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! This report summarises the responses to the DG Trade public consultation on future trade policy, and should
not be taken to indicate the views of DG Trade (or the Commission).



1 Introduction

Following the ‘ Europe 2020' paper adopted by the European Commission on 3 March 2010,
the European Commission launched a broad public consultation on the future direction of the
EU trade policy. Accompanying this consultation the Commission published an issues paper
intended to set the scene for the consultation exercise by raising 20 issues which are at the
heart of the debate on EU’ strade policy.

The purpose of the public consultation was to gather views from relevant stakeholders
regarding the rationale, scope and strategic objectives for the future EU trade policy, and thus
to feed into the shaping of the forthcoming Communication on EU’s future trade policy, in
which the Commission intend to set out its policy, explaining how trade policy can help
achieve the objectives of the ‘ Europe 2020° Strategy.

The Commission warmly welcomes the strong and wide interest in this consultation, which
has generated a total of 301 responses. It demonstrates the importance attached to the future
EU trade policy across a whole range of different stakeholders from all parts of the EU
(indeed as well as outside the EU), and a clear willingness to contribute to the formulation of
the new policy. The Commission has carefully analysed all contributions and will strive to
take them into account.

This paper presents an overview of the key concerns and proposals presented under the
different questions raised in the public consultations, by different groups of stakeholders, in
line with our guidelines. This paper should be seen as illustrating the essence of the feedback
the Commission has received and highlighting salient viewpoints, and not taken as a
definitive or exhaustive report. The concrete ideas quoted in this report have been chosen as
illustrations of the positions expressed either because of their originality or because they were
representative of many contributions. Finaly, where the same issues have been mentioned
under many different questions, we have chosen to group them together under the most
commonly used of the questions. A list of the names of all the contributors can be found in
Annex 1 and the individual contributions can be accessed here.?

2 Brief overview over respondents

The public consultation on a future trade policy, which the Commission launched on 2 June
2010, officially closed on 6 August 2010. Together with a small amount of contributions
received after this date, the Commission has in total received 302 contributions. This
excludes double entries and in particular contributions sent in several versions or languagesin
which the text was the same. Finally, we have discounted a few empty replies, presumably
sent in error.

The contributions received come from a wide range of interested parties. According to the
stakeholders own self-classification, around 48 per cent are from the private sector, 28 per
cent are from public organisations and around 24 per cent from NGOs. The classification was
chosen by the respondents themselves and does not always correspond with the usual use of
these terms. This means that "NGQO" in this report includes associations such as chambers of

2 About 6 per cent have asked for their replies not to be made public, but they remain on the list of those who
have contributed.
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trade and industry, farmers associations and business associations and thus not just civil
society organisations.

The contributions received from stakeholders based in EU accounts for 88 per cent of the
replies and amost all Member States were represented. Replies were received from 23
different Member States.® 18 Governments of Member States have given their contribution.*

A few countries were more prominently represented, such as Belgium, France, the UK,
Germany and Spain.’ The high number of contributions from Belgium (26 per cent) is
probably due to many organisations being based in Brussels. 75 per cent of the contributions
from Belgium are from the private sector. Stakeholders were aso active in France, who alone
accounts for almost 22 per cent of all the contributions received. This is mainly due to 41
contributions received from the public sector in France (almost half of all replies from the
public sector), of which 36 came from various local, regional and departmental chambres
d agriculture.

Finally, around 12 per cent of the contributions were received from interested stakeholders
outside the EU. These stakeholders were based in 14 different countries.®

3 Summary and commentaries

The contributions to the public consultation show that there is general satisfaction with EU
trade policy as set out in the Global Europe Communication in 2006, but also a recognition
that although Global Europe set us on the right strategic path, we now need to complement
and tune up the policy due to the changes that have occurred on a global level. Severa
respondents stress the benefit of undertaking an overview of what has been achieved since the
launch of Global Europe when developing the new trade policy (it is intended to put out a
Staff Working Paper on precisely this topic at the same time the Communication is issued).
Other suggestions have been made for the future development of EU trade policy, and the
responses to these concerns and proposals can be found in the forthcoming Communication.

There is generally agreement on the important role of trade policy in ensuring growth and
prosperity, in accordance with the Europe 2020 Strategy. The need to complete and improve
the Single Market is mentioned by many, both as a means of reaping the benefits of the Single
Market for European citizens and enterprises, but also asimproving our negotiating stance.

