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Indonesia was the host of the big multinational forum called ministerial
meeting which is supervised by WTO. Agriculture agreement is one of big
achievement of international trade after the 12 years of failure. WTO already publish
peace clause policy to be implemented for four years that bring develop country
cannot interrupt what will developing country do in their agriculture subsidy policy,
but in return in 2017 if there is no permanent solution, subsidy will be prohibited.
Therefore this paper will analyze decisions that have been taken by Indonesia in the
meeting and what actually face by Indonesia government, what is the challenges and

how about the impact to Indonesia’s agriculture sector, it will give benefit or not.
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INDTRODUCTION

International Trade in the currently is having a dramatic growth for the last
few decade. This condition can be seen by viewing the negotiation that based in the
mutual benefit or trade. There are institutions that providing the run of international
trade regionally and internationally. The only international institution that controls
the run of international trade is World Trade Organization (WTOQO), for almost 21



years WTO intervening world trade system. In the past 12 years the condition for
WTO is quite different, lot of political leaders, people, Non-Governmental
organization, lost his trust with the promises that has been said by WTO in the early
establishment. Lot of people thinks that WTO is fail to give a fair trade for prosperity
for people. That condition contributed substantially to the failure of the September
2003 Trade Ministerial Meeting in Cancun to reach agreement on how to proceed
with the DDA (Doha Development Agenda). After that for 12 years DDA agreement
never reach it agreement and make WTO lost it credibility, that condition is caused
by : the framework discrepancy that will discuss, rejection from some state to some
agendas that did not meet their interest, moreover opinion about how domestic
support on the agriculture agreement is run that caused a split opinion between
develop and developing state, it is become a prove that the agreement in the

agriculture sector is have a serious impact to international trade.

It is known that when talking about food it talks about billions of people and
millions of people who suffer and were dead caused by the lack of food. Moreover,
the majority of the farmers especially in the developing countries still live below the
poverty line. Agriculture is always be the old issue that always effecting the
agreement in the ministerial meeting. As always developing states is concerning on
the importance of domestic support concerning on it farmer condition that not ready
yet to compete globally but in the other hand develop state is think that it can distort
international market. In the WTO the implementation of domestic support is already
stated in the basis of agriculture agreement called Agreement on Agriculture, in the
agreement stated that develop state can give domestic support is about 5% from total

national output and developing state is 10%.

Even lot of protester around the world demanding to stop WTO agenda but
still the spirit of countries to make a fair trade especially in the agriculture sector

never breakdown. In order to continue its struggle to liberalize agriculture sector



through the basis of DDA (Doha Development Agenda), agriculture sector is always
brought to the ministerial meeting agenda. This condition is paid off, where finally

there is an agreement that reach by countries called Bali Package.

Bali Package is an agreement that has been done it Nusa Dua, Bali. The
meeting was held in Bali started the 3" of December 2013 and was planned to finish
on 6™ December 2013. It bring three agreement that has been reach : The first is
about Trade Facilitation which is generally talking about reaffirming and recalling
the principle in Doha round about tariff and non-tariff barrier reduction and also
transparency in multilateral trade. The Second is about Agriculture as well as cotton
production which are important for developing also least developed countries. Than
the is third talking about the Least Developed Country development issue which will
help least developed country to make them easier to export their products to

developed country.

In the Bali package forum, it was not absolutely running smoothly just like the
other WTO ministerial meetings before and almost ended up with another failure.
This forum needed to postpone for several days due to issues of food security
proposed by India. India and the other developing countries had a different
perspective from develop countries especially United States with its industrial interest
about how much subsidy should be given. India with other 32 countries which had a
demand to increase total subsidy for farmer from 10% according to Agreement on
Agriculture (AoA) of WTO become 15% permanently without any exception and the
it is rejected by 2/3 of WTO member like what Indonesia is predicted. United States
and other developed states were reducing their demands by giving permission for
developing countries to give 15% for only 4 years. Here other G33 member states
including Indonesia agreed with the offer of developed countries, but only India still
insisted with its decision. In the last minute, India tense finally reduced and agreed to

a four-year peace clause, meaning that they would not challenge India's food security



measures before December 2017. In return, India has vowed to ensure that its
policies.

