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The European Dimension of 
the Czech Foreign Policy

Vít Beneš

In 2015, the Government coalition of Česká strana sociálně-demokratická (ČSDD), 
Křesťanská a demokratická unie – Československá strana lidová (KDU-ČSL) and the 
movement ANO 2011 continued to work. The mere fact that this coalition continued to 
work for a third year without any significant inter-coalition conflicts in the European 
policy, as was the case with the previous governments, is worthy of attention. The op-
position to the Government’s European policy was relatively weak in 2015. The co-
alition government declared a “pro-European” course of its foreign policy, so the pro-
European opposition (TOP 09) had only a small space for criticising the Government 
for the pro-European positions. On the opposite side of the spectrum, the traditional 
Eurosceptic opposition (ODS) was considerably weakened after the last parliamentary 
elections. In regard to specific issues, such as the reaction to the refugee crisis and the 
scandal of “the refugee quotas”, the Government had a critical attitude towards the 
EU, thereby reducing the space for criticism from the traditional eurosceptic political 
parties. The new populist movement Úsvit of Tomio Okamura is undergoing an inter-
nal crisis and is falling apart. The parliamentary opposition had some problems in for-
mulating credible alternative European policies. There is an evident tension between 
President, Miloš Zeman, and Prime Minister, Bohuslav Sobotka, that is manifested 
on the level of personal as well as political priorities, but the President’s attitudes in 
the European policy did not pose a major threat and challenge to the Czech European 
policy. The President had a much stronger opinion on the Union proposal on the so-
lution of the refugee crisis than the Government. He shaped the public debate on this 
topic and tried to direct the Government’s policy, but it was not a threat to the Euro-
pean policy of the Government as such.

The trust of the Czech public in the European Union was on the historically low-
est level and, according to most surveys, the distrust even deepened. According to 
the agency STEM, in March 2015 only 38% of the inhabitants of the Czech Repub-
lic trusted in the European Union,1 and according to the Eurobarometer 43% of the 
Czech respondents trusted in the European Union.2 According to Centrum pro výzkum 
veřejného mínění, however, the credibility of the European Union actually incread.3
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But in the second half of the year 2015, the surveys showed a further rapid de-
crease of the trust of the Czech public, and this can be connected with the deepening 
refugee crisis and the escalation of the relations between the Czech Republic (or the 
Visegrad Group) and the rest of the EU. According to the Eurobarometer, the trust of 
the citizens of the Czech Republic fell to the level of 27%. In the Czech Republic, the 
negative assessment of the EU dominates, and our country has been one of the most 
Eurosceptic members of the Union, together with Great Britain and Greece, affected 
by the crisis.4 The survey also shows that the anti-European attitudes are characteris-
tic of the left-leaning citizens (mainly the voters of KSČM but also ČSSD).5 Like in 
the previous years, we can conclude that the Euroscepticism of the ČSSD voters ties 
the hands of the officially pro-European Government led by ČSSD. As to the particu-
lar Union policies, in accordance with the development in the previous years, there 
is the fact that the vast majority of the citizens of the Czech Republic (69%) did not 
agree with the adoption of Euro in the Czech Republic.6 But the news is the decreas-
ing support for the free movement of persons within the Schengen area. The Czech 
political representation across the political spectrum considered and still considers the 
free movement of persons the main benefit of the European integration for the Czech 
Republic (see the last issues of this publication). This assumption was questioned in 
2015 when the survey of the agency STEM showed that because of the refugee cri-
sis, up to 72% of the citizens of the Czech Republic wanted to restore the border con-
trols within the Schengen area due to the refugees. In the same survey, up to 51% of 
the citizens of the Czech Republic showed their agreement with the relocation of the 
refugees among the countries of the EU.7

In 2015, The Concept of the Policy of the Czech Republic in the EU was pub-
lished – Koncepce politiky ČR v EU.8 The preparation of this concept was the goal of 
the coalition Government of ČSSD, ANO, and KDU-ČSL in its programme declara-
tion from February 2014.9 The subtitle of the concept, The Active and Understanda-
ble Czech Republic in United Europe – Aktivní a srozumitelná ČR v jednotné Evropě, 
suggests the basic ideological assumptions and priorities of the Czech Government 
in relation to the EU.

THE EUROPEAN DIMENSION OF THE CZECH FOREIGN POLICY: 
BACKGROUND AND POLITICAL CONTEXT

The Government parties
In 2015, the Czech Republic did not have any elections that would offer the politi-
cal parties the place to present their ideological and political basis for the European 
policy. Therefore, in this part of the chapter, we start from the ad hoc opinions of the 
individual politicians or political parties on the current issues of the European policy. 
ČSSD, the largest Government party, determined the direction of the European pol-
icy in the Czech Republic. ČSSD occupied the key positions in the Government re-
lated to the foreign and domestic policy: the Prime Minister (Bohuslav Sobotka), the 
Minister of Foreign Affairs (Lubomír Zaorálek) and the State Secretary for European 
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Affairs (Tomáš Prouza). But the European policy of ČSSD has not always been uni-
form and in the period of the culmination of the refugee crisis, its form was, directly 
or indirectly, also influenced by the Minister of the Interior, Milan Chovanec, who, in 
connection with the refugee crisis and the Union proposal for its solution (quotas for 
the distribution of the refugees), had a stronger opinion and did not hesitate to pres-
ent it to the public.

ČSSD sees the European policy as a search for balance between the enforcement 
of the sovereign “national interests” and the preservation of the “European unity”.10 
The actual membership of the Czech Republic in the EU and its active participation in 
the decision-making processes of the European Union has been understood by ČSSD 
as a strategic, political decision. With this basis, ČSSD accessed the issue of sanctions 
against Russia in the reaction to the annexation of Crimea in 2014 and also at the be-
ginning of the migration crisis.

The political debate on the European issues in the first half of 2015 is dominated 
by the Greek debt crisis and the risk of “Grexit” (withdrawal of Greece from the Eu-
rozone), but the refugee crisis and the Union reaction to it gradually got into the fore-
front. The Social Democrats have been building their long-term programme on “in-
ternational solidarity” and on the values of “freedom, justice, solidarity, and human 
rights”.11 But the reactions of the representatives of ČSSD to the Greek debt crisis 
and on the migration crisis show that this solidarity has clear lim;its and that ČSSD 
understands them conditionally.

During the Greek debt crisis, ČSSD, as well as the rest of the Czech political scene, 
had taken over the arguments of the European (and German) right wing when it em-
phasised the necessity to fulfil the commitments by Greece. It insisted that, first of 
all, Greece was responsible for the solution of the crisis; it “has to submit the plan of 
reforms and changes that they want to make”, otherwise the situation will end with 
Greece leaving the Eurozone.12 According to the representatives of ČSSD, Greece 
cannot complain about the lack of solidarity from the EU, and in ČSSD we can also 
hear such opinions that “the withdrawal of Greece would help the Eurozone and this 
is also a warning for other countries to fulfil their commitments”.13

As for the refugee crisis, ČSSD formally declares its support for the idea of soli-
darity, but gradually the discussion about securitization and the fear of foreign cul-
tures and religions came to dominate there. “The migration wave” was gradually pre-
sented as a security threat that has to be stopped (the Deputy Chairman of the Senate, 
Zdeněk Škromach, even called the organized migration a form of war).14 The leaders 
of ČSSD were calling for a pan-European solution, but, according to ČSSD, it is about 
“the ending of the war conflicts in Syria and Libya”.15 According to the Prime Min-
ister, the EU, in connection with the migration crisis, should emphasize the security 
issues more and more, and, according to Sobotka, the Czech Republic should “help 
the people in need” but the security must have “a priority over the solidarity”.16 The 
unwillingness to accept the refugees is explained by the leader of ČSSD by the fact 
that “the majority of the refugees come from areas with completely different cultural 
and religious traditions”, and this is perceived by the people as “something strange, 
and it causes their concern”.17
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Regarding the solidarity with the other member countries (quotas for the distribu-
tion of refugees), according to the leaders of ČSSD, the Czech Republic is solidary 
but nobody should force it to be like this.18 The attitude of ČSSD towards Greece, 
Italy, and other countries that had to deal with the refugees, was as uncompromising 
as it was in the case of the debt crisis. Any solidarity is conditioned by strict compli-
ance with “the rules of the Schengen area” by all the countries of the EU, in particu-
lar in the form of protection and control of the external borders of the EU. ČSSD also 
rejects the common asylum policy; the individual member countries must retain the 
right to decide to whom and in what numbers they will provide assistance in the form 
of asylum and integration.19

The movement ANO, through its Chairman, Andrej Babiš, regarded the refugees 
to be “the greatest threat for Europe”.20 The movement ANO that, unlike the Social 
Democrats, lacks any ideological and political basis or strategic vision, did not have 
the need to refer to the values of solidarity or human rights. Therefore, the statements 
of its leaders (i.e. of A. Babiš) easily slipped to populism and “non-orthodox” propos-
als. According to Babiš, there is a need “to help the people in danger”, but the moti-
vation of the refugees is varied and “the majority of them seek the generous welfare 
systems in Germany or England”. We can mention one of the non-orthodox proposals 
of A. Babiš, the request that NATO should begin to sink the ships of the smugglers in 
the Mediterranean Sea,21 or the idea of the establishment of refugee camps outside the 
EU, in Turkey and northern Africa – a kind of “Ellis Island for 13 million refugees”.22 
A. Babiš was one of the biggest supporters of “the immediate closure” of the external 
borders of the Schengen area, including the isolation of “the lonely Greece”.23 Simi-
larly to other politicians, the rhetoric of A. Babiš escalated after the attacks in Paris 
that he connected with the migration wave. According to him, the European politi-
cians should “mainly think of their own people, their own citizens, and not of the hu-
manitarian assistance.” The strong anti-immigration attitude of A. Babiš goes so far 
that it denies the refugees to have the right to asylum – in his opinion, it is necessary 
to close the Schengen border, to have border guards, and “to give money to Turkey to 
prevent the illegally escaping people to Europe to board those rubber boats”.24 But 
we have to note that the anti-immigration rhetoric is not always shared among the 
other members of the movement ANO. For example, in July Pavel Tehlička promoted 
the opinion that the Czech Republic is able to integrate the strangers into the society, 
and, despite the fact that he thinks the quotas are not effective, he also thinks that we 
need the refugees.25 As in the example of A. Babiš, at the beginning of the year the 
Czech politicians call for the differentiation between the economic migrants and ref-
ugees, but at the end of the year their rhetoric is stronger and any humanitarian val-
ues and norms were drawn back by the arguments showing the refugees as a security  
threat.

