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1. OPINIÓN
Come on, America, Play By the Rules!

Lamy Pascal, The Wall Street Journal de EE. UU., 03/03/2003 

Neither the U.S. nor the European Union has a 100% record to brag about when it comes to the implementation of rulings of the World Trade Organization. But the problems, particularly on the U.S. side, are starting to mount up. Meetings of the WTO's dispute settlement body have become a litany of complaints against the U.S. and its failure to implement WTO findings. 

What's the current balance sheet? Against the one outstanding case where the WTO found against the EU -- concerning growth hormones in beef, where the U.S. imposed $100 million in trade sanctions in 1999 -- the U.S. faces no less than five cases where implementation is overdue, four of them brought by the EU. This is not counting others where the WTO legal process has recently concluded against the U.S., such as the case against the Byrd amendment by which money received from antidumping duties imposed on foreign firms is funneled to the firms who bring the actions. But this list does include the famous Foreign Sales Corporation export subsidies case, where the EU has been awarded the right to impose $4 billion in trade sanctions, and where we are now consulting member states on the products potentially affected. 

Thus far Europe has held off on retaliation (unlike the U.S., which imposed sanctions on hormones and bananas at lightning speed). But without concrete steps toward compliance, that is not a situation which can be maintained for much longer. Five outstanding cases is a lot in any context, and let's not forget that the WTO also has to pronounce on U.S. steel tariffs. But aside from the rights and wrongs of individual cases, surely it is time we cleaned up our act, and agreed to take compliance more seriously. 

Why? There are several reasons. Most people agree that it's a good thing to have binding international rules for the settlement of trade disputes. It would be a great mistake to go back to the GATT system, where, in the absence of sanctions, the findings of dispute settlement panels were ignored. More to the point, compliance is in both our own interests. The U.S. Trade Representative office itself pointed out recently that of the 73 cases in which the U.S. has been involved, the U.S. obtained satisfaction more than two-thirds of the time. That is why, frankly, I for one do not understand why some in Washington are arguing that the WTO dispute settlement system is a bad deal for the U.S. Moreover, noncompliance weakens a system which enforces our own rights. If we, the elephants of world trade, don't follow the rules of the road, we weaken our ability to get others to do so. 

Some people ask me why we insist on compliance from the U.S. Is it just a theoretical interest? Not at all. Ask the German companies which are facing triple damages in a U.S. court case under the 1916 Antidumping Act, even after the law was found to be out of line with U.S. obligations in the WTO. Ask European companies that try to compete with billions of dollars in unfair export subsidies each year. And ask the European firms that have to compete with the U.S. companies that under the Byrd amendment receive another subsidy of more than $135 million each year. These are concrete examples of unfair, illegal practices. And Europe is not alone in its concerns. 

Of course, most of the cases I have mentioned require congressional action for U.S. compliance. I recognize that primary legislation to comply is always going to be more difficult than simple administrative implementation. And a number of these areas are clearly politically sensitive for the U.S., such as their use of trade-defense instruments, like antidumping. I fully recognize how hard Bob Zoellick, Bill Thomas, Charles Grassley and others on both sides of the aisle are working to bring the U.S. into line with the rules. But that is precisely why the EU has been rather accommodating -- some say too accommodating -- in giving the U.S. extra time for implementation on a number of these cases. Time, I can only repeat, which the U.S. was not willing to give us either in the bananas or hormones cases, before I took office. 

Finally, remember that all of this sets a poor backdrop to the negotiations on a new round of trade talks, the Doha Development Agenda. Developing countries remain uncomfortable with the multilateral trading system, and have yet to be convinced that it is in their true interest. If they see either of the two big players disregarding common obligations, we will find it even harder to persuade them to move forward. So, isn't it high time we turned this situation around? Let's agree to make 2003 the year of WTO compliance. It's one thing for the big powers of the WTO to rule the waves. What we can't afford to do is waive the rules. 

