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No light at end of HK tunnel, but a new South alliance is born

Hong Kong, 16 December (Martin Khor) – At the end of the fourth day of the WTO Ministerial Conference, there has hardly been agreement reached on the key issues, and time is almost running out on attempts to get any “value added” out of the meeting.

A revised Ministerial Declaration is due out Saturday “mid-day”.  The facilitators of the various issues (agriculture, NAMA, services, development issues, etc) have been given a deadline of 6.00 a.m. Saturday to submit inputs to the conference chairman.

Despite a series of Green Room meetings that meet every night, sometimes to 3 a.m., there has been no agreement on any significant issue as of Friday late night.  

According to sources, early on Saturday morning, Brazil’s Foreign Minister Celso Amorim decided to leave the Green Room early because he was so frustrated by the lack of progress in agriculture. 

When one important developed country Trade Minister said he had no mandate to improve his offer, which is generally considered inadequate, Amorim was reported to have responded what then are we doing here, we are just wasting our time.   He then left, in a gesture of frustration.  “This situation does not look good,” said one trade official at 3 a.m. Saturday morning.  

At a heads-of-delegation (HOD) meeting, it was reported to delegates that the previous days’ work on agriculture had been largely on export competition.  While many members wanted to name an end-date to export subsidies in all its forms, some brought up the need to link this to resolving how to treat the indirect subsidies first.

They were also told that there are significant gaps in agriculture and NAMA.  Though “there is no breakthrough, there is also no breakdown.”   On the LDC issue, (how to secure duty and quota free market access for LDC products), the discussion is constructive but more work needs to be done, the delegates were told.

---------------------------------------------------------------------------

“We have been seeing an amazing development in the discussions in Hong Kong whereby the developed countries talk in the plenary halls of a Round for Free for developing countries.  Then they move into the Green Room and continue to ask for a Round for Free, this time for themselves.” 

- Kamal Nath, Commerce Minister of India

---------------------------------------------------------------------------

The Kenyan Trade Minister, Mr. Mukhisa Kituyi, urged groups to narrow their differences. On cotton, preference erosion, end-date of export subsidies and attainment of “parallelism”, there has been no progress.   Significant differences exist on how to address the preference erosion problem.

On NAMA, there was no progress to report.  On development-specific issues, the facilitator, Guyana Minister Clement Rohee, said there had been some progress. On Wednesday night, some language had been issued to try to bridge the differences on the LDC market access issue, which was being considered.

The facilitator for services, Korean Minister Hyung Chong Kim, was not present to present his report. It could be because the services meeting he was chairing was still going on.

It was a rather stormy meeting, as a large number of developing countries who have problems with the services text (paragraph 21 in the main text and Annex C) became visibly upset with what they felt as a marginalization of their views and concerns.

- No light at end of HK tunnel, but a new South alliance is born



       
  
     -pg 1

- Services saga brought to new explosive level at Ministerial     -pg 2

- Stop imposing on developing countries, rich countries told     -pg 4

- G20 and G33 reaffirm their solidarity

     -pg 5                                 

- Trade diplomats negotiate to “cut water”, NGOs campaign to “Take Water out of WTO”        


     -pg 5 

- What if HK, or even the Doha Round, fails?
     -pg 6

Announcements


                
     -pg 7 Electronic version is available at www.twnside.org.sg and www.choike.org
The manner in which the draft text on services was brought to Hong Kong, and how the services meetings have been conducted, was a stark reminder of the untransparent and unsavory ways in which drafting and decision-making were done in previous Ministerials, such as in Seattle, Doha and Cancun. 

The services situation has reached crisis point, with many developing-country delegations quite outraged at how the contested and unpopular Annex C retains its position, despite repeated formal and informal appeals to have key aspects amended. How this crisis is handled could well determine the fate of the Ministerial.  (See separate story on services).

On a day when there was no positive news on the negotiations, the political highlight was an unprecedented press conference jointly held by the leaders and members of leading developing country groupings operating in the WTO -- the G20, G33, ACP, LDCs, Africa Group, and the Small Economies.

In a large theatre room packed full of people, the coordinators of these groups proclaimed to the public their new concrete attempt at unity, with the aim of harmonizing the position of the developing world in WTO negotiations.

Mauritius Minister Mallum Dulloo, coordinator of the ACP Group, described it as a historic meeting.  “We are here to harmonise our positions to ensure that we leave here with a basis for continued negotiations that help us to realize the development dimension,” he said.

