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PREFACE

This document contains thirteen studies on various aspects of the Gen-
eral Agreement on Tariffs and Trade (GATT). These studies were pre-
pared in 1973 by the Executive branch at the request of the Subcommittee
on International Trade of the Committee on Finance. The complete text
of the General Agreement and the Protocol of Provisional Application is
included in the appendix following the studies.
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SUMMARY

No. 1. Tax Adjustments in International Trade: GATT Provisions and
EEC Practices (April 19 7 3-pp. 5-21)

This study explores the GATT provisions on tax adjustments made at
the border on imports and exports, specifically with regard to adjustments
made by the EC in connection with value added taxes. Tax shifting assump-
tions on direct and indirect taxes are examined, in the context of the higher
level of consumption taxes in the Common Market as compared with the
United States. The study points out that deficiencies clearly do exist in the
present GATT provisions governing these matters. However, neither the
United States nor any other country has yet come forward with any practical
proposals for change.

No. 2. GATT Provisions on Unfair Trade Practices (May 1973-pp.
23-30)

This study discusses the GATT provisions dealing with antiduiiiping,
countervailing duties, subsidies, and the protection of patents, trademarks
and copyrights. The description of the International Antidumping Code
does not deal with the differences between the Code and U.S. law nor the
fact that Congress has ruled that U.S. law shall override the Code in all
areas of conflict. A list of measures which certain industrialized nations,
including the United States, have determined'to be subsidies for the purposes
of article XVI of the GATT is included. Finally, the study describes the
difficulties of attempting to negotiate the nontariff barriers which are deeply
embodied in the domestic laws of the United States.

No. 3. The Adequacy of GATT Provisions Dealing with Agriculture
(May 1973-pp. 31-37)

The general rules of the GATT dealing with agriculture, including the
specific exceptions which have been made for agricultural trade, are dis-
cussed in this study. The most important exception is that allowing govern-
ments which regulate domestic marketing production or impose restric-
tions upon imports of that product. Problems raised by the variable levy
system of the Common Market, including the so-called "chicken war"
of the early 1960's, are discussed. The study points out that neither the
GATT nor the negotiations which have been undertaken under its auspices
have been very successful in regulating and harmonizing the restrictions on
agricultural trade which are imposed by most countries.

(1)
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No. 4. Effects of Regional Trade Groups on U.S. Foreign Trade: The
EC and EFTA Experiences (May 1973-pp. 39-76)

This study discusses the growth of regional trade groups, including both
customs unions and free trade areas. The negative impact of such trade
blocs on U.S. trade is discussed. The restrictive effect of the EC's variable
levy system on agricultural products is specifically analyzed. There is little
clear evidence to support the theory that the trade diverting effect of such
trading blocs has been offset by the trade creating effect arising from
economic integration.

No. 5. Discriminatory Government Procurement Policies (June 1973-
pp. 77-85)

Study No. 5 deals with discriminatory governmental procurement policies
maintained by the major industrialized countries. It points out that the
GATT provides essentially no guidelines with respect to government pur-
chases of goods and services and does not, therefore, provide any framework
for governing this portion of international trade among countries. Most
Common Market nations maintain procedural policies with respect to pro-
curement and bidding which effectively restrict the ability of foreign sup-
pliers to compete for government contracts. Moreover, the move toward
harmonization of procurement policies in the community will have an even
more detrimental effect on U.S. trade, particularly in the area of high tech-
nology products such as computers. Japan's selective bidding procedures also
strongly favor domestic products. In the United States, the Buy American
Act provides producers with a 50% price preference for Defense Department
purchases, and a 6 to 12 percent price preference for civilian government
purposes. Recent efforts in the OECD to harmonize the procurement laws
and practices of the major trading countries have not been successful.

No. 6. The Quantitative Restrictions in the Major Trading Countries
(June 1973-pp. 87-111)

Although Article XI of the GATT provides for the elimination of quan-
titative restrictions, this requirement is subject to important exceptions which
have generally weakened its effectiveness. Most quantitative restrictions
maintained today by the industrialized countries relate to agricultural com-
modities. However, Japan continues to maintain serious non-agricultural
quantitative restrictions, on such high technology products as digital com-
puters and integrated circuits. An appendix listing quantitative import re-
strictions imposed by the major trading countries is included.

No. 7. The GATT Balance-of-Payments Safeguard Provision: Article
XII (June 19 73-pp. 113-120)

Article XII of the GATT permits countries to impose quantitative re-
strictions in order to protect their economies from serious balance of pay-
ments deficits. In practice, however, most nations have imposed import sur-
charges and other measures rather than quotas in dealing with balance-of-
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payments difficulties. The study concludes that "Article XII should be
amended to reflect the current collective judgment of GATT members by
explicitly allowing trade measures other than quotas to be resorted to for
balance-of-payments reasons."
No. 8. GATT Provisions on Relief from Injurious Imports (June 1973-

pp. 121-129)
Article XIX is the primary GATT provision dealing with safeguard

measures imposed to protect domestic industries from injury due to im-
ports. Under such circumstances countries are permitted to raise duties
temporarily above concessionary levels. Export restraints have also been
used to protect domestic industries from market disruption. The study'points
out that many countries, including the United States, have often imposed
safeguard measures not completely consistent with the GATT. There is a
recognized need to negotiate nets, rules establishing realistic and effective
standards for safeguard mechanisms in the GATT.

No. 9. The Most-Favored-Nation Provision (July 1973-pp. 131-146)
This study begins with the history of the implementation of the Most-

Favored-Nation (MFN) provision as applied with respect to trade agree-
ments negotiated over the past several hundred years. The reintroduction of
the unconditional form of MFN in the 1920s by the United States and other
industrialized countries is included in the historical discussion. The study
continues with an examination of the general MFN principle in the GATT
and the exceptions thereto which have been made for customs unions and
free trade areas. It is pointed out that the principle of Most-Favored-Nation
trade is currently being observed more in the breach, given the proliferation
of trade blocs and preferential trading arrangements including reverse pref-
erence schemes. The U.S. has proposed that an overall examination be
undertaken by the GATT concerning these trading blocs and their impact
on world trade. However, no real progress has been made.

No. 10. The Effect of Foreign Exchange Rate Changes on U.S. Trade
and Tariff Concessions (July 1973-pp. 147-149)

This study examines the relationship between monetary fluctuations and
trade conditions, with the implication that the current situation of freely
adjusting rates tends to reduce the effect of modifications in tariff rates.
Flexible exchange rates, the study points out, enable economies to adjust to
cyclical changes better than under a fixed exchange rate system. Recent
devaluations of the U.S. dollar have had a positive effect on U.S. exports
and the trade balance as a whole. A listing of tradenegotiations and exchange
rate changes since 1947 is included.

No. 11. The GATT Provisions on Compensation and Retaliation (July
19 73-pp. 151-159)

This study discusses the GATT provisions aimed at maintaining the over-
ali balance of trade concessions negotiated nider trade agreements. These
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include Article XIX-which authorizes members to withdraw tariff con-
cessions when increased imports threaten injury to a domestic industry, and
Article XXVIII-which provides the procedures by which member coun-
tries may withdraw or modify tariff concessions and renegotiate new tariff
relationships. Also discussed are Articles XXII and XXIII, which provide
for resolution of disputes among members of the GATT who feel that their
trade agreement rights are being threatened or impaired by actions of other
GATT members. The dispute settlement procedure of the GATT has gener-
ally been one of consultation and compromise by the countries affected.
No. 12. The Common Agricultural Policy of the European Community

(August 1973-pp. 161-215)
This study provides an overall examination of the Common Market's

Common Agricultural Policy, the so-called CAP. It discusses the use of vari-
able levies imposed upon agricultural imports to avoid disruption of the
agricultural price support system inside the Common Market. The specific
application of the CAP to a number of agricultural products is discussed.
The restrictive effect which the CAP has had on exports of U.S. agricultural
commodities to the Common Market is also analyzed.

No. 13. An Analysis of Whether or Not Greater Flexibility in Foreign
Exchange Rates Would Serve in the Interests of United States
and World Trade (October 1973-pp. 217-219)

This study discusses the question: (1) whether greater exchange rate
flexibility can facilitate a rational expansion of world trade as a result of a
better world payments equilibrium, and (2) whether exchange rate flex-
ibility would reduce the volume of world trade given the costs attributable
to increased monetary risks in international transactions. Both questions,
subject to certain qualifications, are answered in favor of increased trade.
The study concludes that the advantages to trade of a flexible exchange rate
system outweigh any adverse technical effects adherent in such a system.

4
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Study No. 1.-Tax Adjustments in International Trade: GATT
Provisions and EEC Practices

1. Introduction
Some American businessmen have expressed concern that their com-

petitive positions, both in their home market and in rnarke's abroad,
have been disadvantaged because other countries levy heavy consump-
tion taxes on imports and grant exemptions or rebates of such taxes
on their exports. They do not consider the levying of consumption taxes
on imports into the United States and exemption or rebate on export
of American consumption taxes as comparable because such taxes
are collected at. relatively low rates, are primarily collected by state
and local governments rather than the Federal Government, and are
not as visible as systems in other countries. Although virtually all
countries have a general consumption tax system with the inevitable
levy on imports and rebate or exemption on exports, the complaints
by our businessmen are primarily voiced in terms of tax adjustments
on goods in Europe-specifically the tax-on-value added. Many Cf
these businessmen also believe that the direct tax burden (corporate
income tax) in Europe is much lighter than it is in the United States,
and since the provisions of the General Agreement on Tariffs and
Trade (GATT) permit tax adjustments on imports and exports for
consuniption taxes but not for income taxes, American producers are
disadvantaged.

This leaper explores GATT provisions on tax adjustments for im-
ports and exports, tax adjustments on traded goods in the European
Economic Coinmnuiity, direct and indirect taxes and tax shifting as-
stlniptions, corporate profits taxes among the major trading countries,
efforts to resolve the issue, and the relationship between the remission
on exports of indirect taxes and countervailiig, duties.

II. GATT Provisions
Application of Domestic 'I axes to Jmports

The GATT prohibits levying on iml)orted products any "ifiternal

taxes or other internal charges Of any kind in excess of those applied,
directly or indirectly, to like domestic products" (Article 111:2) and
enjoins the use of such internal taxes in such a manmer as to afford
protection to domestic prodficts.1 The GATT allows countries to im-
pose on imported products (at the time of importation or subsequeiitly)

I A similar prohibition In Article II (see Annex for text) relates only to Items contained
In the schedules of concessions, bound against increase in duties or other charges. Items
not so bound are not covered by Article II. Articles II and III, when read together, suggest
that the drafters of the GATT may have had in mind the fact that, unlike tariffs, internal
taxes are generally not the subject of traditional trade negotiations and it is therefore
important to ensure that protection is achieved by tariffs rather than internal taxes.

(1)



all consumption taxes up to the amount which wofild have been im-
posed on those products had they been produced aind sold domestically;
the GATT prohibits imposing internal taxes on imported products in
excess of internal taxes on like domestic products.

Countries have traditionally imposed domestic consumption taxes
6n imports. Provisions similar to those in the GATT have been used
in cofhmercial treaties and agreements for over a hundred years and
were contained in bilateral trade agreements between the United States
and other countries from almost, the beginning of the reciprocal trade
agreements program in 1934. This concept was carried over into the
GATT in 1947, as proposed by the United States and other countries,
reflecting the practical view that governments and businessmen would
not have accepted procedures which exempted competing imported
goods from consumption taxes imposed on similar domestic goods. 2

Countries apply the GATT provisions in accordance with their own
domestic consumption tax system. In countries where multistage con-
sumption taxes are levied on all transactions, whether wholesale or
retail, such as under the tax-on-value added which is imposed at the
same rate on imported and domestic goods (discussed in later para-
graphs), the tax is levied on imports at the border and on subsequent
transactions. In countries without multistage taxes, domestic consudip-
tion taxes are usually levied on imports at the import stage, if that
corresponds to the stage at which the tax is imposed domestically, or
at stages subsequent to the import stage. The Canadian Federal 12
percent manufacturers sales tax and provincial retail sales taxes, the
United States Federal and state excise taxes and state and local retail
sales taxes in 46 states and the District of Columbia, and the British
purchase tax (collected at the wholesale stage) are all imposed on
imports in the same manner and rate as they are iniposed on domestic
products. They may be less visible to the foreign exporter if they are
collected subsequent to the import stage. The GATT provisions on
tax treatment of imports apply to all consumption tax systems with-
out regard to their form.

The purpose of taxing imports-whether at the time of importation
or subsequently--is to ensure that foreign products do not receive
more favorttble tax treatment than similar domestic products. To

'The records of the Committee on Finance indicate the difficulties which cqn arise when
a country deviates from this practice. As indicated in the Report of the President's Com-
mission on International Trade and Investment Policy (GPO, July 1971, footnote at 105).
the United States attempted a limited type of border tax adjustments freeze early in the
trade agreements program. The United States iLserted provisions in three early bilateral
agreements (with Brazil, Colombia and Cuba) negtlated under the 1934 Reciprocal Trade
Agreements Act freezing internal taxes on imported products with respect to which tariff
concessions had been granted. Practical problems emerged almost immediately, however,
and the policy was abandoned in 1935. Subsequent agreements contained a provision per-
mitting either party to appiy to imports a tax equivalent to any internal tax Imposed
on products produced and sold domestically. See Extending the Reciprocal Trade Agree-
ments Act, Hearings before the Committee on Finance, United States Senate, 75th Congress,
1st Session, at 39.

8 2



exempt imported goods from such consumption taxes or to levy sueh
taxes at a lower rate on imported goods would discriminate against
domestic products in favor of imports.

Tax adjustments on imports are permitted under GATT only for
taxes on products; that is, consumption taxes. The GATT prohibits
levying any tax on imported products to compensate for direct taxes,
including income taxes, levied on domestic producers. The provision
is apparently based on the assumption that income taxes are "paid"
by the legal tax payer, whereas consumption taxes are "paid" by the
consumer.
Tax Treatment of Emports-"Inadirect" Taxes

The GAIT permits countries to exempt exported products from
domestic consumption taxes and to rebate to exporters such taxes as
.May have been collected on the exported product. This principle was
originally suggested by the United States in September 1946 in its
Suggested Charter for an International Trade Organization (ITO)
of the United Nations.'

The GATT was negotiated the following year, based oi! the com-
mercial policy provisions of the draft ITO charter, as an interim multi-
lateral trade agreement pending the establishment of the ITO. Ihow-
ever, thle United States was concerned in 1947 about the ability of some
of its agricultural producers to compete in the world market without
benefit of export subsidies. Under these circumstances, the GATT ex-
port subsidy provisions were limited to a notification and consultation
procedure. Since the original GATT allowed export subsidization,
there was at that time no reason for the GATT to specifically note
that the exemption or rebate on exports of consumption taxes could
not be considered to be a subsidy.

Nevertheless there was a recognition of this principle in the anti-
dumping and countervailing duty article of the GATT (Article VI:4).
This article, unchanged since 19&7, provides that any consumption
tax exemption or rebate on exports shall not be the basis for imposing
antidumping or countervailing duties. 0Mr own Antidumping Act,
1921, contains a similar legislated provision. The Act specifically
directs the Secretary of the Treasury, in his calculations ofdiiimping
margins (usually the difference between purchase price and home
market price), to add to the purchase price "the amount of any taxes
imposed in the country of exportation upon the manlifacturer, pro-
ducer, or seller, in respect to the manufacture, production 'or sale of
the merchandise, which have been rebated, or which have not been
collected, by reason of the exportation of the merchlndise to the United
States." (19 U.S.C. 162.) The Congress presumably did not coisidsr
the rebate to exporters of production or sales taxes as contribilng
to the margin of dumping but rather considered such rebates to be a

S Article 25:2. Text oontalned In Annex.
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to 4

legitimate procedure which does not contribute to unfair price
discrimination.

The GATT provisions permitting rebates of domestic consumption
taxes were made more explicit in 1957, following a major Review
Session of the. GATT Contracting Parties, in Ad Article XVI.4 The
principle was repeated in connection with new provisions which came
into effect in 1962 among the major trading countries prohibiting the
granting of subsidies on nonprimary products, including a prohibition
of the exemption or rebate on exports of domestic charges or taxes
other than domestic consumption taxes (see below). 4

It is a universally accepted concept-incorporated in our own do-
mestic law-that since exports are not consumed in the country of
production, they should not be subject to consumption taxes in the
country of production.

It should be. noted that, in accordance with the GATT provisiemis
concerning consumption tax treatment of exports, the United States
exempts from or rebates on exported products all state and local sales
taxes (46 states and the District of Columbia.), as well as Federal and
state excise taxes on those exported products. Throughout most of the
post-World War II period, our Federal excise taxes were imposed
on a wide range of products, 5 often at relatively high rates. Only a
few products are subject to Federal excise tax today.

Even in interstate trade within the United States it is customary to
exempt from state consumption taxes or rebate such taxes to mamu-
fActu'rers of "exports" to other states.

Tax Treatment of Export8s-"Direct" Taxes
As noted earlier, the major trading countries agreed in the GATT

not to grant export subsidies on nonprimary products and defined
subsidies to include rebates to expit-ers'f6f'dli'ect (iic6ii()• taxes -iiFd

* social security taxes.
This provision came into effect in 1962 after the major trading

countries entered into a "Declaration Giving Effect to the Provisions
of Aiticle XVI 4." This Declaration was developed in a Working
Party on Subsidies whose report noted that ftie governments prepared
to accept the Declaration "agree that, for the purpose of that declara-
tion, these p)ractices generally are to be considered as subsidies."
Among those listed were:

" (c) The remission, calculiited in relation to exports, of direct taxes
or social welfare charges on industrial or commercial enterprises;

' "The exemption of an exported product from duties or taxes borne by the like product
when destined for domestic consumption, or the remission'of such duties or taxes in amounts
not in excess of those which have accrued, shall not be deemed to be a subsidy."

5 For example, alcoholic beverages, tobacco products, motor vehicles and parts, tires and
tubes, business machines, household appliances, firearms, fur articles, motor fuels, coal and
coke, copper, lumber, vegetable oils and seeds, Jewelry, luggage, musical instruments, radios,
sporting goods, cosmetics, phonographs and phonograph records, television sets, sugar, and
refrigerating equipment.



"(d) The exemption, in respect of exported goods, of charges or
taxes, other than charges in connection with importation or indirect
taxes levied at one or several stages on the same goods if sold for in-
ternal consumption; or the payment, in respect of exported goods, of
amounts exceeding those effectively levied at one or several stages on
these goods in the form of indirect taxes or of charges in connection
with im~portation or in both forihs."

Some countries accepting the Declaration had rebated on exports
part or all of their employers' social security taxes (France) and
part or all of their corporate income taxes (Japan). The Declaration
clarified which taxes would be eligible for adjustment on export.

111. EEC Practices
The European Economic Commniitty (EEC) Council of Ministers

decided in 190.1 to harmionize b)y 1970 its member states' consunlption
tax systems along the lines of the French tax-on-value added (TVA, or
"taxe sur la valou, ajoute~e). The TVA, in use in Franice since 1954,
has also been adopted by Germany, Ireland, Italy. the Netherlands,
Luxembourg, Belgium, Denmark and Sweden and Norway. The
United Kingdom, Austria, and Finland have announced their inten-
tion to adopt the TVA system in 1973. The TVA has or will replace. in
all of these countries a previous national general consumption tax
system. These countries have long relied on consumption taxes as
important fiscal tools and have for many years made. adjustments for
these taxes on imports and exports.

The TVA is a consuimption or sales tax collected each time a good
(whether a raw material, semiprocessed or finished product) is sold,
but the tax base at each stage is only the value added by the seller.
While the TVA tax base. can be computed in different ways, countries
currently a.pplying the TVA have chosen the simplest alternative.
Under the TVA a businessnfian has a. gross tax liability each month
of the total amouht of his sales times the tax rate, say 10 percent. His
invoices to his customers show this 10 percent as part of the purchase
price. From this gross liability he deducts TVA he paid on his pur-
chases. His suppliers -will have itemized the TVA payments on their
invoices to him. His net TVA liability is the difference between the
two figiore-s. If the tax paid by him on his purchases (a credit) ex-
ceeds the tax paid to him on his sales (a debit), he may apply to the
authorities for a refund or carry over the net credit, to succeeding
m0not.hs.

For example, when a rnaifilfacturer biuys $10.000 worth of mniatIh.ils
and sells products worth $20,000 in a particular month, the differ-
eI~c'--•0.000--is the added ~value for the firm's product or products
in that month. At a 10 l)ercent, TVA rate. his net TVA tax liability
is $1.000 whether or not the firm made a profit in that month. This
process is rel)eated throilghout the distribltioln chain until the prod-

29-617 0 - 74 - 2
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uct is sold at retail to the final consumer. Since the individual con-
sumer cannot deduct the TVA, the process ends there.

The net tax base (and also the reveiiue) resulting from all these
transactions is the equivalent of that under a retail sales tax at the
samne ad valorem tax rate. It differs from a retail sales tax principally
ill that the governlment gets p)art of the revenue ultimately paid by the
consumer at the earlier stages of production and distribution and
therefore it reduces the possibility of tax evasion at the retail stage.
Setting aside for the moment the complex question of tax shiflhig, tile
TVA does not enter into the cost structure until the final sale to the
individual consumer. Until then it is a tax item which accomplanies
each sale and is kept separate both in the sales invoices and inl the
firm's books.

Iml)orts enter (he TVA cycle at the border. Tile tax rate is the same
as the rate on the similar dolnestic product, and is payable at im-
portation, unlike retail sales taxes where most imports are not taxed
until sold to an individual consulner.5 The importer treats the TVA
paidlo'n iniports as any other purchase lie makes for his firm. The tax
he has paid on his imports is included in his tax credits along with
the tax lie pays on his domestic purchases. If he sells the imported
product, he collects TVA from his customer and remits to the tax
authorities the difference between tax on his l)urchases and tax on
his sales at the end of thle month. If he uses the imported I)roduct,
for example a machine tool, in his business, the tax process for the
maclime tool is completed at the end of the month when the firm
treats tile TVA paid at time of implortation as a tax credit against the
debits of the taxes it collects on its sales.

Provided the tax authorities possess adequate means of control
to mrevent the tax-frve sale of an impoit to an individual consumer,
it is ulnnecessary under thve TA. to make tax adjustments at the

border oil imports. Collection after the imlport stage would have the
advantage of reducing the number of tax collectors at the border but
time disadvantage of facilitating tax evasion, Sweden gave serious con-
si(leration to exempting l)roducts from TVX at the time of importa-
tion. but ultimately decided for tax control reasons to make tax
adjustments at the tilne of impporta tion.

Exports under a TVA system are exempt from tax, as are exports
under retail sales tax systems. Therefore, there is no TVA tax refund
on exports. As for theltax the exporter paid to his domestic suppliers
for the materials used to produce the exported product, he treats them

6 Some have argued that the TVA collected at the time of importation should be levied
on a f.o.b. basis, not, as at present, on the c.l.f. duty-paid value. In a TVA system if the tax
collected at the border Is lower because the valuation base is lower, the importer will simply
have a smaller tax credit with which to offset his tax debit. The full c.1.f, duty-paid value
of the product-plus the Importer's markup-is the valuation base for the next transaction,.
that is, the 9ale by the importer to his customer. U.S. consumption taxes are also levied on
imports on a c.l.f. duty-paid value.

12 (6



in the same manner as all of the TVA he pays to his suppliers; that
is, as a credit for his end-of-the-month accounting to the tax authori-
ties; he omits from the total sales on which tax is due the value of
his exports since he has not collected the TVA from his foreign
customer. There is thus no inherent incentive in the TVA system for
him to export his product rather than sell it in the, domestic market.
(The possibility of some backward tax shifting-and thus some pos-
sible incentive-is discussed below.) In France, most exporters have
elected to operate under a system whereby they may make tax exempt
purchases of goods and materials for export production up to the
value of the exports in the previous year. This type of tax treatment
of exports is materially similar to that of state retail sales tax systems
in the United States.

IV. Direct and Indirect Taxes: Tax Shifting Assumptions and
Corporate Profits Taxes

There is no record of any discussion by the drafters of the GAT T

of the economic assumptions underlying the differing treatment ac-
corded to direct and indirect taxes on exports and imports. IHowever,
the GATT provisions were written as if increases in indirect taxes
were fully reflected in the price of goods (i.e., fully shifted forward)
while increases in direct taxes were fully absorbed by producers (or
shifted back to factors of production), having no effect on price. If
these assumptions are correct, the GATT provisions would equalize
the amount of indirect taxes levied on competing domestic and im-
ported goods; would avoid granting an incentive to exports by the
rebate of (or credit for) taxes not reflected in prices, and would avoid
distortions arising from differing direct tax systems. Under such cir-
cumntance-s, the GATT provisions would be trade neutral.

Few people--even European tax authorities-.would argue such
absolutes. It is generally recognized that the degree of tax shifting for
both consumption and profits or other direct taxes depends primial.lrily
on the demand for the product, actions of the molnetary authorities,
the stage of the business cycle and the degree of competition among
producers of the goods. Some economists also hold the view that. in-
creases in selective consumption taxes are much more easily shifted
forward than increases in general consumption taxes. To the extent
consumption, taxes are not fully shifted forward, and direct taxes are
partially shifted forward, countries may derive some trade hienelit
from the GATT provisions on border taxes, but it is niot known how
large or how lasting such benefits may be. Relative prices among collnH-
tries, on which trade advantages largely depend, are subject to a mix
of forces and undergo constant change. These advantages, if any, can
be erased by a currency appreciation as well as differential rates of
inflation, productivity changes, and even shifts in tastes. After a timiie,
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the first effects of the change may be offset to an indeterminate degree
by these other factors. In short, it is impossible to measure the extent
of the shifting and its effect on trade in a way which can be used for
comparative country analysis. Moreover, there seems no practical way
to settle the tax shifting question and quantify effects which the GATT
provisions may have on a country's trading position.

It is generally recognized that trade effects can result under certain
circumstances when a country changes its tax adjustments on traded
goods, as follows:

1. Equal inarease8 in the level of domestic consumption taxes and
adjustments on trwded goods.--This change can affect trade to the
extent that the tax increase is not fully shifted forward to the con-
sunier, although the treatment of traded goods assumes full forward
shifting.

2. An increase in the amount of adjustment at the border (to make
up for an "insufficent" adjustment) with no change in the domestic
cmunsrption tax.-This type of change can affect trade favorably
from the point of view of fte country making the cha •,e. Such changes
discourage imports and promote exports.

3. A change in the mix of taxes whereby a nonadi,"stable direct tax
is replaced by an adjustable indiredt tax.-An example would be a
reduction of a payroll tax or corporate income tax matched by an
increase in a consumption tax, either in the form of a higher rate or
more comprehensive coverage under a TVA or retail sales tax. This
change could have an effect on trade similar to an exchange rate
adjustment on trade account.'

4. .4 change from. one type of consumption tax system to another.-
1)epending on the extent of undercolnpensation or overcompenisa-
tion utndor the old anil new Syst-iii•s, this type of change can also dis-
courage inpl)orts and promote exports. A prime example of this type
6f change is the shift in Germany from a cascade-type gross turnover
tax to the tax-on-value added in 1968. The undercompensation in tax
adjustments for imports and exports was removed. According to an
OECD study, the change raised the average rebate on exports 0.6 per-
centage psi)its and the average compensating tax on imports 2.4 per-
centage points while the overall tax "burden" on German goods re-
inained more or less unchanged. The change was similar to a small
devaluation of the Deutsche Mark on trade account. This can also go
in an opposite direction if the country had been overcompensating,
as in the case of Italy.

I Some observers have noted another possible theoretical advantage from reducing or
eliminating a direct tax such as the corporate Income tax and replacing It with a consump-
tion tax such as the tax-on-value added. It has been noted that the TVA taxes the factors
of lprodloetion at the same rate, unlike the corporate Income tax which is a tax on the
return to capital only. To the extent that the TVA would encourage capital investment,
productivity would be increased over time and a country's competitive position In world
markets could lie improved.
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Corporate hicome Taxem in Europe and the United State8
It is sometimes said that the United States has high corporate

income taxes and European countries have high consumption taxes,
and that because the GATT rules permit the rebate of consumption
taxes but not of corporate income taxes, the United Stotes is dis-
advantaged by the GATT rules.

In fact, both have high income taxes, especially in the business
sector, and in addition the European countries have higher consump-
tion taxes and liigher employers' social security taxes than the United
States does.

The. corporate income tax in most. European countries accounts
for a smaller proportion of gross national product (GNP) than it
does in the United States-between 1.5 and 2.5 percent of GNP (at
market prices) in 1966 in France, Germany, Italy, the. Netherlands,
and Sweden, compared to 4.6 percent in the United States (and 5.1
percent in the. United Kingdom). The difference is largely a reflec-
tion of the fact, that the corporate sector is relatively smaller in those
countries. Corporate ?n'oflts in those countries, as a percentage of
GNP, also account, for about half those of the United States (see
table, p. 10). This is so because a larger portion of European national
output arises in sectors of the economy that are largely unincor-
porated, and because of the differing forms of business structures in
Europe. For example, only about 2.4 percent of the more than 2million enterprises in Germany in 1967 were organized in some cor-

porate form, compared to 13 percent in the United States.
Both statutory and effective corporate. tax rates appear to be gen-

eral'y at similar levels for the United States and the European
countries, except Belgium which had a somewhat lower statutory rate.
The equivalent data for Japan suggest a corporate tax burden equal
to or higher than that in the United States.

In addition, employers' contributions to social security-also not
considered proper for rebate on exports (or imposition on imports) for
countries accepting this GATT provision--are significantly higher
in Europe than in the United States. In 1967, such taxes as a percent-
age of GNP (market prices) were over 10 percent in France, about
6 percent in Belgium, 5.2 percent in Germany, 2 percent in Japan,
and 1.8 percent in the United States. The low figure for the United
States is partly a reflection of the private pension plans to which our
comI)anies contribute.

From the above data, it is impossible to estimate what the effects
on a country's trading position would be if GAPTT provisions were
altered to permit the rebate of direct taxes. The ultimriate result on a
country's trading position would depend on such factors as the size
of the rebate, t.he state of demand for the product, the stage of the
business cycle at home and abroad, and the degree of competition
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among domestic and foreign producers of the good. In addition, com-
petition in trade occurs not at the level of national economies but at
the level of individual business firms and specific products. Therefore,
the data also do not indicate whether a change in the GATT rules to
permit rebate of profits tax to a specific American firm in its exports
of a specific product would help or hurt that firm in competition with
foreign firms receiving similar rebates. Rebates for direct taxes would
necessarily be imprecise, thus affording opportunities for undetected
or for competitive overcompensation.

A broader analysis of the equity of the GATT provisions requires
not only an examination of relative corporate tax burdens, but a
study of the nature and level of total taxation and government ex-
penditures. A large part of tax receipts (some of which are levied
on import) finance government services which have the effect of
conferring benefits on domestic producers, which may lower produc-
tion costs.

CORPORATE PROFITS AND DIRECT CORPORATE TAXES AS A PERCENT OF GNP, CORPORATE TAXES AS A PERCENT
OF CORPORATE PROFITS, AND STATUTORY CORPORATE INCOME TAX RATES IN THE UNITED STATES AND SE-
LECTED EUROPEAN COUNTRIES, 1966

Nether- United United
Belgium France Germany Italy lands Sweden Kingdom States

Direct taxes on corporations as
a percentofGNP ............ 1.9 1.9 11.6 1.8 2.6 2.1 15.1 14.6

Corporate profits as a percent
oIGNP .................... 5.5 4.6 3.6 4.6 (2) 4.8 11.4 10.5

Direct corporate taxes as a per-
centofcorporateprofits ...... 35.2 42.5 144.2 39.1 (1) 43.6 145.2 143.4

National statutory corporate in-
cometaxrates(percent) ...... 30.0 50.0 '51.0-15.0 4 29.9-38.8 643-46 140 140 '22-48

I Based on corporate Income taxes only.
'Not available.
a The basic rate cf 51 percent Is applicable to undistributed corporate profits; the rate Is reduced to 15 percent on dis.

tributions. As part of the firms profits must be retained to pay the tax on the distributed portion, and is thereby subject to
the 51-percent rate,the minimum effective rate is actually about 26 percent. There aro also local income taxes.

4 This represents the range of rates applicable to income from the employment of capital and labor (business activities).
There are also local surcharges which range between an average of 11.93 and 13.80 percent so that the total tax on bus-
Iness activities ranges between 29.93 and 38.80 percent.

$ In addition to the tax on business activities, there is a tax on corporate profits. A 15-percent rate is applicable to income
In excess of 6 percent of net worth. This tax is Increased by local surcharges which raise the effective to about IS percent.

' On profits not exceeding f.50,000 the rate if 43 percent plus 15 percent of the excess over 1.40,000. The rate on profits
In excess of f.50,000 is 46 percent.

I In addition to the national corporate tax,there is a local tax levied in communities where the corporation has a perma-
nent establishment. The local rate, which varies from year to year and from community to community depending on local
needs,averiages about 20 percent. As tthe local rate is deducted from Income subject to the national tax the overall effective
rate of national and local corporate Income taxes is about 52 percent.

I The 1965 Finance Act which became applicable in April 1966 changed the method of taxing corporate profits and re-
duced the overall corporate rate from 55 to 40 percent. Part of the corporate income earned in calendar 1966 was subject
to the higher rate.

I A normal taxof 22 percentis levied on all taxable Income and a surtaxof 26 percent on taxable I nccme above $25,000.
Sources: The computed percentages were largely derived from data in Yearbook of National Accounts Statistics, 1967

Statistical Office of the United Nations, New York, 1968. The Belgium, French, German, Italian and Dutch statutory rates
were obtained from: Corporate Taxation In the Common Market,Guides to European Taxation,Vol. 11, 1 international Bureau
of Fiscal Documentation, Amsterdam, The Netherlands, 1968.



V. Efforts to Resolve the Issue
While there are deficiencies in the GATT provisions on border tax

adjustments, neither the United States nor any other country has been
able to come forward with any practical proposals for amendments.
In an effort to direct attention to this issue, the United States initiated
a comprehensive study in the OECD in 1963 and brought up the
subject for extensive discussion in the GATT during 1968-70.

Considerable time and effort was devoted to the study of the issue
within the U.S. Government in consultation with the private sector
during the OECD and GATT discussions. All attempts to develop
formal proposals for consideration during those discussions failed for
three reasons:

1. Any limitation on border tax adjustments would affect the United
States as wefl as others. Although the effect of any limitation on the
Uuiited States would be less significant than on many other countries,
implementation of any limitation would be much more difficult in the
United States because most of the U.S. taxes which would be affected
are levied at the state and local level and at the retail stage where no
adjustment is made at the border.

2. Any effort to obtain greater latitude for the United States, for
example, allowing an adjustment for corporate income taxes, could
be emulated by others and any advantage gained would be offset.

3. Any proposal which would be self-serving for the United States
at the expense of others would not be acceptable and hence would not
have any support.. The rationale of other countries in this respect has
been made quite clear. They do not consider border tax adjustments
unfair and state they would have no objections to the United States
adopting a TVA and a border tax adjustment system similar to theirs.

The one accomplishment arising from the long consideration of
this subject was the establishment within the GATT of a consultation
procedure for changes in border tax adjustments.

VI. Rebates of Indirect Taxes and the Countervailing Duty
Statute

Under administrative precedents dating back to 1897, the Treasury
Department has generally not construed the. rebate, remission or ex-
emption on exports of ordinary indirect taxes (consumption taxes on
goods) to be a "bounty or grant" within the meaning of our counter-
vailing duty statute (Section 303, Tariff Act of 1930; 19 U.S.C.A.
1:303). These precedents have been applied as a general rule with regard
to all consumption taxes on goods. The precedents are based on the
principle that, since exports are not consumed in the country of pro-
duction, they should not be subject to consumption taxes in that coun-
try. The theory has been that the application of countervailinig duties
to the rebate of consumption taxes would have the effect of double
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taxation of the product, since the United States would not only impose
its own indirect taxes, such as Federal and state excise taxes and state
and local sales taxes, but would also collect, through the use of the
countervailing duty, the indirect tax imposed by the exporting coun-
try on domestically consumed goods.

The Treasury Department has not applied these precedents to tax
"rebates" in excess of taxes collected on the exported product. If, for
example, the foreign exporter has paid $1 in excise taxes on a product
he exports tothe United States but receives a rebate of $1.20 on expor-
tation, under long-established administrative precedents of the Treas-
ury Department the imported merchandise would be subject to a
countervailing duty of $0.20.

A new issue arose in 1967 in the Italian transmission tower ease. Up
to that time Treasury precedents were based on the assumption that
indirect taxes rebated on export had been imposed on the product and
that the tax burden on the Department investigation of Italian trans-
mission tower exports revealed that this product benefited from a
number of rebates (under Italian Law 639) of indirect taxes which
had not been imposed on the product being exported or its components
but rather were taxes on general overhead purchases, unrelated to
the specific products, such as mortgage taxes, advertising and pub-
licity taxes, and Government license fees. To the extent that such
taxes were rebated, the Treasury Department found that they con-
stituted a "bounty or grant" under the countervailing duty statute
(T.D. 67-102). The Customs Court decision of September 13, 1971,
(American Express Co. v. United States, C.D. 4266) upheld the Treas-
ury Department finding. The Court of Customs and Patent Appeals
has affirmed the Customs Court's finding. The Treasury Department
has subsequently imposed countervailing duties on a range of Italian
products benefiting from Law 639 rebates.

Judicial IPnterpretations
Considerable confusion has arisen in the countervailing dt!ty field

over the interpretation of two early Supreme Court opinions, in which
there are dicta referring to the term "bounty or grant" as applying to
all tax rebates, including rebates of indirect taxes. [Dawn.s v. United
States, 113 F. 144 (1902), aff'd:187 U.S. 496 (1903) ; Nichlav & Co. v.
United States, 7 Ct. Cust. Appls. 97 (1.916), aff'd 249 U.S. 34 (1919).)
However, the holding of the Supreme Court in these two decisions,
as distinguished from the dicta, were that overrebates constitute a
"bounty or grant" to the extent of the overrebate. As implied from the
earlier discussion, the Treasury Department for more than half a cen-
tury in its administrative decisions has applied the Downs and
Nicholas opinions in accordance with the holdings rather -than the
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.dicta. Recent opinions of the Court of Customs and Patent Appeals
in Hanvwnd Lead Produot8, Inc. v. United StOe8, 63 Oust. Ct. 316,
C.D. 3915 (1969); rev'd 58 C.C.P.A. 129 C.A.D. 1017 (1971) and of
the Customs Court in American Expess Co. v. United State8, C.D.
4266 (decided September 13, 1971), in dicta, have restated the dicta
of the Doiwn8 and Nicholas opinions. It cannot be predicted how the
courts will finally resolve this issue.

Vonolusions
The applicability of a statute such as the countervailing duty law,

basically unchanged since the early part of -this century, to all con-
sumption taxes, including the very complex tax-on-value added, re-
quires a careful analysis. Moreover, the situation may be further comr-
plicateAl by the decisions which will ultimately be rendered by the
courts in the countervailing duty cases presently being litigated on
appeal.

The Treasury Department is examining the countervailing duty
law from the standpoint of its overall impact on the present world
trade situation. This study is focusing on the problems discussed
earlier, in addition to an overall review of the administration of this
law.

ANNEX

Extract From Suggepted Charter for UN ITO 25:
"Except as provided in paragraph 3 of this Article, no Member

shall grant, directly or indirectly, any subsidy on the exportation of
any product, or establish or maintain any other system which results
in the sale of such product for export at a price lower than the com-
parable price charged for the like product to buyers in-the domestic
market, due allowance being made for differences in conditions and
terms of sale, for differences in taxation, and for other differences
affecting price comparability. The preceding sentence shall not be
construed to prevent any Member from exempting exported products
from duties or taxes imposed in respect of like products when con-
sumed domestically or from remitting such duties or taxes which
have accrued."

Extracts From the General Agreement on Tariffs and Trade

ARTICLE 1H 2 (A)

"a charge equivalent to an internal tax imposed consistently -with
the provisions of paragraph 2 of Article III in respect of the like
domestic product or in respect of an article from which the im"fp"rted
product has been manufactured or produced in whole or in part;"
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ARTICLE III

"1. The contracting parties recognize that internal taxes and other
internal charges, and laws, regulations and requirements affecting
the internal salt, offering for sale, purchase, transportation, distri-
bution or use of products, and internal quantitative regulations re-
quiring the mixtuie, processing or use of products in specified amounts
or proportions, should not be applied to imported or domestic prod-
ucts so as to afford protection to domestic production.

"2. The products of the territory of any contracting' party im-
ported into the territory of any other contracting party shall not be
subject, directly or indirectly, to internal taxes or other internal
charges of any kind in excess of those applied directly or indirectly,
to like domestic products. Moreover, no contracting party shall other-
wise apply internal taxes or other internal charges to imported or
domestic products in a manner contrary to the principles set forth in
paragraph 1.

"3. With respect to any existing internal tax which is inconsistent
with the provisions of paragraph 2, but which is specifically author-
ized under a trade agreement, in force on April 10, 1947, in which the
import duty on the taxed product is bound against increase, the con-
tracting party imposing the tax shall be free to postpone the appli-
cation of the provisions of paragraph 2 to such tax until such time as
it can obtain release from the obligations of such trade agreement in
order to permit the increase of such duty to the extent necessary to
compensate for the elimination of the protective element of the tax."

ARTICLE VI

"4. No product of the territory of any contracting party imported
-into the territory of any other contracting party shall be subject to
anti-dumping or countervailing duty by reason of the exemption of
such product from duties or taxes borne by the like product when
destined for consumption in the country of origin or exportation, or
by reason of the refund of such duties or taxes."

ARTICLE XVI

Subsidies

Section A-SUBSIDIES IN GENERAL.-
"1. If any contracting party grants or maintains any subsidy, in-

cluding any form of income or price support, which operates directly
or indirectly to increase exports of any product from, or to reduce
imports of any produ-t into, its territory. It shall notify the CON-
TRACTING PARTIES in writing of the extent and nature of the
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subsidization, of the estimated effect of the subsidization on the quan-
tity of the affected product or products imported into or exported from
its territory and of the circumstances making the subsidization neces-
sary. In any case in which it is determined that serious prejudice to
the interests of any other contracting party is caused or threatened by
any such subsidization, the contracting party granting the subsidy
shall, upon request, discuss with the other contracting party or parties
concerned, or with the CONTRACTING PARTIES, the possibility
of limiting the subsidization.

Section B-ADDITONAL PRoVIsIONs ON EXPORT SUBSIDIES.-
"2. The contracting parties recognize that the granting by' a con-

tracting party of a subsidy on the export of any product may have
harmful effects for other contracting parties, both importing and
exporting, may cause undue disturbance to their normal commercial
interests, and may hinder the achievement of the objectives of this
Agreement.

"3. Accordingly, contracting parties slihfild" seek to avoid the use
of subsidies on the export of primary products. If, however, a con-
tracting party grants directly or indirectly any form of subsidy which
operates to increase the export of any primary product from its terri-
tory, such subsidy shall not be applied in a manner which results in
that contracting party having more than an equitable share of world
export trade in that product, account being taken of the shares of the
contracting parties in such trade in the product during a previous
representative period, and any special factors which may have affected
or may be affected or may be affecting such trade in the product.

"4. Further, as from 1 January 1958 or the earliest practicable date
thereafter, contracting parties shall cease to grant either directly or
indirectly any form of subsidy on the export of any products other
than a primary product which subsidy results in the sale of such
product for export at a price lower than the comparable price charged
for the like product to buyers in the domestic market. Until 31 Decem-
ber 1957 no contracting party shall extend the scope of any such sub-
sidization beyond that existing on 1 January 1955 by the introduction
of new, or the extension of existing, subsidies.

"5. The CONTRACTING PARTIES shall review the operation
of the provisions of this Article from time to time with a view to
examining its effectiveness, in the light of actual experience, in promot-
ing the objectives of this Agreement and avoiding subsidization seri-
ously prejudicial to the trade or interests of contracting parties."
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Study No. 2.-GATT Provisions on Unfair Trade Practices

The terln "uinfair trade practices" has no inherent significance

within the framework of the GATT. In the broadest sense it could be
interpreted to embrace not only violations of any GATT provision,
but also any action taken by a GATT contf'ientifig party that nllli-
fies or impairs any benefit accriuing to another contracting party
under the GATT or that impedes tile attaintitent of any objective of
the GATT. It seems in order, therefore, to limit the consideration of
GATT provisions on unfair trade practices to those. that are usually
inchided when the term refers to domestic law. that is antidlumping.
subsidies and colmtervailing dutties. and measures designed to protect
patents, trademarks. and copyrights.

Antidumping
GATT proviskns relating to antidicumping measures are found in

Article VI and the Antidumping Code. The latter was signed on
June 30, 1967, as a result of one of the few negotiationsin the Ken-
nedy, Round on nontariff barriers. To date it has been accepted by
21 cotretries I and tile European Economic Commlunity. As the Code
has been signed by the United States, the discussion set forth below
of tihe substalitive provisions of the GXTT relating to antidcumping
measures will focus on Article VI as interpreted by the Antiduliping
Code.

Vile Antidtifiphitr ("ode l)VoVides deffilitions of va riolls terms used
in Article VI and sets up) standards for proce(hdres to be followed
il investigations allnd ll iimpositg anti(d l)illtg duties. It is not an
aimeildnihnt to the (.AlTT. the ('ode applies only to actions l)y tlose
countries which have acceded to it. In additioll, accession to tile
GATT alone by a new country is not sufficient ; the country ulUst
accede to the Code itself. The ('ode was termed all "interpretation"
of Article VI. A leading expert. on the GATT has suggested that the
Code may come to be considered as the defillitive interpretation of
the Article.

Like the U.S. antidiumpingr law. GATT provisions do not condehinh
per se the practice of what olr law terms "sales at less than fair

' Austria, Belgium, Canada, Czechoslovakia, Denmark, Finland. France, Greece, Germany.
Italy, Japan, Luxembourg, Malta, Netherlands, Norway, Portugal, Sweden, Switzerland.
United Kingdom, United States and Yugoslavia.
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'value" and the GATT calls "dumIping." Rather, measures may be
taken to couliteract this practice only when it causes or threatens to
cause injury (our law) or material injury (GATT).

1)tumping is defined in GATT Article VI as the introduction of a
product of one country into the commerce of another country at less
than its normal value. Dumping occurs when the export price of the
product is less than the comparable price for a like product destined
for consumption in the home market. In the absence. of a comparable
domestic price, the dunipihg m1targin is deterniined by (1) a compari.
son with a representative price of a like product exported to a third
country in the ordinary course of trade or (2) the cost of production
in the country of origin l)lIs a "reasonable amount" for administra-
tive. selling and other costs, and profits. A like product is defined in
the Code as an identical product or one which has characteristics
closely resembling those of the product in question. To facilitate a
comparison between the export price and the domestic price in the
exporting country, the Code provides that comparisons shall be made
at the same level of trade, normally at the ex factory level.

The Code states that before special antidumping duties can he
levied, the dumping in question must cause or threaten material
injury to an established doniestic industry -or retard miiaterially the
establishment of a domestic industry. Domestic industry refers to
the domestic firms that produce all of the product in question, or
those whose aggregated output acc6iunts for a major portion of total
domestic production with certain exceptions. Cause is qualified by
the Antidumping Code to mean a "principal cause," while mate-
rial injury is to be determibfd fr6filo an examination of all relevant
factors. A number are listed, but the Code cautions against the use
of any one or several as giving decisive guidance: development and
prospects with regard to turnover, market share, profits, prices, ex-
port performance, employment, volume, utilization of capacity of
domestic industry, productivity, and restrictive trade practices. In
determining the principal cause for material retardation of the estab-
lishment of a domestic industry, there must be convincing evidence
showing, for example, that plans for a new industry have reached
a fairly advanced stage or that a factory is being considered or
machines have been ordered. All determiinatiions shall be based on
positive findings and not on allegations or hypothetical possibilities.

If dumping and injury are foinfid, then the GATT authorizes an
offsetting antidumping duty to be imposed, but the amount of such
duty must not exceed the margin of dumping. It is not to be consid-
ered a punitive measure. Clearly, such a duty may exceed rates bound
under the GATT.

The Antidutinping Code also sets forth standards for procedures
for contracting parties to follow in antidumpilng proceedings. The



burden of proof rests on the importing country, with no duties being
levied by a contracting party unless it determines that injury exists.
Similarly, provisional measures (e.g. withholding of appraisement
or provisional assessment of dumping duties) may only be taken
when a preliminary decision has been taken that there is dumping
and when there ii sufficient evidence of injury. Code provisions also
relate to other procedural matters, such as the giving of evidence,
provisional measures that may be taken, the durAti6n of antidimmpiiig
(duties, and retroactivity.
Countervailing Duties

Article VI l)ermits the imposition, of countervailing duties to offset
a subsidy that has been granted, directly or indirectly, on the mann:
facture, production or export of any product in the country'of origin
or exportation, including any special subsidy to the transportation
of a particular product. The same injury requirement applicable to
antidimhping extends as well to countervailing duties.

The United States is exempted from the injury requirement under
Article VI by virtue of the "grandfather clause" in the Protocol of
Provisional Application. This provision states that Part IL of the
GATT-which includes Article VI-shall be provisionally applied
to the fullest extent not inconsistent with existing legislation. U.S.
countervailing duty legislation (section 303 of the Tariff Act of 1930),
which contains'no injury requirement, antedates the GATT.
Subsidies

While GATT Article VI allows imposition of a coUntertivaling d(uty
where subsidized imports injttre a domestic industry, GATT Article
XVI provides the general rutles with respect to subsidies. The GATT
provides three basic obligations with respect to subsidies under Arti-
cle XVI. First, a contracting party must notify the GATT of any
subsidy (domestic or export) which operates directly or inidirectly
to increase exports or to reduce imports, and to consult on theenm.
Second, contracting parties must not grant export subsidies on pri-
mary products that would result in more than an equitable share of
world export trade for the subsidizing country. Third, contracting
o parties must cease export subsidies on any nonpritnary product. where
the subsidies result in export sales at prices lower than those in the
domestic market, that is, if they result in dual pricing. The first two
obligations apply to all contracting parties; the -third applies only
to those contracting parties that have signed a specific declaration
relatilmg to this obligation. The developing countries have not ac-
cepted the third obligation. The United States attached a reserva-
tion to its acceptance of the declaration, stating that it would not, pre-
vent the Uniited States "as part of its subsidization of exports of a
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primary product., from making a payment on anl exported processed
product (not itself a primary product) which has been produced
from such primary product if such a payment is essentially linilted
to the amount of the subsidy which would have been payable on the
quantity of such primary products, if exported in primary form,
consumed in the production of the processed product." This reserva-
tion was motivated by a desire to continue the U.S. export payments
program then applied on raw cotton and the raw cotton content
of cotton textiles.

Action with rQsl)e('t to subsidies may be taken not only nd(ler Ar-
ticles XVI and VI (see above section), but also Articles XXII (con-
sultation) and XXIII (compensation or retaliation) if a contracting
party believes its rigldts or benefits under the GAIT are being im-
paired. While a subsidy may not result in a violation of the GATT,
its al)plication may violate other GATT obligations. e.g., the n-
tional treatment obligation of Article III with regard to imports.

The first obligation to notify the GATT consists of a requirement
to notify the GATT periodically in writing and in retaill of all sub-
sidies. The right to request consultatiolis with the sulbsidizing coun-
try under Article XVI:1 extends to any nation that feels that its
trading interests are threatened. If bilateral consultat ions (10 not sue-

cee(l, a party may then request consultations with the Contraeting
Parties acting jointly. It should be noted that the sole obligation of
the subsi(lizing party under Article XV1:1 is to discuss tihe possibility
of limiting the subsidization.

The scopt, of the second obligation-to refraih from granting ex-
port, subsidies on primary i)ro(lucts that would result in more than
an equitable share of world export trade for the sul)sidizing coltn-
tiy--depewi(s Ul)On tihe interpretatio0 adopted for the various terms.
"lPrinnry lirodoet'" is (lelhnd as any prodlet of farm, forest, or
fishery, or any Mineral in its natural formn or which inas undergone
such processing as is customnarily re(juired to prepare it. for in-irketing
in substantial volume in imtte, national tra(Ie. The term "equitable
share of world export trade for the subsidizing country" is difficult
to lefliie. There seems to be no consensus as to its meaning or as to
how it should be calculated, but it seems clear thiit it is isot intended
to cause rigi(l market allocation or to freeze tirade patterns.

TIhe third obligation to cease exl)ort subsidies oin any nonpriniary
product, accepted by the major trading counties, represents tile
strongest obligation with respect to subsidies which is fouiid in the
,A,'fI. It l)rohibits directly or in(irectly any form of subsidy on

tile export of any product other titan a priniiry pr-oduct where the
subsidy results in the sale of the plrod(lict or export at. a price lower
than the comparable p)rice charged for the like l)rodlfct to buyers
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in the domestic market. GATT provisions both on subsidies and on
countervailing duties specifically state that the exemption or rebate
on exports of consuml)tion taxes shall not be considered to be a
subsidy.

The greatest problem with this obligation is to determine what
practices are covered by the term "subsidy." While the Contracting
Parties have been unable to arrive at a precise definition, there seems
to be general agreement that "subsidy," for purposes of this obliga-
tion, includes:

(a) Currency retention schemes or any similar practices which
involve a bonus on exports or re-exports;

(b) The provision by governiments of direct subsidies to
exporters;

(e) The retifission, calculated in relation to exports, of direct
taxes or social welfare charges on industrial or commercial enter-
prises;

(d) The exemption, in respect of exported goods, of charges or
taxes, other than charges in connection with importation or indi-
rect taxes levied at one or several stages on the same goods if
sold for internal consumption; or the payment, in respect of
exported goods, of amnouits exceeding those effectively levied at
one or several stages on these goods in the form of indirect taxes
or of charges in connection with importation or in both forms;

(e) In respect of deliveries by governments or governmental
agencies of imported raw materials for export business on dfthr-
ent, terms than for domestic business, the charging of prices below
world prices;

(f) In respect of government export credit guarantees, the
charging of premiums at rates which are manifestly inadequate
to cover the long-term operating costs and losses of the credit
insurance institutions;

(g) The grant by governments (or special institutions con-
trolled by governments) of export credits at rates below those
which tboy have to pay in order to obtain the funds so employed;

(h) The government bearing all or part of the costs incurred
by exporters in obtaining credit.

At the initiative of the United States, in the fall of 1972 a GATT
Working Group began consideration of: (a) domestic subsidies that
stimulate exports; and (b) a revised definition of subsidies and the
possible application of GATT provisions to subsidization in third
country markets. GATT Article VI :6(b) permits a contracting party
to levy ant idiniping or countervailing duties on dumped or subsidized
imports which injure an industry in another country exporting the
product to the importing country. Such action, which requires the



approval of the Contracting Parties acting jointly, has not in prac-
tice been taken. When )to domestic industry is being injured by sub-
sidized imports, all importing country can be expected to be reluctant
to impose countervailing duties at the request of another country.
Tile subsidy enables the importing country to buy that product at
a lower price than it would in the absence of a subsidy. A request
from the injured exporting country for the levying of a counter-
vailing duty would also oblige the importing country to "choose
sides" in a trade dispute between the exporting countries. The United
States also has difficulty with the clause qualifying subsidization as
that "which results in the sale of a product for export at a price lower
than tile comparable price charged for the like product to buyers in
the domestic market." Believing that price is only one of many means
by which export competitiveness can be enhanced through subsidiza-
tion, the United States has recommended elimination of this clause.

Protection of Patents, Trademarks, and Copyrights
Two provisions of the GATT relate to protection of patents, trade-

marks, and copyrights. Article XX (d) states that as long as they are
not applied in an arbitrary or unjustiffibly discriminatory fashion
and are not disguised restrictions on international trade, nothing shall
prevent a contracting party from adopting measures"... necessary to
secure compliance with laws or regulations which are not. inconsistent
with the provisions of [the GA'IT] including those relating to ... the
protection) of patents, trademarks and copyrights .... ." Article XX (d)
also permits measures designed to prevent deceptive practices, such
as actions under the Trademark Act, Federal Trade Commitission Act,
anid the Tariff Act of 1930 which affect deceptive practices in con-
nection with imported goods.

Article IX provides that "The contracting parties shall cooperate
with each other with a view to preventing the use of trade names
in such manner as to misrepresent the true origin of a product....
There have been no cases arising with respect to either provision, and
no relevant Interpredative N'otes. International regulation in the area
of patents, trademarks, and copyrights would appeals to lie outside
of the G;ATT.
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Study No. 3.-The Adequacy of GATT Provisions Dealing with
Agriculture

Trade ill agriiilt~he, 0', other t1ra(1,e, is sulbjet to tile three elemntl.s
of the GA'I'T system: general rifles, procedures for interpretitig and
e'lfdrteing them, and specific tariff coiln 01t moetls.
General Rules

The general provisiohsi of the G(A'l"I' apply to agrieultI ihdil as well
as to inllu.•trial trade. 'h'ley shotild afford stilbillty of tradifig expelita-

iols• alil give iiellalutn to llegolialte( I ltlilt 1111(1 other lvi ve(sioI5s.
To tile extent t hat these plurlposes are frulsirated through sucwh devices
ais nontnwfilf tra(le controls, internal sul)l)Or inechlliniisz, an1( export
sib..si ieS, tile GATT 1ecoines less effeetiye.

Notitrillf(' controls on agrinult trial l)'o(lilcts al)ohllfid. Many of tihiiel
are applied pilr.'litllt to the general excel)ption0 provisions. of th, GATTI.
Among these provisions are those wvhic permit restrimictions necessary
to l)rot(ct, hum, aitillial or plant ]ife or health and tenipo'riry (quaniliti-
tative restrictions t) safeguifrid the balance of payments. Some restric-
lions are justified tinder the Protocol of Provisional A~pplication which
contains a I"grandfathlr clauilse"' permitting the al)l)licat ion of meas-
ures required by domesti legislation which amitd((ates the GIAT', even
fliough these mleamtl'es are inconsistent, within GATT provisions. A few
restrictions have been authorized by waivers, subject to certain con-
ditions. (In 1055, the United States obtained a waiver entitllhg it to
al)l)hy restrictions reIttlred by Section 22 of the Agricultural Adjust-

eient Act (of 1933), as inelidee, when such restrictions are inconsistent
with the GATT.) Finally, there are a number of restrictions which are
iivoiisi"tent with the GAC1TT11an are no1t, covered bv waivers.

Tihe GATT also speaks to the problem of subsidies, icilllding price
or income sul)l)ort, policies, which have the effect of increasing ex-
ports or reducing imports. It Ibriigs t hem tlnlher a regime of notifica-
tion, exchange of inforilation, 10111 collsiltalioln. It partitiulalily liotes

lIe possibly harmful el'ects of expmrt silbsi(lies and tile unluie (ik-
tur'lnmice to normal cOmlixemrcial it (erests wMich they may occasion.
Thie GAT'l" does notI prohibit export subsidies on i)riniI'ry piroduicls.
It states that goverltiimenilts shottld seek to avoid their use; bitt that
if a governiemfit does al)ly an export subsidy on ai primary l)rOdili.,
it should not do So in a 1uiann1er which would give that coiulntlry more
than an equitable share of world export trade in that prodttcit. 'i'lme
GATT provisions O01 export stib.-idps oniC01 plriiiii-r prodl~llts , flec ts
the position taken by thie United States oil this matter when thie
GATT was reviewed in 1955.

El)



This ambiguity in GATT language concerning export subsidies on
primary products has come to cause special l5roblems. Subsidies
which have the effect of creating an artificial trade where none has
heretofore existed or could exist without support interfere with the sta-
bility of trade iuslationships. The meaning of equitable share is vague;
and the phrase "world export trade in that product" has been inter-
preted to mean the totality of trade (and contracting parties are thus
left considerable freedom to concentrate their subsidies on exports
to particular markets). If subsidized iml)orts result in injury to
domestic producers, the subsidies may be countervailed. The GATT
does not, however, provide an effective remedy for exporters who are
injured by the loss of third country markets to competitors whose
exports are subsidized. There is a GATT provision permitting the
Contracting Parties to authorize countervailing duties in such cases,
but the countervailing country has little or no incentive to apply
duties in behalf of tin injured third country sul)plier.

A GATT working party in 1955 addressed itself to the problems
raised by domestic subsidies. It agreed that a government which has
negotiated a tariff concession is entitled to expect, failing evidence to
the contrary, that the value of that concession will not, be nullified or
impaired by the later introduction or increase of a production subsidy.
Specific Exceptions for Agricultural Trade

The general provisions of GATT contain few exceptions specifically
for agricultural trade. These exceptions, while significant, are carefully
circuinscribed. The basic thrust of the GATT is that protection for
domestic production should not extend beyond the application of a
tariff. There is an exception to this rule for agricultural and fisheries
products. Insofar as a government restricts domestic l)roduction or
marketing of a particular agricultural or fisheries product or of an
animal product. derived from imports of the product in question, it
may also restrict imports of that. product. Also, insofar as a govern-
mient sells a domestic surplus of the product in question to its domestic
consumers at reduced prices, it may restrict imports. Nonetheless, the
GATT requires that the controls a governmeniit institutes under these
circumstances should not reduce the proportion of imports to domestic
production that might reasonably be expected in the absence of re-
strictions.
Tariff Commitments

All of the'major trading countries have made important concessions
on agricultural products. The value of some of these concessions
however has been adversely affected by subsequent developments.

The creation of the European Communiiity affected the tariff
commitments the member states had contracted earlier. It also intro-
duced on a wide scale a variable charge on imports in place of fixed
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import duties that had hitherto been the subject of GATT negotia-
tions. During the examination of this customs union in the course
of the 1960-62 Dillon Round negotiations, there were lengthy dis-
cussions concerning agricultural commodities on which there had been
bindings by individual member states but which were to be subject
to an EC variable import levy. These commodities included wheat,
corn, grain sorghum, rice, and poultry meat. The United States and
the Community agreed to defer a 'final settlement (standstill) on
these commodities; meanwhile the United States reserved its nego-
tiating rights as of September 1, 1960.

The poultry issue was resolved by the withdrawal of U.S. conces-
sions in January 1964. The 1962 standstill agreements concerning
wheat, corn, and grain sorghum were extended into Kennedy Round
discussions of an International Grains Arrangement (IGA). U.S.
negotiating rights on grains covered by that Arrangement remained
in suspension through the three-year term of the IGA ending June 30,
1971. The United States has asked the EC to negotiate on these rights
and the U.S. rights on rice not covered by the IGA concurrently with
the negotiations on the enlargement of the EC.

The results of the Kennedy Round (1964-67) proved disappointing
insofar as agriculture was concerned. The United States sought
agreement to limit the European Community's variable import levies.
The goal was to reduce them if possible and, at any rate, to bind
them against further increase. The Community countered with a
broad offer to negotiate on all agricultural products on the basis of
binding the margin of support. This would have been defined as the
difference between the internal price (including all direct support
measures) and a world price (reference price) which would-be nego-
tiated. The Community plan as put forward at that time would have
required concessions by the EC's trading partners while at the same
time it would have (1) continued its support levels which were high
compared to those of the United States and (2) it would have replaced
price competition with support manipulations and triennial negotia-
tions. The United States did not accept the Community plan.

The IGA which emerged from the Kennedy Round did not secure
the hoped-for assurance of improved access to import markets, and
the higher price levels which it set turned out to be unworkable.
Enforcement Mechanism

The GATT procedure for dealing with an alleged violation of the
general rules or an alleged impairment of a tariff commitment pro-
vides for a procedure of consultation and accommodatiOn, with the
possibility of ultimate recourse to retaliation pursuant to authoriza-
tion by the Contracting Parties. Countries have been reluctant
individually to push complaints to the point of collective discussion.



The United States has used the GATT enforcement mechanism with
regard to many trade issues involving agricultural products.

Several of the U.S. complaints have involved quotas and restrictive
licensing systems eml)loyed by a number of European countries,
especially in the fruits and vegetables area. In some instances, restric-
tions were removed, quotas were enlarged, or the period of permissible
imports was lengthened. In other instances, the U.S. complaint
remains outstanding. Some of these latter instances include: the
United Kingdom's quota restrictions on fresh U.S. grapefruit and
certain processed citrus fruits, cigars and rum, the European Com-
munity's variable levy on sugar added to canned fruits, and the Euro-
pean Community's price supports and buyers' premiums for domestic
tobacco. In some instances, the United States has been successful
in having a quantitativerestriction removed. However, in a few cases
the removal of a quantitative restriction has been offset by increases in
tariffs or the institution of variable levies has accompanied or followed
closely upon the abolition of quotas.

A different kind of U.S. action arose from the failure of the United
States and the European Community to agree to a final settlement on
poultry meat. The Community's withdrawal of a tariff binding became
a tangible problem when the common agricultural policy for poultry
went into effect in July 1962. After further unsuccessful negotiations,
the United States invoked the rights it had reserved in the standstill
agreement concerning poultry meat. A GATT pane) determined the
value of the withdrawal of the tariff concession, and both the United
States and the Community accepted its judgment. In January 1964
the United States, in accord with the panel's judgment, suspense..
trade agreement duty rates and restored the statutory rates on certain
agricultural and nonagricultural items.
The GATT and U.S. Agricultural Trade

The structure of tariff bindings built up over several rounds of
negotiations, compensations, and accession agreements gives U.S.
traders of agricultural products a considerable degree of stability in
what they may expect in their transactions. This structure is not
perfect. Its building has not progressed so far as could be hoped.
Moreover, it is undermined in a nu*inber of countries by trade practices
that have evolved since the GATT was established. These practices
(some of which are deviations from the basic GATT rules) often are
an integral part of domestic agricultural support policies and programs.

36 4



5 37

In part, the problem arises from GATT silence concerning member
countries' general tariff obligations, apart from specific commitelnnts
on particular products. Presumably, a government may change an
unbound rate as it chooses; but to what extent and how frequently may
it do so without upsetting the prinidples and stability of the GATT
trading system? How comprehensive must a price support system be,
and to what heights must it raise prices before it seriously disturbs the
balance of trading advantages under the GATT?

If the GATT system is to be effectively implemented and improved,
the major contracting parties may have to adjust their agricultural
support programs so that the costs of these programs are not passed
on to their trading partners.
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Effects of Regional Trade Groups on U.S. Foreign Trade:
The EC and EFTA Experiences

An analysis of tile effects of regional trade groups on U.S. foreign
trade hinges on a comparison of actual U.S. trade performance with
what it would have been in the absence of these regional groups.* It is
clear that the preferential trade barrier dismantlement between
members of regional trade groups has the effect of increasing the share
of partner countries and decreasing the share of outside countries in
total imports of the region. In the crtses of the European Comnimnities
(EC)Q and the European Free Tride Association (EFTA),' U.S.
trade in manufacttires has not. fared l9adly, at least in absolute terms.
However, the many economic forces at work within both trade groups
over the past 15 years make it impossible to speculate on how the
current U.S. trade picture in inafiufactures would have changed had
these trading blocs not been formed. By" contrast, in the agricultural
sector it is clear that the Common Agricultural Policy (CAP) of
the EC has adversely affected exports of )ome U.S. products to tile
EC and to third markets.

Choice of Period for Analysis
European reconstruction was not coml)lete until the mid-1950's.

M arshall Plan aid was not completely p)hased out until tiboit. 1954.
The Agreements establishing the European Economic Commtinity
(EEC) and the EFTA were signed in 1957. The European Coal and
Steel Commntiiity (ECSC) was created in 1952. Some trade effects
resulting from economic integrtiiion were therefore underway even
before the end of reconstruction. i957 cannot be utilized as a iench-
mark for analytical purpIoses, since world trade was significantly
distorted by the closure of the Suez Canal. The analysis is therefore
limited to the period 1958-1970. Detailed 1970 Organizatlifn for
Economic Cooperation and Development (OECD) trade data is not
yet, available, so in some cases the analysis ends with 1969.

Growth in Intra-Area Trade
Since 1958 intra-EC and intra-EFTA trade hias grown miuch ifimre

rapidly than their tratle with the rest of the world. This is associated
with the progressive liberalization of intra-area trade while mally

The analysis for this paper was miade In Ild-1972. The Executive informs the staff the conclusions would
not materially change if 1970 data was Inluted.

I Members of the EC are Belgium. France: Germany, Italy, Luxembourg, and the Netheriaftd..
I EFTA members are An.tila, i)enmnrk, Norway, Portugal, Sweden, Swittorland, and the United

Kingdom; Finland b an associate member.

(0)
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barriers to extra-area trade (although reduced) were maintained. By
1968 tariffs were eliminated on intra-EC trade anl on nonagricultural
intra-EFTA trade. (Agriculture is largely outside the scope of the
EFTA.)

For the six EC members as a whole, exports among member coun-
tries rose from 32.1 percent of total exports to all countries in 1958
to 48.9 percent of total exports in 1970; imports from other member
countries increased from 34.7 percent of total imports from all coun-
tries in 1958 to 51.0 percent of total imports in 1970. For EFTA
members as a group I exports among member countries rose from
17.5 percent of total exports to all countries in 1958 to 27.9 percent
of total exports to all countries in 1970; imports from other member
countries increased from 16.4 percent of total imports in 1958 to 25.4
percent of total imports in 1970. Table 1 1 shows this trend on an
annual basis for the period 1958-1970.5

U.S.-EFTA Trade
Despite the growth in intra.EFTA trade, as indicated in Tables 3

and 5, the United States increased its share of total EFTA imports
(including intra.EFTA trade) from 9.3 percent in 1958 to 10.0 percent
in 1969. The largest U.S. share was 10.4 percent in 1968. The gain,
however, was posted in the United Kingdom and Norway; the U.S.
share of total imports declined in Denmark, Finland, Sweden, Austria,
Switzerland, and Portugal, with the decline most noticeable in Austria.
As shown in Tables 4 and 5, the U.S. share of total EFTA imports
increased in three of the nine major commodity categories from 1958 to
to 1969: animal and vegetable fats and oils, machinery and transport
equipment, and miscellaneous manuifactured articles. The machinery
and transport equipment category includes aircraft and parts, com-
pJuters, industrial machinery and equipment, contracting and exca-
vating machinery, automotive equipment and parts, and many other
types of capital goods. For the agricultural items and many of the
indlustrial goods (notably aircraft and computers) tariff preferefices

$For purposes of this paper, Finland is considered a full EFTA member, which corresponds to the treat-
ment accorded Finnish goods in other EFTA countries and EFTA products in Finland. Iceland was not
an EFTA member during the period discussed herein.

4 Tables 1-4,6,7,9 and 10 are also presented graphically.
6 It can be argued that the more rapid growth In intra-area trade Indicates that such growth has displaced

Imports from non-members hut this Is not necessarily the case. One way of exploring the question was
undertaken by the National Institute of Economic and Social Research it the United Kingdom. According
to its study, in the EC, non-members have Increased their slhre of apparent consumption of manufactured
goods in the EC from 6.2 percent In 1958 to 7.9 percent In 1968. As Table 2 indicates, all EC members except
the Netherlands experienced an increase in t;w share of non.EC Imports in apparent consumption of manu-
factured goods during this peiilod; the Netherlands share remained unchanged. The share of domestic
output in apparent consumption of manufactured goods also fell from 1934 to 1958 for all EC members except
Italy, while the share of Imports from other EC member countries In apparent consumption Increased In
all but Italy (unchanged). The share of Imports from third countries, however, fell slightly In Belgium/
Luxembourg, Italy, and the Netherlands from 1954 to 1968, but increased in France and Germany. Since
1958, Imports from other EC countries have apparently displaced domestic output rather than Imports
front non-inembers. No comparable study is available for EFTA.



in favor of other EFTA suppliers were of little importance given the
unavailability of directly competitive items within EFTA.

Excluding intra-EFTA trade, the U.S. share of imports rose from
11.2 percent in 1958 to 13.2 percent in 1969 (see Tables 3 and 5). The
high-water mrk was 13.5 percent in 1968. On this basis the U.S. share
increased in Finland as well as in the United Kingdom and Norway,
but declined in all other EFTA members. Changes in the U.S. share of
major commodity groups were identical to those described in the
previous paragraph.

The shift in U.S. market shares also reflects structural changes.
For example, the U.S. share of mineral fuels and lubricants fell be-
cause of the increasing importance of oil as an energy source and the
relative decline of coal. The United States is a major supplier of coal
but exports relatively small amounts of petroleum and petroleum
products. It should also be noted that most high technology products,
in which the United States enjoys a competitive advantage, are in-
eluded in the major commodity groups machinery and transport equip-
ment and miscellaneous manufactured articles; the United States
increased its share of EF'TA imports in these two groups.

US.-EC Trade
As shown in Tables 6 and 8, the U.S. share of total imports by EC

member countries fell from 12.2 percent in 1958 to 9.7 percent in 1969.
The U.S. share declined in all EC member countries, but the decline
was greatest in Italy, followed by Germany, Belgium/Luxembourg,
the Netherlands, and France. As Tables 7 and 8 indicate, the U.S.
share increased in two major commodity groups: food and live animals
and beverages and tobacco. The former reflects below average U.S.
shipments in 1958; the 1969 U.S. share is the lowest of any year
since 1958. There was a s;harp decline in the U.S. share of mineral
fuels and lubricants, due to structural changes, and of animal and
vegetable fats and oils, which probably reflects a trend toward imports
of oilseeds. Thx U.S. share of imports of inedible crude materials,
manfifactured goods classified chiefly by material, machinery and
transport equipment, and miscellaneous manufactured articles fell
only slightly from 1958 to 1969, with a larger declifle in the U.S. share
of imports of chemicals.

