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Dé Céadaoin, 22 Iúil 2020
Wednesday, 22 July 2020
Chuaigh an Ceann Comhairle i gceannas ar 9.30 a.m.

Paidir.
Prayer.

22/07/2020A00100

Credit Guarantee (Amendment) Bill 2020: Second Stage (Resumed)

Question again proposed: “That the Bill be now read a Second Time.”
Deputy Jim O’Callaghan: It is important after five months of this pandemic that we as
policymakers pause and assess where we are in our response to the pandemic. We have seen
the pandemic have a significant impact upon society, but as legislators we need to recognise
that our response to it must be based upon accurate, factual information. If people are looking
for accurate, factual information on the pandemic, I recommend they go to the State’s Covid-19
data hub, which is available on the Ordnance Survey website, as it provides very detailed, factual, empirical information in respect of the pandemic and its impact on the country.
22/07/2020A00300

At the outset, I wish to set out some of the relevant factual statistics in respect to the pandemic as I think they must guide all of our decisions as policymakers when it comes to legislation or policy decisions. Since the pandemic arrived on these shores some five months ago,
25,802 people have been detected as having the Covid-19 virus. Of those 25,802 people, 1,753
people have died of or with Covid-19. That is a tragedy for all of those families. However, it
may be the case that the number of deaths is too high because we know that when we look at
the information about excess deaths in Ireland in the past five months it seems to suggest there
is an excess death rate of approximately 1,200. Whether the figure is 1,753 or 1,200, a large
number of people, unfortunately, have died as a result of this pandemic.
We also need to bring ourselves back to March and recall why we decided we were going to
introduce such a stringent lockdown. The reason for it was that we saw what was happening in
the intensive care units in Italy and Spain and in the hospitals of Italy and Spain, and we were
legitimately concerned that when the pandemic came to Ireland we could find our intensive care
units overwhelmed with people coming in with Covid-19 and we would be unable to provide
them with the appropriate medical attention. That was an appalling prospect for any country to
face, and it was for that reason we made the correct decision to go into the lockdown.
We need to record, however, and remember how many people have gone into intensive care
431
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units as a result of Covid-19. To date, over the past five months, 437 people have been admitted to intensive care units with Covid-19. That reached a heightened level of concern in April.
On 11 April there were approximately 155 people in intensive care units in Ireland, which was
a matter of real concern to us. What we need to be aware of, however, is that today, 22 July,
we are in the fortunate position that only seven people in Ireland are in intensive care units with
Covid-19. That is a very manageable figure, although it is obviously a very difficult time for
those seven people, but it is a considerable reduction on where we were on 11 April.
We also need to assess where we are in terms of hospitalisation, because obviously a much
greater number of people went into hospital with Covid-19 than went into intensive care units.
To date, some 3,343 people in Ireland have been hospitalised with the Covid-19 virus. However, today, 22 July, we are in the fortunate position that only 13 people are in hospital with Covid-19. We have come from a situation where we had significant numbers of people in intensive
care units in hospital to a situation where there are only seven people in intensive care units and
13 people in hospital with Covid-19. I wish all of them a speedy recovery. I know it is a very
difficult time for them and their families, but it is important to state that if we can retain figures
at that level, there will be no reason for us to consider having to go back into lockdown. I know
people are concerned about the increasing number of cases that are being reported on a daily
basis, but we need to be careful we do not become unnecessarily unnerved by those figures. It
was always going to be the case that the figures were going to rise as a result of the loosening
of the significant restrictions that we put in back in March.
We also need to look at the economic consequences and facts in respect to this matter. As
I stated last week, unemployment is now 22.5% and youth unemployment is 45%. We need
to ensure we have measures in place to deal with that. That is the reason I am supportive of
this legislation, which I believe will be very helpful to small businesses in providing them with
credit to ensure they can get their business operations up and running again.
Deputy Alan Farrell: Deputy Jim O’Callaghan has outlined the stark numbers that have
presented with Covid-19. We have faced an extreme challenge. It is appropriate to note that
in fact has been the case throughout our history. I refer to famine, invasion, occupation and
economic struggle. That hardship is recognised. I expect the Covid-19 pandemic will, unfortunately, cause a very significant economic difficulty for this nation. The challenge we face is of
a different type than we are used to throughout our history. The challenge of tackling Covid-19
will require the State to act in ways it has never acted before. We have risen to the challenges
of this situation, both in terms of the response of individual citizens and the State’s response
by means of public sector workers, from hospital porters and doctors and nurses, up to and
including Members of the Oireachtas who passed emergency legislation some months ago for
the purposes of ensuring that citizens were supported through this process during the lockdown.
22/07/2020A00400

Unfortunately, it does appear the struggle will continue for some time. The economic fallout from the virus will likely long outlast the impacts of the virus itself. As we are all acutely
aware, Ireland’s business community has been hit hard in recent months and this scene has been
replicated across the world. The global economy now faces the challenge of a generation. The
spectre of a second wave of the virus in the autumn and winter has sown scepticism and caution
within the business community and international markets. It is in this light we can recognise
the need for clear and effective domestic legislation to support businesses and people through
this economically turbulent time. Thousands of families across Ireland woke up this morning
filled with worry, as their livelihoods have been severely curtailed in recent months. We will
have to wait, and still may never know, the full extent that this period has had on the mental
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health and well-being of so many people in our country. For most, the sacrifice of jobs and livelihoods were made with grace, dignity and understanding, understanding that these sacrifices
were made to protect the lives of the vulnerable in our community and to protect people they
may never meet. Together, we flattened the curve and are doing our best to keep the situation
under control. However, as society and the economy have begun to reopen, the risks to the
future financial viability of many businesses in Ireland are becoming exposed and pose a real
threat to our long-term economic health. Small and medium enterprises, SMEs, play one of
the most significant roles in the economy, employing approximately 1 million people prior to
the pandemic, driving new innovation and advancing our contribution to every field of endeavour. Their impact on the success of this country cannot be overstated. I am, therefore, pleased
that since the earliest phases of the pandemic, supports for SMEs have been made available
and continue to be adapted to reflect the economic reality of this crisis. This Bill will result in
the implementation and development of the largest credit guarantee in the history of the State,
accurately reflecting the magnitude of the issues in front of us. Such measures, along with important amendments to company law legislation and the grant schemes available, will provide
SMEs with a stable environment in which they can navigate their way through this crisis.
The availability of, and access to, stable lines of credit may prove to be a significant factor
in the survival of countless businesses, reaching into every sector of our economy and touching
every village in Ireland. While it may not be possible to protect every business and job, we can
limit our exposure to the worst ramifications of the global economic downturn. By acting now
and implementing the necessary changes to give SMEs breathing space, we can weather this
storm and emerge from the crisis in a position of stability that will allow us to regain our growth
and take advantage of new opportunities.
For many years, Ireland has been an attractive destination for foreign direct investment,
FDI. This source of revenue and jobs has undoubtedly contributed to the transformation of
our economy and our island. However, in a global environment of uncertainty, we must give
pause to consider, rightly, the long-term health of the economy. We have a strong foundation
of SMEs and this, combined with an attractive and open system that supports new companies
being launched and expanded in Ireland, can secure continued growth into the future.
The Covid-19 pandemic has demanded changes within our society and not all of these
changes can or will be reversed. The nature of work, long debated over recent years, has been
shown to be more adaptable than we might have ordinarily thought. Working from home and
improved work-life balance have been shown to be possible and to be a viable arrangement for
many businesses. Helping SMEs adapt to these and other changes help the whole of society and
can ease certain costs SMEs and employees endure.
Developing a flexible and innovative economy and business environment can provide Ireland with a competitive edge over other nations when we, as an international community, overcome the impacts of Covid. Creating innovation hubs, increasing programmes to enhance the
financial education of SME owners, drafting effective national SME policies and action plans,
as well as supporting a significant increase in the digitalisation that SMEs have clearly shown
appetite for in recent months, based on applications for the trading online voucher scheme, will
deliver real change to our SME sector. I believe that a renewed approach towards SMEs can
benefit all of society, helping, in effect, to stabilise the present but plan for the future and better
days.
Ireland has the potential to make significant gains in the years ahead. No longer bound
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by geographic or industrial might, Ireland finds itself competing in a global economy, driven
by progress in innovation, the digital economy, medical advancements and environmentally
friendly technology. These sectors will see an ever-increasing number of jobs and revenue
streams in the decades ahead. Through a young and educated workforce, we have the ability
to provide the right environment for businesses and start-ups to release the full potential of our
people, helping to drive a new era of financial and economic success. None of this will be easily gained, nor will it be possible to achieve in the absence of a vibrant and healthy SME sector.
Diversifying our approach and ensuring SMEs and entrepreneurs have the supports they need to
thrive will be to the long-term benefit of everyone, lifting our society to new heights and emerging from this time of struggle with a positive story to tell future generations.
As was mentioned by Deputy O’Callaghan, the unemployment rate is at 22%. It was a lot
higher. Hundreds of thousands of people in the State are still being supported through the wage
subsidy scheme and the pandemic unemployment payment, PUP. Those decisions were made
by Members to the betterment and improvement of society as a whole.
The decisions the House will make in the coming weeks and months will shape the economic future of the country for years to come. It is imperative that we send a message to existing SMEs and young entrepreneurs that the Government and the House supports them on every
step of their companies’ journey from their beginning, through an approachable system that
fosters company growth, to ongoing support through business development grants and to credit
support should those businesses experience difficult times. Providing certainty to our business
community will result in Ireland having a better future.
Some of the difficulties with the previous scheme are well known to the business community. Given the changes made in 2012, certain aspects of the scheme have been a little bit slow
to be taken up by the business community. I have long believed a business-led simplification
of the credit guarantee schemes available through the State should be made. While I accept, of
course, that our financial institutions must bear some of the risk of State-backed supports to the
SME sector, I wonder whether there are lessons we can learn from recent years, in respect of
the success rate of individual companies drawing down the credit guarantee schemes available,
to ensure this enhanced scheme with a €2 billion limit does what Members want it to do. This
is something worthy of consideration.
We must consider a number of aspects of the Bill and associated legislation, particularly as
September approaches. One of the discussions that took place last night with the Minister for
Children and Youth Affairs on a motion tabled by the Sinn Féin party was on supports for the
childcare sector. This is a prime example of parents who might want to go back to work and
who will avail of their children returning to school for the first time in six months when they
start in September. If a child is unable to attend school because of a cold, a respiratory shortterm illness or a sniffle, and is not allowed into the classroom because of certain arrangements,
what of the parent trying to run a small business or who is an employee in a small business?
What protection will these individuals have in the context of their employment rights? Should
they have to take additional time off? Many parents throughout the island have run out of annual leave. There are associated considerations to be made by all of us in the House. While
I am certain the Bill will pass, I am not certain we have the time left in the Dáil schedule to
consider all aspects and implications of the Covid-19 pandemic on employment rights and the
various supports that have to be provided across the board throughout all sectors.
I welcome the Bill. I have long been an advocate of altering the system we have in place for
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the purposes of making it easier for businesses to draw down on it. However, I recognise that
certain financial institutions will review an application to the credit guarantee scheme or other
State support scheme and apply what I believe to be difficult criteria, which involve companies
being refused even if they are granted by the Department’s process. Unfortunately, this leads
to the type of uncertainty for businesses whereby they might not be in a position to keep their
doors open and retain the 1 million people who work in the SME sector. I look forward to the
speedy passage of the Bill.
I would like to take this opportunity to acknowledge and congratulate Deputy English on his
appointment as Minister of State at the Department. I am certain he will bring the same zeal he
brought to housing to this Department. I wish him and the Minister well in their endeavours.
22/07/2020B00200

An Ceann Comhairle: I call Deputy O’Connor who, I am afraid, has just over a minute.

Deputy James O’Connor: I welcome the Bill. It is at times like this we must recognise
that we have to do things differently and act responsibly and urgently to address the severe
challenges our economy faces in responding to the Covid-19 pandemic. This is the right time
for the State to play a key role in our economy and to work side-by-side with businesses to get
through this crisis. That is why I welcome the decision of the European Commission to introduce the temporary framework for state aid which is the basis of the Bill.
22/07/2020C00100

The Bill has much potential and I would like to use my time to speak on implementation.
Big ideas need action and successful implementation. I would like to speak about the proposed amendment to section 3 of the 2012 Act which extends the scope of the credit guarantee
scheme to primary agriculture, fisheries and aquaculture producers and the implementation of
the scheme through the Strategic Banking Corporation of Ireland, SBCI. On the inclusion of
agriculture, I do not have to stand here and debate the importance of the agricultural sector to
the Irish economy. My constituency includes towns such as Fermoy, Mitchelstown and Mallow
and I have a background in agriculture. My region is very reliant on the agrifood sector. I was
pleased to note the inclusion of agriculture in the temporary framework for state aid.
In recent weeks, the House gave the agriculture sector a much-needed boost by extending
the future growth loan scheme. This will help to future-proof Irish agriculture and to make sure
it is as cutting edge as possible, as well as allowing it to continue to be a world leader in highquality produce and research.
An Ceann Comhairle: The Deputy is out of time. My apologies for that. We now move
to the Sinn Féin block. Deputies Mairéad Farrell, Martin Kenny, Brian Stanley and Imelda
Munster will share time.
22/07/2020C00200

Deputy Mairéad Farrell: Bhí go leor gnólachtaí i dteagmháil liom le tamall anuas mar
gheall go bhfuil an t-uafás éiginnteachta ann maidir lena dtodhchaí. Tá faitíos an domhain
orthu nach mbeidh siad in ann iasacht ar bith a fháil agus nach mbeidh deontais ar fáil dóibh.
22/07/2020C00300

Sinn Féin has consistently stated since the onset of this crisis that these are extraordinary
times which necessitate extraordinary measures. Many SMEs are starved of capital right now.
The reality is that these businesses are the backbone of our economy and provide much needed
employment in the most rural and remote areas in the State. They have, I am sure, contacted
every single one of us to tell us they cannot cope with the onset of Covid-19. For many this
also involves the changes they will need to make to their businesses in order for them to be in
line with public health advice. These people, families and communities need to know we are
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doing everything in our power to ensure their survival. For many rural areas the survival of
these small and micro-businesses impacts on the survival of communities.
One group of businesses that is gravely concerned about their livelihoods are the owners
of bed and breakfast accommodation. The tourism industry has fallen to its knees in recent
months. I spoke with one owner of bed and breakfast accommodation yesterday who told me
she had not had a single knock on her door since March, meaning that she has had no income
since then. A woman to whom I spoke highlighted the fact that she was a pensioner and, therefore, was ineligible for the Covid-19 pandemic unemployment payment. As I have said in the
Chamber, people have told me they are working not as a hobby but because they have bills and
mortgages to pay. They are unable to survive without this income.
A key issue for the owners of bed and breakfast accommodation is that they are non-ratable
businesses because they are businesses which are run in homes. Therefore, certain grants are
not available to them. Another owner of bed and breakfast accommodation told me it was
estimated to cost in the region of €40,000 to make all of the necessary changes to be in line
with public health advice. This person has a mortgage that still needs to be paid, no visitors
are knocking on the door and grants cannot be accessed. The family told me they do not think
they would be able to get a loan from a bank. Non-ratable businesses need access to grants and
assurances in the credit guarantee scheme. Clearly, the scheme is there to assist businesses in
acquiring much-needed capital so they can stay in business and preserve jobs.
Several problems with the scheme have been highlighted by my colleagues in recent days.
Today I would like to draw the attention of the House to another issue, namely, the timeliness
of the appeals process for SMEs that have had their initial applications for finance turned down.
For many SMEs whose loan requests have been turned down by their respective banks, they
will first have to exhaust their banks’ internal appeals process before they can take an appeal to
the Credit Review Office which acts as a type of ombudsman. It overturns, on average, more
than 50% of the appeals decisions that come before it. Nevertheless, while it offers borrowers
an independent review and, therefore, the right to an impartial appeal, this can be time consuming for many SMEs. Given our current predicament, many small businesses simply cannot afford to wait up to three months while they exhaust their banks’ internal appeals processes before
they can appeal to the Credit Review Office.
I ask the Minister to consider putting in place a mechanism which would allow SMEs which
have had their requests for funding turned down by their banks to bypass internal appeals processes and be able to take appeals straight to the Credit Review Office, and that such a policy
would remain in place for the duration of the Covid-19 crisis. Furthermore, could the appeals
fee, which ranges from €100 to €250, depending on the size of the credit involved, be refunded
to the applicant given the current emergency? If this would put too much pressure on the Credit
Review Office and would simply move the backlog from banks to the appeals process, could
the Minister request that banks establish internal dedicated credit guarantee appeals teams that
would be responsible for assessing appeals within a short turnaround timeframe? If an applicant
is not satisfied with this appeal, he or she could bring the matter to the Credit Review Office.
I would be also interested in hearing whether the Minister, in the event he can proceed with
this proposal, could also commit to ensuring the figures on the rates of refusals and declines for
loan applications and appeals are published. This would alleviate a lot of the fears out there.
22/07/2020C00400

Deputy Martin Kenny: It is obvious to everyone that we have a situation across the coun436
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try where many small businesses are under massive pressure as a result of Covid-19 and the
onslaught it has brought on their cashflow. They are trying to keep on employees and to keep
their businesses afloat under the most difficult of circumstances.
There is a lesson in all of this for the economic model we have used in Ireland for so long.
When there is a crisis, whether it is Covid-19, an economic crash or Brexit, who has to come to
the rescue? It is not the markets, yet at all other times we are told the markets are there to solve
all of the problems. They do not solve problems when there is a crisis. Instead, it is up to the
taxpayer and Government to come in and shore up and support businesses. That is appropriate
and proper, and it is exactly what we need to do right now.
It is ironic, given the circumstances in which we find ourselves, that the way the Government has chosen to address the crisis is through a credit guarantee scheme, which of course is
necessary. However, the model it has again chosen is to provide help through the pillar banks.
The difficulty many small businesses have is that they are at the mercy of credit committees in
these banks. That has been always the case.
Business owners who are looking for money are usually already under stress and in debt
from trying to establish their businesses and keep them going. When they go to banks to look
for additional cash to keep cashflow going, to stay afloat and to get over a hill to the top so they
can continue to flourish, they find they are meeting the same problem, namely, that the banks
are the ones that are in control. That is one of the major flaws in the proposal. We continue
to use pillar banks as if they were going to solve our problems. They certainly will not, and in
many cases we find that many of our small businesses are at their mercy.
A lot of small businesses in Ireland are struggling even in ordinary times. I have spoken to
the owners of small businesses across my constituency who employ a small number of people
and continue to work very hard and keep going even in these difficult circumstances. They pay
their way and are able to continue in business. Crises like Covid-19 put them in a situation
whereby they are now considering whether they should remain open or close. Many are choosing to close.
That is one of the ironies of all of this, and it goes back to what I said at the beginning of
my statement, namely, that the economic model we use in this country puts just enough support
under people to get them started and then abandons them to the mercies of the markets. That
simply does not work in the long term and we need to review that model as we move into the
future so that if we face another crisis in one year or ten years’ time we are not in a situation
whereby the taxpayer has to come in and rescue businesses. There must be a better and more
sustainable model that works for everyone.
Another aspect of this involves the European Union and the way it treats countries that
choose to invest in their local and indigenous economies. The Stability and Growth Pact states
that Governments cannot invest in their economies, which is a significant problem. Of course,
many of the other countries in the EU, even Germany which is one of the most strident in defending this policy, break the rules and are most adventurous in investing in their economies
and ensuring their indigenous economies are flourishing.
At the same time, such countries punish other countries for trying to do the same thing. The
Government needs to become more adventurous and strident in ensuring that we develop our
indigenous industries and economies, particularly in the regions. I come from the north-west
437

Dáil Éireann

region and that part of the world has the greatest opportunity and potential in the country. There
is a highly educated workforce but, unfortunately, many of those from the area who get degrees
and do well in life cannot find work in their local area and must travel to the east
10 o’clock
coast or leave the country altogether. That is a part of the lesson that we need to
learn. We need investment in the economy that is deep and spread across the island
so that we can ensure, come what may, we will have the strength to work our way through it.
This credit guarantee scheme is necessary but the manner in which it is being rolled out is
totally mistaken. We should not be doing it through the banks. We need to pump money in at
the bottom of the economy so that people will spend it because if they do, they will keep the
economy going.
Deputy Brian Stanley: I welcome the opportunity to speak on this Bill. The past five
months have been a very difficult time for the economy and people of Ireland. Covid-19 has
brought with it unexpected and unprecedented financial issues for many businesses which
would otherwise have been sustainable. Many workers have been left in limbo, not knowing
whether they will have a job to go back to. Sinn Féin therefore welcomes the Government’s
credit guarantee legislation which will make it easier for SMEs to access affordable credit. In
May, we wrote to the Minister for Finance and called for legislation similar to the Bill the Government is now implementing. We are glad the Government has taken on board suggestions
from Sinn Féin and listened to us. We are determined to be an effective Opposition and want to
provide real solutions to deal with serious issues such as this.
22/07/2020D00200

A number of sectors are struggling in my constituency of Laois-Offaly, including the coach
and bus industry, and the hospitality sector. Many pub owners have their backs against the wall,
as do others in the retail sector. I have spoken to many people in these sorts of companies during the Covid emergency and in recent days. They have told me that what they need right now
is grants. A large number of these businesses are already carrying substantial loans and the last
thing they need is more debt. They are already struggling and cannot afford to take on extra
debt. It is for that reason that Sinn Féin is calling for grants of up to €25,000 for those SMEs.
There should be no interest accruing to loans under the credit guarantee scheme for the first
12 months. Thereafter, only low interest should apply, no more than 2.5%, as opposed to the
current scheme where up to 5.5% is being charged. The rates waiver scheme, which has been
successful in keeping businesses afloat, needs to be extended beyond 1 January 2021.
It is also essential that the wage subsidy scheme continue for businesses that meet the criteria and qualify for it. I stress that these schemes should mainly be for small and medium-sized
businesses. Many large companies are able to leverage credit and capital from the banks and
are thereby able to stay afloat. The loans and grants to which I am referring should only be
for decent employers. If the State, using taxpayers’ money, gives a helping hand to the private
sector, employers must uphold their side of the bargain by continuing to pay fair wages and
upholding decent conditions for workers. Employers should not use the emergency to slash
the wages of workers. We know that is happening and I have heard complaints from workers
that some businesses have not wasted a good crisis. It is unacceptable for a business to use this
opportunity to slash the wages of workers even when it is availing of the wage subsidy scheme.
The Government should also implement the voucher scheme that Sinn Féin proposed a few
weeks ago. Sinn Féin proposed a voucher scheme for families who take a staycation. The
vouchers could be spent on anything in the hospitality sector, excluding alcohol. That would
get tens of thousands of workers back into employment and give families a badly needed break.
438

22 July 2020

Sinn Féin wants to make a positive contribution to the economic recovery, which will be
difficult. We are glad that many of our proposals are being taken on board. That is good news.
We need to stimulate the economy and get money circulating again. That will, in turn, generate
revenue for the State through the universal social charge, PRSI, PAYE and VAT. It is important
that we regenerate the economy and get it back up off its knees.
Deputy Rose Conway-Walsh: The Central Bank issued a report on the SME sector yesterday and it made for very stark reading indeed. It tells a story of less money coming in.
Some 39% of firms report that invoices have gone unpaid. Small businesses are struggling to
get banks to lend to them. Unpaid invoices have a knock-on effect on the whole of the supply
chain and we need to be conscious of that. Whether we are talking about a small food supplier,
a self-employed person or whatever else it may be, the negative multiplier effect, in that sense,
is something for which we need to watch out because businesses will be collapsing under the
radar.
22/07/2020D00300

All this has meant that staff have been let go, payments have been deferred and businesses
have been forced to close altogether. I am glad to see this common-sense Bill and a willingness
on the part of the Government to adopt recommendations from Sinn Féin. That said, I strongly
urge the Minister to look at the rest of the proposals made by Sinn Féin. The Bill improves the
credit guarantee scheme but we need to do far more. This legislation does not get us away from
the fact that an injection of cash through grant aid is required. Sinn Féin has spoken about that
necessity and has acted accordingly in the North by supplying grants for small businesses.
We know that small businesses are struggling right across the country. For example, coach
and bus operators are struggling, as my colleague, Deputy Stanley, mentioned. Those businesses have been hit extremely hard. I have been in contact with owners of such businesses in
my constituency and despite how hard their businesses have been hit, they are clear that they
can only stay in business if there is genuine support for them. They are watching the activities of the Dáil with interest and hoping that no one in the Government is asleep at the wheel.
Those business owners agree with Sinn Féin’s assessment of the credit guarantee scheme. They
knew straightaway that it was badly designed and would mean higher interest rates that would
be of little assistance to small businesses such as theirs. The amendment is a small step in the
right direction towards supporting industries such as the coach tourism sector and many others but more needs to be done. The country cannot function without a proper transport system
that serves all areas, no matter how remote. The business owners that I am talking about have
invested heavily, are already carrying debt and cannot bear any more, particularly at high interest rates.
Much has been said about the opening of so-called wet pubs. Regardless of the rights and
wrongs of this, they have been asked by the Government to stay closed for the safety of everyone, like many other businesses. Owners of such pubs need to know that the Government is
doing all it can to put the necessary supports in place. The Government cannot make decisions
in isolation. It must ensure that these viable yet vulnerable businesses are supported in order
that they can continue to trade. It must work with the Opposition and listen to our ideas, not
dismiss them out of hand for political reasons.
The accommodation and food sectors have experienced an extreme shock across the board.
The Central Bank, in its report, states that 77% of businesses in the sector have reported turnover more than 75% below normal. We must look at the supply chains in that regard, as we
must with dry cleaners and launderettes. Between 60% and 80% of income in dry cleaning and
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launderette businesses comes from the hospitality sector. It is important that dry cleaners and
launderettes are considered and aligned with the hospitality sector so that we can keep those
businesses up and running.
The Bill increases to 80% the portfolio cap in the Government’s Covid-19 credit guarantee
scheme and I welcome that, although it should be higher, as Sinn Féin has suggested. Without
the removal of the cap, banks would refuse to lend to small businesses in dire need of affordable
loans. As has already been said, Sinn Féin is proposing a cap on interest rates at 2.5%. The
interest rates on the loans provided to date are too high.
The issues were flagged by Sinn Féin shortly after the loan scheme was announced in May.
This was communicated to the Minister for Finance and the Minister with responsibility for
business. My earliest contribution in the Dáil was on interest rates and the amount of money the
banks would be making on the back of these struggling businesses. The reasons loans would be
unattractive to smaller businesses were outlined. Today, one of these issues is being addressed.
I urge the Government to look at the other issues highlighted as a matter of urgency. Businesses
need a minimum of a 12-month window guarantee before they make repayments on loans and
they also need guaranteed low-interest payments.
There is so much uncertainty about the future. The situation regarding a vaccine is evolving. I hope we will have a vaccine sooner rather than later. However, we will not get back to a
normality whereby these businesses can trade until there is a vaccine in place. That needs to be
reflected in terms of what the Government is doing. These are vulnerable but viable businesses
that we depend on for employment. We depend on having these businesses in our communities
to allow them, particularly those in rural Ireland, to be prosperous and viable.
I welcome the Bill, but much more needs to be done. The key words are “simplicity” and
“urgency” in the context of getting the money to the right places at the right time.
An Ceann Comhairle: I remind the House that the debate on this Bill must conclude at
10.30 a.m. Our next slot is a Government one. We will begin with Deputy Murnane O’Connor.
22/07/2020E00200

Deputy Jennifer Murnane O’Connor: I am sharing time with Deputies Flaherty and
Crowe. The Government has my full support. This legislation to extend the option of overdrafts, term loans and working capital for small and medium-sized businesses that have been
severely hit by the Covid-19 pandemic is welcome. It is important that we support viable businesses and ensure that our entrepreneurs do not go to the wall because of something that was
completely beyond their control.
22/07/2020E00300

I am keen to encourage robust scrutiny of this loan scheme to ensure that the taxpayer will
not be on the hook because we failed to engage in due diligence at this stage of the process. It
is important that these credit agreements will be accessed not only by those who have the means
but also by those who do not.
I wish to raise another issue. Some banks refused to issue mortgages to people who were
put on wage subsidy schemes. Are businesses going to suffer the same fate? These businesses
abided by the public health advice, closed for the pandemic and are now reopening with less
potential for profit than before. Will they be denied these loans because their bank balances are
less pretty than they were previously?
The Credit Guarantee Act 2012 and the subsequent amending legislation refer to where a
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participating finance provider fails or refuses to comply with the terms of a credit guarantee
scheme and provides that the Minister may withdraw a guarantee given in respect of any qualifying finance agreement to which the participating finance provider is a party. Is there a commitment in respect of businesses if banks refuse to lend to those which have traded at a loss in
recent months but which had been viable previously? Will they have some recourse? Does the
guarantee provide that these businesses can still qualify for the credit facilities? Obviously, we
cannot interfere with the day-to-day running of the banks. However, can we assure those who
might want to apply that the banks will lend? Have the main financial providers told the Government that these credit facilities can be accessed immediately? What is the timeline regarding
decisions? Can businesses receive guidance on how long they can expect to wait for approval?
I want to ask about VAT. I have been speaking to those in hospitality and the vintners. I
have had several Zoom meetings with them. The biggest issue they face is the need for a reduction in VAT to 9%. They believe that will keep their doors open. Is there any way we can do
that to keep this sector going?
I have also had Zoom meetings with barbers and hairdressers and other small businesses.
The biggest concern they have is that we will go into a second phase of lockdown. If we do,
some believe that it will not be viable for them to reopen and they will not be able to keep their
doors closed. This morning, I listened to RTÉ Radio 1. A health professional was interviewed
and outlined his belief that are we looking at the prospect of staying in our counties again. The
biggest issue is the schools. These are all major issues for businesses. Perhaps the Minister of
State could come back on this point.
The main thing is a commitment to manage the uncertainty for businesses in order that they
can survive. Is there any way we can look at the fact that online businesses outside Ireland are
free to advertise their prices without VAT while Irish companies cannot do so? Obviously, the
customer pays the VAT, but it seems unfair to Irish businesses trading online that they are immediately at a disadvantage. Maybe the Minister can come back to me on this matter.
Deputy Joe Flaherty: I am pleased to see the Bill proceeding through the Dáil today. It
will be important as we look to kick-start our economy in a Covid-19 era. The Bill will enable
the distribution of low-cost loans to many businesses affected by the global pandemic. That
will be a great help.
22/07/2020E00400

Equally important and as significant as those low-cost loans will be the July stimulus programme. It will include a suite of measures and supports to aid the Irish public and hospitality
sectors. Those supports and incentives need to be decisive and strong. The reality is the pub
sector in particular has suffered adversely throughout this crisis. We have to acknowledge the
great contribution made by publicans. Let us think back to early March. Many of our rural and
country publicans led by example. They put their hands up first and said they were closing their
bars in the national interest, in the interests of public health and, more importantly, in the interest of the welfare of their local communities. They did so ahead of any talk about a national
lockdown. They did so prior to any talk about Covid-19 payments. They did so ahead of any
talk about a business restart. They were completely selfless. The broad cohort of publicans
have behaved admirably throughout this crisis.
It is fair and reasonable to say that as of now publicans are angry and frustrated. Their
eagerly awaited reopening has been delayed. It is understandable and correct that the public
health advice has been that we should delay the reopening. However, it is incumbent on the
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House, specifically in respect of the July incentive package which will be unveiled later this
week, to deliver clear, meaningful and strong incentives to encourage as many publicans as possible to come back to the fold.
The reality is that, owing to Covid-19 social distancing guidelines, public health requirements and, unfortunately, a general downturn in the economic viability of the pub sector as a
result of Covid-19, many of our pubs will not reopen. Everyone in the House is well aware of
the significance and importance of the community pub to rural Ireland as well as the importance
of the traditional pub to our tourism model. That is why it is so important that we need to see
strong and meaningful support from the House this week. We need a business incentive scheme
to encourage as many of our rural pubs as possible to reopen on 10 August.
22/07/2020E00500

An Ceann Comhairle: There are 12 minutes remaining. Deputy Crowe is next.

Deputy Cathal Crowe: I join my colleagues in welcoming the Bill, which makes provision
for the largest credit guarantee scheme in the history of the State. That is certainly welcome for
businesses that are now at the pin of their collar. This will offer some much-needed liquidity
as they try to get back on their feet. It is good news on top of last week’s financial provisions
and microenterprise loan fund legislation. It proves that in the early weeks of this Government
there has been a real willingness on this side of the House to prime local businesses to ensure
that they are in the fittest and healthiest financial state possible as they try to resurrect, get back
to work and start doing what they do best.
22/07/2020E00600

There are a number of outliers. I want to briefly mention one of these to the Minister of
State. A man came to Dublin last week. He arrived at the gates of Leinster House. His name
is Sean Kilkenny. He is a colourful character from Tuamgraney in east Clare. He got plenty
of coverage on the national airwaves. Sean Kilkenny operates a jarvey business in east Clare.
He has beautiful carriages that at this time of year would normally operate in and around the
grounds of Dromoland Castle. He has a range of other carriages that are used for funerals and
weddings. He has 42 or 43 animals, including some beautiful Connemara ponies and Irish
draught horses. He is really holding up and shoring up a rural economy, providing a vital tourism industry in the region. Mr. Kilkenny is in one of those outlier situations. He is getting his
Covid-19 related payment of €350, but he has major operating costs. We need to see scope
within the July stimulus and the measures we are adopting this week to support and benefit
those such as Mr. Kilkenny to ensure these businesses will not go to the wall during this crisis.
Owners of bed and breakfasts also have issues, particularly those over the age of 66 as they are
not eligible for Covid-19 payments. They also find themselves outside the qualifying net for
several supports already announced.
My final point concerns bank loans, because I understand that what we are approving this
week will be dispersed through the Bank of Ireland, AIB and Ulster Bank. Defaulting on any
standing order with a bank, or even a missed direct debit relating to a Vodafone or ESB bill,
will mean that a person’s credit rating will go sour. Credit ratings are fragile. The very people
who will look for this finance in late July and August as they try to refinance their businesses,
therefore, are probably the same people who have defaulted on basic, simple and small direct
debits that were unable to come from their accounts because of a lack of liquidity. Going on
the credit ratings system will mean that some of these people will go into the bank, with all of
their paperwork in order and with a credible claim for a loan, but they will not be able to get it
because they defaulted on some small basic payments in the previous six months during the Covid-19 crisis. This issue will be a major anomaly affecting many people, so I urge the Minister
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to look at it and give some assurances to SMEs.
I join others from my party who have spoken about publicans. What has happened thus far
has had to be guided by public health guidance and we all accept that fully. There has, however,
been a disproportionate benefit to those who run food-serving pubs in urban constituencies, as
opposed to those in rural areas who can see no light at the end of the tunnel. That situation
needs to remain fluid and more clarity needs to be brought to this area by the Government.
22/07/2020F00200

An Ceann Comhairle: There are seven minutes remaining. I call Deputy Cahill.

Deputy Jackie Cahill: We find ourselves in the unique situation of an economic crisis
caused by a health emergency. Businesses that in normal times would be on a sound financial footing are now under significant economic pressure, unfortunately, because their working
capital is completely tied up or their cash flow has stopped. That is why I am delighted to have
this opportunity to welcome the credit guarantee scheme. A sum of €2 billion sounds like a
ferocious amount but there is much pent-up demand for this credit scheme. Our SMEs are very
important and it is essential that we do everything in our power to help them.
22/07/2020F00300

The cost of this loan scheme must be kept to a minimum. We have seen other initiatives
where interest rates have been quoted at between 4% and 5%. That is not acceptable given
the cost of money on the financial markets. The reality is that the public and business people
have completely lost confidence in the banks. Every week, people come into my clinics who
have been trying to get mortgages and some who had already been approved for mortgages by
financial institutions. Like many hundreds of thousands of other people, they have gone on
supporting payments because of changed circumstances due to the coronavirus or they have
moved jobs and have gone on to contract employment. The banks are refusing to honour their
previous commitments to people seeking mortgages. We devote much attention in this House
to the housing crisis and rightly so. The issue regarding the ability of young couples to avail of
mortgages during this pandemic must get more attention. The way our banks are treating these
people has to come under greater scrutiny. I urge the Minister to give directives to the banks
regarding people who, through no fault of their own, have changed circumstances. The commitments given to those people should be honoured.
The July stimulus package, of approximately €7 billion, will also be announced this week.
I reiterate that the pressure on businesses is immense. Two weeks ago during a Topical Issue
debate, I made a plea on behalf of private bus operators. They are under great pressure and
they are the cornerstone of the infrastructure for our tourism industry. Like many other sectors, those businesses will not recover even in 2021 or 2022. Even if the pandemic goes well
and a vaccine is found, those businesses will not return to where they would have been even
in 2022 and they will need ongoing help into the future. We have some of the big operators in
that sector in our neck of the woods and they are a key part of our tourism infrastructure. Those
operators have buses sitting in their yards that were bought new this spring for €350,000 in
preparation for this year’s tourism season. The problems for those operators are not going to go
away today, tomorrow or even in six months.
Like other Deputies, I was disappointed that the pubs were not allowed to open. I accept
fully that decisions regarding the health of our citizens are paramount. Unfortunately, rural
publicans cannot understand how pubs in large urban centres can open while those pubs that
would count ten or 15 people a big crowd cannot. Restricted admission might have got us over
some of the problems that the health officials thought the opening of rural pubs might cause.
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The health experts told us that when the economy started to reopen that cases would increase.
That is normal, because people are mixing more and that was bound to happen. Publicans need
clear guidance and they were very cross at the lateness of this decision. All the indications coming up to last weekend and last Monday suggested that pubs would be allowed to open. Many
publicans had ordered stock, serviced their coolers and incurred additional expense. These are
people who have had no cash flow since mid-March. If there are going to be changes to the
roadmap, those changes need to be signposted well in advance.
Like my fellow Government Deputies, I welcome this initiative. The costs for businesses,
however, must be kept at a reasonable level. Our businesses and SMEs never wanted help more
if we are going to reboot our economy. Figures are being bandied about this week regarding
the large amounts that will be coming from the EU, but that is over a seven-year period. Many
businesses will need grants as well as loans and businesses in some sectors that are under more
pressure than others. This is a unique situation and austerity will not solve it. We must spend
our way out of this crisis and we must give help to these businesses to get back on an even keel
and to do that as soon as possible.
An Ceann Comhairle: I thank the Deputy. A little over one minute remains for the Minister of State to reply. Would he like to make brief concluding remarks?
22/07/2020F00400

Minister of State at the Department of Business, Enterprise and Innovation (Deputy
Damien English): We will probably get a chance on Committee Stage to go through many of
the suggestions that were made. I thank the House for the support for the Bill. Most Members
across the board supported it. I noticed that Deputy Martin Kenny did not like how we are going to administer the loans, but he did not put forward any other way to do it. Most Members
agree, therefore, that this is the right approach to take regarding this intervention. Again, this is
only one initiative and some €12 billion more in supports will be announced as part of the July
stimulus plan. This is a mechanism to ensure we can get our banks lending to those who need
it at good interest rates as quickly as we can.
22/07/2020F00500

Many comments reflected on the existing scheme that has been operating since 2012. I want
to clarify that this is a very different scheme. We are changing the criteria and putting an allocation of €2 billion behind this initiative, compared to €150 million for the other initiative. This
is, therefore, a very different scheme. We are changing the portfolio cap and the businesses that
can be supported, and we have no doubt that this scheme will work and will be able to respond
to the demands created by the impact of Covid-19. People are making judgments on a scheme
that was not necessarily needed in the seven to eight years pre-Covid-19. We know, however,
that because of what has happened since February and March that we need a new scheme and
this legislation is intended to respond to the needs of today.
Question put and agreed to.
An Ceann Comhairle: I understand that the Government Chief Whip has a business proposal to put to the House.
22/07/2020F00700
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Gnó na Dála - Business of Dáil

22/07/2020G00100

Minister of State at the Department of the Taoiseach (Deputy Jack Chambers): It is
proposed, notwithstanding anything in Standing Orders or the Order of Business of yesterday,
that (1) the following revised arrangements shall apply today in relation to the number of rounds
and speaking arrangements on the statements on the post-European Council meeting of 17 and
18 July 2020: the item shall conclude within two hours 20 minutes and shall be confined to two
rounds of statements, followed by a questions and answers session, and a five minute wrap-up
by the Minister, the opening round of statements of the Taoiseach and the main spokespersons
for Opposition parties and groups, or a member nominated in their stead, shall not exceed ten
minutes each, the second round of statements, which shall be confined to Opposition parties
and groups, shall not exceed five minutes each, and a Minister shall take questions for a period
not exceeding 20 minutes; and (2) on Friday (a) the Dáil shall adjourn on the conclusion of proceedings on All Stages of the Ministers and Secretaries (Amendment) Bill 2020, working title,
and (b) the statement by the Minister for Health and questions and answers on Covid-19 shall
be taken following the statements on the Apple case, and the following arrangements shall apply: the statement and questions and answers shall be brought to a conclusion within two hours
and five minutes, the opening statement by a Minister or Minister of State shall not exceed ten
minutes, and the statements and questions and answers by Sinn Féin shall not exceed 15 minutes, by all other Opposition parties and groups shall not exceed ten minutes each, by Fianna
Fáil and Fine Gael shall not exceed 15 minutes each, and by the Green Party shall not exceed
ten minutes, and shall be taken in the above order.
22/07/2020G00200

An Ceann Comhairle: These are the proposals arising from the concerns raised on the
Order of Business yesterday. They have been agreed by the Business Committee. Do I take it
they are acceptable to the House? Are they agreed? Agreed.
22/07/2020G00300

Ceisteanna - Questions

22/07/2020G00400

Ceisteanna ar Sonraíodh Uain Dóibh - Priority Questions

22/07/2020G00500

Covid-19 Pandemic Supports

22/07/2020G00550

13. D’fhiafraigh Deputy Aengus Ó Snodaigh den Aire Cultúir, Oidhreachta agus Gaeltachta cén uair a bheidh plean cuimsitheach tharrthála iar-Covid-19 foilsithe aici don Ghaeilge
agus Gaeltachta. [17297/20]
22/07/2020G00600

Deputy Aengus Ó Snodaigh: Táim ag iarraidh fáil amach ón Aire cén uair a bheidh plean
tarrthála cuimsitheach againn don bhealach romhainn maidir leis an Ghaeilge, an Ghaeltacht
agus na pobail atá cónaí orthu sna ceantair sin tar éis Covid-19. Cén uair a fheicimid an plean
sin ón Rialtas?
22/07/2020G00700
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Minister of State at the Department of Culture, Heritage and the Gaeltacht (Deputy
Jack Chambers): Tugann an Rialtas aitheantas do thábhacht na Gaeilge mar chéad teanga an
Stáit, mar theanga bheo agus mar chuid dár n-oidhreacht. Tá réimse gníomhaíochtaí curtha i
bhfeidhm ag an Roinn cheana féin chun dul i ngleic le dúshláin Covid-19 mar a bhaineann siad
leis an Ghaeilge agus leis an Ghaeltacht.
22/07/2020G00800

In Aibreán, fógraíodh nach mbeadh cúrsaí foghlama Gaeilge sa Ghaeltacht ag dul ar aghaidh
an samhradh seo, mar a bhí beartaithe acu, ar mhaithe le sláinte phoiblí a chosaint. Ag aithint
go mbeadh tionchar mór ag an gcinneadh seo ar an earnáil, d’fhógair mo Roinn go mbeadh ciste
éigeandála aon uaire ar fiú €4.7 milliún á chur ar fáil. Is beart aon uaire é seo leis an aidhm
inmharthanacht leanúnach na hearnála a chinntiú agus ligean don earnáil leanúint ar aghaidh
chun cur leis an iarracht chórasach atá á dhéanamh tacú leis an nGaeilge agus leis na réigiúin
Ghaeltachta de réir cuspóirí uileghabhálacha an straitéis 20 bliain don Ghaeilge 2010-30.
Tá maoiniú suntasach curtha ar fáil le haghaidh gnóthaí Gaeltachta agus Gaeilge do 2020.
Tá sé fógartha cheana féin go mbeidh infheistíocht bhreise ar fiú €500,000 curtha ar fáil don
phróiseas pleanála teanga, a chinnteoidh go dtógfar ar an obair mhaith atá ar siúl faoin bpróiseas
cheana féin. Chomh maith leis sin, déanfar ardú €1 milliún nó 11% ar sholáthar caipitil Údarás
na Gaeltachta chun tuilleadh a chur lena chumas ar chlár oibre a chur chun cinn ar leas na
Gaeltachta, agus tá €200,000 breise curtha ar fáil do mhaoiniú na gcomharchumann Gaeltachta
freisin.
Deputy Aengus Ó Snodaigh: Déanaim comhghairdeas leis an Aire Stáit as ucht a ardú
céime chun Aire Stáit don Ghaeilge agus don Ghaeltacht. Tá súil agam go mbeimid in ann oibriú le chéile ar mhaithe na hearnála seo go háirithe. Chuala mé cad a bhí á rá ag an Aire Stáit
agus tá brón orm, ach ní freagra é sin ar mo cheist. Don chuid is mó de na hearnálacha eile, tá
bealach chun tosaigh, plean oibre nó pacáiste tarrthála chun déileáil le torthaí Covid-19 anois
agus sa todhchaí leagtha amach cheana féin nó á leagadh amach ag an Roinn. Bhí an méid a
dúirt an tAire Stáit ina fhreagra ag díriú isteach ar an méid atá ag tarlú faoi láthair. Aithním
roinnt de na cinntí sin agus d’fháiltigh mé rompu cheana féin leis an Aire sinsearach, ach cá
bhfuil an plean tarrthála a théann chun tosaigh ar an méid atá leagtha amach go dtí seo? Cén
uair a bheidh sé foilsithe agus cén uair a bheidh sé soiléir do ghnáth phobal na tíre?
22/07/2020G00900

Deputy Jack Chambers: Gabhaim buíochas leis an Teachta as an ábhar tábhachtach seo a
ardú. Ní raibh an t-am agam an t-eolas iomlán a thabhairt dó i mo chéad fhreagra. Leanfaidh
mé ar aghaidh le cuid den eolas seo.
22/07/2020G01000

Tá soláthar iomlán de €23.652 milliún curtha ar fáil ag an Roinn d’Údarás na Gaeltachta i
2020. Baineann €10 milliún den soláthar seo le buiséad caipitil na heagraíochta chun fostaíocht
a chruthú. Sa bhreis ar sin, tá ciste suas le €10.484 milliún san iomlán curtha ar fáil don údarás
faoin gciste um athghiniúint agus forbairt tuaithe, chomh maith leis an gciste um fhorbairt fiontraíochta réigiúnaí, le dhá bhliain anuas. Ó tharla géarchéim Covid-19, tá teagmháil leanúnach
ag oifigigh mo Roinne le hoifigigh Údarás na Gaeltachta faoin tionchar a d’fhéadfadh a bheith
ag an ngéarchéim ar chliant-chomhlachtaí na heagraíochta. Fógraíodh le déanaí go mbeadh
rochtain ag cliant-chomhlachtaí Údarás na Gaeltachta ar réimse iomlán tacaíochtaí faoin gciste
cothaithe fiontair agus €5 milliún breise ar fáil i mbliana mar thús don eagraíocht le hathbhreithniú a dhéanamh ar a chuid riachtanais roimh dheireadh na bliana.
Deputy Aengus Ó Snodaigh: Fáiltím roimh an €5 milliún breise a luaigh an tAire Stáit
d’Údarás na Gaeltachta, ach sin an t-aon mhaoiniú breise a fheicim go dtí seo don Ghaeilge
22/07/2020G01100
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agus an Ghaeltacht. Arís, cén uair a bheidh an plean tarrthála don Ghaeltacht atá bainteach le
Covid-19 á fhoilsiú? Ní bhaineann an t-ábhar seo leis na fadhbanna atá ann faoi láthair, ach na
fadhbanna a bheidh ann do mhná tí an bhliain seo chugainn, mar an t-airgead a bheidh gá dóibh
a infheistiú ina gcuid tithe, mar shampla. Beidh fadhbanna ann freisin do na hionaid phobail,
don Ghaeltacht i gcoitinne agus d’Údarás na Gaeltachta é féin agus é ag triail comhlachtaí a
mhealladh isteach sa cheantar in iomaíocht le ceantair eile. Tá slám mór oibre le déanamh agus
níl mé ach ag fiafraí cén uair a bheidh an plean tarrthála sin foilsithe.
Deputy Jack Chambers: Tá ceist eile ag an Teachta faoin ábhar seo a bheidh mé ag freagairt níos déanaí. Tuigim go bhfuil deacrachtaí agus dúshláin romham agus teastaíonn uaim
aghaidh a thabhairt orthu. Tugtar aitheantas sa chlár Rialtais do thábhacht na Gaeilge mar theanga bheo agus cuid luachmhar dár n-oidhreacht agus dá stádas mar chéad teanga oifigiúil an
Stáit i mBunreacht na hÉireann.
22/07/2020G01200

Maidir leis an bpróiseas pleanála teanga, tá 18 plean ceadaithe sa Ghaeltacht cheana féin
agus tá sé beartaithe go mbeidh ocht gcinn eile ceadaithe taobh istigh de dhá bhliain. Ar ndóigh,
is ceist í cúrsaí pleanála don Roinn Tithíochta, Pleanála agus Rialtais Áitiúil. Is tríd an bpróiseas
Meastacháin a chuirtear soláthar airgid ar fáil ar bhonn bliantúil do mo Roinn agus, ar ndóigh,
do na Ranna go léir.
Beidh ceist eile ag an Teachta faoin Ghaeltacht níos déanaí agus beidh freagra agam air sin
freisin.
Programme for Government

22/07/2020G01250

14. Deputy Duncan Smith asked the Minister for Culture, Heritage and the Gaeltacht if the
night-time economy task force has been appointed; if not, when it will be appointed; and if she
will make a statement on the matter. [17502/20]
22/07/2020G01300

Deputy Duncan Smith: The programme for Government commits the Government to establishing a night-time economy task force within 30 days, which would lead us up to Monday,
27 July. I am looking for an update as to whether that task force has been set up.
22/07/2020G01400

Minister for Culture, Heritage and the Gaeltacht (Deputy Catherine Martin): My Department is leading on the programme for Government’s key commitment to establish a nighttime economy task force. The aim of the proposed task force will be to look at innovative
approaches to supporting and developing a vibrant, diverse night-time culture and economy
in Ireland, and it is intended that the key Departments, agencies and relevant groups will be
represented on this task force at senior level. The task force will build on the work carried out
already in the Department in this area, which included a symposium to investigate the possibility of creative nightlife and cultural activity after hours and the establishment of pilot projects in
both Cork and Dublin, which intended to provide a more detailed insight into the specific issues
facing the development of a night-time culture and to seek wider public views. The task force
will examine progress on these measures to date and examine more complex issues, including
issues around licensing laws and regulations governing our night-time culture at national and
local level.
22/07/2020H00100

Part of the role of the task force will also be to examine the establishment of night-time
culture mayors in Cork and Dublin, a role that some other European cities have already estab447
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lished. We know that many businesses and creative practitioners which depend on the nighttime economy are suffering huge losses due to the necessary restrictions caused by Covid-19,
and the work of this task force is even more important in this context. The support and cooperation of key Departments, agencies and local authorities will be vital to the success of this
initiative, and my Department is writing to them to seek nominations to the task force. As the
Deputy said, there is a commitment in the programme for Government to establish this task
force within the first 30 days, and I am happy to confirm that I will be announcing the establishment of this task force next week. The task force will consult and inform the various interested
groups who have been involved in the development of this initiative as the work progresses.
Deputy Duncan Smith: I thank the Minister for her reply. It is very encouraging that she
will be announcing the task force next week, and if it is a day or two after Monday, we will
not be holding her to that. I think all Members of the House agree that the promotion of our
night-time culture is very important. What the Labour Party committed to in our manifesto
complements a lot of what is in the programme for Government. As such, we would be supportive of any of the measures that are coming in that we feel will progress this issue. As we
know, our licensing laws do need some reform. Many of our pubs and restaurants are not open
at the moment and we need to use this time to plan for when they do, not only during the day
but through the night.
22/07/2020H00200

I have something else to ask the Minister as well. It is all very well and good to have a
vibrant night-time culture, but on the issue of provision of out-of-hours or 24-hour public transport in Cork, Dublin and the major cities and towns, will the Minister give any indication of
what work the task force will be doing in that regard?
Deputy Catherine Martin: To address the issue that the Deputy has raised, the membership of the task force is under consideration, but it is likely to include some key Departments,
for example, the Department of Justice and Equality, the Departments responsible for climate
action and transport, and for housing, local government and heritage. On licensing, I anticipate
that a wide range of public bodies will have a strong role to play in this but the licensing issue will be under the Department of Justice and Equality. That is why I hope we will have An
Garda Síochána on the task force. To address transport issues, we will have the Department
responsible for climate action and transport represented there. The idea is that the task force
will engage with all relevant groups to bring the necessary knowledge in to make it effective.
22/07/2020H00300

Deputy Duncan Smith: That is brilliant. I thank the Minister again for her response. I
would appreciate it if we could have some update from the task force on its early work through
the late summer and early autumn when we return after the recess, or as early as is practicable.
I look forward to discussing this further with the Minister in future questions.
22/07/2020H00400

Deputy Catherine Martin: I wish to say also that I will be recommending that someone
from Give Us The Night, who made a detailed submission to us, will be part of that task force.
It is my intention to invite them. One of the recommendations in their submission was the
expansion of the 24-hour night transport services etc. which the Deputy mentioned. We will
be looking at all of those issues. They are complex but we intend to address them and have
someone from Give Us The Night on the task force.
22/07/2020H00500
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22/07/2020H00550

