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Feasta welcomes this opportunity to make a submission to the Citizen’s
Assembly on how the State can make Ireland a leader in tackling climate change.
Instead of playing catch-up to other EU countries as is currently the case, we
believe Ireland could leapfrog them and establish itself as a visionary leader by
taking a global view of the climate challenge and incorporating action on climate
with substantive action on inequality and poverty, significant improvements to the
quality and freshness of food, and greater overall prosperity and stability in
Ireland and elsewhere.
Feasta (the Foundation for the Economics of Sustainability) is an openmembership think tank. Its aims are to identify the characteristics (economic,
cultural and environmental) of a truly sustainable society, articulate how the
necessary transition can be effected and promote the implementation of the
measures required for this purpose. It is a member of the Irish Environmental
Network, the Environmental Pillar and Stop Climate Chaos Ireland.
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1. Changes to the way climate action and progress are
perceived by the government.
Firstly, there needs to be a shift in the way the need to stabilise the climate
is perceived and discussed by the Irish government. At present the
government’s attitude is worryingly lacking in both urgency and vision. For
example, An Bord Bia has established its Origin Green certification programme
as ‘proof of Ireland’s commitment to sustainable food and drink production’1- but
not only is the programme entirely optional; food producers do not even have to
commit to reduction of greenhouse gas emissions in order to obtain certification!2
One would never guess from this that we are truly facing an emergency with
regard to the climate, and that radical steps need to be taken.
Notwithstanding the urgency of the situation, however, we believe that action on
climate change also presents enormous opportunities to improve our overall
wellbeing. This should be strongly emphasised by the Irish government.
Equal emphasis should also be placed on the role the general public can play,
and should be encouraged to play, in helping to develop mitigation policy. As
discussed further down in this submission, a zero-emissions economy can only
be achieved by localising the bulk of energy and food production, and this
requires heavy community involvement at all steps along the way.
1.1 As a priority, the problematic way in which Ireland’s overall progress is
currently measured should be acknowledged and changes should be
made. At present, Ireland, in common with most other countries, is striving to
achieve spurious - indeed, dangerous - goals. These gravely misplaced priorities
play an important role in compromising the climate.
GDP growth needs to be phased out as a measure of progress, and
alternative measures such as the National Well-being Indicator currently being
devised by Feasta’s “Beyond GDP” group should be employed instead3. (The
new indicator could be used in parallel to GDP during a transition period.)
There is increasing recognition that GDP growth is highly misleading as a
measure of progress as it simply measures overall economic output, regardless
of the extent to which it actually meets peoples’ needs, and the potentially
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damaging side-effects some types of output can trigger4. Simon Kuznets, the
original deviser of GDP, warned decades ago that “distinctions must be kept in
mind between quantity and quality of growth, between costs and returns, and
between the short and long run”5. Sadly his warnings have gone largely
unheeded. Additionally, despite recent claims that it is possible to decouple fossil
fuel use from economic growth6, a persistently strong connection remains
between the two7.
Trying to achieve ‘green growth’ in an industrialised, high-energy-consumption
country is like trying to swim upstream with heavy weights attached to one’s arms
and legs - there may perhaps be a slight chance that it’s possible but it is
certainly not worth the attempt when far less problematic ways exist to get to
where we need to go.
This is not to say that there is no possibility at all for increased economic activity
in, for example, rural Ireland or in low-income countries, but rather, that the use
of unsuitable metrics to try and measure progress is actually undermining it.
We recognise that the Irish government’’s emphasis on GDP growth derives
partially from pressure by the EU to achieve a ‘healthy’ debt-to-GDP ratio. This
EU requirement stems in turn from the European Central Bank’s concern that
highly-indebted, low-growth countries will not attract sufficient investment from
the bond markets. Misperceptions about stability and progress therefore go right
up the EU hierarchy and are equally pervasive in the stock markets. They are
unfortunately also cornerstones of the international trade agreements.
This relates to a final and more fundamental reason for governments’ emphasis
on GDP: our global financial system is currently dependent on ever-increasing
economic output, owing to the fact that money is created and put into circulation
on a basis of debt. Feasta’s co-founder, the late Richard Douthwaite wrote in The
Ecology of Money that “due to the way money is put into circulation, we have an
economic system that needs to grow or inflate constantly. This is a major cause
of our system's continuous and insatiable need for economic growth, a need that
must be satisfied regardless of whether the growth is proving beneficial. If ever
growth fails to materialise and inflation does not occur, the money supply will
contract and the economy will move into recession.”8
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1.2 Efficiency and competitiveness should be balanced with stability and
resilience.