Brazilian Foreign Minister, Celso Amorim, the G20 coordinator, referred to the Joint Statement of the various groupings that was distributed.  The platform included the fight against agricultural subsidies, the issues of SPs and SSM, the need to tackle the preference erosion problem head on, cotton and the problems of small economies.

As a grouping, we recognize the diversity of our groups and members, especially our different levels of development, said Amorim.  “But we want to address these differences ourselves, rather than allow ourselves to be used in ways that divide us by the developed countries. “This is historic because for the first time, instead of just rhetoric, we are finding concrete ways to address concrete problems of the developing countries.”

Kamal Nath, Commerce Minister of India, which is a prominent member of the G20 and G33, said that “a bonding among the groups is taking place, that did not take place in Doha.  It is formed by a desire that the inequities of world trade will not be perpetuated.  We have been working for some months now.  We realized that these inequities will take place in Hong Kong unless positions of the developing world are harmonized.

“We have been seeing an amazing development in the discussions in Hong Kong whereby the developed countries talk in the plenary halls of a Round for Free for developing countries.  Then they move into the Green Room and continue to ask for a Round for Free, this time for themselves.”

Muhammed Rachid, Trade Minister of Egypt, which coordinates the Africa Group, said that Africa has a lot of expectations in this Round.  “We are coming together to work out our differences instead of letting others do that for us.”

Mari Pangestu, Trade Minister of Indonesia, which coordinates the G33, said the group was happy to be part of this grouping.  There is need to ensure that SPs and SSMs that are important for the G33 also become important gateway issues in this Ministerial, she said.

The new political alliance of the South in the WTO will have its work cut out in the final two days of this Conference, as the fight to get points in the revised draft favourable to the South will continue till Saturday afternoon.  Following that will be the challenge of responding to the new text, and the battle to have he correct procedures for transferring the text to Geneva and planning the work in the crucial first months of 2006.

Services saga brought to new explosive level at Ministerial 

Hong Kong, 16 Dec (Martin Khor) -- The WTO’s Ministerial Conference ended its fourth day with a crisis developing on how the services text in the draft Ministerial Declaration is to be treated.  A majority of developing countries have voiced opposition to it in its present form, but are increasingly frustrated that their views are not being taken into account, despite having made written submissions about their concerns and proposed amendments.

On Friday evening, delegations of many developing countries are seething with anger by the way they and their proposal were treated at a plenary meeting on services in the afternoon chaired by the Facilitator on this issue, the Korean Trade Minister Hyung Chong Kim.

According to diplomatic sources, Kim tried to marginalize the proposal made by the G90 developing countries to replace Annex C of the draft Declaration with its own alternative Annex text.  It had been submitted Thursday evening in the form of an alternative text to Annex C. 

When a G90 representative asked why their proposal had not been distributed to members, the reply was that the document had not been formally submitted, and thus could not be circulated.

The impression given by the Facilitator was that he had given the G90 paper only the status of a note given to him for his information, and not a negotiating document as intended by the G90.  Procedures for requesting a document to be circulated had not been followed by the G90, said a Secretariat official.  A visibly irritated G90 spokesperson then verbally requested that the document be circulated now, as many members had asked for it.  Kim then said he would ask the Secretariat to copy the document. 

The Chair had started by asking members not to repeat known positions.  Several members belonging to the G90 as well as the group of six countries that had also submitted a paper on Wednesday affirming that they could not accept Annex C, spoke in support of their documents.  They raised concerns with various paragraphs, and pointed to alternative texts that they had submitted.

Some other members were of the view that Annex C was basically acceptable, but some words should be changed, for example “shall” in paragraph 7(b) on participation in plurilateral negotiations could be changed to “should” or “may”.

The major developed countries were against opening Annex C to changes.  The EC said that if anything Annex C should be reinforced.  The G90 proposal weakens the annex.

The Facilitator said of the 40 members that spoke at the meeting, only 15 had concerns with the annex.  He added that if it was a matter of numbers, it would be fair to let Annex C remain, and if no agreement can be found, we would proceed to remove the bracket.

There were many rather heated responses to this statement from members of the G90.  One member said the facilitator’s way of calculating was unfair because many G90 members did not speak because he had requested members not to repeat known positions.  Another said that the G90 was a big group and its views had been made known through its proposal.   

