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የኢትዮጵያ ኢኮኖሚክስ ባሇሙያዎች ማህበር በተሇያዩ መስኮች ኢትዮጵያ ያሇችበትን ሁኔታ በመረዲት ዜጎች ጥርት 
ያሇ የጋራ ርዕይ እንዱኖራቸው ሇማስቻሌ ተከታታይ የውይይት መዴረክ ‹‹ርዕይ 2020›› በሚሌ ያዘጋጃሌ፡፡ በዚህ 
የውይይት መዴረክ ሊይ በተሇያዩ ሙያና የሥራ መስክ ዕውቅና ያሊቸው ኢትዮጵያውያን በተሰጣቸው ርዕሰ ጉዲይ ሊይ 
ጽሐፍ እያዘጋጁ ሇታዲሚዎች እንዱያቀርቡ ይዯረጋሌ፡፡ የሚዘጋጀው ጽሐፍ ‹‹ኢትዮጵያ አሁን ያሇችበት ሁኔታ 
ምንዴነው? በዚህ ሁኔታ ብትቀጥሌ በ2020 የት ትዯርሳሇች? እንዳት ሆኖስ ወዯፊት ሌናያት እንፈሌጋሇን? ይህን 
ርዕይ ሇማሳካት ከዛሬ ጀምሮ ከኢትዮጵያውያን ምን ማዴረግ ይጠበቃሌ?›› በሚለ ጭብጦች ዙሪያ ያተኮረ እንዱሆን 
ይዯረጋሌ፡፡ 
 

በዚህ መሠረት ‹‹¾¨<ß ”ÓÉ eUU’�� �“ MT� uኢትዮጵያ›› በሚሌ በተዘጋጀ ‹‹ርዕይ 2020›› 

የውይይት መዴረክ ሊይ በተጋባዥነት ጠቃሚ ጽሐፍ ያዘጋጁት አቶ Gw�S< �Åc Ÿ”ÓÉ“ ›=”Æe�] T>’>eቴ` 
�”Å²=G<U ›� ›T>” ›wÅL Ÿ›=�ÄåÁ ›=¢„T>¡e vKS<Á� TIu` ናቸው፡፡ ›� Gw�S< �Åc �“ ›� 

›T>” ›wÅL ሊቀረቡሌን ጽሐፍ እንዱዚሁም ከታዲሚዎች ሇተነሱ ጥያቄዎችና አስተያየቶች ሇሰጡት አጥጋቢ 
ማብራሪያ የኢትዮጵያ ኢኮኖሚክስ ባሇሙያዎች ማህበር ከፍተኛ ምስጋና ያቀርባሌ፡፡ 
 
u¨<ÃÃ~ ¨p� u›� Gw�S< �Åc �“ ›� ›T>” ›wÅL ጽሐፍ ሊይ ሙያዊ ትችት በመስጠት ውይይቱን 
ያዲበሩትንና ጥሌቀት የሰጡትን ›� TV �eSK›KU እ“ S”Ñh •Åc ሊበረከቱት ከፍተኛ አስተዋጽኦ ማህበራችን 
ምስጋና ያቀርባሌ፡፡ J„U ›� TV �eSK›KU �“ ›� S”Ñh �Åc unM Ák[u<�” ��� uèOõ Tp[w 

vKS�L�¨< ¾cÖ<� ›e}Á¾� u²=I èOõ ¨<eØ ›KS"}~” K›”vwÁ” KSÓKî �”¨ÇK”:: 

 

¾›� Gw�S< �Åc îOõ ¾¯KU ¾”ÓÉ }sU” U”’� �“ ¾›vM’� H>Å��” u´`´` Áw^^M:: 

u}ÚT]U ¾¯KU ¾”ÓÉ É`Ï� Y`¯�”' ›vM SJ” K=ÁeÑ‟¨< eKT>�K¨< ØpU“ Ñ<Ç� Ã²[´^M:: 

›=�ÄåÁU ¾¯KU ¾”ÓÉ }sU ›vM KSJ” �ÁÅ[Ñ� eLK¨< Ø[� �“ ¨Åò� U” TÉ[Ó �”ÇKv� �“ 

ÁK< ð�‡ G<’@��” Ã²[´^M:: èOó SW[�© î”cHdx� LÃ �“ ¾›KU ¾”ÓÉ Y`¯�“ ¾É`É` 

H>Å�” ¾T>Áw^^ eKJ’ K›”vu=Á” um Ó”³u? K=ÁeÚwØ �”ÅT>�M Ã�S“M:: 

 

¾›� ›T>” ›wÅL èOõ ¾›=¢„T> ›Ò`’� eUU’� �]"© ›S×Ø“ Ÿ¯KU ¾”ÓÉ É`Ï� QÓ Ò` 

eLK¨< ›KS××U �“ S××U eKTeðKÑ< Áw^^M:: u}ÚT]U ¾›=¢„T> ›Ò`’� eUU’� É`É` 

H>Å�”' ØpS<”“ Ñ<Ç~”' ›G<” ¾}Å[cu�” ¾É`É` Å[Í Á��M:: èOó ›Ñ^�”” u›=¢„T> ›Ò`’� 

eUU’�U J’ uK?KA� ¾¯KU ”ÓÉ É`Éa� ¨<eØ TK÷ ›Ãk_ �”ÅJ’ uSÓKî uT>kØK<� 2® ¯S� 

›=¢„T> ¨Å }hK Å[Í Ÿõ K=M �”ÅT>�M K²=IU S¨cÉ ¾T>Ñv�¨<” ¾þK=c= �`UÍ� uÓMî 

ÃÖlTM:: 

 

u²=I èOõ LÃ u�ÇT>� ¾k[u< ›e}Á¾�� �“ ØÁo� K’²=IU ¾}cÖ< Tw^]Á� u`°c Ñ<Ç¿ LÃ 

¾}hK Ó”³u? KSõÖ` ÖnT> J’¨< uSÑ‟��¨< �”ÇK< uSêN?~ ¨<eØ �”Ç="}~ }Å`ÕM:: 

 

የኢትዮጵያ ›=ኮኖሚክስ ባሇሙያዎች ማህበር የጽሐìን አቅራቢና ›e}Á¾� WÜ�” በዴጋሚ እያመሰገነ 
በውይይቱ የተገኙ ታዲሚዎች ሊሳዩት ንቁ ተሳትፎ ያሇውን አክብሮት ሇመግሇጽ ይወዲሌ፡፡  
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1. መግቢያ 

 
የዓሇም ንግዴ ዴርጅት (WTO) ን 
ያህሌ ዘርፈ ብዙና ውስብስብ ጉዲይ 
በእንዱህ ዓይነቱ በጊዜ በተገዯበ 
መዴረክ በሰፊው ሇመዲሰስ የሚቻሌ 
አይዯሇም፡፡ አብዛኛዎቹ የWTO 
የጓዲ ቋንቋዎች በንግዴ 
ተዯራዲሪዎች ካሌሆነ በስተቀር  
በላሊው ህብረተሰብ ዘንዴ የሚታወቁ 
አይዯለም፡፡ በመሆኑም በዚህ ጽሁፍ 
ስሇዓሇም ንግዴ ዴርጅት ታሪካዊ 
አመሠራረትና አወቃቀር፤ 
ስሇዴርጅቱ ዋና ዋና ተግባራት፤ 
ስሇሚያቅፋቸው ዋና አምድችና 
ስምምነቶች፤ ስሇ WTO የአባሌነት 
ዴርዴር ዯረጃዎችና ኢትዮጵያ 
ስሇምትገኝበት ሁኔታ፤ ከአባሌነት 
ሉገኙ ስሇሚችለ ጥቅሞችና ፈታኝ 
ሁኔታዎች፤ ወ.ዘ.ተ ሇውይይትና 
ቀጣይ ሥራ ሉሆን እንዯሚችሌ 
እሳቤ በመውሰዴ ጥቂት ጉዲዮችን 
ሇማቅረብ ተሞክሯሌ፡፡ 

 
1. የዓሇም ንግዴ ዴርጅት 

ታሪካዊ አመሠራረትና 
አወቃቀር 
 

የዓሇም ንግዴ ዴርጅት (WTO) 
ቀዯም ሲሌ እ.ኤ.አ ከ1947 ጀምሮ 
የተቋቋመውንና የታሪፍና የንግዴ 
አጠቃሊይ ስምምነት (GATT) 
በመባሌ የሚታወቀውን አካሌ 
በመተካት እ. ኤ. አ በ1995 ማረከሽ 
በተሰኘች የሞሮኮ ከተማ 
ተመሠረተ፡፡ በእርግጥ የዓሇም 
ባንክና የዓሇም የገንዘብ ዴርጅት 
እ.ኤ.አ በ1944 ሲመሰረቱ ላሊው 
ተጀምሮ ዲር ሳይዯርስ የቀረው 
ጉዲይ ንግደን በዓሇም አቀፍ ዯረጃ 
የሚመራ International Trade 
Organization (ITO) የተሰኘ ተቋም 
ማቋቋም እንዯነበር መረጃዎች 
ያስረዲለ፡፡ 

በዚያን ወቅት ITOን መመስረት 
ባይቻሌም ከብዙ ክርክር በሊ ሃያ 
ሶስት በሚሆኑ ሃገሮች መካከሌ 
የተፈረመውና ሇሃምሳ ዓመታት 
ያህሌ የንግዴ ዴርዴር ዋና መዴረክ 
ሆኖ ሲያገሇግሌ የቆየው GATT 
መፈጠሩ አይዘነጋም፡፡ እ.ኤ.አ 
ከ1947 እስከ 1994 ዴረስ በቆየው 
GATT ስምንት ያህሌ የንግዴ 
ዴርዴር ዙሮች የተካሄደ ሲሆን 
እነዚህም ዴርዴሮች ታሪፍና ታሪፍ 
ያሌሆኑ የንግዴ መሰናክልች 
እንዱቀነሱ ከፍተኛ አስተዋፅኦ 
አዴርገዋሌ፡፡ ከእነዚህ ስምንት ያህሌ 
የንግዴ ዴርዴር ዙሮች ሁለ በርካታ 
ጉዲዮች የተፈፀሙበትና በሊም 
ሇዓሇም ንግዴ ዴርጅት መወሇዴ 
ምክንያት የሆነው እ.ኤ.አ ከ1986 
እስከ 1994 የቆየው የኡራጓይ ዙር 
መሆኑም ይታወቃሌ፡፡  
 
WTO ከተፈጠረ በሊ የተጀመረውና 
በአሁኑ ጊዜ የምንገኝበት የንግዴ 
ዴርዴር ዙር 9ኛው ዙር ሲሆን 
የድሃ የንግዴ ዴርዴር (Doha 
Development Agenda/DDA) 
በመባሌ ይታወቃሌ፡፡ ይህ ስምምነት 
የተዯረሰው እ.ኤ.አ 2001 በኳታር 
ዋና ከተማ ድሃ ሊይ በተካሄዯው 
4ኛው የWTO የሚኒስትሮች ጉባዔ 
ነው፡፡ የድሃ ዳክሊሬሽን በዋናነት 
የሚታወቀው የሌማት ጉዲዮችን 
የዴርዴሩ እምብርት ማዴረጉ 
ሲሆን፤ በተሇይም በማዯግ ሊይ ሊለ 
ሃገሮች የሚዯረጉ የተሇያዩ 
አስተያየቶች (S & D) አንቀጾች 
አስገዲጅ፤ ግሌፅና ተግባራዊ ሉሆኑ 
በሚችሌ መሌኩ እንዱታዩ ወስኗሌ፡፡ 
ዳክሊሬሽኑ 21 የሚሆኑ የዴርዴር 
ርዕሰ ጉዲዮችን ከ50 በሊይ 
በሚዯርሱ አንቀጾች ከፋፍል 
አስቀምጧሌ፡፡ ዳክሊሬሽኑ በተሇያዩ 
ርዕሰ ጉዲዮች የሚዯረጉ ዴርዴሮች 
የሚጠናቀቁበትን የጊዜ ገዯብ 

አስቀምጦ የነበረ ቢሆንም 
አብዛኛዎቹ በተቀመጠው መሠረት 
ሳይጠናቀቁ ቀርተዋሌ፡፡            

 
የGATT ስምምነት በዋናነት 
በተፈበረኩ ምርቶች ሊይ ትኩረት 
ያዯረገ ሲሆን እንዯ ግብርና፤ 
አገሌግልትና የአእምዊ ንብረት 
ጉዲዮች በኡራጓይ ዙር ዴርዴር 
ሲካሄዴባቸው ቆይቶ ከWTO 
መመስረት ጀምሮ የስምምነቱ አካሌ 
እንዱሆኑ ተዯረገ፡፡ 
 
በአሁኑ ወቅት WTO 151 ያህሌ 
ሃገሮችን በአባሌነት ያቀፈ ሲሆን 95 
በመቶ በሊይ የሚሆነውን የዓሇም 
ንግዴ እንቅስቃሴ የሚፍን እንዯሆነ 
መረጃዎች ይገሌፃለ፡፡ በተባበሩት 
መንግስታት መስፈርት መሠረትም 
ከአባሌ ሃገራቱ መካከሌ 25ቱ 
በኢንደስትሪ የበሇፀጉ፤ 94 ያህለ 
በማዯግ ሊይ ያለና 32ቱ ዯግሞ 
በሌማት ወዯሊ የቀሩ ሃገሮች 
ናቸው፡፡  
 
በዴርጅቱ አወቃቀር መሠረት 
ከአባሌ ሃገራት የተውጣጣው 
የሚኒስትሮች ጉባዔ (Ministerial 
Conference) ዴርጅቱን በበሊይነት 
የሚመራ የመጨረሻው አካሌ ሲሆን 
በየሁሇት ዓመቱ አንዴ ጊዜ 
በመሰብሰብ ዋና ዋና ውሳኔዎችን 
ያስተሊሌፋሌ፡፡ WTO ከተመሠረተ 
ወዱህ 6 ያህሌ የሚኒስትሮች 
ጉባዔዎች የተካሄደ ሲሆን፤ 
እነርሱም፤ የመጀመሪያው 
በሲንጋፖር(1996) ፤ ሁሇተኛው 
በጄኔ(1998)፤ ሶስተኛው በሲያትሌ 
(1999)፤ አራተኛው በድሃ(2001)፤ 
አምስተኛው በካንኩን(2003)፤ 
ስዴስተኛውና የመጨረሻው በሆንግ 
ኮንግ(2005) የተካሄደት ናቸው፡፡ 
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በGATT ታሪክ የተካሄደት የንግዴ ዴርዴር ዙሮች 
 

ተ.ቁ ዓመት ቦታ/ስም ጉዲዮች ሃገሮች 
1 1947 ጄኔ ታሪፍ 23 
2 1949 አንሲ ታሪፍ 13 
3 1951 ቶርኩይ ታሪፍ 38 
4 1956 ጄኔ ታሪፍ 26 
5 1960-1961 ጄኔ(ዱልን) ታሪፍ 26 
6 1964-1967 ጄኔ(ኬነዱ) ታሪፍና አንቲ ዲምፒግ 62 
7 1973-1979 ጄኔ(ቶኪዮ) ታሪፍና ታሪፍ ያሌሆኑ 

መሰናክልች፤ማዕቀፎች 
102 

8 1986-1994 ጄኔ(ኡራይ) ታሪፍታሪፍና ታሪፍ ያሌሆኑ 
መሰናክልች፤አገሌግልት፤ 
አእምሯዊንብረት፤ግብርና፤የWTO 
መመስረት ወ.ዘ.ተ 

123 

ምንጭ፡ www.wto.org 
 
በዴርጅቱ ከሚኒስትሮች ጉባዔ 
ቀጥል ስሌጣን ያሇው አካሌ 
አጠቃሊይ ምክር ቤት(General 
Council) ሲሆን የተውጣጣውም 
አባሌ ሃገራት  በጄኔቫ 
ከሚመዯቧቸው አምባሳዯሮች 
ወይንም ቋሚ መሌዕክተኞች ነው፡፡ 
አጠቃሊይ ምክር ቤቱ በየጊዜው 
በሚያዯርጋቸው ስብሰባዎች የተሇያዩ 
ውሳኔዎችን ይሰጣሌ፡፡ ም/ቤቱ 
የአባሌ ሃገሮችን የንግዴ ፖሉሲ 
ገምጋሚ (Trade Policy Review) 
እንዱሁም ግጭቶችን የሚፈታ 
አካሌ (Dispute Settlement 
Body) በመሆንም ያገሇግሊሌ፡፡ ከዚህ 
በተዋረዴም ተጠሪነታቸው 
ሇአጠቃሊይ ም/ቤቱ የሆኑ 
የዕቃዎች፤ የአገሌግልቶችና 
የአእምሯዊ ንብረት ጥበቃ የተሰኙ 
ሶስት ካውንስልች ይገኛለ፡፡ 

 
በተጨማሪም በተሇያዩ ስምምነቶች 
ዙሪያ ማሇትም የአካባቢ ጥበቃን፤ 
የሌማት ጉዲዮችን፤ የአባሌነት 
ሂዯትን፤ የአካባቢያዊ የንግዴ 
ስምምነቶችን እና ላልች ጉዲዮችን 
የሚከታተለ በርካታ የሥራ 
ክፍልች፤ ኮሚቴዎችና ሌዩ ሌዩ 
የሥራ ቡዴኖች ተዋቅረው ይገኛለ፡፡  

 
የዓሇም ንግዴ ዴርጅት ጽ/ቤት 
ሴክሬታሪያት መቀመጫ ጄኔቫ 
ሲሆን በአሁኑ ወቅት ወዯ 630 
የሚዯርሱ ሠራተኞችን 
እንዯሚያቅፍ መረጃዎች 
ይጠቁማለ፡፡ የሴክሬታሪያቱ ዋና 
ተግባር የሚኒስትሮች ጉባዔንና በስሩ 
በየዯረጃው የተዋቀሩ የተሇያዩ 
አካሊትን በቴክኒክ መዯገፍ ነው፡፡                      

2. የዴርጅቱ አበይት ተግባራት 
 

የዓሇም ንግዴ ዴርጅት አጠቃሊይ 
ዓሊማ ታሪፍና ታሪፍ ያሌሆኑ 
መሰናክልችን በማስወገዴ ንግዴ 
በውዴዴር ሊይ ተመርኩዞ 
እንዱካሄዴ ማስቻሌ ነው፡፡ የዓሇም 
ንግዴ ዴርጅት፡- 
 በሃገሮች መካከሌ የሚካሄዯውን 

ዓሇም አቀፋዊ የንግዴ ህግ 
ያስተዲዴራሌ፤ 

 መንግስታት የንግዴ 
ስምምነቶችን የሚዯራዯሩነት 
መዴረክ ነው፤ 

 መንግስታት የንግዴ 
አሇመግባባቶችን የሚፈቱነት 
ቦታ ነው፤ 

 መንግስታት የአባሌ ሃገሮችን 
የንግዴ ፖሉሲዎች 
የሚገመግሙበት ሥርዓት 
ነው፤ 

 በማዯግ ሊይ ያለና በሌማት 
ወዯሊ የቀሩ አባሌ ሃገሮች 
ከዓሇም አቀፉ የንግዴ ሥርዓት 
ይበሌጥ ተጠቃሚ እንዱሆኑ 
የቴክኒክ ዴጋፎችን ይሰጣሌ፤ 
ሇዚህም ስኬታማነት ከላልች 
አሇማቀፋዊ ዴርጅቶች ጋር 
በጋራ ይሰራሌ፡፡ 
 

3. የዴርጅቱ ዋና ዋና 
ስምምነቶችና መሠረታዊ 
መርሆዎች 
 

የዓሇም ንግዴ ዴርጅት ስምምነቶች 
በርካታ ጉዲዮችን ማሇትም ግብርናን፤ 
የኢንደስትሪ ውጤቶችን፤ ባንኮችን፤ 
ቴላን፤ የመንግስት ግዢን፤ዯረጃና 

ጥራትን፤ የምግብ ጤንነትን፤ 
የአእምሯዊ ንብረት ጥበቃን፤ ወ.ዘ.ተ 
ያጠቃሌሊሌ፡፡  ስምምነቶቹን በሁሇት 
ትሊሌቅ ምዴቦች መክፈሌ የሚቻሌ 
ሲሆን መጠሪያቸውም Multilateral 
Trade Agreements እና 
Plurilateral Trade Agreements 
በመባሌ ይታወቃለ፡፡ የመጀመሪያዎቹ 
ስምምነቶች በሁለም አባሌ ሃገራት 
ሊይ ተፈፃሚ የሚሆኑ ሲሆኑ፤ 
በሁሇተኛው ምዴብ የተመሇከቱት ግን 
ስምምነቱን በፈቃዯኝነት በፈረሙ 
አባሊት ብቻ ተፈፃሚ የሚሆኑ 
ናቸው፡፡  
 
በMultilateral Trade Agreements 
ውስጥ ሶስቱ የዓሇም ንግዴ ዴርጅት 
ስምምነት ዓምድች የተጠቃሇለ 
ሲሆን እነርሱም፤ የዕቃዎች ንግዴ 
ስምምነት (Multilateral Agreement 
on Trade in Goods)፤ 
የአገሌግልቶች ንግዴ አጠቃሊይ 
ስምምነት(General Agreement on 
Trade in Services/GATS)፤ እና 
ንግዴ ነክ የአእምዊ ንብረት 
ስምምነት          (Agreement 
on Trade Related Aspects of 
Intellectual Property 
Rights/TRIPS)  ናቸው፡፡ ከፍ 
ሲሌም ሇማመሌከት እንዯተሞከረው 
እነዚህን ዋና ዋና ስምምነቶች 
ማንኛውም የWTO አባሌ ሃገር እንዯ 
አንዴ ማእቀፍ (Single 
Undertaking) የመቀበሌ ግዳታ 
አሇበት፡፡  

 
በWTO አሠራር በእነዚህ 
ስምምነቶች ሁለ ተግባራዊ የሚሆኑ 
የተሇያዩ መሠረታዊ መርሆዎች 
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ቢኖሩም ሇዚህ ጽሁፍ ሁሇቱ ዋና 
መሠረታዊ መርሆዎች ብቻ 
ቀርበዋሌ፡፡ የመጀመሪያው መርህ 
አዴልአዊነትን ማስወገዴ(Trade 
Without Discrimination) ሲሆን 
ይህም  አንዴ አባሌ ሃገር መግቢያ 
በር ሊይ ሇላሊው የሰጠውን ጥቅም 
ሇሁለም አባሌ ሃገራት በተመሣሣይ 
ሁኔታ ወዱያውኑ የመስጠት (MFN 
Treatment) ግዳታ እና አንዴ ዕቃ 
ወዯ አንዴ ሃገር ከገባ በሊ በገበያ 
ሊይ በሃገር ውስጥ ከተመረቱ 
ተመሣሣይ ዕቃዎች ጋር እኩሌ 
የመታየት (National Treatment) 
መብትን ያካትታሌ፡፡ ሁሇተኛው 
መርህ ዯግሞ የንግዴ ከባቢያዊ 
ሁኔታን አስተማማኝ ማዴረግ 
(Predictability) የተሰኘው ነው፡፡ 
ይህም እንዯመጀመሪያው ሁለ 
ሁሇት መገሇጫዎች አለት፤  
አስገዲጅ የታሪፍ ጣሪያ ማስቀመጥ 
(Binding) እና ግሌፅነት 
(Transparency) የተሰኙ፡፡ Binding 
ስንሌ አባሌ ሃገራት ሇንግዴ 
ሸሪኮቻቸው በዕቃዎች ሊይ 
የሰጧቸው የገበያ ዕዴልች በቀጣይ 
ዴርዴር ካሌሆነ በስተቀር ታሪፉ 
እንዯማይቀየር ግዳታ መግባት 
ሲሆን፤ Transparency   ዯግሞ 
አባሌ ሃገሮች በዓሇም አቀፍ ንግዴ 
ሊይ የሚከተሎቸውን ፖሉሲዎችና 
በየጊዜው የሚያወጧቸውን ህጎች 
ሇዴርጅቱ ጽ/ቤት በየጊዜው 
የማሳወቅና መረጃ የመስጠት 
ግዳታን ይመሇከታሌ፡፡  
 
በዴርጅቱ ስምምነቶች ውስጥ 
በመሌማት ሊይ ያለና በሌማት 
ወዯሊ የቀሩ አባሌ ሃገሮችን 
ተጠቃሚ የሚያዯርጉ የተሇያዩ 
አፈፃፀሞች (Special and 
Differential Treatments) ያገኛለ፡፡ 
የተወሰኑትን Kአብነት ሇመጥቀስ 
ያህሌ፤ የተባለት ሃገሮች 
የሚገቧቸው ግዳታዎች የኢኮኖሚ 
አቅማቸውን መሠረት ያዯረጉ 
እንዱሆኑ፤ በተሇይም በሌማት 
ወዯሊ የቀሩ አባሌ ሃገሮች 
ስምምነቶችን ሇመተግበር ተጨማሪ 
ጊዜ እንዱሰጣቸው፤ ሃገራቱ 
አቅማቸውን ሇማጎሌበት የስሌጠናና 
ላልች የቴክኒክ ዴጋፎች 
እንዱያገኙ፤Tዴረግ የሚለት 
ይገኙበታሌ፡፡ ከዚህ ቀጥል ስሇ 
ሦስቱ የWTO ዋና ምሰሶዎች 
ጥቂት እንበሌ፡፡                      

4.1 የዕቃዎች ንግዴ ስምምነት 
(Multilateral Agreement 
on Trade in Goods)  

 

WTO ሲመሰረት የቀዴሞው GATT 
ስምምነት የተሻሻሇ ሲሆን ይህም 
የዕቃዎች ንግዴ ስምምነት አብይ 
ጥሊ እንዱሆን ተዯረገ፡፡ በዚህ አብይ 
ጥሊ ሥርም የተሇያዩ ዘርፎችን 
የሚመሇከቱ (ምሳላ፡ ግብርና፤ 
ጨርቃጨርቅ) እንዱሁም የተሇያዩ 
ጉዲዮችን የሚዲስሱ (ምሳላ፡የሰው፣ 
የእነስሳትና የፅዋት ጤንነት፤ 
የምርት ዯረጃ፤ የዴጎማና አጸፋዊ 
እርምጃ አወሳሰዴ፤ ከጉዲት 
የመከሊከያ እርምጃ 
አወሳሰዴ፤የጉምሩክ ቀረጥ 
አወሳሰን፤ የገቢ ንግዴ ፈቃዴ 
አሰጣጥ፤ የመንግስት የንግዴ 
ዴርጅቶች አሰራር ወ.ዘ.ተ) 
ስምምነቶች በአባሪነት እንዱታቀፉ 
ተዯርሌ፡፡ 
 

ከሃገራችን ተጨባጭ ሁኔታ አንፃር 
ሲታይ የበሇጠ ትርጉም አሊቸው 
ተብሇው የታሰቡ የተወሰኑ 
ስምምነቶች ምንነት ብቻ በአጭሩ 
ከዚህ እንዯሚከተሇው ቀርበዋሌ፡፡ 
 

4.1.1 የግብርና ስምምነት 
(Agreement on Agriculture/AG) 
 

የግብርናው ዘርፍ ሇመጀመሪያ ጊዜ 
ዴርዴር የተዯረገበትና ስምምነት 
የተፈረመው  የታሪፍና የንግዴ 
አጠቃሊይ ስምምነት (GATT) 
የኡራጋይ ዙር የንግዴ ዴርዴር 
ማጠቃሇያ ሊይ በማራከሽ ነው፡፡ 
ስምምነቱ በሦስት ዋና ዋና አምድች 
(Pillars) የተከፋፈሇ ሲሆን 
እነርሱም የገበያ ዕዴሌ (Market 
Access)፣ የሀገር ውስጥ ዴጎማ 
(Domestic Support) እና የወጪ 
ንግዴ ዴጎማ (Export Subsidy) 
በመባሌ ይታወቃለ፡፡   
 
የገበያ ዕዴሌን (Market Access) 

በተመሇከተ፤ 

 በዚህ አምዴ ከቀረጥ ላሊ 
ይወሰደ የነበሩ ማናቸውም 
የንግዴ መሰናክልች ወዯ ቀረጥ 
እንዱሇወጡ(Tariffication) 
ወይም እንዱወገደ፣  

 በወቅቱ በሥራ ሊይ የነበረው 
ቀረጥ በሁለም አባሌ ሀገራት 
እንዱቀነስና ገዯብ እዱኖረው፣  

 ቀረጥ ያሌሆኑ እርምጃዎችን 
ወዯ ቀረጥ የቀየሩና የቀረጥ 
መጠናቸውንም የቀነሱ ሀገሮችን 
ካሌተጠበቀ ጉዲት ሇመከሊከሌ 
ይችለ ዘንዴ የተሇየ የመከሊከያ 
እርምጃ (Special Safeguard 
Provisions/SSG) መውሰዴ 
እንዱችለ፣    

 የቀረጥ አቀናነስን በተመሇከተ 
በአማካይ የበሇጸጉት ሀገሮች 
በስዴስት ዓመት ውስጥ 
የሚጠናቀቅ 36 በመቶ፣ 
በማዯግ ሊይ ያለት በ10 ዓመት 
ውስጥ የሚጠናቀቅ 24 በመቶ 
ቅናሽ እንዱያዯርጉ ሆኖ ቢያንስ 
የበሇጸጉት ሀገሮች በ15 በመቶ 
እና በማዯግ ሊይ ያለት 10 
በመቶ እንዱቀንሱ፣  

 በሌማት ወዯኋሊ የቀሩት 
ሀገሮች ግን ቀረጥ እንዱቀንሱ 
እንዯማይገዯደ፣ በስምምነቱ 
ተዯንግሌ፡፡ 

 

የሀገር ውስጥ ዴጎማን (Domestic 

Support) በተመሇከተ፤ 

 በኡራጓይ የንግዴ ዴርዴር ዙር 
አጠቃሊይ የግብርና ዴጎማ 
(Total Aggregate 
Measurement of Support) 
እንዱቀነስ ስምምነት ሊይ 
የተዯረሰ ሲሆን የበሇጸጉት 
ሀገሮች በ6 ዓመት ውስጥ 20 
በመቶ፣ በማዯግ ሊይ ያለት 
በ10 ዓመት ውሰጥ 13.3 
በመቶ እንዱቀንሱና በሌማት 
ወዯኋሊ የቀሩት ሀገሮች ግን 
ምንም ዓይነት ቅናሽ 
እንዲያዯርጉ ስምምነቱ 
ዯንግጓሌ፡፡  

 በዚህ አምዴ ሇግብርናው 
የሚሰጡ የዴጎማ ዓይነቶች 
በሦስት ሳጥኖች ማሇትም 
(Green, Blue and Amber 
Boxes) ተብሇው መከፈሊቸው፤  

 የመጀመሪያው “Green Box” 
የተባሇው ንግዴን የማያዛቡ 
ወይም አነስተኛ ተጽዕኖ 
ያሊቸውን የዴጎማ ዓይነቶች 
የሚይዝ ነው፡፡ ሀገሮች 
የሚሰጧቸውን እንዯዚህ ዓይነት 
ዴጋፎች እንዱቀንሱ 
አይገዯደም፡፡  

 
 የሚፈቀደት ዴጎማዎችም፤  
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- ሇምርምር፣  
- ሇበሽታ መቆጣጠሪያ፣  
- ሇሥሌጠና፣ ኤክሰቴንሽንና 

ምክር፣  
- ሇገበያ ማስፈፊያና መረጃ፣  
- ሇመሰረተ ሌማት፤ 
- በብሄራዊ ህግ የተዯነገገ 

በምግብ እራስን የመቻሌ 
ፕሮግራም፣  

- የምግብ እርዲታ፣  
- ሇተፈጥሮ አዯጋ መከሊከያ፣  
- ሇመዋቅር ሇውጥ 

ማስተካከያ፣  
የመሳሰለት ዴጋፎች ናቸው፡፡  
 

 ሁሇተኛው “Blue Box” 
የተባሇው ምርትን ሇመቀነስ 
ሲባሌ የሚዯረግ የቀጥታ ገንዘብ 
ክፍያን የሚመሇከት ሲሆን 
ግብርናንና የገጠር ሌማትን 
ሇማፋጠን በሚሌ ሇገበሬዎች 
የሚሰጥ የኢንቨስትመንት፣ 
የምርጥ ዘር የመሳሰለትን 
ዴጎማዎች የሚመሇከት ነው፡፡ 
ዴጋፉ ንግዴን በማዛባት ረገዴ 
ያሇው ሚና አነስተኛ እንዯሆነ 
ይታመናሌ፡፡ 

 ሦስተኛው “Amber Box” 
በመባሌ የሚታወቀው ሲሆን 
ከፍ ሲሌ ከተጠቀሱት ውጭ 
ያለትን ዴጎማዎች በሙለ 
ያካትታሌ፡፡ በዚህ ሥር 
የሚወዴቁ የዴጎማ ዓይነቶች 
ንግዴን በከፍተኛ ሁኔታ 
የሚያዛቡ በመሆናቸው 
እንዱቀንሱ ስምምነቱ 
ያስገዴዲሌ፡፡ሆኖም የበሇጸጉ 
ሃገሮች 5% እና በማዯግ ሊይ 
ያለት 10% ያህለን የዚህ 
ዓይነት ዴጎማ እንኳ  
እንዱቀንሱ አይገዯደም፡፡ 
በሌማት ወዯ ኋሊ የቀሩት 
ሃገሮች ግን የሚሰጧቸውን 
ዴጎማዎች በሙለ እንዱቀንሱ 
አይገዯደም፡፡ 

 
የወጪ ንግዴ ዴጎማን (Export 
Subsidy) በተመሇከተ፤ 

 የወጪ ንግዴ ዴጎማን 
በተመሇከተ ሀገሮች በሥራ ሊይ 
ያውለት የነበረውን መጠን 
ከዓመት ወዯ ዓመት እንዱቀንሱ 
ስምምነት ሊይ ተዯርሷሌ፡፡  

 የበሇጸጉት ሀገሮች የቀጥታ 
ዴጎማ በጀታቸውን በ6 ዓመት 
ውስጥ 36 በመቶ በዋጋ፤ 21 
በመቶ በመጠን፣ በማዯግ ሊይ 

ያለት ሀገሮች ዯግሞ በ10 
ዓመት ውስጥ በዋጋ 24 
በመቶና በመጠን 14 በመቶ 
እንዱቀንሱ ተስማምተዋሌ፡፡ 

 እንዱቀነሱ ስምምነት 
የተዯረሰባቸው የዚህ አምዴ 
ዴጎማዎች፡- ሇወጪ ንግዴ 
የሚዯረግ ቀጥታ የገንዘብ 
ክፍያ፣ ወዯ ውጭ ሀገር ገበያ 
ሇሚገቡ አዲዱስ ምርቶች 
የሚዯረግ ማበረታቻ፣ በሀገር 
ውስጥ በሥራ ሊይ ካሇው ዋጋ 
በታች ሇውጭ ገበያ እንዱውለ 
ሇማዴረግ ከመንግስት ክምችት 
የሚዯረግ ሽያጭ፣ ሇወጪ 
ንግዴ የሚዯረግ ቀጥታ የገንዘብ 
ክፍያ፣ የማርኬቲንግ ዋጋን 
ሇመቀነስ ሲባሌ ሇምርት 
አያያዝ፣ የምርትን ዯረጃ 
ሇማሳዯግ፣ ሇአመራረትና 
ሇዓሇም አቀፍ ማጓጓዣ 
የሚዯረግ ክፍያ፣ 

 በሀገር ውስጥ ካሇው 
የትራንስፖርት ዋጋ በተሻሇ 
ሁኔታ ወዯ ውጭ ሇሚሊኩ 
ምርቶች በመንግስት የሚቀርብ 
ማጓጓዣ፣ የሚለት ዋና 
ዋናዎቹ ናቸው፡፡ 

4.1.2. የሰው፣ የእንስሳትና የዕፅዋት 
ጤንነትን የመጠበቅ 
ስምምነት (Agreement on 
Sanitary & Phytosanitary 
Measures/SPS) 

 
ይህ ስምምነት በ7ኛው የቶክዮ 
የንግዴ ዴርዴር ዙር ወቅት 
ስምምነት የተዯረሰበት ጉዲይ 
ሲሆን፤ ስምምነቱ ከግብርና ጋር 
የተገናኘ ቢሆንም ከሚሰጠው 
ከፍተኛ ጠቀሜታ አኳያ ታይቶ 
እንዯገና በኡራጓይ ዙር በተዯረገው 
ዴርዴር ሇብቻው እንዱታይ 
ስምምነት ሊይ ተዯርሶ ህግ 
እንዱወጣሇት ተዯርጓሌ፡፡ 
 
ስምምነቱ አባሌ ሀገራት ዓሇምአቀፍ 
ንግዴን በማይገታ መሌኩ 
የሰዎችን፣ የእንስሳትንና የእጽዋትን 
ጤና እንዱሁም አካባቢንና ሀገርን 
ከጉዲት ሇመከሊከሌ የሚያስችለ 
የቴክኒክ ሬጉላሽኖችን በማውጣት 
የመከሊከያ እርምጃዎችን መውሰዴ 
እንዯሚችለ ይዯነግጋሌ፡፡ እነዚህ 
የሚወጡ የቴክኒክ ሬጉላሽኖች 
ወይም የመከሊከያ እርምጃዎች እንዯ 
ዓሇምአቀፍ የእንስሳት ጤና ዴርጅት 
(Organization Internationale 

des Epizotes/OIE)፣International 
Plant Protection Convention 
(IPPC) እና  የምግብ አዘገጃጀት 
ኮሚሽን (Codex Alimentarius 
Commission) መመሪያዎችንና 
ዯረጃዎችን የተከተለና ቢያንስ 
ዝቅተኛ የመከሊከሌ መስፈርቶችን 
ያሟለ ቢሆኑ እንዯሚመረጥ 
ተዯንግሌ፡፡ አንዴ አባሌ ሀገር 
የሚወስዲቸው እርምጃዎች ዝቅተኛ 
የመከሊከሌ መስፈርቶችን ያሟለ 
ከሆኑ ላሊው ሀገር በእኩሌነት ዯረጃ 
እንዱቀበሊቸው ስምምነቱ ይገሌፃሌ፡፡ 
በዚህ ስምምነት መሠረት አንዴ 
አባሌ ሀገር ከበሸታ ነጻ የሆነ 
አካባቢን/ቀጠናን ሇይቶ መከሇሌና 
ሇሚጠይቀው ሁለ በማስረጃ 
አስዯግፎ ማሳየት ይችሊሌ፡፡ 
ቀጠናዎቹን አስመሌክቶም ሆነ 
አጠቃሊይ ስምምነቱን በማስፈፀም 
ዙሪያ የተሇያዩ መረጃዎችን 
ሇሚጠይቁ የዴርጅቱ አባሌ ሀገራት 
መረጃ የሚሰጥበት ማዕከሌ 
(Enquiry Point) እና በየጊዜው 
የሚወሰደት እርምጃዎች ማሳወቂያ 
የሥራ ክፍሌ (Notification 
Authority) መሰየም አስፈሊጊዎች 
መሆናቸውም በስምምነቱ 
ተመሌክቷሌ፡፡  

 

4.1.3. ቴክኒካዊ የንግዴ መሰናክልች 
ስምምነት (Agreement on 
Technical Barriers to 
Trade/TBT) 

 
አባሌ ሀገራት ሰውን፣ እንስሳን፣ 
እጽዋትን፣ አካባቢንና ሀገርን፣ 
ወ.ዘ.ተ እንዱሁም አሳሳችና 
ጥራታቸውን ያሌጠበቁ ምርቶች 
ሉያዯርሱ ከሚችሎቸው የተሇያዩ 
ጉዲቶች ሇመከሊከሌ የሚረደ 
እርምጃዎችን መውሰዴ እንዯሚችለ 
ስምምነቱ ዯንግጓሌ፡፡ የሚወሰደት 
እርምጃዎች በሀገሮች መሀሌ ሌዩነት 
ማዴረግ እንዯላሇባቸው፣ 
ሇዓሇምአቀፍ ንግዴ እንቅፋት 
መፍጠር እንዯማይኖርባቸው፣ 
እርምጃዎች ግሌጽና በብሄራዊ ዯረጃ 
በሚታተም የየሃገሮች ጋዜጣዎች 
ሊይ መውጣት እንዲሇባቸው፣ 
ወዘተ.. አባሌ ሀገራት በዴርዴሩ 
ወቅት ስምምነት ሊይ ዯርሰዋሌ፡፡ 
የሚወጡት የቴክኒክ ሬጉላሽኖች፣ 
ዯረጃዎችና የኮንፎርሚቴ ÓUÑT 
ሂዯቶች እንዯ ISO ያለ ዓሇምአቀፍ 
ዴርጅቶች የሚያወጧቸውን 
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መመሪያዎች መሠረት በማዴረግ 
የተዘጋጁ እንዱሆኑ ስምምነቱ 
ያበረታታሌ፡፡ አንዴ አባሌ ሀገር 
የሚወስዲቸው እርምጃዎች ዝቅተኛ 
የመከሊከሌ መስፈርቶችን ያሟለ 
ከሆኑ ላሊው ሀገር በእኩሌነት ዯረጃ 
መቀበሌ እዲሇበት፤ የሚወጡትን 
የቴክኒክ ሬጉላሽኖች፣ ዯረጃዎችና 
የኮንፎርሚቲ ÓUÑT ሂዯቶችን 
የሚያስተባብር የበሊይ አካሌ 
ማቋቋም፤ የመረጃ ማዕከሌ 
(Enquiry Point) እና በሥራ ሊይ 
የዋለት የቴክኒክ ሬጉላሽኖች ወይም 
የተወሰደት እርምጃዎችን በየጊዜው 
ማሳወቂያ የሥራ ክፍሌ 
(Notification Authority) መሰየም፤ 
እንዯሚያስፈሌግ ስምምነቱ 
ይዯነግጋሌ፡፡ 
 
3.1.4 ከጉዲት የመከሊከያ እርምጃ 

አወሳሰዴ ስምምነት 
(Agreement on 
Safeguard /SG) 

    
የዚህ ስምምነት ዋና ዓሊማ አባሌ 
ሀገራት ባሌጠበቁት ሁኔታ ከፍተኛ 
መጠን ያሇው ምርት ወዯ ሀገራቸው 
ገብቶ በሀገር በቀሌ ኢንደስትሪዎች 
ሊይ ጉዲት በሚያዯርስበት ወቅት 
ተገቢ የሆነ የመከሊከያ እርምጃ 
መውሰዴ እንዱችለ ሇማዴረግ ነው፡፡  
 
አባሌ ሀገራት የተጠቀሰውን 
የመከሊከያ እርምጃ ሇመውሰዴ 
የሚከተለት ሁኔታዎች 
መሟሊታቸው መረጋገጥ 
ይኖርበታሌ፡፡ እነርሱም፤ 
o የገቢ ንግዴ በከፍተኛ ዯረጃ 

በመጠንም ሆነ በዋጋ 
ባሌተጠበቀ ሁኔታ መጨመሩ፣ 

o በሀገር ውሰጥ ተመሳሳይ ምርት 
በሚያመርቱ ኢንደስትሪዎች 
ሊይ ከፍተኛ ጉዲት (Serious 
injury) መዴረሱ ወይም ጉዲት 
የማዴረስ አዝማሚያ  (Threat 
of serious injury) መኖሩ፣ 

o የዯረሰው ወይም ሉዯርስ 
የሚችሇው ጉዲት በተጠቀሰው 
የገቢ ምርት ምክንያት መሆኑ፣ 

    የሚለት ናቸው፡፡ 
 

ሃገሮች የመከሊከያ እርምጃ 
ሇመውሰዴ ጉዲቱ ሇመዴረሱ ወይም 
ሉዯረስ ሇመሆኑ በጥናት ማረጋገጥ 
አሇባቸው፤ ሆኖም ጥናቱ 
እስኪጠናቀቅ ዴረስ ጊዚያዊ 
የመከሊከያ እርምጃ መውሰዴ 

ይቻሊሌ፡፡ የተወሰዯው ወይም 
የሚወሰዯው እርምጃ ዋና ዓሊማ 
ጉዲቱን ሇማካካስ ብቻ መሆን 
ይኖርበታሌ፡፡ እርምጃውም ቀረጥ 
በመጣሌ ወይም የገቢ ንግደን 
መጠን በኮታ በመገዯብ መሌክ 
ሉወሰዴ ይችሊሌ፡፡ የሚወሰዯው 
እርምጃ የሚቆየው ቢበዛ አራት 
ዓመት ሲሆን እንዯ አስፈሊጊነቱ 
ሉራዘም ይችሊሌ፡፡ ሆኖም 
በጠቅሊሊው ከስምንት ዓመት 
መብሇጥ እንዯላሇበት ተዯንግጓሌ፡፡ 
አባሌ ሀገራት ይህን እርምጃ 
ሇመውሰዴ ሇተጎጂው ሀገር ማካካሻ 
መስጠት ማሇትም በምርቱ ፋንታ 
በላሊ ምርት ሊይ የቀረጥ ቅነሳ 
ማዴረግ አሇባቸው፡፡ 
 