Many stakeholders stress the importance of ensuring a better coordination of internal and
external issues, both across Member States as well as within the different EU institutions, in
order to create a true common trade policy. They judge it also important to streamline trade
policy with the External Action Service and ensure coherence between all the various EU
policies. Some express concern that the changes to decision making created by the Lisbon
treaty could slow down future trade negotiations.

3 Austria, Belgium, Bulgaria, Cyprus, Czech Republic, Denmark, Finland, France, Germany, Greece, Hungary,
Ireland, Italy, Latvia, Lithuania, Malta, Netherland, Poland, Portugal, Slovenia, Spain, Sweden, UK

“ Austria, Belgium, Bulgaria, Czech Republic, Denmark, France, Germany, Greece, Italy, Malta, Latvia,
Lithuania, Portugal, Slovenia, Spain, Sweden, the Netherlands and the UK.

> See table in Annex 2, which present the distributions of the contributions.

® Argentina, Brazil, China, Céte d'lvoire, India, Japan, Mauritius, Mexico, New Zealand, Paraguay, Peru,
Switzerland, Taiwan and USA



Respondents stress that the EU should play an active and positive role in strengthening global
governance, in supporting the WTO and in ensuring that other countries sign up to and
respect the rules of the WTO and to other international bodies and agreements. Global
governance and transparency are frequently cited as key issues and the EU was strongly
encouraged to continue to lead by example. Some suggests the creation of a yearly report
monitoring EU's own openness.

Enforcement and monitoring of implementation is mentioned by many respondents as a key
priority. Similarly, carrying out impact assessments before initiating trade negotiations and
making these publicly available is requested by many, which is aso in accordance with
current DG Trade practice. The importance of high quality sustainability impact assessments
is aso emphasised by many. Furthermore, this should be linked to clear strategies for
implementation and regular reports should be carried out. Many stress the importance of
having economic analysis as a stronger basis foundation for EU's trade policy.

Respondents generally believe that the DDA and multilateral negotiations should remain
the EU's key trade priority, and the EU also should continue to work towards strengthening
the WTO. Apart from the DDA, which will of course be discussed in the Communication,
DG Trade is indeed committed to action in this area, for instance by strengthening the
surveillance and monitoring capacity of the WTO for instance by enhancing the regular WTO
Committees and allowing the WTO Secretariat to play a more proactive role in analysis of
trade barriers and identification of best practices.

There is wide support for negotiating Free Trade Agreements and engaging in regulatory
dialogues. Several underline the importance of having clear basis for the selection of who to
negotiate with, based on economic criteria, and of the criteria being transparent and
predictable. Those trading partners mentioned by most are the US, China, India, South Korea,
ASEAN-countries, Mercosur, Russia and Japan. Findly, the Mediterranean/Middle East
countries, GCC, Canada, and Ukraine were also mentioned by many. FTA negotiations are
aready either under way or have been concluded for a number of these examples.

Addressing regulatory barriersto trade is viewed as a key priority for a future trade policy.
Many find that the EU has improved its efforts to tackle regulatory barriers in recent years,
both through bilateral and multilateral trade negotiations, and by using bodies such as the
Transatlantic Economic Council (TEC), but believe that these should now be strengthened.

Ensuring access to marketsis crucial and many respondents call for reciprocity, i.e., that the
level of EU's openness in certain markets should be acknowledged by similar levels of
openness by our trading partners. Clearly, there is no consensus between the different
stakeholders as to whether the EU should demand reciprocity, nor in which economic sector.
However, many want usto try to use greater leverage as a good tool for improving our market
access, especially in third country government procurement markets. Government
procurement is an area of untapped potential for EU exporters and market access is seen as a
fundamental objective in thisfield.

There is broad agreement that agriculture is an important sector and that the link between
agricultural and trade policies should be taken into account when negotiating trade
agreements. However, views differ significantly as to what role agriculture should have and
how this could affect trade policy. Some stress the need to secure food security and European
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farmers as key priorities, whereas others see protecting farmers in developing countries as the
key priority. Many agriculture related organisations expressed concern with the Mercosur
negotiations.

Raw materials and energy is of increasing importance and there is broad support to the Raw
Materials Initiative. A large magjority mention that the EU should use bilateral and multilateral
agreements to ensure a non-discriminatory access to raw materials; it should also introduce
new rulesin WTO (e.g. dual pricing or export taxes) and enforce the trade disciplines through
dispute settlement. Some economic operators point out that the EU should also consider
reducing its own import duties on raw materials.