15. Deputy Richard Boyd Barrett asked the Minister for Culture, Heritage and the Gaeltacht the additional funding she has requested in the July stimulus; the way in which she plans
to allocate the stimulus to support those working in music, live entertainment and the events
sector to sustain performers, crew and event organisers who are unable to recommence work
or who will see the work and income available to them dramatically reduced as long as social
distancing and public health restrictions remain; and if she will make a statement on the matter.
[17392/20]
22/07/2020H00600

Deputy Richard Boyd Barrett: Our arts, music, live entertainment and events sector is
facing an absolutely dire crisis as a result of Covid-19. Our artists, performers and skilled crew
see no roadmap to recovery and have seen their incomes absolutely devastated. What has the
Minister asked of her Government colleagues in the July stimulus to respond to the crisis being
faced by arts, music, live entertainment and events?
22/07/2020H00700

Deputy Catherine Martin: I agree that the entire arts community and those who work in
it have taken a massive hit. They were the first impacted, and due to the very nature of their
activities, they may be the last to return. We need our arts now more than ever. They defines
us as a people.
22/07/2020H00800

Since the advent of the crisis, officials from my Department have been actively engaging
with the sector and continuing to engage with the agencies under its remit and other sectoral
stakeholders to ensure that there is the greatest level of awareness of the available supports and
to ensure that optimal use is made of available resources to best support this sector at this challenging time.
On businesses involved in the entertainment industry, such as SMEs and sole traders, the
Department of Business, Enterprise and Innovation has put in place a comprehensive suite of
supports for firms of all sizes, which includes grants, low-cost loans, commercial rates writeoffs and deferred tax liabilities. These supports are designed to build confidence, to further
assist businesses in the management of their companies, and to allow them to begin to look
into the future and start charting a path forward for the weeks and months ahead. The Government has also extended its two universal income support measures for all sectors, and further
measures will also be set out in the forthcoming July stimulus, which will build on the existing
suite of supports introduced since the pandemic began and will aim to help sustain incomes,
boost business and kick-start the various sectors. Furthermore, the Government has committed
to bringing forward a national economic plan, to be published alongside the budget in October, which will outline the Government’s plans to support the long-term sustainability of the
economy.
Details of the July stimulus will be announced shortly, but I can assure the Deputy that I am
on the Cabinet subcommittee for economic recovery, and I am acutely aware of the pressure
facing the sector in light of the public health guidance. They have a voice at Cabinet and a
voice on that Cabinet subcommittee. As I said, I am acutely aware of their needs and am pushing for everything in the July stimulus package.
Deputy Richard Boyd Barrett: I certainly hope that is true. The arts, music, live entertainment and events sector will be watching closely to see if it is true. While I welcome the fact
that an additional €25 million was given in response to campaigning by the National Campaign
22/07/2020H00900
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for the Arts and the Minister alludes to some supports for small businesses in the events sector,
some of the signs are not very good. The truth is that the cuts in the pandemic unemployment
payment, PUP, have already impacted very significantly on many artists, performers, musicians and so on. Some of them did not even get the pandemic payment because they were not
working at the time, even though it is obviously an episodic existence where employment and
income is concerned, so that was totally unfair. We are getting indications that the Government
plans to cut the pandemic payment from €350 to €300, which will further punish people such as
artists, performers, crew and so on who are dependent on that. Is the Government going to respond to the key call, which is that the income supports should be maintained as a basic income
for artists, crew, performers and musicians?
Deputy Catherine Martin: I am examining a whole suite of measures because that is what
is needed to support this sector. As I have said, my Department has met with a wide range
of stakeholders from across the arts and culture sector in recent months. The programme for
Government commits to establishing a cross-departmental task force to develop a clear approach, informed by the views of all stakeholders, to protect and sustain the arts and culture
sector throughout the Covid recovery and beyond, which in turn will inform the national economic plan. Officials from my Department have met with the live entertainment sector which
has sought a range of supports, including an extension of the temporary wage subsidy scheme,
TWSS, a waiver of business rates and establishment of that cross-departmental task force. I am
considering a whole suite of supports for them.
22/07/2020H01200

Deputy Richard Boyd Barrett: The Minister is slightly dodging the question because the
reports are that the TWSS is going to be tapered, that is, reduced - I love these euphemisms
- and that the pandemic payment is going to be cut. That is going to hit disproportionately
the musicians, performers and live entertainment and events sectors. That payment should be
turned into a minimum income above and beyond which people can earn something.
22/07/2020J00200

Some of the other big requests that are being asked for are whether we can take measures
to make sure people like Spotify and other online content platforms pay artists, because much
artistic content is now online. Even though they make huge profits, they pay miserable amounts
of money to the actual artists and performers. Can we ensure broadcasters are actually required
to broadcast a minimum percentage of 40% or 50% of domestically produced artistic, theatrical
and dramatic output so that we can give real support? Critically, the main demand of the sector
is that the PUP is maintained, not cut and is extended to everybody in the arts, music and live
entertainment and events sectors.
Deputy Catherine Martin: As I said, I am fighting for a whole range of supports. That
specific matter is one for my colleagues in the Department of Employment Affairs and Social
Protection and the Department of Finance. I am seeking all measures to support the community.
22/07/2020J00300

With regard to online content, it is not enough for people to say we value our artists or they
are invaluable to our economy and well-being. We have to pay them for the content, and I am
working on a whole range of solutions and have been engaging to see how we can do that. We
must, in this context of Covid-19, explore, develop and pay our artists for new platforms to enjoy what they bring to society. As I said, it is crucial our artists are paid for what they provide
us.
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22/07/2020J00350

16. Deputy Catherine Connolly asked the Minister for Culture, Heritage and the Gaeltacht
the status of Galway 2020; the amount paid to Galway 2020 to date in 2020; the way in which
the funding has been spent; the conditions that will be attached to further allocations, including
the reappointment of an Irish language officer; the status of the performance delivery agreement
between her Department and Galway 2020; and if she will make a statement on the matter.
[17298/20]
22/07/2020J00400

Deputy Catherine Connolly: Baineann mo cheist le Gaillimh 2020. Tá soiléiriú á lorg
agam ó thaobh an chaiteachais go dtí an lá inniu agus an caiteachas ata beartaithe ag an Roinn.
22/07/2020J00500

My question is about Galway 2020 and I want an update on how much money the Department has given to date, how it has been spent, how much money is promised for the future, what
conditions, if any, are attached to that future money, in particular, the re-employment of an Irish
language officer, and an update on the performance delivery agreement. Go raibh maith agat.
Deputy Catherine Martin: Since the onset of the Covid-19 pandemic, Galway 2020, like
so many cultural and artistic organisations around Ireland and, indeed, the world, has been
deeply impacted, with a significant number of events cancelled or postponed. On 29 April last,
Galway 2020 received approval from my predecessor to re-engage with the cultural partners
from the original winning bid for the European Capital of Culture to explore the options for
project delivery in the context of the evolving public health situation.
22/07/2020J00600

On 10 July, following consideration and review, I approved a reimagined cultural programme for Galway 2020. While the reimagined programme is scaled down compared with
that originally planned, it will still see more than 350 Irish artists work on the delivery of a
range of projects covering the broad spectrum of art forms and addressing the varied sectors of
society, including children, youth and older people, the Traveller community, people with intellectual and sensory disabilities and hospital patients.
As part of the approval I have made it a requirement that all projects comply fully with
public health advice and that all stakeholders remain informed on the evolving public health
situation and employ appropriate contingency measures with regard to project delivery. There
will also be close monitoring by both Galway 2020 and my Department of the progress on all
projects.
As the Deputy can appreciate, Galway 2020 has incurred significant reductions in its staffing levels over recent months due to the pandemic, with only seven full-time equivalent staff
members remaining. Notwithstanding this, the Irish language remains one of the three central
themes of Galway 2020, and seven of the 28 approved projects are either solely in the Irish
language or fully bilingual. While I understand it was not possible to retain an Irish language
officer, Galway 2020 will be engaging with Irish language organisations on a plan it will devise
for the community as part of its delivery of the programme.
The Government commitment of €15 million to Galway 2020 remains in place with an allocation of €7.1 million in 2020, of which €2.819 million has been paid to date. As per the terms
of the performance delivery agreement between the Department and Galway 2020, funding has
been spent on cultural programming, programme production staffing costs and costs associated
with the operation of the Galway 2020 volunteer programme.
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Deputy Catherine Connolly: I thank the Minister for answering comprehensively on the
general running of Gaillimh 2020, but I am not sure how much money has actually been spent
from the Department’s allocation. Galway 2020 has certainly suffered from Covid-19 and bad
weather, but prior to that there were serious issues with regard to governance and non-inclusivity. We spoke about this on the Committee of Public Accounts, and there was a lesson to be
learned from the previous debacle with regard to the Pálás Cinema. I understood that a monitoring agreement was set up. Are the reports available publicly from that monitoring process?
What money is now planned to be given and what conditions will be attached separately from
public health concerns? I am more concerned at this point as to who will be involved and the
inclusivity, and how come, in a bilingual city on the edge of or that is the gateway to the biggest
Gaeltacht in the country, there is no Irish language officer.
22/07/2020J00700

Deputy Catherine Martin: The Government has committed €15 million to the project. Of
this, €6.9 million was paid in 2017 and 2019. A total of €7.1 million is committed for 2020, of
which, €2.82 million has been drawn to date. The €1 million balance from the commitment is
due for payment in 2021. Galway City Council has committed €6 million in total to the project.
A total of €2.2 million of this was expanded during the bid phase, resulting in a commitment of
€3.848 million for the delivery phase. A total of €3.117 million of this commitment has been
paid to date. As a result of the severe impact on revenue streams of the city council, the future
funding situation is uncertain. Galway County Council has committed €3.5 million with an additional €500,000 earmarked for legacy initiatives in the county.
22/07/2020J00800

Galway 2020 has cash-sponsored commitments of €968,000, with €398,000 paid to date.
Having received approval to resume the programme, Galway 2020 will re-engage with all sponsors to establish if they wish to continue with sponsorship in light of the changed environment.
Galway 2020 has sold €83,000 in ticketing prior to the Covid-19 crisis. A total of €55,000 has
been refunded for cancelled or postponed events. Should the programme resume, tickets will
be sold again. Otherwise, further refunds will be issued.
It is time-limited but I will get my officials to write to the Deputy on that issue and on the
conditions.
Deputy Catherine Connolly: I very much appreciate that and, indeed, theoretically, that
it was declared the cultural capital of Europe was the best news story for Galway. There is no
point going back on the history of it, but certainly serious mistakes were made.
22/07/2020J00900

At this point, I find it difficult that in a bilingual city on the edge of the biggest Gaeltacht in
the country we have let go of the Irish language officer. I would have though that would have
been pivotal. We had to fight a battle for the appointment of that officer. Perhaps 1 April was a
bad day to make that appointment last year, but that is the date it was made.
We also had to fight a battle to get a legacy committee to get Galway 2020 to look at what
legacy would be left. In that regard, what has happened with An Post in Galway and the wonderful building that is lying empty in the middle of the city with wonderful possibilities for
the arts? Sin uimhir a haon, agus uimhir a dó: what is the total private sponsorship raised by
Galway 2020?
Deputy Catherine Martin: Regarding the Irish language officer, I did not get an opportunity in the previous time I had to address it, and I am very aware that the Gaeltacht is under my
remit. I am sure the Deputy is aware that I am genuinely committed to the promotion and use
22/07/2020J01000
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of our native tongue. It is so unfortunate that the Irish language officer, Ms Freda Nic Giolla
Chatháin, who was fantastic, has been made redundant due to the financial and op11 o’clock
erational constraints. I am conscious of that strong Irish language theme and will
re-engage with Galway 2020 and discuss this further with the board, because I am
genuinely committed to the promotion of Galway. As Deputy Connolly said, it is a bilingual
city and I will see what I can do on that.
I will get back to the Deputy with further details regarding the two other questions. I will
get my officials to write to Deputy Connolly.

Ceisteanna Eile - Other Questions

22/07/2020K00200

Hedge Cutting

22/07/2020K00300

17. Deputy Denis Naughten asked the Minister for Culture, Heritage and the Gaeltacht her
plans to enhance hedge-cutting during winter 2020-2021; and if she will make a statement on
the matter. [17116/20]
22/07/2020K00400

Deputy Denis Naughten: The Minister is aware that the ban on hedge cutting applies from
1 March to 31 August. At long last, on 1 March next year we are going to have high-speed
broadband outside people’s homes. As a basic offering, they are going to be offered 500 Mbps.
Next March, I do not want people to be refused access to broadband because they are prohibited
from trimming back hedges or cutting trees to access it.
22/07/2020K00500

Minister of State at the Department of Culture, Heritage and the Gaeltacht (Deputy
Malcolm Noonan): I am responsible for questions under the heritage remit. Hedgerows are
very important wildlife habits, providing food, shelter, corridors of movement, nesting and
hibernation sites for many of our native flora and fauna. There are approximately 400,000 km
of hedges in this country. In general, it is permissible to cut hedges during the winter period
mentioned in the question. While under section 40 of the Wildlife Act 1976, as amended, there
are restrictions on cutting, grubbing, burning or destruction of vegetation from 1 March to 31
August, this prohibition does not apply from 1 September to 28 February of the following year.
Even during the closed period between March and August, there is provision in the legislation
for some restricted exemptions from this prohibition. For example, there are exemptions for
works undertaken in the ordinary course of agriculture, forestry and for road safety reasons.
22/07/2020K00600

Section 7 of the Heritage Act included a limited power to make regulations for a period of
two years after the passing of the Act to allow cutting of roadside hedges during the month of
August, subject to conditions. That provision has now lapsed and it is not the intention to seek
to renew it. In July last year my predecessor announced that she would not be proceeding with
the making of regulations for August of that year. The decision recognised the increased threats
to biodiversity nationally and globally and followed a number of Government initiatives to protect and nurture Ireland’s flora and fauna and a Dáil declaration on a climate and biodiversity
emergency.
At the time there was extensive public debate and engagement by my Department on this
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matter, including during the national biodiversity conference in Dublin last year, hosted together with the Irish Forum on Natural Capital. Arising from the conference, the Seeds for Nature
initiative was launched, which comprised a range of initiatives for nature and biodiversity. In
addition, there was a wide public consultation on the Heritage Ireland 2030 plan, debates in the
Dáil on biodiversity loss and extensive engagement across the Government on the climate action plan, including by my Department. The climate action plan made a number of references
to the importance of hedgerows.
It is important to underline that the current legislation allows both landowners and public
authorities to cut hedges for road safety reasons at any time of the year. Under the roads legislation, landowners are obliged to ensure that a tree, shrub, hedge or any other vegetation is not
a hazard for persons using public roads. In addition, local authorities have the legal power to
cut roadside hedges for road safety reasons during any month of the year. Therefore, there is no
legal obstacle to both landowners and local authorities ensuring that country roads are safe for
road users, whether drivers, cyclists or walkers.
Deputy Denis Naughten: I bring the Minister of State back to my original question. This
should not come as a surprise to him because I raised it with the senior Minister here in the
Chamber two weeks ago and she gave me a commitment that she would bring this directly to
the attention of the new Aire Stáit. I will ask him again, as he comes from a rural constituency.
On 1 March next year people will have 500 Mbps, high-speed broadband, outside their home.
I want to know what he is going to do to ensure that people are not going to be denied access
to high-speed broadband. I suggest to the Minister of State, as a solution, to contact National
Broadband Ireland to get the specification for the broadband going from the telephone pole on
the road into people’s homes and to circulate that extensively across rural Ireland so that any
hedge trimming or tree cutting takes place between 1 September and 28 February, rather than
causing a problem next spring.
22/07/2020K00700

Deputy Malcolm Noonan: I thank the Deputy for the clarification. In relation to hedge
cutting and broadband, on 9 July this year during a discussion on the 2020 Revised Estimate
for the Department of Culture, Heritage and the Gaeltacht, Deputy Naughten indicated that the
roll-out of the national broadband plan could result in a requirement for householders to clear
vegetation to facilitate connections. The Minister, Deputy Catherine Martin, has since brought
this issue to my attention.
22/07/2020K00800

Given the constraints set out in the law on the timing of the cutting of vegetation during the
bird-nesting season, it would make perfect sense that any such cutting required to bring broadband into homes would be done in advance during the September to February period when it is
permissible to cut. Officials in my Department have since brought this matter to the attention of
colleagues in the Department of Communications, Climate Action and Environment and I will
ensure that the relevant details on the legislation are brought to the attention of the Department
so that arrangements can be made, if necessary.
Deputy Denis Naughten: I am trying to protect the Minister of State’s rear end here. He
represents a rural constituency, just like my own. Next spring, he is the one who will be blamed
when people are denied access to broadband. I ask him to pick up the phone to National Broadband Ireland to find out exactly what the specifications are in terms of bringing fibre cable from
the telegraph pole into those homes and to circulate that widely across rural Ireland from 1 September to ensure that people have their hedges cut back and trees trimmed, rather than contacting the Department of Communications, Climate Action and Environment, which will contact
22/07/2020K00900
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National Broadband Ireland, which will then get back to the Department of Communications,
Climate Action and Environment. This issue will land on his desk next spring. Let us pre-empt
that and resolve this problem. Let us give homeowners the tools to ensure that they can access
high-speed broadband once it arrives outside their door.
Deputy Malcolm Noonan: Deputy Naughten has made a very worthwhile proposal and I
will certainly take it back to the Department. It is absolutely right that we protect our hedgerows
and that we have taken all due account of the protection of our biodiversity, but broadband is
an essential item that must be delivered, through the national broadband plan. My Department
will ensure that a line of communication is established and we will do all we can to ensure that
as much work as can be done within the permissible period is carried out in a timely manner.
22/07/2020K01000

Arts Plan

22/07/2020K01100

18. Deputy Aengus Ó Snodaigh asked the Minister for Culture, Heritage and the Gaeltacht
when she will publish a comprehensive Covid-19 recovery roadmap for the arts. [17292/20]
22/07/2020K01200

Deputy Aengus Ó Snodaigh: This question relates to a comprehensive Covid-19 recovery
roadmap for the arts and when it will be published. It was one of the first sectors to close down
and will probably be one of the last sectors to reopen.
22/07/2020K01300

Deputy Catherine Martin: On 19 June the then Government, having considered the expert public health advice provided by the national public health emergency team, approved the
rephasing of the Roadmap for Reopening Society and Business. Apart from some exceptions,
most sectors were brought forward to phase 3, which began on Monday, 29 June. Museums,
galleries, theatres, concert halls and other cultural outlets could reopen from that date but the
current restrictions on a maximum of 50 people at indoor gatherings and 200 people at outdoor
gatherings have been extended to 10 August. There is no denying that due to social distancing
and public confidence issues, the reopening of live performance and entertainment venues will
prove challenging. The Government is committed, in the context of budget 2021, to bring forward a national economic plan setting out our long-term approach to restore employment, and
detailing how we will secure our public finances in a world where we must live with Covid-19
while driving our efforts to decarbonise the economy and prepare for the next phases of technological transformation.
22/07/2020K01400

The programme for Government also commits to establishing a cross-departmental task
force to develop a clear approach, informed by the views of all stakeholders, to protect and
sustain the arts and culture sector through the Covid-19 recovery and beyond, which in turn
will inform the national economic plan. This task force will be established shortly. It will build
on additional supports already provided in the form of the increase in Arts Council funding to
€100 million this year. The additional €20 million was in line with the recommendations of the
expert advisory group to the Arts Council, and of the National Campaign for the Arts’ 13 point
national arts recovery plan. The additional measures to be announced in the context of the July
stimulus will further support employment-intensive activities within the sector. In all of these
actions, the Government remains focused on sustaining the arts and culture sector through the
challenges posed by Covid-19.
Deputy Aengus Ó Snodaigh: Gabhaim buíochas leis an Aire as an bhfreagra sin. The return to full employment for the entertainment industry and those involved in artistic endeavour
455
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will prove challenging as we go through the phases of the roadmap. In some ways the Minister
is asking all of those engaged in that sector of society to wait until the budget or when the task
force will be set up at some stage. Whenever I have had an opportunity, either in the Dáil or at
meetings of the Special Committee on Covid-19 Response, I have asked when the task force
will be set up in order that some type of surety will be given to those in the sector in general.
Many artists, musicians and those involved in the entertainment business are hanging on by
their fingernails. For many of them who have seen their income collapse totally, as have many
others in society, there is no possibility of seeing any income before next year. At that stage,
they might have moved on to a different industry or they might have left the country.
Deputy Catherine Martin: I thank the Deputy. In the few weeks since I was appointed,
I have been concentrating on the July stimulus package to see what supports I can give immediately to the sector, which has been devastated by Covid. In answer to Deputy Duncan
Smith’s earlier question, I mentioned the commitment in the programme for Government on the
night-time economy task force, which will be announced next week. I am working on the art
sector task force. In recent months, we have been engaging with a range of stakeholders from
throughout the arts and culture sector. Of the €25 million funding, €20 million went to the Arts
Council. This is leading to new bursaries and commissions, including supports for freelance
artists and those seeking to develop projects on a collaborative basis. I will establish this task
force and it is a priority. We have to do it right and engage properly. As I said, the immediate
short-term priority for me was the July stimulus package and those supports. I am on the Cabinet sub-committee and I am fighting for it.
22/07/2020L00200

Deputy Aengus Ó Snodaigh: I accept that and I have acknowledged most of what the
Minister has said already. It is not just the fault of the Minister, particularly as the task force
could have been set up by the caretaker Government. It could have been established quite
quickly under the new Government but we still have not seen sight of it. One of the problems
now emerging, which in a way is under the Minister’s brief, is that the Covid payment to many
artists and musicians is being cut. Will the Minister have a conversation with the Minister for
Employment Affairs and Social Protection to explain the nature of artistic endeavour and musicians and the fact that this sector will be the last in society that will return to work and that
a cut in the pandemic unemployment payment for those in the sector at this stage is dire and
retrograde in the extreme?
22/07/2020L00300

Deputy Catherine Martin: I thank the Deputy. As he pointed out, this is a matter for my
colleagues at the Department of Employment Affairs and Social Protection, and the Department
of Finance. As I have said, I am examining a suite of measures to support the arts sector. We
have been particularly focused on the very challenging issue of how live performances can be
delivered in the context of public health restrictions. Such opportunities will be important for
collective well-being but also from an employment perspective. The contribution the arts and
culture make to our society has an economic value and also has a value to our well-being as a
nation, so it is a priority. As stated, I am examining a suite of measures. This specific measure
is a matter for my colleagues at the Department of Employment Affairs and Social Protection,
and the Department of Finance.
22/07/2020L00400
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Wildlife Data

22/07/2020L00450

19. Deputy Christopher O’Sullivan asked the Minister for Culture, Heritage and the Gaeltacht her plans to provide additional supports in respect of the collection of biodiversity data.
[17285/20]
22/07/2020L00500

Deputy Christopher O’Sullivan: As the Minister knows well, we are in the middle of a
biodiversity crisis. Globally, 1 million species are threatened with extinction. This is also an
issue at home. It is easy to track the demise of iconic species such as the yellowhammer or
curlew, which is at the brink of extinction as a breeding species, but there are big gaps in the
data on biodiversity. This is best seen by the fact we know the conservation status of only 10%
of our species. What are the Minister’s plans to provide additional supports for the collection
of biodiversity data?
22/07/2020L00600

Deputy Malcolm Noonan: I thank Deputy O’Sullivan who, I know, has a huge interest
in this area. The Department is responsible for implementing the Wildlife Acts and the birds
and natural habitats regulations, the principal items of legislation underpinning the protection,
conservation and restoration of nature and biodiversity in the State. In addition, the Department
has responsibility for implementing a range of other EU nature legislation, including the EU
regulations on invasive alien species.
22/07/2020L00700

The collection of biodiversity and species data is a central part of the scientific work carried
out by the National Parks & Wildlife Service, NPWS, in the Department and there is substantial investment annually in surveys, scientific monitoring and data collection. This is achieved
directly by NPWS staff work, programmes at national and regional level and via the many
contracts issued each year by the science and biodiversity section of the NPWS to NGOs, specialist contractors, experts and academics in the field. The Department also supports a number
of postgraduate projects in universities. The results from much of this work are published in
the Irish wildlife manual series on the NPWS website. Included in the publications this year
alone are works on marine habitats, surveys of squirrels and pine martens, breeding waders and
coastal grasslands, and a European checklist of mosses and ferns. The NPWS, working with
national experts, the contractor hosting the National Biodiversity Data Centre for the Heritage
Council and colleagues in Northern Ireland, produces regional red lists for the island of Ireland,
which catalogue species under threat.
In the course of its annual programme of work, the NPWS provides funding and other support towards gathering of biodiversity data. This includes, for example, research on impacts of
climate change on biodiversity and the intrinsic links between these, a small grants scheme for
specialist biodiversity recorders and biodiversity grants for local authorities, some of which are
used to support locally-led biodiversity data collection.
In addition to work carried out directly by, or on contract for, the NPWS, the Department
funds the Heritage Council, which operates the National Biodiversity Data Centre. The centre
collates and disseminates biological data on a national level. Most biological data collected by
the Department and many relevant State agencies that have a role in data collection is sent to
the centre.
Deputy Christopher O’Sullivan: I thank the Minister of State for his comprehensive reply
and I appreciate that he gave an overview of the work of the NPWS. I am glad he referred to the
National Biodiversity Data Centre in Waterford. The centre plays a key role in data collection
22/07/2020L00800
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but needs to be financed on a long-term basis and not by means of the ad hoc, year-to-year funding model that obtains at present. It has incredible expertise. It is usually involved in citizen
science and is very good at getting people involved. For example, the national butterfly and
bumblebee survey conducted recently was a huge success. Centres such as this need long-term
investment and not to be funded on an ad hoc basis.
The Minister of State mentioned the NGOs. These include BirdWatch Ireland, the Irish
Whale and Dolphin Group and the Irish Wildlife Trust. The data they collect on a voluntary
basis is absolutely fantastic but they are stretching themselves very thinly. Will the Minister
of State elaborate on the supports the National Biodiversity Data Centre and the NGOs may be
able to avail of? The work of both is vital in the context of biodiversity data collection?
Deputy Malcolm Noonan: I could not agree more. I would not suggest that the data centre
is funded on an ad hoc basis because the work is contracted out. It is a separate piece of work
and there is a commitment in the programme for Government to ensure support for biodiversity
recording and the essential citizen science work the Deputy spoke about, which is so valuable
on a community basis. I know it is work the Deputy is involved in. It is work I have done
with regard to invasive species management and the recording of species. I see it as vital. This
is why we have a strong commitment in the programme for Government for biodiversity and
to work with NGOs such as BirdWatch Ireland and all of the various conservation groups to
ensure we have a comprehensive set of data. If we do not have the data we cannot protect and
conserve, so it is vital.
22/07/2020L00900

Deputy Christopher O’Sullivan: I thank the Minister of State and I appreciate his commentary. The NPWS needs to be properly resourced and I would like to see a review of its functions and roles. This needs to happen because it needs to have a bit more clout. An issue about
which I have spoken to the Minister, on a personal basis and in the Dáil, is the need for a specific
wildlife crime investigation unit as a dedicated section in An Garda Síochána. This needs to
happen. Recently, I spoke about the massacre of 23 common buzzards in my constituency of
Cork South-West. It was needless. No prosecutions have been brought so far, and I understand
we are getting no closer to bringing any. Now more than ever we need a dedicated wildlife
crime investigation unit because all of the fantastic work and citizen science we are doing, as
well as the recreation of biodiversity, is worth nothing unless we can stamp out wildlife crimes.
22/07/2020L01000

Deputy Malcolm Noonan: I agree with everything Deputy O’Sullivan has said. In regard
to the NPWS, there is a commitment in the programme for Government to a comprehensive
review of the role, function and resourcing of the NPWS. The Deputy is correct in saying that
there is a resourcing issue, and that is important. In the short time I have been in this office, I
have seen some amazing work done by our staff and rangers throughout the country and I am
immensely proud of that. The body is under-resourced.
22/07/2020M00200

We will explore the possibility of a wildlife crime unit. There has been quite an amount
of discussion about that, and I will meet with BirdWatch Ireland and a number of other NGOs
over the next number of weeks to try to advance that proposal. We are very fortunate to have in
our NPWS a great team of people. I thank the Deputy for the great work he does in a personal
capacity. It is fantastic to have that synergy in the Dáil and that we are focusing on biodiversity
at this critical time.
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Inland Waterways

22/07/2020M00250

20. Deputy Brendan Smith asked the Minister for Culture, Heritage and the Gaeltacht her
plans to provide additional capital funding for necessary upgrading work on the navigable inland waterways network; and if she will make a statement on the matter. [17386/20]
22/07/2020M00300

27. Deputy Brendan Smith asked the Minister for Culture, Heritage and the Gaeltacht if
additional capital funding will be provided to Waterways Ireland in 2020 and 2021 for the necessary upkeep and provision of additional facilities on the navigable waterways network; and if
she will make a statement on the matter. [17385/20]
22/07/2020M00400

Deputy Brendan Smith: I congratulate the Ministers on their appointments and wish them
well in the important work they will be doing on behalf of all of us over the next number of
years. As the Minister of State, Deputy Noonan, is well aware, our inland waterways are an
important natural resource and we want to ensure that we maximise them for the potential of
our people and visitors to our country.
22/07/2020M00500

There was substantial investment in our inland waterways in the 1990s and early 2000s,
and it is now time to re-energise the inland waterways investment programme, ensure we protect the investment that has already been made and prepare our inland waterways for greater
traffic movement. There must be ongoing investment and the existing infrastructure must be
protected.
22/07/2020M00600

Deputy Malcolm Noonan: I propose to take Questions Nos. 20 and 27 together.

Waterways Ireland’s work programme is critical to providing a safe and high-quality recreation environment for the public, while also preserving the industrial and environmental heritage of the waterways for future generations. These challenges must be balanced with the objective of increasing recreational activity across all of our waterways.
The Estimates for 2020 provide for an allocation of €25.6 million for Waterways Ireland,
comprising €21.2 million in current funding and €4.38 million in capital funding, an overall
increase of €546,000 on the original 2019 allocation. The funding of Waterways Ireland for
2020 is for investment in the management, maintenance and development of inland waterways
under its control. Any proposed works to be carried out in 2021 are an operational matter for
Waterways Ireland which will take into account its strategic business objectives for the waterways network.
Additional funding from Waterways Ireland in 2020 is not complicated by the Estimates
process and it will, like other agencies under my remit, need to live within its capital allocation.
As Minister, I have many competing and compelling requests for funding in 2021. I am acutely
aware of the value of our inland waterways amenity and its excellent work and the excellent
work carried out by Waterways Ireland.
Of particular importance is the strong community and business outreach and partnership
policy that the organisation has implemented in order to engage with and deliver services for
communities adjacent to waterways to create social, recreational, health and economic benefits.
Inland waterways are also an intrinsic part of Ireland’s tourism attractions and Waterways Ireland plays a key role in their marketing and promotion.
22/07/2020M00700

Deputy Brendan Smith: I thank the Minister of State for his reply. Over the past number
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of years it has been a source of concern to me that there has been a decline in boat movements
on some of our inland waterways. When the Minister of State has the opportunity to meet various representative bodies I am sure he will become aware of this issue. We want to ensure that
we arrest the decline in the number of people using our waterways.
When infrastructure is used it needs ongoing investment and maintenance, including repairs
to banks, weirs and jetties and dredging. We would also like cycle blueways to be developed,
which are a relatively recent development. I would like the Minister of State and his Department to fight hard to provide the necessary funding to ensure that there is additional capital
investment in inland waterways activities.
Waterways Ireland is an all-Ireland body and we are very fortunate that our waterways are
under its remit. It would send a clear message on re-energising areas that have an all-Ireland
remit if we show that we are anxious to develop inland waterways and realise their potential
for the benefit of our people from a recreational point of view, increasing tourism and attracting
more visitors to our country.
Deputy Malcolm Noonan: I could not agree more with the Deputy. It is the objective of
our Department to work very closely with Waterways Ireland to achieve the priorities outlined
by the Deputy. I visited a fantastic project run by Waterways Ireland in Lough Allen last week.
It was incredible to see how the resource is being used.
22/07/2020M00800

It is particularly pertinent during these Covid times that these resources are available for
communities. They have been a lifeline for people’s mental health and well-being. That priority, in the discussions I have had with Waterways Ireland, will be forthcoming in its ten-year
plan. I also want to advance liveaboards on the Grand and Royal Canals in Dublin. That is
important and there will be a positive engagement in that regard over the next number of weeks
and months.
Deputy Brendan Smith: I thank the Minister of State. I am familiar with the Drumshanbo
development. The development of that great facility is a credit to everyone involved, including
Waterways Ireland, the local community and statutory agencies.
22/07/2020M00900

The Minister, Deputy Catherine Martin, and I have a particular interest in the restoration of
the Ulster Canal. Some work has been done and it is essential that there is further development
this year in preparing outline designs and preliminary investigatory work in order to facilitate
the preparation of estimates for the restoration of a section of the canal in County Monaghan. It
is a project that can be done incrementally, and each year we need to move that project on and
get more work done. It has powerful potential in terms of providing more of our country with
navigable waterways.
The restoration of the Ulster Canal is a long-standing commitment and goes back quite a
number of years between the Northern Ireland Executive and our Government. I hope the Minister of State is able to give a commitment before the end of this year that the project will be
progressed further. It has fabulous potential and is an important all-Ireland project. At a time
like this, we want to send out a clear message that we are developing the economy and carrying
out developments and projects on an all-Ireland basis.
Deputy Malcolm Noonan: I thank Deputy Smith for keeping this on the agenda. It is an
important matter. I agree with the contention that the process should be incremental, because
these are capital intensive projects, as I said at the outset. Budgets are limited and constrained.
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I am encouraged by the positive engagement we have had with Waterways Ireland. It is
very early days for me to get fully up to speed on all of these issues, but the upcoming planning
process provides us with a significant opportunity to increase the usage and recreational advantage of this amenity, and develop biodiversity values of our inland waterways. They can be a
recreational resource for the entire community, particularly, as I have said, as we live through
these very challenging times. They are an amazing resource for local communities. I saw their
tourism value for local shops and bakeries in Drumshanbo last week. That can be replicated
throughout the country and I want to see that happen.

22/07/2020M01050

Culture Policy

21. Deputy Cathal Crowe asked the Minister for Culture, Heritage and the Gaeltacht if additional supports will be considered for local communities to hold replacement events in view
of the cancellation of a number of festivals and other cultural events in County Clare in recent
months; and if she will make a statement on the matter. [17286/20]
22/07/2020M01100

Deputy Cathal Crowe: I congratulate the three Ministers on the new roles they are undertaking and have every confidence they will do a good job.
22/07/2020M01200

I want to ask about cancelled events and festivals this summer. There have been many cancellations. In my county, the famous Lisdoonvarna matchmaking festival, Willie Clancy week,
the Feakle festival, the Scariff Harbour festival and Consairtín, which is Ireland’s national convention for concertina players, have been cancelled and have incurred debts. There will be no
events this year. Will the Minister engage with them to ensure there is a funding stream available to them so that they can restart at the earliest opportunity in 2021?
Deputy Catherine Martin: I thank the Deputy for his good wishes and look forward to
working with him and all other Deputies in the House. My Department runs a small-scale local
festivals and summer school scheme. Funding available under the scheme is typically capped
at €5,000. Full details of the scheme are available from my Department’s website. Applications for 2020 closed on 24 April and details of allocations may also be found on the website.
There were no applications from County Clare to my Department’s 2020 small-scale local
festivals and summer schools scheme. The Arts Council funds a number of festivals in County
Clare under its festival investment scheme. All funding decisions can be viewed on the Arts
Council website.
22/07/2020M01300

The list of festivals that the Arts Council funded in County Clare in 2019, under its programme festival scheme, included funding of €3,000 for the Feakle International Traditional
Musical Festival. Also under the scheme, Consairtín 2019, the National Concertina Convention, received €5,000, Ennis Book Club Festival received €25,500, Iniscealtra Arts Festival
received €9,500, Killaloe Chamber Music Festival received €16,000, Oidhreacht an Chlair received €3,467 for the Seventh Annual Concertina Cruinniú and Sixmilebridge Folk Club received €5,000 for the Shannonside Winter Music Festival.
It is important to note that, under the Arts Act, the Arts Council is statutorily independent in
its funding decisions. Therefore, neither my officials nor I have any input into the disbursement
of funding.
Fáilte Ireland provides support to large-scale festivals and participative events through its
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national programme. At the start of the Covid-19 crisis, Fáilte Ireland immediately paid 50%
of the festivals’ agreed funding within the programme. Fáilte Ireland is working with these
festivals to establish whether they will go ahead and, where appropriate, helping to develop
revised programming. The remainder of the funding will be provided based on these revised
programmes. Fáilte Ireland also administers a regional festivals programme and funding has
been paid in full to the local authorities. It also runs an innovation programme for new festivals
but this programme has been temporarily suspended and no new applications are being considered at present.
Deputy Cathal Crowe: I thank the Minister and appreciate her reply. There is a domino
effect to the cancellation of many of these events. Some of these events have tie-ins with local
charities and community groups. For example, Ennistymon Community Hospital, Conradh na
Gaeilge, West Clare Mental Health Association and Clare GAA are beneficiaries. A trickleon funding stream is lost as a result of these festivals being cancelled. It has put the county
on a downer because these were the stand-out festivals of the spring and summer months that
brought people west of the Shannon into County Clare. Clare is famous for its traditional music. I am glad to hear that the Department is committed to working with these groups. They
will carry a debt across this autumn and winter and we need to make it possible for these events
to run successfully in 2021.
22/07/2020N00200

I wish to ask whether the Minister has any plans for Shannon Heritage sites because they are
intrinsic to tourism in County Clare. As the Minister knows, those sites will close at the end of
August. Those sites employ 350 people, 145 of them full time. They are iconic and key sites in
the region. People visit Clare to see those sites and it makes no commercial sense to close them.
We are now being told by management that €4 million has been requested from the Government
to keep the sites open and I hope the Minister can offer some clarity on that matter.
Deputy Catherine Martin: I assure the Deputy that I am acutely aware of the value of local festivals, their links to the community from a cultural perspective and how they can boost
the tourism sector and local economies. As I said, many festivals have had to cancel this year’s
events and we must look at how we can support those types of events in the future. That issue
will be examined by the task force. We must reimagine how we do these things. I will ask my
officials to engage with the Deputy on the Shannon Heritage sites and answer his question in
writing.
22/07/2020N00300

22/07/2020N00400

Acting Chairman (Deputy John Lahart): Deputy Pearse Doherty wants to come in.

Deputy Pearse Doherty: I agree with Deputy Cathal Crowe on this matter. I am the chairperson of Sult Festival, a music festival in Gweedore in County Donegal that should have run
for its third year last week. The festival has grown to cost us, as a non-profit organisation, in
the region of €150,000. The festival has been cancelled and we cannot claim back thousands of
euro that has been spent. We have not been able to benefit from Fáilte Ireland grants or supports
because of the criteria in terms of the number of bed nights. There must be supports available
for festivals that have spent large amounts of money. That money is now lost to them. Otherwise, we will lose community festivals that are a unique fabric of rural Ireland should they be
unable to go on in the future. I ask the Minister whether she intends to come up with a plan or
scheme to support music festivals of that nature which have lost considerable amounts of money and whose ability to function in the future could be in jeopardy without additional support.
22/07/2020N00500

22/07/2020N00600

Deputy Catherine Martin: I agree with the Deputy that these festivals are part of the
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unique fabric of rural Ireland. The Arts Council is currently accepting applications for funding
under round 1 of the festivals investment scheme for festivals taking place between January and
June of next year. There are three bands of funding available: band A provides funding up to
€7,000; band B provides funding of between €7,000 and €20,000; and band C provides funding
of between €20,000 and €35,000. The closing date for applications for further supports is 5.30
p.m. on Thursday, 23 July. I bring that to the Deputy’s attention.
The festivals and events industry, and the broader tourism sector, are facing severe limitations and challenges in these exceptional times. Therefore, Fáilte Ireland is working to redefine
the scope of the festivals innovation programme into the future. For that reason, the programme
has been temporarily suspended and no applications are being considered but that is because we
are trying to reinvent how it can be done and improve the scope of the programme.
Údarás na Gaeltachta

22/07/2020N00700

22. Deputy Alan Dillon asked the Minister for Culture, Heritage and the Gaeltacht her
views on Údarás na Gaeltachta using the same assessment criteria as the county local enterprise
offices, LEOs, in applications for assistance from small businesses and start-ups (details supplied); and if she will make a statement on the matter. [17248/20]
22/07/2020N00800

Deputy Alan Dillon: I also extend my congratulations and best wishes to the Minister and
the Ministers of State on their new portfolios. What are the views of the Minister and Ministers
of State on Údarás na Gaeltachta? Is it using the same assessment criteria as county LEOs in
applications for assistance for small businesses and start-ups?
22/07/2020N00900

Deputy Jack Chambers: Gabhaim buíochas leis an Teachta as na beannachtaí. Le dul siar
go dtí an t-iarratas ar eolas maidir le maoiniú i gcomhair Covid-19 ón Teachta Ó Snodaigh, tá
an tAire, Teachta Catherine Martin, agus mé féin ag plé lenár gcomhghleacaithe sa Rialtas faoi
láthair chun tacaíochtaí breise a sholáthar don Ghaeltacht mar chuid den phacáiste mhí Iúil atá
le fógairt an tseachtain seo.
22/07/2020N01000

To return to the question asked by Deputy Dillon, Údarás na Gaeltachta encourages investment in the Gaeltacht to arrange financial and non-financial incentives for new and existing
enterprises. The organisation also facilitates access to the services provided by IDA Ireland,
Enterprise Ireland and LEOs in Gaeltacht areas. As is the case with LEOs, these schemes are
provided until the budget is exhausted. Given the hype and demand, an additional budget allocation of €600,000 was recently announced for Údarás na Gaeltachta to continue its online
trading scheme. I will reply in further detail during the next round of questions.
Deputy Alan Dillon: I thank the Minister of State for his detailed and informative response.
I am sure he is aware, given his Mayo roots, that there are three Gaeltacht regions in the county,
namely, Toormakeady, Achill Island and Erris. Excellent work is being done in those areas to
support small and medium-sized enterprises in the food and drink, tourism and manufacturing
sectors. Will the Minister of State outline how he intends to develop and roll out these support
measures?
22/07/2020N01100

Deputy Jack Chambers: I thank the Deputy. Both of my parents are from the same county
as the Deputy and I absolutely want to support the Gaeltacht region. The Minister and I hope
to visit the area in the coming period. I acknowledge that there difficulties with the present
22/07/2020N01200
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funding situation. Officials in my Department are engaging with officials in the Department of
Business, Enterprise and Innovation which funds the scheme. Those officials will continue to
pursue this matter as a priority.
As the Deputy mentioned, Údarás na Gaeltachta is important to ensure that Irish remains the
communal language of the Gaeltacht, promote enterprise in the region, develop job creation initiatives and support strategic language, cultural and community-based initiatives. An tÚdarás
promotes productive employment through the development of local natural resources, skills
and entrepreneurial abilities, and aims to attract mobile investment to the Gaeltacht. It also
promotes and supports community development initiatives and a wide range of language, cultural and educational schemes aimed at strengthening the place of Irish as the principal means
of communication among all sections and sectors of the community.
The Deputy asked specifically about the scheme and the funding shortage. Those matters
are currently being actively examined, as I have referenced, with the Department of Business,
Enterprise and Innovation which is involved in the scheme. We want to ensure that Údarás na
Gaeltachta and LEOs can deliver on their remits. It is welcome that we have had such demand
for the scheme during the pandemic and it is important that we support all businesses, particularly those in Gaeltacht regions, during this difficult period.
Deputy Alan Dillon: I am glad to hear the Minister of State’s reply. I acknowledge the
work of Údarás na Gaeltachta. These support measures will go a long way for businesses in
the Gaeltacht and give them a chance to survive in the crisis and find new markets and an opportunity for them to provide innovative services and products.
22/07/2020N01300

Deputy Jack Chambers: Údarás na Gaeltachta has been engaging directly with Gaeltacht
businesses to support them and their staff through these challenging times. The authority is
working alongside Government, State agencies and the Gaeltacht community on a cohesive approach to the Covid-19 crisis. Údarás na Gaeltachta continues to advise clients on contingency
planning, financial planning, liquidity issues and recovery strategies.
22/07/2020O00200

Údarás na Gaeltachta and the local enterprise offices have a good working relationship at
local level. This ensures Údarás na Gaeltachta clients have access to the extensive expertise of
the local enterprise offices through training and mentoring programmes.
If Deputy Dillon has any specific feedback on the Gaeltacht region in Mayo, he may wish to
bring it to my attention and we can have an interaction with officials on any particular issues. I
would be happy to assist him in that.
Animal Diseases

22/07/2020O00250

23. Deputy Jennifer Whitmore asked the Minister for Culture, Heritage and the Gaeltacht
if she will suspend the issue of hare coursing licences across the entire country in view of the
recently reported increase in the spread of the rabbit haemorrhagic disease virus 2; and if she
will make a statement on the matter. [17046/20]
22/07/2020O00400

Deputy Jennifer Whitmore: The Department highlighted and confirmed to me this week
that there have been several confirmed additional cases of rabbit haemorrhagic disease identified in hares in Wexford and Kildare and in rabbits in Clare and Cork. In light of this, will the
22/07/2020O00500
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Minister of State suspend the issuing of the hare coursing licences as a precautionary measure
until further information on the disease is available?
Deputy Malcolm Noonan: I thank Deputy Whitmore for bringing this important issue
forward. The control of live hare coursing, including the operation of individual coursing meetings and managing the use of hares for that activity, is carried out under the Greyhound Industry
Act 1958. The statute is the responsibility of my colleague, the Minister for Agriculture, Food
and the Marine.
22/07/2020O00600

My responsibility relates to the conservation status of the hare. While the regulation of hare
coursing is not under my statutory control, licences are required by the Irish Coursing Club under the terms of the Wildlife Acts on behalf of their affiliated clubs to facilitate the netting and
tagging of hares for closed park meetings. The annual licence to capture and tag hares for the
2019-2020 coursing season was issued by my Department on 9 August last year. The licences
granted by my Department in such instances include a range of conditions relating to coursing
hares that were designed to provide as much protection as possible to the conservation status
of the hare.
The RHD2 virus, which affects rabbits and hares, was discovered in several rabbits and
hares around the country during last summer. The scientific advice available to my Department at the time and following the issuing of annual licences indicated that the virus was highly
contagious and easily spread. Moreover, the Department was advised that catching of hares
in nets and keeping them in transportation boxes and confined areas like coursing hare parks
could all be considered to increase the risk of disease spread. In these circumstances, given my
Department’s responsibility in respect of the conservation status of the Irish hare, it was decided
to suspend the licences issued to the Irish Coursing Club on 9 August last year until a clearer
understanding of the context, spread and implications of RHD2 was developed. A revised
more restrictive licence was subsequently issued to the Irish Coursing Club in October 2019
effective to the end of February this year following discussions between the National Parks &
Wildlife Service of my Department, the Department of Agriculture, Food and the Marine and
the Irish Coursing Club on the impact of the virus. The restrictions included the condition that
the capturing of hares and coursing activity was prohibited in areas within a 25 km radius of
where wild rabbits or hares had tested positive for the virus. New zones were added on an ongoing basis as positive tests arose and in these new zones the capturing of hares was to cease
immediately. Coursing would only be possible with already captured hares and where the hares
were certified in writing by a veterinary surgeon as being healthy. Such hares would only be
released back into the wild on foot of such certification. This impacted on a significant number
of coursing events.
Deputy Jennifer Whitmore: I do not think the Minister of State quite answered the question. Will he suspend the licences? We have seen further instances. I am unsure how many
hares were found in Wexford and Kildare but there have been confirmed instances.
22/07/2020O00700

It appears from the response from the Department that the research work promised has not
been carried out. The Department has said that it is working with colleagues and that it will
sample rabbits from hunting bags at different locations. In the absence of that scientific data we
need to take a precautionary approach in addressing this issue.
The hare is an iconic endemic species in Ireland. There have been instances of this disease
in the UK in recent years. In some areas there up to 70% of the population was wiped out. We
465

Dáil Éireann

cannot afford to allow that to happen to our hare population. It is important that we restrict
and suspend licences at this point until we have sufficient research data available to us that can
specify how widespread it is in our population across the country. It is not enough to know
where cases involving hares are found. We must be proactive in sampling. Until that happens
we should suspend licences. I call on the Minister of State again to suspend licences.
Deputy Malcolm Noonan: To increase our knowledge of the prevalence of RHD2 virus
across the country the NPWS is working with colleagues in the Department of Agriculture,
Food and the Marine to develop a national survey of RHD2 in rabbits. This will involve sampling rabbits from hunting bags in different locations throughout the country. The vast majority of rabbits sampled will be those ordinarily taken by licensed hunters in the course of their
normal leisure shooting.
22/07/2020O00800

A small number of additional animals may be taken for the purpose of the survey to fill geographical gaps. All animals will be tested for RHD2 virus. This will demonstrate the presence
of the disease. They will also be tested for RHD2 antibodies to confirm previous exposure.
I agree with Deputy Whitmore. We have to do this based on science and the evidence before
us. I share the concerns around hare coursing. Ultimately, this may be a decision that could fall
to a senior Minister. I guarantee that our Department will inform the final decision on whether
the licensing of netting of hares will take place this year.
Deputy Jennifer Whitmore: It is disappointing that the Minister of State will not say “Yes”
or “No”. This area is within the remit of the Minister of State. I would like to see a ban on hare
coursing but that is not within the remit of the Minister of State. However, this is within the
remit of the Minister of State.
22/07/2020O00900

From a conservation perspective, we should take the precautionary approach and decide to
protect and conserve our species. We must have the scientific data to do that. We do not have
it in this instance. I appeal to the Minister of State to look further and perhaps talk to the senior
Minister. I call on him to suspend the licences until we have that data. Untold damage could
be taking place at the moment. This is a highly contagious disease. Allowing the netting and
capturing of these hares could be spreading it throughout the population. We cannot afford to
let that happen. I call on the Minister of State to suspend the licensing.
Deputy Malcolm Noonan: I share the concerns expressed by Deputy Whitmore. There is
no commitment in the programme for Government to ban hare coursing. We would have liked
to have secured that, but it is not there.
22/07/2020O01000

We are still collating information and data. The decision is due in the next while. I cannot
give a commitment today on whether that will be a positive or negative decision. We need to
gather all the information, data and veterinary advice on this. I will give a commitment that
whatever decision is made will be made based on the best available data. That is the only response I can give to Deputy Whitmore today.
Maoiniú d’Eagrais Ghaeilge

22/07/2020O01050

24. D’fhiafraigh Deputy Mairéad Farrell den Aire Cultúir, Oidhreachta agus Gaeltachta
an bhfuil plean ar bith ag a Roinn chun maoiniú a chur ar fáil do rannóg Gaeilge Ollscoil Uladh
22/07/2020O01200
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i gcampas Mhic Aoidh i nDoire; an mbeadh sí toilteanach cásadh leis an Rannóg leis seo a phlé;
agus an mbeidh sí sásta comhoibriú leis an Roinn Oideachas agus Scileanna ar an ábhar seo.
[17404/20]
An Ceann Comhairle: Question No. 24 is in the name of Deputy Mairéad Farrell ach níl sí
anseo. Cuirfidh Teachta Doherty an cheist.
22/07/2020O01300

Deputy Pearse Doherty: Déanaim comhghairdeas leis an Aire Stáit. Tá súil agam go bhfeicfimid é, agus an tAire sinsearach, i nGaeltacht Thír Chonaill gan mhoill. Baineann an cheist
atá roimh an Dáil leis na tacaíochtaí gur féidir leis an Roinn a thabhairt don rannóg Ghaeilge
i gcampas Mhic Aoidh i nDoire de chuid Ollscoil Uladh. Bhuail Teachta Mac Lochlainn agus
mé féin le grúpa ollamh agus léachtóirí ón rannóg seo le gairid. Is é an rannóg Ghaeilge sin an
t-aon rannóg Ghaeilge a bhíonn ag teagasc go huile is go hiomlán i nGaeilge Uladh. Déanann
sé freastal ar chainteoirí Gaeilge Uladh sa taobh seo tíre. An bhfuil Roinn an Aire Stáit sásta
tacaíocht airgid nó cúiteamh a thabhairt dó sa dóigh is gur féidir leis leanúint ar aghaidh leis an
tseirbhís a chuireann sé ar fáil?
22/07/2020O01400

Deputy Jack Chambers: Gabhaim buíochas leis an Teachta as na beannachtaí. Gabhaim
buíochas leis as an gceist freisin. Is iad aidhmeanna an chiste d’ollscoileanna idirnáisiúnta deathoil i leith na Gaeilge a chothú agus a chur chun cinn lasmuigh den Stát, trasna na hEorpa, sna
Stáit Aontaithe Mheiriceá, i gCeanada agus níos faide ó bhaile agus ardán a chur ar fáil ionas
gur féidir teacht ar an nGaeilge agus í a chur i lár an aonaigh mar theanga idirnáisiúnta. Cothaíonn sé tuiscint níos fearr ar an teanga agus ar chultúr na hÉireann lasmuigh den Stát agus
cothaíonn sé naisc idir Éirinn agus na tíortha ina bhfuil na hinstitiúidí lonnaithe. Chomh maith
leis sin, cuireann sé go mór le scoláireacht na Gaeilge i measc an phobail acadúil idirnáisiúnta
agus méadaítear stádas na teanga dá réir.
22/07/2020O01500

