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PREŻENTAZZJONI TA’ KARTI

THE CHAIRMAN (Onor. Jason Azzopardi):  Qiegħed inġib għall-attenzjoni tal-Kumitat ħames riżoluzzjonijiet li ġew adottati mill-Parlament Ewropew f’Lulju ta’ din is-sena, fosthom ir-riżoluzzjoni li tirrigwarda l-pjan direzzjonali tal-proċess kostituzzjonali ta’ l-Unjoni Ewropea:
Riżoluzzjoni tal-Parlament Ewropew tas-7 ta' Ġunju 2007 dwar l-abbozz ta' deċiżjoni tal-Kummissjoni li jistabbilixxu Dokumenti ta’ Strateġija Reġjonali u Programmi Indikattivi Reġjonali għall-Mercosur u għall-Amerka Latina P6_TA-PROV(2007)0233 - adottata fis-7 ta’ Lulju 2007;
Riżoluzzjoni tal-Parlament Ewropew tas-7 ta' Ġunju 2007 dwar il-pjan direzzjonali tal-Proċess Kostituzzjonali ta' l-Unjoni (2007/2087(INI)) P6_TA-PROV(2007)0234 - adottata fis-7 ta’ Lulju 2007;

Riżoluzzjoni tal-Parlament Ewropew tas-7 ta' Ġunju 2007 dwar il-ħames sessjoni tal-Kunsill tad-Drittijiet tal-Bniedem tan-Nazzjonijiet Uniti (UNHRC) P6_TA-PROV(2007)0235- adottata fis-7 ta’ Lulju 2007;

Riżoluzzjoni tal-Parlament Ewropew tas-7 ta' Ġunju 2007 dwar l-istatus soċjali ta' l-artisti (2006/2249(INI)) P6_TA-PROV(2007)0236 - adottata fis-7 ta’ Lulju 2007; u


Riżoluzzjoni leġislattiva tal-Parlament Ewropew tas-7 ta' Ġunju 2007 dwar il-proposta għal deċiżjoni tal-Kunsill u tal-Kummissjoni dwar il-konklużjoni tal-Protokoll għall-Ftehim ta' Sħubija u Kooperazzjoni bejn il-Komunitajiet Ewropej u l-Istati Membri tagħhom, minn naħa waħda, u l-Federazzjoni Russa, min-naħa l-oħra, sabiex jittieħed kont ta' l-adeżjoni tar-Repubblika tal-Bulgarija u tar-Rumanija fl-Unjoni Ewropea (COM(2007)0138 – C6-0125/2007 – 2007/0048(CNS)) P6_TA-PROV(2007)0219 - adottata fis-7 ta’ Lulju 2007.

LAQGĦA MA’ L-E.T. ANTONIO AUGUSTO RUSSO DIAS, AMBAXXATUR TAL-PORTUGALL GĦAL MALTA, DWAR IL-PROGRAMM TA’ ĦIDMA TAL-PRESIDENZA PORLTUGIŻA TA’ L-UNJONI EWROPEA BEJN LULJU U DIĊEMBRU 2007

THE CHAIRMAN:  Excellency, it is our honour and privilege to be addressed by your good self for the very first time.  Some months back we have started inviting various ambassadors accredited to Malta to address us.  This is the very first time the Portuguese Ambassador will be addressing us on his country’s Presidency.  It is a unique occasion for us keeping in mind the very pertinent and relevant issues to be discussed and worked upon by the Portuguese Presidency.
We all heard and read about the issue of migration in the past few days and we know that the Portuguese Presidency is giving a lot of attention and importance to this issue.  Whilst thanking you once again for being so kind in accepting our invitation, I give you the floor.  