In relation to the EU and its policies, the attitude of ANO is very selective. On the 
one hand, the Chairman of ANO was among the strongest supporters of the central-
ized European border guards that should have the competence to protect the borders 
of the EU (the protection of the borders had been the exclusive competence of the in-
dividual member states so far).26 According to ANO, the closure of the borders is the 
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only way how to prevent the collapse of the Schengen area.27 On the other hand, ANO 
insists that each country should have its own immigration policy, the EU “should not 
determine the immigration policy of the Czech Republic”.28

In the economic issues, the movement ANO has a liberal position. In its view, 
Greece should have never been accepted into the Eurozone and in the period of the 
culminating crisis over the Greek debt to the countries of the Eurozone, Babiš de-
fended the argument that Greece should have gone bankrupt “to clean the space”. In 
his opinion, Greece will never be able to pay its debts.29 The economic topic, in which 
Babiš has profiled himself in the European policy since the second half of 2014, was 
the reverse charge and the fight against tax evasions in VAT collection. Initially, Dep-
uty Prime Minister A. Babiš proposed the introduction of the reverse charge for VAT 
within the entire European Union.30 In 2015, when the obstruction of this proposal 
showed up, he suggested that the European countries should independently determine 
which goods and services should be the subject of the reverse charge.31

The Christian Democrats perceive Europe as “a space of shared values”. While 
in other political parties the political and ideological debate on the European integra-
tion was significantly suppressed in favour of the declared “pragmatism”, sometimes 
very close to populism, the leaders of KDU-ČSL focused on the value and normative 
aspects of the European integration in the context of the refugee crisis – one of the op-
portunities for this was the meeting of the party Evropská lidová strana in Prague in 
December 2015.32 According to its Chairman, Pavel Bělobrádek, the only solution of 
the refugee crisis is “the solidarity and return to the original values of the European 
Union”.33 The Chairperson of KDU-ČSL submitted an open letter to his party mem-
bers, in which he warned against “the radicalization of society” and the spread of fear 
and panic. According to KDU-ČSL, we are bound “to help, not only by the Geneva 
Convention and our laws, but also because of the Christian solidarity and humanity 
in general”. In the migration crisis, it is necessary to seek for “the common solution 
within the EU”.34 KDU-ČSL used its pro-European rhetoric, but in the practical is-
sues of the Union policy it shared the policy of the Government: it rejected the man-
datory quotas and, as the other governmental parties, preferred “the solution of the 
immigration outside the EU, if possible”, especially the increased assistance for the 
refugee camps in the regions of fights.35 The leaders of KDU-ČSL argue that Chris-
tianity, and not Islam, is part of the European identity.36 The negative attitude to the 
acceptance of the refugees and lack of solidarity was strongly disapproved of by the 
former Minister of Foreign Affairs, Cyril Svoboda.37

The opposition parties
In 2015, the attitudes of the party Občanská demokratická strana to the European 
Union were critical, but its Euroscepticism did not reach the intensity of other oppo-
sition parties and in some aspects, it did not differ a lot from the Eurosceptic attitudes 
of some Government representatives. ODS focused on the criticism of the inability 
of the European Union to solve the recurring crises. In accordance with its long-term 
ideological positions, ODS claims that “a number of problems we had to face in the 
past were caused by excessive political integration”. According to ODS, no political 
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nation has been created, the common European identity does not exist, and, therefore, 
“there are no conditions for the excessive degree of solidarity between individual 
countries”.38 According to Chairman of ODS, Petr Fiala, Europe is at war that had 
been announced by the radical Islam, and the EU is not able to ensure our safety.39

ODS quite loudly called for the rejection of the Union quotas for the distribution 
of refugees when the European Union, against the will of the Czech Republic and 
some other member countries, approved them.40 ODS thinks the migration policy is 
“the fundamental issue of the state sovereignty” and it refuses the principle of vot-
ing by the qualified majority. The Civic Democrats even began an initiative called 
“NO to quotas”, the aim of which was to generate pressure on the Government so 
that it would not submit itself to the decisions of the Council of the EU in relation to 
the quotas.41 The initiative “NO to quotas” is the continuation of the public petition 
tactics that ODS had used already in 2013 when it had initiated the petition request-
ing a referendum on the adoption of Euro in the Czech Republic. This petition for the 
referendum on the adoption of Euro in the Czech Republic was rejected by the Sen-
ate in February 2015.42

In December 2015, the former President of the Czech Republic and former Chair-
man of ODS, Václav Klaus, called for the establishment of a broad platform against 
the migrants, bringing together different political entities, from ODS to the Commu-
nists. Klaus, the leader of this platform, did not invite Blok proti islámu or the move-
ment Svoboda a přímá demokrace of T. Okamura. His effort to create a broader coa-
lition with KSČM reflects the long-term convergence of the foreign-policy positions 
of V. Klaus and KSČM – with the rigorous Euroscepticism, the criticism of the West, 
the foreign policy of the USA as well as the European superpowers (especially Ger-
many), and the pro-Russian attitudes in the issue of the Russian-Ukrainian war. As 
expected, the former President exactly delimited himself against the European Un-
ion, which, with its “total de-democratization and post-democratization is not able 
to cope, and hypothetically will not be able to cope with” the migration crisis, as well 
as against German Chancellor Angela Merkel who, according to Klaus, “asked the 
migrants to march on Europe”.43

The party Komunistická strana Čech a Moravy belongs to the Eurosceptic parties 
– among the traditional parties, its voters have the strongest anti-Union attitudes (only 
16% of the voters of KSČM are satisfied with the membership in the EU).44 This cor-
responds also to the attitudes towards the European integration – the Communists pre-
sent themselves as a Eurosceptic party fighting against “the dictate of Brussels”. Ac-
cording to KSČM, the cause of the refugee crisis in Europe is “the imperial policy of 
the superpowers, especially of the USA and NATO”.45 According to the official state-
ments, KSČM “refuses the spread of hatred towards people of other races, nations 
or religions”, but the refugees should be protected “already before the EU border”. 
As expected, the attitude of the Communists to the quotas is fundamentally negative, 
defining itself in relation to “the directive decisions of the European Commission on 
the refugee quotas”.46 KSČM also refused the acceptance of the association agree-
ment between the EU and Ukraine.47
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In 2015, the strongly Eurosceptic movement Úsvit přímé demokracie fell apart. 
The founder, T. Okamura, left the movement and established a new movement called 
Svoboda a přímá demokrace.48 The existing party was renamed Úsvit – Národní Koal-
ice. Both parties can be described as strongly anti-European. Okamura’s movement 
Svoboda a přímá demokracie even demands a referendum on the exit of the Czech 
Republic from the European Union.49 Okamura also established an alliance with the 
French eurosceptic party National Front, led by Marine Le Pen who even attended the 
eurosceptic conference “European peace and prosperity after the European Union”.50

Development in the perception of the EU
In 2015, we witnessed significant politicization of the debate about the European 
Union in relation to how the EU began to be associated with new issues, politicians, 
and events. Since the Velvet Revolution in 1989 and during most of the period from 
the entry of the Czech Republic into the EU, the EU has been associated with eco-
nomic issues, whether it was the economic liberalization and the internal market, the 
European funds, Euro and lately the economic, financial, and debt crises. The security, 
strategic, and geopolitical perception of the EU has gradually become more and more 
important in connection with the ongoing enlargement of the EU that culminated in 
the period of the Russian aggression towards Ukraine when the EU unprecedentedly 
decided to adopt sanctions against Russia. In 2015, the debate about the EU got new 
dimensions in connection with the refugee crisis. Not only that there is the securitiza-
tion of the issue of refugees but the entire European Union is being discussed in con-
nection with those topics that are entirely related to the nature of the Czech society: 
multiculturalism versus nativism, tolerance versus xenophobia.

In the past, the main dividing lines in the debate about the EU were in the insti-
tutional issues (supporters of the supranational and those of the inter-governmental 
model of integration), the economic issues (supporters of neo-liberalism versus sup-
porters of solidarity and larger redistribution) and the security issues (supporters of 
the transatlantic ties versus supporters of the strengthening of the common Union for-
eign and security policy). This topic had been crucial for a long period of time and it 
determined who was perceived as a “pro-European” or a “Eurosceptic” politician. In 
general, those politicians and political parties that supported the inter-governmental 
model of integration were perceived as part of the “Eurosceptic” or “Eurorealistic” 
political spectrum; their economic policy was based on neo-liberalism and they sup-
ported the transatlantic ties at the expense of sovereign foreign policy and security 
capacities of the European Union.

These dividing lines underwent a few significant changes in the last years and, in 
connection with the refugee crisis, a new dividing line was added. The dividing line 
between the supporters of the supranational versus inter-governmental model of in-
tegration receded into the background when the debates, accompanying the negotia-
tions and ratification of the Lisbon Treaty, calmed down and when the economic and 
financial crisis broke out. In 2015, we did not have a political debate about the insti-
tutional issues of the European integration. Perhaps it was because the traditional di-
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vision into the supranational and inter-governmental model of integration, to some 
extent, lost its sense in the situation in which there was a significant deepening of the 
integration of the EU through inter-governmental institutions and instruments (inter-
governmental agreements outside the primary law).

The actual economic and financial crisis led to a double shift in the perception of 
the EU and its emerging economic policies. The Union measures to solve the finan-
cial and economic crises, promoted by Germany, the Netherlands and other countries 
where the right-wing liberal and conservative parties dominate, in principle, corre-
sponded to the neo-liberal model of the economy. This is a fundamental change com-
pared to 2011 when the Union strategy Europe 2020 was discussed, which was criti-
cized by the Czech right wing for being too left-wing in the situation in which the EU 
had to focus on the liberalization of the internal market (movement of goods, services, 
capital, and workforce).51

THE EUROPEAN DIMENSION OF THE CZECH FOREIGN POLICY: 
AGENDA AND EVENTS

The Greek debt crisis
The European agenda in the first half of 2015 was dominated by the Greek debt cri-
sis that culminated in consequence of the ongoing economic crisis in Greece and the 
election of the extremely left-wing government. Greece was not able to pay its huge 
debt (approximately 180% of GDP in 2015) to its international creditors and after the 
election of the government of Syriza and Independent Greeks, the will to pay the debt 
and to continue in the austerity measures required by the so-called Troika significantly 
decreased, and that led to the escalation of the relations between Greece and its credi-
tors from the other countries of the Eurozone. In the conflict between Greece, which 
required reduction of its debt and alleviation of the austerity measures, and the credi-
tors (led by Germany), that required the continuation of the reforms and austerity mea-
sures as a condition for the third rescue package, the Czech Republic, as a country not 
using the Euro, was only an external observer. But at the same time, the Czech Repub-
lic clearly inclined to Germany and other countries of the so-called northern wing of 
the Eurozone (Germany, the Netherlands, Slovakia, the Baltic countries, and others) 
that had an uncompromising attitude towards Greece, under the threat of the forced 
exit from the Eurozone. As mentioned in the part about the ideological starting points, 
the Government led by the Social Democrats, in principle, was still in the position of 
a right-wing government of Prime Minister Petr Nečas (ODS) in its attitude towards 
the solution of the Eurozone crisis, particularly the Greek debt crisis, and it supported 
the policy of austerity measures promoted by the creditor countries led by Germany.

The Czech Republic, as a country not using the Euro, did not participate in the 
third rescue package for Greece that had been approved by the Eurozone countries in 
July 2015. Given the fact that this rescue package was approved under time pressure, 
the EU decided to use short-term bridge financing from the European Financial and 
Stability Mechanism (EFSM), which was, in fact, a pan-European instrument. The 
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Czech Republic rejected the financial loan from the EFSM,52 and it agreed with it only 
after the EU had guaranteed that if Greece did not pay back the financial assistance 
from the EFSM, the member countries outside the Eurozone would get compensation.

