
BRIEFING 
 
 

EPRS | European Parliamentary Research Service 
Author: Marcin Szczepański 
Members' Research Service 

PE 733.661–  September 2022 EN 

EU-US Trade and Technology Council 
Impact of the war in Ukraine and the way forward 

SUMMARY 
The EU-US Trade and Technology Council (TTC) was formally launched during the EU-US Summit in 
June 2021 to intensify transatlantic cooperation, expand bilateral trade and investment, and 
reinforce the parties' technological and industrial leadership. Another aim is to ensure that trade 
and technology serve society and economy while preserving shared values. The TTC has held two 
high-level political meetings, in September 2021 in Pittsburgh and in May 2022 in Paris-Saclay. These 
meetings steer cooperation within the TTC and guide its 10 working groups whose remit includes 
technology standards, secure supply chains, tech regulation, global trade challenges, climate and 
green technologies as well as investment screening and export controls. 

Since its launch, the TTC has created a community of experts and policy-makers from both sides of 
the Atlantic who now regularly work together. Joint work in areas such as standards, integrity of 
information, supply chains, green public procurement and addressing non-market practices has 
yielded the TTC's first successful steps. Moreover, Russia's war on Ukraine is thought to have 
strengthened both the transatlantic relationship as a whole and the TTC, which has played a key role 
in ensuring swift and coordinated roll-out of export controls. After the war broke out, the TTC started 
supporting coordinated economic action to counter Russia's autocratic attempts to also undermine 
the security of other nations. Yet, while the TTC has done well in areas related to war, some underline 
that it must deliver tangible results across all the work strands to increase its importance and impact. 

So far, the TTC has focused mostly on information-sharing, joint mapping, risk identification and 
exploring options for closer cooperation in the future. Its success may well depend on the degree of 
alignment the parties can achieve across the policy areas and on whether they can move from joint 
identification of issues to elaborating common responses and solutions to them. The European 
Parliament supports the establishment and work of the TTC, while calling for a more democratic 
scrutiny over it. The next TTC meeting will take place before the end of 2022 in the United States. 
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Introduction 
In the context of Joe Biden's victory in the United States (US) presidential election and ensuing 
reinvigoration of transatlantic relations, the idea of setting up an EU-US Trade and Technology 
Council was first proposed in December 2020 by the European Commission. The council was then 
launched formally on 15 June 2021 by European 
Commission President Ursula von der Leyen and US 
President Joe Biden, with the main objective to 
facilitate trade, increase investment, develop 
compatible standards, stimulate innovation and 
boost the partners' technological and industrial 
leadership in the world. Apart from touching upon 
key digital aspects, such as the standards in 
emerging technologies and online platforms, as well 
addressing global trade challenges, the TTC is 
opening up new areas of cooperation such as 
strategic supply chains and climate and clean tech. 
Notably, its remit includes work on tools that are 
important from a geopolitical and security 
perspective, such as export controls and investment 
screening. 

The TTC holds high-level annual meetings to steer 
cooperation and provide guidance to its 10 
operational working groups,1 which focus on 
transforming the political decisions into tangible 
results.2 The TTC has met twice so far, in September 
2021 (in Pittsburgh) and in May 2022 (in Paris-
Saclay). The next meeting is scheduled to take place 
before the end of 2022 in the US. 

Changed context 
Russia's war on Ukraine has created ripple effects throughout the world. The United Nations has 
called it a 'three-dimensional crisis' in terms of food, energy and finance, which is 'producing 
alarming cascading effects to a world economy already battered by COVID-19 and climate change'. 
According to the International Monetary Fund, 'in the longer term, the war may fundamentally alter 
the global economic and geopolitical order should energy trade shift, supply chains reconfigure, 
payment networks fragment, and countries rethink reserve currency holdings. Increased 
geopolitical tension further raises risks of economic fragmentation, especially for trade and 
technology'. 

In this context, the TTC is more important than ever, bringing together two of the three largest world 
economies, both of which are strong supporters of multilateralism, free trade and global economic 
integration.3 Both also firmly believe that new technologies must be based on respect for shared 
democratic values, fundamental freedoms and human rights. The majority of commentators share 
the view that the war in Ukraine has strengthened and revitalised transatlantic relations, bringing 
more unity in face of the common threat. Some have argued specifically that the war may increase 
the importance of the TTC, since it is 'a nexus of closer transatlantic economic cooperation'. 
Importantly, the council, its export controls group in particular, is involved in coordinating the 
sanctions. 

The inaugural TTC meeting 

The first TTC meeting took place on 
29 September 2021 in Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania. 
The resulting statement presented the first 
outcomes of the work and the specific tasks to be 
achieved by the next meeting by all working 
groups. In five annexes, it also outlined the more 
detailed steps to be taken in five key areas of 
cooperation: foreign direct investment 
screening, export controls, artificial intelligence 
(AI), semiconductor supply chains and global 
trade challenges. 