Condition in the Bali meeting is clearly showing that Indonesia is supporting
the run of agriculture liberalization. Actually since it membership in the WTO and it
Agreement on Agriculture. Indonesia becomes dependent on agricultural import from
other countries. There are several products that are still imported such as rice, corn,
meat, chicken, salt, milk, onion and there are other products which are easily
produced in Indonesia. Since Indonesia ratified and joined WTO to liberate its
agricultural sectors, it caused a significant increment in agricultural sector import
followed by significant decreasing of food subsidy in some commodities that led to a
decreasing on farmer’s revenue in the country. Even though, Indonesia is known as
an agriculture country because of it majority of people is work as farmer, majority of
it land is so fertile, but unfortunately they live below poverty line. Since Agreement
on Agriculture Indonesia is already a market target from develop state in with is big
population is become a big market for them. It is sign by the huge import of
agriculture product to Indonesia. So, decision that has been made by Indonesia in the
meeting is opposite with current condition of Indonesia agriculture sector. Lot of
Indonesia people are only traditional and small farmers, and they are depending on it
for their livelihoods. So, by ratifying the treaty it is like as selling it farmers into

world market mechanism.
THEORY
World Capitalism /structuralism

World Capitalist System Theory / Structuralisms is world systems theory that
view the prospects and conditions of country development is fundamentally shaped
by economic processes and patterns of relationships between countries on a world

scale. This theory emphasizes that it is futile to analyze or to form development by



focusing on the level of individual country where every state is rooted in a world
system. The world system is basically started from the sixteent century, where only
located in part of the world, namely Europe and America that later extend over time
that spans the whole world became the world economy and will always be the
capitalist economy world. According to Immanuel Wallerstein world system is
"world economy" which is integrated by the market, not by politics, where two or
more regions are interdependent to fulfill their need such as food, oil, and protection
and or two or more policies that compete to dominate without the emergence of a

single center forever.

Immanuel Wallerstein Such a world economy-of which capitalism from the
sixteenth century to the present has been (according to Wallerstein) the only long-
lasting historical instance-is based upon a geographically differentiated division of
labor, featuring three main zones which is divides the world capitalist economy: the
Periphery area, Semi-periphery area, and the Core area.

Simply put, these three areas can be distinguished by the dominance in the
area. Core is independent countries that dominate other countries. Semi peripheries
are among the countries that are dominated by one (or more) countries, but these
countries also dominate some other countries. Meanwhile, the Periphery is among the
countries that are dominated by other countries without dominating other countries.
Some traits are the indicators of a country categorized as the Periphery countries such
as: having cheap labor, exporting raw materials, and producing agricultural products.
The central government in this country is weak or controlled by other countries. Then
characteristics of Semi-periphery countries such as: having an advanced economy and
diverse, but not dominant in international trade. Semi-periphery countries on the one
hand to fend off political pressure, especially in the Periphery on the other side
against the Core countries so as to prevent a split. Meanwhile, the characteristics of

Core countries are such as: Being active in promoting the accumulation of capital



internally through tax policy, purchasing power of the government, sponsoring
research and development, financing the construction of infrastructure, and
prioritizing social order to minimize the demands. Core countries also promote the
accumulation of capital in the world economy. Core countries have the political

power, economic and military to push the exchange rate that is not balanced.
Analyzing Indonesia Position in WTO System

There are two position that we can see with the condition of Indonesia in the
meeting first is as a mandate of developing countries who joined the group G-33 with
their proposal of public stock holding for food security, where issue of agriculture is
very sensitive and very importance for the most of developing country, not exception
for Indonesia national development. Indonesia majority of employment is in the
agriculture sector held by 35 percent, or 39.7 million people. Unfortunately the
performance of Indonesia’s agriculture sector is not exactly good. It can be seen from
the contribution of agriculture to GDP in the period 2004-2012 Indonesia's Gross
Domestic Product (GDP) on average by 14 percent. The magnitude of this
contribution is the third largest after the Manufacturing sector (27%) and trade, hotels
and restaurants (15%). It should be indicator for Indonesia in determining it
agriculture policy, especially food crops. As an example of the performance of food
crops sector from 2004 to 2012 decreased from 50% to 48% of this decrease also
occurred in other subsector as plantation. Another problem occurred when a whole
total of Indonesia farmer household is decreasing significantly about 16 percent since
agriculture census in 2003 until 2013, from 31.232,18 become 26.135,47. Moreover,
farmers that have land below 5ha which also categorize as peasant is 14.622.396 or
almost half of total famer household. But ironically the land owner above 10ha is
increase significantly especially owner that have land more than 30ha that of course it
is owned by huge company. There are a gap between farmer and peasant in