3.1.5 የጉምሩክ ቀረጥ ትመና 
(Agreement on Customs 
Valuation/CVA) 

 

ይህ ስምምነት ሇመጀመሪያ ጊዜ 
ዴርዴር የተዯረገበት እ.ኤ.አ. 1979 
ቶኪዮ ሊይ በተካሄዯው 7ኛው ዙር 
ነው፡፡ ስያሜውም የTokyo Round 
Valuation Code በመባሌ ይታወቅ 
ነበር፡፡ በዴርዴሩም መጨረሻ 
በሌውውጥ ዋጋ (transaction 
value) ሊይ የተመሠረተ ስምምነት 
ሉፈረም ችሎሌ፡፡ በዚህ ስምምነት 
የጉምሩክ ዋጋ ትመና የሚካሄዯው 
ወቅታዊ የንግዴ ሌውውጥ 
ሁኔታዎችን ከግምት ውስጥ 
በማስገባትና ሇገቢ ምርት 
በሚከፈሇው ወይም ሉከፈሌ 
በሚችሇው ትክክሇኛ ዋጋ (the 
Price Actually Paid or 
Payable) ሊይ በመመስረት ሲሆን 
ከ40 በሊይ የሚሆኑ ሀገሮች 
ስምምነቱን ፈርመው እሰከ ኡራጓይ 
ዙር ዴረስ ሲሠራበት ቆይቷሌ፡፡  
 
እ.ኤ.አ. በ1994 የተፈረመው 
የWTO የጉምሩክ ዋጋ ትመና 
ስምምነት ከቶኪዮ ዙር ቫለዌሽን 
ኮዴ ጋር ተመሳሳይ ሲሆን በገቢ 
ምርት ሊይ የሚጣሇው ቀረጥ በAd 
Valorem Duties መሠረት ተሰሌቶ 
የሚከናወን ነው፡፡ 
 
የጉምሩክ ዋጋ ትመና (Customs 
Valuation) በገቢ ምርት ሊይ ቀረጥ 
ሇመጣሌ ሲባሌ በገቢ ምርቱ 
ትክክሇኛ ዋጋ ሊይ Actual Value 
እና ወይንም በመጠንና ክብዯት 
(volume/weight) ሊይ ወይንም 
በሁሇቱም ሊይ በመመርኮዝ 

የሚዯረግ የስላት አሠራር ነው፡፡ 
የሌውውጥ ዋጋን (Transaction 
value) ጨምሮ ስዴስት ዓይነት 
የጉምሩክ ዋጋ ትመና ዘዳዎች 
በስምምነቱ የተካተቱ ሲሆን በመረጃ 
አሇመኖር ምክንያት በአንደ ዘዳ 
ካሌተቻሇ በላሊው ተከታታይ 
ዘዳዎች የዋጋ ትመና ማካሄዴ 
እንዯሚቻሌ ስምምነቱ ይገሌፃሌ፡፡ 
እነዚህ ስዴስት ዘዳዎች፣ 
Transaction Value፣ 
Transaction Value  of Identical 
Goods፣ Transaction Value of 
Similar Goods፣ Deductive 
Method፣ Computed Method 
እና Fall-back Method በመባሌ 
የሚታወቁ ናቸው፡፡ 

 
የWTO ጉምሩክ የዋጋ ትመና 
ስምምነት የአስመጪዎችን መብት 
ሇመጠበቅ የሚያስችለ አንቀጾችን 
አስቀምጧሌ፡፡ የእነዚህ አንቀጾች ዋና 
ዓሊማ በጉምሩክ አሠራር ውስጥ 
ግሌፅነትና ተጠያቂነትን ሇማስፈን 
የታሇመ ሲሆን በዚሁ መሠረት 
የአስመጪዎችን ምስጢራዊ 
መረጃዎችን መጠበቅ፣ በፅሁፍ 
መረጃ መስጠት፣ ቅሬታቸውን 
እንዱገሌጹ ሇማዴረግ ሁኔታዎችን 
ማመቻቸት ከጉምሩክ የሚጠበቁ 
ግዳታዎች ናቸው፡፡  

 
3.2 የአገሌግልት ንግዴ አጠቃሊይ 

ስምምነት (GATS) 
 

የGATS ስምምነት ዓሊማ አገራት 
ቀጣይነት በሚኖራቸው የዴርዴር 
ዙሮች የአገሌግልት ዘርፎችን ዯረጃ 
በዯረጃ ሇውጭ አገሌግልት 
አቅራቢዎች ክፍት እንዱያዯርጉ 
ማበረታታት ነው፡፡ 
 
በስምምነቱ ውስጥ በተቻሇ መጠን 
ሁለም የአገሌግልት ዘርፎች 
እንዱካተቱ ቢዯረግም፣ ሇንግዴ 
ወይም ሇትርፍ ዓሊማና ከላልች 
አገሌግልት አቅራቢዎች ጋር 
ሇመወዲዯር በታሇመ መንገዴ 
የማይካሄደ አገሌግልቶች 
በስምምነቱ ውስጥ እንዲይታቀፉ 
ተዯርጓሌ፡፡ እነዚህም በአብዛኛው 
በመንግሥት የሚካሄደ ሆነው 
የብሔራዊ ባንክ አገሌግልት፣ 
የማህበራዊ ዋስትና አገሌግልትና 
የመሳሰለትን የሚያካትቱ ናቸው፡፡ 
ከእነዚህ ውጭ በአየር ትራንስፖርት 
አገሌግልት ሥር የሚወዴቀው 
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የአየር ትራፊክ መብት (air traffic 
rights) የቺካጏ ኮንቬንሽን በመባሌ 
በሚታወቀው “International Air 
Services Transit Agreement” 
ውስጥ በተዘረዘሩና በአብዛኛው 
ከብሔራዊ ዯህንነት ጋር ከተቆራኙ 
ጉዲዮች ጋር የተያያዘ በመሆኑ 
ሇጊዜው ከስምምነቱ እንዱወጣ 
ተዯርጓሌ፡፡ 
 
በዓሇም ንግዴ ዴርጅት አመዲዯብ 
መሠረት የአገሌግልት ንግዴ በ12 
ዋና ዋና ዘርፎችና ወዯ 16ዏ 
በሚዯርሱ ንዐሳን ዘርፎች 
የተከፋፈሇ ሲሆን፣  
 
ዋና ዋና ዘርፎቹም፡- 

 
1. የቢዝነስ አገሌግልት 
2. የመገናኛ አገሌግልት 
3. የኮንስትራክሽንና መሰሌ 

የኢንጅነሪንግ አገሌግልት 
4. የማከፋፈሌ አገሌግልት 
5. የትምህርት አገሌግልት 
6. የጤናና መሰሌ ማኀበራዊ 

አገሌግልት 
7. የአካባቢ ንፅህና አጠባበቅ 

አገሌግልት 
8. የፋይናንሽያሌ አገሌግልት 
9. የቱሪዝምና ጉዞ ነክ 

አገሌግልት 
10. የመዝናኛ፣ ባህሌና ስፖርት 

አገሌግልት 
11. የትራንስፖርት አገሌግልት 
12. ከሊይ ከተዘረዘሩት ውጪ 

ያለ አገሌግልቶች ናቸው፡፡ 
 

ከሊይ በተዘረዘሩት 12 ዋና ዘርፎች 
ውስጥ የተካተቱት 16ዏ የሚዯርሱ 
ንዐሳን የአገሌግልት ዓይነቶችም 
በአራት ዘዳዎች፡  
 ከአንደ አገር ወዯ ላሊው 

ዴንበር እያቋረጡ የሚሰጡ 
አገሌግልቶች (Cross-border 
Supply of Services: 
Mode1) ሇምሣላ፡ 
ቴላኮሙኒኬሽንና የፖስታ 
አገሌግልት፣ 

 አገሌግልት ፈሊጊው ወዯ ላሊ 
አገር በመሄዴ የሚያገኛቸው 
አገሌግልቶች (Consumption 
Abroad: Mode 2) ሇምሳላ፡ 
የቱሪዝም አገሌግልት፣ 

 አገሌግልት አቅራቢው ኩባንያ 
የአገሌግልት ንግደን በላሊ 
አገር ውስጥ ቅርንጫፍ 
በመክፈት የሚሰጥ አገሌግልት 

(Commercial Presence: 
Mode 3) ሇምሣላ፡ የባንክ 
አገሌግልት፤ 

 በላሊው አገር በአካሌ በመገኘት 
በጊዜያዊ ቆይታ የሚሰጡ 
አገሌግልቶች (Temporary 
Movements of Natural 
Persons: Mode 4) ሇምሣላ፡ 
የሂሳብና የሕክምና 
አገሌግልቶች፤ ሉቀርቡ ወይንም 
ሉሰጡ እንዯሚችለ ስምምነቱ 
ይገሌፃሌ፡፡  
 

የአገሌግልት ንግዴን አስመሌክቶ 
የዓሇም ንግዴ ዴርጅት አባሊት 
ሁሇት ዓይነት ግዳታዎች 
አለባቸው፡፡ እነዚህም፡- 
 ስምምነቱ በሚያቅፋቸው 
በሁለም የአገሌግልት ዓይነቶች ሊይ 
ተፈፃሚ የሚሆኑ ግዳታዎች 
(Unconditional General 
Obligations) ሲሆኑ፣ ሇአንዴ አገር 
የተሰጠ ጥቅም ሇሁለም አባሊት 
ወዱያውኑ መተሊሇፍ (MFN 
Treatment)፣ አባሌ አገራት 
የአገሌግልት አሰጣጥን አስመሌክቶ 
የሚያወጧቸው ዯንቦችና 
መመሪያዎች በግሌጽ እንዱታወቁና 
በተፈሇገ ጊዜ መረጃዎች በአግባቡ 
እንዱገኙ (Transparency)፣ 
የአገሌግልት አሰጣጥን አስመሌክቶ 
የሚወጡ ዯንቦችና መመሪያዎች 
አሳማኝ የሆኑና ያሇአዴሌዎ 
የሚፈፀሙ እንዱሆኑ የሚለ 
ግዳታዎች በዚህ ምዴብ ውስጥ 
የሚወዴቁ ናቸው፡፡ 
 አባሌ አገራቱ ሇውጭ 

አገሌግልት አቅራቢዎች ክፍት 
ሇማዴረግ የተስማሙባቸውና 
አፈጻፀማቸውን አስመሌክቶ 
በዝርዝር ሰንጠረዥ 
ያስቀመጧቸውን አገሌግልቶች 
ብቻ የተመሇከቱ ግዳታዎች 
(Conditional General 
Obligation) ናቸው፡፡ 

  
አባሌ አገራት ሇውጭ 
አገሌግልት አቅራቢዎች ክፍት 
ያዯረጓቸውንና ቃሌ 
የገቡባቸውን አገሌግልቶች 
ዝርዝር ሠንጠረዥ (Schedule 
of Commitments) በማዘጋጀት 
ሇዴርጅቱ ጽ/ቤት ማቅረብ 
ይጠበቅባቸዋሌ፡፡ በዚህ 
ሠንጠረዥ ውስጥ ቃሌ የተገቡ 
አገሌግልቶች በሁሇት ዓይነት 

መንገዴ ተዘርዝረው 
ይቀመጣለ፡፡ እነርሱም፡- 

 በሠንጠረዡ ውሰጥ ሇተዘረዘሩት 
ሁለም አገሌግልት ዓይነቶች 
ገዯብ የሚሆኑ (Horizontal 
Commitments)፣ በሰንጠረዥ 
ውስጥ ሇሁለም አገሌግልት 
የሚሆኑ ገዯቦች 
የሚሰፍሩባቸው ክፍሌ መኖር 
ዋነኛ ምክንያት  አገሌግልቶች 
በሚሰጥባቸው መንገድች 
የሚኖረውን የገዯብ ዓይነቶች 
ዴግግሞሽ ሇማስቀረት ታስቦ 
የተቀረፀ ክፍሌ ነው፡፡ 

 በእያንዲንደ የአገሌግልት 
ዓይነት ሊይ ተፈፃሚ የሚሆኑ 
ገዯቦች (Sector-specific 
commitments) ናቸው፡፡ 
 

በአራቱ የአገሌግልት አሰጣጥ 
ዘዳዎች (Modes) የአገሌግልት 
ዓይነቶች ሊይ የተገባውን ቃሌና 
አገሌግልቱን ሇማቅረብ 
የሚጣለ ገዯቦች (limitations) 
እንዱሁም MFN Exemptions 
በዝርዝር የሚቀርቡበት ነው፡፡ 
በውጭ አቅራቢዎች የሚሰጡ 
አገሌግልቶች ሁሇት ዓይነት 
ገዯቦች ሉጣለባቸው ይችሊሌ፡-  

 አገሌግልቱ ወይም አገሌግልት 
አቅራቢው ወዯ አገር ውስጥ 
ገበያ ሲገባ የሚጣሌበት ገዯብ 
(Market Access limitations) 
እና 

 ከአገር ውስጥ አገሌግልት 
አቅራቢዎች ጋር በማነፃፀር 
የሚጣሌ ገዯብ (National 
Treatment Limitations)  

 
የመጀመሪያው የገበያ ገዯብ በስዴስት 
መንገዴ የሚገሇፅ ነው፡፡ እነርሱም፡- 
 
 የአገሌግልት አቅራቢዎችን 

ቁጥር መገዯብ፣ 
 የአጠቃሊይ የአገሌግልቱን 

እንቅስቃሴ ዋጋ (Value of 
Transactions) መገዯብ፣ 

 የአገሌግልቱን መጠን (Output) 
መገዯብ፣ 

 በአገሌግልቱ ውሰጥ የሚቀጠሩ 
ሰዎችን ቁጥር መገዯብ፣ 

 አገሌግልቱ ከአገር ውስጥ 
አቅራቢዎች ጋር በሽርክና 
(Joint Venture) ብቻ እንዱሰጥ 
መገዯብ፣ 

 አገሌግልቱን ሇመስጠት ከውጭ 
ወዯ አገር ውስጥ የሚገባውን 
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የገንዘብ መጠን መገዯብ፣ 
ናቸው፡፡ 

 
በሁሇተኛው የገዯብ ዓይነቶች ውስጥ 
ከሚካተቱት ጥቂቶቹን ሇመጥቀስ፡- 
 
 የውጭ አገሌግልት 

አቅራቢዎችን የዴጏማና ገንዘብ 
ዴጋፍ አሰጣጥን 
(Discriminatory Subsidies 
and other financial 
Measures) መገዯብ፣ 

 የአገሌግልቱ አቅራቢዎችን 
የዜግነት አሰጣጥ (Nationality 
requirements) መገዯብ፣ 

 ሇውጭ አገሌግልት አቅራቢዎች 
የመኖሪያ ቦታ አሰጣጥ 
(Residency Requirements) 
መገዯብ፣ 

 የፈቃዴ፣ ምዝገባና ብቃት 
መሇኪያ ሰርተፊኬት አሰጣጥ 
(Licensing, registration and 
qualifications requirements) 
መገዯብ፣ 

 የቴክኖልጂ ሽግግርና ስሌጠና 
አሰጣጥ (Technology 
transfer/training 
requirements) መገዯብ፣ 

 የአገር ውስጥ ግብዓቶችን 
አጠቃቀም (Local content 
requirements) መገዯብ፣  

 የአገሌግልት አቅራቢዎችን 
የንብረትና መሬት ባሇቤትነት 
(Ownership of 
Property/Land) መገዯብ፣ 
ወዘተ  

 
የሚለና ላልችም ገዯቦች አባሌ 
አገራቱ እንዱያስቀምጡ 
የአገሌግልት ንግዴ ስምምነት 
ይፈቅዲሌ፡፡ 
 
የአገሌግልት ንግዴ ስምምነት አባሌ 
አገራት በሚፈሌጓቸው አገሌግልት 
ዓይነቶች ሊይ ብቻ ቃሌ እንዱገቡ፣ 
በጣም ውሱን ወይም ጥቂት 
ዘርፎችን(Fewer sectors) ብቻ 
ሇውጭ አገሌግልት አቅራቢዎች 
እንዱከፍቱ እንዱሁም የሌማት 
ዯረጃቸውን ባገናዘበ መሌኩ ጥቂት 
በሚሆኑ የአገሌግልት 
እንቅስቅሴዎች (Fewer types of 
transactions) ብቻ ሊይ እንዱወሰኑ 
አንቀጽ 19 አጽንኦት ይሰጣሌ፡፡ 
 

4.3. ንግዴ ነክ የአዕምሯዊ ንብረት 
ጥበቃ ስምምነቶች (TRIPS) 
 
TRIPS በዓሇም ንግዴ ዴርጅት 
ከተካተቱት ሦስት ዋና ዋና 
ስምምነቶች አንደ ሲሆን፤ እ.ኤ.አ. 
ከ1995 ዓ.ም. ጀምሮ ሥራ ሊይ 
እንዱውሌ ተዯርጓሌ፡፡ የTRIPS 
ስምምነት  የተመሠረተው በፓሪስ፣ 
በርK=ን እና ሮም ኮንቬንሽኖች 
እንዱሁም ዋሽንግተን ትሪይቲ ሊይ 
ነው፡፡ በተሇይም ፓሪስና በርK=ን 
ኮንቬንሽኖች ውስጥ የነበሩት 
አንቀጾች ከሞሊ ጎዯሌ እንዲለ 
በTRIPS ስምምነት ውስጥ 
እንዱካተቱ ተዯርጓሌ፡፡ የTRIPS 
ስምምነት ቀዯም ብል ከነበሩት 
የተሇያዩ ኮንቬንሽኖች ጋር ሲነፃጸር 
በተሻሇ መሌኩ ንግዴ ነክ 
የአእምሯዊ ንብረቶችን ማስጠበቅ 
የቻሇ ስምምነት ነው፡፡ ምክንያቱም፣ 
 
 የንግዴ አሇመግባባቶች 

የሚፈቱበት ሥርዓት በመያዙ፣ 
 በብሔራዊ ዯረጃ የአእምሯዊ 

ንብረት ጥበቃ እንዳት 
ተግባራዊ መሆን እንዯሚችሌ 
በስምምነቱ ውስጥ በመገሇጹ 
እና 

 አዲዱስ የቴክኖልጂ ግኝቶች 
ሇምሳላ የኮምፒውተር 
ቴክኖልጂ ጥበቃን በተመሇከተ 
በስምምነቱ ውስጥ እንዱካተቱ 
በመዯረጉ የሚለት ዋና 
ዋናዎቹ የጥንካሬ ምሌክቶች 
ናቸው፡፡ 

በTRIPS ስምምነት መሠረት 
አገሮች በስምምነት ከተቀበለት 
የጥበቃ ጊዜ በታች ማዴረግ 
የማይችለ ሲሆን በስምምነቱ 
ከተጠቀሱት የጥበቃ ጊዜ በሊይ 
ግን ሇፈጠራ ሥራዎች የጥበቃ 
ጊዜ መስጠት እንዯሚችለ 
ስምምነቱ ይዯነግጋሌ፡፡ የTRIPS 
ስምምነት የሚከተለት ዓሊማዎች 
አለት፡፡ እነርሱም፡- 

 
 የፈጠራ ሰዎች ሇዯከሙበት 

የፈጠራ ሥራ ተገቢውን ዋጋ 
እንዱያገኙ ምቹ ሁኔታዎችን 
በመፍጠር የፈጠራ ሥራዎች 
እንዱስፋፉ ሇማስቻሌ፣ 

 ሇፈጠራ ሥራዎች ተገቢውን 
ጥበቃ በማዴረግ የቴክኖልጂ 
ሽግግርን ሇማበረታታት እና 

 በዓሇም አቀፍ ንግዴ ፍሰት 
ሊይ የሚከሰቱትን 

መሰናክልች ሇመቀነስ 
የሚለት ዋና ዋናዎቹ 
ናቸው፡፡ 

 
ንግዴ ነክ የአእምሯዊ ንብረት 
ስምምነት የሚይዛቸው ጉዲዮች 
Copyrights & Related Rights 
እና Industrial Property በመባሌ 
በሁሇት አበይት ምዴቦች የሚከፈለ 
ሲሆን በዝርዝር ሲታዩ 
የሚከተሇውን ይመስሊለ፡፡  
 
(1). ኮፒራይት (Copyright)፡ 
የTRIPS ስምምነት ከያዛቸው 
ጉዲዮች መካከሌ አንደ ሲሆን 
የዯራሲያንንና የአርቲስቶችን 
የፈጠራ ውጤት የባሇቤትነት መብት 
የሚያስጠብቅ ነው፡፡ በኮፒራይት 
የሚጠበቁት የፈጠራ ውጤቶች 
ሙዚቃ፣ መጽሏፍ፣ ፊሌም፣ 
ኮምፒውተር ሶፍትዌር የመሳሰለት 
ናቸው፡፡  የኮፒራይት መብት 
ሇፈጠራ ውጤትነት ዕውቅና 
የሚሰጠው ሇሃሳቦች (Ideas) እና 
አሠራሮች (Procedures) ወዘተ 
ሳይሆን የፈጠራው ባሇቤት እነዚህን 
ሃሳቦችና አሠራሮች በተጨባጭ 
በጽሁፍ፣ በፊሌም ወዘተ መሌክ 
ካቀረበ ብቻ ነው፡፡ ይህም ማሇትም 
የሚጠበቀው Idea ሳይሆን 
Expression of Idea መሆኑ 
በስምምነቱ ውስጥ ተመሌክቷሌ፡፡ 
  
በኮፒራይት የባሇቤትነት መብት 
ጥበቃ የሚዯረግሊቸው የፈጠራ 
ውጤቶች ያሇ ፈጠራ ባሇቤቱ ፈቃዴ 
አባዝቶ መሸጥ፣ ውጤቶቹንም 
በካሴት ወይም በሲዱ ቀዴቶ መሸጥ 
የተከሇከሇ ነው፡፡ ሆኖም የፈጠራ 
ውጤቶቹ ሇምርምር፣ ሇትምህር፣ 
ሇአስተያየት እና ሇዜና ዝግጅት 
ጥቅም ሊይ የሚውሌ ከሆነ የፈጠራ 
ውጤቶቹን ያሇ ፈጠራ ባሇቤቱ 
ፈቃዴ መጠቀም እንዯሚቻሌ 
ስምምነቱ ይዯነግጋሌ፡፡  በኮፒራይት 
መብት ጥበቃ የሚዯረግሊቸው 
የፈጠራ ውጤቶች እንዯላልቹ 
የTRIPS ጉዲዮች (ሇምሳላ ንግዴ 
ምሌክት) በሚመሇከተው 
የመንግሥት አካሌ ምዝገባ ማካሄዴ 
ሳያስፈሌግ የፈጠራ ውጤቱ ይፋ 
ከሆነበት ቀን ጀምሮ ጥበቃ 
እንዯሚዯረግሇት ስምምነቱ ያዛሌ፡፡ 
በኮፒራይት የባሇቤትነት መብት 
የፈጠራ ባሇቤቱ ህይወቱን ሙለ 
የፈጠራው ተጠቃሚ እንዱሆን 
ከመዯንገጉም በሊይ ባሇመብቱም 
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ከሞተ በኋሊ የባሇመብቱ ህጋዊ 
ወራሾች ሇ50 ዓመታት ያህሌ 
የፈጠራው ተጠቃሚ እንዱሆኑ 
በስምምነቱ ተዯንግጓሌ፡፡  

 
(2). ከኮፒራይት ጋር ግንኙነት 
ያሊቸው መብቶች (Related 
Rights)፡ ሦስት ጉዲዮችን ማሇትም 
የፊሌም ትዎናዎችን ወይም 
ዘፈኖችን፣ የሙዚቃ 
አቀነባባሪዎችንና የዜና አስተሊሊፊ 
ዴርጅቶችን መብቶች የሚመሇከቱ 
ናቸው፡፡ ከኮፒራይት ጋር ግንኙነት 
ያሊቸው መብቶች ባሇቤቶች የጥበቃ 
መብት ሇማግኘት ምንም ዓይነት 
ምዝገባ ማካሄዴ አያስፈሌጋቸውም፡፡ 
ተዋናዮች ወይም ዘፋኞች እና 
የሙዚቃ አቀነባባሪዎች ሇ50 
ዓመታት እንዱሁም የዜና 
አስተሊሊፊ ዴርጅቶች ሇ20 ዓመታት 
ጥበቃ እንዯሚዯረግሊቸው 
በስምምነቱ ውስጥ ተጠቅሷሌ፡፡  
 
(3). የንግዴ ምሌክቶች 
(Trademarks)፡ በTRIPS ስምምነት 
አንቀጽ 15 ሥር በተገሇጸው 
መሠረት የንግዴ ምሌክት ማሇትም 
ማንኛውም ምሌክት ወይም 
የምሌክቶች ኀብር ሆኖ የአንዴ 
ዴርጅትን ምርቶች ወይም 
አገሌግልቶች ከላሊ ዴርጅት 
ምርቶች ወይም አገሌግልቶች 
የመሇየት አቅም ያሇው ማንኛውም 
ምሌክት መሆኑ ተመሌክቷሌ፡፡ 
የሰው ስሞች፣ ፊዯልች፣ ቁጥሮች 
የተሇያዩ ምስልች እንዱሁም 
የተሇያዩ የቀሇም ቅንብሮች እንዯ 
ንግዴ ምሌክትነት ሉያገሇግለና 
ሉመዘገቡ እንዯሚችለ በስምምነቱ 
ተጠቅሷሌ፡፡  

 
የንግዴ ምሌክቶች የአንዴን ዴርጅት 
ምርቶች ወይም አገሌግልቶች ከላሊ 
ዴርጅት ምርቶች ወይም 
አገሌግልቶች የመሇየትና ገበያን 
የማስፋፋት ተግባራትን 
ይጫዎታለ፡፡ በስምምነቱ መሠረት 
አንዴ የንግዴ ምሌክት ሇ7 
ተከታታይ ዓመታት ጥበቃ 
የሚዯረግሇት ሲሆን ከ7 ዓመት 
በኋሊም ሇምሌክቶቹ እዴሳት 
በማዴረግ ምሌክቶቹን ሇሁሌጊዜ 
መጠቀም እንዯሚቻሌ ነው፡፡ የንግዴ 
ምሌክቶች ተመዝግበው ሇ3 
ተከታታይ ዓመታት ያሇበቂ 
ምክንያት በሥራ ሊይ ካሌዋለ 
እንዯሚሰረዙ ስምምነቱ ይዯነግጋሌ፡፡ 

 (4). በአካባቢ ስሞች የሚጠበቁ 
የንግዴ ምሌከቶች (Geographical 
Indications)፡ በTRIPS ስምምነት 
ከተካተቱት ጉዲዮች መካከሌ አንደ 
ነው፡፡ እነዚህ ምሌክቶች የአንዴን 
አካባቢ ምርቶች ከላሊ አካባቢ 
ምርቶች ሇመሇየት የሚያገሇግለ 
ናቸው፡፡ የንግዴ ምሌከቶቹ 
በምሌክትነት የሚያገሇግለት 
በእርሻና እዯጥበብ ምርቶች 
እንዱሁም በምግብ ኢንደስትሪ 
ሇሚመረቱት ምርቶች ነው፡፡  
 
በአካባቢ ስሞች የሚጠበቁ ምርቶች 
ከላሊ አካባቢ ካለት ምርቶች የተሇየ 
ባህሪ፣ ጥራትና በተጠቃሚ ዘንዴ 
የተሇየ ተወዲጅነት ወይም ዯህና 
ስም አሊቸው ተብሇው የሚገመቱ 
ምርቶች ናቸው፡፡ ሇምርቶቹ ሌዩ 
መሆን እንዯምክንያት የሚጠቀሱት 
በአካባቢው ያለት የተፈጥሮ 
ሁኔታዎች ማሇትም የአካባቢው 
አየርና አፈር እንዱሁም በአካባቢው 
የሚገኘው የተሇየ የአመራረት ዘዳና 
ሌምድች ናቸው፡፡ ሇምሳላ የሸኖን 
ቅቤ ከላሊ አካባቢ የተሇየ ጣዕም 
እንዱኖረው ያዯረገው የአካባቢው 
አየርና አፈር ሉሆን ይችሊሌ፡፡  
 
በአካባቢ ስምነት የሚጠበቁት የንግዴ 
ምሌክቶች የአንዴ ሰው ወይም 
ዴርጅት ንብረት አይዯለም፡፡ 
የማንኛውም በአካባቢው የሚገኝና 
አንዴ ዓይነት ምርት የሚያመርት 
ሰው ወይም ዴርጅት የጋራ ንብረት 
ናቸው፡፡ ምሌክቶቹን ማንኛውም 
ሰው ወይም ዴርጅት ሇተመሳሳይ 
ምርት ሉጠቀምባቸው ይችሊሌ 
ማሇት ነው፡፡  ከሊይ የተጠቀሱት 
ምሌክቶች ከንግዴ ምሌክቶች ጋር 
መሰሌ ተግባራት አሊቸው፡፡ በአካባቢ 
ስምነት የሚጠበቁ የንግዴ 
ምሌክቶችን በተመሇከተ እስካሁን 
በዓሇም አቀፍ ዯረጃ ወጥ የሆነ 
የአመዘጋገብ ሥርዓት ያሌወጣሊቸው 
በመሆኑ ጉዲዩ ገና በዴርዴር ሂዯት 
ሊይ ነው፡፡ የTRIPS ስምምነት 
ማንኛውም የWTO አባሌ አገር 
በአገሩ ውስጥ በአካባቢ ስሞች 
ሇሚወጡት ምሌክቶች ጥበቃ 
እንዱያዯርግ ግዳታ ከመጣለም 
በሊይ በተሇይ ሇወይንና አሌኮሌ 
ምርቶች ከፍተኛ ጥበቃ 
እንዱዯረግሊቸው ያዛሌ፡፡  

 
(5). ኢንደስትሪያሌ ዱዛይኖች፡ 
የፈጠራ ውጤቶች ሲሆኑ 

የሚውለትም አንዴን የኢንደስትሪ 
ውጤት የሆነውን ምርት 
ሇማስጌጥና ሇምርቱም ገበያው 
በሚፈሌገው መሌክ ቅርፅ ሇመስጠት 
ነው፡፡ ኢንደስትሪያሌ ዱዛይኖች 
አንዴን ተመርቶ ሇገበያ የሚቀርብ 
ምርት የተሇየ ውበት በመስጠት 
ምርቱም ከላልች ተመሣሣይ 
ምርቶች ጋር ተወዲዴሮ የተሻሇ 
የገበያ ዕዴሌ እንዱያገኝ የማዴረግ 
አቅም አሊቸው፡፡   
 
ኢንደስትሪያሌ ዱዛይኖች 
አብዛኛውን ጊዜ በጨርቃጨርቅ፣ 
በመኪና አምራች ኩባንያዎችና 
በኤላክትሮኒክስ ኢንደስትሪዎች 
ውስጥ ጥቅም ሊይ የሚውለ 
የፈጠራ ውጤቶች ናቸው፡፡ ጥበቃ 
ሇማግኘት ዱዛይኖቹ በሚመሇከተው 
የመንግስት አካሌ መመዝገብ 
አሇባቸው፡፡ ዱዛይኖቹም ሇምዝገባ 
ብቁ የሚሆኑት፡-  
 አዱስነት (Novelty) ማሇትም 

ዱዛይኖቹ ቀዯም ብል ሇህዝብ 
አሇመቅረባቸው፤ 

 ኦሪጅናሌነት (Originality) 
ማሇትም ቀዯም ብል ከተሰሩት 
ሥራዎች ሊይ 
አሇመቀዲታቸው፤ የሚከተለትን 
ሁኔታዎች ካሟለ ነው፡፡  
 

ስምምነቱ የፈጠራ ባሇቤት 
የዴካሙን ዋጋ እንዱያገኝና ሇፈጠራ 
ሥራው ያወጣውን ወጪ 
እንዱመሌስ፣ በዚህም በመበረታታት 
ሇተጨማሪ የፈጠራ ሥራዎች 
እንዱዘጋጅ ሇማዴረግ የፈጠራ 
ሥራዎቹ ቢያንስ ሇ10 ተከታታይ 
ዓመታት እንዱጠበቁ ያዛሌ፡፡ 

 
(6). ፓተንት (Patents)፡ በTRIPS 
ስምምነት መሠረት ፓተንት ማሇት 
ሇአንዴ የፈጠራ ውጤት የሚሰጥ 
የምስክር ወረቀት ነው፡፡ ይህ 
የምስክር ወረቀት ሇፈጠራው 
ባሇቤት፤ የፈጠራው ባሇቤት ያሌሆኑ 
ግሇሰቦችም ሆኑ ዴርጅቶች 
የፈጠራውን ውጤት 
እንዲይጠቀሙበት የመከሌከሌ 
መብት የሚሰጥ ነው፡፡ መንግሥት 
ሇፈጠራው እውቅና ሲሰጥ 
የፈጠራው ባሇቤት ዯግሞ 
የፈጠራውን ዝርዝር ሁኔታ 
የሚገሌጽ ድክመንት የማቅረብ 
ግዳታ እንዲሇበት በስምምነቱ 
ተጠቅሷሌ፡፡  በፓተንት መብት 
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ጥበቃ የሚዯረግሇት የፈጠራ 
ውጤት ሇአንዴ ሇተሇየ ችግር 
ቴክኒካዊ የሆነ መፍትሄ የሚሰጥ 
መሆን አሇበት፡፡ ፓተንት ሇፈጠራ 
ሥራዎች እውቅና የሚሰጠው 
በምርትና በምርት ሂዯት 
ሇሚቀርቡት የፈጠራ ሥራዎች 
ነው፡፡ የፈጠራ ውጤቱም ሇምርት 
ከሆነ ምርት የማምረት ብቃት 
ሉኖረው ይገባሌ፡፡ ሇፈጠራ 
ሥራዎች የፓተንት መብት 
መስጠት፡-  
 ሇፈጠራ ሥራዎች ህጋዊ ጥበቃ 

በመስጠት የፈጠራ ሥራዎች 
ሇሕዝብ ይፋ እንዱሆኑ 
ይበረታታለ፤ የፈጠራ 
ባሇቤቶችም ሥራዎቻቸውን 
አይዯብቁም፤  

 ሇፈጠራ ሥራዎች ጥበቃ 
መዯረጉ ትሊሌቅ ኩባንያዎች 
ሇምርምር ተግባራት በርካታ 
ገንዘብ እንዱመዴቡ ስሇሚያግዝ 
የምርምር ሥራዎች 
ይበረታታለ፣ 

 አማራጭ ቴክኖልጂ እንዱኖር 
ዕዴሌ ይፈጥራሌ፡፡ 

 
አንዴ የፈጠራ ውጤት የጥበቃ ጊዜ 
ሇማግኘት የሚከተለትን፡- 
 አዱስነት (Newness or 

Novelty) ማሇትም የፈጠራ 
ውጤቱ ቀዯም ብል ያለት 
ፈጠራዎች አካሌ መሆን 
የሇበትም፤ 

 የፈጠራ ሂዯቱ ሇማንኛውም 
ተራ ሰው በግሌፅ የማይታወቅ 
መሆን አሇበት  (Inventive 
Step or non-obvious)፤  

 ፈጠራው በኢንደስትሪ ውስጥ 
ሥራ ሊይ መዋሌ የሚችሌ 
መሆን አሇበት (Industrial 
applicability)፤ የሚለትን 
ሁኔታዎች ማሟሊት አሇበት፡፡   
 

በTRIPS ስምምነት መሠረት 
የፓቴንት መብት ሇሁለም የፈጠራ 
ሥራዎች ህጋዊ የጥበቃ መብት 
አይሰጥም፡፡ ህጋዊ የጥበቃ መብት 
ከማይሰጣቸው የፈጠራ ሥራዎች 
መካከሌም፣ 
 ሇሰው ሌጅ፣ ሇእንስሳትና 

ሇእፅዋት ህይወት አዯገኛ 
የሆኑ የፈጠራ ሥራዎች፤ 

 ሇህክምና ዘዳዎች ሇምሳላ 
diagnostic therapeutic 
and Surgical methods of 
human or animal እና 

 ከMicro-Organisms 
በስተቀር ሇእፅዋትና 
እንስሳት፤ በተጨማሪም 
በስምምነቱ መሠረት 
መንግሥት አጣዲፊ 
ሁኔታዎች ሲያጋጥሙት  
(የተፈጥሮ አዯጋዎች፣ 
በወረርሽኝ መሌክ የሚነሱ 
በሽታዎች ወ.ዘ.ተ) ከፈጠራ 
ባሇቤቱ ፈቃዴ ውጭ 
በCompulsory Licensing 
የፈጠራ ውጤቱን ራሱ 
መጠቀም ወይም ሇላሊ 
ኩባንያ መስጠት ይችሊሌ፡፡ 
በTRIPS ስምምነት መሠረት 
በፓተንት መብት ሇሚጠበቁ 
ግኝቶች ሇተከታታይ 20 
ዓመት ጥበቃ 
እንዱዯረግሊቸው ተዯንግጓሌ፡፡ 
የፈጠራ ሥራውም ከ20 
ዓመት በኋሊ የህዝብ ሀብት 
ይሆናሌ ማሇትም ከ20 
ዓመት በኋሊ ማንኛውም ሰው 
ፈጠራውን ያሇ ክሌከሊ 
መጠቀም ይችሊሌ ማሇት 
ነው፡፡   
 

(7). Layout Designs of 
Integrated Circuits፡ በTRIPS 
ስምምነት ከሚሸፈኑት ጉዲዮች 
መካከሌ አንደ የኢንቴግሬትዴ 
ሰርኪዩትስ ዱዛይኖች ናቸው፡፡ 
የኢንቴግሬትዴ ሰርኪዩትስ ዱዛይኖች 
የሰው ሌጅ የአእምሮ ሥራ 
ውጤቶች ከሆኑት የፈጠራ 
ሥራዎች መካከሌ የሚመዯቡ 
ናቸው፡፡ እነዚህ ዱዛይኖችም ሥራ 
ሊይ የሚውለት በሰዓት፣ 
ቴላቪዝን፣ የሌብስ ማጠቢያ ማሽን 
እና መኪኖች በመሳሰለት ምርቶች 
ሊይ ነው፡፡   
 
ዱዛይኖቹም Three Dimensional 
Disposition ያሊቸው ሲሆኑ 
የፈጠራ ሥራውም በከፍተኛ ዯረጃ 
የሰሇጠኑ ባሇሙያዎች ዕውቀት እና 
ከፍተኛ ኢንቨስትመንትን የሚጠይቅ 
ነው፡፡ ይህንን የፈጠራ ውጤት 
መጠበቅ ያስፈሇገበት ዋናው 
ምክንያት በሥራ ሊይ ያለትን 
የIntegrated Circuits 
Dimensions ሇመቀነስና የመስራት 
አቅማቸውን ከፍ ሇማዴረግ 
(dimensionኑን በመቀነስ ምርቱ 
የሚይዘውን ቦታ፣ ሇምርቱ 
መሥሪያ የሚውለትን ማቴሪያልች 
እና ሇምርቱ የሚወጣውን ወጪ 

ሇመቀነስ) የሚዯረገውን የፈጠራ 
ሂዯት ሇመዯገፍ ነው፡፡ በTRIPS 
ስምምነት መሠረት ሇኢንቴግሬትዴ 
ሰርኪዩትስ ዱዛይኖች ሇ10 
ተከታታይ ዓመታት ጥበቃ 
ይዯረግሊቸዋሌ፡፡  

 
(8). ሚስጥራዊ መረጃዎች 
(Undisclosed Information)፡ 
በTRIPS  ስምምነት መሠረት 
ሚስጥራዊ መረጃዎችTrade 
Secrets አና Test Data በመባሌ 
በሁሇት ይከፈሊለ፡፡ 
 በTrade Secret የሚሸፈኑት 

መረጃዎች የምርት 
ፎርሙሊዎች፣ ዱዛይኖች፣ 
የአንዴ ኩባንያ ዯንበኞች ሥም 
ዝርዝር የያዘ ሰነዴ የመሳሰለት 
ናቸው፡፡ እነዚህ መረጃዎች 
ከሚመሇከተው የሥራ ክፍሌ 
ጥቂት ሠራተኞች በስተቀር 
ማንም አያውቃቸውም የአንዴ 
ኩባንያ ሚስጥራዊ መረጃዎች 
ናቸውና፡፡ 

 በTest Data የሚሸፈኑት 
Pharmaceutical እና 
Agricultural Chemical 
Products ናቸው፡፡ ስምምነቱ 
ሇሁሇቱም ምርቶች ኬሚካልች 
ጥበቃ እንዱዯረግ የሚያዘው 
ምርቶቹ ውስጥ አዱስ ኬሚካሌ 
ጥቅም ሊይ ከዋለ ብቻ ነው፡፡ 
ምርቶቹንም ገበያ ሊይ ሇማዋሌ 
የሚመሇከተው ኩባንያ 
ከመንግሥት አካሊት ስምምነት 
ማግኘት አሇበት፤ የመንግሥት 
አካሊትም ምርቱን ሇገበያ 
ሇማቅረብ ስምምነቱን 
እንዱገሌጽ በሚዯረገው የሥራ 
ሂዯት እጁ የሚገቡትን 
መረጃዎች በሚስጢር መጠበቅ 
እንዲሇበት ስምምነቱ ያዛሌ፡፡  

 
ስሇ ሶስቱ የዓሇም ንግዴ ዴርጅት 
አበይት ስምምነቶች ይህንን ያህሌ 
ካሌን፤ ቀጥል ዯግሞ ስሇ WTO 
የአባሌነት ዴርዴር ሁኔታ 
እንመሌከት፡፡  

 
5. አባሌነትና የአባሌነት ዴርዴር 
ዯረጃዎች 
 
የWTO የአባሌነት ሂዯት በተሇይም 
በሌማት ወዯሊ ሇቀሩ እንዯ 
ኢትዮጵያ ሊለ ሃገሮች እጅግ 
የተወሳሰበና የሚጠይቀው ወጪም 
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ከፍተኛ እንዯሆነ ይነገራሌ፡፡ የWTO 
አባሌ ሇመሆን የሚፈሌጉ ሃገሮች 
በኢኮኖሚያቸው ሊይ የተሇያዩ 
ሇውጦችን የሚያስከትለ ህጎችን 
እንዱቀበለ ከመሻነው ይገዯዲለ፡፡ 
አባሌ ሃገራት ሇአባሌነቱ 
የሚከፍለት ዋጋ በወዯፊቱ 
የኢኮኖሚና የማህበራዊ ሌማታቸው 
ሊይ ትሌቅ እንዯምታ ሉያሳዴር 
ይችሊሌ፡፡ 
 
በመሆኑም ሇአባሌነት ዝግጅቱና 
ሇዴርዴር ተሳትፎው ከፍተኛ የሆነ 
የገንዘብና የሰው ሃብት 
እንዯሚጠይቅ ይታመናሌ፡፡ ይህም 
ሃበት በተሇይ በሌማት ወዯሊ የቀሩ 
ሃገሮችን ስናስብ አቅማቸውን 
የሚፈታተን ሉሆን ይችሊሌ፡፡ 
 
የዓሇም ንግዴ ዴርጅት አባሌ መሆን 
በላልች ዓሇም አቀፍ ዴርጅቶች 
ሇምሳላ በተባበሩት መንግስታት፤ 
በዓሇም ባንክ፤ በዓሇም የገንዘብ 
ዴርጅት ወ.ዘ.ተ አባሌ መሆን ጋር 
ፈጽሞ የተሇያየ ነው፡፡ የዓሇም ንግዴ 
ዴርጅት አባሌ መሆን የአንዴ ወገን 
(One Sided Affair) ጉዲይ 
እንዯሆነ ይነገርሇታሌ፡፡ ይህም 
ማሇት ሁለንም ከነባር አባሊት 
የሚቀርቡ ጥያቄዎችን በሚገባ 
የማስተናገደ ጉዲይ ሙለ በሙለ 
የሚወዴቀው በአመሌካች ሃገር 
ጫንቃ ሊይ ስሇሚሆን ነው፡፡   
 
በማረካሽ ስምምነት አንቀጽ 12 
መሠረት ማንኛውም በራሱ የውጭ 
ንግዴ ግንኙነቶች ሊይ ለዓሊዊነት 
ያሇው መንግስት ወይንም ተሪቶሪ 
በዴርዴር ወቅት ከአባሌ ሃገራት 
ጋር በሚዯረስ ስምምነት መሠረት 
የዓሇም ንግዴ ዴርጅት አባሌ ሉሆን 
እንዯሚችሌ ተዯንግጓሌ፡፡ WTOን 
የመሠረተው የማረካሽ ስምምነት 
አንቀጽ 12 ከዚህ እንዯሚከተሇው 
ቀርቧሌ፡፡ 

“1. Any State or separate 
customs territory possessing 
full autonomy in the conduct 
of its external commercial 
relations and of the other 
matters provided for in this 
Agreement and the Multilateral 
Trade Agreements may accede 
to this Agreement, on terms to 
be agreed between it and the 
WTO. Such accession shall 

apply to this Agreement and 
the Multilateral Trade 
Agreements annexed thereto. 

