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Highlights

USMCA:  USMCA will enter into force on July 1st, after the
U.S. issued notification last week it has completed the
necessary steps to implement USMCA. USTR also announced
a release valve for the auto sector, creating an application
process for requesting an extended timeline to implement
USMCA auto provisions. The USMCA implementation date
arrives over two years after signing by head negotiators from
the three trade partners.
 
U.S. - U.K.:  President Trump and Prime Minister Boris
Johnson reaffirmed their “shared commitment” to reach a
bilateral free trade agreement as both nations battle to contain
the economic hemorrhaging from COVID-19 and find space to
commence formal trade talks.

U.S. - Brazil:  Following the White House’s announcement to
aggressively pursue a mini-trade deal, several stakeholders
expressed optimism for a limited trade deal with Brazil this
year. Observers note the  trade talks would be “limited enough”
to succeed and increase chances of a deal in 2020.

WTO and COVID 19: A group of 26 WTO members, including
the U.S. and representing over 60 percent of world agricultural
exports, pledged last week to refrain from imposing restrictions
on the free flow of food out of their countries. G-20 agriculture
ministers also vowed last week to ensure food supply chains
will flow uninterrupted as concerns deepen over the increasing
proliferation of exports restrictions on food and agriculture
goods amidst the global pandemic.

USMCA

Nearly two and half years after signing USMCA, the trilateral
trade deal will enter into force on July 1 after the U.S. notified
Canada and Mexico that it has completed the domestic
procedures to implement the deal. USMCA replaces the 26-
year-old NAFTA, which President Trump frequently labeled as
the worst trade deal ever negotiated and, on several
occasions, threatened to withdraw from before embarking on
renegotiating the pact. In a statement released last Friday,
Amb. Lighthizer said, “The crisis and recovery from the Covid-
19 pandemic demonstrates that now, more than ever, the
United States should strive to increase manufacturing
capacity and investment in North America. The USMCA’s
entry into force is a landmark achievement in that effort.”

 
House Ways and Means Committee Chairman Richard Neal
also said the USMCA will help the three countries address the
pandemic. “The COVID-19 crisis has shown how access to
health care and affordable medicines can save lives and
support economic resilience,” the Congressman stated. “The
USMCA that takes effect on July 1 incorporates obligations
designed to enable timely access to affordable medicines. It
also includes a balanced set of intellectual property
obligations that promote innovation, including the research
and development of new medical therapies.” He continued, “It
is critical that the United States holds our trading partners
accountable for their obligations from day one, and we must
also hold ourselves accountable for our obligations.” Rep.
Neal concluded emphasizing his role in conducting oversight
of USMCA implementation and enforcement efforts going
forward.

Richard Neal, Congressman
 

According to sources, outstanding USMCA work remains prior
to July 1st. For example, completing the uniform regulations
for automakers by all three countries. Further, U.S. Mexico,
and Canada need to name the panelists that will handle
disputes under the USMCA. And one observer noted certain
laws in Mexico, including some related to customs and
intellectual property, still require changes in order to fully
comply with USMCA.

 
As noted previously, the auto industry and several lawmakers
had urged the Trump Administration to delay implementation
of USMCA as the sector struggled with the COVID-19 and
had retooled some production lines to manufacture products
to fight the pandemic.  Further, Mexico suggested it would be
open to a longer transition phase for implementing the auto
provisions under USMCA. In response, the Trump
Administration, along with Canada and Mexico have
constructed a mechanism for auto producers to request an
extended staging period to meet the new auto rules of origin. 
The U.S. implementing legislation for USMCA says the
regulations implementing the auto rules of origin must be
issued by the date that USMCA enters into force.  A
spokesperson familiar with prior requests for delay said, “The
auto industry is not happy, but I don’t think they are going to
be publicly critical at this stage.”

 
Expectation for the U.S. notification for a July 1st entry into
force rose earlier last week when USTR and Customers and
Border Patrol (CBP) issued statements on requests for
alternative staging procedures for autos.  In the statements,
the agencies outlined procedures for the submission of
petitions by North American producers of passenger vehicles
or light trucks to use an alternative staging regime for the
USMCA rules of origin for automotive goods.  According to
USTR, a Federal Register Notice identifies the information a
vehicle producer must include in its alternative staging
proposal, as well as procedures for submission.  To be
assured of consideration, a vehicle producer must submit a
petition with a draft alternative staging plan no later than July
1, 2020, and a vehicle producer must submit a petition with its
final alternative staging plan no later than August 31, 2020.

