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1. Introduction

Five Questions

1 Do some countries have more liberal trading regimes than others?

2 Within countries, which industries receive the most import protection?

3 How do trade policies change over time?

4 Do countries discriminate across their trading partners when setting
trade policy?

5 How liberalized is world trade?
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2. Import Tariffs

Structure of Section 2:
1 MFN ad valorem import tariffs under the WTO

1 MFN applied tariffs (across countries, within countries across sectors,
by end-use, and over time)

2 Tariff binding commitments and binding ‘overhang’

2 MFN specific duties under the WTO

3 Preferential tariffs under FTAs and unilateral programs (e.g., GSP)

4 Other import tariffs beyond MFN and bilateral tariff preferences
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Figure 1: Geographic Coverage of the 31 Economies in the Empirical Exercise
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Do some countries have more liberal trading regimes than
others?

Table 1: MFN Ad Valorem Import Tariffs for Selected Economies, 2013

Country/territory MFN
applied
rate,
simple
average

WTO
binding
rate,
simple
average

Binding
coverage

Cover-
age of
applied
duties
> 15
percent

Cover-
age of
binding
rates
> 15
percent

Max-
imum
MFN
applied
rate

(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6)

G20 High-income
Australia 2.7 10.0 97.0 0.1 13.4 140.0
Canada 4.2 6.8 99.7 6.8 7.3 484.0
European Union 5.5 5.2 100.0 5.1 4.8 511.0
Japan 4.9 4.7 99.6 3.7 3.7 736.0
Korea 13.3 16.6 94.6 10.4 20.5 887.0
Saudi Arabia 4.8 11.2 100.0 0.2 1.1 298.0
United States 3.4 3.5 100.0 2.7 2.7 350.0
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Do some countries have more liberal trading regimes than
others?

Table 1: MFN Ad Valorem Import Tariffs for Selected Economies, 2013 (cont.)

Country/territory MFN
applied
rate,
simple
average

WTO
binding
rate,
simple
average

Binding
coverage

Cover-
age of
applied
duties
> 15
percent

Cover-
age of
binding
rates
> 15
percent

Max-
imum
MFN
applied
rate

(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6)

G20 Emerging
Argentina 13.4 31.9 100.0 36.0 97.8 35.0
Brazil 13.5 31.4 100.0 36.2 96.4 55.0
China 9.9 10.0 100.0 15.6 16.4 65.0
India 13.5 48.6 74.4 19.0 71.5 150.0
Indonesia 6.9 37.1 96.6 1.7 90.7 150.0
Mexico 7.9 36.2 100.0 15.7 98.7 210.0
Russia 9.7 7.7 100.0 10.1 2.1 441.0
South Africa 7.6 19.0 96.1 20.7 39.6 >1000
Turkey 10.8 28.6 50.3 13.6 28.9 225.0
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Do some countries have more liberal trading regimes than
others?

Table 1: MFN Ad Valorem Import Tariffs for Selected Economies, 2013 (cont.)

Country/territory MFN
applied
rate,
simple
average

WTO
binding
rate,
simple
average

Binding
coverage

Cover-
age of
applied
duties
> 15
percent

Cover-
age of
binding
rates
> 15
percent

Max-
imum
MFN
applied
rate

(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6)

Developing, other*
Bangladesh 13.9 169.2 15.5 41.2 15.1 25.0
Burma 5.6 84.1 17.8 5.0 14.6 40.0
Colombia 8.8 42.1 100.0 2.1 98.0 98.0
DR of the Congo (2010) 11.0 96.2 100.0 28.5 98.9 20.0
Egypt (2012) 16.8 36.9 99.3 19.2 70.7 >1000
Ethiopia† (2012) 17.3 ** ** 50.8 ** 35.0
Iran† (2011) 26.6 ** ** 45.7 ** 400.0
Kenya 12.7 95.1 14.8 41.4 14.8 100.0
Nigeria 11.7 118.3 19.1 39.0 19.1 35.0
Pakistan 13.5 60.0 98.7 36.0 94.9 100.0
Philippines 6.3 25.7 67.0 3.2 56.0 65.0
Tanzania 12.8 120.0 13.3 41.8 13.3 100.0
Thailand 11.4 27.8 75.0 25.5 66.0 226.0
Ukraine 4.5 5.8 100.0 2.7 3.8 59.0
Vietnam 9.5 11.5 100.0 24.8 27.7 135.0
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Within countries, which industries receive the most import
protection?