Faoi láthair, tá mo Roinn ag maoiniú cúrsaí Gaeilge in os cionn 40 institiúidí tríú leibhéal
idirnáisiúnta agus tá súil againn cur leis seo sna blianta amach romhainn. San áireamh anseo,
tá dhá pháirtnéireacht le Coimisiún Fulbright agus le Fondúireacht Ollscolaíochta na hÉireannCeanada ar mhaithe le teagascóirí Gaeilge a chur go tuaisceart Mheiriceá ar feadh tréimhse
bliana. Déantar maoiniú ar chúrsaí in ollscoileanna ar fud na hEorpa chomh maith.
Cuidíonn an maoiniú leis na hollscoileanna tuarastal na dteagascóirí a íoc, ábhar teagaisc a
chlúdach agus riaracháin na gcúrsaí chomh maith le deis a thabhairt do dhaltaí a theacht go hÉirinn ar scoláireacht i gceann de na ceithre ionad i nGleann Cholm Cille, Baile an Fheirtéaraigh,
an Cheathrú Rua agus Inis Oírr.
Cé go bhfuil an ciste dírithe go príomha ar institiúidí nach bhfuil suite ar oileán na hÉireann,
ach teagmháil a bheith déanta ag údaráis Ollscoil Uladh le mo Roinn, bheinn sásta iarraidh ar
oifigigh mo Roinne casadh leo chun an cheist atá ardaithe ag an Teachta a phlé.
Deputy Pearse Doherty: Déanfaidh mé teagmháil leo fosta agus déanfaidh mé cinnte go
dtarlóidh an cruinniú gan mhoill. Ón chruinniú a bhí agam féin agus ag an Teachta Mac Lochlainn leis na léachtóirí agus na hollúna ón ollscoil sin, tá sé iontach soiléir go bhfuil ionsaí á
dhéanamh ar an rannóg sin. Tá maoiniú caillte aici le blianta beaga anuas. Bhí cúrsaí á gcur ar
fáil aici i Leitir Ceanainn, in Anagaire i nGaeltacht Thír Chonaill, agus in aiteanna eile ach, mar
gheall ar an ghearradh maoinithe a rinne an Rialtas le linn na géarchéime eacnamaíche, níl an
rannóg ábalta iad a chur ar fáil ag an phointe seo.
22/07/2020P00200

Mar a dúirt an tAire Stáit, tá maoiniú á chur ar fáil ag an Roinn do 40 aonad idirnáisiúnta,
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ach níl sé á chur ar fáil don rannóg ar champas Mhic Aoidh i nDoire i leith na seirbhísí a sholáthraítear. Tá an rannóg seo fíorthábhachtach do Ghaeilgeoirí agus scoláirí Uladh. Tá sé tábhachtach ó thaobh cosaint a thabhairt do chanúint agus chun deis a thabhairt do scoláirí freastal
ar an ollscoil le staidéar a dhéanamh ar an teanga gan iad a bheith i bhfeidhm taistil chomh fada
le Gaillimh, Maigh Nuad nó Baile Átha Cliath. Tá súil agam go mbeidh dearcadh maith ag an
Aire Stáit agus ag a Roinn nuair a chasann siad leis na daoine as an champas seo i nDoire.
Deputy Jack Chambers: Tuigim tábhacht an ábhair seo. Is mór liom an cúlra agus na
mionsonraí ar thug sé dom ina chuid cainte. Go ginearálta, cuireann an maoiniú sin go mór
leis an teanga. Cruthaíonn sé tuiscint níos fearr ar an teanga agus ar chultúr na hÉireann lasmuigh d’Éirinn. Cothaíonn sé naisc idir Éire agus na tíortha ina bhfuil na hinstitiúidí lonnaithe.
Chomh maith leis sin, cuireann sé go mór le scoláireacht na Gaeilge i measc an phobail acadúil
idirnáisiúnta agus méadaítear stádas na teanga dá réir. Cuireann sé deis ar fáil an Ghaeilge a
chur i láthair phobal acadúil ar fud an domhain. Tugann sé stádas comhionann don Ghaeilge le
teangacha Eorpacha eile atá á dteagasc thar lear.
22/07/2020P00300

Caiteachas Gaeilge agus Gaeltachta

22/07/2020P00350

25. D’fhiafraigh Deputy Aengus Ó Snodaigh den Aire Cultúir, Oidhreachta agus Gaeltachta cén tacaíocht atá curha ar fháil aici do na hallaí pobail san Ghaeltacht atá i mbaol dúnadh
go h-iomlán toisc an teip ar a ioncam i mbliana toisc an pandemic, agus an ardú árachas atá á
bhuaileadh anois. [17294/20]
22/07/2020P00400

Deputy Aengus Ó Snodaigh: Cén cúnamh breise atá á thabhairt do cheantair Ghaeltachta
chun hallaí pobail a choimeád oscailte i mbliana agus sa bhliain seo chugainn?
22/07/2020P00600

Deputy Jack Chambers: Aithníonn an Roinn gur tréimhse dhúshlánach í seo do phobal
na Gaeltachta i gcoitinne de dheasca Covid-19 - lucht stiúrtha na hallaí agus na n-ionad pobail
sa Ghaeltacht san áireamh - ós rud é go bhfuil an fhoinse ioncaim bhliantúil a bheadh ag cuid
mhaith díobh ceilte uathu i mbliana mar gheall ar na coláistí Gaeilge a bheith curtha ar ceal
an samhradh seo. Chun tacú le cobhsú earnáil na gcoláistí samhraidh Gaeilge sa Ghaeltacht,
d’fhógair mo Roinn le gairid go raibh ciste éigeandála aon uaire ar fiú €4.7 milliún ar fáil.
Tagann an tionscnamh seo tar éis gur fhógair mo Roinn ar an 20 Aibreán 2020 nach reáchtálfaí
aon chúrsa foghlama Ghaeilge sa Ghaeltacht an samhradh seo de bharr na paindéime Covid-19,
ar mhaithe le sláinte phoiblí a chosaint.
22/07/2020P00700

Is beart aon uaire é a bhfuil mar aidhm aige inmharthanacht leanúnach na hearnála a
chinntiú, agus dá réir, ligean don earnáil leanúint ar aghaidh chun cur leis an iarracht chórasach
atá á déanamh chun tacú leis an nGaeilge agus leis na réigiúin Ghaeltachta de réir chuspóirí
uileghabhálacha an Straitéis 20 Bliain don Ghaeilge 2010-2030 agus an plean gníomhaíochta
don tréimhse ó 2018 go 2022 lena mbaineann.
Maidir leis na hallaí pobail, is tríd a cuid scéimeanna caipitil a chuireann mo Roinn tacaíocht
airgid ar fáil do phobail áitiúla chun áiseanna pobail agus chaitheamh aimsire a fhorbairt. Cé
nach bhfuil aon scéim ná ciste ag an Roinn faoina bhféadfaí cúnamh reatha a chur ar fáil do
hallaí agus ionaid phobail, is féidir a bheith cinnte go leanfaidh mo Roinn ag cabhrú mar is cuí
le cúnamh caipitil a chur ar fáil faoina clár tacaíochtaí pobail agus teanga ar leas na hallaí agus
ionaid phobail.
468

22 July 2020

Ag aithint, ar ndóigh, go bhfuil rath chóras na gcoláistí agus na n-ionad pobail sa Ghaeltacht
ag brath ar a chéile, chas oifigigh mo Roinne le toscaireacht ó hallaí pobail i nGaeltacht Chonamara le gairid agus pléadh na hábhair imní atá acu.
Deputy Aengus Ó Snodaigh: Agus an tAire Stáit ag teacht chuig deireadh a fhreagra, bhí
an cuma ar an scéal go raibh sé chun a fhógairt go raibh airgead éigin áit éigin tar éis a chruinniú
leis an toscaireacht ó na hallaí pobail. Tá fadhbanna ollmhóra acu toisc go bhfuil a n-ioncam
imithe go huile is go hiomlán toisc na coláistí samhraidh a bheith curtha ar ceal i mbliana toisc
Covid-19. Ní ceist na foirgnimh a choimeád amháin an t-aon fhadhb atá ann. Tá seans nach
mbeidh airgead ann an t-árachas agus na costais reatha eile a íoc. Is í sin an cheist. D’admhaigh
an tAire Stáit nach bhfuil stór airgid ag an Roinn chun déileáil leis sin.
22/07/2020P00800

Cén uair a bhunófar ciste sa Roinn a mbeidh na hallaí seo timpeall na nGaeltachtaí in ann iarratais a chur isteach air chun a gcostais reatha, mar shampla, árachas, athchóiriú agus slándáil,
a chlúdach chun déanamh cinnte go mbeidh siad ann arís an bhliain seo chugainn do na coláistí
samhraidh?
Deputy Jack Chambers: Tuigim gur fadhb dheacair í seo. Tugann an earnáil seo, a bhfuil
luach measta ar thimpeall €50 milliún go bliantúil don gheilleagar sna réigiúin Ghaeltachta
bainteach leis, foinse luachmhair ioncaim do na teaghlaigh Ghaeltachta maraon le tairbhe níos
leithne do na pobail Ghaeltachta.
22/07/2020P00900

Is ciste éigeandála aon uair ar fiú €4.7 milliún chun tacú le cobhsú earnáil na gcoláistí
samhraidh Gaeilge sa Ghaeltacht atá i gceist. Tógadh an cinneadh seo tar éis d’fhógair mo
Roinn ar 20 Aibreán nach reáchtálfaí aon chúrsa foghlama Gaeilge sa Ghaeltacht an samhradh
seo de bharr na paindéime Covid-19 ar mhaithe le sláinte phoiblí a chosaint. Is
12 o’clock
beart aon uaire é a bhfuil mar aidhm aige inmharthanacht leanúnach na hearnála
a chinntiú, agus dá réir, ligean don earnáil leanúint ar aghaidh chun cur leis an
iarracht chórasach atá á déanamh chun tacú leis an nGaeilge agus leis na réigiúin Ghaeltachta
de réir chuspóirí uileghabhálacha an Straitéis 20 Bliain don Ghaeilge 2010-2030 agus an plean
gníomhaíochta don tréimhse ó 2018 go 2022 lena mbaineann.
Mar atá ráite agam, is maith a thuigimid na deacrachtaí atá ag cur as do na hallaí pobail sa
Ghaeltacht an samhradh seo mar gheall gurb éigean don Roinn na coláistí Gaeilge a chur ar ceal
de bharr na paindéime. Bhí, agus beidh, oifigigh mo Roinne ar fáil chun an cheist a phlé tuilleadh le lucht na hallaí pobail, más gá. Os rud é go bhfuil na coláistí Gaeilge agus na hallaí pobail ag brath ar a chéile, ba dheas a shamhlú go n-aithneoidh lucht stiúrtha na gcoláistí Gaeilge
gur mar sin atá sa phlé seo ar fad. Beimid i dteagmháil le lucht stiúrtha faoin ábhar go luath.

Ceisteanna ó Cheannairí - Leaders’ Questions

22/07/2020Q00100

Deputy Mary Lou McDonald: I wish to raise with the Taoiseach his Government’s handling of the issue of international travel. There is absolute public confusion and a lack of public confidence in the Government’s whole approach which has been marked as cack-handed
and, frankly, operating on a wing and a prayer. Yesterday the Taoiseach was at odds with the
Tánaiste, and the confusion between the two hardly adds to public confidence. Instead of
managing the risks that we clearly face, he has now pursued a reckless policy with virtually no
22/07/2020Q00200
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checks and balances.
In the small hours of last night the Government published its green list in which it itemised
15 countries and territories for which it has reduced the security profile. It has put itself at odds
with the public health advice, which is that there be no international travel, and has at once said
to the public that they can travel with reduced risks but has asked that they do not do so. Ordinary people have been thrown under the bus. They face the situation that those who listen to the
public health advice and forgo their holidays are potentially out of pocket by thousands of euro.
Those who do not heed the public health advice and travel will do so uninsured.
The other problem is that the Taoiseach and Government have not produced a red list of
those countries and zones where there is a very high prevalence of this virus. There is a deep
concern that people are travelling to this island from those places, and when they arrive here,
they are asked simply to fill out a form and restrict their movements. There is no isolation and
no proper form of quarantine. Putting a form online is not going to address any of this.
I also remind the Taoiseach that the bottom line outside of holiday season is to get our children back to school, to get people back to education and back to work safely and keep them at
work safely. We need to get back to basics and the Government needs to have a proper plan
and strategy.
I have two questions. First, what will the Taoiseach do to support those families who listen
to the public health advice and do not travel internationally and find themselves out of pocket,
in some cases by thousands of euro? Second, what is he doing to protect public health on the
island from travel into the country from those places with a very high prevalence of the virus?
What proper operable and effective quarantine and safety measures will he put in place?
The Taoiseach: I thank the Deputy for her question. When I was Leader of the Opposition
I saw my role as one of making a constructive contribution towards protecting public health and
to rise above partisan political sniping.
22/07/2020Q00300

22/07/2020Q00400

Deputy Pearse Doherty: Is that comment directed at the Tánaiste?

The Taoiseach: That said, the Leader of the Opposition suggested I was at odds with the
Tánaiste, which I am not, but I have to put it to the Deputy that she seems to be at odds with
herself. I am clear that the safest thing to do is not to travel. That is the clear message. We are
saying to people to holiday at home this year. We have in respect of those 15 countries applied
the normal precautions appellation with the Department of Foreign Affairs and Trade, which
basically means that when people return home, they will not have to restrict their movements.
22/07/2020Q00500

The Deputy and her party had a view that it was okay to open up the island to 59 countries.
That is a fact. The Northern Ireland Executive signed up a fortnight ago to an opening up of the
island. We are taking a much more conservative approach here. All of the 15 countries would
have fewer than five infected persons in 100,000. They are actually safer right now, if I use that
phrase, or have a lower incidence, to be more accurate, then we do here in the Republic. I did
point that out and I understand that there are different jurisdictions and all of that, but this was
signed off on by Sinn Féin in Northern Ireland. That has to be said. I am still willing to work
constructively to see how we can protect the island, because it raises challenges for us.
We decided last evening to move the passenger locator form to an electronic basis. The key,
if we are honest, is testing and contact tracing. That remains the gold standard in trying to sup470
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press the virus. The timing of the engagement, the quicker one can contact the person who may
be a contact of someone who has tested positive for Covid-19, is the key response to determine
our future capacity to keep on top of the virus.
I also make the point, and it has to be said, that in the first 12 days of July 2019, we were
looking at 1.469 million people arriving in through Dublin Airport. The figure this July is
about 134,000 people. There has been a lot of hype and concern about travel. I acknowledge
the concern but we need to keep it in perspective. There has been a 91% drop in travel through
Dublin Airport in the first 12 days of July between this year and last year. The issue, as I said
yesterday, is how we live with Covid-19 over the next 12 to 15 months in the absence of a vaccine being discovered. That is something that should exercise all of us in this House in terms
of the broader challenges facing society.
Deputy Mary Lou McDonald: I hope that the Tánaiste desists from the type of sniping that
the Taoiseach has described. We need an all-island approach, and I hope that the North-South
Ministerial Council meeting next week will provide an opportunity for Dublin to step forward,
stop being passive, and to champion that very approach. Our position is well known within
the five party Executive, which is that we need every protection for the island as a single unit.
That means effective quarantining methods and not placing a form online and championing this
as some great transformation and intervention. It is not. It is about testing, tracing, isolating
and having effective and robust procedures for those 134,000 people who have arrived on our
island. Currently, that is not the case and well the Taoiseach knows it.
22/07/2020Q00600

In respect of families here and their holiday plans, the Irish Travel Agents Association estimate that €800,000 a day is being lost by consumers. These are the immediate people caught
in the crossfire of this. The Government has done precious little to intervene on behalf of those
families who do heed the public health advice and choose to holiday at home. I ask again how
and when will the Government intervene for these families?
The Taoiseach: In the first instance, on the all-island question put by the Deputy, I will
work towards achieving the maximum synergy between the Northern Ireland Executive and
our Government in the suppression of the virus on the island of Ireland. That is very important.
I acknowledge, however, the de facto situation in terms of the roles and responsibilities of the
Northern Executive and the fact that it is connected to the public health advice in the UK. There
are issues that we should acknowledge in that respect. People will say in a throwaway phrase
that it should be all-Ireland, and we will all agree with that. The reality of doing that, however,
is clearly challenging. The joint memorandum between the chief medical officers in the North
and in the Republic is good. That is a welcome start. The North-South Ministerial Council will
give us a further opportunity and I welcome the fact that we are having it at the end of July for
the first time in three and a half years. That will give us an opportunity to create structures to
discuss these things. We discussed travel in a constructive way last week. I just made the point
that we were concerned about travel and that everybody needed to keep a watchful eye, North
and South, on the travel situation. We are strengthening our position on incoming travel, low
though it is compared with prior to Covid.
22/07/2020Q00700

On the Deputy’s question about supporting people, there have been significant and unprecedented supports through the pandemic unemployment payment and the wage subsidy scheme
for the population in general. We have not come forward with specific proposals relating to
compensation of those who perhaps had to cancel holidays that they perhaps booked some time
ago. In the stimulus programme, we will develop significant initiatives to support the hospital471
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ity and tourism sector via means that will help ordinary citizens to avail of such hospitality and
tourism facilities in Ireland.
Deputy Mary Lou McDonald: Will the Government have an intervention for those families?
22/07/2020R00200

Deputy Verona Murphy: Rosslare Europort is acknowledged as Ireland’s most strategic
port. It was made a border inspection post second only to Dublin because of this. However, no
Government has applied for it to have tier 1 status so that it can access financial supports from
the EU for infrastructural development in line with its strategic position. The programme for
Government of 2016, under the heading about attracting jobs and investment and TEN-T funding, states: “In the first three months the new Government will apply to the European Union
for the revision of the TEN-T CORE Network, including applying for the reinstatement of the
crossborder Western Arc.” That included Rosslare Europort. This never happened and the programme for Government of 2020 does not mention it either.
22/07/2020R00300

It would follow that if the reason for adding Rosslare to the core network was to create jobs
and investment, then not to do so will result in the loss of jobs and investment. It will not stop
there. The Government’s negligence in not applying to the EU to make Rosslare a core network port like Dublin and Foynes will result in a failure to keep Ireland’s exports and imports
competitive. Commercial traffic will slow down because of increased regulation when Brexit is
upon us at the end of the year. As an island nation, 90% of goods are moved by roll-on, roll-off
freight services. The road freight transport sector will be subject to new EU legislation known
as the mobility package which is detrimental to Ireland because of our geographic location on
the periphery of the mainland EU. The need for a daily direct service to circumvent the chaos
of the landbridge will never be greater. These calls have been ignored and to continue doing
so will lead to a significant increase in delays, leading to an increase in cost for the landbridge
that will not work. The people of Ireland will be unforgiving when rising consumer costs for
the most basic of items such as bread and sugar, as well as job losses, could have been avoided.
I ask the Taoiseach to tell the country why the Government is neglecting to take actions that
should be taken to keep the country from catastrophe now and post Brexit.
The Taoiseach: I thank the Deputy for her question and for raising the key issues pertaining
to Rosslare Europort. In the context of Brexit, the Government is acutely aware of the necessity
to work with the port and the Department and offices responsible in preparing for additional
border controls and other impacts that will arise from Brexit. We acknowledge the role of Rosslare in that regard. The Deputy is correct that, given the challenges and difficulties that will
arise with regard to the landbridge post Brexit, we need to make sure we utilise and maximise
all available facilities and capacity that we have.
22/07/2020R00400

With regard to the tier 1 proposal, I think the Deputy is aware of how all of that developed
in 2013 with the designation of ports on the basis of overall tonnage. At the time, the tier 2
ports received 2.5% of overall tonnage through Irish ports. Tier 1 ports received 15% to 20%.
Post Brexit, the situation is changing and we have to diversify our approach. I know Rosslare
Europort has been involved with the county council and the private sector and is seeking a free
zone in that area. It is especially anxious to exploit the forthcoming opportunities that wind
energy will present. We would be interested in combining both opportunities because there will
be significant investment in wind energy over the next years. Ports will play an important role
in servicing such activity. I hear the Deputy about the fundamental point of moving from tier to
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tier, but that obviously has broader implications related to port policy in general. There is the
ongoing issue which we are all aware of with the ownership of the port and structures governing it. It is unique among the State’s commercial ports and we should work on creating a better
status for the port in the future.
Deputy Verona Murphy: On the Taoiseach’s comments about ownership, it is not an obstacle to something like applying for tier 1 status. Given that applying for tier 1 status for
Rosslare was in the 2016 programme for Government, I think it should be re-entered into the
current programme for Government. I remind the Taoiseach that Foynes did not meet the requirements either. It was intimated that it was more to do with the Minister for Finance at the
time coming from the same county. I appreciate the Taoiseach’s comments about the free zone.
He will know that Britain is preparing to apply for ten free zones post Brexit to prepare for the
backlash of leaving the EU. I propose that Rosslare Europort become a free zone to allow an
intake of stored goods and supplies that was not necessary until now because of the customs
union. We tend not to store products. We must capitalise where possible and make Rosslare a
free zone, which is the smartest way to allay fears that cash flows will be eaten up by duties and
taxes on goods and storage, which will only serve to drive costs up again if that storage is not
contained in a free zone. The land is available around Rosslare. The interest has been mooted,
as the Taoiseach said. Brexit makes it a necessity. Will the Taoiseach make a further comment
on whether or not it is the intention to create a free zone to combat ten free zones being prepared
by the UK?
22/07/2020R00500

The Taoiseach: I confirm that we will examine the matter and give it our considered attention. At present, Rosslare Europort is undergoing a major transformation as part of its masterplan, which will see more than €30 million invested in customer facilities, port infrastructure,
assets and new technology by the port authority and Ianród Éireann over the next five years.
That is essentially for the modernisation and digitisation of the port itself. We have to re-examine broader policy as a result of Brexit. It is in that context that I take note of the Deputy’s comments about the change from tier 2 to tier 1 status. I want to do so in an informed, structured
way, and it has to be in the context of broader port policy. I appreciate the Deputy’s concerns
in this regard and her focus on the proposal about a free zone. There are secured custom areas
within the European Union and we will work with stakeholders here to see how that proposal
can be progressed.
22/07/2020R00600

Deputy Richard O’Donoghue: In the programme for Government, I highlight the section
on building stronger and safer communities on page 84. It states:
22/07/2020R00700

Community safety is at the heart of the ongoing transformation of An Garda Síochána.
The new Government will ensure that this will be a key part of our social contract with
citizens. An Garda Síochána is enriched by its resilient links in the areas it works with and
protects.
There must be clarity regarding the protection of all our citizens, especially children, following Covid. It has come to my attention in my constituency that various people are coming
back from holidays or from working abroad in the UK or Germany, and other countries, and
are not isolating.
We must look after children and families who are staying home in Ireland and who are not
travelling for holidays. In the context of the programme for Government and the issue of community safety, how will the return to school be policed? People are travelling by air and by
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ferry. There must be a system linked to passport numbers in order that schools can be alerted
in advance about children who should be isolating. Where parents travel for work and return
home to their families, children may need to stay out of school while their parents are isolating.
September is fast approaching and self-isolation for children will have to commence by the
middle of August in order that they can return to school.
The Taoiseach: As we have consistently stated, the safest thing to do during Covid-19 right
now is not to travel but rather to holiday in Ireland or stay at home. One of our overarching
priorities or objectives - this is why we have taken a very cautious approach, particularly in
terms of the commencement of phase 4 and the compulsory wearing of masks on public transport - which I ensured happened the week before last and with which the public complied very
quickly - relates to getting our schools open at the end of August. That is essential for the wellbeing of the children of the nation and their development. To me, it is the number one priority.
Alongside it is the resumption of the non-Covid-19 strand of health services. In my view, there
is clear guidance to the effect that anyone who travels outside of the 15 countries we identified
should, without question, restrict their movements when they return to Ireland. We do not want
families travelling to holiday destinations outside of those 15 countries in the first place. It is
very important that they do not risk the capacity of schools to reopen or create situations that
could lead to the spread of the virus. It is extremely important that we all adhere to the guidance
and the guidelines.
22/07/2020S00200

Ireland has done well in respect of Covid-19. The levels of the virus are still low here. It
is important to make that point. I am just back from the European Council and it was noticeable that some member states are finding difficulties in reopening. As they have reopened, the
incidence rate in some countries has increased significantly and this has resulted in localised
and citywide lockdowns. We want to avoid that in Ireland at all costs. This really speaks to two
things, namely, our individual behaviour and the behaviour of families and communities and,
aligned to that, the need, as I said earlier, to develop a strong and speedy testing and contact
tracing system. To be fair, in the past month alone, a substantial number of tests have taken
place on a systemic basis, for example, within nursing homes across the country. That type of
targeted work will continue. The speed of that service will be very important in enabling us to
suppress the spread of the virus into the future.
Deputy Richard O’Donoghue: I agree with everything the Taoiseach said but the best way
forward in respect of this matter is to take an all-island approach. There should be a link to
the passport number of anyone leaving this country by air or by ferry. This is the fastest way
to police matters. Using the passport system to police the pandemic is the fastest way to track
anyone leaving the country or coming into it. Be it children, parents or whomever, everyone
should be tracked when leaving and when coming back. There should be a system to enable
An Garda Síochána to trace people when they come back into the country. In the context of
schools, such a system would show when families return to Ireland. If a member of a family returns to a household, having been abroad in one of the high-risk areas outside of the 15
countries, then the family must isolate. This would ensure that other children within the school
system would not be put at risk. The majority of people are cognisant of Covid-19 and are very
respectful of the rules. However, there is a minority of people who do not care and it is these
individuals that we must police.
22/07/2020S00300

The Taoiseach: The electronic locator form will give us the capacity to follow up on the
contacts of anyone who tests positive for Covid-19. People travelling from places such as
those referred to by the Deputy would be jeopardising the overall health status of particular
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communities or schools. It is very important that we have the capacity to contact trace people
and the electronic form will give us that to a strong degree. We decided last night to establish
a call centre and this will enable rapid follow-up. The key advice, internationally and from the
World Health Organization, is the capacity to contact people who may have been in contact
with somebody who had or has Covid-19 quickly. This really is the issue if we are to live with
Covid-19 in a reasonable way that allows activity and allows people to engage, as much as possible, in normal family, community and economic life. More and more people will go to this or
that sector but the fundamentals have not changed in the context of Covid-19, namely, etiquette,
handwashing, social distancing and the guidance we introduced two weeks ago in terms of limiting gatherings in households to ten people. Those are the essentials that will ultimately enable
us to live reasonably with Covid-19 into the foreseeable future.
An Ceann Comhairle: I thank the Taoiseach. We shall move now to the final question
from Deputy Michael McNamara on behalf of the Independent Group.
22/07/2020S00500

Deputy Michael McNamara: At the end of this week, it will have been one month since
Deputy Micheál Martin was elected Taoiseach. I commended him on his election because I
thought the country badly needed a Government at the time. A Government was needed to
make decisions. Up to now, those decisions have been slow in coming. I appreciate that many
of the issues the Government has had to deal with have been complex, but nevertheless the
decisions have been slow.
22/07/2020S00600

One of the issues I have raised recently relates to the Shannon Group and its importance beyond Clare across the entire mid-west. Shannon Airport is in great difficulty, as is the aviation
sector generally. There is much of confusion with regard to quarantining rules. The previous
speaker called for people to self-isolate. There is a lot of concern and a growing hostility in the
country to the effect that incoming tourists are flouting our laws. The Irish Times, no less, in
an article last Saturday, stated that gardaí need to implement our laws. I put it to the Taoiseach
that in reality there is no law to implement. There is no legal requirement for anybody coming
into the country to quarantine, regardless of where they come from. I wonder why that is the
case. Is it based on the legal requirement of being in the EU? Of course we can limit freedom
of movement or travel in the EU but to do so our actions must be proportionate and clear and
whatever we do must be done lawfully. In Ireland, there is a question as to whether it is either
proportionate or lawful because the entire burden is being put back on ordinary people rather
than the State actually doing what the State is able to do, which is to bring in laws. If we think
that people should not be coming in from Italy, then make them quarantine. We are, however,
allowing people to go to Italy. Italy is not the issue, it is countries such as the United Kingdom
- or parts of it - the United States and many others.
More importantly, what is the Taoiseach going to do outside of the aviation sector in Shannon? We are asking people to holiday at home and many of them are doing so. Many others
are foregoing sums of money they had saved to go on holidays. Are these people going to get
any help from the Government in that regard? Why are aeroplanes taking off from Dublin and
Shannon and flying to areas that we deem not to be safe? If it is a requirement under EU law,
then spell it out and spell it out clearly. The effect of it is that Aer Lingus and Ryanair are flying
those planes in order that they can say to passengers their flight is going whether they go or not.
It is increasingly looking like the case that ordinary people have to bear the brunt of everything
while big corporations can continue to do as they like, make no refunds whatsoever and nothing
happens.
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I raised the issue of Shannon Heritage here before. We are now approaching the end of July
but Craggaunowen Castle has not opened at all this summer. The Shannon Group appears not
to want Shannon Heritage. What is the Taoiseach doing with regard to these issues?
22/07/2020T00200

The Taoiseach: I thank the Deputy for his questions.

The first number of weeks have been extremely decision-orientated. As I said before, I have
never come across a legislative programme so significant in one month. With the co-operation
of everybody in the House, we are putting through substantive and significant legislation which
is the substance of politics, government and parliament. That is ultimately why we are here.
That legislation will underpin the July stimulus programme that we will announce this week.
Hopefully, that may be of some assistance to the heritage issue the Deputy raised and will give
additional capacity and supports to enable people to deal with the crisis that Covid-19 has
brought about. To be fair, the Deputy has raised that issue consistently as well as the issue of
the Shannon Group and Shannon Airport.
The problem in aviation is the fact that travel has collapsed. Despite all of the talk and headlines around travel, the reality is that from 1 July to 12 July last year we had 2.69 million people
in and out of Dublin Airport while this month, a year on, the figure is 134,000 people. That is
why aviation is on the floor. That is a significant challenge which the Government is aware of
in terms of working with the airlines and with the airports.
On mandatory quarantining, it has been articulated for quite some time that it is impossible
to enforce in the first instance. Second, it is questionable as to whether it is the wisest approach.
In some countries where they brought in mandatory quarantining, it led to clusters developing
in the actual quarantine centres.
22/07/2020T00300

Deputy Mary Lou McDonald: It is about the right people quarantining.

The Taoiseach: That did happen. We have discussed this with the World Health Organization and others. The advice we got was that one must be able to contact people very quickly
once they have arrived into the country.
22/07/2020T00400

22/07/2020T00500

22/07/2020T00600

22/07/2020T00700

Deputy Pearse Doherty: What about NPHET?
The Taoiseach: I am responding to Deputy McNamara.
Deputy Pearse Doherty: The Taoiseach is misleading the Dáil.

The Taoiseach: Deputy McDonald had her opportunity to ask questions. The Deputy
should allow others their time on Leaders’ Questions.
22/07/2020T00800

Deputy Mary Lou McDonald: The Taoiseach should be accurate.

22/07/2020T00900

The Taoiseach: Deputy McDonald does not own the entire Parliament and she should allow other Opposition Deputies have their say.
22/07/2020T01000

(Interruptions).
22/07/2020T01200

22/07/2020T01300

Deputy Pearse Doherty: The Taoiseach should tell us the NPHET advice.
The Taoiseach: I said that in good form.
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That is the essence of it. If one thinks through the logic of mandatory quarantining, how
many hotels would the State have to book? The proportionate point the Deputy made is valid
and there are complex legal issues involved. Essentially, it is about contact tracing and knowing where people are. That is where the electronic locator form comes into play. It is important
because it enables us to have a ready capacity to contact people who may have been in contact
with somebody who tested positive. That is actually the better approach to that.
We will work with the Deputy on the other issues he raised about Shannon Airport, the
Shannon Group, along with the heritage sites and centres.
Deputy Michael McNamara: The Taoiseach mentioned legislation and I agree. There is
a growing number of people in the country. A certain amount of hostility is being encountered
by tourists because people think they are flouting laws when they are not. We have to be clear
that these people are flouting laws or they are not.
22/07/2020T01400

Will we see legislation to move Shannon Heritage from a group which clearly does not want
it anymore to a better home where it might be looked after and where the tourism potential of
these sites will be exploited not for the profit of the sites themselves but for the small familyowned businesses around them which are dependent on them?
Will we see a new board appointed to the Shannon Group? It comprises not just the airport
but the heritage sites and Shannon commercial properties which will bring the strategic vision
and direction necessary for this important group to move forward?
The Taoiseach: Those are issues which I would like to discuss with the Deputy in greater
detail, such as moving Shannon Heritage to a better home. That would take some detailed
examination but I note the Deputy is concerned about its current operations in terms of its low
level of activity and the impact on employment. I hope there might be opportunities arising out
of the stimulus package that may be of interest and of use to Shannon Heritage.
22/07/2020T01500

I will speak to the tourism Minister on the issues the Deputy raised. I will also speak to
the transport Minister on the wider and fundamental questions the Deputy asked on Shannon
Airport itself, as well as the appointment of a board.

22/07/2020T01600

22/07/2020T01700

Ceisteanna ar Reachtaíocht a Gealladh - Questions on Promised Legislation

An Ceann Comhairle: Some 43 Deputies have indicated. I call Deputy McDonald.

Deputy Mary Lou McDonald: I ask the Taoiseach about the HIQA report into nursing
homes which contained some very damning observations. It is absolutely apparent that nursing
homes did not conform to any satisfactory level of clinical governance and were left without the
human and practical resources necessary to protect residents and staff. We know how all of this
ended. It ended with many people losing their lives with many families to this day shattered by
that traumatising experience.
22/07/2020T01800

We need to know what happened in the nursing homes because we need to put right the
wrongs of the past number of months. We also need to prepare ourselves for the real possibility of a second surge, as well as to prepare ourselves for the autumn and winter. We need to be
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absolutely sure that those living in nursing homes are properly cared for and that their families
and the wider community have that confidence.
I propose we establish a special Oireachtas committee to speedily, efficiently and compassionately examine what happened in our nursing homes. I propose the Taoiseach would support
the establishment of this committee.
22/07/2020T01900

An Ceann Comhairle: The Deputy’s time is up.

Deputy Mary Lou McDonald: We must do the work now and throughout August to ensure
this committee can speedily work in order we learn the lessons and the families affected have
some platform for their real experiences to be recorded and responded to.
22/07/2020T02000

The Taoiseach: It is an important and serious report from HIQA. We will examine it in
considerable detail. Some of the issues in the 45-page report are concerning in terms of breaches of regulations, management failings, staff shortages and lack of infection control measures.
That was after dozens of inspections at homes with confirmed cases since May.
22/07/2020T02100

Sometimes we do not acknowledge the role of HIQA in terms of its regulatory functions, a
body which I established quite some time ago. It has brought about reforms in health through
its regulatory rigour which is applied to all settings without fear or favour. It is not always
popular because of that but, nonetheless, it is an important vehicle towards reform.
The Minister has informed me that the expert review on Covid in nursing homes should be
on his desk next week. With the publication of that, we should liaise with all parties to work
out the next steps on that.
In the first instance, we need to learn the lessons so that we can apply them when issues may
arise again - hopefully they will not if we can avoid them - with a second spike in the autumn
and the ‘flu season. That is the spirit in which I want to approach this. We must also make sure
that we take medium-term lessons as to how we reform the care of the elderly into the future
and have a broader range of support options for families and people.
Deputy Duncan Smith: On climate change, if the Government is to reach its target of producing 70% of its electricity from renewable resources, wind energy, including offshore wind
energy, will play a significant role. My question relates to the marine planning development
and management Bill, which was due before quarter 3 of this year. What are the plans relating
to it and will the Taoiseach provide the House with a timeline for its presentation?
22/07/2020U00100

The Taoiseach: I am very keen in terms of the development of offshore wind. I think it is
going to be a key contributor to our energy capacity into the future and in terms of meeting our
climate change agenda, so that legislation, it is hoped, will be published in the autumn, probably
towards the latter part of the year.
22/07/2020U00200

Deputy Jennifer Whitmore: We are five weeks away from schools opening and one week
away from taking our recess, yet there is still no certainty about how the schools are going to
open. Children do not know whether they will be in with their school friends for an entire week
or part of a week, parents do not know whether they will have to source childcare for part of
the week, and schools, principals and teachers do not know what level of support and funding
they will get. When will the Government publish a clear plan for schools to reopen at the end
of August, including a funding structure for them?
22/07/2020U00300
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The Taoiseach: I assure the Deputy that this is an absolute priority of the Government, that
being, to get the schools reopened. A lot of work has been under way working with all of the
stakeholders, which is important. I would prefer one comprehensive announcement on this as
opposed to piecemeal announcements, responses and so on. This needs to be a comprehensive
response. A lot of work is under way by the Department itself, the stakeholders in education
and the Minister, and the Minister is very keen, obviously, to make a public comprehensive
statement on this when everything has been put together, including funding and the arrangements that will apply.
22/07/2020U00400

Deputy Richard Boyd Barrett: According to the section on health in the programme for
Government, the Government’s priority is to protect public health by following public health
advice. On the day that another front-line health worker has tragically lost his life as a result
of Covid-19, does the Taoiseach really believe it is a good time to start abandoning adherence
to public health advice of the National Public Health Emergency Team, NPHET, on the issue
of foreign travel? What is happening is quite extraordinary. This morning, the Minister for
Foreign Affairs and Trade, Deputy Coveney, stated that he would make things clear but then
went on to muddy further already murky waters by saying that, although the Government did
not want people to go and would prefer if they did not, they could do so. That is essentially the
advice. It is like arriving at a set of traffic lights where the green and red lights are simultaneously illuminated.
22/07/2020U00500

22/07/2020U00600

An Ceann Comhairle: The red light is on now, Deputy, because you are out of time.

Deputy Richard Boyd Barrett: It is confusing and clearly not in line with the public health
advice being issued by NPHET on foreign travel. How does the Taoiseach explain that?
22/07/2020U00700

The Taoiseach: I think the Deputy is overstating the issue. We take the issue in terms of
travel and its potential contributory effect to Covid very seriously. That is why we have one
of the most restrictive travel frameworks globally. We are very restrictive in this country in
terms of the number of people coming into the country and the advice we have given people,
and people by and large have complied with that advice. Hence, the very low numbers, relative
to what happened before Covid, that are travelling either in or out of the country. People are
travelling to countries that, in my view, have a very high incidence of Covid, but it is important
to say that there are other countries there that have a lower incidence of Covid than we have
ourselves. I think there has to be a consistency of messaging in that regard as well.
22/07/2020U00800

22/07/2020U00900

An Ceann Comhairle: I thank the Taoiseach. Time is up.

The Taoiseach: The key point that I again have to reiterate has to do with testing, contact
tracing and having strong measures at our airports to protect people from Covid.
22/07/2020U01000

Deputy Mattie McGrath: The Taoiseach described the deal that we got at the weekend as
a good one for Europe. Only four countries - Germany, France, the Netherlands and Sweden are to contribute more than us. Germany will pay €1,606 per capita. Ireland will pay €3,201
per head. This is a rotten deal. After the miserable so-called bailout, which I called a clean-out
at the time, this is another bad deal. The frugal five were strong, and they were right to be so,
because they got write-offs. We are the good boys in Europe, the lapdogs, and we say that everything is grand, give us the punishment and we will take it. We end up being screwed, pardon
the expletive. It is a disgraceful deal. We cannot accept this. Our children, grandchildren and
great-grandchildren should not be burdened with it. It is a shocking indictment of so-called
22/07/2020U01100

479

Dáil Éireann

solidarity in Europe. It is a disgrace. It is time that we took off the gloves and were not the good
boys in Europe. Instead, we will be paying one of the highest amounts per head of population,
second only to Denmark.
22/07/2020U01200

22/07/2020U01300

The Taoiseach: I do not know what planet the Deputy is on.
Deputy Mattie McGrath: I know what planet I am on.

The Taoiseach: I genuinely do not. I mean this sincerely. Our membership of the European Union is not about being good boys or bad boys. It is about being part of a single market
and an economic union that have brought great benefits to the country in terms of jobs and the
modernisation of our economy. This deal is a good deal for Ireland. The proportion of the
multi-annual financial framework for the Common Agricultural Policy has gone up to 31% as
opposed to 28% in the last programme. When you take the United Kingdom’s exit from Europe
and the huge contribution it was making, that is a very significant outcome for Ireland. We are
now net contributors, but for almost 50 years of our membership we were net recipients. I say
it was up to €40 billion or €50 billion. I do not have the exact figure - I will get it for the Deputy
- but it is not about that, actually.
22/07/2020U01400

22/07/2020U01500

22/07/2020U01600

22/07/2020U01700

Deputy Mattie McGrath: It is about that.
The Taoiseach: No. As far as I am concerned, it is about us being able----Deputy Mattie McGrath: It is.

The Taoiseach: No, hold on. We will not survive on our own as an island in isolation.
We survive and create wealth in Ireland through making products and providing services that
provide solutions to the global economy and the global society----22/07/2020U01800

22/07/2020U01900

An Ceann Comhairle: Thank you, Taoiseach. The time is up.

The Taoiseach: -----enabling us to sell the beef, the milk, the software and hundreds of
other services and goods that make Ireland the economically developed country that it has been
over the extent of its membership of the European Union.
22/07/2020U02000

Deputy Joan Collins: The Taoiseach will be aware that, during the previous Dáil, the Government supported the restructuring of the Money Advice & Budgeting Service, MABS, and
the Citizens Information Board. This was very contentious and opposed by many Deputies. I
heard this morning that two MABS offices - on Francis Street in Dublin 8 and in Crumlin - have
been told that they will be closed from Friday and will have to move to Tallaght. Moving what
are important services for people out of their areas is serious. Do other Deputies know whether
the same is happening in their areas? We did not have a clue that this was happening. I would
like the Taoiseach to intervene and find out what is going on with local MABS services or could
the relevant Minister check this out? It is outrageous.
22/07/2020U02100

The Taoiseach: First, I would like to get an evaluation of how that structural change of
MABS has worked out in terms of broader services generally. I have got different feedback
since it happened. Some was positive when I met in an informal way earlier in the year some
people involved in the service.
22/07/2020U02200

I cannot get involved in every operational decision of agencies under specific Departments.
We will contact MABS to ascertain its rationale for this action and what the intention is.
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22/07/2020U02300

22/07/2020U02400

Deputy Joan Collins: The intention----An Ceann Comhairle: I call Deputy Ó Murchú.

Deputy Ruairí Ó Murchú: I wish to raise the HIQA report released yesterday about the
overall situation in nursing homes during the Covid-19 outbreak. The report lays out in stark
terms how nearly 60% of homes inspected following Covid-19 outbreaks were found to have
insufficient infection prevention and control measures, which possibly led to greater tragedy.
It speaks of deficiencies in governance and management. It also speaks of the unsuitability of
some of the units during the pandemic and their need for upgrading. There were many horror
stories from families and staff.
22/07/2020U02500

I have spoken to the Minister for Health, Deputy Stephen Donnelly, about the testing delays
that have become evident in recent days, including at Dealgan House in Dundalk. A few weeks
ago, it was able to get Covid-19 test results within five hours. Last week, it took almost 48
hours to get two test results. I am told that prioritised testing facilities that were available to
Dealgan House and other nursing homes no longer are. This situation needs to be fixed.
Some of the families who lost loved ones at Dealgan House wish to meet the new Minister
for Health. Twenty-two people died in the home during a Covid-19 outbreak. The families
want to tell the Minister about the need for a public inquiry to ensure that all problems are arrested and the questions of families and management are answered. I would like the Taoiseach
to add his voice to this call and ensure there is action to deal with the problems listed in the
HIQA report. Will he address the preparations for a second wave----22/07/2020U02600

An Ceann Comhairle: Time is up, Deputy, please.

Deputy Ruairí Ó Murchú: -----and the radical reform that is clearly needed in the nursing
home sector?
22/07/2020U02700

The Taoiseach: As I said earlier, the expert review report on nursing homes in the context
of the pandemic will be on the Minister’s desk next week. We will take steps to have that published and debated. That report will deal with the wider nursing home situation. In terms of the
testing, if the Deputy has spoken to the Minister I am sure he will follow-up with him on the
specifics of the query raised in respect of Dealgan House.
22/07/2020V00100

Deputy Richard Bruton: The Taoiseach will be well aware of the tragic killings that have
occurred in the Coolock Garda district. He will also be aware from his time as Minister for
education that it is also an area that has the lowest progression to further and higher education
in the country. Former assistant commissioner, Mr. Jack Nolan, is completing an evaluation of
what needs to be done to address the complex issues in that area. I warmly welcome the commitment in the programme for Government that the approach taken in the north inner city will
be expanded to other such areas because it is far more than a policing issue. Will the Taoiseach
and his office play a lead role in co-ordinating the work on such a response in areas like Coolock
so that as occurred in the north inner city it will be led from the centre of Government?
22/07/2020V00200

The Taoiseach: The Deputy makes a very constructive suggestion. I will work with others.
It is an important point in terms of the development of community initiatives in north and east
Dublin, similar to the former RAPID programmes. In other words, we need a multidisciplinary,
concentrated approach to areas that have experienced significant disadvantage, in particular
areas where there are low levels of school completion. We must attack this issue in a combined
22/07/2020V00300
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way involving agencies and Departments. I will examine the Deputy’s proposal.
On the proposal which the Deputy put forward last week on the Order of Business in regard
to the utilisation of the public service in terms of internships, I brought it to the heart of Government to the Ministers for Finance and Public Expenditure and Reform in the context of the
stimulus programme. I agree with the Deputy that we need to give more opportunities to young
people in the current crisis in respect of both the public service and the private sector.
Deputy Bernard J. Durkan: On the Defence (Amendment) Bill 2020, which is promised
legislation, is it intended to addressed the issues of manpower levels within the Defence Forces
in that context of that Bill or is it intended to do it separately in anticipation of that Bill?
22/07/2020V00400

The Taoiseach: We hope that the commission provided for in the programme for Government will be set up in the autumn. We will not be wasting time in terms of moving to help the
Defence Forces to recruit and retain staff more effectively. As Taoiseach, it is a matter about
which I am very concerned and I know the Minister for Foreign Affairs and Defence is concerned about it as well. We intend to take a proactive approach to the matter.
22/07/2020V00500

Deputy Carol Nolan: On page 46 of the programme for Government there is a commitment to ensure that work is done with the HSE to improve care. Currently, adults with disabilities are unable to attend care services. There was much shock and dismay among many families
last week when they heard from witnesses at the Special Committee on Covid-19 Response that
services may not resume until next year. I ask the Taoiseach to prioritise this matter. Adults
with disabilities have regressed significantly and they have been disrupted. We need to make
sure that the services are put back in place as soon as possible.
22/07/2020V00600

The Taoiseach: That is a very fair point. I will examine the issue. Keeping people out of
those services for that length of time is not, in my view, the optimal response. We have to do
something in that regard.
22/07/2020V00700

Deputy Brian Stanley: On page 114 of the programme for Government there is a commitment to tackle inequality in the third level sector based on socioeconomic background, but the
income assessment criteria for the SUSI grant is based on 2019. Many families have seen huge
changes in their financial situation since the start of this year, which the Taoiseach will appreciate. There are workers without employment for the first time in their lives. The assessment
criteria does not correspond with the reality of people’s lives and they need to be reviewed.
22/07/2020V00800

I would also like the Taoiseach to address an anomaly in the system. The case of Ms X in
Laois is one example. She is a married woman of 23 years of age who set up home with her
partner, now her husband, for five a half years and lives totally independent of her parents but
she is still being assessed as a dependant child despite having supplied reams of information to
show that she is living independently with her husband. There is an anomaly in the system that
the departmental officials need to address.
The Taoiseach: It is a good Department. In terms of education, generally speaking my own
philosophy has always been that we should be as flexible as possible to enable people complete
their education because that is good for the person and for society. I cannot comment on the
specifics of the case mentioned but I will have it examined.
22/07/2020V00900

I take on board the Deputy’s comments in regard to the assessment for SUSI in terms of
previous income. On higher and further education, last night the Government agreed a package
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of measures to assist students, particularly those on low incomes, in terms of participating in
third level education in the next session, particularly in terms of access to technology. We are
doubling the disadvantage grants scheme which universities administer for students who are in
financial difficulty. We are doing it this year in particular because of the Covid impact on so
many families.
Deputy Paul Murphy: The programme for Government promises to improve the lives
of people with disabilities and for the most important people in their lives, their carers. Next
Wednesday, from 12.30 p.m. as part of the Enough is Enough campaign, carers will be outside
the Convention Centre calling for just that. Concretely, they will be calling for the reopening
of adult day services. All around the country carers are screaming out that they are physically
and mentally exhausted but they feel that nobody is listening. Will the Government act on its
promises? Will it publish definite guidelines for the prompt reopening of home support hours,
respite services, adult day services and mental health services? Will it recognise the huge efforts of carers which save the State over €10 billion per annum and raise carer’s allowance and
carer’s benefit? Will it abolish the means test for carers and suspend reviews of carer’s allowance? Will it ensure that people with disabilities can legally demand their rights by immediately commencing the ratification of the optional protocol to the UN Convention on the Rights
of Persons with Disabilities?
22/07/2020V01000

22/07/2020V01100

An Ceann Comhairle: I call Deputy Martin Kenny on the same issue.

Deputy Martin Kenny: I want to raise with the Taoiseach the issue of adults with intellectual disabilities who are at home with elderly parents who, in many cases, are unable to cope.
This situation has continued through the pandemic. Many people around the country are at their
wits end in regard to what to do. Day care services and respite care services have been taken
away. Across my constituency, and I am sure across the country as a whole, carers and families
who are caring for adults in such circumstances need to see efforts being made by Government
to put these services back in place immediately.
22/07/2020V01200

22/07/2020V01300

An Ceann Comhairle: I call Deputy Cronin on the same issue.

