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1. Welcome Message by LAwTTIP Coordinator
Dear reader,
Welcome to the sixth issue of the Jean Monnet Network LAwTTIP Newsletter.
Published twice a year, this Newsletter aims to present the research and training activities
carried out by the LAwTTIP Network members, as well as their planned future events.
The Newsletter also includes insights and comments on major legal and judicial
developments in the field of the EU Common Commercial Policy, as well as a selection of
relevant publications and events promoted by other institutions.
Warm Regards,
Federico Casolari

2. Past Activities
II LAwTTIP Young Researchers’ Workshop
Rennes, 5-7 June 2019
In the framework of the Jean Monnet Network
LAwTTIP, the IODE - Institut de l'Ouest: Droit et
Europe of the University of Rennes 1 organised
the II LAwTTIP Young Researchers’ Workshop
“The new generation of EU FTAs: external
and internal challenges”. The event gathered
young researchers and doctoral students together
with experts and more experienced academics, in
order to discuss the most relevant legal
perspectives with regard to the institutional and
substantive framework flowing from the recent practice on EU FTAs.

III LAwTTIP IODE Seminar Series Event
Rennes, 6 June 2019
On 6 June 2019, the IODE - Institut de l'Ouest: Droit et Europe of the University of Rennes
1 hosted the III LAwTTIP IODE Seminar Series Event chaired by Professor Marianne Dony
(Université Libre de Bruxelles). The seminar focused on “Opinion 1/17 of the ECJ on
CETA” and was animated by high level speakers: Ramses A. Wessel (Professor at the
University of Twente), Eleftheria Neframi (Professor at the University of Luxembourg),
Patrick Jacob (Professor at the University of Versailles Saint-Quentin) and Alan Hervé
(Professor at the Institut d’études politiques de Rennes). It was a valuable occasion to assess
the major legal features related to the long awaited ECJ’s Opinion and its implications for

the future FTAs concluded by the EU.
Here the video of the seminar.

II LAwTTIP Roundtable
London, 12 June 2019
On 12 June 2019, the Centre of European Law of King’s College London hosted the II
LAwTTIP Roundtable on “CETA and Beyond: Rethinking International Dispute
Settlement the ‘EU’ Way”. Dr Sonja Boelaert (Senior Legal Adviser of the European
Union) offered her view of the meaning of Opinion 1/17 in the light of the previous case law
of the Court and Professor Takis Tridimas (Centre of European Law, King’s College London)
intended to contextualize the CETA Opinion in the framework of the dispute settlement
mechanisms in the future EU-UK relations. This event represented the occasion to analyse
the impact of Opinion 1/17 specifically on the evolution of dispute settlement mechanisms in
the EU.

LAwTTIP Network Disseminating Tools
The LAwTTIP Network is pleased to announce the uploading of new material on the
LAwTTIP website. In particular, it deserves to be signalled the LAwTTIP Working Paper
2019/2 collecting the main points emerged during the III LAwTTIP Joint Conference as well
as slides and videos of the last UNIBO TTIPills Lectures held on occasion of the Summer
School “The Protection of Fundamental Rights in Europe”.

LAwTTIP Final Expert Meeting
Brussels, 8 July 2019
On 8 July 2019, the LAwTTIP Network organised the LAwTTIP Final Expert Meeting at the
European Conference Centre Albert Borschette. The event gathered together key staff
members of the LAwTTIP Network, European and national civil servants belonging to the
main institutions involved in the New Generation Free Trade Agreements’ negotiations and
implementation and stakeholders from business organisations and NGOs. The Network had
the privilege to have among the speakers
Mr. Colin Brown (Deputy Head of the
Dispute Settlement and Legal Aspects of
Trade Policy Unit, Directorate-General for
Trade, European Commission), Ms.
Stephanie Leupold (Head of the Trade
Strategy Unit, Directorate-General for
Trade,
European
Commission);
Sir
Francis Jacobs (King’s College London)
and Prof. Marc Maresceau (University
of Ghent). This offered a unique
opportunity to summarise the main
practical contributions of the Network
(major outcomes were illustrated by Prof.