The majority of stakeholders (such as business 
associations and tech industry), think-tanks and 
experts responded positively to the outcome of 
the Pittsburgh meeting. While it was considered 
a good first step in strengthening transatlantic 
relations, the views on the potential progress 
that could be made in the future varied: the TTC 
has a broad agenda, many factors can come into 
play on both sides, and results across the working 
groups could be anything between merely 
modest gains and real breakthroughs. 

https://www.europarl.europa.eu/thinktank/en/document/EPRS_BRI(2021)698037
https://www.europarl.europa.eu/thinktank/en/document/EPRS_BRI(2021)698037
https://ec.europa.eu/info/sites/default/files/joint-communication-eu-us-agenda_en.pdf
https://ec.europa.eu/commission/presscorner/detail/en/IP_21_2990
https://ec.europa.eu/info/strategy/priorities-2019-2024/stronger-europe-world/eu-us-trade-and-technology-council_en
https://news.un.org/pages/wp-content/uploads/2022/04/UN-GCRG-Brief-1.pdf
https://blogs.imf.org/2022/03/15/how-war-in-ukraine-is-reverberating-across-worlds-regions/
https://blogs.imf.org/2022/03/15/how-war-in-ukraine-is-reverberating-across-worlds-regions/
https://nationalinterest.org/feature/rethinking-us-eu-trade-and-technology-council-after-ukraine-201118
https://www.ft.com/content/c58b9dbc-7941-4a97-9f14-81b52779eee1
https://www.gmfus.org/news/impact-war-ukraine-transatlantic-relationship
https://data.consilium.europa.eu/doc/document/ST-10911-2022-INIT/en/pdf
https://ec.europa.eu/commission/presscorner/api/files/attachment/870149/210929%20Pittsburgh%20Statement.pdf
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From Pittsburg to Paris 
The TTC's second meeting took place on 16 May in Paris-Saclay. It concluded with a joint statement, 
which outlined the parties' common views on issues related to the war, trade and technology, and 
presented the progress made since the inaugural meeting. It also specified the next tasks for each 
of the working groups. With 47 pages of text, it was much more detailed than the inaugural 
Pittsburgh statement, which was 17 pages long. The statement, released against the backdrop of 
Russia's war on Ukraine, mentions 'Russia' 56 times and largely dwelt on the war and its effects on 
trade and technology, while also touching upon other matters. The statement pointed out that the 
war has become a major focus of TTC activity, especially in the areas of cooperation on sanctions 
and export controls. 

A detailed description of the progress and main outcomes achieved in the space between the two 
meetings follows below. 

Technology standards 
The working group on technology standards seeks to establish coordination and cooperation in 
critical and emerging technology standards such as AI. Its tasks include creating cooperation 
mechanisms that would enable the parties to engage in information-sharing on technical proposals. 
Other tasks include helping the parties coordinate their activities on the international standards 
fora. 

As a result of the working group's joint efforts, a strategic standardisation information (SSI) 
mechanism – enabling information-sharing on international standards development – has been 
established. Regarding other critical and emerging technology standards, the group has defined the 
scope of cooperation on additive manufacturing and megawatt charging systems for heavy-
duty recharging points, and started examining further areas of interest: recycling of materials, digital 
identity and the internet of things. The statement reaffirmed the parties' commitment to collaborate 
on developing and implementing trustworthy, human-centric AI and on their goal to make 
progress regarding the OECD AI recommendation. This is to be done through a risk-based approach; 
to the same end, cooperation on relevant measurement and evaluation tools, risk management and 
technical and socio-technical requirements has been initiated. The partners are also working on a 
shared repository of metrics and methodologies for measuring AI trustworthiness and AI risks, and 
intend to develop a joint roadmap in this area. 

Although the TTC has stopped short of developing common standards, it has stated its intention to 
'foster the development of aligned and interoperable technical standards, and to reduce non-
tariff barriers in key technology areas, and together leverage those at the international level'. 

Climate and clean tech 
The tasks of the working group on climate and clean tech include identifying opportunities, policy 
measures and incentives to support transatlantic trade, investment in and development of climate-
neutral technologies, products and services. It has also started working on green public 
procurement, including a joint mapping of policies and a catalogue of best practices. The partners 
also agreed to work towards aligned approaches for greenhouse gas lifecycle assessment, 
including on the carbon footprint of products. They furthermore agreed to cooperate on developing 
shared operating requirements and validation methodologies for testing e-vehicles through their 
charging columns. Preparatory work on common real time research at laboratories concerning e-
vehicles has also commenced. 

In the future, the group plans to align technical guidelines for publicly-funded e-vehicle charging 
infrastructure that will support the roll-out of technologies. It will also work towards a joint EU-US 
initiative to integrate sustainability considerations in public procurement processes. 

https://presidence-francaise.consilium.europa.eu/en/news/european-union-united-states-trade-and-technology-council-ttc/
https://circabc.europa.eu/rest/download/14bf0332-62ee-411b-8c74-bea38cd79efb?ticket=
https://legalinstruments.oecd.org/en/instruments/OECD-LEGAL-0449
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Secure supply chains 
Work in this area was launched with the aim to increase resilience of key supply chains and security 
of supply in sectors essential for the green and digital transformation as well as for the protection of 
citizens. The Pittsburgh statement prioritised semiconductors, clean energy, pharmaceuticals and 
critical materials. 

The first deliverables included identification of common vulnerabilities in solar panels supply 
chains and initial cooperative steps to address them, such as promoting transparency in chains, and 
joint work on project development and the design of financing tools. The working group also 
identified shared risks in the rare earth magnets supply chains and announced possibilities for 
future collaboration in research and development in areas such as mining and recycling. Ii is worth 
mentioning that China plays a dominant role in both of these supply chains. On semiconductors, 
the EU and the US agreed to develop a common early warning and monitoring mechanism for 
the semiconductor value chain, in order to be able to better anticipate and address potential 
disruptions. Both parties will work with industry to promote initiatives increasing transparency of 
semiconductors supply chain, particularly of demand for chips. To avoid a subsidy race, the EU and 
the US will inform each other on the subsidies granted to develop semiconductor manufacturing 
capacity on EU and US soil. 

