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European Agenda Developments: Minister of State at the Department of Foreign Affairs 
and Trade

Chairman: I remind members to ensure their mobile phones are switched off.  This is im-
portant because it causes serious problems for broadcasting, editorial and sound staff.

Today, we will engage with the new Minister of State at the Department of Foreign Affairs 
and Trade with responsibility for European Union affairs, Deputy Helen McEntee.  Last week, 
in her absence, members and I congratulated her on her appointment and expressed our desire 
to work with her.  We complimented the outgoing Minister of State, Deputy Dara Murphy, who 
was workmanlike in his duties.  I know the Minister of State, Deputy McEntee, will be the exact 
same.  We are genuine in wishing the Minister of State every success and happiness in her new 
role.

It is important the relationship between the Minister with responsibility for European Affairs 
and the committee is strong.  We had good interactions with the previous Minister of State and 
I hope to have similar strong engagement with the new one, Deputy McEntee.  I have watched 
the career of Deputy McEntee and since her elevation to ministerial office I have seen her work 
very diligently in government.  I admire Deputy McEntee and I look forward to working with 
her.  It is very positive that we can have this initial engagement so soon after Deputy McEntee 
taking office.  We realise the Minister of State has to read herself into the brief.  We may have 
less to speak about today than we will in the future but nonetheless it is the beginning of our 
relationship working together.  I know that members look forward to interacting with her.

I extend a warm welcome to the officials accompanying the Minister of State and acknowl-
edge the good work of the Department.  I thank the Minister of State and her officials for taking 
time out of their busy schedule to be here.

Let me remind members and witnesses of the rules of privilege.  Members are reminded of 
the long-standing parliamentary practice to the effect that they should not comment on, criticise 
or make charges against a person outside the House or an official either by name or in such a 
way as to make him or her identifiable.  I draw the attention of witnesses to the fact that by 
virtue of section 17(2)(l) of the Defamation Act 2009, witnesses are protected by absolute privi-
lege in respect of their evidence to the committee.  However, if they are directed by the commit-
tee to cease giving evidence on a particular matter and they continue to so do, they are entitled 
thereafter only to a qualified privilege in respect of their evidence.  They are directed that only 
evidence connected with the subject matter of these proceedings is to be given and they are 
asked to respect the parliamentary practice to the effect that, where possible, they should not 
criticise or make charges against any person, persons or entity by name or in such a way as to 
make him, her or it identifiable.

I invite the Minister of State, Deputy McEntee, to make her opening remarks before opening 
the floor to my colleagues.

Minister of State at the Department of Foreign Affairs and Trade  (Deputy  Helen 
McEntee): I thank the Chairman and members for their good wishes.  I agree it is important we 
have a strong relationship and that there is strong engagement between us.  I am at the disposal 
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of the Chairman and members should they need me at the committee.  I am delighted to be here 
today, the first time I have had the pleasure of being before this committee since I was appointed 
Minister of State with responsibility for European Affairs two weeks ago.  I was honoured to 
be asked to take on this important job at a time when Ireland’s place in the European Union is 
centre stage.

Ireland’s future prosperity is best served by our membership of the European Union.  Brexit 
only serves to underline that our membership of the Single Market and customs union are the 
cornerstones of our economic success.  We are all too well aware of the disruption and negative 
impact that Brexit may have on key sectors of our economy, in particular agriculture, agrifood 
and the drinks industry, but that does not in any way weaken the case for our remaining com-
mitted members of the European Union – quite the contrary.

Chairman, I look forward to working with you and members of the committee to deepen our 
national and parliamentary dialogue on the full EU agenda.  National parliaments and commit-
tees on European affairs play a vital role in EU policy formulation and implementation and in 
ensuring that the EU improves its engagement with all our citizens.  I assure the Chairman and 
members of my openness to working with the committee in the period ahead.

In the time available today I would like to touch on three issues: the outcome of last month’s 
European Council meeting; the unfolding debate on the future of Europe, a topic that is of par-
ticular interest to the committee; and the incoming Estonian EU Presidency, and I welcome Her 
Excellency, Mrs. Kristi Karelsohn, Ambassador of Estonia to the meeting.

One of my first official engagements following my appointment as Minister with respon-
sibility for European Affairs was to accompany the Taoiseach to the June European Council.  
Items on the agenda included security and defence; migration; jobs, growth and competitive-
ness; external relations; the Paris Agreement on climate change; and Digital Europe.  The Tao-
iseach has already made a comprehensive statement to the Dáil so I do not propose to go into 
great detail on it now, however, I will touch on a few key issues.

On Brexit, the EU’s chief negotiator Michel Barnier updated the European Council on Ar-
ticle 50 format, that is, the 27 member states minus the UK, on the recent opening of formal 
negotiations with the UK which took place just over two weeks ago, which were seen as gener-
ally positive and constructive.  In line with the EU guidelines, the Irish-specific concerns, pro-
tecting the Good Friday Agreement and the gains of the peace process; avoiding a hard Border 
through imaginative and flexible solutions; and maintaining the common travel area – will be 
prioritised in the first phase of the negotiations, before we move to discussions about the shape 
of the future relationship.

In respect of jobs, growth and competitiveness, the European Council considered a range 
of economic issues.  The President of the European Central Bank, ECB, Mario Draghi, gave a 
generally positive presentation about the EU and eurozone economies.

There was a discussion of the Single Market and trade policy.  Members will be aware that 
Ireland has a high level of ambition for the Single Market, in particular with regard to cross-
border trade in services and in advance of the European Council we worked with like-minded 
partners to ensure that a specific reference to services was included in the Council conclusions.  
We strongly support the priority the incoming Estonian Presidency has attached to Digital Eu-
rope.
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On trade, the Taoiseach stressed our support for a robust, free trade policy, upholding an 
open and rules based multilateral trading system.

The discussions on security and defence covered both the internal and external aspects.  
Discussions covered efforts to tackle the spread of radicalism online and its financing.  The 
challenges inherent in tackling terrorist communications, while at the same time safeguarding 
privacy, were acknowledged.

On the external dimension, the High Representative, Ms Federica Mogherini, briefed the 
meeting on the implementation of the EU global strategy one year after its adoption.  Ireland 
strongly supports the strategy, and we have emphasised the need for the comprehensive imple-
mentation of all five of its priorities, which is important if all member states are to contribute 
and play an active part.  Using the Union’s unique mix of diplomatic, civilian and peace-keep-
ing capabilities will help protect our citizens, and contribute to peace and security in our neigh-
bourhood and beyond.  

The strategy also provides the framework for EU co-operation with NATO, focused on 
peace-keeping and maintaining international peace and security.  Ireland’s neutrality is, of 
course, fully respected, and has not been brought into question and we do not participate in any 
military alliance.  However, we favour initiatives to strengthen the EU’s capacity to act as an 
international peace provider, in particular in support of the United Nations.  We also support co-
operation within the Union to achieve common objectives in response to the range of new and 
growing threats.  We have all witnessed them in the past number of weeks and months.

While there have been some positive developments on migration, in particular a signifi-
cant decline in activity along the eastern Mediterranean route, the situation remains critical in 
terms of irregular visits and arrivals through the central Mediterranean.  The Council agreed to 
improve co-ordination efforts in this respect, provide more support for Italy and try to end the 
tragic situation where so many people are unfortunately losing their lives.

Ireland has consistently called for a comprehensive response to the migration crisis that 
addresses its effects as well as its underlying root causes.  We have agreed to take up to 4,000 
asylum seekers, including 200 minors, and refugees, and provide naval vessels to help with 
search operations.  Since May 2015, seven of our vessels have saved almost 17,000 migrants 
and supply humanitarian assistance to those affected by the Syrian crisis.  To date, we have 
provided more than €78 million for that.

On the external relations items on the agenda, the Council expressed regret at President 
Trump’s decision to withdraw from the Paris Agreement on climate change.  On sanctions 
against Russia, the Council decided that Russia’s ongoing actions in eastern Ukraine left little 
choice but to renew the restrictive measures for a further six months.  This is a decision that 
Ireland has fully supported.  Leaders discussed relations with Turkey, with concerns being ex-
pressed about its human rights situation.  The President of Cyprus updated the European Coun-
cil on the ongoing UN-sponsored talks between the two communities on the island.

I will turn to the debate on the future of Europe, a matter on which this committee is actively 
engaged.  On 1 March, the European Commission published the White Paper on the Future of 
Europe.  As well as setting out the main achievements of the EU over the past six decades, the 
White Paper addresses the challenges that Europe is facing and presents five scenarios for how 
the Union could evolve by 2025, depending on how we choose to respond.  The Commission 
has since published five accompanying reflection papers on a range of diverse topics that will 
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also contribute to the Europe-wide discussions that the White Paper seeks to initiate.

The Government has welcomed the paper.  It contains much valuable food for thought about 
the international context as it is now and may develop over the coming decades and sets out a 
number of scenarios for how the EU might evolve and develop in the period ahead.  The White 
Paper takes an open and non-prescriptive approach and is presented as an initial contribution 
to a Europe-wide discussion and debate.  This open, inclusive and transparent approach is wel-
come and is in keeping with the need to renew the EU’s contract with its citizens.

The European Commission will lead a public engagement strategy to discuss and debate the 
future of Europe in all member states.  I understand that the head of the Commission represen-
tation in Ireland, Mr. Gerry Kiely, appeared before this committee last month to facilitate an 
initial exchange with members on the White Paper.  I would be interested to hear from members 
what themes emerged from that discussion and what discussions they had subsequently.  I un-
derstand that the committee is planning a call for public submissions on the future of Europe for 
later this month.  National parliaments play an important role in debating the future of Europe 
and the Oireachtas should facilitate and encourage as wide-ranging a debate as possible on this 
matter of national importance.  The Joint Committee on European Union Affairs is best placed 
to take a lead role in this regard and I am happy to encourage that lead.

