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Let me begin by saying how happy I am to see so many new initiatives emerging from the WTO aimed at greater transparency and efficiency in trade data usage. There are many who argue nowadays that the WTO is past its use-by date. These initiatives are proof that the engine room of the organization is humming busily and productively for the benefit of the global trading system. These initiatives collectively target the problem of information asymmetry and therefore contribute to levelling the playing field for all participants in the global trading system.
I have only a couple of comments to offer and both relate to the I-TIP initiative, whose progress I've been following for some time. My first comment is on the issue of transparency and the second on coverage of the I-TIP initiative.
Transparency - The basic mandate of the WTO is to facilitate the seamless flow of goods and services around the world. It is expected to do this through various mechanisms – legislating enforceable rules, ensuring through a system of M&S that they are followed, and providing  a dispute resolution mechanism to address conflicts when they arise. Transparency is a basic essential throughout this process – in the way the rules are made, in the way they are implemented, and in the way the rules and their implementation are contested.
I need not emphasise that in today's trading environment, tariffs are much less of an obstacle to the flow of trade than non- tariff measures. The binding commitments that WTO members undertake on tariffs are not mirrored in terms of rigour in the way NTMs are imposed or implemented. It is this complexity and frequent ambiguity in trade policy measures which is the main preoccupation of the dispute settlement process in the WTO.

The role that NTMs play in global trade has intensified with the emergence of regional and global value chains (GVCs). GVCs often use bespoke trade measures like standards which are unique to them and are often transposed to the rule making process of RTAs. This interplay in rule making between GVCs and RTAs is increasingly defining the NTMs that governments impose. The importance of capturing these developments through the I-TIP data base goes beyond the need for transparency alone.
Transparency and predictability are strong antidotes to the increasing diversity and complexity of NTMs. Therefore, the I-TIP initiative constitutes a significant advance in providing basic information on trade policy measures around the world to all stakeholders. I'm especially pleased to note that I-TIP is intended to be entirely in the public domain and thus freely available to the public. 
The relevance and utility of the initiative are linked to the authenticity of the data and the steps taken to keep it up to date. Non filing or delay in notifications by members is a major issue which will need to be addressed. The issue of keeping a tab on withdrawal of measures is equally important and there appears to be no fool proof mechanism to ensure this. For example, a number of TBT/SPS measures are circulated for comments but not always implemented. At the end of the day, in order to be successful, this initiative needs to establish its utility. Once that is done, I believe members will be more forthcoming to provide updates on their measures.
Coverage –On the coverage issue, I would like to offer a couple of related comments. First, I-TIP's utility will also depend on its coverage of measures not required to be notified. Extending the I-TIP database to include entries in the Trade Monitoring Data Base can to some extent, address this issue. Accessing data from Trade Policy Reports can also help, provided care is taken to ensure that the measures involved remain in force. However, more work is possibly required to determine the nature of measures not covered by notification requirements and the steps required to cover them in I-TIP.

Secondly, it is surprising to note the differential treatment in I-TIP for RTA commitments in Trade in Goods and Trade in Services. The Services part captures the commitments made at GATS and RTA level, as well as the applied regime.  The I-TIP Goods captures the tariffs bound, preferential (RTA) and applied. But the Goods part does not fully capture the applied NTMs except to the extent they are notified. There are a number of NTMs which emerge from RTAs but are not necessarily required to be notified to the WTO. There is therefore the need to address this gap as well as the need to further organize the information on RTAs to allow for across-the-board searches by type of measures.   While there is a cross linkage provided with the data base on RTAs which has emerged from the Transparency Mechanism, it does not have the same value for users. In my view, it is important to study trade rules whatever their provenance, with the twin objectives of establishing their compliance with WTO rules and extracting best practices which could possibly provide a template for future multilateral rules. In a sense, a wider coverage in the I-TIP to encompass trade measures emerging from RTAs or GVCs or trade measures not presently subject to notification requirements, would enable organic development of the future multilateral agenda.
The Trade in Services component would do well to cast its net wider than federal measures. Often times, it is measures at the sub federal level which are the arbiters of market access.
