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1) Introduction – Coping with new realities 

Economic globalization, the flow of goods and services, as well as capital and people across 

national borders have contributed to the spread of economic prosperity worldwide. With more 

countries integrating into the world economy, free and fair trade as well as investment across 

borders are major instruments for the alleviation of poverty and the promotion of peace. The 

international cooperation among entrepreneurs, companies and scientists has brought about 

technological innovation that has improved the lives of many people across the globe. The 

world has seen the arrival of a technological revolution and with that an increase of 

opportunities to trade, travel and communicate with one another around the world, creating 

vast opportunities for all humankind.  

However, since the global financial crisis, the process of economic globalization has slowed 

down as cross-border investment, trade and supply chains have all but stagnated. Particularly 

the rules-based global trade order has come under intense pressure from the left and right, 

who argue that the rise in inequality has been mainly caused by globalization. Populists have 

exploited the fears of those people who feel left behind by the fast pace of globalization by 

drawing on this argument to justify their rejection of open markets and global integration. While 

the gains of global trade have indeed been unequal, less globalization will in fact not help 

people in industrialized nor developing countries. As trade, capital and FDI flows were in retreat 

or stagnating in the decade after the global financial crisis, fewer emerging economies were 

able to catch up with the rich world. This process of slowbalization has not only constrained 

economic growth but also threatens the sustainable development goals, as they require more 

not less investment. In order to properly address rising inequality within societies and between 

countries, we need to provide equal opportunity for all, including equitable access to markets, 

property, capital, infrastructure, health and education as well as domestic training and 

adjustment programs for those who feel left behind. In order to ensure a level playing field for 

all, the world economy needs a functioning rules-based trading system that facilitates free and 

fair trade, as it is our best option to enable economic prosperity in many parts of the world.  

The COVID-19 pandemic has caused a global economic shock, with world merchandise trade 

contracting by 5.3 percent in 2020, combined with increased tensions over global supply 

chains and vaccine distribution. Even open economies such as the United States and the 

European Union have imposed or considered imposing export restrictions. This comes at a 

time when the three largest trading blocs are engaged in conflicts over issues such as state 

subsidies, dumping and state-owned enterprises.  

The trade conflict between the U.S. and China that began in 2019 showed how even a partial 

deviation from normal relations between these nations could cause a ripple effect in a wide 

range of markets on a global scale. Overall, China’s rise and integration in the global economic 

order has not resulted in a more fruitful cooperation with the now second-largest economy in 

the world, but rather has increased tensions as China continues to engage in unfair trade 

practices and undermine the rules-based order. As liberals, we oppose all policies by any 

country that purportedly weaken the multilateral system. 

More and more countries are engaging in what has been coined “weaponized 

interdependence”, meaning the use and abuse of economic and financial interdependence for 

(geo-) political ends. While using economic leverage for political means may be justified when 

it furthers the protection of human rights, the rule of law and fair competition, some 
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governments are, however, exploiting economic interdependence for geopolitical ends. 

Particularly authoritarian regimes are abusing economic cooperation and investment decisions 

to silence opposition, create asymmetric dependencies and undermine international efforts for 

sustainable development or the fight against corruption.  

The rise of a new form of state capitalism, in which the state is exerting strategic control over 

both private and state-owned enterprises, poses a serious threat to open societies and free 

markets. Geopolitical competition and protectionist tendencies have become an increasingly 

challenging aspect of this new reality of international trade. 

In the face of this multitude of challenges, there is an urgent need for liberals to argue in favor 

of maintaining and extending a strong and well-functioning global trade regime to ensure a 

level playing field for all 

Coping with these new realities does not require engaging in protectionism and thwarting 

competition, but rather developing policies that secure open markets, free and fair competition 

and the rule of law on a sustainable basis. As liberals, we are convinced that collaboration and 

openness serve peoples across the globe. This is the most promising way to counter the many 

challenges facing the global economy today and to fight the plagues of the world. The COVID-

19 pandemic and the intensifying consequences of climate change such as floods, heat waves 

and fires have once more demonstrate that global challenges do not stop at national borders 

and can only to be addressed through international cooperation and greater resilience.   

To this end, Liberal International’s Fair Trade Working Group strives to revitalize globalization 

by developing ideas for the future of trade in the 21st century and finding answers to the most 

pressing global challenges of our time such as digitalization, climate change, gender equality 

and the protection of human rights. With this paper, we would like to give new impetus to 

advance the debate and encourage liberal democracies to intensify their cooperation to set 

rules for the global economy of the future. By promoting multilateralism and transnational 

cooperation on these topics, we work towards a global economy that provides equality of 

opportunity for all, encourages sustainable development, and supports the rule of law across 

the globe. 

2) Renewing Multilateralism – The Future of World Trade 

The multilateral system of world trade, symbolized by the World Trade Organization (WTO) 

and its regulatory framework, is a liberal success story. Since its creation 25 years ago, the 

organization has regulated global commerce and safeguarded the rules of international trade, 

thereby promoting peace and stability through transnational co-dependencies.   

However, the WTO faces tremendous challenges in its three main functions: providing a 

negotiation forum to liberalize trade and establish new rules, monitoring trade policies, and 

settling trade disputes. The last successful round of trade negotiations dates back to 1995. 

Since then, the WTO has been unable to facilitate a comprehensive multilateral agreement, 

merely smaller plurilateral pacts. In monitoring compliance with existing rules, the WTO can 

only fulfil its role to a limited extent because its members do not sufficiently comply with their 

notification obligation on trade facilitating and trade restricting measures.  

What is more, WTO's dispute settlement mechanism has been blocked by the U.S. 

administration since summer 2017 as the U.S refuses to approve the appointment of new 
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members to the Appellate Body. In order to operate, the Appellate Body, which is vital for 

settling disputes, needs at least three members and therefore has been unable to handle cases 

since December 10, 2019. In addition to these existing challenges, new issues continue to 

arise particularly relating to climate change and digitalization, all of which the WTO needs to 

address through its negotiation mechanisms. 