Excludifigintra-EC trade, the U.S. share of EC imports rose from
17.4 percent in 1958 to 18.7 percent in 1969 (see Tables 6 and 8).
From 1058 to 1969 the U.S. share increased significantly in France
und somewhat less in the Netherlands, barely rose in Germany,
declined slightly in Belgium/Luxembourg and noticeably in Italy.
The U.S. share of total EC imports, however, has been declining
steadily since 1964 when it reached 20.0 percent. The year in which the
largest U.S. share was recorded, was: Belgium/Luxembourg, 1962

29-617 0 - 74 - 4
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(20.2 percent); France, 1964 and 1968 (18.0 percent); Germany,
1964 and 1965 (21.2 percent); Italy, 1961 (23.4 percent); and the
Netherlands, 1966 (24.7 percent). As can be seen from Tables 7 and 8,
the change in the U.S. share was unevenly distributed among major
commodity groups. There was a large increase in beverages and
tobacco with smaller increases (in order of magnitude) recorded for
food and live animals, miscellaneous manufactured articles, machinery
and transport equipment, and manufactured goods classified chiefly
by material. There were slight, declines in the U.S. share of chemicals
and inedible crude materials and large decreases for mineral fuels and
lubricants and animal and vegetable fats and oils. U.S. exports to the
EC, both in absolute and market-share terms, were aided-as they
were in the case of EFTA though to a lesser extent-by the fact that
in a number of agricultural and industrial items tariff preferences
among EC members were of little importance given the unavailability
of directly competitive items within the EC.

US..EC Agricultural Trade
The EC's common agricultural policies have adversely affected

exports of some U.S. products to the Community and to third country
markets. These policies consist of supporting domestic prices at un-
economic levels without limitation on production while insulating
the resulting domestic price structure from the world market through
import levies and export subsidies. The result has been a dramatic
increase in EC production of, internal trade in, and export to third
countries of agricultural commodities.

U.S. agricultural exports to the Community have grown at. a con-
siderably slower rate than have commercial agricultural exports to
other countries. 1960 represents a fairly representative year for U.S.
agricultural exports and is before the EC's variable import levies were
first imposed on July 30, 1962. In 1970, U.S. agricultural exports to
the Community amounted to nearly $1.6 billion, an increase of about
40 percent over the 1960 figure. U.S. commercial agricultural exports
to other coutilties amfotifnted to nearly $4.7 billion in 1970, more than
double the 1960 figure. In 1970, U.S. agricultural exports to the EC
amounted to about a quarter of total U.S. commercial farm exports;
in 1960, they were about a third.

The formation of the EC has resulted in a shift in trade patterns
which favors intra-EC trade at the expense of imports from non-
member countries. Inltra-EC trade as a percentage of total agricultural
imports by the Community rose from 17.5 percent in 1960 to 36.4
percent in 1970. The U.S. share declined from 12.9 percent to 10.7
percent. In this period, intra-EC trade rose about 300 percent com-
pared with a 57 percent rise in imports from the United States and a
44 percent increase from all other sources. In absolute terms, initra-EC
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trade rose over $4.5 billion compared with a $652 million increase in
imports from the United States and $2.7 billion from all other sources.
In view of the substantial increase in EC production in most areas of
agriculture, it is evident that the extremely sharp rise in intra-EC
trade has displaced imports from the United States and third coun-
tries.

Tables 9, 10 and 11 provide data on U.S. agricultural exports to the
EC an(i the world.

The Community applies variable levies on its imports of grains,
rice, poultry, eggs, beef, pork, dairy products, sugar, olive oil, and
commodities processed from base products such as cereals.' At the
beginning of the 1971-72 marketing season, variable levies for key
grain commodities were as follows: durum wheat about 75 percent
ad valorem; other wheat 95 percent; corn nearly 70 percent; and barley
(the major foed grain grown in the Community), 50 percent (as a
percentage of lowest adjusted c.i.f. price).

EC variable levies held the rise in U.S. exports to the EC of affected
commodities to a modest 25 percent from the beginning of the 1960's
to 1970 compared with about a 60 percent gain for commodities not
subject to variable levies. Increases in shipments of feedgrains con-
tributed most to the modest gain in variable levy items over this
period. The gain in exports of U.S. feedgrains would have been sub-
stantially larger if EC policies hadn't encouraged a sharp expansion
in production of feed grains anti surplus wheat eventually used as
feed. U.S. exports of other variable levy items such as poultry, lard,
rye, dairy products, and beef and veal fell off. Soybeans and soybean
meal have been the major U.S. non-variable levy commodities shipped
to the EC. Soybeans and soybean meal move readily into the Com-
munity under duty-free bindings obtained from the Community dur-
ing the Dillon Round negotiations in 1960-1961. U.S. exports of these
coulmodities to the Community in 1970 reached $629 million, an in-
crease of $490 million from 1960 and $30 million more than the total
increase for all U.S. agricultural exports to the Community.

U.S. agricultural exports in traditional markets other than the
Community have been confronted with heavily subsidized EC com-
petition. Examples of EC subsidized competition inclu('e: poultry in
Austria, Greece, and Switzerland, feedgrains in the United Kingdom
(from French denatured wheat), corn in Spain, lard in the United
Kingdoth, tomato products in Canada, and wheat flour in several
Caribbean countries. In some instances the United States has had to
resort to export subsidization itself to restore its share of markets
lost to this subsidized competition.

I Oralns (Including wheat flour), poultry, and pork became subject to variable Ievies on July 30, 1902;
rice, on September 1, 1964; and beef and dairy products, oin November 1, 1964.
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Regional Trade Groups, Economic Growth, and Trade DiverSion
Two (offsetting) factors may affect third country trade when a

regional trade group such as the EC or EFTA is established. First,
there may be a tendency for intra-areas trade to displace imports
from non-members. There is no clear evidence, however, except for
some agricultural products subject to variable levies, on the effect
which the growth in intra-EC and intra-EFTA trade has had on
imports from the United States. The U.S. share of EFTA imports,
including intra-trade, has in fact increased since 1958 while it has
declined in the EC. According to one private study, the share of
imports from non-members in apparent consumption of manufactures
in the EC has risen since 1958. As previously indicated, the increase

,in intra-EC trade appears to have displaced domestic production
rather than imports from non-members.

Second, the resulting larger and (partial) economic integration
may accelerate the rate of economic growth in member states, which
should (at least in the EC and EFTA) benefit U.S. exports since
there is a close correlation between changes in Gross National Product
and changes in imports. There is, however, no conclusive evidence
which would indicate that economic integration has resulted in signi-
ficantly accelerated rates of economic growth in the EC. Lawrence
Krause's 1968 study for the Brookings Institution estimates the growth
rate effect of economic integration on the EC member states (in the
aggregate) at a plus .2 percent per annum.7 A more recent (1970)
study by the British National Institute concludes that "calculations
of . . . relative rates of growth still provide no substantial evidence
that countries of the Community have become ... . faster growing
by reason of their membership." 8 Although EC growth rates (see
Table 12) were considerably higher than those in the rest of Western
Europe and North America in 1950-58, the gap was narrowed during
1958-69 as the aggregate EC growth rate was unchanged while that
of other countries accelerated. Individual cobiitry growth rates were
higher for smaller economic units (Belgium and the Netherlands)
than for larger economic units (especially Germany). The difference,
if any, attributable solely to economic integration cannot be measured
with certainty and will vary from country to country. In the case of
EFTA, the composite growth rate was one percent per annium higher
after the formation of EFTA than before. It is difficult to ascertain
whether the shift resulted from the establishiment of EFTA.

I European Economic Integration and the United States.
B National Institute Economic Review, November 1970.
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TABLE 1.-Intra-area trade as a percent of total trade

Exports to member countries Imports from member countries
as percent of total exports I as percent of total Imports I

EC EFTA EC EFTA

1958 ------------------- 32. 1 17.5 34.7 16.4
1959 ------------------- 33. 0 17. 7 36. 1 16. 3
1960 ------------------- 34.5 20.9 36.3 18.5
1961 -------------------- 36.8 21.8 38.4 19.6
1962 ------------------- 39.6 21.8 39. 5 20.0
1963 -------------------- 40. 7 22. 4 39. 5 20. 8
1964 -------------------- 43.2 24.2 42.5 21.3
1965 ------------------- 43. 4 24. 3 44. 4 22. 1
1966 ------------------- 44.1 24.9 45.5 22.9
1967 ------------------- 43. 7 26. 6 46. 3 23. 7
1968 -------------------- 45. 0 26. 0 48. 4 23. 4
1969 -------------------- 48. 2 26. 4 50. 3 24. 7
1970 ------------------- 48. 9 27. 9 51.0 25. 4

I Exports and Imports f.o.b.
Data source: GATT annual International Trade series.

TABLE, 2.-S-hares in the EC'8 apparent consmption of manufacturers:
1954, 1958, and 1968

(In percent)

1954 1958 1968

Belgium/Luxembourg:
Domestic output
Intra-EC trade ..................
Other im ports -------------------

T otal ............................

France:
Domestic output
Intra-EC trade ....
Other imports -------------------

94. 6
2.1
3.3

Total ............................

Germany:
Domestic output--------------
Intra-EC trade ..................
Other imports -------------------

93. 8
2.6
3.6

Total ....................................

Italy:
Domestic output ...........
Intra-EC trade ------------------
Other imports-

90. 6
4.0
5.4

64. 0
18. 1
18.0

58. 1
24. 1
17. 8

38. 2
38. 9
22. 8

100. 0 100. 0

92. 8
3.3
3.9

84. 1
10. 3
5.6

100.0 100. 0

90. 8
3.6
5.6

100. 0

84. 9
7.9
7. 1

100. 0

90. 9
4.0
5.1

84. 2
9.2
6.6

Total 100.0.1...0
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TABL•E 2.-Shares in the E0's apparent cotnumption of manufactures:
1954, 1958, and 1968-Conthmeed

[In percent)

1954 1958 1068

Netherlands:
Domestic output ---------------- 57. 8 55. 5 47. 3
Intra-EC trade ------------------ 26. 6 29. 3 37. 5
Other imports ------------------- 15. 7 15. 2 15. 2

Total ------------------------------------ 100.0 100.0

EC:
Domestic outu ----------------- 89. 5 87. 7 79. 8
Intra-EC trade ------------------ 5. 1 6. 2 12. 3
Other imports ------------------- 5. 4 6. 2 7. 9

Total ------------------------------------ 100.0 100.0

Source: "National Institute Economic Review," November 1970.

TABLE 3.-U.S. s/tare of EFTA imports, by country

1958 1969

Excluding Excluding
Country Total intra Total Intra

United Kingdom ---------------- 9. 3 10. 3 13. 4 15. 7
Denmark ----------------------- 9. 1 15. 1 7. 7 13. 1
Finland ------------------------- 5.6 7.7 5.1 8.3
Norway ------------------------ 6.9 11. 1 7.8 14.0
Sweden ------------------------- 10. 6 14. 1 8. 6 13. 6
Austria ------------------------- 10.1 11.4 3.0 3.7
Switzerland --------------------- 11.5 12. 9 8. 5 10. 3
Portugal ------------------------ 7. 1 9.0 4.9 6.4

EFTA total----------..... -9. 3 11. 2 10.0 13. 2

TABLE 4.-U.S. 8hare of EFTA imports, by major commodity group

1958 1969

Excluding Excluding
BITC group Total intra Total intra

0 Food and live animals ----------------- 9.5 10.5 5.5 6.4
1 Beverages and tobacco ----------------- 37. 3 38. 9 30. 0 33. 5
2 Inedible crude materials --------------- 8. 8 10. 4 7. 3 9. 5
3 Mineral fuels and lubricants ----------- 7. 0 7. 7 1.4 1. 6
4 Animal and vegetable fats and oils ------- 3. 3 3. 7 3. 7 4. 5
5 Chemicals -------------------------- 15. 2 19. 5 12. 6 17. 1
6 Manuifactured goods classified chiefly

by material ------------------------ 7.3 9.1 5.4 8.0
7 Machinery and transport equipment - - - 12. 4 17. 2 19. 1 26. 2
8 Miscellaneous manufactured articles ..--- 8. 7 11.4 10. 4 15. 3

Total ---------------------------- 9.3 11.2 10.0 13.2

W

I
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TABLE 5.-U.S. market 8lhare (percent)

PORTUQAL

0 1 2 3 4

Exclud- Exclud- Exclud- Exclud- Exclud-
ing lng Ing ing Ing

ITO Total lntra Total Intra Total lntra Total Intra Total Intra

1958 ------- 0.9 1.0 61.9 63.9 4.3 4.7 11.5 11.9 2.2 2.3
19.59 ------- 3.3 3.6 59.0 61.0 2.3 2.5 8.2 8.6 1.6 1.6
1960 ------- 10.3 11.4 62.3 .65.2 5.0 5.5 5.4 5.7 0 0

1961 ------- 19.2 20.2 58.2 61.9 5.2 5.7 5.5. 6.0 0 0
1962 ------- 30.3 32.8 55.9 59.4 2.7 3.0 6.9 7.5 0 0
1963 ------- 15.1 16.7 53.3 55.6 2.6 2.9 8.7 9.8 18.0 18.6

1964 ------- 24.6 26.1 51.3 54.2 5.0 5.5 6.5 7.3 7.3 7.5
1965 ------- 13.3 14.7 42.3 45.2 3.8 4.1 4.8 5.1 10.6 13.9
1966 ------- 18.3 21.8 41.5 44.7 2.7 3.0 4.2 4.6 17.0 17.4

1967 ------- 10.1 11.3 42.0 44.7 1.4 1.5 3.0 3.2 15.0 15.2
1968 ------- 8.7 9.4 50.0 54.3 2.3 2.5 1.3 1.4 17.0 18.0
1969 ------- 8.3 9.4 39.1 44.2 2.2 2.4 2.8 2.9 10.8 11.1

5 6 7 8 Total

Exclud- Exclud- Exclud- Exclud- Exclud-
ing log lng I Ing Ing

SITC Total Intra Total lntra Total Intra Total lntra Total lntra

1958 ------- 9.8 14.4 3.4 4.5 7.7 12.1 12.4 19.2 7.1 9.0
1959 ------- 9.7 14.3 2.8 3.7 6.7 10.3 11.0 16.7 6.1 7.7
1960 ------- 9.8 14.2 5.0 6.4 7.0 10.2 11.7 15.3 7.4 9.2

1961 ------- 9.0 13.1 3.5 4.7 6.2 10.4 8.5 12.8 7.6 9.9
1962 ------- 9.4 14.2 4.4 6.6 6.3 9.6 9.2 13.5 8.9 11.6
1963 ------- 9.2 13.5 9.2 13.8 8.7 12.3 9.5 14.0 8.9 11.4

1964 ------- 9.0 13.5 11.9 16.0 7.8 11.8 8.6 12.8 10.4 13.3
1965 ------- 8.5 12.6 7.5 10.5 9.0 13.3 8.4 12.6 8.1 10.4
1966 ------- 9.4 14.0 3.3 4.7 8.6 13.0 8.1 12.3 8.0 10.4

1967 ------- 8.9 13.5 2.3 3.3 10.3 15.5 8.9 12.9 6.9 9.0
1968 ------- 8.1 12.3 2.0 2.9 12.5 18.0 7.9 11.5 7.3 9.4
1969 ------- 6.6 10.0 1.9 2.8 6.2 9.3 6.6 9.6 4.9 6.4
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TABLE 5.-U.S. market share (percent)-Continued

EFTA TOTAL

0 1 2 3 4
Exclud. Exclud- Exclud- Exclud. Exclud-Ing Ing ing Ing Ing

8ITC Total Intra Total Intra Total intra Total Intra Total Intra

1958 ------- 9.5 10.5 37.3 38.9 8.8 10.4 7.0 7.7 3.3 3.7
1959 ------- 9.1 10.4 34.0 35.7 7.4 9.2 4.7 5.0 4.9 5.6
1960 ------- 9.0 10.1 36.0 37.9 10.5 13.1 3.3 3.7 6.5 7.2

1961 ------- 7.8 8.8 33.7 35.7 9.1 10.6 3.0 3.3 5.9 6.6
1962 ------- 9.6 10.8 28.5 30.3 7.9 9.9 2.7 3.0 4.4 4.9
1963 ------- 7.5 8.5 30.9 32.6 7.7 9.6 2.9 3.2 7.0 7.9

1964 ------- 8.0 9.2 29.3 31.3 7.8 9.9 2.5 2.7 7.8 9.0
1965 ------- 7.6 8.7 24.4 26.6 7.7 9.8 2.5 2.8 7.5 9.1
1966 ------- 8.8 10.3 32.8 35.9 7.1 9.1 2.5 2.7 5.4 6.7

1967 ------- 6.8 7.9 29.1 32.5 7.4 9.5 4.0 4.4 3.8 4.9
1968 ------- 6.1 7.2 30.9 34.4 7.4 9.6 1.7 1.9 4.0 4.8
1969 ------- 5.5 6.4 30.0 33.5 7.3 9.5 1.4 1.6 3.7 4.5

5 6 7 8 Total
Exciud- Exclud- Exclud- Exclud- Exclud-

ing Ing Ing Ing IngBITO Total intra Total Intra Total Intra Total Intra Total intra

1958 ------- 15.2 19.5 7.3 9.1 12.4 17.2 8.7 11.4 9.3 11.2
1959 ------- 15.6 19.9 5.7 7.5 11.8 16.4 9.4 11.8 9.0 10.9
1960 ------- 17.2 21.6 8.7 12.0 16.7 22.1 11.1 13.8 10.0 11.8

1961 ------- 16.0 20.4 6.4 8.3 14.9 20.3 10.4 13.0 9.8 11.9
1962 ------- 15.5 20.1 5.7 7.7 14.0 19.3 9.9 12.6 9.5 11.1
1963 ------- 15.5 20.2 6.0 8.3 13.6 19.2 10.2 13.2 9.6 12.1

1964 ------- 16.0 21.0 7.9 10.9 14.6 20.2 10.7 13.9 9.9 12.5
1965 ------- 15.3 19.9 6.4 8.8 15.0 20.9 11.5 15.4 9.7 12.3
1966 ------- 14.6 19.4 6.2 8.7 14.5 19.6 11.6 15.6 9.8 12.6

1967 ------- 13.6 18.2 5.6 8.1 16.2 22.6 10.9 15.3 9.8 12.8
1968 ------- 14.6 19.6 5.6 8.1 19.4 26.2 10.8 15.3 10.4 13.5
1969 ------- 12.6 17.1 5.4 8.0 19.1 26.2 10.4 15.3 10.0 13.2
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I'.\Imo x .-- "..\. mamklet .s/ure (pereen t) -Contintued

UNITED KINGDOM

0 1 2 3 4
E~xelud- Kxclud- Exelud- Exclud- Ekclltf-

Ing Ilg hig Ilg hlg
SITC Total Intra Total lntra Total littrit Total intra Tohil intra

1958 -------
1959 -------
1960 -------

1961
1962 -------
1963 -------

1964 -------

1966 -------

5.7
7.7
7.8

7.0
8.4
6. 5

6.2
8.6
8..7

39. 0 40. 3
:14. 4 :5.9
36. 9 38. 2

7.5 8.7 4.5 4.5 1.4 1.5
6. 5 8.0 3. 0 3.0 2.3 2.5
9.0 11.3 1.9 1.9 4.9 5.1

7.8 34.0 35.7 7.91 9.0 2.0 2.0 3.5 3.7
9.4 27.0 28. 1 6.0 S.1 I.(i 1.6 3.7 3.9
7.4 32.0 33.1 6.5 8.0 1.8 1.8 4.7 5.0

6.9 7.8 28. 1 29.2
6.8 7.7 24.9 25.9
7.5 8. 7 35.4 36.6

6.2 7.7 1.4
6.0 7. 6 1.7
5.6 7.0 1.8

1.4
1.7
1.8

4.6
4.73. 6

5. 1
5.6
4.5

1967 -----.-- 6. 31
1968 ------- 5. 6
199 ------- 5. 1

SITC Total

1958 ------- 22.6
1959 ------- 24.4
1960 ------- 28.8

1961 ------- 20.4
19062 ------- 25. 1
1963 ------- 25.0

1964 ------- 26.0
1965 ------- 25.4
1966 ------- 25. 1

1967 ------- 23.0
1968 ------- 24. 3
1969 ------- 20.6

7.2 31.6 32.9 5.4 6.9 5.2 5.2 2.7 3.4
6.4 34.0 35.4 5.9 7.6 1.3 1.3 3.:1 3.7
5.9 33.5 34.8 6. 1 7. 9 1. 1 1. 1 2.5 2.9

S7 Total

Exclud- Exclud- Exclud- Exclud- Exclud-
Ilg Ilg lng Ing ing

intra Total ltria Tot:a hItra Total iutra Total intra

25. 5
27. 7
32. 2

29. 7
28. 4
28. 2

10.4 11.
7.1 8.

13.3 15.

9
5
7

24.
23.
35.

2
4
7

27.9 11.3 13.4 9.3
26.8 12.6 14.7 9.3
40.0 15.7 18.1 12.5

10. 3
10. 5
14.2

9.3 10.7 30.9 35.3 15.6 17.8 11. 0 12.3
8.4 10.1 30.2 35.3 15.1 17.2 10.6 12.1
8.7 10.7 29.7 34.0 15.8 18.2 10.4 11.9

29.6 12.5 15.4 31.4 36.4 17.0 19.7 11.6
28.7 9.8 11.8 :32.9 38.1 20.8 24.2 11.7
28.7 9.3 11.5 30.6 U35.1 20.7 24. 1 12.1

26. 8
28. 5
24. 2

8. 0 10.3 32.9 37.6
8.1 10.3 37.6 42.8
8.2 10.4 39.3 44.9

19. 3 23. 4 12. 5
18. 7 22. 8 13. 4
19.6 24.0 13.4

13.4
13.5-
14. 1

14. 6
15.7
15.7
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TABLE ma.--U.8. rket share (percent)-Conitiouied

DENMARK

0 2 3

Exclud- Exclud- Exclud- Exclud-
lug Ing Ing Ing

Total Intrd Total Intra Total hntra Total intra

4

Exclud-
Ing

Total Intra

1958 ------- 14.9
1959 ------- 25.7
1960_______. 25.1

1961 ------- 15.0
1962 ------- 21.0
1963 ------- 18.1

1964 ------- 18.7
1965 ------- 18.6
1966 ------- 16.5

1967 ------- 14.4
1968 ------- 11.2
1969 ------- 9. 2

18.2 34.4 38.1 19.9 36.4
27.9 34. 6 37. 6 12.9 19.5
27. 1 33.7 37. 0 15.7 23. 8

17.0 36.8 40. 3 17. 1 23. 1
24.2 29.1 32.0 19.2 29.8
20.8 33. 1 37.7 22.4 33..5

21. 1 :30. 5 34. 5 18.6 30. 4
21.6 26.7 31. 0 19.8 32.4
20. 1 31.2 36.9 16.9 28.8

17.8 30.7 37.2 22.9 38.4
14.0 36.5 43.5 20.2 34.6
11.3 .34.5 42.4 16.0 27.4

10.3 22.5
4.2 6.9
2.4 3.8

2.2 3.5
2.0 2.9
1.9 2.8

1.4
1. 7
1.4

1.9
2.3
1.8

0.3
1. 1
1.4

2.2
1.2
2.3

4.0
.1

2. 2

0.8
1.5
2.0

2.8
1. 6
3. 3

.7
.2

3. 1

1.4 1.9 2.7 4.3
1.8 2.5 2.0 3. 3
.4 .5 .5 .8

5 6 7 8 Total

Exclud- Exclud- Excludi- Exclud- Exclud-
ing Inlg lug ing Ing

SITC Total intra Totul intra Total Intra Total intra Total Intru

1958 ------- 7.4 13.3 1.4 2.4 7.2 11.8 4.2 6.4 9. 1 .15. 1
1959 ------- 8.8 14.6 1.6 2.6 6.9 11.3 5.2 7.6 9.2 13.8
1960 ------- 8.1 13.3 2.1 3. 6 10.7 16.3 5.6 8.3 9.9 14.6

1961 ------- 8. 1 13.2 2.4 :1. 8 8.4 13.0 5.3 7.9 8. 1 11.9
1962 ------- 8.4 14.2 2.4 4.3 6.5 10.7 5.5 8.5 8.4 12.9
1963 ------- 9. 1 15.6 2.7 4.8 7.9 13.2 5.8 9.3 8.9 13.8

1964 ------- 8.9 15.3 2.4 .1. 4 8.2 13.7 6. 1 10.0 8.7 13.6
1965 -------. 9.4 16.5 2.2 4. 1 8.4 13.9 6.6 11.1 8.6 13.4
1966 ------- 9.0 15. 6 2.0 3.9 7.9 13.4 6.7 11. 7 7.9 12.7

1967 ------- 8.8 14.8 2.2 4.3 10. 1 18.0 6.2 11.4 8. 6 14. 3
1968 .------- 9.0 15.3 2.3 4.6 10.7 18. 1 p 6.1 11.5 8.5 14.2
1969 ------- 8.9 15. 1 2.6 5.3 10.1 17.5 6.2 12.0 7.7 13.1

It

54

SITC

I

I
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TABLE 5.-U.S. market 8halre (percent)-Continued

NORWAY

0 1 2 3 4

Exclud- Exclud- Exclud- Exclud- Exclud-
ing Ing Ing Ing Ing

SITC Total Intra Total Intra Total Intra Total intra Total Intra

1958 ------- 14.1 16.3 50.0 57.6 8.5 11.2 8.3 13.2 5.5 7.7
1959 ------- 17.9 20.5 46.7 53.2 10.5 14.9 8.1 11.9 18.3 25.5
1960 ------- 16.1 18.9 51.1 55.6 12.7 19.0 6.5 10.3 18.2 21.0

1961 ------- 14.5 16.9 44.2 50.0 9.0 11.1 5.6 8.5 30.0 37.5
1962 ------- 17.3 20.1 52.1 57.8 7.9 10.9 5.2 7.6 8.1 11.2
1963 ------- 13.5 17.2 44.2 48.7 7.7 10.8 4.6 6.9 9.3 12.6

1964 ------- 13.7 16.7 41.2 47.2 10.5 14.9 5.2 7.3 14.8 17.9
1965 ------- 11.9 15.0 34.7 45.0 10.3 15.0 7.0 9.7 4.4 6.1
1966 ------- 17.6 21.6 41.8 55.6 10.4 15.7 6.3 9.5 11.0 15.5

1967 ------- 12.3 15.3 36.9 50.0 10.2 15.8 6.4 9.1 5.0 9.1
1968 ------- 10.4 13.5 36.0 49.0 7.8 11.8 6.1 8.6 4.2 6.7
1969 ------- 6.7 9.0 27.8 42.1 7.9 12.3 6.3 9.1 4.8 7.0

6 0 7 8 Total

Exclud- Exclud- Exclud- Exclud- Exclud-
Ing Ing Ing Ing Ing

SITC Total Intra Total intra Total intra Total Intra Total Intra

1958 -------
19.59 ------
1960 -------

1961 -------
1962 -------
1963 -------

1964 -------
1965 -------
1966 -------

1967 -------
1968 -------
1969 -------

12.3
9.5

10. 1

10. 4
9.6

12.2

15.0
12.2
10.7

9.0
14.4
12.3

18. 0
13.6
14.5

14.8
13.9
17 9

22. 1
17. 5
15. (6

13.8
21.5
18. 9

4.6
3.2
3.7

3.7
3.7
3.4

7.3
5.2
5.9

6.8
7.2
6.7

4.4
4.3
7. 5

8.3
7.9

14.8

4.6 8.4 6.9
5.1 8.8 7.0
5.2 8.8 8.4

5. 1 10.2 5.0 8.8
5.4 10.9 4.4- 8.4
5.6 13.0 4.3 8.7

6. 9
7.2
6.9

11. 1
11. 1

13.6

11.4
12.0
12.3

3.7 7.1 5.6 11.2 4.8 10.0 7.5 12.7
3.3 6.3 5.7 11.3 4.7 10.1 7.0 12.1
3.4 6.7 5.7 10.9 5.0 11.5 7.5 12.9

2.7 5.8
2.9 6.3
2.8 (;.4

5.4 10.5 4. 1 10.0 6.4 11.5
7.6 14.2 6.0 14.9 7.6 13.4

10.0 17.8 4.3 11.5 7.8 14.0
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TABrE 5.-U.S. market share (per'cent)-Continued
NWI•I)EN

0 1 2 3 4

Exclud- Exclud- Exclud- Exclud- Exclud-
ing lng log Ing Ing

8ITC Total Intra Total intra Total Intra Total Intra Total intra

1958 ------- 10.0 12.0 4.1.6 50.6 15.5 18.8 5.6 6.6 13.0 19.1
1959 ------- 10.9 13. 1 38.3 44.4 11.2 14.5 5.8 7.0 17.2 23.A
1960 ------- 10.5 12.8 42. 1 49.9 19.1 24.3 4.2 5.1 15.2 20.'4

1961 ------- 8.9 11. 1 41. 1 49. 9 17.3 20.6 4.4 5.3 9.4 13.2
1962 ------- 10. 1 12.5 35. 1 43.4 11. 9 16.3 4.6 .5.8 8.8 11.5
1963 ------- 9 7 12.2 30. 1 38. 1 -10.7 14.3 4.3 5.5 24.3 34.2

1964 ------- 9. 5 12.7 42.3 52.6 13. 9 18.2 4.6 6.2 29.2 42. 5
1965 -------. .7 11.4 12.7 20.0 12. 1 15.8 4.3 5.9 36.1 47.5
1966 --- *---- 9.9 12.!9 36.7 55.2 11.5 14.6 4.3 6.0 25.6 35.6

19067 ------- 8.4 11.5- 24.7 42.5 12. 1 15.8 3.9 5.3 14.6 22.0
1968 ------- 7.8 10.8 22.5 39.7 14.6 18.7 2.7 3.5 10.3 20.0
1969 ------- 7.6 10.9 19.7 36.3 14.4 18.6 2.7 3.7 15.9 31. 1

6 6 7 8

Exclud- Exclud- Exclud- Exclu4-
Ing Ing ing Ing

8ITC Total Intra Total linlra Total intra Tod nlnIro

1958 ------ 14. 1 20.7 7.0 8.8 14.2 19.3 7.9 12.0
1959 ...... 1.5.4. 23.0 7. 1 10.2 13.8 18.7 8.0 11.4
1960- -.-- 15. I 21.1) 8.3 12. 1 18.8 25.7 9.9 13.9

Total
Exclud1-

hlg
Total intra

10. 6 14. 1
10..5 13. 8
12. 6 17.0

1961 ------- 14. 6
1962 ------- 14.4
1963 ------- 12.7

1964 - -. . .- - - 1 . 9
1965 ------ - 11.8
19660 .. - 10.3

21. 6
22. 0
19. 6

6.16 9.7
5.8 9.0
5.8 9.2

18.7 .5. 8
18.5 5.0
16. 7 4.9

1967 .... ... 10. 1 17. 5
1968 ------- 12.3 20.4
1969------..-9.6 16.2

16.0 22.5
13. 6 19. 5
13. 5 20. 0

8. 3 11. 8 11. 4 15.4
8.4 12.3 10.2 14.3
7.6 11. 6 10. 1 14.4

9..5 12.9 19. ( 8.0 12. 4 10.0 14.7
8. 1 13.(6 20. 1 8.5 13.5 9.3 14. 1
8.3 12. 1 18.8 9.5 15.3 91.3 14.2

4.8 8.5 13.7 20.6 8.4 14.1 9.3 14.3
4.7 8.4 13.9 20.5 8.2 14.1 9.3 14.2
4.8 8.6 12.3 19.0 7.6 13.9 8.6 13.6 I



17 57
T 5..S. market share (pe'cen t)--Contintued

FINLAND

0 t 2 3 4

Exclud- Exclud- Exelud- Exclud- Exclud-
ing Ing lng Ing lag

SITC Total intra Total intra Total Intra Total Intra Total Intra

1958 ------- 4.9 5.1 27.1 27.6 9.9 13.1 2.1 2.3 0.1 0.2
1959 ------- 3.3 3.4 32.3 35.7 7.8 10.3 1.0 1. 1 12.7 25.8
1960 ------- 4.6 4.9 32.2 34.6 11.4 12.3 1. 1 1.2 3.1 4.2

1961 ------- 6.4 7.3 41.0 44.7 1.2 1.6 1.1 1.2 20.0 28.1
1962 ------- 6.5 7.1 37. 1 41.0 11.9 15.6 .9 1.0 0 0
1963 ------- 6.8 7.4 40.4 43.3 10.6 13.9 1.4 1.5 0 0

1964 ------- 7.3 8.0 33.3 35.7 7.2 9.6 1.0 1. 1 3.7 7. 1
1965 ------- 8.3 9.4 30.8 35. 1 7.1 9,7 .9 1.0 3.3 7. 1
1966 ------- 8.6 10.2 29.5 33.3 6.6 8.9 .8 .8 0 0

1967 ------- 3.7 4.2 30.3 35.2 5.1 7.0 .4 .4 0 0
1968 ------- 5. 1 5.9 30.2 35.0 4.8 6.4 .4 .4 0 0
1969 ------- 4.4 5.2 30.3 35.5 4.2 5.8 .3 .3 .4 .9

5 6 7 8 Total

Exclud- Exclud- Exclud- Exclud- Rxclud-
lug ing log lng Ing

SITC Total Intra Total Intra Total intra Total Intra Total intra

1958- ---..- -4.8 7.1 1.6 2.4 9.6 17.6 2.1 3.4 5.6 7.7
1959 ------- 5. 0 7.4 1.7 2.6 8.8 15. 7 3. 9 6. 1 5. 2 7.3
1960 ------- 5.6 8.5 2.5 2.6 9.6 16.6 5.0 17.7 6.4 8.2

1961 ------- 6.5 10.1 2.7 4.2 8.8 15.2 6.1 9.3 5.9) 8.7
1962 -------- 7.8 12.4 2.3 3.8 6.9 12.2 5.7 8.8 6.1 9.0
1963 ------- 6.9 11.7 2.5 4.2 6.9 12.7 7.3 11.5 6.2 9.2

19164 ------- 7.3 12. 6 2.7 4.;5 8.1 14.0 6.2 10.3 6.1 9.0
1965 ------- 7.7 12. 9 2.6 4.6 7.8 13.9 6.5 11.1 6.2 9.5
1966 ------- 7.5 13.2 2.4 4.5 7.2 8.8 5.8 -10.3 5.7 7.9

1967 ------- 6. 6 11.4 2. 1 4.1 6.6 12.1 5.6 10.4 4.9 7.6
1968 ------- 7.1 12.2 2.1 4.4 6.0 11.5 5.7 11.6 4.5 7.2
1969 ------- 6.8 12. 1 2.2 4.7 8.1 15.0 4.8 10.5 5.1 8.3
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'l.nLE 5.-U.S. market 8hare (percm)t ) -Coniriueod

SWITZERLAND

0 1 2 3 4

Exclud- Exclud- Exclud- Exclud- Exclud-
Ing Ing Ing Ing ing

SITC Total Intra Total Intra Total Intra Total intra Total intra

1958 ------- 10.4 11.3 21.6 22. 1 9.5 10.6 9.3 9.5 8.9 9.4
1959 ------- 11.8 12.9 23.8 24.4 8.9 10.4 7.6 7.7 5.4 .5.7
1960 ------- 10.5 11.3 22.9 24.1 13.7 16.3 6.5 6.6 8.3 9.0

1961 ------- 8.9 9.7 23.6 25.0 12.3 11.3 4.7 4.7 4.3 4.5
1962 ------- 8.9 9.9 22.6 23.9 9.0 10.9 4.0 4.1 2..5 2.7
1963 ------- 6.1 6.9 21.9 23.1 7.5 9.1 5.0 5.1 1.9 2.1

1964 ------- 5.4 6.3 22.4 23.9 9.4 11.3 4.4 4.5 3.0 3. 1
1965 ------- .5.6 6.3 24.2 25.7 9.0 10.7 4. 1 4.1 2.2 2.3
1966 ------- 7.6 8.5 20.7 22.0 7.8 9.3 3. 1 3. 1 .5 .5

1967 ------- 4.7 5.2 20.5 23.0 8.4 10.2 2.0 2.1 1. 1 1.2
1968 ------- 5.2 5.7 20.3 22. 1 7.3 9. 1 1.5 1.6 .6 .6
1969 ------- 5.5 6. 1 23.0 24.7 6.5 8.2 1.0 1.0 .8 .8

6 6 7 8 Total

Exclud- Exclud- Exclud- Exclud- Exclud-
Ing Ing Ing lug ing

SITC Total Intra Total Intra Total intra Total Ihtra Total Intra

1958 ------- 17.9 19.7 8.8 10.3 14.5 17. 1 11.6 13.0 11.5 12,9
1959 ------- 15.8 17. 5 8.4 9.9 11. 1 14.3 10.5 11.6 10.6 12.2
1960- -... 15,2 16.7 7.:3 8.7 15.7 18.4 10.0 11.2 11.4 12.9

1961 ------- 14.9 16.5 6.2 7.,4 14.8 17.1 8.5 9.5 10. 3 11.7
1962_____.. 14.3 16.0 5.0 6.0 14.6 17. 1 7.9 8.9 9.8 11.3
1963______-12.7 14.5 5.3 6.4 12. 1 14.4 8.1 % 2 8.6 10.0

1964 ------- 12.3 14. 1 5.9 7.2 11. 9 14.3 7.6 8.8 8.7 10.3
1965 ....... 11.5 13.3 4.5 5.5 11.3 13.7 7. 1 8.4 8.5 10.0
1966 ------- 11.4 13.3 5. 9 7.4 13.8 16. 5 6.9 8.2 9.0 10.7

1967 . ..... 10.4 12.0 5.7 7.4 13.6 16.4 6.9 8.4 8.4 10.0
1968_____.. 10.1 11.8 4.3 5.7 16.4 19.6 7. 1 8.8 9.0 10.7
1969 ------- 10.5 12.3 3.8 5.3 13.5 16.5 7.0 8.7 8.5 10.3

If

a
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I

'T.u111 E Z).-U.S. Market Mhare (pevi:eut)-Cointinited

AUSTRIA

0 1 2 3 4

Exclud- Exclud- Exclud- Exclud- Exclud-
ing lng lng ng Inng

SITC Total intra Total Intra Total Intra Total nttra Total intra

1958 ------- 13.3 14.0 31.5 32.2 14.6 16.3 25.3 25.4 6.8 7.7
1959 ------- 9.0 9.8 22.5 23. 1 11.0 12.4 13.9 14. 1 4. 1 4.7
1960 ------- 6.7 7.0 17. 1 17.5 13.9 15.9 10.6 10.7 5.2 5.8

1961 ------- 4.2 4.4 12.3 12.7 11.5 13. 1 6.5 5. 6 7.8 8.9
1962 ------- 9.9 10.5 23.4 24.3 9.9 11.2 5.2 .5.2 3.7 4.6
1963 ------- 6. 1 6.5 14.3 14.8 8.6 9.7 5.3 5.3 3.8 4.3

1964 ------- 9.4 10. 1 19.4 20.2 9.2 10.3 3.4 :3.4 9.3 10. 1
1965 ------- 5.3 5.7 17.7 18.5 8.3 9.3 2. J 2. 1 8.7 9.7
1966 ------- 9.8 10.8 17.6 18.4 7.5 8.3 1. 5 1.6 .8 .9

1967 ------- 3.6 4.0 14.9 15.9 8.7 9.6 .9 1.0 .4 .4
1968 ------- 3.8 4.2 16.6 17.8 7.6 8.4 .4 .4 .5 .5
1969 ------- 4.0 4.5 13.7 15.0 7. 1 7.8 .3 .3 35.7 38.2

5 6 7 8 Total

Exelud- Exclud- Exclud- Exclud- Exclud-
ing lug Ing Ing lng

SITC Total intra Total lutra Total Intra Total intra Total Intra

1958_.- 6.2 7.3 2.9 3.6 4.9 5.6 3.9 4.6 10. 1 11.4
1959 -------. 6. 1 ?. 1 2.2 2.7 4.6 5.2 4.0 4.7 6.8 7. 7
1960 ------- 6.8 8. 1 2. 1 2,6 7.8 9. 1 3.5 4. 1 7.3 8.4

1961 ------- 7.1 8.6 2.1 2.5 6.4 7.4 4.7 5.6 5.9 6.8
1962 ------- 7.4 9.0 1.7 2.1 4.1 4.8 4.4 5.2 5.6 6.4
1963 ------- 7.0 8.7 1.7 2.2 4.0 4.8 3.9 4.7 4.7 5. 5

1964 ------- 7.5 9.2 2.2 2.7 3.9 4.7 3.9 4.7 5.2 6.0
1965 ------- 5.4 6.6 2.6 3.4 3.9 4.6 3.5 4.3 4.4 5.2
1966 ------- 5. 1 6.3 1.8 2.4 3.5 4. 1 3.2 4.0 4.3 5.2

1067- -..---- 4.7 5.8 1.9 2.6 3.2 4.0 2.9 3.7 3. 5 4.3
1968 ------- 4.7 5.8 1.9 2.6 2.9 3.6 3.2 4.2 3.3 4. 1
1969 ------- 3.8 4.7 1.5 2.1 2.8 3.5 2.6 3.5 3.0 3.7

6

29-617 0 - 74 - 5



60 20

TABLE 6.-U.S. share of European Com.-mnuitie imports, by country

1958 1969

Country Total Excluding tntra Total Excluding Intra

Belgium/Luxembourg.. 9. 9 18. 61 7. 7 18. 0
France ------------------ 10. 0 12. 9 8. 5 17. 2
Germany ---------------- 13. 7 18. 4 10. 5 18. 6
Italy -------------------- 16.3 20.8 11.3 18. 5
Netherlands ------------- 11.3 19. 4 9. 7 22. 4

Total, EC -------- 12. 2 17. 4 9. 7 18. 7

TABLE 7.-U.S. share of European Communities iapforts, by nuijor
comic wdity group

1958 1969

Exclud- Exelud-
Major SITC conunodity group Total Ing Intra Total Ing Intra

0. Food and live animals. ----------------- 7. 6 9. 4 8. 2 14. 3
1. Beverages and tobacco ----------------- 10. 7 12. 1 17. 0 27. 1
2. Inedible crude materials --------------- 13. 1 14. 8 11.1 12. 9
3. Mineral fuels and lubricants ------------ 1.5. 1 19. 1 3. 0 3. 7
4. Animal and vegetable fats and oils ------ 22. 3 24. 5 6. 4 9. 0
5. Chemicals ---------------------------- 22. 7 40. 7 14. 9 38. 6
6. Manufactured goods classified chiefly by

material --------------------------- 6. 5 12. 8 5. 6 13. 2
7. Machinery and transport equipment-...-. 19. 0 39. 7 15. 0 41. 0
8. Miscellaneous manufactured articles- 7. 8 16. 5 6. 8 20. 3

Total ------------------------- 12.2 17.4 9.7 18.7
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TABLE 8.-U.S. marA'et 8h/are percent1)

ITALY

0 1 2 3 4

Exclud- Exclud- Exclud- Exciud- Exclud-
Ing Ing Ing ing Ing

8ITC Total Intra Total intra Total Intra Total intra Total Intra

1958 ------- 1.9 2.3 8.5 10.1 20.8 23.6 18.9 20.2 42.4 46.6
1959 ------- 3.4 4.0 1.3 1.7 10.7 13.1 13.2 14.3 30.2 33.6
1960 ------- 3.9 4.7 17.9 25.0 17.0 20.6 11.9 13.4 17.7 19.3

1961 ------- 14.3 16.9 24.3 36.8 17.6 21.3 10.7 11.8 18.8 19.9
1962 ------- 7.4 8.9 19.1 24.1 14.7 17.8 10.8 11.7 14.5 15.4
1963 ------- 8.8 10.7 24.7 33.7 12.8 15.5 12.9 13.7 9.6 10.2

1964 ------- 7.3 9.1 13.9 20.2 14.9 18.2 12.3 12.9 18.0 20.2
1965 ------- 11.9 14.9 12.4 22.4 14.1 18.0 11.6 11.9 18.7 21.2
1966 ------- 13.1 16.4 7.9 17.7 11.2 14.2 9.0 9.4 17.1 19.5

1967 ------- 5.8 7.8 11.2 23.2 11.8 15.0 5.8 6.1 7.7 9.2
1968 ------- 9.1 13.2 9.6 26.7 13.0 16.4 4,2 4.4 6.9 8.6
1969 ------- 7.1 11.0 17.5 32.9 11.4 14.7 3.8 4.0 6.8 8.1

5 6 7 8 Total

Exclud- Exclud- Exclud- Exclud- Exclud-
ing Ing Ing Ing Ing

SITC Total intra Total intra Total Intra Total Intra Total Intra

1958 ------- 27.1 46.5 8.5 14.6 21.8 41.6 9.3 18.6 16.3 20.8
1959 ------- 23.2 42.5 6.0 11.1 16.2 34.9 11.3 23.3 11.2 15.3
1960 ------- 25.5 44.2 10.2 18.2 21.0 43.0 13.0 26.7 14.2 19.6

1961 ------- 27.1 48.2 11.0 20.8 23.1 46.7 13.8 27.4 16.5 23.4
1962 ------- 25.1 48.1 7.9 15.4 23.8 49.1 14.0 28.0 14.5 21.1
1963 ------- 21.5 43.8 8.3 16.5 20.8 47.9 12.8 26.5 13.6 20.3

1964 ------- 19.2 41.1 9.8 19.0 20.1 48.4 12.3 26.0 13.5 20.1
1965 ------- 17.0 38.6 10.5 19.7 18.0 44.6 11.7 24.1 13.5 19.6
1966 ------- 14.2 34.7 9.5 18.1 16.7 43.6 14.1 29.0 12.2 18.1

1967 ------- 14.1 35.9 8.1 16.6 18.6 47.2 15.8 33.1 10.6 16.3
1968 ------- 15.0 39.5 7.3 14.5 20.5 51.1 15.7 34,4 11.6 18.2
1969 ------- 12.0 34.0 8.6 16.9 20.6 52.8 14.2 34.0 11.3 18.5
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TAuHr, 8.-U.S. market share (percent)-Continuedl

BELGI UM/IUXEMBOURG

0 1 2 3 4

Exclud- Exclud- Exclud- Exclud- Exclud-
ing ing lng Ing ing

SITC Total Intra Total Intra Total Intra Total Intra Total intra

1958 ------- 16.2 23.8 16. 1 28.4 7.7 10.6 9.3 17.2 6.3 8.5
1959 ------- 19.0 28.8 15.3 28.2 6.4 9.0 6.5 12.8 9.5 13. 1
1960 ------- 15.9 24.3 14.8 28.5 8.9 12.2 6.0 12.2 14.9 19.5

1961 ------- 14.8 23.4 13.7 27.8 7.7 10.7 5.2 10.8 8.5 12.8
1962 ------- 19.1 29.0 11.7 24.0 6.9 10.0 5.5 11.0 i5.4 9.5
1963 ------- 16.2 25.6 11.4 23.3 7.1 10.5 7.5 12.7 5.7 9.4

1964 ------- 15.6 24.6 10.9 22.3 8.4 12. 1 6.2 10.9 14.4 22.4
1965 ------- 17.7 29.3 11.5 23.1 7.5 10.9 6.0 10.4 9.9 17.8
1966 ------- 18.1 30.3 9.4 21.1 7.1 10.6 5.8 10.4 5.5 10.6

1967 ------- 13.5 22.9 11.0 23.2 9.4 13.6 4.2 7.2 3.6 7.7
1968 ------- 9.4 19.0 9.2 23. 1 12.4 17.5 2.7 4..5 3.0 8.6
1969 ------- 8.7 19.3 10. 1 24.5 10.2 14.9 2.5 4.2 2.6 8.6

5 6 7 8 Total

Exclud- Exclud- Etclud- Exclud- Exclud-
Ing Ing Ing ing Ing

SITO Total intra Total intra Total Intra Total intra Total Intra

1958 ------- 15.2 42.6 4.0 7.3 13.5 38.6 7.5 26.4 9.9 18.6
1959 ------- 16.0 43.9 4.4 7.7 11.5 33.7 8.7 32.0 9.4 17.8
1960 ------- 15.7 42.9 4.6 8.3 14.5 42.3 6.2 25.6 9.9 19.0

1961 ------- 14.2 45.3 4.1 8.0 12.5 39.2 6.5 26.7 8.8 18.0
1962 ------- 11.8 38.2 4.2 8.1 15.4 45.5 8.0 31.8 9.9 20.2
1963 ------- 12.4 40.7 5.4 11.0 11.8 38.2 6.6 28.8 9.2 19.4

1964 ------- 11.9 40.7 5.4 11.3 10.6 36.6 5.6 24.9 8.9 19.0
1965 ------- 12.8 41.9 4.7 9.9 9.7 35.2 5.2 22.9 8.6 19.0
1966 ------- 12.2 43.5 4.0 8.1 8.4 33.4 5.2 24.0 7.9 18.0

1967 ------- 12.3 44.6 4.6 9.6 9.6 36.3 5.9 28.0 8.2 18.5
1968 ------- 12.9 46.9 6.4 12.3 9.2 33.7 5.4 27.5 8.3 18.3
1969 ------- 13.1 45.9 5.7 11.3 9.0 36.0 5.4 28.8 7.7 18.0

It

Ob

0
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TABL, 8.-U.S. market share (percent)-Continued

GERMANY

0 1 2 3 4

Exiclud- Exclud- Exclud- Exclud- Exclud-
Ing ing ing Ing lng

8ITC Total Intra Total intra Total Intra Total intra Total Intra

1958 ------- 7.1 9.6 29.7 39.0 12.7 14.0 30.5 36.3 28.9 32.0
1959 ------- 7.9 11.0 29.1 39. 1 10.1 11.6 14.5 17.5 35.0 38.9
1960 ------- 8.1 11.8 27.8 39.4 13.8 15.9 11.5 13.5 31.2 35.7

1961 ------- 8.3 12.5 29.0 40.8 14. 1 16.3 9.7 10.9 22.4 25.5
1962 ------- 10.4 15.3 27.7 39.6 11. 1 13.1 8.6 10.0 16.7 19.5
1963 ------- 8.7 13.3 27.0 39.6 12.3 14.5 8.1 9.6 17.0 19.4

1964 ------- 8.9 13.9 25.6 36.4 14.5 17.2 6.9 8. 1 21.1 24.3
1965 ------- 8.4 13.5 25. 1 35.4 12.9 15.3 6.7 8.0 20.4 23.3
1966 ------- 9.3 15.4 26.5 37.4 14.2 17.0 6.2 7.5 10.4 12. 1

1967 ------- 7.8 13.3 32.2 43.5 14.1 17.2 5.6 7.0 5.8 6.7
1968 ------- 7.5 13.6 23.8 34.8 13.2 16.1 3.3 4.1 6.2 7.6
1969 ------- 6.0 11.7 26.4 39.1 12.0 14.7 3.0 4.0 9.0 11.6

5 6 7 8 Total

Exclud- Exclud- Excdud- Exclud- Exclud-
ing Ing Ing Ing ing

SITC Total intra Total intra Total Intra Total Intra Total Intra

1958 ------- 30.5 42.5 6.3 11.2 23.1 35.9 7.0 10.7 13.7 18.4
1959 ------- 29.3 42.6 5.4 10.1 20.3 34.7 34.0 48.6 12.9 18.1
1960 ------- 31.1' 45.4 8.5 15.2 24.1 40.1 25.1 40.9 14.1 20.1

1961 ------- 28.9 44.2 7.6 14.0 24.6 41.3 8.5 16.5 12.5 17.0
1962 ------- 27. 1 42.9 6. 1 11.5 20.5 37.4 7.4 14.5 11.2 16.4
1963 ------- 28.0 44.9 6.1 11.6 21.2 36.8 7.3 14.2 10.7 15.6

1964 ------- 26.6 44.8 6.1 12.4 21.4 38.4 8.5 16.3 13.8 21.2
1965 ------- 23.9 42.9 6.0 12.5 20.4 39.0 7.2 14.6 13.1 21.2
1966 ------- 20.4 39.1 5.1 10.4 17.8 37.0 7.2 15.2 12.7 20.7

1967 ------- 19.7 39.3 5.1 10.4 19.8 41,1 8.3 18.1 12.3 20.4
1968 ------- 20.2 42.1 5.1 10.6 18.3 39.1 7.7 17.1 10.8 18.4
1969..- ---- 18.7 40.2 5.5 11.3 17.2 37.2 7.0 15.4 10.5 18.6
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TABLE 8.-U.S. market Mare (per'cent)-Continued

NETHERLANDS

0 1 2 3 4

Exclud-. Exclud- Exclud- Exclud- Exclud-
Ing Ing . ing Ing Ing

SITC Total Intra Total intra Total Intra Total intra Total Intra

1958 ------- 20.8 24.1 23.3 29.7 12.4 14.8 11.1 13.5 23.3 25.6
1959 ------- 25.7 29.6 22. 1 29.6 11.2 13.6 9.0 11.4 34.5 38.0
1960 ------- 26.1 30.3 28.9 43.2 15.2 18.7 7.2 9.1 37.2 39.8

1961 ------- 26.9 32.6 18.6 37.6 13.9 17.2 5.1 6.5 17.9 19.7
1962 ------- 30.3 35.7 19.1 43.9 12.6 16.0 5.4 6.8 21.7 24.9
1963 ------- 31.8 37.1 19.0 42.3 11.3 14.5 7.3 9.4 18.9 21.6

1964 ------- 30.6 35.9 18.7 43.9 12.7 15.8 7.1 8.9 27.2 31.7
1965 ------- 28.9 35.6 19.4 43.1 11.5 14.5 4.8 6.1 26.5 31.4
1966 ------- 30.2 37.-8 18.6 43.2 14.6 18.7 4.2 5.4 19.5 23.8

1967 ------- 23.5 30.5 20.9 45.5 15.'6 20.2 3.6 4.7 16.2 19.7
1968 ------- 21.2 29.7 21.2 45.1 17.9 23.3 2.8 3.5 12.9 17.0
1969 ------- 14.6 23.4 18.6 39.5 19.4 25.5 4.0 4.7 10.4 14.2

5 6 7 8 Total

Exclud- Exclud- Exclud- Exclud- Exclud-
ing ing lng ing ing

8ITC Total Intra Total Intra Total Intra Total Intra Total Intra

1958 ------- 12.3 29.2 4.5 14.1 10.7 30.1 6.5 21.1 11.3 19.4
1959 ------- 12.7 28.9 3.3 10.9 9.1 26.9 6.7 21.0 11.0 19.8
1960 ------- 15.1 34.4 4.6 16.5 16.1 42.0 6.6 21.5 13.2 24.4

1961 ------- 13.7 33.3 3.7 13.9 13.0 31.3 5.3 12.9 11.0 20.9
1952 ------- 14.3 33.4 2.9 11.6 12.7 32.6 4.8 12.0 11.2 21.6
1963 ------- 13. 1 31.4 3.3 12.2 9.1 31.0 5.0 18.7 10.9 22.5

1964 ------- 14.7 36.2 3.6 14.2 9.1 20.0 5.3 19.7 11.0 21.2
1965 ------- 15.8 38.7 3.4 13.6 8.4 28.7 5.3 19.5 10.3 22.0
1966 ------- 15.6 39.2 3.4 13.8 11.5 35.6 5.4 20.7 11.4 24.7

1967 ------- 14.7 37.8 3.5 14.4 11.2 36,1 5.4 20.7 10.4 22.8
1968 ------- 15.9 40.9 3.2 14.2 13.2 40.3 4.6 18.7 10.9 24.5
1969 ------- 14.8 40.0 3.5 14.9 11.5 36.7 4.7 21.2 9.7 22.4
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TABLE 8.-U.S. market share percenti) -Continued

FRANCE

0 1 2 3 4

Exclud- Exclud- Exclud- Exclud- Exclud-
Ing tng Ing ing ing

SITC Total Intra Total intra Total Intra Total Intra Total Intra

1958 ------- 0.9 1.0 2.0 2.1 10.8 11.5 6.8 9.1 0.6 0.6
1959 ------- 1.9 2.2 2.7 2.7 8.6 9.2 3.0 4.1 1.2 1.3
1960 ------- 1.8 2.2 2.4 2.5 14.1 15.1 2.3 3.3 5.1 5.5

1961 ------- 5.7 6.7 3.9 4.0 12.3 13.3 2.0 2.8 1.0 1.1
1962 ------- 6.6 7.9 2.4 2.5 7.9 8.7 2.0 2.7 1.0 1. 1
1963 ------- 6.7 8.4 4.0 4.2 7.4 8.2 4.4 5.8 1.3 1.5

1964 ------- 8.3 10.6 3.1 3.2 9.0 9.9 3.8 4.9 2.6 3.0
1965 ------- 9.8 12.8 3.2 3.5 6.9 7.7 2.8 3.5 4.2 5.1
1966 ------- 10.1 12.9 3.8 4.2 6.5 7.4 2.7 3.3 2.3 2.9

1967 ------- 9.8 13.1 4.2 5.0 6.7 7.7 2.4 2.9 4.3 5.6
1968 ------- 9.8 14.3 2.2 2.8 6.2 7.2 1.8 2.2 2.4 3.3
1969 ------- 8.9 13.8 2.2 2.6 5.0 5.8 2.0 2.5 1.6 2.4

6 6 7 8 Total

Exclud- Exclud- Exclud- Exclud- Exclud-
Ing ing Ing ing ing

SITC Total Intra Total intra Total tntra Total Intra Total Intra

1958 ------- 25.7 39.6 10.5 19.1 27.3 49.7 12.5 27.2 10.0 12.9
1959 ------- 22.7 38.6 8.8 19.7 23.9 48.8 10.0 24.3 8.4 11.5
1960 ------- 21.1 36.7 9.8 24.1 33.5 61.1 12.4 30.8 11.9 16.8

1961 ------- 21.3 38.3 8.1 20.7 24.7 50.5 14.0 35.4 11.0 16.1
1962 ------- 20.9 41.0 7.2 18.9 23.9 50.0 12.9 33.2 10.3 15.5
1963 ------- 18.9 38.1 7.4 19.5 21.9 47.6 12.1 32.9 10.3 16.1

1964 ------- 20.0 41.6 7.9 21.4 23.0 50.4 12.7 33.9 11.3 18.0
1965 ------- 19.2 41.1 7.1 19.0 20.7 50.2 11.8 31.8 10.5 17.2
1966 ------- 18.1 40.4 7.0 18.8 18.7 48.0 11.0 30.6 10.1 17.2

1967 -------.15.5 37.2 5.3 15.6 19.1 48.9 10.1 29.7 9.9 17.4
1968 ------- 13.8 36.8 5.4 15.9 18.1 48.7 8.7 29.0 9.5 18.0
1969 ------- 13.5 35.5 5.3 15.7 15.5 45.3 6.6 23.8 8.5 17.2
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TABi,.n 8.-U.S. mar,'et share (percent)-ContinUed

EC TOTAL

0 1 2 3 4

Exclud- Exclud- Exclud- Exclud- Exclud-
in1 Ing lng ing IngSITC Total Intra Total Intra Total Intra Total Intra Total Intra

1058 ------- 7.6 9.4 10.7 12.1 13.1 14.8 15.1 19.1 22.3 24.5
1959 ------- 9.4 12.2 12.9 15.3 9.5 13.3 8.7 11.4 25.3 28.0
1900 ------- 9.1 12.0 13.8 16.8 14.1 16.5 7.4 9.8 22.0 24.4

1061 ------- 11.5 15.5 14.4 18.3 13.6 16,1 6.3 8.1 15.0 16.9
1062 ------- 12.2 16.4 14.3 18.2 10.8 13.0 6.3 8.0 12.1 13.9
1963 ------- 11.6 15.8 16.4 22.3 10.6 12.8 7.8 9.7 10.8 12.3

1064 ------- 11.7 16.2 14.1 19.2 12.4 15.0 7.0 8.6 30.0 35.1
1965 ------- 12.4 17.7 15. 1 21.4 11.1 13.6 6.3 7.6 16.3 19.4
1966 ------- 13.3 19.0 15.5 22.5 11.1 13.7 5.5 6.7 10.5 12.9

1967 ------- 10.2 15.3 19.4 29.2 11.6 14.5 4.4 5.3 7.4 9.3
1968 ------- 10.2 16.4 15.7 26.3 12.2 15.3 3.0 3.6 6.3 8.6
1969 ------- 8.2 14.3 17.0 27.1 11.1 12.9 3.0 3.7 6.4 9.0

5 6 7 8 Total

Exclud- Exclud- Exclud- Exclud- Exclud-
Ing ing rig ing Ing

SITC Total intra Total Intra Total intra Total intra Total Intra

1958 ------- 22.7 40.7 6.5 12.8 19.0 39.7 7.8 16.5 12.2 17.4
1959 ------- 21.4 42.3 5.4 11.1 16.0 36.3 20.7 40.2 10.9 16.4
1960 ------- 22.8 41.6 7.7 15.8 22.0 46.3 17.0 35.0 12.9 19.7

1961 ------- 22.0 42.4 7.0 14.9 19.7 41.9 8.9 20.9 12.1 18.9
1962 ------- 20.9 41.8 5.8 12.7 19.4 42.7 8.8 20.6 11.4 18.1
1963 ------- 19.8 40.8 6.1 13.7 17.2 41.1 8.4 21.7 11.0 17.8

1964 ------- 19.5 41.7 6.4 14.9 17.1 38.7 8.7 22.5 12.1 20.0
1965 ------- 18.7 41.0 6.1 14.2 15.8 40.4 7.9 20.4 11.6 19.9
1966 ------- 16.7 39.1 5.6 12.9 15.0 40.0 7.9 21.3 11.2 19.6

1967 ------- 15.7 38.4 5.2 12.5 16.2 42.8 8.5 23.7 10.7 19.0
1968 ------- 15.9 40.6 5.3 12.7 16.2 43.2 7.7 22.7 10.3 19.0
1969 ------- 14.9 38.6 5.6 13.2 15.0 41.6 6.8 20.3 9.7 18.7
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'I4trmu 9.-U.S. exports of agrfdhItmral products (World and
European Communities totals)

I1ollar amounts In millions]

Commercial Percent of Percent of
as percent commercial total

Year Commercial Total of total To EC to EC to E•C

1956 ------- $2,459 $4,170 59.0 $1,101 44.8 26.4
1957 -------- 2, 970 4, 506 65. 9 1, 094 36. 8 24. 3
1958 ------- 2,622 3,855 68.0 822 31.4 21.3
1959 ------- 2, 747 3, 955 69. 5 926 33. 7 23. 4
1960 ------- 3, 371 4, 832 69.8 1,099 32.7 22.7

1961 ------- 3,541 5,024 70.5 1,157 32.7 23.0
1962 -------- 3, 55 5, 034 70. 6 1,151 32. 4 22. 9
1963---------4, 064 5, 584 72. 8 1,171 28. 8 21.0
1964---------4,704 6,348 74. 1 1,416 30. 1 22.3
1965 ------- 4,880 6,229 78.3 1,476 30.2 23.7

1906 ---------. 5,523 6,881 80.3 1, 564 28.3 22.71967 -------- 5,117 6,380 80.2 1,460 28.5 22.9
1968 ------- .5, 039 6,228 80.9 1,367 27. 1 21.9
1969 ------- 4,917 5, 936 82.8 1,269 25.8 21.4
1970 ------- 6,217 7,174 86.7 1,559 25. 1 21.7

TABLE 10.--U.. exports of agricultural products to the European,
Communities

(In millions of dollars

Soybeans, Variable Nonvarlable
soybean cake levy levy

Total Feedgrains and meal Other commodities commodities

1956 ------- 1,101 159 71 871 402 699
1957 ------- 1,094 106 81 907 233 860
1958 ------- 822 158 68 596 236 586
1959 ------- 926 241 114 571 350 575
1960 ------- 1,099 197 139 763 299 800

1961 ------- 1,157 186 137 834 443 714
1962 -------- 1, 151 317 204 630 479 672
1963 -------- 1, 171 275 218 678 446 725
1964 ------- 1,416 326 285 805 525 891
1965 ------- 1, 476 472 328 676 626 850

1966 ------- 1,564 476 419 669 642 922
1967 ------- 1,460 374 446 640 529 931
1968 ------- 1,367 337 440 590 475 892
1969 ------- 1,269 225 460 584 340 929
1970 ------- 1, 559 324 629 606 454 1, 105



TAmE 11.-U.. expo,.t, to the Lturopean Conmmunities of ag?.ir-u¢ tw.a? eomr odties •ubjeet to variable lenzes
[In millions of dollars]

1958 1959 1960 1961 1962 1963 1964 1965 1966 1967 1968 1969 1970

Feed grains-- -------- 157. 5 241.3 197. 1 186. 0
Rice ---------------- 3.0 10.8 6.9 14.8
Rye ---------------- 2.4 5.7 3.7 5.7
Wheat -------------- 51. 5 44. 7 46. 3 173. 0
Wheat flour -------- 11.2 8. 5 7.3 6.9
Beef and veal --------------------------------------
Pork -------------- . .7 .4 .6
Lard --------------- 1.9 5.1 2.3 3.4
Dairy products-- 2. 5 10. 2 3. 0 2. 1
Poultry and eggs - -. 3. 6 19. 2 28. 6 45. 8
Other: ------------- 2.3 3.7 3. 5 4.2

1 317. 1
14. 2

118.7
150.6

15.6
.1

1.3
12.1

3. 6
153.5

13. 5

275. 3
13.4
13.7
63. 4

3.2
.2

2. 1
2.5

22. 6
30. 6
19. 1

326. 0
115.4

5.7
59. 2

1.7
11. 1

8.6
2.5
A.544

31. 7
18.9

471. 8
10. 1

1.5
67. 7

1.2
1.5
.4

1. 1
30. 5
30. 7

9.8

476. 4
18. 8
4.4

106.0
1.4
.6

1.3
1. 1
1.2

23. 6
7.0

373. 6
25. 7
4.3

95. 1
1.4
.6
.4

1.6
1.2

18.5
6.7

336.
27.

1.
83.

1.

14.
S.

5
9
5
00
5
23
9
4
9

225. 0
31.0

.4
56. 1

.9

.4

.3

.2

.8
13. 0
11.4

323. 9
20. 9

0
77.4

1.0
.4
.1
.4

1. 1
13.1
15.4

Total -------- 236. 4 349. 8 299. 1 442. 5 479. 3 443. 9 525. 1 626. 2 642. 0 529. 1 475. 1 339. 6 453. 7 00

I Year during which variable levies were instituted.

16 m -8
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TABLE 12.-Rates of growth in employment, productitity, and GNP

Employment Output per worker (IN I

190-68 1958-19 11OW58 19,8-0,611 M,0-5s 1958-609

Belgium ----------------- 0. 3 0. 7 2. 4 3. 7 2. 7 4. 5
France ------------------. 5 .4 3.9 5. 3 4.4 ". 7
Germany ---------------- 2. 3 .3 6. 3 4. 9 7. 8 6. 0
Italy ------------------- 1.5 -. 5 4.0 6. 1 5. 6 5. 7
Netherlands ------------ 1.2 1.0 2. 9 4.3 4. 3 5. 3
European Communities-.. 1.3 .2 4.2 5. 2 5. 7 5. 7

United Kingdom_. (2) (2) (2) (2) 2. 3 3. I
Denmark --------------. ) (2) (2) (2) 2. 5 5. 1
Finland ..--------------- (2) (2) (2) (2) 4. 1 5. 4
Norway --------------- () (2) (2) (2) 3. 6 4. 8
Sweden --------------- (2) (2) (2) (2) 3. 2 4. 7

Nordics ---------------- (2) (2) (1) (2) 3. 2 4. 9
Austria --------------- () (2) (2) (2) 6.2 4.5
Switzerland ----------- (2) (2) (2) (2) 4. 0 4. 9
Portugal -------------- (2) (2) (2) (2) 3. 6 6. 2

EFTA ------------------ () (2) (2) (2) 3. 6 3. 9
Other OECI): Europe-... . 7 . 6 2. 5 3. 7 3. 2 4. 3

Total OECI) ------ 1.1 .9 2.8 4.2 3.9 5.1

1 Real ONP.
I Not available.
Source: OECD statistics for GNP data, Novemlber 1070 issue of National Institute Economic Review

for employment and productivity data. (,NI' growth rate computed from raw data; growth rates for em-
ployment and productivity computed by National Institute.
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INTRA-AREA TRADE AS A PERCENT OF TOTAL TRADE

+ = EXPORTS TO MEMBER COUlIfRIES AS A PERCENT OF TOTAL EXPORTS

O = IMPORTS FROM MEMBER COUNTRIES AS A PERCENT OF TOTAt IMPORTS
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SHARES IN THE EC'$ APPARENT CONSUMPTION
OF MANUFACTURES: 1954,1950 & 1968
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US SHARE OF EFTA IMPORTS, BY COUNTRY: 1958 A 1969
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US SHARE OF EC IMPORTS, BY MAJOR COMMODITY GROUP:. 1958 & 1969

5 0 -

W0--

30-

20-

04TRA-.C TRADE
10-

TOTAL i
IMPORTS

OY
0

II I i I
. m . . e. .. .- - i i i - - i_ ii - i imim

..% Iw
I a

6Y 509 558 Y 58 69
3 .4 5 6

orre o0o.up

I I
58 69

7
58 69

a
58 69

To-rAL_

-4

IIV

4b

E



34

US SHARE OF EC IMPORTS, BY COUNTRY: 1958 & 1969
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US SHARE OF EFTA IMPORTS, BY MAJOR COMMODITY GROUP: 1958 & 1969
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US EXPORTS OF AGRICULTURAL PRODUCTS
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Discriminatory Government Procurement Practices

GATT Articles
Government purchases of goods made for its own use and not f6r

commercial resale fall largely outside the GATT trade rules. Coun-

tries that were unwilling to accept international obligations oni the

conduct of their procurement frustrated earlier efforts to formnulate
trade rules on government procurementtparalleling those in the GATT
which apply to private trading. In discussions. which preceded the

entry into force of the GATT, other countries rejected a United States

proposal which would have extended the national treatment require-
ment (Article III) and the Most-Favored-Nation Principle (Article I)

to government purchasing.
GATT provisions have limited applicability to government procure-

ment. Article III expressly excludes the application of the national

treatment rule to government purchasing and explicitly provides that

it does not prevent subsidies to domestic producers, "including the

purchase by the government of domestic products at higher prices

than those for imported products." The only specific GATT obliga-

tion on government purchasing is found in Article XVII dealing with

state trading. While excluding the application of the state trading

provisions to this activity, the article requires a contracting party to

accord "fair and equitable treatment" to the trade of other contract-

ing parties with respect to imports of products "for' immediate or

ultimate consumption in government use." Thils provision is generally

regarded as a near substitute-for the most-favored-nation (M.IFN)

clause.

Foreign Procurement Practices
Despite differences due to institutional and other local conditions,

the proctrement systems which have ev')lved under these conditions

share in comninn a buy-national bias. National governments give effect

to this l)ropensity mainly through the flexible administration of pro-

curement guidelines, particularly ati the bidding and award stages in

the procdr•ihefit process.
Chances for participating in the bidding are cireotinscribed when

advance publicity on prospective purchases is lacking or inadequate or

when purchasing entities choose to ignore foreign sul)l)liers inselectively
seeking out suppliers of particular products. Criteria for the award of

contracts can also be applied in a manner which effectively preelildes
contract awards to suppliers of foreign goods. The usual commercial
considerations are sometimes set aside to buy only domestic products.

(1)



These actions are taken, for example, to relieve cyclical unempioloy-
ment, promote regional economic development, protect domestic
industry and establish a domestic industry in a high technology sector.
These justifications are additioiial to those based on safeguarding
national security or protecting public health and morals, which are
widely recognized exceptions. Governments also resort to using ad-
ministrAtive guidanice, either formal or informal, to "persuade"
purchasing entities to buy only domestic products whenever possible.

