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Prepared for the
Coimttee on Finance
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June 12, 1979

(Executive Summary)

AN ECONOMIC ANALYSIS OF THE EFFECTS
OF THYE TOKYO ROUND OF MULTILATERAL

TRADE NEGOTIATIONS ON THE UNITED STATES
AND THE OTHER MAJOR INDUSTRIALIZED

COUNTRIES

by

Alan V. Deardorff and Robert .. Stern
University of Michigan, Ann Arbor

The Tokyo Round of Multilateral Trade Negotiations (?Mi) has resulted

in agreements to reduce tariffs significantly, to eliminate or reduce the

scope of a number of nontariff barriers, and to alter or formalize certain

codes of international economic oehavior in ways that should help to liberal-

ize trade even further in the future. In our report we ha~e tried, as far

as possible, to quantify all but the last of these aspects of the negotiations.

In particular, we have estimated the effects on employment, exchange rates,

prices, and economic welfare, both of the negotiated tariff reductions and of

those changes in nontariff barriers (NTB's) that we were able to quantify.

The results, which are summarized in Table 1, agree, by and large, with earlier

studies that have found the effects of trade liberalization to be beneficial

but rather small. In particular, it is unlikely that implementation of the

negotiated changes will cause significant dislocation in labor markets, es-

pecially in the U.S.

As shown in the table, we expect the main results of the M.T to be as

follows:

(111)
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(1) Employment will increase by a small amount in all countries

except Zapan and Switzerland. The increase for the United States

is about 15 thousand workers. In percentage terms, these changes

are no more than a few tenths of one per cent of the labor force

in any country and still less in the U.S.

(2) Exchange rates will change to a small extent. The U.S.

dollar will depreciate very slightly (two tenths of one per cent),

as will such currencies as the French franc and the British pound.

The deutsche mark and the yen will appreciate very slightly.

(3) Import and therefore consumer prices will fall to a limited

extent in all countries. Fcr the U.S., the decline is less than

one-tenth of one per cent.

(4) Economic welfare will be increased in all countries except

Switzerland. The welfare gain for the U.S. is estimated at be-

tween $1 and $1.5 billion dollars, which is less than one tenth

of one per cent of U.S. gross domestic product.

All of these changes, s=all as they are, assume that the changes in tariffs and

NTB's that have been negotiated are to be implemented all at once. In fact, they

will be phased in over a number of y..ars, so that the effects that will occur in

any one year will be even smaller than noted.

The country results in Table 1 mask much industry detail. Such detail

would be too cumbersome to report in this summary, but it is an important part

of our report. The increase in U.S. employ-ment, for example, is not shared by

all industries. However, the employment declines even at the industry level are

never more than one per cent of industry employment.
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All of these results derive from a large computational model of world

production and trade that we have developed in recent years at the University

of Michigan. The model includes explicit markets for 22 tradable and 7 non-

tradable industries, which together provide exhaustive coverage of world pro-

duction. These markets are cleared both natLinally, for each of the 18 major

industrialized countries, and internationally, to capture trade among these

countries and between them and the rest cf the world. Exchange rates are also

included in the model and may be either held fixed or allowed to vary to clear

markets for foreign exchange. Once a given set of changes in, say, tariffs

or NTB's is introduced into the model, it can be solved for the resulting

changes in output, prices, trade, and employment for each of the 29 industries

and 18 countries as well as for changes in exchange rates for each country. n'e

also calculate separately a measure of the change in economic welfare in each

country.

We applied the model first to the tariff changes that have been negoti-

ated in the ..TN. These changes, which were made available to us by the Office

of the U.S. Special Trade Representative, show an average depth of cut of

aboUL 26 per cent. Most of the countries participating in the T., agreed to

use some variant of the Swiss Formula as the starting point for negotiating.

In the end, the tariff cuts offered by the United States show a depth of cut

that is fairly close to what would have been obtained under the Swiss Formula.

All other countries, however, offered noticeably smaller average cuts than

they would have using the formula. As a result, the negotiated tariff cuts are

somewhat larger for the U.S. than for such important trading entities as the

European Community and Japan.

We used our model to estimate the effects of these tariff changes alone.

T•he results, assuming flexible exchange rates, were very similar to those in

Table 1. We also ran the model under the assumption that exchange rates were
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fixed, although these results are less relevant to today's international

environment than those which asune exchange-rate flexibility.

Nontariff barriers are in general much more difficult to quantify than

are tariffs. Based on complaints filed with STR, we constructed an inven-

tory of such barriers as faced by American exporters, but this inventory

could not be used to make numerical estimates of their sizes or effects.

Therefore, in ou~r estimates, we have focused on two specific NTB's for which

numerical information was available. The first pertains to trade in agri-

cultural comidities, for which the U.S. has obtained concessions from most

of its trading partners in the form of increased import quotas and has made

some concessioreof its own pertaining to imports of cheese. The second NTB

for which quantitative information was available pertained to government-

procurement regulations. Here we were given estimates of the total amount of

government expenditure in each country that was subject to such regulation and

would be liberalized as a result of the negotiations.

We used our model, then, to analyze the effects of both the agricultural

concessions and the procurement liberalization. The results were mostly simi-

lar to those of the tariff changes discussed above, though even smaller in

magnitude.

The combined effects of both tariffs and these NTB's were also estimated,

giving the results reported in Table 1 which we have already noted. Our

general conclusion, then, is as follows. Those aspects of the MTN which we

have been able to quantify -- including both tariff changes and liberalization

of certain NTB's -- appear to be beneficial for almost all of the countries

involved, including the U.S. Adjustment problems in labor markets appear to

be either nonexistent or negligible at the country level. And even at the

more disaggregated industry level, where employment changes occasionally amount
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to several per cent of an industry's labor force in some of the smaller

countries, these adjustment problems should be slight, given that the

changes are to be phased in over a period of up to a decade.



AN ECONOMIC ANALYSIS OF THE EFFECTS OF THE TOKYO
ROLND OF M.ULTILATERAL TRADE NEGOTIATIONS ON THE UNITED STATES

AND THE OTHER MAJOR INDUSTRIALIZED COLUNTRIES

by

Alan V. Deardorff and Robert M. Stern
University of H1ichigan, Ann Arbor

A Report for the Committee on Finance
United States Senate

June 12, 1979



Acknowledgements

The research in this report was carried out under the auspices of the

Committee on Finance of the U.S. Senate. 'e are indebted especially to

William Finan for his assistance throughout and for comments on a prelim- 0

inary version of our results. Much of the data underlying the research

was obtained in computer-readable form from the Office of the Special Trade

Representative in Washington. We would like particularly to thank Geza

Feketekuty, Barry Goldberg, Jerome !a Pittus, and other members of STR for

furnishing and helping us to interpret the data and the preliminary results.

Robert Sarsfield of the U.S. Department of State was instrumental in our

obtaining the United Nations trade tapes that were used in the study.

We want to give special thanks to Werner Riedl, whose progranMing and

data-=anagement skills were crucial in the organization and implementation of

the research. Jerry Tempalski and Prachaya Jumpasut are also to be thanked

for their assistance in gathering and processing the data on production and

employment used in the research. We owe a special debt to Mrs. Francisca

Patton for her highly proficient and unerring typing and her spirit of coop-

eration in getting everything done. Amy Copperman also lent an able hand

in the final stages of typing.

(X)



TABLE OF CONTENTS

Acknowledgements ........................... x

Table of Contents .......................... Xi

List of Tables ............................ Xiii

List of Figures .... ....... ... ........................... . .. XVii

Section

I. Introduction .................. ......................... 1

Salient Characteristics of United States Foreign Trade
Costs and Benefits of Trade Restriction and Liberalization
Plan of Analysis

I1. The Model ............... .......................... .... 18

The Structure of the Model
Modeling Tariffs, NTB's, and Economic Welfare
Special Characteristics and Caveats
Implementation of the Model

III. Effects of Multilateral Tariff Reductions .. .......... ... 34

The Pattern of Employment, Trade, and Protection in 1976
Tariff Offers in the MTN
Economic Effects of the MTN Tariff Reductions

IV. Effects of Changes in Nontariff Barriers ... ........... ... 68

Frequency Distribution of Complaints Filed with SIR
Agriculture
Government Procurement
Customs Valuation
Other Nontariff Barriers

V. Combined Effects of Reductions in Tariffs and Nontariff
Barriers ........... ..... ........................... .... 93

Economic Effects of the Combined Reductions in MTN Tariffs
and NTB's

Sensitivity of Results to Changes in Parameters

VI. Effects on the Rest of World ....... ................. .... 110

industrial Country Tariffs on Rest-of-World Imports
Changes in Net Exports by Sector of Rest of World

VII. Summary ........................... 117

(XI)



XII

Appendix

A The .Iodel . ............... .......................... ... 121

B Welfare Effects ............ ....................... .... 142

C Data ......................... ............................ 146

D Fixed Exchange-Rate Results ...... ................. ... 169

E Flexible Exchange-Rate Results ...... ............... .... 191

Bibliography ............... ............................. ... 220



LIST OF TABLES

Table

1 Exports and Imports as a Percentage of GNP in the United States,
1960, 1970, and 1978 ...... ....... ....... ...................... 3

2 Exports and Imports as a Percentage of GNP in the United States
and Other Major Industrialized Countries .................. 4

3 Comodity Composition of United States Merchandise Trade, 1972
and 1977 ...... ..... ......................................... 5

4 United States Total Merchandise Exports, Imports, and Trade
Balances by Commodity Groups, 1972 and 1977 ....... ... .......... 7

5 United States Trade Balances by Area and Commodity Groups,
1972 and 1977 ................... ..... ......................... 10

6 The Pattern of U.S. Employment, Trade, and Protection in 1976 . 35

7 Average Post-Kennedy Round Tariff Rates on Industrial Products in
the Major Industrialized Countries .... ............... ... 38

8 Post-Kennedy Round Base Rate Tariffs on Industrial Products by ISIC
Sector in the Major Industrialized Countries ............ .. 41

9 MTN Offer Rate Tariffs on Industrial Products by ISIC Sector in the
Major Industrialized Countries ......... ....... ................ 42

10 Percentaga Tariff Reductions on Industrial Products Offered by the Major
Industrialized Countries in the MTN, as of April 15, 1979 . . .

11 Average Post-Kennedy Round Base Rate Tariffs on Industrial Products,
MTN Offer Rate Tariffs, and Percentage Depth of Cut in the Major In-
dustrialized Countries in the MTN .. ............... ... 44

12 Versions of the Swiss Formula Used in the ,MTN by the Major
Negotiating Countries ....... ..................... ..... 46

13 Percentage Tariff Reductions on Industrial Products Based on the Swiss
Formula ....................... 47

14 Average Percentage Depth of Cut in Tariffs on Industrial Products by
the Major Industrialized Countries in the MTN, Based on Actual Offers
and Use of Swiss Formula ...... ..................... ..... 48

15 Absolute Changes in Employment under Flexible Exchange Rates by ISIC
Sector in the Major Industrialized Countries Due to Tariff Reductions
in the MTN .................... ............................. 54

16 Percentage Changes in Employment under Flexible Exchange Rates by
ISIC Sector in the Major Industrialized Countries due to Tariif
Reductions in the MTN ....................... 56

(X11)



XIV

17 Percentage Price and Exchange-Rate Effects under Flexible
Exchange Rates in the Major Industrialized Countries Due to
Tariff Reductions in the MTN ...... ................. 60

18 Changes in Economic Welfare in the Major Industrialized
Countries Due to Tariff Reductions in the MTN ....... ........ 64

19 Total Number of Complaints Concerning Nontariff Measures Filed
with STR by U.S. Exporters, 1975-78: Classified by Type of
Measure and Region .............. ...................... 70

20 Number of Complaints Concerning Nontariff Measures Filed with
STR by U.S. Exporters, 1975-78: Classified by Type of Measure,
Industry, and Region ............ ..................... 71

21 Estimated Increases in U.S. Agricultural Exports by Commodity
and Country as a Result of NTB Reductions in the MTN ..... 76

22 Changes in Employment and Economic Welfare in the U.S. and
Other Major Industrialized Countries Due to Agricultural Con-
cessions in the MTN ............. ..... ..................... 78

23 Estimated Amount of Liberalization of Nondefense Government
Procurement by the Major Industrialized Countries in the MTN 81

24. Changes in Employment and Economic Welfare in the U.S. and
Other Major Industrialized Countries Due to the Liberali-
zation of Government Procurement in the MTN,. .........

25 Selected Examples of Foreign Uplifts in Customs Valuation . . 87

26 Some Illustrative Calculations of the Implicit Tariff Effects
of Customs Uplifts on Chemical Products ................. .... 89

27 Absolute Changes in Employment under Flexible Exchange Rates
by ISIC Sector in thc Major Industrialized Countries Due to
the Combined Effects of Reductions in Tariffs and NTB's in
the MTN ............. ........................... .... 95

28 Percentage Changes in Employment under Flexible Exchange Rates
by ISIC Sector in the Major Industrialized Countries Due to
the Combined Effects of Reductions in Tariffs and NTB's in the
MTN ................... ........................... ..& 97

29 Percentage Price and Exchange Rate Effects under FlexiLlt Ex-
change Rates in the Major Industrialized Countries Due to the
Combined Effects of Reductions in Tariffs and NTB's in the MTN 101

30 Changes in Economic Welfare in the Major Industrialized
Countries Due to the Combined Effects of Reductions in Tariffs
and NTB's in the MTN ........ ..................... ... 102

31 The Overall Effects of Reductions in Tariffs, Agricultural
Concessions, and Government-Procurement Lkberalization in the
MTN under Conditions of Flexible Exchange Rates 104



XV

32 Sensitivity of Employment and Welfare Effects of the Combined
Reductions in Tariffs and NTB's in the MTN to Doubling of
Supply and Substitution Elasticities ....... ............. 106

33 Weighted Average Tariffs and Depth of Cut by the Major Indus-
trialized Countries in the MTN, Weighted by Imports from Other
Industrialized Countries and Rest of World ...... .......... 111

34 Changes in Net Exports of Rest of World in Response to Reduc-
tions in Tariffs in the M.TN and the Combined Reductions in
Tariffs and NTB's ..... ... ...................... ..... 113

C.1 Value of Production by ISIC Sector in the Major Industrialized
Countries, 1976 ............................................. 147

C.2 Exports by ISIC Sector in the Major Industrialized Countries,
1976 ........... ............................. ...... 148

C.3 Imports by ISIC Sector in the Major Industrialized Countries,
1976 ............. ............................. ........ 149

C.4 Employment by ISIC Sector in the Major Industrialized Countries,
1976 ............. ............................. ....... 150

C.5 Post-Kennedy Round Base Rate Tariffs on Industrial Products by
ISIC Sector in the Major Industrialized Countries, Weighted by
World Imports ............ ........................ ..... 151

C.6 MTN Offer Rates on Industrial Products by ISIC Sector in the
Major Industrialized Countries, Weighted by World IUports. . . 152

C.7 Indexes of Nontariff Restrictions by ISIC Sector in the Major
Industrialized Countries ...... ................... ..... 153

C.8 Tariff ReJuctions as Proportions of (1 + t) ......... 154

C.9 ?ost-Kenneay Round Base Rate Tariffs on Industrial Products by
ISIC Sector in the Major Industrialized Countries, Weighted by
Imports from Other Industrialized Countries ...... .......... 156

C.10 Post-Kennedy Round Base Rate Tariffs on Industrial Products by
ISIC Sector in the Major Industrialized Countries, Weighted by
Imports from Rest of World ...... .................. ..... 157

C.ll MTN Offer Rate Tariffs cn Industrial Products by ISIC Sector in
the Major Industrialized Countries, Weighted by Imports from Other
Industrialized Countries ...... ................... ..... 158

C.12 MTN Offer Rate Tariffs on Industrial Products by ISIC Sector in the
Major Industrialized Countries, Weighted by Imports from Rest of Worldl59

C.13 Percentage Tariff Reductions on Industrial Products Offered by the
Major Industrialized Countries in the MTN, Weighted by Imports from
Other Industrialized Countries ........... ................ 160



XV

C.14 Percentage Tariff Reductions on Industrial Products Offered by the
Major Industrialized Countries in the MTN, Weighted by Imports
from Rest of World .......... ....................... .... 161

D.l Changes in Exports under Fixed Exchange Rates by ISIC Sector in
the Major Industrialized Countries Due to Tariff Reductions in
the .TN ........................ ............................ 163

D.2 Changes in Imports under Fixed Exchange Rates by ISIC Sector in
the Major Industrialized Countries Due to Tariff Reductions in
the MTN .................. ............................ ... 165

D.3 Absolute Changes in Employment Under Fixed Exchange Rates by ISIC
Sector in the Major Industrialized Countries Due to Tariff Reduc-
tions in the MTN .................... ........................ 167

D.4 Percentage Changes in Employment under Fixed Exchange Rates by
ISIC Sector in the Major Industrialized Countries Due to Tariff
Reductions in the . ...N ....... ..................... ..... 169

D.5 Absolute Changes in Employment under Fixed Exchange Rates by ISIC
Sector in the Major Industrialized Countries Due to Agricultural
Concessions in the MT..N ............... ..................... 170

D.6 Absolute Changes in Employment under Fixed Exchange Rates by ISIC
Sector in the Major Industrialized Countries Due to Liberalization
of Government Procurement in the M.TN .... .............. .... 172

D.7 Changes in Exports under Fixed Exchange Rates by ISIC Sector in
the Major Industrialized Countries Due to the Combined Effects of
Reductions in Tariffs and NTB's in the MTN ......... ........... 174

D.8 Changes in Imports under Fixed Exchange Rates by ISIC Sector in
the Major Industrialized Countries Due to the Combined Effects of
Reductions in Tariffs and NTB's in the MTN ............. ... 176

D.9 Absolute Changes in Employment under Fixed Exchange Rates by ISIC
Sector in the Major Industrialized Countries Due to the Combined
Effects of Reductions in Tariffs and NTB's in the MTN ..... 178

D.10 Percentage Changes in Employment under Fixed Exchange Rates by
ISIC Sector in the Major Industrialized Countries Due to the
Combined Effects of Reductions in Tariffs and NTB's in the MTN . 180

E.1 Percentage Changes in Export Prices under Flexible Exchange Rates
by ISIC Sector in the Major Industrialized Countries Due to
Tariff Reductions in the MTN ...... .................. ... 184

E.2 Percentage Changes in Import Prices under Flexible Exchange Rates
by ISIC Sector in the Major Industrialized Countries Due to
Tariff Reductions in the MTN .......... ................... 186

E.3 Percentage Changes in Home Prices under Flexible Exchange Rates
by ISIC Sector in the Major Industrialized Countries Due to
Tariff Reductions in the MTN ...... .................. ... 188



XVI!

E.A Percentage Changes in Index of Import and Home Prices under
Flexible Exchange Rates by ISIC Sector in the Major Indus-
trialized Countries Due to Tariff Reductions in the MTN . . . . 190

E.5 Changes in Exports under Flexible Exchange Rates by ISIC Sector
in the Major Industrialized Countries Due to Tariff Reductions
in the MTN ................... .......................... .192

E.6 Changes in Imports under Flexible Exchange Rates by ISIC Sector
in the Major Industrialized Countries Due to Tariff Reductions
in the MTN . .................... .......................... 194

E.7 Absolute Changes in Employment under Flexible Exchange Rates by
ISIC Sector in the Major Industrialized Countries Due to
Agricultural Concessions in the MTN ........ .............. 196

E.8 Absolute Changes in Employment under Flexible Exchange Rates by
ISIC Sector in the Major Industrialized Countries Due to Liberal-
ization of Government Procurement in tha MTN ......... ... 198

E.9 Percentage Changes in Export Prices under Flexible Exchange Rates
by ISIC Sector in the Major Industrialized Countries Due to the
Combined Effects of Reductions in Tariffs and NIB's in the MTN 200

E.10 Percentage Changes in Import Prices under Flexible Exchange Rates
by ISIC Sector in the Major Industrialized Countries Due to the
Combined Effects of Reductions in Tariffs and NTB's in the HMTN 202

E.11 Percentage Changes in Home Prices under Flexible Exchange Rates
by ISIC Sector in the Major Industrialized Countries Due to the
Combined Effects of Reductions of Tariffs and NTB's in the MTN 204

E.12 Percentage Changes in the Index of Import and Home Prices under
Flexible Exchange Rates by ISIC Sector in the Major Industrialized
Countries Due to the Combined Effects of Reductions in Tariffs
and NTB's in the MTN ......... ..................... ..... 206

E.13 Changes in Exports under Flexible Exchange Rates by ISIC Sector
in the Major Industrialized Countries Due to the Combined Effects
of Reductions and Tariffs and NTB's in the MIN ........ ... 208

E.14 Changes in Imports under Flexible Exchange Rates by ISIC Sector
in the Major Industrialized Countries Due to the Combined Effects
of Reductions in Tariffs and NTB's in the MTN ......... .... 210

4-.(64 0 - - 2



XVil

LIST OF FIGURES

Figure Page

1 Country System ............. ........................ ... 20

2 World System ............... ......................... .... 21

B.l Changes in Economic Welfare, with Given Demand and Supply
Function ................. ........................... .... 143

B.2 Changes in Economic Welfare, with Shift in Demand Function . . 143



I. Introduction

The conclusion of the Tokyo Round of Multilateral Trade Negotiations

(MTN) in 1979 is another important milestone in international commercial

diplomacy. It marks the seventh round of multilateral reductions in inter-

national trade barriers that have been negotiated under the auspices of

the General Agreement on Tariffs and Trade (GATT) since the end of World

War II. Tariffs on industrial products were last reduced on a major scale

in the Kennedy Round, which was concluded in 1967 with the reductions being

phased in over the following five years. Tariffs will be reduced even

further as a result of the MTN, and this time the reductions will be phased

in over a period of up to eight years. But what is perhaps an equally note-

worthy accomplishment of the MTN is the negotiation of a series of codes

covering nontariff barriers. Depending upon how these codes will be inter-

pretcd and adhered to by the major industrialized countries, they could

result in some significant reductions in nontariff barriers as well as a

clarification and harmonization of the rules and practices that governments

will follow in their policies involving international trade.

The purpose of our study is to provide an analysis of the economic

effects on the United States and the other major industrialized countries

of the reductions in tariffs and nontariff barriers that have been negotia-

ted in the MTN. Our analysis will be based primarily on a disaggregated

model of world production and trade that we have developed in recent years

at the University of Michigan. We will have occasion below to present and

discuss in detail our model and the results of our analysis. But before

doing so, it will be useful to -eview briefly some of the salient charac-

(1)
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teristics of U.S. foreign trade and to discuss the costs and benefits of trade

restrictions and liberalization. We hope thereby to provide some perspective

for viewing our analytical results concerning the MTN.

Salient Characteristics of United States Foreign Trade

It may be appropriate first to consider how important fore..gn trade is

in the U.S. economy. A common measure is the ratio of trade to gross national

product. Thus, for example, as noted in Table 1, U.S. merchandise exports

and imports were equal, respectively, to 6.8 and 8.2 per cent of GNP in 1978.

Considering both merchandise and services, the percentages were 8.4 for exports

and 9.8 for imports. While these percentages are relatively small, it is

evident from Table 1 that they have risen very substantially in the past two

decades.