Several said that their views must be taken into account and the facilitator’s suggested action would not be acceptable.   Some suspect that the facilitator had counted the G90 as one member, thus “under-counting” the members having serious concerns.

The facilitator advised the members who disagreed to meet in small groups and sort out their differences.  At the end the Chair indicated he would “honour the consensus”.  Several G90 members interpreted this to mean that if there was no agreement among the members, he would (in his input to the revised draft Declaration) proceed to remove the brackets in paragraph 21 of the main text.  This would mean that the Ministers endorse Annex C.

Several developing country members have been considering how to respond should the revised Ministerial draft retain Annex C intact, without the changes proposed by the G90, and if the brackets are removed in paragraph 21.  Some indicated they could not approve a text which so clearly disrespected the views of such a large group of developing countries.

“The process that began in Geneva that was so totally undemocratic is being repeated here in Hong Kong,” said one developing country senior diplomat, referring to how the Chair of the services negotiations, the Mexican Ambassador Fernando Mateo, had insisted on keeping his own draft of the services Ministerial text, even though many developing countries had objected to large parts of it.

He also recalled that Annex C was the product only of Mateo and did not enjoy consensus of the members, and that this should have been made clear in Annex C itself or in the main body of the draft.  However, even the cover note (that explained that most Annexes were not approved by the members) of the draft that was sent to Hong Kong was removed, and thus there could be a misconception that Annex C is an agreed text.

In fact, the fears of the developing country diplomats that they would face an uphill battle to suggest changes to Annex C in Hong Kong have been proved right.  The attempts by the G90 or the six countries that sent a letter to the conference Chair to amend Annex C have been characterized as “opening Annex C”, implying that they are causing trouble by disputing a text that had already been approved.

The reality, of course, is that Annex C was never “closed” and had remained “open” all along.  The understanding in Geneva is that the concerns repeatedly raised by the delegations in Geneva could be brought up as a matter of course at Hong Kong.  But when they did so, these countries are sought to be portrayed as threatening the Ministerial with collapse because they are “unreasonably” opening up what was basically agreed to.

It remains to be seen how the services saga will be played out in the two remaining days.    

There will be a small services “Green Room” meeting on Friday night.  The revised draft will be out on Saturday, by which time it will be known how the Facilitator and the persons who guide him propose to deal with this potentially explosive matter.

Stop imposing on developing countries, rich countries told 

80 NGOs say “No Deal is Better Than……” as Ministerial winds down 

Hong Kong, 16 Dec - As the WTO's Hong Kong Ministerial enters its last phase, over 80 civil society organizations, made a joint statement expressing grave concerns about the state of the negotiations.  The current proposals of developed countries particularly on NAMA, Services and Agriculture, do not have development content and are in fact anti-developmental.  The rich countries should back off from pressurizing developing countries to accept their proposals which would constitute a very bad deal. “No deal in Hong Kong is better than a bad deal.”

The civil society organizations comprised a broad range of groups from developing and developed countries including the Third World Network, Africa Trade Network, Arab NGO Network, Social Watch, Global Action Against Poverty, Public Services International, Oxfam International, International Metal Workers’ Federation, Actionaid, International Gender and Trade Network, Focus on the Global South and others. 

“We are outraged by how the developed countries, particularly the United States and the European Union, are trying to use the Ministerial to aggressively push forward their agenda to open the markets in developing countries. “At the same time the major developed countries are not making meaningful concessions to stop the dumping of their agricultural products in developing countries. This would be a very bad deal for development, and no deal in Hong Kong is better than a bad deal.” 

The civil society organizations demanded that the major developed countries: 

- “Stop pressuring the developing countries to further liberalise their agriculture, industrial goods and services sectors. 

- Allow developing countries to take necessary measures to protect their domestic firms and farms so as to have policy space to meet their sustainable development objectives. 

- Substantially increase their offers in agriculture by committing to cut total trade-distorting domestic subsidies to levels below the current or planned applied levels, and agree to serious disciplines on the Green Box subsidies so that overall domestic support is really decreased; agree to end all export subsidies by 1 January 2010 or earlier; immediately end cotton export subsidies and eliminate domestic support for cotton by 2006. 

- Permanently withdraw proposals for numerical targets and benchmarking in services and withdraw Annex C on services, especially its clause on mandatory participation in plurilateral negotiations, and its clauses on modal and sectoral negotiations and the framework on government procurement.  

