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June Council 

EC, US to negotiate compensation on oilseeds 
The dispute between the Kuropean 

Community and the the United 
States on subsidies paid to KC oilseeds 
producers moved a stage further at the 
19 June Council when the Community 
was authorized to renegotiate its zero-
tariff concessions on oilseeds. The Coun
cil was considering a report which had 
found that a new oilseeds support regime 
in the Community continued to impair 
the value of these concessions, negotiated 
with the United States and other countri-
esin the 1960s. The panel members had 
recommended that the EC either modify 
its oilseeds regime or renegotiate the con
cessions. 

In requesting authorization for Article 
XXVIH:4 negotiations, the Community 
said this would help secure a "pragmatic, 
effective and prompt solution" tc its dis
pute with the United States. It cited a 
1955 Working Party report, yyhich stated 
that such negotiations could be applica
ble to subsidies affecting tariff conces
sions. The EC gaye the assurance that it 
would take account of the interests of 
other oilseeds exporters. At the same 
time, the Community charged as "har
assment" the recent publication bj the 
United States of a list of EC products that 
could be subject to retaliation in the ey ent 
of no adequate resolution of the dispute. 

The United States yyarned that the re
negotiation yyould be "costly" for the 
Community as compensation yyould haye 
to address the US$1 billion annual dam
age to US soya bean producers as well as 
a further US$1 billion of trade lost to 
producers in other countries. It stressed 
that it yyas up to the injured party to 
consider the adequacy of compensation 
offered in Article WVIII negotiations. 
The United States yyas hopeful of a reso
lution to the long-standing dispute but 
yyould remain yigilant. adding that vyork 
on the list of products targeted for retali
ation would continue until the comple
tion of its negot ia t ions with the 
Community. 

Brazil, Argentina, Canada and other 
exporters of oilseeds welcomed the Com
munity's proposal for Article XXVIII ne
gotiations as a step in the right direction. 
However, some of them said they would 

have preferred that the EC modify its 
oilseeds support instead. 

Under Article XXVIH:4, if no settle
ment is reached within 60 days after the 
authorization of the negotiations, the re
questing member may refer the matter to 
the Council. If still no settlement is 
reached, the member is free to modify or 
withdraw the concession, unless the 
Council determines that it had "unrea
sonably failed to offer adequate compen
sation." Should the member proceed, 
other members with a principal or sub
stantial trade interests in the concession 
may modify or withdraw equivalent con
cessions originally negotiated with the 
Community. 

Other decisions reached at the meetng 
yyill be reported in the next Focus. 

Dispute settlement dominates 
the Council's agenda 

Dispute settlement continues to dominate 
the work of the Council. At its 30 April 

meeting, the Council considered two panel 
reports. It also recei\ed the finding of the 
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reconvened members of the oilseeds panel 
on a new EC support system for oilseeds. 

The case concerns a complaint raised by 
the United States in 1986 that the EC system 
for oilseeds had nullified the EC zero-tariff 
binding on oilseeds. A panel, whose report 
was adopted by the Council in January 
1990, upheld the US position. 

The Contracting Parties, at their 47th 
Session in December 1991, granted a US 
request for the reconvening of the panel 
members to examine a new EC oilseeds 
regime. Under the old system, subsidies 
w ere granted to oilseeds processors to com
pensate for the difference between EC and 
world market prices. Council Regulation 
(EEC) No. 3766/91 of 12 December 1991 
established a new support system for soya 
beans, rape seed, colza seed and sunflower 
seed, involving direct per hectare payments 
to EC farmers. (Continued on page 2) 

Tokyo Round Agreements 

Adoption of three panel reports boosts 
dispute-settlement mechanism 

The recent adoption of three panel reports 
and the announcement of partial imple

mentation of another have given a boost to 
the dispute-settlement mechanism of the 
Tok\ o Round Committees. The intense dis
pute-settlement activity in several Tokyo 
Round Committees during the past year is 
expected to result in the submission of more 
panel reports in the coming months. 

The Subsidies Committee's swift adop
tion of a panel report on Canada's counter
vailing duty on United States' grain corn on 
26 March is considered particularly signifi
cant because it was the first panel report 
adopted by the Committee since the Subsi
dies Code came into effect in 1980. This was 
followed with the adoption, on 28 April, of 
a long-standing panel report on US defini
tion of "industry" for wine and grapes. 

The adoption of these two reports raises 
hope for a similar action soon on four other 
reports pending in the Committee. These 
reports are related to EC subsidies on w heat 
flour. EC subsidies on exports of pasta prod
ucts. Canada's counters ailing duties on EC 
boneless manufacturing beef, and US coun
ters ailing duties on non-rubber footy\ear 
from Brazil. Earlier this year, the GATT 
Director-General in his annual report to the 
Council pointed out that inaction on panel 
reports "compromises" the dispute-settle
ment mechanism of the Subsidies Agree
ment. 

The Committee on Government Procure
ment adopted at its first consideration on 13 
May a panel report on Norway's procure
ment of an electronic toll system around the 

(Continued on page 8) 
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Oilseeds 

(Continued from page 1 ) 

The panel members concluded that the 
new EC support system continued to impair 
GATT benefits accruing to the United States 
as a result of the zero tariff binding. It rec
ommended that the Community act expedi
tiously to eliminate the impairment of tariff 
concessions - either by modif> ing the new 
support system or by renegotiating the tariff 
concessions. The panel members stated that 
in the e\ent the dispute was not resohed 
expeditiously either «av the Contracting 
Parties should, if requested by the United 
States, consider further action under the dis

pute-settlement mechanism of the GATT. 
(Note: The Contracting Parties could 
authorize a GATT member to suspend con
cessions or other GATT obligations to an
other member.) 

After the introduction of the report, the 
United States said the findings were clear 
and precise. It asked the Community what 
it would do to comply with the recommen-
dations. 

The EC replied it w as not in a position to 
accept the panel's report. However, its 
stressed its wish to find a solution to the 
dispute, and promised to present a proposal 
on the matter before the next Council meet
ing. 

A number of countries, including those 

that had made third-party submissions to the 
reconvened panel members in support of the 
US position (Brazil. Canada, Argentina and 
Australia), called for the immediate adop
tion of the report. 

