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The Committee of Permanent Representatives mulls some tough decisions/Katie Jones photo

Permanent Representatives Face 
Challenges on Refugee Crisis
KATIE JONES

The Committee of Permanent Rep-
resentatives is discussing the situation of 
Syrian migrants and refugees crossing 
over into international borders. At the 
beginning of the first session, a hushed 
silence hovered over the room, as dele-
gates were unsure on how to present their 
ideas to the committee. There were large 
issues regarding parliamentary procedure, 
causing the session to repeatedly pause. 

The committee is moving slowly, 
and spending a lot of time on analyzing 
amendments to the current proposal on 
the floor. There also seems to be a divide 

in assessing the financial resources of the 
European Union. 

“The Czech Republic strongly oppos-
es having refugees come into our borders. 
That’s our main goal. We don’t want the 
EU to mandate that we have to take people 
in. We don’t have the resources for that, 
or the proper infrastructure. We have our 
own issues that we need to focus on,” said 
Martin Povejšil, permanent representative 
of the Czech Republic.

The Czech Republic has been a 
strong leader in the committee, pushing 
to maintain state sovereignty and national 
interests. 

As a committee superpower, Germany 
has advocated for more resources to be 
pushed towards aiding the resettlement of 
refugees in European nations. These re-
quests have been pushed away by nations 
such as Croatia and Italy, who believe that 
it is important to protect state funds for 
different uses.

“EURODAC is expensive. Where will 
funding come from? We cannot afford it. 
We do not have any money for refugees,” 
said the Permanent Representative of Cro-
atia while discussing further amendments 
to the proposal. EURODAC refers 
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Economic and Financial Affairs Council 
passes standardized steel motion 
ELISE BAUERFEIND
 and CHRISTIAN PUSCH

The Economic and Financial Council 
created a motion yesterday that would 
standardize and assign a grade to all steel 
sold in the European markets.

The motion was filed by Andrej 
Babiš, the representative from the Czech 
Republic, to support setting standards for 
the steel by giving it a grade, and allowing 
Europeans to choose the type of steel that 
they use based on their needs.

Zdravko Maric, the representative 
from Croatia seconded the motion.

After a lengthy, and at some points 
frustrating debate, the motion passed 
unanimously.

The representative from Malta says 
he credits a recess to the council’s rapid 
shift from heavily debating to passing the 
motion.

“I think there was an attitude change 
within the committee itself,” he said. “I 
think a few of my fellow councilmen 
began to grow frustrated with the progress 
that we weren’t making.”

After a short recess, the representa-
tive said the council came back with new 
motivation and were able to come to a 
resolution.

Both the representative from Croatia 
and the representative from the Czech Re-
public said they’re pleased with the result.

“The Czech Republic is enjoying 
a time where we need more steel, and 
I think a variety of different prices and 

international competitors will allow for a 
better market for our citizens,” Babiš said. 

The Croatian representative also be-
lieves that the motion will benefit Croatian 
citizens.

“Croatia has been in an economic 
crisis since 2008, and I think this will help 
us economically,” she said.

Babiš said that the steel would be 
graded by experts who would then recom-
mend the best use for that particular type 
of steel so firms will know exactly what 
type of steel to use to meet their needs.

“Experts will denote, ‘this is good for 
jewelry, but do not use it for buildings,’” 
said Babiš.

Though both representatives were 
happy with the result, they both felt that 
they made a compromise in allowing the 
World Trade Organization to be involved.

“Croatia did not want this to go to a 

WTO vote because China is a member of 
the WTO and has a special relationship 
with them, and has government subsidized 
steel,” Maric said.

Babiš said he also opposed the WTO 
being involved, although he did point out 
that they do not get to vote on these regu-
lations. He said the WTO is only there to 
ensure transparency and accuracy.

“I personally did not want the WTO 
involved, not because I don’t agree with 
their policies, but because they’re not a 
governing body, and I believe that the EU 
should be allowed to govern ourselves,” 
Babiš said.

Both representatives said that the pros 
outweighed the cons.