In order to revive economic globalization and create momentum for fair and free trade, we urge 

all governments to renew multilateralism. The post-pandemic world presents all authorities 

governing global commerce with a particular set of unique challenges. As the umbrella-

organization for such authorities, the WTO is in a unique position to create a holistic matrix for 

coping with the aftermath of the pandemic and its effects on international trade. In order to fulfil 

this task effectively and efficiently, we call for a major reform of the WTO:   

Repairing the Dispute Settlement Mechanism  
An effective dispute settlement mechanism is essential to ensure fair economic competition as 
well as enforce compliance. Reliable rules for global trade and a strong enforcement 
mechanism create a system which levels the playing the field. Without such as system, only 
the law of the strongest applies, at the expense of stakeholders with less economic, diplomatic, 
and political leverage. Moreover, the lack of reliable institutions guiding world trade creates 
uncertainty that hampers economic activity and prosperity.  
 
The WTO therefore needs to reform the dispute settlement body in a way that important 
member states such as the United States will end their blockade of the appellate body.  
 
Another obstacle that prevents the WTO from functioning efficiently is that proceedings before 
the Appellate Body often exceeded the mandated 90-day time limit. In addition, it has been 
criticized for reaching beyond the actual subject matter of the dispute in some cases.  
We therefore suggest addressing these problems by increasing the number of members from 

seven to nine, while also striving to limit the subject matter of the dispute to the actual case. 

An increase of the number of members and limitations on the ruling not only ends the 

overburdening of the body but also address key concerns of the U.S and may help to overcome 

the blockade of the dispute settlement body. The reformation and restoration of the WTO’s 

judicial arm must be a reform priority for the new Director General, in conjunction with the 

member states.  

Establishing New Negotiations Formats 

When the predecessor of the WTO, the General Agreement on Tariffs and Trade (GATT) was 

established, only 23 countries participated. The most recent round of trade negotiations, the 

Doha Round, involved 159 countries. As of 2020, the WTO has 164 member states. While this 

is a welcome development in terms of extending the benefits of free trade to almost all 

countries of the world, it has severely constrained the ability of the WTO to find consensus 

among its members. The single-undertaking principle (“nothing is agreed until everything is 

agreed”) that guides trade negotiations may be well-intentioned but prevents trade negotiations 

from moving forward.  

As a result, an increasing number of preferential trade agreements and particularly regional 

trade agreements are negotiated outside of the WTO framework. The WTO needs to adapt to 

this new reality. While comprehensive agreements among all members should continue to be 

the gold standard, in order to move forward, regional trade agreements and plurilateral 

negotiations can also be a way to facilitate agreements on specific issues among a handful of 
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member states. Members that are not involved in the plurilateral negotiation process can 

benefit from the new rules either immediately or as soon as they fulfil certain preconditions.  

We therefore suggest pursuing the so-called club approach, which involves a conditional most 

favored nation (MFN) principle in which the negotiation parties extend the benefits only to the 

other participants, rather than all member states. Currently, plurilateral negotiations on topics 

such as e-commerce, investment facilitation and services are already underway under the 

umbrella of the WTO. These trade agreements among countries on a regional, bilateral or 

plurilateral basis are successful tools to promote market access, trade integration, investment 

partnerships and standards setting for the global economy.  

In addition to mechanisms that facilitate the integration of plurilateral approaches in its 

framework, the WTO needs to enhance its capabilities to monitor trade agreements, so that 

regional and plurilateral agreements become building blocks for a rules-based trading system, 

rather than obstacles.  

Advocating a Paradigm Shift in the Developing-Country Status 

Moreover, the WTO needs to reform its approach to developing-country status, because the 

current mechanism relies on the self-declaration by member states and has been misused by 

countries such as China. Since the developing-country status allows for special and differential 

treatment within the framework of the WTO, we propose to draw on clear benchmarks using 

objective criteria, such as the classification by the World Bank.  

We believe that the current approach of granting exemptions for developing countries displays 

an unfortunate misunderstanding of the concept of trade and development: it implies that WTO 

rules would hinder economic development so that exemptions from these rules are needed for 

developing countries. In fact, the rules-based international trading system fosters 

development, however.  

We therefore advocate for a paradigm shift that turns this approach on its head and reflects 

the reality that a rules-based system is beneficial to development. Plurilateral agreements 

could lay the groundwork for a new approach as they allow more flexibility to accommodate 

for differences between the members involved in the negotiations. 

Developing a New Multilateralism for the 21st century 

Adapting the rules-based global trading system to 21st century realities requires a new 

multilateralism, driven by the WTO as the paramount global institution in the trade arena. This 

multilateralism must be flexible and adaptive to a more challenging global economy. It must 

continue to be devoted to comprehensive agreements but also accept plurilateral agreements 

on specific issues as a way to foster fair and free trade.  

To this end, regional trade agreements increase trade flows and increase economic growth 

but should be based on rules that facilitate multilateral trade rather than lead to a fragmented 

global economy. A new multilateralism must also show that international cooperation in a rules-

based global system is beneficial for all. As the driver of this new multilateralism, the WTO 

needs to provide the forum to negotiate, the capabilities to monitor and the mechanisms to 

enforce both plurilateral and multilateral agreements.  
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With its new Director General, Ngozi Okonjo-Iweala, and a U.S administration that is re-

affirming support for multilateralism, the WTO has the opportunity to engage in major reform 

in order to maintain its relevance for regional and global trade. In light of the COVID-19 

pandemic and its economic consequences, the WTO’s secretariat should increase its trade 

monitoring activities and facilitate open plurilateral agreements as the new norm to work 

towards a multilateral rules-based trading system.   

3) Integrated Markets and Foreign Direct Investment  – Tools for Growth and 

Development 

As liberals, we know that economic progress leads to prosperity and peace. Regional 

integration is an important step in this process as it paves the way for economic development. 

It opens the door to intra-regional and global value chains and thus promotes the 

transformation of countries offering mainly unprocessed goods to become suppliers of valuable 

goods for the global market.  

More integrated markets make regions also more attractive for foreign direct investment, which 

is critical for economic growth and development. As liberals, we want to foster support for 

organizations, government initiatives, and private ventures that aim to promote free and fair 

trade as well as investments across the globe.  

To this end, we welcome regional and global economic cooperation. Regional economic 

cooperation should serve as a building block to further economic integration. Regional 

economic integration enables wide-ranging participation of national economies in regional and 

global value chains and thereby help to facilitate economic prosperity and achieve the 

Sustainable Development Goals (SDG). Relatedly, policies on the regional, national and 

international level have the ability to improve investment conditions and, in doing so, contribute 

to create a global economy that provides opportunities for everyone. To this end, we suggest 

to implement the following policy proposals: 

Fostering Regional Integration 

As members of the Fair Trade Working Group, we are committed to the 2030 Agenda for 

sustainable development and recognize the importance of foreign direct investment (FDI) for 

developing countries and the achievement of the Sustainable Development Goals. Investment 

in developing countries, however, is falling short of what is needed to achieve these goals as 

their implementation requires massive spending.  

