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* The article examines the WTO policy on Agriculture. It places the policy In . .
 historical context, examines its underlining reasons, and argues that the_policy. -
! ,system'atically'favors farmers in developing countries. The policy through the open
! market .system enables farmers In developing countries to  increase their
‘ pfoab§tlviw. The article also evaluates the effect of WTO's Agriculture policy on the
- Indigenous agricultural programmes of the developing countries,: and proposes
¢ reforms to provide developing countries with the tools to further promote the
indigenous agricultural in Africa. ’ | :

Globalisation has transformed the organisation of international economic
‘relationship around; it has affected the economie, social and political sphere of
This is characterised by complex sct on interconnectivities -
iand interdependence with an increasing number ol aclos vying to. Influence the
 outcome of these relationships. They lay competing clainns Lo resources markets - |

-, 3nd legitimacy and are engaged in activities traclitionally «c¢fined as belonging to

"the:domain of diplomacy'. Thr issuc of market conliol, liee trade and soverelgnty:

“In the International economy has been one of the major hones of contention In the

activities of the World Trade Organisation since its Inception.

' Sovereign States remain the traditional subjects ol. international law, but In
practice remain interdependent in the pursuit of thelr economic Interest?. It is trite
to'note from onset that, most if not all the internatlonal organisation are subject to
International law. As the concept of sovereignly. Is o key element of publie
nternational law, international law is thus the' regulitmy law of International
onomy. Therefore, the power to do cverything In a stale Le,, to make law, to
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~Thus, fo them, the World Trade Organisation Is today one of the most secretive :

et

 Colonisation? An extraction of the Pulitic in I

' ly them, t '
car or peace to form lreaties of . nd collect taxes and levy, contribution, to make

W S allia , _
the “k?’?: alrlnzggrat the jurisdiction of i:EZr:;t?ofn:?TmerCe with foreign nations and
rne | .Feason for the fq 7 aw. _ .
ctualise the UN’s effort in a biq't rmation of the WTO ‘was for a global effort to
] painstaking intervention © Toll back hindrance to free commerce through
thearters, it is now i‘be“@vegf the GATT through UNCTAD®. However, in some
uncentra't:ing on these PUbI-ic ¥ .that the WTO'S em,bhases Roa slipped"from
‘|Coss developed countries eco orerest goals to an organization formed to exploit the
e anisation for liberalisin tHOmy:-. In nut shell, WTO is now seeing primarily as ‘an
gg%riment of some membegr nr:tcii:n:nd help trade flow as freely as possible’ at the
£oa? . ES i H . ; 3
from East Africa and Asian countries pecially the African countries.> Other writers
,‘Gg;%rsls public interest and objectives remain out of reach of the. Less D
he antagoni : . N SR R e s,
tthz o'rganis%:inc;:t- of the WTO's policies especially, agricultural policy argued:
t,h,a to Furth | IS just a Platform where the rich. and developed countries are._ -
using to further colonise African trade. These groups.also' criticised the mode of
reaching decision at the W10 otherwise called “consensus®, to them such mode was. -
an imposition of ldgas of §f’£n,,_e,,!i_e_\/\i~de\l,6|ppedunation‘s;,over‘%thi‘eﬁ,develgo’_p:iﬁig;f.-‘avﬁé-gﬁj

were also of the same opinion®. To them,-the
eveloped

;
i

international bodies on.earth, established to-feed the greed of the rich. in the name-.
of trade liberalisation’. = ; R IR ST e o
However, dge to the recent development in the activities of the organisation”
he increase in the numbers of African members 'C,’f‘f-he’-fdr’gavhisatfidh" and the"
revisit to the agricultural policy of the’organisation during the 1995 New Zealand -

