
I. 

 

Brussels Summit announces agreement on migration. The pact provides for platforms 

for the landing of migrants outside the European Union and also for the voluntary 

establishment of refugee identification centers. 

 

European Council approves new distribution of seats in Parliament after Brexit. Of the 

73 seats left vacant by the departure of the United Kingdom, 27 will be redistributed by 

other member states. 

 

And in today's program: Donald Trump accuses the European Union of being "as bad 

as China" in trade relations with the United States. 

 

II. 

 

Giuseppe Conte, Prime Minister of Italy 

After this European Council we have a more responsible and united Europe. Italy is no 

longer alone. 

 

Giuseppe Conte, Italian Prime Minister made his debut in Brussels. 

The Italian leader spoke after a long and hard negotiating marathon on migration. 

Italy had threatened to vote against the conclusions of the European Union summit 

devoted to migration if it did not meet its demands. 

An agreement was reached. With this new pact will be created "controlled centers" 

within Europe to accommodate the migrants who reach the areas of greatest migratory 

pressure. 

The agreement also provides for the establishment of platforms for the landing of 

migrants outside the European Union, as well as the increase of economic support for 

countries in North Africa and also for Turkey. 

Here the reaction of French President Emmanuel Macron. 

 

Emmanuel Macron 

Working with third countries and in particular with Africa but also with the Middle East, 

a willingness to better protect our borders, by reinforcing the commitments made on 

this issue, will also strengthen our reception rules and the proposal to have centers in 

the European territory to better organize this reception. The solidarity we owe to first-

entry countries was recorded at this first summit. 

 

Already the Portuguese prime minister was disillusioned. 

 

António Costa, Prime Minister of Portugal 

This is not an agreement. That is a statement, which has vague things. 

 

And with us on the phone from Brussels is Victor Ângelo, an international consultant 



and former United Nations Deputy Secretary-General. 

 

I began by asking what reading could be made of this agreement on such a fractious 

subject in Europe? Do these appear to be appropriate measures? 

I believe not, I believe that we are facing a series of decisions that are absolutely 

unattainable. The different European leaders have all agreed on decisions nobody 

believes. One concrete example is the establishment of shelters and treatment centers 

for applications for refuge in European countries. But shortly after the summit, French 

President Emmanuel Macron said that France would not create such shelters. Then it 

was the turn of the Portuguese prime minister also to say that in Portugal there will be 

no centers of this type and so on. 

Other issues that were agreed were the creation of platforms for the landing of migrants 

outside the European Union, ie the idea that other countries would accept temporary 

admission to exile candidates, asylum seekers and candidates for immigration and that 

while the Europeans were processing these applications, they would be in landing areas, 

for example, in North Africa. The creation of these platforms was not discussed with 

the countries of North Africa, nor was it discussed with the European countries where 

they could have been installed, as in the case of Albania, and immediately after the 

announcement of the decision to create such platforms , several countries in North 

Africa, starting with Tunisia, said that "in Tunisia" or "in my country, these platforms 

will not exist". 

 

So why did you come to this agreement? 

On the one hand, to satisfy Italian public opinion, and in particular so that the Italian 

government could, on returning to Rome, say that it had been the spokesman for Italian 

concerns and that European leaders had heard these concerns. Also, because Angela 

Merkel went to the Brussels summit in an extremely weakened position and she needed 

to leave Brussels with an agreement, even if it was a deal she made. She needed to show 

her Home Minister that the European Union was dealing with immigration issues and 

that the concerns that this Minister (Horst) Seehofer had expressed that these concerns 

were being addressed. But in reality, we have witnessed a summit that was a make-or-

break summit and did not solve Merkel's problem, because 48 hours after the end of the 

Merkel summit she was once again in deep crisis within her coalition. 

 

What is going to happen then? 

I think the emphasis will continue to be on strengthening the external borders of the 

European Union. This means in particular the massive recruitment of new agents to 

strengthen Frontex, ie the police and customs officers who will control entry into the 

European area. The other great option remains the option to discuss with the different 

tribes of Libya and also the northern Niger so that these tribes function as filters and 

prevent the passage of the candidates to the immigration, that is, will continue to insist 

on a solution which is a purely tribal solution that will further aggravate divisions, 

whether in Libya or in northern Niger and elsewhere in the Sahel, will enable these 

ethnic groups to acquire new weapons and significant financial resources. 



