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Qatar to host WTO Ministerial Conference in November

The General Council, on 8-9 February, agreed that the
Fourth WTO Ministerial Conferencein Doha, Qatar,
will be held on 9-13 November 2001.

The offer of the Government of Qatar to hold the
Fourth WTO Ministerial Conference was accepted by the
General Council on 30 January 2001, when it also autho-
rized its Chairman, in cooperation with the Direc-
tor-General, to start consultations on both organizational
and substantive matters related to the preparations of the
Conference and to report back to the General Council.

Working Party on Yugoslavia

The Genera Council established a Working Party to ex-
amine the membership application of the Federal Repub-
lic of Yugoslaviato the WTO.

Yugoslavia said that after ten years of economic de-
cline, including trade isolation from the international
community, it was now embarking on aradical economic
path with the ultimate goal of establishing a system com-
patible with other European countries. It said that it had
started to implement liberalization measures, including
those on trade and deregulation. Y ugoslavia expressed
appreciation for the wide support from the WTO mem-
bership on its request for accession.

On another matter, the General Council granted Sao
Tome and Principe observer statusin the WTO.

Mandated negotiations

The Chairman of the Agriculture Committee, Amb. Jorge
Voto-Bernales (Peru), reported that 17 new proposals
were tabled at the Special Session held on 7 February
2001. He said that the Committee would take stock of the
first phase of theagriculture negotiationsat a Special Ses-
sion scheduled for 26 March 2001.

The Chairman of the Council for Trade in Services,
Amb. Sergio Marchi (Canada), said that delegations dis-
cussed the first draft of the guidelines and proceduresfor
the negotiations at an informal meeting held on 7 Febru-
ary 2001. He said the revised draft would be discussed
later in the month, and that the guidelines themselves
would hopefully be adopted at the Special Session in
March 2001.

The General Council resumed discussions on a pro-
posal by agroup of countries (Bulgaria, Czech Republic,

The Sheraton Doha Conference Centre: modern facili-
ties await participants.

Egypt, Hungary, Iceland, India, Kenya, Liechtenstein,
Mauritius, Pakistan, Slovenia, Sri Lanka, Switzerland
and Turkey) for TRIPS Council to report to the General
Council on developments in the negotiations on geo-
graphical indications.

Several delegations continued to object to this pro-
posal, arguing that the TRIPS negotiations on geograph-
ical indications were not on the same footing as those on
agriculture and services.

BOP restrictions

The Chairman of the Committee on Balance-of -Payments
Restrictions, Amb. Milan Hovorka (Czech Republic), re-
ported that Pakistan had notified goods covered by the
first tranche of its phase-out plan for BOP-related import
restrictions. Pakistan had al soinformed the Committeeon
additional products made freely importable ahead of
schedule.

Amb. Hovorka said that consultations with Bangla-
desh, suspended in May 2000, resumed last December.
The Committee had approved a phase-out plan by Ban-
gladesh onitsBOPrestrictions starting on 1 January 2002
and ending 1 January 2005. It agreed to discuss this June
restrictions that the country would seek justification of
under other WTO provisions.

Continued on page 2
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Further consultations

The General Council agreed that the incoming Chairman

would conduct consultations on the following issues:

» A proposa by Bolivia, Canada, Chile, Colombia, Costa
Rica, Ecuador, Japan, Korea, New Zealand, Norway,
Peru, Switzerland and Venezuela to amend certain pro-
visions of the WTO Dispute Settlement Understanding.
Thesponsors invited other membersto put forward sug-
gestions on how to improve the proposd .

» Audtrdia, India, Korea, New Zealand, Pakistan and
Hong Kong, China, called on the General Council to
consider ways of improving the situation in the Com-
mitteeon Regional Trade Agreements. India, onbehalf
of the co-sponsors, said that while the Committee had
completed a factual examination of 62 regional trade
agreements out of the 86 that had been referred to it, it
had not been abl eto conclude examination of any of the
reports so far. India said that the Committee had also
not been able to make headway in addressing systemic
issues regarding RTAS.

» One-commerce, the General Council resumed discus-
sionson the possible creation of an ad hoc task forceto
deal with cross-cutting issues. The Chairman said that
the subsidiary bodies (the Goods, Servicesand TRIPS
Councils and the Committee on Trade and Develop-
ment) had updated their report on electronic com-
merce. Many members stressed the importance of
e-commerceinworld trade, and supported further con-
sultationson the question of an ad hoc task forceto deal
with cross-cutting issues in this area. The Chairman
said members needed to ensure that work on
e-commerce would move forward, and that further
consultations should focus not only on procedures but
mainly on substance.

Other business

 Brazil said it would beraising in an appropriate WTO
body recent actionsby Canadathat had resulted in seri-
ouslossestoitsbheef exports. Canadasaid that itsaction
had beentaken for | egitimate saf ety and health reasons.

e TheChairman of the Rules of Origin Committee made
hisfirst progress report to the General Council regard-
ing work on the harmonization of non-preferential
rules of origin. He said that the Committee had so far
agreed on 1,800 product-specific rules of origin. Some
500 issues were pending, which, not surprisingly re-
lated to the most sensitive areas like textiles, agricul-
tural products, electronics, machinery andvehicles. He
said the Committee had intensified its work but meet-
ing the end-year deadlinefor completion of work wasa
challenging task.

e The Chairman cited the need for a continuing work
programme on implementation issues, and suggested
that his successor and the Director-General carry out
informal consultations on preparations for the Special
Sessions on this subject.
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Mpr. Stuart Harbinson (Hong Kong, China), the new

Chairman of the General Council. (Photo by T. Tang)

WTO officers for 2001
The WTO General Council, on 9 February,

noted the consensus on the following slate of

names of chairpersons for WTO bodies:

General Council: Mr. Stuart Harbinson (Hong
Kong, China);

Dispute Settlement Body: Amb. Roger Farrell
(New Zedand);

Trade Policy Review Body: Amb. Pekka
Huhtaniemi (Finland);

Council for Tradein Goods: Amb. Istvan Major
(Hungary);

Council for Trade in Services: Amb. Celso
Amorim (Brazil);

Council for TRIPS: Amb. Boniface Guwa
Chidyausiku (Zimbabwe);

Committee on Trade and Environment: Amb.
Algjandro Jara Puga (Chile);

Committee on Trade and Development: Amb.
Nathan Irumba (Uganda)

Committee on Balance-of-Payments Restric-
tions: Amb. Hernando José Gomez (Colombia);
Committee on Regional Trade Agreements:
Mme. Laurence Dubois-Destrizais (France);
Committee on Budget, Financeand Administra-
tion: Amb. M. Supperamaniam (Malaysia);
Working Group on the Relationship between
Trade and Investment: Amb. Oguz Demiralp
(Turkey);

Working Group on the Interaction between
Trade and Competition Policy: Prof. Frederic
Jenny (France);

Working Group on Transparency in Govern-
ment Procurement: Amb. Ronald Saborio Soto
(Costa Rica)

Committee on Agriculture: Chair: Amb.
Apiradi Tantraporn (Thailand); Vice-Chair: Mr.
Yoichi Suzuki (Japan)




ACCESSIONS

Moldova concludes negotiations for accession to the WTO

The Republic of Moldova concluded, on 19 February,
its negotiations for accession to the WTO. The
Working Party which considered the terms of Moldova's
accession held its final formal meeting and adopted
Moldova's package of accession documents constituting
Moldovas terms of entry into the WTO.