Indonesia, big company who has a large farming field is increasing but still the



peasant is still the biggest contribution in Indonesia farmer household. So, that is why
Indonesia should be think rationally about it domestic condition before think to make

a decision.

Second, position that face by Indonesia is act as the actor who need to be
neutral that be a connector between develop country and developing country because
as we know Indonesia is act as a host country, so it will be hard to be in one side of
party. But sovereignty should be not as a bargaining tool, act as a host country and
led the ministerial meeting Indonesia actually can drive the run of the meeting based
on the developing country interest. But in the last minute Indonesia is became
pragmatist by choose to agree the WTO agreement, especially about food
stockholding agreement. Just like trade ministry at that time ‘“after did long
negotiation. We ministry of WTO agreed to give a flexibility for developing country
to implemented food stockholding program” said trade ministry at that time, Gita

Wirjawan.

If Indonesia as the head of G-33 and also host country of 9" WTO ministerial
meeting did not agree the proposal, so it is not possible the deadlock of Doha
Development Agenda remain continue, but in other side food security and
sovereignty in Indonesia will guarantee. Indonesia position rather to agree and
priorities the succeed of Bali conference is because the long term option that
Indonesia still want to continue its role in world capitalism as a semi-periphery
country and seems slowly want to show it credibility become periphery country in
world economy through the development of industrial sector rather than agriculture
sector. Because one issue of agriculture remains in deadlock its mean another issue
such as Trade Facilitation (TF), and Least Developed Countries (LDCs) is also
cancelled. Indonesia seems tempted about the concept of Trade Facilitation (TF), and
also market access. As we know that Indonesia is still have a problem in determining

market for it processed goods or raw goods that caused by the small market access



that had by Indonesia. It give disadvantage for Indonesia product because cannot
enter the chance to compete in foreign market caused by the lot of barriers need to
face. As we know that world system nowadays is already taken by the system of
world capitalism in every aspect that cased the interdependency between countries so
nowadays it is hard for one country to stand by him. It also a reason why Indonesia
agreed Bali package, even the Indonesia food security and sovereignty still guarantee
for developing country because they are allowed to give agriculture subsidy but the

problem is only for 2017.

Decision that had been taken by Indonesia is by changing its position is
because here Indonesia is already dependence and believe in capitalism world where
WTO is international trade organization who support world capitalism through trade
by supporting the free flow of goods and services which also need a support of
members to achieve its goals. Here Indonesia do not want to lose it power and
influence in international politic as well as international economic, where for 10 years
in the Susilo Bambang Yudhoyono administration Indonesia is very active in
international level. With it proposal of held the ministerial meeting in the Bali it is
also show that Indonesia is one of country that always active to support world

development.

Understanding further position of Indonesia, in the capitalism world Indonesia
is categorized as periphery country. This can be seen by the current condition of
Indonesia where it still easily pressured by Core country. Periphery country have a
weak government which is fragile with political and economic pressure by foreign
country especially core country and that category is matched with the Indonesia
current condition. If we see from Indonesia export development it can categorize as
Semi-Periphery country but it still far from the early development as semi-periphery
country. If we see form the export side the commodity is started to exporting good

processed rather than raw goods. But still the major export commodity is still



dominated by the raw goods. Even though Indonesia is still categorized as a
Periphery country but there is an ambition to be a Periphery country seen from the
export that has been done by Indonesia, and also seen by the condition of Indonesia
agriculture which is seem to be declining. Therefore, Indonesia that is why Indonesia
cannot just release the offer from developed state where Indonesia very needed other
Bali agreement such as trade facilitation that will help local industries to find it
foreign market where Indonesia is in the era of industrialization but still have a
problem in exporting it product because of the non-tarrif barrier that implemented by

another countries.
The Impact of the Loss of Government Subsidies to Domestic Agriculture Sector

