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WTO SCORECARD
WTO and Free Trade vs. Environment and Public Health:
4-0
CASE TRADE ARGUMENT ENVIRONMENTAL AND OUTCOME AND SCORE
SOCIAL ARGUMENT IMPLICATIONS
The Venezuelan | A 1990 amendment to the Refiners from Venezuelaand | WTO panel and appellate

US Clean Air Act requires other countries produce body decided that US rules

gasoline refiners to make ‘dirtier’ gasoline than are ‘discriminatory’. The EPA

cleaner gas. How much domestic refineries. The US | will be forced to make new

cleaner depends upon how average istherefore acleaner | rulesthat obey the panel’s WTO: 1

dirty each refinersgaswasin
1990. Because it is harder to
get good information on
foreign refineries, EPA
decided to use the 1990 US
industry average asthe
starting point for foreign
refiners. Foreign refiners
clam that thisis
discriminatory treatment.

starting point from which to
measure improvement than
foreign refineries individua
1990 levels. This means that
the EPA rule would have led
to cleaner foreign gasoline
being sold in US cities with
air pollution problems.

decision. It isvital that the
goal that really matters -
cleaner air - not be
compromised by the WTO
ruling.

Environment: O

A Déciéion Worth- _

“ Apeeling”

European trade preferences
for Caribbean bananas are
unfair, discriminating against
bananas grown by US
companies in Central
America.

Banana exports to Europe
provide an important source
of revenue and jobsin
Caribbean nations, whose
banana growers are small
farmerswho are less
dependant on pesticide-
intensive plantation methods
than giant companies like
Dole and Chiquita.

WTO panel decided that
European preferences for
Caribbean bananas are unfair.
Officidsin small Caribbean
nations are worried that the
decision will devastate their
bananaindustry and harm
their economies, leaving their
countries more vulnerable to
drug trafficking.

WTO:
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The Beef The US clamsthat a The ban on hormones A WTO panel has decided in
Hormones Case | European Union ban on applies equally to European | favor of the US complaint.

imports of hormone-treated | farmers and foreign WTO panels have power to

beef violates trade rules. The | producers. If European go over the heads of WTO: 3

Steer on Steroids

The Shrimp &
Turtles Case

US has argued that beef
from cows raised with
hormones does not threaten
human health.

consumers and governments
are opposed to hormones
and want to promote more
organic methods of raising
cattle, they should have the
absolute right to enact laws
that support their values.

democratically elected
governments to decide what
health or environmental rules
have a‘vaid’ scientific basis.

Environment: O