The Market Access Strategy is viewed as a great success and an important tool. Many
respondents also presented concrete suggestions for improvement, such as making it easier to
use for small and medium-sized enterprises, or for using it for more purposes such asin FTA
negotiations. Unfair practices should foremost be addressed by WTO. However, in the
absence of international competition rules, EU's Trade Defence Instruments are also key.
These tools are viewed by many as being sufficient, although not flexible enough.
Geographical indications are also mentioned by many as being of great importance for
ensuring our competitiveness.

Services are viewed as important and it is suggested that a way to progress in negotiations
could be to "cluster" different groups of services. Even though multilateral negotiations are
preferred, many find that plurilateral agreements should be sought when there is no progress
at the multilateral level. Opening up external markets in services is closely linked to
addressing regulatory barriers. A large maority of public organisations are in favour of
further liberalisation through mode 1, 2 and 3, whereas views are more split with respect to
mode 4 (movement of people). Mode 4 is also of concern to respondents in the private sector
and trade unions. Finally, many state that the remaining barriers in the Single Market need to
be addressed, for instance technical norms and regulatory standards that may affect the
external competitiveness of EU producers.

Investment is similarly viewed as a very important trade policy priority. The main issues are
market access and protection of investments and the new greater competences in investment
policies under the Lisbon Treaty should be used to achieve this. Many respondents raise
concerns about the transition from Member States Bilateral Agreements (BITs) to EU BITs
and stress that legal certainty and transparency are key. There is a call for a stocktaking
exercise and for ensuring that the highest standard prevails.

Issues relating to " smart trade" are aso perceived to be a key priority for the future, and
respondents said that addressing regulatory barriers and having a stable intellectua property
rights regime would particularly help in achieving these goals. Others suggest that EU should
promote trade in innovative sectors and that the EU should include a stronger high-tech angle
in FTAs. The Information Technology Agreement is perceived to be of high value, but there
isaneed to ensure it can keep up with evolving technol ogies around the world.

Many respondents state the need to strengthen intellectual property rights protection and
enforcement, both bilaterally and multilaterally, and to fight infringements. This should be
addressed both bilaterally, through FTAs and dialogues, and multilaterally. However, some
voice concerns on the impact of strict enforcement provisions on developing countries.



Sustainability is also viewed as important, but at the same time there is acknowledgement
that trade policy should not try to solve al environmental and socia issues, and that its main
focus should be on competitiveness. Trade should aim to support climate change goals, and
the liberalisation of environmental goods, services and technologies remains akey deliverable
of trade. Socia standards are aso important and should especially be pursued through
international organisations. Thereis generally a preference for addressing sustainability issues
at a global level. Whilst the views differ as to how much trade should be used to assist in
addressing these issues, there seems to be agreement that the EU could achieve more on
adherence to international standards, by placing additional incentives involving liberalisation
of environmental goods and services and GSP plus. Many see Sustainability Impact
Assessment as a key tool, while others suggest Fair Trade schemes.

Trade and Development remains an important issue according to many respondents. The
main goal is still viewed by many to be a successful conclusion of the DDA. Furthermore, to
strengthen the coherence of EU policies, the impact of trade policies on development should
be addressed prior to the implementation phase to enable negative development implications
to be addressed. Aid for trade is viewed as an important tool as is the General System of
Preferences (GSP), which many wish to be reinforced. While there is no agreement on
differentiation, many agree that Rules of Origin are too complex. Again Fair Trade schemes
are mentioned, and one suggests linking Fair Trade to government procurement rules.

Many respondents stress the need to ensure that trade create jobs and that those who are
faced with adjustment due to changed trade patterns should be helped - for instance through
the European Globalisation Adjustment Fund and other European funds. The assistance
should focus mainly on retraining and increasing the skills level of Europe's workforce, and
reemployment should be focused on smart growth sectors. However, it is aso stressed that it
Isimportant that it is done without distorting competition.

Finally, the contributions showed an appreciation of this public consultation. EU's trade
policy making is generally perceived as having a good level of transparency and outreach,
although several respondents note that there is still room for improvement.

4 Introductory questions in the issues paper

Question 1:  Now that the new Lisbon Treaty has entered into force, how can we best
ensure that our future trade policy is coherent with the EU's external action as a whole and
notably in relation to the EU's neighbouring countries?

The majority of the contributors chose to provide genera replies as to the main issues for the
future EU trade policy under this question, rather than focus on the changed institutional
setup. Several replies propose that the question could be reversed: "how can we best ensure
that the EU's external action as a whole is coherent with our trade policy” and take full
account of the importance of trade to the European economy and society.