In June and July, when the crisis culminated, the Government refused the possibil-
ity of writing off the Greek debt that Greece had towards the other member countries 
of the Eurozone in consequence of the first and second rescue packages from 2010 
and 2012. According to the Prime Minister, it was absolutely understandable that the 
European countries insisted on the continuation of the reforms”, the organization of 
the social programmes for the most vulnerable Greek groups could not be done by 
writing off the Greek debt. For the Prime Minister, this situation “was largely unac-
ceptable”.53 The Government joined the coercion of the other member countries of 
the EU on Greece, according to the Prime Minister the next Greek request for a loan 
would be not successful and the exit (involuntary) of Greece from the Eurozone was 
“a realistic option”.54 The exit of Greece from the Eurozone would not threaten the 
Czech Republic.55

According to the Deputy Prime Minister, A. Babiš, Greece should have never en-
tered into the Eurozone (see above). The strongest statements of the Czech Govern-
ment officials were calmed down only by the Minister of Foreign Affairs, according 
to whom the collapse of Greece might have threatened the Eurozone, and the Czech 
Republic was dependent on its stability.56 The anti-Greek rhetoric of the Czech offi-
cial representatives culminated in December 2015 when, in the response to the state-
ments of President M. Zeman, Greece briefly withdrew its ambassador to Prague.57 
The Government downplayed this quarrel, but in fact this was the most serious crisis 
in the mutual relations since the establishment of the Czech Republic.

The strategic interest of the Czech Republic and its attitude towards 
the Eurozone
In the Concept, the Government repeatedly emphasized that the membership of the 
Czech Republic in the EU was understood as “a political project, as a strategic op-
tion and as the main economic, social, cultural, and security framework of the de-
velopment and ideology of the Czech Republic”.58 In this view, the Government ex-
plicitly delimited itself towards the previous centre-right governments as well as the 
former Eurosceptic President, V. Klaus, that had always perceived the membership 
of the Czech Republic in the EU through economic revenues and costs. On a more 
general level, the Government specified two strategic interests, forming the basis for 
the specific goals and principles.

The first strategic interest of the Czech Republic is to be “a full-value member 
of the EU”. And this interest can be achieved “only by the entry into the Eurozone”. 
But the adoption of the Euro is not among the goals of the Czech policy in the EU. 
In accordance with the rhetoric programme of the Government, the priority of the 
Government is only “the preparation for the entry into the Eurozone”, and its basis 
should be “the thorough public debate on the consequences of the membership in the 
Eurozone”.59 At the end of its mandate, the Government does not want to decide on 
the participation of the Czech Republic in the European Exchange Rate Mechanism 
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II (ERM II) and on the date of the entry of the Czech Republic into the Eurozone; its 
ambition is limited to “the opening of the space” for such a decision.

The second strategic interest is “the united European Union”, which means “the 
sustainment of the unity of the European Union despite all separative tendencies”. 
But, in the very next sentence, the Government adds that “they understand the need 
for further integration of the Eurozone”, and they admit that the differentiated inte-
gration may threaten our position in the European Union.

But when we compare the last centre-right Government of Prime Minister Nečas, 
the ideological basis of the Government of Prime Minister Sobotka has changed and 
the Government recognizes the strategic meaning of the full-value membership and 
the united European Union; the strategic documents, such as the Concept, show the 
limited possibilities for achieving the strategic interests. The achievement of the stra-
tegic objective – the full-value membership in the EU (i.e. the adoption of the Euro) 
is prevented by the public opposition to the Euro and also by the deepening mistrust 
in the EU as such (see the introduction of this chapter). The Government is aware of 
this problem, it proposes a solution in the form of another “information strategy” that 
should “better inform the citizens about the functioning of the EU, the roles of the 
Czech Republic, and the advantages of our membership”, and the improvement of the 
news reporting in the public media as well as an intense debate about the direction of 
the EU within the National Convention.60

Similarly to the previous governments, the Government of Prime Minister Sobotka, 
in its Concept, was not able to cope with the reality of the deepening integration of 
the Eurozone. The differentiated degree of integration, whether it is the consequence 
of the centripetal tendencies of the core or the separative tendencies of the periphery, 
threatens the unity of the EU and the achievement of the full-value membership of the 
Czech Republic in the EU. Even if the deepening integration of the Eurozone without 
our participation, which is disabled by the above-mentioned rejection of the public, 
weakens the position of the Czech Republic in the EU, the Czech Republic does not 
have any instruments to prevent this trend. Like the Government of Nečas, also the 
Government of Sobotka finally ended up in the position when it was not willing to en-
gage in the deepening integration of the Eurozone (to adopt the Euro), and at the same 
time, because of economic reasons, it recognizes the need for further integration of the 
Eurozone in order to improve its functioning and the internal convergence.

The refugee crisis
The agenda of the European policy that attracted the most attention in 2015, was, un-
doubtedly, the issue of the quotas for the redistribution of refugees. In May 2015, the 
European Commission introduced the European Programme for Migration61, which 
presented the framework programme for the following measures on the European 
level. Two “implementation packages” followed. The first one, of 27th May, contained 
the proposal of the exceptional relocation of 40,000 people who needed international 
protection, from Italy and Greece to other member countries, the recommendation 
for the “re-settlement” of 20,000 applicants, the action plan against the smuggling 
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of immigrants, and other measures. According to this proposal, the Czech Republic 
would get 1,853 refugees.62 The second implementation package of the Commission 
was introduced on 9th September and it contained the proposal for the exceptional re-
location of 120,000 people who expressly needed international protection, and also 
the mechanism of the permanent relocation for all member countries, and some other 
measures, such as the list of safe countries of origin, the more effective return policy, 
and the trust fund for Africa.63

From the very beginning, the Czech Republic rejected the quotas and it initially 
emphasized that “the quotas are not a solution”.64 The first package was finally ac-
cepted in a modified form, preserving the principle of voluntarism, under the pressure 
of the Czech Republic and other countries refusing the mandatory quotas.65 But the 
second implementation package was accepted in September 2015 with the mandatory 
quotas, despite the rejection of the Czech Republic.66

The criticism of the mechanism for the redistribution of refugees was, especially 
in the first half of the year, a tactical step, to some extent, and the Government used 
it to try to force the other member countries to address the given issue that the Czech 
Republic considered to be a priority, i.e. a better protection of the external borders of 
the EU. The Government defended its negative attitude to the redistribution of refu-
gees from Greece and Italy, using the reasoning that the refugees should be given help 
in the place of the conflict. According to the Prime Minister, also a legal framework 
under which the quotas could be implemented is missing there and, in his opinion, 
the acceptance of the quotas for the redistribution of the refugees from Greece and 
Italy would “encourage the migration pressure”.67 And, last but not least, the Gov-
ernment claimed that it was not possible to hold them back and to deny their right to 
free movement in the Schengen area.68 The refugees do not want to stay in the Czech 
Republic and those allocated to the Czech Republic will continue to Germany. The 
Government repeatedly claimed that it was prepared for the acceptance of hundreds 
or even thousands of refugees, but it refused the delegation of competences on the EU 
and insisted on the principle of voluntarism.69 So the Czech Republic officially did not 
protest against the very acceptance of the refugees in the Czech Republic, but against 
the fact that the European Union should decide about the allocation of the refugees, 
against “the completely new attitude that is revolutionary to some extent”. The Gov-
ernment criticized the Commission that they had come with the proposal for the man-
datory relocation of refugees from their own initiative in the situation when the Euro-
pean Council agreed the voluntary quotas. According to Minister of Foreign Affairs, 
Zaorálek, the member countries must have the decisions under their own control, the 
decision whom to accept into their territory.70 The refugee crisis clearly showed the 
line that the official pro-European Government that declared the ambition “to fun-
damentally change the Czech attitude and behaviour of the EU”,71 only a year ago, 
does not want to cross. The Czech Republic rejected the deepening of the integration 
towards the common asylum and migration policy and it emphasized the individual 
responsibility of the member countries within the inter-governmental model of the 
common asylum system.
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On the formal level, the negative attitude of the Czech Government to the manda-
tory quotas for the distribution of refugees and to the deepening of the Union asylum 
and migration policy was formulated within the framework position of the Czech Re-
public for the plan of the Commission in the fight against illegal immigration into the 
EU from May 2015, and in the strategy called Strategie migrační politiky České re-
publiky that had been prepared by the Ministry of the Interior and that was approved 
by the Government in May 2015.72 The Ministry of the Interior prepared a detailed 
analysis of the Union proposal on the relocation.73

On the very first page of the document, we can read the reasoning, popular among 
the Czech opponents of the adoption of the Euro,74 that the refugee wave presents 
“a significant change of circumstances in which the primary law of the European 
Union had been negotiated”. The authors of the analysis refer to the clause rebus sic 
stantibus in the international law and they say that there is no legal basis for the vot-
ing by the qualified majority. The proposal of the relocation quotas is criticized be-
cause it violates “the principle of the sovereign equality of the countries” and their 
“political independence”. In the document of the Government, we can see consider-
able scepticism about the possibility to regulate secondary migration (i.e. the migra-
tion from one member country to another). Not only that the Government has no so-
lution to the problem of the secondary migration and the so-called asylum shopping, 
but it also implicitly criticizes the European Commission that, in its proposal, does 
not take into account “the individual will and preferences of the relocated persons” 
with regard to their final destination. The document does not address the fact of how 
the relocation allows the rightful refugees to fulfil their right to asylum and protec-
tion, but it quite extensively explains how the relocation threatens their human dig-
nity and degrades them into “the position of mere objects – addressees of the admin-
istrative decisions”.75

On the contrary, the Czech Republic supported the creation of the common list of 
safe countries of origin, and quite strongly promoted the idea of establishing the so-
called hot spots, i.e. the registration and detention centres in the peripheral countries 
of the Schengen area where the initial phase of the asylum procedure would be com-
pleted and that would serve as “filters” for people to be relocated or to be returned.76

The key moment of the agenda of the refugee crisis was the above-mentioned Sep-
tember adoption of the second implementation package that included also the quotas 
for the relocation of the refugees. According to the Prime Minister, the Czech Repub-
lic tried to enforce the consensual decision on the level of the European Council, but 
it was not possible to avoid the majority voting in the Council. The Czech Republic 
was prepared to vote against the quotas, even though it was clear that it was not pos-
sible to set the blocking minority without Poland and that it would be outvoted.77 After 
the adoption of the second implementation package in September 2015 that included 
also the mandatory quotas for the relocation of the refugees, the Government repeated 
its disagreement with this decision but, at the same time, rejected to join the planned 
complaint of Slovakia for the one-time redistribution of refugees into the Union coun-
tries with the reasoning that it did not want to get the Czech Republic into isolation.78
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Protection of the external borders and the refusal of the mini-Schengen
In 2015, the Czech Republic presented itself as a resolute supporter of the “free move-
ment of persons in the European Union while promoting the measures against its 
abuse”79, and together with the other countries of the Visegrad Group it created the 
group of the “Friends of Schengen” with the aim of supporting the idea of free move-
ment as the major achievement of the European integration of the post-Communist 
countries80 and fighting against the attempts to create the so-called mini-Schengen. 
The Government also defended the status quo in the question of the preservation of 
the so-called Dublin System81 – the Union rules that determine which country should 
deal with the request of a foreigner for asylum. According to the basic principle, the 
request for asylum shall be assessed by the country of the EU, to the territory of which 
the migrant came for the first time. According to the European Commission, the Dub-
lin System does not function82; according to the southern countries it unfairly burdens 
the countries of the first entry and, on the contrary, the Czech Republic, as an inland 
country without any external land border of the Schengen area, regard the Dublin 
System as a favourable one and defends it. At the moment when Germany started to 
think about the return to the Dublin rules, the Czech Government turned around and 
claimed that the return to the Dublin System for the acceptance of migrants would be 
“problematical”.83

An important part of the Czech policy towards the EU was the protection of the 
external borders of the Schengen area. The strengthening of the role of the EU in the 
protection of the external borders of the Schengen area was presented by the Czech 
Republic as an alternative to the relocation mechanism and, at the same time, as an 
act of solidarity with the southern countries most affected by the migration crisis. At 
the beginning, the Czech republic said that every country was responsible for its part 
of the external border, but in the second half the Czech position changed and the Gov-
ernment accepted the idea of the European border and coast guard that would help the 
peripheral countries to protect the external borders.84 Unlike the other countries of V4 
(Poland and Hungary), that have an external border of the Schengen area, the Czech 
Republic supported the use of the European border and coast guard even without the 
agreement of the given country.85

The Czech support for the strengthening of the competences of the EU on the pro-
tection of the external borders of the EU or of the Schengen area is in a strong contrast 
with the opposition to the deepening of the integration toward the real common Euro-
pean asylum policy (not only the mere coordination of the national asylum policies). 
As an example, the Minister of the Interior, who is profiled as a strong opponent of 
the deepening of the Union asylum policy, publicly supported the idea of “the inter-
national police force or international customs force” that should “protect the Schen-
gen area”. In his opinion, this kind of a project should be initiated by the European 
Commission on the basis of the pan-European demand and the Czech Republic would 
be prepared to help with “hundreds of people”.86
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The reverse charge
The issue of the reverse charge did not get into the public and media space like the 
migration crisis did, but we think it is important to mention it. Even in 2014, Deputy 
Prime Minister Andrej Babiš came with the proposal to introduce the institute of the 
reverse charge for VAT on the level of the EU with the reasoning that such a mea-
sure would prevent tax frauds from the EU.87 A. Babiš considers the fight against the 
tax evasion to be a priority for the Czech Republic in the EU – but the support of the 
Prime Minister and the other members of the Government was indifferent and the 
entire proposal is perceived rather as a private initiative of the Ministry of Finance.

