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Minutes
of the meeting of 24 January 2012, 10.00 – 13.00 and 15.00 – 18.00

Brussels

The meeting opened at 10.00 on Tuesday, 24 January 2012, with María Muñiz de 
Urquiza, MEP (Co-Chair) and Senator Alberto Espina (Co-Chair) in the chair.

1. Inaugural session of the 16th EU-Chile JPC

María Muñiz de Urquiza, Co-Chair of the European Union/Chile Joint Parliamentary 
Committee

In her speech, Mrs María Muñiz de Urquiza said that, at the meeting of the Executive 
Bureau held on 20 December 2011, a number of topics of shared interest had been 
highlighted, constituting the agenda for the 16th meeting of the Joint Parliamentary 
Committee.

Before focusing on the details of the topics on the agenda, the Co-Chair welcomed the 
recent creation by the countries of Latin America of the Community of Latin American 
and Caribbean States, and congratulated Chile on being the first country to hold the 
rotating presidency of the new organisation.

Mrs Muñiz went on to summarise the topics deemed to be of shared interest for both 
delegations, namely the evolution clause as a legal instrument enabling trade relations to 
be extended according to the needs and interests of both parties; the Understanding 
regarding swordfish and progress on ratification; the protection of personal data and the 
consolidation of financial debt; and the fight against drug trafficking and organised crime 
as a global phenomenon requiring a coordinated response based on the principle of shared 
responsibility.

The Co-Chair closed with a brief overview of the previous year, during which the EU 
Member States had been forced to make budgetary sacrifices and implement urgent 
austerity measures as a matter of priority in order to reduce the debt burden. In this 
regard, Mrs Muñiz emphasised that at the height of the crisis the governments had also 
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demonstrated efficiency and flexibility, adopting strict rules in December 2011 to  
strengthen integration and help overcome the crisis.    

Senator Alberto Espina Otero, Co-Chair of the European Union/Chile Joint 
Parliamentary Committee

Co-Chair Alberto Espina said that the agenda offered added value in that it contained 
highly important topics which should be followed up. For Chile, one of the most 
significant topics was the evolution clause updating the Association Agreement where 
appropriate. The other topics were also of great interest, i.e. the protection of personal 
data, the fight against drug trafficking and organised crime, renewable energy and energy 
security (a very important topic in the context of economic growth), the evaluation of 
laws as a project carried out in cooperation with the OECD, and the Understanding on 
swordfish. The agenda also included presentations by the Chilean delegation on the 
subjects of education and the Chilean presidency of CELAC. 

Senator Espina highlighted the need to follow up the topics discussed at the meetings.

Christian Leffler, Managing Director for the Americas, European External Action 
Service

The Managing Director for the Americas, Christian Leffler, began his speech by 
highlighting the excellent relations between the two parties, which were confirmed at the 
high-level meeting between Presidents Barroso, Van Rompuy and Piñera in New York in 
September 2011, and at the 5th Association Council and the 9th Association Committee. 
He also noted the clear convergence between the EU and Chile in a whole range of areas, 
enabling them to work together to foster the rule of law, human rights, democracy and 
political stability in Latin America and other parts of the world. 

Over the previous year, the EU and Chile had made significant progress in sectoral
dialogues, particularly in the fields of social and labour policy. The two parties were also 
negotiating an agreement for Chile to participate in EU crisis-management operations. 

Mr Leffler went on to congratulate Chile on the important role it was playing in 
bi-regional relations, particularly since December 2011 when it took on the rotating 
presidency of CELAC. 

With regard to the current economic situation in Chile, he said that with economic growth 
of 6.6% in 2011 and an innovative counter-cyclical policy, Chile was, according to 
OECD data, one of the countries best prepared to tackle the global crisis in 2012. In this 
regard, he highlighted the fact that Chile’s great achievement could serve as an example 
to the EU, through an exchange of best practice and experience. However, Chile also 
presented weaknesses in terms of wealth distribution, a field in which the EU had 
considerable experience and could share its expertise.