ICTS security and competitiveness 
Cooperation in the area of information and communication technology and services (ICTS) was set 
up to ensure security, diversity, interoperability and resilience across the ICT supply chain, in 
particularly sensitive and critical areas such as 
5G, undersea cables, data centres and cloud 
infrastructure. Furthermore, the working 
group was to propose forms of development 
finance for secure and resilient digital 
connectivity in third countries. To prepare for 
the future, the working group was also tasked 
to find ways to boost research and innovation 
cooperation beyond 5G and 6G systems. The 
issue of security gained additional prominence 
due to Russia's cybersecurity threat. 

The first outcome, following a joint statement 
on the importance of addressing security risks, 
was the creation of a taskforce to promote, 
through public financing, the use of 
trusted/non-high-risk ICTS suppliers in 
third countries. The partners agreed to work 
towards a common vision and joint roadmap 
presenting some of the main challenges and 
needs of future communication 
technologies, which could include 
technology requirements, future security and 
interoperability standards as well as trusted 
connectivity in next generation networks. 

Global infrastructure investment efforts 

In order to close the global investment gap, the EU 
launched the Global Gateway initiative. Following the 
recent G7 Summit, the Commission announced that EU 
budgetary means would be used to fund the 
Partnership for Global Infrastructure and Investment. 
The EU committed €300 billion and the US$ 200 billion 
to that initiative. The partnership will provide 
development finance to support democratic values 
such as transparency, inclusivity and sustainability, as 
well as high standards for the environment and for 
workers. The partnership will also mobilise private 
sector funding. 

The US, Australia and Japan (under the auspices of the 
OECD) launched the Blue Dot Network, which certifies 
quality infrastructure investments, promoting the 
implementation of robust international standards, as 
set out in the G20 Principles for Quality Infrastructure 
Investment, the G7 Charlevoix Commitment on 
Innovative Financing for Development, the Equator 
Principles and the OECD Guidelines for Multinational 
Enterprises. The network will provide a certification 
scheme assisting countries in pursuing investment 
that optimises the positive economic, social, 
environmental and development impact of 
infrastructure. 

 

 

https://ec.europa.eu/commission/presscorner/detail/en/qanda_22_730
https://www.congress.gov/bill/117th-congress/house-bill/4521
https://ec.europa.eu/info/strategy/priorities-2019-2024/stronger-europe-world/global-gateway_en
https://www.europarl.europa.eu/thinktank/en/document/EPRS_ATA(2022)733575
https://ec.europa.eu/commission/presscorner/detail/en/statement_22_4122
https://www.oecd.org/finance/oecd-and-the-blue-dot-network.htm
https://www.state.gov/blue-dot-network/
https://www.mof.go.jp/english/international_policy/convention/g20/annex6_1.pdf
https://www.mof.go.jp/english/international_policy/convention/g20/annex6_1.pdf
https://www.mofa.go.jp/files/000373833.pdf
https://www.mofa.go.jp/files/000373833.pdf
https://equator-principles.com/
https://equator-principles.com/
http://mneguidelines.oecd.org/?_ga=2.46418087.144477957.1621433848-996994394.1613059270
http://mneguidelines.oecd.org/?_ga=2.46418087.144477957.1621433848-996994394.1613059270
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Data governance and technology platforms 
The working group was tasked with facilitating information exchange on EU and US approaches, 
seeking consistency and interoperability whenever possible. Both parties are concerned about the 
spread of illegal and harmful conduct and content on online platforms, arguing that they should do 
more to create a safe and democratic online environment. 

To achieve that, the EU and the US agreed to boost their cooperation on requiring or encouraging 
online platforms to step up their efforts for more transparency and responsiveness in content 
moderation, through means such as a flagging system to notify online platforms of potentially 
illegal content. They will also increase their cooperation on getting a better understanding of 
algorithmic amplification, particularly on the risks it poses with regard to the uncontrolled spread 
of illegal and harmful content on online platforms, and consider appropriate policy responses. The 
group will also work on facilitating researchers' access to data and on exchanging best practices 
relating to online protection of minors. Following Russia's aggression on Ukraine, the TTC will 
launch a cooperation framework on information integrity in crisis situations, including on data 
governance and platform governance, to combat the manipulation and censoring of information. 

In the longer term, the goal of cooperation is to create a structured policy dialogue on the principal 
issues in platform governance, including competition in digital markets. Interestingly, the statement 
declares the two parties' intentions to seek, whenever feasible, greater consistency in policy and 
regulatory approaches and to coordinate their efforts on enforcement. 

Misuse of technology threatening security and human rights 
The working group was tasked with finding ways to address arbitrary or unlawful online surveillance 
and to build an effective mechanism to react to internet shutdowns. It was also mandated with work 
on protecting human rights defenders online and on boosting transatlantic cooperation on foreign 
information manipulation and interference with democratic processes. In the context of Russia's war 
on Ukraine, this strand of work gained prominence after the importance of close collaboration 
against the systematic use of information manipulation became evident. 

The EU and the US agreed to develop a common analytical framework for identifying foreign 
information manipulation and interference, with a view to facilitating a quick information 
exchange and effective countermeasures, particularly during the crisis. The parties also committed 
to raising awareness about the malicious misuse of technology, including through engagement 
with the UN and the private sector. In the future, the EU and the US will work on developing policies 
to mitigate threats to democracy and human rights online, with input from the business 
community and involvement of the relevant stakeholders. 

Export controls 
This working group is tasked with carrying out technical consultations on legislative developments 
in the area of export controls, and with exchanging information on risk assessments and good 
practices regarding licensing. The two sides have the opportunity to discuss EU and US approaches 
to compliance and enforcement, with a view of on converging them. 

