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in the main agreement

A sustainable development chapter

EFTA-Central
America Free 2013
Trade Agreement

Iceland, Liechtenstein,
Norway and Switzerland
— Costa Rica, Guatemala
and Panama

“The Parties reaffirm their commitment to
promote the development of international trade
in such a way as to contribute to the objective
of sustainable development and to ensure that
this objective is integrated and reflected in the
Parties’ trade relationship.” (Chapter 9, Article
9.1)

EU-CARIFORUM

Economic

Cooperation 2008
Agreement

European Union —
Dominican Republic,
Antigua and Barbuda,
Bahamas, Barbados,
Belize, Dominica,
Grenada, Guyana,
Jamaica, Saint Kitts and
Nevis, Saint Lucia, Saint
Vincent and the
Grenadines, Suriname,
and Trinidad and Tobago

“Parties reaffirm that the objective of sustainable
development is to be applied and the application
of this Agreement shall fully take into account the
human, cultural, economic, social, health and
environmental best interests of their respective
population and of future generations;” (Part 1,
Article 3)

Side letters on environmental matters

Canada-Peru

Letter of

Understanding

Regarding 2016
Biodiversity and

Traditional

Knowledge

Canada — Peru

“Canada and the Republic of Peru recognize that
the equitable sharing of benefits that may result
from the utilisation of traditional knowledge
relevant for the conservation and sustainable use of
biological diversity can be addressed through
appropriate mechanisms.”

United States of
America-Peru Free

Trade Agreement's

letter on 2006
Biodiversity and

Traditional

Knowledge

United States of America —
Peru

“The Parties recognize the importance of traditional
knowledge and biodiversity, as well as the potential
contribution of traditional knowledge and
biodiversity to cultural, economic, and social
development.”

United States of
America-Chile side

letter on fisheries

subsidies and

natural disasters 2016
under the Trans-

Pacific Partnership

(TPP)

United States of America —
Chile

“Without prejudice to Article 20.16.5(a) (Marine
Capture Fisheries) of Chapter 20 (Environment) of
the TPP Agreement, the United States and Chile
share the understanding that a Party may grant
time-limited subsidies to assist its fishermen to
recover from a natural disaster, such as a tsunami
or earthquake.”
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e Agreements Year Parties Excerpt
US-CAFTA-DR United States of America—  “The Parties agree to cooperate to protect,
Environmental Costa Rica, Dominican improve and conserve the environment,
Cooperation 2005 Republic, El Salvador, including natural resources. The Objective of the
o repe A Guatemala, Honduras and Agreement is to establish a framework for such

& Nicaragua cooperation among the Parties.” (Article 2)
=
g “Taking account of their national priorities and
o available resources, the Parties agree to
@ New Zealand- 450
g : o cooperate on environmental matters of mutual
: %’g@;ﬁi“ade 2008 China - New Zaaland interests and benefit. The Parties shall jointly
b= decide specific environment cooperative
) activities.” (Article 2)

“Parties agree to foster sustainable development
ga:’::f:'e"r"“";:“’as through the promotion of mutually supportive
Eﬁviwnmemal 2013 Canada — Honduras environmental and economic policies, sound
Cooperation environmental management, and conservation

P measures;” (Article 2a)

- “Taking account of their respective national

5 priorities and circumstances, the Parties

£ Comprehensive Canada — Australia, Brunei  recognise that enhanced cooperation to protect

8 and Progressive Darussalam, Chile, Japan, and conserve the environment and sustainably

o) Agreement for 2016 Malaysia, Mexico, New manage their natural resources brings benefits

£ Trans-Pacific Zealand, Peru, Singapore that can contribute to sustainable development,

E Partnership and Viet Nam strengthen their environmental governance and

2 complement the objectives of this Agreement.”

= (Article 20.2)

b

3 Ganada: “The Parties recognise that the environment is a

% European Union fundamental pillar of sustainable development

<2 _ " and recognise the contribution that trade could

s gg;'r‘g:‘*i’fg:‘;’e 2016 Canada - European Union make to sustainable development. The Parties

S Trade Agreement stress that enhanced cooperation to protect and

) conserve the environment..." (Article 24.2)

=4

8

‘§ “The Parties recognize that it is inappropriate to

£ encourage investment by relaxing domestic

£ N health, safety or environmental measures.

= éi‘;i’;mix'm Accordingly, a Party should not waive or

E Partnershi 2004 Japan — Mexico otherwise derogate from, or offer to waive or

5 iy otherwise derogate from, such measures as an

& & encouragement for the establishment,
acquisition, expansion or retention in its Area of

an investment of an investor.” (Article 74)

3 “...(a) weaken or reduce the level of environmental
2 protection provided by its laws, regulations or
55 EFTA—China, Hon; Iceland, Liechtenstein, standards with the sole intention to encourage
SE foraean | e 2011  Norwayand Switzerland — investment from another Party or to seek or

g k) g China, Hong Kong SAR enhance a competitive trade advantage of

£ producers or service providers operating in that
Sc Party;” (Article 8.4)

23

SE

o2 European Union- Fhebari ot .

2s Shiithath Atrican » e Parties reaffirm their commitmentsto
= Development European Union — promote the development of international trade in
5 cOmmEnity (SADC) 515 Botswana, Eswatini, such a way as to contribute to the objective of

2 e Lesotho, Mozambique, sustainable development, in its three pillars

<

Cooperation
Agreement

Namibia and South Africa

(economic development, social development, and
environmental protection...” (Chapter 2, Article 6)
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The State of Agricultural Commodity Markets 2022 (SOCO 2022) discusses how trade
policies, based on both multilateral and regional approaches, can address today's
challenges for sustainable development. Trade policies in food and agriculture should aim to
safeguard global food security, address the trade-offs between economic and
environmental objectives, and strengthen the resilience of the global agrifood system to
shocks, such as conflicts, pandemics and extreme weather. The report discusses the
geography of trade, analysing food and agricultural trade and its patterns across countries
and regions, its drivers and the trade policy environment. Comparative advantage, trade
policies and trade costs shape the patterns of trade in food and agriculture. When
comparative advantage plays out in the global market, trade benefits all countries. Lowering
tariff barriers and reducing trade costs can promote trade and economic growth. Both
multilateral and regional trade agreements can facilitate the process of making trade an
avenue for growth but the gains of trade are distributed unevenly. When global
environmental impacts, such as climate change, are considered, a multilateral approach to
trade can help expand the reach of mitigation measures.
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