WTO AGRICULTURE NEGOTIATIONS

A FAIR PATH TO FREE TRADE



The Uruguay Round Framework
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Level Playing Field

Export Subsidies:
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TARIFFS

Average Level of Ag Tariff Binding
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Tariffs: Harbinson Approach
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Export Subsidies
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‘ Rest of World
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Based on 2000 notifications. Norway and Rest of World are estimated.



Domestic Support
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Domestic Support: U.S. Proposal
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Domestic Support
Harbinson Proposal
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Commitment to Reform
DOHA Declaration:

“We recall the long-term objective referred to in the
Agreement [on Agriculture] to establish a fair and
market-oriented trading system through a program
of fundamental reform encompassing strengthened
rules and specific commitments on support and
protection.... We reconfirm our commitment to

this program.”
Franz Fischler, Tokyo, February 16, 2003:

“We don’t do reforms on the invitation from the
outside, neither from America nor anywhere else.”



