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Summary

The Conference which will bring together representatives of the Latin American Parliament 
(Parlatino) and of the European Parliament, scheduled for 14-17 June 2005 in Lima, provides an 
opportunity to evaluate the development of dialogue between the two continents, thirty years 
after regular interparliamentary contact was first given an institutional framework.

This analysis focuses mainly on the institutional characteristics of the two main participants. It 
goes on to examine the scope of the dialogue and the implementation of agreements reached at 
Conferences, which have had considerable influence on cooperation between the two regions. 
This note focuses on two main areas:

- the first deals with policy, in particular peace, democracy, human rights, globalisation, and the 
fight against terrorism and drug trafficking;

- the second concerns the development of relations between the two regions and their economic 
component parts, namely trade, external debt, investments and development aid.

The last part of the analysis deals with one of the most ambitious processes of change for the 
future: ‘new regionalism’ and the relaunching of regional integration, which currently enjoy a 
significant parliamentary dimension. The creation or consolidation of ‘integration parliaments’ 
(Parlatino, Parlacen, the EU-Mercosur Joint Parliamentary Committee and Parlandino) and the 
emergence of channels for sub-regional interparliamentary dialogue necessitate a redefinition of 
the content and objectives of such dialogue, and open up hitherto non-existent possibilities of 
cooperation. Their efforts have opened new horizons in terms of greater integration between the 
two continents through association agreements and free trade. Since 1994, EU trade policy has 
set in motion developments of great importance, partly due to the progress made on integration, 
broadening Latin American markets, and to the increase in exports and European investment. In 
this briefing note, the agreements already in existence between the EU and Latin America (with 
Mexico and Chile, as well as the agreements of December 1993 with Central American countries 
and those of the Andean Community) are reviewed, as is the state of negotiations with 
Mercosur1.

The emergence of new areas of cooperation provides interparliamentary dialogue and 
cooperation with much firmer foundations, opening the way to greater effectiveness and the 
prospect of more practical results than in the past. The conclusions of the Summits in Rio 
(June 1999) Madrid (May 2002) and Guadalajara (May 2004) demonstrated the importance of 
dialogue, highlighting the need for the two regions to be involved in a strategic global 
partnership. The conclusions could be put into practice in the near future thanks to a 
strengthening of new forms of interparliamentary dialogue.

  
1 See annex III.
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EU-LATIN AMERICA INTERPARLIAMENTARY COOPERATION

1. Latin America (in the ‘Far West’) and Europe share profound historical and cultural bonds 
strengthened by common principles and values. The EU is in fact now the largest donor and 
foreign investor in Latin America and its second largest commercial partner.

2. The interparliamentary conference in Lima, which coincides with 31 years of uninterrupted 
dialogue and interparliamentary cooperation between the European Parliament and  the Latin 
American Parliament (Parlatino), provides an opportunity to assess the development and 
impact of the dialogue between the two regions. The fact that relations between the two 
partners need to be even closer means that this assessment is particularly timely. 

Previous Conferences were held in Bogota (July 1974), Luxembourg (November 1975), 
Mexico City (July 1977), Rome (February 1979), Bogota (January 1981), Brussels (June 
1983), Brasilia (June 1985), Lisbon (June 1987), San José de Costa Rica (January/February 
1989), Seville (April 1991), Sao Paulo (May 1993), Brussels (June 1995), Caracas (May 
1997), Brussels (March 1999), Santiago (April 2001) and Brussels (May 2003). These 
meetings have been dominated, to a greater or lesser extent, by political matters, economics 
and issues related to cooperation at the level of the social, educational, cultural, scientific, 
technological and environmental sectors.

3. The Madrid Summit of May 2002, held under the Spanish Presidency, which brought 
together Heads of State and Government from the EU and Latin America, adopted ‘Political 
Declarations’ that made up the ‘Madrid commitment’, a commitment to a strategic 
partnership between the two regions on policy, the economy and cooperation along the lines 
agreed at the Rio Summit of June 1999, a summit which pioneered affirmation of the 
principles, objectives and priorities of the EU-Latin American partnership. These 
declarations are echoed in a document of around 100 paragraphs on ‘common values’ shared 
by the two continents: particular emphasis is given to a similar view of international 
relations. The main points mentioned in the debates and declarations are terrorism, the 
consolidation of the rule of law, democracy and human rights, cooperation in social, cultural 
and scientific affairs, the fight against drug trafficking and a commitment to multilateralism 
and trade.

4. On 26 September 2002, the European Parliament adopted a resolution on Mercosur in which 
it called on the Council and the Commission to ensure that the new objectives and priorities 
regarding Latin America were properly reflected in the financial resources made available 
under the Community budget. The resolution also envisages the setting up of even larger 
free-trade areas between the EU and Latin American states1. Understanding the importance 
of the Guadalajara Summit to the future of EU-Latin American relations, the Members of the 
European and Latin American Parliaments met in Puebla (Mexico) in March 2004 to prepare 
proposals for the above Summit.

The Puebla Declaration of 19 March 2004 urged representatives of the European and Latin 
American governments to:

  
1 OJ C 273, 14.11.2003, p. 201-293 E.
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− set up EU-Latin American institutional mechanisms (a transatlantic EU-Latin 
American Assembly with a permanent secretariat);

− develop an EU-Latin American Charter for peace and security;

− extend the biregional political Agenda

− continue negotiations with a view to signing association agreements between the EU 
and its partners in Mercosur, the Andean Community (CAN) and Central America, in 
preparation for a global EU-Latin American agreement;

− develop the EU-Latin America cooperation policy by means of a biregional Solidarity 
Fund, considered to be essential for social cohesion;

− support the regional integration process in Latin America;

− seek constructive and effective dialogue on immigration.

5. The Guadalajara Summit in Mexico, held on 28 and 29 May 2004, was the first to be held 
with the EU-25. Altogether 58 countries (nearly 1/3 of the nations of the world) were 
represented at the highest level. The objectives of the meeting were to promote joint 
consolidation of democracy, social cohesion and regional integration in Latin America. The 
participants stressed:

− multilateralism (support for the UN, disarmament, governance, the war on terrorism, 
on drug trafficking, organised crime, etc.);

− social cohesion (the struggle against social exclusion by means of effective social 
policies, increased funding and exchanging experiences particularly under the 
EUROsociAL programme)1;

− biregional relations (encouraging continued EU-Mercosur negotiations, trade 
liberalisation, a just and lasting solution to the debt problem, support for regional 
integration, effective resource allocation for biregional cooperation, increasing 
initiatives in the fields of education, culture, science and technology).

6. From past experience, it can be noted that the role of the principal players in the dialogue, 
namely the European Parliament and Parlatino, and the experience gained at 
Interparliamentary Conferences, through which dialogue and cooperation between those 
elected in the two regions have generally been channelled, largely determine their impact 
and scope. This study also examines the follow-up and implementation of the agreements 
on biregional relations reached by the Conferences, identifying the problems that have 
limited their impact, and then examines the content and the agenda of interparliamentary 
dialogue, which has focused on two main areas. The first concerns political issues, centred 
on safeguarding peace, reinforcing democracy and respect for human rights; 

  
1 The EUROsociAL programme, with a budget of EUR 30 million, aims to develop public administration networks 
to facilitate the transfer of experience and good practice by defining and implementing social policies
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The second has been to foster biregional relations, and specifically their economic 
components, namely trade, external debt, investment, and development aid. In both cases, 
the review seeks to put the debates held in and agreements adopted by the Conference into 
context, with a brief analysis of the regional and international background. 

The final section concentrates on one of the most important processes of change for the 
future of EU-Latin America relations and of interparliamentary dialogue itself, namely 
‘new regionalism’ and the relaunching of regional integration, which at the present time 
enjoy a significant parliamentary dimension. The creation or consolidation of ‘integration 
parliaments’, in particular the Central American Parliament (Parlacen), the Andean 
Parliament (Parlandino) and the Mercosur Joint Parliamentary Committee, coupled with 
the setting up of sub-regional interparliamentary dialogue, necessitate a redefinition of the 
content and goals of such EU-Latin American dialogue, and open up hitherto non-existent 
opportunities for cooperation.

7. Subsequent to the 2004 elections, the European Parliament, on the basis of developments in 
EU-Latin America relations, created five delegations for relations with the sub-continent: 
the Delegation to the EU-Mexico Joint Parliamentary Committee, Delegation to the EU-
Chile Joint Parliamentary Committee, Delegation for relations with the countries of Central 
America, Delegation for relations with the countries of the Andean Community and the 
Delegation for relations with Mercosur

8. Although the European Parliament and the Parlatino share many features, they are also 
strikingly different as far as their natures and powers are concerned. The Parlatino is a 
unique body for interparliamentary cooperation between states, comprising delegations 
from the national parliaments of the states signatory to its constituent treaty, and it neither 
forms part of nor is associated with any political or economic integration covering the 
entire region. This singular feature constitutes both its strength and its weakness. The 
Parlatino possesses democratic legitimacy, and it provides unparalleled opportunities for 
speaking out in the Latin American context. In the difficult authoritarian context of the 
1970s, these opportunities proved invaluable. In that sense, its association with the 
European Parliament is particularly relevant. However, the Parlatino’s exiguous powers, its 
fundamentally interparliamentary nature, its tardy institutionalisation, the discontinuity of 
its work, its isolation with regard to the current integration process and the fact that it is 
simply unknown as far as civil society and public opinion are concerned mean that its 
activities have very little impact. One paradoxical consequence of the Parlatino’s isolation 
vis-à-vis the integration processes has been the absence of any effective dialogue on the 
role of parliaments in those processes, and the impossibility in practical terms of 
implementing consultation and cooperation on this issue.