Research indicates that healthy ecosystems exist within a ‘window of vitality’
where there is an optimal balance between efficiency and resilience9. However,
mainstream economic thought places a highly disproportionate emphasis on
efficiency as this is thought to maximise GDP output (see 2.1 above).
In turn, competitiveness is thought to be vital in increasing efficiency, through the
“creative destruction” of competing firms (and countries) striving to outperform
each other on innovation.
We should firstly take a hard look at the idea that innovation should always be
prioritised. Some analysts argue that, as with the balance between resilience and
efficiency, a healthy balance actually needs to be found between maintenance
and innovation, and that at present, maintenance is badly neglected10. In
practical terms this translates into things like decent health care, access to
healthy food and an infrastructure that supports getting around easily on public
transport or bicycle.
This said, we do not mean to suggest that innovation is completely worthless there is no doubt that it could provide enormous help in meeting the challenge of
stabilising the climate. The question then moves on to whether emphasising cutthroat competition between private firms will really best produce the kinds of
innovation needed.
Supposedly, such competition pressures people to become more disciplined and
focused, better able to prioritise. However, the evidence suggests that this is
incorrect, or at best, only true in limited circumstances. For example, many of the
important medical discoveries that have saved millions of lives over the past
couple of centuries were made by people who were working in secure conditions,
with stable jobs that were not dependent on the results of their research11.
It has been argued - with an impressive amount of evidence - that emphasising
competitiveness in the economy and in other fields of human activity is actually
detrimental, undermining overall human progress (including productivity, although
that is not a major concern of ours)12. Anyone involved in real-life business (as
opposed to what is described in economics textbooks) knows that it involves a
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complex mix of cooperation and competition - as we can also observe in nature.
Now let’s turn back to efficiency. As we’ve seen, current economic theory
assumes that efficiency should be maximised. This, combined with easy access
to cheap fossil fuel, has resulted in the development of industrial and
agricultural13 monocultures with all the concomitant problems they have
triggered. The economy has become highly dependent on goods that are
transported from far afield in order to meet peoples’ basic needs.
Many analysts, including some within Feasta, have for years been pointing out
the extremely fragile nature of the world economy with its long and vulnerable
supply chains14. A trigger such as an extreme weather event caused by climate
change, or geopolitical instability, could precipitate a catastrophic economic
crash, emptying supermarket shelves, causing dangerous energy shortages, and
choking off the supply of other key human staples such as water15.
Transport of goods was responsible for 14% of emissions worldwide in 201016
but it is projected to account for 29% of emissions in Ireland by 202017. Much
research has been done on the embedded fossil fuel energy involved in
packaging, the shipment of raw materials to centralised processing plants, the
refrigeration of perishable goods while transporting them over long distances,
and the fact that oil is still the overwhelming fuel of choice in transporting goods18
because of its near-miraculous efficiency as an energy source.
The inappropriately large role played by transport in the economy has obvious
ramifications for the climate, and strong ramifications also for short-term
economic stability. It is part of the reason why effective climate action would also
benefit the economy overall.
While some argue that the solution lies in simply electrifying the transport system,
while seeking to maintain (or even increase) current levels of transportation of
goods, this would place a huge - arguably impossible19 - and completely
unnecessary burden on the renewables sector in order to generate the enormous
13
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amount of energy required, would entail a great deal of wasted energy, and
would risk cutting off crucial energy supplies to infrastructure such as hospitals.
A much more sensible approach would be to plan towards a future economy
which includes far less transport and far more locally-produced goods.
As Ireland is in the EU and the Eurozone, EU-level changes are required in these
areas. The specific types of changes needed and the ways in which Ireland could
help to bring them about are discussed in section 2 below. Section 3 will set out
some steps which Ireland could take unilaterally, without EU backing.

2. EU-level changes
Taking into account the points made in section 1 above, the Irish government
should lobby on the EU level for:
2.1 Changes in the way that Euros are issued by the ECB. As discussed
above, the financial system is currently the tail wagging the dog, requiring
continually increasing GDP output in order to continue functioning, and this is
putting enormous pressure on the climate (among other things). This unhealthy
dynamic could be changed if euros were issued without debt.
