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Introduction
This Survey is as an essential component of a project whose objective is to improve the capacity of least developed countries (LDCs) to utilize the benefits derived from membership in the LDC category and to ensure a smooth transition when graduating from that group. This Survey seeks to obtain detailed information regarding the advantages that LDCs have actually derived from the various commitments made in their favour in the WTO and other trade agreements, as well as insights as to how these benefits could be fully utilized and enhanced. Some of the requested information can be found in WTO documentation and other pertinent sources thus, the various questions in the Survey are accompanied by document references in endnotes to facilitate the completion of the Survey. Those LDC governments wishing further assistance in completing this Survey should contact DESA at cdp@un.org MacroButton "FollowLink" 
 or call + 1 (212) 963-4752.
The respondents to this Survey will receive a manual with background information to the questions raised in this document.
Section I

Special Support Measures related to WTO Accession and Membership Obligations


1. WTO status 
Question 1.1
Into which of the following categories does your country fall?

 FORMCHECKBOX 
   Original WTO member

Please answer Questions 2-13 and 15 of Section I and proceed to Section II

 FORMCHECKBOX 
  Acceded to the WTO


Please answer Questions 2-13, 14.1-15 and 15 of Section I and proceed to Section II.

 FORMCHECKBOX 
   In the Process of Accession to the WTO

           Please answer Questions 14.16-22 and 15 of Section I and proceed to Section II   

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 None of the above

Please proceed to Section II.


2.  Compliance under the WTO Agreements
Background

The Decision on Measures in Favour of Least-Developed Countries
 recognized the difficulty LDCs would face in meeting the disciplines of the WTO. The Decision also provided for action to ensure the effective participation of LDCs in the world trading system and to improve their trading opportunities. Many of the Multilateral Trade Agreements provide special and differential treatment (SDT) to LDCs in terms of longer transitional periods or, and in some cases, permanent exemptions as long as they maintain LDC status. Many of the WTO Agreements commit Members, primarily the developed countries, to take special measures in favour of LDCs, such as technical and financial assistance. Such measures were to be implemented expeditiously and subject to regular reviews.
Three LDCs have acceded to the WTO under it Article XII. Twelve LDCs are currently in various stages of the accession process; the challenge is to ensure that all the benefits of LDCs status are fully reflected in their terms of accession.

Question 2.1
Has your country found itself unable to comply with a specific obligation or commitment in the WTO?
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes

Please elaborate 
In 2005, Uganda together with other LDCs realised that they were not going to be able to implement the TRIPS Agreement within the required grace period that had been granted to them. A request to extend the transitional period for another 15 years was made to the TRIPS Council. 

Other commitments include SPS and TBT regulations.


 FORMCHECKBOX 
 No


Please provide comments, if any and proceed to question 2.3


     
Question 2.2 

Has your country brought any such case to the attention of the WTO General Council? 
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes
Please indicate when, which cases (if more than one), what follow-up was given by WTO and if a decision was taken. 
In 2005, the TRIPS Council agreed to extend the transitional period for the implementation of the TRIPS Agreement to 2013. In addition LDCs were requested to submit to the TRIPS Council preferebly not later than January 2008, their technical and financial requirements necessary for the implementation of the TRIPS Agreement. Uganda submitted the report of the Needs Assessment in 2008.
The TBT issues were brought to the attention of TBT Committee.



 FORMCHECKBOX 
 No


Please provide comments, if any      
Question 2.3 

Do you anticipate that your country may face difficulties in complying with WTO commitments or obligations in the future to the extent that it will bring such difficulties to the attention of the WTO General Council? 
 FORMCHECKBOX 
Yes

Please indicate anticipated difficulties. 
The developed country SPS and TBT regulations keep on changing requiring LDCs to make adjustments in their production processes. This requires technical and financial resources which are scarce to many producers especially SMEs. 

Uganda is also likely to face problems in implemeting the  Trade Facilitation agreemet which is currently being negotiated particularly when trying to implement the measures that require technical and financial assistance (Category C measures).  

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 No
Please provide comments, if any      

3. Agreement on Agriculture 
Background

The Agreement on Agriculture initiates a reform process aimed at establishing a “fair and market-oriented agricultural trading system” through negotiations (Article 20) for which special and differential treatment is an “integral element” and which will take account of concerns such as food security and the possible negative effects on LDCs. LDCs are exempted (article 15:2) from undertaking reduction commitments on agricultural subsidies. However their domestic support may not exceed the Total Aggregate Measurement of Support (AMS) as established for the base period (1986-88). 
Question 3.1

Has your country made any reduction commitments related to the Agreement on Agriculture on domestic support measures in favour of agricultural producers?
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes
Please indicate 
There was reduction of dometic support on agricultural products in the early 1990's due to changes in national agricultural policies when Uganda adopted the liberalisation strategies under IMF policies with exception of some key sectors such as cotton. However of recently the Government has introduced support for agriculture sector through programs like the National Agricultural Advisory Services (NAADS). Notification will be done after an assessment of the overall domestic support has been done. 

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 No

Please indicate whether domestic support has been given      
LDCs as Net food Importers 

Under the Decision on Measures Concerning Possible Negative Effects of the Reform Programme On Least-Developed and Net Food-Importing Developing Countries
 it was agreed to initiate negotiations in the appropriate forum to establish a level of food aid commitments sufficient to meet the legitimate needs of developing countries, to ensure that an increasing proportion of basic foodstuffs is provided to LDCs and net food-importing developing countries in full grant form and provide technical and financial assistance to LDCs to improve their agricultural productivity and infrastructure.

Question 3.2

Has your country received the food aid and technical and financial assistance pursuant to the above mentioned decision in the last 5 years?

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes

   
Please indicate donor sources (bilateral and multi-lateral)
 
Although Uganda is recorded as a net food importer, much of the food consumed is domestically produced. There have been some incidences of food shortages due to droughts, floods and wars in some parts of the country.
World Food Program is the main donor,  purchases are made locally for example, WFP spent US$50m  on local purchased food in 2009.

The USAID PL480 program (wheat and oil) supports feeder roads, NGO activities on  proceeds are used to support.

Technical and financial assistance has been received from multilateral donors such as FAO, and bilateral donors such as DANIDA, EC, Japan to support different agricultural activities under the National Agricultural Advisory Services (NAADS), National Agricultural Research Organisation (NARO) and other Agricultural support projects, however it is not clear whether the technical and financial assistance is due to the Decision on Measures Concerning Possible Negative Effects of the Reform Programme on Least-Developed and Net Food- Importing Developing Countries or not.  

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 No
Please provide comments, if any and proceed to question 3.4.
     
Question 3.3 

In what form has this aid has been received?
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 (a) in grant form or concessional terms
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 (b) in kind
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 (c) emergency food aid, project food aid or programme food aid
Question 3.4

Do you have any (further) comments on why your country has not been able to utilize the above referred SDT provisions?
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes

Please indicate
There is a need to understand whether the asistance provided in different agricultural activities and infrastructure is due to the Decision or due to the normal technical assistance provided to all countries.
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 No

4. Agreement on Sanitary and Phytosanitary (SPS) regulations

Background

The SPS Agreement provides that Members should take measures to minimize the barriers that their SPS regulations could present to the exports of LDCs. In the preparation of sanitary of phytosanitary measures “members shall take account of the special needs of developing country members, and in particular, of the least-developed country members.” (Article 10). Under Article 9, Members agree to facilitate the provision of technical assistance inter alia, in the areas of processing technologies, research and infrastructure, including in the establishment of national regulatory bodies [...] to allow such countries to adjust to, and comply with measures necessary to achieve the appropriate level of sanitary or phytosanitary protection in their export markets.
The SPS Agreement also provides for greater flexibility for LDCs (Article 14), permitting them to delay application of its provisions for a period of five years, from the entry into force of the WTO with respect to their sanitary or phytosanitary measures affecting importation or imported products.
The SPS Committee set out a Procedure to Enhance Transparency of Special and Differential Treatment in Favour of Developing Country Members
 which stipulated inter alia that notifications regarding the preparation of a new or a revised SPS regulation should identify the geographical regions or countries likely to be affected. If a developing country identifies significant difficulties with the proposed measure, the notifying Member would examine whether and how the identified problem could best be addressed by (1) a change in the measure to be applied on a MFN basis; (2) the provision of technical assistance to the exporting Member; or (3) the provision of special and differential treatment.
The Standards and Trade Development Facility (STDF) was established to assist developing countries to enhance their expertise and capacity to analyze and implement international SPS standards and thus their ability to gain and maintain market access.
Question 4.1

Do representatives from your country participate in the meetings of the standard-setting organizations – Codex Alimentarius Commission, World Organization for Animal Health and the International Plant Protection Convention?

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes, please indicate organizations and the frequency of participation over the last 3 years 
	Organization
	Frequency

	Codex Alimentarius Commission
	as and when funds are available

	World Organization for Animal Health
	as and when funds are available

	International Plant Protection Convention
	as and when funds are available


 FORMCHECKBOX 
 No

Please indicate whether your country is represented by another LDC in these meetings and  provide comments, if any      
Question 4.2

Do representatives from your country participate in the regular meetings of the SPS Committee?
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 No

Please provide comments, if any      
Question 4.3
In the last 5 years, were exports from your country rejected to enter into other countries due to non-compliance to SPS requirements?

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes

Please indicate the products concerned 
Coffee; Dried mangoes and bananas to Australia due to mould; sesame seed to Canada due to afflatoxins; sesame seed to Syria due to adultaration; dried fruit to EU due to high pesticide residue; flowers to EU due to pest (heliehoverpa); Canada issued a red alert on sesame found containing salmonella. Both cases were related to hygiene requiring building capacity for implementing of food safety systems and conformity assessment.

The EU has issued an alert over the presence of amethoate in aubergines from Uganda. The relevant authority has been informed.

The EU issued a red alert on infant feed produced locally in Uganda due to problem of SPS issues.
Apart from cut flowers, fish and fruits and vegetables, there has not been any specific technical assistance to products which have been rejected due to SPS measures

 

Have these cases been brought to the attention of your Government?

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes. Please provide details 
The information was submitted to Crop Protection Department Ministry of Agriculture, Animal Industry and Fisheries for onward transmission to the private sector. Apart from the training programs which have been conducted by the Ministry of Agriculture for flower exporters to address the issue of pest control, GMP for fruits and vegetables and improvement of fish landing sites, there has not been any other specific program to address quality of products rejected in export markets.

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 No. Please provide comments, if any      
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 No

Please provide comments, if any      
Question 4.4
In the last 5 years, did your country receive technical and/or financial assistance to enhance its SPS-related capacity?

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes

Please indicate sources and sectors/products receiving assistance. 
General capacity building on the SPS Agreement funded by MTTI and WTO; training to the flower exporters funded by the Netherlands/EU;Development of the manual on Good Agricultural Practices for flowers by Netherlands/EU; Training on GAP for fruits and vegetables farmers, training of fisheries sector on GMP funded by EU, developed a project on upgrading the cooling system at Entebbe funded by the Netherlands Government. Improvement of the fish landing sites funded by EU. Uganda has also received assistance from Sweden to fund the Quality Infrastructure and Standards Program (QUISP) 2010-2014, the program will cover improvement of the value chain of some few  identified sectors/products, development of standards & quality policy and strategy, legal and regulatory framework and awareness raising. 