Section 232 Tariff Actions

A U.S. steel firm filed a legal challenge last week to President
Trump’s section 232 authority. Thyssenkrupp Materials NA
Inc., a Michigan-based importer of aluminum and steel
products, filed a complaint against President Trump,
Commerce Secretary Wilbur Ross and U.S. Customs and
Border Protection officials. The court filing at the U.S. Court of
International Trade (CIT) alleges that the Commerce
Department’s granting of exclusions to certain parties has
resulted in an “unconstitutional lack of uniformity in the
application of tariffs imposed.” The company claims that
Commerce’s decision to grant exclusions to “individual
requestors” rather than for products themselves was contrary
to language in the president’s aluminum and steel tariff
proclamations. “Contrary to the clear Presidential instruction
that exclusions be granted for aluminum and steel articles,
Commerce arbitrarily and capriciously determined that
approved exclusions apply only to the requesting individual or
organization,” the court filing states. “In each instance,
Commerce’s rule states that ‘Other individuals or
organizations that wish to submit an exclusion request for a
steel or aluminum product that has already been the subject
of an approved exclusion request may request an exclusion
under this supplement.’”

 
Two years ago, President Trump imposed tariffs of 25% and
10% on imports of steel and aluminum, respectively, based on
Commerce’s Section 232 investigation that found such
imports were a threat to national security.  Shortly thereafter, a
product-exclusion process “limited to the individual or
organization that submitted the specific exclusion request,
unless Commerce approves a broader application of the
product based exclusion request to apply to additional
importers,” was established.

 
In stark contrast to the section 232 legal challenge, a
bipartisan group of lawmakers earlier called on President
Trump to halt the “blatant circumvention” of Section 232 tariffs
on electrical steel by including derivative products in the
scope of the tariffs. “While relief from direct imports of [grain-
oriented electrical steel] was imposed by your Administration
under the Section 232 steel tariff program, the bad actors
have found a way to circumvent those tariffs and quotas.
Because the Section 232 tariffs do not apply to derivative
electrical steel articles including laminations and cores (i.e.,
simply cut and shaped electrical steel) imports of those
products are now surging into the United States,” the
lawmakers wrote in the letter to President Trump. “Mexico and
Canada are being used as a staging ground for this blatant
circumvention of the Section 232 program,” the letter said. 
The letter was coordinated by Reps. Mike Kelly and Marcy
Kaptur and signed by several lawmakers from Ohio and
Pennsylvania and several members of the Congressional
Steel Caucus.

China Trade

Phase One Agreement

In the daily press briefing on COVID-19, President Trump
threatened to “terminate” the phase-one U.S.-China trade
agreement if China fails to meet its commitments. When
asked whether China may invoke the “unforeseeable events”
clause in the trade pact to delay implementation because of
the COVID-19 pandemic, the President responded, “we’re
going to see.” But if China does not live up to the agreement,
the President said he would terminate it and “do what I can do
better than anybody,” a likely reference to additional tariffs on
imported products from China.

 
As reported earlier, the U.S.-China Economic and Security
Review Commission (Commission) said a plunge in consumer
demand in China due to COVID-19 severely hampers China’s
ability to purchase large quantities of U.S. agricultural,
manufactured and energy goods as outlined in the phase one
trade deal, according to a new report. The Commission
warned that the adverse effects of the global pandemic on
 the U.S.-China economic relationship could last for years.
According to the report, disruption of the implementation of
the "phase one" trade deal, an increase in Beijing's distortive
non-market economic practices and weaker Chinese demand
for U.S. tourism and education are just a few of the issues
Congress will need to monitor.