Avenues open for the redress of grievances growing out of contract
award decisions are limited. The underlying reason for this can be
attributed mainly to the absence of agreed international rules on
government procurement. There is nothing to prevent an aggrieved
party from raising a government procurement issue in the context
of the GATT, but the very limited provision in the General'Agreement
covering trade involving government purchases would severely
hamper reaching a firm judgment on the GATT legality of the action.
As a consequence, there is virtually no GATT case history in the
government purchasing area. Charges of discrimination are also
difficult to prove when governments discriminate against foreign
supplies-through the procurementprocedure. In ,-)me cases, published
government procurement regulations do not exist. The difficulty is
compounded when governmnt~fis are reluctant to reveal information
after the fact on considerations ruling in the contract award, the
prices q.,oted in bids, and firms participating in the bidding, a defi-
ciency which is particularly felt when foreign goods are offered in
competition with domestic pr6duicts. The large discretioniary element
which rests with the national government in procurement activities
perhaps also explains the reluctance of some foreign suppliers to
press complaints with other governments for fear of jeopardizing
chances for future sales.
Selected Foreign Procurement Practice8

European Economic Community
Within the European Commtnity member countries follow their

own procurement policies and regulations. However, a draft EC Coun-
cil Directive has been prepared by the Commission on "the coordifia-
tion of adjtidicatfing procedures for the award of public supply contracts"
which is currently under review for possible adoption by the end of
1973. The EC meniber governments are thus under some constraint to
move toward a fairer and more open system of procurement among
themselves, but how far it will proceed in this direction is uncertain.
Of course, to the extent the member country governments accord
national treatmeint to suppliers in the other EC member countries,
outside suppliers-includihig those in the United States-may face
broader discrimination anti possibly reduced sales to the EC govern-
ment procurement market.

80 2



The evolving EC industrial policy and the role assigned to govern-
ment procurement is also likely to have a major impact on future EC
procurement policy. Some elements within the EC regard restrictions
on procurements of certain products from foreign sources as a means of
fostering the development within"'the EC 5f ifidustries in the advanced
technology sector. The advisability of this course is still being debated.
Should the EC adopt the approach of promotifig high-technblogy
industries through protectionist government procurement policies,
however, U.S. exports of high-value products making up an impor-
tent part of our trade with industrialized countries could fall off. The
treatment which other countries, especially the United States, give to
imports under government procurement from the EC will almost cer-
tainly have some influence on EC's future procurement policy.
European Free Trade Association (EFTA)

EFTA countries *have adopted a common set of procurement rules
for observance by "public undertakings" in intra-EFTA trade of
products eligible for "area tariff treatment". Public undertakings
include central, regional and local government authorities as well as
State monopolies, nationalized industries and semi-public enterprises.
The twofold objectives of the procurement rules, developed pursuant
to the requirements of Article XIV of the EFTA Convention, are to
eliminate for the benefit of other EFTA countries protection for
domestic producers and discrimination by nationality of suppliers.
Guidelines on tendering methods provide that: (a) public tenders shall
be adequately publicized and sufficient time for tendering shall be
allowed; (b) selective tenders shall allow equal opportunities for
domestic, and other EFTA suppliers to compete; and (c) the single
tender shall be used only when competitive tenders would be clearly
impracticable or unreasonable. Elimination of preferences which
frustrate the aim of the agreement is required. Use of the general
consultation and complaints procedure of the EFTA Convention is
prescribed for settling disputes which arise from infractions of the
procurement rules. Member countries are free to maintain their
existing procurement procedures and practices provided inconsistencies
with the EFTA procurement rules are removed. No EFTA procure-
ment rules have been elaborated for trade Nith third countries. These
procurement rules remain in effect even though two former EFTA
members-tho United Kingdom and Denmark-have in the meantime
jointed the EO.
Japan

The Japanese Government buys its supply requirements undc!r
general provisions contained in certain laws and regulations introduced
during 1946-47.

Procurements are made generally under either the selective auto-
matic tender procedure, where bids are solicited selectively from

813
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certain suppliers and the contract •is awarded to the lowest bid, or on
the basis of private negotiations involving no competition. Though
there is no legislative requirement to buy domestic over foreign goods,
a strong tendency exists for buying domestic products.

Canada
The Department of Supply and Services has taken over in large

measure the supply procurement activities of all departments of the
Federal Government and many Crown Corporations since April 1,
1969, except for certain prolducts'essential for the conduct of military
operations. The following statement by the Canadian Minister of
Supply succifinctly describes Canadian policy regarding the purchase of
foreign goods:

"... to the full extent to which they are procurable, consistent with
proper economy and the expeditious carrying out of the con'traet,
Canadian labor, parts and materials shall be used. Therefore, the
department buys from Canadian firms if practicable and only turns to
other sources of supply when procuremenit from the Canadian sources
is deemed to be uneconomical or impractical.

"In addition, it is the government's policy that a modest premium
will be paid for a product with higher Canadian content. This premium
is calculated at up to 10% of the difference of foreign contefit.

"In high value equipment such as aircraft, ships, special vehicles,
etc. due to agreements for defense production sharing with the U.S.
and other NATO countries many comiponents contain an element of
foreign content, but on an overall procuremfient basis, by far the
largest proportion is Canadian."
Federal Supply Procurement in the United State8

In the U.S. Federal Government purchases of foreign goods are
-lry small relative to total supply procurements. Domestic firms
selling to the Federal Governm~fit are to a degree insulated from
import cofipetition, a condition due largely to the buy national
policy of the Buy Americah Act and Executive Order 10582, its
implementing order. Procurements of foreign goods for use in the
United States are basically limited to those justified on grounds of
nonavailability in sufficient quantity and quality, unreasonable cost
of domestic products, or incotisistency with the public interest.

In applying the unreasonable cost criterion, U.S. products are ac-
corded a preference margin when evalhating prices in competitive of-
fei-s of foreign and domestic products. The Defense Departlihiot,
whik.h accounts for over 80 percent of total Federal procurement,
currently adds a 50 percent price (ifferential, considered as a bench-
mark, to the price quoted in the lowest responsive bid offering foreign
goods for purpose of making price comparisons. The use of the 50 per-
ebnt preference margin which the Defense Departmefit applies to its

4



5 83

procurements for use in the United Stites under the "n tioial in-
terest" exception is justified as a temporary measure to alleviato the
impact on the U.S. balance of payments of Defense Department
spending for goods.

Other Federal agencies generally use either a 6 or 12 percent pref-
erence margin in favor of U.S. products, the higher rate applying,
under certain conditions, when products are offered by small business
firms or concerns located in a labor surplus area. Procurement of goods
for use abroad is outside the Buy American Act; all Federfdl agencies,
however, use a 50 percent preference margin in such circumstances for
balance-of-payments reasons. Other provisions of the Buy American
Act are used to restrict or even prohibit Federal procurements of
foreign goods. Considerations of national security ordinArily rule
against the purchase of foreign products of a military or paramilitary
character.

The Defense Department restricts the purchase of certain products
to those of domestic manufacture to maintain a U.S. defense mobili-
zation base. In addition to miniature and instrument bill bearings,
Defense Department requirements for jewel bearings and precision
components for mechanical, timing devices are for this reason procured
domestically to the maximum extent possible.

Special provisions are made in domestic legislation to assure that a.
fair proportion of total purchases for Government use are pllace(l with
small business concerns. For suitable purchase transactions Federal
agencies, either unilaterally or by joint action with the Small Business
Administration, may stipulate that procurements should be made
exclusively from small business concerns.

Still other statutory requirements restrict or prohibit the purchase
of certain foreign products. For example, the Defense Department
Appropriation Act includes a provision, the so-called Berry Amend-
ment, prohibiting the use of appropriated funds for the procurement,
with certain exceptions, of any article of food, clothing, cotton, wool or
spun silk yhrn for cartridge cloth not grown or produced in the United
States. A similar restriction applies to buses other than those of U.S.
manufacture for use by the Armed Forces and to certain foreign
components for the (onversion or constriction of naval vessels in U.S.
shipyards. The purchase of any naval vessel constructed it foreign
shipyards is prohibited. For all ship construction on which a Federal
subsidy is paid, domestic shipbuilders, subcoritractors, materialmen
and suppliers are required under the Mlerchant Marine Act to use, in-
sofar as practicable, only articles, materials and supplies produced or
manufactured in the United States.

OECD Work on International Procurement Code
Government procurement policies and practices of the industrialized

countries were first reviewed during a couiitry-by-country examination
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within the Trade Committee of the OECD in the early 1960's. The
OECD's work arose largely from complaints against the Department
of Defense's decision in 1962 to apply a-50 percent margin of preference
for domestic suppliers in evaluating bids where foreign suppliers were
in competition. This examination became the forerunner of current
efforts in that forum to develop a set of international guidelines on
government procurement. Discussions have been underway for several
years looking toward the development of an international code on
government procurement which would reduce discrimination against
foreign supplies and suppliers, including the phasing out of existing
preference margins used to favor domestic over foreign supplies. Apart
from conditions set out for the use of general exceptions and special
derogations from the provisions of a possible code, the principal
provisions deal with purchasing procedures, including advance pub-
licity on planned purchases, conditions applying to the use of various
tendering methods, technical characteristics of products, qualification
of suppliers, evaluation of bids and award of contracts, and information
on contracts awarded. In addition, provisions would be made for
notification of significant changes in procurement rules, periodic
review of the operation of the code and consultation procedures for
resolving government procurement problems. In this effort, which
aims at a degree of international harmonization in procuremenht policy
and practice, progress has been slowed by the natural inclination of
participating countries to be cautious in accepting departures from
customary national practices, particularly where certain policies or
procedures are incorporated in national legislation. Major differences
remain on some key provisions which must be included in any pro-
posed code.
U.S. Objectives in OECD

Major aims of U.S. participation in the OECD work on procurement
guidelines are to safeguard the important stake U.S. suppliers have in
sales to foreign governments and improve' conditions of access to public
sector markets abroad. To this end, the United States has provided
the main impetus for this effort, emphasizing particularly the r. %iA .
published procurenient regulations, tightly-drawn rules t, discourage
discrimination against foreign supplies and supplivi-s, and minimal
exceptions or derogations from the proposed rules. The steady growth
over the years of central governfmiunt expenditures for supplies and
services underscores the importance of moving ahead on'this work.
Of perhaps greater importance, the failure to reach agreement could
create the conditions conducive to the developmentof restrictive pro-
visions applicable to third country interests as a counterpart to meas-
ures designed to promote intra-regional trade and to the increased use
of government procurement as a policy instrument to achieve national
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or regional objetives. An agreement rachld on prodfir'thent guide-
lines would represent an important breakthrough in dealing with a
major nontairiff barrier, and might enhliice prospects for negotiating
there moval of other nontariff barriers. Major obstacles to agreement
nevertheless rermiain,-notr the least of which is the insistence of others
that the United States eliminate preference margins for domestic

goods.
The enactment of additional restrictions by the United States or any

other government at this time would make it more difficult to obtain
an international consensus with regard to government procurement.

.1

/

857



A



87

Study No. 6.--The Quantitative Restrictions in the Major
Trading Countries

CONTENTS

Page
I. Definition of quantitative restrictions ------------------ 1

II. GATT provisions ------------------------------- 2
III. History of the QR problem ------------------------ 3
,IV. Summary of important QR's for U.S. exports------- 5

APPENDIX

The quantitative import restrictions of the major trading
nations (including the United States) ------------------- 7



6

a



89

Study No. 6.-The Quantitative Restrictions in the Major
Trading Countries

I. Definition of Quantitative Restrlctlon8
For the purpose of this paper, quantitative restrictions (QRs) are

those restrictions which limit the quafitity of merchandise permitted
to enter or leave a country. They are imposed by means of quotas or
licensing systems. QRs can be applied to both imports and exports.
They may affect trade in one or more commodities or with one or more
countries.

The most stringent form of QR is a complete embargo (zero level
quota). The United States, for example, prohibits imports of goods
known to be of Cuban or North Korean origin and maintains an
embargo on exports to those areas. Trade in most narcotics and ob-
scene literature is almost universally prohibited. The examples need
not be so extreme. Less developed countries are prone to protect
their industries or their balance of payments positions through the
use of QRs. Within the recent past, Mexico, in order to protect a new
producer, refused to license imports of printing plates. Some QRs on
manufactured goods are also found in industrialized nations. Re-
straints on computer imports into Japan, and used cars and used
aircraft into Canada are examples of this.

One kind of quota is often mistakenly included with QRs-that is
the tariff quota. The United States quota on stainless steel table
flatware is such a tariff quota. It does not imply complete prohibition
once its limit'is reached, but only that it requires any further imports
to enter on less advantageous duty terms. Thus, when total imports
of flatware during a fixed period reach a prescribed level, a higher im-
port duty rate becomes effective for the remainder of the quota period.

In the more industrialized countries QRs on imports for protective
purposes are now largely confined to agricultural products. The United
States, for example, maintains import restrictions on a small group
of agricultural commodities as an adjunct to a price support system
which is intended to stabilize or strengthen prices received by farmers
for their commodities. Other countries maintaining significant agri-
cultural quotas include Japan, the United Kingdom and France.

Blending or mixing requirements, particularly on7 agricultural
products, often are as effective as QRs on imports. Under such systems
firms are required to consume a specified minimum of a domestic
product in relation to the same imported product. A typical example
of such a "mixing" regulation is the requirement in some countries
that a specified percentage of domestic wheat be used in milling flour,

(1)
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thus effectively cutting down the market potential for imported wheat.
The use of QRs to control imports requires the use of some means

of record-keeping to operate and enforce the controls. Records can
be kept by requiring formal licenses. These may be requiredfor items
for which no QRs are specified. Refusal or approval of license ap-
plications allows a government to tailor imports to its requirements.
Occasionally, licenses are used to discourage sales which would be
paid for with currencies in short supply.

There are similar but less widespread controls on exports. As with
imports, QRs on exports may or may not require a formal separate
license. U.S. export licensing controls are an example. Under GATT
provisions, countries may apply QRs on the export of goods for pur-
poses of national security or for products in short supply. Export
controls are also used to bolster world market prices by limiting supply,
usually in support. of an international commodity agreement.

These restrictions have the same effect as exchange controls although
they control movements of merchandise rather than capital. In this
context one should note that the United Kingdom restricts imports
from the so-called dollar area of certain fresh and preserved citrus,
rum, and cigars. Originally they were part of the United Kingdom's
post World War I1 exchange controls. It is now maintained that these
are necessary to assist economic development of Commonwealth
suppliers in the Caribbean.
11. GATT Provisions

Article Xl ofkthe General Agreement on Tariffs and Trade (GATT)
provides for the general elimination of QRs. It is applicable to QRs
on all of a country's trade with the other Contracting Parties, not
merely to tariff concessions bound under GATT. There are, however,
a number of exceptions to the general requirement to eliminate QRs.
They may be used, on a nondiscriminatory basis, to restrict imports
of agricultural and fishery products but only when internal limitations
are placed on the production or distribution of like products and when
certain other conditions are observed.

QRs are also permitted when necessary to safeguard a country's
foreign exchange reserves. Trade restrictions imposed for balance of
payments reasons must be designed so that they do not unnecessarily
damage the interests of the other GATT members. It is also incumbent
on the country applying the restrictions to consult with the other
GATT members concerning those restrictions so as to insure their
progressive relaxation as conditions improve.

The GATT recognizes special ti'ade problems of developing coun-
tries by providing.that countries "in the early stages of development"
may impose restrictions for balance of payments reasons and take
certain other restrictive actions on a.temporary basis to meet the
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special problems of their development programs. Other exceptions
relate for example to national security, and public health and safety.
A formal waiver of the restriction against QRs may be obtained by
application to, and approval of, the other Contracting Parties to the
GATT. The first major use Of this procedure was the U.S. waiver for
import restrictions on agricultural products.
HII. History of the QR Problem

In the period immediately after World War 11, most countries
maintained rigid import controls that had been erected during the
war. With few exceptions these were continued in order to protect
their limited supplies of foreign exchange. This was a period of excep-
tional demand for imports, reduced production capacity and dis-
rupted trade channels. It was the period of the dollar gap when foreign
holdings of dollars were released sparingly and only for essential
purchases. Most of our trading partners in Europe maintained total
governmental control over imports until late in the 1950's.

So long as these countries were recognized by the International
Monetary Fund (IMF) to be still in balance of payments difficulties,
the use of QRs was permitted under the GATT. Nevertheless, the
United States maintained constant pressure bilaterally and in the
GATT and the Organization for European Economic Cooperation
(now the OECD), for the liberalization of these restrictions as rapidly
as the improvement in a country's reserve position permitted.

General recovery of the world economy during the decade of the
1950's culminated in late 1958 when the major trading nations of
Western Europe established external currency convertibility. Early
in 1960, seven additional countries, including such major trading
nations as the United Kingdom, France, Sweden and Australia,
announced they were no longer justifying restrictions on balance of
payments grounds. Japan maintained controls under a balance of
payments justification until 1963.

With the termination of international balance of payments diffi-
culties the situation changed, since the use of QRs was no longer
legal under the GATT. Two considerations, however, created difficulty

4P in removing those restrictions that remained. First, most affected
politically sensitive agricultural products (e.g. the United States
still maintained quotas on various agricultural products under a
special provision of the GATT (Article XI, c(1)) and under a waiver
it had obtained to permit i'port restrictions under section 22 of the
Agricultural Adjustment Act which might have been inconsistent
with the GATT). Second, in the industrial sector, the prolonged
period of import restrictions had fostered the survival and growth
of a number of uneconomic industries. Governments were under

29-617 0 - 14 - 7
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extreme pressure to continue to protect these industries, at least
until they could adjust to the new circumstances.

During the 1960's, much of the U.S. effort in;the GATT and in
bilateral contacts was devoted to obtaining the liberalization of this
"hard core" of restrictions and obtaining nondiscriminatory treatment
for items continuing temporarily under control. For example, at theinitiative of the United States the Contracting Parties required West
Germany to submit a schedule for the removal of its remaining
restrictions and to undergo an annual review of progress. Similar
multilateral pressure was applied to Italy. In 1962, the United States
submitted a formal complaint in the GATT against the remaining
French import restrictions. The Contracting Parties found that these
were illegal. France, in consultation with the United States, established
a timetable for the accelerated liberalization of many of them.

By pressure of this kind, residual import restrictions had been
reduced by 1968 in almost all developed countries to a relatively
small list of products, mostly agricultural. The most serious nonagri-
cultural QOs remaining are those of Japan, which still maintains QRs
for certain industrial products.

In late 1967, the member countries of the GATT agreed upon a
future work program to lay the groundwork for further trade liberali-
zation and expansion. To carry out this work, the GATT members
created two new committees, one of which, the Committee on Trade
in Industrial Products (CTIP), was directed to draw up an inventory
of all important nontariff barriers affecting international trade, includ-
ing QRs. The CTIP has completed the factual examination of some
800 notifications submitted by individual countries concerning
nontariff barriers of GATT member countries. Following the initial
review, in October 1969 the Committee agreed to move to its next
stage of work-to search for possible solutions to the major banners.
For this purpose it established five subgroups on different barriers,
one of which is now addressing itself to specific limitations on imports
and exports, such as QRs.

Japan-Following the 1963 IMF finding that Japan was no longer
entitled to maintain import restrictions for balance of payments
reasons, Japanlost its GATT right to impose them. Several items
were liberalized through April 1964, but very few were removed
from the restriction list during the following four years.

Since 1968, the United States has concentrated on accelerating the
reduction and removal of Japan's restrictions on trade. In the ensuing
consultations between the two countries, the United States has made
clear to Japan that if complete liberalization is not achieved within
a reasonable time the United States will have to consider appropriate
coufitermeasures. This recognition has resulted in significant quota

4



and license liberalization. Since April 1969, items in 86 Brussels
Tariff Nomenclature categories have been liberalized, leaving 33 items
currently under restriction. The 11 industrial items retiilflfg under
QRs include digital computers, accessories, and .components; inte-
grated circuits (with 100 elements or more); leather and leather foot-
wear; coal; and ethyl alcohol. The 22 agricultural items remaining
under quota restrictions include beef, pulses, oranges, citrus juices
(except lemon), edible peanuts, and certain tomato products. Quotas
on most. of these products have been increased in recent years.
IV. Summary of Important QRs for U.S. Exports

The following QRs remaining in effect in countries other than
Japan have been selected for their importance to U.S. trade:

France-Certain canned and dried fruits and vegetables, certain
fruit juices, and semicondtittors.

Germany-Certain canned fruits and vegetables.
Italy-Orange juice, essential orange oil.
Denmark, Ireland and the United Kingdom-QRs formerly applied

to many agricultural products are being replaced by the protection
of the EC Common Agricultural Policy. (These are in addition to
the UK dollar area quotas described earlier.)

Canada-Dairy products and grains.
Swedei'-Fresh apples and p)harhs.
Switzerland-Meats, grains, fresh fruits and vegetables, and oil-

-seeds.
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Appendix

The Quantitative Import Restrictions
of the Major Trading Nations
(Including the United States)

(Note: This list excludes restrictions on certain items which have
been traditionally justified under GAIT Article XX (to protect
public morals, conservation reasons, monetary reasons, public health
reasons, etc.) and GAIT Article XXI (national security exceptions).)

(7)
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TABLE 1.--AUSTRIA

Tariff No. Commodity descrlptioe d' Type of restrictionlremarks

Ex 01.01 ............. Live horses ................................... Imports
01.02 ................ Live animals of the bovine species .............. Discrote
01.03 ................ Uve swine ................................... Do.
Ex 02.01 ............. Horsemeat beef and veal and pig meat ........... Do.
02.06A ............... Bacon, ham, and other Offals ................... Do.
02.068 ............... Other meat and edible meat offals (except poultry Do.

liver), salted, in brine, dried, or smoked.
04.01 ................ Milk and cream, fresh, not concentrated or sweet- Do.

ened.
04.02 ................ Milk and cream, preserved, concentrated or sweet- Do.

ened.
04.03 ................ Butter ....................................... Do.

Vegetables, fresh, chilled, or frozen:

of horses for butchering are subject
cretlonary licensing.
nary licensing.

Ex 07.01A ............ Potatoes, except seed potatoes .............. Do.
Ex07.81 B ............ Tomatoes ................................. Imports are restricted during specified

month of the year.
07.01C D, E, F, H, Other vegetables .............................. Imports are restricted during specified

and k. months of the year; discretionarylicensing,
Ex 08.04 ............. Dessert grapes in containers up to 15 kgs. gross Imports are restricted during specified

weight. months of the year.
Other fresh grapes ............................. Discretionary licensing.

08.06A .... Apples ....................................... Do.
08.0B...........Pears ........................................ Imports ire restri, ted during specified

months of the year.
08.07 ................ Stone fruit, fresh .............................. Do.
08.08A ............... Strawberries .................................. Do.
Ex 08.08C ............ Red and black currants ....................... Discretionary licensing.
10.01 ............... Wheat and rneslin ........................... . Do.
10.02 ..... Rye .......................................... Do.
10.03 ..... Bailey ....................................... Do.
10.04 ................ Oats ......................................... Do.
10.05 ................ Maize ........................................ Do.
Ex 10.07 ............. Millet, grain sorghum, and durra ................ Do.
11.01 ............... Cereal flours .................................. Do.
Ex 11.02 ............. Cereal groats and cereal meal; other worked Do.

cereals grains (except oat flakes).
Ex 11.08 ......... Potato, maize, and wheat starches ............... Global quotas.
Ex 15.01......... Lard and other rendered pig fat ................. Discretionary licensing.
Ex 15.02 ............. Unrendered fats of bovine cattle, sheep, or goats, Global quotas.

tallow, etc. (except animal fats for technical
purposes).

16.01 ................ Sausages and the like .......................... Global quota: discretionary licensing.
Ex 16.02 ............. Prepared or preserved meat or off als, except meat Do.

and offals of poultry, sheep, and goats.
Ex 17.01 ............. Sugar, solid, except beet sugar and cane sugar, Global quotas.

crude and sugar candy.
Ex 17.02 ............. Starch sugar with a degree of purity of less than Do.

98 percent.
Ex 20.07......... Apple juice and grape Julce .................... Global quotas, discretionary licensing.
22.04...........Grape must in fermentation or with fermentation Discretionary licensing.

arrested otherwise than by the addition of
alcohol.

Ex 22.05 ............. Wines of fresh grapes (except sparkling wines in Global quotas.
bottles); grape must with fermentation arrested
by the addition of alcohol.

Ex 22.06 ............. Vermouths and other wines of fresh grapes flavored Do.
with aromatic extracts, except 22.06A with an
alcoholic content of 18 percent or less in bottles.

Ex 27.01, Ex 27.02..... Coal (except bituminous coal), briquettes and Discretionary licensing.
lignite.

Ex 29.44 ............. Penicillin, thyrothrium ......................... Globes quotas, discretionary licensing.
30.03 ................ Medicaments (including veterinary medicaments). Do.
37.06,37.07 .......... Cinematographic film, exposed and developed (ex- Licensing.

cept film for toy projectors).

(9)
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TABLE 2.-CANADA

Tariff I No. Commodity description .

01.01 ................
01.05 ................
04.02 ................

04.03 ................
04.04 ................

)9.01 ................
10.01 ................

10.03 ................

10 ............11MI'....01 ..........11.02.............

Typerof restridionlremawks

Uve horses, mules ........................... Licnsinf
Live poultry .................................. Do.
Milk and cream, preserved, condensed, or

sweetened:
Evaporated and condensed milk ............. Licensing , de facto prohibition In that only

"traditional-, trade is permitted.
Dried buttermilk, skimmed milk, whole milk, Ucensing; de factor embargo in that import

and whey. licenses are not Issued unless there Is a
domestic production shortfall.

Butter .......................... Licensing.
Cheddar cheese ............................ Licensing; do factor embargo.
Colby cheese .................................. Do.
Other natural cheeses for direct consumption ..... Licensing; open general license.
Other natural cheeses for processing; processed Licensing; Issued freely for "traditional"

cheese, types; other types, including low.priced
processed types, are practically em-bafgeed.

Coffee, in any form, including soluble ............ Licensing.
Wheat ........................................ Licensing; the Canadian Wheat Board has

authority for issuing import licenses for
wheat, oats, barley, and the more im-
portant grain products. Licenses are in-
frequently Issued, however, for grains,
because domestic requirements are met
by internal production.

Barley ............................ Licensing; see "remarks" under wheat,
tariff No. 10.01.

Oats ......................................... Do.
Wheat and barley flours ..................... Do.
Oats, ground, crimped, crushed.or ri':,.ý ,atmeal; Do.

bartey, ground or crimped and ba& .; ,neal.
11.03 ................ Flour o0 leguminous vegelibias .......e........... Licensing.
11.08 ................ Wheat starch .................................. Licensing; see "remarks" under wheat,

tariff No. 10.01.
15.13 ................ Oleomargarine, butterine, or other similar sub- Embargo.

stitutes for butter or processed butter,
17.01 ................ Beet and cane sugars; solid ..................... Licensing.
17.02 ................ Liquid sugar and sirups, including edible and Do.

fancy molasses.
23.07 ................ Animal feeds containing over 40 percent nonlat embargo.

milk solids.
Ex 27.10 ............. Motor gasoline ................................ Discretionary licensing.
Ex 35.01 ............. Animal casein and cameinates ................... Do.
87.02 ................ Used automobiles ............................. Embargo.
87.03 ................ Used special purpose motor vehicles ............. Do.
88.02 ........... Us.ed aircraft ................................. Embargo, but generally not applied.

I Canada does not use the Brussels Tariff Nomenclature (BTN). Applicable BTN numbers have been assigned, however,
for commodities listed herein.

TABLE 3.-EUROPEAN COMMUNITY

Tariff No. Commodity description Type of restriction/remarks

02.01AII ............. Beef and veal, fresh, chilled, frozen .............. Licenses are required for Imports of frozen
beef and veal. In the case of imports for
processing, licenses limit Imports to an
annual quota, allocated quarterly.

04.01 ................ Milk and cream, fresh, not concentrated or
sweetened.

04.02 ................ Milk and cream, preserved, concentrated or
sweetened.

04.03:..::::.......... Butter .......................................
0404 ..... Cheese and curd .............................
0701.IN.............. Olives, fresh or chilled .........................
07.02A .............. Olives, cooked or not, frozen ....................
Ex 07.03A........... Olives, preserved in brine or other solutions ......
Ex 07.04B ............ Dried olives ...................................
08.04AII ............. Fresh grapes for wine production ................
10.01 ................ Wheat and meslin .............................
10.02 ........... Rye... .......................
10.03 ................ Barley .... . . .
10.04 ................ Oats .........................................
10.05 ................ Corn .........................................
10.05A ............... Hybrid seed corn ..............................
0.05B ............... Other corn ......................
.0 ................ R .............. .............

10.07 ................ Buckwheat, millet, canary seed, grain sorghum,
other cereals.

See footnotes at end of table.

Licensing. "

Do.

Do.
Do.
Do.
Do.
Do.
Do.
Do.
Do.
Do.
Do.
Do.
Do.
Do.
Do.
Do.
Do.

A
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TABLE 3.-EUROPEAN COMMUNITY "L-Continued

Tariff No. Commodity description Type of restrictionlremarks

11.01 ................ Cereal flours ......... Licensing.
11.02 ................ Cereal groats and meal, other worked cereal grains Do.

except brushed, gOazed, polished or broken rice;
terms of cereals including flours thereof.

15.07A ............... Olive oil, crude, relined or purified .............. Do.
15.07 B, C, D ......... Other vegetable oils ........................... License is required for Imports of vegetable

oils into Italy because of extra crushing
"subsidy paid there.

15.17A ............... Residues containing oil having the characteristics Licensing.
of olive oil.

15.17B ............... Other residues from the treatment of animals or Do.
animals or vegetable fats or waxes.

17.01 ................ Beet and cane sugar, solid ...................... Do.
17.02A, B, C, D, E, F. Other sugars, syrups, etc., except maple sugar and Do.

sirup.
17.02C .......... Maple sugar and sirup ......................... Do.
17.03 ...... Masses .................................... Do.
17.05 ................ flavored or colored sugars and molasses ......... Do.
Ex20.02C ............ Tomato concentrates ........................... Licensing; subject to emergency restrictive

licensing beginning August 19;1.
20.03A ............... Frozen fruit with added sugar ................... Licensing.
20.04BI .............. Fruit, fruit peel, plants, and parts of plants pro- Do.

served with sugar, except ginger.
Ex 20.07 ............. Fruit Juie (including grape must) or vegetable Do.

juice, not fermented without sacohol, with added
sugar.

22.04 ...... Grape must ................................... Do.
22.05 .......... Wine of fresh grapes; grape must with fermenta- Do.

tion stopped by alcohol.
22.07A .............. Certain fermented beverages .................... Do.
Ex 22. 09A ............ Ethyl alcohol under 80 ......................... Do.
22. 10A .............. Wine vinegar .................................. Do.
23.02A .............. Bran, sharps and other residues derived from Do.

sifting, milling, or other processing of cereal
grains.

23.03AI .............. Corn starch residues over 40 percent protein ...... Do.
23.04A .............. Residues from extraction of olive oil ............. Do.
23.07B .............. Animal feeds, other than fish or whale solubles, Do.

containing starch, glucose, or dairy products.

I The European Community has not Implemented any Community.wIde quotas on industrial products, although it does
provide for the Institution of a licensing procedure should It decide to monitor Imports of or establish quotas on specified
products. With regard to products not individually specified in current Community regulations, Importation Is still governed
exclusively by the national provisions of the member states.

I Licenses are issued freely except as noted, but the importer must make a surety deposit Emergency restrictive licens.
Ing, however, could be applied to almost any product.

TABLE 3A.--EUROPEAN COMMUNITY, BELGIUM-LUXEMBOURG

Tariff No. Commodity description Type of restriction/remarks

Ex 06.03 ............. Fresh cut flowers and flower buds suitable for import calendar; applies only to roses and
bouquets or ornamental purposes. carnations. Imports prohibited Oct. 1 to

Mar.31.
07.0tAII ............. Early potatoes ................................. Import calendar; imports prohibited June

2 to July 31.
07.0IAIII ............ Potatoes, other than seed or early potatoes ....... Licensing.
07.01M .............. Tomatoes, fresh May 15 to Dec. 31 .............. Import calendar; does not apply to tomatoes

for processing.
08.04A ............... Table grapes .................................. Im ort calendar; imports prohibited JulyMr to Feb. 1.
12.05 ....... Chicory roots, unroasted ........................ Licensing.
Ex27.01,Exf7.02 ..... Coal, briquettes, lignite ........................ Licenses reuireo, but freely granted forU.S. exports.
Ex 27.04 ............ Coke, other than for the manufacture of electrodes.. Do.
Ex 31.02 ............ Fertilizers, nitrogenous excluding natural sodium Do.

nitrate.



TABLE 3A.-EUROPEAN COMMUNITY, DENMARK'

Tariff No. Commodity description Type of restriction/remarks

Ex 01.02 ............. Live animals of the bovine species ex. breeding
animals.

Ex 01.05 ............. Live oultry (i.e. fowls, ducks geese turkeys,
ann glnea tow(s) except breeding animals.

Ex 02.01 ............. Meat and edible offals of the animals falling within
heading Nos. 01.02, 01.03, or 01.04, fresh, chilled,
or frozen.

02.02 ................ Dead poultry (i.e., lowis, ducks, eease, turkeys, and
gIunea fowls) and edible offals thereof exceptt
liver), fresh, chilled, or frozen.

02.03 ................ Poultry liver, fresh, chilled, frozen, salted, or In
brine.

02.05 ................ Unrendered pig fat free of lean meat and unren.
dered poultry tat, fresh, chilled, frozen, salted,
in brine, dried or smoked.

Ex 02.06 .............. Meat and edible meat off als of the animals (except
poultry liver), salted, in Erine, dried, or smoked.

04.01 ................ Milk andcream, fresh, not concentrated or sweet-
ened.

04.02 ................ Milk and cream, preserved, concentrated or
sweetened.

04.03 ................ Butter ...........................
04.05 ................ Birds' eggs and egg yolks, fresh, dried, or other-

wise preserved, sweetened or not.
04.06 ................ Natural honey ..............................
Ex 06.01 .............. Bulbs dormant, in growth or In flower of the fol-

lowing kinds: hyacinthus, narcissus and tulips
Ex 06.03 .............. Cut flowers and flower buds of a kind suitable for

bouquets or for ornamental purposes, fresh.
Ex 07.01 .............. The following vegetables, fresh or chilled: Cu-

cumbers and gherkins; cauliflowers; other
cabbages (except sprouts, and white and red
cabbages); onions (except seed onions with a
maximum cross section of 21 mm and silver skin
onions with a maximum cross section of 23 mm);
tomatoes; lettuce (lactuca sativa); potatoes (ex-
cept seed potatoes); sweet capsicums (sweet
peppers); celeriac (except celery); carrots (ex-
cept small ballshaped carrots with a maximum
cross section of 40 mm); leeks; beetroot; and
horse-radish.

Ex 07.02 ............. The following vegetables (whether or not cooked)
preserved by freezing: Beans, red cabbage, and
peas, and mixtures containing any of these
vegetables.

Ex 07.03 ............. The tollowing vegetables, provisionally preserved
in brine, in sulfur water, or in other preservative
solut.ons, but not specially prepared for Im-
mediate consumption: Gherkins and cucumbers;
celeriac (except celery); cauliflower- brussels
and other sprouts; carrots (except small carrots);
horseradish; beetroot; potatoes- sweet ca2psI-
curn (capsicum grossum)- leeks and on ons
(except silverskin onions); lettuce (lacluca
saliva); tomatoes; and mixtures containing any
of these vegetables.

Ex 08.06 ............. Apples and pears ..............................

Ex .- 0.00.............Cherries and plums ............................
Ex - Strawberries and black currants .................
Ex 08.09 ............. Hetted melons ................................
Ex 08.10 ............. The following fruits (whether or not cooked), pre-

served by freezing, not containing added sugar:
Pears; cherries; strawberries; and mixtures
containing at least 30 percent by weight of any of
these frMItS, irrespective of the size of the pack-
ings; black currants; and mixtures containing
any of these berries in packings with a gross

L weight of more than 2 kg each.
Ex 08.11---...... The following fruits, provisionally preserved (for

example, by sulfur dioxide gas, In brine in
sulfur water, or in other preservative
solutions), but unsuitable in that state for
Immediate consumption: Apples, pears, plums
of all kinds, strawberries, black currants, and
mixtures containing any of these fruits.

10.01 ................ Wheat and meslin (mixed wheat and rye) ........
10.02 ................ Rye ..........................................
10.03 ................ Barley .......................................
10.04 ................ Oats .........................................
Ex 10.05 ............. Maize except sweet corn on the cob ..............

So footnote at ad of table.

Discretionary licensing.

Dom

Global quota; discretionary licensing.

Discretionary licensing.

Do.

Do.

Do.

Do.

Do.

Do.
Do.

Global quota; discretionary
Do.

licensing.

V

a

Discretionary licensing.

Imports are prohibited during that portion
of the year when the domestic products
are marketed.

Global quotas; discretionary licensing
(other than Industrial use).

Discretionary licensing (other than indus-
trial use).

Imports are prohibited during specified
months of the year. The United States has

N protested these QR's.
Do.
Do.

Global quotas; discretionary licensing.

Discretionary licensing.

Do.
Do.
Do.
Do.

Licensing.
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TABLE 3B.--EUROPEAN COMMUNITY, DENMARK '--Continued

Tariff No. Commodity description Type of restriction/remarks

10.07 ................ Millet and grain sorghum; other cereals, except Discretionary licensing.
buckwheat and canary seed.

Ex. 11.02 ............. Cereal flours, except rice flour and buckwheat Licensing.
flour.

Ex 11.02 ............ Cereal groats and cereal meal, except maize Do.
grits, groats, and meal of buckwheat and millet;
other worked cereal grains (for example roiled
flaked, polished, pearled, or kibbled, but not
further prepared), except husked, glazed
polished or broken rice, and except worked
buckwheat aqd millet; germ of cereals, whole,
rolled, flaked, or ground.

11.05 ................ Flour, meal, and flakes of potato ................ Global quotas; discretion
Ex. 11.06 ............. Flour and meal of sago, manioc root, arrowroot, Licensing.

end other roots and tubers failing within head.
ing No. 07.06, except for animal feeding and
except salep.

Ex 11.08 ............. Starches, except salep; inulin ................... Do.
11.09 ................ Gluten and gluten flour, roasted or not ........... Do.
Ex 12.01............ Rapeseed, whole or broken ..................... Global quota; discretion
12.04 ................ Sugar beet, whole or sliced, or sliced, fresh, dried, Discretionary licensing.

or powdered; sugarcane.
Ex 15.01 ............. Lard and other rendered pIg fat; rendered poultry Do.

fat; except for technical purposes.
Ex 15.02 ............. Unrendered fats of bovine care, sheep or goats; Do.

tallow (including "premier jus ') producedfrom
fats; except for technical purposes.

Ex 15.03 ............. Lard stearin, oleostearin and tallow stearin; lard Do.
oil, oleo.oil and tallow oil, not emulsified or
mixed or prepared in any way; except for tech.
nical purposes.

Ex 15.13 ............. Imitation lard and other prepared edible fats ..... Do.
16.01 ................ Sausages and the like, of meat, meat offal or Global quotas;[discretioi

animal blood.
Ex 16.02 ............ Other prepared or preserved meat or meat offal Do.

of animals falling within heading Nos. 01.02,01.03, and 01.05, except pate do foe gras.
17.01 ................ Beet sugar and cane sugar, solid ................ Discretionary licensing.
Ex 17.02 ............. Others sugars, except milk sugar (lactose); sugar Licensing.

sirups, except lactose sirup, artificial honey
(whether or not mixed with natural honey);
caramel.

Ex 17.03 ............. Molasses, whether or not decolorized, except for Do.
animal feeding.

Ex 17.04 ............. Fondant, pastes, creams and similar intermediate Do.
products, in bulk, containing 80 percent or more
by weight of added sweetening matter.

Ex 17.05 ............. Flavored or colored sugars, sirups and molasses, Do.
but not including fruit Juices containing added
sugar in any proportion, except vanilla sugar and
vanillin sugar.

Ex 19.04 ............. Tapioca and sago; tapioca and sago substitutes Discretionary licensing.
obtained from potato or other starches, except
salep grain and flakes.

Ex 20.02 ............. The following vegetables prepared or preserved Global quotas (nonindu
otherwise than by vinegar or acetic acid: Beans, tionary licensing.
potatoes, red cabbage and peas and mixtures
containing any of these vegetables.

Ex 20.03 ............. The following fruits, preserved by freezing, con- Do.
training added sugar: Pears, cherries, strawber-
ries and mixtures containing at least 30 percent
by weight of any of these fruits-irrespective of
the size of the packings. Black currants and
mixtures containing any of these berries-in
packing with a gross weight of more than 2 kg
each. •

Ex 20.06 ............. The following fruits, otherwise prepared or pre- Do.
served, whether or not containing added sugaror spirit: Pears, cherries, strawberries and mix-
tures containing at least 30 percent by weight
of any of these fruits-irrespective of the size
of the packing. Black currants and mixtures
containing any of these berries-in packings
with a gross weight of more than 2 kg each.

Ex 20.07 ............. The following fruit Juices whether or not contain- Global quotas- liberal
ing added sugar, but unfermented and not con- quota for baby food.
taining added spirit: Of apples, cherries, rasp-
berries, strawberries, red and white currants
and black currants, and mixtures containing
juices of these fruits.

See footnote at end of table.

'nary licensing.

ary licensing.

nary licensing.

strial use) ; discre-

licensing. Separate
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TABLE 3B.-EUROPEAN COMMUNITY, DENMARK '-Continued

Tariff No. Commodity description Type of restrictionfremarks

Ex 21.07 ............. Sweetfat (mixtures of edible fats and sugar) ..... Discretionary licensing.
22.08 ................ Ethyl alcohol or neutral spirits, undenatured, of a Do.

strength of 80W or higher; denatured spirits (in-
cluding ethyl alcohol and neutral spirits) of any
strength.

Ex 22.09 ............. Ethyl alcohol, undenatured, of a strength under 80. Do.
23.02 ................ Bran, sharps, and other residues derived from the Licensing.

silting, milling•or working of cereals or of legu-
minous vegetables.

Ex 23.03 ............. Maizegluten feed .............................. Do.

I A certain continuation of the present Danish liberalization of agricultural QR's Is expected due to Denmark's accession
to the European Community and its adoption of the Common Agriculture Policy (CAP). It Is not presently possible to
Indicate the exact nature of any modifications of Danish QR's, as such modifications await Danish Government decisions.

TABLE 3C.-EUROPEAN COMMUNITY, FRANCE

Tariff No. Commodity description Type of restriction/remarks

Ex 01.OIAII .......... Uve horses ................................... Imports prohibited from SepL I-Dec. 31
Inclusive.

01.04AIb ............. Live sheep, other than purebred, for breeding ..... Licensing.
02.01AI .............. Fresh, refrigerated, or frozen meats of horses Quota.

asses, and mules, except fresh and refrigerated
hersemeat.

02.01AIV ............. Mutton fresh, chilled, or frozen .................. Do.
04.01 ................ Milk and cream, fresh, not concentrated or Do.

sweetened.
Ex 05.15exB .......... Animal sperm ................................. Do.
Ex 06.018 ............ Bulbs, onions, tubers, etc. In growth or in flower_ Do.
Ex 06.02AI ........... Vine slips, not rooted, and grafts ................ Prohibited.
Ex 06.028..B......... Vine slips, grafted or rooted .................... Do.
Ex06.02D ............ Hot or cold greenhouse plants, flowering or Quota.

budding.
06.02exD ............. Chestnut tree plants ........................... Prohibited.
06.03 ................ Cut flowers and flower buds suitable for bouquets Quota.

or ornamental purposes.
07.01AII ............. Early potatoes ................................. Quota and prohibition of Imports at certain

times of the year.
07.01AIII ........ Other potatoes ................................ Do.
07.0181 .............. Cauliflower ................................... Prohibition of Imports at certain times of
07.011) ............... Lettuce and endives ........................... theDear.

07.OIFII ............. Beans ........................................ Do.
07.011 ............... Artichokes .................................... Prohibition of imports from Mar. 15 to

June 30.
07.01M .............. Tomatoes ..................................... Prohibition of imports from May 15 to

Dec. 31.
Ex 07.02......... Vegetables, frozen ............................. Licensing.
Ex07.02........ Vegetables and edible plants cooked or not Quota.

frozen: Others.
Ex 07.03C ............ Dried and dehydrated vegetables ................ Quota: In process of phasing out quota as

the result of negotiations.
Ex 07.04A ............ Dried onions .................................. Quota.
Ex 07.04B ............ Other dried vegetables except truffles ............ Total ban on dried and dehydrated potato

products.
08.018 ............... Bananas ...................................... Quota.
08.01C ............... Pineapples ................................... Do.
Ex 08.04A ............ Table grapes .................................. Prohibition of Imports at certain times of

the year.
08.07A......... Apricots ...................................... Do.
Ex 08.09 ....... Melons ....................................... Do.
08.10 ................ Fruit preserved by freezing, without sugar ........ Quota.
08.11 ................ Fruits (except cherries) provisionally preserved in Do.

brine or other preservative solutions.
08.12C ............... Prunes, packaged for retail ..................... Quota: In process of phasing out quota as

the result of negotiations.
Ex 08.12F1I ........... Fruit mixtures more than 20 percent prunes ...... Quota.
09.01 ................ Coffee, whether or not roasted or caffeline-free; Do.

coffee husks and skins, coffee substitutes, etc.
12.05 ................ Chicory roots, unroasted ........................ Licensing; quota.
12.06 ........... Hop cones and lupulin ....................... Licensing.
Ex 13.01......... Chestnut tree wood and waste, wood bark and Quota.

bark wastes of resinous wood.
Ex 13.03AIV....... Vegetable saps and extracts; of hops, pectin ...... Do.
Ex 17.04 ......... Licorice extract ................................ Do.
20.01 ................ Vegetables and fruits, prepared or preserved by Licensing; quota.

vinegar or acetic acid.

a



15

TABLE 3C-EUROPEAN COMMUNITY, FRANCE--Continued

Tariff No. Commodity description Type of resttiction/remarks

Ex 20.01 ............. Other prepared fruits and vegetables In airtight
containers, except other preserved in vinegar.

Ex 20.02 ............ Mushrooms, other than those grown in woods ......
ExC ................ Canned tomatoes ..............................

Quota.

Do.
Quota: In pr

the result

101

20.03 ................ Frozen fruit with ae( I sugar .................... Licensing.
20.04 ................ Fruit, fruit peel, plants, and parts of plants pro- Quota.

served with sugar, except ginger. Quota.
Ex 20.05 ............. Fruit purees and pastes, etc., whether or not con- Do.

gaining added sugar.
Ex 20.06111 ........... Canned fruit, without alcohol added, but with Quota: In p

sugar added, except grapefruit in slices or pieces. (except or
result of n

Ex 20.07 ............. Certain fruit Juices, etc., whether or not containing Licensing.
added sugar.

Ex 20.07A ............ Fruit Juicewith a densitygmreater than 1.33 to 150C.. Quota.
Ex 20.0781 ........... Grape Juice with a density equal to or less than Do.

1.33 to 150 C put up In bulk.
ExBI ................. Mixture of apple and pear Juice ................. Do.
ExBII ................ Tomato Juice .................................. Quota: In p

the result
Ex 20.07BV ........... Tomato Juice of certain densities .............. Quota.
Ex 21.01 ............. Roasted chicory ............................ Do.
Ex 21.07 ......... Food preparations, nes, containing sugar milk Licensing.

products, cereals or cereal products (including
saccharine).

Ex 22.051Va and b ..... Wines, turned sour, stagnated, etc., unfit for human Prohibited.
consumption.

Ex 22.05 Va and b.... Wines of liquor, made of a standard solution of Do.
more than 18 percent acquired alcohol (aperitifs).

Ex 22.05 ............. Sparkling wines, other than liqueur and those Unspecified
assimilated to the system to controlled means
of origin.

Ex 22.068 and C ...... Vermouths and other wines containing more than Prohibited.
18 percent of acquired alcohol.

Ex 22.09 ............. Rum and tafice, vodka, other spiritous beverages Do.
which are not in conformity with French laws,
ethyl alcohol of less than 800.

Ex 22.10 ............. Vinegars and substitutes for vinegars, other than Unspecified
edible vinegars made from wine.

Ex 24.01 ............. Unmanufactured tobacco made up for a private Prohibited.
account and tobacco refuse made up for private
account other than destined for the manufacture
of nicotine.

E 24.02A, B, C, D.... Cigarettes, cigars and cigarillos, smoking tobacco, Do.
etc., for a private account and imported outside
of conditions indicated.

Ex 27.01, DEX 27.02... Coal, br;quettes, lignite ........................ Discretiona
Ex 27.04 ......... Coke and semicoke ............................ Discretion

facture o
Ex 27.07 ............. Toluols, xylols ................................ Discretiona
Ex 27.09-27.10....... Petroleum oils and oils obtained from bituminous Do.

materials.
Ex 27.11 ............. Petroleum gases (other than pure methane) ...... Do.
27.12 ................ Petroleum jelly, other than crude ................ Do.
Ex 27.13 .............. Paraffin and certain other waxes ................ Do.
Ex 34.03 ............. Lubricating preparation of petroleum or bitumi- Do.

nous materials.
38.14 ................ Antiknock preparations and similar prepared Do.

additives for mineral oils.
Ex 48.01 .............. Newsprint and paper for periodicals ............. Do.
Ex 49.02 ............. Certain French-language newspapers, Journals, Do.

and periodicals.
51.04 ................ Woven fabrics of man-made fibers ............... Do.
53.07 ................ Worsted yarn ................................. Do.
53.11 ................ Woven fabrics of sheep's or lamb's wool ......... Do.
56.07 ................ Woven fabrics of manmade fibers ................ Do.
Ex 60.05 ............. Outer garments.. . knitted or crocheted . . . Do.

not of cotton, other than accessories.
Ex 61.01 ............. Men's and boys' outer garments not of cotton.... Do.
Ex 61.02 ............. Women's, girlhl, and infants' outer garments, not Do.

of cotton.
Ex 61.03 ............ Men's and boys' under garments, not of cotton... Do.
Ex 62.02 ............. Bed linen tabe linen, not of cotton .............. Do.
Ex 62.03 ............. Sacks and bags for packing, not of cotton ......... Do.
66.01 ........... Umbrellas ar,d sunshades ...................... Do.
69.07-6.0i .... ...... Ceramic tiles .................................. Do.
69.11-9.12 ........... Tableware, of porcelain and other kinds of pottery. Do.
73.01 ................ Pig iron, cast iron ............................. Do.
73.02 ................ Certain ferroalloys, ............................ Do.

.82.09 ................ Knives ....................................... Do.

ocess of phasing out quotalas
of negotiations.

rocess of phasing out quotas
canned pineapple) as the

egotiations.

process of phasing out quota as
of negotitions.

restriction.

restrictions.

ry licensing.
ry licensing (other than for manu-
I electrodes or of lignite).
ry licensing.
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TABLE 3C.-EUROPEAN COMMUNITY, FRANCE-Continued

Tariff No. Commodity description Type of restrictionfremarks

85.15 ................ Microassemblies and certain other parts for radio Do.
and television apparatus.

Ex 85.21 .............. Transistors and similar mounted devices Incor- Do.
pirating semiconductors and parts.

Ex 85.25 ............. Insulators, other than of hardened rubber ........ Do.
Ex 88.02 ............. Gliders and aircraft, except helicopters of certain Do.

weights.
Ex 89.01 ............. Pleasure and sports boats not exceeding 250 tons.. Do.
Ex 89.02 ......... Tug boats of more than 7Wo hp and tugboat hulls.. Generally prohibited.
90.12 ............ Compound optical microscopes .................. Discretionary licensing.
Ex 90.8 .......... Certain electrical measuring instruments and ap- Do.

paratus.
97.03 ................ Certain toys .................................. Do.

TABLE 3D.-EUROPEAN COMMUNITY, IRELAND

Tariff No. Commodity description Type of restriction/remarks

01.01 ................ Horses, asses and mules, live ................... Discretionary licensing.
01.02 ................ Bovine animals, live ......................... Do.
01.04 ................ Sheep and goats live -------------------------- Do.
01.06 ................ Other live animals............................. Do.
Ex 02.01 ............. Meat and offals of bovine animals or sheep, capa. Discretionary licensing; licensing not ap-

ble of use as human consumption, fresh, chilled, plicable to Intra-Community trade under
or frozen, terms of Ireland's accession to EuropeanCommunitv.

Ex 05.04 .............

Ex 05.15 .............
07.018 ...............

Ex 08.11 -------------

11.03 ................
Ex 12.01 .............
12.03 ...............

Ex 12.09 .............
Ex 12.10 .............
Ex 16.01, Ex 16.02.....

Ex 20.02 .............

Ex 20.05, Ex 20.06,
and Ex 20.07.

24.01 ................
24.02 ................

Ex 31.03 .............
Ex 35.02 .............
Ex 60.03 ..........
Ex 73.35 .............
Ex 85.08 .............
Ex 85.20 .............
96.01 ................
95.02 ................

Guts, bladders, and stomachs of bovine animals or
sheep, capable of use for human consumption.

Fish products not elsewhere specified ............
Tomatoes, fresh ...............................

Apples, pears, plums, cherries, strawberries, rasp-
berries, loganberries, currants, and gooseberries
preserved in water without added sweetener.

Flours of leguminous vegetables ................
Oilseeds-rape and turnip seed .................
Seeds of sugar beet tobacco fodder beet, kale,

mangel, rape, turnip, tomato.
Straw ........................................
Hay .........................................
Products from horses, mules, asses, bovine ani-

mals, sheep, and goats.

Canned vegetables, prepared or preserved other-
wise than by vinegar or acetic acid.

Apples, pears, plums, cherries, loganberries, rasp.
berries, strawberries, currants, and gooseberries
(preserved In water without added sweetener) or
any pulp or juice wholly or partly derived from
such fruits.

Unmanufactured tobacco; tobacco reuse ..........
Man,'xtured tobacco; tobacco extracts and es-

sr nces.
Superphosphates ..............................
Egg albumen .................................
Stockings, socks . . . not elastic not of cotton..
Laminated springs for vehicles, and their leaves...
Sparking .e, . and metal components.......
Certain electric filament lamps ..................
Brooms and brushes ...........................
Certain other brooms and brushes ...............

Discretion~ary licensing.

Do.
Licenses are granted only during specified,

months of year.
Discretionary licensing.

Do.
Do.
Do.

Do.
Do,

Discretionary licensing; licensing not ap-
plicable to intra-Community trade under
terms of Ireland's accession to European
Community.

Discretionary licensing.

Discretionary licensing, licensing onjitems
Ex 20.06 and Ex 2!.07 not applicable to
intra-Community trade under terms of
Ireland's accession to European Commu-
nity.

Discretionary licensing.
Do.

Global quota,
Discretionary licensing.
Global quota,

Do.
Do.
Do.
Do.
Do.

S

102
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TABLE 3E.-EUROPEAN COMMUNITY, ITALY

Type of restrction/remarks

04.01 ................ Milk and cream, fresh, not concentrated or Licensing.
sweetened.

08.01B ... ....... Bananas ............................... Quota; licensing.
08.04exB..'....... Grapes for wine production .............. Licensing.
09.01 ................ Coffee, whether or not roasted or caffelne-free; Do.

coffee husks and skins; coffee substitutes, etc.
Ex 124 ............. Carobs (horse beans) .......................... Do.
Ex 15.10 ............. Acid oils from refining .................... Quota; licensing.
Ex 20.05 ............. Date, dried fig, and grape pastes, whether mixed Licensing.

or not.
E, 20.07 ............. Certain fruit Juices, etc., whether containing added Licensing; notable

sugar.
22.108 ............... Vinegars other than wine vinegar and substitutes Licensing.

for vinegars.
29.34 ................ Tetraethyl lead ................................ Bilateral quota,•

ly orange Juice.

4th Uninted States, but Is

33.01 ................
37.06-37.07 .......... .
38.14 ................
45.02 ................
50.01-50.09 ...........

66.03 ................

Essential oils other than terpeneless, of citrus ....
Cinematograph film ............................
Antiknock preparations based on tetraethyl lead..
Natural cork in blocks .........................
Silk worm cocoons, raw silk, silk yarn and woven

silk fabrics.
Parts for umbrellas, sunshades, walking stocks,

canes and the like.

Veflrally Un uun l O So it W as not 111111011.S. exports.
Do.

Screen-time quota.
See comment under item 29.34.
Discretionary licensing.

Do.

Do.

TABLE 3F.-EUROPEAN COMMUNITIES, NETHERLANDS

Tariff No. Commodity description Type of restrictionlremarks

18.06 ................ Choclate and other food preparations containing The Netherlands prohibits the sale of food
cocoa, products if they contain corn sirup as

an additive, or if they contain certain
other additives such as artificial colors
preservatives, etc.

19.02 ................ Foodstuffs (for children or cooking) made from See remarks, tariff No. 18.06.
flour starch or malt extract.

20.05 ................ Jams fruit Jellies, marmalades, fruit puree, and Do.
fruit pastes.

20,06 ................ Fruit, prepared or preserved .................... Do.
20.07 ................ Fruit and vegetable Juices ...................... Do.
Ex. 27.01 ............. Coal, briquettes ............................... Licenses reouired, but freely granted for

U.S. exports.
27.02 ................ Lignite ....................................... Do.
27.04 ................ Coke and semicoke, other than for manufacture of Do.

electrodes.

TABLE 3G.-EUROPEAN COMMUNITY, UNITED KINGDOM

Tariff No. Commodity description Type of restrictionlremarks

Ex 08.01 .............. Bananas ..................................... Global quotas from dollar area sources.
Ex 08.02 ............. Fresh grapefruit ............................... Global quota from dollar area sources

Scheduled for removal 1-31-75 as result
of United Kingdom accession to European
Community.

Ex. 08.10 ............. Frozen grapefruit, not containing added sugar-.... Global quota from dollar area sources.
Ex 20.03 ............. Frozen graepfruit, containing added sugar ........ Global quota from dollar area sources. Sched-

uled for removal 1-31-75 as result of
Kingdom accession to European Commun-
ity.

Ex 12.06 ............. Lupulin ......................... Licensing controls except from Common-
wealth.

Ei 20.05 ............. Fruit Jams and Jellies .......................... Global quota from dollar area sources.
Ex 20.07 ............. Grapefruit and orange Juice, except frozen con- Do.

centrates.
Ex 22.09 ............. Rum ......................................... Do.
Ex 24.02 ............ Cigars ....................................... Do.
Ex 27.01, .02,.04 ..... Coal, coke, solid fuels, manufacturers of coal or Licensing; requirement temporarily sus-

coke. pended since December 1970 due to coal

29.23 ...............
37.06,37.07 ....
57.06 ..........
62.03 ................

Sodium glutamate .........................
Motion picture and TV films ..................
Yarn and jute .................................
Certain sacks and bags ........................

shortage.
Embargo.
Screen-time quota.
Global quota.

Do.

Tariff No. Commod,'A description
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TABLE 31,--EUROPEAN COMMUNITY, WEST GERMANY

Tadff No. Commodity description Type of restrdctlon/remarks

01.04AIb ........
02.01AIV ........
06.02 ...............

06.03 ................

07. 01AI ..............
07.01AII .........
07.01AIII ........
07. 01D ..............
07. 01FI ........
07.0IFII .............
07.01GI ..............
07. 0GII .............
07. 01 M ..........
07.01P ...........
Ex 07.05A ............
11.05 ................

LUve sheep, for slaughter ................... Licensing.
Mutton fresh, chilled, or frozen-....."-............ Do.
Other live plants and roots etc., apple trees and all

forms coming from seedllnp or seeds, budding
or flowering Indica azalea, other budding or
flowering azalea.

Cut flowers and flower buds: Dianthers, roses, Do.
onion flowers, other.

Seed potatoes ................................. Do.
Early potatoes ................................ Do.
Other potatoes ............................... - Do.
Cabbage and endives ...... ............. Do.
Peas ......................................... Do.
Green beans .................................. Do.
Coledac ...................................... Do.
Carrots and turnips ........................... Do.
Tomatoes, fresh (May 15 to Dec. 31) ............. Do.
Cucumbers ................................... Do.
Beans and peas for sowing ..................... Do.
Flour, meal, and flakes of potato (including potato Lkcenslnc;

granules, flour for dumplings, mashed potatoes; Commui
excluding preparations with egg powder, milk de facto
powder, and other Ingredients for dumplings,
excluding starch).

9

not required within European
nity. Potato flakes for feed are
'liberalized

EX 12. 10 ............ Alfalfa meal ............................... Licensing; scheduled to be liberalized.
EX 16. 02Billb.... Prepared or preserved sheep meat or offals ........ Licensing.
19.02 ............ Preparations for flour, starch, or malt extract of a Licensing; applicable only to potato flour

kind used as Infant food or for dietetic or culi- (including potato preparations for kitchen
nary purposes, containing less than 50 percent, use containing other Ingredients; e.g.,
by weight, of cocoa. milk powder, egg powder, gralning

starch, spices, etc.). No license required
within European Community.

19.03 ................ Macaroni, spaghetti, and similar products ........ Licensing.
Ex 19.05 ............. Prepared foods obtained by the swelling or roasting Licensing; popcorn and cornflakes for non-

of cereal and cereal products. food use.
Ex 20. 01 ............. Cucumbers with vinegar In airtight containers ...... Licensing; imports containing alum are

prohibited.
Ex 20.02D ............ Asparagus with heads ......................... Licensing.
Ex 20. 02E ............ Sauerkraut in containers under 5 kg ............. Do.
Ex 20. 02G ............ Green peas and beans, mixed vegetables in con- Do.trainers under 5"k
Ex 20.02H ........ Potatoes, pre aredp n containers of less than 5 kg Licensing; not required within European

(such as French fried, chips, sticks, pancakes, Community.
and frozen peeled potatoes).

Ex 20.04 ............. Fruit preserved by sugar (drained, glace, or crys- Licensing.
tallized), except leel.

Ex 02.05 ............. Applesauce, whether or not containing sugar Do.
added; also all jams, etc., except orange marma.
ladeand quince jelly.

20.06Bi .............. Fruit containing alcohol in immediate packages of Do.
net weight under 4.5 kg except citrus fruit,
apricots, plpoe•les, figs, Fruit salad, fruit cock-
tail, tropical fruit and including mixtures.

22.08 ........... Ethyl alcohol of a strength 80 or more ............ Do.
Ex 22.09 ......... Other spiritous beverages containing sugar, of a Licensing; except for rum, arrack, cognac,

strength of less than 800. and liqueurs.
22.10 ........... Vinegar and vinegar substitutes .................. Discretionary licensing.
Ex 27.01 ......... Coal, and briquettes ............................ Global quotas.
51.04 ................ Certain woven fabrics of manmade fabrics ......... Global quota; discretionary licensing.
53.07 ................ Worsted yarn-- ----------------- Discretionary licensing.
53.10-53.11 ........... Certain sheep's wool yarn and fabrics ............. Discretionary licensing and global quota.
Ex 56.07 ............. Woven fabrics of manmade fibers, except fabrics Do.

for padding.
57.10 ................ Woven fabrics of ute ........................... Global quota.
Ex 60.05 ............. Certain outergarments ................. Discretionary licensing mndlor global quota.
Ex 61.02 .......... Women's, girls' and Infants' outer garments....... Discretionary licensing and global quotas.
69.11-69.12 ...........- Tableware and household articles of porcelain and Global quota.

other ceramic materials.
69.13 ................ Statuettes, fancy articles, etc., of porcelain and Do.

otherceramic materials.
85.25 ................ Ceramic insulators ............................. Do.

104

6
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TABLE 4.--FINLAND

Tariff No. Commodity description Type of restoction/remarks

Ch. I ................ Live animals ..................................
Ex ch. 2 .............. Meat and edible meat offals ....................

Ex 2.01 .............. Meat of bovine species, fresh, chilled or frozen....
Ex 2.01 .............. Pigmeat, fresh, chilled, or frozen ................
Ex 2.01 .............. Mutton fresh, chilled or frozen
Ex 2.06 ......... Piimeal, salted, In brine dried or smoked.
04.01 ..... ..... Milk and cream, fresh, not concentrated orsweetened.
Ex 04.02 ............
Ex 04.02............
04.03 ................
04.04 ................
04.05 .........
04.06 ..... .....
Ex 08.03 .............
07.01.101 .............
07.01.109,07.01.211...
07.01.219 .............
07.01.292,.293 ........
07.01.294 .............
07.01.410 .............
EX 07.01.420 ..........

Ex 07.01.491 ..........

07.01.499 .............
07.01.510, .520, .590...
07.01.704,.705 .709...
07.01.801, x 01.01.809.

Ex 07.01.851 859
07.01.905,.969........
Ex 07.05 .............

08.01.213 .............

Discretionary licensing.
All items covered by ch. 2 except whale meat

are subject to individual discretionary
lic=sing.Discretonary. licensing.

Do.
Do.
Do.

Milk and cream, preserved, or sweetened ........ Do.
Milk and cream, dried ......................... Global quotas; licensing.
Butter ....................................... Discretionary licensing.
Cheese ....................................... Do.
Eggs ......................................... Do.
Honey ........................................ Do.
Cut flowers and buds for ornamental purposes .... Licensing; imports restricted during specified

months of the year.
Potatoes ...................................... Do.
Potatoes, other ................................ Discretionary licensing.
Carrots ....................................... Do.
Celeriac ...................................... Do.
Beetroot ...................................... DO.
White and red cabbages ........................ Do.
Cauliflowers .................................. Discretionary licensing; imports restricted

during specified months of the year.
Brussel sprouts ............................... Discretionary licensin ; imports restricted to

specified months of the year.
Other cabbages ............................... Discretionary licensing.
Leguminous vegetables ......................... Do.
Tomatoes ..................................... Do.
Cucumbers ................................... Discretionary licensing; imports restricted

to specified months of the year.
Endives and other salad vegetables .............. Do.
Other vegetables .............................. Discretionary licensing.
Dried leguminous peas (not stained or dyed) and Do.

beans.
Fresh bananas, not cuL Fresh bananas, cut ....... Discretionary licensing; imports restricted

Ex 08.02 ............. Oranges, mandarins and clementines ............
Ex 08.07 ............. Stone fruit, fresh ..............................

08.08 ................ Berries, fresh .................................

Ex 08.09 ............. Other melons, fresh (except honeydew, ogen, and
water melons).

Ex 08.11 ............. Fruit provisionally preserved but not specially
prepared for immediate consumption except
pulped apples, citrus fruits, and other fruits
nspf.

10.01 ................ Wheat and meslin .............................
10.02 ..... ..... Rye ..........................
10.03 ..... ..... Barley ........................
10.04 ................ Oats .........................................
10.05 ................ Maize ........................................
11.01 ................ Cereal flours, groats and meal, other flours, malt..
11.08.400 ............. Potato starch .................................
Ex 11.08 ............. Starches (except potato) ........................
12.01 ................ Oilseeds ......................................
12.02 ................ Flours or meals of oilseed, nondefatted ...........
12.04 ................ Sugar beet and sugarcane ......................
12.10 ................ Fodder roots; hay, lucerne, dover, etc., and similar

forage producs.
15.01 ................ Lard; tallow; stearin, lard ......................15.03 .......... Oil, et...........................
EX 15.06 ........... Other animal fats and oils (excluding neat's foot

oil for technical purposes).
Ex 15.07 ......... Sbean, coIa, rape, and turnip oils .............
Ex 15.07 .... Other vegetable oils ex. tung, seamum, mustard,

and olticla oils olive oil for technical purposes,
castor oil, and bleached linseed oil, Inedible.

Ex 15.12 ............. Animal and vegetable oils, hydrogenated ex.
marine oils.

15.13 ................ Margarine, imitation lard, etc ...................
16.01 ................ Sausages .....................................
16.02 ................ Other prepared meat or offal ....................
17.01 ................ Beet sugar and cane sugar, solid .................

during specified months of the year.
Do.

Global quotas; licensing; imports are re-
stricted during specified months of the
year.

Imports are restricted during specified
months of the year.

Discretionary licensing.

Do.

Do.
Do.
Do.
Do.
Do.
Do.

Global quotas, licensing.
Discretionary licensing.

Do.
Do.
Do.
Do.

Do.
Do.
Do.

Global quotas' licensing.
Discretionary licensing.

Do.

Do.
Do.
Do.
Do
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TABLE 4.-FINLAND--Continued

Tariff No. Commodity description Type of rostrictronlremarks

Ex 17.02 ............. Grape sugar and sirups and other sugar solutions
(except for glucose).

Ex 17.02 ............. Glucose sugar and sirups; other sugars; artificial
honey (not Include caramel).

17.03 ................ Molasses .....................................
17.04.110 .......... .. "Fondant" pastes, creams, etc., with 80 percent or

more added sweetning content.
19.02 ................ Preparations of flour, starcl,, etc., for dietetic

purposes.
19.03 ................ Macaroni, spaghetti, etc ........................
19.04 ................ Tapioca and sago and substitutes ................
19.07.100, .900 ........ Bread and other ordinary bakers' wares, excluding

ships biscuits, crumbs, and rusks.
19.08.901 ............. Pastry and other fine bakers' wares other than

biscuits, wafers, rusks, cakes, and Danish
Pastry.

EX 20.01 ............. Tomatoes In airtight containers or other packings,
preserved by vinegar or acetic acid.

Ex 20.01 ............. 0 er vegetables, prepared in vinegar or acetic
acid except olives, capers, and asparagus.

Ex 20.02 ............. Other tomato preparations not in airtight con-
tainers.

Ex 20.02 ............. Other vegetables, otherwise prepared or preserved
excluding tomato puree and tomato prepara-
tions, olives, capers, and asparagus.

20.03 ............. Fruit preserved by freezing, with added sugar....
20.05 ............. Jams, jellies, and other cooked preparations ......
Ex 20.06 ............. Fruit otherwise prepared or preserved (excluding

unsweetened apple puree, roasted groundnuts
and nuts).

Ex 20.07 ......... Fruit juices ................................
Ex 20.07 .......... Vegetable juices (other than tomato) ............

23.02 ........... Bran, sharps, and other cereal residues ..........
23.03 ........ Beet pulp, bagasse, dregs, etc ..................
23.04 ........ Oilcako and other residues .....................
23.06 ............... Vegetable products of a kind used for food, nes...
Ex 23.07 ............ Sweetened forage; other preparations of a kind

used for feeding, except fish solubles.
Ex 27.01, .02 ......... Coal, briquettes, lignite ........................
Ex 27.04 ............. Coal tar ......................................
Ex 27.09 ............. Petroleum oils, crude ..........................
Ex 27.10 ............. Petroleum oils, other than crude ................
Ex 27.3 ........... Paraffin wax ..................................
27.14 .............. Petroleum bitumen ............................
71.12, .13, .14 ........ Semimanufacturedor manufactured items of silver

and gold.

Global quotas; licensing.

Discretionary licensing.

Do.
Do.

Do.

Do.
Global quotas# licensing.
Discretionary licensing.

Do.

Global quotas; licensing.

Discretionary licensing.

Global quotas; licensing.

Discretionary licensing.

Do.
Do.
Do.

Global quotas* licensing.
Discretionary licensing.

Do.
Do.
Do.
Do.
Do.

Global quotas; licensing.
Do.

Global quotas; discretionary licensing.
Do.

Discretionary licensing.
Global quotas; discretionary licensing.
Global quotas; licensing.

TABLE 5.-JAPAN I

Tariff No. Commodity description Type of restriction/remarks

Ex 02.01.1 ............ Meat and offals of bovine animals, fresh chilled, Quota.
or frozen.

Ex 03.01.22 ........... Herring, cod, yellow tail-fresh, chilled frozen.... Do.
Ex 03.02.21 ........... Cod, herring, yellow tail-salted, in brine, or dried. Do.
L 0 2.22 ......... Cod, herring-smoked ......................... Do.
Ex 3.03.21 ......... Scallops and cuttlefish-fresh chilled, frozen ..... Do,
Ex 03.03.22 ....... Scallops and cuttlefish--salted In brine ......... Do.
Ex 04.01 .......... Sterilized milk and cream with fat content of 13 Do,

percent or more, fresh, not concentrated or
sweetened.

04.02 ................ Milk and cream, preserved, concentrated or Quota;
sweelened (excluding sugared, condensed whole Cpor,
milk- sugared condensed skimmed milk bass
powder, whole milk powder, buttermilk powder above
and whey powder). given

04.04.1 .......... P c Se.............. .. .- Quota.
Ex 04.04.2 ............ Other cheese (excluding natural cheese) and curd- Do
07.05.1 .......... Small red beans .............................. Do.
Ex 07.05.2 ............ Broad beans and peas, excluding seeds (including Do

dried peas).
Ex 07.05.4 ............ Other dried leguminous vegetables excluding Do.

seeds (including kidney type beans).
Ex 08.02.2 ...... OrangeS, fresh ................................ Do.
Ex 08.02.4........ Tangerines, fresh ..................... Do.
Ex 08.11.2 ........ Oranges provisionally preserved by sulphur Do.

dioxide gas or other preservative gasses.
See footnote at end of table.

D

the Livestock Industry Promotion
imports on a nondiscriminatory

to keep domestio prices from going
e the guarantee price by more than a
i amount.
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TABLE 5.-JAPAN '--Continued

Tariff No. ' Commodity description Type of restrictlon/remarks

Ex 08.113 ............ Grapefruit and tangerines provisionally preserved Do,
by sulphur dioxide gas or other preservative
gases.

11.01.. ......... Wheat flour ................................ ... Do,
Ex 1101.2 ........ Rice flour, barley flour (including naked barley Do.

flour) and flours of Keo-Ling and other grain
sorghums.

1102.1........... Groats and meal of wheat and rice, excluding germ Do.
thereof; other milled wheat and rice, except
husked, glazed, polished or broken rice, ex-
cluding germ thereof.