~meeting, couple with the development that some of the African-countries are now"

experiencing via collaboration of Agricultural programmes with the aid of WTOs:
policy, one js tempted to ask, if actually, the agricultural policy of WTO is for. the:
exploitation of African economy.-In this regard, the paper evaluates the effect of
the policy on the indigenous agricultural programmes of the developing countries;:
‘and takes a stand on its true position vis-a-vis the African-economy, = @ = oo
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Critical Appraisal of the Privileges and [manuwities of Internati
Dodalaw Journal, Vol. I, No. 120090214 g, 1997), pTS | R
LW. David, United Nations in the Contemporary Worla, (Londen, ROUTCEEE, 3 T . an
This was the posilion of Olokoobit S.M in “The Relevance of Membership of the Wmld Trade Crganisation to Altica® in S
Olughenga F (ed.), Lany, Politics and Development: The Challenges of An Lmerging vga-City, Essay In Honour of Babatunde
Raji Fashola. (NBA. Ikeja). He also canviissed same in Olokouba S.M, “Trado Liberalisation or Tr:‘do Colonisation? An
exiraction of the Politics in Policics of the World Trade Organisation.”, Islamic Unlvursi(‘{ In Ug;lgog. .:‘oumnl ofOE)n\[}nmllvc
‘law, Vol, 3. 2009, bt seww. 3dihree.Org/pl_3D/Guide_075ChI-pdF, assessed on the 71 July, 2009 For other abjectives of the:
formation o'r W'rb V.ZI‘ i : ”www_'w“;_,,r,dgn3||s|y(|‘c Wl‘()_c/whnlls_u!mbrlelh/lnbr0I—o.hlm nssessed on 24™ May. 2010,
" For exumn ‘T' ! 5 “I'n Aceedh ar not to Accede to the WTO ngreeiment on QGovernment Procurement: Issucs lor
s D::vcl: c, sce, unr!y. 0., -l'. - elnmic Unlvorglty In Uganda, Journal orCumm\rmlve law, Vol. 3, 2.009.‘
! oped Countrics in Alrica”, Is I ™ July, 2009, Sec also Oloknobn S M, “Trade LIbcruljsnlion or Trade
i o( the World Trade Organisution.”, Islamic University in Uganda, Joumal
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;ULTURAL SITUATION IN AFRICA
AGRI 5 AgerUItural situation in Africa-

eW " thotl . | , e
o1 artnoigh many Aficen countres nave gotten e 5aS5ek AU A
"Pé’férm 2 heir local GAETOtbn T loh of orprng the copacity ot DaTBUEE: T
e,:lough ::j:)minatew, small scale fa?melres\sl\l(l?l;te tihOrtatiom Many African societies
e i i i : ey produce . i
wef ediat€ family a”.d in some instances for the survivalpof t‘I:llce was just for ther
lmcrtn " ost of the African states then were ; e extended family. In
facls ] .
i dgrﬁ:\lft:rﬁ‘l:tlcountnes because they rely on agriculture -
unscien‘tiﬁc 3 o -no.'ndUSt".Y, but their agriculture is
and their yields arc far less than those of the

‘developed countries.®

:‘F(J"r”th'ermdor:rgds:evaplrc V:‘ITO .AfriCan society was also characterised w'ithl
exp'Q'.t.at'On anf_ = ue o African farm produce. This was so because what
oot of the African farmers produced were raw materials to feed the developed -

m Sf‘b .
countries industries.
Further still, t
roduction, less harvest and less sustenance. In fact, the pre WT

e was far less than the post-WTO situation. s

he farm implements used then were also crude ar_l,d,.'tli‘iere Was.
O'Afri¢an

less P
agricUlturaI programm

t-WTO Agricultural situation in Africa’

r to the advent of the World Trade Orgénisation herei e

‘ = ¢ : , erein after called t

WT0, the 'extent to which the global trading activities should be protected was

heavily beclouded with controversies and confusions. These c,'ccurré'aées:fﬁgéggﬁ‘é
the global international economic relations.?. And d o

ade activities, the economic powerful state

_-pos
Prio

the source of tension in
series of conflict in global tr .
agenda in Uruguay, it was this meeting that was: [ gt TRt
o? neg p._ti:atiignsgo'f»i 994,10 k g aS. later Chrlstened—as Uruguay round
;;While majority of the Countries opined that the generality of gb’bas,}rincll,idir{g?'f
agricultural products be internationally controlled and super\/is'ed.-fbilf_‘i];r’é;pﬂfatbzleff}f
opined that a blanket regulation ¢ e and

internationalised organisation, some f trade and
services was in apt, hence Lhe call for the exclusion of some agricultural: products

fom the GATT regimes. In fact, the United States of America fought for the-
exclusion of milk and other agricultural products. from the Generar:Agr\gem‘e'mf@nr