Deputy Réada Cronin: Go raibh maith agat. I want to raise the promised legislation for
people living with intellectual disabilities. Under the previous Government these became the
new dispossessed. We cannot allow that to become permanent. Mothers in north Kildare have
contacted me about their children with intellectual disabilities, the lack of respite services and
unacceptable delays in vital health services. The Government signed the UN Convention on
the Rights of Persons with Disabilities two year ago. Since then, that signature has been moot
and mute. The programme for Government promises to ratify the optional protocol, which
would mean that parents with children with intellectual disabilities would not have to go to war
every day with the State. It would allow them to vindicate their children’s rights. When will
the Government ratify the optional protocol?
22/07/2020V01400

The Taoiseach: The Deputies asked a number of questions. On the impact of Covid-19, it
has been devastating on many families and sectors. Our schools closed for a number of months
as a result of Covid-19 and adult disability services also effectively closed in terms of people
being able to attend day centres and various other services.
22/07/2020V01500

As we know, congregated numbers in indoor settings are problematic in respect of Covid.
That said, we have to work to make such services and centres available to adults with intellec483
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tual disabilities. I will talk to the Ministers involved and to the service providers to see what the
challenges are in enabling the provision of some level of services for those who were affected
by this. That is a fair point and it is important to say.
In terms of children and special needs in general, and especially in respect of special
education, to respond to Deputy Cronin’s point, it is very important that we avoid adversarial
approaches. Children, as a right, should have the appropriate school placements
1 o’clock
available to them and the proper planning in advance should take place. I am
working with the Minister for Education and Skills in that regard. In my view,
we must introduce a greater degree of advocacy for the child within the system as it operates.
Deputy Cathal Crowe: The programme for Government references unsewered rural villages. The project for one such village - Broadford, County Clare - is shovel ready. The land
has been acquired and the project fully designed but it has sat on the shelf for many years. At a
time when we have had absurd discourse on the environment, stating that dairy herds are major
polluters, there are still rural villages like Broadford where when a toilet is flushed, at best it
goes into an antiquated septic tank, while at worst, it goes into a gravel soak pit. It all ends up
in the drinking water supply that the same people drink in the evenings when they turn on the
tap. I ask that the development of sewerage in such villages be expedited over the lifetime of
the Government. It should give us the 21st-century, or even the 20th-century, sewerage infrastructure we desperately need.
22/07/2020W00200

Deputy Joe Carey: The programme for Government commits to investing in new sewerage
schemes in small towns and villages. Which Department will lead the development of these
schemes? Will it be the Department of Housing, Planning and Local Government or the Department of Rural and Community Development? A lead Department needs to put this scheme
in place so that villages and towns throughout County Clare, such as Broadford, Labasheeda,
Cooraclare or Carrigaholt, can get the sewerage schemes they deserve.
22/07/2020W00300

The Taoiseach: Deputy Crowe stated the project he mentioned is shovel ready. The whole
idea of the stimulus plan, along with more structural issues, is to try to get as much activity going in the next six to nine months as possible. A capital programme will be attached to the stimulus plan. I hope that projects of the kind the Deputies both identified could be accommodated
in that plan. That will involve the Department of Housing, Planning and Local Government,
Irish Water, the local authority and whoever else is involved to get it going. We want projects
of that kind dealt with. To be frank, it is awful that that situation still obtains in Broadford. It
is not good enough and, therefore, we must do everything possible to end that situation and to
deal with it. Hopefully, the announcement of the capital element of the stimulus plan will be
an opportunity to do that.
22/07/2020W00400

Deputy Brendan Griffin: This is my first time putting a question to the Taoiseach since his
appointment and I wish him the very best for the future. I raise a commitment in the programme
for Government to expanding the Rebuilding Ireland home loan scheme. One issue that has
arisen recently is that some people who are on the wage subsidy scheme or the pandemic unemployment payment, PUP, have had their applications stalled. I was contacted by a man in Kerry
who had almost fully gone through the process but he has now been told he will have to be
back at work for three months before the process can continue, even though he is already back
at work. A woman told me she had a really difficult time getting qualification for the scheme
because she had to jump through unimaginable hoops from the lender of last resort, the State.
She had no outstanding loans, a full-time job and a part-time job, yet she still found it very dif22/07/2020W00500
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ficult. Will the Taoiseach give priority to the matter, particularly where it relates to the PUP and
the wage subsidy scheme?
Deputy Jennifer Murnane O’Connor: Over the past few years in the Seanad, I raised the
issue of the threshold to qualify for local authority housing lists. The Taoiseach will be aware
that in almost ten years, there has been no review. I ask him to have the review carried out;
every local authority in Ireland needs it.
22/07/2020W00600

The Taoiseach: To respond to Deputy Griffin, that issue has been raised with us and the
Minister for Finance and the Minister for Public Expenditure and Reform are alive to it. There
are challenges in regard to the PUP and the wage subsidy scheme because the issue of the
security of jobs is a consideration. As for the Rebuilding Ireland home loan scheme, I would
like to think we could examine it in detail in terms of the potential of the individual to get over
this hurdle in their current status, whether on the PUP or, more particularly, the wage subsidy
scheme.
22/07/2020W00700

To respond to Deputy Murnane O’Connor, I will ask the Minister for Housing, Planning and
Local Government to review that. The Deputy is a long-standing campaigner on that issue and
on the fact that the threshold has not changed in ten years. I will follow that up.
Deputy Eoin Ó Broin: The programme for Government commits to: “Strengthen the regulatory and enforcement mechanisms with regard to short-term lettings.” As I am sure the Taoiseach will know, the vast majority of short-term lets in the State are not compliant with the
Government’s regulations and the level of enforcement from local authorities is very low. Will
he commit in the legislative programme to strengthening the regulations for short-term letting
platforms and, in particular, to introducing a specific planning offence to fine platforms that
advertise non-compliant properties?
22/07/2020W00800

On 6 July, the Minister for Housing, Planning and Local Government, Deputy Darragh
O’Brien, introduced a blanket ban on the Rebuilding Ireland home loan scheme whereby nobody in receipt of the wage subsidy scheme can draw down the loan until three months afterwards, contrary to what the Taoiseach has just told the House.
The Taoiseach: I will examine the proposals the Deputy has put forward for short-term lettings and for strengthening enforcement and sections relating to the advertising of lettings that
are not compliant with the regulations.
22/07/2020W00900

An Ceann Comhairle: That concludes Questions on Promised Legislation. A total of 23
Deputies were not reached today. If I carry forward those names to tomorrow, which I am quite
prepared to do, I ask please that nobody else indicate tomorrow because it is highly unlikely
that we will get to him or her.
22/07/2020W01000
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Ceisteanna (Atógáil) - Questions (Resumed)

22/07/2020W01100

Taoiseach’s Meetings and Engagements

22/07/2020W01200

1. Deputy Mary Lou McDonald asked the Taoiseach if he will report on his meeting with
the First Minister and deputy First Minister of the Northern Ireland Assembly. [16816/20]
22/07/2020W01300

The Taoiseach: I had a very positive meeting with the Northern Ireland First Minister and
deputy First Minister at Stormont Castle on Thursday, 16 July, on my first visit to Northern
Ireland since taking office. We discussed the importance of North-South and east-west relations on these islands and I stressed the Government’s commitment to working closely with the
democratic institutions in Northern Ireland and with the UK Government as co-guarantor of
the Good Friday Agreement. We spoke about the progress made in tackling Covid-19 by our
respective Administrations and the great challenges that remain. We agreed we would continue
to work together on this, including through the memorandum of understanding between our
respective Ministers for Health and Chief Medical Officers, and that we would closely monitor
issues relating to international travel. In addition, we agreed to hold a plenary meeting of the
North-South Ministerial Council in Dublin on 31 July to discuss the many important issues of
common interest and concern across this island.
22/07/2020W01400

I also took the opportunity to speak to the First Minister and deputy First Minister about
the shared island unit that I am setting up in the Department of the Taoiseach, as set out in our
programme for Government. I stressed our commitment to working with all communities and
traditions on the island to build consensus around a shared future. We also considered the latest position on the Brexit negotiations and agreed to work closely together on the many related
issues of mutual concern.
During my visit to Belfast, I also met the leadership of the other parties in the Executive,
namely, the SDLP, the Alliance Party and the Ulster Unionist Party. In each meeting, we had
very useful discussions on the same issues I covered with the First Minister and deputy First
Minister. I also took the opportunity to call on the UK Secretary of State for Northern Ireland,
Brandon Lewis MP, who was in Stormont on the day of my visit.
Deputy Mary Lou McDonald: I thank the Taoiseach for the answer. It is a very welcome
development that the North-South Ministerial Council will meet next week. I hope the value of
the forum is now widely understood. It is true to say the North-South Ministerial Council and
the all-Ireland infrastructure has been neglected for quite some time. I hope the Taoiseach’s
engagement with the institutions in the North and all the political parties will be positive and
forward-looking. I hope that next week, when the North-South Ministerial Council meets, we
can finally get some level of coherence in an all-Ireland approach to this Covid-19 emergency.
22/07/2020X00100

It should be recalled that for the purposes of animal health, this island operates as a single
unit and it is, quite frankly, inexplicable that when it comes to human health, there is controversy around adopting the same approach. My colleague, joint First Minister, Ms Michelle
O’Neill, raised her concerns relating to the all-Ireland approach with the Taoiseach in his meeting with her. She specifically instanced with the Taoiseach the area of travel and protections for
the island. She informed me of this.
My observation, for what it is worth, is that the previous Government in its caretaker capac486
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ity was extremely passive in dealing with the North and the necessity for a single island approach for public health safety. I hope passivity will not be this Government’s modus operandi
because we need it to be energetic. We need the impetus to come from Dublin to ensure we
get the correct approach. By the way, that does not mean throwing brickbats at Sinn Féin. The
Taoiseach may do that if he wishes but I remind him there are five parties to the Executive in the
North. That means when he meets representatives of the Alliance Party, the SDLP, the Ulster
Unionist Party and others, it is incumbent on the Taoiseach to make the case very strongly of
the absolute necessity for the correct island-wide approach to protect the health of our people.
This is not a question of the constitutional issue or really even a jurisdictional matter in the
wider sense. This is about public health, biology and a virus that must be contained across the
island. The truth is that for any of us to be safe on this island, all of us must be safe.
The Taoiseach: That is why we must engage constructively and in a genuine way with all
concerned, accepting the reality that we are talking about two different jurisdictions, regardless
of whether we like that being the case. I have been very straightforward in this regard. I will
not be politically partisan in my approach to issues of the North and the Good Friday Agreement. I have made that clear to both the First Minister and deputy First Minister. I made it clear
in my public announcements in the North.
22/07/2020X00200

I do not want to be in any way partisan on Covid-19 matters if we can avoid that. However,
the United Kingdom took a particular path and the North went with that, allowing travel to 59
countries. We discussed in a very reasonable way the need to have oversight and keep an eye
on the impact of this. The more important point is that we want to be as coherent as possible
on public health. We also want to activate the North-South agenda as part of the Good Friday
Agreement and the New Decade, New Approach agreement. There has been a welcome development on the public health side with the memorandum between both chief medical officers,
who are in touch, and we need to keep that level of engagement going.
With the North-South process, there are significant infrastructural commitments on behalf
of the Irish Government and, as Taoiseach, I want to follow those through proactively and energetically. I will do that. I also want to see how we can create new momentum within existing
North-South bodies and look at other areas where greater collaboration could happen. One of
those areas in which I am interested is health, and we have discussed that with other parties, for
example, in terms of paediatric health, the national children’s hospital, the capacity to take an
all-island approach with heart surgery or other major diseases or rare situations that would need
a population-based approach on the island to justify certain health services, and the continuation of the cancer treatment service at Altnagelvin for patients in Donegal and that hinterland.
There is much ground that can be covered on a practical level without becoming embroiled
in any political rows. There is much work to get on with that is practical and that would be to
the mutual benefit of people living on the island in the North and in the Republic. That is how
I intend to approach the North-South Ministerial Council in discussing the health issue among
other matters.
Deputy Mary Lou McDonald: Of course that ought to be the case. It is no great surprise
that Sinn Féin and I are very much seeking to advance the case of an all-Ireland approach. I
hope the Taoiseach will take my comment in the spirit in which it is intended because this is
a constructive observation. The Taoiseach cannot on one hand look to the North and say we
can see what it has done because Britain has a particular position and it has gone along with it.
22/07/2020X00300
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The island is partitioned and that is why we feel the long or invisible hand, at times, of British
influence on the island.
We cannot simply rely on the memorandum of understanding and I am well aware that such
a memorandum exists. I am also well aware that it is insufficient for our purposes. One cannot stand back passively and say it is a different jurisdiction while at the same time advance
the case that I hope the Taoiseach is advancing that for the purposes of public health, we are a
single epidemiological unit. The Taoiseach must make up his mind and this must be grounded
in science, data and evidence etc. All this evidence points to the fact that for this island to be
safe, we do not need oversight or a distant set of observations but rather an all-Ireland approach.
At the North-South Ministerial Council, and both before and after it, will the Taoiseach
actively pursue that approach? This would be instead of simply making observations or citing
in the Dáil how there have been phone calls from one chief medical officer to another. I would
expect that to happen but it is not enough. We need a coherent single island approach. Will the
Taoiseach work actively for that?
The Taoiseach: I must say to the Deputy that she cannot have it both ways. I do not want to
throw brickbats across the House on these matters but Sinn Féin signed off on opening Northern
Ireland to 59 states for travel. The Deputy cannot blame the United Kingdom alone for that.
People signed off on that in Northern Ireland and this has implications for the Republic. There
are two different public health jurisdictions, whether the Deputy likes that or not.
22/07/2020X00400

22/07/2020X00500

Deputy Mary Lou McDonald: Jesus. The Taoiseach is a disaster.

The Taoiseach: There is no need for the Deputy to be calling in the good Lord in terms of
her responses, but the reality is she cannot have it both ways. She cannot condemn the Government here for being far more conservative than what her party signed up for in the North. I have
experience of North-South Ministerial Councils.
22/07/2020X00600

22/07/2020X00700

Deputy Mary Lou McDonald: I remember.

The Taoiseach: It was a very positive experience. I worked positively and constructively
with ministers from Sinn Féin when I was a Minister with responsibility for education, for example, or health. I worked with the late Mr. Martin McGuinness and Ms Bairbre de Brún. I
know how to handle myself in a North-South Ministerial Council. We should avoid trying to
politicise this in a partisan way in advance of the meeting. Let us have respect for all who will
attend. I can assure the Deputy I will be energetic. I will raise the public health issues carefully
and forcefully in terms of the importance of the all-island approach to public health. We have
to work constantly at that. Deputy McDonald will get nowhere if she thinks that by simply
hectoring or lecturing people they will all fall in line. I do not believe that approach will work.
Taking the public position in advance of the meeting and saying, “It had better be this way or
no way” is not the correct approach.
22/07/2020X00800

22/07/2020Y00200

An Ceann Comhairle: We will move to Question No. 2 from Deputy Mary Lou McDonald.

Deputy Duncan Smith: On a point of clarification, if another Member wants to come in is
it a question of raising one’s hand or----22/07/2020Y00300

22/07/2020Y00400

22/07/2020Y00500

The Taoiseach: The Deputy could raise a hand.
Deputy Duncan Smith: I thank the Taoiseach. I am not that----488
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National Economic and Social Council

22/07/2020Y00550

2. Deputy Mary Lou McDonald asked the Taoiseach if he will report on the work of his
Department with the National Economic and Social Council. [16817/20]
22/07/2020Y00600

The Taoiseach: The National Economic and Social Council, NESC, is an independent statutory agency operating under the aegis of my Department. The council analyses and reports on
strategic policy matters relevant to Ireland’s economic, social, environmental and sustainable
development.
22/07/2020Y00700

NESC is a valuable forum where economic, social and environmental issues can be discussed between a variety of actors and Government Departments. The council’s work focuses
on the strategic and longer-term view and its current work programme comprises the following themes: transition teams, addressing employment vulnerability as part of a just transition
in Ireland; land use, land value and urban development; welfare and employment; and climate
change.
In addition, to date in 2020 and in response to the Covid-19 crisis, the NESC secretariat has
published seven working papers on Covid-19 across a range of issues including the implications of Covid-19 on housing in Ireland; protecting enterprises, employment and incomes; and
progressing sustainability in the context of Covid-19.
Future Jobs Ireland 2019 also included a request for NESC to develop policy recommendations for how to manage the impact of economic transition on vulnerable workers and sectors. The research, published in March this year, provided a forward look at the economy in
the context of a transition to a low-carbon and more digital future. The council has identified
recommendations which will help Ireland address challenges and embrace the significant opportunities.
I present council reports to Government prior to publication or prior to laying them before
the Houses, as in the case of the annual reports. To date in 2020, the council has published one
report addressing employment vulnerability as part of a just transition in Ireland.
I appoint members to the council under the National Economic and Social Development
Office Act 2006 and the NESC (Alteration of Composition) Order 2010, SI 603/2010. Each
of the following sectors nominates three representatives to the council: business and employer
interests, ICTU, farming and agricultural interests, community and voluntary sector and environmental sector.
A further six members are public servants, mainly Secretaries General, and must include
a representative of my Department and the Department of Finance. The Secretary General of
my Department is the chair of the council and an assistant secretary of my Department is the
deputy chair.
There are also seven independent members on the council. The council is funded through
my Department’s Vote and my Department also has governance responsibilities regarding the
council.
Deputy Mary Lou McDonald: NESC published a paper last month on the implications of
Covid-19 for housing in Ireland. The paper argues that the crisis demonstrates the capacity of
Government to take swift and decisive action. It adds that the introduction of legislation to ban
22/07/2020Y00800
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evictions and rent increases and in securing additional accommodation for homeless households
is the evidence of that. Another important point it notes is the increased co-operation between
official bodies and voluntary agencies in dealing with homelessness and their shared proactive
approach to protecting homeless people from the virus. NESC warns that tenants who have
built up arrears during the crisis are now exposed to eviction when the ban expires and as a
result believes it is important that it be extended yet despite this advice offered weeks ago from
an agency under the aegis of the Taoiseach’s Department the Minister for Housing, Planning
and Local Government saw fit to wait until literally the 11th hour to extend the ban by a miserly
ten days. Surely even the Taoiseach would accept that this is at best incompetence on the part
of his Minister and at worst an indication of what is to come in terms of housing policy from his
Government. The dogs in the street know that tens of thousands of renters work in sectors of
the economy that will not return to full employment this year. Some have yet to return to work
at all due to public health guidelines. The Taoiseach’s Government’s mishandling of this issue
has added to the enormous uncertainty that they face. As Fianna Fáil housing spokesperson, the
current Minister has had months to prepare for the extension of the ban on evictions and rent
increases. This plan should literally have been top of his agenda when taking up his Ministry.
We now understand that he will bring legislation to Cabinet tomorrow to be published on Friday. The Taoiseach knows that rent-related legislation is technical. The previous Minister had
a reputation for rushing legislation through the House that turned out to be bad legislation. His
housing Minister criticised the previous Minister, Deputy Eoghan Murphy, on that very point
on more than one occasion. Our housing spokesperson, Deputy Eoin Ó Broin, has written to the
Minister asking that he urgently brief the Opposition on the proposed legislation yet the Minister has not agreed to that. Will the Taoiseach progress this matter and ensure that this important
legislation gets the scrutiny that is very necessary?
An Ceann Comhairle: Deputy Duncan Smith and Deputy Boyd Barrett have supplementary questions.
22/07/2020Y00900

Deputy Duncan Smith: The NESC has done good work during Covid-19 with regard to
producing papers. It has looked at examples of schemes in other states. In particular, it is
looking at the German short-time working scheme, the Kurzarbeit, with a view to replacing the
temporary wage subsidy scheme and giving some kind of certainty to workers who are very
concerned that when the temporary wage subsidy scheme, TWSS, finishes so could their jobs
and their futures. We in the Labour Party support a short-time working scheme being implemented. I am thinking of the aviation sector in particular, which we know will be one of the
last sectors to recover. Has the Taoiseach considered such a scheme? Has he engaged with
the aviation industry on such a scheme? I am aware that in Germany Lufthansa has protected
21,000 cabin crew and ground staff jobs by the provision of such a scheme. Why are we not
looking at doing the same here? Has the aviation industry come to the Taoiseach’s Government
to ask about such a scheme in terms of how to protect workers? Any clarification the Taoiseach
could give on that would be appreciated.
22/07/2020Y01000

Deputy Richard Boyd Barrett: As has already been alluded to, NESC produced a paper in
June on the implications of Covid-19 for housing and it was unequivocal in saying that the eviction and the rent increase ban should be extended. It was very clear from the commentary in
that report that it did not mean for ten days. It correctly pointed out, as part of its argument, that
the huge numbers of people who have suffered income loss or job loss may have built up arrears
and therefore if the ban is lifted there is a real danger that many people who have been impacted
through no fault of their own by Covid-19 could find themselves facing eviction if there is not
22/07/2020Y01100
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a much longer term extension of that ban. I remind the Taoiseach that Fianna Fáil supported
the People Before Profit-Solidarity anti-eviction Bill in the previous Dáil, which passed in the
Dáil. The previous Government did not want to implement it but the Taoiseach’s party voted
for the Bill at that time, which sought to ban evictions on the grounds of sale to prevent vulture
funds and unscrupulous landlords using eviction as a way of maximising profit at the expense
of tenants. It is clear that the NESC is alluding to that. It also states clearly and categorically
that homeless people have seen their situation improve because of public health measures such
as getting own-door accommodation and that those measures should not be reversed. This is
a body funded by the Taoiseach’s Department. Will he heed the advice of NESC and have a
long-term extension on the eviction and rent increase ban to safeguard tenants and not reverse
the improvements that some homeless people have got as a result of the pandemic measures?
The Taoiseach: In the first instance it is important to point out that the existing ban is by a
statutory instrument and is grounded in the emergency legislation required to deal with the immediate aftermath of the outbreak of Covid-19. The legal advice is very clear. It is not legally
sound, it is very open to challenge and it does not offer the protection that people suspect. It
must be replaced. The legislation that will be introduced is designed to ensure tenants who are
unable to pay their rents due to the impact of Covid-19 are protected from eviction for rent arrears. The Bill is designed to protect those who could be vulnerable to becoming homeless due
to Covid-19.
22/07/2020Y01200

It is a much more targeted legislative approach, but primary legislation will offer much
greater legal certainty, protection and security. It will also strengthen and give a new role to the
Residential Tenancies Board, which will work to support tenants in rent arrears. The Economic
and Social Research Institute, ESRI, study states that about 8,000 people are in rent arrears as
a result of Covid-19. We are very clear on the need to protect tenants who are in difficulty because of Covid-19 from eviction. That is what the new legislation will do. It will replace the
statutory instrument that has been maintaining the ban thus far.
Deputy Duncan Smith raised the idea of short-term working. The temporary Covid-19
wage subsidy scheme will not end on a cliff-edge. The stimulus programme which will be announced this week will outline the next phase of TWSS and how we intend to support workers
in companies that currently utilise it. In the medium term they will be in a position to avail of
the temporary Covid-19 wage subsidy scheme or something similar.
What the Deputy has suggested is interesting, and by all means we will take a submission
on it if the Deputy wishes to write to me, the Minister for Finance, Deputy Paschal Donohoe, or
the Minister for Public Expenditure and Reform, Deputy Michael McGrath. That could be of
some value later. In the meantime, TWSS will not end on a cliff-edge for companies. The idea
is to give companies and workers certainty on their positions and their jobs in the medium term.
An Ceann Comhairle: We are running out of time. We can take a brief supplementary
question from Deputy McDonald.
22/07/2020Z00200

Deputy Mary Lou McDonald: It is no secret that the Taoiseach has been hostile to the
idea of rent freezes and bans on evictions. During the election campaign he cited legal advice
saying that a rent freeze would not be possible. We all know that this turned out not to be the
case. Leaving that aside, I asked the Taoiseach if the Minister for Housing, Planning and Local Government would agree to briefing Opposition housing spokespersons on the proposed
legislation. Thus far the Minister has refused to do that. I am asking the Taoiseach to intervene
22/07/2020Z00300
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and ensure that it happens, because this is important legislation and it is important that it has
the requisite scrutiny.
The Taoiseach: I take issue with the Deputy’s use of the word “hostile”. I am not hostile to
keeping rents as low as possible. We supported controls on rents in various areas. The Deputy
says that now we all know better than before the election. We do not. Nobody knew about
Covid-19 during the election. Covid-19 is what made the rent freezes and a ban on evictions
possible in the past three months. Without that, it would be legally difficult to do what was
done. It would not have been possible. The Covid-19 emergency gave rise to that. We need
truth from time to time, not just disingenuous and politically motivated commentary. I am for
fair approaches to protect people. I want access to housing to be as wide as possible, whether
through council housing, fair and affordable rents or houses that people can afford to buy. That
is my agenda. I am not hostile to anything that would protect or help renters in any shape or
form. I will talk to the Minister about briefing the Opposition. Timelines are obviously tight.
The Government is two and a half weeks old and a lot is happening. In fairness to the Minister, this legislation is being introduced to replace a statutory instrument which we have been
advised is illegal.
22/07/2020Z00400

Cabinet Committees

22/07/2020Z00500

3. Deputy Alan Kelly asked the Taoiseach if he will report on the work of the Government
co-ordination Cabinet committee; and the officials and advisers that attend. [16884/20]
22/07/2020Z00600

The Taoiseach: The Government co-ordination Cabinet committee was established by the
Government along with nine other Cabinet committees. I am a member of the committee along
with the Tánaiste and the leader of the Green Party. The Secretary General of the Department
of the Taoiseach, my chief of staff and the chiefs of staff of the Tánaiste and the leader of the
Green Party also sit in on meetings.
22/07/2020Z00650

The committee has had two meetings to date on 6 and 13 July. It meets in advance of
Government meetings. The committee was established to review the activity of Cabinet committees, review the agenda for that week’s Government meeting, discuss political priorities and
review implementation of a specified element of the programme for Government.
Deputy Duncan Smith: I would be interested to know if the committee met last night in
advance of the Cabinet meeting. As we know, the Cabinet meeting was delayed by an hour
and a half or more. My assumption, which may be incorrect, is that the green list articulated in
public by the Tánaiste may have fed into a committee meeting and delayed the Cabinet meeting
in turn. I am interested to know what discussions of the Tánaiste’s comment took place prior to
or during the Cabinet meeting. My opinions on the green list have been well publicised. I am
sure the Taoiseach is aware of them. The horse has now bolted. The list has been published. I
think it is a mistake. Even the language, the use of the phrase “green list” is incorrect.
22/07/2020Z00700

The Minister for Foreign Affairs and Trade was on the “Morning Ireland” radio programme
this morning. He is a good communicator and he articulated the rationale. However that rationale still does not cover the gap between the policy and the medical advice, or make up for the
public’s lack of confidence in this. Has the committee discussed further measures to improve
confidence in any detail? Dr. Ronan Glynn, our acting Chief Medical Officer, is doing a tremendous job. Has the committee discussed his observation that workplaces are the new front
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line of the Covid-19 crisis?
Is the Taoiseach’s committee aware of any instances of people who have returned from
countries on the green list or the red list, returned to a workplace without restricting their movements or self-isolating for 14 days and brought the virus into a workplace? Has this led to
workplaces being shut down or other measures being taken? How often has this happened? If
it has happened, why has it not engendered a stronger response on the part of the Government?
Deputy Mary Lou McDonald: I too would like to know whether this Government co-ordination Cabinet committee met in advance of last night’s Cabinet meeting. With regard to the
green list, it was very clear that yesterday the Tánaiste acted as a critic of his own Government,
or at the very least of his Government colleague, in telling the media it was wrong to send out
mixed messages about international travel. In fact he questioned the value of having a green
list at all. Was that matter thrashed out at the co-ordination committee?
22/07/2020Z00800

On a separate matter I refer to the proposal to award an allowance of €16,288 to a third super
junior Minister. Such an allowance was only envisaged for two super junior Ministers, but it
seems the Taoiseach will bring forward legislation to allow this payment to be made to a third.
I put it to the Taoiseach that this is a fairly extraordinary decision to make at a time when he
is also proposing to cut the Covid payments that so many workers and families rely on. Is it
not something of an extravagance to award this very generous allowance to a third super junior
Minister at a time when families fear for their own income levels and wonder whether or not
they will get back to normal working life in the near future?
Deputy Richard Boyd Barrett: It is one thing to have a lack of coherence and co-ordination about foreign travel and green lists before a Cabinet meeting, but it is something else to
have that lack of coherence and co-ordination after the Cabinet meeting where, presumably, the
matter was discussed. The Taoiseach is just not acknowledging that what the Minister, Deputy
Coveney, said today did not clarify matters but confused matters more. He said that the green
list included countries whose infection rate was at the same level as Ireland or below - I am
paraphrasing, but accurately - and, therefore, that it was as safe to go to those countries as it
was to travel in Ireland. The Minister then went on to say, “We think you should not go there
but if you do go there, it is okay and you do not have to quarantine.” Where is the coherence
in that? Have the members of the Government now become the experts on health advice? For
the Minister to say that it is as safe to go to the green-list countries as it is to travel here is, first
of all, a signal for people to go to those countries. Why, if it is so safe, would the Government
stop people from going and why is NPHET saying they should not go? Presumably, NPHET
is saying that because it thinks it is not safe to go, but the Government spokesperson said this
morning that it as safe to go as it is to travel in Ireland. If that is not a mess and a total lack of
coherence and co-ordination that leads to absolutely understandable confusion on the part of the
public, I really do not know what is.
22/07/2020AA00200

The Taoiseach: I will deal first with Deputy Duncan Smith’s questions. The reason for
the Cabinet meeting delay yesterday was that we had a Cabinet sub-committee meeting on the
stimulus plan involving Ministers, the Tánaiste, the leader of the Green Party and me, with a
whole host of officials, in coming to the final stages of the preparation of what will be a very
comprehensive stimulus plan to create jobs. I would not read anything into the fact that we had
to put the meeting back. I had come back from the Dáil yesterday after dealing with the duties I
had here in terms of questions and so on. The timelines were tight and that explains it. We did
meet in advance of the Cabinet, which is what we do. That is the whole idea of a Cabinet sub22/07/2020AA00300
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committee. In line with all Cabinet sub-committee meetings, I am not in a position to reveal
what happens at the meetings. They go through what is about to come up.
In terms of the memorandum in regard to travel, that has been in preparation for quite some
time and the whole issue of international travel has been on the agenda for approximately two
months or more, since the whole reopening started. If the Deputy recalls, about two weeks ago
we put back the decision in regard to international travel until 20 July, which was the day before
yesterday, but because I got detained in Brussels for four days, which was not anticipated, we
had to put everything back, hence the meeting at 8 o’clock last evening. I had thought I would
be in Dublin on Monday morning but I was not. There is no big mystery to the fact that we have
had Cabinet meetings and we had to have one at 8 o’clock last night. There was no mystery
to that, just that I was in Brussels and was not in a position to be here Monday. Luckily, I got
back on Tuesday in time for the Dáil. The memorandum itself would have been in preparation
last week and over the weekend. I would have had discussions over the weekend with others
in relation to it and those issues were being debated and discussed with the relevant Ministers.
We had a very good meeting last night at Cabinet on the issue. It was constructive and matter
of fact.
I have to state that I listened to Deputy Boyd Barrett’s comments and I think he is overstating the issue. I think there is a degree of hyperbole in what he is saying. The bottom line is
that these countries have a lower incidence of Covid-19 than Ireland has. People need to know
that information.
22/07/2020AA00400

22/07/2020AA00500

Deputy Richard Boyd Barrett: Why is the Government telling people not to go there?
Deputy Mary Lou McDonald: Exactly.

The Taoiseach: There is a need to advise people of what the state is in countries. Some
other countries are in a much worse situation. Overall, we are saying that the safest thing to do
is to stay at home and take a holiday in Ireland this year. That, to me, is fairly basic and fairly
sensible. We have a very restrictive travel regime at the moment in terms of our advice. It is
very restrictive and travel is on the floor. The next stage is that we will be putting in place a call
centre and the electronic locator form. Contact tracing is key and there will be randomised testing at airports. We are exploring the issue of areas where there is a high incidence of Covid-19
to see how we can further protect our citizens from any potential dangers of people travelling
here from such locations and how best to deal with that, both legally and sensibly, in terms of
protecting life.
22/07/2020AA00600

People should remember when they talk about travel from certain areas that there have been
some very tough stories in terms of families who cannot get back from particular countries.
Travel is not all about tourism. That is an important point. In Europe, for example, they have
had various advisories but they have never banned an aeroplane from landing anywhere. Nor
have we, and there is a reason for that in terms of workers, family members and so on. We have
Irish people who work in Europe and may want to get home for two or three weeks. Some of
them are working on behalf of the State. Should our message to those workers be that when
they come back, they will have to quarantine mandatorily? They will have to restrict their
movements if they are coming from countries outside the list, but we just need a bit of balance
in our debate about this. I gave figures earlier which show that travel is on the floor compared
with where it was a year ago. That does not take away the dangers of Covid-19 through travel.
I work with and talk to the acting Chief Medical Officer. I have great respect for him and I will
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continue to work with him on this. Cabinet has to take a wider breadth of issues on board when
it makes these decisions.
Deputy Duncan Smith: Travel is indeed on the floor. The airport is in my constituency,
so I am keenly aware of that. However, I do not think that any of the three of us is engaging in
hyperbole in asking questions of the Taoiseach.
22/07/2020AA00700

22/07/2020AA00800

The Taoiseach: Two Deputies were.

Deputy Duncan Smith: In fairness, Deputy Boyd Barrett was very confident in his delivery
and all that, but what he is saying is spot on and it is exactly how I feel and how I think Deputy
McDonald and others in this House feel. There is an issue with using the wording “green light”.
Green means go, as I said on the radio yesterday morning, and it was a political decision to give
implicit permission in this regard, which is what this wording does. The Government could
have just put a list of the countries that have lower rates of infection per 100,000 people on the
Government website, which has been a very good resource during this pandemic, and focused
on a proper step approach to reopening travel. In order to do that, confidence had to be given
to the public, individuals and businesses. We have not stopped aeroplanes and we are all aware
of people who have had to come home for sick loved ones or people who were dying or for any
reason. We are all keenly aware of that, but we on this side of the House know there has been
a step change in the Government’s approach to this issue.
22/07/2020AA00900

I will finish with a point on which I hope the Taoiseach will come back to me. We need to
know how many people have come back to Ireland with the virus and have gone into workplaces and so on. That is a key issue if we are to have confidence in any regime the Government
puts in place. As Dr. Ronan Glynn said, this issue is the new front line.
Deputy Mary Lou McDonald: I echo all of those sentiments. I would also like the Taoiseach to answer the question in terms of the allowance for the third super junior Minister. Is it
true that this legislation will be brought forward, when will that happen and how on earth does
the Taoiseach justify it? I ask the Taoiseach please to answer that question this time.
22/07/2020AA01000

Deputy Richard Boyd Barrett: To echo the sentiments of Deputies Duncan Smith and
McDonald, of course we are cognisant of and sensitive to people and families in situations
of difficulty and having to get back, essential workers and so on. That is not the point here.
Indeed, the point is not just the green light symbolism and what that signifies, which Deputy
Smith referred to, although he is absolutely right on that point.
22/07/2020AA01100

The Taoiseach did not answer my question. After all the controversy and in circumstances
where it is clear there is confusion, the Minister for Foreign Affairs and Trade, Deputy Coveney,
stated on a radio programme this morning that, in the context of infection, it is as safe to go to
these 15 countries as it is to travel within Ireland. How can that be tallied with the advice not
to travel? If it is so safe, why is the Government stating that people should not travel? Why is
NPHET stating that they should not travel? The two things do not fit together. There is a direct
contradiction. Either it is safe and people can travel or it is not safe and they should not travel.
In the context of the application of public health advice, since when has it been the case that
the Government states it wishes for people to do something but they do not really have to do it?
That is the message currently coming from the Government. When there was a 2 km restriction,
the Government did not state that there was a 2 km restriction but that it did not really mind
people going 3 km, 5 km or 20 km if they fancied doing so. This is the message that is being
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sent. Is it any wonder people are confused? The Taoiseach needs to clarify the position. People
do not know what they should do.
The Taoiseach: I will get specifics on any incidences of infection in a workplace arising as
a result of travel. I am not aware of any such incidences. There have been infections resulting
from travel that have had a knock-on impact, many involving households. Deputies may be
aware of the house party that took place in Killarney, for example. As stated earlier, the bigger
threat relates to how people behave in groups or as individuals. Despite all the hype, it boils
down to individual and community behaviour. There should not be 30 people or 60 people at
a party in a house. Such behaviour represents the fastest way to spread the virus. If a person
who has the virus travels from abroad and goes to a party with 60 or 70 other people, that will
spread the virus more quickly. Behaviour is key.
22/07/2020BB00200

We must get contact tracing and testing in place very quickly. That work is ongoing and has
improved dramatically. There was an increase to 46,000 the week before last, which is very
significant. That improvement will continue. The time it takes to receive results is decreasing.
We must keep working to get faster and better outcomes in that regard. I will put the Deputy’s
question to the acting CMO and revert to him on it.
Deputy Mary Lou McDonald: I ask the Taoiseach to address my question in respect of
super junior Ministers.
22/07/2020BB00300

The Taoiseach: I stated last week that there is either a rate for a position, in this case the
super junior Ministry, or there is not. The matter will be regularised. There are three super
junior Ministers, one of whom is the Chief Whip. The matter will be regularised. Either one is
a super junior Minister with a seat at the Cabinet table or one is not.
22/07/2020BB00400

On the points raised by Deputy Boyd Barrett, the key issue is that the incidence of the virus
is lower in the countries on the list than it is in Ireland. The Government makes decisions in
respect of public health having received advice from NPHET. It is not new that the decisions
may not be fully in accordance with the advice received. It happened in the context of the roadmap, for example.
Deputy Richard Boyd Barrett: That is not what is stated in the programme for Government.
22/07/2020BB00500

The Taoiseach: In general, the Government has aligned its decisions with public health advice. People have suggested what they think should happen. Some people did not want schools
to close as quickly as they did, but within days of the decision being announced they were calling for them to be closed. There has been ongoing constructive engagement with public health
regarding the best thing to do. I refer to masks. The public health advice in the early stages
of the pandemic was not to wear masks. There was a certain reticence regarding the usage of
masks. Having read the scientific evidence of their efficacy, I came out in favour of the usage
of masks at an early stage. Their efficacy is probably still a matter of dispute in the medical
world but more and more people and bodies, including the World Health Organization, are
recommending their usage. NPHET recommended that the wearing of masks be introduced in
consumer and retail spaces and that will be done. Mandatory mask-wearing on public transport
was introduced. I pushed very hard to get that done. I stopped the various territorial battles that
were going on and stated that I wanted the regulations to be introduced. Look what happened.
The public very quickly complied with the regulations, despite all the attempts to sow confu22/07/2020BB00600
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sion. There has been a significant amount of commentary regarding measures being confusing
and questioning who will implement them.
22/07/2020BB00700

Deputy Richard Boyd Barrett: The green list directly contradicts the public health advice.

The Taoiseach: Similar comments were made regarding the wearing of masks on public
transport. The bottom line is that the public did the right thing in that regard. We need to see the
matter in perspective as well. We still have one of the most cautious travel regimes in Europe
and across the globe.
22/07/2020BB00800

Written Answers are published on the Oireachtas website.

Post-European Council Meetings: Statements

22/07/2020BB00900

The Taoiseach: In recent days, I attended a special meeting of the European Council in
Brussels. The meeting, which was the first physical meeting of European Union leaders since
February, began on Friday, 17 July. The meeting continued through the weekend and concluded
in the early hours of Tuesday, 21 July. Even leaving aside the duration, it was by no means a
normal meeting. We met against the backdrop of the Covid pandemic which has affected the
economic, political and social well-being of the Continent and further afield in recent months.
That was evident in the special health and sanitary precautions that were put in place for the
European Council. It was to the forefront of the mind of every leader as we worked over the
course of four days to agree to an unprecedented budgetary package to address this unprecedented collective challenge.
22/07/2020BB01000