The United States criticized what it said 
was a record of delay by the EC since 1988 
when it first brought the case to the GATT. 
Citing reports that the EC Council of Min
isters had already rejected the panel's find
ings, the United States expressed serious 
doubts as to whether the EC could indeed 
come up with a proposal addressing the 
panel's recommendations. The United 
States said it had little choice but to and and 
that on that same day, the US government 
would announce steps for withdrawal of 
concessions from EC products in response 
to SI billion damage to US producers. The 
United States added that it strongh pre
ferred an amicable solution to the dispute, 
and that it was read\ to discuss the matter 
with the Communitv 

The EC said it detected "a strong whiff 
of unilateralism" in the US statement. The 
US position was quite out of order as the 
report was onl> undergoing its first consid
eration b> the Council, and was a regrettable 
step after a positive EC response to the 
report, the Community said. 

Manx delegations, including those that 
had supported the adoption of the report, 
stressed their opposition to unilateral trade 
action and urged the United States to first 
seek the authorization of the GATT Council 
before retaliating against the Community. 

Panel rules against US 
measures on beer 

The Council considered for the first time 
a panel report on US federal and state 

measures affecting imported beer, w ine and 
cider (see sidebar). The chairman of the 
panel, Ambassador Julio Lacarté-Muro 
(Uruguay), said that after examining liquor 
regulations of 44 different states, 76 specific 
state measures as well as two federal-level 
measures, the panel concluded that most of 
these measures were inconsistent with 
GATT provisions. (A panel report concern
ing Canadian practices on imported beer 
was adopted at the February meeting, see 
Focus No. 88.) 

The panel, Ambassador Lacarté said, 
was left with the impression that some of the 
matters examined could have been resolved 
with more intensive consultations between 
the two parties. He stressed the importance 
of thorough bilateral consultations in ensur
ing the rapid and efficient completion of 
GATT dispute settlement procedures. 

Canada said the measures found to be 
inconsistent by the panel constituted signifi
cant barriers to trade and had seriously dis
advantaged Canadian producers. It called 
for the immediate adoption of the panel 
report. 

The United States noted that this was the 
first panel report to have addressed state 
measures. It stressed that the cumulative 
effect of the measures had been negligible, 
and that alcoholic drinks from Canada could 
be obtained in the fifty states. The United 

Dispute Settlement File 

Canada/United States: US 
measures affecting alcoholic 
and malt beverages 

II 
Background: In May 1991. the Council 
established a panel to examine Canada's 
complaint that United States' federal and 
state measures on imported beer, wine and 
cider were inconsistent with GATT provi
sions. The Council first considered the re
port on 30 April 1992. 

Under the Omnibus Budget Reconcili
ation Act of 1990, the US federal excise tax 
on beer was increased from $9 to $18 per 
barrel. However, a lower rate of $7 contin
ued to apply to the first 60,000 barrels 
produced by US breweries with annual 
production not exceeding 2 million barrels. 
Excise taxes were also raised on wine but 
a tax credit was introduced for small US 
producers. 

Since 1933, the individual states had the 
authority to enact laws regulating the sale 
and distribution of alcoholic beverages. 
All states have a three-tier system under 
which the production, wholesale distribu
tion and retail sale of alcohol are kept 
separate. The states also impose excise 
taxes on beer, and in some states, local 
breweries benefit from differential excise 
taxes or tax credits. Many states regulate 
the distribution of alcoholic beverages to 
points of sale. Such regulations may limit 
the right to import beer and wine to alco
holic beverage boards, manufacturers, li
censed importers or to wholesalers. 

Several states also require that alcoholic 
beverages be shipped into the state by com
mon carriers. Other state practices on beer 
include requirement of licensing fees, list
ing and de-listing policies, and alcohol 
content restrictions. 

The US market accounts for about S200 
million, or 90 per cent, of Canada's total 
beer exports per year. 

Canada's complaint: The US federal ex
cise taxes as well as a wide range of state 
measures have created significant dis
crimination against Canadian beer, wine 
and cider in violation of Article III (the 
"national treatment" provision of the 
GATT, which stipulates that once an im
ported good clears customs, it should be 
treated the same way as like domestic prod
ucts). Australia, the European Community 
and New Zealand - also exporters of beer 
to the United States - made submissions to 
the panel in support of the Canadian posi
tion. 

US defence: Uower federal taxes apply 
only to less than one per cent of the domes
tic beer, hence most US beer is subjected 
to the same federal taxes as those imposed 
on imported beer. While US imports of 
Canadian beer have decreased, imports 
from other sources have increased. This 
showed that the factors other than the 
measures in question are behind the de
cline in Canadian beer shipments to the 
United States. Some state measures cited 
by Canada exist but are not being applied. 

The panel's conclusions: The panel con
cluded that the lower rate of federal excise 
tax on domestic beer and the provision of 
a federal excise tax credit on domestic wine 
and cider are inconsistent with Article 111:2 
of the General Agreement. Most of the 
state measures in question are also incon
sistent with the same GATT provision. It 
recommended that the United States bring 
its inconsistent federal and state measures 
into conformity with its obligations under 
the General Agreement. H 
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States indicated that it was consulting exten
sively with the states concerned regarding 
the panel report. While it could not agree to 
the adoption of the report at the current 
meeting, it expected to have a more definite 
and positive response at the next meeting. 

The Council agreed to revert to the matter 
at the next meeting and granted Canada's 
request to derestrict the panel report. 

EC may ask for a panel 
on US tuna embargo 

The Chairman invited Mexico and the 
United States to report on their bilateral 

consultations concerning a panel report that 
had ruled against a US embargo, taken to 
limit the catching of dolphins, on imports of 
yellowfin tuna from Mexico. 

Mexico said a ministerial-level meeting 
would soon take place in Cancun to discuss 
"responsible fishing". The United States 
said the US Administration was working 
with Congress on legislation that would re
place the basis of the embargo, and that 
these efforts were moving in "a positive 
direction". 

The European Community expressed 
frustration at w hat it described as a blockage 
in GATT dispute-settlement procedures. It 
reported that it had started bilateral consult
ations with the United States on its com
plaint that a secondary US embargo had 
affected tuna exports by several EC member 
States. In the absence of a solution, the EC 
said it would ask for its ow n panel at the next 
Council meeting. 

Many delegations reiterated their call for 
an early adoption of the report (see previous 
Focus). 

M.f.n. on footwear 

Brazil urged the adoption of a panel re
port containing a conclusion that the 

United States, w ith respect to a countervail
ing dun action on non-rubber footwear 
from Brazil, had not accorded m.f.n. treat
ment to Brazilian exports (see Focus No. 
88 ). It noted that the report w as being con
sidered by the Council for the third time. 