2. Decisions on accession 
shall be taken by the 
Ministerial Conference. The 
Ministerial Conference shall 
approve the agreement on the 
terms of accession by a two-
thirds majority of the Members 
of the WTO. 

3. Accession to a Plurilateral 
Trade Agreement shall be 
governed by the provisions of 
that Agreement.”  

 
አንዴ አመሌካች ሃገር ሇአባሌነት 
የምትከፍሇው ዋጋ ወይንም 
የምትገባው ግዳታ ዴርዴሩን 
እንዱያስተባብር ሇሚቋቋመው 
ሇእያንዲንደ የሥራ ቡዴን የተተወ 
ጉዲይ ነው፡፡ ይህም በመሆኑ አንዴ 
ሃገር ሇአባሌነት የከፈሇው/የገባው 
ግዳታ ከላሊው ሃገር በጣም የተሇየ 
ይሆናሌ፡፡ 
 
የWTO የአባሌነት ሂዯት አራት 
ቴክኒካዊ ዯረጃዎች ማሇፍን 
የሚጠይቅ ሲሆን፤ ዯረጃዎቹ ከዚህ 
እንዯሚከተሇው በአጭሩ ቀርበዋሌ፡፡  
 
ዯረጃ አንዴ፡ ጥያቄ ማቅረቢያና 
የሥራ ቡዴን መመሥረቻ፡- 
ማንኛውም የWTO አባሌ መሆን 
የሚፈሌግ ሃገር በማረካሽ ስምምነት 
አንቀጽ 12 መሠረት ተዯራዴሮ 
አባሌ ሇመሆን መፈሇጉን የሚገሌጽ 
ጥያቄ በጽሐፍ ሇዲሬክተር ጄኔራለ 
ማቅረብ ይጠበቅበታሌ፡፡ ዲሬክተር 
ጄኔራለም ጥያቄውን ተቀብል 
ሇቀጣዩ የጄኔራሌ ካውንስሌ ስብሰባ 
ያቀርባሌ፡፡ ጄኔራሌ ካውንስለ 
ጥያቄውን መርምሮ በሙለ ዴምፅ 
ተቀባይነት ሲያገኝ (WTO ውስጥ 
ውሳኔ የሚተሊሇፈው በሁለም አባሌ 
ሃገራት ስምምነት-Consensus 
መሠረት ነውና) ጉዲዩን የሚከታተሌ 
የሥራ ቡዴን (Working Party) 
እንዱቋቋም ያዯርጋሌ፡፡ 
ዯረጃ ሁሇት፡ መረጃ ማሰባሰቢያ፡- 
ይህ ዯረጃ አባሌ ሃገራት ስሇ 
አመሌካቿ ሃገር አጠቃሊይ ኢኮኖሚ 
ሁኔታ በዋናነትም ስሇ ውጭ ንግዴ 
ሥርዓቱ በቂ ግንዛቤ እንዱያገኙ 
የሚያስችሌ ነው፡፡ ይህንን ዯረጃ 

ሇመጀመር አንዴ አመሌካች ሃገር 
በቅዴሚያ የውጭ ንግዴ ሥርዓት 
መግሇጫ ሠነዴ (Memorandum 
on the Foreign Trade 
Regime/MFTR) እንዴታቀርብ 
ይዯረጋሌ፡፡ ሠነደ የሚዘጋጀው 
የዓሇም ንግዴ ዴርጅት  
ሴክሬታሪያት በቋሚነት 
እንዱያገሇግሌ ባዘጋጀው ፎርማት 
(Guideline) መሠረት ነው፡፡ 
ሠነደም በሥራ ቡዴኑ 
ይመረመራሌ፤ አባሌ ሃገራት 
በሠነደ ሊይ ጥያቄያቸውን በጽሐፍ 
ያቀርባለ፤አመሌካች ሃገር በጽሐፍ 
ምሊሽ ይሰጣሌ፤ የሥራ ቡዴኑ 
እስከሚረካ ዴረስ ሂዯቱ ይቀጥሊሌ፡፡ 
በዚህ ዯረጃ ሊይ ከሚሞራንዯሙ 
በተጨማሪ ላልች ሇዴርዴሩ አጋዥ 
የሆኑ ሠነድችም (ACC 
Documents, Legislative Action 
Plan, etc) እንዯአስፈሊጊነቱ 
በየዘርፉ ተዘጋጅተው እንዱቀርቡ 
ይዯረጋሌ፡፡  
ዯረጃ ሦሥት፡ ዴርዯር፡- ስሇ 
አመሌካቿ ሃገር አስፈሊጊ የሆኑ 
መሠረታዊ መረጃዎች ከተገኙ በሊ 
የሥራ ቡዴኑ ስብሰባ ይጠራሌ፤ 
የሥራ ቡዴኑ በስብሰባው በዋናነት 
ከWTO ስምምነቶች ጋር 
የማይጣጣሙትን የአመሌካች ሃገር 
የንግዴ ሥርዓቶች ይመረምራሌ፡፡ 
አመሌካች ሃገር በዕቃዎችና 
በአገሌግልት ዘርፎች ሌትሰጥ 
የምትችሇውን የገበያ እዴሌ (Initial 
Offers) እንዴታቀርብ በማዴረግ 
የሁሇትዮሽ (Bilateral) ዴርዴር 
ይካሄዲሌ:: የሁሇትዮሽ ዴርዴሩ 
ብዛት በሥራ ቡዴኑ ውስጥ 
በተካተቱ የአመሌካች ሃገር ዋና 
የንግዴ ሸሪኮች ብዛት የሚወሰን 
ነው፡፡ አጠቃሊይና ሁለንም 
የሚመሇከቱ በሆኑ ጉዲዮች ሊይም 
የብዙወገን (Multilateral) የንግዴ 
ዴርዴሩ ጎን ሇጎን ይቀጥሊሌ፡፡ 
በመጨረሻም አመሌካች ሃገር እና 
የሥራ ቡዴኑ የአባሌነት 
ዋጋውን(Terms and Conditions 
of Entry) ይወስናለ፡፡ በዚህ ዯረጃ 
ሊይ ሇየስብሰባው የተዘጋጁትን ቃሇ-
ጉባኤዎች በማጠናቀርን በማጠቃሇሌ 
የሥራ ቡዴኑ ረቂቅ ሪፖርቱን 
ያዘጋጃሌ፡፡ 
 
ዯረጃ አራት፡ የአባሌነት ፕሮቶኮሌ፡-
ይህ ዯረጃ የአባሌነት ሂዯቱ 
መጨረሻ ሲሆን፤የሥራ ቡዴኑ 
ሪፖርት፤የአባሌነት ፕሮቶኮሌ 
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እንዱሁም አመሌካች ሃገር 
የገባቻቸው ዝርዝር ግዳታዎች 
(List of Commitments) 
ተጠቃሌል ሇሚኒስትሮች ጉባዔ 
ወይንም ሇጄኔራሌ ካውንስለ  
ሇውሳኔ ይቀርባሌ፡፡ የአባሌነት 
ፕሮቶኮለ በሁሇት ሦሥተኛ ዴምፅ 
ከተዯገፈ የአመሌካች አባሌነት 
እንዯሚረጋገጥ በስምምነቱ 
ቢዯነገግም፤ ከእስከ አሁኑ ሌምዴ 
ግን ይህ ተግባራዊ ሲሆን 
አሌተስተዋሇም፡፡ አባሌነቱ በጉባዔው 
ከፀዯቀ በሊ  አመሌካችም 
ፕሮቶኮለን በሃገሯ ፓርሊማ 
እንዴታስፀዴቅ ተዯርጎ የዴርጅቱ 
አባሌ ትሆናሇች፡፡        
 
6. ኢትዮጵያ የምትገኝበት ዯረጃ 
 
ኢትዮጵያ የዓሇም ንግዴ ዴርጅት 
አባሌ ሇመሆን ጥያቄዋን ያቀረበችው 
እ.ኤ.አ ጃንዋሪ 2003 ነበር፡፡ 
ጥያቄዋን ከማቅረቧ በፊት ሇ6 
ዓመታት ያህሌ በታዛቢነት 
ስትሳተፍ ቆይታሇች፡፡ ጥያቄዋ 
ሇጄኔራ ካውንስለ ቀርቦ በሙለ 
ዴምፅ ተቀባይነት ያገኘውና የሥራ 
ቡዴን የተቋቋመው እ.ኤ.አ በማርች 
2003 ነው፡፡  ቀጥልም በሃገር 
ውስጥ ጉዲዩን በቅርበት 
የሚከታተለ የብሔራዊ እና የቴክኒክ 
ኮሚቴዎች ተቋቋሙ፡፡ የቴክኒክ 
ኮሚቴውም ሇሂዯቱ መሠረታዊ 
የሆነውን ሚሞራንዯም እንዱያዘጋጅ 
ተዯረገ፡፡ ሠነደ በየዯረጃው 
እንዱገመገምና እንዱፀዴቅ ከተዯረገ 
በሊ እ.ኤ.አ በዱሴምበር 2006 
ሇWTO ጽ/ቤት ተሌሌ፡፡ ሃገሪቱም 
በአሁኑ ወቅት ከአባሌ ሃገራት 
በሚሞራንዯሙ ሊይ ሇቀረቡ 
ጥያቄዎች ማብራሪያና ምሊሾችን 
በመስጠት ሊይ ትገኛሇች፡፡ ከዚህ 
ከቀረበው ሁኔታ በአባሌነት ሂዯቱ፤ 
ሃገሪቱ በሁሇተኛውና የመረጃ 
ማሰባሰቢያ በሚባሇው ዯረጃ ሊይ 
የምትገኝ መሆኑን መገንዘብ 
ይቻሊሌ፡፡  
 
የአባሌነት ሂዯትን ማጠናቀቅ በጊዜ 
ገዯብ የተወሰነ አይዯሇም፤ ፍጥነቱም 
በአብዛኛው በአመሌካቹ ሃገር 
አፈፃፀም ሊይ የተመሰረተ ነው፡፡ 
በእርግጥ ሂዯቱን በማፋጠንና 
በማራዘም  ተዯራዲሪ ሃገሮች 
ተፅዕኖ የሊቸውም ሇማሇት 
አይዯሇም፡፡  ሇአንዲንድቹ በጣም 

ረጅም (ቻይና 15 ዓመት አካባቢ)፤ 
ሇላልቹ ዯግሞ አጭር ጊዜ 
(ከርኪስታን 2 ዓመት) 
እንዯወሰዯባቸው ተሞክሮዎች 
ይሳያለ፡፡  በሃገራችን የአባሌነት 
ሂዯቱ ይወስዲሌ ተብል በታሳቢነት 
የተቀመጠው ጊዜ 5 ዓመት ያህሌ 
ነው፡፡ ይህም ጊዜ ሚሞራንዯሙ    
ሇWTO ጽ/ቤት ከተሊከበት እ.ኤ.አ 
2006 መጨረሻ ጀምሮ የሚቆጠር 
ቢሆን፤ የአባሌነት ዴርዴሩ እ.ኤ.አ 
2011 መጨረሻ አካባቢ ይገባዯዲሌ 
ተብል ተገምቷሌ፡፡ ሃገሪቱ 
በሚሞራንዯሙ ሊይ ከአሜሪካና 
ካናዲ መንግስታት ወዯ 220 
የሚዯርሱ ጥያቄዎችን እ.ኤ.አ 
ፌብሩዋሪ 2007 መጨረሻ ሊይ 
የተቀበሇች ሲሆን፤ ሇጥያቄዎችም 
ምሊች ተዘጋጅተው በብሔራዊ 
ኮሚቴው የፀዯቁ በመሆኑ በአጭር 
ጊዜ ውስጥ ሇጽ/ቤቱ የሚሊኩ 
ይሆናሌ፡፡  
 
ከሃገሪቱ የWTO አባሌ መሆን ጋር 
በተያያዘ ባሇፉት ጥቂት ዓመታት 
እንዯ ሚሞራንዯሙ ያለ ሠነድችና 
በሱ ሊይ ሇቀረቡ ጥያቄዎች መሌሶች 
ተዘጋጅተዋሌ፡፡ በሶስቱ የዴርጅቱ 
ዋና ምሰሶዎች ማሇትም በዕቃዎች፤ 
በአገሌግልቶችና በአእምሯዊ ንብረት 
ጥበቃ  ዙሪያ በተሇያዩ ዘርፎች 
የእንዯምታ ጥናቶች 
ተካሂዯዋሌ/በመካሄዴም ሊይ ናቸው፡፡ 
ረቂቅ የእንዯምታ ጥናቶቹም 
የሚመሇከታቸው አካሊት ሁለ 
በተሣተፉበት በአውዯ ጥናት 
እንዱገመገሙ ተዯርሌ፡፡ ሃገሪቱ 
ያወጣቻቸው ከንግዴ ጋር የተያያዙ 
ህጎች ከWTO ስምምነቶች ጋር 
የተጣጣሙ ስሇመሆናቸው የተወሰኑ 
የህግ ፍተሻ ሥራዎች 
ተከናውነዋሌ፡፡  በተሇይም ሇWTO 
የቴክኒክ ኮሚቴ አባሊትና 
ባሇሙያዎች የንግዴ ዴርዴር 
ክህልት ስሌጠናዎች ተሰጥተዋሌ፡፡ 
ዴርጅቱን በቅርቡ የተቀሊቀለ 
የተወሰኑ ሃገራት የአባሌነት ሂዯት 
ተሞክሮዎች ባሇዴርሻዎች 
በተሳተፉበት እንዱቀርቡ ተዯርሌ፡፡   
ከWTO ሀሁ ጀምሮ በስርዓቱ 
የተሇያዩ ስምምነቶች ሊይ በርካታ 
የአቅም ግንባታና የግንዛቤ 
ማስጨበጫ ተግባራት (በአብዛኛው 
በማዕከሌና በተወሰኑ ክሌልች 
ጭምር) ተካሂዯዋሌ/በመካሄዴም ሊይ 
ናቸው፡፡  
 

7. ከአባሌነት ሉገኙ የሚችለ 
ጥቅሞችና ፈታኝ ሁኔታዎች 

 
7.1 ሉገኙ የሚችለ ጥቅሞች  
 
የWTO አባሌ መሆን ወዯ ግሇሰቦች 
ኪስ ከሚገባ ተጨማሪ ገቢ ጀምሮ 
ትሊሌቅ ጦርነቶችን አስከማስወገዴ 
የሚዘሌቁ ዘርፈ ብዙ ጥቅሞችን 
እዯሚያካትት የተሇያዩ ጽሐፎች 
ያስረዲለ፡፡ ጽሐፎቹ እንዯሚለት 
WTO በህጎች የሚተዲዯር የንግዴ 
ሥርዓት በመሆኑ እነዚህ ህጎች 
ግብይቱን በቀሊለ ይመሩታሌ፡፡ 
የሥርዓቱ መሠረታዊ መርሆዎች 
ንግደ የበሇጠ ቀሌጣፋና የተሳሇጠ 
እንዱሆን ያበረታታለ፤ 
መንግስታትን የተሇየ ፍሊጎት 
ካሊቸው ጥቂት ቡዴኖች (Interest 
Lobby Groups) በንግዴ 
ፖሉሲዎች ሊይ ሉንፀባረቅ ከሚችሌ 
ተገቢ ያሌሆነ ተጽዕኖ ይጠብቃሌ፡፡ 
በየስምምነቶቹ የተሇያዩ የግሌጽነት 
መሥፈርቶች በመቀመጣቸው 
ሥርዓቱ መሌካም አስተዲዯርን 
ያበረታታሌ፤ የንግዴ ያሇመግባባቶች 
ቢነሱ እንኳ ጉዲዮቹ ገንቢ በሆነ 
መሌኩ የሚፈቱበት ሥርዓት 
ተበጅሌ፤በመሆኑም ሥርዓቱ 
በአጠቃሊይ ሠሊምን ያራምዲሌ፡፡  
 
የአስተሳሰቡ አራማጆች 
በተጨማሪም ንግዴ ሥርዓት 
ባሇውና ነፃ በሆነ መንገዴ 
እንዱካሄዴ ማዴረግ የሌውውጥ 
ወጪን በእጅጉ ይቀንሳሌ፤ 
ውዴዴርን ያበረታታሌ፤ ውዴዴር 
ካሇ ዯግሞ ተጠቃሚው ብዙ ምርጫ 
ይኖረዋሌ፤ በዚህ ሂዯት ምርቶችና 
አገሌግልቶች በጥራትና በተመጣጣኝ 
ዋጋ እንዱቀርቡ ይዯረጋሌ፤ ንግዴ 
ቀጣይነት ባሇው መሌኩ እንዯዚህ 
ሲስፋፋ ዯግሞ የሥራ መስክ 
ይከፍታሌ፣ የኢኮኖሚ እዴገትን 
ያፋጥናሌ፤  ይህም ውል አዴሮ 
በህብረተሰቡ የገቢ መጠን ሊይ 
የሚንፀባረቅ ይሆናሌ በማሇት 
ይመክራለ፡፡ 
ከሊይ በጥቅለ ከቀረቡት ጉዲዮች 
በመነሳት ከሃገራችን ተጨባጭ 
ሁኔታ አኳያ ሲታይ ከንግዴ 
ሥርዓቱ ሉገኙ የሚታሰቡ ጥቅሞች 
ከዚህ እንዯሚከተሇው ቀርበዋሌ፡፡ 
 
1. ጠንካራ ተቋማዊ አቅም 
ሇመገንባት ያስችሊሌ፣  
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የዓሇም ንግዴ ዴርጅት አባሌ 
ሇመሆን ከመነሻው ሥርዓቱ 
የሚጠይቃቸውን የተሇያዩ 
መስፈርቶች ማሟሊትን የግዴ 
ይሊሌ፡፡     እነዚህ መስፈርቶችም 
በዋናነት ተቋማዊ አቅም መገንባትን 
የሚመሇከቱ ናቸው፡፡ ይህም የአቅም 
ግንባታ ተግባር ዓሇማቀፋዊ የንግዴ 
ሥርዓቱ የሚጠይቀውን የሠሇጠነ 
የሰው ሃይሌ(Trade Lawyers 
,Economists, Skilled 
Negotiators)፤ ጠንካራ ተቋማት 
(WTO Representative Offices, 
National Standards, Customs)፤ 
እንዱሁም የመሠረተ ሌማት 
(Roads, Ports, 
Telecommunications etc) 
ማሟሊትን ይጠይቃሌ፡፡ ስሇሆነም 
ዴርጅቱ በተሇይም በሌማት ወዯሊ 
ሇቀሩ የእኛ አይነት ሃገሮች ከላልች 
የሌማት አጋሮች ጋር በመሆን 
የሚሰጣቸው ሌዩ ሌዩ ዴጋፎች 
ከዓሇም አቀፍ የንግዴ ሥርዓቱ 
ተጠቃሚ ሇመሆን የሚያግዝ 
ጠንካራ ተቋማዊ አቅም ሇመገንባት 
እዴሌ ይፈጥራሌ፡፡ 
 
2. አስተማማኝ የሆነ ገበያ 
ሇማግኘት ይረዲሌ፣ 
በዴርጅቱ መሠረታዊ መርሆዎች 
መሠረት አባሌ ሃገራት የታሪፍ 
ጣሪያ የመወሰን ግዳታ (Tariff 
Binding Commitment) እንዱሁም 
በየጊዜው የሚያወጧቸውን ህጎችና 
የንግዴ አሰራሮች ማሳወቅ 
ስሇሚጠበቅባቸው፤ ይህ ሁኔታ 
ሇአባሌ ሃገራቱ የወጪ ምርቶችና 
አገሌግልቶች አስተማማኝና የበሇጠ 
የሚታወቅ ገበያ እንዱኖራቸው 
ያስችሊሌ፡፡ የWTO አባሌ ሳንሆን 
አሁን እያገኘናቸው ያለት የገበያ 
እዴልች በሰጪዎቹ ሃገሮች ሙለ 
ፈቃዯኝነት ሊይ የተመሠረቱ እንጂ 
አስገዲጅ ባሇመሆናቸው ነገ ጧት 
ሉከሇከለ የሚችለ ናቸው፡፡ 
 
3. የውጭ መዋዕሇ ንዋይ ሇመሳብ 
ያግዛሌ፣ 
የዴርጅቱ ስምምነቶችና መሠረታዊ 
መርሆዎች በየጊዜው እንዯተፈሇገ 
የሚሇዋወጡ አይዯለም፡፡ ይህም 
ሁኔታ የተረጋጋ የኢኮኖሚ ፖሉሲ 
እንዱኖር ስሇሚያስችሌ ሇሃገር 
ውስጥም ሆነ ሇውጭ ባሇሃብቶች 
ኢንቨስትመንት ምቹ ሁኔታ 
ይፈጠራሌ፡፡ ይህም በተሇይ ሇውጭ 

መወዕሇ ንዋይ (FDI) ፍሰት እንዯ 
ትሌቅ ሠርቲፊኬት ይቆጠራሌ፡፡ 
 
4. ከግሌግሌ ሥርዓቱ ሇመጠቀም 
ያስችሊሌ፣ 
የዓሇም ንግዴ ዴርጅት ከፈጠራቸው 
ሥርዓቶች አንደ ከንግዴ ጋር 
በተያያዘ የሚከሰቱ ግጭቶችን 
ፍትሃዊ በሆነ መንገዴ ሇመዲኘት 
የፈጠረው ሥርዓት መሆኑ 
ይታወቃሌ፡፡ በመሆኑም የሚከሰቱ 
ያሇመግባባቶች ግሌፅና ሥርዓት 
ባሇው ሁኔታ የሚፈቱ ስሇሚሆን 
በአባሊት መካከሌ ቀጣይነት ያሇው 
የንግዴ ግንኙነት እንዱኖር ይረዲሌ፡፡  
 
5. ሇተጠቃሚዎች የሚሰጠው 
የምርጫ እዴሌ ያሰፋሌ፣ 
የንግዴ ሥርዓቱ ውዴዴርን 
ስሇሚያበረታታ ህብረተሰቡ በተሻሇ 
ጥራትና ዋጋ አማራጭ ምርቶችና 
አገሌግልቶች እንዱቀርቡሇት ሰፊ 
እዴሌ ይሰጣሌ፡፡  
 
6. መገሇሌን (Marginalization) 
ሇማስቀረት ያግዛሌ፣ 
የWTO አባሌ መሆንና አጠቃሊይ 
በዓሇም አቀፋዊ የንግዴ ሥርዓቱ 
ተሳታፊ መሆን በላልች ዓሇም 
አቀፋዊ የገንዘብ ተቋማትም ሆነ 
በበሇፀጉ ሃገሮች ሉገጥም ከሚችሌ 
መገሇሌ እንዯሚከሊከሌ ይገመታሌ፡፡  
 
7.2 ፈታኝ ሁኔታዎች 
1. በተሇይም በሌማት ወዯሊ 
የቀሩት ሃገሮች የንግዴ 
ፖሉሲዎቻቸውንና ህጎቻቸውን 
ከዴርጅቱ ስምምነቶች ጋር 
ሇማጣጣም የሚያዯርጉት ጥረት 
ምናሌባትም አቅማቸውን 
የሚፈታተንና ከፍተኛ የሆነ ወጪ 
ሉያስከትሌ መቻለ፤ 
 
2. በተሇይም ከአባሌነት በሊ 
በሚዯረጉ ተከታታይ ዴርዴሮች 
ታሪፍ እንዱቀንስ የሚዯረግ 
ስሇሚሆን የሃገር ውስጥ ታዲጊ 
ኢንደስትሪዎች ጠንካራ ሇሆነ 
የውጭ ውዴዴር ሉጋሇጡ የሚችሌ 
መሆኑ፤ በአገሌግልት ዘርፎችም 
ዘርፎቹን ሇውጭ አቅራቢዎች ክፍት 
ማዴረጉ የሃገር ውስጥ ባሇሃብቶችን 
ሇከፍተኛ ውዴዴር የሚያጋሌጣቸው 
እንዯሚሆን፤ 
 

3. ከአባሌነት በሊም ቢሆን በገቢ 
ምርቶች ሊይ የሚጣሇው ታሪፍ 
በዴርዴር የሚቀንስ መሆኑ 
በመንግስት አጠቃሊይ የገቢ መጠን 
ሊይ አለታዊ ተፅዕኖ ሉያሳዴር 
መቻለ፤ በተሇይም በሌማት ወዯሊ 
በቀሩት ሃገሮች ከታሪፍ የሚሰበሰብ 
ገቢ መንግስት በታክስ ከሚያገኘው 
አጠቃሊይ ገቢ ትሌቁን ዴርሻ 
ስሇሚይዝ ሉያሳዴር የሚችሇው 
ተፅዕኖ ቀሊሌ ያሇመሆኑ፤ ወ.ዘ.ተ 
የሚጠቀሱ ናቸው፡፡ 
 
ዓሇም አቀፍ የንግዴ ሥርዓቱ 
ሉያስገኝ የሚችሊቸው ጥቅሞች 
እንዱሁም ሉከሰቱ የሚችለ ፈታኝ 
ሁኔታዎች  ጎን ሇጎን መኖራቸው 
አባሌ ሇመሆን የሚወሰዯውን 
እርምጃ አከራካሪ እንዱሆን 
ያዯርጉታሌ፡፡ አባሌ መሆን 
ያሇመሆንን በአማራጭነት እያነሱ 
በተሇያዩ ነጥቦች ዙሪያ መከራከር 
ይቻሌም ይሆናሌ፡፡ ይሁን እንጂ 
አሁን በምንገኝበት ተጨባጭ ሁኔታ 
የተሻሇ ሉሆን የሚችሇው 
የማይቀረውን (አሁንም ቢሆን 
በውስጡ ያሇንበትን) ዓሇም 
መቀሊቀሌና የሥርዓቱ አካሌ ሆኖ 
ጠንክሮ በመስራት በተወዲዲሪነት 
ሇመዝሇቅ መጣር ነው፡፡ የመቀሊቀለ 
ጉዲይ ግን በጥናት ሊይ ተመስርቶ 
ብሄራዊ የዴርዴር አቋሞች 
(National Negotiation Positions) 
በየዘርፉ እየተዘጋጁ፤ አጠቃሊይ 
የሃገርን ጥቅም በሚያስጠብቅ 
መሌኩ ሉኬዴበት ይገባሌ፡፡ 
ሇእንዯዚህ ዓይነት ግብዓቶች 
በተሇይም በምርምር ተቋማት 
አካባቢ ከተሰማሩ ባሇሙያዎችና 
ከእንዯዚህ ዓይነት የባሇሙያዎች 
ስብስብ ማህበራት ብዙ ይጠበቃሌ፡፡ 
ከዓሇም አቀፍ ስርዓቱ ተጠቃሚ 
ሇመሆን የመንግሥት አማካሪዎችና 
ምሁራን በጋራ መሥራት 
አሇባቸው፡፡    
8. ማጠቃሇያ 
 
በ1940 (እ.ኤ.አ) አንዴ ዓሇም አቀፍ 
የንግዴ ተቋም ሇመመስረት 
በተዯገረው እንቅስቃሴ 23 
በሚዯርሱ አባሊት በ1947 
የተፈረመው GATT ወዯ 50 ዓመት 
ሇሚጠጋ ጊዜ የንግዴ ዴርዴሩን 
ሲያስተባብር ቆይቶ እ.ኤ.አ በ1995 
ሇተመሰረተው ሇዓሇም ንግዴ 
ዴርጅት(WTO) ስሌጣኑን አስረከበ፡፡ 
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በ GATT ታሪክ 8 ያህሌ የንግዴ 
ዴርዴር ዙሮች የተካሄደ ሲሆን 
በርካታ ተግባራት የተከናወኑት 
በመጨረሻውና እ.ኤ.አ. ከ1986-
1994 ዴረስ በቆየው በኡራጓይ ዙር 
ነው፡፡  
 
WTO ከተፈጠረ በሊ የተጀመረውና 
በአሁኑ ጊዜ የምንገኝበት የንግዴ 
ዴርዴር ዙር 9ኛው ዙር ሲሆን 
የድሃ የንግዴ ዴርዴር (Doha 
Development Agenda/DDA) 
በመባሌ ይታወቃሌ፡፡ የድሃ የንግዴ 
ዴርዴር የሌማት አጀንዲን ትሌቅ 
ስፍራ የሰጠው ሲሆን፤ ጉባዔው 
ያስቀመጣቸው ጉዲዮች አሁንም ገና 
በዴርዴር ሂዯት ሊይ ናቸው፡፡ 
 
ኢትዮጵያ ወዯ ዓሇም አቀፍ የንግዴ 
ሥርዓቱ በታዛቢነት መሳተፍ 
የጀመረችው እ.ኤ.አ በ1997 ሲሆን፤ 
ተዯራዴራ አባሌ መሆን 
እንዱፈቀዴሊት ጥያቄዋን ያቀረበችው 
እ.ኤ.አ በ2003 መጀመሪያ ሊይ 
ነበር፡፡ ሃገሪቱ ከአባሌነት ጋር 
በተያያዘ በርካታ ተግባራትን 
ማከናወንና የተሇያዩ ዯረጃዎችን 
ማሇፍ ይጠበቅባታሌ፡፡ እስከአሁን 

ሇሂዯቱ መሠረታዊ የሆነው 
ሚሞራንዯም ተዘጋጅቶ ሇWTO 
ጽ/ቤት ተሌሌ፡፡ በሚሞራንዯሙ 
ሊይ ከአሜሪካና ከካናዲ መንግስታት 
ሇቀረቡ የመጀመሪያ ዙር ጥያቄዎች 
ምሊች ተዘጋጅተዋሌ፡፡ በተሇያዩ 
ዘርፎች የእንዯምታ ጥናቶች 
ተካሂዯዋሌ፡፡  
 
የአባሌነት ዴርዴሩን በብቃት 
ሇመወጣት በቀጣይነት በርካታ 
ጉዲዮች  መከናወን እንዲሇባቸው 
ይታወቃሌ፡፡ ሇዚህ ሃገራዊ ሇሆነ 
ትሌቅ ዓሊማም ሁለም የበኩለን  
አስተዋፅኦ ሉያበረክት ይገባሌ፡፡ 
ዋነኛው ጉዲይ ብሔራዊ ጥቅምን 
ሉያስጠብቅ የሚችሌ  ሃገራዊ አቋም 
በየዘርፉ በማዘጋጀት በብቃት 
መዯራዯር ነው፡፡ ሇዚህ ትሌቅ 
ተግባር ዋና ተዋናኞች 
ኢትዮጵያውያን ምሁራን ናቸው፡፡   
 
9. ርዕይ  
 
የዛሬ 20 ዓመት ማሇትም 
በኢትዮጵያ አቆጣጠር በ2020 ዓ.ም 
ሇሃገሬ የምመኘው:- ዱሞክራሲ፤ 
ሠሊምና እኩሌነት የሰፈነባት፤ 

ንግዴ፤ ኢንደስትሪና ኢንቨስትመንት 
የተስፋፋባት፤ በዓሇም ተወዲዲሪ 
የሆነችና መካከሇኛ ገቢ ካሊቸው 
ሃገሮች ተርታ የተሰሇፈች 
ኢትዮጵያን ማየት ነው፡፡ 
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I. Introduction 
 
Given the limited time available 

at this forum, it is virtually 

impossible to discuss in any 

extensive manner such a 

multifaceted and complex 

institution as the World Trade 

Organization (WTO). Most of the 

Organization's jargons are little 

known to, or understood by, the 

general public, knowledge in 

such matters being the specialty 

of experienced negotiators. For 

this reason this presentation 

limits itself to raising certain 

issues relating to the history and 

structure of the Organization, its 

major functions, the main pillars 

and agreements it adheres to, 

levels of negotiation for 

membership in the Organization 

and Ethiopia's status therein, the 

advantages obtained from 

membership in the Organization 

and the challenges posed by that 

membership. The principal aim of 

the paper, therefore, is to 

facilitate discussions and open 

up possibilities for further 

exploration of the issues 

involved. 

 
2. Overview of the Founding of 
the World Trade Organization 
and its Structure 
 
The World Trade Center came 

into being in 1995 at Marrakesh, 

Morocco as successor to what  

 

 

 

 

was then known as  the  General 

Agreement on Tariffs and Trade 

(GATT), which had been in 

operation since its creation in 

1947.  Available data indicate 

that the idea was to create an 

International Trade Organization 

(ITO) to oversee trade relations  

 

at the global level, which did not 

materialize at the time the World 

Bank and the International 

Monetary Fund were established 

in 1944.  

 
Although at that time attempts to 

create ITO proved unsuccessful, 

it is to be recalled that GATT, 

which served as the main 

instrument governing 

international trade for almost fifty 

years, was successfully created. 

Between 1947 and 1994 eight 

rounds of trade negotiations took 

place under GATT, which 

contributed to the reduction of 

tariff and non-tariff trade 

barriers..  Of these eight rounds it 

was the Uruguay Round, which 

lasted from 1986 to 1994 and 

during which numerous tasks 

were accomplished, that gave 

birth to the World Trade 

Organization. 

 
The round which started 

following the establishment of the 

Uruguay Round and which 

constitutes the ninth round is 

 

 

 

known as the Doha Development 

Agenda (DAA).    This agreement 

was reached at the Fourth 

Ministerial Conference of WTO in 

Doha, Qatar in 2001. The Doha 

Declaration is famous for making 

development issues its focal 

point and, especially, for the 

special considerations given to 

developing countries and the 

resolutions it passed to make 

obligatory provisions at once 

transparent and practicable. The 

declaration put down 21 subjects 

to be negotiated in more than 50 

provisions. Though the 

declaration had set deadlines for 

the completion of the 

negotiations, most of them could 

not be completed in accordance 

with the provisions of the 

declaration. 

 
The GATT concentrated mainly 

on manufactured goods, while 

agriculture, services and 

intellectual property rights were 

negotiated at the Uruguay Round 

and became an integral part of 

the Agreement after the 

establishment of WTO. 

 
Currently the WTO has 151 

member states and covers about 

95 per cent of the world's trade 

activities, according to the 

available data. According to the 

United Nations Organization's 

indicators 25 of the member  

 

 

 

 

THE NATURE OF THE WORLD TRADE ORGANIZATION,  
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countries are industrially 

developed and 94 are 

developing, while 32 are less 

developed. 

 
According to the formal structure 

of the WTO, the Ministerial 

Conference, which comprises 

representatives from the member 

countries, is the topmost 

decision-making body, and it 

meets every two years and 

makes major decisions. The 

Ministerial Conference has held 6 

meetings since the establishment 

of the WTO: the first in Singapore 

(1966); the second in Geneva 

(1998); the third in Seattle 

(1999); the fourth in Doha (2001); 

the fifth in Cancun (2003); and 

the sixth and the most recent in 

Hong Kong (2005). 

 
GATT Trade Rounds 

# Year Place Subjects covered Countries 

1 1947 Geneva Tariffs 23 

2 1949 Annecy Tariffs 13 

3 1951 Torquay Tariffs 38 

4 1956 Geneva Tariffs 26 

5 1960-61 Geneva (Dillon) Tariffs 26 

6 1964-67 Geneva (Kennedy) Tariffs & Anti-dumping 62 

7 1973-79 Geneva (Tokyo) Tariffs, non-tariff measures,  
Framework agreements 

102 

8 1986-94 Geneva (Uruguay) Tariffs, non-tariff measures, services, 
intellectual property, agriculture, creation of 

WTO, etc. 

123 

   Source: www.wto.org 
 
Next to the Ministerial 

Conference, the second level 

authority goes to the General 

Council and comprises the 

ambassadors (or equivalent 

representatives) of member 

countries in Geneva. The 

General Council meets regularly 

to make various decisions. The 

Council also serves as the Trade 

Policy Review Body as well as 

Dispute Settlement Body for 

member countries. There are 

also three third-level councils 

accountable to the General 

Council: namely, Council for 

Trade in Goods; Council for 

Trade-Related Aspects of 

Intellectual Property; Council for 

Trade in Services. 

 
There are also other subsidiary 

committees and working parties 

dealing with such issues as 

environment, development, 

regional trade agreements, 

accession, etc. 

 
The Secretariat of the World 

Trade Organization has its 

Headquarters in Geneva, with 

about 630 employees under its 

command. The main function of 

the Secretariat is to provide 

technical support to the 

Ministerial Conference and the 

various bodies operating under 

the Conference at different 

levels.  

 
3. Main Functions of the WTO 
 
The general aim of the World 

Trade Organization is to ensure 

that trade flows competitively by 

lowering trade tariff and non-tariff 

trade barriers. The World Trade 

Organization: 

 

 Oversees the administration 

and operation of the 

international trade 

agreements. 

 Provides a forum for trade 

negotiations among 

governments. 

 Serves as a venue for 

settling disputes between 

countries. 

 Serves as a forum where 

governments review the 

national trade policies of 

member countries. 

 Provides technical support to 

least-developed and low-

income countries for them to 

be able to adjust to the WTO 

rules and disciplines. 

Towards this end the WTO 

cooperates closely with other 

international institutions. 

 
4. The Organization's major 
agreements 
 
The WTO's Agreements cover 

various subjects, including 

agriculture, industrial products, 

banks, telecommunications, 

government procurement, quality 

http://www.wto.org/
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and standards, nutrition, 

intellectual property rights, etc. 

The Agreements can be divided 

into two major categories, 

namely, Multilateral Trade 

Agreements and Plurilateral 

Trade Agreements. While the 

first group of agreements are 

mandatory for all member 

countries, the second group of 

agreements apply only to those 

countries who have signed the 

agreements of their own free will. 

 
Under Multilateral Trade 

Agreements are included the 

World Trade Organization's three 

pillars, namely, Multilateral 

Agreement on Trade in Goods, 

General Agreement on Trade in 

Services (GATS), and 

Agreement on Trade-Related 

Aspects of Intellectual Property 

Rights (TRIPS). As pointed out 

above, every member country of 

the WTO is duty-bound to abide 

by these major agreements as a 

single undertaking. 

 
According the WTO's mode of 

operation, although there are 

different principles in all these 

agreements that must be 

observed, for the purpose of this 

presentation only two of those 

principles will be considered. 

One is the principle of Non-

Discrimination. This principle has 

two components: the Most 

Favored Nation (MFN) rule and 

the National Treatment Policy. 

The MFN rule requires a WTO 

member to apply the same 

conditions on all trade for all 

other WTO members, that is, the 

member has to grant the most 

favorable conditions under which 

it allows trade in a certain 

product type to all other WTO 

members. National Treatment 

Policy requires that imported and 

local products be treated equally 

once the foreign goods have 

entered the market. 

 
The second is the principle of 

predictability. This principle has 

two components, just like the first 

one, namely Binding and 

Enforceable Commitments and 

Transparency.  Binding and 

enforceable commitments refers 

to "ceiling bindings" WTO 

members enter into and which 

require payment of tariffs that 

remain in force until further 

negotiations are made with the 

trade partners.  Transparency 

refers to the process that 

requires WTO members to 

publish their trade policies and 

regulations that they issue at 

different times to the WTO and to 

respond to requests for 

information. 

 
The WTO agreements also 

provide for special and 

differential treatments to both 

developing and least-developed 

countries to help them adjust to 

WTO rules and disciplines.  

Some examples are: ensuring 

that the obligations that such 

countries enter into are based on 

the levels of their economic 

development; allowing especially 

the least-developed countries 

additional time to meet the trade 

requirements; providing the said 

countries with technical support 

and training to help them build 

their capacities. Let us now say a 

few words about the three main 

pillars of the WTO's agreements. 

 

4.1 Multilateral Agreement on 
Trade in Goods 

 
By the time the WTO was 

created, the GATT was updated 

to become the WTO's major 

umbrella treaty for trade in 

goods. Under this major umbrella 

treaty are agreements relating to 

other sectors (e. g. agriculture, 

textiles) and other agreements 

(e.g. human, animal and plant 

health, product quality, subsidies 

and retaliatory measures, 

preventive measures, imposition 

of customs duties, import 

permits, operation of government 

businesses, etc.) have been 

included as annexes. Below are 

considered only those 

agreements that are deemed 

more relevant to our country's 

situation. 

 

4.1.1 Agreement on 
Agriculture (AoG) 

 

The Agreement on Agriculture 

was first negotiated and signed 

as part of the GATT during the 

conclusion of the Uruguay Round 

at Marrakesh. The Agreement 

has three pillars, namely Market 

Access, Domestic Support, and 

Export Subsidy. 

Market Access: It was resolved in 
the Agreement: 
 
 That all trade barriers, 

except tariffs that were 

imposed, be converted into 

ordinary customs duties 

(Tarrification); 

 That the current tariff that 

was in force at the time of 

the negotiation be reduced 

with limits set by all member 

countries; 
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 That countries that have 

converted non-tariff 

measures into ordinary 

customs duties be allowed 

Special Safeguard 

provisions; 

 Regarding tariff reduction, 

that the developed countries 

should on the average make 

a reduction of 36 per cent 

within a time range of 6 

years and the developing 

countries make a reduction 

of 24 per cent within a time 

range of 10 years, with a 

minimum requirement of 15 

per cent for the developed 

countries and 10 per cent for 

the developing countries; 

 That the least-developed 

countries shall not be 

required to reduce tariffs. 

 
Domestic Support:  
 
 While agreement has been 

reached at the Uruguay 

Round of trade negotiations 

to reduce the total aggregate 

measurement of support in 

favor of agricultural 

producers, the Agreement 

has resolved that the 

developed countries reduce 

their AMS by 20 per cent 

within 6 years, while the 

developing countries must 

reduce their support by 13.3 

per cent within 10 years. The 

least developed, low-income 

countries are not required to 

make any reduction.  

 Under this pillar, the types of 

domestic support to be 

provided have been 

classified into three groups 

as Green, Blue and Amber 

Boxes. 

 The first, labeled "Green 

Box," includes those types of 

support that do not interfere 

with, or with minimal 

consequences to, the flow of 

trade. Member countries are 

not required to provide such 

types of support as they may 

provide to agricultural 

producers. 

 The types of programmes 

qualifying for support include 

the following: 

o Research; 

o Pest and disease control; 

o Training services; 

o Extension and advisory 

services; 

o Marketing and promotion 

services; 

o Infrastructure services 

o Self-sufficiency program 

established by a national 

law; 

o Food subsidy; 

o National disaster prevention; 

o Structural adjustment 

programs. 

 

 The second, known as the 

"Blue Box," involves 

payment extended to 

agricultural producers of 

facilitate reduction of 

production, and it concerns 

those types of support 

provided to agricultural 

producers in order to speed 

up agricultural and rural 

development, such support 

for investment and provision 

of improved seeds. It is 

believed that such types of 

support have only minimal 

consequences to the flow of 

trade. 

 The third, known as the 

"Amber Box," relates to all 

support types not included in 

the above mentioned 

packages. Because the 

types of support in this 

package seriously affect the 

flow of trade, the Agreement 

requires member countries 

to make reductions. While 

the developed and 

developing countries are 

required to reduce 5 per cent 

and 10 per cent, 

respectively, of the types of 

support in this package, the 

least-developed countries 

are not required to reduce all 

the types of support they 

provide. 

 
Export Subsidy 
 
 When it comes to export 

subsidy, an agreement has 

been reached that member 

countries shall take 

measures to make annual 

reduction on the export 

subsidies they provide to 

agricultural producers. 

 The developed countries are 

required to reduce their 

direct subsidies by 36 per 

cent of the marketing cost 

and 21 per cent of export 

amount within a time range 

of 6 years, while the 

developing countries are 

required to reduce their 

direct subsidies by 24 per 

cent in marketing cost and 

14 per cent in the export 

amount within a time range 

of 10 years. 

 The subsidies agreed upon 

for reduction under this pillar 

include: direct budgetary 
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payments; incentives 

provided for new products 

contingent on their 

incorporation in exported 

products; the sale or 

disposal by government 

action of non-commercial 

stocks of agricultural 

products at a price lower 

than the comparable price 

charged for the like product 

to buyers in the domestic 

market; payments on the 

export of an agricultural 

product financed by virtue of 

government action; provision 

of subsidies to reduce the 

costs of marketing of 

agricultural products, 

including handling, 

upgrading and processing 

costs, and the costs of 

international transport and 

freight; international and 

freight charges on export 

shipments provided or 

mandated by governments, 

on terms more favorable 

than for domestic shipment. 