An alternative measure of the importance of trade would be to express

exports and imports as a percentage of expenditures on tradable goods. If the

relevant data were available, the percentages would certainly be larger than

those shown in Table 1. There would also be sizable differences in the impor-

tance of trade for individual sectors and industries. It should be noted in

addition that the importance of trade will vary from country to country. This

is evident from the data recorded in Table 2 for the U.S. and some of the

other major industrialized countries.

The data in Table 1 further reflect the shift in the U.S. balance of

trade and balance on goods and services that has taken place in the past two

decades. A surplus was recorded in 1960, there was balance in 1970, and

a substantial deficit in 1978. This deficit was $28.6 billion on trade and

$31.1 billion on goods and services.

The composition of U.S. merchandise trade by major

commodity groups for 1972 and 1977 is indicated in Table 3.
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Table I

Exports and Imports as a Percentage of GNP in the
United States, 1960, 1970, and 1978

1960 1970 1978

Merchandise only (fob)a

Exports 3.9% 4.3% 6.8%
Imports 3.0 4.1 8.2

Goods and Servicesb

Exports 4.8 5.5 8.4
Imports 4.4 5.5 9.8

aMeasure on a transactions basis.

bMeasured on a national accounts basis.

Source: Adapted from International Monetary Fund, International Financial
Statistics.
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Exports and
United States

Table 2

Imports as a Percentage of GNP in the
and Other Major Industrialized Countries

Merchandise Onlya Goods and Servicesb

CoLnty Year Exports Imports Exports Imports

United States 1978 6.82 8.2% 8.4% 9.bZ

Canada 1978 23.6 22.1 25.8 25.7

Japan 1977 11.6 9.1 13.7 12.1

West Germany 1978 22.1 18.3 27.1 24.3

France 1976 16.3 17.5 19.1 20.3

Italy 1977 23.2 23.1 26.2 26.9

United Kingdom 1977 23.6 24.7 30.9 30.1

aMeasured on a transactions basis.

bMeasured on a national accounts basis.

Source: International Monetary Fund, International Financial
Statistics.
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Table 3

Comdity Composition of United States Merchandise Trade, 1972 and 1977

1972

Exports Imports

1977

Exports Imports

Food, ivw materials, ores & other minerals

Fuels

Metals, cluhicals, & other scmmanuiactuxes

Engineernrig products

Textiles, cl~aing, & itner consumer goods

Unspecif ied

Total

25.1% 20.5%

3.3 8.6

16.1 19.1

4?'.9 36.0

5.2 12.9

2.4 2.9

100.0% W00.02

26.2% 15.11

3.7 49.9

16.2 15,,

47.4 28.6

5.2 9.3

1.3 1.7

10O.0% 100.0%

Source: Adapted from ,ATT, International Trade 1976/77 and 1977/78,
Table A.
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It is evident that exports of food, raw materials, ores and other minerals

accounted for one-fourth of total exports, metals, chemicals, and other

semimanufactures for one-sixth, engineering products just under one-half, and

textiles, clothing, and other consumer goods one-twentieth of total exports

in "972 and 1977. On the import side, the relative importance of fuels

increased more than three-fold, from 8.6 in 1972 to 29.9 per cent in 1977.

Imports of food, raw materials, ores and other minerals were about 15 per cent

of total imports in 1977, as were imports of metals, chemicals, and other

semiianufactures. Engineering products accounted for somewhat less than 30

per cent of total imports in 1977, and textiles, clothing, and other consumer

goods for around 10 per cent.

U.S. exports, imports, and trade balances for the major commodity

subgroups are indicated for 1972 and 1977 in Table 4. Thus, in 1977, it can

be seen that trade surpluses were recorded (in billions of dollars) for: food

($7.4), raw materials ($1.1), chemicals ($5.9), machinery ($9.4), office and

telecommunications equipment ($2.4), other machinery and transportation equip-

ment ($9.7), and textiles ($0.2). Trade deficits in 1977 were recorded (in

billions of dollars) for: ores and other minerals (-$0.7), fuels (-$40.0),

nonferrous metals (-$2.8), iron and steel (-$4.3), other semimanufactures

(-$2.9), road motor vehicles (-$5.9), household appliances (-$3.5), clothing

(-$3.5), and other consumer goods (-$4.4).

These trade-balance data are significant in drawing attention to the

factors that determine the comparative advantage of the U.S. in international

trade. Thus, our net exports of food and raw materials reflect to a large

extent our relative abundance of land, other natural resources, and the

associated efficient investments in physical capital while our net imports of
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Table 4

United States Total Merchardise Exports, Imports, and Trade
8llances by Comodity Groups, 1972 and 1977

(Billioos of Dollars. fob)

Commodity k.roup Year Exports Imports lalance

I. Food

2. arm materials

3. Or"s 6 other minerals

4. Fuels

Total primary products

5. Nonferrous metals

6. Iron and steel

7. Chemicals

8. Other semamanufactures

Total semisanufacturea

9. Hachinery

10. Office 4 telecom. equipment

11. Road motor vehicles

12. Other mach. & tranap. equip.

13. Household appliances

Total engileering products

14. Textiles

15. Clothing

16. Other consumer goods

Total consumer goods

Total manufactures

Total tradea

1972 8.7 7.6 1.1
1977 22.1 14.7 7.4

1972 2.5 2.5 -
1977 6.0 4.9 1.1

1972 0.8 1.3 - 0.5
1977 2.0 2.7 - 0.7

1972 1.6 4.8 - 3.2
1977 4.2 44.2 -40.0

1972 13.7 16.2 - 2.5
1977 34.3 66.5 -32.2

1972 0.7 1.9 - 1.2
1977 1.2 4.0 - 2.8

1972 0.8 2.9 - 2.1
1977 1.7 6.0 - 4.3

1972 4.5 2.2 2.3
1977 11.7 5.6 5.9

1972 1.7 3.6 - 1.9
1977 4.0 6.9 - 2.9

1972 7.7 10.6 - 2.9
1977 16.6 22.7 - 4.1

1972 6.1 2.4 3.7
1977 14.9 5.5 9.4

1972 2.9 1.6 1.3
1977 7.3 4.9 2.4

1972 4.7 6.8 - 4.1
1977 11.6 17.5 - 5.9

1972 6.4 4.4 4.0
1977 18.7 9.0 9.7

1972 0.8 2.7 - 1.9
1977 1.9 5.4 - 3.5

1972 22.9 20.0 2.9
1977 54.4 42.3 12.1

1972 0.6 1.5 - 0.7
1977 2.0 1.8 0.2

1972
1977

1972
1977

1972
1977

1972
1977

1972
1977

0.2
0.6

1.5
3.4

2.5
6.0

33.2
78.9

47.8
114.8

1.9
4.1

3.8
7.8

7.2
13.7

37.8
78.6

55.6
147.8

- 1.7
-3.5

- 2.3
- 4.4

-4.7

- 7.7

- 4.6
0.3

-7.8

-33.0

aIncluding unspecified commodities.

Note: Totals may not agree due to rounding.

Source: Adapted from GATT, International rrade 1976077 and 1977/7.8,
Table A.
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fuels, ores, metals, and other semimanufactures reflect our relative scar-

city of the associated factors. U.S. net exports of chemicals, machinery,

and equipment reflect our comparative advantage in advanced-technology in-

dustries. These industries combine especially the services of the most highly

educated, technically- trained, and experienced members of the work force and

business management with the services of the physical plant and equipment

that embody the most dynamically efficient technology. Finally, our net

imports of automotive vehicles, household appliances, clothing, and other

consumer goods are indicative of a shift in comparative advantage that has

taken place over the years from the U.S. to other producing countries. Be-

cause most of these goods can now be produced with relatively standardized

production methods, it has become cheaper to produce them in countries with

lower wage costs.

Some further perspective on U.S. trade is given in Table 5, which

breaks down the trade balances by commodity subgroups for 1972 and 1977

according to the major areas of the world. Thus, it can be seen that, in

1977, the U.S. had a trade surplus in food with the European Community (EC),

Japan, the Socialist Countries, OPEC, and a deficit with the Non-Oil LDC's.

Canada was a majcr source of U.S. imports of primary products (including

fuels) and metals. The bulk of net U.S. imports of fuels came from the OPEC

countries and from LDC's that were not members of OPEC. Net U.S. imports

of iron and steel came from the other major industrialized countries, es-

pecially the EC and Japan. Te U.S. trade surplus in chemicals was divided

between the industrial countries and the LDC's. The U.S. was a net exporter

of machinery, cffice and telecommunications equipment, and other machinery

and transportation equipment to all the areas listed, except Japan. The U.S.
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had sizable net imports of road motor vehicles from the EC and Japan. Net

imports of household appliances came mainly from Japan and the Non-Oil LDC's.

The LDC's also accounted for a substantial share of U.S. net imports of

clothing and other consumer goods. The data in Table 5 on the geographical

breakdown of U.S. trade balances by commodity groups thus reinforce our earlier

discussion of the determinants of U.S. comparative advantage vis-a-vis our

trading partners.

Costs and Benefits of Trade Restriction and Liberalization

Our brief review of the commodity composition and geographic distribu-

tion of U.S. trade has drawn attention to the sectors in the U.S. economy

that compete effectively in world export markets and those that may be vulner-

able to competition from imports. If trade were assumed to be freed completely,

we would presumably witness an expansion of the export and a contraction of

che import-competing industries. This would be beneficial to the U.S. in

the long run because labor, capital, and other resources would then be allo-

cated to their most efficient uses in production and the nation's income would

be permanently higher. Consumers would also benefit in terms of allocating

their income among the different goods in their consumption bundle so as to

maximize their satisfaction, given their preferences and the relative prices

that they wculd encounter in the market.

If once we were in a position of free trade and import restrictions

were then imposed, the process described above would work in reverse. That

is, resources would be attracted from the export industries to less efficient

utilization in production in the import-competing industries, and the nation's



Table 5

L'nit:d StLts Traae balanc:•s by Area and Cumodity Groups, 1972 and 1977
(Blllions of Dollars, fh1

Industrial Countries

Yca r morld Iotala
Europtan S.1cialist
Community Japan Canada Countries

Non-Oil
OPEC LDC's

19,2 1.1 2.0
1977 7.4 8.6

1.5 1.0
4.8 3.4 0.2

0.5 0.2 - 1.6
1.3 1.0 - 3.5

1972
1977

3. lres & otaer minerals

- - 0.1
1.0 0.2

1972 - 0.5 - 0.1
'977 - 0.7 - 0.1

1972 - 3.2 - 0.5
1977 -40.0 - 2.7

1972 - 2.6
1977 -3.'.3

1.4
6.0

C.4 0.8 - 1.4
1.0 1.6 - 2.6

0.2 0.2 - 0.4
0.6 0.3 - 0.8

0.2 0.4 - 1.2
- 0.7 1.1 - 3.1

2.4 2.3 - 3.0
6.0 6.3 - 6.4

0.1
0.1 - 0.2

0.1
0.9

-0.1 -0.3
-0.1 -0.5

- -2.1 -0.6
0.1 -31.4 - 5.9

0.6 - 2.0 - 2.4
1.3 -30.7 - 9.0

5. S cx: rrous metals

b. iron a;.d bteel

". ne•:.als

L-ri~er bcu;.a.-.,ac*.ures

Total e=iz-ianuiactures

9. Kacnine ry

1972 - 1.3 - 0.9
1977 - 2.8 - 1.7

1972 - 2.1 - 2.2
1977 - 4.3 - 6.6

1972 2.3 1.0
1977 5.9 2.3

1972 - 1.9 - 1.6
1977 - 2.9 - 2.7

1972 - 3.0 - 3.7
19-7 - 4.1 - 8.9

1972 3.7 1.4
1977 9.4 2.5

-0.1

- 1.0
-1.7

- - 0.7
- -I1.1

-2.4
0.1

0.5 0.1 0.3
0.8 0.5 0.3

- 0.4
- 0.6

- 0.9
- 1.6

- 0.2 - 0.9
- 0.1 - 1.7

- 1.2 - 1.2
- 2.0 - 2.5

- - 0.1
0.1 - 0.7

1.1
2.1

- 0.1
-0.3

- - 1.1

0.1
0.3

- 0.2 1.1
- 3.7 2.9

- 0.1 - 0.3
- 0.4 - 0.6

- 0.4 0.5
- 1.4 1.2

0.1 0.6 1.6
0.3 3.1 3.5

w

1. LxoJ

0

2. kdw •L•r•als

.4. F ýels
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10. U::ice & L t..t.... tq.up.

11. K,.,d towr vcnicles

t14. t, ' t. -s

;(Oral m.anul a• tres

:otal tr.,;e

1972 1.3 1.1
1977 2.4 1.8

1972
1)77

1977

1972
1977

1972
1977

1972
1977

1972
1977

1972
1977

1172
1977

1972
1977

1972
1977

-,4.1
- 5.9

4.0
9.8

- 2.0

- 3.5

3.0
12.2

- 0.8
0.2

- 1.6
- 3.5

- 4.6
-7.7,

-4.6
0.3

-7.8
-33.1

.n.i.ts ýt.er *ebtern Euro.pe, Australia, %,w

"Note: 7i~ ta na'. r~pe: .,re o omodrtges.
.%o te: -,,tals =aa -iot .,&rte ;ae to roundin.-g.

-4.9

-8.7

2.0
3.0

-1.7

-2.5

- 3.9

-0.4

0.4

- 0.b

-0.4

-1.5

-2.0

-2.0

-2.0

-. 4

-7.6

0.8 - 0.2 0.2
1.9 - 1.4 0.6

- 1.9

0.7

1.4

-0.2

o. 6

0.7

- 0.3

0.1

-0.2

- 0.2

- 1.0
- 1.1

-1.5

- 1.4

- 3.1
-2.4

- 1.0
3.2

- 2.0
- 5.3

-0.3
-1.3

- 1.6

-11.4

- 0.3
- 0.3

-0.3

-0.2

- 0.4

-0.7

- 1.0
- 1.2

-6.4

-14.7

- 1.0
- 0.9

0.6
1.4

0.2
0.4

!.21
3.5

0.2
0.5

0.2
0.5

0.4
1.0

0.4
2.0

- ,.2 - 2.8
- 8.5 4.8

- 0.1 0.2
- 0.5 -

0.1

0.2

0.1
U.6

- 0.1

- 0.1

- 0.2

0.3

n.2
1.4

0.5
3.3

0.2

1.5
8.5

0.1

0.3

(VIA

1.9
10.4

0.5 - 0.1

0.6
1.3

1.4
3.3

- 0.3
- 1.2

3.5
7.0

- 0.3
- 0.3

- 1.1
- 3.0

-0.7
-2.6

-0.7
-5.9

1.8
2.2

-0.6

1.6 -20.2 - 7.0

-ealand, and Soath Africa.

S,;rce: Aýaptcd :r~m GAIT, Internatioinal Trade 19-o/77 and 1977/78, -a1.e A.

a
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income would be lower. Consumer satisfaction would be diminished by the

need to purchase a more costly bundle of goods than before.

So far, our discussion has assumed that all members of society gain or

lose equally from a change in trade policy. This simplification should be

removed by recognizing that, while some members of the society may gain,

others will lose whenever a policy is changed. Thus, for example, if trade

were assumed to become completely free, workers in the export industries would

be benefited and those in the import-competing industries possibly harmed. We

could say that the nation as a whole would be better off only if the gainers

could potentially compensate the losers and still have the gainers be better

off. And, by the same token, the losers should not be able to compensate

the gainers to prevent the movement to free trade, without the losers be-

coming even worse off Zhan they would otherwise be.

If trade were restricted, the considerations just mentioned would

apply but not necessarily symmetrically. 1hat is, some groups in the society

will benefit from the restrictions on trade, but in general the nation as

a whole would be worse off. Why then would restrictions ever be chosen over

free trade? The answer clearly lies in the political process in the sense

that the mechanisms for redistribution from gainers to losers may not in

fact work effectively. Also, the grcups that benefit from existing or newly

imposed trade restrictions may be better organized and more powerful politi-

cally than those who are harmed.

Essentially then, the assessment of the benefits and costs of trade

liberalization or trade restriction involves the determination of: what

groups gain, what groups lose, and whether the nation as a whole gains or

loses from the change in trade policy. It is interesting in this connection

that during the very time period when the Multilateral Trade Negotiations
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have been taking place, there has been a marked increase in trade restric-

tions of various kinds in the U.S. and the other major industrialized coun-

tries. We thus have a somewhat anomalous situation in which some sectors

will be liberalized more than others as a result of the MTN, and there may

be sectors that will maintain the status quo of existing restrictions or

perhaps be subjected to even greater restrictions as a result of actions

taken outside the context of the MTN.

It would take us too far afield to document and analyze in detail the

recent decisions implemented in the U.S. and elsewhere for the purpose of

restricting or slowing down the rate of increase in imports. Some of the

most prominent examples of U.S. actions include restrictions imposed to limit

the imports of stainless and alloy tool steel, fasteners, color television

receivers, and footwear. Also, a system of trigger prices on steel imports

has been introduced ostensibly to forestall dumping by foreign producers in

the U.S. market. It has further been proposed to tighten the administration

of the Multifiber Arrangement in order to limit imports of wearing apparel

into th. U.S. Numerous restrictive actions in many of these same sectors

have also been taken by the European Community and other countries such as

Canada.1

Certain of these restrictive measures can perhaps be justified as a

temporary stopgap to permit the domestic industries to adjust to the changes

in their competitive position and to ease the transition of workers in seek-

ing alternative employment. These measures can presumably be phased out

once the adjustment has been more or less completed. The difficulty, how-

ever, is that if adjustment does not take place or is delayed, pressures

may be exerted to continue the restrictions. The Multifiber Arrangement and
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its predecessors going back to the early 1960's are a case in point of res-

trictions that have apparently become permanent.

If restrictions are continued, they will result in costs being imposed

on the society that will almost certainly be greater than the benefits that

accrue to the protected industries and workers. These costs will be mani-

fested in terms of keeping labor and capital employed in relatively less ef-

ficient uses, thus limiting their earnings opportunities in the more highly

productive sectors elsewhere in the economy. Consumers will also he forced

to pay relatively higher prices for the protected goods than they would

otherwise. This is bound to increase the domestic price level, the extent

of the increase depending of course upon the importance of the protected

goods in the consumption bundle. The increase in prices may also have a

differential effect upon consumers, depending upon their income bracket and

the proportions of their expenditures on domestically produced ind imported

goods. Restrictions thus deprive the nation of efficiency gains in more

highly productive uses of resources and of consumption gains via lower prices.

Trade liberalization offers a way to remove these costs in return for great-

er benefits that will accrue to producers and consumers in the society.

Plan of Analysis

We shall now proceed with our analysis. We begin in Section II with

a statement and description of our model of world production and trade that

will be used to analyze the economic effects of the MT.N. The main features of

the model will be presented in nontechnical terms. For those readers

interested in the technical details of the model, a formal presentation is

provided in Appendix A below. In Section III, we present our analysis of
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the effects of the multilateral tariff reductions that will be carried out

as a result of the MTN. We first examine the post-Kennedy Round tariff

levels by country and sector for the 18 major industrialized countries

covered by our model. We then discuss the tariff-cutting procedure adopted

in the MTN. This is followed by a presentation and discussion of post-MlTN

tariff levels and an analysis of the depth of the MTN tariff cuts by country

and sector. Thereafter, we present the results of our analysis of the tariff

reductions based upon our model. The focus here will be the effects on

employment by country and sector and the effects on prices, exchange rates,

and economic welfare by country.

Section IV is devoted to an analysis of the effects of changes in

nontariff barriers (NTB's). We begin with a discussion of the most impor-

tant NTB's and the codes that have been negotiated in the MTN. We then

present some evidence on the frequency of complaints filed by U.S. exporters

with the Office of the Special Trade Representative (STR) concerning par-

ticular foreign NiB's. Because of the difficulty in obtaining quantitative

information on the impact of NTB's, we confine our analysis to the effects

of the liberalization of agricultural trade and government procurement that

has been accomplished in the MTN. Some possible effects of changes in other

g
NTB's will also be discussed.

In Section V, we present the results based upon our model of the com-

bined effects of the reductions in tariffs and the liberalization of agri-

cultural trade and government procurement. As before, we shall focus on

the effects on employment by sector and country and the effects on prices,

exchange rates, and economic welfare. The results in this section will be
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our overall assessment of the effects of the MTN on the basis of what we

have been able to quantify. We shall also present some evidence of how

sensitive our results may be to changes in particular parameters in our

model.

In Section VI, we consider the effects of the MTN on the rest of the

world. As will be noted below, we do not model the rest of world in detail.

Our analysis will thus focus on the rest of world as a residual category

in the model. A sumary and conclusion are presented in Section VII.

Finally, we present in separate appendices a formal statement of our model,

the data for 1976 that we have used for purposes of calculating the effects

of the MTN, and some results that are too detailed for inclusion in the

text of the study but that may be of interest to particular readers.
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Footnotes

1. For an analysis and documentation of recent trade restrictions

imposed in the major industrialized countries, see, for example, Blackhurst

et al. (1977), Balassa (1978), Baldwin (1979), and Novzad (1978).



II. The Model

Most of the estimates to be presented later La this report are based

upon a model of world trade, production, and employment that we have been

developing and using at the University of Michigan over the last several

years. The model incorporates supply and demand functions for each of 22

tradable and 7 nontradable industries and for each of the 18 major indus-

trialized countries plus an aggregated sector representing the rest of the

world. These supply and demand functions interact with one another on both

national and world markets to determine equilibrium values of prices and

quantities traded and produced. The demand functions also determine amounts

of labor demanded, and thus employment, in each industry and country.

The model contains a variety of exogenous variables where effects can

be analyzed. For the current purpose, the most important of these exogenous

variables are those representing tariffs and several forms of quantitative

restriction on trade. However, we have also used the model elsewhere to

analyze exogenous changes in exchange rates, money wages, and aggregate

expenditure. A number of other capabilities are also built into the model

but have not yet been used.

The formal statement of the model, in equation form, is presented in

Appendix A to this report. in the following sections, we first provid_ a

less formal discussion of how the model works, in terms of a pair of flow

charts that show a sampling of the economic interactions included in the

model. We then discuss more carefully the ways that tariffs and nontariff

barriers (NTB's) enter the model. Thereafter, we highlight several charac-

teristics of the model that are important for interpreting our results.

Finally, we describe how the model has been made operational for the par-

ticular purpose of analyzing the outcome of the MTN.

(18)
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The Structure of the Model

The model is best thought of as composed of two parts. The first,

which is depicted in Figure 1, contains separate blocks of equations for

each country. The second part, sketched in Figure 2, contains a single

set of equations for the world as a whole. The country blocks are used

first to determine each country's supplies and demands of goods and cur-

rencies on world markets, as functions of exogenous variables and of world

prices and exchange rates which are as yet unknown. These functions for

each country are then combined to provide the input to the world equations

of Figure 2 which actually determine world prices and exchange rates.

These variables are finally plugged back into the separate country blocks

to get values for other country-specific variables.

The most complicated economic interactions that are incorporated in

the model are contained in the country blocks sketched in Figure 1. The

figure is diviced into a number of parts, both horizontally and vertically.