Mr. Lamy is the EU trade commissioner.

2. OMC / Internacionales  

Carmakers urge EU to hold line over tariffs

Financial Times, 07/03/2003 

Europe's carmakers have set themselves on a collision course with Japanese rivals by pressing the European Union to reject Tokyo's demands that vehicle import tariffs be scrapped in the Doha world trade round.The European industry agreed at this week's Geneva motor show to support a much smaller cut in duties, and then only if Japan removed non-tariff barriers to its car market. Japan has no tariffs on car imports, but the European Union charges duties of 10 per cent.

The European Commission said the views of the European industry were "important to us" and it would take them into account in the Doha talks. Japanese companies import into Europe about half the 1.8m units they sell there and believe EU tariffs hurt their ability to expand. In a sign of the importance the Japanese government attaches to reaching agreement, it has offered to include the elimination of non-tariff barriers in an agreement "with the aim of forming a wide- ranging consensus with regard to the motor vehicle sector".

However, the European industry made clear that, despite the Japanese offer, it would not accept a reduction in the EU tariff to less than 6.6 per cent, the level envisaged by the EU in its initial negotiating proposal in the Doha round. "We are obviously linking this to the elimination of non-tariff barriers to trade," said Ivan Hodac, secretary general of Acea, the European automobile manufacturers' association. "We would not support a lowering of tariffs without parallel elimination of non-tariff barriers."

Acea is drawing up a list of automotive non-tariff barriers around the world which it will present to the Commission in a few weeks. It has not so far specified which countries make imports most difficult, but members frequently accuse Japan of using red tape to keep foreign cars out. Shuhei Toyoda, CEO of the European arm of Toyota, the biggest Japanese carmaker, denied there were any special Japanese barriers to imports. "Our Japanese manufacturers also face these barriers," he said. "The Americans always complain of non-tariff barriers but they never put the proper efforts in so they are not so successful."

If the tariff was eliminated, it could change the tactics of the Japanese companies. Nissan, the Japanese carmaker part-owned by Renault, said it had not introduced its Infiniti luxury brand into Europe because tariffs made it too hard to earn a profit. "If we had no import tax we would have a line up of luxury cars in Europe just as we do in the US," said Patrick Pelata, chairman of the company's European business.


Congress presses Zoellick on biotech foods 

Financial Times, 05/03/2003 

The US administration is facing growing pressure from Congress over what disgruntled lawmakers say is its refusal to demand that Europe, China and other trading partners abide by existing trade agreements.The administration, which is trying to push an ambitious agenda for new trade negotiations, on Wednesday faced a revolt by leaders of the powerful Senate finance committee, who accused Robert Zoellick, US trade representative, of failing to use aggressively the dispute settlement mechanisms of the World Trade Organisation.

Charles Grassley, the Republican committee chairman, said he was "profoundly disappointed" that the administration had not brought a WTO case against the European Union's moratorium on approving new biotechnology products. US farmers say the ban costs them about $300m (�192m, €276m) in lost sales to Europe. "The status quo in this area is totally unacceptable," he said. "The administration must do something and do it soon."

Mr Zoellick has tried to pursue negotiated solutions to a growing list of outstanding trade disputes, most involving agricultural products. He told the committee he had made considerable progress in talks with China and Mexico, and was trying to build a broader international coalition to put pressure on the EU over its GM foods ban. "If and when we bring a case, it shouldn't just be a legal matter," he said. "What we have to do is win the debate about biotech and world public opinion." But senators on Wednesday blasted Mr Zoellick over the European GM ban, claiming the State Department and White House had blocked USTR's plans to bring a case before the WTO. Mr Zoellick told reporters in January he wanted to bring a case over the "Luddite" EU ban, but he failed last month to win cabinet approval - largely because of White House fears of worsening relations with Europe, which have already been soured over Iraq. On Wednesday, Mr Zoellick said only: "Obviously we're at a time where there's a lot going on in the international context." 