The proposal to introduce the reverse charge was repeatedly rejected by the Eu-
ropean Commission. In 2014, the European Commission rejected the proposal of A. 
Babiš to introduce the pan-European reverse charge, and Babiš responded with the 
request that the individual countries and not the EU should decide about the introduc-
tion of the reverse charge for VAT.88 Deputy Prime Minister, A. Babiš, promoted the 
reverse charge, but now in terms of the competencies of the member countries to in-
troduce the reverse charge without the need to ask the European Commission for an 
exemption, also in 2015.89 His proposal was that the countries themselves should de-
termine what goods and services would be the subject of the reverse charge, but the 
European Commission rejected this in October 2015.90

EUROPEAN DIMENSION OF THE CZECH FOREIGN POLICY:
IDENTIFYING AND CHARACTERIZING THE KEY ACTORS

The Government of the Czech Republic
As mentioned above, also in 2015, all government posts, important for the formula-
tion and coordination of the European policy of the Czech Republic, were held by the 
largest coalition party ČSSD: Prime Minister, B. Sobotka, State Secretary for Euro-
pean Affairs, T. Prouza, and Minister of Foreign Affairs, L. Zaorálek. It would seem 
that, contrary to the previous governments, the European policy is not the subject of 
the intergovernmental conflicts. On the general level, this assumption is valid in fact, 
but in the particular policies there were sometimes different priorities and positions of 
the individual members of the Government. As the Prime Minister himself warned in 
his speech in front of the leaders of diplomatic offices in the Czech Republic abroad, 
“the foreign and domestic policies are more interconnected than ever before”.91

In practice this means that the individual departmental ministers were increasingly 
engaged in the formulation of the European policy of the Czech Republic. The most 
distinctive input in these terms was the opinion of the Ministry of the Interior in the 
issue of the refugee crisis that had hit Europe, in particular, its position in the issue of 
quotas for the redistribution of refugees within the EU. This entry caused some dis-
pleasure among the representatives of the Ministry of Foreign Affairs of the Czech 
Republic and the Government Office of the Czech Republic that had concerns that 
the main topic of the European agenda would be possessed by the medially capable 
Minister of the Interior. Minister M. Chovanec strongly opposed the plans of the EU 
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to introduce mandatory quotas for the redistribution of refugees. At the same time, 
he was also quite reserved to the acceptance of the refugees within voluntary quotas. 
He thinks that the asylum policy in the Czech Republic only prolongs the journey of 
the migrants into the desired country, which is Germany, in his opinion.92 In 2015, 
the Ministry of the Interior published the strategy of the migration policy, Strategie 
migrační politiky České republiky.93

The peak of the tension between the Minister of the Interior and the other mem-
bers of the Government was probably the open media battle between Milan Chovanec 
and the Minister of Legislation and Human Rights, Jiří Dienstbier, who, in September 
2015, proposed the acceptance of fifteen thousand refugees.94 A group of his govern-
mental colleagues, including the Chairman of ANO, A. Babiš, and the Chairman of 
KDU-ČSL, P. Bělobrádek, criticized Dienstbier’s proposal. The Minister of the In-
terior, Chovanec, even threatened to leave the Government if it changed its previous 
refusal of the quotas.95 Also the Deputy Prime Minister, Babiš, caused a certain dis-
array when he proposed to reconsider the previous attitude of the Government and 
the joining of the Czech Republic to the lawsuit of Hungary and the Slovak Republic 
against the quotas for the redistribution of refugees.96

Another example of the penetration of the peculiar departmental agenda into the 
European policy was the reverse charge with VAT of Deputy Prime Minister and Min-
ister of the Interior, A. Babiš. In the foreign policy, this was a non-conflicting issue.

The President
In 2015, President Miloš Zeman acted as the loudest and most influential critic of the 
Union policy in the issues of asylum and migration. He unequivocally refused the Eu-
ropean quotas (mandatory or voluntary) for the redistribution of refugees among the 
individual member states of the EU.97 He was against the acceptance of any refugees 
who were Muslims and he called them “to be unable to assimilate” and he regards 
them to be a threat (the potential “jihadists”).98 He suggested to join the lawsuit of 
the Slovak Republic and Hungary against the introduction of mandatory quotas, but 
the Government refused this.

In accordance with the official policy of the Government, the President criticized 
the European Union because ”it had shown zero ability to secure its external bound-
aries”.99 M. Zeman required the strengthening of the external borders of the EU. At 
the beginning of the year, he opposed the possibility of introducing the border con-
trols100, but in the course of the year, his rhetoric changed in favour of the renewal of 
the border controls in connection with the refugee crisis. He required protecting the 
Czech border by the joined patrols of the police and army.101 If the European Union 
continued in the acceptance of immigrants of a different ethnic origin, religion, social, 
and economic environment, it would be logical, according to him, “that the individual 
member countries would start with fortification”. He did not rule out the possibility to 
restore the border controls or the creation of a smaller Schengen area.102

The Czech President continued to present himself as a Eurofederalist and he re-
garded his Eurofederalism to be “a defensive reflex against the outer pressure”. Pre-
viously, he thought the main threat was the Russian imperialism, but today he thinks 
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the main threats to Europe are the radical Islamist organizations trying to create one 
Islamic state, the caliphate.103 But his attitude towards the Union policies was Eu-
rosceptic. On the domestic political scene, M. Zeman supported the entities (Úsvit 
přímé demokracie, Islám v Česku nechceme) which shared his fear of Islam, but they 
surely do not share Zeman’s Eurofeudalistic “defensive reflex”. By contrast, these 
entities belong to the greatest opponents of the European Union and the North Atlan-
tic Alliance on the Czech political scene (see above) and, under the influence of Ze-
man’s criticism of the Union policies, they think that the European Union (much less 
the European federation) is the cause and not the solution to the crisis. President Ze-
man, putting himself in the role of the person who “brings provocative themes” and 
who “disturbs” and “at the same time, defends the national interests of the Czech 
Republic”, rather contributed to the strengthening of the Eurosceptic mood in the 
Czech society.

M. Zeman also criticized the Union sanctions against Russia because of the con-
flict in Ukraine that he, in accordance with the official Russian position, described as 
“a civil war”. According to the President, they could be removed until the end of the 
year 2015, and at the same time, according to the President, Russia will become the 
member of the European Union in twenty years.104 On the contrary, he refused the pos-
sibility that Turkey might become a member of the European Union.105 The President 
was also one of the biggest critics of Greece during the Greek debt crisis. Already in 
February, he said that “Greece itself should leave the Eurozone, or it should be pushed 
out from it”.106 In July, when there was a threat that it might be pushed out, he said that 
the Czech Republic should continually try to adopt the Euro, but only after Greece has 
left the Eurozone. He repeated his statements also in December when he talked about 
his disappointment that Greece had remained in the Eurozone, and Greece responded 
to this with the temporary withdrawal of their ambassador in Prague.107

The Chamber of Deputies
As in the previous years, the Chairman of the Committee of European Affairs was 
Ondřej Benešík (KDU-ČSL). In March, the Subcommittee for Migration and Asylum 
Policy was established, which clearly illustrated the dominance of the asylum issue 
and migration policy in the European agenda in 2015.

Like the other actors of the European policy of the Czech Republic, the Chamber 
of Deputies rejected the Union proposal on the introduction of mandatory quotas for 
the relocation of refugees from Greece and Italy.108

In September, after the conflicts with KSČM, the Chamber of Deputies approved 
the association agreement between the EU and Ukraine (the Senate had approved this 
agreement already in December 2014).109

The Senate
The position of the Senate toward the European agenda basically followed the above-
mentioned governmental positions when it prompted the Government to reject the first 
as well as the second implementation package for the refugee crisis. It refused “the 
one-time as well as permanent relocation mechanisms” among the EU countries and 
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demanded the solution of the migration crisis in the places of origin of the refugees.110 

But, at the same time, it urged “the relocation of the most threatened groups of refu-
gees on the basis of the voluntary decision of the Czech Republic” and “the creation 
of all legal and safe migration channels for the refugees coming to Europe”.111

The Senate identified itself with the Government’s goal to sustain the free move-
ment of persons “with the co-existing balance of freedom on the one hand and security 
on the other hand”. But at the same time, in March 2015, it refused the proposals for 
the creation of the European system of border guards because of the fear of limiting 
the competences of the member countries in the protection of the external borders.112

Among others, the Senate dealt with the package of measures on the energy un-
ion. It supported the establishment of the energy union. But it reminded that the com-
position of the energy mix had to be “the subject to the free decision of each member 
country”. It is necessary to significantly strengthen the security of the diversification 
of resources, suppliers, and transport routes, in particular with respect to gas and crude 
oil. It repeated its support for nuclear energy and showed caution for the use of renew-
able resources that should be used so that “they do not threaten the competitiveness 
of the European economy”.113

In 2015, the intensity of communication between the Senate and the European 
Commission continued to decrease. The Senate submitted only 22 resolutions to the 
Commission, for the drafts of the Union legislation (compared to 38 resolutions in 
2014 and 64 resolutions in 2013). In 2015, the Senate of the Parliament of Czech 
Republic accepted only one reasoned opinion, for the proposal of the regulation of 
the European Parliament and Council establishing an emergency relocation mecha-
nism.114 The Chairman of the Senate’s Committee on European Union Affairs was 
Václav Hampl.