The horizontal divisions separate industries, with those variables which

pertain to the country as a whole being listed across the top. Each country
P

has 29 industries, but since they are identical in structure, we have in-

cluded only two in the figure, with complete labels and arrows only in the

first. The reader should imagine the figures extending a considerable

distance beyond the bottom of the page, with additional horizontal blocks

for each of the remaining 27 industries.

The vertical divisions in the figure separate exogenous variables on

the right, country-specific endogenous variables in the middle, and variables

to be determined in the world on the left. To conserve space we include

in the right-hand column only two exogenous variables: the country's tariff

in each industry and its money wage, common to all industries. Other exo-
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gencus variables are included in the model and will be discussed later in

the report. The left-hand column contains the country's exchange rate and

the world price for each industry. The variables in the center column

are to be determined within the country block as follows.

For each industry, the price of exports is simply the world price

expressed in domestic currency via the exchange rate. The price of imports

is obtained in the same way except that the tariff is added on. These two

prices do not immediately determine the prices of domestically produced

goods, however, for we assume that both producers and consumers differen-

tiate between home-produced and traded goods of a particular industry.

Thus within an industry, there are separate demand functions for home goods

and imports, both of which depend on the prices of the respective goods.

Likewise there are separate supply functions for home goods and exports,

also depending on their respective prices. Thus, while export and import

prices can be computed directly from world prices, exchange rates and

tariffs, the prices of home goods in each industry must be determined so

as to equate the domestic supplies and demands of home goods.

Additional determinants of supplies and demands result from inter-

industry interactions of producers. An input-output technology is assumed,

with each industry drawing inputs from all others. As a result, demands

for both home goods and imports of a particular industry depend upon sup-

plies in all others. And supplies in each industry depend on prices in

all others.

Demands depend, finally, on the level of aggregate final expenditure

in the country. We have not tried to be very sophisticated in our modeling

of aggregate expenditure, since to do so would involve us in the complexi-

ties and uncertainties of macroeconomic modeling and policy forecasting.

Rather, we have tried to abstract from such macroeconomic complications by
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making the following relatively neutral assumption: expenditure is held

constant except when tariff revenue changes, in which case the change in

tariff revenue is added to expenditure. This assumption is neutral in the

sense that it holds approximately constant the total revenue of producers

and thus imparts neither an upward nor a downward bias to the value of

world output.

Before leaving the country equations depicted in Figure 1, we should

mention one further distinction that is not made in the figure. Of the

29 industries included in the model, only 22 are tradable. The remaining 7

are nontradable and thus have neither export supplies nor import demands.

They consist exclusively of home-good markets. But they nonetheless are in-

fluenced by the prices and exchange rates that pertain to trade, as well

as by tariffs in the tradable industries, both because of their input-out-

put interactions with those industries and because they must compete with

them for a share of aggregate expenditure.

Turning now to the world equations of Figure 2, the picture is much

simpler. We start with the export-supply and import-demand functions that

were determined in the country equations as depending on world prices and

exchange rates. To get world prices we simply add these supplies and de-

mands for all countries and set the difference equal to net demand from

the rest of the world. Our assumptions regarding the latter will be ex-

plained below.

This is the end of the story when we solve the model under the assump-

tion of fixed exchange rates. An alternative solution is possible, however,

incorporating flexible exchange rates. For this we use the same export

and import supply and demand functions to calculate the trade balance of

each country. We then require that exchange rates adjust to hold these

trade balances constant.
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Schematically, in Figure 2 we have arrayed the net supplies to world

markets of each industry and country in a matrix. Each row corresponds to

a tradable industry, each column to a country. These net supplies depend,

from the country equations, on the world prices at the left and on the

exchange rates across the top. To determine exchange rates (if they are

assumed to be flexible), we add the net supplies vertically and equate then

to the initial balances of trade across the bottom.

As must already be apparent, the rest of the world is modeled quite

differently from the 18 countries that are included explicitly in the model.

Lacking accessible data on production, trade, and employment for the other

countries of the world, we have had to make do with a few rather ad hoc

assumptions about their behavior on world markets.

For a world of flexible exchange rates, we postulated a rest-of-world

excess demand function for each tradable industry, depending on the world

price in that industry and a rest-of-world exchange rate. The latter was

then assumed to adjust to hold the rest-of-world trade balance constant.

For a world of fixed exchange rates, two alternative assumptions were

used. Under the first alternative, the same rest-of-world excess demand

functions were used, but without the exchange-rate adjustment. As the trade

balance therefore changes, it must be financed by capital flows between the

rest-of-world and one or more of the 18 countries. Unfortunately the re-

sults of the model under this assumption turn out to be rather sensitive

to the choice country with which the rest-of-world trade balance is to be

financed. The second alternative for modeling fixed exchange rates is

therefore preferred. Here we assume that rest-of-world exports respond

normally to world prices, but rest-of-world imports do not. Instead, imports

are subject to rigid restriction in the form of import licenses, which are

adjusted in proportion to initial imports so as just to exhaust available
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foreign exchange.

Using our preferred assumptions about rest-of-world behavior, the

rest-of-world trade balance is held constant under both fixed and flexible

exchange-rate regimes. This means that the rest-of-world's net contribu-

tion to all world markets together is held constant and the influence of

the rest-of-world on the aggregate performance of the 18 countries is negli-

gible. However, at the level of an individual industry, the presence of

the rest-of-world on world markets can be quite significant. For the con-

stancy of its aggregate trade balance does not prevent it from, say, ex-

panding exports substantially in one industry while contracting in another.

Modeling Tariffs, NTB's and Economic Welfare

We turn now to more detailed consideration of how tariffs and various

NTB's are treated in the model and how changes in economic welfare are to

be measured.

Tariffs: The model includes ad valorem tariffs for each of the 18

countries and 22 tradable industries. As already indicated, the tariffs

enter the model in two ways. First, they cause the price paid by an im-

porter to exceed the price received by an exporter by the per cent of the

tariff. Second, they generate tariff revenue, equal to that percentage of

import value, and that revenue is assumed to be redistributed to consumers

and spent on final goods. Of these two effects, the first is by far the

most important, especially for individual tariff reductions. When a par-

ticular tariff is reduced, it causes the corresponding import price to

fall. Demanders of the good then substitute away from home goods in that

industry and towards imports. The increased demand on the world market

causes the world price to rise and production and employment in the export

sectors of that industry to rise as well in all countries. More noticeably,
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however, in the country whose tariff was reduced, the decline in demand

for the home good causes price, output and employment in the home sector

to fall, and this is likely to be the most obvious effect of a single

tariff reduction.

When tariffs are reduced in many countries and industries simultan-

eously, on the other hand, the effects on world markets become more signi-

ficant. So, too, do other secondary effects that need not be detailed here.

It is for this reason that a large computational model such as ours is

needed in order to assess the effects of multilateral trade liberalization.

Quotas: The model also includes quantitative restrictions on imports

in a number of industries and countries. While the reduction or elimina-

tion of quotas are not being dealt with systematically in the MTN, their

presence in certain industries may be expected to alter the response of

trade in those industries to changes in tariffs elsewhere, and so they

must be taken into account.

The presence of a quota typically causes the domestic price of im-

ports to exceed the world price plus tariff. Indeed, if the quota were

to apply to all imports of an industry, the import price would have to

adjust as necessary to keep imports from changing, and would be completely

independent of the world price and tariff. In practice, our rather aggre-

gated industries never have absolutely all of their imports subject to

quota. Instead we use the fraction of an industry's trade that is subject

to quantitative restrictions to construct its import price as a weighted

average of the world price plus tariff on the one hand and of the price

that would have held imports consLant on the other. The result is to make

trade in quota-protectel industries less responsive to changes in tariffs

and other variables than would have been the case if quotas had not been

considered.
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In addition to incorporating existing quotas in the manner just

indicated, the model also includes a facility for analyzing the effects

of changing the quantity of imports let in under a quota. A variable

representing the quota enters into the determination of the import price

in such a way that when the quota goes up, the price goes down and imports

expand accordingly.

Government Procurement: Other NTB's can often be analyzed as equi-

valent either to a tariff or to a quota, assuming that data on their tariff-

or quota-equivalents can be obtained. Regulations concerning government

procurement (GP), however, have no suca obvious equivalence. Yet the opera-

tion of GP is sufficiently straightforward that we have chosen to model it

explicitly as follows. Some amount of final demand in each industry is

assumed to be subject to a requirement that it be spent exclusively on

home-produced goods. The remaining demand is assumed to be allocated com-

petitively between imports and home produced goods. Thus the demand func-

tions for home goods and imports are augmented and diminished, respectively,

by a fraction of the demand that is subject to such regulation. This frac-

tion is the same fraction that would have been spent on imports had it not

been so regulated.

The basic effect of releasing a certain amount of demand from the

procurement regulation is therefore quite simple. As a first approximation,

demand for imports rises and demand for home goods falls by the same frac-

tion of the newly unregulated expenditure as that currently being spent on

imports by the rest of the population. This is only a first approximation,

however, since the relative price of home and imported goods will certainly

change as a result, and other prices as well as the exchange rate may change

too. Thus, we need the complete model to determine what the outcome will

finally be.
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Economic Welfare: Our model was not intended originally to estimate

effects on economic welfare, but, for the purpose of this report, we have

added a facility to compute the change in national welfare arising from the

reduction in tariffs and NTB's. Theoretical problems of dealing with both

tariffs and 1rTB's have led us to construct two different welfare measures.

These are discussed in detail in Appendix B. Briefly, the first measure

is valid if tariff changes are the only cause of changes in trade. It

relies on the partial equilibrium analysis of a tariff change and uses

the results of the model to calculate economic welfare as the sum of the

changes in consumer and producer surplus and tariff revenues.

The second method posits a shift in the supply or demand function

for exports or imports and is based on a measure of the implicit changes in

consumer and producer surplus. Its implementation relies on crude estimates

of certain unobservable price changes, based on supply and demand elas-

ticities and changes in trade. This second method is used explicitly to

analyze changes in government procurement, and it is less suitable there-

fore to deal with the welfare effects of tariff changes when supply or

demand functions are given rather than being shifted.

d
Special Characteristics and Caveats

Several features of the model should be emphasized, since they bear

on the proper interpretation of the results obtained.

Comparative Statics vs Dynamics: First, the model is a comparative-

static equilibrium model and does not contain any explicit dynamic content.

This means that we have specified equilibrium conditions in a number of

markets and that we perturb the system by introducing changes in tariffs

or other exogenous shocks. The model is then used to calculate how various
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variables change from one equilibrium to another in response to the shocks.

Since we do not model the dynamic process of getting from one equilibrium

to another, we cannot state explicitly the time required for these changes

to take place. We can only state that these changes are what would be ob-

served after enough time has elapsed for the assumed equilibria to be re-

stored. This interpretation in turn requires an understanding of which

markets are, and which markets are not, assumed to clear in the model. This

is the subject of the next two points.

Labor Market Disequilibrium: While we do assume equilibrium in all

goods markets (and in the market for foreign exchange when exchange rates

are assumed flexible), we do not assume equilibrium in the markets for the

primary factors of production, labor and capital. Instead, in the labor

market, we take the money wage as given in each country and assume the

presence of sufficient unemployed labor to met any increases in labor de-

mand that may be forthcoming. Thus, employment in our model is entirely

demand determined. This assumption accords well with the observation that

wages are considerably slower to respond to changing market conditions

than are prices, and of course this is the same assumption that has long

been common in Keynesian macroeconomic analysis. Its use here is further

motivated by the need to say something about unemployment, which would be

impossible if the labor market were assumed to clear. It does mean, however,

that the employment changes we calculate should be regarded as temporary,

since in the longer run wages will adjust.

Fixed Capital Stocks: The other primary factor, capital, is also

assumed to be in disequilibrium. The reason, however, is not that the price

of capital is fixed, but rather that capital itself, as embodied in plant

and equipment, cannot readily move from industry to industry. Indeed we

take this assumption one step further by assuming that capital cannot move
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between the export and home-goods sectors of a given industry. While this

assumption is more stringent than might be desired, it should not make too

much difference so long as, in our results, we aggregate the home and ex-

port production sectors together. But it should be understood that, in the

longer run, both the expansions and contractions of various industries in

a given country are likely to become more pronounced as capital moves from

industries with low returns to ones with high t,:urns.

Macroeconomic Content: Finally, we should reiterate that our model

does not capture in any but the crudest way the process of macroeconomic

income determination. The model was designed to permit comparisons among

industries at the microeconomic level, rather than to predict accurately

the effects on aggregate income, prices, or employment. The latter are

very sensitive to how aggregate monetary and fiscal policies are conducted

and there exist numerous macro models which capture this process much more

accurately than we could here.

Impi!me:tation of the .Model

The current version of the model covers the 18 industrialized countries,

plus an aggregated sector for the rest of the world as described above. The

18 countries are listed below together with the abbreviations that will be

used to refer to them in subsequent sections. The choice of countries was

dictated by the availability of detailed trade and tariff information at

the line-item level.
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Countries

ALA -

ATA -

BLX -

CND -

DEN -

FIN -

FR -

GFR -

IRE -

Australia

Austria

Belgima-Luxembourg

Canada

Denmark

Finland

France

West Germany

Ireland

IT

JPN

NL

NZ

NOR

SWD

SWZ

Us

World industry was categorized into 29 classifications, of which 22 are

tradable. They are identified by numbers adapted from the International

Standard Industrial Classification (ISIC) and are described below:

Nontradables

Description

Whining and quarrying
Electricity, gas, and water
Construction
Wholesale & retail trade,

restaurants & hotels
Transport, storage & communication
Finance, insurance, real estate, etc.
Community, social & personal services

Tradables

Description

Agriculture, hunting, forestry & fishing
Food, beverages & tobacco
Textiles
Wearing apparel, exc. footwear
Leather & leather & fur products
Footwear
Wood products, exc. furniture

- Italy

- Japan

- Netherlands

- New Zealand

- Norway

- Sweden

- Switzerland

- United Kingdom

- United States

ISIC Group

2
4
5
6

7
8
9

ISIC Group

1
310
321
322
323
324
331

4'-• .'4 "' - - - 4
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332 Furniture & fixtures, exc. metal
341 Paper & paper products
342 Printing & publishing
35A Industrial chemicals (351); Other

chemical products (352)
35B Petroleum refineries (353); Misc.

products of petroleum & coal (354)
355 Rubber products
36A Pottery, china & earthenware (361);

Other nonmetallic mineral products
(369)

362 Glass & glass products
371 Iron & steel basic industries
372 Non-ferrgus metal basic industries
381 Metal products, exc. machinery, etc.
382 Machinery, exc. electrical
383 Electrical machinery, apparatus, etc.
384 Transport equipment
38A Plastic products, n.e.c. (356)

Professional, photographic goods,
etc. (385); Other manufacturing
industries (390)

In order to specify the supply and demand funcLiuus of the model, we

needed data on trade, tariffs, production, and employment for each of these

industries and countries. The sources for these data are listed in Appendix

C. In addition, we needed estimates of import-demand elasticities and cf

elasticities of substitution between capital and labor in each industry.

These were based on published estimates that have been obtained by other

researchers.

Finally, to implement the model we needed input-output tables for each

of the 18 countries. Limitations of time and of funds have so far prevented

us from collecting such tables for all countries, and we therefore have used

only the 1967 input-output table for the U.S. economy and have applied it

to describe technology in all 18 countries. This undoubtedly introduces

some errors into our analysis, the size and importance of which cannot be

assessed until the tables for other countries are available for comparison.

However, we see no reason to expect that these errors would be systematic

or that they would bias our conclusions in any significant way. And of
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course, our results for the United States should be quite accurate in any

case.



III. Effects of Multilateral Tariff Reductions

Before considering the effects of the MTN tariff reductions, it

may be useful first to present some summary information pertaining to

the U.S. and the other major industrialized countries for 1976, which

is the reference year for all of our calculations concerning the MTN.

We shall concentrate particularly on the tariff levels by sector as

they existed at the end of t0e Kennedy Round (1972) and prior to the

reductions negotiated in the MTN. We shall then discuss briefly the

Swiss formula, which was agreed upon by the major negotiating countries

as the basis for the across-the-board tariff reductions to be carried

out in the MTN. We shall subsequently focus especially on the depth

of cuts that have actually been negotiated in the MTN by sector and coun-

try. This examination will include comparisons of the actual cuts with

those that would have been made if the Swiss formula had been applied uni-

formly across sectors. We will also consider what the new tariff levels

will be as a result of the MTN. Our final and most important task will be

to present the results of our analysis of the economic effects of the MTN

tariff reductions based upon our model.

The Pattern of Employment, Trade, and Protection in 1976

To give some idea of how the U.S. and the other industrialized coun-

tries interact with each other in the 22 tradable industries, we present a

summary of some basic data in Table 6. For each tradable industry, the

first column gives 1976 total U.S. employment in thousands of man years.

U.S. net exports for 1976 are shown in the second column. In the next two

(34)
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Table 6

The Pattern of U.S. Employment, Trade, and Protection in 1976

Average U.S. Tariff Index of U.S.
ISIC Weighted by Non-Tariff

Tradable Employment Net Exports U.S. Imports World Imports Restrictions
Industry (000) (mill. $) 2 % 2

I

310

321

322

323

324

331

332

341

342

3,297.1

1,743.9

1,174.6

1,163.6

89.9

174.9

531.4

402.0

665.1

1,070.9

35A 19085.6

9,714.1

-25.7

2,086.3

-2,811.1

187.1

-1,716.2

233.9

276.3

-702.1

470.4

8,043.3

176.3 -31,275.835B

355

36A

362

371

372

261.4

438.8

177.4

780.5

305.5

381 1,530.1

382 2,271.4

383 1,834.5

384 1,791.3

-733.7

-134.0

261.7

-387.7

-3,506.4

845.9

15,137.2

1,204.5

7,499.2

38A 1,287.1 -8,957.3

All 22,253.2 -4,290.1

Note: The employment data refer only to tradable industries and are from United
Nations (1978) and OECD (1978). Trade data are from UN trade tapes; both imports
and exports have been valued on a cif basis. Tariffs are post-Kennedy Round,
ad-valorem tariffs based upon data supplied by STR. The tariffs have been weighted,
respectively, by total (dutiable + nondutiable) U.S. imports and by total (dutiable
+ nondutiable) imports of the 18 industrialized countries ("world" imports). The
overall weighted average tariffs in the last line of the table are for industrial
products only (i.e., ISIC 1,310, and 35B are excluded). Details ou the index of
quantitative restrictions are given in Appendix C.

2.2

6.3

14.4

27.8

5.6

8.8

3.6

8.1

0.5

1.1

3.8

1.4

3.6

9.1

10.7

4.7

1.2

7.5

5.0

6.6

3.3

7.8

6.5

4.4

6.4

14.8

26.9

4.1

8.8

2.5

7.4

1.7

0.9

7.5

1.2

4.5

7.1

11.8

5.6

1.6

8.3

5.4

6.9

3.6

8.2

6.7

1.4

45.4

41.3

66.1

0

51.2

0

0

0

60.6

0

56.2

0

0

0

10.0

0

0

0

8.3

1.8

0.5

21.4
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columns, we report nominal post-Kennedy Round tariff averages by industry for

the U.S., using as weights the value of total (dutiable + nondutiable) 1976

imports for the U.S. and for all 18 countries combined. In these cases, the

bottom entries in the table are the import-weighted averages for industrial

products only, that is, exclusive of agricultural products (ISIC 1), food and

kindred products (ISIC 310), and products of petroleum and coal (ISIC 35B).

Finally, in the last column, we report an index that we have constructed to

indicate the importance of U.S. nontariff restrictions. This index is intended

to represent the percentage of trade in each industry that is subject to some

type of nontariff restriction. The bottom entry is the weighted-average index

for all sectors.

Among the U.S. industries, post-Kennedy Round tariff rates were the high-

est for textiles and wearing apparel (ISIC 321 and 322), footwear (ISIC 324),

nonmetallic mineral products (ISIC 36A and 362), fabricated metal products

(ISIC 38A), and miscellaneous manufactures (ISIC 38A). The fraction of trade

subject to nontariff restrictions is seen to be substantial in food, bever-

ages, and tobacco (ISIC 310), textiles and wearing apparel (ISIC 321 and 322),

footwear (ISIC 324), iron and steel (ISIC 371), and electrical machinery (ISIC

383). In the industries that are covered by nontariff restrictions, it should

be noted that the tariffs involved do not affect prices, but serve only as a

tax on the profits of those who control the limited allocation of imports per-

mitted by the nontariff restrictions.

Comparing U.S. tariffs by sector based on the two systems of weighting

in Table 6, except for chemicals (ISIC 35A), there do not appear to be subs-

tantial differences in the rates when U.S. imports of industrial products
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rather than world imports are used for weighting.

Some further perspective on how U.S. tariffs compare on average to

the other industrialized countries is given in Table 7. Based on own-country-

import weights, the countries with the highest average tariffs were Australia,

Austria, Finland, and New Zealand. The average tariffs for members of the

European Community ranged from 7.3 per cent for Italy to 9.4 per cent for

Ireland. Japan's average tariff was 3.9 per cent. The average tariff for

the U.S. of 6.5 per cent was thus somewhat lower as compared to the EC combined

and somewhat higher than for Japan. Comparisons could also be made for the

index of nontariff restrictions, which are indicated by sector and country

in Appendix Table C.7 below. But such comparisons would be indicative only

of the coverage of trade rather than the degree to which trade may be restric-

ted by the various measures.

Tariff Offers in the MTN

The preceding discussion was designed to give some indication of

the levels of tariffs as they existed at the end of the Kennedy Round in

1972 and prior to the reductions that have been negotiated in the !MTN.

Until the Kennedy Round, tariff reductions were negotiated mainly on an

item-by-item basis. One of the accomplishments of the Kennedy Round was

to replace this rather cumbersome process with across-the-board reduc-

tions based upon some formula agreed to by the major negotiating coun-

tries, but with exceptions allowed for industries that were supposed to
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TABLE 7

AVE&AgE PJSr-Kk-NNED! ROUND TARIFF RATES C1 INDUSTRIAL PRODUCTS
IN THE INDUSTRIALIZED CCOUIFIES

iEIGHTED BT 1976
OWN-COaNTRYT VORLD

CcuNrRy IMPORTS I1PCRTS

AUSdTALIA 17.0% 15.3%

AUSTix1A 15.4 13.3

CANADA 7.3 8.9

£UROkEAi COMBUNITY

BELGIUMf-LUIENtdOUtG 8.2 8.2

JE, EABK 9.0 8.2

FRANCE 8.3 8.2

GEh3ANY 8.7 8.2

IRELAND 9.4 8.2

ITALY 7.3 8.2

NETHELANDS 9.2 8.2

UbLIZ;, KINGDOM 7.3 8.2

FINLAND 9.6 8.5

JAPAN 3.9 6.7

ENE ZEALAND 18.9 21.9

NOkWA! 6.9 7.3

SWEDEN 6.4 5.7

SWITZERLAND 3.9 3.8

UNITED STATES 6.5 6.7

ALL i.OUTiRIES 7.8 9.1

NOTE: THE WEIGHTS REFER TO TOTAL (DUTIABLE I KC-DUTIABLE) IMPORTS;
ISIT 1, 310 AND 35B ARE EXCLUDED. PCI AECITIONAL RESULTS,
SEE CABLES 6 AID 8.
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be particularly vulnerable to competition from imports or that were

covered by nontariff measures.