Ideally, the debate should be followed in the autumn by a wider Government-led consul-
tation process, with the outcome of the process that the committee has launched making an 
important contribution to the Government’s consideration.  The consultation process should be 
as inclusive as possible and involve all interested parties, including social partners, business 
partners, the voluntary sector, academics and members of the general public.  It is important 
that the debate engage the public to the greatest extent possible.  The Department of Foreign 
Affairs and Trade is examining a number of options for facilitating and encouraging that wider 
debate.  I hope that we can work together to further that aim.

I welcome the new Estonian Presidency of the Council, which has just begun.  The ambas-
sador to Ireland, H.E. Mrs. Kristi Karelsohn, is present and will address the committee shortly 
on her country’s priorities.  Ireland welcomes the priorities identified by Estonia, given their 
emphasis on preserving our shared values of prosperity, security, peace and stability in Europe.  
In particular, we welcome the focus on a digital Europe and Estonia’s intention of holding a 
summit meeting in Tallinn on 29 September to discuss Europe’s digital future.  I understand that 
the Taoiseach will be attending that.  We wish the Estonian Presidency well for its upcoming 
six months.

Some of our Seanad colleagues have been working on a paper on Brexit.  I thank them for 
their work and look forward to engaging with them next week during the Seanad debate.

I thank the Chairman for the opportunity to address the committee and I look forward to 
working with members on promoting Ireland’s place in the EU.

Chairman: I thank the Minister of State.  I apologise for some of our members in that this 
meeting clashes with other meetings and we understand that they must come and go.  I also ne-
glected to acknowledge some of the ambassadors and their officials who are present.  I welcome 
them and thank them for attending.

Senator  Neale Richmond: I join in the Chairman’s welcome to the Minister of State.  I am 
delighted to see her taking up her role and I wish her the best in the coming months and years 
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of her service.  I do not doubt that she will be a success and the Government will flourish with 
her in this vital role.  I thank her for her kind words about the Seanad committee’s report, which 
was launched yesterday.  Alongside Seanad colleagues, I look forward to engaging in a debate 
on the report with her next week.  I will not discuss Brexit today.  I am sure that other commit-
tee colleagues might have a word or two to say about it, but I will have 80 billion words to say 
to her about it next week and many other times socially.

I wish to touch on two matters, both of which the Minister of State has mentioned, and I 
am grateful to her for doing so.  The first matter is the White Paper on the Future of Europe.  I 
will not mention Brexit because it has happened, is being negotiated and is playing out.  Our 
Government has played an excellent role in putting Ireland in the best position in that regard, 
which is to be commended, but we have moved on and must now consider the future of Europe 
and the European Commission’s suggestions, some of which are welcome.  Like anything when 
it comes to dealing with European affairs, however, I fear that some of those suggestions could 
be taken for granted, jeopardised or misrepresented by ill-informed or nefarious elements in 
civic society.  We need to be careful in this regard.  When we approach the idea of the future of 
Europe, we should set out exactly how Ireland sees its role in that future.

It will come as no surprise to the Minister of State or other members of the committee that I 
fully believe that Ireland’s future has to be at the heart of Europe.  She remarked on this matter 
at the start of her address, which was welcome, but it is not something that can just be written 
down or shown.  We need to become living and breathing examples of what it means to embrace 
the European ideal.  To date, we have only done that at a half pace.  We have kept ourselves 
semi-detached and connected to the UK instead of looking to the rest of Europe and the Euro-
pean project.  This is our future; the UK is our past.  We will maintain as strong a relationship 
as possible, but the UK has made a decision for us.  Ireland must now make the decision that 
not only will we be at the heart of Europe, but we will defend it and say why this is right.  I will 
not go into too much detail because the Minister of State has a great deal of work ahead of her.  
It is probably the busiest junior Ministry and should be a full Ministry, given that the Minister 
of State will have the workload of a full Minister, so I wish her well.  Every meeting should be 
underlined by us voicing our commitment to Europe and our reasons and by taking on those 
who put out the idiotic suggestion that we would somehow be better off out of Europe.  That is 
the challenge that I lay down to the Minister of State and I wish her every bit of luck.

Senator  Terry Leyden: I welcome the Minister of State, Deputy McEntee, her officials, 
the ambassadors, their staff and the diplomatic corps.  We appreciate their attendance at our 
meetings and they add to the meeting’s importance.  The Chairman has been active in meeting 
all the EU ambassadors.  We commend him on his efforts.  All members have been available to 
meet ambassadors to discuss issues.

I commend the former Minister of State, Deputy Dara Murphy’s efforts and co-operation 
over the past number of years.  We welcome the new Minister of State in that capacity and con-
gratulate her.  She will make as big an impression in Europe as she makes in my area of Castle-
coote in County Roscommon, which she has visited many times.  We are always delighted to 
meet her there.  She is approachable and will undoubtedly make that impression in Europe.

The Minister of State’s speech was excellent and covered many matters.  She is working her 
way into the situation, but she has a good knowledge.  She has previous ministerial experience 
and acquitted herself very well.  She came up with new initiatives which were very welcome.  
Like other members, I was in Malta when it held the Presidency of the Council of the European 
Union.  I will be representing the committee at a Conference of Parliamentary Committees for 
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Union Affairs of Parliaments of the European Union, COSAC, meeting in Estonia at the week-
end.  I commend Estonia and wish it well during its Presidency.  I also thank the Maltese for 
what was an excellent Presidency.  

I welcome the peace talks initiated by the United Nations now taking place in Switzerland.  
We could play a very important role in dealing with the Cypriot issue, particularly in resolv-
ing issues between Turkey and Greece which very much reflect the difficulties we have had on 
our island.  Our experiences and achievements in the peace talks which led to the Good Friday 
Agreement impressed the Cypriots.  I know that the Minister of State met the President of Cy-
prus who updated her on the current position.  It is an area in which I would like to see her get 
involved as her experience would be of benefit.  She also has responsibility for the Council of 
Europe; I think it is part of her portfolio, but I am not quite sure.  Normally the Minister of State 
with responsibility for European affairs attends Council of Europe ministerial meetings.  It is a 
very important forum at which 47 countries are represented and meet on a regular basis - four 
times a year.  Our representative is Senator Joe O’Reilly.  He is the leader of the Irish delegation 
which comprises excellent members.  I wish the Minister of State every success in that regard.  
I am not here to ask her questions, just to wish her well.  There is no doubt that she will have a 
tremendously busy time in dealing with her portfolio.  She will be one of the busiest Ministers 
in the Government, but I have no doubt that she is ready, willing and able to take on the role.

Deputy  Colm Brophy: I join the Chairman and colleagues in wishing the Minister of State 
well in her new role which I have no doubt her excellent abilities will enable her to perform 
very well.  There are a number of issues arising from her contribution, one of which is the mi-
gration crisis.  It was very disappointing to hear some of the recent comments made by some 
countries.  I fully understand that for ones directly affected, it is very difficult to deal with the 
inflow, but, collectively, the European Union has an incredible responsibility.  We are dealing 
daily with men, women and children’s lives and it is one of the most defining issues on which 
it will be judged.  It is at the heart of what it is supposed to be in terms of how we treat people.  
The last thing we want to see happen is the future generations look back and ask the question 
that has been asked: how could people enjoy their lovely holidays on the shores of the Mediter-
ranean in the months of July and August at a time when the Governments of those countries 
were allowing people to die?  As a country, we have made a tremendous effort.  We have to 
acknowledge the deployment of the Naval Service and other members of the Defence Forces 
and the role they have played, but, collectively, EU member states need to do more.  There is a 
need for a greater integrated response because one life lost is one too many and thousands dy-
ing is almost becoming a non-story for the media.  We should never forget what is happening.

Senator Neale Richmond has mentioned the other point I want to raise.  I welcome the re-
statement of our commitment to the European Union.  It should not be necessary to do so, but it 
is.  It is regrettable there are people who, for whatever reason, are willing to sell a story to which 
there is no logic that this country would somehow benefit from being outside the European 
Union.  There has always been a cohort who are negative about or anti-the European Union.  
We, therefore, need to redouble our efforts, particularly in the process of looking at and shaping 
the future of the European Union, and restate the central benefits to the country, its economy 
and future, of membership of the Union.  In Britain there has always been a very strong anti-
EU group.  Eventually there was a referendum that took it out of the European Union.  Britain 
played a central role with us as members of the European Union in terms of the way we sought 
to shape it with the rest of our European partners.  Shaping it is one of the greatest challenges 
facing the Government, in the next stage of which the pro-EU voice in Britain will be miss-
ing.  Britain does not acknowledge its achievements within the Europe Union, particularly in 
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its enlargement and expansion.  As a country, we need to look at how we, without the British 
voice, can redouble our efforts to make sure the future shape of the European Union reflects the 
interests of all mainland Europe countries and will take account of what it is like to be a country 
on the periphery or at the very edge of Europe.

Deputy  Bernard J. Durkan: I welcome the Minister of State and her colleagues and wish 
her well in her ministry which is very important and pivotal and growing in importance.  The 
challenges are ten a penny, now more than ever before, but Meath people tend to rise to a chal-
lenge, which is why I have no doubt that she will be well able for her role.

Deputy  Helen McEntee: I try.

Deputy  Bernard J. Durkan: Even against Kerry from time to time, Meath has been known 
to put in a good display.