The United States said progress w as be
ing made in intensi\e consultations with 
Brazil on this matter. It was hopeful that a 
solution would be found in the immediate 
future. 

Brazil said continued delav was burden
some to its exporters. It could agree to a 
postponement of Council action onlv on the 
understanding that the matter would be re
solved at the next meeting. 

Egypt asks for waiver on 
tariff changes 

Egypt requested a temporary waiver, un
til 30 June 1993. for changes in its tariff 

system aimed at assisting an economic re
form programme it was undertaking with 
the cooperation of the International Mone
tary Fund and the World Bank. It stressed 
that the tariff changes were not aimed at 
introducing discrimination or further trade 
restrictions, but rather at narrowing the gap 

between minimum and maximum rates in 
changing over to the Harmonized System 
tariff nomenclature. It noted that in 1986 
and 1989. it had unilaterally reduced its 
tariffs by 50 and 30 per cent, respectively. 

Some 27 countries supported Egypt's re
quest. The following countries requested 
more information on the Egyptian tariff 
changes, and the postponement of a deci
sion until the next meeting: New Zealand. 
Canada, the United States. Switzerland, the 
European Community and Austria. 

Egypt said that it had already given the 
necessary information concerning its re
quest, including lists of specific duties that 
would be increased and decreased. It 
stressed that more information would be 
provided in its Article XXVIII negotiations 
with interested contracting parties, which 
would take place after the waiver decision. 
Noting that many delegations had supported 
the request. Egypt asked for a vote on the 
granting of the waiver. 

Many delegations observed that the 
Council traditionally arrived at decisions 
through consensus, not through voting. Em
phasizing that a vote on such a matter would 
provide a dangerous precedent in GATT, 
they requested Egypt to reconsider its call 
for a vote. They stressed that some delega
tions had suggested a delav in Council ac
tion, not a rejection of the waiver. 

After informal consultations, the Chair
man told the Council that there w as a strong 
desire to take a decision on Egypt's request 
on the basis of consensus. He said he would 
consult w ith interested parties to facilitate a 
decision at the next meeting. 

Trade agreements 

The Chairman reported on his consult
ations on how GATT could efficient]) 

deal with the rising number of notifications 
on free-trade areas. He said the Council 
should agree in principle to establish a lim
ited number of working parties to consider 
these agreements, with standard terms of 
reference and open to all interested GATT 
members. Two working parties would be 
established at the meeting to examine agree
ments already notified: subsequent agree
ments would either be submitted b\ the 
Council to these w orking parties, or to other 
working parties to be established. 

The Council established two working 
parties. respecti\ely. to examine the EFTA-
Turkex Free Trade Agreement and the EEC 
Association Agreements w ith the Czech and 
Slovak Federal Republic. Hungary and Po
land (see previous Focus). 

BOP reports 

The Chairman of the Committee on Bal-
ance-of-Payments Restrictions. Mr. 

Jean-François Boittin (France), reported on 
the Committee's consultations with India 
held in March. He said the Committee rec
ognized the continuing fragility of the bal-
ance-of-payments position of India and 
commended the Indian authorities for 
launching a comprehensive reform pro
gramme. 

It also held simplified consultations with 
Pakistan and Sri Lanka. 

Other business 
• Yugoslavia announced the promulgation 

of the Constitution of the Federal Repub
lic of Yugoslavia, consisting of Serbia and 
Montenegro, on 27 April. This Republic, 
it said, would continue the international 
personality of the former Socialist Fed
eral Republic of Yugoslavia. The United 
States, the EC and Austria said they were 
not ready to take a position with respect 
to Yugoslavia's statement. The Commu
nity added that the panel established at the 
previous Council meeting on EC sanc
tions on Yugoslavia would have no foun
dation until the succession claim had 
been clarified. Yugoslavia maintained 
that nothing had changed with respect to 
the panel. 

• The Chairman of the Contracting Parties. 
Ambassador Lars E.R. Anell (Sweden), 
announced that he would start consult
ations on the Office of the GATT Direc
tor-General. Mr. Dunkel's term expires at 
the end of 1992. • 

GATT trade course for 
Eastern European officials 

The wide-ranging economic reforms 
and trade liberalization in many of 

the former Soviet Republics and coun
tries of Central and Eastern Europe have 
increasingly led them to seek greater in
tegration into the world economy. To 
assist in their transition to market-ori
ented economies and fuller participation 
in the multilateral trading system, the 
GATT Secretariat has organized its sec
ond Special Trade Policy Course de
signed specifically for senior trade 
officials from these countries. 

Like the first Special Course held in 
1991, the nine-week course that began 
o n 25 May was organized with financial 
support of the Swiss Federal Govern
ment. Twenty-five officials are partici
pating in the current course. They were 
nominated by the governments of Alba
nia. Belarus. Bulgaria, the Czech and 
Slovak Federal Republic. Estonia. Hun
gary. Latvia. Lithuania. Poland. Roma
nia, the Russian Federation and the 
Ukraine. 

The Czech and Slovak Republic. Po
land. Romania and Hungary are long
standing members of the GATT but have 
only recently embarked upon ambitious 
programmes of reassessment and re
alignment of economic policies. Bul
gar ia ' s application for GATT 
membership is being examined by a 
working party. 

Besides the Russian Federation, 
which assumed the Soviet Union's ob
server seat in the GATT at the beginning 
of this year, several of the states that 
comprised the former USSR have indi
cated an interest in GATT membership. 
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TPRM 

Council reviews trade policies of Ghana, 
the United States, Austria and Singapore 
Under the Trade Policies Re\ iew Mecha

nism (TPRM) - an early result of the 
Uruguay Round - the Council examines, at 
periodic special meetings, the impact of 
each GATT member's trade policies and 
practices on the multilateral trading sy stem. 
In March, the Council completed an inten
sive cycle of reviews. The discussions on 
the trade policies of Finland and Argentina, 
held early that month, were reported in the 
previous Focus. 

The following are excerpts from the 
Chairman's summaries of the Council dis
cussions on the trade policies of Ghana (9-
10 March), the United States (11-12 
March), Austria (23-24 March) and Singa
pore (25-26 March). 

