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Edward Murrow: “Who owns the patent on this vaccine?”

Jonas Salk: “Well, the people, I would say. This is - could you patent the sun?”

- Jonas Salk (1914-1995): inventor of the polio vaccine

What happens to poor people is never divorced from the actions of the powerful

- Paul Farmer (1959-2022): lifelong advocate of health equity

Dedicated to those
Who have struggled and toiled

For the health of all



Abstract
The COVID-19 pandemic has been one of the deadliest health crises in modern history.

Increasing production of all relevant medical goods and ensuring their equitable

distribution has been argued as a necessity to contain the pandemic, which led to the South

African and Indian delegation in the TRIPS Council of the World Trade Organization to

propose the implementation of a TRIPS waiver to ensure that intellectual property does not

pose a barrier to increased production. However, deliberations on the waiver have gone on

since October 2020 without reaching a consensus. This thesis is a case study of the TRIPS

waiver and aims to analyze the statements made by the delegations of the EU, the US,

India, South Africa and Chad to understand how their position in the core-periphery

division can explain their behavior. The issues of health equity and intellectual property

have been well researched in the fields of medical and judicial research, but by using a

political scientific perspective this thesis aims to make a contribution by describing

structural causes for global health inequity. World-Systems Theory and Realism are used as

a theoretical framework and predicts that core states have an interest in maintaining

unequal exchange through intellectual property and thus are unlikely to support the

waiver, while peripheral states who lack an interest in upholding pharmaceutical

monopolies and have been unable to secure sufficient medical goods are likely to support

the waiver. The findings show that the EU, India, South Africa and Chad have behaved as

predicted, but the US delegation acted partially unpredictably: supporting the waiver but

only for vaccines.

Keywords: World-Systems Theory, Marxist-Realism, COVID-19, Health Equity,
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Smile and Waive?

1. Introduction

1.1 COVID-19: a pandemic of the periphery

The COVID-19 pandemic has been one of the deadliest pandemics in human history. Since

January 2020 when Chinese authorities first identified cases of pneumonia as being caused

by a novel coronavirus, the official death toll has been north of 6 million, and these official

statistics are most likely underestimating the full effects of the pandemic on global health.

Studies analyzing excess mortality show that the true loss of life is vastly higher; between

17,1 to 19,6 million (Wang et al. 2022) and 14,3 to 24,3 million (The Economist 2022). These

excess mortality studies not only reveal that the pandemic has been deadlier than

previously thought, but also that contrary to what official data would suggest this is

primarily a pandemic of the periphery.

An initial look at official data shows a bewildering pattern, richer countries have

significantly higher COVID-19 mortality rates than poorer ones. According to data from

Johns Hopkins University (see figure 1), High-Income Countries (HICs) supposedly suffered

more deaths per capita than UMICs, LMICs and LICs combined while Low-Income

Countries suffered a negligible death rate. However, it seems highly likely that this

statistical pattern is due to differences in capacities to sufficiently and accurately collect

data, rather than some inexplicable positive correlation between income and COVID-19

mortality. This is what Gill and Schellekens (2021) argue using excess mortality data from

The Economist, showing that mortality rates are far higher in developing countries

compared to official data (see figure 2). In terms of mortality shares (see figure 3), official

data purports that HICs suffered 45% of global excess deaths but when using excess

mortality rates this pattern reverses (see figure 3).
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In addition, poorer countries have the

‘demographic advantage’ of a younger

population yet excess deaths exceed

predictions based on the role of demography

(figure 3), meaning that COVID-19 infections

and deaths are even more severe in the

peripheral world due to other structural

reasons such as urban density and poverty

(Gill - Schellekens 2021). Furthermore, a new

excess mortality study by WHO calculates

that 15 million have died from COVID-19, far

higher than the official total of 6 million.

(Nolen - Singh 2022).

These excess mortality studies support the

view that the peripheral world has and is

currently bearing the brunt of the COVID-19 pandemic in terms of the global health burden

attributable to the virus. This leads to the other equally important pattern of this

pandemic: the inequitable global distribution of COVID-19 medical goods. Medical goods in

this thesis refers to resources that can be used to directly combat the COVID-19 health

emergency by identifying infection, decreasing infection rates, treating symptoms etcetera.

This includes vaccines but also diagnostics, medicines and non-medical products such as

algorithms used to predict and prevent future infections.

By early 2021 vaccines were developed at record speeds, bringing hope for an end to the

pandemic. However, many were beginning to sound the alarms that a familiar pattern of

global health crises was repeating itself: vaccine nationalism. Richer countries were

hoarding vaccines for themselves: “We now face the real danger that even as vaccines bring

hope to those in wealthy countries, much of the world could be left behind” (Ghebreyesus

2021). More than a year later these fears have materialized; while HICs (74%) and UMICs

(77%) have been able to fully vaccinate large shares of their populations, LMICs (51%) and

LICs (12%) have been left unable to do the same (Ritchie et al., 2020). Such inequity
1

is not

only a humanitarian issue but a highly ineffective way of curbing the COVID-19 pandemic,

instead prolonging the crisis and worsening its effects, since avoidable continuation of

infections in the periphery increases the risk of mutations which make the virus

vaccine-resistant, more infectious and deadlier (Chinazzi et al. 2020; Çakmaklı et al. 2021;

Ye et al. 2022; Liao 2022).

Some have tried to explain this disparity as a result of developing countries having high

rates of vaccine hesitancy, examples being news outlets such as the The New York Times

1 This thesis uses “inequity” instead of “inequality”, as the former refers to inequalities of health outcomes
which are specifically unfair and avoidable (Global Health Europe 2009).
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(Chutel - Fisher 2021), the US’ president and press secretary (Psaki 2021), and Pfizer’s

CEO: “the percentage of hesitancy in [those low- and middle-income countries] will be way,

way higher than the percentage of hesitancy in Europe or in the US or in Japan etcetera

etcetera. I think that will be the issue of getting those people vaccinated and not the

availability [emphasis added]” (IFPMA 2021). However, studies on vaccine attitudes refute

this, showing widespread acceptance rates in African countries (Africa CDC 2021) and

“considerably higher willingness to take a COVID-19 vaccine” in low- and middle-income

countries than the US (Arce et al. 2021). While vaccine hesitancy is a genuine issue that

needs to be addressed (not least regarding communities that have been subjected to

unethical medical practices and colonialism), it is a variable which is insufficient to explain

the low vaccination rates of peripheral countries. Instead, this thesis argues that variables

such as vaccine nationalism and pursuit of accumulation can explain this inequity through

a marxist-realist lens.

This inequitable distribution of medical goods is irrational in the sense that health inequity

prolongs and worsens the pandemic’s effects for all. Thus, how states behave in the context

of such inequity is both academically relevant and socially significant. This thesis will

analyze such state behavior through a case study of the TRIPS Council of the World Trade

Organization (WTO), the WTO body responsible for monitoring and administering the

Agreement on Trade-Related Aspects of Intellectual Property Rights (TRIPS agreement):

the organization’s rules on intellectual property (IP). Specifically, the analysis will concern

itself with deliberations of select delegations (EU, US, South Africa, India, Chad) on the

role of IP during COVID-19 and the purported necessity of implementing a TRIPS waiver to

improve equity.

1.2 The Case: COVID-19, WTO and the TRIPS waiver

The inequity of COVID-19 vaccine distributions has not gone unnoticed, not least by the

very countries which suffer from this inequity. Criticisms that global vaccine manufacturing

has been insufficient to meet global demand led to the South African and Indian delegation

proposing IP/C/W/669 (hereinafter called the TRIPS waiver) in the TRIPS Council, a text

which would temporarily waive certain obligations under the TRIPS agreement in order to

prevent intellectual property (IP) from constituting barriers to the development, scale-up

and accessibility of COVID-19 medical goods globally, including in peripheral economies

which have historically been unable to build up its manufacturing capacity. Médecins Sans

Frontières (2020A; 2020B; 2020C) among others have described extensively how IP has

created barriers to medicines and technologies in the past, causing a Tragedy of the

Anti-Commons, and that the COVID-19 pandemic is no exception, supporting the case for a

waiver to meet public health needs.

Various proponents of IP on COVID-19 products argue that this measure is unnecessary

since voluntary approaches and flexibilities in the TRIPS agreement (i.a. compulsory
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licensing) can address supposed adverse effects of IP. However, past experiences show that

these are insufficient, especially during a health crisis.

First, voluntary licenses allow generic production of patented medicines with consent from

the right-holder. Such generic production would allow increased production of needed

medical products at potentially more affordable prices, increasing access. However, such

licenses have historically involved secretive and restrictive terms from right-holders, which

limit the public health benefits such licenses are supposed to generate (MSF 2020D).

Compulsory licenses allow the generic production of patented products without needing

consent from right-holders and is a right of WTO members re-confirmed by the Doha

Declaration. Yet core states (e.g. US, EU, Japan, Switzerland) undermine this right through

bilateral pressure and restrictive trade agreements (MSF 2020A), defying a UN High-level

Panel calling on actors to refrain from using “threats, tactics or strategies” for such

purposes (UN 2016). Article 31bis of the TRIPS agreement allows peripheral countries

lacking manufacturing capacity to use compulsory licenses for imports of patented medical

products
2

and was first used in 2007 by Rwanda (importer) and Canada (exporter); an

endeavor which was fraught with challenges i.a. the administrative burdens were

considerable and fell on the importing and expectedly resource-poor country, showing that

the mechanism was cumbersome in ‘normal’ circumstances and expected to be

“unworkable” in health emergencies (Vincent 2020). Article 31bis has not been used since.

Furthermore, voluntary contributions of IP, data and know-how have been limited during

COVID-19 (MSF 2020A), an important example being that C-TAP (a platform established

by WHO to facilitate such contributions in order to scale-up production of COVID-19

products) has only received two contributions at time of writing: from Spain’s High Council

of Scientific Research (UNAIDS 2021) and the National Institutes of Health (Santos 2022),

both publicly funded research institutions. No private company has chosen to do the same,

despite having received at least 56 billion USD in mainly public funding (Global Health

Center 2021). Even Pfizer, which has been quite vocal about not having received any public

funding for its vaccine, has in fact received 2 billion USD from guaranteed US orders while

its partner BioNTech has received over 560 million USD for its vaccine development (Oxfam

2022). Furthermore, several vaccines developed in record times have relied on technologies

with their origins in government funded university research such as mRNA and nanolipids

(Allen 2021). Additionally, a representative of the pharmaceutical industry has explicitly

stated its unwillingness to engage with the project (IFPMA 2020).