I agree strongly with my colleagues who have referred to the unhelpful comments made by 
people who have made proposals on the direction Ireland should take in considering the future 
of the European Union.  To say the least, such comments are unhelpful and they have come 
from people who should know better.  It is timely for us to recognise that the Government, the 
Oireachtas and Members of the Houses, collectively, have a responsibility to keep firm lines 
and our position on membership of the European Union clear and transparent.  We have long 
since committed to membership of it and intend for it to remain that way.  We also need to be 
absolutely certain that pre-emptive strikes will not take place.  One or two have already been 
made and we could find ourselves negotiating in a situation where some ground had already 
been conceded by virtue of some of the suggestions made.  It is a little like tackling somebody 
before a rugby match starts.  It involves red and black cards, sin bins and everything else.  What 
I am trying to say, without mentioning names, is that pre-emptive strikes are unhelpful in the 
context of negotiations.  The EU negotiating team is led by Michel Barnier and it is the appro-
priate route to follow.  

We have a particular interest in Brexit because of the position of Northern Ireland which is 
of particular importance to us on this island.  Nothing has changed in that regard and the com-
mitment made by the Government prevails in terms of its anxiety to ensure continued access 
to the Single Market.  There can be no fudging on the issue.  It should also be recognised that 
the Irish and British Governments are co-guarantors of the Good Friday Agreement.  It is on 
that basis that both of them have responsibility.  The Good Friday Agreement is an interna-
tional agreement and attempts to unwind it by stealth are not to the benefit of either Northern 
or Southern Ireland or the European Union.  The European Union has given a commitment in 
that regard and there are also global commitments.  I strongly reiterate the need for us to remain 
steadfast in our objectives and ensure we will not in any way be distracted by people who tend 
to make unhelpful, unfounded and unresearched suggestions that would lead us nowhere except 
into the sand.  

We are glad to see that in terms of job creation, growth and competitiveness the position in 
the European Union is beginning to improve.  It is focusing on the issues and bringing about re-
sults.  It remains with the larger economies in the European Union to take maximum advantage 
of this turning trend.  Without that, it will fizzle out again.

In this country, we tend to think only of the security and defence of Europe.  The passage 
of time and recent events indicate, however, we all have security and defence issues which we 
have to keep in mind.  We need to be fully supportive of our security forces, the Garda and the 
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Defence Forces, and be reliant upon them to do the job in ensuring their ability to counter any 
terrorist or potential terrorist attack.  It is not to our advantage to highlight alleged weaknesses 
in our system.  I do not believe we need to advertise to anybody these weaknesses.  We must 
keep in mind also that some of the most security conscious countries in the world have not been 
able to withstand or detect in time the issues which have caused serious loss of life in the UK, 
France, Belgium and all over the globe.  Tending in this country to downgrade our capabilities 
in this area is neither helpful, useful nor supportive.  In actual fact, it undermines our ability to 
provide the adequate protection to our citizens.

It is not acceptable that countries throughout the European Union, notwithstanding that 
some of them are next door and closer to the action than we are, will not assist with the refugee 
crisis.  Collectively, the European Union must be well disposed in catering for refugees.  How-
ever, it seems we cannot do it because we cannot get the agreement of all member states.  That 
is a failing not on the part of the Union but on the part of the countries who refuse, are incapable 
of or are unwilling to negotiate and cater for that situation.  As I have said in the past, if, in the 
21st century, the best we can do is offer razor wire to kids who are fleeing from torture, hunger 
and war, that is a sad reflection on the European Union in general, and an even sadder reflec-
tion on the individual countries concerned, particularly countries which have had themselves 
first-hand experience of the kind of hardship that some of these people are now experiencing.

I apologise that I must leave but I have to attend a meeting next door.  I wish the Minister 
of State well.

Deputy  Seán Haughey: I also welcome the Minister of State to the meeting this afternoon.  
I wish her well in her new brief.  By and large, all of us wear the green jersey when it comes to 
EU affairs.  Accordingly, I have no doubt any dialogue we have with the new Minister of State 
will be constructive and in the national interest.

The White Paper on the Future of Europe was published by the European Commission in 
March.  It set out five possible scenarios, namely, scenario one, carrying on; scenario two, noth-
ing but the Single Market; scenario three, those who want more, do more; scenario four, doing 
less more efficiently; scenario five, doing much more together.  A briefing note from the EU 
division of the Department of Foreign Affairs and Trade, suggests, more or less, that scenario 
one, carrying on where the EU focuses on the delivery of its positive reform agenda, certainly 
represents a predictable safe course in the short to medium term.  Are we proceeding along 
these lines?  By and large, Ireland has always adopted a pragmatic approach to the European 
Union and EU negotiations.  It seems the Government’s suggestion is to opt for a wait-and-see 
pragmatic attitude.  Is that our position?  Have we any firm commitments regarding the future 
of Europe?

I hope the consultation on the future of Europe will be extensive.  There is a danger that this 
debate will bypass the majority of our citizens.  Obviously, this committee will do its bit.  Will 
the Minister of State reassure me that the Government will do its part in promoting a debate 
on the future of Europe?  We must also ensure that the European Commission plays its part in 
ensuring citizens of Europe engage in this process.  The danger is, if a referendum ever comes 
on aspects of the future of Europe regarding treaty change, that the citizens will not become 
engaged until a week before polling day.  We need to do everything possible to engage citizens 
in this national and European debate.

I agree with everything stated in the communiqué from the European Council meeting on 
internal security.  We have all been shocked by recent terrorist attacks.  The measures pro-
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posed at that meeting are to be welcomed.  As regards external security, several measures were 
agreed on defence.  The most important one was the establishment of a permanent structured 
co-operation, PESCO.  Over the past few days, The Irish Times ran a series of articles on the 
future of Europe, which have been useful for this debate.  Basically, the articles stated Ireland 
is enthusiastic about the PESCO initiative, but will not participate in any of the measures pro-
posed or the other measures outlined at the recent European Council meeting.  There seems to 
be a contradiction in that we are enthusiastic about all of these initiatives but will not participate 
in them.  Will the Minister of State clarify our position on this, particularly from the point of 
view of Irish neutrality?

Senator  Gerard P. Craughwell: I congratulate Deputy Helen McEntee on getting the 
toughest portfolio for any Minister of State.  She will probably meet herself coming off Aer 
Lingus flights as she represents the country abroad.  I wish her well in it.

It would be wrong of me not to acknowledge the role played by her predecessor, Deputy 
Dara Murphy.  Everywhere I have travelled in Europe, I have heard about the work being done 
by the Irish Government in pushing the Irish case.  I acknowledge his efforts in this, as well as 
the former Taoiseach’s.

I congratulate the Maltese on their EU Presidency and extend a vote of thanks-----

(Interruptions).

Senator  Gerard P. Craughwell: While the Minister of State is on the job out there in Eu-
rope, two things need to happen when we talk about Europe getting closer to its citizens.  First, 
Europe needs to change, become less bureaucratic and needs to get closer to the ground to the 
people.  Second, European Governments, including our Government-----

(Interruptions).

Senator  Gerard P. Craughwell: -----imposing this on us.  That has to stop.  We have to be 
honest and say we negotiate-----

(Interruptions).

Senator  Gerard P. Craughwell: -----that is what has led to this disastrous Brexit.

Europe was blamed for everything that was wrong in the UK, instead of the UK Govern-
ment admitting it.  I am delighted the Minister of State can bring that message that we need to 
get closer to the people and to build a strong Europe.

On the issue of the Border, everyone who has focused on it, including the negotiators, have 
said imaginative and flexible solutions are needed.  What does that mean?  I have not heard 
one solution yet that would pass muster on either side.  I would be more than interested in the 
answer, but do not expect the Minister of State to answer it today as I am sure we are in a ne-
gotiating stage.  However, at some stage we will have to start talking about what we see as the 
solution.  I know that Michel Barnier and various other people we meet in Europe say the same 
thing which is that, no matter how off the wall it is, we should bring them a solution and that 
they may be able to live with that solution.
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I have spoken on the issue of co-operation and security many times and I make no apology 
for talking about the weakness in our system.  We do not have a security service that operates 
at the same level as our partners in Europe, the UK or the United States.

Chairman: I apologise to the Senator and am sorry to interrupt him.  This is very unusual 
but we have a technical difficulty and the recording devices have stopped.  We cannot continue 
when it is not being recorded.  I apologise sincerely for interrupting the Senator and he in full 
flow.

Senator  Gerard P. Craughwell: This is a conspiracy.

Chairman: I am sorry.  I am being told that we have to suspend for something like five 
minutes.  I apologise that it has happened to the Senator.  Even if it was the Minister who was 
speaking, I am told we would have to suspend for five minutes.  I am only doing what I am told.

Senator  Gerard P. Craughwell: That is no problem.  I do not believe the Government 
would have operated-----

Chairman: For five minutes, we will, as we say at home, stall the digger.

Sitting suspended at 2.42 p.m. and resumed at 2.46 p.m.

Chairman: This is like a wedding.  I call for order.  Could Senator Craughwell raise his 
voice and continue?  I apologise.  I believe the sound system never gave up before.  Something 
new happens every day.

Senator  Gerard P. Craughwell: I thank the Chairman and the technical support people 
who have given my voice a recording again.  I thank them for their swift action on it.

The Minister of State has had time to cool off, so I will kick back in again and try to put the 
pressure on.  We were talking about security.  It is my view that our State is not dealing with 
security on the same level as the 27.  There is co-operation among our police forces and defence 
forces.  I have no doubt about that.  However, when we move into the higher levels of security 
services, I do not believe we have the level of co-operation that we need.  I have been calling for 
the appointment of a director of homeland security for some time and for the development of a 
homeland security service.  I do not expect the Minister of State will do much in that regard - I 
do not think it comes under her portfolio - but it is something that she will find levied at her as 
she goes around Europe.  She needs to be aware of that.  We do not have a relationship with the 
likes of MI5.  It is as simple as that, and I make no apology for pointing it out.