Federico Casolari, LAwTTIP Coordinator), to single out the lessons to be learned from
the NGFTAs model, at international, European and national level and to identify future
challenges for NGFTAs implementation.
The report of the event will be soon published on the LAwTTIP website.

3. Future Activities
I LAwTTIP Book launch
The LAwTTIP Network is pleased to announce the launch of the first LAwTTIP book I.
Bosse-Platière, C. Rapoport (eds), The Conclusion and Implementation of EU
Free Trade Agreements. Constitutional Challenges, Edward Elgar Publishing.
It collects the proceedings of the I LAwTTIP Joint Conference held in Rennes in 2017 and its
purpose is to provide a thorough analysis of the main institutional ad procedural challenges
for the EU in negotiating and concluding new free trade and investment agreements.
Details on the launch event will be soon published on the LAwTTIP website.

4. Major developments in EU CCP
The European Commission reports good advancement in the trade
talks with Australia
On April 2019, the EU Commission reported on the good advancements in the Free Trade
Agreement (FTA) negotiations with Australia and Chile.
The third round of negotiations with Australia, started in mid-2018, saw 16 working
groups formed of representatives of both parties meet to discuss almost all areas of the
future EU-Australia FTA. Important progresses appear to have been done in the chapter on
services and investment, where both sides have been able to achieve consolidated texts
based upon the initial EU proposals for texts comprehensively dealing with the liberalisation
of services and investment during this round. Further, Australia and the EU discussed all
articles of the EU proposal on transparency and agreed in principle on several
provisions, although some issues, such as the inclusion of judicial decisions into the scope
and the application of dispute settlement to the chapter, still remain open. Trade and
sustainable development commitments, on the topic of which the EU has presented
ambitious proposals including climate change, labour and corporate social responsibility,
also saw a substantive advancement, with both sides conducting discussions on topics like
right to regulate, multilateral labour standards and agreements, including core labour
standards, multilateral environmental governance and agreements, trade and climate
change, biological diversity, sustainable forest management, sustainable fisheries, as well as
institutional provisions.

The EU negotiations with Chile for the modernization of the FTA currently in force between
the parties, started in late 2017, have reached their fourth round. The parties report good
progress in a significant number of topics, including rules of origin, SMEs, services and
competition, with important progress on the text. Important progresses appear to have been
done with regards to the chapter on public procurement, where discussions continued on
the consolidated text, in particular on how the proposed provisions that replicate
commitments and obligations of the WTO Government Procurement agreement, or build on
it, are in line with their domestic legislation. Likewise, advancements of negotiations
regarding the chapter on customs and trade facilitations, and particularly on procedures for
the release of goods, publication of customs-related information, the availability of advance
binding decisions from customs, and disciplines relating to customs fees and formalities, are
described as “significant”. Interestingly, the EU and Chile are also holding talks on “Trade
and Gender” provisions, evaluating the incorporation of references to the Convention on
the Elimination of all forms of Discrimination against Women and the 2030 agenda aims in
their trade agreement.

The long-awaited Opinion 1/17 on the compatibility of the
Investment Court System in CETA with EU law
On 30 April 2019, the CJEU published its long-awaited Opinion 1/17, which finds the
Investment Court System in CETA (“ICS”) compatible with EU law and clarifies some
longstanding questions, such as whether an international court may lawfully consider EU
law as a matter of “fact”, and whether international investors’ protection through ad hoc
judicial mechanisms violates the EU principle of equal treatment of “domestic” investors.
Opinion 1/17 can be saluted as a step forward in
reinforcing the position of the EU as an
international actor with the tools and the
responsibility to lead the development of
international law. It equally appears to mark a
step away from the unrealistic and perilous idea
of “supremacy” of EU law over international law
in the external relations. Yet, in the “usual”
fashion of the Court, Opinion 1/17 also paves the
way to new questions on the scope of the
“autonomy” of EU law. In particular, the Court
appears now to raise doubts on the
“constitutional” compatibility of the mechanism
of preliminary reference from international tribunals to the CJEU, which features in a
number of negotiated and negotiating international agreements of the EU.
The Court opens its reasoning in Opinion 1/17 with a discussion on the principles
withstanding the relationship of the EU with international law, that are, the competence in
principle to create courts of law and the need for these courts not to have adverse effects on
the EU legal system, its “essential characteristics” and, it goes without saying, the
“autonomy of its legal order.” Article 19 TEU and 267 TFEU also feature prominently among
the principles that the Court recalls in the opening paragraphs of Opinion 1/17 to highlight
the systemic importance of the EU judicial system for the preservation of the legal order.
Yet, the Court clarifies, the fact that the ICS is not part of the EU judicial system does not
mean per se that that mechanism adversely affects the autonomy of the EU legal order.
That it because, and here is the key to the decision, the jurisdiction of EU courts is not
superior to that of courts sitting outside of the EU, that is, in this case, Canadian courts and