Lastly, several defendants of vaccine nationalism point to COVAX, the initiative driven by

GAVI, CEPI, WHO and UNICEF to promote equitable access to COVID-19 vaccines, as

2 This is otherwise prohibited by Article 31(f) which states that “any use described in the article shall be
authorized predominantly for the supply of the domestic market of the Member authorizing such use.”
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evidence of the core acting in the common interest. Admittedly, core states have given

significant donations of money and vaccines to the initiative; however, (i) these donations

have been insufficient as COVAX has been continuously underfunded and (ii) the same core

states have undermined the initiative by relying on bilateral purchases thus compromising

the initiative’s ability to secure doses, diversify the vaccine portfolio and lower prices

through collective bargaining (Berkley 2020; MSF 2020A; Ravelo 2021; Taylor 2021).

1.3 Purpose and research question

While the TRIPS waiver was proposed on 20 October 2020, discussions in the TRIPS

council on the proposal have gone on for over 18 months without a conclusion (at time of

writing). Due to the potential of the TRIPS waiver to improve equity and lessen the health

burden of the pandemic this thesis aims to analyze the political process of states in the

WTO advocating or opposing the waiver, establish which states have what positions and

what their explicit or potential motivations are based on theoretical reasoning. This thesis

aims to highlight how the nationalistic pursuit of self-interest, particularly through the

promotion of quasi-monopolies in the form of patented pharmaceuticals, leads to certain

behaviors among core states which conflict with health equity.

In this thesis I will analyze the statements made by select state delegations (EU, US, India,

South Africa, Chad) in the TRIPS council on the subject of IP, COVID-19 and the TRIPS

waiver. The thesis will use World-Systems Theory (WST) and Realism, a marxist-realist

synthesis, as a theoretical framework which predicts that states will behave according to

their hierarchical position in the core-periphery division, thus following systemic rules of

the capitalist world-economy.

The research question is as following:

How can one understand from a perspective of World-Systems Theory and Realism the

positions and behaviors of states in the TRIPS Council and the debate on the necessity of a

TRIPS waiver?

1.4 A structural contribution to previous research

The COVID-19 pandemic is no novel phenomenon. Such health crises are well documented

in the historical record and scientific literature suggests that they will occur more

frequently, be more infectious and have higher mortality rates due to anthropological

drivers of ecological disruption (IPBES 2020). Two recent health crises, H1N1 and

HIV/AIDS, also reveal patterns of how states react to such events.

The H1N1 virus which emerged in 2009 prompted fears of a potential pandemic. Vaccines

appeared to be the only meaningful way of preventing infection and core states displayed
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vaccine nationalistic tendencies, laying claim to virtually all the world’s total production

capacity through advance purchase agreements (Brown 2009); eventually donating small

amounts (which still left the periphery with a limited supply) only after the virus was

shown to have mild symptoms and it was shown that one dose sufficed for immunization,

effectively doubling their vaccine supply (Fidler 2010).

The HIV/AIDS crisis is one of the deadliest in modern history having killed over 36.3

million since its beginning, 680 000 deaths having occurred in 2020 (UNAIDS 2021). While

progress has been made as the mortality rate has decreased significantly, this was achieved

despite the intellectual property regime which has historically and is currently hampering

the proliferation of and access to lifesaving medicines. In 1983, when HIV was first

discovered, there was no known treatment and infection was considered a death sentence.

Over a decade later, triple combination therapy revolutionized HIV treatment and created

hope for HIV patients to live long, healthy lives; problem being that the patented medicines

were prohibitively expensive with the best discounted prices reaching 10 000 USD per

patient per year and consequently being out of reach for most patients especially in the

peripheral world (Bhardwaj et al. 2019). HIV treatment accessibility was only achieved in

2001 by India’s generics industry which was unhindered by patent laws, thus able to

produce HIV medicines that were 99% cheaper and introduced fixed dose combinations

which dramatically simplified treatment (ibid.).

These two previous cases show two important patterns: (i) the case of H1N1 shows that

richer states in the core of the core-periphery division are inclined to prioritize their own

populations through nationalistic strategies, and (ii) the case HIV/AIDS shows that IP

poses barriers to accessibility yet is arguably maintained since its function to promote

quasi-monopolies and profitability overrides the pursuit of health equity.

Due to the social significance of these types of issues, there exists an extensive literature

addressing the areas of health equity, previous health crises and the effects of IP and

institutions such as WTO on public health and economic development. However, such

previous research comes primarily from medical and judicial studies. This thesis aims to

contribute to this area by using a political science perspective to analyze how political

structures and actors, namely the modern world-system and states, affect health equity and

the handling of health emergencies.

2. Theory

World-Systems Theory (WST) is sometimes depicted as divergent from and irreconcilable

with other theories of international relations as it grants economic factors explanatory

primacy for state behavior, rather than international anarchy theoretically leading to

specific state behaviors or prescriptive conclusions concerning conflict and cooperation. I

argue (in the same vein as Cartwright (2018) who writes more specifically about
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international political economy) that WST as developed by Wallerstein (2004) and

structural realism as summarized by Donnelly (2013) are highly compatible; the former

emphasizing capital’s necessity for expansion into new markets and the latter emphasizing

states’ pursuit for security and power, both feeding into each other, leading to a hierarchical

interstate system in which states pursue relative gain and maintaining the status-quo

rather than greater absolute gains as it potentially undermines the goals of both capital

and (strong) states.

In the first section I will first describe the respective theories, then argue what the

theoretical benefits are for combining them and how such a synthesis helps explain the case

of the TRIPS waiver. In the second section I will discuss how one can look at global health

through other aspects than a perspective focused on international relations, in this way

aiming to improve theoretical understanding of the issue through a less state-centric lens.

2.1 Towards a marxist-realism framework

The Modern World-System

Beginning with WST, Wallerstein argues that the world is organized by political structures

called world-systems, the current one being a capitalist world-economy: a geographic zone

which today encompasses the globe and contains multiple cultures, an axial division of

labor and multiple political centers (ibid., 98-99). Capitalism in WST does not refer to the

mere existence of persons or firms who produce for the sake of obtaining a profit nor to the

existence of wage-labor, instead it refers specifically to a system which gives priority to

endless accumulation of capital through structural mechanisms which reward and punish

various actors according to systemic rules i.e. maximization of profits is rewarded while

compromising profits regardless of motive is punished (ibid.). It is this priority of

accumulation which characterizes the modern world-system and has led to the high efficacy

of wealth creation which holds the world-system together in spite of its lack of cultural

homogeneity (ibid., 24).

In mainstream discourses it is often claimed that capitalism implies free markets in which

firms freely compete, only the best ones survive and consumers end up with superior

products at lower prices. In fact, such free markets run counter to the capitalist aim of

endless accumulation. Imagining a world where factors of production were unrestricted,

with large numbers of buyers and sellers who have perfect information of the costs of

production, accumulation would be infeasible since consumers could negotiate down to a

miniscule level of profit. Consequently, capitalists will ultimately desire high degrees of

monopolization since this allows sellers to set high prices compared to costs, realize high

rates of profits and thus accumulate capital. Quasi-monopolies which are - compared to

perfect monopolies - fairly easy to create and maintain only require a relatively strong state
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to enforce it through various means such as patent laws, protectionism, tax benefits,

subsidies, large-scale public purchasing (often above market prices), regulations which

eliminate smaller firms unable to absorb the imposed burden and ensuring that significant

costs of production are externalized from certain firms such as costs of toxicity (e.g.

industrial waste, ecological damage), material exhaustion (e.g. overfishing, deforestation)

and transportation (e.g. infrastructure, roads, bridges). (Wallerstein 2004, 25-26, 48-49)

States intervene domestically and internationally in order to prevent less profitable

competition, leading to oligopolies with quasi-monopolies on leading products (new products

with an important share of the world market); a system which suffices for the purposes of

accumulation. By the end of a quasi-monopoly’s ‘life cycle’ accumulated capital is moved to

new leading products or new leading industries, the result being a self-perpetuating cycle

(requiring state support) of new quasi-monopolies acting as new sources of accumulation

(Wallerstein 2004, 25-27) and core-like processes of today becoming peripheral processes

tomorrow. Since quasi-monopolies depend on the patronage of relatively strong states, and

states have an interest in reaping the benefits of accumulation, this creates a geographical

core-periphery division in which stronger states are able contain a disproportionately high

share of core-like processes thus becoming core states, weaker states are less able to affect

the axial division of labor and thus contain a disproportionately high share of peripheral

processes becomes peripheral states while semi-peripheral states contain an even mix of

core-like and peripheral products. This asymmetrical relationship leads to unequal

exchange in which surplus-value constantly flows from producers of peripheral products to

producers of core-like products (Wallerstein 2004, 28). Since core states benefit from such

unequal exchange, they are most incentivized to follow and enforce systemic rules. More

peripheral states, disadvantaged by the modern world-system, are most incentivized to

promote anti-systemic measures, oppose the core-periphery division and pursue its

dissolution; though this is weighed against the risks of retaliation from the core.

On the international level, state strength is external and refers to the state’s ability to

intervene in the affairs of weaker (and theoretically sovereign) states to establish, expand

and enforce core-periphery linkages such as pressuring weaker states to keep the flows of

beneficial factors of production unrestricted while rebuffing demands for reciprocation and

conversely, the ability to resist such coercion (Wallerstein 2004; 53, 55). Strong states in the

core are inherently rivals as they represent different firms, aim to increase the market

share of their respective quasi-monopolies and are thus caught in a zero-sum competition of

accumulation; yet they also hold a common interest in maintaining and enforcing the

modern world-system, leading them to be continuously pulled in opposite directions:

towards anarchic competition and hierarchical cooperation (ibid., 56). Semi-peripheries find

themselves in a similar rivalry as they all aspire to ascend the core-periphery hierarchy, not

least by competing to attract industries from core states to relocate into their economies

(ibid., 57).

8



Smile and Waive?