 
4.1.2 Agreement on Sanitary 
and Phytosanitary Measures 
(SPS) 
 
While this Agreement was 

negotiated at the 7th Tokyo 

Round, and although the 

Agreement had to do with 

agriculture, consideration was 

given to it on the basis of the 

high benefits it provides and it 

was accordingly agreed to look 

at it on its own merit at the 

Uruguay Round, resulting in 

separate regulations. 

 
Accordingly, the Agreement 

proclaims that member states  

can issue technical regulations 

and take measures to protect 

human, animal and plant health 

as well as the environment and 

the country as a whole from any 

hazard, without however 

imposing unnecessary trade 

restrictions. The Agreement has 

proclaimed that it would be 

preferable as much as possible 

for these technical regulations or 

measures are consistent with the 

guidelines and standards of such 

organizations as Organization 

International des Epizooties, the 

International Plant Protection 

Convention and Codex 

Alimentarius Commision, and at 

least meet the minimum 

international protective 

standards. If the protective 

measures taken by a given 

member state have been found 

to meet the minimum protective 

standards, so proclaims the 

Agreement, other countries 

should accept them on an equal 

basis as their own standards. 

According to this Agreement, a 

given member state can set up a 

recognized disease-free area 

and provide information 

supported by data for any 

member state that would like to 

know about its safety standards. 

The Agreement also stipulates 

that member states should create 

Enquiry Points for dissemination 

of information regarding the 

safety regions and the 

implementation of the 

Agreement, as well as the 

establishment Notification 

Authorities for advance 

notification of proposed 

measures. 

4.1.3. Agreement on 
Technical Barriers on 
Trade 

 

The Agreement stipulates that 

member states can take 

measures to protect human, 

animal and plant life from health 

risks and damages due to 

deceptive or sub-standard 

products. Member countries have 

agreed that the measures to be 

taken in this respect should not 

discriminate among member 

states, should not pose barriers 

to international trade, must be 

transparent and made public in 

national bulletins of the 

respective countries.  

 
The Agreement encourages that 

the technical regulations, 

standards and conformity 

assessment procedures to be 

developed be consistent with the 

guidelines developed by such 

international organizations as 

International Standards 

Organization (ISO). The 

Agreement stipulates that if the 

restrictive measures a given 

member country takes meet the 

minimum standards, other 

member countries must accept 

them as equivalents; it also 

requires the establishment of an 

authority for the coordination of 

technical regulations, standards 

and conformity assessment, 

enquiry point and notification 

authority to provide information 

on the technical regulations 

already implemented or 

measures taken in the process.  
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4.1.4  Agreement on 
Safeguards (SG) 
 

The main objective of this 

Agreement is to set forth rules to 

enable member states to take 

safeguard measures with regard 

to increased imports entering 

their countries, where such 

imports have caused serious 

injury to the importing members' 

domestic industries. 

 
For member countries to be able 

to take such measures, the 

measures must be consistent 

with the following guiding 

principles: 

 
 When imports are 

increased in terms both 

of volume and price; 

 When imports are found 

to cause, or threaten 

serious injury to, a 

competing domestic 

industry; 

 When the injury or the 

threat of injury is caused by the 

specific product imported. 

 
Member countries must 

demonstrate through 

investigation that serious injury 

has occurred, or that the threat of 

serious injury is imminent, as 

shown by the facts; however, 

temporary measures can be 

taken until the investigation has 

been completed. The measures 

taken or intended to be taken 

should be applied only to remedy 

the injury. The measure can 

assume the form of levying taxes 

or imposing quota limitation on 

the concerned product. The 

measure so taken will be in effect 

for a maximum of four years with 

a possibility of extension where 

necessary. But it has been 

resolved that the period cannot 

be extended beyond a total of 

eight years. Member countries 

are required to compensate 

injured countries, that is, they 

should reduce duties imposed on 

other products replacing the 

concerned product. 

 

4.1.5 Agreement on Customs 
Valuation (CVA)  
 
This Agreement was first entered 

into at the Seventh Round 

Agreement that took place in 

Tokyo in 1979. The Agreement 

was also known as the Tokyo 

Round Valuation Code. The 

basis for the final Agreement 

signed by the member countries 

was transaction value. Under this 

Agreement customs value shall 

be determined on the basis of the 

price actually paid or payable for 

the goods, taking into 

consideration current transaction 

conditions. The Agreement was 

signed by 40 countries and it 

stayed in effect until the Uruguay 

Round. 

 
The World Trade Center's 

Customs Valuation Agreement, 

which was signed in 1994, is 

similar to the Tokyo Round Code. 

The customs value of imported 

goods is determined on the basis 

of Ad Valorem Duties. This kind 

of computation, used in imposing 

customs duties on imported 

goods, is based on the actual 

value or the volume/weight of the 

goods imported, or on both. 

There are six methods of 

computing customs valuation, 

including transaction value, and 

where information on imported 

goods is not available for 

purposes of determining customs 

valuation, recourse can be made 

to any one of the six methods 

where the others are have been 

found unworkable. The six 

methods are known as: 

Transaction Value; Transaction 

Value of Identical  

Goods; Transaction Value of 

Similar Goods; Deductive 

Method; Computed Method; Fall-

back Method. 

 
The World Trade Organization's 

Agreement on Customs 

Valuation has incorporated 

provisions to protect the rights of 

importing countries. The aim of 

these provisions is to ensure that 

customs valuation operates in 

accordance with the principles of 

transparency and accountability, 

right to confidentiality, provision 

in writing of information upon 

request, expression of 

reservations by parties involved. 

All these and more are 

obligations that member 

countries are required to uphold. 

 
4.2 General Agreement on Trade 
in Services (GATS) 
 
The aim of this agreement is to 

encourage member countries to 

open up their respective service 

sectors to suppliers of services of 

other member countries in four 

gradual stages. 

 
Although the Agreement has 

attempted as much as possible 

to incorporate all service sectors 

in its provisions, except those 

services that are supplied neither 

on a commercial basis nor in 
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competition with one or more 

service suppliers. Such services 

as are excluded from the 

Agreement are those services 

supplied in the exercise of 

governmental authority and they 

include national bank services 

and social security services. 

Among the services falling under 

these that are temporarily 

excluded from the Agreement are 

air traffic rights and those rights 

incorporated in the International 

Air Services Transit Agreement 

(also known as the Chicago 

Convention) mainly to do with 

issues relating to national 

security. 

According to the classification of 

the World Trade Organization, 

trade in services is divided into 

12 major sectors and 160 sub-

sectors, of which the major 

sectors are the following: 

 
1. Trade services 

2. Communications services 

3. Construction and related 

engineering services 

4. Supply (Distribution) 

services 

5. Educational services 

6. Health and related social 

services 

7. Environmental sanitation 

services 

8. Financial services 

9. Tourism and travel-related 

services 

10. Recreational, cultural and 

sports services 

11. Transport services 

12. Services not included in the 

preceding categories 

 
The Agreement also has 

provided for about 160 minor 

services under the 12 major 

services, which can be supplied 

in four modes: 

 Cross-border Supply of 

Services: Mode 1: Supply of 

services from the territory of 

one Member into the territory 

of any other Member; e.g. 

Telecommunications and 

Postal Services; 

 Consumption Abroad: Mode 

2: Supply of services in the 

territory of one Member to 

the service consumer of any 

other Member e.g. Tourism 

Services; 

 Commercial Presence: Mode 

3: Supply of services by a 

service supplier of one 

Member, through 

commercial presence in the 

territory of any other 

Member; e.g. Banking 

Services; 

 Temporary Movements of 

Natural Persons: Mode 4: 

Supply of services by a 

service supplier of one 

Member, through presence 

of natural persons of a 

Member in the territory of 

any other Member; e.g. 

Accounting and Medical 

Services. 

 
With regard to trade in services, 

members of the World Trade 

Organization have two types of 

obligations: 

 Unconditional General 

Obligations: Each Member is 

obliged to accord immediately 

and unconditionally to 

services and service 

suppliers of any other 

Member treatment no less 

favourable than that it 

accords to like services and 

service suppliers of any other 

country under the Most-

Favored-Nation Treatment 

provision. Transparency, 

which requires each Member 

to publish promptly all 

relevant measures of general 

application which pertain to or 

affect the operation of the 

Agreement, is subsumed 

under this General Obligation. 

Each member is required to 

respond promptly to all 

requests by any other 

Member for specific 

information on any of its 

measures of general 

application and ensure that 

the regulations and 

administrative guidelines that 

significantly affect trade in 

services are reliable and 

implemented without 

discrimination. 

 Conditional General 

Obligations: These are 

obligations pertaining to those 

services on which Member 

countries have agreed to 

make accessible to suppliers 

of services from other 

Member countries, and which 

they have included in their 

respective schedules of 

commitments. 

 
Member countries are expected 

to prepare Schedules of 

Commitments for the services 

they have committed themselves 

to accord to service suppliers of 

other Member countries and 

inform the Organization's 

Secretariat of same. The 

services to be included in the 

Schedule of Commitments can 
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be inscribed under two 

categories: 

 Horizontal Commitments: 

commitments that serve as 

limitations for all services 

inscribed in the Schedule of 

Commitments. The rationale 

for the existence in the 

Agreement of such 

limitations is to avoid 

redundancies in limitations 

on the modes of supply of 

services; 

 Sector-Specific 

Commitments: this pertains 

to the limitations imposed on 

each type of service. 

 
Another purpose of the 

Agreement is to provide a 

schedule of commitments 

pertaining to the types of 

services to be supplied under the 

four modes of service supply, the 

limitations to be imposed on 

those services, and MFN 

exemptions. Two types of 

limitations can be imposed on 

services supplied by service 

suppliers of one member in the 

territory of another member. 

 Market Access Limitations: 

This category pertains to 

those limitations imposed on 

services or service suppliers 

from one member country in 

the territory of another 

member country. 

 National Treatment 

Limitations: This category 

pertains to those limitations 

imposed on services that are 

comparable to services 

locally supplied in the host 

country. 

 

The first of the two limitations 

assumes six forms: 

 Limitations on the number of 

service suppliers; 

 Limitations on the total value 

of transaction or assets; 

 Limitations on the total 

quantity of service output; 

 Limitations on the total 

number of natural persons 

deployed in a particular 

service sector; 

 Measures that require 

specific types of legal entity, 

such as joint venture alone; 

 Limitations on the 

participation of foreign 

capital. 

  
Some of the limitations imposed 

through the second category 

include, among others: 

 Limitations pertaining to 

discriminatory subsidies and 

other financial measure; 

 Limitations pertaining to 

nationality requirements; 

 Limitations pertaining to 

residency requirements; 

 Limitations pertaining to 

licensing, registration and 

qualification requirements; 

 Limitations pertaining to 

technology transfer/training; 

 Limitations pertaining to local 

content requirements; 

 Limitations pertaining to 

ownership of property/land. 

 
Article 19 of the Agreement 

stresses that member countries 

commit themselves only to those 

supplies of services that they 

actually need, to accord services 

or service suppliers participation 

in limited or fewer sectors, and 

limit the supply of services to 

fewer types of transactions. 

 
4.3 Agreement on Trade-Related 
Intellectual Property Rights 
(TRIPS) 
 
The TRIPS Agreement 

constitutes one of the three major 

Agreements entered into by the 

World Trade Organization, and it 

has been in force since 1995. 

The Agreement on TRIPS is 

based on the Paris, Berne and 

Rome Conventions as well as the 

Washington Treaty on Intellectual 

Property. The provisions or 

stipulations especially of the 

Paris and Berne Conventions 

have been incorporated in the 

TRIPS Agreement more or less 

wholesale. Compared to those 

conventions that preceded it, the 

Trips Agreement has proved a 

more effective instrument in 

protecting trade-related 

intellectual rights, because: 

 It contains provisions for 

resolving trade disputes; 

 It describes procedures by 

which protections of 

intellectual property rights 

could be implemented at the 

national level; 

 It has provisions for the 

protection of rights pertaining 

to technological innovations, 

e.g. computer technology. 

The TRIPS Agreement stipulates 

that, if member countries could 

not act on the minimum duration 

of protection of intellectual 

property rights conferred on 

creators, they could, however, 

set down terms of protection with 

longer duration than those set 

down by the Agreement. The 
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TRIPS Agreement has the 

following major objectives:  

 

 To create conditions 

whereby creators are duly 

rewarded for their creation 

and thereby encourage the 

dissemination creativity; 

 To give adequate protection 

to intellectual property rights 

and encourage the 

promotion of technological 

innovation and dissemination 

of technology; 

 To reduce distortions and 
impediments to international 
trade.  

 
The Agreement on Trade-

Related Aspects of Intellectual 

Property Rights has incorporated 

two major types of rights: 

Copyright and Related Rights 

and Industrial Property Rights, 

the details of which are 

enumerated below: 

 
1. Copyright: This right pertains 

to the protection of the 

intellectual products of writers, 

and performers. The intellectual 

products protected under this 

right include music, books, film, 

computer software and the like. 

The copyright protection extends 

to expressions (in writing, 

through film, etc.) and not ideas, 

procedures, methods of 

operations or mathematical 

concepts as such. In other words 

what is protected are not ideas 

but the expression, in concrete 

form, of the ideas. 

 
Copyright protection forbids the 

reproduction and sale, through 

copying and cassette- or CD-

recording, the products of writers 

and performers without the 

authorization of the creators. The 

Agreement stipulates that, if 

intellectual creations are used for 

purposes of research, education, 

comments, news broadcast, they 

can be used without the 

authorization of the creators. The 

Agreement stipulates that 

intellectual property rights that 

are protected under copyright 

and related rights, unlike those 

rights pertaining to goods and 

services that require registration 

(e.g. Trademarks), shall be 

protected with no need for 

registration effective the day/year 

the work is made. Under the 

copyright and related rights 

provision, the creator of an 

intellectual property shall be 

conferred with a lifelong right to 

protection of his/her product. 

Other than the life of a natural 

person, the term of protection 

shall be no less than 50 years 

from the making of the work for 

use by the creator's legal 

inheritors. 

 
2. Related Rights: Copyright 

related rights pertain to 

protection of performers, 

producers of phonograms (sound 

recordings), and broadcasting 

organizations. The owners of 

these copyright-related rights are 

not required to register in order to 

claim or use those rights. The 

term of the protection available 

under this Agreement to 

performers and producers of 

phonograms shall last at least 

until the end of a period of 50 

years from the end of the 

calendar year in which the 

fixation was made or the 

performance took place. The 

term of protection granted to 

Broadcasting organizations shall 

last for at least 20 years from the 

end of the calendar year in which 

the broadcast took place. 

 
3. Trademarks: As provided for in 

Article 15 of the TRIPS 

Agreement, trademark 

constitutes any sign, or any 

combination of signs, capable of 

distinguishing goods or services 

of one undertaking from those of 

other undertakings. The 

agreement further stipulates that 

such signs, in particular words 

including personal names, 

letters, numerals, figurative 

elements and combinations of 

colours, as well as any 

combination of such signs, shall 

be eligible for registration as 

trademarks.  

As already pointed out, 

trademarks are used to 

distinguish the goods and 

services of one undertaking from 

those of other undertakings. 

According to the Agreement, 

initial registration, and each 

renewal of registration, for a 

trademark shall be for a term of 

no less than seven years, while 

the registration shall be renewed 

indefinitely.  If use is required to 

maintain a registration, the 

registration may be cancelled 

only after an uninterrupted period 

of at least three years of non-

use.  

                                                
 The provision attaches a condition: 

"unless valid reasons based on the 

existence of obstacles to such use 

are shown by the trademark owner. 

Circumstances arising independently 

of the will of the owner of the 

trademark, which constitute an 
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4. Protection of Geographical 

Indications: Trademarks under 

this category serve to identify 

goods originating from the 

territory of one Member, or 

region or locality in that territory 

from those of other Members. 

These trademarks generally 

apply to agricultural products and 

products of handicraft and food 

industries. Such products are 

considered to have qualities, 

reputations or other 

characteristics that are attributed 

to their geographical origins. The 

reasons cited for the uniqueness 

of such products are the natural 

environment of the region from 

which they originate, such as the 

soil and the climate, or the 

peculiar mode of production used 

in the particular region. For 

example, it could be the locality's 

climate and nature of soil that 

probably gives the 'Sheno butter' 

its unique quality [just by way of 

an example—Trans.]  

 
Trademarks protected under 

Geographical Indications are not 

considered private properties of 

particular individuals or 

enterprises. Rather, they 

constitute common properties of 

individuals or enterprises 

producing the same products in 

the same territory of a Member, 

or a region or locality in that 

territory. In other words, any 

person or enterprise can use the 

trademarks for the identification 

                                                 
obstacle to the use of the trademark, 

such as import restrictions on or 

other government requirements for 

goods or services protected by the 

trademark, shall be recognized as 

valid reasons for non-use." 

[Translator's note.]  

of the same product. The various 

signs that can be used to identify 

products or services [e.g. proper 

names, letters, numbers, etc. or 

their combinations] have the 

same function as trademarks. 

Since there is no internationally 

agreed upon system of 

registration for trademarks, the 

issue is still being negotiated. 

Regarding trademarks under 

Geographical Indications, the 

TRIPS Agreement requires 

Members to protect the rights to 

the trademarks, but particularly to 

trademarks for wines and liquors. 

 
5. Industrial Designs: These are 

artistic designs serving as 

embellishments or adornments 

for a given industrial product in 

accordance with the demands or 

requirements of the existing 

market. Industrial designs have 

the capacity to give a given 

product supplied to the market a 

special aesthetic worth, thereby 

enabling the product to compete 

and win against similar other 

products. 

 
Industrial designs are products of 

the imagination that are mostly 

put to use in textile, automobile 

and electronics industries. The 

designs must be registered with 

a government agency in order to 

be conferred with protection 

rights.  In order to be eligible for 

registration, the designs must be: 

 

 novel, i.e. heretofore 

unknown to consumers; 

 original, i.e. must be 

significantly different from 

known designs or 

combinations of known 

design features. 

The TRIPS Agreement stipulates 

that the duration of protection of 

rights for industrial designs shall 

amount to at least 10 years. The 

idea is to enable the creators to 

get returns both on the labor and 

the expenses they invested in 

their creations and, at the same 

time, to encourage them to come 

up with new creations. 

6. Patents: Patents, in the 

context of the TRIPS Agreement, 

is a certificate of ownership 

conferred upon individuals or 

groups, or enterprises for a given 

invention [in all fields of 

technology]. The relevant 

provision of the TRIPS 

Agreement confers on the 

owners of the invention the right 

to prevent third parties not having 

the owners' consent from using 

the products or processes of 

invention. Members shall require 

an applicant for a patent to 

disclose detailed and clear 

information on the invention. An 

invention that enjoys protection 

under the Patents provision 

should be capable of 

industrial/technical application. 

Patent rights are conferred both 

for products and processes. If the 

invention is for a product, it must 

be capable of production. 

Patents for inventions are given: 

 

 To provide legal protection 

and encourage the 

dissemination of the 

inventions among the 

public, while at the same 

time encouraging the 

creators to go public with 

their inventions; 

 To encourage big 

industries to invest more 
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money for research, 

thereby facilitating the 

undertaking of more 

research; 

 To create opportunities for 

the creation of alternate 

technologies. 

 
For an invention under patent to 

be eligible for protection: 

 It must be new or novel, 

i.e. it should not be part of 

previous inventions; 

 It must involve an inventive 

step (i.e. it should not be 

obvious to the man-on-the-

street); 

 It must be capable of 

industrial application. 

Under the TRIPS Agreement, not 

all inventions are patentable. 

Among such products are: 

 Products that are 

hazardous to human, 

animal, and plant life or 

health; 

 Diagnostic, therapeutic and 

surgical methods for the 

treatment of humans or 

animals; 

 Plants and animals other 
than micro-organisms. 

 
The Agreement also stipulates 

that, in emergency situations 

(e.g. natural disasters, 

epidemics, etc.), Members 

(governments) can use, or 

authorize third parties to use, the 

subject matter of the patent 

without the authorization of the 

right holder through compulsory 

licensing. According to the 

TRIPS Agreement the term of 

protection for a patented subject 

matter is at least twenty years 

[computed from the filing date]. 

This means that the subject 

matter of the patent becomes 

public property, that is, anybody 

can use the subject matter of the 

patent without prohibition once 

the twenty years expire. 

 
7. Layout-Designs 

[Topographies] of Integrated 

Circuits: Layout-Designs 

constitute one of the intellectual 

products conferred with 

protection rights. The designs 

incorporate integrated circuits. 

These designs are used in such 

industrial products as watches, 

television, laundry washing 

machines and automobiles. 

 
The designs involve a Three-

Dimensional Disposition and they 

require the sophisticated 

knowledge and expertise of 

professionals, as well as huge 

investment. The main reason 

behind protecting these designs 

is to reduce the integrated 

circuits dimension (to reduce the 

space the product takes and the 

materials and the cost needed to 

produce it, by reducing its 

dimension) in order to support 

the process of creation. The term 

of protection for lay-out designs 

of integrated circuits shall be a 

term of no less than 10 years. 

 
8. Undisclosed Information: 

Under the TRIPS Agreement 

Undisclosed Information is of two 

types: Trade Secrets and Test 

Data. 

 Information under the Trade 

Secret category pertains to 

product formulae, designs, 

documents with the list of 

names of a company's 

clients and others of a 

similar nature. Since such 

information constitutes a 

company's trade secrets, 

only a handful of the 

company's personnel are 

authorized to have access to 

the contents of the 

information. 

 Test Data incorporate 

Pharmaceutical and 

Agricultural Chemical 

Products. The Agreement 

confers protection rights on 

both types of products if they 

utilize new chemical entities. 

In order to market such 

products, the relevant 

company must first secure 

the consent of the Member 

country's government. The 

Agreement stipulates that 

the government, for its part, 

must commit itself to keeping 

the information it gets during 

the negotiation process 

confidential. 

Now that we have said this much 

about the three major 

Agreements of the World Trade 

Organization, let us now turn to 

the WTO's membership 

negotiation process. 

 
5. Membership and Membership 
Negotiation Phases  
 
The process of accession to the 

WTO is complex and demanding, 

particularly for poor countries 

such as Ethiopia. Countries that 

seek membership in the WTO 

are required to accede to laws 

and regulations that entail 

making various changes in their 

economies. The cost/price 

member countries pay to secure 

accession to the Organizations 

could have far reaching 

implications to their economic 
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and social development. It is 

believed that the preparation for 

accession and participation in the 

negotiation requires huge 

financial and human resources. 

When we particularly consider 

the situation of the less-

developed countries, the required 

resources could pose a serious 

challenge to them. 

 
Accession to the WTO involves 

an entirely different process from 

the processes involved in 

accessing membership in other 

international organizations, for 

example, the United Nations, the 

World Bank, or the International 

Monetary Fund. Membership in 

the WTO is a one-sided affair, as 

the lore has it. This means that 

the burden of demonstrating to 

existing members how to meet 

the requirements for membership 

falls squarely on the applicants. 

 
Article XII of the Marrakesh 

Agreement stipulates that "any 

state or separate customs 

territory possessing full 

autonomy" can become a 

member of the WTO on terms to 

be agreed between the state and 

members of the WTO. The terms 

of the provision run as follows: 

 
"1. Any state or separate 

customs territory possessing full 

autonomy in the conduct of its 

external commercial relations 

and of other matters provided for 

in this Agreement and the 

Multilateral Trade Agreements 

may accede to this Agreement 

on terms to be agreed between 

such a state or separate customs 

territory and the members of the 

WTO. Such accession shall 

apply to this Agreement and the 

Multilateral Trade Agreements 

annexed thereto. 

 
"2. Decisions on accession shall 

be taken by the Ministerial 

Conference. The Ministerial 

Conference shall approve the 

agreement on the terms of 

accession by a two-thirds 

majority of the Members of the 

WTO. 

 
"3. Accession to a Plurilateral 

Trade Agreement shall be 

governed by the provisions of 

that Agreement." 

 

The determination of the cost a 

country pays or the obligations it 

enters into to become a member 

of the WTO is left to each 

Working Party. Because of this 

the cost paid and the obligations 

entered into vary from one 

country to another. 

 
There are four technical phases 

that a country must pass through 

before becoming a member of 

the WTO. These are:  

 
Phase One: Request for 

membership and setting up of 

Working Party (WP): Any country 

that seeks membership in the 

WTO sends, on the basis of 

Article XII of the Marrakesh 

Agreement, a request in writing 

to the Director General of the 

WTO. The Director General 

presents the request for 

consideration by the WTO 

General Council at its next 

meeting. Once the accession 

application has been considered 

and gains acceptance by all the 

members of the General Council, 

a Working Party is set up to 

consider the application. 

 
Phase Two: Information 

Gathering: This phase serves as 

a stage whereby the WTO 

members are informed about the 

applicant's economic status, but 

particularly about its foreign trade 

regime. It is duirng this phase 

that the applicant provides a 

Memorandum on its Foreign 

Trade Regime (MFTR). The 

Memorandum should be 

prepared in accordance with the 

WTO Secretariat's Guidelines. 

The Memorandum is then 

examined by the Working Party; 

WTO member countries present 

questions in writing, to which the 

applicant must respond in writing 

as well. The process continues 

until the Working Party is 

satisfied with the responses it 

gets. During this phase, other 

relevant documents (such as 

ACC Documents, Legislative 

Action Plan, etc.) could be 

presented for consideration as 

situations require. 

 
Phase Three: Negotiations: Once 

the required/relevant data have 

been gathered, the Working 

Party calls a meeting in which it 

looks into those aspects of the 

applicant's foreign trade regime 

that do not accord with the 

WTO's Agreements. In this 

phase, the applicant is requested 

to submit its initial schedule of 

offers in goods and services, 

after which bilateral negotiations 

are held. The duration of the 

bilateral negotiations depends on 

the number of the applicant's 

main trade partners sitting in the 

Working Party. At the same time 
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that the bilateral negotiations are 

carried out, multilateral trade 

negotiations are held on general 

issues of concern to all 

members/partners. Finally, the 

applicant and the Working Party 

get together to deliberate on the 

Terms and Conditions of Entry.  

It is during this phase that the 

Working Party compiles and 

summarizes the contents of 

minutes the of all the meetings 

held and prepares its draft report. 

 
Phase Four:  Protocol of 

Accession: This is the final phase 

of the accession process. The 

report of the Working Party, the 

Protocol of Accession and the 

applicant's List of Commitments 

are compiled and submitted to 

the Ministerial Council or the 

General Council for approval. 

Although it has been stipulated 

that, once the Protocol of 

Accession has been approved by 

a two-thirds majority the 

applicant's request would be 

endorsed, this has not been the 

case in practice. Following a 

favorable decision by the 

General Council, the applicant is 

invited to sign a protocol of 

accession, which it must have 

ratified by its parliament. Then 

only does the applicant become 

a member of the WTO. 

 
6. Ethiopia's Current Status 
 
Ethiopia applied for membership 

in the World Trade Center in 

January 2003. Before submitting 

its application Ethiopia has been 

attending meetings of the 

Organization with an observer 

status for six years. Its 

application was submitted to the 

General Council and 

unanimously accepted in March 

2003, leading to the setting up of 

a Working Party. Following this, 

national and technical 

committees were set up to further 

follow up the process within 

Ethiopia. The technical 

committee was assigned the task 

of preparing the Memorandum on 

the country's Foreign Trade 

Regime, which constitutes the 

first substantive phase. The 

Memorandum was reviewed at 

different levels, after which it was 

endorsed and sent to the 

Secretariat of the WTO in 

December 2006. Ethiopia is 

currently in the Questions and 

Answers phase in which it 

clarifies to the members the 

nature of its policies and 

institutions. 

 
There is no specific deadline for 

the accession process. The time 

it takes to get to the final phase 

depends, by and large, on how 

quickly and efficiently the 

applicant does its part of the job. 

This does not mean, however, 

that negotiating members do not 

influence the process one way or 

another. Experience has shown 

that it takes a very long period for 

some (China 15 years) while it 

takes a very short period for 

others. In the case of Ethiopia 

the process is estimated to take 

5 years, from the date the 

Memorandum was submitted to 

the Secretariat of the WTO, that 

is, until December 2006. The 

process, it is estimated, will be 

finalized by the end of 2011. 

Ethiopia was asked to respond 

some 220 questions by the 

United States of America and 

Canada towards the end of 

February 2007. The responses to 

the questions have been 

approved by the National 

Committee and they are 

expected to be submitted to the 

WTO Secretariat soon. 

In the last few years questions 

have been raised regarding the 

Memorandum and other related 

documents to which responses 

have been prepared. Pilot 

studies if this is what is intended 

by the Amharic have been 

undertaken in the area of the 

three pillars of the WTO; namely, 

goods, services and intellectual 

property rights. The draft of the 

studies has been reviewed at a 

workshop in which the relevant 

bodies participated. Legal 

surveys have also been 

conducted to make sure that the 

country's trade regimes are in 

accord with the WTO 

Agreements. Training programs 

on trade negotiations have been 

conducted for members of the 

WTO Technical Committee and 

other professionals. The 

experiences of countries that 

recently joined the WTO have 

been presented at a meeting in 

which stakeholders participated. 

Capacity building and awareness 

raising activities have been 

undertaken (mostly at the 

Federal level, but also in some 

regions) regarding the basics of 

the WTO and its various 

Agreements. 

 
7. Benefits and Challenges of 
Membership  
 
7. 1 Benefits 
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Various studies explain that 

membership in the WTO has 

multifaceted benefits, beginning 

with additional income for 

individuals and extending to 

preventing armed conflicts. 

Because the WTO operates on 

the basis of legal regimes these 

regimes help to ease and 

facilitate the trade exchange 

among members. The basic 

principles of the system 

encourage ease and efficiency in 

market access to major markets 

and protect governments from 

undue pressures exerted by 

interest lobby groups. Since 

various transparency criteria 

have been put in place, the 

system encourages good 

governance, and in the event that 

disputes arise for various 

reasons, there is a dispute 

settlement mechanism which 

helps promote peace between 

members.  

 
The proponents of this line of 

thinking advise that conducting 

trade in a systematic and free 

manner reduces the costs of 

transactions, encourages 

competition, thereby leading to 

various alternatives for the 

beneficiaries to choose from. 

Such a process helps access to 

quality products and services at 

competitive prices. When, in this 

manner, trade expands, job 

opportunities will grow to the 

same extent, economic growth 

will speed up and, ultimately, all 

this will be reflected through the 

collective income of societies. 

Looked at from the vantage point 

of these general issues, and 

taking Ethiopia's present 

conditions, the benefits that the 

country can gain can be itemized 

as follows: 

 
1. Building a strong institutional 

capacity 
 
Accession to WTO membership 

demands from the very outset 

meeting the criteria the regime 

requires. These criteria in the 

main pertain to institutional 

capacity building. This 

institutional capacity building 

process requires the creation of 

trained and skilled manpower 

(trade lawyers, economists, 

skilled negotiators); strong 

institutions (WTO representative 

offices, national standards, 

customs); and infrastructure 

development (roads, ports, 

telecommunications, etc.). The 

various forms of support that the 

Organization, in collaboration 

with other development partners, 

provides, particularly for the less 

developed countries such as our 

own, will create opportunities to 

build a strong institutional 

capacity that will help these 

countries benefit from the 

international trade regime. 

  
2. Reliable market access 
 

The international trade regime 

requires Member countries to 

enter into a Tariff Binding 

Commitment and to provide 

information on the various trade 

laws and procedures, a process 

that helps member countries get 

a reliable market access to big 

international markets for the 

products and services they 

export. The market access 

opportunities presently open to 

Ethiopia in the world market are 

available to us entirely on the 

good will of the countries with 

trade relations with us; since the 

countries are not obligated by 

any legal regime, they could 

easily deny the country access 

to their markets. 

 
3. Attracting of foreign 

investment 
 
The Agreements and basic 

principles of the Organization are 

not of such nature as to invite or 

allow arbitrary change. Because 

this state of affairs enables the 

development of a stable 

economic policy, it creates an 

opportunity both for local and 

foreign investors to invest in the 

country. This can be considered 

as a sure guarantee particularly 

for the flow of foreign investment 

into the country. 

 
4. Benefit from the dispute 

settlement mechanism 
 
One of the systems that the 

World Trade Center set up is the 

dispute settlement mechanism 

for the resolution of trade-related 

conflicts. Because such conflicts 

can be resolved in a transparent 

and systematic manner, it helps 

develop sustainable trade 

relations among Members. 

  
5. Broader alternatives/choices 

for beneficiaries 
 
Because the international trade 

regime encourages competition 

among Members, it provides 

better opportunities for 

consumers to benefit from 

quality products and services at 

competitive prices. 
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6. Elimination of 
marginalization. 

 
Membership in the World Trade 

Center and participation in the 

international trade regime is 

considered helpful in preventing 

the risk of marginalization by 

other international financial 

institutions or the developed 

countries. 

 
7.2 Challenges 
 
The major challenges are: 
 
1. The possibility, in the case 

particularly of the least 

developed countries, of 

incurring huge expenditure in 

their efforts to make their 

trade policies and 

regulations accord with the 

Organization's various 

Agreements; 

 
2. The chances for local 

industries being exposed to 

lopsided foreign competition 

as a result of the tariff 

reduction the country is 

required to commit itself to 

during the many negotiations 

that follow after membership,  

as well as the same kind of 

exposure to unfair 

competition local investors 

would face as a result of 

opening up the service 

sector to foreign service 

providers;  

 
3. The fact that the tariff 

imposed on imported goods 

should be reduced through 

various negotiations even 

after the country has been 

accepted into WTO 

membership could 

negatively affect the 

government's general 

revenue; the fact that tariff 

constitutes the bigger share 

of the revenue governments 

in less developed countries 

generate through taxation 

severely affects the 

governments' revenue 

generating capacity, etc. 

 
The parallel existence of the 

potential benefits to be gained 

through membership in the World 

Trade Organization and the 

challenges posed thereby make 

the process of accession to 

membership controversial. It may 

be possible to argue on whether 

or not to opt for membership as 

two alternatives, as the option 

not to be considered in its own 

right. However, as things 

concretely stand in today's world 

(and in which we already find 

ourselves), there is not better 

alternative than facing the 

inevitable and joining the rest of 

the world and becoming part of 

the international trade regime, 

and making a sustained effort to 

work towards being able to 

develop a competitive market. 

The choice to compete, however, 

must be based on a well 

considered study whereby 

national negotiation positions 

should be adopted in the different 

sectors to ensure the protection 

of the country's interests and 

benefits. For such inputs to 

produce the desired outcome, a 

lot is expected from professionals 

and groups of professionals in 

the country's research 

institutions. In order to benefit 

from the international trade 

regime, government consultants 

and the country's intellectuals 

must also work hand in hand. 

 
7. Conclusion 
 
The General Agreement on 

Tariffs and Trade (GATT), which 

was signed in 1947 by 23 

members following a movement 

in 1940 to establish a world trade 

institution, served for 50 years in 

coordinating the world trade 

negotiations, until it passed on its 

mandate to the present World 

Trade Organization (WTO), 

which was founded in 1995. 

While about 8 trade negotiations 

were carried out under GATT, a 

lot of the activities were 

undertaken during the Uruguay 

Round that lasted from 1986 to 

1994. 

 
The present trade negotiation 

round, which constitutes the 9th 

Round, is known as the Doha 

Development Agenda (DDA). It 

coordinates the current trade 

negotiations. The Doha 

Development Agenda's main 

area of focus is development, 

and the issues of the Agenda it 

has set are still being negotiated. 

 
While Ethiopia started 

participating in the WTO as an 

observer in 1997, it applied for 

membership at the beginning of 

2003. It is expected of the 

country to undertake numerous 

trade-related activities and pass 

through various phases before 

accessing membership in the 

Organization. So far, the 

Memorandum, which constitutes 

the activity of the first substantial 

phase, has been submitted to the 
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Secretariat of the WTO. 

Responses to the first phase 

questions raised by the United 

States and Canada have been 

prepared, while pilot studies have 

been conducted in the various 

sectors.  

 

It is clear that to emerge 

successfully in the accession 

negotiations numerous issues 

must be taken care of. 

Everybody is duty bound to 

contribute their share towards 

this important national goal.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

The main task awaiting us in this 

regard is the creation of a 

national institution capable of 

protecting our national interest 

and equipping ourselves with the 

capacity to conduct the 

negotiations.  

 

This is where Ethiopian 

intellectuals come into the 

picture.  

 
9. Vision 
My vision for Ethiopia 20 years 

from now, that is the year 2020 

Ethiopian calendar, is to see a 

land in which democracy, peace 

and equality have flourished and 

where industrialization and 

investment have expanded. I 

would like to see a land capable 

of competing in the world market 

and sitting on a par with the 

middle-income countries of the 

world. 
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I. SÓu=Á  

u›eÑ^T> òØ’� •ÁÅÑ uS×¨< 

¾�^”cþ`�“ ¾SÑ“† {¡„KAÍ= 

¾}’d ¯KT�” ¨Å ›”É 

S”Å`’� �¾}k¾[� ŸSÖ� 

c”u� wLK�:: Ÿ²=I ¨<¤Å�“ 

›”Æ GÑ` ŸK?L¨< Ò` }q^‡� 

vKu� G<’@� Kw� }’ØKA“ u`” 

²Ó� S„` ¾TÃ�Mu� Å[Í 

LÃ uSÅ[c< ¨Å ¯KU ›=¢„T> 

¨<Iዯ� SÕ´ ÓÉ ÃLM:: 

 

Ÿ²=I ›ኳÁ GÑ^�” u›G<’< ¨p� 

fe� ¾}KÁÀ ¾”ÓÉ É`Éa�” 

�Á"H@Å� �Ñ†K�:: �’`c<U 

WTO, ¾COMESA FTA & ¾›=¢„T> 

›Ò`’� eUU’� (EPAs) “�¨<:: 

Ÿ�’²=I S"ŸM ª”†¨< Ÿ›¨<aû 

¾”ÓÉ g]¢� Ò` ¨Å ’í ¾”ÓÉ 

kÖ“ Ue[• ¾T>ÁS^¨< 

¾›=¢„T> ›Ò`’� 

eUU’�(EPAs) ’¨<:: 

 

LKó� 3 ›Y`� ¯S�� 

u›¨<aþ Iw[�“ u›õ]" 

Ÿ]u=Á”“ þeò¡(ACP) GÑa� 

SŸŸM ¾’u[¨< ¾”ÓÉ Ó”‟<’� 

uG<K�¿i ¾T>S^ ¾}KÁ¿ 

eUU’�� ’u\:: eUU’��U 

¾}k[ì<u� ª’†¨< ¯LT ¾ACP 

GÑa� u›¨<aþ Iw[� ÑuÁ 

¨<eØ ¾}hK °ÉM �”Ç=ÁÑ‟< 

�ex ’u`:: eUU’��U �.›?.› 

Ÿ1975 �eŸ 2®®® ¾KAT@ �“ 

Ÿ2®®® �eŸ Í”ª] 2008 ¾¢�’< 

“�¨<:: 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

uKAT@¨< eUU’� ¾ACP GÑa�  

U`�� u›¨<aþ Iw[� ÑuÁ 

¨<eØ ›� K›� vMJ’ (Non-

reciprocal) SMŸ<“ ¾}hK °ÉM 

}WØ�›�¨< ÑuÁ ¨<eØ 

�”Ç=Ñu< ÃÅ[ÒM:: ¾ACP GÑa� 

¾ów]Ÿ U`�� Ÿk[Ø“ Ÿ¢� ’í 

S<K< KS<K< ¾T>Ñu< c=J” ¾•`h 

U`�� Ó” Ÿ›¨<aþ Iw[� 

¾Ò^ ¾�`h þK=c= ›ኳÁ •¾•¿ 

�”Ç=Ñu< ÃÅ[ÒM::  

 

¾²=I� ›ß` îOõ ¯LT 

u›¨<aþ Iw[� •“ ACP GÑa� 

S"ŸM •¾}Å[Ñ ÁK¨<” ¨Å ’é 

¾”ÓÉ kÖ“ ¾T>ÁS^¨<” 

¾›=¢„T> ›Ò`’� 

eUU’�(EPAs) É`É` ›ÖnLÃ 

G<’@�“ ¾GÑ^�”” ¾Sð[U 

G<’@� uSÇce K¨<ÃÃ� Tp[w 

’¨<:: 

 

2. ¾›=¢„T> ›Ò`’� eUU’� 

•]Ÿ© ›S×Ø“ ŸWTO Ò` 

S××U 

 

2.1 •]Ÿ© ›S×Ø 

¾›õ]"' ¾"]u=Á”“ ¾þeò¡ 

GÑa� Ÿ›¨<aþ Iw[� Ò` 

¾›=¢„T> Ó”‟<’� u1957 ¾aT 

eUU’� SW[� }SW[}:: 

¾Ó”‟<’~ S’h የACP GÑa�” 

¾›=¢„T>“ TIu^© MT�“ 

°ÉÑ�” ¾TÑ´ S`I Ãµ ’u`:: 

ÃIU  የACP  GÑa�  Ÿ›¨<aþ  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Iw[� Ò`  ›� vMJ’ (Non-

Reciprocal) SMŸ< S’ÑÉ 

•”Ç=�K<“ pÉT>Á“ ¾}hK ¾ÑuÁ 

°ÉM (Special and Differential 

Treatment) ›Ó‡}¨< 

›=¢„T>Á�¨<” •”Ç=ÁdÉÑ< 

TS��� ’u`::  

 

u´IU Sc[� Ÿ ACP GÑa� 

¨Å ›¨<aþ ÑuÁ ŸT>Ñu<� 

U`�� ¨<eØ 96.5 uS� 

¾T>J’¨< Ÿk[Ø“ Ÿ¢� ’í 

¾T>Ñu< SJ’<” S[Ë� 

ÃdÁK<:: ¾1996 ¾›¨<aû 

›[”ÕÈ¨< W’É ¾ACP GÑa� 

u1976 u›¨<aþ Iw[� ÑuÁ 

¨<eØ Ÿ’u^�¨< ¾6.7 uS� 

É`h u1994 ¨Å 2.8 uS� ´p 

TK~” ›dÃ� ¾KAT@¨< ¾”ÓÉ 

eUU’� ¨<Ö?� u›ÖnLÃ }eó 

›eq^ß �”Å ’u` 

ÅUÉV›M
i
:: 

 

¾¯KU v”¡ ¾2®®4 ]þ`�U 

•”Å²=G< u›ÅÑ<“ u�ÇÑ> GÑa� 

SŸŸM ¾T>SW[}¨< ¾’í ”ÓÉ 

kÖ“ ›� K›� (Reciprocal) 

ŸMJ’ ue}k` �ÇÑ> GÑa� 

}ÖnT> �”ÅTÃJ’< ÁdÁM:: 

K²=IU ¾›� K›� ÁMJ’¨< Ó”‟

<’�“ ¾KAT@̈ < eUU’�� �eŸ 

›G<” É[e ›ØÒu= ¨<Ö?� 

�”ÇLeÑ‟< Te[Í’� ÁÅ`ÒK<
ii
::  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

¾›=¢„T> ›Ò]’� eUU’� (EPAs): 

የኢትዮጵያ ›ÖnLÃ G<’@• 
 

›� ›T>” ›wÅL 

_______________________ 
 

›� ›T>” ›wÅL u1987 ¾SËS]Á Ç=Ó]Á�¨<” u›=¢„T>¡e u1993 ¾G<K}† Ç=Ó]Á�¨<” 

u›=¢„T>¡e þK=c= ›“K=ee Ÿ ›.›. ¿’>y`c=+ ›Ó‡}ªM:: Ÿ’Nc? 1987 �eŸ SeŸ[U 1999 

¯.U. uÑ”²w“ ›=¢„T> MT� T>’>eቴ` �“ uwN?^© v”¡ ÁÑKÑK< c=J” ŸØpU� 1999 ËUa 

u EEA/EEPRI ¾”ÓÉ“ ›=”Æe�] u<É” ¨<eØ }S^T] J’¨< uTÑMÑM LÃ ÃÑ†K<:: 
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¾›=¢„T> ›Ò`’� eUU’� 

¾S×¨< u›¨<aû Iw[� 

•“uACP GÑa� SካŸM ¾’u[¨< 

pÉT>Á“ ¾}hK ¾ÑuÁ °ÉM 

uSeÖ� LÃ ¾}Sc[}¨< 

¾”ÓÉ eUU’� •.›?› uÇ=c?Uu` 

31 k” 2®®7 ¾T>Áun uSJ’< 

uU�Ÿ< ŸWTO Ò` ¾T>××U 

›Ç=e ¾”ÓÉ eUU’� SðረU 

¾ÓÉ eKJ’ ’¨<:: 