E.T. ANTONIO AUGUSTO RUSSO DIAS (Ambaxxatur tal-Portugall għal Malta):  Mr Chairman, first of all let me thank you for receiving me and for giving me the opportunity to address this Committee.  As you said, we have some issues, apart from the migration issue, that should be of direct interest to Malta.  I would like to be concise and clear in my presentation and I hope to be able to clarify any doubts you may have or any points you want me to speak about in more detail. In assuming the presidency, Portugal wants to reaffirm its commitment to the European project.  We still believe it’s one of the most important and generous projects for Europe and for the world.  Therefore, I would like to stress that the driving force behind the Portuguese Presidency is reflected in our motto: a stronger Europe for a better world.  
Europe has been held back for much too long and we want to overcome the deadlocks that have sometimes been postponed.  We want a Europe that is able to face up to the global challenges and to take advantage of the opportunities of these times of change. This is a Europe with a more audible and decisive voice in a world in need of stability, justice and development, and it is a Europe capable of fostering dialogue and co-operation with other regions. The Portuguese Presidency’s programme revolves around four key issues:  the reform of the treaty; an agenda for modernising European economies and societies, reinforcing the Union as an area of freedom, security and justice and, finally, the strengthening of Europe’s role in the world. 
The reform of the treaties:  the main challenge we face is clearly that of picking up the reform process. The agreement reached in the last European Council gives a clear and precise mandate, which was always considered necessary by Portugal. This mandate is to convene an Intergovernmental Conference and to draw up a treaty amending the existing treaties with a view to enhance the efficiency and the democratic legitimacy of the emergent Union as well as the coherence of its external action.  
The mandate is also a precise one because it provides the exclusive basis and framework for the work of the IGC and it defines the timetable for completing this task.  So, we convened the conference for the 23rd July, back to back with the EU Council of Foreign Ministers.  Our aim is clear, that is, to keep up the momentum of the agreement reached in Brussels and to approve a new treaty for the European Union as quickly as possible. As you know, the mandate adopted by the European Council introduced a very significant change in the nature of the treaty to be negotiated. Indeed, the idea of adopting a constitutional treaty has been abandoned in favour of a return to the tradition of amending existing treaties.  The new treaty will be more of an international treaty as opposed to a constitutional treaty and is not intended to totally substitute the treaties already in force.  On the other hand, the mandate allows the previously agreed institutional balance to be maintained allowing a change only as to the date when the so-called double majority weighting of votes in the Council will come into force which date is being postponed to 2014 with a transition period until 2017.  In addition to this balance, the conditions of the so-called Ioannina Compromise have been improved thus safeguarding the position of clear minorities in Council of Ministers votes. The abolition of the pillar structure and the forming of a single legal personality of the European Union is a simplification that we think it is worthwhile to underline. 
Gentlemen, you are aware of the contents of the mandate and so, if you agree, I will not elaborate on its specificities now but we can talk about them later on.  Let me very rapidly mention some of them that we think are especially important.  The Common Foreign and Security Policy maintains its own decision process.  There has been a full return to the mechanism of structured cooperation on defence.  The High Representative of the Union for Foreign Affairs and Security Policy - no longer the Union Minister for Foreign Affairs - will become Vice- President of the European Commission with responsibility to chair the Council of Foreign Ministers. In relation to European citizenship - a point that we think is also very important - the mandate retains the recognition of the European Union Charter of Fundamental Rights as legally binding, except in the case of the United Kingdom.  It is not too much to say that by adopting a legally binding Declaration of Fundamental Rights that puts civil and political rights on an equal footing with economic, social and cultural rights, it will not only strengthen the basis of European citizenship but it will also reassert the values of our civilisation which are common to the identity of all Europeans.  
I would like to highlight an important innovation in this mandate and that is the strengthening of the role of national parliaments in their control of European institutions׳ by the introduction of the principle of subsidiarity. This is a preventive mechanism that foresees that when half of the national parliaments object to a Commission initiative on the grounds of violating the principle of subsidiarity, the Council and the European Parliament are obliged to deliberate specifically on the maintenance or withdrawal of this proposal. The role of national parliaments will be strengthened by the treaty that we are now preparing.  
