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NOTE ON THE DISCUSSIONS OF THE PANEL WITH 
THE NETHERLANDS 

1. On 19 July the Panel held discussions with the Netherlands, represented 
by Mr. van Wijk. The Panel had before it document Spec(62)l64 containing 
information supplied by Uruguay on its earlier representations to and con
sultations with the Netherlands. Mr. Schnebli took the Chair and the discussions 
followed the'procedure laid down in Spec(62)l87. 

I. Establishment of Facts 

2. The Netherlands representative informed the Panel that item 41.02 
(cow hide tanned) was.no longer subject to import permit and quota and therefore, 
these measures could be deleted from the list of L/1662. Thus the measures 
maintained by the Netherlands may be transcribed as follows: 

Tariff 
item No* 

02.01 

16.02 

10.01 

11.01 

10.03 

15.07 

15.07 

15.07 

53.05 

Description of products 

Meat of animals of the bovine species, 
frozen 

Meat of animals of the bovine species, 
chilled 

Meat of animals of the ovine species, 
frozen 

Offals, chilled 

Preserved meat 

Wheat 

Wheat flour 

Barley 

Linseed oil, crude 

Edible oils, crude 

Edible oils, refined 

Combed wool (tops) 

Measures in force 

Import permit and 
variable levies 

Import permit, quota 
system and variable 
levies 

Import permit and vari
able levies " 

Import .permit 

Import permit 

Import permit, variable 
levies, mixing.regu
lations and quota system 

Import permit, variable 
levies and quota system 

Import permit and variable 
levies 

Import permit 

Import permit 

Import permit 

Import permit 
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j5. The representative of the Netherlands informed the Panel that, as from 
1 August 1962, the quota system for wheat (10.01) and wheat flour (ll.Ol) 
would be withdrawn, but he was not able to indicate whether any-other of the 
measures at present in force would be removed in the near future. The Panel 
noted that the quotas on wheat and wheat flour would be replaced by measures 
applicable under the Common Agricultural Policy. 

4. The Netherlands representative admitted that the quotas retained were 
contrary to the GATT and were included on the list of Netherlands residual 
import restrictions. Where items required ah import permit alone, i.e. no 
quota was in force, this was done for administrative reasons and was not 
restrictive. The variable levies were consistent with the GATT, in the view 
of the Netherlands representative, for three reasons: (i.) they were negotiable 
and some, in fact, had been boundj and (ii) the legality of their existence 
was implicit in paragraph 7 of Article VI and in footnote 3 of Article XVI. 
Mixing regulations were permissible in terms of Article III. 

The representative of Uruguay did not wish at that stage to question the 
conformity of the listed measures with the provisions of the General Agreement 
where this was maintained by the Netherlands but asked that note should be 
taken that "he" reserved his position as regards future developments in the . 
field of agriculture as a result of policy decisions being taken in the 
agricultural sector of the Common Market. 

II. Nullification and Impairment 

5» The Uruguayan representative was not yet in a position to provide 
statistical.information of the type suggested in paragraph II (b) of 
Spec(62)l87. The Uruguayan representative admitted that despite the measures 
in force, Uruguay was able to conduct trade with the Netherlands at a 
satisfactory level. Despite the fact that the Netherlands was. an exporter 
of meat herself, Uruguay was able to export her meat to that country because 
of the entrepot and processing trade in the Netherlands. A similar position 
had arisen in the case of wheat, where no import restrictions existed in . 
practice. 