Trade and Tariff (GATT) in the late 50's*. Ay .
: - The negotiations of the GPA were not part of the Uruguay round “and
thi‘;"efore_ could not benefit from the ‘single undertaking’_princ_iple of the. round. For
it parties to the Tokyo round GPA, held further negotiations in the context of an
ormal warking group in pursuit of Article XII of the General agreement on Trade.

Rodnc
: dl{c);_w, lHow Europe Underdeveloped Afiicd, (Abuja, P
lie World Trade Organisation lo Africa’ in Olugbenga F (cd.),

anafl Publishing Inc, 2005). pp:lS-I.O ~

. ; .3
Qlo ey

w  OR00b S.M “The Relevance of Membership of't p.43l.
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ervices'?. In nutshel|
laar:l(:lcshed In 2001 could not rl?ee coona Round of negotiations for 2 global trade pact
oncluded because of clash of Interest between rich

countries and developing natiohg o
which was negotiated In 1he 198(-3-19?)4'SJ:-:J&QSU;Ll::eR agr:jcltsllture and market opening
' ound?®3,

In an attempt to harm
rlJ|es'was proposed as Way“;‘::fihtrese stands, a new Internationally agreed trade |
eLhieéve peaceful trade dispute settlement system

metamorphosis to the World Trade Organisation(wT0)!

Specifically in Afri - .
expansi%n, ‘freeytrade a::(('laiﬁtze'p%t WTO formation has resulted in to market
wTO formation witnesséd ir?crzra::bf:\j/y of Afflcan agricultural produce. The post

: ) e i
Agricultural produces for most African cou:;"r?esgsenerat.on from the . exportation of_
from gg:?fll;wr%rle S?fdﬁ‘éé" Ofr the funds used for African development now come, .=
s rited for Why: AfFics rom the continent. This agricultural ~economy & "
5 ¢ y can countries are popularly. referred to as an agrarian -

&

society. Even with the introduction of mech chps Ao e
farmers still employ the method of shiftlng'cu|t|vat10n.?gmlng'. majority Of Aff'C,a” =

WTO POLICY ON AGRICULTURE
~ The Agreement on Agriculture establishes a number of generally applicable
rules with regard to trade-related agricultural measures, primarily in the areas: of-
market access, domestic support and export competition. These rules relate to
country-specific commilments to improve- market access. and reduce trade-
distorting subsidies which are contained in the individual country schedules of the

WTO Members and conslitute an integral part of the GATTY. L

The WTO's Agricullure Agreement was negoliated in the 1986-94 Uruguay..
‘Round and is a significant first step towards fairer competition and a less distorted
sector. WTO member governments agreed to improve market access and reduce-
trade-distorting subsidies in agriculture'®. Agriculture is one of the newest policies®
Jn.the WTO agreement. The talk which started in 2000 and also part of the DohaZ
agenda, is yet to be concluded.'® R T i , IR
' The Agreement established a Committee on Agriculture. The Committee
oversees the implementation of the Agreement on Agriculture and affords-

Members the opportunity of ‘consulting on any matter relating to the:

implementation of commitments, including rule-based commitments. For -this’

.l

1o the WTO agreement on Goveinment Procurement; 1ssues for Lenst Develo;ﬁod

dn. Journal of Comparative law, Vol. 3,2009, p.15.
mebers-should-pgree-to-

i Tonny. 0., “To Accede or nol (o Acer de
Coimtrics in Africa’. Islkunic Universily in tgan (
hliggonomidimes.indintimeg.com nes/ntemat ional-busincss/wio-
“fliciolzsgessed on the 17th July. 2011
" Olokooha, Op, Cir, . ounted for the | ' the Nigeri
n the pre- and early independence Nieerin. agricultural produce accounted for the larger percentage of the Nigerian exports,
Uintil-crude oil was discovered. Nigerin wis the lending exporter ol grounduu'ls In Africa. Gcnut‘ully. sao, C.8.P, The Nigerian
Economy: Anetomy of o trammatlsed economy with some prapasals for stabilisation, (NIgerla: Fourth dimension Publishing Co.