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 No
Please provide comments, if any      
Question 4.5
Has your country notified to the WTO potential difficulties due to proposed SPS regulations? 
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes

Please provide reference      
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 No
Please provide comments, if any 
There was a notification that was done on banning of importation of fish from East Africa (Lake Victoria)  but this was done by the Republic of Tanzania. Uganda received technical assistance to upgrade the labaratories and landing sights.
Please provide reference

The notification was done under STC No. 40:1998 (cholera outbreak). 
The major problem has been in the difficulties of anlysing new regulations and assessing their impact on exports. QUISP is expected to address some of the SPS problems of selected sectors. The Ministry of Agriculture, Animal Industries and Fisheries is developing a project to address SPS issues of the major commodities including animals. 

Question  4.6
Has your country received technical and/or financial assistance through the Standards and Trade Development Facility (STDF)?
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes

Please provide details. 
Some officers have attended the Geneva based workshops, they made a balance sheet that lead to the development of an SPS draft policy. However Uganda has not yet received funding from STD F for projects. The  Ministry of Agriculture submitted a proposal on small holder complaince to SPS regulations but the project was not approved by STD F and no reason was given for the rejection of the proposal. The Ministry is currently preparing a new proposal which will be submitted to STD F for funding.  

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 No

Please provide comments, if any      
Question 4.7
Do you have any (further) comments on why your country has not been able to utilize the above referred SDT provisions?
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes

Please indicate 
There has been limited use of Art. 9 of the SPS Agreement which mandates relevant importing developed country to provide technical and capacity building to LDCs having problem in exporting due to SPS regulations. The private sector is not aware of this provision. There is a need to strengthen the national SPS committee so that they can improve the assessment of new regulations, monitoring private sector complaince of new SPS measures and notification. At the same time the private sector needs to be sensisitized about the flexibilities enshrined in the SPS Agreement to enable them request for technical assistance and capacity building where they are having problems in implementing different standards. They should also be empowered to understand and analyse new regulations to enable them assess their impact on their businesses and be able to report back to the National SPS Committee.There is also a need to improve the capacity of SPS inspectors of agricultural, animal and fisheries products.  The modalities of accessing STD F funds for projects should be made simpler and clearer so that beneficiaries can submitt and access funds.    

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 No

5. Agreement on Technical Barriers to Trade (TBT)

Background

The TBT Agreement (Article 11) provides that Members shall, if requested, arrange for the regulatory bodies within their territories to advise other Members and shall grant them technical assistance regarding the establishment of regulatory bodies, or bodies for the assessment of conformity with technical regulations; and the methods by which their technical regulations can best be met. In doing so they “shall give priority to the needs of the least-developed country Members” (Article 11.8) and in “determining the terms and conditions of the technical assistance, account shall be taken of the stage of development of the requesting Members and in particular of the least-developed country Members.”
In recognition that the special development and trade needs and the stage of technological development may hinder the ability of developing countries to fully discharge their obligations, (Article 12.8), the Committee on Technical Barriers is authorized to grant, upon request, specified, time-limited exceptions in whole or in part from obligations under the TBT Agreement. When considering such requests “the Committee shall, in particular, take into account the special problems of the least-developed country Members.”

Question 5.1
In the last 5 years, have exports from your country been rejected due to non-compliance to technical regulations?

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes

Please provide references  

(i) The EU issued a red alert on infant feed produced locally in Uganda due to problem of packaging and SPS issues.
(ii) US notified on the quality fabric quality requirement (2010). Uganda does not have the facilities and equipment to test fabric as per US requirement. Testing has to be done in Mauritius. 

  (iii)Tea is failing to direct market access because of the requirement of Good Manufacturing Practice (GMP). The costs involved in establishing the system are high, companies need support to implement these measures.)   

Have these cases been brought to the attention of your Government?
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes. Please provide details 
Information on the infant food alert was submitted to was sent to Uganda National Bureau of Standards and Ministry of Agriculture Animal Industry and Fisheries. The textile company affected by the US regulation is yet to submit all details  to the competent authorities. 

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 No. Please provide comments, if any      
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 No
Please provide comments, if any      
Question 5.2
In the last 5 years, did your country benefit from technical and financial assistance from the importing countries?

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes

Please indicate sources and sectors/products?  

The technical and financial assistance has not been focused on  particular product or sector facing technical standards problems in the market. Uganda has received assistance from Sweden and EC to fund the Quality Infrastructure and Standards Program (QUISP) 2010-2014. The project will fund infrastructure development including equiping Uganda National Bureau of standards offices at border posts. Assistance has also beed received from UNIDO to equip UNBS laboratories. UNBS received equipment and reference manuals on standards from WTO/ITC/UNCTAD  JITAP project.  

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 No

Please provide comments, if any      
Question 5.3
In the last 5 years, did your country express its “specific trade concerns” regarding technical regulations or standards? 

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes 
Please provide reference (what, where, when)? Following the Third Triennial Review of the TBT Agreement, a mechanism was put in place whereby Members could notify, on voluntary basis , technical assisstance needs and responses. Uganda submitted a notification ref. G/TBT/TA-4/UGA.

Uganda also responded to the questionaire aimed at assisting developing country Members to to assess whether specific problems, difficulties exist in utilization of the TBT Agreement and identified priorities on technical assistance /cooperation activities and capacity building needs required. Details were submitted to WTO under doc. G/TBT/W/193, 10 February 2003.

Sweden and EU has provided support under the QUISP program. DFID has also shown interest in supporting the project.

In 2010 during the TBT committee meeting, Uganda raised concern over Canada's Bill C-32 amendment to the Tobacco Act and its effect on production, processing and export of tobacco from Uganda to Canada.  

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 No

Please provide comments, if any      
Question 5.4
Has your country requested exceptions from obligations under the TBT Agreement pursuant to Article 12.8?

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes

Please provide reference      
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 No

Please provide comments, if any 
There has not been adequate analysis of TBT proposals by the national SPS/TBT committee and the private sector to warrant  request for exceptions from the obligations  as specified above.

Question 5.5
Do you have any (further) comments on why your country has not been able to utilize the above referred SDT provisions?
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes


Please indicate The fact that there are less exports of manufactured and processed products from Uganda means that not much attention has been put on TBT proposals.However there is a need to improve the capacity of the National SPS/TBT  committees to enable them analyse different proposals, disseminate information to the private sector to be able to give timely comments to the SPS/TBT committee.Most policy makers and the private sector are not aware of all the special  SDT provisions which can be used such as the  request for technical assistance in cases where they are having problems of compliance.  
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 No


6. Agreement on Trade –related Investment Measures (TRIMs) 

Background

LDCs were granted a seven-year transitional period to phase out measures inconsistent with the TRIMs Agreement (Article 5:2), which could be extended if an LDC experienced particular difficulties in implementing its provisions. (Article 5:3).
Question 6.1

Did your country notify the WTO that it maintained TRIMs that were not in conformity with Article 5.1 of the TRIMs Agreement?
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes

Please provide details 
Uganda made the notification on 17 June 1997 that Section 13 of its investment code was not in conformity with the TRIMs Agreement (G/TRIMS/1/UGA/1, 17 June 1997) and that the provision would be brought in conformity with the Agreement within the time limit accorded to LDCs.
 
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 No

Please provide comments, if any and proceed to question 6.4      
Question 6.2

Did your country eliminate these TRIMs within the seven year phase out period?
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes

Please provide comments, if any       
Proceed to question 6.4
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 No

Please provide comments, if any 
The Investment code was reviewed and ammended in 2000 with a provision giving additional benefits to  applicant investing in specific priority areas (Art 13).  

Question 6.3

Did your country request an extension of this period under Article 5.3 of the TRIMs Agreement?
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes

Please provide details      
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 No

Please provide comments, if any 
The 2000 Investment Code is under review, and once accepted, a request for extension with be submitted to WTO.

Question 6.4

Has your country introduced new measures that deviate from the obligations of the TRIMs Agreement?

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes

Please provide details The Investment Code was reviewed in 2000 with the following provision: (13) introduces a second schedule showing the priority areas for investment where license to engage in those activities are accorded additional benefits under the Investment code. The Investment code is under review. 
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 No

Question 6.5

Do you have any (further) comments on why your country has not been able to utilize the above referred SDT provisions?
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes


Please indicate 
Uganda has partially used the SDT provisions. There is no clear understanding of the provisons by the key agencies involved in drafting the investment code. However Uganda Investment Authority officials  will  be sensitized to enable them to take into account the special and differential treatment of LDCs when amending the 2000 investment code.

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 No


7. Agreement on the Implementation of Article VII of GATT 1994 (Customs Valuation)

Background

The Agreement on Customs Valuation permits developing countries to delay application for an initial transitional period of five years, subject to further extension (Annex III) if requested and justified. Developing countries may also request a reservation to permit them to maintain systems based on minimum values for an extended transitional period. The Decision on Implementation Issues and Concerns urged that positive consideration be given to such requests by LDCs and that their particular circumstances be taken into account when setting time frames and conditions.

Question 7.1

Has your country resorted to the provisions related to Special and Differential Treatment in the Customs Valuation Agreement?
 
 FORMCHECKBOX 
Yes
Please indicate whether this pertained to:
(a)  FORMCHECKBOX 
 Delayed application of the provisions of the Agreement?

(b)  FORMCHECKBOX 
 Delayed application of the computed value method?
(c)  FORMCHECKBOX 
 Annex III, paragraph 1 (extension of the five-year delay period)?
(d)  FORMCHECKBOX 
 Annex III, paragraph 2 (reservation concerning minimum values)?
(e)  FORMCHECKBOX 
 Annex III, paragraph 3 (reservation concerning sequential order of Articles 5 and 6)? 
 FORMCHECKBOX 
No
Please provide comments, if any      
Question 7.2

Do you have any (further) comments on why your country has not been able to utilize the above referred SDT provision?

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes


Please indicate 
The customs procedures and processes have been undergoing reforms in an effort to improve business climate in Uganda and therefore there has been an urgent need to make reforms without looking at the flexibilities provided for under the Customs Valuation Agreement. The reforms have been based an the developments in the World Customs Union rather that the flexibilities in GATT Art VII.

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 No


8. Agreement on Import Licensing Procedures
Background

Article 3:5 (j) of the Agreement on Import Licensing provides that in allocating non-automatic licences, consideration shall also be given to ensuring a reasonable distribution of licences to new importers. In this regard, special consideration should be given to those traders importing products originating in developing country Members and, in particular, the least-developed country Members.
Question 8.1

Do representatives of your country attend the regular meetings of the Committee on Import Licensing?

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 No

Please provide comments, if any 
This is due to the limited capacity of Mission officials in terms of the numbers of staff following the WTO negotiations. At the same time the ministry doe not have enough funds to enable capital based officers to attend the meetings. We also have limited staff in the capital and they are not able to follow up on all the different aspects of the WTO negotiations.

Question 8.2
Has your country raised any comments or questions regarding the application of import licenses by another Member to the attention of the Committee on Import Licensing Procedures?

