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2 |CTSD, “Spaghetti Bowl” of Trade Pacts Spells Need for Coherence: WTO, BRIDGES WEEKLY

;I'RADE NEws DIGEST, Vol. 15, No. 28, July 28, 2011, at http://ictsd.org/i/news/bridgesweekly/111335/.
Id.

* WORLD TRADE ORGANIZATION, WORLD TRADE REPORT 2011 168 (2011), available at

http://wto.org/english/res_e/publications_e/wtrll e.htm.

® WTO, Negotiating Group on Rules, Negotiations on Regional Trade Agreements: Transparency

Mechanism for Regional Trade Agreements, TN/RL/W/252, 21 April 2011.

® WTO, WORLD TRADE REPORT 2011, supra note 4, at 4.
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8 WTO, WORLD TRADE REPORT 2011, supra note 4, at 189.

® Peter Sutherland et al., The future of the WTO — Addressing Institutional Challenges in the New
Millennium (2004), available at http://www.wto.org/english/thewto_e/10anniv_e/future_wto_e.pdf.
12 WTO, WORLD TRADE REPORT 2011, supra note 4, at 189.
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2 General Agreement on Tariffs and Trade 1994, Art. XXX.1: «..., and other amendments to this
Agreement shall become effective, in respect of those contracting parties which accept them, upon
acceptance by two-thirds of the contracting parties and thereafter for each other contracting party upon
acceptance by it.”
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