GHANA 

The representative of Ghana opened the 
discussion by outlining the basic objec

tives of the ongoing programme of trade and 
economic reforms followed by Ghana since 
1983 under the Economic Recovery Pro
gramme. An essential ingredient of these 
reforms had been to improve the country's 
resource allocation as well as its productive 
and export capacities, through greater reli
ance on market forces and an increasing role 
for the private sector, while maintaining 
responsible monetary and fiscal policies. 
Public sector efforts focused on effective 
implementation of policy reforms and im
proving the physical and social infrastruc
ture. 

Efforts taken to liberalize the trading re
gime in Ghana included the removal of im
port licensing and tariff reductions, together 
with the introduction of a market-deter
mined exchange rate. Further steps an
nounced in the 1992 Budget included 
abolition of the super sales tax; rationaliza
tion of the special additional import tax 
rates, formerly of between 10 and 40%, to a 
maximum rate of 10%; the scaling down of 
import and sales taxes on motor cars and 
building materials as well as, inter alia, re
ductions in company tax rates in commerce 
and other service areas. As Ghana's econ
omy became more outward looking, how
ever, its need for better access to foreign 
markets and a stronger international trading 
system would be more critical. 

Participants recognized that Ghana, as a 
low-income developing country with a 
natural resource-based economy, a limited 
export base and a high level of indebted
ness, had faced many serious constraints in 
a responsible manner. Its impressive 
achievements to date in economic reform, 
with trade and exchange liberalization at the 
centre, had strengthened its integration in 
the world economy and improved its eco
nomic performance. 

Ghana had ceased to use trade restric

tions for balance-of-payments purposes, 
had reduced tariffs and thus exposed its 
economy to greater international competi
tion. The Council commended Ghana for 
the way that, with the aid of substantial 
external assistance, it had resoluteh tackled 
the challenges before it using comprehen
sive economic reforms. The important role 
played by autonomous trade liberalization 
in redressing the inefficiencies caused by 
past import-substitution policies was em
phasized. 

Participants raised questions and sought 
further information from Ghana on a variety 
of issues, including: the effect on trade and 
production incentives of Ghana's escalating 
tariff structure and various tax concessions: 
the use of minimum import prices and spe
cial import tariffs, including for anti-dump
ing purposes: and the role of the recently 
established Tax Tribunal in customs mat
ters. 

It was noted that Ghana had bound none 
of its tariffs in GATT. Participants also 
asked whetherGhana would join any of the 
MTN Agreements. 

In responding to these questions and 
comments, the representative of Ghana re
iterated his Government's commitment to 
further trade reforms, including the gradual 
lowering of tariffs to more uniform levels, 
and reductions in the scope for duty exemp
tions and concessions. A major aspect of its 
policy thrust was to reduce the economy's 
vulnerability to world commodity price 
movements through export diversification 
away from traditional exports, such as co
coa, towards non-traditional manufactured 
and primary exports, including fish, salt, 
processed food, soaps, wood and alumin
ium products. The activities of the Export 
Promotion Council were important in this 
regard. The stimulation of greater private 
sector involvement was also receiving high 
priority, through acceleration of the divesti
ture programme and policies such as tax 
concessions and financial reforms. He em
phasized that the Government's role was 
one of providing the infrastructural facili
ties necessary for economic growth. 

Details were given on the important role 
played by overseas remittances, as well as 
external assistance, in supporting the bal
ance of payments and the reform pro
gramme. The recent establishment of the 
Tax Tribunal, with High Court status, was 
an important advance in customs admini
stration. Ghana would give consideration to 
binding its tariffs, but thought that further 
tariff reforms should precede any binding 
commitments. The reduction of the Govern
ment's role in marketing of primary prod
ucts would be continued. Steps would soon 
be taken to remove COCOBOD's monop
oly position on domestic cocoa sales, al
though it w as thouaht necessary to maintain 

A textile plant in Accra. Ghana : diversifying 
the export base. tILO Photo) 

its sole export responsibilities for quality 
control purposes, among others. 

Ghana was considering acceding to 
MTN Agreements, especially those on 
Technical Barriers to Trade. Customs Valu
ation. Government Procurement and Import 
Licensing. However, this would be heavily 
influenced by the outcome of the Uruguay 
Round. There had been a renewed interest 
in regional trade initiatives, such as 
ECOWAS and the proposed African Eco
nomic Community, following the strength
ening of international trade blocs elsewhere 
in the world. Other matters raised by partici
pants would be covered in a written re
sponse. 

Conclusions 
Members agreed with the representative of 
Ghana on the importance to its reform pro
gramme of a successful outcome to the Uru
guay Round, especially in tropical products, 
natural resource-based products and agri
culture. Improved market access in these 
areas would significantly assist the achieve
ment of Ghana's full export potential and 
help further reduce its dependence on co
coa. At the same time, Ghana could make 
its contribution to the Round and increase 
the stability and predictability of its own 
trade policies through tariff bindings. 

The Council commended Ghana for the 
substantial progress that it had made in eco
nomic liberalization, in the face of consid
erable difficulties. The implementation of 
further reforms, including continuing re
ductions in tariffs and greater divestiture of 
State-owned enterprises, would strengthen 
Ghana's economic potential. However. 
Ghana's autonomous liberalization efforts 
must be matched by its trading partners, 
within the multilateral system, by ensuring 
favourable market access and stable trading 
conditions for its export growth and diver
sification. I 
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UNITED STATES 

In his introduction, the United States rep
resentative stated that his Government's 

primary trade polies objective in the past 
two years had been to secure a successful 
outcome to the Uruguay Round, which 
would reduce trade barriers and modernize 
the trading system. Merchandise trade ac
counted for \TA, and overall international 
transactions for almost 30%, of the United 
States' GNP. A strengthened multilateral 
trading system, based on effective rules, 
was crucial to the U.S. economy. 

In his view, the United States' two free 
trade agreements were fully consistent with 
GATT provisions and other preferential ar
rangements had been granted GATT waiv
ers. The United States had also adopted a 
cooperative approach in bilateral trade dis
putes, and had brought disputes to the 
GATT where relevant rules existed. In rela
tion to the use of Section 301 authority, the 
United States favoured an agreement in the 
Uruguay Round for strengthened and effi
cient dispute-settlement rules. 

United States anti-dumping procedures 
were being implemented in a transparent 
way and their aim was to safeguard the 
benefits of liberal trade. Sectoral market 
opening initiatives with major trading part
ners benefited other contracting parties 
through non-discriminatory application. 
For steel, international consensus was rec
ognized as necessary to curtail unfair trad
ing practices and permit the application of 
GATT rules. The United States was open to 
consultations and surveillance in the frame
work of the multilateral trading system and 
welcomed scrutiny in the T P R M the central 
element of multilateral surveillance. 