CONCLUSION

The year 2015 clearly showed the limits of the Czech solidarity, both within the Eu-
ropean Union as well as outside of it. In the issue of the Greek debt crisis, the Czech 
Republic stood on the side of the supporters of a very strong attitude towards Greece, 
namely Germany (Angela Merkel, Wolfgang Schäuble), the Netherlands (Jeroen Di-
jsselbloem), and also Slovakia (Róbert Fico, Peter Kažimír). The Czech Republic 
insisted on the observance of the Greek liabilities, the continuation of the reforms 
and on austerity measures, despite the fact that, according to many foreign and also 
Czech economists, they were counter-productive and “they completely decimate the 
economic growth”.115

The culmination of the policy of ostracism of Greece was the statement of Pres-
ident Zeman that the Czech Republic would adopt the Euro “on the first day after 
Greece has left the Eurozone” because otherwise the Czech Republic would have to 
pay for its debts.116 He also expressed great disappointment over the fact that the tough 
negotiations between the Eurozone and Greece did not result in the forced withdrawal 
of Greece from the Eurozone, to which Greece responded with the withdrawal of its 
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ambassador in Prague.117 It is necessary to mention that the President’s undiplomatic 
statement reflected the long-term nature of the Czech debate about the Greek debt cri-
sis. The collapse of the Greek public finances was used already in 2010 by the Czech 
right-wing parties (e.g. TOP 09) as a deterrent argument they used to justify their 
programme of the austerity budget.118 Even the previous President, V. Klaus, had not 
avoided the diplomatic conflict with Greece; he called the Greeks the drinkers of ouzo 
that did not belong in the monetary union with Germany, for which he earned a fierce 
response of the Greek Prime Minister at that time.119 In the conflict about the nature of 
the economic governance in the Eurozone, the Government of Nečas clearly inclined 
to the so-called “northern wing” of the Eurozone and supported the effort of Germany 
on better enforcement of the budgetary rules for the Eurozone.120 This policy existed 
also after the Government, led by ČSSD, came to power which, in the conflict about 
the nature of the next rescue package for Greece, was on the side of the supporters of 
a very strong attitude. In July, in response to the Greek referendum against the agree-
ment with the international creditors, Prime Minister Sobotka warned that the with-
drawal of Greece from the Eurozone was a real possibility.121

The limits of the Czech solidarity were fully demonstrated during the refugee cri-
sis, not only against the refugees themselves but also against the other member coun-
tries – especially against those that had the bad luck of being located at the beginning 
of the migration routes into Europe and that were responsible for the hardly control-
lable and, mainly for the refugees, dangerous sea border. The action of the police and 
army that should help to build and guard fences between the European countries can-
not be regarded as the manifestation of the inter-European solidarity. Likewise, the 
Czech policemen sent to Macedonia to help to patrol the Greek-Macedonian border 
were definitely not seen as “the manifestation of the Czech solidarity”. It was an un-
disguised pressure on Greece, in an effort to persuade it to accept the help from the EU 
(the Union personnel on the northern border with Macedonia, foreign border guards 
on the Greek islands and the help with the accommodation of the migrants).122 The 
rejection of the European quotas for the relocation of the refugees by the countries 
of the Visegrad Group and their effort to block the Balkan routes were perceived as 
the effort to transform Greece to one “collection camp” for the refugees. This effort 
seems to be hypocritical, especially from the Czech Republic that is so afraid of “the 
cultural and religious differences” that it has a problem to accept a few tens of refu-
gees to its territory.

In general, the solidarity of the Czech Republic is limited to the very limited ter-
ritory of the Visegrad Group and the Western Balkans. We do not perceive this prob-
lem as an ideological failure and resignation to the declared human dignity and soli-
darity; it is closely connected with the inability of the Czech Republic to establish 
strategic partnerships beyond the narrow Central Europe. The year 2015 was high-
lighted by many as the moment of restoration for the partnership within V4. In fact, 
this strengthening of cooperation within V4 is a symptom of the restoration of many 
dividing limits between the old (western) and new (eastern) member countries and the 
inability of the Czech Republic to establish a coalition beyond the narrowly defined 
region of Central Europe. So, the alibism and lack of solidarity of the Czech Republic 
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is not only a moral problem, but it discredits and undermines the negotiation position 
of the Czech Republic within the entire European Union. We consider the narrative 
of “the non-solidary Eastern European countries” to be particularly dangerous, not 
only in terms of the impact on the official relations of the member countries (see the 
unprecedented diplomatic conflict with Greece) but also because we can strengthen 
the existing latent prejudices of part of the Western-European public against “Eastern 
Europe”, the disillusion from the consequences of the eastern expansion.

It is necessary to appreciate the will of the Czech Republic to build the common 
European protection of the Union borders (The European Border and Coast Guard) 
that has been in the responsibility of the individual member countries so far. But at 
the same time, they think that the Czech attitude is buck-passing. The Czech Repub-
lic supported the limitation of the national sovereignty in the area that is not directly 
related to it – it means in the protection of the external borders of the EU/the Schen-
gen area. It supported the proposal to establish The European Board and Coast Guard 
which should be located at the external borders, even without the agreement of the 
related member countries. What might the reaction of the Czech politicians be if the 
Czech borders were (similarly to Poland or Greece) the land or sea borders of the 
Schengen area and “Brussels” forced us to accept foreign border guards? The Czech 
practice (see the police and army training “to protect the borders against refugees”)123 
and the discussion (see the populist calls of some politicians to close the borders) at 
the time when the refugee crisis culminates showed that the protection of the borders 
was perceived, even in the Czech Republic, as one of the key attributes of state sover-
eignty. While the Czech Republic supported the limitation of the national sovereignty 
of the countries located on the external border of the Schengen area (placement of the 
European Border and Coast Guard without their agreement), it rejected the limitation 
of the national sovereignty of the countries located inside the Schengen area (reloca-
tion of the refugees on the basis of mandatory quotas). The Czech Republic insisted 
that the decision about the acceptance of the refugees must be a sovereign decision 
of the individual member countries. The combination of fear of refugees and mistrust 
in the Union institutions and other member countries that should register the refugees 
was so huge that the Czech Republic insisted that it had to have full control over the 
refugees coming into the Czech Republic. The Czech Republic rejected the deepen-
ing of the integration towards the common asylum policy. According to the Govern-
ment, the acceptance of the refugees should be the decision of the individual member 
countries although it was a unilateral decision of the German government about the 
acceptance of the refugees, which, according to the members of the Czech Govern-
ment, only accelerated the refugee crisis.

On the most general rhetoric level, a lot of politicians expressed their sympathy 
with the refugees, referring to the declared moral values, ranging from “the Christian 
values” and “humanity” (KDU-ČSL) to “the solidarity among the poor” (KSČM). 
In the particular debates related to the political decisions on the solution of the migra-
tion crisis (e.g. using the relocation quotas), the securitization arguments come to the 
forefront that link the refugees with the terrorist threat, they question the feasibility 
of the entire mechanism and they move the solution beyond the strengthened exter-
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nal border of the Schengen area. Finally, on the lowest level (the analysis of the Min-
istry of the Interior of the Czech Republic), the moral argument completely changes 
there. According to the experts from the Ministry, the acceptance of the refugees on 
the basis of relocation quotas would mean the violation of their human dignity and 
their degradation “into the positions of mere objects – addressees of the administra-
tive decisions.” The Czech Republic thus helps the refugees in the best way when it 
rejects the quotas for their relocation from other member countries.

As I said in the introduction, in the European policy of the Czech Republic in 
2015 the Government had a hegemonic position that was given by its parliamentary 
majority and ability to cover a relatively broad political spectrum, ranging from the 
pro-European foreign policy to Euroscepticism in the attitude towards the particular 
Union policies (especially in case of quotas for the relocation of the refugees). The 
governmental parties justify their critical attitude towards the acceptance of the refu-
gees and the opposition to the Union quotas for the relocation of refugees, with fear 
of the rise of the populist and anti-migration political parties and movements, such 
as in Germany. This was more or less successful in 2015, unlike in the neighbouring 
countries (Poland, Hungary), no anti-migration and well-defined anti-European po-
litical party was established on the Czech political scene.

But this policy had its price. Firstly, although the Prime Minister was against some 
definite anti-immigration attitudes of President Zeman, the Government as a whole 
kept its dominant position in the internal political debate about European issues, only 
for the price that, in the particular questions related to the refugee quotas and the mi-
gration crisis of the EU, it partially took over the anti-immigration and anti-European 
rhetoric. The representatives of the Czech Government presented “the wave of mi-
gration” as a threat for Europe124, and they blame Germany because of it because “it 
has given priority to the humanitarian aspects of the crisis before the issues of secu-
rity”.125 The particular refugee quotas were then framed through the traditional Czech 
Eurosceptic discussion as another example of “the Brussels dictate”.126 Secondly, the 
negative attitude of the Czech Republic and other countries of the Visegrad Group led 
to the mentioned restoration of the dividing line between the Union core and the new 
member countries, or the “old” and “new” member countries.

The Government fails “to lead itself to the integration core”127, as it was resolved 
in its policy statement. The attitude of the Government to the fulfilment of “the strate-
gic interests” of the Czech Republic that was declared in the Concept of Policy, Kon-
cepce politiky ČR a EU, is a mixture of postponed key decisions and contradictory 
statements. The fulfilment of the first strategic goal is “to be a full-value member of 
the EU that can be achieved only through the entry into the Eurozone”, but this is lim-
ited by the domestic factors - the rejection by the public of the adoption of the Euro. 
The decision on the adoption of the Euro is always postponed.

The second goal, the “unified European Union” which means the preservation 
of unity of the European Union despite all the “centrifugal tendencies” remains un-
fulfilled, among other reasons, also because of the policy of the Czech Republic. 
The Czech Republic presents itself as a moderate country that, in favour of the com-



67

The European Dimension of the Czech Foreign Policy

mon unity, does not seek for useless conflicts (see the decision not to join the lawsuit 
against the refugee quotas) but with the ongoing quarrel with Greece, its rhetoric usu-
ally leads to the deepening of the political and psychological dividing lines between 
the member states of the EU.

Endnotes
1 	 Důvěra v Evropskou unii a Evropský parlament se od loňského roku výrazně snížila. STEM, 

14. 3. 2016. On-line: www.stem.cz/duvera-v-evropskou-unii-a-evropsky-parlament-se-od-
lonskeho-roku-vyrazne-snizila/.

2	 Standard Eurobarometer 83, June 2015. On-line: ec.europa.eu/COMMFrontOffice/ 
PublicOpinion/index.cfm/ResultDoc/download/DocumentKy/68710, p. 108.

3	 Důvěra v evropské a mezinárodní instituce. CVVM, April 2015. On-line: cvvm.soc.cas.cz/media/ 
com_form2content/documents/c1/a7379/f3/pm150504.pdf; Hodnocení evropské integrace. 
CVVM, April 2015. On-line: cvvm.soc.cas.cz/media/com_form2content/documents/c1/a7381/ 
f3/pm150506.pdf.

4	 Standard Eurobarometer 83, December 2015. On-line: ec.europa.eu/COMMFrontOffice/ 
PublicOpinion/index.cfm/ResultDoc/download/DocumentKy/72826, p. 115.

5	 Zvyšuje se podíl lidí nespokojených s členstvím České republiky v Evropské unii. STEM, 
23. 10. 2015. On-line: www.stem.cz/wp-content/uploads/2015/12/3080_1829.pdf.

6	 Občané o přijetí eura a dopadech vstupu ČR do EU. CVVM, April 2015. On-line: cvvm.soc.cas. 
cz/media/com_form2content/documents/c1/a7382/f3/pm150512.pdf.

7	
Většina Čechů chce kvůli uprchlíkům obnovit kontroly v Schengenu. Česká televize, 5. 10. 2015. 
On-line: www.ceskatelevize.cz/ct24/domaci/1579616-vetsina-cechu-chce-kvuli-uprchlikum-
obnovit-kontroly-v-schengenu.