Despite the unusual circumstances and the gravity of the agenda, I was glad to have an opportunity to meet my European Union counterparts for the first time since becoming Taoiseach.
As I informed the House last week, I travelled to the European Council ready to approach discussions in a constructive manner. I was clear that I would only agree to an ambitious deal for
Europe which also protected Irish interests. I am pleased to report that in spite of sometimes
very difficult negotiations, we succeeded in reaching agreement on a fair, balanced and ambitious €1.8 trillion package to support Europe’s economic recovery and drive the climate and
digital transformation on which our future well-being and prosperity rely.
Much of the commentary during and since the summit has dwelt on how long it took or on
seemingly acrimonious exchanges between some leaders. However, such commentary ignores
or dilutes the complexity and significance of what was at stake and what was achieved. Every
seven years, when the European Union negotiates its next seven-year budget, the discussions
are long and difficult. This year, those negotiations took place against a backdrop of Brexit,
which removed the United Kingdom, a former sizeable net contributor, from the equation. Additionally and more significantly, we were attempting to craft an unprecedented and ambitious
instrument to respond to a health and economic crisis on foot of a pandemic of which we did
not even know a few short months ago.
Although the focus of the meeting was predominantly on the multi-annual financial framework, MFF, and the next generation European Union budgetary package, on Friday we also endorsed the European semester 2020 country-specific recommendations and recommendations
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for the euro area. Relations between the European Union and Turkey and Russia were also
raised in the course of the meeting. The Minister of State with responsibility for European Affairs, Deputy Thomas Byrne, will provide more details on those matters in his wrap-up remarks
this afternoon.
The European Council meeting began on Friday morning with an exchange of views with
Mr. David-Maria Sassoli, President of the European Parliament,. Although most of our discussions on Friday took place in plenary meetings, from Saturday onwards the pattern of meetings
varied between plenary meetings and meetings between Mr. Charles Michel, President of the
European Council, and various groupings of member states. Ms Ursula von der Leyen, President of the European Commission, also played an important role in the discussions. I presented
Ireland’s position to President Michel, including at a joint meeting that I and the Prime Ministers of Belgium and Luxembourg had with him and the President of the Commission on Sunday.
I also participated in one-to-one meetings.
More generally, intensive discussions largely focused on five key issues: the overall amounts
in the budget and recovery proposal and the distribution of funds across programmes, the balance of grants and loans, the allocation of the new recovery and resilience fund and its governance, a rule-of-law mechanism to protect the European Union budget and rebates for the
highest net contributors.
As the House will be aware, there were significant differences in particular between a small
number of net contributor countries that took a firm position in respect of the overall size of the
recovery fund and the proposed balance of grants and loans. Those same member states were
also calling for a governance framework for disbursing funds that would give the member states
more oversight on whether the funds deliver the objective set out in member
2 o’clock
states’ recovery and resilience plans. A number of net beneficiaries, particularly
those most affected by the Covid crisis, sought to protect the overall size of the
recovery fund as proposed in the negotiating box on the table, and grant elements in particular.
There were also strongly held views around the table on the link between rule of law in member
states and the operation of the Union’s budget, an issue that has been pulled into sharper focus
by developments in some member states in recent years.
In my interventions, in addition to insisting that Ireland’s concerns had to be addressed, I
sought to take a constructive and positive role, working with others in support of an outcome
of sufficient scale to enable member states, especially those most affected, to respond to Covid-19 and to help their economies recover. In this I made clear my view that the package had
to include a large volume of grants as well as loans. Where member states are facing into a
crisis of this dimension already burdened with significant debt, it was not appropriate in my
view to offer a solution based only on making further debt available. I was also clear that a
significantly smaller budget, which some were arguing for, would not have enabled us to deliver
our priorities as a Union. The Common Agricultural Policy, CAP, and Cohesion are successful
programmes that work and that are deserving of continuing support. Similarly, in coming years
the Union will need resources to enable it to undertake climate and digital transformations in
a fair, balanced and just manner. We will also need to be in a position to support those most
affected by Brexit.
I am pleased to report that a compromise proposal tabled by the President of the Council
was ultimately accepted unanimously by the European Council. I hope it will be helpful to
Deputies if I briefly outline the key elements of the package and the significant benefits of this
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deal for Ireland. In summary, the size of the recovery fund was preserved at €750 billion with
a balance of €390 billion in grants and €360 billion in loans. A new allocation methodology
was agreed, with 70% of the recovery and resilience fund committed over the next two years,
and the remaining 30% allocated in 2023 based on the measured economic impact of the crisis
over this year and next. A new seven year budget of €1.074 trillion was agreed with substantial
funding for Cohesion, CAP, Erasmus, Horizon, migration and asylum, and the EU’s neighbourhood and development instrument. To support climate action, an ambitious target has been
agreed, with 30% of spending in the budget and recovery fund to contribute to climate action,
including meeting the objectives of the Paris Agreement and EU climate neutrality by 2050. A
just transition fund will be established with more than double the funding originally proposed
before the Covid crisis.
I am pleased to report to the House that the outcome is one that fully protects Ireland’s
interests and that delivers on our priorities. As I have said many times, an EU recovery is of
vital importance to our own economic interests and this agreement sends a strong signal that
the European Union is determined to chart the pathway to recovery together and in solidarity.
It demonstrates that Europe works for its citizens. Ireland benefits greatly from membership
of the Single Market and access to a market of more than 450 million people. This substantial
€1.8 trillion package will not only help to drive recovery but it will also support the transformation of our economies in line with the climate transition, research and development, and digital
agendas. This is not only fully aligned with priorities in our programme for Government, it will
open a wealth of opportunities for Irish enterprises.
Like its predecessor, the Government made clear that for Ireland, maintaining a strong
Common Agricultural Policy that supports our farmers, farming families and rural development was a priority. I am pleased to inform the House that the outcome is a very good one in
that regard. The initial proposals made by the Commission just over two years ago would have
reduced the proportion of the budget for CAP to just 28%. The final agreement now sees this
increased to 31%. From an Irish perspective, I can confirm to the House that current levels of
funding for Ireland have been maintained. This includes a special allocation of €300 million
for Ireland in recognition of structural challenges facing our agricultural sector. Given the very
significant pressures to reduce the funding available for CAP, this is a very significant achievement.
I also very much welcome the inclusion of a Brexit adjustment reserve of €5 billion to
address the impacts on sectors and regions most impacted by Brexit. It is clear that for some
member states the economic damage of Covid-19 will be compounded by the impact of Brexit,
the real effects of which will be strongly felt from the start of next year. Now that the special
allocation has been agreed, the Government will work hard to ensure that a significant portion will be available to support Ireland and Irish enterprises. We have already had to make
significant investment in infrastructure, including customs infrastructure, as a result of Brexit.
The increase to 25% in the amount of collection costs for customs duties that a member state
can retain is therefore especially welcome and appropriate. We will also receive funding under
the recovery fund over the next two years, with further funding to be made available in 2023
for those most impacted economically by the crisis. Again, we will be working to maximise
Ireland’s drawdown.
We will also receive Structural Funds worth more than €1 billion for our regions. The
€120 million provision for a new PEACE PLUS programme will help to build a significant
fund to further reconciliation and North-South co-operation, and continue the work of the cur499
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rent PEACE and INTERREG programmes in a post-Brexit context. This is not only of real and
practical benefit to those who will benefit, it is a strong and symbolic signal that the European
Union will continue to stand beside the people of Northern Ireland as it has done throughout the
peace process and throughout Brexit.
I am also pleased to note the increased provision for Horizon under this MFF when compared with its predecessor. The Government wants Ireland to be at the cutting edge in research
and development and we will work to ensure that Departments and agencies proactively support Irish researchers, institutions and enterprises in accessing this important funding.
Deputy Mary Lou McDonald: I am sharing time with Deputy Brady. The multi-annual
financial framework negotiated every seven years provides member states with the opportunity
to point the European Union in a new direction towards a fairer, greener and more equal Europe. The negotiations on this budget have taken place during unprecedented times and they
were lengthy. The people of the European Union, and indeed the world, are reeling from the
social and economic shocks of the Covid-19 pandemic. The real and immediate threat of the
climate emergency is reshaping our lives and challenging us to adapt and change for the sake of
our planet. In the midst of this turbulence and crisis, the negotiation of the budget was one of
those rare opportunities to kick-start real change.
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Sadly, that opportunity has again been missed. What we agreed was not a stimulus plan. It
was a package designed to impose reforms, as they are called, across the EU. I refer to the sort
of reforms that we know all too well from the time that the last Government that Deputy Micheál Martin was in brought the troika to town. Linking the recovery funding to the European
semester is a sure guarantee that ordinary people will again pay for the crisis just as they did the
last time the Taoiseach and his party were in government. Meanwhile, the countries that least
need it secure themselves rebates, which looks like a sort of inducement to get them to agree
to the final package. In short, a Fianna Fáil Taoiseach has again signed us up to a continuation
of austerity.
The Taoiseach has gone to great lengths to sell this as a great deal for Ireland. Nothing could
be further from the truth. Try telling Irish workers and families that this is a good deal. Under
this plan, Ireland will be eligible for just 0.4% of economic recovery grants in 2021 and 2022.
That is less than half of one percent. This is not a win for people who shouldered the pain of
the last recession and who are now dealing with the economic fallout from Covid-19. Try telling our family farmers that this is a great deal. Contrary to what the Taoiseach has asserted, the
CAP is to be cut by 9% at a time when it is never more important that it be protected. The Taoiseach can hide behind complexity on this matter but the fact is that this is a very disappointing
result for Irish agriculture. It poses a real threat to family farms that are already under pressure.
The Taoiseach should try telling our rural communities that this is a great deal. The proposed rural development recovery fund has been slashed by €15 billion. This is a huge blow
to the prospects of Ireland’s rural economy, to rural enterprise and to the sustainability of our
towns and villages. He should try telling those who are committed to climate action built on
climate justice that this is a great deal. The just transition fund, designed to create jobs in sustainable industries and support those workers affected by changes to our economy, has been cut
by €20 billion. How can the Government say it is committed to a green deal for Europe when
it agrees to a budget that rows back on job creation in sustainable industries?
I acknowledge and welcome the inclusion of the €5 billion Brexit reserve fund for countries
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and sectors most affected by Britain’s withdrawal from the European Union. Much more will
need to be done urgently to secure better Brexit mitigation funding. Realistically, it a modest
sum of money and it is important that the Irish Government secures a fair share of this funding
in order to respond effectively to the significant economic difficulties posed by Brexit.
When one digs behind the headlines one can see clearly that this is not a great deal. Ireland
is now a net contributor to the EU budget. However, this deal completely fails to deliver in key
areas for Ireland and, as such, it is a failure on behalf of the Taoiseach. He should have been
more ambitious for Ireland. He should have stood stronger to protect Irish interests. Unfortunately, he has settled for a deal that once again falls short for Ireland.
Deputy John Brady: The European Council summit represents a major achievement for
the European Union. For a time, it seemed no agreement would be reached. The negotiations
exposed challenges faced by the EU, ones that threatened the very fabric of the Union. Sinn
Féin has consistently held a policy of critical engagement with the European project, deeply
mindful of the benefits that Ireland accrued from its membership but critical of the bureaucratic
approach that has too often brushed aside the interests and concerns of smaller states, such as
Ireland.
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The European Union’s primary achievement has been to prevent a major outbreak of conflict in the union since the end of the Second World War. Many observers have linked the Next
Generation EU with the Marshall Plan which helped rebuild post-war Europe. However, as was
the case with the Marshall Plan, it seems Ireland will be left on the outside yet again, its face
pressed against the glass looking longingly while the funds are divided out. As the Minister
of State with responsibility for European affairs, Deputy Byrne, stated clearly, Ireland, as one
of Europe’s smallest countries, which was devastated by the financial crisis caused by the Taoiseach’s party the last time it was in government, and now faces the major challenges thrown
at us by Brexit, will pay more into the new recovery fund than we will receive. That is almost
unbelievable.
When I listened to the Taoiseach’s remarks on the progress of the talks over the weekend
I was amazed at his approach. I found it difficult to understand the Government’s willingness
to acquiesce to the continuing relegation of Ireland’s interests in Europe. This country has
witnessed a long line of Fianna Fáil Governments which have attempted to sell the benefits of
trickle-down economics. The current Fianna Fáil Taoiseach is trying to sell us the idea that we
should pay to watch the rest of Europe progress and we will reap the rewards through a form of
synergistic association with Europe’s wealth. Then I read that the Council’s President, Charles
Michel, said the agreement is about a lot more than money, it is about workers and families,
their jobs, their health and their well-being. Then it made sense. Why should a Government
that had repeatedly and unashamedly worked against the interests of workers and their families
suddenly start giving a damn now?
It has been agreed that approximately one third of the €1.8 trillion combined EU Next Generation fund and the multi-annual financial framework, MFF, will be directed towards climate
action projects, this €550 billion is significantly short of the €2.4 trillion required to meet EU
climate targets.
I fear the plight of Irish farmers and their families. The Common Agricultural Policy, CAP,
has been cut by 9%. My fear is compounded by reports that allies of the Green Party are already
calling for the CAP to be aligned with the EU green deal. It is terrifying for Irish farmers that
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the Green Party might be let lose on CAP. The Government’s inability to grasp the potential
impact on the agricultural sector is only comparable with its disregard for the plight of ordinary
workers and their families across the country.
The Department of Finance reports that Ireland’s EU contribution will rise to €2.7 billion
this year from €2.4 billion last year. This could rise again depending on the amount of nonrecycled plastic waste in the country. Would the Taoiseach consider a nationwide emergency
community employment scheme to pick up empty plastic bottles? We seem to be powerless to
effect any influence on the funds that Ireland will give to the EU for Ireland to pay for Europe’s
recovery.
Deputy Brendan Howlin: The general joy expressed by the principal participants at the
conclusion of the European Council was not an expression of jubilation at a wonderful outcome, rather an expression of profound relief that an agreement had finally and actually been
achieved. What was at stake, as was clearly expressed within the Council, and if we believe
the various news reports, by both Chancellor Merkel and President Macron was a fundamental
test for the Union. A fundamental question being asked was whether the current Union of 27
nations is still committed to the principles of mutual solidarity and mutual support or has the
Brexit contagion diminished that principle to the extent that now each nation coming to any
European Council must prove to a home audience that it won. The principles that underpinned
the very foundation of a European union in the aftermath of war seem to have been diminished.
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The longest summit in 20 years finally reached an agreement that was not as ambitious as
we hoped for but, I must acknowledge, for the first time it was decided to mutualise borrowing
and share debt within the Union. This is a very important principle, one which Ireland would
have welcomed and benefitted from during the last economic crisis the people of Ireland endured, however it was resisted. There is still that pocket of resistance among the frugal four, or
with Finland, the frugal five. The €500 billion that was in the negotiating box to be direct grants
to those regions and countries most adversely impacted was substantially reduced to €390 billion. Instead, in order to placate at least some of the frugal four, Margaret Thatcher’s legacy
of the rebate has now been extended. In order to get them to agree, the richer nations have had
to have something back for themselves. Ireland’s share was never going to be massive or substantial in scale. We understood that. I have said many times in the debates leading up to this
Council meeting that loans are of very little value to us. We can borrow money very cheaply
and we did last month at less than 0.25%. It is direct grants that are of benefit to us. We are
now to get something like €1.3 billion in 2021 and 2022. That is obviously to be welcomed. It
will help support our own domestic economy but it will not be decisive in order to maintain a
real and substantial recovery in what we need to invest in our economy in the various sectors
that have been crushed under Covid-19.
I wish to make one very clear point. I heard Opposition voices make this point in the last
few days which is that if we use a Tory Brexiteer formula, a zero-sum calculation, where we add
up what we contribute and look to see what in cash terms we get back, and if we do not receive
more cash back than we actually pay in then the Union is not working for us. That is a disastrous calculation and is sterile and dangerous. It ignores the importance of the Single Market
for the health and well-being of our economy. We need our trading partners to be strong and
we need a healthy market to exist. We export more per capita than virtually any other country
on the globe. We have left behind us the isolationism which characterised the early decades of
our State and we look now to trade our goods and services to add value. Access to sustainable
markets is a critical component of that. If our trading partners are not in a healthy state, that
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impacts greatly on us.
I will make some comments now on the MFF discussions. Seven years ago I was involved
in those discussions and I know how torturous and convoluted they can be. There are added
complications this time which I acknowledge. One tries to negotiate, where a great amount of
deals are done by eyeballing people, taking people aside, and having words in people’s ears.
That has been made extremely difficult over the last number of months. I also acknowledge the
fact that the UK, a substantial net contributor, is no longer part of the calculation. We really
need to have an open discussion on whether we want to be ambitious for the future of Europe.
It seems now that the prevailing argument has won, where the populism of diminishing the
capacity of the Union to act with mutual support is the dominant view within the European
Union, which I regret. We were not ambitious in what we can do on both the green agenda of
transforming our economies and in using the resources that we collectively have to make an
extraordinary and substantial advance. Some things are good but it is not as ambitious as it
could have been.
We will have opportunities in the future to talk about the impact on agriculture, on pillar 1
and pillar 2 funding. I want to acknowledge the continuation of the PEACE PLUS programme
funding that was hard fought for the last time, which I thought might be the last iteration of that.
It is very welcome. What is not welcome is a reduction of health preparedness within Europe
for the next pandemic or crisis that will arise, or for the amount of resources available for climate transition. As I said earlier we will have other opportunities to get back to discuss that.
In my remaining time I will mention two further points. One is the Brexit reserve fund
which is something we can look to. I am not so sure of some of the language but it has been
talked about consistently as being in the region of €5 billion. The Taoiseach in one of his interviews said up to €5 billion. Can I ask how much will be in this fund? When will it be accessible
and what are the criteria for drawing it down? That is to be used as the victory for Ireland, if
there is to be one, that that support is there for us.
My final point is on the paying for the mutualised debt. I am very strongly in favour of using
the common strength of the Union and to deploy it where it is most needed. The principles of
cohesion - I negotiated the last cohesion round of funding in the last MFF - is of great importance and gives hope to people to draw everybody up to the highest level of income within the
European Union and we need to be much more ambitious in that. From anything I have read
from the summit conclusions or the aftermath, we are not clear as to how this is to be paid for.
There were discussions on different types of taxation across the Union and a substantial willingness for a plastic tax of some sort that was not exactly specified, and a less clear attitude towards
a digital tax. This is worthy of discussion and I would not be so dismissive of it. This needs
to be on a worldwide, or OECD basis, at least. We should have an upfront discussion on these
matters. If we have an ongoing capacity to borrow significantly within the European Union we
can tackle some of the gross inequalities that have alienated more and more of the European
peoples from the European concept and allowed those who want to exploit that alienation and
that genuine concern for inequality in order to break up the Union. That is something that all
of us should seek to resist.
Acting Chairman (Deputy Catherine Connolly): Gabhaim buíochas leis an Teachta
Howlin. Moving on to the Social Democrats, I call an Teachta Cian O’Callaghan.
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Deputy Cian O’Callaghan: Gabhaim buíochas leis an gCathaoirleach.
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This debate and discussion on the negotiations over the weekend are fundamentally about
what vision we want for Europe and the European Union.
On the one hand we hear people articulating narrow self-interest in asking what we can get
out of this deal where they are playing to domestic electorates. It is that type of politics that
really fed into what happened in the UK with Brexit. If we bring that type of politics to its ultimate conclusion it will lead to the break-up of the European Union. That type of politics has
been articulated quite strongly by some of the voices here in the Chamber today. On the other
hand there is a vision of the European Union as a project for the common good. It is all to play
for as to which direction we go for. Much of the negotiations at the weekend were inconclusive.
Both positives and negatives have come out of it which I will go through shortly.
Fundamental to this is an understanding of us, our economy and how it works. If one understands Ireland as a small open economy that is reliant on exports and on the economic wellbeing and health of other European countries, then there is no question but that the European
Union project built on the common good is very much in our narrow economic interests as well
as in the interests of everyone else in Europe.
We have had in the last number of years - we also see this going back to the last crisis - a
kind of punitive approach taken by many northern European countries with stronger economies
and public services where they blame some of the weaker economies in the European Union.
One can see this sort of blame game within these negotiations, where the fault is attributed to
countries who have had a greater Covid-19 crisis, have weaker public services, or whose economies are not as strong, rather than taking the view of that these countries need more support to
create a level playing field in the European Union which would benefit everyone. This is fundamentally what is in question here. There is no doubt at all that while there are some shortcomings, and I have misgivings about the deal and how much it has delivered, there is also no doubt
that having the mutualised debt is a significant victory for everyone who believes in the European Union as a common project. If mutualised and shared debt had been in place ten years ago
the economic recovery across Europe would have been much faster. It would have given us a
much stronger basis for resisting austerity policies that affected a number of countries. That is
significant and should be noted. The adoption of an EU-wide tax on non-recyclable plastic is
to be welcomed, as is the agreement that the Commission will look at other proposals such as a
digital levy, carbon border adjustments, emissions trading schemes and proposals on a financial
transactions tax.
This deal was initially going to be €500 billion in grants, as put forward by Germany and
France. It rowed back to €400 billion with an element of loans, then down to just €390 billion
in grants. That initial €500 billion proposed by Germany and France was a proposal brought
forward in the context of what had happened in response to the Covid crisis in Europe. I remind
the House that what happened on 28 February is that Italy sent a request for face masks to the
EU’s emergency response co-ordination centre and did not get any response to that request. After that, both Germany and France actively blocked the export of protective medical equipment
that was needed in Italy. The free movement of goods in the Single Market was effectively suspended at that point and, in addition, France seized 6 million masks, including masks destined
for Italy and Spain. When Italy ordered additional masks that were brought by ship to the port
in Marseilles, France subsequently started to seize those masks which meant that the ship had
to flee the port in Marseilles and turn to Brussels to deliver its cargo safely. In that context,
France and Germany correctly realised that they were putting the future of the European Union
in jeopardy and correctly came up with the proposals for grants.
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Damage has been done to the proposals by the so-called frugal five, or as a professor of
politics in UCD called them, the stingy five. That initial proposal has been watered down. We
see in the proposals agreed that there were cuts from the initial text to health, research and the
just transition fund. Just transition should be at the core of everything we do. More than that,
we should ensure that any funding and projects coming from the European Union are climateproofed, not just the funding dedicated to climate. We should not be funding some projects on
one hand and then effectively counteracting them in other areas. Research by Greenpeace has
shown that much funding at European Union and European Government level continues to go
into toxic and polluting industries. We need to make sure our approach is consistent.
With respect to Ireland being a net contributor and what it is putting in and getting out of
this, we have to accept and realise that, with regard to GDP calculations, we are in a situation
that is not favourable to us. Ireland will receive one of the lowest shares of funds, partially
because of our inflated GDP and how that is measured. The European Commission’s formula
relies on that GDP, which does not properly reflect our national economic activity. That is a
downside of the policies that Ireland has for corporation tax and attracting foreign direct investment, since it distorts our GDP, so we should be aware of that when discussing these things.
With regard to rule of law, I note the Taoiseach made some comments but did not go into detail about Ireland’s position on this. It is welcome that the courts in Poland have struck out the
idea of so-called LGBT-free zones that were in place in a third of municipalities. That is welcome. I raised it with the Minister for Foreign Affairs and Trade before. We have to recognise
that there is an ongoing attack against the media, judiciary, the trans community in Hungary
and against civil society organisations. This cannot and should not be tolerated in the European
Union. We must stand up for democracy and human rights across the globe, but first and foremost at home in the European Union. As net contributors to the European Union, we have to
realise that our money will now go into countries with questionable records and practices. The
fudge that has arisen from the Council negotiations, where proposals are to be brought forward
on how to deal with this on a qualified majority voting basis, really kicks this down the line.
I call on the Taoiseach to push this as much as he can at further meetings and make sure that
Ireland stands strong on this. It is great that the Government can be strong on issues related to
minority rights in Ireland but we need that same vocal stance to be taken at a European Union
level. I call on the Taoiseach and Minister for Foreign Affairs and Trade to take that stand.
The issue of tax avoidance is not going to go away at a European Union level, notwithstanding the recent decision on Apple tax. It is essential that all corporations and businesses,
whether large or small, pay a fair share of taxation. If we are serious about our international
representation, Ireland should stop blocking proposals for country-by-country reporting on tax
arrangements at a European Union level. If that measure is brought in, it will allow for much
greater transparency and ensure that no member state is effectively able to cheat other states out
of their fair share of tax. We cannot have it both ways. The Taoiseach has rightly said that we
need to have a level playing field in Europe and that what is good for the European economy is
good for Ireland as a net exporter. The same goes for tax fairness and tax justice. We must have
tax justice and tax fairness across the European Union if we are going to have a level playing
field and a strong future for the European Union project.
I endorse the view that we should not be taking a view of national self-interest on this. We
should take a European Union-wide view. That is in our interests as well as the interests of all
other peoples and member states in the European Union.
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Deputy Richard Boyd Barrett: I am sharing time with Deputy Paul Murphy. I think the
references to the frugal four or five, or even the stingy four or five, are too kind. These people
are the hawks of austerity and neoliberalism. The fact that these hawks of neoliberalism and
austerity have won a significant battle is indicated by the EU4Health budget, which was initially projected as being more than €9 billion, while after the negotiations concluded, it had been
reduced to just over €1 billion. This EU4Health project was supposed to be the big response
to Covid-19. The people who pushed for that and allowed that budget for health and the need
for a dramatic response across Europe to a global health pandemic to be axed to almost nothing
makes it clear that the people who run Europe have learned nothing from the pandemic that
continues to grip Europe and threaten Europe and the world. They have learned less than nothing in deciding to axe that budget. That budget was for stockpiles of things such as ventilators,
investing in and resourcing public health services across Europe and for early warning systems
for pandemics. There was a brief moment in which they realised that we should change in response to Covid and then it was axed in favour of loans.
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What is the difference between loans and grants? Loans are about us financing the recovery
of Europe by borrowing from rich people and allowing rich people to profit from those loans.
That is what borrowing is. Sometimes we imagine that borrowing is some sort of abstract activity. It is really borrowing from already rich people and paying them interest. The alternative is
direct funding, funded by progressive taxation where the rich people pay some additional tax,
perhaps a digital tax or a financial transaction tax, and we use that money to invest in things
like health, housing, infrastructure, educational capacity and childcare. That is the difference
between loans and grants.
It is clear that the neoliberal hawks who favour austerity and who want to disarm us in the
face of a global pandemic - they did it before with ten years of austerity - have won out. Our
Government’s claims to object to that agenda are completely undermined by the fact that we
are the worst foot draggers when it comes to actually imposing taxes on these very wealthy
interests that constantly avoid tax. We are the ones blocking and opposing digital taxes, we are
the ones who do not want a financial transaction tax and we are the ones who act as a tax haven
for some of the biggest tax avoiders and the most wealthy corporations in the world. Ireland’s
concern about the frugal five of austerity hawks is hollow in the extreme.
This is terribly important because all of it reflects on our July stimulus and what is coming up. All the discussion is about the stimulation of business. Do not get me wrong. A total
of 1 million people depend on small and medium businesses for employment and we must
absolutely protect and sustain those jobs. Why, however, do we not understand that investing
in health, education, childcare and infrastructure is not just urgently required to deal with the
post-Covid-19 world, it is a stimulus in itself? It is the basis of a sustainable and transformed
economy in the post-Covid-19 world. It was needed for Covid-19 but now it is absolutely a
matter of urgency to invest in a healthcare system, which means recruiting people so we can
deal with Covid-19, to resource our education system, which is desperately overcrowded, to
have a childcare system that works and to have a nursing home sector that works. This is a good
thing for society and also an economic stimulus that is far more sustainable and which would
move us to a more sustainable economic and social model.
Deputy Paul Murphy: I note that the Taoiseach is following his predecessor in leaving the
Chamber before Solidarity-People Before Profit speaks on this issue.
22/07/2020GG00200
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Acting Chairman (Deputy Catherine Connolly): To clarify, the Taoiseach had to leave.
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The Minister of State, Deputy Thomas Byrne, is at the back of the Chamber.
Deputy Paul Murphy: Perfect, I thank the Minister of State. We await the next European
Council statements because this happened on every occasion with the previous Taoiseach.
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There exist two dominant narratives about the outcome of this European Council. The first
is that of the establishment of the European Union, and echoed very much by the Taoiseach
here today, where this is a victory for European solidarity. On the other hand, we have the more
blunt and, in reality, more honest narrative from, among others, the Dutch Prime Minister, Mark
Rutte, who stated: “We’re here because everyone is taking care of their own country.” So, no
hint of a spirit of European solidarity from him or, if the reports are to be believed, from many
others at the negotiating table. Fundamentally, at the negotiating table they are representing the
interests of big business in their own countries.
If one looks beyond the rhetoric and behind the top-line figures, what does one find? There
are €360 billion worth of grants and €390 billion worth of loans. The point has been made
that for many people in many countries the loans are not worth very much. Let us examine
the grants. There is, obviously, a real concession in the fact that European-wide borrowing is
taking place and there is disbursement of grants. At the same time as making that concession
in respect of the crisis, the establishment across the European Union, the Commission and the
Governments that make up the European Council, have taken advantage of the crisis to go
further in establishing what is referred to as conditionality. In order to get this grant money, a
business will need to meet the country-specific recommendations. Again, the EU is using the
shock of the crisis as a kind of shock doctrine to reinforce the power of the European Commission to demand structural reforms. The latter will not be reforms that benefit ordinary people or
improve public services in the coming years, they will be reforms of a neoliberal and austeritydriven character.
The agreement states that member states shall prepare national recovery and resilience plans
that will be reviewed and adapted. It also states: “The recovery and resilience plans shall be
assessed by the Commission within two months of the submission. The criteria of consistency
with the country-specific recommendations ... shall need the highest score of the assessment.”
It further states that they will have to be approved by the Council, etc. The agreement is being
used to reinforce the power of country-specific recommendations that have up to now been used
to demand labour market reform in a negative way for workers, to demand privatisation and to
demand liberalisation.
The other telling point about the nature of the agreement is the way in which the countries
with far-right and dictatorial Governments, such as Poland and Hungary, were treated. Their
Governments subvert any form of democracy at home. Hungary has effectively suspended
democracy and replaced it with semi-fascistic and dictatorial one-man rule by decree. The
European Union has, effectively, attached no conditions to the funds they will receive. Instead,
those at the negotiating table, including the Irish Government, gave them huge concessions.
Poland, which is a major polluter, has essentially received an exemption from emissions targets
as part of this deal, no longer needing to reach the already unambitious and inadequate target
of net zero emissions by 2050.
Look at what else was lost in the process of negotiation. The point has already been made
by Deputy Boyd Barrett about health spending being taken away altogether. The original Commission proposal contained €30 billion for a just transition fund. This has been cut by two
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thirds, or €20 billion, to €10 billion. This gives a real vision of what the priorities are for those
who rule across the European Union.
We need a socialist green new deal on a European level. We cannot go from the Covid-19
crisis into the impending climate catastrophe we are facing. This is not just about using the
language of a green new deal, as the Government and the European Union leaders do. Instead
it is about a radical transformation of our society to put people’s needs and our planet, instead
of profit, at the centre.
Deputy Denis Naughten: I welcome the opportunity to speak on the European Council’s
conclusions. In the seven pages of the conclusions that focus on the CAP, there are nine references to climate and climate change and one to food. This shows the change in focus at
European level with regard to food. In fact, there was no reference whatsoever to the issue of
food security. Surely, in the context of what we have seen in recent months with Covid-19,
and because the primary focus of the Council meeting was Covid-19, the issue of food security
would have come up. Right across Europe we have seen panic buying and supermarket shelves
left empty. In Ireland, we have seen how protecting food supplies has impacted on levels of
Covid-19 in our meat plants, and yet the issue of food security is not referenced in any of the
Council documents.
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The Commissioner for Environment, Oceans and Fisheries recently told a meeting of the
European Parliament’s agriculture committee that food security is no longer a major concern
for the European Union. The Commissioner went on to say that other challenges are dominating the European food system, such as food waste, over-consumption, obesity and the food
system’s overall environmental footprint. We need to reassess the issue of food security in the
context of Covid-19. The concept of food security is no longer an abstract consideration but a
real issue. Both food security and resilience need to be embedded in our key objectives with regard to the CAP as well as securing and enhancing farming in its wider context of the economy,
along with the social, cultural and environmental well-being of communities throughout the
country.
Earlier the Taoiseach spoke about the overall reduction in the CAP budget as not being as
severe as initially projected. However, we are looking, even at constant values, at a €39,000
million cut over the seven years of the budget. This does not take into consideration inflation
over the past seven years. I accept it was a significant challenge to the Government, particularly
in the context of not being able to have bilateral meetings because of Covid-19. However, the
impact of these cuts will be a challenge for communities throughout the country and the agricultural sector in particular.
I acknowledge the special allocation of €300 million in recognition of the structural challenges we face in Ireland. I spoke about that when the new agriculture Minister was appointed
last week. I hope we will see investment in a farm retirement scheme to encourage farmers to
hand over the land to younger farmers, especially in the livestock and suckler sector where such
a scheme is urgently needed.
In the context of climate, we are asleep at the wheel in terms of putting our best foot forward. Our own climate action plan sets out a target for reducing agricultural emissions by
10% between 2017 and 2030. Based on our current suckler cow numbers, emission reductions
of close to 10% have already been achieved between 2018 and 2019 alone. While we have
achieved that 13-year target in just 24 months, albeit for the wrong reasons, and while it may
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help to meet our national climate targets, in a perverse way it will do more damage to the planet
in terms of global warming. That is because we count climate emissions based on the country
where the food is produced, not on where that food is actually consumed. Even though 90%
of our beef is exported, Ireland is penalised for being the most carbon-efficient beef exporter
in the European Union because the rules state that responsibility is on the producer rather than
the consumer of that food product. Relatively carbon-efficient beef production in Ireland can
therefore be replaced throughout the European Union with beef from the Amazon basin that
is 35 times worse from an environmental perspective. That is okay according to the climate
mathematicians. It is not okay, however, for our atmosphere.
We have a CAP which regulates food production in member states except when it comes to
climate emissions when there is a national cap, not an EU-wide one. This completely undermines carbon-efficient food production in favour of cheap food, regardless of its climate impact
and from where it comes. We need an EU-wide methane cap for agriculture which supports
carbon-efficient beef production in Ireland and which is good at reducing global climate emissions. It needs to support grass-fed beef on low intensity agriculture such as that produced in
Ireland which has a lower negative impact on soil erosion, biodiversity and nutrient leaching
than other beef production models. This is another fact conveniently ignored by those who
focus on farming being purely a climate problem. Grass-based systems on disadvantaged land
types in much of Ireland, removing carbon from the atmosphere, and converting it, by producing beef, into a human protein on land that is not suitable for tillage crops is again being ignored
in terms of the type of agricultural model we have here. That does not mean that agriculture
and farming should get a free pass. The fact is that managing our land use better can take more
carbon dioxide out of the atmosphere while reducing harmful effects on climate and oceans far
quicker than just shutting down agriculture itself.
I find it disappointing that we have all these references to climate in the communiqué from
the European Commission. We have a new Government in place which is talking about the
need for more climate-orientated agriculture. We have a CAP focused on that. However, in last
year’s budget, the Minister for Finance allocated €3 million to the Department of Agriculture,
Food and the Marine to pilot new agri-environmental schemes to fulfil our climate action objectives in 2020. Yet the Department told me last week that it is only developing those plans. It
will soon be August 2020 but the Department is only considering what it is doing. Clearly, it
is planning to launch this initiative at the ploughing championships. Somebody forgot to tell
the Department there will be no ploughing championships this year. It looks like we will have
to have to wait until September 2021 until we get this initiative. We need to see movement on
environmental schemes that are farmer-orientated and implemented in a practical manner by
farmers now, not next year or the year after that.
I welcome the proposal to introduce an EU-wide tax on non-recyclable plastic. As an environment Minister at European Council level, I advocated on behalf of this. However, the
officials in Merrion Street were opposed to it. They felt that if we advocated such a tax across
Europe on non-recyclable plastic, which we need to eradicate quickly, then it would undermine
our opposition to a digital tax. I do not think it undermines that argument. Ireland should be to
the fore in Europe in reducing non-recyclable plastic, particularly in light of the fact that Ireland
is one of the largest generators of non-recyclable plastic at domestic level. We need to drive
that particular agenda forward quickly.
22/07/2020HH00200

Deputy Mattie McGrath: I am sharing time with Deputies Nolan and O’Donoghue.
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Cá bhfuil an Taoiseach? Cad a dhéanfaimid feasta gan adhmad? On Questions on Promised
Legislation, the Taoiseach wanted to know what planet I was on. He is not even here to listen
to the debate. Another Deputy is correct that they always leave before we speak. The Minister
of State, Deputy Thomas Byrne, is here.
The EU 27 member states signed off on a €1.8 trillion package to fund spending over the
next seven years. It is obvious, however, that we did not come out well from it. The Taoiseach
stated the package will stand Europe in good stead in the future. Good man. The Minister of
State, Deputy Byrne, said it is true that we will pay more than we will receive and it is difficult
to estimate how much we will contribute. However, it will be substantial. If I came home from
the mart and told the wife that I sold the cattle but did not know for how much, I would not only
be laughed at but told I was not going again.
While the figures are hard to find, German media have reported the figures on the EU budget
for the next seven years. It lists Ireland as the fifth highest contributor to the EU with a net contribution of €15.7 billion over the next seven years. That is pretty stark. Only four countries,
Germany, France, Holland and Sweden, are to contribute more than us. Our contribution as a
percentage of GDP makes us the second highest contributor for every man woman and child in
this State, only ahead of Luxembourg.
Over the weekend, there were many criticisms of the frugal four countries. They were right
and stood up to fight for themselves. We are the good boys in Europe, however. We are the
lackeys who accept everything and nod.
They got major write-downs in respect of what they were supposed to pay and we got nothing. For being the good boy in class, we probably got sweets. My goodness. Of the top five
contributors, three - Germany, the Netherlands and Sweden - received significant write-downs
on their contributions because they are frugal countries. They kicked up and
3 o’clock
rattled the cage. When we go to Europe, our duty is to rattle the cage and to fight
for Ireland, not to adore the prima donnas of the European project and be told
how good we are and how strong our economy is. It is bluff and bluster. Ask those who are on
the dole or homeless. Ask the farmers who are struggling. CAP will be decimated too.
I will not be all negative. There have been good things. Earlier, the Taoiseach told me
about all the money we got from Europe over the past 40 years. We did, but that is like talking
about the choc ice we had at lunch yesterday or the dinner we had an hour ago. It is gone and
done. It is the future that I am worried about. We were crippled by the so-called bailout. It was
not a bailout, it was a total clean-out. We knew there was no solidarity then. They kicked us in
the teeth and we lay down. We are still lying down and accepting what we get.
The European project is in choppy waters. Anyone watching can see that. The big countries fight for their rights if they do not want to do something. They got write-downs. Every
man, woman and child in Ireland will repay contributions of €3,201, which is almost twice as
much as people in Germany will pay and three times what the French, who will only contribute
€780 each, will pay. There is something really bad in that.
The Acting Chairman was over in that corner last week when----22/07/2020JJ00200

22/07/2020JJ00300

Acting Chairman (Deputy Catherine Connolly): Is the Deputy sharing time?
Deputy Mattie McGrath: Yes.
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Acting Chairman (Deputy Catherine Connolly): Is it with the Deputy’s two colleagues?

Deputy Mattie McGrath: Yes. I will take four minutes and they will take two and a half
minutes each. Last week, the Acting Chairman heard the officials, in the absence of the Minister for Finance, tell us that we had not yet applied to the EU for any funding despite being in the
middle of a deep pandemic or whatever one wants to call it. That beggars belief when Germany
is spending its money and other countries have already applied for and got theirs.
22/07/2020JJ00500

Deputy Carol Nolan: While the marathon meeting of the European Council ended in a
resolution of sorts, it served to expose the significant variation in perspectives that exists within
the Union about how we will tackle the crisis. There is a view, especially among the so-called
frugal four, that the rest of Europe is somehow irresponsible or that we need to be minded like
financial children while the financial adults in those states make the grown-up decisions. That
is deeply insulting and does not bode well for the sense of solidarity being maintained.
22/07/2020JJ00600

The Taoiseach has welcomed the retention of the significant funding to protect CAP, but
we need to see the detail of that. The Council’s February proposal introduced a number of increased flexibility measures in the areas of cohesion and agriculture. In view of the effects of
Covid-19, a second flexibility package is being added. This relates to the implementation rules
under the cohesion policy and CAP, as well as the concentration of European rural development
supports. This must happen as a matter of urgency.
We must see an end to what the president of the Irish Creamery Milk Suppliers Association
recently called the constant erosion and devaluation of payments. He has correctly noted that
there has also been a relentless downward pressure on direct payments to farmers, which has
disadvantaged Ireland disproportionately. If EU solidarity is to mean anything, it must show
itself in the protection of the most vulnerable and hardest hit sectors, for example, those relating
to agriculture and rural development.
22/07/2020JJ00700

22/07/2020JJ00800

Acting Chairman (Deputy Catherine Connolly): I call Deputy Michael Collins.
Deputy Michael Collins: I suppose the worst thing-----

Acting Chairman (Deputy Catherine Connolly): Gabh mo leithscéal. I meant an Teachta
O’Donoghue.
22/07/2020JJ00900

Deputy Richard O’Donoghue: As noted at the European Council meeting, in addition to
the €1.824 trillion approved by the EU, there is €5 billion in the Brexit reserve. It is earmarked
for unforeseen consequences in the most affected member states and sectors. Surely this will
be passed on to Ireland. I hope that this matter is being examined by our MEPs in addition to
what is required to meet the Covid pandemic.
22/07/2020JJ01000

As I highlighted previously, it is essential that our pharmaceutical companies be consulted.
They are fundamental in our fight against the coronavirus. The EU is prepared to fund the projects. It is essential that we in Ireland get our fair share of funding, but it is most essential that
our MEPs fight for us in Europe. The farming sector, hoteliers, etc., want to get their businesses
back up and running, but we cannot do that unless we have cheap funding. The ideal would be
an interest rate of 0%, but even if Ireland got that rate, the money would still have to be paid
back. We need to get funding into Ireland and all businesses.
Look at what the likes of Debenhams have done to this country. Debenhams left our work511
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ers on the streets for 100 days. We will now open the gates to other UK businesses to do the
same to employees in Ireland. We cannot stand for this. We need to protect all people who are
employed in this country. An example should be made of the likes of Debenhams. As a Government and as a country, we should stand up, send Debenhams a clear message and boycott
anything it brings into this country - for delivery by An Post and others - as a result of Internet
orders made to it. Everything of Debenhams should be stopped until the company looks after
our workers. Our workers and our people have looked after Debenhams for generations. It is
about time the company looked after us.
22/07/2020JJ01100

Deputy Michael Healy-Rae: Generally, I do not stand up to say-----

Acting Chairman (Deputy Catherine Connolly): I am sorry, but the Deputy is further
down on the second round on the list.
22/07/2020JJ01200

22/07/2020JJ01300

Deputy Michael Healy-Rae: There is nobody-----

Acting Chairman (Deputy Catherine Connolly): I am just going by the list. Deputies
Michael Healy-Rae and Michael Collins are further down on the second round.
22/07/2020JJ01400

22/07/2020JJ01500

22/07/2020JJ01600

22/07/2020JJ01700

Deputy Michael Healy-Rae: There are five people on the second round.
Acting Chairman (Deputy Catherine Connolly): The first round, sorry.
Deputy Michael Healy-Rae: I have a list that shows me as being down to speak now.

Acting Chairman (Deputy Catherine Connolly): I will just follow the list for the moment. The Deputy’s turn is coming up. I beg pardon for interrupting. We will move to the
Independent Group. I call Deputies Harkin and Pringle.
22/07/2020JJ01800

Deputy Marian Harkin: Like many, I am relieved that a deal has been done. I congratulate
the Taoiseach and the Minister of State on whatever part they played in it.
22/07/2020JJ01900

There are many different views in the House about the budget, and there is a kernel of truth
in each of them. The budget is not enough, but it is never enough. I would prefer to have seen
more grants and fewer loans, but we must remember that we, as citizens of Ireland, are underwriting those loans. Some programmes have been cut and others have received extra resources,
including the very welcome €5 billion Brexit fund. At the end of the day, though, what matters
is the overall balance and the not insignificant point that 27 member states, represented by 27
different Heads of State and Government with one eye on Europe and another on their own
countries, actually managed to agree a €1.82 trillion fund. Crucially, for the first time ever,
the member states of the EU have demonstrated solidarity by borrowing together and spending
mutualised debt. When people speak of an historic outcome, they are, in fact, correct.
One of the benefits of the €750 billion fund is that the European Commission can borrow
money ultra cheaply in light of its triple A+ rating. Some member states have ratings as low as
triple B-, but because the European Commission can borrow so cheaply, we can all access the
money at that rate. This is an important point. It is often seen as a side benefit, but it matters.
I also want to highlight that the EU budget, big and all that it is, is somewhere between 1% and
2% of what all 27 member states spend nationally each year. It is important but its rationale is
that it adds value. What we contribute and what we get back is important but if that is all there
is then we should keep our own money and spend it. The budget is not a pass the parcel of
money around Europe. We invest in the European budget so that we have a Single Market, the
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free movement of people, goods and services and so that we work together be it on health research, a digital single market or on supporting farmers to produce safe, quality, traceable food.
In the final analysis what most people really care about is how the money is spent. We will
discuss and debate that over the coming months and year in this House but I would like to flag
a few important issues now. The Taoiseach said that the CAP budget had increased from 28%
to 31%, which is true but it still represents a 9% cut which is significant. There is an additional
€300 million and that is welcome but it is crucial that the co-funding risks for pillar 2 are increased so that our rural development funds can help to support family farms. That is a decision
that we take in this country. I agree with the proposals on convergence. As I said previously
to the Minister for Agriculture, Food and the Marine, I want to see that convergence continuing
during the transition period.
The Taoiseach spoke about €1 billion for the regions, which is good but the regional assemblies must be the decision makers. They cannot be a mere conduit for funds. The final point I
want to make has been made by other speakers. There is conditionality attached to this money
with its link to the European semester. I had a quick look at the country specific recommendations for Ireland for 2019 and 2020 because they represent our obligations under the semester.
One of the four recommendations last year and this year is that we broaden our tax base. While
recommendations are not written in stone they clearly point the direction of travel.
Deputy Thomas Pringle: I welcome the opportunity to contribute to this debate. Much
has been made of the reduction in funding and Ireland will not get as much out of it as people
believe it should get. There is a sense of solidarity and a need for countries to benefit more.
If we are doing well we should contribute more and take less of the benefits across the board.
However, the question is whether we are doing better. Are we doing well in that context?
22/07/2020KK00200

In terms of our recent history in Europe and how it has treated us, at the time of the bank
bailout here Europe insisted that we repay the debts of its banks. There is much talk about the
frugal countries that are controlling Europe insisting that they get a payback from Europe. It
was their banks that gave the money to us that funded the crisis here. When everything went
wallop we had to pay them back. The benefit for everybody does not appear to exist. It appears
that Europe decides what happens and we go along with it. The biggest problem that we face in
Ireland is that we are not willing to force our own view on the discussion or we are just willing
to sit back and take whatever we get. From what I can see, everything that has developed in
regard to Europe is based on what France and Germany think or on what the frugal states such
as Holland and so on think. It does not appear that what Ireland thinks or its views in relation
to the European discussion are important. That is a problem.
On the CAP, the Taoiseach said that the CAP funding has been maintained but maintaining it
is not good enough. It is actually a reduction because maintaining it means it has not been index
linked. This will become evident over the coming years. It will have a huge impact across the
board. The reason the CAP is under pressure is not because of Brexit and the British leaving
the European Union, as has been put out by the Government for a long time, rather it is because
of the European Union’s interests in development in terms of a military structure and European
defence. This is evident in terms of the delivery of budgets here over the last while as well.
The EU is seeking to have more effective control over the EU borders and increasing external
action. We wonder what does this actually mean in terms of Europe. What this means for us
should be elaborated on and discussed more in this House. The Government’s response will
be that we are opting out and not involving our armed forces but it is being done in our names.
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As far as I know we are still members of the European Union regardless of whether we actually
send troops to fight on behalf of it. We are still members of the EU and we benefit from it.
Reference is made in the statement to the TEN-T networks. We hear a lot of TEN-T in the
western parts of Ireland. In terms of Donegal, we see TEN-T networks from Donegal town up
through the county as far as Derry. I note that €1.5 billion of the TEN-T networks will go towards military mobility needs. Basically, the road network is being strengthened and upgraded
to ensure it can carry tanks to the border to further European needs. I am not suggesting that
is happening in Ireland but it is happening across the rest of Europe. This is the type of area
we are putting money into. We should be very wary of this and we should be having our views
heard in that regard at European level.
Deputy Matt Carthy: It appears to me that the Taoiseach went to Brussels and his intention
was to agree whatever transpired regardless of the cost. The big losers in the deal announced
are farmers and rural communities not just in Ireland but across the European Union. I found
the Taoiseach’s defence of what is a 9% cut in the Common Agricultural Policy budget pathetic.
To suggest that the overall CAP budget increased from 29% in the Commission’s proposal to
31% in the final deal and to try to sell that as some form of victory is bizarre considering that in
the last MFF CAP funding, as a proportion of the overall budget, was 37%. Even on the Taoiseach’s new parameters it has never been used because if it had been then every MFF negotiation
that an Irish Government has been involved in since the 1980s would have been considered an
abysmal failure considering at that point the CAP made up about 75% of the overall budget.
22/07/2020KK00300

Our farmers are terrified as not only are they facing this cut, they are facing the prospect
of 40% of all funding being reliant on some unknown climate criteria. We do not know if this
will be beneficial or if it will result in additional bureaucracy and costs. Rural communities are
faced with a possible €7.5 billion reduction in rural development funding. All the while, they
are being told to wait for a potential Brexit relief fund. It should be remembered that if we need
to draw down Brexit relief funding it means we are in deep trouble. Arguably, even if we were
to get the full €5 billion that is being allocated across the European Union for that emergency
fund, it would not make up the damage that would be done to our economy or our farm network.
The big question that needs to be asked, particularly of Fianna Fáil, Fine Gael and Green Party
Deputies who are trying to laud this deal, is whether they will stand for what has been a sell-out
of our rural communities and for what has been a decimation of our family farm network. The
Taoiseach may have rubbished this when I put it to him yesterday, but family farmers are operating in Ireland today which will not be operating in five years’ time as a result of this budget.
That is nothing to celebrate and it is no victory that the Government should be claiming.
Deputy Claire Kerrane: Over and over again, Fianna Fáil and Fine Gael representatives
talk the talk when it comes to standing up for rural Ireland in their constituencies, especially at
election time, yet every opportunity they get, they back down. The outcome of these EU negotiations is a perfect example of that. In the midst of a global pandemic, when so many people
are suffering here, the Government has gone to Europe and seemingly agreed that Ireland will
pay more into the EU budget and get less in return. It is those who rely so much on funding
from Europe who will suffer most, namely, farmers and rural communities.
22/07/2020LL00200

Just two months ago, Commissioner Phil Hogan made great fanfare of how valuable the recovery fund will be for Ireland, with an additional €354 million in Ireland’s rural development
envelope. That fund has now been halved, which means that Ireland will be robbed of about
€177 million in funding. Many rural communities did not recover after the previous economic
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collapse, not to mention the blow caused to them by Covid-19. Now, when they need more
support, the Government has gone to Europe and come home with less. That is simply not acceptable to rural Ireland.
I listened to the Taoiseach earlier during Questions on Promised Legislation when he spoke
about the benefits of Ireland’s membership of the EU, such as the job creation and the services
that it has brought us. In counties such as Roscommon and Galway, however, and throughout
the wider western region, we do not see that job creation or those services. It is not Europe
that I blame for that; it is the Government here. It is Governments here that have continuously
discriminated against the western and north-western region. That was the conclusion of the
EU Commission in 2019 when it classed the west and the north west of Ireland as a region in
decline, a region not progressing but regressing at a rapid rate. I lay that firmly at the feet of
Fine Gael and Fianna Fáil. Giving us a Minister in the west eventually will not cut it. We need
urgent and major investment in the west and north-western region and throughout rural towns
and villages. That is the only strategy that will sustain families in those rural communities.
Deputy Peadar Tóibín: This is an absolutely disastrous deal for Ireland. Ireland is one of
the most heavily indebted nations on the planet. We currently have a higher debt per capita
than Greece. Our debt is well north of €200 billion, and after the next five years of the Covid-19
crisis, it is likely that will be added to significantly. It shocks me that these types of major
decisions made in the EU are continuously made on the basis of our GDP figures. These are
leprechaun figures, which grossly overestimate the level of wealth that exists in the State. In
real terms we should be looking at debt per capita or the debt-to-GNI ratio. On both metrics,
Ireland is, in international and historical terms, massively indebted.
22/07/2020LL00300

This is the context of the negotiations that have happened within the EU. The EU, historically, has been no friend to Ireland. During the bank crisis, it did enormous damage to Ireland.
It forced a debt onto this country under terms that no other country was forced to endure. As
a result, there is a massive legacy debt in this country and this debt is no small matter. It has
an opportunity cost every day. The interest we are paying on that debt comes out of housing,
healthcare, transport and infrastructure.
It is, on one level, incredible that the Taoiseach is not here, while the relevant Minister of
State who is here is texting away. On the radio yesterday when that Minister of State, Deputy
Thomas Byrne, was asked how much this deal would cost Ireland, he shrugged and said he did
not know, as if his new role included the responsibility of signing a blank cheque. The cost
of this deal, which Fianna Fáil, Fine Gael and the Green Party signed up to, will have a larger
effect on Ireland than on any other European country. Irish citizens, per capita, will pay more
than citizens in every other European country except Luxembourg. In the context of the debt
mountain we are sitting on and the fact that we are on the precipice of a serious economic shock
over the next number of years, for a Fianna Fáil, Fine Gael or Green Party Government to go to
Europe and to cost each citizen in the State roughly €3,500 is incredible.
I was listening to some of the Opposition voices in the House, such as the Social Democrats
and the Labour Party, and the naivety with which they talk about this magical European solidarity that is said to exist within Europe. I imagine that in the capitals of the EU, if they are
bothered listening to the debates happening in the Oireachtas, chuckles and smiles are rippling
throughout Europe over the naivety that exists, even on the Opposition benches, in this country.
The realpolitik that exists in the EU is national self-interest. Until this country cops itself on
with regard to the national self-interest, we will always be tipping the cap and in the ha’penny
515

Dáil Éireann

place relative to the rest of the EU when it comes to these types of negotiations. The decision
the Taoiseach made in recent days has cost this country dearly, but that is not out of character
for him. The previous time that he was a member of the Cabinet, his decisions cost this country
dearly and we are still paying for them. Sometimes it seems that in such discussions, if a person
criticises the EU, he or she is some kind of quasi-Brexiteer, but that is rubbish too. One can
criticise the bad, poor and weak decisions that the Government makes when it comes to the EU
and still support a partnership of democratic countries throughout the EU working together for
mutual self-interest and for stronger economies. It is not the case that if one opposes the EU as
it exists, one is a Brexiteer. Another type of Europe exists.
Unfortunately, we do not now have time to discuss what is happening to farmers and rural
Ireland. It seems that discussions about farmers and rural Ireland happen just around election
time. They are fitted in to a slot to make parties feel they are ticking the boxes for some of their
constituents. Farmers in rural Ireland are the poor relations in Government thinking about the
development of this country. As a result of the decisions that the Taoiseach has made, Ireland
is poorer.
Deputy Michael Healy-Rae: I am sharing time with Deputy Michael Collins. Among the
people I represent in County Kerry, there is much concern about the deal, which is being hailed
as a super and great deal for Ireland. I too have to put on record my deep worries and concerns
on behalf of my constituents in Kerry and throughout the rest of the country, whether they are
farmers, fishermen, small business people or people who are relying on payments at present.
Many of the people relying on or solely dependent on Covid-19 payments have seen those payments cut. We know the payment cannot last forever but at the same time I certainly have great
reservations about what is happening in the Department. I know there are sincere but extreme
cases of hardship in homes and these people are being pushed off the edge of a cliff. What happens if a person is relying 100% on €350 per week and all of sudden it is reduced to €203 but
there is no work?
22/07/2020LL00400

I was glad to attend a large meeting of publicans from County Kerry on Monday night who
came together to voice their concerns over their doors being kept closed. While the Taoiseach
was away agreeing to deals in Europe, I remind him he did a deal here that hurt those selfemployed people as at the last minute the rug was pulled from under them by making them keep
their doors closed. It was wrong and disgraceful.
The Acting Chairman, Deputy Mattie McGrath, mentioned earlier the comparison between
what we will pay in versus what we will get out. It is very hard to see or understand the difference. We are really buying a pig in a poke. I certainly would not agree to or sign my name to
something unless I understood it and thought it good for me or the people I represent. This is
what it boils down to at the end of the day. This was not a good deal for the people. I do not
want to eat into my colleague’s time.
Deputy Michael Collins: Today we are discussing what effectively seems like a cut to the
CAP budget. How is this seen as a good deal? Rural Ireland and farmers in particular have in
the past number of years suffered severely because of very bad deals being done and we are now
looking at a further cut in forthcoming budgets that will mainly affect Irish agriculture. I need
to know how this can be seen as a good deal. The Minister of State, Deputy Thomas Byrne,
might explain it.
22/07/2020MM00200

How will this affect the suckler or beef farmer who has struggled over the past number of
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years? How will it affect the dairy sector, sheep and pig farmers? All farming sectors have been
hit very hard and the people involved have serious worries. We need answers today.
Fishermen in this country have also been hit badly and they are the forgotten people in Irish
politics. I spoke at length during Government formation discussions about how there should
be a Minister with responsibility for fisheries but that has not happened. People involved with
fishing are in the back seat of society and the sector has been feeling the effects badly. These
people are forgotten in any compensation packages we have seen to date. This goes for inshore
fishermen as well as the men on the trawlers fighting for their livelihoods and having to worry
about Brexit around the corner, which may lead to us and every other European trawler being
kicked out of British waters. They will come to the céad míle fáilte waters that have been there
off Ireland for decades, and there has never been a political fight for them.
I hope our tourism sector was protected with this deal. We still have a VAT rate of 13.5%
and I again call for the rate to be reduced, if not to zero, to 5%. Some Fianna Fáil Deputies
looked for the zero rate but are now seeking the 5% rate. We need that deal. The rate is 23%
in some cases. The publicans are on their knees. The Government closed the doors of many
rural pubs last week with the terrible decision to throw such businesses in with the nightclubs.
It was a disgraceful decision because common sense indicates the two sectors should have been
separated.
It seems to be okay to allow airlines to bring people to the country without any controls. I
have maintained all along that we need same-day testing with results at our airports. We could
have it but the Government has refused to carry it out, saying it amounts to 75% to 80% proof
of a person having the virus. No proof is required today as the doors are open and people can
come in. The poor publican with five or ten customers had to keep his doors shut. The Government is kidding the nation and people are copping on to this very quickly. They are angry.
Will the Government drop the 23% VAT rate on alcohol to at least 5% in order to give those
publicans some chance of survival in the weeks ahead?
Deputy Marian Harkin: I will ask one or two questions of the Minister of State. I have
already said what I had to say. I ask him about the 9% cut to the CAP. As I stated earlier, it is a
major concern. The Taoiseach spoke about the extra €300 million and that we have the Brexit
fund but that is a one-off. We have absolutely no idea how much money we will get from that.
22/07/2020MM00300

I ask the Minister of State about rural development payments. Farmers are supposed to meet
environmental and climate targets but all they see are cuts to rural development funding. They
have a biodiversity strategy with which they must comply, along with the green deal. They will
incur significant extra costs and bureaucracy. How does the Minister of State see this working?
The Government can significantly up the level of co-funding in pillar 2 payments. We have not
done that before and instead we have cut them back. I am not asking the Minister of State today
what level or rate the co-funding rates will be increased to but I am asking if a commitment will
be given to the family farms of Ireland, whose owners are listening today, that the Government
will increase the co-funding rate on rural development programmes to the point where they will
support farmers in meeting these climate and environmental targets.
I have a question on the just transition fund. From what I read - I may not have read it correctly - I thought I saw a cut in the fund. I heard other speakers refer to it also but I also thought
I heard the Taoiseach say the transition fund had been increased. I would like clarity from the
Minister of State on that. As he knows, that just transition fund is very important, especially for
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workers in the midlands who rely on it.
I referred to the following matter at the end of my first intervention. It concerns the conditionality, or link between the funds - whether grants or loans - and the European semester and
country-specific recommendations. The Dutch got a sentence or two in the deal for what is
called the Dutch brake. This means payments can be held for a short period while checks are
made as to whether countries are obeying conditionality rules. It is a very significant move.
In my time in the European Parliament I saw how conditionality was applied to other funds,
including the European Social Fund and regional funds etc. Will the Minister of State give us
some clarity on exactly how that conditionality will work if the Commission decides a member
state is not staying within the rules as required, whether it is the Stability and Growth Pact or
repayments etc.? I would appreciate any clarification.
Acting Chairman (Deputy Mattie McGrath): The Deputy beat me to the draw by going
to the questions and answers session. If the Minister of State does not mind, he might take
those. Deputy Michael Healy-Rae also has a question. I cannot see who else wishes to ask a
question.
22/07/2020MM00400

Deputy Seán Haughey: I appreciate the Acting Chairman might need binoculars but I
would appreciate the opportunity to ask a question.
22/07/2020MM00500

Acting Chairman (Deputy Mattie McGrath): Of course. Will the Minister of State answer Deputy Harkin’s questions first?
22/07/2020MM00600

Minister of State at the Department of the Taoiseach (Deputy Thomas Byrne): Gabhaim buíochas le gach duine as an seans an buiséad agus na rudaí tábhachtacha seo a phlé inniu. I want to thank everybody who has come into the Chamber today to discuss the particular
issues. Different views have been expressed, and some have been put forward in the best----22/07/2020MM00700

22/07/2020NN00200

Acting Chairman (Deputy Mattie McGrath): It is time for an tAire to wrap up.

Deputy Thomas Byrne: Yes, but I am answering the questions. Some issues have been put
forward that are not correct. I want to be very clear about the CAP and I will answer Deputy
Marian Harkin’s question in this context. The CAP budget for Ireland is protected. Damaging
cuts were originally proposed during the negotiations and they have been reversed. The starting
point back in 2018 was a 15% cut in rural development expenditure and a 4% cut in direct payments but in terms of the new proposal, Ireland’s expected allocation for CAP is approximately
€10.7 billion in current prices for the next multi-annual financial framework for the next seven
years. That is actually a small increase in current prices on what was there previously. This
narrative that the CAP in Ireland has been cut is not a correct interpretation of what has been
agreed. I accept that it is complex, and that these documents are difficult for everybody.
22/07/2020NN00300

The other point is that the negotiating positions were changing on a regular basis, even over
the weekend, and it is difficult at times to drill down into the figures. These figures include an
allocation which is stated at €300 million but in current prices is €337 million in recognition of
the particular structural challenges facing the sector. All of this took place against the backdrop
of Brexit, Britain not at the table and a significant net contributor gone. We have consistently
opposed cuts to the CAP given the environmental and climate demands being made of farmers.
On the climate issues that Deputy Harkin spoke about, Irish farmers are already doing a
huge amount in respect of the environment. Ireland is one of the member states with one of the
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highest levels of environmental spending under the Common Agricultural Policy in pillar 2, for
example. New environmental schemes will be open to farmers under the Common Agricultural
Policy and these will support farmers who are undertaking positive environmental actions.
On the co-financing rate, very helpfully, the basic co-funding rate, as Deputy Harkin said,
has changed as part of the negotiations; it is now at 43%. There are different requirements for
co-financing depending on the area the CAP intervention is being spent.
The make-up of the new CAP strategic plan will have a critical effect on the level of national
funding required. That is something that has been carefully worked through as we draw up our
national plan in consultation with everybody but Members should be assured that rural Ireland
is a big beneficiary of this agreement. The issues Deputy Harkin raised relating to co-funding
will certainly find support within the Government, within the budgetary constraints.
On the just transition, Deputy Harkin is correct that different figures have been bandied
about. The exact position is that the original just transition fund was €7.5 billion. It is now
€17 billion, and Ireland will be a beneficiary of that. This is a brand new programme and it is
significantly enhanced. It is important to make that clear.
With regard to the rule of law, a very important issue raised by Deputy Harkin and a very
important one to us, Ireland firmly supports the rule of law. It is one of the values of the European Union laid out in the treaties. There are also the Article 7 proceedings where the European
Council can determine if there is a clear risk or existence of a breach of the rule of law by a
member state and may suspend certain treaty rights. It is very important that all member states
live up to their legal commitments and their human rights and democratic commitments. Ireland supports what is in the MFF agreement and the Council conclusions that the Commission
can propose measures in cases of breaches affecting the budget for adoption by the Council by
qualified majority. It is possible that the Commission will be able to take action in appropriate cases where issues arise surrounding the rule of law and any decisions taken will be by the
Council by qualified majority. That is strong. There were proposals for stronger measures but,
like everything else in this negotiation, there is give and take to try to make sure that we come
to an agreement that can work for everybody. In terms of the rule of law, I believe those provisions can work.
Deputy Michael Healy-Rae: When we are talking here today on these issues and other issues like it we have to talk about protecting the taxpayers’ money. We were talking earlier about
the deal done in recent days in Europe in terms of money and how we will disburse it but €21
million of taxpayers’ money is a lot of money. On 8 May 2020, the Chief Medical Officer, Dr.
Tony Holohan, wrote to the then Minister for Health, Deputy Simon Harris, recommending “a
mandatory regime of self-isolation for 14 days at a designated facility for all persons arriving
into Ireland from overseas”. That has been reiterated at least four times by NPHET since May.
On 25 June, NPHET reiterated that advice with urgency. The Citywest Hotel was rented until
22 October at a cost of almost €21 million and as far as I know not one person is staying in it.
What does the Minister of State have to say about that €21 million? Is any person staying in
Citywest at the pleasure of the State? Have any people stayed in the hotel? Will anybody stay
there between now and 22 October? What exactly is going on there at the moment? It must be
remembered that it is costing the taxpayer €25,000 a day to rent this building. How many more
days is it intended that we will continue to use it? I know that the Acting Chairman could use
€25,000 a day for his constituents, as I could do for mine. We have many situations with regard
to homeless people and many other types of people who could do with that money.
22/07/2020NN00400
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We now have a green list of 15 countries. Will there be a red list of countries from where
people coming here will have to mandatorily self-isolate on arrival? If there are legal issues
around that, could the legal advice on that be put on the record?
We have taken NPHET’s advice on face masks and on traveller restrictions in our own country. Pubs remain closed, as I said already, and at the same time the Government is not willing to
take NPHET’s advice on quarantining, and the cost of quarantining because that is the context
I am bringing to this. It is about money and what we are doing with money. The Acting Chairman knows more than I do because he is a very experienced politician that our job as politicians
is to be careful and mindful of the taxpayers’ money. I believe in my heart and soul that during
this crisis a great deal of money is not being spent wisely or treated with the prudence the hardworking taxpayers of this country deserve. The reason we pay taxes in this country is because
people work. Each one of the people here today - the ushers and everybody who is working in
this system - is paying a considerable amount of money in tax to keep the country rolling but
what I want is to see that money being spent properly and wisely, as I know does the Acting
Chairman. I would like the Minister of State to address that. I am sorry if I overran my time.
Acting Chairman (Deputy Mattie McGrath): I will call Deputy Brady if he is here - I
cannot see him - and then Deputy Haughey. If he does not mind the Minister of State can then
answer the questions from the three Deputies.
22/07/2020NN00500

22/07/2020NN00600

22/07/2020NN00700

Deputy John Brady: I thank the Acting Chairman. I will be brief.
Deputy Thomas Byrne: Can I just answer the last question?

Acting Chairman (Deputy Mattie McGrath): With the permission of the House, we will
take the questions together, and perhaps Deputy Haughey’s also.
22/07/2020NN00800

Deputy John Brady: The Minister of State wants to take Deputy Healy-Rae’s question
first.
22/07/2020NN00900

Deputy Thomas Byrne: I thank Deputy Brady for giving way. I fully accept the bona fides
of Deputy Healy-Rae raising this issue. Taxpayers’ money is a very important issue. He is right
to be cautious, as the Government is also, but that does not fall under my area of responsibility
in the Department of Foreign Affairs and Trade. It is an issue for the Department of Health. I
will pass on Deputy Healy-Rae’s concerns to the Minister for Health and the officials who are
in charge of it. The Deputy has raised valid issues that deserve an answer but I cannot give him
one here today. I hope that he will appreciate that and take it in the best possible way.
22/07/2020NN01000

Deputy John Brady: It is bizarre to hear a Fianna Fáil Taoiseach and a Fianna Fáil Minister
of State stand up here again today to try to defend what is indefensible in terms of the deal that
has been brought back from Europe. It is no surprise that the last Fianna Fáil Taoiseach to go
to Europe to try to strike a deal came back with the troika. We now have our own troika here
of Fianna Fáil, Fine Gael and the Green Party going to Europe and coming back with this deal,
which is ultimately a bad deal for workers, families, farmers and Ireland overall.
22/07/2020NN01100

I would like to put several questions to the Minister. The exploratory document the General
Secretariat of the Council of the European Union issued to the various delegations following
the meeting clearly stipulates that the issuance of funds will be dependent on the provision of
recovery and resilience plans. The document also states that these plans will be assessed within
two months of submission to the EU. The extensive cuts to the fund when compared with its
520

22 July 2020

original guise mark the failure to reverse the overall cut to direct payments. We touched on
those cuts here. No matter how much spin the Minister of State and the Taoiseach try to put
on it, the original proposal for the rural development budget was cut by €7.5 billion. That is
a fact. The Common Agricultural Policy budget has been cut by something like €35.2 billion
from the original proposal, and the pillar 2 fund has been cut from €15 billion to €7.5 billion.
What provisions has the Government put in place and what is the timescale for drawing up the
necessary plans and submitting them to the EU? When will the limited funds that will be made
available to Ireland be directed to where they are actually needed?
I listened intently to a radio interview the Minister of State gave yesterday on “Morning
Ireland”. He seemed to have little or no information on the content of the deal. The interview
was essentially an exercise in spin. He stated that we would be net contributors to this fund but
he was not able to articulate the actual cost to the Irish taxpayer. Does he have the facts now?
Has he spoken to the Taoiseach and the Department and informed himself? If so, he might
inform us this afternoon.
Acting Chairman (Deputy Mattie McGrath): Does the Minister of State wish to allow
Deputy Haughey to speak briefly?
22/07/2020OO00200

22/07/2020OO00300

Deputy Thomas Byrne: Of course.