 

¾}“ÖM ¾”ÓÉ °ÉM (Unilateral 

trade preference) SeÖ� 

¾T>SKŸ}¨< ¾WTO IÓ 

¾Enabling ›”kî ’¨<:: ÃI ›”kî 

¾}K¾ ¾”ÓÉ °ÉM SeÖ� 

¾T>�K¨< GÑa�” �”Å ¾MT� 

Å[Í�¨< uSK¾� w� ’¨< 

ÃLM:: ÃIU TK� °ÉK< 

SeÖ� ¾ðKÑ GÑ` KG<K<U 

uTÅÓ LÃ KT>Ñ‟< uS<K< 

¨Ã”U uMT� ¨Å•L Kk\ 

(LCDs) uS<K< ’¨< �”Í= Ña�” 

u}KÁ¿ U¡”Á�� KÁÁ� SJ” 

�”ÅላKu� ይገሌጻሌ:: ¾KAT@̈ < 

eUU’� Ó” °ÉK<” KACP 

GÑa� w� ’ØKA c=cØ ’u`:: 

ÃI G<’@� ’¨< ¾KAT@¨<” 

eUU’� Ÿ WTO ¾Enabling 

›”kî Ò` �”ÇÃ××U 

ÁÅ[Ñ¨<“ K¨<Ö<” ÁeÑÅÅ¨<:: 

 

Ÿ²=IU u}ÚT] K¨<Ö<” 

ÁeÑÅÅ¨< ’Ñ` }SddÃ °ÉM 

Ÿ›¨<aû Iw[� ¾}’ðÒ�¨< 

K?KA� uTÅÓ LÃ ¾T>Ñ‟< GÑa� 

ŸWTO IÓ ›”í` ¾°ÉK<” 

IÒ©’� ØÁo ¨<eØ eLeÑu<� 

u›¨<aû Iw[� �“ uACP 

GÑa� ¾}“ÖM ¾”ÓÉ °ÉM 

¾T>Áunu�” Ñ>²? KT^²U“ 

Ãህ”” ¾T>SKŸ� ¾WTO IÓ 

}ðíT> �”ÇÃJ” (waiver) 

SÖ¾p ¾ÓÉ eKJ’ K²=G< ¯LT 

}wKA u2001 }ÖÃq ¾}ðkÅ¨< 

waiver •eŸ Ç=c?Uu` 31 k” 

2007 w� K=^²U �KA›M::  

 

 

ÃI ¾}WÖ¨< waiver TwmÁ¨< 

Sn[u< u›¨<aû Iw[� �“ 

uACP GÑa�SŸ»@ ½Gû�O¬ú 

¾”ÓÉ Ó”‟<’� ŸWTO IÓ Ò` 

�”Ç=××U G<K� ÓMî 

›T^à� w� ’u\�:: ›”Å†¨< 

¾›¨<aû Iw[� ¾T>cÖ¨<” 

°ÉM Ÿ WTO Enabling ›”kî Ò` 

�”Ç=××U ›É`ÑA KG<K<U 

uTÅÓ LÃ KT>Ñ‟< ¨ÃU 

KG<K<U LDCs SeÖ�:: ÃI”” 

TÉ[Ó KACP  GÑa� w� 

¾}WÖ¨<” °ÉM ¾T>g[i`“ 

¾¨Ü ”ÓÇ�¨<” K›ÅÒ 

¾T>ÁÒKMØ ’¨<:: G<K}†¨< ¾’í 

kÖ“ eUU’� u›¨<aû 

Iw`�“ uACP GÑa� SŸŸM 

SSe[� ’¨<:: ÃI”” G<K}†

¨<” ›T^ß ’¨< ¾›¨<aû 

Iw`� }kwKA  ¾›=¢„T> 

›Ò`’� eUU’�  �”Ç=ð[U 

¾¨c’¨<::  

 

2.2 ¾›=¢„T> ›Ò`’� eUU’�” 

ŸWTO Ò` S××U ¾›¨<aþ 

Iw[�& Ÿ77 ¾ACP GÑa� ÅÓV 

55~ ¾¯KU ›kó ¾”ÓÉ 

É`Ï�(WTO) ›vM GÑa� 

“�¨<:: uSJ’<U ¾É`Ï~ ›vM 

GÑa� ¾T>ð`J�¨< T“�¨<U 

¾”ÓÉ eUU’�� ¾¯KU ›kó 

¾”ÓÉ É`Ï� IÓ Ò` S××U 

ÓÉ ÃLM:: 

 

u²=G< ¾›KU ›kó ¾”ÓÉ É`Ï� 

IÓ SW[� M¿ ÉÒõ SeÖ� 

uGÑa� SካŸM SKÁ¾�“ 

SÉKA S„` ¾Ku�U (Most 

Favored Nations, MFN treatment) 

¾T>K¨<” S`I c=}LKõ ›� 

K›� ÁMJ’ (Non-reciprocity) 

¾”ÓÉ eUU’� ÅÓV u’í kÖ“ 

¾”ÓÉ eUU’� ¨<eØ uWTO 

¾}WÖ¨<” M¿ Sw�  ÃØdM::  

___________________ 
1 Hirsch the logic of north-south 

economic integration: integration 

theories and legal mechanism across 

the north south divide, 32(1)legal  

•’²=I” ¾¯KU ›kó ¾”ÓÉ 

É`Ï�(WTO) IÓ •¾×c< 

SkÖM ¾TÃ�M uSJ’< 

u›¨<aû Iw`�“ uACP GÑa� 

SŸŸM ¾’u[¨<” ¾”ÓÉ eUU’� 

ŸWTO  ሕግ ጋር •”ዱ××U 

›É`Ô Sk¾` ›eðMÔ›M::  

 

¾›=¢„T> ›Ò`’� eUU’�” 

Ÿ¯KU ›kõ ¾”ÓÉ É`Ï� Ò` 

KT××U u’í kÖ“ ¾”ÓÉ 

eUU’� Y` ¾ GATT ›”kî 

24” TTEL� Ã„`u•M:: ÃI 

›”kî Ó” u^c< ÁKkK� 

vKSJ’< uÊH ²<` (Doha Round) 

É`É` ThhÁ �¾}Å[Ñu� ÃÑ†

M:: ÃI ›”kî u•ÇÑ> GÑa� 

SካŸM preferential regional 

agreement •”Ç=„` ¾T>ðpÉ 

c=J” �”Ç=hhM ¾}ðKÑ¨< 

›”kì< ›ÉTc<” ›eõ� u›ÅÑ<“ 

u�ÇÑ> GÑa� SካŸM 

¾T>ðÖ[¨<” ’í kÖ“” 

•”Ç=Áካ�� ’¨<:: Ÿ²=IU 

u}ÚT] K•ÇÑ> GÑa� ¾}K¾ 

¾”ÓÉ ÉÒõ �”Ç=Å[ÓL�¨< 

ÃÖÃnM:: u¯KU ›kõ ¾”ÓÉ 

É`Ï� ¨<eØ ÁM}sÛ ¾”ÓÉ 

É`Éa� ŸT>ðKÑ¨< uLÃ 

S²Ó¾��¨< uEPAs u¨p~ 

SÑvÅÉ LÃ ¾^c< ¾J’ }ê•„ 

›dÉVM:: 

 

uSc[~ u¢�’< eUU’� LÃ 

¾}kSÖ¨< ¾Ç=c?Uu` 31 k” 

2®®7 k’-ÑÅw •du= ›É`ÑA� 

¾’u[¨< ¾’í kÖ“” ¾”ÓÉ 

eUU’� ¾T>SKŸ}¨< ¾WTO 

IÓ uÊH ²<` (Doha Round) 

É`É` EPAs ŸSÑvÅÆ 

›ekÉV ÃhhLM የሚሌ ታሳቢ 

አዴርጎ ’¨<::  

 

U”U •”ኳ ¾›¨<aû Iw[� •“ 

ACP   GÑa�    IÑ<   ShhM  

_______________ 

issues of economic 

integration(2005) 
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•”ÇKu� ŸeUU’� ¾Å[c< 

u=J”U ¾ÊG¨< ²<`(Doha Round)  

É`É` vKSsÚ~ ¾}’d ACP 

GÑa� u¨p~ vK¨< IÓ •”Ç=Ñ²< 

›eÑÉÊ›M::  

 

¾G<K~” ¨Ñ„� ¾”ÓÉ Ó”‟<’� 

ŸWTO ¾T××S< Y^ u›”É 

Ñ>²? ¾T>Ÿ“¨” dÃJ” Å[Í 

uÅ[Í ¾T>ðìU uSJ’< uG<K~ 

S"ŸM u`” ¾S¡ð~ G<’@• u 

reciprocity LÃ ¾}Sc[} J„ 

SuLKØ (Asymmetry)  Ã„[ªM:: 

ÃIU TK�  KACP GÑa� [ºU 

¾iÓÓ` ¨p� SeÖ� ›”Å†¨< 

c=J” K?L†¨< ¾•]õ“ K?KA� 

”ÓÉ” K=ÁÅ“pó ¾T>�K< IÑA� 

S’d� LÃ ŸG<K~ ¨Ñ„� 

¾T>Öupv�¨< G<’@� ’¨<<:: 

uSW[~ ¾›=¢„T> ›Ò`’� 

eUU’� ¨Å ’í ¾”ÓÉ kÖ“ 

UY[• ¾T>ÁS^ Ñ>²?Á© 

eUU’� ’¨<:: uSJ’<U ¾’í¨< 

kÖ“ Ue[� ›ÖnLÃ °pÉ“ 

}ðíT> ¾T>ÁÅ`Ñ¨< }kvÃ’� 

ÁK¨< [»U ¾Ñ>²? ÑÅw 

�”Ç=„[¨< ÁeðMÒM:: 

 

¾iÓÓ` Ñ>²?” uT>SKŸ� �”Å 

GATT ›”kî 24 SW[� Ÿ1® 

¯S� SwKØ ¾Ku�U:: Ÿ²=I 

¾[²S Ñ>²? ¾T>¨eÉ ŸJ’ Ñ<Ç¿ 

¾}K¾ SJ’< um Tw^]Á 

c=„[¨< w� }kvÃ’� 

•”ÅT>„[¨< Á�•M::  

 

•”Å ACP GÑa� ›SKŸŸ� 

¾iÓÓ` ¨p~ `´S� ¨<d’@ 

¾�ÇÑ> GÑa�” ¾”ÓÉ ¾°ÉÑ�“ 

¾óÃ“”e G<’@�” vÑ“²u SMŸ< 

�Ã� SJ” Ã„`u�M ¾T>M 

’¨<:: ÁU J’ ÃI ¾iÓÓ` ¨p~ 

Ÿò`T¨< k” ›”e� Ÿ18 ¯S� 

u�� ÁÖ[ SJ” ¾Ku�U ¾T>M 

›gU Ã”ìv[nM::  

 

K?L¨< Seð`� ¾’í kÖ“ 

eUU’� LÃ uT>Å[eu� Ñ>²? 

¾•]õ“ K?KA� ”ÓÉ” K=ÁÅ“pñ 

¾T>�K< IÑA� ŸVL ÑAÅM 

ŸG<K<U ¾gkØ ”ÓÊ� 

(Substantially all the trade)  LÃ 

S’d� Ã„`v�ªM ¾T>M ’¨<:: 

�”Å EU ›pªU 9® uS� 

¾T>J’¨< ¾”ÓÉ SÖ” 

uSካŸL�¨< ’í SJ” ÁKu� 

u=J”U S�†¨< uG<K~ ¨Ñ„� 

SካŸM ¾}KÁ¾ ØS`•� 

Ã„\•M:: ›¨<aþ S� uS� 

u\” ¾T>Ÿõ� ŸJ’ ¾ACP GÑa� 

Ó” 8® w� ÃÖupv�ªM 

U¡”Á~U u›TካÃ 9® uS� 

eKT>J”:: ÃI ÅÓV ¾›=¢„T> 

›Ò`’� eUU’� Ÿ¯KU ›kó 

¾”ÓÉ É`Ï� IÓ Ò` 

•”Ç=××U ÁÅ`ÑªM:: 

 

3. ¾É`É` H>Å�“ ¾vK É`h 

›Ÿ?�  }d�ö 

 

¾ACP GÑa� Ÿ›¨<aû Iw[� 

Ò` ¾�Á”Ç”Æ ›vM GÑ` 

w�¨<” SÅ^Å` ›e�Ò] 

SJ’<” uS[Ç��¨< ¾}’d 

ØpT�¨<” KTeŸu` c=K< 

�^d�¨<” u}KÁ¿ u<É„� 

uTÅ^Ë�“ ¾Ò^ ›sU 

¾T>Ã²<u�” YM� uS”Åõ 

É`É\” KTŸH@É u�”penc? LÃ 

ÃÑ†K<:: K²=IU eŸ?�T’� 

�’²=I ¾ACP GÑa� ueÉe� 

¡ML© u<É„� }ŸõKªM:: 

 

›=�¿åÁU 16 GÑa� u›vM’� 

¾T>Ñ‟<u� ¾ESA1 TK�U 

¾Ue^p“ Åu<v© ›õ]" GÑa� 

¾}Å^Ç] u<É” ¨<eØ Ñw• 

Ÿ›¨<aû Iw`� Ò` uSÅ^Å` 

LÃ �Ñ†K�::  

uÉ`É\ Å”w Sc[� É`É\ 

ŸSËS\ ›ekÉV •Á”Ç”Æ 

GÑ` ¾National Development and 

Trade Policy Forum (NDTPF) 

                                                
1
 ¾ ESA GÑa� u<\”Ç=' ¢Vae' 

Ç=.].¢”Ô' Í=u<+' ›?`�^' 

›=�ÄåÁ' Ÿ?”Á' TÇÒeŸ`' 

TL©' V]ge' \ª”Ç' c=gMi' 

c<Ç”' ¿Ò”Ç' ³Uu=Á �“ 

´Uvu? “�¨<:: 
 

TssU ›Ku�:: ¾T>ssS¨<U 

ö[U ŸS”ÓY� ! ŸÓK< ¡õK 

›=¢„T>“ Ÿc=y=M TIu[cw 

}¨"Â� uT>¨<×Ö< ¾¢T>ቴ 
›vL� ÃJ“M:: u²=G< SW[� 

›=�ÂåÁU ÃI”” wN?^© ö[U  

•.›?.›. ÌLÃ 22 k” 2®®4 

u*òc?M ›slTK�
2
:: 

 

¾²=I GÑ^© ö[U ª’† }Óv` 

¾�Á”Ç”Æ” GÑ` ›sU ¾T>ÑMî 

W’É T²ÒË� ’¨<:: ÃIU 

›sU ¾T>²ÒË¨< ¾National Study 

on the Impact and Sustainability of 

the EPA for Ethiopia Ø“� Ó‡� 

LÃ SW[� uTÉ[Ó ’¨<:: 

u²=G< SW[� ›=�ÄåÁU 

¾^eª” Ø“� ›"H>Ç u•`c<U 

LÃ uSSe[� ¾›sU W’É 

›²ÒÏ�K� :: 

 

ÃI Ÿ}ÑvÅÅ uPL ¾¾GÑa� 

¾NDTPF u<É„� ¾¾GÑ^�¨<” 

›sU uESA ¾Ò^ SÉ[¡ LÃ 

uTp[w ukÖ“¨< Å[Í É`É` 

TካH@É ’¨<:: uESA ¨<eØ 

uT>Å[Ñ¨< ¾›vM GÑa� É`É` 

¾k[u¨< c’É ŸÇu[ u•L ¾ESA 

GÑa� ›”É ¾Ò^ ›sU uSJ” 

Ÿ›¨<aû Iw`� Ò` KT>„[¨< 

É`É` S’h •”Ç=J” KIw[~ 

Ãk`vM:: ÃI”” c’É Sc[� 

›É`Ñ¨< ’¨< w^eMe ¾T>Ñ‟<� 

¾ESA ›UvdÅa�“ ¾¾GÑ\ 

¾”ÓÉ T>’>e�a� Ÿ›¨<aû 

Iw[� Ò` É`É` ¾T>ÁŸH@Æ�:: 

 

É`É\ ufe� Å[Í ¾T>Ÿ“¨” 

’¨<:: •’`c<U ¾pÉT>Á �Ÿ<[� 

`°f�” ¾SK¾�! upÉT>Á 

�Ÿ<[� LÃ SÅ^Å`“ 

¾TÖ“kp “�¨<:: upÉT>Á 

                                                
2
 MOTI, 2007. the National Study 

on the Impact and Sustainability 

of the EPA for Ethiopia(Draft 

final) 
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�Ÿ<[� e` ¾›¨<aû Iw`�“ 

¾ACP GÑa� eÉe� ª“ ª“ 

›`°e} Ñ<Ç¿�” KÃ}ªM:: 

•’`c<U ¾ÑuÁ °ÉM" •`h" 

¯X" ¾MT� �ww` ! 

¾›ÑMÓKA� ”ÓÉ“ Ÿ”ÓÉ Ò` 

}³TÏ’� ÁL�¨< Ñ<ÇÃ� 

“�¨<:: u�’²=I LÃ LKñ� 4 

¯S�� É`É` c=ŸH@É u=qÃU 

�eŸ›G<” S<K< uS<K< SgÝ 

›LÑ‟U::  

 

3.1  ¾ÓK< ¡/›=¢„T>/¾c=y=M 

TIu[cw Ó”³u?! }d�ö •“ 

´ÓÏ� 

 

¾ACP GÑa� ¾ÓK< ¡/›=¢„T> 

¾EPAs eUU’� Sð[U ¾}’d 

KT>Ÿ}K¨< ›K<�©U J’ 

›”�© }î°„� Ó”v` kÅU 

}sÇi uSJ’< eKeUU’~U J’ 

É`É\ Ã²� ›�Ÿ<a� SeÖ� 

ÃÖupu•M:: 

 

ÃG<” �”Í=> ¾GÑ^�” ¾ÓK< 

¡/›=¢„T> uc’É ›²ÒÏ ¢T>{ 

u›vM’� Å[Í ¾}¨ŸK u=J”U 

¾}d�ö¨< Å[Í“ ØMk� U” 

ÁIM �`Ñ<U ÁK¨<“ ¨<Ö?•T 

�”ÅJ’ ÓMî ›ÃÅKU:: 

 

¾K?KA� GÑa�” MUÉ Á¾” 

•”ÅJ’ ¾ÓK< ¡/›=¢„T> }d�ö“ 

Ó”³u? �ÏÓ ¾Lk ’¨<:: u›”Ç”É 

›õ`Ÿ GÑa� ¾ÓK<” ¡/›=¢„T> 

¾T>¨¡K< u<É„� ŸeUU’~ 

}ÖnT> ’” wK¨< ¾T>Áeu<�  

eUU’~” S”Óe��¨< u›ó×‡ 

�”Ç=ð`U uS¨�¨� LÃ c=Ñ‟< 

u›”í\ }ÑAÍ= �”J“K” ÁK<� 

¨Ñ„� ÅÓV eUU’~ 

�”ÇÃð[U ¾uŸ<L�¨<” 

�”penc? uTÉ[Ó LÃ ÃÑ†K<::  

 

Ÿ?’>Á” ¾¨cÉ” �”ÅJ’ ¾›uv 

LŸ=� EPAs” u¨p~ 

ÁKSð[U” }Ÿ�KA 

¾T>Ÿc�v�¨<” ¾”ÓÉ Ss[Ø 

¨Ã”U u›¨<aû ÑuÁ 

K=ÁÒØT�¨< ¾T>�K¨<” Ÿõ}† 

¾�]õ U×’@ ŸÓU� uTeÑv� 

S”ÓY��¨< ò`T¨<” uk’-

ÑÅu< �”Ç=Á„` �¾}bbÖ< 

c=J” u›”í\ ueUU’~ U¡”Á� 

65 uS� ¾T>J’¨< ¾›U^� 

�”Æe�]� }ÑAÍ= uSJ“�¨< 

¾}n¨<V ÉUí�¨<” •ÁcS< 

ÃÑ†K
3
<:: �”Ç=G<U K?KA� 

›’e}† �“ ÁM}Å^Ì< 

›U^��“ ÉJ� ÅŸT 

ŸSJ“�¨< ¾}’d ÉUí�¨< 

K=ÁcS< vKS�L�¨< ¾c=y=M 

TIu[cw É`Ï�� ÉUî 

J•�¨< c=”kdkc< Ã•ÁM:: 

 

u²=I [ÑÉ GÑ^�” LÃ ¾T>•Ã 

•”penc? ¾KU:: U“Mv� 

eUU’~” KSð[U ¾T�ÑÅÉ 

SJ’<” �eu= uS¨<cÉ ÃG<” 

¨Ã”U ŸÓ”³u? °Ø[� uGÑ^�” 

¾K?KA� GÑa� ScM 

•”pe”p”nc? uÓK<U J’ 

uc=y=M TIu[cw uŸ<M 

›Ã•ÃU::   

 

eUU’~ ŸVL ÔÅM ¾”ÓÉ 

•”ÅSJ’< ŸSð[S< uò� 

¾”ÓÆ TIu[cw ¾uŸ<K<” 

}d�ö“ ´ÓÏ� TÉ[Ó 

ÃÖupu�M:: ¾}d�ö¨<U Å[Í 

ŸeU ¾S¨ŸM ÁKð“ uÓK< 

¡/›=¢„T>  LÃ K=ÁÅ`e 

¾T>�K¨<” ›K<�©“ ›¨”�©  

}î°„ uØ“� ›eÅÓö Tp[w 

ÃÖupu�M:: Ÿ²=IU ›Mö 

¾Ø“~ ¨<Ö?� uGÑ^© ¾›gU 

                                                
3
 Oxfam, a matter of political 

will: how the European Union 

can maintain market access 

for African Caribbean and 

pacific countries in the 

absence of economic 

partnership agreements, 

briefing note April 2007 

 

W’Æ ¨<eØ Sካ}~” T[ÒÑØ 

Ã„`u•M:: ÃI ŸMJ’ ¾ÓK< 

}d�ö }ðLÑ> ¨<Ö?� K=ÁeÑ‡ 

›Ã�MU:: 

 
¾ey=M TIu[cu<U u=J” ÉUî 

¾K?L�¨<” }ÔÍ= ¾Iw[}cu< 

¡õKA�” ¨¡K¨< Ñ<Ç¿” 

uSŸ•}M አeðLÑ>¨<” �”penc? 

TÉ[Ó Ã„`v�ªM:: 

 
u›”í\ u›¨<aû ¨Ñ” 

ØpT�¨<” KTeŸu` ከመቻኮሌ 

የተነሳ eUU’~ ÁK ACP Gገሮች 
¾I´w }¨Ÿ°� ¨<d’@ uØÉòÁ 

ሉፈረም እንዯሚገባ Ñ>ò� c=ÁÅ`Ñ< 

Ã•ÁM፡፡ K²=IU ¾›¨<aû 

¾ንግዴ ኮሚሽነር ማንዳሌሰን 

uማርች 2007 በሚኒስትሮች የጋራ 

ኮሚቴ ሊይ የተናገሩት” SØke 

Ã�LM
4:: ይህ ¾I´w }¨Ÿ°� 

ÁLd}ð ¨<d’@ ¾›¨<aû Iw[� 
¾ዱሞክራሲ Sጎሌበትና የመንግስት 

የውሳኔ አሰጣጥ ዱሞክራሲያዊ 

እንዱሆን የያዘውን ፖሉሲ የሚፃረር 

›ŸH@É ነው፡፡  
 

4.  ¾›=¢„T> ›Ò`’� eUU’� 

የመፈረም ጉዲትና ጥቅም 
›� K›� ÁM’u[¨< eUU’� 

¾T>unu� k’ ÑÅw }n`u›M:: 

¾›=¢„T> ›Ò`’� eUU’� 

Ãð[TM ¨Ãe ›Ãð[UU; ›� 

K›� ÁM’u[¨< ¾”ÓÉ eUU’� 

›=¢„T>Á�¨<” ÁLhhKL�¨< 

¾ACP GÑa�  ¾’í ¾”ÓÉ 

eUU’� ¾� K=ÁÅ`d�¨< 

Ã�LM; u=ð[U U” ØpU“ 

Ñ<Ç� vÃð[U ÅÓV U” Ñ<Ç� 

K=ÁeŸ�M! U” ØpU Ãk`w“M 

¾T>K< ØÁo� }’e}¨< 

¾}KÁ¿ Ndx� �¾}cÖ<u�  

ÃÑ†K<::  

                                                
4
 Commissioner Mandelson, 

joint Ministerial Trade 

Committee, March 2007 
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4.1 ጉዲትና ጥቅም 

�”ÅT>�¨k¨< በ1980ዎቹ 

በርካታ የአፍሪካ አገሮች Structural 

Adjustment Program (SAP) ተብል 

የሚታወk¨< የማªቅር ማስተካከያ 

ፕሮግራም በዓሇም ባንክና uአሇም 

አቀፍ የገንዘብ É`Ï�(IMF) 

አማካÃነት ተግባራዊ ማዴረግ 

ጀምረ¨< ነበር፡፡ Ÿ²=I ፕሮግራም 

እርምጃዎች መካከሌ የንግዴ 

ቁጥጥርን ማሊሊት በአፍሪካ ዋ”ኛው 

’u`፡፡ ይሁን እንጂ እነዚህ 

የተወሰደ ¾ማስተካከያ እርምጃዎች 

¾ተhሇ አጠቃሊይ የኢኮኖሚ °Éገት 
TeS´Ñw ›KS�L�¨< 

�”Ç=Á¨<U }Óv^© ÁÅ[Ñ< 

GÑa�” ¨Å ÉI’� uTU^~ 

¾}’d ¾ÉI’� p’d øaÓ^V� 

kÃc¨< uS}Óu` LÃ ÃÑ†K<፡፡  

 

የተባበሩት መንግስታት መረጃU 

SAP” ተግባራዊ ያዯረጉ አገሮች 

ቀዴሞ Ÿ’u\u� የኢኮኖሚና 

የማህበራዊ MT� ዯረጃ 

አሽቆሌቁሇው መገኘታቸው” 

ÁdÁM
5፡፡ በነዚህ አገሮች የዴህነት 

ሁኔታ ከመባባሱ የተነሳ SAP 

ተግv^© SÅ[Ñ< }gTÖ ሀገሮች 

¾ዴህነት ቅነሳ እስትራቴጂ ሰነዴ 

›²ÒÏ}¨< ሇትግበራ •¾}ንቀሳቀሱ 

SJ“ቸው ይታወሳሌ፡፡ GÑ^�”U 

u²=G< H>Å� ¨<eØ ¾U�Ñ‡ “�:: 
ÃI ¡e}� ¾p`w Ñ>²? �¨<e• 

J„ �ÁK �’²=I” GÑa� u›ß` 

Ñ>²? ¨<eØ ›=¢„T>Á�¨<” S<K< 

KS<K< �”Ç=Ÿõ~ KU” ÃªŸvK<; 

 

U”U �”ኳ ¾›=¢„T> ›Ò`’� 

eUU’� ¾ACP GÑa�” Ÿ¯KU 

›=¢„T> Ò` KTªHÉ! ²Ko•© 

MT� KTU×�“ ÉI’�” 

                                                
5 Economic and social council, 

realization of economic and social 

cultural rights:2
nd

 progress report 18 

july 1991 E/CN.4/sub2/ 1991/17 

¾Te¨ÑÉ ¯LT Ãµ ¾}’d 

u=SeMU ¾›=¢„T> ›Ò`’� 

eUU’� É`É` Ã²� Ó” 

�’²=I” ¯LT� ¾T>ÁdŸ< 

SeKA ›Ã•ÃU:: 

 

u}ÚT]U EU ¾ACP GÑa� 

Ÿአገሌግልትና Ÿንግዴ Òር 

ተዛማጅነት ባሊቸው ጉዲዮች ዙሪያ 

ዴርዴር ውስጥ እንዱገቡ ግፊት 

እያዯረÑ ይገኛM፡፡ ይህ ግፊት  

¾ACP GÑa� የኢኮኖሚና 

ማህበራዊ ሌማ•�¨< ሊይ 

እንÅU• ›K¨<፡፡ ÃI Ø[•�¨<  

¾T>Ád¾¨< •’²=I GÑa� 

¾GÑa��¨<” °ÉÑ� KTóÖ” 

¾T>Á¨Ö<� þK=c= •”ÅðKÒ�¨< 

SÒó� S�L�¨<”“ 

አውሮፓውያን ሇGገራቸው 

ዕቃዎችና አገሌግልት ሊኪዎች 

እንዳት አዲዱስ ዕዴልችን 

ሇመፍጠር እየጣሩ መሆኑ” ’¨<፡፡  

 

የEBA °ÉM uS„\ ¾›=¢„T> 

›Ò`’� eUU’� ¾GÑa�” 

Ÿ›¨<aû Iw[� Ò` 

¾T>„^�¨< ¾”ÓÉ Ó”‟<’� ¨Å 

›� K›�’� /Reciprocity/  

ŸTgÒÑ` ue}k` ›Ç=e ¾ÑuÁ 

°ÉM K=ðØ`L�¨< �”ÅTÃ�M 

Ã�¨nM:: U¡”Á~U kÉVU 

u=J” Ÿ95 uS� uLÃ ¾T>J’¨< 

¾ACP GÑa� U`�� ¾ÑuÁ °ÉM 

’u^�¨< �Ó\ ¾TU[�“ 

¾Tp[w �”Í= S� ¾ÑuÁ ’u[; 

 

•”Å ›w³•� UG<^” ›Ç=c< 

ACP •“ ¾›¨<aû Iw[� ¾’í 

”ÓÉ eUU’�  ACP GÑa� 

›pU u•ÏÑ< •e"M}Ñv É[e 

›G<” vK¨< G<’@� MT�” 

K=ÁS× �”ÅTÃ�M Ã“Ñ^K<:: 

ÃIU ›pU ¾›=¢„T> ›Ò`’� 

eUU’�” ¾TkÉ“ ¾TeðìU 

w� dÃJ” ¾TU[�“ ¾S’ÑÉ 

›pU” ÁÖnMLM:: 

 

EPAs ÑuÁ” ¾Teóó�“ MT�” 

KTóÖ” Ã[ÇM •”ÉG<U ¾¨<ß 

kØ}† ›=”ye�S”�” ÃevM 

}wKA ÃÑS•M:: ÃG<” �”Í= 

�’²=I G<K< ›¨”�© Ñî��  

u}KÁ¿ SJL� uT>Ñv�¨< 

G<’@�� ¾�Ö\ “�¨<::  

 

uEPAs ²<`Á ¾}Å`Ñ< u`ካ• 

Ø“�� Ÿ}Ÿ}K<� ¾Ø“� YM� 

ÅካT’�፣ ¾S[Í °Ù�“ K?KA� 

ŸዚI u•� ¾}²[²\� Ñ<ÉK�� 

U¡”Á� ¾}’d Ó‡��” 

›e}TT‡ ›É`Ô S¨<cÉ 

Áe�Ó^M:: �’`c<U:-   

1. Ø“�� u”ÓÉ LÃ w� 

T}¢^�¨<& 

2. uS”ÓY� Ñu= Sk’e 

ÁK¨<” kØ}† }î°„ LÃ 

w� T}¢^�¨<& 

3. Ÿ}¨ÇÇ]’� wn�፣ Y^ 

ዕዴሌ ðÖ^“ Ÿ›=¢„T> 

°ÉÑ� ›ኳÁ uØMk� 

›KSÇcd�¨<“& 

4. quantitative dÃJ” qualitative 

¾Ø“� eM�” SW[� 

TÉ[Ò�¨< ŸT>Ökc< ª“ 

ª“� “�¨<::  

 

¾Ø“�� lMõ Ó‡��:- 

1. ¾›=¢„T> ›Ò`’� eUU’� 

¾”ÓÉ òc�” �”ÅT>ÚU`& 

2. ¾›=¢„T> ›Ò`’� eUU’� 

¾”ÓÉ” Ÿ}ð^^T>� ¨Å 

K?L GÑ` ŸTµ` (Trade 

divertion) ÃMp ”ÓÉ” 

uመ"ŸL�¨< መፍØ` (Trade 

Creation);  

3. የEU ¾Ò^ የእርሻ ፖሉሲ 

የእርሻ ምርቶ��¨<” ዋጋ ከ50 

- 70 በመቶ እንዱቀንስ 

ከማዴረጉ የተነሳ ACP GÑa�” 

ገበሬዎች ወዯ ባሰ ዴህነት 

የሚከታቸውና አፍሪካ©Á” 

የአውሮፓ ባሇፋብሪካዎች የጥሬ 

ዕቃ አቅራቢ ሆነው እንዱወሰኑ 
TÉ[Ñ<!  
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4. ¾S”ÓY�” Ñu= 

•”ÅT>k”e& ¾ተባበሩት 

መንግስታት የአፍሪካ ›=¢„T> 

ኮሚሽን (UNECA) ስላት 

መሠረት ከሰሃራ በታች vለ 

¾አፍሪካ Gገሮች LÃ ሙለ 

uሙለ ተግባራዊ የሚዯረÑ¬ 

EPAs በዓመት ወዯ 1.52 

ቢሉዮን ዩሮ ¾ታሪፍ ገቢ እጦት 

ሉያስከትሌ እንዯሚችሌ 

ያሳያሌ፡፡ ይህ የታሪፍ Ñu= 

መቀነስ ዯግሞ የአፍሪካ 

መንግስታት የዜጎቻቸውን 

የመሠ[ታዊ የማህበራዊ 

አገሌግልት አቅ`xትና አስጣጥ 

ሊይ ከፍተኛ ተፅእኖ uTdÅ` 

ŸÉI’� KS¨<×� 

¾T>ÁÅ`Ñ<�” Ø[� 

K=ÁÅ“põ �”ÅT>�M፡፡ 
•”Ç=G<U 

5. ¾ACP GÑa� gT��” 

}ÖnT>! ነገር ግን ›U^� 

•”Æe��” }ÑAÍ= 

•”ÅT>ÁÅ`Ó ¾T>Ád¿ 

“�¨<:: 

 

u›=�ÄåÁU ¾}Å[Ñ¨< Ø“� 

ŸLÃ ¾}Ökc< Ñ<ÉK��” 

¾T>Ò^ ’¨<:: u}ÚT]U 

¾Ø“~” SÅUÅT>ያ� 

KSkuM ¾T>e�Ó\ ናቸው:: 

ሇመጥቀስ ያህሌ ¾›=�¿åÁ 

›U^� ›=”Æe�]� 

¾•”ye�U”� Ti’^�” u’í 

¾T>eÑu< eKJ’ Ÿ›=¢„T> 

›Ò`’� eUU’� }ÖnT> 

•”ÅT>J’< Td¾~ Ø“~ 

¾eUU’~” Ñ<Ç~ Ÿ¨Åò� 

(dynamic impact) ›”í` uØMk� 

ÁMS[S[ SJ’<” ¾T>ÁdÃ 

’¨<::  

 

4.2 uG<K~ }Å^Ç]� SŸŸM 

¾T>•¿ M¾’�� 

 

É`É\ Ÿ}ËS[ Ÿ4 ¯S� u•L 

�”ኳ” u›G<’> ¨p� uG<K~ 

}Å^Ç]� S"ŸM ¾Ÿ[[ M¿’� 

Ãe}ªLM:: ÃIU ¨<Ø[�”“ 

}eó Sl[Ø” u}Å^Ç] u<É„� 

S"ŸM ðØbM:: ª“ ª“ 

¾M¿’� ’Øx� 

 

 ¾MT� ›eðLÑ>’� LÃ 

ŸeUU’� ¾}Å`c u=J”U 

MT� �”È� ¾T>M LÃ ! 

 Ÿ�]õ T”d� Ò` }ÁÃµ 

¾T>Ÿ}K¨<” ¾S”Óe� Ñu= 

p’d ካX LÃ! 

 ¾iÓÓ` ¨p� `´S�”!  

 ¾ACP GÑa�” ¾›==¢„T> 

Sªp` KTe}ካŸM“ 

¾}¨ÇÇ]’�“ ¾›p`x~” 

�Ó` KThhM ¾T>[Ç 

¾°`Ç� SÖ” !  

 ¾¨d‡ U`�� (Sensitive 

Products) ´`´` LÃ !  

 ½«ÐÆ« Œä ½GÆOÓ ›THÉ (trade 

liberalization) ŸMT� Ów 

Ò` ¾T>ÁÁ´u� G<’@� �“ 

¾}S[}u� GÑ` (Rules of 

Origin) ›eSM¡�! ¾T>Ökc< 

“�¨<:: 

4.3  ¾›=�¿åÁ“ ¾K?KA� GÑa� 

¾Sð[U/ÁKSð[U G<’@• 

 

¾¯KU v”¡ K•ÇÑ> GÑa� 

›¨<Ø�� ¾’u[¨< ¾SAP I´w” 

ÁLTŸK ’¨< }wKA uu`ካ• 

���� }c”´au� ’u`:: ÃG<” 

�”Í= Ã”” ¨Å Ô” uS}¨< 

ýaÓ^S< �”ÇK }Óv^© 

uSÅ[Ñ< GÑa�” ¨Å vc k¨<e 

KTeÑv� up~M:: ›G<”U EPAs 

ÉG GÑa�” ÃÑAÇM }wKA 

u}KÁ¿ S[Í� ¾}ÅÑñ 

Ø“�� u=k`u<U ¾›¨<aþ 

Iw[� Ða Çv Mue •ÁK ÃÑ†

M:: ÃIU ¾T>ÁSK¡}¨< �”Å 

SAP G<K< ¾EPAs Ñ<Ç� ŸÑ>²? u•L 

uÓMî •eŸT>•Ã É[e 

�¾}Öuk SJ’<” ’¨<:: ›ekÉV 

SÖ”kp ¾}gK J„ •ÁK Ñ<Ç� 

uÓMî •eŸT>Ée É[e SÖul 

�¡¡M ›ÃÅKU:: 

 

Ÿ¯KU ¾}¨ÇÇ`’� SKŸ=Á 

¾2005/06 ¨<Ö?� LÃ >G½| 

›«ÃGûƒ>¬ú o™Óc?Á ½™ü¢�Gû 

¾w¬ÄÄQŒ| ÓgGû SKŸ=Á FWO| 

»117 /ÎU… FŸ»@ ™ü|Âá¿ 116” ?Á 

|Î”>…$ Á;H ½Gû¿X½¬ú /ÎQ~ H« 

¿;@ ³ew” ½w¬ÄÄQŒ| ÃOÉ ?Á 

›«ÃGû|Î– Œ¬ú
6
$ oF<ŒúH ½/ÎQ~ 

¾›=¢„T> ›Ò`’� eUU’� 

Sð[U U”U ¾Ñ”²w ÉÒð 

u=cÖ¨< u›ß` Ñ>²? ¨<eØ 

wn~” ›Çw^ Ÿ›¨<aû Ò` 

u�Ÿ<M Å[Í K=Á¨ÇÉ^� Ã�LM 

¾T>M ÓU� ¾KU:: U¡”Á~U 

¾w²<� ¾}¨ÇÇ]’� wn� 

SKŸ=Á ÖgT>�” KThhM 

[ºU Ñ>²? ¾T>¨eÆ �”Å 

�UI`�! SW[} MT�“ 

¾{¡„KAÍ= ´ÓÌ’� “�¨<:: 

 

ŸLÃ u}SKŸ}¨< ¾}¨ÇÇ]’� 

ÖgT> S[Í“ K?KA� ¾}KÁ¿ 

Ø“�� ¨<Ö?� ›ኳÁ GÑ]� 

›G<” ካK�u� ´p}† 

¾›=”Æe�] MT�“ ´p}† 

¾U`•T’� �”Ç=G<U 

¾}¨ÇÇ]’� Å[Í c=•Ã EPAs” 

Sð[TE Ñ<Ç� LÃ �”ÅT>ØL� 

dÃ�KU ¾}ð� ’¨<:: 

uT>W×�U ›ß` ¾iÓÓ` 

¨p� ¨<eØ ¾›=¢„T> Sªpb” 

›e}ካ¡L Ÿ›¨<aþ Ãp`“ 

ŸK?KA� }SddÃ •ÇÑ> GÑa� 

Ò` �Ÿ<M ¾S¨ÇÅ` wn� LÃ 

�Å`dK� wKA Tcw Áe�Ó^M:: 

uSJ’<U eUU’~” ›KSð[S< 

¾}hK ÃJ“M:: 

 

ÃI u�”Ç=I �”ÇK u›¨<aû 

Iw[�“ �“ uESA ¾”ÓÉ 

T>’>e�a� SካŸM •.›?.›. 

u„y?Uu` 12 k” 2007 w^eMe 

LÃ u}Å[Ñ¨< ¾Ò^  ewcv LÃ 

¾›¨<aû Iw[� ACP GÑa�” 

¾MT� ØÁo uSkuK< uk’-ÑÅu< 

SW[� ŸòM ¾›=¢„T> ›Ò`’� 

                                                
6  World Economic Forum, The 
Global Competitiveness Report: 
2005-2006 
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eUU’�(light EPAs) u›T^ß’� 

k`x›M:: ÃIU ŸòM eUU’� 

¾T>Ÿ�}¨< ¾ÑuÁ °ÉM“ ¾MT� 

�ww`” c=J” K?KA� k] 

Ñ<Ç¿�” Ó” u2®®8 ¨<eØ 

}Å^Éa KSÚ[e ’¨<:: 

 

ÃI”” ŸòM ¾›=¢„T> ›Ò`’� 

eUU’� Sð[U ¾TÃðMÑ< 

GÑa�” u}SKŸ} LDCs ¾J’<� 

EBA SÖkU SkÖM 

•”ÅT>�K< c=ÑKî Non-LDCs Ó” 

¨Å SÅu†¨< GSP •”ÅT>Ñu< 

ÁekU×M:: ÃG<” •”Í= KLDCs 

J’ KNon-LDCs  ¾}kSÖ¨< 

›T^ß ¾T>ÁeÑ‟¨< ØpU 

ŸKAT@/Ÿ¢�’< Á’c ’¨<:: ÃIU 

u¢�’< eUU’� LÃ T”U ¾ACP 

GÑ` kÉV ŸT>ÁÑ‟¨< ¾ÑuÁ 

°ÉM Á’c ›ÃJ”U ¾T>K¨<” 

›”kê ¾T>í[` ’¨<:: u²=IU 

¨p� Ÿ²=I kÅU uÉ`É\ LÃ 

}’e}¨<  ŸeUU’� LÃ 

eLM}Å[cv�¨< u`Ÿ• lMõ 

Ñ<ÇÃ� LÃ U”U ¾}vK ’Ñ` 

¾KU:: 

 

›=�ÄåÁ ŸòM eUU’~” }kwL 

KÑ>²?¨< �”ÅT�ð`U Áe�¨k� 

e�J” cv� ›Ña� ›Ue~” 

¾Ue^p ›õ]" TIu[cw (EAC) 

›vM GÑa� ÚUa ŸòM 

¾›=¢„T> ›Ò`’� eUU’�(light 

EPAs) KSð[U }eTU}ªM::  

 
5. ¾›=¢„T> ›Ò`’� eUU’� 

›T^à� 

ÃI ¾›=¢„T> ›Ò`’� eUU’� 

uk’-ÑÅu< ueUU’� ¾TÃgß 

ŸJ’ ”ÓÉ K=e}ÕÔM Ã�LM 

¾T>M õ^� ›K:: ”ÓÉ 

•ÇÃe}ÕÔM KTÉ[Ó U” 

›T^à� Ã„^K< uT>M< ²<`Á 

¾T>Ÿ}K<�” ›T^à�” 

KS}qU }V¡VM:: 

 

1†/ ¾KAT@/¢�’< eUU’�” 

T^²U 

 

¾KAT@/¢�’< eUU’�” T^²U 

K›¨<aû Iw[� ð�‡ ’¨<:: 

U¡”Á~U �eŸ ›G<” É[e uk’-

ÑÅu< K=ð[U �”ÅTÃ�M 

}[ÒÓÙ Waiver kÅU wKA 

SÖ¾p ’u[u�:: ÃI Ó” u¨p~ 

›M}ðìSU:: ÃI” ›T^ß 

K?KA� ¾WTO ›vM GÑa� 

¾T>kuK<� eLMJ’ ›G<” vK¨< 

¾›vM GÑa� G<’@• Waiver 

u=Ö¾pU TÓ‟~ ›e�Ò] ’¨<:: 

Waiver ÖÃq TÓ‟~ u^c< 

¨<ewew“ [ºU Ñ>²? ¾T>¨eÉ 

’¨<:: KSØke Á¡M ›T@]" 

AGOA”  KT^²U u2001 ÖÃn 

T^²T>Á¨< (Waiver) •eŸ ›G<” 

É[e ULi ›LÑ‟U::  

 

2†/ ¾GSP •]õ  

ÃI �]õ fe� Å[Í� ›K<�:: 

�’`c<U EBA! GSP+ •“ SÅu†

¨< GSP “�¨<:: 

i)  EBA(Everything  But Arms) 

ÃI ›T^ß u•ÉÑ� ¨Å •L 

¾k\ ›Ña� (LDCs) EBA” 

SÖkU •”Ç=�K< TÉ[Ó ’¨<:: 

J„U EBA ŸKAT@/¾¢�’< °ÉM 

Á’c uSJ’< uGÑa� ¾T>S[Ø 

›ÃÅKU<:: U¡”Á~U u EBA e` 

ÁK¨< ¾rules of origin ›c^`“ 

¾S�†¨< U×’@ •”Å 

KAT@¨</¢�’< KACP GÑa� 

¾T>S� vKSJ’<::  

 

ii)  GSP+(Generalized System of 

Preference plus) 

ÃI °ÉM ¾T>cÖ¨< ¾¯KU ¯kõ 

¾›”vu= Øun! ¾c^}† Sw�“ 

K?KA� eUU’��” Kð[S< 

•ÇÑ>“ ›=¢„T>Á�¨< }ÒLß 

KJ’< GÑa� ’¨<:: °ÉK< ŸG<K<U 

°ÉKA� ¾}hK ’¨<:: ÃG<” •”Í= 

u›G<’< Ñ>²? GSP+ }ÖnT> GÑa� 

´`´` S<K< uSJ’< °ÉK< �”Å 

›Ç=e S�¾�< ¾T>ËU[¨< 

Ÿ›”É ¯S� u‰L ’¨<:: ¾°ÉK< 

}ÖnT> ¾T>ÁÅ`Ñ¨<” Seð`� 

Á¾” �”ÅJ’ G<K<U ¾ACP GÑa�  

wl K=J’< �”ÅT>�K< ’¨<:: �²=I 

LÃ ¾T>ÁeðMÑ¨< ¾›¨<aû©Á” 

¾þK+Ÿ ¨<d’@ ( EU’s  Political 

Will) w� ’¨<:: 

iii) SÅu†¨< GSP (the Standard 

Generalized System of Preference) 

ÃI ›T^ß ¨Å ›¨<aû 

uT>Ñv¨< U`� LÃ  ¾T>×K¨< 

¾•]õ U×’@ u›TŸÃ u20 uS� 

ŸK?KA� ›T^à� ´p ÁK ’¨<:: 

SÅu†¨< GSP ŸWTO Ò` 

¾T>××U ’¨<:: ÃG<”“ ÃI 

¾ÉÒõ ›Ã’� ¾ ACP Non-LDCs 

” kÉS¨< uKAT@/¢�’< ŸT>ÁÑ‟

<� ÉÒõU J’ K?KA� ¾L+” 

›T@]" GÑa� GSP+”  }ÖpS¨< 

U`•�¨<” ¨Å ›¨<aû 

ŸT>ÁeÑu< GÑa� ›”í` }ÔÍ= 

ÁÅ`Ò�ªM::  

 

3†/ Light/Phased EPA Sð[U 

G) Light EPAs 

ÃI ›T^ß ›”Ç”É Ñ<ÇÃ� 

LÃ eUU’�� Ÿ}Å[c KUdK? 

