


Malta





KAMRA TAD-DEPUTATI






KUMITAT PERMANENTI DWAR L-AFFARIJIET BARRANIN U EWROPEJ
(Rapport Uffiċjali u Rivedut)



L-ERBATAX-IL PARLAMENT




Laqgħa Nru 44
Il-Ħamis, 29 ta’ Mejju 2025







Stampat fl-Uffiċċju tal-Iskrivan
Kamra tad-Deputati
Malta




Prezz €2.50











L-ERBATAX-IL PARLAMENT






KUMITAT PERMANENTI DWAR L-AFFARIJIET BARRANIN U EWROPEJ






Laqgħa Nru 44
Il-Ħamis, 29 ta’ Mejju 2025








Il-Kumitat iltaqa' fil-Palazz, il-Belt Valletta, fin-12.30 p.m.





Talba









LAQGĦA MA’ DELEGAZZJONI PARLAMENTARI MILL-UNGERIJA, IMMEXXIJA MILL-ISPEAKER TAL-ASSEMBLEA NAZZJONALI TAL-UNGERIJA, E.T. LÁSZLÓ KOVÉR

THE CHAIRPERSON (Hon. Edward Zammit Lewis): We have a very nice Parliament by the Architect Renzo Piano but, in my opinion, you have the nicest Parliament in the world! In July of last year, I had the opportunity, in the parameters of the COSAC conference, where Hungary had the Presidency of the Council for the European Union, and I had the privilege to speak for three minutes in your Parliament. I know that you had a meeting yesterday with the Speaker of our House and like you we have a unicameral system. I spoke with the Speaker, and he is very happy with the fruitful discussions that you had. 

As two countries, although Hungary is much larger than Malta, we share a history with regards to our mission in the European Union, in the sense that we are relatively young in this union. Therefore we have similar challenges with regards to the adjustment of our society, of our economy, of our politics to a European system and, I believe, that we are both still undergoing a process of adjusting our systems and, at times, we have to defend our positions because we have certain specificities or particularities which the European Union institutions have to understand. 

As a Foreign and European Affairs Parliamentary Committee, with the help of both my colleagues who come from the Opposition party, we really try to do our best to reach a common position with regards to important issues which are a challenge with the European Union, such as our position with regards to the Middle East, which is an important issue for Malta, even due to our history, with Ukraine, and also immigration, which are all important issues both for us and, I’m sure, for Hungary as well. Now I would like to invite His Excellency to address this Committee. 

H. E. LÁSZLÓ KOVÉR (Speaker of the National Assembley of Hungary): Mr Chairperson and dear colleagues, greetings. First and foremost, allow me to thank you for this opportunity and thank you for the time that you took to be with us. As you correctly pointed out, we already had a discussion with your Speaker which was a very fruitful discussion. And maybe today we will continue discussing the topics that we discussed yesterday. The meeting with the Speaker was highly interesting, and I can also say the same of my meeting with your Minister for Home Affairs, and just recently with the Members of the Hungarian Friendship Group in your Parliament. 

In spite of the shortness of time these discussions were very straightforward, very open, very friendly and very much to the point. And for this I would like to thank you. Let me also respond to a couple of points that you raised. First, thank you very much for your kind words of recognition about our Parliament building, but let me point out that we also highly appreciate and very much like your Parliament, although it is representing a different style. To our foreign guests who praise the Hungarian Parliament we say that this is the second most beautiful Parliament in the world because the most beautiful parliament for everyone is their own parliament! You’d think your Parliament is the most beautiful, and the Hungarian Parliament is the second most beautiful in the world, and I would gladly accept that. However, let me underline that there seems to be a consensus on the Hungarian Parliament second position in terms of beauty. 

We would like to underline that we hope to continue the deep co-operation that is emerging, and that we have between our Parliaments, and we would not like this co-operation and these exchanges to be restricted to the leadership level of our Parliaments alone, meaning, the Speakers, the Deputy Speakers and the friendship groups. In fact, we are very keen on making sure that we engage as well in similar co-operation at the level of our relevant specialised committees. As for the challenges and the shared challenges that we have, we would like to argue that the number one challenge that we have today has to do with our relations with the European Commission, the European Parliament and the European Court of Justice and the challenge I am referring to is the deprivation or the removal of powers from the member states by these institutions! In Brussels everybody expects member states to align themselves with the system and with the expectations of the institutions of the European Union. And of course this is a fully legitimate expectation. 

However, given the fact that, as you rightly pointed out, the national member states have their own specificities, it follows from that fact that it is also a legitimate expectation on the part of the member states that the institutions of the European Union take these individual specificities into consideration. In our interpretation, the European Union is not equal to the institutions of the European Union but it rather is equal to the member states of the European Union because the Union itself was created by the member states, and it is the member states that have empowered and mandated the European Union to manage the common affairs of the member states. 