“In the end, I wouldn’t have voted for 
it if I wasn’t completely happy with what 
we had,” Maric said.
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Permanent Representatives face divide between large and small nations
(Continued from Page 1)
refers to European Dactyloscopy, a data-
base that tracks fingerprints for asylum 
seekers and irregular border-crossers. 
While there is a divide between large and 
small nations, some have been outliers. 
Finland, a state known for its large accu-
mulation of wealth and welfare programs 
for citizens has also advocated for mini-
mal funding to refugees seeking asylum. 
The current proposal on the floor estab-
lishes a recognition of limited resources 
stating, “establishing the European Asy-

lum Support Office, taking into account 
the continuing pressures put on the agency 
and the resources available.”
While the proposal offers an analysis of 
the situation at hand and solutions, it fails 
to address any means of funding. The only 
mentioning of funding comes from the 
term “financial instruments” listed in one 
portion of a clause. 
Latvia responded to this dilemma in the 
form of an amendment, calling for funding 
to stem from the European Union Asylum 
Fund to prevent the smuggling of child 

refugees. This amendment did not receive 
a unanimous vote, and therefore failed to 
be incorporated into the document. 
By the end of the first session, the com-
mittee managed to cut through the first 
clause on the document. With three more 
clauses left to cover, will the committee 
have the time to finish and move on to a 
new topic? According to the Dais, she is 
confident is the committee’s abilities to get 
the proposal passed onto the council for 
further review and begin a new discussion 
in the third session. 

Members of the Economic and Financial Affairs Council confer/Frank Langer photo



Page 3 SUNY Meus                       April 1, 2017

Addressing human rights was just for show
DAN ORZECHOWSKI

The European Union is willing to 
throw its full weight at defending and pro-
moting human rights throughout the globe. 
This is great, except there’s one problem: 
the EU lacks a human rights definition. 

Yesterday’s afternoon press confer-
ence exposed this issue. 

According to Federica Mogherini, the 
high representative of the European Union 
for foreign affairs and security policy, 
“the correct definition [for human rights] 
is something that is always subject to the 
region that you are in.”

Under that logic, human rights have 
no concrete guarantees. 

Simultaneously, the representative 
insisted that “human rights are universal 
as it is in international law.” 

This is simply a mutually exclusive 
scenario. It’s either one or the other. Are 
human rights universal or are they subject 
to change depending on where you are?

When asked to clarify, Mogherini 

switched gears. 
“Let me rephrase that,” said Mogher-

ini. “Conceptions of human rights 
amongst individuals may vary but the 
promotion of human rights of the EU are 
universal in their western standards, and is 
what we employ in our foreign policy.”

The representative went from using 
the definitive word, “always,” to claiming 
that the perceptions of human rights vary 
by individuals. 

Perhaps Mogherini slipped up. 
Mistakes are made, that’s human nature. 
However, the representative left the matter 
with too much gray area. How can the EU 
promote human rights if the Union doesn’t 
have a set definition?

With no definition, the promotion of 
human rights senseless. 

While Mogherini addressed the con-

ference, the rest of the leadership watched 
in silence. No one added clarification. It 
seems as though this silence was taken as 
consent. The entire leadership didn’t have 
a problem with the contradiction. 

How can the rest of the conference 
not assume that the acknowledgment of 
human rights was just for show? 

Without a definition, there can’t possi-
bly be any action taken. 

The leadership failed to specify what 
these rights are. Are these labor rights? 
Are these voting rights? 

Justyna Heinz, the secretariat for 
foreign affairs meetings, said that “though 
it is not explicitly written out what will be 
discussed, and what will not be, obvious-
ly we would like to come to a consensus 
that is both in agreement with us and to 
whoever we are speaking with.”

Not only was this not specified, High 
Representative Mogherini did not share a 
plan to execute the defense and promotion 
of these rights. 

Luxembourg and Portugal already at odds
JENNA ZIER and TIANA BOSNJAK

There seemed to be a sigh of relief 
from The Heads of Government as they 
passed their first agenda. The topic was 
Brexit Negotiations and Protecting Mi-
grant Worker’s Rights after Brexit. 

This item was from both the United 
Kingdom and the Republic of Poland. 
The United Kingdom specified 9 recom-
mendations that it would like to start the 
discussions with. These recommendations 
included “EU nationals immigrating to 
the United Kingdom after Brexit will have 
to complete new Visa application,” “no 
physical border will be reinstated between 
Ireland and Northern Ireland” and, “the 
European Commission to develop a green 
paper outlining best practices to deal with 
hate crimes.” 