Commenting on the news, WTO Director-General,
MikeM oore, congratulated M oldovafor therapid pace of
the negotiations for accession and the “impressive hard
work” done by the Republic of Moldovato secure mem-
bership of the Organization.

“28 countriesarequeuing uptojointheWTO and there
isagood reason for this,” said Mr. Moore. “Membership
of the WTO promotes growth and development, peace
and prosperity” . Since the last Ministerial Conferencein
Seattleinlate 1999, five countries have become members

representing 21 million people.

The Deputy Minister of Economy and Reform of
MoldovaMr. Gheorghe Gaberi stated that with the aim of
achieving economic development and increasing foreign
investment and employment Moldova had adapted the
foreign trade legislation to the WTO Agreements and ac-
cepted important trade liberalization concessions and
commitments in goods and services.

Membersof the Working Party said that M oldova's par-
ticipation would contribute to strengthen the multilateral
trading system and welcomed the commitments under-
taken by Moldova.

The accession's documents will now go to the next
meeting of the WTO General Council for formal consider-
ation and approval. After ratification by the Republic's
Parliament, M ol dovacan becomeamember of theWTO.

General Council approves accession of Lithuania

he WTO’s General Council, on 8 De-
Tcember 2000, approved the accession
of Lithuaniato the World Trade Organiza-
tion at a session attended by the Lithuanian
president, Valdas Adamkus, and the Minis-
ter of Foreign Affairs, Antanas Valionis.
Following the General Council’ sapproval,
Lithuania's Minister of Foreign Affairs
signed the original copy of the terms of ac-
cession subject to ratification.

At the signing ceremony Mr. Moore
said: “Lithuania sforthcoming accessionis
good news for the country and good news
for the WTO. Lithuania now has a stable
and predictable framework for economic
engagement with other nations which will
boost trade, growth and prosperity. For the

WTO it means another big step in our goal
of becoming atruly world organization”.

completesthe list of the three Baltic States

President Valdas Adamkus of Lithuania signs his country’s WTO
membership documents as Director-General Mike Moore looks on.
Mr. Moore highlighted that Lithuania (Photo by Tania Tang/WTO)

to become membersof the WTO. Latviaand Estoniabecame membersin 1999. Another two former Soviet Union
republics, Georgia and the Kyrgyz Republic, are also members of the WTO. Armenia, Azerbaijan, Belarus,
Kazakstan, Moldova, Ukraine, Uzbekistan and the Russian Federation arein the process of negotiation for acces-
sion.

Mr. Moore welcomed the conclusion of Lithuania s negotiations, which started in February 1994, and looked
forward to the country becoming afull Member of the Organization after theratification of thetermsof accession
by its Parliament. He praised Lithuania srapid move from acentrally planned system to a market economy after
independence on 11 March 1990.

Lithuania smaintrading partner is Germany which accountsfor 16% of itsexportsand 18% of itsimports, fol -
lowed by the Russian Federation which accountsfor 19.4% and 7%, respectively. In 1999 L ithuania sexportsto-
talled 3.004 billion US dollars and its imports 4.835 billion US dollars.

Overall, 28 governments are currently negotiating to join the WTO: Algeria, Andorra, Armenia, Azerbaijan,
Belarus, Bhutan, Bosnia and Herzegovina, Cambodia, Cape Verde, People' s Republic of China, Former Y ugo-
slav Republic of Macedonia, Kazakstan, Lao People’ sDemocratic Republic, Lebanon, Moldova, Nepal, Russian
Federation, Samoa, Saudi Arabia, Seychelles, Sudan, Chinese Taipei, Tonga, Ukraine, Uzbekistan, Vanuatu,
Viet Nam and Y emen.
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DISPUTE SETTLEMENT

DSB adopts rulings on Korean beef and US sanctions

The WTO Dispute Settlement Body on 10 January
2001 adopted Appellate Body reports on Rep of Ko-
rea’s measures on imported beef, and US bond require-
ments related to the banana dispute.

* Cases DS161 and DS169: Appellate Body and Panel
Reports on “Korea — Measures Affecting Imports of
Fresh, Chilled and Frozen Beef”. Case brought by
Australia and the US with Canada and New Zealand
as third parties.

The Dispute Settlement Body adopted the Appellate
Body report and the panel report as modified by the Ap-
pellate Body in this case. The Republic of Korea was
found to have violated various WTO agreements. It was
found to have discriminated against imported beef (vio-
lating “national treatment” in GATT) by requiring im-
ported beef to be retailed separately from domestic beef
i.e. through specialist stores, and it was found to have in-
correctly calculated its domestic support under the Agri-
culture Agreement.

Australia and the United States welcomed and sup-
ported the adoption of the reports. The United States
noted that these were the first Reports to address the do-
mestic support provisionsof the Agriculture Agreement.

The EU disagreed with the treatment of Korea in this
case asadevel oping country for the purposes of the Agri-
culture Agreement. It emphasized that Korea' s economic
situation could not justify developing country status un-
der any of the WTO Agreements.

Korea expressed some reservations about certain find-
ingsbut, neverthel ess, joined in the consensusto adopt the
Reports. In accordance with Article 21.3 of the Dispute
Settlement Understanding (DSU), Koreawill haveto in-
dicate its intentions about implementing the findings
within the next 30 days.

* Case DS165 United States — Import Measures on
Certain Products from the European Communities.
Case brought by the EU
The Dispute Settlement Body (DSB) adopted the Ap-

pellate Body report and the panel report as amended by

the Appellate Body.

This case arose as a consequence of the banana dispute
(case DS27). It aso reflects a problem that has become
known as “sequencing”.