11.02.2 ............... Groats and meal of barley (Including naked barley) Do
end Keo.tang and other grain sorghums.

11.07 ................ Malt, roasted or not ............................ Do
11.08 ................ Starches, inulin ............................... Do
12.01.2 ............... Peanuts, whole or broken ...................... Quota;

extra,
Ex 14.05.4 ............ Dates, denatured .............................. Do,
16.02.3 ............... Other prepared or preserved meat and offals of Do,

bovine animals or pigs; other preparations
chiefly consisting of meat and offals of bovine
animals and pigs.

17.02.100 ............. Grape sugar, not containing added sugar ......... Do.
17.02.200 ............. Malt sugar, not containing added sugar ........... Do.
Ex 17.02.300 .......... Milk sugar, not containing added sugar, less than Do.

90 percent pure milk sugar content.
17.02.410 ............. Rock candy, cube sugar, loaf sugar, and similar Do.

sugar.
17.02.42B ........... Other sugar ................................... Do.
17.02.500 ............ Sugar sirup ................................... Do.
17.02.600 ............. Caramel ...................................... Do.
17.02.700 ......... Artificial honey ............................... Do.
17.02.800 .......... Sugar and sirups, other ........................ Do.
Ex 20.05.000......... Fruit puree and fruit pastes ..................... Do.
2006.10 .1........ Pineapples, containing added sugar or spirit ------ Do.
Ex 20.06.120.......... Fruit pulps containing added sugar or spit ....... Do.
20.16.210 ............. Pineapples, other .............................. Do,
Ex 20.06,220 .......... Other fruit pulps and roasted peanuts ........... Do.
20.07.110 ............. Fruit juices, containing added sugar, excluding Do.

lemon Juice.
Ex 20.07.120 .......... Other fruit juices, excluding sloe bases and lemon Do.

Juice.
Ex 20.07.200 .......... Tomato juice, the dry weight content of which Is Do.

less than 7 percent.
21.04.110 ............. Tomato ketchup and tomato sauce ............... Do.
Ex 21.04.220 .......... Mixed seasonings, chiefly containing sodium Do.

glutamate.
21.07.100 ............. Food preparations containing added sugar, ex- Do.

eluding rations, peanut butter, sweet corn, and
Korean ginseng tea.

Ex 21.07.220 .......... ice cream powder, prepared milk powder for in- Do.
fants, and other preparations, chiefly consist-
ing of milk; food preparations of seaweed;'.mochi" (rice cake), cooked rice, roasted rice
flours, rice enriched with vitamin and other
similar food preparations of rice, wheat, and
barley.

27.01 ................ Coal, briquettes ............................... Do.
Fz 30.02.1 ............ Microbial vaccines and immune seums ........... Embarg

for he
41.02 ................ Cattle and horse leather ........................ Quota.
41.03.1 ............... Sheep and lambskin leather .................... Do.
41.04.1.............. Goat and kidskin leather ....................... Do.
Ex, 64.02.1 ........... Footwear-with upper of whole leather ......... Do.
71.12. ....... Articles of Jewelry, of precious metal ............ Discreti
71.13, 71.14 ........ Articles of precious metal ...................... Do.
84.0811 ..1......... Aircraft engines and motors .................... Quota;

for na
84.08.21 .............. Parts of aircraft engines and motors ............. Do.
84.52, 84.53, Ex. 84.54. Digital computers and accessories; peripheral Quotas.

equipment.
84.55 ................ Parts for computers ............................ Quota.
Ex. 85.21.2 ........... Integrated circuits with not less than 200 elements Do.

in circuit.
88.03 ................ Aircraft parts ................................. Discretli

tions
rity r
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does not apply to peanuts for oil
action.

o; GOJ claims restriction maintained
alth reasons.

orary licensing.

GOJ claims restrictions maintained
'tional security reasons.

unary licensing; GOJ claims restric-
maintained for national secu-

easons.

I Until recently, all Imports Into Japan required a license; for most Items, these licenses were granted automatically.
Effective Dec. 20,1972, all planned imports must be reported to a foreign exchange bank Instead of applying for an import
license from the bank.
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TABLE 6.-NORWAY

Tariff No. Commodity description Type of restricion/remarks

01.01-01.06 .......... All live animals (except asses, mules, hlnnies) .... Ucensing: quota.
02.01 ................ Meat and edible offals ...................... Licensing.
02.02 ................ Poultry meant and edible offais (except liver) Do.
02.03 ................ Poultry liver .................................. Do.
Ex 02.04 ............. Reindeer meat, frest, chilled, or frozen .......... Do.
02.05 ................ Unrendered pig fat and unrondered poultry fat, Do.

fresh, chilled, frozen, salted, in brine, dried or
smoked.

02.06 ................ Meat and edible meat offals (except poultry liver), Do.
salted in brine, dried or smoked.

04.01 ................ Milk and cream, fresh, not concentrated or Do.
sweetened.

04.02 ................ Milk and cream, presbirved, concentrated or Do.
sweetened.

04.03 ................ Butter ....................................... Do.
04.04 ................ Cheese and curd .............................. Licensing; global q
Ex 04.05 ............. Bird's eggs fit for human consumption ........... Licensing.

Other chicken's eggs and egg yolks .............. Do.
04.06 ................ Natural honey................................. Do.
06.01 ................ Bulbs, tubers, tuberous roots, corms, crowns, and Licensing; global q

rhizomes, dormant in growth or in flower.
06.02 ................ Other live plants, Including trees, shrubs, bushes, Do.. roots, cuttings and slips.
06.03 ................ Cut flowers and flower buds of a kind suitable for Do.

bouquets or for ornamental purposes, fresh,
dried, dyed bleached, impregnated, or otherwise
dried, dye, bleached, impregnated, or other-
wise prepared.

06.04 ................ Foliage, branches and other parts (other than Do.
flowers or buds) of trees, shrubs, bushes and
other plants and mosses, lichens and grasses,
being goods of a kind suitable for bouquets or
for ornamental purposes, fresh, dried, dyed,
bleached, impreganted or otherwise prepared.

Ex 07.01 ............. Vegetables, fresh or chilled (except artichokes, Licensing.
Spanish hops, capers, paprika) cabbage, pota-
toes, radishes, celeriac.

Cauliflower, beans, peas chives, lettuce, Do.
parsley, leek.

Carrots, cucumbers, tomatoes ............... Do,
Mushrooms ............................... Do.
Broccoli, dill, spinach ...................... Do.
Onions ................................... Licensing; quota.
Others ................................... Ucensing.

Ex 07.02 ............. Vegetables, preserved by freezing (other than Do.
corn).

Fried onions .............................. Licensing; quota.
Ex 07.03 ............. Vegetables, provisionally preserved in brine or Licensing.

other solutions, excpet olives and ctpers.
Ex 07.04 ............. Vegetables, dried (except garlic) ................ Do.
Ex 07.06 ............. Salep, Jerusalem artichokes, sweet potatoes and Do.

other similar roots or tubers with higher starch
or inulin content, fresh or dried, whole or sliced;
sago pith.

Ex 08.06 ............. Apples ....................................... Licensing: quota.

Ex 08.07A ............
Ex 08.08 .............

Ex 08.09 .............
08.10 ................
Ex 08.11 .............

'x 08.12 .............

11.05 ................

Pears ........................................
Cherries of all kinds ...........................
Gooseberries, red and black currants .............
Raspberries and strawberries ...................
Melons, other than honey dew and ogen melons...
Fruit, preserved by freezing ....................
Fruit, provisionally preserved in brine or other

preparations (except citrus fruit, apricots andpeaches). .rn an
Dried fruit, except apricots, peaches, prunes, and

blueberries.
Flour, meal and flakes of potato .................

Ex 11.06 ............. Flour and meal of sago, arrowroot, and salep.....
Ex 11.08 ............. Potato starch ................................
11.09 ................ Gluten and gluten flour .........................
15.01 ................ Lard and other rendered pig fat; rendered poutlry

fat.
16.01 ................ Sausages and the like of meat and meat offals,

blood.
16.02 ................ Other preserved meat or offals ..................

luota.

,uota.

United States has protested
those restrictions. I ne matter is notresolved.

Licensing.
Do.
Do.
Do.
Do.
Do.
Do.

Do.

Licensing; United States has protested this
restriction. The matter is not yet resolved.

Licensing.
Do.
Do.
Do.

Do.

Do.
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TAKLE 6.-NORWAY-Continued

Tariff No. Commodity description Type of restriction/remarks

Ex 16.02 .............

16.03 ................

'x 17.02 .............
19.02 ................

19.04 ................

Ex 20.01 .............

Ex 20.02 .............

Ex 20.02 .............

20.03 ................

Ex 20.04 .............

Ex 20.05 .............

Ex 20.06 .............

Ex 20.07 .............

Ex 21.07 .............

Ex 21.07 .............

Ex 89.01 .............

Turkey rolls .................................. Licensing; quota. United States has protested
restriction and quote was established as a
result of the article XXII consultationsMatter hs not vet resolved.

Meat extracts and Juices (except whale meat ex-
tracts).

Glucose ......................................
Preparations of flour, starch or malt extract, of the

kind used as inafnt food or food dietetic or
culinary putroes", containing less than 50 per-cent by wealth of cocoa.

Tapioca and sago obtained from potato or other
stitches.

Vegetable and fruit, prepared or preserved by vin-
egar or ascetic acid, except capers and olives.

Vegetables, otherwise prepared or preserved except
asparagus, olives, artichokes, and tomato puree.

Tomato puree In airtight containers with dry to.
mato content of less than 25 percent by weight
and in other containers.

Fruit, preserved by freezing containing added
sugar.

Fruit, fruit peel and parts of plants, preserved bysugar, except l~inger.
Jams, fruits, jelhesImarmalades, fruit puree and

pastes being cooked preparations, except those
made from citrus fruit and cherry pie filing.

Fruit otherwise prepared or preserved, except the
following in airtight containers: pineapples,
citrus fruit, apricots, peaches, nuts, ginger, sour
cherries, and mixed fruits (including fruit cock.tail).Fruit juices Including (grape must) and vegetable
juices, unfermented and not containing spirit
except citrus, pineapple, peaches, and apricot
juices or mixture of these.

Food preparations, nes: ice cream containing fat,
not containing cocoa.

Fat emulsions and similar preparations used in
manufacturing bakers wares, other than those
with less than 10 percent fat by weight.

Fishing vessels more than 10 years old ...........

Ucensing.

Licensing; quota.
Licensing.

Do.

Do.

Discretionary licensing; global quota on
onions, trled.

Licensing; does not apply to imports in con-
tainers of less than 5kg gross weight.

Licensing.

Do.

Do.

Licensing; United States has protested these
restrictions. As a result, certain of them
were liberalized. The matter has not been
resolved.

Licensing; global quota.

Licensing.

Licensing; global quota.

Discretionary licensing.

TABLE 7.-SWEDEN I

Tariff No. Commodity description Type of restrictionfremarks

02.01 ................ Meat and edible offals of animals falling under
BTN 01.01 through 01.04,fresh or frozen:

Horsemeat ................................ Licensing.
Pork ..................................... Do.

02.02 ................ Poultry meat and edible offal .................... Do.
02.03 ................ Poultry liver (except goose liver) ................ Do.
Ex 02.06 ............. Meat and edible meat offals, pork, salted, dried, or Do.

smoked.
04.02 ................ Milk and cream preserved, concentrated, or Do.

sweetened.
Ex 04.05 ............. Eggs not in shell,egg yolks ...................... Do.
,08.06A ............... Fresh apples ................................. Do.

Fresh pears ................................... Do.
Ex 11.08 ............. Starches ...................................... Do.
Ex 16.02 ............. Pork and poultry meat, preserved or prepared in Do.

airtight containers.
17.01 ................ Beet and cane sugar, solid ....................... Do.
Ex 17.02 ............. Other sugar, excluding inverted sugar, malt sugar; Do.

sirup and other sugar solutions; sugar coloring.
17.03 ................ Molasses, also decolored ........................ Do.

I No Industrial quotas are applied.
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TABLE 8.-SWITZERLAND

Commodity description Type of restrictionlremarks

4

Ex 01.01 ............. Live horses, for slaughter ....................... Discretionary licensing; global quotas.
Ex 01.02 ........... Live animalsof the bovine species, for slaughter .... DO.
Ex 01.03 ....... .Live swine, for slaughter ........................ Do.
Ex 01.04.......... Live sheep and goats, for slaughter ............... Discretionary licensing.
02.01 ................ Meat and edible offals of the animals listed In Do.

01-01-01.04, fresh, chilled, or frozen.
02.06.10 .............. Meat and edible meat offals of the animals falling Discretionary lcensing; global quotas.

within heading Nos. 01.01-01.04, salted, driet
or smoked.

Ex 06.02 ............. Young fruit trees and vine stock .................. Discretionary licensing.
ExO6.03 ......... Fresh cut flowers ............................. Licensing; Imports restricted during

fled months of the year.
Ex07.01 ............. Vegetables, fresh or chilled-Tomatoes, onions Discretionary licensing; global quota

(other than seed onions), asparagus spanish ports restricted during specified moi
pepper artichokes, eggplant, broccoli, green- the year.

ou csicAry, green salads, spinach,cauliflower,
brussels sprouts, kale, celery roots, chives,
parsleycarrots, and red beets.

07.01.32 .............. Seed onions .................................. Imports restricted during specified mo
the year.

07.01.40-07.01.42.... Seed potatoes and potatoes for food ............. Discretionary licensing.
08.06.10 .............. Apples and pears for cider manufacturing ........ Discretionary licensing; imports res

during specified months of the year
Ex 08.06 ............ Other apples and pears, fresh ................... Do.
Ex 08.07 .............. Apricots, plums, and cherries, fresh ............. Do.
Ex 08.08 .............. Strawberries, raspberries, blackberries, and cur- Do.

rants.
10.01.12 .............. Wheat and meslin, denatured ................... Global quota for feed grain and othi

stuffs.
10.02.12--..-- . Rye denatured ................................ Do.
10.03 .......-- Barley, for feed and seed ........................ Do.
10.04 ---------------- Oats, for feed and seed ........................ Do.
10.05 ................ Maize, for feed and seed ----------------------- Do.
10.06 ................ Rice, except husked, whether or not polished or Do.

glazed, undenatured broken rice, for animal
consumption.

10.07 ................ Buckwheat, millet, canary seed, and grain sor- Do.
ghum; other cereals.

Ex 11.01 ............. Undernatured rice and maize Tour and denatured Global quota only for feed use.
flour.

Ex 11.02 .............. Maize, grated, peeled, split; pearled barley, Do.
semoline, groats.

11.05 ................ Flour, me, and flakes of potato for human con- Global quota.
sumption.

Ex 12.01 .............. Oilseeds oleaginous fruits, walnut kernels, for Global quota for feed grain and othi
3nimai consumption, stuffs.

Ex 12.03 .............. Seed for sowing ............................... Global quotas apply only for a part
seed species.

12.04.01 .........- Sugar beets, beet chips ........................ Global quota for feed grain and oth
stuffs.

16.02 ................. Other prepared andpreserved meat or meat offal Bilateral quota on preparations of
except those based on liver, global quota on corned beef.

20.07 ................ Grape Juice, in casks, sweet cider and other, Discretionary licensing.
completely clarified and preserved.

22.04 ................ Grape must ................................... Global quota.
Ex 22.05 .............. Red wine, in casks ........................... Do.

White wine, in casks ........................... Prohibited.
22.07.10 .............. Cider of apples and pears ...................... Discretionary licensin .
Ex 23.02 ......... Bran............ .............. Global quota for feed grain and oth

stuffs.
23.03 ................ Waste in sugar and maize manufactured draff ..... Do.
23.04 ................ Oil cakes, and oil cake meal, carob bean meal, Do.

for animal consumption.

er feed

of the

er feed

pork;

er feed

TABLE 9.--tNITED STATES

Tariff No. Commodity description Type of restriction and remarks

106.10 ...............
106.20 ...............
115.20, 115.25 ........

115.30,115.35,115.40..
115.45 115.50,115.55,

115.60.
116.00-116.25 .........

Meats (except meat offal), fresh, chilled, or
frozen:

Cattle.
Goats and sheep (except lambs).

Fluid milk and cream, fresh or sour: Containing
over 5.5 percent but not over 45 percent of
butterfat.

Milk and cream, condensed or evaporated ........
Dried milk and cceam ..........................

Butter, and fresh or sour cream containing over 45
percent of butterfat.

Absolute quotas may be imposed by Presi.
dential proclamation if yearly ratio of
imports to production exceeds same ratio,
for the 1959-63 period.

Absolute quotas.

Do.
Do.

Do.
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TABLE 9.-UNITED STATES--Continued

Tariff No. Commodity description Type of restriction and remarks

116.30pt ............. Butter substitutes containing 45 percent of butter.
fat.

117.00 117,05 117.15, Cheeses: Blue mold, cheddar, edam and gouda,
1R7,20, 117. 5 sbrinz, romano, reggiano, parmesano, provoloni,
117.40 ptit., .55, provolette, Swiss or emmenthaler with eye for.
117.60, , *75, mation and other cheeses and substitutes for
117.81, 117.85. cheese (not made from sheep's milk).

118.05 ............... Other milk products (dried whey) ...............
118.25 ............... Ice cream ....................................
118.30 ............... Malted milk, and articles not specially provided

for, of milk or cream.
123.50 pt., 124.10 pL, Certain furskins, which are the product of the
124.20 pt., 124.25 U.S.S.R. or Communist China.

ft., 124.40 pL,
124.60 pl., 124.65

pt., IZ4.80 pl. Wheat:

130.70 ............... Fit for human consumption: Milled wheat
products, fit for human consumpion.

145.20.145.48 ........ Peanuts (except peanut butter) .................
Sugars, sirups, and molasses, derived from sugar

cane or sugar beets:
155.20 ............... Principally of crystalline structure or in dry

amorphous form.
155.30 ............... Not principally of crystalline and not In dry

amorphous form (with 6 percent or less by
weight of the total soluble solids).

156.30 ............... Sweetened chocolate (in forms weighing less than
10 pounds each).

157.10 ............... Candy and other confectionery, not specially pro-
vided for.

177.67 ............... Other edible animal oils, fats, and greases, de.
rived frcrn milk.

182.92 pt., 182.95 pt... Edible preparations, not specially provided for,
not of gelatin (if contain butterfat).

184.75 pt ............. Animal feeds, and ingredients thereof, not spe.
cially provided for (if contain milk products).

270.05 pL, 270.2560. Books and periodicals, in the English language....
270.63 pL, 273.60

30&10 to 300.20 ....... Cotton, not carded, not combed, and not similarly
processed.

300.40 pl., 300.45 pl., Certain waste and advanced waste of cotton, and
300.50 pt. fibers of cotton processed but not spun.

315.20 pt., 315.25 pL, Cordage, of hard (leaf) fibers, which is the product
315.30 pl. 315.35 of the Philippines.
3pt. 315.4014ýL 116-5

v3.6301.55 pt.,Apt.

415.05, 415.10 ........ Crude petroleum (including reconstituted crude
petroleum); topped crude petroleum; crude
shale oil; and distillate and residual fuel oils
(including blended fuel oils) derived from
petroleum ,shale, or both, with or without addi.
tives.

475.25 ............... Motor fuel ....................................
475.30 ............... Kerosene, derived from petroleum, shale oil, or

both (except motor fuel).
475.35 ............... Naphthas derived from petroleum shale oil, nat-

ural as, or combinations thereof (exceptmotor fuel).

475.4%, 475.55, 475.60. Lubricating oils and greases, derived from petro.
leum, shale oil, or both, with or without addi-
tives.

475.65 ............... Mixtures of hydrocarbons, not specially provided
for, derived wholly from petroleum, shale oil,
natural gas, or combinations thereof, which c(,n-
tain by weight not over 50 percent of any single
hydrocarbon compound-In liquid form.

Vessels, except yachts Foreign-bu:lt dredges and hovercralt in coastwise
and pleasure boats, trade.
3re not subject to
the provisions of
the TSIS. Accord-
ingly, . classifica-
tion (r such vessels
is not provided in
the T UfS.

Absolute quota.

Do.

Do.
Do.
Do.

Embargo.

Absolute quotas.

Do.
Do.

Absolute quota.

Do.

Do.

Do.

Do.

Quotas linked to copyright protection.

Absolute quotas.

Do.

Do.

Licensing fee system modifies QR alloca.
lions: There are no longer absolute
quotas.

Do.
Do.

Do.

Do.

Do.

Embargo

111



/ý



113

Study No. 7.-The GATT Balance (%f Payments Safeguard
Provision: Article XlI

CONTENTS
pag

The role of the International Monetary Fund (IMF) --------- 1
Surcharges and article XII ---------------------------- 2

French 1954 case -------------------------------- 2
Canadian 1962 surcharge -------------------------- 2
United Kingdom 1964 surcharge and 1968 import deposit

scheme ------------------------------------- 3
French 1968 measures ---------------------------- 3
U.S. 1971 surcharge ----------------------------- 4
Danish 1971 surcharge ---------------------------- 4

Amendment of article XII ---------------------------- 4
(M)



a

A

0



115

The GATT Balance of Payments Safeguard Provision:
Article XII

Article XII of the General Agreement on Tariffs and Trade (GATT)
permits a contracting party to the GATT to restrict the quantity or
value of imports to safeguard its external financial position and its
balance of payments under certain conditions.' The criteria for use of
import restrictions by a Contracting Party are that they shall not ex-
ceed those necessary:

(i) to forestall the imminent threat of, or to stop, a serious de-
cline in its monetary resetves, or

(ii) in the case of a Contracting Party with very low monetary
reserves, to achieve a reasonable rate of increase in its reserves.

The Role of the International Monetary Fund (IMF)
Article XV provides that, in cases involving problems concerning

monetary reserves, balance of payments or foreign exchange arrange-
ments, the Contracting Parties shall consult fully with the IMF and
shall, in such consultations, accept all findings of statistical and other
facts presented by the Fund relating to these monetary questions. In
reaching a decision in cases involving the criteria for use of import
restrictions under Article XII, the Contracting Parties are,.required
by Article XV to accept the determination of the Funmd.as to wluh con-
stitutes a serious decline, a very low level, or a reasonablpfrate of in-
crease of reserves, and as to the financial aspects bfothier'rmafters
covered in consultations in Article XII cases.

Notwithstanding the requirement to "accept" the findings of the
Fund on monetary and financial matters in Article XII situations,
Article XV specifically recognizes that the "final decision" concerning
whether the criteria of Article XII have been met rests with the
GATT Contracting Parties. The relationship between the GATT and
the Fund in this area has been describedd as follows:

The over-all "final" decision as to whether and to what. extent a Contracting
Party's import restrictions are necessary, and the over-all considerations con-
cerning the commercial effects of such restrictions, are exclusively in the province
of Contracting Parties, although in reaching such "final decision" the determination
of the Fund will be, no doubt, a very Weighty element. (IMF, 2 Staff Paper,
450, 1951)

I This paper does not address Itself to Article XVIII: 2, 6 which permits developing countries to apply
quantitative restrictions for balance of payments purposes, in light of the high demand for imports likely
to be generated by their economic development programs.
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Various Contracting Parties to the GATT have on occasion viewed
the Fund role as being very narrow and confined essentially to statis-
tical findings as to a Contracting Party's balance of payments and
reserve position. This view was expressed by some countries, for
example, during the discussions of whether the U.S. surcharge was
appropriate.
Surcharges and Article Xll

Article II justifies the use of quantitative import restrictions that
otherwise would be prohibited by Article XI when necessary for
balance of payments purposes.

Several countries have resorted to import surcharges or import
deposit schemes rather than quotas in situations which they con-
sidered met the balance of payments criteria for recourse to Article
XII. In some of these cases, the country imposing the surcharge
obtained a GATT waiver of its Article II obligations not to increase
bound rates of duty. In each case the surcharge has been tolerated
by the Contracting Parties although in some instances the report of
the Working Party examining the balance of payments measures has
expressed the view that the surcharge was inconsistent with the
country's Article II obligations.

The problems that have been brought before the Contracting
Parties under Article XII have not proved susceptible to easy solu-
tion. Generally cases have been handled on an ad hoc approach as is
illustrated in the following cases.

French 1954 Case
In 1954, France adopted a special temporary import surcharge on

certain imports. In response to a complaint filed by Italy against this
action, the Government of France explained that the import tax was
intended to serve as a temporal, and transitional device to facilitate
removal of quantitative impc., t restrictions that had been imposed
pursuant to Article XII. Thdi Contracting Parties, in a decision taken
in 1955, concluded that, whatever the motivation of the tax, it
increased the incidence of duties beyond the rates bound under Article-
II and that the situation justified resort by affected countries to the.
compensation and retaliation provisions of Article XXIII. France
agreed to remove the import surcharge as soon as possible and did so
on August 10, 1957. (France replaced the surcharge with a system of
import levies and export subsidies, which was later removed.) No
action was taken by other countries.

Canadian 1962 Surcharge
On June 24, 1962, Canada imposed an import surcharge on the

ground that such action was necessary to safeguard Canada's external
financial position and balance of payments. A GATT decision of
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November 15, 1962 expressed regret that the Canadian Government
found it necessary "to introduce temporary measuiob inconsistent
with Article II of the General Agreement" and recommended that the
remaining surcharges be removed expeditiously. No waiver was either
requested or granted, and the decision referred only obliquely to
Article XII ("Having . . . heard the Canadian Government's expla-
nation of the reasons why it took action through the introduction of
temporary import surcharges rather than through the introduction of
alternative measures. . . "') Canada removed the import surcharges
on March 31. 1963.

United Kingdon 1964 Surcharge and 1968 Import Deposit Scheme
The largest trading nation to resort to an import surcharge during

the 1960's was the United Kingdom. Article XII was invoked by the
United Kingdom on October 27, 1964 with the recognition that this
provision assumed that quotas and not a surcharge would be used.
The GATT established a Working Party to consult with the British.
The Working Party report stated that it was not disputed that bound
rates were increased by the United Kingdom inconsistently with its
GATT Article II obligations. No other GATT action was taken. The
United Kingdom removed the surcharge on November 30, 1966.

On November 27, 1968, the United Kingdom imposed an import
deposit scheme. A Working Party was formed to examine the United
Kingdom's measure. It concluded that the deposits were not more
restrictive than measures which the application of the provisions of
Article XII permits. No other action was taken. When the United
Kingdom terminated its import deposit scheme on December 4, 1970,
the Working Party considered its work terminated. The two British
cases indicate clearly that the GATT membership has been willing
to accept special trade measures (without a waiver) as an alternative
to quotas.
French 1968 Meaeures

The above cases have not been the only examples of the use of
trade measures other than quotas for balance of payments reasons.
In July 1968, following major civil disturbances, France cited the
language of Articles XII, XIX (escape clause) and XXIII (in a novel
reference to what is a complaint provision rather than a remedial
clause to be used in economic difficulties) to justify the imposition of
import quotas and the granting of export rebates on certain products
as a partial compensation for wage increases.

A Working Party was established to examine the measure. Certain
members of the Working Party expressed the view that given the
reserve position of France, the necessary balance of payments need
had not been demonstrated. There was particular objection to the
export subsidy related to wage increases, which some Working Party
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members contended might prove an unfortunate precedent. There
was agreement among the developed countries represented (other
than France) that the measures were not measures permitted by
Article XII. France announced the progressive elimination of the
import restrictions in October 1968, and the reduction of the subsidy.
The subsidy was eliminated in January 1969. The GATT made no
decision on the French action.

The United States, as required by domestic law, in August 1968
imposed countervailing duties on dutiable French imports into the
United States which benefited from the new French subsidy.

United Staten 1971 Surcharge
On August 15, 1971, the United States imposed an import, stir-

charge for balance of payments reasons. The United States did not
seek to justify its measure under any particular GATT Article but
stated that it felt itself entitled under Article XII to apply quantita-
tive restrictions on imports-a harsher action than the surcharge-
and cited the precedents of use of other measures. A Working Party
was formed to consider the U.S. measure. The countries (other than
the United States) which were members of the Working Party ex-
pressed the view that the surcharge raised tariff rates above bound
levels in violation of Article II of the GATT. They also held that the
surcharge, as a trade restrictive measure, was inappropriate given the
nature of the United States balance of payments situation and the
undue burden of adjustment placed upon the import account with
consequient serious effects on the trade of other Contracting Parties.

The United States terminated the surcharge effective December 20,
1971.

Danish 1971 Surcharge
On October 21, 1*71, Denmark imposed a temporary import sur-

charge scheduled to terminate in staged reductions by April 1, 1973.
Denmark did not claim that an import surcharge was explicitly covered
by any provision of the GATT but that its action had been within
the spirit of Article XII and that quantitative restrictions would
have had a more serious effect on other countries. The Working Party
noted that to the extent that it raised the incidence of customs
charges beyond the maximum rates bound under Article II, the sur-
charge was not compatible with the provisions of the General Agree-
ment. The membership was divided as to whether the surcharge was
appropriate.
Amendment of Article XII

A dilemma does exist between Article XII of the GATT and the
use of surcharges and other nonquota trade measures by Contracting
Parties in balance of payments emergencies. The drafters of the
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GATT clearly had quotas in mind in the article, perhaps because
they are the hardest trade measures to put into effect and because
they were the device most commonly used when the GATT was
drafted. However, it has become less and less feasible as time passed,
for administrative and other reasons, to establish quota systems during
balance of payments emergencies. When countries have resorted to
trade measures in balance of payments emergencies, they have found
import surcharges or deposits more acceptable because they are less
onerous, and more practical. In addition, countries have favored use
of surcharges rather than quotas since the former are less trade
diverting, less likely to discriminate among domestic importers and
among foreign suppliers, and thus politically more acceptable at home
and abroad.

Article XII should be amended to reflect the current collective
judgment of GATT members by explicitly allowing trade measures
other than quotas to be resorted to for balance of payments reasons.
Although, generally, governments recognize the extreme severity
of quotas and the stigma attached to their use and are reluctant
to use them, it is important that the agreed rules be workable, and
authorize measures which are most acceptable and economically
justifiable.

It has been argued that opening Article XII for amendment could
have results adverse to U.S. interests and those of world trade gen-
erally. To revise Article XII to enumerate such nonquota restrictive
measures as import surcharges and deposit schemes as acceptable
balance of payments measures would make their use more respectable
and countries might be likely to resort to them more frequently.
The ability of the United States and other GATT Contracting Parties
to control or modify their imposition and duration through GATT
pressure could be lessened.

On the other hand, on the economic issues involved, surcharges
are preferable because they do not isolate a country from the forces
of international competition as quotas do and are therefore less
objectionable than quotas.

A suggested alternative has been that consideration might be
given to pressing for resort to waivers under Article XXV where
trade measures other than quotas are employed. It has been urged
that this approach would have the advantage of making resort to
trade measures other than quotas subject to the approval of and con-
ditions imposed by the Contracting Parties. However, the application
of Article XII procedures whenever balance of payments measures
have been taken can offer the GATT Contracting Parties a measure
of control at least equal to the more formal waiver procedure.
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At the meeting of the International Monetary Fund in September,
1972, the United States proposed a variety of changes in the rules
governing the operation of the international monetary system. As
stated by Secretary Shultz, "if trade controls are permitted tem-
porarily in extreme cases on balance of payments grounds, they should
be in the form of surcharges or across-the-board taxes." These and
other changes in rules are currently under discussion in the IMF's
Committee of 20.
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Introduction

The reciprocal reduction of duties on imports-a central purpose of
the GATT---is based on the expectation that two-way trade will
expand if the theory of comparative advantage and international
market forces are permitted to operate more freely. By the same token,
there is recognition in GATT that trade liberalizations can cause
dislocations and injury to less efficient producers. In the long run,
these producers in importing countries are expected to shift to more
efficient and profitable activities. Overall, the export Wicreases growing
out of this shift are expected to offset the dislocations createdby ihe
increase in imports. In practice, however, financial and human re-
sources cannot be shifted easily into alternative lines of production,
particularly in the face of very rapid import increases.

The, need to deal realistically with the injurious impact of imports
resulting from trade liberalization measures was taken into account
by the drafters of the GATT. They did not intend, however, to make
it easy for GATT countries to free themselves from their negotiated
commitments t, reduce tariffs and other barriers to trade. The United
States was a prime mover in having incorporated in the GATT an"escape clause" patterned after the language of the escape clause
first introduced by the United States in its bilateral trade agreement
with Mexico in 1943.

The problems which arise from increased imports, however, are
varied and coniplex and no single solution has proven adequate for
dealing with every situation.' Therefore, GATT countries confronted
with substantial import penetration have not only tturnid to the
standard escape clause contained in Article XIX but also to solutions
which lie outside any of the GATT provisions.

GATT Provisions on Relief from Injurious Imports

Article XIX
Article XIX sets forth conditions which nmust be present before

escape clause action can be taken and procedures to be followed in
taking an action which meets those conditions. Member countries are
l)ermitted to suspend an obligation, in whole or in part, or withdraw
or modify a concession if as a result of unforeseen developments antl
the effects of obligations incurred under GATT, including tariff con-
cessions, there is such an increase in imports of a product as to cause
or threaten to cause serious injury to producers of like or directly
competitive goods.?

I Unfair trade practices such as dumping and export subsidies are discussed In another of ,:i.e papers.
I Although not dicussod In this paper, the major OATT trading countries have adopted some form of

adjustment assistance program to facilitate the adaptation of domestic industries to economlo changes,
including those resulting from Increased Imports. No provision is made in the General Agreement, how-
ever, for tbis type of assistance. In the United States, conditions under which firms and workers may qualify
for adjustment assstance are set forth In the TEA of 1962.

(1)
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Formal GATT consideration of specific cases under Article XIX
has not substantially clarified the meaning of such terms as import
increase, unforeseen developments or serious injury. An early prece-
dent was set by a GATT Working Party which exafnined a complaint
by Czechoslovakia against a U.S. escape clause action. In effect, the
Working Party held that the burden of proof is on the compl.inant
to show that the suspension of a concession or obligation under Article
XIX is not justified. The interpretation of the conditions justifying
escape clause action has been shaped, therefore, in large part by the
actions countries have taken pursuant to their own domestic law.

The remedy for serious injury or threat of serious injury is to suspend
the obligation, 'in whole or in part (including the obligation not to
resort to quantitative restrictions), or to withdraw or modify a tariff
concession on the imported product causing the injury, but only to
the extent and for such time as may be necessary to prevent or remedy
injury. The suspension of the obligation or the withdrawal of the
concession must relate causally to the increase in imports, and accord-
ing to GATT practice, be made on a non-discriminatory basis.

Import relief measures are permitted only "to the extent and for
such time as may be necessary" to prevent or remedy injury. A
country proposing to suspend or modify concessions must consult
with the affected member countries. While GATT contains no express
provisions for compensation, under qATT practice countries having
a substantial interest in the concession which is being modified or
suspended may request substantially equivalent compensatory con-
cessions. If agreement is not reached, the affected countries may sus-
pen(l, with respect to the country taking the action, substantially
equivalent concegsions in their own schedules or other GATT obliga-
tions provided the GATT member countries, acting jointly, do not
disapprove. The fact that retaliation is authorized on a discriminatory
basis serves further to discourage countries from taking unjustified
escape clause action.
U8e of Article XIX by the United States and Other Countries

GATT member countries on the whole have invoked the Article
XIX escape clause provision infrequently (see attachment). Since the
inception of GATT, 13 member countries, either individually or as
members of a regional group, have used the Article a total of 61 times.
The United States has invoked it 16 times, and Australia, 16. France,
Germany and Italy each invoked the Article twice; and EC has used
it twice. Canada used it 8 times 5 of them for farm products imported
mainly from the United States.
Other Forms of Import Relief Under the GATT

In some circumstances, member countries have preferred to act
under GATT provisions other than Article XIX. For instance, mem-
ber countries may withdraw a tariff concession permanently by enter-
ing into renegotiations under regular Article XXVIII procedures. A
case in point is the use of this Article by the United States with re-
spect to low-priced stainless steel table flatware.

I Precautions must be taken in interpreting this record of u=ogefo Artcle XIX in view of the many alter-
native forms of relief available both whin and outside the provisions of the Oeneral Agreement (see attach-
ment).
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Member countries may also take any action, under Article XXI of
the GATT, which they consider "necessary for the protection of...
essential security interests." The Mandatory Oil Import Program of
the United States, authorized domestically by Section 232 of the
Trade Expansion Act, could be justified under this provision of GATT.
Although not widely used, other countries have justified certain im-
port restrictions on national security grounds.

Article XXXV permits a country to withhold the application of its
schedule of tariff concessions, or of its obligations under the entire
agreement, from another country with whicli it has not entered into
tariff negotiations. A number of member countries have invoked this
Article on joining the GATT because of their fear that acceptance of
GATT obligations would load to serious market disruption at home
from competitive imports. Developed and developing countries alike
have singled out Japan as the primary target. of these actions since
that, country joined the GATT in 1955. For the most part, major
trading countries have disinvoked Article XXXV against Japan, but.
only alter obtaining trading commitments from that country in bi-
lateral negotiations. For example, Japan has agreed to restrain ex-
ports of selected products to those countries and, in some cases, to
consult whenever Japanese exports threaten market disruption in the
importing country.

Alternative Measures To Provide Relief From Injurious Imports

Tariffs can be increased unilaterally on items which are not bound
under the GATT, that is, products on which tariff concessions have
not been granted. Many countries have taken steps to avoid import
injury by raising duties on unbound'items.

Developing countries are largely insulated from competitive imports
which might be injurious to domestic industry through import re-
strictions. Some of these may be justified on balance-of-payments or
economic development grounds. Apart from residual import restric-
tions, some developed countries maintain discriminatory import re-
strictions on selected imports. Import restrictions of this type--pri-
marily directed against imports from Japan-are widespread in
Western Europe.
Export Restraints

The use of export restraints has also reduced the need for countries
to resort to Article XIX. Export restraints affect shipments of selected
goods which are ordinarily free of import restriction but pose a threat
to production in the importing country. While such actions might be
considered inconsistent with the requirem-ents of GATT Article XI,
complaints under that article against such procedures are unlikely to
arise, since the controls are imposed at the request of the importing
country that would be principally affected by the export restraints.

The most comprehensive example of an export control arrangement
is the Long-Term Arrangement Regarding International Trade in
Cotton Textiles (LTA) negotiated under the auspices of the GATT.
This arrangement affects much of the free world trade in cotton tex-
tiles by providing the mechanisms that enable exporting and import-
ing countries to control the growth of trade in cotton textiles through a
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network of bilateral agreements and by unilateral action. The ILTA
also assures that exports from participating countries will not be
restrained more severely than exports from nonparticipating countries
causing market disruption. More recently, export controls aimed at
avoiding market disruptionn have been extended to woolen and inain-
made fibers in some cases.

Less formal export restraints are also imposed by some countries,
)articularly Japan. These restraints may or may not result, from

bilateral negotiations between the United'States and the country im-
posing the controls. While they onr reflr•,f.d, in somoe eases, In writeln
"understandings," they are not embodied in internal t.ionhl agreements.
These restraints often are imposed by the exporting country to fore-
stall the imposition of import quotas by the importi' g country.
Japanese and EC steel producers, for example, restrain exports of
steel products to the United Sta'es under such an arrangement.

Export restraints are also maintained by major suppliers of fresh,
chilled, or frozen beef, veal, mutton and goat meat to the U.S. market.
New control levels are agreed upon with the supplying countries each
year and contained in bilateral agreements, which provide for both
export, and import, controls. Because of the control of imports provided
by these agreements, the President has suspended the quotas on meat
imports that otherwise would be required by Public Law 88-482 of
1964.

Japan maintains voluniary or official controls covering a wide
range of items to restrain the growth of exports to the United States
and other countries. During the fall of 1972, the Japanese Government
announced a new program to restrict exports to the world of 20 prod-
ucts or product groups, including passenger cars, trucks, motorcycles,
radios and cameras. These controls are to remain in effect for one
year from September 1972 to August 1973. The objective is to hold
the export growth of controlled items, which will vary by product,
to an average rate of increase of about 29 percent over the August
1971-July 1972 base period. A percentage increase of this magnitude
would be slightly less than the average rate of increase over the
preceding five years.
EC Surveilance and Safeguard Measures
P Another approach to avoid(ing import injury has been taken by
the EC in developing a common commercial policy (Council Regula-
tion 1025/70 of May 25, 1970).

Products which are free of import restriction are placed under
surveillance whenever there are indications that imports from third
countries threaten injury to Community producers of like or competi-
tive products and the interest of the Commiuinity requires such action.
Surveillance is exercised mainly in conjurition with the processing
of import documents by the member states. The member states
report monthly to the Cominmission on imports of these items, and the
Commission, in turn, informs the member states of these developments.

The safeguard measures are to be implemented when criteria
similar to those contained in GATT Article XIX are met, that is
"when a product is being imported into the Comniimnity in such
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increased quantities and/or under such conditions as to cause or
threaten serious injury to Community producers of similar or directly
competitive products". The Commission, Council, and the member
states each have an assigned role in carrying out the application of
the safeguard measures. In critical circumstances when a delay in
restraining imports of particular products would result in irreparable
injury to a Community producer, the Comimission on its own or at
the request of a member state can, for example, shorten the validity
period of import documents and require an import authorization.

Conclusion

The current problem of market disruption and injurious import
growth is not a new one. The rapid growth of low-cost Japanese ex-
ports in the 1950's together with a jump in exports of cotton textiles
from developing countries in the latter part of the decade caused
deep concern in a number of import markets. In 1959 the GATT
took up the question of the avoidance of market disruption and es-
tablished a Working Party to conduct a study. The Working Party
concluded that there were political and psychological elements to the
problem which made it doubtful that GATT -members would rely
solely on the standard GATT safeguards and give up the special
methods they had been using to dampen the rise in certain imports
from Japan and the developing countries. The Working Party urged
an approach which would provide for multilateral consultations aimed
at "constructive solutions" containin' procedurem for the orderly
expansion of international trade. The (GATTIn subsequently adopted a
decision which, in effect, defined market disruption but failed to agree
on specific measures to deal with the problem. The GATT did not
follow tip its decision with any practical steps in part because, as de-
cribed above, Japanese suppliers entered increasingly into agreements
to restrict exports and because order was broiighlt Into international
trade in cotton textiles through the Short-Term and later the Long-
Term Agreement..

While import restraints may at times be necessary, they do run
counter to an important objective, a freer allocation of resources
worldwide from which all countries would benefit. As the GATT
Working Party pointed out, however, the resons for these restraints
are often psychological and political, rather than economic. Every
country attempts to strike a reasonable balance between conflicting
goals.

Beyond an improvement in U.S. escape clause procedures, ways
should be found to meet the twin goals of trade expansion and a
healthy domestic economy. Discussions both in and outside the GATT
have been initiated aimed at finding better ways to deal with dis-
ruptive changes in trade patterns and to allow for a more orderly
adjustment by domestic firms to rapidly increasing imports resulting
from international market forces.
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Use of Article XIX by GATT Members

Australia
Alloy steels
Antibiotics
Casual footwear
Copper brass sheet and strip
Forged steel flanges
Four-wheol-drive vehicles (used)
Heat resisting qlasswaro
Knitted coats, jumper's, cardigans, sweaters and the like
Knitted shirts
Linseed oil
Motor mowers
Piece goods, woollen
Polyethylene and polypropylene twine, cordage, rope and cable
Printed cotton textiles
Refrigerating appliances, appliances, parts of
Timber

Avustria
Chicken eggs
Matches
Oilcakes
Porcelain

Canada
Corn
Frozen peas
Men's and boys' shirts
Motor gasoline
Potatoes
Strawberries (1957)
Strawberries (1971)
Turkeys
Woven fabric shirts

EEC
Tomato concentrates
Table apples

France
Foundry pig iron
Horse meat

Germany, Federal Republic of
Hard coal and hard coal products
Petroleum and shale oil

Greece

Electric refrigerators
Tires
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Israel
Radiotelegraphic and radiotelephone transmission and reception

apparatus
Italy

Foundry pig iron
Raw silk

Nigeria
Cement

Peru&
Lead arsenate and valves for industrial purposes

Rhodesia and Nyasaland
Cotton and rayon piecegoods

Spain
Cheese
Synthetic rubber

United States
Alsike clover seed
Bicycles
Ceramic table articles
Clinical thermometers
Cotton typewriter ribbon cloth
Dried figs
Hatters' fur
Lead and zinc
Pianos
Safety pins
Sheet glass
Spring clothes pins
Stain less steel aware
Towelling of flax, hemp or ramie
Wilton and velvet carpets
Women's fur felt hats and hat bodies
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Study No. 9.--The Most-Favored-Nation Provision

The unconditional most-favored-nation (M11EN) provision is the
cornerstouie of the international trade rudes embodied in the General
Agreement on Tariffs and Trade (GATT).

The. basic rationale for AMFN is that if every country observes the
lprincipl)ke, all countries will be•,efit in (he long rin through the re-
sulting more efficient use of resources. Furthermore, if the, 1rlIplelplC
is observed, there is.ess likelihood of trade disputes.

In essence the most. important GAT1T provision on AWN requires a
,.ATT contracting party to grant the. products of all other GATT

contractilig parties the samel treatment on iptjrtatfion that it, grants to
any one of them. A given jwodtwt of one G.V• 1A member will not be.
I)laced at a competitive disadva thigo as compared with the like product
of any third country.
History

The concel)t. embodied in the MFN clause has been traced to the 12th
century, although the phrase "most-favored-nation" (lid lnot appear
until the end of the 17th century. The emergence of the M eN provision
is largely att ribltable, to the growth of world commerce ill the 15th
and 16th centuries. At that time England aifd lollafid were coilipeting
with Spain and Portugal, and the French and the Scandinavians were
challenging the HIanseatic League and the Italian Republies. Each
country, seeking maximum advantage for its trade, fouild itself coan-
polled to grant concessions in return. Thie role of the MFN provision
was to link commercial treaties through time and between states. At
first the MFN provision applied to concessions granted only to speci-
fied states, but gradually the clause became generalized to apply to
concessions granted to all countries.

Thie. trend toward wide use of the MFN clause necessarily coilleided
with the, decline of mercantilism. The mercantilist. view that. in ally
commercial exchange one. nation wins and the other loses does not mix
with the concept of reciprocal arrangemnints implicit in the AMFN
p~rincilple.

The unconditional form of the. M FN clause-guaranteed equal treat-
ment. without requiring directly reciprocal compensa tion-was used
exclusively until the late 1,qth century. InI fact, conditioniil MIFN-
equal treatment. conditional ullii'i adequate cieipln.•mtiion-was inlau-
gurated in 1778 by tihe United States. l)urinig the first hal f of the 19th
century, the conditional form was common in treaties in Europe and
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elsewhere. The wave of liberalism that swept Europe in the second
half of the -19th century brought a return to use of the unconditional
MFN clause in keeping with the free trade sentim'e'nt of the time.
While European countries ultimately returned to the unconditional
form, the United States was consistent until 1923 in its adhorehce to
the conditional form. It should be noted, however, that in practice
only a limited amount of United States trade was affected by'reciproeal
treaties involving conditional MfFN. The-.. United States consistently
applied a single-schedule tariff to imports from all countries. Recipro-
cal treaties granting reductions from the general tariff rates were few
in number at. any given time.

The United States began granting conditional MFN with its first
treaty after independence, the United States-France treaty of 1778.
Article II provided that, "The "Most Christian King and the United
States engage mutually not to grant any particular favor to other
nations in respect of commerce and navigation, which shall not infimdi-
ately become common to the other party, who shall enjoy the same
favor, Freely, If The Compensation Was Freely Made, Or On Allow-
ing The Same Compensation, If The Concession Was Conditioiial"
(caps added). Similar provisions in treaties with Prussia (1785) and
Sweden (1793) served to establish the "Americain interpretation" that
special favors must be specifically bought.

The position of the United States as a newcomer to world commerce
largely accounts for its novel interpretation of the MFN clause. With
the colonial ties to the British Empire broken, the United States had
difficulty establishing an equal footing for trade with other nations.
France and Spain, as well as Britain, attempted to exclude the Ameri-
cans from trading with their overseas possessions. At the same time,
these countries sought to penetrate the American market. Given Eu-
ropean reluctance to grant initial reciprocity, the United States policy
was to establish high duties and grant. access to the American market.
only in return for access to markets controlled by Europe. Under the
circumstances then prevailing, the conditional MIFN clause enabled
the United States to maximize its bargaining leverage by offering no
gratuitous access privileges.

The American principle of conditional MFN had a growing effect on
commercial policy abroad, reaching its peak roughly between 1830 and
1860. The year 1810 marked the first conditional MFN clause in a
treaty between European states (Great Britain and Portugal). In 1824
the clause was introduced to South America, where it remained domi-
nant for the next 25 years. Of all European states, England was the
most consistent in adhering to the unconditional MFN form through
the first 'half of the 19th century, although the conditional clause was
not uncommon in its treaties during that period.
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Beginning with the Cobden treaty between France and England in
1860, the uncofiditional form of the MFN clause again prevailed in
European commercial treaties. The benefits of the Cobden treaty were
conditionally extended to other countries by France and uncondi-
tionally extended to others by England. It soon became apparent to
England that under this arrangement. the balance of advantages was
in favor of France. To compensate for this, England launched a suc-
cessful drive to conclude unconditional MFN treaties with other
countries. The unconditional MFN clause was used exclusively i:n
Europe after that time, in spite of a return to protectionism on the
Continent after 1815.

While the United States and Europe were consistent in following
their respective interpretations of the MFN clause during the latter
if9th century, practice in other parts of the trading world varied. In
South and Central America, for example, both forms of the clause
were used with no clear-cut pattern, although the conditional form
was used consistently in treaties between American states. Japan also
used both forms.

The divergent interpretations of the MFN principle during the late
19th century were largely a manifestation of the economic relation-
ship between the United States and Europe. World War I altered
this relationship dramatically. Following the war, the United States
no longer stood to Europe as an underdeveloped nation, dependent
upon Europe for industrial goods and capital, content to export to
Europe its ra.w materials. American products were now much in de-
mand in Europe and American capital financed European factories.
Therefore, in the 1920's United States policy changed, reflecting its
broader and more important export interests. By offering complete and
continuous nondiscriminatory treatment the United States sought to
obtain the same treatment from other countries, thus reducing dis-
criminaition against United States exports. Authority for the United
States to offer unconditional MFN was included in the Tariff Act of
1922 and implemented in 1923. The Trade Agreements Act of 1934
included an unconditional MFN provision and made it a requirement
of United States domestic law.

The GATT Provision

The main GATT provision on MFN, Article I J is a direct descend-
eut of the MEN clauses in bilateral trade agreements between the
l•nited States and other cottritlies. The provision reads as follows:

"With respect to customs ditties and charges of any kind imposed
on or in connection with importation or exportation or imposed on the
international transfer of payments for imports or exports, and with



respect to the metliod of levying such duties and changes, and with
respect. to all rules and formalities in connection with importation and
exportation, and with respect to all matters referred to in p)aragraphs
2 and 4 of Article III, any advantage, favour, privilege or imimunity
granted by any contracting party to any product originating in or
destined for any other country shall be accorded immediately and un-
conditionally to the like product originating in or destined for the
territories of all other contracting parties."

There are other MFN provisions in GATTI' in addition to Article I.
They apply to such matters as transit,, marks of origin, state trading.
quotas, the allocation of quotas, and nontariff prohibitions and restric-
tions. They all require nondiscrimination in these areas.

Tlie benefits to the U nited States and that part of the world follow-
ing the MFN princil)le, particularly since World War II, have been
impressive. World trade in 1948 amounted to $54 billion; by 1958, it.
had reached $95 billion. and by 1970, $280 billion. United States ex-
ports exl)anded from $13 billion in 1948 to $43 billion in 1970. A num-
ber of other factors were, of course, involved, but adlherence to MFN,
however qualified as time passed, deserves a good deal of the credit.

Exceptions to the GATT Provision

The GATT recognizes, however, that MFN remains a goal which
cannot., in all cases, be achieved. It. provides for a mlber of exceptions.
Many are required for practical reasons and, in fact, serve to reinforce
the GATT rules. Others were required for political and economic
reasons. For example, Article XIV permits discrimination in the applli-
cation of quotas justified on balance of payments grounds. Article, V1
allows imposition of countervailing and. aitidmiping dilties on sub-
sidized exports or imports sold at less than domestic prices, resultinig
in injury to domestic indust.ries. Paragraph 2 of Article XXIII
allows a country to retaliate against another contracting party which
has nullified or impaired benefits uhtder the GATT. Article XXI
deviations from MFN are i)einittcd for national security reasons.

The most significant GATT exceptions to MFN are fodiIid in two
Articles related in one way or another to the issue of preferential trade
arrangements. These are Article I: 2 dealing with-tariff profeilences in
force when the GATT was drafted and Article XXIV which proviides
for the forfiihtion of customs unions and free trade areas.

Article I (Paragraph 2)
Article I: 2 permits contracting parties which, prior to the GATT,

granted or received preferences under a variety of arrangements to
continue to do so. It also prohibits any increase in the inargins of
preference granted or received. United States preferences for the
Philippines fall under the provisions of this article, as do Co"inon-
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wealth preferences. The provision was written into the GATT when
it became clear that the persistent efforts of the United States to bring
an end to historical preferences would not succeed. The countries con-
cerned argued that their historic obligations made it impossible for
them to accede to an agreement which did not allow them to continue
to meet these obligations.

Developed countries have often sought preferences from or granted
preferences to their dependent territories or areas over which they
exercised political control. These preferences usually have taken the
form of preferential tariff rates. They have usually been specifically
excepted from unconditional MFN clauses.

The GATT provisions represented an effort to shift away from such
preferential arrangements. However, there has been, since 1958 par-
ticularly, a proliferation of such arrangements. Some of these. do not
fall under the. historic exceptions, but are in part a reflection of the
traditional aid and trade relations that existed before 1948; others do
not fall in this category. Most of these arrangements have been justified
by the parties as constituting customs unions or free trade areas. In
general, however, the ITnited States has contended that they do not
conform with the relevant GATT provisions. These arrangements
have thus given rise to the controversy between the United States and
its trading partners over the most significant exception to the MFN
principle, Article XXIV, which allows the formation of customs
unions and free trade areas. As far as preferential relationships of
the United States are concerned, the one with the Philippines is being
phased out, the arrangement with Cuba is inoperative, and the United
States obtained a GATT waiver for the auto pact with Canada.

Article XXIV-Customs Unions and'Free Trade Areas
Article XXIV permits GATT contracting parties to form customs

unions or free trade areas from which other contracting parties may
be excluded, provided the customs union or free trade area meets the
conditions set forth in that Article. A customs union is understood to
mean an area in which duties and other trade restrictions are elim-
inated on substantially all trade between the participants in the cus-
toms union. It also permits interim arrangements which lead to
customs unions or free trade areas within the meaning of Article
XXIV. In addition, substantially the same duties and othiir trade
restrictions m'iust be applied by the. members of the customs unioin to
those countries not members of the. customs union. A free trade area
must meet the first of these two criteria. The Article also contain's pro-
visions which were intended to result in as little adverse effect as pos-
sible, as a result of the formation of a customs union, on the exports
of couiitries not participating in the customs union. In short, the
negotiators intended that GATT contracting parties, which becaifie or
were members of a customs union or free trade area meeting the criteria
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of Article XXIV, be permitted to apply to the products of the other
members of such union or area treatment more favorable than that
applied to products of other contracting parties. None of the negotia-
tors could have foreseen the potential for controversy that would
arise. as a result of the uses to which Article XXIV has been put. The
problems which arose were to some extent related'to imprecision of
language, arnd to some extent to historical developments.

The customs union exception to MFN treatment was "usual" in com-
mercial treaties by 1933. The rationale at the time was primarily, if
not exclusively, a practical one. Customs unions existed, would con-
tinue to exist, and the parties to them would not grant MFN to third
countries if this meant termination of the customs union. When the
GATT was negotiated, customs unions and free trade areas were, for
various reasons, considered to be desirable and were put in one cate-
gory. Preferential arrangements short of a customs union or free trade
area were placed in the other categor,-undesirable. Two negotiating
objectives were therefore sought: td tie. down the conditions which
these desirable agreements would hal'e to fulfill in order to qualify for
an exception to MFN, and to eliminate or at least. freeze undesirable
agreements.

No distinction seems to have been drawn between what were re-
garded as the beneficial aspects of customs unions and free trade areas.
Both were seen as contributing to the movement toward freer trade
in that they removed obstacles to competition and made possible a more
economic allocation of resources. Governments backing European
integration together with certain less developed countries interested in
regional arrangements supported this view. The United States position
was to insist that Article XXTV contain language to assure the highest
possible. degree of economic integration. It was believed that other-
wise the increased trade with outside countries anticipated as a result
of integration would not take place.

But the attempt at precise language to tie down the conditions cus-
toms unions and free trade areas would have to meet was not wholly
successful. The, language of the Article is subject to many interpreta-
tions. Almost from the outset, there has been a dispute as to when a
proposed customs union or free trade area fully meets the criteria to
qualify under Article XXIV. Central to this dispute have been the
requirements that acceptable arrangemenits for free trade areas and
customs onions must encompass "substantihIlly all" trade and thit, the
duties and other regulations of commerce applicable to the trade of
contracting parties outside the. arrangement must not be "higher or
more restrictive" than those existing prior to the formatioh of the
free trade area or customs union. Another key issue was how to de-
termiibne whether interim agreements leading to the eventual formation
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of free -trade areas or customs unions met the requirement in Article
XXIV of a "plan and schedule" for their formation.

Theoretical Basis for the Exception for Customs Unions and Free
Trade Areas

Customs union theory states that the elimination of trade barriers
between trading partners will improve world efficiency if the trade
creation effect outweighs the trade diversion effects. If the trade diver-
sion effect is paramount, the result will be a decrease in world welfare.
Trade creation occurs when the elimination of trade barriers causes
a country to shift from its domestic higher cost producers to its part-
nor's cheaper production sources. Trade diversion occurs if the elimnina-
tion of barriers results in a shift from cheaper output of third countries
to the more expensive output of the partner.

Trade creation and trade diversion are inevitable effects of economic
integration. Dynamic factors such as improved economies of scale, the
stimulus of competition and the influence on investment can result in
important gains to customs union members.

Attempts to analyze the experience of viable customs unions such as
the European Community in terms of static and dynamic factors have
proved inconclusive. The net effect on world welfare as a whole is par-
ticularly difficult to determine.

GATT Practice-Customs Unions and Free Trade Areas
Apart from the existing regional arrangements explicitly excepted

from MFN when the text of the GATT was drafted, such as trade
between India and Pakistan (Article XXIV A11), thirty-four others
have been notified to GATT, not all of them under Article XXIV.
Eleven of those operate under waivers granted in accordance with
Article XXV :5. In none of the remaining cases did the Contracting
Parties take the action under Article XXIV which would have inealit
disapproval of the agreements; namely that of making recomnmenda-
tions to the parties as to how to bring the agreement in question into
conformity with its provisions. In this respect, one of the weaknesses
of Article XXIV is that there is no provision requiring approval of
such arrangements. Nor did the parties to these agreements seek
waivers for the agreements under Article XXV or XXIV:10.
Waivers under Article XXV would have permitted the agreemeits
to continue with the sanction of the Contracting Parties witholit being
brought into conformity with Article XXIV. Article XXIV .10 states
that the Contracting Parties may by a two-thirds majority approve
proposals which do not meet certain Article XXIV criteria provided
the proposals lead to formation of a customs union or a free trade
area as defined in Article XXIV.

Several types of agreements have been involved. Many of them are
regional arrangements between less developed countries. Others cover
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relations between former colonies and the metropolitan power which
continue or expand traditional trade and aid relationships. Several
are agreements between industrialized countries. A few, such as the
Greek and Turkish association agreements with the European Com-
munity, do not fit any of these categories.

The United States considers that most agreements notified to date
under Article XXIV do not meet the requirements of that Article.
Although the United States has received some support from other
countries its efforts to persuade the majority that this view is correct
have generally not been successful. The result of a GATT considera-
tion of such agreements has typically been a disagreed Working Party
report. on the issue of whether the agreement met Article XXIV
criteria for an exception. Tn some cases the agreements have been made
subject to periodic reviews.

The first major agreement presented under Article XXIV was that
covering the formation of the European Community. This agreement,
unlike many later agreements, contained a schedule for movement
toward a customs union as defined in Article XXIV. A series of
negotiating sessions took place over tariff levels, particularly on agri-
cultural products. The results were unsati factory to the United States.
Attempts to use these and later negotiations to deal with agricultural
problems were not successful. For many years the European Com-
inunity reported annually on progress toward a customs union.

In 198. at, the 25th Sevssion of the Contracting Parties, the European
Community notified the Contracting Parties that it would not. submit
any further reports since the customs union had been achieved. The
matter was referred to the GATT Council and at the 26th Session in
February 1970, the Contracting Parties adopted the Council's report
which noted the statement of the Council Chairman that any con-
tracting party could raise any issue on the formation of the customs
union on the agenda of the Council or of the Contratin g Parties.

The next. important exception to undergo examination was the Eu-
ropean Free Trade Area (EFTA) agreement.. The GATT Working
Party reached no conclusion on the compatiiility of this arratgnement
with GAT'T rules. The EFTA participhhnts took the position that the
agreement was fully consistent with Article XXIV requirotmynts.
Others, the United States included, argued that the participants had
not been able to substantiate this contention. These differing views
were recorded at. the 17th Session of the GATT in November 1960,
when agreement was reached that:

"The Contractinfg Parties have taken note of the provisions of the
Stockholm Convention as well as of the statements made by the repre-
sentatives of the parties to the Convention to the effect that their
governments are firmly determined to establish, within the tirnie-liniit
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provided for ill the. Convention, a free-trade area in the sense of
Article XXIV.

"The Contracting Parties feel that there remain some. legal and
pratical issues which would not be fruitfully discussed f further at this
stage. Accordingly, the Contracting Parties do not find it appropriate
to make, recommendations to the parties to the Convention pursuant
to paragraph 7(b) of Article XXIV.

"This conclusion clearly does not prejudice the rights of tlte Con-
tracting Parties under Article XXIV."

The examination of the EFTA agreement was followed by GA•,,T
consideration of the European Community's agreement with (Oreece
and 'I-irkqy. The United States position on these agreements was that,
although inconsistent With the provisions of Article XXIV at the time
they were entered into, the agreements cotild'be expected at some later
date to lead to full membership (and at that point they would be con-
sistent. with Article. XXIV). As NATO allies, closer ties with Europe
were very desirable. Furthermore, the effect on United States exports
was expected to be very small.

I)uring GATT consideration of these two agreements the United
States dlid not press the issue of consistency with Article XXIV, but
did see that concern on this score was reflected in the record. The
GATT documents on these agreements contain conflicting views on
their compatibility with Article XXIV. The G.A'1T Council noted
these vieus, and no further action other than periodic reviews of the
agreements was undertaken.

GATT consideration of other arrangements involving the European
Comnmunity has also ended in disagreement, on the issue. of their comi-
patibility with Article. XXIV. 1Included in such arrafigoffiits are the
agreements of the Community with 1 African countries which are
parties to the Yaoundie Convention, the agreement with the associated
(nonindepe.ndent.) overseas territories, and the agreements with o10-
rocco, Tunisia, Spain and Israel. GATT discussions of other arrange-
nients of the Community, such as the ones with Malta. Cyprus.
Mauritius, and tile. East. African Economic Coffimitlfity (comprisilng
Tmn.ania, Uganda. and Kenya) are still underway. The Commuiiity
and Turkey have agreed to a major revision of their arrangemenis,
which has not yet. been discussed in GATP. Tile Comnittfiity has nego-
tiated agreements with the United Arab Republic and withl Lebanon.

The problem has been compoutlded by the enlargement of the Corn-
mufiity. Enlargement involves three candidates for full membership
(thle United Kingdom, Irelafid, and 1)enhhark) aligning over a 5-year
period their tariffs with the common external tariff of the Comniifiity
and the eliminating of most trade barriers among theiiselves a1d
between the other members of the Cornnifunity.
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The Community has concluded agreements with those EFTA coun-
tries which did not want to become full members, namely Iceland,
Norway, Porttigal, Sweden, Switzerland, Austria and Finland.

In addition, agreements will be worked out with those developing
countries which have historically benefited from preferences, and in
some cases have granted reverse preferences, to one or another of the
Six or the more recent members of the Community. Reverse prefer-
ences are granted by some countries with which the Community al-
ready has arrangements and some of the less developed Commonwealth
countries.

Tile existing series of preferential agreements covering relations
between the Community and MediterrAnean countries were to be ap-
plied to the four acceding countries as of January 1973. The United
States has made it clear that it does not consider the agreements be-
tween Spain and Israel and the Community to be consistent with ftle
GATT, end has expressed its intention to request early consultations,
in accordance with appropriate GATT procedures, with the parties
to these agreements on their impact on United States exports.
Intra-LDC Regional and Non-Regional Preferential Agreements

There have been a number of agreenmehts among groupings of
LDCs to form eomronica markets. free trade areas or preferential tritd-
ing associations. Most of these groups have been mhade up of contiguous
states, but more recently, an agreement for preferential tariff reduc-
tions was concluded among 16 IjDCs located on five continents.

United States policy has been to encourage regional economic inte-
gration among LDCs as a means of achieving economic development
by lowering barriers and broadeninig internal markets. The United
States has recognized the difficulties for LDCs to adhere to agreemeihts
that would fully conform to the requirements of GATT Article XXIV
but has nevertheless pointed out that the benefits of integration are
most likely to be realized if the associations conform. The United
States has. however, adopted a praghlWitic applrtoal to this issue.
GATT working parties typically have been unable to reach agreed
coneltisions as to whltl.r the agreeoefints met the criteria of Article
XXIV and have required the parties to report aniffinlly on d•tvol6p-
ments. The mUnited States has pressed the participants to consider the
interests of third parties.

The ease of the Central American Common i Market (C(ACM) is
illustrative. When Nicaragua, the. ofily CACM country which is also
a party to the GATT, reported the signlinig of an agreement to fotimi
CAOM in 1900, it was evidenit that CACM did not coforiii" to Article
XXIV criteria. Therefore, Nicaragua requested and was granted a
waiver under Article XXV to particllifite in the agreement atiMd raise
some GAI"TI' bholiud tariffs. The terms of the waiver required that, Nica-
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ragua report annually on the formation of the common market and
that the entire Nicaragua GAT'T' schedule would be renegotiated when
the formation of it CACM common external tariff is complete. In the
meantime, contracting parties could pursue rights to compensation if
their trade is damaged.

GATT consideration of the Latin American Free Trade Associa-
tion (LFTA), an agreement between 7 (now 11) Latin American
countries to establish a free trade area, signed in Montevideo in 1960
followed a pattern similar to CACM. After an examination of the
Montevideo Treaty by a working party and the GATT Council, the
Contracting Parties at their 17th Session concluded that no decision
could be made on the coml)atibility of the agreement with Article
XXIV, that the parties should continue to report developments and
that the rights of all contracting parties were not impaired. The deci-
sion was not taken in the form of a waiver as was the CACM decision.
'rihe United States has consistently supported the establishment and
development of LAFT\A.

Other intra-LDC regional arrangements reported to the GATT
include the Central African Economic and Customs Union, the Arab
Common Market and the Caribbean Free Trade Area.

In 1968 India, Egypt and Yugoslavia put into effect an agreement
granting each other preferential treatment on about 500 tariff items.
The agreement among the three grew out of negotiations among about
20 TI)Cs initiated in the GATT during the Kennedy Round. Since
at the conclusion of the Kennedy Round these negotiations had not
produced any agreed concessions among the participants, the three
countries decided to conduct separate talks of their own. They hoped
that their agreement would serve as a model which the other countries
could follow or join. GATT consideration of the agreement, the first
case of a preferential arrangement that was nonregional, set an im-
portant l)recedent for further arrangements. In GATT committees the
United States took the position that the examiiiAitio~n of this agreement
should be thot -'igh, to inchtde a study of its consistency with the
General Agreement, the contribiution that it could be expected to make
to the economic development of the participants and the effect it would
hamve on third countries. The GATT Contracting Parties, at the 2-5th
Session. taking into accotint, among other things, that the agreement
was exl)eriminental, decided to allow the three countries to implement it.
subject to review by subsequetit sessions of the Contracting Parties.
Tihe United States concurred iii this decision.

The three-nation agreement was subsumed into an arrangement
among the '16 developing coIntries in 1971. In thAt year 16 LDCs
completed negotiations held under the auspices of the GATT to ex-
change preferential tariff reductions among themselves. This agree-
mioht was not designed to conform to the requirements of Article
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XXIV. Rather, it was an effort to liberalize trade among develop-
ing countries. At the 27th Session of the GATT Contracting Parties,
the participating countries asked the Contracting Parties for a waiver
under Article XXV to allow them to put the agreement into effect.
Since the documentation and waiver request was received only immedi-
ately before the Session, the United States took the position that the
agreement should be examined in a working party, on the grounds that
the arrangement did not appear satisfactory in all respects and that
not all the terms of the proposed waiver were clear. Furthermore, the
matter involved certain new princil)les and some potenItial trade
problems.

There was no support for this position. A vote was taken and the
other contracting parties approved the waiver. Tme United States
abstained.

MFN and Communist Countries

The United States imposes the statutory (column 2) tariff rates
on all Communist. countries other than Poland and Yugoslavia. Prod-
ucts of those two countries are assessed at the MFN rates. The denial
to Commitiuist countries of tariff reductions stemming from trade nego-
tiations since 1934 originated with Section 5 of the Trade Agreements
Extension Act of 1951. The Section directed the President to

"suspend, withdraw, or prevent the application of any reduc-
tion in any rate of duty, or binding of any existing customs
or excise treatment, or other concession contained in any trade
agreement . . . to imports from the Union of Soviet Socialist
Republics and to imports from any nation or area dominated
or controlled by the foreign government or foreign organiza-
tion controlling the world Communist movement."

As directed by thle statute, the Presid6nt withdrew all tariff con-
cessions from all CommUnist. countries, except Yugoslavia, which was
deffieed not included in the statitte. In 1960, the President determified
that Poland had shown the requisite indtepehdfece of the interattlolail
Commufhist. movement required by the statute, and MFN tariff treat-
ment was restored to that coiufitry.

Section 5) was sUi)eiseded by the Trade Exxpaiision Act nf 19612
(TEA). Section 231 of the Act required the President to withhold
MFN from "any country or area dominAted Or controlled by ('oni-
munisgm." Subsequent to enactl1en14t of the TE\A, Section 23 1(b) was
added to time TEA to permit exceptions for those countries already
accorded MFN treatment if the President deterimiined that the con-
tinutianee thereof was important to the national interest and would
promote the independence of such countries from interniitiohiial Com-
munism. Tile President determined that such was the case with respect
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to Yugoslavia and Poland. Tile legal effect of Section '231, as amended,
was to include among the countries denied MFN treatment, Cuba, the
products of which were already denied such treatmeiit under Section
401 of the Tariff Classification Act of 1962.

Since 1963, there have, been no legislative changes with respect to
MEN treatment for Communist countries. The proposed Trade
Reform Act of 1973 contains provisions which would authorize the
President to (a) enter into bilateral commercial arrangements to
extend MOIFN treatment to countries now subject to Column 2 rates and
(b) extend MFN treatment to countries which become a party to a
multilateral agreement to wlihich the United States is also a party, e.g.
the GATT. The implementation of such agreements or orders under
the proposed Act would be subject to a Congressional veto procedure.

Eastern European countries have shown increasing interest in par-
ticip)ation in the GATT. Poland acceded in 1967, Romania in 1971, and
Hungary is presently negotiating to join. The accession of Poland did
not pose a legal problem for the United States since MEN treatment
was autliorized for Polish goods. However, when Romania acceded,
inability of the United States to extend MIFN treatment required it to
invoke Article XXXV, which provides that at the time when either of
two countries becomes a party to the GATT, either may declare that it
does not consent to application of the provisions of the GATT between
tile two. If Hungary accedes the United States-will be obliged to
invoke Article XXXV again unless Congress meanwhile authorizes
extension of MFN.

MFN and Non-GATT Members

The United States, as required by law, grants MIFN treatment to all
free world countries, whether members of GATT or not. Most Western
countries follow the same practice.

While a number of countries are not GATT members, some among
them have accepted GATT obligations, including MFN. Together
with the members of GATT, these countries number 96 and their trade
acconltts for between 80 and 90 percent of total world trade.

The Generalized Preferences Waiver

A recent important derogation from tile MFN principle is the gen-
eralized preferences waiver, which was approved by the GATT Con-
tracting Parties on June 25,1971.

Mutually acceptable arrangements to grant nonreciprocal trade pref-
erences to LDCs were-drawn up over a period of years in the Organiza-
tion for Economic Cooperation and Development and in the United
Nations Conference on Trade and Development. Congressional author-
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ization is required in order for the United States to participate, and
this has been requested in the proposed Trade Reform Act of 1973. The
Government of Canada has obtained Parliamentary approval but has
not yet implemented a general preference system. All other major
trading countries have put their systems into effect. These systems
result in discrimination in favor of the LDCs, as opposed to the indtus-
trialized countries, and therefore are inconsistent with the MFN ob-
ligations of the contracting parties contained in GATT Article I.
Through GATT action these obligations were waived for a period of
ten years in order to permit the granting of generalized preferences.

