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(This draft does not include the Panel's Recommendations. 
The text in square brackets incorporates information 
provided, or comments made, subsequent to the discussions 
of the Panel with Norway as reported in Spec(62)258.) 

In accordance with its terms 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 Norway, the Panel discussed with the delegations of Uruguay and 
Norway 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 Norway maintained in force the following measures 
on items included in the submission by Uruguay: 

Tariff 
item No. Description of products Measures in force 

02.01 Meat of animals of the bovine species, 
frozen 

Meat of animals of the bovine species, 
chilled 

Meat of animals of th3 ovine species, 
frozen 

Offals, chilled 

lb. 02 

16.03 

10.01 

11.01 

2J.04 

23.04 

Preserved meats 

Meat extracts 

Wheat 

Wheat flour 

Oil cake 

Meal resulting 
vegetable oils 

Import permit, maximu;.! 
and minimum price 
system and health 
regulations 

Import permit 

Import permit 

State trading 

State trading 

State trading 

State trading 
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2. Effects of the measures on the export trade of Uruguay 

(a) Import permits and maximum and minimum price system; The Panel 
noted the statement of the Uruguayan Government that these measures by 
encouraging domestic production of cattle acted as a curb on Uruguay's 
exports to Norway. The Norwegian Government whilst admitting the 
protective effects of these measures, nevertheless maintained that they 
had to be seen in the light of agricultural protectionism generally and 
in particular in Western Europe. Norway was too small both as a producer 
and as a market to attempt to take the lead in finding a solution to this 
particular problem. Moreover, the price regulations, which had been 
introduced in 1958 were less restrictive of imports than had been the 
quota system which they had replaced. In this connexion the following 
statistics for imports of meat (02.01) into Norway were cited: 

1956 400 tons 
1957 900 " 
1958 7,600 " 
1959 3,800 " 
1960 2,500 " 

/The Panel noted that the Government of Norway had stated before 
Committee II that permits were restricted when domestic meat prices 
were below a prefixed level but that once this level had been exceeded 
imports could be made freely. Licences were issued to importers on the 
basis of their relative importance in the trade^ 

(b) State trading; The Panel noted the contention of the Government of 
Uruguay that State trading in Norway, by protecting local agriculture and 
by inhibiting trading contacts, was a restriction on trade. It also 
noted the statement by the Government of Norway that purchasing by the 
State Grain Organization was made purely on a commercial and non
discriminatory basis; enquiries as to the reason why no recent purchases 
of grains had been made from Uruguay had revealed that no offers had been 
received. 

(c) Health regulations; The Panel noted Uruguay's claim that the health 
regulations had a restrictive effect on the exports of Uruguay since Norway 
strictly controls imports from areas such as Uruguay with recent 
experience of foot-and-mouth disease despite the fact that other countries 
were able to continue to import meat from Uruguay. 
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3. Status of the measures in terms of Norway's GATT obligations 

The Panel noted that in the opinion of the Government of Norway the 
health regulations and State-trading apparatus were maintained in accordance 
with the provisions of the General Agreement (Articles XX and XVTI respectively) 
and that the Norwegian Government was currently studying her import permit 
and maximum and minimum pricing measures to establish their conformity with 
the General Agreement. It was the opinion of the Norwegian Government that 
many of the measures retained by Norway in these two categories would be 
found to be in accordance with the GATT. 

4. Recommendations 

(To be drafted) 