Based on Indonesia’s agriculture policy, Indonesia give three subsidy such as,
fertilizer subsidy, seed subsidy, and rice price subsidy. Subsidy policy that has been
given by Indonesia government is very needed for Indonesia food security. Providing
subsidies for fertilizer and seed it is necessary to support national food security by the
6 right principles which are: type, quantity, price, place, time, and quality. So it can
help farmers to get fertilizers at affordable prices that in the future hopefully able to
increase farmers' income, guarantee a stable selling price is also very important for
farmers because of the nature conditions and fluctuations in agricultural price.

Therefore, farmer does not suffer any loss from that.

But here need to underline that Indonesia agriculture subsidies are still very
weak where a further study is needed to make a comprehensive policy, so there will
be no miss in subsidy distribution. Therefore, agriculture subsidy distribution will be
right and maximum. Even there are still various obstacles that face in the subsidy
distribution but it should not be removed because Indonesia farmer still need that.
Especially for the rice price stabilization price, after the messy condition in the seed
and fertilizer subsidy farmer need a stable selling price so there are not got any loss.

Subsidy distribution is need by developing country because agriculture is the main



economic sector and very sensitive that concerning several of party. Even super
power state such as United States which rapidly spread the ideology of liberalization

also give an agriculture subsidy so they can be competitive when facing global.

For example if there is no any fertilizer subsidy the worse scenario is farmer
will use a chemical fertilizer that very bad in the long term use. But if farmer still
forced by government to using a non-subsidy organic fertilizer they will lose compete
with imported product. Price stability and on time harvesting time is actually what
farmer needed, so that is actually what government should concerning about. Beside
that the development of agricultural technology, infrastructure also need to be
concern because it will supported the farmer productivity. Now Indonesia is not ready
to do full agriculture liberalization and if it is forced to follow market scheme so it is
possible there will be a huge decreasing in total farmer in Indonesia, agricultural land
also the productivity itself which is in the future that will caused a scarcity of food
and the increasing of food price later in the future government doesn’t have a choice

to open import door as big as possible to fulfill national demand.

So, in order to minimize future impact of the subsidy elimination Indonesia
government has homework in order to protect its agricultural market. This becomes
homework for the next presidential administration that is Jokowi administration to
develop Indonesia agriculture sector. In order to be a Semi-Periphery country it does
not mean that state needs to marginalize agriculture sector mirrored from India
condition. India is Semi-Periphery country but its agriculture is the main issue for the

government concern.

In order to be Semi-Periphery country, Indonesia need to do import
substitution using Immanuel Wallerstein. Based on the world system theory a state is
not just supporting actor in international relation, but it has major role in state
development through becoming a facilitator for their domestic market. So the policy

impact after the agreement has been implemented is in the 2014 in the Joko Widodo



administration government released the program called “NAWACITA” which
becomes a priority agenda for Joko widodo administration. Agriculture is one of the

important thing in the Joko Widodo administration.

There are strategies done by Indonesia government after the implementation of Bali
package peace clause. The strategy is in order to prepare domestic agriculture sector
to be strengthened before meeting deadline of peace clause. There are three strategies
that has been done by Indonesia government based on the “NAWACITA” or Joko
Widodo agenda in order to develop Indonesia, in agriculture sector to make food

sovereignty.

First, strategy is by implementing import substitution and stop the import
surge of agriculture commaodities that make loss of domestic market. Then, second
strategy is by implementing the strategy of investment. Joko Widodo believes that
with investment, it can accelerate the development of national economic, especially
agriculture sector. The third is through strengthening domestic agriculture sector and
in this case through huge domestic support distributed to the farmer. The amount of
the distribution is huge rather than in the Susilo Bambang Yudhoyono era and the
amount is larger than the amount of energy subsidy. However, this is the first time
that Indonesia ever gives a huge subsidy to agriculture sector. This is indicating that

Indonesia tries to be Semi-Periphery country and tries to achieve its food sovereignty.

