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10,566 13,118 14,723 29,299 11508 | 11827

7,900 9,522 12,970 10812 7,680 5,741
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1999 88 0.5%
, 8.6%
( ), 1996 15%, 1997
16%, 1998  15%, 1999 18% 4 16%
33
< 41> 5
( )
1995 1996 1997 1998 1999

17,448 355,380 23,594| 473,570 26,200 458,350 25,012| 353,226| 45,723| 619,562

1890 64982 2604 69436 2488 81731 6607 87560, 7,176] 87994

1560, 61,786 2142 66,610 2129 78,773 5916 83303 5,770, 81040
91 213 172 1560 130 212 29 781 209 195

58 303 103 115 60 145 105 973 1660 1368
116 2515 123 2018 127 2344 209 2412 338 2877
65 165 64 537 42 197 58 91 80 647)

15,088 263,271 20,771] 376,486| 23,532 333,973 17,570| 249,033| 37,608| 505,709
1949 10382 2920, 16803 3997| 15,750, 2351 11655 7316 38,133
5506 6429 6,770 7,284 7515 8361 4573 7300 9388 23934
6,568 235,296 9,813 336,717| 10,303 286,174 9,024 207,123| 18,546 410,277,
A5 1205 4020 1681 596 2300 522 1523 826) 3463
621 9424 810, 13,296 1101 20959 1069 21133 1503 29523

39 535 56 705 20 229 31 29 29 379
400 24986 112 25634 111 40405 628 14972 566 24326
126) 19565 46/ 21645 54| 36072 186| 10,717 78| 20,203
144 1021 51 822 47 1214 336 922 360 809
1390 4400 15 3,167 100 3059 106 3333 1280 3314

61 2341 102 2014 69 2241 2071 1661 373 1533

37 21 49 350 31 26 1A 546 35 1391

24 1920 53 1664 38 1995 67 833 18 142

- - - - - - 6 282 - -
, 11999 1, 2000.
() . HS

P) < 45 < 411>
< 43



65

4-12>
( D )
1999 1998 (%)
®w ® © o ®| @©|ADb|BE|CF
7176| 87994|186373| 6607| 87560| 231658 109 100| 80
43 33 77 38|  234| 39| 113] 14| 21
111) 1031 8635 143| 1157| 8122| 78| 89| 106
166| 14910, 8617 44| 1540 1219 377| 968 707
152| 3072| 8759 95| 2833 522  160| 108 166
1 200 408 20| 1100, 2549 5 18| 16
127 699 3255 249| 1433| 8515| 51| 49| 3B
18| 6844 9624 81 10515 19205 22| 65| 50
31 5 85| 10| 341 2790 24/ 1| 3
217| 15903| 12760| 251/ 18108| 22966| 86| 88| 56
4152| 33901 91867| 4205 39910 127070, 99| 85 72
4 29 52 54| er7| 1 7| 4] 7
179| 87| 6745| 157| 804| 6228 114| 107| 108
2| 73 2044 19| 52| 1589 168| 146 129
1943| 9737 33445 1,121| 8379| 25033 173| 116| 134
, 71999 1, 2000.
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( ,
1999 1998 (%)

w| ® ©o o e @Y 9
7176| 87994|186,373| 6,607 87560| 231658 109| 100 80
205 743 2519 181 1992| 5310 113, 37 47
121 1444| 3323 43| 1877 3,766 8| 77 88
150| 1532| 4376 170| 1478 3459 88| 104, 127
331 1099| 2,686 307 1791 5724 108| 61 47
405 S5A77| 11589 519| 10502 31,342 78| 52 37
472 3A77| 15,7104 480| 2961 17,366 98| 117 90
274 1920 4,662 274 2265 6911 100| 85 67
1052 12552| 37343| 1,182| 14,637| 49545 89| 86 75
1011 10904| 24,987 923| 14502| 35828| 110 75 70
643, 1218 10,302 213| 1044, 7816 302| 117| 132
393| 15648 25,063 409| 20098 26,161 % 78 9%
236| 3040, 7,766 345, 3828 12080 68| 79 64
184| 16295| 9,555 19| 1428| 1128) 968| 1141 847
8| 2910| 1559 6 441 331} 133 660| 471
16 973| 1385 22 221 917 73| 440, 151
1675 8,762| 23554| 1414, 8495 23974| 118 103 98