In conclusion, Mr Leffler emphasised the need to establish specific forums and channels 
for consultation with civil society. In this regard, he congratulated the Joint Parliamentary 
Committee on having asked the EESC for an opinion on the role of civil society in 
relations between the EU and Chile, which constituted the first step towards the creation 
of a Joint Consultative Committee.
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HE Carlos Appelgren Balbontín, Ambassador of the Republic of Chile to the EU

The Ambassador of Chile to the EU, HE Carlos Appelgren Balbontín, emphasised that
Chile now regarded the EU as a partner. The relationship between the two parties was 
based on the fundamental values and principles of freedom, democracy, justice and 
mutual respect. Chile and the EU were working together towards a fairer, more inclusive 
world in order to tackle global challenges. This solid bilateral relationship was cemented 
by political dialogue, cooperation, increased trade, and investment. 

He pointed out that, since the Association Agreement had come into force, political 
dialogue had risen to the highest level and a significant increase had been witnessed in 
bilateral trade and investment.

However, in-depth analysis of the implementation of the Association Agreement had 
shown that its potential had not yet been reached in all areas and that cooperation in some 
fields needed to be brought up to date. In this context, the modernisation of the 
cooperation pillar had been instigated by means of a specific dialogue and it was also 
hoped that both parties would take significant steps in terms of trade by means of the 
evolution clause.

2. Adoption of draft agenda (PE 446.658)

The agenda was adopted as shown in these minutes.

3. Approval of minutes of the 15th EU-Chile JPC (PE 446.662)

The minutes of the 15th EU-Chile JPC (Valparaíso, 2 November 2011) were approved.

Subjects discussed:

4. Political and economic situation in Chile and the European Union

Rapporteur for the EP delegation: María Muñiz de Urquiza (S&D, ES)

Rapporteur for the Chilean delegation: Senator Jovino Novoa (UDI)
Senator Jorge Pizarro (PDC)

In her speech, María Muñiz de Urquiza said that the EU was in a difficult situation 
characterised by profound social and economic change. The policies implemented a few 
decades ago had transformed Europe into a developed, stable, collaborative continent and 
a strong partner. However, the international economic and financial crisis had revealed a 
number of urgent challenges that needed to be resolved, and had shown that progress was 
required towards strong economic governance with the necessary mechanisms in place to 
maintain and improve on the social benefits acquired over the previous years and to 
enhance European construction with elements of economic governance. 

The financial crisis had demonstrated the EU’s exposure to the downside of globalisation 
which, up until the crisis, had been an extremely beneficial process. Europe was now 



PE446.811v01-00 4/18 PV\906111EN.doc

EN

competing not only with established major industrial countries but also with emerging 
markets, which had forced it to rethink its position in the competitiveness ranking. In 
2010, in response to these global challenges, the EU had adopted the Europe 2020 
Strategy with the aim of achieving inclusive, sustainable, intelligent growth and finding a 
way to create new jobs.

The current economic situation was forcing the international community to seek solutions 
to the most immediate problems relating to the acute economic crisis. In response to this 
situation, the G20 had committed to seeking ways to prevent a crisis of such magnitude 
from recurring. 

In this regard, Mrs Muñiz said that EU political decisions were often taken with 
insufficient flexibility and speed. The EU was also confronted with a trend towards 
nationalism in the Member States at a time of public disillusionment, as evidenced by the 
various opposition party victories in many European countries.

She pointed out that the EP had played an important role by developing the legislative 
package designed to strengthen EU economic governance and prevent future crises. The 
new legislation consolidated the EC’s supervisory role with a view to preventing
excessive debt and deficits from an early stage. More specific indicators had also been 
introduced so as to pinpoint the greatest imbalances. The system was equipped with 
legislative instruments to make it easier to impose penalties for failing to adhere to fiscal 
discipline and also made provision for strict budget-verification rules.

The European Council of 8-9 December 2011 had approved a series of measures to 
develop a draft international agreement on a stability union. The EP had adopted a 
resolution stating that a monetary union could become a true economic and budgetary 
union only on the basis of the EU method.

All these measures approved over the previous few months further demonstrated that a 
fragmented response was insufficient. Europe could overcome the crisis only by acting in 
unison. Regardless of the current distribution of political power, the vast majority of 
European countries were aware of the need not only to coordinate their policies and 
create more synergies but also to strengthen European integration in the various areas of 
economic governance. Mrs Muñiz pointed out in this regard that a new intergovernmental 
treaty was envisaged with the aim of strengthening economic governance and discipline 
in the euro zone and establishing economic penalties for countries that did not implement 
the so-called “golden rule”, i.e. establish deficit limits in their constitutions. In order to 
reduce unemployment, a European learning plan was under development to forestall 
social dumping and promote cross-border mobility. 

