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EU tax changes a bigger threat than Brexit
The Coffey
review warns
interfering with
corporate tax
regime could
cost Ireland up
to €4 billion
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rom boom to bust to Brexit. Even
less than a decade from the worst
recession that this country has
experienced in modern times,
we are facing a further economic
shock in Brexit, the scale of which
is as yet unknown.
And now the head of the Fiscal
Advisory Council, Seamus Coffey, when asked
to choose, thinks mooted EU tax changes pose a
bigger threat than Brexit. The UCC economist told
the Oireachtas committee on budgetary oversight that Ireland could lose up to €4 billion in
corporation tax if the tax plan being contemplated at EU level were to be implemented. I don’t
recall seeing the damage quantified before, but it
makes the point dramatically.
The yield from corporation tax in Ireland has
shown significant uplift in the last couple of
years. I suspect at least some of this is because
multinational companies have been getting their
house in order in preparation for the implementation of the OECD so-called BEPS recommendations. These are designed to coordinate multilateral action by OECD’s members to combat
base erosion and profit shifting by international
companies.
I was a member of the parliamentary group
overseeing the OECD recommendations and I
was taken aback by the vehement criticism of
some colleagues from other member states –

Patient safety requires
regulation of plastic
surgery sector
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ecent revelations that a
substantial number of
consultant jobs within
the HSE are staffed by
doctors who lack specialist training have provoked significant public
outcry. Legitimate patient safety concerns have been raised.
The HSE itself has expressed concerns and
admitted this should not be happening.
Patients deserve to know that the most
senior doctor overseeing their care is appropriately qualified as a specialist in their
field.
The concerns are all too familiar to the
members of the Irish Association of Plastic
Surgeons (IAPS), which has been trying for
years to highlight the issue of non-specialist doctors performing cosmetic/aesthetic surgical procedures in non-accredited
facilities.
There is a shocking lack of regulation
of this sector.
Patients often believe that their procedure is being carried out by a doctor who
has completed specialist training, when in
fact this is not the case. These clinics will
often appear in internet searches, promoting deals or offers.
This is a very real problem that is being fuelled by confusing and overlapping
terminology; little to no regulation; sharp
practice; and deliberate attempts by certain
clinics to mislead patients into believing
they are being treated by specialists.
On average, an IAPS plastic surgeon will
have completed 12 to 14 years of further
training after graduating from medical
school. This includes an intensive six-year
higher surgical training programme in the
speciality of plastic reconstructive and
aesthetic surgery, rigorous professional
examinations, and subspecialty fellowship
training at the end of that time, before
becoming specialist consultants.
The discipline of plastic reconstructive
and aesthetic surgery, governed by the
Royal College of Surgeons of Ireland (RCSI),
is the only training programme that trains
surgeons in aesthetic (cosmetic) surgery
in Ireland. Unfortunately, when it comes
to aesthetic procedures, confusion exists
among members of the public as to what
constitutes a plastic surgeon who has qualified with the necessary specialist training.
A fully accredited plastic reconstructive
and aesthetic surgeon who is qualified and
trained will have completed their training
in this specialty. They will also have passed
the fellowship exam, denoted by FRCS
Plast after their name.
Unfortunately, any doctor with a basic
medical degree can call themselves a “cosmetic surgeon” an “aesthetic surgeon” or
a “cosmetic doctor”, and more and more
practitioners are using this self-coined
and meaningless term. In reality, there are
no such recognised terms. Such doctors
commonly perform surgical procedures
that require years of specialist training,
often with suboptimal outcomes.
Every member of IAPS has seen patients
who have been misinformed, mistreated or