8	 Government of the Czech Republic: Koncepce politiky ČR v EU. Aktivní a srozumitelná ČR 
v jednotné Evropě. On-line: www.vlada.cz/assets/media-centrum/aktualne/Koncepce-politiky-
CR-v-EU.pdf.

9	 Government of the Czech Republic: Programové prohlášení vlády, February 2014. On-line: www.
vlada.cz/assets/media-centrum/dulezite-dokumenty/programove_prohlaseni_unor_2014.pdf.

10	
Government of the Czech Republic: Premiér Sobotka pro Euro: Neumíme se prodat. Euro, 
19. 11. 2015. On-line: www.vlada.cz/cz/clenove-vlady/premier/v-mediich/premier-sobotka-pro-
euro-neumime-se-prodat-126093/.

11 	 ČSSD: Dlouhodobý (základní) program ČSSD. On-line: www.cssd.cz/data/files/cssd-dlouhodoby-
program.pdf.

12	
Odchod Řecka z eurozóny je reálná varianta, je přesvědčen Sobotka. iDNES.cz, 8. 7. 2015. 
On-line: ekonomika.idnes.cz/odchod-recka-z-eurozony-je-realna-varianta-je-presvedcen-
sobotka-pxi-/ekonomika.aspx?c=A150708_162445_ekonomika_kop.

13	
Grexit by EU poškodil, shodují se čeští politici. Má smysl euro v Řecku udržet? Euractiv.cz, 
14. 7. 2015. On-line: www.euractiv.cz/ekonomika-a-euro/clanek/grexit-by-eu-poskodil-shoduji-
se-cesti-politici-ma-smysl-euro-v-recku-udrzet-012770.

14	
Senát chce řešení příčin migrační krize, ne kvóty. ČTK, 23. 9. 2015. On-line: www.ceskenoviny.cz/
zpravy/senat-chce-reseni-pricin-migracni-krize-ne-kvoty/1261798.

15	
Government of the Czech Republic: Premiér na poradě zastupitelských úřadů: Zahraniční 
a domácí politika jsou propojeny více, než kdy dřív, 24. 8. 2015. On-line: www.vlada.cz/cz/
clenove-vlady/premier/projevy/premier-na-porade-zastupitelskych-uradu-zahranicni-a-
domaci-politika-jsou-propojeny-vice--nez-kdy-driv-133735/.



68

PART II: The European and Security Dimensions of the Czech Foreign Policy

16	
Sobotka: Solidarita ano, ale bezpečnost musí mít prioritu. Zklamal ho Juncker. Aktuálně.cz, 
15. 11. 2015. On-line: zpravy.aktualne.cz/domaci/sobotka-chceme-byt-solidarni-s-lidmi-v-
nouzi-ale-nasebezpec/r~58dde4388b9411e5a705002590604f2e/.

17	
Government of the Czech Republic: Rozhovor předsedy vlády Bohuslava Sobotky pro Süd-
deutsche Zeitung, 22. 12. 2015. On-line: www.vlada.cz/cz/clenove-vlady/premier/v-mediich/
rozhovor-predsedy-vlady-bohuslava-sobotky-pro-suddeutsche-zeitung-ze-dne-22--pros-
ince-2015-138446/.

18	
Sobotka: Česko je solidární a Brusel ho k tomu nemusí nutit. ČTK, 23. 12. 2015. On-line: www.
ceskenoviny.cz/zpravy/sobotka-cesko-je-solidarni-a-brusel-ho-k-tomu-nemusi-nutit/1296076.

19	
ČSSD: Stanovisko České strany sociálně demokratické k řešení migrační krize, 5. 12. 2015. 
On-line: www.cssd.cz/aktualne/aktuality/stanovisko-ceske-strany-socialne-demokraticke-k-
reseni-migracni-krize/.

20	
Babiš: Uprchlíci jsou největší ohrožení Evropy, větší než konflikt s Ruskem. iDNES.cz, 1. 7. 2015. 
On-line: zpravy.idnes.cz/babis-uprchlici-jsou-nejvetsi-ohrozeni-evropy-vetsi-nez-konflikt-s-
ruskem-1u9/domaci.aspx?c=A150701_152946_domaci_kop.

21	
Babiš vyzývá NATO, aby začalo potápět lodě pašeráků migrantů. ČTK, 9. 12. 2015. On-line: 
www.ceskenoviny.cz/zpravy/babis-vyzyva-nato-aby-zacalo-potapet-lode-paseraku-migran-
tu/1256469.

22	
Babiš: Uprchlíci jsou největší ohrožení Evropy, větší než konflikt s Ruskem, op. cit.

23	
Babiš: Potřebujeme okamžitě uzavřít schengenský prostor. ČTK, 25. 8. 2015. On-line: www.
ceskenoviny.cz/zpravy/babis-potrebujeme-okamzite-uzavrit-schengensky-prostor/1251133.

24	
Babiš: Mysleme na bezpečí vlastních lidí, ne na humanitární pomoc. iDNES.cz, 16. 12. 2015. 
On-line: zpravy.idnes.cz/babis-mysleme-na-bezpeci-vlastnich-lidi-ne-na-humanitarni-pomoc-
pv3-/ domaci.aspx?c=A151116_101534_domaci_kop.

25	
Telička: Kvóty jsou Pandořina skříňka, ale uprchlíky potřebujeme. Eurozprávy, 21. 7. 2015. 
On-line: domaci.eurozpravy.cz/politika/126656-telicka-kvoty-jsou-pandorina-skrinka-ale-
uprchliky-potrebujeme/.

26	
Babiš: EU by měla centralizovat obranu hranice Schengenu, Řecko selhalo. Reflex, 10. 11. 2015. 
On-line: www.reflex.cz/clanek/zpravy/67370/babis-eu-by-mela-centralizovat-obranu-hranice-
schengenu-recko-selhalo.html.

27	
Když se ihned neuzavře hranice EU, Schengen se rozpadne, řekl Babiš. Lidovky.cz, 16. 11. 2015. 
On-line: www.lidovky.cz/kdyz-se-ihned-neuzavre-hranice-eu-schengen-se-rozpadne-rekl-
babis-phg-/zpravy-domov.aspx?c=A151116_102949_ln_domov_ELE.

28	
Babiš: EU by neměla určovat ČR imigrační politiku. ČTK, 27. 5. 2015. On-line: www.investicni-
web.cz/zpravy-z-trhu/2015/5/27/babis-eu-by-nemela-urcovat-cr-imigracni-politiku/.

29	
Babiš přeje Řecku bankrot, “aby se vyčistil prostor”. Sobotka nesouhlasí, poškodilo by to prý 
Evropu. Hospodářské noviny, 22. 6. 2015. On-line: byznys.ihned.cz/c1-64206250-babis-preje-
recku-bankrot-aby-se-vycistil-prostor-sobotka-nesouhlasi-poskodilo-by-to-pry-evropu.

30	
Babiš navrhl EU, ať vyzkouší přenesení daňové povinnosti u DPH. E15, 20. 7. 2014. On-line: 
zpravy.e15.cz/domaci/ekonomika/babis-navrhl-eu-at-vyzkousi-preneseni-danove-povinnosti-
u-dph 1095061#utm_medium=selfpromo & utm_source=e15&utm_campaign=copylink.

31	
Evropská komise smetla Babišův návrh na reverse charge ze stolu. ČT24, 29. 10. 2015. On-line: 
www.ceskatelevize.cz/ct24/ekonomika/1609689-evropska-komise-smetla-babisuv-navrh-na-
reverse-charge-ze-stolu.

32	
Nejsilnější frakce v EP bude v Praze diskutovat o budoucnosti EU. ČTK, 5. 12. 2015. On-line: 
www.ceskenoviny.cz/zpravy/nejsilnejsi-frakce-v-ep-bude-v-praze-diskutovat-o-budoucnosti-
eu/1289218; KDU-ČSL: Evropa je prostorem společných hodnot, 10. 12. 2015. On-line: www.kdu.
cz/aktualne/archiv/2015/evropa-je-prostorem-spolecnych-hodnot.

33	
KDU-ČSL: Budoucnost Evropy v době uprchlické krize, 11. 12. 2015. On-line: www.kdu.cz/
aktualne/archiv/2015/budoucnost-evropy-v-dobe-uprchlicke-krize.

34	
KDU-ČSL: Osobní dopis Pavla Bělobrádka k migraci v Evropě, 8. 9. 2015. On-line: www.kdu.cz/
aktualne/archiv/2015/osobni-dopis-pavla-belobradka-k-migraci-v-evrope.



69

The European Dimension of the Czech Foreign Policy

35	
KDU-ČSL: Evropa je prostorem společných hodnot, op. cit.

36	
Svoboda (KDU-ČSL): Je islám součástí evropské identity? ParlamentniListy.cz, 5. 12. 2015. 
On-line: www.parlamentnilisty.cz/politika/politici-volicum/Svoboda-KDU-CSL-Je-islam-
soucasti-evropske-identity-411398.

37	
Sobotka chce uprchlíkům pomáhat na základě dobrovolnosti, nikoliv kvót. ČT24, 13. 5. 2015. 
On-line: www.ceskatelevize.cz/ct24/domaci/1528024-sobotka-chce-uprchlikum-pomahat-na-
zaklade-dobrovolnosti-nikoliv-kvot.

38	
Petr Fiala: Evropská unie jde od krize ke krizi a není schopná problémy opravdu řešit. Český 
rozhlas, 15. 12. 2015. On-line: www.rozhlas.cz/plus/interviewplus/zprava/petr-fiala-evropska-
unie-jde-od-krize-ke-krizi-a-neni-schopna-problemy-opravdu-resit--1564636.

39	
ODS: Vláda by se neměla podřídit rozhodnutí EU o kvótách. ČTK, 24. 12. 2015. On-line: www.
ceskenoviny.cz/zpravy/ods-vlada-by-se-nemela-podridit-rozhodnuti-eu-o-kvotach/1285122.

40	
Ibid.

41	
ODS: ODS spouští iniciativu “NE KVÓTÁM”, 24. 9. 2015. On-line: www.ods.cz/region.prazsky/
clanek/10311-ods-spousti-iniciativu-ne-kvotam.

42	
The Senate: Senát podle očekávání nepodpořil referendum o zavedení eura v ČR, 25. 2. 2015. 
On-line: www.senat.cz/zpravodajstvi/napsali_item.php?id=266 & from=V.

43	
Klaus chce vytvořit širokou platformu k migraci, kterou povede. ČTK, 15. 12. 2015. On-line: 
www.ceskenoviny.cz/zpravy/klaus-chce-vytvorit-sirokou-platformu-k-migraci-kterou-po-
vede/1293419.

44	
Zvyšuje se podíl lidí nespokojených s členstvím České republiky v Evropské unii. STEM TRENDY 
9/2015, 23. 10. 2015. On-line: data.idnes.cz/soubory/domaci/44A151023_JJ_011_STEM_EU_
CLENSTVI_15.PDF.

45	
KSČM: Příčinou uprchlické krize je imperiální politika velmocí. Denik.cz, 21. 6. 2015. 
On-line: www.denik.cz/z_domova/kscm-pricinou-uprchlicke-krize-je-imperialni-politika-
velmoci-20150621.html.

46	
Komunisté zuří: Byrokratická direktivní Evropská unie… EuroZprávy.cz, 15. 5. 2015. 
On-line: domaci.eurozpravy.cz/politika/120654-komuniste-zuri-byrokraticka-direktivni-
evropska-unie/.