the ICS itself. Indeed, the Court finally appears to expressly clarify that, was that not the
case, the competence of the EU to set up international courts would be substantially
deprived of significance by the unnatural lack of reciprocity arising out the fact that the EU
and its Member States could virtually never be subject to the jurisdiction of an international
court. That, the Court points out, would lead to curtailing the EU powers themselves to
maintain and foster international relations.
Significantly, the Court expressly distinguishes the case of the ICS from Achmea. Opinion
1/17 confirms the explanation of the Achmea judgement given by the CJEU President a few
weeks ago in a speech at King’s College London, where he clarified that the rationale of that
judgment does not reside in any particular issues of compatibility between EU law and
arbitration, but rather in the principle of mutual trust among Member States. President
Lenaerts explained that the principle of mutual trust is incompatible with mechanisms, such
as the intra-EU investment tribunal in Achmea, by which Member States express distrust
vis-a-vis the judicial system of fellow Member States. Such principle of mutual trust, the
Court confirms in Opinion 1/17, is instead not applicable to a mechanism placed outside of
the EU legal system, such as the ICS. That said, the Court moves on to explain that the
actual compatibility of the ICS with the autonomy of the EU legal order depends on whether
that tribunal: a) is not conferred any power to interpret or apply EU law; and b) doesn’t have
the power, by means of its awards, to prevent in practice the EU institutions from operating
in accordance with the EU constitutional framework.
The Court firstly clarifies the longstanding question of whether the applicable law provision
in CETA that denies jurisdiction to the ICS “to determine the legality of a measure, alleged
to constitute a breach of this Agreement, under the domestic law of a Party” and only allows
it to take into account domestic law of the negotiating parties (thus also EU law) as a matter
of “fact” solves incompatibilities with EU law. The answer appears to be yes. The devil is in
the details: for the Court, an “examination” of domestic law on the part of the ICS tribunal
made with the purpose to make a decision is different from an “interpretation” of EU law,
which would inadmissibly affect the autonomy of EU law.
The Court also affirms that the powers conferred to the ICS do not affect the balance of
powers among the EU and its Member States. Indeed the Court notes that the fact that it is
for the EU to decide whether it will be the EU or its Member States to act as respondent in a
case, is sufficient to preserve the jurisdiction of the CJEU to give rulings on the division of
powers between the Union and its Member States.
In an unexpected twist, the Court appears to support the compatibility of the ICS with the
EU legal system on the basis that CETA does not provide a preliminary reference
mechanism to the Court. This sentence, which appears almost casually “dropped” by the
Court in the middle of its Opinion (para 134) without being supported by any further
reasoning, will give rise to an extensive debate in the coming months. It should be recalled
here that many saw in an “EU Ukraine AA-style” reference mechanism the key to the
compatibility of international dispute mechanisms with EU law. Belgium itself, in its request
for an opinion on the CETA agreement, pointed at the absence of such a preliminary
reference mechanism in the CETA agreement as one of the indicators of the alleged
incompatibility of the ICS with EU law (para 50 of the Court’s Opinion). The scope and
meaning of the decision of the Court on this point remain unclear. Were the Court really
intending to exclude the compatibility with EU law of preliminary reference mechanisms,
issues would arise not only in relation to the EU-Ukraine Association Agreement, but also to
the Draft Withdrawal agreement with the UK and the negotiating EU-Switzerland
framework agreement.
In the following part of Opinion 1/17, the Court confirms the compatibility of the ICS with