A great deal of attention was devoted in the Kennedy Round to the

issue of tariff disparities between the U.S. and European Community.

These disparities existed because of some relatively very high tariffs

in the U.S. on particular items in comparison to the European Community

where tariffs tended to be more uniform and thus exhibited less disper-

sion. It was in this light that the EC promoted the principle of tariff

harmonization as the basis for reducing tariffs in the Kennedy Round.

Harmonization would have resulted in the U.S. reducing its highest tar-

iffs the most, thereby bringing the tariff schedules of the two regions

closer together. The issue of disparities was never formally settled in

the Kennedy Round, perhaps because the EC could not demonstrate readily

that disparities really mattered very much in terms of their trade im-

pact in the various sectors involved. In any event, pressures for tariff

harmonization emerged once again in the HTN. This time, rather than en-

gaging in a lengthy dispute as in the Kenneay Round, agreement was reached

on a harmonization formula proposed by the Swiss.

According to the Swiss formula, tariffs on industrial products were

to be cut as follows: z - (ax)/(a + x), where z is the new tariff rate and

x is the base or GATT (post-Kennedy Round) rate, both in percentage terms,

and a is a parameter that was set at 14 in the original proposal. To illus-

trate the Swiss formula, suppose that we had base rates of 10 and 30 per

cent and a was equal to 14. The new rates would then be:
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- (14 x 10) 5.5%(14 + i0)

(14 x 30) = 11.8%z2  (14 + 30)

The 10 per cent rate would thus be reduced by 45 per cent to a new level

of 5.5 per cent. The 30 per cent rate would be reduced by 61 per cent to

a new level of 11.8 per cent. The higher rate would thus be cut more

than the lower rate, and there would now be much less disparity between

the rates than before. While most, but not all, of the major countries

agreed to use the Swiss formula, they reserved the right to set the value

of the parameter a in the formula and to make less-than or greater-than

formula cuts in particular tariff rates.

We present in Tables 8 and 9 the base and MTN offer rates on industrial

products by sector for the 18 countries. These rates are weighted by total

(dutiable + nondutiable) 1976 own-country imports. The corresponding rates

weighted by 1976 world (18-country) imports are recorded in Appendix Tables

C.5 and C.6. The differences between the base and MTN offer rates are shown in

terms of the percentage depths of cut in Table 10. For greater ease of refer-

ence, we present in Table 11 the overall total-import weighted averages by

country in terms of the base (post-Kennedy Round) rate, MTN offer rate, and per-

centage depth of cut.

It is evident from these tables that the U.S. has offered in the MTN to

reduce its industrial tariffs overall by approximately one-third, to a level

of 5.8 per cent. The European Community reductions are approximately 27 per

cent, with new levels ranging from 5.2 per cent for the U.K. to 6.9 per

cent for Ireland. As noted in the tables, Australia, Canada, and



TABLE 8

POST-KENNEDY ROUND BASE RATE TARIFFS ON INDUSTRIAL PRODUCTS BY ISIC SECTOR
IN THE MAJOR INDUSTRIALIZED COUNTRIES

(PER CENT; WEIGHTED BY OWN-COUNTRY IMPORTS, EXCLUDING PETROLEUM)

AlA. ATA %LX CND+ DEN FIN FR GFR IRE IT JPN+ NL NZ NOR SWD SWZ UK US ALL

21.5
61.8
25.7
33.8
13.6
40.0

7.1
1.8
5.8

13.8
11.6
15.2
10.6

5.3
24.1
14.2
21.6
22.1
13.0

18.7
36. 3
9.1

24.1
4.8

23.0
15.9

2.4
8.1

14.6
8.9

17.5
6.2
4.5

19.3
10.8
18.7
24.5
13.7

9.5
16.7
4.1

11.4
3.2
8.5
9.3
2.4

11.6
6.2
5.2
9.9
6.1
1.9
7.7
6.4
9.6

11.1
5.2

18.9
25.4

8.2
24.5

5.8
19.4
11.8
5.7
7.9

12.2
9.5

11.3
6.7
2.0

14.1
6.1

12.9
2.4
8.8

12.1
16.4

3.6
11.5
4.4
8.4

10.8
4.4

11.9
6.7
6.7
9.7
7.2
8.1
7.9
6.4
9.3
8.5

10.0

24.1
37.2
12.6
17.5
0.5
8.7'
8.0
1.8
3.1

13.9
3 8

25. 4
5.7
1.2
9.6
8.7

11.0'
6.0'

18.1

9.8
16.7

3. 3
11.5

3. 3
8.5
7.6
3.4

10.9
5.2
7.0
9.8
E.6

3. 1
7.8
6.4
9.8

10.3
9.6

10.3
16.8
5.1

11.7
3.9
8.5
7.1
3.3

11.6
5.7
5.4

10.2
6.3
2.3
8.0
6.6

10.2
9.9
9.1

10.7
16.4

5.4
11.9

3.2
8.5

10.9
2.4

10.7
5.6
6.0
9.5
7.5
8.0
7.7
6.1
9.5

12.0
11.2

7.5
16.6

1.7
10.8
1.0
8.5
3.7
2.7

11.8
4.0
3. 3
9.6
4.7
2.2
8.0
6.5
9.9

10.7
9.4

3.3
13.8

3.0
16.4

0.3
7.8
2.1
0.2
6.2
1.5
0.6
7.5
3.3
1.1
6.9
9.1
7.4
6.0
6.0

11.8
16.8

5.2
11.2

3.6
8.5
8.4
3.5

11.9
6.1
4.4
9.3
7.1
4.3
7.8
6.4

10.0
10.9
8.7

14.2
58.7
15. 3
44.1
11.7
40.3
20.9

1.1
10.0

9.5
13.8
15.4

6.0
9.3

29.7
28.1
21.0
27.6
20.5

16.2
22.8

6.6
24.6

2.0
7.6
2.9
4.3
8.1
7.3
2.8

10.5
2.2
1.1
6. 3
8.8
8.6
3.5
8.9

10.9
14.4
4.8

13.8
0.9
5.4
3.0
0.2
6.3
6.5
3.1
9.3
4.7
0.9
5.3
4.9
7.0
8.2
6.1

8.2
15.5
2.8

12.4
5.0

13.2
6.6
0.9
1.1
2.0
3.5
4.5
2.1
4.3
3.8
1.5
2.0
6.7
1.5

9.2
16.9

2.8
12.5
4.0
8.5
6.6
3.3

11.4
4.0
3.2

10.4
6.3
2.0
8.0
6.4

10.0
9.3
4.9

14.4
27.8

5.6
8.8
3.6
8.1i
0.5
1.1
3.8
3.6
9.1

10.7
4.7
1.2
7.5
5.0
6.6
3.3
7.8

10.7
20.7
4.5

12.4
2.7

10.3
5.8
2.9
9.4
5.8
5.8

10.5
5.8
2.0
9.0
6.7
9.6
7.7
7.8

ALL 17.0 15.4 8.2 7.3 9.0 9.6 8.3 8.7 9.4 7.3 3.9 9.2 18.9 6.9 6.4 3.9 7.3 6.5 7.8

*ESTIMATED FROM INCOMPLETE DATA.
+PREVAILING RATES, WHICH INCLUDE UNILATERAL REDUCTIONS IN POST-KLNNEDY ROUND TARIFF RATES.

SOURCE: BASED ON DATA SUPPLIED 9Y STR.

321
322
323
324
331
332
341
342
354
355
36A
362
371
372
381
382
383
384
38 A

lep 0



TABLE 9

47N OFFER PATE TARIFFS ON INDUSTRIAL PRODUCTS BY ISI2 SECrGR
IN THE MAJOR INDUSTRIALIZED COUNTRIES

(PER CLNT; WEIGHTED •Y cNN-COUNTRY IMPjRTS, EXCLUDING PLTROLEUM)

4A.+ kTA BLX .ND+ DLN FIN FF GFR IRE IT JPN+ NL NZ NOR SoiD SAZ UK US ALL

61.8

'0.3

13.8
12. 5

5.4

15.2
1 2.

4.2
2 ..7
i3.9
21.6

12.8

5%.9
16. 2
".7

23. 4
3.7

12. 3
1.5

4.7
9.9
5. 9
2.9
5.8
3.3

10.4
6.4

14.7
22.1
8.7

7.2
13.4

2. 5
11.4

2.4
5.6
6.9
1.5
8.0
4,2
3.7
8.0
4.6
1.6
5.4
4.3
7.4
7.9
3.6

16.7
24.2

6.3
21.9

3.2
14.3
6.7
1.0
?.5
6.7
6.4
'.2
5.4
2.0
8.5
4.5
5.8
1.6
5.4

8.7
13.2
1.8

11.5
3.4
5.5
7.9
2.8
8.5
4.4
5.0
7.5
5.5
6.6
5.5
4.4
7.1
7.2
6. 1

22.5
35.5
9. 3

17.4
0.4
5.5'
4.5
1.1
1.8

13.5
2.9

22. 3
4.2
0.8
7.7
6.1
6.0'
3.8'

12.6

7.3
13.2
1.6

11.3
2.4
5.6
5.5
2.2
7.6
3.5
4.7
7.4
4.9
2.6
5.4
4.4
7.7
7.9
5.8

7.4
13.4

3.2
11.7
2.9
5.6
5.2
2. 1
8.0
3.8
3.6
7.9
4.7
1.9
5.5
4.5
8. 3
7.7
5.6

7.8
13.2

1.8
11.9

2.5
5. 7
8.0
1.5
7.6
3. 7
4.5
7. 3
5.9
6.5
5.4
4.3
"1.2

13.2
6.5

5.6
3.2
0.7

10.4
0.8
5.6
2.6
1.8
8.1
2.7
2.8
7.6
3.5
1.8
5.5
4.5
8.0
8. 8
5.8

3.3
13.8

3.0
15.7
0.3
5. 1
2. 1
0.1
4.8
1.1

0.5
5.1.8
1.1
5.2
4.4
4.3
1.5
4.6

8.5
13.5

3. 0
11.2
2.8
5.6
6. ?
2.2
8. 1
4.1
3. 3
7.5
5.6
3.6
5.4
4.3
7.8
9.0
5.2

12.3
58.5
15.3
40. 7
11.4
38.3
20.5

1.1
8.1
9.5

12. 7
13. 5
5. 2
4.1

26.5
22. 1
19.6
26.8
18.2

13. 3
21.7

5.8
21.7

1.6
5. 1
1. 9
4.3
6.2
6.6
2.4
8.0
1.7
0.9
4.4
5.2
6.9
2.2
7.4

10.3
14.2
4.0

13.7
0.7
4.0
2.4
0.2
4.8
6.1
2.8
7.1
3.7
0.7
4.0
3.5
4.5
5.1
4.6

6.6
12.4
2.1
9.0
3.2
9.2
4.3
0.7
0.9
1.7
2.5
3. 1
1.7
2.4
2.8
1.2
1.6
6.1
1.1

6.7
13.3

1.2
12.5

3. 1
5.6
4.9
2.1
7.9
2. 7
2.4
7.9
4.7
1.7
5.6
4.2
8.1
7.2
3.0

9.2
22.7
4.2
8.8
1.7
4.1'
0.2
0.7
2.4
2.5
5.3
6.2
3.6
0.7
4.8
3.3
4.4
2.5
4.2

8.5
17.5

3.0
12.1

1.9
7.3
4.2
1.5
6.7
4.1
4.0
7.9
4.4
1.6
6.3
4.7
7.1
6.0
4.7

4LL 16.5 12.1 5.9 5.2 6.6 7.1 6.0 6.3 6.9 5.4 2.9 6.8 16.7 5.2 5.0 3.1 5.2 4.3 5.8

ESTIMATEDD FR'-?M INCOMPLETE DATA.
÷P(['E•ILING RATE-), WHIH INCLUDE ?NILAT
SJý(.5: 9ASED DN DkTA SUPPLIED 1Y STR.

F;L PECUCTIJNS IN PDST-K<EN',EDY RXUND TARIFF RAILS.

9 4

3 2
3Z3
?.4
331
332
341

342

36A
362
371
3"72
382
83

384
38-N

& 0
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T htil I.F 10

PE P, T1.E-, T1L TAPF I L " F TI k.1; N IND STiL. P141 D', TP OFF PLD RY THE. MAAJuR
l'3DqTPIAl !"D J:'kIILS I'N THE MTN, N•S OF APRIL 15, 1979

.41-IGHT-D 3Y .N-_'NIPY 1MPJ~PTS, EX.LUD14G, Pý.TROLE'4)

1."+ ;' - ':+) E2-N F 114 p R I RE IT ,PN+ N L N7 NOR S.4D S 2K 0s5 ALI.

i21 1.4 i.C 4.2 1,1.6 .8.1 6.6 z5.5 28.2 27.1 25.3 0.0 28.0 13.4 17.9 5.5 19.5 27.2 36.1 21.2
1-2 1".0 G. 3 19.8 4.7 19.5 4.6 21.0 20.2 19.5 20.5 0.0 19.6 0.3 4.8 1.4 20.0 21.3 18.3 15.4
3 2 .0 15.4 ý9.0 21.2 0.0 26.2 51.5 37.3 66.7 58.8 0.0 42.3 G.0 12.1 16.7 25.0 57.1 25.0 32.8

-4 f.0 .9 0.0 1,.6 20.0 0.6 1.7 0.0 0.0 3.7 4.3 0.0 7.7 11.8 0.7 27.4 0.0 0.0 2.7
9 8.1 22.9 .:5.0 44.8 22.7 20.0 2'.3 25.6 21.9 20.0 0.0 22.2 2.6 20.0 22.2 36.0 22.5 52.8 29.4

32 22.0 3.9 34.1 26.3 ,4.5 36.8' 34.1 34.1 32.9 34.1 34.6 34.1 5.0 32.9 25.9 30.3 34.1 49.4' 28.9
34 C 22.6 5.8 4,.2 26.9 43.8 27.6 26.8 26.6 29.7 0.0 26.2 1.9 34. 5 20.0 34.8 25. 8 60.0 27.2
42 2.0 37.5 S.5 82.5 26.4 38.9 35.3 36.4 37.5 33.3 50.0 37.1 0.0 0.0 0.0 22.2 36.4 36.4 48.1

35:, 6.9 42.0 31,.0 5.1 28.6 41.9 30.? 31.0 29.0 31.4 22.6 31.9 19.0 23.5 23.8 18.2 30.7 36.8 28.9
3"5 18.8 32.2 32.3 45.1 34.3 2.9 32.7 33.3 33.9 32.5 26.7 32.8 0.0 9.6 6.2 15.0 32.5 30.6 30.2
36A 2.9 33. 7 28.8 32.6 25.4 23.7 32.9 33.3 25.0 15.2 16.7 25.0 8.0 14.3 9.7 28.6 25.0 41.8 30.2
362 C.0 26.3 19.2 36.3 22.7 12.2 24.5 22.5 23.2 20.8 32.0 19.4 12.3 23.8 23.7 31.1 24.0 42.1 24.1
371 D.0 6.5 24.6 19.4 23.6 26.3 25.8 25.4 21.3 25.5 15.2 21.1 13.3 22.7 21.3 19.0 25.4 23.4 23.3
372 20.8 26.7 15.8 0.0 1 .5 33.3 16.1 17.4 18.8 18.2 0.0 16.3 55.9 18.2 22.2 44.2 15.0 41.7 18.6
381 1.7 46.1 29.9 39.7 30.4 19.8 30.8 31.3 29.9 31.3 24.6 30.8 10.8 30.2 24.5 26.3 30.0 36.0 30.6
362 2.1 40.7 32.8 26.2 31.3 29.9 31.3 31.8 29.5 30.8 51.6 32.8 21.4 40.9 28.6 20.0 34.4 34.0 30.6
383 0.0 21.4 22.9 5 .0 23.7 45.5* 21.4 18.6 24.2 19.2 41.9 22.0 6.7 19.8 35.7 20.0 19.0 33.3 25.9
384 4.1 9.8 28.8 33.3 15.3 36.7' 23.3 22.2 15.0 17.8 75.0 17.4 2.9 37.1 37.8 9.0 22.6 24.2 21.4
38b 1.5 36.5 42.3 38.6 39.0 30.4 39.6 38.5 42.0 38.3 23.3 40.2 11.2 16.9 24.6 26.7 38.8 46.2 39.4

ALL 2.8 21.5 28.3 29.1 25.8 25.2 27.8 27.1 26.7 27.0 25.3 26.7 11.8 24.8 23.0 21.2 27.7 34.1 26.4

*ESTIMATED FROM INCOMPLETE DATA.
+USING PREVAILING RATES, WHILH INCLUDE UNILATERAL REDUCTIONS IN POST-KENNEDY ROUND TARIFF RARES.

SOURCE: BASED ON DATA SUPPLIED BY STP.

so



TABLE I1

A&VAGA P)ST-IEI9EDf ROUND BASS RAil tAll|IS 01 INDOSTRZAL PRODUCTS,
ITI Dull BATE TARIFFS, AND PIRCEITACE CIFIi Of CUT FOR TEE SOIE

INDUSTRIALIZED COUNTREIS IN 11 E N1 Y
(UEIGBTED B! OIN-COUNTIT MCIAL NFIORTS)

...........S.........•.5a3as ..aa.u.sa...u.s. ..ua.s.saun.. s

AT CRAGE
POST-19UiED! AVERAGE

ROUND BASE KTI CFFEr PERCENTAGE
COUNTRY BATE DAiT CaT

AUSTRALIA0

AUSTRIA

CAbADA*

SUNVPEAM C.)RUNIT!

btLGioll-LIEEABORIG

FkAlct

GEkfiA~l

IRELAND

ITALY

9MiN LANUS

UNITED KINGDON

FINLAND

JAPAN*

NEN ZEALAND

NORMAT

SUDDEN

SMITZERLAND

UNITED STATES

ALL CUUNTRIES

17.0%

15.4

7.3

8.2

9.0

8.3

L87

9.3

7.3

9.2

7.3

9.6

3.9

18.9

6.9

6.4

3.9

6.5

7.8

16.4I 2.8%

12.1 21.s

5.2 29.1

5.9

6.6

6.0

6.3

6.S

S.4

6.p

5.2

7.1

2.9

16.7

5.2

S.0

3.1

3.3

5.p

28. 3

25.8

27.8

27. 1

26.7

27.0

26.7

27.7

2%.2

25.3

11.8

23.8

23.0

21.2

33.1

26.4

*bASED UN PIEVAILIUG RATES, VNICE INCLUCE ONILATERAL REDUCYTOIS
IN THE PUST-[IENEDY ROUND TARIFFS.

SUURCE: BASED On DATA SUPPLIED 81 STE.



45

Japan had previously reduced their post-Kennedy Round tariffs unilateral-

ly. The depth of cut has thus been calculated on the prevailing rates

for these countries. Australia evidently offered only a small further

reduction, whereas the depths of cut for Canada and Japan were about 29

and 25 per cent, respectively. The average depth of cut for all 18 coun-

tries included in Table 11 was about 26 per cent.

We have already mentioned that the MTN offers were reportedly based

upon some version of the Swiss formula, subject to exceptions at the

discretion of each country. In order to investigate this further, we

asked STR for information on each country's choice of formula. This in-

formation is sunmmarized in Table 12. It can be seen that the major dif-

ferences among countries were in the choice of the value of the parameter

a in the formula and in the maximum extent of cuts. Australia and New

Zealand decided not to use the formula.

Given the principle of across-the-board cuts based on the Swiss

formula, it is of interest to determine the extent to which the major

countries adhered to the formula in arriving at their tariff offers. Pre-

sumably, if particular offers were less than the formula cuts, this would

be indicative of industries that were judged to be especially vulnerable

to competition from imports. With this in mind, we proceeded to calcu-

late the percentage tariff reductions that would have been made if each

country had applied its version of the Swiss formula noted in Table 12.

The results are given in Table 13. By comparing these reductions with

the actual reductions in Table 10, we can determine whether the actual

reductions were less than, equal to, or greater than formula. The re-

sults are summarized for the overall depths of cut in Table 14.
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Table 12

Versions of the Swiss Formula Used in the .ThN by the Major Negotiating Countries

Version of Formula

Not a formula country

z - (16x)/(16 + x), with a 40% maximum
depth of cut

I
Z M x(l - 0.7 ( '

I

European Community

Finland

Japan

New Zealand

Norway

Sweden

Switzerland

United States

z - (16x)/(16 + x)

ZE

,Not

Za
Z

Z

(16x)/(16 + x)

(14x)/(14 + x)

a formula country

(16x)/(16 + x)

(16x)/(16 + x)

(14x)/(14 + x)

(14x)/(14 + x), with maximum of 60%
cut to be applied for
rates over 21%

0

A
Source: Based upon information provided by STR.

Country

Australia

Austria

Canada
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149 LF 1 3

P t,,••_: .ci F.;,P I F REDL"TMi,)i.'r _N I ND'qSTR I4L PPcODU I" 54.iED 04 1HE SiI.SS FOMuLL
"4f 147ED 9Y RN-C'N"N'I Y IMP")klT, EXCLrI.,JING PLTROLEUM)

N i. + 'A 7 -1 L I.D +, 3E• F!.N F R

44.4 45.5 68.0 45.9
47.6 51.2 70.2 51.5
'6.6 33.3 50.8 30. 3
46.9 45.2 53.1 45.2
36. 2 38.6 9 . 0 39.4
43.3 34.15 :6.6 4.1
35.6 41.7 58.7 42.1
29. 8 36.4 38. 9 35. 3
I2.1 44.5 41.9 44.0
41,.0 32.8 55.4 34.6
36.8 40.3 47.4 42.9
36. 3 39.2 70. 1 39.8
22.4 30.6 A8.6 30. 3
15.0 3e.3 25.0 35.5
39.0 34.2 41.7 33.3
23.0 29.7 37.9 29.7
ý8.8 38.7 45.5' 39.8
29.2 43.5 40. Ci 42.7
34.1 42.0 58.0 42.7

4LL 2.8 54.4 41.1 33.1 40.7 51.1 40.2

GvP I14 IT

45.6 45.8 42.7
51.2 50.6 51.2
33.3 33.3 29.4
45.3 45.4 43.5
38.5 40.6 40.0
34.1 34. 1 34. 1
40.8 43. 1 40.5
36.4 37.5 33. 3
44.8 43.9 44.9
35.1 33.9 35.0
38.9 36.7 36.4
40.2 38.9 39.6
30.2 32.0 29.8
34.8 36.2 31.8
33.7 33.8 33.7
30.3 27.9 29.2
41.2 38.9 40.4
41.4 45.0 43.0
41.8 43.8 41.5

41.5 41.2 39.9

JIPN+ N L NZ NOR SoiD SviZ UK

42.4 45.8
50.0 51.2
46.7 34.6
56.7 43.8
33.3 41.7
34.6 34.1
38.1 41.7
50.0 37.1
38. 7 44.5
33. 3 32.8
33.3 36.4
36.0 37.6
33. 3 32.4
36.4 34.9
33.3 33.3
42.9 29.7
35.1 41.0
40.0 43.1
38.3 42.5

13.4
0. 3
0.0
7.7
2.6
5.0
1.9
0.0

19.0
0.0
8.0

12.3
13. 3
55.9
10.8
21.4
6.7
2.9

11.2

58.0
59.2
37.9
61.8
35.0
32.9
34.5
32.6
53.1
37.0
46.4
46.7
36. 4
27.3
34.9
38.6
44.2
37.1
44.9

43.1
47.9
31.3
46.4
22.2
25.9
16.7
0.0

39. 7
33.8
32.3
37.6
27.7
22.2
24.5
24.5
32.9
37.8
32. 8

48.8 45.7
54.2 51.5
25.0 32.1
48.4 46.4
36.0 42.5
51.5 34.1
36.4 40.9
22.2 36.4
9.1 43.9

15.0 35.0
28.6 34.4
31.1 41.3
23.8 30.2
44.2 35.0
26.3 33.7
13.3 29.7
15.0 40.0
35.8 41.9
2b.7 40.8

39.6
39.9
33.9
37.5
38. 9
37.0'
20.0
27. 3
34.2
27.8
39.6
38.3
31.9
16.7
37.3
30.0
31.8
21.2
37.2

40.7 41.5 11.8 45.7 35.5 38.3 40.3 34.9

*; '-TiMATLD F R ) INCCAIPLETE DATA.
+'-_.ING PREVNILING RATES, WHICH INCLUDE UNILATERAL REDUCTIONS IN POST-KENNEDY ROUND TARIFF rATES.
z~,RZE: BASED rjC; 0TA 5"PPLIED liY 3TR.

