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1. The Chairman of the Committee on Regional Trade Agreements (CRTA), in his Guidelines
on "Further Work on Systemic Issues" (document WT/REG/W/38, dated 20 June 2000), proposed that
the Secretariat provide "the Committee with basic material for a detailed horizontal exploration of the
treatment of various policy provisions or measures” in regional trade agreements (RTAs). The
Guidelines specified that "Secretariat's papers would consist of thematic surveys of RTA provisions
based on available information", and contained an illustrative list of themes which could be studied.

>

2. At the 26th Session of the Committee, the Secretariat was instructed to start a horizontal
survey on the internal trade liberalization in RTAs, that is on coverage and exceptions, rules of origin
regime and denial-of-benefits rules, as well as liberalization process and transitional provisions.

3. This document presents the outcome of the survey undertaken on the coverage, liberalization
process and transitional provisions of RTAs in the area of trade in goods. The survey aimed at
presenting factual information on as wide a range of RTAs as possible; no judgement as to the
consistency of the agreements vis-a-vis WTO rules, or of their implications for the WTO system, have
been considered here. The survey was based on information available up to August 2001.
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COVERAGE, LIBERALIZATION PROCESS AND
TRANSITIONAL PROVISIONS IN REGIONAL TRADE AGREEMENTS

Background survey by the Secretariat

Highlights of the Survey

1. The survey stresses the fact that the coverage and liberalization of RTAs are twin concepts and yet difficult to grasp
from available data and measurement methods.

2. Information gathered shows considerable variations in coverage and liberalization indicators from one RTA to
another.

3. In general, RTAs provide for the elimination of most, if not all, duties on industrial goods either on the date of entry
into force of the agreement or subject to progressive elimination in the course of the transition period of the
agreement. The goal of free trade in industrial products appears to be the accepted norm. The treatment of
agricultural goods within RTAs is more complex. A few RTAs have eliminated all duties on agricultural goods, but in
general agricultural trade, even on a preferential basis, remains subject to exceptions. Average agricultural
preferential tariffs remain high.

4. The survey also indicates a persistence of tariff peaks in RTAs, in particular for agricuitural products.

5. Finally, the study attempts fo identify a few areas of possible future research, at a more disaggregated level, in
particular with respect to perceived differences in the granting of agricultural concessions by individual countries
across their RTA partners,

A. PURPOSE AND DEFINITIONS

1. The purpose in this survey is to present the most complete and coherent picture as possible of
the product coverage and of the degree and pace of liberalization in regional trade agreements
(RTAs), "so as to enable the Committee to identify patterns and, whenever appropriate, to compare
RTA provisions across the RTA universe and vis-a-vis the relevant multilateral disciplines".! Given
the characteristics of the information which such a survey entails,” a number of working definitions
are needed, at least in a preliminary stage, to restrain the scope of the research.

2. The term coverage is not explicitly contained in any WTQ legal text in relation to regional
trade agreements (RTAs) in the area of goods. In international treaties establishing trade preferential
regimes between countries, the terms "coverage" or "scope" are taken to define to which products
their provisions apply.’ In economic literature, when the aim is to assess the potential impact of intra-
RTA trade liberalization, RTA product coverage is usually understood as referring to the product
scope of tariff concessions among the parties. This latter, narrower, meaning of "coverage" has been
used throughout this survey.

3. This definition of RTA product coverage (in terms of tariff preferences alone) fixes the limits
of an analysis of the liberalization process triggered by the RTA, since the notion of coverage cannot
be separated from that of liberalization. While the coverage of an RTA can be thought of as its
breadth, the liberalization is its depth. From an economic viewpoint, the liberalization process results
from the interplay of a number of factors, involving not only import duties dismantlement, but also
the characteristics of the rules of origin applied,’ the liberalization of other border restrictive measures
and the implementation of trade policy disciplines. Only with the help of sophisticated statistics and

' Document WT/REG/W/38, para. 6.

% Sec part B below.

* Out of which, the subsct of provisions governing the granting of prefercntial concessions on border
restrictive measures between RTA parties.

*RTA concessions are usually granted to originating products only. Sce in this respect the Secretariat's
survey on "Rules of Origin Regimes in Regional Trade Agreements”, document WT/REG/W/45.
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econometric tools can such a dynamic and complex mechanism be gauged. This survey focuses on
the description of the degree of tariff liberalization granted on the goods covered by RTAs.

4. Most RTA provisions are implemented as of the date of entry into force of the agreement. In
some RTAs, though it is rarely the case, each party grants to each other the full range of their tariff
concessions, on all covered goods, from "day one". More typically, however, the e agreements contain
transitional provisions which govern the period from entry into force to full implementation of the
agreement. In particular, a transition period is provided for, during which duties are phased in over a
pre-determined tariff elimination or reduction programme. Within an individual RTA, the length of
this transition period may vary from one product, or product category, to another; it may also vary
from one party to the other(s). The survey also reports on some of these asymmetries, which shape
the liberalization process itself.

B. METHODOLOGY AND DATA
1. Critical Appraisal of Possible Methods

5. The coverage and liberalization process of an RTA may in theory be measured in different
ways, or looked at from different angles. One possible method consists of a detailed study of an
RTA's legal texts. Typically the broad scope of tariff concessions of an agreement is outlined in the
RTA main legal instrument, together with the overall transition period foreseen for full
implementation. Detailed concessions and implementation schedules, usually on a product-by-
product (tariff-line) basis, are contained in the accompanying annexes and protocols. Determination
of the coverage of a given RTA on the basis of its legal texts involves recounting the products or tariff
lines which are contained therein under negative and/or positive lists; and contrasting them with the
universe of the parties' tradable products. Another possible way of measuring product coverage of
RTAs is to plunge into country tariff schedules, which outline applied duties for each trading partner
for the whole range of tradable products within the commodity classification (usually, at the HS tariff
line level). A third method of determining the coverage of a given RTA is to calculate the percentage
of trade between the parties which is subject to RTA concessions, on the basis of a comparable
breakdown of intra-RTA trade flows and preferential tariffs.

6. None of these methods of gauging RTAs' product coverage and trade liberalization is
altogether satisfactory, either on practical grounds or from an analytical viewpoint, or both; none
yields results which fully fit the comparative aim pursued in this survey, as mentioned in paragraph 1
above. Nonetheless, taken together, each method allows a certain perspective.

7. The fact that most treaties establishing RTAs are in the public domain points to the legal texts
method as a favourable one. Annexes and protocols to the treaties, which are vital in such an
exercise, are however not always available or complete’ Moreover, these instruments generally
contain long lists of products (typically on an HS tariff-line basis) subject to/excluded from
concessions.® In those lists, concessions are most often expressed in terms of periodic percentage
reductions relative to the (then) prevailing MFN rates, rather than in absolute terms. In the case of a
plurilateral free trade agreement (FTA) where concessions are typically negotiated on a bilateral basis
between each pair of FTA members, the result is a complex web of criss-crossing tariff reductions.’

> Though the WTO Sccretariat has at its disposal the main texts of a number of (recently) notified
RTAs, anncxcs and protocols are rarcly available in electronic form,
® Each RTA partner grants its own list of concessions and/or identifics its own list of excluded or
sensitive Pxoducts
For example, the scven members of CEFTA granted tariff concessions applicable between each
CEFTA Mcmber and the other (with the Czech and Slovak Republics ncgotiating as onc). Likewise, the
mcmbers of the EFTA.
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8. Characterizing the coverage and foreseen liberalization in an individual RTA at the date of
signature clearly requires an in-depth investigation of the relevant legal texts.® These are also the
inescapable source for the analysis of RTAs' transitional provisions and for determining whether a
positive or negative list approach has been used for the granting of concessions. Their value for RTA
comparative purposes is diminished, however, by the fact that extensive manual calculation would be
involved to scrutinize available data_for each single RTA to be included in the comparison. In
addition, an analysis of the legal texts yields no intrinsic information concerning trade policy
conducted by an RTA party vis-a-vis other WTO Members.

9. The method based on the analysis of country tariff schedules provides interesting insights into
both the product coverage and the degree of intra-RTA trade liberalization. It yields information on
applied import duty rates of different countries, at the HS tariff line level, vis-d-vis various RTA
partners and WTO Members (i.e. MFN tariffs). On that basis, it is possible to obtain, for a given year,
the actual preferential rates granted by a given country to its RTA partner(s), across its entire tariff
schedule. This method thus allows a comparison of preferential tariff rates vis-a-vis the MFN rates in
force for a given year, as well as a horizontal comparison of the tariff concessions granted by a single
country to each of its RTA partners. Raw data can be aggregated by product and tariff-rate groups
and margins of preference can be established for pre-defined groups. Statistical comparisons can then
be shown as percentages of tariff lines which correspond to various tariff rates. This method also
permits the analysis of tariff dispersion and average tariff rates for various product categories across
the range of a given country's RTA partners. A comparison of these measures vis-a-vis prevailing
MFN rates determine to what extent RTAs have provided a catalyst for the removal of tariff peaks.

10. This method, though it allows a (relatively) simple and comparable data treatment, has its
own deficiencies. Above all, adequate data on preferential treatment is only available for a limited
number of countries.” The diversity of periods for which these country tariff schedules are available
also restricts the use of this method for comparative purposes. Although comparisons among MFN
and the various preferential tariff treatments are possible for the same year for each surveyed country,
comparisons of mutual preferences between different parties to a given RTA may not always refer to
the same year. A further complication originates in the fact that the majority of RTAs surveyed came
into force in the 1990s and have not yet completed their transition periods, which may also be
asymmetrical between the parties. In addition, this analysis is limited to the comparison of
ad valorem duty rates; specific duty rates, still in common use for agricultural products and in certain
countries, do not lend themselves to systematic comparisons.'°

11. The percentage of trade method has been traditionally favoured as an indication of RTA
coverage in the GATT/WTO context. In substance, it has been questioned on several grounds, more
recently vented in the "systemic debate” of the Committee on Regional Trade Agreements.!' In
particular there is the view that the percentage-of-trade analysis tells us what percentage of actual
trade between RTA partners is duty-free and/or subject to RTA concessions, but does not illuminate

¥ It is to be noted, however, that while the legal text gives the proposed schedule of tariff elimination, it
does not necessarily reflect the actual concessions made. The original phase-out schedule may be accelerated
(RTAs often contain a provision permitting the acceleration of phase-out calendar); or, alternatively, the RTA
partners may not adhere, for one reason or another, to the proposed schedule of liberalization and may delay the
implementation of concessions. In either case, the original legal texts will no longer reflect an accurate picture
of the actual concessions made.

? Such data are not widely available, since countrics do not always publish consistent and detailed data
on preferential duty rates. Information at hand is to be found in a few international databases (IDB, TPR,
TRAINS and FTAA).

' A further point to note in this rcgard is that since the study took account of tariff lines with
ad valorem duty rates only, thosc (few) countrics with relatively high numbers of lines containing specific duties
(which can account sometimes for as much as 20 per cent of total lines in agriculture), show higher percentages
of duty-free tariff lines (and thus a wider product coverage) than otherwise would be the case.

'!'See document WT/REG/W/37, for a summary of the different views in this respect.
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the potential impact of full intra-RTA liberalization.'> Thus it might be helpful to consider the
percentage-of-trade method as offering insights into parties' traded, as opposed to their tradable,
goods. It also has however a serious practical shortcoming: trade statistics which discriminate import
flows according to their tariff treatment are non-existent in the public domain. As a proxy, such a
percentage is usually calculated by summing up RTA parties' imports from other RTA parties for
those tariff lines containing concessions; but this may yield biased results, since there is no guarantee
that all imported goods under a preferentlal tariff line actually beneﬁtiEd ‘from the preferential
treatment outlined in an agreement."

12. Despite their practical and more substantive limitations, each of the three methods outlined
above has its own merits and may offer useful, albeit insufficiently standardized, comparative
information on both RTAs' product coverage, and the degree and speed of liberalization. A multi-
dimensional approach seems thus the most adequate response, so as to build upon the advantages of
each method, while drawing attention to the deficiencies or inconsistencies that may arise if relying
upon a mono-dimensional view.

2. Description of Data Collected

13. Data collected under each of the three perspectives yielded their own set of results, which are
contained in annexes to this document. Annex 1 contains data on the tariff treatment of imports into
parties to selected RTAs; Annex 2 contains data on tariff line treatment obtained from individual
countries' tariff schedules; Annex 3, which is derived from the data obtained in Annex 2, contains data
on tariff dispersion for a number of countries; Annex 4, which is derived from the data presented in
Annexes 1 and 2, contains charts showing duty-free treatment of imports for a number of countries.
Finally Annex 5 contains data on transition periods and calendars of concessions obtained from RTAs'
legal sources. A detailed explanation of each Annex follows.

(a) Percentage of Trade Method

14. Under the percentage of trade method, this study has made use of the trade statistics on trade
volumes presented by RTA parties in the course of the examination of their agreements within the
CRTA." These statistics are available for a total of 47 RTAs covering 107 RTA partners. The data
gathered are set out in Annex 1 ("Tariff Treatment of Imports into Parties to Selected RTAs"). They
are organized on a geographical basis by RTA and show the year for which the data apply, the imports
for that year (in millions of US dollars), together with - when available - the percentage share of
imports at MFN duties, reduced duties and duty-free, and a breakdown into agricultural and industrial
products.

15. The percentages of trade statistics provided by RTA parties are not uniform in nature. Some
distinguish agricultural products from industrial products, others do not. Some offer a breakdown of
trade at MFN duty rates, reduced duty rates and duty-free, while others do not. They refer to different
years. Most are based on import flows into the preference-granting parties, but a few were calculated
on the basis of export flows.

"2 What would be missing from a percentage-of-trade analysis is the extent of trade cxcluded from the
coverage of the agreement and which might take place if concessions were granted on all tariff lines.

"’ For instance, if the margin of prcfcrcncc between the prevailing MFN rates and the preferential rates
under an agreement is low but the rules of origin are burdensome, exporters from onc RTA party to another may
decide lo usc the MFN rates rather than satisfy the requirements for the preferential rates.

* Such information is gencrally provided in the Standard Format or in the questions and replics by the
partics to a given RTA. Given that RTAs notified under the Enabling Clausce are not (normally) subject to
cxamination within the CRTA, tradc data on those agreements were not generally available for inclusion in this
study.
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16. A point to be recalled when analyzing the data contained in Annex 1 derives from the fact that
these data were submitted by parties to different RTAs in the early stages of the WTO examination of
their agreements, that is at a moment when the RTA had only recently come into force. Any statistics
on actual intra-RTA trade flows therefore often refer to past, pre-RTA years. For that reason, the
trade percentage figures were calculated by combining the list of liberalized tariff lines under the
- agreement with previous (tariff line) bilateral import_flows, The circumstances in which such data
were provided also inspired that calculation of the trade percentages be based on the list of all tariff
concessions under the agreement (including those which would only be in force at the end-point of the
liberalization period, i.e. at the end of the transition period). '* Therefore given that the trade volume
figures show products traded for a given year, while the percentage shares of imports given (at duty-
free, reduced and MFN duties) are based on the situation at end of the transition period, such figures
probably understate the magnitude of actual trade volumes likely to result once full liberalization has
taken place, while overstating the speed of liberalization.

(b) Country Tariff Schedules

17.  The data collection phase for the study of country tariff schedules involved the interrogation
of four databases: in order of preference, the WTO Integrated Database (IDB); a database used for
Trade Policy Reviews (TPR); UNCTAD's TRade Analysis and INformation System (TRAINS); and
the tariff database constructed in the context of the negotiations for the Free Trade of the Americas
Agreement (FTAA).'" From these four databases, information on applied tariffs, at the tariff-line
level, was collected for 18 reporting countries (i.e. preference-granting countries), covering a total of
105 RTA partners.'” From this primary data collected, simple averages could be computed by product
categories, for all products (HS 1-97), agricultural products (HS 1-24) and industrial products
(HS 25-97),'® and a few indicators were calculated.

18. Some results of these calculations are presented in Annex 2 ("Indicators of Tariffs Applied by
Selected Countries to MFN Imports and to Imports from Selected RTA Partners"). Indicators in
Annex 2 are organized alphabetically by reporting country (to which corresponds the basic tariff
schedule). For each reporting country, different measures are shown in relation to the tariff treatment
it applies to its MFN and selected preferential partners, with a breakdown (when possible) of total,
agricultural and industrial products. These measures are: the (overall) average applied tariff, the
average applied tariff on dutiable items, the share of duty-free tariff lines in total tariff lines, and the
relative margin of preference (RMP) ratio.'” For some countries listed in Annex 2, data on the share
of duty-free tariff lines but not on average tariffs were available.

19. Data derived from some of the country tariff schedules surveyed is also displayed in Annex 3
(Range of Tariffs Applied by Selected Countries to MFN Imports and to Imports from Selected RTA
Partners). They are organized on a geographical basis by country and show for 13 countries the year

"% It is assumed that this is the case for the majority of the trade percentage figures presented by RTA
parties.

' The IDB and TPR databases yiclded sound, rcliable data (albeit for only a few countries), while the
TRAINS and FTAA databases required more manual manipulation, in part because the TRAINS database, for
instance, often contains only the subset of preferences granted (rather than the entire tariff schedule) for a given
country's RTA partners. The data collected from the FTAA database had to be scrutinized for anomalies.

"7 Typically, data arc available at the 8-digit level, though some reporting countries usc 10 digits for
preferential partner rates.  The total number of tariff lines uscd varies by reporter and ofien by partner as well
(usually, from roughly 6,000 to 12,000, though onc country rcports on as many as 19,000 tariff lines). No
distinction was made between RTAs notificd to the WTO and those not (or not yet) notified.

' Agricultural products under HS 1-24 usually account for between 12 and 20 per cent of a country's
total tariff lincs.