What we are seeing, especially on the part of the European Commission, is that there are repeated attempts made to withdraw authority from the member states, which attempts cannot be justified by any of the sections or points included in the treaties that have established the European Union. In a certain group of cases what we are seeing is that the European Commission, with the support of the European Court of Justice, is re-interpreting the original meaning of the treaties and is making attempts to divert the meaning of these treaties from their originally intended meaning. It is simply stepping over the rules that are laid out in these treaties. Let me illustrate what I mean by giving you a specific example and I will also point out to you the dangers and threats that we believe this entails. 

I do not wish to go into the details of the Russian Ukrainian war, and I will not offer any explanation due to the shortness of time, so we cannot discuss it in its completion. Suffice to say, and I will quote Pope Francis who said that this war was launched by the Russians, but it was not provoked by the Russians! It was provoked - and it has been for a long time provoked - by the democratic leadership of the United States. Let me also mention the Minsk Agreements in which France and Germany acted on behalf of other European states! And we would like to argue that their role was disgraceful in this respect. Later on, they tried to explain this disgraceful role by saying that they themselves did not really mean it, that they did not take it seriously, and that they did not expect anybody to confer with the sections and the rules laid out in the Minsk Agreements! 

The topic that I would like to briefly discuss is the national specifics of Hungary’s energy supply. Due to historically reasons I would like to refer to the Warsaw Pact and Comecon, so due to these historical reasons Hungary developed a system which unilaterally one-sided exposed Hungary to the energy carriers that were supplied by Russia. So, both in terms of sources and in terms of transportation, they were tied to Russia in a one-sided way. In the period between 1998 and 2000, and also later on in 2011, when we first assumed the position of the rotating presidency of the European Union, we put on our agenda, as the president country of the European Union, energy diversification for the member states of the European Union.  

And after 2010 we made very clear attempts to lay down an alternative pipeline that was called Nabucco. The intention of this pipeline was to facilitate the transportation of energy, and it was realised in cooperation with Italy. At that point in time, not only the European Union did not support the building of this pipeline, but particularly Germany sabotaged it by saying it cannot be built! The reason behind Germany’s decision was that it was building the north stream pipeline! Now the European Union is eager to prevent us from entering into long term contracts with the Russians as early as from next year. And they are also saying that from 2028 no energy carrier whatsoever with sources in Russia could be used in the European Union.   

Using our very own resources however we successfully created an alternative transportation route from that region, including Azerbaijan and other central Asian countries. And as I said we funded the building of this pipeline entirely from our own resources. But replacing our original resources and transportation routes is not only physically impossible overnight but also lacks the adequate financial resources to do so. So, Mr Chairperson, I am sure that you fully and accurately understand our problems. Let me point out that the composition of the energy mix a country uses is fully in the hands of that particular member state’s concern, and the European Union has no mandate or sovereignty whatsoever to get engaged in this issue. So, if you look at it close up it is just an energy problem.     

If you take a look at this issue from further afar it becomes clear to you that it is a matter of sovereignty in the clear sense of the word. The contact that we are seeing being implemented against us from Brussels is such that we believe it would not have happened in the 1980s from Mosco side towards Hungary. So, as a result of these differences, we are the target of daily attacks by the institutions of the European Union, in particular by the European Commission. And our assessment of the situation is that currently our most fundamental and existential interests are being ignored. This is an example that I have quoted for the first time in your presence. During our former meetings we discussed migration and I quoted examples of a similar treatment in relation to migration to your colleagues during the two previous meetings we had. But it was intentional that I wanted to speak about energy, this being a different example. 

With all this in mind I would like to underline that our goal here is to increase the level of understanding between our countries. And we would like to kindly ask for your solidarity, hoping that once you understand our reasons, you will be able to engage in even greater solidarity with each other.

THE CHAIRPERSON: Thank you very much. The Hon. Fenech Adami would like to make an intervention. 

HON. BEPPE FENECH ADAMI: Thank you very much. I come from the Opposition side. Our countries are different in size, but we have so much in common. We started our reality in the European Union 21 years ago, when our respective citizens voted for the EU. And my first observation is that when we see the differences between Hungary and Malta, is that way back when we had our referendum it was a very slight victory in favour of European membership. In fact, it was 51% or 52% in favour whilst in your country it was around 84% in favour of the European Union membership. When you fast forward it to this day, 20 years later, you will find that there is general consensus on the right decision Malta took 20 years ago to become a member. I think the last statistics indicate that there is more than 90% approval of our membership in the European Union. With regards to your country, I understand that the idea of a European membership today is probably less popular than it was 20 years ago. I think that at this stage we should see whether what we aspired for within the European Union is actually what we got.    
My first observation is that we should always remember that membership of the European Union goes beyond an economic union. Today we speak about a European Union which is a union of values, values which we are supposedly all to cherish, because not to cherish those values would not make us eligible to the members of the European Union. We speak about the freedom of people, we speak about democracy, we speak about the respect of human rights and the rule of law. And I think we should never forget that beyond the economic benefits of being part of the European Union, which always remember that there are values that distinguish us from probably other countries which are not members of the European Union. And I put this in a context because the European Union, and Europe as a whole, is going through a very delicate stage.  