The group has played a prominent role in the context of the Russian invasion by enabling the swift 
organisation of coordinated export controls and sanctions, as the experts from both sides had 
already been working together on these matters (see Figure 1).4 The Paris-Saclay statement 
commended the group for its 'unprecedented level of cooperation' and underlined that 'the 
restrictive measures, imposed in record time, demonstrate the added value of close cooperation 
between the European Union and the United States'. The group also discusses implementation of 
sanctions with third countries, to maximise their overall impact. 
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Looking beyond the ongoing conflict, the group works on improving licensing practices so that 
they are beneficial to bilateral trade, joint innovation and technology development. In the future, 
good licensing practices in key technology sectors, including semiconductors, will start being 
evaluated. After identifying possible risks, the group will also explore the feasibility of appropriate 
multilateral controls in the area of emerging technologies. Other strands of work include stronger 
coordination of licensing, including cooperation on updating the control lists. The group also aims 
to develop sufficient tools, such as trainings, and resources in support of third countries' export 
controls capacities. 

Investment screening 
The group was set up with the task of exchanging information on investment trends with security 
implications and on best practices, including risk analysis and risk mitigation measures. The work 
has a special focus on sensitive technologies and sensitive data. 

The group has adopted a work programme and discussed investment trends affecting security, 
particularly strategies of certain countries including Russia. It has also held exchanges on best 

Figure 1 – Main EU and US export controls on trade with Russia since the invasion of Ukraine 

 

Data source: European Commission, US Treasury, Reuters, The Peterson Institute for International Economics. 

https://ec.europa.eu/info/business-economy-euro/banking-and-finance/international-relations/restrictive-measures-sanctions/sanctions-adopted-following-russias-military-aggression-against-ukraine_en
https://home.treasury.gov/policy-issues/financial-sanctions/sanctions-programs-and-country-information/ukraine-russia-related-sanctions
https://graphics.reuters.com/UKRAINE-CRISIS/SANCTIONS/byvrjenzmve/
https://www.piie.com/blogs/realtime-economic-issues-watch/russias-war-ukraine-sanctions-timeline
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practices. These activities are carried out to 
improve collective understanding and 
knowledge, and may lead to greater technical 
exchange in the future. Elaborating on these 
developments, a broader aim is to work with the 
export controls group to develop a holistic view 
of the policy tools that can be deployed to 
address risks related to specific sensitive 
technologies. 

Promoting SME access to and use 
of digital technologies 
The aim of the cooperation is to launch outreach 
activities, so that SMEs and other under-served 
communities could inform the policymakers on 
the barriers to their digital empowerment. To 
address these barriers, the working group was 
tasked with developing recommendations that would help to enhance these communities' access 
to and the uptake of digital technologies. 

Since the Pittsburgh meeting, the partners launched a series of online trainings, best practice 
guides and studies covering issues ranging from cybersecurity to digital skills to developing 
strategies for enterprises. Furthermore, they published a set of guidelines on cybersecurity for SMEs. 
More outreach activities and webinars will follow. 

Global trade challenges 
The work in this area focuses on addressing challenges resulting from distortive non-market 
economic policies, including through information-sharing. The parties also set out to identify and 
avoid new and unnecessary technical barriers in products and services in emerging technologies, 
and to work on protection of labour rights, decent work and trade, and environmental issues. 

Since the Pittsburgh meeting, the group has discussed non-market, trade-distortive policies and 
practices, exchanged assessments of their impacts and reviewed the inventories of existing EU and 
US policy tools addressing them. The parties plan to develop joint or coordinated strategies to 
counter the harmful impacts of such practices, with initial focus on the medical devices sector and 
on government-owned, funded or controlled investment funds. The EU and the US will also consult 
with each other and coordinate their activities using domestic tools to address these policies and 
practices in order to avoid unintended negative consequences for each other. The partners also 
agreed to launch an early-stage trade coordination dialogue to exchange information on third 
countries' nascent initiatives or measures that could become an important trade barrier for EU and 
US businesses. Importantly, they will discuss upcoming regulatory initiatives in new or emerging 
technology sectors that could possibly affect transatlantic trade. This will be done to bridge any 
differences at an early stage and achieve common approaches, while avoiding the creation of new 
barriers to trade. The group will also develop sectoral trade facilitating initiatives through 
reinforced cooperation on conformity assessments of selected goods and through deployment of 
digital tools. The EU and the US will also intensify cooperation in the area of public procurement to 
remove trade barriers. 

US measures to protect its markets 

It remains to be seen how the work of the TTC fits with 
some of the US domestic policy measures considered 
controversial by the experts: the Buy American Act and 
the Jones Act. Both are thought to be conducive to 
price increases and to having a negative impact on 
economic efficiency. The Commission considers both 
to constitute barriers to trade in the public 
procurement and maritime sectors. They remain a 
pertinent topic of political debate in the European 
Parliament in the context of transatlantic relations and 
the TTC. Conversely, some legislative initiatives by the 
EU raise concerns in the US, and as trade and 
technology are policy areas prone to differing 
interests, domestic developments are likely to have an 
impact on the council. 