Lud,, l‘)8(,)
I6
Ibi s I, The Rele f Membershlp of the
0] ul:scvc 4lac; Olokaohs S .l:v1. ll{ﬂl::;{nnf:/co Y lll!l‘p!' PANTIY uuu&'sselu,l m\o‘l‘; July, 2012
S g v o . nccosaed on 17 July, 2
Aoniop g/ ls_eos Sl FEIUPH o 66007.03-31, nssessed on 7% May,

o Mo fsewy o, org/enelishimly
lenglls

|
q gof detalls visit, http://wwaw,vanngwi.com/specls
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[ the Committee usually meets ‘
. F’”T::\?én"ed If m:icess?ry" i four times per year, Speclal meetings can
i arget ol thi PR
g Theen;gjro;pengmarkethgsng Oé'cy 5 ,tf]e effort to search f d the
guarabr;tf state. Also amongst the Srr:i%?ﬁ'ﬁ'.ve'grounds for agrlc(:fltj?al ;Snfggl:?:e of
- - n -

me’? sions and increase international supgorretais:nfésg_‘thifs POSC?/dIs the issuehof

of subsidies. In other

influence:. - :
- The |mp|ementat|on period for the count

1 p eriod commencing in 1995, However, dev: ) s
s i : eve :
bllltth‘TJ l;mtfgerlr‘gnt,et:;“' pi’-'ductlon and oéher spigcr:)ilf?g cgrorl\]rgti:ggsénssa\:;e:hg
0ns and commit.men'ts osr?:ers h?d the choice of implementing their
€ Dasis of calendar, marketing (crop) or fiscal

ry-specific commitments is the six-

o
e
eriod '
concessio
yeal’Sn- .
FECT OF THE WTO'S AGRICULTURAL POLICY ON AFRICAN ECONOMY '
a) positive Effects : : : ONOMY-. -

_Opening up of the African market via free market access may. lead. to -
Ecoq.o,mi'c development. Even though African market as it is now is: s)’éihl'lii at‘:—tﬁe"
geveloping stage, the easy flowing of trade in agriculture will further push the limit
of thg;;mark(jet{ ?Xpantfi thcla scope of market activities and further expénd-vbbth ‘the. ‘

Zigf:;il,caaﬁct T\ll%ggghlpna _scope of-the- Afrlcan*‘.m‘arket base Ieadmgt?lncreas

Furthermore, since the bottom-line trade rule of is for the expansion: of
the international frontier of the market survival, it is thewc;)?n:irfogfttr;\eeev:l(igta;rssl?:rr:a?:f
foodiig member states with goods will further check the menace bf.-e)&ﬁlditétigﬁ? 8
Terefore, even If the west Initially thought of further subject the less developed
suntries to their control, it will get to a stage that the influence of the control will
drastically reduced. ' L e T

The WTO's agricultural programme has resulted in to market'exyﬁansioh,';fi‘ee e
trade;and ‘higher subsidy of ‘African agricultural produce. Afri’c?:anlmeﬁ'ib'e'f"s]:Offthé;-;
WTO:now experiencing zenith increase in revenue generatlon_from.’thé; éx;jtérta'ti:on' =
of Agricultural produce to other countries. Recently, a U.S. firm plan to invest 60m . -
pounds‘in to Nigerian agricultural.programme?. R T N

b) Negative Effects IR R
“Flooding of African market with varieties of foreign agricultural product -
(levoidz0f ‘any restriction ‘... can render the developing nations farmers into. -
extinction’ and economically unviable. Furthermore, the policy may kill the infant
Inderdeveloped- and/or developing economy of African states. The competition may. |

ther push the African domestic market to oblivion.

