), Arthur White and Geoffrey Bowes of London Yearly Meeting, Alun Davies 
of Friends Service Council (London Yearly Meeting), and they all urged her to get 
in touch with Margaret Gibbins of FWCC-ENES.   And so she did.  
 
During a stopover in Brussels, Margaret Gibbins spoke to the group and felt that 
she would be able to carry the concern with her to Friends in the Lebanon where 
she was to attend the Annual Meeting of FWCC-ENES, but that before this 
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concern was relayed to the meeting of the FWCC-ENES Section, France YM and 
Netherlands YM should be advised of the new situation. Meetings for Worship in 
Brussels had been under the care of France Yearly Meeting and several Belgian 
Friends were still members of France Yearly Meeting. Jan de Hartog agreed to 
advise Netherlands Yearly Meeting.  
 
Margaret felt that, as there were indeed precedents for the request from 
Brussels, this was a legitimate concern, and she was hopeful that the Section 
would agree to take the new Meeting under its care, in which case it would 
become a Monthly Meeting.  
  
At the Meeting for Business of 18 June 1975 the Clerk read a letter from 
Margaret Gibbins confirming the Minute concerning Brussels’ application for 
membership as discussed (and accepted) at the Annual Meeting of the FWCC – 
ENES Section in the Lebanon.   

 
Now being established and registered with the appropriate Friends’ bodies as a 
Monthly Meeting, Brussels Monthly Meeting could accept Friends into 
membership, and it could seek support for a concern from the wider Quaker 
community. Brussels Monthly Meeting experienced a sudden expansion of 
members.  

 
At the Meeting for Business of 17 September 1975, it was minuted that eight 
transfers of membership and applications for membership had been received, 
including one from Fred Tize of Heide-Kalmthout (Antwerp), then already in his 
seventies. Fred Tize would soon be instrumental in starting Meeting for Worship 
in Antwerp.  A letter had also been received from the Van Droogenbroecks 
expressing the wish that their membership of France Yearly Meeting be 
transferred to Brussels.   
 
 

 

 

A Growing Concern  
 

 

The same Meeting for Business noted two minutes relating to the growing 
concern of the Meeting that a Quaker International Affairs Representative (QIAR) 
be appointed in Brussels. One announced a visit from Madelaine Jéquier, the 
chairman (!) of Friends World Committee for Consultation, European and Near 
East Section (FWCC-ENES) on her way from Switzerland to London to attend the 
Interim Committee meeting for the 13th Triennial of FWCC, which was to be held 
in Hamilton, Canada.  It was most urgently felt that space should be found at the 
Interim Committee meeting for this concern on the agenda.  

 
The second minute noted a letter received from Alun Davies of the Friends 
Service Council (London Yearly Meeting) which expressed interest in the concern 
of a QIAR in Brussels and suggested we work closely with the Ecumenical Centre 
in Brussels.  Brian Kendall reported on his correspondence with Douglas Sanders, 
Secretary of the Peace and International Relations Committee - Europe Group of 
London Yearly Meeting. Douglas Sanders suggested, owing to the lack of funds, 
that a postgraduate student might be considered. There were hesitations as 
Friends were not quite clear yet about what exactly a possible QIAR would be 
expected to do and a preliminary study of twelve months was suggested. The 
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Meeting felt that this was a practical suggestion which would be more feasible for 
those who must consider supporting it on a world-wide scale. It was felt that 
Brussels MM could offer financial support to the making of such a study and to a 
lesser degree to an eventual permanent representative, bearing in mind the 
transient nature that was likely to develop in the Meeting as people are posted 
both away from and into Brussels. Finally, Brian Kendall and Neville Keery were 
asked to work out the final proposal along the lines of which the Meeting united, 
and hand it to Madelaine Jéquier, Clerk of FWCC – ENES during her visit.  
 
The Brussels Monthly Meeting (FWCC) Statement of 21 September 1975 
regarding a Quaker International Affairs Representative (QIAR) in Brussels reads 
as follows:  
 

“Quaker interest in international relations springs from the peace 

testimony. Friends in Brussels Monthly Meeting are uniquely placed to 

have a developed view of the functioning of Europe’s relationships with 
the Third World and with COMECON3 and the Eastern bloc, and in the 

involvement of Europe with NATO4 and SHAPE5. 

 

It is a concern of the Meeting that a Quaker International Affairs 
Representative (QIAR) be present in Brussels:  both actively to 

influence decision making in these areas, and to provide a valuable 

neutral focus for use by diplomats and others on the model of the 
Quaker work in the UN and Vienna. 

 

A way has been found of gaining official access to the European 
Economic Communities by attachment to the accredited Ecumenical 

Centre [in Brussels], with full agreement of the pastor. Beyond the 

simple problem of access, however, it is the sense of the Meeting that 

a QIAR stationed in Brussels would probably have to be a widely 
experienced Friend capable of gaining the attention of case-hardened 

politicians, and seeing through camouflage to the real issues.  

 
The Meeting asks FWCC to share in its concern by appointing, as a 

matter of urgency and for a specific period, a QIAR whose task it 
would be to study and define, with God’s help, the aims, working areas  
and effectiveness of an eventual QIAR appointment. The Friend 

carrying out this initial commission should also draw up comparative 
studies with similar work in New York, Geneva, Vienna and Berlin. 

Recruitment might be on the basis of a short-term release from a 

relevant body, e.g. the Friends Service Council of London Yearly 
Meeting, or Adam Curle’s Department of Peace Studies in Bradford.6 

 
The Meeting sees this as an eventual concern for the world-wide body 

of Friends rather than for any national group. It is itself prepared to 

                                                
3
  COMECON - Economic organization from 1949 to June 1991, linking the USSR with Bulgaria, Cuba, 

Czechoslovakia, East Germany, Hungary, Mongolia, Poland, Romania, and Vietnam, with Yugoslavia as an 

associated member. Albania also belonged between 1949 and 1961. COMECON’s establishment was prompted 

by the Marshall Plan.  
4
  NATO - North Atlantic Treaty Organisation, established 4 April 1949, containing 26 alliance countries.  Based 

in Brussels.  
5  SHAPE – Supreme Headquarters Allied Powers Europe, established July 1951, based outside Mons, Belgium.  
6
 Department of Peace Studies at the University of Bradford, England. Established 1973 by British Quakers. 

Adam Curle, a French born English Quaker, became the first Professor of Peace Studies.   
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offer substantial financial support to the making of the initial study and 
to a lesser degree to an eventual permanent representative.  
 
Brussels Monthly Meeting forwards this concern for a QIAR in Brussels, 
particularly for an initial survey period, for consideration by the FWCC 
Interim Committee meeting in October for the 13th Triennial of the 

FWCC.” 
 

 
A third minute records that: Madelaine Jéquier (Clerk of FWCC/ENES) had taken 
this concern to the Interim Committee Meeting of the FWCC’s 13th Triennial. The 
Committee referred it back to the European Section as a local concern; it had a 
lukewarm reception and some opposition. Margaret Gibbbins suggested that we 
explain more fully to the European Friends the importance of the European 
Institutions in Brussels. Brian Kendall offered to draw up a more detailed 
proposal stressing the QIAR as a worldwide concern and linking the European 
Economic Community (EEC) with world concerns: this expanded version would 
be sent to all European and Near East Clerks for consideration at the Easter 1976 
FWCC/ENES gathering at Charbonnières, thence it would be taken to the July 
1976 FWCC 13th Triennial Meeting in Canada. Margaret Gibbins authorised 
Brussels Friends to submit the expanded proposal as coming directly from her. 

 
A letter from Brussels Monthly Meeting with a more detailed proposal to ‘All 
Friends Everywhere’ went out in 1975 and again in 1976 and was discussed in 
Monthly Meetings and Quarterly Meetings in a number of European Yearly 
Meetings. In February 1976 a statement was agreed upon at the Quarterly 
Meeting of Sweden Yearly Meeting for discussion at the upcoming Annual 
Meeting of FWCC/ ENES to be held at Charbonnières at Easter 1976. 
 
It contained “some arguments in favour of postponing any decision about Quaker 

Representation in Brussels”. 
 

• There were more FWCC/ENES Section countries outside the 
European Economic Community than inside;  
• A very large proportion of the Section’s financial resources were 
allocated to provide a salary for Margaret Gibbins’ successor and most of 
the remaining resources would be concentrated on Quaker representation 
at the United Nations in New York and Geneva, two FWCC bodies.  
• An annual Summer School in Brussels to make Friends better 
acquainted with the European Economic Community was suggested and 
could be the beginning of a “Friends pressure group” on EEC officials. In 
other words, meetings like the one in Wuppertal were appropriate, but an 
all-out representation was not well advised.  
• There was a fear of us being identified by people in the Third World  
– Friends and non-Friends – with the policies and politics of the EEC, and 
we would  be “incriminated” whether we wanted it or not. The EEC is seen 
as a “rich men’s club”. 
•  The European Section of FWCC consists of small and weak groups 
with one exception and must therefore thoroughly consider the tasks and 
projects we wish to and are able to carry out. Furthermore Swedish 
Friends should not like to conceal some worry that if the Brussels project 
is carried out, it will not affect the Quaker world in a unifying way. 
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Even though this lengthy Swedish statement carried considerable weight, not all 
Scandinavian Yearly Meetings were towing the same line : 
 

From the minutes of Norway Yearly Meeting of June 1976 we learn that 
“Norway Yearly Meeting has high esteem for any and every concern that 

arises from a background of mature consideration and willingness to pay 

attention to the light and insight that an individual or a group may have at 

any given time.”    For the first time concern for Friends in Eastern Europe 
is expressed: “One important point which Yearly Meeting feels should not 

be overlooked was the question of how a Quaker presence in Brussels 

would be seen and interpreted, e.g. in Eastern Europe and in the Third 
World.”  Norway Yearly Meeting did not feel it right at the present time to 
commit itself to support the idea of Quaker representation under the aegis 
of the FWCC-ENES. “In connection with the fear that has been expressed 

in some quarters that Quaker representation in Brussels might split 

Friends in Europe, we feel that Friends should be able to accept that each 
member makes his or her stand on the basis of the light and insight 

he/she has been vouchsafed. If we do not follow this line, then the very 

foundations of our efforts at reconciliation are destroyed.”  
 