The key issue raised by the majority of the respondents is the importance of ensuring
coordination of policies and a better working relationship between different institutions. Many
respondents (Governments, private sector and NGOs) considered that coherence would be
attained by improving the consistency between EU trade policy and other internal EU
policies, with private sector organisations in particular citing competition policy and industrial
policy as being the most salient.



Many respondents stress that it is important to ensure that the Commission, Council,
Parliament and Member States work together and that policies are aligned and reflected at all
policy levels. It is equally important to improve the working relationship between different
parts of the Commission. “Trade issues are part of the European external policy. New topics
such as climate change or social issues are increasingly impacting European exporters and
importers, thus are becoming Trade issues. EC should take this evolution into account and
promote a better dialogue and coordination within its different services (DG Trade, Taxud,
Market, Development...). With the Lisbon Treaty, this coordination has to be reinforced and
enlarged to the European Parliament and the Member States.” (Private sector)

The impact of the European Parliament and its new role in trade policy making is mentioned
several times, with respondents arguing that it may lengthen and add political complexities to
the approval procedures for trade agreements. The External Action Service and trade policy
need to be streamlined and EAS should aso be used to address trade barriers. Ensure
coherence and consistency between trade and other policies such as development,
environment, energy, climate change, currency, investment, "labour factors' and indeed
external affairs. Policy coherence should also trandate into the priorities set for Commission
personnel stationed overseas.

Some contributors thought that a strategic vision should be established between the political
and commercia dimensions of the EU's external action as a whole, and some thought a small
number of economically feasible priorities should be set up. Other contributions focused on
the need for trade policy to be driven by economics, not by politics " The main objective of the
European Union must be to ensure an action-oriented trade policy based on efficiency and
transparency, with an economical rather than political focus." (NGO). Some considered that
the focus should be on commercial advantage to the exclusion of all other objectives and that
the consumer focus of trade policy should be the priority in terms of lower prices and
availability of goods. Some made the case that trade policy should not be overloaded with
extraneous tasks and that trade agreements should not be asked to solve non-trade issues.

Some NGOs and private sector organisations felt that trade policy should continue to work on
opening markets at home and enhanced market access abroad (which is an issue taken up in
the Communication). Some business associations emphasised the need for stable framework
conditions for trade, notably in terms of predictability, legal certainty and non-discrimination.
Trade policy must abide by international rules and commitments, notably the WTO.

In terms of decision making processes, some respondents focused on the need for impact
assessments and monitoring. Some NGOs thought the existing impact assessments should
be independent, timely and include consultation with more stakeholders; others thought that
more gender analysis was needed. Some private sector organisations thought that all new
regulation should be assessed against its trade impact and deemed that EU trade policies
should be benchmarked against those of key competing countries and regions.

Many Governments and private sector organisations highlighted the issue of raw materials
more generaly in terms of the need to cooperate more effectively between the EU and
national diplomacies. One private sector organisation and an NGO thought that trade policy
should support the sustainable development of biofuels.



In relation to the EU's neighbouring countries, some respondents felt that economic and
trade integration with al neighbouring countries was important. Some specified the
importance of engaging with Turkey, others focused on completing the Euro-Med trade zone
and others saw the need to create a stable rules-based trade regime with Russia. The
importance of engaging with neighbouring countries on issues such as energy sources and raw
materials was highlighted and the need to resolve double taxation problems.

Some contributors thought services should be placed at the heart of trade policy and on the
implementation of European legislation in services sectors. Services and investment should
be promoted with neighbouring countries in particular. A few private sector organisations
thought that the principal focus should be on the promotion of access for European investment
in terms of pre-establishment measures and post-establishment protection.

However, many governments and NGOs considered that trade policy should accommodate
environmental and social objectives: many thought that trade policy should help to achieve
sustainable and socially-just development as well as encourage a better use of resources.
Some governments and NGOs were of the opinion that human rights should also be better
integrated into trade policy.

Many NGOs judged that poverty eradication should be a core objective within trade policy.
Many governments and NGOs thought that there should be a differential approach based on
the level of development and some governments felt that the benefits should be focused on the
poorest countries. Some NGOs focused on the need to properly assess the development
impact of trade policy prior to implementation, suggesting a "Policy Coherence Test" or an
independent development audit be institutionalised into decision-making. Some private sector
organisations thought that the focus on development should not be to the detriment of
legitimate EU industry and should be in line with WTO rules.