Figure 2: Average Applied MFN Tariffs in 2013 and Tariff Bindings, by Industry
and Country Group
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Within countries, which industries receive the most import
protection?

Figure 3: Applied MFN Tariff Peaks in 2013, by Industry and Country Group
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Within countries, which industries receive the most import
protection?

Figure 4: Tariff Escalation: Average Applied MFN Tariffs in 2013, by End Use
Categories, Industry and Country Group
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Within countries, which industries receive the most import
protection?

Figure 4: Tariff Escalation: Average Applied MFN Tariffs in 2013, by End Use
Categories, Industry and Country Group (cont.)
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Within countries, which industries receive the most import
protection?

Figure 4: Tariff Escalation: Average Applied MFN Tariffs in 2013, by End Use
Categories, Industry and Country Group (cont.)
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Within countries, which industries receive the most import
protection?

Figure 4: Tariff Escalation: Average Applied MFN Tariffs in 2013, by End Use
Categories, Industry and Country Group (cont.)
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How do trade policies change over time?

Table 2: Average Applied MFN Ad Valorem Import Tariffs for Selected
Economies: 1993, 2003 and 2013

GATT WTO Simple average applied
membership membership MFN tariff for

year year 1993 2003 2013

G20 High-income
Australia 1948 1995 8.8 4.2 2.7
Canada 1948 1995 9.0 5.1 3.7
European Union ** 1995 7.0 4.4 4.4
Japan 1955 1995 4.4 3.2 3.0
Korea 1967 1995 11.7* 11.6 12.2
Saudi Arabia NM 2005 12.1* 6.0 4.6
United States 1948 1995 5.6 3.7 3.5
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How do trade policies change over time?

Table 2: Average Applied MFN Ad Valorem Import Tariffs for Selected
Economies: 1993, 2003 and 2013 (cont.)

GATT WTO Simple average applied
membership membership MFN tariff for

year year 1993 2003 2013

G20 Emerging
Argentina 1967 1995 11.2 14.2 13.4
Brazil 1948 1995 14.0 13.5 13.5
China NM 2001 39.1 11.4 9.6*
India 1948 1995 56.3* 26.5 13.3
Indonesia 1950 1995 17.9 6.9 6.7
Mexico 1986 1995 13.7* 18.0 7.7*
Russia NM 2012 7.8 10.7* 8.9
South Africa 1948 1995 16.0 5.6 7.4
Turkey 1951 1995 9.3 10.0 10.8
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How do trade policies change over time?

Table 2: Average Applied MFN Ad Valorem Import Tariffs for Selected
Economies: 1993, 2003 and 2013 (cont.)

GATT WTO Simple average applied
membership membership MFN tariff for

year year 1993 2003 2013

Developing, other
Bangladesh 1972 1995 82.8* 19.5 14.0
Burma 1948 1995 – 5.5 5.6*
Colombia 1981 1995 12.3* 12.3 6.8
DR of the Congo NM 1997 – 12.0 11.0*
Egypt 1970 1995 34.6* 26.9 16.8*
Ethiopia NM NM 28.9* 18.8* 17.3*
Iran NM NM – 27.3 26.6*
Kenya 1964 1995 35.2* 15.2* 12.8
Nigeria 1960 1995 34.4* 28.6 11.7
Pakistan 1948 1995 50.8* 17.1 13.5
Philippines 1979 1995 22.9 4.7 6.3
Tanzania 1961 1995 20.3 13.6 12.8
Thailand 1982 1995 45.7 15.4 10.4
Ukraine NM 2008 7.0* 7.0* 4.5
Vietnam NM 2007 14.1* 16.8 9.4
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How do trade policies change over time?