' The RMP ratio is calculated by taking the difference between the average applicd tariff and the
average applied MFN rate, divided by the MFN rate.  The higher the ratio, the greater is the liberalization
granted to the RTA partner. An RMP of onc indicates full tariff liberalization (to zero).
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for which the data apply, the tariff ranges applied to agricultural and industrial goods, at MFN rates
and across the selected country's range of trading partners.”’ The data provide a snapshot of the
magnitude of existing MFN tariff peaks, as well as an indication of the degree to which they have
been removed across both agricultural and industrial products for selected trading partners. Data
sources for Annexes 2 and 3, together with accompanying notes are detailed at the end of Annex 3.

(¢)  LegalTextsof RTAs

20. An analysis of the legal texts and corresponding annexes and protocols of 72 RTAs? yielded
results on the transitional provisions of the parties to such RTAs. The results of this analysis are
contained in Annex 5. They are organized on a geographical basis by RTA and show the date of entry
into force?, the general RTA transition period in years, and the calendars of concessions (which
include an indication of whether a positive or negative list approach has been used and the timing and
type of tariff concessions granted) applied by each party to the RTA for both industrial and
agricultural goods. Categorising and summarising the calendars of concessions and type of reductions
granted by importing parties proved to be a formidable task, given the voluminous and non-uniform
structure of the annexes and protocols which form part of each RTA. Schedules of concessions are
usually split between industrial and agricultural products with different calendars for reductions.
Some RTAs make a further distinction for textiles and coal and steel products (within industrial
goods) and for agricultural, processed agricultural, and fisheries products (within agricultural goods).
Concessions, which vary considerably even between parties to the same agreement, are typically
granted on a bilateral basis; in the case of a plurilateral agreement this results in a criss-crossing web
of bilateral concessions for each partner. The schedules for the reduction of duties on industrial
products are often subject to different timetables at differing rates. Those for agricultural products
tend to be even more complex, as they often involve the combination of reductions of customs duties
within increasing tariff quotas for a positive list of products. A further complication is that additional
protocols, which contain the results of further concessions (particularly in agriculture) which have
been negotiated between parties, have rarely been notified.

21. Another problem identified was that the timetable for the schedule of concessions for some
agreements preceded the official date of entry into force of the agreement.” If no reference is made
to a provisional application of the agreement while awaiting ratification, it is unclear whether the
timetable for concessions is adjusted to take into account the (later than expected) date of entry into
force, thus postponing the end-point of the transition period, or whether the latter remains unchanged
and the tariff reduction schedule is accelerated so that the stated transition period is adhered to.?*

C. SOME ANALYTICAL POINTERS

22. Data resulting from the multi-dimensional approach adopted here in surveying RTAs'
coverage, liberalization process and transitional provisions is presented in the Annexes to this
document. This base information has been used to respond to questions posed on different issues
related to the subject studied. The scope of the investigation is obviously circumscribed by the
relatively scarce availability of data, in particular the lack of comparable information on trade
volumes and tariff lines for many RTA parties. A larger sample of data would certainly yield more
discernible patterns than those which have been observed here.

2% Annex 3 shows tariff ranges for 13 of the 18 reporting countrics presented in Annex 2. Tariff ranges
for the preferential partners of the EC, Romania and Switzerland were not available from the databases used;
those for Australia and New Zealand were not displaycd as all of their mutual trade under the bilateral
agreement is duty-frec.

' Including three accessions to existing RTAs.

22 1f the agrcement’s trade provisions werc applied provisionally (as is the casc for the EC's Europe
agrecmcqt}s), the date of entry into force has been adjusted to take this into account.

~* Such a situation probably ariscs when the ratification of an agreement takes longer than anticipated.

* In calculating the calendar of concessions, the latter approach has been adopted.
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23, Nevertheless, the aim of this section is to explore some of those issues, by posing questions or
hypotheses and determining to what extent the data collected provide supporting answers. A first sub-
section is devoted to an overview of different aspects related to product coverage and trade
liberalization, from the viewpoint of the information gathered in the present survey. A distinction is
also made between agricultural and industrial goods as their treatment often differs. Finally, a sub-
section is devoted to RTA transition periods and calendars of concessions to investigate whether
patterns exist across RTAs' transition periods, as well as possible asymmetries in the calendar and
type of concessions made and whether or not provisions exist for an accelerated implementation of
concessions and for the granting of future concessions.

1. Determinants of RTA market openings

24. In this sub-section the data collected are interrogated in search of broad indications of the
breadth (product coverage) and depth of RTA market openings. RTA product coverage and the
liberalization process are intimately linked and together constitute market access in its broadest sense.
Under coverage, the focus is on the extent to which products are included in the ambit of the trade
preferences granted by the parties under the agreement, while under liberalization process the focus is
on tariff reductions granted by the parties and tariffs which remain in place.

25. The starting-point is to offer a picture of market openings in terms of aggregate product
coverage, which have been extended by the universe of bilateral relations surveyed. Two proxies
have been used here to assess product coverage, both pictured in Chart 1.

Chart 1 - Product Coverage of the Universe of Bilateral Relations Surveyed

Percentage share of duty-free items Percentage share of duty-free imports
in total tariff lines in total country imports from partner

i

]

Source: Annexes 1and 2.

20. The first proxy is the proportion of fully liberalized (zero duty) tariff lines offered by each
country surveyed across its range of RTA partners (thus each spoke of the left-hand pinwheel in
Chart 1 refers to one of the 103 bilateral relationships shown in Annex 2)>; this provides an insight
nto preferences granted on rradable goods. This measurement admittedly does not catch the whole

35 o 5 e ; ; T .
I'he shaded arca of cach spoke of the pinwheel gives an indication of the percentage share; the more
the shaded area extends towards the outer rim of the pinwheel, the higher the percentage share; conversely, the
smaller the shaded arca, the lower the percentage share.
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spectrum of preferential concessions offered by a given country to every single RTA partner, as
available data usually do not embody tariff-quota concessions. The second proxy is the share of
imports at duty-free rates offered by each RTA party to its partner (thus each spoke in the right-hand
pinwheel of Chart 1 corresponds to one of the 86 bilateral relations for which information on imports
at duty-free rates was available as outlined in Annex 1); this, as explained before, offers an insight

_into RTA coverage of goods traded between the ;_J_:f\rties.

27.  Chart 1 does not distinguish differences between reporting countries, partners nor years; nor
do the two subsets correspond to the same set of bilateral relations. The intention is to give a snapshot
of product coverage in the surveyed RTA relations. Two distinct features are noticeable. First, that
product coverage is rarely as low as 50 per cent and usually higher than 75 per cent (as shown by the
shaded areas). Second, that product coverage in terms of tradable goods (tariff-line view, shown in
the left-hand pinwheel) yields lower shares than product coverage in terms of traded goods (import
based share, shown in the right-hand pinwheel).?

28. A subsidiary question is thus to what extent the results obtained from the two analyses, on
tradable products and on traded goods, are linked. In other words, do they yield comparable results?
Chart 2, which is based on a small part of the bilateral relations surveyed (a total of 24 relationships
for which data is available both in terms of trade and tariff-line shares for all products at zero duties),
attempts to respond to that question, though it should be taken into account that trade and tariff-line
shares for a given bilateral relation do not usually correspond to the same year.

Chart 2 - A Comparison of Measures of Product Coverage:
Trade versus Tariff-Line Shares

% duty free
= T o2
°® o o | N
®
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Tariffdine share
Source: Annexes 1and 2.
29. The rough alignment of pairs of observations along a diagonal line in the chart above indicate

that there is a fair amount of correspondence between both measurements of product coverage. In a
few instances this is definitely not the case, however. This is mainly due to the fact that, as noted
before, trade shares refer to the pattern of concessions at the end of the transition period, while tariff-
line shares refer to concessions in force for the year of the tariff schedule. In those instances, the
schedules used to calculate the tariff-line share corresponded to a year in the middle of the transition

* 1t should be noted that, as regards trade shares, Chart 1 depicts only bilateral relations surveyed for
which duty-frece shares were available. In a number of cases, however, the only availablc sharcs are those
related to RTA concessions, which include both zero-duty and less-than-MFN duty concessions. As regards
tariff-line shares, it has not been possible to derive information on these, less-than-MFN concessions.
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period. Also perceptible from Chart 2 is confirmation of a by-and-large consistent trend for the trade
shares to "overestimate" product coverage, when compared to tariff-line shares, or vice-versa.?’ This
issue deserves further research, based on a larger number of fully comparable observations. It is also
discussed further when a distinction is made between agricultural versus industrial goods.

30. __To facilitate comparisons between different market openings, the analysis above has not taken

into account concessions granted at less-than-MFN-but-greater-than-zero duty rates. Comparative
data on reduced-duty concessions are only available from the import-share information provided by
selected RTA partners, representing the situation at the end of the RTA transition period. These may
add substantially to the product coverage measured by trade shares, as shown in Chart 3, which is
based on 107 bilateral relations contained in Annex 1.%°

Chart 3 - Product Coverage of Selected Bilateral Relations Surveyed:
Import Shares at Duty-Free and Reduced Duties

|EShare of duty-free imports & Share of imports at reduced duties ]

Source: Annex 1.

31. The second dimension considered here, of a more qualitative nature, is the depth of
preferential market access openings, i.e the degree of RTA trade liberalization, in aggregate terms,
extended through the universe of bilateral preferential relations surveyed. Measuring the degree of
RTA trade liberalization is a less simple operation than it may appear at first sight. Even when only
dealing with tariff liberalization (as is here the case), the changes to be grasped are determined by the
combination of increased preferential duty-free treatment and/or reduced tariffs on dutiable items.

32. Data on the share of imports, as provided by RTA parties, cannot be used for this purpose.
Import shares of preferential treatment at duty-free and at reduced (lower than MFN) duties may
indicate on iow many traded goods tariff barriers have been reduced (removed or lowered) between
the parties, but they do not deliver any message on how much they were reduced (and definitely do
not show how goods not currently traded are treated).

33. The data collected from a number of reporting countries' tariff schedules (see Annex 2) offers
a basis for estimating the degree of trade liberalization achieved. Average tariff cuts granted to RTA
partners are contrasted to the prevailing average applied MEFN rate.  This is measured by the RMP
ratio, which represents the margin of preference granted by a reporting country to its RTA partners,

*" This is o a certain extent a reflection of the fact that the import-share view relates only to the goods
currently lmdul by the parties. which may, or may not, represent the universe of possible tradable poods.
* In some cascs, concessions appear in Chart 3 as if solely granted at reduced rates, though in fact they
reflect the lack of separate data for duty-free and duty-reduced concessions, c.g., as presented in the EFTA
agreements (see Annex 1).
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relative to its MFN rate.”® The RMP ratio may vary from zero (no tariff cuts) to one (full tariff
liberalization).

34, The RMP ratio provides an aggregate yardstick of the degree of trade liberalization,
representing both the elimination and reduction of duties which are present in the preferential relation
(while encompassing those which remain unchanged at MFN rates), but it does not highlight how
such liberalization was achieved through the two main liberalization moves at work in the framework
of RTA tariff preferences, that is the complete removal of import duties and/or their reduction.*

35. The degree of liberalization for 15 countries' relations with a total of 69 RTA partners,
measured by the corresponding RMP ratios (for all products), is illustrated in Chart 4, which - again -

does not discriminate reporters or preferential partners but offers an overall image of available data.

Chart 4 - Depth of Liberalization of Selected Bilateral Preferential Relations Surveyed

RMP ralio
0.00

Depth of liberalization

0.25

Source: Annex 2

36. As can be seen in Chart 4, some countries have achieved full, or almost full, liberalization of
tariffs (as demonstrated by RMP ratios approaching 1.0). The majority fall in the 0.50 to 0.75 range
(which indicates that the margin of preference offered to their bilateral partners varies from 50 to
75 per cent). A few fall below the 0.50 mark.

37. On the basis of the data gathered from country tariff schedules, it is possible to draw
comparisons between the level of the RMP ratio and the share of duty-free tariff lines (relative to the
MFEN share) corresponding to each preferential bilateral relation surveyed. The share of duty-free
tariff lines gives an indication of the extent of concessions made vis-d-vis the universe of possible
traded goods, while the RMP ratio shows the overall margin of preference relative to MFN rates. This
offers some insight into how liberalization was made. It would be expected that the higher the
difference between the preferential versus MFN share of duty-free lines, the higher would be the
value of the corresponding RMP ratio. Obviously if a country grants 100 per cent duty-free treatment
to an RTA partner across its entire tariff schedule, its average tariff will be zero and the corresponding
RMP will be one. This occurs, though rarely.

3‘_) For an explanation of how the RMP 1s calculated, see footnote 19,

" A further point to note 1s that the average applied tariff (on which the RMP 1s based) is a function of
three elements: zero duties, reduced duties and duties remaining at MFN rates. Thus, if a country grants duty-
free treatment on the vast majority of its tariff lines, but retains a number of high MFN tariff rates. this will
adversely affect the RMP.
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38. An examination of the data in Annex 2 demonstrates that the measures of product coverage
(i.e. the share of duty-free lines) and depth of liberalization (i.e. the RMP ratio) are linked, but not
necessarily substitutes for each other. Some of the discrepancies to the pattern observed in Annex 2
are traceable to a few "extreme" cases, with either very low or very high shares of duty-free tariff
lines at MFN. '

39. One factor which also contributes in determining the level of the RMP ratio is the nature and
importance of preferential tariff reductions (i.e. less-than-MFN duty concessions) and of exclusions
from preferential treatment (i.e. products which continue to be treated at MFN rates). The measure
used here to determine coverage (share of duty-free tariff lines) does not capture these reductions.*'
This issue may be a promising area for research at a more disaggregated level, and for individual RTA
parties.

40. Another related point of analysis is tariff dispersion. Tariff peaks applied at MFN rates are
generally attached to those products deemed to be the most "sensitive” ones to individual countries. It
is interesting to investigate whether tariff peaks remain across the range of a country's trading partners
(relative to MFN), or whether RTAs have acted as a catalyst to their reduction or elimination. This
issue is considered with some detail in sub-section 2 below.

41. The data gathered in this survey can also throw some light on the relatively recent
phenomenon of overlapping RTA membership. In a world where many countries are linked to several
partners through bilateral or plurilateral RTAs, analysts often characterize the potential impact of this
phenomenon in terms of increased complexity of trade policy management; its possible
economic/trade effects have however attracted little detailed research yet.

42. Traditionally, trade discrimination through RTAs has been defined through analyses of the
level and structure of protection of the parties to an RTA vis-d-vis third countries, usually in terms of
their MFN import treatment. In a context of overlapping membership, the coherence (or lack of
coherence) among RTA concessions becomes an interesting research avenue. The basic issue is
whether a given country pursues analogous preferential market access policies vis-g-vis its different
RTA partners, or whether there are cases of "discriminatory discrimination”. More specifically, it
may be asked to what extent parties to plurilateral RTAs harmonize their tariff concessions among
themselves, or vis-a-vis other common preferential partners.

43, These interrogations about preferential trade policy coherence should a priori be more
perceptible at a disaggregated product level. In sub-section 2, the issue will be investigated for the
broad product groups for which information has been gathered in this survey.

2. Treatment of Industrial versus Agricultural Products in RTA Preferential Relations

44, This sub-section analyses, more specifically, the treatment of industrial versus agricultural
products. There is a widespread view that the product coverage and depth of liberalization of
agricultural goods in some RTAs is less than that envisaged for industrial products, and indeed may
fall considerably short of the ambition of full liberalization. Our goal here is to explore whether the
data gathered support that view. It has been observed that for many agreements, the strategy used for
granting concessions on industrial versus agricultural products is different. For industrial products,
most, if not all RTA parties grant concessions on the basis of a negative list, i.e. they start out with the

"' On these, tariff-line data gathered gives only oblique indications, under the form of average applicd
lariffs on dutiable items, or on the sharc of non-duty-free items in the total. It should also be recalled that tariff
schedule information surveyed do not always reflect the situation which might prevail at the end of the
corresponding RTAs' transition period. Some of the underlying "reduced-tariff* or "non-duty-free” information
may only reflcct the situation at a given point in time during phase-out. Average tariffs on dutiables tend to
move in the same direction as the share of duty-free items.
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goal of full product coverage and remove or give extended transition periods to their most sensitive
products. In contrast, many countries use a positive list approach to grant concessions in agriculture,
i.e. concessions are granted only on certain traded products, excluding the rest. These different
strategies are in part a reflection of the evolution of global trade. Agriculture remains for many
countries their most protected sector with the strongest and most concentrated domestic lobbies. It is

important to bear these differences in mind when interpreting the results of the analysis below.

45. A glimpse into the universe of data collected, from the angle of the two broad categories of
products, is offered in Chart 5, which was built in a similar way as Chart 1 (all products).*> The top
two pinwheels of Chart 5 show the percentage shares of duty-free imports in total bilateral imports of
agricultural and industrial products for a total of 70 bilateral relations as available in Annex 1.>> The

bottom two pinwheels show the percentage share of duty-free items in total tariff lines for a total of
103 bilateral relations surveyed in Annex 2.

Chart 5 - Product Coverage of Agricultural and Industrial Products

Percentage share of duty-free imports in total country imports from partner

Agricultural products Industrial products

Percentage share of duty-free items in total tariff lines
Agricultural products Industrial products

Sources: Annexes 1 and 2.