Recent Developmnent8
Because of concern over the proliferation of preferential arrange-

ments, the United States proposed at the '27th Session of the Contract-
ing Parties in November 1971, that: (1) a schedule be established for
the Council to examine reports of countries participating in customs
unions, free trade area arrangements and interim arrangements; and
(2) the Contracting Parties establish a working party to examine
existing and prospective preferential and special trading arrangements
to determine the total imports at MFN and at preferential rates for
each GATT member and for GATT countries as a whole in the 1955-
1970 period. The United States also proposed that the working party
analyze and evaluate the trends and the implications of the trade
flows at MFN and preferential rates based on this data.

On the first United States proposal the Contracting Parties in-
structed the Council to establish a calendar fixing dates for the exam-
ination, every two years8, of preferential arrangements. The Council
subsequently approved a timetable for reporting dates.

On the second United States proposal, the Contracting Parties
decided that the Director General of the GATT, with guidance from
a working party, would undertake the statistical study but would limit
it to representative years in the 1955-1970 period. Preliminary statis-
tichl findings by the GATT Secretariat were released in June 1972 on
a restricted basis. The data confirm the U.S. contention that a signifi-
cant percentage of world trade is now subject to preferential duty
rates--about 25 percent if intra-EC trade is included. Further analysis
has been temporarily deferred because of the heavy workload of the
Secretariat in the context of the forthcomiiig multilateral trade
negotiations.
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Study No. 10.-The Effect of Foreign Exchange Rate Changes
on U.S. Trade and Tariff Concessions

Exchange rate changes and tariff reductions are related int tha, both
affect the prices of internationally traded goods. An exchange rate
change affects the entire range of a country's commercial and finan-
cial relationship with the rest of the world by altering the relationship
between its currency and foreign currencies. In the case of a coulitry's
merchandise trade, exchange rate adjustment usually imp)lies an
across-the-board price effect on all traded goods. In contrast to ex-
change rate changes, tariff reductions, whether undertaken unilaterally
or granted ii trade negotiations, apply to imported gools to varying
degrees since the level of the original tariff and the depth of the tarNif
reduction is not, uniform for all products,

The effect of exchange rate changes on U.S. trade and tariff con-
cessions is difficult to measure. Tihe effect depends on thle magnitttde
of the change, on (he extent to which the change is rellectil-i the
selling price of the traded item, and on the responsiveness of the traded
items to price changes. These factors can be expected to vary for every
country and every product, and also for every exchange rate aljtust-
ment. Moreover, in periods of rapid change in the internal economy,
changes ill consumer demand anid ill domestic price levels may be SO
pronounced as to obscure the effects of the exchange rate factor.

It is ap)parent that the exchange rate changes made by our foreign
trading partners have had mixed effects on U.S. exports. U.S. exports
were made more expensive relative to British goods by the United
Kingdomn's (levaloation of November 1967 and relative to French
goods by the French devaluiation of August 1969. On the other hand,the German revaluation of October 1969) tended to make U.S. exports
less expensive relative to German goods. Of even more-importance, of
course, the general exchange rate realignments agreed to on December
18, 1971 and Februtiary 13, 1973 should have a positive effect on U.S.
exports, as well as on tile trade and, overall payments balance. The
new exchange rate structure will make U.S. exports cheaper to foreign
buyers in many countries and make imports into the United States
more expeffisiv, codiilpared to (l16 sttl plio1dWltuin6 for prinllats of
counties whose curre-ncies became more expensive in relation to
the dollar.

While exchatige rate chaliges and/o!r alplpropriate dolilestic pol)Oies
have generally been the metliods used in the past to correct p)ayments
(liseqillitbria,'tariff and other trade nmeasmtes have on occasion beet
used to aid in restoring external et1ttilibriffim. ExaiplIles include
Gerliailny's itilitl0riIl tariff reduet ioiis ill 1955 and 1956, as well as the
teipfiiiary iltJ)oft surcharges employed by the U.K., U.S., anid
Deniiarlk (anlotig othOI.rs). 'Tlhe shedllei for staged lmiiltlemnQltation of
Kennedy Rolllnd tariff re'dult'fions was ac'eleratod by ('anada alld
Swvitzermlid for similar reasons. Recent policy stattemetlits by U.S.
officials, and certain provisions of the Adilthi itsration's l'l)lo5Cd
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Trade Bill, indicate the need for a closer linkage between trade and
monetary policies, given the present structure of the world's monetary
and trading system. For example, in exceptional circumstances and
for limited periods of time, deficit countries may need to have recourse
to commercial policy measures to protect their overall external
position. One use of such measures would be to enable a country to
get through a period during which more fundamental corrective
measures would take effect.

Depending on how exchange rate changes and tariff reductions are
used as policy measures, they can either complement or offset each
other in their effect on the trade account. For example, a currency
devaluation by a trading partner of the United States will tend to
discourage U.S. exports to and promote U.S. imports from that
country. A similar bilateral effect could be accomplished by a decrease
in U.S. tariff rates and an increase in the other country's tariff rates.
Unlike an exchange rate change, of course, an adjustment in tariff
rates would directly affect only the trade account in commodities
whose duties are changed, not duty free trade, or other aspects of the
country's payments accounts such as its international investment
flow and tourist expenditures.

The attached chronological listing of GATT tariff negotiations and
exchange rate changes by the major trading countries does not suggest
any direct relationship between exchange rate changes and tariff
negotiations.

in particular, it will be observed that while various rounds of tariff
negotiations were reducing tariffs multilaterally, there is no clear indi-
cation to suggest that exchange rate changes were used by particular
countries to systematically offset tariff concessions. In fact, the nuni-
ber of devaluations equals the number of revaluations. Thus while in
some instances'particilar cotiitries' tariff concessions may have been
offset to a degree by exchange rate devaluation, in an equal number of
cases they were enhanced by exchange rate revaluation.

a
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Chronological listing of trade negotiations and exchange
rate changes, 1947-70

GATT tariff
negotiations

1947 ..-- Geneva, 1947 ----------
1948 ................
1949....--- Annecy, 1949-
1950 .... Torquay, 1950_
1951
1952_
1953_
1954----------
1955 .... Geneva, 1955 (Japan)___
1956 .... Geneva, 1956
1957_
19 5 8 ---------------------------
1959_
1960 .... Geneva, 1960-61

(Dillon round).
1961
1962-
1963 ---------------------------
1964 ...- Geneva, 1964-67

(Kennedy rotind).
19-65 - --------------------------
1966-
1967-
1968-
1969-

1970 ----------------------------
1971------------------

1973----------

MIajor exchange rate
changes -

French (levaliation.
United Kingdom devaluation.
Canadian float. (revaluation).

German revaluation.

French devaltufation.

German revaluiation.
Canadian peg devaluationn).

United Kingdom devaluation.

German reviluation; French de-
valuation.

Canadian float, (revalUation).
U.S. (Ievaluati6o; German reval-

nation; Japanese 1revaluat ion.
General realignment (U.S. de-

valiation); (German revalufa-
tion); (Jap)ahese float); (float.
by major European cotintries).
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Study No. 11.--The GATT Provisions on Compehsation and
Retaliation

Introduction
I

Among the broad objectives of the General Agreement on Tariffs
and Trade (GATT) is the expansion of trade. among its contracting
parties (hereinafter referred to as member countries) through the
reduction of tariff and other trade barriers. To this end, the GATT
was drafted to embody trade rules banning, as far as was then con-
sidered possible, nontariff barriers, with the goal of leaving tariffs
as the only legitimate form of protection. The GATT also provides
a means for the mutual reduction of tariffs. In adheringto the trade
rules, GATT members have, in effect, agreed to an equivalence of comi-
mitment to specific obligations. In entering into multilateral tariff
negotiations, member countries have had as a common objective the
reduction of tariffs on a basis of reciprocity.

The uses of compensation and retaliation uider the GATT have
their roots in the overall balance of these reciprocal benefits and ob-
ligations. This paper examines how compensation or retaliation may
be used to restore a balance of trade advantages when it has been up-
set. An unibalancing of trade advantages develops between members
when a country takes an escape clause action under article XIX or
when it withdraws tariff concessions under article XXVIII. The bal-
ance may also be disrupted through other actions, whether or not con-
sistent With GATT, which undermine the value of a country's tariff
concessions or their commitment to the rules. In these cases, the pro-
visions of GATT articles XXII and XXIII apply.

Many factors in practice condition and complicate the carrying out.
of these GAATT procedures. A quick settlement can be reached if a
member country agrees to rescind an offending action. Ihlether as a
temporary expedient. or as a more permanent change, however, coun-
tries may attempt to justify their actions without. regard to their con-
sistency with GATT provisions. In some cases, efforts are made to
legitimatize the action by seeking a waiver of their GATT obligatiohs,
])-) invoking exceptions provided for in GATT, such as those for na-
tional security, or by interpreting GATT provisions in a manner
favorable to the case in point.

Considerations external to the. immediate issue can also delay or
frustrate. the resolution of trade disputes. Overriding political or se-
curity requirements may complicate finding solutions to a particular
trade problem. A member country may be, inhibited from pressing for
the settlement of a dispute arising from foreign practices because they
are essentially similar to its own. Efforts to resolve some digpittes may
be deferred because raising them would likely jeopardize chances for -
settlihg other more important. issues. Individual member countries
also take into account the cost-benefit relationship in deciding on a
course of action to correct an impairment or nullification of its GAIT
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rights. The resources required to rectify the balance of trade ad-
vantages in some cases might better be. directed elsewhere, particularly
when the benefits are inconsequential in trade terms, or when the po-
litical cost would outweigh the economic benefits.

The GATT sets forth road procedures to be followed in settling dis-
agreements. Underlying these is the l)rinciple of coitugltation. When
informal consultations fail, the parties at issue may refer a problem
to the GATT member countries acting jointly. The primary role of
the other member countries is such case.,, however, is to serve as a
catalyst in facilitating the resolution of a dispute between the parties
concerned. Safeguards are also built into the procedures to discourage
intemperate actions, reflecting the strong desire of the GA'rT drafters
to avoid the trade retaliation and counterretaliation which contributed
to the sharp decline in world trade in the period before World War II.

Articles XIX and XXVIII-Maintaining the Balance of
Tariff Concessions

Article XIX authorizes member countries to suspend olblignti6ils or
withdraw tariff concessions when unforeseen developments consequent
to these obligations or concessions lead to an increase in imports that
cause 6r threaten to cause serious injury to domestic producers Though
these actions are to be taken on a nondliscriminatory basis, the. impact
of the restrictive measures falls most heavily on principal suppliers
of affected products. A country takiig emergency action under this
article is required to afford couiitries having a substantial export
interest in the products concerned an opportunity to consult. Ordi.'
narilv, the consultations take place after, rather ithan before. the ac-
tion is taken. No express provision is made in the GATT for payment
of compensation. although in practice compensation has been used
to reestablish the balance Of concessions.

The United States, for example, consulted with Canada during
,Tune 1971 after a teml)orary surtax was iml)osed on imports (if frozen
and fresh strawberries iinto fliht country. Canada justified its action
under article XIX as necessary to meet the "threat of serious injury
to growers from imports at disruptively low prices." Duringg the
consultations, Canada -agreed to -remove the levy on fresh and proc-
essed strawberries by certain dates acceptal)le to the ITnited States.
Canada also offered certain compei.satory concessions which the United
States accepted. This issue is now considered closed.

If no agreement can be reached during consultations with respect
to the action taken hinder article XIX, countries which have a sub-
stantial interest in the products concerned are free to suspend sub-
stantially equivalent concessions or other obligations (the suspension
of whichi the member countries do n6t. dlisalpprove) with respect "to
the trade of thle contracting party taking stch action," that is. to suis-
pend concessions only with respect. to thie ot~fiding party. The Euro-
pean Communinhties (EC) in taking action iii1960 tin Ite nited
States provides an ex.ami)lfe of the ue.v of this provisioli. Tl.e U1nited
States increased its customs duties on imports of sheet zla~s and
Wilton carpets under article XIX. The EC consulted with the United
States on this action. but. no satisfactory settlement materialivid. The
ECr then retaliated by raising its customs duties on imports from the

154 !2



United States of polyethylene, polystyrene and its copolyiners; wovelt
fabrics of synthetic iibers; woven fabrics of artificial fibers, varnishes,
lacquers and an assortment of other paints and enamels. The EC also
withheld Kennedy Round tariff cuts on imports from the United
States of the affected items, thereby increasing the severity of its re-
taliatory action. Subsequently the EC reduced the duty rates on these
items coming from the United States as a counterpart to the ri•tora-
tion by the United States of customs duties in effect prior to the escape
clause action for sore, of the products covered in its article XIX ac-
tion.

Article XXVIII allows member countries to withdraw or modify
tariff rates bound in the GATT schedules at agreed 3-year intervals
(so-called "open season") and at other tinies under specified special
circumstances. Negotiations to effect these changes are normally held
a r the egiig of each 3-year period with countries having a sub-
stantial interest in the tariff concession. The "renegotiation" sessionS
concern essentially the replacement of eoncesmions withdrawn or modi-
fied with concessi ons of equivaleiit, value so that the general level of
recipr4cal tariff eoneessiis •vlhqh xisted prior to-the iegbttionS s
maintained. A party whose trade is adversely affected may find, how-
ever. that the comipensatorv offer is unacceptable. When thlis happens,
the. original modifications in the tariff schedules are allowed to stand,
but the parties affected by this action are then free to withdraw or
modify equivalent concessions in their own tariff schehdlles to restore
the. balance of conce.sions. Such changes are generalized under the
GATT's MFN principle and tHils affect the trade of all member coun-
tries of (IAT'P and not. just thle offending party.

In the so-called chicken war, the Vnited" States suspended tariff
concessions thereby raising its tariff on selected items of trade interest
to the EC under article XXVIII in reaction to a Communiiit action.
The Comniiuuiitv announced in 1960 its plan to apply vAriabl)e levies
in place of the separate tariff schedules of tile nmembler states to imports
of poitltry-among other agriciltural products. The United States
had further talks with the Co1mufiity after the common agricultural
policy for poultry went into effect in 9July 1962, but these efforts to
reach an acceptable solution also failed. The United States then an-
nounced its intention to suspend equivalent concessions negotiated
i~iih the .'Coiniutinit,. However, pii adies at iiitei'est Were far i'-par"'it in
the estimates of trade impaired. Consequently, a special GATT panel
met and decided that the value of the tariff unbindings resulting from
the CAP on poultry was $26 million, a judgment which both the
Irniited States and tfhe. Community accepted. In December 1963, the
United States announced the suspension of trade agreement rates and
the return to higher statutory rates. effective ,January T, 1964, for
trucks valued over $1,000, brandy valued over $9 per gallon, potato
starch, and dextrine.

Articles XXII and XXIII-Resolving Trade Disputes

Article XXII provides for consultation on any matter affecting the
operation 6f GATT and for each member country to give sympathetic
consideration to such representation as other countries may make. The
article also provides that the member countries acting jointly may,
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at the request of any country, consult with any contracting party or
parties regarding any matter not satisfactorily resolved between the
parties to a dispute.

Recourse to article XXIII represents a more serious step. A country
may resort to this procedure when (1) benefits accruing to it under
the agreement are nullified or impaired or (2) the attainment of an
objective of the agreement is impeded. Such impediments may arise
from various situations, including the failure of another country to
carry out its obligations under the agreement, or as a result of an
action by that country, whether or not it conflicts with the provisions
of the agreement. The first step in article XXIII actions is essentially
the same as that in article XXII. At this stage (article XXIII: 1),
consultations are held directly between the concerned parties with a
view to the satisfactory adjustment of the matter, but based on written
representations or proposals from the aggrieved party.

If the consultations do not lead to a satisfactory adjustment between
the parties concerned within a reasonable period, the problem may be
referred under article XXIII: 2 to the member countries acting
jointly for investigation and approl)riate, recommendation or ruling.
The term "ruling" in this context refers to determinations regarding
differences on points of interpretation of GATT provisions or facts.
(Ai immediate move from article XXII to article XXIII: 2 is per-
mitted because consultations under article XXII are considered as
fulfilling the requirements of article XXIII: 1.)

The member countries acting jointly, for example, may rule that
a particular measure at issue is inconsistent with GATT and rec-
ommend its removal. If the situation is considered serious enough to
justify such action, the member countries may authorize one party to
suspend the application to any other party-and that party alone-
of such concessions or obligations under the agreement as the member
countries jointly determine to be approprih ýe.

Use of Articles XXII and XXIII

By Other Countries
GATT member countries have agreed only once to the use of the

authorization cofitained in article XXIII: 2 to suspend concessions
or obligations. Although the measure was not actually implemented,
the Netherlands was authorized in 1953 to impose a specific import
quota on U.S. wheat flour to offset the larm f-l effects on iDutch ex-
ports of dairy products resulting from U.S. restrictions on cheese
imports under the Defense Production Act. Notwithstanding the fact
that a formal authorization has been granted only one time, foreign
governments have on a number of occasions openly declared their
intention of hav ing recourse to article XXIII to underscore their con-
cern over particular actions by another country or to mount pressures
on the 6ffendinh country for an accommodating response.

Recoufrse' to these proce(lires by foreign governments has generally
fallen short, in practice, of seeking authorization to suspend con-
cessions or obligations. For exampýiile, at the request of Malawi, the
United States in 1967 consulted tinder article XXII: 1 and XXII: 2
with respect to a U.S. subsidy of 5 cents per poncld on exports of
unmani ufactured tobwceo. Mal'awi and other countries with a trade
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inlWtedt, .however, were unable to demonorate conchusjvdly tJaW th•
U.S:guubidy had -adversely 'afftced their tya~1e. Thl :1niodlai.

also agreed to consult in 1968, hfd111969 with' the EC, first u~de'r i~'-
cle. XXII and stibftentntly under article XXIII: 1 f. n the aIlgeM4
impairment of IU:S. ariff con~essiois 'to the EC arising from0 legis-
Iativ/e changes affecting the U.S. duty on iniports Of reprofpe•d w*66
fabt'ic. Settlement. if this issue is still Pending. '

The United States a Led to hold initi cosndtJ~ioDswiththe EC
in April'1970 and with spain in FebruirY 1971 undei'artihle'XX IJ:':
on tie U.S. import prohibition ap.plcableto al firearms "not si abl6
for spoAng, purposes" under* tJiW'.8L.. Gun Control Act Qf 1900 And,
its implementing reg, ulations Spain and- tie EC -noted that the U.S.
action nullified a V.S. tPriff concession* to that qountry. Thý' case
is still pending. MeXnwhile, the U.S. GovernmeitA has' been studying
results of tests to establish objective* standards for firearms Pileparh-
tory to submitting legiltv rpsl0ory submittn eislative proposals applicable to both the 'itiib ta-

tion and interstate sal es of guns. a ce b..
At the request of thq European Communities, the United States in

July 1972 consulted under article XXIII: 1 regarding the EO a.lle-
gation that the Domestic International Sales Corporation (DISC)
provisions of the Internal Revenue Code of 1954, as amended, are in
violation of the GATT aiid damage EC interests. The United States
maintained that the DISC is not a prohibited subsidy under the terms
of GATT'article XVI and, in fact, yields less benefits to exporters
than the tax practices of our m.jor trading partners. The 1972 con-
sultations failed to resolve the issue. (See below, U.S. request for con-
sultation on certain tax practices of three IýC countries.) With. respect
to the trade effects of income tax systems, the United States hastMken
the position that existing GATT rules are not adequate, and a nego-
tiating forum should be established to arrive at new rules rather than
attempting to extend the old rules to cover the DISC.
By the United State8

To date the, United States has not suspended, cincesaions or obliga-
tions with respect to any country under article XXIII. However, the
United States has invoked article XXIII on a number-of oocasimnsmto
dissuade other countries from imposing n]ew import restrictions or to
obtain remnoxal of existing restrictions that are inconsistent with the
GATT. The concern of foreign governments over the consequences to
their trade should the United States retaliate in accordance with
article XXIII: 2 has no doubt been a major factor contributing to
the settlement of trade disputes on which the United States has con-
suited with other countries under article XXII or XXIII: 1. Article
XXIII has also served its a deterrant to new restrictions. This oco-
ourred when the EC Commission proposed a tax on oilseeds, including
soybeans and soybean products. Triis measure, if implemented, would
have cut back imports of these products from the United States. The
United Staites war-ned publicly thatthe, proposed measure, if carried
out would bring swift retaliatory action against EC products. Similar
warnings have been conveyed privately to head off anticipated EC
restrict" As6n other U.S. exports.

Following article XXII consultations with Norway several years
ago, that country reduced or removed a number of restrictions which
were burdensome. to selected U.S. agricultural exports. Austria re-
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duced sharply the number of items subject to quantitative import
restrictions after a series of article XXII consultations held during
1963-64 which the United States initiated.

1Japan has long maintained import quotas on some of our exports.
'rhese restrictions were carried over into the GATT by Japan at the
time of its accession in 1955 and became illegal under that GATT
during 1963 when it renounced the balance-of-payments justification
for their retention. In 1968 bilateral reprerjentations, the United States
gave clear indication to Japan of our intention to press article
XXIII: 2 action against it in GATT unle.±s the pace of its liberaliza-
tion program was accelerated. Subsequently, Japan reduced the num-
ber of its illegal quotas and announced a schedule for the elimination
of additional restrictions. More recently. the United States has con-
tinued to press Jap)an to remove unjuistifialble import restrictions,
particularly in the waake of the large deficit in U.S. trade with that
country. In response to representations from the United States and
from other countries, Japan reduced the number of items subject to
residual import restrictions from 120 in April 1969 to 90 at the end
of 1970 to 40 at the end of 1971 and to 33 as of April 1973. The United
States is continuing to press Japan on further reducing its import
restrictions.

In late 1970. the United States consulted with Denmark under arti-
cle XXIII concerning an eml)argo on corn imlports announced for
the 1970-71 season. Denmark agreed to eliminate the restriction and
gave assurances that no new measures would be adopted during the
crop year. The United States accordingly agreed to drop its GATT
case.

Directly following the July 1972 consultations with the EC on
DISC (noted above) consultations under article XXIII: 1 were held
at U.S. request with France, Belgium, and the Netherlands regarding
certain of their tax practices and the relations] of such practices to
exports. These countries denied the U.S. claim that their tax systems
result in prohibited subsidies. Since no agreement was reached, the
ITiiited States has kept under consideration what future action may
be appropriate.

In the past year, the United States has used article XXIII: 2 proee-
dures in three cases. Phese are with respect to certain quota restric-
tions maintained by France, with respect to quotas maintained by the
United Kingdom on certain products from dollar area countries: and
with respect to compensatory taxes charged by the European Coin-
inunity in excess of GATT bindings.

In the case of the United Kingd6om The I nitd Kingdom continues
to apply quotas on certain products imported from 18 so-called dollar
area countries, prilnaril , Caribbean countries. Following unsatisfac-
tory conclusion of artficl XXIII: 1 bilateral eonsliltftions. the United
States requested the GATT Council to consider the probhlen under
article XXIII: 2, to rule on the legality of the quotas, to recommend
their removal, and to authorize T?.S. withdrawal of concessions on
l)rodets of United 'Kingdom origin. An impai, tial )aMiV- was formed to
consider the matter under article XXIII: 2. The panil issued an in-
termin report to tile contracting parties and recommended that. the
United States and the ITnited Kin dmii eon•ilt bilaterally once more
in an effort to resolve the matter. It promised to issue a final reeoi-



mendation within 30 days if bilateral -,agreement on a solution could
not be reached. .

In the case of France: In September 1972, the United States referred
to the GATT Council, under article XXIJI: 2, the mutter of. quota
restrictions applied against U.S. products in contravention of the gen-
eral agreement. The United States requested autliorization to with-
draw concessions on products of French origin. Following U.S. refer-
ral of the problem to the GATT, France entered bilateral consulta-
tions concerning the amount of withdrawals to be made. During the
course of these consultations, the United States, was able to negotiate
an agreement with the Government of France to phase out quota
restrictions on all but one of the products on which we desired solu-
tions. On six products liberalization will occur on January 1,1975.
One other product will be liberalized on January l, 1978. During the
interim period, quotas will be increased by 35 percent each year. Each
yearly increase will be based on the previous year'senlarged quota.
Discussions continue on one remaining product. Since withdrawals
do not help producers of items subject to quotas, the Government of
France's agreement on liberalization is very important-to U.S.,ex-
porters of the products in'question.

In the case of the European Community: The European Community
(EC) authorized the imposition of compensatory taxes on agricultural
pro(lucts to offset the effect of exchange rate changes, made by some
of the member states, on the operation of the EC's common agricul-
tural policy. In many cases the addition orfa compensatory tax to the
duty caused the charge collected on the import to exceed the bound
rate. Informal representations to the EC by the United States and a
formal written representation tinder article XXIII: I failed to re-
solve the problem. Thus the United States requested for contracting
parties to investigate the matter and take appropriate action. Some
"$40 million of ITS. exports appeared to be affected. Following ourrequest, and before the contracting parties c0ifld consider the matter,
the EC agreed to stop collecting the compensatory taxes on at least
98 percent of those products that the United States complained about.
The EC also committed itself to rescind the remaining taxes as soon
as feasible.
Conclusion

The GATT lays great stress on consultation and conciliation for the
resolution of tradi.e disputes. It does, however, envisage circumstances
under which retaliiitibn would be permitted. This gives force to the

procedures for consultation to help solve bilateral trade problems and
to keep at a minimum the instances when the injured country, finds
it necessary to resort to the, sterner measures possible tinder article
XXIII: 2 to protect its trade interests.

I ubsequent to the completion of this paper, the United States and United Kingdom
reached agreement on a program for elimination of the quotas and the Urited States
withdrew its complaint against the United Kingdom.
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Study No. 12.-The Common Agricultural Policy of the European
Community

Summary

When the Europlean Comnmunity (EC) was established in 1958, it
was apparent that a. single system of farm support and protection
would be necessary to create the conditions of competition that wouIlI
permit tradl between the Member States (Germany, France, Italy,
Belgium, the Netherlands, and Luxeinbourg) to develop, and duties
and restrictions between the Member States to be removed. The sys-
tem which the EC then devised is known as the Common Agricultural
Policy (CAP). In joining the EC in 1973, the United Kingdom, Den-
mark, and' Ireland agreed to implement the CAP beginning in 1973,
and to adjust their price levels and customs charges to common levels
over 5 years ending in 1978.

The first CAP regulations were established in 1962 and covered
grains, poultry, pork eggs, and fruit.'4 and vegetables. Regulatioiis for
beef, minlk, and rice followed in 1964; fats and oils in 1966 and 1967;
sugar in 1967 and 1968; and more recently tobacco, wine, hops), seeds,
flax, silk, and fish.

The CAP is perhaps most easily understood in terms of three
principles: common pricing, Community preference, and common fi-
nancing of unlimited support. Common pricing is the regulation of
prices, Community-wide but not necessarily at a single level, in order
to permit and promote free trade between members. No restraint is
placed on production. Community preference is the organization of
Community markets so that domlestic, products will always be cheaper
than the corresponding import. The two most common devices em-
ployed to this end are mintimum import prices and subsidies on do-
miestic products. Common financing is the obligation of the Comminity
to pay whatever is required to meet the costs of unlimited support.

For two-thirds of EC production-grains, rice, sugar, olive oil,
and the main animal prodhicts-conimnon policing and Commufnity
preference are achieved throiuhh the variable levy system. As this
system operates for grains, the market for the most important cereals
is supported by government l)urclhasiing of any amoufit offered at
fixed support, or interventioni" prices. Intervention prices are set at
different. levels accordiing to the producing area so t hat. products of
the main pro(lUcing areas can compete equally withreach other in the
most deficit consuming centers-l)rinmarily Duisbiurg, Germany. The
price at which grains can be sold at intervention inw'roducing areas is,
therefore, equal to the I)uisburg price, minus freight from the given
producing area. The Dubiulrg ititerveition price is set a .little below
the desire wholesale price for D"is.bu.rg-the "target" price. Im"i"ts
tire lprevented fromhl sellifig ait less than the target price bec-au1se imnhlor-0ts
mnust meet a minimii-umi import price, or "threshold" price, which is
e(lual to th~e Dklbim.1rg tfiar&t price nirffiust transpor't costs from Rotter-
dain. The Comnimiinity o(Iserves world market price qttotations for
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grains each day and adjusts these quotations to what they would be if
they were made for grains of a standard EC quality delivered to
Rotterdam. The lowest such adjusted price for each grain is then
subtracted from its threshold price. The difference is a variable levy
which is applied to all imports of the grain in question regardless of
its actual price. In this way, the EC allows third countries to supply
only those qualities and quantities of each grain that cannot be sup-
plied by domestic production. The levy on August 1, 1972 (beginningof the 1972/73 marketing year), was 122 percent of the lowest adjusted
price for wheat imports, 84 percent for corn, and comparably high for
other products.

Production has risen rapidly under these incentives. F6r example,
production in 1972/73 compared to the 1962/63-1966/67 average is up
26 percent for wheat and 128 percent for corn. Surpluses are removed
with export subsidies.

Minimntuim import prices, somewhat differently constructed, are also
used to establish Community preference for the most sensitive fruits
and vegetables, wine, and fish. Subsidies are used to' establish Coin-
munity l)reference for certain other products such as tobacco, oilseeds,
and grass seeds.

Because the CAP acts mainly on prices to achieve its objectives,
administ ration of the CAP has bUe n vastly complicated by the intro-
duction of floating exchange rates since 1971. A change in "xchahge
rates means a change in export ahd import prices, but not in farm
support prices; henee,if the latter wore not to be undercut, offsetifihg
import charges and export subsidies had o be reintroduced in trade
between Member States and superimposed on regular levies and sub-
sidies employed in trade with third countries. The effect of this
system is to render the calculation of total import charges and export
subsidies extremely difficulty and in some cases to raise these charges
and- subsidies far aibovo the levels that would otherwise prevail.

The EC has also found that the-CAP produces burdensome sur-
pluses and fails to maintain farm in'coim'e in the face'of rising costs. On
this account, in 1968 the EC Commission made wide-rangmg recom-
mendations for the modernization of farming over 10 years. Uncer-
tainty over costs, feasibility, control, and results prevented drafting
of specific inplementig measures. In April 1972, the EW directed
Member States to adopt limited measures including small retirement
annuities, subsidized interest on loans for farm improvemehihts, and
funds for vocational advice and training. Currently the EC is studying
further measures for regional development and aid to hill farming.
Ideas for a more basic reform of price and marketing policies have
been appearing with greater frequency in the last few years, but have
so far won little support.

From the viewpoint of third couhtries like the United States, the
effect of the CAP is to squeeze out imports as domestic production
rises, and to disrupt markets in third countries by subsidizing exports.
U.S. exports to the EC (Six) subject to variable levies averaged $478
million during the last 3 years (1970-1972)--down 20 percent from
1965-67, the last 3 years before coinplcte freedo*i' of intra-EC trade
for most variable levy products. Total U.S. agricultural exports to the
EC averaged $1.8 billion during 1970-72, tup 22 percent over 1965-67
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and 61 percent higher than in 1960-62 (before the CAP was estab-
lished). Nearly all of this increase in U.S. agricultural exports to the
EC can be accounted for by oilseeds (especially soybeans) and oilcake
which rose from $176 million in 1960-62 to $788 million in 1970-72.
These exports are not subject to a variable levy and enter duty free.

U.S. agricultural exports to the thre6 new EC members in 1970-72
averaged $566 million, of which $179 million corresponds to grains
and other products now under the variable levy system. The direct
impact of EC enlargement on U.S. agricultural exports can be foreseen
fairly clearly in that the adoption of higher prices and protection
by the new members is certain to lead to the same problems already
experienced with the present members. It is expected, for example,
that the enlarged Community will no longer be a net importer of
grains within 10 years.

I. Objectives of the CAP

A. The Rome Treaty
The Common Agricultural Policy (CAP) is the unifiedlfarm policy

applied by the member governments of the European Economic
Community. By signature of the Rome Treaty in 1957 establishing
the European Economic Community,, France, Germany, Italy, -the
Netherlands, Belgium and Luxembourg. agreed to undertake the
integration of their economies. In 1968, the governing institutions of
the Eurpoean Economic Community were merged with those of the
European Coal and Steel Community and the European Atomic
Energy Community. Since then, it has been common to refer to the
three European Communities as a single organization, which in fact
it is: the "European Community" or EC. The United Kingdom,
Denmark, and Ireland joined the six original members in an enlarged
Community of Nine on January 1, 1973. The discussion that follows
concerns the CAP as developed by the Six prior to 1973, the effect
of EC enlargement on the CAP, and the effect of the CAP on U.S.
exports to the EC.

A basic part of the commitment to economic integration wasý the
gradual establishment of a customs union-the freeing of trade be-
tweeen the members and the establishment of a common customs tariff
on imports from third countries. This could not be done for agricul-
tural products without bringing some uniformity and centralization to
the national agricultural support programs. Nor could agriculture be
omitted from the customs union, since some memibers-notable France
and the Netherlands-expected to benefit from'the export of agricul-,
tural products, in part as an offset to increased competition from indus-
trial imports.

The importance of agriculture to France and the Netherlands at the
time can be seen in the facts that: France has nearly half the agricul-
tural area of the Six and 66 percent of the farms larger than 250 acres;
nearly one Frenchman in four was employed in agriculture in 1958;
and agricultural products accounted Pfr 18 percent of French exports
in 1970. While the Netherlands has limited croplanild, animia-l products
are highly important. Agricultural products accounted for 28 percent
of Dutch exports in 1970.



A single agricultural policy was therefore considered essential to (he
success of the economic union. The Rom6 Treaty specifies that a corn-
mon agricultural policy shall be established and sets forth certain
objectives to be achieved. These objectives are:

"(a) to increase agricultural productivity., byl developing tech-
nical progress and by ensuring the rational development of
agriculture anfi the optimum utilization of the factors of pro-
duction, particularly labor;"(b) to ensure thereby a fair standard, of living for the agricul-
tural population, particularly by the increasing of the individual
earnings of persons engaged in agriculture;

"(cY' to stabilize markets;
"(d) to guarantee regular supplies;
"(e) to ensure reasonable prices in supplies to consumers."

It, is readily apparent, however, that this statement of objectives is
a rather poor guide to the nature of the CAP, which has often been
accused of being perverse in its impact upon technical progress and
inadequate in its ability to maintain farm income, while it is' "rea-sonable" with regard to consumer prices only in a very relative sense.
These points will be taken up further in Section VII.
B. The Three Pillars of the CAP

France's President Pompidou has often described the Common
Agricultural Policy in terms of three fundamental principles:

Common pricing, Community preference, and common financing.
What are these three pillars of the CAP?

1. Common pricing means that, as a minimum, prices should be so
regulated as to permit the elimination of dutiess and restrictions on
trade between the member states, and to promote exports from the
main producing areas of the Community to the more( deficit areas. hi
the case of grains in particular, support prices are set lower in the
main producing areas than in the more deficit areas in order to achieve
this objective. Therefore, common pricing does not necessarily mean
a single support price. How high prices should go is a matter of political
bargaining between the countries with the largest producing interest
(and usually the lowest costs) and countries whose farmers need
higher prices to stay in business.

In connection with common pricing it. may be pointed oiit that no
restraint can be placed on production, since that would discourage the
development of intra-EC trade.

2. Community preference is simply th3 notion that the Eurorpean
Community should constitute a preferred market for the prodluIts
of member countries. Marketing should be so regulated that imnipoirts
from third c61ifitrie'R will always be a little more expensive or hafirr to
obtain than domestic prodtics. A fixed tariff is generally considered
by the EC to be insufficient f`r this' purpose, since an nujrt~ i prod-
uct, if it is cheap enough, can pay the tariff and still be ch•alper thain
the domestic; product.

Community preference is accomplished by various techhiilues, of
which the two most common are mini ijiun impoiit 'prices aiid subsi-
(lies. Imports must meet a price higher than thii( desired domestic
level or pay a fee or be restricted. Altenaitively the EC pays producers
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or bIuvers of EC products a subsidy big enough to assure tile sale of
domestic products over imported products.

Tilhe concept, of Community preference is fuirthiei strengthened by
somne elements who have a basic philosophy of favoring self-suifficiency.
Eutropean farm orianizations tend to regard thle existence of imiports
as evi(lence thht European policy makers have failed to provide ade-
quate incentives to domestic product ion.

3. Common financing means that the cost of agricultural suJ)port
must be paid by all members. Or as the basic financing regulation
(No. 25) states "the financial consequences of the CAP are the re-)onsibility of the Coimunity." Put negatively, this means the EC
shall not refuse to support farm prices and in'co mie on the grounds
that it costs too much to (to so. In practice there has been no liniit
on the support, since limitation of support would raise the question
of which country's producers would not be fully supported.

II. The Commodity Regulation
A. Grains

1. How the CAP IVorks
A. I," THE Six

(1) WHO ARE TIlE PRODUCERS?
Production of most grains is wide-spread throiughout the Comi-

mnunity, although over half of the production of the Six is inl France.
In l)articular France accounted for 51 percent of wheat production,
58 percent, of barley production antl 61 percent of corn production in
1972/73. Eighty-sev'en percent of duruin wheat production and most
of the conihimption is in Italy. Eighty-three percent of rye production
is in Germany. .The CAP, tlherefore,'provides a price system designed
to p)r6mote initra-Conifiiiinity sales of French soft wheat, barley and
corni, aind to a lesser extent German rye and Italian duruin. Thfe first
grain regulations were adopted in 1962; "comninon" pricing began in
1967.

(2) PRICING AND PREFERENxci
To accomlplish the above marketing objectives, a "target" price is

fixed for each of these grains. The target price is the wholesale price
level desired in the most deficit (hence highest priced) consumiing
area--Duisburg, Germany. Grain from the main producing areas
should obtain this price after being transported to Dui'sbiirg.

Market forces, however, are permitted to operate within a limfite~d
range around the target price at, Duisbiirg. A basic "intcr'entidh"
price for Duisburg is set a little lower than the target )rice and operates
as a market floor. Government intervention agencies stand'ready to
buy any domestic, grain offered to themeat the intervention price. A
market ceiling is provided by the "threshold" price, which is the
minininmni price at which iniports are perm"iitted to enter. Thle threshold
price is fixed for Rotterdaim. When transport costs from Rotterdam
to Duisburg are added, the cost of imiported grain is at or above the
target. price. The Duisburg prices for the principle graiins as of Au-
gust 1, 1972, the beginning of the 1972/73 marketifig- year, were:
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(In dollars I per metric toni

Threshold Target Intervention
price price price

Wheat:
Non-Durum ------------- 121.17 123.55 113.73
Durum ----------------- 141. 58 143.97 (2)

Rye --------------------- 112.10 114.49 105. 80
Barley ------------------- 110.74 113.19 103.90
Corn --------------------- 108.08 110.47 (2)

I Converted from units of account at UA1.00=$1.08571. The rate has since
changed. Applicable rates are-from May 7, 1972: UA1.00=$1.08571; Feb.
13, 1973, to date: UAI.00=$1.20635.

2 No intervention price is fixed for Duisburg. See text.

Intervention centers are located throughout the Community. Inter-
vention prices at these points are generally equal to the Duisburg
intervention price minus transport costs from the intervention centers.
Duisburg is the basic intervention center and most other intervention
centers are linked in this way to Duisburg. The Duisburg price, how-
ever, also applies in certain other centers so that in fact there is more
than one base point for grain.

In the case of corn and durum wheat there is only one intervention
price. The Comniunity still imports a large part of its requirements
of these two grains so that the market tends to be supported indirectly
by the threshold price. The intervention price therefore is set on the
basis of the floor price required by producers in the main producing
areas-Mont-de-Marsan, France, for corn and Palermo for duruin,
bearin in mind the transport costs from these points to Duisburg
and what the intervention price there would be in theory. A similar
procedure has been approved for rye, to take effect on August 1, 1973.
On August 1, 1972 the uniform intervention prices for corn and durum
were $90.39 and $126.95 per metric ton respectively.

Durum is exceptional also in that consumers are not made to pay
the full cost of producer support through higher prices. Instead, durum
producers receive an additional payment of $40.03 per ton, which
when added to the intervention price raises their total guarantee to
$166.98 per ton.

Grain threshold prices do not change from one port to another.
They are the same at all points of entry. Thus the market ceiling is
constant. Only the floor is lowered according to. the distance from
Duisburg.

Th6thriesh6ldPrlice serves as the uipier base point for the cakilalti*ni
of variable levies on imports. Every working day the Commission,
which is the executive arm of the EC, collects price quotations for
each grain on international markets and adjusts those prices to what
they would be if the grain had been of a standard EC quality and
had been offered for delivery, c.i.f. Rotterdainif. The lowest such
adjusted price for each grain is then deducted from the correspodnidm9g
threshold price. The differefice is the variable levy, which is then
collected on all ifiports of that grain regardless of the actual price of
the particular shpieipment. In this way, the EC eliminates both price
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and quality competition from imports. Imports are effectively limited
to those quantities and grades that cannot be supplied by domestic
production. Community preference is absolute.

"Seasonal" competition is also eliminated by raising threshold and
intervention prices monthly (luring the year to cover storage costs for
domestic grain.

A measure of supervision over the levy system is provided by
requiring importers to obtain licenses fot each imhportation and to
complete the importation as proposed or forfeit a surety deposit. The
license is particularly important in controlling the advance fixing of
levies. Normally the importer may choose to gamble on the height
of the levy on the day of importation or hedge against a levy increase
by having the levy "fixed" at the time he obtains his license, which
may be up to 4 months in advance. If lie elects to hedge, he will
obtain the levy on the day he applies for the license, adjusted to the
month of importation in accordance, with forward price quotations
and any change in the thresihold price. However, the EC can and
often has reduced or suspended this privilege just when it is most
needed-when markets are uncertain because of monetary problems
or other difficulties.

While direct price support (intervention) applies only to the grains
discussed above, the levy system applies to all grains and grain
products. Most levies on the latter are calculated only monthly and
are derived from the corresponding grain levies by using conversion
coefficients and adding a fixed amount for protection of the milling or
processing industry.

AD anomaly like that for durum occurs in the case of wheat, corn,
and broken rice purchased for the manififacture of starch or for brew-
ing. Brewers and starch manufacturers receive a subsidy for these
purchases, which relieves them from paying the full price for their
raw materials.' There is a parallel reduction in import levies (and
export subsidies) on starch and beer.

Not all outside suppliers feel the full effect of the levy system. While
few preferences are given on grain" levies-small reductions are granted
for Turkish rye, M-oroccan duruim and East African corn-over 20
African countries and certain territories and former colonies in other
parts of the world are exempt from that part of the levy on grain
products which is intended for protection of millers and processors.

In certain respects, the system of community preference and com-
mon pricing has not worked well. The most important example arises
from theoprice unificationdecision of 1964. When thoeOAP for grains
was first established in 1962, it was not possible to bring the range of
national support prices immediately within the limits described
above. Agreement to this end was reached only with the greatest
difficulty in Deceliiber 1964 when it was decided that the "unified"
price syst'e"'mdescribed above would tiiko effect July 1, 1967. Germainy
and Luxemiibourg had to make substantial price reductions to bring
their support levels into line. For three years after 1967 they were
permitted to make compensation payments to their farmers. Italy did
not wish to make the fill price increases required for feedgrains. A
compromise was reached by allowing Italy to c6ifpensate for higher
port and handling costs by cutting levies on feedgrains imported by
sea in 1967/68 through 1971/72 and extended through 1906/77. The

These subsidies make necessary a further subsidy to manufacturers of potato starch, which Is granted on
condition that a mninimumn price is paid fot the potatoes.
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amount of the reduction in 1972/73 is 7.50 units of account (U/A or
just over $9 at current exchange rates. rhis reduction is to be elim-
inated beginning in 1973/74, when it will be 6.00 UA per ton; it will
decline 1.50 UA per ton each year, to zero by 1977/78.

(3) PRODUCTION AXD DISPOS.AL,
Since production is not controlled and rises rapidly in response to

high price incentives for unlimite(l quantities, surpluses are generated
which must be disl-osecl of. In addition, provision is nmatia for the
normal export business of firms who caomot, sell high pried domestic
grains or grain 1)roduhts on world markets without ft subsidy. Exl)ort
subsidies tire fixed weekly, or more often if it serves a useful p)r'pose.
Separate subsidies may 6e fixed for each thirl country or area of the
world for which.a market exists, and the anidouit. of the subsidy
dependls simply 11l)On] how much is needed to make the sale.

As with import levies, export subsidies may be fixed in advance,
and the privilege of advance fixing may be reduced or SuSl)enile'l in
times of wide changes in world market prices. It has also happened
that in periods of strong foreign dlemandi as in 1972/73 the EC has cut
export subsidies in order to prevent domestic shortages.

Under normal market condlitions, intervention agencies will sell
the stocks they have acquired whenever the market is strong enough
to absorb thef adlditional supl)lV. Sales are by tender. A mininumni
price is fixed by regulation for (onlostic, sales, but in the case of sales
for export, the' Commission determines the price on the basis of the
offers male and normal export market conditions. There can be,
therefore, a further element of subsidy which is not publishe(l.

To facilitate sales of wheat for feed the CAP also provides for a
denaturing premium. This is ai subsi(ly for dyeing wheat'or otherwise
rendering it unsuitable for milling into flour. The premium is intended
to bring the cost of wheat down to a level where it is competitive with
other domestic grains--prinimarily barely-for feed use.

B. IN TIHE NINE
In joining the EC the United Kingdom, Denmark and Ireland

accepted the basic structure of the CAP, and agreed to begin applying
the CAP on February 1, 1973. It was agreed that. the new members
would adjust their price levels i stages so that "common" EC prices
would apply in 1978. The level of "common" intervention prices in
each new member remained to be negotatied, liowever.

The British, for example, whose market prices were around 40
percent below EC prices uidlertandiably wanted to fix prices as low
as possible to miiiim'ize the total adjustment and its effect on food
prices. France, however, wanted British prices high enou gh not to
preclude comipeotition from French grain. The resulting compromise
fixed the intervention prices for wheat and barley at tei principal
inland center of Cambridge at a 1978 level slightly below the inter-
vention price at the Frenfh port of Rouen. Third countries will have
to meet the higher Rotterdamn threshold price. In principle, therefore
by 1978 there should be a substantial margin of Community l)reference
for French.grains over third country grain, blit little preference over
British grain.

For 1973, U.K. intervention prices were set near existing market
levels. The difference between the 1973 intervention price and the
common (1978)'intervention price for the U.K. must be eliminated by
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six successive price increases beginning August 1, 1973 and ending
January 1, 1978.

The price differential is a key figure: It is used instead of varible
levies and export subsidies in trade between the U.K. and the original
EC members; it is dedlucted from E C variable levies and export
subsidies in trade with third countries. As it. happened, by February
1, 1973, when the price differentials were first to be applied, world grain
prices had risen and EC levies and subsidie, were re(diced to less than
the U.K. price differentials. New rules were therefore adopted by
which the price differential for foreign trade would be set not to exceed
the EC levy.

New Member Intervention Prices and Price Diflerentials for the
Principal Grains, Feb. 1, 1973

(In dollars I per metric ton]

United
6 King- Den-

- dora, Ireland, mark,
J)uis- Cam- Ennis- Band-
burg Rouen bridge corthy holm

Wheat (non-durum):
Common price ------ 120.70 116.94 116.06 119.39 117.48
1973 price --------- 120.70 116.94 67.95 111.25 106.68
Differential:

Basic ------------------------- 48. 11 8.14 10.80
Temporary -------------------- 32. 57 8. 14 10. 80

Barley:
Common price ------ 108.52 104.67 103.01 104.97 106.27
1973 price --------- 108. 52 104.67 57. 05 88.83 96. 85
Differential:

Basic ------------------------- 45. 96 16. 13 9.42
Temporary --------------------- 15.20 16. 13 9.42

Corn:
Common price (2) (2) (3) (3) (3)
1973 price-- (2) (2) (3) (3) (3)
Differential:

Basic ------------------------- 40.07 24.97 0
Temporary,. -------------------- 28. 23 24.97 0

I Converted from units of account at UA1.00=$1.08571.
2 $90.39 based on Mont-de-Marsan, France.
3 No in'erventln'(no production).

For Denm"kiirk aid 'Irelaiid the same princil)les apply, except thett
Denmark set its initial 1973 price levels for wheat and barley nearly
as high as the common price levels so that the price differential is
very small. For corin ant(i sorghlimi Denmairk has adopted EC prices at
the outset; there is no price differefntial. Ireland ailso set its initial
price levels very high; moderate price differenitiails apply for all grains.

The United Kingdom has the additional privilege od cofitinuinig its
deficiency payments (subsidies equal to the differ6iiice between a

29-617 0 - 74 - 12
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guaranteed price and actual market returns) as long as the guaranteed
price is higher than the intervention price. For 1972/73 the guaranteed
price was $79.56 per metric ton for wheat compared to an intervention
price of $67.95; and $72.16 per ton for barley, compared to an inter-
vention price of $57.05.
R. Imvact on the United States

From 1962 to 1972 with high price incentives and protection grain
production of the Six rose 36 percent while consumption rose only 24
percent. Not imports dropped from 10 million metric tons to less than
2 million tons. While the Six continue to import grains, they have now
become substantial exporters as well, so that the market maintained
in the EC is lost elsewhere. In addition, the market for feedgrains is
further diminished by the substantial increase in the use of wheat
for feed.

El) (6): Supply and distribution of grains

[Million metric tons]

Consumption

Change Produc-
In stocks tion Imports Exports Feed Total

Total grains:
1962-63 -..-------- 2.6 57.8 15. 1 5. 4 35. 1 64.9
1972-73 -...------- -. 3 78.7 17.0 15.4 49.2 80.6

Wheat:
1962-63 ----------- 1.8 29.5 3.5 3.8 5.1 27.4
1972-73 -....--------. 2 35.2 4.0 7.7 9.3 31.7

Other grains:
1962-63 ........ .8 28.3 11.6 1.6 30.0 37.5
1972-73 --------------------- 43.5 13.0 7.6 39.9 48.9

The following changes in self-sufficiency show further the gains
made by France at the expense both of other EC members and of
third countries:

Percent seif-sufticiency: total grains

Belgium/
Ger- Nether- Luxem-

EC France many Italy lands bourg

Average:
1956 to 1960_.... 85 110 77 87 35 51
1967 to 1968----- 91 143 78 69 39 52
1968 to 1969_____ 94 144 82 68 39 49
1909 to 1910 ..... 91 147 77 10 37 42
1970 to 1971_.... 86 141 70 70 29 36
1971 to 1972_..... 97 (1) (1) (1)
1972 to 1973-..... 98 () () (1)

1 Not available.

a
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U.S. exports of grain to the Six rose 52 percent from $386 million
in CY 1962 to $587 million in 1966, the early years of the CAP before
the "unified" price system was set up. From 1966 to, 1969 grain exports
dropped 52 percent to $283 million, in large part due to the operation
of the CAP. For the next few years a combination of factors, including
short crops in the EC and high world prices, has maintained the value
of U.S. grain exports to the EC although they continued to be below
the 1966 peak. U.S. grain exports to the Six in 1972 totalled $489
million.

The extension of the CAP to the United Kingdom, Denmark, and
Ireland cannot help but reduce the same problems as those that have
occurred with the Six. Whereas in 1971/72 net imports of grain by the
Nine totalled 13 million tons, it can be expected that this net deficit
will rapidly disappear. U.S. grain exports to the three in 1972
amounted to $135 million. Total exports to the Nine were $624 million.
B. Rice
1. JHow the CAP Work8

A. IN THE SIX

(1) 3WHO ARE THE PRODUCERS?

Only two EC countries produce rice. French production has been
declining rather steadily due to greater profitability of other crops
and now accounts for less than 10 percent of EC production. Italy is
the primary producer. While Italian production has been rising
rapidly, Italy does not produce long grain varieties such as those
supplied by the United States and the Far East and generally pre-
ferred by consumers in northern Europe. The CAP, therefore, has
established progressively greater protection and has provided export
subsidies to facilitate sales in third markets. The first rice regulations
were adopted in 1964; the present regulations date from 1967.

(2) PRICING AND PREFERENCE

A target price is established for brown rice in Duisburg. This is
the wholesale price which German rice millers would be expected to
pay for Italian'rice. On September 1, 1972, the beginning of the
1972/73 marketing year, the brown rice target price was $229.63 per
metric ton. This Duisburg target price is protected from import
competition by threshold prices for brown rice and milled rice at
Rotterdam. Intervention prices for paddy rice are fixed for the pro-
duction centers of Arles and Vercelli at $141.14 per ton. The di er-
ence between the intervention and target price provides a generous
margin to cover the cost of husking (converting paddy rice to brown
rice) and the cost of transport to Duisburg.

The threshold price on September 1, 1972, for short grain brown
rice, similar to the main Italian varieties was $225.39 per ton. A
threshold price for "long grain" brown rice was set at $247.11 per ton.
The difference between these two prices, however, does not reflect
the difference between short grain and long grain varieties on world
markets, but rather the "normal" difference between Italian short
grain rice and Italian "Ribe", which is a large kernel variety more
comparable to a medium grain standard. Thus levies on long grain
rice are generally set by price quotations for cheaper medium grain
varieties and are higher than would apply if a true long grain standard
were used. Threshold prices on milled rice are higher than those on
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brown rice in order to reflect tlie higher value of mnilled rice and to add
a margin of I)r1teCdtioflfor EC rice millers. For September 1, 1972,
milled rice threshold prices were $293.68 for short grain and $346.02
for long grain.

licenses must. be obtained on all impIjIorts or exports. Levies and
subsidies may be fixed in advance. In 1972, at Thailauid's request, the
EC began to discrimilnate in allowing a 90 day period of validity on
licenses for iniports from the Far i-ast, compared to 30 days for
imports from other parts of the world. On complaint by the Unite'd
States the 30 (lay I)eriod was extended to 60 (lays.

More important l)referentinil treatment is granted in the form of
reduced levies on imports from the Malagasy Republic, I Surinam and
Egypt.

(3) PRODnUC'rTIOX AXN) DISPOSAL
Export subsidies are fixed weekly or monthly for rice and rice

products, respectively, in the same manner as for grains and grain
products. Subsidies are also available for the domestic purchase of

broken rice for the manufacture of starch or for brewing.
1. IN TIlE NINE-"

Under the transitional arrangements for the United Kingdom,
Denmark, and Ireland, price differentials are set like those for grains.
However, since the new members do not produce rice the differentials
are based on market prices in the new members relative to EC thresh-
old prices. The differentials are deducted by new members from the
EC levy on imports from third countries; the differefitials also serve
as the subsidy on exports of Italian rice to the new members.

The differentials were calculated in relation to a representative
period when world prices were considerably lower than they were
on February 1, 1973, the date the differentials were to be first applied.
Consequently, as in the grain sector, the differentials had to be ad-
justed temporarily so as to be approximately equal to the levy:

New member price differentials, compared to the difference in EQ
threshold prices and world market prices at Rotterdam, Feb. 1, 1973

[Dollars per metric ton)

Husked rice Milled rice

Short Long Short Long

EC-6:
Threshold price ----- 230. 28 251.99 299.87 353.18
World price---------208. 67 199. 12 225. 39 198. 14

Levy ------------- 21.61 52.87 74.48 155.04

3 differential:
Basic -------------- 107.50 124.31 138.97 180.23
Temporary --------- 22. 80 55.37 74.91 153.09

IIThe eighteen African associates signatory tO the Yaounde convention also receive preferential treatment.
However, the Malagasy Republic Is the only significant rice exporter.
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Preferences graitdd to Eigypt are now also granted by the new
members. Surinam and Madagascar will receive preferetitial treat-
ment by the now members after 1975. At that time certain Common-
wealth suppliers now receiving a preference in the U.K. may receive
preferences from the Nine.
R. Impact on the United State8

While yields have been somewhat inconsistent, total rice acreage
has increased every year since 1964 when the CAP was introduced.
Acreage increases in Italy have more than offset a decline in France.
Production has therefore shown a significant upward trend even
though the harvests for 1971/72 and 1972/73 were reduced. Con-
sumption by the Six on the other hand has shown a slight downward
trend over the same period. Italy has had to look for new export
markets, one of the most important of which has been the United
Kingdom. The United Kingdom buys substantial quantities of short
grain milled rice, and Italy has increased its share of the British
market from less than one percent in 1970 to 24 percent in 1971 and
15 percent in 1972.

British imports of rice, 1900-72

[Thousands tons]

United
Total States Italy Other

1970 ------------------------- 123.8 61.1 0.7 62.0
1971 ------------------------- 145. 2 54.7 35.2 55. 3
1972 ------------------------- 126.8 47.1 19.2 60. 5

The following table shows the development of Italian and French
rice production under the CAP (husked basis):

[Thousand metric tons]

Average
France Italy

1956-60 -------------------------------------- 86 546
1967-68 -------------------------------------- 97 596
1968-69 ..------------------------------------ 67 518
1969-70 -------------------------------------- 76 689
1970-71 -------------------------------------- 73 655
1971-72 -------------------------------------- 61 714
1972-73 -------------------------------------- 41 601

The United States managed to increase rice exports to the EC for
several years after the introduction of the CAP. Conibion pricing
did not begin until September 1967 and ijitil then, Germianiy and the
Benelux countries were j)eriiiitted to reduce levies substantially on
imports from third countries. Sales to France were boosted as France
disconitinued discriminfitory import licensing. Supplies from some Far
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Eastern sources dropped. Since 1969, U.S. exports to the Six have
declined, diie in pail to the high of variabli levies aind in pa1~t ta
more competitive pricing by other third country suppliers. U.S. ex-
ports to the Six were $31 million in 1969 and $17 million in 1972.

The most important effect of EC enlargement appears likely to be
the further inroads of Italian rice into the imlioitani British market.
U.S. exports to the U.K., Denmark, and Ireland in 1972 totaled $12

.million, of which the U.K. accounted for all but $347,000.
C. Poultry, Egg8, and Pork
1. How the CAPS Works

A. Ix THIE SIx
(1) WHO ARE THE PRODUCERS ?

All EC countries produce poultry, eggs and pork. The CAP estab-
lishes a very high level of absolute protection which has favored the
expansion of intra-EC exports, especially Dutch and Belgian exports,
at the expense of third countries. Dutch exortfs, in particular, to
third countries have been expanded. Regulations' for these products
began in 1962; present regulations date from 1967.

(2) PRICING AND PREFERENOB

Intervention on domestic markets is limited to pork. Pork prices
follow a cycliceil pattern, and the intervention price level (which is
the same thro,,ghoiit the EO) generally becomes effective only at the
low end of thc cycle. Export subsidies and protection against imports,
however, help to support internal market prices indirectly for pork,
poultry, and eggs. .

The level of protection against imports is determined in two parts.
The first is a basic variable levy which corresponds to the levy on the
quantity of grains assumed necessary to produce the poultry, eggs, or
pork, plus an additional margin of protection. -The basic levy thus
compensates producers for using higher cost domestic grain as well as
providing additional protection. In fact, efficient producers are over-
compensated for high grain costs, since the EC assumes a greater
quantity of grain than is required by efficient producers

Since the basic levy is a function of grain prices, it does not by
itself provide absolute preference for domestic pork, poultry, and eggs.
Therefore, the EC has established a second element of protection: a
minimum import price or "gate price." The gate price, which applies
to all third country products, is not related to the domestic price
level, but rather represents the EC's calculation of the "fair" cost
of third country products delivered to the Community. Products
offered to the Community- at less than the gate price become subject
-to an offsetting supplementary levy.

This supplementary levy applies to imports only from those coun-
tries whose products do not meet the gate price. If a country can
control its export prices and promise'not to undercut the gate price,
the EC will exempt that country from any supplementary levy PA
the products concerned. Apart from this preferential levy exemption
for countries who meet the gate price, there is a small preferential
levy reduction for poultry imports from Turkey.Gat prices and basic levies are published every three months.
Supplementary levies are reviewed more often and changed as needed.

176 14



(3) ODU0OTON AND DISPOSAL POO1I8
Because 6f the abseiice of domestic -market intervention, export

subsidies are particularly important in regulating the supply of
products available to the domestic market. Export subsidies are
calculated every three months and may be fixed in advance.

B. IN THE Nnm
On imports from third countries new EC members collect the reg-

ular EC levy minus a price differential corresponding to the difference
in grain costs between old and new members. The price differential
is to be phased out by 1978 on the same schedule as for grain.i. The
full EC gate price and supplementary levy, however, apply from
February 1, 1973.

In negotiating the differentials to be applied in the trade of the
new members, the U.K. was successful in obtaining a revision of the
conversion factors used in calculating the differentials. The U.K.
contended that less grain is required than implied in the formulas
used in calculating ECf levies on imports from third countries. There-
fore, the differentials (but not the levies) are calculated with lower
coefficients and are about 10 percent smaller than they would other-
wise be. This means less is deducted from EC levies by the U.K.-i.e.
British protection is higher. Also the subsidy on Dutch and Danish
exports to the U.K. is smaller than it would otherwise be.
2. Impact on the United •State8

Production of pork, poultry and eggs has grown rapidly in all EC
countries since the introduction of the CAP in 1962. Consumption
has also grown rapidly with rising incomes. The following table shows
the effect of the expansion of Dutch and Belgian production on trade
within the EC and with third countries:

Percent of 8elJ-sufficiency in pork:, poultry and eggs

Belgium/
Nether- Luxem- Ger-

EC lands bourg France many Italy

Pork: Average:
1956 to 1960--.-- 100 146 106 101 94 94
1967 to 1968--_ . 100 168 130 91 95 89
1968 to 19690---- 99 178 135 82 95 90
1969 to 1970-..... 100 188 150 83 95 85
1970 to 1971_..... 101 200 174 86 92 82

Poultry: Average:
1956 to 1960_.... 93 386 102 101 51 94
1967 to 1968----- 98 328 139 102 49 99
1968 to 1969----- 98 343 130 102 48 99
1969 to 1970.._.. 100 381 132 103 51 99
1970 to 1971_____ 101 394 132 103 51 99

Eggs: Average:
1956 to 1960_.... 90 222 108 96 58 84
1967 to 1968_.... 97 129 122 100 87 94
1968-to 1969..-. 98 139 136 99 86 94
1969 to 1970____. 100 144 157 98 86 96
1970 to 1971_____ 101 148 181 99 85 97
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U.S. poultry expbrts to thU Six. reached $60. million in 1962, when
the CAP was adopted, and declined steadily thereafter to less than
$10 million"' in 1972. Of the $50 nitllioh in 1062 U.S. poultry exports
to the Six, GermthAby accounted for $41 million, including $32 million
of chicken and $8 inillion of. turkey. In 197I of the §10 million in
U.S. poultry exports to the EO, Germany took $6 million, nearly all
turkey. France, Italy and the Netherlands b6d'tiht 11i5 'million of
baby chieks.

U;S. poultry exports to the Three totalled $2 million in 1072. This
tbpr~ents a substantial increase over 1071, when (until October)
BWitish ithpbrts from the United States wbie pr6hiblted by a Now-
castle diseoae control program. The 'relaxation 'of these Controls,
while accompanied by the establishment- of rather high minimum
iinport prices, would have permitted somem Market developme'i.
Adeglion to the EC will glve the benefits of Thitish market growth
to the inbreiksing'axports of the Netherlands' ad to Denmatk, which
is 'hiso aa tnaj6r exporter.

U.S. eipbtts of dggs to the EC are primarily for hatching, but have
not g oWn 'Asigntflefintly. Exporti'to the Six totalled $1.8 million in
1972; oxp6tts to the Three were another'$1.0 million.

U.S. ekports Of pork have seldom beon very large, but 'U.S. exports
of lard to the Six were as much as $9.9 million in 1956 and wore still
$1.8 million in 1962. In 1972, U.S. okports of lard to the Six totalled
$0.3 million. U.S. exports of lard to the 'Three -mainly the U.K.-rose
from, $22.4 million in 1956 to $53.8 iiiillion in 1964, then drop0"ped to
$7.7 mnillionin 1968. In 1969, the United States established an export
subsidy for lard sales to the U.K. to regain our mai'ket from sub-
sidizedEC p'o prts. By 1970 our exports recovered to $30.6 million.
Beginning in%1971 the E0 raised its export subsidy to record levels.
U.S. exports to the Three dropped to $12.6 million by 1972. In 1973,
the United States dropped its subsidy program altogether as the U.K.
moved to the EC 'gate price and levy system.

The extension of the CAP on pork, poultry and eggs to the United
Kingdom, Ireland and Denmark should largely eliminate outside
sUppliers from those Markets. Although the United Kingdon market
was opened to U.S. poultry in 1971 %by the -lifting of the Newcastle
disease vaccine ban, it seems clear that Danish and Dutch exporters
'should gain the lion's share of this market. The same is true of pork
'and lard. High levies will apply against third country products only,
while the Dutch and the Danes will benefit from export subsidies
(price differentials) during the transition period. The gate price
keeps outside suppliers froiil competing through lower prices.
D. Beef and Veal
1. How the GAPS Work8

A. IN THE Six
(1) WHO ARE THE ,PODUGRS?

All of the Six produce beef and veal, but only the French and Dutch
produce enough to have appreci able quantities for export. OnIthe whole
the Six have a deficit in'boef, and the deficit has tended to increase.
The explanation'for this situation lies in several factors: high incomes
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which have broiught a strong demand for beef, use of dual purpose
animals so that the supply of beef is partly a function of policies aimed
to regulate milk supplies, a price structure that severely inhibits
modern grain feeding and which favors the slaughter of calves for
veal. The first beef regulihtions were adopted in 1964; the present regu-
latiins (iite fr~ih 1968.

(2) PRICING AND PREFERENCE

Since none of the Six have been in a strong export position, the
regulations for the beef sector have aimed primarily at providing sup-
port andi protection during l)eriods of low prices.

An "orientation" price is normally set annually for the year begin-
ning.April 1, for cattle and for calves. For 1972/73, in order to avoid a
rise in consumer prices, orientation prices were set to increase in two
steps-in April and September. These orientation prices were:

Cents per pound I

April September

Live cattle ------------------------ 36. 9 38. 4
Live calves ------------------------ 46.4 47. 5

1 Converted from units of account at $1.08571= UA1.OO.

Member states are authorized to undertake market intervention
(purchase of cattle, and l)urchase or storage of fresh or chilled beef)
in certain localities whenever cattle prices on EC markets average
less than 98 percent of the orientation price and are below 93 percent
of the orientation price in the localities concerned. Intervention is
required in all Member States whenever average cattle prices for the
E1P drop to less than 93 percent of the orientation price. Prices to be
paid for intervention purchases of beef are derived from the inter-
vention level for cattle by means of appropriate coefficients. There is
no intervention for calves or veal.

Imports are subject to import duties of 16 percent ad valoremn on
live animals and 20 percent ad valorem on fresh, chilled, or frozen
meat. In addition, if import prices are low relative to the orientation
price, there may be variable levies. Prior to EO enlargement, import
prices were calculated in two ways. A basic import price was calcu-
lated from a weighted average of certain cattle and calf prices in
the United Kingdom, Denniirk, Ireland and Austria. If, however,
beef prices from another part of the world-say Argentfina-were
significantly out of line with this basic, import price, a SI)eciAl import
price could be calculated for imports from that country.

The EC system then provided that if both the (basic or special)
import price and the average of Commiiinity market prices were
below the orientation price, a variable levy would apply to all imports
offsetting the differeotce between the import price and the orientation
price. If, however, the average of Comnifunity market prices sbotuld
rise above the orientation price, any applicable levy would be phased
out as follows:
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Percent of
applicable

Average of BO prices as percent levy to be
of orientation price collected

100-102. 75
102-1044 50
104-106 ------------------------------------------- 25
Over 106 ------------------------------------------- 0

The levy and intervention mechanism has not always worked well
since markets are still basically nationally oriented and it is possible
for one or more EC members to experience relatively low prices while
the average of member state prices is high enough to preclude inter-
vention--and vice versa (the average may be low enough to reduce
or eliminate levies).

Special provisions apply for waiving levies and reducing import
duties on importation of young cattle and calves for fattening, and
for suspending part or all of the levies on frozen beef imported for
processing. The quantity of frozen processing beef that may be
imported under these provisions is strictly controlled by the issuance
of import licenses against quarterly estimates of requirements.

The Community grants "indirect" preferential treatment to im-
ports from a number of countries. Lower levies are imposed on imports
of baby beef. The applicable tariff classification, however, may be
used only for imports from Yugoslavia. Levies, normally calculated
weekly, may be fixed 30 days in advance for imports from "distant
suppliers" who have signed agreements to that end-i.e., Argentina
and Uruguay.

(3) PRODUCTION AND DISPOSAL

Because of the inability of beef production to keep pace with con-
sumption, the EC is seeking ways to give further encourgemefit to
beef production. Cattle and calf oriejitation prices have been raised
relatively more than grain prices, but without a reduction in grain
prices it is unlikely farmers will employ grain feeding. More importar t,
it has been necessary to raise milk prices along with cattle prices and
to dispose of surplus milk with the aid of subsidies for use of skim
milk powder in calf feeding. As a partial consequence of these factors
there has been little incentive to shift from dual purpose animals
to beef breeds, while they has been considerable incentive to raise
calves on milk and slaughter them for veal instead of raising them to
adult animals for beef.

In April 1973 the EC Council approved proposals by the Commis-
sion for special subsidies to convert dairy herds to beef herds.

Export subsidies are also available if needed for exports to third
countries.

B. IN Tmu NINex
Since three of the four countries previously used in calculating the

basic import price are now members of the EM, the levy system had
to be changed. Levies are now calculated as the difference between
the orientation price and a weighted average of import prices for meat
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(converted to live weight basis) and live animals. However, if the
price of imports from certain countries is abnormally low a special
import price (and hence a higher levy) will be calculated for imports
from those countries.

In the new members, EC levies are diminished by the difference
between the EO orientation price applicable in the Six and that
applicable in the new member concerned. In intra-EO trade the price
differentials apply in lieu of levies. In practice, world prices have
been well above orientation prices since the beginning of 1973 so that
the" levy system has been inoperative.

Import duties may also be suspended if EC market prices warrant
it, and duties have been suspended through much of 1972 and 1973.

Orientation prices for 1972/73 for the-now members are as follows:

Cents per pound

United
Kingdom Ireland Denmark

Cattle -------------------- 29.8 29.8 38.4
Calves ------------------- 36.9 36.9 47.5

The British in addition continue temporarily to operate their sys-
tem of guaranteed prices even though the guaranteed price for fat
cattle is below the U.K. orientation price. For 1972/73 the U.K.
guaranteed price for fat cattle is 27.7 cents per pound I compared to
the orientation price of 29.8 cents per pound.'

Special trading arrangements between Ireland and the U.K. con-
tinue in force. f

2. Impact on the United State8
The following data illustrate that production of beef and veal in

the Six has grown apace with consumption, so that not imports have
increased:

Percent s8t-sujjiciency: beef and veal

Ger- Nether- Belgium/
EC many France Italy lands Luxem-

bourg

Average:
1956 to 1960-.... 92 87 102 75 106 96
1967 to 1968-.... 89 88 112 58 107' 87
1968 to 1969....-- 89 84 107 68 104 93
1969 to 1970..... 89 89 107 62 117 90
1970 to 19711.... 89 89 109 58 124 94

Converted from data in pounds sterling and units of account at £1.00- UA 2.161t=$2.3499.
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Net imports of beef and real

[rn thousand metrio tons)

Ger-
EC many

Nether- Belgium/
France- Italy lands Luxem-

bourg

Average:
1956 to 1960-.... 267 134. -17 154 -12 8
1967 to 1968...-. 534 154 -125 493 .- 22 34
1968 to 1969-.... 473 225 -145 399 -24 18
1969 to 1970-.... 533 169 -118 500 -48 27
1970 to 1971-.... 553 171 -141 576 -68 15

U.S. exports to the EC in this sector are largely outside the levy
system described above. Only fixed duties-zero for inedible tallow
and hides-apply to infiports of variety meats, tallow and hides. U.S.
exports to the ix and the Three in selected years are shown below:

U.S. exporttsof bovine product

(In millions of dollars)

1960 1905 1970 1971 1972

Items subject to both duties and
levies:

Beef and veal:
6 ------------------------ (1) 1.5 0.4 0.9 1.1
3 ------------------------ 1 .5 .3 .7 .4

Items subject to duties only:
Variety meats (offals): 2

6 ---------------------- 14.2 34.4 42.5 50.9 58.4
3 ----------------------- 7.8 14.0 14.7 14.7 16.8

Items duty free:
Tallow:

6 ---------------------- 37.6 37.1 33.4 33.3 28.3
3 ----------------------- 2.3 7.3 6.1 5.2 3.6

Hides, skins: 1
6 ---------------------- 24.0 31.6 17.8 33.7 54.4
3 ----------------------- 2.5 5.2 3.8 15.1 21.2

I Less than $50,000.
Ineludw pork, and other variety meats as well as beef variety meats.

'Primarily cattle hides until 1971 and 1972 when furskins and sheepskins
became more important.