" 1999 1, 2000.
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1991 1
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1994 1
1993 87% 12950 (262 )
1999 37,608 506
214%, 203%
( ), 1996  34.8%, 1997 31.9%, 1998  42.4%, 1999
42 9% 4 38% :
1999 ( )
, (328%), (327%), (227%), (198%)
(< 411> ).
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) 1 1 1 1 1 10
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28% (< 4-14> ).
34) . , 52 (199, 44 ), p7
35) , 71999 1(2000)

67



68

<  4-14>
( ,
1999 1998 (%)

w ® | © o ® | & AP|BE]CF
37,608 505,709| 961,179/ 17570 249,033 436,608 214/ 203 220
208 6,464 4012 167 4,383 2571 125 147 156
938| 16,237| 33546/ 695 12506 24461 135 130 137
1610, 22816 34,738 979| 15,250 18,786 164 150 185
552 17,209] 18,533 199 10,606| 10,313 277 162 180
756| 63,775 38,161 164 8,257 5,708/ 461 772 669
1085 14,002 43,743 755 9616 22420 144 146 195
606] 14,095 138974 470, 13,693 59457, 129 103 234
257 19955/ 15,778 130 17,689 12,349 198 113 128
2,740) 58,161 139438/ 1,126 20556/ 54564, 243 283 256
1,363 8556| 48,084, 603 4,160 24,880 226 206 193
317 19631 11,958 204| 23640, 15,257| 155 83 78
398| 21,255| 15561 108 3,542 3,347 369 600 465
301 7,027 7,906 214 5,121 6,056 141 137 131
1,765 7,117\ 22,665 1,059 2,071 7693 167 344 295
475 6,241 12,275 215 3,207 4650 221 195 264
691 16,009 7,219 572 12402 5655 121 130 128
23546| 187,069| 368,588/ 9,910 82,334 158441 238 227 233

, 11999 1, 2000.
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< 4-15>
( . )
1999 1998 (%)

A/D |B/E|C/F

w 6 © o 6 | 0
37,608 | 505,709 | 961,179 | 17570 | 249033 | 436,608 | 214 | 203 | 220
1335 | 89,066 | 146,702 601 | 32327 | 37,638 | 222 | 276 | 390
2962 | 44,023 | 74,762 | 2662 | 33,149 | 43383 | 111 | 133 |172
18,524 | 221,145 | 408,086 | 7845 | 111949 | 196347 | 236 | 198 | 208
141 9,807 7,339 91 9,894 5973 | 155 | 99 123
5978 | 39448 | 118914 | 1859 | 19466 | 62,106 | 322 |203 | 191
856 8376 | 13,673 671 6,069 8466 | 128 | 138 | 159
172 259 2,722 143 1444 2090 | 120 | 180 | 130
830 8569 | 13,673 411 5601 6909 | 202 | 153 | 198
1466 | 11429 | 26537 570 4563 8,199 | 257 | 250 |324
1,238 8,099 | 37,085 571 3916 | 18,759 | 239 | 207 | 198
504 | 17,354 | 18,742 91 1,778 4079 | 554 |976 |459
3602 | 45,799 | 93,125 | 2109 | 18877 | 42659 | 171 | 243 |218

, 11999 1, 2000.
1999 ' ) )
5 81%
1998 1,778 1999 17,354
976% (< 4-155).
1993 4
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< 4-16>
( o
1999 1998 (%)