 

Charlotte Clausen of Denmark Yearly Meeting read out part of a Minute from 
Norway Yearly Meeting. She also reported that Denmark Yearly meeting had 
received the proposal positively and it was noted that Denmark alone in 
Scandinavia was a member of the European Economic Community. In 
Switzerland Yearly Meeting, Lisa Berg referred to a positive response which 
encouraged further enquiry. Karen von Tucher noted for Pyrmont Yearly Meeting 
that while the response appeared positive, there was no recommendation as yet 
because of the incomplete development of the proposal.  Friends from other 
Yearly Meetings, including some outside the European and Near East Section, 
spoke to the issue.  

 
Netherlands Yearly Meeting circulated the concern amongst its Monthly Meetings 
where it was thoroughly discussed during 1975-76. Marianne Boelsma, then 
Netherlands YM representative to FWCC – ENES and later a Founder Member of 
the Quaker Council for European Affairs, spent much time and energy explaining 
the proposal to Dutch Friends.  
 
 

 
 

Jonathan Fryer, Marianne Boelsma, and Ruth Kessi 
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Fie Hooykaas and three more Dutch Friends attended a meeting in Brussels, 
called at the suggestion of FWCC/ENES and Brussels Monthly Meeting, in October 
1977. At the meeting were some 25 Friends, of which fourteen were from 
France, Switzerland, Northern Ireland, Scotland, the Federal Republic of 
Germany, England, and the Netherlands, in addition to some Friends and 
Attenders from Brussels, seven Attenders from Antwerp who were part of the 
Brussels Meeting, and even some Friends from the USA.                                                               
 
Fie Hooykaas wrote an enthusiastic report for Netherlands Yearly Meeting. In the 
face of some hesitation from the Friends Service Council of London Yearly 
Meeting, Fie quoted Douglas Sanders, chairman of the Peace and International 
Relations Committee of London Yearly Meeting as saying “Whether one is for or 

against the EEC is not the point; the EEC exists, and then this Community should 
function as best as possible.”  Rather than using the same working structures as 
at the Quaker United Offices in New York and Geneva, Douglas Sanders saw a 
Brussels QIAR as much more acting along the same lines as the Washington 
Friends Committee for National Legislation (FCNL).   

 
“There were no firm conclusions to this meeting, as some of the 

Friends present attended as individuals and others as representatives 
of their Yearly Meetings. However, a unanimous statement concluded 

that the presence of a Quaker International Affairs Representative in 

Brussels was urgent, to give both spiritual as well as practical input to 
the EEC institutions.”   

 - Extract from Fie Hooykaas’ report of the October  
   1977 meeting in Brussels, which Fie Hooykaas     
   brought to Netherlands YM in May 1978. 
 

Rudi Schwarz, in his report from the same October 1977 meeting in Brussels, 
says that the main concern of the debate was the considerations of the 
Scandinavian Friends, who were not represented but had sent in papers. On the 
other hand, the representatives from London Yearly Meeting, and from the Yearly 
Meetings of France, Switzerland, Ireland and West Germany and of Brussels 
Monthly Meeting all spoke in favour of taking a concrete step towards installing a 
Quaker representative in Brussels. Netherlands Yearly Meeting, interestingly, still 
preferred a slower process and the Danish and Swedish Friends still wanted to 
bring the concern under the FWCC/ENES Section.  
 
The Consultation clearly agreed that the Brussels Proposal should be encouraged. 
But it should take care that it would in no way hinder other international Quaker 
projects or decrease the interest of our Friends in the Quaker United Nations 
Offices in New York and Geneva. The Consultation in Brussels felt that Quaker 
work in Brussels with reference towards the EEC could only benefit the Quaker 
work in the UN.  
 
Then a number of concrete suggestions and recommendations were made - one 
of them was the advice to the Brussels Monthly Meeting to set up a Brussels 
Concern Advisory Committee (QIAR). This committee would be set up with 
advice from the FWCC/ENES. Regular reports and suggestions of the Advisory 
Committee would be sent to the FWCC Section and to the Yearly Meetings.     

 
In May 1977, Netherlands Yearly Meeting discussed the matter with great 
interest and issued some recommendations. The Epistle of that Yearly Meeting in 
session says: 
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 “An important subject on Saturday afternoon was the possible 
representative in Brussels. During the discussion it was obvious that 

members felt the importance of a “Quaker voice” in international centres 
such as Geneva and New York. Because there was no consensus about the 
necessity of having a QIAR at Brussels nor about the set-up in which such 

a QIAR ought to work, the Yearly Meeting decided to ask for more study 

on the subject.” 
 

Fie Hooykaas says in her earlier report, “….the road is still long. The first next 

thing needed is that all Yearly Meetings agree in principle, or at least do not 

oppose it.  In Bad Pyrmont the European Section of FWCC at its Annual Meeting 
will consult on the issue. Can it not, to come to an agreement in principle, be 

sufficient that our Brussels Friends working with the EEC, have such a concern 
for this issue? Three years they have been very busy with the concern. A long 

way they still have ahead.”  

 
At the FWCC/ENES Annual Meeting in Charbonnières in 1976 Jonathan Fryer 
spoke to the concern of the Brussels Monthly Meeting for the appointment of a 
Quaker representative of the FWCC at Brussels. He emphasised the importance 
of Brussels as a centre of great diplomatic activity and influence. China had made 
Brussels the negotiating point between China and Europe. The largest Chinese 
Embassy was in Brussels from which industrial investment and cultural activities 
were organised. As a result Russia had proposed that COMECON, the trading 
group of Eastern Europe, should negotiate direct with the European Economic 
Community. Anxiety was expressed about finance. One Friend said that if we 
were ready to do something the money would come and this attitude seemed 
generally accepted. It was generally felt that much more time was needed for 
the consideration of the concern which was then referred back to the constituent 
Yearly Meetings.  

 
In the corridors of the Château de Charbonnières a Dutch and a British Friend 
had a long talk about the Brussels concern, which still generated some 
correspondence later in the year : 
 

The British Friend wrote to the Dutch Friend:  
 
“When I was on holiday last summer, I met a Friend with the name of 

Arnold from whom I gathered that he was the Treasurer or something 
of the kind of an Anglo-Dutch Charity, the assets of which were in your 

country, but the money had to come back to here. It was a long and 

complicated story going back centuries. It seems that some Quaker 
had benefited from slavery or piracy and that this was conscience 

money. According to this Friend, Dutch Friends indicated that the 
money should be used towards the cost of Quaker representation 

either in New York or Geneva. I gathered that these wishes were likely 
to be respected. I wondered whether Dutch Friends had considered the 
use of the money for Quaker representation in Brussels – a valuable 

use much nearer to home. This is just a thought.     
  With best wishes, 
             ………..” 
 

The Dutch Friend wrote back that she was very glad to receive this letter.  
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Marjorie de Hartog, Clerk of Brussels Monthly Meeting spoke to the concern at 
the 13th Triennial, held in Hamilton, Canada, in July 1976.    Minute 543 in its last 
paragraph says that  

“the Committee approved the suggestion that we ask the European and 
Near East Section to co-operate with Brussels Monthly Meeting and any 

other interested body in carrying out a further study of the proposal. 

Recommendations were to be brought to the Interim Committee for its 

meeting in May 1977. Circulation of the Brussels proposal, with 
appropriate background information to the full membership of FWCC was 

approved.” 

 
A period of drawing up extensive Briefing Papers and of travelling amongst 
Friends Meetings in various countries intensified even now for Brussels Friends. 
Martyn Bond undertook a four day trip to Scandinavian capitals to hear in greater 
detail the “Scandinavian hesitations”. Many questions came up and were 
answered.  Douglas Sanders, Brian Kendall, Jonathan Fryer, Jan and Marjorie de 
Hartog and Marianne Boelsma travelled tirelessly to answer Friends’ worries and 
misunderstandings about the European Economic Community. However, Brussels 
Friends were far from clear what the next step could or should be. They were 
slowly moving forward in the quiet confidence that guidance would be given. It 
came in bricks and stone.   

 
The first meeting of the Brussels Concern Advisory Committee was held at the 
Ecumenical Centre in the rue de la Loi, on 4 March 1978. This was an exciting 
moment in time because a property was on offer at the avenue de la 
Brabançonne 28 which was very suitable as a “Quaker House”. It would, 
however, also be a great responsibility for Brussels Preparative Meeting and 
would be used for their Meeting for Worship. Brussels Meeting had recently been 
renamed “Belgium and Luxembourg Monthly Meeting” because new Meetings for 
Worship had grown in Antwerp and Luxembourg. Present at this first meeting of 
the Brussels Concern Advisory Committee (BCAC) were Marianne Boelsma, 
Martyn Bond, Roland Cryer, Alun Davies, Vivien Flynn, Jonathan Fryer, Madelaine 
Jéquier, Mavis Kelly, Brian Kendall and Douglas Sanders, with apologies from 
David Blackman, Neville Keery and Rudolf Schwarz.  A tradition which continues 
to the present day was established by Brussels Friends’ generous hospitality, as 
the members of the BCAC had gathered on the Friday night for an informal 
supper laid on by Dinah Bond, and on the Saturday, lunch was prepared and 
served by Elisabeth Baker, Therle Cryer and Ann White. 