322
323
3'4
331
332
341
342

35•
35
364
362
371

381
'82
383
3843 84

1.4
0.0

21.0
0.0
8.1

22. 0
0.,C

6.9
19.8
is. 80.,9
.0

2 .8
1 -. 81.7

2.1
0

4. 1
1.5

59.8
44.0
58.9

4 3. 8
57.4
52.2

41.7
50.6
56.2

47. 2
54.9

33.9
44.4
54.9
45.4
56.1
58.4
51.1

41. 2

34.1
44.7
27.5

14. 1
41.9
37.5

44.8
33.9
38.5
39.4
Z9. 5
36.8
32.5
g9. 7

39.6
42.3
44.2

Ug 0 ALL

43.0
45.8
34.4
42.9
36.5
37.7
38.9
32. 2
41.4
34.6
37.0
38.5
29.5
32.9
33.2
28.4
35.9
36.2
38. 3

37.6
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TABLE 14

AVERAGE PERCENTAGE DEPTH OF CUT Il TARIFFS CI INlUSTRIAL PRODUCTS
Ba riz WAJON INDUSTRIALIZED CCONTRIES IN TRE RTN
BASED O ACTUAL OFFERS AND USE OF EITSS FORMULA

PERCENTAGE CEMTI OF CUT
COUNlRI ACTUAL OFFER SUISS FORMULA

AUSTRALIA* 2.8%

AUSTRIA 21.5 541.16 1

CANADA* 29.1 33.1

EUROPEAN COBBEUITT

,iELG.U5-LUZEMBOURG 28.3 411.1

DENSARK 25.8 4O0.7

FRANCE 27.8 4O0.2

(,ESMANr 27.1 41.5

IRELAND 26.7 411.2

ITAL! 27.0 39.9

NME'I'.RLANDS 26.7 411.5

UNITED KINGDOM 27.7 40.3

FINLAIND 25.2 51.1

JAPAN* 25.3 4i0.7

NEW ZEALAND 11.8 #

NORMAT 241.8 45.7

SWEDEN 23.0 35.5

SWITZERLAND 21.2 38.3

UNITED STATES 34.1 34.9

ALL COUNTRIES 26.4 37.6

+NOT A FORMULA COUNTRY
*BASED ON PREVAILING RATES, 1RICH INCLUDE UNILATERAL REDUCTIONS

IN THE POST-KENNEDY ROUND TARIFFS.
SOURCE: BASED ON DATA SUPPLIED BT STE.
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It is evident froa Table 14 that the overall actual depth of cut

for the U.S. was close to the Swiss-formula depth of cut. For the

European Community, the actual overall depth of cut was substantially

below the Swiss formula cut. It thus appears that the EC did not adhere

strictly to its version of the Swiss formula noted in Table 12. The

actual depths of cut for the other countries were also less than formula.

The conclusion that can be drawn therefore is that aside from the U.S.,

most countries paid lip service to the Swiss formula but departed from it

in major ways in determining their tariff offers in the KIN.

If we compare the actual cuts with the Swiss formula cuts for the

U.S. in Table 10 and 13, less-than-formula cuts were made in the following

sectors: wearing apparel (ISIC 322), leather and footwear (ISIC 323-324),

and iron and steel (ISIC 371). Greater-than-formula cuts of varying magni-

tudes were made in all the remaining sectors. The sectors in which less-

than-formula cuts were offered certainly represent some of the important

industries that have apparently been vulnerable to competition from im-

ports in recent years.

Economic Effects of the MTN Tariff Reductions

We have concentrated thus far on the pre-MTN tariff levels, MTN

0 a
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offers, and depth of cut. While these matters are interesting in them-

selves, it is not clear how important they are in economic terms. To

determine this, we must consider how the MTN offers will affect ýquili-

brium prices, trade, and in turn production and consumption in parti-

cular sectors and countries. It is here that our model comes into use.

It will be recalled from Figure 1 that tariffs constitute an exo-

genous variable in our model. In this sense, the HTN tariff reductions

can be entered into our model as a change in this exogenous variable and

the model then solved for the resulting changes in all of the variables

that are determined endogenously within the system. To obtain the tariff

reductions for use in the model, we began by calculating the tariff changes

at the BTn line-item level. These were aggregated, using own-country total

imports as weights, for each of the 22 ISIC tradable industries in the

individual countries. The tariff reductions were then expressed in terms

of the change in price "for each sector, taken initially as one plus the

pre-MTN ad valorem tariff. The resulting changes in price, at/(l + t),

were thus entered into the model as an exogenous change. The model was

then solved by computer and results obtained for percentage changes in the

endogenous variables in the model. Absolute changes in variables were

determined by multiplying the percentage changes times the initial 1976

levels taken as the reference point for all calculations.

The solution procedure first yields results under conditions of

fixed exchange rates. The model then permits exchange rates to change

in order to restore the initial trade-balance condition and, in the pro-

cess, generates further changes in the endogenous variables. Since there
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are no time lags in the model, all the changes are to be interpreted as

occurring instantaneously. In other words, we have assumed that the MTN

tariff reductions are to be made all at once and that our model will in-

dicate what the short-run economic effects may be. We have noted already

that most of the tariff reductions will in fact be phased in over a period

of up to a decade beginning in 1980. We shall have occasion below to

interpret our results in the light of this timetable.

As just noted, our solution procedure permits us to calculate the

effects of the tariff reductions on employment by sector in individual

countries under conditions of both fixed and flexible exchange rates.

While both sets of results are of interest, our preference is for the

flexible-rate results. Our emphasis on these results reflects our view

that a regime of flexible exchange rates is a closer approximation to pre-

sent-day reality than fixed rates. Since the advent of floating in 1973,

there has of course been considerable intervention in the foreign exchange

markets by central banks. But this intervention has been designed pri-

marily to moderate short-term fluctuations in rates. To the best of our

knowledge, there is no evidence that countries have intervened systema-

tically to alter the direction of movement of rates, that is, to cause

rates to depreciate when they should appreciate or vice versa. SinCe,

in our view, it is extremely difficult to model short-run intervention

by central banks, we believe that it is justified to focus attention on

the effects of tariff changes under conditions where the exchange rate

can change to correct the initial imbalance of trade that will occur when

rates are assumed to be fixed.
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To clarify this issue further, suppose that tariffs are in fact

reduced multilaterally. This will result in changes in a country's

balance of trade as exports and imports respond to the tariff changes.

There will be corresponding changes in production and employment in the

individual tradable and nontradable sectors in each country. Holding

other things constant, the change in the trade balance will lead to a

change in the exchange rate. In our model, we determine what this change

would be in order to restore the trade balance to its original position,

with the level of capital movements assumed to be given. This is of course

an important simplification, and it would require a much more elaborate

model than ours to capture all of the microeconomic and macroeconomic

forces at work in the world economy and in individual countries. To our

knowledge, nobody has successfully developed such a model that can cope

with all of these complexities. Our model thus seeks to provide details

of changes in employment at the microeconomic level, without tracing

through all of the dynamic forces at work in the adjustment process and

without considering relevant macroeconomic and monetary phenomena.

Keeping the foregoing points in mind, let us turn now to our anal-

ysis of the MTN tariff reductions. Considering briefly the results under

conditions of fixed exchange rates, it can be seen in Appendix Tables D.I-

D.3 that the tariff reductions will result in a deterioration of the U.S.

balance of trade and an overall decline in employment of 47.1 thousand

workers. A deterioration in the trade balance is also
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experienced by Canada, Finland, France, Italy, New Zealand, Norway,

and the United Kingdom. The remaining countries all experience an

improvement in their balance of trade. It is noteworthy that all of the

countries except the U.S. and U.K. experience an overall increase in

employment. This increase amounted to 164.5 thousand workers for the

combined EC, 7.4 thousand workers for Japan, and 3.6 thousand workers

for Canada. It can be seen in Appendix Table D.4 that except for some

of the smaller countries, the total employment changes were all signifi-

cantly less than one per cent of the 1976 level of employment. Thus,

for the U.S., the decline in employment was equal to .05 per cent of

total employment. Appendix Tables D.1 - D.4 contain the relevant details

on the changes in trade and employment under fixed rates by sector in

each country for the benefit of the interested reader.

Let us consider now the results of the MTN tariff reductions under

conditions of flexible exchange rates. The absolute and relative

employment effects by sector and country are indicated in Tables 15 and

16. The effects on the U.S. can be seen to be very small across sec-

tors. There is an increase in employment overall of about 2,300

workers, which is a tiny fraction (.003 per cent) of total 1976 employ-

ment. The largest increases, in thousands of workers, are recorded

for agriculture (13.0), chemicals (3.5), iron and steel (1.2), nonelec-

trical machinery (6.4), electrical machinery (3.2), and transport equip-

ment (3.8). Negative employment effects are recorded for textiles

and wearing apparel (-6.0), nonmetallic mineral products (-1.4),

miscellaneous manufactures (5.7), and for all the nontradable industries

except mining and quarrying and construction.
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The tendency for the nontradable industries (ISIC 2-9) to lose

employment when tariffs on tradables are reduced multilaterally is evi-

dent across countries. The reason is that tariffs constitute a tax on

tradable goods. Thus, when this tax is reduced, both supplies and demands

of tradables will expand at the expense of nontradable industries.

The effects on the tradable industries in the other countries can

be read in the body of Tables 15 and 16. For example, Japan records em-

ployment increases, in thousands of workers, in such sectors as agricul-

ture (3.4), nonmetallic mineral products (0.9), metal products (2.8),

electrical machinery (3.9), transport equipment (1.3), and miscellaneous

manufactures (3.8), and declines in food, beverages, and tobacco (-1.1),

textiles (-4.1), and nonelectrical machinery (-1.4). West Germany

records employment increases in food, beverages, and tobacco (3.5),

textiles (8.4), wearing apparel (2.1), furniture (1.2), chemicals (5.8),

and durable goods generally (31.7), and declines especially in agri-

culture (-6.0). Canada has employment increases in agriculture (2.6),

wood products (0.9), paper and paper products (2.1), nonelectrical

machinery (1.7), transport equipment (1.7), and miscellaneous manufac-

tures (4.4), and a decline in printing and publishing (-1.6), rubber

products (-1.4), fabricated metal products (-2.6), and electrical

machinery (-1.4).

Individual countries will thus vary in terms of the particular

tradable industries that will experience employment increases or declines

as the result of the MTN tariff reductions. In general, however, the non-

tradable industries will be adversely affected for the reason mentioned
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earlier. But what is especially noteworthy is that the absolute employ-

ment effects in particular are all comparatively small. In most cdses

in the U.S., the changes are a small fraction of 1 per cent, as is evident

from Table 16. The same is generally true for Japan. On the other hand,

in several countries, particularly in some of the smaller ones, the im-

plied percentage changes in some sectors are substantially in excess of

1 per cent.

In terms of the labor-market adjustments that might be required,

the results thus suggest that large countries like the U.S. and Japan

would not experience any unusual difficulties. But some of the smaller

countries especially might experience adjustment problems between sectors

that would expand or contract in response to the tariff reductions. We

have already mentioned that our results are based upon the assumption that

the MTN tariff reductions will be made all at once. In fact, most of the

reductions will be phased in over a period up to a decade beginning in 1980.

It would thus appear that any adjustment problems that do occur should be

relatively minor.

Let us consider next the effects on prices. The model generates

a series of price changes by sector in each country, and these prices can

be averaged across sectors for individual countries. The detailed results

by sector are recorded in Appendix Tables E.l - E.4 for changes in exkurt

prices, import prices, home prices, and an index of import and home prices.

The overall effects by country are summarized in Table 17.

The various price changes will occur in the following manner. The

reductions in tariffs in the MTN will lead to increases in the world prices



60i

TABLE 17

Pr.dgLNhA ,E PilE AND fIL~ALR;E-BATE EFFECTS CEN•LR FLEXIBLE EXCHANGE RATES 15 THE
!jJji IhjU.jTRIALIZED COUNTRIES DUE TC 7PRIFF REDUCTIONS IN THE HlTM

EXPORT 1IPORT E-CPE INDEX Lof IPiPUPT EFF ACTIVE
PI1L.SS PRICES* PFICLS* ASOD MO'1 PRICES* EXCHANGE RATE#

AUjIvkALlA 0. 18 -3.78 -C.CS -0.07 J. 5

AU•13lA 0.07 -2.05 -C.50 -0.73 ). A

LAbAUA 0.23 -1.67 -C. O -0.z9 3. 12

t.U,, -.Ag Z3.IM'JNlT 0. 12 -1.63 -C.id -0.17

b.L,/jJ-LUXE.flj630 G -0.50 -2. 48 -C. b5 - 3.98 0.51

D EhSAAK -0.02 -1.99 -C.42 - 0.62 3. 17

FklAN•,,E 0.22 -1.47 -C.20 0.3O -0.19

k."m AN 1 -0.00 -1.87 -0.33 -0.,0 3.00

I HELA I0 -0.05 -2. 14 -C. 34 -0.52 0.22

iTALT 0.24 -1.35 -C.16 -0.25 -0.11

h El 4:..n LAN DS -0.25 -1.97 -C. 46 -0.69 0.,6

Uhl' r.D K16GDJM 0.27 -1. 48 -C. 13 -0.20 -0.23

EINLAMI 0.24 -1. 17 -C. 0 -0.31 -0.09

jAPAN 0.14 -1.07 -0.03 -0.05 0.12

hbL -LLALAND 0.29 -0.64 -C. 10 -0.15 -3.05

ziuii kAY 0. 8 -0.60 -C. 14 -0.22 -0.14

.34L za 0.06 -0.89 -0.21 -0.32 0.06

SWII,.LeLAMD -0.07 -3.65 r. 18 -C.7 0.16

UNIT:.J i&'AILS 0.37 -0.87 -C. '.4 -O.J6 -0.25

ALL ,,uUNIRILi 0.23 -1.21 -0.12 -3.18

*AVEbA,,,. FOR ALL ISIC SECTORS. WEIGHTED BY IALUE CP PRODUCTION.
+POSITIVE SIGN MEA,3 APPiECIATION; NEGATIVE SIGN FE&NS DEPBECIATION.
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of tradable goods and thus to increases in export prices. There will be

further changes in export prices, both positive and negative, when the ex-

change rate responds to the initial trade-balance impact of the tariff

changes. The overall percentage changes in export prices by country as

a result of the MTN tariff reductions are indicated in the first col-

umn in Table 17, and they are all less than one per cent. Import prices

will be reduced when tariffs are lowered, and here the relative effects

are larger, as is evident in the second column of Table 17. Home prices

will also be lowered particularly as producers substitute towards cheaper

intermediate inputs, although the relative effects noted in the third

column are small because of the greater size of the home as compared to

the foreign sector in each country. The next column, which is an index

of the preceding two columns, indicates that domestic prices will tend

to fall as the result of the tariff reductions. The decline in the in-

dex is an estimated .06 per cent for the U.S. The de-

clines for Lost other countries are larger than for the U.S., though

none exceed one per cent.

Finally, it is of interest to consider the percentage exchange-

rate effects of the MTN tariff reductions. These are summarized in the

last column of Table 17. It will be recalled that these exchange-rate

changes are what the model estimates would be required to restore the

initial trade balance position for each country following the tariff re-

ductions. The detailed changes in exports and imports by ISIC sector

and country are recorded in Appendix Tables E.5 and E.6.

The percentage exchange-rate changes ii Table 17 are measured as

changes in effective exchange rates, based upon 1916 trade for individual
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countries vis-a-v:s tne cther countries and the rest of world. All

changes are shown to be a fraction of one per cent. The effective ex-

change rate of the U.S. records a depreciation of one quarter of one per

cent. Depreciations are also noted for France, Italy, United

Kingdom, Finland, New Zealand, and Norway. The remaining countries show

small appreciations.

The general conclusion that emerges from our analysis is that the

wNariff reductions will have absolutely and relatively very small

eftects on employment in the U.S. across sectors and overall. There may

be some very slight reduction in the average of U.S. import and home

prices as the result of the tariff reductions, and the U.S. effective ex-

change rate may depreciate marginally. Similar conclusions apply to the

other major industrialized countries, although some of the smaller coun-

tries might experience adjustment problems as employment expanded or

contracted in respnr.se to the tariff changes. Employment in the non-

tradable industries generally is most frequently adversely affected by

the tariff changes because of the substitutions that will occur in favor

of tradable goods that become relatively cheaper.

It is particularly noteworthy that the results of our analysis are

broadly consistent with those obtained in our earlier studies in which

we had occasion to analyze the economic effects of alternative formulae

for tariff cutting in the .MTN. See, in this regard, Deardorff et al.

(1977, 1979), which follow essentially the same model as is currently in

use but with 1970 as the reference year. The results noted above are

consistent also with those obtained by other investigators, such as Bald-

win et al. (1978), Brown and Whalley (1978), and Cline et al. (1972).
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While our model provides information on changes in prices and

changes in production, consumption, and trdde, it does not lend itself

on conceptual grounds to analysis of the changes in economic welfare

that would result from tariff reductions. We decided nonetheless to

develop some ad hoc procedures for welfare calculations. These procedures

were mentioned earlier and are discussed in greater detail in Appendix B

below. The one that we have used for tariff reductions is depicted in

Figure B.1, and it is essentially similar to the static, partial-equili-

brium measures commonly used in the literature to calculate changes in

consumer and producer surplus.

The results of our calculations of the changes in economic welfare

are presented in Table 18. It can be seen that the absolute welfare gain

for the U.S. is $710 million. In relative terms, as a percentage of U.S.

gross domestic product in 1976, the welfare gain is fcur one-hundredths

of one per cent (.04 per cent). The absolute welfare gain for the Euro-

pean Community is S1.4 billion, which is equal to one tenth of one oe"

cent (.10 per cent) of combined GDP. Canada's gain is

$294 million, which is .17 per cent of GDP. Japan's gain of S47 million,

which is very small, may reflect our use of prevailing rates which already

include the unilateral reductions in tariffs that were made prior to con-

clusion of the nTN. The same is true for Australia. Of the 18 countries

shown in the table, only Germany and Switzerland experience negative

welfare changes and these are both small. The total static welfare gain

for all 18 countries combined is S2.6 billion, which is .06 per cent of

combined GDP.

It thus appears that tariff reductions will be beneficial to econo-

47- 14 , . ' - . -



TABLE 18

CdANGIS in ECONOMIC VELFIARI Is TIRE AJO3 INCUSTRIALIZED CCONTIIES
DOE TO TARIFF IEDUCT13DS IN III ITI

CHANGE 1N 1 OF
EcOlOgIC IELFARE GROSS DOMESTIC

COUlIay (SILL. S) PRODUCT

AUSTRALIA 22.5 0.03

AUSTiIA 52.2 0.14

CANADA 293.7 0.17

EUkOPEA :2RBUaNITT 1360.5 0.10

BEI•, ijS-L[i1EBBOUUG 153.8 0.23

DEN-ARK 29.7 0.08

FRANZE 279.5 0.09

GER6A1Y -57.6 -. 01

I[•LlND 44I. 0.56

ITALY 177.6 0.11

mlrHL&ILAiDS 256.9 0.31

UIYLEJ KINGaO 4176.2 0.24

FINLA ND 31.6 0.12

JAPAN 47.3 0.01

MEd ZEALAND 24.6 0.21

AMOiAAT 52.0 0.18

SiEDEN 33.2 0.05

SWITZaiLAND -35.7 -. 06

UNITEDi STArES 709.8 0.04

ALL COUNTRIES 2591.8 0.06

NOTE: CALCULATED BASED ON THE METHOD DEPICIEC IN APPENDIX FIGURE B.1.
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mic welfare in the U.S. and mst of the other major industrialized coun-

tries. While these gains are small, it should be emphasized that they

are permanent. That is, consumers will benefit permanently from their

increased consumption of lower-priced goods and producers will benefit

permanently from more efficient resource use in production. The nation

as a whole will therefore be better off as a consequence of the tariff

reductions in the MTN.

It is wurth noting once again that our results are broadly consis-

tent with those obtained by other investigators. For example, Baldwin

et al. (1978, p. 21) estimated that an across-the-board 50 per cent multi-

lateral tariff reduction (with agriculture, focd, textiles, wearing ap-

parel, and petroleum exempted) in the 'TM would yield a net stream of

Future welfare gains to the U.S. in the amount of $1.1 billion (based on

1971 prices and using a discount rate of 10 per cent). Cline at al. (1978,

p. 99) estimated a static improvement in welfare for the U.S. of $947

million (in 1974 prices), based upon a tariff formula that was very close

to the Swiss formula that we discussed. Cline et al. also estimated wel-

fare improvement for the following countries: Canada, $227 million;

Japan, $283 million; and the European Community, $460 million. Our wel-

fare estimates (based on 1976) are evidently greater than

those of Cline et al. for Canada and the EC and lower for Japan. Finally,

we may note that Brown and Whalley (1978, p. 31) have estimated static

welfare gains (based on 1973), using the Swiss formula, as follows: U.S.,

$810 million; European Community, $1.5 billion; and Japan, $450 million.

It would take us too far afield to account for the differences in

the welfare estimates noted. Our model differs conceptually in certain
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respects from the others, and we have used a somewhat different system of

data classification. In any event, the important point is that the

various studies are in agreement that there are positive but small gains

in economic welfare to be obtained by the U.S. and the other major indus-

trialized countries as a consequence of tariff reductions in the MTN.

We had occasion earlier in our introductory remarks to note that

nct everyone in the society will benefit from tariff reductions. It is

possible that workers will be displaced because of competition from

increased imports and there may be an idling of physical capital in indi-

vidual industries. These costs of adjustment must be taken into account.

The ;nly study that has considered these adjustment costs is Baldwin et al.

