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The Multilateral Trading System After Doha

Commission Questionnaire
	Your name:


	Dominique Njinkeu

	
	

	Organisation name:


	International Lawyers and Economists Against Poverty (ILEAP)

	
	

	I would like my evidence to be confidential

(your name will not be revealed without permission) 
	


I) 
Normative foundations of international trade

1. 
In your view, what are the essential purposes and functions of the international trade regime
a) 
as it operates today?

	· Primarily serves the interest of developed and advanced developing countries.
· Serve the interest of big corporations

· Pretend to take into account the interest of LDC and other low-income countries with low supply capacity.

· Pretend to use trade to promote development



b) 
as it should (in your view) operate in the future? 
	· Should go beyond rhetoric and effectively use trade as an instrument of poverty alleviation
· Allows smooth integration of low-income countries in the international trading system.



2. 
What, in your view, were the key foundational norms of the GATT? Do you believe these norms continue to inform the behaviour and expectations of WTO members? Do you think there is agreement among WTO members on the key norms of the institution?

	· Promote multilateralism
· Promote fair trade

· MFN and national treatment

There is in theory agreement on the key norms but unfortunately every body would like to violate these norms when own interests are at risk.



3. 
Do you observe a rise in the use of protectionist policies? If so, what tangible steps could be taken to counter such trends?
	· The trend to protectionist policies is not higher today than in the past.
· It is however worrisome how developed countries can go back to protectionist attitude and against what they have always stood for, whenever their interests are not served.

· It would help to reform the dispute settlement mechanism to enable low-income countries take effective actions when their interest are at risk



4. 
Has the WTO been remiss in addressing issues of equity a) among member states and b) within member countries?

	Yes



5. 
What, in your opinion, is the link and/or trade-off, if any, between efficiency and equity in the WTO? If you perceive such trade-offs, what tangible ways would you suggest to overcome them?
	The link/trade off comes from the fact that some low-income countries that currently make-up the majority of the WTO membership may not see any benefits from multilateralism and as a result could stand on the way of further liberalization at the multilateral level.
Effective capacity building is required for them to receive and be able to exploit special and differential treatment on a temporary/transitory basis. This means greater education on benefits of multilateralism as well as effectively addressing their participation constraints.



6. 
Many people say progress has been made in recent years in improving internal transparency in the WTO. Do you think further improvements in transparency (internal or external) are required, and if so, what measures do you believe would help to achieve them?
	Transparency could be improved on the deals made at various mini-ministerial conference or small groups. In particular disclosure on how the interest of those not participating in such gathering were taken care of.



7. What changes could be made to further facilitate the participation of developing countries in WTO negotiations?
	More capacity building, especially taking a longer term view. 



8. Do WTO obligations allow for an appropriate level of national autonomy for member states? What do you consider to be the appropriate level of intervention by the WTO in national regulation?
	For most developing countries and the LDCs the WTO has not hindered their policy autonomy too much. The hindrance has been on potential autonomy. Efforts are more needed in helping these countries integrate the international trading system.



II) 
Preferential trade agreements

1. 
What do you consider to be the negative consequences of preferential trade agreements? How, if at all, can they be mitigated?
	PTA could increase marginalisation. A process should be put in motion to ensure in the long term all trade under multilateral rules. PTA should be limited in time and coupled with technical assistance to ease the introduction of multilateral rules.



2. 
What can be learnt from preferential trade liberalization about the willingness of countries to engage in reciprocal trade liberalization?
	Preferential trade liberalization without accompanying process to enhance competitiveness and enter in competitive markets abroad can be limit reciprocal liberalization. It is essential that such liberalization be part of a process that recognizes multilateral liberalization as the (not too) long-term objective.



3. 
How would you categorise the various preferential trade agreements?

	PTA could be grouped into two: PTAs that are meant to secure dynamic market niches and hence may be a hindrance to multilateralism and those that are used as a learning ground for competition before multilateral liberalization; this category, if properly done, can lead to competitive liberalization and hence in the long term contribute to trade liberalization worldwide.



4. 
What, if any, new rules should the WTO be adopting to deal with variations created in  regional and bilateral agreements? 

	It would be desirable to have new rules that can promote competitive regional and bilateral agreements while simultaneously making it harder to sign RTA that close markets to third parties. Only RTAs with low income countries (primarily comprising LDCs) would enjoy the new rules for competitive regional and bilateral agreements.



III) 
Dispute Settlement
1. 
Does the WTO dispute settlement system confront significant challenges?  Do you expect significant challenges to arise in the next 5-10 years? If so, how should these challenges be addressed?

	The biggest challenges is making it accessible to low income countries where the markets are small and then will be unable to exploit the outcome of disputes by retaliating.



2. 
Does the proliferation of dispute settlement options in bilateral and regional trade agreements pose a threat to the WTO’s dispute settlement system? If so, how should this threat be addressed?

	


IV) 
Cohesion and future of the international system

1. 
What measures can be taken to establish coherence between the WTO and other international organizations including the IMF, the World Bank, and the ILO?

	Make decision making at the Board of these institutions more democratic. A multilateral agreement on migration would reduce the inequities due to restrictive movement of labor



2. 
What, in your view, are the specific objectives of the major players within the WTO, particularly the EU, US, China, India, and Brazil? 

	· Although in the US and EU there is some interest in concluding the Round it is as if each of them is looking for excuses coming from the other side not to have a deal. It is not clear if they want anything really in this Round.
· India and Brazil are interested in opening markets in developed countries in agriculture and services and do not seem to provide enough from their manufacturing sector to get what they want.

· China need the market in all sector for its growing trade but has already offered most of what was possible during accession process.



3. 
What can the system do to accommodate the interests of Brazil, China, and India?

	Ambitious liberalization of agriculture



4. 
What can the system do to accommodate the interests of the US and the EU?

	Bigger developing countries should open more their manufacturing and services sectors.



5. 
Are changes necessary in current SDT provisions to accommodate the interests of LDCs? If so, what changes should the system incorporate?

	Design graduating clauses from SDT.



6. 
How far are current weaknesses in the world trade regime an illustration of our unlearning lessons the last century about the importance of institutions? What has brought us to this point of complacency or indifference towards multilateralism? What threats does this entail and how can they be overcome? 

	


V) 
The future of the Doha Round

1. 
Given the immense difficulties in liberalising sectors such as agriculture, in your view, are there other ways to move on the development agenda?

	Would be difficult not to have agriculture as part of a deal. For developing countries a deal with marginal amendment of what is currently on the table, coupled with effective trade capacity building program (including aid for trade) to help capture the benefits in areas such as services and trade facilitation would be helpful.



2. 
Can the global economy prosper without a formal conclusion to the Doha Round?

	Although it is desirable it is not catastrophe. Without a conclusion of the Round this year if the donors provide enough assistance to address supply side problems LDC and other low-income countries in Africa and the Caribbean all is not lost.
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