One of the impacts after the implementation of Bali package is to the
Indonesia agriculture policy. In 2014 Bali package is implemented by WTO general
council and in Indonesia there is a new presidential inauguration. The new president
Joko Widodo has a big homework in order to protect domestic agriculture from the
Threat of peace clause. Agenda promised by Joko Widodo administration clearly
gives the intention of lifting up classes from Periphery country become Semi-
Periphery country.



CONCLUSION

Indonesia position shifting in the negotiations is caused by several factors
firstly is, at the meeting Indonesia have a two work as a host country who led the run
of the meeting and also a leader of G-33 country who insisted about their public
stockholding for food security proposal. Moreover with the pressure of international
community give Indonesia a big responsibility to succeed 9" WTO ministerial

meeting to end up WTO 12 years of failure.

Second is, it’s been a long time Indonesia already entering the world of
capitalism where interdependence is a thing that cannot be avoid. According to the
theory of capitalism Indonesia can categorize still as a Periphery country where the
government is still weak by the political and economic force by another country
especially from the core country, have cheap labor, export raw materials, and
producing agricultural products. Another category is from the export-import
condition, Periphery countries tend to export agriculture or raw goods. According to
this position Indonesia is still dependence with another countries especially United
State. So that is why in the last minute Indonesia tend to shift it position. More over
even Indonesia is suitable when categorize as Periphery country but Indonesia
position tend to increase into Semi-Periphery country because slowly but sure
Indonesia started to export producers goods such as Electricity, Cloth, Footwear and
more. As we know in that Bali package not only conation about agriculture sector
but also a trade facilitation and also easiness for LDC to gain market and export their
product. This is another reason why Indonesia tend to shift it position as we know
Indonesia is also an exporter who need a market and also need a trade facilitation

which will support it product.

There are only two options in for Indonesia to get advantage from the meeting for it
food security. First is Indonesia at least for these 4 years should be give subsidy as

much as possible and giving aid to agriculture technology, knowledge, infrastructure,



and human resources. And second is while Indonesia fixing it domestic agriculture
sector Indonesia need to gain a bargaining power in the next 2017 by having a
multilateral negotiation with countries that has same objective with Indonesia.
Because in the Bali, Indonesia already get it objective by succeeding the run of the
meeting and also done delaying the permanent solution of agriculture agreement,
therefore in the next meeting Indonesia should be the one who find and promoting a

solution toward agriculture agreement.

If Indonesia does not doing that, it is not possible there will be a catastrophic
in Indonesia’s agriculture sector. Now Indonesia agriculture sector is in the worst
condition it is compounded with international condition that force an idea of
liberalization that will force domestic market compete with international market
because of the basis of capitalism system is rivalry whether they are ready or not.

Threat of harming Indonesia’s food security and sovereignty is certainty.



LIST OF REFERENCE

Jalan Perubahan Untuk Indonesia Yang Berdaulat, Mandiri dan Berkepribadian.
(2014). Jakarta.

Aan. (2013). KTM ke-9 Ditutup, WTO Sepakati Paket Bali. Retrieved from Politik
Indonesia:
http://www.politikindonesia.com/m/index.php?ctn=1&k=politik&i=51028

Adolf, H. (1998). Hukum Ekonomi Internasional. Jakarta: Rajawali Grafindo.
Anderson, K. (n.d.). Agriculture, Trade Reform and the Doha Agenda.

Arianti, F. (2014, August 12). Sensus BPS: Penduduk Miskin Rl Sebagian Besar
Petani. Retrieved from Liputan 6:
http://bisnis.liputan6.com/read/2089809/sensus-bps-penduduk-miskin-ri-
sebagian-besar-petani

Arianti, F. (2015, February 13). Pertama Kalinya, Subsidi Pertanian Lebih Besar
dari Subsidi BBM. Retrieved from Liputan6.com:
http://bisnis.liputan6.com/read/2175316/pertama-kalinya-subsidi-pertanian-
lebih-besar-dari-subsidi-bbm,

Aziz, F. (2003). Memperindag Mengeluarkan Peraturan Baru Tentang Pengadaan
dan Penyaluran Pupuk Bersubsidi. Retrieved from Kemenperin:
www.kemenperin.go.id/artikel/591/Memperindag-mengeluarkan-peraturan-
baru-tentang-pengadaan-dan-penyaluran-pupuk-bersubsidi.