0
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On the other lianid, the restrictiveness of the CAP for fresh, chilled
and frozen meat when world Sul)l)lies are more abundant his in th6
past contributed to a diversion of world exl)orts to the United States.

Enlargement of the EC brings two major beef exporters (Ireland
and Dennmirk) and one of the world's largest remaining unirestrict'ed
markets (the United Kingdom) within the protective framework of
the CAP. For tie Three there is already a net export surplus. It may
be expected dilat the price and other incentives under the CAP will
give a strong imipetus to production in all these countries, thus tending
to reduce gradually the net deficit of the Nine.

The United States should continue to have a good market for its
traditional exports, although British duties on variety meats will
rise from zero to 21 and 14 percent by 1978. On the other hand, the
British duty on inedible tallow will be reduced from 10 percent to zero.
E. Dairy Products

1. How the CAP lVork8
A. Ix THrE Six

(1) WHO ARE THE PRODUCES?

Milk is the main source of (ailV cash inconle of man11llV t houl.andil of
very small farms in the EC. According to EC agricuiltuiail census da a
for 1966/67, covering 6.4 million farmns, 1.2 million or nearly one farlmI
in five obtained 68 percent or more of its income from the lrodlucltio
of bovine animals. Thie percentage ranges f0'onr 11 percentt, and 16
percent in Italy and Germany to over 30 percent in I ranee. Belgium mu
and the Netherlands. Of these 1.2 million farms, 38 percent were less
than 12 acres in size; 59 percc it were less than 25 acres. Bo-ine iani-
niall production 'i. also the leading enterprise of anotlhr 1.4 million
farms, 33 percent of which were under 12 acres and 57 percent of
which were under 25 acres.

Most cattle in the EC serve the dual purpose of ::uilk and meat
producition. The smaller farmers necessarily have to rely miore on milk
production, which provides a daily cash return. The CAP, therefore,
aims to meet the income needs of these small fai-r iers as well as pro-
vide a protected-market for those EC members that export--mainly
the Netherlands and France. The first regulations were adopted in
1964; present regulations date from 1968.

(2) PRICING AND PREFERENCE

The pricing system for dairy products is extreniely ?omnplex. The
system is intended, through interventioni" purchases of bIt.ter, non-
fat dry milk antl certain cheese, through import. protection by variable
levies on all products and through export subsidies, to achieve an
average target price for whole milk (3.7 percent btterfat)(eliverel
to the dairy. Whole milk itself, however, is not directly SUpported.
The target price for whole milk, interveition prices for bitter, nonifiit
(try milk and cheese, and the threshold prices (minimum iiiport prices)
for various dairy prodliu•ts are shown below as of April 1972 (the be-
ginning of the 1972/73 marketing year):
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Cents per
pound t

Target. price: Whole milk ---------------------------------- 5. 8
Intervention prices:

Butter -------------------------------------. ------- 88. 6
Nonfat dry milk .... 26. 6
ranaa pa•alano cheese -------------------------------- 83.0
Parmesan cheese ------------------------------------ 90. 1

Threshold prices:
Wheyl powder ------------------- * -------------------- 10. 6
Non at dry milk ------------------------------------ 33.0
Dry whole milk ------------------------------------- 57. 5
Evaporated milk ------------------------------------ 24.4
Condensed milk (with sugar) ------------------------- 32. 6
Butter ------------------------------------ 99. 1
Swiss cheese -------------------------------- 83.7
Blue cheese --------------------------------- 72. 5
Parmesan cheese ---------------------------- 112.0
Cheddar cheese ------------------------------------- 76. 9
Gouda cheese --------------------------------------- 68. 9
L..acto.qe -------------------------------------------- 21.2

Prices are converted froin units of account. at $1.08571 = UJA 1.00

Prior to 1971 the intervention prices cited were not all applied'
uniformly throughout the EC, because one or more EC members
insisted on prices a little higher or lower thiin the agreed "comrhion"
level. This problem reappeared in 1971 when floating exchange rates
were introduced. For 1973/74, Germany and the Benelux countries
will have a "common" nolnflat dry milk price about 1f/lb lower than
the level for other member states in order to offset partly the dis-
ruption of cominon pricing by monetary priobhlms (See Part III).

Also in setting intervention prices for 1973/74, the'EC Council
male a major shift, in emphasis, away from butter toward nonfat
dry milk. Instead of raising both butter and nonfat dry milk prices
as in past years, the Council reduced the common butter intervention
price 2 percent in relation to April 1972 and increased the common
intervention price for nonfat (dry milk 22 percent. This shift wvas
made because surpluses were rising faster for butter than for other
products.

Variable import levies are calculated for all products monthly, and
are revised more frequently for particular products if necessary. In
the case of so-called "pilot' products, for which threshold prices are
fixed (above), the levies equal the difference between the threshold

rice and lowest corresponding c.i.f. price. For other dairy products
levies are derived by making adjustments in the levies for thenearest
corresponding pilot product. For fresh milk, which became subject to
the CAP only in 1972, the levy is derived from the levies on butter
and nonfat dry milk.

In order to mitigate the' effect of the levy system on imports of
Swiss cheeses from certain countries, the Ed has agreed to charge a
fixed duty, instead of a levy, on these cheeses when special conditions
(especially minimiun prices) are met and the imports are from certain
countries (maifily European).
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(3) PRODUOT1O0 AND DISPOBAL POWIOTM

Surpluses-especially of butter-bave been a major problem for
the Community. The Community has found it especially difficult to
avoid price increases for dairy products because of the importance of
milk in the income of millions of EC farmers.

Instead the EC has paid premhiiim' for the slaughter of very small
herds and for not delivering milk to the dairy (it must be used on the
farm or destroyed). It has also paid subsidies for exports of butter and
other.dairy products, and has made butter available at low prices out
of intervention stocks for processing, export, feed use, for the armed
forces and general consuiimpti6n (if several months old). Intervention
stocks have been donated to charitable institutions and to foreign
countries as food aid.

In considering prices for 1973/74 the Comnmission reported that
butter stocks in the Six increased by 157,000 tons in 1972, and that
milk production in the Nine was currently exceeding consutinption by
7 to 8 million tons. For 1973/74 the Council approved a small reduction
in the butter intervention price-offset, by a much larger increase in
the price of nonfat dry milk-and for lthe Arst time approved a general
consumer subsidy for fresh butter of aboit. 5.5 cents per potatoy.

Another important subsidy is paid to dairies to reduce the price of
nonfat dry milk used in calf feed. In 1968/69, the first year of "coin-
mon'1 prices for milk, the subsidy was 20 percent of the intervention
price for nonfat dry milk. In 1972/73 the subsidy was 33 percent of
the nonfat dry milk price, and in 1973/74 is 39 percent. Thus the net
cost of nonfat dry milk for feed in 1973174 is 21 l)ercent above the
1968/69 level compared to a 60 percent, increase in cost (intervention

price) for other uses. This subsidy has helped the EC avoid such large
surpluses of nonfat dry milk, but has encouraged the l)roduction of
milk fed veal to the detrimefit of beet.

B. INx THE NINE

As with other price supported products, price differentials operate in
trade between the Three and the Six and as adjustments in levies and
subsidies applicable between the Three and third countries. The price
differemfihils are based on theoretical threshold price differences, how-
ever, rather than intervention prices"
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Price differential Feb. I, 1M7

[Cents per pound 1)

United
Kingdom Ireland Denmark

Whey powder ------------------- 0 0 0
Nonlat dry milk ----------------- 0 0 0
Dry whole milk ----------------- 17. 17 4.82 2.73
Evaporated milk ---------------- 4.95 2. 39 .08
Condensed milk (with sugar) - 5- 94 2 1.67 2. 09
Butter ------------------------ 54. 14 15.21 8. 60
Swiss cheese -------------------- 18. 82 5.29 2.99
Blue cheese --------------------- 18. 82 5.29 2.99
Parmesan cheese ---------------- 14.13 3.97 2. 25
Cheddar cheese ----------------- 18. 82 5. 29 2. 99
Gouda cheese ------------------- 18. 82 5.29 2. 99
Lactose ------------------------ 0 0 0

'Converted from units of account to $1.08571 -- UA1.00.
2 Plus a differential for sugar content.

Intervention prices compared to the "conmnon" level were set as
follows for February 1, 1973:

Cents per pound

United
6 Kingdom Ireland Denmark

Butter --------------- 91.60 37.46 76.39 83.00
Nonfat dry milk ------- 26.60 26. 60 26.60 26.60
Cheese ------------------------- (1) (1) (1)

I No intervention in 3.

Perhaps the two most important consequences of the application
of the CAP to the Three are the relatively greater encouragement to
production of butter and other manufactured dairy products com-
pared to direct consuniption of fluid-milk, and the substantial price
increases that must be made by the Three, in particular the U.K.
These two factors can only aggravate the Comihiunity's dairy surplus
problems.

2. Impact on. the United States
The CAP has affected the United States primarily because the

surpluses generated have been exported with a disruptive effect on
world markets, including the American market. The following data
on changes in the percentage of self-sufficieiicy for the most important
dairy products suggests that the production and disposal policies
earlier described were having some success, particularly in increasing
consumption. Production had slowe(l somniewhat in 1970 and 1971

I
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but began to rise again in 1972. Butter stocks, which had been reduced
from over 300,000 tons at the end of 1969 to 106,000 tons at the end
of 1971 were back up to 400,000 tons at the end of 1972.

Percent of self-auficiency iin nonfat dry milk, butter an4 cheese

Bel-
gium/

Nether- Luxem- Ger-EC France lands bourg many Italy

Nonfat dry milk:
* € Average:

1956-60 --------- 97 131 76 100 93 100
1967-68 -------- 161 234 57 153 165 46
1968-69 -------- 149 226 38 164 160 61
1969-70 -------- 121 143 42 166 145 69
1970-71 -------- 132 145 47 176 182 65

Butter:
Average:

1956-60 -------- 101 106 180 96 94 81
1967-68 -------- 117 131 323 100 105 70
1968-69 -------- 113 119 350 109 104 63
1969-70 -------- 107 106 367 102 98 64
1970-71 -------- 105 107 345 95 96 65

Cheese:
Average:
1956-60--------_100 104 210 35 77 98
1967-68 -------- 104 109 259 54 83 94
1968-69 -------- 102 109 226 48 85 91
1969-70 -------- 102 111 218 49 86 88
1970-71 -------- 102 112 230 51 84 86

EC dairy policies have contributed to increased imports into the
United States, both directly in EC exports to the United States and
indirectly by diverting to thie United States products kept out of the
EC by the levy system. U.S. iniports of dairy products from the EC
rose from $37.6 million in 1967 to $49.0 million in 1972, notwitlistand-
ing the tightening of U.S. import quotas during that period as neces-
sary to protect domestic J)rograms.

U.S. exports of dairy products to the Six in 1972 totalled $2 million.
The extension of the CAP on dairy products to the United King-

dom, Ireland and Denmark will, as mentioned above, aggravate the
surplus* problems of the Six by encouraging greater production of
manufactured dairy products. The pattern of world trade will be
fuir•her distorted as traditional suppliers to the U.K. market are
displaced by internal EC production.

The most important of the traditional suppliers to the U.K. is
New Zealand, which has a temporary guarantee. The U.K. is author-
ized to imip6ort butter and cheese from New Zealand at special prices
in the following quantities for 1973-1977:

29-617 0 - 74 - 13
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(In metric ton9J

Butter Chee.9e

1973 105,p811 68,58P
1974 -------------------------- 158,902 60,960
1975 -------------------------- 151,994 45,720
1976 -------------------------- 145,085 30,480
1977 -------------------------- 138, 176 15, 240

After 1977 some further provision may be made for butter, but not
for cheese.
F. Sugar

1. How the CAP Work8
A. IN THE Six

(1) WHO ARE TIHE PRODUCERS?
Sugar beets are grown in all EC countries. In addition, the CAP

makes provision for the cane sugar production of the French Overseas
Departments.' France and Belgium are the principal exporting
members. *

The number of sugar millers and refiners, however, is quite limited.
Sugar maikiting is dominated by three firms tit Germany, two firms
in the Netherlands, one in Belgfiii, no group of firms in Italy, and
one group in France. There are less than two dozen major reftlintg
companies in the Six. The CAP therefore also ifieltidb a system of
productions quotas designed to preserve their interests. A levy system
for sugar was introduced in 1967; the present system took effect
in 1968.

(2) PRICING AND PREFERENCE

In the case of sugar, both target and intervention prices are pegged
to the milhi ptoduetion areas of northern France. Threshold prices,
however, are fixed f6r the most distant point, Palermo Sicily, at a
level that will assure a preference for French sugar there. Higher
intervention prices are permitted in Italy, by way of exception.

Intervention prices are fixed for refined sugar, raw cane sugar from
the French Overseas Departmenits, and raw beet sugar. Refiners must
meet. a minimum beet price in their contracts with beet growers.

Sugar prices .'721/73 '(beginning July 1)
(In, d.oltars ' per metric ton)

Refined sugar:
IThreshold price -...-.- .................---------------------------- 293.68
Target price ..-------------------------------------------------------- 266.54
Intervention price --------------------------------------------------- 253.40

Italy ------------------------------------------------------------- 269.69
French Overseas Departments - - ----------------------- 249.82

Raw beet sugar intervention ------------------------------------------ 215.51
Italy ..-.--..................... ---------------------------------- 230. 50

Converted from unnltt of account at UA 1.00=$1.08571.

I Onadeloupe, Martinique, Reunion, French Guiana.



,27 189

Sugar priwe 197,/73 (beginning July 1) -Contiiftied

Raw cane sugar intervention (French overseas departments). 27. 25
Minimuiinm beet price:

Within quota - ------------------------------------------------------ 19.20
Italy ------------------------------------------------------------- 21.31

Over quota ......------------------------------------------------------ 11.29
Italy ..........--------------------------------------------------- 13.41

Sugar levies are calculated daily in a manner similar to that for
grains. The Six have not extended preferential treatment to any third
countries. This policy, however, may be reassessed in the light of the
accession of the United Kingdom which has had special arrangements
with its Commonwealth Suppliers.

(3) PRODUCTION AND DISPOSAL POLICIES
As indicated above, a aysteni of production quotas allocated to each

sugar factory or manufacturer was established in 1968. Initially, the
total of the quotas was well in excess of levels indicated by previousproduction history. [In thousand metric tons)

Sum of Human
basic Produc- consump-

quotas tion tion Balance

Average:
1962-63-1966-67 ----------- 5, 897 5, 521 376
1967-68 ------------------ 6, 600 5, 820 780
1968-69 ---------- 6,480 6,816 5,931 885
1969-70---------- 6, 480 7,434 6,065 1,369
1970-71 ---------- 6,480 7,052 .6,493 559
1971-72 ---------- 6,480 8,095 6,280 1,815

NoT&.-Data include French overseas departments.

As the quota system is presently operated in ifiost EC coUntries,
the refiner becomes liable to a tax or assessment on any production in
excess of his base quota. In principle the amount of the tax should
equal the cost per ton of export subsidies and other measures em-
ployed to disposeff sugar surpluses. (Surpluses are presently defined
as quantities in excess of estimated human consuiiption or base
quotas, whichever figure is larger. Small quantities are also used for
feed and industrial use). In fact, the EC Council has placed a ceiling
on the tax rate well below the actual disposal cost. Moreover, 60
percent of the tax may be passed on to the beet grower. The refiner
may also cut the minimum price to beet growers some 40 percent for
beets used to produce sugar in. excess of his base quota. If a refiner
produces more than 135 percent of his base quota, the excess must be
exported without benefit of subsidy. Losses on this accofuit, how ever,
may again be at least partly passed on to beet growers since the mini-
mum beet price is also eliminaiited.

Premiums are available for denaturing sugar for use as animal feed.
Chemical iAhiifacttirers who use sugar as a raw material receive a

subsidy to offset the higher costs imposed by the Community sup-
port system.



Export subsidies are paid on sugar and molasses and on the sugar
content of products containing sugar.

Subsidy rates, available on request, are published regularly. How-
ever subsidy rates may also be and often are established by tender
and are not published. Subsidized sales may be authorized even when
tthe pIublihh6d subsidy rfitto is zero. (This has been of particular imipor-
tance in the case of molasses.)

B. Ix THE NINE
Sugar prices fixed for the new Member States for 1972/73 are as

follows:

Dollars I per metric ton

United
Kingdom Ireland Denmark

Intervention prices:
Refined sugar ------------- 205.85 228.65 253. 40
Raw beet sugar ------------ 160.58 194.34 230. 50

Minimum beet price:
Within quota -------------- 15.51 17. 32 19.20
Over quota ---------------- 11.29 11.29 11.29

1 Converted from units of account at $t.08571 equals UA 1.00.

U.K. import commiitments to Commonwealth Sugar Agreement
countries are to continue unchanged to February 25, 1975, except that
the price paid for raw cane sugar, ci.f. U.K. ports under the agreement
is to be:

Dollars per
meiric ton

Feb. 1, 1973 to June 30, 1973 ------------------------- 161.55
July 1, 1973 to Jiue 30, 1974 ------------------------ 171.33
July 1, 1974 to Feb. 28, 1975 ------------------------ 181.10

In order to provide some comparability of aid during this period,
any EC refiner may receive a subsidy to buy raw cane sugar from the
French Overseas Departments as follows:

per metric
ton

Feb. 1, 1973 to June 30, 1973 ------------------------ 10.10
July 1, 1973 to June 30, 1974 ------------------------ 7.38
July 1, 1974 to Feb. 28, 1975 ------------------------- 4.67

New arrangements for less developed Cornmonwealth countries are
to be negotiated by 1975.

Price differentials used in trade between the Three and the Six and
as adjustments in EC levies and subsidies on trade by the Three with
third countries are-for sugar or sugar products:
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Dollars per metric ton

Refined Raw

United Kingdom ------------------ 4. 76 5. 49
Ireland --------------------------- 2.48 2. 12
Denmark._ 0 0

Basic quotas for the Nine are set at:
Metric lons

Germany ------------------------------ 1,750, 000
France -------------------------------- 2, 400, 000
Italy --------------------------------- 1,230, 000
Netherlands ------------------------------ 550, 000
Belgiiim/Luxembourg ------------------------ 550, 000
United Kingdom --------------------------- 900, 000
Ireland ---------------------------------- 150, 000
Denmark -------------------------------- 290, 000

Total---------------------- 7,820, 000

2. In pact on the Utnited ,State8
While the United States does not export sugar, the United States

has been affected by EC sugar regulations in several ways. The
emergence of the EC of Six as an important sugar exporter has added
to the pressures on other import markets in years when world'sugar
supplies are abuidtant. The depressing effect of EC experts on free
world market prices has been reflected also in the levies imposed
by the EC on the sugar syrup radded to canned :fruit. EC regulations
have led to the sale of subsidized molasses and other products to
the United States, and have established import licenses for sugar
beet pulp, which the United States has exported to the EC for feed.

The accession of the United Kingdom, Denmark and Irelaind .is
important to the United States especially in terms of the restructuring
of world trade as some of the Commonwealth suppliers are displaced
by other EC medbeiirs in the Briti.sh market.
G. Olive Oil

1. How the CAP Works
A. IN THE SIx

(1) WHO ARE THE PRODUCERS?
Olive oil is produced and consuriled almost exclusively in Italy.

Because of Its high price it is not strictly competitive with other oils.
The CAP therefore is intended mainly to preserve the market in
Italy. The support system for oliVe oil Was introduced in 1966.

(2) PRICING AND PIIEFERENCFJ
A market target price is fixed at a level intended to make olive oil

available to consumiers at "rea.solable' _(t hough higher thqn world
market) prices. This market target price is ahi6V i4d Withtlie aid of
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market intervention and variable import levies. Since the market
target -price is considered an inadequate income guarantee, the CAP
further provides for a direct payment to bring the total return up to a
producer targt 'prio'. For 1972/73 these prices are:

DoU~r.' pe~r
metrk top

Producer target price ----------------------------- 1,354
Market target price ------------------------------- 864
Intervention price -------------------------------- 786

1 Converted from units of account at $1.08571= UA 1.00.

Preferential reductions in the levy aie granted to several Mediter.
ranean countries that are important suppliers of olive oil. In the case
of Greece this is done by establishing a separate levy based on Greek
prices. For other countries a token reduction in the regular levy is
granted, plus a somewhat, larger reduction if the exporting country
raises its price by an equivalent amount.

(3) PRODUCTION AND DISPOSAL

Subsidies are provided to canners of fish and other products to allow
them to use olive oil at world market. prices.

Export subsidies are also available as necessary.
B. IN TiE NINE

Enlargement of the Community required no transitional measures
for olive oil. The full levy .'.-stem was adopted by the new members
on February 1, 1973.

The new members have delayed, for the time being, adoption of
preferences for Mediterranean countries pending renegotiation of some
of the agreements involved.
2. Impact on thte United ,States

While the direct impact of the CAP for olive oil on the United
States is marginal, EC efforts to support the olive oil market aresometimes raised as grounds for taxing or otherwise restricting im-

ports of other vegetable oils and oil bearing materials.
H. Oilseeds and Oilseed Products
1. How the CAP Work8

A. I THE Six
(1) WHO ARE TIlE PRODUCERS?

Oi!seed production in 1972/73 is reported at 1.1 million tons. Net.
oilseed imports, however, have been on the order of 6 to 7 million tons.

In 1972/73 rapeseed accounted for 91 percent of EC production
of oilseeds; most of the remainder is sunflowers-eed. Seventy "percent
of the rapeseed production is in France, and another 24 percent in
Germany. Virtually all of the iniports enter the EC duty free under
GATT concessions. In short, the CAP for oilseeds did not anml cannot
provi(le the kiiid of protection afforded to other l)rodiicts, such as
grains. EC oilseed regulations took effect in 1967.

(2) PRICING AND PREFERENCE

Community preference is established by paying a subsidy to EC
oilseed crushers for the purchase of domestic rapeseed and sunflower-
seed. EC market prices for domestic rap)eseed and sunflowerseed have
been maiintained at levels well above world market prices by govern-
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mnet purchasing at intervention prices and by the payment of the
subsidy m6ntionfd above, which bridges the gia) between the higher
domestic price an(i the world( market price at which imported oilseeds
are available. The gal) is measured by the target. price in Genoa
minus the c.i.f. price of impor(k at, Rotterdam anid is therefore exag-
geratte( for the main producmig areas where domestic prices are
lower than at Genoa.

The pricing structure is illustrated below:

Dollars I per metric ton

Rapeseed Sunflowerseed

1. Target price (Genoa) ---------------- 226.37 228. 54
2. Intervention price (Genoa)________ 219.86 222. 03
3. Intervention price (Bourges) 202.81 203.68
4. World price (Rotterdam) July

1972 -.-.---- .......------------------- 121.21 152.70
5. Subsidy (1-4) -.......------------------ 105. 16 75.84

Converted from unit of account at $1.08571 equals UA 1.00.

In Italy there is a further small payment to crushers to offset
alleged higher costs there.

Community preference has been effective in terms of encouraging
EC production of oilseeds, as may be seen from the following data:

EX production of oilseeds

Area (1,000 Yield (100 Production
hectares) kg/ha) (1,000 tons)

1967 to 1968 306 20 626
1968 to 1969 356 20 697
1969 to 1970 ----------- 409 18 737
1970 to 1971 ........... 478 18 806
1971 to 1972 ----------- 496 21 918
1972 to 1973 ........... 517 22 1, 025

Since imports of oilseeds and oilcake are adnfiitted duty free, tariff
preferences are not possible. The EC has under consideration, however,
a scheme whereby certain preferred suppliers-notably associated
African countries-would be "guaranteed" a specified price for a
given quantity of their oilseed (peanut) exports to the EC. If world
prices should fall below the agreed price, the EC would indirectly
make up the difference with respect to its imports by financial aid in
some form.

(3) PRODUCTION AND DISPOSAL POLICIES

Export subsidies are available as needed.
I-
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B. Ix nilE NINE.
Oilseed production in the Three is mininual, but, support is available;

in particular the subsidie. to crushers are available for the purchase of
rapeseed and sunflowerseed on the continent.

2. Impact on the United States
The United States is the major supplier to the EC of soybeans,

which comprise about two-thirds of E0 oilseed imports. U.S.'exports
of soybeans and soybean cake to the EC have grown fourfold from
$204 million in 1962 to $818 million in 1972 and accounted for most
of the increase in U.S. agricultural exports to the E( over that, period.
This unusual growth reflects the strong EC demand for inexpensive
feeds and the free access to the EC market afforded by the EC's
GATT commitments.

On the other hand, some Coommunity interests have remained
concerned that free access of inexpensive oilseeds and oilseed products

"would somehow undermine other parts of the C(AP, especially undercut
the market for high cost EC feedgrains. The EC/ has therefore ,.oi-
sidered a number of ways to curtail oilseed imports, notwiths.tanding
GATT commitment ts:

1. Imposition of a tax on both dolies.tic and imported product:. The
tax rate might (liffer, for examl)le, as between soybean products and
rapeseed products.

2. Negotiation of an international commochity agreement whereby all
importing countries would ap)ply variable levies to enforce a neg6-
tinted world price level.

3. Application of coifitervailing duties on imported products found
to be, or presumed to be, subsidized directly or indirectly. (Such
duties have in fact been imposed on rapeseed oil from East Europe
and castor oil from Brazil when the price of the oil was deemed to
be abnormally low in relation to the price'of the oilseed.)

Another proposal advanced by the French in 1973 when world
market prices rose to unusually high levels was to provide subsidies
for soybeans similar to those now granted to EC crushers of rapeseed
and sunflowerseed. Soybeans are now grown only experimentally in
Europe, but could be'grown commercially if subsidized sufficiently.
Some French estimates are that up to 300,000 tans could be -produced
within three years.
I. Cottonseed

1. How the CAP Works
EC production of. cotton-all in Italy-is so small that cotton was

not, defined :as an agricultural product in the Treaty of Rome. In
order to provide some assistance, therefore, it, was necessary to pr)-
vide aid to cottonseed rather than cotton. The aid con-sists'ofa direct.
payment of about $35 an acre.' The aid was initiated iin 1971. I

. Ihnpact on the United State8 .

About-9,000 acres were devoted to Italian cotton production in
1972/73. Total cotton production was estinimited at 900 metric tons.

The United States exports little cottonseed, but ;cottonseed oil
exports are importantt: $7 million to the Six and another $7 million
to the Three in 1972.

'80 units of account per hectare for 1972/73 at UA 1.00=$1.08571.
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The United States exported $70 million of cotton to the Nine in
1972. The EC is considering a scheme for cotton, like that mentioned
for peanuts, whereby preferred (African) suppliers would be guaran-
teed a specific price on a certain quantity of exports to the E8.
J. Flax and Hemp

1. How the CAP Work8
Flax and hemp are minor crops grown for fiber, although support

obviously also benefits flaxseed and hempseed oil. Flax production in
1972 is estimated at 66,400 metric tons, 80 percent of which is in
France. Smaller amounts are grown elsewhere in the C9mmunity,
primarily in Belgium and the Netherlands. Belgium is the leading
processor. EC hemp production in 1972 totalled 5,400 tons, nearly all
in France.

Support has been provided since 1970 in the form of direct payments
equivalent, in 1972/73, to $59 per acre of flax and $51 per acre of hemp.
These subsidies were increased 11 percent for 1973/74.

2. Impact on the United State8
The CAP for flax and hemp has had little impact on U.S. exports so

far, particularly in view of the small quantities produced.
U.S. exports to the Six of flaxseed and linseed oil totalled $25.9 mil-

lion and $2.5 million, respectively, in 1972. Another $2.0 million of
linseed oil was exported to the Three in 1972. The level of these ex-
ports, however, has depended more on the quantities available for ex-
port than on EC policies.
K. Tobacco

1. How the CAP Work8
A. IN THE Six

(1) WHO ARE THE PRODUCERS?

Tobacco is grown in Italy, France, Germany, and Belgium. In 1972
production totalled 142,000 metric tons, 59 percent in Italy and 33
percent in France. In these latter countries, production, trade and
manufacture of tobacco has been in the hands of government monop-
olies. As a condition to the establishment of a CAP for tobacco in 1970,
these governments agreed to relinquish their legal control over leaf
tobacco production and wholesale trade by 1976. The CAP for tobacco
was adopted mainly to meet Italian interest in Commiunity support
for this product.

(2) PRICING AND PREFERENCE

Over 60 percent of EC tobacco consumption is imported, subject to
fixed import duties boundin GATT. Community preference is there-
fore established by subsidies rather than by variable levy import pro-
tection. The EC fixes a "standard" or "norm" price, which is a pro-
ducer target price, for each of 20 types or groups of tobacco types. An
intervefition price is fixed for each of these types at 90 percent of the
standard price. Intervention prices, whhenfirst established in 1970, were
some 15 percent above the prices receii-ed in 1969 by growers. In-
tervention prices, however, are considerably above the prices of com-
parable imported tobacco.

Therefore, in order to assure the purchase of domestic tobaccos,
a premium is paid to EC buyers of domestic leaf. The buyer's premium
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ranges from 60 to 80 percent of the intervention price for most types.
Hence it not only assures that domestic tobacco is competitive in
price with imported tobacco, but it makes domestic tobacco far
cheaper to the EC buyer than it used to be before the CAP entered
into force.

The import duty is divided into two classifications. The, rate is
15 percent subject to a maximum of 70 units of account per 100 kg.
(380flb.)' on tobacco valued at more than 280 u.a. per 100 kg.
($1.53/lb.). This classification was originally intended to cover only
cigar wrapper leaf, but now includes increasing amounts of highly

processed cigarette leaf. The rate for the remaining classification is
23 percent subject to a maximum of 33 u.a./100 kg. (180/ib.)' and a
minimum of 28 u.a./100 kg. (150/lb.)1 The majority of U.S. tobacco
enters at the maximum rate of 33 U.A./100 kg.

Twenty-one percent (in 1971) of EC tobacco imports by volume,
however, are subject to no duties or restrictions because they originate
in countries with which the EC has preferential trading arrangements.
The principal preferential suppliers are Greece, Turkey and the
EC's African associates.

(3) rRODUMTION AND DISPOSAL POLICIES
The abandonment of monopoly controls over production in France

and Italy and the replacement of the monopolies' administratively
guaranteed market by high premiums to buyers led the EC to adopt
provisions to prevent an excessive increase in support costs. The
tobacco CAP provides that if quantities purchased by intervention
agencies exceed a specified percentage of production, the EC Council
may decide, for the varieties in question, such measures as a cut in
the intervention price or a limit on intervention purchases, and in an
extreme case a cut in the buyer's premium.

Provision is also made or export subsidies. Export subsidies
announced for the first time in 1973, for two types. .

Another factor affecting the consumption of tobacco is the excise
tax policy applicable to cigarettes and other manufactured tobacco
products. In Germany, which bought 58 percent of U.S. tobacco
exports to the Six in 1972, the excise tax has been based on the quantity
of cigarettes produced, whereas in other EC countries the tax has
been based on value-a procedure which discourages the use of high
priced raw materials such as the United States supplies. The EC is
now trying to standardize the tax system and has agreed so far that
excise taxes must be at least 25 percent on a value basis.

B. IN T•H Nnm
Since none of the new EC members produces tobacco, EC regula-

tions were adopted in full'on February 1, 1973. Transitional arrange-
ments exist only in respect of the tariff. In the U.K., however, the
principal charges applied to tobacco inimports are fiscal charges rather
than custoinis duties per se. The Accession Treaty requires no adjust-
mnet in these charges until 1976 or later-until agreement is reached
on standardization of excise tax systems. The U.K. fiscal charge
musts then, be converted to an internal, tax. No agreement has been
attempted, however, even within the Six, on standardization of tax
rates.

I Converted at UA 1.00=$1.2095.
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Preferences extended by the U.K. to less developed Common-
wealth suppliers also remain unchanged for the moment. The EC is
now preparing, however, for negotiations with the less developed
countries previously associated either with the Sixor with the U.K.
with a view to combining these preferential systems. Preferences by
the Three for Mediterranean suppliers are also to'be negotiated.

0. Impact on the United State8
The United States has been concerned that EC tobacco policies

will lead to an expansion of EC production and will induce manu-
facturers to shift to cheaper types of tobacco and to shift to tobacco
from preferred suppliers. The expansion of EC production is already
evident.

Production, which had been declining, is now rising again:

Area (1,000 Yield (100 Production
hectares) kg/ha) (1,000 tons)

Average:
1956-60 --------------- 88.4 17.5 155. 1
1967-68---.... . 77.6 18.6 144.6
1968-69 --------------- 76.3 17.7 135. 1
1969-70 --------------- 70. 1 19.0 133.3
1970-71 --------------- 66.0 20.5 135.5
1971-72 --------------- 67.5 19.8 133.9
1972-73 --------------- 71.7 19.8 141.8

U.S. exports of toba6-tov the Six have shown significant growth-
to $168.5 million in 172, compared to $149.0 million in 1967, and
$105.5 million in 1962. However, the increase since 1967 is 13 percent
compared to a 44 percent increase in U.S. tobacco exports to the rest
of the world.

U.S. exports of tobacco to the Three totalled $169.2 million in 1972,
of which $132.6 million went to the U.K. In considering the impact
of EC tobacco policies on U.S. exports to the enlarged Coinmunity,
several factors stand out: (1) the market in the, Three, which is as
large as the market in the Six, will pay buyers prenmiums for the use
of lower cost tobaccos; (2) the number of preferential suppliers will
be increased within a few years by the combining of U.K. and EC
preferential systems; and (3) an excise tax system based to some ex-
tent on value will be applied to the new members as well as the Six.
L. Fruits and Vegetables

1. How the CAP Work8
A. IN THE Six

(1) WHO ARE TiiE PRODUCERS?

Obviously all EC members have an interest in the fruit and vege-
table sector. The specific products in which they have an interest,
however, vary from country to country. The relationship of l)roduc-
tion to ,onsumption in each member state is indicated below for the
sector as a whole and for some particular products:
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Production as percent of consumption 1970-71

Belgium/
Ger- Nether. Luxem-

EC Italy France many lands bourg

All vegetables. 99 111 95. 47 88 117
Fruit, excluding

citrus --------- 88 120 101 54 82 67
Apples ---------- 99 113 141 61. 96 82
Pears ----------- 102 125 103 52 113 94
Peaches --------- 102 135 108 9 0 8

Citrus fruit -------- 52. 125 1 0 0 0

(2) PRIOnMo AND PREFERMMK'
Fruits and vegetables have clearly not been given the priority for

protection that has been allotted to grains and livestock products.
This situation is owing to the fewer number of farmers involved, tbh
diversity of spWialized interests and other factors. However, while
the first reguaiktiopns governing, fruits and vegetables were adopted
in 1962, major new, provisions have been added every few, years. after
that in order to strengthen the support and protection affo*4d,

Import duties apply to all products, and for many the rates are
bound in GATT.

Si'npe 1962 tle most import~it products have been further. protected
from import competition by "reference prices," which in effect serve
as minimum import prices. When, after certain adjustments, the price
of an imported product from a part'ýular country is fwd to be
selling below the reference price, tbe EC impoýes an offsetting "com-
pensatory tax" on that product, whjen imported from the. country in
questions. Compenýsatory taxes have been. applied relatively infre-
quently and never yet against American products because the latter
have been relatively high priced. Siuce this system was first implemenit-
ed, however, it has been made more avtomatic in its. application;
reference prices have beon extended to more products and have been
raised to higher levels. These changes combine.d with two devaluations
of the dollar greatly increase the likelihood tha.• American products
will be affected in the future.

An interesting feature of this system since 1.972 is that compensatory
taxes may be assessed on the basis of prices for domestic products
rather than imports if the latter are sold on wholesale, markets other
than those on which price quotations are normally collected.

In 1967 the EC introduced a support system which functions in
the first instance through producer organizations. Member, States
were to give aid for the establishment Of producer groups that would
be able to hold their members produce off the market at price levels
not to exceed ceilings set by the Member States. In additlfii, for themost important products (approximately the same products for which
which reference prices are fixed), the EC Council fixes "base prices"
and ."purchase prices" each year-the former an average of recent
market prices, the latter a considerably lower figure at which under
certain conditions Member States would begin to buy up produce
withheld from the market by the producer groups. In effect, the system
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seeks to provide more even marketing of fruits and vegetables with
government intervention, if necessary, at distress prices. This system,
too, has been strengthened by easing the conditions for government
intervention, by increasing the number of products covered by
base prices and purchase prices, and by increasing these prices.

Processed fruits and vegetables have yet to be brought completely
within the Common Agricultural Policy. The comolin external tariff
applies in all cases, and is often fairly high (20 percent or more ad
val orem).

In addition, for products packed with added sugar or syrup, there is
a variable levy on the calculated added sugar.content. This levy is
now changed every three months and is relatively low (luring.periods
when wor d sugar prices are high, as at present. On the other hand, the
method used in calculating the quantity of added sugar does not per-
mit the importer to know in advance what the total levy will be.
Hence the system tends to be far more restrictive than it appears.

Agreement was reached only in June 1973 on a Communitywide
system of protection to replace national quantitative restrictions that
have been applied to a greater or lesser extent by each Member State
to processed fruits and vegetables. The common system will establish
minimum import prices which will be used to trigger compensatory
taxes for the most sensitive products including citrus juice, canned
peaches, and tomatoes and tomato products. The EC Council has also
adopted and implemented "escape clauses" under which, if the EC has
difficulty marketing a product, imports may be restricted by licenses.
Licensing has been applied to restrict imports of apples when domestic
production was in surplus and to restrict imports of tomato concen)-
trates which were said to cause difficulty for the marketing of domestic
tomatoes.

Preferential tariffs apply to many fruits and %,Pgetables. Duty re-
ductions vary depending on the product and the country of origin. In
the case of citrus fruit, most of the Coimunity's imports enter from
Mediterranean countries at preferential rates ranging from 20 to 60
percent of the most-f avored-nation rates. In June 1973 the EC Couincil
voted to reduce the preferential rate further for Spain and Israel to 40
percent of the MFN rate. The reductions have been granted on the
condition that during the main season of Community marketing (when
reference prices apply), the prices are maintained by the exporting
countries at specified levels somewhat above applicable reference
l)rices. This provision was to be simplified in mid-] 973 by an increase
in reference prices in p)rol)ortion to the increase in the margin of prefer-
ence. The effect of this -arrangement is to guarantee a high unit profit
to the preferred supplier during seasons when referen-e prices apply
and to assure a price preference on the EC market in other seasons. In
either case the arrangement affords a commercial a(lvantage to the
preferred suppliers.

(3) PRODUCTION AND DISPOSAL POLICIES

EC fruit and vegetable marketing is intended to funtlii6n insofar as
possible through producer groups. Aid to their formation and opera-
tion is a basic part of the CAP. At l)resent, producer groups account
for oinly about 30 l)ercent of EC production of friuits an-d vegetables.

When surpluses are withdrawn from the market, they may be
donated to charity or provided to institutional feeding. They may also
be made available to the processing industry at low cost. As a result,
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EC processed fruits and vegetables are occasionally offered on world
markets at very low prices. In the case of Italian oranges, for which
marketing methods are said to be inadequate, the EC has authorized
the payment of special subsidies, not only for processing but also for
marketing fresh oranges within the EC.

Since 1970, export subsidies have been made available for fresh
fruits and vegetables. Export subsidies have been available for certain
processed products since 1966 on a national basis at the request of a

ember State government. Since 1970 processed products have been
eligible for export subsidies on a Community-wide basis.

B. Iw =a Nnru
In adopting the CAP for fruits and vegetables the Three will elimi-

nate import duties between themselves and the Six and will adopt the
common external tariff in five annual steps, generally beginning
January 1, 1974.

All other elements of the CAP went into force in the Three with no
transition on February 1, 1973.

Quantitative restrictions maintained by the Three on fresh fruits and
vegetables had to be eliminated on that date. The Treaty of Accession
provided that when these restrictions were removed, if producer prices
in the new member were higher than the base prices in the EC, the
new members could replace the quantitative restrictions with a sur-
charge on imports equal in principle to the price difference. The sur-
charge is to be phased out in equal stages by 1978. It is presently
applied on fresh apples and pears at very high initial levels, further
adjusted in a discriminatory manner with regard to the customs duty.
For example, for the August-December season when most U.S. trade
enters, 1973 U.K. charges on fresh pears are:

[In percent]

Ad valorem equivalent

On United On Italian
States pears pears

Custom duty ---------------------- 2.5 2.5
Surcharge- ------------------------ 23.0 23.0
Adjustinen" ------------------------ 10. 5 -2. 5

Total ---------------------- 36.0 23.0

2. Inipact on the United State8
U.S. exports of fruits and vegetables fluctuate to some extent with

available supplies. In general exports have increased:

is
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Average U.S. export to the EO

[In millions of dollars]

1961-63 1964-66 1967-69 1970-72

Fresh fruits ----------- 19. 8 22. 4 22. 0 21.2
Citrus ----------- 18. 5 19. 8 20. 7 20. 3

Dried fruits ----------- 8. 1 9. 2 8. 2 11.0
Fruit juices ------------ 6.4 4.3 8.5 11.7
Canned fruit ---------- 25. 8 30. 8 18. 7 22. 2
Other fruit ------------ 1.3 1.5 1.1 1.0
Vegetables ------------ 25. 1 24.4 16. 2 23.4
Nuts ----------------- 2.4 3.3 5.5 27.0

Total ---------- 88. 9 95. 9 80.2 117. 5

The five main problems raised for United States exports by EC
policies on fruits and vegetables are:

(1) Reference prices apply to fresh fruits, including among others
oranges, lemons, apples, pears, grapes. U.S. prices have been above
reference prices so far, but reference prices are rising and U.S. prices
have dropped with dollar devaluation so that the possibility that U.S.
products will be affected isgreatly increased.

(2) Recently enacted minimum import prices on certain processed
fruits and vegetables may lead to taxes or restrictions on U.S. pro-
ducts. Implementing regulations have not yet been adopted.

(3) Export subsidies have resulted in unusual offers of EC apples at
low prices in Latin America and Scandinavia. Subsidies on processed
tomato products have increased competition for U.S. products in
Canada, our principal export market. Concern has been expressed by
U.S. exporters at the high level of EC export subsidies on almonds.

(4) Preferential import duties on oranges have contributed to a 50-
percent drop in U.S. sales to the EC of Six from 1969 to 1972. U.S.
sales to the rest of the world increased over this period.

(5) Levies on the sugar added to canned fruit have made it impos-
sible for traders to determine in advance the amount of import charges
to be imposed on canned fruit sales to the EC.
M. Hops A

Eighty five percent of Community production is in Germany.
Imports are subject to fixed duties. In December 1972 the EC author-
ized the first payment, for the 1971 crop, at 250 u.a. per hectare
($110 per acre). If surpluses arises, the regulations provide that the
EC could limit this aid to a specified area. Quality standards and
certification aire also required for both donijestic and imported products.

Hops production in 1972 was estimated at 34,000 tons for the Six,
of which 30,300 tons was grown in Germany. Another 10,200 tons
was produced in the -U.K. in 1972. U.S. exports of hops to the Six
amounted to $4.6 million in 1972, and $2.2 million to the Three. The
United States also imports hops from the EC: $9.2 million in 1972,
of which $8.6 million came from Germany.
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N. Seeds, Bulbs, Plants, Flowers
Protection for domestic seed producers is provided primiiirily through

the registration and quality certification of desired varieties. In prin-
ciple, no seeds can be marketed in the EC without prior growth trials
and acceptance on EC varietal lists. Import duties are zero or low.

Imports of seed corn may be subject to a compensatory tax if
priced below a reference price. Third countries that guarantee to
re, pect this price may be exempted from the tax.

.For certain. grass seeds and flaxseed the EC provides a direct
payment to producers. The payment is large: from 6 to 82 percent of
U.S. prices as of July 1972 when the first subsidies took effect.

U.S. exports of field' and garden seeds in 1972 totalled $15.4 million
to the Six and $3.3 million to the Three.

The Netheilands, Italy and France are major exporters of cut
flowers. The Dutch are the largest producers and exporters of flower
blubs. Quality standards apply, as well as minimum export prices
for flower bulbs.

Flower bulbs aire an important EW export. to the United States.
U.S. imports in 1972 of flower bulbs totalled $17.9 million from t~he
Six and minor amounts from the U.K.
0. Wine

France and Italy are the major producers, accounting for 48 percent
and 45 'percent, 'respectively, of the production 6f the Six in-1970/71.
Important production areas, however, tire also found in Ge'rmany and
Lukemboilrg. TFrance in -particular is a m `or importer as well as
exporter of wine. Imports are mainly less expensive wines imported
in 1la-rge critdindrs.`E~potrts are more largely bottled quality wines.

Wine prodvetion has always been highly protected in the "EC, and
it was theriifore difficult to divise a common policy that'would facilitate
intra-Odmmrimity trade. Regulations requiring the collection of

statistics datet'from i962. Production and marketing regulations were
initiated in 1•0O.

To facilitate removal of iritra-EC trade barriers'the Community was
•divided'irto five legions. Different'production standards apply in each
regionn. Gdivemnmeiit Intervention, primarily in the 'form of aid to
4totage, dily be grdtnted in "anfy region Avhen average 'producer prices
for any of six-types of vine fdll below'a specified level.

Pr6toetion against Itports from' third 'countries- is provided by a
host of 'measures, indluiling certification 'as to production methods,
reference prices and compensatory taxes, and the common external
tariff. In practice, the compensatory taxes have an effect comparable
to variable levies. Certain countries, however, are exempt. for particul Ar
*types of wine 'for with these countries have agreed to respect the
reference price. In addition, imports from a number of countries
receive a pi-eferential duty rate.

The new methbers of the EC do ni6t produce wine.
Wine is a major export 6f tho-EC to the United States. U.S. inmiports

of wilie from the EC totalled $148 million in 1972, up from $44 million
in 1962. :EO restrictions (including national restrictions before 1970)
have largely exchidudd U.S. wines from the 'EC market.
P. Silk

On behalf of Italian silk production, the EC instituted a subsidy in
1972: $32.57 per box of silkworm eggs.
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Q. Fish
Fishing and fish marketing fall liilor the purview of the Comnmon

Agricultural Policy. "
One basic area of regulation concerns equal access of Meinber States

to each other's fikhing grounds excCJ)t for certain area-, reserved for
coastal fishing. The EC Council may also regulate fishing seasons and
the type of equipment used. Provision i.made for financial assistance
to fleet modernization, research andi development, etc.

The second basic area of regulation concerns marketing and market
support. Aid may be provided to producer groups that undertake
market support or stabilization 4y withholdinig fi.•h from the market.

Government market support is, limitedl to the principal varieties of
fresh, chilled and frozen fish. Government support is based on the

establishment each year of an orientation price (which may have
seasonal variations) at the wholesale level, or for tuna an average
producer price. Government support may then take various forms-
reimbursement of producer groups for withdrawal of certain fresh fish
from the market, purchase of sardines andi anchovies, aid to private
storage of certain frozen varieties, and deficiency payments for tuna.

Protection against imports is provided by the common external
tariff and for certain varieties by reference prices. Imports whose prices
are calculated to be below their reference price may be suspended,
limited, or subject to a compensatory tax. In a few instances, the EC
has authorized Member States to retain national quantitative
restrictions.

Export subsidies are available.
U.S. exports of fresh antl processed fish in 1972 totalled $23 million

to the Six and $28 million to the Three. The most important varieties
were salmon and shrimp.
R. Other Agricultural Products

1. Subject to the CAP
In 1968 the EC Council agreed that most of the remaining products

defined in the Rome Treaty as agricultural require no particular
support or protection beyond that afforded by the comim"bn external
tariff. Accordingly, a regulation was drawn up which provided that
henceforth these products would be subject to common policy (no
national restrictions or supports could apply) and only the common
external tariff would atply. The EC now proposes to amend this
policy by providing export subsidies for breeding animals. Some other
commodities subject to this regulation but not eligible for export
subsidies are: dry peas, beans and lentils, dates, tropical niits, cocoa,
coffee, tea, spices, inedible tallow, meatineal, and feeds and feeding
materials not containing grains or milk.

2. Not Yet Subject to the CAP
A few agricultuial'products still remain sul:ject to national regula-

tion. Generally they are considered sensitive enough by one or two
meiffbbr states thUt the EC could not prbwvide for'free trade' with
tariff protection only. Yet the EU members as a whole have so far
been unwilling to provide for Commuiiity-wide suppbrt'or protection.
However, market regulations are being planned for several of these
products.

29-617 0 - 74 - 14
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The most important agricultural products not yet covered by the
CAP are sheep, miitton and lamb, horsemeat, potatoes, dehydrated
alfalfa, chicory, honey, bananas, and alcohol. Of these products, the
EC Council has agreed to establish a regulation for alcohol by Au-
gust 1, 1973.
S. Non-agricultural Products

The EC has also provided that a wide range of processed foods
and industrial products, such as starches and chemicals, are also
subject to variable import levies and export subsidies corresponding
to the levies and subsidies that would apply to the agricultural
ingredients. That is, to offset the higher cost of EC supported grains,
milk, sugar, and eggs, EC manufacturers of many products (e.g.
candy and chocolate, biscuits, noodles, cake mixes, cereal or milk
based baby food, breakfast food, other processed foods, starches
and glazings) are protected not only by a fixed tariff but also by a
variable levy on the grain, milk or sugar contained in these products.
The manufacturer may also obtain an export subsidy on the grain,
milk, sugar or eggs contained in the manufactured product.

III. Exchange Rate Changes and the CAP

Just as the elimination of trade barriers between the Member States
requires agreement on the price support levels to be applied in each
Member State, so the maifntenance of these price relationships re-
quires stable exchange rates. Otherwise, intra-Community customs
charges must be reintroduced.

For example, in 1969 France devalued the franc 12.5 percent. A
product supported at an intervention price of 100 francs in France
could upon devaluation be shipped to an intervention agency in
another Member State and sold for tlh equivalent of 112.5 francs. Or
it could be exported with a subsidy to a third country and reimported
into another Member State with a levy and still be sold more profitably
than in France. Similarly a Frenchman would have had to pay 112.5
francs for an imported product that should cost only 100 francs.
Therefore rather than change French support prices abruptly, for
products subject to intervention prices France applied offsetting
export taxes and import subsidies for two years both in: trade with
other Member States and in trade with third countries. Support levels
were raised in stages over this period to restore the relationships
required by common pricing.

In 1969, Germany revalued the mark upward by 8.5 percent. A
product supported in Germany at an intervention`price of 100 ifiarks
could be imported from other Member States and third countries
who could sell it to Germany after revaluttibn for the equivalent of
91.50 marks (levy paid, in the case of third countries). Germany,
however, in contrast with France, agreed to reduce support prices
almost immediately to the "common" level. Germany was authorized
to compensate farmers for the lower prices by means of special pay-
ments for structural i and social assistance for four years. .

In May 1971 Germany and the Netherlands found it necessary to
allow their currencies to float (upward in value). This time, since
international monetary uncertainties teemed likely to continue for a
while, it was not considered possible to adjust support prices. Con-
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sequently Germany and the Netherlands instituted a system of
import surcharges and supplementary export subsidies on products
affected by the price support system.

Common prices, as well as import levies, export subsidies and other
payments are denominated in "units of account," then officially equal
to the United States dollar. Hence the amount of monetary surcharge
or subsidy needed to offset the floating of the mark or the Dutch
guilder in relation to the unit of account was calculated weekly from
the percentage change in these currencies in relation to the dollar.

In the Smithsonian Agreement of December 1971 new exchange
rates were fixed for the dollar; however it was not until May 1972
that the parity between the dollar and the unit of account was changed
to $1.0857 = UA 1.00. As a consequence, variable levies calculated
in units of account, were automatically increased on products priced
in dollars and the monetary surcharge cut. For example, a shipment
valued at $100 before devaluation might pay a levy of $80 and a
surcharge in Germany of $13.57. After devaluationlthe same shipment
would pay a levy of $88.57 and a surcharge of $5. "-

Since with floating exchange rates no two Member State currencies
necessarily float up or down by the same percentage, different sur-
charges and subsidies may be necessary between each Member State
and each other Member State and third countries for the same product.
At one point, in February 1973 following the second dollar devaluation,
the EC Commission was calculating 56 different surcharges for each
product. This system broke down because the Commission f found itself
unable to publish the changes on a timely basis. Two revisions were
made by June 1973 to reduce the number of calculations necessary and
to transfer the responsibility for calculation to the Member States as
far as possible.

Nevertheless the system is highly vulnerable to further monetary
pressures and the Member States are largely unwilling or unable to
consider price adjustments to restore common pricing. A small move-
ment in this direction was made at the end of April 1973, when
Germany agreed to forego part of the 1973/74 price increases agreed
for the milk sector and Italy agreed to raise prices by 1 percent.

On June 29, 1973, Germany announced a 5.5 percent revaluation of
the mark, so that yet another adjustment in the system was necessary
in order to leave German price levels unaffected.

A permanent solution may await, as Germany insists, an EC agree-
ment on monetary union, in which there is either a single currency
or all currencies are interchangeable at fixed rates. Monetary union,
however, implies that no EC member can devalue or revalue to fight
a depression or to curb inflation or for any other reason. So far, no
EC country has been willing to renounce this right.

In the meantim'6, the surcharge system and changes in the dollar-
unit of account relationship imply an automatic increase in variable
levies to offset any benefits the United States might expect to gain
fr•omdevaluaitiofi. F6i example, on Mairch 1, 1973;a German irmporter
of U.S. corn would have paid a levy per ton of DM 139.81, adjusted
for monetary changes to DM 143.94. At 1970 exchange rates, the
German importer would have paid a lower levy, with no adjustments,
of DM 89.63. Monetary adjustments correspond to a 61-percent
increase in levies in this case.



IV. Consumer Protection

Consumer protection legislation remains on a national basis,
although the Coniiuuinity is making an effort to standardize natioiil
laws ill a widle variety of areas.

In tile field of animal! health the Community has so far adopted
diiectives to standardize. . national laws governing intra-Comnuni t y
trade and trade with thirl countries in cattle, pigs and meat from these
animals, and poultry and poIultry meat. The directives concern health
standards for trade in live animals, slaughter and meat cutting, and
inspection of animals and meat.

In the field of plant health there is little Commifinity legislation to
date except for ai directive specifying residue levels in thIe use of
diphenyl as a preservative oil citrus fruit.. The Commission has been
working for many years, however, to reach agreement on the use of
pesticidees andi other agricultural chemicals.

In the field of food health the Community has agreed on recognized
lists of food colors., preservatives and antioxidants. Directives are
under study concerning emulsifiers, stabilizers, and many other chemni-
cal additives. In addition, there are a great many proposals to set
Communtity standards for the manufacture anti packaging of specific
products such as chocolate and confectionery, fruit juices, soups,
jams and jellies, butter, margarine, bread, noodles and macaroni,
ioney, antl beer.

Tlhe Community has also adopted directives regulating or re.riet-1-
ing the use of additives in animal feeds.

V. Reform of the CAP

Inl designing the CAP the Mlember States had in mind the primary
need to eliminate trade barriers inside the Community. Consequently,
the CAP aims above all to regulate prices. However, it became ap-
parent within a few years that a price policy alone could not at die
same time promote efficiency and maintain the income of very small
farmns, or increase prices of farm products at. a pace with rising costs
without adding to inflation and surpluses.

In December 1968, the Commission published a memorandum to tie
Council recommending large and expensive programs to reform the
structure of farming in tie EC. The memnorandum-known as the
"Mansholt Plan" after Sicco Mansholt., EC Cominission Vice Presi-
(lent and from 1958 to 1972 Commissioner with responsibility for
agriculture-called for the expenditure of some $2.5 billion per year
over 10 years in programs to withdraw from prodtl~tion about 5 mnil-
lion hectares (equivalent to one-third of the farm land in Germany),
reduce tle nitimber of farmners by half, and restructure the remaining
farms into larger and more efficient, units. After an initial period of
debate the objectives of the menmorandum were generally accepted,
bumt the recommnendations were not adopted becattse the Menfber
States were not, in agreement over the cost, howv the authority and
benefits should be distributed, whether the specific proposals would
meet, the objectives and, finally, whether the improvement in pro-
ductivity contemplated would in fact permit a redtibtion in surpluses
and support costs.
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In ,\lay 1971, the EC Council agreed oi guidelines for a more limited
structural policy. Specific directives to implement those guidelines
were finally adopted in April 1972.

'The first of these directives concerns selective aid to flill-time far-
mers who present a plan for the modernization of their farm over a
p e1rio(I of six years and who can demonstrate that they have the pro-
fessional ability, including the keeping of adequate accounts, to
achieve it. In fact relatively few farmers meet the standards of eligi-
bility. .

Another (irective calls for grants to farmers, betweeJi 55 and 65 years
of age who agree to stop farming. The grant is limited to $724 per
year I for single farmers and $1,086 per year I for married farmers to
age 65 only. in theory, farmers over 65 years are to be covered by na-
tional insurance programs. In addition ,Member States are authorized
to pay a grant for the farm land released.

Member States have the option further to limit the aid provided
under these first two directives to certain regions most in need.

A third directive provides funds for vocational advisers and techni-
cal training, including aid in the keeping of accounts. In principle some
further assistance in retraining should be available from the European
Social Fund.

Still to be worked out are proposed programs for regional develop-
ment ainmed at, subsidizing the development of industry in low income
areas, and aid to hill farming.

In the meantime, other studies have appeared in Europe, whieh
parallel or even go beyond the recommendations in the Mansholt Plan.

In Au gust 1969, the French Government lpublished the report of
the Vedel Comunission, which had been appointed in 1967 to study tile
l)roblems facing French agriculture. TIhe Commission's reconimen-
datrions-not. accepted by the Freneh government-were that by 1985
the number of French farms should be reduced by 75 percent and the
French agricultural area cut by more than one-ihird. Grants should
be given to modernize the fariii structure and for social assistance
including pensions andi retraining. Moreover, prices should be reduced,
in particular for grains and sugar.

In ~ya 1972, the EC Commission released a report on the coin-
!)etitive ability of the European Conimunity. 'he report was prel)ared
in 1971 at the request of the E(' Comintission by a group) of experts
headed by Pierre Uri of the Atlantic Institite. 'The "Uri Report's"
retommnenldations-not accepted by the European Commission-
were to reduce prices of J)rodlutcts in sirpluis and compensate farmers
by direct income subsidies graduated by size of farm. The cost of
such a policy was estimated at 1eis than '$3 billion per year.

The EC Commission hass itself suggested certain revisions in EC
price policies, particularly in connecti~i with 10970/71 price proposals-
e.g. maintaining the level of l)rotectioni against third countries but
making modest cuts (1 to 2 percent) in intervention prices for grains,
allowing intervention only in the last fotir months of dhe maitketlfig
year, replacing the present intervention price structures for grains, by a
single price based on export ports. These ideas were aimed mIfily at
shifting the bilrden of surplus disposal to the export market.

IConverted from units of account at $1.'0 W35= UA 1.00.
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208 46Finally, when the Commission was preparing price proposals for
1972/73 and 1973/74, Altiero Spinelli, one of the Italian Commissioners
suggested that support prices be raised only for livestock products and
that direct payments of about $8 per acre be granted to farmers for
about the first 50 acres planted to grains.

Certain other limited proposals put forward by the Commission in
recent yearn have been adopted-especially in the milk sector: premi-
umis for the slaughter of dairy cattle or non-delivery of milk to the
(lair),, premiums gor converting dairy hoards to beef herds, an increase
in the support price for nonfat dry milk relative to that for butter.

VI. Financing

The cost, of agricultural support is met through the European Agri-
cultural Guidance and Guarantee Fund, established in 1962. The
expenditures of the Fund account for the lion's share-76 percent in
1973-of the total Community budget. The Fund was budgeted to
spend an estimated $3.7 billion' in 1973 out of total budgeted Com-
munity expenditures of $4.9 billion.'

The most essential feature of the Fund is that there is no limit on
expenditures. The annual budget figure is no more than a guess as to
what may be required in the light of estimates of Community sur-
pluses an'd trends in world prices. When, for example, the EC seizes
the opportunity to sell large stocks of butter on world markets, there
is a corresponding unanticipated drain on Community resources. On
the other hand, if there is an unexpected rise in world prices, there is a
corresponding unexpected drop both in receipts from variable import
levies and in expenses for export subsidies.

Variable levies accounted for only 16 percent of estimated total
Community revenues for 1973. The breakdowini of estimated Com-
munity revenues for 1973 was as follows:
Community revenues: Million of

From the Six: doulars
Levies on agricultural imports -------------------- 829
Taxes on over-quota sugar ---------------------- 179
Custom duties --------------------------- 1573

From the Three ------------------------------- 501
Coal and steel levies ---------------------------------- 22
Employee contribution -------------------------------- 21
Direct contributions of member states ------------------- 1,987
Miscellaneous --------------------------------------- 11

Total -------------------------------------- 5121
Converted from units of account at $1.20630= UA 1.00.

From July 1962 through 1970, expenditures by Conmifllnity institti-
tions were covered by contributions from the Member States accordiiig
to different formnxilas. The Fund was financed separately, in part. by
levy receipts. A transition began in 1971 with the development of an
independent revenue system for the Conmnithity, under which the
Fund is no longer financed separately. Commnitiity revenues consist of

IAt $1.206O5= UA 1.00.
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all levies received by the Member States (less a small percentage to
cover the cost of administration) and a share of the customs duties
received by the Member States, which will rise to 100 percent in 1975.
Until 1975, if levies and customs duties received by the Community
are not sufficient to meet expenditures, the Community will assess
additional funds from Member States according to a highly complex
burden-sharing formula. The formula takes account, among other
things, of the size of the country and the extent to which customs
receipts reflect imports from transshipment to other Member States.
Beginning in 1975 this assessment, if required, will be met by allocat-
ing to the Community up to 1 percent of the value-added tax collected
in the Member States.

Expenditures for agriculture are.handled by the Fund under two
sections: the Guarantee Section and the Guidance Section.

The Guarantee Section pays for export subsidies and price support
operations such as market intervention, denaturing premuims, buyers
premiums for tobacco, aid to oilseed crashers, processing, storage and
disposal operations, etc. Expenses under the Guarantee Section in
1971 are reported as follows:

[In millions of dollars]'

Export
subsidies Other Total

Grains ------------------------- 310 204 514
Rice --------------------------- 53 1 54
Dairy products ------------------- 323 292 615
Oilseeds, olive oil ----------------- 2 121 123
Sugar -------------------------- 69 51 120
Beef, veal ----------------------- 19 2 21
Pork --------------------------- 53 3 56
Poultry, eggs -------------------- 13 13
Fruit, vegetables ----------------- 8 51 59
Wine --------------------------- (2) 31 31
Tobacco ---------------------------------- 80 80
Fish -------------------------- (2) (2) (2)
Flax, hemp ------------------------------ 1 1
Processed foods ----------------- 20 20

Total -------------------- 870 836 1,706

Converted from unils of account at $1.08571 = UA 1.00.
2 Less than $500,000.

The Guidance Section pays for assistance to improvements to the
structure of production, storage and marketing. Such assistance has
been given in the form of grants to projects drawn up by the Member
States and financed in part, by the beneficiiry, in part by the national
government, and 25 percent (exceptionally 45 percent) by the Guid-
ance Section of the Fund. In future years priority will be given in the
Guidance Section to financing the structural reform measures de-
scribed in Part V above.



The Guidance Section has also been used for special expedlitulres
such as livestock censuses, disease control, aid to the formation of
IroIducer grotips, and "complensa tion" to one or another Member State
or delays in extending the CAI" to a product of interest to that

country.
The'level of expendi tures of the Guidanee Section, in contrast with

with the Guarantee Section, has been limited. The present ceiling is
285 million units of accounts ($344 million 1). However, from 1969 to
1972 the EC heldl part of these funds in reserve with a view to using
them to finance Community programs for structuOral reform. The latter
were not drawn tip until Ap)ril 1972 (see Part V). At the end of 1972,
the reserve totalled 438 million units of account ($528 million 1)

EC Member States also continue to spend large sums on a national
basis on behalf of agriculture, although they are prohibited from engag-
ing in price support and other commo-dity oriented programs that. have
a direct impact on competition. Spending by national governments is
on the order of $5 billion annuallv, and cover, capital investments such
as irrigation, roads, eleetrifliation, andi water supply, and covers other
areas such as pensions and insurance, informntibn and extension serv-
ices, research, inspection, statistical and economic services, forest
management, etc.. VII. Evaluation

Any common agriculturaid policy must meet at least two objectives:
it must make possible the elimination of barriers to trade in agrictul-
tmal products between the Member States and it must be able to
assure farmers of an adequate income. The Rome Treaty adds several
other objectives for the CAP: to ensure the rational (lcvelopinent of
agriculttire and optimum use of resources (especially labor), to stabilize
markets, to guarantee regular supplies, and to assure reasonable
prices to consumers. The Rome Treaty (does not consider the relation-
ship between these objectives and the objective of harm6nlitits develop-
ment of world trade referred to in the section of the Treaty on
commercial policy.

Each of thc foregoing CAP objectives raises certain problems;, how-
ever, either for the EC itself or for third countries, or both. These
problems are discussed below.

Elimination of duties and restrictions on triaile between the 'Member
States is by definition essential to the economic integration of these
countries. The issue is the extent to which competition must be regu-
lated in this process. On the one hand, it is econonically disrlptive for
one Member State to provide relatively more assistance to its farmers
than another Meember State. On the other hand, it is difficult to cut
sul)port without reducing income. Thus the objective tends to becoine
the establi.•hifient of a common level of assistance at the highest level
previously existing in any oiie Member State.

Under the Common'Agricultural Policy, regulation of the price
level was adopted as almost the only form'of assistance. Hence agri-
cultural support prices tended to be fixed at the highest levels pre-
viously prevailing. (Direct payments are used ofily for products for
whichh EC output is relatively small: oilseeds, duirumi, etc.) One
important consequence is that the average level of protection against
agricultiral imports also tends to be higher than that previously

'$1.20035=UA 1.00.
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existing. Thus the fixing of common prices for the agricultural pro luctk
tends to overcompensate for unequal prior support levels an I tei.Is to
make the cost structure more rigid. Tlhe latter result is particularly
important in relation to the objective of maintainin-, and raising farm
income. As an economy grows, and income in general riwse, more of the
increase is usually spent on nonagricultural pro:lucts. The deman:l for
resources to produce nonagricultural products help push tip the prices
of farm inputs as well, and faim costs usually rise faster than farm
prices.

If farm income is not to decline, the cost-price squeeze must be
offset by higher productivity. However, unless resources (land,
farmers) are then removed from agriculture, farm output will rise with
higher productivity and will tend to (depress prices. If, in addition,
prices are maintained or increased by government regulation, produc-
tion will rapidly outpace consumption, surpluses will appear, and
support costs will mount. These criticisms in fact underlie the recopi-
mendations in the Mansholt Plan and other studies mentioned in
Part V. The EC, however, has been rather slow to respond to these
recommendations, particularly those calling for lower prices and lower
protection.

High prices for farm products also tend to raise prices for farm
land and capital so that cost reduction is prevented. Trying to main-
tain farm income by raising prices tends therefore to be selfdefeating
and to lead to demands for further price increases, in particular from
small farms who cannot easily find financing for capital improve-
ments and who must otherwise dig into existing capital in order to
live. Similarly, farmers, are discouraged from livestock production
because of the relatively greater investment required.

A further objective of the CAP stipulated in the Rome Treaty is
the rational development of agriculture and optimum use of labor and
other resources. The EC has considered this objective, for example,
in trying to raise prices relatively more for livestock products tian
for grains, since demand for the former appears the stronger. Little
thought has been given to reducing grain prices and other costs for the
benefit of livestock producers and other consumers. However, as
described above, if per capita income in the agricultural sector is to
be maintained, productivity must be raised in a manner that permits
resources to flow out of agriculture and that permits the structure
of the remaining agricultural production to chiinge markedly.

This problem cannot be resolved by- minor price adjustments, nor
even b- action solely within the agricultural sector. Jobs must be
availabe outside agriculture for farmers to move to. To at large extent
these jobs must be available in the areas where the farmeirs now live,

inp'Ein ordler to provide a suipplemen"t to farm income rather th'fin
reequiri ng farmers to abandon entirely their homes and livelihood. The
E8 is well aware of this aspect, of the problem, but has only begun to
consider ways to deal with it, on a common "Communiity" basis.

Two other objectives specified in the Rome Treaty are .market
stability and the guarantee of regular supplies. Both of these objectives
raise questions of interpretation. In the extreme, market stabi ity can
mean total insulation of the market from the effects of changes in
supply and demand, while a guarantee of regular supplies could be
interpreted as a policy of self-sufficiency. To the extent that the CAP
is developed to this extreme the interests of third cotititries tire
clearly excluded.
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Finally, according to the Rome Treaty, the CAP should provide
for reasonable prices to consumers. In the past the EC has tended to
define reasonableness in relation to income. For example, from 1960
to 1970 the proportion of private domestic consumption in the EC
spent on food, beverages and tobacco-notwithstanding high and
rising farm support prices-declined from 41 percent in 1960 to 34
percent in 1970.

At the same time, however, EC consumers have had to pay prices
for farm products far above those in other countries. The excess cost
has in the past been variously estimated at up to $8 billion per year.
(The figure would, of course, be lower in 1973 in view of the unusual
world market conditions.) In 1973 inflation became a major factor in
many countries and appears to have led the EC to take more account
than usual of consumer interests when support prices were fixed for
1973/74. On the other hand, except for minor crops, the EC has not
seriously considered the use of direct payments as an alternative to
high1 prices. Reasons often advanced by the EC are the administrative
difficulty of establishing direct payments for a large number of small
farmers, and the political difficulty of shifting the cost from an indirect
burden on uc.,sumers to a direct budgetary expenditure.

Finally the CAP may be assessed in terms of the principles of
common pricing, Community preference, and common financing. Coin-
inca pricing, in fact, has broken down under the impact of inter-
national monetary conditions that have forced changes in exchange
rates and hence the intra-EC price relationships. How comnomn pricing
is implemented in the future in relation to assistance to farmers out-
side of direct price support will largely determine whether EC farm
income objectives will 1e) met. Community preference has to do mainly
with the form and margin of protection against imports from third
countries. At present the forms of protection and the level are often
tied closely to the internal price system in spite of the problems this
procedure raises both for the EC and for third countries. U.S. spokes-
men have consistently maintained that to meet the basic objectives
of the CAP and the 9C does not need some of the forms of protection
nor as high a level of protection as it has chosen. Common financing
has been viewed by the EC mainly in terms of funding joint expenses,
whatever they may turn out to be. The benefits consequently tend to
be distributed largely to those countries which are the largest pro-
ducers, rather than, say, to the countries whose farmers are poorest or
mnost numerous. Much of the debate over reform of the CAP in fact
reflects this situation, and any substantial change in the CAP involves
a thorough assessment not only of the costs, but of the distribution of
benefits.

As far as U.S. exports are concerned, the impact of the CAP can
be seen in part from the following data:
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Commercial U.S. Agricultural Exports
[Dollar amounts in millions]

213

Increase
1962 1972 (percent)

To the six --------------------- $1, 125 $2, 108 87
To others -------------------- 2, 430 6, 230 156

If food aid exports are added, the picture is obscured somewhat,
especially for wheat. Nevertheless, the following table also showb
that for most categories of exports U.S. trade increased faster with
the rest of the world than with the EC. The major exception is oilseeds
and oilcake, for which the EC market expanded more rapidly in large
part because of the high cost of grains under the variable levy system.



(Dollar ali4)unts in millions]

Total U.S. agricultural experts

To the 6 To others

Increa.,c IIncreas-e
1962 1972 (percent) 1962 1972 (percent)

Whieat and flour ... ..------- $64. 3 $94.8 47 $1, 069.6 $1,360. 8 27
Feedgrain.- .........-------.. --- 317. 6 394. 1 24 470. 5 1,128. 0 140 "
Rice ........... 14.2 16.9 19 138.5 371.2 168
Poultry-- ..... ..................... 50.3 10.6 - 79 25.5 37.6 47
Oicseeds, oileake--...... 220. 1 915. 5 316 410. 8 1, 176. 6 186
Tobacco ..---------------------- - 105.5 168.5 60 267.9 503.5 88
Fruits, vegetables- ................. 94.4 133.9 42 354. 7 644. 5 82
Cotton ----------------------.---- 106.0 61.0 -42 412.9 441.8 5
Other .....----------------------- 78.3 313.2 76 721.3 1,631.1 126

Total----.... . -1,150.7 2,108.5 83 3,880.7 7,295.1 88

0



The effect of variable levies can be judged from the following com-
parison:

(Dollar amounts in million]

U.S. Agricultural exports to the EC-6

Increase
1962 1972 (percent)

Variable levy items -------------- $480 $539 12
Nonlevy items ------------------ 671 1,570 134

Total ------------------ 1,151 2,109 83

From the viewpoint of third countries like the United States, the
effect of the CAP is to squeeze out imports as domestic production
rises, and to disrupt markets in third countries by subsidizing exports.
U.S. exports to the EC (Six) subject to variable levies averaged
$478 million during the last 3 years (1970-72)-down 20 percent,
from 1965-67, the Fast 3 years before complete freedom of intra-EC
trade for most variable levy products. Total U.S. agricultural exports
to the EC averaged $1.8 billion during 1970-72, up 22 percent over
1965-67 and 61 percent higher than in 1960-62 (before the CAP was
established). Nearly all of this increase in U.S. agricultural exports to
the EC can be accounted for by oilseeds (especially soybeans) and
oileake which rose from $176 million in 1960-62 to $788 million in
1970-72. These products are not subject to a variable levy and enter
the EC duty free.