W, ® | © o ® | & AP BECF

939 | 25859 | 48,820 835 | 16,633 | 48,649 112| 155| 100
o 373 1533 8,822 207 1661 7410 180 92| 119
- 3 2 28 1 - 4 300 -| 700
- - - - 1 1 125 - - -
- 12 59 246 9 67 346 133 88 71
- - - - 1 180 - - -
- 118 472 1,930 47 250 948 251, 189| 204
- 120 395 4857 77 229 3,079 156| 172| 158
- 120 605 1,761 67 833 2410 179 73 73
- - - - 1 1 200 - - -
- - - - 89 35 - - -
- - - - 2 190 83 - - -
o 566 | 24,326 | 39,998 628 | 14972 | 41,239 30| 162 97
- - - - 3 1,655 1,745 - - -
- 42 69 656 69 497 5,999 61 14 11
- 12 | 11,658 | 12,282 1 601 680 | 1,200| 1,940| 1,806
- 4 4 23 82 687 6,614 5 1 -
- 8 7,322 8,661 3 4,361 3,742 267| 168| 231
- 12 1,150 2,216 28 2916 4842 43 39 46
- 2 50 437 11 147 1,806 18 34 24
- 358 759 | 11935 321 739 | 11,408 112| 103| 105
- 128 3,314 3,788 106 3,333 4,123 121 99 92
- - - - 4 36 280 - - -

, 71999 1, 2000.
30)

36) “ o 5, 925, 199%. 3. 15.
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( + ) 1995
7.6%, 1996 5.8%, 1997 9.3%, 1998 4.7%, 1999 4.2%
5 6.3% (< 41> )
1999 24,326
162% \ 1,533 8%
(1999 ) , .
10 :
, 1999 : , ,
10 (< 4-16>).
< 4-17>
( . )
(%)
1999
@) 37,608 | 505,709 | 961,179 289 1957 4282 | 08 |04 |04
1998
®) 17,570 | 249,033 | 436,608 92 584 1299 | 05|02 03
1997 23,532 | 333,973 | 885,924 258 2362 6345 | 0502 |03
(A/B) 214 203 220 314 335 330 | 160 | 200 |133
,r 4
1999 289 1957
314%, 335%
IMF 1998 ,
1997  0.5%, 1998 0.5%, 1999 0.8%
1997 0.2%, 1998 0.2%, 1999 0.4% (< 4-17>).
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< 418 (1999 )
( v
(%)
(17 ) | 37608 | 505709 | 961,179 | 289 | 1957 | 4282 | 08| 04| 05
204 | 1286 | 2777
18524 | 221145 | 408086 | Gy | 2B 200 11] os | 07
1335 | 89066 | 146702 | 1 (2153‘)‘ 0| 01| 03| 00
3| 164 92
s04 | 1734 | B2 (3 G| (5 68| 10 49
136 | 198
42 96| 1126 4| | @ 95| 47| 17s
10 173
5978 | 30448 | 118914 | % Uy 02 01] 02
419 | 1207 | 6615| 8 27 14| 19| 22| o2
1238 | 8099 | 37085 | 2 21| 2| 02| 03] o1
856 | 8376 | 13673 (}& 16 83| 13| 02| 06
1466 | 11429 | 26537 | 3 2| 02| 00/ o0
2062 | 44023 | 74762 | 1 1 1] 00| 00| 00
7 | 4284 | 64636 | 109118 | 11 17| 45| 03| 00| 00
, 11999 1, 2000.
()
1999 )
1,957 1,286 66% 289 204 71%
13%, 8%, 7%, , , )
(< 4-18%).
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6.8%, 1.9%, 1.3%, 1.1%
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2 : GUIDELINES TO FURTHER THE PRACTICAL
IMPLEIVENTATION OF ARTICLE 5.5

At its megting of 21-22June2000, the Committee adopted the following
guidelines called for in Article 55 of the Agreement on the Application of
Sanitary and Phytosanitary Measures to further the practica implementation
of that provision.

"At its meeting, the Committee adopted the guidelines on an ad referendum
basis. Members who objected to the adoption of the guidelines were asked to
make this known by 14 July 2000. No objections were raised by that date.