R y . . s .
' .xﬁ"’“"”\whorﬁmglish/tmtop c/agric c/ag_intro01_intro o.htm, accessed on 24" july, 2012

AL I
oyt ey ml. accessed on 24™ July. 2012 \
w issucs in the WTO Scallle Conference at

2010.

-Martjn « p://www. nigermusterveb,.conv/paper(rme
hitp:y ” W hy developing countries cannol afford the ne
"rE-Org/newissues.hlml accessed on 22™ March,
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This policy is Not gy, fi
: : ficial ¢
' se that i+ arp 0 African
in the sen ; ! mar agrlcuuurm
likelihood that it |s (e mn..m'ckEt is open tq global and economic programm'e
African agricultura) Product:, anq Powerfy) Nations th 4 XPort competition, there Is
i the inlernational Markot, A, it | May evep Ubjact ‘Lh Will be deciding the prices _?f
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tifically and thus’ f_r
e other way round - -
Africa is:

i Mbarison wi
e
and the 'nduworld.' _The pattern of

th the industrialised 2
in th

trade between Africa
¢ nineteenth century is.

~+EUrope robbed. Africa of L
its own €conomy, obtaining: a5
using them to boost its &

!

+ tus steaqily

7 widéning the gap N
“Rodney further observed: _

CONCLUSION "AND RECOMMEND
Conclusion

From the aforesaid, it could be gleaned that,
negative effects the wTQOs

i : - ! St ’,l:r': : .ﬂ 7 i
: Policy on Agriculture may have on the indi
agricultural programmes and economy, howey ne‘lor

=VEr, cunsidering
of the WTOs Programm«, the position of - this Paper is th
agriculture is heneficial lo:the African economy L

The belief-in some quarters that the
‘agricultural produce m

such opening will le

ue exploiting agricultural produce fram ‘the domestic producer
Mmarket openness in developing countries is also nol,

the benefit African faimers stand to gain from Ih
farming which ig part of the transparency policy in tI,

neficial rather than
—————

. Rodney, Op. Cit(n.4) p: 27, this exploil

WIS Wha (rigpered (e [riction bet
""“‘]l"llc prolection lor furnies

Yetails. i hitpz

.\ﬁch:u-

o .
23 &

alive tendencices of the 'dcvclnpcd umn(riq as
wen Indin and US on the new agreement on Agriculiu

i. while the US were southing for market nccess for it farm
WWW. Liveming comd 209/06/19202
LT, Donald, 1.

represented by U
re. What India had demancded for was

produce In developing countries, See
(/ndin-rendy -for-8220pive, accossed on |7 June, 2000,

Fihstory of Ufiveal 840-1914,00,0ndon: Edward Arnoud Publishers.1980),p:6 ‘
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ental. However, for the optimum derivation of benefit f ol
gﬁmg:ictﬂtu"e' this paper recommends YOI Uhe WES poney

Re commendatlons

AfrICa" members of WTO to speak with one voice

.since, there are ‘more: Afrlcan members in the WTO, African should speak with

\ e voice NOW elther for of against any. of the WTO programme that may affect the
devempment of Agricultural programme of the continent.

. Increase in the African membership of WTO Implementation
Committees

Furthermore, the mode of implementing agricultural programme of the WTO
should also be of zenith interest of the African member state. There is the need for

the African representation on any implementation committee- the organisation may
put in-place on agriculture.

. Protection of Local farmers

Since agriculture is the base of African economic sector, any policies that will
affect the development of agriculture should not be condoled by the African states. .
The protection of local farmers should be the main stand point for African member

states of WTO.

Afncan members should" vigorously pursu€ the WTO reform programmes to favour
themi. According to K. Martin ..the next stage of the WTO negotiations should be
about the three Rs, .to review, repair and reform the WTO agreement and
system....25%to be more beneficial to the African members of the organisation.

—
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Som, K. Mantin, op.clt, and Olokenba H.M, op, vl

10