¾ÑuÁ °ÉM”“ MT�” 

uT>SKŸ� w� LÃ eUU’� 

Ÿ}Å[c MKA�” Ñ<ÇÄ� 

uT>kØK<� Ñ>²=Á� }Å^Éa 

KSÚ[e ¾T>Áe�M ’¨<:: 

 

K ) Phased EPAs 

 

ÃI ›T^ß �eŸ ›G<” É[e 

uSŸŸL�¨< eUU’� 

¾}Å[cv�¨< Ñ<ÇÃ�” LÃ 

uSð^[U u}k\� LÃ 

É`É\” ¨Å ò� KSkÖM 

¾T>e�M ’¨<:: 

 

6. ¾›=¢„T> ›Ò`’� eUU’�“ 

¾Ue^n©“ Åu<v© ›ó]ካ 
¾Ò^ ÑuÁ (COMESA) 

IM¨<“  

GÑa� K}KÁ¿ ¯LT� ¾’í 

ÑuÁ kÖ“ ›vM’�” ÃkLkLK<:: 

�’`c<U  cò ¾ÑuÁ °ÉM ›Ó‡� 

”ÓÇ�¨<” KTeóó�“ ¾›=¢„T> 

°ÉÑ� KTeS´Ñw!  ¾¨<ß 

kØ}† ›=”ye�S”�” ¨Å GÑ` 

¨<eØ KSdw!  KÉ”u` 
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lØØ`! �^”²=�! ¾c¨< 

´¨<¨<`” KSq×Ö`" ¾þK+ካ 

¯LT KTdካ� •“ ÑKM}† 

SJ” ¾T>ÁeŸõK¨< ªÒ 

�¾ÚS[ uSH@Æ “�¨<
7
:: 

 

u’í ÑuÁ kÖ“� LÃ ¾}Å[Ñ< 

¾}KÁ¿ Ø“�� ›”É” GÑ` 

}ÖnT>’� ¨ÃU }ÔÍ=’� 

uÓMî ›Ád¿U:: ukÖ“¨< 

U¡”Á� ¾GÑ` ¨<eØ gTቾ� 

u”ÓÉ ŸKL¨< S’d� ŸT>ÁÑ‟<� 

ØpU“ S”ÓY� ŸT>Á×¨< 

¾•]õ k[Ø Ñu= ¾�†¨< 

•”ÅT>ÁS´” uÓMî 

›Ã•¨pU:: ¾¯KU v”¡ 

¾Simulation Ø“� ¨<Ö?� ŸÅu<w-

Åu<w ¾’í ¾”ÓÉ kÖ“ ›vM 

GÑa� ¾ÔL ØpU •”ÅTÁÑ‟< 

ÁdÁM:: K²=IU uSŸŸL�¨< 

¾T>„[¨< ¾S’ÑÉ °ÉM Övw 

SJ’<“ ¾U`� ›¨nk^�¨<“ 

¾}ðØa Gw��¨< }SddÃ 

SJ’< uU¡”Á�’� ÃÖkdK<:: 

¾Åu<w-Åu<w kÖ“ ¾J’¨< 

የምስራn©“ ዯቡv© አፍሪካ የጋራ 

ገበያ (COMESA) በ1981 

የተቋቋመ“ 19 አባሌ ሀገራት 

c=„\� ከእነርሱU 13ቱ የነፃ 

የንግዴ ስምምነት(FTA)›vM 

“�¨<፡፡ በ2008 ÅÓV ሁለም 

›vM GÑ^� የነፃ ንግዴ 

ስምምነት(FTA) አካሌ እንÅT>ሆኑ 

ይጠበቃሌ፡፡ ›=�ÄåÁU የነፃ 

የንግዴ ስምምነት(FTA)›vM SJ” 

uGÑ]~ LÃ ¾T>„[¨<” •”ÅU• 
›eSM¡• Ø“� 

                                                
7
 Agustín Carstens’ Making 

Regional Economic Integration 

Work’  20th Annual General 

Meeting and Conference of the 

Pakistan Society of Development 

Economists’’ January 12, 2005 

Islamabad, Pakistan, 

 

 

›ŸH>ÇK�::¾Ø“~U ¨<Ö?� 

•”ÅT>Ád¾¨<  ’í J„ Ãp`“ 

›G<” vK¨< ¾�]õ ŸKL �”ኳ” 

ŸÓTi uLÃ ¾T>J’< ¾›U^� 

›=”Æe�]�ª ¨<ÉÉ\” 

SggU �”ÅTÃ�K< ’¨<
8
:: 

 

የEPAs አንደ ዓሊማ እንዯ 

COMESA ያለ ክሌሊዊ የኢኮኖሚ 

ቀጠናዎችን ማጠናከር ነው፡፡  

ከእንዯዚህ ዓይነት ቀጠናዎች ጋርም 

’¨< የአውሮፓ ህብረት EPAs” 

መፈራረም የፈKገው:: ÃG<” •”Í= 

›vM GÑa� uCOMESA Y` ›”É 

J’¨< dÃJ” IÒ© c¨<’� 

uK?K¨< uESA u<É” ¨<eØ 

}Å^Ï}¨< uSÅ^Å` LÃ ÃÑ†

K<:: አንጎሊ፣ ግብፅ፣ ሉቢያ እና 

ስዋዚሊንዴ ÅÓV EPAs” 

እ¾ተዯራÅ\ አይዯለም፡፡  ናሚቢያ 

ÅÓV uESA  መቋቋም ዋዜማ  LÃ 

’¨< COMESAን ሇቃ uS¨<×� 

uK?L u<É” ¨<eØ uSÅ^Å` LÃ 

¾U�Ñ‟¨<:: �”Å²=I ¯Ã’� 

¨<ewew G<’@�� kÖ“¨<” 

Öwq“ ¨<IÅ~” �ÁÖ“Ÿ\ 

KSH@É ›e�Ò] G<’@�” �¾ðÖ\ 

ÃÑ†K<:: ÃI ÅÓV ¾COMESA 

IM¨<“” ¾T>ð•}”“ ¾¡ML© 

¾›=¢„T> ¨<IÅ�” H>Å� ¨Å 

ò� •”ÇÃ^SÉ ¾T>ÁÅ`Ó 

’¨<:: 

 

EPAs IÒ© c¨<’� vL�¨<“ 

Ÿ²=I kÅU u}Å^Ì ¡ML© 

¾›=¢„T> kÖ“� ¾T>ð[U 

"“MJ’ ¾›¨<aû Iw[� 

K¡ML© ¾›=¢„T> kÖ“� 

SÖ“Ÿ` uT>ÁÅ`Ñ¨< ¾›pU 

Ó”v• ¾Ñ”²w ÉÒõ LÃ 

Te}"ŸÁ KTÉ[Ó ÃÑÅÇM:: ÃI 

ÅÓV K?L [»U Ñ>²? ¾T>ÖÃp 

uSJ’<  ¾EPAs •”Å COMESA 

ÁK< ¡ML© ¾›=¢„T> kÖ“�” 

                                                
8
 Afro Consult  and Trading (2002) 

A Study on COMESA-FTA 

¾TÖ“Ÿ` ¯LT ŸÓw •”ÇÃÅ`e 

ÁÅ`ÒM:: 

 

7. `°Ã 2020 

GÑ]~ �¾}Å^Å[� ÁK�¨< 

¾›=¢„T> ›Ò`’� eUU’�U J’ 

K?KA� ¾’í ”ÓÉ eUU’�� 

KÑ>²?¨< v�ð`T�¨<U ¨Åò� 

uŸ[[ ¨<ÉÉ` ¨<eØ ^eª” 

TÓ‟~ ¾TÃk` ’¨<:: uSJ’<U 

Ÿ¨Ç=¨< S²ÒË� ÓÉ ÃLM::   

 

›G<” ÁK¨<” ¾GÑ]~” }Úvß 

G<’@�“ K?KA� GÑa� ¾Å[c<u�” 

Å[Í u”êê` Á¾” �”ÅJ’ 

uT>kØK<� 20 ¯S�� Ñ>²? 

¨<eØ �ÏÓ SW[�© ¾J’ 

K¨<Ø uGÑ]~ ¾›=¢„T> 

¾}¨ÇÇ]’� ›pU LÃ ÃS×M 

wKA ¾}Ò’’ `°Ã TekSØ 

ßõ” w`G”}†(Blind Optimist) 

ŸSJ” K?L �`Ñ<U ¾K¨<U:: 

U¡”Á~U ¨<ÉÉ` S’h” 

Sc[� ÁT>ÁÅ`Ó“ ”îî^© 

�”ÅSJ’< Ÿ´p}† S’h 

uõØ’� uU”^SÉu� Ñ>²? 

¾}k[¨< ¯KU qV 

›ÃÖwk”U:: ÃG<” �”Í= w²<U 

ÚKU}† dMJ” GÑ]~ 

uT>kØK<� 20 ¯S�� Ñ>²? 

¨<eØ ›=¢„T>ª u¯KU Å[Í 

›G<” ŸT>Ñ‡u� ´p}† 

¾}¨ÇÇ]’� Å[Í ÃhhLM ¾T>M 

`°Ã ›K‡:: u²=I Ñ>²? ¨<eØ 

›U^� �”Æe�]�ª u¯KU 

ÑuÁ ¨<eØ ª’† }ª“Ã ÃJ“K< 

vMMU ¨d‡ ¾þK=c= �`UÍ� 

¾T>¨cÆ ŸJ’ ¾Ñu= °n�” 

¨<ÉÉ` uSggV Å[Í LÃ 

ÃÅ`dK< ¾T>M `°Ã ›K‡:: 

 

ÃI”” `°Ã dekUØ �eŸ 2020 

vK<� uT>kØK<� 20 ¯S�� 

¨<eØ ¾T>Ÿ}K< �`UÍ� 

Ã¨cÇK< ¾T>M •du= ¨eÎ 

’¨<::�’`c<U:-              

 

1. ¾GÑ]~ ¾›U^� 

›=”Æe�]�” KTwn� 

¾SMf Tªk` Y^ 
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ÃŸ“¨“K< Ÿ›”í^© 

}ÖnT>’� (Comparative 

advantage) ›”í` Ãn†K<! 

2. ¾GÑ]~” ¾”ÓÉ ua� K¯KU 

ÑuÁ uS¡ð� H>Å� ¨<eØ  

¾•]õ ŸKL ¾T>ðMÑ<�” 

¾¨d‡“ e�^{Í="© U`�� 

LÃ ŸK¨< }Úvß G<’@�“ 

¨Åò� K=>„` ŸT>�K¨< 

°ÉM ›”í` •Ã� um Ñ>²?“ 

�Ÿ<[� }cØ�� uÅ”w 

Ãc^M! 

3. ¾GÑ]~” }¨ÇÇ]’� u•ÏÑ< 

�¾ÑÅu ÁK¨<” ¾�^”eþ`� 

SW[} MT�“ ›ÑMÓKA� 

�”Ç=G<U K?KA� Sc[}-

MT� ²<]Á Ÿõ}† `w`w 

ÃÅ[ÒM ! 

4. Ø^�“ Å[Í¨<” ¾Öuk 

U`� ŸTp[w ›ኳÁ“ 

¾{¡„KAÍ= iÓÓ` �¨<” 

TÉ[Ó ¾T>�M ¾WKÖ’“ 

wl ¾c¨< �ÃM Ã„^M! 

5. up`w Ñ>²? Ÿõ}† ¾›=¢„T> 

°ÉÑ� uTeS´Ñw LÃ 

ÁK<�” GÑa� MUÉ 

uSpcU ŸGÑ^�” }Úvß 

G<’@� Ò` ›×ØV ue^ 

S}`ÔU! �“ 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

6. •”Å T°kõ J„ K=ÁÑKÓM 

uT>�M U�“ ¾¨<ß¨<”U 

J’ ¾GÑ` ¨<eÖ<” vKGw�ች 

እምነት (Confidence) Ÿõ 

¾T>ÁÅ`Ó ¾›=”ye�S”� 

þK=c= }hiKA K}Óv^©’~ 
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¾Tu[••�“ ¾Te}vu` 

Y^” ÃW^M:: 

 

References  

Agustín Carstens .2005. Making 

Regional Economic Integration 

Work  At the 20th Annual General 

Meeting and Conference of the 

Pakistan Society of Development 

Economists’ January 12, 2005 

Islamabad, Pakistan Melaku Geboye 

Desta.2006. EC-ACP economic 

partnership agreements and WTO 

compatibility: an experiment in 

North –South interregional 

agreements. 

Oxfam. 2007. A matter of Political 

Will: how the European Union can 

maintain market access for African  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Caribbean and pacific countries in 

the absence of economic partnership 

agreements, briefing note April 2007 

Policy Briefing Paper #2 June 2007;  

Economic Partnership Agreements: 

What Every Parliamentarian needs 

to know 

Report on Negotiations for 

Economic Partnership Agreement 30 

august 2007 

San Bilal. 2007. Concluding EPA 

Negotiations: legal and institutional 

issues May 10, 2007 

The Cotounu Partnership 

Agreement, 23 JUNE 2000 

MOTI . 2004. National Study on the 

Impact and Sustainability of the EPA 

for Ethiopia, Draft final report. 

World Economic Forum. 2005-

2006, The Global 

Competitiveness Report:  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

To all members of the Ethiopian Economic Association (EEA) 
 
The Association uses electronic media to communicate with its members. However, communication 

gap has been observed between the Association and some of its members. This may be due to the fact 

that some members may not inform the secretariat of the Association when they change their email 

addresses and some times the secretariat may misspell email addresses of the members. 

 

This is therefore, to request you if you do not have any communication with the secretariat of the 

Association at least in the past three months, please send your full name with your valid email 

address at eea@ethionet.et. Moreover, if you notice any of you,r collogues, classmates or friends have 

not communication with the secretariat, it is our pleasure to receive from you their full name and 

email addresses. 

 

We thank you for your cooperation, 

 
Sincerely, 
 
 

EEA Secretariat  
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I. Introduction 
 
 
It has now been quite a while 

since the world became global 

village as a result of the amazing 

development of the world's 

transport and communications 

technologies. In such a situation 

where countries are creating 

partnerships all over the world, 

the idea of isolation and closed-

door policy has become 

impossible and the inevitable 

way to go is to join the rest of the 

world's community through 

economic integration. 

 
Currently, our country is in the 

process of going through three 

different trade negotiations. 

These are: the World Trade 

Organization, the Common 

Market for Eastern and Southern 

Africa Free Trade Area and the 

Economic Partnership 

Agreement. Of these three, the 

major one is the EPA, with its 

objective of creating a free trade 

area (FTA) between the 

European Union and the ACP 

countries. 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

For the past three decades there 

were different bilateral 

Agreements guiding the trade 

relationships between the 

European Union (EU) on the one 

hand, and the African, Caribbean 

and Pacific countries (ACP) on 

the other. The major aim of the 

Agreements was to provide a 

better opportunity for the ACP 

countries to have access to the 

markets of the EU. The 

Agreements were the Lomé 

Agreement (1975-2000) and the 

Cotonou Agreement (2000-

January 2008).  

 
According to the Lomé 

Agreement the African, 

Caribbean and Pacific countries 

are granted non-reciprocal trade 

preferences on the basis of 

which they their products will 

have access to EU markets. 

While the industrial products of 

the ACP countries are imported 

into EU markets free of customs 

duties and quota limitations, 

agricultural products are allowed 

in accordance with the 

agricultural policy of the EU. 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

The aim of this brief paper is to 

explore and present for 

discussion the status of the 

negotiations under the EPA 

between the EU and the ACP 

countries, aimed at creating a 

free trade area, and the 

prospects for Ethiopia in signing 

the Agreement.  

 
II. Historical Overview of the 

EPA and Issues of 

Compatibility with the WTO 

 
2.1 Historical overview 
 
The economic relation between 

the African, Caribbean and 

Pacific countries, on the one 

hand, and the European Union 

was established in 1957 in 

accordance with the Rome 

Convention. The relationship 

started with the aim of aiding the 

economic and social 

development of the ACP 

countries. The idea was to 

enable the ACP countries to 

enter into trade relations with the 

EU countries on a non-reciprocal 

and special and differential 

treatment basis, with the view to 

helping them achieve economic 

growth. 

 
 

 

 

 

ECONOMIC PARTNERSHIP AGREEMENT (EPAs); 

THE CASE OF ETHIOPIA 
 

Amin Abdella 
 

 

________________________________ 

Ato Amin Abdella has obtained his first degree in Economics from Addis Ababa University in 1995 and his second 

degree in Economic Analysis from the same university in 2001. Ato Amin Abdella has served the Ministry of 

Finance and Economic Development and National Bank of Ethiopia from 1995 to 2007 and since then he has been 

working in the research wing of the Ethiopian Economic Association called Ethiopian Economic Policy Research 

Institute as a researcher in the Trade and Industry division.  
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Accordingly, as existing 

documents indicate, 96.5% of the 

export products entering 

European markets from the ACP 

countries are free from customs 

duties and quota barriers. But the 

1996 European Green Document 

has indicated that the 6.7% share 

the ACP countries had in the 

European markets in 1976 had 

plummeted to 2.8% by 1994, 

finally concluding that the Lomé 

trade agreement, considered in 

general terms, had proved 

frustrating.
9
 

 
The World Bank Report has 

indicated that, unless the free 

trade areas (FTAs) agreement 

between the developed and the 

developing countries is of a 

reciprocal nature, developing 

countries will end up with the 

short end of the stick. The report 

submits as proof of this the non-

reciprocal preferential treatment 

accorded to the ACP countries, 

as embodied in the Lomé 

Agreement, has not proved 

effective to date.
10

 

 
The idea of the Economic 

Partnership Agreement was 

conceived when it was realized 

that the trade agreement, which 

                                                
1 World Bank, Global Economic 

Prospects, 2004, p. 215. 
2 Hirsch, The Logic of North-South 

Economic Integration: Inegration 

theories and legal mechanisms 

across the north-south divide, 32(1) 

legal issues of economic integration 

(2005). 

was signed between the 

European Union and the ACP 

countries, giving the latter 

preferential treatment and a 

better market access would 

expire by December 2007, 

making it imperative to sign 

another agreement that would be 

compatable with the WTO rules. 

 
The WTO provision that allows 

for unilateral trade preference is 

known as the "Enabling" article. 

The provision stipulates that 

according differential trade 

opportunity to the countries in 

question would be possible only 

by separately taking their 

particular levels of development 

into consideration. This means 

that a country that wants to give 

the opportunity should either do 

so to all developing countries or 

all least developed countries 

(LDCs), not by discriminating 

between countries and regions. 

However, the Lomé Agreement 

gives preferential treatment to 

the only ACP countries. It is this 

preferential treatment provision 

that made the Lomé Agreement 

incompatible with the WTO 

Enabling provision and made the 

proposed change necessary. 

 
There is another point that made 

the need for change imperative. 

First, other developing countries 

that were denied the same 

preferential treatment that the EU 

accorded to the ACP countries 

put into doubt the legality of the 

unilateral trade preference as 

seen against the WTO trade 

regime; secondly, this issue of 

illegality led to a request by the 

parties concerned for waiver on 

the expiry date of the unilateral 

trade preference provision, which 

necessitated the extension of the 

period only until December 31, 

2007. 

 
As the date for the voidance of 

the waiver became imminent, the 

trade relation between the EU 

community and the ACP 

countries had but two obvious 

alternatives if it must be 

compatible with the WTO trade 

regime. The first alternative is for 

the EU to make the unilateral 

trade preference accord with the 

WTO Enabling provision, and 

provide the same opportunity 

either for all developing countries 

or for all Least Developed 

Countries. But opting for this 

alternative will undermine the 

opportunity given to the ACP 

countries and expose their export 

market to danger.  The second 

alternative is the creation of free 

trade areas (FTAs) between the 

European Union community and 

the ACP countries. It is this 

alternative that the EU opted for 

and decided to go ahead with the 

signing of the Economic 

Partnership Agreement. 

 
2.2. Compatibility of Economic 
Partnership Agreement with 
WTO's trade regime. 
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The European Union and 55 of 

the 77 ACP countries are 

members of the World Trade 

Organization. For this reason 

every trade agreement signed by 

the Organization's member 

countries should be compatible 

with the Organizations trade 

regime. 

 
According to this trade regime of 

the WTO, while the principle of 

unilateral trade preference 

violates the WTO's MFN 

treatment provision, which 

stipulates that there shouldn't be 

differentiation and discrimination 

between countries, the non-

reciprocity principle violates the 

special rights accorded under the 

WTO's Free Trade Areas 

Agreement. 

 
Because it has been impossible 

to proceed in violation of these 

provisions of the WTO, it has 

become necessary to make the 

trade agreement negotiated 

between the European Union 

and the ACP countries 

compatible with the WTO 

agreements. 

 
The process of making the 

Economic Partnership 

Agreements compatible with the 

WTO trade agreements, the 

former must meet the 

requirements of Article 24 of the 

GATT. Since, however, the said 

provision has not been 

formalized it is still being 

reviewed under the current Doha 

Round negotiation. While the 

provision allows for preferential 

regional agreement among the 

developing countries, the revision 

was found necessary in order to 

expand the scope of the 

provision so as incorporate terms 

for the creation of free trade 

areas among the developing 

countries. Moreover the provision 

allows for the provision of special 

support to the developing 

countries. The fact that 

unconcluded trade negotiations 

under the WTO agreements have 

been delayed beyond the 

expectations of prospective 

members has its own negative 

impact on the progress and 

timely conclusion of the EPAs. 

 
The December 31, 2007 deadline 

set down by the Cotonou 

Agreement had in mind the 

possibility that the WTO provision 

pertaining to the creation of free 

trade areas would be revised by 

the Doha Round & negotiations 

prior to the conclusion of the 

EPAs, this didn‘t happen. 

 
Although the European Union 

and the ACP countries have 

agreed on the need for revising 

the provision, because the Doha 

Round Negotiations have not 

been concluded, the ACP 

countries are forced to be 

governed by the existing terms of 

the EPAs. 

 

Making compatible the trade 

relation of the two group (EU & 

ACP) with WTO rules hated on 

reciprocity favoring ACP 

countries is a gradual process.  

This means: first, the ACP 

countries will be allowed a long 

transitional period; secondly, 

both sides are expected to 

remove tariff-related barriers and 

similar other laws that may prove 

obstacles to trade. 

 
The Economic Partnership 

Agreement is essentially a 

transitional agreement leading to 

the creation of free trade areas. 

Consequently the creation of the 

FTA must have an overall plan 

and an acceptable and 

sustainable time frame within 

which it can be realized. 

 
According to Article 24 of the 

GATT, such a time frame should 

not exceed 10 years. If the time 

frame extends beyond the 

specified period it will gain 

acceptance on the basis only of 

an explanation as to the special 

nature of the situation in which 

the plan is to be implemented. 

 
It is the view of the ACP 

countries that the determination 

of the length of the transitional 

period must take into 

consideration the commercial 

and financial situation of the 

developing countries. Whatever 

the case, there is a general 

consensus that the length of the 
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transitional periods should not be 

less than 18 years. 

 
Another criterion is that when the 

time comes for the free trade 

areas agreement, regulations 

and procedures that may pose 

barriers to tariff and tariff-related 

transactions must be removed 

from substantially all the trade. 

According to EU position on this 

matter, while the 90% of the 

trade transaction between the 

two parties must be free, the ratio 

of this arrangement could be 

different for both. This means 

that if the EU opens 100%, the 

ACP countries are expected to 

concede only 80% because the 

average comes to 90%. This will 

in turn bring the Economic 

Partnership Agreement in accord 

with the World Trade 

organization trade regime. 

 
3. Negotiation Process and 
Stakeholder Participation 
 
Because the ACP countries have 

realized that they cannot 

individually enter into 

negotiations with the European 

community, they are, in order to 

protect their interests, in the 

process of organizing themselves 

into various groups (or trade 

areas) and working towards 

adopting mutual positions in 

order to conduct the negotiations 

in a collective manner. Towards 

this end these ACP countries 

have categorized themselves into 

six regional groups. 

Of the six regional groupings 

Ethiopia is grouped into the 

Eastern and Southern African 

(ESA)
11

 negotiation group, which 

comprises 16 member countries, 

and is in the negotiation process. 

 
According to the negotiations 

protocol, each country is required 

to set up a National Development 

and Trade Policy Forum 

(NDTPF) prior to the start of the 

negotiation process. Such a 

forum will comprise committee 

members representing the 

government, the private sector 

and civil society. Ethiopia has 

officially set up its own National 

Forum as of July 22, 2004.
12

 

 
The main task of this National 

Forum is preparing a document 

explaining each country's 

position regarding the EPA. This 

position paper is based on the 

finding of the National Study on 

the Impact and Sustainability of 

the EPA for Ethiopia, which 

Ethiopia has already completed. 

 
Once this has been 

accomplished, the next step is for 

the NDTPF groups of the 

respective countries to present 

their respective country's position 

                                                
3 In this ESA group are: Burundi, 

Comoros, the Democratic Republic 

of Congo, Djibouti, Eritrea, 

Ethiopia, Kenya, Madagascar,  

Malawi, Mauritius, Syscelles, 

Sudan, Zambia, Zimbabwe. 
4 MOTI, 2007. The National Study 

on the Impact and Sustainability of 

EPA for Ethiopia (Draft final).  

to the ESA's forum and conduct 

the negotiation process at the 

regional level. After the 

document of the negotiation 

among the ESA countries has 

been developed and refined it will 

serve as ESA's collective 

position paper and be submitted 

to the European Union as a 

starting point for the negotiation 

with the EU. It is with this 

document in hand that the ESA 

ambassadors at Brussels and the 

ministers of commerce of the 

respective countries begin to 

conduct their negotiations with 

EU.  

 
The negotiations go through 

three phases: namely, identifying 

priority issues; negotiating on the 

identified priority issues; and 

agreeing on, or finalizing, the 

negotiations. During the first 

phase, that is the phase of 

identification of priority issues, 

the EU community and the ACP 

countries have identified six 

major issues, namely: market 

access; agriculture; fish 

industries; economic 

cooperation; trade in services; 

and trade-related issues. While 

negotiations have been 

conducted on these issues for 

the last four years, no final 

agreement has been reached  

yet. 

 
3.1 Awareness, participation 
and readiness among the 
private sector/civil society 
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Since the private sector of the 

ACP countries finds itself in the 

forefront in terms of being 

affected by the positive outcomes 

or negative impacts of the 

negotiations, it is imperative that 

it follow the proceedings of the 

negotiations and the agreements 

reached with keen interest. 

 
Although the private sector is 

represented in the document 

preparation committee as a 

member, the extent and 

significance of its participation, or 

its impact [on the negotiation 

process] is not clear. 

 
Experiences of other countries 

show that the participation of the 

private sector is highly 

significant. When it comes to 

African countries, however, the 

scenario is different: that is, while 

there are private sector groups 

who urge their respective 

governments to sign the 

agreements quickly, as they 

believe they would benefit from 

the agreements, while, on the 

other hand, there are groups who 

believe they would end up losers 

and, therefore, lobby against the 

signing of the agreements. 

 
Let us take Kenya as an 

example: anxious that the delay 

in signing the EPAs would result 

in the cessation of their 

enterprise, or fearing the 

increase in tariff that they would 

run into in the EU markets, 

Kenya's flower exporters are 

seen running about urging their 

government to quickly sign the 

EPAs. Conversely, because 65% 

of the manufacturing enterprises 

find themselves losers, the are 

voicing their protests against the 

signing of the agreements.
13

 

Similarly, because other small-

scale and unorganized producers 

and poor sectors of society are 

voiceless, civil society 

organizations are seen protesting 

on their behalf. 

 
When it comes to Ethiopia, we do 

not see any such movement. 

This may be either because of 

the assumption that Ethiopia is 

not obligated to sign the 

agreements, or it may be 

because of lack of awareness 

about the impacts of agreements. 

Whatever the reason, there has 

been no any such movement as 

seen in other countries, whether 

on the part of the private sector 

or civil society organizations 

 
Because such agreements, by 

and large is trade agreements, 

the business community must 

look forward to its own 

participation and preparation 

before the agreements are 

signed and go into effect. Such 

                                                
5 OXFAM. A matter of political 

will: How the European Union can 

maintain market access for African, 

Caribbean and Pacific countries in 

the absence of economic partnership 

agreements, briefing note, April 

2007. 

participation goes beyond just 

being represented by name; it 

requires a submission of a report, 

supported by concrete data, on 

the benefits and disadvantages 

the agreements would bring to, 

or against, the private sector, or 

else the sector's representation 

in the committee will not bring the 

desired result. 

 
Civil society organizations, too, 

must engage in movements on 

behalf of the disadvantaged 

sectors of the society. Since they 

are voiceless and unaware of the 

consequences of the agreement.  

 
When it comes to what is 

brewing on the European side, 

what we see is that, because 

they are in too much of a hurry to 

see their interests materialize, 

they are putting pressure on the 

ACP countries to sign the 

agreements with no need for the 

decision of their peoples' 

representatives. As a 

demonstration of this fact one 

can refer to EU Commissioner 

Mandelson's address of March 

2007 to the joint Ministerial Trade 

Committee.
14

 This idea of 

decision making without the 

involvement of peoples' 

representatives contravenes the 

European Union's policy of 

upholding democracy and 

                                                
6 Commissioner Mandelson, Joint 

Ministerial Trade Committee, March 

2007. 
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making governments' decision 

making process democratic.   

 
4. The Risks and Advantages 
of Signing the Economic 
Partnership Agreement   
 
The expiration date for the non-

reciprocal agreement is getting 

closer. Is the Economic 

Partnership Agreement to be 

signed or not? What would the 

fate of the ACP countries whose 

economies have not been 

improved by the non-reciprocal 

agreement be if they were to sign 

the free trade agreement? What 

advantages and disadvantages 

would follow if it were to be 

signed? What damages would be 

incurred and what opportunities 

missed if the ACP countries were 

to opt for not signing it? Such 

questions have been raised and 

different opinions are being 

entertained. 

 
4.1 As it is well known, in the 

1980s the World Bank and the 

International Monetary Fund 

(IMF) had proposed to African 

countries a Structural Adjustment 

Program (SAP), the majority of 

which had started to implement 

it. Among the measures 

proposed by the Program, the 

major one was liberalizing trade 

barriers. However, these 

adjustment programs, fall far 

from bringing about improvement 

in the overall economy of the 

African countries, rather led 

those countries that implemented 

the program to further poverty.  

 
Data from the United Nations 

indicated that the level of the 

economic and social 

development of those African 

countries that implemented the 

SAP showed a decline from that 

it had prior to the Program.
15

 It is 

to be recalled that, as a result of 

the aggravation of poverty in 

those countries which 

implemented the SAP, the 

Program was abandoned, in 

place of which the poverty 

reduction strategic program 

(PRSPs) currently underway was 

adopted. Ethiopia, too, is 

engaged in the same process. 

While this was only a recent 

phenomena and still fresh in our 

memory, why are the countries in 

question all in a rush to fully 

liberalize their economies? 

 
While it appears that the 

Economic Partnership 

Agreement was proposed with 

integrating the ACP countries 

into the world economy, bringing 

about sustainable development, 

and poverty reduction as its core 

aims, a close look at the contents 

of the Agreement does not 

indicate the possibility of realizing 

the professed aims. 

                                                
7 Economic and Social Council, 

Realization of economic, social 

[and?] cultural rights: 2nd progress 

report, 18 July 1991 

E/CN.4/sub2/1991/17 

In addition to this, the EU is 

putting pressure on the ACP 

countries to enter into 

negotiations matters related to 

trade in goods and services. 

Such pressure has implications 

for the economic and social 

development of the ACP 

countries. The exerting of such 

pressure on the ACP countries 

demonstrates that the European 

countries are out to prove that 

they can push around and 

manipulate, at will, the policies 

that the ACP countries have 

designed to speed up their 

development, while at the same 

time making efforts to create new 

opportunities for European 

exporters of goods and services.  

 
It is clear that the emergence at 

this point of the EPA opportunity, 

other than changing the non-

reciprocal trade relationship the 

ACP countries have with the 

European community to one 

based on reciprocity, cannot 

create new market opportunities 

for the said countries. This is so 

because about 95% of the 

products of the ACP countries 

had marketing opportunities to 

begin with. The problem lay not 

with access to the European 

markets but with producing and 

actually marketing those 

products. 

 
Most scholars state that, as long 

as the capacity of the ACP 

countries is strengthened to the 
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maximum possible, the newly 

proposed free trade agreement 

between the ACP countries and 

the European community cannot, 

in the present circumstances, 

bring about development for the 

ACP countries. The capacity we 

are speaking of here includes not 

only the capacity to plan and 

implement Economic Partnership 

Agreement but also the capacity 

to produce and trade. 

 
It is assumed that EPAs help 

expand market access and 

speed up development, while at 

the same time attracting direct 

foreign investment. But all these 

otherwise positive aspects of the 

EPAs are constrained by 

different conditions that must be 

met to start with. 

 
In order to see merits and 

demerits of the agreement, a 

number of studies have been 

conducted. However, because of 

the following weaknesses in the 

methods of those studies 

undertaken on EPAs, lack of 

data, and the problems 

enumerated below, it is difficult to 

take the findings of the studies as 

reliable: 

1. The studies have focused 

only on trade; 

2. The studies have focused 

only on the impacts of the 

decrease in government 

revenue; 

3. The issues have not been 

given in-depth consideration 

from the perspectives of 

competitiveness, creation of 

job opportunities, and 

economic growth; 

4. The studies adopted 

qualitative rather than 

quantitative method of 

analysis. 

These constitute the major 

weaknesses of the studies. 

 
The major findings of these 
studies are: 
 
1. Economic Partnership 

Agreements increase the flow 

of transaction; 

2. Economic Partnership 

Agreements facilitate trade 

creation among the signatory 

countries rather than trade 

diversion from one signatory 

country to another/others 

3. The collective agricultural 

policy of the EU has 

proposed to reduce the price 

of the agricultural products of 

the APC countries by 50-

70%, which will aggravate the 

poverty of these countries' 

farmers; the impact of this is 

to reduce the farmers to 

suppliers of raw materials for 

European industries; 

4. Economic Partnership 

Agreements will reduce the 

government revenue of ACP 

countries. According to the 

estimate of the United 

Nations Economic 

Commission for Africa 

(UNECA), the EPAs that are 

going to be implemented in 

all the Sub-Saharan African 

Countries will cost those 

countries an annual loss of 

1.52 billion Euros in tariffs. 

This reduction in income from 

tariffs will negatively affect 

the capacity of African 

governments to provide their 

citizens with the basic social 

services that they need, 

thereby hampering the efforts 

they make to extricate 

themselves from poverty; and 

5. The EPAs will benefit the 

consumers of the ACP 

countries, while they harm 

industrial producers. 

 

The study undertaken in Ethiopia 

shares the methodological 

weaknesses and the findings 

enumerated above, indicating 

that it is difficult to accept the 

conclusions of the studies 

pointed out above. To cite but 

one example: the fact that the 

study points out that, because 

Ethiopia's industrial producers 

import their investment 

machinery duty free, they would 

be beneficiaries of the EPA, 

shows that the study has not 

looked into the dynamic impact of 

the Agreement's harmfulness in 

depth.  

4.2 Controversies between the 

Two Negotiating Parties 

 

Even 4 years after the start of the 

negotiations, intense 
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disagreements between the two 

parties [i.e. the EU and the ACP 

countries] are observed. This will 

create tension and despair 

between the negotiating groups. 

The main points of disagreement 

relate to the following issues: 

 

 Although agreement has 

been reached on the 

importance of development, 

there still is some 

controversy as to how 

development is to be 

achieved; 

 The question of the 

decrease in government 

revenue in connection with 

the removal of tariff barriers; 

 The length or duration of 

transition periods; 

 The size of the aid to enable 

the ACP countries to adjust 

their economic structures 

and to improve their 

competitiveness  

 The list of sensitive products; 

and 

 Problem of linking trade 

liberalization with 

development goals and rules 

of origin of 

products/services. 

 
4.3 Conditions affecting 
Ethiopia and other countries to 
sign or not to sign the 
agreements 
 
The SAP that the World Bank 

had developed for the developing 

countries has been very much a 

subject of numerous criticisms as 

looking human face. However, 

the Program was implemented, 

in defiance of all the criticism, 

resulting in deep crisis for the 

countries supposed to benefit 

from it. Similarly, in spite of the 

contention, by several studies 

supported by concrete data, that 

the EPAs would hurt the poor 

countries, the EU has continued 

to give deaf ears to the warning. 

This appears, just as in the case 

of the SAP, to be a strategy of 

wait-and-see until the damages 

the EPAs would come into full 

view, too late. While the obvious 

wisdom of taking precaution 

before any damage has bee 

caused is the better alternative, it 

just doesn't make any sense to 

wait until damages have actually 

surfaced. 

 
As it has been made evident in 

the Global Competitiveness 

Report of 2005/06, Ethiopia 

ranks 116
th

 among 117 countries 

by the general economic 

competitiveness indicator. This 

clearly shows how low the 

country's level of 

competitiveness is.
16

 

Consequently, no matter how 

much financial support the 

country is provided with, there is 

no reason to assume that her 

signing of the Economic 

Partnership Agreements would 

                                                
8 World Economic Forum, The 

Global Competitiveness Report 

2005-2006. (World Bank) 

enable her to build up its capacity 

in a short period of time and be 

able to compete with Europe on 

an equal and reciprocal basis. 

The reason for this is that, it 

takes a long time for the majority 

of the countries concerned to 

improve upon education, 

infrastructure development and 

technological readiness, the very 

factors or indicators that go into 

computing their competitiveness 

capacity. 

 
Given, therefore, the present low 

competitiveness and the findings 

of various other studies,  the 

country's current level of low 

industrial development and 

productivity, it simply goes 

without saying that Ethiopia's 

signing of the EPAs would only 

cause her more harm than 

otherwise. Again, given the 

shorter time span for the country 

to make it through the transition 

period, it is difficult to assume or 

expect that the country would be 

able to adjust its economic 

structure and be able to attain 

the same level of 

competitiveness as the other 

developing countries, let alone 

compete on an equal basis with 

Europe. Given all this, it 

behooves one to advise against 

Ethiopia's signing of the 

Agreement. 

 
With this scenario in mind, there 

was a joint meeting between the 

European Union and the Trade 
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Ministers of the ESA countries in 

November 2007 at Brussels. At 

this joint meeting, the European 

Union had agreed to the 

development demands of the 

ACP countries, and proposed an 

alternative light EPA to be signed 

in accordance with the deadline 

set. This light EPA incorporates 

only market access and 

development cooperation, it has 

been agreed to complete 

negotiations on the other 

remaining issues in 2008. 

 
During the joint meeting, While 

those Least Developed countries 

(LDCs)  not interested in signing 

this light Economic Partnership 

Agreement can continue using 

the Everything But Arms (EBA) 

alternative, it has been pointed 

out that the Non-Least 

Developed Countries (non-

LDCs), can opt for the Standard 

Generalize System of Preference 

(GSP) alternative.  However, 

whether for LDCs or Non-LDCs, 

the alternatives provided for in 

this scheme are less than those 

provided for in the Lomé/Cotonou 

Convention/Agreement. And this 

goes contrary to the provision in 

the Contonou Agreement, which 

stipulates that market access 

ACP countries get shall not be 

less than what they used to get 

previously on this critical 

occasion, nothing has been said 

on the meeting about those key 

unresolved issues raised during 

the previous negotiations. 

 
At the meeting while Ethiopia has 

made it clear that it will not, at 

this particular juncture, sign the 

proposed on the deadline light 

EPA, seven countries, including 

the five EAC member countries, 

have agreed to do so. 

5. Alternatives to the 
Economic Partnership 
Agreement 
 
There is anxiety that, if the 

current Economic Partnership 

Agreement is not concluded by 

the deadline set for it, the trade 

disruption could happen. The 

alternatives suggested include:- 

 
1

st
 alternative: extending the 

Lomé/Cotonou 
Convention/Agreement  
 
The extension of the 

Lomé/Cotonou 

Convention/Agreement is quite a 

testing challenge for Europe. 

Because, it should have been 

recognized that the Agreement 

could not possibly be concluded 

by the deadline and, accordingly, 

request for waiver should have 

been filed. But this was not done 

on time. Because this alternative 

is not acceptable to other WTO 

member countries, even asking 

for a waiver now with the current 

position of the member countries, 

it would be difficult for the waiver 

to be granted. The very process 

of getting a waiver is itself 

complex and time consuming. To 

cite but one example, the waiver 

requested in 2001 for the AGOA 

has got no response until now. 

 
2nd alternative: Generalized 
System of Preference (GSP) 
tariff 
 
This tariff has three levels, 

namely: EBA, GSP+, and 

Standard GSP. 

 
i) EBA (Everything But Arms) 
 
As another alternative is to allow 

Least Developed Countries 

(LDCs) to continue using the 

EBA. Because the opportunities 

this alternative provides are less 

than those provided by the 

Lomé/Contonou 

Convention/Agreement, the 

countries in question will not 

embrace it, because the rules of 

origin protocol and the 

percentage ratio if offers is not as 

suitable to the ACP countries as 

those provided by the 

Lomé/Contonou 

Convention/Agreement. 

 
ii) GSP+ (Generalized System 
of Preference Plus) 
 
This opportunity is offered to 

those developing and 

economically vulnerable 

countries that have signed the 

international reader protection, 

workers' rights and other 

agreements. However, because 

the list of the countries that 

benefit from the GSP+ alternative 

is full, it is only after one year that 

one would be able to find out the 
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novelty of the opportunity 

provided by this clause. 