The other issue is online security and monitoring.  In particular, much of the terrorism is 
now taking place through social media and various other types of media.  By Government ad-
mission and not mine, we need to amend 50 pieces of legislation.  As far as I recall, that was 
announced in 2016.  Nothing has been done to bring that legislation before the Houses of the 
Oireachtas.  Unless we amend the legislation, we are not able to co-operate on a European level 
with the tracking of digital data as it is moving through the system.

On migration, the Irish Government has lived up to its commitment so far.  I am very grate-
ful to the Department of Justice and Equality.  I travelled to Sicily some time ago to look at the 
migration crisis as the part of COSAC.  I was the Irish representative.  There is an issue.  We 
still have 1,298 migrants to relocate into this country and the Italians are refusing to allow our 
immigration people on the ground.  I made the point at the meeting that, unless that happens, 
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we cannot fulfil our full commitment.  This morning we heard the Italian ambassador on the air-
waves speaking about the problem in Italy.  There is no getting away from the problem, which 
is massive when out there on the ground.  Last year some 19,000 people landed at the tiny port 
of Pozzallo that I visited in Ragusa.  By the time I got there, which is now almost two months 
ago, close to 5,000 had already arrived.  Some of my colleagues have spoken about the need for 
European countries to stand up and take ownership of this crisis and to offer a place of refuge 
to those migrants.

This is a major humanitarian crisis.  I am the first person here to point out that we must 
recognise the difference between an economic migrant and a refugee or asylum seeker.  When I 
looked at the numbers coming through Pozzallo, roughly 3% of those who were rescued in the 
Mediterranean came from countries such as Syria, Iran, Iraq and Afghanistan.  The remainder 
had come from countries such as Nigeria, Eritrea and Bangladesh.  We must recognise that a 
significant number of those arriving in Europe are economic migrants.  Just because they are 
economic migrants, that does not mean we do not have to look after them.  We in Ireland above 
all countries should know what it means to be an economic migrant as many of our people have 
been economic migrants since the time of the Famine.  We need to establish clearer guidelines 
on how we deal with economic migrants versus how we deal with refugees and asylum seek-
ers.  Every refugee landing in any country in Europe deserves to be given a place of safety.  For 
those who are arriving for economic needs, we will have to come up with strategies.  Those 
strategies will involve investing in their home countries in order to incentivise those migrants to 
return home and stay at home, and ensuring that the corporate world is made to pay its share.  A 
teeshirt manufacturer based in Donegal moved to Morocco because it could get labour at 20% 
of the cost it was paying for it in Donegal.  A major sports manufacturers moved from County 
Meath to China because it could get labour at 20% of the cost there.  Have those manufacturers 
reduced their prices?  No, they have not.  They are making super normal profits on the backs of 
workers in Morocco and other African countries, in China and other parts of Asia.  The Europe-
an Union needs to penalise and tax those people in order that we can invest in Morocco, Nigeria 
and other countries and give them a reasonable standard of living.  Those corporate entities 
have to be made to pay.  I made that point in Germany.  I was there as part of the German-Irish 
friendship group and the Germans feel exactly the same as I do.  Those corporations have to 
start becoming good citizens of Europe.  With respect to the definition of an economic migrant 
versus an asylum seeker or a refugee, we have to come up with that strategy.

A refugee or any individual who arrives in Sicily is picked up the Mediterranean.  Those 
unfortunate people are treated horrendously before they are put on to some miserable piece of 
rubber or a timber boat and pushed out into the Mediterranean.  They are told by the traffick-
ers that it is only five or six miles over there and that they will be fine, knowing in their hearts 
and souls that it is not the case, but they also know that the Irish Navy, the Norwegians and the 
Italians will be there to rescue these people.  When migrants arrive in a port, they are first al-
lowed to have a shower, they are given clean clothes and a SIM card and then they are brought 
for interview.  The purpose of the interview is to establish who the migrants are.  Most of the 
migrants arriving have no identification papers.  If they had them, they were taken off them by 
the traffickers and, in some cases, they destroyed them themselves.  This is the best way for a 
migrant to get a brand new identity.  When a migrant on arriving in Sicily is asked him name, he 
may say his name is John McCormack.  When asked if he has papers, he will say he does not.  
He is told he is welcome to Sicily and to take a seat until an officer talks to him.  The migrant 
gets a brand new identity and he can then move through Europe.

I am not saying we are importing terrorists.  I want to be very clear about that.  I am saying 
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that there is a security risk.  Most of the terrorism that has taken place in Europe recently has 
been carried out by home-grown terrorists.  Therefore, the issue is not one of terrorism.  We 
strongly vet the people coming into this country.  How do we do that and establish who anybody 
is coming into the country?  We have no way of knowing.  Do we pick up the telephone and 
ring the Nigerians and ask them do they know John McCormack?  When we do that and they 
say they do not, we tell them that he is a big heavy guy who is balding and ask them are they 
sure they do not know him, they say that they do not know John McCormack.  In a that way, 
John McCormack becomes a new personality who moves through Europe and once he gets into 
Europe if he within the Schengen area, he can move anywhere he wants.  We have to find a bet-
ter way of dealing with the migration issue.

On the issue of our sister countries within the European Union, I have spoken directly to 
people from Hungary and Poland and I have attended meetings with them in Pozzallo in Sicily.  
The problem they have is not unlike our own.  They have masses of homeless people.  Their 
politicians, just like ourselves, know that they will have to face their electorate in the not too 
distant future.  Politics is taking over from where humanity should be.  It is taking over because 
the politicians are with faced with the problem of whether they can really bring migrants into 
the country and house when their own nationals are homeless.  There is a moral issue here.  It 
is not right for us in this country to turn our eye on anybody else and criticise them.  They have 
their problems and we have ours.  

Having spoken to people from different countries around the European Union, it is my view 
that the greatest single threat to the European Union and the European community is migration.  
It will cause the rift and the division that Brexit will not cause.  Unless we come to terms with 
the migration issue and do so soon, we will find ourselves in serious trouble.  One of issues the 
Minister of State might consider when talking to her opposite numbers around Europe is that we 
would consider giving economic migrants a visa for five or ten years, where they could come 
to a country, work, earn money, sent it home, just like the Irish did in America and in London.  
When I went to London in 1968 I sent a fiver home a week.  I used to get it all back when I 
came back on holiday but that is neither here nor there.  Anybody I knew who was in London 
at that time was sending money home. Any house one would visit in the west would remember 
the dollars coming in from the United States.  Economic migration is not such a terrible thing.  
We did it for an awful long time and we did it again in 2008.  Let us not knock it but let us find 
a strategy that allows it to be orderly and manageable.  Instead of allowing these traffickers to 
traffick people, let us set up migration places in Nigeria, Eritrea and Bangladesh, and if people 
want to come here they can apply for a visa in the proper way and we would allow them into the 
country.  Having said that, I am acutely aware of the fact that Irish people go to America without 
visas and perhaps they too should observe what I am talking about.  I am sorry for taking a little 
longer than I should have but the Chairman did cut me off earlier.

Chairman: I apologise for that.  I call Deputy Seán Crowe

Deputy  Seán Crowe: I congratulate the Minister of State on her new job.  We all want her 
to be successful.  There is a huge burden on her.  We all want to work with her and her officials 
to get the best deal for Ireland.  It is important to have a common Irish voice on many of these 
matters.  It helps in negotiations and moving the process forward but it is a two-way process.  
She needs to keep not only members of her party but members of the Opposition on board in 
these negotiations.  Does she have a view on how she plans to move to forward in regard to 
these matters  in terms of keeping not only this committee involved and up to date but also the 
spokespersons on the Opposition side?
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My colleague spoke about the refugees crisis.  I listened to what the Italian ambassador said 
this morning on the radio.  He spoke about the scale of the challenge facing Italy.  The Italians 
feel that there is a lack of solidarity from the rest of Europe when it comes to the huge number 
of refugees landing on their shores.  The fact is that boats can bring refugees to any safe port, 
but they are coming to Italian ports in the main and not to anywhere else.  There is a lack of 
solidarity.  I do not believe we should equate the two when we talk about this because it raises 
fears over security, terrorism and refugees.  I do not believe they should even be in the same 
sentence, although many people try to lump the two issues.

Clearly there is a link between poverty, inequality, global warming, conflict and war.  Many 
countries in Europe are responsible for many of those issues and we have a responsibility.  
These are vulnerable people at the end of the day.  People can label them as economic refugees 
or those who are fleeing poverty, equality and all the rest, but they are vulnerable people and 
we need to look at that.

One question that people continually ask is what Ireland is doing.  A friend who has left 
here said that he visited Italy and looked at the camps and so on to get an idea of the experience 
there.  The first thing that people ask me is how many people from Italy have actually arrived 
in Ireland.  We know some have come from the camps in Greece, but what are the barriers to 
people arriving in Ireland?  Are there any plans to increase the number of people who are going 
to come to Ireland?  I am conscious of what my learned friend was saying about the difficulties 
and so on.  The goodwill of the Irish people exists in respect of refugee matters.

The Government has plans to increase the number of refugees that we agree to relocate 
from Italy or other front-line states.  What is the Government doing to ensure the human rights 
of refugees are being protected and to ensure that lives are not lost?  I am conscious of the role 
of the Naval Service and so on.  Part of that role has to include our stepping up to the plate in 
respect of the difficulties of other states.