INTRODUCTION

Article 55 of the Agreement on the Applicaion of Sanitary and
Phytosanitary Measures ("SPS Agreement") dates tha:

Wth the ofjective d achieving consistency in the egplication d the
concept d appropriate level o sanitary or phytosanitary protection against
risks to human life or health, or to animal and plant lfe or health, each
Member shall avoid arbitrary or urj ustfiable distinctions in the levels it
considers to be gpraoriate in diff erent situations, if such distinctions result
in discrimination or a disguised restriction on international trade. Members
shall cogperate in the Committee, in accordance with paragrgphsl, 2 and 3
d Article 12, to develqp guidelines to further the practical inmplementation d
this provision. In develging the guidelines, the Committee shall take into
account all relevant factors, including the exceptional character d human
health risks to which pegle voluntarily epose themselves.
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The following guidelines are intended to provide assigance to Members in
the practicd implementation of the provisions of Article 5.5 of the SPS
Agreement. These guidelines do not add to nor detract from the exiging
rights and obligations of Members under the SPS Agreement nor any other
WTO Agreement. These guidelines do not provide any lega interpretaion or
modificaion to the Agreement itself. The guidelines are without prgudice to
the right of a Member to determine its appropriae level of sanitay and
phytosanitary protection againg risks to human life or hedth, or to anima
and plant life or health.”

" "Risk" in the context of the SPS Agreement refers to the likelihood tha
an adverse event (pest or disease) will occur and the magnitude d the
associated potential conseguences on plant or animal life or heath of the
adverse event, or to the potential for adverse dfects on human or animal life
or hedth from food-borne risks. See paragrgoh 4, Annex A of the SPS
Agreement.

The guidelines address the two elements within Article 55: (1) the
obj ective of achieving consigency in the goplicaion of the concept of the
appropricte level of protection and (2) the obligaion to avoid abitrary or
unjudifisble diginctions in the levels considered gopropriste if such
diginctions result in discrimination or a disguised redriction on internaiona
trade. The determinaion of the appropriate level of protection is an element in
the decision-making process which logicaly precedes the selection and use of
one or more sanitary or phytosanitay measures. The following guidelines
therefore address the gpplication of the concept of the gppropriate level of
protection, and subsequently its practical implementation.

The comments accompanying the guidelines are designed to facilitate
understanding of the guidelines through the provision of examples and further
clarifications. These comments and examples are purely illustrative and not



127

intended to be exclusive or complete.

The guidelines will be reviewed periodicaly and revised as necessary by
the SPS Committee in the light of experience gained through the
implementation of the SPS Agreement, the use of the guidelines themselves
and any pertinent work done by the relevant international standard-setting
organizaions.”” The Committee should undertake a firs review of the
guidelines within 36 months of their adoption by the Committee and
thereafter as the need arises.

""As indicaed in Annex A, paragraph 3.

A. Application of the concept of the appropriate level of protection

A.L. A Membe should indicae the level of protection which it considers
to be appropriae with respect to risks to human life or hedth, to anima life
or hedth or to plant life or heath in a sufficiently clear manner so as to
permit examinaion of the extent to which any sanitay or phytosanitary
measure achieves that level.

Such an indication may be contained in a published statement or other
text generally available to interested parties. The statement d the gppropriate
level d protection may be qualitative or quantitative, and should serve to
guide its consistent implementation over time, and also to increase the
trangparency d the sanitary or phytosanitary regime. Exanples might include
government policy statements with regard to gppraopriate levels d protection
in repponse to certain risks, or documents on animal health protection
ol ectives or with repect to plant protection. The use d quantitative terms,
where feasible, to describe the agpproriate level d protection can facilitate
the identfication d arbitrary or urjustfied distinctions in levels deemed
goprriate in diff erent situations.
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A2. A Membe should, when determining an appropriate level of
protection, either as an overal policy objective or for a specific situation,
consider:

whether there is a difference between the level of protection under
consideraion and levels dready determined by the Member in different
situations and, if so,

whether these differences are arbitrary or unjugifiable, and, if so, whether
they may result in discriminaion or in a disguised redriction on internationa
trade.