U.S. agricultural exports to the three new EC members in 1970-72
averaged $566 million, of which $179 million corresponds to grains
and other products now under the variable levy system. The direct
impact of EC enlargement on U.S. agricultural exports can be fore-
seen fairly clearly in that the adoption of higher prices and protection
by the new members is certain to lead to the same problems already
experienced with the present members. It is expected, for example,
that the enlarged Community will no longer be a net importer of grains
within 10 years.
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Study No. 13.-"An Analysis of Whether or Not Greater Flexi-
bility in Foreign Exchange Rates Would Serve in the Interests
of United States and World Trade."
The question whether greater exchange rate flexibility is in the

interests of U.S. and world trade canl be assessed in terms of two some-
what different considerations:

-first, whether greater flexibility can contribute to a better world
payments equilibrium and thereby to an at.niosl)here more
conducive to a rational expansion of world trade free from
governmental restriction or inducement; and

-second, a more technical question whether greater rate flexibility
necessarily tends through increased risk to raise the cost of inter-
national transactions and thereby to reduce the volume of trade
as compared with a system of "fixed" rates.

Our judgment, is that the answer to the first question is positive.,It is
widely acknowledged that a major factor leading to the increasing
instability and eventual collapse of the Bretton Woods monetary
system was the failure of countries to implement effective and timely
policies to moderate their balance of payments surpluses and deficits.
It is also generally agreed that a major factor contributing to inade-
quate adjustment was the rigidity of the exchange rate mechanism and
that greater exchange rate flexibility is a basic need of a reformed
system. The United'States strongly supports this view. More flexible
exchange rate arrangements need not mean less stable exchange
rates-a more adaptable exchange rate mechanisin can contribute to a
greater stability of the system as a whole.

The U.S. has presented comprehensive proposals to the Comnniittee
of Twenty-the group charged with negotiation of world monetary
reform-which would provide strong and balanced incentives for
adjustment of payments disequilibria and which incorporate provisions
for more flexible use of the exchange rate mechanism. We believe that
these proposals would greatly improve the process of balance of pay-
ments adjustment and provide a sounder and more stable basis for the
development of U.S. and world trade in the future.

While the U.S. proposals assume that most countries will wish to
maintain stable but adjustable par values for their currencies most of
the time (which should be adjusted in a timely manner when they
become inappropriate), they also recognize the contribution that more
innovative techniques-uwider margins of exchange rate fluctuation
and floating exchange rates-can make toward an improved process of
balance of payments adjustment. Specific ally, the Un'ited States has
proposed:

1. That wider margins of exchange rate fluctuation (on the
order of the 24 percent, margins agreed provisionally in the
Smithsonian Agreement of 1971) be maIle a perm"fanenit feature
of the system; and that these wider margins be available for use

(1)



by all countries, including the United States, in contrast to the
arrangements in the past. We believe thit arguments in favor of
wider margins are persuasive, in particular:

(a) that they can hell) to discourage diseqilibrating
capital flows, thus absorbing pressures which would otherwise
bring large changes in reserves and/or lead countries to
impose controls on trade and payments;

(b) that they permit greater independence for national
monetary policies)by reducing the sensitivity of mobile cal)ital
to differences in money market conditions among nations; and

(c) that they can facilitate small changes in par value.
2. That countries be permitted to float, their exchange rates,

under al)propriate international surveillance and agreed standards.
Exchange rate floats can provide a useful means of responding
to destabilizing capital flows, particularly in periods of pro-
nounced exchange market uncertainty; greatly facilitate a transi-
tion from one par value to another, particularly where there is
considerable uncertaifity as to the appropriate 'level of the ex-
change rate; and provide a mechanism for payments adjustment,
more closely responsive to market forces over a more extended
period.

With respect to the second question, we find no persuasive evidence
that greater exchange rate flexibility has a damaging impact on trade.
It should be noted that the term "greater flexibility" can cover various
arrangements significantly different in technical detail. What the U.S.
has proposed, and what is being discussed in the reform negotiations,
is a system centered on stable but adjustable par values, with wider
margins and provision for floating in l)articular circumstances. Neither
a generaliTed freely floating exchange rate regime nor a system of
";crawling exchange rate, pegs" is envisaged as the result of reform or
is under international discussion in the reform effort..

Nevertheless, the limited evidence available regarding the effects
of more flexible exchange rates on trade relates primarily to experience
with floating rates--the extended float of the Canadian dollar between
1950 and, 1962. and the interim floating arrangements that were
adopted by most industrial countries in mid-•March 1973. Our analysis
of the Canadian experience has produced no evidence that the flexible
exchange rate regime a(d6pted by Canada (luring 1950-1962 had an
adverse impact on Canadian trade or that of other countries. Nor
does the recent experience with widesp)read floating-al though brief
and under most difficult, circumstances-lend Sul)port to the hy-
pothesis that greater flexibility harms world trade. Such evidence as
is available, while not conclusive for the longer run, suggests that the
present transitional arrangements have not seriously affected, in one
direction or another, the voltimne of world trade.
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In conclusion, we believe that a reformed monetary system must
yield more prompt, effective, and synmnetrical payments adjustment
than in the past. This is essential if we are to avoid the imbalances,
uncertainties, and crises of recent years, and the tendencies toward
dainmiging trade restrictions and protectionismi which. they produce.
Greater flexibility of exchange rates-throughli wider margins and
exchange rate floats, as well as more timely (discrete changes in par
value-is one essential element of an improved adjustment process
and monetary system. Our judgment is that possible adverse technical
effects of greater flexibility, if any, are outweighed by the benefits
for U.S. and world trade to be derived from the contribution of more
adal)table exchange rate arrangements to a smoothly operating
process of balance of payments adjustment.

29-617 0 - 74 - 15
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THE GENERAL AGREEMENT
ON TARIFFS AND TRADE

The Governments of the COMMONWEALTH OF AUSTRALIA, the KINGDOM
OF BELGIUM, the UNITED STATES OF BRAZIL, BURMA, CANADA, CEYLON, the
REPUBLIC OF CHILE, the REPUBLIC OF CHINA, the REPUBLIC OF CUBA, the
CZECHOSLOVAK REPUBLIC, the FRENCH REPUBLIC, INDIA, LEBANON, the
GRAND-DUCHY OF LUXEMBURG, the KINGDOM OF THE NETHERLANDS,
NEW ZEALAND, the KINGDOM OF NORWAY, PAKISTAN, SOUTHERN RHODESIA,
SYRIA, the UNION OF SOUTH AFRICA, the UNITED KINGDOM OF GREAT
BRITAIN AND NORTHERN IRELAND, and the UNITED STATES OF AMERICA:

Recognizing that their relations in the field of trade and economic
endeavour should be conducted with a view to raising standards of living,
ensuring full employment and a large and steadily growing volume of real
income and effective demand, developing the full use of the resources of
the world and expanding the production and exchange of goods,

Being desirous of contributing to these objectives by entering into
reciprocal and mutually advantageous arrangements directed to the substan-
tial reduction of tariffs and other barriers to trade and to the elimination
of discriminatory treatment in international commerce,

Have through their Representatives agreed as follows:
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PART I

Article I

General Most-Favoured-Nation Treatment

1. With respect to customs duties and charges of any kind imposed on
or in connection with importation or exportation or imposed on the
international transfer of payments for imports or exports, and with respect
to the method of levying such duties and charges, and with respect to all
rules and formalities in connection with i importation and exportation, and
with respect to all matters referred to in paragraphs 2 and 4 of Article II, *
any advantage, favour, privilege or immunity granted by any contracting
party to any product originating in or destined for any other country shall
be accorded immediately and unconditionally to the like product originating
in or destined for the territories of all other contracting parties.

2. The provisions of paragraph 1 of this Article shall not require the
elimination of any preferences in respect of import duties or charges which
do not exceed the levels provided for in paragraph 4 of this Article and which
fall within the following descriptions:

(a) Preferences in force exclusively between two or more of the terri-
tories listed in Annex A, subject to the conditions set forth therein;

(b) Preferences in force exclusively between two or more territories
which on July 1, 1939, were connected by common sovereignty or
relations of protection or suzerainty and which are listed in Annexes
B, C and D, subject to the conditions set forth therein;

(c) Preferences in force exclusively between the United States of
America and the Republic of Cuba;

(d) Preferences in force exclusively between neighbouring countries
listed in Annexes E and F.

3. The provisions of paragraph I shall not apply to preferences between
the countries formerly a part of the Ottoman Empire and detached from it
on July 24, 1923, provided such preferences are approved under para-
graph 5 t of Article XXV, which shall be applied in this respect in the light
of paragraph 1 of Article XXIX.

t The authentic text erroneously reads "sub-paragraph 5 (a) ".
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ARTICLES I AND II 3

4. The margin of preference * on any product in respect of which a
preference is permitted under paragraph 2 of this Article but is not speci-
fically set forth as a maximum margin of preference in the appropriate
Schedule annexed to this Agreement shall not exceed:

(a) in respect of duties or charges on any product described in such
Schedule, the difference between the most-favoured-nation and
preferential rates provided for therein; if no preferential rate is
provided for, the preferential rate shall for the purposes of this
paragraph be taken to be that in force on April 10, 1947, and, if
no most-favoured-nation rate is provided for, the margin shall not
exceed the difference between the most-favoured-nation and pre-
ferential rates existing on April 10, 1947;

(b) in respect of duties or charges on any product not described in the
appropriate Schedule, the difference between the most-favoured-
nation and preferential rates existing on April 10, 1947.

In the case of the contracting parties named in Annex G, the date of April 10,
1947, referred to in sub-paragraphs (a) and (b) of this paragraph shall be
replaced by the respective dates set forth in that Annex.

Article II

Schedules of Concessions

1. (a) Each contracting party shall accord to the commerce of the
other contracting parties treatment no less favourable than that provided
for in the appropriate Part of the appropriate Schedule annexed to this
Agreement.

(b) The products described in Part I of the Schedule relating to
any contracting party, which are the products of territories of other con-
tracting parties, shall, on their importation into the territory to which the
Schedule relates, and subject to the terms, conditions or qualifications set
forth in that Schedule, be exempt from ordinary customs duties in excess
of those set forth and provided for therein. Such products shall also
be exempt from all other duties or charges of any kind imposed on or in
connection with importation in excess of those imposed on the date of this
Agreement or those directly and mandatorily required to be imposed
thereafter by legislation in force in the importing territory on that date.

(c) The products described in Part II of the Schedule relating to
any contracting party which are the products of territories entitled under
Article I to receive preferential treatment upon importation into the territory
to which the Schedule relates shall, on their importation into such territory,
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and subject to the terms, conditions or qualifications set forth in that
Schedule, be exempt from ordinary customs duties in excess of those
set forth and provided for in Part II of that Schedule. Such products shall
also be exempt from all other duties or charges of any kind imposed on
or in connection with importation in excess of those imposed on the date
of this Agreement or those directly and mandatorily required to be imposed
thereafter by legislation in force in the importing territory on that date.
Nothing in this Article shall prevent any contracting party from maintaining
its requirements existing on the date of this Agreement as to the eligibility
of goods for entry at preferential rates of duty.

2. Nothing in this Article shall prevent any contracting party from
imposing at any time on the importation of any product:

(a) a charge equivalent to an internal tax imposed consistently with
the provisions of paragraph 2 of Article III * in respect of the like
domestic product or in respect of an article from which the imported
product has been manufactured or produced in whole or in part;

(b) any anti-dumping or countervailing duty applied consistently with
the provisions of Article VI ;*

(c) fees or other charges commensurate with the cost of services
rendered.

3. No contracting party shall alter its method of determining dutiable
value or of converting currencies so as to impair the value of any of the
concessions provided for in the appropriate Schedule annexed to this
Agreement.

4. If any contracting party establishes, maintains or authorizes, formally
or in effect, a monopoly of the importation of any product described in
the appropriate Schedule annexed to this Agreement, such monopoly shall
not, except as provided for in that Schedule or as otherwise agreed between
the parties which initially negotiated the concession, operate so as to afford
protection on the average in excess of the amount of protection provided
for in that Schedule. The provisions of this paragraph shall not limit
the use by contracting parties of any form of assistance to domestic pro-
ducers permitted by other provisions of this Agreement.*

5. If any contracting party considers that a product is not receiving
from another contracting party the treatment which the first contracting
party believes to have been contemplated by a concession provided for in
the appropriate Schedule annexed to this Agreement, it shall bring the matter
directly to the attention of the other contracting party. If the latter agrees
that the treatment contemplated was that claimed by the first contracting
party, but declares that such treatrmetit cannot be accorded because a court
or other proper authority has ruled to the effect that the product involved
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cannot be classified under the tariff laws of such contracting party so as
to permit the treatment contemplated in this Agreement, the two contracting
parties, together with any other contracting parties substantially interested,
shall enter promptly into further negotiations with a view to a compensatory
adjustment of the matter.

6. (a) The specific duties and charges included in the Schedules
relating to contracting parties members of the International Monetary !fund,
and margins of preference in specific duties and charges maintained by
such contracting parties, are expressed in the appropriate currency at the
par value accepted or provisionally recognized by the Fund at the date
of this Agreement. Accordingly, in case this par value is reduced consis-
tently with the Articles of Agreement of the International Monetary Fund
by more than twenty per centum, such specific duties and charges and mar-
gins of preference may be adjusted to take account of such reduction;
Provided that the CONTRACTING PARTIES (i.e., the contracting parties acting
jointly as provided for in Article XXV) concur that such adjustments will
not impair the value of the concessions provided for in the appropriate
Schedule or elsewhere in this Agreement, due account being taken of all
factors which may influence the need for, or urgency of, such adjustments.

(b) Similar provisions shall apply to any contracting party not a
member of the Fund, as from the date on which such contracting party
becomes a member of the Fund or enters into a special exchange agreement
in pursuance of Article XV.

7. The Schedules annexed to this Agreement are hereby made an
integral part of Part I of this Agreement.
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Article IlI*

National Treatment on Internal Taxation and Regulation

1. The contracting parties recognize that internal taxes and other
internal charges, and laws, regulations and requirements affecting the
internal sale, offering for sale, purchase, transportation, distribution or use
of products, and internal quantitative regulations requiring the mixture,
processing or use of products in specified amounts or proportions, should
not be applied to imported or domestic products so as to afford protection
to domestic production.*

2. The products of the territory of any contracting party imported
into the territory of any other contracting party shall not be subject, directly
or indirectly, to internal taxes or other internal charges of any kind in
excess of those applied, directly or indirectly, to like domestic products.
Moreover, no contracting party shall otherwise apply internal taxes or
other internal charges to imported or domestic products in a manner con-
trary to the principles set forth in paragraph L.*

3. With respect to any existing internal tax which is inconsistent with
the provisions of paragraph 2, but which is specifically authorized under a
trade agreement, in force on April 10, 1947, in which the import duty on
the taxed product is bound against increase, the contracting party imposing
the tax shall be free to postpone the application of the provisions of para-
graph 2 to such tax until such time as it can obtain release from the obliga-
tions of such trade agreement in order to permit the increase of such duty
to the extent necessary to compensate for the elimination of the protective
element of the tax.

4. The products of the territory of any contracting party imported
into the territory of any other contracting party shall be accorded treat-
ment no less favourable than that accorded to like products of national
origin in respect of all laws, regulations and requirements affecting their
internal sale, offering for sale, purchase, transportation, distribution or
use. The provisions of this paragraph shall not prevent the application
of differential internal transportation charges which are based exclusively
on the economic operation of the means of transport and not on the national-
ity of the product.

6
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5. No contracting party shall establish or maintain any internal
quantitative regulation relating to the mixture, processing or use of products
in specified amounts or proportions which requires, directly or indirectly,
that any specified amount or proportion of any product whicheis the subject
of the regulation must be supplied from domestic sources. Moreover, no
contracting party shall otherwise apply internal quantitative regulations in
a manner contrary to the principles set forth in paragraph L.*

6. The provisions of paragraph 5 shall not apply to any internal
quantitative regulation in force in the territory of any contracting party on
July 1, 1939, April 10, 1947, or March 24, 1948, at the option of that con-
tracting party; Provided that any such regulation which is contrary to the
provisions of paragraph 5 shall not be modified to the detriment of imports
and shall be treated as a customs duty for the purpose of negotiation.

7. No internal quantitative regulation relating to the mixture, processing
or use of products in specified amounts or proportions shall be applied in
such a manner as to allocate any such amount or proportion among external
sources of supply.

8. (a) The provisions of this Article shall not apply to laws, regula-
tions or requirements governing the procurement by governmental agencies
of products purchased for governmental purposes and not with a view to
commercial resale or with a view to use in the production of goods for
commercial sale.

(b) The provisions of this Article shall not prevent the payment
of subsidies exclusively to domestic producers, including payments to
domestic producers derived from the proceeds of internal taxes or charges
applied consistently with the provisions of this Article and subsidies effected
through governmental purchases of domestic products.

9. The contracting parties recognize that internal maximum price
control measures, even though conforming to the other provisions 6f this
Article, can have effects prejudicial to the interests of contracting parties
supplying imported products. Accordingly, contracting parties applying
such measures shall take account of the interests of exporting contracting
parties with a view to avoiding to the fullest practicable extent such pre-
judicial effects.

10. The provisions of this Article shall not prevent any contracting
party from establishing or maintaining internal quantitative regulations
relating to exposed cinematograph films and meeting the requirements of
Article IV.
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Article IV

Special Provisions relating to Cinematograph Films

If any contracting party establishes or maintains internal quantitative
regulations relating to exposed cinematograph films, such regulations shall
take the form of screen quotas which shall conform to the following require-
ments:

(a) Screen quotas may require the exhibition of cinematograph films
of national origin during a specified minimum proportion of the
total screen time actually utilized, over a specified period of not
less than one year, in the commercial exhibition of all films of
whatever origin, and shall be computed on the basis of screen time
per theatre per year or the equivalent thereof;

(b) With the exception of screen time reserved for films of national
origin under a screen quota, screen time including that released
by administrative action from screen time reserved for films of
national origin, shall not be allocated formally or in effect among
sources of supply;

(c) Notwithstanding the provisions of sub-paragraph (b) of this Article,
any contracting party may maintain screen quotas conforming to
the requirements of sub-paragraph (a) of this Article which reserve
a minimum proportion of screen time for films of a specified origin
other than that of the contracting party imposing such screen
quotas; Provided that no such minimum proportion of screen time
shall be increased above the level in effect on April 10, 1947;

(d) Screen quotas shall be subject to negotiation for their limitation,
liberalization or elimination.

Article V

Freedom of Transit

1. Goods (including baggage), and also vessels and other means of
transport, shall be deemed to be in transit across the territory of a contracting
party when the passage across such territory, with or without trans-ship-
ment, warehousing, breaking bulk, or change in the mode of transport,
is only a portion of a complete journey beginning and terminating beyond
the frontier of the contracting party across whose territory the traffic
passes. Traffic of this nature is termed in this Article "traffic in transit ".
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2. There shall be freedom of transit through the territory of each
contracting party, via the routes most convenient for international transit,
for traffic in transit to or from the territory of other contracting parties.
No distinction shall be made which is based on the flag of vessels, the place
of origin, departure, entry, exit or destination, or on any circumstances
relating to the ownership of goods, of vessels or of other means of transport.

3. Any contracting party may require that traffic in transit through
its territory be entered at the proper custom house, but, except in cases
of failure to comply with applicable customs laws and regulations, such
traffic coming from or going to the territory of other contracting parties
shall not be subject to any unnecessary delays or restrictions and shall be
exempt from customs duties and from all transit duties or other charges
imposed in respect of transit, except charges for transportation or those
commensurate with administrative expenses entailed by transit or with the
cost of services rendered.

4. All charges and regulations imposed by contracting parties on
traffic in transit to or from the territories of other contracting parties shall
be reasonable, having regard to the conditions of the traffic.

5. With respect to all charges, regulations and formalities in connection
with transit, each contracting party shall accord to traffic in transit to or
from the territory of any other contracting party treatment no less favour-
able than the treatment accorded to traffic in transit toor from any third
country.*

6. Each contracting party shall accord to products which have been
in transit through the territory of any other contracting party treatment
no less favourable than that which would have been accorded to such
products had they been transported from their place of origin to their
destination without going through the territory of such other contracting
party. Any contracting party shall, however, be free to maintain its require-
ments of direct consignment existing on the date of this Agreement, in
respect of any goods in regard to which such direct consignment is a requisite
condition of eligibility for entry of the goods at preferential rates of duty
or has relation to the contracting party's prescribed method of valuation
for duty purposes.

7. The provisions of this Article shall not apply to the operation of
aircraft in transit, but shall apply to air transit of goods (including baggage).
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Article VI

Anti-dumping and Countervailing Duties

1. The contracting parties recognize that dumping, by which products
of one country are introduced into the commerce of another country at
less than the normal value of the products, is to be condemned if it causes
or threatens material injury to an established industry in the territory of
a contracting party or materially retards the establishment of a domestic
industry. For the purposes of this Article, a product is to be considered
as being introduced into the commerce of an importing country at less than
its normal value, if the price of the product exported from one country
to another

(a) is less than the comparable price, in the ordinary course of trade,
for the like product when destined for consumption in the exporting
country, or,

(b) in the absence of such domestic price, is less than either
(i) the highest comparable price for the like product for export

to any third country in the ordinary course of trade, or
(ii) the cost of production of the product in the country of origin

plus a reasonable addition for selling cost and profit.

Due allowance shall be made in each case for differences in conditions and
terms of sale, for differences in taxation, and for other differences affecting
price comparability.*

2. In order to offset or prevent dumping, a contracting party may
levy on any dumped product an anti-dumping duty not greater in amount
than the margin of dumping in respect of such product. For the purposes
of this Article, the margin of dumping is the price difference determined
in accordance with the provisions of paragraph 1.*

3. No countervailing duty shall be levied on any product of the territory
of any contracting party imported into the territory of another contracting'
party in excess of an amount equal to the estimated bounty or subsidy:
determined to have been granted, directly or indirectly, on the manufacture,
production or export of such product in the country of origin or exporta-
tion, including any special subsidy to the transportation of a particular
product. The term "countervailing duty" shall be understood to mean
a special duty levied for the purpose of offsetting any bounty or subsidy
bestowed, directly or indirectly, upon the manufacture, production or export
of any merchandise.*
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4. No product of the territory of any contracting party imported into
the territory of any other contracting party shall be subject to anti-dumping
or countervailing duty by reason of the exemption of such product from
duties or taxes borne by the like product when destined for consumption
in the country of origin or exportation, or by reason of the refund of such
duties or taxes.

5. No product of the territory of any contracting party imported into
the territory of any other contracting party shall be subject to both anti-
dumping and countervailing duties to compensate for the same situation
of dumping or export subsidization.

6. (a) No contracting party shall levy any anti-dumping or counter-
vailing duty on the importation of any product of the territory of another
contracting party unless it determines that the effect of the dumping or
subsidization, as the case may be, is such as to cause or threaten material
injury to an established domestic industry, or is such as to retard materially
the establishment of a domestic industry.

(b) The CONTRACTING PARTIES may waive the requirement of sub-
paragraph (a) of this paragraph so as to permit a contracting'party to levy
an anti-dumping or countervailing duty on the importation of any product
for the purpose of offsetting dumping or subsidization which causes or
threatens material injury to an industry in the territory of another contract-
ing party exporting the product concerned to the territory of the importing
contracting party. The CONTRACTING PARTIES shall waive the requirements
of sub-paragraph (a) of this paragraph, so as to permit the levying of a
countervailing duty, in cases in which they find that a subsidy is causing
or threatening material injury to an industry in the territory of another
contracting party exporting the product concerned to the territory of the
importing contracting party.*

(c) In exceptional circumstances, however, where delay might cause
damage which would be difficult to repair, a contracting party may levy
a countervailing duty for the purpose referred to in sub-paragraph (b) of
this paragraph without the prior approval of the CONTRACTING PARTIES;
Provided that such action shall be reported immediately to the CONTRACTING
PARTIES and that the countervailing duty shall be withdrawn promptly if
the CONTRACTING PARTIES disapprove.

7. A system for the stabilization of the domestic price or of the return
to domestic producers of a primary commodity, independently of the move-
ments of export prices, which results at times in the sale of the commodity
for export at a price lower than the comparable price charged for the like
commodity to buyers in the domestic market, shall be presumed not to
result in material injury within the meaning of paragraph 6 if it is determined

2
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by consultation among the contracting parties substantially interested in
the commodity concerned tnat:

(a) the system has also resulted in the sale of the commodity for export
at a price higher than the comparable price charged for the like
commodity to buyers in the domestic market, and

(b) the system is so operated, either because of the effective regula-
tion of production, or otherwise, as not to stimulate exports unduly
or otherwise seriously prejudice the interests of other contracting
parties.

Article VII

Valuation for Customs Purposes

1. The contracting parties recognize the validity of the general prin-
ciples of valuation set forth in the following paragraphs of this Article, and
they undertake to give effect to such principles, in respect of all products
subject to duties or other charges * or restrictions on importation and expor-
tation based upon or regulated in any manner by value. Moreover, they
shall, upon a request by another contracting party review the operation of
any of their laws or regulations relating to value for customs purposes in
the light of these principles. The CONTRACTING PARTIES may request from
contracting parties reports on steps taken by them in pursuance of the
provisions of this Article.

2. (a) The value for customs purposes of imported merchandise
should be based on the actual value of the imported merchandise on which
duty is assessed, or of like merchandise, and should not be based on the
value of merchandise of national origin or on arbitrary or fictitious values.*

(b) "Actual value" should be the price at which, at a time and place
determined by the legislation of the country of importation, such or like
merchandise is sold or offered for sale in the ordinary course of trade under
fully competitive conditions. To the extent to which the price of such
or like merchandise is governed by the quantity in a particular transaction,
the price to be considered should uniformly be related to either (i) cOmpar-
able quantities, or (ii) quantities not less favourable to itfhorters than those
in which the greater volume of the merchandise is sold in the trade between
the countries of exportation and importation.*

(c) When the actual value is not ascertainable in accordance
with sub-paragraph (b) of this paragraph, the value for customs purposes
should be based on the nearest ascertainable equivalent of such value.*

3. The value for customs purposes of any imported product should
not include the amount of any internal tax, applicable within the country of
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origin or export, from which the i~iported product has been exempted or
has been or will be relieved by means of refund.

4. (a) Except as otherwise provided for in this paragraph, where it
is necessary for the purposes of paragraph 2 of this Article for a contracting
party to convert into its own currency a price expressed in the currency
of another country, the conversion rate of exchange to be used shall be
based, for each currency involved, on the par value as established pursuant
to the Articles of Agreement of the International Monetary Fund or on the
rate of exchange recognized by the Fund, or on the par value established
in accordance with a special exchange agreement entered into pursuant to
Article XV of this Agreement.

(b) Where no such established par value and no such recognized
rate of exchange exist, the conversion rate shall reflect effectively the current
value of such currency in commercial transactions.

(c) The CONTRACTING PARTIES, in agreement with the International
Monetary Fund, shall formulate rules governing the conversion by contract-
ing parties of any foreign currency in respect of which multiple rates of
exchange are maintained consistently with the Articles of Agreement of
the International Monetary Fund. Any contracting party may apply such
rules in respect of such foreign currencies for the purposes of paragraph 2
of this Article as an alternative to the use of par values. Until such rules
are adopted by the CONTRACTING PARTIES, any contracting party may
employ, in respect of any such foreign currency, rules of conversion for
the purposes of paragraph 2 of this Article which are designed to reflect
effectively the value of such foreign currency in commercial transactions.

(d) Nothing in this paragraph shall be construed to require any
contracting party to alter the method of converting currencies for customs
purposes which is applicable in its territory on the date of this Agreement,
if such alteration would have the effect of increasing generally the amounts
of duty payable.

5. The bases and methods for determining the value of products
subject to dtties or other charges or restrictions based upon or regulated in
any manner by value should be stable and should be given sufficient publi-
city to enable traders to estiniate, with a reasonable degree of certainty,
the value for customs purposes.

29-617 0 -74 - 16
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Article NMII

Fees and Formalities connected with Importation
and Exportation *

1. (a) All fees and charges of whatever character (other than import
and export duties and other than taxes within the purview of Article III)
imposed by contracting parties on or in connexion with importation or
exportation shall be limited in amount to the approximate cost of services
rendered and shall not represent an indirect protection to domestic products
or a taxation of imports or exports for fiscal purposes.

(b) The contracting parties recognize the need for reducing the
number and diversity of fees and charges referred to in sub-paragraph (a).

(c) The contracting parties also recognize the need for minimizing
the incidence and complexity of import and export formalities and for de-
creasing and simplifying import and export documentation requirements.*

2. A contracting party shall, upon request by another contracting
party or by the CONTRACTING PARTIES, review the operation of its laws
and regulations in the light of the provisions of this Article.

3. No contracting party shall impose substantial penalties for minor
breaches of customs regulations or procedural requirements. In particular,
no penalty in respect of any omission or mistake in customs documentation
which is easily rectifiable and obviously made without fraudulent intent
or gross negligence shall be greater than necessary to serve merely as a
warning.

4. The provisions of this Article shall extend to fees, charges, formal-
ities and requirements imposed by governmental authorities in con-
nexion with importation and exportation, including those relating to:

(a) consular transactions, such as consular invoices and certificates;
(b) quantitative restrictions;
(c) licensing;
(d) exchange control;
(e) statistical services;
(f) documents, documentation and certification;
(g) analysis and inspection; and
(h) quarantine, sanitation and fumigation.
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Article IX

Marks of Origin

1. Each contracting party shall accord to the products of the territories
of other contracting parties treatment with regard to marking requirements
no less favourable than the treatment accorded to like products of any
third country.

2. The contracting parties recognize that, in adopting and enforcing
laws and regulations relating to marks of origin, the difficulties and incon-
veniences which such measures may cause to the commerce and industry
of exporting countries should be reduced to a minimum, due regard being
had to the necessity of protecting consumers against fraudulent or misleading
indications.

3. Whenever it is administratively practicable to do so, contracting
parties should permit required marks of origin to be affixed at the time
of importation.

4. The laws and regulations of contracting parties relating to the
marking of imported products shall be such as to permit compliance without
seriously damaging the products, or materially reducing their value, or
unreasonably increasing their cost.

5. As a general rule, no special duty or penalty should be imposed
by any contracting party for failure to comply with marking requirements
prior to importation unless corrective marking is unreasonably delayed or
deceptive marks have been affixed or the required marking has been inten-
tionally omitted.

6. The contracting parties shall co-operate with each other with a
view to preventing the use of trade names in such manner as to misrepresent
the true origin of a product, to the detriment of such distinctive regional
or geographical names of products of the territory of a contracting party
as are protected by its legislation. Each contracting party shall accord
full and sympathetic consideration to such requests or representations as
may be made by any other contracting party regarding the application of
the undertaking set forth in the preceding sentence to names of products
which have been communicated to it by the other contracting party.
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Article X

Publication and Administration of Trade Regulations

1. Laws, regulations, judicial decisions and administrative rulings of
general application, made effective by any contracting party, pertaining to
the classification or the valuation of products for customs purposes, or to
rates of duty, taxes or other charges, or to requirements, restrictions or
prohibitions on imports or exports or on the transfer of payments therefor,
or affecting their sale, distribution, transportation, insurance, warehousing,
inspection, exhibition, processing, mixing or other use, shall be published
promptly in such a manner as to enable governments and traders to become
acquainted with them. Agreements affecting international trade policy
which are in force between the government or a governmental agency of
any contracting party and the government or governmental agency of any
other contracting party shall also be published. The provisions of this
paragraph shall not require any contracting party to disclose confidential
information which would impede law enforcement or otherwise be con-
trary to the public interest or would prejudice the legitimate commercial
interests of particular enterprises, public or private.

2. No measure of general application taken by any contracting party
effecting an advance in a rate of duty or other charge on imports under an
established and uniform practice, or imposing a new or more burdensome
requirement, restriction or prohibition on imports, or on the transfer of
payments therefor, shall be enforced before such measure has been officially
published.

3. (a) Each contracting party shall administer in a uniform, impartial
and reasonable manner all its laws, regulations, decisions and rulings of the
kind described in paragraph 1 of this Article.

(b) Each contracting party shall maintain, or institute as soon as
practicable, judicial, arbitral or admltiistrative tribunals or procedures
for the purpose, inter alia, of the prompt review and correction of adminis-
trative action relating to customs matters. Such tribunals or procedures
shall be independent of the agencies entrusted with administrative enforce-
ment and their decisions shall be implemented by, and shall govern the
practice of, such agencies unless an appeal is lodged With a court or
tribunal of superior jurisdiction withih"the time prescribed for appeals to
be lodged by importers; Provided that the central administration of such
agency may take steps to obtain a review of the matter in another proceeding
if there is good cause to believe that the decision is inconsistent with estab-
lished principles of law or the actual facts.
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(c) The provisions of sub-paragraph (b) of this paragraph shall
not require the elimination or substitution of procedures in force in the
territory of a contracting party on the date of this Agreement which in
fact provide for an objective and impartial review of administrative action
even though such procedures are not fully or formally independent of the
agencies entrusted with administrative enforcement. Any contracting party
employing such procedures shall, upon request, furnish the CONTRACTING
PARTIES with full information thereon in order that they may determine
whether such procedures conform to the requirements of this sub-paragraph.

Article XI *

General Elimination of Quantitative Restrictions

I. No prohibitions or restrictions other than duties, taxes or other
charges, whether made effective through quotas, import or export licences
or other measures, shall be instituted or maintained by any contracting
party on the importation of any product of the territory of any other con-
tracting party or on the exportation or sale for export of any product
destined for the territory of any other contracting party.

2. The provisions of paragraph I of this Article shall not extend to
the following:

(a) Export prohibitions or restrictions temporarily applied to prevent
or relieve critical shortages of foodstuffs or other products essential
to the exporting contracting party;

(b) Import and export prohibitions or restrictions necessary to the
application of standerds or regulations for the classification,
grading or marketing of commodities in international trade;

(c) Import restrictions on any agricultural or fisheries product, imported
in any form,* necessary to the enforcement of governmental
measures which operate:
(i) to restrict the quantities of the like domestic product permitted

to be marketed or produced, or, if there is no substantial
domestic production of the like product, of a domestic pro-
duct for which the imported product can be directly substituted;
or

(ii) to remove a temporary surplus of the like domestic product,
or, if there is no substantial domestic production of the like
product, of a domestic product for which the imported product
can be directly substituted, by making the surplus available



240

18 ARTICLES XI AND XII

to certain groups of domestic consumers free of charge or at
prices below the current market level; or

(iii) to restrict the quantities permitted to be produced of any
animal product the production of which is directly dependent,
wholly or mainly, on the imported commodity, if the domestic
production of that commodity is relatively negligible.

Any contracting party applying restrictions on the importation of any
product pursuant to sub-paragraph (c) of this paragraph shall give public
notice of the total quantity or value of the product permitted to be imported
during a specified future period and of any change in such quantity or
value. Moreover, any restrictions applied under (i) above shall not be
such as will reduce the total of imports relative to the total of domestic
production, as compared with the proportion which might reasonably be
expected to rule between the two in the absence of restrictions. In deter-
mining this proportion, the contracting party shall pay due regard to the
proportion prevailing during a previous representative period and to any
special factors* which may have affected or may be affecting the trade in
the product concerned.

Article XII *

Restrictions to Safeguard the Balance of Payments

1. Notwithstanding the provisions of paragraph 1 of Article XI, any
contracting party, in order to safeguard its external financial position and
its balance of payments, may restrict the quantity or value of merchandise
permitted to be imported, subject to the provisions of the following para-
graphs of this Article.

2. (a) Import restrictions instituted, maintained or intensified by a
contracting party under this Article shall not exceed those necessary:

(i) to forestall the imminent threat of, or to stop, a serious decline
in its monetary reserves, or

(ii) in the case of a contracting party with very low monetary
reserves, to achieve a reasonable rate of increase in its reserves.

Due regard shall be paid in either case to any special factors which may
be affecting the reserves of such contracting party or its need for reserves,
including, where special external credits or other resources are available
to it, the need to provide for the appropriate use of such credits or resources.

(b) Contracting parties applying restrictions under sub-para-
graph (a) of this paragraph shall progressively relax them as such condi-
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tions improve, maintaining them only to the extent that the conditions
specified in that sub-paragraph still justify their application. They shall
eliminate the restrictions when conditions Would no longer justify their
institution or maintenance under that sub-paragraph.

3. (a) Contracting parties undertake, in carrying out their domestic
policies, to pay due regard to the need for maintaining or restoring equi-
librium in their balance of payments on a sound and lasting basis and to
the desirability of avoiding an uneconomic employment of productive
resources. They recognize that, in order to achieve these ends, it is desir-
able so far as possible to adopt measures which expand rather than contract
international trade.

(b) Contracting parties applying restrictions under this Article may
determine the incidence of the restrictions on imports of different products
or classes of products in such a way as to give priority to the importation
of those products which are more essential.

(c) Contracting parties applying restrictions under this Article
undertake:

(i) to avoid unnecessary damage to the commercial or economic
interests of any other contracting party;*

(ii) not to apply restrictions so as to prevent unreasonably the
importation of any description of goods in minimum commer-
cial quantities the exclusion of which would impair regular
channels of trade; and

(iii) not to apply restrictior s which would prevent the importation
of commercial samples or prevent compliance with patent,
trade mark, copyright, or similar procedures.

(d) The contracting parties recognize that, as a result of domestic
policies directed towards the achievement and maintenance of full and
productive employment or towards the development of economic resources,
a contracting party may experience a high level of demand for imports
involving a threat to its monetary reserves of the sort referred to in para-
graph 2 (a) of this Article. Accordingly, a contracting party otherwise
complying with the provisions of this Article shall not be required to with-
draw or modify restrictions on the ground that a change in those policies
would render unnecessary restrictions which it is applying under this
Article.

4. (a) Any contracting party applying new restrictions or raising the
general level of its existing restrictions by a substantial intensification of
the measures applied under this Article shall immediately after instituting
or intensifying such restrictions (or, in circumstances in which prior con-
sultation is practicable, before doing so) consult with the CONTRACTING
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PARTIES as to the nature of its balance of payments difficulties, alternative
corrective measures which may be available, and the possible effect of the
restrictions on the economies of other contracting parties.

(b) On a date to be determined by them,* the CONTRACTING
PARTIES shall review all restrictions still applied under this Article on that
date. Beginning one year after that date, contracting parties applying
import restrictions under this Article shall enter into consultations of the
type provided for in sub-paragraph (a) of this paragraph with the CON-
TRACTING PARTIES annually.

(c) (i) If, in the course of consultations with a contracting party
under sub-paragraph (a) or (b) above, the CONTRACTING PARTIES find that
the restrictions are not consistent with the provisions of this Article or
with those of Article XII[ (subject to the provisions of Article XIV), they
shall indicate the nature of the inconsistency and may advise that the restric-
tions be suitably modified.

(ii) If, however, as a result of the consultations, the CONTRAC-
TING PARTIES determine that the restrictions are being applied in a manner
involving an inconsistency of a serious nature with the provisions of this
Article or with those of Article XIII (subject to the provisions of Article XIV)
and that damage to the trade of any contracting party is caused or threatened
thereby, they shall so inform the contracting party applying the restrictions
and shall make appropriate recommendations for securing conformity
with such provisions within a specified period of time. If such contracting
party does not comply with these recommendations within- the specified
period, the CONTRACTING PARTIES may release any contracting party the
trade of which is adversely affected by the restrictions from such obliga-
tions under this Agreement towards the contracting party applying the
restrictions as they determine to be appropriate in the circumstances.

(d) The CONTRACTING PARariES shall invite any contracting party
which is applying restrictions under this Article to enter into consultations
with them at the request of any contracting party which can establish a prima
face case that the restrictions are inconsistent with the provisions of this
Article or with those of Article XIII (subject to the provisions of Article
XIV) and that its trade is adversely affected thereby. However, no such
invitation shall be issued unless the CONTRACTING PARTIES have ascertained
that direct discussions between the contracting parties concerned have not
been successful. If, as a result of the consultations with the CONTRACTING
PARTIES, no agreement is reached and they determine that the restrictions
are being applied inconsistently with such provisions, and that damage
to the trade of the contracting party initiating the procedure is caused or
threatened thereby, they shall recommend the withdrawal or modification
of the restrictions. If the restrictions are not withdrawn or modified
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within such time as the CONTRACTING PARTIES may prescribe, they may
release the contracting party initiating the procedure from such obligations
under this Agreement towards the contracting party applying the restric-
tions as they determine to be appropriate in the circumstances.

(e) In proceeding under this paragraph, the CONTRACTING PARTIES
shall have due regard to any special external factors adversely affecting
the export trade of the contracting party applying restrictions.*

(f) Determinations under this paragraph shall be rendered expedi-
tiously and, if possible, within sixty days of the initiation of the consulta-
tions.

5. If there is a persistent and widespread application of import restric-
tions under this Article, indicating the existence of a general disequilibrium
which is restricting international trade, the CONTRACTING PARTIES shall
initiate discussions to consider whether other measures might be taken,
either by those contracting parties the balances of payments of which are
under pressure or by those the balances of payments of which are tending
to be exceptionally favourable, or by any appropriate intergovernmental
organization, to remove the underlying causes of the disequilibrium. On
the invitation of the CONTRACTING PARTIES, contracting parties shall partici-
pate in such discussions.

Article XIII *

Non-discriminatory Administration of Quantitative Restrictions

1. No prohibition or restriction shall be applied by any contracting
party on the importation of any product of the territory of any other
contracting party or on the exportation of any product destined for the
territory of any other contracting party, unless the importation of the like
product of all third countries or the exportation of the like product to all
third countries is similarly prohibited or restricted.

2. In applying import restrictions to any product, contracting parties
shall aim at a distribution of trade in such product approaching as closely
as possible the shares which the various contracting parties might be expected
to obtain in the absence of such restrictions, and to this end shall observe
the following provisions:

(a) Wherever practicable, quotas representing the total amount of
permitted i imports (whether allocated among supplying countries or
not) shall be fixed, and notice given of their amount in accordance
with paragraph 3 (b) of this Article;

(b) In cases in which quotas are not practicable, the restrictions may
be applied by means of import licences or permits without a quota;
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(c) Contracting parties shall not, except for purposes of operating
quotas allocated in accordance with sub-paragraph (d) of this
paragraph, require that import licences or permits be utilized for
the importation of the product concerned from a particular country
or-source;

(d) In cases in which a quota is allocated among supplying countries,
the contracting party applying the restrictions may seek agreement
with respect to the allocation of shares in the quota with all other
contracting parties having a substantial interest in supplying the
product concerned. In cases in which this method is not reason-
ably practicable, the contracting party concerned shall allot to
contracting parties having a substantial interest in supplying the
product shares based upon the proportions, supplied by such
contracting parties during a previous representative period, of the
total quantity or value of imports of the product, due account
being taken of any special factors which may have affected or may
be affecting the trade in the product. No conditions or formalities
shall be imposed which would prevent any contracting party from
utilizing fully the share of any such total quantity or value which
has been allotted to it, subject to importation being made within
any prescribed period to which the quota may relate.*

3. (a) In cases in which import licences are issued in connection with
import restrictions, the contracting party applying the restrictions shall
provide, upon the request of any contracting party having an interest in
the trade in the product concerned, all relevant information concerning the
administration of the restrictions, the import licences granted over a recent
period and the distribution of such licences among supplying countries;
Provided that there shall be no obligation to supply information as to the
names of importing or supplying enterprises.

(b) In the case of import restrictions involving the fixing of quotas,
the contracting party applying the restrictions shall give public notice of
the total quantity or value of the product or products which will be per-
mitted to be imported during a specified future period and of any change in
such quantity or value. Any supplies of the product in question which
were en route at the time at which public notice was given shall not be
excluded from entry; Provided that they may be counted so far as practicable,
against the quantity permitted to be imported in the period in question,
and also, where necessary, against the quantities permitted to be imported
in the next following period or periods; and Provided further that if any
contracting party customarily exempts from such restrictions products
entered for consumption or withdrawn from" warehouse for consumption
during a period of thirty days after the day of such public notice, such
practice shall be considered full compliance with this sub-paragraph.
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(c) In the case of quotas allocated among supplying countries, the
contracting party applying the restrictions shall promptly inform all other
contracting parties having an interest in supplying the product concerned
of the shares in the quota currently allocated, by quantity or value, to the
various supplying countries and shall give public notice thereof.

4. With regard to restrictions applied in accordance with paragraph
2.(d) of this Article or under paragraph 2 (c) of Article XI, the selection
of a representative period for any product and the appraisal of any special
factors * affecting the trade in the product shall be made initially by the
contracting party applying the restriction; Provided that such contracting
party shall, upon the request of any other contracting party having a sub-
stantial interest in supplying that product or upon the request of the CON-
TRACTING PARTIES, consult promptly with the other contracting party or
the CONTRACTING PARTIES regarding the need for an adjustment of the
proportion determined or of the base period selected, or for the reappraisal
of the special factors involved, or for the elimination of conditions, for-
malities or any other provisions established unilaterally relating to the alloca-
tion of an adequate quota or its unrestricted utilization.

5. The provisions of this Article shall apply to any tariff quota insti-
tuted or maintained by any contracting party, and, in so far as applicable,
the principles of this Article shall also extend to export restrictions.

Article XIV *

Exceptions to the Rule of Non-discrimination

1. A contracting party which applies restrictions under Article XII
or under Section B of Article XVIII may, in the application of such restric-
tions, deviate from the provisions of Article XIII in a manner having equiv-
alent effect torestrictions on payments and'transfers for current international
transactions which that contracting party may at that time apply under
Article VIII or XIV of the Articles of Agreement of the International
Monetary Fund, or under analogous provisions of a special exchange
agreement entered into pursuant to paragraph 6 of Article XV.*

2. A contracting party which is applyingg import restrictions under
Article XII or under Section B of Article XVIII "may, with the consent of
the CONTRACTING PARTIES, temporarily deviate from the provisions of
Article XIII in respect of a small part of its external trade where the benefits
to the contracting party or contracting parties concerned substantially
outweigh any injury which may result to the trade of other contracting
parties.*
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3. The provisions of Article XIII shall not preclude a group of territories
having a common quota in the International Monetary Fund from applying
against imports from other countries, but not among themselves, restric-
tions in accordance with the provisions of Article XII or of Section B of
Article XVIII on condition that such restrictions are in all other respects
consistent with the provisions of Article XIII.

4. A contracting party applying import restrictions under Article XII
or under Section B of Article XVIII shall not be precluded by Articles XI
to XV or Section B of Article XVIII of this Agreement from applying
measures to direct its exports in such a manner as to increase its earnings
of currencies which it can use without deviation from the provisions of
Article XIII.

5. A contracting party shall not be precluded by Articles XI to XV,
inclusive, or by Section B of Article XVIII, of this Agreement from applying
quantitative restrictions:

(a) having equivalent effect to exchange restrictions authorized under
Section 3 (b) of Article VII of the Articles of Agreement of the
International Monetary Fund, or

(b) under the preferential arrangements provided for in Annex A of
this Agreement, pending the outcome of the negotiations referred
to therein.

Article XV

Exchange Arrangements

1. The CONTRACTING PARTIES shall seek co-operation with the Inter-
national Monetary Fund to the end that the CONTRACTING PARTES and the
Fund may pursue a co-ordinated policy with regard to exchange questions
within the jurisdiction oftthe Fund and questions of quantitative restrictions
and other trade measures within the jurisdiction of the CONTRACTING
PARTIES.

2. In all cases in which the CONTRACTING PARTIES are called upon to
consider or deal with problems concerning monetary reserves, balances of
payments or foreign exchange arrangements, they shall consult fully with
the International Monetary Funid. In such consultations, the CON-
TRACTING PARTIES shall accept all findings of statistical and other facts
presented by the Fund relating to foreign exchange, monetary reserves
and balances of payments, and shall accept the determination of the Fund
as to whether action by a contracting'party in exchange matters is in accord-
ance with the Articles of Agreement of the International Monetary Fund,
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or with the terms of a special exchange agreement between that contracting
party and the CONTRACTING PARTIES. The CONTRACTING PARTIES, in

reaching their final decision in cases involving the criteria set forth in para-
graph 2 (a) of Article XIt or in paragraph 9 of Article XVIII, shall accept
the determination of the Fund as to what constitutes a serious decline in the
contracting party's monetary reserves, a very low level of its monetary
deserves or a reasonable rate of increase in its monetary reserves, and as to
the financial aspects of.other matters covered in consultation in such cases.

3. The CONTRACTING PARTIES shall seek agreement with the Fund
regarding procedures for consultation under paragraph 2 of this Article.

4. Contracting parties shall not, by exchange action, frustrate * the
intent of the provisions of this Agreement, nor, by trade action, the intent
of the provisions of the Articles of Agreement of the International Monetary
Fund.

5. If the CONTRACTING PARTIES consider, at any time, that exchange
restrictions on payments and transfers in connexion with imports are being
applied by a contracting party in a manner inconsistent with the excep-
tions provided for in this Agreement for quantitative restrictions, they shall
report thereon to the Fund.

6. Any contracting party which is not a member of the Fund shall,
within a time to be determined by the CONTRACTING PARTIES after consulta-
tion with the Fund, become a member of the Fund, or, failing that, enter
into a special exchange agreement with the CONTRACTING PARTIES. A con-
tracting party which ceases to be a member of the Fund shall forthwith
enter into a special exchange agreement with the CONTRACTING PARTIES.
Any special exchange agreement entered into by a contracting party under
this paragraph shall thereupon become part of its obligations under this
Agreement.

7. (a) A special exchange agreement between a contracting party and
the CONTRACTING PARTIES under paragraph 6 of this Article shall provide
to the satisfaction of the CONTRACTING PARTIES that the objectives of this
Agreement will not be frustrated as a result of action in exchange matters
by the contracting party in question.

(b) The terms of any such agreement shall not impose obligations
on the contracting party in exchange matters generally more restrictive
than those imposed by the Articles of Agreement of the International
Monetary Fund on members of the Fund.

8. A contracting party which is not a member of the Fund shall
furnish such information within the general scope of section 5 of Article
VIII of the Articles of Agreement of the International Monetary Fund as
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the CONTRACTING PARTIES may require in order to carry out their func-
tions under this Agreement.

9. Nothing in this Agreement shall preclude:
(a) the use by a contracting party of exchange controls or exchange

restrictions in accordance with the Articles of Agreement of the
International Monetary Fund or with that contracting party's
special exchange agreement with the CONTRACTING PARTIES, or

(b) the use by a contracting party of restrictions or controls on imports
or exports, the sole effect of which, additional to the effects per-
mitted under Articles XI, XII, XIII and XIV, is to make effective
such exchange controls or exchange restrictions.

Article XVI *

Subsidies

Section A-Subsidies in General

1. If any contracting party grants or maintains any subsidy, including
any form of income or price support, which operates directly or indirectly
to increase exports of any product from, or to reduce imports of any pro-
duct into, its territory, it shall notify the CONTRACTING PARTIES in writing
of the extent and nature of the subsidization, of the estimated effect of the
subsidization on the quantity of the affected product or products imported
into or exported from its territory and of the circumstances making the
subsidization necessary. In any case in which it is determined that serious
prejudice to the interests of any other contracting party is caused or threat-
ened by any such subsidization, the contracting party granting the subsidy
shall, upon request, discuss with the other contracting party or parties
concerned, or with the CONTRACTING PARTIES, the possibility of limiting

the subsidization.

Section B-Additional Provisions on Export Subsidies *

2. The contracting parties recognize that. the granting by a contracting
party of a subsidy on the export of any product may have harmful effects
for other contracting parties, both importihg and exporting, may cause
undue disturbance to their normal commercial interests, and may hinder
the achievement of the objectives of this Agreement.

3. Accordingly, contracting parties should seek to avoid the use of
subsidies on the export of primary products. If, however, a contracting
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party grants directly or indirectly any form of subsidy which operates to
increase the export of any primary product from its territory, such subsidy
shall not be applied in a manner which results in that contracting party
having more than an equitable share of world export trade in that product,
account being taken of the shares of the contracting parties in such trade
in the product during a previous representative period, and any special
factors which may have affected or may be affecting such trade in the pro-
duct.*

4. Further, as from 1 January 1958 or the earliest practicable date
thereafter, contracting parties shall cease to grant either directly or in-
directly any form of subsidy on the export of any product other than a
primary product which subsidy results in the sale of such product for export
at a price lower than the comparable price charged for the like product
to buyers in the domestic market. Until 31 December 1957 no contracting
party shall extend the scope of any such subsidization beyond that existing
on 1 January 1955 by the introduction of new, or the extension of existing,
subsidies.*

5. The CONTRACTING PARTIES shall review the operation of the pro-
visions of this Article from time to time with a view to examining its
effectiveness, in the light of actual experience, in promoting the Objectives
of this Agreement and avoiding subsidization seriously prejudicial to the
trade or interests of contracting parties.

Article XVII

State Trading Enterprises

1.* (a) Each contracting party undertakes that if it establishes or
maintains a State enterprise, wherever located, or grants to any enterprise,
formally or in effect, exclusive or special privileges,* such enterprise shall,
in its purchases or sales involving either imports or exports, act in a manner
consistent with the general principles of non-discriminatory treatment
prescribed in this Agreement for governmental measures affecting imports
or exports by private traders.

(b) The provisions of sub-paragraph (a) of this paragraph shall be
understood to require that such enterprises shall, having due regard to the
other provisions of this Agreement, make any such purchases or sales
solely in accordance with commercial considerations,* including price,
quality, availability, marketability, transportation and other conditions of
purchase or sale, and shall afford the enterprises of the other contracting
parties adequate opportunity, in accordance with customary business
practice, to compete for participation in such purchases or sales.

I
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(c) No contracting party shall prevent any enterprise (whether or
not an enterprise described in sub-paragraph (a) of this paragraph) under
its jurisdiction from acting in accordance with the principles of sub-
paragraphs (a) and (b) of this paragraph.

2. The provisions of paragraph 1 of this Article shall not apply to
imports of products for immediate or ultimate consumption in governmental
use and not otherwise for resale or use in the production of goods * for
sale. With respect to such imports, each contracting party shall accord
to the trade of the other contracting parties fair and equitable treatment.

3. The contracting parties recognize that enterprises of the kind
described in paragraph 1 (a) of this Article might be operated so as to create
serious obstacles to trade; thus negotiations on a reciprocal and mutually
advantageous basis designed to limit or reduce such obstacles are of import-
ance to the expansion of international trade.*

4. (a) Contracting parties shall notify the CONTRACTING PARTIES of
the products which are imported into or exported from their territories by
enterprises of the kind described in paragraph 1 (a) of this Article.

(b) A contracting party establishing, maintaining or authorizing
an import monopoly of a product, which is not the subject of a concession
under Article II, shall, on the request of another contracting party having
a substantial trade in the product concerned, inform the CONTRACTING
PARTIES of the import mark-up * on the product during a recent represent-
ative period, or, when it is not possible to do so, of the price charged on the
resale of the product.

(c) The CONTRACTING PARTIES may, at the request of a contract-
ing party which has reason to believe that its interests under this Agreement
are being adversely affected by the operations of an enterprise of the kind
described in paragraph 1 (a), request the contracting party establishing,
maintaining or authorizing such enterprise to supply information about its
operations related to the carrying out of the provisions of this Agreement.

(d) The provisions of this paragraph shall not require any contract-
ing party to disclose confidential information which would impede law A

enforcement or otherwise be contrary to the public interest or would pre-
judice the legitimate commercial interests of particular enterprises.

Article XVIII *

Governmental Assistance to Economic Development

1. The contracting parties recognize that the attainment of the objec-
tives of this Agreement will be facilitated by the progressive development
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of their economies, particularly of those contracting parties the economies
of which can only support low standards of living* and are in the early
stages of development.*

2. The contracting parties recognize further that it may be necessary
for those contracting parties, in order to implement programmes and
policies of economic development designed to raise the general standard
of living of their people, to take protective or other measures affecting
imports, and that such measures are justified in so far as they facilitate the
attainment of the objectives of this Agreement. They agree, therefore,
that those contracting parties should enjoy additional facilities to enable
them (a) to maintain sufficient flexibility in their tariff structure to be able
to grant the tariff protection required for the establishment of a particular
industry * and (b) to apply quantitative restrictions for balance of payments
purposes in a manner which takes full account of the continued high level
of demand for imports likely to be generated by their programmes of eco-
nomic development.

3. The contracting parties recognize finally that, with those additional
facilities which are provided for in Sections A and B of this Article, the
provisions of this Agreement would normally be sufficient to enable con-
tracting parties to meet the requirements of their economic development.
They agree, however, that there may be circumstances where no measure
consistent with those provisions is practicable to permit a contracting
party in the process of economic development to grant the governmental
assistance required to promote the establishment of particular industries *
with a view to raising the general standard of living of its people. Special
procedures are laid down in Sections C and D of this Article to deal with
those cases.

4. (a) Consequently, a contracting party the economy of which can
only support low standards of living * and is in the early stages of develop-
ment * shall be free to deviate temporarily from the provisions of the other
Articles of this Agreement, as provided in Sections A, B and C of this
Article.

(b) A contracting party the economy of which is in the process of
development, but which does not come within the scope of sub-paragraph (a)
above, may submit applications to the CONTRACTING PARTIES under Section
D of this Article.

5. The contracting parties recognize that the export earnings of con-
tracting parties, the economies of which are of the type described in para-
graph 4 (a) and (b) above and which depend on exports of a small nurmiber
of primary commodities, may be seriously reduced by a decline in the sale
of such co mýmodities. Accordingly, when the exports of primary commod-
ities by such a contracting party are seriously affected by measures taken
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by another contracting party, it may hav-• resort to the consultation pro-
visions of Article XXII of this Agreement.

6. The CONTRACTING PARTIES shall review annually all measures
applied pursuant to the provisions of Sections C and D of this Article.

Section A

7. (a) If a contracting party coming within the scope of paragraph
4 (a) of this Article considers it desirable, in order to promote the establish-
ment of a particular industry * with a view to raising the general standard
of living of its people, to modify or withdraw a concession included in the
appropriate Schedule annexed to this Agreement, it shall notify the CON-
TRACTING PARTIES to this effect and enter into negotiations with any con-
tracting party with which such concession was initially negotiated, and with
any other contracting party determined by the CONTRACTING PARTIES to
have a substantial interest therein. If agreement is reached between such
contracting parties concerned, they shall be free to modify or withdraw
concessions under the appropriate Schedules to this Agreement in order
to give effect to such agreement, including any compensatory adjustments
involved.

(b) If agreement is not reached within sixty days after the noti-
fication provided for in sub-paragraph (a) above, the contracting party
which proposes to modify or withdraw the concession may refer the matter
to the CONTRACTING PARTIES, which shall promptly examine it. If they
find that the contracting party which proposes to modify or withdraw the
concession has made every effort to reach an agreement and that the
compensatory adjustment offered by it is adequate, that contracting party
shall be free to modify or withdraw the concession if, at the same time,
it gives effect to the compensatory adjustment. If the CONTRACTING
PARTIES do not find that the compensation offered by a contracting party
proposing to modify or withdraw the concession is adequate, but find that
it has made every reasonable effort to offer adequate compensation, that
contracting party shall be free to proceed with such modification or with-
drawal. If such action is taken, any other contracting party referred to
in sub-paragraph (a) above shall be free to modify or withdraw substantially
equivalent concessions initially negotiated with the contracting party which
has taken the action.*

Section B

8. The contracting parties recognize that contracting parties coming
within the scope of paragraph 4 (a) of this Article tend, when they are in
rapid process of development, to experience balance of payments difficulties
arising mainly from efforts to expand their internal markets as well as
from the instability in their terms of trade.
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9. In order to safeguard its external financial position and to ensure
a level of reserves adequate for the implementation of its programme of
economic development, a contracting party coming within the scope of
paragraph 4 (a) of this Article may, subject to the provisions of paragraphs
10 to 12, control the general level of its imports by restricting the quantity
or value of merchandise permitted to be imported; Provided that the import
restrictions instituted, maintained or intensified shall not exceed those
necessary:

(a) to forestall the threat of, or to stop, a serious decline in its monetary
reserves, or

(b) in the case of a contracting party with inadequate monetary
reserves, to achieve a reasonable rate of increase in its reserves.

Due regard shall be paid in either case to any special factors which may
be affecting the reserves of the contracting party or its need for reserves,
including, where special external credits or other resources are available
to it, the need to provide for the appropriate use of such credits or resources.

10. In applying these restrictions, the contracting party may determifie
their incidence on imports of different products or classes of products in
such a way as to give priority to the importation of those products which
are more essential in the light of its policy of economic development;
Provided that the restrictions are so applied as to avoid unnecessary damage
to the commercial or economic interests of any other contracting party
and not to prevent unreasonably the importation of any description of goods
in minimum commercial quantities the exclusion of which would impair
regular channels of trade; and Provided further that the restrictions are
not so applied as to prevent the importation of commercial samples or
to prevent compliance with patent, trade mark, copyright or similar pro-
cedures.

11. In carrying out its domestic policies, the contracting party con-
cerned shall pay due regard to the need for restoring equilibrium in its
balance of payments on a sound and lasting basis and to the desirability
of assuring an economic employment of productive resources. It shall
progressively relax any restrictions applied under this Section as condi-
tions improve, maintaining them only to the extent necessary under the
terms of paragraph 9 of this Article and shall eliminate them when condi-
tions no longer justify such maintenance; Provided that no contracting
party shall be required to withdraw or modify restrictions on the ground
that a change in its development policy would render unnecessary the restric-
tions which it is applying under this Section.*

12. (a) Any contracting party applying new restrictions or raising
the general level of its existing restrictions by a substantial intensification
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of the measures applied under this Section, shall immediately after instituting
or intensifying such restrictions (or, in circumstances in which prior consulta-
tion is practicable, before doing so) consult with the CONTRACTING PARTIES
as to the nature of its balance of payments difficulties, alternative corrective
measures which may be available, and the possible effect of the restrictions
on the economies of other contracting parties.

(b) On a date to be determined by them,* the CONTRACTING
PARTIES shall review all restrictions still applied under this Section on that
date. Beginning two years after that date, contracting parties applying
restrictions under this Section shall enter into consultations of the type
provided for in sub-paragraph (a) above with the CONTRACTING PARTIES at
intervals of approximately, but not less than, two years according to a
programme to be drawn up each year by the CONTRACTING PARTIES;
Provided that no consultation under this sub-paragraph shall take place
within two years after the conclusion of a consultation of a general nature
under any other provision of this paragraph.

(c) (i) If, in the course of consultations with a contracting party
under sub-paragraph (a) or (b) of this paragraph, the CONTRACTING
PARTIES find that the restrictions are not consistent with the provisions of
this Section or with those of Article XIII (subject to the provisions of
Article XIV), they shall indicate the nature of the inconsistency and may
advise that the restrictions be suitably modified.

(ii) If, however, as a result of the consultations, the CONTRAC-
TING PARTIES determine that the restrictions are being applied in a manner
involving an inconsistency of a serious nature with the provisions of this
Section or with those of Article XIII (subject to the provisions of Article
XIV) and that damage to the trade of any contracting party is caused or
threatened thereby, they shall so inform the contracting party applying
the restrictions and shall make appropriate recommendations for securing
conformity with such provisions within a specified period. If such
contracting party does not comply with these recommendations within
the specified period, the CONTRACTING PARTIES may release any contracting
party the trade of which is adversely affected by the restrictions from such
obligations under this Agreement towards the contracting party applying
the restrictions as they determine to be appropriate in the circumstances.

(d) The CONTRACTING PARTIES shall invite any contracting party
which is applying restrictions under this Section to enter into consultations
with them at the request of any contracting party which can establish a
prima face case that the restrictions are inconsistent with the provisions
of this Section or with those of Article XIII (subject to the provisions of
Article XIV) and that its trade is adversely affected thereby. However,
no such invitation shall be issued unless the CONTRACTING PARTIES have
ascertained that direct discussions between the contracting parties concerned
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have not been successful. If, as a result of the consultations with the
CONTRACTING PARTIES no agreement is reached and they determine that
the restrictions are being applied inconsistently with such provisions, and
that damage to the trade of the contracting party initiating the procedure
is caused or threatened thereby, they shall recommend the withdrawal or
modification of the restrictions. If the restrictions are not withdrawn
or modified within such time as the CONTRACTING PARTIES may prescribe,
they may release the contracting party initiating the procedure from such
obligations under this Agreement towards the contracting party applying
the restrictions as they determine to be appropriate in the circumstances

(e) If a contracting party against which action has been taken in
accordance with the last sentence of sub-paragraph (c) (ii) or (d) of this
paragraph, finds that the release of obligations authorized by the CON-
TRACTING PARTIES adversely affects the operation of its programme and
policy of economic development, it shall be free, not later than sixty days
after such action is taken, to give written notice to the Executive Secretary '
to the CONTRACTING PARTIES of its intention to withdraw from this Agree-
ment and such withdrawal shall take effect on the sixtieth day following
the day on which the notice is received by him.

(f) In proceeding under this paragraph, the CONTRACTING PARTIES
shall have due regard to the factors referred to in paragraph 2 of this
Article. Determinations under this paragraph shall be rendereal expedi-
tiously and, if possible, within sixty days of the initiation of the consultations.

Section C

13. If a contracting party coming within the scope of paragraph 4 (a)
of this Article finds that governmental assistance is required to promote
the establishment of a particular industry * with a view to raising the general
standard of living of its people, but that no measure consistent with the
other provisions of this Agreement is practicable to achieve that objective,it may have recourse to the provisions and procedures set out in this
Section.*

Is 14. The contracting party concerned shall notify the CONTRACTING
PARTIES of the special difficulties which it meets in the achievement of the
objective outlined in paragraph 13 of this Article and shall indicate the
specific measure affecting imports which it proposes to introduce in order
to remedy these difficulties. It shall not introduce that measure before
the expiration of the time-limit laid down in paragraph 15 or 17, as the
case may be, or if the measure affects imports of a product which is the
subject of a concession included in the appropriate Schedule annexed to

See Preface.
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this Agreement, unless it has secured the concurrence of the CONTRACTING
PARTIES in accordance with the provisions of paragraph 18; Provided that,
if the industry receiving assistance has already started production, the
contracting party may, after informing the CONTRACTING PARTIES, take
such measures as may be necessary to prevent, during that period, imports
of the product or products concerned from increasing substantially above
a normal level.*

15. If, within thirty days of the notification of the measure, the
CONTRACTING PARTIES do not request the contracting party concerned
to consult with them,* that contracting party shall be free to deviate from
the relevant provisions of the other Articles of this Agreement to the extent
necessary to apply the proposed measure.

16. If it is requested by the CONTRACTING PARTIES to do so,* the con-
tracting party concerned shall consult with them as to the purpose of the
proposed measure, as to alternative measures which may be available
under this Agreement, and as to the possible effect of the measure proposed
on the commercial and economic interests of other contracting parties.
If, as a result of such consultation, the CONTRACTING PARTIES agree that
there is no measure consistent with the other provisions of this Agreement
which is practicable in order to achieve the objective outlined in paragraph
13 of this Article, and concur * in the proposed measure, th,, contracting
party concerned shall be released from its obligations under the relevant
provisions of the other Articles of this Agreement to the extent necessary
to apply that measure.

17. If, within ninety days after the date of the notification of the
proposed measure under paragraph 14 of this Article, the CONTRACTING
PARTIES have not concurred in such measure, the contracting party concerned
may introduce the measure proposed after informing the CONTRACTING
PARTIES.

18. If the proposed measure affects a product which is the subject of
a concession included in the appropriate Schedule annexed to this Agree-
ment, the contracting party concerned shall enter into consultations with
any other contracting party with which the concession was initially nego-
tiated, and with any other contracting party determined by the CON-
TRACTING PARTIES to have a substantial interest therein. The CONTRACTING
PARTIES shall concur * in the measure if they agree that there is no measure
consistent with the other provisions of this Agreement which is practicable
in order to achieve the objective set forth in paragraph 13 of this Article,
and if they are satisfied:

(a) that agreement has been reached with such other contracting
parties as a result of the consultations referred to above, or
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(b) if no such agreement has been reached within sixty days after the
notification provided for in paragraph 14 has been received by
the CONTRACTING PARTIES, that the contracting party having
recourse to this Section has made all reasonable efforts to reach
an agreement and that the interests of other contracting parties
are adequately safeguarded.*

The contracting party having recourse to this Section shall thereupon be
released from its obligations under the relevant provisions of the other
Articles of this Agreement to the extent necessary to permit it to apply
the measure.

19. If a proposed measure of the type described in paragraph 13 of
this Article concerns an industry the establishment of which has in the
initial period been facilitated by incidental protection afforded by restric-
tions imposed by the contracting party concerned for balance of payments
purposes under the relevant provisions of this Agreement, that contracting
party may resort to the provisions and procedures of this Section; Provided
that it shall not apply the proposed measure without the concurrence*
of the CONTRACTING PARTIES.*

20. Nothing in the preceding paragraphs of this Section shall authorize
any deviation from the provisions of Articles I, II and XI11 of this Agree-
ment. The provisos to paragraph 10 of this Article shall also be applicable
to any restriction under this Section.

21. At any time while a measure is being applied under paragraph 17
of this Article any contracting party substantially affected by it may suspend
the application to the trade of the contracting party having recourse to this
Section of such substantially equivalent concessions or other obligations
under this Agreement the suspension of which the CONTRACTING PARTIES
do not disapprove; * Provided that sixty days' notice of such suspension
is given to the CONTRACTING PARTIES not later than six months after the
measure has been introduced or changed substantially to the detriment
of the contracting party affected. Any such contracting party shall afford
adequate opportunityfor consultation in accordance with the provisions
of Article XXII of this Agreement.

Section D

22. A contracting party coming within the scope of sub-paragraph
4 (b) of this Article desiring, in the interest of the development of its econ-
omy, to introduce a measure of the type described in paragraph 13 of
this Article in respect of the establishment of a particular industry * may
apply to the CONTRACTING PARTIES for approval of such measure. The
CONTRACTING PARTIES shall promptly consult with such contracting party
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and shall, in making their decision, be guided by the considerations set
out in paragraph 16. If the CONTRACTING PARTIES concur * in the proposed
measure the contracting party concerned shall be released from'its obliga-
tions under the relevant provisions of the other Articles of this Agreement
to the extent necessary to permit it to apply the measure. If the proposed
measure affects a product which is the subject of a concession included in
the appropriate Schedule annexed to this Agreement, the provisions of
paragraph 18 shall apply.*

23. Any measure applied under this Section shall comply with the
provisions of paragraph 20 of this Article.

Article XIX

Emergency Action on Imports of Particular Products

1. (a) If, as a result of unforeseen developments and of the effect
of the obligations incurred by a contracting party under this Agreement,
including tariff concessions, any product is being imported into the territory
of that contracting party in such increased quantities and under such
conditions as to cause or threaten serious injury to domestic producers
in that territory of like or directly competitive products, the contracting
party shall be free, in respect of such product, and to the extent and for
such time as may be necessary to prevent or remedy such injury, to suspend
the obligation in whole or in part or to withdraw or modify the concession.

(b) If any product, which is the subject of a concession with respect
to a preference, is being imported into the territory of a contracting party
in the circumstances set forth in sub-paragraph (a) of this paragraph, so
as to cause or threaten serious injury to domestic producers of like or
directly competitive products in the territory of a contracting party which
receives or received such preference, the importing contracting party shall
be free, if that other contracting party so requests, to suspend the relevant
obligation in whole or in part or to withdraw or modify the concession in
respect of the product, to the extent and for such time as may be necessary
to prevent or remedy such injury.

2. Before any contracting party shall take action pursuant to the pro-
visions of paragraph 1 of this Article, it shall give notice in writing to the
CONTRACTING PARTIES as far in advance as may be practicable and shall
afford the CONTRACTING PARTIES and those contracting parties having a
substantial interest as exporters of the product concerned an opportunity
to consult with it in respect of the proposed action. When such notice
is given in relation to a concession with respect to a preference, the notice
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shall name the contracting party which has requested the action. In
critical circumstances, where delay would cause damage which it would be
difficult to repair, action under paragraph 1 of this Article may be taken
provisionally without prior consultation, on the condition that consulta-
tion shall be effected immediately after taking such action.

3. (a) If agreement among the interested contracting parties with
respect to the action is not reached, the contracting party which proposes
to take or continue the action shall, nevertheless, be free to do so, and if
such action is taken or continued, the affected contracting parties shall then
be free, not later than ninety days after such action is taken, to suspend,
upon the expiration of thirty days from the day on which written notice
of such suspension is received by the CONTRACTING PARTIES, the applica-
tion to the trade of the contracting party taking such action, or, in the case
envisaged in paragraph 1 (b) of this Article, to the trade of the contracting
party requesting such action, of such substantially equivalent concessions
or other obligations under this Agreement the suspension of which the
CONTRACTING PARTIES do not disapprove.