In brief, in September 1997, the DSB decided that the
EU’ sregimefor bananaimportsviolated WTO rules. The
EU had until 1 January 1999to correct itsbananaregime.

On 2 February 1999, the US complained that the EU
had not complied with the DSB’s rulings, and asked for
authority to impose sanctions. However, a humber of
guestions and concernswere rai sed about the lack of clar-
ity in how Art.21.5 (examination of compliance) and
Art.22 (authorization to retaliate) of the Dispute Settle-
ment Understanding (DSU) should beinterpreted, and the
sequenceinwhichthey should beapplied. TheUSandthe
EU could agree on an interpretation on how to proceed.

On 29 January 1999, the USand the EU agreed onan ad
hoc procedure (applying only to the banana case) which
was also adopted by thewhole DSB. They agreed that the
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US' srequest for sanctionswould bereferred to arbitration
(under DSU Art.22.6) to determine whether the level of
the proposed sanctions was justified. They also agreed
that thisarbitration would be carried out by the sameindi-
viduals who were already engaged in Art.21.5 proceed-
ings (i.e. to examine whether the EU had complied).

On2March 1999, thearbitratorsinformed the DSB that
they needed more information and moretimeto complete
their work.

On 3 March 199, the US announced measures that
would require importers to place bonds covering import
duties of 100% on the European productsthe USwas pro-
posing for thesanctions. TheUSsaidit hadtodothisinor-
der to ensure it was within the timetable set out in the
rules. These bonds would be held, in the US swords “to
preserve [the US ] right to impose 100% duties as of 3
March, pending the release of the arbitrators' final deci-
sion.”

The following day, 4 March 1999, the EU launched a
new case (DS165), arguing that the measure wasillegal.

Meanwhile, on 9 April 1999 the arbitrators ruled that
the proposed sanctionsweretoo severe. On 19 April 1999
the DSB authorized the UStoimpose sanctionswithin the
limit set by the arbitrators, and the US did so by imposing
100% duties on some but not all of the productsfor which
the bonding requirements had been announced.

This case, then, is about whether the US's 3 March
1999 bonding requirement was legal. Both the panel and
Appellate Body said it is not about the actual sanctions
imposed on 19 April 1999. The panel was established on
16 June 1999, and ruled on 19 April 2000. Thebonding re-
quirement was found to violate WTO agreements.

Both sides appealed some of the legal interpretation.
Theresult, briefly, wasthat the US' s 3 March 1999 action
was found to violate the Dispute Settlement Understand-
ing because the action was taken before there had been a
ruling on whether the EU was till failing to comply inthe
banana case.

The Appellate Body also said it was not its role to sort
out the “sequencing problem” and that only WTO mem-
bers could do this.

In the DSB meeting on 10 January 2001, All delega
tionswho spoke (Argentina, Canada, Ecuador, the EC, Ja-
maica, Japan, also on behalf of Chile and Colombia,
Korea, New Zealand, Norway, Saint Lucia, Switzerland,
the US and Hong Kong, China) welcomed the Appellate
Body’ s confirmation that only members can amend or in-
terpret the DSU rules and provisions.

Several countries stressed the need to re-start discus-
sionson theissue of sequencing, based on aproposal sub-
mitted to the General Council by several of them on 10
October 2000.

The EU welcomed the rulings. The US States said it
was satisfied that both the reports had correctly affirmed
that the measure at issue was no longer in effect.

The chairperson said that further opportunities to ex-
change views on this matter would depend upon the Gen-
eral Council consideration of the 10 October 2000
proposal.



WTO FOCUS

Environment body takes up developing-country concerns

At themeeting of the Committee on Trade and Environ-
ment (CTE) on 13-14 February, the outgoing Chair-
person, Ambassador Y olande Biké (Gabon), emphasized
the importance of addressing practical issues relevant to
developing nations such as exports of banned or unsafe
goods to unsuspecting countries. She said the issue of ex-
portsof domestically-prohibited goodsisof particular im-
portance to developing and least-developed countries,
particularly in Africa.

Based on Egypt’s proposal, the CTE decided to invite
the UN Consolidated List of banned or severely restricted
products to provide information about its activities at its
next meeting, scheduled for 27-28 June.

The meeting focused on market access issues. |Iceland
presented the Nordic eco-labelling criteria for fisheries.
Indiashared its national experience on the effects of envi-
ronmental measures on market access. Members also ad-
dressed potential “win-win-win” outcomes for trade,
environment and devel opment inthefisheries, energy, ag-
riculture and non-ferrous metals sectors.

Discussions on the fisheries sector built on previous
CTE debate and the constructive dialogue at the UNEP
FisheriesWorkshop on 12 February 2001. UNEP had pro-
vided funding to ensure the participation of environment
and fisheries experts from developing countries. The
FAO, OECD and UNEP reported on their respective fish-
erieswork.

The EC submitted a new paper on environmentally
harmful and trade distorting measures and policiesin the
energy sector. Following the EC’ srequest, the Secretariat
will prepare a background paper on this area.

Concerning the linkages between the Convention on
Biological Diversity and the TRIPs Agreement, members
commented on Peru’ s paper on its legislation on the pro-
tection of traditional knowledge and accessto genetic re-
sources and Brazil’s paper on issues arising from the
review of Article 27.3(b) of the TRIPs Agreement.

There was discussion of the precautionary principle
based on a submission by the EC containing a European
Council resolution adopted in December 2000. The EC
calledfor aclear definition of thisprinciple; several mem-
bers pointed out that WTO rules already accommodated
the reasonable use of precaution.

Canada circulated its new framework for undertaking
environmental assessments of trade negotiations. Re-
search institutions from Argentinaand Senegal presented
UNEP-sponsored papers on their national experience
with assessing trade liberalization in the fisheries sector.

Onthe WTO-MEA relationship, broad support was ex-
pressed for New Zealand' s proposal for an informal con-
sultative mechanism. Members welcomed the
development of such avoluntary mechanism asrepresent-
ing aconstructive step forward, while having questionsas
to how it would operate.

The EC circulated an informal discussion paper entitled
TheNon-Trade Impactsof Trade Policy onwhichtheECis
holding discussion meetings with civil society.

Attheend of themeeting, the CTE elected Ambassador
Algjandro Jara (Chile) as the new Chairman.

Former Directors-General speak on
challenges facing the WTO

C oinciding with their recent attendance at the an-
nual meeting of the World Economic Forumin
Davos from 25 to 29 January 2001, three former
GATT/WTO Directors-General released a joint
statement containing observations on the multilat-
era trading system.