** As in Chart 1, the shaded arca of cach spoke of the pinwheel indicates the percentage share (in total
imports or tariff lines). The greater the shaded area of a given spoke, the greater the percentage share and vice-
Versa.
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46. At first glance it is apparent that the product coverage of agriculture is considerably less than
that of industrial products, both in terms of import share and duty-free tariff lines. The result given
for the coverage of agricultural products in terms of the percentage share of duty-free lines is probably
a reflection of the positive list approach adopted by a number of countries. More than three quarters
of the bilateral relationships explored in the bottom left hand pinwheel of Chart 5 show a percentage
share of less than 50 per cent of tariff lines at zero duty rates. Thus the statistics confirm that the
coverage of agricultural goods in terms of both traded and tradable goods is significantly less for
agricultural products than for industrial goods. However, the above account of product coverage
shows only part of the picture, in so far as it is solely based on duty-free import and tariff-line shares.
This is particularly true for RTA concessions on agricultural goods. As noted before, RTAs are often
negotiated differently for industrial products (through negative lists of a few exceptions) and
agricultural products (through positive lists of concessions). Traditionally, RTAs were primarily
concerned with free trade in industrial products. In modern RTA negotiations, agricultural
concessions have been added, though parsimoniously on two accounts: concessions tend to consist of
duty reductions (instead of zero-duty concessions); and there is a higher tendency to exclude traded or
tradable products from preferential treatment. While a small minority of RTAs offer duty-free
treatment on both industrial and agricultural goods, the majority offer duty-free (or near duty-free)
treatment on industrial goods and duty reductions on selected agricultural goods.

47. An alternative view of product coverage is offered in Chart 6, on the basis of the information
collected on import shares.

Chart 6 - Coverage of Agricultural Products in Selected Bilateral Relations:
Import Shares at Duty-Free and Reduced Duties

|
i
1
|

= Share of imports at recduced duties B Bilateral refations for which no distinciion between reduced-city
B Share of Qay-freeimports and cLiy-free conpessions is available,

Source: Annex 1.

48. The mclusion of reduced-duty concessions increases very substantially the corresponding
magnitudes which appeared in Chart 5 (top left-hand pinwheel). Nevertheless, the picture still points
at relatively low levels of "coverage" for agricultural products: out of 82 bilateral concessions
represented in Chart 6, as many as 27 show import shares below 50 per cent, sometimes as low as

* Only 61 bilateral relations for import shares of agricultural products.
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zero. This is in sharp contrast with the situation with respect to industrial products. Virtually all
bilateral concessions reported in Annex 1 show, for industrial products, shares of duty-free plus
reduced-duty imports of 100 per cent.

49. A comparison of the depth of liberalization for agricultural and industrial goods separately, as
represented by the corresponding RMP ratios offers yet another area of contrast. Chart 7, which is

~ based on a total of 70 bilateral relations for both types of products, highlights the fact that the depth of

tariff reductions offered in RTAs on agricultural goods is considerably less than concessions on
industrial goods, with only a very few reporting countries offering full tariff liberalization across all
traded agricultural products. Given that the average applied tariff is a function of zero duty rates,
reduced duty rates and remaining MFN duties, it is obvious that if a positive list approach is used and
only a few concessions are granted, the average applied tariff will remain closer to the prevailing
MEFN rate, resulting in a lower RMP,

Chart 7 - Depth of Liberalization for Agricultural and Industrial Products

RMP ralio

|
#1
i

Source: Annex 2

50. The question of the coherence among RTA concessions, which relates to both coverage and
the liberalization process, sparks from the phenomenon of overlapping RTA membership. Of the two
broad product groups identified in this survey, RTA treatment of agricultural goods offers the most
promising perspective for approaching that question. When RTAs aim at complete elimination of
duties on the full range of products, there is automatic harmonization of treatment for all RTA
partners. Though this seems to be the case for industrial products in the majority of RTAs,
harmonization of concessions is less obvious for agricultural products, due to the (already noted)
parsimonious nature of RTA agricultural concessions.”® The question is to what extent such factors as
the need for reciprocity (or accepted non-reciprocity), or non-trade concerns, play a more important
role in shaping the final concessions within an individual RTA than the elementary aim of achieving
harmony in the multi-tier trade regimes resulting from overlapping RTA membership.

51 The information gathered in this survey i1s admittedly both too limited and too aggregated to
allow a thorough analysis of the issue of coherence. As an initial fact-finding exercise, however,
Table 1 attempts to offer a few analytical markers on the spread of various indicators on tariff
treatment of agricultural products in RTA bilateral relations, based on that information. The statistical

34 - . . L . . . P N .

Given the positive-list negotiating strategies used for agriculture in most RTAs, preference-granting

countries have some leeway to differentiate agricultural concessions, within their own national interests,
according to their partners' characteristics and to the dynamics of the process (e.g., reciprocity considerations),
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tool used to assess the spread (or variability) of the indicators is the coefficient of variation (CV).”’
Table 1 shows CVs corresponding to five indicators for agricultural products: the shares of duty-free
imports, and of imports at both duty-free and reduced duty rates; the shares of duty-free tariff lines;
and unweighted averages for applied tariffs on all items (i.e. including duty-free items) and on
dutiable items alone. CVs were calculated for 16 reporters for which data on any of the above
indicators were available for its RTA relations with at least four different partners. .
Table 1 - Coefficients of Variation on Indicators of Bilateral Tariff Treatment
of Selected Reporters: Agricultural Products

Import shares Tariffine duty- Average tariffs

Reporter Duty-free Zero ?l:{iteesduced sl'\;eris On all items On dut::::;a items
Bulgaria 0.7 04 0.1
Canada 0.2 0.7 13
Czech Rep. 0.3 0.2 0.1 0.1 0.1
EC 0.4
Estonia 0.0 0.0
Hungary 2.0 0.3 0.8 0.3 0.1
Israel 0.7 0.5
Latvia 1.6 0.9
Lithuania 0.8 0.6
Norway 0.0 0.1 0.1
Poland 0.5 0.0 0.6 0.4 0.1
Romania 0.6
Slovak Rep. 0.3 0.3
Slovenia 1.5 0.8
Switzerland 0.3
Turkey 1.4 0.7
Sources: Annexes 1and 2.

52. The above statistics are an indication, for any given reporter, of the degree of differentiation
of the concessions it granted to its different partners: the higher CVs on the various indicators are, the
lower the coherence of its RTA concessions will be; relatively low values for CVs will point at a
higher level of harmonization of its agricultural concessions. Despite all the limitations of the data on
which CVs are based, a few general observations can be drawn from such synthetic statistics:

. The variation of average preferential tariffs across RTA partners, in particular of those on
dutiables only, does not appear to be directly linked to the corresponding spread of other
indicators, except in a few exceptional cases.

. For the three reporters for which CVs are available on both import and tariff-line duty-free
shares, relatively similar variations are shown for the two indicators.

J The spread of import shares across (the same) RTA partners for each individual reporter is
consistently lower when reduced-duty shares are added to duty-free shares.

. More specifically, the comparison of CVs in Table 1 across available reporters shows that the
Czech Republic and, to a certain extent, Poland and the Slovak Republic demonstrate a
relatively more harmonious pattern of RTA agricultural concessions among CEFTA

* Because the CV (i.c. the standard deviation divided by the mean) is a unitless ratio, it permits the
comparison of magnitudes expressed in different units. That statistic is readily conceptualized as a standard
distance along the scale of measurement: the larger the differences between a series of data, the higher the CV
will be; the more data are similar, the lower the CV.
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members, as does Estonia, among the Baltic countries; and Norway, rather than Switzerland,
in EFTA. Also perceptible are low levels of harmonization for Israel and Turkey (import
shares), and for the EC (tariff-line shares). Detailed, per partner, charts, presented in
Annex 4, highlight the origin of the observed variability of the agricultural concessions,
though only in relation to the duty-free-share indicators. It is, for example, worth noting that

__the source of the generally high CVs for CEFTA countnes,_as shown in Table 1, does not
seem related to a lack of coherence on intra-CEFTA concessions.

53. The few points sketched above corroborate the earlier assumption that there might be a
certain number of cases of inharmonious RTA agriculture concessions, with unpredictable
consequences on the conduct-of trade and on trade policy. This question seems therefore worth of a
more detailed investigation.

54. Chart 8 addresses the issue of tariff dispersion by contrasting tariff peaks applied to
agricultural and industrial products. Based on Annex 3 information, it presents maximum tariffs
applied by 13 countries both to MFN partners and in a total of 68 bilateral RTA relationships.*

Chart 8 - Highest Applied MFN and Preferential RTA Tariffs
in Selected Bilateral Relations

EMaximum MFN duties

% © Maximum RTA partners' duties

600

Agricultural products

500

400

300

200

100

%
600

Industrial products
500 +

400 +
300 -
200

100

Source: Annex 3.

* The two parts of Chart 8 picturc RTA bilateral relationships of each of the 13 countrics grouped
together by country (separatcd by a space). Tariff peaks on agricultural and industrial products for a given
country's cluster of RTAs appear on the same location in the horizontal axis of each sub-chart.
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5S. A perusal of the data plotted in Chart 8 indicates that for industrial products not only are
existing MFN tariff peaks and corresponding RTA partner rates considerably lower than those applied
to agricultural products, but tariff peaks applicable to RTA partners' industrial products have often,
though not always, been reduced. The same cannot be said for agricultural products, where the
majority of bilateral relations surveyed show that MFN peak tariffs remain. However, given that tariff

peaks represent the most sensitive products which are often granted the longest transition periods,

available data may not catch their possible removal or reduction once the RTA is fully implemented.
3. Transitional Provisions in RTAs

56. The final sub-section concentrates on the transitional provisions and calendars of concessions
applied in the RTAs surveyed (see Annex 5). As mentloned above, the categorization and
summarization of the calendars of concessions on imports®’ was a difficult task, principally due to the
diversity of the data encountered and the convoluted manner in which some of the annexes and
protocols are presented. In general, the goal is to provide an overview of the transition periods
applied in RTAs and the concessions granted by each RTA party to determine to what extent, if any,
asymmetries exist. As regards the transition period, one point to note is that the general transition
period (which applies to the RTA as a whole) does not necessarily correspond to the calendar of
concessions. In some RTAs the calendar of concessions is shorter than the transition period; in others
the calendar of concessions exceeds the stated transition period. One trend discernible from the data
surveyed is that transition periods have become shorter; many RTAs, particularly those which entered
into force in the latter half of the 1990s, report transition periods of less than four years, compared
with the ten years which was the norm for RTAs signed earlier in that decade. A few recent RTAs
have no transition period at all; only in rare cases do transition periods exceed ten years.

57. For industrial products, while a negative list approach is used for the granting of concessions
in the vast majority of RTAs surveyed, a few RTAs, which were signed in the early 1990s, use a
positive list approach (sometimes one party uses a negative list, while its partner uses a positive list).
In the more recent RTAs, the negative list approach is clearly the norm for industrial goods. Also
apparent in the more recent RTAs is a tendency towards simpler, more clear-cut RTAs, with fewer
exceptions. Indeed, a few RTAs grant duty-free treatment across all goods on date of entry into force.
This trend is not universal however; some recent RTAs, particularly those signed between developed
and developing countries maintain long transition periods for the latter and contain voluminous
schedules of concessions.

58. As regards the structure of concessions in industrial goods, Annex 5 shows that certain
asymmetries do exist between partners to the same RTA, both in terms of timing (often one partner is
granted longer to phase out its exceptions) and in the nature of tariff concessions granted. Most RTAs
provide for zero duties to be accorded on certain goods as of the date of entry into force of the
agreement, with the remaining duties subject to progressive elimination over various timetables. An
important point to note is that while Annex 5 provides an overview of the asymmetries which exist in
terms of tu’mng, it does not attempt to quantify the number of products contained in a given
schedule.*®

59. As has been noted elsewhere in this study, the treatment accorded to agricultural products
within RTAs is considerably more complex than that applied to industrial products. First, some RTAs
distinguish between agricultural, processed agricultural and fisheries products, while others usc
Chapters 1-24 of the Harmonised System. Second, the positive list approach is the norm for
agricultural goods, with only very few countries granting concessions on the basis of a negative list.
Often, the positive lists contain very few products. Third, concessions tend to consist of duty
reductions (ofien within increasing tariff quotas), sometimes with the goal of zero duties, but often

" A few RTAs maintain cxport restrictions, but these were not analysed in this study.
* These vary constderably from onc RTA to another.
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without. While some RTAs contain a provision for the negotiation of further concessions in
agriculture, very few have the goal of free trade in agricultural goods.*”® Finally, asymmetries in the
granting of calendars of concessions for agricultural are less apparent than those for industrial
products, principally because concessions accorded to agricultural goods tend to consist of a specific
reductions on the date of entry into force with no further timetable foreseen for further reductions.

. Given the above, it is apparent that the treatment of agricultural products in RTAs remains a complex

issue which may be worthy of further research..

* It is difficult to know to what cxtent negotiations betwecen RTA parties have led to further
concessions being granted, given that they are rarely notified. Biennial reports on the operation of agreements,
which would illuminate such developments, arc presently only required only for those RTAs for which an
cxamination rcport has been adopted.
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Annex 1
Tariff Treatment of Imports into Parties to Selected RTAs
mporting ALL PRODUCTS Agricuftural products Industrial products
F Redu MFN | Reduced MFN | Reduced | Dut
o | O | Year |imports duties | - ctios. | _tron 1'% | duios | “autes. |00t treofimports| gizc. _duties._|_irea |
($m) (% share in imports) ($m) (% share in imporis) ($m) (% share in imports)
RTAs among Central European countries
{Buigaia [certa™ T1eo7] na] 2 7 91 nal na na na. naj na na na
jczech R [ceFTA T1997] 3646] 2 8 90 naj na. na na. nal na na na.
CzechR. [Slovak R 1997 22721 O 0 100 na.| na na. na. na. na na. na
Slovak R. |Czech R. 23741 0 0 100 na| na na. na. na.| na na. na
IHungaty CEFTA | 1997 1534] 2 13 85 na| na n.a. na. na| na na. n.a.
|Poland  [cerTa  Tis97] 2,652 1 18 81 na.| na. n.a. na. na.| na na. n.a.
fromania [cEFTA [1997] 642| 4 8 88 na| na na na. na| na na. na
SlovakR. |CEFTA |1997] 2967 3 6 91 na.| na na na. na| na na. na.
Slovenia |CEFTA | 1997 705 9 13 78 na.| na na. na. na| na na. na
JRTAs between Central European countries and EFTA States
EFTA Bulgaria 1985 4] 4 96 87] 10 90 157] © 100
Bulgaria |EFTA 98| 6 94 85| 65 35 89.1 0 100
[sFrA IHungary wes| B 0 91 740] 27 73 1574 0 100
Hungary |EFTA 330 3 97 138 71 29 3163 0 100
IEFTA |Poland 5| 38 2 98 32| 21 79 msl 0 100
Poland EFTA 816| 3 97 96.8f 21 79 7188 0 100
ﬁrA Romania | oo 54 2 98 65| 19 81 475| [} 100
Romania |EFTA 175] 21 79 437 83 17 1317] 0 100
lerra [stovenia wes| 109[ 89 27 st 49 ml 0 100
Slovenia |EFTA 171 13 87 25.6] 86 14 1452 © 100
RTAs between Central European and Baltic countries
CzechR. |Estonia 1998 4 0 0 100 18, 0 0 100 21 0 0 100
Elon'a Czech R. 250 0 0 100 01} 0 0 100 249] ¢ 0 100
CzechR. |Latvia 1998 6 0 0 100 1] 3 0 97 50| o 0 100
Latvia Czech R. 43| 8 1 91 41| 86 7 7 391 0 0 100
CzechR. |]Lithuania 1998 9] § 0 95 T 4 0 59 82l O 0 100
|Li1huania CzechR. 98| 4 1 95 8.4] 46 11 43 89.3| 0 0 100
Hungary flavia | 000 2l o 14 86 03] 2 98 0 1.a| 0 0 100
Latvia Hungary 271 19 13 68 8.8] 59 41 0 186] 0 0 100
IHungary Lihvania [ 000 5[ 1 4 3 03| 17 83 0 44 o 0 100
Lithuania |Hungary 57| 14 45 41 31| 24 76 0 234 O 0 100
Poland  |Latvia 1099 29 2 25 72 38 16 60 24 251 o 20 80
Latvia Poland 30 ) 7 88 4.5] 36 47 17 256 O 0 100
Poland Lithuania 1998 139 1 § 94 98] 9 66 25 129.3| 0 0 100
Lithuania |Poland 429] 5 5 90 733| 28 29 43 3560 O 0 100
SiovakR. [Estonia | oo 1 o 0 100 02| o 0 100 08 o 0 100
Estonia Slovak R. 7 0 0 100 00 © 0 100 700 © 0 100
Slovak R. |Latvia 1998 3 0 0 100 03] O 0 100 321 o 0 100
Latvia Slovak R. 12 0 1 99 03] 5 21 74 118 0 0 100
Slovak R. |Lithuania 1998 3 © 0 100 0.1 0 0 100 26| O 0 100
Lithuania |Slovak R. 24 1 2 97 09| 27 52 21 231 0 0 100
Slovenia  |Estonia 1997 1 0 0 100 0.0 1 0 99 09 O 0 100
Estonia Slovenia 3 0 0 100 09f 0 0 100 28, © 0 100
Slovenia  |Latvia 1997 3] 3 0 97 0.1} 100 0 0 300 o© 0 100
Latvia Slovenia 3 3 0 97 0.1] 100 0 0 31 0 0 100
Slovenia  |Lithuania 1997 1 1 4 95 0.0 100 0 0 14 O 4 96
Lithuania |Slovenia 15 1 0 99 0.6| 100 0 0 147] 0 0 100
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Importing ALL PRODUCTS Agricultural products Industrial products
: MFN | Reduced | Dut MFN | Reduced MFN | Reduced { Dut
e | O™ [ YeRr [morts| iies | autos | treo |'™O%S| cutis | cution [Putvtreefimports| i | oo | e
($m) (% share in imporis) ($m) (% share in imports) $m) (% share in imports)
{RTASs between Central European and Mediterranean countries .
CzechR. |lsrae!l 1907 47| 1 1 98 35| 12 2 86 482 0 1 99
———— - --—|lsrael ---—Gzech R. 431 -2 -} - -0--{—98—]—-1.0}—63 1 36 - 417 -0 -0 -100 -
Ilsrael Hungary 1997 12] 7 2 91 51| 18 4 78 s.sl 0 0 100
Hungary |israel 44 5 8 87 6.6] 35 65 0 87 0 0 100
|Israel Poland [ 000 29 2 1 97 471 10 4 86 25| 0 0 100
Poland Israel 140 2 8 90 37| 1 35 54 1085 O 0 100
Stovak R. |lsrael 1997 30| 1 0 99 06| 41 2 57 21| o0 0 100
Israel Slovak R. 71 1 1 98 01] 57 43 0 73] 0 0 100
Iljel Stovenia | 1000 1] 1 0 99 01| 60 0 40 9.7| 0 0 100
Slovenia |israel 36| 0 2 98 08] 7 93 0 348 0 0 100
[Buigaa  [Turkey wsl 12| ° 43 48 157] % 24 0 1158] o 45 55
Tukey  |Bulgaria 37| 7 15 78 529| 48 49 0 3145 0 8 92
Turkey CzechR. 1999 o] 1 27 72 0.0] 69 20 10 0.1 0 28 72
Czech R. |Turkey 95] 4 46 50 246] 15 36 49 700, 0 50 50
Hungary |Turkey 1997 69 13 10 7 16.4| 57 40 3 825 o 0 100
Tukey  |Hungary 107 6 2 92 17| 55 1 4 99| o 2 98
Romania |Turkey 1997 213] 9 5 87 39.7f 46 25 29 173.1 0 0 100
Turkey Romania 394 10 0 90 72.0] 55 0 45 3221 0 0 100
Turkey Slovak R. 1699 46| 1 4 95 04! 98 0 2 45.3' 0 4 96
Slovak R. |Turkey 25] 13 39 48 6.3] 51 5 44 186 0 51 49
Other RTAs of Central European countries
Romania |Moldova 1996 80] 0 0 100 na| na n.a. na. na| na na. na.
Moldova |Romania 97] 0 0 100 na| na na. n.a nal| na na. na.
Slovenia  |Croatia 1999 444 3 22 75 521 28 72 0 3919 © 16 84
Croatia Slovenia 616 2 36 62 726] 18 - 82 0 65436] 0 29 "
Slovenia |FYROM [ 471 1 0 99 13| 4 0 % 35.7' 0 0 100
FYROM |Slovenia 161 8 13 79 288| 44 0 56 1319 0 16 84
JRTAs among Baltic countries
Estonia  |Latvia 1998 971 0 0 100 na) na n.a. na na} na. na. na.
Lalvia Estonia 212 © 0 100 nal| na na. na nal na na. na.
Estonia  |Lithuania 1998 78] 0 0 100 na.| na na. na na)| na na. na.
Lithuania |Estonia 159 0 0 100 na| na n.a. na. na| na na na.
|Latvia Lihvania | ool 201 0 0 100 na| na na na na| na na. na.
Lithuania |Latvia 2271 0O 0 100 na| na na na. na.| na na. na.
IRTAs between Baltic countries and EFTA States
IEFTA Estonia [ oo 56] 2 ) 3| 32 68 530] o0 100
Estonia EFTA 33 1 99 76] 6 94 257 0 100
EFTA Latvia 1995 84 0 100 04| 0 100 84.1 0 100
Latvia EFTA 39 2 98 2151 4 96 171 0 100
EFTA Lithuania 1995 38 0 100 26] 4 86 351 0 100
Lithuania |EFTA 66| 26 74 383] 45 55 278 © 100
RTAs between Baitic and Mediterranean countries
Turkey Estonia 1999 o 1 0 99 00| 9 0 91 00 © 0 100
Estonia Turkey 13 0 0 100 22| 0 0 100 105 0 0 100
Turkey Lithuania 1997 39 2 0 98 0.6| 100 0 0 38.6 0 0 100
Lithuania |Tuikey 171 15 0 85 12] 65 0 35 158] 11 0 89
Other RTAs of Mediterranean countries
Turkey Israel 1996 193 3 4 93 13.0] 50 50 0 179.6 0 0 100
Israel Tuikey 288| 4 1 96 55.6] 19 3 78 2324 0 0 100
Canada {srael 1996 193 2 0 98 9.0] 36 0 64 184.0 0 0 100
Israel Canada 247] 6 0 93 15.2] 90 0 10 2278 0 0 100
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mporting ALL PRODUCTS Agricuftural products Industrial products

