June 25,2012
Dear Pascal Lamy,

We are writing to strongly object to the recently formed “WTO Panel on Defining the
Future of Trade.” This panel, more than half of which is composed by representatives of the
business sector, does not have the global legitimacy of the stakeholders — those who will be
impacted by the future of trade negotiations within the WTO — to be able to propose a legitimate
path forward for future WTO negotiations.

First, we find the composition of the panel to be extremely biased in favor of the
corporate sector, with inadequate representation of civil society. One NGO, particularly one of
the characteristics of CUTS, would not be able to provide a full perspective of the views of
NGOs, including many of the signatories below which have been involved in the issues of the
WTO since before its inception. Although we observe the participation of the International Trade
Union Confederation, there are no representatives from other important civil society groups, such
as farmers, indigenous peoples, women’s rights groups, consumer organizations, the
international human rights community, or the global health community.

As well, the diversity of the membership of the WTO is extremely ill-represented on this
panel. Of the 12 panelists, only one is from Africa and only one is from Latin America. Despite
the importance of Least Developed Countries (LDCs) in the current negotiations, there are no
representatives from the LDCs on the panel.

Additionally, we are extremely dismayed that the one global institution focused on
ensuring that trade does serve development goals, the United Nations Conference on Trade and
Development (UNCTAD), was excluded from this panel. The exclusion of UNCTAD only
serves to provide further evidence that the WTO Secretariat intends to use the panel to formulate
a path for future negotiations that excludes the very concept of development from the WTO’s
goal of expanding trade.

The WTO is, by statute, a member-driven organization. Thus, any initiatives to move
forward regarding future negotiations should come from the membership. We find the process of
the composition of the panel to have been autocratic and not in keeping with the rhetoric of a
member-driven organization.

We are also extremely cognizant of the fact that a similar panel, the so-called Leutweiler
report commissioned by then Director-General of the General Agreements on Tariffs and Trade
(GATT), Arthur Dunkel, also lacked legitimacy, but was nevertheless utilized to crowd out a
truly member-driven process with stakeholder participation, which would have led to a much
more development-oriented result.

Thus, we call on you to dissolve this “panel”, given that any proposals which emanate
from it would lack legitimacy. Instead, we call on you to work with the membership to identify
the changes to the existing WTO and ongoing negotiations that are necessary to ensure that
governments have the policy space to use trade for sustainable and inclusive development, and to
regulate in the public interest.

Sincerely,



11.11.11, Belgium
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