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes

Please provide details?      
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 No

Please provide comments, if any Issues to do with import Licensing procedures under COMESA and EAC are addressed at the regional level. Import lincensing issues in other countries have not been followed up due to capacity constraints.

9. Agreement on Subsidies and Countervailing Measures

Background

According to Annex VII to the Agreement on Subsidies and Countervailing measures LDCs are not subject to the prohibition on export subsidies as set out in Article 3.1(a) of that Agreement. However, their subsidized exports are potentially liable for countervailing duties. LDCs lose this exemption for products in which they achieve export competitiveness i.e. 3.25 percent of world trade, for which export subsidies are to be phased out over an eight year period (Article 27.6). 
Question 9.1
Does your government grant export subsidies as defined in Article 3.1 of the Agreement on Subsidies and Countervailing Measures?

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes

Please provide details      
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 No

Please provide comments, if any and proceed to question 10 
Uganda does not provide export subsidies to key export sectors due to lack of funds.

Question 9.2
If so, have exports benefiting from such subsidies been subject to countervailing measures?

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes

Please indicate in which markets and for which products?        
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 No
Please provide comments, if any      
Question 9.3
Has your country achieved “export competitiveness” in any product receiving export subsidies in the sense of Article 27.6 of the Agreement?

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes

Please provide reference:      
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 No

Please provide comments, if any      
Question 9.4

Do you have any (further) comments on why your country has not been able to utilize the above referred SDT provision?

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes

Please indicate 
Although this provision is available for use by LDCs, it is not practical because of limitation of funds. There are sectors where Uganda would have liked to introduce subsidies such as textiles and  food processing sectors. 

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 No

10. General Agreement on Trade in Services (GATS) 
Background

GATS (Article IV) provides that the increasing participation of developing countries in world trade in services shall be facilitated through negotiated specific commitments relating to: (a) the strengthening of their domestic services capacity and its efficiency and competitiveness, inter alia through access to technology on a commercial basis; (b) the improvement of their access to distribution channels and information networks;  and (c) the liberalization of market access in sectors and modes of supply of export interest to them. Special priority shall be given to LDCs in this context. Furthermore, particular account shall be taken of the serious difficulty of LDCs in accepting negotiated specific commitments in view of their special economic situation and their development, trade and financial needs.

Question 10.1

In the last 5 years, did your country receive support from trading partners to increase its participation in world trade in services and benefited from any of the above special and differential treatment provisions?
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes

Please indicate the type of assistance received and the donor country under the following headings:


 FORMCHECKBOX 
 programmes to promote investment in LDCs, with a view to building their domestic services capacity and enhancing their efficiency  and export competitiveness?


 FORMCHECKBOX 
 reinforcing export/import promotion programmes? 


 FORMCHECKBOX 
 promoting the development of LDCs' infrastructure and services exports through training, technology transfer, enterprise level actions and schemes, intergovernmental cooperation programmes and, where feasible, financial resources?

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 improving the access of LDCs' services and service suppliers to distribution channels and information networks, especially in sectors  and modes of supply of interest to LDCs

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 No


Please provide comments, if any      
Question 10.2
Has your country carried out a national assessment of trade in services?
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes


Please provide details 1.USAID trade capacity building project support to the Private sector foundation, a baseline survey was carried out by Uganda Services Exporters association (USEA) and covered education, tourism, health, export of labour under mode 4 and ICT (2002). 2 sectors were later picked up by Uganda Export Promotion Board (UEPB) and they were included in the National Export Strategy funded by ITC (2006). However UEPB has had problems of implementing the strategy because of limitation of funds. In 2010, they received technical and financial assistance from Commonwealth Secretarite to implement the Education cluster.
2.
Under COMESA, a study of all services sectors were carried out, the study analysed those competitiveness of different services sectors, and identified those which were operating without laws and regulations. It had been hoped thet the report would be used by COMESA Member countries when negotiating with WTO Members and also during the EPA negotiation with EU. However the project was terminated before the final report could be released.
3.
UNCTAD-covered professional services, insurance, construction and engineering services

4. World Bank funded an assessment of business and professional services.

5.
Some work in this area has also been done by ILEAP.

6. World Bank has carried out a study on Regional Integration in Professional Services focusing on accounting, engineering, and legal services. 

 

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 No


Please provide comments, if any      
Question 10.3
Was assistance received from WTO members, from the WTO Secretariat or from other multilateral organizations in carrying out this assessment?

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 WTO Members, please specify which Member(s) and type of assistance USA -USAID, UK(DFID. 

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 WTO Secretariat, please specify type of assistance Has provided technical assisstance for the training of capital based officials.

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Other multilateral organisations  ITC,UNCTAD and World Bank provided finacial and technical assistance to carry out the studies. ILEAP has provided finacial and technical assistance to carry out the studies.
Please indicate which and type of assistance:      
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 No


Please provide comments, if any      
Question 10.4
Has your country identified those services sectors of priority in its development policies?
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes


Please provide reference 
Financial services

Education

Health

Communication

Distribution

Tourism and travel related services

Business services

Transport services

Some of this information has not yet been submitted to WTO since the list includes sectors that have been presented to trading partners during the regional trade agreement negotiations. 

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 No


Please explain why not      
Telecommunications Services:
Background

In the GATS Annex on Telecommunications, paragraph 6(d) it is agreed that “members shall give special consideration to opportunities for the least-developed countries to encourage foreign suppliers of telecommunications services to assist in the transfer of technology, training and other activities that support the development of their telecommunications infrastructure and expansion of their telecommunications services trade.”
Question 10.5
In the last 5 years, did your country receive assistance from suppliers in developed countries in the transfer of technology, training and other activities that support the development of your telecommunications infrastructure and expansion of your telecommunications services trade?
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes

Please specify, including examples. 
It is not clear whether the developments in the telecommunication sector are a result of par 6 or whether these are purely commercial or investment decisions

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 No

Please provide comments, if any      
Question 10.6

Do you have any (further) comments on why your country has not been able to utilize the above referred SDT provisions?

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes


Please indicate 
The decision to provide Technical Assistance and technology transfer from suppliers in developed countried is not binding and therefore the provision in par 6 is not manadatory and its implementation will depend on the commercial viability of the business venture. The Agreement does not specify the special considerations that can be given to companies investing in LDCs by developed countries. Uganda together with other LDCs have requested to be granted a services waiver to operationalise the LDC modalities.

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 No

11. Agreement on Trade Related Intellectual Property Rights (TRIPS)
Extension of Transitional Periods
Background

The TRIPS Agreement (Article 66.1) states that “In view of the special needs and requirements of least-developed country Members, their economic, financial and administrative constraints, and their need for flexibility to create a viable technological base, such Members shall not be required to apply the provisions of this Agreement, other than Articles 3, 4 and 5, for a period of 10 years. The Council for TRIPS shall, upon duly motivated request by a least-developed country Member, accord extensions of this period”. On the request of the LDC group this period was extended by the Decision of the TRIPS Council on the Extension of the Transitional Period under Article 66.1 of the Agreement for Least-Developed Country Members,
 under which LDCs “shall not be required to apply the provisions of the Agreement, other than Articles 3 (national treatment)  4 (MFN treatment) and 5 (precedence of WIPO procedures) , until 1 July 2013, or until such a date on which they cease to be a least-developed country Member, whichever date is earlier.

At the Fourth Ministerial Conference of the WTO, paragraph 7 of the Declaration on the TRIPS Agreement and Public Health adopted on 14 November 2001, WTO Members agreed that “the least-developed country members will not be obliged, with respect to pharmaceutical products, to implement or apply Sections 5 and 7 [patents and protection of undisclosed information] of Part II of the TRIPS Agreement or to enforce rights provided for under these Sections until 1 January 2016, without prejudice to the right of least-developed country members to seek other extensions of the transition periods as provided for in Article 66.1 of the TRIPS Agreement”. 

Question 11.1

Has your country requested an extension of transitional periods under the above mentioned decision? 

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes

Please provide details     

 The request for extension of implementation of the TRIPS Agreement was done as a block of all LDCs.                                                                                                                                                                                       

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 No

Please provide comments, if any      
Question 11.2 

Has your country submitted information on its needs for technical and financial cooperation as provided in paragraph 2 of the Decision of the TRIPS Council on the Extension of the Transitional Period under Article 66.1 of the Agreement for Least-Developed Country Members?

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes

Please provide reference  
This was done in in 2008 (IP/C/W/500 and IP/C/W/510

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 No

Please provide comments, if any      
Technical Cooperation
Background

     Article 67 stipulates that “developed members shall provide, on request and on mutually agreed terms and conditions, technical and financial cooperation in favour of developing and least-developed members”. The Decision on the Extension of Transitional Periods, requests LDCs to provide as much information as possible on their individual priority needs for technical and financial cooperation in order to assist them taking steps necessary to implement the TRIPS Agreement. Developed country Members shall provide technical and financial cooperation in favour of LDCs in order to effectively address these needs.
Question 11.3
Has your country requested and received technical and financial cooperation from developed country members to assist it to implement the TRIPs Agreement?

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes

Please indicate from which members, and in which sectors: 
EC through the BizClim and TradeCom projects has funded the legislative review, Sweden, training on Copyright and neighboring rights and IP for LDCs, US training on enforcement for customs officials and copyright, WIPO/WTO several workshops on TRIPS. However the overall program developed should be funded by donors to enable the country develop the IP institutions, innovation capabilities and update legislations as per Uganda's development strategy. Uganda had planned to complete Phase 1 of the project but has not been able to do so because of lack of funds to implement activities specified in the project document. 

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 No

Please provide comments, if any      
TRIPs and Public Health

Background

Paragraph 6 of the Doha Ministerial Declaration on the TRIPS Agreement and public health recognized “that WTO Members with insufficient or no manufacturing capacities in the pharmaceutical sector could face difficulties in making effective use of compulsory licensing under the TRIPS Agreement” A waiver from Article 31f of TRIPS Agreement permits such countries to issue compulsory licences to suppliers in exporting countries under specific conditions. It is assumed that LDCs have “insufficient manufacturing capacities”. Subsequently (6 December 2005) a Protocol to amend the TRIPS Agreement so as to give this provision a permanent legal status was submitted for the signature by Members.

Question 11.4
Has your country accepted the Protocol Amending the TRIPS Agreement submitted on 6 December 2005?

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes

Please provide comments, if any      
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 No

Please provide comments, if any 
The cabinet has approved the Protocol ammending the TRIPS Agreement, information on acceptance will be submitted to TRIPS council in October 2010.

Question 11.5
Has your country imported pharmaceutical products under compulsory licence pursuant to the above mentioned Decision?

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes
Please indicate the period, generic versions of pharmaceutical products imported under compulsory licences and exporting country with reference to notification to WTO      
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 No
Please provide comments, if any  
The reason given is that the system is difficult to use. However it could also be due to the fact that most of the pharmaceutical products used in Uganda are donor funded. There is limited knowledge and understanding of of how to use the flexibility by the policy makers. 