Council members emphasised that the 
United States, the world's largest single 
trading entity, had a major responsibility for 
the soundness of the multilateral trading 
system. In this context, it had played a lead
ing rôle in the Uruguav Round negotiations. 
The resistance b> "fhe U.S. Administration 
to protectionist pressures in a time of eco
nomic slowdown was welcomed. It was rec
ognized that the U.S. market was generally 
open, with most tariffs low and bound. 

Export growth had been a factor in pre
venting the recent slowdown in the United 
States economv from turning into a deeper 
recession, and prov ided a base for recovery. 
While the current account deficit had de
clined, fears were expressed that recovery 
might lead to an import surge, stimulating 
further protectionist pressures. The U.S. 
Administration was urged to use appropri
ate macro-economic measures to address 
economic imbalances. 

Participants expressed serious concern 
about the continuing use of unilateral trade 
measures, or threats thereof. by the United 
States. However, they welcomed the U.S. 
commitment, in the context of the Uruguav 
Round negotiations, that the United States 
would seek recourse to the new multilateral 
procedures for the resolution of disputes. 

Among discernible trends in the last two 
years, participants identified increasing at

tention given by the United States to re
gional trading initiatives. Some participants 
saw these arrangements as contributing to 
the openness of the multilateral trading sys
tem. Others expressed concern at the in
creased focus given to such agreements, 
mentioning, in particular, the consequent 
reduction in m.f.n.-based trade and their 
potent ia l t rade-diver t ing effects. All 
stressed the need to ensure full consistency 
of these agreements with GATT rules. 

Questions were raised and concerns ex
pressed on several specific points. These 
included: the existence of high tariff peaks, 
notably on tobacco, textiles, clothing and 
tootwear; unpredictable customs proce
dures, particularly in interpreting rules of 
origin; the application of anti-dumping and 
countervailing measures, particularly the 
uncertainty, harassment and costs caused 
for foreign competitors;'the use of "man
aged trade" practices, particularly in the 
steel, automotive and semi-conductor sec
tors. In this context, some members asked 
what provisions might replace the existing 
VRAs on steel when they expire; and "trig
ger" provisions under the 1990 Farm Act, 
which considerably expanded the scope for 
export subsidization. 

In response, the representative of the 
United States acknowledged and shared 
participants' concerns over increasing pro
tectionist pressures. He recognized that the 
U.S. tariff contained high peaks in certain 
areas, although only 4<7< of tariff lines were 
over 20%, and that many of the highly-pro
tected areas of the U.S. economy were those 
of interest to developing countries. : He also 
acknow ledged that, by and large, no autono
mous liberalization had been undertaken in 
the last two years, but that the United States 
was ready to address the concerns in the 
Uruguav Round. 

In response to concerns about regional
ism, he stated that the free trade agreements 
w ith Israel and Canada were already prov en 
successes, even though full liberalization 
had not yet been achieved.The United States 
believed that the process of integration 
would also assist greater overall trade liber
alization. 

He recognized participants' concerns 
over unilateral actions by the United States. 
However, mam areas in which Section 301 
action had been taken were not currently 
covered bv multilateral rules. In the same 
way. Government procurement was inade
quately covered. The Lnited States was 
committed to the expansion of the cov erage 
of the multilateral system to include a uni
tary dispute-settlement mechanism cover
ing all areas of international trade. 

Managed trade was not seen as a desir
able policy, and the United States would 
continue to resist its use. U.S. sectoral 
agreements had serv ed to open markets for 
other suppliers. 

Export subsidies on agriculture had no 
redeeming value. The U.S. subsidy pro
grammes were regarded by them as a nec
essary step to promote reform in this sector 
through negotiations under the Uruguay 
Round. Without an agreement on agricul
ture in the Uruguay Round, the U.S. Con-

New York Stock Exchange: export growth is 
providing a base for economic recovery. 
(1LO Photo) 

gress would undoubtedly continue to man
date agriculture export subsidies. In the 
same vein, the "trigger" clause in the 1990 
Farm Bill was meant to send a clear signal: 
either a Uruguay Round agreement or a 
continuation of subsidy wars. 

The United States' GSP scheme had in
creased in scope and coverage since the last 
review. 

Conclusions 
In conclusion, the Council welcomed the 
importance attached by the United States, 
and its positive approach, to the TPRM 
process. It was recognized that the United 
States had. in the past two years, continued 
to support the multilateral trading system 
and. at a time of economic difficulties, 
largely resisted pressures for greater protec
tion. 

Nevertheless, few fundamental changes 
had taken place in the United States' general 
trade policy framework. Many of the devel
opments which had occurred continued the 
trends, seen in the first Trade Policy Review. 
towards greater use of bilateral or unilateral 
measures, unilateral interpretations of mul
tilateral trade rules, or managed trade. Sub
sidized exports of agricultural products had 
also increased. Serious consequences for 
the trading community resulted, not least 
from uncertamtv regarding access to the 
U.S. market and effects on third markets. It 
w as also seen as imperative that, in pursuing 
regional trading objectives, now a more ob
vious third "leg" of U.S. trade policies, the 
United States adhere fully to the letter and 
spirit of GATT provisions. 

The rapidly -growing contribution of ex
ternal transactions to the U.S. economv 
made an open, smoothly functioning multi
lateral trading svstem vital to the United 
States' trading partners and. equally, to the 
United States itself. In asserting these 
points, the Council emphasized that the in
terests of the United States and all its trading 
partners would be best served by a speedy 
and positive conclusion to the Uruguay 
Round, providing for a balanced, equitable 
trade liberalization package over all sectors 
and for all participants and the creation of a 
stable, transparent and rule-based multilat
eral trading system. • 
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AUSTRIA 

In his introduction, the Austrian repre
sentative stated that, after World War II. 

Austria's aim had been to liberalize its for
eign trade as soon as possible. In pursuance 
of this policy. Austria played an active rôle 
in establishing a free-trade system in 
Europe: it was a founding member of 
EFTA. had concluded a free-trade agree
ment with the European Communities in 
1972. and had applied, in 1989. for full 
membership of the EC. In 1991. trade with 
European countries accounted for 84% of 
exports and 81% of imports. Since 1987. 
Austria had taken important steps towards 
deregulation of economic activities and fur
ther comprehensive changes were in the 
offing. 