Acting Chairman (Deputy Mattie McGrath): He has been a very diligent member of the
Committee on European Union Affairs so I know he is interested.
22/07/2020OO00400

Deputy Seán Haughey: I congratulate Deputy Byrne on his appointment as Minister of
State with responsibility for European affairs. I regret that he was not able to go to Brussels but
I appreciate the circumstances behind that, which concerned the Covid-19 crisis. I welcome the
agreement reached by the European Council on the multi-annual financial framework and the
recovery stimulus package, which, as the Taoiseach has said, is unprecedented. I also welcome
the Brexit reserve fund. Moreover, I support the general strategic approach adopted by the
Taoiseach in these negotiations. Ireland is a small, open economy. We are an exporting nation
dependent on free trade. A strong and united Europe benefits Ireland.
22/07/2020OO00500

Following some initial doubts about the capacity of the EU to respond to the Covid-19
crisis, a plan for moving forward has finally been agreed. That is a good thing. We were all
beginning to wonder whether the EU was up to the challenge of Covid-19 and whether there
would be solidarity. This plan demonstrates that the EU is up to the challenge and is determined
to bring about a Europe-wide economic recovery. What is the position on own resources with
respect to contributions to the cost of EU borrowing? I refer in particular to the suggestion of a
digital tax, which of course would have consequences for Ireland and the Irish economic model.
When will the issue of own resources be dealt with, and is that something about which Ireland
should be concerned?
My second and final question concerns European liberal democratic values and the rule of
law, which have been discussed in the context of this debate. I refer in particular to Hungary
and Poland. I would like to deal with that issue in the context of the recovery stimulus package.
I listened to what the Minister of State said in that regard and what was agreed by the European
Council. I note that the Dutch Prime Minister in particular was very adamant that the recovery
package should be linked to this issue. Will the Minister of State assure me that the Commission will be very vigilant on this? It is an extremely important issue for the future of Europe.
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If these countries refuse to uphold liberal democratic European values and the rule of law on
an ongoing basis, will the Commission take affirmative action in the context of this stimulus
package?
Deputy Thomas Byrne: I thank both Deputies for the questions. Deputy Brady’s question
on the national recovery and resilience plans is very helpful. With the greatest respect, I have to
say that there has been a lot of confusion about this issue today. To obtain the grants, member
states are required to prepare national recovery and resilience plans setting out their reform and
investment agendas for the years from 2021 to 2023. Plans can be adapted in 2022 in advance
of the final allocation of funds in 2023.
22/07/2020OO00600

The criteria for these plans, and ultimately for grants, will be the country-specific recommendations made under the European semester process. People have mentioned the European
semester process as a sort of bogeyman. It is clear to me that, with the exception of Deputy
Harkin and Deputy Haughey, nobody has read the European semester recommendations for
Ireland for 2020. If they actually read them, Members would be very pleased to see what the
money will be spent on. We will be required to put forward a plan that is consistent with those
items, which have been recommended by the European Commission. We need to invest in the
resilience of our healthcare; preserve employment and address the social impact of the crisis;
focus on research and development; ensure liquidity provisions and the stability of the financial
sector; preserve the Single Market and the circulation of goods and services; emphasise social
and affordable housing; address the digital divide, particularly in education; pursue public investment priorities like public transport; and as noted by Deputy Harkin, step up action on aggressive tax planning. Who could be against this? This is where positivity around the grants
and what they will be spent on can be found. The misrepresentation of what these grants will
be spent on is very unfortunate.
I have already gone through the details of the CAP budget and noted the modest increase
in current prices. Deputy Brady has made a fair point about the costs Ireland will undertake.
He had a fair point about my being on the radio at 8.15 a.m. yesterday when the deal had been
concluded within the previous two or three hours. As Deputy Haughey has said, I was not there
because of a decision we had taken. Normally the delegation would have 20 members, including the Taoiseach. This time it had three, including the Taoiseach. Our contributions to the EU
budget are projected to increase considerably in the coming years as a result of our economic
growth. Irish contributions are expected to rise from about €3 billion in 2021 to more than €4
billion in 2027. However, the exact contributions to the repayment of Next Generation EU borrowing are yet to be determined. They will also depend significantly on what own resources
arrangements are agreed. It is not possible to give an accurate overall figure until we make a
decision on own resources at European level.
One thing that is clear is that recovery funds are needed now. It is really important to remember that Ireland has benefited greatly from EU membership in economic terms. The pharmaceutical jobs in Deputy Brady’s constituency and any small or medium-sized enterprises that
export to or depend on imports from the Single Market all depend on a strong Europe. Deputy
Brady’s constituents who work in those firms depend on Europe having its act together, as it
did this week. That applies to the pharmaceutical industry in Clonmel and to the industries in
Deputy Healy-Rae’s constituency in Kerry, including Kerry Group, one of our largest exporters.
That industry is absolutely dependent on a good Single Market. The same is true for the tourism industry. It depends on Europe doing well so that its tourists come and spend their money
here. The benefits are wide-ranging. We cannot simply think in terms of the figures for what
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we contribute and what we get back. We have got back a hell of a lot more than we will ever
put in. We benefit hugely from this.
Deputy Haughey raised the issue of own resources, and that is an important point. It has
been clearly set out that there will be a plastics tax levy as a first step and there is a new own
resource based on the weight of non-recyclable plastic packaging waste. That
4 o’clock
will be introduced next year. The European Council has also asked the European
Commission to bring forward proposals on a carbon border adjustment mechanism and a digital levy. Any decisions on own resources would have to be made on the basis of
unanimity, which means we would have a veto.
The issue of a digital tax was raised. This is a global issue which we believe needs an
international solution. We support the work being done in this regard at the Organisation for
Economic Co-operation and Development, OECD. We are committed to examining these issues but, in general, we are sceptical in regard to own resources.
I answered Deputy Haughey’s question on the rule of law in my response to Deputy Harkin, but I will emphasise that we do support the rule of law. It is true to say that we would have
preferred a stronger measure in this regard, but the provision that is there is strong enough, allowing the Commission to propose measures in case of breaches of common European values
that affect the budget. The Council can adopt those proposals by qualified majority, which
means nobody will be able to veto them, and they are absolutely crucial. I make this point at the
General Affairs Council when talking to my European colleagues. It is a huge issue and there
is widespread annoyance and, it has to be said, revulsion in some quarters at the breaches of the
rule of law in parts of the European Union. That has to stop. We must not only send out a clear
message that we do we not agree with what is happening but we must also show by example
how the rule of law has applied in this State since the Civil War, to everybody’s benefit, where
there is respect for democracy, human rights, the courts system and the Garda. That has helped
us economically and socially. Citizens of other member states can see that and we need to lead
by example in this regard. I certainly support what Deputy Haughey said on the matter.
Sitting suspended at 4.05 p.m. and resumed at 5 p.m.

22/07/2020VV00100

National Oil Reserves Agency (Amendment) and Provision of Central Treasury Services
Bill 2020: From the Seanad
The Dáil went into Committee to consider amendments from the Seanad.
Seanad amendment No. 1:
Section 15: In page 13, to delete lines 1 to 3 and substitute the following:
“(10) (a)Without prejudice to the generality of subsection (9), the Minister, or such
other person as he or she may nominate, may invite proposals to avail of moneys from
the Climate Action Fund for any or all of the purposes set out in paragraphs (a) to (f) of
subsection (9).”.
22/07/2020VV00300

Minister for Communications, Climate Action and Environment (Deputy Eamon
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Ryan): I am grateful for the opportunity to address the amendment and, I hope, to have the Bill
passed by the House. The amendment relates to section 15 and was tabled following discussions between my Department and the Office of the Attorney General. It was determined that
it would be appropriate to table an amendment to section 15 on Committee Stage in order to
clarify the basis on which the Minister may support climate action projects.
The aim of the amendment is to provide legal clarity beyond any doubt in support of the
intention in the Bill that it would be possible for the Minister to provide funding for climate
action projects by way of either a competitive process or a non-competitive allocation. Acceptance of the amendment would mean that it would not be mandatory for the Minister to conduct
a competitive project selection process prior to supporting a climate project through the climate
action fund. The Minister would be permitted to invite an application for support under the
fund from a specific climate action project, subject to the project being of a type which may be
supported by the fund as provided for in the Bill. Clarification of this matter in the legislation
is important because there may be climate-related projects or investments that are not economic
or commercial by nature and, as such, may not be eligible for consideration or successful under
a competitive selection process. The amendment will provide the necessary certainty that the
fund may support such non-commercial projects as applicable.
As Deputies may recall, the amendment was tabled in the Seanad with a view to being able
to pass the Bill today. That, in turn, would allow us to get it to the President for signature such
that it could be enacted before the end of July or on 1 August. That would allow us to start
drawing down funds at that stage for use in the fund. It is hoped that this would be quickly followed by another call for projects. That would provide a significant stimulus and economic lift
right across the country as well as helping us to meet our climate targets. On that basis, I hope
the House will agree to the amendment.
Deputy Denis Naughten: The Minister stated on Committee Stage last week that the purpose of the amendment is to facilitate investment in Bord na Móna projects. I understand that
is the basis for this amendment. On that basis, I will be supporting the amendment. I want to
address the purpose of the amendment, which is to facilitate the employment of Bord na Móna
staff to work on the cutaway bogs across the midland counties. I commend that provision,
which I asked this time last year to be included in the climate action fund. I thank the Minister,
his predecessor, Deputy Bruton, and the officials in the Department for taking that specific proposal on board. The decision not to have a harvest this year is having a significant detrimental
impact on many of the seasonal and permanent staff in Bord na Móna across east Galway,
Roscommon, Longford, Westmeath, Laois and Offaly. Many of them are very dependent on
that seasonal work and many businesses across the midlands are dependent on that. I would
like if the Minister could respond to me and provide some clarity to the employees in Bord na
Móna who are in limbo and have been for the last number of months. Some of them are drawing the pandemic unemployment payment, some are drawing the wage subsidy scheme through
Bord na Móna and some are seasonal staff who were not called back this year and do not know
whether they will get any work. They are getting no financial support whatsoever even though
their jobs are in limbo. What is most frustrating for the employees in Bord na Móna is that they
have been given no information from Government or Bord na Móna as to what is happening in
the short to medium term in respect of employment. I hope when the Minister responds that he
will provide some clarity on that.
22/07/2020VV00400

I would also be grateful if the Minister could look into a specific issue for me. I refer to the
perverse situation where we the taxpayers are borrowing money to fund the pandemic unem524
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ployment payment and wage subsidy scheme within Bord na Móna for staff who have applied
for the voluntary early retirement scheme. They are looking for redundancy but Bord na Móna
will not let them out to retire, yet they are receiving a subsidy from the State where there is no
employment for them at present. Surely it makes sense to let those staff who want to retire out
the door and to try to secure as much employment as possible for the staff who are left within
the company. I think it is a public scandal that this is happening and I plead with the Minister
to intervene.
On the specific provision of the amendment, as the Minister said, its purpose is to look at
projects where there may not be an economic dividend or it may not win purely based on the
climate impact. As the Minister knows, the purpose of that is to put money into Bord na Móna
to provide employment for its staff. I am led to believe that the plans that are currently being
drafted by Bord na Móna to access this climate action fund are very heavy on capital and not
so heavy in terms of employment. That is completely unacceptable. It was never my purpose
when I was looking for this provision to be put in the legislation. It was never the purpose of the
climate action fund to look purely at capital investment. I am told that the plans being drawn up
are over-engineered and insufficiently labour intensive, when the Minister and I know very well
that it must be the other way around. While the Minister is not going to look for the same provisions in terms of the criteria regarding the funding he would give to Bord na Móna, I urge him
to ensure that he gets independent advice to ensure that whatever work is carried out is as labour
intensive as possible and ensures as much employment for the seasonal staff as is possible.
The focus needs to be on rehabilitation of the bogs in the first instance and, second, providing public access through those bogs. Last Sunday I had the opportunity to cycle from
Ballinasloe to Shannonbridge through the bog just south of the town of Ballinasloe, along
the existing railway works line. It would be great if we had a proper walkway and cycleway
through that bog from Ballinasloe right through to Shannonbridge. The same is true in many
of the other bogs across the midlands. There are very detailed proposals coming forward about
opening up the Mount Dillon bog complex in Roscommon and Longford for public access. We
should be getting Bord na Móna staff to do that work. It is imperative that the funding that is
made available through the climate action fund is for labour intensive work for that specific
purpose and I hope the Minister will ensure that happens.
We need to take the milled peat off these bogs urgently. In the last fortnight I was on the
road between Ballydangan and Cloonfad going past the bogs at Clonbern. There was a brown
cloud in the sky of milled peat which is on those bogs at the moment. It is causing environmental problems across communities in that area. That peat cannot be left on those bogs. It must
be removed. I do not want the situation repeated that happened in Littleton, where milled peat
was bulldozed into the drains. If that were to happen across the midland bogs, it would cause
an environmental catastrophe. The milled peat would run from the drains into the River Suck
and the River Shannon, compounding an already difficult environmental situation in those rivers as well as compounding the flooding problems we have within their catchments. I want an
assurance from the Minister that some mechanism will be found to ensure that the peat is taken
off those bogs and burned in Lanesborough and Shannonbridge for power generation before the
ground conditions deteriorate later in the year.
Acting Chairman (Deputy Aengus Ó Snodaigh): I gave a little bit of leeway there. The
subject matter is the amendment that is before the House. I ask the next speakers to stick to the
subject matter of the amendment from the Seanad rather than the full Bill.
22/07/2020WW00200
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Deputy Michael Collins: I wish to make some comments on the National Oil Reserves
Agency (Amendment) and Provision of Central Treasury Services Bill 2020. The National
Oil Reserves Agency, NORA, exists in its present form to ensure that Ireland maintains its
minimum stockholding requirements for oil and petroleum products. It is there to ensure our
national security of energy supply in case of global disruptions. As stated by the website of the
Department of Communications, Climate Action and Environment, and in the principal Act, the
main purpose of the NORA levy is to fund the maintenance of Ireland’s strategic oil reserves.
22/07/2020WW00300

In respect of the proposed amendments to the principal Act, the Minister wishes to redeploy
the levies on oil and petroleum products to establish the climate action fund and he has advised
that it is not envisaged for there to be any significant cost to the Exchequer. In the explanatory memorandum, it is advised that the provision of central treasury services by the National
Treasury Management Agency, NTMA, to NORA and Irish Water provides for efficiencies in
the financial management of both agencies. I think we all know the state that Irish Water is in
financially and now it looks like our Government is going to toy with our energy security of
supply. I would therefore like to ask the Minister specifically how the National Oil Reserves
Agency will be funded going forward if it is to share its funding with Irish Water, given that
there will apparently be no increase in cost to the Exchequer. Does it mean that we are now
going to transfer the disgrace and shambles of Irish Water to our security of energy supply?
We have all witnessed the severe disruption that Covid-19 has brought upon us. The failure
of our Government to invest in our health system and hospitals created a security of supply
issue for our healthcare. Do we now want to jeopardise our security of energy supply by redeploying the money to the climate action fund? The climate action fund will hopefully be a
positive development for our country’s transition to cleaner energy sources but can the Minister
explain how we will maintain an adequate security of supply going forward when the funds allocated to the National Oil Reserves Agency will now be significantly reduced?
I spoke at some length last week about our security of supply situation regarding our current
energy supplies. While I welcome the fact that we will give clear support to the development
of renewables and clean energy, I fear that it might not be enough to underline our security of
energy supply while keeping energy prices competitive for our citizens. Renewables are highly
volatile due to periods when the wind is blowing or not, or when the sun is shining or it is overcast. As we move towards cleaner energy, the most likely realistic solution will require a combination of renewables with natural gas. As renewables will also take time to develop into the
major source of energy for our country, once again, I raise the critical issue of the security of our
natural gas supply, which is dire. The Minister wishes to increase energy efficiency under the
recently proposed amendments for the climate action fund, and has now received approval for
state aid for renewables. This is a great achievement, and we are on our way to reducing emissions, but we need to get our house in order first. While we have great news about the future,
it has become increasingly clear that Ireland is severely exposed to security of supply issues in
relation to our natural gas supply.
The Minister may have seen on the news recently that the Kinsale gas platform, one of our
few indigenous sources of natural gas supply, was recently turned off. This will result in a loss
of local jobs in Cork but it also means that we are now in an extremely vulnerable position with
regard to our national security of supply for gas. Ireland currently produces more than 50% of
our electricity from gas and we import gas via interconnectors from the UK. We have no existing gas storage on the island of Ireland, Corrib gas field will be gone within ten years, and we
are now fully reliant on the UK for gas imports. The UK is also reliant on gas imports and is
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experiencing its own declining gas production in the North Sea.
The UK is also exiting the EU, which means new risks to our economy. The UK and Ireland
are good friends now, but the same cannot exactly be said about the EU and the UK who are
going through a messy divorce. If trade talks between the EU and the UK were to take a turn,
not much would prevent the British national grid operator from increasing tariffs on the interconnectors between the EU and the UK which would in turn directly hurt the Irish economy.
I strongly ask the Minister to improve our security of supply situation for natural gas and I
propose that, at minimum, the Minister considers a floating liquefied natural gas, LNG, import
terminal which can guarantee our security of supply while developing offshore wind power and
renewables.
I support our move towards renewables in the coming years but it is clear that it will take
time and we must be realistic. Gas can and will play a key role as a transition fuel and in balancing power production from renewables in Ireland. Once offshore wind power production
and other renewables are in a position to replace fossil fuels, we can either use a floating LNG
terminal as a pure security of supply option or disconnect it entirely if it is desirable for our
country. A floating terminal will allow this and we will not be left in the lurch while we make
our move towards renewables. This will help to put Ireland’s energy transition and economic
competitiveness first instead of outsourcing our energy needs to the UK and other countries. I
am also aware of a proposal from a company owned and located in Ireland which is ready to
put in place world-class LNG infrastructure and commit to importing conventional LNG, not
fracked gas. I also have proposals for offshore wind power projects in the County Cork area.
These projects can complement each other as well as being truly supportive of our energy transition.
We are in very challenging times and higher energy costs will hurt our economy. I ask,
therefore, that the Minister seriously considers both offshore wind power as well as a floating
LNG terminal as viable options to support our economy with competitive energy, to diversify
and ensure our security of supply of gas, and to ensure a practical, cost-efficient and just implementation of the energy transition in Ireland.
Deputy Darren O’Rourke: The Minister has said the Government amendment is to provide legal certainty on funding for projects where there will not be a competitive tender. Bog
rehabilitation was the example the Minister gave in the Seanad last week. I understand and
appreciate the rationale, but as my colleague, Senator Boylan, told the Seanad, and as I put it in
this House last week, the Minister must put processes in place to ensure this mechanism is not
misused by himself or his successors lest they wish to use it for their own pet projects. It is in
everyone’s best interests that the highest standards of financial governance and oversight would
be in place. This money will be provided by the public, so it is important that there is transparency and accountability in the allocation of these funds. We take the Minister’s bona fides on
this and therefore we are happy to support the amended Bill.
22/07/2020XX00200

I had asked for an updated figure on the current financial state of NORA. I understand that
it could have a few hundred million euro in its accounts. The latest figures to which we had
access were from August 2019. Will the Minister provide the Dáil with the latest figure in his
closing statement?
I encourage the Minister to engage more with Deputies and Senators on future climate
action legislation. This is our first exchange on legislation. There were some very positive
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amendments, though not my own, put forward in the Dáil and Seanad and it was a shame that
they were not incorporated into the Bill. Most were not controversial and would have added
value to the legislation.
Deputy Barry Cowen: Like previous speakers, I acknowledge and appreciate that this
amendment provides for funding to be allocated from within the climate action fund to meet the
demands associated with the rewetting and reinstatement of peatlands associated with Bord na
Móna and the extraction of peat for various uses. However, in welcoming this provision, I ask
the Minister to tell the House whether the commitments made by the previous Government on
the repatriation of part of the public service obligation, PSO, funding, amounting to €20 million
per annum for the next four years, towards this project is not now the case, despite the commitments made and despite the understanding in Bord na Móna and among its workers, the regions
and the constituency represented by myself and others. If that is not now the case, does this
amendment provide for €20 million per annum over the next four years, as we were told at the
time of the announcement when a commitment was given? It would appear from my information that the EU Commission no longer supports that contention, that belief, that understanding,
and that commitment that was given in this House and outside. Will the Minister clarify that?
22/07/2020XX00300

Based on that answer, it is incumbent on me to ask two further questions so that I can get
an answer for this House and my constituents. I refer to the funding approved by the European
Council this week. Much has been alluded to in regard to the funding made available under
various headings, whether it is the CAP or the just transition and the reduction in funding associated with them compared with previous figures. I acknowledge and appreciate that it would
have looked far graver months ago were it not for the introduction of the emergency funding
that compensates us in relation to the CAP and other areas. I welcome that and appreciate the
job faced by those with responsibilities to ensure that any such conditionality helps and assists
those who partake in the schemes to improve their incomes and so on.
Will the Minister confirm the inclusion in the transition fund of peatlands in the coal regions? Will he confirm that measures used and targeted towards the regions will target where
there are and have been job losses to assist finding alternative jobs in those areas? A commitment was given in the just transition report, which all stakeholders welcomed and approved,
that the regions most affected would be targeted for such funding. On the first round of funding,
which was only 50% of what was provided by the Government and 50% of what was apparently provided by the ESB, this was to be geared towards those areas most affected and that
is not necessarily the case. That is no disrespect to those applications in hand, that are being
adjudicated upon and will be afforded. In the context of the larger pot of funding that will be
available under the Coal Regions in Transition programme, the criteria associated with that
must accommodate those areas that are most affected. Nowhere has been more affected in the
context of these job losses than the county and constituency I represent. I would appreciate a
commitment that that will be the case.
On that same report that was welcomed by all stakeholders and by Government and acknowledged by everybody who participated in its deliberations and ultimate publication by Mr.
Kieran Mulvey, there was a commitment in that, which we all respected, to look at alternative
use associated with the powerplants in Shannonbridge and Lanesborough. As we speak, I have
been made aware of the fact that the ESB is seeking tenders and contracts for the decommissioning and demolition of these facilities. That is a far cry from the commitment made by
the just transition commissioner and from the response from all parties and none to what was
contained in this report’s recommendations. I hope the Minister will hold those bodies to ac528

22 July 2020

count and engage with them to ensure that every opportunity is afforded to the localities and
the regions and that the commitments that have been made by representatives, authorities and
stakeholders to investigate, explore and ensure that other alternatives are found are fulfilled. I
call on the Government to support those alternatives which will have a role in ensuring that
these regions have prospects from the facilities proposed to be demolished.
I welcome the commitment contained within the amendment. It is incumbent on the Minister to inform the House that this is now a replacement for a commitment that was made previously which was not honoured. The reasons it was not honoured are not yet clear to me and
need to be clarified and put on the record of the House.
The Minister needs to go beyond that and to commit to what was originally envisaged,
which was a four-year programme. If he cannot do that, I ask them to say that now so that we
know exactly where we stand. These people, these areas and these regions have been let down
a lot in the past two to three years since the first commitment was made. We cannot afford that
to continue or for it to be the case in the future. I am now a member of a Government party and
I am supporting this Government on the basis of the ambitions contained in the programme for
Government, one of which was to address just transition fairly and appropriately and I hope the
Minister can guarantee that is the case and confirm the reasons commitments made previously
cannot be stood over and what he is doing to ensure similar commitments can be made by this
Government, as are contained within the programme for Government.
Acting Chairman (Deputy Aengus Ó Snodaigh): Gabhaim buíochas leis an Teachta. De
bharr nach bhfuil aon Teachta eile ag iarraidh labhairt, glaoim ar an Aire freagra a thabhairt.
22/07/2020YY00200

Minister for Communications, Climate Action and Environment (Deputy Eamon
Ryan): I thank the Deputies for their contributions and I will try to answer some of the questions raised. First, turning to Deputy Naughten, the purpose of this amendment is to allow the
sort of projects that Bord na Móna is now looking at in terms of bog rehabilitation, rewetting
bogs and storing carbon within the bogs. It is specifically those sorts of projects. My predecessor, Deputy Bruton, the Deputy and other predecessors supported that approach and I am glad
to ensure we deliver it here.
22/07/2020YY00300

On the level of employment, I have seen some figures and I have been encouraged that there
is employment here. We do not have the specifics yet and we will have to wait for the fund applications to come in, but there are real employment opportunities for Bord na Móna because
the skills involved in this area are the exact skills that the workers in this company have in terms
of logistics, managing bogs and the energy and expertise to manage the natural landscape. It
will vary. The issue in terms of managing the bogs in this way is that every bog is different and
requires site-specific knowledge and different engineering solutions and mechanisms to deliver
the right answer.
On what the Deputy said about workers looking for redundancy, I will ask the officials to
reply directly to him to outline why it might be the case that workers would be availing of the
wage subsidy scheme while at the same time be looking for voluntary redundancy where the
State could pay them in that way. I will commit to doing this.
On the stores and stocks of milled peat on the bog between----Deputy Denis Naughten: Ballydangan and Cloonfad. We have milled peat on bogs right
across the midlands.
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Deputy Eamon Ryan: The Deputy cited Littleton. The issue of the harvest not proceeding
this year relates purely to environmental issues and the environmental impact assessment and it
requires the company, as it moves from brown to green, to ensure it does not leave an environmental hazard where the peat would run off into the water. I will pursue that directly with the
company to ensure that is what takes place.
22/07/2020YY00500

There are real employment opportunities for this company across a whole variety of different areas, not just in the rehabilitation of bogs but in new energy projects. The company’s
strategic plan last year is going in the right direction and that it should be going further and
should be looking at additional and other ventures. Some of the projects it was looking at were
too narrow but it is absolutely what we should strive to achieve.
To answer Deputy Michael Collins’s question, at the end of last year, the National Oil Reserves Agency, NORA, had a fund, which has been built up over recent years, of €230 million.
That provides an ongoing fund and capability for the company for the next number of years to
be able to continue what it does, which is to maintain 90 days storage of oil reserves on storage
facilities like Whiddy Island, which the Deputy would be very familiar with, and the Poolbeg
peninsula. Under an international agreement, it will have to be able to fund, manage and provide such secure energy stores. This climate fund is not designed to remove that but to continue
it. The reality is that we can use revenues to do both.
The interim funding of Irish Water by the National Treasury Management Agency, NTMA,
in short-term loans was a purely technical issue because NORA and Irish Water are both advised by the NTMA. Long-term funding for Irish Water will not be coming from this fund and
there is no connection between Irish Water and NORA which are separate entities. The only
connection being the services provided to both by the NTMA. Both are fully independent.
As to the development of a floating LNG import terminal in Cork Harbour, I read a detailed
summation from an Irish company recently with interest. That technology has taken off in different places around the world, largely through the development of large quantities of offshore
fracked gas from the US market looking for a home. In the programme for Government this
Government has committed that that is not a development we want to see in our country. We
will be issuing a policy statement to say that is not the direction that we are going in.
There is, however, huge potential for the development of alternative energy systems and
secure energy supplies. As has been said, the potential for offshore wind is something with
which we have a great opportunity. It will take time. Increasingly, within the European Commission and other agencies, there is a recognition that the conversion of offshore electricity
supply into green hydrogen supplies through electrolysis is something in which we may have
a real competitive comparative advantage. This is particularly the case where we have infrastructure in places like Cork Harbour, which is a deep safe harbour with deep berths. That may
be the future for energy security and energy storage systems. The expertise that exists in those
companies would be just as easily developed in that area, where there is growing interest and
growing investment. It is an area that could provide significant jobs and economic opportunities, particularly for Cork because of the harbour resources it has.
Deputy O’Rourke asked about the financial state of NORA. As I said, this agency has a
fund in the region of €230 million at its disposal, so there are no immediate financial implications for the company. I was not able to accept the amendments on the day, partly because we
wanted to immediately start drawing down the €10 million in funding provided for in this Bill.
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I indicated that I would look to implement some of the amendments tabled by the Opposition
during the drafting of the climate action Bill, which is due in the autumn, especially those that
would facilitate or support the use of this fund for community projects, which this amendment
also supports.
I give Deputy Cowen a commitment that the just transition approach will be developed for
the entire midlands region, which is affected by the move away from the use of peat in both
power stations and large, industrial-scale horticultural extraction that is occurring at present.
The funding of the bog rehabilitation through the application of public service obligation, PSO,
fell foul of advice from the Attorney General that it would not be possible under European law.
In no way will that restrict us or stop us from making the necessary investments.
I commit to Deputies that the climate action fund, which will provide funding for the projects that we need, will not just be for a one-off or an annual project. We need the four year
programme that was originally meant to be funded. I recall that it was a €20 million PSO per
annum. I hope that we will see something in a Government announcement tomorrow which
will help us in that regard. It is not just a case of waiting for an application to the climate action
fund for us to be able to take action.
Looking at the task we face in the context of making a 50% reduction in emissions over the
next ten years and being a net zero emissions country by 2050, as we have committed to along
with most European Union countries, the challenge is beyond compare. One of the areas where
I believe there is real potential for us to meet the targets is in storing carbon in our bogs and
rewetting. The estimates that I have heard from experts are that, if that is a 60 million tonne
challenge, which it is at least, we could see something like 10 million tonnes delivered through
the management of our peatlands in a different way. We will have to make a significant investment. We are only at the tip of the iceberg of what will have to be done. I commit to doing
everything I can to make sure that funding is available.
We will try to draw down some of the funding that was agreed by the European Council.
That was a broad framework. It did not cite specific projects. I believe this type of work and the
investment in Bord na Móna and other bog management companies is exactly the sort of project
that would fit best with the European funding criteria. I agree with Deputy Cowen that the just
transition report that was delivered by Mr. Mulvey a couple of months ago has to be delivered.
The targeting of both European and national funding in this just transition has to be towards
those communities most directly affected, including Deputy Cowen’s constituency.
With regard to the power plants, I said at some length at the end of the debate in the Seanad
that alternative proposals for the deployment of those stations would be just such a project
that might prove suitable in the context of the climate action fund. Many of the projects we
are looking at may be small, community projects, but that does not preclude big ideas and an
alternative vision for what those plants could be used for. I would also say in that regard that
the asset in this area is not just the power station itself but also the grid connection. As anybody
involved in the renewable energy industry knows, getting grid access and connection is probably one of the most significant challenges to being able to finance and develop a project. As
well as a future for Bord na Móna in bog rehabilitation, energy retrofitting and alternative uses
for the bogs in growing various products or being involved in aquaculture, I believe there is
significant potential for the company in the development of renewable energy. As well as its
power station assets, it should look at leveraging its grid connection assets to make sure it has
a bigger, brighter, more secure long-term future. That is the purpose of this amendment and I
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believe it will have the backing of all Members of this House.
Seanad amendment agreed to.
Seanad amendment reported.
Acting Chairman (Deputy Aengus Ó Snodaigh): A message will be sent to Seanad Éireann acquainting it accordingly.
22/07/2020ZZ00400

Sitting suspended at 5.47 p.m. and resumed at 5.53 p.m.

22/07/2020AAA00100

Credit Guarantee (Amendment) Bill 2020: Committee and Remaining Stages

Sections 1 to 4, inclusive, agreed to.
SECTION 5
22/07/2020AAA00300

Deputy Louise O’Reilly: I move amendment No.1:
In page 4, line 36, to delete “6 years” and substitute “7 years”.

This amendment is pretty much just a technical amendment designed to increase the timeframe in which a guarantee given pursuant to this agreement will increase from six years from
the date of the agreement to seven years.
In 2013 the Department commissioned a review of the temporary partial credit guarantee
scheme, which was carried out by First Choice Financial Services and AJS Financial Advice
Limited. They were appointed by the Department specifically to review this scheme. The
review focused on giving the scheme the best possible chance of success. In the recommendations submitted to the steering committee appointed by the then Department of Jobs, Enterprise
and Innovation, the review findings stated that the three-year term was seen as too short as most
loans are for a minimum of five to seven years. They made a key recommendation to extend
the term of the guarantee to seven years. This was to allow for guarantees to be extended and,
thereby, loans also. The Bill seeks to extend that term to six years, and I submitted this amendment in part to seek to understand why one of the key recommendations of the report commissioned by the Department was not taken on board.
Minister of State at the Department of Business, Enterprise and Innovation (Deputy
Damien English): I got a chance to touch on this briefly on Second Stages. I will first explain
what section 5 is about. It introduces a new section 4A into the Act of 2012. This new section
4A provides the Minister with the power, subject to the consent of both the Minister for Finance
and the Minister for Public Expenditure and Reform, to give guarantees in accordance with the
Covid-19 credit guarantee scheme. The Covid-19 scheme will be open for guarantees to be put
in place until December of this year, or no later than 24 December 2021 if the change is in the
framework. The later date allows the Minister, with the consent of the other two Ministers, to
extend the scheme if the European Commission extends the provision in the temporary framework on state aid beyond 2020. As of now there has been no confirmation from the Commission with regard to any extension.
22/07/2020AAA00400
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The focus of the amendment is actually about the temporary framework. In the framework
put forward it guarantees that the loans will not extend beyond six years in duration, which is
in line with the flexibility contained in the Commission’s temporary framework on state aid
responses to Covid-19. The maximum amount of credit, as we know, is up to €2 billion, but
the six years is the issue. The timeframe of loans specified in this section of the Act is in direct
correlation with the timeframe for permissible loans in the European Commission’s state aid
temporary framework. Under the framework, within which the Covid-19 framework would
operate, the maximum permissible duration of a loan is six years. While we recognise the average loan performs over seven years, and we would not be against this ourselves in the context
of normal schemes, we must work within this framework. If loans are offered outside the terms
of the framework it runs the risk of not being compliant, which can in turn have state aid costs
implications for our small and medium businesses and the small mid-caps that borrow money
under the scheme.
I draw Deputy O’Reilly’s attention to the future growth loan scheme, which offers longerterm loans of up to ten years. During the discussion on this legislation and on the microfinance
scheme, we were at pains to stress that this is not the only tool in the box. It is one mechanism
being put forward to try to guarantee credit out there. It is only one of many. The future growth
loan scheme has a longer timeframe of ten years and might have better conditions for certain
customers, depending on who they are. The future growth loan scheme will be available to
eligible SMEs and smaller mid-cap businesses and, importantly, to the primary agricultural and
seafood producers in Ireland to support strategic long-term investment. It captures the same
cohort of businesses as the Covid-19 credit guarantee scheme, but with longer terms also.
In policy terms it is important that these two schemes have different features for business.
The Covid-19 credit guarantee scheme is designed to meet the liquidity needs of SMEs in the
short to medium term, while the future growth loan scheme is more focused on longer-term
strategic investment purposes.
I hope the Deputy understands. It is not that we think the amendment is illogical. It is quite
logical, but we have to work within the framework or else there could be an implication in respect of state aid rules later on.
Amendment, by leave, withdrawn.
Amendment No. 2 not moved.
22/07/2020AAA00700

Deputy Louise O’Reilly: I move amendment No. 3:
In page 5, between lines 10 and 11, to insert the following:
“(4A) The Minister shall ensure that monies loaned in accordance with the Covid-19
credit guarantee scheme shall—
(a) be loaned interest free with zero repayments for the first 12 months of the
loan, and
(b) interest rates on such loans shall be capped at 2.5%, with interest only being
applied to cover the overheads of administering the scheme.”.

The interest rates charged on the loans are normal business loans rates from the respective
banks with the additional 0.5% charge because of the Government guarantee. Furthermore, the
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Department of Enterprise, Trade and Employment, which funds the scheme through the guarantee, plays no role in the application or decision-making process, which is fully delegated to
the participating lenders. As a result, the loans are issued at the respective banks’ market interest rate. In other words - and this has been pointed out by trade unions and others - the banks
now administer the scheme and make the decisions as to whether or not to issue loans based on
their own for-profit criteria for loan issuance, and not the criteria of a Department. We are here
today to debate a scheme designed to keep businesses afloat during a global pandemic. There
is nothing in the scheme that speaks to the pressure thousands of businesses across the State
are under. I put it to the Minister of State that we have discussed this previously and one of the
things that keeps coming back to me when I engage with business owners, and especially small
family businesses, is the absolute resistance to taking on additional debt and unsustainable debt.
They are absolutely petrified of this. Businesses themselves have pointed out these flaws, so the
Minister of State is more than well aware. Organisations such as Chartered Accountants Ireland
have also had their say. They have highlighted at first hand the problems businesses have in
accessing loans with such high interest rates as those provided by the scheme. They have stated
that the Covid-19 credit guarantee scheme is too onerous and complex to administer, and that
the interest rates are prohibitive. They say the interest rates need to be closer to the ECB rates
than to commercial rates.
As the Minister of State already said, he will have no hand, act or part in that decisionmaking process.
Sinn Féin has been calling for similar low interest rates for a number of months. This was
included in our letters to the Minister for Finance, in May, and to his predecessor. We have been
calling for interest rates to be capped at 2.5% with interest rates preferably only applied to cover
the overheads of administering the loan scheme. Low interest rates will encour6 o’clock
age SMEs to take up the loans that are available. We have heard this first-hand
from businesses and their representative bodies. They have also indicated that
it would be a huge incentive and would help them greatly if the loans were interest-free, with
zero repayments for the first 12 months. This is standard practice for many of the Covid-19
credit guarantee loan schemes across the EU. It would make a significant difference to the loan
scheme here.
The Government should be looking at a payment deferral process to facilitate employers
getting workers back to work and the economy going again. The deferral of interest even for
12 months would go a long way towards that. The acceptance of these measures would make
the credit guarantee scheme loan scheme more attractive to business during this unprecedented
and extremely difficult time. Unprecedented measures surely have to be the order of the day.
Deputy Damien English: I thank the Deputy for raising the issue of interest costs because
I did not get the chance to go into the detail on this yesterday. It is important that when we are
having these discussions, SMEs, as well as those who provide assistance to them, such as State
agencies and Chartered Accountants Ireland, recognise that this is only one of several interventions that the State is making, using taxpayers’ money to help businesses to reopen, restart, survive, grow and create employment, as well as to maintain existing employment and take back
some workers. We recognise that businesses need a combination of access to finance, loans,
direct grants, rate waivers and wage subsidies. The wage subsidy scheme has already cost the
taxpayer over €2 billion but is money well spent and everybody recognises that. Most SMEs
have told me that they could not have survived without it.
22/07/2020BBB00200
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Most SMEs and business owners are practical people. They know that the taxpayer will
not be able to write the cheque for every part of this. Some part of this credit guarantee will
facilitate the refinancing of existing loans. I get it that businesses of all shapes and sizes are
reluctant to take on more debt. One cannot blame them because it is an extra cost. We have to
make it as easy as possible to access the finance and then keep costs as low as possible. That
is what the State guarantee is about. We will reduce the costs, but access is important. All the
research shows that access to money is the main priority for businesses. We can then trash out
the cost. Getting one’s hands on finance is the first priority for a business to survive. It might
be for a new loan or just to reorganise the existing finances.
The way that this legislation and the legal agreements and documentation which will underpin it have been drafted is intended to provide assistance from the State to qualifying enterprises. The legislation leverages financial institutions and their network to provide much
needed liquidity to our SMEs, small mid-caps and primary producers. Deputy O’Reilly quoted
Chartered Accountants Ireland on the administration of and the red tape relating to the scheme.
This scheme is not yet in operation, however. That has to be done in negotiations. The Deputy
was referring to a previous scheme which we are now changing. Every effort will be made to
make that easier. With the new criteria, that will happen and the scheme will be easier to administer. It will lead on to reduced interest rates across a whole range of financial products. It will
be much more attractive for the financial providers to use it and for those drawing down loans.
Unlike the lending through Microfinance Ireland we discussed two weeks ago, this is not
lending from the State but through participating financial institutions, such as commercial
banks, credit unions and others, that will successfully apply via the Strategic Banking Corporation of Ireland’s open call. Much of the focus last night was that this is only for the three main
pillar banks. That is not the case. This is for all financial providers which want to provide
loans to SMEs, including credit unions. The Tánaiste and Minister for Enterprise, Trade and
Employment has been clear in his most recent meetings with the CEOs of the pillar banks that
he expects an interest rate reduction from them for participating in the scheme in order that participating enterprises will benefit from those reductions. He has received positive indications
from those banks and this will be reflected in the legal agreements for the scheme involving the
Department, the Strategic Banking Corporation of Ireland and the financial institutions.
The interest rates for the Covid-19 credit guarantee scheme differ from other schemes administered by the Strategic Banking Corporation of Ireland such as, for example, the future
growth loan scheme. Precise reductions are still under discussion. We need to remember that
there will be different rates for different financial products, with different customer profiles and
for different financial sizes. Accordingly, it is difficult to be precise about interest rates in this
legislation. The reduction to customers will be transparent, however, when they sign the deal
with banks or other institutions, as a result of this Government’s support. This will also show
the premium to be paid as part of the state aid rules.
This is a good opportunity for businesses to get strong levels of State support without any
state aid implications. Also important is the fact that this scheme is a support for businesses,
not for the banks. That needs to be stressed because it was missed in the debate last night. The
advantage of a credit guarantee scheme is that it leverages the detailed local knowledge of finance providers, including banks, credit unions and others, in what supports are needed in their
local communities.
The Department has the right of audit on all transactions. The Strategic Banking Corpora535
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tion of Ireland will interact with the finance providers on a frequent basis. Between us, we will
ensure that the discount has been applied. No doubt Deputy O’Reilly will be keeping an eye on
the matter too. People will vote with their feet. If customers feel they are not getting a proper
discount, they will not use the product.
Capital and-or interest moratoria for up to one year will be permitted under the scheme.
It is important to emphasise, however, that any decision in this regard will be by agreement
between the finance provider and the participating enterprise on an individual basis. This has
been a matter for discussion between the banks and the Department. We should also remember that some of these loans may only be for terms of one to three years. It is not best practice
to backload all the payments for a business into a short-term loan because this could lead to
financial stress being just as acute at the end of the loan as the start. Naturally, the banks and
other lending institutions will work with individual customers to see what terms suit them best.
There is great scope to adjust at the local level for existing and new customers. Of course, it
will be monitored.
The Government cannot accept restricting the use of any interest earned to solely cover the
costs of administering the scheme. The costs of administering the scheme are quite large, for
both the financial institutions and the State. If we were to charge these costs directly to the participating enterprises, it is likely that the interest rates would be much higher than the discount
rates we are discussing with the banks. I accept that Deputy O’Reilly would like to see what
that would entail. It is only when those discussions conclude and the scheme is up and running
that we will get a real clear picture of what has been achieved as a result of this scheme. We are
confident that this legislation will enable this conversation with the banks because it will allow
them to make credit available cheaply.
The State is covering its own costs through Exchequer funding rather than passing these
on to businesses. It is only charging the premium to cover the guarantee, which is required by
state aid rules and which will be administered by the Strategic Banking Corporation of Ireland
on behalf of the Government.
I hope Deputy O’Reilly understands that the Government’s intention is to retain some flexibility in the operation of the legislation to allow for changing circumstances rather than freezing a given set of conditions into the primary legislation. This is why we are dealing with these
issues by means of the statutory instrument, which sets out the details of the scheme and the
operating agreement and other legal agreements involving the Strategic Banking Corporation
of Ireland and the participating finance institutions.
We are acutely aware of the difficulties faced by enterprises and are doing all we can to put
in place a range of measures to help those enterprises to recover from the impacts of Covid-19,
as well as to keep the costs of these measures as low as possible. This includes the interest
being charged on loans and the administrative costs of applying for schemes, as well as providing advice, guidance and grants through our enterprise agencies and helplines on the range of
schemes available that are most suitable for the needs of individual enterprises.
In the debate on this Bill, reference has been made to what other countries are doing. We
track what they are doing. A credit guarantee scheme similar to ours is in operation in many
of them. They are slightly different versions. Most have a ratio of 80:20 like we do. Some
have greater percentages of risk on the part of the state for lower loans of up to a maximum
of €50,000. Our microenterprise loan provides up to €50,000 with a rate of practically 100%,
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given that it is a State-guaranteed bank. Not every scheme can be measured in one sentence, but
we have tracked them all and we believe that our credit guarantee scheme is up there with the
best in any other country. However, I accept that Deputies will only see that when it is up and
running. One cannot judge what is going to happen in the future based on the current scheme,
as it is different from the one proposed in this legislation.
Deputy Louise O’Reilly: I wish to respond to some of the Minister of State’s points. I do
not mean this in a disrespectful way given that he is in attendance, but we raised the issue last
night of the relevant senior Minister not being in the Chamber. The Minister of State advised
that was because there was a Cabinet meeting. I do not believe it was ongoing at the time, but
I appreciate that he may have been busy. However, this legislation is before us again and, once
more, the Minister is not present. The Government scheduled the time for this Bill and it knows
when its own meetings will be. It is not beyond reason to expect that the relevant Minister - to
stress, I do not mean this disrespectfully to the Minister of State who has turned up - should be
in attendance to take legislation. This is not good practice. I appreciate that people are busy
and we are approaching the end of the Dáil term, but the Government schedules business with
the Business Committee. At the next Business Committee meeting, perhaps the Government
representative could have a chat with the relevant line Ministers to ensure that they make themselves available when their own legislation is being debated. What is happening is not acceptable and is bad practice and I do not want to see it creeping in. We are on Committee Stage
and it would be preferable were the Minister present. This is something that we cannot allow
to become a pattern.
22/07/2020CCC00200

Notwithstanding that, I wish to respond to some of the points the Minister of State made.
He mentioned that the Tánaiste had received positive indications from the banks. Could he give
us anything more concrete than that? I would appreciate a briefing on the Government’s meetings with the banks to date and what they are saying. They will be administering the scheme.
Once the legislation is passed, the Government has made it clear that it will be up to the mostly
for-profit banks to administer the scheme. The Government stated that it will have a hands-off
approach. There are different rates for different financial products, but if a struggling small
family business is trying to get back up on its feet and hears a Minister saying that there will be
different rates for different products, that just means the rates could be higher. There is a possibility that they could be lower, but the possibility also exists that they could be higher. These
are people who are in very desperate situations.
According to the Minister of State, a moratorium will be permitted under the scheme. I am
relieved, as I am sure others are, that the Government will not outlaw such a prospect, but that
does not mean that there will be moratoriums. It just means that moratoriums will be allowed.
In the course of the Government’s deliberations with the for-profit banks, what have they been
saying about a moratorium? Are they minded to give people a moratorium? Are they minded
to realise the sort of pressure these people are under? We should bear in mind that many of
these small businesses are only just emerging from the debts they incurred because of the last
recession. The prospect of more debt and dealings with the banks will not fill them with any
kind of hope. Will the Minister of State give us more detail about what the Government has
been saying to the banks and what they have been saying in response?
Deputy Mattie McGrath: I am sorry, but I had to step out for another meeting. I have no
issue with the Minister of State’s good self and this has nothing to do with him, but it is a disgrace that the Minister is not present. This day last week, a Minister of State was sent in with
ten minutes to go. Unfortunately, I was in the Chair and I had to suspend the House because the
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Minister of State had no briefing and was unable to answer. We had to go into the corner over
there and talk to his officials about the significant borrowing and schemes in which we are about
to engage. This is not good enough. We are supposed to have pre-legislative scrutiny, detailed
discussions on Committee Stage and the legislation deliberated on in the House, but we have
waived the pre-legislative scrutiny phase, no committees have been set up and, according to the
reports from the Dáil reform committee I have heard in the past half hour, there will be bulldozing all the way by the new Government. And we are expected to pass this Bill.
I stand here as someone who voted for the bank guarantee. I am like a bad record saying
that it left a bad taste in my mouth and was the greatest mistake I ever made in my political
life. Here we are again, though, looking at proposals like this one. It is being put through on a
whim without scrutiny, Committee Stage debate, any real time for amendment or so on. I am
concerned when the Minister of State says that we have to get this through and that time is not
on our side but that there will be statutory instruments. The House has no discourse about or
input into what goes into statutory instruments.
According to the Minister of State, the heads of the banks have given positive indications.
The banks do not know what positive is. They do not do positive. They do it for themselves.
The people are in penury trying to pay back the bailout because of the way the banks were allowed to carry on. There has still been no legislation introduced to deal with them.
I have major concerns about the Strategic Banking Corporation of Ireland, SBCI, and the
three pillar banks getting their claws into this. There may be different suites of options and
rates, but the banks’ raison d’être is to make healthy profits. They have no interest in the struggling people. We saw what solace the banks gave them. There was supposed to be a moratorium over the past four or five months and no evictions because of the pandemic, but there has
been nothing but evictions, court appeals and the like in the commercial area. It is as if there is
no pandemic. The banks tell the Government one thing and it listens to them. This is like the
European situation. Instead of being the whipping boys, the Government could tell them what
to do, but no. There is no legislation to control them so the banks can give us the two fingers
on both hands.
I am worried about how they will handle this money and deal with people who get into
distress, particularly small SMES of one self-employed person and two or three employees. I
have seen this happening already in the case of employees who were in receipt of the pandemic
payment. They had loan approvals for mortgages, but because they were in receipt of the payment, the banks pulled their approvals. The banks want any reason, big, little or small, not to
lend to and support people. They are just looking for those reasons. It could be the most minute
issue, but they want a reason to refuse support. In the spirit of ní neart go cur le chéile, we support one another, but banks do not do that. They have got away with so much. They had free
rein in what they did to the country during the banking crisis. They were then bailed out and
my grandchildren will be paying that back. The banks did not learn their lesson because they
walked away scot free. There are conflicting messages from the Tánaiste and the Taoiseach
about the Government’s meetings with the banks. The banks wheel out their former politician
and now PR spokesperson. I have no issue with him, but they are putting a spin on this and
putting people through grief.
There are businesses that are on their last legs. Some of them are run by people who are
over 66 years of age and on the old age pension. They are self-employed, be they publicans,
shopkeepers, bus drivers, undertakers or candlestick makers. They cannot get a bob and the
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banks will give them no leniency to stay afloat. They cannot feed themselves. They will be
forced to get assistance from the Department of Employment Affairs and Social Protection.
They literally cannot live. They cannot live on the wind. There have been some horrific stories.
There is no point in going to a bank with the béal bocht. One will get an doras dúnta. Banks
will not even meet someone now. They have removed themselves from most small towns in the
regions. They have pay machines and so on. A customer does not meet the bank manager any
more. At one time the bank manager knew the bank’s customers and their capabilities and he or
she had a good relationship with them. There was two-way trust. Now, the banks are screwing
the customer for whatever they can get out of him or her. They want only to take in whatever
money they can and to make as much profit as they can. We all know what happened in regard
to the tracker mortgages. Do we need any more evidence? I note a new case has arisen.
22/07/2020DDD00200

Acting Chairman (Deputy Aengus Ó Snodaigh): We are on amendment No. 3.

Deputy Mattie McGrath: I know. I am sorry that I was called away for a meeting. I spoke
on the Bill last night. I have huge concerns about what is going on and the way we are passing
this legislation without proper scrutiny. It will come back to bite us. Biting us is one thing, but
it will bite the people we represent and they are the families throughout the country that need
support. They do not want anything for nothing. All they want is fair play and a decent interest rate. In these times, they should be getting money at low interest rates. If the banks were
any way loyal and supportive or nationalistic, they would be giving out money and supporting
people, but they exist to make massive profits. They have friends in the receiver companies, the
legal firms and so on. It is big, murky business and to hell with the little people.
22/07/2020DDD00300

Deputy Damien English: I will try to deal with most of the issues raised. I will not stray
into the mortgage issue. I will leave that to the Minister for Finance.
22/07/2020DDD00400

I will respond to the questions in reverse order. Deputy Mattie McGrath did contribute to
the debate last night and I did try to address some of his concerns. The Deputy had to leave
early last night as well and I did not get an opportunity to do a full wrap-up today.
The Deputy mentioned he has concerns about the legislation. This legislation amends existing legislation which has been in place since 2012 and was also amended in 2016. This is not
new legislation that has popped out of nowhere. We are adding in new schemes to deal with
the Covid-19 emergency situation under the EU framework, which will lead to lower interest
rates and more finance being available to companies of all sizes. More important, for a man
from Tipperary who is very concerned with producers, it adds in opportunities for producers,
farmers and fisheries as well. That is the key. We are strengthening the legislation. We will
be able to reach more people and, as I said, it will lead to cheaper interest rates, which we will
monitor closely.
I accept that I cannot put the table of interest rates before the House. I accept the Deputy’s
concerns in that regard. We had discussions with the banks, led by the Tánaiste. Their focus
is on getting a good quality product across a range of different offerings out to people who
need this money. I do not share the Deputy’s concerns. This legislation has been talked about
since May and it was produced back then. We had to form the Dáil to bring it through. I have
thanked the Houses for their co-operation in bringing it through quickly. I acknowledge that
people waived their right to committee scrutiny because everyone recognised the importance
of reaching SMEs with finance. We sometimes have to move fast in this House. The legislation is not dramatic. It does not change the legalities of the scheme. Rather, it makes it a much
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better scheme. It is a scheme that we own. The State gives this guarantee. We only give the
guarantee to the banks. It is apportioned out to each of the individual banks if we agree with
what they are going to do and if they are doing what we want them to do. If a particular bank
does not decide to use the scheme in the right way, then it will not be using the scheme. That
is fair enough. Customers will go somewhere else. The Deputy might dislike banks but I am
sure he would complain if a bank announced it was moving out of a particular town in Tipperary
because jobs and so on would be lost.
(Interruptions).
Deputy Damien English: We are using the existing bank network to distribute the finance
to people who need it. If we set up our own network, it could slow down the process, it could
be cumbersome and costly and so on. The credit guarantee, which works all across Europe, is
done this way. We guarantee the financial products. This puts the banks in a stronger position
to give people a better deal on their loans. That is what we are trying to achieve. We all want
the same thing, namely, access to finance and access to it on simpler terms and at lower cost in
monetary terms as well. That is what we are trying to achieve with this legislation. We believe
this will happen because this legislation also removes the portfolio cap, which, as rightly identified by many in this House, was a major impediment to achieving those lower interest rates.
In passing this legislation, we will be in a much stronger position to reach out with a better
financial product.
22/07/2020DDD00600

I mentioned a mix of products. There are numerous banks and lending institutions that will
use this scheme and, therefore, there will be a range of products available. I hope we will see
competition in terms of prices and interest rates. There will also be different types of loans such
as overdrafts, term loans, and longer term loans of three years, five years and six years. That
is what I meant when I said there would be a mix of products. We will track them all. Following enactment of this legislation, we will work with the banks in the weeks ahead to have these
loans up and running by September or, all going well, before that if we can with lower cost of
funding as well. Legislation is not where one would write in the interest rate or the terms and
condition of loans. That is part of the agreement process and the legal documents that will be
signed between the Strategic Banking Corporation of Ireland and the lending institutions that
are going to avail of this scheme. This is not confined to the pillar banks. Lest members missed
this point last night, this is not just about the pillar banks, although they are the predominant
entities in the discussions thus far. The first 30% of funding will be allocated, if they want it,
to those banks. The remaining 70% will be an open call to credit unions, post offices and other
financial institutions that want to avail of the scheme. I ask members to bear in mind that it is
open to all of the financial institutions that want to lend money.
I will move now to the questions raised by Deputy O’Reilly. I do not take offence that she
is insulted that I am here and not the senior Minister. To be clear, I would expect that business
people who follow this debate and listen to us discuss matters that will affect them and their
businesses in accessing funding would expect this House to act in a reasonable businesslike
manner. I refer not to Deputy O’Reilly but to Deputy Pearse Doherty who last night made a big
drama out of the Tánaiste not being here for the debate. He was acting like a child. I mean no
offence to Deputy O’Reilly. I know Deputy Doherty is her colleague but he was acting like a
child.
22/07/2020DDD00700

Deputy Louise O’Reilly: That is offensive to Deputy Doherty.
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Deputy Damien English: I did not interrupt Deputy O’Reilly when she spoke.