Euros need to be issued on a fiat basis - i.e., spent or distributed into the
economy by the ECB itself or European governments, rather than by private
banks on a debt basis as is currently the case - in order to begin the necessary
task of decoupling the financial system from economic growth20. (Obviously,
other currencies around the world will also need to follow suit.)
2.2 Phasing out the use of GDP growth as a measure of progress
This would lead to a vast array of EU reforms on many levels. For example, the
Growth and Stability Pact needs to be renamed (“Prosperity and Stability Pact” is
unimaginative but might work) and reformed accordingly.
The change in emphasis would also trigger radical reform of the Common
Agricultural Policy. At present the CAP's first priority is to “increase agricultural
productivity"21. Yet the UN Special Rapporteur on the Right to Food, Hilal Elver
has noted that "the world has long produced enough food, not only sufficient to
meet the caloric requirements of the existing global population of over seven
20
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billion but also to meet the needs of the population expected to reach nine billion
in 2050. Hunger and malnutrition are a function of economic and social
inaccessibility, not production. Moreover not all of those calories go to feed
humans. A third are used to feed animals, nearly 5 percent are used to produce
biofuels, and as much as a third is wasted, all along the food chain.”22
The CAP's main goals should instead be food security, soil health, resilience
(which would require a considerable amount of farm diversification in Ireland) and
the protection of rural livelihoods. In practice, this will mean a pronounced shift in
favour of agro-ecology and organic farming methods, including closed-loop
agriculture. It will also entail more localised food distribution.
Land should be recognised as a part of a whole interrelated ecology, the natural
regeneration of which is essential for sustaining food production as well as all the
other fundamental planetary systems of water and climate and indeed weather23.
At present, only 10% of European agricultural research funding goes to agroecological and organic research. Interestingly, despite this lack of support,
demand for organic products in Europe far outstrips supply at present24.
2.3 A shift in the tax base in all European countries towards taxing of
unearned income from the use of collective goods.
This would represent a shift towards a more commons-based economy
(commons in this context are collectively-managed common-pool resources).
Elinor Ostrom’s pioneering decades-long research into commons around the
world provides much insight into how commons can be managed effectively, in
some cases for generations. Changes in taxation would likely include the
introduction of the (long-discussed) “Robin Hood Tax” on the EU level25.
As changes to the taxation system can be applied on the national level without
the need for permission from the EU, the specifics of this step are discussed in
more detail in section 3.1 below. It is mentioned here because we wish to urge
Irish politicians not only to adopt such changes domestically but also to advocate
for a shift in taxation with their European counterparts. Their voices would not be
isolated; more progressive taxes are actually already in effect in several
European countries, as we shall see below.
2.4 Shifting the emphasis in EU policy and global trade agreements from
22
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fostering competitiveness and growth to fostering ecological stability and
resilience
Again, this would require radical re-wording and re-thinking of many key EU
policies. In concrete terms, two of the needed changes are listed below, but there
would doubtless be many others as well:
2.4.1 Reworking international trade agreements. Specifically, the
extraordinary notion that corporations should have the right to sue countries in
secret tribunals on the grounds that the countries’ environmental regulations
represent a threat to the corporations’ profits26 is unfathomably short-sighted and
dangerous. We are not against all international trade on principle - in a zeroemissions economy there should still be room for some global trade - but we
certainly do not believe trade should be maximised at the price of reducing
resilience.
2.4.2 Introducing an EU-wide binding cap on fossil fuel production,
charging fossil fuel companies for production or importation permits,
distributing the permit revenue on a per-capita basis and introducing other
measures to protect the vulnerable during the energy transition
The system described in the heading above is known as Cap and Share27. Cap
and Share would impose a price on carbon - along with some extremely
important additional features. A variant on Cap and Share is currently being
considered by the California state government.
A well-designed globally-focussed Cap and Share scheme introduced on an EUwide level could not only produce substantial fossil fuel emissions cuts,
culminating in their elimination within the EU within a fixed time frame; it could
also help to reduce global poverty and inequality and ease the migration
crisis by helping to restore stability in parts of the world that are currently in a
state of breakdown and chaos. This would have obvious geopolitical implications
and would clearly benefit the EU as well as other regions of the world.
