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Pat the Cope Gallagher (ALDE) and Carmen Fraga Estévez (PPE)

Subject: Agreement between the EU and Chile on the conservation of swordfish stocks in the 
south-eastern Pacific

Following a complaint brought by ANAPA, the Commission carried out an investigation, pursuant to 
Council Regulation No 3286/94, into Chilean practices resulting in denial of access to that country’s 
ports to vessels fishing for swordfish in the south-eastern Pacific. The report arising from this 
investigation concluded that these practices were inconsistent with Article V of the GATT agreement. 
The Commission initiated a WTO dispute settlement procedure against Chile. In parallel, both the EU 
and Chile submitted a case to ITLOS involving a dispute over the conservation and sustainable 
exploitation of swordfish stocks in the south-eastern Pacific, which was withdrawn by both sides in 
2008.

The Commission’s strategy was to withdraw the WTO case following the formal conclusion of an 
understanding between the EU and Chile. However, it had already withdrawn the court case without 
waiting for the outcome of the consent procedure. Parliament’s Committee on Fisheries (PECH) 
withheld agreement to the proposed text for a understanding with Chile.

In its report, PECH invited the Commission, in its draft recommendation, to come up with alternative 
options, including the resumption of diplomatic and legal pressure of whatever kind on Chile to urge it 
to comply with international law.

– Why did the Commission deliberately deprive the EU of its leverage vis-à-vis the Chilean 
authorities when it withdrew the WTO case?

– What is the state of play regarding the negotiations with Chile?

– Is the Commission still working on the prerequisites specified by Parliament in its draft 
recommendation, and if so, what are the Commission’s alternative options?

– Did the Commission change its strategy regarding negotiations with Chile on the grounds that 
Chile remains unwilling to sign an agreement which would be beneficial to both sides, i.e. the EU 
and Chile?