Theformer Directors-General consider thepoliti-
cal, public and economic environment in which the
multilateral trading system s currently functioning.
They describe the WTO as “one of the most pre-
cious tools of global economic management at the
disposal of governments’ and add that “the funda-
mental concepts that underlie the institution are as
valid and crucial today as they were when written
into the General Agreement on Tariffs and Trade
over 50 years ago”. The former Directors-General
describe current pressures on the multilateral trad-
ing system and underline key priorities, asthey see
them, for the WTO in the period ahead. Chief
among these priorities is moving forward with a
broad trade negotiation within the WTO.

The former Directors-General are: Arthur
Dunkel, Director-General, GATT, 1980-1993; Pe-
ter Sutherland, Director-General, GATT/WTO,
1993-1995; and Renato Ruggiero, Direc-
tor-General, WTO, 1995-1999.

Andean trade ministers support
Doha launch of new Round

Director—General Mike Moore, on 20 February,
thanked the Andean Trade Ministers (Bolivia,
Colombia, Ecuador, Peru and Venezuela) for their
Declaration on 9 February 2001 in Limasupporting
effortsto launch anew Round at the4th WTO Min-
isterial Conferencein Dohain November thisyear.
Hestressed that “ devel oping countries have most to
gain from further trade liberalization.”

The Andean Trade Ministers expressed their
“full support for the multilateral trading system and
express their backing to the activities being under-
taken by the Director- General of the World Trade
Organization to launch anew Round of Multilateral
Trade Negotiations at the Fourth Ministerial Con-
ference.”

They added that “the objectives of this new
round of multilateral trade negotiations must bethe
development, creation of employment opportuni-
ties, and improvement in the standards of living of
its members, through the progressive liberalization
of trade in goods and services’.

Page 5 - January-February 2001




TRADE POLICIES

TPRB: Mozambique

Reforms boost economic
performance

The Trade Policy Review Body concluded its first review
of Mozambique on 24 and 26 January 2001. Excerpts
from the Chairperson’s concluding remarks:

We have had agood and informative discussion of the
trade policies of Mozambique. Members were very
impressed by the excellent economic performance of Mo-
zambique in recent years, attributing this to its economic
reforms, including privatization of enterprises, the elimi-
nation of most export restrictionsand of foreign exchange
controls, and simplification of itscustomstariff. Members
observed with praise the fact that Mozambique's good
performance often had comeintheface of seriousclimatic
difficulties. They also noted that M ozambique had bene-
fited from debt relief programmes, although some urged
even greater relief. Members also commented favourably
on Mozambique's efforts to attract foreign investment
and urged that these efforts be strengthened and sup-
ported.

Active member

Members appreciated Mozambique' s active participa
tioninthemultilateral trading system. They called onMo-
zambique to expand its commitments under the GATS
and to make every effort to meet itsWTO notification re-
quirements. Some Members sought further information

Members encouraged Mozambique to strengthen
its domestic process of trade policy coordination
and to continue its reform process

on Mozambique' s experience with the Integrated Frame-
work and on itstechnical assistance needs, and pledged a
willingness to provide continued assistance, either indi-
vidually or through various programmes. Some Members
joined Mozambique in urging that the regular budget of
the WTO be increased to address some of these needs
better. Members al so showed an interest in therole of re-
gional and bilateral trade agreements in expanding Mo-
zambique's trade, but called for greater transparency in
those agreements.

Members encouraged Mozambique to strengthen its
domestic process of trade policy coordination and to con-
tinue its reform process. Some Members suggested that
Mozambique further reduce its border barriers to trade
and to increase the number of itstariff bindings. Members
noted with some concern that M ozambique had not imple-
mented the WTO provisions on customs valuation but
welcomed its intention to apply the agreement by 2003.
Questions were raised about tariffs (including bindings
and applied rates) and about other duties and charges (in-
cluding import surcharges on products such as sugar).
Members encouraged Mozambique to further progressin
the implementation of its privatization programme.
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Mozambique’s TPR delegation: Members were im-
pressed with the country’s excellent economic perfor-
mance in recent years. (Photo by Tania Tang/WTO)

Concerns

Some Members noted the pending significant expan-
sion of Mozambican exportsinthe mining and power sec-
tors, and pointed out that Mozambican exports, almost
limited to agricultural products, could be expanded if
markets were more open in developed countries. There
was also recognition that further expansion of
M ozambican exports depended to alarge extent on infra-
structure developments and foreign investment. Some
concern was expressed about its Government’ s interven-
tion in the agriculture sector, mainly on products such as
cashew and sugar, and for food security purposes.

Members also sought further clarification on anumber
of issues, including:
¢ pre- and post-shipment inspection;

« standards and other technical requirements;

« government procurement and eventual participation by
Mozambiqueinthe Plurilateral Agreement on Govern-
ment Procurement;

e implementation of the TRIPS agreement in January
2006;

* investment regime, including incentives provided in
Export Processing Zones and Industrial Zones;

¢ mining, including the MOZAL project;

e industrial strategy and development corridors; and

* structura reforms in the services sector, including fi-
nancia services and telecommunications.

Members appreciated the responses provided by the
delegation of Mozambique to most questions raised dur-
ing the meeting.

Conclusion

In conclusion, it is my feeling that this Review has
given the TPRB an excellent insight into the evolving
trade policiesand practicesof oneof theLDCsthat ishav-
ing the greatest success. Members were encouraged by
Mozambique's economic performance. Members en-
couraged M ozambique to maintain both the pace and the
direction of itsreformsand urged that its bilateral and re-
gional arrangements be WTO-consistent. In my personal
capacity, | urge al Members to support Mozambique in
its efforts. In this respect, we should pay particular atten-
tion to Mozambique's request to the Membership for
technical assistance.



Trade liberalization and economic reform have shown significant
signs of success in Mozambique

rede liberalization and eco-

nomic reform have shown
significant signs of success in
M ozambique sincethelate 1980s
and accelerated after the end of
thecivil warin1992, accordingto
anew WTO report on the trade policies of Mozam-
bigue. The country’ s GDP growth hasbeen among the
highest in the world since 1996; the economy has
grown at over 10% ayear over the past few years and
fast growth is forecast through 2002, says the report.

However, the report also notes that the country
needs continued reform to improve its international
competitiveness.

The new WTO Secretariat report, along with the
policy statement by the Mozambique government
served as a basis for the trade policy review of Mo-
zambique by the Trade Policy Review Body of the
WTO on 24 and 26 January 2001.