T7hey estimated the adjustmert costs of labor for the U.S. at $37 million

and of physical capital at $5 million, so that the net improvement in

economic welfare for the U.S. is still (in present-value terms) in excess

of $1 billion, although small in relation to GDP. Comparable estimates of

the adjustment costs of tariff reductions are unfortunately not available

for cther countries. But if the estimates for the U.S. are any guide,

these ccsts should not be of great importance elsewhere.

The foregoing remarks are not meant to imply that there will be no

industries adversely affected by the tariff reductions. A glance at

Tables 15 and 16 above and Appendix Tables D.3 and D.4 will reveal that

there are particular industries in the U.S. and other countries that may

experience employment declines as a result of the MTN. The studies by

Baldwin et al. and Cline et al. also contain disaggregated information

on the sectors in the U.S. that may lose employment. Unfortunately, our

results for individual sectors cannot be compared directly with these
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other studies because our model is more complex in terms of making ex-

plicit allowance for general-equilibrium interactions and also our

system of data classification is somewhat different.

a Thus, in terms of sector or industry detail, it might be difficult

to identify unambiguously the particular industries in the U.S. and else-

where that would be most vulnerable to competition from imports because

of the KLN tariff reductions. For example, Baldwin et al. (1978, pp.

23-24) have identified 31 industries in the U.S. that might experience

reduced labor requirements in excess of one per cent due to tariff re-

ductions in the MTN. Our results, which are much more aggregative and

based upon a more elaborate model than the one used by Baldwin et al.,

suggest that unemployment within broader manufacturing sectors would be

relatively small and that most of the employment declines would occur

in the nontradable sectors. Therefore, if one wanted for policy purposes

to identify displaced workers that might be eligible for adjustment as-

sistance, it would clearly be difficult to select them from the non-

tradable industries. In any event, because of the small numbers of workers

involved and the fact that most of the tariff reductions will be phased

in over a period of years, problems of particular industries can be best

dealt with by normal market growth and by existing programs designed to

handle unemployment, welfare, and worker retraining and retirement.



IV. Effects of Changes in Nontariff Barriers

A great deal of attention has been devoted in the .T" to the dis-

cussion and formulation of codes and agreements concerning nontariff

measures. The codes deal with: safeguards; customs valuation; stan-

dards and technical regulations; government procurement; subsidies and

countervailing duties; and :ommercial counterfeiting. Commodity agree-

ments have been discussed for: dairy products; meat; coarse grains;

wheat; and the use of the wine-gallon method of tax and duty assessment.

While nontariff barriers may have important restrictive effects

upon trade, it is unfortunately difficult to measure these effects be-

cause of the lack of information. In order to fill this gap in infor-

mation, one approach adopted has been to compile data on the frequency

of use of nontariff measures by industry and sector, as, for example, in

Murray and Walter (1978). A similar approach is to -etermine the number

aad type of complaints filed by a country's exporters. This latter type

of information was made available to us by STR and will be presented

below.

The difficulty nevertheless remains of determ_.ning w'nat t-.e :raoe aInd

employment impact may be if particular nontariff barriers are _i*_-zai:2E4.

To shed at least some partial light on this, we ha.e used our i-o'el t
/

analyze the effects of the concessions on agricultural products negoti-

ated in the MTN between the U.S. and the other major countries. In ad-

dition, we have analyzed the effects of the multilateral liberalization

of government procurement that may occur if the procurement code comes

into effect. Acceptance of the code on customs valuation may also have

(68)
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an impact on trade. We had hoped to analyze this impact as well but

unfortunately the sample of data that we obtained was fairly small and

not sufficiently representative.

Frequency Distribution of Complaints Filed with STR

In the course of the negotiations, 5T invited U.S. exporters to

call to their attention any foreign nontariff measures that affected U.S.

exports adversely. During the period, 1975-78, STR received complaints

involving: (1) government procurement; (2) customs valuation; (3) in-

dustrial standards; (4) health and safety standards; (5) product and

content standards; and (6) marking, labelling, and packaging requirements.

These data are summarized by type of measure and region in Table 19.

Of the 340 complaints filed, health and safety standards accounted

for 41.8 per cent, government procurement, 18.8 per cent, industrial

standards 18.5 per cent, and customs valuation, 11.8 per cent. In terms

of regions, more than half of the complaints concerning government pro-

curement were directed to the European Community and Japan. These two

regions also accounted for 50 per cent of the complaints concerning cus-

toms valuation, more than '5 per cent of the complaints involving indus-

trial standards, and 40-50 per cent of the complaints for the other

measures.

The complaints have been classified by sector and region in Table

20. It is evident from the totals that about half of the total complaints

were connected with agricultural products (ISIC 1 and 310). Complaints

about government procurement were concentrated in electrical machinery

(ISIC 383), transport equipment (ISIC 384), and other manufactures (ISIC

I



Type of Measure

Sovern-ent procurement

:ustoms valuation

[ndustrial standards

health and safety standards

Product content standards

larking, labelling, and
packaging requirements

Total

Source: Based upon complain

Table 19

Total Number of Complaints Concerning Nontariff
Measures Filed with STR by U.S. Exporters, 1975-78:

Classified by Type of Measure and Region

Other
Industrial

Canada EEC Japan Countries W

1 22 11 6
(1.6%) (34.4%) (17.2%) (9.4%) (

4 16 4 -
(10.0%1 (40.0%) (10.0%) (

- 22 19 2
(41.5%) (35.8%) (3.8%) (

4 31 27 22
(2.8%) (21.8%) (19.0%) (15.5%) (

2 7 -

(14.3%)

2
(7.4%)

13
(3.8%)

Lnts received

(50.0%)

6
(22.2%)

104
(30.6%)

by STR from

5-
(18.5%)

66 30
(19.4%) (8.8%)

U.S. exporters during

(

(

(

1975

est
of
world

24
37.5%)

16
40.0%)

10
18.9%)

58W
40.8%)

5
35.7%)

14
51.9%)

127
37.4%)

•-78.

0

1.

2.

3.

4.

5.

6.

Total

64
(100.0%)

40
(100.0%)

53
(100.0%)

142
(100.0%)

14
(100.0%)

27
(100.0%)

340
(100.0%)

18.8%

11.8%

18.5%

41.8%

4.1%

7.9%

100.0%

¢
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38A). Complaints about customs valuation were concentrated in chemicals

(ISIC 35A) and in durable manufactures (ISIC 381-38A). Tables 19 and

20 thus provide some perspective on the regional and sectoral distri-

bution of complaints that U.S. exporters !-ave filed concerning foreign

nontariff measures.

Presumably, exporters in foreign countries have been adversely af-

fected by U.S. nontariff measures. But such complaints have apparently

not been collected systematically by foreign governments. While the com-

plaint data reveal that there may be genuine and perhaps serious impedi-

ments to trade, there is unfortunately no way in which these data can be

utilized directly in our model to obtain estimates of the effects of

changes in nontariff measures.

Some information is available, however, on the agricultural con-

cessions negotiated between the U.S. and the other major industrialized

countries in the MTN. Also, we have some information on the total

amounts of government procurement that countries have stated that they

will liberalize in order to permit foreign exporters greater access to

their markets. We shall analyze each of these matters in turn, using

our model.

Agriculture

Agriculture has proven to be a stumbling block in previous rounds

of multilateral trade negotiations. This appears to be the case as well

for the present MTN. Countries protect their domestic agriculture for a

variety of reasons, including especially a desire to promote self suf-

ficiency, to prevent income disparities vis-a-vis other sectors of the
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economy, and to ease the process of adjustment within agriculture and

between agriculture and other sectors. Trade liberalization Noy there-

fore require changes in domestic agricultural policies that many

countries are reluctant to undertake.

In both the Kennedy Round and the MIN, the U.S. tried to link the

liberalization of trade in industrial and agricultural products. As

noted above, the U.S. is a major net exporter of food and food products

and would thus stand to benefit by reductions in foreign import barriers.

The same is true for such other important agricultural exporting coun-

tries as Australia, Canada, and New Zealand. The focus of the agricul-

tural discussions in the MTN has been on the restrictive policies fol-

lowed by the European Community, with its Common Agricultural Policy, and

by Japan with regard especially to imports of beef and citrus fruits.

Efforts were also made in the MTN to negotiate international commodity

agreements covering beef, dairy products, and wheat. Finally, the codes

on subsidies and countervailing duties, safeguards, and standards are all

relevant to agricultural trade.

It is beyond the scope of this report to review the agricultural

negotiations in detail. It appears, however, based upon studies by

Schnittker Associates (1979) and Houck (1979), that only very modest gains

have been made in the liberalization of agricultural trade.

According to Schnittker Associates, the U.S. obtained concessions

in the MTN on the following comwodity grcu.ps: almonds, beef, canned

peaches and fruit cocktail, citrus, poulty, rice, soybeans and products,

tobacco, vegetable protein concentrates and isolates, and wine. In 1976,
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exports of these products totaled $6.9 billion in comparison to total

U.S. agricultural exports of $23.0 billion. The value of exports to

countries from whom trade concessions were obtained was $1.9 billion,

which represented about 8 per cent of the total just mentioned.

Schnittker Associates calculated the increase in trade that would

take place for each ccm odity group from 1980 to the end of the transi-

tion period for the MTN in 1987, as the result both of reductions in

foreign tariffs and quantitative restrictions. Since, in our model, we

have already made allowance for the tariff concessions on agricultural

products and foodstuffs, we shall concentrate here only on the effects

of reductions in foreign NTB's. The results obtained by Schnittker As-

sociates are suruarized by comodity group and country in Table 21. The

estimated total increase in U.S. agricultural exports was $305.7 million.

It is evident that the increase was concentrated mainly in beef, citrus,

poultry, and soybeans and products. Japan accounted for about half of the

total estimateC increase and the European Community for about one-fourth.

It should be noted that the U.S. made a number of other requests for con-

cessions, besides those listed in Table 20, from Japan, the EC, and other

countries, but these requests were denied.

Other countries asked the U.S. in turn for some concessions on

agricultural products. Several were granted, the most important one

being a change in the U.S. import quota on cheese. Schnittker As-

sociates estimated that this would result in an increase in cheese im-

ports of 50,000 metric tons. Estimating very roughly that cheese sells

for about $2,000 per metric ton, we calculated that U.S. cheese imports
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would rise by $100 million as a result of this concession. The net in-

crease in U.S. agricultural exports as a result of the MTN concessions

was thus an estimated $205.7 million.

We presume that other agricultural concessions were granted by

individual countries in the MTN. But at the time of writing, we could

not ascertain what these concessions were. We cannot as a consequence

determine what the economic effects might be of multilateral trade

liberalization in agricultural products. We set ourselves accordingly

the more limited task of assessing the bilateral concessions involving

the U.S. that have been noted above.

We proceeded by treating the value of the bilateral concessions

listed in Table 21 as a relaxation of import quotas in the agricultural

sector (ISIC 1) for each of the countries involved and accordingly in-

creased U.S. agricultural exports by the entire amount. The U.S. con-

cessions on cheese were treated as a relaxation of import quotas in the

food, beverages, and tobacco sector (ISIC 310), and the total was al-

located to the exports of other countries on the basis of their shares

in the total value of U.S. cheese imports in 1976. The model was then

solved under conditions of fixed and flexible exchange rates and calcu-

lations made of the changes in the endogenous variables. For this pur-

pose, tariffs were assumed to be unchanged at their post-Kennedy Round

levels.

The detailed employment effects by ISIC sector and country are re-

corded in Appendix Tables D.5 and E.7 for fixed and flexible exchange

rates, respectively. These effects as well as the changes in welfare



Table ALI

Estimated Increases in U.S. Agricultural Exports by Comuodity
and Country as a Result of NTB Reductions in the MTN

(Millions of Dollars)

Canned
Country Almonds Beef Peaches & Citrus Poultry Rice Soybeans Tobacco Total

Fruit Cocktail & Products

Australia 1.7 1.7

Austria 3.0 3.0

Canada

European Communitya 58.0 20.0 3.1 81.1

Belgium-Luxembourg 11.8 0.4 0.2 12.4

Denmark 0.3 0.1 - 0.4

France 24.3 0.2 0.1 24.6

Germany 0.9 12.2 1.1 14.2

Ireland - - - -

Italy 0.6 2.4 0.5 3.5

Netherlands 10.2 0.5 0.8 11.5

United Kingdom 9.9 4.2 0.4 14.5

Finland

Japan 112.9 36.0 148.9

New Zealand 0.2 0.2

Norway 0.1 0.1

Sweden

Switzerland 12.6 0. 12.7

Rest of World 2.5 0.4 0.1 55.0 58.0

Total 2.5 186.5 0.4 36.1 20.3 3.2 55.0 1.7 305.7

aTotal allocated to EC member countries on the basis of 1976 U.S. exports.
Source: Adapted from Schnittker Associates (1979).

v
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are summarized in Table 22. The agricultural concessions are seen to

result in a 42,000 worker increase in U.S. agriculture (ISIC 1) and

11,000 workers overall under conditions of flexible exchange rates. The

reason for this difference is that workers will be attracted to agri-

culture and away from other sectors. Our estimated employment increase

in agriculture, it may be noted, is in excess of the 26,000 workers

increase estimated by Houck (1979, p. 64) in response to both the non-

e tariff and tariff concessions.

It is also evident from Table 22 that Canada experiences a negli-

gible decline in employment in agriculture and overall. In the EC and

Japan, employment in agriculture declines by 15,000 and 18,000 workers,

respectively, and 8,500 and 14,500 workers overall under conditions of

flexible exchange rates.

The change in economic welfare noted in Table 22 has been calcu-

lated according to the method depicted in Appendix Figure B.1. The agri-

cultural concessions will result in an estimated $231 million increase

in economic welfare in the U.S. under conditions of flexible exchange

rates. The gains for the European Community are $73 million and for Japan,

$31 million, while Canada experiences a small decline in welfare.

As should be clear from our analysis of the effects of the MTN

tariff reductions, the model provides information on changes in many other

endogenous variables such as export, import, and home prices by sector

and effective exchange rates. These detailed results are not reproduced

for the agricultural concessions in the report but are available from the

authors upon request.
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Table 22

Changes in Employment and Economic Welfare in the U.S. and Other Major Industrialized

Countries Due to Agricultural Concessions in the MTN

Fixed Exchange Flexible Exchange
Country Rates Rates

Change in agricultural employment (000 workers)

Canada -1.2 -1.1

European Community -15.6 -14.9

Japan -18.0 -17.6

U.S. 42.1 41.7

Total change in employment (000 workers)

Canada -1.2 -0.4

European Community -13.2 -8.5

Japan -18.1 -14.5

U.S. 16.4 11.0

Change in economic welfare ($ mill.)

Canada -$6.1 -$6.5

European Community 59.5 73.3

Japan 22.1 30.9

U.S. 222.3 231.4

Other countries 2.8 4.9

Total 300.6 334.0

Source: Employment effects, Tables D.5 and E.7.

3

e
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Even though the agricultural concessions obtained and granted by

the U.S. in the MTN appear modest, they nonetheless will result in an

improvement in the nation's welfare. As in the case of tariffs, this

constitutes a permanent improvement. It is also evident that other

countries will gain as well, although they may experience some adjust-

ment costs in terms of declining employment in agriculture. We mentioned

above the lack of information concerning other agricultural concessions

negotiated in the MTN. Presumably these concessions will result in still

additional (though small) benefits to the countries involved. Finally,

we should mention the possible indirect benefits that may be derived

particularly from the various codes on nontariff barriers in the K!EN that

are relevant to trade in agricultural products.

In conducting our analysis of the effects of the agricultural con-

-essions, we have assumed that tariffs remain at their post-Kennedy Round

levels. This has enabled us to focus attention only on the agricultural

concessions themselves. More realistically, allowance should be made for

the changes in tariffs on agricultural products and also for those invol-

ving industrial products, which will be introduced during the time that

the quantitative restrictions on agricultural products are being relaxed.

In Section V below, we shall therefore present the results, based on our

model, of the combined effects of the tariff changes and the liberalization

of agricultural import restrictions. This subsequent analysis will also

incorporate the liberalization of government procurement, to which we will

now turn.

4.7-04 0 - 7$ - 7
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Government Procurement

Government-procurement regulations embrace a variety of consider-

ations involving the terms of soliciting bids, the requirements placed

on bidders, the criteria for selecting bids and awarding contracts, and

the extent to which contract terms are publicized. These matters are

discussed in detail in Baldwin (1970, Ch. 3) and lie outside our present

concern. The question is how one can measure the impact of changes in

government procurement.

A possible procedure that has been followed by Baldwin (1970) and

subsequently by Lowinger (1976) and Cline et al. (1978) is to calculate

the difference between actual government imports and hypothetical govern-

ment imports. The latter are estimated by applying nongovernment import

propensities by sector to total government expenditures. The difference

by sector between actual and hypothetical government imports is interpreted

as a measure of government discrimination in favor of domestic producers.

Sunmation across sectors then provides an indication of the overall dis-

criminatory impact of government procurement.

Our concern was not to measure the overall impact of discrimination

in government procurement, but rather what the impact would be of changes

in existing levels of procurement discrimination. For this purpose, we

relied on some informal and sketchy information on government procure-

ment that the major negotiating countries in the MTf had made available

to STR. This information was in the form of the total amount of non-

defense procurement that countries had tentatively agreed to open to for-

eign suppliers for the purposes of bidding. The amounts are indicated in

Table 23. While some detail was available by sector, it was unfortunately
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Table 23

Estimated Amount of Liberalization of Non-Defense Government Procurement by the Major

Industrialized Countries in the MNI

(Billions of Dollars)

Country Amount

Australia $

Austria

Canada 1.0

European Commi~tya 10.0

Belgium-Luxembourg 0.5

Denmark 0.3

France 2.4

Germany 3.4

Ireland

Italy 1.3

Netherlands 0.6

United Kingdom 1.5

Finlandb 0.6

Japanc 7.0

bew Zealand

Norwayb 0.7

Swedenb 1.7

Switzerland 1.0

United States 11.0

Total $33.0

aTotal allocated to member countries based on 1976 GDP.

bTotal for Nordic countries allocated based on 1976 GDP.

cEstimated based on news reports.

Source: Based on data supplied by STI.
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insufficient for our purposes. Although there has been some dispute

between the U.S. and Japan concerning the adequacy of Japan's offer, we

have assumed that this dispute will be settled in due course and all

the procurement offers will therefore be made multilaterally.

As the first step in our analysis, we sought to obtain any read-

ily available data on Government expenditures by sector from national

input-output tables. We were able in this regard to obtain 1967 data

for the U.S., 1970 data for France, Germany, Italy, Netherlands, and

the United Kingdom, 1971 data for Canada, and 1970 data for Japan. Each

country's input-output sectors were concorded with the ISIC breakdown

used in our model, and the relative prcportions of government expendi-

tures were calculated by sector and country. For those countries where

input-output data were not readily accessible, we applied the average

proportions for the eight countries noted. We assumed that the amount

that each country had earmarked for procurement liberalization would be

spent according to the expenditure proportions calculated, except for

government purchases of agricultural food, and petroleum products which

we assumed would not be affected.

The amounts of government imports by sector were determined on the

basis of the nongovernmental import propensities calculated by our model.

This assumes that government imports were zero initially. To the extent

that this was in fact not the case, our procedure will overstate the ef-

fects of procurement liberalization. In any event, we then proceeded to

solve the model on the basis of these estimated changes in government

imports under conditions of fixed and flexible exchange rates, thus

determining all of the changes in the endogenous variables and thereafter
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calculating the changes in economic welfare. We assumed throughout

that tariffs remained at their post-Kennedy Round levels and that no

agricultural concessions had been made. This assumption will be relaxed

later when we analyze the entire 4.fl package.

The detailed employment effects of the procurement liberalization

by ISIC sector and country are recorded in Tables D.6 and E.8 for fixed

and flexible exchange rates, respectively. These effects together with

changes in economic welfare are summarized in Table 24. It is evident

that, under flexible exchange rates, the employment effects are negli-

gible overall, whereas, under fixed rates, the European Community has

an overall increase of 23,000 workers and Japan an overall increase of

24,000 workers. These changes in employment are concentrated in the

durable goods industries (ISIC 371 - 38A).

The change in economic welfare noted at the bottom of Table 24

has been calculated based upon the method depicted in Appendix Figure B.2.

Under flexible exchange rates, the U.S. experiences an estimated $616

million increase in economic welfare, Canada, $359 million, Japan, $286

million, and the EC member countries combined, $1.9 billion. Germany's

welfare improvement alone was an estimated $697 million. The total for

all 18 countries was $4.4 billion.

We mentioned above that our estimated effects of government-pro-

curement liberalization are overstated in so far as we have assumed that

government imports were zero initially. Unfortunately, we lacked sys-

tematic data on government imports so that we were not able to determine

how important this overstatement was. But assuming that it was not too
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Table 24

Changes in Employment and Econonic Welfare in the U.S. and Other Major Industrialized

Countries Due to Liberalization of Government Procurement in the Mli

Fixed Exchange Flexible Exchange

Country Rates Rates

Change in employment in durable goods sectors

(ISIC 371-38A) (000 workers)

Canada -5.5 -5.0

European Community 26.2 13.4

Japan 11.5 -1.1

U.S. -3.4 -4.5

Total change in employment in all sectors
(000 workers)

Canada -4.2 -2.7

European Comunity 23.2 3.2

Japan 24.3 1.9

U.S. 2.6 1.6

Change in economic welfare ($ mill.)

Canada $357.8 $359.3

European Community 1,953.3 1,917.5

Japan 328.7 286.4

Norway 200.9 215.4

Sweden 470.0 508.9

Switzerland 387.6 411.3

U.S. 634.8 616.3

Other countries 119.7 125.2

Total $4,452.8 $4,440.3

Source: Employment effects, Tables D.6 and E.8
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large, our results suggest that multilateral procurement liberalization

is likely to have comparatively small effects on employment in individual

sectors and overall and significantly positive effects on economic wel-

fare. As stressed already in connection with tariffs and agricultural

concessions, the gains in welfare would be permanent.

It bears repeating that, iu our analysis of procurement liberal-

ization, we have assumed that tariffs remained at their post-Kennedy

Round levels and that agricultural concessions had not been made in the

MTN. We shall have occasion in Section V below to analyze the combined

effects of the MTN reductions in tariffs, agricultural concessions, and

procurement liberalization.

Customs Valuation

In cases where it is difficult to determine the actual price or the trans-

action value of imported goods, it becomes necessary to estimate such price or

value for purposes of levying import duties. This may in practice give con-

siderable discretion to customs officials and, depending upon how their dis-

cretion is exercised, it could result in substantial increases in the base on

which tariff rates are levied.

The issue of customs valuation has been troublesome both in the U.S. and

in other countries. Foreign exporters to the U.S. have singled out in parti-

cular the so-called American Selling Price (ASP) method of valuation, which has

required since 1922 that the tariff on benzenoid chemicals, rubber-soled foot-

wear, canned clams, and certain knit gloves be levied on the value of similar

products produced in the U.S. rather than on the price in the exporting country.

If the proposed code on customs valuation is approved by Congress, the ASP
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system will be abolished. It is our understanding that the removal of ASP and

thus the reduction of the implicit tariffs on the aforementioned goods were

taken into account in determining the balance of concessions made by the U.S.

and the other major countries as a result of the MTN. We have not attempted

therefore to determine separately what the economic effects of ASP elimination

would be. Rather, these effects will presumably have been captured already

by our analysis of the tariff reductions that have been negotiated.