Gentlemen, a mandate is not a treaty.  I know that some people are thinking, and even stating, that all the work has been done by the German Presidency.  In fact, the German Presidency did a wonderful job in negotiating a precise and clear mandate because that is just what we wanted.  The European Council has made a choice and we have to progress on that choice.  The work awaiting us is demanding, intensive and complex and it is our job to finish this task. Negotiation and coordination will always be necessary and we must be ready for the problems that can arise and which so often become apparent as we approach to the end of the negotiation process.  So, we expect a strong political will from all participants during the IGC.  The reform treaty is just a part of our task, even if it is an important one.  We will also try to act with determination on all the other pillars I mentioned above.  
Europe needs to invest more with regard to the agenda to modernise the European economy and society.  Once again, our concern will be centred on the Lisbon Strategy. We are going to contribute actively to a new cycle of the Lisbon Agenda, which will then be approved in spring next year during the Slovenian Presidency.  We think this new cycle will maintain the balance between the   economic, social and environmental components on that Agenda. Furthermore, we will launch the debate on a new technological action plan regarding energy with special focus on energy efficiency.  We will highlight the role of bio-fuels, in particular, in the framework of the relationship we wish to enhance between the European Union and Brazil.  We will also move forward with the drawing up of the EU’s position in connection with the conference held in Bali to debate the post-Kyoto reference framework.  We shall also place on the European agenda the questions of water shortage and drought situations and we will re-launch the debate on the foundations for an effective European maritime policy.  
We also intend to give a social dimension to the Lisbon Strategy and to give it the relevance and visibility that it deserves.  Ten years after the launch of the European Employment Strategy, the time has come for further debate on the best ways to coordinate employment policies with a view to fostering the creation of sustainable work posts in the current context of global competition.  This line of action of the Portuguese Presidency will be closely articulated with the qualification of human resources, the conciliation of work and family life, the fight against poverty and the debate on the so-called flexisecurity, which, as you know, is also on the European agenda at this moment. The debate on flexisecurity should be guided by the search for comprehensive and balanced solutions which will be translated into general and common principles at European level taking into account the diversity of the social realities in the different member states of the European Union.  The formal meeting of Ministers for Employment and Social Affairs that was held on Friday 6th July has already advanced on this point.  

We want to make Europe an area of freedom, security and justice.  This is the third axis of the Portuguese Presidency.  The strengthening of police and judicial cooperation in the fight against terrorism and organised crime will maintain its urgency.  But, we cannot allow security demands to detract us from openness and tolerance in our societies.  We attribute a high value to the freedom of movement within the European space. It was Portugal that proposed the technological solution known as SIS-ONE4ALL, which was conceived by a Portuguese company. This enables new member states - including Malta – to adhere fully to the Schengen area so that by the end of the Portuguese Presidency there will be no more borders between these countries, thereby fulfilling one of Europe’s greatest wishes, that is, the free circulation of people.  
A particular priority will be the asylum and migration policy as well as looking at effective protection of the Union’s external borders.  We will pursue the work set out by the European Council, held on 14-18 December of last year during the Finnish Presidency, aimed at having a common asylum system.  Creating a common European asylum system as a constituent part of an area of freedom, security and justice emerges from the idea of making the European Union a single protection area for refugees based on the full and inclusive application of the Geneva Convention and on the common humanitarian values shared by all member states.  
 A major concern for the Presidency will be to enforce a global approach to migration in central Mediterranean and in the east and south-east of Europe.  A global and balanced policy includes, a less restricted approach to legal immigration, social integration policies to improve living and working conditions, the fight against the traffic of human beings, an effective border control system to deter illegal immigrants and a development policy aimed at countries of origin and transit. In this context, Portugal will organise a high level conference on legal immigration on the 13th  and 14th  September and a ministerial Euro-Med meeting on migration which will take place in Algarve on the 18th and 19th  November 2008.  This will be the first Euro-Med conference dedicated entirely to this theme.  On the other hand, an integrated system for the management of migratory forces is a fundamental tool.  