Thereport notesthat Mozambique' s programme of
economic reform, launched in the late 1980s, has fo-
cused on macroeconomic stabilization supported by
international financial institutions.

In spiteof high economic growth of over 10% ayear
over the past few years, Mozambiqueisstill oneof the
world's least developed countries, with a per capita
GNP of US$210in 1998, saysthereport. The country
isone of themost heavily indebted in theworld andits
large debt burden has been an obstacle to economic
development as costs associated with debt servicing
prevent the all ocation of resourcesthat could improve
economic capacity and competitiveness, and increase
investment.

Mozambique's economy is essentially dependent
on agriculture (more than two fifths of GDP and the
bulk of merchandise exports), the manufacturing sec-
tor issmall, accounting (together with the mining sec-
tor) for some 19% of GDP, and the mining sector has
potential but remains underdeveloped, the report
stresses.

M ozambique's main trading partners are South Af-
rica, the European Union, Japan, and Zimbabwe. Mo-
zambique’'s exports are primarily agricultural
commodities, especially food products. On the other
hand, transportation equipment, machinery, mineral
products, and foodstuffs constitute the major imported
products.

M ozambique has various statutes that govern trade
and trade-related issues. The Government’s eco-
nomic reforms seek to create an attractive commercial
environment, and to provide incentives for inward in-
vestment. With few exceptions (e.g. public utilities),
100% foreign ownership is permitted in economic ac-
tivities.

The report says that as a least developed country,
M ozambique benefitsfrom thespecial and differential
treatment afforded to devel oping countriesintheform
of exemptions or delayed implementation of certain
provisions. Mozambique hasalready received techni-
cal assistancefrominternational organizationsthat are
part of the | ntegrated Framework, includingthe WTO.
Mozambique is still in need of substantial technical
assistance in awide range of trade-related areas.

M ozambique has been making a determined effort
to create an environment that is conducive to private
investment, both domestic and foreign. The reforms
have significantly liberalized Mozambique' stradere-
gimethat is essentially based on tariffs. Mozambique
hasrecently simplified the structure of its customsdu-
ties; the tariff rates currently range from O to 30%.
Thetariff structureismodestly escalatory. Thesimple
average applied MFN tariff is 13.8%, among the low-
est import dutiesin southern Africa.

In 1999, Mozambique introduced a 17%
value-added tax (VAT). The Government expectsthe
VAT to improve public revenue; thiswill facilitate a
futurereduction of the maximum tariff to 20%. Excise
are levied on automobiles, luxury goods, alcoholic
beverages, and tobacco products. Like other WTO
Members, M ozambique has bound customs duties on
all agricultural products; thetariffsarebound at aceil-
ing rate of 100%. In addition, rates on 17 HS
eight-digit tariff lines for non-agricultural products
have been bound at either 5% or 15%.

Most export restrictions have been eliminated, as
haveforeign exchange controls. The Government has
shown astrong interest in expanding exports, particu-
larly of agricultural and fisheries products, but limited
export capacity has hindered significant export-led
growth.

The WTO report explains that the services sector,
liketherest of the economy, hasundergone significant
liberalization. All banks and insurance companies,
previously state-owned, have been privatized, and for-
eign participation is commonplace. Privatization ef-
forts are envisioned in the telecommunications and
transportation subsectors. Tourism haslagged its po-
tential and compares unfavourably with that of neigh-
bouring countries. Mozambique's commitments
under the GATS are limited to financial services (ex-
cluding insurance).

The report concludes that trade liberalization isin-
tegral to the economic reform being implemented by
Mozambique, which to date has shown significant
signs of success. Nevertheless, Mozambique's com-
mitments in the WTO fall short of its trade reforms.
Indeed, ceiling bindings on agricultural products
leave considerable margins for modifications of ap-
plied tariffs.
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TRADE POLICIES

TPRB: Switzerland and Liechtenstein

Maintain the reform
momentum

The Trade Policy Review Body concluded its third review
of Switzerland (and the first review jointly with Liechten-
stein) on 4 and 6 December 2000. Excerpts from the
Chairperson’s concluding remarks:

We have had a comprehensive, open and informative
discussion of the trade policies and practices of
Switzerland and Liechtenstein. Members were encour-
aged by the good performance of the Swissand Liechten-
stein economies since 1997. They attributed this
performance largely to sound macroeconomic policies
and structural reforms, which have contributed to a better
alocation of resources and further exploitation of the
comparative advantages of both Switzerland and Liech-
tenstein. Noting that growth, particularly in its early
stages, had been export led, Members pointed to the im-
portant role of the multilateral system in keeping markets
open to Swiss and Liechtenstein products. They urged
Switzerland and Liechtenstein to continue the reforms,
mainly in the highly protected sectors (agriculture, and
electrical and gas utilitiesin particular), in order to reduce
costs and market rigidities to the benefit of their econo-
mies and of the multilateral trading system.

Members commended Switzerland and Liechtenstein
for their active participation in the multilateral trading
system, with several welcoming their support for the
launching of a new round of negotiations with a broad
agenda; they appreciated the continued role played by
Switzerland as the host country for the WTO. Pointing to
the increasing participation of Switzerland and Liechten-
stein in preferential trade agreements, Members sought
assurance that such agreements would be
WTO-consistent The functioning of the
Swiss-Liechtenstein customsunion, including the Market
Control and Surveillance Mechanism (MCSM) estab-
lished by Liechtenstein following its EEA membership,
also attracted interest.

Members noted that the tariff consisted exclusively of
specific duties, with high-ceiling bindings in agriculture
and clothing. They asked about prospectsfor asimplifica:
tion of the tariff, including a move to ad valorem rates.
Questions were also raised about customs va uation prac-
tices, particularly for internal taxation purposes. Most
Members posed questions about standards and technical
regulations, including labelling, sanitary and phytosanitary
requirements, and on thelinks between environmental pro-
tection and international competitiveness of |o-
cally-produced goods. The need for greater market access
to developing countriesand LDCswasstressed. Inthearea
of competition policy, some concern was expressed about
the tolerance of dominant positions and about the lack of
automatic sanctions against unlawful restraints.

On sectoral policies, Members recognized the liberal-
ization initiatives taken by Switzerland and Liechtenstein
under the “Agricultural Policy 2002". However, many
Members were concerned about the high level of tariff
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Cointrin Airport (Geneva). Members noted that economic
growth in both members is export-led.

protection and government support (including export

subsidies) for agriculture, which they deemed dispropor-

tionate to the share of the sector in GDP and empl oyment.