Developing countries are largely excluded from global FDI flows and foreign direct investment 

that does flow into developing regions oftentimes lacks diversification. For example, in Africa, 

FDI is mainly directed towards the mining and petroleum sectors. Manufacturing, agricultural 

and service sectors, on the other hand, are largely excluded from FDI due to low expected 

return to investments compared to the former two sectors. To diversify the sectors covered by 

FDI, it is necessary to improve conditions for the expansion of sectors covered by national and 

international investments.  

Regional markets have a crucial role to play in this regard: Regional integration based on 

preferential tariffs enables economic growth, development and promotion of trade. It favors 

market diversification and opportunities, lowers the costs of production and increases income 

and profits of enterprises in developing countries through economies of scale. It also enables 

industrial growth through outsourcing of production to countries where costs are low or regional 
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specialization exists. Regional integration thereby helps to overcome many of the handicaps 

that exist in small domestic markets.  

We therefore encourage countries to form and join regional markets and thus, by using 

economies of scale, attracting FDI and facilitating participation in regional and global value 

chains value as a way to achieve the sustainable development goals.  

Improving Investment Climate and Regional Development 

Although regional economic integration has increased in the last decades, many countries, 

particularly in Africa, are not able to make use of the potential that integrated markets offer. 

Investments are oftentimes constrained by political instability, the lack of energy and water as 

well as challenges related to the infrastructure (e.g. roads and ports). Economic governance 

including high budget deficits, inflation, exchange rate risks, high taxes and insufficient 

regulatory frameworks are further disincentives for investment.  

We therefore recommend governments support better regulation and investments in 

infrastructure in developing countries to overcome these constraints related to investment 

climate and productivity. A favorable investment climate requires, among others, the 

liberalization of capital flows and investments as well as efforts to reduce red tape. In addition, 

tools and services provided by the host government that help investors navigate through 

regulations as well as policies that improve transparency and predictability are necessary to 

improve investment conditions.  

These measures should be accompanied by regional policies on trade, competition and 

environment involving the harmonization of investment policies and incentives to avoid trade 

and investment distortions within the regional market. Coordinated policies for a regional 

market have the potential to create a level playing field for all firms in the integrating region.  

There is, however, the risk that in a regional market FDI is more likely to be directed to the 

most developed countries within a region while less developed countries face disadvantages. 

In order to create regional economic integration that serves all countries involved, we support 

creation of a solidarity fund such as the cohesion and structural funds created by EU to support 

investment and employment in countries that are lagging behind. This can also increase 

acceptance and support for regional integration. Addressing specific domestic challenges 

allows integrated markets to serve not only as a tool to attract FDI but also to facilitate growth 

and development of the economies of the countries in a region. 

Improving Investment Agreements and Dispute Settlement 

Investment agreements or the inclusion of investment chapters in trade agreements can 

improve investments conditions and, by relying on the most favored nation principle, also 

further improve market access for countries not involved in the agreement. In this regard, 

investment arbitration and investor-State dispute settlement (ISDS) are a way to secure legal 

certainty for investors. However, we share the concerns about some aspects of ISDS, 

particularly frequent lack of transparency, issues over the predictability and inconsistency of 

panel decisions and the absence of an appeal mechanism where significant legal or factual 

errors are alleged.  

Therefore, we emphasize the importance of transparency and dialogue with civil society as 

well as support the creation of investment tribunals where possible under these various 
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investment agreements, with full-time adjudicators and staffs. This will aid in transparency and 

public confidence in the investment dispute settlement process. 

Establishing an Investment Facilitation Framework 

Beyond improving regional cooperation and domestic regulatory policies, multilateral action is 

required to smoothen the flow of investments to developing countries. At the multilateral level, 

for the benefit of all, liberal democracies can make a strong case towards developing countries 

to re-engage with the debate on the so-called “Singapore issues” of the WTO Ministerial 

Conference of 1996, namely investment and competition.  

With regard to the rules-based trading system and its impact on investment, we welcome the 

negotiations of more than 100 WTO members for a multilateral framework on investment 

facilitation at the World Trade Organization. The joint initiative by WTO members aims to ease 

the flow of FDI, improve transparency, efficiency and the investment climate by making it easier 

for domestic and foreign investors to invest and conduct their daily business.  

Despite the importance of investments for development, international rules for investment 

facilitation are rare. Following the adoption of the WTO Trade Facilitation Agreement at the 

Ninth Ministerial Conference in Bali 2013, experts, international organizations and member 

states have called for a similar agreement on investment facilitation and structured discussion 

started in 2018 at the WTO. Noting that many of the least developed countries are not part of 

the structured discussions, we call on all WTO members to engage in constructive talks and 

provide the capabilities needed to ensure transparency and inclusivity.  

A WTO Investment Facilitation Framework (IFF) as result of these discussions would not only 

facilitate investment in developing countries and thereby further the SDGs, but also 

demonstrate the relevance of the WTO for the future of the global economy. The IFF should 

focus on transparency, predictability and efficiency as underlying principles in order to create 

a regulatory and administrative framework that encourages new investments. This includes 

the obligation for members to make information that is necessary for investors publicly 

available, speeding up administrative procedures and requirements and ensure regulatory 

coherence.  

As liberals, we believe that integrated and open markets, transparency and predictability as 

well as international cooperation are the best way to facilitate investment and foster economic 

development and growth.  

4) Digital Transformations – Paving the Way for Innovation and the Future of Fair 

Trade 

Digital innovation and new technologies are transforming the global economy and have 

implications for trade relations across the world. This historic development and paradigm shift 

provides the opportunity to establish new and more efficient ways to process information, 

reducing costs and enabling rapid growth of new products and markets.  

In so doing, digitalization can contribute to economic growth and an expansion of global trade 

flows. At the same time, digital transformation involves enormous challenges in particular for 

countries that are lagging behind in the process of digitalization. Unequal access to digital 

technology sharpens the divide between developed countries and the developing world. As of 
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2017, the World Bank estimates that roughly half of the global population use the internet, with 

nearly 14 fixed broadband subscriptions per 100 people. In less developed countries, the 

situation is starkly different.  

A lack of broadband connectivity and internet access has significant economic ramifications. 