9. The European Parliament has, since its inception, formed an integral part of a supranational 
organisation seeking economic and political integration, in which sovereignty is exercised 
on a shared basis by the Member States and the Community bodies. In 1974, when the First 
Interparliamentary Conference took place, the differences between the Parlatino and the 
European Parliament were minimal, given that the latter’s powers were fundamentally 
purely consultative and its members were appointed by their national parliaments. In 
around 30 years, the status of the European Parliament has undergone a number of changes, 
increasing the scope of its powers and enhancing its democratic legitimacy. MEPs have 
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been elected by universal suffrage since 1979. The Treaty of Nice gave shape to the process 
of enlarging the EU and consolidated the European Parliament’s powers by reinforcing its 
legislative control over the other EU bodies. The draft constitutional treaty confirms this 
trend and aims to increase the powers of the EU and of the European Parliament. While 
these developments have contributed to a growing lack of symmetry in its relations with the 
Parlatino, the European Parliament has not succeeded in turning itself into a genuine 
Community colegislator on an equal footing with the Council, and a considerable 
democratic deficit continues to relegate it to a secondary role within the EU’s institutional 
framework. Interparliamentary dialogue, the legislative procedure, the decision-making 
process and the EU’s external action in general have all been impeded by this factor.

10. For the last 31 years, the Interparliamentary Conferences have been the main channel of 
interparliamentary dialogue. They have favoured a unique discussion forum between the 
EU and Latin America, particularly with the establishment of the San José dialogue in 
1984, and they continued to be the only such forum at regional level until the Community 
established dialogue with the Rio Group. Until 1983, these meetings provided a space in 
which solidarity and support could be expressed for the nations of the Southern Cone under 
the heel of military dictatorships, and for the victims of human rights violations. The 
Conferences also became a body for the north-south dialogue encouraged by the ‘Group of 
77’ with the support of reforming circles in Europe. A second phase in the history of the 
Interparliamentary Conference runs from the Sixth to the Tenth Conferences (1983-1991). 
At this stage, the agenda was dominated by the problems of the transition to democracy, the 
Central American crisis, the question of foreign debt, the economic crisis and structural 
adjustment policies, and at the same time the Conferences also fostered closer biregional 
relations, and specifically the San José dialogue and later, the EU-Rio Group dialogue. A 
third stage began in 1991, since which time the Conferences have tackled the problems of 
democratic consolidation, the ending of the conflict in Central America and the whole issue 
of the dynamics of globalisation and regionalisation in both regions. The agenda, moreover, 
has become more variegated and, at the same time, more specific: while embracing new 
subjects such as social development and integration processes, the issues are now dealt with 
in greater depth.

11. One of the most salient characteristics of the interparliamentary cooperation and dialogue 
throughout the period has been a striking lack of symmetry. The agenda has focused on the 
situation in Latin America and, at the last meeting, on global problems, but the EU has been 
the subject of debate only insofar as Community policies and those of Member States have 
affected the region. In years to come, however, there will have to be a change of attitude 
and approach. More and more, those problems which first fired European involvement in 
the region’s affairs belong to the past. But common problems affecting both regions, are 
emerging, such as the effects of globalisation on economic and financial stability, the 
environment and health, and international peace and security. The last two 
Interparliamentary Conferences focused mainly on problems related to globalisation and its 
effects on society, transnational drug-related crime, the role of information in democratic 
systems and international migration. A more symmetrical relationship is required, with both 
parties on an equal footing, in which joint initiatives are launched to tackle global 
problems; merely seeking to encourage and stimulate European involvement in Latin 
American affairs, as has been the practice hitherto, is no longer enough.
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12. From late 1995 on, the relationship entered a new phase, its principal feature being the 
development of new sub-regional interparliamentary dialogues, which take place both 
within the Interparliamentary Conferences themselves and in independent settings. These 
new dialogues have been encouraged by two parallel and interdependent processes, namely 
the relaunching and deepening of regional integration processes both in Latin America and 
the EU, and the strengthening of the parliamentary dimension of these processes, on the one 
hand, and on the other, the renewal of EU relations with Latin America and the Caribbean 
within the framework of the CFSP, from 1994 onwards. Although the EU’s new policy 
forms part of a global scheme, it is seeking to adjust to the new sub-regional integration 
scenario, and is being implemented by agreements, signed with groups of countries 
(Mercosur, Central America and the Andean Community) or with individual countries 
(Mexico and Chile), which include a framework for political dialogue at government and 
senior civil service levels, and provide for the establishment of political dialogue at 
parliamentary level as well.

13. When it comes to assessing the impact and significance of the interparliamentary meetings, 
it is undeniable that they made a remarkable contribution to the rapprochement of Europe 
and Latin America in the 1970s and 1980s, and to reinforcing the links between the two 
regions at political level. Those involved in interparliamentary dialogue on both sides 
believe that support for democracy and for the peace negotiations in Central America 
represent one of the major successes of interparliamentary dialogue and cooperation. 
Indeed, the latter, by means of the Conferences, has also made a major contribution to 
increasing and diversifying EC development cooperation and to the formulation of a 
‘general doctrine’ on relations between the two regions, a doctrine which in many spheres 
actually preceded such relations taking concrete shape. In economic matters, however, the 
proposals regarding access to markets or reduction of the external debt have not produced 
the hoped-for results, thanks to the divergence of the two regions’ interests, the national 
interests at stake, and the high costs involved in making the requisite concessions.

14. Over and above their adopting of political positions, and upholding of certain principles, 
the Conferences have adopted a good number of specific agreements. Nonetheless, the 
extent to which these have actually been carried out is unimpressive and, until recently, 
there was no monitoring or follow-up of these agreements, a fact that has led their 
usefulness to be questioned in various circles. The factors which make it difficult or even 
impossible to follow up and implement these agreements are related to the political and 
legal status of the two Parliaments themselves, and the institutional position of the 
Conferences within the overall framework of relations between the two regions. Although 
the meetings have an important role to play in providing guidelines for the European 
Parliament’s legislative activity and political initiatives vis-à-vis Latin America, the fact is 
that they are on the fringes of biregional relations, and there are no formal links between 
interparliamentary dialogue as such and the forums within which government-level 
institutionalised political dialogue takes place. Some of the problems identified, 
nonetheless, have their origins in the organisation and agenda of the Conferences 
themselves: for many years, the subjects tackled were too broad and too general; the 
preparation of subjects to be debated at Conferences has not always taken account of 
government agendas or the timetable for debates in either House, and the political groups 
have not been involved at the preparation stage. It should also be added that there is no 
monitoring or follow-up of agreements in their totality, nor of specific tasks from one 
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Conference to another. The Valparaiso Conference (2001) underlined the need to step up 
dialogue between Members of the European and Latin American Parliaments, who are the 
legitimate representatives of citizens in the two regions. The Conference also established 
the possibility of setting up permanent interparliamentary mechanisms of cooperation and 
consultation to guarantee the implementation of the Conference’s conclusions. Moreover, 
in its resolution on a global partnership and a common strategy for relations between the 
EU and Latin America1, the European Parliament set out the prospects for biregional 
partnership as well as the objectives of the new common strategy in the political, economic, 
social and cultural spheres, and also called for the setting up of a EU-Latin American 
Transatlantic Assembly.

15. The Interparliamentary Conferences have dedicated a large part of their agendas to 
reviewing the situation of democracy and human rights in Latin America, particularly in 
those countries where fundamental rights were being violated, or democracy was struggling 
to establish itself amidst the problems of the transition from authoritarian regimes. The 
early Conferences provided a major platform for the defence of parliamentary democracy in 
the face of the rise of dictatorships in the 1970s. They contributed to international 
condemnation and isolation of the authoritarian regimes and the condemnation of their 
repressive behaviour and spoke out valiantly in defence of representative democracy, 
universal suffrage and parliamentary rule.

16. The promotion and defence of human rights has been a major topic at each and every one 
of the Interparliamentary Conferences, and a major feature of the work done by the Latin 
American Parliament and the European Parliament. In fact, this issue has been a key one in 
interparliamentary cooperation between the two regions for over 30 years. There have been 
various significant changes over the last 30 years of interparliamentary dialogue in the way 
in which human rights are viewed and what they are deemed to cover, and the Conferences 
have participated fully in this process of change, defining an approach of their own that has 
exercised considerable influence over the whole of relations between the two regions. In the 
early days, interparliamentary cooperation focused on defending fundamental rights and the 
most basic civil and political rights. Later, economic and social rights were added to the 
agenda, and in the past decade, we have seen the emergence of an integrated concept of 
human rights including full acknowledgement of ‘third generation’ rights: labour rights, 
women’s rights and the rights of indigenous peoples. From very early on, the Conferences 
have always demanded that aid be democratically conditional and found that the violation 
of human rights is a matter for international law, and that their defence cannot be blocked 
by invoking ‘non-intervention’. The Conferences have also called for the use of 
international legal instruments to defend and promote social and labour rights.

17. The defence and promotion of democracy and human rights is one of the areas in which 
interparliamentary cooperation has proved most fruitful, a fact reflected by the Latin 
American Parliament’s intense activity in this sphere, and above all the large number of 
resolutions - over 300 - adopted by the European Parliament on this issue. The European 
Parliament has also made use of its budgetary powers to boost specific cooperation items 
on democratisation, and has been very actively involved in the verification of electoral 
procedures, particularly in elections which mark the beginning of a transition process, or in

  
1 OJ C 140, 13.6.02, p. 569 E.
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which the spotlight was on the democratic commitment of specific regimes or political 
figures. The European Parliament has also called on the Council and the Commission to 
ensure that the promotion of democracy is properly reflected in the financial resources 
made available under the Community budget.

18. Interparliamentary cooperation has also stimulated government commitment to human 
rights and democratic principles as the cornerstone of relations between the two regions. In 
fact, many of the principles that have been upheld in governmental forums and cooperation 
agreements had already been fully established thanks to interparliamentary dialogue, and 
could already be viewed as part of the ‘common heritage' of relations between the regions. 
Community development cooperation has the objectives of democratic consolidation by 
action to strengthen the legislature and judiciary, form state institutions and ferment ‘good 
governments’, and support organisations representing civil society.