Question 11.6
Has your country granted new patents of pharmaceutical products?
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes

Please indicate 
This has been done through ARIPO (African Regional Intellectual Property Office)  in Harare.  ARIPO administers patents on behalf of Member states. Once a request to register patent is received and examined by ARIPO, it is circulated to Member states and Members will be expected to make comments within 6 months, after which the patent will be granted. Failure to comment by Member states will mean the patent will be accepted in Member states according to their laws. The problem Uganda has is that the laws on patents developed in 1994 grants patents on pharmaceuticals and that is what ARIPO uses. The draft law has integrated in the flexibilities. 

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 No


Please provide comments, if any      

Proceed to question 11.8
Question 11.7
If so, have these entailed exclusive marketing rights?
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes

Please provide details      
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 No
Please provide comments, if any      
Question 11.8

Do you have any (further) comments on why your country has not been able to utilize the above referred SDT provisions?

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes


Please indicate 
As indicated in 11.6, the new industrial property bill needs to be passed urgently by the by parliament to enable Uganda  utilise fully the flexibility without any legal challenges that might arise.

The technical assistance to implement the TRIPS Agreement should respond to individual country identified needs and should therefore be targeted, LDCs that have developed projects arising out of the needs assessment should be assisted to implement their projects before the expiry of the transitional period in 2013.

In addition it has been difficult for us to assess whether developed countries have been able to fulfil Art 66.2, there is a need to have a common reporting mechanism to help us ascertain whether  Art 66.2 has been fulfilled. A template should be developed for use by both LDCs and developed countries.

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 No

12. Dispute Settlement
Background

Article 24 of the Dispute Settlement understanding sets out Special Procedures Involving Least-Developed Country Members under  which particular consideration shall be given to the special situation of LDCs at all stages of the determination of the causes of a dispute and of dispute settlement procedures, Members shall exercise due restraint both in raising matters involving LDCs in asking for compensation or seeking authorization to suspend concessions or other obligations if this is authorized. In cases involving an LDC Director-General or the Chairman of the DSB shall, upon request by a LDC offer their good offices, conciliation and mediation with a view to assisting the parties to settle the dispute, before a request for a panel is made. 

Question 12.1
Has your country been involved in dispute settlement cases?
 
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes


 FORMCHECKBOX 
As a complaining party? 
 FORMCHECKBOX 
As a responding party?
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 As a third party?
Please provide comments, if any      
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 No

Please provide comments, if any 
This could be attributed  to the low levels of trade. 

Proceed to question 12.3
Question 12.2
Did your country request the good offices of the Director General or the Chairman of the DSU?

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes


Please provide details      
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 No
Please provide comments, if any      
Question 12.3

Do you have any (further) comments on why your country has not been able to utilize the above referred SDT provision?

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes


Please indicate      
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 No


13. Trade Policy Reviews 

Background

The Trade Policy Review Mechanism provides that smaller trading countries will be reviewed every six years, except that a longer period may be fixed for LDCs. Particular account shall be taken of difficulties presented to LDCs in compiling their reports.  The Secretariat shall make available technical assistance on request to developing country Members, and in particular to the least-developed country Members. 
Question 13.1
Has your country had a Trade Policy Review?
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes

How many? 
Three Trade Policy Reviews in the following years:1995, 2001, 2007 (the last one was done jointly with  Kenya, Uganda and Tanzania under East African Community)

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 No

Please proceed to question 13.3      
Question 13.2
Did your country receive technical assistance from the WTO Secretariat in undertaking trade policy reviews?
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes

Please provide details 
WTO provided the consultants to compile the first draft Trade policy report and coordinated with capital based officials to addres areas that needed clarification within the report.

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 No
Please provide comments, if any      
Question 13.3

Do you have any (further) comments on how your country would be able to better utilize the above referred SDT provision?
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes


Please indicate      
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 No


14. Accession of LDCs
Background

The Doha Ministerial Declaration agreed to work to facilitate and accelerate negotiations with acceding LDCs.
  The WTO Secretariat was to reflect this priority in its plans for technical assistance. Subsequently, the General Council guidelines stated that Members shall exercise restraint in seeking concessions and commitments on trade in goods and services from acceding LDCs, taking into account the levels of concessions and commitments undertaken by existing WTO LDC Members”. The General Council also decided that: “The transitional periods/transitional arrangements foreseen under specific WTO Agreements, to enable acceding LDCs to effectively implement commitments and obligations, shall be granted in accession negotiations taking into account individual development, financial and trade needs. Moreover, that such “transitional periods/arrangements shall be accompanied by Action Plans for compliance with WTO rules.  The implementation of the Action Plans shall be supported by Technical Assistance and Capacity Building measures for the acceding LDCs'.  Upon the request of an acceding LDC, WTO Members may coordinate efforts to guide that LDC through the implementation process”. Furthermore “the good offices of the Director-General shall be available to assist acceding LDCs and Chairpersons of the LDCs' Accession Working Parties in implementing this decision”. 
 
Three LDCs have acceded to the WTO under Article XII. Twelve LDCs are currently in various stages of the accession process. Members have agreed to work to facilitate and accelerate negotiations with these acceding LDCs, in line with the 2002 General Council Decision.
Experience of LDCs having Acceded to the WTO
Question 14.1 

How long did the accession process take?
Please indicate      
Question 14.2 

Which WTO Members were included in the Working Party?
Please indicate      
Question 14.3 

With which Members did conduct bilateral negotiations in the final stage of the accession process?
Please indicate      
Question 14.4
Which were the most contentions/difficult issues in the negotiations?
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes

Please provide details      
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 No
Please provide comments, if any      
Question 14.5
Which were the least contentions/difficult issues in the negotiations?
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes

Please provide details      
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 No
Please provide comments, if any      
Question 14.6
In your Government’s view, is the level of concessions and commitments agreed to in the accession process compatible with your country’s development stage?

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes

Please provide details      
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 No
Please provide comments, if any      
Question 14.7
In your Government’s view, did WTO members take into account the levels of concessions and commitments undertaken by existing WTO LDCs’ Members?

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes

Please provide details      
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 No
Please provide comments, if any      
Question 14.8
Did your country benefit from a simplified negotiating process for LDCs? 

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes


 FORMCHECKBOX 
 The good offices of the WTO Director-General were used. Details      

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 The acccession process benefited from expedited documentation exchange. Details      

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 The acccession process benefited from streamlined procedures. Details      

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Bi-lateral negotiations were held in the country itself. Details      

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Other. Details      
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 No

Please provide comments, if any      
Question 14.9
Were you asked to undertake higher levels of commitments than those made by the founding LDCs of the WTO? 

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes

Please provide details      
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 No
Please provide comments, if any      
Question 14.10
Were you asked to make commitments on any of the plurilateral agreements or to participate in other optional sectoral market access initiatives?
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes

Please indicate type of commitments that were asked and made      
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 No
Please provide comments, if any      
Question 14.11
Did your country benefit from transitional periods in its terms of accession? 

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes


Please indicate in which Agreements, for how long and whether they were perceived as adequate 


     
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 No

Please provide comments, if any      
Question 14.12 

Did your country receive assistance from multilateral or bilateral donors in the process of accession to the WTO?

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes

Please indicate from which sources and type of assistance      
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 No

Please provide comments, if any      
Question 14.13 

Did your country prepare an Action Plan for compliance with WTO rules? 

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes


Please provide reference      
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 No

Please provide comments, if any      
Question 14.14 

Did your country receive assistance from multilateral or bilateral donors in support of the implementation of the Action Plan?

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes

Please indicate from which sources and type of assistance:      
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 No

Please provide comments, if any      
Question14.15
Do you consider SDT provisions for accession were effective in assisting your country in the accession process?
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes


Please indicate      
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 No

 LDCs in the Process of Accession
Question 14.16
Which WTO Members are included in the Working Party?
Please indicate      
Question 14.17
With which Members is your country conducting bilateral negotiations?
Please indicate      
Question 14.18
Is your country receiving technical assistance from multilateral and bilateral donors and trading partners? 

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes

Please describe the source and type of assistance received      
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 No

 Please provide comments, if any      
Question 14.19
Which are the most complex issues in the accession process?
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes

Please provide details      
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 No
Please provide comments, if any      
Question 14.20
Is your country seeking extended transitional periods or other flexibility provisions in its terms of accession?
 
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes

 
Please indicate which ones      
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 No
Please provide comments, if any      
Question 14.21
In your countries view, are the General Council guidelines on accession for LDCs used as a framework in the accession negotiations?
 
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes

 
Please indicate which ones      
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 No
Please provide comments, if any      
Question 14.22
Do you have any (further) comments on accession process and negotiations of your country?

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes


Please indicate      
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 No


15. Comments and suggestions

Question 15.1

Does your country have any comments or suggestions on how support measures for LDCs related to the WTO can be improved in order to become more effective?

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes

Please elaborate      
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 No
Section II

Special Support Measures related to Preferential Market Access


1. Non-Reciprocal Arrangements

Background

Market access preferences entitle exporters from LDCs to pay lower tariffs or to have duty- and quota-free access to third country markets. Many of these trade preferences are granted under Generalized System of Preferences (GSP) which are non-reciprocal.

Product coverage
Question 1.1

Are major exports
 from your country to developed countries not covered by duty free, quota free treatment?

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes

Please describe covering the most recent year for which data is available
Indicate year:      
	Importing country
	Products excluded
	Value of products

(indicate currency)
	Value of Products excluded as a percentage of the value of total exports from your country to the country concerned

	     
	      
	     
	     

	     
	      
	     
	     

	     
	      
	     
	     

	     
	      
	     
	     

	     
	      
	     
	     

	     
	      
	     
	     

	     
	      
	     
	     


 FORMCHECKBOX 
 No
Eligibility and binding nature of preferences
Question 1.2
Is your country excluded from any GSP scheme?
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes  
Please specify countries involved:      
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 No

Please provide comments, if any      
Question1.3
Are the preferences extended to your country
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Contractual?

Please provide reference to relevant agreement.      
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Autonomous?

Question 1.4
Does your country consider that lack of security of preferential access acts as a deterrent to export oriented investment?

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes

Please provide examples if possible. 
For example the use of third country materials will be phased out, unless if beneficiaries are able to develop their capacity to produce textiles, it will not be competitive for them to export under AGOA. Such preferences are not binding and can be removed any time, this can act as a deterrrent for export oriented investment.  

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 No

Please provide comments, if any      
Utilization of Preferences

Background

Although LDCs may be granted duty free treatment for all, or most of imports into some trading partners, these preferences are far from being fully utilized, i.e. many exports eligible for preferential treatment do not actually receive it, and they pay duties.
  This is usually due to the stringency and/or complexity of rules of origin and related documentation requirements. Often the margin of preference is so low that the cost incurred in complying with such documentation requirements is not justified. 
Furthermore, exports that qualify for preferential treatment (i.e. which conform to the rules of origin and ancillary requirements), may (a) not be imported at all due to non-tariff measures, of which technical regulations and sanitary and phytosanitary requirements seem to the most onerous, 
 or (b) not exported because the LDCs do not have the supply capacity.