Many NGOs felt it was important that trade policy must be more coherent with the common
agricultural policy in terms of recognising the specificity of the agricultural sector and the
importance of food security and community preference. Agriculture should not be offered as a
token for exchange in negotiating trade agreements. Other NGOs thought that coherence
should mean the end to all trade-distorting agricultural subsidies.

Some respondents argued that trade policy should promote cultural and linguistic diversity
and to develop cultural industries. Others thought that an EU external cultural strategy should
be defined with the exclusion of audiovisual services from trade agreements. One respondent
thought the health implications of trade policy should be better considered.

Question 2:  Given the importance of boosting growth, creating more jobs and ensuring a
more resource efficient and greener economy, how can EU trade policy help? What should
the new trade priorities be in the light of the Europe 2020 Strategy?

Many of the replies given to this question were of a very general nature, addressing what
issues EU's future trade policy should cover, and the vast mgjority of issues mentioned hereis
already covered in the following chaptersin greater detail.

"The new trade priorities in light of the Europe 2020 Strategy should reflect the latest
developments in the world economy and the possible implications of significant issues that
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demand a global solution like climate change, raw materials, energy security, etc.”
(Government)

Many private and public organisations, and some NGOs, agree that in order to create more
jobs and support the goals of the Europe 2020 Strategy, it is necessary to boost growth, and
trade has a key role to play in boosting growth. The main priority isto open up markets and to
ensure effective implementation and enforcement of agreements. The focus should primarily
be on the multilateral agenda, but also on the bilateral side, and building effective partnerships
with strategic partners would aso boost growth and employment. Standards should be at heart
of trade policy and the EU should engage actively in regulatory dialogues. There is a strong
call for a coherent policy that uses the full spectrum of policy instruments. The importance of
the service sector is stressed by many respondents, as is predictability and legal certainty, as
well as the need to continue to fight protectionism. SMEs should also be given abigger rolein
trade policy. There is aneed for alevel playing field and some suggest that enterprises doing
business in Europe should comply with the same rules and standards as European business.
Other mention that compliance with EU environmental, social or safety regulations should be
required from foreign suppliers, and that fair global competition requires global
harmonisation of safety, quality, social, environmental standards. Finally, many mention the
importance of facilitating trade in environmental goods and energy-efficient goods.

Private and public organisations and NGOs also stress the importance of a pro-poor
development and sustainable growth in the trade strategy. Fair Trade schemes are
mentioned as a way to favour a more just and responsible production and trade. The EU
should ensure best possible use of natural resources, food supply and health and safety of
consumers. The public sector also advocates that the G20 pledge for an effective standstill
should be maintained. The EU should secure its position as a global |eader.

It is essential to enhance coordination with internal and other external policies, in particular
in the field of enterprise, energy, agriculture, environment, customs, and development and
external relations. Internal market legislation must take care not to place additional burdens
on European companies that could have a negative impact on the internationa
competitiveness of European industry. Many public and private sector respondents stress that
the new trade policy should not be contradictory to the EU industrial policies. Furthermore,
many respondents insist on the importance of completing the Single Market, e.g. on services
and procurement, in order to fully to reap the benefit.

Many NGOs and some public sector respondents find that basic human rights and sustainable
development should be included in a legally valid manner in the EU trade and investment
agreements and the system for monitoring these agreements should be ratified. Some NGOs
mention that "the current designing of the new EU trade strategy offers a unique opportunity
to reposition the role and contribution of free trade to overarching objectives of sustainable
development.” Other NGOs suggests that gender perspective is needed in trade policies to
overcome the divide between socia and economic policies, and one suggests "a common
strategy based on solidarity between our peoples, to build a society in which economic,
political, labour, labour, social, cultural and environment are the priority and rationale of
government policy.” (NGO)

Trade unions generally stress the need for a strategy at EU level which would aim for high

quality of jobs and decent work, getting young into work, new schemes for unemployed and
learning, not just for EU but also for its partner countries. Furthermore, the EU should
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strengthen the governance of globalisation through international standards, increase the
influence of civil society organisations, including trade unions, and increasing transparency.

Some respondents from governments and private organisations also consider that more
emphasis should be placed on coherence with macr oeconomic imbalances and regulation in
the financial, monetary and tax fields. NGOs expressed concern with the financial crisis and
whether it could happen again, and stated that it was "Urgent to limit risks of financial
institutions having the scope to inflict mass misery”.

5 Multilateral trade negotiation

Question 3:  In addition to continuing to push for a successful conclusion to the Doha
Round, how can the EU best pursue overall EU trade policy objectivesin the WTO?