19. From the mid-1980s, the political agenda started to turn to transition processes and the 
issue of support for peace processes in those areas where war and political-military 
violence constituted the major obstacles to the introduction of democracy. At the earliest 
stages of the transition processes, the Conferences focused on the political content of 
‘democratisation’, but attention very quickly shifted to the relationship between democracy 
and the socio-economic problems caused by the debt crisis and by structural adjustment 
programmes. With regard to the situation in Central America, the Interparliamentary 
Conferences explicitly backed the linking of democracy, peace and development on which 
the Contadora Group and the Esquipulas Peace Agreement initiatives were based. The EU 
and its Member States used institutionalised dialogue and development cooperation to help 
broaden the political scenario which allowed the Esquipulas process to emerge and grow. 
EU-Central American dialogue was also beneficial to the EU itself, bringing about the 
consolidation and development of European Political Cooperation. Both the 
Interparliamentary Conferences and the European Parliament played a significant role in 
this process, pushing the European Community into a political and economic involvement 
with the region.

20. Finally, since the end of the 1980s and throughout the 1990s, the central issue has been an 
assessment of the determining factors and the demands of democratic consolidation and 
governability. Both at this and the preceding stage, the Conferences have helped to hammer 
out a broad concept of democracy which fully incorporates the economic and social 
dimensions of citizenship, and believes that full and legitimate citizenship cannot exist 
without minimum levels of social justice and effective, participative and responsible 
government.

21. Reinforcing democracy and respect for human rights, however, continue to be priorities for 
interparliamentary cooperation and dialogue, for although parliamentary democracy 
appears to have been established throughout the region, and significant progress has been 
made in the area of democratic consolidation, there are countries where the amount of 
consolidation required is still substantial. The outstanding challenges include the genuine 
implementation of the rule of law, the separation and independence of the various state 
authorities, good governance and the fight against corruption, state and government 
accountability to citizens, and the full sovereignty of the civil authorities over the armed 
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forces. No less important is the need to tackle the region’s problematic economic and social 
situation. 

It is the only region in the world which is entirely democratic (with the exception of Cuba), 
but at the same time, it is extremely poor and suffers the greatest inequality in the world. 
45% of the population are stricken with poverty and as long as the basic social inequalities 
are not addressed by the mechanisms of democracy and growth, there will always be social 
discontent. The UNDP1 report of April 2004 on Latin American democracy indicates that 
more than half of Latin Americans would be prepared to accept an authoritarian 
government if it proved to be able to solve their economic problems.

Democratic governability demands that the Latin American democracies achieve a 
legitimacy that will only be attained if the problems of poverty and inequality are 
resolutely dealt with by administrations capable of generating reasonable levels of social 
cohesion. The experience gained through the implementation of the social and political 
policies led by the EU over decades could be extremely useful.

22. The European Parliament believes that only by eliminating poverty and social exclusion, 
and developing effective systems for citizens to participate in the political and economic 
life of their countries, can genuine democratic consolidation be achieved. Moreover, the 
European Parliament stresses the importance of strengthening the bases and foundations of 
the rule of law and, more specifically, the independence of the various branches of state 
authority, including an independent judiciary as the guarantor of respect for civil and 
political rights and the fundamental freedom of citizens. Human rights violations and 
trafficking of arms and drugs are crimes, which can be prosecuted at international level. All 
acts of terrorism, whatever form they may take, are seen as criminal and unjustifiable acts, 
wherever and by whomever they are committed, and the European Parliament stresses the 
need to step up cooperation in the fight against terrorism and international crime.

23. Moreover, it should be pointed out that in the 1990s, democratisation became a far more 
problematic issue thanks to the globalisation process, which is eroding national sovereignty 
and weakening the nation-state as the political space within which representative 
democracy exists and develops. In order to continue to be effective, the concept and 
practice of democracy need to be adjusted to the fact that economics is now a world issue, 
and to the problems posed by an increasingly globalised planet. This demands that the 
shape, role, powers, forms of representation and control, and the decision-making 
procedures of regional and international bodies be redefined, along with their relationship 
to the state and to civil society. In this connection, regional integration processes are taking 
on a fresh lustre and meaning. Integration, although fundamentally economic in content, 
nonetheless has profound political implications and integration processes could provide a 
way of ‘regionalising’ globalisation, and salvaging a certain capacity for regional and 
national governance. Here, the parliamentary bodies involved in integration take on special 
significance, since in both Europe and Latin America, they are the sole instruments that can 
ensure that the integration projects are democratic in character and, against the background 
of globalisation, uphold the ideal of ‘cosmopolitan democracy’, a 'parliamentary diplomacy' 
whereby both the concept and the practice of democracy can recover their content, 

  
1 United Nations Development Programme. 
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legitimacy and effectiveness as a form of government. Moreover, greater parliamentary 
supervision of international organisations (IMF, World Bank, WTO) should be established, 
as their decisions impact on the whole planet.

24. In the 1980s, interparliamentary dialogue and cooperation dedicated considerable energy to 
promoting a peaceful solution to the Central American crisis. The principles on which the 
establishment of stable and lasting peace in this region are to be built, set out by the 
Conferences, were in fact implicitly adumbrating an inchoate doctrine of security based on 
democracy, development and respect for international law. Despite this, the problems of 
peace and security have been almost entirely absent from the interparliamentary agenda, 
and the aforesaid doctrine of security has remained inchoate. This vacuum is particularly 
obvious given the importance of this issue on the post-Cold War, post-September 11, 
international scene, and the fact that a biregional dialogue on security issues has indeed 
begun at government level within the institutionalised meetings between the EU and the 
Rio Group. 

New concepts of security based on democracy and the genuine rule of law are emerging 
both in the EU and Latin America, in recognition of new threats to security, ranging from 
drug trafficking to social problems, and including health and environmental issues, and this 
is reflected in the adoption of measures intended to boost mutual trust, encourage arms 
reduction and arms controls, and set up mechanisms to prevent and peacefully resolve 
conflicts. These issues are sufficiently important to be included at the heart of 
interparliamentary dialogue and cooperation, and if that were not enough, there are 
worrying signs on the regional front, such as the increasing insecurity felt by ordinary 
citizens, the proliferation of light weapons, and the beginnings of an arms build-up in the 
Southern Cone and the Andean region. These situations need to be tackled as soon as 
possible. Furthermore, peace and security are bound up with social and environmental 
problems and with the issue of democratic governability.

25. Throughout their existence, the Interparliamentary Conferences have added their voice to 
the efforts and initiatives made by the European Parliament and the Commission and 
various Member States to raise the profile and deepen the content of relations with Latin 
America. The coalescence of objectives around the issues of peace and democracy has 
increased the pace of political dialogue. Nonetheless, economic relations, particularly trade 
and external debt, have wallowed in a minefield of disagreement, and progress has been 
extremely limited, a state of affairs that reflects the wide divergence of interests and the 
major economic disparities between the two regions. These discrepancies have been more 
obvious at governmental level, but interparliamentary dialogue itself has not escaped their 
effects. The lack of trade concessions and the absence of solutions to the debt problem have 
made development cooperation the major mechanism for supporting political dialogue and 
give concrete form in terms of real action to the two regions’ desire for closer relations. 
Here, as the European Parliament has repeatedly pointed out, there has been a significant 
imbalance between the EU’s political undertakings and the economic content of biregional 
relations. Traditionally, the Community has offered Latin America an ‘aid-not-trade’ type 
of relationship, faithfully reflecting the classic model of North-South relations. This model, 
however, has begun to change with the signing of the new ‘Fourth Generation’ 
Agreements, establishing a new type of ‘association’ between the regions.
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26. During the first EU-Latin American summit in Rio in 1999, the Heads of State and 
Government decided to implement the commitments through the accompanying ‘Priorities 
for Action’. These commitments provide for, amongst others, a strategic biregional 
partnership, involving in particular: political dialogue (strengthening democracy and the 
rule of law and protecting human rights); a balanced liberalisation of trade and financial 
exchange; and cooperation in the areas of culture, science and education. 

With the exception of the ‘temporary and extraordinary’ preferences granted between 1990 
and 1991 to the Andean and Central American countries, throughout the first 25 years of 
interparliamentary dialogue Latin America’s position in the pyramid of Community Trade 
Preferences has remained largely unaltered. In trade matters both governmental and 
interparliamentary dialogue have been dominated by Latin American criticism of 
Community protectionism, particularly in agriculture, thanks to the shortcomings of the 
GSP, the trade arrangements applied to Latin America since 1971, and by recurrent 
demands for the opening up of trade. Such demands were very loud in the 1970s when the 
economic recession provoked the hardening of Community protectionism and a visible 
increase in Latin America’s trade deficit vis-à-vis the European Community. The criticism 
was less vociferous in the following decade, when Latin America’s import strength fell 
sharply as a result of debt. In the 1990s, however, the trade relationship once again became 
unfavourable to Latin America, and the trade deficit with Europe reached a historic high. 
Just as it did 20 years ago, Latin America is now raising the whole issue of ‘balanced 
trade’ as one of its major demands to the EU. Although association agreements are being 
drawn up, regional trade appears to be decreasing1. The Rio Action Plan was updated and 
consolidated at the Second and Third Summits (Madrid and Guadalajara), where the 
biregional partnership process was reiterated, with particular reference to the association 
agreements in force or in the process of negotiation with the countries and regions of Latin 
America.

27. Latin America has been through a very difficult start to the century, characterised by a 
recession which has affected many countries and has led to a form of disenchantment with 
democracy. The Argentinian crisis in 2001 not only showed the economic model to be 
exhausted, but also that political and social difficulties continued to hinder development. 
Nevertheless, the favourable economic results in 2003 and particularly 2004 were 
encouraging. This situation was helped by the upturn in the United States and the revival in 
those Asian countries which need raw materials (primarily China and India). The increase 
in the price of raw materials such as soya (Argentina and Brazil), copper (Peru and Chile) 
or even oil (Venezuela) has considerably benefited the Latin American economies. 
Moreover, the historically low rates of interest in the United States have whetted the 
appetites of international investors for the emerging markets. Devaluation of the dollar has 
also made Latin American exports more competitive.

However, Latin America's gamble on increasing raw material exports, that is, on an 
economy based on sectors with low added value to the detriment of industry, brings with it 
a number of risks. This is all the more so because a possible slowing down of growth in 
China and higher interest rates in America will make repayment of a debt which eats up 

  
1 See annexes V to VII.
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around 40% of export receipts even more painful for countries in the region. For the 
moment, Latin America is living off its income and remittances from immigrants1. 

