
















enhance their prospects for growth. Further, while potentially significant for the LDCs, this proposal
would not involve significant costs for industrial countries. Past schemes to help the LDCs integrate into
the international trading system had not worked. He said it was time to try something new.

DISCUSSION

Several statements underscored the need for and different approaches to capacity building. Many
countries, such as GUATEMALA and URUGUAY expressed support for the establishment of a WTO
legal advisory unit. COMMUNATÉ ECONOMIQUE ET MONETAIRE DE L'AFRIQUE CENTRALE
(CEMAC) stressed the need for technical assistance. CANADA called for more attention and resources
on building capacity in: understanding the issues of new negotiations and developing negotiating
positions; implementation of existing WTO obligations; and fostering an enabling environment for
development. The UNITED STATES agreed that the WTO would benefit by involvement of the
recipients of assistance, which would ensure that it is demand-driven. The UNITED KINGDOM called on
others to make the next round of talks a "development round." He said that if it is to be a development
round, developing countries must have the capacity to negotiate. GERMANY stressed the role of
technical-assistance and announced the contribution of DM 1 million to the WTO Trust Fund to support
developing countries in securing their own interests in the multilateral trading system.

Market access for LDCs was the focus of several statements. The US said improving market access is a
shared responsibility and it had taken in an increasing number of developing country imports and had a
range of duty free treatment for LDC products. The NETHERLANDS said that talk of improved access
for agriculture and textiles was not just intended to induce developing countries into consenting to another
round. He envisioned a world without tariffs in a decade or so. FAO noted that agricultural performance
of LDCs is poor and said it was no surprise that they had suffered serious economic setbacks. He sought
to raise competitiveness of this sector and stressed that, despite progress, access to market was still
constrained by SPS and TBT standards. FAO had embarked on a training programme for the next round.
AUSTRALIA welcomed duty free access for LDCs, but said this alone was insufficient. They should not
have to compete with heavily subsidized products. HUNGARY expressed support for a new round of
negotiations and the suggestion that all developed WTO members should permit duty-free access for all
LDC exports. He said that improved market access must be complemented by enhanced trade-related
technical assistance.

INDIA explained the WTO "scepticism" of the developing world by pointing to the fact that the issues
promoted by the developed world such as intellectual property rights and services had resulted in
agreements; investment and competition policy had resulted in the creation of working groups; and
environment had resulted in the creation of the CTE. However, developing country concerns such as
technology transfer, financial mechanism, capacity-building, debt relief and supply side constraints had
not been addressed. NEPAL called for an inclusive approach, assured market access for products of LDCs
and increased bilateral and multilateral assistance to tackle supply side constraints. KOREA stressed the
need to provide more flexible procedures for accession. He called for the adoption of the "umbrella
waiver" - a legal basis to provide preferential treatment to LDCs. MALAYSIA said that the developing
countries were not going to enter into the new round merely because of the threat of rising protectionism
in the US and EU.

In summarizing, the moderator noted that many thoughts on integrating the developing countries into the
multilateral trading system had been provided. He noted that developed countries should remember that
an example is better than a sermon. He also noted many statements questioning the belief that simply
freeing trade is enough. He said LDCs will be encouraged if the trading system does not become a source
of additional obligations. UNITED KINGDOM noted the importance of poverty alleviation and the need
for integration of trade policies into a wider set of development policies.

WTO Director-General Renato Ruggiero, in closing the Symposium, noted that by the end of the four
days of discussion, around 200 interventions from delegations had been made. He said the meeting had
been positive and constructive, with an impressive number of interventions which had contributed to a



better knowledge of problems pertaining to trade and development. He noted in particular: the strong
emphasis placed on least-developed countries; the statement by Alec Erwin that trade liberalisation and
development policy required adjustment in both developing and developed countries; the wide consensus
that trade liberalisation was not on its own sufficient for development; and the support for closer
cooperation between the main international organisations to ensure an integrated framework in terms of
development strategy.

Mr. Ruggiero noted the discussion about the goals to be pursued through the WTO and took up Mr.
Erwin's idea that greater social equity should be sought in future negotiations. It was recognized that there
had been difficulties for many developing countries in implementing the Uruguay Round results;  this was
a serious issue that needed to be examined with an open mind in order to prepare future negotiations.
Studies showed that, although there had been benefits from the Uruguay round, these had not necessarily
been evenly distributed.

Regarding the next round of multilateral negotiations – which many had called a Development Round  -
some had expressed the need for delaying the initial phase of the negotiations.  Others had indicated that
it was necessary to meet the agreed deadline;  this could be done if developing countries had greater
confidence in themselves, their roles, and their leverage in forthcoming negotiations. He recalled Mr.
Ricupero's statement that developing countries needed to face a positive agenda with a  more aggressive
mind, so that they might define and defend  their interests successfully.

The role of new technologies had been indicated as an essential element both of future negotiations and of
the development process in general. He had been particularly impressed by negotiations for the
liberalisation of telecommunications, which had been completed in a few months. These negotiations had
not been particularly arduous for developing countries. They had quickly recognised that liberalisation in
telecommunications would be of interest to them as it would allow a flow of investment and network
technology that would increase their competitivity. He also recalled that developing countries had made
positive contributions in the area of electronic commerce, allowing agreement on an ambitious work
programme. It was essential to consider how to use new technologies to accelerate the development of
developing and least-developed countries.

Mr. Ruggiero said that a major success of the Symposium was the full support for giving priority to the
integration of LDCs into the multilateral trading system, and the need for industrial countries to open their
markets through bound duty and quota free access to the exports of least-developed countries, at an early
stage of the next Round. He also noted full support for the development of an integrated strategy to
address shortfalls in capacity experienced by LDCs, a quick decision on debt relief, measures to
strengthen the access of LDCs to the Dispute Settlement Mechanism, and the provision of both financial
and legal assistance to this end.  He was grateful to the IMF, World Bank and UNCTAD for their support
in this area.

Reacting to the concern expressed that the WTO system tended to exclude some developing countries, Mr
Ruggiero recognised  that the system was not perfect, and acknowledged that some developing and least-
developed countries had difficulty in participating fully in the organization. This was mainly because
there were too many meetings, which was an objective problem, but not the result of a deliberate policy of
exclusion. While recognising that further efforts needed to be taken in improving the negotiating capacity
of developing countries,  he noted the ability of developing and least-developed country Ambassadors  in
defending the interest of their countries,  and recalled that the success of the Singapore Ministerial
Conference was in large part due to the work of Ministers from developing countries. Developing
countries therefore played a very important role in the organisation, and it was consequently  necessary to
dispense with the notion that the organisation worked in favour of some members and against others.

As with the Symposium on Trade and Environment, Mr Ruggiero declared that the Symposium on Trade
and Development was closed, but that a new dialogue had now been opened.