Question 1.5
Which would seem to be the main factors inhibiting your country from fully utilizing LDC preferences?
Please indicate a rank from 1 (highest inhibiting factor) to 7 (lowest inhibiting factor. If the factor has no effect, please enter a value of 8.
	Factor
	Rank

	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Lack of awareness of existence of preferences 
	4

	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Lack of awareness of criteria for obtaining preferential treatment
	5

	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Rules of origin 
	3

	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Low preferential margins 
	6

	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 NTMs
	2

	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Supply-side problems 
	1

	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Other, please explain      
	     


 Rules of origin

Background

The WTO Agreement on Rules of Origin sets out rules governing the application of non-preferential rules of origin. However, its Annex II contains a Common Declaration with Regard to Preferential Rules of Origin which covers mainly procedural aspects, but obliges Members to notify their preferential rules of origin.
 
Question 1.6
Do rules of origin present a significant impediment to the full utilization of LDCs preferences?

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes
Please describe difficulties confronted and specify countries involved 
The rules of origin tend to be stringent. The different methods of change of tariff classification to determine whether origin can be granted if product is exported is difficult to understand by many producers as it is ambiguous. There is also a fear that using the value addition criteria may deter manufacturer from investing in more efficient plant machinery. 

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 No

Please provide comments, if any      
Question 1.7
Over the last 5 years, has your country received technical assistance, through bilateral or multilateral programmes to assist in compliance with rules of origin and related documentary requirements?
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes
Please indicate sources and type of assistance received SIDA has provided specialise training for officials from Uganda Export Promotion Board, Uganda Revenue Authority, Department of External Trade, and Ministry of Finance. Government officials have also received from COMESA and WTO.
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 No

Please provide comments, if any      
Low preferential margins
Background

The value of preferential access for LDCs is reduced by the extent to which competing imports from other sources also enter duty free or at very low rates, either under MFN treatment, GSP, FTAs or other preferential agreements. Where MFN rates are low, the margin of preference may not offset the cost involved in complying with rules of origin and related documentation requirements. 
Question 1.8 

Are your country’s main exports already MFN duty free in major markets, or subject to very low MFN duties (duties lower than 5%)?
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes

Please identify main products which are MFN duty free or incurring low tariffs and markets for the most recent year

Indicate year: 2008
	Importing country
	Main export

Products
	MFN duty
	Value of exports (indicate currency)
	Value as a percentage of the value of total exports from your country to the country concerned

	 EU
	Coffee
	 0%
	US$302,929,000
	50.6%

	 EU
	Cotton
	 0%
	US$13,214,000
	2.2%

	 EU
	Tea
	 3.2%
	US$ 47,222,000
	7.89%

	 EU
	Cocoa
	 0%
	US$ 13,603,000
	2.27%

	 USA
	Coffee
	 0%
	US$ 54,256,000
	27.31%

	      
	     
	      
	     
	     

	      
	     
	      
	     
	     


 FORMCHECKBOX 
 No

Please provide comments, if any      
NTMs
Sanitary and phytosanitary (SPS) regulations

See Section I
Technical Regulations and Standards 

See Section I
Other measures 

Question 1.9
Has your country identified other impediments to the utilization of LDC preferences (excluding supply constraints discussed below)?

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes

Describe nature of limitations 
Other measures such as Private standards set by different countries poses a challenge to exporters in Uganda.; these include the EUREP GAP and the different environmental standards like the carbon foot print and others. Standards like GAP and GMP are also expensive and cumbersome to implement for small and medium sized enterprises. Organic certification is also expensive as firms have to rely on internationl certification companies. 
 
and action taken (if any) The private sector has developed a National Organic Standard for use by exporters of organic products. Although they still use international certification companies, the costs become lower since the firms are prepared by the local certification company before being inspected by the international firm.
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 No

Please provide comments, if any      
Supply side constraints.

Background

LDCs have highlighted the importance of contributing to reducing their supply side constraints. One of the main components of the Integrated Framework (IF) process is to prepare a Diagnostic Integration Study (DTIS) to identify constraints to traders, sectors of greatest export potential and an Action Matrix, a plan of action for better integration into the international trading system. This enables the LDC to formulate trade-related projects and to access Aid-for-Trade.
Another factor contributing to supply side constraints is the lack of security of access when preferences are not “bound” in a contractual sense. This may discourage investment in export industries. A further contributing factor is a lack of an enabling business and investment environment, including legal and regulatory structures in LDCs.  
Question 1.10
Are there any major supply side constraints to your country’s exports? 
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes

Please provide details:
	Supply side constraint inhibiting exports
	Products affected (if product specific constraints exist)

	Production capacity for most products
	     

	Environmental concerns such as product sustainability  
	Fish

	Infrastructures such as roads, rail, power, cold storage
	     

	Limited access and affordable finance
	     

	SPS and TBT
	agricultural products

	Inadequate trade promotion support 
	     

	     
	     


 FORMCHECKBOX 
 No

Please provide comments, if any     
Question 1.11

Has your country prepared a DTIS? 
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes
When? In 2006
Has it been updated since? It is in the process of being updated. The terms of reference have been prepared.
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 No

Why?      
Question 1.12
Has your country benefited from the Integrated Framework (IF)
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes

Which projects were financed by the IF?      
Window I: Trade Capacity Enhancement Project (TRACE)1 covered the folowing: Market information delivery, capacity building for District Commercial Officers,trade negotiations and support to the Inter Institutional Trade Committee (IITC).
Window II:      
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 No

Please provide comments, if any     
Question 1.13
Has your country benefited from the Enhanced Integrated Framework (EIF) 
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes

Which projects were financed by the EIF? Trade Capacity Enhancement Project (TRACE)II 
Tier 1: TRACE II will build on the project done under TRACE I, receive projects to be funded under Tier II, coordinate AID for Trade through the initiative map outlining the utilization of AID for Trade.
Tier 2: Uganda is currently preparing the projects to be funded under EIF.
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 No
Please provide comments, if any      
Question 1.14
Has your country benefited from Aid for Trade programmes aimed at increasing supply capacity?
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes
Please provide details and sources of financing The challenge is that whereas there have been funding in different areas, monitoring and assessing whether the aid received was under Aid for Trade had been difficult Uganda is currently developing an Aid for Trade Matrix which will document all programs and projects funded by both multilateral agencies and bilateral which probably falls under the category of Aid for Trade.
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 No
Please provide comments, if any      
Question 1.15
In your country’s view, have these programmes resulted in an increase in exports of products benefiting from preferences? 
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes

Please provide details      
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 No
Please provide comments, if any      
Background

Developing country members can provide preferential tariff treatment to products from LDCs without being required to extend the same tariff rates to like products of any other member.
Question 1.16

Do LDC-specific Preference Schemes offered by developing countries provide significant duty-free access for your country’s exports? 
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes

Please identify countries concerned and under which conditions those preference schemes were offered.      
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 No

Please provide comments, if any 
For example, Uganda's the major products of export interest to India have been excluded from the list of products qualifying for preference such as fish, coffee, tea and tobacco and beans among others. The final margin of preferences for cotton is 50% and for cut flowers 25%. 

Question 1.17

What major export products are excluded by these developing countries? 
	Importing country
	Products excluded
	Value of products

(indicate currency)
	Value of Products excluded as a percentage of the value of total exports from your country to the country concerned

	India
	 Fish
	119,012,000
	635%

	
	 Coffee
	302,929,000
	1,616.9%

	
	 Tobacco
	69,350,000
	370%

	
	 Tea
	47,222,000
	252%

	
	 Beans
	20,993,000
	112%

	China
	 Fish
	119,012,000
	930%

	
	 
	
	


Question 1.18

Please summarise the main impediments to utilising preferences in the schemes made available by developing countries. 
These include stringent rules of origin, exclusion of products of export interest, supply capacity problems for the products that qualify for preferences.


2. Reciprocal Arrangements

Background

Every LDC WTO Member is a party to at least one FTA, or of a limited preferential agreement. These Agreements, when entered into with other developing countries, often provide LDCs with preferential access to markets that they would otherwise not receive. In FTAs with developed countries, which are committed to grant DFQF, additional benefits can be provided by improvements in rules of origin or greater access to financial and technical assistance to overcome NTMs such as SPS. On the other hand, membership in these Agreements may require LDCs to make reciprocal concessions which they are not required to make in the WTO or even accept more stringent disciplines on other trade issues (so-called “WTO plus).  Furthermore, these FTAs and other preferential agreements may provide duty free access to parties, while imports from LDCs outside these agreement would be dutiable, thus discriminating against LDCs. 

Question 2.1

Does your country enjoy additional benefits beyond lower or zero tariffs due to its LDC status under bilateral or regional Free Trade Agreements (FTA) and customs unions? 

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes
Please indicate agreement(s) 
Agreement 1. East African Community
Agreement 2. Common Market for Eastern and Southern Africa
Agreement 3. Economic Partnership Agreement with EU
Agreement 4.      
Agreement 5.      
Would this be due to:
	Benefit(s)
	Agr 1
	Agr 2
	Agr 3
	Agr 4
	Agr 5

	· greater security of access?
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 


	· preferential treatment that would not otherwise be available?
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 


	· wider product coverage?
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 


	· more flexible rules of origin?
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 


	· provisions for dealing more effectively with NTMs?
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 


	· additional technical and financial assistance?
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 


	· other? (Please explain) 
· or the EPAs negotiations with EU, EAC is negotiating as a block, there is no differentiation on between developing and LDCs and therefore the advantages are the same for all countries. There is also no differentiation in the negotiations in COMESA. 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 



 FORMCHECKBOX 
 No

 Question 2.2
Do you consider that being a party to the agreement(s) has provided additional benefits over those enjoyed from LDC status in the WTO?

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes


Please explain and specify agreement 
There has been increased market access i.e. for EAC and COMESA since the LDCs in the two trading blocks can access the markets of developing countries within the two regions at zero or lower rates. However, LDCs have also had to open up their markets by reducing tariffs to developing countries that are members of regional trading block unlike in WTO. On the other hand, in EAC there have not been much significant flexibility i.e. longer transitional periods, technical and capacity building from the developing country. In some cases i.e. services,  some Uganda has liberalised  more than the developing country and other LDCs who are members of EAC .

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 No

Please explain      
Question 2.3
Do important export products from your country face higher tariffs than those of competitors in main markets due to FTAs and customs unions or other limited preferential schemes?

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes

Please indicate products and importing countries concerned:      
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 No
Please provide comments, if any 
For EAC, there is a Common External Tariff used on imports by all members. 

Question 2.4
Does your country enjoy special LDC tariff preferences under the Global System of Trade Preferences (GSTP)
? 
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes
Please provide comments, if any      
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 No
Please provide comments, if any 
Uganda has applied to be a member of GSTP


3. Graduation

Background

Countries earmarked for graduation from the LDC category are concerned about the loss of LDC specific preferential treatment and S&D provisions
. General Assembly resolution 59/209 on the smooth transition of graduating countries from the LDC category-provides for a three year transition period subject to monitoring. The problems could be mitigated by the continuation of existing preferences for graduated LDCs and the maintenance of transitional periods currently applying to the countries concerned.

Question 3.1
If your country is scheduled for Graduation from the LDCs category in the foreseeable future please identify main concerns

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Loss of duty free access

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Loss of flexibilities in implementation of WTO Agreements

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Reduction of technical assistance 

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Other trade measures, please specify      
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 No concerns.

Please provide comments, if any

It is necessary to ensure that LDCs are facilitated  use the flexibilities to enable them increase and improve their exports in addition to enabling them to prepare for the implementation of the WTO agreements.