- Allow developing countries the flexibility to choose whether and to what extent to liberalise their industrial sectors. 

- Agree to genuine development measures, including resolving the Special and Differential proposals and the implementation proposals of developing countries as soon as possible and include genuine SDT provisions in the negotiations in agriculture, NAMA and services. 

- Agree to an assessment of the impact of their proposals on employment, gender, environment and natural resources, poverty and equity”. 

“The WTO rules have perpetuated an unfair trading system which favour rich countries, while laying developing countries open to ever more pressures to liberalise” they added.  “The Hong Kong Ministerial might have corrected some of the imbalances, but the potential has disappeared.”  

Agriculture remains the sector containing most trade distortions. While developed countries stubbornly refuse to deal with dumping or end their protection, developing countries are being pressured to reduce drastically their own agricultural tariffs, thus laying their small farmers open to more unfair competition from artificially cheapened imports. 

In services, the EU is leading the charge of developed countries by making outrageous demands on developing countries.  They would fundamentally change the GATS architecture to remove the flexibilities and policy space currently available to developing countries. These include qualitative benchmarking, sectoral initiatives, and mandatory participation in plurilateral negotiations. Developing countries will be less able to choose whether to liberalise and if so in which sectors, to what extent and at which time. The viability of local services firms will be threatened. 

In NAMA, developing countries are being asked to accept the drastic “Swiss formula” with a low coefficient of 10 to 15, implying that all tariffs will drop to below 10%. This will cut the industrial tariffs of developing countries very steeply. It will threaten the survival of domestic industries and the jobs of millions of workers. It will also threaten the prospects of domestic industrial development in affected developing countries, with massive job losses and unemployment. 

Attempts are also being made by to offset the embarrassment of not achieving progress in modalities, by putting on a “spin” that the developing countries, or at least the LDCs, are getting some benefits in advance through a “development package.” This package looks unlikely to contain any real benefits of significance. This is a “face saving” exercise to disguise the fact that the Doha negotiations have not lived up to their “development” name but instead have taken an anti-development turn, the CSOs said. 

“If there is failure in Hong Kong, this will be because developed countries have not shown willingness to deliver on the above demands and it will have to be these countries that have to take responsibility for the failure of the WTO once again to make the necessary changes to the unequal world trading regime. In any case, the developing countries should not be asked once again to sacrifice their development by accepting the inadequate offers and extreme demands of developed countries. We are of the view that no deal in Hong Kong is better then a bad deal,” they concluded. 

For the full statement and list of the CSOs, check www.twnside.org.sg
G20 and G33 reaffirm their solidarity   

Hong Kong, 16 Dec (Hira Jhamtani) -- The Indonesian Trade Minister, the Brazilian Agriculture Minister and the Barbados Trade Minister today reaffirmed the cohesion and solidarity of the two groups in a joint press conference. 

Coordinator of the G20, Brazilian Minister Celso Amorim said all countries in the two groups maintain cohesion not only in Hong Kong but also beyond. 

The Indonesian Trade Minister, Mari Pengestu (who coordinates the G33) asserted that the two groups remain united in their objectives in terms of negotiation in agriculture and that is achieving fundamental trade reform. She also stressed that development should be the heart of this ministerial and the Doha round. In terms of agriculture this means market access for agricultural products, ensuring that special products (SPs) are not subject to tariff cuts and the operationalisation of SSM (special safeguard mechanism) for developing countries. 

She stressed SP and SSM (which are concepts and instruments championed by the G33 in the agriculture talks) relate to livelihoods of the people and to food security and therefore should not be based on commercial criteria. For the G33, SP and SSM should be stand alone provisions.  “We wish to see movement in the draft Ministerial Text, which has to contain a framework and specific elements for SP and SSM. 

When asked about the deliverability of the development package, particularly for LDCs, she said there is a need to agree on basic principles, one of which is to address the capacity of LDCs to produce and sell products.

Trade diplomats negotiate to “cut water”, NGOs campaign to “Take Water Out of WTO”

Hong Kong, 16 Dec (Meena Raman) -- When trade diplomats talk about “water”, they usually mean the difference between the bound rate and the applied rate of tariff. Or between the bound level and actual level of domestic subsidy in agriculture.