 
Earlier Amb. Gregg Doud, USTR’s chief agriculture negotiator,
noted that China purchases of U.S. agricultural products
presently are not on pace to fulfil the levels agreed to in the
phase one trade deal that went into effect on February 14,
2020. Amb. Doud emphasized that the U.S.-China trade
relationship has improved markedly during the last year while
acknowledging continual crop-specific issues that both
countries must address despite the challenges posed by the
coronavirus pandemic. “We're doing better than we were a
year ago,” he said. “We've got a lot of new opportunities that
we've opened up in phase one. We've been successful so far
in implementing this. But are we on pace for where we need
to be to implement the dollar amount on Phase 1?  Doud
continued, “There are still a few things that we're trying to sort
out. But I will tell you, every single day, despite what's going
on in China …we see the difficulty they've been going through
for most of this year … despite all of that, they're working very
hard. Our folks at USDA, [Food and Drug Administration], etc.
are working very hard to get all of this implemented.”

 
China has committed to buy additional purchases of U.S.
agriculture products totaling $32 billion over two years, under
the Phase 1 trade deal. That would include $12.5 billion
above the corresponding 2017 baseline of $24 billion in 2020
and $19.5 billion above the baseline in 2021.

Section 301 Tariffs

A decision on China’s challenge to Section 301 tariffs is
expected in June. The WTO dispute settlement panel
examining China’s challenge regarding U.S. Section 301
tariffs on some $250 billion worth of Chinese products could
issues their decision by end of June according to a notification
to the chair of the Dispute Settlement Body.

 
The Trump administration granted a one-year extension to
expiring tariff exclusions to some Chinese products covering
$37 billion worth of Chinese imports under Section 301. The
one-year extension will end on April 18, 2021, according to
USTR a Federal Register notice. The exclusions cover
products such as roller, etching or embossing paper, foil or
fabric, forklift parts, steel and forging tools, and electrical
measuring devices, among other products.

As reported earlier, USTR on March 20 also announced a
public comment process for potential modifications for
products facing Section 301 tariffs and needed for the medical
response to the COVID-19 pandemic. In a follow-up notice,
USTR stressed that public comments would be open until
June 25.

Seasonal Produce

New dates for USTR’s seasonal produce field hearings,
postponed due to COVID-19 issues, are still pending. Prior to
the hearing suspension Mexican government officials warned
the country may be forced to react should the U.S. impose
restrictions on seasonal produce trade. Mexican
Undersecretary for North America Jesús Seade said Mexico
would use USMCA’s dispute settlement mechanism as well as
direct measures “to start.” He emphasized that Mexico would
“probably take action of a similar commercial magnitude on
appropriate sectors, it could be agricultural sectors.” Seade
affirmed that “if anything is inconsistent with our
commitments, we will have to respond.”

In a January 9, 2019 letter to the Florida congressional
delegation Amb. Lighthizer outlined the administration’s plan
to review and determine options regarding “trade-distorting
policies that may be contributing to unfair pricing in the U.S.
market for seasonal and perishable products and to assess
the impact of those policies on U.S. producers.” The letter
notes that within 60 days after “entry-into- force” of the
USMCA, the USTR will “implement effective and timely
remedies necessary to address any trade distorting policies”
affecting U.S. growers. Additionally, within 90 days, the
Department of Commerce, U.S. Department of Agriculture
and USTR will have hearings in Florida and Georgia to  hear
testimony from growers. According to USTR, “At the hearings,
officials from the federal agencies will hear from interested
persons on how the Trump Administration can support these
producers and redress any unfair harm.”

Section 301 Tariffs

A decision on China’s challenge to Section 301 tariffs is
expected in June. The WTO dispute settlement panel
examining China’s challenge U.S. Section 301 tariffs on some
$250 billion worth of Chinese products could issues their
decision by end of June according to a notification to the chair
of the Dispute Settlement Body.

 
The Trump administration granted a one-year extension to
expiring tariff exclusions to some Chinese products covering
$37 billion worth of Chinese imports under Section 301. The
one-year extension will end on April 18, 2021, according to
USTR a Federal Register notice. The exclusions cover
products such as roller, etching or embossing paper, foil or
fabric, forklift parts, steel and forging tools, and electrical
measuring devices, among other products.

 
As reported earlier, USTR on March 20 also announced a
public comment process for potential modifications for
products facing Section 301 tariffs and needed for the medical
response to
the COVID-19 pandemic. In a follow-up notice, USTR
stressed that public comments would be open until June 25.