(Interruptions).
22/07/2020DDD01000

Deputy Damien English: I will use Deputy O’Reilly’s words.

An Ceann Comhairle: I ask Deputy O’Reilly to allow the Minister of State to make whatever point he is making and then we will decide.
22/07/2020DDD01100

Deputy Damien English: With respect to Deputy O’Reilly’s terms, I put them back at her.
In my view, her colleague did not act like a businessman last night. Rather, he acted like a child
and a spoiled child at that. He knew that the European Council meetings ran over by a couple
of days, the knock-on effect of which was that the Cabinet and sub-Cabinet meetings were
rescheduled. The Tánaiste wanted to be here to open the debate because this is legislation on
which he has worked in his Department and in respect of which he has been on the airwaves. It
was arranged by Government to make sure we could all be there for the debate and the Tánaiste
was to open that debate. He could not do it because of the knock-on effect of EU meetings,
which are important to this country, which Deputy O’Reilly knows because she is an intelligent
person. The knock-on effect of the rescheduling of Cabinet meetings meant that he could not
be in the House last night. That is why he was not there. That should be acknowledged and
respected. We acknowledged it.
22/07/2020DDD01200

Last night, I was the first to thank all Members for their co-operation in getting this important
legislation through the House. I recognise we are doing so in difficult circumstances in terms
of moving back and forth to Leinster House and so on and that can be complicated. I thanked
everybody for their efforts in facilitating the fast-tracking of the legislation. Sometimes, fasttracking legislation and setting agendas a week before means that speakers might not be able
to make it. That happens on the Opposition benches as well. The Tánaiste could not be in the
House for the debate last night but he would have liked to have been there. I can assure Deputies we discussed this Bill again today and we also discussed the amendments. The Tánaiste is
involved because this is legislation drafted by his Department. As I said, he would like to have
been there last night but he could not. Making an issue of that is a little bit out of order.
22/07/2020DDD01300

22/07/2020DDD01400

Deputy Mattie McGrath: On a point of order----An Ceann Comhairle: Deputy Louise O’Reilly indicated first on a point of order.

Deputy Louise O’Reilly: The Tánaiste is not here today. That is the excuse he had last
night.
22/07/2020DDD01500

22/07/2020DDD01600

An Ceann Comhairle: That is not a point of order.

Deputy Louise O’Reilly: He is not here today. It is important that that is recorded. He is
not here today. The Minister of State has given an excuse for yesterday. We need a new excuse
today.
22/07/2020DDD01700

An Ceann Comhairle: It is not a point of order. I call Deputy Mattie McGrath on a point
of order.
22/07/2020DDD01800

Deputy Mattie McGrath: The Ceann Comhairle has just ruled out of order Deputy
O’Reilly’s point that the Tánaiste is not here. He should be here.
22/07/2020DDD01900
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An Ceann Comhairle: Fine.

Deputy Damien English: With respect, I was asked to address the situation last night.
People do not like that I am here; that is fair enough.
22/07/2020DDD02100

22/07/2020DDD02200

Deputy Mattie McGrath: We did not say that.

An Ceann Comhairle: It is great to have the Minister of State here. He is fully on top of
the legislation and he can deal more than adequately with it. Let us conclude our discussion on
this, if we can, please.
22/07/2020DDD02300

Deputy Damien English: With regard to the issue of evictions raised by Deputy McGrath,
the legislation that went through the House towards the end of March to ban evictions was
solely in regard to domestic and residential housing. I took that legislation through on behalf
of my then senior Minister. We announced that there were no evictions and that businesses are
still under pressure but those evictions are linked to domestic and residential premises, not commercial premises. I make that point in case there was any doubt in regard to that legislation.
22/07/2020DDD02400

Deputies are right that, for businesses, rent and their conversations with their landlords
and lending institutions around how they can pay that fixed cost form a big issue. There is no
doubt that there is an issue brewing in that regard. It comes up in all of our discussions with
the SME groups as well and we are trying to address it. The programme for Government commits to bringing forward criteria to deal with that as well. Other measures are being examined.
The July stimulus package that will be announced later this week will include more supports.
We are very much aware of the issue but Deputies are right to raise it. I want to clear up the
concern in regard to evictions. It is not possible under that legislation to deal with commercial
evictions. That was not the intention behind it. We are aware that there is an issue. Different
countries are taking different approaches in terms of how to address it. My Department and
other Departments will come together to work with the sector to identify ways we can help it to
get through that as well.
I will return now to the scheme and the interest rates and making them available. I stress
that this is one offering in the toolkit. There are also restart grants and waivers of rates and other
costs. I ask Deputies, therefore, not to consider this to be the only solution. It is not a silver bullet and it is not meant to be. We firmly believe that this scheme will facilitate lending at lower
interest rates. It has to do so under the EU framework; that is what it is about. Everyone in our
meetings knows that is what this is about. It has been proven to work in many other countries.
We all agree the existing scheme in this country does not provide the solutions we now need
for Covid, which is why we are addressing the scheme in the Bill and changing the criteria for
it within the scope of the EU framework.
I acknowledge that Deputy O’Reilly would like to outline the interest rates in the legislation
but, again, it is not the suitable place to do so. If she wants briefings on the interactions with
the banks, I can arrange that for her. Those discussions will continue in the coming weeks if
we get this Bill through this House today and the Seanad tomorrow. Hopefully, the President
will be able to sign it into law quickly. We can then finish our negotiations with the banks on
the details of the scheme and statutory instruments will be signed. I think the Deputy will be
happy with what comes out of that and the offer that will be made. As I stated several times,
I acknowledge that the Deputy does not agree but I ask her to let the legislation go through so
that we can finish this work and get the money to businesses that need it.
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Amendment, by leave, withdrawn.
Section 5 agreed to.
Sections 6 and 7 agreed to.
Title agreed to.
Bill reported without amendment, received for final consideration and passed.
Sitting suspended at 6.35 p.m. and resumed at 6.40 p.m.

Debenhams Ireland Redundancies: Motion [Private Members]

22/07/2020FFF00100

An Ceann Comhairle: We are resuming with Private Members’ business. I know it is
causing some confusion that we are approximately two and a half hours ahead of schedule but
that is not my fault.
22/07/2020FFF00200

22/07/2020FFF00300

Deputy Richard Boyd Barrett: I move:
That Dáil Éireann:
notes that:
— over 1,400 workers in Debenhams Ireland faced mass lay-offs when the United Kingdom parent company announced it would no longer support the Irish subsidiary in April of this year;
— the company has not negotiated with the workers’ representatives since and
that liquidators have been appointed;
— the workers have a collective agreement with Debenhams that guarantees an
enhanced redundancy payment package of two weeks statutory plus two weeks;
— initially workers were informed that the company had liabilities of around €19
million, but this estimate has since been revised upwards to around €225 million;
— Debenhams Ireland had entered an arrangement as co-guarantor of a major
debt facility of around £200 million utilised by the UK parent company in 2019;
— the Bank of Ireland is part of the consortium that includes Barclays bank and
two United States-based hedge funds that triggered this process and this consortium
are now effectively the owners of Debenhams UK; and
— workers are fearful that the insolvency of their company has all the hallmarks
of a tactical insolvency which will leave them as creditors with nothing other than
statutory entitlements;
further notes that:
— five years ago, Clerys department store closed and its workers were made
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redundant with no notification by their company;
— the Oireachtas responded by commissioning a report into the causes of the
closure, and the manner in which workers were abandoned;
— the subsequent ‘Expert Examination and Review of Laws on the Protection
of Employee Interests when assets are separated from the operating entity (DuffyCahill report)’ made several suggestions for legislative reform to ensure workers
would not be abandoned in any subsequent closure or liquidation process; and
— to date the Oireachtas has failed to legislate for any of the areas examined by
the Duffy-Cahill report;
condemns:
— the failure of past Governments to legislate to protect workers in these situations; and
— the actions of the consortium now in control of Debenhams and specifically
the role of the Bank of Ireland, which were bailed out by the Irish State in 2008;
sends a message of support to the Debenhams workers for the stance they have taken
to protect their livelihoods;
recognises:
— the plight of the Debenhams workers and the decades of service many have
rendered to their company;
— the threat of mass redundancies facing many other workers in many sectors
and industries in the coming period; and
— in the case of Debenhams, the State is the first creditor that the liquidators seek
to settle with on amounts due for various taxes and rates owed;
calls on the Government to:
— legislate as a priority to strengthen the rights of workers facing redundancies
and layoffs, and specifically to legislate to:
— reorder the priority afforded to workers as creditors in any liquidation process by amending section 621 of the Companies Act 2014;
— amend the Protection of Employment Act 1977 to increase the compensation for workers from four weeks to two years in cases where their employer has
contravened sections 9 and 10 of the Act; and
— amend all appropriate legislation such as the ‘Protection of Employment
Acts’ as called for in the Duffy-Cahill report to ensure that where agreements for
enhanced redundancies have been negotiated with workers, these are honoured as
preferential creditors in any subsequent liquidation process; and
in recognition of the failure of the State to act in this area and to protect workers like
those in Debenhams, calls on the Minister for Finance, Minister for Employment Affairs
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and Social Protection and the Taoiseach to:
— notify the liquidators in Debenhams that the State will forgo its priority as a
creditor and instruct the liquidator to use funds realised instead to pay the enhanced
redundancy payments agreed between the Debenhams workers and the company;
and
— immediately initiate negotiations with representatives of the Bank of Ireland
to ensure the workers receive the full collective redundancy package previously
agreed with the Debenhams company.
I am sharing time with Deputies Gino Kenny and Mick Barry. The treatment of 1,400
Debenhams workers by Debenhams, a very large company that continues to make profits in
this country through online sales and which continues to operate in the North of this country
and operate and make money in Britain, has been nothing short of despicable. We have heard
descriptions from workers about how, essentially, they were tricked by the company using the
cover of the Covid-19 pandemic to suggest that various things it was doing, such as stocktaking
in stores and movement of goods etc., were related to the Covid-19 issue. These had nothing to
do with Covid-19 but instead were related to a tactical liquidation, using the cover of the pandemic to dump these 1,400 workers, most of whom had worked for the company for decades.
These workers gave loyal service in Debenhams stores all across the country but were dumped
in the most cynical way.
Our motion seeks the justice that should have been given to these workers if previous Governments had acted to tackle similar actions in this country over recent years. The most recent
case is that of Clerys, which had a similar liquidation process and where workers were dumped.
Before that we have the examples of La Senza, Vita Cortex and Thomas Cook. They are just
the cases I am familiar with, although there are probably others that people can remind me of.
Time and again, and particularly in the retail sector and department stores, retail workers have
been treated in this absolutely outrageous way.
After the Clerys dispute, the Duffy-Cahill report was produced, which suggested that there
should be a reordering of the priority of creditors in cases of liquidation in order to ensure that
workers could not be treated in this way. This would ensure workers would become priority
creditors when it came to the liquidation of assets, companies would not be able to run away
with assets and other people could not take priority over the workers who generated the wealth,
as Debenhams workers have done over many years. Successive Governments have failed to
do this. Five years after the Clerys dispute, this has not been done and the Debenhams workers
find themselves in their current position.
The cynicism of Debenhams goes on as clearly this was orchestrated well in advance of
Covid-19. This company has significant assets and we only need to know what is in the stores
around the country to see that it has tens of millions of euro in assets. It also has an online business. Essentially, the company tried to take the assets off the balance sheet by making Debenhams Ireland co-guarantors in a £200 million debt taken out by Debenhams UK. This is just an
accountancy manoeuvre deliberately designed to lay the ground for the liquidation, leaving the
workers with nothing.
Quite rightly, the workers have not accepted this. There is no doubt Debenhams hoped
workers would be shell-shocked and demoralised and in the context of the pandemic that they
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would just take this lying down. To their eternal credit, this inspiring group of workers, mostly
women, have stood up, fought for their rights and refused to be treated in this despicable way.
They are now in their 104th day of protest and at Henry Street and other stores round-the-clock
pickets are being mounted to prevent the liquidators, KPMG, from moving in and taking those
assets when those assets should be liquidated to the benefit of the workers.
The Taoiseach said he had great sympathy for the workers. When I and others raised this in
the past number of weeks, he told us he was greatly sympathetic and the treatment of Debenhams workers was disgraceful. He said he would look at legislation going forward but there
was nothing he could really do. That was the implication for this particular group of workers.
In this motion we are making a concrete proposal that can be achieved. It is something that
arose from a meeting of the workers and the liquidator, when it became clear the Government
is a priority shareholder. Therefore, the Government can waive its priority and instruct KPMG
to give a better redundancy deal to the workers in the form of the four weeks of pay per year of
service and ensure they are the top priority in the liquidation of assets.
The workers do not want tea and sympathy but tangible action to give them the justice they
deserve. We also want the legislation to ensure similar cases do not arise in future with similar
groups of workers. The workers are marching here later this evening because they were not
aware of the change in the Dáil schedule. If we want to send a message of solidarity and hope
to those workers, the Government should accept this motion and drop its amendments, which
other speakers will address.
Deputy Gino Kenny: I commend the Debenhams workers who have been on strike for
more than 105 days through very difficult circumstances because of the public health emergency. Anybody who has visited the picket line would be inspired and amazed by their determination over 14 or 15 weeks. It has been a very difficult time but their solidarity and support
for each other is inspiring for anybody who supports the trade union movement. It is everything
that is good about working class people. It is about standing together, shoulder to shoulder,
when they are up against it.
22/07/2020FFF00400

These workers are fighting for a fair redundancy. Some of these people have worked with
Debenhams for over 25 years. Can the Minister of State imagine how he would feel if he was
treated like that having worked for an employer for 25 years? He would feel very aggrieved.
That is the reason the workers have been on the picket line since April. They will win.
The Dáil is almost like a bubble. It passes legislation to protect workers and so forth but in
one night in 2008, the banks were completely guaranteed in respect of all their debts, yet legislation that could protect workers in redundancy such as the Debenhams workers has never been
passed. That leaves a very bitter taste in people’s mouths. It is ironic that the Bank of Ireland
has a 14% share in Debenhams so it has an obligation to the workers to give them a decent
settlement and a decent redundancy.
As a member of the Government, the Minister of State should call in members of Bank of
Ireland and ask them what their obligation is to the Debenhams workers. He has the power to
do that because in 2008 the Government bailed out the banks to the tune of €4.6 billion. I will
repeat that figure - €4.6 billion. It is an incredible amount of money. Taxpayers in this country
have been on the line for that money yet workers are screwed every time they try to stand up to
their employers.
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The Debenhams workers are an inspiration, not only to the trade union movement but to the
working-class movement. It is up to us to pass this motion today to send a message to those
workers that they can and will win.
Deputy Mick Barry: This debate is taking place in the National Convention Centre, in
Dublin’s north inner city. We are just down the road from Liberty Hall, the headquarters of
James Connolly and Jim Larkin, and the locked out workers of 1913. We are a little more than a
mile away from the scene of the world-famous Dunnes Stores anti-apartheid strike of the 1980s,
and now we have another historic strike taking place here in Dublin’s north inner city. Striking workers, overwhelmingly women, are picketing Debenhams stores at 11 separate locations
across the country - in Cork, Tralee, Waterford, Galway, Limerick, Newbridge and Dublin,
including here at the company’s flagship store in Henry Street. There is no doubt that this is a
historic strike. We have only to look at the timing. It is the first strike of the coronavirus era.
In terms of the duration, it will be 15 full weeks tomorrow. This strike is a litmus test of how
working people will be treated in the age of Covid-19.
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I want to say at the outset that the motion put before the House tonight by Solidarity-People
Before Profit is a very moderate one. A radical motion would call for the 11 stores or, at the
very least, several of them, to be taken into public ownership to save jobs. Instead, this motion
focuses on the redundancy issue and serves to support the demand of the workers themselves
that they be paid four weeks per year of service rather than the bare statutory two weeks that is
currently on the table. By the way, Debenhams workers have a collective agreement with the
company, which is seven years old now, for four weeks. It is an implied condition of employment and it should have the legal force of a condition in a contract of employment.
In 2003, the Canadian professor and legal theorist, Joel Bakan, made a documentary movie
called “The Corporation: The Pathological Pursuit of Profit and Power”. In that powerful anticapitalist film, Bakan shows the eerie similarities between the personality of the modern-day
corporation and the personality of a psychopath - callous disregard for the feelings of others,
incapacity to maintain human relationships, deceitfulness, incapacity to experience guilt, etc.
If Mr. Bakan ever decides to make a sequel, I would respectfully suggest that he might look no
further than the case of Debenhams for his case study, a company which sacked its workers by
email, stripped its Irish operation of all its assets, tried to do a moonlight flit and pay its workers
nothing, and then reopened 122 stores across the water, keeping the extremely profitable online
business going, and still refusing to pay its workers a single red cent.
This motion is not just about the role of Debenhams. It is also about the role of Government
and the State. The House will be aware that the State has a 14% stake in Bank of Ireland and
that Bank of Ireland is part of the consortium of banks which forced the closure of the 11 Irish
stores. The State also has its liquidation laws, framed by Governments led by Fianna Fáil and
Fine Gael, which fix the liquidation process and make it a rigged game, and force the workers
down near the back of the payout queue. The workers understand full well that playing the
liquidation game by the rules as they are laid down will in this instance leave them with nothing but the bare statutory minimum payments. That is why they are correctly and on the basis
of a 97% strike mandate refusing to play by the rules of the game, blocking the removal of
stock from the stores and taking the position that they will only allow stock leave when a just
settlement is put in place for the workers. Where are we now? It is a Mexican stand-off. The
liquidator cannot get the stock out of the shops and no end of threats, whether it be injunctions
or anything else, will change that basic position.
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This is a stalemate which I believe can only now be broken by Government intervention.
The Government, led by the new Taoiseach, says there is very little it can do but it is contradicted by no less a source than the liquidator himself. Last Wednesday night, the RTÉ website
published an article about the Debenhams dispute and in the article it quoted extensively from
the liquidator. Among other statements he stated: “Unless the State voluntarily instructs the
liquidator to allocate supplementary cash to the workers, there is nothing that can be done”. To
be clear, he is not saying that there is nothing that can be done. He is saying that there is one
thing that can be done and one thing only, that is, for the State to give an instruction.
The State is owed many millions of euro from the liquidation process - €5 million for the
Revenue, unpaid rates, etc. The State should use its leverage through Bank of Ireland to force
a rethink on Debenhams UK about the four weeks’ redundancy, but if it cannot succeed in doing that, the Government must then resolve the issue itself by issuing the necessary instruction.
Furthermore, there must never again be a scandal such as that we see at Debenhams or the one
we saw in Clerys just five years ago. Legislation is urgently needed to protect workers’ rights in
liquidation situations. Companies must be prevented from putting all their assets into one company, keeping it open and then, having split the company, putting all its losses into another and
shutting it down. Companies must be prevented from going into liquidation during lockdowns
and workers must no longer be put down near the back of the queue in a liquidation situation.
Instead, they must be top of the list.
I made some points earlier about the corporate personality of Debenhams. I want to make a
point about the personality of the Debenhams workers whom I have met and got to know over
the past 15 weeks.
I have been an activist in the working class movement in this country for 40 years. My experience is that many of the best qualities and characteristics of working-class people emerge
in times of collective struggle - determination to fight injustice, solidarity among those who
have been robbed and a sense of humour. I have seen these qualities in abundance
7 o’clock
among the women on the Debenhams picket lines. I saw them in the workers on
Henry Street who had done a night shift. They used their social media outlets to
help a man who visited their picket line to find his son, who he said had fallen on hard times and
gone missing in the inner city. They were successful in helping that man.
I have seen those qualities in the Debenhams workers in Cork. They made a marvellous
gesture of solidarity with their fellow workers in Bangladesh, who have been cast aside and
thrown into poverty by the company. The workers in Cork set up a fundraising campaign and
raised more than €15,000 for those workers. I could go on. These women deserve fair play.
They deserve justice. They deserve a clear-cut decision and a clear vote from Dáil Éireann with
no ifs, ands, buts or amendments designed to wreck the motion. That is what they deserve when
we debate this motion tonight and vote on it tomorrow evening.
Minister of State at the Department of Business, Enterprise and Innovation (Deputy
Damien English): I move amendment No. 1:
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To delete all words after “Dáil Éireann” and substitute the following:
“extends its sympathy to the employees of Debenhams Ireland who have lost their
jobs given the liquidation of the company;
acknowledges the distress and worry that this is causing for employees of Debenhams
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Ireland, and the added difficulty at the present time when mobility remains restricted;
notes that:
— Debenhams Ireland is undergoing a court-supervised liquidation, and that the
case remains before the High Court and accordingly is sub judice;
— a company cannot merely assert that it is insolvent, it must apply for an official
court liquidation and as such the liquidation will be under the supervision of the Irish
courts system;
— the Companies Act 2014 already provides for a court power to order the return
of assets improperly transferred in appropriate cases;
— the Workplace Relations Commission continues to be fully operational and
available to any interested parties who may require it;
— the Government’s job loss protocol has been activated for employees of Debenhams Ireland putting in place all available supports and information for workers,
including on welfare entitlements, job-search assistance and upskilling needs and
opportunities;
— the Protection of Employment Act 1977 imposes a number of obligations on
employers who are proposing collective redundancies;
— in respect of redundancy entitlements, it is the responsibility of the employer
in the first instance to pay statutory redundancy and other wage related entitlements
to eligible employees;
— the Social Insurance Fund provides an important safety net for employees in
situations where the employer cannot pay statutory redundancy due to financial difficulties or insolvency; and
— the State will guarantee statutory employment rights to the workers of Debenhams;
recalls that in response to concerns in earlier cases, the then Government, in 2016,
commissioned two reports in parallel: the ‘Expert Examination and Review of Laws on
the Protection of Employee Interests when assets are separated from the operating entity (Duffy-Cahill Report)’ in March 2016, and the report of the Company Law Review
Group (CLRG) on ‘Protection of Employees and Unsecured Creditors’ in June 2017;
recognises the need for the Government to have a strong focus on job creation, training and reskilling in the July Stimulus announcement and forthcoming National Economic Plan, given the number of people whose employment has been threatened or lost
as a result of the Covid-19 public health emergency;
further notes that the Tánaiste and Minister for Business, Enterprise and Innovation
will meet with Debenhams worker representatives; and
endorses the intention to immediately commence the Programme for Government’s
commitments regarding employee protections by:
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— reviewing whether the current legal provisions surrounding collective redundancies and the liquidation of companies effectively protect the rights of workers;
— reviewing the Companies Act 2014, with a view to addressing the practice
of trading entities splitting their operations between trading and property, with the
result being the trading business (including the jobs) goes into insolvency and the
assets are taken out of the original business; and
— examining the legal provision that pertains to any sale to a connected party
following the insolvency of a company including who can object and the allowable
grounds of an objection.”
I welcome this opportunity to discuss these important matters and their impact on more
than 1,000 Debenhams workers and their families, as well as the suppliers with stock in those
outlets. The focus of tonight’s motion is the employees and everything they have been going
through for more than 100 days since they got that devastating news. We all recognise the very
difficult position they are now in. As a country we are in difficult times. Among other things,
this was one of the first groups of employees to be hit hard by the fallout from Covid-19. There
is recognition throughout the country of their plight. People support them and there is a great
recognition of the important role that those involved in retail have played in recent months.
Most people now have a greater recognition of the service they provide.
I have particular sympathy for the Debenhams employees because I have met a lot of them
over the years. I have shopped there many times myself. I am not sure about others, but I have
certainly been there on many occasions and they always provided a top-class service and were
very pleasant people to deal with. The Tánaiste, the Minister of State, Deputy Troy, and I found
the same thing when we had a chance to meet the employees’ representatives and some of the
employees themselves. We met Ms Valerie Conlon and Ms Carol Quinn earlier today. As some
of the Deputies have mentioned already, both Valerie and Carol have been working there for
decades. Valerie worked there for 24 years and Carol, who is herself from Cork, has been there
for more than 30 years. They are very committed.
Those representatives put the case very strongly today and we had a very successful and
solutions-focused meeting to discuss what we can and cannot do. The Tánaiste, the Minister of
State, Deputy Troy, and I listened to them intently. We were very pleased to meet them and understand where they are coming from. We want to see what the Government can do in response
and how the legislation can work for them, or in some cases cannot work.
I wish to express my sympathy and that of my Government colleagues for those Debenhams
employees and for all those who have lost their jobs as a result of this. We all recognise that
Debenhams staff have given loyal service for many decades. It is an awful shame that this has
happened to them. Today one could see the pain they are going through. Having given such
loyalty, they really feel let down. We also got that sense from the workers we met before today.
It could be seen in their eyes that they felt totally let down after giving dedicated service for
many years. It is important that we have this conversation to see how we can help them. We
must focus on solutions.
We recognise that this is a difficult situation for them and their families. I am acutely aware
of the timing of this, occurring as it has during the Covid-19 pandemic, a difficult time for many
people in the country. The Government is working in a co-ordinated way to support everyone
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who faces the prospect of losing his or her job and all of those who have already lost their jobs
in recent months. The job loss response protocol was immediately activated for the employees
of Debenhams. This brings together all available supports and information for them, including information on welfare entitlements, job search assistance and upskilling opportunities. It
is important that this work continues even though a discussion is ongoing. The workers have
their own picket, but it is important that all the Departments and agencies of the State step up
immediately and do their jobs as quickly as they possibly can.
Regarding job losses and efforts to sustain businesses more broadly, it is hoped the Government will publish the July stimulus plan this week. That will strengthen the Government’s
effort to save and create jobs and save businesses on behalf of the taxpayers of this country. As
outlined in the programme for Government, the July stimulus will be followed in October by
the national economic plan, which will be published on the same day as the budget. Many colleagues of all parties will feed into that. They have already contributed suggestions and ideas
for legislation as well as for the July stimulus plan to be announced this week. In October, we
will set out a long-term approach to restoring employment and the economy. As the Minister
of State with responsibility for employment affairs and retail businesses, I am quite clear about
the serious situation that sector will be in. It has gone through as difficult a time as any sector
in this country, with many changes affecting it. That has now become a lot more serious. We
have a lot of work to do where the retail sector is concerned. We must work with the sector, its
representative bodies and its employees. It is a very important sector with great opportunities,
on which we must expand.
All of these economic initiatives must be centred around employment, retaining jobs wherever we can, creating new ones to replace jobs that might be lost, and providing a strong focus
on quality employment with good terms, conditions and work-life balance. The qualifications
and retail excellence built up by someone who has worked for more than 30 years were quite
clear from today’s meeting with the Debenhams employees. They have a skill that is transferable to many other sectors. I have previously been a Minister of State with responsibility for
skills, research and innovation. I am keenly aware of the skills of those working in the retail
sector.
I recognise that the workers of Debenhams have immediate questions and concerns on the
redundancy payments they will receive as a result of the liquidation of this company. Again, we
met officially with the representatives of the Debenhams workers to hear their views and concerns. It was clear to us from that discussion that the engagement between the liquidator, the
company and the union representing employees has not yet concluded. They are working very
closely together, having engaged in previous situations. It is important to note that the State
will ensure that the statutory employment rights of the Debenhams workers are recognised.
There is quite strong legislation behind that, as we discussed here last week. The information
and customer service of the Workplace Relations Commission can provide information on employment rights and equality and industrial relations matters. That body provides a very good
service. I also recognise that the Debenhams liquidation is court supervised and remains before
the High Court. These legal proceedings will need to conclude and it is essential that nothing
prejudicial is said here tonight. We have borne that in mind when moving the Government’s
amendment. The resources available for distribution towards debts owed to employees and to
other creditors, including State creditors, have not yet been confirmed by the liquidator. This
work is ongoing.
I acknowledge that this is an exceptionally difficult situation for Debenhams employees
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and for the many small business owners who are suppliers to the company and have stock tied
up in this. The Debenhams employees and their union recognise those concerns also. They
are waiting for answers and are understandably concerned. Anybody running a small business
now is in a difficult situation. I am aware that the Debenhams employees have raised the issue
of collective redundancies. The redundancy payments to be made to employees in a collective
redundancy situation are a matter between an employer and employees in the first instance.
The employees had negotiated additional terms for themselves in recent years, and rightly so.
However, the Social Insurance Fund provides a safety net for employees in situations where an
employer cannot pay statutory redundancy payments due to financial difficulties or insolvency.
Several legitimate questions about the rights of employees when a company goes into liquidation have been raised tonight and in recent weeks. These are particularly pressing issues
given the number of people whose employment has been threatened or lost as a result of the
Covid-19 public health emergency. Responding to this, the Government made several important commitments in the programme for Government. Specifically, the Government will review
whether the current legal provisions on collective redundancies and the liquidation of companies effectively protect the rights of workers; review the Companies Act 2014 with a view to
addressing the practice of companies splitting their operations in advance of an insolvency so
that the assets are taken from the original business; and examine the legal provisions around
sales to a connected party following an insolvency, including who is entitled to object.
The Tánaiste and the Department are asking the Company Law Review Group, CLRG,
to examine these matters as a matter of priority. That work has been ongoing for some time.
When it concludes, the Government will be ready to act and to propose legislation where it can
achieve improvements.
It has been noted that the Duffy Cahill report of 2017 made a number of recommendations
on the protection of employee interests, with a focus on specific cases where interests are separated from the operating company. That report was sought by the former Minister, Deputy Bruton, and the former Minister of State, Deputy Nash, when they were in the Department of Jobs,
Enterprise and Innovation. The Company Law Review Group also made recommendations in
2017 regarding the protection of employees and other unsecured creditors. Both of those sets
of recommendations will be reconsidered as part of the work the Government is commencing.
It is important work, not least given the more difficult economic conditions we face and the
unwelcome prospect of more business failures and job losses into the future.
It is necessary and right that we look to see how the statutory framework can be improved to
better protect workers’ rights, as the Government is doing. However, we should not lose sight
of the fact that we have a strong legal framework for dealing with insolvency, and it includes
provisions to deal with improper actions. Under the Companies Act 2014, a company cannot
merely assert that it is insolvent. It must apply for an official court liquidation, which will be
under the supervision of the High Court. The Companies Act provides, in section 608, that liquidators or creditors of an insolvent company can, in appropriate cases, obtain a court power to
order the return of assets which have been improperly transferred. The Act also provides, under
section 559, that a related company may be required to contribute to the payment of debts owed
by the company being wound up. These and other statutory provisions, and the associated civil
and criminal penalties, provide an important deterrent to improper actions by companies facing
an insolvency. It is worth recalling that the Duffy Cahill report found that “the provisions of
the Companies Act 2014 that are already available do not appear to be in need of amendment,
but more in need of use”.
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As I have outlined, there is a strong and comprehensive statutory framework already in
place for dealing with insolvency. No such framework can be a panacea for the cost of business
failure for workers and other debtors, including other businesses, but the legal framework does
provide clear remedies and sanctions where there is illegal conduct, as well as rights and protections for employees where collective redundancies are in view. By way of the commitments
in the programme for Government, we will be looking to see how and where this framework
can be further improved for workers, and we will consult all Members in this regard. Across
all fronts, the Government will maintain a strong focus on job creation, training and reskilling
in the July stimulus and the forthcoming national economic plan. These are the Government’s
priorities and commitments to workers at Debenhams and across our economy. I commend the
Government amendment to the House.
Deputy Paul Murphy: The Minister of State’s response to our motion and the Government’s amendment to it are an insult. The amendment is an insult to the workers who have
been taking action for 104 days. What the Minister of State has offered is more tea, sympathy,
crocodile tears and generalities about what the Government is going to do for workers in the future and what it is going to do in terms of legislation. There is nothing - not a word - about what
it is going to do for the workers who are facing this crisis right now, as set out in our motion
that supports them. The Minister of State said one thing that I agreed with, which is that these
workers really feel let down. That is correct, but they feel let down not only by the company
but also by the Government.
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The Government’s hypocrisy in this matter is utterly sickening. I participated in a Zoom
call with the Taoiseach, before he assumed office, and some of the Debenhams workers six or
eight weeks ago. I stood in front of Leinster House with Debenhams workers when they met
with the Taoiseach, before he was Taoiseach. Just like on that Zoom call, he nodded knowingly
and sympathetically and said he appreciated their circumstances and would do what he could to
help them. I was on a protest and picket line last Saturday with a Fianna Fáil Deputy who was
presumably there to support the workers. Now, however, when the Government is being asked
to do something to support them, it is not willing to do anything. Nothing whatsoever is being
offered, only a continuation of the empty crocodile tears, tea and sympathy. The hypocritical
behaviour of Government party Members pretending to support those workers when in opposition, as we saw with the Taoiseach before he took office, compared with their behaviour now
they are in government is utterly disgusting. They are saying now that there is nothing they
can do and, in so doing, they are implicitly and in effect backing the company. It is a disgrace.
The Minister of State said that such situations are a matter between the employer and the
employee in the first instance. For how long does the first instance go on in this case? When
the workers have been out for 15 weeks, are we not beyond the first instance? Are we not into a
situation where the State must act to avoid workers being treated in this scandalous way and to
avoid a green light being given to every other company in the country to do exactly the same?
Will the Government continue to sit on its hands and allow workers to be treated in this way?
I was in the Dáil Chamber on Tuesday when another issue was raised by Deputy Boyd Barrett, in response to which the Taoiseach was at pains to say that the Deputy was always saying
the Government is about businesses. His Government is not about the businesses, the Taoiseach told us, but about the workers. He really emphasised that. This evening, however, when
the Government has a very simple chance to do something for a group of workers who are being
treated abysmally by their employer, it is not going to do anything about it. I say the Government is not about the workers. It is about big businesses and facilitating legislation that allows
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big businesses to get away with murder.
The truth is that the law is allowing Debenhams to proceed with what is clearly a tactical
insolvency. The company is abusing the laws that exist in this country to load the debt of the
overall operation onto Debenhams in Ireland and then walk away. The assets are effectively going to the British operation while the debts sit with the Irish side, meaning the workers, in effect,
get nothing from the company. At the same time, the Minister of State tells us he is preparing,
in the autumn, to cut the pandemic unemployment payment of these workers, for whom he says
he can do nothing, from €350 to €300. If the Government gets away with that, it will cut the
payment to €250 and, after that, it will be down to jobseeker’s benefit and means testing. That
is the attitude of this Government to workers.
What is happening in this case demonstrates a lot about the nature of the establishment political parties and who they represent, which is big business and the 1%. It demonstrates a lot,
as Deputy Barry has explained well, about the real character of corporations and how all the
talk about multiple stakeholders and caring about society is nonsense. These companies care
only about their profits and they are willing to throw their own workers, who have been loyal to
them for decades, onto the scrapheap to maximise those profits. What is happening also says a
lot about the State machinery in this country. The recommendations of the Duffy Cahill report
were not implemented and these companies are legally able to operate in this way because the
State machinery also operates in the interests of the 1% of big business and big corporations in
this country. To me, it makes a general point about the need to end this sort of State machinery,
to have a State machinery that operates in the interests of ordinary workers, to have an economy
that is owned and controlled by ordinary workers and to put people’s needs first so that these
sorts of behaviours do not happen over and over again, as is, unfortunately, likely to happen in
the coming weeks, months and years as the economic crisis deepens.
One very important thing stands between Debenhams, the Government, the State machinery
and what they all want to achieve, which is for the workers to go away, do nothing about the
abysmal way they have been treated and accept their fate. Standing in the way of this are the
heroic workers who have taken action, who sit on 24-hour pickets in Tallaght, Cork, on Henry
Street and all around the country to stop the stock being taken out. This is a fight for all workers. The picket lines at Debenhams shops throughout the country are the front line of a struggle
about who is going to pay for the coronavirus and who is going to pay for the economic crisis
that is coming. Are companies, the Government and the State machinery going to succeed in
loading that cost onto workers and making those workers pay or will the Debenhams workers
succeed in forcing the company and the State machinery, at the very least, to pay something
towards their redundancy? If there was any justice in the world, this would be a battle to ensure
the company is taken into public ownership and that the jobs continue because they are needed
for society. I have confidence in the power of the workers to achieve that.
The workers are creating history through the action they are taking. If they score an important albeit partial victory, and I think they can, it will be a reference point in the months and
years to come. When H&M workers or other retail workers are faced by a company taking
similar action or by a jobs massacre, which is what is coming, they will ask each other whether
they remember what happened in the case of the Debenhams workers. They stood up together,
they fought and they won something. Bob Crow, the former leader of the National Union of
Rail, Maritime and Transport Workers in Britain, who tragically died, said that if a person does
not fight, he or she cannot win. If a person fights, he or she has at least a chance of winning.
That is currently being demonstrated by the Debenhams workers.
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Workers generally, trade unionists and those on the left - those who truly support these
workers rather than pretending to support them as is done by Fianna Fáil and others - need to be
mobilised to join the picket lines to defend the stock and prevent the liquidators from removing
it. A victory for the Debenhams workers will be a victory for all workers. However, a defeat
for them would be a defeat for all workers. We need to redouble our efforts and the pressure
we are exerting.
It is clear that the Government will vote down the motion tomorrow. That is fine. The
workers have seen it all before. They have seen the behaviour of the Government and they
will not be demoralised by it. We need to continue to build the pressure, to put it up to the
liquidators, the State and Debenhams and ask them whether they will try to get the stock past
workers’ pickets. To achieve that, we need to establish a broad support group involving other
trade unionists and left organisations. The workers will have the final say on what happens in
the context of the conduct of their strike, but involving those different groups would facilitate
having the maximum number of people on the picket lines and build towards a substantial demonstration to show the broad public support that exists.
The Government can use and abuse its majority in the House, as it did in the context of the
Committee on Standing Orders and Dáil Reform earlier, but can it defeat the workers? Can it
force the stock through a line of militant workers and their supporters who refuse to accept that
being done? This is the front line. It is a question of who will pay. The Debenhams workers
are leading the way. I salute them for saying that workers should not pay for the coronavirus
and economic crisis. Rather, we should make the companies pay.
Deputy Louise O’Reilly: I thank the Deputies for tabling the motion. I wish to salute the
Debenhams workers and their representatives from Mandate Trade Union. It is not lost on
these or any other workers that the Government gets excited, interested and passionate about
particular things. Its members get very passionate about money for themselves. The Cabinet
happily debated legislation which would give the super junior Ministers a few more bob. That
is not lost on people. They know what is going on. They see who the members of Government are, how they behave and what is important to them. Workers’ rights are not important
to the Government, but that does not matter because workers’ rights are important. They are
important to Sinn Féin and other Opposition Deputies. We will ensure that workers such as
the Debenhams workers are not forgotten or left behind. That must not be allowed to happen.
It is not a good look for the Government when there are newspaper reports revealing that the
Cabinet discussed another pay increase for people who are already very well paid. It is not a
good look for the Government when Ministers are squabbling over which of them will be allocated an aide-de-camp or another Garda driver. Government party Deputies have expressed
their disappointment at not being chosen to take a step up. None of them referred to ability.
None of them stated that they wanted the job because they could do it better than anyone else
or they could bring particular qualities to it. Rather, they spoke of their region, town or parish
being disappointed. None of them referred to merit. That is not lost on people. They see what
is important to the Government. The job of the Opposition is to put the case for the workers to
the Government.
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Some of the workers have 34 years of service. Workers who have spent 34 years working side by side have been through everything together. They probably saw each other off to
get married and welcomed each other back from maternity or paternity leave. They went to
each others’ engagement parties. They have shown each other photographs of their children or
grandchildren. They have worked together for 34 years.
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The workers operated under a collective agreement. Deputies are covered by collective
agreements that are honoured by our employer. The Debenhams workers negotiated their collective agreement. Anyone who has negotiated such an agreement, as I have, will know that
they always involve compromise. I acknowledge that some Deputies do not like the word
“compromise”, but it is exactly what is needed to negotiate a collective agreement. There is
give and take. The workers gave, but now they see that their collective agreement is worthless.
We must not just shrug our shoulders. We have seen situations such as this before. I refer to
Clerys, TalkTalk, La Senza, Paris Bakery and now Debenhams. Every time it happens, there
is collective agreement that somebody should do something and that it must not be allowed to
happen again. We must draw a line in the sand.
Sinn Féin previously tabled legislation that was not opposed by the two big parties that are
in government together. I have sought leave to introduce legislation on this issue. I sincerely
hope that when leave to introduce it is granted, those parties will not oppose its passage but
rather work with us to ensure that it is passed and in order that we do not find ourselves back
here discussing a similar situation and having to shrug our shoulders to another group of workers, tell them it is terrible and offer an apology.
In the meantime, we need to back the workers, work with them and do all we can. That
means the Government must do all it can to ensure the workers get a resolution to their dispute.
A ballot is required to take industrial action and only a ballot will conclude it. The workers will
only accept a ballot that they deem fair and just. No industrial action goes on forever. I am sure
the past 104 days feels like forever for the Debenhams workers, who are mostly women. It has
been a very long time in unprecedented circumstances, but they are strong and determined. We
must be equally strong and determined to ensure that we do right by them and that we use whatever power and influence we have and whatever mechanism is at our disposal to ensure that a
satisfactory resolution to their dispute is found such that they can ballot to end the industrial
action, get what they are entitled to and move on.
We do not need more reports or reviews. Although I am currently speaking to the motion,
we do not need more talk on this issue. We know what needs to be done. The current situation
is just not right. I salute the workers. They are on the picket lines 24 hours a day to try to keep
the stock in those stores because that is all they have left. The message is clear. They have
significant public support. They are incredibly determined and they will see this dispute out to
the end. I call on the Government to do all in its power to assist with the dispute.
Deputy Thomas Gould: I thank my constituency colleague, Deputy Barry, who tabled the
motion. There are 480 Debenhams workers and concession workers in Patrick Street, Cork
who have lost their jobs and another 250-plus workers in Mahon Point who were told by email
that there jobs were gone. The behaviour of Debenhams Ireland and its parent company in the
UK is nothing short of scandalous. If we do not draw a line in the sand for these and for other
workers, we will be failing them.
22/07/2020KKK00300

Yesterday, the workers asked me to put their voice forward here today and let other Deputies
know what they are feeling. They stated that in these unprecedented times and in the context
of companies going into liquidation, there should be a longer period during which people can
make proposals, look into the situation and challenge the liquidation.
I refer to the issue of the Government getting revenue back from the company. The workers should be the first in the line of creditors, not the last. In my maiden speech in the Dáil, I
556

22 July 2020

spoke about the Debenhams workers and their rights. In this country, when workers go looking
for rights they get the law and the law is bad for workers but good for big business. We have a
chance to change that and to let big businesses know that greed is not the god they think it is. If
people have worked hard and helped a company to make a profit, they should be respected and
given a fair redundancy. Two weeks of service on top of statutory redundancy is a very reasonable amount for any worker to look for. I want the workers’ voices to be heard here today and
for them to know we are talking about them and listening to them.
On the attitude of the liquidator, KPMG, the workers believe it has not listened to them. The
liquidators have put them last and their head office is not fighting for them or their rights. It is
time for solutions. I ask the Government and all Members to stand with the workers because
they deserve fairness. This is not just for Debenhams workers; it is for all workers.
Deputy Paul Donnelly: I thank those who brought forward this motion. I have had the
honour of standing with the workers of Debenhams, who have been on strike for over 100 days
in Blanchardstown and at some of the other stores, including Henry Street. It must be remembered that many of these stores that people are picketing today were trading profitably prior to
the Covid-19 crisis, which forced the closure. The vulture groups still have their hands on the
stores in Britain and the highly profitable Irish website. I am not sure whether the Minister of
State knows this but going on strike is not an easy route. It is tough and often soul destroying. These people are hard workers who have done their best. I have spoken to many of them
and they loved working at Debenhams. They have built up lifelong friendships with their coworkers. There is a real sense of sadness, loss and anger about what has been done to them.
22/07/2020LLL00200

The time for sympathy and words has passed and it is time for action from the Government.
Unfortunately, an amendment to the motion has been tabled which completely dilutes its spirit.
The Taoiseach expressed his sympathy and said he supported the Debenhams workers and that
they had been treated in a very shabby way. He said that the company’s behaviour was unacceptable. We listened to him say those words. However, as usual, those words have not been
followed up by action or deeds. I was struck by the words of Ann Peppard, the shop steward
in Blanchardstown, outside this Chamber last week. Ann has worked in the retail sector for 26
years and is now facing working on the minimum wage. She said sympathy will not pay her
bills or mortgage, will not put food on the table or help get her kids through college.
The shocking thing about this situation is that we have seen it before time and time again.
People before me have stood in similar positions and have said similar words. That is utterly
unacceptable. We can do something. In the short term, I urge the Government to change its
mind and support the motion. Deputy O’Reilly has proposed bringing forward a motion on the
Duffy Cahill report. When that is brought forward, I urge the Government to support it. The
workers need their support now more than ever. The Minister of State talked about supports
and stimulus packages. The stimulus package is what we need now for workers because they
are facing a really tough time following this Covid crisis.
Deputy Pat Buckley: I thank those parties that brought this motion. Sinn Féin fully supports the Debenhams workers and it is public knowledge that many of our representatives have
stood shoulder to shoulder with these people. Some Members have already mentioned Sinn
Féin’s proposals for changing the laws and closing the loopholes in this. It was mentioned that
Fine Gael and Fianna Fáil supported this but then all of a sudden, when people are not watching,
they bury it in committee. There it lies. It has happened so much.
22/07/2020LLL00300
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This Private Members’ motion is very simple. It is about workers’ rights and entitlements.
It is as simple as that; rights and entitlements in 2020. I have looked at some of the Government
amendments. The original motion is obviously what we are going to support. It is the typical
Fianna Fáil-Fine Gael kicking the can down the road and this magic word, “review”. For those
who are not used to this word, it breaks down to “bury it under the piles of violins so you will
not see it.” There is a human factor behind this. Thousands of families have been affected. We
have all been contacted by people who are distraught, broken and deflated but the one thing
they are full of is fight. We have to commend their spirits. There is a precedent here if we start
battering the people who are working the hardest and paying their taxes. Sometimes one goes
to work and while one probably hates one’s job one must do it because of necessity. People
who go to their job each morning and who love it and can live in it are very lucky. People who
are standing up for their rights are being persecuted because the Government has not got the
gumption, the courage to enact proper legislation that protects our own citizens. We do not
need reviews. We know the workers are not being protected. I politely encourage the Minister
of State to withdraw his amendment tonight and not to be the laughing stock of the country. It
is the first term of a new Government of the 2020s and what have we got? They crap on the
workers of this country, disrespect their rights and entitlements and all one gets is “Sorry”.
Deputy David Cullinane: After the last economic crash, a lot of companies treated their
workers disgracefully. We saw the Vita Cortex workers in Cork and their heroic struggle and
protest. We saw the Waterford Crystal workers, who were dragged through the courts for their
pension entitlements. We saw it with Game, La Senza and many more examples of workers who were treated in a shameful way. Then along came Clerys and it was clear again that
corporate greed was at the heart of what happened. There was a tactical insolvency involving
multiple entities of companies whereby companies could separate their assets from their responsibilities to employees. It became obvious to many more people that Fianna Fáil and Fine
Gael especially had no regard for workers’ rights. We see it in the programme for Government.
There is barely a mention of workers’ rights despite all of what went before. It was quite rightly
described as tea and sympathy by Deputy Paul Murphy earlier. All the tea and sympathy was
rolled out for the Clerys workers. Fine Gael and Fianna Fáil Deputies and Ministers were stepping over themselves to meet them yet they did precious little to make sure it did not happen
again. The previous Government even set up a task force and a group to consider what should
happen. What came out of that was the Duffy Cahill report. What did the Government do? It
sat on it and did absolutely nothing. None of the recommendations has been implemented.
22/07/2020LLL00400

I introduced a Bill in 2017 that never got beyond Second Stage because the Government
blocked it. Clerys workers were up in the Gallery at the time and they were supportive of the
Bill because they did not want what happened to them to happen to anybody else. They said and
we said it would happen again unless the Government legislated but of course, Fianna Fáil and
Fine Gael refused to do so. Then, along came the Debenhams case with workers again being
treated in exactly the same way with what could be described as a tactical insolvency. Ministers
then roll in and say it is a matter for the company and nothing to with them. It has everything
to do with the Government because it allows these companies time and time again to operate in
this way, to treat workers shamefully, and it will not legislate. Almost every single Bill that has
been brought before the Dáil by the Opposition over the last ten to 15 years under successive
Fianna Fáil and Fine Gael Governments to improve workers’ rights has been rejected. There
are no collective bargaining rights in the programme for Government, nothing on tactical insolvency, nothing to improve the terms and conditions of employment for ordinary working people
because the Government simply does not care. I am sick of the tea and sympathy. It must come
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to an end. I support the motion. It is shameful that the Government has not supported it and has
tabled an amendment which, as others have noted, seeks to muddy the waters.
Deputy Dessie Ellis: I thank Solidarity-People Before Profit for tabling this important Private Members’ motion on the treatment of the Debenhams workers. Unfortunately there is a
feeling of déjà vu. We have been here before more than once, where the Dáil discussed very
similar circumstances to those faced by the former employees of Debenhams. Not long ago,
outrage was expressed in the Dáil about how badly and how cynically the workers of Clerys
were treated when it was closed down when we probably made very similar points to those we
are making here this evening. We must ask when this will stop. When will there be a time when
there cannot be another Debenhams, Clerys or La Senza? What will it take for the Government
to take action to prevent this happening again? When will the Government enact laws, regulations and reforms that will protect employees in firms such as Debenhams and ensure that loyal
workers with years of service behind them are not treated with such cynicism and disregard by
their former companies? Debenhams’ behaviour towards its former employees has been nothing short of arrogant and contemptuous in refusing to engage with them and in its cynical use
of loopholes to dodge both its moral and ethical responsibilities to its workers. Debenhams is
also contemptuous towards the State which will be left with substantial statutory liabilities to
the former employees by not giving its former employees a single cent. We should remember
that Debenhams Ireland, especially Debenhams Henry Street, performed better and were some
of the most profitable shops in the group. They were more profitable than shops in the UK,
yet it chose to close the Irish section. What the former Debenhams employees seek is neither
complicated or unreasonable: to put in place the recommended reforms of the Duffy Cahill report to protect employees who face similar circumstances in future and proper redundancy of
four weeks per year of service, as agreed. This is not an unreasonable request considering that
Debenhams Ireland is guarantor of a debt facility of around £200 million. The moneys made by
the disposal of the enormous amount of stock held by Debenhams Ireland should be ring-fenced
for paying for the workers’ redundancy packages as well as the €5 million owed to Revenue.
Well done to the workers for the resilience and commitment they have shown in fighting for
their rights and those of their comrades. They have done us all proud.
22/07/2020MMM00200

Deputy Aodhán Ó Ríordáin: I thank Solidarity-People Before Profit for bringing the motion to the floor of the House. It gives us all an opportunity to speak on this issue and for the
Government to respond. Like many parties, the Labour Party has met with the Debenhams
workers. Senator Sherlock and I met with some of these courageous workers and their representatives in Mandate trade union today.
22/07/2020MMM00300

It is important for Irish society, and what is sometimes called “middle Ireland”, to understand the magnitude of a decision which a worker makes to engage in industrial action of the
scale taken by the Debenhams workers. Sometimes I do not get the sense that middle Ireland
or people who have not grown up in the tradition of labour or activism in industrial disputes
understand how huge a commitment it is to engage in this type of industrial action or protest. It
is draining, exhausting, it occupies every waking moment of one’s brain. It sucks in the entire
family and is all a person can possibly think or talk about. Initial camaraderie and even gaiety
during the first days when there is a huge level of collective endeavour can sometimes wane.
One can imagine the mental strain on a person 100 days into a dispute. All people grasp for is
a tiny bit of hope that they might get somewhere.
The problem is that we have been here before. As others have observed, it happened with
Clerys and with HMV. The market has no conscience. We cannot expect the market to self559
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regulate, or to deal with the level of conscience, it will not because the market does not have
one. It deals in profit and money, and those they employ to make the money are expendable.
As a result of the Clerys scenario, my colleague, Deputy Nash, and Deputy Bruton commissioned a report for the Government which was published in 2017. It was written by Ms
Nessa Cahill and Mr. Kevin Duffy. The Duffy Cahill report made recommendations and it is
only reasonable that the Government should implement them so that, regardless of how we get
through this together, we do not have another one of these incidents in a number of months
time, because this is what businesses always do. They will manipulate whatever mechanisms
they can and screw over whoever they possibly can for their own short-term gain. Someone
who has worked for 25 or 30 years is only expendable.
I met with the workers today. They spoke of their exhaustion, but also how resolute they
are. I want to remind Debenhams, which is possibly watching this debate, that we see them.
We see the Government and its response but we know that Debenhams.ie is still trading. I ask
Irish consumers to use their power as consumers when it comes to clicking on Debenhams.ie.
The Tánaiste, who is the senior Minister, met the workers and their representatives in Mandate today. We support the motion, will vote for it tomorrow and we congratulate those who
put it forward, but it is likely to fail because that is what happens in this over-and-back Private
Members’ business, where Government Deputies vote down Opposition motions. That is the
way of it. However, based on the Tánaiste’s meeting with the workers today there is a sense that
there is a way forward. I appeal to the better nature of Government representatives. Rather than
walking away from tonight’s debate or tomorrow’s vote and hoping it goes away, I ask them to
use the goodwill of what workers and their representatives presented. The Government should
continue in that vein and use the mechanisms outlined today which are at the Government’s
disposal to find a resolution to this issue. There is enough goodwill in Government to do this.
I appreciate those of us in opposition like to characterise Government parties in a particular
way and we will do that. I have done it and will do it again. However, one cannot play politics
with people’s livelihood, lives and futures. If there is an opportunity for the Government to
do something decent and right for these workers I ask that it please do so. If the Government
does so, it should be commended. However, we cannot wait for the next Debenhams, Clerys
or HMV to happen in a few months, as it inevitably will. Let us be as fair as we can. If the
Government takes what was said today to the maximum of what can be done, it will be in sight
of a resolution. The workers are within sight of a resolution and it is something that we can
all possibly be happy with. We cannot be happy that the legislative underpinning of industrial
relations in this country allows this to continue to happen. We have to implement this report. If
we do that, all of us can feel that we are achieving something rather than coming in, making a
speech, walking out and feeling that we have done enough. That is the Labour Party’s position.
Let us do the right thing for the workers and take the goodwill of today to the next stage. This
can be done. I hope these words of mine are not repeated to me in a week’s time as if I am being incredibly naive. Next week or in ten days’ time, I do not want to be seen to be incredibly
naive because I jumped on the possibility arising from the Minister’s decision to open a door
for these workers. Time is short and August will be a dead month for politics and the media.
The workers know the opportunity to have something done by the Government will last until
the end of the month. I am pleading with the Minister, on behalf of these workers, to do the
right thing in the next ten days and to ensure that when the Dáil returns, we can start the process
of implementing the Duffy Cahill report and working collaboratively to ensure we do not have
another Debenhams, Clerys or HMV.
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Deputy Gary Gannon: I thank Solidarity-People Before Profit for moving the motion and
acknowledge the representation it has given to the Debenhams workers in the past 100 days and
more.
22/07/2020NNN00200

A couple of months ago, as the pandemic hit and we realised what its extent would be, it
seemed we were all going to be in this together. The Government quickly introduced the pandemic unemployment payments to ensure people did not fall into poverty. We were protecting
people. A couple of weeks later, Debenhams went into liquidation and the workers were let go.
In this House, I watched the current Taoiseach, who was then the leader of the Opposition, send
his regards and acknowledge the wrongness of the company’s decision. I watched the Minister
for Employment Affairs and Social Protection highlight how great an injustice it was. All the
parties met representatives of the workers and spoke about how wrong this was. This was all a
case of tokenism and false gestures of solidarity and goodwill, because more than 100 days into
this dispute, the Debenhams workers are still standing on picket lines in front the company’s
stores 24 hours a day to ensure stock cannot be removed. This is the only leverage they have
despite all the mealy-mouthed promises that were made.
I heard it said on a radio programme that Debenhams is an institution. Debenhams is a company, not an institution, and has no particular relevance to the people of Ireland. The Debenhams workers, however, are incredible. One of the reasons public support for the Debenhams
workers is so strong is that not only have some of them worked in stores for the past ten or 15
years, but I have known some of the Debenhams workers from the time of Roches Stores. What
is happening to them is wrong and unjust. What these workers do not need are promises that
action will be taken at some undefined time in the future. They need action to be taken now.
This is the second Wednesday in a row that we have sat in this would-be Chamber and discussed the issue of workers’ rights and how we can advance legislative protections and stand up
for people who have always stood up for us, not just during the Covid period, but have always
been treated unfairly by the State. The State acknowledges their work but never wants to pay
them enough for it. It never wants to protect them in legislation, acknowledge the difficulties
in their lives or seek to add the type of protections that would make their lives a little bit easier.
Similar to this evening, when we introduced a motion on workers’ rights last week, it was
met with tokenism, gestures and commitments to do something in the future. A Government
amendment diluted the motion and removed its essence and strength. The Minister of State
spoke of what he is in favour of, which equates to nothing. Is this the line that will be drawn in
this Chamber? We have groups, predominately of the left, which provide the first ideological
divide in a Dáil, which is fine. If the dividing line is going to be between those who will stand
up for workers and those who will not, I will be on the side of the people for whom it would be
unconscionable to fall asleep in the workplace. I am on the side of those like the Debenhams
workers who cannot go to sleep because they are standing outside their store 24 hours a day
ensuring stock cannot be removed. I am on the side of the more than 160,000 workers who
were living in conditions of poverty before the pandemic. Others spoke in Dáil Éireann about
an Ireland of full employment but kind of whispered that despite full employment, many workers could not afford to pay their childcare costs and rent and were living in positions that were
precarious. We are going to be on their side and if the Green Party, Fianna Fáil and Fine Gael
want to be on the other side, so be it. Let us have that divide.
There protection of workers’ rights in this country is urgent. Debenhams is not the first of
these cases by any stretch of the imagination. We have heard references to Vita Cortex and
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Clerys workers, and others. Covid-19 has accelerated something that would have happened in
any event. I am a proud representative of the Dublin Central constituency which has a Debenhams store on Henry Street. I also take an interest in business in the inner city because that is
where I grew up. We have all known for a long time that commercial footfall in Dublin Central
as a whole was lessening and people were choosing to drive out to the shopping centres on the
M50 or, worse for the employees, doing their shopping online. Tactical insolvency is being
used to take advantage of that reality. If we do not legislate quickly, what is happening to Debenhams workers now will be happening all along Henry Street and Grafton Street. We will be
in here again asking for something to be done and the Government parties, which have never
really been on the side of the workers despite what they might say, will tell us all of the reasons
they cannot do anything. Let us be honest, the only people they are backing are the powerful,
the bigger businesses.
This issue is urgent and we are asking the Government to act. Its amendment to the motion
is an awful tactic. Tomorrow, this House will vote against a motion that people put great effort
into for no reason other than this smarmy tactic. This will be to the detriment of our democracy.
What will absolutely not be to the detriment of our democracy is when workers realise they
are being taken for a ride by these parties and stand up, organise, engage, act and demand their
rights.
Last week, when we introduced a motion calling for greater protections we were told workers would get a living wage at some defined point. In much the same way, Solidarity-People
Before Profit is being told that protections will be put in place at some point to stop tactical
insolvencies. We cannot wait that long. Workers, particularly in the retail sector, were vulnerable before the Covid-19 pandemic. These are the same workers who let us into Tesco when
we queued up outside, manned the tills and ensured supply lines remained open and the shelves
were stacked in order that we could buy food. We need to protect them.
There is a simple ask here which sheds light on the interests served by those in power in this
country. It is the Duffy Cahill report, which was produced five years ago when similar statements were made in Dáil Éireann. Five years later, despite the similarity between the gestures
and rhetoric of the then Government and the current one, nothing has happened. That is the
choice being made in this House tonight. We can choose how we act and respond and whose
interests we will serve. At a minimum, let us enact legislation to implement the recommendations of the Duffy Cahill report. What is happening with Debenhams and happened previously
with other stores will be accelerated. Other large employers are looking at this case and when
the Oireachtas is seen to do nothing, that will be the reality on every high street in this country.
22/07/2020NNN00300
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Acting Chairman (Deputy Bernard J. Durkan): I call Deputy Shanahan. Cá bhfuil sé?
Deputy Matt Shanahan: Anseo, a Chathaoirligh.
Acting Chairman (Deputy Bernard J. Durkan): It is difficult to see the Deputy up there.