MFN | Reduced | Dut MFN | Reduced MFN | Reduced | Dut
e | O [Year fmports] e |  auties treo |05 | dutes | autos |0t freefimports| e | Teice” | far
{$m) (% share in imporis) {$m) (% share in imports) {$m) (% share in imports)

Other RTAs of Mediterranean countries (continued) )
____,.____,__“.__IE”A Israel  figgs| 39| 6 ) 84 | 87 ¥ | 6 2809 0 L

Israel EFTA 947 1 99 2481 29 7 9223] 0 100

|EFrA Morocco | oo 76 o 100 | o 100 45| o 100

Morocco  |EFTA 98 1 99 22| 20 80 953 0 100

[ec Tunisia | 1 3974 o 0 | 100 | 4970] 5 24 | 7 |34mm0[ o0 0 100

Tunisia EC 5248] 5 95 4600 62 38 4,7880] 1 0 99

RTAs between countries of the Americas -

Us Canada 1994 129,000 1 0 99 nal na na. na. nal na na. na.

Canada |US 101,331 1 0 99 naj na. na. na. nal na na na.

us Mexico 1904 49,500 1 0 99 na| na na na. na| na na. na.

Mexico Us 547911 1 0 99 na| na na. na. na| na na. na

Canada  |Mexico 1994 3295{ 1 0 99 nal| na na. na. na| na n.a. na.

Mexico Canada 1621} 0 0 100 nal na na na. na| na na. na.

Canada |Chile 1996 238] 0 0 100 na.| na na n.a. nal| na n.a. n.a.

Chile Canada 4331 1 0 99 na.| na n.a. n.a. na) na na. na.

Other RTAs

Ausiralia  |N. Zeatand 1999 25231 O 0 100 na. na n.a. na na| na na na.

|N. Zeatand |Austratia 3465 0 0 100 nal na na. na. na| na na. na

Sources: WI/REG/GEN/2, WT/REG11/9/Add.3, WI/REG12/2, WT/REG13/3, WI/REG14/2,
WT/REG15/2, WT/REG16/2, WT/REG20/2, WT/REG31/4/Add.1, WI/REG31/5,
WT/REG32/6, WI/REG33/2, WT/REG33/4, WI/REG33/4/Add.1, WI/REG34/3,
WT/REG35/3, WI/REG36/2/Rev.1, WI/REG36/4/Add.1, WT/REG37/3, WI/REG38/4,
WT/REG4/1, WT/REG41/4/Add.1, WT/REG42/4/Add.1, WT/REG44/2, WT/REG45/3,
WT/REG45/4, WT/REG47/3, WT/REG47/4, WT/REG49/4/Add.1, WT/REG54/4,
WT/REG55/4/Add.1, WT/REGS56/5, WT/REG57/5, WI/REG58/4, WT/REGS59/4,

WT/REG60/4, WT/REG61/4, WT/REG65/4, WT/REG66/4, WI/REG67/4,

WT/REG67/4/Add.1, WT/REG68/4, WT/REG68/4/Add.1, WI/REG69,

WT/REG69/4/Add.2, WT/REG70/4, WT/REG70/4/Add.1, WT/REG72/4,
WT/REG72/4/Add.1, WI/REG77/3, WT/REG80/4, WI/REG84/3, WT/REG89/R/B/1,
WT/REG91/3/Rev.1, WI/REG108/3, WT/REG111/R/B/1
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Annex 2
Indicators of Tariffs Applied by Selected Countries to MFN Imports
and to Imports from Selected RTA partners
ALL PRODUCTS Agricuftural products Industrial products
| e\ —fovme] B [ | [ A | e e
(Vear of Origin of tariff tariffon | duty-free awe 1 taritt tariffon | duty-free avp | taritt tariff on | duty-free AMP
tarift goods dutiable |tariff lines ratio dutiable tariff lines ratio dutiable |tariff lines ratio
schedule) items items ftems
O oo R P Cod) |

mng’f;ﬁa MFN 50 8.8 43 12 49 75 55 9.1 39
g:;m 0.0 0.0 100 10 | 00 0.0 100 | 100] 00 00 100 1.00

Bulgaria  |mFN 148 167 1 236 243 3 126 145 14
(19%9) EC 73 128 43 051 | 214 223 4 009 | 35 76 54 072
EFTA 69 130 47 053 | 202 255 21 036 | 35 76 53 0.76
Hungary | 40 102 61 073 | 109 218 50 027 | 20 55 64 0.86
Potand 20 170 88 o8 | 88 178 50 041 | o1 9.6 99 0.99
Romania | 3.2 9.7 67 079 | 100 206 52 033 | 13 47 72 0.91
Slovenia | 26 6.7 60 082 | 99 205 52 033 | 07 18 63 0.95
Turkey 72 142 49 051 | 224 23.1 4 052 | 33 84 61 0.78

Canada MFN 44 87 49 43 9.4 55 44 86 48
(2000) Mexico 08 54 86 083 | 11 15.3 93 |o7rs| 07 46 84 0.84
gt';‘::g o1 | 1141 100 oo | o7 | 1149 99 |os]| oo 00 100 | 100
Chile 07 6.9 %0 085 | 12 139 91 o2 ] o6 58 0 0.87
Israel 04 95 %5 090 | 34 96 68 |o2} 00 5.1 100 1.00

(C:;g Rica ImFN 72 139 49 168 197 15 54 119 55
CACM 00 120 100 | 099 | o1 139 99 099 | oo 1.1 100 | 099
Mexico 21 150 86 070 | 90 251 64 046 | o8 83 90 0.84

8%5 MFN 84 104 19 26.1 454 4 48 56 14
EC 26 329 92 069 | 143 342 58 045 | o1 158 99 0.98

Czech MFN 6.7 82 18 134 200 33 45 52 14

Republic

|i2000) EC 34 118 72 049 | 112 190 4 016 | 06 34 82 0.87
EFTA 35 1.9 70 048 | 125 187 33 |o007]| o6 34 82 0.87
Bulgaria 28 187 85 058 | 108 187 42 019 | 00 0.0 100 1.00
Hungary | 26 190 86 061 | 103 190 46 |o023] o0 00 100 1.00
Poland 25 183 86 063 | 100 193 8 |o02s]| o0 13 99 1.00
Romania | 26 189 86 061 | 106 19.0 44 021 | 00 6.8 100 1.00
Stovenia | 27 19.4 86 060 | 108 19.4 45 019 | 00 40 100 1.00
Estonia 31 234 87 054 | 127 234 4% |005] 00 0.0 87 1.00
Latvia 30 205 86 055 | 119 205 42 ot | 00 0.0 100 1.00
Lithuania | 29 216 86 057 | 119 216 45 011 | 00 00 100 1.00
Isael 33 197 83 051 | 134 198 34 002 | o1 135 100 | ogs
Turkey 37 19 69 045 | 129 194 34 004 | 05 28 81 0.89
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ALL PROBUCTS Agricultural products Industrial products
Average Average Average
Reporting Average Average ‘ Average
country applied applied | Share of applied applied | Share of applied applled | Share of
(Yearof Orlgin of tarigt | tEriffon | duty-free amp | tarr | tariffon | duty-free ave | tar | teriffon | duty-free RMP
taritf goods dutiable [tariff lines ratio dutiable {tariff lines ratio dutiable |tariff lines ratio
schedule) items items items
(% of total (% of totat (% of total
o U N .../ S ooy Y I L oy )i ies)
(52300 ) MFN 55 6.7 19 101 127 20 45 55 19
EC{cont) |C2echR | na na. 88 na. na. na. 32 na. na n.a. 100 na.
|(2000) Hungary | na na. 89 na | na na. 35 na | na na 100 na
Poland na na. 87 na. na. na. 27 na. na. na. 100 na
Israel na na. 89 na. na. na. 33 na. na na. 100 n.a.
Jordan na. na. 87 na. na. na. 26 na. na na. 100 na
Syria na na. 87 na. na. na. 24 na. na na. 100 na
Algeria na. na. 93 na. na. na. 57 na. na na. 100 na.
Morocco na. na 95 na. na. na. 68 na. na n.a. 100 na.
Tunisia na. na. 93 na. na. na. 59 na. na na. 100 na.
S. Africa na. na §5 na na. na. 27 na. na. na. 61 na.
lgt:;garv MFN 124 137 9 32.2 336 74 8.3 11
) |EC 7.2 156 54 0.42 322 338 0.00 09 28 66 087
EFI'A 7.0 152 54 0.44 30.9 33.1 0.04 0.9 28 66 0.87
lBu!galia 43 114 62 0.65 176 338 48 045 0.9 27 66 0.87
CzechR 3.7 18.1 80 0.70 16.6 320 48 049 0.4 34 88 0.94
Slovak R. 37 18.1 80 0.70 16.6 320 48 0.49 0.4 34 88 0.94
Poland 35 16.9 79 0.72 15.8 30.7 49 0.51 04 3.2 87 0.94
Romania 4.0 16.5 76 0.67 17.9 343 48 0.44 05 3.1 82 0.93
Slovenia 45 17.7 75 0.64 20.0 377 47 0.38 0.6 3.0 82 0.93
Estonia 6.9 15.7 56 0.44 31.0 334 7 0.04 09 28 68 0.88
Israel 72 15.6 53 042 322 337 4 0.00 0.9 28 66 0.87
Turkey 72 15.6 53 0.42 322 336 4 0.00 09 28 66 0.87
!:e;;d MFN 40 143 72 9.3 277 66 25 95 73
( ) EEA 18 320 94 0.55 82 320 74 0.12 0.0 0.0 100 1.00
::g;: MFN 83 149 4 69 149 53 85 149 43
) EC 06 15.5 96 0.92 52 15.0 66 0.26 0.0 483 100 1.00
Sted 07 | 1100 94 | o021 ]| o0 00 w00 {100] 74 | 1100 93 | 013
“:;;?0 MFN 155 155 0 243 243 0 146 14.6 0
( ) Canada 4.0 76 48 0.74 6.0 131 54 0.75 38 72 48 0.74
e 39 76 a9 |om | 00| 185 s |oso| 32 65 50 | o7s
New MFN 37 84 43 20 6.0 75 4.0 8.7 39
Zealand "
(1999) Australia 0.0 0.0 100 1.00 0.0 0.0 100 1.00 0.0 0.0 100 1.00
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ALL PRODUCTS Agricultural products Industrial products
n::::é‘;g i 2;:?:: t;;:r'?g; Share of 2;:';?: z;;flaieg: Share of 2;:';3: Aa;:r!?ﬁ Share of
(Year of Origin of s tariffon | duty-free avp | tarit tariff on | duty-free AP | tarint tariffon | duty-free RMP
tariff goocds d:g;bsle tariff lines ratio dg:‘l:e tariff lines ratio d::tel:‘bs!e tariff lines ratio
schedule) % duty) (%.of {otal (% duty) (%_ ot_lolal % duty) (%_of'tolal
tariff lines) tariff lines) fariff lines)
zf;r;;?v |mFN 34 120 72 10.5 542 81 26 8.8 n
EFTA 11 61.0 98 0.68 10.1 58.2 86 0.04 0.1 163.1 100 0.96
EC 11 78 99 0.68 8.6 69.1 88 0.18 0.1 190.0 100 0.96
Faroe Isl. 11 56.4 98 0.68 10.1 §5.5 82 0.04 0.1 69.8 100 0.6 ‘
Grech o] 11 | e 8 |oes | 93 | se2 84 |on| o1 | w27 | 100 | 0%
Hungary 11 "7 98 0.68 9.0 67.8 87 0.14 0.1 2500 100 0.96
Poland 10 61.1 98 0.7 79 §7.7 86 0.25 0.1 167.7 100 0.96 -
Estonia
Laivia 14 773 99 0.68 9.1 755 88 0.13 0.1 127.7 100 0.96
Lithuania
EEA 11 610 98 0.68 10.1 §8.2 83 0.04 0.1 163.1 100 0.96
Poland  yEN 127 131 3 230 231 0 107 10 3
[(1e99) EC 39 175 78 0.69 213 219 3 0.07 0.3 42 93 0.97
EFTA 3.2 17.8 82 0.75 17.8 238 25 0.23 0.3 42 93 0.97
Faroe Isl. 38 17.3 78 0.70 20.3 219 8 0.12 04 5.5 92 0.96
Bulgana 23 164 86 0.82 9.3 222 58 0.60 0.5 7.7 93 0.95
e ] 15 | n3 87 [oss | 60 | 155 62 [o7| o3 a4 94 | o9
Hungary 2.6 125 79 0.80 9.5 206 54 0.59 0.7 53 86 0.93
|Romania 23 154 85 0.82 9.1 215 58 0.60 0.6 73 92 0.94
Slovenia 23 -168 86 0.82 10.4 247 58 0.55 0.3 47 93 0.97
Estonia 3.7 18.8 81 0.71 18.8 241 22 0.18 0.6 8.1 92 0.94
Laivia 24 162 85 0.81 10.0 20.7 52 0.57 0.5 75 93 0.95
Lithuania 29 145 80 0.77 10.8 243 55 0.53 11 74 86 0.90
Israel 5.1 162 69 0.60 22.8 230 1 0.01 1.5 85 82 0.86
Romania  [yFN 195 206 6 323 339 5 157 167 6
(1999) E na. na. 27 na. na. na. 7 na. na. na. 32 na
IEFTA na. na. 3 na. na. na. 28 na. na na 32 n.a.
|Bulgaria na. na. 81 na. na. na. 66 n.a. na n.a. 84 n.a.
CzechR. na. na. 94 na. na. na. 69 n.a. na. na. 100 na.
Slovak R. na. n.a. 94 na. na. na. 69 na na na. 100 n.a.
Hungary na. n.a. 80 na. na. na. 64 na. na na. 84 n.a.
Poland na. n.a. 88 na. na. na. 67 na. na na. 93 n.a.
Slovenia na na. 86 na. na. na. 70 na. na na. 89 na. '
Turkey na n.a. 26 na. na. na. 7 na. na na. K}l na.