Although Austria had been affected b> 
the slow dow n in international economic ac-
tivity in 1991. the economy w a;> expected to 
grow b> 3 per cent per >ear on average 
between 1991 and 1996. Consumer prices 
were relatively stable. Austria's monetary 
and exchange rate policies had contributed 
to this situation. 

Council members recognized that Aus
tria's long-term social and economic stabil
ity had contributed largely to its strong 
economic performance. The introduction of 
fiscal reforms, acceleration of structural ad
justment and restructuring of the national
ized industries in 1987. despite a difficult 
international economic environment, had 
improved conditions for investment and 
growth. Since its accession to the GATT. 
Austria had made steady progress towards 
trade liberalization. It had resorted to safe
guard, anti-dumping and other trade restric
tions sparingly. 

Participants acknowledged that Austria 
had supported a rule-based, multilateral 
trading system, and played an active rôle in 
all areas of the Uruguay Round. In addition. 
Austria devoted particular attention to is
sues of environmental protection, both in its 
domestic trade policies and in the GATT. 

Austria had traditionally followed a 
Europe-oriented trade policy. At present, 
about three-quarters of Austria's imports 
originated in preferential EC and EFTA 
sources. The application of m.f.n. treatment 
was therefore the exception, rather than the 
rule. Austria's most important current trade 
policy objective was to become a member 
of the European Communities. This, to
gether with the recent conclusion of nego
tiations on the European Economic Area 
and a grow ing number of free-trade agree
ments with central and eastern European 
countries, would lead to even closer links 
w ithin Europe. In this context, a number of 
delegations expressed their expectation that 
Austria's integration into the European mar
ket would be fully compatible with its 
GATT obligations and would not impair the 
development of Austria's trade with non-
participants. 

Members noted that while Austria's trade 
policy in relation to most industrial products 
was relatively liberal, agriculture remained 
heavily protected and largely insulated from 

international market signals. High levels of 
assistance were provided to the farm sector, 
in pursuit of policy objectives such as self-
sufficiency and the protection of the envi
ronment. In support, a wide variety of 
restrictive border measures was applied, in
cluding import and export licensing, import 
quotas, variable import levies, high (mainly 
specific I tariffs, minimum import prices, 
seasonal restrictions and export subsidies. 
Barriers to imports had. in certain cases, 
prevented trade flows from efficient pro
ducers. Protection of certain sectors, such as 
grains, sugar, beef and dairy products, had 
led to more than self-sufficiency and to 
subsidized exports, w hile Austrian consum
ers had to pay prices much higher than 
world levels for agricultural products. 
Members questioned Austria's polic> of 
self-sufficiency and the consistency of en-
\ironmental policy objectives with price in
centives for production. A successful 
conclusion of the Uruguay Round should 
contribute to reducing Austria's protective 
barriers in agriculture. 

M.f.n. tariff protection for industry was 
higher than in most OECD countries, with 
peaks in some sectors, such as textiles, 
clothing and footwear, often in the form of 
specific duties. Moreover. GSP coverage 
was limited and tariff reductions less than 
full. These factors meant that imports from 
third countries, including GSP beneficiar
ies, were at a considerable disadvantage 
relative to imports from the EC and EFTA. 
The hope was expressed that the product 
coverage of the GSP scheme could be ex
tended, in particular to agricultural prod
ucts, textiles, clothing and footwear. 

Replying, the representative of Austria 
recalled his country's active participation in 
international trade fora, including the Uru
guay Round. The entry into force of the EEA 
Treaty, and EC membership, would also 
lead to significant changes in Austria's poli
cies. 

Austria's economy was already largely 
integrated into the EEC. Membership 
would improve competitive conditions 
within the country and should have trade-
creating effects. It was not expected to dis
criminate against third countries or to 
inhibit reductions in trade barriers on an 
m.f.n. basis. Austria's strong links with cen
tral and eastern European countries in
cluded many joint ventures, which should 
assist business development. 

The importance of import restrictions 
had been overstated by participants. The 
simplified procedure for import licensing, 
which applied to all industrial products ex
cept lignite, was not restrictive and had been 
recognized as full liberalization under 
GATT. The scope of the price surveillance 
system had already been significantly re
duced and was under further review. The 
safeguard action taken by Austria on cement 
was fully in conformity with Articles XIX 
and XXIV. Austria had never taken anti
dumping or countervailing measures, and 
the application of strict competition law in 
the EEA would rule out such measures 
among members. 

Austria's GSP scheme, which was ex-

Austria's Main Export Markets. 1990 
(Percentage) 

tended to all countries on a self-election 
basis, had the broadest product coverage of 
any scheme. It contained no quotas and the 
safeguard procedures had been used only 
tw ice in 20 years. 

Austria had made autonomous tariff cuts 
of 20%. These were incorporated into its 
Round offer of a 30% reduction overall. 

Its agricultural policy was intended to 
serve economic, environmental and social 
objectiv es. The PSE lev el w as at the average 
for OECD. Self-sufficiency was only one 
aim and could not be achieved overall. In 
some areas, surpluses had occurred. Supply 
control measures had been taken to reduce 
the excesses: these would continue. Access 
to the EC. including the need to accept CAP 
reforms, and the Round outcome, would 
also have reforming effects. 

Conclusions 
In conclusion, the Council recognised Aus
tria's contributions in GATT and under the 
Uruguay Round towards maintaining, de
veloping and strengthening the multilateral 
trading system. It had also proved sensitive 
to new policy trends and challenges, includ
ing environmental objectives, and the need 
to find multilateral solutions. 

Austria's engagement in the multilateral 
process had been accompanied by internal 
market-oriented policy reforms in recent 
years. These reforms, aimed at strengthen
ing adjustment capacity in a number of sec
tors, had laid the ground for strong 
economic performance in terms of growth, 
employment and inflation. The Council ex
pressed the expectation that Austria would 
continue to work towards liberalization, de
regulation and structural adjustment. 

The Council noted that, in a number of 
sectors, high levels of protection remained 
and expressed its concern about some spe
cific discriminatory elements in Austria's 
trade policies. 