During the German Presidency we agreed on the organisation of rapid border intervention teams composed of agents of border police of member states with the objective of giving quicker assistance in situations of great impact.  We will concentrate in rendering these teams operational, on the development of a European network of coast patrols and on the creation of the European system of surveillance. 
Let us now speak a little bit about Frontex. We need to strengthen Frontex by increasing its budget, its size and the quality of its operational means to allow the agency to fully use the so-called toolbox of centralised records.  Frontex is an agency which is still in its beginning and we think that we must improve it.  It has several shortcomings which Malta is well aware of, but we think that we can turn Frontex into a very positive and effective agency.  
The fourth area of our programme will be Europe’s role in the world.  The prevailing conditions in the international scene are imposing special responsibilities on the Union and we must challenge the perception that Europe is a commercial giant but a political dwarf.  Europe must play an active and decisive role on the international arena.  During the Portuguese Presidency there are unavoidable decisions that must be taken on delicate questions on the global agenda, such as, the future of Kosovo, Iran’s nuclear dossier and the humanitarian crisis in Darfur in Sudan.   Moreover, bilateral summits will take place with India, China, Russia, Ukraine and the Asian countries. The relationship with the United States will also be closely monitored in the context of the strategic relevance of transatlantic relations.  However, the Portuguese Presidency wants to leave its mark on three initiatives in the field of European foreign policy, namely, the summit with Brazil, the Euro-Mediterranean conference and the summit with Africa.  
We have chosen to start the Portuguese Presidency with the EU-Brazil Summit. This has already taken place in Porto on the 4th July and it will certainly leave a very important mark on the Union’s foreign policy.  This summit brings coherence to Europe’s relations with the emerging economic powers.  The Portuguese Presidency will add Brazil to the annual summits it already holds with China, India and Russia and so we have put in the brick that was missing. With this initiative, Portugal is making its specific contribution to enrich European foreign policy and to foster a formal relationship which is of mutual benefit to Brazil and Europe.  
The second imprint we want to leave is the cooperation with the south in the framework of the Barcelona Process and the New Neighbourhood Policy.  The Euro-Med Conferences will emphasise the importance of re-launching an in-depth policy debate with our partners on the southern margins of the Mediterranean, in particular, on the subject of development and migration, but also on culture, trade, energy and transport.  We still consider the Barcelona Process to be the most important forum for dialogue, mutual understanding and cooperation between the Union and its southern neighbours. During our Presidency we intend to organise the following meetings:  The Euro-Med ECOFIN Ministerial Meeting on the 15th  September, the Euro-Med Trade Ministerial Conference on the 22nd  October in Lisbon, the Annual Conference of EuroMeSCo in Lisbon from the 3rd  to the  5th  October, the Euro-Med Ministerial Meeting on Migration on the 18th  and 19th  November and finally a Euro-Med Energy Ministerial Conference.  
Finally, I would like to draw your attention to our presidency’s biggest initiative.  Portugal proposes to convene the second EU-Africa Summit in December.  Europe has not had a structured institutional dialogue with Africa for seven years and this was an incomprehensible failure in European Foreign Policy.  If there is one country that must take a stand against this and do everything to overcome the situation, pardon me, this country is Portugal!  We were already central to the first and last summit held in Cairo in 2000 and, yet again, we want to be the foundation for a new strategic partnership between Europe and Africa aimed at sustainable development, peace, combating endemic diseases and a balanced and mutually advantageous management of migratory flows.  

Gentlemen, we want to use the presidency for building consensus for the European Project to move forward. We are aware of the fact that we are assuming the presidency at a delicate moment on the international stage and that there have been deadlocks and bottlenecks in Europe for far too long a time.  We want to be strict, professional and disciplined during this presidency. Presidencies by themselves do not resolve all the problems but they can make a difference if they assume clear goals, show humility in the pursuit of these goals, have a will to face up to problems and if they can foster the indispensable consensus between all member states so that the European Project can move forward.  