She also highlighted fiscal convergence, which was a topic of particular importance since 
despite many years of European construction there was still no convergence on the 
amount of tax levied on companies.

Lastly, she referred to a loss of public faith in politicians and institutions and the need to 
re-establish a joint dialogue.

Senator Jovino Novoa (UDI) referred to the economic growth Chile had experienced in 
recent years. Despite this, and notwithstanding excellent macroeconomic results, there 
were still significant challenges such as poverty and the unequal distribution of wealth, 
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which had not improved despite economic growth. However, access to secondary and 
higher education had improved.  

He pointed out that a study published recently by the OECD had confirmed that fiscal 
policy did not help to mitigate inequality. What did help was education, growth and jobs.
With this in mind, Chile had significantly increased funds for education in the 2012 
budget to 60 billion USD, equivalent to 23% of GDP.

When the budget was being drawn up, growth for 2012 had been estimated at 5% of 
GDP. Nonetheless, at the beginning of 2012 it was clear that due to the global economic 
crisis and the decrease in the price of copper, Chile’s economic growth had slowed more 
than expected to around 4%. This estimate could vary according to the economic 
situation in Europe and Asia. Senator Novoa pointed out in this regard that the 
government had put in place counter-cyclical measures to address a potentially greater 
crisis.

The debate currently underway in Chile was linked to a possible tax increase to fund 
education. At the same time, he emphasised that the economic situation in Chile was very 
positive, as Chile was a creditor rather than a debtor nation. With regard to the structural 
deficit, he said that the government’s goal was to achieve a target of 1% by 2014.

Senator Jorge Pizarro (PDC) spoke about the political and social situation in Chile. He 
said that although in economic terms the situation in Chile was very positive, the public 
did not perceive it as such. Economic growth alone was not sufficient to create political 
and social stability. 

He pointed out that Chile played a significant role in the various integration processes 
underway in Latin America, such as UNASUR and CELAC. It was possible, however, 
that in 2012 and 2013 problems with neighbouring countries could increase, particularly 
with Peru which was taking legal action against Chile in The Hague, and with Bolivia 
due to the issue of access to the sea. He said that these two factors would determine 
Chilean foreign policy over the coming years.

Senator Pizarro then referred to the social movements in Chile which went far beyond a 
few student demands and were reflected in the rather low levels of government 
popularity, leading to concerns about democratic stability. The opposition, the political 
parties and institutions that had traditionally supported Chilean society, such as the 
Catholic Church, were in the same situation.

The greatest challenge for the Chilean government was to implement the reforms it had 
included in its electoral manifesto but which had not been implemented in two years of 
government. The key challenge for Chilean society was to achieve optimum levels of 
social equality and wealth distribution. To this end, significant progress would need to be 
made in the fields of employment, healthcare and, above all, education, where the main 
challenge was to improve public education.

Senator Pizarro also highlighted the need to implement political reforms and so increase 
public participation. These reforms would entail a system of decentralisation and power 
transfers to local government. Another major issue was the reform of electoral law in 
order to change the binominal system, thereby fostering greater political 
representativeness. 
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Lastly, he referred to the ongoing debate on tax reform, arguing that all the current 
challenges in Chile required permanent expenditure, and that permanent resources were 
therefore needed. 

He concluded by emphasising that the greatest political challenge for 2012 both for the 
government and the opposition was the local elections in October, the results of which
would be crucial for the parliamentary elections in 2013.