WT/REG/W/46
Page 26
ALL PROBUCTS Agricultural products Industrial products
Reporing wersge| oot |roor | [Av9e| Gt |sharoor | (Aol St | shareo
(Vearof | Origmof | 5he® | taritton | dutydroe | oo | RELCT| taritton | dutyfroe | o | FPR) tariffon | dutyree | oo
tariff goods d;gable tariff tines ratio dutiable [tariff lines ratio dutiable |tariff lines ratio
schedule) = Tiotal — % ol ol — % of ol
_ (oduy) _.,__lt(;/'ﬁf?ms) ) uailines) ol |uriines)]
Switzerland |uFN na. na. 13 na. na. 9 na na. 14
(1999) EFTA na. na. 78 na. na. na. 19 na. na na. 100 na.
EC na. na. 7% na na. na 1 n.a. na. na. 100 na
Faroe Isl. na. na 76 na. na. na. 1 na. na na. 100 na.
Bulgaria na. na. n na. na. na. 16 na. na. na. 100 na.
CzechR. na. na 76 na. na. na. 12 na na. na. 100 na
SlovakR. | na. na. 76 na. na na. 12 na. na na. 100 na.
Hungary na. na. 77 na. n.a. na. 15 na. na na. 100 na.
Poland na. na. 78 na. na. na. 20 na. na. na. 100 n.a.
Romania na. na. ” na. na. na. 16 na. na, na. 100 na.
Slovenia na. na 76 na. na. na. 12 na na. na. 100 na.
Estonia na. na. I na. na. na 14 na. na. n.a. 100 na
Latvia na. na. n na. na. na. 14 na na. na. 100 na.
Lithuania na. na. 7 na. na. na. 14 na na. na. 100 na.
Israel na. na. 79 na. na. na. 23 na. na na. 100 na
Turkey na. na. 79 na. na. na. 23 na. na. na. 100 na.
lLl;f::)v MFN 123 143 14 465 494 6 55 65 16
EC 7.2 46.0 84 0.42 425 48.2 12 0.09 0.0 49 99 0.99
EFTA 6.7 513 87 046 393 544 28 0.15 0.0 49 99 0.99
United MFN 46 | 71 35 83 138 40 41 63 35
ggf}; Canada 0.1 28.1 100 0.8 0.7 28.1 98 0.92 0.0 0.0 100 1.00
Mexico 04 46 90 091 1.2 93 87 0.85 0.3 34 91 0.93
Israel 0.1 28.1 100 097 0.7 28.1 98 0.92 0.0 00 100 1.00
Note: “n.a." = not available.

Sources:

See page 29.



Annex 3

Range of Tariffs Applied by Selected Countries to MEN Imports
and to Imports from Selected RTA partners

Czech |
FTAPartner Faroe & . United
MFN | EC | EFTA [EEA Isl. Bulgaria [ Hungary |Poland Slovak Romanla| Slovenia| Estonia |Latvia| Lithuania | Israel | Turkey| CACM | Canada |Mexico States Chile
Importer R. i
Bulgaria (1999)
AaRWMinf 3 | s o3 |l b lo.s fes )]s | .3_ ... RS DR I I O AN IS I
AGRIMax| 74 | 70 |7 T TTTT T O N N I N I I DR B 230 I N B
JNDMin ¥ 2 |09 o9 | ool o). 06 1 2 | ___]. 05 ] .02 [ _____ I L foes |
IND-Max 39 20 20 20 20 20 20 25
Canada (2000) :
[ _AGRIMint 2 | .. NN DRURUROR DRDRNUI RSN FURPIIS SN PRSPPI RRpRt I AR RN AN AR A BRI IR NSO -2
| __AGRMMaxj 238 | | . e e IR SR, A 238 | oo 238 | 238 |238 |
[ NDMin [ T2 [ BN SN DY NN (Y NS RO AN I SRR RPN NN MO ISR IO IO [ 07 [0 fi5]
IND-Max 25 9 9 12
Costa Rica (1999)
| AGRIMn| 4 | | S U DR AU IS AU S I B IS DN S N O O I T
[ TAGRIMax| 283 [ TTTTTTTTT S R DO ISt I I A A IO I DO [ I I 253 [T
R O I S D D Y A AU I A O N Y B 0 I I T O
IND-Max 100 16 20 |
Cyprus (1998)
| _AGRIMin | 05 | 26 | SRR IS DU PRORRUDION MUY PR PPN N RSP IS DUURRURN AR KRR FRPIN RRPDRN IURPIN I S -
[ - _AGRIMax| 202 2335 | RS DO SNSRI DESRSIOIS! MOt N H R I AN DRSROROIOION USRI ISR IS IO ]
| __IND-Min | 0.3 | . 33 1] RN DRURRR DRNURURY (RRSSRORDN NOUPUPIN IR DRPUPRPY R R IR RN AU TR ARRORR EPDRDN SODR NS .
IND-Max 80 26 :
Czech Rep. (2000) i
[ __AGRMMin | 05 | 05 | 05 | | ___J_ 1 _f A 4.2 0 1 .1 .. L Lo Lo 17 (05105 ) | _____|. |
[ - AGRIMax| 128 " w25 |"32s | Tl _]oC 100 1 o0 1 8o 1 ___].. LGN T D N - 1 T D 0 1 A IO I I ! IO
_IND-Min | 02 | 02 (02 y _f ___j__O0 _J__O0 _J 04 ___I_. 68 | _. L 0o_fo ..o _ |1 jpoee . __f____|___. A I
IND-Max 89 13 13 0 0 26 6.8 10 0 0 89 89 |
Hungary (1999) '
| _AGRI-Min| 18 | 1.8 1.8 | | ___[.85 | ____ 2581 4 | 27 [ 35 | 18 | _ __|______L_ 18 w8 . R
- AGRIMax[ 131 | 381 | 13t ] | ] OO O L O O N < N SRR I et LAt o]
| NaMin [ 08 [ 02 o2 ] ) ] 02 | ____]o0s ]los ] a4 ] o5 | o2 [ [ _____[. 02 [o2 ¥ T foT]
IND-Max 78 70 70 23 23 23 47 23 23 70 70 1
Iceland (1999)
| AGRiMin| 5 | | sl IS DR S S S AU N |
| _AGRIMax| 78 | | | e IRSSROES ASSORSIORY SNSRI NOROION NOROION SOOI S I
[ Tpdin [ a1 20 DS DU IS IS A A I I D S IOt O I N A
IND-Max | 20 (o3 R A A R A e U N N A A A N N N "

e

SP/M/DOTI/LM

LT 98eq




Czech
§TA Pertrer Faroe . & United
MFN | EC | EFTA |EEA Is| Bulgaria | Hungary | Poland Stovak Romania| Slovenia| Estonia |Latvla] Lithuania | Israel | Turkey| CACM | Canada |Mexico States Chile
Importer ’ R. ;
Israel (1993) ‘
[ __AGRIMing 2 | 2 | ___ SRR DRSO DRSS PRSI SO IR FEURPIPIIRE NN N IS S AR AR SRR IR IR N1 DN N
| __AGRIMax| 52 | 52 | .. SRR R GRS RS NSNSl PSP DU ORI AU SRS (RSO IR KPRV EURPRON IR IS A L
| _INDMin ) 2 | 6 | ____ SRR R PRSI PR SRS R DRSRURY MNP SOOI RS Y AR RN AR SRR A i 1 {2 I
IND-Max | 100 100 110
Mexico (1998)
| __AGRIMiIn | 10 | SRR PRPISRY PRI PRI SRPIY NORPNSY SR MU SO I R AN IURPRNNN IR 2 _ Lo )d 2 ).}
| _AGRIMax| 260 | 1 ____ SRR DRSS URPRRN DRV NPT FURU DRNURIPI NI O IR CRUR IS NP IR I 27 L.
| _IND-Min | S_ || ... JRORE DR DR RIS FUSN JRR RO RPN NN IS RPN IR AURURI NORPIPUDN A - S IR 18 .
IND-Max 35 12 20
Norway (1999)
| AGRiMin | 01 4 08 | 01 jotf o1 f 1 _ 01 _J od f o1 ) ___d ... 05_ 1051 o5 & b o L. l_o____L.... I
| _ AGRI-Max) S50 | 550 | 550 {550 550 | ____[__ 550 {850 f 850 § 4 ____|._ 550_ 1850 f 860 | ____|___ b o___.L.__. A R N
| _IND-Min } 06 | 170 | 470 (212} 8 | ____|__ 250 {8 .3 4o . I I R TN ISR R IO IS I I T
IND-Max | 259 210 | 210 | 258 { 258.5 250 250 2 210 210 210
Poland (1999)
| __AGRIMin| 08 | 08 | 08 | | 08 | 4 _ [ _4 _4 ___ 1 _ 4 .4 ]! 4 .08 | 8sf 25 108 1 b _____L_._.l___.
| AGRIMax| 252 | 262 )| 252 | | 252 | 262 | 252 | ___|_ 252 | 252 | 252 | 252 | 252 | 252 252 | | 4 | __ | ____
| __INDMin ] 02 | 3 ) 3 | __|. 02| .3 ] _ 21 1 ___ .. 3 .33 3 .02 | 8 1 3 |8 b
IND-Max 42 15 15 42 20 15 15 20 20 41.7 20 15 42
Turkey (1998)
|_AGRIMing 0.5 1 1 | 24 4t e e . IR R AN DR I DI I R
| _AGRIMax| 240 | 240 | 240 | | 1 Aoy ... IS DRSO ARRpIN AP IEPIPIO TONPIN IO A ]
| __IND-Min | 03 | 14 | 14 | f .. IR DR AR IR SRR TR I IS ..
IND-Max 32 18 18 ‘
United States (2000}
| _AGRMMn| 08 | | S DR U I N IS O I S I PR as | __l.ss oo |
| - AGRIMax| 380 [ T BN DR DO N NN NSO I I IS D L0 R O I (13 I I I
[ C DM [ et [T AN RO ORI NONRY NN NN N EO I NN DSR2 IO IO I I I O
IND-Max 48 0 0 26

87 a8ey

O/ M/OTI/IM



s

Notes:

‘TPR database was not used in this study, due to technical restraints.
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Bulgaria's submission to the IDB (1999) contains preferences for the Czech and Slovak
Republics which were not included in the study as they were so much at variance from
Bulgaria's other CEFTA partners.

The information on preferential partners contained in the EC's 1999 submission to the

Israel's submission to the TRAINS database (1993) shows tariff rates of 110 per cent for
587 lines of imports of agricultural goods from the United States (the peak MFN rate for
that year was 100 per cent).

For Switzerland; it was only possible to obtain information on duty-free tariff lines from
the IDB submission.

The data obtained from the TRAINS database often gives preferences only where
granted (i.e. the entire schedule for a reporter is not reproduced for each preferential
partner). It was possible to obtain a picture of duty-free treatment in such cases, but not
to provide reduced duties.

For details on the choice of data sources, see paragraph 17 of the text.

Sources (for Annexes 2 & 3):

Australia (IDB); Bulgaria (IDB); Canada (IDB); Costa Rica (IDB); Cyprus (IDB); Czech
Republic (TPR); EC (TRAINS); Hungary (IDB); Iceland (TPR); Israel (TRAINS); Mexico
(FTAA); New Zealand (IDB); Norway (TPR); Poland (TPR); Romania (TRAINS);
Switzerland (IDB); Turkey (IDB); United States (IDB)
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-vis their RTA Partners
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Variation of Selected Reporters' Duty-Free Shares for Agricultural Products
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Import duty-free shares

Tariff-line duty-free shares
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Annex 5

Transition Periods and Schedules of Concessions for Selected RTAs

Dateof | General INDUSTRIAL PRODUCTS AGRICULTURAL PRODUCTS
Importing entry Into RTA Calendar of concessions Calendar of concessions
_— 1- .| Exporting_| a | Positive | .| Positive [
—party -force-of —-transition
party (P)or Type of tariff (P) or Type of tariff
RTA period Timing Timing
(DEF) (years) negative concessions | negative concessions
(N) lists {N) lists
EC iAlgeria 10UO71G76; none N DEF lezeoduies | P} DEF iespeciic reducions
: : H . H 1 (with . : s within TQs
............ E beeeeeeedeee o exoeplons)  f ]
Algeria :EC : : : * no concessions granted
E : E i E (with ; exception : :
: SRR Godexeeplons) G ]
Andora{EC : 5 i N DEF lezeroduties * o concessions granted

' s s P :

: : : : : iexceptions)
EC iBulgaria [GU12193} 10 : N | DEF legeodues | P | DEF Iezeodues

! : : : : : : : i (sometimes within TQs)

; ; i : reiene N (agcuture)

; : i 145 tepngressive ! + 5Years : e progressive reductions

: ; : ; : YO2S leliminaion ! : : within TQs

: : : : : i (sometimes : :

S S : : s I WithinTQs) & . e e
Bulgaia  :EC : : i N i DEF lezeddies i P i 5Years ieprogressive reductions
E i E E i 5.9 iepmgressive ! E i within TQs

: : : : i ¥ears elimination : :

EC iCyprus  101006/1973; 445 i N i DEF e gpegifc ;P i DEF :egzeroduties,

: : : ; : ireductions : :® specific reductions

s s s s P lemeimes s  (agriculture)

: : : : : {WihinTGs) : t® specific reductions
SRS S ; 5 S T AU e b......ifoocessedagr)
Cypus  EC : ; i N c4yearsiepogressve ;P DEF lespeciiic reductions

i 5 i : i jreductions S (processedagr) |

; ; : : : ; : 1 4Years | e progressive reductions

: : : 5 : : : : : (agriculture)

EC g Czech Rep. i 01/03/1992 : 10 é N é DEF é ® zero duties : P g DEF i * zero duties (fish)

; i ® specific reductions

5 E E e S i(agriculture) ]

: 5 : : 23,5 e progressive | i 45 tepogressive reductions

: ; ; : 6Years elimination YEars : within TQs (agriculture,

............ bbb _iprocessedagr) ]
Czech Rep. | EC : . P i DEF ieserodues P 3,5 i e progressive reductions
5.9, 10 te progressive . veas vithin LS;’ (agriculure,
: : : + Ye4rs 1 elimination ; proces agr)
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INDUSTRIAL PRODUCTS AGRICULTURAL PRODUCTS
Importing eg:r;e I::o G;l}re‘(al Calendar of concessions Calendar of concessions
Exporting . Positive Positive
party force of | transition .
party RTA period (P)or Timing | Typeoftarft [ (P)or Timin Type of tariff
tive 9| concessions negative 9 concessions
(OEF) | (years) | 723
(N) lists (N) lists
EEC : Egypt 101111973} none i N i DEF legeroduties i P ! DEF lespecific reductions

s a s P iredwtos o
............ b S : beeememedeeee o WHNTQS ]
Egypt {EEC : : i P DEF egpeciic : * no concessions granted

: : : : I iteductions .

; : : : i 1year teprogressive

: : : : i : reductions :

EC {Estoia [OUOU1995; none | N | DEF fegeogumies : P DEF iespecilc reductions

' 5 : : : + {exceptions for : i (agriculture)

: : : + texiles) : : : ® specific reductions

E i : i E : : b swithin TQs (fish) ______|

i 1.3 ! progressive reductions

' : ' : ' : : i YearS : within TQs (processed

s ; s a P s P )

: : : 5 5 : 5 : * progressive reductions
RS S : : YRR DY U S L_.....iwithin TQs (agriculture) |
Estonia  (EC : : i no 1 DEF iegepduties i P i 3Years :eprogressive reductions

: : : ! exception : : : :

EC : Faroe : 01/01/1997 i none : no i : DEF 1% eroduties ¢ P : DEF 1@ 7er0 duties within TQs

: Islands : 5 : exception ' ' : : ! (fish)

: : ® zero duties within TQs

: : : : : : : ' ' (agriculture)

: : : : : : : : + @ zero duties within TQs
............ : e eemeeen e e e b o {prOCESSE QL) |
Faroe 1EC : : i no i DEF iexeroguies i P 1 DEF legeroduties (fish)
Islands ! : . 1 exception ¢ ! ! : ! .

: : : ; : : : : ¢ 2060 dulies

s 5 : s P s Pt

s z z P s L iz aties (i

: : : : : : : : 1 exceptions) (processed

: : . : ' : : : 1agr.)

