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1. Why LDC Issues should be at the top of
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’thelr negllglble Welght in the world economy.

» The share of LDC exports in Service trade- 0.5; for
exports in goods is 1% (less oil exports) is 0.5%;

= | DCs put forward the proposal of DFOE m/a for
their exports in the 1St WTO -MC inrSingapore,1996.

= |n the Millennium Declaration of 2000, the international
semmunity’ pledged to adopt a pelicy:of DEOE m/a.

g O e—ea—
%@quﬁie%re-imﬁnting DFQF schemes
| 1d"developing countries are also taking steps.

= On Cotton issue in Hong Kong, WTO members reaffirmed
their commitment to ensure having an explicit decision on
cotton 3




2. Plurilaterals- Threat to the Multilateral
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- as'models for other sectors ;happéhingTh ErVices.

= Pevelopingrand LDCs tend to lose the SDT
flexibilities

= | DCs may not be targeted to ‘join’ such agreements

= However, creating more of such plunlaterals such as
SA, will eventually lead to a “club” within a “club”.

gﬁj’s has systemic implicationsifenthe Wi O—ifimere

wwm- dealtawithin this way, it wil

de the multilateral nature of the mstitution.
= Single Undertaking Principle will be undermined
= The multilateral nature of the WTO Is unigue and s




3. Trade Facilitation (TF) Push as Stand-alone
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its current form.

= For LDCs, any outcome on TF must ensure
both internal and external development balance

= Acquisition of capacity to Iimplementthe TF
rules and obligations Is very important.

ﬁi(—}s shoeuldiseek to have safeguards such.as
periodic implementationueyview mechanism in place as
any TF outcome to assess the extent to which
the implementation of the new TF rules and
obligations are contributing to the overall sustainable
economic development of developing and LDCs. °
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4. 28 SDT Issues and balance to TF
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289 9TD oroVisiorls Weare lderiifigd for e21rly rizir/estr]
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- RE]ected later by the Africa Group (July pac age‘arnﬂ

- Heng Keng-Ministerial) because of little or no value.
= Now brought back to the negotiating table.

= Most of the 28 SDT provisions have little value or no
value.

= |n this context the few SDT issues: that are put forward
‘%b.we*adopted and the monitoring mechanism are

| Wﬁdqe.bemmmd
. rfexample, AoA Art. 15.2 exempting LDCs from

reduction commitment; and TRIPS Art. 66.2.




5. New Issues
4 P)ay/a gggelc
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- Theyﬁnclude Slngapore [SSUES of investment an:
- cempetition;-energy security; climate change etc.

= Developed countries urge that, if we do not make way
for the introduction of these Issues, we would be
holding back the WTO system from being tipdated and
from being a relevant player in the 215 century.

gjne-ZOth centuny.issues Ie the Implementation and

SDIT iSSUes aaygiég the LDG Package issues
e resolved first;

- Regardlng the Singapore Issues, paragraph 1g of the
July Package of 2004 should prevalil.
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6. LDC TRIPS Extension should not be tied to MC9.
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Agraernent aricls on O July 20018,
= The OMIC situation of LDESHas not changed significantly-—
margimalisation has wersened

= [ DCs need to keep flexibilities in accordance with Art. 66.1 as
long as those constraints remain

= Art. 66.1 provides that the Council for TRIPS “shall, upon duly
motivated request by a least developed country:Member,
accord extensions of this period”

= S0, the extension Is supposed to be automatic

WRWVICB invited TRIPS Council “to give ful‘@nsideration-te-a-duly.i
| vatedirequestiromitDe

. S Grp tabled a draft Proposal of a “duly motivated” request
t0 the TRIPS Councll

= Need support from developing countries and other in March
2013 when the proposal will be discussed
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= 8. EPASs are unfair and are a threat to MTS
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~ > LDCs are exempted from tarift reduction while
~ under EPAs they are supposed to liberalize

» Ihe MFN clause of FEPA Is contrary to the spirit of
the WTQO’s Enabling Clause that proposes SDT for
developing countries and South South trade

»Developing countries in WTO are alloed to use
Eﬁport taxes as a development tool but not under

w ——
- guards are not allowed underEPAS

= The AU has put forward an alternative plan and this
should be supported.




/. Way Forward /Conclusion:
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clusion of*the DDR e ————

= [Peha Deyvelopment mandate should be respected and
not eroded by the end of MCO9;

= Qutcome of the MC8 should be respected and be a
basis for MC9,;

= Full participation of all members, inclusiveness and
transparency.(FIT) should be maintained; and
‘%a

_Wesﬂe&@, then should™
| e LDCSsISsues that integrate them intoe the

multilateral trading system (MTS).
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