Speakers: Gustavo Hasbún, MP, Senator Eugenio Tuma, Senator Isabel Allende, António 
Correia de Campos, Senator Alberto Espina, and Pablo Lorenzini, MP

5. Evolution clause

Rapporteur for the EP delegation: António Correia de Campos (S&D, PT)

Rapporteur for the Chilean delegation: Issa Kort, MP (UDI)

The rapporteur for the EP delegation, António Correia de Campos, expressed a certain 
amount of pessimism regarding the evolution clause (Article 74 of the Association 
Agreement), which states that during the third year after the Agreement has come into
force, the Parties should assess the pattern of trade in agricultural products and processed 
agricultural products, and the particular sensitivities of such products on both sides. The 
Association Committee had examined all the products and the possibility of improving 
liberalisation of trade in agricultural products on a reciprocal basis. He emphasised that 
the main reason why progress had not been made under the evolution clause was the 
highly sensitive nature of the products concerned. Although the current economic crisis 
did not favour progress in that area due to the extreme sensitivity of the products
concerned, the subject could still be examined with a view to including other products 
and services. In this context, he emphasised the EU’s wish to enhance international 
cooperation in the field of financial investments in order to counterbalance the massive 
influx of Chinese companies into Europe and Latin America.

The rapporteur for the Chilean delegation, Issa Kort, MP (UDI), said that since the 
Association Agreement had come into force in 2003, it had become not only a tool for 
trade but also a valuable follow-up mechanism in terms of bilateral relations. The 
evolution clause (Article 74 of the AA) was a sensitive and crucial issue for Chile, which 
had made various attempts since 2006 to increase trade through the Article. He pointed 
out, however, that such an increase would need to take place as part of a proper 
assessment for both parties and to the benefit of all. 

By means of the evolution clause, Chile had requested better access to European markets 
for some of its agricultural products, processed agricultural products and fish. Many 
Chilean products were not currently covered by the Association Agreement, such as 
high-quality olive oil and pear-, grape- and apple-juice. Chile also wished to increase its 
export quotas for certain other products which were included in the Association 
Agreement, mainly beef and veal, hake and smoked salmon. 

Given that both the EU and Chile had reiterated their commitment to continue to develop 
bilateral relations with regard to trade, Mr Kort encouraged both parties to take the 
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necessary steps to open negotiations with a view to eliminating the remaining obstacles to 
bilateral trade.

6. Protection of personal data and consolidation of financial debt

Rapporteur for the EP delegation: Renate Weber (ALDE, RO)

Rapporteur for the Chilean delegation: Senator Eugenio Tuma (PPD)

Renate Weber said that European legislation in the field of data protection was among the 
most advanced in the world, despite a lack of specific provisions covering all areas of 
activity. The area was governed by a directive dating from 1995, which was essentially 
founded on three basic principles: transparency (entities collecting data must inform the 
data subject of their identity and the purpose of data processing), legitimate purpose and 
proportionality. This legislation was applicable to all areas including the banking system. 
The directive was undergoing revision and was expected to be the subject of intense 
debate.

The directive also created a specific body, the European Data Protection Supervisor, to 
oversee all the proposals concerning the compilation and use of data and to check 
compliance with the directive. In this context, Mrs Weber pointed out that the EU 
sometimes encountered problems with other countries, as in the case of the SWIFT 
Agreement with the USA, which was intended to consolidate anti-terrorism measures but
was voted down by the EP as it did not comply with European data protection legislation.

Mrs Weber went on to say that a regulation was currently under discussion with a view to 
creating a protection order for European accounts and so facilitate civil and commercial 
debt recovery. Such protection would allow data to be obtained in order to prevent the 
transfer of funds to indebted bodies in the EU. The objective would be to force banks to 
reveal the existence of any accounts in a debtor’s name. The European Data Protection 
Supervisor believed that the proposal lay within the legal framework.

Lastly, she referred to the global initiative by the Council of Europe on the automatic 
processing of personal data, which was based on an OECD draft and was open to all 
countries worldwide. The instrument was based on the following principles: subjects had 
to be informed that their data were being compiled, and be provided with information on 
the identity of the controller and on the purpose and goal of compilation; the authority 
had to have received the subjects’ consent; data storage requirements; and the ability to 
amend incorrect data. 

The rapporteur for the Chilean delegation, Senator Eugenio Tuma (PPD), referred first of 
all to credit in Chile, which had become more widely available in recent years to an 
increasing percentage of the population. Currently 60% of households held some kind of 
debt and 70% of these debts related to consumer goods.