Along with taxation reform, Cap and Share would constitute an important step
towards a commons-based economy. Most importantly, if applied globally, it
would also constitute a step toward global climate justice.
A detailed explanation of how this could be brought about can be found in the
CapGlobalCarbon submission to the Citizen’s Assembly28.
26
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2.5 Bringing about change in the EU: some suggestions
An obvious question arises: could Ireland, a small country, possibly influence
such a huge body as the EU in such a profound way?
Firstly, Ireland needs to stop pleading for special treatment in emissions
targets and other matters: this shows a lack of vision and frankly, comes
across as embarrassingly mean-spirited, considering the relative wealth of
Ireland compared to many other countries which are already suffering huge
losses from climate change. Ireland should instead show its capacity to think
creatively and come up with constructive solutions.
There is also a bargaining chip that the Irish government should consider with
regard to the EU: offering to scrap the low corporate tax rate. This has been
a bone of contention within the EU for years. EU policymakers have correctly
pointed out that Ireland gets special treatment on taxes and that the playing field
should be leveled.
The Irish government needs to take its courage in its hands here. Offering to help
level the tax playing field in exchange for the reforms mentioned above would be
a nitty-gritty way to show its willingness to take risks in order to help resolve
international-level problems.
The country has plenty of attributes that can attract foreign investment without
needing to sell out on its values by offering lower-than average tax rates to
foreign investors. Were the corporate tax to be raised to be on a par with other
EU countries, the onus would then be on the multinational corporations, which
currently employ one in five people in Ireland29, to show their own capacity for
understanding and goodwill.
If they threatened to pull out, a massive media campaign (including social media)
might help matters. Ireland is well-regarded internationally and if it was perceived
as being bullied by a large corporation, that could have ramifications for that
corporation.
(It should be noted, also, that the localization efforts we are advocating would
create a great deal of employment, which could help to counter the effects of any
corporate pull-out.)
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3. National-level changes.
These measures would not need EU approval and could be adopted unilaterally.
3.1 A shift in the tax base in Ireland towards taxing of unearned income
from the use of collective goods as described in 2.4 above. Specifically,
Ireland’s existing local property tax should be converted into a Land (or Site)
Value Tax. This is the most socially progressive type of tax, and it cannot be
dodged (since land cannot be moved). It is currently used in a number of states
and regions worldwide including Taiwan, parts of Australia, Russia, Estonia,
Lithuania, Hong Kong and several cities in Pennsylvania. It is under
consideration in China also. In recent years it has been promoted by Paul
Krugman, Joseph Stiglitz and Michael Hudson, and by the Greens, Labour and
Liberal Democratic parties in the UK.
At present, Irish homeowners who make their property more energy efficient by
insulating it or otherwise improving its Building Efficiency Rating risk being
penalised financially by the fact that this increases the property’s value30.This is
completely inappropriate and absurd.
Land value tax, in contrast, applies only to the value of the ground under the
house and is entirely unaffected by improvements to property. Moreover, it
encourages optimal use of urban land and has a depressing effect on land
speculation31.
Some advocates argue that a Land Value Tax would provide the most stable
long-term funding source for social welfare funding, specifically the funding for a
basic income. This would require considerably higher land value tax rates than
are currently applied, but it could also enable substantial cuts to other types of
taxes - and indeed their elimination altogether in some cases - while maintaining
social benefits at current levels or higher.
3.2 Cap and Share in Ireland Over the years 2005-2015, Ireland’s fossil fuelbased emissions decreased by 18.6%. This took place partly because of
improved energy efficiency, retrofitting of houses and a growing renewables
sector, but also because of the recession which began in 200832.
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We would argue that the emissions reductions already achieved, while certainly
welcome, represent low-hanging fruit and that the ‘harder-core’ emissions, for
example those associated with transport, have yet to be effectively tackled by
most countries. Introducing a national-level Cap and Share scheme (as
described in section 2.5.1) would eliminate these emissions entirely in Ireland
within a fixed time span, in an equitable way. The revenues it would generate
would be distributed on a per-capita basis and so could be used at the household
and community levels. The Transition movement could provide many insights into
how best to use the revenue.