Regarding the criteria to be met 

in order to use this alternative, it 

appears that all ACP countries 

are eligible. All that is needed 

here is the EU's political will. 

 
iii) Standard GSP (the 
Standard Generalized System 
of Preference] 
 
Under this alternative, the rate of 

the tariff imposed on products 

imported into Europe is 20% 

higher than that provided by 

other alternatives. The support 

provided in this case is in accord 

with the WTO trade regime. 

However, when compared to the 

support those countries that 

benefit from the Lomé/Cotonou in 

advance of the ACP Non-LDCs 

or, for that matter, the support 

other Latin American countries 

get through the GSP+ alternative 

to import export their products to 

Europe, the ACP countries stand 

at a relative disadvantage 

position.  

 

3rd alternative: signing 

Light/Phased EPA 

 
a) Light EPAs 
 
This alternative enables 

negotiating countries to postpone 

other issues to other rounds of 

negotiation once agreement has 

been reached on some major 

issues, such as market access 

and development cooperation. 

 

b) Phased EPAs  
 
This alternative allows for signing 

agreements on issues that have 

already been resolved, while at 

the same time keeps the 

negotiation open to deliberate on 

other remaining issues. 

 
6. The Economic Partnership 

Agreement and Common 

Market for Eastern and 

Southern Africa (COMESA)'s  

 
Countries join the Free Trade 

Area membership for various 

reasons. Among these reasons 

are: to enhance trade and thus to 

achieve higher levels of 

economic growth; to attract 

foreign direct investment; border 

control; transit; control of labor 

movement; fulfilling political 

objectives; due to the increasing 

cost of non-participation.
17

 

 
While there are various studies 

on Free Trade Areas (FTAs), 

they nevertheless do not clearly 

indicate the benefits gained or 

the losses incurred by member 

countries. Because of the 

lowering or removal of trade 

barriers, consumers enjoy 

advantages, while the importing 

country loses tariff revenue. But it 

is not clear whether the direct 

                                                
9 Augustin Carstens, "Making 

Regional Economic Integration 

Work." 20ieth Annual General 

Meeting and Conference of the 

Pakistan Society of Development 

Economists. January 12, 2005, 

Islamabad, Pakistan. 

gain for consumers is larger or 

smaller than the tariff revenue 

loss by the importing country, [in 

particular if the government has 

to increase taxes to make up for 

the loss in revenue]. The World 

Bank's simulation study of the 

effects of South-South free trade 

area has found that member 

countries got no overwhelming 

gains from such arrangements. 

The reason for this is the 

opportunity for the members for 

intra-trade relationship is narrow, 

while their production structure 

and natural resources are of 

smaller scope. 

 
The Common Market for Eastern 

and Southern Africa (COMESA), 

which falls under the South-

South region was established in 

1981 and has 19 member 

countries, 13 of which are the 

Free Trade Area (FTA) 

members. It is expected that all 

the countries of COMESA will 

become members of the FTA. 

Ethiopia has conducted a study 

to look into the implications of 

being a member in the FTA. The 

results of the study already 

indicates that, let alone in a free 

trade arrangement, even with the 

existing tariff protection in place, 

more than half of the country's 

manufacturing industries cannot 

stand up to the competition.
18

  

 

                                                
10

 Afro Consult and Trading (2002): 

A Study on COMESA-FTA. 
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One of the objectives of the 

EPAs is to strengthen such 

economic regions as COMESA. 

In deed it is with such economic 

regions that the European Union 

wants to sign the EPAs. 

However, COMESA member 

countries are in the process of 

negotiating with the EU, not as 

one group under COMESA but 

as organized under ESA, which 

has no legal entity. Angola, 

Egypt, Libya and Swaziland are 

not involved in the negotiation 

process, while Namibia left 

COMESA on the eve of the 

establishment of the ESA group 

and started negotiating in 

another group. Such complicated 

situations have created problems 

for the effort to maintain and 

strengthen the regional bloc 

thereby poses a challenge to the 

survival of COMESA. 

 
If the EPAs fail to be signed by 

the already organized regional 

economic blocs having legal 

entity, the European Union will 

be forced to make adjustments in 

the financial support it provides 

for the strengthening of regional 

economic blocs in order to build 

their capacity. As this needs 

another extended period to 

accomplish, the objective of the 

EPAs to strengthen regional 

economic areas, such as 

COMESA, cannot be realized 

immediately. 

 
 

7. Vision 
Although Ethiopia has refrained 

from signing the Economic 

Partnership Agreements, as well 

as other free trade agreements, it 

will inevitably find itself in the 

middle of fierce competition in 

the long run. Hence there comes 

the need to get prepared and 

ready.  

 
Given the current objective reality 

of Ethiopia, in relation to the level 

of development other countries 

have attained, to envision, within 

the next 20 years, an Ethiopia 

with equal economic 

competitiveness smacks of 

nothing more than blind 

optimism. The reason is simple. 

Competition or competitiveness 

takes into account initial 

condition and it is essentially 

relative, so that when Ethiopia 

make fast strides to get to 

whatever goals we set ourselves, 

the rest of the world will certainly 

not wait for us standing where it 

is. Yet, without sounding too 

pessimistic, my vision, in twenty 

years' time from now to see, the 

country's economy emerge from 

the low economic level 

competitiveness. Though I would 

not dare say that the country's 

manufacturing industries will 

become the major actors in the 

global market, if decisive policy 

measures are taken, the 

countries manufacturing 

industries will reach at a level of 

withstanding the competition 

posed by cheap import. 

  
This vision is based however, on 

the assumption that the following 

measures would be taken within 

the next 20 years: 

 
1. Restructured measures to 

build the capacity of 

manufacturing industries shall 

be taken and analyze from a 

comparative advantage 

perspective; 

2. Taking into consideration the 

current objective conditions, 

as well as future prospects, 

the process of opening up the 

country's trade gateways will 

be given focus and carefully 

explored, related to those 

strategic products that 

especially need tariff 

protection; 

3. Concerted effort will be made 

in the area of transport 

infrastructure and other 

related infrastructure 

development, which currently 

has proved a serious 

constraint to the 

enhancement of the country's 

competitiveness. 

4. There will emerge a skilled 

and capable human resource 

that will be able to supply 

quality products and make 

technology transfer a reality; 

5. The country will be able to 

learn from the experiences of 

those countries that have  
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been able to register a high level 

of economic growth recently and 

adopt those experiences 

compatible with our country's 

objective conditions; 

6. The government will develop 

an improved investment 

policy that will enhance the 

confidence both of local and 

international investors, a 

policy that will serve as a 

framework for meaningful 

investment, while at the same 

time it implement the policy. 

The government will play the 

role of coordinating the 

investment. 
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በመጀመሪያ የኢትዮጵያ ኢኮኖሚ 

ባሇሙያዎች ማህበር በዚህ ወቅታዊ 

የፖሉሲ ጉዲይ ሊይ የግሌ አስተያየት 

እንዴሰጥ ስሇጋበዘኝ በጣም 

አመሰግናሇሁ፡፡ 

 

በግላ ስሇ የአሇም ንግዴ ዴርጅት 

አባሌነት ዴርዴርና ስሇሚያስከትሇው 

የፖሉሲ ሪፎርም ገዲይ ሳስብ፣ ብዙ 

ሰዎች አባሌ በመሆን ስሇሚያስከትሇው 

ጥቅምና ጉዲት አስመሌክቶ የሚያነሱትን 

ክርክር ስሰማ እንዱሁም የአባሌነት 

ሂዯቱን ውጣ ውረዴ ስከታተሌ፣ 

የቀዴሞው አሜሪካ የኮንግረስ አፈ ጉባኤ 

ኔውት ጊንግሪች the tyranny of the 

present ሲለ የተናገሩትን 

ያስታውሰኛሌ፡፡ በላሊ አነጋገር ብዙን 

ጊዜ ብዙዎቻችን በእሇታዊ ሁኔታዎች፣ 

ዛሬ ሃሳባችንና ጊዜያችንን ተሻምተዉ 

በሚያዙ ፈታኝ ሁኔታዎች በመወጠር 

በአጭር ጊዜ ባይሆንም በረጅም ጊዜ 

ሉያሳስቡን በሚገቡ የፖሉሲ 

እርምጃዎችና ቅጣወች ሊይ በቂ 

 አሇመስጠት ከሞሊ ጎዯሌ 

የተሇመዯ ነዉ፡፡ ብዙ ጊዜ 

እንዯሚባሇውም the past is 

organized and has lobbyists, the 

future never does የሰው ተፈጥሮ 

ሆኖ ብዙ ጊዜ ስሇ ትሊንትና ስሇ ዛሬ 

ሁኔታዎች ብቻ ስናስብ ስሇነገው ሁኔታ 

የማናወሰበት አጋጣሚ አሇ፡፡ 

 

በእኔ እምነት የአሇም ንግዴ ዴርጅት 

የሚያስፈማቸዉ አሇም አቀፍ የንግዴ 

ህጎች ዴክመት ያሇባቸዉ መሆኑ አላ 

የማይባሌ ሀቅ ነዉ፡፡ የህጎቹ 

ፍትሃዊነትና በሌማት ወዯ ኋሊ የቀሩ 

አገሮችን ጥቅም ወሳኝ በሆነ ዯረጃ  

 

 

 

 

የማስጠበቃቸዉ ሁኔታ ጥያቄ ውስጥ 

ሉገባ ይችሌ ይሆናሌ፡፡ ይህ ችግር 

እንዯተጠበቀ ሆኖ  የአሇም ንግዴ 

ዴርጅት የዴርዴር ሂዯት ኢኮኖሚያችንን 

በገንቢ ሁኔታ የሚያግዙ ፖሉሲዎችን 

ሇማሰብ  ሇማዉጣት እና ሇማስፈ ም 

መዴረክ (Platform) ይፈጥራሌ የሚሌ 

ሃሳብ አሇኝ፡፡ ይህን ሃሳብ ወዯ ኋሊ 

እመሇስበታሇሁ፡፡ 

 

በአቶ ሀብታሙ ታዯሰ የዓሇም ንግዴ 

ዴርጅት ምንነት የኢትዮጵያ የአባሌነት 

እንቅስቃሴና የወዯፊት ሌማት ተስፋ 

አስመሌክቶ የቀረበው ጽሐፍ የዓሇም 

ንግዴ ዴርጅት ታሪካዊ አመሰራረትና 

አወቃቀር፣ የዴረጅቱ አብይ ተግባራት  

የዴርጅቱ ዋና ዋና ስምምነቶችና 

መሠረታዊ መርሆች በስፋት የተብራራ 

ስሇሆነ አሌመሇስበትም፡፡ 

 

አቶ ሃብታሙ በጽሐፋቸው 

እንዲብራሩት የዓሇም ንግዴ ዴርጅት 

አባሌነት ዴርዴር ብዙ የህግ ግዳታዎች 

እና ሰፊ የፖሉሲ እርምጃዎች 

የሚያስከትሌ ሂዯት ነው፡፡ ምናሌባት 

ይህ ሂዯት የምስራቅ አውሮፓ አገሮች 

የአውሮፖ ህብረትን ሇመቀሊቀሌ 

ከሚያዯርጉት ዴርዯር ጋር ተመሳሳይነት 

አሇው፡፡ በብዙ ዓሇም አቀፍ ዴርጅቶች 

ሇምሳላ የወርሌዴ ባንክ እና የተባበሩት 

መንግስታት ዴርጅት አባሌነት ጥያቄ 

ውስብስብ  የፖሇቲካ ችግር ከላሇ 

በስተቀር አገሮች ለዏሊዊነታቸውን 

እሳካረጋገጡ ዴረስ አገሮች  በቀሊለ 

ሉያሳኩት  የሚችሌ ነገር ነው፡፡  

 

በአንጻሩ የአሇም ንግዴ ዴርጅት 

የአባሌነት ዴርዴር የአባሌነት ጥያቄ 

አቀራቢዉ አገር ንግዴ ነክ ህጎችንና  

 

 

 

ፖሉሲዎች የአሇም ንግዴ ዴርጅት 

ከሚያስተዲዴራቸው ስምምነቶች ጋር 

መጣጣም ግዴ ሰሇሚሌና ከዚህም አሌፎ 

የዕቃና የአገሌግልትን ንግዴ አስመሌክቶ 

ተጨማሪ  በዴርዴር የሚወሰን 

ግዳታዎች ሉያስከትሌ ስሇሚችሌ  

የአባሌነት ሁኔታውን ረዥምና ውጣ 

ውረዴ የበዛበት ያዯርገዋሌ፡፡  

 

የአባሌነት ዯርዴሩን የሚገዛው የህግ 

ማዕቀፍ የማራኬሽ ስምምነት አንቀጽ 

12 ሌሌ መሆንና አሇመብራራት ዯግሞ 

የዴርዴሩ ሁኔታ ወዯ አንዴ ወገን 

ያጋዯሇ፣ ጥያቄ የመጠየቅ መብትን 

ሇአባሌ አገሮች በመስጠት ንግዴ ነክ 

ህግና ፖሉሲዎችን አባሌነት ጠያቂ 

አገሮች እንዱያስተካክለ ግዳታ 

ይጥሊሌ፡፡ 

 

ይህ የአንቀጽ 12 ዴንጋጌ አንዴ አገር 

አባሌ ሇመሆን ሉያሟሊቸው 

የሚገባቸውን ነገሮች (Criteria) 

ሳያስቀምጥ አገሮች በዴርዴር በሚወስን 

መንገዴ (terms to be agreed) አባሌ 

ሉሆን እንዯሚችለ ያስቀምጣሌ፡፡ ይህም 

አባሌ አገሮች አባሌ ሇመሆን በሚፈሌጉ 

አገሮች ሊይ ቅጥ ያጣ፣ አግባብ ያሌሆነ 

እንዱሁም አንዲንዳ ኢፍታዊ 

ጥያቄዎችን እንዱያቀርቡና ግዳታዎችን 

እንዱገቡ ሇመጠየቅ ገዯብ የሇሽ እዴሌ 

(carte blanche) ይሰጣቸዋሌ፡፡ ይህ 

ግሌጽ ያጣ ሂዯት የአባሌነት ዉይይቱን 

የአሇም ንግዴን ህግና ስምምነትን 

ከመቀበሌና ከመፈ ም ጥያቄ ( Rule 

compliance context) ወዯ ዴርዴር 

ሁኔታ(Negotiation context) 

ይሇውጠዋሌ፡፡ 

ይህንን በመረዲት ይመስሊሌ በቅርብ ጊዜ 

የአሇም ንግዴ ዴርጅት አባልች በተሇይ 
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በሌማት ወዯ ኋሊ የቀሩ አገሮች 

የሚያዯርጉ የአባሌነት ዴርዴር 

የተቀሊጠፈ እንዱሆን የሚረደ ሃሳቦች 

ቀርበዉ እንዱ ዴቁ የተዯረገዉ፡፡ 

 

በዓሇም ንግዴ ዴርጅት አባሌነት ዴርዯር 

ወቅት ተዯራዲሪ አገራት የሚገቡት 

ግዳታዎችን በሶስት ከፍል መመሌከት 

ይችሊሌ፡፡ የመጀመሪያው የአሇም ንግዴ 

ዴርጅት በሚስተዲዴራቸው ህጎችን 

ስምምነቶችን ሇመፈ ም የሚገባ 

ግዳታ፣ ሁሇተኛው በዴርዴር 

የሚወሰነዉና የአገሌግልት እና 

የዕቃዎች ንግዴ አስመሌክቶ የሚገባ 

ግዳታ እንዱሁም ሶስተኛው ዯግሞ 

የአሇም ንግዴ ዴርጅት 

ከሚያስተዲዴራቸው ህጎች ወስጥ 

አስገዲች ያሌሆኑ ህጎች (Plurilateral 

Agreement) እና ላልች  ተጨማሪ 

ጉዲዮችን  አስመሌክቶ ሉገባ የሚችሌ 

ግዳታ ( Accession Protocol 

Commitment) ነው፡፡  

  

በእኔ እምነት የዓሇም ንግዴ አባሌነትን 

ጨምሮ የንግዴ ዴርዴሮች መነሻቸው 

አገራዊ ጥቅም እና ግባቸው ዯግሞ 

ፈጣን የኢኮኖሚ እዴገትን ሇማምጣት 

ማገዝ መሆን አሇበት፡፡ የንግዴ 

ስምምነት ተዯራዲሪዎች ዴርሻ 

መንግስት ያወጣቸውን ፖሉሲዎችና 

ስትራቴጂዎች ግምት ውስጥ በማስገባት 

እነዚህን ፖሉሲዎችን በተግባር 

ማስፈጸም ነው፡፡ የኢትዮጵያ ፌዯራሊዊ 

ዱሞክራሲዊ ሪፖብሉክ የውጭ ጉዲይና 

የዯህንነት ፖሉሲና ስትራቴጂ 

የሚከተሇውን ይሊሌ፡፡ 

 

በአገራችን ሌማትና ዱሞክራሲን 

ከላሊው አሇም ተነጥሇን፣ በተራሮቻችን 

ዙሪያ መሽገን፣ በሮቻችንነ ዘግተን ከቶ 

ሌናረጋግጠዉ አንችሌም፡፡ በሙለ ሌብ 

አሇም አቀፋዊው ትስስር ውስጥ 

ከተስፋኝነትና ተመጽዎችነት ተሊቀን 

ወዯ አምራችነት፣ በአምራችነት ዙሪያም 

የስራ ዴርሻችንን በቀጣይነት የማሻሻሌ 

አሇማ ይዘን ከተነሳን ብቻ ነው የአገራዊ 

ጥቅማችንና ህሌውናችን መነሻና 

መዴረሻ የሆኑትን ሌማትና ዳሞክራሲን 

እውን ማዴረግ የምንችሇው፡፡ 

ግልባሊይዜሽን የሚፈጥረውን ዕዴሌ 

በሙለ አሟጦ በመጠቀም፣ 

ግልባሊይዜሽን የሚዯቀንብንን እንቅፋት 

በመቀነስ፣ በግልባሊይዜሽን ማዕቀፍ 

ውስጥ ንቁ ተዋናይ በመሆን ብቻ ነው፡፡ 

ጥቅማችንና ዴህነታችንን ማረጋገጥ 

የምንችሇው፡፡ ሌማትንና ዳሞክራሲን 

በግልባሊይዜሽን ማዕቀፍ ዕውን 

ማዴረግ፣ የውጭ ጉዲይና የዯህንነት 

ፖሉሲዎችን አንዴ መሰረታዊ መነሻ 

መሆን ያበትም በዚህ ምክንያት ነው፡፡ 

ገ  17 ስሇዚህ በአቶ ሀብታሙ ሐፍ 

የኢትዮጵያ መንግስት ፖሉሲዎችና 

ስትራቴጂዎች የዴርዴሩ መነሻ 

መሆናቸው መጉሊት አሇበት ባይ ነኝ፡፡ 

ላሊው በአቶ ሃብታሙ ታዯሰ ጽሐፍ 

ሊይ ጉሌቶ መውጣት አሇበት ብዬ 

የማስበው ጉዲይ አባሌነት ጥቅም 

አስመሌክቶ የተነሳው ነገር ነው፡፡ ይህን 

ነጥብ አጠንክሮ ማንሳት በጉዲዩ ሊይ 

ሇምናዯርገዉ ውይይት መነሻ ይሆናሌ 

ብዬ አስባሇሁ፡፡ 

 

በእርግጥም አንዲንዴ የዴርጅቱ ህጎችና 

ስምምነቶች (ሇምሳላ የአእምሮአዊ 

ንብረትን አስመሌክቶ ያሇውን ስምምነት 

ይጠቅሷሌ) በማዯግ ሊይ ካለ አገሮች 

ይሌቅ ያዯጉ አገሮች ጥቅም በይበሌጥ 

የሚያስጠብቁ መሆናቸው ታይቶ፣ከነ 

ንግዴና ኢንቨስትመንት የሚገኙ 

ጥቅሞች በአገራት መካከሌ በፍታሀዊ 

መሌኩ አሇመዲረሱን ተመሌክቶ  

እንዱሁም ከሊይ እንዲየነው የአባሌነት 

ዴርዴሩን የሚገዙ ህጎች ሌሌና 

ኢፍታሃዊ ከሆኑ አባሌ ሇመሆን 

መዯራዯሩ አስፈሊጊ የሚያዯርገው 

አሳማኝ ምክንያት ሉኖር ይችሊሌ ወይ 

ብል መጠየቅ አግባብ ይመስሇኛሌ፡፡ 

 

ውይይት ሇመፈንጠቅ ያህሌ በጽሐፍ 

አቅራቢዎች ቢጠቀሱም የሚከተለትን 

ተጨማሪ ሃሳቦች ባጭሩ ሇማቅረብ 

እሞክራሇሁ፡፡ 

 

በኔ እምነት መጀመሪያ ግሌ ሆኖ 

መውጣት ያሇበት ነጥብ ከአሇም ንግዴ 

ዴርጅት አባሌነት የሚገኘው ጥቅም 

እንዯያገሩ የኢኮኖሚ ጥንካሬ ከአገር 

አገር የሚሇያይ መሆኑ ነው፡፡ 

ሁሇተኛዉ ነጥብ ዯግሞ አባሌ መሆን 

የአንዴ አገር ሌማት ፖሉሲዎችን 

ሇማሳካት መሣሪያ እንጂ በራሱ ግብ 

አሇመሆኑ ነው፡፡ 

 

በአቶ ሀብታሙ እንዯተገሇጸው 

የመጀመሪያው የአባሌነት ጥቅም የውጭ 

የገበያ እዴሌን ሇማስፋትና የተረጋገጠ 

ሇማዴረግ እዴሌ መስጠቱ ነው፡፡ 

ሇምሳላ በቻይና በአንዴ ጥናት መሰረት 

ከአሇም ንግዴ ዴርጅት አባሌነት በኋሊ 

የጨርቃጨርቅና አሌባሳት የዉጭ ንግዴ   

በአስር አመታት በ375% ውስጥ 

አዴ ሌ፡፡  በኢትዮጵያ ነባራዊ ሁኔታ 

ይህ ይሆናሌ ብል ሇመናገር ያዲግታሌ፡፡ 

በተሇይም ወርቀት አቅራቢዉ በዯንብ 

እንዲብራሩት በአሁኑ ሰዓት አገራችን 

ከቀረጥ ነ የሆና በኮታ ያሌተገዯበ 

የተሇያየ የገበያ ዕዴሌ ሰሊሊት፣ 

በአባሌነት ምክንያት የሚፈጠር አዱስ 

የገበያ ዕዴሌ ሉይኖር የችሊሌ፡፡ ነገር ግን 

ይህን የአሇም ንግዴ ዴርጅት ይህን 

የገበያ ዕዴሌ የተረጋገጠና ዘሊቂ፤ አገሮች 

በተሇያየ ምክንያት ሉቀይሩት የሚችለት 

እንዲይሆን ያዯርገዋሌ፡፡የመጨረሻ 

ውጤቱ አይታወቅም እንጂ የአሁኑ 

የድሃ ዙር የንግዴ ዴርዴር ከቀረጥ እና 

ከኮታ ነ የሆነ የገበያ እዴሌ ያዯጉ 
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አገሮችና ላልች ዝግጁ የሆኑ 

በመሌማት ሊይ ያለ አገሮች በሌማት 

ወዯ ኋሊ ሇቀሩ አገሮች  እንዱሰጡ 

ማስገዯደ አንደ አይነተኛዉ ጥቅም 

ነው፡፡  

 

ሁሇተኛው ሇኔ በጣም ወሳኝ የአባሌነት 

ምክንያት አዴርጌ የምወስዯው 

የዴርዴሩን ሂዯት አስፈሊጊ የሆኑ 

የፖሉሲ እርምጃዎችን ሇመወሰዴ እንዯ 

መዴረክ (Platform) ማገሌገለ ነዉ ፡፡ 

ከአገሌግልት ንግዴ ዘርፍ አንስቶ እስከ 

ግሌጽ የንግዴ ውዴዴር ሰርዓት 

እስከማስፈን የግሌ ዘርፉን ሇማጠንከር 

የሚረደ የፖሉሲ እርምጃዎችን 

ሇማስብና ሇመወሰንና ሇመፈ ም 

የዴርዴር ሂዯቱ ሉረዲ ይችሊሌ፡፡  

ምናሌባት እዚህ ሊይ ሉነሳ የሚችሇው 

ተገቢ ጥያቄ እነዚህን አስፈሊጊ ፖሉሲ 

እርምጃዎች አባሌ መሆን ሳያስፈሌግ 

መውሰዴ አይቻሌም ወይ የሚሌ ነው፡፡ 

ሇዚህ መሌስ በግሌ ( Unilateral ) 

ከሚወስዴ የፖሉሲ እርምጃ ይሌቅ 

በአሇም ንግዴ ዴርጅት አባሌነት ሂዯት 

የሚወሰዴ የፖሉሲ እርምጃ የበሇጠ 

ተአማኒነት ይኖረዋሌ፡፡ በተጨማሪም 

ይህ ሂዯት መንግስት ጥበቃ የሚሹ 

አካሊት (Protectionist pressures) 

የሚዯርስበትን ከሌክ ያሇፈ ጫና 

ሇመከሊከሌ ምክንያት ይፈጥራሌ፡፡ 

እነዚህ የፖሉሲ እርምጃዎች ወዯ ዓሇም 

አቀፍ ስምምነት ስሇሚቀየሩ ዘሊቂና 

በቀሊለ የማይቀየሩ ያዯርጋቸዋሌ፡፡  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

ይህ በጽሐፍ አቅራቢው እንዯተገሇጸው 

ሇአገር ውስጥም ሆነ ሇውጭ 

ኢንቨስተሮች ትሌቅ የፖሉሲ አቅጣጫ 

ማረጋገጫ ስሇሚሆን ጠንካራ 

ኢንቨስትመንትን ሇማበረታታት ከፍተኛ 

ሚና ይኖረዋሌ፡፡  

 

ብዙ ጊዜ እንዯሚባሇው ሇአንዴ አገር 

የውጪ ንግዴ ዕዴገት በላልች አገሮች 

ካለ የንግዴ ክሌከሊዎች ይሌቅ አገር 

ውስጥ ያለ ሇንግዴ አመቺ ያሌሆኑ 

የንግዴ ፖሉሲዎችና አሰራሮች የበሇጠ 

ማነቆ ይሆናለ፡፡  

 

በእኔ እይታ አገሮች በአሁኑ ሰዓት 

በኢኮኖሚና ንግዴ ሁኔታ  (Climate) 

አመቺነት፣ በመንግስት አስተዲዯር 

ተቋማት ጥራት፣ በኢኮኖሚ 

ነጻነት(economic freedom) እዴገት፣ 

እንዱሁም በፍትህ ስርዓቱ ጥንካሬ 

በከፍተኛ ሁኔታ ይወዲዯራለ፡፡ የዓሇም 

ንግዴ ዴርጅት አባሌነት እነዚህ 

መስፍርቶች ሁለ ይንጸባረቁበታሌ፡፡ 

ከአሇም የንግዴ ሰርዓት ውጪ በሆኑ 

አገር ውስጥ እነዚህ አስፈሊጊ ነገሮች 

አለ ብል ላልች አገራትን ሇማሳመንና 

ጠንካራ ኢንቨስትመንትን መሳብ 

የማይቻሌ ባይሆንም ፈታኝ ነው፡፡ 

ላሊው አቶ ሃብታሙ በዯንብ ያብራሩት 

የአባሌነት ጥቅም ግጭቶችን ሇመፈታት 

መዴረክ ማመቻቸቱና ወዯፊት የአሇም 

ንግዴ እንቅስቃሴ የሚገዙ ህጎች እና 

ስምምነቶችን የሚወጡበት መዴረኮች 

ሊይ መቀመጫ ማግኘቱ ነው፡፡  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

ላሊው ጥቅም ሌክ ቻይና እና ቬትናም 

እንዲዯረጉት ገ ታን ሇመቀየር አንዴ 

መንገዴ መሆኑ ነዉ፡፡  

 

በመጨረሻ ሊነሳው የምፈሌገው እነዚህ 

ጥቅሞችን ሇማግኘት የስርዓቱን ገዯቦች 

(Constraint) መቀበሌ ግዴ ማሇቱ 

ነዉ፡፡ እንዯ ላልች ነገሮች የአሇም 

ንግዴ አባሌነት ዴርዯር ሰጥቶ በመቀበሌ 

እና ጥቅሞችን በማቻቻሌ ሊይ 

የተመሰረተ ነው፡፡ በአጭሩ የ zero 

sum game” አይዯሇም፡፡  

 

አመሰግናሇሁ፡፡ 
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u’²=I Ñ<ÇÄ� LÃ có ÁK 

¨<ÃÃ� ÁKTÉ[Ò�” ’¨<:: 

uG<K}† Å[Í uUG<^” ›"vu= 

ÃI ›`°e� �Ÿ<[� ›Ó‡� 

¨<ÃÃ� c=Å[Ó ¾SËS]Á¨< 

ÃSeK†M U”U ›”£” uÓK< 

²`õ ¾}¨c’< S<Ÿ^� 

u=„\U!! eK²=I S<I^” u²=I 

Ñ<ÇÃ LÃ KQw[}cu< Ó”³u? 

TeÚuØ ›Kv�¨< ¾T>M °U’� 

›K‡:: 
 

¾�’@ ØÁo ¾›KU ¾”ÓÉ É`Ï� 

›vM’� Ñ<ÇÃ u›w³†¨< 

¾›Ña�” ØpU KTeÖup ’¨< 

ÃvLM:: u}KÃ ÃuMØ 

}ÖnT>� ¾uKìÑ<� ›Ña� 

�”ÅJ’< ’¨< ¾T>’Ñ[¨<:: J„U 

¾›KU ¾”ÓÉ É`Ï� 

¾T>’>e�a� Ñ<v›? c="H@É u›ÅÑ< 

›Ña� ¾Qw[}cw }n¨<V 

ÃÑØSªM:: KUdK? ¾›T@]" 
c=Á�M ewcv ¾Qw[}cw 

}s¨<V ÑØV�M:: uJ”¢”ÓU 

�”Å²=G< ¾Qw[}cw }s¨<V 

’u`:: eK²=I }ÖnT> ¾J’< 

¾uKìÑ< ›Ña� Qw[}cw 

KU”É’¨< }n¨<V ¾T>ÁcS<� 

K²=I SMe vÑ‡ Åe ÃK†M:: 

›^}† ›e}Á¾� cÜ:-  ›G<” 

ÁK”u� ›KU •ÏÓ }Kªªß 

’¨<:: Ó” �¾}’ÒÑ`” ÁK’¨< vK< 

¾›KU ›kõ QÑA� LÃ ’¨<:: 

J„U Ÿ›KU ›kõ QÓ ¨<Ü 

u”ÓÉ LÃ ÑÅx� •¾SÖ< ’¨<:: 

KUdK?:- �ÇÑ> ›Ña� ¾T>MŸ<� 

¾Ów`“ U`� u›¨<a‟L” }ß„ 

c=H@É ›Ñ\” uße eKT>u¡M 

ÃI” ŸSÖkU ›Ñ` ¨<eØ 

¾}S[} Inorganic U`�” 

SÖkU ÃhLM ¾T>M Hdw ›K:: 

eK²=I ›=”zÃaS”�” KSŸLŸM 

uT>M cuw u›ÅÑ< ›Ña� ²?ÑA� 

uT>×M ¾”ÓÉ ÑÅw �“ K?KA� 

ScM É`Ñ>�� �”È� ’¨< 

¾¨<ÃÃ� �ÇT>� ›e}Á¾�" ØÁo �“ ¾}cÖ }ÚT] Tw^]Á 
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u”ÓÉ e`¯~ LÃ }î°„ 

¾T>ðØ[¨< �²=I LÃU w”¨ÁÃ 

¨<ÃÃ��”” S<K< ÁÅ`ÑªM 

¾T>M �U’� ›K‡:: 

›Ue}† ›e}Á¾� cÜ:- 

¾SËS]Á ØÁoÂ ª“¨< }“Ò] 

›k^[v�¨< G<K� Ýõ ¾Á² 

ÃSeLM TK�U u^�”” ¨Ã 

Ø`pU ›É`ÑA S´Ò� ¨Ã 

¨KM ›É`ÑA S¡ð� ›Ã’�:: 

ØÁoÂ uSHM LÃ ÁK S”ÑÉ 

¾KU ¨Ã; ¾T>M ’¨<:: uQÑ< 

SW[� uSËS]Á K•ÇÑ> 

›Ña� ¾T>cØ ¾Ñ>²? ÑÅw ›K' 

K?L†¨< ›� ›T>” ›wÅL 

�”ÇekSÖ<� ›=�ÄåÁ 

u}¨ÇÇ] Seð`� (Competitive 

Index) 116}† ’�:: eK²=I Ñ>²? 

cØ� M“Ñ‡“ M“× ¾U”�K¨<” 

T¾~ ÖnT> ÃSeK†M:: 

G<K}†¨< ›e}Á¾{ ›”É 

›e}Á¾� cÜ ÖqU �”ÇÅ[Ñ<� 

Ñ<Ç¿ ¾ÕÇ T>eØ` ¾J’ 

ÃSeLM:: ÃI” Ñ<ÇÃ u}Óv` 

LÃ ¾T>Á¨<K¨< ¾ÓK< ²`õ �“ 

K?KA� ¾Qw[}cw ¡õKA� J’¨< 

dK ¾¯KU ¾”ÓÉ É`Ï� ¨<eØ 

eKSÓv�  uQw[}cu< S"ŸM 

uSËS]Á ²<` uSW[•© 

Hdx�' eKØpS<“ Ñ<Ç~ LÃ 

¨<ÃÃ� c="H@É ›LÃU:: Ÿ²=I 

›”é` Qw[}cu<” Ó”³u? 

KTcÚu� U” ¾}Å[Ñ ’Ñ` 

›K; 

K?L¨< u2}† ›e}Á¾� cÜ 

Ÿ›¨<aþ TIu[cw Ò` 

uT>Å[Ñ¨< ¨<ÃÃ� LÃ 

¾›¨<aþ Qw[}cw ÓMî 

(Official) �“ ÓMî ÁMJ’ 

(Unofficial) ›sU ›K¨< }wLDM:: 

ÃI ÓMî ÁMJ’¨< ›sU �”È� 

�¨k u=ÑKîM‡ �¨ÇKG<:: 
 

u}ÚT]U ¾SËS]Á¨< 

›e}Á¾� cÜ u›KU ¾”ÓÉ 

É`Ï� LÃ �Á”Ç”Æ ›Ñ` 

›ekÉV U”É’¨< ¾TÑ‟¨< 

ØpU wKA SÖ¾p ›Ku� wK¨< 

}’c<:: ÃI }Ñu= ØÁo ’¨<:: 

c=SMc<U wN?^© ØpS<”' 

Óu<”“ e�^}Í=¨<” TK�U 

SW[�© ¾›=¢„T> °ÉÑ~” 

wK¨< ›ekSÖ< uÑA SMe ’¨<:: 

kÖM ›É`Ñ¨< Ó” u”ÓÆ �”Å 

�Ã“ SÖkU v”�MU 

þK=c=Á�” }kvÃ’� �”Ç=ÁÑ‡ 

(Policy Credibility) Áe�LM ›K<:: 

ÃI Hdv�¨< ŸSËS]Á¨< u×U 

¾}n[’ ’¨<:: ¾›KU ¾”ÓÉ 

É`Ï� SÓv� ª“ ›LT ”ÓÉ” 

KTeó� ’¨<:: ÃI” "LÑ‟” 

KU”É’¨< ¾U”Ñv¨<:: eK²=I 

Hdv�¨< ¾}U•• SeKA†M:: 
 

u}KÃ uÉÒT> ›î”*� ›É`Ñ@ 

›� Nw�S<” ¾UÖÃk¨< 

KU”É’¨< G<K~” Ýõ 

¾U“¾¨<; ¾›KU ¾”ÓÉ É`Ï� 

›vM ¾T>¢’¨< uH>Å� ’¨<:: 

u¾Å[Í G<’@��” �Á¾” ke 

}wKA uH>Å� ¾T>Ñv ÃSeK†M:: 

¾›KU ¾”ÓÉ É`Ï� ›vM 

�”É”J” ¾T>ÁeÑÉÅ” ÁK 

›ÃSeK‡U:: ¾U“S`}¨< u<“ 

’¨< ¾�†¨<” U`� Ã²” ’¨< 

u›KU ”ÓÉ KS¨ÇÅ` �”Å²=I 

¾T>Áe�Ÿ<K”; SÓv��” 

Ãk^M ¨Ã; ›Ãk`U:: }Ñu= 

’¨< ¨Ã; ›:: S� ›G<” SJ” 

›Ku� ¨Ã; ›ÃSeK‡U:: 

u}’c< ØÁo�“ ›e}Á¾�� 

LÃ ¾}cÖ }ÚT] Tw^]Á 

1.  ›� Hw•S< •Åc 

¾›KU ¾”ÓÉ É`Ï� ›vM 

�”Ç=¢” ¾T>ÁeÑÉÉ ›ካM 

›K¨Ã; }wKA ØÁo k`vDM 

SMc< ¾KU ’¨<:: �”Å²=I 

›Ã’� S`I u›KU ¾”ÓÉ 

É`Ï� J’ uK?KA� ¾›KU ›kõ 

}sT� Y`›� ¨<eØ ¾KU:: 
 

K?L¨< ¾›KU ›kõ QÓÒ� 

u=„\U ›ðéçT�¨< ›ÖÁÁm 

�”ÅJ’ uT”d� Ñ<Mu� ÁK¨< 

�”ÅðKÑ ¾T>ÁÅ`Óu� G<’@� 

�¾�¾ ’¨< ¾T>M ›e}Á¾� 

k`vDM:: •²=I LÃ ¾¯KU ¾”ÓÉ 

É`Ï� (WTO) ›”É �Ml 

Y`›� }wKA ¾T>’Ñ[¨< ¾”ÓÉ 

›KSÓvv�� c=’c< uY`›� 

¾T>ð~u� SÉ[¡ (Dispute 

Settlement) S„\ ’¨<:: ÃI ›"M 

U”É’¨< ¾T>ÁÅ`Ñ¨<:: uQÑA�“ 

ueUU’�� SW[� ¾}Ÿ^"] 

¨Ñ„�” Ñ<ÇÃ SSMŸ�“ ¨<d’@ 

SeÖ� ’¨<:: ¾›KU ¾”ÓÉ 

É`Ï� u^c< uQÓ ¾T>}ÇÅ` 

Y`›� ’¨<:: ¾T>’c< ¾”ÓÉ 

›KSÓvv�� ¾T>ð~� uQÓ“ 

ueUU’�� w� ’¨<:: uSJ’<U 

uS`I Å[Í �MlU �”g<U 

�Ÿ<M ¾T>Ç‟<u� Y`›� ›K:: 

J„U M¿’� K=ÁS× ¾T>�K¨< 

QÑA�” Ö”pq T¨p”“ 

S[Ç�” ÃÖÃnM:: K²=IU 

vKS<Á� K=„\” ÃÑvM:: 
 

K?L¨< ›e}TT‡ ¾ÑuÁ °ÉM 

›”Æ ØpU ’¨< J„U u›KU 

¾”ÓÉ É`Ï� ›”Æ �Mp Ñ<ÇÃ 

¾Ów`“ Ñ<ÇÃ ’¨<:: ¾uKìÑ< 

›Ña� �ÏÓ Ÿõ}† ¾›Ñ` ¨<eØ 

ÉÒõ Ãc×K<:: u¨<ß ”ÓÇ�¨< 

LÃU �”Ç=G< Ÿõ}† ÉÑAT 

(Export Subsidy) ÁÅ`ÒK<:: uTÅÓ 

LÃ ÁK< ›Ña� ÅÓV ¾›=¢„T> 

SW[��¨< Ów`“ J„ dK 

u²=I LÃ ¾uKìÑ< ›Ña� ÁL�¨< 

›sU ›ÚnÝm J„ qÃ�M:: 

ÃI Ñ<ÇÃ uSÚ[h¨< 

¾T>’>e�a� Ñ<v›? uJ”¢”Ó 

c="H@É u2®13 LÃ u¨Ü ”ÓÉ 

LÃ ¾T>cÖ¨< ÉÑAT S<K< 

KS<K< �”Ç=’d eUU’� 

}Å`dDM:: Ów`“ LÃ ÉÑAT 

"M}’d uTÅÓ LÃ ÁK< ›Ña� 

ŸY`›~ }ÖnT> ›ÃJ”U 

J„U  uÓw`“ LÃ ¾T>cÖ¨<” 

ÉÑAT u›”È T”d� ›e�Ò] 

’¨< þK+"© Ñ<ÇÃU eKJ’ ke 

uke ¾T>J” ’¨<::  
 

ÃI” ¾SdcK< eUU’�� LÃ 
�”Ç=Å`e �“ K?KA�U LÃ Hdw 

KSeÖ� ¾T>�K¨< ¾¯KU 

¾”ÓÉ É`Ï� ›vM uSJ” 

’¨<:: 
 

K?L¨< �ÇÑ> ›Ña�” uY`›~ 

}ÖnT> KTÉ[Ó vK¨< ¨<ÃÃ� 

uMT� ¨Å•L ¾k\� ›Ña� 

G<K<U U`���¨< Ÿ¢�“ 

Ÿ�]õ ’í �”Ç=J’< É`É` ›K:: 

uSÚ[h 97 uS� ¾T>J’< 
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U`���¨< Ÿ¢�“ Ÿ�]õ ’í 

�”Ç=J’< eUU’� }Å`dDM:: 

J„U 3 uS� ¾T>J’¨< Ú`n 

Ú`p ›"vu= ’¨<:: ÃI 3 uS� 

¨Å 3®® ¾U`� ´`´a�” ¾Á² 

’¨<:: �ÇÑ> ›Ña� ÃIU �”Ç=’d 

�¾}Ÿ^Ÿ\ ’¨<:: U¡”Á~ �’²=I 

U`�� ª“ ¾›=¢„T>Á�¨< 

SW[� uSJ“�¨<:: 
 

¾›KU ¾”ÓÉ }sU ›vM’� 

¾›Ña�” ØpU u}KÃU ¾uKìÑ< 

›Ña�” ØpU ¾T>ÁeÖwp ’¨<:: 

J„U ¾uKìÑ< ›Ña� Q´x� 

c=n¨S< Ã�ÁM:: ÃI KU” 

ÃJ” ¾T>M ØÁo k`vDM:: •²=I 

LÃ ¾›KU ¾”ÓÉ }sU ØpU 

¾T>ÁeÑ‟¨<” ÁIM w²< 

›ÚnÝm Ñ<ÇÄ� ›K<:: KUdK? 

u’²=I LÃ ¾}KÁ¿ ¾Qw[}cw 

¡õKA� ØpT�¨<” KTeÖup 

Ã”kdkdK< KUdK? uÓw`“ 

Ñ<ÇÃ LÃ ¾uKìÑ< ›Ña� 

¾T>cÖ<� ¾›Ñ` ¨<eØ ÉÑAT 

›K:: ÃI �”ÇÃ’d ØpT�¨< 

�”ÇÃk` ¾T>ÁÅ`Ñ<� �”penc? 

›K:: KUdK?:- u›¨<aþ K›”É 

LU uk” 3 ÊL` ¾›Ñ` ¨<eØ 

ÉÑAT ÃÅ[ÒM �²=I ÅÓV Ÿ1 

ÊL` u�� Ñu= ¾T>ÁÑ‡ Q´w 

Ÿõ}† ’¨<:: ŸY`›~ 

¾}S×Ö’ ØpU �”Ç=Ñ‡ ¾›Ñ` 

¨<eØ ÉÑAT �”Ç=’d ¾T>Å[Ñ¨< 

Óò� eUU’� LÃ }Å`f ØpU 

�”ÇÃk` ¾T>Å[Ó �”penc? 

’¨<:: 
 

›”Æ ¾}’d¨< ›ÇÇ=e Ñ<ÇÄ� 

�¾}’c< �”Å ›=”zÃaS”� 

¾SdcKA�” uTe�Ÿ¡ ¾T>×K¨< 

ÑÅw �¾ÑAÇ” ’¨<“ S�¾� 

›Kv�¨< }wLDM:: �’²=I Ñ<ÇÄ� 

u›KU ¾”ÓÉ É`Ï� Y`›� 

¨<eØ ¾}"}~ “�¨<:: ŸÑ>²? 