4. Comments and Suggestions

Question 4.1
Does your country have any comments on how international support measures related to preferential market access can be improved in order to become more effective?
 FORMCHECKBOX 
Yes

Please describe 
There is a need to improve the capacity of policy makers and the private sector in understanding how to use the different S&D provisions. There is a need to develop the capacity of LDCs to assit the private sector understand the rules of origin of different preference giving countries to enable them take advantage of market access provided by these countries. In addition, preference giving countries need to simplify their rules of origin.

There is also a need to develop a monitoring mechanism for the use of SDT by LDCs, to enable developed countries and multilateral agencies provide support where LDcs are facing problems in implementing different agreements.

There are several SDT provisions which are not fully utilised by LDCs, WTO and other multilateral agencies should assist LDCs especially at the national level to understand how to use these flexibilities and integrate them into their policies.

LDCs should also be assited to improve their capacity in making notifications  to WTO. 

There has not been any analysis to see if the Aid for Trade programs have lead to increase in exports, it will therefore require analysing the  growth of particular export products which have also been supported by different Aid for Trade programs.

 

 FORMCHECKBOX 
No
END NOTES

1 WTO document WT/COMTD/LDC/W/44 of 10 March 2009 (Note by the Secretariat on the Accession of Least-Developed Countries to the WTO), sets out the state of play in the process of accession of  LDCs, summarizes the terms under which those LDCs have acceded and identifies the sources of technical assistance that have been drawn upon. http://docsonline.wto.org/DDFDocuments/t/WT/COMTD/LDCW44.doc
2 The LDCs Original Members of the WTO are Angola, Bangladesh, Benin, Burkina Faso, Burundi, Central African Republic, Chad, Democratic Republic of the Congo, Djibouti, The Gambia, Guinea, Guinea Bissau, Haiti, Lesotho, Madagascar, Malawi, Maldives, Mali, Mauritania, Mozambique, Myanmar, Niger, Rwanda, Senegal, Sierra Leone, Solomon Islands, Togo, Uganda, United Republic of Tanzania, and Zambia.

3 As of 10 March 2009, three LDCs had acceded under article XII of the WTO, Cambodia, Nepal and Cape Verde. See WT/COMTD/LDC/W/44. http://docsonline.wto.org/DDFDocuments/t/WT/COMTD/LDCW44.doc
4 Working parties have been established and negotiations are underway with Bhutan, Ethiopia, Lao PDR and Yemen, while Samoa, Sudan and Vanuatu are well advanced in their accession process. Working parties have also been established for Afghanistan, Sao Tomé and Principe, Comoros, Liberia and Equatorial Guinea, but negotiations are yet to start awaiting the submission of the Memorandum on the Foreign Trade Regime by these countries. See WT/COMTD/LDC/W/44. http://docsonline.wto.org/DDFDocuments/t/WT/COMTD/LDCW44.doc
5 Annexed to the Final Act of the Uruguay Round. http://www.wto.org/english/docs_e/legal_e/ursum_e.htm 
6 The large majority of those LDCs that were contracting parties to GATT (1947) had joined GATT through sponsorship under Article XXVI:5. These LDCs were given until 15 April 1995 to submit schedules of concessions and commitments on goods and services in order to become Original Members of the WTO. http://www.wto.org/english/docs_e/legal_e/gatt47_02_e.htm  
7 Annexed to the Final Act of the Uruguay Round. http://www.wto.org/english/docs_e/legal_e/35-dag_e.htm
8 Detailed information about food aid can be found at http://www.foodaidconvention.org.
9 Article 16.2 of the Agreement on Agriculture provides for the monitoring of this decision. See recent notifications such as /G/AG/N/EEC/56, 18 April 2008. http://docsonline.wto.org/DDFDocuments/t/G/AG/NEEC56.doc
10 G/SPS/33 and Add.1, Decision of the SPS Committee, 27 October 2004 and G/SPS/33/Rev.1, 18 December 2009.http://docsonline.wto.org/DDFDocuments/t/G/SPS/33.doc, http://docsonline.wto.org/DDFDocuments/t/G/SPS/33A1.doc, http://docsonline.wto.org/DDFDocuments/t/G/SPS/33R1.doc
11 COMTD/LDC/W/39, 4 July 2006 (Non-Tariff Measures on Products of Export Interest to the Least-Developed Countries, Note by the Secretariat) contains a report on problems faced by LDCS in meeting SPS requirements. table 1 in the Annex lists those SPS notifications identifying LDCs as potentially affected by a measure. http://docsonline.wto.org/DDFDocuments/t/WT/COMTD/LDCW39.doc
12 WT/COMTD/LDC/W/45, 4 June 2009 (Overview of Progress in the Standards and Trade Development Facility, Note by the Secretariat) lists the Approved STDF (Standards and Trade Development Facility) Project Grants Specifically Benefiting LDCs and the state of play of those in the pipeline (in the Annex). A detailed discussion of the operation of the STDF facility took place at the 53rd Session of the WTO Sub-Committee on LDCs WT/COMTD/LDC/M/53, 24 August 2009, Note on the Meeting of 12 June 2009. http://docsonline.wto.org/DDFDocuments/t/WT/COMTD/LDCW45.doc,   http://docsonline.wto.org/DDFDocuments/t/WT/COMTD/LDCM53.doc
13 see G/VAL/W/171/Rev.1,15 October 2009 Fourteenth Annual Review of the Implementation and Operation of The Agreement on Implementation of Article VII of The General Agreement on Tariffs and Trade 1994, Background working document by the Secretariat, Revision. http://docsonline.wto.org/DDFDocuments/t/G/VAL/W171R1.doc  
14 Countervailing actions are to be notified “without delay” under Article 25.11 of the Agreement see G/SCM/N/ series.

15 IP/C/40, 30 November 2005.  http://docsonline.wto.org/DDFDocuments/t/IP/C/40.doc
16 WT/L/641, as of 3 September 2009, the only LDC having accepted the Protocol was Zambia. http://docsonline.wto.org/DDFDocuments/t/WT/L/641.doc
17The only notification listed is by Rwanda regarding imports from Canada IP/N/9/RWA/1. http://docsonline.wto.org/DDFDocuments/t/IP/N/9RWA1.doc
18 Bangladesh was a complainant in a case against India relating to anti-dumping actions in 2004, see DS306. http://www.wto.org/english/tratop_e/dispu_e/cases_e/ds306_e.htm
19 WT/MIN(01)/DEC/1, 20 November 2001 Ministerial Declaration paragraph 42. http://docsonline.wto.org/DDFDocuments/t/WT/min01/DEC1.doc
20 Document WT/L/508, Decision of 10 December 2002 on the Accession of the Least-Developed Countries. http://docsonline.wto.org/DDFDocuments/t/WT/L/508.doc
21 WT/COMTD/LDC/W/44, 10 March 2009 (Note by the Secretariat on Accession of Least-Developed Countries to the WTO) lists the assistance being received by LDCs currently in the process of access to the WTO (pp. 9-10). . http://docsonline.wto.org/DDFDocuments/t/WT/COMTD/LDCW44.doc
22 It is reported that Bhutan has requested transitional arrangements for the implementation of WTO rules on Customs Valuation, SPS, TBT, and TRIPS; LAO PDR for Customs Valuation, SPS, TBT, TRIMs and TRIPS; Samoa for SPS and TRIPS; Yemen for flexibilities in areas such as trading rights, fees and charges, import prohibitions and licensing, customs valuation, subsidies, SPS, TBT, TRIMs and TRIPS. WT/COMTD/LDC/W/44. . http://docsonline.wto.org/DDFDocuments/t/WT/COMTD/LDCW44.doc
23 See General Council Decision on accession of Least Developed Countries, 10 December 2002, WT/L/508. http://docsonline.wto.org/DDFDocuments/t/WT/L/508.doc
24 Table 3 of WT/COMTD/LDC/42 Rev.1, 26 February 2009 (Market Access Issues Related to Products of Export Interest Originating from Least Developed Countries, Note by the Secretariat) summarizes the Measures in Favour of Exports Originating in LDCs and updates the basic information contained in a previous note on market access WT/COMTD/LDC/W/38 Annex table 2, 22 February 2006. These tables indicate that 36 countries plus the EU grant tariff preferences to LDCs. The tariff treatment of exports originating in LDCs is summarized in the tables on pages 53-56 of WT/COMTD/LDC/W/42/Rev.1http://docsonline.wto.org/DDFDocuments/t/WT/COMTD/LDCW42R1.doc http://docsonline.wto.org/DDFDocuments/t/tn/ma/S19.doc
25 As of 2006, 79 per cent of LDC exports entered developed country markets duty free. (see WT/COMTD/LDC/W/42 Rev.1 Market Access for Products and Services of Export Interest to Least-Developed Countries, Note by the Secretariat 29 February 2009). As can be seen in page 28 of this document, the share of imports from LDCs eligible for duty free treatment varies considerably as among LDCs reflecting the product coverage of LDC preferences and the composition of the exports of the individual LDCs. http://docsonline.wto.org/DDFDocuments/t/WT/COMTD/LDCW42R1.doc
26 Among the QUAD countries, the EU grants duty free treatment to LDC exports on all tariff lines. For Japan there are few exceptions, mainly rice, and for Canada, certain dairy products. The United States excludes most textiles and clothing items, footwear, handbags, work gloves, and other leather apparel, steel glass and electronics. See UNCTAD Handbook on Duty Free Quota Free Rules of Origin, UNCTAD/ALDC/2008/4, page 14. Furthermore, Australia, India, Moldova, New Zealand, Norway, Tajikistan and Russia also grant duty free quota free access to all LDCs (see information in WT/COMTD/LDC/W/38 and WT/COMTD/LDC/42Rev.1). http://www.unctad.org/en/docs/aldc20084_en.pdf,  http://docsonline.wto.org/DDFDocuments/t/tn/ma/S19.doc, http://docsonline.wto.org/DDFDocuments/t/WT/COMTD/LDCW42R1.doc
27 Utilization rate is defined as the ratio between imports actually receiving preference and covered imports; it does not take into account covered products that would otherwise qualify for preferences, but which are not imported due to NTMs, or not exported due to supply-side problems.
28 An UNCTAD study calculated that in 2001 the combined utilization rate by LDCs exporters to the Quad countries was only 67 per cent (i.e. only 67 per cent of imports from LDCs eligible for Preferences actually received them,). More recent information contained in WT/COMTD/W/42/ Rev.1 indicated that the rates had improved, to 88% in Canada, 83% in the EU and 79% in the United States. . http://docsonline.wto.org/DDFDocuments/t/WT/COMTD/LDCW42R1.doc
29 The NTMs facing LDC exports have been listed in WT/COMTD/LDC/W/39, p. 13. http://docsonline.wto.org/DDFDocuments/t/WT/COMTD/LDCW39.doc
30 The Rules of Origin applied by Quad countries to imports from LDCs are described in the Handbook on Duty Free Quota Free Rules of Origin, UNCTAD/ALDC/2008/4  http://www.unctad.org/en/docs/aldc20084_en.pdf  