The rising congressional frustration comes at an awkward time. Pascal Lamy, EU trade commissioner, this week stepped up pressure on the US to rewrite laws to comply with half a dozen issues on which the US has lost WTO cases brought by Europe. These include popular schemes such as a $4bn tax break for US exporters and the so-called Byrd amendment, under which US companies last year received more than $350m from anti-dumping duties collected by Washington.

Lack of US compliance on rules 'may hit WTO' 

Financial Times, 03/03/2003  

Pascal Lamy, the European Union trade commissioner, said on Monday that the US had a "compliance problem" in the World Trade Organisation, and warned that continued US delays in meeting its obligations could hurt the credibility of the WTO. Mr Lamy, who arrived in Washington on Monday for two days of meetings with administration and congressional leaders, is gently trying to escalate pressure on the US Congress to rewrite laws in half a dozen different cases in which WTO dispute settlement panels have ruled against the US. "If the US and the EU, the two big elephants in the systems, the two big pillars, don't comply, then the system has a problem," he said.

The EU last week published a list of $4bn (�2.5bn, €3.7bn) in US imports that could be subject to trade sanctions if the US did not eliminate a large tax break for its exporters known as the foreign sales corporation scheme. But Mr Lamy stressed that he had no plans to use such trade sanctions quickly, and said he had not set deadlines for the US to comply in any of the outstanding cases. He said he would not levy any trade sanctions unless he believed it would speed up resolution of the disputes.

Both the US and Europe are attempting to keep a lid on any trade spats in the face of growing divisions over US plans for war in Iraq. Robert Zoellick, US trade representative, indicated on Monday that the US had backed away from previous threats to bring a WTO case against European restrictions on genetically modified foods, which have hurt US farm exports. Mr Zoellick in January called the EU restrictions "immoral" and warned he was set to bring a case, but his efforts were rebuffed last month by the White House, which fears worsening tensions between the US and Europe.

He would not elaborate on the US reasons for delaying any case, saying only: "Sometimes there are problems you bring cases on, and some you hold off." While Mr Zoellick has urged Congress to comply with the outstanding WTO decisions, he will face strong opposition from lawmakers who are disinclined in the current political environment to be seen doing any favours for Europe.

EU lists US exports for possible trade sanctions 

Financial Times, 27/02/2003

The European Union took a step closer to possible retaliation over a US corporate tax scheme yesterday, when the European Commission issued a draft final list of US exports that could be hit with sanctions worth Dollars 4bn (Euros 3.7bn, Pounds 2.5bn). The Commission also said it was considering ways of legally sheltering European companies from criminal proceedings under the US 1916 anti-dumping act. The act, little used until recently, has been ruled illegal by the World Trade Organisation. 

The sanctions list was circulated to EU governments as Pascal Lamy, trade commissioner, prepared to visit Washington next week for talks aimed at gauging US readiness to comply with WTO rulings against the Foreign Sales Corporations (FSC) scheme and other US laws. Mr Lamy's spokeswoman said the timing of his visit was "pure coincidence" and that the Commission had planned since last autumn to draw up the sanctions list this month so that it could be notified to the WTO. 

The commissioner made clear this week that he did not plan early retaliation and would propose it only if he concluded that President George W. Bush's administration and the Congress were not going to implement WTO decisions. Nonetheless, yesterday's move appears intended to increase diplomatic pressure on Washington by equipping the EU with the legal means to retaliate, if necessary. "The Commission shows no inclination to hang around," one EU government official said. 

Robert Zoellick, US trade representative, warned the US Congress yesterday that the US had no choice but to comply with the WTO to avoid retaliation, though he predicted the EU would hold off at least until later this year. "I don't necessarily believe you're going to get the full Dollars 4bn, but at some point they're going to start to retaliate," he said. 