There is a general appreciation of the importance of the multilateral system and the WTO's
role as regulator of world trade, ensuring “free and fair” trade. WTO is seen as a guardian of
the rules based system. Included in this is the task of monitoring protectionism, which is
perceived to have been useful and should continue. “WTO will continue to be of major
importance as an effective rules-based system, which has demonstrated its usefulness also in
the current crisis. Its role as a forum for dialogue, negotiations and dispute resolution in the
field of trade is unparalleled” (Government). EU should consequently promote the degpening
of the WTO’srole in the world economy and it is considered important to quickly conclude
the DDA. There is no obvious differentiation between the contributions received from
governments, NGOs and the private sector.

The WTO should encompass new or enhance the existing disciplines. The EU should seek
that dual pricing should be against the WTO rules in the area of goods as well as services.
Export taxes applied by some WTO Members are a systemic problem and should be dealt
within the WTO system. The EU should speed up the ongoing revision process of the
Government Procurement Agreement and support the accession of advanced developing
countries such as China, Brazil, and India to the agreement. One proposes that the WTO
should agree a Trade Related Energy agreement, which would regulate standards for trade
in gas and energy products.

However, the approach and gover nance of the multilateral negotiationsis put into question
by some. Some respondents mention the need to strengthen the WTO's middle pillar to
increase transparency and ensure better governance. The strengthening of the middle pillar
could also involve reforming the WTO.

Some respondents suggests strengthening the WTO Committees, including creating a
mediating role of the chairs. This would provide a horizontal mechanism for amicable
resolutions of barriers outside the dispute settlement procedure. WTO Committees (e.g. TBT,
SPS, RTAs, Agriculture) should continue to be used to exert political pressure against
unacceptable measures and practices. Furthermore, the WTO Committees, Councils and
Working Groups should be used to prepare the Ministerial Meetings. Finally, some stated the
importance of preparing the EU position at the WTO Committees well in advance with the
European and national authorities (using Market Access Advisory Committee) and economic
stakeholders.
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The magjority stress the importance of properly implemented and respected WTO rules. The
enforcement of existing agreements should also be a priority for EU trade policy. The EU
should also make sure that WTO transparency rules are fulfilled and that notification
obligations are duly respected. As regards regulatory notifications, stakeholders should be
informed in a straightforward and timely fashion in advance of regulatory changes which have
been notified to the WTO, providing ample opportunity to provide feedback on the impacts.

Some organisations consider that dispute settlement should be used more regularly in order
to solve conflicts, whereas others argue that dispute settlement should be used as last resort,
and that a mediation process should prevail instead. Some respondents express concern that
retaliatory sanctions can create innocent victims.

Many respondents encouraged the EU to consider plurilateral agreements on issues where
ambitious multilateral agreement could not be achieved at this stage, e.g. services, investment,
fight against corruption. These should be sectoral agreements with wide coverage and some
noted that there should be reciprocity. Some respondents encouraged to seek participation
from a critical mass of WTO members to such agreementsif they are negotiated.

A few call for effective cooperation between international institutions, which should go
beyond establishing dialogues and co-signing papers. International economic institutions
should develop real joint and coordinated policies on labour with the International Labour
Organisation; environment with UNEP; development with  UNCTAD and currency
positioning with the IMF, in order to proper reflect challenges posed in global integrated
€conomies.

A large group of respondents stressed that the EU should continue to actively pursue the
accession process of non-WTO countries, notably Russia. Some respondents emphasised
the importance of using the WTO accession negotiations to obtain better market access and
regulatory conditions also on issues that are not yet regulated by the WTO rules (e.g. dud
pricing, export tariffs). They also urged the EU to ensure that acceding countries are
technically prepared to implement WTO rulesin their entirety upon their accession.

Many respondents felt it was important to recognise the special role of agricultural trade.
Agriculture should be treated different from other sectors in the WTO, as agricultural trade
liberalisation could have negative implications on the economic and social structure of rural
areas, territorial inhabitation, diversity of food, biodiversity, and even the food security. Some
felt that future agricultural negotiations in the WTO should leave room for agricultura self-
sufficiency and permit protection of domestic production, as well as building of local and
regional markets. However, trade distorting income subsidisation and all export subsidies
should be abolished. With regard to very remote regions, rules for trade in agricultural goods
should differ from the general rules applied to other WTO Members.

Market access for developing countries should be further improved but, some insist,
reflecting the actual level of development. The WTO should in particular take into account the
concerns of the most vulnerable WTO members. Some respondents noted that the EU should
amend its current p