 

 

https://digital-strategy.ec.europa.eu/en/library/high-level-guidelines-cybersecurity-smes
https://www.globalpolicywatch.com/2022/06/u-s-eu-trade-and-tech-council-paris-takeaways-and-next-steps/
https://www.globalpolicywatch.com/2022/06/u-s-eu-trade-and-tech-council-paris-takeaways-and-next-steps/
https://ec.europa.eu/commission/presscorner/detail/nl/IP_19_1892
https://www.whitehouse.gov/briefing-room/statements-releases/2021/07/28/fact-sheet-biden-harris-administration-issues-proposed-buy-american-rule-advancing-the-presidents-commitment-to-ensuring-the-future-of-america-is-made-in-america-by-all-of-americas/
https://www.law.cornell.edu/wex/jones_act#:%7E:text=The%20Jones%20Act%2C%20also%20known,see%2046%20USC%20%C2%A7%2050101).
https://www.economist.com/the-economist-explains/2022/04/11/what-is-the-jones-act-the-century-old-law-pushing-up-prices-in-america
https://www.csis.org/analysis/buy-american-again-0
https://www.mercatus.org/system/files/mercatus-grennes-jones-act-v2.pdf
https://www.cato.org/blog/jones-act-contributor-us-supply-chain-woes
https://trade.ec.europa.eu/access-to-markets/en/barriers/details?barrier_id=11190&sps=false
https://trade.ec.europa.eu/access-to-markets/en/barriers/details?barrier_id=11190&sps=false
https://trade.ec.europa.eu/access-to-markets/en/barriers/details?barrier_id=12040&sps=false
https://www.europarl.europa.eu/doceo/document/CRE-9-2021-11-11-ITM-003_EN.html
https://www.euractiv.com/section/energy-environment/news/us-raises-concerns-over-europes-planned-carbon-border-tax/
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The Paris-Saclay statement announced the 
establishment of a trade and labour dialogue 
that will involve a broad spectrum of 
stakeholders to consider policy options 
promoting internationally recognised labour 
rights (a new issue in transatlantic relations). It 
will also discuss helping the workforce and 
enterprises with the challenges associated with 
the digital and green transitions and the social 
and economic implications of the war in 
Ukraine. The parties will also identify ways to 
coordinate in international and multilateral fora 
on how to further responsible business 
conduct with regard to labour rights actions 
and eradicate forced labour in global supply 
chains. Moreover, the parties will work in the 
international fora to foster stronger alignment 
on trade and climate issues. They will also 
cooperate on the implementation of outcomes 
of the WTO Trade and Environmental 
Sustainability Structured Discussions. 
Furthermore, the group plans to examine 
potential coordinated or joint responses to 
external economic coercion affecting trade 
and investment. On food security, the partners 
committed to establishing a policy dialogue 
seeking ways to further diversify trade and 
address over-reliance on some trading partners. 
This will be done to strengthen the resilience of global food production and address challenges 
related to food supply and price increase caused by Russia's invasion of Ukraine. 

Reactions and outlook 
Daniel S. Hamilton underlines that Russia's war on Ukraine has created additional urgency for the 
EU and the US to present a positive joint agenda and demonstrate unity in the face of the common 
threat. War and sanctions will create unexpected shocks for regional and global supply chains and 
the partners can anticipate and address these through the TTC. Hamilton argues that the council 
may help the EU and the US to adjust themselves to 'a world of greater competition, more diffuse 
power, and ongoing disruption'. This is because their joint efforts in TTC working groups on 
technology standards, trade, and data governance can safeguard their position as global rule-
makers rather than rule-takers. Furthermore, there is an opportunity to work together to address, 
through the establishment of democratic and non-discriminatory norms, the misuse of technology, 
which, together with misinformation, threatens security and human rights. Actions in this direction 
can bring out and reaffirm the common values on which the transatlantic partnership is based and 
make both parties standard-setters in the responsible use of technology and an open internet that 
respects human rights. Moreover, aligned actions by the TTC groups working in the areas of SME 
digitalisation, climate & clean technology and ICTS competitiveness can shore up the two parties' 
roles as leading innovation economies. And finally: 'TTC work on export controls, investment 
screening and supply chain security can ensure that the United States and the EU are vigilant and 
resilient in the face of growing competitive and disruptive challenges'. 

The European Policy Centre (EPC) also confirmed the newfound urgency in transatlantic relations 
due to the war and the new angle it added to TTC work. Strands of work such as supply chain 
security, export controls, investment screening and coordination of trade responses to non-market 

The European Parliament 

In its October 2021 resolution on the future of EU-US 
relations, the Parliament stressed that the TTC is part of 
the positive transatlantic trade agenda, with its 
ultimate aim being to enshrine democratic values and 
ethics in new technologies in order to lead the global 
digital transformation. It urged both sides to focus on 
concrete tangible outcomes and welcomed the 
specific themes of the 10 working groups. The MEPs 
also called for the establishment of a Sub-Committee 
on Trade and Technology within the Transatlantic 
Legislators' Dialogue (TLD), to complement the 
executive's role in the TTC and to exercise democratic 
scrutiny over it. 