Internal strength (i.e. effective territorial control of domestic production processes) being

necessary for states to intervene internationally, it is important to address the role of

nationalism in the modern state. A significant tool to achieve effective state control of its

territory is cultural homogenization of the populace, turning a collection of diversity into a

unitary identity: a nation. In this sense “nations” are socially constructed identities, the

state apparatus having a central role in its promotion through various means such as

invoking a common history (often embellished or invented) and defining common

characteristics (whether or not these apply to all in the group). The nation-state is an

asymptote, an ideal that all states aspire towards but never fully reach as local/regional

identities are ever-persistent. Nationalism as a status-group identity is “perhaps the one

most crucial to maintaining the modern world-system” (Wallerstein 2004, 54) and is secured

most strongly through hostility to enemies (ibid., 66) and makes the modern nation-state

incentivized and inclined to prioritize the interests of the state-nation.

Anarchy and Security

When it comes to structural realism, Waltz (1979) argues that political structures are

defined by their ordering principles, differentiation of unit functions and distribution of unit

capabilities. The only two ordering principles being whether units stand in relations of

authority and subordination, or not: hierarchy or anarchy. States are the basic unit in the

international system which lacks a higher authority able to guarantee the enforcement of

international rules, thus the system is defined by anarchy and functional differentiation is

largely eliminated since every state is in the same position of having to secure its own

security and interests since there are no guarantees in the international system. Due to

this, states always have to address the concern that any peer could become a future enemy

and therefore are prone to balancing both internally (e.g. reallocating resources to national

security) and externally (e.g. using alliances or signing (in-)formal agreements). Weak

states are unable to affect the balance of power and thus pursue early alignment in the

hope that a correct choice provides benefits whereas strong states, posing more significant

threats to each other, are incentivized to balance against other strong states. Anarchic

balancing creates a prisoner’s dilemma in which more beneficial scenarios (e.g. cooperation

and disarmament) are not pursued since states are concerned with relative rather than

absolute gain, making it possible for states to even be satisfied with scenarios that leave

themselves absolutely worse off. (Donnelly 2013, 33-35)

At the same time, these are ceteris paribus assumptions about the international system.

The structure of anarchy will push states towards certain considerations and behaviors e.g.

balancing of power, but they do not fully determine outcomes since states are subjected to

numerous pressures and influences which vary in significance and effects. Waltz himself

admits that “structurally we can describe and understand the pressures states are

subjected to. We cannot predict how they will react to the pressures without knowledge of

their internal dispositions” (Waltz 1979: 71). One such important pressure is the impact of
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norms and institutions which are empirically shown to affect states to consider and often

comply with ethical and humanitarian ‘obligations’, contrary to Machiavellian claims that

neither men nor states “do good unless necessity drives them to it” (Machiavelli 1970: Book

1, Chapter 2, 58). Appeals to the doctrine of raison d’état, which holds that in international

affairs the national interest outweighs all other values, presuppose what the national

interest is and seeing as states often do include value-laden objectives in their definition of

the national interest, state actions often diverge from purely amoral calculations. (Donnelly

2013, 39-43)

Marxist-realism and The Case

The international system is characterized by anarchy since there exists no more supreme

political unit than the nation-state, yet it is also undeniably hierarchical. Both realism and

WST aim to explain constancy in the international system focusing on two different aspects

which are assumed to hold explanatory primacy (or at least a high significance): the

political aim to guarantee security of the self in international anarchy, and the economic

aim to increase one’s share of core-like production in the capitalist world-economy. I argue

that it is possible to argue both (i) that a state’s political aims of self-preservation and

economic aims of accumulation can be seen as isolated goals that are (at different times, to

various extents) pursued for their own sake and (ii) these goals are often interconnected

and both imply and reinforce each other.

Consider the state’s desire for self-preservation. This is pursued through internal and

external balancing. Internal balancing refers to resources being redirected towards national

security (Donnelly 2013, 33), yet this requires an economic base that is able to provide

resources to redirect. A strong economic base is acquired through accumulation, meaning

that a state interested in guaranteeing its own security must accumulate surplus-value, the

most effective method being control of core processes, due to the medium- and long-term

limits of plundering. Since accumulation is a zero-sum process, states need to

quasi-monopolize certain production processes to make them core-like i.e. more profitable.

Internally this means diminishing the effect of local actors who deprive the state of core

process surplus-value, externally this requires intervening in foreign economies. The only

sure way for states to accomplish such interventions is by being strong enough to do so,

utilizing military force to make effective threats and committing its troops when such

threats are not heeded.

The desire for self-preservation is in this way dependent on accumulation, and the desire

for accumulation inherently leads to international antagonism which contributes to

creating conditions in which national security becomes a fundamental issue in international

relations. As soon as a state wishes to solitarily guarantee its own security, which it is likely

to do in anarchy, then it will also pursue accumulation and vice versa. Both increase the

necessity of the other. Both accumulation and security are issues concerned with relative
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gains, which turn the international system into a geopolitical zero-sum game that rewards

cynicism, greed and aggression. Again, these theories explain which behaviors are rewarded

in the current international system: which behaviors are systemic and to be expected. At the

same time, anti-systemic behavior is always possible but theoretically incentivized in the

periphery and far less so in the core. WST in this way complements Realism by adding a

variable, position in the core-periphery division, that allows one to assume an important

aspect of states’ (in the words of Waltz) internal disposition and thus allows one to predict

how states are likely to react to various pressures.

Combining both theories also further clarifies the prominent role of nationalism and the

‘state-nation’ in state behavior. A unifying identity furthers the pursuit of accumulation and

is most strongly secured through hostility to enemies (Wallerstein 2004, 66) or more

generally indifference to the other. This legitimizes exploitation of the other, e.g. peripheral

populations, since this promotes the interests of the more important self. Accumulation in

this way is reliant on maintaining the state-nation identity and once this identity has

gained increased prominence the state will in turn experience higher pressure to promote

the state-nation’s interests over other groups, creating a feedback loop. Security is an

inherent issue for the state apparatus due to the nature of anarchy (Donnelly 2013, 34), but

also for the state-nation due to the constant threat of a genuine or constructed enemy. The

construction of such dangers in the absence of existing ones are incentivized since service in

the armed forces are one of the main ways that states spread nationalism domestically

(Wallerstein 2004, 54), but real threats are likely simple to find due to antagonism being

inherent to the capitalist world-economy.

When it comes to the case, the WTO is a fairly unique IGO in the sense that it has concrete

capabilities to hold states accountable through “dispute settlement mechanisms'' if they fail

to comply with its rules (WTO n.d. B), which initially seems irrational on the part of

powerful states who are generally aversive to allowing IGOs and in turn the periphery to

have such concrete capacities; and thus potentially able to punish the core. Marxist-realism

explains this by referring to the organization's purpose: enforcing rules which generally

favor core economies. Peripheral states also are unlikely to hold the core accountable since

(i) the rules already favor developed economies, (ii) the core can threaten reprisals (or

promise benefits to ‘cooperative’ states) and (iii) the costs of mounting such a dispute case

are too high (Wade 2010). The last point regarding cost also applies to every aspect of the

organization (and IGOs in general) since richer countries can afford to employ sizable,

permanent delegations which compared to poorer countries’ delegation, often stretched thin

or non-existent, are in far better positions to influence the outcomes of negotiations and

what gets put on the agenda and voted on to begin with.

The TRIPS waiver aims to improve COVID-19 equity by minimizing the barriers created by

IP and can be described as an anti-systemic measure since this would counteract state

interventions that quasi-monopolize the pharmaceutical industry. By going further than
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licensing flexibilities the waiver could lead to the peripheralization of the pharmaceutical

industry, decreasing profitability but increasing overall participation in the development

and production of COVID-19 medical goods; thus utilizing more global productive potential

and improving public health. This would however imply the loss of a leading industry,

meaning that core states are heavily inclined to oppose such a measure to preserve its

quasi-monopolies.

Based on premises derived from the marxist-realist framework this thesis hypothesizes

that:

(i) Core states which are inclined to pursue accumulation through the creation and

promotions of quasi-monopolies will accordingly be unwilling to support a TRIPS waiver as

this would turn their core-like, leading products (e.g. patented vaccines and other medical

products) into peripheral, competitive products; thus surrendering a significant economic

advantage and slowing surplus flows of value into the core. On the other hand, due to the

extraordinary nature of this situation (i.e. world-wide pandemic), core states will be subject

to considerable anti-systemic pressures for compromise. To balance these factors, core

states are likely to prolong discussions (thus profiting during high demand) while

negotiating for a ‘soft’ waiver for minimal quasi-monopoly concessions.

(ii) Peripheral states which experience extraction of surplus value, barriers to pursue

profitable ventures (i.e. core industries and leading products) and an inability to meet

domestic needs (e.g. combating COVID-19) due to core state nationalism will be inclined to

pursue anti-systemic strategies such as opposing monopoly mechanisms in pursuance of the

peripheralization of important core-like products to promote competitiveness and

abundance. Thus, peripheral states will be inclined to support a ‘hard’ TRIPS waiver to

pursue maximal peripheralization of COVID-19 medical products. However, these states

also find themselves in a precarious position since pursuing anti-systemic strategies can

lead to punishment and coercion by core states aiming to maintain the world-economic

status quo.

2.2 Core-periphery division of Global Health

Marx and Engels foresaw that capitalism required endless expansion: “The need of a

constantly expanding market for its products chases the bourgeoisie over the entire surface

of the globe. It must nestle everywhere, settle everywhere, establish connexions

everywhere” (Marx - Engels 1848). Accumulation necessitates expansion since profitability

diminishes over time without capitalistic state interventions. Such expansion can occur in a

multitude of ways and involve different aspects of economic and social life, an important

example being the capitalist expansion into pharmaceutical production.
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Wallerstein (2004, 86) argues that in the later half of the 20th century, centrist and rightist

coalitions worked to counteract a global trend of diminishing profitability by intervening in

all three components of cost: reducing remuneration levels, re-externalizing cost of inputs

and reducing taxation for the benefit of the welfare state. Developmentalism was

abandoned for globalization, calling for the free flow of goods and capital. The Thatcher and

Raegan regimes took the lead in advocating the theory of neoliberalism, promoted by the

World Economic Forum, and policies of the Washington consensus, implemented and

enforced through institutions such as the World Bank and IMF which accomplished this

through Structural Adjustment Programs, loans to Global South economies granted in

exchange for economic liberalization and deregulation, which a growing literature shows

worsen public health in developing countries (Forster et al. 2020).

