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Agenda item: Trade  

 

Esteemed co-facilitators and participants, 

I would like to start by thanking you for the opportunity to address this important preparatory 

plenary ahead of the Third Conference on Financing for Development which will take place in 

July in Addis Ababa, Ethiopia.  

There is an initial question: what is the relationship between trade and development, and not 

only growth, as was mentioned here? 

International trade has expanded vertiginously in recent years, but this expansion did not go 

hand in hand with the Right to Development of peoples and nations. In many regions and 

countries, this expansion went with growth, but it was the growth of over-exploitation of 

natural resources and cheap labour. As a feminist, I would like to remind you that this was 

mostly the over-exploitation of women, incorporated with very low salaries in factories that 

serve the global market. It deepened inequalities, in gender and race in particular.  

In turn, the WTO, which celebrates its 20th anniversary this year, did not reach a multi-sectoral 

agreement for global trade. Since 2001, there were many efforts to get a positive outcome in 

the Doha Round of world trade negotiations. This was, however, not achieved and in civil 

society we had to recognise that it was better to have “no agreement than a bad agreement”.  

Why was it impossible to reach an agreement? It is necessary to admit that the dogma of free 

trade is the source of the conflict which prevented, one way or another, the completion of an 

agreement without losers. ‘Free trade’ has actually been in conflict with the Right to 

Development, with food sovereignty, with industrial transformation, with the creation of 

decent jobs, with gender equality, with provision of free public services, with access to 

medicine and finally with the fight against poverty and the fulfilment of Human Rights. 

On the contrary, trade and finance liberalisation contributed towards bringing the world to the 

deep crisis we are living in. The insistence on the liberalisation of financial services, when 

larger regulation of international financial architecture is required – in which the UN are 

playing an important role against the rhetoric of the G20 – maintains the path that led us to 

the crisis.  

On a fundamental theme for development – agriculture - there were no significant movements 

towards the reduction of the domestic subsidies of developed countries.  Those subsidies 

distort international agricultural trade. The same can be said about the scarce political will to 

implement Special and Differential Treatment (SDT) mechanisms. The necessity to support 

family farming, designed to supply domestic food markets, is fundamental. To do this, the 

policy space, threatened by negotiations and trade agreements, is crucial to establish those 

supports.    



On the other side, the absence of a multi-sectoral agreement recently caused the proliferation 

of countless bilateral and regional trade agreements, together with Bilateral Investment 

Treaties (BIT), which seek shortcuts for the expansion trade exchanges. They were often 

pushed to small countries with new forms of conditionalities.  

However, such agreements, which are not trade agreements, were transformed to investors 

protecting rules without any relation to development.  

This proliferation of agreements, such as the TTIP – Transatlantic Trade and Investment 

Partnership, the TPP – Trans-Pacific Partnership, the TISA – Trade in Services Agreement and 

others, move away the possibility of reaching a multilateral agreement at the WTO by 

broadening the scope of the agreements. These determine unsustainable models of social and 

environmental development without any accord with the needs of developing countries.    

In the case of TISA for instance, the impacts of its implementation on public services, which are 

essential for the fight against poverty and development, could be disastrous for public health, 

education, access to water and other fundamental basic services.  

On the other side, the process of regional integration has huge potential to promote 

industrialisation on a regional basis, with mechanisms to foster small cycles of production and 

consumption with high sustainable standards.  

We know that there are a lot of fake explanations about the advantages of ‘free trade’, which 

is actually a myth as developing countries will never be able to use the same protectionist 

policies which favoured industrialised countries in their past. Trade can be a fundamental 

element of development. To do so, it needs fair rules to overcome the traditional international 

division of labour, which perpetuates and even deepens inequalities between peoples and 

nations.    

I thank you very much.  