The conparison d levels d protection in different situations requires the
existence d suficient common elements to render them conparable and must
be peformed on a case-by-case basis. In the case d protection d plant or
animal Ilfe or health from pests or disease, situations might be conpared f
they involve either the risk d entry, establishment or pread d the same or a
similar disease, or the risk d the same or similar associated potential biological
and economic conseguences. In the case d protection & human life or health
from gecific risks, i.e. food-borne risks, or d animal lfe or health from
risks arising from feedstufs, situations involving the same type d substance
or pathogen, and/or the same type d adverse health dfect, could be
conpared to one another.

The determination d whether diff erences in goprapriate levels d protection
are arbitrary or urj ustfiable dgpends on the particular case and has to be
determined on a case-by-case basis. The establishment o different levels d
protection in the face d similar risks in different situations may raise the
question as to whether the diff erences in the levels d protection are arbitrary
or urj ustfiable.

The determination d whether arbitrary or urj ustfiable diff erences in levels
d protection established by a Member in diff erent situations do in fact result



129

in discrimination or a disguised restriction on trade should be examined in
the context d the circumstances d each case, including the potential df ects
on international trade. Although no precise ddinition d "discrimination or a
disguised restriction on international trade" currently exists, cumulative
occurrence d the following "warning signals" could indicate the existence d
discrimination or a disguised restriction on trade:

substantial  differences in the levels d protection considered to be
goprapriate in diff erent situations;

the existence d arbitrary or urjustfiable differences in the levels d
protection considered by a Member as gopraopriate in diff erent situations;

the absence d a scientffic justfication for a sanitary or phytosanitary
measure goplied allegedly to achieve the gpprapriate level d protection, or
the fact that a measure is not based on a risk assessment as gppropriate to
the circumstances (either because there is no risk assessment or because
there is an insuficient risk assessment).

A3. A Member should establish clear and effective communication and
information flows within and between the authorities responsible for the
determination of gppropriate levels of protection.

An inportant element in seeking to ensure that decisions on an gprgoriate
level d protection meet the provisions d Article 5.5 is irformation and
communication. The authorities reponsible for the preparation and
implementation d such decisions should be aware d relevant decisions taken
by that Member in other cases, and particularly in situations conparable to
the one at hand.

A4. To avoid abitray or unjudifidble differences in the level of
protection a Member considers to be appropriagte in different situations, a
Member should compare any proposed decision on the level of protection in
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a paticular dtuation with the level it has previoudy considered or is
considering to be appropriate in situations which contain sufficient common
elements so as to render them comparable with regard to human life or
health, to anima life or hedth, or to plant life or health.

It can be usdul to conmpare a proposed gopraopriate level d protection with
previous decisions, including those that might have been taken in an ad hoc
fashion, to ensure that any differences in levels d protection gplied in a
similar situation are j ustfiable and would not result in discrimination or a
disguised restriction on international trade. If differences are observed in
comparable situations, either the prgposed level may need to be modified, or
the level d protection previously determined may need to be revised in light d
the Member's current views on its gpropriate level d protection, or a
combination d the two.

What a Member is conparing are the levels d protection against the risks
posed by potential hazards to human, animal or plant lfe or health. Risk in
the context d the SPS Agreement rders to the likelihood that an adverse
event (pest or diseasd will occur and the magnitude d the associated
potential consequences on plant or animal lfe or health d the adverse
event, or to the potential for adverse dfects on human or animal lfe or
health from food-borne risks. (See paragrgoh 4, Annex A d the SPS
Agreement) Accordingly, categorizing risks as "similar" must include a
conparison d both the relevant likelihood and the corregponding consequences.
To facilitate comparison d levels d protection considered gopragoriate in
diff erent situations, Members may wish to categorize the various risks they
are examining into groyps d what they consider to be similar. (See also the
first comment to guideline A2)

The conparison d the levels d protection considered gpprgoriate in one
situation with those considered goprriate in another situation can be
facilitated i the potential damage is epressed in common terms, whether
qualitative or quantitative. Where feasible, use d quantitative terms and/ or
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common units can f acilitate conparisons.