Figure 5: Annual Changes in Average Applied MFN Tariffs 1996-2013, by Country
Group
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How do trade policies change over time?

Figure 5: Annual Changes in Average Applied MFN Tariffs 1996-2013, by Country
Group (cont.)
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How do trade policies change over time?

Figure 5: Annual Changes in Average Applied MFN Tariffs 1996-2013, by Country
Group (cont.)
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How do trade policies change over time?

Figure 5: Annual Changes in Average Applied MFN Tariffs 1996-2013, by Country
Group (cont.)
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Specific Duties (not all tariffs are applied in ad valorem
form!) and their implications

Figure 6: Import Products with MFN Tariffs Applied as Specific Duties in 2013,
by Country
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Within countries, which industries receive the most import
protection?

Figure 7: Import Products with MFN Tariffs Applied as Specific Duties in 2013,
by Industry and Country Group
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Do countries discriminate across their trading partners
when setting trade policy?

Table 3: Major Preferential Trade Arrangements in Force in 2015
Type of Number
Arrangement in force Major Examples

Free 233 North American Free Trade Agreement (NAFTA)
Trade US-Australia, US-Colombia, Korea-US
Agreement (FTA) Canada-Colombia, Canada-Korea

EU-Colombia and Peru, EU-Egypt, EU-Korea, EU-Mexico,
EU-South Africa, EU-Ukraine
Association of Southeast Asian Nations (ASEAN) FTA
ASEAN-Japan, ASEAN-Australia-New Zealand, ASEAN-China,
ASEAN-India, ASEAN-Korea
India-Japan
Japan - Australia, Japan - Indonesia, Japan - Mexico,
Japan - Philippines, Japan - Thailand, Japan - Vietnam
Korea-Australia, Korea-India
Pakistan-China
Thailand-Australia
Turkey-Egypt
Turkey-Korea
Ukraine-Russia
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Do countries discriminate across their trading partners
when setting trade policy?

Table 3: Major Preferential Trade Arrangements in Force in 2015 (cont.)
Type of Number
Arrangement in force Major Examples

Customs 19 European Union (EU)
Union (CU) EU-Turkey

MERCOSUR (Southern Common Market)
East African Community
Common Market for Eastern and Southern Africa (COMESA)

Partial 14 Asia-Pacific Trade Agreement (APTA)
Scope Global System of Trade Preferences (GSTP)
Agreement (PSA) Latin American Integration Association (ALADI)

MERCOSUR-India

Unilalteral 28 Generalized System of Preferences (GSP) schemes:
Preference Australia, Canada, European Union, Japan, Russia, Turkey, United States
Scheme Duty-free treatment for certain less developed countries (LDCs):

China, Korea, India, Thailand
Other examples:

African Growth and Opportunities Act (AGOA) - US
Trade preferences for Pakistan - EU
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Do countries discriminate across their trading partners
when setting trade policy?

Table 4: Bilateral Import Tariff Charactersitics under PTAs for Selected
Economies, 2014

All prod-
ucts

Preference possible (PP) products with non-zero applied MFN tariffs

Country MFN ap-
plied tar-
iff

PP prod-
ucts (% of
all HS06
products)

Products
given
prefer-
ences
(% of all
PP prod-
ucts)

Products
given
prefer-
ences
(% of
all prod-
ucts)

MFN ap-
plied tar-
iff, all PP
products

MFN
applied
tariff,
pref-
erence
given

Bilateral
applied
tariff,
pref-
erence
given

Bilateral
tariff
pref-
erence
margin,
pref-
erence
given

(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6) (7) (8)

