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GI-extension and TRIPs-CBD as Outstanding Implementation Issues
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New Zealand, the Separate Customs Territory of Taiwan, Penghu, Kinmen and Matsu 

and the United States 
______________________________________________________________________________

1.
We are WTO Members with significant interests in intellectual property issues. Among us are developed and developing countries, representing a broad geographical diversity and substantial proportion of world trade, particularly in products potentially affected by TRIPs proposals under discussion. We are united by a joint concern that the current delicate stage in the DDA negotiations should not be unnecessarily disrupted by efforts to rush, revisit, reinterpret or change our existing negotiating mandates. 

2.
On 30 May, at a meeting organized by Deputy Director General Yerxa pursuant to the Director General’s authority under paragraph 39 of the Hong Kong Declaration, Switzerland introduced a “draft text” in the form of a “non-paper.”  Dated 26 May, the paper was submitted by “proponents of TRIPs issues” 
 and supported at the meeting by a number of delegations.  The paper requests that reports to the Trade Negotiating Committee reflect the agreement of its authors to include the issues of “GI Register, GI extension and TRIPs disclosure requirement” as “part of the horizontal process in order to  have modality texts that reflect Ministerial agreement on the key parameters for negotiating final draft legal texts as part of the single undertaking” for each of these issues.  We, like others who spoke at the meeting, wish to express our strong opposition to this proposal, and our conviction that it would substantially set back efforts to arrive at a viable way forward for the Doha negotiations.  

 

3.
We reject the artificial parallelism in the 26 May Paper.  Each of the TRIPs issues cited in the non-paper has its own terms of reference,
 and particular subject matter.  Many technical issues remain, and the extent and interest of Members in the content and potential outcomes for each issue varies considerably.  For example, on the issue of GI-extension, even basic objectives are far apart, discussions have revealed no consensus, and the suggested draft modalities text presented by the demandeurs prejudges an outcome.
 

4.
We understand that some Members require assurances that matters such as the TRIPS Implementation issues will not be left behind.  However, asking Ministers, in today’s highly sensitive context, to address these distinct, divisive and highly technical TRIPs issues in the way suggested in the 26 May paper, goes well beyond such assurances.  
� This description is inaccurate as there are delegations that have made formal proposals on “TRIPs issues,” but who do not support the 26 May paper.





� We note that “the GI Register” does not fall within the purview of the Director General’s authority under paragraph 39 of the Hong Kong Declaration, has a distinct mandate under paragraph 18 of the Doha Declaration and Art 23.4 of the TRIPs Agreement, and has been the sole subject of negotiations in the TRIPS Special Session. The sponsors of this statement are fully committed to fulfilling the Doha mandate on the GI register for wines and spirits as part of the Doha Single Undertaking.