Despite these economic successes, poverty is not abating. At the 45th meeting of the 
Interamerican Development Bank (IDB) held in Lima in 2004, President Toledo stated that 
'... macroeconomic indicators are good, but our citizens' pockets are empty'. According to 
the IDB, almost 45% of the population of Latin America is living below the poverty line. 
This situation is morally unacceptable and explains why popular groups previously 
excluded from power have taken the helm, with their leaders now responsible for creating 
a more egalitarian society. The EU will not fail to make its contribution.

28. Despite the Rio, Madrid and Guadalajara Summits which set up a biregional strategic 
partnership between the EU and Latin America, the current political and economic figures 
are not up to the challenge.

29. The EU is the second biggest trading partner of Latin America as a whole and the biggest 
of Mercosur and of Chile. The EU has gradually deepened its economic and trade links 
with Latin America both at bilateral (with Mexico and Chile) and regional (with Mercosur, 
the Andean Community and Central America) level. Trade between the EU and 21 Latin 
American countries is set out in annexes V to VII.

Meanwhile, exports of goods from the EU to Latin America, which accounted for 2.4% of 
total exports in 1993, fell to less than 2% in 2004. while imports from Latin America were 
only 2.2%. There was a negative trading balance for the Union of EUR -9.3 billion in 
2004. Furthermore, bi-regional trade was hardly dynamic, the share of each region in the 
external trade of the other is therefore constantly falling. The volume of trade between the 
EU and Latin America is less than that between the EU and the United States (20%), China 
(5.8%) and Japan (5.6%). Moreover, Latin America imports primarily manufactured goods 
from the EU and exports only raw materials and those with little added value.

30. Against the background of the major flows into Latin America since the beginning of the 
last decade, EU direct investment has become one of the major factors in biregional 
relations, far surpassing the volume of official development aid. It is well known that Spain 
has invested more than any other EU State in Latin America. Almost 50% of investments 
made by the EU in the region between 1992 and 2001 came from Spain, followed by 
France, the Netherlands and the United Kingdom. Moreover, EU investments have 
focussed on a small number of countries: Argentina, Brazil, Chile and Mexico have 
absorbed almost 85% of  European FDI during the above period. Although part of this 
investment is long term, going into production sectors and therefore involves valuable 
technology transfer, the influx of speculative capital against the background of growing 
liberalisation has generated major problems of financial volatility affecting the entire region 
and, in conjunction with other internal factors, could help provoke and aggravate financial 
crises and, consequently, cause economic recession. The 14th Interparliamentary 
Conference (Brussels 1999) pointed out that these processes require careful assessment and 
monitoring, and that formulas need to be found to allow Latin America to continue to 

  
1 For the third consecutive year, these transfers have exceeded the amount of foreign investment and cooperation 
loans granted to the region. Moreover, the Sixteenth Conference (Brussels 2003) requested a lowering of bank 
charges on remittances.
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attract foreign investment and to ensure that such investment contributes to development -
by avoiding the social and environmental costs sometimes associated with transnationals -
and also avoiding the financial risks occasioned by the extreme volatility which has 
characterised international capital markets. Moreover, dialogue should include the impact 
of monetary union and the use of the euro as a reserve currency in international finance and 
in relations between the two regions. However, European investments have suffered a 
major setback over the last few years. In addition to factors specific to Latin America which 
explain this setback (increasing reluctance on the part of investors to take risks since the 
Brazilian and Argentinian crises, exhaustion of the cycle of investment linked to 
privatisation policies), it is highly likely that there has been a diversion of investment funds 
in certain cases to the new EU Member States and even China.

31. The Interparliamentary Conference has regularly examined the problem of Latin American 
external debt, paying particular attention to the economic and social effects of debt, and the 
impact of the stabilisation programmes agreed with the IMF and the World Bank. There 
have been repeated demands for EU-Latin American talks on the debt issue and various 
proposals have been put forward for reducing or cancelling it. The response from the 
Community has, however, been less than encouraging: both the Commission and the 
Council have pointedly observed that this subject falls within the remit of the Member 
States, and have referred the Latin American demands to ‘appropriate forums’, such as the 
'Paris Club, which has traditionally limited itself to promoting limited reprogramming and 
debt-easing operations. The European Parliament resolutions call for EU action on the 
debt. In recent years, international strategy on external indebtedness has featured the 
Highly Indebted Poorest Countries (HIPC) Initiative, which is an important instrument for 
cancelling the debt of those countries. This initiative could provide an adequate framework 
for EU action for countries like Bolivia, Nicaragua and Honduras, which fall under the 
HIPC category.

Parliament has also underlined that the new common strategy, drawn up in the global 
partnership in late 2001, must contain measures aimed at promoting and stimulating 
decisively the processes of integration in Latin America and encouraging economic, social, 
regional and biregional exchange and trade, reacting to the challenges posed by 
globalisation. Thus it welcomed the example of the Central American Bank for Economic 
Integration as a multilateral bank for the integration and regional development of Central 
American countries. Parliament supported the creation of a biregional solidarity fund, 
seeing it as a fundamental element of the new common strategy. This fund, which would 
have access to sectoral budgetary aid, should be coordinated by the Commission in 
collaboration with international organisations (such as the EIB, the Inter-American 
Development Bank (IADB) and the World Bank), with other countries also providing the 
fund with sufficient budgetary resource; it felt that the Commission and the Council should 
encourage those organisations to promote the creation of a solidarity fund.

32. From a European perspective the Economic Partnership, Political Coordination and 
Cooperation Agreement between the EC and Mexico is seen as a milestone in the 
forthcoming relations with Latin American countries, and Parliament has approved the 
Community position. The agreement entered into force in 2000 for industrial and 
agricultural goods and, in March 2001, for services, intellectual property and investment; 
liberalisation has been complete for Mexican industrial exports since 2003 and will be 
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complete for European exports in 20071. Exports from the EU to Mexico have risen by over 
30% since 2000, with exports from Mexico to the EU practically doubling.

33. EU negotiations with Chile and Mercosur member states also open up new possibilities of 
greater integration between the two continents. The Association Agreement between the 
EU and the Chilean Republic was signed in November 2002. It aimed to consolidate the 
EU’s presence in Chile and strengthen relations both politically and in terms of trade, 
encouraging economic growth and sustainable development2. Parliament emphasised in its 
opinion on the Agreement that it was the most ambitious and innovative yet negotiated with 
a non-applicant country. It provides for a practically total opening of the economies of both 
parties, with progressive liberalisation of Chilean exports to the EU, reaching 97% in 
January 2012. Parliament hailed the Agreement as an ‘agreement for the 21st century’3. 
There has been a sharp rise in trade since negotiations towards the Agreement first began. 
The EU-Chile Joint Parliamentary Committee, provided for in the above association 
Agreement, was set up in 2003.

34. EU/Mercosur relations were given an institutional framework by the 1995 Framework 
Agreement, which opened the way for political cooperation and negotiation of a free-trade 
area between the two parties. At the Madrid Summit of May 2002, Mercosur and EU 
representatives relaunched economic and trade negotiations, finalising in particular the 
negotiation procedures and timetable as well as the level of ambition that the two parties 
expect from the planned association and free trade agreement. Parliament proposed that the 
mandate for negotiations should contain specific references to the structured participation 
of civil society in political dialogue, with the holding of periodic conferences involving 
representatives of civil society organisations from the EU and Mercosur. Their participation 
as observers in ministerial meetings and other forums for dialogue and inter-regional 
cooperation is also a step in this direction4. Bearing in mind the crisis that has recently 
affected Mercosur states, Parliament reaffirmed the EU’s strategic commitment to and 
solidarity with Mercosur states5. The EU and Mercosur met at ministerial level on 
12 November 2003, where they agreed to complete negotiations on an association 
agreement in October 2004

Despite the encouraging outcome of the Guadalajara Summit, negotiations are still far 
from complete. The major obstacle to concluding the agreement lies in the agricultural 
sector. According to observers, the EU must improve its offer to Mercosur on agriculture, 
and must use exceptions and transition periods to a certain extent to make the agreement 
possible. In the case of chapters for which costs would be very high, compensation 
mechanisms would have to be considered to alleviate adjustment costs, with longer periods 
to facilitate this, or specific agreements such as the one signed between the EU and Chile 
in the wine sector. The protection of designations of origin, funding structural policies in 
agriculture and quality subsidies (organic crops, 'fair trade'...) could contribute to resolving 
a number of these difficulties.

  
1 OJ C 276, 1.10.2001, p. 158.
2 OJ C 277, 2.10.2001, p. 142, and OJ L 352, 30.12.2002, p.3.
3 OJ C 043, 19.2.2004, p. 0068-0205 E.
4 OJ C 277, 2.10.2001, p. 141.
5 OJ C 273 , 14.11.2003, p. 293 E.
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35. The EU has maintained regular contact with the countries of the Andes (Bolivia, Colombia, 
Ecuador, Peru and Venezuela) since 1969, when the Andean Pact was established, which in 
1996 became the Andean Community. The EU concluded a first cooperation agreement 
with the Andean countries in 1983, followed by a ‘second-generation’ agreement in 1993, 
which provided for economic and trade cooperation, development cooperation and the 
award of most-favoured-nation status.

At a meeting on the sidelines of the Rio Summit, the Andean countries raised the 
possibility of a new, more wide-ranging cooperation agreement than that of 1993. At the 
EU/Latin America/Caribbean Summit in Madrid in 2002, a decision was taken to bring the 
1993 Agreement up to date. The agreement was signed in Rome in December 2003. The 
new measures do not, however, include trade liberalisation, which the Andean countries 
had wished for at the outset, modelled on the agreements between the EU and Mexico and 
between the EU and Chile. Nevertheless, they aimed to ‘create the conditions’ for an 
association agreement including free trade, based on the outcome of the Doha round of 
negotiations at the WTO, as well as on progress in regional integration. The new 
agreements extend the scope of cooperation to cover the fight against terrorism and illegal 
immigration. They also provide an institutional framework for the process of political 
dialogue set up in 1996 by the Rome Declaration.

