TNC ; 26 July 2008

Intervention by Turkey

Thank you, Mr. Chair.
Thank you for the efforts you have personally put into the negotiations.  
1.
It is imperative for each Member to reflect on the information you have just shared with us today in this platform, which is an integral part of the decision making process. 

2.
As a matter of fact, Turkey with its political flexibility via involvement of its Minister would have certainly contributed to this process in a more productive manner. Therefore, I believe that the deficiency at this stage of the negotiations still continues. After a long negotiation process by some members, we this morning have seen a paper capturing the essence of the outcome of these talks.
3.
The package as it is; does not have our approval. Yet, it is a step forward. Some amelioration on some parts of it is needed. However, we hope the momentum we have witnessed so far would make us settle the remaining hurdles. We can work on the text with this understanding. The results of the small group negotiations should not hustle Members into a “take or leave” decision. There is no doubt that the impact of these decisions is as important for each Member as any other Member. Members must extensively negotiate before committing themselves. Therefore, it would be unfair and inappropriate to expect from other Members to digest and accept the results in seconds, which come out after long and exhaustive negotiations in small group meetings. 
4.
To this end, Turkey will keep voicing its very sensitive issues in the Doha negotiations as much as possible through this Committee, which is the only possible platform. Accordingly, I would ask your and distinguished members of the Committee’s understanding to bare with me for a couple of seconds while I will very briefly reiterate Turkey’s position on those issues. The remarks that I will be making now should be considered as preliminary. 
5.
As regard to the negotiations in Agriculture, 
· first of all we are in favor of a workable structure where zero-cut SP’s and non-zero cut SP’s shall be accommodated satisfactorily. 
· One tier of 15% of tariff lines as SP’s with an average cut overall of 9%. 

6.
In the SSM, it is important that this mechanism should be user friendly. This is directly related to the triggers and the remedies as well.  
· firstly the triggers and remedies should be close to G33 levels, in this sense we have to preserve the current architecture of the text.

· for window 1, the remedy could raise the tariff rates up to pre Doha Bound Levels without any restriction; 

· for window 2, at least 7 % of the tariff lines should breach 40% of the UR level. 
7.
Concerning the NAMA negotiations; 
· On the coefficients for developing countries, despite having favored the numbers in the bottom edges of the ranges; we can now join the consensus for the numbers 20, 22 and 25. 
· With regard to the Paragraph 7, in Paragraph 7(a)(i) the outer limit for Turkey is 12 per cent both in terms of tariff lines and import volume cap. Similarly, in Paragraph 7(a)(ii) the number %6 is suitable to foster south-south trade by harmonizing high tariffs. We have a serious concern this issue.
· Sectoral initiatives can provide further trade opportunities among members by reducing or eliminating tariffs. To that end, we are generally supportive of the general thrust of the proposal. We are, however, of the view that conferring additional credits to developing countries who will participate in certain sectorals is not a good idea. 
8.
Mr. Chair, allow me to refer once again to your statements in previous TNC meetings in regard to “variable geometry” and concentric circles of interest groups where supposedly the full spectrum of Members' views and interests are represented.

9.
We are looking forward to be involved in those circles especially on those issues that I have mentioned. 
10.
Mr. Chair, I would like to reiterate Turkey’s commitments to the successful conclusion of the Doha Round.  To that end, we are ready to engage in any work plans or procedures in order to reach that objective. At the same time, I would like to stress again the need for further transparency and more inclusiveness. 
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