Weaknesses in a country’s digital infrastructure limit its attractiveness as a destination for 

foreign investment and hamper the growth of domestic economic activity, particularly in the 

areas of e-commerce, digital and financial services. Ambitious projects necessary to shore up 

digital infrastructure are suffering from global economic pessimism caused by the pandemic, 

as reported by the UN Conference on Trade and Development. Economic uncertainty in 

developed countries is also adversely affecting government expenditure on foreign aid, as this 

year’s expected decline in foreign aid compared with 2020 demonstrates. At this point, the 

retreat of the private and public sectors from international development has further augmented 

the obstacles the world’s poorest countries face in their efforts to strengthen their digital 

infrastructure.  

The consequences of underserved digital infrastructure are not only economic, but social. The 

World Literacy Foundation has stressed the link between technology, digital literacy, and 

overall literacy. The Foundation has also called attention to the gender-based disparities in 

internet usage in the developing world, which compound gender-based gaps in educational 

participation.  

As liberals, we believe in the innovative opportunities offered by emerging technologies, and 

so we consider equal access to this development as a basis for fair, inclusive, and sustainable 

development and growth to be a cornerstone in any 21st century economy. As members of LI’s 

Fair Trade Working Group, we emphasize the crucial role of digital technology in facilitating 

freedom of expression, political awareness, and civic engagement, integral to helping nascent 

democracies take root. These social and economic challenges invite pragmatic, liberal-minded 

policy solutions to ensure sustainable development and the advancement of democracy 

through digitalization: 

Engaging the Private and Public Sectors  

Progress in the digitalization of the developing world will require extensive public and private 

sector partnerships. In this regard, development banks, investment funds and corporations 

play a vital role in creating policy solutions that deliver tangible results. We therefore call for a 

well-designed private sector consultation that would enable stakeholders to identify the major 

commercial opportunities, obstacles, and risks associated with investment in developing 

countries’ digital infrastructure. Such a consultation would also highlight the most promising 

opportunities for government intervention and help government leaders make the economic 

argument in favor of international development spending.  

Relatedly, we call on international development institutions to incorporate digitalization as a 

main topic on their agenda. Cooperation between the private and public sectors will enable 

both the social and the economic benefits of digitalization to be fully realized. 

Bolstering Digital Literacy  

Digital literacy goes hand in hand with democracy promotion in the developing world. 

Therefore, to create a stable business environment that can readily attract inbound investment, 

the strengthening of democratic systems and institutions through digital literacy is crucial. As 
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a first step, we therefore propose to integrate digital literacy into school curricula and other 

learning programs. In the medium and long-term, an increased emphasis on digital literacy can 

spur consumer demand for digital technology and services and improve democratic 

engagement, ultimately delivering both economic and social benefits. Through digital literacy 

programs, citizens of all ages can acquire skillsets such as accessing government services, 

learning internet communication skills and using digital channels to find employment.  

To this end, increased levels of digital literacy and skills serve as an indispensable factor to 

enhance educational attainment as well as individuals’ and governments’ responsiveness to 

labor market needs. Measures promoting digital literacy ultimately deliver long-term 

socioeconomic benefits and shape a valuable frame of policy reference for other countries. 

Liberalising Trade in Digital Services 

Opening up trade in digital services has the potential to benefit both developed and developing 

countries. Encouraging this liberalization at the WTO level through further negotiations on the 

General Agreement on Trade in Services (GATS) is one possible avenue. However, the WTO’s 

incrementalistic approach and hesitancy to get involved with domestic regulatory issues make 

ambitious GATS reform a challenging proposition.  

Taking those factors into account, we believe greater progress can be made through bilateral 

and regional trade agreements. The EU-UK Trade and Cooperation Agreement provided an 

important starting point in advancing these issues at the European level. Although the current 

agreement is underdeveloped in its treatment of the trade in services, we call upon liberal 

democracies to seize opportunities to shape policy in this area, particularly with respect to 

digital financial services. In particular, fostering multilateral cooperation between national 

regulators will be vital in promoting the seamless cross-border integration of the digital 

economy. In brief, to enhance innovation and fair trade, we propose the liberalization of trade 

in digital services, which requires improvement in international trade dialogues and multilateral 

cooperation among national actors. 

As liberals, we view issues of internet governance more broadly and the protection of personal 

data specifically as one of the most highly priced assets in the current age of information. Data 

protection is therefore a highly important aspect to consider when looking at how to liberalize 

trade in digital services. While we recognize that the facilitation of digital trade requires data 

flows to be able to move without too many restrictions, we strongly demand at the same time 

a firm guarantee that both governments and private companies cannot have access to 

personal and sensitive data without proper authorization, combined with check and balance 

system.   

5) Advancing Human Rights – Trade as a Tool to Combat Human Rights Violations? 

Free and fair trade does not only serve the goal of global prosperity and brings about economic 

opportunities across the globe; it also sets standards and promotes values. In the aftermath of 

World War II, the Bretton Woods institutions were set-up based on the conviction that economic 

integration and trade are instrumental in the creation and preservation of peace and stability 

in the world. Today, this is still one of the raisons d’etre of the WTO and other parts of our 

multilateral trading systems: trade is inextricably linked to security, development and peace.   
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While the link between trade and human rights is not new, it has certainly taken its place at the 

forefront of trade policy discussions in the past decade. Global developments towards more 

sustainable economic systems have further emphasized this link, and with the adoption of the 

Sustainable Development Goals, 'sustainable trade' or 'trade and sustainability' now form a 

holistic approach in economic endeavours. Policymakers seem to increasingly understand that 

economic integration will not ultimately succeed without putting more emphasis on improved 

human rights frameworks among trade partners. This requires increased attention to the 

governance structures in the partner country.  

Many of the world’s most important trading nations include human rights language in their trade 

agreements. It has been estimated that over 75% of the world’s governments now participate 

in trade agreements that have some sort of human rights provisions. Countries choose 

different ways to include human rights provisions, ranging from non-derogation clauses to 

language in the preamble or language extending Article XX of the GATT/WTO. The human 

rights promoted in these agreements may include privacy, political participation, labor rights, 

access to information, cultural rights, indigenous rights, and access to affordable medicines, 

among others.  

The countries that have included human right provisions in their trade agreements include the 

U.S, Canada, the EU and the EFTA countries. While the EU and EFTA countries focus on 

human rights under the framework of the Universal Declaration of Human Rights and use 

aspirational language, Canada and the U.S include human rights provisions in the body of the 

new Canada-US-Mexico Agreement making them binding under international law.  