In this context, the WTO serves to reinforce the core-periphery division and maintain the

flow of unequal exchange by contributing to the core ‘kicking away the ladder’ before the

periphery gets to climb, shrinking the development space for peripheral states to adopt the

same types of industry and technology policies that allowed for the recent growth of East

Asian economies and the historical enrichment of Western economies (Wade 2010). This is

especially true concerning pharmaceutical products since the quasi-monopolization of this

industry is a fairly new phenomenon. For centuries, states did not view pharmaceutical

quasi-monopolization as being in the public interest. Half of all countries party to the 1883

Paris Convention on the Protection of Industrial Property actively excluded pharmaceutical

patenting, while others provided patents that had limited terms or only applied to

production processes instead of end products (‘t Hoen et al. 2011). TRIPS ended this

legislative diversity by requiring all WTO members to introduce and enforce 20-year

patents on products from all fields of technology. The TRIPS agreement further limits the

periphery by serving as merely a starting point for core states to negotiate even tougher

TRIPS-plus standards in bilateral trade and investment treaties (Wade 2010); and while

the Doha Agreement of 2001 improved poorer countries’ access to medicines through the

use of compulsory licenses, it did not address restrictions regarding technology transfers

that would allow peripheral states to acquire the productive capacities necessary to provide

themselves with needed pharmaceutical products (ibid.).

The WTO implementation of TRIPS, a global application of intellectual property to the

pharmaceutical industry, represents capitalist expansion into an under-commercialized

production process, serving as a capitalist fix through the creation of a new leading

industry and source of accumulation. Thus, the pharmaceutical industry has become a

quasi-monopoly which through substantial state support avoids competition and maintains

profitability. The ‘core-ification’ of the pharmaceutical industry can be observed trends such

as (i) the industry has grown remarkably in the past two decades with revenues having

grown from 390 billion USD in 2001 to 1.27 trillion USD in 2020 (Mikulic 2021) and (ii)

since 2000 the industry has become highly financialized which has led to the sector

increasingly deriving income from the ownership of intellectual property rather than from
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developing, producing and selling drugs (Fernandez - Klinge 2020). Increases in patent

protections have also coincided with an increase in new drugs which show no therapeutic

benefit over existing products (‘t Hoen et al. 2011) and using patenting strategies to prolong

market exclusivity to maximize profits and delay generic competition has become standard

practice in the pharmaceutical industry (Amin- Kesselheim 2012; Sampat - Shadlen 2017).

While it is undeniable that promises of profits compel higher economic activity, this is not

necessarily a social boon, especially when it comes to public health and health equity: there

is little profit to be made in treating the poor, those who are most likely to suffer from

diseases and health conditions. Heller and Eisenberg (1998) argued decades ago that

intellectual property could deter innovation in a Tragedy of the Anti-Commons which

describes underutilization of scarce resources, referring specifically to biomedical research.

Buchanan and Yoon (2000) took on the challenge of developing an economic model for this

idea, describing the dilemma: “[t]o the extent that, through exclusive licensing rights, the

holders of a [patent] seek to exploit the rental value, the follow-on potential developer

is  inhibited  from  securing  the  value  that might  otherwise  have  been  available”.

I argue that such a metaphor is applicable to global health in general. Anti-commons in the

form of intellectual property rights incentivize rent-seeking and monopolistic gatekeeping

by right-holders, leading to underutilization of medical knowledge and resources and thus

undertreatment of the global population, increasingly so for peripheral populations. I

further argue that such a Tragedy of the Anti-Commons is inherent to the current global

health regime and was an inevitable development in the capitalist world-economy since

profit-seeking would eventually lead to the deepened commercialization of the

pharmaceutical industry when other core industries’ profitability diminished, prompting

the search of a new source of accumulation. Such Anti-Commons effects are also empirically

documented, for example a report by MSF (2021) concludes that “[t]he global R&D system

is skewed towards the development of highly priced drugs for diseases most prevalent in

high-income countries” and a WHO commision report stated that there was “no evidence”

that the implementation of TRIPS in developing countries would boost R&D for diseases

primarily affecting poorer populations and little reason to believe otherwise since market

incentives for such investments would be insufficient (CIPIH 2006, 85).

3. Methodology

3.1 Method: Case study

This thesis will utilize a qualitative text analysis and considers states to be the unit of

analysis and the international system as the level of analysis. As the purpose of this study

is to highlight the power dynamics and diverging interests of the core-periphery division in

the international system, and presupposing that such a division emerges in the proceedings
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of IGOs as states promote their respective interests, analyzing how states behave in

response to the COVID-19 pandemic in the TRIPS council is appropriate as well as

academically and socially relevant.

There are several limitations with such a method. The qualitative nature of this approach

makes subjectivity an important aspect of the analytical results (though subjectivity is

arguably inherent to all research) and thereby intersubjectivity becomes increasingly

important to reveal the theoretical perspectives used to analyze the material. Case studies

are often criticized for their findings being less applicable once one goes outside the scope of

the particular study. However, since previous cases of health crises (e.g. H1N1 and

HIV/AIDS) display patterns such as the core state behavioral tendency of pursuing

inefficient (vaccine) nationalistic strategies and recurring instances of IP creating barriers

to access while a marxist-realist framework argues that such outcomes are predictable and

attributable to the global political structure, this case arguably has higher generalizability

and will be more applicable to other cases of health emergencies and health inequity.

3.2 Material: Meeting minutes

In order to analyze the behavior of states and the values/interests that they promote, this

thesis will use the meeting minutes published by WTO. Since the TRIPS waiver was

proposed the TRIPS council has held dozens of formal meetings. Reading summaries of

these official meetings from 30 July 2020 and onward on the WTO website served as a way

to identify meetings in which there were discussions specifically on the issue of the TRIPS

waiver, as well as assessing how the discussions on the waiver developed over the months

and at which time points there were significant development; thereby identifying meetings

of relevance and interest. For example, meeting summaries that stated that delegations

repeated “well-known positions” on the issue was a motivation to exclude those meetings for

analysis. After this initial ‘overview’ stage, four meeting minutes published by WTO were

selected as material for analysis. The analysis will delineate to only analyze the agenda

items of the minutes in which delegations specifically discuss COVID-19, the role of IP and

proposed waivers. The documents in question are the following:

i) Agenda Item 14 in IP/C/M/95/add.1

in which delegations discuss i.a. the role of IP during the pandemic

ii) Agenda Item 15 in IP/C/M/96/add.1

in which delegations discuss i.a. the recently proposed TRIPS waiver (IP/C/W/669)

iii) Agenda Item 13 in IP/C/M/100/add.1

in which delegations discuss i.a. the revised TRIPS waiver (IP/C/W/669/Rev.1)

iv) Agenda Item 13+14 in IP/C/M/103/add.1

in which delegations discuss i.a. high-level ‘Quad’ meetings on a draft text
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As of the time of writing, later meeting minutes are not available and are thus not used as

material for analysis (see figure 4).
3

The analysis will also, due to the high number of meeting participants, limit itself to

analyze solely the statements made by select delegations considered most relevant and the

combination of which is considered interesting and representative of the wider debate. The

delegations of the European Union and United States represent core states and are

expected to oppose the TRIPS waiver to preserve unequal exchange, yet the latter changed

its position from being explicitly opposed to supportive in early June 2020, an unexpected

development which prompts several questions: why would such a prominent core state take

such an unexpected position, how substantive was this change of position etcetera. India

and South Africa, both semi-peripheries, proposed and advocated for the adoption of the

TRIPS waiver and are thus arguably among if not the most relevant actors. Chad, on behalf

of the LDC (Least Developed Countries) Group, represents the most peripheral states and

thus together with the previous four makes for a group which more or less represents the

interests of the entire core-periphery spectrum.

4. Analysis

4.1 The Periphery and the TRIPS waiver

This thesis hypothesized that peripheral states are expected to pursue anti-systemic

measures and the peripheralization of important COVID-19 products, thus likely to support

a ‘hard’ waiver. Following a reading of the selected meeting minute, this prediction has

been supported by the material.

Significantly, the South African and Indian delegation pursued a ‘broad’ approach to go

beyond existing TRIPS flexibilities to promote equity by i.a. addressing all types of products

relevant to COVID-19, addressing several types of IP that would pose as barriers and

emphasizing not only the increase but also the diversification of production. Chad,

3 Though, in this case, IP/C/M/104 would likely not be used as only the addendums provide delegation statements.
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representing the LDC Group, generally stated little else but support for the two delegations’

statements or TRIPS waiver proposal.

Throughout the various meetings, including before proposing the initial TRIPS waiver, both

the South African and Indian delegations emphasize the fact that containing COVID-19

requires a diversity of medical products and preventing shortages and barriers of access to

any of these products are important for the Council to address; thus the revised waiver,

after members asked for a more ‘focused’ text, includes “health products and technologies

including diagnostics, therapeutics, vaccines, medical devices, personal protective

equipment, their materials or components” (TRIPS Council 2021C). The revision also adds

a specific duration (3 years instead of undetermined) after which the General Council would

review whether the “exceptional circumstances justifying the waiver” still exist (ibid.).

Further, the two delegations point to numerous examples of how these relevant medical

goods are covered by different types of IP beyond patents such as copyrights, industrial

designs and undisclosed information. Since TRIPS flexibilities only address patents, but not

other forms of IP, flexibilities such as compulsory licensing are inherently limited because

as the delegations argue (TRIPS Council 2020B, 1167a-b; ibid. 2021B, 247)
4

knowledge not

included in patents such as know-how and data gathered during the developmental and

manufacturing process are essential for an effective response to the pandemic, which

motivates the inclusion of “methods and means of manufacture” of relevant health products

and technologies (ibid. 2021C) in the revised TRIPS waiver.