He pointed out in this context that the commercial information industry had made rapid 
progress in the private sector while development in the public sector had been 
considerably slower and far less efficient. Although legislation was in place to protect 
individuals, no such legislation existed to protect small and medium-sized companies. 
Banks began to provide lenders with commercial information in the early 20th century, 
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when businesses which lent money to other traders would draw up weekly lists with the 
names of traders who had failed to fulfil their obligations. In the early 20th century, the 
Santiago Chamber of Commerce received an order to continue compiling data on debtors 
and to publish those data each week. The Association of Chilean Banks (Asociación de 
los bancos chilenos) also played a significant role in compiling and disseminating data on 
debtors. In the 1990s, a law was adopted (currently still in force) on the protection of 
privacy, which governed the processing of personal data and safeguarded fundamental 
rights. The law also enshrined the right of individuals to be informed of the purpose and 
use to which their personal data would be put. Amendments had recently been made to 
the legislation, for example outlawing information regarding late payments by the 
unemployed.

Senator Tuma went on to say that Chile currently had no systematic legislation or 
specialist public institution: there were only private agencies which were not properly 
regulated. Similarly, the information published was only partial (the extent of payment 
delays was unknown as were the other circumstances). He therefore believed that the 
country needed to adopt comprehensive legislation bringing together all the necessary 
information so as to determine the degree of non-compliance by the data subject, thus 
enabling the person in question to amend incorrect data and restricting the commercial 
use of information concerning both natural and legal persons. In this context, he 
highlighted the imbalance between the development of the industry, the need to be aware 
of the information and people’s right to personal data protection.

Speaker: Senator Jorge Pizarro

13.00 – 14.30 Lunch provided in honour of the Chilean delegation

7. Renewable energy and energy security: a common shared challenge

Rapporteur for the EP delegation: Pablo Zalba Bidegain (EPP, ES)

Rapporteur for the Chilean delegation: Senator Isabel Allende (PS)
Clemira Pacheco, MP (PS)

The rapporteur for the EP delegation, Pablo Zalba Bidegain (EPP, ES), highlighted the 
importance of maximising cooperation between the EU and Chile in the field of 
renewable energy, as this was crucial to improving the competitiveness of the countries 
involved. The key issues in this regard were the diversification of energy sources, the 
security of those sources, and energy production costs. Another issue requiring 
consideration was interconnection as a key factor in maximising the potential of 
renewable energy.

He pointed out that the EU had its 2020 objective: 20% of the energy used in 2020 should 
come from renewable sources. The Danish Presidency proposed reducing the cost of 
renewable energy production, emphasising the need to increase cooperation between the 
public and private sectors and to improve efficiency, savings and funding.

Mr Zalba Bidegain emphasised that renewable energy was a key factor in economic 
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development and a source of job creation. It also motivated the non-renewable energy 
sector to improve research and maximise development. The increase in renewable energy 
production also went hand in hand with a clear decrease in the cost of conventional 
energy due to reduced demand. Taking into account the production costs of renewable 
energy, he believed that the commitment to a common market was key. He pointed out in 
this regard that the Association Agreements should serve as a basis for the development 
of cooperation with third countries. In the case of the Association Agreement between the 
EU and Chile, it was Article 22 that constituted the basis for increasing cooperation.

Senator Isabel Allende (PS) pointed out that the Chilean energy sector was entirely 
owned by three private companies, with two interconnected systems generating 98% of 
the energy. The majority of production (62%) was based on coal, oil and gas. 
Hydroelectric energy accounted for 35%, while renewable energy represented just 3%. 
These figures demonstrated the clear trend in Chile towards carbonisation with its 
inherent negative consequences (CO2 emissions, reliance on imported fuel, and a high 
degree of vulnerability).

She also said that Chile still had no legislative framework to address these challenges. At
the government’s behest, a technical parliamentary and citizens’ committee had been set 
up to study possible ways of reducing the “carbonisation” of the Chilean electricity grid.

This situation showed that the Chilean energy problem was not a neutral issue that would 
solve itself. Senator Allende believed that, on the contrary, the State should play a key 
role in creating a diversified grid, especially because although the cost of conventional 
energy was rising, the cost of renewable energy was falling.

She went on to refer to the 2020 project, currently being discussed by the Chamber of 
Deputies, which involved achieving a target of 20% renewable energy in the Chilean 
electricity grid by 2020. She believed in this connection that Chile should make the most 
of its great potential to produce renewable energy (wind energy and hydro-energy). 