“Cutting water” has become a favourite negotiating term of late -- how to get your trading partner to reduce that difference between what it is allowed and what it is doing, so that you can have more access to his market.

But to the innocent world out there, “water” means what it means, i.e. water.  The source of life, the thing that is desperately needed to quench your thirst, the important element that keeps soils fertile and makes plants and trees keep alive and grow.     

Many NGOs around the world are worried that the right of people to this precious element – and the sovereign right of countries to this resource – is being eroded by WTO rules.   And that the threat is even greater through bilateral and regional FTAs.

On Friday, some of them brought this message to the WTO Ministerial in Hong Kong.  A coalition representing hundreds of grassroots activists from around the world launched a major new “Water Out of WTO” Campaign, to remove water from all aspects of the WTO and all other regional and bilateral trade agreements.

In conjunction with the WTO Ministerial in Hong Kong, the network of organizations from every continent called on governments to recognize “that water is a fundamental human right that should not be subject to the market disciplines of the WTO and should be exempted from all aspects of negotiations”. 

“Water is already at risk under the existing GATT as a listed “good”, which severely curtails the ability of nation states to regulate the cross-border trade in water. Water is also at risk under various categories in existing or proposed agreements, including distribution, domestic regulation and environmental services,” they said.

This might mean that any municipality that privatizes its water system will have no choice but to open the bidding process to foreign-based transnationals. “If, as has been the case in dozens of countries around the world, the results of privatization have proven to be disastrous, under the terms of the GATS, they will not be able to revert to the public system without facing punitive trade retaliation” they added.

The problems of water privatization, they said, have been well documented in the developed and developing world: dramatic price increases; cut-offs to the poor; environmental disasters from sewage spills; poor maintenance of water systems; corruption; and broken contracts. 

The network staged an action on December 16 at the entrance of the Hong Kong Convention center. About 30 people sang to the tune of the Beatles hit “Can’t Buy Me Love”, singing that “water is not for sale” and “can’t buy the world’s water”. They also sang “We don’t care too much for Lamy” and “Lamy can’t buy the world.” 

What if Hong Kong, or even the Doha Round, fails?

By Chakravarthi Raghavan
At Hong Kong, unless developing countries stand firm against pressures, they may be setting themselves up for another highly imbalanced outcome and a more oppressive multilateral trading system.

The Doha Work Programme (DWP) launched in November 2001 had in fact very little development content. Four years of talks have produced nothing in relation to the developing countries’ proposals on special and differential treatment and implementation issues, only an apparent willingness to tackle peripheral issues.

Market access for exports of developing countries in the developed world is important, but without policy-space and ability to produce and export value added goods, market access will not become Development.  But the Doha Round has in fact has a built-in agenda to enable the industrialized world to invoke instruments that would further restrict developing country policy space.

The developing countries have been virtually bombarded with propagandist talk of an economic disaster, for the world economy and for developing countries, if the talks fail.  The US and the EC, aided by Mr. Pascal Lamy, have warned that if deals are not clinched now, the majors would even increase their agricultural protection and domestic support. Lamy voiced such a view at the recent Arusha meeting of African Ministers.  

For doing nothing or almost nothing in agriculture, the US, EC and Japan are demanding that developing countries make concessions by drastically reducing their industrial tariffs, and by opening up their service sectors. If the developing countries yield, this will put their economies back to the colonial era - excepting that developing country governments will be policing and safeguarding the interests of the foreign corporations.

Everyone now seems reconciled to the view that Hong Kong would be unable to meet its target -- leaving the Geneva process to ink in the details and bring the talks to an end.  But developing countries are being warned that even this will not be possible if they do not yield, and if the negotiations end in failure, the world economy and the developing world face disaster.

However, several leading academics and trade and development experts (Gerry Helleiner,Prof Robert Wade and Prof Dani Rodrik, among them) have challenged this doomsday scenario. In several writings, they point out that failure at Hong Kong or of the Doha negotiations will be no great disaster - for the world economy or the developing countries.

In this background, it will be in the best interest of the developing countries, big and small, to call a halt, and end the sham of a Development trade round.

In suggesting such a course, Prof. Dani Rodrik, Professor of International Political Economy at the Kennedy School of Government, Harvard University, has provided on his website a commentary on the Doha negotiations.

"Imagine that the world's trade ministers simply walked away from their Hong Kong meeting with a simple declaration: 'We have failed to reach an agreement; we shall try to do better next time.' This would bring the so-called Doha 'Development' Round to an unsuccessful conclusion, but it would hardly be a disaster."