Deputy Matt Shanahan: I am up in the gods. We had a short debate last night with the
Minister of State and it is ironic that he and I are back here again so soon. The dignity, importance and value of work were mentioned in last night’s debate.
22/07/2020NNN00600

Work delivers respect. It engenders self-respect. It provides financial independence to
families. It allows people and families to craft a future for themselves and for their children,
and hopefully to provide security in their old age. We have many forms of work in this country
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and retail has proven to be one of the more difficult areas. In work, there are always implicit
contracts of give and take, the contract of exchange, fair work for fair value, and one can argue
that the pay given to people is full recompense for what they have done in a day,
8 o’clock
but one must also add the summation of time and the intrinsic value that employees deliver to an organisation over time. Debenhams is one such organisation
in Ireland. We know that there are people there working for extended years, some for over 30
years - a lifetime of work, in fact.
Debenhams in Waterford has been a significant employer for many years. It has not been
without its struggles but would be seen as a linchpin retailer. It was the linchpin tenant up to
now in the City Square Shopping Centre, providing employment directly and for concessionaires too. It was well supported in Waterford city. It had previous administration difficulties
some years ago when workers and the city rallied. I hold here my own Debenhams loyalty card
that I got four years ago to show solidarity and support to the workers in Waterford.
The south-east region has the highest regional unemployment in the country. Waterford
as a city has the highest unemployment of any city in the country. Debenhams was a valuable
workplace for many people and brought much pride to the city. I am astounded, to be quite
frank, with “the tactical insolvency”, as someone else here said already, that has taken place
with this company. I got an email the other day telling me my number of loyalty points and that
I can cash them in online. I will not be doing that. I will not support this company in what it
has taken and what it has done to the people it has employed.
We need to look again at the enshrinement of employment respect within company law. It
is certainly not there at present when a company can avail of this process, as we have heard in
the past. Last night, I spoke to the Minister of State about administration light, the protection
that should be afforded to small SMEs to keep them clear from speculative administrators who
would look to conduct asset-stripping and force companies into administration. The reverse of
that is also true. One can also have speculative asset-stripping, which has taken place here, and
the movement of funding through two companies in two different jurisdictions. As we have
heard, the smaller part of the entity which was saddled with the debt has ultimately become a
liability and insolvent because of that debt. That is not fair and I hope, as we spoke about last
night, to see fairness in this programme for Government. The Minister of State and I spoke
about this yesterday.
“Working class” has been said here a number of times. I do not like that phrase. I think
it is a pejorative term that is used too liberally in this House. There are many Deputies in this
House and in the Seanad who do not know what working class means. All we know is Irish
people working in Ireland. It suggests inequity and division where there should be none. I
believe that now is the time that we must signal change in this area. Last night, I mentioned dynamic leadership, innovation and radical reform. Now is the time for the Government to show
this resolve and signal, whether a person is a front-line, mid-line or back-line worker, that the
Government has that person’s back. I believe a resolution to the Debenhams situation can be
found. Where there is a will, there is a way. I hope that the Government can resolve and close
these loopholes in company law, and treat these vulnerable workers equitably and fairly. It is
maybe time that we looked at something like mandated employee trusts in such organisations to
ensure that employees in the future are not left quite literally holding the baby and nothing else.
Deputy Richard O’Donoghue: When I grew up in Limerick, at the time Roches Stores had
a unit there. I remember as a young lad that the first escalator in Limerick was in Roches Stores.
22/07/2020OOO00200
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It was a treat to go in and to go up and down this escalator, as it was the first one. Roches Stores
ceased business and Debenhams took over. Debenhams workers, some of whom were also
Roches Stores workers, had as much as 40 years of service to Limerick. All they got was a text
sent by Debenhams, saying thanks for all their help and that it would not be coming back after
the pandemic. That is what Debenhams thought of 40 years of service by Limerick people supporting Debenhams in Limerick.
At the moment, around the country, there is €50 million worth of stock in Debenhams stores.
To give the Debenhams workers two weeks of redundancy pay would cost €13.5 million, not to
mention that there was €50 million in the Debenhams Ireland account the day after it sent this
text, and it has just disappeared into a UK account. It had the money to pay the workers their
redundancy. When Roches Stores was there, it offered six weeks per year to Roches Stores
workers. When Debenhams took over, it was to honour this, but the Debenhams workers knew
and they went back to Debenhams to say they would take fewer weeks if Debenhams would
work with them and give them their redundancy. Debenhams did the same thing that it did to
the Government and all the people of Ireland. It stuck up the two fingers to Irish people.
Social media is a powerful thing and we should be using it to contact everyone that we know
in the UK and in Ireland and, like Deputy Matt Shanahan said, let us stop Debenhams from
making dirt out of all Irish workers after the service they gave. Let us go worldwide and hit
Debenhams online to let it know that the Irish people will stand up for the Debenhams workers. They had been on picket lines for 100 days up to last weekend and I spoke to Debenhams
workers today. They are going to continue to stand there. It is now time that Ireland stands with
the Debenhams workers and for Limerick to stand with them. Let us start something on social
media to let Debenhams know that Limerick will not take it and that Ireland will not take it.
Deputy Mattie McGrath: I am here from Tipperary. We do not have a Debenhams store
but we stand in solidarity with the Debenhams workers. I agree with the motion tabled by Solidarity-People Before Profit tonight and I support them. The way ordinary workers are treated is
truly shocking. A fair day’s pay for a fair day’s work should be the motto. Most SMEs that we
were talking about yesterday and today, with regard to the Credit Guarantee (Amendment) Bill,
look after their workers, their workers respect them, and vice versa. There has to be respect for
workers. One must support them. Ní neart go cur le chéile. We cannot have companies such
as Debenhams and many others, some of them home-grown and not English like Debenhams,
including flagship co-operatives, not treating their workers well. This situation at Debenhams
cannot be allowed. I stand with Deputy O’Donoghue from Limerick. We will stand with these
workers and ask people to support the workers, who have been on the picket line for 100 days.
Money can be transferred out of accounts and that is why I do not like some of the big supermarkets that do not even bank their money here. Debenhams had bank accounts here but now
it does not. We must do something with legislation to try to stop this moving and stripping of
assets. Where are the accountancy firms? How are the accountancy firms here standing over
it? These are not the ordinary accountancy firms one might find in any rural town. They are
some of the biggest and brightest, and they have been here right through the financial crash.
They have been supporting and benefitting from work for NAMA and every side of NAMA.
However, here we are and they walk on the ordinary people, the ordinary man or woman whose
day’s work must be respected. People must now vote with their feet and ask friends and colleagues, many of us have family and friends in England, to ensure this does not happen and
that Debenhams does not blackguard workers in this way. We are worse here, however. Our
successive Governments are in hock and are in bed with big business. They will not challenge
22/07/2020OOO00300
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big business and this is wrong. We had it with the banks also. The money is going once again
to the pillar banks, which are not functioning. We must have decent legislation that respects the
rights of workers. As I said earlier, it must be a fair day’s pay for a fair day’s work.
Deputy Michael Healy-Rae: I am not going to attack the Government here tonight. I will
plead with the Government. The week before last I went to the Debenhams workers in Tralee
where Debenhams has a branch and where many people from Kerry have worked and have
given the best years of their lives to Debenhams. Those people asked if I would go back to
Dublin and ask the Government to support them. This is a very ordinary and humble request
from people who have paid their tax and who every week on their pay cheque have seen tax
deducted at source if they had done overtime. They paid every contribution that was asked of
them. They gave hour after hour doing their job, respectfully, giving the best years of their
lives. I met very nice people on the picket line who have given decades working for Debenhams. To think that at the end of it all they cannot be treated properly, while at the same time
the company is continuing to trade. If the company had gone bust and there was nothing left,
or if it was a company that had gone wallop, then one could say the well is dry and one cannot
get blood from a stone. However, that is not the case in this instance. Money is there that could
treat these people properly. We need the Government and legislation to protect these workers
and workers in other situations from this ever happening again. It is awful to think of people
having to give so much time on the picket line. They are doing the right thing by saying that the
stock inside the stores is their stock. The value of it is their money and as far as I am concerned
it is theirs. The company is wealthy enough that it should be able to treat these people properly.
Everybody does things in their own way. Other people stood up tonight and attacked the Government on a personal basis and so on. I am not into that sort of thing. I will say to the Minister
of State and the Government please to realise that these are our people. They are from Kerry,
Limerick and Cork. They are taxpayers. I ask the Minister of State to stand with them. I say
this respectfully to the Government on behalf of the Debenhams workers protesting in Tralee
today, yesterday, last week and the week before. The Acting Chairman, Deputy Durkan, will be
interested to know, because he is one for a long time, that T.D. stands for Teachta Dála, which
means “messenger of the people”. I was sent here with a loud and clear message on behalf of
the Debenhams workers that the Government should rise out and back these people because
they are our people.
22/07/2020PPP00200

Acting Chairman (Deputy Bernard J. Durkan): Next is the Independent Group. I call
on Deputy Joan Collins.
22/07/2020PPP00300
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Deputy Joan Collins: Deputy Harkin was supposed to speak.
Acting Chairman (Deputy Bernard J. Durkan): Deputy Collins has eight minutes.
Deputy Joan Collins: I will take seven minutes.

I wish to express my support and solidarity for the up to 1,400 workers who were directly
employed by Debenhams and those who were concession staff. I loudly condemn Debenhams’
calculated, cynical and tactical liquidation of the 11 stores in the Republic of Ireland. These
workers, mainly women and mainly mammies, as one of the girls from the Henry Street store
said at a briefing yesterday with the Debenhams workers, are defending their money in the stock
in the shops around the country.
These workers have tried, consistently, to work with Debenhams. They have shown huge
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loyalty to Debenhams over the years. In 2016, when the company went into administration,
the workers assisted the company through the negotiation with their union, Mandate. They
took pay cuts, they took cuts in their increments and they forewent staff discounts, which they
gave up to Debenhams to keep the company going. Those workers drove the profitable online
sales businesses, and all to keep their jobs. They have been treated with contempt. Even after
the Clerys debacle and other debacles with other companies that went into liquidation such as
HMV, this State has made no attempt to protect worker redundancies from rogue companies.
Tactical insolvency is a fraud and amounts to theft of workers’ pay and pensions, theft of goods
and services from other companies, and theft of revenue from the State.
The loss of a job is traumatic. On top of this, workers are cheated out of wages they have
worked for and out of redundancy pay they were legally entitled to. It is absolutely disgusting,
and particularly under the cloud of Covid-19. For workers to have this foisted upon them, and
to see their employer - in cases of profitable employers - getting away with such behaviour, is
absolutely devastating. Debenhams has done this because other companies have done it and
gotten away with it. There was a huge opportunity there. The previous speaker spoke about
not attacking the Government but pleading with the Government. Workers have been pleading
with previous Governments for decades to try to get this resolved and there was no effort by
previous Governments to do this.
Deputy Cullinane pointed out that his Protection of Employees (Collective Redundancies)
Bill 2017, which was put down, was to provide for protections for employees in situations of
collective redundancy in which an employer is insolvent. One aspect of that Bill made a genuine attempt to prevent companies from asset stripping by giving power to the courts to return
transferred assets into the hands of a liquidator and by making the employee the preferential
creditor. This was one of the key points. The Bill got to Second Stage. It went on to Committee
Stage and got lost even though all stood up and said, “Yes this needs to be done, we support the
Clerys workers and Debenhams workers”. Actions speak louder than words. This has not been
acted upon even though there was a clear opportunity to do so at that time.
I thank Solidarity-People Before Profit for putting the motion forward. In his response to
the motion the Minister of State said there is company law. Why then are we not advising those
workers in how to challenge that company law, and how to challenge the company for doing
what it did? The company is also in breach of section 9 of the Protection of Employment Act
1977. Section 9 of the Act provides that employers are obliged to consult employees’ representatives and the consultation must last for 30 days, at least, before a notice of redundancy is
given. Debenhams is also in breach of section 10 of the Act which states, “the employer concerned shall supply the employees’ representatives with all relevant information relating to the
proposed redundancies”. The company is in breach also of section 10(2) that prescribes that
such information includes: the number and descriptions of employees affected; the number and
descriptions of the employees normally employed; the period during which the redundancies
will happen; the criteria for selection of employees for redundancy; the method of calculating
any redundancy payments; and so on. Debenhams is in breach of this Act, but the only thing
the representatives can do for the workers is to bring it to the Workplace Relations Commission but the company does not have to go. It is unbelievable that the law in this country is so
weak and so pro-business. It is not being challenged. The Industrial Relations Act 1990 does
not deal with such issues for workers. There has also been the recent court ruling on sectoral
employment orders, which again undermines workers’ rights. The workers at yesterday’s briefing made clear points about what was going on in this case. On 14 May, when they spoke to
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the liquidator, KPMG claimed that debts to creditors, including the Revenue Commissioners,
amounted to €19 million. Of this, €5 million was owed to Revenue, predominantly in the form
of VAT. At this meeting, it was also confirmed that the value of the retail stock held in the 11
Irish stores was in the region of €20 million.
Subsequently, KPMG announced that Debenhams Retail Ireland’s debts had increased to
between €225 million and €250 million. This discrepancy arises from Debenhams Retail Ireland being made co-guarantor of debt facilities provided by the Debenhams Group as part of
the 2019 restructuring. The Debenhams Group owners advanced new loan facilities of approximately €200 million. Debenhams Retail Ireland was co-guarantor in respect of these
loans. These loans were only taken out towards the end of last year. The companies involved
would not have got them if they were in any way non-profitable. They had to have been well
profitable in fact.
The workers are not looking for the stars. They are practical and know the company, under
our law, can get away with this. What they are asking for is at least four weeks’ redundancy per
year in payment. That is the minimum the Government should try to ensure they get offered. It
might involve forgoing the €5 million due to the State in VAT or the Government could ensure
that those assets in the store are claimed for the workers which the liquidator can do.
Deputy Barry pointed out earlier that the liquidator stated that unless the State instructs the
liquidator to allocate supplementary cash for the workers, nothing can be done. Why is the
Government not instructing the liquidator to do that? The liquidator has stated it can do it if it
is instructed.
I salute the Debenhams workers in their courageous battle on the front line.
Deputy John Lahart: I welcome this debate. Having listened to the contributions, no
politician has a monopoly on the outrage of what has happened to the Debenhams workers. No
politician has a monopoly on disgust at how a company can treat people who have worked more
than 30 years of their lives for it, giving it incredible service. Several Members this evening
made assumptions and pedalled the line that Government and Fianna Fáil politicians are doing
nothing. I have seen it before in my constituency and elsewhere this idea that protests solve
everything.
22/07/2020QQQ00200

Some of the politicians from the hard left namechecked parties on what they call the right.
I am not a right of centre politician. What laws did People Before Profit ever get passed in this
House in favour of workers’ rights? What rights did Sinn Féin ever get passed in this House
that benefited workers?
(Interruptions).
Deputy John Lahart: I am being heckled. Nobody heckled these speakers when they
proposed the motions.
22/07/2020QQQ00400

I have seen how the Deputies of the left manipulate vulnerable workers and force their
mantra about an idealistic socialist republic. I have been on the protest marches and met these
workers too. However, I did not bring Fianna Fáil flags, banners, placards or megaphones and
lead the workers off with this tempting vision of a socialist workers’ republic. I did not manipulate them.
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Speaking on behalf of my colleague, Deputy Paul McAuliffe, as we are restricted in time, I
assure the Debenhams workers in Tallaght and other parts of Dublin city that no stone is being
left unturned. While some of us are not leading protests, assiduous hard work is being done on
the workers’ behalf by our Ministers, particularly by my Fianna Fáil colleagues, to ensure their
rights are protected and they get what is due to them. No stone will be left unturned in the efforts to make that happen.
Minister of State at the Department of Business, Enterprise and Innovation (Deputy
Robert Troy): I acknowledge the important issues raised in the motion. I thank the proposers
and those who have contributed to this debate. It is important and right that this debate should
be held.
22/07/2020QQQ00500

Together with the Tánaiste and Minister for Enterprise, Trade and Employment and the
Minister of State, Deputy English, I met representatives of Debenhams workers this morning
and heard directly their views, concerns and expectations. This was a constructive meeting. We
discussed many issues and options, which are under further consideration.
Every Member believes these workers have been treated shoddily by a company to which
they have given loyal service over many years and decades. Today, I met Carol and Valerie
whom I was glad to meet and hear their concerns. I thank them for their honesty and direct
engagement. Both ladies have given 54 years’ service between them to this company which in
itself speaks volumes.
The Covid crisis has been a reminder to all of us as to how much front-line workers, including retail workers, contribute to our society. I was heartened to hear the positive stories from
both Carol and Valerie on how the Government’s job loss response protocol is providing assistance, information and guidance to the Debenhams workers. That is not my opinion but comes
from the workers themselves.
I was also struck that the representatives this morning did not focus solely on their own case
but spoke also of the need for better protections for workers in insolvency in general. Responding to that identified need, I reiterated our commitments under the programme for Government.
As Minister of State with responsibility for company legislation, I look forward to working with
all parties in the House on how we can bring forward legislation to protect workers from rogue
employers. It is important to emphasise that workers who are laid off are guaranteed their statutory redundancy. This will be paid through the Social Insurance Fund, if necessary, but we are
looking to improve this.
Some Members were critical in their contributions about the July stimulus programme,
which will be published tomorrow. This is about focusing attention on retraining and upskilling
people. It is about extending the wage subsidy scheme and enhancing the restart grant. This
is about creating new jobs while trying to protect and save existing ones. It is about protecting
and supporting businesses to ensure people have job opportunities. I do not want to keep people
on social welfare. I am about bringing forward policies which can support job creation and give
everyone equal opportunities to get meaningful and rewarding jobs.
I acknowledge the retail sector faces many challenges, particularly from online retail. I
encourage people, as others have, to refrain from using Debenhams online stores.
The suggestion has been made that, in the case of Debenhams, a tactical liquidation has
been pursued. I am not making a specific comment while the case remains before the courts.
568

22 July 2020

However, in general terms under the Companies Act, a company cannot merely assert that it
is insolvent. It must apply for an official court liquidation that is subject to supervision of the
court system. The Companies Act includes provisions to address instances of improper conduct
in a liquidation where that is evidenced. For instance, section 608 provides for a court power
to order the return of assets improperly transferred. It is worth pointing out that there are civil
and criminal penalties associated with these measures.
Turning to redundancy payments and collective agreements, redundancy payments are understandably a focus for employees of Debenhams at this time. It has not been confirmed yet
what the company is in a position to pay in redundancy or whether the State will need to make
up a shortfall in statutory redundancies. As it stands, collective agreements on payments beyond statutory redundancy are a matter for negotiation between parties through an industrial
relations process. The WRC is available to assist if and when that is sought.
Contrary to what the motion suggests, the Duffy Cahill report did not directly recommend
the inclusion of enhanced redundancy payments as preferential debts. Indeed, the report stated,
“It is not desirable to create a special class of redundant worker with legal rights that go beyond
those of the generality of workers”, and noted the difficulties of determining whether an entitlement to enhanced redundancy would arise. Nonetheless, the Government has committed in the
programme for Government to reviewing the current legal provisions on collective redundancies to see what improvements can be achieved on that front. These are particularly pressing
issues, given the number of people whose employment has been threatened or lost as a result of
the Covid-19 public health emergency. The Government has made several important commitments in the programme for Government, which are to be immediately commenced.
Speaking as a trade union member and the new Minister of State with responsibility for
companies regulation, it is my intention to ensure that we pursue legislation to protect workers’
rights from rogue employers. We need to make that distinction. There are good employers
who treat their employees exceptionally well and give them their just deserts, but there are also
many rogue employers. That cannot be tolerated. I ask Members to work with me in my new
role over the next number of years to improve and enhance that legislation, and I pledge to work
with them to ensure that happens. I for one do not want to see a situation where reports such as
the Duffy Cahill report are commissioned and recommendations are made but are not pursued
and implemented. I ask Members to judge me after a longer time in this role, not after just two
weeks.
Acting Chairman (Deputy Bernard J. Durkan): To conclude, the Solidarity-People Before Profit grouping has ten minutes. I call Deputy Bríd Smith.
22/07/2020RRR00200
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Deputy Bríd Smith: I am sharing time with Deputy Boyd Barrett.
Acting Chairman (Deputy Bernard J. Durkan): Will it be five minutes each?
Deputy Bríd Smith: No.
Acting Chairman (Deputy Bernard J. Durkan): The Deputy should give me a hint.
Deputy Bríd Smith: Seven minutes and three minutes.
Acting Chairman (Deputy Bernard J. Durkan): I thank the Deputy
Deputy Bríd Smith: I talk for longer than he does.
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Acting Chairman (Deputy Bernard J. Durkan): Ar aghaidh leat.

Deputy Bríd Smith: Deputy Lahart stated that no stone would be left unturned. We are
not asking the Government to turn any stone. Rather, we are asking it to drop its amendment
because that amendment is worse than outright opposition. It essentially repeats what Eamon
de Valera - in this, the Minister of State is at least being consistent - said to Irish workers all
those decades ago, namely, that labour must wait. That is what the Government is saying to
the Debenhams workers with this amendment. It is outrageous. As has been said repeatedly,
they have been waiting more than 100 days. At the beginning, we called them the canaries in
the coal mine because they were flagging that many tens of thousands of workers were facing
redundancy, often in situations where justice would not be meted out to them. Justice for workers in this country is sadly lacking.
22/07/2020RRR01100

We are asking all Deputies which side they are on. Those are the words of the old labour
song, “Which Side Are You On?” We are being asked to accept that liquidation, insolvency
and mass redundancies are a natural occurrence like the weather, but that is not the case with
Debenhams. This situation did not occur because of Covid, because shopping and business fell
off or because stores in Ireland were not making enough profit. In the words of one of the shop
stewards, this is a contrived insolvency. It happened because of a decision by a consortium
of Bank of Ireland - remember the name - Barclays and two US-based hedge funds to appoint
an administrator to Debenhams UK, triggering the withdrawal of support for the Irish arm of
Debenhams and leading, in turn, to the liquidation and the loss of 1,400 jobs. It was not a
natural event, but a conscious decision taken in the struggle over power and money between
a consortium called Celine, which includes Bank of Ireland, and other shareholders, such as
Sports Direct. The workers are collateral damage in a struggle between extremely wealthy and
powerful vested interests.
I commend the workers. They are amazing. The Tánaiste and the Minister of State met
them this morning. If they were not impressed by them, they ought to have been. They have
taken a courageous stand. It is only when workers stand up and fight back that we can see any
real change happening in this country. Some 90% of those workers are women, of whom more
than 70% are in their 40s or 50s. That means that they have lived through the experience of
recession at least three times. All the talk of retraining and repurposing them for new employment is not impressing them. It reads well, but it does not guarantee them any help. Eventually,
the Government will be forced to do what the Debenhams workers are screaming at it to do.
The amendment calls for a review of legislation. The Minister of State just went through
the details of the Duffy Cahill report. The Taoiseach must be well versed in it - pardon me for
the Freudian slip, but I meant the Minister, Deputy Varadkar - because he was Taoiseach and
sat on that report for years and did nothing. We need to act immediately and take the steps that
were suggested in it. It states:
where workers have a sustainable claim to enhanced redundancy payments based on a
contractual or quasi-contractual entitlement ... a practical mechanism should be provided by
which those claims can be pursued.... [It] could best be achieved by increasing the level of
compensation that can be awarded where the Protection of Employment Acts is contravened
... [It] would be possible for an Adjudication Officer ... to take into account ... a failure to
obtain enhanced redundancy payments on foot of an express or implied terms incorporated
in the employees’ contracts of employment ...
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This was written in 2016. In the years since, neither this nor any other of the Duffy Cahill report’s recommendations has been enacted. The Minister currently responsible, Deputy
Varadkar, told the House recently that Ireland had robust workers’ legislation - in his dreams.
We do not - not for the SEOs, not for the Debenhams workers, and not in terms of redundancies.
The State and its institutions have utterly failed workers. They have continued failing them
even after the Clerys situation in 2015.
The Government now has a chance to do the right thing, but it has tabled an amendment
that basically tells the workers to go away. The Government claims this matter is complex with
unintended consequences and the cost to the Exchequer and so on needing to be considered,
but let us think back to only last week when very complex legislation of more than 140 pages
was passed. Even the Minister of State responsible admitted that he had not read it or did not
understand it. That legislation was to facilitate this country signing up to an EU package to be
dispensed to businesses. As Deputy Gino Kenny mentioned, the Dáil sat day and night in 2008
to pass complex emergency legislation. It moved heaven and earth for bankers and businesses.
Now, we are asking the Government to do that for workers, who are just as important, if not
more important, than any banker or businessman.
The difference between a statutory payment of two weeks and the possibility of an enhanced
payment of an additional two weeks would give considerable comfort to workers in servicing
their mortgages, paying off other debts, etc. We call on the Government to accept two of our
requests. First, it should tell the liquidators that all money coming to the State in the form of
taxes, VAT and so on should be used to pay the enhanced redundancies. Second, Bank of Ireland should be called in by the Government and told that, even though the taxpayer bailed it
out more than ten years ago, it is now playing a game with no thought given to the devastation
caused to the lives of the families involved. As a key shareholder in that consortium, it needs
to make sure that those workers get justice and their just deserts.
The Green Party is noticeable by its absence here tonight. Do its members consider themselves progressive and on the side of workers in these situations? Are they committed to what
they call a just transition for workers? If they are committed to it in the climate area, they
should be committed to it in this debate. I am asking the Green Party, members of which are
not here to speak in support of this motion, to vote with us tomorrow and to use the position
they won votes for to defend workers’ rights over the vested interests of finance and banking.
Deputy Richard Boyd Barrett: The Government and Deputy Lahart tried to muddy the
waters and to deflect to absolve themselves of responsibility for giving a direct answer to the
questions that this motion asks of them and to cover the fact that they have deleted our entire
motion and replaced it with vague promises of reviews, no tangible commitments and, essentially, a recapitulation of existing legislation, which implies there really is no problem at all.
There is a big problem. Deputy Lahart should note the motion does not ask for a socialist republic. It asks for the Government to implement the Duffy Cahill report into legislation in order
that what is being done to the Debenhams workers can never be done again. The Government
cannot commit to it. It will not commit to it. If we are sceptical it is because it is five years
since that report and the Clerys incident. As I said previously, this has gone on for years under
previous Fianna Fáil Governments. I refer to Vita Cortex, La Senza and Thomas Cook. It goes
on and no action is taken. The Government can hardly blame us for being sceptical.
22/07/2020SSS00200

We ask that something we learned from the liquidators, not dreamed up in some left-wing
textbook, be done. The liquidators said that the Government as priority creditors could instruct
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them to dispose of the assets in favour of the workers. The Government has still not responded
to that point. It should give the instruction. It should give the commitment to engage with
Bank of Ireland, which is directly involved in triggering the process for its own interests and
for the profits of its shareholders that has led to the cynical dumping of 1,400 workers. Will the
Government tell Bank of Ireland that this is not acceptable and insist that proper redundancy
is paid to workers by the consortium to which it is a party and in which it almost certainly was
involved in engineering the dumping of debt onto the Irish company in order that the assets
could be taken off the book?
I say to the Debenhams workers, “Do not listen to Deputy Lahart when he downplays protest”. I was talking to the shop stewards earlier. They are hopeful. They are hopeful because
the issue is being debated in the Dáil tonight and because they have met Ministers. The reason
any of that has happened is because they have been determined in their protest for 100 days. It
is the protests of those workers and their inspiring determination, bravery and courage that has
forced this issue onto the agenda of this House and forced the Government to meet them. It is
that determination, that inspiring heroism by the Debenhams workers that will see this battle to
a successful conclusion, which conclusion, if it is victorious for the workers, will be a victory
not just for the Debenhams workers but for every worker in this country who could face similar
treatment in the future.
Amendment put.
Acting Chairman (Deputy Bernard J. Durkan): In accordance with Standing Order
80(2), the division is postponed until the weekly division time on Thursday, 23 July 2020.
22/07/2020SSS00500

Ábhair Shaincheisteanna Tráthúla - Topical Issue Matters

22/07/2020SSS00600

Acting Chairman (Deputy Bernard J. Durkan): I wish to advise the House of the following matters in respect of which notice has been given under Standing Order 37 and the name of
the Member in each case: (1) Deputy Paul Donnelly - to discuss plans to increase funding from
Pobal in order to pay the national minimum wage; (2) Deputy Neale Richmond - to provide an
update on the status of hate crime legislation; (3) Deputy Pat Buckley - to discuss the proposed
construction of 2,000 homes in Waterrock, east Cork; (4) Deputies David Cullinane and Mark
Ward - to discuss the pathway to a technological university of the south east; (5) Deputies
Dessie Ellis and Darren O’Rourke - to discuss a range of issues threatening the future of the taxi
industry; (6) Deputy Paul McAuliffe - to discuss the lack of autism spectrum disorder, ASD,
places in Dublin North-West; (7) Deputy Cathal Crowe - to discuss the environmental risks
posed by unsewered rural villages; (8) Deputy Verona Murphy - to discuss the need for investment in Rosslare Europort in preparation for Brexit; (9) Deputies Martin Kenny and Johnny
Mythen - to discuss the recent increase in dog theft; (10) Deputy Éamon Ó Cuív - to discuss the
commencement of sections of the Public Health (Alcohol) Act that deal with minimum pricing
of alcohol; (11) Deputy Denis Naughten - to discuss the establishment of an ASD class at St.
Teresa’s school, Ballinasloe, County Galway; (12) Deputy Emer Higgins - to discuss increasing the number of sporting and cultural events of importance to be broadcast free-to-air; (13)
Deputy Ruairí Ó Murchú - to discuss the impact of insurance on the community sector; (14)
Deputies Martin Browne, Violet-Anne Wynne and Maurice Quinlivan - to discuss the future of
Shannon Airport and Shannon Heritage to ensure their continued viability; (15) Deputy James
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O’Connor - to discuss the traffic congestion issues of the N25 at Castlemartyr and in east Cork
generally; (16) Deputy John McGuinness - if the Department of Justice and Equality will provide an update on various inquiries within its remit; (17) Deputies Donnchadh Ó Laoghaire and
Sorca Clarke - to discuss the need for greater provision of adult disability services; (18) Deputy
Thomas Gould - to discuss the closure of Mount Cara House residential care facility in County
Cork; (19) Deputy Niamh Smyth - to discuss the increased dangers arising from cross-Border
travel to public houses in Northern Ireland; (20) Deputy Mattie McGrath - to discuss the urgent
need for legislative protections for students using student accommodation; (21) Deputy Christopher O’Sullivan - to discuss the planned erection of a barrier at Keelbeg Pier, Union Hall,
Cork; and (22) Deputy John Lahart - to discuss the introduction of a compensation scheme for
the bereaved families of locum healthcare workers who died from Covid-19.
The matters raised by Deputies Paul Donnelly, John Lahart, Niamh Smyth and Verona Murphy were selected for discussion but Deputy Niamh Smyth has withdrawn her Topical Issue
matter.

22/07/2020SSS00800

Saincheisteanna Tráthúla - Topical Issue Debate

Community Services Programme

22/07/2020SSS00900

Deputy Paul Donnelly: I recently attended the annual general meeting of a local community centre. I would like to outline some of the serious situations facing not only this centre
but many other community centres and projects in the coming months and, more important, in
2021. This community centre has eight staff members and a co-ordinator and it receives a grant
from Pobal of approximately €184,000 in respect of those staff. The funding has not been increased since 2013 and thus it has not kept up with inflation. The current funding provides for
a wage of €9.39 per hour. As the Minister of State will be aware, the national minimum wage is
€10.10. This means the voluntary management committee and the centre manager have to raise
funding to cover the shortfall of 71 cent per hour per member of staff. They do this by running
a café, which offers affordable food to the many people who use it not just for a cup of coffee
or tea and a breakfast or a lunch but to connect with other people in the community. This is an
important facility for people who may have nobody else to speak to on a particular day. The
manager has told me that a number of people come into the café every day not just for coffee or
food but to connect with people.
22/07/2020SSS01000

The centre has several rooms that are in constant use all day every day. The price and
structure is kept deliberately low and affordable for the many community groups that use them
because they also do not have sufficient funding. The centre receives funding from Foróige,
which provides an amazing space for young people in the community and it has a brilliant
crèche which caters for young parents in the Huntstown community. When they desperately
need funding for repairs and maintenance, the community always rallies round. They are constantly drafting funding submissions for a couple of thousand euro here and there from Fingal
County Council or some other organisation.
The time and energy taken up constantly worrying about how they will pay the wages, keep
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the café open and pay for essential maintenance and upkeep of what is now an old building can
be overwhelming for many community groups. It should not have to be this way. They are
providing a service that the State should be providing yet they have to struggle day in, day out.
This was the case before Covid. With the onset of Covid, everything changed not only for this
community centre but for every other community centre and community project throughout the
State. Many of them are in the ownership of a local authority and this means they are somewhat
protected. Centres outside of that remit are not protected and they rely very much on the local
community and the resources they have.
Many of the rooms in this centre cannot be used because of the need for social distancing.
The café is losing business because it cannot use all of its tables and thus the number of people
that can use the facility is reduced. Fundraising will be affected because so many people have
been badly hit by the pandemic. I have been involved in many community projects in the past
number of months and during the lockdown. The amount of funding being raised by communities is astonishing but that well is starting to dry up as people are really struggling.
We know these community centres will either close or continue to struggle. They need the
safety net of Government funding to meet the cost of the living wage but at the very least, the
minimum wage. I am seeking a commitment from the Minister of State that the stimulus package will make provision for local community centres and projects such that they will not be
adversely affected. While some of them will be okay for the remainder of 2019, the fear is that
come 2021, the cumulative effect of all of the social distancing measures will have a detrimental
effect on them.
Minister of State at the Department of Rural and Community Development (Deputy
Joe O’Brien): I thank the Deputy for his input. We shared a different chamber not so long ago
and I recall him passionately defending his community there. There are not too many speeches
I remember from that chamber but that was one of them. I thank him for doing that and for
defending a crucial community resource in this case.
22/07/2020TTT00100

There are two halves to the answer to the question, the first of which relates to the structural
funding issue. I understand that the Department provided some funding in that regard at the
beginning of this year for the upkeep of the structures. In essence, the Deputy is talking about
the community services programme, CSP, of the Department, which supports more than 400
organisations such as the Deputy described to provide crucial services throughout the country
through a social enterprise model. It is an essential programme that provides a variety of community, business and social enterprises to deliver a range of local services and employment
opportunities, such as community centres, Meals on Wheels, like in my area of Balbriggan, and
the Skerries Mills café. They are crucial community focal points.
Services are being delivered in marginalised and isolated communities that would not be delivered were it not for the CSP, which supports more than 2,000 real jobs in various parts of the
country. CSP funding is provided as a fixed annual contribution towards the cost of an agreed
number of full-time equivalent, FTE, positions, including that of manager where warranted. A
total of €32,000 per annum is provided towards costs for the manager position and €19,033 per
annum towards the cost of an FTE position. These positions are permanent jobs, not activation
programme positions, which last only for a defined period. The CSP is a contribution towards
the salaries. The jobs are not on the direct payroll of the Department, which is an important
distinction.
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The funding is a fixed annual contribution that must be co-funded by the organisations concerned from other sources, such as from income generated from the use of facilities and services
provided. I acknowledge the Deputy’s outlining of the difficulty of providing that part of the
funding in the current circumstances. Supported organisations are obliged under the CSP to pay
their employees at least the minimum wage level. I am aware that a number of CSP-supported
organisations are paying their staff the living wage rate of €12.30 per hour. That said, during the
Covid-19 crisis a significant number of CSP-supported services were unable to open or operate
for a lengthy period, thereby reducing their ability to generate the required income.
To address this, the Department has a fund to assist CSP-supported organisations to retain
their staff on the payroll during the Covid-19 restrictions when normal trading or other revenueraising activities have been ceased or curtailed. The fund is providing additional funding to
CSP-supported organisations that are most in need to enable them to pay their full-time CSPsupported employees €350 net per week, with a proportionate sum for part-time CSP-supported
employees. It is important to make the distinction that the Department is supporting the decisions but they are not payrolled by the Department. That is why the full wage is not covered.
As I know, coming from where I do, it is wise to have several income streams if these crucial
jobs are to be protected. In 2019, the Department appointed Indecon Economic Consultants to
conduct an independent review of the programme. I will examine that in the weeks ahead to
determine how we can progress and grow the programme.
Deputy Paul Donnelly: I welcome the additional funding for Covid-19 and the Covid payment that was provided. The crux of the discussion is that CSP funding is a fixed annual contribution towards the cost of an agreed number of full-time positions, including that of manager.
Unfortunately, it does not bring up the payment to the level of the minimum wage. The cost is
€9.38 per member of staff, whereas the minimum wage is €10.10, and it has not increased in
a long time. There is a structural and fundamental issue with the CSP. My belief, and that of
many community organisations, is that at the very least, the minimum wage should be covered.
That, however, was prior to Covid. Post Covid, we are in completely different circumstances.
22/07/2020TTT00200

I accept that the Minister of State is genuine in respect of supporting communities and I look
forward to his analysis of the report and of how we can move forward in supporting communities. At the end of the day, he and I know that such organisations are the heart and soul of our
communities, both of the people who provide the service and of those who use the service. If
we do not have them, that person who goes in for a tea or coffee does not get to speak to somebody that day, while a young person might wish to use the centre but it will not be there. He
or she will be on the street corner. It is really important, when we are considering how we can
fund our community, that we seek to make it as supportive as possible.
Deputy Joe O’Brien: I assure the Deputy that on my watch, these services will be there and
I will do everything to ensure they will continue to be there. It is a requirement of receiving
support under the programme that organisations are obliged to pay at least the minimum wage.
CSP funding is for social enterprises that are in a position to generate income to match the CSP
contribution, which is a minimum requirement under the programme. If the programme were to
increase the funding contribution to align it to the minimum wage, it could cost an additional €4
million per annum. It would be necessary to close the programme to new applicants and would
limit any potential changes to the scheme that may be considered in light of the Indecon review.
22/07/2020TTT00300

I am conscious that in the current crisis, organisations are struggling to generate income,
which is why approximately €1 million is being provided to the organisations currently being
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supported by the programme through additional funding. The fund was established for an initial 12-week period for all organisations in financial need but the Department has extended it on
an exceptional case-by-case basis in line with the roadmap for reopening. It is targeted at those
organisations most in need.
I reiterate my commitment to the Deputy that I will do everything I can to ensure that these
crucial services, focal points and outlets for the community, where people can organise and feel
part of the place they are from, will not only survive but grow in their reach.
Covid-19 Pandemic Supports

22/07/2020TTT00400

Deputy John Lahart: I thank my colleague, the Minister for Health, Deputy Stephen Donnelly, for appearing in the Chamber to take this Topical Issue matter. I begin with a quote:
“He’s been an outstanding doctor and the best dad we could have asked for.” So said Dr. Samar
Fatima Ali, daughter of Dr. Syed Waqqar Ali, in paying tribute to her father this evening. The
Minister will be aware that Dr. Ali, who worked at Tallaght Hospital in my constituency and at
the Mater Hospital, died today following a battle with Covid-19. Dr. Syed Waqqar Ali passed
away after spending three months in ICU. It is clear that he put up an incredible battle and that
he was attended in that struggle by very dedicated healthcare workers. It is hard to avoid clichés but it is a timely reminder of the deadliness of the virus. It is particularly poignant that a
front-line healthcare worker, involved in trying to save other people’s lives and give them hope,
succumbed to it himself.
22/07/2020TTT00500

As the Mater Hospital stated earlier, Dr. Ali was a front-line healthcare worker who provided selfless emergency care to Covid-19 patients at a number of hospitals, including Tallaght
Hospital in my constituency. It also stated he had been due to begin a shift at the Mater Hospital
in April when he felt unwell.
That was at the height of the pandemic. He asked to be seen as a patient and was admitted
immediately because he had contracted the Covid-19 illness.
His colleagues today remember him as a hard worker and diligent doctor with a humble
and down-to-earth personality. However, the Irish Medical Organisation has also stated that
this tragedy reminds us, as I mentioned, of the risk faced and sacrifices made by
9 o’clock
health professionals in the fight against Covid-19. I know the Minister is very
familiar with the fact that approximately one in three cases of Covid-19 involves
healthcare workers. In recent weeks, as the disease became less common in the community, the
proportion of cases involving healthcare workers increased.
As the Minister knows, Dr. Ali is the eighth healthcare worker to die of Covid-19 in this
State. Dr. Ali was a locum, although I do not know if any of the other healthcare workers who
succumbed to the virus were playing a locum role. I understand from one of his colleagues that
he was the father to five children. I do not claim to know anything about his financial position
and I do not want to put forward any suggestions around it. However, in this pandemic when
locums working in the public health service help to fight Covid-19 but fall victim to the virus,
the State should consider providing some form of financial support for the bereaved families.
He was working on the public health front line without the entitlements that full-time staff have
with pensions and leave, for example. I ask that the Minister consider what could be done for
the families left behind when locum doctors like Dr. Ali lose their lives to this awful disease.
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Minister for Health (Deputy Stephen Donnelly): I start by thanking Deputy Lahart for
raising this matter. I join him in offering my sincere condolences to the family of Dr. Waqqar
Ali, as well as the doctor’s friends and colleagues, some of who were in touch with me today
to share very kind words about their colleague and what an extraordinary man and dedicated
doctor he was.
22/07/2020UUU00200

Along with Deputy Lahart I saw the interviews with the good doctor’s children today on
RTÉ and it was absolutely heartbreaking. We honour his work, and as Deputy Lahart has said,
the work of all front-line workers. We recognise that eight front-line healthcare workers have
died during this pandemic because of this awful and vicious disease.
Deputy Lahart raises an excellent question, which is whether a compensation scheme can
be put in place for the families of front-line healthcare workers who lose their lives due to Covid-19. The short answer is “Yes it can”. The previous Government kicked off the work and
this Government will continue that work. I will be bringing a proposal to the Cabinet to that
effect. The officials in my Department have been working hard on the scheme. I am not in a
position to share the proposed details now, as I am sure the Deputy understands, as they must be
discussed by the Government. I have looked at the detail today and much work has been done.
Critically, one of the questions we will rightly be asked is whether the scheme will apply
retrospectively. There is really no point in us bringing forward a scheme at some distant point
in future if it does not apply to the entire Covid-19 period. My full intention is that this will
be the case. There may be details that are to be worked through and barriers that might need
to be addressed in order to do that. As we both know, most schemes of this type do not tend to
be retrospective. I will be making sure that all those barriers will be dealt with and this will be
applied retrospectively with the agreement of the Government.
Many of our healthcare workers are protected by various life assurance schemes. As the
Deputy points out, locums are not, and neither are many extraordinary workers in section 38
and section 39 organisations and certain other categories of workers across our system. It is
my intention that this scheme will apply to everybody who is a front-line and hands-on worker,
putting himself or herself at risk every day to keep the rest of us safe. Sometimes, tragically, as
we have seen today, they pay the ultimate price for that.
I thank the Deputy for raising the matter today and I assure him and the House that we will
be moving as quickly as possible on this. We will bring this scheme to the Government and I
hope to have its agreement that the proposal will be applied retrospectively. It is the least we
can do to stand with and support our quite extraordinary front-line workers.
Deputy John Lahart: I will not go on at length. I am very grateful for the Minister’s response, which is very generous and compassionate on behalf of the Government and the State.
He rightly referenced the awful nature of the exposure of front-line workers to the virus. Notwithstanding all the personal protective equipment, PPE, the virus is such an insidious thing
that front-line workers are unable in some cases to escape it. In today’s awful case, we can see
that Dr. Ali succumbed to it after a considerable battle. I thank the Minister for his compassionate response and I expect nothing less from him. He has met the mark in that regard.
22/07/2020UUU00300

Of course, the Minister appreciates that the role of the locum is one of a doctor without
roots. They move around different hospitals and in the context of the coronavirus, it exposes
them even more. The upside of not putting down substantial roots in different places is there is
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an opportunity to have an impact on the lives of far more people, including the health personnel
in different health settings.
As I said, I do not know the doctor’s particular circumstances and I do not want to dwell on
them. I know medical personnel who work in the field will be very gratified and delighted to
hear of the compassionate and warm response of the Minister to this request. I thank him again.
Deputy Stephen Donnelly: I thank Deputy Lahart for that. I think we have covered the
issue but it is worth repeating that the scheme that will be brought in will be for all front-line
workers. It includes section 38 organisations, section 39 organisations and nursing homes.
Many people who are working in nursing homes do not have these protections. We will make
sure that they have them.
22/07/2020VVV00100

The Deputy referenced the infection rates among healthcare workers of which we need
to be very cognisant. I met three of the unions yesterday that represent front-line workers,
namely, the Irish Nurses & Midwives Organisation, INMO, the Psychiatric Nurses Association
of Ireland, PNA, and SIPTU. I will meet more in the coming days. These issues came up at
the meeting. An issue was raised about a very high level of Covid-19 infection rates among
our healthcare workers. One of the first things I did when I was appointed was look into that to
determine the issue. The figure we were given was the percentage of healthcare workers as a
percentage of total cases in Ireland. It is very high, however, that is a function of testing. When
we look at the infection rate among our healthcare workers as a percentage of all healthcare
workers, it is significantly lower than international standards. While that is good news and reassuring to hear, we must strive to do much more.
I was talking with the HSE today about some of these issues. PPE is available. However,
everything that can be done must be done to continue to improve the protection of our healthcare workers but also, as we have discussed, certain other categories of workers across the system in the sections 38 and 39 organisations and in the nursing homes. We will make sure that
we continue to do everything we can to that end.
Acting Chairman (Deputy Bernard Durkan): We will go straight to Topical Issue No. 4
because we had one drop-out. Deputy Verona Murphy wishes to discuss the need for investment in Rosslare Europort in preparation for Brexit. I understand the Deputy may be waiting
for Topical Issue No. 3 to proceed but that Deputy is not here. If Deputy Murphy is in the precincts, now is the time for her to raise her matter. Otherwise, we will have to close the debate.
I apologise to the Minister of State.
22/07/2020VVV00200

To be fair, we have tried to make contact but we have to press on. There is not much sense
in waiting indefinitely because the Deputy may have overlooked the fact that she was due to
speak now.
The Dáil adjourned at 9.12 p.m. until 9.30 a.m. on Thursday, 23 July 2020.
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