Clemira Pacheco, MP (PS), said that in some communities (such as the Bío-Bío region) it 
was difficult to reconcile progress with environmental protection and inhabitants’ 
fundamental rights. She pointed out in this regard that Chile had the capacity to maximise 
production of hydroelectric energy. However, recent hydroelectric projects (in the Aysén
region) had not met with public support due to their huge environmental impact, which 
was why most of the energy produced in Chile came from thermoelectric power stations.

She reiterated that Chile did not have a clear policy and therefore needed to adopt a clear, 
strict energy policy as soon as possible which would allow the development of energy 
sources not currently in use (wind and tidal energy) and guarantee the necessary 
standards. The new policies would also need to take account of the fact that by 2020 
Chile’s energy requirements would have doubled.

Speakers: Vladko Panayotov, Francisco Sosa Wagner, Senator Jorge Pizarro, and 
Gustavo Hasbún, MP

8. Presentation by the European Commission regarding negotiations over the 
Agreement between the European Union and the Republic of Chile on the 
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conclusion of the Understanding concerning the conservation of swordfish stocks in 
the South-Eastern Pacific Ocean

The European Commission’s representative, Roberto Cesari (DG MARE), said that in 
the European Commission’s view, the negotiations had been a success. It had been 
possible to initial a memorandum of understanding concerning swordfish stocks in the 
South-Eastern Pacific Ocean and a technical annex had also been negotiated. The EC and 
its Chilean counterpart were currently studying ways in which the Agreement could be 
implemented. At the final stage – ratification –participation by the Council and both 
parliaments (the EP and the Chilean Congress) would be required. 

He reiterated that no swordfish conservation measures existed in Chile as, despite all the 
efforts that had been made, the InterAmerican Tuna Commission had been unable to 
establish measures in this regard.

Speaker: HE Carlos Appelgren

9. Cooperation between the EU and Chile in multinational forums concerned with the 
fight against drug trafficking and organised crime

Rapporteur for the EP delegation: Agustín Díaz de Mera Consuegra (EPP, ES)

Rapporteur for the Chilean delegation:  Rosauro Martínez, MP (RN)

Agustín Díaz de Mera Consuegra, MP, began by quoting the data published recently by 
the UN Office on Drugs, which estimated that between 155 and 250 million people 
worldwide had consumed illegal substances at least once in 2008, with the main 
consumers of drugs being the USA and the EU. Due to increasing globalisation, 
drug-trafficking organisations had been able to carry out wholly criminal activities on a 
transnational basis, becoming a social and economic threat in the countries of origin, 
transit and destination, as well as a threat to public health and security.

With regard to the situation in Latin America, he pointed out that in some countries, such 
as Bolivia, drug use was part of the indigenous populations’ way of life. Regrettably, 
coca cultivation was in many cases linked to poverty, as planting coca was often the 
farmers’ only means of survival. Despite substantial efforts by the Colombian 
government, Colombia was still the world’s main coca producer. Peru and Bolivia were 
the second and third, respectively.

An additional problem was noted in transit countries – the violence associated with drug 
trafficking. Although Chile was not a large producer of drugs, it was a point of transit for 
large shipments of cocaine originating mainly from Colombia. Chile was also the second 
largest consumer of marijuana and cocaine in South America. Chile faced a very difficult 
task in fighting drug trafficking, mainly due to the complex geography of its border areas. 
In this context, Mr Díaz de Mera Consuegra welcomed the measures taken by Chile to 
reduce drug consumption, improve treatment for addiction and fight drug trafficking, 
particularly in the north of the country.

The EU’s role in the drug-trafficking chain was that of "consumer", as the world’s 
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second-largest market for cocaine. According to the European Monitoring Centre for 
Drugs and Drug Addiction, the most popular drug in Europe was cannabis. 
Amphetamines and ecstasy were also consumed in Europe on a regular basis. 

In this regard, he stressed the need for coordination in the fight against this phenomenon 
between the countries of production, transit and consumption, as production and 
marketing were intrinsically linked with demand. 

Although the USA was the main “investor” in the fight against drug trafficking in Latin 
America, the EU was playing an increasingly important part. The EU’s approach to 
controlling drugs was based on the principles established by the UN in 1998 and 
recognised that the fight against drug trafficking required international, multilateral 
approaches based on shared responsibility. The EU had two main objectives: to reach 
high levels of health protection and to ensure a high degree of public security.