misled by someone professing to have expertise in a surgical area when they do not.
The Irish public are very aware of the PIP
breast implant problem which occurred a
number of years ago. We are still sorting out
the mess that these implants have caused,
removing sticky silicone from breasts.
One of the main non-accredited clinics
which used PIP implants disappeared soon
after. It left patients with no information
accessible to them regarding their now
flagged dangerous implants.
We are witnessing a constant stream of
patients who are forced to seek corrective
surgery, or left with permanent and visible
scars. Many are gobsmacked to learn they
have not been treated by specialist plastic
surgeons and at the lack of regulation and
protection afforded to them.
Here are some examples of what has
occurred at some of these unregulated
clinics:
l A patient had breast implants and her
wound reopened. She was told by the clinic
to pull out her breast implant at home and
attend the clinic when they reopened.
l Inappropriate laser treatment was applied to what was an obvious skin cancer
on the patient’s nose. Cases such as this
where no formal histology is obtained can
potentially have disastrous consequences.
l A patient had cosmetic fillers that hardened into lumps around her face and across
her forehead. These had to be surgically
removed, leaving her with permanent
scars over her face.
The International Society of Aesthetic
Plastic Surgery, (ISAPS) coined the concept of the “safety diamond” to protect
patients – a suitable patient, an accurate
medical history taken, a suitably accredited
environment that can cater to emergency
needs, and a suitably qualified surgeon.
The term ‘specialist’ is supposed to be reserved for doctors enrolled on the specialist division of the register in a recognised
specialty, but is commonly misused.
We routinely see some plastic surgery
clinics claiming their doctors are specialists
in their given field, yet they do not hold
specialist registration. We have also seen
a false distinction drawn between plastic
surgery and cosmetic surgery, as well as the
claim that cosmetic surgery and aesthetic
medicine training are obtained separately
from plastic surgery training.
This is false. Cosmetic procedures are
an integral part of our specialty, and the
only pathway that qualifies doctors to
perform these procedures is the higher
surgical training in plastic reconstructive
and aesthetic surgery, as outlined above.
Aesthetic medicine training is similarly
integrated into plastic surgery training,
as well as into specialist training in dermatology.
Our consultant dermatologist colleagues
recently communicated their concerns in
this regard, and we share their concerns.
At present the healthcare regulator Hiqa
has no jurisdiction over these private cosmetic clinics meaning they can operate
with impunity.
The Department of Health has been
working on legislation to license private
facilities since 2008. It is unclear what has
caused the delay, but our concerns appear
to be falling on deaf ears.
What exactly will it take for the Minister
for Health and his department to act?
Siún Murphy is a consultant plastic surgeon.
This article was edited and approved by the
ethics and regulation committee of the Irish
Association of Plastic Surgeons

France in particular, but not only France – concerning the supposed collusion of the authorities
in certain member states with international
companies to minimise their tax liabilities. Remember, this OECD endeavour preceded commissioner Margrethe Vestager’s conclusions on
Apple.
It was clear that Ireland, but not only Ireland,
was the intended target of this criticism. This indeed was in keeping with the sentiments openly
expressed in Dublin by then French president
Sarkozy when, at the nadir of our fortunes immediately after the bailout, he suggested that we
might have to surrender our corporate tax regime
in return for EU assistance.
EU president Jean-Claude Juncker has chosen
this time in a speech to MEPs in Strasbourg to
advocate more speedy integration and to canvass
for majority decision-making in certain taxation
matters. One suspects that, as a former finance
minister and prime minister of Luxembourg,
Juncker knows a thing or two about tax advantage.
This, then, is the background to the magisterial
review of Ireland’s corporation tax code produced by Coffey. Its 140-odd pages do not make
easy bedtime reading. Indeed, some of the political response to its publication suggests that some
responders didn’t allow the report to get in the
way of traditional positions on corporate tax.
Early in the report, the author summarises

The British exit from the
EU leaves Ireland without
a heavyweight ally
the “rapidly changing international tax environment”. Only a year ago, the OECD recommendations for change were the biggest challenge
facing EU member states. Since then Britain has
begun to disentangle from EU membership and
threatens to slash corporate tax. The European
Commission has relaunched its proposal for an
EU-wide common consolidated corporate income tax base (CCCTB). And Donald Trump has
promised to reduce US corporate tax.
Of these developments, the revival of the
CCCTB proposal is potentially the most serious
for Ireland. This would apportion taxable profits
of companies between member states by reference to a formula based on the location of sales,
employees and fixed capital assets of a taxable
company, rather than to the existing international standard for attributing profits within groups
of companies – the so-called arm’s length prin-

ciple. The British exit from the EU leaves Ireland
without a heavyweight ally in resisting incursion by the EU on tax matters and, at the same
time, raises the prospect of a more aggressive
English-speaking competitor for foreign direct
investment.
Coffey did not say that this was all likely to
happen. But it gives us some perspective on how
our industrial strategy of more than five decades,
which on the whole has enjoyed bipartisan support in Dáil Eireann, is coming under threat. The
start of the Brexit negotiations is hardly the juncture for an EU initiative for greater integration
and an attempted change in the voting rules on
tax matters. It may make perfect sense for “old
Europe” clustered at the heart of the continent.
But Ireland is a small member state on the periphery of Europe that cannot allow itself to be
trampled on.
None of which is to say that the low levels of
tax paid by some of the world’s leading companies is acceptable. There is no doubt but that the
Apple case damaged this country’s reputation.
There will be some comfort taken from Coffey’s
conclusion that Ireland’s corporate tax code
meets the highest standards internationally. The
best way for Ireland to build a coalition to resist
the revival of CCCTB and changes in the voting
system is to proceed with the implementation of
the OECD proposals. Insofar as the Coffey review
goes further, that debate should start now.

