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Abstract

The concept of "resilience" originated as a decision-making model adopted by
multinational corporations to optimize resource allocation in response to global market
volatility. Driven by the COVID-19 pandemic and intensifying geopolitical conflicts,
resilience has evolved into a strategic ideology for market intervention and the
reshaping of the international economic order. This policy development toward "supply
chain resilience", which influences global value chain governance and restructuring.
The emerged policy profoundly reflects a paradigm shift in the international trading
system from an "efficiency-oriented" framework to a "security-oriented" one. Under
this backdrop, a compelling question emerges: why have "labor clauses in trade
agreements," traditionally confined to the realm of social justice, become inextricably
linked with "national security" and "de-risking" agendas? While the essence of
resilience lies in short-term adaptations to emergency conditions, the inclusion of labor
rights protection as part of long-term policy objectives. The internal policy fraction
underscores that current initiatives are increasingly propelled by geoeconomic interests
rather than social values. The People’s Republic of China had ever challenged the
United States’ Uyghur Forced Labor Prevention Act (UFLPA) before the WTO Council
for Trade in Goods and claimed the violation of GATT’s non-discrimination and the
prohibition of quantitative restrictions. It further framed US forced-labor import ban as
economic coercion. As that the institutionalization of supply chain resilience drives
regulatory competition and strategic alignment among great powers, domestic measures
adopted to address forced labor divide into two distinct types: (i) proactive and
unilateral legislation, exemplified by the United States and the European Union,
utilizing border controls as enforcement tools; and (ii) responsive import bans to fulfill
commitments under Reciprocal Trade Agreements concluded with the US, like Taiwan
and Malaysia confronted. This paper evaluates the varying trade-restrictive effects of
these forced-labor-related measures, assesses their conformity with WTO rules, and
analyzes the potential defenses available under GATT exceptions. Ultimately, the paper
exposes the structural strain placed on GATT exception clauses by contemporary supply
chain resilience policies, offering strategic insights for Taiwan’s policy positioning in

the evolutionary international trade order.
Keywords: Section 307 of the Tariff Act of 1930, Uyghur Forced Labor Prevention

Act,EU Forced Labour Regulation, Reciprocal Trade Agreements, Article
XX of the GATT 1994, Article XXIV of the GATT 1994
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