 
Minute BCAC 78/1 states the Role and Status of the Advisory Committee.  
Members sitting on the Advisory Committee had been invited to do so by the 
former Brussels Monthly Meeting, whose name had been changed into “Belgium 

and Luxembourg Monthly Meeting under the care of FWCC, European and Near 
East Section” - Belgium and Luxembourg Monthly Meeting for short (Belgium and 
Luxembourg MM Minute 78/13 of 24 February 1978).  In consultation with the 
Executive of FWCC, European and Near East Section, Friends serving on the 
Advisory Committee were in attendance in a personal capacity, but they all 
thought it would be useful to get “sponsorship” from their Yearly Meetings where 
this was possible. The Committee should also be free to co-opt extra members 
with special expertise.  

 
Minute BCAC 78/7 looked at the financial implications of moving into the house 
at avenue de la Brabançonne, as a home for the Brussels Meeting, as well as 
offices and living space for a Quaker representation at the EEC. Members of the 
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Committee did feel that Brussels Friends should be encouraged to go forward 
despite strong hesitations and some overt opposition to the Brussels concern. 
Belgian Friends were confident of being able to raise 10 % of a suggested annual 
budget of 1,200,000 BEF7 and Netherlands and Pyrmont YMs or German 
individual Friends would probably be able to match that amount. Smaller 
amounts could be expected from Ireland, Switzerland and France. Apart from the 
possible exception of the small group of Friends in Denmark, other contributions 
seemed unlikely to come forward at this point, leaving some 60 % of the 
suggested budget to be found in Great Britain (from individuals, Meetings, trusts, 
etc.), unless  significant  amounts could be found  from outside Europe. There 
were warnings against “going fishing in another FWCC Section’s pond”. 

 
The decision to rent the house, initially for a period of six months, brought 
forward the question of whether a Quaker International Affairs Representative 
had to be found. It was decided that possibly Grigor McClelland, who had 
followed the Brussels concern with interest, should carry out a short term 
feasibility study. Eventually the study would be carried out by Kenneth Bennett, 
who would later become the first clerk of the Quaker Council for European 
Affairs. 
  

 “It was obviously unfortunate that such an important decision had to 

be made while the future of the QIAR was still unclear, but the 

Committee visited the house and, recognising that such a property 
rarely comes on to the market, felt that the opportunity should be 

grasped if possible.  It was clear that the house could be used for 

many purposes: it could provide a permanent meeting place for 
Brussels Friends, a recognisable Quaker centre in a country which at 

present lacks one, the opportunity for giving practical help to those 

locally in need, and accommodation for visiting Friends. …Brussels 

Friends are to rent the house themselves for six months, and then if a 
QIAR is to be appointed a three-year lease can be agreed, with an 

option to buy after that.”  

- Extract from the Friend, May 1978. 
 
Brussels MM had started a more or less regular newsletter to keep its Members 
and Attenders informed about Meeting matters. The Brussels Newsletter, as it 
was called, was edited by Mavis Kelly, a journalist from New Zealand living with 
her family in Brussels. Meeting invited Mavis Kelly to transform the Brussels 
Newsletter into a newsletter with a European angle so that it could serve as an 
information sheet on European issues as well as developments relating to a 
Quaker representation to the European Institutions in Brussels. “Around Europe” 
opened up exciting new possibilities for outreach. Mavis Kelly, the editor of 
“Around Europe” had sent out the first two issues of the newsletter so far.  Issue 
number three would probably run off at 1000 copies, and circulation was 
worldwide. A shortened version of the Bennett report was going to be published 
in the next “Around Europe” issue. Some European Friends were suggesting 
translations. The importance of “Around Europe” in generating interest in the 
work of QCEA cannot be overestimated.  It brought support for the new Friends’ 
project from all over the world and it was not very long after QCEA had begun its 
activities that Quaker Service agencies from as far afield as Australia got in touch 
to explore possible financing by the Commission of some of their projects.  In 
time “Around Europe” would be sent to many members of the European 
Parliament across parties, to policy makers in the Commission, to national 
                                                
7
   € 29,747.20 (£20,620) at today’s exchange rates        



 17 

ministries and libraries. Friends in all corners of the world were reading it, and it 
was interesting how often European matters were being followed in the 
Australian outback, by Friends in high places in Japan, in India and South Africa 
and in the Americas. Woodbrooke Quaker Study Centre even planned a seminar 
on the subject of the European Community at the time of the FWCC-ENES Annual 
Meeting in 1979.    
 

Two minutes of different meetings refer to the mental strength of 
Belgian Friends. One speaks of “an almost impossible burden of 

responsibility and work that was falling on Brussels Friends and that it 
was not thought possible to maintain the burden much beyond the end 

of the year (1978), unless there was a real hope of success in this 
deeply felt concern.”  
 
The other minute, from Brussels MM, states that “the volume of 

support for the proposal is clearly growing in Belgium, Eire, Germany, 

Holland (!) and the UK. Not inconsiderable funds seem likely to be 
available in Belgium, Germany and Holland.  Antwerp, Brussels and 

Luxembourg Meetings are growing and the FWCC (ENES) meet in 

Antwerp this Easter when a report is to be made about the proposal. 

There is, in the Belgian Meeting, youth, competence, expertise and 
enthusiasm.” 
 

It is true that all members and attenders in the Belgian and Luxembourg 
Meetings were in their twenties and thirties then. There were twelve young 
children in the Brussels Meeting.  Already in the minutes of 10th June 1978 of the 
Peace and International Relations Committee, Europe Group, of London Yearly 
Meeting, it was noted that “Friends in Belgium have worked very hard showing 

great initiative and tenacity in getting the premises going.... Second-hand 
furniture is being urgently sought from all quarters. The dedication and 

enthusiasm stands out and much deserves Friends’ support.”  
 

The same minutes urge Brussels Friends to clarify the legal position and, if 
possible, to get their legal status set up as a Belgian charity. This could affect 
charitable gifts from the U.K.  At present Friends expected to register as an 
“Association sans but lucratif” (this had been decided at a Meeting for Business 
of Belgium and Luxembourg Monthly Meeting shortly before, a decision which 
was never implemented for vague financial cost reasons). It was thought that 
the whole operation had best be legally based in Belgium, at least at the 
beginning. 

 
In a six page independent report of November 1978, Kenneth Bennett reached 
the conclusion that Friends ought to be informed about some of these 
(European) issues and ought, as occasion demands, to be able to express views 
on the social, human, and moral consequences of proposed economic/political 
actions. These two functions, loosely described as “reporting back” and 
“lobbying”, could best be encompassed by having a representative stationed in 
Brussels.  

 
Although Friends in Scandinavian countries, for example, felt unable to identify 
with those who favoured an appointment, they recognised the depth of the 
concern felt by Friends in Belgium and did not wish to stand in the way of its 
implementation. The question of an umbrella organisation overseeing the 
activities of a QIAR had to be considered. Kenneth Bennett suggested a 
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Committee composed of as wide a geographical grouping as possible, such as 
Friends from the Netherlands, France, Switzerland, West Germany, the UK and 
Belgium. It was hoped that in due course, if not in the first instance, 
representatives from other Yearly Meetings would feel it right to join in. Should a 
proposal along these lines be acceptable, it might well be suitable for the 
Brussels Concern Advisory Committee to take the necessary soundings in order 
to propose a list of members of the new Committee, which would probably need 
to be registered under Belgian law. Recommendations as to the job description 
and finance followed, as well as the suggestion to now go ahead with setting up 
the body to which a Quaker European Affairs Representative would be 
answerable. One Brussels Friend became very excited about the now imminent 
prospect of finding a QCEA Representative and went around proclaiming that 
“the rep should be old and ugly and not such as to have the wool pulled over his 
ears!”   It took a while for some Friends to figure out what exactly that meant!  
 

 

 

 

The Quaker Council for European Affairs is born!  
 

 

Only two days after receiving the Bennett report, the Brussels Concern Advisory 
Committee wrote the following Minute:  

 
The  Brussels Concern Advisory Committee (BCAC) met in Brussels on the 
18th and 19th November 1978, to discuss the implications of Kenneth 

Bennett’s report on the openings for and the financial consequences of 

Quaker representation in the city. In view of the positive conclusions of the 

report, and the growing support for a Quaker Representative in Brussels in 
the wider Friends’ Community, the Committee recommends: 

 

•  that the necessary steps be taken to enable a Quaker 
Representative in Brussels to start work on September 1st 1979, 

preferably for a period of three years, providing the required financial 

support has been found;    

•  that an international non-profit making organization (a.i.s.b.l.) be 
formally established under Belgian law, with the name of the QUAKER 

COUNCIL FOR EUROPEAN AFFAIRS, to oversee this appointment; 

•  that a Board and a Committee of that Council be established; 
•  that the current BCAC become the nucleus of the new Committee, 

and that the Yearly Meetings be invited to nominate extra 
representatives;  
•  that the Committee (in name of the Council) approach Yearly 

Meetings, groups, other bodies and individuals for financial support; 
•  that Yearly Meetings and groups be encouraged to support these 

conclusions.  

 
Quaker House, 28 avenue de la Brabançonne, B – 1040 Brussels 
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Front cover of the Friend, featuring the Brussels Concern 
 Advisory Committee, December 1976 

 

 

 

The first meeting of the Quaker Council for European Affairs was held at Quaker 
House, Brussels, on Saturday, 27th October 1979.   Present were Elisabeth 
Baker, Kenneth Bennett (Chairman), Marianne Boelsma, Martyn Bond, Chris 
Child, Jonathan Fryer (Secretary), Madelaine Jéquier, Mavis Kelly, Brian Kendall, 
Frits Philipp, Jan Ramaker (Treasurer), Anita  Ramakers-Wuyts, Douglas 
Sanders, Rudolf Schwartz, Brian Stapleton, Pat Stapleton, Margaret Wittle. 
Apologies were received from Alun Davies (QPS, London), Neville Keery (Ireland 
YM) and Gilbert Lesage (France YM). 
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As a Quaker organisation, the Quaker Council for European Affairs is unique in 
that it is directly answerable to its constituent Yearly Meetings and Groups in 
Europe whereas the other Quaker Offices are working under the authority of the 
major Quaker Service Organisations.  The intention was clearly to have a truly 
European organisation, not dominated by any one national culture and 
functioning according to Quaker principles of inclusiveness, integrity and 
equality, not only in its witness to the world, but also within itself.   