47	
Komunistům navzdory. Sněmovna schválila dohodu s Ukrajinou. Novinky.cz, 17. 9. 2015. On-line: 
www.novinky.cz/domaci/380958-komunistum-navzdory-snemovna-schvalila-dohodu-s-ukraji-
nou.html.

48	
Okamura vystoupil z Úsvitu, zakládá hnutí Svoboda a přímá demokracie. iDNES.cz, 5. 5. 2015. 
On-line: zpravy.idnes.cz/okamura-opustil-usvit-zaklada-hnuti-svoboda-a-prima-demokracie-
pvv/domaci.aspx?c=A150505_101715_domaci_hv.

49	
Okamurovo nové hnutí vábí voliče na referendum o odchodu z EU. iDNES.cz, 16. 6. 2015. On-line: 
zpravy.idnes.cz/okamurovo-nove-hnuti-vabi-volice-na-referendum-o-odchodu-z-eu-p59-/
domaci.aspx?c=A150616_132330_domaci_kop.

50	
Le Penová v Praze: EU je nebezpečný a utopistický projekt. ČT24, 6. 5. 2015. On-line: www.
ceskatelevize.cz/ct24/domaci/1526070-le-penova-v-praze-eu-je-nebezpecny-a-utopisticky-pro-
jekt.

51	
Beneš, Vít–Braun, Mats (2012): Evropský rozměr české zahraniční politiky. In: Kořan, Michal 
(ed.): Česká zahraniční politika v roce 2011. Analýza ÚMV. Praha: Ústav mezinárodních vztahů, 
p. 58.

52	
Sobotka: Řecko by nemělo dostat půjčku přes EFSM, je to mrtvý nástroj. E15, 14. 7. 2015. On-line: 
zpravy.e15.cz/domaci/politika/sobotka-recko-by-nemelo-dostat-pujcku-pres-efsm-je-to-mrt-
vy-nastroj 1209374#utm_medium=selfpromo & utm_source=e15 & utm_campaign=copylink.

53	
Řecký dluh by neměl být odepsán, řekl premiér Sobotka. Aktuálně.cz, 17. 2. 2015. On-line: zpravy.
aktualne.cz/ekonomika/recky-dluh-by-nemel-byt-odepsan-mini-premier-sobotka/r~36607542
b68d11e4a7d8002590604f2e/.

54	
Odchod Řecka z eurozóny je reálná varianta, je přesvědčen Sobotka, op. cit.

55	
Řecký krach by měl na českou ekonomiku minimální vliv, ujišťuje vláda. E15, 1. 7. 2015. On-line: 



70

PART II: The European and Security Dimensions of the Czech Foreign Policy

zpravy.e15.cz/domaci/ekonomika/recky-krach-by-mel-na-ceskou-ekonomiku-minimalni-vliv-
ujistuje-vlada1205421#utm_medium=selfpromo&utm_source=e15&utm_campaign=copylink.

56	
Odchod Řecka od eura by střední Evropa silně pocítila. Novinky.cz, 22. 6. 2015. On-line: www.
novinky.cz/ekonomika/373048-odchod-recka-od-eura-by-stredni-evropa-silne-pocitila.html.

57	
Řecko odvolalo svého velvyslance v Praze kvůli Zemanovým výrokům. ČTK, 22. 12. 2015. On-line: 
www.ceskenoviny.cz/zpravy/recko-odvolalo-sveho-velvyslance-v-praze-kvuli-zemanovym-
vyrokum/1295820.

58	
Government of the Czech Republic: Koncepce politiky ČR v EU. Aktivní a srozumitelná ČR 
v jednotné Evropě, op. cit., p. 2.

59	
Ibid., p. 8.

60	
Ibid., p. 9.

61	
Statement of the Commission to the European Parliament, Council, European Economic and 
Social Committee and the Committee of the Regions – the European programme for migration 
(COM(2015) 240 final). European Commission, 13. 5. 2015. On-line: ec.europa.eu/dgs/home-
affairs/what-we-do/policies/european-agenda-migration/background-information/docs/
communication_on_the_european_agenda_on_migration_ cs.pdf.

62	
European Commission: Další krok Komise v otázce migrace, 27. 5. 2015. On-line: europa.eu/
rapid/pressrelease_IP-15-5039_cs.htm.

63	
European Commission: Refugee Crisis: European Commission takes decisive action, 9. 9. 2015. 
On-line: europa.eu/rapid/press-release_IP-15-5596_en.htm.

64	
EU chce přerozdělit další uprchlíky, Česko má celkem přijmout přes 1800 lidí. E15, 27. 5. 2015. 
On-line: zpravy.e15.cz/zahranicni/politika/eu-chce-prerozdelit-dalsi-uprchliky-cesko-ma-
celkem-prijmout-pres-1800-lidi-1193547#utm_medium=selfpromo&utm_source=e15 & utm_
campaign=copylink.

65	
Kvóty nebudou, země EU mají přijímat uprchlíky dobrovolně. Novinky.cz, 25. 6. 2015. On-line: 
www.novinky.cz/zahranicni/evropa/373430-kvoty-nebudou-zeme-eu-maji-prijimat-
uprchliky-dobrovolne.html.

66	
Pro kvóty na rozdělení běženců hlasovalo 23 států unie. Proti bylo jen Česko, Slovensko, Maďarsko 
a Rumunsko. Hospodářské noviny, 22. 9. 2015. On-line: zahranicni.ihned.cz/c1-64637390-pro-
kvoty-na-rozdeleni-bezencu-hlasovalo-23-statu-unie-proti-bylo-jen-cesko-slovensko-
madarsko-a-rumunsko.

67	
Sobotka chce uprchlíkům pomáhat na základě dobrovolnosti, nikoliv kvót, op. cit.

68	
Kvóty na uprchlíky? Proti je silný argument: Schengen. Aktuálně.cz, 16. 5. 2015. On-line: zpravy.
aktualne.cz/domaci/kvoty-na-uprchliky-proti-je-silny-argumentschengen/r~aeae8144fa4711e4
9d310025900fea04/.

69	
Sobotka: Jsme připraveni přijmout tolik lidí, jako za války na Balkánu. iDNES.cz, 17. 9. 2015. 
On-line: zpravy.idnes.cz/sobotka-jsme-pripraveni-prijmout-tolik-lidi-jako-za-valky-na-
balkanu-1iu/domaci.aspx?c=A150917_152639_domaci_kop.

70	
Zaorálek: Diktát EU s kvótami pro uprchlíky je nepřijatelný. TÝDEN.cz, 18. 5. 2015. On-line: 
www.tyden.cz/rubriky/domaci/zaoralek-diktat-eu-s-kvotami-pro-uprchliky-je-neprijatel-
ny_343208.html.

71	
The Government of the Czech Republic: Programové prohlášení vlády ČR, op. cit.

72	
The Ministry of the Interior of Czech Republic: Strategie migrační politiky České republiky, 
29. 7. 2015. On-line: www.mvcr.cz/soubor/strategie-migracni-politiky-ceske-republiky.aspx.

73	
The Ministry of the Interior of Czech Republic: Informace o problematických aspektech 
přijímání a realizace některých závazných aktů obsažených v “druhém implementačním balíčku”, 
21. 9. 2015. On-line: www.mvcr.cz/migrace/soubor/analy-za-cz-k-relokaci-mpdf.aspx.

74	
The Government of the Czech Republic: Smlouva o stabilitě, koordinaci a správě v hospodářské 
a měnové unii. Analýza Sekce pro evropské záležitosti Úřadu vlády ČR Odbor koncepční 
a institucionální, April 2012. On-line: www.vlada.cz/assets/evropske-zalezitosti/dokumenty/
Analyza-UV-final.pdf.



71

The European Dimension of the Czech Foreign Policy

75	
The Ministry of the Interior of Czech Republic: Informace o problematických aspektech přijímání 
a realizace některých závazných aktů obsažených v “druhém implementačním balíčku”, op. cit.

76	
Interview with a worker from SZ at the EU, 24. 2. 2016.

77	
Buď lhal o kvótách premiér, nebo lže tajemník Prouza, říká šéf ODS, 29. 9. 2015 On-line: zpravy.
idnes.cz/bud-lhal-o-kvotach-premier-nebo-lze-tajemnik-prouza-rika-sef-ods-ps1-/domaci.
aspx?c=A150929_134159_domaci_kop; Prouza, Tomáš: Můžeme si dovolit konflikt s Německem. 
Respekt, 27. 9. 2015. On-line: www.respekt.cz/tydenik/2015/40/muzeme-si-dovolit-konflikt-s-
nemeckem.

78	
Česko se k žalobě proti kvótám nepřipojí, rozhodla vláda. Česká televize, 28. 11. 2015. On-line: 
www.ceskatelevize.cz/ct24/domaci/1627088-cesko-se-k-zalobe-proti-kvotam-nepripoji-
rozhodla-vlada.

79	
The Ministry of the Interior of Czech Republic: Strategie migrační politiky České republiky, op. 
cit., p. 18.

80	
Central Europeans set up group to keep Schengen zone alive. Reuters, 3. 12. 2015. On-line: 
uk.reuters.com/article/uk-europe-schengen-czech-idUKKBN0TM2BZ20151203.

81	
Interview with a worker from SZ at the EU, 24. 2. 2016.

82	
EU opouští dublinský azylový systém, nefunguje. Novinky.cz, 28. 10. 2015. On-line: www.novinky.
cz/zahranicni/evropa/384759-eu-opousti-dublinsky-azylovy-system-nefunguje.html.

83	
Návrat k Dublinu? Jen těžko, ozvalo se Česko i Maďarsko. Novinky.cz, 11. 11. 2015 On-line: 
www.novinky.cz/zahranicni/evropa/386124-navrat-k-dublinu-jen-tezko-ozvalo-se-cesko-i-
madarsko.html.

84	
Interview with a worker from SZ at the EU EU, 24. 2. 2016.

85	
Zachraňme Schengen bez kontrol, burcuje Sobotka v dopise lídry zemí EU. iDNES.cz, 
16. 12. 2015 On-line: zpravy.idnes.cz/sobotka-pise-lidrum-eu-kvuli-schengenu-dyv-/domaci. 
aspx?c=A151216_060913_domaci_jj; Vláda souhlasí se zřízením evropské pohraniční a pobřežní 
stráže i přísnější ostrahou hranic EU. Hospodářské noviny, 18. 1. 2016. On-line: zahranicni. 
ihned.cz/c1-65105010-vlada-souhlasi-se-zrizenim-evropske-pohranicni-a-pobrezni-straze-i-
prisnejsi-ostrahou-hranic-eu.

86	
ČR neplánuje dobrovolně vzít další uprchlíky, tvrdí Chovanec. ČTK, 9. 9. 2015. On-line: www.
ceskenoviny.cz/zpravy/cr-neplanuje-dobrovolne-vzit-dalsi-uprchliky-tvrdi-chovanec/1256325.

87	
The Ministry of Financy of the Czech Republic: Ministr financí Andrej Babiš navrhl v Lucemburku 
modernizaci DPH, 20. 1. 2014. On-line: www.mfcr.cz/cs/aktualne/tiskove-zpravy/2014/ministr-
financi-andrej-babis-navrhl-v-lu-1823; The Ministry of Financy of the Czech Republic: Ministři 
financí jednali v Praze o mezinárodní spolupráci v boji s daňovými úniky, 2. 10. 2014. On-line: 
www.mfcr.cz/cs/aktualne/tiskove-zpravy/2014/ministri-financi-jednali-v-praze-o-mezin-19401.