There were successful efforts to 
amend the recommendations by Spain in 
order for the country to be able to support 
the proposal. 

In the end, each respective head of 
government voted for the agenda other 
than the United Kingdom who abstained. 

These negotiations seemed to drag 
on a bit longer than necessary due to the 

lack of agreement among the delegates 
of how to go about using proper parlia-
mentary procedure (Robert’s Rules). This 
miscommunication started the day off 
with conflict specifically between the head 
of government of Portugal and President 
Tusk in regards to whether the delegates 
were to use Robert’s Rules or not. 

At first President Tusk did not recom-
mend the use of Robert’s Rules because 
he stated they were “simply not familiar” 
with them and that they had “never used 
them before.”

“Though we strongly respect Tusk’s 
position, we disagree with how the 
meeting is being run, and a majority are 
strongly in favor of Robert’s Rules of 
Order to facilitate cooperative and fruitful 
discussion throughout the remainder of 
this session,” stated the prime minister of 
Slovenia earlier. The French prime minis-
ter concurred. 

Portugal challenged Tusk’s statement 
by saying that they were “the exact same 
rules as last year” and that the President 
in fact used the rules “very well” and he 
“admired” him for that. It was decided 
after a recess that Robert’s Rules would be 

followed for the rest of the sessions. 
 Miscommunication
There was some startling miscommu-

nication between the head of government 
and deputy head of government of France 
during the debate yesterday. 

In a discussion about the special po-
sition of Gibraltar, deputy head of govern-
ment of France urged the other delegates 
not to pass this “feel good legislation” 
while his head of government was not 
present. 

Antonio Costa of Portugal challenged 
the deputy by asking if it was true that 
France voted in favor multiple times that 
day for “aspirational reaffirmations much 
like this one.” To which the deputy refused 
to answer. 

Later on upon the return of the head 
of government of France, he did in fact 
vote in favor of the amendment regarding 
Gibraltar. 

Hollande rushed to do damage control 
during a recess that was called after the 
incident and came back to reassure the rest 
of the delegates that he and his team were 
very much on the same page now.

COMMENTARY
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Uncertainty lies ahead for Foreign Affairs Council vote
JAKE FRASIER
T his morning, the Foreign Affairs 

Council will vote on whether or not to 
pass their agenda item. The document 
they are voting on is significantly different 
than the one that was originally proposed, 
however. The 28 foreign ministers took 
precious time to work out the specifics of 
each amendment proposed.

 The first amendment, presented by 
Spain and Croatia, motioned to replace 
a previously proposed amendment to 
article 1B, which had called for 33% of 
a member state’s budget for Common 
Foreign and Security Policy. In relation 
to strengthening the EU’s commitment 
to peace and stability in the Middle East, 
they decided to regress to the original 
proposed point, to “[continue] to foster 
stability and sovereignty in the region 
through civil partnerships in existing local 
and regional structures with the recom-
mendation of redirecting discretionary 
funds to support this effort.”

 Though some sections of this 
document were deliberated and redeliber-
ated and remained relatively unchanged, 

there were some small provisions carried 
out by Austria, Czech Republic, Latvia, 
Poland and Lithuania to article 2 A1 that 
explicitly states the Council’s intention to 
strengthen the union of the Mediterranean.

 The delegation from Croatia made 
certain that the Foreign Affairs Commis-
sion remained broad with their terminol-
ogy to be as economically inclusive as 
possible.

 Overall, despite the heated debates 
that surrounded these issues, very little 
was actually changed from the origi-
nal proposal and not every country was 
pleased with the outcome of the day. 

While it is unclear which countries 
may pose a problem for the presidency, 
it’s evident that the UK is displeased with 
how their stance on Brexit related budg-
etary freezing was received. Even when 
the UK returned with a more simplistic 
version of their amendment, it was still 
stricken down. This could very well throw 
the Foreign Affairs Council off it’s tracks 
when the ministers motion to vote on their 
agenda.

 After the prospective continued 

deliberation on the main agenda item, 
the Foreign Affairs Council will look to 
resolve issues facing the eastern neighbor-
hood which includes Syria and Libya.
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