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Question for oral answer O-000017/2014 

to the Commission 
Rule 115 

Vital Moreira 
on behalf of the Committee on International Trade 

Subject: Retaliation measures against wine exported to the People's Republic of China from the 
EU 

In June 2013, one day after the Commission announced provisional duties on Chinese solar panels, the 
Chinese Ministry of Commerce launched an anti-dumping and anti-subsidy investigation into EU wines. 
The opening of this investigation appears to be a politically motivated response from the People’s Republic 
of China (PRC) to the Commission’s decision concerning solar panels, with a link between the two cases 
being clearly discernible. 

Contrary to expectations, the decision relating to Chinese solar panels that was reached in July 2013 did 
not bring about a deal for EU wine exports to the PRC. In fact, the EU wine sector is still facing the serious 
risk of punitive measures which could severely damage its presence in the Chinese market. What is more, 
the EU and the PRC also agreed on measures under the framework of anti-subsidy investigations at the 
beginning of December 2013. Moreover, there are doubts as to whether the PRC’s investigations are 
compatible with World Trade Organisation (WTO) procedures. 

In light of the above, can the Commission answer the following questions: 

1. Do the anti-dumping and anti-subsidy investigations launched by the PRC into EU wines comply 
with WTO procedures? 

2. What measures has the Commission agreed with the PRC in terms of the measures agreed in 
July 2013 in the AD case and in December 2013 in the AS case 

3. What specific measures is the Commission taking to reach an amicable solution with the PRC to 
settle the investigation into EU wines without any additional duties being imposed on the EU wine 
sector? 

4. What concessions, if any, has the Commission secured from the PRC in exchange for the 
flexibility which the Commission demonstrated in the case of Chinese solar panels? 

5. What measures does the Commission have in place or intend to implement to promptly and 
effectively prevent further trade disputes with the PRC? 

6. What is the Commission’s strategy concerning third countries that retaliate against the EU in 
reaction to the EU’s trade defence instruments? 

7. Is the WTO dispute settlement mechanism the EU’s only available tool, and how important does 
the Commission consider trade diplomacy to be? 

8. What steps will the Commission take to prevent the operation of a system of blackmail between 
members within the WTO? 
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