Badan Perencanaan Pembangunan Nasional. (2011). Laporan Kajian Strategis
Kebijakan Subsidi Pertanian yang Efektif, Efisien dan Berkeadilan. Jakarta:
Badan Perencanaan Pembangunan Nasional.

Berutu, J. (2015). Keputusan India Menyetujui Kebijakan Subsidi in The Bali
Package. eJournal IImu Hubungan Internasional, Volume 3.

Budiman, A. (1995). Teori Pembangunan Dunia Ketiga. Jakarta: PT Gramedia
Pustaka Utama.



Dee, M. (2013). The 9th WTO Ministerial Conference: A Victory for the WTO but
What Next? GREEN Working Paper Series, No. 45.

Directorate Food And Agriculture/ Ministry Of National Development Planning/
Body Of National Development Planning. (2014). Analysis of Household,
Land and Agriculture Business : Agriculture Cencus 2013. Jakarta: Ministry
of National Development Planning.

European Commission. (2013). Ninth WTO Ministerial Conference (Bali, Indonesia,
3-6 December 2013). European Commission.

Fardaniah, R. (2015). Ini Penyebab Kelangkaan Pupuk. Retrieved from antaranews:
www.antaranews.com/berita/48775/ini-penyebab-kelangkaan.pupuk.htm,

Fernandez, N. (2016, March 02). Kesejahteraan Petani: Benang Kusut Subsidi
Pupuk. Retrieved from Bisnis:
http://industri.bisnis.com/read/20160302/99/524351/kesejahteraan-petani-
benang-kusut-subsidi-pupuk,

Food and Agriculture Organization. (2013). G-33 Proposal : Early Agreement on
Element of the Draft Doha Accord to Adress Food Security. Food and
Agriculture Organization .

Gera, I. (2014). Presiden Jokowi: Swasembada Pangan, Salah satu Cara Tekan
Impor. Retrieved from Voa Indonesia: http://
www.voaindonesia.com/a/Presiden-Jokowi-Swasembada-Pangan-Salah-Satu-
Cara-Tekan-Impor/2563965.htmi

Gilbert R, W. (2005). The Evolution of the Global Trade Regime. In J. Ravenhill,
Global Political Economy. New York: Oxford University Press.

Hasibuan, A. I. (2015). Post Food Policy Ratification of the Agreement. Jurnal
Kajian Politik dan Masalah Pembangunan.

Hiscox, M. J. (2005). The Domestic Source of Foreign Economic Policies. In J.
Ravenhill, Global Political Economy. New York: Oxford University Press.

Indonesia  Government. (n.d.). Geografi Indonesia :. Retrieved from
www.Indonesia.go.id: http://www.indonesia.go.id/

Jajeli, R. (2016, July 16). Jokowi Ajak Pengusaha Investasi di Sektor Pertanian
Hingga Infrastruktur. Retrieved from Detik.com:
http://finance.detik.com/read/2016/07/16/003755/3254603/4/jokowi-ajak-
pengusaha-investasi-di-sektor-pertanian-hingga-infrastruktur



Jefriando, M. (2016, August 5). Bertemu Presiden Ukraina, Jokowi Bicara Soal
Perdagangan. Retrieved from Detik.com:
http://finance.detik.com/read/2016/08/05/193058/3269565/4/bertemu-
presiden-ukraina-jokowi-bicara-soal-perdagangan-hingga-pertanian

Kementrian Pertanian. (2015). Rencana Strategis Kementrian Pertaniah Tahun 2015-
2019. Jakarta: Kementrian Pertanian.

Larry, E. (2014, November 13). India Stirkes Deal With US Over Food, Breathing
New Life Into Doha Trade Talks. Retrieved from The Guardian:
http://www.theguardian.com/business/2014/nov/13/wto-food-security-us-
india-trade-talks-doha-round.

Leli, Y. (n.d.). Sosiologi dan Antropologi Pembangunan.