While there seems to be a broad public consensus about the justification of using trade 

agreements to advance human rights, some argue that governments are using trade 

agreements to impose their own values and norms on other countries and thereby essentially 

export their own social policies or regulatory approach. Some also criticize addressing human 

rights provisions in trade agreements as a hidden form of protectionism. Another criticism 

levelled against human rights provisions in trade agreements is that they sometimes produce 

the opposite of the intended effect. 

Other options to advance human rights through trade include abandoning trade agreement 

negotiations with countries that do not comply with human rights standards, tearing up existing 

agreements when violations are discovered or impose sanctions on the country where the 

human rights violations take place. However, when it comes to human rights outcomes, 

economic sanctions or abandoning trade agreements have had a mixed record, especially if 

countries have diverse trading relationships. In some cases, economic sanctions that penalize 

a whole country may even worsen the human rights situation in the country due to increased 

poverty and economic hardship. 

From a liberal point of view, to make the protection of human rights most effective while at the 

same time enable economic development, a guiding principle should be to restrict trade as 

little as possible, and put all the effort where most impact can be made in terms of improving 

the record on human rights globally. We therefore suggest the following measures: 

Using Targeted Sanctions  

There is a fine line between pushing for change and acting unintentionally counterproductive. 

Especially broad-based sanctions may negatively affect those who the sanctions tried to 
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protect. Therefore, targeted sanctions that are applied on specific commodities or individuals, 

instead of penalising the country as a whole, are becoming increasingly popular.  

The Magnitsky style sanctions used in the U.S and the EU are a prime example for that. These 

sanctions target individuals rather than entire countries or sectors, thus avoiding to 

unintentionally affect vulnerable populations while targeting the worst human rights abusers 

where it hurts them the most: their own resources. Such individualized sanctions can include 

the freezing of assets, a ban on opening accounts, or travel and visa restrictions.  

As we have recently seen, a coordinated approach between the U.S, the UK, Canada and the 

EU to target Chinese officials responsible for gross human rights violations can be a powerful 

measure.  

However, it must be noted that it has yet to produce any substantial change in China’s 

behaviour. Since individualized sanctions are a relatively new tool, there is no reliable literature 

yet on its effectiveness to improve the human rights situation in the country at question. 

However, we believe that there are very powerful arguments for individual sanctions 

mechanisms to fight human right violations and violations of international law:  

The increased use of individual sanctions could lead to improved multilateral cooperation, 

especially since individual states are no longer obliged to stand in front of a state potentially 

affected by economic sanctions as a protecting power. What is more, targeted sanctions 

against individuals do not prevent official cooperation with other members of the government 

and the opposition.   

Thus, individual sanctions do not necessarily hamper economic cooperation and thus 

economic development in the country in question. If the details and consequences of individual 

sanctions are made public, one can also expect a greater deterrent effect from individual 

sanctions compared to general economic sanctions. Individuals will not only be publicly 

penalized, but may suffer significant losses from the freezing of accounts. This is especially 

relevant for individuals that are known to rely on illicit means for staying in power. 

Supply Chain Due Diligence 

There is a growing discussion in trade and human rights spheres alike on the need to tackle 

human rights violations in global supply chains. Though Covid-19 has changed the structure 

of global value chains, the problems with human rights abuses are still too complex to be dealt 

with by individual countries. It appears that regional or global approaches are needed.  

In this regard, there is an emerging consensus - notably in the industrialized world – regarding 

due diligence obligations for companies engaged in cross-border operations. The idea is that 

businesses would be responsible for carrying out due diligence checks in their supply chains, 

to mitigate and/or prevent risks for human rights abuses, as well as show publicly that they 

have done so.  

As liberals we believe that the protection of human rights is a joint effort that requires greater 

responsibility of all parts of society: Consumers in particular have a major influence on 

production conditions through their purchasing power. Businesses have a responsibility for 

people and the planet. They can contribute to fighting human rights violations and 

strengthening the rule of law. Therefore, we are committed to the ten principles of the UN 
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Global Compact and call on companies worldwide to incorporate them into their strategies, 

policies and procedures. At the same time, we call on governments to ensure that respect for 

human rights results in more competitive advantages for companies than disadvantages. 

We therefore advocate for a multilateral, or at least regional, framework for human rights due 

diligence to apply throughout supply chains. We are convinced that only common standards 

will lead to a positive and sustainable value chain. While there are big transnational companies 

who already have due diligence systems in place, many medium or small-sized enterprises do 

not have the market power nor the personnel to guarantee compliance with human rights along 

their supply chains worldwide.  

To avoid jeopardizing their commitment to human rights, supply chain liability should be limited 

to the area of direct control, without creating new civil liability claims. We therefore propose a 

risk-, size- and sector-specific approach and call on governments to provide especial 

assistance to small- and medium-sized enterprises in implementing a due diligence system for 

human rights while minimizing unnecessary bureaucratic hurdles through extensive 

documentation.  

Promoting of Human Rights through Trade Agreements 

In addition to the exchange of goods and services, trade is also increasingly about exporting 

standards and spreading norms, which has been a contributing factor for some of the biggest 

trading blocks to focus on so- called 'value-based trade'. Together with the United States and 

Canada, the EU has pushed for an agenda for sustainable trade, which the EU Commission 

defines as trade that ensures that economic development goes hand in hand with social justice, 

respect for human rights, decent working conditions and high environmental standards. It is 

both a way to create an advantage for domestic companies who already must adhere to high 

standards, and an incentive to the partner country to step up their game in those same fields. 

It is clear that sustainability chapters, whether they focus on labor standards or human rights, 

in their current forms are oftentimes hard to enforce. In many cases, they are not subject to 

the same kind of dispute resolution system as the economic provisions of these trade 

agreements. This creates a public perception that these may be more window-dressing than 

binding treaty obligations.  

In order to address these shortcomings, we propose two measures: (1) setting requirements 

for international conventions that must be ratified by the partner country before the trade 

agreement can enter into force, and (2) adding the provision of suspending an agreement if a 

partner country violates the sustainability chapters.  

Even though there is only little known about the concrete effects of human rights provisions in 

trade agreements, it is clear that agreeing to paragraphs in a document does not automatically 

translate into action on the ground. For this reason, continued impact assessments and the 

commitment to capacity building to follow up FTA provisions are both crucial for improving 

human rights on the ground.  