Today we speak about a war in Europe! The unthinkable is happening again in Europe and if I had to quote a Pope, I would quote Pope Leo, who just last Sunday spoke about a just peace and not just a peace. And I think that should be fundamental for us members of the European Union, because an aggressor should not be ever justified to do what Russia is doing today. So, I think beyond the lesser closer ties the respective countries have, or still have with Russia, we do have to understand that we have to make things very clear, and I think the position in our country is unequivocal in this conflict, and that is there is one aggressor, and that aggressor is Russia!   

Obviously, we speak about migration, which again is a matter which is hotly debated in the European Union, which is very controversial, and which is very relevant to the people out there in the streets. Again, we should never forget that there are even fundamental principles which should guide us in relation to the reality of migration, these being the respect for human rights, the respect of asylum seekers’ rights, and the determination of respective countries to work and fight organised criminality. So, when we speak about the differences which may exist between us, let us never forget that we are speaking about persons who have fundamental human rights, and we should never forget that each state has the obligation to fight criminality in this aspect of immigration. 

Obviously, Europe faces another threat, the threat to its competitiveness. Around us, we have the United States which I don’t know the latest update of the situation, but as I understand there is the potential imposition of tariffs within a couple of weeks, unless the situation is resolved in the coming days. And there again this is a test for the European Union to stand together. I think the message that we, as a small country, to the European Union should be that we should stand together in front of this potential threat coming from the USA, from this potential threat coming from China, and this potential threat coming from outside forces, because whatever everyone says, the European Union as a union is the biggest economic force in the world today, provided that we stand together.   

Obviously, down South we have our respective problems. We have the situation with the Middle East, which is very preoccupying, and the situation in Libya which is developing not in a very nice way. We should never forget the problems of Southern Europe, the problems of the coastal states of Europe, were there is the reality of immigration, the reality of conflicts in the Mediterranean that seem to be much closer than they are to the Northern or the Eastern members of the European Union. Whatever we may discuss, whatever we may not agree on, let us never forget that we are part of the European Union because beyond economic reasons there are values which distinguish us from other unions or other states. The moment we lose that value I think it would be a sad day for the European Union, which 20 years ago our respective peoples had rightly so chosen to become a member of. Thank you.

THE CHAIRPERSON: Thank you Hon. Fenech Adami. Just to conclude - because as my colleague said you have a lot of meetings to attend to - I agree with my colleague that we have to see the bigger and the general picture as well. I read some figures about Hungary, and I can see that you are on the road to an economic recovery. There are prospects for 2026 which look good for unemployment as well and that is very welcome. I still believe that in the institutions it is still an ongoing struggle to maybe understand each other. As you said in the treaty there is the principle of conferral, where the institutions of the European Union have delegated powers from the member’s states. 

The treaties are made by the member states, so the member states are giving powers to the union, but obviously the institution is quite adamant that their intention is a closer integration. At times it works and it is positive, and at times it hurts member states particular interests. You mentioned energy, and I believe that the European Union has waited too long to be self-sufficient in an energy sector which obviously resulted in a panicked reaction when problems took place! The Hon. Fenech Adami mentioned the unpracticality of the United States of America, and maybe we didn’t see it coming, but this reinforces the fact that we have to believe more in Europeans and in our capabilities. We have to work together and be more self-sufficient. 

During your Presidency I told you I was at the Parliament in Budapest, and one of the priorities of the Hungarian Presidency, mentioned as well by the Hon. Fenech Adami is EU competitiveness, our policy with regards to Asia, in particular China and the United States. We have to be more aggressive and have a competitiveness and an economic policy which guarantees jobs for our EU citizens. I believe that these, apart from the values of the rule of law, of the respect towards minorities, and Article 2 of the Treaty which characterises the European Union and the European citizens which get us together.  

I agree with you that we have to work together, but we have to understand more the specificities because we are so diverse … And diversity is something positive as well. The European Union is diverse, we are different, but we have the same values. And I believe that this is an ongoing struggle and we have to find a balance, an equilibrium, with the European institutions. Thank you very much for this meeting. We can stay debating till this evening but obviously thank you for coming to Malta. Have a very nice stay and have a very good lunch. Thank you very much.

H. E. LÁSZLÓ KOVÉR: Mr Chair, dear colleagues, thank you on my behalf as well for the great discussion we just had and the points that we exchanged. I think it speaks to all for the fact that our dialogues, our discussions cannot stop at this point but need to continue. However, we cannot leave your Speaker waiting, but I would be delighted to respond to the point raised by you gentlemen. And let me just say that I am keenly looking forward to your visit to Hungary in the near future.  Thank you.

Fis-1.06 p.m. il-Kumitat aġġorna għal data u b’aġenda li kellhom jiġu komunikati aktar tard.
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