There is unlikely any delegation which has not argued for taking measures to increase the

production of medical goods, but India and South Africa also make a point of emphasizing

the need to diversify this production through technology transfers and sharing of

knowledge, criticizing monopolies (TRIPS Council 2020A, 497; ibid., 2020B, 1162, 1165) and

arguing for the facilitation of production in numerous countries, especially where such

capacity is lacking (TRIPS Council 2020B, 1167e ; ibid. 2021B, 245-246). This

diversification and generic production is presented as the best way to create medium- and

long-term access to medical products for peripheral states, since limited competition results

in higher prices and lower quantities of the respective products (ibid. 2020B, 1167b).

Both the Indian and South African delegations continuously criticize voluntary approaches

and compulsory licenses for not sufficing as solutions during the pandemic: “[v]oluntary

arrangements and donations, while helpful, have not been sufficient to result in equitable

distribution” (TRIPS Council 2021B, 409). The delegations have numerous times referred to

the fact that voluntary licenses’ terms are generally secretive and restrictive (ibid. 2020A,

435, 497 ; ibid. 2020B, 869, 1161 ; ibid. 2021B, 409), often leaving poorer markets unserved

and contribute to inequity; an example being Gilead which has signed secretive voluntary

licenses for its COVID-19 therapeutic Remdesivir (received over 70 million USD in public

4 Since the meeting minutes lack page numbers, citations will refer to points in the documents instead.
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funding) that exclude nearly half the global population, most of the supply has been

reserved for richer countries and the prices are prohibitively high (ibid. 2020B, 1160). The

fact that no pharmaceutical company has shared its IP with C-TAP is used as further

evidence that private actors are not likely to voluntarily yield market advantages by

granting nonexclusive licenses to facilitate global access (ibid., 2020B, 869).

India and South Africa also bring up issues with compulsory licenses, one being that many

states lack legislation that explicitly implements the right to issue compulsory licenses for

various circumstances, meaning that for those states such a flexibility is less viable as a

mechanism for public health. Further, states face legal, technical and institutional

challenges in utilizing flexibilities like compulsory licenses (TRIPS Council 2020A, 434).

Due to the case-by-case approach of issuing compulsory licenses, it becomes a complex and

cumbersome procedure to utilize (ibid. 2020B, 1155). Article 31bis being of certain

importance to states dependent on imports, the delegations argue, the fact that this

mechanism creates additional administrative burdens for its users makes it especially

maladaptive since the very states in most need of using it have the least institutional

capacity to exercise it; additionally the mechanism might not cover crucial medical devices

(ibid. 2020B, 870). Moreover, this mechanism was long thought to be a lifeline during

health emergencies, but due to the requirements of using it making it time consuming and

onerous, it is rendered of little practical utility during such a health emergency (ibid.). Not

to mention the fact that using compulsory licensing or improving national legislation to

make possible the use of this flexibility has been met with political pressure from the EU

and the US through various ways, for instance, as South Africa points out, their respective

IP enforcement and Special 301 reports, both of which condemn and criticize states that use

these rights afforded to them by their WTO membership (ibid. 2020B, 1157).

Throughout the various meetings, both delegations refute that IP played a decisive role in

the successful development and manufacturing of new COVID-19 medical products.

Instead, the health emergency itself is argued to have mobilized action of and collaboration

between multiple stakeholders, many of which hold skills and knowledge primarily funded

by taxpayers and which were fundamental for the progress that IP is purported to have

caused (TRIPS Council 2020B, 1168-1169). The delegations argue that while R&D is a

risk-filled venture, this does not legitimize monopolies during COVID-19 since tens of

billions USD of public funding eliminated such risk and need to recoup investments (ibid.,

868). Thus, such funding should come with strings attached to guarantee that public

investments also lead to public benefits in the form of access and equity, instead of private

companies bearing none of the risk but gaining all of the profit (ibid., 1166, 1168d) which

would also come at the cost of worsened public health.

Finally, it is pertinent to bring up the sense of urgency that India, South Africa and Chad

act with when it comes to aiming to reach a conclusion regarding the TRIPS waiver. When

the revised waiver was introduced, India and South Africa stated that they expected to
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enter text-based negotiations as the health emergency was a continuously time-sensitive

issue, showing a willingness to compromise: “it is not an ideological debate, we are not

against incentives for R&D and innovation while at the same time we acknowledge the

importance of public health” (TRIPS Council 2021A, 405); going on to call for line-by-line

negotiations on the revised waiver and aiming to conclude negotiations by the end of July

2021 (ibid., 409). In the following months repeating such calls and lamenting that “[t]he

discussions that we have had in the past few months under the pretext of a text-based

process have regrettably stalled any constructive engagement on the waiver text” (ibid.

2021B, 301).

I argue that these states which represent the (semi-)periphery have engaged in

anti-systemic behavior, prioritizing the promotion of public health over the upholding of

quasi-monopolies even if through a temporary waiver of IP. Though, this waiver was also

advocated for in tandem with the goal of diversifying productive capacities in the periphery,

something that would arguably have permanent effects even after the waiver ceases to

apply since peripheral economies would become better able to supply themselves with

needed medical products instead of relying on import from the core. In this way, unequal

exchange would be counteracted and accumulation in the core would diminish, allowing

more surplus-value to remain in the periphery barring capitalist interventions to remedy

this change.

4.2 The Core and the TRIPS waiver

This thesis hypothesized that core states are expected to pursue systemic measures and the

maintained quasi-monopolization of important COVID-19 products, however the

extraordinary nature of COVID-19 would create significant anti-systemic pressure on the

core to compromise, thus likely to prolong negotiations and support a ‘soft’ waiver.

Following a reading of the selected meeting minute, this prediction has been partially

supported by the material.

The core delegations of the US and the EU differ from one another more than India and

South Africa do each other, though all of them state frequently during the meetings that

they are ‘committed to access and equity’. The US and EU behaved very similarly at first,

with a divergence occurring when the US started supporting the proposed TRIPS waiver. In

contrast to the peripheral delegations’ ‘broad’ approach, the US and EU arguably use a

‘narrow’ approach to advocate more for the status-quo in various ways such as by

minimizing the number of types of medical products included in the waiver debate, arguing

that IP does not pose barriers and that existing mechanisms and state actions suffice to

promote public health.

The US was initially fully opposed to a TRIPS waiver: “[w]eakening IP protection and

enforcement would be counterproductive to our global fight against COVID” (TRIPS Council
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2020B, 1049). Later on the delegation switched position, arguing that in order to reach an

expeditious consensus efforts should be focused on vaccines specifically (ibid 2021A 379)

and later warning that “unless Members are able to make some real compromises, we worry

that there may be the possibility of no outcome” (ibid. 2021B, 365) likely referring to

co-sponsors of the TRIPS waiver pursuing a broader outcome at the potential risk of getting

nothing. Otherwise the US delegation became quite passive in the TRIPS waiver debate

following its switch in position.

Before this position shift, both the US and EU delegations repeated many of the same

arguments: (i) IP functions as a crucial, nonnegotiable incentive for innovation, R&D and

increased production (TRIPS Council 2020A, 530-532, 571-574, 582-583 ; ibid. 2020B, 1027,

1044-1045), (ii) voluntary licensing and voluntary sharing of IP are optimal for equity (ibid.

2020A, 524-525, 575-576, 1046) and (iii) if voluntary approaches fail the EU argues that the

TRIPS agreement already provides sufficient flexibilities such as compulsory licensing (ibid.

2020A, 526 ; ibid. 2020B, 1038-1039) while the US at this point states that it “respects” the

right of members to issue such licenses but “urges” them not to as it would diminish the

incentives which patents create and thus compromise future investments in R&D (ibid.

2020A, 579, 584-585).

The shift in the US position coincides with the EU delegation introducing IP/C/W/680

(TRIPS Council 2021D), a text which the EU seemingly presents as an alternative to the

TRIPS waiver (ibid. 2021A, 277). However, as India and South Africa point out (ibid.

2021B, 252-258, 378-382), the EU proposal’s aim to improve Article 31 and 31bis by

granting legal clarity (on matters which were never in dispute) is confounding since clarity

was never the issue, the administrative burden of executing the mechanism is. Most of the

proposal is effectively meaningless as it does nothing but reaffirm already existing rights,

except for if it were interpreted as a direct and automatic waiver of Article 31(f) meaning

that it could replace the suboptimal 31bis mechanism. This does not seem to be the

intention, though if it were one could also criticize the proposal for not using more effective

options such as using Article 30 to make exports expected from patent rights, thus a

compulsory license would not have to be issued in the first place, or Article 73 to allow

members to suspend IP to protect “essential security interests”
5
.

From a critical view this EU proposal can be seen as partially a straightforward way to

contest the TRIPS waiver in the political arena, but also as an effort to prolong or distract

from the TRIPS waiver to excuse one’s own unwillingness to engage in the line-by-line

negotiations that the waiver’s co-sponsors have been calling for. The South African

delegation has called for moving beyond the “binary” between the TRIPS waiver and the

EU proposal and engaging in text-based negotiations arguing that “it is negotiations that

lead to convergence and not the other way around” (TRIPS Council 2021B, 462) while the

EU delegation seems to argue the opposite “[i]n order to advance, we first must find a

5 As suggested by ‘t Hoen - Boulet (2021).
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common ground for everyone to work on” (ibid., 473). The Indian delegation seems to

insinuate that while co-sponsors of the TRIPS waiver have engaged in good faith on

possible responses to the pandemic, including the EU proposal, “a similar zeal to reach an

outcome or even to start a negotiation has been lacking on the TRIPS Waiver Proposal”

(ibid., 417) from the side of those still opposed, including the EU delegation.

I argue that the EU delegation has engaged in systemic behavior, seemingly not having

engaged in good faith negotiations with the co-sponsors of the TRIPS waiver and arguably

contributing to delaying the Council from reaching a conclusion on the issue; in this way

promoting unequal exchange during the pandemic and during peak demands of

quasi-monopolized medical products. While this might have caused absolute losses for the

global community or possibly the core states themselves, marxist-realism predicts that

these core states concern themselves more with the acquired relative gains (i.e.

accumulation). The US delegation is more difficult to judge as it clearly behaved

systemically at first, advocating for the existing IP regime and outright rejecting the

waiver, only to partially reverse its position and support a limited form of the TRIPS

waiver. This might be understood as the result of anti-systemic pressure from within or

without, pushing the delegation to support the waiver, while its core state inclinations

stopped the delegation from supporting anything broader than a waiver on vaccines.