36. In September 1984, representatives of the European Community and of the countries of 
Central America (Costa Rica, Guatemala, Honduras, Nicaragua, Panama and El Salvador) 
met in San José, Costa Rica, to discuss the ongoing state of crisis in the region. They 
continued to meet regularly every year in a Central American or European capital. The EU 
uses the San José dialogue to promote peace, political stability, democracy, respect for 
human rights and regional integration in the above countries. Regional integration took a 
further step forward in 1991 with the establishment of the Central American Integration 
System (SICA).

During the Madrid Summit of 2002, representatives of the EU and of Central America 
decided to negotiate a new political cooperation and dialogue agreement. This Agreement, 
signed on 15 December 2003 in Rome, formalises the political dialogue initiated in 1984. It 
also extends the scope of cooperation to cover immigration control, the fight against 
terrorism, and economic cooperation, in addition to the areas already covered by the 
existing Cooperation Agreement (human rights and democracy, rural development, disaster 
prevention and regional integration). The countries of Central America hope that 
negotiations on liberalising trade, following the example of the agreements between the EU 
and Mexico and between the EU and Chile, can be launched. However, the EU-Central 
America Summit held in Guadalajara on 29 May 2004, limited itself to reaffirming that the 
free-trade agreement was a common strategic objective which should bear in mind the 
outcome of the Doha WTO and progress in regional integration. 

37. During the adoption of the report on the proposal for a regulation of the European 
Parliament and of the Council concerning Community cooperation with Asian and Latin 
American countries (2003-2006) on 5 November 20031, Parliament decided to alter the 
proposed division of aid for the period 2003-2006, granting 40 % to Latin America 

  
1 OJ C 2.04.2004, p.0100-0125 E.
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(EUR 1 517 million) and 60 % to Asia (EUR 2 276 million), rather than the 34 % and 66 % 
respectively proposed by the Commission. The Commission did not accept this Parliament 
amendment, however. Parliament also called for the creation of a Biregional Solidarity 
Fund, which it felt should be an instrument of the EU-Latin American partnership 
announced at the EU/LAC Summits of 1999, 2002 and 2004. This fund, which would be 
financially neutral and supported by contributions from other bodies and interested parties, 
did not receive Commission support.

A first payment of EUR 250 million has already been made, aimed at consolidating 
democracy and prosperity on the subcontinent. It will go towards projects and initiatives in 
the following countries: Brazil, Chile, Colombia, Ecuador, Guatemala, Honduras, Mexico, 
Nicaragua, Panama, Peru and Uruguay. Regional groups (Mercosur, the Andean 
Community and Central America) and Latin America as a whole will also be beneficiaries.

38. As regards development and cooperation, the last decade has seen a substantial rise in 
funding, and cooperation programmes have been set up in very diverse areas ranging from 
the environment and energy to support for democracy and academic training. Thus in the 
global perspective for the 2002-2006 partnership, Parliament has encouraged the 
strengthening of the ALFA programme1, the implementation of the ALBAN programme2, 
the setting up of an observatory of EU-Latin America relations3 or of the ALIS programme4

on the information society, aimed at bridging the technological divide separating the two 
regions. ‘Advanced economic cooperation’ has also been encouraged, including 
instruments to support export diversification and promote investment and joint enterprises, 
such as ATLAS5, AL-Invest6 or URB-AL7. EIB funding has also been made available to 
Latin America. Third-generation agreements covered practically all fields of cooperation, 
and in many cases, the new programmes and budgetary items represent responses to 
recommendations made as a result of interparliamentary dialogue.

39. The traditional relationship model, in which development cooperation was a ‘substitution 
policy’ for trade concessions which the EU did not wish to grant, appears to have been 
abandoned with the prospects offered by the new fourth-generation association agreements. 
There are still great opportunities for implementing innovative approaches, improving 
implementing mechanisms, extending cooperation to new areas such as education, culture 
and technology transfer. In the field of social development and the fight against poverty, 
cooperation has all too often focused on short term specific projects - even on occasion 
simple short-term compensation for the negative impact of structural adjustment 
programmes and economic reforms - and not on long-term structural reforms (which would 

  
1 A programme promoting cooperation between universities, with a budget of EUR 27 million.
2 A programme of high-level grants to allow 3 900 Latin American students and research workers to come and study 
and to conduct research in European universities. In its first phase, ALBAN has a budget of EUR 45 million. The 
programme is to run up to 2010 with a total of EUR 88 million.
3 With a budget of EUR 1.5 million.
4 With a budget of EUR 67.5 million.
5 A project for supporting relations between the Chambers of Commerce of the two regions, in order to facilitate 
transfers of know-how (200 chambers involved; budget: EUR 6 million).
6 AL-Invest aims to promote trade and investment by facilitating meetings between small and medium-sized 
enterprises in the two regions (budget: EUR 40 million).
7 URB-AL is a decentralised cooperation programme, in which 1 200 towns in the two regions take part, with the 
aim of developing direct, sustainable links between local communities (budget: EUR 50 million).
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generate greater equality) in the field of health, education, public finance, access to 
production resources, employment policy and programmes for reducing poverty. In this 
context, the European Parliament supports the Commission initiative (EUROsociAL) 
(which has a budget of EUR 30 million) aimed at reducing social inequalities as part of the 
regional cooperation strategy for 2002-2006..

In its resolution of 5 November 2003, mentioned above, Parliament insisted that 
cooperation projects concentrate on the poorest countries and on the eradication of extreme 
poverty. The resolution also calls for stakeholders – including civil society organisations 
representing people living in poverty – to be consulted during the negotiation of 
cooperation agreements and other aid programmes. Furthermore, Parliament emphasises 
the need for consistency in terms of the EU’s internal policies and the goal of eradicating 
poverty, underlining ‘the responsibility of the EU institutions and Member States to avoid 
the potentially adverse economic, social and environmental impacts on developing 
countries of certain other Community policies, such as agriculture, fisheries, energy, 
transport, internal market and trade.’1.

An integrated approach is also necessary in the field of the environment, in which both 
interparliamentary dialogue and EU cooperation have taken a predominantly 
conservationist approach, without fully integrating the more all-embracing concept of 
sustainable development2. In fact, there is the need to promote the full integration of the 
environmental dimension in the development process of Latin American countries in order 
to promote sustainable development without harming the environment, especially 
regarding the conservation and sustainable management of tropical and other forests.

According to the UN Economic Commission for Latin America, atmospheric pollution 
affects over 80 million Latin Americans, causing potentially fatal health problems.

Chile3, Mexico4 and Brazil5 have recently signed scientific and technological cooperation 
agreements with the EU. These agreements will allow them to take part in the Sixth 
Framework Programme for Research and Technological Development (2002-2006). The 
European Parliament has adopted resolutions in favour of these initiatives. On 
23 November 2004, RedCLARA, the first Latin American network for research and
education, was launched. Directly associated with the pan-European research network, this 
will enable some 600 Latin American research institutions to intensify cooperation with 
over 3 500 institutions in Europe. Direct links with Europe will particularly enable the 
Latin American researchers to take part in European projects in important fields of 
scientific research such as physics, astronomy and biomedicine.

40. The European Parliament has adopted a number of resolutions since the latest Conference 
(Brussels 2003) relating to various Latin American countries. In the resolution on 
Guatemala6, Parliament condemned the crisis in the implementation of the peace accords 

  
1 OJ C 02.04.2004, p. 0100-0125 E.
2 This type of development responds to current needs without speculating as to the ability of future generations to 
meet their own needs.
3 Agreement signed on 23 September 2003.
4 Agreement signed on 4 February 2004.
5 Agreement signed on 19 January 2004.
6 OJ C 064,12.03.2004, p.0396-0609 E.
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and, in particular, the standstill in the areas of agricultural reform and respect for human 
rights. Parliament called on the Guatemalan Government to take the following steps in 
particular:

- to launch a food security and rural development policy;
- to guarantee respect for human rights;
- to ensure strict compliance with the legal reforms laid down in the Peace Accord in 

order to recognise and guarantee the historical land rights of the indigenous peoples.

Parliament also reiterated its support for the peace process in Guatemala and requested that 
in EU/Guatemala cooperation priority be given to food security, rural development and 
reform of the tenancy system and land use.

41. In the case of Bolivia1, Parliament took note of the first declaration by President Carlos 
Mesa, as well as his pledge to govern in a spirit of dialogue by organising a referendum on 
the energy issue, calling early elections and democratising the political system to render it 
more inclusive, notably as regards the Aymara and Quechua population. Parliament also 
called for an exhaustive investigation to be carried out into the violence that took place in 
September and October 2003 which led to the resignation of President Sanchez de Lozada.

42. Regarding recent political, social and economic events in Venezuela2, Parliament adopted 
two resolutions in which it called on the Government of Venezuela and other institutions, 
the opposition, the political parties and the public to seek democratic solution to the crisis 
which would allow Venezuela to resume its previous rhythm of economic development and 
political stability. Parliament also declared that it was supporting the work of the ‘Forum 
for Negotiation and Agreement’ and of the Secretariat-General of the OAS, assisted by the 
Group of Friends of Venezuela (Brazil, Chile, Spain, the USA, Mexico and Portugal), 
whose goal is to contribute to the creation of conditions for dialogue and national 
reconciliation3. 

43. Parliament also referred to the political, economic and social crisis in Argentina,4 calling 
for a swift solution and expressing its sympathy with the population which has been so 
badly affected by the dramatic social and economic situation; it also encouraged the efforts 
made by the Argentinian authorities to put in place a solid overall economic programme, 
while recognising that it was only possible to relaunch the economy by restoring public 
confidence. In this regard, Parliament called on the World Bank and the IMF to help 
Argentina out of its economic slump. In the face of the problems of economic recession, 
unemployment and extreme poverty, the European Parliament feels that the Argentine 
government should make a gesture enforce respect for the fundamental right to property of 
local savers and foreign investors. Moreover, it observed that the crisis has spread to 
Uruguay and Paraguay, and has also affected Brazil, South America’s leading economy. It 
has also had indirect consequences for the European market, and Parliament immediately 
invited the authorities of Mercosur states to set up stable economic programmes in 
collaboration with international finance organisations. 