 

Victor, still on the issue of migration, has good news for Portugal, former MEP António 

Vitorino was elected Director General of the International Organization for Migration. 

It defeated the candidate of Donald Trump. How was this news welcomed in Europe? 

There was a good reception at the start, the European attitude was very positive, very 

encouraging for António Vitorino, but most likely António Vitorino will come into 

conflict in the near future about the position of certain European countries with regard 

to the acceptance or non-acceptance of migrants and also regarding the way in which 

these migrations are prevented. 

 

III. 

 

And another question that continues to divide Europe is the exit from the United 

Kingdom of the Community bloc. 

During the European Council in Brussels at the end of last week, the head of EU-UK 

Brexit negotiations with the United Kingdom, Michel Barnier, said "serious 

disagreements" remain between Brussels and London. 

One of the points is how to resolve the only land border, linking Northern Ireland to the 

Republic of Ireland. 

 

In the meantime, the European Council approved the new distribution of seats in 

Parliament, after leaving the United Kingdom, as journalist Marta Melo tells us. 

 

The definitive exit from the United Kingdom of the European Union is scheduled for 

March next year. By ceasing to be a member of the bloc, the country also no longer has 

representatives in the European Parliament. 

The European Council approved a new composition of parliament. 

The decision establishes the number of representatives of each member state between 

2019-2024 

The decision decreases from 751 to 705 MEPs. 

Of the 73 seats left vacant by Brexit, 27 will be reallocated to better reflect the principle 

of digressive proportionality, as the European Council writes in a statement. 

In all, France will have five more elements, the same number will be destined for Spain. 

Already Italy and the Netherlands will each receive three more, Ireland two places and 

member states Austria, Denmark, Finland, Slovakia, Croatia, Estonia, Poland and 

Romania plus one seat. 

 

Victor, what is this digressive proportionality? 

Fundamentally this has to do with the size of the countries and the number of MEPs by 

a certain number of inhabitants and in fact it has been noted that in recent times France 

and Spain - notably France and Spain - had a number of European parliamentarians 

which was proportionally less advantageous than some smaller countries, that is, to 

elect a European MEP in France would require 300 or 400 thousand people, whereas in 

a country like Malta with only 50 thousand people it would be possible to elect a 



European MEP . And so they increased the number of deputies to France, the number 

of deputies to Spain and Italy. But they also adopted the principle that none of the 

member countries lose Members. And the truth is also that 46 seats remained 

unassigned. To some extent, the existence of these 46 available seats shows that in the 

long term, probably over the next five years, we will see two more or three countries 

joining the European Union. 

 

 

What fundamentally changes in the European Parliament with Brexit? 

Both the Conservative party and the Ukip party, which were voices that systematically 

criticized the measures taken in Brussels, such voices will disappear, that is to say, there 

is a certain weakening of the Eurosceptic, at least of the British Eurosceptic, but it is 

very probable that this space will be occupied by Eurosceptic deputies coming from, 

for example, Italy or from Eastern Europe. We will see a transfer of Euroscepticism, 

which was an Anglo-Saxon Euroscepticism, to a continental and Eastern European 

Euroscepticism, that is, much closer to the heart of Europe, to the great problems that 

the European continent faces and which will probably mark the agenda of the next 

European Commission very much and the next political decisions in the years ahead of 

us in the next five years. 

 

Going back to the question of Brexit, after so much time there is still much to solve. 

At the moment in Brussels, the main European leaders are perplexed at the lack of 

definition in London as regards the post-UK phase of the European Union. And the big 

question is certainly the question of the border between Northern Ireland and the 

Republic of Ireland, but also the other issues and in particular what kind of economic 

and trade relationship there will be between the UK and the European Union after 

March 2019. And even more, they have just revealed that for the first six months since 

the year David Davis, who is the British negotiator only spent four hours with Michel 

Barnier, who is the European Union representative for the negotiations on Brexit. 