JP Donleavy’s life was
as convivial as his books

Like his book The
Ginger Man, JP
Donleavy was
irrepressible, and
seemed deathless
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very Irish family with a strong interest
in literature should possess a wellthumbed copy of The Ginger Man
by JP Donleavy. To read the novel
is a rite of passage; it is as integral
to understanding Irish literature as
knocking heads with Joyce, Beckett
and McGahern.
Funny, filthy, highly visual and propulsive, more
than 45 million copies have been sold of The Ginger
Man, which was published by a French publishing
house in 1955, was banned for obscenity in Ireland
and the United States, and eventually enabled Donleavy to buy his home, a rustic pile in the Westmeath
countryside, in 1972, after moving to Ireland to avail
of the tax breaks for artists and writers.
Donleavy died on Monday at the age of 91 at a
hospital near his home in Mullingar - the cause of
death, according to his sister, was a stroke.
It was a fine age for a man who - despite sighing
about the travails of his twilight years and living in
a huge, damp mansion on a 180-acre estate with
many shuttered rooms - had often seemed as if he
would live on forever. In addition to The Ginger Man,
Donleavy had published more than 20 other books.
Writing was as integral to him as breathing.
His characters remain a fierce flare in the imagination. Sebastian Dangerfield is the lead personality
in The Ginger Man, a ribald American anti-hero,
steeped in melancholy and yet also turning on a dime
towards possibility and high jinks in 1940s Dublin,
where he is studying at Trinity College. The tone of
the novel is remarkable for its blending of moods:
depression edged with humour. “Sunday. Day set
aside for emptiness and defeat. Dublin city closed,
a great gray trap. Only churches doing business.”
The book initially struggled to find a home, with
30 publishers turning down Donleavy before his
friend, the playwright Brendan Behan, suggested that
he send the manuscript to Olympia Press in Paris.
Mission accomplished, the book was published
- but to Donleavy’s horror, he would discover that
Olympia Press was a publisher of erotica and had
included The Ginger Man in a pornographic series
called The Traveller’s Companion. “That was basically the end of my career,” Donleavy told the New
York Times. “I was a ‘dirty book writer’ out of Paris.”
Of course, it was anything but. Although the book
was published in censored versions in several editions, the energy and richness of the novel could not
be denied. Writing in Esquire, Dorothy Parker said:
“The Ginger Man is the picaresque novel to stop them
all, lusty, violent, wildly funny. Mr Donleavy, both in
style and matter, need pull the forelock to nobody
on earth but Mr Donleavy.”
In this writer’s tattered edition of the novel, stemming from 1966, the book’s publisher Corgi exclaims
delightedly on the back cover that it is “privileged

J. P. Donleavy: the American
Irish writer seemed as if
he would live forever
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to publish the complete and unexpurgated edition
of this famous novel”. By that point, Donleavy had
nothing to prove to anyone.
Nonetheless, he engaged in legal action against
Olympia for many years in a vociferous effort to
regain the book’s copyright.
In a remarkable twist, when Olympia Press went
bankrupt, Donleavy quietly sent in his wife to the
auction, where she succeeded in buying the publisher
for a relatively low sum in 1970.
It was a typically ambitious move from a writer
who thought big and lived life on a scale and in a
style that left many looking on in admiration and
slight wonder.
Born in New York to Irish immigrant parents, Donleavy’s private life was a source of public fascination.
He married twice, divorcing his first wife Valerie
Heron in the 1960s, and then marrying the actress
Mary Wilson-Price in 1970. Many years after their
subsequent separation, and Price’s marriage to Finn
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McGuinness of the Guinness dynasty, it emerged
that their two children were not blood relatives of
Donleavy. Her first child was the daughter of Kieran
McGuinness; her second was the son of Kieran’s
brother Finn.
Donleavy, who also has two children from his
first marriage, shrugged off such matters, telling
one publication: “I have had lady friends and so on.
Most men, examining the history of their life, will
find themselves in the same situation, of girlfriends,
and so these things go on.”
Although sometimes described as reclusive, Donleavy remained a convivial presence well into old age.
Though he enjoyed his privacy for writing purposes,
he also regularly received visitors at his 18th century
Levington Park home and had a visitors’ book at
his door which he would ask guests such as Johnny
Depp to sign.
As recently as 2015, Donleavy was honoured at
the Irish Book Awards with the Bob Hughes Lifetime
Achievement Award, which he attended. He also
appeared at the Electric Picnic festival in 2013, when
he was 87 years old.
A film version of The Ginger Man was mooted
as recently as 2013, with Depp and Cillian Murphy
reportedly interested in the project, but the book
has proven for years to be resistant to interpretation.
A stage version of The Ginger Man opened in London in 1959, and a small-screen version was also
made, but directors including Mike Nichols, John
Huston and Robert Redford have all - at one time
or another - planned and failed to bring the book
to the big screen.
Still, whether the dream of the big screen lives
or falters, it looks likely that The Ginger Man will
continue to lure readers. As the novelist Kevin Barry
noted last week, the book has an “unkillable energy”.