The Congress remains deeply divided, however, about removing a tax break that benefits large US manufacturers like Boeing and Caterpillar. Mr Zoellick pointed out that the US now faced six different cases in which it had so far failed to comply with WTO rulings, and told Congress: "America should keep its word, just as we insist others must do." The latest EU sanctions list contains about 1,800 US products that could be subject to sanctions. That compares with almost 2,800 products, with an annual export value of more than Dollars 12bn, listed in a preliminary EU submission to the WTO last year. The Commission said it had removed from the list all the US exports for which exemptions had been requested by EU companies and most of those sought by member states. The US supplies no more than a fifth of total EU imports of each of the products on the list. Additional reporting by Edward Alden in Washington 

 3. AMÉRICA
Why Mexico's Small Corn Farmers Go Hungry 

The New York Times de EE. UU., 03/03/2003 

Macario Hernández's grandfather grew corn in the hills of Puebla, Mexico. His father does the same. Mr. Hernández grows corn, too, but not for much longer. Around his village of Guadalupe Victoria, people farm the way they have for centuries, on tiny plots of land watered only by rain, their plows pulled by burros. Mr. Hernández, a thoughtful man of 30, is battling to bring his family and neighbors out of the Middle Ages. But these days modernity is less his goal than his enemy. 

This is because he, like other small farmers in Mexico, competes with American products raised on megafarms that use satellite imagery to mete out fertilizer. These products are so heavily subsidized by the government that many are exported for less than it costs to grow them. According to the Institute for Agriculture and Trade Policy in Minneapolis, American corn sells in Mexico for 25 percent less than its cost. The prices Mr. Hernández and others receive are so low that they lose money with each acre they plant. 

In January, campesinos from all over the country marched into Mexico City's central plaza to protest. Thousands of men in jeans and straw hats jammed the Zócalo, alongside horses and tractors. Farmers have staged smaller protests around Mexico for months. The protests have won campesino organizations a series of talks with the government. But they are unlikely to get what they want: a renegotiation of the North American Free Trade Agreement, or Nafta, protective temporary tariffs and a new policy that seeks to help small farmers instead of trying to force them off the land. 

The problems of rural Mexicans are echoed around the world as countries lower their import barriers, required by free trade treaties and the rules of the World Trade Organization. When markets are open, agricultural products flood in from wealthy nations, which subsidize agriculture and allow agribusiness to export crops cheaply. European farmers get 35 percent of their income in government subsidies, American farmers 20 percent. American subsidies are at record levels, and last year, Washington passed a farm bill that included a $40 billion increase in subsidies to large grain and cotton farmers. 

It seems paradoxical to argue that cheap food hurts poor people. But three-quarters of the world's poor are rural. When subsidized imports undercut their products, they starve. Agricultural subsidies, which rob developing countries of the ability to export crops, have become the most important dispute at the W.T.O. Wealthy countries do far more harm to poor nations with these subsidies than they do good with foreign aid. 

While such subsidies have been deadly for the 18 million Mexicans who live on small farms — nearly a fifth of the country — Mexico's near-complete neglect of the countryside is at fault, too. Mexican officials say openly that they long ago concluded that small agriculture was inefficient, and that the solution for farmers was to find other work. "The government's solution for the problems of the countryside is to get campesinos to stop being campesinos," says Victor Suárez, a leader of a coalition of small farmers. 

But the government's determination not to invest in losers is a self-fulfilling prophecy. The small farmers I met in their fields in Puebla want to stop growing corn and move into fruit or organic vegetables. Two years ago Mr. Hernández, who works with a farming cooperative, brought in thousands of peach plants. But only a few farmers could buy them. Farm credit essentially does not exist in Mexico, as the government closed the rural bank, and other bankers do not want to lend to small farmers. "We are trying to get people to rethink and understand that the traditional doesn't work," says Mr. Hernández. "But the lack of capital is deadly." 