Pursing a Multilateral Approach to Human Rights in Trade 

Given all the above-mentioned challenges and developments, it is clear that human rights 

provisions must be addressed in international trade endeavours, even if the purpose of trade 

is not to solve the global problem of human rights violations. Due to the complexity and 
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interdependency of international economics and business, we believe it to be beneficial to 

approach this from a multilateral angle. We therefore propose to launch a “coalition of the 

willing” negotiation round, with the aim of concluding to a WTO agreement on how to use trade 

as an effective tool to advance human rights. 

6) Climate Change and Trade – A Path Forward for Sustainability 

Climate change is one of the greatest challenges of our time. While mitigating global warming  

is a cross-sectional task, ensuring sustainability plays a particularly crucial role in trade-related 

activities. While it is commonly assumed that trade has negative effects on the environment by 

increasing pollution or degrading natural resources, it must be noted that trade can, in turn, 

contribute to a greater capacity to manage the environment more effectively by supporting 

economic growth, development, and social welfare.  

 

Open markets and the competition for the best ideas create innovations and new technologies 

that make energy affordable and protect the climate at the same time. While the opportunities 

to combat climate change through trade-related measures are manifold and climate change 

has been under discussion for many years at the WTO - including in the Committee on Trade 

and Environment (CTE) and the recently formed Trade and Environmental Sustainability 

Structured Discussions (TESSD) - insufficient progress has been made to seize these 

opportunities and deliver on actual zero carbon objectives. 

 

In order to move the discussion forward, we propose policy options for governments to lead 

the global community to a balanced, fair and liberalized 21st century trading order that 

incorporates environmental sustainability and net zero carbon policies as the central 

component of that new order.  

 

We believe that the World Trade Organization is central to realizing these goals, while 

recognizing the serious strains and institutional challenges that the WTO is facing in today’s 

world. Achieving these goals will be dependent on governments’ willingness to reform and 

adapt the Organization, giving it a mandate to address the climate change crisis. 

 

 It also means that the WTO and the UN Framework Convention on Climate Change 

(UNFCCC) must not be seen as separate silos. They are interrelated and compatible 

instruments in combatting the global climate crisis. The WTO emphasizes that the rules of the 

WTO and the UN Framework Convention on Climate Change (UNFCCC) are regimes that do 

not operate in isolation: “The WTO rules leave sufficient policy space to accommodate under 

certain conditions the use of trade measures to protect the environment.” Considering this, we 

propose a menu for concrete action by the WTO consisting of a first track that involves short-

term proposals mature enough for agreement at the WTO’s 12 th Ministerial Conference (MC12) 

and a second track that involves longer-term solutions that require a more extended horizon 

to achieve consensus within, or possibly outside, the WTO umbrella: 

 

Mobilizing Multilateral Action 

Trade policy priorities recently enunciated by the U.S, by the EU and by other governments, 

supported by analytical reports by the WTO, by the World Bank, the IMF, the OECD, among 

others, recognize that net zero carbon action and trade policies are deeply integrated, whether 

at the national, regional or multilateral level. Non-Government Organizations and respected 
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think tanks, such as the Peterson Institute for International Economics (PIIE) and the 

International Institute for Sustainable Development (IISD), have added valuable analyses in 

this area.  

 

The (virtual) Leaders Summit on Climate, 22-23 April 2021, a major, ground-breaking 

international gathering convened by U.S President Biden, showed how far world leaders have 

come in endorsing the urgent need for decisive climate action. Commitments to meet – and 

even exceed – the Paris carbon reduction targets were affirmed. These will entail both 

immediate national measures as well as longer-term actions that could come up against WTO 

rules and require acceptance or endorsement within the WTO framework. 

 

While these recent developments and renewed commitments by world leaders to meet climate-

related objectives are highly welcome, we recommend a feasible set of items of agreement in 

three areas where positive short-term climate-related outcomes should be achievable:  

 

(1) finalizing agreement for reduction and/or removal of tariff and non-tariff barriers on 

environmentally friendly (“green”) goods and services;  

(2) moving forward toward consensus on disciplining use of fossil-fuel subsidies; and  

(3) agreeing on basic elements or guidelines for carbon border adjustment measures 

(CBAMs) to level the playing field and reduce “carbon leakage. 

 

With collective political will, recognizing the need for the WTO to be responsive to the global 

climate crisis, we see progress in these three areas as both do-able and necessary in achieving 

a positive outcome in the short term, particularly with a view to the WTO’s 12th Ministerial 

Conference in November 2021. 

 

 

Advancing Negotiations on Green Goods and Services 

After years of effort, plurilateral negotiations in the WTO aimed at liberalizing trade under a 

proposed Environmental Goods Agreement (EGA) have stalled. Reports indicate that 

members have recently made some progress in unblocking talks on this item in a renewed 

effort to reach agreement, including adding services to the negotiations. The Director-

General’s recent call for members to “reactivate and broaden the negotiations on 

environmental goods and services” has added impetus to the effort. The WTO ministerial 

conference provides an opportunity to advance work in a major way, not only in renewing these 

plurilateral talks but also by putting environmental services as well as non-tariff barriers (NTBs) 

on the table. We recommend that a timeframe for conclusion of the EGA be set, including 

development of a protocol on services and NTBs be settled by MC12. 

 

Curtailing Environmentally Harmful Subsidies 

While direct export subsidies are largely subject to existing WTO disciplines (including trade 

actions by members whose industries are materially injured), current WTO tools are 

inadequate to deal with non-export-related, environmentally harmful subsidies that incentivize, 

rather than curtail, carbon pollution.  

 

It is almost universally agreed that achieving Paris targets to meet net-zero GHG emissions 

means drastic reduction in the production and use of fossil fuels. Achieving this means 
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reducing national subsidy measures in the hydrocarbon (fossil fuels) sector. This means 

building on existing WTO rules on industrial subsidies so as to control and progressively reduce 

and eliminate these kinds of subsidies. The obverse to applying WTO disciplines on these 

measures would be for the Ministerial Conference to reach consensus to allow financial aid to 

industries meeting carbon reduction objectives, exempting exporting industries from trade 

remedy challenges such as countervailing duties. These are, in a sense, two sides of the 

carbon free coin.  

 

Recognizing the challenges of moving ahead on developing totally new subsidy rules, we 

recommend an understanding be reached at MC12 that would suspend ordinary nullification 

and impairment trade disputes as well as national trade remedy actions in instances of agreed 

categories of non-discriminatory carbon reduction subsidies in critical industrial sectors. 