the institutional framework of the EU and the principle of equal treatment of investors (an
issue that had remained pending in the Achmea judgement). As for the compatibility of the
ICS with the institutional framework of the EU, the Court states that, while the ICS is set up
to protect the interest of foreign investors by ensuring their “fair and equitable treatment”
(Article 28.3.2 of the CETA Agreement), the CETA agreement does not affect the powers of
the Union to protect the public interest and to regulate (Article 8.9.1 of the CETA
agreement). The Court is equally not persuaded that the establishment of the ICS violates
the general principle of equal treatment as enshrined in Article 20 of the Charter of
Fundamental Rights of the EU (equality before the law), and Article 21(2) of the Charter of
Fundamental Rights of the EU (discrimination on grounds of nationality). Indeed, as equal
treatment requires that comparable situations must not be treated differently and different
situations must not be treated in the same way the different situation of Canadian
enterprises and natural persons that invest within the Union compared to that of enterprises
and natural persons of Member States that invest within the Union leaves no ground for
finding a violation of equal treatment provisions.
In conclusion, Opinion 1/17 sends out a positive message of renewed inter-institutional
cooperation, where the judiciary rightfully scrutinizes the actions of the executive in the
light of the constitutional principles of the EU, but restricts itself from interfering with
policy making. The Opinion strengthens the role of the European Union in the international
relations, and opens to a more "international law-friendly" approach of the trading block by
clarifying that supremacy of EU law cannot go as far as operating in the external relations of
the EU. Perhaps it is not too much to hope that enhanced unity in the EU trade relations will
help overcome divisions, populism, rule of law issues, and the uncertainties around the
imminent formation of a new Parliament and Commission. (Comment by Giorgia
Sangiuolo – King’s College London)

The European Commission adopts a proposal for a Council Decision
authorising negotiations to modernise the Energy Charter Treaty in
the light of the Commission strategy ‘Trade for all’
On 14 May 2019, the EU Commission presented a Recommendation for a Council decision
on the modernization of the Energy Charter Treaty (“ECT”) in order to bring the ECT in line
with the EU reformed approach to international investment law and policy after the entry
into force of the Lisbon Treaty and the Commission strategy “Trade for all”. An approach
that boils down to better safeguarding the EU’s regulatory powers, promoting investment
that supports sustainable development, respect
for human rights and high labour and
environmental standards, and protecting the
essential interests of the EU. The proposal
moves towards that direction by supporting
the clarification and better definition of the
standards of protection for investors and
investments contained in ECT clauses like the
“Most favoured nation treatment” provision,
including
national
treatment
postestablishment, “Fair and equitable treatment”,
and “full protection and security”. As regard
the dispute settlement, the proposal suggests
that, given the ongoing international initiatives

on the reform of dispute settlement (ICS and MIC), the modernisation of the relevant
provisions of the ECT should only be conducted once those international initiatives deliver
tangible results.

EU and Mercosur reach agreement in principle for a comprehensive
trade agreement
On 28 June, the EU and Mercosur, the bloc comprising Argentina, Brazil Paraguay and
Uruguay, have reached a political agreement in principle for a new comprehensive trade
agreement. The agreement will benefit EU companies exporting to Mercosur countries in a
number of ways, in particular by removing over time duties on 91% of goods that EU
companies export to Mercosur, providing new opportunities to invest through
establishment in both services and manufacturing sectors, and opening up procurement
markets.
In line with the Commission’s strategy “Trade for all”, the EU-Mercosur agreement includes
a chapter dedicated to sustainable development that will cover issues such as sustainable
management and conservation of forests, respect for labour rights and promotion of
responsible business conduct. It also offers civil society organisations an active role to
overview the implementation of the agreement, including any environmental concerns.
Further, the agreement commits the EU and Mercosur to effectively implement a number of
international conventions on sustainable development, including the Paris Agreement on
Climate Change and implement the International Labour Organization’s fundamental
standards. The trade agreement reached today is part of a comprehensive new Association
Agreement under negotiation between the EU and Mercosur countries. It is composed of a
political and cooperation pillar – on which negotiators already reached a general agreement
in June 2018 in Montevideo – and the trade pillar.