The government does subsidize producers, at absurdly small levels compared with subsidies in the United States. Corn growers get about $30 an acre. Small programs exist to provide technical help and fertilizer to small producers, but most farmers I met hadn't even heard of them. Mexico should be helping its corn farmers increase their productivity or move into new crops — especially since few new jobs have been created that could absorb these farmers. Mexicans fleeing the countryside are flocking to Houston and swelling Mexico's cities, already congested with the poor and unemployed. If Washington wants to reduce Mexico's immigration to the United States, ending subsidies for agribusiness would be far more effective than beefing up the border patrol.

4. MERCOSUR
Lei argentina mantém taxa sobre açúcar

Valor Econômico de Brasil, 10/3/2003 

O Senado da Argentina aprovou uma lei que impõe tarifa de 20% para a entrada de açúcar importado no país. Os senadores derrubaram o veto do presidente Eduardo Duhalde, ressuscitando uma antiga rixa com o Brasil. A taxação, em vigor desde 2000 por meio de decreto, pode ser incorporada à legislação, a fim de proteger produtores locais. "A transformação do decreto em lei significa que a Argentina não sinaliza mudanças em sua política para o açúcar", analisa o conselheiro Carlos Cozendey, chefe da divisão Mercosul do Itamaraty. Os argentinos alegam que o Brasil concede subsídios às usinas por meio do Proálcool. Os empresários brasileiros devem recorrer da decisão.

Lobby açucareiro argentino volta a preocupar governo brasileiro 

O Estado de S. Paulo de Brasil, 07/03/2003 

O Senado argentino deveria votar ainda ontem e, no máximo, hoje a derrubada do veto presidencial ao projeto de lei que protege o açúcar argentino. Em janeiro, o presidente Eduardo Duhalde vetou o projeto aprovado pelo Congresso em novembro de 2002, que converteu em lei a sobretaxa sobre a importação de açúcar além das atuais alíquotas de 18% para o produto importado dos países do Mercosul, e de 21% para os demais países. 

A sobretaxa, chamada de direito adicional, faz parte de acordo entre os governos argentino e brasileiro com vigência até dezembro de 2005. Atualmente, é de US$ 44 por tonelada importada, além das alíquotas, o que inviabiliza a venda do açúcar brasileiro para a Argentina. 

Porém, conforme fontes da diplomacia brasileira, o mercado argentino para o produto não é interessante. "O mercado argentino de açúcar é praticamente irrelevante, e o produtor brasileiro não tem interesse em exportar para a Argentina, mas sim para os grandes mercados como Ásia, Estados Unidos, ou Rússia", explicou um diplomata. Segundo ele, o que preocupa o governo brasileiro é a falta de um regime no Mercosul para o açúcar, pois essa ausência "é praticamente um certificado de má conduta para o Brasil neste setor". Para exemplificar sua opinião, o diplomata citou o negociador europeu Pascal Lamy, que em recente visita ao Brasil disse que a União Européia não abriria o mercado de açúcar para o País porque o próprio Mercosul não conseguia entrar em acordo sobre o assunto. 

O projeto de lei que entrará na pauta do Senado argentino também determina que qualquer mudança nas alíquotas cobradas ou na sobretaxa somente poderá ser feita pelo Congresso Nacional, impedindo qualquer acordo entre os Executivos da Argentina e do Brasil, bilateralmente, ou no âmbito do Mercosul. Os senadores Guillermo Jenefes (Jujuy) e Marcelo López Arias (Salta) e a deputada Beatriz Daher (Salta), todos do Partido Justicialista (peronista), impulsionaram os projetos de resolução para rejeitar o veto presidencial. Segundo fontes no Senado, o lobby açucareiro argentino tem chances de conseguir os dois terços dos votos da Casa para aprovar a matéria. 

Já na Câmara a negociação deverá ser maior. Os diplomatas brasileiros na Argentina estão negociando com os parlamentares e os ministros de Relações Exteriores, Carlos Ruckauf, e de Produção, Aníbal Fernández, no sentido de "sensibilizá-los para a questão estratégica do ponto de vista do Mercosul de que o veto não seja derrubado", disse a fonte diplomática. 