We also need to raise our voice in respect of those countries clearly supplying the conflict 
and supplying weapons of war to the conflict in that region.  There is a direct correlation be-
tween conflict and refugees.  If people are bombed out of their homes, where are they going to 
go?  Are they going to go somewhere they believe to be safe?  Many believe Ireland is safe or 
safer than where they live.  There is a direct correlation and many of those countries with bar-
riers and barbed wire fence and so on are precisely those directly feeding the conflicts by their 
arms industry.  I do not see a contradiction for us but I believe we need to start raising our voice 
and becoming louder internationally in respect of those countries that are basically putting 
barbed wire fences up to exclude those fleeing the conflicts and wars in which their govern-
ments and arms industries have direct involvement.

I wish to comment on Brexit and the Border.  I listened to the Minister for Foreign Affairs 
and Trade, Deputy Coveney, at the launch of the Good Friday document on Brexit.  Given the 
disastrous impact that Brexit will have on the island of Ireland, it is important that we have a 
common language that we agree to.  The Minister of State at the Department of Foreign Affairs 
and Trade, Deputy McEntee, is aware of the position of the Dáil on special designated status 
for the North of Ireland within the EU.  It would be helpful.  The Government voted against 
that motion.  Does the Minister of State not agree that it would be helpful if we had a common 
Irish position?  Again, we are being asked to wear the green jersey.  That is the position of most 
parties on the island of Ireland.  We see it as the best way forward for the economy and for the 
people.  We need to agree the terms of what we are looking for.  Again, I am keen to hear what 
the Minister of State believes in respect of special status for the North within the EU.
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Can the Minister of State outline the timetable for Brexit negotiations?  When is the deal 
expected on the divorce Bill?  When will it be agreed?

One of the things that came as a surprise during the week was the issue of fishing and Brexit.  
I saw a report that the Minister for Foreign Affairs, Deputy Coveney, learned of it for the first 
time on the edge of the talks in the North.  I talked to a secretary of the Scottish Cabinet during 
the week.  It came as a surprise.  They are arguing that the fishing issue is a devolved matter.  
Is the Minister of State aware of that?  Is that the understanding of the Minister of State on the 
matter?  When was the Minister of State first made aware of this decision to pull out of the Lon-
don Fisheries Convention?  Has it come as a complete surprise to the Government?

The EU military was referenced.  I raised this issue during the pre-Council meeting.  I am 
deeply concerned about the increased militarisation of Europe.  There is talk of spending €1.5 
billion per year in the EU budget on what I see as regressive military projects.  There is a view 
that part of this funding will go towards the establishment of a standing EU army.  The reports 
from the reflection paper on the future of Europe, which was launched on 7 June, refers to how 
member states and defence forces will one day be pre-positioned and made permanently avail-
able for rapid deployment on behalf of the Union.  In simple terms that means we are talking 
about a standing EU army.  Was that raised at the pre-Council meeting?  What is the Govern-
ment’s view in respect of this standing army?

Again, we need to separate the idea of the improvement of domestic security.  We are all 
conscious of the recent attacks and so on.  The creation of an external force is an extra financial 
burden not wanted by anyone.  Most of us here have the view that rather than going down this 
route we would like to see the money being spent on housing, people on trolleys and mental 
health.  There is an extensive list.  The priorities are wrong and I have said as much in the pre-
Council speeches.

I do not think anyone has touched on taxation but it is one of the issues.  Yesterday in 
Strasbourg MEPs voted on a report on corporate tax and tax transparency.  For more than a 
decade civil society groups, NGOs and tax justice groups have been campaigning for country-
by-country company reporting.  We are talking in terms of possibly a sum of $500 billion that 
is lost to tax dodgers.  Again, I am keen to hear whether the Minister of State has a view.  What 
is the Government’s view on country-by-country reporting and the idea that we would allow 
profit-shifting to tax havens to continue unhindered?  I note the fact that Fine Gael MEPs voted 
with their EPP counterparts to allow this loophole for multinationals.

What is the view of the Government on the fiscal rules as part of this negotiation?  Does 
the Government have a view?  We have long argued that the EU fiscal rules would stifle es-
sential investment and starve public services.  We can see that with the uneven development 
and under-development in many parts of the country.  The impending effects of Brexit demand 
that, at a minimum, whatever flexibility exists currently is used to the greatest effect.  Is part of 
the strategy to try to look at flexibility with the fiscal rules?  We have a globalisation fund at the 
moment.  Has there been any talk of a Brexit fund for those countries whose workers will be 
impacted upon negatively?  Does the Minister of State think that will be part of the negotiations 
and will it be seen as a priority by the Government?

Deputy  Frank O’Rourke: I will be brief as I have to leave for another meeting.  I welcome 
the Minister of State and wish her the very best in her new role.  I had a number of opportuni-
ties to engage with her in her previous role and I found her to be extremely engaging, effective, 
courteous and co-operative.  I am sure they will be very valuable assets in the role she is taking 
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on, which no doubt will be challenging.  Like all good Meath people, I am sure she is up for the 
challenge.  It is important that she uses the role effectively to continue to build on the relations 
we have with our EU colleagues, which will help Ireland, as a small island, in so many impor-
tant areas such as trade and business that are crucial to the economy.

I wish to focus briefly on two areas.  I agree with my colleagues that sometimes the per-
ception of Europe is negative and that is probably based on the fact that when various policies 
affect people negatively, then everything is blamed on Europe.  Much remains to be done to 
improve the perception of Europe among Irish citizens.  Most of the people I meet who have 
any interest in the various European policies that affect the country have a somewhat negative 
view.  That is unfortunate because Europe has been very positive for the country as well.  That 
is something that must be examined.

We must promote trade and commercial activity, especially in light of Brexit.  That would 
be very important for the economy and the country.  It is important to ensure that exports to and 
via the UK are taken into account because that activity is relevant to the economy.  I wish the 
Minister of State the very best and I look forward to further engagements with her.

Chairman: I thank Deputy O’Rourke and all the members.  Deputy Crowe referred to the 
fishing industry and the threat to the livelihood of Irish fishermen.  What has emerged in recent 
days is an important development.  Even without that there is an imbalance in the quotas and 
restrictions on Irish fishermen.  In County Kerry, Deputy Ferris, the spokesperson for Sinn Féin, 
is always to the forefront on this issue.  We are deeply concerned about the future livelihood 
of fishermen because if what they are facing becomes a reality they could be wiped out.  They 
have suffered enough through the decades since we first joined the then EEC.  Their ground, if 
we could call it that, has been taken from them.  If what the UK has announced comes to pass, 
it will be an awful situation.  I trust in the Minister of State and her colleagues to fight on behalf 
of fishermen and to put this matter at the top of her agenda.  I invite the Minister of State to 
respond to the questions that have been asked.  We understand that she will have to condense 
her response.

Deputy  Helen McEntee: I will try to condense my response and I can return to issues if 
necessary.  We will have other opportunities for engagement.  I thank all members for their 
good wishes.  I also thank Deputy Dara Murphy for the work he has done in the role previously.  
I pay tribute to Malta on the role it has played in the previous Presidency and wish Estonia well 
in its Presidency.

I am certain that Ireland’s place is within the EU, at the heart of it.  In the most recent survey 
that was carried out approximately 88% of Irish people agreed with that.  That said, I agree with 
some of the comments made by members to the effect that sometimes people feel the things 
that go wrong in their everyday lives can be attributed to something that comes from Europe.  
Perhaps they do not often see the positive things that happen in Europe that have an impact on 
their lives.  A body of work needs to be done in that regard.

Deputy Haughey spoke about the future of Europe, where we see ourselves and what route 
we are going to take.  Ireland has always been ambitious and we will continue to be ambitious.  
No position has been decided on.  At this stage, we need to look at all avenues and discuss 
matters in the committee and with the wider population.  Just having public meetings is not 
enough.  There must be a different type of engagement, whether it is online or through colleges 
or schools.  I very much intend to start that process and to open up a dialogue because while 
Brexit is the biggest thing on our agenda, as Senator Richmond correctly said, it has happened 



5 JULY 2017

17

and we must focus on that but what happens afterwards is also important and we must be very 
much prepared.  I look forward to working with all of the members in that regard.

It is regrettable that we are where we are in the context of Brexit.  It is not a decision Ireland 
or the other member states have made but we must deal with it and our priority will continue to 
focus on the Good Friday Agreement, the peace process and the work and effort that has gone 
into that.  The Single Market and the customs union have played a key role because they auto-
matically took down the existing barriers.  We must ensure that we have as close a relationship 
as possible with the UK, Scotland, Northern Ireland and Wales.  We are talking about imagina-
tive and flexible solutions.  We do not know what they are just yet but we need to be realistic 
and look at all possibilities and eventualities.  We owe citizens and industries that too.

One of the first engagements I had was to travel to Brussels with the Taoiseach, Deputy 
Varadkar.  It was very clear from our engagements with the various Heads of State and Govern-
ment that Ireland’s specific situation is very much on their agenda.  It has been very clearly laid 
out over the past year or year and a half through engagement at the level of civil servants and 
Ministers.  That will continue.  Our position is well known, particularly on the common travel 
area, which is unique to Ireland and the UK.  It is in place since 1922 and other member states 
are very conscious of that.  The work in that regard must continue.  I have no doubt that will be 
the case.  The Minister for Foreign Affairs and Trade, Deputy Coveney, the Taoiseach and the 
Irish MEPs will continue to wear the green jersey, as it were.