U.S. - Japan Trade Agreement

USDA published a series of product briefs which provide
concise overviews of how the U.S.- Japan phase one
Agreement (USJTA) affects certain food and agriculture
product groups.  The briefs summarize tariff changes and
2019 import volumes for selected products under the
USJTA. More  comprehensive and additional details are
found in the agreement text itself at the same location.

 
Potential U.S.-Japan phase two trade talks, which as
previously indicated would not commence prior to May 1,
2020, at the earliest, remain behold to COVID-19. Former
Assistant USTR for Japan, Korea and Asia-Pacific Economic
Cooperation, Bruce Hirsch, opined that phase two talks with
Japan are presently less about when, and more about how
“intense” they might be amid a global health crisis. He
highlighted the current focus by both governments on
combating COVID-19 and the political will on both sides
ahead of the upcoming election, as pivotal factors that could
impact the timing and content of phase two talks. Hirsch
emphasized, “With each government focusing on
coronavirus management, the odds of it getting off to a fast
start are even more remote.” Hirsch said the timing of the
phase two talks possibly commencing in 2020 remains
uncertain, despite the earlier pronouncement by Amb.
Lighthizer that the next round of negotiations could start as
early as May. “I would distinguish between phase-two talks
beginning and phase-two talks proceeding with any level of
intensity,” Hirsh said. “Neither side was prioritizing phase
two before. It’s likely to be even less of a priority now.” Prior
to the outbreak of COVID-19, commencement of
negotiations on a phase two or a comprehensive trade deal
were expected no earlier than May according to several
sources.

U.S. - E.U. Trade Agreement

 EU trade chief Phil Hogan expressed “hope” that both sides
could reach a deal on aircraft subsidies before the WTO
renders a verdict on damages in the Boeing case (while also
saying “it’s slow, it’s technical” work). Regarding the broader
bilateral trade relationship Hogan said the EU and U.S.
“should be working together in order to reduce tariffs,
eliminate tariffs where possible” and to “reignite the global
economy post the pandemic.”

 
Earlier in the year the U.S. increased tariffs on EU aircrafts
to 15% in mid-March according to a previous deadline 
announced by President Trump, no significant developments
in conjunction with the WTO Airbus case involving tariffs on
$7.5 billion of European imports. EU officials continue to
emphasize the importance of reaching a larger
understanding to end the 15-year aircraft dispute. The
arbitrator’s ruling on a damage amount in the EU counter-
challenge on U.S. subsidies for Boeing was anticipated for
June 2020, but it remains unclear how the global health
crisis will impact that timeline.

 
The EU and U.S. officials expressed optimism of a “reset” on
the transatlantic trade relationship following changes in EU
leadership this year.  An EU spokesperson in recent months
confirmed that contact between the U.S. and EU was
“continuing with a view to exploring the contours of a
possible new understanding on trade issues.” “These
ongoing engagements involve both technical and political
levels,” the spokesperson said, noting that  Commission
Hogan and Amb. Lighthizer have held numerous
discussions. 

U.S. - U.K. Trade Agreement

The White House reported that President Trump and British
Prime Minister Boris Johnson discussed their “shared
commitment” to reach a bilateral free trade agreement but
did not mention specific timing. USTR added that both
governments are “rightfully focused” on arresting the
COVID-19 pandemic.  USTR’s chief agricultural negotiator,
Amb. Doud  said that expectations to start official talks were
sidelined by the coronavirus and he expected negotiations
will start “as soon as we can figure it out, when everybody
can get back up and running again here, but who knows
when that is.”

 
Separately, Senate Finance Committee Chairman Grassley
suggested that bilateral negotiations should begin as soon
as the parties “can start meeting face-to-face.” “But I think
that’s more of a question related to when we feel more
secure from the pandemic than it is a desire to do it because
I think it’s number one on our desire to get done,” Grassley
said.

 
USTR earlier indicated U.S-U.K. trade talks could start in the
“near future.” “At the present time, both our governments are
rightfully focused on stemming the spread of the
coronavirus, protecting the health and safety of our citizens,
and finding innovative solutions to combat this outbreak.
Therefore, we will begin active trade negotiations at an
appropriate time in the near future.” According to USTR,
both countries “remain in regular contact on when to
proceed with the negotiations.”