Likolo, E. M. (2010). From the Cancun Mexico 2003 to Conference to Stocktaking
2010 Meeting : A Long Agricultural Negotiation Batte of the Developing
Countries.

Listiyarin, T. (2015). Rl Masih Butuh Subsidi Pertanian, Cukup Ubah Skemanya.
Retrieved from Berita satu: http://www.beritasatu.com/ekonomi/334065-ri-
masih-butuh-subsidi-pertanian-cukup-ubah-skemanya.html

Malian, A. H. (n.d.). Kebijakan Perdagangan Internasional Komoditas Pertanian
Indonesia.

Marbu, J. (2013). KTM WTO Hasilkan Paket Bali Negara Berkembang Diberi
Fasilitas. Retrieved from Republica:
http://www.republika.co.id/berita/ekonomi/bisnis-global/13/12/07/mxfk6i-
ktm-wto-hasilkan-paket-bali-negara-berkembang-diberi-fasilitas

Ministry of Indonesia. (2015). Strategic Plan of Agriculture Ministry. Jakarta.

Muliarta. (2013, December 7). WTO Capai Kesepakatan Perdagangan Global di
Bali. Retrieved from Voa Indonesia:
http://www.voaindonesia.com/content/wto-capai-kesepakatan-perdagangan-
global/1805665.html

Paige, M. (2013, December 6). Why The WTO Agreement in Bali has Finally Helped
Developing Countries. : Retrieved from The Guardian:
http://www.theguardian.com/global-development/poverty-
matters/2013/dec/06/wto-agreement-bali-helped-developing-countries-india

Pranolo, T. (2000). Pembangunan Pertanian dan Liberalisasi Perdagangan.
Kompernas X1l Perhepi.



Skocpol, T. (1977). Wallerstein's World Capitalist System : A Theorytical and
Historical Critique. American Journal of Sociology.

Statistic Center Body. (n.d.). Glossary : Badan Pusat Statistik. Retrieved from
www.bps.go.id:
http://www.bps.go.id/index.php/istilah/index?Istilah[katacarian]=pertanian&y
t0=Shows

Sukmawijaya, A. (2014). Jokowi Fokuskan Anggaran 2015 Pada Dua Sektor.
Retrieved from Tempo:
https://m.tempo.co/amphtml/read/news/2014/12/24/090630787/jokowi-
fokuskan-anggaran-2015-pada-dua-sektor,

Susilo, M. E. (n.d.). Liberalisasi Pertanian dan Kemiskinan di Indonesia. Retrieved
from www.Kompasiana.com:
http://www.kompasiana.com/markus.simanjuntak/liberalisasi-pertanian-dan-
kemiskinan-di-indonesia_55108a2b8133118e33bc6aec,

Utama, M. N. (2010). Persetujuan Bidang Pertanian WTO dan Pementukan
Kelompok G-33. Jakarta: Fisip Universtias Indonesia.

Wilkinson, R., Hannah, E., & Scott, J. (2014). The WTO in Bali : What MC9 Means
for The Doha Development Agenda and Why it Matters. Third World
Quaterly.

World Trade Organization. (2013). Briefing Note : Agriculture Negotiations - The
Bid to "Harvest® Some "Low Hanging Fruit". Retrieved from WTO:
https://www.wto.org/english/thewto_e/minist_e/mc9_e/brief_agneg_e.htm#ge
neralservices

World Trade Organization. (2014). Annual Report 2014. Ganeve: WTO Information
and External Relations Divisions.

World Trade Organization. (2015). Understanding WTO . Ganeva: WTO Information
and External Relations Divisions.

World Trade Organization. (n.d.). The Doha Round Texts - Introduction. Retrieved
from WWW.Wt0.0rg: WWW.Wt0.0rg:
https://www.wto.org/english/tratop_e/dda_e/texts_intro_e.htm

World Trade Organization. (n.d.). The Uruguay Round. Retrieved from
WWW.Wt0.0rg: WWW.Wt0.0rg:
https://www.wto.org/english/thewto_e/whatis_e/tif e/fact5_e.htm



Zaki, M. R. (2014). Analisis Diplomatik Tim Satgas G-33 Dalam Memperjuangkan
Public Stockholding. Yogyakarta: Universitas Gadjah Mada.