G20 High-income
Australia 2.7 52.5 39.8 20.9 5.1 5.0 0.6 4.4
Canada 2.2 31.3 58.8 18.4 7.1 6.7 1.5 5.2
European Union 5.6 76.0 78.7 59.8 7.3 6.6 1.8 4.8
Japan 2.8 47.5 64.4 30.6 5.8 5.2 0.8 4.4
Saudi Arabia 4.7 89.7 3.6 3.2 5.3 5.3 0.0 5.3
United States 2.9 58.0 59.7 34.6 5.1 4.2 0.1 4.1
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Do countries discriminate across their trading partners
when setting trade policy?

Table 4: Bilateral Import Tariff Charactersitics under PTAs for Selected
Economies, 2014 (cont.)

All prod-
ucts

Preference possible (PP) products with non-zero applied MFN tariffs

Country MFN ap-
plied tar-
iff

PP prod-
ucts (% of
all HS06
products)

Products
given
prefer-
ences
(% of all
PP prod-
ucts)

Products
given
prefer-
ences
(% of
all prod-
ucts)

MFN ap-
plied tar-
iff, all PP
products

MFN
applied
tariff,
pref-
erence
given

Bilateral
applied
tariff,
pref-
erence
given

Bilateral
tariff
pref-
erence
margin,
pref-
erence
given

(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6) (7) (8)

G20 Emerging
Argentina 13.6 96.7 10.0 9.7 14.1 13.5 2.5 11.0
Brazil 13.6 96.8 10.2 9.9 14.0 13.7 3.9 9.8
China 9.6 93.6 52.8 49.4 10.3 9.3 0.7 8.6
India 12.4 97.3 3.6 3.5 12.7 15.0 9.2 5.8
Indonesia 7.2 90.6 23.7 21.5 8.0 7.2 0.6 6.6
Mexico 7.4 57.0 20.3 11.6 12.9 12.6 2.5 10.1
Russia 8.8 89.4 20.2 18.1 9.9 11.1 5.7 5.4
South Africa 7.5 43.7 6.8 3.0 17.3 17.3 2.1 15.2
Turkey 10.8 80.4 67.1 53.9 13.4 5.6 1.9 3.7
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Do countries discriminate across their trading partners
when setting trade policy?

Table 4: Bilateral Import Tariff Charactersitics under PTAs for Selected
Economies, 2014 (cont.)

All prod-
ucts

Preference possible (PP) products with non-zero applied MFN tariffs

Country MFN ap-
plied tar-
iff

PP prod-
ucts (% of
all HS06
products)

Products
given
prefer-
ences
(% of all
PP prod-
ucts)

Products
given
prefer-
ences
(% of
all prod-
ucts)

MFN ap-
plied tar-
iff, all PP
products

MFN
applied
tariff,
pref-
erence
given

Bilateral
applied
tariff,
pref-
erence
given

Bilateral
tariff
pref-
erence
margin,
pref-
erence
given

(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6) (7) (8)

Developing, other
Bangladesh 14.6 93.5 2.0 1.9 15.6 22.6 21.2 1.4
Burma 5.6 96.9 4.6 4.5 5.8 13.4 4.9 8.5
Colombia 6.3 54.2 18.7 10.1 11.7 11.9 1.9 10.0
Egypt 16.8 90.6 10.7 9.7 18.6 18.6 5.6 13.0
Ethiopia 17.3 95.7 7.1 6.8 18.1 18.1 16.3 1.8
Kenya 12.8 63.8 10.7 6.8 20.0 20.0 0.7 19.3
Pakistan 13.4 94.3 5.2 4.9 14.2 15.1 13.1 2.0
Philippines 6.3 98.2 13.8 13.6 6.4 6.4 0.6 5.8
Thailand 10.7 78.3 17.6 13.8 13.6 13.5 0.3 13.2
Tanzania 12.8 63.8 3.6 2.3 20.1 20.1 0.0 20.1
Ukraine 4.4 63.8 3.6 2.3 6.9 6.9 0.0 6.9
Vietnam 9.3 64.9 22.5 14.6 14.4 15.3 4.8 10.5
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Do countries discriminate across their trading partners
when setting trade policy?