: : E E S e 5 S {(agriculture) |

: : : 1.4,5, 1 ® progressive : 4.5 + ¢ progressive reductions

: : : : : 6years ielimination : Years . within TQs (processed

: : : : : :(sometimes : 1agr)

5 iwithinTQs) . # progressive reductions
e [ : ; A L A S | _._.iwithin TQs (agriculure)
Hungary  {EC : ; b N 1259 tepogressive P S Years e progressive reductions

: : ; E . YeAS Celimination + within TQs (agriculture)

: : : : : ; : ® progressive reductions

: : : : : : ¢ within TQs (processed

. : : . . . . ‘agr.)
EC : Latvia :01/01/1995: 4 no i DEF legerogulies annexes missing
............ ; Lexceplion i i ]
Latvia 1EC ' ! i N P DEF _i*zeroduties ! annexes missing

f : : : ¢ 2.4 leppgressive

: : . YE&rS . glimination
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INDUSTRIAL PRODUCTS AGRICULTURAL PRODUCTS
Importing e:tar;e I::o GeR'.:F Aral Calendar of concessions Calendar of concessions
Exporting Positive Positive
party force of | transition .
party RTA riod (P) or Typeoftariff | (P)or Type of tariff
pe Timing " Timing
(DEF) (years) negative concessions | negative concessions
(N) lists (N) lists ~
EC iLithuania _ :01/01/1995; 6 _ : N | DEF leseodutes : P _i DEF :  specific. reductions___|
: : 5 : i ¢ (exceptions for O iwithin TQs (fish) . _|
: ; ; : ; ; texiles) ; i 13,6 e progressive reductions
: : : : : : : : Y84 within TQs (processed
: s s z P ; P e
: : : : : : ; : : ® specific reductions
S ; : teenenan domoezns eemmeenaad eeenen beenoens i within TQs (agriculture) |
Lithuania ; EC 5 : : N P Dfli i *zeroduties ! P : 6,7 + ® progressive reduction
: : : : i 26 lepuogressive | i Y63 (sh)
: : : : | Years ieimination : : ® progressive reductions
: : : : : : : : within TQs (agriculture)
: : : : : : : : i® progressive reductions
: . . : . . : : + within TQs (processed
: : : : : : : : sagr.)
EC : Malta §01/04/1971 E 10 ; N é DEF éo specilic E P § DEF §o specific reductions
: . : ! : 1 reductions : : .
: ' : : i (sometimes :
........... beeeepeeendoo L SWINTQS) 2]
Malta {EC : i N idyearsieppgessive i N i 4years leprogressive reduction
: : : : < reduction : : :
EC § Morocco  :01/03/2000: 12 : no o DEF e 4010 duties | P i DEF !egep0 duties (fish)
H : . + exception : H . . . . i
H . H H - . , . + 9 specific reductions
: : : ; : : ........iWithin TQs (agriculture) |
s s s P s ; 3years ;e progressive
: : : : : : : elimination within TQs
S AU s S SN S SR S . RO
Morocco : EC ' s N DEF iezeoaiies i Pt DEFespeciic reductions
: : : P 3,12 e progressive : : : within TQss (agriculture)
: : : : i Years :elimination ! :
EC :PLO 1010711997; 45 1 no i DEF e geroquties P 1 DEF ezerduies (some
USRS I z ! S SR SO oo iWihinTQs) ]
PLO 1EC : i N DEF tezeroduies i P i DEF ezeroquies (some
; : E 5 years :® progressive | within TQs)
: : : H : ! elimination : : :
; : : S NS : e agrcuwre) |
: + 14,5, teprogressive ¢ 14,5 Leprogressive
: + 7Years : efimination : Years : glimination (processed
: : (sometimes 1agr)
: ¢ within TQs) ' ® progressive reductions
SRR USROS SOUUOTOTUU SO SR within TQs (agricuture)
Poland {EC N i DEF ‘ezeroduies : P S years : e progressive reductions
: U710 Ge progressive : i within TQs (agriculture)

 elimination
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INDUSTRIAL PRODUCTS AGRICULTURAL PRODUCTS
Importin egta tei:: o G:‘.}iral Calendar of concessions Calendar of concessions
por'™d | Exporting [ &MY Positive Positive

party force of | transition 3
party RTA period {P) or Timing Type of tariff | (P)or Timing Type of tariff
(DEF) (years) negative concessions | negative concessions

_ (N} lists (N) lists :
EC - jRomama O0W0SN983: 10 ¢ N DEF leseoquies : ¢ i DEF lespeciic reductions__

: : : : : 5 : : § (fish)

. :‘ specific reductions

: : ; : S e : S Hagiculture) |

: : ' ' : 14,5, tepogressive i 45 leprogressive reductions

: : ; : + 6years ietimination | { Years : within TQs (processed

. : : : : : (sometimes : : : agr.)

: : : : iwithin TQs) : + ® progressive reductions
R S : : eeeaenes deeeenns s eerzeeaen l...-....:!".“.".“.‘Ig.s.@ﬂ’!".“.".".'!*)..
Romania : EC ' E E N + DEF E * zer0 duties E P 5 DEF o specific reductions

: : : e e, : feeeenn i fish) ... ..
; 5 ; i 5.9 lepngessive | i 5.8 :eprogressive reductions
5 5 : p YOS elimination ! : YearS 2 within TQs (agriculture)
5 : : : : : : : ® progressive reductions
: : . . ' . H : s (processed agr.)
EC : Slovak Rep. ! 01/03/1 992: 10 . N | DEF legeoqduties : P ¢ DEF legzeroduties (fish)

: 5 E : E : : : ® specific reductions

: ' : : SO S : eeead @9’.‘9‘."3‘.’{9) ...........

: : : : 2 3.5, {eprogressive i 45 !eprogressive reductions

: ' : : : 6years | ‘elimination @ ioyears | } within TQs (processed

: : : : : :(sometimes ' : agr.)

f : : : : ; Within TQs) : ! ® progressive reductions
IFTTRRRIUNS E : b SN e N i within TQs (agriculture) |
Siovak Fep. 1T § §PT O fenaies 1 P 35 e progressie reducions

: ; : ; £5,9,10 le progressive 1 YE&S . within TQs (processed

: : : : ;YOS Celimination : iagr)

. : : : 1 : : : Lo progressive reductions

. : . . : H ' ! within TQs (agriculture)
EC E Slovenia E 01/0111 997 S 6 E N DEF E ® zero duties E P E DEF : e spemﬁc reductions

: : : : : within TQs (fish)

: : : f : : 1 ® specific reductions

: : 5 N SR : e ‘(processedagr)

: 2,3 e progressive  6years | e progressive reductions
: ; years ehmznauon : wuthm TQs (agricufture)
......................... : e WitRTOs E b ]
Slovenia : EC N L RE-f- i .Q.Z.e-r-o' gy!’?_s ..... P DEF . specmc reducllons
3,4 progressive : * within TQs (fish)
. years elxmxnahon : # specific reductions
: : within TQs (agriculture)
¢ specific reductions
! (processed agr.)




PN

Switzerland : Bulgaria

: ® 7er0 duties (fish)
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INDUSTRIAL PROBUCTS AGRICULTURAL PRODUCTS
Importin egtatei::o Geﬂr:‘{a ! Calendar of concessions _Calendar of concessions
POrNg | Exporting | €Y Positive Positive
party force of | transition ;
party : {P) of Typeoftarifi { (P)or Type of tariff
RTA period Timing . Timing
(DEF) (years) negative concessions | negative concessicns
(N) lists (N) lists :
{Africa E E . o : e Hagioutuee) |
; : 34,6, leprogressive | i 310 e prgressive
: ; ; : ; 10 years relimination 1 Y645 elimination (agriculture)
: : E : ; 19 specific : :
............ SN SOPUURE SORRRRRR L. . B SO SRRSOy
South Africa : EC : : 12 : N ; DEF 19 zero duties P : DEF ' zero duties
; § ; ; A e : I fagrculure) |
; : : ; + 3,512 1o progressive : 3,512 1 e progressive
: : : : : YOArS :efimination  : 1 Years . elimination
EC iTunisia  :01/031998; 12 ¢ no i DEF e zeroduties v P DEF legpecific reductions
f : : ; exception ; : ; :  within TQs (agriculture
O S : : SRS SO e eeeeees b eneeees booo...pandfist)
: : : : {512 e progressive : : within TQs (agriculture
E E E : i Years !eliminaion : +and fish)
EFTA- iBulgaa 0107/1893; 95 | N i DEF legeoduies | ; ;
z s z = P ool | P
s z e P e P
. ; . : i exceptions : : :
SRR S 5 : S SO JO .- ) U OSSR A S
Bugaria  1EFTA § PN DEF leeoduies P P DFF lezamaites ]
: 5 : 45,85 {eprogressive |  BYears : e progressive reductions
............ : oo d YOS ielminaion i i ifpocessedagr) |
leland ~ ;Bulgaria ; ; ; g v P DEF iezerduties (fish)
: : : ; ¢ zero duties
: : : : : : : : ! (agriculture)
; ] ; : ; ; ; ; # specific reductions
; N S S eeeeebo.....i(processedagr) |
Noway  :Bulgaria ! : i Nt 55 tepmgressive : P i DEF e zer0duties (fish)
: ; : ; ; YOAS *elimination 5 ; :® specific reductions
: : : : : : ; : + within TQs (agriculture)
: : : : : : : : + ® specific reductions
U AU : : SRS I N oeeieeeebooo....i(processedagr) |

1 ® zero duties and ®

i specific reductions

' (agriculture)

+ @ specific reductions
: (processed agr.)
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Dateof | General INDUSTRIAL PRODUCTS AGRICULTURAL PRODUCTS
Calendar of concessions Calendar of concessions
Importing entrylnto{ RTA
Exporting Positive Positive
party force of | transition
' party RTA period | P10 | qyppg | Typeoltarft | Por | ) Type of tariff
tive concessions | negative 9 concessions
(DEF) | (years) | "°92
{N) lists (N) lists .
EFTA iCzechRep. {01/07/1992: 10t N ! DEF :egzergqufies ' ' L
: : : : : i (indvidual E :
s s s s P e P
s s = s P i exeplons | P
........... : bemommmndeenceaendoo DOIOW) b ]
Czech Rep. : EFTA : : i N : DEF iegeroduties annexes missing
E E E s 545, 85 EOprwressive
NS N : i e b OO eliminaon f o]
losland____: Czech Rep. : S I I fereeeeoo.....dMeXesmissing ]
Norway  :CzechRep. : : : : 35,55 {o progressive annexes missing
............ i oo YORS Gelminaton P ]
Switzerland : Czech Rep. ! : : : : : annexes missing
EFTA :Estonia  :01/06/1996: none : no : DEF :ezeroduties : :
........... : sexeeplion: ]
Estonia  : EFTA : : : "°r i DEF iezeroduies i P i DEF :eaidmeasures (fish)
(pl‘OV. app]') E E E Eexcep lon H E E E EQconcessions same as
: : : : : : : ! granted to the EC
............ : LI S U ST ST L . -~ 2 K1+ L0) I
Iceland + Estonia ' ' ' : : i Pt DEF !egigmeasures (fish)
' : : H : : 1@ specific reductions
............ : e eeeeadeeeeeendeemmmeeebeeeeob. . i (prOCESSEd agr) |
Noway  :Estonia | : ' : H i P DEF eaid measures (fish)
' specific reductions
: ; 5 : : ; ; : 1 within TQs (agriculture)
: : ' : : : : 1 ¢ specific reductions
5 ORI SR LS e b {processedagr) |
‘ ¢ specific reductions
z s z ; P s L (egrilure)
: : : : : ; : ;  ® specific reductions
........... E fememmmmdememeee b eeeeeeeeeeo b i{processedagr) |
Estonia : Switzerland : : : : : i P DEF :egpecilic reductions
: : : : : : : within TQs (agriculture)
EFTA ‘Hungary  :01/10/1993: 10 N | DEF legeroquties | 5 :
' ' : : i (individval : :
: : . : EFTA ! g
: ; exceptions  : :
.......................... : SO SRS VU .../ N S S S
Hungary 1 EFTA 5 N L DR ieserodues i Pi DEF iezeduesish) |
E +0.5,35, Lo progressive i 35 lepmogressive reductions
' ' elimination : years .
................................................................. i Pt

DEF : # zer0 duties (fish)
: ® zero duties
+ (agriculture)
: ® specific reductions

: {processed agr.)
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- Dateof | General INDUSTRIAL PROBUCTS AGRICULTURAL PRODUCTS
Importing entry into RTA Calendar of concesslons Calendar of concesslons
party Exporting force of | transition Positive Postiive

party (P)or Typeoftarifft | (P)or Type of tariff
RTA period .. | Timing Timing
(DEF) (vears) negative concessions | negative concessions

(N) lists {N) lists ]

. Nomay-_ -__éJ:lU[lgal_Y_ 5 E E N 5,2.5. 4.5_Pptogressw€ _..E._.. P 4:_ DEF E ® 2ero0 duties (ﬁsh)

' § ‘ § : years ielimination ! i +# specific reductions

; : ; : : : : : : within TQs (agriculture)

: : : : E : : E i specific reductions
............ feeeeeeesbeeee e bl processed agr)
Switzerland Hungary : : . P DEF : * zero duties (fish)

: : : : : : : : 1 @ 210 duties and ®

: : : : : : : : i specific reductions

: : ; : ; : : 1 within TQs (agriculture)

: : : : : : : 1 ® specific reductions

H H H H H H H . + (processed agr.)

EFTA i Israel 101/011993: none : N : DEF iezeoduties : :

: : : : : i (individua! : :

e s a - P

: : : : : i exceptions : :

............ et : R ST TN - L) I S S S
Israel 1 EFTA : L DEF jezerodutes : P DEF ® progressive

: E : : exception : : ' : + efimination (fish)

: : : : : : : 1 ® specific reductions
____________ : bbb b ifprocessedagr)
leland :lIsrael : : i  emaymaintainQRsoncetain : P i DEF :eprogressive

products : : elimination (fish)

; : : +® specific reductions

' : : : : : 1 within TQs (agriculture)

: : ; : : : 19 specific reductions
............ SO SO S ... L .0 IO
Norway & lIsrael ' : : : i P 1 DEF :epogressive

: 5 § § § : : elimination (fish)

: : : : : + @ specific reductions
U S : : LS SOOI SR e i (processedagr,) |
Switzerland ! Israel : ' ' ' : 5 P i DEF lepogressive
: : : : : : : E ! elimination (fish)
: : : : : : ie specific reductions
; ; H : : : {agriculture)
+ ® specific reductions
: . : . . . . . s (processed agr.)
EFTA : Latvia 101/06/19%6: none ! no . DEF lezeoduties : 5
IS S : : LeXeeplON i el beeerereeeeeneaenen]
Latvia {EFTA ;o DEF :egero duties P DEF e 2er0 duties (fish)
: exception : ‘e .
: : : ® concessions same as
{ granted 1o the EC

S S i(processedagr) |

: : : : : : 4years :eprogressive
............. b b eliminations (ish) ]
lceland” " Lavia t P T DEF e zero guties (fish)

: ® zero duties (processed
e agr) J

i
: 4years e progressive
: . elimination (fish)




WT/REG/W/46
Page 39

Importing
party

Date of
Exporting entry into

force of
party RTA

(DEF)

General
RTA
transition
period
{years)

INDUSTRIAL PRODUCTS
Calendar of concessions

AGRICULTURAL PRODUCTS
Calendar of concessions

Positive
(P)or
negative
(N) lists

Type of tariff

Timing concessions

Positive
(P)or
negative
{N) lists

Type of tariff

Timin
9 concessions

Norway

Switzerland

[P P P QU

mmeemecesderemcrendosconanmmmrmmmat

P i BEF iezeoduties (fish)

§ 1 @ specific reductions
: i within TQs (agriculture)
: @ specific reductions

DEF * zero duties (fish)
+ ® specific reductions
: (agriculture)
i ¢ specific reductions

Iceland

Switzerland

..............

]
Neeecconocacs

: Lithvania

Lithuania

Lithuania

*Switzerland

45

.
.
.

.............................................................................

no
exception

Y

DEF : ¢ zero duties

=
o
o
ES
[4,]

! ® progressive
+ elimination

ceesesadesascana
cevsescsssdennan

...................................

ehecncananacanans

P .
0
]
]
)
]
'
.
.

PRI -
[
.
.
.
«
.
.
.
.
I
.
[l
Il
Il
'

H ! (processed agr.)

Pt DEF iezer0duties (fish)
: : concessions same as
: : granted to the EC

P 1 DEF :ezeroduties (fish)
 specific reductions
+ within TQs (agriculture)
+® specific reductions
OEF e zero duties (fish)

* zero duties

1 (agriculture)

i ® specific reductions

DEF 1@ zero duties (fish)
1 ® specific reductions
1 (agriculture)
 # specific reductions

DEF e specific reductions

Morocco

: Morocco ;01/12/1999 :  none

no : DEF :ezeroduties

i 312 teprogressive
;YOS : elimination

+ within TQs (agricuture)

: ! ® concessions same as
: : granted to the EC

; various : e progressive
: elimination (fish)
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Importing
party

Date of
entry into
force of
RTA

(DEF)

General
RTA
transition
period
{years)

INDUSTRIAL PROBUCTS
Calendar of concessions

AGRICULTURAL PRODUCTS
Calendar of concessions

Positive
{P)or
negative
(N) lists

Timing

Type of tariff
concessions

Positive
(P)or
negative
(N) lists

Type of tariff

Timin "
9 concessions

lcetand

Switzerand

feemmemmcccccccecsatecaanccccccaaa

P .

--DEE__ 0 7er0 duties (fish)——
1 ¢ zero duties
i (agricuiture)
: * specific reductions

DEF ¢ zero duies (fish)

1® zero duties

! (agriculture)

1 specific reductions

i within TQs (processed

........ iagr) L]

DEF+ # 260 duties (fish)

1 ® Zer0 duties

: (agriculture)

$ 9 specific reductions

m=-m-eeccesemcnccfecmcccnsanccccnnmcafmrccscataanmmnn

DEF e specific reductions
+ within TQs (agriculture)

Iceland

Switzerland

Poland

PR U LU

15/11/1993

g A

tpesemmmmescccnrepoccancnanranpnnansesancenadeccnan e aaceeatttsaanp e e ccacaaatmannepreeaaccancanak.

ceemmememmanan

fecedecrecesscanmamnmtloccccasnraasessslocccncccrccckocccccncnsnmadencncchosscscanacacccokhacanssancccacacccokheascnananeranne

® zero duties
(individua
EFTA

exceptions

(timetable not available -
annex missing)

limination

® e

progressive

D R R

Fremceccrascen

........................................

........................................

DEF e zer0 duties (fish)
® zero duties
+ (agriculture)
+® specific reductions
________  (processed agr.)

DEF ;#7610 duties (fish)
+® specific reductions
 within TQs (agricufture)
+® specific reductions
___________________ : (processed agr.)