As regards cooperation between the EU and Chile, Mr Díaz de Mera Consuegra said that, 
under Article 47 of the AA, both parties were committed to coordinating their efforts to 
reduce production, trade, illicit consumption and the laundering of profits from 
trafficking, and to fight drug-related organised crime. This cooperation included various 
specific projects such as rehabilitation and reinsertion programmes for drug addicts, study 
programmes, etc.

As this problem was global and multifaceted in nature, with a direct impact on the 
economy, health and national security, a common worldwide strategy in this area would 
help to coordinate efforts and combine different methods of fighting drug trafficking in a 
far more effective manner.

Rosauro Martínez, MP, emphasised that drug consumption in Europe was extremely 
high. Furthermore, in Latin America around 150 thousand hectares had been used for 
coca crops in 2010 (Colombia, Peru and Bolivia). In this context, various bilateral and 
bi-regional mechanisms had been created, amongst which Mrs Martínez highlighted the 
Mechanism for Coordination and Cooperation on Drug-related Matters between the EU 
and Chile, as well as the cooperation programme between the EU and Latin America, 
whose objective was to increase the powers of the relevant authorities and promote 
policies to fight drug trafficking. 

The Mechanism for Coordination and Cooperation on Drug-related Matters between the 
EU and Latin America and the Caribbean was proposed by the European Council in 1995
with the aim of developing policies to fight drug trafficking, to help strengthen 
institutions and to improve information systems in the regions. To this end, new goals 
had been added, such as reducing demand, alternative development, fighting money 
laundering, and maritime cooperation. 

The need to extend cooperation to fight not only drug trafficking but also transnational 
organised crime - including arms trafficking, money laundering and corruption - had been
reiterated at the 2010 Summit. At the last meeting, held in 2011 in Bogotá, the need to 
approach the problem on the basis of the principle of common and shared responsibility 
had been reaffirmed. 

The aim of the cooperation programme between the EU and Latin America on 
drug-related matters was to increase the powers of the relevant authorities and promote 
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policies to fight drugs at every stage, including the consolidation of the coordination 
mechanism by means of political support; consolidation of national drugs observatories; 
capacity-building; and capacity-building to reduce supply. 

Mr Martínez said that the greatest challenges faced by Chile included drug trafficking to 
Europe and the USA; money laundering; arms trafficking mainly linked to the demand 
for small weapons among drug traffickers; trafficking in human beings – according to 
Interpol, Chile had become a destination for such trafficking; and the fight against 
transnational organised crime, as recently bolstered by the Plan Frontera Norte (northern 
border plan).

Mr Martínez ended his speech by emphasising that the only way to fight the phenomenon 
was through coordinated cooperation between the various countries and bodies
concerned.

Speakers: Belén Martínez Carbonell, Pedro Araya, MP, and Senator Eugenio Tuma

10. Presentation by the Chilean delegation concerning the “Law Evaluation” 
programme, carried out jointly with the OECD

Rapporteur for the Chilean delegation: Pablo Lorenzini, MP (DC)

Pablo Lorenzini, MP, said that in 2011 a special unit known as the “Law Evaluation 
Department” and comprising MPs from all political groups had been created within the 
Chilean Chamber of Deputies. The unit had instigated cooperation with the OECD by 
signing a cooperation agreement. The aim of the group was to assess whether the goals set 
by the various adopted national laws had been met.

The OECD’s representative then presented the recommendations in three areas: the 
institutional landscape, methodology and matters of governance.

Speakers: Senator Isabel Allende and António Correia de Campos

11. Presentation by the Chilean delegation concerning education

Rapporteur for the Chilean delegation: Guillermo Tellier, MP (PC)

Guillermo Tellier, MP, said that the debate on education had gone beyond its specific 
subject to encompass a wider range of political, social and economic areas in Chile, e.g. 
the reform of the binominal electoral system. The education system was rejected for the 
following four reasons: the system was unfair and discriminatory; it was segregated; it 
lacked quality; and it was market-based and therefore profit-making. The following 
subjects, linked to the education sector, had also been debated at national level: 
inequality, actual citizen participation, the representativeness of institutional structures, a 
lack of social inclusiveness and market primacy.