They suggested that |egitimate non-trade concernsin ag-

riculture be addressed through measures that would not

unduly distort production and trade.

Members al so sought further clarification on anumber
of issues, including:
 pursuit of macroeconomic reforms;

« lack of economic datafor Liechtenstein;

* regulationsonforeigndirect investment, including res-
idency requirements;

« tariff quotas on agricultural imports and their adminis-
tration through non-automatic licensing, including the
“Prise en charge” system;

< non-use of contingency trade remedies;

* protection of intellectual property, including geograph-
ical indications;

e government procurement, including regulations on
threshold val ues, and on purchases by cantons and mu-
nicipalities;

« further structural reformsin the services sector, includ-
ing professional services, and

 consultation with “civil society”.

Members appreciated the comprehensive responses
provided by the Swiss and Liechtenstein delegations to
most questions raised during the meeting.

Inconclusion, itismy feeling that thisjoint Review has
allowed us much better understanding of the customs un-
ion between Switzerland and Liechtenstein. We have
come, | think, to adeeper appreciation of Switzerland and
Liechtenstein’ strade policies and practices, and the envi-
ronment in which they are framed and conducted. The
large number of questions and comments reflected the
widespread interest of Membersin thisregard. Members
were encouraged by the ongoing economic performance
in both countries. The active participation of Switzerland
and Liechtensteininthe WTO seemsto meto becentral to
their trade liberalization efforts. Members encouraged
Switzerland and Liechtenstein to maintain the momen-
tum of the reforms, even on an unilateral basis. They
urged both countries to ensure that their bilateral and re-
gional arrangements be WTO-consistent.
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Further liberalization in agriculture could enhance resource
allocation in Switzerland and Liechtenstein

witzerland and Liechtenstein’s measures to adjust

their economies to the new international economic
environment haveresultedinamoreefficient allocation
of resources, which in turn has contributed to a better
exploitation of their comparative advantages and to
trade performance, saysanew WTO report on thetrade
policies of Switzerland and Liechtenstein. The new re-
port notes however that the reforms are still hesitant in
certain highly protected sectors, mainly agriculture and
that further liberalization of these sectors might en-
hance the competitive framework and contribute to
lowering domestic prices.

The new WTO Secretariat report, along with policy
statements by the Swiss and the Liechtenstein Govern-
ments, served as a basis for the trade policy review of
Switzerland and Liechtenstein by the Trade Policy Re-
view Body of the WTO on 4 and 6 December.

Thereport notesthat the main trade policy instrument
isthe common Swiss-Liechtenstein customstariff, con-
sisting entirely of specific duties. The customstariff, as
well as most trade policy instruments, are set by Swit-
zerland for the Swiss-Liechtenstein customs union.
Overall tariff protection, measured by ad valorem
equivalents, averages around 9%. The zero rate applies
to 18% of all tariff lines, including crude petroleum and
natural gas, certain chemicals, electricity, and products
subject to duty-free treatment under the Pharmaceutical
Initiative, the Information Technology Agreement, and
the Plurilateral Agreement on Tradein Civil Aircraft.

However, the report statesthat rates higher than 400%
apply to meet of poultry, mesat of bovine animal's, meat of
swine, edibleoffal, certain dairy productsand live plants,
and specified edible vegetables, roots and tubers. Fur-
thermore, tariff escalation is pronounced on food prod-
ucts. The report also notes that ceiling bindings, mostly
on agricultural products and clothing (with bound duties
reaching 770% on meat products), leave considerable
margins for modification of applied duties, and reduce
somewhat the predictability of the tariff.

The report states that the major sectors of the Swiss
and Liechtenstein economies are manufacturing - pro-
ducing mostly high-technology goods—and services,
chiefly financial services. Switzerland and Liechten-
stein mainly import chemicals, certain
semi-manufactured products, such asiron and steel, and
certain consumer goods. The European Union remains
their largest trading partner, with 78% of total merchan-
diseimports supplied and 60% of Switzerland’ sexports
absorbed.

Agriculture contributes some 2% to real GDP, less
than 4% to merchandise exports, and 4% to total em-
ployment in Switzerland; and around 1% to total em-
ployment in Liechtenstein. The report states that the
sector has remained highly protected despite the re-
formsimplemented in recent years. The simpleaverage

ad valorem equivalent of most-favoured-nation
(MEN) tariffs on agricultural imports is about 34%,
nearly four timesthe overall average. Exports of dairy
products, cattle, horses, fruit, potatoes, and certain pro-
cessed agricultural products are subsidized. High do-
mestic prices of agricultural products (by international
comparison) have resulted from, inter alia, the limited
land areas and resultant small size of farms, unfavour-
able topography and structural factors, and have been
maintained by the high level of protection.

The report notes that while the reforms launched in
1993 and pursued through the “Adgricultural Policy
2002" initiative have reduced State intervention in the
sector, government support still representsnearly three
fourths of gross farm receipts. The impact of the re-
forms on prices has been limited by the lack of compe-
titionin certain branches, the price-based schemes, and
the replacement of marketing boards with institutions
commissioned by the State.

The services sector accounts for around three
fourths of total employment and two-thirds of real
GDP in Switzerland; and half of total employment in
Liechtenstein. Overall, the report notes, the devel op-
ment of branches such as tourism has been negatively
affected by high wages and input prices of highly pro-
tected sectors (e.g. food products, energy, construc-
tion, and telecommunications services) and low
productivity growth due to market rigidities.

The report states that membership of the European
Union is a strategic objective of Switzerland. It has
concluded a package of seven bilateral agreements
with the EU, on agriculture, government procurement,
technical barrierstotrade, overland transport, air trans-
port, free movement of persons and research. These
agreementswill enter intoforcein 2001, subject torati-
fication by the EU member States. Switzerland has
substantially harmonized its standards with those of
the European Communities. It has also amended its
legislation on competition to align it on that of the EU.
However, the report notes that controversial issues re-
main, such as the non-prohibition of dominant posi-
tions by the Swiss legislation and its lack of automatic
sanctions against unlawful restraints on competition.