Negotiation of the code covering customs valuation should be beneficial

to U.S. exports to the extent that other countries reduce or remove discretion-

ary uplifts that have been applied for customs purposes in levying tariffs. The

issue of customs valuation has been considered important enough that a number

of U.S. firms and trade associations has formed a Joint Industry Working Group

on Customs Valuation, under the direction of the Manager of Customs & Inter-

national Trade Affairs of The Proctor & Gdmble Company. In the hope that we

could quantify the economic effects of the customs-valuation code, members of

the Working Group were requested on our behalf to supply whatever information

they might have on the percentage uplifts applied to U.S. exports. At the

time of writing, we had receive responses from only six U.S. companies and

one trade association, all of which were involved primarily in the export of

pharmaceutical and chemical products. Since we could not determine how re-

presentative these responses were for other products, companies, sectors, and

countries, we decided against using our model to calculate the possible ef-

fects of removing customs uplifts.

It may nevertheless be of interest to summlarize for the benefit of inter-

ested readers what little information was provided to us by the industry re-

presentatives. This information is summarized in Table 25. It can be seen
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Table a5

Selected Examples of Foreign Uplifts in Custom Valuation

Country Product Percentage
Uplift

Industrialized
Coumtries

Austria Selected pharmaceuticals 02

Canada Selected pharmaceuticals 0

France Selected pharmaceuticals 0

Germany Selected pharmaceuticals 0

Italy Selected pharmaceuticals 6.0
Selected pharmaceuticals 5.0
bysthetic fibers 50.0

Japan .Antibiotics in bulk 5.7

Cosmetic raw & packaging materials 1.0
Finished cosmtic products 7.0
Finished dermatological products 7.0
Nutritional$ 4.0
Other pharsaceuticals 8.0
"Practically all" pharmaceuticals, fas value 6.0

Netherlands Selected pharmaceuticals 0

Switzerland Selected pharmaceuticals 0

United Lingdonc Most antibiotics (BTN 29.44) 17.5
Erythromycan throcyanate (ITN 29.44) 126.0
Erythromycin ethyl succinate (ITN 29.44) 55.0
Anti-coagulants (BTN 39.06) 17.5
Disposable sets (BTN 90.17) 28.7
Selected pharmaceuticals 10.0

Rest of World

Chile Selected pharmaceuticals, fob value 4.5

Greece Antibiotics 6.8

Indonesia Many industries d

Mexico Selected pharmaceuticals e

Spainf All products 4.0
Intercompany transactions 4.0
All imports from affiliated companies 1i.0

aCanada was alleged by one respondent to use a "fair market value" system for

valuing many types of imports of manufactures, with uplifts of up to 20 per cent.
bAccording to one respondent, Japan comnly ap;lies uplifts in many industries,

the actual amount oeing subject to negotiations from company to company. Another
respondent reported that, in pharmaceuticals where a royalty was to be paid by the
importer to a licensor outside Japan, an uplift of 20-30 per cent was comon. This
was because .apanese law provided for a duty assessment to cover separate payment
of royalties.

CAccotding to one respondent, British customs authorities allegedly disregard
the price shown on the invoice. They take the sales value of the goods imported
and then subtract selling and administrative expenses at a percentage which is
.aually 17.5 per cent. This amount less the estimated duty payable constitutes
the dutiable value.

dUplifts are generally applied for many industries according to one respondent.
They take the form of a "check price" for specific items, with duties being assessed
on the check price regardless of the actual value of the product.

eAccording to one respondent, the Mexican custom authority figures the dutiable
value to be the higher of either the "established minimum legal price" or the actual
invoice price. Another respondent reported that official values were often deter-
mined on the basis of physical weight, which had no clear relation to variations
in the degree to which the imported good had been processed.

fOne respondent alleged that uplifts in Spain seen to be directed at drugs

more than other industries, with the percentage uplift being subject to negotiation
by the company. This was described as effectively taking "the form of blackmail."

Source: Based upon responses from corporate mobers of a Joint Industry Working
Group on Custom Valuation, under the direction of the Manager of Customs & Inter-
national Trade Affairs of The Proctor & Gamble Company.



S8

that uplifts on selected pharmaceuticals ranged from zero in several Western

European countries to as much as 126.0 per cent in one instance in the U.K.

In order to form some idea of the increase in tariffs implied by customs up-

lifts and tne reductions that would result from the removal of uplifts, we

present some illustrative calculations in Table 26. In column (l), we have

recorded some percentage uplifts that are based on the information in Table 25.

Column (2) refers to the weighted average, pre-MTN tariff on selected pharma-

ceuticals for each country shown and synthetic fibers for Italy only. Column

(3) is the implicit tariff, including the uplift, calculated on the basis of

unity plus the percentage uplift times the tariff rate in column (2). Column

(4) is the weighted average, post-MTN tariff on the products noted. Column

(5) is the percentage depth of cut in the tariff rate only, that is, the per-

centage difference between columns (2) and (4). Column (6) is the per-

centage depth of cut, based upon the difference between the post- and pre-

.MTN tariff and assuming that the customs uplift is removed.

here the percentage uplift is relatively small, that is, in the 5-10

per cent range, the implicit tariff inclusive of the uplift and the percentage

depth of cut excluding the uplift are only marginally differert from the

calculations based on the tariff rate only. Obviously when the uplift is 50

?er cent or more, the implicit tariff and the effects of removing the uplift

are appreciably greater. Unfortunately, we do not have enough detailed and

systematic information by product and country to determine how pervasive and
1

important customs uplifts may be. The illustrative calculations in Table 26

suggest nevertheless that there could be substantial reductions in implicit

tariffs on particular products if uplifts were removed or reduced. This would

certainly be beneficial to the U.S. exporters involved.
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Tab le 26

Some Illustrative Cal.culations of the Implicit
Tariff Effects of Custom Uplifts on Cheaical Products

--- Pre-KTM Post-Tin - Percentage Cut-
Custom Tariff Implicit Rate Tariff Tariff Rate With Removal of

Country Uplift late with Uplift a Rate Only6  Customs UpliftC

(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6)

Italy d
Sel. pharmaceut. 5.02 9.02 9.42 5 .9%d 34.42 37.22
Synthetic fibers 50.0 12.40 18.6 8.8e 29.0 52.7

Japan 4 d
Sel. pharmaceut. 5.02 6.5 6.8 4.9 24.6 27.9
Sel. pharuaceut. 10.0 6.5 7.2 4.9 24.6 31.9

United Kingdom d d
Sel. pharuaceut. 20.0 9.0 10.8 5.9 34.4 45.4
Se1. pharmaceut. 50.0 9.0 13.5 5.9 34.4 56.3
Sel. pharmaceut. 125.0 9.0 20.2 5.9 34.4 70.8

aCalculated as [unity + (1)] x (2).
bAssu=es reduction in tariff rate only: ((2) - (4)] +(2).

cAssumes reduction in tariff rate coupled with removal of customs

uplift: (3) - (4)) + (4).
dWeighted average nominal rate on BTN 29.44, 39.06, and 90.17.

e'Weightcd average nominal rate on BTN 5101-5104 and 5601-5607.



Other Nontariff Barriers

We mentioned earlier that several codes have been developed in the

".fN to deal with a '.. iety of nontariff barriers. Some of these codes will

not have an immediate or clear impact on trade as a result of the TN.

This would appear to be the case, for example, for the codes involving safe-

guards and standards and technical regulations. The code involving subsi-

dies and countervailing duties could have some impact, though how much and

with respect to which countries and sectors cannot be readily determined

given the present state of knowledge. In addition to the codes, a series

of commodity agreements on particular agricultural products may emerge from

the M..14. Without more details on what these agreements will contain in terms

of their impact on prices, production, and trade, there is nothing that we

can contribute to their likely effects, at least in terms of what our model

can handle.
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Footnote

In this connection, one respondent replied:

"•hile I regret that our circular did not elicit information
from a greater number of companies, the responses cited...
seem sufficient to show that uplifting is a comon practice
in many countries. My contacts with our representatives...
suggest that nearly all have encountered the problem of
arbitrary valuations by foreign customs officials but may
have become inured to the practice. ... [Lleitimate -'ues-
tions may occasionally arise about the valuation of... intra-
company shipments (of multinational corporations), but the
regularity of upward adjustments in some countries consti-
tutes an unjustifiable barrier to trade."

Another respondent noted: ". .. as you can appreciate, we

are not particularly anxious to have specific examples involving our

products brought to the attention of the countries in which these prob-

lems have arisen."



V. Combined Effects of Reductions in Tariffs
and Nontariff Barriers

In the two preceding sections, we have analyzed separately the economic

effects of MTN tariff reductions, agricultural concessions, and the liberal-

ization of government procurement. We now propose to use our model to

determine the combined effects of the foregoing changes in tariffs and non-

tariff barriers. The point of looking at these combined effects is that all

of the changes noted will be made over the same time period, and it is impor-

tant therefore to consider the interactions involved to the extent that our

model permits. The results to be presented below are therefore our best

estimates of the likely economic effects of the three major components of the

entire MTN package. There may be additional effects from some of the other

codes, commodity agreements, and aspects of the MIN that may change as time

passes. But lacking any quantitative information on these matters, we cannot

evaluate their economic significance at this time.

Also, in this section, we shall consider how sensitive the combined

results may be to certain key parameters in the model. In this regard, we have

run three separate experiments, which will be reported below. In the first

experiment, we doubled all supply elasticities in order to determine how the

results would be affected if production were made more responsive to price

changes. The second experiment involved doubling all elasticities of substi-

tution between imported and home goods. This will enable us to determine

how the increased responsiveness of consumers and producers to relative price

changes will affect the results. The final experiment involved a combina-

tion of the two preceding ones, that is, we doubled both the elasticities of

supply and substitution.

(92)
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Economic Effects of the Combined Reductions in MTN Tariffs and NTB's

Since we have previously discussed our model and its solution pro-

cedure, we will not repeat these details since everything stated earlier

applies here. What we did essentially was to introduce as exogenous changes

in the model the MTN tariff reductions, agricultural concessions, and pro-

curement liberalization. The model was then solved for the changes in the

endogenous variables, and we also calculated the changes in economic welfare.

Results were obtained for both the fixed and flexible exchange-rate versions

of the model.

The effects on employment by ISIC sector and country under fixed ex-

change rates are recorded in Appendix Tables D.7 - D.10. It can be seen

from these tables that the combined effects of the MTN reductions in tar-

iffs and NTB's will result in a deterioration of the U.S. balance of trade

and an overall decline in employment of 28.1 thousand workers. Other

countries that experienced a deterioration in their trade balance included:

Canada, Finland, France, New Zealand, Norway, Sweden, Switzerland, and

the U.K. The remaining countries experienced an i"!provement in their

balance of trade.

All countries experienced an overall increase in employment except

Canada, Norway, Sweden, Switzerland, and the U.S. For the combined EC,

this increase amounted to 174.5 thousand workers and for Japan, 13.5

thousand workers. It is evident from Table D.10 that, except for the

small countries, the total employment changes were all substantially

less than one per cent of the 1976 level of employment. For the U.S.,

the decline in employmart was an estimated .03 per cent of total employ-



ment. Readers interested in details on the changes in trade and employ-

ment by sector and country should consult Tables D.9 and D.10.

We turn now to the combined effects of the MTN reductions in tariffs

and NTB's under conditions of flexible exchange rates. The absolute and

relative employment effects by sector and country are recorded in Tables

27 and 28. The effects on the U.S. are seen once again to be very small

across sectors. There is an increase in employment overall of 15.0 thou-

sand workers, which is a very small fraction (.02 per cent) of total 1976

employment. The largest increases, inthousands of workers, are recorded

for: agriculture (55.4), chemicals (3.7), iron and steel (1.1), non-

electrical machinery (7.3), and transport equipment (3.2). Negative em-

ployment effects are recorded for: food, beverages, and tobacco (-2.0),

textiles (-1.3), wearing apparel (-5.2), nonmetallic minerals (-1.2),

electrical machinery (-1.0), miscellaneous manufactures (-10.6), and

for all the nontradable industries except mining and quarrying. These

results evidently parallel closely the results noted earlier in Table 15

for tariff reductions alone.

The effects on the tradable industries in the other countries can be

read from the details in Tables 27 and 28. Japan records employment in-

creases, in thousands of workers, in: food, beverages, and tobacco (1.4),

nonmetallic minerals (1.2), metal products (3.0), electrical machinery (5.8),

transport equipment (3.3), and miscellaneous manufactures (1.6), and de-

clines in agriculture (-14.9), textiles (-4.4), and nonelectrical machinery



0 I

TABLE 27

ABSOLUTE CRIAN(ES I1 EAPLOIBENT UNDER FLEXIBLE EXCHANGE RATES
BY ISIC !FCTOR IN THE BAJOR INDUSTRIALIZID COUNTIES
DOE 10 I1FE COMBINED EFFECTS OP REDUCTIONS IN TARIFFS

AND NIBS IN THE HTi

1 310 321 322 323 324 331 332 341 342 35A 351 355 36A 362

ALA -,.J.5 3.-4.1 -0.301 0.057 C.22-9 0.114 -0.132 -0.211 0.000 0.086 0.212 -0.183 -0.551 0.101 0.015

Ark J.716 0.357 2.511 1.641 0.149 0.523 0.299 0.302 0.535 0.102 -0.041 -0.055 -0.110 -0.029 0.006

ziD 1. ga8 0.•4 -0.500 0.772 0.229 0.421 1.420 -0.491 2.910 -1.819 0.165 0.300 -1.192 0.540 -0.129

EC -13.25o 16.686 34.8'43 21.251 O.4(t3 2.453 -3.057 4.641 -6.208 1.671 9.963 -0.880 3.792 1.321 1.986

BLI J.359 1.512 7.478 3.692 0.;1C 0.095 0.033 0.153 0.136 -0.102 1.550 -0.690 0.355 -0.238 0.199

DEIN 2.2,3 1.681 1.104 1.487 0.197 0.190 -0.017 0.729 -0.288 0.032 0.148 0.014 -0.061 0.016 0.051

FR 2. '21..,8 4 4.,50 3.448 C.((9 0.390 -0.787 -0.495 -1.111 0.089 0.463 0.259 1.768 -0.121 0.375

GMi -1.5018 4.468 t.535 1.200 -1.4-07 0.678 -0.632 1.367 -2.319 0.392 5.230 -0.317 -0.618 -0.798 0.481

RE A 1.156 3.432 0.840 0.546 0.072 0.059 0.001 0.015 -0.012 0.058 0.151 -0.017 0.053 0.107 0.019

IT -9.434 1.522 o. o07 7.201 -0.C15 -0.002 -0.389 2.710 -0.844 0.293 -3.162 -0.217 1.028 2.101 0.271

YL 1.331 2. 109 3.7,15 2.084 C. 116 0.15P -0.696 -0.036 -0.603 0.041 2.477 -0.097 0.309 -0.695 0.063

UK -4.-s9 2.4b4 3.ý83 1.9,42 0.630 0.385 -0.541 0.198 -1.166 0.870 0.403 0.185 0.988 0.951 0.228

?•5 2.2)2 ,.339 0.515 1.870 0.140q 0.422 0.653 1.177 1.929 -0.004 -0.454 -0.042 -0.096 -0.084 0.093

Ji -14.ou7 1.4,'3 -4.4',1 -0.380 -C.Q41 -0.244 0.180 -0.082 -0.214 0.117 -0.197 -0.688 0.641 1.197 0.094

uz J.9)8 0.`239 0.1,13 0.130 3.045 -0.016 0.052 0.317 0.036 0.043 -0.098 0.002 0.067 -0.003 -0.003

sio 1.519 0.d'43 0.4"2 C..204 0.c41 0.046 0.127 -0.335 0.717 -0.091 -0.'26 0.116 -0.049 0.061 -0.002

ihidD ,.43 -0.,0 -0.Ol 0.143 -C.1IC 0.102 0.912 0.213 1.801 -0.071 -1.025 -0.160 0.125 0.006 0.072
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TABLE 28
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J. 175
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0. 327
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3. ,62

321
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0.792

3. 170

1.090

1.052

1.611

-0.001
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-0.262

2.206
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0.090

0.564
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-0.245
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-0.145a
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-0.390
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-0.020

332
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0.215

36A

0 .228

-0.066

1. 152
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1.057

0.806

-0.013
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(-3.1). West ýermany has employment increases in: food, beverages, and

tobacco (4.5), textiles and wearing apparel (7.7), furniture (1.4),

chemicals (5.2), and metal products, machinery, transport equipment, and

miscellaneous manufactures (42.2), and declines in agriculture '-9.6),

leather (-1.5), paper and paper products (-2.3), and nonferrous metals

(-0.9). Canada has employment increases in: agriculture (1.9), wood

products (1.4), paper and paper products (2.9), nonelectrical machinery

(0.9), and transport equipment (1.9), and a decline especially in metal

products (-2.6).

As we have noted already in our earlier discussion, individual coun-

tries will vary in terms of the particular tradable industries that will

experience employment increases or declines as the result of the MN re-

ductions in tariffs and NTB's. It is again evident that the nontradable

industries will be adversely affected because of the switch towards the

tradable industries where relative prices are lowered because of the MTN

reductions. It is also clear that the absolute and percentage employment

effects are comparatively small in most instances in the U.S., except in

agriculture where there is an increase of 1.7 per cent in employment.

The largest percentage declines are 0.4 per cent in wearing apparel and

0.8 per cent in miscellaneous manufactures. All of the changes in Japan

are again comparatively small, but there are numerous instances especially

in the smaller countries where the implied percentage changes (both posi-

tive and negative) are substantially greater than I per cent. But even in

these cases, the phasing of the MTN reductions will minimize any unusual

difficulties in adjustment in the short run.

Let us now consider the effects on prices. The detailed results by

sector are recorded in Appendix Tables E.9 - E.12 for changes in export
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prices, import prices, home prices, and an index of import and home prices.

:he overall effects by country are sumarized in Table 29. The overall

percentage changes in export prices by country are all less than

per cent. The percenrage changes in import prices are all negative and in

several instances substantially in excess of one per cent. The percentage

changes in home prices are also all negative and fairly small, as is the

case for the index of import and home prices. The decline in this index is

an estimated seven one-hundredths of one per cent for the U.S., but is more sig-

nificantly negative for several other countries.

The percentage exchange-rate effects are listed in the last column of

Table 29. As mentioned earlier, these are measured as changes in effective

exchange rates. They are all a fraction of one per cent. The rate for the

U.S. shows a depreciation of two-tenths of one per cent. The detailed changes

in exports and imports by ISIC sector and country are recorded in Appendix

Tables E.13 and E.14. These changes in trade are what is required in the

model to restore each country's trade balance to its initial level.

Let us consider finally the effects on economic welfare of the MTN

reductions in tariffs and NTB's. The results are presented in Table 30. The

first zolumn corresponds to the method of calculation depicted in Figure

B.1 and the second to Figure 5.2. The difference between them reflects

the importance of shifts in the demand function for imports due especially

to the liberalization of government procurement. It should also be recalled

that our welfare calculation of procurement liberalization had an upward

bias because we had not made any allowance, because of data limitations,

for actual government imports. In this respect therefore, the calculations

in Table 30 based on the second method will also be overstated.
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TABLE 29

PUCEA&GE PRICE AID ZICBNGE-1-ATZ EFFECTS UNDER FLEXIBLE EXCHANGE RATES IN THR

N&J3R INDOSTRIALIZED COUNTRIES COE IC THE COMBINID EFFECTS OF
IEDQCTIONS IN TARIFFS AND 11B'S I TEHE HTl

EXPORT ISpPORt PcI! e IDEi op IsPoR? EFFECTIVE

COUNTRi PRICESO PRICES* PRICES* ADD DONE PRICES* EXCiANGE RAMTE

AUSTRALIA 0.16 -0.86 -0.05 -0.07 0.06

AUSTit A 0.06 -2.14 -C.5O -0.74 0.14

CAUAJA 0.33 -1.56 -C.95 -0.28 0.04

EUOPZAU COBMUI[TT 0.16 -1.59 -0.39 -0.39

BEZLUIR-LO UXEBOU RG -0.38 -2.38 -3.56 -0.99 0.51

D0INARK 0.21 -1.79 -0.73 -0.51 0.07

FRANCE 0.28 -1.42 -0.22 -0.30 -0.19

G,29ANX 0.06 -1.79 -C.38 -0.53 0.07

IRELAND -0.10 -2.19 -0.35 -0.53 0.26

rTALI 0.24 -1.33 -0.20 -0.26 -0.05

NiM&ALlNDS -0.21 -1.96 -C.60 -0.71 0.26

UbItEJ KINGIOM 0.29 -1.47 -0.15 -0.22 -3.13

FINLAND 0.67 -0.87 -0.27 -0.23 -0.26

JAPAN& 0.13 -1.01 -C.C6 -0.08 0.20

NII ZEALAND 0.26 -0.73 -0.09 -0.14 -0.01

N&iRVUA 0.89 -0.09 -0.80 -0.10 -0.55

SWEDEN 0.48 -0.46 -(.90 -0.33 -0.22

SWITZERLAND 0.31 -0.31 -7.78 -0.37 -0.08

UNITED STATES 0.80 -0.97 -C.05 -0.07 -0.20

ALL COUNTRIES 0.43 -1.21 -C.27 -0.20

*AVERAGE FOR ALL ISIC SECTORS, UEIGHTEC 7 VALOUE OF PRODUCTION.
*POSIZIVE SIGN SEANS APPRECIAITION; EGATIVE SIGN SEANS DEPRECIATION.
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TABLE 30

CHANGES IN E:ONOBIC VELFARZ I THlE 1JO3 INLOSTIIALIZED COUNTRIES DUE TO TaE
.JA3INED EFFECTS OF REDUCTIONS IN TABIFFS AND 0TBS IN THE ITE

CHANGE Il Or
ECONORII WELFARE GROSS DOBESTIC

COJUiili (BILL. S) PRODUCT
RETHOD 1 1I11CC 2 UlETOD I RETHOD 2

AUSTbALIA 7.2 13.2 0.01 0.01

AUSTRIA 52.6 25.7 0.14 0.07

CANADA 286.6 608.9 0.17 0.35

EUROPEAN COIUMITT 1648.8 3317.3 0.13 0.26

UBLGIUB-LUIEIBOURG 178.1 533.4 0.27 0.80

D UARK 27.1 119.3 0.07 0.32

FRANCE 313.2 603.e 0.10 0.19

EU•YAMI 97.8 665.1 0.02 0.15

IRELAND 42.5 41.2 0.53 0.52

ITALY 201.6 327.7 0.12 0.20

NETHLAL&IDS 268.9 470.1 0.32 0.57

UVIrED KINGDOE 519.5 612.9 0.27 0.31

FINLAND 00.7 16W.0 0.16 0.65

JAPAN 157.0 357.7 0.03 0.07

NEW ZEALAND 22.0 15.6 0.19 0.14

NORWIA 38.1 251.3 0.13 0.88

SMEDE1 71.2 551.2 0.11 0.80

SVLTZERLAND -2.4 372.1 -0.00 0.67

UNITED STArES 1001.1 1462.0 0.06 0.09

ALL ZOUNTRIES 3323.2 7200.5 0.06 0.18

NOTM: FOR MUE SETHODS OF CALC*LITION. SIR AFPENDII B.
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It is evident from Table 30 that the absolute welfare gain for the

U.S. is between $1.0 and $1.5 billion, which, in relative terms, is equal

to between .06 and .09 per cent of gross domestic product in 1976. The

absolute welfare gain for the European Community is between $1.6 and $3.4

billion, which is between .13 and .26 per cent of GDP for the combined

EC. Canada's gain is between $287 and $609 million, which is .17 to .35

per cent of GDP. Japan's gain is between $157 and $358 million, which, as

* noted previously, may reflect our use of prevailing tariff rates that al-

ready included unilateral reductions prior to the MTN. The total welfare

gain for all 18 countries combined is between $3.3 and $7.2 billion, which

is between .08 and .18 per cent of combined GDP. Our earlier conclusion

about the positive welfare benefits to be derived from each change separately

is thus reinforced by the combined effects of the chanb.s in tariffs and

NTB' s.