In the CapGlobalCarbon submission to the Citizens’ Assembly33 it is suggested
that Ireland form a bilateral Cap and Share partnership with a Global South
country of similar population that has lower emissions. Were this to happen,
Ireland would effectively be subsidising the other country’s transition to a zerocarbon economy. This would show significant support for climate justice and
could potentially help to address the refugee crisis, providing badly-needed
stability and security. It would also ensure that Ireland itself became zero-carbon.
3.3 Changes in agricultural policy to address non-fossil-fuel emissions.
3.3.1 Regenerative farming, stabilising farmers’ income, and better
measurement of agricultural costs
Ireland’s emissions from agriculture are already high, at 33% of total emissions,
and are set to rise. We need to recognise that through revising our farming
practice, soils and farms can become net carbon sinks for Ireland. Regenerative
farming practices actively build the soil, fixing atmospheric carbon and creating a
rich, fertile agricultural base for our farmers and healthier food for our entire
population. The comparative methods have been collated and described in Eric
Toensmeier's Carbon Farming Solution (published by Chelsea Green, USA in
2016) and are directly applicable to Irish farming. Given the current GHG
emissions from Irish agriculture, this is a measure that would demonstrate global
leadership in climate action.
We note the following quote from the Department of Agriculture with regard to
FoodWise 2025 (the DAFM-supported ten-year plan for the agri-food sector,
which emphasises increasing exports of beef, dairy and infant formula to faraway
countries):
“[FoodWise 2025] is addressed to a sector that is subject to constant change and
volatility.The major change in income levels and production economics brought
about by reductions in world commodity prices witnessed since the draft
document was published in July of 2015 is evidence of this volatility.”
33
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It is clear that the unstable nature of farm income is one of the main drivers
behind the pressure to increase exports, regardless of the environmental damage
this may cause. We suggest the government seriously consider implementing a
universal basic income to help counterbalance the volatile nature of the agrifood economy and ensure that producers are able to stay afloat financially
through rough economic times34.
It is important to re-examine the way in which agricultural costs are measured.
The Sustainable Food Trust is developing an accounting method, the True Cost
initiative, that we urge the Irish government to consider as it takes many different
kinds of values, including impacts on health, into consideration when calculating
the ‘true price’ of food. For example, “the European Nitrogen Assessment has
estimated that collectively, the costs of nitrogen-related damage range is as high
as €320 billion, or up to €750 per person every year throughout the EU,
about two-thirds of which relates to agriculture” (our emphasis)35.The
statistics revealed by Dr Pete Myers36 could also help guide our approach to the
future of food production, as could the valuable work of the Stockholm Resilience
Institute on planetary boundaries37.
As mentioned in section 2.2, and as the True Cost initiative indicates, there
needs to be a pronounced shift in favour of agro-ecology and organic
farming methods, including closed-loop agriculture.
It is also important to remain open to ongoing research and, where it seems
appropriate, support for 'fringe' ideas, in order to more accurately evaluate their
potential and validity. For example, we believe it is worth considering the
controversial work of Allan Savory on cattle raising, which suggests that wellorganised cattle farms could potentially become carbon sinks38.
3.3.2 Supply-side changes
While organic farming is considerably less energy-intensive in itself than
conventional farming, and (crucially) far better for soil health, transportation of
food across long distances can ramp up emissions hugely regardless of whether
the produce is organic. The research described in the following quote is a little
old, from 2001, but its results are still relevant today:
34
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“In the case of organic produce, a survey of retailers compared local and global
sourcing of produce marketed in different outlets between June and August
2001. Products were chosen that were available in the UK during these months
but are at present imported by the multiple retailers. These included spring
onions imported by plane from Mexico, potatoes imported by road from Sicily,
onions imported by ship from New Zealand. It was found that local sourcing
through a farmers’ market, for example, would therefore reduce the greenhouse
gas emissions associated with distribution by a factor of 650 in the case of
a farmers’ market and more for box schemes and farm shop sales” (our
emphasis)39.
Changes within Ireland therefore also need to be made on the supply side. In
addition to encouraging the development of farmers’ markets and box schemes,
there is also a potential to cut back enormously on food waste - the Food Cloud
app could be helpful here - and to adopt a lower-emissions diet. The latter, since
it would entail a shift away from processed, high-sugar and high-chemical-input
food, would also improve overall public health. (In this regard we note that there
is considerable controversy at present as to whether saturated fats are really
dangerous to health40. It may be that the worst saboteurs of health are in fact
high-sugar, highly-processed foods). Apart from the obvious benefits to
wellbeing, changes in diet would ease a considerable amount of financial
pressure on the healthcare system.
