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                                  Session 3: Rights and Responsibility
Overview:

· LO 1: Students consider the nature of rights in the EU
· LO 2: Students reflect on the responsibility which rights bring
· Exercise: Quiz
-----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

Instructions for Teachers:

· Print: A copy of Question and Answers for yourself [Page 2-5]
·  Read: Instructions for Students and Discussion Topics 
·  Classroom design: Position students in groups of 3-5 

                                 Each group has a sheet of paper and pen/pencil

             Alternative:  Can be run as an individual exercise
·  Suggested timing: 30 minutes for Quiz
                                10 minutes for discussion
·  Note 1: At the end the questions, ask the student groups to swap answer sheets. Then read answers along with related trivia 

·  Note 2: Use the Discussion Topics however you like; e.g., as an individual, Think-Pair-Share, or group discussion
-----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
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Instructions for Students:
· Sit in groups of 3-5, each group has a pen/pencil and sheet of paper 

· I will read 8 short cases, each has a multiple choice question for you to answer 

· Write numbers 1 to 8 down your sheet. When I call out each question, discuss and write down the group’s agreed answer (A, B, or C)

· When you have answered all, swap your sheet with another group. I will then show (or read) the correct answers along with some extra detail

-----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

Questions and Answers
· [Do not read the answers until the end of the round]

Question 1: In 2022, the European Commission threatened to take the Irish government to the EU’s Court of Justice. The Commission thinks that Ireland is breaking a law called the Habitats Directive. What activity in Ireland is breaking the law?
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 A. Hedgerow cutting

 B. Turf cutting                          

 C. Sheep dipping
Answer 1:  What activity in Ireland is breaking the Habitats Directive? B Turf cutting 

· With a directive, an aim or target is set at EU level and a member state government introduces its own law to meet the aim. In 2002, when Ireland signed the Habitats Directive, it was given 10 years to create a law about turf cutting in Special Areas of Conservation. Another 10 years later, the European Commission received reports that the Irish government is still not enforcing Irish law to meet the agreed EU aim.
___________________________________________________________________________
Question 2: In 1993, a Belgian worker (Jean-Marc Bosman) took his employer to court in Belgium. He wanted to move to a new employer in France, but his employer wanted compensation from the new employer. The court asked the EU’s Court of Justice for advice. It sided with Mr Bosman; as an EU citizen he had the right to free movement to work within the EU as his contract had expired. Any compensation to his Belgian employer would wrongly have affected that right. What was Mr Bosman’s profession?
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A. Footballer

B. Doctor

C. Dancer
Answer 2: What was Mr Bosman’s profession? A Footballer
· This court ruling changed professional sport dramatically. When a player’s contract expires she/he can now free-transfer to another club. In some football leagues, it also meant that a limit of 3 foreign players per team had to be abolished.   
___________________________________________________________________________
Question 3: In 2010, flights across Europe were cancelled because of a volcanic eruption in Iceland. Denise McDonagh was stranded in Portugal waiting for a return flight. She took Ryanair to court in Dublin to pay for her expenses (more than €1,000) while stranded. Why did the court in Dublin refer her case to the EU’s Court of Justice?
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A. The amount was higher than the Dublin court’s compensation limit

B. Ms McDonagh had been stranded in another EU member state

C. Her claim was about consumer rights
Answer 3: Why did the court refer Ms McDonagh’s case to the EU court? C Her claim was about consumer rights

· EU law is an important source of consumer rights for member state citizens. The Dublin Court wanted the EU court’s advice on whether the volcanic eruption was so extraordinary that Ryanair did not need to compensate stranded customers. Based on EU regulations (laws) on air companies, the EU court advised that Ryanair had responsibility to ensure passengers have access to essential goods while stranded, even when the cancellation is beyond the company’s control.
___________________________________________________________________________
Question 4: In 2020, the EU’s Court of Justice ruled that the government of a member state had broken EU migration law. That government did not facilitate non-EU migrants to seek international protection (i.e., asylum), and it had deported some migrants seeking asylum before a proper legal process. The government of which member state is involved?
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A. Greece