  
1 OJ C 082, 1.04.2004, p. 0323-0634 E.
2 OJ C 043, 19.02.2004, p. 0284-0368 E.
3 OJ C 102, 28.04.2004, p.0659-0873 E. 
4 OJ C 273, 14.11.2003, p. 0201-0293  E.
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The Argentinian crisis demonstrated once again that the EU’s voice on the international 
stage was not heard as clearly as its economic and financial weight or its trading position 
demanded, particularly within the IMF, where the formal weight of the Member States far 
outweighs their current influence; in this respect the European Parliament called on the 
Council to concert its efforts within a single, legally-recognised institution when the 
defence of European economic and political interests were at stake, for as long as the EU 
has no single representative institution1.

44. Moreover, the European Parliament adopted two resolutions on Cuba2 in 2004. It 
condemned the imprisonment of 75 dissidents from the democratic opposition3, called for 
permission to be granted for Oswaldo Paya, a Sakharov Prize laureate, to travel to Europe, 
and demanded that the Cuban authorities show clear indications of support for fundamental 
freedoms, most particularly freedom of expression and political association.

45. The European Parliament has also paid particular attention to natural disasters in Latin 
America. Following the earthquake in El Salvador in 20014, which led to an enormous 
number of deaths and a great deal of material damage, Parliament expressed its sympathy 
with the people of El Salvador, who, after managing to achieve peace and democracy, and 
before having recovered from the effects of hurricane ‘Mitch’, once again saw its hopes of 
economic and social development dashed. Parliament also called on the Commission, once 
the scale of the disaster had been ascertained, to draw up a plan for the reconstruction of the 
region focused on tangible objectives, allocating the resources needed for it to be put into 
practice swiftly. In the same vein, Parliament also expressed its shock at the earthquake in 
Peru on 14 June 2001, and in the Resolution of 5 July 20015 called on the Commission to 
consider the possibility of adapting Community aid to actual needs, stressing that the 
rebuilding and rehabilitation work must improve living conditions, especially for the most 
disadvantaged sections of the population.

Parliament also expressed its sympathy with the families of victims and with those affected 
by hurricane ‘Michelle’ as it swept through Honduras, Nicaragua and Cuba6. Parliament 
welcomed the Commission’s swift response in providing assistance to these countries 
through its humanitarian aid office (ECHO). It also stressed that the lack of official 
cooperation with Cuba prevented the EU from helping to alleviate the impact of the disaster 
through anything other than humanitarian aid. In this regard, Parliament reiterated its 
position on the need for a cooperation agreement with Cuba compatible with the EU 
doctrine on cooperation, respect for human rights and democracy7. 

  
1 OJ C 277, 1.10.2001, p.141.
2 See PV of 22.04.2004 and 17.11.2004.
3 After a wave of repression in spring 2003 against the Cuban opposition, relations between the EU and Havana 
were in crisis for a year and a half. The release of some political prisoners and Spanish diplomatic efforts made it 
possible for contact to be reestablished.
4 OJ C 262, 18.9.2001, p. 264.
5 OJ C 65E, 14.3.2002, p.376.
6 OJ C 140E, 13.6.2002, p. 585.
7 In the event, Poul Nielson, then Commissioner for Development and Humanitarian Aid, officially opened the 
European Commission Representation in Havana on 12 March 2003, as part of the ACP agreements (Agence 
Europe, 13 March 2003).
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Finally, Parliament expressed its concern regarding the drought in Central America, 
supporting sustainable development policies resulting in a specific programme for 
agriculture aid measures which would help to prevent drought and deterioration of the 
environment. The Commission’s Regional Strategy Document (2002-2006) makes 
available EUR 40 million strengthening natural disaster prevention and preparedness and 
ensuring the rapid implementation of rehabilitation and reconstruction operations through 
the following:

- machinery which will enable Community funds to be made available for reconstruction;
- support for schemes to disseminate and promote successful experiences;
- the compiling of a directory of national and regional civil protection organisations in 

Latin America and Europe, an inventory of aid sources and a handbook with guidelines 
on cooperation in the event of disaster;

- training and information exchange schemes between competent authorities.

The seriousness of these events is all the greater given that the countries affected are the 
most in debt. In practice, the spontaneous and swift reaction of the international community 
and civil organisations has relieved, as far as possible, the sufferings of the peoples 
affected.

46. The growing interdependence of societies and states as a result of globalisation makes it 
vital for new universal rules and standards of behaviour to be drawn up and put into 
practice. This requires a genuine coming together of different socioeconomic systems. In 
the West today, this process is too often limited to head-to-head dialogue between the USA 
and Europe on the one hand and between the USA and Latin America on the other.

47. The USA set up NAFTA with Canada and Mexico and have encouraged the development 
of the planned Free Trade Area of the Americas (FTAA1), which, it is hoped, will stretch 
from Alaska to Tierra del Fuego, thereby covering all the countries of the continent (with 
the exception of Cuba) and with 850 million consumers in 2005. The FTAA project is 
quite different from the European Community, which was at the outset made up of 
relatively homogenous countries. The FTAA consists of countries whose economic levels 
are at extremes. Moreover, the introduction of a common currency for the whole continent 
is inconceivable, with the dollar likely to maintain its supremacy. However, the collapse of 
the Cancún round of WTO negotiations has not helped the plans for the FTAA. On 
20 November 2003, therefore, the representatives of 34 countries signed a modest 
agreement in Miami allowing each signatory State to negotiate the opening of its markets 
according to its level of development, falling some way short of the objectives set out by 
former President Clinton, who championed the project. The Bush Administration has, 
similarly, decided to continue signing free-trade agreements as they will open up external 
markets to American products. The American president considers that trade will accelerate 
growth and create jobs. Since successfully achieving what his predecessor failed to do -
negotiating trade treaties that Congress is not able to amend - President Bush has woven 
his own fabric of trade. The United States now have free-trade agreements with Mexico 
(NAFTA), Chile, the Central American States and the Dominican Republic (CAFTA). 
Negotiations are under way with Panama, Colombia, Ecuador and Peru.. 

  
1 Better known as 'ALCA' in Latin America.



NT\567276EN.doc 23/33 PE 358.808

EN

48. The EU and Latin America therefore face a double challenge. The first is to maintain their 
individuality, and the second is to increase their clout in order to take part in and exert real 
influence on the process of regulation and globalisation. The key is to master both aspects 
at the same time. Closer regional integration in Latin America will facilitate the conclusion 
of biregional agreements, and, in turn, strengthen regional integration. In this way, an 
association agreement between the EU and Mercosur would significantly enhance bilateral 
trade and simultaneously encourage an integration dynamic within Mercosur by its 
privileged access to the European market, and to European technology and technical 
assistance. It must be remembered that preserving peace and security in the world, as well 
as the consolidation of democracy are also objectives of regional integration which is not, 
therefore, limited to solely economic objectives.

49. Latin America will not be able to meet the challenges of globalisation and of opening up 
trade without regional integration.

In this context, regional integration is one of the major objectives of Latin American 
politics and economics. The creation of a South American Community of Nations  on 8 
December 2004, grouping all the countries of the sub-continent, i.e. the States of Mercosur, 
the Andean Community plus Chile, Guyana and Surinam  constitutes another step in the 
right direction.

Two driving forces behind the geographical and political logic of the New World are: in the 
north, the United States are promoting a free-trade system with the aim of including the 
whole continent. In the south, Brazil supports a system of closer integration within a South 
American perimeter. The new configuration of the American continent which will result 
from the debate between these two forces could be accommodated in a strong Mercosur in 
a 'light' ALCA, a prospect which is ever more likely subsequent to the Miami decisions and 
to the extent that the ALCA negotiations become more and more bilateral.
Furthermore, it is desirable that the EU conclude negotiations in 2005 and initiate new 
agreements including a commercial section with the Andean Community and the Central 
American countries, bearing in mind the EP proposal of 15 November 2001 designed to 
create a EU-Latin American free-trade zone in 20101. 

50. A wide range of activities could also be developed in the field of supporting and 
strengthening integration processes in Latin America. This issue is a natural ‘comparative 
advantage’, and a striking feature of the EU’s external action and cooperation compared 
with other players on the international scene. In the 80s, it was impossible to take specific 
action in this field because there were no viable integration schemes to work with. Support 
for regional integration could become one of the backbones of Community cooperation in 
the next few years. Such support should, however, promote authentic integration including 
the liberalisation of trade and also active support for social cohesion and environmental 
sustainability. The priorities suggested by the European Parliament include exchanging 
experiences in institutional matters, strengthening the bodies involved in the integration 
process, and the parliamentary bodies; in particular, coordinating and harmonising 
macroeconomic, fiscal competition, trade, services, customs, technological development 

  
1 OJ C 140, 13.06.2002, p. 569 E.
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and environmental policies; cross-border cooperation; the creation of regional transport and 
telecommunications infrastructures; regional policies which encourage social cohesion, and 
joint management of ecosystems.

51. The new ‘association’ relationship model needs to go beyond the traditional imbalance 
between the governmental and parliamentary dimensions and involve civil society in the 
dialogue between the two regions. Involvement of the regional parliaments and regional-
level organisations representing civil society need to be involved, by means of consultative 
forums or other bodies. The opening up of the dialogue to parliamentary bodies and civil 
society could, in short, bring a genuine breath of fresh air into the dialogue. Thus 
Parliament calls for, in parallel with the importance accorded to economic and trade aspects 
of the new agreements, also the qualitative importance to be borne in mind of political and 
social elements, including health, education, culture, training, women’s and children’s 
rights and the preservation of s sustainable environment), referring to immigration as well 
as economic cooperation and also development. Parliament has also stated its inclination 
that the new common strategy create innovative migratory policies based on human respect 
and dignity and on the sovereignty of the countries concerned.