We will be judged on how we deal with migration.  It is an extremely difficult situation.  
While Brexit is our main priority, further to the east it becomes less of a priority and migration 
becomes more of an issue.  As a country we have been very ambitious and we have put our 
best foot forward.  Seven vessels have saved almost 18,000 people in the past two years.  That 
clearly shows our commitment, as does the funding of €78 million that has been given to sup-
port refugees in Syria.  Not only that, we have shown commitment to work with EU member 
states to try to get to the core of why those problems are happening, be they economic or related 
to climate change, war or persecution.

We have always been at the heart of peacekeeping.  Reference was made to PESCO.  We 
are not stopping other member states from following their own route in that regard.  We have 
no plans to join NATO in the middle of the night but we are very much open to supporting the 
peacekeeping process and getting to the heart of what the problems are and why people are 
fleeing their own countries.  There are probably some other questions that I have not touched on 
but if I can I will come back to them again if there is another stage.  I look forward to engaging 
with the committee.

Chairman: I suggest that if matters arise in reply to particular queries raised by some mem-
bers then she and her officials could correspond with them in due course, if that was suitable.

Senator  Neale Richmond: When will the committee next engage with the Minister of 
State?  A regular engagement is in everyone’s interests, for both the committee and the Minister 
of State.

Chairman: That is one of the final things I wanted to discuss.  I thank the members and the 
Minister of State for her responses.  Senator Richmond is correct.  My final comment is around 
our future engagement.  We had a very good and continued interaction with the previous Min-
ister of State, so I am sure that we can have that also with the current Minister of State, Deputy 
McEntee.  The secretariat, like her own officials, will be very diligent, and will work closely 
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together.  We can arrange that to suit the Minister of State’s timetable, as we need to meet.  Is 
that satisfactory?

Deputy  Helen McEntee: With regard to the fisheries issue, I share members’ concerns.  
This is part of the negotiation process and nothing can happen within the two years.  I know that 
the Minister, Deputy Creed is very conscious of this matter and is already dealing with it, with 
his Department.  Obviously I will work very closely with him on this.

On security and defence, Ireland’s neutrality has never come into question.  Any decision to 
change that position would always have to come back to the Irish people.  We are, however, fac-
ing a different type of threat.  I am glad the Estonian Presidency of the Council of the European 
Union is particularly focusing on the free movement of data as being the fifth freedom.  As we 
have recently seen, incitement to hatred and the radicalisation of people online is not something 
from which Ireland can step away or stand back.  We must work with EU member states on it.  
While it is not about an army on the ground there is a lot of work we can do.  I am glad to see 
that it is a focus for the next Council Presidency. 

Chairman: I thank the Minister of State for taking the time to be with us today.  We appreci-
ate her engagement with the committee.   I shall suspend the meeting for a few minutes to allow 
the Estonian ambassador to take her seat.

  Sitting suspended at 3.23 p.m and resumed at 3.26 p.m.

No Main Heading

Chairman: On behalf of the committee I would like to welcome Her Excellency Mrs. Kristi 
Karelsohn, Ambassador of Estonia to Ireland.  The ambassador is here today to discuss the pri-
orities of the Estonian Presidency of the Council of the European Union.  This is the first time 
that Estonia has held the Council Presidency and we in Ireland look forward to it.  We know that 
sometimes it is the smaller countries who can run the most efficient and effective EU Council 
Presidencies, building the necessary coalitions and putting the interest of the union to the fore-
front.  Estonia also has a reputation as being a world leader in the digital and digital governance 
space.  We hope Estonia will be able to bring some of that experience to the table.  The com-
mittee is very interested in hearing about the work and priorities the Estonian Government sees 
ahead for its challenging six months.  Some months ago I had the privilege of meeting the am-
bassador.  We held a good discussion on matters of mutual interest and especially in the context 
of Brexit and what it would mean for Ireland and Estonia.  The ambassador is very welcome.

Members are reminded of a long-standing parliamentary practice to the effect that Members 
should not comment on, criticise or make charges against a person outside the House, or any 
official by name or in such a way as to make him or her identifiable.

By virtue of section 17(2)(l) of the Defamation Act 2009, witnesses are protected by abso-
lute privilege in respect of the evidence they are to give to the joint committee.  If, however, 
they are directed by it to cease giving evidence on a particular matter and continue to so do, they 
are entitled thereafter only to qualified privilege in respect of their evidence.

Witnesses are directed that only evidence connected with the subject matter of these pro-
ceedings is to be given and are asked to respect the parliamentary practice to the effect that, 
where possible, they should not criticise or make charges against any person or entity by name 
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or in such a way as to make him, her or it identifiable.

 I invite the ambassador to make her opening statement.

H.E. Mrs Kristi Karelsohn: I thank the honourable Chairman and members of the commit-
tee.  I am very happy to present Estonia’s priorities here.  As a first time Presidency for Estonia, 
it is a very exciting time ahead of us.  We all feel that we have to take a great responsibility in 
the role and take the European agenda forward.

There is no need to assure anybody that it is not the easiest time for the European Union, 
when we are taking up our Presidency.  First there was the eurozone crisis that shook the fun-
damentals of our common currency.  Then there was the migration crisis - far from over today 
– which started to pose new challenges for our unity and collective operation.  A year ago, after 
the Brexit vote, people started to ask existential questions about the future of our Union.  The 
increasing threat of terrorism, both in the real and cyber worlds, also contributes to the turbu-
lence and instability for the European Union.

The overarching aim of the Estonian Council Presidency is to ensure that - despite all the 
global and local challenges - the EU remains united and decisive.  We must keep looking for 
issues, initiatives and ways that unite us, and not for those that pose a risk of dividing member 
states.  We should look for initiatives that balance things and build bridges.  One of the most 
challenging developments in that regard is Brexit which, as a topic, is not mentioned among our 
Presidency’s priorities.  It will no doubt be a very controversial topic and a factor in financing 
the EU’s work, at least for the next couple of years, but the main responsibility in the negotia-
tions lies with the Commission and its chief negotiator.  Estonia, as President of the Council, 
will be at the service of the 27 member states and will work closely with other EU institutions 
to ensure as smooth and constructive a Brexit process as possible.  However, we would like to 
avoid Brexit being in the centre of our Presidency and see the Union moving forward with its 
everyday agenda.  Despite the difficulties being posed by the negotiations, the Union also has 
to preserve its unity.

Despite, and even due to, these challenges, the EU has to look forward.  The White Paper 
and reflection papers by the Commission, and several reports by the European Parliament, give 
us a good basis for discussion about the future of the EU.  We must not forget, however, that it 
is not the institutional set-up that is the most important aspect, but that our citizens must be at 
the centre of our attention.  Delivering concrete measures for our citizens is what the Estonian 
Presidency will strive to achieve.

We have four equally important priorities for the Estonian Presidency.  First is an open and 
innovative European economy.  Second is a safe and secure Europe.  Third is a digital Europe 
and free movement of data.  Fourth is an inclusive and sustainable Europe.  We also have two 
cross-cutting issues on our list of priorities, which are the Eastern Partnership and the digital 
agenda.

On our first priority, an open and innovative European economy, an open Europe means 
creating better opportunities for its citizens and businesses.  A strong Single Market is a key 
driver of economic welfare, but it is not yet complete.  To support growth and competitiveness, 
we must ensure providing services and starting business in the EU is easy and that rules are 
transparent and predictable.  We need to create new funding opportunities for companies and 
a stable banking sector.  These objectives could be achieved by protecting and promoting the 
EU’s four freedoms and facilitating the freedom of establishment and cross-border mobility of 
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companies.  The European economic and monetary union has been strengthened in recent years, 
but much is still ongoing.  It is necessary to complete the second stage of the creation of the 
European banking union and work must continue on implementing the capital markets union.

Guided by the principles of the European energy union, the Estonian Presidency focus is 
on the new electricity market design, which provides an essential basis for a single European 
energy market.  Estonia will co-ordinate the clean energy package and seek agreements on 
practically every aspect of the package.

In the era of the slowdown of globalisation, trade is no longer an EU policy that enjoys 
unconditional support, but Estonia believes in free trade and stands, together with Ireland, in 
defence of it.  We hope to finalise the agreement with Japan.  There is an opportunity for a po-
litical agreement tomorrow at the EU-Japan summit.  We also want to make progress on other 
agreements such as Mercosur and those with Mexico and other countries.

  With regard to a safe and secure Europe, the security situation in Europe and its neighbour-
hood countries remains complex. Terrorism, organised crime and the protection of the EU’s 
external border remain a high priority.  The migration crisis proves that Europe cannot ignore 
the events unfolding outside its borders.

It will come as no surprise that Estonia intends to put greater emphasis on defence co-
operation and levels of defence spending to enhance European military capabilities.  We also 
hope for the European Parliament’s support in setting up the European defence fund.  Estonia 
will join the Permanent Structured Cooperation, PESCO.  In addition, we want to move forward 
with EU-NATO strategic co-operation for tackling hybrid and cyber threats, inter alia.

We believe internal and external security is indivisible.  Estonia supports the High Repre-
sentative in implementing the global strategy.  We are ready to contribute to the strengthening 
of transatlantic ties, supporting the implementation of the objectives of the European neigh-
bourhood policy and ensuring the EU’s political focus remains on the Eastern Partnership, 
which is one of the cross-cutting priorities for our Presidency, as mentioned.

In recent days, the level of migration has reached new peaks.  It is an issue that got a good 
deal of attention in the previous session here.  In our view, the most important aspect is co-
operation with third countries to deal with the root causes of migration.  We have to protect 
those who are entitled to international protection and at the same time strengthen our external 
borders, implement an effective return policy for those who are not entitled to stay, and fight 
against trafficking of people and irregular migration.

