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 ‘The Achievements of the GATT’, an address by Eric Wyndham White at the
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T[rade] O[rganization archives] Geneva.
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Free World: The Advent of GATT (Chapel Hill, 1999), chapter 9 and R. Toye, ‘Developing
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Because it did not cover all matters related to trade, they believe that the GATT was a

subset of an international trade regime. Their article ‘The GATT and the regulation of

trade barriers: regime dynamics and functions’ in International Regimes, (Krasner [ed],

p. 274) examines the degree to which states adhered to the norms and rules laid out in

the General Agreement. But I use the term organization rather than regime to describe

the GATT. Most scholars acknowledge that the distinction between a regime and an

organization is slight. My preference for organization does however point to a different

emphasis: my work is empirically based with the goal of explaining the GATT in practice

and as an international actor.

 Geneva to External, GATT – Attitude of the Executive Secretary (Wyndham White)

Towards the Common Market, 13 May 1957, [Ottawa], L[ibrary and] A[rchives]

C[anada], RG19 (Department of Finance): 4205/8714-24-9 pt. 1; G. Patterson also

concluded that if the GATT had not bent, the EEC would have destroyed it:

Discrimination in International Trade: The Policy Issues 1945–1965 (Princeton, 1966),

263; J. H. Jackson observed that the EEC brought about the collapse of the GATT's legal

discipline, discussed in J. Bhagwati, P. Khrishna, and A. Panagariya (eds), Trading Blocs:

Alternative Approaches to Analyzing Preferential Trade Agreements (Cambridge and

London, 1999), 7–8.
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1960, WTO.
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Law of GATT: a legal analysis of the General Agreement on Tariffs and Trade

(Indianapolis, 1969), 38.
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78–109.

 R. Gilpin, The Political Economy of International Relations (Princeton, 1990), 90; as I.

M. Destler explained it, Washington ‘desired to promote its values abroad, to create a

secure international order, and to strengthen political ties with its allies.’ See American

Trade Politics, 4  ed. (Washington, D.C., 2005), 7.

 G. R. Winham, International Trade and the Tokyo Round Negotiation (Princeton,

1986), 377.
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which skilled trade officials worked to develop and manage an international trade
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‘Trade policy is foreign policy’, Foreign Policy, ix (1972/3), 19; K. Kock, International

Trade Policy and the GATT, 1947–1967 (Stockholm, 1969), 73; Zacher and Finlayson,

‘The GATT and the regulation of trade barriers’, 314.
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security. See Free Trade, Free World: The Advent of GATT (Chapel Hill and London,
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Business and Economic History, xxvi (1997), 709–17, he argues that there was a

compromise between the US and US over several key elements of the GATT. Susan Ariel

Aaronson's work also focuses on the establishment of GATT and she examines the

domestic political controversy that it, as well as the ITO, engendered. See Trade and the
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