Figure 8: Bilateral Tariff Preference Offerings by Policy-Imposing Economy, 2014
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Do countries discriminate across their trading partners
when setting trade policy?

Figure 8: Bilateral Tariff Preference Offerings by Policy-Imposing Economy, 2014
(cont.)
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Do countries discriminate across their trading partners
when setting trade policy?

Figure 8: Bilateral Tariff Preference Offerings by Policy-Imposing Economy, 2014
(cont.)
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Do countries discriminate across their trading partners
when setting trade policy?

Figure 8: Bilateral Tariff Preference Offerings by Policy-Imposing Economy, 2014
(cont.)
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Do countries discriminate across their trading partners
when setting trade policy?

Figure 9: United States’s Bilateral Tariff Preferences toward Major Economies,
2014
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3. Border Policies Beyond Import Tariffs

Structure of Section 3:

1 Temporary trade barriers of antidumping, countervailing duties, and
safeguards

2 Quantitative restrictions, import quotas, and tariff rate quotas

3 Price undertakings and voluntary export restraints

4 Import licensing, customs valuation, and trade facilitation
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Do some countries have more liberal trading regimes than
others?

Table 5: Import Product Coverage by Temporary Trade Barriers over 1995-2013,
by Country and Policy

Cumulative coverage by TTB Annual coverage by TTB Annual coverage by new
ever in effect during 1995-2013 in effect 1995-2013 TTB investigation 1995-2013

AD law/ All AD CVD SG CSG St. St.
initiation TTBs only only only only Mean Dev. Min. Max. Mean Dev. Min. Max.

G20 High-income
Australia 1906/na 2.5 2.5 0.5 0.0 0.0 0.8 0.2 0.4 1.2 0.2 0.1 0.1 0.4
Canada 1904/na 3.4 3.4 1.5 0.0 0.0 1.6 0.3 1.2 2.2 0.3 0.3 0.0 1.1
European Union 1968/1968-69 8.1 6.6 1.4 1.6 0.0 2.8 0.5 2.1 3.6 0.6 0.5 0.1 2.2
Japan 1920/1982 0.3 0.1 0.1 0.0 0.0 0.1 0.1 0.0 0.2 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.1
Korea 1963/1986 1.6 1.4 0.0 0.1 0.0 0.6 0.2 0.2 0.8 0.1 0.2 0.0 0.6
Saudi Arabia na/na na na na na na na na na na na na na na
United States 1916/1922 10.3 9.0 5.1 2.8 0.0 4.9 1.1 3.3 6.8 0.9 0.8 0.1 3.9
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Do some countries have more liberal trading regimes than
others?

Table 5: Import Product Coverage by Temporary Trade Barriers over 1995-2013,
by Country and Policy (cont.)

Cumulative coverage by TTB Annual coverage by TTB Annual coverage by new
ever in effect during 1995-2013 in effect 1995-2013 TTB investigation 1995-2013

AD law/ All AD CVD SG CSG St. St.
initiation TTBs only only only only Mean Dev. Min. Max. Mean Dev. Min. Max.