European Commission welcomed UNGA resolution on trade in tools
torture
The European Commission welcomed the United Nations General Assembly’s passing of a
resolution aimed at abolishing trade in equipment used for torture. The idea of a
resolution was proposed in September 2018 at the First Ministerial of the Alliance for
Torture-Free Trade in New York. The Alliance, founded a year earlier by the EU, Argentina,
and Mongolia, now counts over 65 members, with more in the process of joining. In a joint
communiqué at the Ministerial, its members agreed to work to create a UN instrument, such
as a binding convention, to end trade in the tools of torture. As a co-founder of the Alliance
for Torture-Free Trade in 2017 and with its own legislation in place since 2005, the EU is at
the vanguard of efforts to stop trade in the tools of torture. Since 2005, the European Union
has strictly regulated trade in certain types of equipment and products – such as gallows,
electric chairs, and lethal-injection systems – that can be used for capital punishment,
torture, and other inhumane treatment. Goods of this nature may never cross EU borders,
even for transit.
Here the comment of the EU Trade Commissioner Cecilia Malmström: “Today’s UN
resolution launches the process to establish international rules on abolishing trade in
equipment whose only practical use is torture. It is a big step forward towards our goal of
ending the production of these abhorrent tools. In the EU we’ve worked hard to put values

at the heart of our trade policy. Together with the other members of the Alliance for
Torture-Free Trade we are committed to using international trade rules to make a difference
in the world.”

Signature of the Free Trade Agreement and the Investment
Protection Agreement between EU and Viet Nam
On 30 June 2019 the Free Trade Agreement and the Investment Protection Agreement
between the EU and Viet Nam were signed in Hanoi by the respective representatives. The
agreements will now be presented on the Vietnamese side to the National Assembly for
ratification and on the EU side to the European Parliament for its consent, as well as to the
respective national parliaments of the EU Member States in the case of the Investment
Protection Agreement.
The trade agreement is intended to eliminate
nearly all customs duties on goods traded
between the two sides in a progressive way that
fully respects Viet Nam’s development needs.
The agreement also contains specific provisions
to remove technical obstacles, such as those in
the car sector, and will ensure that 169
traditional European food and drink products
recognised as Geographical Indications are
protected in Viet Nam. Besides, the agreement
contains sustainable development measures
recently confirmed by the ratification by Viet
Nam of ILO Convention 98 on Collective Bargaining and the plan to adopt the revised
labour code at its next session in the autumn of 2019. The EU has welcomed the plan of the
Government of the Socialist Republic of Viet Nam to submit the ILO Convention 105 and 87
to the National Assembly of Viet Nam for the ratification procedures.
The investment protection agreement includes modern rules on investment protection
enforceable through the new Investment Court System and ensures that the right of the
governments on both sides to regulate in the interest of their citizens is preserved. The basic
idea is to replace the bilateral investment agreements that 21 EU Members States currently
have in place with Vietnam putting in place new legal guarantees preventing conflict of
interest and increasing transparency.
The agreements are an integral part of the framework established by the EU-Viet Nam
Partnership and Cooperation Framework Agreement, which governs the bilateral relations
in various areas, including development cooperation, peace and security, trade and
investment, judicial cooperation, social affairs, good governance, rule of law and other
issues of common interest.