5. Conclusion

This thesis aimed to answer the question: How can one understand from a perspective of

World-Systems Theory and Realism the positions and behaviors of states in the TRIPS

Council and the debate on the necessity of a TRIPS waiver? From a marxist-realist

framework the thesis hypothesized that (semi-)peripheral states were likely to support a

‘hard’ TRIPS waiver as this would counteract IP i.e. the quasi-monopolies that cause

unequal exchange as well as limit capacities to meet public health needs, which is a more

important issue for the periphery which has been left with fewer resources to contain

COVID-19; while the opposite was hypothesized for core state. The hypotheses were mostly

correct in their predictions with an exception for the US delegation which ended up being a

relatively early supporter of the waiver, though in a much more limited form. The position

of the US delegation is thus an interesting matter which warrants more research to

understand how to explain this core state’s behavior in regards to the TRIPS waiver.

21



Smile and Waive?

6. Bibliography

Africa CDC (2021). COVID-19 Vaccine Perceptions: A 15-country study.
Study conducted by ORB International in collaboration with the Vaccine Confidence Project at the
London School of Hygiene & Tropical Medicine on behalf of Africa DCD.
https://africacdc.org/download/covid-19-vaccine-perceptions-a-15-country-study/
[accessed 25 April 2022]

Amin, Tahir - Kesselheim, Aaron S. (2012). Secondary Patenting Of Branded Pharmaceuticals: A Case
Study Of How Patents On Two HIV Drugs Could Be Extended For Decades. Health Affairs, Vol 31, Issue
10, pp. 2286-2294
https://doi.org/10.1377/hlthaff.2012.0107 [accessed 10 May 2022]

Allen, Arthur (2020). Government-Funded Scientists Laid the Groundwork for Billion Dollar Vaccines.
Kaiser Health News, 18 November.
https://khn.org/news/vaccine-pioneers-basic-research-scientists-laid-groundwork-for-billion-dollar-pharm
a-products/ [accessed 21 May 2022]

Berkley, Seth (2020). COVAX explained. GAVI, 3 September.
https://www.gavi.org/vaccineswork/covax-explained [accessed 19 May 2022]

Bhardwaj, Kajal - Cassolato, Matteo - Dharmarajah, Revanta - Mellouk, Othoman - Ahmar, Morgane -
Kondratyuk, Sergey (2019). The problem with patents: Access to affordable HIV treatment in
middle-income countries. Report by Frontline AIDS and The International Treatment Preparedness
Coalition.
https://frontlineaids.org/wp-content/uploads/2020/01/The-problem-with-patents_pages_web2.pdf
[accessed 20 April 2022]

Brown, David (2009). Most of Any Vaccine for New Flu Strain Could Be Claimed by
Rich Nations' Preexisting Contracts. The Washington Post, 7 May.
http://www.washingtonpost.com/wpdyn/content/article/2009/05/06/AR2009050603760.html [accessed 19
May 2022]

Buchanan, James M. - Yoon, Yong J. (2000). Symmetric Tragedies: Commons and Anticommons. The
Journal of Law and Economics, Vol 43, Issue 1, pp. 1-14.
https://doi.org/10.1086/467445 [accessed 11 May 2022]

Çakmaklı, Cem – Demiralp, Selva - Kalemli-Özcan, Ṣebnem - Yeşiltaş, Sevcan - Yıldırım, Muhammed
A. (2021). The Economic Case for Global Vaccinations: An Epidemiological Model with International
Production Networks. National Bureau of Economic Research Working Paper Series, working paper
28395.
https://www.nber.org/papers/w28395 [accessed 17 April 2022]

22

https://africacdc.org/download/covid-19-vaccine-perceptions-a-15-country-study/
https://doi.org/10.1377/hlthaff.2012.0107
https://khn.org/news/vaccine-pioneers-basic-research-scientists-laid-groundwork-for-billion-dollar-pharma-products/
https://khn.org/news/vaccine-pioneers-basic-research-scientists-laid-groundwork-for-billion-dollar-pharma-products/
https://www.gavi.org/vaccineswork/covax-explained
https://frontlineaids.org/wp-content/uploads/2020/01/The-problem-with-patents_pages_web2.pdf
http://www.washingtonpost.com/wpdyn/content/article/2009/05/06/AR2009050603760.html
https://doi.org/10.1086/467445
https://www.nber.org/papers/w28395


Smile and Waive?

Cartwright, Madison (2018). Rethinking World Systems Theory and Hegemony: Towards a
Marxist-Realist Synthesis. E-International Relations. October 18.
https://www.e-ir.info/2018/10/18/rethinking-world-systems-theory-and-hegemony-towards-a-marxist-real
ist-synthesis/ [accessed 4 May 2022]

Chinazzi, Matteo – Davis, Jessica T. – Dean, Natalie E. – Mu, Kunpeng – Pastore y Piontti, Ana – Xiong,
Xinyue –Halloran, M. Elizabeth – Longini, Ira M. Jr – Vespignani Alessandro (2020). Estimating the
effect of cooperative versus uncooperative strategies of COVID-19 vaccine allocation: A modeling study.
Northeastern University Network Science Institute.
https://www.networkscienceinstitute.org/publications/estimating-the-effect-of-cooperativeversus-uncoope
rative-strategies-of-covid-19-vaccine-allocation-a-modeling-study [accessed 17 April 2022]

CIPIH (2006) Public Health, Innovation and Intellectual Property Rights. Report by Commission on
Intellectual Property Rights, Innovation and Public Health. Geneva: World Health Organization

Donnelly, Jack (2013). “Realism”, pages 30-44 in Burchill, S., Linklater, A., & Devetak, R. (editors).
Theories of International Relations. 5th ed. Palgrave Macmillan.

Feldman, Amy (2020). Meet The Italian Engineers 3D-Printing Respirator Parts For Free To Help Keep
Coronavirus Patients Alive. Forbes, March 19.
https://www.forbes.com/sites/amyfeldman/2020/03/19/talking-with-the-italian-engineers-who-3d-printed-
respirator-parts-for-hospitals-with-coronavirus-patients-for-free/?sh=6ea69ede78f1 [accessed 21 May
2022]

Fernandez, Rodrigo - Klinge, Tobias (2020). Private gains we can ill afford: The financialisation of Big
Pharma, The Centre for Research on Multinational Corporations.
https://doi.org/10.13140/RG.2.2.32254.33608 [accessed 10 May 2022]

Fidler, David P. (2010). Negotiating Equitable Access to Influenza Vaccines: Global Health Diplomacy
and the Controversies Surrounding Avian Influenza H5N1 and Pandemic Influenza H1N1.
PLoS Medicine, Vol. 7, Issue 5, pp. 1-4.
https://journals.plos.org/plosmedicine/article?id=10.1371/journal.pmed.1000247 [accessed 19 May 2022]

Forster, Timon - Kentikelenis, Alexander E. - Stubbs, Thomas H. - King, Lawrence P. (2020).
Globalization and health equity: The impact of structural adjustment programs on developing countries.
Social Science & Medicine, Vol 267, 112496, ISSN 0277-9536.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.socscimed.2019.112496 [accessed 10 May 2022]

Ghebreyesus, Tedros Adhanom (2021) WHO Director-General's remarks at the Forum of Small States.
WHO. 3 February.
https://www.who.int/director-general/speeches/detail/who-director-general-s-remarks-at-the-forum-of-sm
all-states [accessed 20 April 2022]

23

https://www.e-ir.info/2018/10/18/rethinking-world-systems-theory-and-hegemony-towards-a-marxist-realist-synthesis/
https://www.e-ir.info/2018/10/18/rethinking-world-systems-theory-and-hegemony-towards-a-marxist-realist-synthesis/
https://www.networkscienceinstitute.org/publications/estimating-the-effect-of-cooperativeversus-uncooperative-strategies-of-covid-19-vaccine-allocation-a-modeling-study
https://www.networkscienceinstitute.org/publications/estimating-the-effect-of-cooperativeversus-uncooperative-strategies-of-covid-19-vaccine-allocation-a-modeling-study
https://www.forbes.com/sites/amyfeldman/2020/03/19/talking-with-the-italian-engineers-who-3d-printed-respirator-parts-for-hospitals-with-coronavirus-patients-for-free/?sh=6ea69ede78f1
https://www.forbes.com/sites/amyfeldman/2020/03/19/talking-with-the-italian-engineers-who-3d-printed-respirator-parts-for-hospitals-with-coronavirus-patients-for-free/?sh=6ea69ede78f1
https://doi.org/10.13140/RG.2.2.32254.33608
https://journals.plos.org/plosmedicine/article?id=10.1371/journal.pmed.1000247
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.socscimed.2019.112496
https://www.who.int/director-general/speeches/detail/who-director-general-s-remarks-at-the-forum-of-small-states
https://www.who.int/director-general/speeches/detail/who-director-general-s-remarks-at-the-forum-of-small-states


Smile and Waive?