B. Estonia

C. Hungary
Answer 4:  The government of which member state breached EU migration law around asylum procedures? C Hungary
· The European Commission has taken the Viktor Orbán-led government in Hungary to court for breaking many EU laws. These relate to; migration, the awarding of public contracts, the independence of judges, the independence of media, and right to expression on LGBT issues. The EU has threatened to withhold EU funding from Hungary if it does not resolve these breaches.  
___________________________________________________________________________
Question 5: The EU’s Working Time Directive entitles workers to a 30 minutes break for every 6 hours worked, and to not work more than 48 hours per week on average. In 2013, the European Commission took the Irish government to the EU’s Court of Justice alleging that Irish law did not meet the aim of the directive. What profession was the case about?
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A. Doctors

B. Lorry drivers

C. Gardaí
Answer 5: What profession was involved in the Working Time directive case? A Doctors
· The Commission received reports from medical unions in Ireland that junior doctor working hours were more the weekly limit. The court sided with the Irish government’s defence that all their working hours did not all count as they are still in training while working in hospitals. In 2023, medical unions in Ireland still suggest that doctors’ overtime hours in some hospitals are not correctly recorded to avoid breaking the weekly working limit.
___________________________________________________________________________

[image: image8.png]


Question 6: In 1975, the Irish government signed the EU’s Water Directive. The directive aims to improve water quality in member states. In 2009, as the Irish government had still not created a law to meet the directive, the European Commission took it to the EU’s Court of Justice. The court ordered the Irish government to pay a €2 million fine, and €12,500 per day, until it introduced a law to meet the directive. What did the Irish government need to create a law on?  

A. Household water charges

B. Septic tank inspection

C. Swimming pools
Answer 6: What did the Irish government need to create a law about to stop daily fines on the Water Directive?  B Septic Tank Inspection
· The Irish government introduced a new law that people register their septic tank with their local council. The local council is responsible to check tanks for risks to groundwater and drinking water. The fines stopped in February 2013, when the Environmental Protection Agency in Ireland accepted the new Irish government plan to meet the directive.
___________________________________________________________________________
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Question 7: In 2010, a Romanian citizen (Adrian Coman) married his husband in Belgium. When informed that his husband (a US citizen) could not get a visa to move to Romania with him, Mr Coman took Romanian authorities to court. The Romanian court asked for advice from the EU’s Court of Justice. It sided with Mr Coman. It found that his husband had a right to move to Romania as Mr Coman, as an EU citizen, had a family reunification right when moving within the EU. What was the effect of this ruling?

A. Romania had to legalise same-sex marriage

B. Mr Coman’s husband gained the right to work in Romania   

C. Neither of the above
Answer 7:  What was the effect of the ruling in the Coman case? C Neither of the above
· Legalising same-sex marriage, or deciding working rights for non-EU citizens, are decided by member states, not by the EU. In 2021, Members of the European Parliament reported that Romania and Hungary ignored the EU court’s ruling in this case. With Romanian authorities still threatening to deport Mr Coman’s husband, he has taken a case to the European Court of Human Rights.
_________________________________________________________________________

Question 8: The EU’s Nitrates Directive protects water quality from pollution by agriculture. To meet this directive, the Irish government has to create a plan with rules on the amount of fertiliser and livestock manure spread. For 2022-2025, Irish dairy farmers receive an exemption allowing them to spread 80kg of livestock manure extra per hectare per year. How could Ireland loose this exemption?
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A. If the number of cows in Ireland does not reduce

B. If the water quality declines

C. If the Irish government stops paying for the exemption
Answer 8: How could Irish dairy farmers loose this exemption on amount of manure spread? B If the water quality declines 

· Ireland does not pay for the exemption. Belgium, Denmark, Italy and the Netherlands also receive an exemption. There is no specific limit on cow numbers.  In 2023, if nitrate levels indicate an increased risk to water quality, the manure amount permitted will reduce. The exemption applies only to livestock manure. The amount of fertiliser spread permitted has been lowered.  
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-----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

1. Discussion Topics

2. What have you learned that is interesting or surprising about EU law from these cases?

3. Look at the Q&A for case 1 and 6 again. What do they tell you about Ireland creating law to meet aims it has agreed at EU level?

4. Look at the Q&A for case 4, 5, and 7 again. What do they tell you about the EU’s attempt to make sure that member states obey its laws?
-----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
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