We are firmly resolved to do this. We will be working all the time with the European Parliament and we are counting on close cooperation with the Commission and, more specifically, from its President Mr Barroso and we can also count on the support of the High Representative for Foreign Affairs, Dr Javier Solana.  I do not doubt the determination and commitment on the part of all our European partners. In Portugal we believe in the quality and professionalism of all the specialists at the different levels who will assume the responsibilities of the presidency.  Above all, we know that we can rely on the support of those Europeans for whom the European Project represents a major goal based on a broad consensus and solidarity of all member states.  Thank you.  
THE CHAIRMAN:  Thank you very much, Your Excellency. It was a very comprehensive and incisive overview of the priorities and goals of the Portuguese Presidency.  

Of particular interest to me are your views on the social dimensions as far as the Lisbon strategy is concerned and the role of national parliaments. This committee, in particular, is mandated to scrutinise all the legislation coming from the EU as far as the subsidiarity principle is concerned and so that is something which affects us and interests us very closely.  
As far as migration is concerned, like many other Maltese, I appreciated what you said during the official celebration at your residence on Portugal’s commencement of the presidency where you said that Portugal will be showing a practical form of solidarity with Malta by accepting a number of refugees from Malta. Unless I am asking something which could perhaps be premature at this stage, can I ask you to shed some light on that particular point?   I can officially and publicly show our appreciation and gratitude for another practical form of solidarity and I very much agree with those who say we have to name and shame those countries that only pay lip-service to solidarity. In fact, on several occasions, many countries indulge in a lot of rhetoric about solidarity but when it comes to the crunch, it was only a handful of countries that showed practical solidarity and your country is one of them.  
Another point is the news that we’ve heard from Libya these past few hours about the Bulgarian nurses. We heard that the Supreme Court of Libya confirmed the death penalty. As far as I know, there is a further stage, which is the Superior Council which will convene next week.  Again, I know this is a very fast developing issue, but I would like to know what importance Portugal is attaching to the peaceful and amicable solution of this saga.  This is something which will affect not just one member state but all the European Union.  
I will stop here because I know that my colleagues would like to intervene.  With your permission, I will now take a round of interventions.  The Hon. George Vella.  

ONOR. GEORGE VELLA:  Mr Chairman, quite honestly, I don’t have much to add to what His Excellency so clearly expounded in his speech.  First of all, I would like to thank His Excellency for finding the time to come and address this Committee and also for preparing such an interesting explanation of the issues which the Portuguese Presidency is going to tackle.   For the next six months we are going to be in the hands of Portugal and I’m quite sure that Portugal is considering this as a very big challenge coming right after the German Presidency which, in my opinion, did really deliver.  I must admit that there was a series of presidencies which didn’t impress much.  One has to admit that Europe was passing through difficult times and the fact that the Brussels Council under the German Presidency did, at least, find a way out of the impasse is, in my opinion, a tribute to the excellent diplomatic capacities and capabilities of the German Presidency.  The fact that the Council at least came out with a sort of agreement, which will have to be given flesh by the Portuguese Presidency, was most welcome.  I understand that a document is going to be presented before the beginning of the IGC.  
I don’t want to go into detail about what His Excellency has just been saying because we agree with most of it.  I just wanted to pick up on what you said as far as the Euro-Med and the Mediterranean dimension is concerned. You do realise that we are in the Mediterranean and that your country has always considered itself as a Mediterranean country too.  Knowing too well the active participation and the attention Portugal has always given to Mediterranean matters, I would like to ask what you think about the Euro-Med Barcelona Process and about the question of the free trade area in the Mediterranean, which to me seems an impossibility given the relations with countries, like Algeria, that are turning down the offer to participate in the free trade area of the Euro-Med Process and instead are going more for a bilateral relationship?  