U.S. - Kenya Trade Agreement

The extended deadline for comments on negotiating
objectives on the U.S- Kenyan trade talks closes this week
on April 28. USTR indicated it seeks feedback on general
and product-specific negotiating objectives; barriers to trade
in goods and services; ways to address export priorities and
import sensitivities; and transparency issues and other
areas.

 
USTR formally notified Congress of its intent to undertake
trade talks with Kenya, starting the 90-day clock prior to
commencement of official negotiations. The USTR letter(s)
said that the U.S. will begin negotiations "as soon as
practicable," but not before 90 days from now, or June 15.” 
The letter also affirmed that USTR will publish its formal
negotiating objectives at least 30 days before talks begin, a
requirement under Trade Promotion Authority (TPA), and
USTR committed to working "closely and transparently" with
Congress throughout the process.

 
According to a USTR fact sheet, Kenya is the United States’
98th-largest trading partner in goods, with $1 billion in two-
way trade in 2018. Major U.S. imports include apparel, tree
nuts, essential oils, and coffee, while Kenya’s major imports
include aircraft, machinery and agricultural goods.

U.S.-Brazil Trade Developments

A former USTR official expressed optimism for a limited
trade deal with Brazil this year. Kellie Meiman Hock, a
managing partner at McLarty Associates, said the present
scope of bilateral talks are “limited enough” to succeed and
appeal to both trade partners increasing the chances of
concluding a deal in 2020. “I actually am encouraged by the
scope -- I think it’s realistic,” Hock said. Hock, a member of
the Brazil-U.S. Business Council and the Brazil-America
Chamber of Commerce, cited prior groundwork under the
WTO’s  Trade Facilitation Agreement by both the U.S. and
Brazil and both countries are “already on a good path”
toward further trade facilitation alignment. She continued,
“Brazil is a country that is very aligned with the U.S. when it
comes to agricultural technology and biotechnology. I think
there could be a lot of collaboration there.” Having a well-
functioning, agile, transparent regulatory system is doing the
other country a favor and is doing your own country a favor,”
she concluded.

 
Earlier the White House announced that the U.S. and Brazil
are moving forward to accelerate bilateral trade dialogue
under the Brazil-U.S. Commission on Economic and Trade
Relations with the goal of concluding an agreement on trade
rules and transparency, including trade facilitation and good
regulatory practices be the end of this year. During a recent
high-level discussion between U.S. and Brazilian trade
officials, both sides committed to engage in domestic
consultations to glean stakeholder input on how best to
enhance and expand the existing trade and economic
bilateral relationship.

 
The accelerated talks stem from recent communications
between Amb. Lighthizer and Brazilian Minister of Foreign
Affairs Ernesto Araújo and other senior officials. The two
ministers discussed potential steps to deepen the economic
partnership between the two countries under the current
Agreement on Trade and Economic Cooperation (ATEC).
The call between Amb. Lighthizer and Minister Araújo
follows on the recent meeting between Presidents Trump
and Bolsonaro in Florida where the leaders agreed to
aggressively pursue trade talks.

U.S. - India Trade Developments

Substantive movement on India trade talks are on hold as
India instituted a 21-day national lock  down to stem
repercussions of the spreading coronavirus. Separately, the
U.S. – India Business Council recently expressed optimistic
that prior trade discussions provided important groundwork
for future trade talks. U.S.-India Business Council Vice
President Amy Hariani said last week that Trump’s visit to
India in February revitalized the potential for bilateral trade
talks. “I think both governments are eager to get this done in
the next few months; it just depends on how COVID-19 will
effect everything,” she continued. Hariani acknowledged
both countries are entirely focused on managing COVID-19
and should boost coordination on trade issues in the context
of the global pandemic.

