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United States 

The following constitutes a synthesis of our preliminary position, not segregated into discrete questions and answers, but organized under the four substantive topics, which we feel more accurately reflects the difficult trade-offs and Aristotelian balancing our country necessarily must make.

Financing

As the founder and main sponsor currently, the United States supports the Global Fund.  Surely, it represents international social coordination at its finest.  In addition to our own commitment, we strongly encourage contributions by countries other than the U.S. that will enhance the efficacy of the Fund.  We feel that all nations have a social obligation to humanity to support this global effort to combat the AIDS epidemic.

As one of the world’s most technologically advanced and financially sound countries, we feel our leadership role in this and other areas is both appropriate and necessary.  However, leadership does not equate to financial, moral, or legal liability.  We are not in the business of solving the world’s problems; we can facilitate collective action and problem resolution, but will not carry the weight of the world on our own shoulders.  

To this end, we oppose approaches that seek to finance this multi-lateral effort via an international Carbon Tax, or through the so-called “Tobin Tax”.  These positions violate our national autonomy, duplicate the progress achieved through past environmental agreements, dissuade international commerce and travel, and appear generally theoretically inefficient and unnecessary.  Additionally, formulae based on GDP appear similarly inappropriate, inflexible, and unfair.  Plausible alternatives exist, and must balance both our own strategic, financial, political, and historical importance, our national autonomy to determine appropriate contribution levels, and international need.  

While we remain open to creative and innovative proposals, accountability should mark any approach that determines future capital contributions.  Given that benefits will predominantly adhering to developing nations, while costs will attach to affluent and generous benefactors, we expect our approval to be conditioned on compliance with basic programmatic prerequisites.  Analogous to an investor-firm relationship, this structure ensures appropriate returns for what will almost certainly constitute significant investment.

Targeting

Somewhat disturbing is the recent trend in AIDS incidence toward women, minorities, and impoverished communities, both within our own country, as well as internationally.  Our concern is therefore not limited to a general sympathy toward the many sub-Saharan and other developing or underdeveloped countries that acutely face this problem.  Rather, we support the UN position of the importance of techniques specifically targeted to empowering women, strengthening the relationship between mothers and babies, and preventing spread of disease between mother and child.

Program Area

First, the US strongly supports continuing research and development efforts that focus on drug therapy.  Substantial progress has been made within the last ten years, as anti-retroviral drugs now exist to prolong the lives of affected individuals.  Searching for a “cure” nevertheless remains a top priority, and we feel the need to devote significant resources to this end, even to the exclusion of other research efforts into, for instance, malaria and TB.  Complimenting this emphasis, retention of private market mechanisms both to provide effective incentives and to facilitate purchase of treatments should remain the lynchpin of any programmatic strategy.

We also support efforts to increase education (e.g., safety and health practices) and prevention (e.g., condom use).  Countries need not restrict their efforts to traditional practices.  Sexual molestation and harassment of young women, for instance, provides a potentially fruitful alternative outlet to which to channel resources.  We realize that many of these pursuits have limited efficacy because of the change in behavior, custom, and/or lifestyle required.  We therefore wish to see meaningful, obtainable, and measurable standards attach to the receipt of Global Fund resources.   

Intellectual Property

Of crucial import is the maintenance of the legal infrastructure to protect research endeavors.  Without appropriate patent protection, we fear a chilling effect on the incentives of the relevant pharmaceutical companies to continue to make the long-term investments necessary to discover a cure to these and other diseases.  To this end, we strongly support international agreements that create uniform legal understandings and protection.

We are therefore concerned with the legal and precedential impact of and property rights issues associated with recent international discussion.  Private market expectations and historical legal relations must be upheld if we are to retain any semblance of a capitalistic free market framework backed by government under law.  Government regulation cannot extend so far as to destroy these cherished constitutional and economic rights.  Unchecked government power, even if characterized as a minor step here (which seems unlikely, given the tone of recent international forums), will only result in degradation of human rights, a tyranny of officials in power, and, ultimately, anarchy.  