 
The newly appointed Representatives of the Quaker Council for European Affairs 
(QCEA) were Pat and Brian Stapleton, arriving from many years of service in 
Africa. They set to work establishing an office for QCEA, which on Sundays could 
be converted into a Meeting for Worship space for Brussels Meeting, space for 
the Children’s Meeting in the basement which could double as some space for 
guests, living space for the Representatives on the first floor where many 
meetings related to QCEA took place anyway, and living space for the first 
“volunteers” who soon would enlarge the team – this was doubtless an example 
of living adventurously!  

 
 

 

  
  
Brian Stapleton, Jonathan Fryer, Pat Stapleton, May 1980 

 

 

 

Pat and Brian established the initial contacts with the European Institutions and 
with the Brussels Ecumenical Centre which Friends in all Yearly Meetings involved 
had named as a priority, as well as with other groups sympathetic to Friends’ 
traditional concerns.  
 
Issuing QCEA Statements was a rather sensitive matter and the Stapletons, as 
other Representatives later, took great care not to publish anything without 
consultation with Friends living in the affected region.  
Today when we speak of ‘Friends in Eastern Europe’ we think of Friends in 
Hungary, the Czech Republic, the Baltic States, Russia, the Ukraine and even 
Greece. In 1980 the suggestion of a Dutch Friend that QCEA should send a letter 
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to ‘Friends in Eastern Europe’ meant Friends in the DDR (Deutsche 
Demokratische Republik or East Germany) and required careful consideration 
and approval by the Council.  

 
A letter regarding ‘A Letter to Friends in Eastern Europe’ from Pat Stapleton 
dated 7th February 1980, to a Dutch Council Member says:  

 
“We have been consulting a variety of Friends on this subject which is 
why we have not yet taken final action. We have the impression that 

we should be very cautious about anything that might draw attention 

to Friends in Eastern Europe and should certainly not issue any 
statements without consulting them. Margaret Gibbins of FWCC 

(ENES) feels we should bring this concern to the FWCC (ENES) 
gathering at Easter and we feel that in order to have as wide support 

as possible it is worth the delay.”    
 
It was suggested that a statement should be drafted in time for the next Council 
meeting to endorse and then it could be taken to the Annual Gathering of FWCC 
(ENES) in Sweden in the hope that it would be approved.  “The final statement 

could then go out in the name of both QCEA and FWCC and would surely be yet 
another useful way of involving Scandinavian Friends.” As QCEA’s experience 
grew, this time-consuming procedure became less necessary and was to some 
extent abandoned in favour of speed. 

 
It would be some more years before Scandinavian Friends felt that the time was 
right for them to join the Quaker Council for European Affairs. Eventually all 
three Yearly Meetings sent representatives and their service has been much 
appreciated. Egil Hovdenak from Norway Yearly Meeting represented QCEA at the 
Churches’ Committee on Migrant Workers, Hamsa Eichler from Vienna at the 
Churches’ Committee on Racism, Irene Jacoby from London Yearly Meeting at 
the Churches’ Committee for Political Rights of Migrants.  Herman Backman 
represented Sweden Yearly Meeting at Peace and Disarmament Committees. 
Hans Aaen from Denmark Yearly Meeting is probably the longest serving Council 
Member so far, having served on the Council for nearly 20 years.   

 
 
 
 
 

 
QCEA Representatives  

 
1979 – 1983      Pat and Brian Stapleton 
1983 – 1986      Angèle Kneale  
1986 – 1988      Nicholas and Ena McGeorge 
1989 – 1994      David and Barbara Forbes 
1995 – 1997      Tim Brown 
1998 – 2001      Richard Seebohm 
2001                 John Welton  
2002 – current   Martina Weitsch and Liz Scurfield  
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Reminiscences 

 

 

Pat and Brian Stapleton sent us the following notes on QCEA’s early days: 
 

“In the summer of 1979 we visited Brussels, meeting many of the local 
Friends and saw the Quaker House in avenue de la Brabançonne. 
Asked if we were prepared to live there, in the very limited 
accommodation available or would prefer a flat, not yet found, we 
opted to live on the job. It was, for us, the right choice, enabling,  
among other things, economically minded English Friends to ring us up 
during the cheaper evening times, proving the twenty four hour job we 
had suspected all along. 
 
We arrived “permanently” in November on the evening of the first 
Council meeting to be held at avenue de la Brabançonne, rather later 
and dirtier than intended, having had two punctures and optimistically 
assumed that the “inner village” we had arrived in was the right one –
it looked like it but the right one was two ‘quartiers’ away. 
 
After warmly greeting us, the perceptive Frits Philip, Clerk of Finance 
Committee, said: “the first thing to do is to help the Stapletons 
unload,” and our welcome went on from there. We were well 
supported by Council members and a pattern of younger Quakers by 
chance strategically placed in and around the European Institutions, all 
enthusiasts, but without very clear ideas as to how we, the first 
representatives, should get going – so we could do it our way. One 
actually said he would be content if we spent the first year or more 
just making contacts, exploring the possibilities – encouraging, but not 
our way. 
 
We quickly found a trilingual secretary, Claude Buckens, who rapidly 
helped us through initial formalities; but how to gain some sort of 
recognition?  Consultative status as a non-governmental organisation 
with the Council of Europe seemed the obvious thing and filling in the 
forms just in time, we gained it by early 1980. We were first 
represented by John McKean, a retired Quaker headmaster from 
Bradford who was studying conscientious objection to military service 
at the Institute of European Studies at Bradford University and who 
had got in touch with us for contacts in Strasbourg. He was welcomed 
with the comment “the Council of Europe has been here for a few 

years, where have you Quakers been?”  
 
The CO question had not initially appeared as a priority but it quickly 
became our first major project. The Council of Europe had financed a 
detailed report from the Max Planck Institute in Germany some years 
previously and now wanted an update report but was not able to 
finance it. Luckily one of the Cadbury foundations was interested in 
this subject and as neither QUNO Geneva nor Friends House, London 
were eager to be involved, it was this new strange “unofficial” QCEA 
that got the chance.  
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We were able to have our first “volunteer” as the then lowly paid  
programme assistants were called; Elizabeth Evans, a graduate in 
French and German, although not a Quaker, was well aware of Friends 
as her mother was on the staff of Woodbrooke. She was most useful 
when we made our first foray to visit East German Friends. Our first 
publication, the report had to be factual, correct and objective: no 
polemics or value judgements. When it was nearly ready, and after we 
both had checked it, Franco Perna read it and pointed out several 
doubtful statements; then Martyn Bond (at that time a senior 
spokesman for the Council of Ministers) had a go with his red pencil. 
Elizabeth was in tears but stuck at it and her hard work was well worth 
it as the final report was very well received and published by the 
Council of Europe as usual, in English and French, and exceptionally, 
also German. QCEA was on the map and we were able to pay attention 
to the Parliamentary Resolution on COs and help it through 
committees to the eventual positive vote. 
 
Access to Parliament in Strasbourg was easier in those days, but 
arriving from Brussels in a coachload full of COs coming to 
demonstrate outside, I had to nip in smartly around the back and into 
the foyer, carrying copies of the report, as the barriers went up. Later 
at a party at Quaker House to celebrate the passing of the resolution, 
Maria Machiocchi, MEP and rapporteur, enthusiastically congratulated 
Sam Biesemans, a Belgian CO activist, a founder of the European 
Bureau for Conscientious Objection, but no Quaker, saying: “I don’t 
know if we could have succeeded without all you Quakers to help us!”  
 
To enter the Assembly Building at Strasbourg, for either EU 
parliamentary or Council of Europe business, an air of conviction, even 
seniority, was useful – once wearing a tweed hat and Barbour, I 
advanced past the doorman who saluted me with “Good morning, 
m’Lud.”  Occasionally determination to look at home in the building 
could find one beating a hasty retreat from a broom cupboard, but 
usually, once inside, one made for the lifts to be immediately between 
the document room, where current reports in all the official languages 
were available, and the corridor round the hemicycle where one could 
easily meet up with MEPs. It was here that I was introduced to Richard 
Balfe, MEP, who expressed a wish to present a question on taxes for 
peace but had no resources to research the subject. We took it on and 
Fiona Mackenzie joined us to prepare a report on Peace Tax 
Campaigns throughout Europe and beyond. Her well prepared work 
came out in the pamphlet “Paying for Peace”, translated into many 
languages.  
 
With Mavis Kelly editing Around Europe and supplying us with the 
complete Parliamentary Questions, Elisabeth Baker easing and 
encouraging our contacts with the Third World – ACP House, and 
Martyn Bond passing the door at least twice a day, dropping papers 
annotated “could Friends.....?” and “we ought to....” 
there was never a dull moment. One day the umpteenth letter arrived 
from that great enthusiast, the late Douglas Sanders, with seven 
points. I was able to reply that four of these were already the source 
of action, one had been fully dealt with and there were clear reasons 
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for not acting on the other two – heaving a sigh of relief we seemed to 
be, if not ahead of the game, at least well into it. 
 
My desk still had to be rolled out of the Meeting room. Congestion 
loomed and people began to say “how can you possibly do all this work 
in such cramped quarters?” In spare time, mostly on the way to 
meetings, we began to look around. One evening on our way round 
Square Ambiorix to dinner with Neville and Anne Keery, Pat suddenly 
shouted “A VENDRE”. I drove round again – and there it was, the 
beautiful Art Nouveau corner house, number 50, for sale. 