52. As the 12th Interparliamentary Conference (Brussels, 1995) observed, contact between the 
sub-regional Latin American groupings and the EU has provided a new and promising 
channel for relations between the regions. Here, of particular importance is the dialogue 
and cooperation initiated or about to be so with the ‘integration parliaments’, meaning 
specifically the Parlacen, the Mercosur JPC, the Parlandino and the Mexican and Chilean 
National Congresses. These new channels for sub-regional interparliamentary dialogue 
could become instruments for assessing, making proposals to and even the beginnings of 
monitoring the political dialogue, economic relations and cooperation policies at 
intergovernmental level. Furthermore, Latin America’s sub-regional parliamentary bodies 
provide the European Parliament with partner institutions which greatly resemble it both in 
nature and functions, and in terms of their problems, which are comparable to those which 
the European Parliament experienced in its early days. For that reason, European 
Parliament experience could be not only useful but constitute one of the cornerstones of 
interparliamentary cooperation in the future.

53. The ultimate cornerstone of cooperation between ‘integration parliaments’ is, of course, the 
strengthening of democracy and political pluralism as the sine qua non of the process of 
regional integration. The integration processes taking place at the present time could, as we 
have indicated, be a means of creating or recovering a role for government in an enlarged 
economic and political sphere, and in this sense, allow government to reappropriate 
national sovereignty, currently weakened by the globalisation and transnationalisation of 
the economy. Regional institutions enjoying sovereign powers will not be legitimate unless 
they incorporate a body which provides them with a backbone of popular, democratic 
support amongst the populations of the countries involved in the integration process. The 
strengthening of Latin America’s ‘integration parliaments’ is, in this sense, a fundamental 
objective of the democratisation currently taking place in that continent and it is the same 
objective which the European Parliament is pursuing in its attempts to reduce the EU’s 
democratic deficit. Success will depend, above all, on whether the Latin American regional 
integration processes can get beyond the restricted intergovernmental model on which they 
currently rest, and equip themselves with bodies which are supranational in character, since 
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only when sovereign powers are assigned to common institutions is it necessary to have an 
institution embodying democratic representation, and enjoying legislative powers and 
powers of democratic control of the common institutions. The recent proposal for elections 
with universal suffrage to the Mercosur (JPC) Parliament could change the fact and 
legitimately help the southern Common Market to grow.

54. The EU-Latin American relationship now finds itself in a series of new contexts which 
provide a much more solid basis for interparliamentary dialogue and cooperation, 
potentially greatly enhancing its efficiency and ability to produce concrete results. 
Although the initial motivation and content of the dialogue remain valid - the terms in 
which the democratic and human rights challenges are expressed may have changed, but 
nonetheless, the challenges are still there - interparliamentary dialogue between Latin 
America and the EU has reached a turning point, and it is now necessary to redefine 
channels, methods and content. Of particular importance in this connection is the need to 
define the role of the European Parliament-Parlatino dialogue and cooperation in relation to 
the new sub-regional frameworks.

A strengthening of the new sub-regional interparliamentary frameworks for dialogue 
should constitute an immediate priority for interparliamentary cooperation. But this should 
not be at the expense of the European Parliament-Parlatino dialogue itself. All these bodies 
are complementary and not mutually exclusive. The unique status of the Parlatino as a 
regional body makes it an invaluable partner in the dialogue with the European Parliament.

55. The EU-Latin America partnership is a very important point of balance in world order. 
Parliament's resolution of 5 November 20011 recognised this in its proposal for scheduling 
and promoting a biregional free-trade area in 2010: firstly, the finishing touches must be 
put to the 'network' of agreements in progress. Liberalisation between Latin American 
countries must also be encouraged in order to achieve inter-regional free trade. An inter-
regional zone of this nature will reinforce sustainable development and reduce inequalities 
through an ambitious social cohesion policy2 to which the EU would contribute by means 
of a biregional solidarity fund advocated by the European Parliament.

Nevertheless, this partnership is undergoing a period of difficulties as a  result of:

− the September 11 attacks, the Iraq war, and their repercussions on transatlantic 
relations;

− the recent enlargement of the European Union;

− the unfavourable international economic situation for the EU which is preventing a 
large-scale increase in trade activity and European investments in Latin America;

− existing imbalances between the two regions at the political, economic and social 
level;

  
1 OJ C 140, 13.06.2002, p. 569 E.
2 The experience gained with regional structural funds in bringing outlying States and regions up to level has been a 
great European construction success and could be a development model for Latin America.
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− the linking of progress in trade liberalisation within the framework of the WTO and 
concluding agreements with the Andean Community and Central America which has 
been advocated by the Commission;

− the deadlock in EU-Mercosur negotiations.

These difficulties are, however, the result of a bad international situation and so are likely 
to develop favourable.  The new Bush administration has already announced its intention 
to renew ties with Latin America and the EU. In addition, the enlargement of the EU, 
which has brought together geographically close states sharing common values, will not 
disadvantage the EU-Latin American partnership. Moreover, the international economic 
situation should improve in 2005 in Europe and particularly in Latin America, and the 
participants in the next interparliamentary conference in Lima will spare no efforts in 
continuing negotiations with Mercosur, the Andean Community and Central America with 
a view to signing free-trade agreements.

56. Free-trade agreements will, of course, be no substitute for development policies to be 
adopted. Primary responsibility for this lies with the Latin American countries, but a 
decisive contribution can be made by the EU by ensuring agreements to make these policies 
possible. In the case of the economically less powerful countries, more significant and 
better quality development aid is needed, together with a strategic move towards the 
transformation of production structures to make it possible to address existing imbalances 
when the time is right and to promote social cohesion, a prime objective for an American 
sub-continent suffering from social exclusion. This is particularly important in the case of 
Central America and the Andean Community. This approach would also help improve 
political consistency and the implementation of the Millennium objective which aims to 
reduce world poverty by half by 2015 and to dedicate 0.75% of GDP of the industrialised 
nations to development. This objective was also reiterated at the Guadalajara Summit.

Latin America and the EU play a decisive role in the creation of a multi-polar, 
contemporary international relations organisation. Strengthening the EU-Latin American 
partnership has the prime objective of boosting Latin American and EU relations with the 
rest of the world. Discussions at the next interparliamentary conference in Lima cannot fail 
but to contribute to this objective.
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ANNEXE I

AMÉRIQUE CENTRALE
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ANNEXE II

AMÉRIQUE DU SUD
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ANNEXE IV

UNION EUROPEENNE : ANCIENS ET NOUVEAUX ETATS MEMBRES 
ET PAYS CANDIDATS
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ANNEXE V

1000 EUR

2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004
LA-20 50.747.112 52.077.968 50.722.470 50.330.796 56.467.612 55.505.223 57.867.956 50.308.263 44.189.218 47.684.623

of which:
Mexico 7.392.136 7.709.853 6.539.137 6.511.554 6.799.920 14.242.407 15.300.945 15.296.709 14.371.384 14.640.364
Guatemala 474.688 354.309 275.614 269.999 259.083 488.414 569.452 649.026 474.898 539.839
Honduras 408.269 359.280 331.947 346.501 330.418 209.330 219.211 218.883 279.479 391.109
El Salvador 239.318 166.764 127.320 156.596 175.768 687.393 722.165 466.366 489.464 405.463
Nicaragua 216.603 123.229 83.197 71.884 86.349 116.514 96.059 116.654 117.538 108.111
Costa Rica 2.697.960 2.099.768 2.787.123 2.643.802 2.857.483 676.501 824.767 827.684 807.141 746.436
Panama 426.025 552.964 681.416 564.478 485.771 1.632.890 1.195.884 1.626.666 1.617.402 1.667.815
Cuba 687.876 588.295 629.291 557.801 695.145 1.431.669 1.440.637 1.159.793 1.097.053 978.404
Haiti 21.372 18.986 14.587 13.939 13.498 108.607 110.148 111.885 92.825 72.207
Dominican R. 323.269 320.778 363.422 343.908 444.814 1.187.669 1.134.281 1.058.676 711.160 704.546
Colombia 2.424.432 2.480.118 2.416.082 2.366.662 2.953.693 1.943.934 2.157.923 1.890.395 2.034.976 1.925.115
Venezuela 2.745.600 2.940.685 2.721.963 1.897.567 2.087.278 3.317.010 3.755.757 3.122.607 1.718.382 2.289.892
Ecuador 1.013.651 1.102.171 1.222.786 1.280.691 1.227.601 541.936 833.813 951.086 848.391 713.939
Peru 1.760.834 2.158.733 2.386.200 2.256.099 2.504.789 1.027.350 991.641 966.644 868.006 912.248
Brazil 18.392.505 19.267.205 18.061.597 18.781.676 21.109.929 16.843.983 18.544.599 15.710.170 12.374.765 14.113.268
Chile 5.139.234 5.149.067 4.886.390 4.946.464 7.158.476 3.489.097 3.718.691 3.162.177 2.959.035 3.109.165
Bolivia 208.666 181.276 106.172 109.638 116.144 189.414 168.441 154.407 116.262 131.443
Paraguay 170.689 261.492 154.990 290.891 315.212 284.338 252.179 186.806 140.237 155.688
Uruguay 438.813 504.970 602.281 609.852 631.186 871.187 757.555 463.569 392.129 412.789
Argentina 5.565.172 5.738.026 6.330.955 6.310.794 6.215.054 6.215.582 5.073.807 2.168.060 2.678.692 3.666.781

Source: COMEXT
Production: JD/DG Info/EP

EU-Imports (cif) EU-exports (fob)

Trade of the European Union (EU25) with Latin America, 2000-2004                           
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ANNEXE VI

