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What is TTIP?
TTIP is the Transatlantic Trade and Investment Partnership agreement
currently being negotiated by the EU and US.
The future agreement would cover more that 40% of
global GDP and account for large shares of world trade
and foreign direct investment.

€2bn
daily
Current EU – US trade

TTIP wants to
• Ease market access for EU companies to the US
• Cut “red tape” (“Technical Barriers to Trade”)

• Put in place new rules for future cooperation

How did it start?
In February 2013, the US President Barack Obama, the European Council
President Herman Van Rompuy and the European Commission President
José Manuel Barroso announced the launch of the negotiations.
“A high-standard Transatlantic Trade and Investment Partnership would
advance trade and investment liberalization and address regulatory
and other non-tariff barriers.”

How did it start?
Originally the aim was to come to an agreement by the end of 2015. The
current goal is to finalise the negotiations while the Obama administration is
still in power. Since 2013, 14 negotiating rounds have taken place so far.
In November 2014, in an effort to enhance transparency, the new Juncker
Commission committed to providing greater access to documents relating to
the negotiations. The stakeholders’ involvement has also gradually
increased.
In May 2016, Greenpeace “leaked” textual negotiation proposals → for the
first time the public could get an idea of the US negotiation position

Where are we now?
14th negotiation round in July:
Proposals for almost all chapters are now on the table
TBT chapter:
Text has been consolidated
Under discussion:
•Issues related to the conformity assessment of products
•How to improve the recognition by one Party of certification carried out in the
territory of the other Party on the basis of the requirements of the importing Party
•What will be the role of respective governmental authorities in the designation
and monitoring of the conformity assessment bodies located in their territory
•The role of the accreditation bodies in evaluating the technical competence of the
conformity assessment bodies.
•Both sides exchanged views on the EU demands for the improvement of the US
third party conformity assessment scheme applicable to engineering products
(double testing, use of accreditation for the designation of conformity assessment
bodies and the possibility to have a common mark to identify compliant products)

TTIP in the news

The Industry View

Next Steps
• Next negotiation round 3-7 October 2016
• US: finalise talks before Obama leaves office in January 2017
 Political pressure from the US side
 US might be willing to take high level political decisions instead of
continuing with the more detailed negotiation work
 EU side does not seem to share this feeling of urgency, is not willing
to go for a TTIP Lite and they feel that the negotiations are not yet at
a stage were high level political decisions can be made.

The US and Italy proposing a “Step 1” or TTIP
light deal

European Commission not willing to
agree on TTIP light

Why is TTIP relevant for us?
Cutting red tape

≙
reducing technical barriers to trade (TBTs)

≙
reducing differences in standards and conformity assessment
procedures

Why is TTIP relevant for us?
 Initially, the TTIP negotiators have declared their intention to tackle TBTs through
harmonising standards and mutual recognition of conformity assessment results.
BUT

Mutual recognition requires the same
- Conformity assessment methods
- Standards
- Accreditation requirements

Example Consumer Products:

SDoC
Suppliers’
Declaration of
Conformity

3rd Party
Independent 3rd Party
Certification

Why is TTIP relevant for us?

Both the US and the EU have highly sophisticated regulatory systems. But they have very
distinct processes and procedures for developing standards and use of conformity
assessment modules.
These differences arise from material law, standards and standards development procedures,
conformity assessment, regulatory, and market authorisation requirements that differ or are
not mutually recognised.
There is insufficient compatibility between the legal systems and there is no a common
institutional framework.
The principle of mutual recognition can only be effective when products share common
standards and the same, trusted mode of conformity assessment.

Example 1: TTIP and Accreditation

Basis for accreditation and conformity assessment in the EU: Regulation
(EC) No 765/2008
Key principles:
• Accreditation is a service of public interest
• NABs exercise public authority, irrespective of their legal status
• NABs are not-for-profit organisations
• NABs are mandated from their national governments and notified to
the European Commission
• One single AB per Member State

Example 1: TTIP and Accreditation
The implementation of these principles are of special importance for the operation of
the Single Market
→ regulators, stakeholders, CABs, users of conformity assessment services and
finally the society may have confidence in accreditation and the conformity
assessment principles introduced and applied in European legislation.
→ the principles of Regulation (EC) No 765/2008 should be taken into account

when negotiating international trade agreements
The requirements established in Regulation 765/2008 are in line with the
requirements of ISO / IEC 17011 – Conformity Assessment – General requirements
for accreditation bodies accrediting conformity assessment bodies

Example 1: TTIP and Accreditation
The EU is the only economic area where Member States have adopted a common
legislation for accreditation in order to support and facilitate trade. This also
supports the principle of mutual recognition of accreditations as well as of
reports and certificates issued by conformity assessment bodies.
In some countries the principles for operating accreditation bodies are not stated in
the national legislation but are operated on a voluntary basis in accordance with
ISO / IEC 17011
→ some of the European principles do not apply in the US (e.g. “not-for-profit”,
“no competition between accreditation bodies”).

Example 1: TTIP and Accreditation
Challenge:

In Europe accreditation is the preferred tool for the assessment of competence
of CABs
 European Commission has an interest in introducing the European system of
accreditation and conformity assessment when negotiating trade deals
 If a country operates accreditation on a voluntary basis the EU needs to
introduce in the agreement provisions for the recognition of ABs and CABs to
ensure that
• the European accreditation model is not undermined
• CABs are recognised by the other Party
Examples for such provisions are included in CETA, the free trade agreement
between the EU and Canada, e.g.
• Provisions for the accreditation of CABs located in the other Party’s territory
• Provisions for the recognition of ABs

Example 2: TTIP and Conformity Assessment
Mutual recognition of conformity assessment results

Mutual recognition of conformity assessment results can only occur when
• products share the same common standards,
• the methods to establish conformity are the same in both markets and

• those providing conformity services fulfil the same levels of
recognition/accreditation
EU

US

3rd party certification

3rd party certification

SDoC

SDoC

SDoC

≠

3rd party certification

Example 2: TTIP and Conformity Assessment
Comparison SDoC – 3rd party certification

Example 2: TTIP and Conformity Assessment
Perception of Conformity Assessment in TTIP
EU Textual Proposal for a chapter on TBT, Art. 1:

The objective of this Chapter is to promote convergence in regulatory
approaches by reducing or eliminating conflicting technical requirements as
well as redundant and burdensome conformity assessment
requirements.
 Conformity assessment is not a redundant and burdensome requirement but rather
a method to comply with local laws and legal requirements. The legislator must
define the appropriate conformity assessment requirements in relation to the
potential risk of the product. Compliance with rules and regulations is not an
option.

Final considerations
A. ‘Legal harmonization’ and ‘mutual recognition’ instruments are, in
the short or medium term, not appropriate methods to facilitate the
removal of existing barriers to trade.
B. Assessment bodies at the home location should be authorized to
test certain products in accordance with the legal and technical
(standard-based) requirements that apply in the other economic area.
C. The application of such a national treatment approach would facilitate
‘one-stop shopping’ for conformity assessment (‘Transatlantic
Conformity Assessment’) and would achieve a significant facilitation of
trade in the context of TTIP through the use of one accreditation body
for both markets.

Questions?

International Forum for the Laboratory
Community

Thank you for you attention!