 
 

 

 
 

 

50 Square Ambiorix : Soon to become  
Quaker House and home to QCEA 

 

 
 

By coincidence the first purchaser worked in the next office to another 
Quaker member and it transpired that his finances were such that he 
needed to rent out some of the property he had bought. We were able 
to see round – the ground floor adequate for offices, the magnificent 
panelled first floor suite of rooms, excellent for meetings, the flat 
above ideal for the representatives and the attic convertible into 
spacious rooms for the volunteers. Some Friends immediately saw the 
magic of it, some were sceptical or accused us of folie de grandeur – 
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no-one put forward the money- but after negotiations we were able to 
rent it and got an agreed removal date.  
 

Of course when the day came, work was still in progress and our team 
of volunteer movers had to negotiate scaffolding on the stairs – luckily 
it was a fine day and the story goes that I was pushed round still 
typing at my desk. At last we could relax in the beautiful bay window 
and pray for the functionaries in the Berlaymont Building just down the 
road.  
 

 

 

 
 

 
The original bay windows in Quaker House, 50 Square Ambiorix 

 

 

 
Did we ever desert the ship?  
One Saturday we woke up conscious of an uninvited Friend who was 
having trouble with his aged Morris Minor parked outside in avenue de 
la Brabançonne. We breakfasted and then hurried up to shop at 
Delhaize. Once done we drove, by mutual consent, not back but 
straight up to Louvain where we spent a relaxed day returning to find 
our Friend mercifully departed. 
 
At Square Ambiorix a month or so after moving in, North African 
electricians were still at it under the landlord’s supervision well into the 
evening. There was a shout, a crash and one fell through the ceiling 
into our flat below:  “Right, that’s it” I said, picked up my suitcase and 
left, to the landlord’s great alarm. He didn’t know I was catching the 
night boat to England for scheduled meetings! Pat, meanwhile, was left 
to host prominent visiting women Friends, in Brussels for a major 
women’s peace demonstration. In the middle of the night there was 
the sound of gushing water; she rushed into the corridor, followed by 
Bronwen Meredith from Australia, to see boiling water pouring 
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through the ceiling. Bronwen said she would never forget Pat’s 
reassuring comment: “oh, nothing serious – do go back to bed” as the 
immersion heater which had overheated and exploded, emptied its 
contents through the ceiling! 
 
An immensely worthwhile, challenging and rewarding four years 
revealing an enormous potential and the desire of many people at all 
levels to consider and work toward a future not dominated by money 
and worldly success.” 

 
 
 

William Penn developed a plan for a Europe without borders, and so did other 
American Friends. [See Appendix A - Penn’s brief outline of united Europe.]  
Thoreau Raymond remembers a Spring term at Woodbrooke in 1979. On 
Memorial Day, 2004, he writes of QCEA: 
 

“News of a Quaker concern for a united Europe was part of 

Woodbrooke’s many interests. As early as 1930 I had been excited by 

the concept of Europe without walls....therefore a Europe open to 
peace. In 1983 while visiting Joyce Baker of St Albans Meeting, I 

joined the British Friends travelling to Brussels and on to Strasbourg.” 

(This was with a QCEA Study Tour) “I SAW it happening! In a year like 
2004 we surely need to see and sense a presence at the Creation of 

Better Things ahead. May we search together for Truth and for Peace.”  
 

 

 

 
 

     QCEA staff :  Hans Weening, Mirjam Berg, Angèle Kneale,  
   Polly Stewart, Sally Sadler, Marjory Stevens, February 1985  
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Neville Keery, Founder Member and Former Clerk of QCEA writes: 
 

“Looking back at the first twenty five years of QCEA I feel privileged to 
have been associated with visionary Friends who believed in the 
importance and potential of a Quaker voice based in Brussels. Their 
confidence that it would be possible to create and sustain an 
organisation through which Quaker convictions might be focussed on 
the future of Europe has been rewarded through a wide range of 
successful projects and publications. 
 
QCEA has involved Friends in work which contributes to the vision of a 
more integrated Europe as a force for peace, justice and prosperity, 
not just within the European Union, but globally. It was particularly 
uplifting to be involved in the 1987 drafting of the first “Vision of 
Europe” statement, which inspired QCEA’s work for fourteen years, 
and then to see adopted in December 2001, during my term as Clerk, 
the successor Vision document, which has been so helpful to reflection 
on Europe’s new constitutional treaty. The changing European and 
world environment will, in due course, present different challenges, 
requiring further fundamental consideration.” 

 
Where there is no vision, the people perish   (Proverbs 29,v.18) 

 

 
 

 
 

           Neville Keery, incoming Clerk of QCEA Council, and                                                                                                         
        Elisabeth Baker, outgoing Clerk of QCEA Bureau, 2000 

 
 
 

One of Anita Wuyts’ earliest memories of life in Quaker House, avenue de la 
Brabançonne:  
 

“ … a line-up of our three “volunteers”, as they were still called then, 
doing a perfect little cabaret skit in the kitchen with such cheerful 
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earnestness that I never again doubted any young Friends’ capacity for 
perseverance in difficult times.”   

 
 

Anita Wuyts at her leaving party after 17 years of work for 
QCEA,  27 March 2004.  (Prior to working for QCEA, Anita 

had been a founder member, a Council and a Bureau member.) 
 

 

 

Anita continues: 
 

“Douglas Steere visited and talked about spiritual things which made a 
deep impression and Ed Snyder of Friends Committee of National 
Legislation in Washington stopped over on his way to attend the OSCE8 
meeting in Helsinki. I had never before met anybody who would travel 
half the world to work for peace and help improve human rights and 
really believed it could make a difference. Both Friends in their 
straightforward integrity helped me understand the concept of a 
Weighty Friend.”  

 
 

 

Carole Tongue, once the youngest MEP in Brussels, was an enthusiastic 
supporter of QCEA. She writes:  
 

“The opening of QCEA in 1979 was so welcome and long overdue. 
Finally a Quaker voice would be speaking truth to power in Brussels. I 
was overjoyed feeling that Quakers have a great story to tell to those 
in power wherever that might be.” 

 
David Blackman, the then (Quaker) Deputy Secretary of the Socialist Group in 
the European Parliament, introduced Carole to Pat and Brian Stapleton, and a 
warm friendship was struck up immediately.  
 

“Within no time Pat and Brian had asked whether I could contribute a 
monthly ‘News from the European Parliament’ for Around Europe. It 
was a pleasure to do so. Living in Brussels at that time QCEA was 
offering a home from home, offering meetings for worship and 

                                                
8
 OSCE = the Organisation for Security and Cooperation in Europe 
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fascinating discussion meetings on key topics of the day. Finally third 
world development, human rights, conscientious objection and war 
toys were being raised by Quakers within the EU Institutions. 

 
As an MEP from 1984 onwards, QCEA was a source of support and 
inspiration to me. Whatever the issue might be: equality, 
environmental protection, animal experimentation..... I was able to 
discuss them with Pat and Brian and do my best to reflect Quaker 
concerns in any question or debate I was involved in.  Quaker school 
students would be brought into the European Parliament. The sadly 
departed Derek Enright MEP and I spent one afternoon trying to field 
all their questions. What a challenge! Derek wished that all students 
could receive such a stimulating, always-ask-questions style of Quaker 
education. 

 
A book on solutions to the Middle East conflict, “A Compassionate 
Peace: A Future for the Middle East”, written by Everett Mendelsohn 
and the American Friends Service Committee (ASFC), inspired me in 
particular. I gave it to the then Commissioner for Development and 
Cooperation, Claude Cheysson, who told me it was one of the best 
books on the subject he had ever read. He said he would put it to good 
use. Where is this book now, I wonder?   It is needed more than ever, 
as is the voice of Quakers near the centre of political and economic 
power.   Long live QCEA!”  

 
 
 
Grigor McClelland sent us some of his memories of QCEA and his time as a 
Trustee for the Joseph Rowntree Charitable Trust (which to this day continues to 
generously help fund QCEA):  
 

“I had brief contact with QCEA’s pre-natal phase as, more than twenty 
five years ago, I was staying overnight with a friend in Brussels – 
possibly because I had just conducted a visit to the EC institutions for 
a group of senior executives on a course at the Manchester Business 
School. That evening I was visited by two young Friends who worked 
in Brussels, who wanted to talk about a visionary idea they had for a 
Quaker centre. They were Jonathan Fryer and Martyn Bond, and I 
think they even had their eyes on suitable premises, or were prepared 
to use one of their own homes. Somehow their idea became less and 
less visionary – it was soon to be realised. 

 
The Joseph Rowntree Charitable Trust provided an initial three-year 
grant in response to the initial appeal, but always felt that QCEA 
should not be dependent on it, but primarily be supported by the 
Society itself. My next visit was in June, 1985, with one other trustee, 
Gillian Hopkins, and the Trust Secretary, Steven Burkeman. Angèle 
Kneale had been the Representative since 1983, fully bilingual in 
French and English (and possibly Flemish as well). She was naturally 
anxious about our visit, but she had a great character with a big heart, 
anxious to respond to the desperate need she saw on QCEA’s doorstep 
in the shape of refugees in Brussels. QCEA, however, had to choose to 
use its unique position in the European capital, to work with the 
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institutions of the then Community which were also on its doorstep. 
JRCT did, however, continue its support for a further three years.  
 
Another trustee, Geoffrey Hubbard, was Clerk to the Council, but the 
Trust agreed that I should act as a ‘candid friend’, and attend Council 
meetings. I enjoyed this but kept reminding others (and myself) that I 
was not actually a Council member.  Soon we had to find successor(s) 
to Angèle, who was returning to the Isle of Man, and were fortunate to 
find Nick and Ena McGeorge, starting in 1986, who combined many 
qualities, including experiences of prison psychiatry and journalism.  I 
briefly overlapped with their successors, David and Barbara Forbes, in 
1989, who were young, energetic, skilled and between them fluent in 
French and German. Through it all was the everlasting and 
indispensable Anita Wuyts, and a succession of internees who 
produced some excellent reports, for example (with police 
collaboration) on methods of crowd control.  