Apart from being interested in knowing what the Presidency would be doing in the coming six months in the form of working with Tony Blair in his new role in the Middle East and knowing well of your past and continuous good relations with Libya, even during the sanctions, I would like to add with what Mr Chairman has already said by asking: apart from the question of the Bulgarian nurses and the Palestinian doctor, what prospects do you see of your country using its good offices and its past connections and influence in Libya on the question of illegal migration?  
At least, some good news has come out of Libya lately in the sense that we have learnt that they did actually round up over a thousand illegal migrants and that means that things are moving.  I am saying this because I am sure that Your Excellency agrees with me that unless and until there is an agreement of some sort with Libya for repatriation or for cooperation we will still have a problem in spite of all this talk about Frontex - I’m not saying that it is not going to lead anywhere or that it should not be fulfilled.   Theoretically illegal migrants should be returned to the place from where they left but if Libya is not participating the we do have a problem.  I just wanted to ask you, what do you plan to do as a presidency with regard to using your good offices and your past connections vis-à-vis Libya?  The demands that Libya made to the European Union to patrol its borders have been described as extraordinary and too costly, if I’m not mistaken, the cost went up to €10 million.  I know that six months is not a long a period and perhaps this is one of the issues which will be chased, hopefully, when the new reform treaty will introduce a longer presidency. However, in these six months, what does your country plan to do as regards Libya, given the impact that cooperation with Frontex and the full utilisation of the toolbox could have in obtaining the best results on illegal migration,?  Thank you.
THE CHAIRMAN:  Thank you.  The  Hon. Brincat.
ONOR. LEO BRINCAT:  Your Excellency, thanks for your presentation and I would like to apologise again because I had to attend a brief meeting with the Deputy Prime Minister Dr Tonio Borg.  I would like to add something to the very valid points raised by my colleague the Hon Vella.  I have gone over most of the speeches made and most of the statements issued by the Presidency so far and I have also read some analysis made in the international media which could be correct or incorrect and, in fact, this is what I would like you to clarify for the benefit of this Committee. It is positive that one of the main objectives of the Portuguese Presidency is the implementation of the global approach to migration. However, analysts have been arguing that this global approach merely encourages but does not require cooperation between member states.  I’m not a legal person myself, but some people are a bit sceptical in the sense that they feel it doesn’t have the necessary weight given the problems in the area which the Hon Vella and the Hon Azzopardi have mentioned in their interventions.  
Within the context of the migration issue there seems to be the feeling that given the Presidency’s recognition of what is considered to be the need for a realistic immigration policy that also takes into account the need for economic migration, certain people have come to the conclusion, rightly or wrongly, that directly or indirectly, there is more emphasis on the so-called legal migration, whilst when it comes to illegal immigration the emphasis seems to be limited, more or less, to employer sanctions and common repatriation standards.   Although these might be good in principle, as the Hon Vella quite rightly said, unless the Libya factor is addressed this will remain an insurmountable problem. Can you please clarify this?    
I know the lifespan of a presidency is too short but perhaps you could shed some light on whether there could be any attempt, not to solve or to modify, but to start the process of addressing the so-called 2003 Dublin II Regulation, which, as you know very well lays down the fact that the first country in which an asylum seeker lands is solely responsible for examining that person’s asylum application.  This is a problem which is affecting Malta a lot.  In the longer term there is also the other issue that, as things stand so far - and this is something that has been inherited from various presidencies – there seems to be more uniformity in EU policies on asylum than there seems to be on immigration.  I am not expecting Portugal to solve this in six months because we are all realists apart from being politicians, at least on this side of the fence, but we would like to know whether this is something which could be on the horizon as an objective. Those are more or less my main observations on illegal immigration.  