3.3.3 Agriculture and water
Of the river and lake water bodies in Ireland at risk of not meeting their objectives
under the Water Framework Directive, agriculture accounts for 64% of all
significant pressure sources. This outweighs the pressures from urban
wastewater, hydromorphology impacts, forestry, extractive industries such as
peat harvesting, domestic wastewater, urban runoff, industry and other impacts
combined41.
Meanwhile in an agricultural context, we use artificial fertilisers that are designed
for rapid and easy availability for plants rather than building a stable humus
content within our soils. Thus rainfall can easily wash these artificial nutrients into
adjacent watercourses where they become agents for eutrophication, promoting
excess algal growth in freshwater rather than growing our food crops in the field.
Of the suspected cases of pollution between 2010 to 2012, agriculture accounted
39
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for 58% of slight pollution and 47% moderate pollution cases in Ireland42.
Intensive agriculture has a well documented negative impact on water quality and
aquatic biodiversity. Irvine and Chuanigh identify that "the network of high status
water bodies are clustered and negatively related to intensive agriculture43." In
other words, only where there is an absence of intensive agriculture are high
status water bodies, as indicated by biological diversity, possible44.
3.3.4 Agriculture and forestry
Hand in hand with shifting our food production methods to be net carbon
sequestration, we can also demonstrate leadership by diversifying our forestry
policy. Forestry grants for field boundary planting, and particularly contour
planting between fields on sloping ground, would greatly assist with carbon
sequestration, protection of soils, flood risk amelioration and protection from
extreme storm events. Inclusion of a bias for native deciduous trees would also
assist with habitat and biodiversity enhancement, providing much needed value
for wildlife45.
Globally it has been demonstrated that tree-based farming practices are
particularly effective at combining food production with carbon sequestration.
Methods such as tree intercropping, silvopasture, multistrata agroforestry and in
warmer climates, tropical tree staples, are cited as being the most effective46.
Happily the use of continuous cover trees within agricultural landscapes is also
an excellent measure for flood control, microclimate regulation, livestock shelter
and for surface water and groundwater protection.
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3.4 Climate law
In order to ensure that a long-term perspective on climate change is integrated
into policy-making and decision-making, a climate law is essential. We urge the
Oireachtas to enact a climate law which enshrines in Irish law Ireland's existing
international law commitment to taking on its share of the common but
differentiated responsibility for protecting the climate system and which translates
that commitment into enforceable duties on the Government, local authorities and
various other executive agencies of the State.

4. Conclusion
Here is a summary of our suggestions:
•

•

•

•

•

•

•

The government should recognise both the urgent nature of the climate
crisis, and the potential for action on climate change to improve many
aspects of wellbeing provided the general public’s opinions and
suggestions are taken into account along the way.
It should reflect on its priorities and move away from emphasising
increased productivity (GDP growth) above all other goals. Resilience and
stability should be given more weight.
There should be a shift towards taxation of collectively-managed
resources, including a Land Value Tax, to help stabilise the economy and
ward off the danger of increased energy efficiency and other
improvements to property being penalised with higher taxes.
Cap and Share should be introduced to eliminate fossil fuel emissions in
Ireland in an equitable way. We advise following the suggestions
regarding Cap and Share in CapGlobalCarbon’s submission to the
Citizens’ Assembly, as this would provide significant support for climate
justice and could inspire similar action from other countries.
Ireland could also set a global example in its agricultural policy by strongly
emphasising agro-ecology and organic farming methods, including closedloop agriculture. Regeneration of soil should be a major priority, along with
diversification both of farm products and of forestry. Localised food
distribution, such as box schemes and farmers’ markets, hold enormous
potential for bringing down emissions, as does the avoidance of food
wastage.
Ireland should adopt a climate law which translates its climate
commitments into enforceable duties at all levels of the state
administration.
Ireland should lobby at EU-level for all of the above policies, and also for a
change in the way that Euros are issued in order to end the financial
industry’s dependence on continually increasing economic output, which
puts enormous pressure on the environment. Many other EU-level

dogmas also need to be re-examined, as do the international trade
agreements. Ireland could use the possibility of raising its corporate tax as
a bargaining chip in negotiations - this would show goodwill and a
willingness to play fair.
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