G20 Emerging
Argentina 1972/na 4.8 4.6 0.1 0.5 0.0 2.2 0.6 1.2 3.2 0.5 0.4 0.0 1.3
Brazil 1987/1988 2.8 2.4 0.2 0.3 0.0 1.2 0.4 0.4 1.9 0.3 0.2 0.0 0.6
China 1997/1997 3.1 2.1 0.2 1.3 0.0 1.1 0.7 0.0 2.0 0.2 0.4 0.0 1.8
India 1985/1992 8.0 7.6 0.0 0.9 0.3 3.4 2.2 0.2 6.6 0.9 0.7 0.1 2.4
Indonesia 1995/1996 2.1 1.1 0.0 1.1 0.0 0.6 0.6 0.0 1.8 0.2 0.3 0.0 1.2
Mexico 1986/1987 22.9 22.8 0.6 0.0 0.0 17.5 10.0 1.0 23.7 0.2 0.1 0.0 0.4
Russia na/na na na na na na na na na na na na na na
South Africa 1914/1921 2.1 2.1 0.1 0.0 0.0 1.0 0.4 0.3 1.7 0.1 0.1 0.0 0.6
Turkey 1989/1989 4.2 2.5 0.0 1.6 0.1 2.9 2.0 0.6 5.9 0.4 0.5 0.0 1.8
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Do some countries have more liberal trading regimes than
others?

Table 5: Import Product Coverage by Temporary Trade Barriers over 1995-2013,
by Country and Policy (cont.)

Cumulative coverage by TTB Annual coverage by TTB Annual coverage by new
ever in effect during 1995-2013 in effect 1995-2013 TTB investigation 1995-2013

AD law/ All AD CVD SG CSG St. St.
initiation TTBs only only only only Mean Dev. Min. Max. Mean Dev. Min. Max.

Developing, other
Colombia 1990/1991 2.3 1.2 0.0 0.1 1.5 0.6 0.5 0.1 1.9 0.2 0.4 0.0 1.8
Egypt na/na na na na 3.6 na na na na na na na na na
Pakistan 1983/2002 0.4 0.4 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.2 0.1 0.0 0.3 0.1 0.1 0.0 0.3
Philippines 1994/1994 0.5 0.3 0.0 0.2 0.0 0.2 0.1 0.1 0.7 0.1 0.1 0.0 0.4
Thailand 1994/1994 0.6 0.6 0.0 0.1 0.0 0.3 0.2 0.0 0.7 0.4 0.5 0.0 1.0
Ukraine na/na na na na 0.1 na na na na na na na na na
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How do trade policies change over time?

Figure 10: Import Products Subject to Newly Initiated TTB Investigations and
Imposed Import Restrictions for Selected Economies, 1990-2013
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Within countries, which industries receive the most import
protection?

Figure 11: Import Products with an Imposed Temporary Trade Barrier in Effect
over 1995-2013, by Policy-Imposing Economy and Industry
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Do countries discriminate across their trading partners
when setting trade policy?

Table 6: Exporting Countries Most Exposed to Foreign-Imposed TTBs, 2013 and
1995

TTB-affected TTB-affected TTB-affected TTB-affected
share of 2013 value of 2013 share of 1995 value of 1995

exports to G20 exports to G20 exports to G4 exports to G4
Exporter (percent) Exporter (billions of 2013 dollars) Exporter (percent) Exporter (billions of 2013 dollars)

1. Latvia 17.7 1. China 100.3 1. Korea 7.6 1. Japan 7.7
2. China 7.1 2. Korea 14.0 2. Venezuela 6.2 2. Korea 4.6
3. Ukraine 5.7 3. United States 12.6 3. Ukraine 5.7 3. China 3.3
4. Kuwait 5.1 4. Japan 4.4 4. Lithuania 4.4 4. United States 1.8
5. Korea 3.9 5. India 3.5 5. China 2.9 5. Thailand 0.9
6. Argentina 3.8 6. Thailand 3.5 6. Thailand 2.8 6. Brazil 0.7
7. Moldova 3.7 7. Indonesia 2.9 7. Japan 2.6 7. Malaysia 0.6
8. Indonesia 3.1 8. Russia 2.5 8. Brazil 2.2 8. Canada 0.6
9. India 2.7 9. Mexico 2.5 9. Turkey 1.9 9. Hong Kong 0.5