31 As of 2008, 87 notifications had been received, contained in the G/RO/N series
32 The difficulties faced by LDCs in meeting rules of origin are described in detail in: Trade Preferences for LDCs: An Early Assessment of Benefits and Possible Improvements UNCTAD/ITCD/TSB/2003/8 and UNCTAD Handbook on Duty Free Quota Free Rules of Origin, UNCTAD/ALDC/2008/4. http://www.unctad.org/en/docs/itcdtsb20038_en.pdf,  http://www.unctad.org/en/docs/aldc20084_en.pdf   
33WT/COMTD/LDC/W/39 identifies such measures as consular formalities and documentation, anti-dumping measures, government purchases and subsidies, import licensing, transit procedures, marking requirements, tariff quotas and customs formalities. http://docsonline.wto.org/DDFDocuments/t/WT/COMTD/LDCW39.doc
34As of September 2009, 35 LDCs had completed their DTIS, one has completed a DTIS update, and three are now in the process of updating their DTIS. At its July 2009 meeting, the EIF Interim Board approved the first two Tier 1 projects for Yemen and Sierra Leone; a further four (for Cambodia, Malawi, Rwanda and Uganda) have since been submitted for approval by the EIF Interim Board.
35 Preferential treatment for LDCs in the context of the GSTP and regional and bilateral FTAs has been included in to WT/COMTD/LDC/42Rev1 Annex table 3 which updates the basic information included in WT/COMTD/LDC/W/38 Annex table.http://docsonline.wto.org/DDFDocuments/t/WT/COMTD/LDCW42R1.doc, http://docsonline.wto.org/DDFDocuments/t/tn/ma/S19.doc
36 For example, there is a current debate as to how the EU EPA’s could provide any net benefits to LDCs that already enjoy DFQF treatment. It is claimed that the rules of origin under the EPAs with the EU will provide LDCs with improved access, notably on textiles and fisheries products, on the other hand, the EU is seeking the abolition of export taxes which is not required by the WTO see Trade Policy in Practice, Interim Economic Partnership Agreements: Questions and Answers, – Brussels, 27 March 2008 http://ec.europa.eu/trade/.
37 LDC parties to the GSTP are: Bangladesh, Benin, Guinea, Mozambique, Myanmar, Sudan, and Tanzania, while Burkina Faso, Burundi, Haiti, Madagascar, Mauritania, Rwanda and Uganda have applied for accession to the GSTP. Algeria, Argentina, Brazil, Bangladesh, Cameroon, Egypt, Iran, Republic of Korea, Morocco, Pakistan, and Tunisia have indicated that they extend additional preferences to LDC participants in the GSTP. See UN-DESA Handbook on the Least-developed Country Category: Inclusion, Graduation and Support Measures, United Nations 2008, E.07.II.A.9, p. 16
38 On 20 December 2004, the UN General Assembly initially took note of the recommendation that the Maldives be graduated from the list of LDCs, taking into account Resolution 59/209, which provides a three-year transition period. Graduation was deferred for a period of three years after the tsunami of December 2006 and will thus become effective from 1 January 2011. Graduation will have implications for preferential market access, commitments in the WTO, and the level of ODA and technical assistance. “In the area of non-reciprocal preferential market access, the Maldives' major concern associated with graduation is the loss of duty-free market access for its tuna exports to the EC market, where it enjoys a preference margin of 24% under the EBA. The EC [...]. Has agreed to provide the EBA benefits for an additional period of three years from the date of graduation or until 2014.  In the meantime, the Maldives has started to ratify relevant international conventions in order for it to be eligible for the EC's GSP Plus, scheme from 2014.  With respect to its tuna exports to Japan, where an applied MFN tariff rate of 3.5% will be imposed after graduation, the Government is yet to start consultations”. WT/TPR/S/221/Rev.1, Trade Policy Review, Report by the Secretariat: Maldives, 5 November 2009, p. 45. http://docsonline.wto.org/DDFDocuments/t/WT/TPR/S221R1-00.doc 
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� WTO document WT/COMTD/LDC/W/44 of 10 March 2009 (Note by the Secretariat on the Accession of Least-Developed Countries to the WTO), sets out the state of play in the process of accession of  LDCs, summarizes the terms under which those LDCs have acceded and identifies the sources of technical assistance that have been drawn upon. � HYPERLINK "http://docsonline.wto.org/DDFDocuments/t/WT/COMTD/LDCW44.doc" ��http://docsonline.wto.org/DDFDocuments/t/WT/COMTD/LDCW44.doc�


� The LDCs Original Members of the WTO are Angola, Bangladesh, Benin, Burkina Faso, Burundi, Central African Republic, Chad, Democratic Republic of the Congo, Djibouti, The Gambia, Guinea, Guinea Bissau, Haiti, Lesotho, Madagascar, Malawi, Maldives, Mali, Mauritania, Mozambique, Myanmar, Niger, Rwanda, Senegal, Sierra Leone, Solomon Islands, Togo, Uganda, United Republic of Tanzania, and Zambia.


� As of 10 March 2009, three LDCs had acceded under article XII of the WTO, Cambodia, Nepal and Cape Verde. See WT/COMTD/LDC/W/44. � HYPERLINK "http://docsonline.wto.org/DDFDocuments/t/WT/COMTD/LDCW44.doc" ��http://docsonline.wto.org/DDFDocuments/t/WT/COMTD/LDCW44.doc�


� Working parties have been established and negotiations are underway with Bhutan, Ethiopia, Lao PDR and Yemen, while Samoa, Sudan and Vanuatu are well advanced in their accession process. Working parties have also been established for Afghanistan, Sao Tomé and Principe, Comoros, Liberia and Equatorial Guinea, but negotiations are yet to start awaiting the submission of the Memorandum on the Foreign Trade Regime by these countries. See WT/COMTD/LDC/W/44. � HYPERLINK "http://docsonline.wto.org/DDFDocuments/t/WT/COMTD/LDCW44.doc" ��http://docsonline.wto.org/DDFDocuments/t/WT/COMTD/LDCW44.doc�


� Annexed to the Final Act of the Uruguay Round. � HYPERLINK "http://www.wto.org/english/docs_e/legal_e/ursum_e.htm" ��http://www.wto.org/english/docs_e/legal_e/ursum_e.htm� 


� The large majority of those LDCs that were contracting parties to GATT (1947) had joined GATT through sponsorship under Article XXVI:5. These LDCs were given until 15 April 1995 to submit schedules of concessions and commitments on goods and services in order to become Original Members of the WTO. � HYPERLINK "http://www.wto.org/english/docs_e/legal_e/gatt47_02_e.htm" ��http://www.wto.org/english/docs_e/legal_e/gatt47_02_e.htm�  


� Annexed to the Final Act of the Uruguay Round. � HYPERLINK "http://www.wto.org/english/docs_e/legal_e/35-dag_e.htm" ��http://www.wto.org/english/docs_e/legal_e/35-dag_e.htm�


� Article 16.2 of the Agreement on Agriculture provides for the monitoring of this decision. See recent notifications such as /G/AG/N/EEC/56, 18 April 2008. � HYPERLINK "http://docsonline.wto.org/DDFDocuments/t/G/AG/NEEC56.doc" ��http://docsonline.wto.org/DDFDocuments/t/G/AG/NEEC56.doc�


� Article 16.2 of the Agreement on Agriculture provides for the monitoring of this decision. See recent notifications such as /G/AG/N/EEC/56, 18 April 2008. � HYPERLINK "http://docsonline.wto.org/DDFDocuments/t/G/AG/NEEC56.doc" ��http://docsonline.wto.org/DDFDocuments/t/G/AG/NEEC56.doc�


� G/SPS/33 and Add.1, Decision of the SPS Committee, 27 October 2004 and G/SPS/33/Rev.1, 18 December 2009.� HYPERLINK "http://docsonline.wto.org/DDFDocuments/t/G/SPS/33.doc" ��http://docsonline.wto.org/DDFDocuments/t/G/SPS/33.doc�, � HYPERLINK "http://docsonline.wto.org/DDFDocuments/t/G/SPS/33A1.doc" ��http://docsonline.wto.org/DDFDocuments/t/G/SPS/33A1.doc�, � HYPERLINK "http://docsonline.wto.org/DDFDocuments/t/G/SPS/33R1.doc" ��http://docsonline.wto.org/DDFDocuments/t/G/SPS/33R1.doc�


� WT/COMTD/LDC/W/39, 4 July 2006 (Non-Tariff Measures on Products of Export Interest to the Least-Developed Countries, Note by the Secretariat) contains a report on problems faced by LDCS in meeting SPS requirements. table 1 in the Annex lists those SPS notifications identifying LDCs as potentially affected by a measure. � HYPERLINK "http://docsonline.wto.org/DDFDocuments/t/WT/COMTD/LDCW39.doc" ��http://docsonline.wto.org/DDFDocuments/t/WT/COMTD/LDCW39.doc�


� WT/COMTD/LDC/W/45, 4 June 2009 (Overview of Progress in the Standards and Trade Development Facility, Note by the Secretariat) lists the Approved STDF (Standards and Trade Development Facility) Project Grants Specifically Benefiting LDCs and the state of play of those in the pipeline (in the Annex). A detailed discussion of the operation of the STDF facility took place at the 53rd Session of the WTO Sub-Committee on LDCs WT/COMTD/LDC/M/53, 24 August 2009, Note on the Meeting of 12 June 2009. � HYPERLINK "http://docsonline.wto.org/DDFDocuments/t/WT/COMTD/LDCW45.doc" ��http://docsonline.wto.org/DDFDocuments/t/WT/COMTD/LDCW45.doc�,   � HYPERLINK "http://docsonline.wto.org/DDFDocuments/t/WT/COMTD/LDCM53.doc" ��http://docsonline.wto.org/DDFDocuments/t/WT/COMTD/LDCM53.doc�


� see G/VAL/W/171/Rev.1,15 October 2009 Fourteenth Annual Review of the Implementation and Operation of The Agreement on Implementation of Article VII of The General Agreement on Tariffs and Trade 1994, Background working document by the Secretariat, Revision. � HYPERLINK "http://docsonline.wto.org/DDFDocuments/t/G/VAL/W171R1.doc" ��http://docsonline.wto.org/DDFDocuments/t/G/VAL/W171R1.doc�  


� Countervailing actions are to be notified “without delay” under Article 25.11 of the Agreement see G/SCM/N/ series.