The Council emphasized that, in 
strengthening economic links within 
Europe. Austria should ensure that ongoing 
reform efforts at the European level should 
not only be compatible with multilateral 
liberalization but should contribute to 
m.f.n.-based opening of restricted and regu
lated markets in all sectors of Austria's 
economv. I 
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SINGAPORE 

In his introductory statement, the repre
sentative of Singapore noted that the 

country's economic development over the 
past 30 years had been based on a liberal and 
open trade and investment system. Most 
imports entered Singapore free of tariffs and 
domestic industries were not protected by 
non-tariff barriers. The rôle of the Govern
ment was mainly to encourage the private 
sector to become internationally competi
tive. As an export-oriented economy. Sin
gapore was vulnerable to economic 
downturns and protectionist measures in its 
major markets. Singapore remained firmly 
committed to the GATT-based multilateral 
trading system and sought a successful con
clusion to the Uruguay Round negotiations. 
It had consistently maintained an open trade 
régime and had rejected pressures for pro
tection even during difficult times. In the 
regional context. Singapore was working 
closely towards the creation of the ASEAN 
Free Trade Area. 

Participants recognized Singapore's eco
nomic success. Outward-oriented policies 
and social and institutional stability were 
the roots of its impressive economic devel
opment. Singapore's trade régime testified 
to the benefits to be derived from liberal 
international trade. M.f.n. treatment was the 
general rule. Singapore imposed very few 
tariffs or import restrictions. 

Noting that Singapore's per capita GDP 
was higher than in certain developed coun
tries, some members questioned the need 
for its continuing status as a developing 
country in GATT. Other members took the 
view that the status of a country was de
pendent on many economic, social and po
litical considerations and that the TPRM 
was not the appropriate forum to discuss this 
issue. 

Participants recognized that the external 
trading environment was crucial to Singa
pore. Particular concerns included export 
restrictions, anti-dumping and counten ail
ing actions. Se\eral members underlined 
the need for a successful conclusion to the 
Uruguay Round in this context. 

Singapore's positive contribution to re
gional integration was welcomed. Particu
lar reference was made to the "Triangle of 
Growth" concept linking Singapore to cer
tain regions of Malav sia and Indonesia. The 
sole exception to m.f.n. treatment was for 
preferences granted within ASEAN. In this 
connection, attention was drawn to the re
cent agreement on an ASEAN Free Trade 
Area ( AFTA ). Participants looked forw ard 
to the notification of the agreement to the 
GATT. Questions were raised regarding the 
timeframe for implementation and the na
ture and coverage of concessions. Some 
participants, noting that not all products 
were included in the agreement, empha
sized that it should be fully GATT-consis-
tent and avoid trade diversion. 

The tendering system for quotas on re
strained exports under bilateral agreements 
was a case in point. 

Although most imports entered Singa

pore duty-free, the level of GATT bindings 
was very low. A number of participants con
sidered Singapore's conditional offer in the 
Uruguay Round, to bind half of its tariffs at 
20%. as having little practical significance. 
They encouraged Singapore to bind a sub
stantial proportion, if not all. of its tariffs at. 
or near, the existing applied rates, to provide 
effective guarantees for third countries in 
the event of any tariff increase. Singapore 
was also encouraged to sign all the MTN 
Agreements. 

Responding, the representative of Singa
pore said that the country's economic suc
cess resulted from investment in human 
resources, improvement in the climate for 
enterprises, opening the economy to inter
national trade and investment, and the right 
mix of macroeconomic policies. Political, 
geographical and socio-cultural factors had 
also contributed. In addition, regional coop
eration within ASEAN had assisted in pro
moting stability, economic advancement 
and prosperity. 

The Government's influence on private 
savings, the exchange rate and wages had 
not hampered trade, but had helped in 
achieving non-inflationary economic 
growth. Government participation in sec
tors like shipbuilding and petrochemicals 
was to encourage development in areas 
where private sector involvement was in
hibited by heavy capital costs and high 
risks. Singapore's incentive programmes 
were available to foreign and local firms. 
They were not targeted at specific sectors or 
product groups. 

In the formulation and implementation of 
trade and economic policies, the Govern
ment conducted regular, wide-ranging dia
logues with the private sector, whose 
representatives served on the boards of 
many statutory bodies. Administrative 
guidelines were not used to implement trade 
policies. 

The operation of market forces was the 
best safeguard against restrictive business 
practices: in Singapore's view, it was a moot 
point whether competition policy was effec
tive against such practices. 

There were few Singapore companies of 
sufficient size and capital to venture over
seas. Singapore enterprises had. so far. in
vested mainly in neighbouring countries. 

Ninety-six per cent of all imports cur
rently entered Singapore free of tariffs and 
other border measures. Singapore's trade 
régime had not posed any market access 
problems to other contracting parties. It re
mained ready to negotiate an increase in its 
level of bindings in the Uruguay Round. 
Similarly. Singapore's accession to MTN 
Agreements w ould depend on its ev aluation 
of the final Uruguav Round package. 

Questions relating to services and TRIPS 
were outside the scope of the TPRM. They 
should be addressed in the Uruguay Round. 

Singapore firmly supported the GATT-
based multilateral trading system. Bilat
eral, regional and plurilateral trade 
initiatives were complementary to the sys
tem and consistent with GATT's liberaliza
tion objectives. The Growth Triangle sought 
to bring about greater economic coopera-

A modern shopping mall in Singapore: out
ward-oriented policies and social stability 
are at the roots of the country's impressive 
economic development. (ILO Photo) 

tion among Singapore. Indonesia and Ma
laysia by harnessing the complementary 
strengths of the three countries and creating 
an environment conducive to inflow of in
vestments and technology. The ASEAN 
Free Trade Area (AFTA) was not intended 
to divert trade from third countries but to 
enhance ASEAN's economic growth, pro
mote economies of scale, and develop 
greater integration into the world economy. 
The East Asia Economic Caucus was a fo
rum in which countries could co-ordinate 
and develop views on issues of mutual in
terest. 

The Singapore-United States Trade and 
Investment Framework Agreement (TIFA). 
provided a framework for consultations 
with a view to expanding trade and invest
ment between the two countries. 

Neither the TPRM nor the GATT w as the 
forum to pass judgement on a party's devel
opment status. Such sensitive questions 
were to be considered in the broader politi
cal, economic and social context. Singapore 
w as fully conscious of its rôle and respon
sibilities in the GATT and its place in the 
international trading system, and fully met 
its obligations. 

Conclusions 
In conclusion, the Council strongly com
mended Singapore for its liberal trade poli
cies. Together with a stable social and 
macroeconomic env ironment. these had 
laid the ground for the country's impressive 
economic development. Singapore's stead
fast commitment to this approach was an 
outstanding example of open trade prac
tices. 