Gill, Indermit - Schellekens, Philip (2021). COVID-19 is a developing country pandemic. Brookings.
May 27.
https://www.brookings.edu/blog/future-development/2021/05/27/covid-19-is-a-developing-country-pande
mic/ [accessed 16 April 2022]

Global Health Centre (2021). COVID-19 Vaccines R&D Investments. Study from Graduate Institute of
International and Development Studies. Knowledgepedia.
www.knowledgeportalia.org/covid19-r-d-funding [accessed 18 May 2022]

Global Health Europe (2009). Inequity and Inequality in Health. Global Health Europe
https://globalhealtheurope.org/values/inequity-and-inequality-in-health/ [accessed 17 May 2022]

Heller, Michael A. - Eisenberg, Rebecca S. (1998). Can Patents Deter Innovation? The Anticommons in
Biomedical Research. Science. Vol 280, Issue 5364, pp. 698-701.
DOI: 10.1126/science.280.5364.698
https://www.science.org/doi/full/10.1126/science.280.5364.698 [accessed 11 May 2022]

IFPMA (2020). IFPMA Statement on the “Solidarity Call to Action to realize equitable global access to
COVID-19 health technologies through pooling of knowledge, intellectual property and data”. IFPMA. 28
May.
https://www.ifpma.org/resource-centre/ifpma-statement-on-the-solidarity-call-to-action-to-realize-equitabl
e-global-access-to-covid-19-health-technologies-through-pooling-of-knowledge-intellectual-property-and
-data/ [accessed 18 May 2022]

IFPMA (2021). Global Biopharma CEO/Top Executives COVID-19 Media Briefing – 7 September 2021.
September 7. Video on Youtube. Quote occurs from 1:03:50 to 1:04:10
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=qA7oos7sU8Y&t=3820s [accessed 25 April 2022]

IPBES (2020). Workshop Report on Biodiversity and Pandemics. Report by Intergovernmental
Science-Policy Platform on Biodiversity and Ecosystem Services secretariat. Bonn, Germany.
https://doi.org/10.5281/zenodo.4147317 [accessed 19 May 2022]

Kim, Tae (2018). Goldman Sachs asks in biotech research report: ‘Is curing patients a sustainable
business model?’. CNBC. April 11.
https://www.cnbc.com/2018/04/11/goldman-asks-is-curing-patients-a-sustainable-business-model.html
[accessed 11 May 2022]

Liao, Kristine (2022). Prolonged Pandemic: How Vaccine Inequity Is Keeping COVID-19 Alive. Global
Citizen. April 29.
https://www.globalcitizen.org/en/content/vaccine-inequity-prolonged-pandemic/ [accessed 17 May 2022]

Machiavelli, Niccolò (1970; originally 1531). The Discourses. Harmondsworth: Penguin Books

24

https://www.brookings.edu/blog/future-development/2021/05/27/covid-19-is-a-developing-country-pandemic/
https://www.brookings.edu/blog/future-development/2021/05/27/covid-19-is-a-developing-country-pandemic/
http://www.knowledgeportalia.org/covid19-r-d-funding
https://globalhealtheurope.org/values/inequity-and-inequality-in-health/
https://www.science.org/doi/full/10.1126/science.280.5364.698
https://www.ifpma.org/resource-centre/ifpma-statement-on-the-solidarity-call-to-action-to-realize-equitable-global-access-to-covid-19-health-technologies-through-pooling-of-knowledge-intellectual-property-and-data/
https://www.ifpma.org/resource-centre/ifpma-statement-on-the-solidarity-call-to-action-to-realize-equitable-global-access-to-covid-19-health-technologies-through-pooling-of-knowledge-intellectual-property-and-data/
https://www.ifpma.org/resource-centre/ifpma-statement-on-the-solidarity-call-to-action-to-realize-equitable-global-access-to-covid-19-health-technologies-through-pooling-of-knowledge-intellectual-property-and-data/
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=qA7oos7sU8Y&t=3820s
https://doi.org/10.5281/zenodo.4147317
https://www.cnbc.com/2018/04/11/goldman-asks-is-curing-patients-a-sustainable-business-model.html
https://www.globalcitizen.org/en/content/vaccine-inequity-prolonged-pandemic/


Smile and Waive?

Mikulic, Matej (2021). Revenue of the worldwide pharmaceutical market from 2001 to 2020. Statista.
May 4.
https://www.statista.com/statistics/263102/pharmaceutical-market-worldwide-revenue-since-2001/
[accessed 10 May 2022]

MSF (2020A). WTO COVID-19 TRIPS waiver proposal: Myths, realities and an opportunity for
governments to protect access to lifesaving medical tools in a pandemic.
Briefing document by Médecins Sans Frontières.
https://msfaccess.org/sites/default/files/2020-12/MSF-AC_COVID_IP_TRIPSWaiverMythsRealities_Dec
2020.pdf [accessed 18 May 2022]

MSF (2020B). India and South Africa proposal for WTO waiver from intellectual property protections for
COVID-19-related medical technologies. Briefing document by Médecins Sans Frontières.
https://msfaccess.org/sites/default/files/2020-11/COVID_Brief_WTO_WaiverProposal_ENG_v2_18Nov2
020.pdf [accessed 18 May 2022]

MSF (2020C). Overcoming intellectual property monopolies in the COVID-19 pandemic.
Briefing document by Médecins Sans Frontières.
https://msfaccess.org/sites/default/files/2020-07/MSF-AC_COVID-19_IP-monopolies_briefing-doc_July
2020.pdf [accessed 18 May 2022]

MSF (2020D). VOLUNTARY LICENSES AND ACCESS TO MEDICINES.
Technical Briefing Document by Médecins Sans Frontières.
https://msfaccess.org/sites/default/files/2020-10/IP_VoluntaryLicenses_full-brief_Oct2020_ENG.pdf [18
May 2022]

MSF (2021). Overcoming neglect: Finding ways to manage and control NTDs.
Report by Médecins Sans Frontières. Can be accessed at:
https://www.msf.org/overcoming-neglect-report-ntds [accessed 11 May 2022]

Nolen, Stephanie - Singh, Karan D. (2022). India Is Stalling the W.H.O.’s Efforts to Make Global Covid
Death Toll Public. The New York Times. April 16.
https://www.nytimes.com/2022/04/16/health/global-covid-deaths-who-india.html
[accessed 17 April 2022]

Oxfam (2022). PANDEMIC OF GREED: A wake-up call for vaccine equity at a grim milestone. Media
Briefing Document by Oxfam.
https://oi-files-d8-prod.s3.eu-west-2.amazonaws.com/s3fs-public/2022-03/Pandemic%20of%20greed-Oxf
am%20media%20briefing-March2022.pdf [accessed 18 May 2022]

Psaki, Jan (2021). Press Briefing by Press Secretary Jen Psaki, November 29, 2021. White House.
https://www.whitehouse.gov/briefing-room/press-briefings/2021/11/29/press-briefing-by-press-secretary-j
en-psaki-november-29-2021/ [accessed 25 April 2022]

25

https://www.statista.com/statistics/263102/pharmaceutical-market-worldwide-revenue-since-2001/
https://www.statista.com/statistics/263102/pharmaceutical-market-worldwide-revenue-since-2001/
https://msfaccess.org/sites/default/files/2020-12/MSF-AC_COVID_IP_TRIPSWaiverMythsRealities_Dec2020.pdf
https://msfaccess.org/sites/default/files/2020-12/MSF-AC_COVID_IP_TRIPSWaiverMythsRealities_Dec2020.pdf
https://msfaccess.org/sites/default/files/2020-11/COVID_Brief_WTO_WaiverProposal_ENG_v2_18Nov2020.pdf
https://msfaccess.org/sites/default/files/2020-11/COVID_Brief_WTO_WaiverProposal_ENG_v2_18Nov2020.pdf
https://msfaccess.org/sites/default/files/2020-07/MSF-AC_COVID-19_IP-monopolies_briefing-doc_July2020.pdf
https://msfaccess.org/sites/default/files/2020-07/MSF-AC_COVID-19_IP-monopolies_briefing-doc_July2020.pdf
https://msfaccess.org/sites/default/files/2020-10/IP_VoluntaryLicenses_full-brief_Oct2020_ENG.pdf
https://www.msf.org/overcoming-neglect-report-ntds
https://www.nytimes.com/2022/04/16/health/global-covid-deaths-who-india.html
https://oi-files-d8-prod.s3.eu-west-2.amazonaws.com/s3fs-public/2022-03/Pandemic%20of%20greed-Oxfam%20media%20briefing-March2022.pdf
https://oi-files-d8-prod.s3.eu-west-2.amazonaws.com/s3fs-public/2022-03/Pandemic%20of%20greed-Oxfam%20media%20briefing-March2022.pdf
https://www.whitehouse.gov/briefing-room/press-briefings/2021/11/29/press-briefing-by-press-secretary-jen-psaki-november-29-2021/
https://www.whitehouse.gov/briefing-room/press-briefings/2021/11/29/press-briefing-by-press-secretary-jen-psaki-november-29-2021/


Smile and Waive?

Ravelo, Jenny Lei (2021). Is COVAX part of the problem or the solution? Devex, 11 March.
https://www.devex.com/news/is-covax-part-of-the-problem-or-the-solution-99334 [accessed 19 May
2022]

Ritchie, Hannah - Mathieu, Edouard - Rodés-Guirao, Lucas - Appel, Cameron - Giattino, Charlie -
Ortiz-Ospina, Esteban - Hasell, Joe - Macdonald, Bobbie - Beltekia, Dianan - Roser, Max (2020). Share
of people who completed the initial COVID-19 vaccination protocol. Our World in Data.
https://ourworldindata.org/covid-vaccinations [updated 16 April 2022, accessed 25 April 2022]

Sampat, Bhaven N. - Shadlen, Kenneth C. (2017). Secondary pharmaceutical patenting: A global
perspective, Research Policy, Volume 46, Issue 3, Pages 693-707, ISSN 0048-7333,
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.respol.2017.01.005 [accessed 10 May 2022]

Santos, Raisa (2022). WHO Welcomes US Move to Share COVID-19 Technologies with C-TAP Patent
Pool. Health Policy Watch. 4 March.
https://healthpolicy-watch.news/us-covid-19-technologies-c-tap/ [accessed 18 May 2022]

Sampat, Bhaven N. - Shadlen, Kenneth C. (2017). Secondary pharmaceutical patenting: A global
perspective, Research Policy, Volume 46, Issue 3, Pages 693-707, ISSN 0048-7333,
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.respol.2017.01.005 [accessed 10 May 2022]

Solís Arce, Julio S. et al. (2021). COVID-19 vaccine acceptance and hesitancy in low- and middle-income
countries. Nature Medicine, 27, 1385–1394.
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41591-021-01454-y [accessed 25 April 2022]

't Hoen, Ellen - Berger, Jonathan - Calmy, Alexandra - Moon, Suerie (2011). Driving a decade of change:
HIV/AIDS, patents and access to medicines for all. Journal of the International AIDS Society, vol. 14,
issue 15.
https://doi.org/10.1186/1758-2652-14-15 [accessed 16 April 2022]

‘t Hoen, Ellen -  Boulet, Pascale (2021). The EU proposed Covid waivers of certain TRIPS rules are
mostly meaningless. Medicines Law & Policy. 14 October.
https://medicineslawandpolicy.org/2021/10/the-eu-proposed-covid-waivers-of-certain-trips-rules-are-most
ly-meaningless/ [accessed 10 May 2022]

Taylor, Adam (2021). Covax promised 2 billion vaccine doses to help the world’s neediest in 2021. It
won’t deliver even half that. The Washington Post. Dec 10.
http://www.washingtonpost.com/world/2021/12/10/covax-doses-delivered/
[accessed 20 April 2022]

The Economist (2022). The pandemic’s true death toll. The Economist.
https://www.economist.com/graphic-detail/coronavirus-excess-deaths-estimates [updated 14 April 2022,
accessed 16 April 2022]

26

https://www.devex.com/news/is-covax-part-of-the-problem-or-the-solution-99334
https://ourworldindata.org/covid-vaccinations
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.respol.2017.01.005
https://healthpolicy-watch.news/us-covid-19-technologies-c-tap/
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.respol.2017.01.005
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41591-021-01454-y
https://doi.org/10.1186/1758-2652-14-15
https://medicineslawandpolicy.org/2021/10/the-eu-proposed-covid-waivers-of-certain-trips-rules-are-mostly-meaningless/
https://medicineslawandpolicy.org/2021/10/the-eu-proposed-covid-waivers-of-certain-trips-rules-are-mostly-meaningless/
http://www.washingtonpost.com/world/2021/12/10/covax-doses-delivered/
https://www.economist.com/graphic-detail/coronavirus-excess-deaths-estimates


Smile and Waive?