 

Council members themselves ensured that Yearly Meetings around 
Europe were involved, and they included a variety of able and 
experienced Friends. Geoffrey Hubbard was an excellent Clerk, 
perhaps the most skilled at drafting minutes that I have ever met. He 
was highly committed to formulating a Quaker vision for Europe’s 
future, which occasioned a memorable conference and an excellent 
statement. I enjoyed overnight accommodation with several local 
Friends of QCEA – the Bonds, with a son who was a demon at table 
tennis, and a Mennonite at a time when there was close collaboration 
between QCEA and that historic peace church9  in dialogue with NATO 
(who also have their headquarters in Brussels), whose role had 
suddenly evaporated as a result of Gorbachev’s initiative for détente. 
 
Friends have a long tradition and concern for speaking truth to power 
– as William Penn did in 1691 with his proposal for a European 
Parliament. The challenges and the opportunities for doing so at 
European level are now greater than ever before and I hope QCEA’s 
second twenty five years will be even more influential than its first.”  

 
 
 
 

In “Patterns and Examples – Quaker attitudes and European opportunities” 
Geoffrey Hubbard’s Swarthmore Lecture, 1991, Anita Wuyts found the 
following quote which brings together two of QCEA’s guiding Friends:  
 

“What is important is that institutions and their administration be 

constantly tested against human values, and that those who are 

concerned about these values be prepared to grapple with the complex 
realities of modern society as it is. These realities are partly 

technological, commercial and financial. They are also social and 

political....”  
 

 From And a New Earth (Swartmore Lecture, 1976) by W.Grigor    
 McClelland Friends Home Service Committee, London 1976 

                                                
9
 Historic Peace Churches – Quakers, Mennonites, and the Brethren  
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Council members would share with Anita a memory of the QCEA Clerk, Geoffrey 
Hubbard, sitting in a jungle of huge first floor plants which had been brought 
down to make space for an Armenian wedding party  planned on the first floor of 
Quaker House. Geoffrey was cleaning up the text of QCEA’s first “Vision of 
Europe” when the music started upstairs and before long the office ceilings were 
undulating with the fervour of Armenian dances. This was the first and last 
dancing party we had in Quaker House.  

 
 
 
 

 
 

 

First QCEA Special Interest Group at Britain Yearly Meeting, 
 Exeter 1986:  Sally Sadler, Geoffrey Hubbard, Inge Madsen,  

  Irene Jacoby, Marianne Boelsma 
 

 

 

 
European Friends were fairly innocent in some ways, though. Vivien Flynn of 
Luxembourg writes:  
 

“….on the occasion of the meeting to discuss QCEA in 1978, Elisabeth 
Baker produced a delicious sherry trifle and, in so doing, shocked 
Madelaine Jéquier to the core:  she didn’t think that Quakers should be 
consuming alcohol !”  

 
 
 

New friendships sprung up from a shared concern.  Irene Tester of Lapford in 
Devon (UK) writes:  
 

“I was Secretary of the British Committee (QCEA’s Support Group in 
Britain) when we had not yet moved to the house in Square Ambiorix.  
Allen Cullum was just becoming Treasurer. We phoned each other so 
much that he became known in my household as “my friend”, “your 
friend phoned!” “It’s your friend on the phone.”  That’s one memory.  
The other is that Russia wanted to be in on things in Brussels, and as 
it didn’t recognise the European Union, it was sending some of its best 
ambassadors to “the King of the Belgians.”   
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In another letter Irene remembers : 
 

“..how enormously impressed we were by the devotion of all we met 
working in Brussels. We were much impressed by NATO. We were 
fascinated to discover that we were staying at the Convent (of Chant 
d’Oiseau) where the Pope had stayed. One member of our party 
assured us that the correct way to address the Mother Superior was as 
“ma soeur”. We found this difficult, as it sounded to us like “hi ya 
Sister!”. The move to Quaker House in Square Ambiorix was such a 
step forward.”  
 
 
 

Bettina Headly says:  
 

“Recollections!  We met lovely people in the kitchen for drinks and talk 
and we sat in the corner room for Worship. When was it? 1980? 81?   
Brian and Pat Stapleton had just supervised the move to Square 
Ambiorix but Quaker House was not ‘open’ yet. Bronwen Meredith 
from Australia and I were attending a Women’s International League 
for Peace and Freedom meeting in Brussels. Brian was away at the 
time but Pat let us stay in the semi made-up rooms. There were newly 
arrived student helpers above in the attics – and the boiler burst 
overnight.”   

 
That would not be the last time! 

 
 
 

Marjorie Stevens, enjoying early retirement in 1980, decided to join a Study 
Tour and take a subscription to “Around Europe”, not realising that this would 
lead to a fourteen month stint as housekeeper at Quaker House.   She writes: 
“the house in Square Ambiorix had just recently been purchased and Angèle 
Kneale had been appointed as Representative.” Marjorie arrived in Brussels on 1st 
November 1980, not realising that all of Belgium comes to a standstill over All 
Saints Day. Not being intimidated by the closed shops and her responsibilities, 
Marjorie began what she considers one of the most enjoyable and worthwhile 
years of her life! Life in the ‘quartier’ around Quaker House was fascinating.  
 

“…the shops were wonderful; the rue des Eburons, running beside the 
House was full (and still is!) of good small shops – excellent butchers, 
home bakers (croissants at 7 am when we had visitors), a shop which 
specialised in every cheese in Europe, a hyper or Quick Save 
supermarket where the flour fell out of the bags but where there were 
discounted supplies of cat food (I had two delightful kittens to look 
after!) Also, there were inevitably patisserie and chocolate shops! 
Usually we had one of the cakes when there was a birthday! (Plus 
visitors brought me chocolates when they left (but I trust charging up 
four flights of stairs - 70 steps! - all day kept my weight down).  

 
Apart from the Belgian shops there were also those run by refugees 
and asylum seekers who were well established in Brussels – one of the 
enjoyable things of living where we did was being close to this area of 
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the city – we got very friendly with the Kurdish community which was 
very well organised – they had several shops where I bought Mid-
Eastern products. Also, an all purpose store run by a Moroccan family 
with whom I became friendly. The friendship of everybody – trades 
people, market stallholders and just old men walking their dogs gave 
me a great lift of happiness.”  

 
 

 

 
Anthea Lee served on the British Committee for many years and played a small 
part, she says, in helping Douglas Sanders and other Friends raise money for 
QCEA.  
 

“We realised, over the years, that the UK was a special case with 
regard to interest in other European countries and that in many 
meetings few Friends would willingly read ‘Around Europe’. Mavis Kelly 
had written excellent descriptions of the Institutions early on, but we 
felt something further was needed and a small group on the British 
Committee began to publish “Ambiorix”, hoping that it would act as a 
primer to “Around Europe” and arouse interest in what Quakers were 
doing in Brussels. Kurt Strauss bought a special programme for his 
computer so that we could print it out and, amongst other things, we 
provided short explanations of the Institutions and reflected on the 
UK’s relationship with them.” 
 
 

Here are some extracts from that newsletter “Ambiorix” : 
 

� April 1995, “Geoffrey Hubbard has written a minor miracle of brevity by 
responding to the challenge to describe the Commission in less than 400 

words !” 
 

� Spring 1997, Kurt Strauss from the British Committee “not only invented the 
prestigious QCEA tie and sweatshirt, but also hunted out all the electrical 

death-traps in Quaker House and had them eliminated.”  (What do these 
QCEA ties & sweatshirts look like ?!)  
 

� Spring 1997, “For the last sixteen years QCEA has been working in Brussels 

to put forward a Quaker vision of a compassionate caring society based on 
inclusion and sharing, rather than one subject to an economy responding 

solely to market incentives.”  
 
 
 
 
Anita Wuyts recalls some additional inhabitants of the house:  
  

“Occasionally we had little creatures visiting Quaker House, like mice 
or cockroaches. For some time we had two cats living in the House, 
who had a great time chasing up and down the four flights of stairs, 
during Council parties pursued by excited kids.  
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The McGeorges brought their Cairn terrier, Toby, who became famous 
in Brussels because Nick used to take him with him to all sorts of 
meetings. Toby would walk through Brussels unleashed, telling Nick 
when to cross the street. Toby had his rather unQuakerly side too, 
because for some unknown reason, the only two visitors to Quaker 
House he couldn’t stand were the Brussels Meeting’s two Peace 
Secretaries!  Always watching out for those legs!” 
 
 

 

 
 

Nick McGeorge and Toby the dog in the QCEA office 
 
 

 

 

In 1987 or 1988 Ena and Nicholas McGeorge organised a Peace Consultation 
between senior staff of NATO, the Warsaw Pact Countries and experienced 
Friends from a number of European countries. It was hoped some confidence 
could be built between the two blocs. About twenty five generals, colonels, 
diplomats and Friends were conferring on the first floor in Quaker House, when a 
phone call came in at the ground floor office from an Anglican minister in 
Brussels. He needed help to get a young American urgently out of the country. 
The young man had gone AWOL10 from the American Army which was fighting in 
Nicaragua with the Contras. The minister wanted to bring this young friend to 
Quaker House, where else?  He did, and while the generals were talking upstairs, 

                                                
10

 AWOL = absent without leave  
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we were organising the young man’s journey through the Netherlands and 
Denmark, up to Sweden. All went well.    
One of Nick and Ena’s dearest memories of their time in Brussels was the retreat 
held at a Franciscan convent near Namur, organised by the Ecumenical Centre, 
OCIPE (the Catholic European Study and Information Centre) and QCEA, which 
included two Programme Assistants, Fred Fransen, our Mennonite researcher 
working with NATO, and Nicole and Wilfried von Rekowski, who had volunteered 
to be Quaker House wardens for a year. We spent a whole weekend sharing the 
spiritual basis of our political work, joining in with the Sisters’ times of 
contemplation, and concluding the retreat of Protestants, Quakers, Mennonites, 
Jesuits, Dominicans and Franciscans with a silent circle of meditation and peace. 