 

Setting Guidelines for Future Use of Carbon Border Adjustment Measures 

Carbon border adjustment measures (CBAMs) have gained substantial international 

momentum in the recent period. They are a key element in the EU’s Green Deal. Other 

jurisdictions, such as Canada, are considering CBAMs as part of national carbon pricing 

measures. The concept is under active study in the OECD and will be taken up at the G-7 

meeting in Cornwall, UK, in June 2021.  

 

There remains strong opposition to CBAMs, notably by the U.S., making it difficult to achieve 

agreement on the subject at MC12. Concerns regarding protectionist tendencies and 

international trade relations need to be addressed by not implementing CBAMs unilaterally and 

developing a cooperative approach at the WTO.  

 

Given that GATT Article III as well as Article XX (General Exceptions) have been used to justify 

process-related environmental measures in the past, we recommend an informal 

understanding on guidelines for the future use of legitimate, non-discriminatory, border 

measures.   

 

Apart from the above-mentioned short-term recommendations, we call upon governments 

around the world include the following proposals in their long-term agenda to combat climate 

change: 

 

Defining post-2021 Deliverables for the WTO: 

Climate change and sustainability issues will continue to be on the WTO’s priority list as part 

of its role in making the pandemic recovery greener and in achieving Paris Agreement targets. 

We therefore recommend that the WTO should set mandates and timeframes for agreement 

where rule adjustments or even suspensions may be necessary to achieve longer-term climate 

change policy objectives.  

 

Examples would be selectively suspending tariffs on essential carbon free goods or allowing 

subsidization for development of green technologies. A range of these kinds of WTO initiatives 

to realize an environmentally responsive, free and fair-trade agenda were discussed at the 

November 2020 joint WTO-UNEP meeting, aimed at making global trade more sustainable 

and in “building back greener and better” once the current global pandemic crisis is overcome.  
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Moving forward may be dependent on a re-calibrated negotiating framework and broader 

institutional reform that is more flexible in allowing plurilateral agreements. Without being put 

in abeyance pending institutional reform, and taking into account the WTO-UNEP report, we 

recommend that the list for post-2021 deliverables would be:  

 

• concluding the current negotiations on fisheries subsidies;  

• discipling operations of SOEs and State-controlled or State-influenced enterprises with 

a carbon footprint;  

• facilitating trade in goods and services in a wide range of low carbon technologies and 

instituting a permanent system of exemptions or exclusions, as noted above, for State 

aid to the development of these technologies; and 

• disciplining the use of environmentally harmful agriculture (i.e., non-industrial) 

subsidies with a harmful carbon impact, and; 

• moving forward on new rules to allow State aid in the development of “green” 

technologies, pursuant to the recommended first steps in this area at the November 

Ministerial meeting. 

 

Using Regional Trade Agreements  

Regional trade agreements (RTAs) have recently widened the scope of GATT/WTO provisions 

with large chapters listing environmental and carbon reduction/net zero obligations of Parties. 

These RTAs can provide examples of how governments, while accepting WTO disciplines, 

have agreed to apply climate change measures between or among themselves. Both the 

Comprehensive and Progressive Trans-Pacific Partnership Agreement and the Canada-US-

Mexico Agreement (USMCA/CUSMA), as illustrations, contain advanced provisions in this 

area, showing what is possible. We suggest that both agreements can be used as references 

guiding the post 2021 work by the Organization.  

 

The OECD has been examining issues on trade and environment in RTAs and has been 

developing a set of policy indicators on trade and environment to help monitor progress 

towards more policy coherence and to identify policies at the intersection of trade and 

environment. We recommend that the WTO collaborate with the OECD in developing 

consensus guidelines this area. 

 

Encouraging Social Corporate Responsibility 

In addition to governmental measures within or outside the WTO, there are actions and 

initiatives by the private sector that are important in dealing with climate change and moving 

toward a net zero carbon world. While State action is the only fully effective solution to 

combatting climate change, private sector standards and rulemaking (such as corporate social 

responsibility in the environmental field) should not be overlooked.  

 

Several NGOs have collected information in this area and we as members of the Working 

Group recommend that the WTO, possibly through the activities of the Committee on Trade 

and Environment and working with the OECD and other bodies, monitor and report regularly 

on developments in this area.  

 

We furthermore encourage companies to comply with labor, social and environmental 

standards in order to make their businesses fit for the future. By complying with Corporate 
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Social Responsibility (CSR) standards, even if the producing country lacks laws in this field or 

does not enforce them, companies can significantly reduce business risks caused, for 

example, by the lack of availability of key resources, thus creating a competitive advantage. At 

the same time, more and more investors are also basing their decisions on sustainability 

aspects.  

 

Competitive sustainability will also contribute to the COVID-19 recovery and to the long-term 

resilience and development of companies. While CSR is largely a company led effort, we call 

on governments to create incentives to facilitate their adherence, e.g. through CSR 

consultations and trainings in order to support companies in putting their business practices 

on a sustainable path. Governments should also map out a national strategy for CSR, including 

the identification of challenges to be addressed by key sectors, in order to provide the 

necessary technical and political support to these private sector developments. 

 

Supporting Biodiversity and Valuing Ecosystems 

Biodiversity is essential for the maintenance of planetary and human health. A loss of 

biodiversity disrupts many ecosystem processes, such as community structure and 

interactions, and can cause ecosystem malfunctioning, that ranges from reduced biomass 

productivity to weakening ecosystem resilience. While 196 nations have committed to the 

Convention on Biological Diversity (CBD) to reduce biodiversity loss, targets in these 

agreements prove difficult to achieve due to lack of practical systemic implementation. Trade 

policy is an area, where countries can take concrete steps to protect biodiversity. To this end, 

we encourage  

− the development of a measure of the value of flows of ecosystem services since 

large-scale loss of natural capital and the consequent reduction in the flow of 

ecosystem services points to the urgent need for better metrics of ecological 

performance, and the systemic integration of this information into decision-making. 

Therefore, just as GDP provides a useful summary of economic activity, a new 

indicator Sustainably Viable Product (SVP) should provide a helpful summary of the 

aggregate value of the contributions of nature to society. 