A 5. In determining a new or modified appropriate level of protection, a
Member should review its previous decisions regarding appropriate levels of
protection in the light of the oljectives and obligaions of Article 5.5, taking
into account current decisions and developments.

In undertaking this review, a Member may wish to give priority to the
review and revision, as necessary, d those decisions which most substantially
deviate from the ol ectives and obligations d Article 5.5 and which may
have the most negative inpact on international trade.

Unless changes are made at the same time to all its conparable decisions
on gprapriate levels d protection, a Member may find it difficult to avoid
(at least terporary) urj ustfiable diff erences in levels d protection.

A Member should review its previous decisions on gpraoriate levels o
protection at suitable intervals.

A.6. In determining a new or modified appropriate level of protection a
Member may find it helpful to examine any relevant internaiona sandards,
guidelines or recommendations, or decisions taken by other Members facing
smilar risks and situations.

Notwithstanding that it is the right d each Member to determine its
gproriate level d protection and that there is no obligation for a Member
to harmonize its level d protection with that d other Members, conparisons
with the level d protection other Members have considered goprapriate when
addressing similar risks and situations may assist a Member in making its
own decision.

Likewise, significant differences between the level d protection which
would result from the gplication d the relevant international standard,
guideline or recommendation and the level d protection which a Member is
considering may prompt the Member to re-consider its prgposed level d
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protection.

A.7. A Member may consider seeking expert advice to contribute to its
decision-making process with regard to the determination of a new or
modified gppropriate level of protection.

Advice may be sought from recognized, qualified eqerts, and could include
commenting on any urj ustfiable distinctions in levels d protection, potential
discriminatory trade dfects or other agects related to consistency in the
goplication d its epropriate level d protection. A Member may seek
assistance from the relevant international standard-setting organizations in
identfying appraopriate experts.

A.8. A Membe should clearly identify those situaions which it considers
justify its acceptance exceptionally of a lower level of protection for human
health specifically with respect to risks to which people voluntarily expose
themselves.

Reasons for a significant difference in a prgposed or accepted level o
protection for human health may, in exceptional circumstances, include a risk
which humans voluntarily accept. Such circumstances might arise with reect
to traditional foods or some other products for which consumers knowingly
accept a higher risk than that generally considered to be gproriate for
food products.””’

"""Examples which were identified during the negotiation of this provision
include the consumption of acoholic beverages, or subgtantial consumption of
some traditiond foods such as smoked fish, or of vaieties of fish known to
be toxic.
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B. Practical implementation of the concept of an appropriate level
of protection

The SPS Agreement does not contain explicit provisions which oblige a
Member to determine its appropriate level of protection, athough there is an
implicit obligation to do so. In practice, and for various reasons, Members
ae not always ale to indicate precisely their appropriate level of protection.
In such cases, the appropriate level of protection may be determined on the
basis of the level of protection reflected in the sanitay or phytosanitary
measures in place. Therefore, to further the practical implementaion of this
provision, the following guidelines address the selection and use of measures.
This is without prgudice to the other provisions of the SPS Agreement
which relate to measures, which the Committee may decide to address

separately.

B.1. A Member should edablish clear and effective communicaion and
informaion flows within and between the authorities responsible for the
determination of appropriate levels of protection, and those responsible for
the selection and implementation of sanitary or phytosanitaly measures
designed to achieve the gppropriate level of protection.

Since the concept d gppropriate level d protection is goplied in practice
through sanitary or phytosanitary measures, communication and trangarency
between the government authorities regponsible for the selection and
implementation d sanitary or phytosanitary measures and those regonsible
for the determination d the gopragoriate level d protection is an inportant
element in enhancing consistency.