 

IV. 

 

We are back to the conversation with Victor Ângelo. And now we turn our 

attention to other regions. 

US President Donald Trump said EU is "as bad as China" in trade relations with 

the United States. More with the journalist Lina Ferreira. 

 

The US president said on Sunday that the European Union is "possibly as bad as China" 

as it relates to trade relations with the United States. This despite Washington spending 

"a fortune in NATO" to protect Europeans, the leader added. 

Trump made the remarks to Fox News a week after China and the European Union had 

come together and warned that the US-led trade war could spark a global recession. 

At an economic and trade summit, representatives of the two countries agreed to uphold 

the multilateral trading system under the auspices of the World Trade Organization. 



"Unilateralism is growing," said Deputy Prime Minister Liu He. 

The meeting took place after new customs tariffs applied by the European Union on 

products imported from the USA came into force. A retaliation to new customs duties 

imposed by Washington on European steel and aluminum imports. 

As of 6 July, new customs duties on imports of goods originating in China amounting 

to US $ 34 billion will enter into force. 

 

Victor, in this context of trade war, the European Union and China discussed forms of 

cooperation and seem intent on invigorating the World Trade Organization. Also from 

the United States and Europe there are a lot of doubts about Chinese good intentions ... 

It is true that the European Union shares many of the concerns that exist in Washington 

with regard to trade with China, and in particular the fact that there are many subsidies 

in China's industries in China, such as the obligation to transfer technological know-

how to China and also condemn the fact that the cells of the Chinese Communist Party 

are increasingly influential and are increasingly intruding on the management of large 

European companies based in China. But the European position is very clear. They 

think that these issues should be addressed through dialogue and not through tariff 

measures or unilateral measures. 

 

And what about the statements of Donald Trump, who said that the European Union is 

"possibly as bad as China" in its trade relations with the United States? 

These statements are extremely worrying, because in reality they are thought to open 

the door to a relatively bombastic statement at the NATO summit, which will take place 

here in Brussels next week. It is thought that there could be a lot of pressure on the part 

of the President of the United States that European military expenditures increase very 

rapidly and that if this does not happen there could be a threat that the Americans will 

withdraw their troops from the European continent, which would evidently mean that 

Europe's great protective shield would be lost. 

 

It makes sense also to address the new security force launched by France on the margins 

of the European Union and with the support of Portugal. What is the purpose of this 

new security force? 

The aim is to create a crisis intervention force in the vicinity of European borders. If 

there is a major crisis in Morocco tomorrow, or if there is a major crisis in Mauritania, 

European forces in these nine countries can be immediately detached and intervene to 

resolve this crisis in neighboring European territories. It is an initiative that is difficult 

to understand in the sense that it was adopted last December, ie another six months ago, 

but a European initiative, called the PESCO initiative, which is designed to make to be 

a kind of embryo of a European defense force. 

 

But is there no incompatibility here, Victor, with such force? 

There is not only a very big incompatibility here, but also a great deal of confusion. 

That is to say, since Britain will not be part of PESCO, the French have arranged another 

way to continue the alliance with the British and succeed in getting the British to 



continue to commit themselves to defending Europe through this new initiative, but in 

reality what we are witnessing is a proliferation of initiatives that are difficult to 

understand by public opinion. People do not understand the meaning of each of these 

initiatives and to what extent an initiative is different from the rest and also do not 

understand why these initiatives when in fact there is already a common umbrella that 

is NATO. 

 

V. 

 

We were with Victor Ângelo, a resident commentator for Magazine Europe. 

And before we say goodbye, we still have time for our cultural note. 

In London you can see some of the clothing and objects of life of the Mexican painter 

Frida Kahlo at the Victoria and Albert Museum. 

The show runs until November 4. It is the first exhibition outside of Mexico to bring 

the painter's personal objects, including clothing, jewelry, prostheses, photographs and 

letters. 

Also in Portugal, in Porto, the Portuguese Photography Center opens doors to "Frida 

Kahlo - her photographs". It is an exhibition that has images found in the house where 

the painter lived. 

To see between July 6th and November 4th. 

See you next week! 
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