− a WTO backed sustainably viable trade policy that aims to reduce waste significantly 

as processes and technologies can emerge from systemic integration across value 

chains, in which waste and emissions can be avoided or transformed into valuable 

resources. Thus, trade policies could ignite a race to the top as the integration of 

market sectors could benefit from a robust and integrated single market for secondary 

symbiotic raw materials and by-products. Consequently, a sphere economy approach 

will accelerate the diversification of supply from both primary and secondary sources 

to help accelerate a ‘green’ transition to happen. 

− an agreement on fishing rules at the WTO level. Over the course of the last three 

decades, the portion of fish stocks within biologically sustainable levels has plunged 

from 90% to less than 66%. Large parts of the ocean are fished beyond sustainable levels. A 

WTO agreement on harmful subsidies addressing the issue of overfishing would not only 

be essential to restore biodiversity in the oceans but also demonstrate the WTO’s 

usefulness as a forum for trade negotiations.  
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7) The Nexus between Gender and Trade – Driving Women’s Economic 

Empowerment 

Trade has improved the living standards of billions of individuals, many of whom are women. 

As recent data suggests, businesses involved in international trade tend to employ more 

women: In developing countries, women make up 33 percent of the workforce in firms that 

engage in trade, compared with just 24 percent in non-exporting firms. It must also be noted 

that trade also creates better jobs for women: Workers in both developed and emerging 

economies are almost 50 percent more likely to be employed in formal jobs if they work in 

sectors that trade more or that are more integrated into global value chains. It is noteworthy, 

that countries that are more open to trade, as measured by the ratio of trade to gross domestic 

product, have higher levels of gender equality.  

As the COVID-19 pandemic has revealed, however, trade can be seriously disrupted, which - 

in turn - can have a detrimental effect on advancing gender equality. There is a risk that some 

of the economic gains women have reaped through trade could be reversed by the COVID-19 

crisis. Trade and its impact on women is an area of trade policy that has received little attention 

thus far.  

On its surface, trade policy is gender-neutral. No country imposes tariffs or nontariff measures 

based on gender. However, taking a closer look at the gender dimension of trade policies 

reveals important differences in how trade policies affect women and men — and even in how 

those policies affect different groups of women.  

Gaining a better understanding of how women are affected by trade will be essential as 

countries develop and the global economy recovers from the pandemic. There are several 

trends that women can take advantage of —the rise in services, the spread of global value 

chains, and the expansion of the digital economy. In all three of these areas, women have the 

opportunity to increase their share of the labor force, increase their own skills and wages, and 

find ways to achieve better work-life balance.  

In order to maximize the benefits for women and thereby their respective governments, which, 

if they harness these opportunities, will be rewarded with an expanded, more highly skilled 

workforce that can increase productivity and income, we suggest to focus on the following 

policy proposals: 

Using Digital Technology 

Opening up to trade in key sectors, such as services, can create powerful opportunities for 

women to reap the benefits of trade. However, women tend to face disproportionately higher 

barriers to trade and higher costs of doing business compared to men. They also have to 

overcome greater barriers to finance and access to information and markets.  

In order to enable women to bypass these barriers, we recommend governments to embrace 

technologies such as innovative platforms. These online platforms give women the opportunity 

to expand their entrepreneurial skills online and gain access to the information they need more 

easily, while providing them with the flexibility to do so from their home which allows them to 

manage work and other existing responsibilities that have previously kept many women from 

doing business.  



 

20 

E-commerce is another area that offers unprecedented opportunities for women, especially in 

developing countries. Due to stereotypical gender roles in some societies, e-commerce 

provides women with the opportunity to work from home while doing business.  

In order to truly reap the benefits of digitalization and new technologies for women, these 

measures must be accompanied by complementary policies. These policies should include 

improved access to finance, including trade finance, the elimination of legal barriers that 

women still face in many countries.  

In addition to the foregoing, investment in human capital, particularly in the areas of education, 

such as digital literacy programs, and health are crucial to increase the share of women in the 

workforce. Such investments, which have become even more relevant in the post-COVID-19 

recovery, would enable women to participate fully in the economy and reap the benefits of 

digital technologies.  

Making Trade Agreements More Inclusive 

Trade alone is not a panacea to close the gender gap but it has the ability to empower women. 

Therefore, trade agreements must be more inclusive. Governments, international 

organizations, and the private sector can collectively — through complementary initiatives —

create the conditions to ensure that women benefit from trade instead of being left behind. 

Since its establishment over 20 years ago, the WTO has striven to put trade at the centre of 

development and aid strategies. As a result, trade has helped to lift millions of people out of 

poverty.  

However, the WTO recognizes that more needs to be done to allow trade to become an engine 

of wealth creation and poverty reduction for women. Free and open trade plays an important 

role in inclusive economic growth and development. It facilitates access to new markets, 

increases production, enables job creation, facilitates technological transfers, and fosters skills 

upgradation, knowledge production and innovation, as well as institutional development.  

Along with efficient trade policies, these gains can contribute to other development outcomes 

and support the Sustainable Development Goals, particularly for women’s empowerment. 

However, the nexus between trade and gender is complex. It depends on a range of social, 

economic and cultural factors and requires a nuanced understanding of the different roles that 

women play in an economy as workers, consumers, and family members.  

• Firstly, most businesses run by women, particularly in  developing countries,  are micro-

, small- and medium-sized enterprise (MSME)  or  small- and medium-sized enterprises 

(SME),  with  a  high  number  of  single  person  proprietorship. Also, it is noteworthy 

that women are largely employed by SME. Due to the importance of SME for the 

economic empowerment of women, we suggest that a special focus is laid on access 

to finance for SMEs during Free Trade Agreement negotiations.  

• Secondly, women are consumers that spend their wages on particular products such 

as food or school supplies for their families or hygiene products. Trade liberalization 

and FTA therefore benefit women as they profit from lower prices and more consumer 

choices. More work is required to eliminate the so-called “pink tariffs” where products 

marketed specifically toward women are more expensive than those marketed for men. 

This is often attributed to gender-based price discrimination. We call on governments 
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to eliminate these implicit discriminations and adopt a gender-sensitive approach when 

concluding trade agreements.  

• Lastly, women oftentimes have to fulfil certain gender-based roles within their families 

and societies that requires them to stay home. While societal changes towards greater 

gender equality are an oftentimes-lengthy process that involves multiple generations, 

digitalization can provide an immediate opportunity for women to either run an online 

business or expanding their entrepreneur skills online while staying at home. Including 

digital chapters in trade agreements can therefore help empowering women 

economically and improving gender equality. 