One of the main Estonian priorities is the reform of the European common asylum system.  
We must continue creating databases and modern IT solutions that allow for rapid exchange of 
information when needed.  To improve the exchange and use of information, we will continue 
the work towards interoperability of different IT systems and databases.

That leads me to our favourite topic and the third priority, which is DigitalEurope and the 
free flow of data.  It will come as no surprise to anyone that one of our priorities is DigitalEu-
rope.  We see technological innovation not as an objective itself but as a tool to make the lives 
of people, companies and governments more effective.  We believe that making good use of 
technology will be the key to success for Europe.

Our Presidency will focus on the establishment of a digital Single Market, increased use 
of e-solutions and data as well as on the development of cross-border e-services and cyber de-
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fence.  We have planned around 45 events and meetings directly or indirectly related to digital 
topics.  About half the informal Councils and four Minister’s meetings also have a digital di-
mension.  The most important event, as mentioned by the Minister previously, will be the digital 
summit in September in Tallinn.

We will also aim at introducing new smart IT solutions to make the EU function more effi-
ciently and easier to understand.  In the same way, the free movement of data is something that 
concerns all European policies.  Data is the raw material of the information society that makes 
the flow of capital, people, goods and services easier, faster and more affordable.  Today, this 
potential is not fully exploited within the Single Market.  The free movement of data, as the fifth 
freedom of the EU besides the existing four freedoms, is a future-looking debate that Estonia 
wishes to initiate.  Better cross-use of data is needed for better decision-making, efficiency and 
fighting common threats like terrorism and cyber crimes.

Doing that, one cannot overlook the fundamental freedoms of our citizens.  The free move-
ment of data needs clear rules.  We need to find ways to ensure the data is used in a secure 
way for our individual and collective benefit.  That involves data protection and privacy, new 
technologies, cutting edge infrastructure and all other enablers and restrictions on the move-
ment of data.  Also, Estonia is ready to share its wide experience here.  Among other things, I 
was delighted to speak at the recent data summit in Dublin about how we have built trust in an 
Estonian digital society.  More concretely, we want to focus on the removal of unjustified data 
localisation requirements; promote a once-only principle for eGovernment services; and create 
clear rules on data access and portability.

The fourth priority is an inclusive and sustainable Europe.  We believe that economic 
achievements alone do not bring happiness and prosperity for European people, but we have to 
seek a balance between economic, social and environmental goals.  Inclusive Europe supports 
equal opportunities for employment, access to services and social inclusion.

When moving across borders, equal opportunities also mean fair mobility.  To promote the 
free movement of persons, workers and services and supporting social guarantees, Estonia will 
continue the work on social security co-ordination regulation.  A sustainable European Union 
cares about and contributes to a cleaner environment and a more balanced economic model.  
We want the European Union to stay committed to the Paris Agreement and a 40% reduction 
in greenhouse gas emissions by 2030.  We aim to make progress on all climate policy files and 
look forward to productive collaboration with the Parliament in advancing them.

I thank all members for their attention.  I am happy to take comments or questions they may 
have and engage with the committee in the future during our Presidency.

Senator  Gerard P. Craughwell: I thank the ambassador for her presence and congratulate 
Estonia on its first term of the EU Presidency.  I wish Estonia well.  It has a big job ahead in the 
next six months or so and I wish it the very best of luck.

I am reading through priorities of the Estonian Government which the ambassador has set 
out in her presentation, starting with the finance model.  I am very interested to see a reference 
to an attempt to finance small start-ups because that is the future of businesses.  One thing I have 
seen in both this country and the United States is the use of microfinance in establishing start-up 
businesses, but, unfortunately, to move to the next stage, they depend on venture capitalists.  We 
had this discussion last week in Germany, for example.  Venture capitalism, taking chances and 
so on do not rest easily with the Germans and, to a certain degree, we are very limited in this 
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country.  I would, therefore, like to see second-tier finance available to small start-ups through 
the European system.  If this were to require the European Union to take some equity in compa-
nies as they grew, I am not so sure that would be bad, at least in the initial stages.

The ambassador talked about stable banking.  What is it?  Does it entail shareholders be-
ing satisfied or the needs of the public being met?  There has been a dramatic recovery in this 
country and the Government should be very proud of where we have got to.  However, it has 
not been without significant pain, as the ambassador will know, having lived in the country.  I 
know of a young couple who have paid €82,000 in rent and they are being refused a mortgage 
by the bank because they have no savings.  How are they going to have savings when they are 
paying such rent?  As they have the capacity to repay loans, the banking system must change 
to meet the needs of society.  Perhaps Estonia might consider this issue during its Presidency.

On taxation, the committee has already heard me speak about the corporate entities that 
move to using cheap labour.  The European Union must find a way to tax these companies be-
cause they do not drop their prices.  They avail of cheap labour, but the price remains the same.  
A company that manufactures runners or sportsgear in County Meath sells a pair of shoes for, 
say, €200.  It moves its manufacturing base to China and makes the shoes for a fraction of the 
cost, but it still charges €200 for them.  We must find a way to penalise such companies in or-
der that we can invest in the third countries from which there is migration.  This is something I 
would like to see happen and this is where I talk about Estonia’s aspirations to have fair com-
petition.  Fair competition can only happen through taxation.  If one moves from a country in 
which labour is expensive to one in which it is cheap, we must equalise the position through the 
taxation system.  That is my view of the direction we should take.

I believe organised crime is a big issue confronting the Estonian Presidency in the first in-
stance.  It never ceases to amaze me that the military can co-operate across Europe but that po-
lice forces do not necessarily co-operate at the same level, with the result that - the ambassador 
will know this, having lived here - we have organised crime bosses living in Spain but who are 
directing operations in this country.  We must find a way of working across the European Union 
to ensure there will be no hiding place for them.  

The committee has heard what I have to say on the issue of migration.  During its Presidency 
I hope Estonia can come up with a methodology to allow us to enable but control economic 
migration because that is the real issue.  Refugees account for a very small part of the numbers 
crossing the Mediterranean.  I know that the European Union is doing a lot of work on this is-
sue.

I worry when I read the words “EU-NATO [closeness and] co-operation”.  Ireland is a neu-
tral country.  Any closeness to NATO brings us close to those who have caused the destruction 
of Syria, Palestine and parts of Iraq and Afghanistan.  We see on television the modern cities in 
Syria that have been razed to the ground with bombs and bullets supplied by the West.  More 
horrific is the fact that we no longer have to risk soldiers’ lives on the ground; drones can be 
sent that are managed somewhere in Texas to bomb the hell out of these countries.  Until we 
stop this from happening, I certainly do not want to see us getting anywhere close to NATO or 
involved with NATO that believes it is the conscience of the western world.  We really do not 
want that to happen.

I hope to see something to tackle climate change come from Estonia also.

Senator  Terry Leyden: Her Excellency, the ambassador, Mrs. Kristi Karelsohn, is very 
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welcome.  I thank her for putting forward the plans for Estonia’s Presidency of the European 
Union in the next six months.  As she will be aware, Estonia joined the European Union on 1 
May 2004 and has since played a very important role as one of its youngest members.  It has 
made great strides and a very good contribution.  I wish it success in its Presidency.  I look 
forward to visiting Tallinn on behalf of the Chairman on Saturday and Sunday, with staff of the 
committee.  I will represent the committee at the meeting of the Conference of Parliamentary 
Committees for Union Affairs of Parliaments of the European Union, COSAK.

I commend Ryanair for forging links with Estonia.  It is an Irish company which was es-
tablished by Dr. Ryan many years ago and it is good to see it linking with Estonia in the form 
of regular direct flights between Dublin and Tallinn.  I know that the ambassador presented her 
credentials in September 2014 to President Michael D. Higgins in Áras an Uachtaráin and that 
she has been very active since in travelling around the country since, including visits to Dundalk 
and other areas.  I say, “Well done,” to her on her initiative in being a very good ambassador 
here.  As for what she said, the fact that she is putting first the citizens of Europe, instead of 
the institutions, is very important.  The citizens of Europe, not the institutions, should be at the 
forefront.  In a sense, one of the difficulties with and one criticism of the European Union is that 
it has become too distant from the people.  

I wish Estonia every success in its Presidency.  It is a great honour to hold the Presidency 
of the European Union for the first time.  Following Malta’s success, Estonia is taking on the 
responsibility at a very crucial time in the first six months of the real Brexit negotiations.  It will 
host the leaders’ meetings later in the year also.

I thank the ambassador for her presence and know that the Chairman has been in touch with 
her directly.  I ask her to continue to keep in touch with the members of the Joint Committee on 
European Affairs.

Deputy  Seán Crowe: I wish the ambassador and her country well and every success in 
holding the Presidency of the European Union for the first time.  I have a few questions to ask 
and comments to make.

The ambassador referred to “an open and innovative European economy.”  I understand this 
involves the protection and promotion of the European Union’s four freedoms: the free move-
ment of goods, persons, services and capital.  As I am sure the ambassador will know, Brexit 
poses a real challenge to Ireland in that regard.  It threatens to impose a possible hard border on 
the island and physically stop these four freedoms.  Will the Estonian Presidency explore these 
issues separately from the negotiations?  Will Estonia be involved in discussions or talks in that 
regard?  We are particularly interested in hearing the ambassador’s view on the Irish Parlia-
ment’s call for the North to be given special status within the European Union.  We believe a 
special status would ensure that the four freedoms are protected on the island.