The May 2022 joint statement of the TLD welcomed 
the outcomes of the second TTC meeting, emphasising 
the importance of democratic scrutiny of these. It 
underlined the necessity of the dialogue among 
legislators as well as of the outreach to relevant 
stakeholders, and the importance of creating a TTC 
platform in the TLD, to ensure transatlantic 
cooperation at parliamentary level. The statement 
recognised that trade policy is an increasingly 
important tool to together achieve greater common 
goals such as a level playing field and a green and 
digital transition. It also stressed that the TTC should 
give new impetus to multilateral and fair trade. 

https://www.globalpolicywatch.com/2022/06/u-s-eu-trade-and-tech-council-paris-takeaways-and-next-steps/
https://www.wto.org/english/tratop_e/tessd_e/tessd_e.htm
https://www.wto.org/english/tratop_e/tessd_e/tessd_e.htm
https://www.europarl.europa.eu/thinktank/en/document/EPRS_BRI(2022)729299
https://www.europarl.europa.eu/thinktank/en/document/EPRS_BRI(2022)729299
https://www.transatlantic.org/wp-content/uploads/2022/03/TTC-summary-brief-final-March-6-2022.pdf
https://www.epc.eu/en/publications/Searching-for-economic-security-in-an-age-of-confrontation-The-Trade%7E487e98
https://www.europarl.europa.eu/doceo/document/TA-9-2021-0410_EN.html
https://www.europarl.europa.eu/doceo/document/TA-9-2021-0410_EN.html
https://www.europarl.europa.eu/tld/en/home
https://www.europarl.europa.eu/tld/en/home
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policies and practices are fitting into a broader paradigm shift of increased involvement of 
government in the economy. According to the EPC, the council may be a structuring platform for 
years to come, directly connecting and engaging policy communities on both sides. 

Georg E. Riekeles observes that, in the face of the 
war, the EU US have found both a common 
direction and a sense of shared identity through 
the TTC. However, to succeed in facing down 
authoritarian regimes across the world, the West 
must thoroughly revitalise its economic security 
cooperation. The TTC can be helpful in that 
aspect but it must deliver concrete and 
meaningful results across all 10 working groups. 

Frederico Mollet, sees little concrete substance 
in the TTC's work on supply chain security, which 
is mostly focused on coordinating approaches 
and a commitment to consult and hold dialogue 
with each other. Actions such as monitoring 
bottlenecks in supply chains are useful, but it 
remains unclear whether they will lead to more 
coordinated policy interventions, or whether actions on supply chains will remain predominantly 
domestic policies. 

Yet another EPC expert, Guillaume van der Loo, underlines that the TTC is predominantly an exercise 
in strengthening information exchange and coordination. This means that in the area of trade, it 
does not aim to produce binding commitments enshrined in international treaties. The added value 
of the TTC lies in its ability to anticipate and prevent new trade irritants, while frequent interaction 
between the two sides helps to build trust and can lay the foundations of future sectoral agreements 
at the bilateral or multilateral (WTO) level. 

Andrea G. Rodriguez argues that due to the war in Ukraine, the EU and the US are aligning their 
positions on digital affairs more closely. However, to succeed on a wider scale they must convince 
and bring in third countries, particularly those in a weaker position vis-à-vis China and Russia, such 
as the EU's neighbours. 

Evin Jongen Fay argues that the TTC should not shift its attention away from China, which poses 
threats to the West with its non-market policies and disregard for human rights in its approach to 
emerging technologies. The TTC connects policy communities and this is likely to be useful when 
the current pressing crisis eases and 'the looming challenge of China's construction of an illiberal 
world order comes to the fore'. 

The experts at the Atlantic Council believe that the war has reshaped much of the TTC's focus. 
Kenneth Propp states that the Paris-Saclay statement shows 'the deepening resolve' to address 
together a broad range of technological developments and geopolitical challenges. He however 
also points to instances where cooperation is likely to reach its limits, such as in case of curbing 
illegal and harmful content, in which the US is likely to go less far than the EU because of the 
protection of freedom of expression being enshrined in the US constitution.  

Tyson Barker highlights that both sides have been identifying vulnerabilities in supply chains, 
including on solar panels, which is a step towards a response to forced labour issues in Xinjiang, 
China. The TTC looks promising on semiconductors: the next step could be the coordination of state 
aid to prevent subsidy wars and ensure stronger strategic interdependence. In the most ambitious 
scenario, the cooperation may lead to transatlantic consortia in R&D and chip design. In the future, 
Barker sees TTC shifting from the pressing challenges posed by Russia to the long-term issues of 
climate change and digital authoritarianism – in other words a greater focus on China. When looking 
at the outcomes of the TTC's digital policy initiatives, it is possible to conclude that the convergence 

The EU-India Trade and Technology Council 

In April 2022, the EU and India agreed to launch a joint 
TTC to 'tackle challenges at the nexus of trade, trusted 
technology and security' through an in-depth strategic 
engagement of both sides in the rapidly changing 
geopolitical environment. The EU-India TTC will 
provide 'the political steer and the necessary structure 
to operationalise political decisions, coordinate 
technical work, and report to the political level to 
ensure implementation and follow-up in areas that are 
important for the sustainable progress of European 
and Indian economies'. Both sides are working on 
defining the objectives, scope and format of the EU-
India TTC, which remain formally separate from the 
revitalised talks on the EU-India FTA. 

https://epc.eu/en/publications/Beyond-the-Trade-and-Technology-Council-National-security-concerns-ar%7E429eb0
https://www.atlanticcouncil.org/blogs/new-atlanticist/russian-aggression-brings-eu-and-us-together-on-trade-and-tech-in-france-what-comes-next/
https://twitter.com/tysonbarker/status/1443590180141633561
https://ec.europa.eu/commission/presscorner/detail/en/IP_22_2643
https://policy.trade.ec.europa.eu/news/eu-and-india-kick-start-ambitious-trade-agenda-2022-06-17_en
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of positions on China is already happening. In the area of climate, convergence on procurement 
principles and methodology to assess carbon footprints has made a good start. In order to create a 
genuine global liberal system however, the TTC needs to have the Global South on board. 