(b) Notwithstanding the provisions of sub-paragraph (a) of this
paragraph, where action is taken under paragraph 2 of this Article without
prior consultation and causes or threatens serious injury in the territory
of a contracting party to the domestic producers of products affected by
the action, that contracting party shall, where delay would cause damage
difficult to repair, be free to suspend, upon the taking of the action and
throughout the period of consultation, such concessions or other obliga-
tions as may be necessary to prevent or remedy the injury.

Article XX

General Exceptions

Subject to the requirement that such measures are not applied in a
manner which would constitute a means of arbitrary or unjustifiable discri-
mination between countries where the same conditions prevail, or a dis-
guised restriction on international trade, nothing in this Agreement shall
be construed to prevent the adoption or enforcement by any contracting
party of measures:

(a) necessary to protect public morals;
(b) necessary to protect human, animal or plant life or health;
(c) relating to the importation or exportation of gold or silver;
(d) necessary to secure compliance with laws or regulations which are

not inconsistent with the provisions of this Agreement, including
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those relating to customs enforcement, the enforcement of mono-
polies operated under paragraph 4 of Article I and Article XVII,
the protection of patents, trade marks and copyrights, and the pre-
vention of deceptive practices;

(e) relating to the products of prison labour;

(f) imposed for the protection of national treasures of artistic, historic
or archaeological value;

(g) relating to the conservation of exhaustible natural resources if
such measures are made effective in conjunction with restrictions
on domestic production or consumption;

(h) undertaken in pursuance of obligations under any intergovern-
mental commodity agreement which conforms to criteria submitted
to the CONTRACTING PARTIES and not disapproved by them or
which is itself so submitted and not so disapproved;*

(i) involving restrictions on exports of domestic materials necessary
to ensure essential quantities of such materials to a domestic pro-
cessing* industry during periods when the domestic price of such
materials is held below the world price as part of a governmental
stabilization plan; Provided that such restrictions shall not operate
to increase the exports of or the protection afforded to such
domestic industry, and shall not depart from'the provisions of this
Agreement relating to non-discrimination;

(j) essential to the acquisition or distribution of products in general
or local short supply; Provided that any such measures shall be
consistent with the principle that all contracting parties are entitled
to an equitable share of the international supply of such products,
and that any such measures, which are inconsistent with the other
provisions of this Agreement shall be discontinued as soon as the
conditions giving rise to them have ceased to exist. The CoN-
TRACTING PARTIES shall review the need for this sub-paragraph
riot later than 30 JRtie 1960.

Article XXI

Security Exceptions

Nothing in this Agreement shall be construed

(a) to require any contracting party to furnish any information the
disclosure of which it considers contrary to its essential security
interests; or
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(b) to prevent any contracting party from taking any action which it
considers necessary for the protection of its essential security
interests
(i) relating to fissionable materials or the materials from which

they are derived;
(ii) relating to the traffic in arms, ammunition and implements of

war and to such traffic in other goods and materials as is
carried on directly or indirectly for the purpose of supplying
a military establishment;

(iii) taken in time of war or other emergency in international rela-
tions; or

(c) to prevent any contracting party from taking any action in pur-
suance of its obligations under the United Nations Charter for
the maintenance of internatioi ~leae and secudty.

Article XXII

Consultation

1. Each contracting party shall accord sympathetic consideration to,
and shall afford adequate opportunity for consultation regarding, such
representations as may be made by another contracting party with respect
to any matter affecting the operation of this Agreement.

2. The CONTRACTING PARTIES may, at the request of a contracting
party, consult with any contracting party or parties in respect of any
matter for which it has not been possible to find a satisfactory solution
through consultation under paragraph 1.

Article XXIII

Nullification or Impairment

1. If any contracting party should consider that any benefit accruing
to it directly or indirectly under this Agreement is being nullified or impaired
or that the attainihent of any objective of the Agreement is being impeded
as the result of

(a) the failure of another contracting party to carry out its obligations
under this Agreement, or

(b) the application by another contracting party of any measure,
whether or not it conflicts with the provisions of this Agreement, or

(c) the existence of any other situation,
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the contracting party may, with a view to the satisfactory adjustment of
the matter, make written representations or proposals to the other con-
tracting party or parties which it considers to be concerned. Any con-
tracting party thus approached shall give sympathetic consideration to the
representations or proposals made to it.

2. If no satisfactory adjustment is effected between the contracting
parties concerned within a itasonable time, or if the difficulty is of the
type described in paragraph I (c) of this Article, the matter may be referred
to the CONTRACTING PARTIES. The CONTRACTING PARTIES shall promptly
investigate any matter so referred to them and shall make appropriate
recommendations to the contracting parties which they consider to be
concerned, or give a ruling on the matter, as appropriate. The CONTRACTING
PARTIES may consult with contracting parties, with the Economic and Social
Council of the United Nations and with any appropriate inter-governmental
organization in cases where they consider such consultation necessary. If the
CONTRACTING PARTIES consider that the circumstances are serious enough
to justify such action, they may authorize a contracting party or parties
to suspend the application to any other contracting party or parties of
such concessions or other obligations under this Agreement as they deter-
mine to be appropriate in the circumstances. If the application to any
contracting party of any concession or other obligation is in fact suspended,
that contracting party shall then be free, not later than sixty days after such
action is taken, to give written notice to the Executive Secretary 1 to the
CONTRACTING PARTIES of its intention to withdraw from this Agreement
and such withdrawal shall take effect upon the sixtieth day following the
day on which such notice is received by him.

See Preface.

A
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Article XXIV

Territorial Application-Frontier Traffic-Customs Unions
and Free-trade Areas

1. The provisions of this Agreement shall apply to the metropolitan
customs territories of the contracting parties and to any other customs
territories in respect of which this Agreement has been accepted under
Article XXVI or is being applied under Article XXXIII or pursuant to
the Protocol of Provisional Application. Each such customs territory
shall, exclusively for the purposes of the territorial application of this
Agreement, be treated as though it were a contracting party; Provided
that the provisions of this paragraph shall not be construed to create any
rights or obligations as between two or more customs territories in respect
of which this Agreement has been accepted under Article XXVI or is being
applied under Article XXXIII or pursuant to the Protocol of Provisional
Application by a single contracting party.

2. For the purposes of this Agreement a customs territory shall be
understood to mean any territory with respect to which separate tariffs
or other regulations of commerce are maintained for a substantial part of
the trade of such territory with other territories.

3. The provisions of this Agreement shall not be construed to
prevent:

(a) Advantages accorded by any contracting party to adjacent countries
in order to facilitate frontier traffic;

(b) Advantages accorded to the trade with the Free Territory of Trieste
by countries contiguous to that territory, provided that such
advantages are not in conflict with the Treaties of Peace arising
out of the Second World War.

4. The contracting parties recognize the desirability of increasing
freedom of trade by the development, through voluntary agreements, of
closer integration between the economies of the countries parties to such
agreements. They also recognize that the purpose of a customs union or
of a free-trade area should be to facilitate trade between the constituent
territories and not to raise barriers to the trade of other contracting parties
with such territories.

41
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5. Accordingly, the provisions of this Agreement shall not prevent,
as between the territories of contracting parties, the formation of a customs
union or of a free-trade area or the adoption of an interim agreement
necessary for the formation of a customs union or of a free-trade area;
Provided that:

(a) with respect to a customs union, or an interim agreement leading
to the formation of a customs union, the duties and other regula-
tions of commerce imposed at the institution of any such union
or interim agreement in respect of trade with contracting parties
not parties to such union or agreement shall not on the whole
be higher or more restrictive than the general incidence of the duties
and regulations of commerce applicable in the constituent terri-
tories prior to the formation of such union or the adoption of such
interim agreement, as the case may be;

(b) with respect to a free-trade area, or an interim agreement leading
to the formation of a free-trade area, the duties and other regula-
tions of commerce maintained in each of the constituent territories
and applicable at the formation of such free-trade area or the adop-
tion of such interim agreement to the trade of contracting parties
not included in such area or not parties to such agreement shall
not be higher or more restrictive than the corresponding duties
and other regulations of commerce existing in the same constituent
territories prior to the formation of the free-trade area, or interim
agreement, as the case may be; and

(c) any interim agreement referred to in sub-paragraphs (a) and (b)
shall include a plan and schedule for the formation of such a
customs union or of such a free-trade area within a reasonable
length of time.

6. If, in fulfilling the requirements of sub-paragraph 5 (a), a contracting
party proposes to increase any rate of duty inconsistently with the pro-
visions of Article II, the procedure set forth in Article XXVIII shall apply.
In providing for compensatory adjustment, due account shall be taken of
the compensation already afforded by the reductions brought about in
the corresponding duty of the other constituents of the union.

7. (a) Any contracting party deciding to enter into a customs union
or free-trade area, or an interim agreement leading to the' formation of
such a union or area, shall promptly notify the CONTRACTING PARTIES
and shall make available to them such information regardinig' the proposed
union or area as will enable them to make such reports and recommenda-
tions to contracting parties as they may deem appropriate.

(b) If, after having studied the plan and schedule included in an
interim agreement referred to in paragraph ' in consultiiii6n with the parties
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to that agreement and taking due account of the information made available
in accordance with the provisions of sub-paragraph (a), the CONTRACTING
PARTIES find that such agreement is not likely to result in the formation
of a customs union or of a free-trade area within the period contemplated
by the parties to the agreement or that such period is not a reasonable
one, the CONTRACTING PARTIES shall make recommendations to the parties
to the agreement. The parties shall not maintain or put into force, as
the case may be, such agreement if they are not prepared to modify it in
accordance with these recommendations.

(c) Any substantial change in the plan or schedule referred to in
paragraph 5 (c) shall be communicated to the CONTRACTING PARTIES,

which may request the contracting parties concerned to consult with them
if the change seems likely to jeopardize or delay unduly the formation of
the customs union or of the free-trade area.

8. For the purposes of this Agreement:

(a) A customs union shall be understood to mean the substitution of
a single customs territory for two or more customs territories, so
that
(i) duties and other restrictive regulations of commerce (except,

where necessary, those permitted under Articles Xl, XII, XIII,
XIV, XV and XX) are eliminated with respect to substantially
all the trade between the constituent territories of the union
or at least with respect to substantially all the trade in products
originating in such territories, and,

(ii) subject to the provisions of paragraph 9, substantially the
same duties and other regulations of commerce are applied
by each of the members of the uniion to the trade of territories
not included in the union; I

(b) A free-trade area shall be understood to mean a group of two or
more customs territories in which the duties and other restrictive
regulations of commerce (except, where necessary, those permitted
under Articles XI, XII, XIl, XIV, XV and XX) are elimiiiaited
on substantially all the trade between the constituent territories
in products originating in such territories.

9. The preferences referred to in paragraph 2 of Article I shall not be
affected by the formation of a customs union or of a free-trade area but
may be eliminated or adjusted by means of negotiations with contracting
parties affected.* This procedure of negotiations with affected contracting
parties shall, in particular, apply to the eli mination of preferences required
to conform with the provisions of paragraph 8 (a) (i) and paragraph 8 (b).

4
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10. The CONTRACTING PARTIES may by a two-thirds majority approve
proposals which do not fully comply with the requirements of paragraphs
5 to 9 inclusive, provided that such proposals lead to the formation of a
customs union or a free-trade area in the sense of this Article.

11. Taking into account the exceptional circumstances arising out of
the establishment of India and Pakistan as independent States and recog-
nizing the fact that they have long constituted an economic unit, the con-
tracting parties agree that the provisions of this Agreement shall not prevent
the two countries from entering into special arrangements with respect
to the trade between them, pending the establishment of their mutual
trade relations on a definitive basis.*

12. Each contracting party shall take such reasonable measures as
may be available to it to ensure observance of the provisions of this Agree-
ment by the regional and local governments and authorities within its
territory.

Article XXV

Joint Action by the Contracting Parties

1. Representatives of the contracting parties shall meet from time to
time for the purpose of giving effect to those provisions of this Agreement
which involve joint action and, generally, with a view to facilitating the
operation and furthering the objectives of this Agreement. Wherever
reference is made in this Agreement to the contracting parties acting jointly
they are designated as the CONTRACTING PARTIES.

2. The Secretary-General of the United Nations is requested to con-
vene the first meeting of the CONTRACTING PARTIES, which shall take place
not later than March 1, 1948.

3. Each contracting party shall be entitled to have one vote at all
meetings of the CONTRACTING PARTIES.

4. Except as otherwise provided for in this Agreement, decisions of
the CONTRACTING PARTIES shall be taken by a majority of the votes cast.

5. In exceptional circumstances not elsewhere provided for in this
Agreement, the CONTRACTING PARTIES may waive an Qbligation imposed
upon a contracting party by this Agreement; Provided that any such decision
shall be approved by a two-thirds majority of the votes cast and that such
majority shall comprise more than half of the contracting parties. The
CONTRACTING PARTIES may also by such a vote
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(i) define certain categories of exceptional circumstances to which
other voting requirements shall apply for the waiver of obligations,
and

(ii) prescribe such criteria as may be necessary for the application of
this paragraph.t

Article XXVI

Acceptance, Entry into Force and Registration

1. The date of this Agreement shall be 30 October 1947.

2. This Agreement shall be open for acceptance by any contracting
party which, on 1 March 1955, was a contracting party or was negotiating
with a view to accession to this Agreement.

3. This Agreement, done in a single English original and in a single
French original, both texts authentic, shall be deposited with the Secretary-
General of the United Nations, who shall furnish certified copies thereof to
all interested governments.

4. Each government accepting this Agreement shall deposit an instru-
ment of acceptance with the Executive Secretary' to the CONTRACTING
PARTIES, who will inform all interested governments of the date of deposit
of each instrument o1" acceptance and of the day on which this Agreement
enters into force under paragraph 6 of this Article.

5. (a) Each government accepting this Agreement does so in respect
of its metropolitan ter-itory and of the other territories for which it has
international responsibility, except such separate customs territories as it
shall notify to the Executive Secretary I to the CONTRACTING PARTIES at the
time of its own acceptance.

(b) Any government, which has so notified the Executive Secretary'
under the exceptions in sub-paragraph (a) of this paragraph, may at any
time give notice to the Executive Secretary 1 that its acceptance shall be
effective in respect of any separate customths territory or territories so excepted
and such notice shall take effect on the thirtieth day following the day on
which it is received by the Executive Secretary.'

(c) If any of the customs territories, in respect of which a contracting
party has accepted this Agreement, possesses or acquires full autonomy
in the conduct of its external commercial relations and of the other matters

t The authentic text erroneously reads "sIb-paragraph ".
1 See Preface.
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provided for in this Agreement, such territory shall, upon sponsorship
through a declaration by the responsible contracting party establishing
the above-mentioned fact, be deemed to be a contracting party.

6. This Agreement shall enter into force, as among the governments
which have accepted it, on the thirtieth day following the day on which
instruments of acceptance have been deposited with the Executive Secretary'
to the CONTRACTING PARTIES on behalf of governments named in Annex H,
the territories of which account for 85 per centum of the total external trade
of the territories of such governments, computed in accordance with the
applicable column of percentages set forth therein. The instrument of
acceptance of each other government shall take effect on the thirtieth dayfollowing the day on which such instrument has been deposited.

7. The United Nations is authorized to effect registration of this
Agreement as soon as it enters into force.

Article XXVlI

Withholding or Withdrawal of Concessions

Any contracting party shall at iny time be free to withhold or to with-
draw in whole or in part any concession, provided for in the appropriate
Schedule annexed to this Agreement, in respect of which such contracting
party determines that it was initially negotiated with a government which
has not become, or has ceased to be, a contracting party. A contracting
party taking such action shall notify the CONTRACTING PARTIES and, upon
request, consult with contracting parties which have a substantial Finterest
in the product concerned.

Article XXVIII *

Modification of Schedules

1. On the first day of each three-year period, the first period beginning
on 1 January 1958 (or on the first day of any other period * that may be
specified by the CONTRACTING PARTIES by two-thirds of the votes cast) a
contracting party (hereafter in this Article referred to as the "applicant
contracting party") may, by negotiation and agreement with any contracting
party with which such concession was initially negotiated and with any
other contracting party determined by the CONTrRAcTING PARTIES to have a
principal supplying interest* (which two preceding categories of contracting

I See Preface.
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parties, together with the applicant contracting party, are in this Article
hereinafter referred to as the "contracting parties primarily concerned"),
and subject to consultation with any other contracting party determined by
the CONTRACTING PARTIES to have a substantialinterest* in such concession,
modify or withdraw a concession* included in the appropriate Schedule
annexed to this Agreement.

2. In such negotiations and agreement, which may include provision
for compensatory adjustment with respect to other products, the contracting
parties concerned shall endeavour to maintain a general level of reciprocal
and mutually advantageous concessions not less favourable to trade than
that provided for in this Agreement prior to such negotiations.

3. (a) If agreement between the contracting parties primarily con-
cerned cannot be reached before 1 January 1958 or before the expiration
of a period envisaged in paragraph I of this Article, the contracting party
which proposes to modify or withdraw the concession shall, nevertheless,
be free to do so and if such action is taken any contracting party with which
such concession was initially negotiated, any contracting party determined
under paragraph 1 to have a principal supplying interest and any contracting
party determined under paragraph 1 to have a substantial interest shall then
be free not later than six months after such action is taken, to withdraw,
upon the expiration of thirty days from the day on which written notice of
such withdrawal is received by the CONTRACTING PARTIES, substantially
equivalent concessions initially negotiated with the applicant contracting
party.

(b) If agreement between the contracting parties primarily con-
cerned is reached but any other contracting party determined under para-
graph I of this Article to have a substantial interest is not satisfied, such other
contracting party shall be free, not later than six months after action under
such agreement is taken, to withdraw, upon the expiration of thirty days
from the day on which written notice of such withdrawal is received by the
CONTRACTING PARTIES, substantially equivalent concessions initially
negotiated with the applicant contracting party.

4. The CONTRACTING PARTIES may, at any time, in special circumstances,
authorize* a contracting party to enter into negotiations for modification or
withdrawal of a concession included in the appropriate Schedule annexed
to this Agreement subject to the following procedures and conditions:

(a) Such negotiations* and any'related consultations shall be conducted
in accordance with the provisions of paragraphs I and 2 of this
Article.

(b) If agreement between the contracting parties primarily concerned
is reached in the negotiations, the provisions of paragraph 3 (b) of
this Article shall apply.
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(c) If agreement between the contracting parties primarily concerned
is not reached within a period of sixty days* after negotiations have
been authorized, or within such longer period as the CONTRACTING
PARTIES may have prescribed, the applicant contracting party may
refer the matter to the CONTRACTING PARTIES.

(d) Upon such reference, the CONTRACTIJN1 PARTIE shall promptly
examine the matter and submit their views to the contracting parties
primarily concerned with the aim of achieving a settlement. If a
settlement is reached, the provisions of paragraph 3 (b) shall apply
as if agreement between the contracting parties primarily concerned
had been reached. If no settlement is reached between the contracting
parties primarily concerned, the applicant contracting party shall be
free to modify or withdraw the concession, unless the CONTRACT-
ING PARTIES determine that the applicant contracting party has
unreasonably failed to offer adequate compensation.* If such action
is taken, any contracting party with which the concession was
initially negotiated, any contracting party determined under para-
graph 4 (a) to have a principal supplying interest and any contracting
party determined under paragraph 4 (a) to have a substantial
interest, shall be free, not later than six months after such action
is taken, to modify or withdraw, upon the expiration of thirty days
from the day on which written notice of such withdrawal is received
by the CONTRACTING PARTIES, substantially equivalent concessions
initially negotiated with the applicant contracting party.

5. Before 1 January 1958 and before the end of any period envisaged
in paragraph 1 a contracting party may elect by notifying the CONTRACTING
PARTIES to reserve the right, for the duration of the next period, to modify
the, appropriate Schedule in accordance with the procedures of paragraphs 1
to 3. If a contracting party so elects, other contracting parties shall have
the right, during the same period, to modify or withdraw, in accordance
with the same procedures, concessions initially negotiated with that
contracting party.

Article XXVIII bis

Tariff Negotiations

1. The contracting parties recognize that customs duties often consti-
tute serious obstacles to trade; thus negotiations on a reciprocal and mutually
advantageous basis, directed to the substantial reduction of the general level
of tariffs and other charges on imports and exports and in particular to the
reduction of such high tariffs as discourage the importation even of mini mum

S quantities, and conducted with due regard to the objectives of this Agreement
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and the varying needs of individual contracting parties, are of great impor-
tance to the expansion of international trade. The CONTRACTING PARTIES
may therefore sponsor such negotiations from time to time.

2. (a) Negotiations under this Article may be carried out on a selective
product-by-product basis or by the application of such multilateral pro-
cedures as may be accepted by the contracting parties concerned. Such
negotiations may be directed towards the reduction of duties, the binding
of duties at then existing levels or undertakings that individual duties or the
average duties on specified categories of products shall not exceed specified
levels. The binding against increase of low duties or of duty-free treatment
shall, in principle, be recognized as a concession equivalent in value to the
reduction of high duties.

(b) The contracting parties recognize that in general the success of
multilateral negotiations would depend on the participation of all contracting
parties which conduct a substantial proportion of their external trade with
one another.

3. Negotiations shall be conducted on a basis which affords adequate
opportunity to take into account:

(a) the needs of individual contracting parties and individual industries;
(b) the needs of less-developed countries for a more flexible use of tariff

protection to assist their economic development and the special
needs of these countries to maintain tariffs for revenue purposes;
and

(c) all other relevant circumstances, including the fiscal,* develop-
mental, strategic and other needs of the contracting parties con-
cerned.

Article XXIX

The Relation of this Agreement to the Havana Charter

1. The contracting parties undertake to observe to the fullest extent
of their executive authority the general principles of Chapters I to VI
inclusive and of Chapter IX of the Havana Charter pending their accept-
ance of it in accordance with their constitutional procedures.*

2. Part II of this Agreement shall be suspended on the day on which
the Havana Charter enters into force.

3. If by September 30, 1949, the Havana Charter has not entered into
force, the contracting parties shall meet before December 31, 1949, to
agree whether this Agreement shall be amended, supplemented or main-
tained.

29-617 0 - 74 - 19
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4. If at any time the Havana Charter should cease to be in force,
the CONTRACTING PARTIES shall meet as soon as practicable thereafter
to agree whether this Agreement shall be supplemented, amended or main-
tained. Pending such agreement, Part II of this Agreement shall again
enter into force; Provided that the provisions of Part II other than Article
XXIII shall be replaced, mutatis mutandis, in the form in which they then
appeared in the Havana Charter; and Provided further that no contracting
party shall be bound by any provisions which did not bind it at the time
when the Havana Charter ceased to be in force.

5. If any cc*racting party has not accepted the Havana Charter by
the date upon which it enters into force, the CONTRACTING PARTIES shall
confer to agree whether, and if so in what way, this Agreement in so far
as it affects relations between such contracting party and other contracting
parties, shall be supplemented or amended. Pending such agreement the
provisions of Part II of this Agreement shall, notwithstanding the provisions
of paragraph 2 of this Article, continue to apply as between such con-
tracting party and other contracting parties.

6. Contracting parties which are Members of the International Trade
Organization shall not invoke the provisions of this Agreement so as to
prevent the operation of any provision of the Havana Charter. The
application of the principle underlying this paragraph to any contracting
party which is not a Member of the International Trade Organization
shall be the subject of an agreement pursuant to paragraph 5 of this Article.

Article XXX

Amendments

1. Except where provision for modification is made elsewhere in this
Agreement, amendments to the provisions of Part I of this Agreement
or to the provisions of Article XXIX or of this Article shall become effective
upon acceptance by all the contracting parties, and other amendments to
this Agreement shall become effective, in respect of those contracting
parties which accept them, upon acceptance by two-thirds of the contracting
parties and thereafter for each other contracting party upon acceptance
by it.

2. Any contracting party accepting an amendment to this Agreement
shall deposit an instrument of acceptance with the Secretary-General of the
United Nations within such period as the CONTRACTING PARTIES may
specify. The CONTRACTING PARTIFS may decide that any amendment made
effective under this Article is of such a nature that any contracting party
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which has not accepted it within a period specified by the CONTRACTING
PARTIES shall be free to withdraw from this Agreement, or to remain a
contracting party with the consent of the CONTRACTING PARTIES.

Article XXXI

Withdrawal

Without prejudice to the provisions of.paragraph 12 of Article XVIII,
of Article XXIII or of paragraph 2 of Article XXX, any contracting party
may withdraw from this Agreement, or may separately withdraw on behalf
of any of the separate customs territories for which it has international
responsibility and which at the time possesses full autonomy in the conduct
of its external commercial relations and of the other matters provided for
in this Agreement. The withdrawal shall take effect upon the expiration
of six months from the day on which written notice of withdrawal is re-
ceived by the Secretary-General of the United Nations.

Article XXXH

Contracting Parties

1. The contracting parties to this Agreement shall be understood to
mean those governments which are applying the provisions of this Agree-
ment under Articles XXVI or XXXIII or pursuant to the Protocol of
Provisional Application.

2. At any time after the entry into force of this Agreement pursuant
to paragraph 6 of Article XXVI, those contracting parties which have
accepted this Agreement pursuant to paragraph 4 of Article XXVI may
decide that any contracting party which has not so accepted it shall cease
to be a contracting party.

Article XXXHI

Accession

A government not party to this Agreement, or a government acting on
behalf of a separate customs territory possessing full autonomy in the con-
duct of its external commercial relations and of the other matters provided
for in this Agreement, may accede to this Agreement, on its own behalf or
on behalf of that territory, on terms to be agreed between such government
and the CONTRACTING PARTIES. Decisions of the CONTRACTING PARTIES
under this paragraph shall be taken by a two-thirds majority.
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Article XXXIV

Annexes

The annexes to this Agreement are hereby made an integral part of
this Agreement.

Article XXXV

Non-application of the Agreement between
particular Contracting Parties

1. This Agreement, or alternatively Article II of this Agreement, shall
not apply as between any contracting party and any other contracting
party if:

(a) the two contracting parties have not entered into tariff negotiations
with each other, and

(b) either of the contracting parties, at the time either becomes a
contracting party, does not consent to such application.

2. The CONTRACTING PARTIES may review the operation of this Article
in particular cases at the request of any contracting party and make
appropriate recommendations.
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TRADE AND DEVELOPMENT

Article XXXVI

Principles and Objectives

1.* The contracting parties,

(a) recalling that the basic objectives of this Agreement include the
raising of standards of living and the progressive development
of the economies of.all contracting parties, and considering that
the attainment of these objectives is particularly urgent for less-
developed contracting parties;

(b) considering that export earnings of the less-developed contracting
parties can play a vital part in their economic development and
that the extent of this contribution depends on the prices paid by
the less-developed contracting parties for essential imports, the
volume of their exports, and the prices received for these exports;

(c) noting, that there is a wide gap between standards of living in less-
developed countries and in other countries;

(d) recognizing that individual and joint action is essential to further
the development of the economies of less-developed contracting
parties and to bring about a rapid advance in the standards of
living in these countries;

(e) recognizing that international trade as a means of achieving eco-
nomic and social advancement should be governed by such rules
and procedures-and measures in conformity with such rules and
procedures-as are consistent with the objectives set forth in this
Article;

(f) noting that the CONTRACTING PARTIES may enable less-developed
contracting parties to use special measures to promote their trade
and development;

agree as follows.

2. There is need for a rapid and sustained expansion of the export
earnings of the less-developed contracting parties.

53
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3. There is need for positive efforts designed to ensure that less-
developed contracting parties secure a share in the growth in international
trade commensurate with the needs of their economic development.

4. Given the continued dependence of many less-developed contracting
parties on the exportation of a limited range of primary products,* there is
need to provide in the largest possible measure more favourable and
acceptable conditions of access to world markets for these products, and
wherever appropriate to devise measures designed to stabilize and improve
conditions of world markets in these products, including in particular
measures designed to attain stable, equitable and, remunerate t/e prices, thus
permitting an expansion of world trade and demand and a dynamic and
steady growth of the real export earnings of these countries so as to provide
them with expanding resources for their economic development.

5. The rapid expansion of the economies of the less-developed con-
tracting parties will be facilitated by a diversification * of the structure of
their economies and the avoidance of an excessive dependence on the export
of primary products. There is, therefore, need for increased access in
the largest possible measure to markets under favourable conditions for
processed and mahiiufactured products currently or potentially of particular
export interest to less-developed contracting parties.

6. Because of the chronic deficiency in the export proceeds and other
foreign exchange earnings of less-developed contracting parties, there are
important inter-relationships between trade and financial assistance to
development. There is, therefore, need for close and continuing collabora-
tion between the CONTRACTING PARTIES and the international lending
agencies so that they can contribute most effectively to alleviating the
burdens these less-developed contracting parties assume in the interest of
their economic development.

7. There is need for appropriate collaboration between the CON-
TRACTING PARTIES, other intergovernmental bodies and the organs and
agencies of the United Nations system, whose activities relate to the trade
and economic development of less-developed countries.

8. The developed contracting parties do not expect reciprocity for
commitments made by them in trade negotiations to reduce or remove
tariffs and other barriers to the trade of less-developed contracting
parties.*

9. The adoption of measures to give effect to these principles and
objectives shall be a matter of conscious and purposeful effort on th. part
of the contracting parties both individually and jointly.
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Article XXXVII

Commitments

1. The developed contracting parties shall to the fullest extent pos-
sible-that is, except when compelling reasons, which may include legal
reasons, make it impossible-give effect to the following provisions:

(a) accord high priority to the reduction and elimination of barriers
to products currently or potentially of particular export interest to
less-developed contracting parties, including customs duties and
other restrictions which differentiate unreasonably between such
products in their primary and in their processed forms;*

(b) refrain from introducing, or increasing the incidence of, customs
duties or non-tariff import barriers on products currently or
potentially of particular export interest to less-developed con-
tracting parties; and

(c) (i) refrain from imposing new fiscal measures, and
(ii) in any adjustments of fiscal policy accord high priority to the

reduction and elimination of fiscal measures,

which would hamper, or which hamper, significantly the growth of
consumption of primary products, in raw or processed form, wholly
or mainly produced in the territories of less-developed contracting
parties, and which are applied specifically to those products.

2. (a) Whenever it is considered that effect is not being given to any
of the provisions of sub-paragraph (a), (b) or (c) of paragraph 1, the matter
shall be reported to the CONTRACTING PARTIES either by the contracting
party not so giving effect to the relevant provisions or by any other inter-
ested contracting party.

(b) (i) The CONTRACTING PARTIES shall, if requested so to do by
any interested contractifigparty, and without prejudice to any
bilateral consultations that may be undertaken, consult with
the contracting party concerned and all interested contracting
parties with respect to the matter with a view to reaching
solutions satisfactory to all contracting parties concerned in
order to further the objectives set forth in Article XXXVI.
In the course of these consultations, the reasons given in cases
where effect was not being given to the provisions of sub-
paragraph (a), (b) or (c) of paragraph I shall be examined.
(ii) As the implementation of the provisions of sub-paragraph (a),
(b) or (c) of paragraph I by individual contracting parties
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may in some cases be more readily achieved where action is
taken jointly with other developed contracting parties, such
consultation might, where appropriate, be directed towards
this end.
(iii) The consultations by the CONTRACTING PARTIES might also,
in appropriate cases, be directed towards agreement on joint
action designed to further the objectives of this Agreement
as envisaged in paragraph 1 of Article XXV.

3. The developed contracting parties shall:
(a) make every effort, in cases where a government directly or in-

directly determines the resale price of products wholly or mainly
produced in-the territories of less-developed contracting parties, to
maintain trade margins at equitable levels;

(b) give active consideration to the adoption of other measures*
designed to provide greater scope for the development of imports
from less-developed contracting parties and collaborate in appro-
priate international action to this end;

(c) have special regard to the trade -interests of less-developed con-
tracting parties when considering the application of other measures
permitted under this Agreement to meet particular problems and
explore all possibilities of constructive remedies before applying
such measures where they would affect essential interests of those
contracting parties.

4. Less-developed contracting parties agree to take appropriate action
in implementation of the provisicns of Part IV for the benefit of the trade
of other less-developed contracting parties, in so far as such action is con-
sistent with their individual present and future development, financial and
trade needs taking into account past trade developments as well as the
trade interests of less-developed contracting parties as a whole.

5. In the implementation of the commitments set forth in paragraphs 1
to 4 each contracting party shall afford to any other interested contracting
party or contracting parties full and prompt opportunity for consultations
under the normal procedures of this Agreement with respect to any matter
or difficulty which may arise.

Article XXXVII

Joint Action

1. The contracting parties shall collaborate jointly, within the frame-
work of this Agreement and elsewhere, as appropriate, to further the objec-
tives set forth in Article XXXVI.
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2. In particular, the CONTRACTING PARTIES shall:

(a) where appropriate, take action, including action through inter-
national arrangements, to provide improved and acceptable condi-
tions of access to world markets for primary products of particular
interest to less-developed contracting parties and to devise measures
designed to stabilize and improve conditions of world markets
in these products including measures designed to attain stable,
equitable and remunerative prices for exports of such products;

(b) seek appropriate collaboration in matters of trade and development
policy with the United Nations and its organs and agencies, in-
cluding any institutions that may be created on the basis of recom-
mendations by the United Nations Conference on Trade and
Development;

(c) collaborate in analysing the development plans and policies of
individual less-developed contracting parties and in examining trade
and aid relationships with a view to devising concrete measures to
promote the development of export potential and to facilitate
access to export markets for the products of tlfe industries thus
developed and, in this connexion, seek appropriate collaboration
with governments and international organizations, and in particular
with organizations having competence in relation to financial
assistance for economic development, in systematic studies of trade
and aid relationships in individual less-developed contracting
parties aimed at obtaining a clear analysis of export potential,
market prospects and any further action that may be required;

(d) keep under continuous review the development of world trade with
special reference to the rate of growth of the trade of less-developed
contracting parties and make such recommendations to con-

" tracting parties as may, in the circumstances, be deemed appro-
priate;

(e) collaborate in seeking feasible methods to expand trade for the
purpose of economic development, through international harmo-
nization and adjustment of national policies and regulations, through
technical and commercial standards affecting production, transpor-
tation and marketing, and'through export promotion by the estab-
lishment of facilities for the increased flow of trade information and
the development of market research; and

(J) establish such institutional arrangements as may be necessary to
further the objectives set forth in Article XXXVI and to give effect
to the provisions of this Part.
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LIsT OF TERRITORIES REFERRED TO IN PARAGRAPH 2 (a)
oF ARTICLE I

United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland
Dependent territories of the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern

Ireland
Canada
Commonwealth of Australia
Dependent territories of the Commonwealth of Australia
New Zealand
Dependent territories of New Zealand
Union of South Africa including South West Africa
Ireland
India (as on April 10, 1947)
Newfoundland
Southern Rhodesia
Burma
Ceylon

Certain of the territories listed above have two or more preferential rates
in force for certain products. Any such territory may, by agreement with the
other contracting parties which are principal suppliers of such products at the
most-favoured-nation rate, substitute for such preferential rates a single pre-
ferential rate which shall not on the whole be less favourable to suppliers at the
most-favoured-nation rate than the preferences in force prior to such substitu-
tion.

The imposition of an equivalent margin of tariff preference to replace a margin
of preference in an internal tax existing on April 10, 1947 exclusively between
two or more of the territories listed in this Annex or to replace the preferential
quantitative arrangements described in the following paragraph, shall not be
deemed to constitute an increase in a margin of tariff preference.

The preferential arrangements referred to in paragraph 5 (b) of Article XIV
are those existing in the United Kingdom on April 10, 1947, under contractual
agreements with the Governments of Canada, Australia and New Zealand, in
respect of chilled and frozen beef and veal, frozen mutton and lamb, chilled and
frozen pork, and bacon. It is the intention, without prejudice to any action taken
under sub-paragraph (h) t of Article XX, that these arrangements shall be elimi-
nated or replaced by tariff preferences, and that negotiations to this end shall
take place as soon as practicable among the countries substantially concerned
or involved.

The film hire tax in force in New Zealand on April 10, 1947, shall, for the
purposes of this Agreement, be treated as a customs duty under Article I. The

t The authentic text erroneously reads "part I (h) ".
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renters' film quota in force in New Zealand on April 10, 1947, shall, for the pur-
poses of this Agreement, be treated as a screen quota under Article IV.

The Dominions of India and Pakistan have not been mentioned separately
in the above list since they had not come into existence as such on the base date
of April 10, 1947.

ANNEX B

LIST OF TERRITORIES OF THE FRENCH UNION REFERRED
TO IN PARAGRAPH 2 (b) OF ARTICLE I

France
French Equatorial Africa (Treaty Basin of the Congo and other territories)
French West Africa
Cameroons under French Trusteeshipt
French Somali Coast and Dependencies
French Establishments in Oceania
French Establishments in the Condominium of the New Hebrides 1

Indo-China
Madagascar and Dependencies
Morocco (French zone) I
New Caledonia and Dependencies
Saint-Pierre and Miquelon
Togo under French Trusteeship'
Tunisia

ANNEX C

LIST OF TERRITORIES REFERRED TO IN PARAGRAPH 2 (b) OF ARTICLE I
AS RESPECTS THE CUSTOMS UNION OF BELGIUM, LUXEMBURG

AND THE NETHERLANDS

The Economic Union of Belgium and Luxemburg
Belgian Congo
Ruanda Urundi
Netherlands
New Guinea
Surinam
Netherlands Antilles
Republic of Indonesia

For imports into the territories constituting the Customs Union only.

ANNEX D

LIST OF TERRITORIES REFERRED TO IN PARAGRAPH 2 (b)
OF ARTICLE I AS RESPECTS THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA

United States of America (customs territory)
Dependent territories of the United States of America
Republic of the Philippines

I For imports into Metropolitan France and Territories of the French Union.

5
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The imposition of an equivalent margin of tariff preference to replace a
margin of preference in an internal tax existing on April 10, 1947, exclusively
between two or more of the territories listed in this Annex shall not be deemed
to constitute an increase in a margin of tariff preference.

ANNEX E

LIST OF TERRITORIES COVERED BY PREFERENTIAL ARRANGEMENTS BETWEEN CHILE
AND NEIGHBOURINO COUNTRIES REFERRED TO IN PARAGRAPH 2 (d) OF ARTICLE I

Preferences in force exclusively between Chile on the one hand, and

1.
2.
3.

Argentina
Bolivia
Peru

on the other hand.

ANNEX F

LIST OF TERRITORIES COVERED BY PREFERENTIAL ARRANGEMENTS BETWEEN LEBANON
AND SYRIA AND NEIGHBOURING COUNTRIES REFERRED TO IN PARAGRAPH 2 (d)

OF ARTICLE I

Preferences in force exclusively between the Lebano-Syrian Customs Union,
on the one hand, and

1. Palestine
2. Transiordan

on the other hand.

ANNEX G

DATS ESTABLISHING MAXIMUM MARGINS OF PREFERENCE
REFERRED TO IN PARAGRAPH 4 t OF ARTICLE I

Australia .............
Canada ...............
France ..............
Lebano-Syrian Customs Union
Union of South Africa ....
Southern Rhodesia .......

October 15, 1946
July 1, 1939
January 1, 1939
November 30, 1938
July 1, 1938
May 1, 1941

ANNEX H

PERCENTAGE SHARES OF TOTAL EXTERNAL TRADE TO BE USED FOR THE PURPOSE
OF MAKING THE DETERMINATION REFERRED TO IN ARTICLE XXVI

(based on the average of 1949-1953)

If, prior to the accession of the Government of Japan to the General Agree-
ment, the present Agreement has been accepted by contracting parties the external

t The authentic text erroneously reads "Paragraph 3 ".

I

b #



283

ANNEX H 61

trade of which under column I accounts for the percentage of such trade specified
in paragraph 6 of Article XXVI, column I shall be applicable for the purposes
of that paragraph. If the present Agreement has not been so accepted prior to
the accession of'the GovWrnment of Japan, column II shall be applicable for the
purposes of that paragraph.

Column I Column 11
(Contracting (Contracting
parties on parties on

I March 1955) 1 March 1955
and Japan)

Australia ........ .................... 3.1 3.0
Austria ............................ 0.9 0.8
Belgium-Luxemburg ...... ............... 4.3 4.2
Brazil ........... .................. 2.5 2.4
Burma ....... ..................... 0.3 0.3
Canada ....... ..................... 6.7 6.5
Ceylon ....... ..................... 0.5 0.5
Chile ........ ...................... 0.6 0.6
Cuba ........ ...................... 1.1 1.1
Czechoslovakia ...... ................. 1.4 1.4
Denmark ........ .................... 1.4 1.4
Dominican Republic .................... 0.1 0.1
Finland ....... ..................... 1.0 1.0
France ....... ..................... 8.7 8.5
Germany, Federal Republic of ............... 5.3 5.2
Greece ....... ..................... 0.4 0.4
Haiti ....... ................... . .. 0.1 0.1
India ........ ...................... 2.4 2.4
Indonesia ...... ..................... 1.3 1.3
Italy ........... ................... 2.9 2.8
Netherlands, Kingdom of the ................ 4.7 4.6
New Zealand ....... .................. 1.0 1.0
Nicaragua ....... ................... 0.1 0.1
Norway ......... .................... 1.1 1.1
Pakistan ........ .................... 0.9 0.8
Peru ................................. 0.4 0.4
Rhodesia and Nyasaland ..... ............. 0.6 0.6
Sweden ....... ..................... 2.5 2.4
Turkey ....... ..................... 0.6 0.6
Union of South Africa ...... .............. 1.8 -1.8
United Kingdom ...................... 20.3 19.8
United States of America .................. 20.6 20.1
Uruguay ........ .................... 0.4 0.4
Japan .............. ..................... - 2.3

100.0 100.0

Note: These percentages have been computed taking into account the trade of all
territories in respect of which the General Agreement on Tariffs and Trade is applied.
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ANNEX I

NOTMs AND SUPPLEMENTARY PROVISIONS

Ad Article I
Paragraph I

The obligations incorporated in paragraph 1 of Article I by reference to
paragraphs 2 and 4 of Article III and those incorporated in paragraph 2 (b) of
Article II by reference to Article VI shall be considered as falling within Part II
for the purposes of the Protocol of Provisional Application.

The cross-references, in the paragraph immediately above and in paragraph 1
of Article I, to paragraphs 2 and 4 of Article III hall only apply after Article III
has been modified by the entry into force of the amendment provided for in the
Protocol Modifying Part II and Article XXVI of the General Agreement on Tariffs
and Trade, dated September 14, 1948. 1

Paragraph 4

The term "margin of preference" means the absolute difference between the
most-favoured-nation rate of duty and the preferential rate of duty for the like
product, and not the proportionate relation between those rates. As examples:

(1) If the most-favoured-nation rate were 36 per cent ad valorem and the
preferential rate were 24 per cent ad valorem, the margin of preference
would be 12 per cent ad valorem, and not one-third of the most-favoured-
nation rate;

(2) If the most-favoured-nation rate were 36 per cent ad valorem and the
preferential rate were expressed as two-thirds of the most-favoured-nation
rate, the margin of preference would be 12 per cent ad valorem;

(3) If the most-favoured-nation rate were 2 francs per kilogramme and the
preferential rate were 1.50 francs per kilogramme, the margin of preference
would be 0.50 franc per kilogramme.

The following kinds of customs action, taken in accordance with established
uniform procedures, would not be contrary to a general binding of margins of
preference:

(i) The re-application to an imported product of a tariff classification or
rate of duty, properly applicable to such product, in cases in which the
application of such classification or rate to such product was temporarily
suspended or inoperative on April 10, 1947; and

(ii) The classification of a particular product under a taiiff item other than
that under which importations of that product were classified on April 10,
1947, in cases in which the tariff law clearly contemplates that such pro-
duct may be classified under more than one tariff item.

I This Protocol entered into force on 14 December 1948.
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Ad Article I!

Paragraph 2 (a)

The cross-reference, in paragraph 2 (a) of Article II, to paragraph 2 of

Article III shall only apply after Article III has been modified by the entry into

force of the amendment provided for in the Protocol Modifying Part II and

Article XXVI of the General Agreement on Tariffs and Trade, dated September 14,
1948.1

Paragraph 2 (b)

See the note relating to paragraph 1 of Article I.

Paragraph 4

Except where otherwise specifically agreed between the contracting parties
which initially negotiated the concession, the provisions of this paragraph will

be applied in the light of the provisions of Article 31 of the Havana Charter.

Ad Article III

Any internal tax or other internal charge, or any law, regulation or require-
ment of the kind referred to in paragraph 1 which applies to an imported product
and to the like domestic product and is collected or enforced in the case of the

imported product at the time or point of importation, is nevertheless to be regarded
as an internal tax or other internal charge, or a law, regulation or requirement of

the kind referred to in paragraph 1, and is accordingly subject to the provisions
of Article III.

Paragraph I

The application of paragraph 1 to internal taxes imposed by local govern-
ments and authorities within the territory of a contracting party is subject to the

provisions of the final paragraph of Article XXIV. The term "reasonable
measures" in the last-mentioned paragraph would not require, for example, the

repeal of existing national legislation authorizing local governments to impose
internal taxes which, although technically inconsistent with the letter of Article

III, are not in fact inconsistent with its spirit, if such repeal would result in a

serious financial hardship for the local governments or authorities concerned.
With regard to taxation by local governments or authorities which is inconsistent
with both the letter and spirit of Article III, the term "reasonable measures"
would permit a contracting party to eliminate the inconsistent taxation gradually
over a transition period, if abrupt action would create serious administrative
and financial difficulties.

Paragraph 2

A tax conforming to: the requirements of the first sentence of paragraph 2

would be considered to be inconsistent with the provisions of the second sentence

IThis Protocol entered into force on 14 December 1948.
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only in cases where competition was involved between, on the one hand, the
taxed product and, on the other hand, a directly competitive or substitutable
product which was not similarly taxed.

Paragraph 5

Regulations Zonsistent with the provisions of the first sentence of paragraph 5
shall not be considered to be contrary to the provisions of the second sentence in
any case in which all of the products subject to the regulations are produced
domestically in substantial quantities. A regulation cannot be justified as being
consistent with the provisions of the second sentence on the ground that the pro-
portion or amount allocated to each of the products which are the subject of the
regulation constitutes an equitable relationship between imported and domestic
products.

Ad Article V
Paragraph 5

With regard to transportation charges, the principle laid down in paragraph 5
refers to like products being transported on the same route under like conditions.

Ad Article VI
Paragraph 1

1. Hidden dumping by associated houses (that is, the sale by an importer
at a price below that corresponding to the price invoiced by an exporter with
whom the importer is associated, and also below the price in the exporting country)
constitutes a form of price dumping with respect to which the margin of dumping
may be calculated on the basis of the price at which the goods are resold by the
importer.

2. It is recognized that, in the case of imports from a country which has a
complete or substantially complete monopoly of its trade and where all domestic
prices are fixed by the State, special difficulties may exist in determining price
comparability for the purposes of paragraph 1, and in such cases importing
contracting parties may find it necessary to take into account the possibility that
a strict comparison with domestic prices in such a country may not always be
appropriate.

Paragraphs 2 and 3

1. As in many other cases in customs administration, a contracting party
may require reasonable security (bond or cash deposit) for the payment of anti-
dumping or countervailing duty pending final determination of the facts in any
case of suspected dumping or subsidization.

2. Multiple currency practices can in certain circumstances constitute a sub-
sidy to exports which may be met by countervailing duties under paragraph 3
or can constitute a form of dumping by means of a, partial depreciation of a
country's currency which may be met by action under paragraph 2. By" multiple
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currency practices" is meant practices by governments or sanctioned by govern-
ments.

Paragraph 6 (b)

Waivers under the provisions of this sub-paragraph shall be granted only
on application by the contracting party proposing to levy an anti-dumping or
countervailing duty, as the case may be.

Ad Article VlI

Paragraph 
1

The expression "or other charges" is not to be regarded as including internal
taxes or equivalent charges imposed on or in connexion with imported products.

Paragraph 2

1. It would be in conformity with Article VII to presume that "actual
value" may be represented by the invoice price, plus any non-included charges
for legitimate costs which are proper elements of "actual value" and plus any
abnormal discount or other reduction from the ordinary competitive price.

2. It would be in conformity with Article VII, paragraph 2 (b), for a con-
tracting party to construe the phrase "in the ordinary course of trade.., under
fully competitive conditions ", as excluding any transaction wherein the buyer
and seller are not independent o. each other and price is not the sole consideration.

3. The standard of "fully competitive conditions" permits a contracting
party to exclude from consideration prices involving special discounts limited
to exclusive agents.

4. The wording of sub-paragraphs (a) and (b) permits a contracting party
to determine the value for customs purposes uniformly either (1) on the basis
of a particular exporter's prices of the imported merchandise, or (2) on the basis
of the general price l .o~f like merchandise.

Ad Article VIII

1. While Article VIII does not cover the use of multiple rates of exchange
as such, paragraphs 1 and 4 condemn the use of exchange taxes or fees as a device
for implementing multiple currency practices; if, however, a contracting party
is using multiple currency exchange fees for balance of payments reasons with
the approval of the International Monetary Fund, the provisions of paragraph
9 (a) of Article XV fully safeguard its position.

2. It would be consistent with paragraph I if, on the importation of products
from the territory of a contracting party into the territory of another contracting
party, the production of certificates of origin should only be required to the extent
that is strictly indispensable.

29-617 0 - 74 - 20
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Ad Articles XI, Xil, XII!, XIV and XVIII

Throughout Articles XI, XII, XIII, XIV and XVIII, the terms "import
restrictions" or "export restrictions" include restrictions made effective through
state-trading operations.

Ad Article XI
Paragraph 2 (c)

The term "in any form" in this paragraph covers the same products when in
an early stage of processing and still perishable, which compete directly with the
fresh product and if freely imported would tend to make the restriction on the
fresh product ineffective.

Paragraph 2, last sub-paragraph

The term "special factors" includes changes in relative productive efficiency
as between domestic and foreign producers, or as between different foreign pro-
ducers, but not changes artificially brought about by means not permitted under
the Agreement.

Ad Article XII

The CoNrTAcTINo PA1rTS shall make provision for the utmost secrecy in
the conduct of any consultation under the provisions of this Article.

Paragraph 3 (c) (1)

Contracting parties applying restrictions shall endeavour to avoid causing
serious prejudice to exports of a commodity on which the economy of a contracting
party is largely dependent.

Paragraph 4 (b)

It is agreed that the date shall be within ninety days after the entry into force
of the amendments of this Article effected by the Protocol Amending the Preamble
and Parts II and III of this Agreement. However, should the CONTRACTING
PARTiEs find that conditions were not suitable for the application of the pro-
visions of this sub-paragraph at the time envisaged, they may determine a later
date; Provided that such date is not more than thirty days after such time as the
obligations of Article VIII, Sections 2, 3 and 4, of tl'e Articles of Agreement of
the International Monetary Fund become applicable to contracting parties,
members of the Fund, the combined foreign trade of which constitutes at least
fifty per centum of the aggregate foreign trade of all contracting parties.

Paragraph 4 (e)

It is agreed that paragraph 4 (e) does not add any new criteria for the imposi-
tii'n or iifaiitena-"ceof ufiantitative restrictions for balance of payments reasons.
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It is solely Intended to ensure that all external factors such as changes in the
terms of trade, quantitative restrictions, excessive tariffs and subsidies, which
may be contributing to the balance of payments difficulties of the contracting
party applying restrictions, will be fully taken into account.

Ad Article XIII
Paragraph 2 (d)

No mention was made of "commercial considerations " as a rule for the
allocation of quotas because it was considered that its application by govern-
mental authorities might not always be practical le. Moreover, in cases where
it is practicable, a contracting party could apply these considerations in the pro-
cess of seeking agreement, consistently with the general rule laid down in the
opening sentence of paragraph 2.

Paragraph 4

See note relating to" special factors" in connexion with the last sub-paragraph
of paragraph 2 of Article XI.

Ad Article XIV
Paragraph I

The provisions of this paragraph shall not be so construed as to preclude
full consideration by the CoNwrACTINo PARTIES, in the consultations provided
for in paragraph 4 of Article XII and in paragraph 12 of Article XVIII, of the
nature, effects and reasons for discrimination in the field of import restrictions.

Paragraph 2

One of the situations contemplated in paragraph 2 is that of a contracting
party holding balances acquired as a result of current transactions which it finds
itself unable to use without a measure of discrimination.

Ad Article XV
Paragraph 4

The word "frustrate" is intended to indicate, for example, that infringements
of the letter of any Article of this Agreement by exchange action shall not be
regarded as a violation of that Article if, in practice, there is no appreciable depar-
ture from the intent of the Article. Thus, a contracting party which, as part of
its exchange control operated in accordance with the Articles of Agreement of
the International Monetary Fund, requires payment to be received for its exports
in its own currency or in the currency of one or more members of the International
Monetary Fund will not thereby be deemed to contravene Article XI or Article
XItI. Another example would be that of a contracting party which specifies on

t.
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an import licence the country front which the goods may be imported, for the
purpose not of introducing any additional element of discrimination in its import
licensing system but of enforcing permissible exchange controls.

Ad Article XVI

The exemption of an exported product from duties or taxes borne by the like
product when destined for domestic consumption, or the remission of such
duties or taxes in amounts not in excess of those which have accrued, shall not
be deemed to be a subsidy.

Section B

1. Nothing in Section B shall preclude the use by a contracting party of
multiple rates of exchange in accordance with the Articles of Agreement of the
International Monetary Fund.

2. For the purposes of Section B, a "primary product" is understood to be
any product of farm, forest or fishery, or any mineral, in its natural form or which
has undergone such processing as is customarily required to prepare it for
marketing in substantial volume in international trade.

Paragraph 3

1. The fact that a contracting party has not exported the product in ques-
tion during the previous representative period would not in itself preclude that
contracting party from establishing its right to obtain a share of the trade in the
product concerned.

2. A system for the stabilization of the domestic price or of the return to
domestic producers of a primary product independently of the movements of
export prices, which results at times in the sale of the product for export at a
price lower than the comparable. price charged for the like product to buyers
-a be considered not to involve a subsidy on exports
within the meaning of paragraph 3 if the CONTRACTINO PARTMS determine that:

(a) the system has also resulted, or is so designed as to result, in the sale
of the product for export at a price higher than the comparable price
charged for the like product to buyers in the domestic market; and

(b) the system is so operated, or is designed so to operate, either because
of the effective regulation of production or otherwise, as not to stimulate
exports unduly or otherwise seriously to prejudice the interests of other
contracting parties.

Notwithstanding such determination by the CONTRActING PARTIES, operations
under such a system shall be subject to the provisions of paragraph 3 where
they are wholly or partly financed out of government funds in addition to the
funds collected from producers in respect of the product concerned.
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Paragraph 4

The intention of paragraph 4 is that the contracting parties should seek
before the end of 1957 to reach agreement to abolish all remaining subsidies as
from 1 January 1958; or, failing this, to reach agreement to extend the applica-
tion of the standstill until the earliest date thereafter by which they can expect
to reach such agreement.

Ad Article XVII
Paragraph 1

The operations of Marketing Boards, which are established by contracting
parties and are engaged in purchasing or selling, are subject to the provisions of
sub-paragraphs (a) and (b).

The activities of Marketing Boards which are established by contracting parties
and which do not purchase or sell but lay down regulations covering private trade
are governed by the relevant Articles of this Agreement.

The charging by a state enterprise of different prices for its sales of a product
in different markets is not precluded by the provisions of this Article, provided
that such different prices are charged for commercial reasons, to meet conditions
of supply and demand in export markets.

Paragraph I (a)

Governmental measures imposed to ensure standards of quality and efficiency
in the operation of external trade, or privileges granted for the exploitation of
national natural resources but which do not empower the government to exercise
control over the trading activities of the enterprise in question, do not constitute
"exclusive or special privileges ".

Paragraph I (b)

A country receiving a " tied loan" is free to take this loan into account as
a "commercial consideration" when purchasing requirements abroad.

Paragraph 2

The term " goods" is limited to products as understood in commercial prac-
tice, and is not intended to include the purchase or sale of services.

Paragraph 3

Negotiations which contracting parties agree to conduct under this paragraph
may be directed towards the reduction of duties and other charges on imports
and exports or towards the conclusion of any other mutually satisfactory arrange-
ment consistent with the provisions of this Agreement. (See paragraph 4 of
Article II and the note to that paragraph.)
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Paragraph 4 (b)

The term "import mark-up" in this paragraph shall represent the margin
by which the price charged by the import monopoly for the imported product
(exclusive of internal taxes within the purview of Article III, transportation,
distribution, and other expenses incident to the purchase, sale or further pro-
cessing, and a reasonable margin of profit) exceeds the landed cost.

Ad Article XVIII

The CONTRACTING PAR'Tas and the contracting parties concerned shall pre-
serve the utmost secrecy in respect of matters arising under this Article.

Paragraphs I and 4

1. When they consider whether the economy of a contracting party "can
only support low standards of living ", the CONTRACTING PARTIES shall take into
consideration the normal position of that economy and shall not base their
determination on exceptional circumstances such as those which may result
from the temporary existence of exceptionally favourable conditions for the
staple export product or products of such contracting party.

2. The phrase "in the early stages of development" is not meant to apply
only to contracting parties which have just started their economic development,
but also to contracting parties the economies of which are undergoing a process
of industrialization to correct an excessive dependence on primary production.

Paragraphs 2, 3, 7, 13 and 22

The reference to the establishment of particular industries shall apply not
only to the establishment of a new industry, but also to the establishment of a
new branch of production in an existing industry and to the substantial transforma-
tion of an existing industry, and to the substantial expansion of an existing industry
supplying a relatively small proportion of the domestic demand. It shall also
cover the reconstruction of an industry destroyed or substantially damaged as a
result of hostilities or natural disasters.

Paragraph 7 (b)

A modification or withdrawal, pursuant to paragraph 7 (b), by a contracting
party, other than the applicant contracting party, referred to in paragraph 7 (a),
.. .shall b"eidithlif" w ixtmhsiiths "Stfth'' dafY•i6i whichf thi-ahti6Wi is- t'kUrhi by th.
applicant contracting party, and shall become effective on the thirtieth day fol-
lowing the day on which such modification or withdrawal has been notified to
the CONTRACTING PARTIES.

Paragraph 11

The second sentence in paragraph 11 shall not be interpreted to mean that a
contracting party is required to relax or remove restrictions if such relaxation
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or removal would thereupon produce conditions justifying the intensification or
institution, respectively, of restrictions under paragraph 9 of Article XVIII.

Paragraph 12 (b)

The date referred to in paragraph 12 (b) shall be the date determined by the
CONTRACTINo PARTIES in accordance with the provisions of paragraph 4 (b) of
Article XII of this Agreement.

Paragraphs 13 and 14

It is recognized that, before deciding on the introduction of a measure and
notifying the CONTRACTING PARTIES in accordance with paragraph 14, a contract-
ing party may need a reasonable period of time to assess the competitive position
of the industry concerned.

Paragraphs 15 and 16

It is understood that the CONTRACTING PARTIES shall invite a contracting party
proposing to apply a measure under Section C to consult with them pursuant to
paragraph 16 if they are requested to do so by a contracting party the trade of
which would be appreciably affected by the measure in question.

Paragraphs 16, 18, 19 and 22

1. It is understood that the CONTRACTING PARTIES may concur in a proposed
measure subject to specific conditions or limitations. If the measure as applied
does not conform to the terms of the concurrence it will to that extent be deemed
a measure in which the CONTRACTING PARTIES have not concurred. In cases in
which the CONTRACTING PARTIES have concurred in a measure for a specified
period, the contracting party concerned, if it finds that the maintenance of the
measure for a further period of time is required to achieve the objective for which
the measure was originally taken, may apply to the CONTRACTING PARTIES for an
extension of that period in accordance with the provisions and procedures of
Section C or D, as the case may be.

2. It is expected that the CONTRACTING PARTIES will, as a rule, refrain from
concurring in a measure which is likely to cause serious prejudice to exports of
a commodity on which the economy of a contracting party is largely dependent.

Parag.raphs 18 and 22

The phrase "that the interests of other contracting parties are adequately
safeguarded" is meant to provide latitude sufficient to permit consideration in
each case of the most appropriate method of safeguarding those interests. The
appropriate method may, for instance, take the form of an additional concession
to be applied by the contracting party having recourse to Section C or D during
such time as the deviation from the other Articles of the Agreement would remain
in force or of the temporary suspension by any other contracting party referred to
in paragraph 18 of a concession substantially equivalent to the impairment due
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to the introduction of the measure in question. Such contracting party would
hae the right to safeguard Ls interests through such a temporary suspension of
a concession; Provided that this right will not be exercised when, in the case of
a measure imposed by a contracting party coming within the scope of para-
graph 4 (a), the CONTRACTINO PARTmS have determined that the extent of the
compensatory concession proposed was adequate.

Paragraph 19

The provisions of paragraph 19 are intended to cover the cases where an
industry has been in existence beyond the "reasonable period of time" referred
to in the note to paragraphs 13 and 14, and should not be so construed as to
deprive a contracting party coming within the scope of paragraph 4 (a) of
Article XVIII, of its right to resort to the other provisions of Section C, including
paragraph 17, with regard to a newly established industry even though it has
benefited from incidental protection*afforded by balance of payments import
restrictions.

Paragraph 21

Any measure taken pursuant to the provisions of paragraph 21 shall be with-
drawn forthwith if the action taken in accordance with paragraph 17 is withdrawn
or if the CONRACTINO PARTIES concur in the measure proposed after the expira-
tion of the ninety-day time limit specified in paragraph 17.

Ad Article XX
Sub-paragraph (h)

The exception provided for in this sub-paragraph extends to any commodity
agreement which conforms to the principles approved by the Economic and Social
Council in its resolution 30 (IV) of 28 March 1947.

Ad Article XXIV
Paragraph 9

It is understood that the provisions of Article I would require that, when a
product which has been imported into the territory of a member of a customs
union or free-trade area at a preferential rate of duty is re-exported to the terri-
tory of another member of such union or area, the latter member should collect

that would be payable if the product were being imported directly into its territory.

Paragraph 11

Measures adopted by India and Pakistan in order to carry out definitive trade
arrangements between them, once they have been agreed upon, might depart
from particular provisions of this Agreement, but these measures would in general
be consistent with the objectives of the Agreement.
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Ad Article XXVIII

The CONriACTINo PARTrus and each contracting party concerned should
arrange to conduct the negotiations and consultations with the greatest possible
secrecy in order to avoid premature disclosure of details of prospective tariff
changes. The CONTRACTINO PARTmn shall be informed immediately of all
changes in national tariffs resulting from recourse to this Article.

Paragraph I

1. If the CowrmAcrmo PARTIES specify a period other than a three-year
period, a contracting party may act pursuant to paragraph I or paragraph 3 of
Article XXVIII on the first day following the expiration of such other period and,
unless the CONmRACTtNo PARTms have again specified another period, sub-
sequent periods will be three-year periods following the expiration of such speci-
fied period.

2. The provision that on 1 January 1958, and on other days determined
pursuant to paragraph 1, a contracting party "may... modify or withdraw a
concession" means that on such day, and on the first day after the end of each
period, the legal obligation of such contracting party under Article II is altered;
it does not mean that the changes in its customs tariff should necessarily be made
effective on that day. If a tariff change resulting from negotiations undertaken
pursuant to this Article is delayed, the entry into force of any compensatory
concessions may be similarly delayed.

3. Not earlier than six months, nor later than three months, prior to 1 January
1958, or to the termination date of any subsequent period, a contracting party
wishing to modify or withdraw any concession embodied in the appropriate
Schedule, should notify the CoNmcr-nNo PARTmS to this effect. The CON-
TRACTnNo PARTImS shall then determine the contracting party or contracting
parties with which the negotiations or consultations referred to in paragraph I
shall take place. Any contracting party so determined shall participate in such
negotiations or consultations with the applicant contracting party with the aim
of reaching agreement before the end of the period. Any extension of the assured
life of the Schedules shall relate to the Schedules as modified after such negotia-
tions, in accordance with paragraphs 1, 2 and 3 of Article XXVIII. If the CON-
TRACTING PARTiES are arranging for multilateral tariff negotiations to take place
within 'the period of six months before 1 January 1958, or before any other day
determined pursuant to paragraph 1, they shall include in the arrangements for
such negotiations suitable, procedures for carrying- out, the- negotiations, referred
to in this paragraph.

4. The object of providing for the participation in the negotiations of any
contracting party with a principal supplying interest, in addition to any contract-
ing party with which the concession was initially negotiated, is to ensure that a
contracting party with a larger share in the trade affected by the concession than
a contracting party with which the concession was initially negotiated shall have
an effective opportunity to protect the contractual right which it enjoys under this
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Agreement. On the other hand, it is not intended that the scope of the negotia-
tions should be such as to make negotiations and agreement under Article XXVIII
unduly difficult nor to create complications in the application of this Article in
the future to concessions which result from negotiations thereunder. Accord-
ingly, the ConRACTINo PAwrns should only determine that a contracting party
has a principal supplying interest if that contracting party has had, over a reason-
able period of time prior to the negotiations, a larger share in the market of the
applicant contracting party f .an a contracting party with which the concession
was initially negotiated or would, in the judgment of the CoNTRAcINo PARTMs,

have had such a share in the absence of discriminatory quantitative restrictions
maintained by the applicant contracting party. It would therefore not be appro-
priate for the CONTRACTINO PARTEs to determine that more than one contracting
party, or in those exceptional cases where there is near equality more than two
contracting parties, had a principal supplying interest.

5. Notwithstanding the definition of a principal supplying interest in note 4
to paragraph 1, the CoNTRnc-wO PARTIES may exceptionally determine that a
contracting party has a principal supplying interest if the concession in question
affects trade which constitutes a major part of the total exports of such contract-
ing party.

6. It is not intended that provision for participation in the negotiations of
any contracting party with a principal supplying interest, and for consultation
with any contracting party having a substantial interest in the concession which
the applicant contracting party is seeking to modify or withdraw, should have the
effect that it should have to pay compensation or suffer retaliation greater than
the withdrawal or modification sought, judged in the light of the conditions of
trade at the time of the proposed withdrawal or modification, making allowance
for any discriminatory quantitative restrictions maintained by the applicant
contracting party.

7. The expression "substantial interest" is not capable of a precise defini-
tion and accordingly may present difficulties for the ComNRAcrINO PARTIE.
It is, however, intended to be construed to cover only those contracting parties
which have, or in the absence of discriminatory quantitative restrictions affecting
their exports could reasonably be expected to have, a significant share in the market
of the contracting party seeking to modify or withdraw the concession.

Paragraph 4

1. Any request for authorization to enter into negotiations shall be accom-
panled by-all-relevant .statistical, and other. data, ..- A decision on, such req'iest......
shall be made within thirty days of its submission.

2. It is recognized that to permit certain contracting parties, depending in
large measure on a relatively small number of primary commodities and relying
on the tariff as an important aid for furthering diversification of their economies
or as an important source of revenue, normally to negotiate for the modification
or withdrawal of concessions only under paragraph I of Article XXVIII, might
cause them at such a time to make modifications or withdrawals which in the long
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run would prove unnecessary. To avoid such a situation the CONTRAcTINO PAR-
TIPS shall authorize any such contracting party, under paragraph 4, ;o enter
into negotiations unless they consider this would result in, or contribute sub-
stantially towards, such an increase in tariff levels as to threaten the stability of
the Schedules to this Agreement or lead to undue disturbance of international
trade.

3. It is expected that negotiations authorized under paragraph 4 for modi-
fication or withdrawal of a single item, or a very small group of items, .could
normally be brought to a conclusion in sixty days. It is recognized, however,
that such a period will be inadequate for cases involving negotiations for the
modification or withdrawal of a larger number of items and in such cases, there-
fore, it would be appropriate for the CONTRACTING PARTIES to prescribe a longer
period.

4. The determination referred to ir paragraph 4 (d) shall be made by the
CONTRACTINO PARTES within thirty days of the submission of the matter to them,
unless the applicant contracting party agrees to a longer period.

5. In determining under paragraph 4 (d) whether an applicant contracting
party has unreasonably failed to offer adequate compensation, it is understood
that the CONTRAC"ING PARTIES will take due account of the special position of
a contracting party which has bound a high proportion of its tariffs at very low
rates of duty and to this extent has less scope than other contracting parties to
make compensatory adjustment. -.

Ad Article XXVIII bis
Paragraph 3

It is understood that the reference to fiscal needs would include the revenue
aspect of duties and particularly duties imposed primarily for revenue purposes
or duties imposed on products which can be substituted for products subject
to revenue duties to prevent the avoidance of such duties.

Ad Article XXIX
Paragraph 1

Chapters VII and VIII of the Havana Charter have been excluded from para-
graph 1 because they generally deal with the organization, functions and proce-
dures of the International Trade Organization.

Ad Part IV

The words "developed contracting parties" and the words "less-developed
contracting parties" as used in Part IV are to be understood to refer to developed
and less-developed countries which are parties to the General Agreement on
Tariffs and Trade.

6
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Ad Article XXXVI
Paragraph 1

This Article is based upon the objectives set forth in Article I as it will be
amended by Section A of paragraph I of the Protocol Amending Part I and Articles
XXIX and XXX when that Protocol enters into force. 1

Paragraph 4
The term" primary products " includes agricultural products, vide paragraph 2

of the note ad Article XVI, Section B.

Paragraph 5
A diversification programme would generally include the intensification of

activities for the processing of primary products and the development of manu-
facturing industries, taking into account the situation of the particular contract-
ing party and the world outlook for production and consumption of different
commodities.

Paragraph 8
It is understood that the phrase" do not expect reciprocity "means, in accord-

ance with the objectives set forth in this Article, that the less-developed contract-
ing parties should not be expected, in the course of trade negotiations, to make
contributions which are inconsistent with their individual development, financial
and trade needs, taking into consideration past trade developments.

This paragraph would apply in the event of action under Section A of Article
XVIII, Article XXVIII, Article XXVIII bis (Article XXIX after the amendment
set forthin Section A of paragraph 1 of the Protocol Amending Part I and Articles
XXIX and XXX shall have become effective 1), Article XXXIII, or any other
procedure under this Agreement.

Ad Article XXXVII
Paragraph I (a)

This paragraph would apply in the event of negotiations for reduction or
elimination of tariffs or other restrictive regulations of commerce under Articles
XXVIII, XXVIII bis (XXIX after the amendment set forth in Section A of para-
graph 1 of the Protocol Amending Part I and Articles XXIX and XXX shall
have become effective 1), and Article XXXIII, as well as in connexion with other
action to effect such reduction. or elimination which contracting parties may be
able to undertake.

Paragraph 3 (b)
The other measures referred to in this paragraph might include steps to pro-

mote domestic structural changes, to encourage the consumption of particular
products, or to introduce measures of trade promotion.

I This Protocol was abandoned on 1 January 1968.
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PROTOCOL OF PROVISIONAL APPLICATION
OF THE GENERAL AGREEMENT ON TARIFFS AND TRADE

1. The Governments of the COMMONWEALTH OF AUSTRALIA, the
KINGDOM OF BELGIUM (in respect of its metropolitan territory), CANADA,
the FRENCH REPUBLIC (in respect of its metropolitan territory), the GRAND-
DUCHY OF LuXEMIURG, the KINGDOM OF THE NETHERLANDS (in respect of
its metropolitan territory), the UNITED KINGDOM OF GREAT BRITAIN AND
NORTHERN IRELAND (in respect of its metropolitan territory), and the
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, undertake, provided that this Protocol shall
have been signed on behalf of all the foregoing Governments not later
than 15 November 1947, to apply provisionally on and after 1 January
1948:

(a) Parts I and III of the General Agreement on Tariffs and Trade, and
(b) Part II of that Agreement to the fullest extent not inconsistent with

existing legislation.

2. The foregoing Governments shall make effective such provisional
application of the General Agreement, in respect of any of their territories
other than their metropolitan territories, on or after 1 January 1948, upon
the expiration of thirty days from the day on which notice of such applica-
tion is received by the Secretary-General of the United Nations.

3. Any other government signatory to this Protocol shall make effec-
tive such provisional application of the General Agreement, on or.after
1 January 1948, upon'the expiration of thirty days from the day of signature
of this Protocol on behalf of such Government.

4. This Protocol shall remain open for signature at the Headquarters
of the United Nations (a) until 15 November 1947, on behalf of any govern-
ment named in paragraph 1 of this Protocol which has not signed it on
this day, and (b) until 30 June 1948, on behalf of any other Government
signatory to the Final Act adopted at the conclusion of the Second Session
of the Preparatory Committee of the United Nations Conference on Trade
and Employment which has not signed it on this day.

5. Any government applying this Protocol shall be free to withdraw
such application, and such withdrawal shall take effect upon the expiration
of sixty days from the day on which written notice of such withdrawal is
received by the Secretary-General of the United Nations.

77
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6. The original of this Protocol shall be deposited with the Secretary-
General of the United Nations, who will furnish certified copies thereof
to all interested Governments.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF the respective Representatives, after having com-
municated their full powers, found to be in good and due form, have
signed the Protocol.

DONE at Geneva, in a single copy, in the English and French languages,
both texts authentic, this thirtieth day of October one thousand nine
hundred and forty-seven.
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