Segundo o embaixador do Brasil, José Botafogo Gonçalves, o assunto é preocupante porque não depende somente do governo argentino, que apóia a posição brasileira, mas sim do Legislativo, onde o lobby empresarial tem encontrado eco.

Mercosur entrega hoy oferta a UE que cubre el 85% del comercio 

El País de Uruguay, 05/03/2003 

El Mercosur entregará hoy miércoles a la Unión Europea (UE) en Bruselas su oferta para comenzar a negociar una zona de libre comercio, indicaron fuentes de la presidencia pro témpore del bloque que conforman Argentina, Brasil, Paraguay y Uruguay. El embajador de Paraguay en Bruselas, Emilio Giménez, cuyo país ejerce la presidencia pro témpore del bloque, presentará la propuesta en la capital belga al director general de Comercio de la Comisión Europea, Peter Carl, acompañado por los embajadores de Argentina, Brasil y Uruguay. 

El diplomático señaló que va a haber un intercambio de ofertas y se va a conversar sobre las negociaciones del próximo 17 de marzo, cuando las partes mantendrán en Bruselas la novena ronda negociadora del acuerdo de asociación que incluye el libre comercio. 

El Mercosur y la UE ya intercambiaron en 2001 propuestas para negociar la liberalización comercial, pero acordaron mejorarlas debido a que la oferta de los países sudamericanos sólo cubría el 40% del total importado de la UE. La europea superaba el 90%, lo que las normas internacionales consideran suficiente para negociar la liberalización comercial, por lo que la UE anunció que por el momento no ampliará su oferta. Las partes fijaron en julio del pasado año la fecha del 28 de febrero para entregar las nuevas ofertas, pero el Mercosur la aplazó tres días. 

El embajador de Brasil ante la UE, José Alfredo Graça Lima, indicó que la oferta del Mercosur propondrá liberalizar entre el 82% y el 85% de las importaciones que recibe de la UE en 10 años, lo que las reglas internacionales estiman suficiente para negociar. El otro 15% de las importaciones será desgravado en un plazo mayor de 10 años por tratarse de bienes de alta sensibilidad, sostuvo en Buenos Aires el vicecanciller argentino, Martín Redrado, quien reprochó a la UE que con su oferta quiera proteger prácticamente a todo el sector agrícola y agroindustrial, sectores en los que el Mercosur es altamente competitivo. 

Graça Lima espera que la UE haga algún movimiento en su oferta, ya que la parte del comercio que no liberalizaría es muy importante en valor comercial potencial y causaría severas restricciones al Mercosur en productos como azúcar o carnes. 

La UE y el Mercosur firmaron en 1995 un acuerdo marco en Madrid, para negociar la integración comercial entre ambos bloques. En la última reunión de cancilleres del Mercosur, que se realizó en Montevideo, el ministro brasileño Celso Amorim dijo que el bloque busca que la UE no tenga "pretextos" para no acordar, y reconoció que el bloque europeo ha mostrado más voluntad recientemente de desmontar sus muy cuestionadas protecciones al sector agrícola. Estas protecciones, consistentes básicamente en subsidios y aranceles elevados, son defendidas fundamentalmente por Francia y sus organizaciones de productores y tienen un alto costo para los contribuyentes europeos. 

Recientemente, Roger Briesch, el presidente del Comité Económico y Social Europeo, un órgano consultivo integrado por sindicatos y organizaciones empresariales, dijo en Montevideo que la UE tiene la voluntad real de llegar a un acuerdo con el Mercosur y que las conversaciones bilaterales "no son una fachada", aunque comentó que percibe en los países sudamericanos una "obsesión" con el tema agrícola que les impide ver que en otras áreas se puede llegar a acuerdos importantes. Briesch manifestó su esperanza de que el acuerdo pueda cerrar en 2003 o a comienzos de 2004. 

