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No. of RTAs

Figurel RTAs in force by date of entry into force
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Tablel Notifications of RTAs in Force to GATT / WTO

As of 8 July 2005

Type of Agreement Accessions New RTAs Total Example
GATT Art. XXIV (FTA) 4 113 117 EFTA, NAFTA, CEFTA
GATT Art. XXIV (CU) 5 6 11 EC, CACM, MERCOSUR
Enabling Clause 1 20 21 AFTA, SAPTAY, LAIA
GATS Art. V 2 29 31 EC, NAFTA, CEFTA?
Total 12 168 180

¥: 1) 200641 B ~SAFTA., 2) BETEDFTARCUZ Y —ERE ZBIZETHKRLELD,
H Ffr: http://www.wto.org/english/tratop_e/region_e/regfac_e.htm
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