Another headline in the ambassador’s statement was a safe and secure Europe.  Earlier my 
colleague mentioned our concerns.  I note that the Estonian priority includes an increase in 
defence expenditure.  Earlier I mentioned to the Minister of State the proposal to spend €1.5 
billion on developing European defence co-operation and the EU-NATO partnership.  My party 
does not support the measure.  I am sure the ambassador is aware that Ireland is a neutral coun-
try.  Perhaps it is not as neutral as my party and possibly many people in this country would 
like it to be.  Successive Irish Governments have eroded our neutrality over the years.  People 
believe that many of the steps that we have taken within the European Union have eroded our 
neutrality.  I oppose the militarisation of Europe.  I oppose a military alliance and the creation 
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of an EU standing army.  Can the ambassador convey her Government’s view about the creation 
of an EU standing army?  Does her country support or oppose it?  Does she think an EU stand-
ing army is a necessity?  Is Estonia happy with NATO?  Does Estonia believe NATO meets its 
needs?  Does the ambassador agree that military expenditure should be a national issue rather 
than an EU one?  I believe military expenditure should come from national budgets rather than 
EU ones.  

I am conscious that many people in Europe have survived difficult hardships.  Many of us 
would like the EU to prioritise investment in health care, education, jobs and ways to improve 
the quality of people’s lives.  Therefore, many of us oppose investment to make Europe a for-
tress.  

Earlier the Minister of State talked about Europe being involved in peacekeeping.  Is Europe 
involved in peace enforcement?  There is a huge difference between peacekeeping and peace 
enforcement.  

In terms of digital Europe and the free movement of data, Estonia places a high priority on 
technology and the technological industry.  Many people view Estonia as leading this sector in 
the EU.  In fact, I have been told that the only things that an Estonian citizen cannot do online 
is get married, divorced or sell one’s home.  Estonia is way ahead of us in technological terms 
and voting is an example.

H.E. Mrs Kristi Karelsohn: That is true.

Deputy  Seán Crowe: The Estonian diaspora can avail of voting technology.

An EU regulation adopted in 2015 says that Internet service providers cannot discriminate 
between content and it is called net neutrality.  It means that the provider cannot give faster ac-
cess to video streaming than Dailymotion on YouTube, for example.  I presume YouTube would 
provide this service to its parent company Google.  The fine for violating the EU principle of 
net neutrality is €9,600 in Estonia, which is a fraction of the penalty enshrined in laws in other 
countries.  Why is the fine so low in a progressive country like Estonia?   Non-net neutrality can 
cause damage to both freedom of expression and online competition.  I call for the issue to be 
tackled strongly.  Estonia champions net neutrality.  How does it enforce fines?  

The ambassador mentioned an inclusive and sustainable Europe in her opening statement.  
This includes modernising rules in order to promote labour mobility and the free movement of 
persons.  What does the Estonian Government mean by that?  It sounds positive but it could 
mean the weakening of workers’ rights.

I welcome the fact that Estonia seeks to secure a more sustainable environment.  Climate 
change is one of the biggest threats to face the planet.  I hope that the Estonian Presidency will 
champion green and environmentally friendly initiatives.  Can the ambassador give me more 
details on the matter?

Earlier my colleague touched on the opening up of markets.  It is a positive that people can 
travel from Dublin to Estonia yet retain the ability to use the same data provider.  Let me outline 
one of the negatives of being a small country like Ireland.  This morning I heard a radio clip 
about the availability of cancer drugs.  Small countries like Ireland are squeezed out of the mar-
ket when it comes to any type of medicinal drugs.  Does the ambassador believe Europe should 
work together to get a better package particularly for highly expensive life-changing drugs?  
The companies that produce these drugs can cut off small counties.  Does the ambassador view 
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such co-operation in Europe as important in the future? 

The ambassador touched on the subject of migration.  She outlined that Estonia’s main 
priority is to reform the European common asylum system.  I agree with her that it should be 
reformed.  As I said to the Minister of State, it should be based on solidarity.  We must place 
the needs of the vulnerable refugees at the heart of the system.  Some countries in eastern Eu-
rope have refused the mandatory refugee quota.  All sorts of reasons have been given but their 
stance is extremely unhelpful.  I am conscious that many of those countries, through their arms 
industry, have played a role in the conflicts that have erupted in the Middle East and elsewhere.  
Those countries get jobs from the industry but they have helped to create killing fields where 
people have died.  How does Estonia propose to reform the European common asylum system? 

Previous speakers have mentioned the disconnect between EU institutions and many people 
across Europe.  Does Estonia see this matter as a priority?  I am interested in hearing Estonia’s 
approach and policies to tackle the problem that it will adopt during its Presidency.  One can see 
from recent elections that people have turned away from the idea of Europe, which is worrying.  
There is a lot wrong with Europe but, conversely, there are many positives.  We all agree that we 
need to do things differently and better.  The European ideal of solidarity and people working 
together for the betterment of Europe and the entire world is the type of vision and image that 
we need to promote.

Deputy  Seán Haughey: I welcome the ambassador here this evening.  I thank her for 
outlining the priorities of the Estonian Presidency, which are very realistic, achievable and will 
prove beneficial to the European Union as a whole.

I note the new Franco-German dynamic at the heart of Europe with the election of President 
Macron in France.  There is a dynamic for a multi-speed Europe and maybe further integration.  
It is important that small nation states work together in the debate.  I know that we can do that 
with Estonia as we come to terms and develop new policies on the future of Europe.

Brexit will affect Ireland more than any other country in the EU.  I want the ambassador 
to assure us that her Government is aware of the problems that we are facing.  We may call on 
Estonia’s support, at some stage in the future, as negotiations conclude in terms of the particular 
difficulties that affect Ireland.

In terms of the future of Europe, we have had the Brexit referendum, the election of Donald 
Trump and there has been a rise in protectionism around the world.  How does support currently 
stand in Estonia for the European Union and for NATO?  The trend towards populism, protec-
tionism and anti-globalisation is being reversed in the wake of these recent shocks.  Where does 
Estonia stand with regard to that trend?  Is there wholehearted support for the European Union 
project?

Chairman: I call on Her Excellency to respond to the issues raised.

H.E. Mrs Kristi Karelsohn: I thank the members for their comments and questions.  I will 
try to address them in categories.  I will start with the final question about support for the EU in 
Estonia.  This question followed on from some previous questions and comments.  Since join-
ing the EU, and indeed prior to that, Estonia has ranked among the countries with the highest 
levels of EU support, if not indeed the highest.  Support for NATO, meanwhile, is higher still.  
Why is support for the EU so high in Estonia?  This may also answer some of the other ques-
tions raised by members.  Estonia is three times smaller than Ireland.  It is very clear to us how 
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much we stand to gain both from working together with European allies and particularly from 
the Single Market and the opportunities it opens to our companies to export to Europe.  These 
factors drive how we think about Europe.  They also drive our priorities and what it is that we 
want to achieve with this EU Presidency.  We are working on efficiency, not only in terms of 
the digital agenda but also with regard to some of the other matters raised here today, the move-
ment of drugs, for example.  It is vital for a small country and a small market to co-operate with 
others so as to maximise gain.  

I now come to the issue of Brexit.  As was already mentioned, responsibility here lies with 
the Commission.  We want to keep the whole process around the negotiations under the Com-
mission’s lead, with discussions taking place in the General Affairs Council and in the dedicated 
working groups.  The Estonian Government is, of course, very well-informed about Ireland’s 
special concerns in this matter, particularly with regard to Northern Ireland.  I can confirm that 
I, for my part, have done everything I can to keep my government informed.  I do not, however, 
think it wise for the Presidency to start any separate negotiations or engagements with Britain.  
In our Presidency of the EU we do of course have a responsibility for the interests of member 
states, so we will engage very closely with the Irish Government in the future so as to under-
stand its interests and concerns.

With regard to digital and data protection, a question arose about fines and net neutrality.  
I am certainly aware that Estonia has some of the lowest fines in the Union.  This, however, 
remains the responsibility of individual member states.  I have just seen official confirmation 
from Estonia that it is intended to keep the fines as they are.  If we decide that they need to be 
changed then we will do so.  

On the issue of defence co-operation, I am very aware of Irish neutrality and the special 
concerns it raises for Ireland.  The committee must also understand, however, that we in Esto-
nia are in a very different situation.  We see no need for an overlap in EU and NATO defence 
responsibilities.  Both organisations have their own defined responsibilities and files in this 
regard.  The EU could duplicate what NATO is doing, but we are certainly not pushing that EU 
member states be required to dedicate the same 2% expenditure levels that NATO members 
currently do.  The EU is a totally different organisation.  We do, however, see a need for strate-
gic co-operation to complement each other’s capabilities and competencies.  We see this, as I 
mentioned earlier, in the area of cyber security, where the two organisations could and should 
work together.  Other hybrid threats such as terrorism are not of a purely military nature and 
thus not solely relevant to NATO.  

The crucial point with regard to migration is that we find a way to distinguish between dif-
ferent categories of migrant.  We need to work with those entitled to international protection.  
I definitely agree that we need solidarity between EU countries on this and the Estonian Presi-
dency will very much focus on getting this solidarity working.  We also have to find ways of 
tackling the often illegal in-flow of economic migrants.

I am not sure if I have left anything out-----

Chairman: I think Her Excellency has covered everything.  On behalf of the committee, 
I thank her for her involvement and co-operation with us to date.  I have always enjoyed our 
meetings with her in the past.  I thank her for coming here today and on behalf of the commit-
tee I wish Estonia well with the Presidency.  I also personally wish the ambassador the best of 
luck in the important coming months for her and for her government as they take control of the 
steering wheel on all of our behalf.  We are very grateful for the ambassador’s work.
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We will now go into private session.  

The joint committee went into private session at 4.10 p.m. and adjourned at 4.20 p.m. until 
12 noon on Wednesday, 20 September 2017.