En la última reunión de cancilleres, el Mercosur renovó su compromiso de negociar en conjunto tanto con la UE como en las conversaciones que apuntan a formar el Area de Libre Comercio de las Américas (ALCA).

Mercosur e India negociarán a fines de marzo acuerdo comercial 

El País de Uruguay, 03/03/2003 

El Mercosur negociará a partir de marzo un acuerdo comercial con la India, informó el vicecanciller paraguayo Rigoberto Gauto. El gobierno paraguayo, que ejerce la presidencia pro-tempore del Mercosur, recibió la confirmación de que un representante de India llegará a Asunción el 24 de marzo para iniciar las conversaciones comerciales con el bloque regional. El acuerdo a firmarse incluye la modalidad "4 más 1", según explicó el vicecanciller Gauto. 

La cancillería paraguaya había informado esta semana que el canciller ruso, Iván Ivanov, asistirá a la Cumbre del Mercosur que se realizará en junio en Asunción, ocasión en que probablemente también se firme un acuerdo entre Rusia y el bloque sudamericano. El canciller paraguayo José Antonio Moreno Ruffinelli, había mencionado que el fortalecimiento de las relaciones comerciales del Mercosur con terceros países figura entre los objetivos propuestos por el gobierno de Asunción durante el ejercicio de la presidencia pro-tempore de la organización.

Mercosur y la UE avanzan para eliminar la mayoría de aranceles al comercio

Cinco Días de España, 06/03/2003 

El Mercosur (Mercado Común del Sur), que agrupa a Argentina, Brasil, Uruguay y Paraguay, presentó ayer a la UE una nueva oferta para liberalizar el comercio de la gran mayoría de las exportaciones europeas a los cuatro miembros del grupo americano, en un plazo de 10 años. En concreto, lo que Mercosur ofrece a los Quince es desgravar los derechos de un total de 8.042 categorías arancelarias que representan el 83,5% de las importaciones procedentes de la UE. Entre 1998 y 2000 estas importaciones del Mercosur alcanzaron un promedio anual de comercio de cerca de 23.000 millones de dólares. 

No obstante, el grupo divide todas estas categorías en cinco grupos de productos o bienes, con diferentes plazos y ritmos de liberalización, que van desde los aranceles que serán eliminados inmediatamente después de la entrada en vigor del acuerdo, a un plazo de ocho años y a otro de diez. 

El comisario de Comercio Europeo, Pascal Lamy, presentó al bloque americano una oferta 'ligeramente mejorada' con respecto a la que la Unión Europea había presentado en junio de 2002. 

Dicha oferta comunitaria prevé la liberalización del 90% de las exportaciones del Mercosur a la UE, también en un plazo de 10 años. 

Tras hacer entrega de la propuesta, el embajador paraguayo ante la Unión Europea, Emilio Giménez, precisó que 'ahora es cuando verdaderamente comienzan las negociaciones sobre el capítulo comercial del futuro Acuerdo de Asociación que negociamos con la UE'. Giménez explicó, no obstante, que, 'si bien la oferta europea parece muy generosa con el 90% del comercio, hay que tener en cuenta que el Mercosur tiene un solo instrumento, que es el arancel, mientras que del otro lado hay una serie de instrumentos de control de las importaciones que no están sobre la mesa de negociación'. 

Por este motivo, añadió que en la negociación vigente hay una desventaja para el Mercosur 'que de alguna manera tendremos que ver cómo compensar'. Concluyó que el Mercosur' ha tenido que hacer grandes esfuerzos' para lograr esta propuesta común, que consideran que está de acuerdo con la Organización Mundial de Comercio (OMC). 

Bruselas indicó ayer que el intercambio de ofertas realizado ayer abrirá el paso para acelerar los trabajos de la próxima ronda de negociaciones para un Acuerdo de Asociación birregional, la novena, que se celebrará en la capital comunitaria los próximos días 17 y 21 de este mes.
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