B.2. A Member should esablish common approaches or consigent
procedures for use by the authorities assessing risks and evaluating the
measures which might be applied to achieve the desired levels of protection.
In particular, a common gpproach should be developed with respect to risks
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afecting human life or heath, a common approach for consideraion of risks
to animal life or health, and a common approach for risks to plant life or
health.

Clearly identified, conprehensive and consistent procedures for assessing
risks and for evaluating measures to reduce risk to acceptable levels will
assist a Member to be more consistent in the goplication d its gprapriate
level d protection.

What a Member is conparing are the measures against the risks posed by
potential hazards to human, animal or plant Ife or health. Risk in the
context d the SPS Agreement rders to the likelihood that an adverse event
(pest or diseasd will occur and the magnitude d the associated potential
conseguences on plant or animal lfe or health d the adverse event, or to
the potential for adverse dfects on human or animal lfe or health from
food-borne risks. (See paragrgph 4, Annex A d the SPS Agreement)
Accordingly, categorizing risks as “"similar" must include a conparison o
both the relevant likelihoods and the correponding conseguence. To facilitate
comparison d levels d protection considered gpraopriate in  diff erent
situations, Members may wish to categorize the various hazards they are
examining into growps d what they consider to be similar.

To the extent possible, risk should be assessed using the principles and
procedures develgped by the relevant international standard-setting
organizations, taking into account the nature d the hazards in question.

B.3. A Member should compare any proposed measure intended to achieve
the gopropriate level of protection in a particular sStuaion with other sanitary
or phytosanitay measures it has taken, or is considering, with regard to
human life or hedth, to anima life or heath, and plant life or health in
Stuations which present sufficient common elements so as to render them
comparable.

Since the concept d an gpraopriate level d protection is gplied through
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the selection and inplementation d a sanitary or phytosanitary measure (or
measures, such a conparison can be usdul to ensure the consistency d the
proposed measure with any previous measures designed to achieve the same
level d protection in situations which present suficient common elements so
as to render them conparable.

B4. A Member should routinely review existing measures agpplied to
achieve its gppropriaste level of protection in accordance with the objectives
of guideline A.5, teking aso into account current decisons and
developments.

In undertaking this review, a Member may wish to give priority to the
review and revision, as necessary, d the measures goplied to achieve the
goprriate levels d protection reviewed in accordance with guideline A.5.

B.5. In considering a measure to achieve an appropriate level of protection
in a particular dStuation, a Member should determine whether a relevant
international standard, guideline or recommendation exigts, and if it does,
whether adoption of it would achieve the Member's gppropriae level of
protection.

Conparisons with the manner in which an international standard, guideline
or recommendation would address a particular risk may assist a Member in
clarifying its own decision. Significant diff erences in the measure gplied by
a Member to address assessed risk compared to the measures that would
result from the gpplication d a relevant international standard, guideline or
recommendation, may encourage the Member to reconsider whether it is
acting in accordance with its obligations under the SPS Agreement.

B.6. In considering a proposed measure to achieve its gopropriate level of
protection in a particular situation, a Member may find it helpful to examine
measures applied by other Members facing similar risks and situations.
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Notwithstanding that there is no obligation for a Member to harmonize its
measures with those d other Members, signficant differences in the
measures gplied by a Member in order to address a particular risk
compared to the measures goplied by other Members facing similar risks and
situations, and in particular measures which are less restrictive d trade,
may pronpt the Member to reconsider whether it is acting consistently with
its obligations under the SPS Agreement. The Member should in particular
compare its prgposed measure with those goplied by other Members seeking
a similar level d protection from risks.

B.7. A Member may consider seeking expert advice on the selection and
implementation of sanitay and phytosanitaly measures to achieve its
appropriae level of protection.

Advice may be sought from recognized, qualified eperts, and could
include commenting on any potential discriminatory trade df ects arising from
Pecific sanitary and phytosanitary measures. A Member may seek assistance
from the relevant international standard-setting organizations in identifying

gprooriate eperts.