However, it is unlikely that the developing world's leading personalities and ministers will heed this sane advice. Far too many of them have invested so much of their time and energy on these talks that they would be loath to accept and announce failure.

But they should at least not do something worse: accept and endorse in any way the Draft Ministerial Declaration text and annexes sent to them from Geneva, and send it back to Geneva for further work on the basis of those texts.

They should incorporate as a part of the draft declaration text and annexes, the cover note from Geneva signed by Pascal Lamy and General Council Chair Ambassador Amina Mohamed of Kenya -- which ought to have been an integral part of the drat sent from Geneva.  But in the rule-less way in which the 'rules-based organization' functions, it was sent as a covering letter, but without any ministerial conference document number.  The ministers at Hong Kong should make this covering letter a part of the draft declaration and annexes, put square brackets around each of the texts in the annex, without expressing any ministerial endorsement or view, and send it back to Geneva and ask negotiators to work further.

Says Prof Rodrik in his commentary: "There is the possibility that trade negotiators will patch together a last-minute deal in Hong Kong, and emerge claiming victory. We will then end up with an agreement that will have been wildly oversold and is sure to lead to disappointment down the line - especially in developing countries. And we will have given up the opportunity to have a real development round next time around. 'Success' in Hong Kong poses perhaps greater risks than 'failure'."

It is not merely academics who suggest that a failure at Hong Kong or of Doha would not be a disaster. Even the former Brazilian negotiator during the 

Uruguay Round, and former UNCTAD Secretary-General, Mr. Rubens Ricupero, now a professor at the Armando Alvares Penteado Foundation, Sao Paulo (Brazil), in an interview to Agencia Brasil, advocated that Brazil should reject the offers made in the context of negotiations in the WTO, lest the country's development be compromised. "At this moment it is better to have no agreement than a bad agreement... The Brazilian government should remain firm."

In Ricupero's view, accepting minor concessions that have been offered by developed countries with respect to agricultural products and, in return, having to forgo protecting important sectors of Brazilian industry, "is a bit like exchanging our future (as a country that can proceed to export products with greater added value and more technology) for our past (as an exporter of agricultural commodities)." 

Under the current proposals, Ricupero added in his interview, sectors like automobile and electro-electronic industries would be endangered, since import duties would be slashed by 50%. Even though the proposals (for accord at Hong Kong?) are insignificant, he adds in the interview, "they will be rolled up in such propaganda that it will give the impression that whoever refuses is assuming the onus of wrecking the global trade system."

And in a recent conference in Brasilia (organised by Brazilian industry), no less a person than the Vice President of Brazil was highly critical of current economic policies and what he saw as dominance of finance capital at the cost of industrial capital.

India, the other part of the developing world in the new Quad, through its Finance Minister, has also said that India has offered to cut its industrial tariffs by 50%. 

The Indian policy makers appear to be placing their faith in the future of the country in software exports, and over time, commercial agriculture. On the latter it has never been clear how such an agricultural development, and an industrial sector prematurely exposed to import competition through low tariffs, would be able to find employment for about 500-600 million now engaged in rural wage labour or subsistence farms.

Even the Minister Mentor of Singapore Lee Kuan Yew, in delivering in New Delhi in November the Jawaharlal Nehru Memorial Lecture, cautioned Indians that India could never hope to become an economic power if it does not industrialize but rely on IT software and services.

At the 2004 World Bank's Annual Development Conference, Prof  Gerry Helleiner of the University of Toronto), suggested that "it is more important for the WTO and other rules systems to be broadly fair and acceptable, however long it may take to get them right, than to rush to further liberalization as interpreted by major economic powers.... If the current round of WTO negotiations fails it will not necessarily be, as some suggest, a disaster for development... If the Development Round fails, we shall have to try again."

(* Chakravarthi Raghavan, editor emeritus of SUNS has been following and monitoring the GATT and its successor since 1978.  A longer version of this article is in TWN Briefings for Hong Kong No. 4, available also at the TWN website).

-------------------------------

Announcements

· TODAY (17 December 2005): 2 - 4 pm

‘Review of the HK Ministerial: How will it end and what to do after?’ 

Organised by Third World Network

Venue: HK Convention and Exhibition Centre, NGO Centre, Room B
------------------------------
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