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Abstract

In this chapter | analyze, from a European viewpoint, the evolution of EU-China trade relations in general and EU’s
trade policy towards China more in particular. To this end I will answer the following question: in what ways has
EU’s trade policy towards China changed between 1978 and 2009 and what has spurred these changes? This
question will be answered with detailed reference to important bilateral trade negotiations between Brussels and
Beijing in the aforementioned period as well as to key trade policy decisions taken by the EU. All this will be done
by using an in-depth case study of one of the most politically and economically sensitive sectors within EU-China
trade relations: the textiles and clothing sector.
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Abstract

Why did the European Union (EU) attempt yet fail to reform its anti-dumping legislation between 2006 and 2008?
We analyse this attempt to reform a legislative act regulating interest groups' access to public decision-makers by
relying on collective action and principal-agent theory. Contrary to approaches assuming that the European
Commission enjoys a large degree of agent autonomy to implement a more liberal EU trade policy than most
member state principals would want, we conceive of principals and their agents as actors responding to the relative
balance between interest groups mobilizing for and against reform. Tracing interest group collective action
advantages back to industry consolidation and the certainty of future losses, we argue that concentrated producer
groups mobilize most intensively and persistently and successfully influence policy outcomes. On the losing side,
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importers and retailers, joined by producers having outsourced parts of their production, let alone consumers, fail to
counter this mobilization effort.
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Abstract

It is an accepted view in the trade policy literature that those who lose from external trade are much more easily
mobilized politically than those benefiting from it. As a consequence, the argument goes that there is an
overrepresentation of protectionist interests in the political arena and a persistent pressure on policymakers to shield
their markets from foreign competition. However, | argue that under certain circumstances, importdependent firms
may very well be able and willing to mobilize politically and defend their anti-protectionist trade interests in the
political arena. I will use the recent European Union (EU) anti-dumping case against Chinese and Vietnamese shoes
to illustrate my argument.
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Abstract

During the last two decades, the number of manufacturers in the European Union (EU) that have outsourced (part of
their) production to low-wage countries has increased enormously. At the same time there are also still plenty of
firms that produce their products (almost) entirely in the EU. This paper studies the politics of global sourcing by
investigating the political consequences of this division between, on the one hand, producers and EU Member States
benefiting from increased imports from low wage countries and, on the other hand, firms and countries hurt by the
inflow of cheap products made in China and elsewhere. It does so by using the EU bicycle sector and several recent
EU anti-dumping proceedings against Chinese and Vietnamese bikes as a case study.
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