›£Á eLLk[wŸ< ’¨< ØÁo¨< 

¾}’d¨<:: u}KÃ u4}†¨< 

¾T>’>e}a� Ñ<v›? LÃ uÊH 

Ç=yKA‟S”� ›Ë”Ç Ÿ}Á²<� 21 

Ñ<Ç¿� ¨<eØ ›=”zÃa”S”� 

›”Æ ’¨<:: �’²=I Ñ<ÇÄ� u›KU 

¾”ÓÉ É`Ï� ¨<eØ ¾^d�¨< 

eUU’� ›L�¨<:: eUU’�� 

”ÓÉ” KSÑÅw dÃJ” 

u}Úvß udÃ”d© ²È uÖ?“' 

u›=”zÃaS”� ¨²} Ò` •¾•¿ 

}Óv^© ¾T>Å[Ñ< “�¨<:: 

u^�”” S¡ð� ¨ÃU S´Ò� 

¾T>M ¾SÚ[h Ö`´ SÁ´ 

›Óvw ’¨< ¨Ã; KU”É’¨< 

SHM ›"vu= ¾T”Ã²¨<' ›G<”e 

’¨< ¨Ã SÓv� ÁKw” ¾T>M 

Ñ<ÇÃ }’e�M:: u²=I SÉ[¡ 

KTp[w ¾}VŸ[¨< ¾›KU 

¾”ÓÉ É`Ï� (WTO) U”É’¨<; 

Y`›~ U” Ã³DM; ¾›vM’� 

H>Å� U”É’¨<; U”e ØpU“ 

Ñ<Ç� K=„` Ã�LM ¾T>K<� 

’¨<::  
 

›ekÉT@ KSÓKî �”ÅVŸ`Ÿ<� 

¾›KU ¾”ÓÉ É`Ï� ›vM 

SJ” ¾Ñ>²? ÑÅw ¾K¨<U:: 

ÃMlU H>Å~ ¾T>óÖ’¨< ¨ÃU 

¾T>²Ñ¾¨< u›SM"� ›ðéçU 

H>Å� LÃ ’¨<:: uH>Å~ LÃ 

¾T>Ö¾l ØÁo� uÑ>²? 

"M}SKc<' ¾T>W\ Y^�“ 

Ø“�� uÑ>²? "M}Ö“kl' 

¾T>k`u< ¾SÅ^Å]Á Hdx� 

uÑ>²? "Mk[u< H>Å~” 

Á^´S<�M:: ¾›KU-¾”ÓÉ 

É`Ï� ›vM KSJ” ¾T>"HÆ 

Ø“�� ¾›Ñ`” ØpU 

¾T>ÁeÖwl' G<K<U Hdw 

K=cØv�¨< �“ u›S³‟< ›Ñ^© 

›sU ¾T>ðØ\ SJ” 

ÃÑv�ªM:: ¾›KU ¾”ÓÉ 

É`Ï� ›vM �”G<” ¨Ã ¾T>K¨< 

u2®®3 ÁKk Ñ<ÇÃ ’¨<:: ›G<” 

Ó” �”È� ’¨< ¾U”Ñv¨< 

¾T>K¨< LÃ ’¨< ¾Ò^ Hdw 

K=„[” ¾T>Ñv¨<:: ¾›Ñ`” ØpU 

¾T>ÁeÖwl Ø“��” uT"H@É 

�“ G<K<U Hdu<” �”Ç=cØu� 

uTÉ[Ó::  
¾ዓKU ¾”ÓÉ É`Ï� ›vM’� 

Ñ<ÇÃ ¨Å Q´w ¨`ÇDM ¨Ã 

¾T>M ØÁo k`vDM:: uSËS]Á 

¾›vM’� ØÁo ŸSp[u< uò� 

›=�ÄåÁ K6 ¯S�� ÁIM 

u�³u=’� e�d}õ qÃ�K�:: 

u²=I Ñ>²? ¨<eØ u`"• 

}V¡a�”   KTÓ‟� 

}�LDM:: ¾›vM’� ØÁo 

¾k[u¨<U ØpM ¾J’ ¾�”ÅU� 

Ø“� }"H>Ê ’¨<::  

Ø“~ ¾›KU ¾”ÓÉ É`Ï� U” 

U” Ñ<ÇÄ�” �”ÅT>Ã´' 

¾›=�ÄåÁ QÑA� Ÿ›KU ¾”ÓÉ 

É`Ï� QÑA� ¾T>××S< 

eKSJ“�¨< ¾TÃ××S< QÑA� 

eKS„^�¨<' ¾TÃ××S< 

QÑA�” uU” ÁIM Ó²? T××U 

�”ÅT>�M' ¡õ}~” uU” ÁIM 

Ó²? Sgð” �”ÅT>�M ¾T>K<�” 

ÃÇcdM:: uØpK< c=�Ã ¾›KU 

¾”ÓÉ É`Ï� ›vM SJ” w²< 

ð�‡ Ñ<ÇÄ� ÁK<� u=J”U 

ŸÑ<Ç~ ØpS< �”ÅT>ÁS´” 

Ø“~ ÁdÁM:: u²=I U¡”Á� ’¨< 

´ÓÏ~” SËS` ›Kw” }wKA 

�”penc? ¾}ËS[¨<:: �²=I LÃ 

¾›KU ¾”ÓÉ É`Ï� ›vM 

SJ” Ów ›ÃÅKU Ó” u›vM’� 

¾›Ñ` ØpU TeÑ‟� ’¨<:: 

ØpM Ø“~ SW^� ÁKv�¨<” 

}Óv^�”U ÖlTEM Ÿ²=I ¨<eØ 

¾Ó”³u? TeÚuÝ Y^� 

›”Æ ’¨<:: Ø“~ �”ÅÖqS¨< 

ÃI” Ñ<ÇÃ ¾T>Ÿ�}M u”ÓÉ“ 

�”Æe�] T>’>e|` ›”É 

SU]Á }slTEM:: ¾|¡’>¡“ 

¾e�]”Ó ¢T>| ›vL�U 

ŸT>SKŸ��¨< ›"L� 

}¨×Ø}¨< }slTEM:: u²=I 

SW[� vKó� 3 �“ 4 ¯S�� 

¨<eØ u›w³†¨< ¾|¡’>¡ ¢T>|” 

SW[� ÁÅ[Ñ< 12 ÁIM ¾Ó”³u? 

TeÚuÝ SÉ[¢� }"H>ÅªM:: 

w²<� u›Ç=e ›uv ¾}"H@Æ 

“�¨<:: u1999 ¯.U. ¨Å ¡MKA� 

KS¨<×� }V¡a u4~ �LMp 

¡MKA� ¾Ó”³u? TeÚuÝ 

SÉ[¢� }²ÒÏ}ªM:: ÃI um 

’¨< ¨Ã ¾T>K¨< ÁÖÁÃnM:: 

2. ¾›� TV �eSK›KU 

}ÚT] Tw^]Á'¾Ów`“ 

U`�� LÃ eKT>cÖ¨< Å"T 

�Ÿ<[� ÁMcÖ”u� U¡”Á� 

¾S¨ÁÁ `°c< ¾›KU ¾”ÓÉ 

É`Ï� ›vM’� H>Å� LÃ eKJ’ 

w� ’¨<:: ¾”ÓÉ É`É` ²<`” 

KT¾� ›ÃÅKU ¾S×’¨<:: 
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u`ÓØ uÓw`“ ²`õ LÃ u`"• 

›ÚnÝm Ñ<ÇÄ� ›K<:: ¾uKìÑ< 

›Ña� K²`ó �ÏÓ u×U Ÿõ}† 

ÉÔT ÁÅ`ÒK<:: J„U K²=I 

ØÁo SMe KTÓ‟� uÉ`É\ 

LÃ }d�ò SJ’<” ÃÖÃnM 

ŸS^p ÃMp:: ÁU J„ 

¾ÉÔT¨< Ñ<Ç�“ ØpU Ÿ›Ñ` 

›Ñ` ÃKÁÁM:: KUdK? ¾UÓw 

U`� ¨Å ›Ñ^�¨< ¾T>ÁeÑu< 

›Ña� (Net Importers) ¾ÉÔT¨< 

}ÖnT>� “�¨<:: U¡”Á~U 

¾›¨<aû ›Ñ^� ¾T>ÁÅ`Ñ<� 

ÉÔT u›KU ›kõ ”ÓÉ LÃ 

¾UÓw cwM ªÒ” eKT>k”c¨< 

’¨<:: uK?L ¨Ñ” ¾UÓw U`� 

¨Å ¨<ß ¾T>MŸ< ›Ña� }ÔÍ= 

ÃJ“K<::  
 

uK?L uŸ<M ¾ŸKL Ñ<ÇÃ u`” 

¾S¡ð� ¨ÃU ¾S´Ò� Ñ<ÇÃ 

›ÃÅKU:: ¾É`É` Ñ<ÇÃ ’¨<:: 

¾›KU ¾”ÓÉ É`Ï� ›vM 

SJ” u›”É Ñ>²? �]õ” ›¨<`Ê 

u`"• °n� ¨Å ›Ñ` ¨<eØ 

�”Ç=Ñu< ÁÅ`ÒM ¾T>K¨< 

›e}Á¾� �¡¡M ›ÃÅKU:: 

�]õ dÃk’e uÉ`É` ›vM 

SJ” Ã�LM:: KUdK? "UþÇ=Á 

K›KU ¾”ÓÉ É`Ï� ›vM’� 

ŸSÅ^Å` uò� ¾UÓw`“ 

U`�� LÃ ¾’u^� •]õ 15 

uS� ’u` ŸÉ`É\ u%EL 40 

uS� ›É`ÒK�::  

eÉe}† ›e}Á¾� cÜ' TIu\ 

ÃI” �Mp Ñ<ÇÃ ²ÓÃ� 

K¨<ÃÃ� Sp[u< u}KÃ 

›¨<aû Iw[� Ò` KT>Å[Ñ¨< 

É`É` (EPA) ›”c}† �Ÿ<[� 

ScÖ~ eI}� ’¨< •LKG<:: 

cwdu=¨< É`É\ ÁKkK� Ñ<ÇÃ 

’¨< uTK� ¾¨<ÃÃ~ �Ÿ<[� 

u›KU ¾”ÓÉ É`Ï� ›vM’� 

H>Å� LÃ �”ÉÁ}Ÿ<` 

TÉ[Ò�¨<U eI}� ’¨<:: 

u›¨<aû Iw[� Ò` ¾T>Å[Ñ¨< 

É`É` ›LKkU ¾}Ö“kk¨< 

¾É`É` Ñ>²?¨< ’¨<:: uSJ’<U 

É`É\ �.›?.› �cŸ 2008 

SÚ[h KT"H@É eUU’� 

}Å`dDM:: îG<õ ›p^u=¨< Ø\ 

KSÇce V¡[ªM:: J„U 

¾}ÖkS<u� S[Í ›”Ç”Æ Ñ>²? 

ÁKðu� ÃSeLM:: eKJ’U 

Ÿ›¨<aû Iw[� Ò` 

eKT>Å[Ñ¨< ¨<ÃÃ� Ó”³u? 

SõÖ` �”Ç=�M TIu\ K?L 

}SddÃ ¾¨<ÃÃ� SÉ[¡ 

�”Ç=Á²ÒÏ ›devK¨<::  

cv}†¨< ›e}Á¾� cÜ' 

›=�ÄåÁ ¾›KU ”ÓÉ É`Ï� 

›vM KSJ” ØÁo ›p`vK� 

}wLDM:: u•¨<’~ U” ÁIM 

´ÓÏ� ›É`Ñ“M? ŸK?KA� 

›Ña�e U” �UI`� keS“M? 

u21†¨< ¡õK ²S” Ÿ›KU `k” 

SÑ‟� ›Kw” TK� ›”�MU:: 

J„U e”Ñv ¾¨<eØ MT� 

ueó� T"H@É ›Kw”:: •† 

u›G<’< ¨p� �`õ U`� ÁK” 

u<“ w� ’¨<:: ³_ eÒ 

¾U”gÖ¨< ŸÑ<aa›�” k”c” 

’¨<:: cK=Ø' xKAo ¨²}U 

›”Å²=G< Ÿ^d�” ›¾k’e” ’¨<:: 

eK²=I ¾²S“© �`h d“eóó 

¨Å ›”Ée�] d”gÒÑ` ¨Å 

›KU ¾”ÓÉ É`Ï� SÓv� 

�¡¡M ›ÃSeK‡U:: H>Å~e U” 

ÁIM Ñ>²? ÃðËM Ÿ›G<” u%EL?      

eU”}† ›e}ÁÁ� cÜ'  

¾›=�ÄåÁ ›¢„T>¡e vKS<Á� 

TIu` Ñ<Ç¿” T”d~ Ø\’¨< 

Ó” KU” u›G<’< Ñ>²? ›’d¨<? 

uG<K}† ¾k[u< ØÁo�“ 

›e}Á¾�� TIu\ þK=c=¨< 

c=k[î þK=e ›¨<ß¨<” Hdw 

uSeÖ� TÑ´ ÃÖupu� ’u`? 

eK²=I uþK=c= k[í  Ñ>²? KU” 

ÃI” ScM ¨<ÃÃ� 

›K}²ÒËU?  ¾›G<’< ¨<ÃÃ� 
²ÓÃ�M ¾T>M Hdw ›K‡:: 

K?L¨< ¾³_¨< }“Ò]� ŸþK=e 

k^Û ¡õM KU” SÖ<:: Ÿ³ 

¨<Ü ÁK< ’í ›e}Á¾�� K=cÖ< 

¾T>�K< }�� KU” 

›M}Òu²<U::  
 

¾›KU ¾”ÓÉ }sU u`"� QÔ� 

›K<� Ó” �”Å ›=�ÄåÁ ÁK< 

›Ña� uQÑ< KSÖkU °¨<k� 

›L�¨< ¨Ã; ¾óÃ“”e ›pUe 

›L�¨< ¨Ã; KUdK? u›”É 

Ñ<ÇÃ LÃ KSŸ^Ÿ` Öun 

SÓ³� �”ÇKw” Ã�¨nM:: 

up`u< ¾›KU v”¡ �”Å’²=I LK< 

Ñ<ÇÄ� •ÇÑ> HÑa� ¾›KU 

¾”ÓÉ É`Ï��” ÉÒõ 

�”Ç=ÖÃl Hdw ›p`vDM::  

K?L¨< ¾uKìÑ< HÑa� I´x� 

KU” ¾›KU ¾”ÓÉ }sU” 

Ãn¨TK< }wKA K}’d ØÁo 

›� Hw�S< ØpT�¨<” 

KTcÖup wK¨< SMcªM:: 

J„U uuKìÑ< HÑa� Ÿcv›© 

Sw� ›”é` ¾›KU ¾”ÓÉ 

}sU ¾•ÇÑ> Ha�” ØpU 

¾T>ÁeŸw` eLMJ’ ¾cv›© 

Sw� }VÒ� É`Ï�� 

Iw[}cu<” •Áe}vu\ ¾}n¨<V 

cMõ ÁÅ`ÒK< eK²=I ›� 

Hw•S< vK<� U¡”Á� w� 

dÃJ” u²=IU U¡”Á� ßU` 

�”ÅJ’ KSÓKî ðMÑ@ ’¨<::   
 

K?L¨< ¾›KU ”ÓÉ }sU 

¾T>ÁeÑ‟¨<” ØpU ›eSM¡� 

¾¯KU v”¡ u¾›S~ ¾T>Á¨×¨< 

]þ`� ›K:: u]þ`~ ŸY`¯~ 

}ÖnT>“ ¾TÃÖkS< HÑa�” 

´`´a� Á¨×K<:: Ÿ›õ]" 

›Ña� ¨<eØ Åu<w ›õ]" Ÿ²=I 

uò� ²<Uvu<Â �“ ¾cT@” ›õ]" 

HÑa� “�¨< }ÖnT> ¾J’<�:: 

¾}k\� ¾›õ]" HÑa� }ÖnT> 

›ÃÅK<U:: Ÿ²=I ›”í` ›=�ÄåÁ 

}ÖnT> M�J” �”ÅT��M 

ÓMî ’¨<:: Ó” ¾›KU ¾”ÓÉ 

É`Ï� ›vM J’�U ›MJ’�U 

Á¨< eKJ’ ›� Hw•S< �”ÇK<� 

Ñw• ¨Åò� u[»U Ñ>²? 

}ÖnT> M�J” ��LK� ¾T>M 

Hdw ›K:: ÃH@U J„ ¾TÃ’d¨< 

Hdw ¾›p`x� �Ó` ’¨<:: 

›=�ÄåÁ �”È� ¾›KU }sU 

�G<” �”Í= �”È� ¾›p`x� 

�Ób” �õ• ¾T>M Hdw c=’d 

eLMcTG< KÑ<Ç¿ �Ÿ<[� u=cØ 

ÖnT> ’¨< •LKG<::  

²Ö’† ›e}Á¾� cÜ'   

›Ñ^�” ¾›KU ¾”ÓÉ É`Ï�” 

KSkLkM uH>Å� LÃ �”ÇK� 

}Ñ”´u“M:: �”Ç=G<U ¾É`Ï~ 

›vM SJ“�” ¾T>ÁeÑ‟¨< 
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ØpU“ Ñ<Ç� }’Óa“M:: J„U 

¾}vK¨<” ØpU KTÓ‟� �“ 

Ñ<Ç~” KSk’e �ÁÅ[Ó” eLK¨< 

´ÓÏ� w²<U ¾}vK ’Ñ` ¾KU:: 

�Ÿ<[� ¾}cÖ¨< ›ÃSeMU:: 

ØpU ›K eK}vK �”ÖkTK” 

TK� ›ÃÅKU KUdK? uAGWA 
ÁK”u�” G<’@� T¾� Ã�LM::  

K?L¨< u›KU ”ÓÉ É`Ï� 

SÓv� H>Å� LÃ ¾T>Ñ‟< 

ØpV�“ Ñ<Ç�� LÃ 

KQw[}cu< ¾Ó”³u? TeÚuÝ 

Y^� ueó� •¾}"H@Å �”ÇMJ’ 

’¨< ¾}[ÇG<�:: u}sU Å[Í 

Y^� •¾}W\ �”ÇK< 

}Ñ”´u?›KG< Ó” Ñ<Ç¿ ¾}sU 

w� dÃJ” ¾SL¨< Q´wU 

eKJ’ KÓ”³u? TeÚuÝ Y^� 

�Ÿ<[� �”Ç=cØ ›devKG<::  
 

¾°K~ ¾¨<ÃÃ� S] Ê/` Ñ@�’� 

›KS<  îOõ ›p^u=¨< 

êOó�¨<” ÃuMØ KThhM 

�”Ç=�K< ¾›Ñ]~” ¾�¡e“ 

¾›=¢„T> Sªp` �Ó` LÃ 

Tw^]Á uSeÖ� Ÿ¯KU ¾”ÓÉ 

É`Ï� ›vM’� Ò` ›ÁÃ²¨< 

Hdw cØ}ªM:: u²=G< SW[� 

u›G<’< ¨p� ¾S”Óe� Ñu= 50 

uS� ÁIM ¾T>J’¨< Ÿ¨<ß 

”ÓÉ ŸÑu= °n� Ñu= ¾T>cuew 

SJ’< �“ ¾›Ñ` ¨<eØ ¾•¡e 

É`h ´p}† SJ’<” ÃMl”U 

KS”Óe� ¾•¡e Ñu= Ÿõ}† 

›e}ªî* ¾T>Öupu� ¾Ów`“¨< 

²`õ ŸÁ²¨< ¾Q´w w³� ›”í` 

ÃH@” ÁIM Óv ¾T>vM ›e}ªî* 

�ÁÅ[Ñ ›KSJ’<” ÑMìªM::  
 

�”Å²=I ›Ã’� Å"T ¾›=¢„T>“ 

¾•¡e Ñu= Sªp` }g¡S” 

¾›KU ¾”ÓÉ É`Ï� ›vM’� 

¾T>ÁS×¨<” }î°„ �”È� ’¨< 

SssU ¾T>�K¨< ¾T>M 

›e}Á¾� ›p`uªM:: uSkÖMU 

uG<K}†¨< ²<` Kk[u< ØÁo�“ 

›e}Á¾�� }ÚT] Tw^]Á 

}“Ò]� �”Ç=cÖ< Òw²ªM::  
 

›� •w•S< •Åc ¾cÖ<� 

}ÚT] Tw^]Á ¾›KU ¾”ÓÉ 

É`Ï� ›vM’� É`É` uU” 

SM¡ K="H@É �”ÅT>�M 

KSÓKî ÁIM ¾›KU ¾”ÓÉ 

›vM’� H>Å� G<K<”U ¾›=¢„T> 

²`ö� ¾T>SKŸ� eKJ’ ¾}KÁ¿ 

²`ö�” ¾Te}vu` H>Å~” 

�”È� SU^� �”ÅT>�M 

¾T>SKŸ~ Y^� c=c^ ’¨< 

¾q¾¨<:: u¾c?¡}` ¾T>"H@Å¨< 

É`É` e“Ã É`É\ ¾T>"H@Å¨< 
uc?¡}` vKS<Á� ’¨<:: ”ÓÉ“ 

›=”Æe�] T>’>e}` ¾Te}vu` 

Y^” ’¨< ¾T>W^¨<:: ¾K?KA� 

›Ña� MUÉU �”Å²=G< ’¨<:: 

u²=I SW[� ¾›KU ¾”ÓÉ 

É`Ï� ›vM’� H>Å�” KTeŸ?É 

ŸG<K<U SY]Á u?�� 

¾}¨<×Ö< ¾�¡’>¡ ¢T>� 

�”Ç=ssU }Å`ÕM:: KÓ”³u? 

TeÚuÝ Y^�“ eMÖ“� 

K¢T@� ›vL� �”Ç=cØ 

}Å`ÕM::  

 

¾K?KA� HÑa�” MUÉ KSpcU 

�”Ç=�MU up`u< ¾›KU ¾”ÓÉ 

É`Ï� ›vM ŸJ’<� "UûK=Á“ 

TfÊ’>Á �”Ç=G<U uH>Å� LÃ 

"K�¨< Ÿ?ýy`Ç= MUÉ KSpcU 

¾T>Áe�M SÉ[¡ }²ÒÏ�M::  

 

uAGWA ¾}cÖ”” °ÉM SÖkU 

�”ÇM�M” }ÑMéDM:: ÃI 

¾J’¨< u›p`x� LÃ ÁK¨<” 

�Ó^�”” ¨ÃU ¾u?� Y^�”” 

SY^� vKS�L�” ’¨<:: 

¾›KU ¾”ÓÉ É`Ï� ›vM 

KSJ” ¾U“Å`Ñ¨< Ø[� ÁKw” 

¾›p`x� �Ó` KSõ�� 

Áe�K“M ¾T>M �U’� ›K‡:: 

ÃI c=vM ¾›KU ¾”ÓÉ Y`›� 

¾T>ÖÃk¨<” Seð`� TTEL� 

eLKw” H>Å~ ÁÓ²“M KTK� 

’¨<:: 

 

K?L¨< ¾›KU ¾”ÓÉ É`Ï� 

›vM SJ” TK� •]ó 

¨Ç=Á¨<’< Ãk’dM ¾T>M 

ÉUÇT@ LÃ SÉ[e ¾Kw”U:: 

uÉ`É\ H>Å� ¾�]õ ×^¨<” 

KS¨c” w� ’¨< ¾T>VŸ[¨<:: 

 

¾›� ›T>” ›wÅL }ÚT] 

Tw^]Á 

 

vKð¨< u“Ãau= Ÿ}T LÃ 

Ÿ›¨<aþ TIu[cw uT>Å[Ñ¨< 

É`É` (EPA) ²<]Á u}"H@Å 

¨`¡j‟ LÃ e”d}õ ¾}KÁ¿ 

¨Ñ„� ¾}KÁ¾ ›sU Ã²¨< 

c=Ÿ^Ÿ\ ’¨< Á¾’¨<:: ¾›uv“ 

¾õ^õ_ LŸ= É`Ï�� É`É\ 

}Ö“q �KA �”Ç=ð[U c=ðMÑ< 

S”Óe�© ÁMJ’< É`Ï�� 

u}u�}’ G<’@� uTU[� LÃ 

ÁK¨<” Ñu_ eKT>ÑAÇ 

�”ÇÃð`U ÃTEÑ�K<:: ÃI 

G<’@• ðêV u•† ›Ñ` eKK?K 

`°c< u³_¨< °K� K¨<ÃÃ� 

�”Ç=k`w }Å`ÕM:: 
 

Ÿ}d�ö ›”é` e“Ã u”ÓÉ“ 

›=”Æe�] T>’>e|` Y` 

u}ssS¨< ¢T>| ¨<eØ 

S”Óe�©“ S”Óe�© ÁMJ’< 

É`Ï�� u›vM’� ÃÑ†K<:: Ó” 

G<K<U Ÿewcv }d�ö vhÑ` 

U”U c=c\ ›Ã•ÃU:: KUdK? 

�Uu` ¾ÓK<” ²`õ ¾T>SKŸ~ 

Ñ<ÇÄ�” ›eÖ”� u›Ñ^© c’É 

¨<eØ �”Ç="}� KTÉ[Ó Ø[� 

c=ÁÅ`Ó ›Ã•ÃU:: u}SddÃ 

SMŸ< }ÑAÍ= K=J” Ã�LM 

}wKA ¾T>ÑS}¨< ¾›U^�� 

›=”Æe�] TIu`U U”U 

�”penc? c=ÁÅ`Ó ›Ã�ÃU 

u²=I U¡”Á� ßU` ’¨< Ñ<Ç¿ 

¾³_ ¾¨<ÃÃ� ›Ë”Ç �”Ç=J” 

¾}ðKÑ¨<:: 
 

uSÚ[h ¾°K~ ¾¨<ÃÃ� S] 

Ê/` Ñ@�’� ›KS< ›p^u=�” 

�”Ç=G<U SL¨<” }d�ò 

uTSeÑ” ¨<ÃÃ~” uÃó 

²Ó}ªM:: 
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Editors Note  

The Ethiopian Economic Association has encouraged Academia, researchers 

and Members of EEA to share their views to the public on socio-economic 

issues of the country in different ways, by organizing different forums and 

by providing space in its publications. In light of this, EEA is pleased to 

present Dr. Taye Negussie’s article to readers on the Bulletin of the 

Ethiopian Economic Association (Economic Focus). EEA would also like to 

encourage readers to debate on this article or send their own articles on 

different issues to the editor of the magazine.  

 

Currently, the global sky-

rocketing price on the food 

commodities and the resultant 

excessive harm it is exacting now 

to the majority of people living in 

the developing countries is likely 

to put the superstition in the 

‗magic‘ of the market force highly  

in doubt.  For instance, in the 

Ethiopian case, one may wonder 

where the finishing line lies in the 

race of ‗price contest‘ on the so-

called ‗free-market‘ game. The 

dramatic escalation of prices on 

a daily-basis, sometimes hourly-

basis in almost every 

conceivable products, 

commodities and services has 

left many in bewilderment
19

. The  

                                                
1 Assistant Professor, at the 

Department of Sociology and Social 

Anthropology, Addis Ababa 

University, March 2008.  
2 It should be noted that currently the 
hike especially in the prices of food 

commodities evidently happens to 

be a world-wide phenomenon. Many 

agree as main reasons for this to be 

the rapid expansion of bio-fuel; the 

soaring-oil prices and the attendant 

chain of reactions; bad-weather (that 

hit major exporting countries); the 

sharp drop in the value of dollar; the 

rapid economic growth in China and 

 

problem is so pervasive that the 

financial pinch can readily be felt 

whenever you reach your pocket 

even to foot a bill for a cup of 

coffee, tea or a shoe-shine. What 

signifies this ‗tragedy‘ of free-

market, the term I venture to call, 

is the fact that on top of a 

dramatic sky-rocketing of prices 

which uncharacteristically 

affected both the middle-class 

and the poor at the same time, 

there has also been 

unimaginable inconsistencies of 

prices in the same market place. 

The reason I call the 

phenomenon, the tragedy of the 

‗free-market‘ is only to draw an 

analogy with what Hardin
20

 

(1982) calls, the ‗tragedy of the 

                                                 
India etc. Understandably, the 

Ethiopian situation can not be an 

exception in this regard. 

Nonetheless, taking into account its 
relatively lower degree of 

involvement in the global market 

system (excepting the oil market), 

whether the Ethiopian situation is 

fully explainable in light of the 

aforementioned circumstances is 

open to debate.   
3 In fact, I do not subscribe entirely 

to his theory of the ‘tragedy of the 

commons’. 

commons‘. As he observes the 

susceptibility of an open access 

resources to over-exploitation in  

 

the notion of the ‗tragedy of the 

commons‘, by the same token I 

also do observe, in the absence 

of the requisite institutional and 

physical infrastructure (at least in 

the Ethiopian context
21

) the same 

type of susceptibility in abusing 

the ‗free-market system‘, hence I 

call the ‗tragedy of free-market‘. 

As things stand now, some 

market actors evidently seem to 

be engaged in the practice of 

exploiting the prevailing instable 

market condition to their 

advantage.  

  

Despite some effort on the part of 

the government to lessen the 

impact of market instability 

especially on the poorest 

segment of the residences of 

                                                
4 One need only to be reminded the 

recent 1000% increase on the retail 

price of salt in a matter of hours 

supposedly because of some 

speculation regarding the supply of 

salt. Thankfully, however, the 

government was quick enough in 

unprecedented manner to put the 

situation under control.  

The ‘Tragedy’ of the Free-Market: Thinking Beyond 

the Simplistic ‘Supply-Demand’ Equation-The Ethiopian Case 

A Theoretical Discussion 
By: Taye Negussie (PhD)
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some urban centers such as by 

providing wheat at cheaper price 

and taking some administrative 

measures, nonetheless the 

problem shows no sign of 

abating. Consequently, therefore, 

a growing dissatisfaction seems 

to be prevailing among the 

general public. The 

dissatisfaction until very recently 

has indeed been silent. I suspect 

the main reason behind the 

silence was an alleged fear of 

‗politicizing‘ the market. Now the 

silence appears to have been 

broken by the recent Prime 

Minister‘s 2000 E.C. bi-annual 

report to the House of 

Representatives and the 

operation of the market seems to 

be subject to questions. But in 

my view, what lies at the root of 

the problem is the unquestioned 

adoption of the Anglo-Saxon 

Neo-liberal free-market model in 

its entirety to a totally different 

economic, social and cultural 

context.  

 

In the social sciences we often 

employ the services of some 

well-established theoretical 

frameworks to point out some 

potential problems in real 

circumstances and provide 

direction for new investigative 

studies. Consequently, in order 

to cast some light on the situation 

of the current market instability, it 

would therefore be of paramount 

importance to consider the 

following theoretical questions: 

How can we make sense of the 

confusion that currently prevails 

in the market? What is really 

behind the unprecedented price 

hike in the market?  Is it a natural 

outcome of the ‗invisible hands‘ 

of the market forces? Can the 

simplistic ‗supply-demand‘ 

equation theory offer us some 

plausible explanation to the 

situation?  

 

This article does not set out to 

answer all of these questions. Its 

scope, instruments and insights 

do not match that of a full fledged 

in-depth national study that we 

may have to undertake so as to 

provide some definite answers. 

Instead, it is mainly to challenge 

theoretically
22

 the most 

predominant and conventional 

rational actor model (the neo-

liberal economic model) 

explanation of the current market 

instability only as a temporary 

and inevitable consequence of 

the normal functioning of the 

market forces as regulated by 

supply and demand equation. In 

doing so, it aims to underscore 

the significant role played by 

some social forces which would 

otherwise be regarded as 

―residual‖ factors by neo-liberal 

economists in influencing market 

transaction. On a pragmatic 

level, it will attempt to highlight 

the magnitude and complexity of 

the current price hikes in the 

market and tries to provide 

direction for future investigative 

studies and policy actions.   

 

There has been a long and an 

on-going debate between 

                                                
5 As Abraham (2006:19) 

convincingly argued in the 

‘reconstructed logic’, theory can 

serve as a device for interpreting, 

criticizing, unifying or modifying 

established laws to explain 

momentous social issues. 

economists and sociologists 

regarding human behavior in the 

market place. The most dominant 

view in economics is the rational 

actor model which regards 

individuals as rational, (albeit 

boundedly so), and profit 

maximizers. Economic 

sociologists however refute this 

assumption. Drawing on various 

anthropological, social-

psychological, psychoanalytic, 

linguistic and sociological 

research findings, they believe 

that individual actions can also 

be affected by cognitive bias, 

limited powers of reasoning, non-

conscious and ambivalent 

feelings, role expectations, 

norms, and cultural frames, 

schematic classifications, and 

myths (Granovetter 2002; 

DiMaggio 2002; Reskin 2002). 

Economic sociologists recognize 

that social forces often affect 

reasoning that challenge a strict 

rationality assumption. Individual 

actions are shaped not only by 

the individual actor‘s motives but 

also by larger social, cultural and 

institutional structures 

(Granovetter 2002).  In the 

framework of human as a rational 

being, the pattern of human‘s 

response is a more or less 

standard product, where as in 

truth the response may be 

subject to tremendous variation.  

 

Economists generally believe 

that in a ‗pure‘ market economy 

what determines prices and 

allocation of resources is the 

operation of the market forces, 

i.e., the ‗law‘ of supply and 

demand (the relationship of 
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supply to demand)
23

. The idea of 

doux commerce, stemming from 

the time of Montesquieu asserts 

that rational action and exchange 

transform people into gentlemen 

who automatically follow the 

rules of the game and are 

trustworthy despite incentives to 

the contrary (Guillen et al. 2002). 

But, the question that may arise 

here is, who makes the alleged 

rules of the game, and are these 

‗gentle men‘ simply passive 

followers of the alleged rule? 

 

This reductionist conception of 

the market has been challenged 

within the discipline itself. In his 

General Theory of Employment, 

Interest, and Money, John 

Maynard Keynes (1936 as 

quoted in Guillen et al. 2002) 

argued that ―animal spirits‖ (or 

the emotional feeling-states) 

could shape economic behavior 

above and beyond what a purely 

cognitive, rational model might 

explain. According to Keynes, the 

working of the magic of ―animal 

sprits‖ could be exhibited in 

situations when consumers 

borrow more than they should; 

                                                
6 Theoretically when supply exceeds 

demand, sellers must lower prices to 

stimulate sales; conversely, when 

demand exceeds supply, buyers bid 

prices up as they compete to buy 

goods. The terms supply and 

demand do not mean the amount of 

goods and services actually sold and 
bought; in any sale, the amount sold 

is equal to the amount bought, and 

such supply and demand, therefore, 

always equalizes. In economic 

theory, supply is the amount 

available for sale, and demand, 

sometimes called effective demand 

is the amount purchasers are willing 

to buy at a specified price (Encarta 

Encyclopedia, 2006 edition).    

buy more than they need; when 

investors display ―irrational 

exuberance‖ (Shiller 2000, as 

quoted in DiMaggio 2002) and 

push price-earning ratios to 

historic highs; and when 

corporations borrow, and banks 

lend, more money than is wise. 

 

Economic sociologists have also 

demonstrated the working of 

similar types of economic 

behavior in the market in their 

theories of ―collective mood‖. 

Guillen and his colleagues (2002) 

argue that an exaggerated 

collective mood happens as a 

response to situations in which 

there is a genuine uncertainty of 

information regarding the 

behavior of others with whom 

one is interdependent. DiMaggio 

(1994) identifies two types of 

collective moods. The first is 

what he calls Pluralistic 

Ignorance, characterized by 

overestimating an interacting 

partner‘s tendencies to certain 

kinds of behavior which signifies 

an absence of information flow 

between different groups, in 

conjunction with a distorted 

representation of reality. The 

second type of collective mood 

which is somewhat opposite to 

pluralistic ignorance is 

Bandwagon Effect, which 

describes the tendencies of 

market actors to rush into 

conforming to whatever direction 

the group as a whole seems to 

be heading. Given the current 

market reality in Ethiopia, I 

assume these theoretical 

frameworks may partially explain 

the situation on the ground.  

 

In the following section, I attempt 

to identify some of the 

problematic assumptions in the 

conventional rational model 

regarding the market which is 

bound to distort the real picture 

of its functioning. These 

problematic assumptions will be 

analyzed in light of the emerging 

theoretical tools in the social 

sciences which seem to be 

capable of revealing the 

inadequacy of the ‗free market‘ 

model. In my view, this analysis 

may have some practical utility in 

indicating some potential policy 

areas for government actions in 

addressing the current market 

failures.  

 

1. Voluntary Transaction 

One of the core principles in 

economics is the proposition that 

both parties to an economic 

transaction is bi-laterally 

voluntary and informed. I should 

say, across every branch of the 

discipline, economists 

instinctively subscribe to this 

proposition. But, the main 

question we should ask here is, 

what exactly does it mean for a 

transaction to be ―voluntary‖, or 

not. In demonstrating the 

invalidness of this assumption, 

economic sociologists refer how 

problematic even straight forward 

case of ―voluntary‖ is in legal 

theory. Are all transactions 

voluntary? When you buy some 

basic items in the market within 

the available price framework, is 

it really ‗voluntary‘? Do you have 

any other option and how wide is 

that option? Is it a universal 

principle applicable to all 

circumstances at all times? I 
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leave the matter to you to 

consider what this concept of 

―voluntary‖ really means in your 

personal transaction in the 

market.  

 

The main problem with this 

assumption is that it doesn‘t 

distinguish the context in which 

people get engaged in particular 

transaction. Some transactions 

may happen because of 

necessity, out of essential need; 

when there is no substitute but to 

get engaged in that transaction. 

For instance, when a buyer 

purchases some basic goods or 

commodities, the person does so 

because it is a necessity. He or 

she can not substitute or defer 

the purchase of the goods or the 

commodity.  In fact, he or she 

might explore some alternatives 

to maximize his or her personal 

benefit in the course of 

transaction. But, still the 

alternatives are not open-ended; 

it all depends on the range of 

choices available for the 

transaction in terms of quality, 

quantity or price. However, if the 

transaction is not on some 

essential or basic need, which 

could be substituted or deferred, 

the transaction may be said 

voluntary. Thus, we should 

exercise some caution in saying 

transactions are voluntary for all 

transactions are shaped by the 

context in which economic life is 

embedded.  

 

2. Power Relationship 

Another problematic guiding 

framework in the economist‘s 

theory of market is the theory 

which postulates that in the 

functioning of a true free market 

transacting parties do not hold 

power over each other. In this 

line of argument, every 

transactor has sufficient 

alternative parties to transact 

with so that any one party can 

not determine the terms of the 

transaction alone. In my 

judgment, this is an outright 

denial of the reality of monopoly 

power in the market which is as 

crystal clear as day light. In 

actual fact, the market institution 

like any other institution is replete 

with varying levels of differential 

power distribution. Max Weber 

(1968 [1921]) discusses power, 

as a position based on 

―constellation of interests‖, such 

as a monopoly position in the 

economy. In my informal 

conversation with some actors in 

the market, I come to learn that 

more often than not it is the 

manipulation of this power 

(through hoarding, information 

manipulation, speculation etc.), 

which I call the ‗visible hands‘ 

that often sets the terms of 

exchange in the market rather 

than the ‗invisible hands‘ of the 

market forces as purported by 

mainstream economists. 

 

3. The Supply-demand 

equation  

As pointed out earlier, the 

unequivocal position regarding 

the operation of market among 

neo-liberals is that the 

determining force for price setting 

and allocation of resources is the 

interplay of market forces driven 

by the law of supply and 

demand. In this proposition, they 

attempt to paint the supposed 

‗law‘ a divine, a super-human 

character and accord a ‗magic 

power‘. They seek to 

‗impersonalize‘ the real human 

beings, (who are actually behind 

the supposed laws) who possess 

some emotion, social 

connections, some habits, 

beliefs, values and norms like the 

rest of us. In this regard, White 

(1981) developed an alternative 

influential model of markets as a 

‗self-reproducing role structure‘, 

organized by firms that monitor 

one another to decide how much 

to produce and the quality level 

of their product, thereby finding 

profitable niches that enable 

them to stay in business. Thus, 

according to this line of argument 

there is no as such a pure type of 

competitive market in the real 

world. Different businesses, in 

order to sustain themselves in 

the market places, tend to shift to 

other types of non-market forms, 

such as deliberately creating 

their own arrangements or 

hierarchies (Gullein et al. 2002).  

  

4. The Context of Market 

A related issue of controversy 

between economists and 

sociologists is the question of 

contexts regarding markets–

whether markets are context-

free, or ―embedded‖ in some 

context. The rational actor view 

of action in the market regards 

markets as ‗context-free‘ i.e. 

markets as being organized only 

under the principle of ‗economic 

efficiency‘. But many of the best 

sociological studies undermine 

this view by showing that the 

organization of market seems to 

be subject to multiple motives 
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and forms of collective 

governance across local and 

national cultures. For example, 

Albert (1991) demonstrated how 

a different logic of market action 

works in the Rheinish model in 

Germany. Similarly, Gerlach 

(1992) revealed another forms of 

market organization in the 

Japanese model; Hamilton and 

Biggart (1988) also brought to 

light the Taiwanese and Korean 

models. This clearly shows the 

hollowness of the context-free 

market arguments. Indeed, 

cultural differences (that means 

differences in practices, beliefs, 

and understanding) do matter 

and may cause market actors to 

act differently in different context. 

This interpretation suggests the 

difficulty of figuring out one ―best 

principle‖ for organizing markets, 

and, hence, the possibility of 

market organization in a way that 

better suits the national context. 

 

5. Conclusion 

In light of the evidences 

demonstrating the prevalence of 

various practices and principles 

of market actors and 

organizations in different 

circumstances, I believe, we 

should critically examine the 

conventional explanation of the 

working of the market forces only 

through the simplistic and 

reductionist supply-demand 

equation; and not to take at face 

value what is usually regarded to 

be the universality of the free 

market principles. In the context 

of our country, given apparently 

the low level of education, civic 

mindedness, collective 

responsibility, and the sense of 

unity and integrity among the 

majority of the population, there 

is sufficient reason on the part of 

the government and the public at 

large, to closely scrutinize the 

operation of the market. 

 

As I attempted to point out 

earlier, the current market 

instability has rendered some 

market actors to be free-riders, 

which I called the ‗tragedy‘ of the 

free-market. And one of the 

reasons for this state of affairs 

may be the incapability of the 

ardent advocates of the principle 

(neo-liberalists in the policy 

circle, and their spiritual fathers, 

the rational actor model 

theoretician in the academic one) 

to correctly comprehend how the 

market functions in real life. More 

specifically, they invariably seek 

to understand both the function 

and malfunction of the free-

market only in terms of the 

mechanical working of the simple 

supply-demand equation. The 

theoretical review made in this 

rather short paper, however, 

demonstrates that apart from the 

conventional market forces there 

are other important social forces 

and processes that come into 

play in the actual functioning of 

the market. Nonetheless, the 

conventional rational actor model 

view of the market fails to take 

into account or underestimates 

their roles by relegating them as 

―residual factors‖ in a rather 

normal operation of market.  

 

 My main argument in this brief 

theoretical analysis is that in 

order to comprehend the 

abnormality of the market in 

Ethiopia today, our 

understanding of the market 

should go beyond the simplistic 

supply-demand equation. An 

important view in this regard is 

the perspective which 

characterizes the market as 

social arenas where a mixture of 

economic, psychological and 

social factors and processes 

come into play in market 

transaction. I feel this framework 

would serve as an important 

intellectual tool in better 

understanding and resolving the 

various problems exhibited in the 

operation of the market. 

 

As I showed in the introduction 

section, the present analysis has 

not based itself on an account of 

empirical and systematic inquiry 

of the dramatic developments of 

events in the market place which 

we are witnessing across 

Ethiopia today; nor does it 

pretend to provide a prescription 

of some panacea to get out of 

the current quagmire. The 

analysis has been made mainly 

in light of an accumulated 

literature in the area, in 

combination with personal 

observation and experience. The 

main message here is to urge the 

government to go beyond some 

administrative measures and 

question the very wisdom of 

applying the Anglo-Saxon free-

market model in its entirety to the 

existing socio-cultural and 

economic context in Ethiopia. At 

least it would be naïve to leave it 

untouched on the understanding 

that the market automatically 

corrects its wrongs by itself or let 

the market forces work their 
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‗magic‘. Of course, the 

inadequacy and negative 

repercussion of the so-called 

free-market systems as 

advocated by Breton-woods 

institution has been long in 

circulation.  

 

To conclude, I feel it is high time 

to ask for a responsible, 

appropriate and well-informed 

intervention to remedy the 

wrongs of the market before it 

results in an all-out catastrophic 

disaster in the society. In order to 

do so, however, the first and 

foremost important step, in my 

view, should be to conduct a 

genuine and responsible wide 

public debate on the issue, and 

undertake a multi-disciplinary, 

country-level thorough 

investigation so as to identify the 

nature and depth of the problem 

and accordingly forward some 

fundamental short-term
24

 and 

long-term solutions.  
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