88	
Babiš: O přenesené povinnosti u DPH mají rozhodovat státy, ne Brusel. E15, 4. 12. 2014. On-line: 
zpravy.e15.cz/domaci/ekonomika/babis-o-prenesene-povinnosti-u-dph-maji-rozhodovat-staty-
ne-brusel-1142701#utm_medium=selfpromo&utm_source=e15&utm_campaign=copylink.

89	
Babiš v EU prosazuje přenesenou daňovou povinnost. ČTK, 28. 1. 2015. On-line: www.euroskop.
cz/8952/25242/clanek/babis-v-eu-prosazuje-prenesenou-danovou-povinnost.

90	
EK zamítla žádost ČR na rozšíření přenesené daňové povinnosti. ČTK, 29. 10. 2015. On-line: 
www.ceskenoviny.cz/zpravy/ek-zamitla-zadost-cr-na-rozsireni-prenesene-danove-povinnos-
ti/1275195.

91	
The Government of the Czech Republic: Premiér na poradě zastupitelských úřadů: Zahraniční 
a domácí politika jsou propojeny více, než kdy dřív, 24. 8. 2015. On-line: www.vlada.cz/cz/
clenove-vlady/premier/projevy/premier-na-porade-zastupitelskych-uradu-zahranicni-a-
domaci-politika-jsou-propojeny-vice-nez-kdy-driv-133735/.

92	
ČR neplánuje dobrovolně vzít další uprchlíky, tvrdí Chovanec, op. cit.

93	
The Ministry of the Interior of Czech Republic: Strategie migrační politiky České republiky, op. cit.

94	
Nevěděl jsem, že má Dienstbier tak velký byt, odmítl Chovanec přijetí 15 tisíc uprchlíků. Novinky.
cz, 16. 9. 2015. On-line: www.novinky.cz/domaci/380822-nevedel-jsem-ze-ma-dienstbier-tak-
velky-byt-odmitl-chovanec-prijeti-15-tisic-uprchliku.html.



72

PART II: The European and Security Dimensions of the Czech Foreign Policy

95	
Chovanec: Kdyby vláda na kvóty změnila názor, zvážím, jestli v ní chci být. Hospodářské noviny, 
24. 9. 2016. On-line: domaci.ihned.cz/c1-64650010-chovanec-kdyby-vlada-na-kvoty-zmenila-
nazor-zvazim-jestli-v-ni-chci-byt.

96	
Zvažme ještě žalobu na kvóty, řekl Babiš. Další obrat? diví se Sobotka. iDNES.cz, 27. 11. 2015. 
On-line: zpravy.idnes.cz/uprchlicke-kvoty-babis-07q-/domaci.aspx?c=A151127_125400_doma-
ci_mbt.

97	
Prezident Zeman odmítl před poslanci kvóty pro uprchlíky do EU. iDNES.cz, 19. 6. 2015. On-line: 
zpravy.idnes.cz/prezident-zeman-odmitl-pred-poslanci-kvoty-pro-uprchliky-do-eups0/domaci.
aspx?c=A150619_110835_domaci_kop.

98	
Rozhovor prezidenta republiky pro časopis Reflex. Reflex, 8. 10. 2015. On-line: www.hrad.cz/
cs/prezident-cr/soucasny-prezident-cr/vybrane-projevy-a-rozhovory/rozhovor-prezidenta-
republiky-pro-casopis-reflex-12267.

99	
Projev prezidenta republiky při tiskové konferenci summitu prezidentů zemí V4. Hrad.cz, 
9. 10. 2015. On-line: www.hrad.cz/cs/prezident-cr/soucasny-prezident-cr/vybrane-projevy-a-
rozhovory/projev-prezidenta-republiky-pri-tiskove-konferenci-summitu-prezidentu- zemi-
v4-12268.

100	
Rozhovor prezidenta republiky Miloše Zemana pro internetové vysílání webu Blesk.cz 
“S prezidentem v Lánech”. Hrad.cz, 8. 2. 2015. On-line: www.hrad.cz/cs/prezident-cr/soucasny-
prezident-cr/vybrane-projevy-a-rozhovory/rozhovor-prezidenta-republiky-milose-zemana-
pro-internetove-vysilani-webu-blesk.cz-s-prezidentem-v-lanech-11574.

101	
Zeman: Ať hranice hlídá armáda a policie. Migranti se nesmí dostat do vnitrozemí. Lidovky.cz, 
14. 9. 2015. On-line: www.lidovky.cz/zeman-at-hranice-hlida-armada-a-policie-migranti-se-
nesmi-dostat-dovnitrozemi-18s-/zpravy-domov.aspx?c=A150914_193907_ln_domov_ELE.

102	
Rozhovor prezidenta republiky pro časopis Reflex, op. cit.

103	
Ibid.

104	
Evropská unie by mohla zrušit sankce proti Rusku, řekl Zeman. Aktuálně.cz, 10. 5. 2015. On-line: 
zpravy.aktualne.cz/domaci/evropska-unie-by-mohla-zrusit-sankce-proti-rusku-rekl- zeman/
r~b4b28000f6e511e498af002590604f2e/; Россия уже сейчас в основном демократия. Kom-
mersant.ru, 12. 5. 2015. On-line: www.kommersant.ru/doc/2724345.

105	
Zeman míní, že Turecko by nemělo být součástí EU. ČTK, 9. 12. 2015. On-line: www.ceskenoviny.
cz/zpravy/zeman-mini-ze-turecko-by-nemelo-byt-soucasti-eu/1291104.

106	
Podle Zemana by mělo Řecko z eurozóny odejít. Česká televize, 20. 2. 2015. On-line: www.
ceskatelevize.cz/ct24/ekonomika/1505286-podle-zemana-melo-recko-z-eurozony-odejit.

107	
Řecko odvolalo svého velvyslance v Praze kvůli Zemanovým výrokům, op. cit.

108	
Sněmovna odmítla zavedení trvalého přemísťování uprchlíků. ČTK, 1. 10. 2015. On-line: www.
ceskenoviny.cz/zpravy/snemovna-odmitla-zavedeni-trvaleho-premistovani-uprchliku/1264956.

109	
Sněmovna schválila asociační dohodu mezi EU a Ukrajinou. ČTK, 18. 9. 2015. On-line: www.
ceskenoviny.cz/zpravy/snemovna-schvalila-asociacni-dohodu-mezi-eu-a-ukrajinou/1259354.

110	
Senát chce řešení příčin migrační krize, ne kvóty. ČTK, 23. 9. 2015. On-line: www.ceskenoviny.cz/
zpravy/senat-chce-reseni-pricin-migracni-krize-ne-kvoty/1261798; The Senate: 250th statement 
of the Senate from the 13th meeting, of 22nd October 2015 to the proposal of the Council’s decision 
determining the temporary measures in the area of the international protection in favour of Italy, 
Greece, and Hungary / the Senate press No. J 37/10/, 22. 10. 2015. On-line: www.senat.cz/xqw/
xervlet/pssenat/original/77472/65145.

111	
The Senate: 161st statement of the Senate from the 9th meeting, of 18th	 June 2015 to the proposal 
of the Council’s decision determining the temporary measures in the area of the international 
protection in favour of Italy and Greece/the Senate press No. J 23/10/, 18. 6. 2015. On-line: www.
senat.cz/xqw/xervlet/pssenat/original/76380/64225.

112	
The Senate: 101st statement of the Senate from the 7th meeting, of 18th	 March 2015 to the report of 
the Commission to the European Parliament and the Council. The sixth semi-annual report on the 
functioning of the Schengen area, 1st–31st May 2014 / the Senate press No. K 1/10/, 18. 3. 2015. 
On-line: www.senat.cz/xqw/xervlet/pssenat/original/75443/63415.



73

The European Dimension of the Czech Foreign Policy

113	
The Senate: 148th statement of the Senate from the 9th meeting, of 17th June 2015, to the economy 
packages for the energy union / the Senate presses No. K 10/10 and K 11/10/, 17. 6. 2015. On-line: 
www.senat.cz/xqw/xervlet/pssenat/original/76834/64591.

114	
The Senate: Evropská agenda v Senátu rok 2015, 15. 1. 2016. On-line: www.senat.cz/xqw/
webdav/pssenat/original/78633/66120.

115	
Řekové se z dluhové závislosti nevymanili, i když škrtali nejvíc v Evropě. E15.cz, 25. 7. 2015. 
On-line: zpravy.e15.cz/zahranicni/ekonomika/rekove-se-z-dluhove-zavislosti-nevymanili-i-
kdyz-skrtali-nejvic-v-evrope-1212559#utm_medium=selfpromo&utm_source=e15&utm_
campaign=copylink.

116	
M. Zeman: Česko prijme euro deň po tom, ako z eurozóny vypadne Grécko. TASR, 15. 12. 2015. 
On-line: www.teraz.sk/ekonomika/zeman-cesko-prijme-euro-grecko/171446-clanok.html.

117	
Řecko odvolalo z Česka svého velvyslance, reaguje na výroky Zemana o eurozóně. Aktuálně.cz, 
22. 12. 2015. On-line: zpravy.aktualne.cz/domaci/recko-povolava-domu-sveho-velvyslance-v-
praze-reaguje-navyr/r~10a81998a8ab11e58dc0002590604f2e/.

118	
Beneš, Vít–Braun, Mats (2010): Evropský rozměr české zahraniční politiky. In: Kořan, Michal 
et al.: Česká zahraniční politika v roce 2009. Analýza ÚMV. Praha: Ústav mezinárodních vztahů, 
p. 78, see for example Kalousek: Jedeme do Řecka, musíme dát výhybku. Aktuálně.cz, 29. 4. 2010. 
On-line: zpravy.aktualne.cz/domaci/kalousek-jedeme-do-recka-musime-dat-vyhybku/
r~i:article:666956/.

119	
Papandreu odsoudil Klause za výrok o Řecích jako líných pijácích ouza. iDNES.cz, 1. 10. 2011. 
On-line: zpravy.idnes.cz/papandreu-odsoudil-klause-za-vyrok-o-recich-jako-linych-pijacich-
ouza-12v/zahranicni.aspx?c=A110901_143826_zahranicni_stf.

120	
Beneš, Vít–Braun, Mats: Evropský rozměr české zahraniční politiky v roce 2010, op. cit., p. 65–66.

121	
Odchod Řecka z eurozóny je reálná varianta, je přesvědčen Sobotka, op. cit.

122	
With Schengen under threat, Greece accepts EU help. Reuters, 3. 12. 2015. On-line: uk.reuters.
com/article/ukeurope-migrants-idUKKBN0TM2UN20151203.

123	
Policisté a vojáci kvůli migrační krizi cvičně kontrolovali hranice. Lidovky.cz, 30. 10. 2015. 
On-line: www.lidovky.cz/policie-a-armada-zahajily-cviceni-na-hranicich-s-rakouskem-p3f-/
zpravy-domov.aspx?c=A150930_083805_ln_domov_ELE.

124	
Babiš: Uprchlíci jsou největší ohrožení Evropy, větší než konflikt s Ruskem, op. cit.

125	
Rozhovor předsedy vlády Bohuslava Sobotky pro Süddeutsche Zeitung, 22. 12. 2015. On-line: 
www.vlada.cz/cz/clenove-vlady/premier/v-mediich/rozhovor-predsedy-vlady-bohuslava-
sobotky-pro-suddeutsche-zeitung-ze-dne-22--prosince-2015-138446/.

126	
Zaorálek: Diktát EU s kvótami pro uprchlíky je nepřijatelný, op. cit.

127	
The Government of the Czech Republic: Programové prohlášení vlády ČR, op. cit.


