
The multilateral review of 
TBT  (and SPS measures)

Transparency and Committee work:  
How does it work in practice?



“Notifications”



What is the obligation?

may have a “significant effect”

AND

is not based on an “international standard”



When does it kick-in?



1. Drafting of the Measure

2. Publication of a Notice

3. Notification to other Members

4. Provision of Copies

5. Discussion of the Comments

7. Adoption of the Measure

8. Publication of the Measure
..

.T
im

e.
..

9. Entry into Force of the Measure
Min. 

6 months

Min. 

60 days

6. End of Comment Period

“Regulatory life-cycle”



Note: 

These are one or two-page documents …

(… not the full text of the regulation!  The full 
text is often referenced by hyperlink.)







To what extent do Members notify?



SPS Notifications



TBT Notifications





Members have gone further (than the text 
of the Agreements) …



How are the notifications used?



A closer look at 

“specific trade concerns”
(STCs)



TBT:  specific trade concerns



Notifications and STCs



Products?



STCs by sector

TBT SPS
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Source: WTR 2012, Section C.2(d)



TBT: products affected by STCs
(1995-2011)
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SPS: Objectives of measures raised as STCs (1995-2011)
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TBT: Objectives of measures raised as STCs 
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How about Members’ engagement?



TBT: Engagement by Development Status
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Another way to look at Members’ engagement:

“bilateral concerns”



Number of “bilateral concerns” per STC
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TBT “bilaterals”:  Members “going it alone”
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TBT: Most frequently accused of creating STCs 
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In general, 
engagement is strong, 

and substantive



What are the concerns about?



Main TBT concerns
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So, are the STCs resolved?



SPS: Resolved and Active STCs
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Source: WTR 2012, Section C.2(a)



SPS: Status of STCs
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On TBT, we don’t know (!)



Notifications  “STCs”  Disputes ?



Notifications  “STCs”  disputes

Log scale !



In sum:  many STCs, few “fully fledged” TBT disputes;  strong 
engagement by Members; most issues raised for discussion 
relate to “clarification” – this is a useful multilateral review 

process (lends transparency!);  and, a substantive number of 
STCs (at least on SPS side) are reported as “resolved”.



WTO

Request clarification from Enquiry Point

Bilateral consultations

Raised in TBT Committee

Request formal consultations

Dispute(s)

(not raised formally)

Where does the Committee work fit in?

364 “STC”
(Dec12)

4 (+ 2 on-going) 
Disputes

≈ 15,600

“TBT notifications” 

(end-2012)



http://tbtims.wto.org/

(visited on 18 Marc 2013)

http://tbtims.wto.org/

