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Resumo

Areias, Ana Carolina; Pinheiro, Leticia de Abredgréu, M. P.Os limites
da cooperacdo: O Brasil e 0 G-20 nas negociacoesrieglas da
Organizacdo Mundial de Comércio. Rio de Janeiro, 2010. 194 p.
Dissertacao de Mestrado — Instituto de Relacdesrationais, Pontificia
Universidade Catdlica do Rio de Janeiro.

Esta dissertacdo analisa a participacédo brasieir&-20, uma coalizdo de
paises em desenvolvimento (PEDs) criada pelo Beasilndia durante a reuniéo
Ministerial da Organizagdo Mundial de Comércio (OM@m Cancln, no
México, em 2003. A coalizdo tinha o objetivo deamgar a agenda de
liberalizacdo agricola na Rodada Doha. Na épocdistas de politica comercial
se mostraram céticos sobre as chances de sobrewividm coalizéo, devido ao
fato de que esta reunia paises com interesses @ammedivergentes em
agricultura. A despeito disto, 0 G-20 se estabelemno membraine qua non
das negocia¢cbes e modificou o processo decisoriOM&, com a inclusdo do
Brasil e da india ao nuicleo duro das negociacddadamdos Estados Unidos e da
Unido Européia. Porém, semelhante aumento de nflaéndo se traduziu em
uma conclusdo da Rodada Doha, 0 que seria de ueresse para o Brasil.
Argumento que esta dificuldade esta relacionaddatm de o G-20 ser uma
coalizdo com baixa coeréncia interna, cujas caliatitas estruturais constrangem
as possiveis estratégias negociadoras ao alcarmmaliizéo, dificultando assim a
adocao de uma estratégia distributiva que aumenthances de que a negociacao
seja concluida com sucesso. O Brasil desempenhopap@ importante nessa
coalizdo pagando os custos da acao coletiva paaatgsa coesdo desta, mesmo
guando isto significou abrir méo dos seus intesesgmmerciais. Contudo, a
andlise mostra que esta atitude teve limites, dicoa aparente durante a reunido
da OMC realizada em Genebra em julho de 2008, quandrasil decidiu
defender os seus proprios interesses em detrimgat@ooperacdo com 0S

membros do G-20.

Palavras-chave

Politica comercial brasileira; coalizdes internaeig; Organizacédo
Mundial de Comércio
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Abstract

Areias, Ana Carolina; Pinheiro, Leticia Abreu (Asiw); Abreu, M. P.
(Co-advisor).The limits of cooperation: Brazil and the G-20 in he

World Trade Organization agricultural negotiations. Rio de Janeiro,
2010. 194 p. Dissertacdo de Mestrado - Instituto Rielacdes
Internacionais, Pontificia Universidade CatdlicaRlo de Janeiro.

This dissertation analyzes the Brazilian parti¢grain the G-20, a coalition
of developing countries created by Brazil and Indiging the World Trade
Organization (WTO) Ministerial Conference held imr€un, Mexico, in 2003.
The goal of the coalition was advancing an agericgayocultural liberalization in
the Doha Round. At the time, trade policy expertsarskeptical as to the chances
of survival of the coalition, due to the fact thiabrought together countries with
divergent commercial interests in agriculture. pites of this, the G-20 established
itself as asine qua non member of the negotiations and changed the deeisio
making process of the WTO, with the inclusion o&#l and India in the core of
the negotiations together with the United Stated #me European Union.
However, this increase in influence has not traedlanto a conclusion of the
Doha Round, of extreme interest for Brazil. We arthat this difficulty is related
to the fact that the G-20 is a coalition with lomteérnal coherence and that its
structural characteristics constrain its negot@strategies, making it difficult for
the coalition to adopt a distributive strategy timareases the probability that the
negotiation is concluded successfully. Brazil pthys important role paying the
collective action costs in order to maintain thénesion of the coalition, even
when this meant going against its own commercidrests. However, this
attitude had its limits, as was made apparent duhie WTO meeting in Geneva,
in July 2008, when Brazil decided to defend its omterests in detriment of

cooperating with the members of the G-20.

Key-words

Brazilian trade policy; international bargainingatibons; World Trade
Organization
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For economists trained in the conventional neowakgradition,

the subject of international trade is inherentlysfrating. On the
one hand, we have our theory, descended from AdauithSand

David Ricardo, which stresses all the benefitspdromarkets and
unrestricted exchange between nations based on rlyinde
differences of comparative advantage. On the dthed, we have
the real world, where forces of mercantilism anot@ction always
seem rampant if not wholly dominant. Rarely in #&mnomics
profession do we encounter greater dissonance bptwhat we
are taught in principle and what we observe in fwacAnd try as
we might to find logical reasons for all this irettenets of our own
discipline, ultimately we are tempted to simplyawrup our hand
and proclaim: "It's all politics!".

Cohen (1990) - The political economy of internasibinade.
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