 
President Trump and Prime Minister Modi announced in
February they had "agreed to initiate negotiations for a
bigger deal," as earlier ambitions for a quick limited deal
evaporated. Trump stated the two sides "have made
tremendous progress on a comprehensive trade
agreement." Trump said that a deal could be achieved
toward the end of the year but offered that if there's no trade
agreement "we will do something else that will be very
satisfactory."
A primary motivation for India in the trade deal is restoration
of India’s GSP benefits, valued at approximately $6.4 billion.
The U.S. earlier revoked India’s GSP benefits and is calling
for reciprocal market access in India for agriculture products,
industrial goods, and services in order to restore GSP.

 

Suspension Agreements

Tomato Suspension Agreement

Supporters of the revised tomato Suspension Agreement
commented recently on the importance of the  agreement
under the present depressed economic conditions from
COVID-19. In particular, Florida tomato growers cite that
collapsing economic conditions are forcing the destruction of
tons of produce due to a shift in demand as a result of the
pandemic lockdown. Michael Schadler, executive vice
president of the Florida Tomato Exchange, which represents
the state's growers, said "We support that provision and the
overall agreement. In fact, it's times such as these when
there is an oversupply in the market that the agreement is
most necessary.” As reported last year, the agreement was
revised in August 2018 between U.S. and Mexican growers,
avoiding anti-dumping duties on Mexican imports but set
minimum prices for certain tomatoes from Mexico and
imposed a new border inspection process.

General Trade/WTO Reform

As the WTO and observers have expressed growing concerns
on the proliferation of export restrictions on food and
agriculture products amid the pandemic, G-20 agriculture
ministers vowed last week to ensure food supply chains will
flow uninterrupted. "We will guard against any unjustified
restrictive measures that could lead to excessive food price
volatility in international markets and threaten the food
security and nutrition of large proportions of the world
population, especially the most vulnerable living in
environments of low food security," the officials said in
statement released following a virtual meeting. The world
leaders pledged to work together to "ensure the continued
flow of food, products, and inputs essential for agricultural and
food production across borders. "A few nations have put in
place some limited export restrictions on food commodities,
but experts say they have done little to distort world markets.

Several leading WTO members, including the U.S. and
rrepresenting over 60 percent of world agricultural exports,
pledged last week to refrain from imposing restrictions on the
free flow of food out of their countries. As countries take
action to address the coronavirus pandemic, "it is imperative
that these measures do not adversely affect trade in
agriculture and agri-food products which would ultimately
have negative impacts on the food security, nutrition and
health of members and their populations," the countries said
in a joint statement.  Key points noted in the statement
include:
o   The need to avoid adverse impacts on trade in agriculture
and agri-food products
o   Use of scanned copies or electronic copies of original
trading documentation
o   Adverse impact of export restrictions and trade restrictive
measures
o   The possibility of a “widespread food insecurity crisis”
owing to export restrictive measures
o   The strong position of global commodity markets and
cereal stocks to respond to the crisis
 
The U.S. rejected a recent WTO dispute settlement ruling in
favor of Canada further entrenching its challenge to the
WTO’s appellate body system, saying the ruling was "invalid."
In rebuffing the WTO decision on Supercalendered Paper
from Canada, the U.S. said it was under no obligation to
comply with the dispute settlement panel’s report because
one of the deciding judges is "not a valid member" of the
panel and the terms of the two other judges expired in
December, according to a U.S. statement. 
 
As reported earlier, The U.S. has previously raised concern
over AB’s remaining judge, Chinese national Hong Zhao. The
U.S. questioned Hong’s appointment, arguing the
appointment was invalid as Ms. Zhao also holds a conflicting
government position, vice president of China's Ministry of
Commerce Academy of International Trade and Economic
Cooperation, which violates WTO rules for sitting AB judges.
China has refuted U.S. claims reporting the institute Zhao
works for has been an independent entity since 1997.
Chinese officials staunchly defend Ms. Zhao’s appointment
pointing to full compliance with WTO rules.
 
In a subsequent statement regarding the U.S. dismissing the
WTO ruling, Canada appeared to diffuse the threat of
retaliating, as allowed under the WTO’s rules. In a statement,
Canada noted that the U.S. countervailing duties on
supercalendared paper were imposed in 2015 and then
terminated three years later. "There are currently no duties
being levied by the U.S. on Canadian supercalendered
paper," said Ryan Nearing, a spokesman for International
Trade Minister. " He noted, “However, Canada intends to keep
its right to retaliate in case duties are ever unjustly imposed in
the future."
 