10. Russia 2.3 10. Germany 2.5 10. Russia 1.8 10. Germany 0.5
11. Slovenia 2.3 11. Argentina 1.9 11. Egypt 1.6 11. Russia 0.4
12. Thailand 2.3 12. Ukraine 1.7 12. Hong Kong 1.5 12. Turkey 0.4
13. Macedonia 2.1 13. Malaysia 1.6 13. Malaysia 1.4 13. Singapore 0.4
14. Trin. & Tobago 2.1 14. Vietnam 1.3 14. Saudi Arabia 0.9 14. Netherlands 0.2
15. U.A.E. 1.6 15. Brazil 0.8 15. Poland 0.8 15. United Kingdom 0.2
16. Oman 1.6 16. Italy 0.8 16. Singapore 0.8 16. Italy 0.2
17. Poland 1.6 17. Canada 0.6 17. Australia 0.5 17. Venezuela 0.2
18. Kenya 1.5 18. U.A.E. 0.6 18. United States 0.5 18. Poland 0.2
19. Vietnam 1.3 19. France 0.6 19. Argentina 0.5 19. France 0.2
20. United States 1.3 20. Singapore 0.5 20. South Africa 0.5 20. Ukraine 0.2
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Do countries discriminate across their trading partners
when setting trade policy?

Table 7: European Union Border Barriers Resulting from Imposed Antidumping,
1989-2011

Export Origin
All G20 High G20 Developing

countries income Emerging

Tariffs
Ad valorem duty 65.0 75.3 68.2 56.5
Specific duty 9.6 9.6 12.0 6.2

Price undertakings
Price undertaking 13.2 6.8 6.6 24.9
Price undertaking/Ad val. duty 4.9 2.7 2.5 9.6
Duty if min. price breached 2.2 4.1 2.5 1.1

Other (outcome unknown) 5.1 1.5 8.2 1.7
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4. The Historical Evolution of Border Barriers Under the
GATT

Structure of Section 4:

1 Pre-GATT 1947 tariff levels, and tariff trends over the GATT period

2 Changing tariff rates under the GATT
3 GATT exceptions and the rise of major carve-outs

1 Emergency import restrictions to address balance of payments problems
2 Japan’s GATT accession and the ‘temporary’ Article XXXV exception
3 The rise of voluntary export restraints, including the multi-fibre

arrangement
4 Agriculture
5 Special and differential treatment for developing countries
6 Antidumping in historical perspective

Bown & Crowley The Empirical Landscape of Trade Policy 45 / 55



How do trade policies change over time?

Figure 12: Estimates of Average Tariffs for the United States, Western Europe,
and Japan, 1947-1999
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How do trade policies change over time?

Figure 13: Temporary Import Protection Actions under Article XIX and WTO
Agreement on Safeguards: share of total investigations by sector by decade
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How do trade policies change over time?

Figure 14: Balance of Payment Import Restrictions under Article XII, 1950-1959
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How do trade policies change over time?

Figure 15: Article VI and Agreement on Antidumping: share of antidumping
investigations by sector by decade
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4. Behind-the-Border Policies

Approach

Data in this area is notably poor

Instead, we present a number of ‘case studies’ of WTO disputes over
BTB policies to highlight their relevance

We also point the interested reader to legal-economic analyses of the
WTO dispute settlement decisions in this area from a 15 year old
(and ongoing) project between legal scholars and economists (Chad P.
Bown, Henrik Horn and Petros C. Mavroidis)

See http://globalgovernanceprogramme.eui.eu/wto-case-law-project/
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How liberalized is world trade?

Table 8: Disputed Behind-the-Border Policies Predominantly Affecting Supply,
1995-2015
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Table 9: Other Disputed Behind-the-Border Policies Predominantly Affecting
Supply, 1995-2015
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How liberalized is world trade?

Table 10: Disputed Behind-the-Border Policies Predominantly Affecting Demand,
1995-2015
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Table 11: Other Disputed Behind-the-Border Policies Predominantly Affecting
Demand, 1995-2015
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