Pt DEF :ezer0duties (fish)
 ® zero duties and ®

: specific reductions

' (agriculture)

: :  specific reductions
: ! (processed agr.)




B
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INDUSTRIAL PRODUCTS AGRICULTURAL PRODUCTS
" Daleot | General Calendar of concessions Calendar of concessions
Importing : entry into RTA ™ r
Exporting Positive Positive
party force of | transition

party {P)or Type of tariff (P)or Type of tariff
RTA period .| Timing 1 Timing
(DEF) (years) negative concessions | negative concessions

(N) lists (N) lists ’
EFTA__ :Romania [OWOS1993: 95 : N ! DEF ejeroquties_ i : g o

i e I R

s s s Poob e P

: . ' : H ' exceptions : ' :

............ : b kelow) ]
Romania EFTA § N DEF eseduies P P! DEF lezemduies(isn) |

: : ! : : 45,85 e pogressive i 65 e pogressive reductions
............. e : oo IO lelmination G % Y4 C(orocessedagr) |
lceland ~ iRomania : : : : i P i DEF ez quties (fish)

: : : : : : : : 1 ® Zer0 duties

: : : : : : : : ! (agriculture)

; ; ; ; ; g + @ speciic reductions
............ : N S S SRR SRR (+1(*.%-1-: k- +1 IS
Noway — :Romania ! : i N1 55 epogressve @ P i DEFlezerduies (fish)

: : : ;elimination + @ specific reductions

. : : H : : ' ; + within TQs (agriculture)

: : : ; : : ' : 1 @ specific reductions
............ i eeeee e b (PrOCESSEd AGE)
Switzerland : Romania : ; : ' : : P : DEF 19 7010 duties (fish)

: : * zero duties and ®

: : : : : : : : : specific reductions

. . : . : ' : H : (agriculture)

; ; : : : : : 5 i ® specific reductions

‘ : : . 1 ; : . : (processed agr.)

EFTA SlovakRep.;010771992; 10 : N | DEF iejeoqutes | 5 ;

: : : : : i (ndvidual : E

s i z P TEm A

. . H : : i exceptions : ' :

............. SO 5 b kel ]
Stovak Rep. EFTA N ) DEF ] ¢ zero duties annexes missing

5 : : : i 4585 e progressive
............ 5 b 1 YOS Gelminaton G
[Iceland_____: Slovak Rep, : S e . G ooe....annexesmissing 7]
Norway Slovak Rep. 35,55 * progressive annexes missing
____________ : o3 YO elimination o]
Switzerland : Slovak Rep. ! : : : : : ___annexes missing
EFTA :Slovenia  101/07/1995; 65 i N : DEF le e duties 5 3 :

; P ; : | (indiidual : ;

. : : : . EFTA . , :

; : 5 : ' exceptions : ;
......................... : e bRlw) ]
Slovenia ! EFTA L i N i DEF ‘egeroduies i P 0 DEF egeroduties (fish)

{prov. appl.) 5 : ; ¢ N 115,45, teprogressive : | ® concessions same as

: : : ; t 85 elimination ; ! granted to the EC
........... O L h..i.._. .ilprocessedagr) ]
lceland  :Slovenia allowed to maintain QRs on certain P 7 DEF e zerduties (fish)

: products (brooms) : " :

: : @ specific reductions

: : : + (agricullure)

: : : +# specific reductions
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Importing
party

Exporting
party

Date of
entry into
force of
RTA
(DEF)

General
RTA
transition
period
(years)

INDUSTRIAL PRODUCTS
Calendar of concessions

AGRICULTURAL PRODUCTS
Calendar of concessions

Positive
P)or Type of tariff
negative Timing concessions
(N) lists

Positive
{P)or
negative
(N) lists

Type of tariff

Timi
ng concessions

Lithuania

: Estonia

: _+ DEF e 5010 guties
Lexeeplion i

. 0o DEF egeroduties
: exception | :

¢ om0 DEF e gzer duties
: exception : :

Noway __:Slovenia _ : ' i Nt 35 tegmgessive i P DEF e zeroduties (fish)

T L R B et

a s s s P e P ilagioutur)

s N 0 {espeoiic reductons

: : : H H : : H < within TQs (processed
............ : SRR SO SOOI SO BUUIE . NENSRORSSRU
Switzeriand ! Slovenia ' : : : i Pt DEF legzerpduties (fish)

e L e speic rcucions

s s s s P s P agiculure

: : ; E : : : : : ® specific reductions
............ : e eeeed e eeeee b (processedagr) |
Slovenia : Switzerand : : : : ; i P! DEF egpediiic reductions

: : ; : ; : : : ! within TQs (agricuiture)

; : : i : i (ndvidual : :

: : : : : : EFTA : : :

: : : : : ; exceptions ! ; :
............ : U OO S ..} S S RSO SRTSORRN
Tukey  [EFTA ; : i N i DEF ‘egerogues i P! DEF especific reductions

s s a s  4Years :e progressive s ; (ish)
........... : eeeeeenndeooo...i@liminafion o % %]
Iceland + Turkey : : : : : : P i DEF e gm0 duties

: : : : : : : : ! {agriculture)

: : : : : : H : + ¢ specific reductions
............ : oot {processed agr)
Norway + Turkey 5 ' i N idyears ie progressive P i DEF !ezer0 duties

: : : : : i elimination : : ! (agriculture)

: : : : : : : ; | concessions same as

' ' ' : : . : . : granted to the EC
............ E e i{processed agr) |
Switzertand : Turkey : i N dyearsieppgessive ¢ P 0 DEF legerogutiesand®

: E E : E ‘elimination ! : * specific reductions

: E : : : : : : ! (agriculture)

E : : : ® concessions same as

: ' ' ' ' : ' : : granted to the EC

: : : : : : : : : (processed agr.)
BAFTA 00411894 mome i ... + DEF for FTA in agricultural products is 1/1/1997 |
Estonia Latvia : : : 0o DEF lespoqduties M 1 DEF legzeroduties
............ : iexception: i ..._.iexeepon: o]
Latvia : Estonia : im0 DEF legeoguies ¢ M DEF e zeroduties
............ cexcepion: i _iexeeplion: i ..
Estonia : Lithuania im0 DEF legeroduties ¢ M i DEF e zer0duties
.......... iexcepion: i __......iexeepton: &
Lithuania : P :

no 1 DEF e zer0duties

: Mo DEF e zer0 duties

. exception : U
pmo o DEF e zero duties

: exception :
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INDUSTRIAL PRODUCTS AGRICULTURAL PRODUCTS
tmporting er[:tatetg:o GeRr;F;a ' Calendar of concesslons Calendar of concessions
Exporting v Positive Positive
party force of | transition
party RTA period (P)or Timing Typeoftariff | (P)or Timin Type of tariff
tive concessions | negative 9 concessions
(DEF) | (years) |"7e9E
{N) lists (N) lists
CEFTA 10103719831 __B __:DEFforindustrial productsis 1/1/1996 ;  DEF for agricultural products is 1/1/1996
........................ : i :-----.-!6991&9@@'.'?!919@_2)--_-....5.----.....-.(Aqgattqqa_'_ﬁcqtppp!m._.___-..._.
CzechRep. ;Hungary : : i DEF teseroduies : P i DEF e jerodufies
Slovak Rep. ! : H : A S . : : .

: H : . ¢ 1% ieprogressive ! : + ® specific reductions
I U : ; b IR Gelimination 2 e ]
Hungary  ; Caech Rep. s PP LDEF leodiies 1 Pt DEFiezero duties o specile

ESIovak Rep : : : ¢ 14 "progresswe : : : reductions
____________ R : : i yeas 'ellrmnallon ...-r
glzecl:(lgep. tPoland ; i P DEF e duties

ovai Hep. i‘speciﬁc reductions
[Poland ™~ ‘E'Ciééﬁ Rep. : ‘ ' TP ' TDEF 'spemrcreduct:ons ]

: Slovak Rep. ; : : YU N : :

: : : : | e | progressive : :

............ : oo YD delminaton P i &
Hurgary + Poland ' : A DEF _'_z_gr_o_ ‘?E'E'??_.__E P DEF ' 2610 duties

: : : : ¢ 14,5 tepugressive : : @ specific reductions

: ; : : : Years | elimination : : :

............ : ,130"‘9705),,.
Poland EHungary : ' : P DEF ._o_z_g,_o_ 992@0"5 P : DEF ! @ specific reductions

T T T vy et

: : : ; . yeas :ehmmatlon : : ;

: : : : : i(someTQs) @ : :
...-95*:‘!6.(699@§§199.9t5!9!99!@1-.-i ........................................................................................
Czech Rep. : Slovenia 501/01/19963 none no DEF é'zero duties P DEF -.spec,f,c reductions
Slovak Rep. : ; exception : : : . .\_r(zl_mg_'[(_)_s _____________

: : 5 : : : : : 2years i progressive reductions
............ : o e Ao iwithinTQs ]
Slovenia : Czech Rep. ! : ;. N i DEF é'zerodutues : P4 OFF i 9 specific reductions
............. ; Slovak Rep. 5 bbb iwWithinTQs

: : ; : : 3Years e progressive i P i2years !eprogressive reductions
........... : E--..-._._.'........:?!'P?‘!‘.a.t‘.‘).”......:....__.....:...-_-..-:1”.“.“.".‘.1:9§...-...---...
Slovenla EPOland s E E P E.”D.E.f" "._Z_e_r_o_ql-ly_e?'___i P E DEF ' .Sped"c reducﬁons

s s : s i 25 lepogessive s  within T0s
............ i LY eminaon PP i
Poland :Slovenia : ¢ P DEF :.'.Z_e.’_".?i’!‘?i_.-; P . DEF ; specific reductions

: : : : i 2.6 leppgressive : : 5 within TQs
........... E b RS emimaon P
[Flungary ™ Siovenia ™} : : N DEF :_‘-z.e_r_q diies | P DEF legpecific reductions

3 : : i 1.5 lepugressive _wﬂhm Tas
............. e : oo, Joo Gelimination o b i
Slovenia  :Hungary ; P DEF f.?e.(". duties P . DEF 'specmc reductions

. 1,5 fprogressuve ; :wuhm TQs
YEas ; elimination :
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INDUSTRIAL PRODUCTS AGRICULTURAL PRODUCTS
Importin eglatet::o GeRr_t:;a ! Calendar of concessions Calendar of concessions
9 Exporting Y Positive Positive .
party force of | transition . .
party (P)or Typeoftariff | (P)or Type of tariff
RTA period .. | Timing ’ Timing
(DEF) (years) negative concessions nega'tive congssions
(N) lists (N) lists
| CEFTA_ gl_\coession of Romania e ey e mmen . . S
Czech Rep. :Romania | 101/07/1997 ; i mone 1 N i DEF legppquies : P i DEF : * zero duties
Slovak Rep. : : ‘ : : : . '
: ; : ; i : : : § specil reductions
............ S S U SN WU ASUUSURUURRRR SO S (L) L S
Romania glzectl\( l;ep : ; E N ' DEF {9 zeroduties P E DEF 1 zer0 duties
; ovaiHep. o specific reductions
: i : : LI, e : boeeenen i '.”.“.h.‘['IQ.s .............
: ' : : ¢ 35 !epugressive ! i 15 legpedific reductions
____________ : b i YOS iefiminaon i i YeAS i ]
Hungary  :Romania : ¢ N i DEF tegzeroduties | P DEF lezeruties
: i E E S I i S ;2 specific_reductions __|
: : 1 25,45 1o progressive | i 15 egpecific reductions
............ s b3 YRS Gelminaton  f o1 YeAS i ]
Romania  !Hungary ! ! i N i DEF ‘legpepguies | P 1 DEF lezeroduties
é i E i N DO a _.__...i%spediic reductions |
: : : : : 25,45 e progressive ¢ 15 egpecific reductions
. b i ; o) YOS letimination f R ot S
Poland  :Romania | i N1 DEF leseoques | P i DEF lezeroduties
: : : : : : : : i specific reductions
: i 5 5 S : foo...iwithinTQs ]
: : : : 115,25, 14 i ' ¢ 15 e
: : ; : ¢ 12 e9 . e progressive : : ® specific reductions
: : : : : 35,45 ! ofimination ! i oyears
............ : UM N -1 ST SO SRS SR
Romania  ; Poland E f v N1 DEF legerduties E P i DEF @ zer0 duties
: 5 + ¢ specific reductions
5 5 : : e eeeeeeeeeed : e wihinTQs ]
: : : : 115,35, e progressive ¢ 15 legpecific reductions
: g ; : i 45 iefiminaion ! poyears
............ : COUSRURRL IS |1 O S SO SO
Slovenia  :Romania ! ; ¢ N i DEF :zeroduties i P i DEF egzergduties
' specific reductions
: : : : beececas LSOV : [ iwithinTQs |
: : : : 1 25,35 e progressive i 15 legpecific reductions
............ E b YRS efmination G L YRS & ]
Romania é Slovenia é § é N é DEF é ® zero duties é P § DEF ; ® 7ero duties
: : : : : : : : 19 specific reductions
: E 3 E L e : e witinTQs
: : : : 125,451 ;' progressive i 15 especific reductions
: Years olimination oyeas .
9?56.(&99??.5190 O BUIgania) e
Czech Rep. : Bulgaria 01/01/ 1999: none : no ; DEF ieseoduties . P ¢ DEF :ezeroduties
Stovak Rep. : .  exception : : : . : » .
T S St SO . .. e s : .....-..',?.s!’.e.‘i".'?-[‘?q‘!?‘."?‘.‘ﬁ_-_.
Bulgaria f glzecl:( gep : ' nor . DEF . zeroduties P 1 DEF :egzeroduties
ISR S T SR o . ...i*speciic reducions |
Hungary Bulgaria N By DEF ) _'_z_grg duties P i DEF e 00 duties

2 Years . e progressive
: ellmmauon

1 @ specific reductions

v
'
N
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INDUSTRIAL PRODUCTS AGRICULTURAL PRODUCTS
. Dateof  General Calendar of concessions Calendar of concessions
Importing entryinto | RTA
Exporting Positive Posltive
party force of | transition .
party (P)or Type of tariff | (P)or Type of tariff
RTA period Timing . Timing
(DEF) (years) negative concessions | negative concessions
(N) lists (N) lists )
L i RS S Ly L R T
: H . : 2years 19 progressive e specific reductions
........... bbb eiminaon G E R
Bulgaia  :Poland ' : : N DEF :o zeroduies : P+ DEF lezeroduties
§ i § ? S A E {_.....i%specic reductions
3years ‘ progressive : 2years : e specific reductions
........... : “ehmmauon_r_'vnﬂunj_os
Poland  :Bulgaia ! : i N i DEF leseroduies : P ! DEF legerduties
o L eopm s
: : : : L fememmeenans : s iwithin70s |
E E E E E 2,3 E [ pfogressive E 3 2 years | ' Speﬁfc reductions
............ i fo.....3 YO lefminaion i %o il
Bulgaia  :Romania ! ; i N DEF legegduties : P i DEF lezeroduties
: : i 13 leprgressive : 1% specific reductions
............ 5 e S eliminafion Pt ]
Romania  :Bulgaria ! : i Nt DEF tegergquiies P i DEF lezergduties
: ' ; : i 13 lepogressive : 1 ® specific reductions
____________ : oo YOI emination  : oG]
Bulgaria  :Slovenia ! : ¢ N i DEF legeoduties : P ! DEF e ger0duties
: : : ' ¢ 1year lepgressive : i 9 specific reductions
INUUURTRS SR ; 5 E.......-.-.5--..---.39!lmln§_hp_n. ..... e f....iwithinTQs |
Slovenia  :Bulgaria ! : i N i DEF tegequties i P i DEF ezeroduties
: : : : P Tyear Ge progressive : i ® specific reductions
: : ; : : ielimination : ! within TQs
Czech Rep. {Estonia  :01/07/1996: none : N : DEF i ‘eseroduties : P ! DEF e geroduties
z  prov. el s {45 eomstobe | P
............ 5 oo YR abolished P D
Estonia  :CzechRep. : : :no i DEF legeoduies . M DEF e gzeroduties
: : ' + exception 5 \ exception & H
CzechRep. {Latia  :0107199%: none : N | DEF leseoduies | P | DEF iezeroduties
E prov. 2ppl. : i 45 leQRstobe ! : i' specific reductions
S : E e Aol E abolished it S iwithinTQs .
Latvia : CzechRep. ! : i no : DEF lejeroquies : P i DEF lezeroduties
: : : : exception : : ; : 1 ® specific reductions
: 1 : : j : : : within TQs
: E : : i 05, 4~5 ! ® progressive : 1 specific reductions
5 : : : Years :elimination ! : f
5 : 1*QRs to be :
............ : i .iabolished i i i
Lithuania Czech Rep. : . N 1 DEF ‘e zeroduties - P : DEF e zero duties
; : : : 05,35 .o progressive ' specific reductions
. YEars  elimination : : :
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(NDUSTRIAL PRODUCTS AGRICULTURAL PRODUCTS
Importing e:‘a: t::o Geﬂt_}e ;a : Calendar of concessions Calendar of concessions
Exporting Positive ] Positive
party force of | transition .
party (P)or Typeof tariff | (P)or Type of tariff
RTA period Timing Timing
(DEF) (years) negative concessions | negative concessions
(N) lists (N) lists

: ; ; prov. appl : : ; 2- 54} i*progressive : : ® specific reductions

: : : : ' years ' e!tmmatlon : : + within TQs

: : : : : i*QRstobe | : :

........... et b e deelsted L
lorael - CaechRep. s PN DEF leveroduies i P i DEFiespeciic reductions

: : : : i 23,4 lepugressive : ¢ within TQs

: : : i Years elimination ! H :

z s : s i ieOmswbe | P

: . : : : : abolished . : H
Czech Rep. 5 Turkey [ 01/09/1 998 P 25 i N i DEF ¢ o zero dutes i P 1 DEF legpeciic reductions

