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Abstract

The European Union requested consultations under the World Trade Organization
(“WTO”) regarding Taiwan’s local content requirement measures related to the offshore
wind power industry, alleging that these measures were inconsistent with Taiwan’s
national treatment obligations under the WTO. Although the consultation ended in
November 2024, it reminded Taiwan to revisit the consistency of its measures with
WTO rules. Especially in light of the recent geopolitical confrontation, cross-strait
relations, and Taiwan’s recent initiation of the Societal Defensive Resilience Policy, the
question of how to comply with Taiwan’s WTO obligations while balancing the need
to maintain economic resilience and security has become a crucial topic. Therefore,
more in-depth research is needed on how the WTO’s rules and dispute settlement

respond to the emerging resilient trade practices.

In this paper, I review WTO dispute settlement cases related to economic resilience,
including India-Solar Panels, EU-Energy Packages, and Turkey-Pharmaceutical
Products, to examine the WTO obligations and justifications underlying resilient trade
practices. I focus on the general exceptions under WTO agreements, including the
public order exception, the public health exception, the domestic law or regulation
compliance exception, and the shortage exception, as well as the security exception,
and analyze the development of WTO jurisprudence and interpretation. Following the
summary, | identify the public order exception and domestic law or regulation
compliance as potential foundations to justify Taiwan’s resilient trade measures,

pursuing economic resilience and security, and they deserve continued attention.
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