Francis Burwell underlines that the working groups are key to the success of the TTC and that they 
have made sound progress in identifying opportunities for cooperation. A major success of the TTC 
is the establishment of a transatlantic community of experts focused on EU-US cooperation. 
Importantly, the TTC has major positive spill-over effects, with the 'in principle' agreement on an EU-
US privacy shield and a Declaration for the Future of the Internet being the most remarkable 
successes outside of the TTC's official mandate.5 

The Center for Strategic and International Studies 
(CSIS) points out that it remains to be seen 
whether outside the context of the war in Ukraine 
cooperation will remain as effective as it is on 
sanctions and export controls. As regards the 
screening of supply chains and investment, it is 
unclear how far the parties will go in their ability 
to obtain information from private companies 
and then share it to make concordant decisions. 
The CSIS sees promise in cooperation against 
coercive adversaries, particularly as the EU is 
considering adopting the Anti-Coercion 
Instrument. It also argues that: 'the TTC produced 
surprising progress on digital regulation, despite 
previous disagreement and lack of coordination', 
mentioning the Strategic Standardization 
Information (SSI) mechanism and work on AI as 
examples of efforts that encourage deeper 
transatlantic cooperation on producing 
legislation in the area of technology. The CSIS 
also considers that the cooperation is more 
challenging in the area of climate policy, since the 
US debate is lagging behind the EU's and the 
legislation to combat climate change has stalled. 
Possible disagreements may yet materialise due 
to the carbon border adjustment mechanism. In 
the longer term, there are some risks to the 
effectiveness of the TTC. One is a division 
between the parties on the level of confrontation they are ready to deploy against China's non-
market practices. Another is that the acute urgency of dealing with Russia takes precedence over 
other areas – such as decarbonisation policies – that need urgent coordination. However, the largest 
problem is an old one: 'the US approach to regulation tends to be descriptive and ex post. The EU 
approach tends to be prescriptive and ex ante'. Since the EU tends to move faster, there is always a 
potential for disagreement. 

The Elcano Royal Institute highlights that the TTC, through establishing links of communication and 
understanding, has created an unprecedented level of cooperation between the EU and the US. This 
community of experts is behind agreements reached across all of the working groups, even if so far 
these have focused mostly on information-sharing and joint mapping rather than on executive 
issues. The institute also analyses issues to watch out for. Its experts believe that in the short term, 
the TTC should keep progressing on issues other than those related to war so as not to lose the 
momentum. In the longer term, an important risk can arise from a possible weakening of high-level 
political support, due, for example, to the outcome of the next US presidential elections. Should the 

The Indo-Pacific focus 

The European Commission adopted its 
communication on the Indo-Pacific strategy in 
September 2021, based on seven priority areas, with 
tangible implementing actions: i) sustainable and 
inclusive prosperity, ii) green transition, iii) ocean 
governance, iv) digital governance and partnerships, v) 
connectivity, vi) security and defence, and vii) human 
security. Despite the urgency of the war in Ukraine, the 
EU's interest remains vested in the Indo-Pacific, a 
region of global importance. The EU's policy approach 
is close to ASEAN's Outlook on the Indo-Pacific. 

In February 2022, the White House published its Indo-
Pacific strategy, set up to meet the most urgent 
challenges, from competition with China through 
climate change to mitigating the impact of the 
pandemic. The strategy has been followed by a series 
of high-level meetings. In May 2022 the US launched 
the Indo-Pacific Economic Framework for Prosperity 
with Australia, Brunei Darussalam, India, Indonesia, 
Japan, Korea, Malaysia, New Zealand, Philippines, 
Singapore, Thailand, and Vietnam. The aim of the 
framework is to boost trade, increase resilience of key 
supply chains, and accelerate development and 
deployment of clean tech and infrastructure, as well as 
enforcing effective tax systems. 

https://journals.sagepub.com/doi/pdf/10.1177/1536504212436479
https://www.economist.com/international/2022/05/14/the-war-in-ukraine-is-spurring-transatlantic-co-operation-in-tech
https://www.whitehouse.gov/briefing-room/speeches-remarks/2022/03/25/remarks-by-president-biden-and-european-commission-president-ursula-von-der-leyen-in-joint-press-statement/
https://ec.europa.eu/commission/presscorner/detail/en/IP_22_2695
https://www.csis.org/analysis/assessing-progress-within-ttc
https://www.europarl.europa.eu/thinktank/en/document/EPRS_BRI(2022)698889
https://www.realinstitutoelcano.org/en/ukraine-in-the-spotlight-of-the-trade-and-technology-council-ttc/
https://www.eeas.europa.eu/eeas/joint-communication-indo-pacific_en
https://www.eeas.europa.eu/sites/default/files/eu-indo-pacific_factsheet_2022-02_0.pdf
https://ec.europa.eu/commission/presscorner/detail/en/QANDA_21_4709
https://thediplomat.com/2022/05/how-the-eu-can-still-succeed-in-the-indo-pacific-despite-the-war-in-ukraine/
https://thediplomat.com/2022/05/how-the-eu-can-still-succeed-in-the-indo-pacific-despite-the-war-in-ukraine/
https://ec.europa.eu/eurostat/statistics-explained/index.php?title=Glossary:Association_of_South_East_Asian_Nations_(ASEAN)#:%7E:text=The%20Association%20of%20South%20East,and%20stability%20in%20the%20region.
https://asean.org/asean2020/wp-content/uploads/2021/01/ASEAN-Outlook-on-the-Indo-Pacific_FINAL_22062019.pdf
https://www.whitehouse.gov/wp-content/uploads/2022/02/U.S.-Indo-Pacific-Strategy.pdf
https://www.whitehouse.gov/wp-content/uploads/2022/02/U.S.-Indo-Pacific-Strategy.pdf
https://www.usip.org/publications/2022/06/amid-ukraine-war-us-signals-indo-pacific-vital-priority
https://www.whitehouse.gov/briefing-room/statements-releases/2022/05/23/statement-on-indo-pacific-economic-framework-for-prosperity/
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political support weaken, the role of the civil service and experts will be crucial. Elcano argues that 
the existing working groups and the sub-groups that will be set up in the future should obtain 'a 
higher degree of institutionalisation and autonomy in case of possible setbacks'. Furthermore, the 
TTC and its global influence can benefit greatly if it moves from joint risk identification to elaborating 
common executive responses to such risks. 