: : E E 0. 5 2. 5 M progfesswe E E ’ wﬂhln TQS

years ellmtnauon

: : : : isQRstobe | : E
IS S : LS So.......igbolished s ]
Turkey : Czech Rep. ¢ N DEF iszer0 ‘.’E‘!‘??.--_E P DEF ' specific reductions

S E E 05,25 1 progressive 5 ; within TQs

: : ‘ : . Years oiimination : :

s s s s {45 Tleamsiobe | P
............. S 5 oo YOS abolished ]
Esloma Slovak Rep ' E E no E DEF . Zer0 dutles E no E DEF E L] Zero duues
{prov. appl. ) . \ exception : +_exception ¢ :

P45 ‘ *QRstobe i ® specific reductions
ISR N : : oo i U iabolished f. S -w.'t.fvaIQ.s .............
Latvia : Slovak Rep. : ' om0 DEF e zerpduties P : DEF 19 710 duties
(prov. appl.) f . exception ' 5 + ® specific reductions

. H \ : ' : : H + within TQs
Slovak Rep. : Lithuania :01/07/1997: 35 : N : DEF E szeroduies | P+ DEF legzerpduties

: ' 05,35 ® progressive : +® specific. reductions

: : i YEars lelimination : :
: : 5 {9QRstobe : :
......................... ‘ eocecoeedeer o jabotshed GG ]
Lithuania Slovak Hep + N ¢ DEF ‘tegeroquties : P ¢ DEF :ezeroduties
5 1 05,35 teprogressive ! : ‘# specific reductions
: : : | Years elimination : : :
Slovak Rep Israel 1010171997 2 : N DEF ‘ezerodulies . P DEF o specific reductions
: : ; 12,35 ,'.',;,;g',;s;;v; ; within TQs
....................... b i YEES Geminaion ‘o o]
Israel Slovak Rep i N P DEF ) "_z_qr_o.(_il_n_lg_s _____ P i DEF o specilic reductions
: 2.35 e progressive :  within Qs

| Years ermination
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INDUSTRIAL PROBUCTS AGRICULTURAL PRODUCTS
Importing e:ftei:{o G;r_wreAral Calendar of concessions Calendar of concessions
Exporting v L Positive Positive

party force of | transition . N
party RTA period (P)or Timing | TYPeoftariff | (Pjor Timi Type of tariff
tive 9| concessions negative ng concessions

(DEF) | (years) | "¢92 "
(N) lists (N) lists v
SlovakRep. i Turkey (OUOSITO%8; 25+ N DEF ‘eseodues : T DET iespecic reductions

E 5 E 5 E 0525 .5' progressive E 5 E within TQs

: : : 5 i YOS lelimination : :

s s : ] i i*ORstobe | P
............ E oeeeoieedoo...jabolished ot
Tutkey  ; Slovak Rep. | § i N L DEF lezeoddies 1 P DEFiespecic reductions

: ; : : 1 05,25 o progressive | : ; within TQs

: E i E | YOS ielimination : E E
Hungary ilavia — tOtOlR000: 1 | N | EE.'.:.. o200 dties_ P | DEF legpecic reductions

: : ' : i Tyear fepmgressive : : within TQs

; ; : : ‘elimination ! ) :

: : : : : i*QRstobe ! : :

............ : eeeeceeendoen.o t8DOlSRRD L]
Latvia iHungary : r N DEF e zeroduties  : P 1 DEF legpadiic reductions

: : : : b Tyear epogressive : ¢ within TQs

. : . : : ! elimination : : '

Hungary  :Lithuania }01/03/2000: 1 N P DEF_ i$ zero duties | P 1 DEF lespeciic reductions

E E E E E 1 year .0 progressive E E E within TQs

: ; : : : : elimination : : :

5 5 s 5 i ieomRstobe | P
____________ beeeeeeedooo.ojabolshed G4 ]
Lithuania EHungary 3 : : N .DEF_ :® zero duties__ | P : DEF ;. specific reductions

; : : 1 i 1year leppgressive : 5 within TQs

: : : ' ' :eliminaﬁon : : E

: : : : i3 years 1® progressive : 5 within TQs

: : : elimination : :

: : s s i ieCRsiobe | P

s ; z ; i iprogressiey P
............. et : ,e"m‘“atedr,
Israel iHungary : i N DEF ¢ iozeroduties P ! ® specific reductions

1,3 1 ® progressive within TQs

: : : Years - elimination : :

' E : 5 i*QRstobe | ;

: : . : + abolished . ‘ :

Hungary i Turkey 501/04/19985 3 : N DEF H 125,9 ?9!‘??-...5 P . DEF i ® specilic reductions

: 3years o progressive | { within TQs

: : : : : : elimination ; : :

: : E : '*QRstobe ! : :

: : ' 3 : i progressively : :
eeeeeeendin... o iCGliminated i A SO
Turkey Hungary . ¢ Nt OEF iozeoduies P 1 DEF espedific reductions

: ' 3 years :e progressive : ! within TQs

: ehmxnatlon N :
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(NDUSTRIAL PRODUCTS AGRICULTURAL PRODUCTS
Importing e:tartye l::o Genr'}eAra ! Calendar of concessions Calendar of concessions
Exporting Posttive Positive
party force of . | transition
party RTA period (P)or Timing | TYPeOftarift | (Por | o Type of tariff
g ng
(DEF) (years) negative concessions | negative concessions
_ (N) lists (N) lists ~
Poland + Latvia i p1/04ll 998 3 ' N i._DEF _:zemduties _ : Pt DEF jegep duties
- : : prov-appl: 5 : 2.4 1 progressive : i (annexes incomplete)
: : ; : P Years eimination : :
: : : : : i*someQRs ! : :
: : : : : imaintained (no | : :
: : : : : ischedulefor ! : :
............ : ,el'mmm),,
Latvia E Poland E : E N E. . .D.Ef- ) i _‘_z_e_r_o_ ?9!'??_ N j P : DEF ; * zero duties
E E E E E 11 3 E L progressive E E E (annexes incomp!ete)
: : : ! i Years iefmination : :
: : : : : :::fr’s : elimination : : :
e O
: . : H . +maintained (no : :
: : : : : ischedulefor  : : :
: feeeereeode..... . i€limination i G eeeeeeeemeenenns]
Lithuania " Poland 5 CUN T8 25 tepogressive | P | DEF fespeciic reductions
5 ; : i Years elimination : :
s b e |
H : : : . : Zero duties H : :
Poland Israel 01/03/1998 ' 3 N ) DEI.:“ : _’_z_e_r_o_ duties P DEF : specilic reductions
s ; prov-appl. ¢ s {123 pogressive. | s within TQs
 4Years; ! efimination |
: E E : : {*someQRs | : :
: ; : : E jretained (no : E
: H H H H : : schedute for : : :
............ : eeeoeeooden, o jetimination) & o]
lorael  {Poland : N e soautes | P DEF e pccii reducons
: 5 : : ¢ 115, teprogressive ! : : within TQs
: : : ¢ 23 lelimination ! : :
: ' : : : years ! ! H H
Poland g Turkey § 01/05/2000 § 1.5 § N §_ ) RE_[:- . é r-z.e.,:q ?9!‘?@_ 3 _§ P i DEF e specific reductions
: : : : : 05,15 1o progressive 5 £ within TQs
: ; : : i Years lefimination ! : f
s = s s [ iesmeoms | P
: : : : ! retained (o : :
: : ; : ischedule for ' :
........... : oo den oo fOmination)  f b ]
Turkey i Poland i N DEF e zerodulies i P DEF tespecfic reductions
H : H H 1.5 . [ ] progresslve Wlihln TQs

} years

: elimination

*

from this date.

An Addiuonal Protocol to lhe Poland-| Luhuama RTA has been apphed since 1/7/1998. The calendar of concessions tor industrial producls has been calculated
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INDUSTRIAL PRODUCTS _ AGRICULTURAL PRODUCTS
Date of | General Calendar of concessions Calendar of concessions
Importing Exportin entry into RTA Positi Posit
party POTING 1 torce of | transition uve . osllive
party {(P)or Type of tariff ®)or Type of tariff
RTA period Timing Timing
(DEF) (years) negative concessions | negative concessions
(N) lists (N) lists :
Poland :;?;zs, 101061999; 25 + N _ i DEF legzeroguies . ! ..: DEF_!eTQsgranted
: : : 5 : i : : : (agricuiture)
' specific reductions
: : ' : eeoeenns R : R i(processedagr) |
5 5 5 : + 05,15, {0 progressive i 85 leprgressive
: ; ; : ; 2;':5 ‘elimination | i ¥ears : eimination (fish)
! s s s P YR tesomeaRs ! : a
: : E : : iretained (o : :
: : : : : ischedulefor ! : :
............ Tt ; oo oooadliminaion) %]
Faroe : Poland E L DEF 1% zero duties P i DEF i ® specific reductions
Islands : 5 i : exception : ; : ' i (fish)
; E E ; : E 5 ; +  zero duties
E : E : : : : : : (agriculture)
: : : : : : : 1 zero duties (processed
: ; H H : H H H 1 agr.)
Romania : Turkey ;:01/02/1998 i 4 1 N DEF * 7600 duties P DEF : e specific reductions
: : : : oo feceeeeeennaad : b eeennn : within TQs (agriculture)
: : : : : 4years teprogressive i 3years ;e progressive
: : ; : : : elimination : :  elimination within TQs
: : : ; : i (special : : : (same concessions as
' : : ' ' i provisions for : : granted to the EC)
: : : ! : +textiles and ! ' ! (processed agr.)
............ : O T 1 .. IS S U SO
Turkey i Romania i § : P é_ ) Rl?l_:_ ) ‘E *zeroduties ‘i P g DEF i * specific reductions
: : : : : 4years teprogressive : + within TQs (agricutture)
; ; : : ; i elimination ; : 1 @ specific reductions
: : : : H i (special : : : within TQs (same
: ' H ' : i provisions for 1 : 1 concessions as offered
: : : : : itexiilesand | : * to EC) {processed agr.)
: ; i : : ; steel) ; : :
Slovenia :Estonia  :01/01/1 99{7 i none not_ i DEF ‘tegerpduties : P 1 DEF :ezer0duties
............ feemneen....iProv.appl. e L O R S S
Estonia ; Slovenia 5 ! : nor : DEF i zero duties P : DEF @ zer0 duties
: : : : exception ; : ; : :
Slovenia :Latvia 101/081 99|6 125 nor i DEF ezeroduies : P i DEF :egzeroquties (fish)
: : prov. appl. ! : exception ! ' : L b gommremesemoimaton o
: ‘ prov. app : : ol : : : i 2years : e progressive reductions
] e : ] SN SRR s ...} within TQs (agriculture) |
Latvia : Slovenia : : ”°r i DEF iegeroduies ! P 1 DEF iezeroduties (fish)
: : . exception ! . : A Y §oTTmTmmn e mem et e
; : : 1 ExCepHon ; : : : 2years : e progressive reductions
: : : : : : : : * within TQs {agriculture)
Slovenia : Lithuania :01/03/1 99|7 ¢ 2 i N o DEF *zeodiies i P 5Yedrs !eprgressive reductions
prov. appl.  2years {e progressive | within TQs (agriculture)
! : : : ! * elimination : : 1 ® specific reductions
........... : bbb iWithinTQs (fish) |
Lithuania ~ : Slovenia DN (DEF ‘E_"z_qr.q duties P 5years }eprogressive reductions
: : : : 2,4 ‘e progressive :  within TQs (agriculture)
: E : Years : alimination : : @ specific.reductions
: o single within TQs (fish)
: : elimination : : ‘
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INDUSTRIAL PRODUCTS AGRICULTURAL PRODUCTS
Dateof | General Calendar of concessions Calendar of concesslons
Importing Ex entryinto{ RTA -
porting : Positive Positive
party force of | transition .
party RTA period P)or Timing Typeof tariff | (P)or Timing Type of tariff
(DEF) (vears) negative concessions | negative concessions
(N) lists (N) lists '

Slovenia _:lsrael ~ :01/09/19%8: 2 i N ! DEF leseroduies i P ! DEF ‘especiic reductions

;  prov. appl. | ; {052 Jepugessve P witinTos
............ : SRR S 1 12 S S SO SR RUORN
Israel ESlovema : : i N : DEF .o zeroduties ¢ P + DEF : specmc reductions

T T R £ B B 1

s s s ! {25 ieliminalion ! i s

: : : E : Y ecRstobe : :

s s s s | iabolished P
Slovenla  : Croatia 101/01/1998 1 3 i N i DEF leseoduties P i DEF io specific reductions

e i,
IS N E 5 oo i YOS lelimination S
Croatia iSlovenia : ¢ N i DEF legeroduties | P i DEF e specific reductions

s e : z {88 pogressive. | s  within TQs

: : : : | years 'ellmlnatlon : ;
Turkey  ;Estonla  :01/07/1998: none : no DEF :ezer0duties annexes missing
U AU : = exceptin E ............... e n]
Estonia  : Turkey : no DEF e 2610 duties annexes missing

Turkey  :Latvia :01/07/2000; none : N DEF egeroduties : P DEF i.specirc reductions

le
S
g
=]
e L LI Y

i i i (special i within TQs
: : 1 provisions for ' :
S S : : oo ledtles) beeeocaen S
Latvia sTurkey : N3 DEF lezeoduies ; P i DEF :egpecilic reductions
: : : : (specual : : i within TQs
! : : : i ' provisions for  : ! !
: : ' : : : textiles) : : :
Turkey iLithuania  :01/03/1998: 3 i N i DEF leggoduties P+ DEF :. specific reductions
z T N £ =y rysut I R %
: : : : : ! elimination : : :
s : z : P lpecal P
s s s : i iprovisionstor | 2
............ U : foemmaenondeeneaan . ONURS) el
Lithuania  ; Turkey i N ¢ DEF legeoquies : P i DEF ‘e specuf ¢ reductions
: 3years g'.',;;(;g','e;;;,‘,;"' :wnhm TQs
: : : : : elimination : :
| L itpes
: : : : : i provisions for
: : . : : 'texh!es) : :
Turkey  :lsrael 101/0511997: 25 : N 5 DEF ,. zeroduties @ P | DEF e specific reductions
; - : - 05,75, 1% progressive g  witinTOs
. . . . . : elimination : H
............. foeaaa : (RIS 1. S S S SRR
torael - ;Turkey s PN L DEF lesoauies i P i DEF 1+ speiic educions
: : . : ; 05,15, | '+ progressive : :Wllhln TQs
:  elimination : '
. years




i
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INDUSTRIAL PRODUCTS AGRICULTURAL PRODUCTS
Importing erl‘)ta‘ei::o G;‘.}.‘:ral Calendar of concesslons Calendar of concessions
Exporting v Posttive ‘ Positive
party force of | transition .
party RTA period (P)or Timing Type of tariff (P)or Timing Type of tariff
(DEF) (years) negative concessions | negative concesslons
(N) lists (N) tists »
U5 flemel™ TITOOGOS: 10 i N i DEF fespgges i M i DEF erogues |

é g i é § 3.5, 9.5 '.progressive é E 35, 95 E. rogresswe
____________ : b yes .ehmmanon b 1 years ;enmination
el IS s U s [ DEF L

: : : ; : : 135,95 i

: ' ! : ! : 3 99 99 - @ progressive

: : : : : : L oyears -etnmmanon
Canada Chile ; 05/07/1997 E 7 é N § § N E' ) P:EF- i _Z_e_f?_ql_“_'% -----------

. H ' H 115,35, e . 115,35, ie

: : . . 3 99 e progressive i 99 1 @ progressive
........... : L iAS555lcimingin i {4555 iclmination
Cile  ;Canada i poN o DEF ezeoauies i N DEF lezeoduies

E E E E E 1 5 25, n.pfogresswe E E 1.5. 2.5. E.progressive

gg 5:;elrmmauon gg gg gelimination

: : i : 195,145 : 195145

: : : : : 155, : ¢ 155,

s : ; s P 195 | : | 195 |

: . . ' . _years . . years .

[NAFTA™ & ... :01/01/1994; none i deeeeans LSS U e eeaen e eeeeeeoeeaaaes
us 5 : 5 b P i DEF iezeodtes | i 5
E E : : £ 5.9, 14 Lo progressive E :
............ : oo YOIE Gelimination : :
Canada ; : i P i DEF iezeroduies :

: - - : 15,67, ie ve | : i

H H . H o Tem e 9 progressive | H H

: : ; : ¢ 9.10 ‘elimination 5 :

: s : L1 Ye cometimes L
........... : b witinTOs) G
Mexico : : : : annexes missing H : :

Canada glsrael 501/01/19975 none é N i._EEf" .'.z.gr.o. g,:,y-einj P é DEF gozero duties (with

: : : : i 25 lepmgressive ! : ; exceptions)

: : : : : Years : elimination : : ® specilic reductions
............ : e e bbb WilhinTQs
torael - ;Canada | 5 PN DEF lezenduies 1 P i DEF iezenoduies

: : : : i 25 ‘tepmogressive :  ® specific reductions

: g : : i Years elimination ' + within TQs
Australia iNew — LOUOWISBSIOWOTNGSO: Nt DEF lezeroauies P N i OFF lezeodutes

joeaand : : i SYears e progressive : SYears ;e progressive
________________________ : : : -ellmmatlon A iclminaion
eaand il 5 5 PN ODEF Gezeodtes

ealan : : : : : Syears ; + ® progressive : Syears : e progressive

: : : : : {elimination ! elimination

No distinction is made in the Agreement between concessions on agricufiural and industrial goods.
Additional bilateral schedules of concessions exist, but have not been analyzed in this study.

i

Sources: Legal texts (including annexes and protocols) submitted to the WTO.
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