In 2011, both parties had made significant efforts to reach an agreement through 
dialogue. Nonetheless, Mr Tellier said that an opportunity had been lost due to the 
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creation of an ideological barrier in relation to two sensitive issues for the education 
community: free education for 70% of young people with the lowest economic resources 
and the creation of a transitional fund for state-run primary education at local level in 
order to mitigate the damage to the public sector when compared with the subsidised 
private sector.

In this regard, he emphasised that it was institutional structures as a whole that were 
being called into question by the public. He therefore felt it necessary to consider a 
reform of the education system to reflect social expectations, with public involvement to 
legitimise the changes. By way of example, he referred to higher education, emphasising 
that the general considerations also applied to the education system as a whole. The 
students were asking for free education for 70% of those enrolled, which would enable 
young people from the least privileged social classes to attend university. As regards
student debt, he pointed out that a draft act was under discussion to reduce interest rates 
on student loans to 2% (the current rate was 6%).

Any substantive change to the education system with the aim of promoting public 
policies to guarantee equality, inclusion and social justice would require a new state with 
the ability to play a dominant role both in the public and private education systems. Tax 
reforms would be necessary in order to build a high-quality, inclusive and 
solidarity-based education system. 

He also believed that progress in terms of coverage was insufficient without progress in
terms of quality. A systemic, structural reform was required, based on two priorities: 
strengthening the public system and regulating the private higher education system. 

The most urgent tasks in this connection were as follows: institutional funding through 
the creation of a universities fund; free enrolment; equal access to public universities; and 
regulation and monitoring of the higher education system. 

Participant: Ana Miranda

12. Presentation by the Chilean delegation concerning CELAC (objectives of the 
Chilean presidency)

Rapporteur for the Chilean delegation: HE Carlos Appelgren

HE Carlos Appelgren pointed out that the Community of Latin American and Caribbean 
States (CELAC) had been created on 3 December 2011 at the Caracas Summit, merging 
the Rio Group with the EU-LAC Summit. At that meeting, the following six priority axes
had been approved for implementation by CELAC: development, energy and the 
environment, finance, natural disasters and migration. Meetings were also held with the 
vehicles for regional and subregional integration.

The first CELAC presidency, held by Chile, would comprise a troika of Chile, Venezuela 
and Cuba as the next holder of the presidency. CELAC was conceived as a body focusing 
on human rights and promoting plurality and diversity. CELAC was also formed as a 
vehicle for dialogue with other countries and regions. Mr Appelgren pointed out in this 
regard that the first meeting of CELAC representatives had decided that the next Summit
with the EU would be held in January 2013. 
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Chile, as holder of the rotating CELAC presidency, felt that the most important objective 
was to enhance the EU-CELAC bi-regional Strategic Association, create new content, 
and reaffirm that the two regions shared the same values and principles. In this regard, 
Chile wished to promote an ambitious agenda showing its concern for topics of great 
interest, such as economic growth, creating opportunities, reducing poverty and 
protecting the environment. The main theme of the Summit, “Alliance for Sustainable 
Development: Promoting Investment with Social and Environmental Quality” also lay 
within this framework. The aim was to increase and diversify investment in both regions, 
extend participation by the countries concerned, facilitate conditions for companies, and 
increase investment in clean, renewable energy. Chile also wished to work towards 
enhancing the representation of Latin American capitals in Europe.

It was hoped that the Summit would result in a Santiago Declaration, a new Action Plan 
to follow on from the Madrid Action Plan, a statistical compendium on EU-CELAC 
migration, the signing of the Articles of Agreement of the EU-LAC Foundation, and the 
start of negotiations over an EU-Latin American Agreement on social security.

Mr Appelgren concluded by reiterating that parliamentary participation was of special 
interest for Chile, in particular the Euro-Latin American Parliamentary Assembly 
(EUROLAT), which would meet just a few days before the Summit and whose results
would be submitted to the Heads of State and Government.

13. Other business

There was no other business.

14.  Date and place of next meeting

The next meeting would be held in Chile in the second half of 2012.   

15. Consideration and approval of the Joint Declaration

The Joint Declaration was approved.

The meeting closed at 18.00.
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