 
 

 

 
 

Ecumenical Retreat, 1989  
Standing: Nick McGeorge, Colette Coppietiers, Marc Luyckx, Barney Milligan,  
             John Lucal, Wilfried von Rekowski, Jacques Devos, Ena McGeorge 
Seated: Nicole von Rekowski, Anita Wuyts, Jo Kirane, Ruth Harland (PA),  
          Fred Fransen (PA) 

 

 

 

 

Wilfried and Nicole von Rekowski served as Wardens at Quaker House from 
October 1988 to October 1989. They wrote the following contribution: 
 

“After decades of recruiting and counselling volunteers for social and 
peace projects, we thought it would be good to become volunteers 
ourselves on Wilfried’s first year of retirement.  This is how we landed 
in Brussels to relieve Ena and Nick McGeorge from the guesthouse part 
of Quaker House as they resided outside. 
 
This was an exciting and challenging year for us, discovering all the 
activities of QCEA, hosting guests  from all over the world, 
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participating in meetings in the House or outside, following especially 
the development of the situation of  conscientious objectors, joining in 
ecumenical retreats, etc.  We enjoyed the fellowship with the 
Representatives, the upstairs volunteers, Zoe, Ruth and Fred and with 
the members of the Quaker Meeting. And what would we have done 
without Anita’s quiet presence and her knowledge of past and present 
necessary contacts in Brussels?  

 
What else do we remember? Among other things: 

• overlooking Square Ambiorix with its traffic and happenings 
• skimming flee-markets for Art Nouveau door handles for the Bel 
Etage 

• serving coffee with salt instead of what we thought (Flemish 
package) to be sugar, or tea water from a kettle which we had just 
half filled with vinegar to scale it  

• dropping on the floor a hot dish of casserole for 12 people just 
before serving 

• a catering service bringing us the ordered meal for 30 people 10 
minutes before meal time – deep frozen 

• the priest from Saint-Josse helping us patiently to explain to a 
disturbed man who thought he would be murdered in the night that 
we could not host him 

• the African guest who, among other problems, let his best suit go 
through the washing machine 

• the family of NGO workers in Cambodia who realized on arriving at 
Quaker House that they had forgotten the bag with their passports, 
money, etc, in the taxi from the airport (we did find the taxi after 
many telephone calls!) ..... 
 

In the years which followed we went back to housesit Quaker House 
several times. It felt nearly like coming back home.  Once you have 
been in Brussels, you keep one foot there.” 
  

  
Quaker House is not run as a guesthouse. However, the Rekowskis included 
their ‘Wardens’ quantities for Oct 1988 – Sept 1989 : 
 

                    Bed & breakfast       Served meals 
October 7 12 

November 8 120 
December 17 22 

January 34 72 
February 48 124 
March 22 52 

April 66 120 

May 30 47 

June 54 21 
August 27 - 

September 71 132 
  
 

In holiday times, when Quaker House would be empty, it was important for 
security reasons to have house-sitters.  Originally Wilfried & Nicole 
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Rekowski’s daughter volunteered to look after the House, eventually 
remaining in Brussels to become a successful concert organiser.  
 
Piet and Janna van der Meulen from Netherlands Yearly Meeting started 
looking after Quaker House one summer and have now been house-sitters for 23 
years in a row !  Their dedication to QCEA and Quaker House is hard to match.  
Janna would advocate suggestions for improvements to the House to the Dutch 
Support Group which resulted in a new kitchen in the Representatives’ flat and 
many other things.  Apart from this very welcome material help Piet and Janna 
have shared an interest in issues and people connected to QCEA which make 
their opinion and advice a source of strength and wisdom.  
 
 

 

 
 

                      Piet and Janna van der Meulen 
 

 

 

 

 

Tim and Marianne Brown served QCEA from 1995 to 1997.  Tim sent us the 
following reminiscences:  
 

“A picture appeared on the front of Around Europe from 1995 
onwards, and articles appeared in French, German and/or Dutch every 
month. The Council meeting in March 1995, set up a Publications 
Committee (and a House Committee), and a year later QCEA had a 
new logo and a new house style, which first appeared in Around 
Europe in April 1996, and after that on all other QCEA publications.  
 
The House needed, as always, plenty of loving care and repair 
throughout our time in Brussels. We found a non-violent way of 
persuading the pigeons, who used to foul the ground outside the front 
door, not to roost under the eaves - reported in Around Europe; this 
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gave rise to more reactions than anything else that appeared in AE in 
my first three years!  Also in 1995 we were asked by the Brussels 
municipality to open the house for European Heritage Days. It was 
featured on local television during the week beforehand, and we were  
astonished to receive 6,000 visitors in a day and a half. We repeated 
the experience two years later, with much better preparation, fewer 
visitors and greater help from Brussels Meeting. In the meantime we 
had had the wonderful glass doors between the meeting room and the 
dining room lovingly restored. It was a heart-stopping experience to 
watch them being lifted off their hinges, and then carefully laid on 
rubber cushions on the dining room table for repair.  
 
 
 

 

 
 

The doors being repaired 
 

 

 

There were many fascinating meetings in Quaker House during my 
three years, but two stand out. The first was one meeting of the 
European Bureau for Conscientious Objection (EBCO) at which a 
Turkish CO, Osman Murat Ulke, was present. Although he had right of 
residence in Germany, he had decided to go back to Turkey and 
publicly stand up for what he believed in. Since then he has been in 
and out of prison in Turkey, and, at the time of writing, his case is due 
to be heard at the European Court of Human Rights. The second was a 
totally secret meeting which enabled five Members of the European 
Parliament to meet representatives from both communities in Northern 
Ireland and to gain some first-hand knowledge of life in the troubled 
province, together with a clear understanding of some of the 
difficulties. The meeting was memorable for the sympathy and 
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understanding between people from opposing sides when they were 
meeting as individuals.  
 
Study tours, both for schools and adults, came and went. The Adult 
one in 1995 was in Strasbourg the day the new Human Rights building 
was opened and participants heard, via the intercom, the speech given 
by Vaclav Havel.  Despite what the participants thought, that was 
coincidence, not planning. The following year was remarkable for the 
visit to NATO, which showed how Quakers, once they allowed 
themselves to be provoked, could lose their cool and become as 
aggressive in manner as anyone else. A month later I wrote to Javier 
Solana, General Secretary of NATO, to ask him what NATO intended to 
do following the opinion given by the International Court of Justice on 
the illegality of the threat or use of nuclear weapons.  His reply, if I 
remember rightly, was that they were not quite sure how to respond.  
 
What did I enjoy most about Brussels?  Difficult to say, but two things 
are special to Brussels: the Art Nouveau architecture and the forest. I 
remember one Council meeting when I used the hour or two between 
the afternoon session and the evening party to jump on my bike and 
get right out into the forest to get, literally and metaphorically, some 
breaths of fresh air. I cannot think of many places where that would be 
possible.” 
 
 
 

 

 
               

                       Marianne and Tim Brown 
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Programme Assistants  
 

Programme Assistants and Friends who served in other ways will have their own 
memories of their time with QCEA. Anita Wuyts has counted some fifty young 
people and about ten senior people who spent between a year and a year and a 
half with us. Needless to say, without their service, QCEA’s witness to the EU 
Institutions, to the non-governmental organisations QCEA works with and to 
Friends in Europe, could not have been as substantial as it has been. It is 
generally accepted by members of the EU Institutions as well as by our 
colleagues in other NGOs that the Quaker Programme Assistants are of the 
highest quality in their project work.  

 

 

 
 

    Chris McCartney, Heather Rowlands, Jude Kirton-Darling  
 
 

 

Different cultures and languages learned to live and work together which is not 
always so simple. Sometimes there was confusion: for a long time a note was 
sitting on the wall of the office kitchen with the admonition: “don’t leave the cups 
to fester.”  A non-British Programme Assistant, puzzled, had scribbled the 
question: ”who’s Fester?”  The local dog walker was considered somewhat weird: 
why would a person living in a flat in Brussels city keep five or six dogs he then 
had to walk at least twice a day?  During the European Day of the Homeless one 
year, our Programme Assistants decided to join a Brussels local action to spend 
the night sleeping out near Brussels Central Station. Another time we got a 
phone call from Brussels Airport concerning an African traveller who had been 
taken ill and had been admitted to one of the Brussels hospitals. Not having any 
English speaking contacts, the airport authorities wondered whether the Quakers 
could go and visit this person – so our two Programme Assistants set out to do 
that. Anita watched them setting out, cheerfully, unhindered by having any 
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French or Dutch,  without any knowledge of the Belgian health care systems, in 
their simplicity confident that they were doing the right thing to try and find this 
person in need and they reminded her of indomitable Early Friends. They found 
him and were able to help.   
There were rarely quarrels in the top flat and even more rarely steady 
relationships but there was at least one marriage between QCEA Programme 
Assistants. As the European and Middle East Young Friends (EMEYF) are partly 
administered by a QCEA Programme Assistant it eased their way into a longer 
involvement with EMEYF.  

 
Programme Assistants very often arrived at QCEA almost straight from 
university, still feeling and looking like students. Going out too much for their 
own good, eating too little or too much. Shy or bragging and sometimes fairly 
sloppy. In the course of months a transformation would set in which could be 
striking in its effects. Representatives, members of the Bureau and Council, 
members of Belgium and Luxembourg Monthly Meeting took great care to 
nurture and to stimulate Programme Assistants’ work and interests, to help them 
develop into self-confident and mature young men and women. 

 

 

 

 
 

                    Andrew Power and David Maggs, 1985 
 

 
 
Quite a few of them told Anita Wuyts later that their time in Brussels had been a 
turning point in deciding to apply for membership of the Religious Society of 
Friends. Very many are still in touch one way or another. 
 