For over a decade, the U.S. has complained about the
failures and overreach of the WTO’s appellate body (AB)
system, blocking the appointment of new panel members to
the AB leading to dissolution of the body on December 10,
2019.  The Trump Administration has consistently rejected
several reform proposals by the EU, China and other WTO
members as insufficient and only a superficial response to a
deeper systemic problem.  Earlier in the year, USTR
released a detailed 174-page report inventorying the
complaints and failures of the WTO’s Appellate Body, but
offered no solutions or reform proposals. As stated in the
report, "The purpose of this report is not to propose solutions
to the problems facing the WTO dispute settlement system.
Rather, its purpose is to provide a thorough examination of
the Appellate Body's failure to comply with the WTO
Agreements." USTR’s statement continued, “The Report
demonstrates the Appellate Body’s persistent failure to follow
basic WTO rules and highlights several examples of how the
Appellate Body has altered WTO Members’ rights and
obligations through erroneous interpretations of WTO
agreements.”

Sign up for the Corn Refiners Association's weekly Trade Update

SUBSCRIBE

Corn Refiners Association | 1701 Pennsylvania Avenue, NW, Suite 400,
Washington, DC 20006

 
Unsubscribe

 

https://corn.org/trade-update-sign/
https://ustr.gov/about-us/policy-offices/press-office/press-releases/2020/april/usmca-enter-force-july-1-after-united-states-takes-final-procedural-steps-implementation
https://www.federalregister.gov/documents/2020/04/21/2020-08405/procedures-for-the-submission-of-petitions-by-north-american-producers-of-passenger-vehicles-or
https://insidetrade.com/sites/insidetrade.com/files/documents/2020/apr/wto2020_0187a.pdf
https://kelly.house.gov/sites/kelly.house.gov/files/documents/Kelly-Kaptur%20Electrical%20Steel%20Letter%20to%20President%20April%2015%2C%202020.pdf
https://www.uscc.gov/sites/default/files/2020-04/Cascading_Economic_Impacts_of_the_Novel_Coronavirus_April_21_2020.pdf
https://ustr.gov/about-us/policy-offices/press-office/press-releases/2020/march/ustr-response-coronavirus-crisis
https://www.federalregister.gov/documents/2020/03/25/2020-06285/request-for-comments-on-additional-modifications-to-the-301-action-to-address-covid-19-chinas-acts
https://buchanan.house.gov/sites/buchanan.house.gov/files/USTR%20Letter%20to%20Congressman%20Buchanan.pdf
https://ustr.gov/about-us/policy-offices/press-office/press-releases/2020/march/ustr-response-coronavirus-crisis
https://www.federalregister.gov/documents/2020/03/25/2020-06285/request-for-comments-on-additional-modifications-to-the-301-action-to-address-covid-19-chinas-acts
file:///Users/quinngreen/Downloads/%20http/www.usdajapan.org/usjta
https://ustr.gov/about-us/policy-offices/press-office/press-releases/2020/march/trump-administration-notifies-congress-intent-negotiate-trade-agreement-kenya
https://ustr.gov/countries-regions/africa/east-africa/kenya
https://ustr.gov/about-us/policy-offices/press-office/press-releases/2020/april/brazil-us-joint-statement-enhancement-bilateral-economic-and-trade-partnership
https://g20.org/en/media/Documents/G20_Agriculture%20Ministers%20Meeting_Statement_EN.pdf
https://docs.wto.org/dol2fe/Pages/FE_Search/FE_S_S009-DP.aspx?language=E&CatalogueIdList=263317,263318&CurrentCatalogueIdIndex=1&FullTextHash=371857150&HasEnglishRecord=True&HasFrenchRecord=True&HasSpanishRecord=True
https://ustr.gov/about-us/policy-offices/press-office/press-releases/2020/february/ustr-issues-report-wto-appellate-body
https://corn.org/trade-update-sign/
https://www.facebook.com/cornrefiners
https://twitter.com/cornrefiners
https://corn.org/
http://127.0.0.1:30030/_api/html/%7B%7BunsubscribeUrl%7D%7D