While Singapore's rôle in GATT and its 
contribution to the Uruguav Round were 
highly appreciated, the expectation was ex
pressed that Singapore could take further 
steps to bind, and thus ensure the predict
ability of. its tariff régime. 

The Council welcomed Singapore's 
positive involvement in new forms of re
gional economic cooperation, which should 
be fully consistent with the strengthened 
multilateral trading system expected to re
sult from the Uruguay Round. A positive 
outcome of the Round was crucial to safe
guarding Singapore's prosperity and paving 
the way towards continued economic ex
pansion. I 
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Panel reports 

(Continuedfrom page 1) 

city of Trondheim. Another panel report -
that on the United States" procurement of a 
sonar mapping system - will be again con
sidered by the Committee in June. This re
port is considered significant because it 
provides a ruling on the Code"s coverage of 
products procured through service con
tracts. 

At the first consideration on 28 April by 
the Subsidies Committee of a panel report 
on the German exchange rate scheme for 
Deutsche Airbus, the European Communit) 
objected to its adoption. Howe\er. it an
nounced the partial implementation of the 
panel's recommendations. 

CVD on grain corn 

This dispute 
concerned 

the initiation in 
July 1986 by 
Canada of a 
countervailing 
duty investiga
tion of imports 
of grain com from the United States after 
filing of a complaint by the Ontario Com 
Producers Association. The Canadian Im
port Tribunal (CIT) issued a determination 
of subsidization in March 1987. One basis 
of this determination was that the US was 
the world's dominant grain com supplier 
and therefore was responsible for the dra
matic decline in world com prices. 

The panel concluded that the CIT deter
mination was not consistent with the re
quirements of Article 6 of the Subsidies 
Code because the CIT did not determine on 
the basis of positive evidence that material 
injury to Canadian grain com was caused by 
imports of subsidized grain com from the 
United States. It recommended that Canada 
bring its countervailing duty measure into 
conformity with obligations under the Sub
sidies Code. 

When the panel presented its report to the 
Committee on 26 March, Canada said it 
could agree to the adoption of the panel 
report. The United States and other Com
mittee members congratulated Canada for 
its swift action on the panel report. 

Deutsche Airbus 

On 28 Ap
ril, the 

Committee on 
Subsidies and 
Countervailing 
Measures con
sidered a panel 
report on the 
German exchange rate scheme for Deutsche 
Airbus. The panel had concluded that the 
German measure was among the prohibited 
subsidies listed in the annex to the Subsidies 
Code. It also took the view that the inputs 
delivered by Deutsche Airbus to Airbus In
dustrie were exported from Germany to 
France, and thus the scheme applied to ex

ports. The panel ruled that the scheme was 
an export subsidy prohibited in terms of 
Article 9 of the Code. The panel recom
mended that the exchange rate guarantee 
scheme operated by the Government of 
Germany with respect to Deutsche Airbus 
be brought into conformitv with the provi
sions of Article 9 of the Subsidies Agree
ment. 

The European Communitv did not agree 
to the adoption of the report but announced 
that the Go\ emment of Germanv had sus
pended the operation of the scheme with 
effect from 1? Januarv this >ear. The EC 
objected to the panel's conclusions, calling 
the legal argumentation behind them 
"flawed". In particular, the EC could not 
accept the application of Subsidies disci
plines to exports from one Community 
member state to another. In its view, the fact 
that it was the sole signatory to the Code 
meant its obligations related to exports from 
the EC to other signatories. 

The United States welcomed the an
nouncement of partial implementation of 
the panel's recommendation. It urged the 
adoption of the report, maintaining that the 
EC objection had largely alreadv been ar
gued before the panel. 

The Committee w ill re\ ert to the report 
at its next meeting. 

Toll collection system 

This case 
concerned 

the awarding 
by the Norwe
gian Public-
Roads Ad
ministration in 
March 1991 of 
a contract, 
budgeted at 
28.5 million 
N o r w e g i a n 
Kronors, to Micro Design A.S. (a Norwe
gian company) for the design of an elec
tronic and mainly unmanned toll collection 
system around Trondheim and the supply of 
ten toll stations and 60,0000 vehicle tags. 

The United States complained that in 
conducting the procurement. Norway had 
violated Code provisions. 

Norway maintained that the contract was 
for the procurement of prototypes and there
fore was covered by an exception to the 
Agreement (Article V:16e). 

The panel concluded that Norway had 
not demonstrated that the principal purpose 
of the contract had been to obtain the results 
of research and development rather than the 
procurement of a functioning toll ring sys
tem. The single tendering of this procure
ment, therefore, could not be justified under 
Article V: 16(e) and therefore Norway had 
failed to comply with Article II: 1 to provide 
suppliers of other signatories treatment no 
less favourable than that accorded to do
mestic suppliers. The panel recommended 
Norway to take measures necessary to en
sure that entities listed in the Norwegian 
Annex to the Agreement conduct procure
ment in accordance with its findings. 

Sonar mapping system 

The Govern
ment Procure

ment Committee 
also considered at 
its meeting on 13 
May a panel report 
on a complaint by 
the European 
Community re
garding US pro
curement of a 
sonar mapping 
svstem for a re
search ship in the 
Antarctic. This procurement, which forms 
part of a contract for the provision of logis
tical and other supporting sen ices for Ant
arctic research, was subject to a "Buy 
American" requirement. 

The panel concluded that the exclusion 
of sen ice contracts per se cannot be taken 
to mean that the exclusion of an> products 
above threshold procured through them by 
co\ ered entities. Consequently the procure
ment of the sonar mapping system, w hether 
or not it w as to take place under a sen ice 
contract, was covered b\ the agreement. 
The panel recommended that the Commit
tee request the US to conduct the proposed 
procurement consistently with its obliga
tions under the agreement. 

The United States said it needed more 
time to consider the report. The Committee 
agreed to revert to the report at its next 
meeting, in June. W 

CALENDAR 

The following is a tentative schedule 
of meetings for July: 

On call 

2 

6-7 

8-9 

9 

9-10 

13 

14 

16 

22-24 

Trade Neg. Committee. 
NG on Market Access 

Working Party on Swiss 
Accession Protocol 

Council TPRM: Uruguav 

Council TPRM: Korea 

Cttee. on Anti-Dumping 

Group on Environmental 
Measures and lull Trade 

Committee on Trade and 
Development 

COUNCIL 

Cttee. on Civil Aircraft 

Textiles Surveillance Body 
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