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I am delighted to have this opportunity to contribute, on behalf of the WTO, to this timely and invaluable conference. This afternoon's theme is especially topical. Continued, and enhanced, global cooperation will be essential if the intellectual property system is to achieve its full potential to underpin and promote social and economic development.
For the WTO, WIPO has been an indispensable partner for cooperation since our Organization was founded. Last year marked the 20th anniversary of the creation of the WTO and the entry into force of the TRIPS Agreement. And it was 20 years ago that the WIPO and the WTO concluded an agreement that put cooperation for development at the centre of the working relationship between the two Organizations. It is therefore timely to reflect on these two decades of experience, and to consider the lessons and ideas it offers for coming years.

This cooperation has naturally evolved and diversified over the years, but some trends stand out. I would like to highlight just a few, and mention some examples from our work:

· First, the intellectual property system is not a stand-alone policy domain. If it is to contribute most effectively to development, it has to be adapted and applied coherently with other policy tools in a coordinated way that is tailored to national needs and circumstances. Examples include efforts to improve value addition and stronger branding of traditional products such as processed foods and handicrafts, or programs to transform public research into innovative capacity. IP has a role in both instances, but needs to be set in an integrated and holistic manner into its wider policy and practical context. For the WTO, this means also playing to our institutional strengths and seeking to demonstrate how traditionally distinct areas of policy need to interact – in particular, how trade and intellectual property settings interact with food policy, the environment and public health.

· Second, this means that partnership is essential. This doesn't just mean that we all gain more leverage from the resources invested in technical cooperation. The combined effect is also greater than the sum of its parts because it means we can draw on a wider base of expertise and experience. As one example, for the WTO, this has meant close partnership with WIPO and the WHO on public health, but also working with a very wide range of experts and policy perspectives from civil society, philanthropic initiatives, and different sectors of industry.

· Third, 20 years of dedicated work has raised the bar. Many developing countries have strengthened their indigenous capacity in this field to an impressive degree – upgrading legal and administrative systems, but just as importantly bolstering their human resources, skills base and policy knowhow. One of the flagship programs of collaboration between WIPO and the WTO is the annual colloquium for teachers and researchers. Over the years, we have seen stunning growth in the depth and sophistication of independent research capacity from across the globe.

· Fourth, developing countries look to build their greater capacity to independently assess and implement appropriate policy options that respond more directly to their domestic economic and social priorities. Traditional instruction and basic training is rarely sufficient. For their international partners, this spurs demand for much more nuanced, more expert and more tailored technical assistance, and a greater focus on building policy skills and not just giving basic training. A telling example for us has been another annual flagship event convened with WIPO, the advanced course on IP for government officials.  This programme has matured over the years to build a wider range of policy knowhow. The course now tackles a range of topical policy themes, such as IP and climate change; it develops policy skills, such as the use of economic analysis and empirical information for policymakers; and it gives practical exposure to the integration of diverse perspectives and areas of expertise in multi-stakeholder policy formulation.

What does this rich experience suggest for future priorities and future directions? We are here at this conference ourselves to listen and learn, but here are a few suggestions.

· Above all, coordination. The imperative for effective coordination is greater than ever: the adoption last year of the SDGs provides an essential framework for cooperation across the multilateral system. However, coordination also means working closely, even at the planning stage, together with the beneficiaries of technical assistance to ensure greater responsiveness to actual needs and priorities, more finely tuned to actual circumstances, rather than rolling out standard programmes. Equally, there are multiple technical cooperation providers – multilateral, regional, bilateral, NGO – often providing similar and overlapping programmes. We need to plan and execute these together, as far as possible, to provide the kind of tailored, integrated and broadly-based technical assistance that is a better fit for the diverse needs of developing countries. This means that we all get much better leverage from the resources we invest. There is an additional spin-off: we have found that more effective coordination multilaterally can help precipitate much needed policy dialogue and coordination among diverse domestic agencies, surely the key to effective policymaking in the field of IP today.

· Value addition. It is imperative for us not merely to make the best use of resources, but also to make best use of the time of officials in developing countries. Poorly designed and delivered technical cooperation can be an imposition on the scarce time of hardworking officials in developing countries. Increased use of online training to build the knowledge base in core areas enables face-to-face programmes to become better tailored and focused on the specific, cutting edge matters of direct interest to policymakers in capital.  The drive for more immediate practical relevance and responsiveness to national needs and circumstances should enhance and sustain the practical impact from technical cooperation activities.
· Creating positive feedback loops. The twenty years since the TRIPS Agreement came into force has also been a remarkably diverse, dynamic and creative period in the field of intellectual property law and policy, in developed and developing countries alike. For the WTO, TRIPS Council notifications and trade policy reviews are a rich trove of information about how different countries have addressed the contemporary challenges of IP law and policy in very different ways. This diverse experience is itself an essential resource. Technical assistance cannot be limited to a top down perspective from the multilateral system. We need to encourage horizontal sharing of experience between our member governments. This will deliver wider benefit from the remarkable skills and experience that many distinguished policymakers and analysts have acquired in countries at every stage of development and in every region.

· Finally, a focus on LDCs is critical. The WTO rules recognize maximum flexibility for LDCs, and important decisions have been taken to give effect to this flexibility. The challenge now is to support LDCs appropriately, recognizing their diverse and distinct needs and circumstances, at a time when they are looking to build their technological bases, to leverage their creativity and inventiveness, to find their place in global value chains, and to attain greater value from their distinctive local and traditional products. Even if resource-poor in an economic sense, LDCs have tremendous intellectual resources and human capacity, and remarkable potential to use new technologies to follow new pathways of development. But the need for careful coordination and a more tailored, nuanced approach appropriate to the individual circumstances is absolutely essential if we in the multilateral system are going to provide effective support to enable LDCs to tap into this potential.

But these are just a few ideas to get the ball rolling. I look forward to hearing your thoughts about how we can face the challenges of the future over the next twenty years, which I am sure will be at least as fascinating and as productive as the last two decades of partnership that the WTO has experienced.
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