1000 EUR

2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004
EU-25 50.747.112 52.077.968 50.722.470 50.330.796 56.467.612 55.505.223 57.867.956 50.308.263 44.189.218 47.684.623

of which:
France 5.677.218 5.771.633 4.802.118 4.834.552 5.182.607 8.320.379 8.852.361 7.266.767 5.846.268 5.820.216
Netherlands 7.312.040 7.871.512 7.846.456 7.890.341 9.389.255 2.402.500 2.539.853 2.406.161 2.243.627 2.406.466
Fr Germany 8.015.251 7.618.661 6.972.366 7.418.839 8.531.262 14.430.718 15.717.379 14.103.372 12.502.761 13.809.021
Italy 6.314.923 6.129.809 6.091.345 5.996.562 6.893.474 8.734.336 8.646.070 7.288.497 6.169.913 6.713.651
Utd. Kingdom 7.128.021 7.308.383 7.407.325 6.885.383 7.580.916 4.149.142 4.299.297 4.025.215 3.483.190 3.553.509
Ireland 349.769 414.815 379.584 555.138 432.554 749.053 1.162.285 796.407 824.717 785.873
Denmark 732.923 812.587 731.641 722.804 829.165 783.149 755.562 655.578 593.889 665.590
Greece 346.162 461.711 502.219 413.526 647.474 174.636 147.206 121.143 73.028 77.158
Portugal 1.097.570 1.329.745 1.377.290 1.256.003 1.517.811 415.664 489.037 368.262 299.373 347.230
Spain 6.213.284 6.562.050 6.694.740 6.509.455 7.247.304 7.022.938 7.393.150 6.669.677 5.997.496 6.194.219
Belgium 3.767.363 3.938.906 3.919.216 3.897.820 4.170.673 2.490.053 2.759.115 2.637.655 2.224.641 2.505.600
Luxembourg 59.808 53.041 10.330 16.681 24.925 66.168 71.522 63.034 53.919 89.389
Sweden 1.115.641 903.378 972.789 837.476 1.019.701 2.897.782 2.112.596 1.442.341 1.626.659 1.946.004
Finland 524.473 457.507 475.736 543.061 660.341 1.278.937 1.145.514 993.338 823.718 960.525
Austria 330.078 349.933 333.532 295.749 379.806 773.975 887.311 666.061 636.347 806.895
Malta 18.630 23.496 17.984 19.502 27.028 4.720 3.756 5.233 15.859 11.222
Estonia 14.912 17.955 22.623 26.955 36.567 3.872 14.189 3.190 9.050 11.653
Latvia 5.163 8.604 9.723 12.072 12.300 5.317 21.699 12.379 16.054 20.958
Lithuania 44.357 52.069 56.059 66.979 44.606 19.827 8.443 19.342 4.934 11.519
Poland 697.617 912.934 818.646 810.893 859.457 337.274 355.573 319.924 335.953 362.065
Czech Republic 319.496 389.050 518.041 472.487 338.568 173.256 210.196 189.773 171.442 255.609
Slovakia 74.058 94.013 102.279 111.351 78.065 55.123 39.292 22.795 56.349 80.856
Hungary 459.232 453.914 470.714 485.946 333.253 165.092 180.284 194.692 141.704 203.608
Slovenia 91.475 94.853 134.686 199.872 151.665 50.228 55.550 35.178 37.665 44.680
Cyprus 37.648 47.409 55.030 51.349 78.837 1.086 716 2.247 660 1.107

Source: COMEXT
Production: JD/DG Info/EP

Trade of the European Union by Member States with Latin America, 2000-2004    

EU-Imports (cif) EU-exports (fob)
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ANNEXE VII

2000 2001 2002 2003 2000 2001 2002 2003
1000 EUR 1000 EUR 1000 EUR 1000 EUR 1000 EUR

% of 
total 1000 EUR 1000 EUR 1000 EUR 1000 EUR 1000 EUR

% of 
total

01-99 Total 50747112 52077968 50722470 50330796 56467612 100 55505223 57867956 50308263 44189218 47684623 100
of which:

01-24 Agricultural prod. (incl. fish, prepared 
foodstuffs etc.) 18744472 20602923 20667343 20898035 22064776 39,1 3139745 3020914 2758454 2416933 2229534 4,7

of which:
01-05 Live animals; animal products 2650137 3061256 3061732 3152811 3252351 5,8 850373 612265 472206 413130 405806 0,9

of which:
02 Meat/edible meat offal 1118570 1194646 1262557 1258173 1426393 2,5 63538 40821 19111 13559 17903 0,0
03 Fish/crustaceans, molluscs and other aquatic invertebrates1296303 1640340 1495987 1559010 1477498 2,6 46068 63811 41151 42130 52386 0,1

06-14 Vegetable products 8785249 9549198 9193089 9492244 9897555 17,5 598294 640031 702326 597989 445692 0,9
of which:

08 Edible fruits/nuts; peel of citrus fruits/melons2935795 3357417 3621442 3926501 4011292 7,1 51381 37434 25242 17751 21023 0,0
09 Coffee, tea etc. 2875512 2276673 1886373 1703403 1762099 3,1 15670 18387 14929 13109 14227 0,0
12 Oil seeds and oleaginous fruits 1890602 2768119 2632045 2695896 2877857 5,1 45203 47438 123688 34090 53987 0,1

16-24 Prepared foodstuffs; beverages 7161748 7850011 8021394 7935333 8604406 15,2 1542439 1635678 1445316 1279740 1203863 2,5
of which:

16 Preparations of meat/fish etc. 580348 641434 703468 776194 873010 1,5 47482 41593 31122 26929 30507 0,1
20 Prep. of vegetables/ fruits, nuts etc. 1238352 1033085 1131381 1060668 946779 1,7 147476 145794 116736 81079 82635 0,2
22 Beverages, spirits/vinegar 561443 702157 702410 704991 854812 1,5 706089 787765 711920 649864 615425 1,3
23 Residues/ waste from food industries etc. 3780725 4462400 4400455 4364753 4925668 8,7 82294 96412 93843 67270 71836 0,2

25-27 Mineral products 7606370 7922374 7623273 6704579 8910482 15,8 719401 649441 809346 644957 729114 1,5
of which:

26 Ores, slag and ash 2745269 2704264 2722598 2668712 4270292 7,6 44918 140307 120864 110188 64509 0,1
27 Mineral fuels, mineral oils/products of their distillation etc.4453985 4812477 4535891 3702001 4303834 7,6 592675 439350 616891 467559 586997 1,2

28-38 Products of the chemical or allied 
industries 1785399 1908264 1852443 1862321 1879987 3,3 8021439 9194560 8317036 7912619 8560405 18,0

of which:
29 Organic chemicals 936020 950451 871566 941363 861319 1,5 2445300 2712103 2375368 2148201 2201589 4,6
30 Pharmaceutical products 59593 73406 91672 85325 98253 0,2 1991630 2425184 2339697 2257515 2422497 5,1
33 Essential oils/resinoids; perfumery, cosmetic etc.87168 101877 115967 110861 111950 0,2 598635 774444 666702 640702 700947 1,5

39-40 Plastics and rubber 500106 490189 531736 596809 606928 1,1 2271304 2338796 2166698 2037358 2211444 4,6
of which:

39 Plastics/articles thereof 279553 284645 309753 363083 361556 0,6 1703099 1777622 1673770 1524804 1630838 3,4

41-43 Raw hides/skins/leather/furskins etc. 926257 1070167 1030890 890825 761856 1,3 136766 158490 162767 128201 131387 0,3

44-49 Wood/art. of woods etc; pulp of wood 
or other fibrous cellulosic 2575193 2237742 2197943 2307466 2620339 4,6 1919646 1926249 1633740 1436629 1564577 3,3

of which:
44 Woods/articles of wood; wood charcoal 958451 949947 887596 901095 1084944 1,9 93107 107460 104424 98071 112926 0,2
47 Pulp of wood/other fibrous cellulosic material etc.1368404 1003786 989136 1074520 1206790 2,1 10968 12163 13728 12787 16978 0,0
48 Paper/paperboard; articles thereof 218651 253437 291040 302688 294649 0,5 1188035 1151029 974357 909123 1040027 2,2

50-63 Textiles and textile articles 717667 786125 794758 757293 761881 1,3 1311009 1331487 1228929 1038097 1039368 2,2

64-67 Footwear, headgear, umbrellas, 
walking-sticks etc. 282469 272465 275626 276501 338178 0,6 130420 178227 165428 123121 99200 0,2

68-70 Articles of stone, plaster, cement, 
asbestos etc.; ceramic products etc. 172828 174262 179969 212946 250886 0,4 857703 904226 809074 678947 690900 1,4

71 Natural or cultured pearls, precious or 
semi-precious stones etc. 1366618 1598954 1831908 1509209 1336692 2,4 630275 621087 439201 294104 341658 0,7

72-83 Base metals/articles of thereof 4939096 4521973 4229344 4604301 6409872 11,4 3245830 3406005 3159801 2785838 3256424 6,8
of which:

72 Iron and steel 1457420 1199560 1206656 1505409 1761889 3,1 997366 994545 1026354 954563 1249380 2,6
73 Articles of iron/steel 104012 143406 139587 143028 154134 0,3 1008650 1096614 990831 828658 853774 1,8
74 Copper/articles thereof 2298500 2100920 1928901 1982456 3307129 5,9 92302 88471 70563 70591 98447 0,2

84-85 Machinery and mechanical appliances; 
elec. eq., sound recorders etc. 5594512 4983696 5945539 5683820 6285535 11,1 19640232 20315910 15777792 14240702 16259076 34,1

of which:
84 Nuclear reactors, boilers, machinery and mechanical appliances3636132 3000472 2766229 2684173 2764481 4,9 12260045 12973221 11054994 9636001 10398814 21,8
85 Electrical machinery/equip. and parts thereof; sound  recorders etc.1958381 1983224 3179310 2999647 3521053 6,2 7380187 7342690 4722798 4604701 5860262 12,3

86-89 Vehicles, aircrafts, vessels etc. 3568499 3040819 2019412 2318273 2238168 4,0 9397491 9631048 9274542 7279905 7099945 14,9
of which:

87 Vehicles other than railway/tramway rolling-stock etc.1532327 1372248 958042 1361187 1271305 2,3 5496210 6135539 5647840 4657159 4695571 9,8
88 Aircraft, spacecraft, and parts thereof 1904921 1412464 685103 606095 778915 1,4 2884695 3002320 2617704 1427250 1295625 2,7
89 Ships, boats and floating structures 125914 252149 371163 345787 184305 0,3 942573 363430 859697 1026407 970185 2,0

90-92 Optical, photographic, 
cinematographic etc. instruments 356580 426565 475619 598330 749043 1,3 1972444 2128793 1934260 1707753 1800361 3,8

Trade of the European Union (EU25) with Latin America by products, 2000-2004            

2004 2004
EU-imports (cif) EU-exports (fob)


	567276EN.doc