EU–Canada Summit: strengthening the rules-based international
order
At the 17th Summit between the European Union and Canada held on 18 July 2019 in
Montreal, the EU and Canada reaffirmed their determination to jointly address global
challenges in a manner that strengthens the rules based international order, benefits

citizens, and protects the planet by delivering on climate change and ocean commitments.
Leaders expressed their resolve for rapid and concerted action to address the challenges
facing the multilateral trading system. The European Union and Canada have agreed a Joint
Summit Declaration.
The European Union was represented by the President of the European Council, Donald
Tusk, with the participation of Trade Commissioner Cecilia Malmström. Canada was
represented by its Prime Minister, Justin Trudeau. Three years after the signature of the
Comprehensive Economic and Trade Agreement (CETA) and the Strategic Partnership
Agreement (SPA) the EU and Canada emphasised the progress they have made since.
At the summit, the European Union and Canada also signed an ocean partnership
agreement for ensuring the conservation and sustainable use of oceans, their resources and
ecosystems. The agreement includes commitments to combating the negative effects of
illegal, unreported and unregulated fisheries, marine pollution and climate change thus
helping facilitate the sustainable development of marine and maritime sectors and the
implementation of the 2030 Agenda for Sustainable Development.
Both sides also welcomed the conclusion of the negotiations on a new EU-Canada
Passenger Names Record (PNR) agreement, pending its finalisation. They
acknowledged the vital role of this agreement in enhancing security while ensuring privacy
and the protection of personal data.
The leaders agreed to advance consultation and coordination on foreign policy
issues regarding, among other examples, Ukraine, Iran, China, Syria and Venezuela. The
EU and Canada intend also to expand practical cooperation to support democracy based on
a new arrangement that will facilitate Canada’s participation in EU Election Observation
Missions. Finally, the Summit took stock of the successful cooperation between EU and
Canada in the framework of the EU’s Common Security and Defence Policy and welcomed
Canadian deployments to EU civilian missions in Ukraine (EUAM Ukraine), the West Bank
(EUPOL COPPS), Mali (EUCAP Sahel Mali) and Iraq (EUAM Iraq).

5. Relevant publications
New publications (May-July 2019)
Monographs, collective works and book chapters
Bungenberg M. and Reinisch A., From Bilateral Arbitral Tribunals and Investment Courts to
a Multilateral Investment Court, Springer, 2019.
Kube V., EU Human Rights, International Investment Law and Participation, Springer,
2019.
Journal articles
Alshareef S., “Technical Standards Liberalization in FTAs of the United States, the European
Union and China”, in Journal of World Trade, Vol. 53, Issue 3, 2019, pp. 433-453.

Barbou des Places S., Cimiotta E., Santos Vara J., “Achmea Between the Orthodoxy of the
Court of Justice and Its Multi-faceted Implications: An Introduction”, in European Papers,
Vol. 4, No 1, 2019, pp. 7-17.
Berramdane A., “Quelques remarques à propos de l’Avis 1/17 de la CJUE”, in Revue du droit
de l’Union Européenne, Vol. 16, Issue 2, 2019, pp. 189-196.
Centeno Huerta S. and Kuplewatzky N., “On Achmea, the Autonomy of Union Law, Mutual
Trust and What Lies Ahead”, in European Papers, Vol. 4, No 1, 2019, pp. 61-78.
Damjanovic I., de Sadeleer N., “I Would Rather Be a Respondent State Before a Domestic
Court in the EU than Before an International Investment Tribunal”, in European Papers, Vol.
4, No 1, 2019, pp. 19-70.
Eckes C., “Some Reflections on Achmea’s Broader Consequences for Investment Arbitration”,
in European Papers, Vol. 4, No 1, 2019, pp. 79-97.
Ekman Å. O., Engblom S., “Expanding the Movement of Natural Persons Through Free Trade
Agreements? A Review of CETA, TPP and ChAFTA”, in International Journal of
Comparative Labour Law and Industrial Relations, Vol. 35, Issue 2, 2019 pp. 163-200.
Gatti M., “Opinion 1/17 in Light of Achmea: Chronicle of an Opinion Foretold?”, in European
Papers, Vol. 4, No 1, 2019, pp. 108-121.
Jaremba U., Kanetake M., Koning I., “Economic and non-economic values and objectives in
the EU’s international trade: Normative tensions, actors and processes”, in Europe and the
World: A law review, Vol. 3, Issue 1, 2019.
Kapyrina N., “Design Rights in EU PTAs: Where Does Such Internationalization Lead?”, in
Journal of World Trade, Vol. 53, Issue 4, 2019, pp. 647-677.
Kassotti E., “The EU’s duty of non-recognition and the territorial scope of trade agreements
covering unlawfully acquired territories”, in Europe and the World: A law review, Vol. 3,
Issue 1, 2019.
Monjal P.-Y., “L’Avis 1/17 de la Cour de justice et le système juridictionnel des
investissements: le CETA comme Gold-standard trade pact”, in Revue du droit de l’Union
Européenne, Vol. 16, Issue 2, 2019, pp. 11-13.
Musch M. and De Ville F., “Paradigms in the trade–climate nexus: ‘liberal environmentalism’,
the Environmental Goods Agreement and the role of the EU”, in Europe and the World: A
law review, Vol. 3, Issue 1, 2019.
Nogués J. J., “Brexit Trade Impacts’ and Mercosur’s Negotiations with Europe”, in Journal of
World Trade, Vol. 53, Issue 3, 2019 pp. 343–371.
Ovádek M. and Raina A., “The Evolution of EU Trade Law Through the Prism of Competence:
A Quantitative, Longitudinal Perspective”, in Journal of World Trade, Vol. 53, Issue 3, 2019,
pp. 489-508.
Prickartz A. C. and Staudinger I., “Policy vs practice: The use, implementation and
enforcement of human rights clauses in the European Union’s international trade
agreements”, in Europe and the World: A law review, Vol. 3, Issue 1, 2019.

