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In accordance with its terras of reference, and on the basis of information 
supplied by Uruguay in support of its recourse to paragraph 2 of Article XXIII 
in respect of Finland, the Panel discussed with the delegations of Uruguay 
and Finland the facts concerning the maintenance of the restrictive measures . 
included in the Uruguayan submission, the effects of these measures on trade, 
and the relationship between these measures and the provisions of the General 
Agreement. 

1. Measures in force 

The Panel confirmed that Finland maintained in force the following 
measures on items included in the submission by Uruguay: 

Tariff 
item No. 

02.01 

15.07 

15.07 

Description of produces 

Meat of animals of the bovine species 
frozen and chilled 

Meat of animals of the ovine species, 
frozen 

Offals chilled 

16.02 

16.03 

10.01 

11.01 

10.03 

10.06 

15.07 

15.08 

Preserved meat 

Meat extracts 

Wheat 

Wheat flour 

Barley 

Rice, peeled 

Linseed oil, crude 

Linseed oil, boiled 

Edible oils, crude 

Edible oils, refined 

23.04 Oil cake 

23.04 Meal of vegetable oils 

41.01 Sheepskins in the wool 

Spec(62)304 

Measures in force 

Import permit and 
health restrictions 

Import permit 

Import permit and 
quota 

State trading 

State trading 

Import permit 

Import permit 

Import permit 

Import permit and 
quota 

Production or 
turnover taxes 

Production or 
turnover taxes 

Import permit 

Import permit 

Import permit and 
quota 

./• 
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Tariff 
item No. 

41.02 

41.03 

41*06 

41,07 

41.08 •-.-..-. 

53.07 

53.11 

Description of products 

Cow-hide, tanned 

Sheepskin leather, tanned 

Chamois-dressed leather 

Parchment-dressed leather 

Patent" leather 

Yarn of combed wool 

Wool textiles 

Measures in force 

Tariff preference 

Tariff preference 

Tariff preference 

Tariff preference 

Tariff preference 

Tariff preference 

Import permit, quota 
and tariff preference 

2» Effects of the msasures on the export trade of Uruguay 

(a) Import permit and quotas: The Panel noted the statement of the 
Government of Finland that there had been no case in the last few years of a 
licence being refused by the Finnish authorities for the import of any of the 
items subject to licence. The global quotas had been increased from 
$80 million-in-1960 to |120 million in 1961. "'The Panel also noted that in" 
the opinion of the Government of Uruguay there were still restrictions in 
principle against imports from Uruguay insofar as the existence of the permit 
and quota régime would tend to discourage exporters in"Uruguay from attempting 
to enter the Finnish market. 

(b) Production or turnover taxes: The Panel noted that production in 
Finland of vegetable oils amounted in 1961 to 9,000 tons, whilst imports of 
animal and vegetable oils (15.01-15.08) amounted to 11,408 tons. 

(c) Tariff preferences: The Panel noted the statement of the Government 
of Uruguay that these preferences were a potential threat to Uruguayan exports, 
and that of the Government of Finland that the preferences had been of 
practically no importance since no imports had taken place under them. 

3. Status of the measures in terms of Finland's GATT obligations 

The Panel noted the Finnish statement that: (u)^the permit requirements and 
quotas were permissible under Article H I to which Finland had recourse; (b) 
State trading as practised by Fini and was operated in accordance with 
Article XVII of the General Agreement and did not involve restriction beyond 
that permissible under Article 2CEI;(c) the health regulations conformed with 
Article XX;and(d)the turnover and production taxes were ôf the type provided 
for in Article III,-. 

4. Rec ommendat ions 
(To be drafted) 