� IP/C/40, 30 November 2005.  � HYPERLINK "http://docsonline.wto.org/DDFDocuments/t/IP/C/40.doc" ��http://docsonline.wto.org/DDFDocuments/t/IP/C/40.doc�


� WT/L/641, as of 3 September 2009, the only LDC having accepted the Protocol was Zambia. � HYPERLINK "http://docsonline.wto.org/DDFDocuments/t/WT/L/641.doc" ��http://docsonline.wto.org/DDFDocuments/t/WT/L/641.doc�


�The only notification listed is by Rwanda regarding imports from Canada IP/N/9/RWA/1. � HYPERLINK "http://docsonline.wto.org/DDFDocuments/t/IP/N/9RWA1.doc" ��http://docsonline.wto.org/DDFDocuments/t/IP/N/9RWA1.doc�


� Bangladesh was a complainant in a case against India relating to anti-dumping actions in 2004, see DS306. � HYPERLINK "http://www.wto.org/english/tratop_e/dispu_e/cases_e/ds306_e.htm" ��http://www.wto.org/english/tratop_e/dispu_e/cases_e/ds306_e.htm�


� WT/MIN(01)/DEC/1, 20 November 2001 Ministerial Declaration paragraph 42. � HYPERLINK "http://docsonline.wto.org/DDFDocuments/t/WT/min01/DEC1.doc" ��http://docsonline.wto.org/DDFDocuments/t/WT/min01/DEC1.doc�


� Document WT/L/508, Decision of 10 December 2002 on the Accession of the Least-Developed Countries. � HYPERLINK "http://docsonline.wto.org/DDFDocuments/t/WT/L/508.doc" ��http://docsonline.wto.org/DDFDocuments/t/WT/L/508.doc�


� WT/COMTD/LDC/W/44, 10 March 2009 (Note by the Secretariat on Accession of Least-Developed Countries to the WTO) lists the assistance being received by LDCs currently in the process of access to the WTO (pp. 9-10). . � HYPERLINK "http://docsonline.wto.org/DDFDocuments/t/WT/COMTD/LDCW44.doc" ��http://docsonline.wto.org/DDFDocuments/t/WT/COMTD/LDCW44.doc�


� It is reported that Bhutan has requested transitional arrangements for the implementation of WTO rules on Customs Valuation, SPS, TBT, and TRIPS; LAO PDR for Customs Valuation, SPS, TBT, TRIMs and TRIPS; Samoa for SPS and TRIPS; Yemen for flexibilities in areas such as trading rights, fees and charges, import prohibitions and licensing, customs valuation, subsidies, SPS, TBT, TRIMs and TRIPS. WT/COMTD/LDC/W/44. . � HYPERLINK "http://docsonline.wto.org/DDFDocuments/t/WT/COMTD/LDCW44.doc" ��http://docsonline.wto.org/DDFDocuments/t/WT/COMTD/LDCW44.doc�


� See General Council Decision on accession of Least Developed Countries, 10 December 2002, WT/L/508. � HYPERLINK "http://docsonline.wto.org/DDFDocuments/t/WT/L/508.doc" ��http://docsonline.wto.org/DDFDocuments/t/WT/L/508.doc�


� Table 3 of WT/COMTD/LDC/42 Rev.1, 26 February 2009 (Market Access Issues Related to Products of Export Interest Originating from Least Developed Countries, Note by the Secretariat) summarizes the Measures in Favour of Exports Originating in LDCs and updates the basic information contained in a previous note on market access WT/COMTD/LDC/W/38 Annex table 2, 22 February 2006. These tables indicate that 36 countries plus the EU grant tariff preferences to LDCs. The tariff treatment of exports originating in LDCs is summarized in the tables on pages 53-56 of WT/COMTD/LDC/W/42/Rev.1� HYPERLINK "http://docsonline.wto.org/DDFDocuments/t/WT/COMTD/LDCW42R1.doc" ��http://docsonline.wto.org/DDFDocuments/t/WT/COMTD/LDCW42R1.doc� � HYPERLINK "http://docsonline.wto.org/DDFDocuments/t/tn/ma/S19.doc" ��http://docsonline.wto.org/DDFDocuments/t/tn/ma/S19.doc�


� As of 2006, 79 per cent of LDC exports entered developed country markets duty free. (see WT/COMTD/LDC/W/42 Rev.1 Market Access for Products and Services of Export Interest to Least-Developed Countries, Note by the Secretariat 29 February 2009). As can be seen in page 28 of this document, the share of imports from LDCs eligible for duty free treatment varies considerably as among LDCs reflecting the product coverage of LDC preferences and the composition of the exports of the individual LDCs. � HYPERLINK "http://docsonline.wto.org/DDFDocuments/t/WT/COMTD/LDCW42R1.doc" ��http://docsonline.wto.org/DDFDocuments/t/WT/COMTD/LDCW42R1.doc�


� Among the QUAD countries, the EU grants duty free treatment to LDC exports on all tariff lines. For Japan there are few exceptions, mainly rice, and for Canada, certain dairy products. The United States excludes most textiles and clothing items, footwear, handbags, work gloves, and other leather apparel, steel glass and electronics. See UNCTAD Handbook on Duty Free Quota Free Rules of Origin, UNCTAD/ALDC/2008/4, page 14. Furthermore, Australia, India, Moldova, New Zealand, Norway, Tajikistan and Russia also grant duty free quota free access to all LDCs (see information in WT/COMTD/LDC/W/38 and WT/COMTD/LDC/42Rev.1). � HYPERLINK "http://www.unctad.org/en/docs/aldc20084_en.pdf" ��http://www.unctad.org/en/docs/aldc20084_en.pdf�,  � HYPERLINK "http://docsonline.wto.org/DDFDocuments/t/tn/ma/S19.doc" ��http://docsonline.wto.org/DDFDocuments/t/tn/ma/S19.doc�, � HYPERLINK "http://docsonline.wto.org/DDFDocuments/t/WT/COMTD/LDCW42R1.doc" ��http://docsonline.wto.org/DDFDocuments/t/WT/COMTD/LDCW42R1.doc�


� Utilization rate is defined as the ratio between imports actually receiving preference and covered imports; it does not take into account covered products that would otherwise qualify for preferences, but which are not imported due to NTMs, or not exported due to supply-side problems.


� An UNCTAD study calculated that in 2001 the combined utilization rate by LDCs exporters to the Quad countries was only 67 per cent (i.e. only 67 per cent of imports from LDCs eligible for Preferences actually received them,). More recent information contained in WT/COMTD/W/42/ Rev.1 indicated that the rates had improved, to 88% in Canada, 83% in the EU and 79% in the United States. . � HYPERLINK "http://docsonline.wto.org/DDFDocuments/t/WT/COMTD/LDCW42R1.doc" ��http://docsonline.wto.org/DDFDocuments/t/WT/COMTD/LDCW42R1.doc�


� The NTMs facing LDC exports have been listed in WT/COMTD/LDC/W/39, p. 13. � HYPERLINK "http://docsonline.wto.org/DDFDocuments/t/WT/COMTD/LDCW39.doc" ��http://docsonline.wto.org/DDFDocuments/t/WT/COMTD/LDCW39.doc�


� The Rules of Origin applied by Quad countries to imports from LDCs are described in the Handbook on Duty Free Quota Free Rules of Origin, UNCTAD/ALDC/2008/4  � HYPERLINK "http://www.unctad.org/en/docs/aldc20084_en.pdf" ��http://www.unctad.org/en/docs/aldc20084_en.pdf�  


� As of 2008, 87 notifications had been received, contained in the G/RO/N series


� The difficulties faced by LDCs in meeting rules of origin are described in detail in: Trade Preferences for LDCs: An Early Assessment of Benefits and Possible Improvements UNCTAD/ITCD/TSB/2003/8 and UNCTAD Handbook on Duty Free Quota Free Rules of Origin, UNCTAD/ALDC/2008/4. � HYPERLINK "http://www.unctad.org/en/docs/itcdtsb20038_en.pdf" ��http://www.unctad.org/en/docs/itcdtsb20038_en.pdf�,  � HYPERLINK "http://www.unctad.org/en/docs/aldc20084_en.pdf" ��http://www.unctad.org/en/docs/aldc20084_en.pdf�   


� WT/COMTD/LDC/W/39 identifies such measures as consular formalities and documentation, anti-dumping measures, government purchases and subsidies, import licensing, transit procedures, marking requirements, tariff quotas and customs formalities. � HYPERLINK "http://docsonline.wto.org/DDFDocuments/t/WT/COMTD/LDCW39.doc" ��http://docsonline.wto.org/DDFDocuments/t/WT/COMTD/LDCW39.doc�


� As of September 2009, 35 LDCs had completed their DTIS, one has completed a DTIS update, and three are now in the process of updating their DTIS. At its July 2009 meeting, the EIF Interim Board approved the first two Tier 1 projects for Yemen and Sierra Leone; a further four (for Cambodia, Malawi, Rwanda and Uganda) have since been submitted for approval by the EIF Interim Board.


� Preferential treatment for LDCs in the context of the GSTP and regional and bilateral FTAs has been included in to WT/COMTD/LDC/42Rev1 Annex table 3 which updates the basic information included in WT/COMTD/LDC/W/38 Annex table.� HYPERLINK "http://docsonline.wto.org/DDFDocuments/t/WT/COMTD/LDCW42R1.doc" ��http://docsonline.wto.org/DDFDocuments/t/WT/COMTD/LDCW42R1.doc�, � HYPERLINK "http://docsonline.wto.org/DDFDocuments/t/tn/ma/S19.doc" ��http://docsonline.wto.org/DDFDocuments/t/tn/ma/S19.doc�


� For example, there is a current debate as to how the EU EPA’s could provide any net benefits to LDCs that already enjoy DFQF treatment. It is claimed that the rules of origin under the EPAs with the EU will provide LDCs with improved access, notably on textiles and fisheries products, on the other hand, the EU is seeking the abolition of export taxes which is not required by the WTO see Trade Policy in Practice, Interim Economic Partnership Agreements: Questions and Answers, – Brussels, 27 March 2008 � HYPERLINK "http://ec.europa.eu/trade/" ��http://ec.europa.eu/trade/.�


� LDC parties to the GSTP are: Bangladesh, Benin, Guinea, Mozambique, Myanmar, Sudan, and Tanzania, while Burkina Faso, Burundi, Haiti, Madagascar, Mauritania, Rwanda and Uganda have applied for accession to the GSTP. Algeria, Argentina, Brazil, Bangladesh, Cameroon, Egypt, Iran, Republic of Korea, Morocco, Pakistan, and Tunisia have indicated that they extend additional preferences to LDC participants in the GSTP. See UN-DESA Handbook on the Least-developed Country Category: Inclusion, Graduation and Support Measures, United Nations 2008, E.07.II.A.9, p. 16


� On 20 December 2004, the UN General Assembly initially took note of the recommendation that the Maldives be graduated from the list of LDCs, taking into account Resolution 59/209, which provides a three-year transition period. Graduation was deferred for a period of three years after the tsunami of December 2006 and will thus become effective from 1 January 2011. Graduation will have implications for preferential market access, commitments in the WTO, and the level of ODA and technical assistance. “In the area of non-reciprocal preferential market access, the Maldives' major concern associated with graduation is the loss of duty-free market access for its tuna exports to the EC market, where it enjoys a preference margin of 24% under the EBA. The EC [...]. Has agreed to provide the EBA benefits for an additional period of three years from the date of graduation or until 2014.  In the meantime, the Maldives has started to ratify relevant international conventions in order for it to be eligible for the EC's GSP Plus, scheme from 2014.  With respect to its tuna exports to Japan, where an applied MFN tariff rate of 3.5% will be imposed after graduation, the Government is yet to start consultations”. WT/TPR/S/221/Rev.1, Trade Policy Review, Report by the Secretariat: Maldives, 5 November 2009, p. 45. � HYPERLINK "http://docsonline.wto.org/DDFDocuments/t/WT/TPR/S221R1-00.doc" ��http://docsonline.wto.org/DDFDocuments/t/WT/TPR/S221R1-00.doc� 
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