Schill S. W., “The European Union’s Foreign Direct Investment Screening Paradox:
Tightening Inward Investment Control to Further External Investment Liberalization”, in
Legal Issues of Economic Integration, Vol. 46, Issue 2, 2019, pp. 105-128.
Suse A. and Wouters J., “Exploring the Boundaries of Provisional Application: The EU’s
Mixed Trade and Investment Agreements”, in Journal of World Trade, Vol. 53, Issue 3, 2019,
pp. 395-415.
Vatsov M., “Towards achieving sustainable fishing through EU trade agreements?”, in Europe
and the World: A law review, Vol. 3, Issue 1, 2019.
Wang H., “The Future of Deep Free Trade Agreements: The Convergence of TPP (and CPTPP)
and CETA?”, in Journal of World Trade, Vol. 53, Issue 2, 2019, pp. 317-342.
On-line journal articles
Baltag C. and Bauer C., “An Update on the ISDS Reform: the 37th Session of the UNCITRAL
Working Group III Investor-State Dispute Settlement Reform”, in European Law Blog, 2 May
2019, available at http://arbitrationblog.kluwerarbitration.com/2019/05/02/an-update-onthe-isds-reform-the-37th-session-of-the-uncitral-working-group-iii-investor-state-disputesettlement-reform/.
Bungenberg M. and Titi C., “CETA Opinion – Setting Conditions for the Future of ISDS”, in
Blog of the European Journal of International Law, 5 June 2019, available at
https://www.ejiltalk.org/ceta-opinion-setting-conditions-for-the-future-of-isds/.
De Abreu Duarte F., “Autonomy and Opinion 1/17 – a Matter of Coherence?”, in European
Law Blog, 31 May 2019, available at http://europeanlawblog.eu/2019/05/31/autonomy-andopinion-1-17-a-matter-of-coherence/.
Langford M. and Roberts A., “UNCITRAL and ISDS Reforms: Hastening slowly”, in Blog of
the European Journal of International Law, 29 April 2019, available at
https://www.ejiltalk.org/uncitral-and-isds-reforms-hastening-slowly/.
Peers S., “We *aren’t* the world’: the CJEU reconciles EU law with international (investment)
law”,
in
EU
Law
Analysis,
2
May
2019,
available
at
http://eulawanalysis.blogspot.com/2019/05/we-arent-world-cjeu-reconciles-eu-law.html.
Roberts A. and St. John T., “UNCITRAL and ISDS Reforms: The Divided West and the Battle
by and for the Rest”, in Blog of the European Journal of International Law, 30 April 2019,
available at https://www.ejiltalk.org/uncitral-and-isds-reforms-the-divided-west-and-thebattle-by-and-for-the-rest/.
Papers and studies
Curran L., Trade negotiations with Australia and New Zealand, June 2019, available at
http://www.europarl.europa.eu/RegData/etudes/STUD/2019/603479/EXPO_STU(2019)6
03479_EN.pdf.
European Parliament, Human rights in EU trade agreements. The human rights clause and

