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EU-LDC Conference 2001

The multilateral agenda- an EU perspective

Comments by Harry de Vries

Novib/ Oxfam Netherlands

I got four comments to make regarding the EU perspective on the multilateral agenda:

1) The EBA initiative was watered down considerable after the first proposal by the European Commission. Also the fact that the EBA is not laid down in treaty form, which means it can be withdrawn when imports from LDCs seem to be disruptive for European economies, is a major weakness: the aim is to attract investment and change local production structures. This will not occur when there is uncertainty on the continuity in the market access possibilities. 

2) Attention should be paid to the agricultural policy of the EU, using export subsidies to export large quantities of overproduced agricultural goods and thereby disturbing local markets and destroying the livelihoods of local farmers.

3) On intellectual property there is currently an imbalance between the interests of companies who want to protect their R&D results on the one hand and the interests of poor people needing access to medicines on the other.

4) Finally, the EU should take a more pro-active position on these issues and that with the current agenda in Geneva (built in agenda on agriculture and services and the review TRIPs) there are ample possibilities of delivering before Qatar. This is very necessary to prevent Qatar from ending like Seattle.

Two finalising remarks:

Vulnerable groups are in many societies the real victims, whereas governments are the ones that do the talking, negotiating and decision making. Transparency and democracy both in countries and in the WTO itself are therefore very important.

The positive outcome of Seattle was the common position of many developing countries. When they can continue to search for common positions and deliver these with one voice, their strength will increase and the trust in a positive outcome of Qatar increases.
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