Liechtenstein is a member of the European Eco-
nomic Area (EEA) and has accordingly established a
Market Control and Surveillance Mechanism to allow
the sale in its market of goods produced and traded in
conformity with either Swiss or EEA rules. Thereport
notes that Switzerland and Liechtenstein are members
of the European Free Trade Association (EFTA).
EFTA providesfor freetradeinindustrial productsand
in fish and other marine products. In general, regional
and bilateral trade agreements concluded by Switzer-
land and Liechtenstein involve several sectors but do
not cover unprocessed agricultural products.
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TPRB: Canada

Liberalization should also
extend to “sensitive”’ sectors

The TPRB concluded its sixth review of Canada on 13 and
15 December 2000. Excerpts from the Chairperson’s con-
cluding remarks:

e have had an open and stimulating discussion on
Wthetrade policiesand practicesof Canada. Members
were impressed by Canada’ s sustained, strong economic
performance, attributing thisto its generaly libera trade
regime, sound macroeconomic policies and the U.S. cy-
clical lead. Trade had been an important element in this
performance, the share of exports to GDP rising from
some 25% to 45% over the last decade and imports fol-
lowing a similar path. However, the high and growing
share of exports destined for the United Stateswas seen as
a source of potential vulnerability.

In this, its sixth Review, Canada s continued commit-
ment to, and active participation in the work of the WTO
was again fully acknowledged, with severa Members
wel coming itssupport for the launching of anew round of
negotiationswith abroad agenda. Canadahasal sobeenan
active promoter of both greater internal and external
transparency inthe WTO. On the other hand, some Mem-
bersreiterated concernsthat Canada’ sgrowing number of
preferential arrangements might cause net trade diversion
and questioned the exclusion of some agri-food products
from such arrangements. Relative to FTA partners, pref-
erencesto devel oping countriesand L DCsappeared mod-
est; it was urged that access be improved.

Participants once more recognized that access to the
Canadian market is generally liberal although barriers
have persistedin afew but important sectors. Thus, Mem-
bers expressed concerns about a few remaining unbound
tariff lines, and tariff peaks till affecting items such as
food products, textiles and clothing, footwear, and ship-
building. It was noted that several of these products are of
particular export interest to devel oping countries. Market
access in textiles and clothing was restricted by quotas,
while certain import regulations for examplethe NAFTA
rules of origin, favoured particular trading partners.

The number and duration of anti-dumping measuresin
force, and their concentration in the steel sector, were of
particular concern to many Members. Foreign access re-
strictions in the supply-managed dairy, poultry and egg
sectors had not abated, including through high
out-of-quota rates that acted as de facto quantitative re-
strictions. Also queried was the recent increase in finan-
cial support to the agri-food sector. Information was
sought on subsidies under the new dairy export regime
and on the exports of the Canadian Wheat Board. Interest
wasexpressed in reformsto the Export Devel opment Cor-
poration.

Investment and ownership are generally open to for-
eigners but some restrictions continue. Participants asked
about the scopefor additional foreign market accessunder
Canada’s new bank branching regime. In air transport,
Members noted the links between foreign entry condi-
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The Montreal GATT Ministerial in 1988: Canada’s active
participation in the work of the WTO was commended.

tions and the degree of competition in Canada’s airline
market. Members asked about recent pro-competitive de-
velopments in the telecommunications sector and when
restrictions on foreign investment might be lifted. They
took note of theimportance Canadaattachesto protecting
its cultural, health and educational sectors.

Members asked about further progress in removing
inter-provincial trade barriersin areas such as standards,
wine and other alcoholic beverage marketing. Questions
were also asked with respect to the role of provinces in
Canada’s trade policy. Several Members asked if there
were plans to include government procurement at
sub-federal level under the rules of the WTO Agreement
on Government Procurement, and about anumber of fed-
eral and provincial assistance programmes.

Questions were al so asked regarding:

» Canada sreview of foreign acquisitions;

* itssupport for amultilateral agreement oninvestment;

» protection of IPRsincluding geographical indications;

* itsratification of the Cartagena Protocol on Biosafety;
and

» Canada s experience on consultations with civil soci-
ety.

Members clearly appreciated the comprehensive re-
sponses provided by Canadato most questionsraised dur-
ing the Review and looked forward to receiving the
outstanding answers. | thank in particular the Canadian
delegation for the efforts it made to provide written an-
swersto advance questions at the start of our first session
on Wednesday.

Conclusions

In conclusion, it is clear that this Body appreciates
Canada's commitment to a strong rules-based multilat-
era trading system. Members concurred in characteriz-
ing Canada’s trade regime as transparent and liberal,
although a number of concerns remain. In this respect,
several Members believed that liberalization should also
extend to those sensitive areasthat to date lag the process
of reform. This would bring them in line with Canada’s
generaly liberal policiesin other areas to the benefit of
both Canada' s economy and of the multilateral trading
system.
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Canada is reaping the fruits of a liberal trade regime while barriers
remain in some key areas

C anada strade and investment regimeisamongst the
world's most transparent and liberal notwithstand-
ing persistent barriers in a few important areas, says a
new WTO report on the trade policies of Canada.
Reaping the fruits of agenerally outward looking envi-
ronment, both trade and investment flows have contin-
ued to expand rapidly since Canada’s previous Trade
Policy Review in 1998. Barriers persist in certain
agri-food industries, textiles and clothing, and some
services activities, notes the report.

Sound economic policieshaveallowed Canadato en-
joy its ninth consecutive year of economic growth,
achieve an improved fiscal balance, reduce unemploy-
ment, and increase real after-tax incomes. Canada’ slib-
eral trade regime has played an important role in these
achievements, highlighting the benefits of tradefor spe-
cialization, resource alocation and, ultimately, living
standards.

The new WTO Secretariat report, along with policy
statements by the Canadian government, served asabasis
for thetrade policy review of Canada by the Trade Policy
Review Body of the WTO on 13 and 15 December.

The report says that Canada participates fully in the
work of the WTO, including through information shar-
ing, support for trade facilitation initiatives, and active
efforts to increase transparency. Canada is active in the
ongoing negotiationsin agriculture and services. In agri-
culture, it seekson the one hand improved market access,
export subsidy elimination, and reduced trade-distorting
domestic support, whileon the other it wishesto preserve
its right to operate “orderly marketing systems’ in the
wheat, dairy, poultry and egg sectors. In services, Canada
seeksto strengthen multilateral rulesandimprove market
access, while ensuring that its public health and educa
tion systems are not jeopardized, and that new obliga-
tions do not run counter to its cultural policy objectives,
the report also says.

Under the WTO di spute settlement mechanism, Can-
adahasbeen involved asacomplainant in various cases
seeking to preserve market access for its exports (e.g.,
aircraft, asbestos, beef, and salmon). Concurrently, a
number of long-established Canadian sectoral support
programmes have been challenged under multilateral
rules, including those for dairy exports, aircraft, motor
vehicles, generic drugs, and magazines.