The Lowy Institute estimated that, despite its heavy focus on Russia, the TTC has managed to 
produce meaningful outcomes in commitments across other policy areas such as standards, supply 
chains, promotion of trusted ICT suppliers and actions against the non-market, trade-distortive 
policies and practices. Many of these outcomes have implications for China. Indeed, Lowy expects 
that the US will now attempt to shift the attention of the TTC to longer-term systemic challenges 
posed by China. According to the institute, issues such as China's refusal to engage in discussions 
about the conflict with Russia, its coercive behaviour towards Lithuania, as well as its non-liberal 
digital and technology policies, may result in a more coherent view on the Chinese threat during 
the TTC's third meeting. 

The Merics think-tank underlined that an important outcome of the second TTC meeting was the 
recognition that the fact that both sides have an interdependence with authoritarian regimes is a 
source of risk that must be mitigated. The analysts welcomed the TTC's progress on supply chains, 
standardisation, investment screening and export controls, while highlighting that it has not yet 
identified the common infrastructure investment projects that could constitute an alternative to 
China's Digital Silk Road. 

The Italian Institute for International Political Studies took a critical view of the TTC. It argued that 
considering the dominance of US companies in the digital sector, the work of the council is 
inherently skewed in the direction of US interests. The institute considers that, more than ever in 
face of Russian aggression, the TTC represents predominantly a political and ideological alliance, 
and is a sign of increased geopoliticisation of technology. 

Politico opined that the Paris-Saclay meeting did not offer much beyond the common action on 
Russia and that the key issue on regulating big tech is still unresolved. 

Thomas Duesterberg and Angélique Talmor of the Hudson Institute see the TTC as a forum through 
which to advance a multilateral economic order, since addressing the flaws and dysfunctions of the 
WTO is problematic. However, while praising the collaboration on war-related areas, they argue that 
efforts to respond to the other main autocracy and geostrategic rival, China, are more modest. If the 
TTC is to become a real game-changer that wants to address 'techno nationalism', the two sides 
should put themselves to work in building together integrated supply chains in technically complex 
sectors such as semiconductors and quantum computing. So far, the TTC's commitments are not 
suggesting such actions. In other two sectors where China has been increasing its dominance – 
green technology and telecommunications – 'early US and EU technology leadership has been 
eroded by Chinese mercantilism whose effects could be mitigated through cooperation'. The 
Hudson Institute assesses that in both of these important areas the TTC is yet to give an effective 
response. 
As regards telecommunications, the Hudson Institute suggests that the EU and the US build on their 
common strengths, such as mobile services development, while protecting the population of the 
West from the hazards posed by Chinese telecommunications systems. As for green technology, the 
institute suggests that the EU and that US establish direct coordination on export controls and on 
the sanctions they impose on China for its practices of labour exploitation, as well as on the 
sanctions they impose on third countries for child labour, which is used for mining minerals required 
for batteries and solar cells. A common factor that can be used for maximising the potential of the 
TTC across all sectors is if the two sides apply themselves to working jointly on the standards, 
particularly those pertaining to the operating systems for modern technologies. In this area, the 
authors find the creation of the strategic standardization information (SSI) mechanism particularly 
promising. 

https://www.lowyinstitute.org/the-interpreter/required-update-eu-us-trade-and-tech-council
https://merics.org/en/merics-briefs/trade-and-technology-council-chinese-debates-sanctions-russia-eu-japan-summit
http://www.ipcs.org/issue_select.php?recNo=6153
https://www.ispionline.it/en/pubblicazione/eu-us-trade-and-technology-council-litmus-test-transatlantic-cooperation-35457
https://www.politico.eu/article/eu-us-joint-action-russia-trade-technology-council-summit/
https://aspeniaonline.it/the-potential-role-of-the-us-eu-trade-and-technology-council-in-a-rapidly-changing-global-economic-order/
https://ecfr.eu/publication/home-advantage-how-chinas-protected-market-threatens-europes-economic-power/
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ENDNOTES
 

1  It is co-chaired by European Commission Executive Vice-President and EU Competition Commissioner , 
Margrethe Vestager; European Commission Executive Vice-President and EU Trade Commissioner , 
Valdis Dombrovskis; US Secretary of State, Antony Blinken; US Secretary of Commerce, Gina Raimondo; and US Trade  
Representative, Katherine Tai. 

2  These working groups are led or co-led by relevant departments, services or agencies at US federal government and 
EU level. They coordinate the technical work. 

3  According to World Bank data for 2021, the three largest economies (in terms of GDP size) are the US, China and the 
EU, the latter considered as the sum of the EU Member States' economies. 

4  Some export controls on dual-use goods and sensitive technologies (also related to oil production and exploration) 
were introduced by the EU and the US before the current war broke out, after Russia's 2014 invasion and occupation 
of Ukraine's Crimea region and parts of eastern Ukraine. 

5  Notably, China, India and Russia, which all deploy internet control policies, did not sign the declaration. 
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