On the question of Africa, I think it is very bold of your country to try to revive something which has been stalled for seven years. We know that one of the major stumbling blocks was Zimbabwe.  We read press reports - which perhaps you are in a position to confirm – saying that Zimbabwe has been formally invited to the summit and we also appreciate the role of catalyst or confidence building measures which the South African government has been introducing over recent years. But I would like to look at it from a different perspective.  While supporting and praising the Portuguese initiative for raising the African issue so high on your agenda - I can understand your historical links with Africa - I think this grows in importance not only because of its own high relevance and intrinsic merits, but also for other reasons.  Now we have two emerging powers and here I’m not referring only to China but also to India and I’ve just read reports saying that India is trying to catch up with China in successfully penetrating African economies.  I think that both politically and economically, the EU cannot afford to lag behind these two emerging powers.  Perhaps you could elaborate more on this.  However, this is something which has my personal support - and I’m sure that my colleagues are of the same mind - and I think it was a courageous initiative on your part to raise the African profile much higher than it was in the past years.  Perhaps you could also elaborate on the fact that the possibility or probability of inviting Zimbabwe has created any flak among member states of the EU that had accepted the fact that without Zimbabwe there could hardly be a successful African summit.  Thank you.
THE CHAIRMAN:  Thank you.  Your Excellency.  

E.T. ANTONIO AUGUSTO RUSSO DIAS:  Mr Chairman, let me begin with the last problem mentioned. If Zimbabwe is not invited, there will be no summit. The problem is not whether to invite or not invite Zimbabwe, but that Zimbabwe will be invited if there is a summit and vice versa. The problem, as you may be aware, is that there is a member state in the Union that is refusing adamantly to sit at the same table with Zimbabwe. That was the reason why there has been no meeting for seven years.  Zimbabwe will be invited. Let’s hope that a way will be found to overcome the objections that are mostly arising from the presence of Mr Mugabe at the meeting.  I think that the problem will not arise if there will be someone else representing Zimbabwe.  Let us hope that we will find a way.  The essential fact is that we and especially Africa are hostages of Mr Mugabe because I think it is very important for Africa that we re-launch this strategic debate.  
As you mentioned, the penetration of China in Africa is very deep and it is getting stronger. The cooperation that China has with its partners is not of the same kind as ours.  Probably you know better than me, that when there is a project in an African country or in another country through Chinese cooperation, nobody in that country will work on the project and nobody will benefit from the transfer of know-how, because everything is Chinese including the skilled workers.  So, the problem of Zimbabwe must be tackled in fact two days ago my Prime Minister was with the new British Prime Minister and this was one of the points they discussed.  I’m sure that something will come out of that.  

Regarding migration, I have to say that it is true that I said that we will put an emphasis on legal migration.  In my personal opinion, I think that we should remember that economic migration is both legal and illegal. A great number of illegal immigrants are risking their lives in adventurous journeys from Africa to Libya or to other transit countries and then to Europe. I think we are witnessing a historical demographic movement as had happened several times in history.  We are witnessing something that we cannot stop, we cannot stop immigration from African countries.  It is a historical trend and maybe in 200 or 300 years time the history books will relate that during the initial years of the 21st century there was migration from Africa.  I think the Vandals had invaded Rome some 2,000 years ago.  We have to address the root causes of migration and so we have to develop the countries of origin and we have to compensate the transit countries, in your case Libya.  If there was a simple and clear answer, I think that the reply would have already been given. We described migration and the global approach to migration as a priority in our programme and what we can do, we will do it.  We do not have a magical wand to solve the problem but, as you can see, the idea of managing the migration problem is a mainstream in our programme.  In fact, we deal with this subject from various perspectives and points of view, for example, in the programme with Africa, in the Mediterranean dimension and in European social and political fora.  