TRIPS Council (2020A). Minutes of meeting - Held in the Centre William Rappard on 30 July 2020 -
Addendum.
WTO document: IP/C/M/95/Add.1

TRIPS Council (2020B). Minutes of meeting - Held in the Centre William Rappard on 15 - 16 October
and 10 December 2020 - Addendum.
WTO document: IP/C/M/96/Add.1

TRIPS Council (2020C). WAIVER FROM CERTAIN PROVISIONS OF THE TRIPS AGREEMENT FOR
THE PREVENTION,CONTAINMENT AND TREATMENT OF COVID-19.
2 October. WTO document: IP/C/W/669

TRIPS Council (2021A). Minutes of meeting - Held in the Centre William Rappard on 8, 9 and 29 June
2021 - Addendum.
WTO document: IP/C/M/100/Add.1

TRIPS Council (2021B). Minutes of meeting - Held in the Centre William Rappard on 13 - 14 October ;
5, 18 and 29 November ; and 16 December 2021 - Addendum.
WTO document: IP/C/M/103/Add.1

TRIPS Council (2021C). WAIVER FROM CERTAIN PROVISIONS OF THE TRIPS AGREEMENT FOR
THE PREVENTION,CONTAINMENT AND TREATMENT OF COVID-19 REVISED DECISION TEXT.
25 May. WTO document: IP/C/W/669/Rev.

TRIPS Council (2021D). URGENT TRADE POLICY RESPONSES TO THE COVID-19 CRISIS:
INTELLECTUAL PROPERTY.
4 June. WTO document: IP/C/W/680

UN (2016). THE UNITED NATIONS SECRETARY-GENERAL'S HIGH-LEVEL PANEL ON ACCESS TO
MEDICINES REPORT: PROMOTING INNOVATION AND ACCESS TO HEALTH TECHNOLOGIES.
Report by the High-level Panel on Access to Health Technologies.
https://static1.squarespace.com/static/562094dee4b0d00c1a3ef761/t/57d9c6ebf5e231b2f02cd3d4/147389
0031320/UNSG+HLP+Report+FINAL+12+Sept+2016.pdf [accessed 18 May 2022]

UNAIDS (2021). UNAIDS welcomes the first WHO COVID-19 Technology Access Pool licensing
agreement. UNAIDS. 24 November.
https://www.unaids.org/en/resources/presscentre/pressreleaseandstatementarchive/2021/november/202111
24_technology-access-pool [accessed 18 May 2022]

Vincent, Nicholas (2020). TRIP-ing Up: The Failure of TRIPS Article 31bis. Gonzaga Journal of
International Law.
https://ssrn.com/abstract=3778945 [accessed 18 May 2022]

27

https://static1.squarespace.com/static/562094dee4b0d00c1a3ef761/t/57d9c6ebf5e231b2f02cd3d4/1473890031320/UNSG+HLP+Report+FINAL+12+Sept+2016.pdf
https://static1.squarespace.com/static/562094dee4b0d00c1a3ef761/t/57d9c6ebf5e231b2f02cd3d4/1473890031320/UNSG+HLP+Report+FINAL+12+Sept+2016.pdf
https://www.unaids.org/en/resources/presscentre/pressreleaseandstatementarchive/2021/november/20211124_technology-access-pool
https://www.unaids.org/en/resources/presscentre/pressreleaseandstatementarchive/2021/november/20211124_technology-access-pool
https://ssrn.com/abstract=3778945


Smile and Waive?

Wade,  Robert H. (2003). What strategies are viable for developing countries today? The World Trade
Organization and the shrinking of ‘development space’. Review of International Political Economy, Vol
10, Issue 4, pp. 621-644,
DOI: 10.1080/09692290310001601902

Wallerstein, Immanuel (2004). World-Systems Analysis: An Introduction. 1st edition. 4th printing.
Durham and London: Duke University Press.

Waltz, Kenneth (1979). Theory of International Politics. 1st edition. Reading: Addison-Wesley Publishing
Company.

Wang, H. - Paulson, K. - Pease, S. - Watson, S. - Comfort, H. - Zheng, P. et al. (2022). Estimating excess
mortality due to the COVID-19 pandemic: a systematic analysis of COVID-19-related mortality,
2020–21. The Lancet, Vol 399, Issue 10334, pp. 1513-1536.
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0140-6736(21)02796-3 [accessed 20 April 2022]

WTO (n.d. A). WHAT WE STAND FOR. WTO.
https://www.wto.org/english/thewto_e/whatis_e/what_stand_for_e.htm [accessed 10 May 2022]

WTO (n.d. B). UNDERSTANDING THE WTO: SETTLING DISPUTES. WTO.
https://www.wto.org/english/thewto_e/whatis_e/tif_e/disp1_e.htm [accessed 8 May 2022]

Yang, Ye - Zhang, Qingpeng - Wei, Xuan - Cao, Zhidong - Yuan, Hsiang-Yu -  Zeng, Daniel Dajun (2022)
Equitable access to COVID-19 vaccines makes a life-saving difference to all countries. Nature Human
Behavior, Vol 6, pp. 207–216.
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41562-022-01289-8 [accessed 17 May 2022]

Figures:

Figure 1
Ritchie, Hannah - Mathieu, Edouard - Rodés-Guirao, Lucas - Appel, Cameron - Giattino, Charlie -
Ortiz-Ospina, Esteban - Hasell, Joe - Macdonald, Bobbie - Beltekia, Dianan - Roser, Max (2020).
Cumulative confirmed COVID-19 deaths per million people. Our World in Data.
https://ourworldindata.org/explorers/coronavirus-data-explorer?zoomToSelection=true&time=2020-03-01
..latest&facet=none&uniformYAxis=0&pickerSort=desc&pickerMetric=population&Metric=Confirmed+
deaths&Interval=Cumulative&Relative+to+Population=true&Color+by+test+positivity=false&country=
High+income~Low+income~Lower+middle+income~Upper+middle+income
[updated and accessed 16 April 2022]

Figure 2
Gill, Indermit - Schellekens, Philip (2021, May 27). COVID-19 is a developing country pandemic.
Brookings.
https://www.brookings.edu/blog/future-development/2021/05/27/covid-19-is-a-developing-country-pande
mic/ [accessed 16 April 2022]

28

https://doi.org/10.1016/S0140-6736(21)02796-3
https://www.wto.org/english/thewto_e/whatis_e/what_stand_for_e.htm
https://www.wto.org/english/thewto_e/whatis_e/tif_e/disp1_e.htm
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41562-022-01289-8
https://ourworldindata.org/explorers/coronavirus-data-explorer?zoomToSelection=true&time=2020-03-01..latest&facet=none&uniformYAxis=0&pickerSort=desc&pickerMetric=population&Metric=Confirmed+deaths&Interval=Cumulative&Relative+to+Population=true&Color+by+test+positivity=false&country=High+income~Low+income~Lower+middle+income~Upper+middle+income
https://ourworldindata.org/explorers/coronavirus-data-explorer?zoomToSelection=true&time=2020-03-01..latest&facet=none&uniformYAxis=0&pickerSort=desc&pickerMetric=population&Metric=Confirmed+deaths&Interval=Cumulative&Relative+to+Population=true&Color+by+test+positivity=false&country=High+income~Low+income~Lower+middle+income~Upper+middle+income
https://ourworldindata.org/explorers/coronavirus-data-explorer?zoomToSelection=true&time=2020-03-01..latest&facet=none&uniformYAxis=0&pickerSort=desc&pickerMetric=population&Metric=Confirmed+deaths&Interval=Cumulative&Relative+to+Population=true&Color+by+test+positivity=false&country=High+income~Low+income~Lower+middle+income~Upper+middle+income
https://ourworldindata.org/explorers/coronavirus-data-explorer?zoomToSelection=true&time=2020-03-01..latest&facet=none&uniformYAxis=0&pickerSort=desc&pickerMetric=population&Metric=Confirmed+deaths&Interval=Cumulative&Relative+to+Population=true&Color+by+test+positivity=false&country=High+income~Low+income~Lower+middle+income~Upper+middle+income
https://www.brookings.edu/blog/future-development/2021/05/27/covid-19-is-a-developing-country-pandemic/
https://www.brookings.edu/blog/future-development/2021/05/27/covid-19-is-a-developing-country-pandemic/


Smile and Waive?

Figure 3
Gill, Indermit - Schellekens, Philip (2021, May 27). COVID-19 is a developing country pandemic.
Brookings.
https://www.brookings.edu/blog/future-development/2021/05/27/covid-19-is-a-developing-country-pande
mic/ [accessed 16 April 2022]

Figure 4
Screenshot taken on WTO’s Documents Online online database. The specific documents (IP/C/M) are
available and were found in the following section:
Council for Trade-Related Aspects of Intellectual Property Rights →
Technical and Administrative Information →
Administrative Information →
General (IP/C) →
Minutes (IP/C/M)
https://docs.wto.org/dol2fe/Pages/FE_Browse/FE_B_009.aspx?TopLevel=4482 [accessed 13 May 2022]
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