its
application,
Briefing
July
2019,
available
at
http://www.europarl.europa.eu/RegData/etudes/BRIE/2019/637975/EPRS_BRI(2019)637
975_EN.pdf.
Yalcin E., Welge H., Sapir A., Mavroidis P. C., Balanced and fairer world trade defence EU,
US
and
WTO
perspectives,
June
2019,
available
at
http://www.europarl.europa.eu/RegData/etudes/STUD/2019/603480/EXPO_STU(2019)6
03480_EN.pdf.

6.

News

Conference “Trade
International Trade”

for

Her:

Empowering

Women

through

Brussels, 30 September 2019
On 30 September 2019, the EU Trade Commissioner Cecilia Malmström will host the “Trade
for Her conference” to find out how to achieve greater involvement of women in
international trade, in the EU and beyond. Speakers will include among others: Christine
Lagarde, Managing Director, International Monetary Fund, Kristalina Georgieva, Chief
Executive Officer, World Bank, Kamina Johnson Smith, Minister of Foreign Affairs and
Foreign Trade of Jamaica, Arancha González, Executive Director, International Trade
Centre, Roberto Azevêdo, Director General, World Trade Organization Vera Songwe,
Executive Secretary of the United Nations Economic Commission for Africa, David Abney,
Chief Executive Officer, United Parcel Service, Denise Stubbs, Director, Thokozani Wines,
South Africa. The conference will look into the results of the first ever study on barriers for
women in the European Union, who are engaged in international trade. High-level
representatives from international organisations, governments, businesses and civil society
will share their experiences, views and ideas on women in trade in four thematic panels.
For further details, visit this page.

University of Genoa “EU and international investments dispute
settlement after Opinion 1/17 on CETA”
Genoa, 15 November 2019
On 15 November 2019, the University of Genoa (Italy) will host a roundtable on the dispute
settlement mechanisms envisaged in the recent FTAs and investment agreements concluded
by the Union in the light of the recent ECJ’s jurisprudence and, in particular, of Opinion 1/17
on CETA. Italian and Canadian professors will interact in order to provide for a clearer and
critical view of the present legal framework.
Here the flayer of the roundtable.

Joint CLEER- ESIL Workshop “EU trade agreements and the duty to
respect human rights abroad”
Trier, 9-13 July 2018
The T.M.C. Asser Institute, the Centre for the Law of EU External Relations (CLEER) and
the ESIL Interest Group on the EU as a Global Actor invite submissions of abstracts for a
workshop on ‘EU Trade Agreements and the Duty to Respect Human Rights Abroad’. The
workshop will take place at the Asser Institute in The Hague, on 11 December 2019. The
main purpose of the workshop will be to explore the question of whether the EU is bound
by human rights obligations towards individuals outside the territory of its Member States
when it concludes trade agreements with third countries.
For further details, visit this page.

Editorial Committee
F. Casolari, Associate Professor of European Union Law, University of Bologna
S. Villani, Postdoctoral researcher in European Union Law, University of Bologna

Jean Monnet Network LAwTTIP
Based on a consortium among the International Research Centre on European
Law of the University of Bologna, the Centre of European Law of the King’s
College London and the Institut de l’Ouest Droit et Europe of the University of
Rennes 1, the Jean Monnet Network LAwTTIP – Legal Ambiguities withstanding
TTIP intends to promote a large-scale legal reflection of both the existing EU Free Trade
Agreements of new generation and the ongoing negotiations on the Transatlantic Trade
and Investment Partnership (TTIP).
Website: http://www.lawttip.eu
Email: info@lawttip.eu
Twitter: https://twitter.com/JMN_LAwTTIP