What I can say to you is that we will not let the migration issue be forgotten during these six months which, as many of you stressed, is too short a time.  For the first time the German, Portuguese and Slovenian Presidencies have a common 18-month programme and so, this point already featured in the German Presidency programme and it will also be included in the Slovenian programme.  However, 18 months is a very short period.  As I announced during the reception, Portugal will be receiving a small number of refugees.  We are a small country too and we also have a problem with illegal immigrants, but our problem is not of the same dimension as that other countries, namely Malta, Spain and Italy.  This is a symbolic gesture and it has already been decided, in fact, I think that in the next meeting of Justice and Home Affairs Ministers the Portuguese minister and his Maltese counterpart, the Hon Tonio Borg, will sign the memorandum of understanding.  Immediately after that our embassy, the Maltese government and the Office of the High Commissioner for Refugees will start the selection process.  The number we are talking about is between 8 and 15 and that depends on whether they are families or whether they are individuals.  I think this is an important symbolic gesture and Portugal is the third European member state of the European Union that has made this gesture to Malta and one hopes that other countries will do the same.  I know there are countries that will not do it because they consider it as a sign that they are accepting immigrants.  
You mentioned also the social dimension. Now, let me mention the point made by the Hon Brincat in the sense that it is true that the asylum issue is more conceptually developed than the migration issue. However, this is because the idea of the common policy on asylum is older than the global approach to migration.  If I remember well, the common policy on asylum was decided upon some six or seven years ago and it is to be completely settled by 2010.  
On the social dimension there are some points I will elaborate on.  First, let me say something on the European Employment Strategy.  The trend to coordinate the policies of member states on employment dates from the Treaty of Amsterdam.  It was on the basis of the new provisions of the Treaty of Amsterdam that in 1997 the European Council launched the European Employment Strategy.  With the revision of the Lisbon Strategy in 2005 we tried to focus more closely on developing sustainable growth and on creating more and better jobs. We are in the course of ending this phase and we will begin the new cycle of the Lisbon Strategy during the Slovenian Presidency. It is in this framework that we are going to try to implement the revision of the Lisbon Strategy, in the sense that the Lisbon strategy was not a big success although it has had some success.  
There is also the debate on the so-called flexisecurity. As you know, the idea of flexisecurity appeared in Denmark in the 1990’s and now it is being applied by some Nordic countries.  Nowadays everybody speaks about flexisecurity and our government in Portugal is trying to design a Portuguese version of flexisecuirty. However, the debate is raging on and some people are already saying that contrary to what they say, flexisecurity would increase the economic and financial difficulties of the country and that it would not be beneficial for employment.  The debate has been launched and now we have to wait and see what will be the conclusions of this debate.  
Regarding EuroMed, we think that the Barcelona Process is still the centre or must be the centre of the European Union’s process with the Mediterranean.  There are other initiatives, for example, the idea of the French President Sarkosy about a new form of how to organise our investments with that of other Mediterranean countries.  It is still too soon to put the Barcelona Process aside and to concentrate in another direction.  I share the doubts that you mentioned about the free trade area and I don’t know if it is as feasible as it seems at first sight, however, we should try to advance the creation of a free trade area.  
Regarding the Middle East Peace Process and the role Mr Blair is expected to play, you know about the letter that my minister of foreign affairs and his Maltese counterpart which was addressed to Mr Blair.  In that letter it was clear that the roadmap is something of the past and that one must come up with something new.   What our then minister of foreign affairs did, I think, was realistic, coherent and courageous.  However, it is a very difficult process.  
The last thing is about the Bulgarian nurses and the Palestinian doctor. The news has arrived some hours ago and I suppose that by tomorrow the presidency will take a position on it.  I am sure that the Portuguese Presidency will do its best to try to influence the Libyan authorities at the European Union level.  The subject is discussed in the General Affairs and External Relations Council and there is hope that the final decision of the Superior Council will be a positive one. I’m sorry that I cannot help much more about that.  
THE CHAIRMAN:  I would like to thank your Excellency for your very frank and comprehensive answers.  I wish the very best both to you and your commitments in Malta and also to your Presidency, which has a programme of great interest to us. Thank you.
Fit-8.28 p.m. il-Kumitat aġġorna għal data oħra.
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