 
Sarah Piercy, sent us the following contribution: 

 

“Memories of Brussels.  
Nine years ago I was seeking something worthwhile to do after my 
Masters degree. I think I saw the advertisement in the Friend for a 
Programme Assistant. The idea of doing a period of overseas work for 
Friends was very appealing as was the chance to see ‘politics in 
action’. So in September 1995, I began at Square Ambiorix 50. The 
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elegance of the House never ceased to amaze me, friends or family 
who took advantage of me living there and visited. We were on 
Belgian television as part of the European Cultural Heritage Day, with 
many hundreds visiting. 
 
As my degree was theological, not political, there was a lot to learn, as 
well as meeting the challenge of being in a foreign country. My basic 
French was a starting point and I was not afraid to torture the 
language, but there was a sense of linguistic isolation. However, I was 
not put off travelling and enjoyed visiting many parts of Belgium 
during my time. It is an underrated country of great beauty, especially 
in the Ardennes, with much of it echoing a war-torn past. I shook with 
horror when I saw the bullet- holed stake still kept in Poperinge’s 
marketplace where British soldiers were shot for cowardice and 
desertion in the First World War. Drawing from these experiences I felt 
more able to share the QCEA vision for peace, which should be at the 
heart of the European agenda. For some eloquent MEPs I heard debate 
during sessions in the European Parliament, via the amazing skill of 
the simultaneous translators, it was part of their thinking too. 

 
It is good to write about this almost a decade on. I learnt a great deal 
about myself during this time as I faced the various challenges. Living, 
working and worshipping in the same place was demanding at times. 
At times things did not make any sense and I wondered whether 
anything we did was worthwhile. However, when the sixth form School 
Study Tour visited and I was their guide round the European 
Institutions, I realised that I could explain a lot about them to the 
school students.  Also, I got the sense that working in education was 
something I should do after QCEA.  I trained as a Religious Studies 
teacher, and am still teaching that as well as being in charge of the 
Citizenship Curriculum. European issues have returned to haunt me 
and it feels good to be re-using some things from the past.  

 
However, more importantly, it was in Brussels that I returned to 
Quakerism after exploring elsewhere for years. The Meeting, which is 
based in the House, was very welcoming. There is such spirituality at 
work when a Meeting is multilingual and multicultural.  I look back at 
my time there with great fondness because I learnt so much.”  

 

 
 

Programme Assistants : Greta Hopkins and Anna Schröder, 1987 
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Previous Programme Assistants  
 

 
1980 Liz Evans – Paying for Peace – Peace Tax 
1982 Fiona MacKenzie – Paying for Peace update 
1984 Lorenz Vegel - Conscientious Objection to Military Service 
1985 Polly Stewart – establish EMEYF Secretariat, local refugee children’s workcamp          
1985 Philip Hopkins - The Lomé Agreement 
1985 David Maggs – European Project to Overcome Poverty, EMEYF  
1985 Miryam Berg (researcher) -Detention on Remand  
1985 Hans Weening - update of CO to Military Service 
1985 Sally Sadler (researcher) - Crowd Control 
1987 Bernard Tute – How not to help the Third World 
1988 Anna Hughes – The Brundtland Report, EP debates  
1988 Gordon Matthews – Trading for One Europe (EEC-COMECON) 
1988 Jamie Walker - Violence and conflict resolution in schools 
1988 Fred Fransen - NATO 
1989 Ruth Harland - CO Cycling tour 
1989 Zoe White - Biogenetics 
1990 Anna Barlow - My Brother’s Keeper 
1990 Liz Woods - Candles in the Wind 
1991 Charlotte Brown - Strangers in a Foreign Land 
1991 Roberto Heymerent - From Community to Union 
1992 Liz Webster – Making Ends Meet 
1992 Catrin Davies - Free and Equal 
1993 Debbie Jenkinson - Torture? In Europe? 
1993 Hannah McEwen -  worked on Children’s Rights 
1993 Daniel van Bernstoff  - worked on a CO update 
1994 Ruth Mason - The Nearest Place of Safety 
1995 Cathy Marsden - Education for Refugee Children 
1995 Graham Paterson - Transparency of the Council of Ministers and the EU 
1996 Sarah Piercy - The Lottery 
1996 Mala Nathan - Voting Rights in the EU 
1997 Greta Hopkins - Lomé V 
1997 Anna Schröder – Biogenetics 
1998 Jen Shepherd – The Multilateral Agreement of the OECD 
1998 Emma Rigby — Eurosatory Arms Fair protest, Arms Trade issues  
1998 Mala Nathan (researcher) - Programme Assistant Review 
1999 David Gee - European Peace Agency development, Peace issues 
1999 Simon Leonard - Lomé negotiations, Trade and Development issues 
2000 Chris(tine) McCartney - Eurosatory, Peace issues, EPLO 
2000 Jude Kirton-Darling - Refugees/Asylum, Charter of Fundamental Rights 
2000 Heather Rowlands - Lomé / Cotonou, Humanitarian assistance  
2000 – 2001 Kirsten Hills – Peace, Disarmament, Conflict Prevention 
2000 – 2001 Rachel Bryers – Economic Justice and Human Rights 
2001-2002 Bronwen Thomas – The Future of Europe: “Values Matter”  
2001-2002 David Ferrard - Mainstreaming Conflict Prevention in ACP Countries 
2003 Owen Espley – Corporate Social Responsibility, EU and International Trade  
2004 Kshama Pandey – Economic Justice, Peace Tax 
2004 Sarah Davies – Examining the Rights and Conditions of Women in Prison  
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And FINALLY …… 
 

Much more could be told about life at the Quaker Council for European Affairs 
and many more Friends must be thanked for their faithfulness to the bold vision 
of our youth:  Marianne Boelsma who did so much work for QCEA in Council, in 
Bureau and amongst Friends in Netherlands Yearly Meeting; Elisabeth Baker, for 
so many years secretary to the Council, member and Clerk of the Bureau, 
counsellor of Representatives and Programme Assistants in crises; Edward 
Dommen, who succeeded Geoffey Hubbard as Clerk of the Council and creatively 
infused economics with theology and care for the so-called Third World; Neville 
Keery who guided the Council through a difficult period of transition; David and 
Barbara Forbes who worked with passion for equality for all and Richard 
Seebohm, who worked all hours enabling the transition from concept to reality of 
the European Peacebuilding  Liaison Office and broke new QCEA ground making 
contact with the World Trade Organisation, the World Bank and the International 
Monetary Fund. And Margaret Seebohm, who remained her centred self, keeping 
her scattered family together which is no small achievement considering the 
inevitable pressure of QCEA activities going on around her.  
 
The current Joint Representatives, Martina Weitsch and Liz Scurfield brought 
with them great experience in complementary fields and have a real flair for 
working as a team.  
 
In 2003 they organised a successful QCEA Study Tour, which prompted Lisa and 
Vas Shend’ge to write the following message: 
 

“ In April 2003, we went on a QCEA Study Tour of the EU Institutions 
and had a very enjoyable and informative time. This was during the 
bombing of Iraq and we learned that no-one, either in the European 
Union or in the Council of Europe, had any brief for peace.   
 A Concern was born as we realised that we should not only be 
speaking peace to power, but that peace should be IN power and that 
power should learn the language of Peace. Since then, we have 
worked towards achieving a Ministry for Peace here in the UK and also 
getting peace a seat at the table of the EU and elsewhere. If and when 
this goal is achieved, it will be in no small part due to the part played 
by QCEA.  
 We congratulate QCEA on its twenty fifth anniversary and wish it 
every success in all its endeavours – current and future – in keeping a 
presence alive at the heart of the European Union.”  

 
Geoffrey Hubbard in his “Patterns and Examples” quotes Paul Henri Spaak, the 
Belgian statesman, who was a true European, as saying:  

   
“The best Europeans are not those with the most beautiful, 

generous ideas who become discouraged when they fail to 
materialise. The good Europeans are those who know where 

the difficulties lie, who try to solve them, and who never 

allow themselves to become discouraged”.  
 

   quoted in Mr Europe, A political biography of Paul Henri Spaak, 

   J.H.Huizing, Weidenfeld & Nicholson, 1961 
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This description could equally well refer to all those who have contributed, in 
their various ways, to the setting up, to the work and to the success of QCEA 
over the last twenty five years. 

 
“ ‘Politics’ cannot be relegated to some outer place, but must be 

recognised as one side of life, which is as much the concern of 

religious people and of a religious body as any other part of life. 

Nay, more than this, the ordering of the life of man in a 
community, so that he may have the chance of a full development, 

is and always has been one of the main concerns of Quakerism.” 
 
 Lucy F Morland, 1919 - Quaker Faith and Practice, 23.06 
 
“Therefore, dear Friends, wait in the Light, that the Word of the Lord 

may dwell plentifully in you.”  
 
     William Dewsbury, 1675 - Quaker Faith and Practice, 29.19 
 

 
 
The current QCEA staff:  Xavier Verhaeghe, Martina Weitsch, 

 Liz Scurfield, Sarah Davies, Kshama Pandey 
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Appendix  
 
 
 

Why should Quakers care about a united Europe ?      
 
 
In 1693 William Penn wrote an essay entitled :   
 
“Towards the Present and Future Peace of Europe By the Establishment 

of a European Diet, Parliament or Estate” 
 
 
In this William Penn made quite a few points which are very relevant 
today – points which have been implemented in the current EU.                   
 
 

� Peace in Europe may be maintained by forming a Sovereign Parliament of 
the European states to collectively decide disputes and unite as one 
strength in enforcing decisions.  

 
� All of the European states including Russia and Turkey should be included 

in the Diet with votes equivalent to the value of their territory.  
 

� States will still maintain their sovereignty over their internal affairs. 
 

� Bloodshed would be prevented, and towns and property not destroyed. 
 

� There must be a sovereign impartial authority to settle disputes which is 
greater than the parties in conflict.  

 
� Travel between the states would be free and easy, and personal 

friendships could develop between peoples of different countries.  
 

� Princes would not have to marry for political and diplomatic reasons but 
could establish unions based on sincere love.  

 
 
 
This means that in effect Quakers were one of the very first groups to 
ever dream of a united Europe.    
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