Canada has continued to build up its already exten-
sive network of preferential arrangements. These have
helped open the Canadian market. Such arrangements,
however, may also distort trade and investment patterns
as they involve different margins of preference and
rules of origin. Since 1998, Canada has engaged in ne-
gotiationsfor new FTAswith CostaRica, EFTA, andis
exploring such negotiations with Singapore. Notwith-
standing these efforts, the privileged relationship with
the United Statesislikely to remain paramount for Can-
adafor yearsto come. The relationship has served well

Canada’ seconomicinterests, but also magnifieditsex-
posure to the U.S. market, which now receives some
86% of Canadian merchandise exports.

Overall Canada' s market accessin servicesisrela
tively liberal and has been further enhanced since
1998. Thus, infinancial services, stepshavebeentaken
to improve foreign access, while in the telecommuni-
cations industry certain domestic ownership require-
ments and monopolies have been abolished.

The WTO report stresses that for goods, tariffs are
the main trade instrument. The tariff regime offers
duty-free entry to over 90% of imports, either under
MFEN or preferential rules, resultingin atradeweighted
averagetariff of only some 0.9%. By contrast, the sim-
ple MFN average tariff stands at 7.1%, while the aver-
age on dutiable items is some 13% due to the higher
tariff applied to a number of sensitive products; these
include vegetables, cut flowers, sugar, wines, textiles,
clothing, footwear, and ships, many of which are of ex-
port interest to developing countries. In this respect,
and despite changesto thetariff regimefor least devel-
oped countries since 1998, Canada’ s autonomous tar-
iff concessions in favour of developing countries
remain modest compared with preferences established
under reciprocal free-trade agreements (FTAS). Ex-
tending such preferences on a MFN basis would both
enhance welfare in Canada itself and improve market
access to developing and other partners.

Canadian producers have continued to seek protec-
tion against imports through anti-dumping (AD) ac-
tions, 85 definitive AD duties were in force in
mid-2000 making Canada one of the most intensive
AD users. Exportsfrom some 35 partners are affected,
58% of which cover steel products. About 16% of AD
measures have been in place for ten years or more.

Thereport pointsout that anumber of quantitativere-
strictions are maintained to protect domestic producers
against foreign competition. Canada has taken unilat-
eral liberalizing stepsin textilesand clothing but import
guotas impose significant restrictions to certain prod-
ucts, some of great interest to devel oping countries.

Financia support is made available to selected ac-
tivities, with effects on production and, potentially,
trade and investment. Some 40% of tota financia
transfers to the economy goes to the agri-food sector,
mainly in the form of income risk management
programmes. Reversing earlier trends, assistance to
that sector has increased substantially since 1998. Al-
though Canadian assistance to agriculture remains mi-
nor relative to other large agricultural exporters, it can
but compound the problem of subsidies and market
distortions affecting world markets. Federal financial
transfersto non-agricultural sectorsincludegrantsand
direct investment schemes, one of which wasfound by
apanel to provided WTO-inconsistent subsidiesto the
regional aircraft industry.
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Developing countries see
rowth opportunities in

MEETINGS

ourism services April 2001
2 Cttee on Financia Services, WP on Subsidy Notifications
2-6 Council for TRIPS
2-4 Textiles Monitoring Body
4 Committee on Import Licensing
5 Dispute Settlement Body
9 Committee on Trade and Devel opment followed by the
Sub-Committee on Least-Devel oped Countries
10 ITA Committee
11 Committee on Customs Valuation
18 Council for Trade in Goods
23-24 Anti-Dumping: Ad Hoc Group on Implementation
Tourism is a major industry in many developing coun- 25 Anti-Dumping: Informal Group on Circumvention
tries. A WTO symposium looks at how to create a compet- 26-27 | Committee on Anti-Dumping Practices
itive environment favouring the growth of this sector. 30 Committee on Safeguards

hiletourism represents one of the devel oping coun-
Wtries’ best economic growth opportunities, the |at-
ter face numerous challengesincluding high air transport
prices and lack of infrastructure, said participants to the
WTO Symposium on Tourism Services.

The Symposium took place at theWorld Trade Organi-
zation on 22 and 23 February and hosted presentations by
government tourism officials, academics, WTO Secretar-
iat and other governmental organizations involved in
tourism. Representatives from the tourism industry in
Cuba, Jamaica, the Philippinesand Thailand werealsoin-
vited to share their national experiences.

The Symposium was organized by the WTO Secretar-
iat and aimed to evaluate current developments in inter-
national tourism that may be of relevance to the GATS
negotiations, and particularly to the proposal by the Do-
minican Republic, El Salvador and Honduras for a spe-
cia GATS annex on tourism services. The Dominican
Republicinitiated theideaof the Symposiumwhenit sug-
gested in May 2000 to look, in the presence of the private
sector, at how to create a competitive environment fa-
vouring the growth of tourism.

Tourism is currently the most open service sector:
more than 100 WTO Members have commitments in
tourism under the GATS, said the WTO Secretariat.

However, presentations by development agencies and
others showed that tourism is highly dependent on other
services such as air and road transport, financial services
and health services. In the poorest countries, the lack of
such infrastructure constrain the devel opment of tourism
Services.

Speakers raised a number of problems related to tour-
ism in developing countries including the high air trans-
port fares to developing country destinations—which
weresaidtobeduepartly tolow air traffic density but also
to aviation protectionism—and anti-competitive prac-
tices of tour operators.

Presentations also looked at the issue of electronic
commerce in tourism services. While the possibility of
on-line holiday booking represents anew opportunity for
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New on-line database

“The WTO is now at your
fingertips”— Moore

The public worldwide now has greater access to
theWTOwiththelaunch on 1 February 2001 of a
new document database accessible through the Or-
ganization’'s recently re-designed website at
www.wto.org.

“The WTO isnow at your fingertips,” said WTO
Director-General Mike Moore. “With over 100,000
official documents in English, French and Spanish,
the new on-line database is part of the ongoing ef-
forts to make the Organization more accessible and
to make its work more transparent for a worldwide
public. Anyone interested in international trade will
find the new database an invaluable tool in their
search for a deeper understanding of the WTO.”

The WTO website attracts an average of 250,000
users per month from over 160 countries. These us-
ersdownload thousands of documents and datafrom
the site. The new on-line database has been designed
specifically to further enhance user-friendliness, of-
fering faster and more efficient tools to search for,
and download, WTO documents, including Member
Governments' proposals and official records of
meetings.
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