In conclusion, it may be useful to summarize our major results for

each change separately and the combined effects. This is done in Table 31,

which presents the overall employment, welfare, and price effects for each

of the major countries and the EC combined. It can be seen that the tariff

reductions dominate the employment and price-index results, while both the

tariff reductions and procurement liberalization contribute substantially

to the increase in ecor.omic welfare. This suammry in Table 31 is the net

result of all the detailed changes that occur in the individual tradable

and nontradable indu:3tries. The reader interested in these detailed changes

is referred to the relevant tables in the text above and in the appendices.
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TABLE 31

OF REDOCTIOBS 13 TARIPPS, AGRICULTURAL CORCISSIONS, A55 GOVUUnEUT-F3OCRElEUsT LIBERALISATION
11 TUE DI1 010Et CODDITIOS Or nniDLmE ESCEADGE IATES

CAUEGI is PRICE IN DEX OF I5lORP S
AiD 1l0R GOODS (S)

TAERIUS AG CoI GOT pR COhDO
IMOlTC WElFRE (BILL. OF 6)

TARIFFS AG cog GO Pr COIDEDlll
SETS I IETS I SEIE 2 ERItE I are 2

AUSTRALIA

AUSTILA

CANADA

EUIOPE1AJ C3D5O 1ITT

BELGIOR-LUIRESOORG

DIMBARK

IRELAND

ITALY

N ETBULAUDS

UWl.ED EINGDOD

FINLAND

JAPAN

EAN ZEALAND

SM LDSE

SlITZERLAND

UNITED STATES

ALL ZOUNITRIS 146.8 -11.2 -1.9 133.7 2592 334 4440 3323 7201

*FuR DUALLED RESOLTS ST ISIC SECTOR, SI TABLES 15, 26, L8 AND 5.9.
*FO MEZAILED RESULTS 51 ISIC SIECT31, SEE IAMLES L. ADD L.12
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0.3
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1.4

1.9
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-0.1
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2.6

-9.2

1.6

0.6

6.7
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Sensitivity of Results to Changes in Parameters

The question naturally arises as to how sensitive our results may be

to certain key parameters in the model. In order to test for sensitivity,

we ran three separate experiments. We first doubled all supply elastici-

ties, then doubled all elasticities of substitution between home and impor-

ted goods (with the original supply elasticities unchanged), and finally

doubled both supply and substitution elasticities. For each of these cases,

we considered the combined effects of the M tariff reductions, agricul-

tural concessions, and liberalization of government procurement that were

analyzed in the imediately preceding discussion. The results are compared

for the overall employment and welfare changes for the major countries in

Table 32.

Doubling the supply elasticities has the effect of enlarging the over-

all employment increases for the European Coamunity and the U.S. and making

Japan's negative employment greater. The additional supply responses thus

appear to generate larger net changes in total employment, but the effects

are clearly comparatively small. The welfare effects based on method 1 are

reduced somewhat with the higher supply elasticities, but these effects move

in both directions using method 2. On the whole, the welfare effects do not

appear unusually sensitive to the increased supply elasticities.

Doubling the elasticities of substitution between imported and home

goods has a negligible effect on the overall net changes in employment and

on economic welfare using method 1. However, the welfare effects based on

method 2 appear to be rather sensitive to the doubling of the substitution

elasticities. Since method 2 is premised on the idea of a shift in the
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Table 32

Sensitivity of Employment and Welfare Effects of the Combined Reductions in Tariffs
and FTB's in the MTN to Doubling of Supply and Substitution Elasticities

Effects of-

Effects Doubling Doubling Doubling both
with Given Supply Substitution Supply and Substi-

Elasticities Elasticities Elasticities tution Elasticities

Total employment (000 workers)

Canaaa 2.2 3.5 1.3 2.4

European Community 116.1 164.4 114.1 151.1

Japan -11.6 -24.4 -8.7 -23.1

U.S. 15.0 34.8 10.1 34.1

Economic welfare - method 1

(mill. of dollars)
Canada 286.6 300.4 319.6 340.1

European Community 1648.8 1597.5 1836.1 1855.3

Japan 157.0 81.8 189.9 119.2

U.S. 1001.1 847.1 1087.9 960.0

Economic welfare - method 2

(mill. of dollars)

Canaaa 608.9 645.4 775.2 898.1

European Community 3377.3 3641.2 5135.1 6012.8

Japan 357.7 282.8 518.9 460.2

U.S. 1462.0 1339.5 2189.5 2325.4

9
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demand function (see Figure B.2), the higher substitution elasticities imply

a shift of a more elastic schedule and thus a greater welfare effect.

Finally, the effects of doubling both the elasticities of supply

and substitution can be seen by comparing the first and last columns in

Table 32. The effects on overall net employment are comparatively minor,

as are the effects on economic welfare using method 1. Doubling the elas-

ticities further increases the calculation of economic welfare based on

method 2, ostensibly because both the supply and demand schedules become

more elastic and the quantity changes larger.

It should be pointed out that the elasticities of supply and subs-

titution used in our model have been derived from empirical data. The

supply elasticities for each sector are based on the elasticity of substi-

tution between capital and labor, labor's share of value added from the

1967 U.S. input-output table, and value added as a fraction of total produc-

tion. The elasticities of substitution for each sector are based on import

shares of total consumption and elasticities of import demand. The elasti-

cities used in the model are thus reasonably firmly grounded on realistic

data, and our confidence in the model is enhanced by the comparative stabi-

lity of the overall employment effects even with sizable parameter changes.

By the same token, our welfare calculations have more of an ad hoc quality

to them since they are not derived in a rigorous theoretical manner from

the model itself. It is nevertheless noteworthy that the calculations based

on method 1, which assumes given demand and supply functions and is most

appropriate for changes in tariffs and agricultural and other quotas, yields

fairly stable results. The same cannot be said, however, for the welfare

calculations based on method 2, which assumes an implicit shift in demand.
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We do not have as much confidence in this second calculation therefore

as in the first. This is aside from the fact that the second welfare

calculation is in any event an overestimate of the procurement-liberali-

zation effect because data on government imports were not available.



VI. Effects on the Rest of World

As mentioned above, the rest of world is included as an aggregate to close

the model. We do not attempt accordingly to treat any rest-of-world coun-

tries or regions explicitly. The rest of world is assumed to respond on the

supply side nevertheless as world prices change in particular sectors as a

result of reductions in tariffs and NTB's, and there will be further supply res-

ponses as exchange rates adjust in the model to restore the initial trade-

balance positions in each of the 18 industrialized countries.

In the current version of the model, the rest-of-world trade balance is

held constant under conditions of both fixed and flexible exchange rates. Under

fixed rates, it is assumed that rest-of-world imports are subject to rigid res-

triction in the form of import licenses, which are adjusted in proportion to

initial imports so as just to exhaust available foreign exchange. Under flex-

ible rates, we assumed a rest-of-world excess demand function for each tradable

industry, depending on the world price in that industry and a rest-of-world ex-

change rate. The latter was then assumed to adjust to hold the rest-of-world

trade balance constant.

The thrust of the foregoing assumptions is that the rest-of-world's net

contribution to all world markets together is held constant and the influence

of the rest of world on the aggregate performance of the 18 industrialized

countries is of negligible importance. But at the level of an individual in-

dustry, the presence of the rest of world can be a significant factor for world

markets. Thus, the assumed constancy of the rest-of-world trade balance by

no means prevents rest-of-world exports, say, from expanding in one sector

while contracting in another.

(109)
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One of the major concerns in the Kennedy Round and earlier GATT negotia-

tions was that tariff reductions were concentrated primarily on industrial pro-

ducts of export interest to the major industrialized countries that were the

chief parties in the negotiations. This implies that the tariff rates in the

industrialized countries are lower on industrial products traded among them-

selves and higher on products of the rest-of-world. Also, it means that tar-

iffs have been changed differentially between the industrialized countries and

the rest of world. We shall investigate this matter with respect to the .MTN

tariff reductions in what follows, and thereafter examine some of the effects

that the reductions in tariffs and NTB's may have on the rest of world.

Industrial-Country Tariffs on Rest-of-World Imports

To provide some indication of the tariff levels of the industrial coun-

tires vis-a-vis the rest of world, we weighted the post-Kennedy Round tariff

rates on industrial products, the MTN offer rates, and the percentage depth

of cuts for each of the 18 countries by total imports (excluding petroleum)

from the other industrialized countries and from the rest of world, respective-

ly. The results are giver, in Appendix Tables C.9 - C.14. A comparison of the

weighted average tariffs and depths of cut for the individual countries is

presented in Table 33. IL is especially noteworthy that post-Kennedy Round

average tariffs on industrial products tended to be lower for the European

Community and Japan when weighted by own-country imports from rest-of-world than

by imports from other industrialized countries. The opposite was the case for

Canada and the U.S. Of course, these results reflect differences in the com-

positions of imports from the two types of supplying countries. But, in any

event, if does not bear out the contention that the rest-of-world faces overall

tariffs on industrial products that are higher than what industrial countries
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TABLE 33

WEIGHTED AVERAGE TARIFFS O INDUSTRIAL PICrUCTS AND DEPTI OF CUT
BY THE lAJOR INDUSTRIALIZED COUNITIES IN THE nTY

WEIGHTED BY TOTAL (EXCLUDING PE-RCLIO) IMPORTS PIO1
OTiHER IIDUSTRILLIZED COUNTRIES (OIC) AND REST OF WORLD (ROi)

AVERAGE AVERAGE AVERAGE
POST-KEVNEDT LTl OFFER PARCEITAGE
BOUND TARIFF RATE TARIFF DEPTH OF CUT

COUNTRY OIC RON CIC ROE OIC Rov

AUSTRALIA 15.9% 16.6% 15.5% 16.3% 2.7% 1.9%

AUSTRIA 15.9 10.6 12.4 9.0 22.1 11.9

CANADA 6.8 12.3 4.7 10.1 30.9 18.5

EUROPEAN CON1UNITY

BELGIUN-LUIENBOURG 8.7 3.3 6.2 2.11 28.5 26.9

DEMBARK 8.9 9.8 (.5 7.2 26.2 26.1

FRANCE 8.8 5.7 (E.3 11.2 27.8 26.6

GUNBAUT 9.0 7.1 6.11 5.5 28.2 26.1

IELAND" 9.5 7.6 7.0 5.5 26.3 28.3

ITALY 8.0 11.5 5.8 3.2 26.7 28.8

NETHERLANDS 9.3 7.11 6.8 5.5 27.2 25.3

UNITED KINGDON 7.7 5.2 5.5 3.8 28.0 27.9

FINLAND 9.8 8.0 7.3 6.11 26.2 20.2

JAP&AN 11.5 3.1 3.0 2.7 32.8 11.7

NEW ZEALAND 19.2 12.1 16.9 11.11 12.3 5.11

IORM;: 6.9 6.5 5.1 5.6 25.5 l1.3

SWEDEN 6.11 6.5 11.9 5.6 211.11 12.8

SWITZERLAND 3.9 11.0 3.1 3.1 21.2 23.8

UNITED STATES 5.11 8.11 3.11 5.8 37.2 31.2

ALL COUNTRIES 7.9 6.7 5.8 5.0 27.2 21.8

47-04 0 - 79 - I
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themselves face. The same holds true for the weighted-average MTN offer

rates indicated in the third and fourth columns.

It can be seen in the last tw columns of Table 33 that the weighted

percentage depth of cut by the U.S. and the European Comuinity was roughly

the same based upon imports from the other industrialized countries and rest

of world. This was not the case for Austria, Canada, Finland, Japan, New

Zealand, Norway, and Sweden, where the depth of cut was somewhat greater

when weighted by imports from the other industrialized countries. The

evidence is thus mixed on whether weighted-average tariffs on industrial pro-

ducts are being reduced systematically more for the industrialized countries

than the rest of world. There may of course be differences in rates by sec-

tor that are important. It also should be noted that there may be substan-

tial nontariff barriers on both industrial and primary products of interest

to the rest of world. The reader interested in such comparisons is referred

to Apper-ix Tables C.7 and C.9 - C.14.

Changes in Net Exports by Sector of Rest of World

We present in Table 34 the changes in net exports by sector for the rest

of world as a consequence of the reductions in tariffs in the MTN and the

combined effects of the reductions in tariffs, the agricultural concessions,

and the liberalization of government procurement. For the tariff reductions

only, there are declines in textiles, leather and leather products, foot-

wear, paper and paper products, products of petroleum and coal, nonferrous

metals, and nonelectrical machinery. Some of these sectors are of course sub-

ject to varying amounts of quantitative restrictions in the industrialized
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Tab l& 34

Changes in Net Exports of Rest of World in Response
to Reductions in Tariffs in the MTN and the Combined

Reductions in Tariffs and NTB's
"(Millions of Dollars)

Tariff Combined
Reductions Reductions in

ISIC Industry Only Tariffs and NTB's

1 Agriculture, forestry, & fishing 76.6 $ 44.1

310 Food, beverages, and tobacco 23.7 -29.0

321 Textiles -77.3 -67.8

322 Wearing apparel 15.1 15.8

323 Leather and leather products -20.7 0.6

324 Footwear -51.5 -55.3

331 Wood and wood products 16.9 25.2

332 Furniture 14.0 16.7

341 Paper and paper products -4.4 -3.9

342 Printing and publishing 2.4 4.4

35A Chemicals 43.1 55.7

35B Products of Petroleum and coal -176.1 -81.9

355 Rubber products 31.5 43.8

36A Nonmetallic mineral products 21.4 28.0

362 Glass and glass products 3.6 3.2

371 Iron and steel -0.5 3.5

372 Nonferrous metals -33.1 -31.1

381 Metal products 25.9 29.3

382 Nonelectrical machinery -4.2 7.6

383 Electrical machinery 52.0 90.8
384 Transport equipment 8.6 21.8

38A Miscellaneous manufactures 123.0 184.9
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ccuntries. Thus, even though tariffs may be reduced in these industries,

trade will not respond to the extent that the quantitative restrictions are

binding.

The single largest increase in net exports of the rest of world is in

miscellaneous manufactures. There are also positive effects on rest-of-world

net exports in agriculture and food products, wearing apparel, wood products

and furniture, chemicals, rubber products, nonmetallic mineral products, metal

products, electrical machinery, and transport equipment.

The combined reductions in tariffs and NTB's in the second column of

Table 34 produce similar effects on rest-of-world net exports as tariff re-

ductions alone. The main difference is that net exports of food, beverages,

and tobacco become negative and net exports of leather and leather products,

iron and steel, and nonelectrical machinery become positive. There are subs-

tantial increases in the net exports of wood products and furniture, chemicals,

rubber products, nonmetallic mineral products, electrical machinery, :rans-

port equipment, and miscellaneous manufactures.

The effects on individual countries and regions in the rest cf world

will thus depend on which of their tradable industries are most affected by the

reductions in tariffs and NTB's in the major industrialized countries. If in-

formation were readily available, it might also be possible to determine how

rest-of-world countries and regions would respond on the demand side as their-

exports and foreign-exchange earnings changed. Finally, if we had information

on domestic production and employment, including input-output relationships,
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and on tariffs and NTB's, we could determine how employment and prices would

change in individual countries just as we have done for the industrialized

countries. Unfortunately, our model is not capable in its present form of

providing this type of detail for the effects on the rest of world. The best

we can do is to identify which sectors will be affected positively or negati-

vely for the rest of world in the aggregate, as in Table 34.



VII. Summary

'he Tokyo Round of Multilateral Trade Negotiations (TflN) has resulted

in agreements to reduce tariffs significantly, to eliminate or reduce the

scope of a number of nontariff barriers, and to alter or formalize certain

codes of international economic behavior ia ways that should help to liberal-

ize trade even further in the future. Our study has attempted, as far as pos-

sible, to quantify all but the last of these aspects of the negotiations. In

particular, we have estimated the effects on employment, prices, exchange rates,

and welfare both of the negotiated tariff reductions and of those changes

in nontariff barriers that we were able to quantify. The results, by and large,

agree with earlier studies which have found the effects of trade liberaliza-

tion to be beneficial but rather small. In particular, it is unlikely that im-

plementation of the negotiated changes will cause significant dislocation in

labor markets, especially in the U.S.

Part of our study has sought merely to describe the barriers to trade

and the changes in them that have been negotiated in the MTN. But our primary

purpose has been to obtain quantitative estimates of the effects of these

changes, especially as they pertain to levels of employment within the various

industries and countries that will be affected by the negotiations. To this

end we have updated and then applied a large computational model of world prod-

uction and trade that we have developed and used for other purposes in re-

cent years at the University of Michigan. The model includes explicit

markets for 22 tradable and 7 nontradable industries, which together provide

exhaustive coverage of world production. These markets are cleared both na-

tionally, for each of the 18 major industrialized countries, and internation-

ally, to capture trade among these countries and between them and the rest of

(116)
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the world. Exchange rates are also included in the model and may be either

held fixed or allowed to vary to clear markets for foreign exchange. Once a

given set of changes in, say, tariffs or nontariff barriers is plugged into

the model, it can be solved for the resulting changes in output, prices, trade

and employment for each of the 29 industries and 18 countries. Exchange-rate

changes for each country are also calculated, as is a rather ad hoc measure of

economic welfare.

We applied the model first to the tariff changes that have been negoti-

ated in the MIN. These changes, which were made available to us by the Office

of the U.S. Special Trade Representative, show an average depth of cut on

industrial products of about 26 per cent. Most of the countries participating

in the MTN agreed to use some variant of the Swiss formula as the starting

point for negotiating. In the end, the tariff cuts offered by the United States

show a depth of cut that is fairly close to what would have been obtained under

the Swiss formula. All other countries, however, offered noticeably smaller

average cuts than they would have using the formula. As a result, the negoti-

ated tariff cuts are somewhat larger for the U.S. than for such important

trading entities as the European Community and Japan.

Given these differences in the negotiated tariff cuts, our model suggests,

under fixed exchange rates, a deterioration in the U.S. balance of trade and a

small absolute decline in employment as a result of the tariff cuts. However,

this decline in employment amounts to only .05 per cent of the U.S. labor

force, and indeed the decline becomes an increase when we allow the exchange

rate to adjust. Under flexible exchange rates, then, the results

of our model suggest that the negotiated tariff cuts will cause:

(1) employment to rise in all countries except Switzerland; (2) a
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very small depreciation of the dollar; (3) import and therefore consumer

prices to fall in all countries; and (4) welfare to improve in all countries

except Germany and Switzerland. In most cases, however, these changes are

sufficiently small so that they would probably not be noticed when accompanied

by all of the other changes that constantly occur in a dynamic economy.

Nonuariff barriers are in general much more difficult to quantify than are

tariffs. Based on complaints filed with STR, we constructed an inventory of such

barriers as faced by American exporters, but this inventory could not be used to

make numerical estimates of their sizes or effects. Therefore, in our esti-

mates, we have focused on two specific NTB's for which numerical information was

available. The first pertains to trade in agricultural commodities, for which the

U.S. has obtained concessions from most of its trading partners in the form of

increased import quotas. In return, the U.S. has agreed to permit more

imports of cheese under qucta. The second NTB for which quantitative information

was available pertained to government-procurement regulations. Here we were given

estimates of the total amount of government expenditure in each country that

was subject to such regulation and would be liberalized as a result of the nego-

tiations.

We used our model, then, to analyze the effects of both the agricultural

concessions and the procurement liberalization. The results were mostly similar

to those of the tariff changes discussed above, though even smaller in magnitude.

And the U.S. fared even better under the changes in NTB's than under the tariff

changes, gaining employment even under fixed exchange rates.

The combined effects of both tariffs and NTB's were also estimated. The

results were so similar to those for tariff changes alone that they need not be

discussed further here. Our general conclusion, then, is as follows. Those
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aspects of the KMT which we have bee". able to quantify - including both tariff

changes and liberalization of certain NTB's -- appear to be beneficial for al-

most all of the countries involved, including the U.S. Adjustment problems in

labor markets appear to be either nonexistent or negligible at the country

level. And even at the more disaggregated industry level, where employment

changes occasionally amount to several per tent of an industry's labor force

in some of the smaller countries, these adjustment problems should be slight

given that the changes are to be phased in over a period of up to a decade.



APPENDIX A

The Model

The model that we have developed is a multi-sector model of the world

economy. It was designed originally to study the effects of multilateral tariff

reductions on diL-aggregated levels of output and employment.1 In a subsequent

version of the model, we included exchange rates and other exogenous variables

besides tariffs. The effects of exchange-rate changes are presented in Dear-

dorff et al. (1977b), and it is the version of the model used in that paper

that will be presented below.2 We have since modified the model to take various

nontariff barriers into account. These modifications have been discussed above

in Section II, but they are not represented in our formal presentation that follows.

The model includes supply and demand functions and market-clearing condi-

tions for 22 tradable industries in world markets, plus markets for these and

another 7 nontradable industries within each of 18 countries. The size of the

model precludes our obtaining a meaningful and general analytical solution.

Therefore, we have restricted the functional forms to ones whose parameters are

either readily observable from available data or which have been estimated by

others using econometric techniques. Within these constraints, however, we have

tried to select functional forms which permit a rich variety of behaviour and

which experience suggests provide a reasonable description of economic reality.

Equations of the Mode].

The complete model, though without the functional forms, is presented as

equations (1) through (12) in Table A.l. The construction of the functional

forms in equations (1-4) and (12) will be explained below.

The model includes m countries, i 1,...,m, producing and trading n

goods, j - l,...,n, and producing an additional (n' - n) nontradable

112o0
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goods, j a n + l,...,n'. A distinguishing characteristic of our model, how-

ever, is that both producers and consumers distinguish, within tradable

industries, between goods which are produced and used in the same country,

which we will call home goods, and those which are either exported or imported.

Thus, within each country and tradable industry, producers are separated

into two sectors: a home sector which sells only to domestic users, and an

export sector which sells only to users in other countries. Each sector has

its own supply function, reflecting an assumption that there exist fixed fac-

tors of production which cannot be transferred between the two sectors in the

relevant short run. This nontransferability may be the result of locational

requirements or of the need for special product characteristics in the

various national markets, though neither of these features is explicit in

our model.

Demanders, too, differentiate between home-produced and imported pro-

ducts of a given tradable industry. In principle, we would like this dif-

ferentiation to apply among imports from different countries as well as

between home-produced and imported goods generally. However, data limitations

and the difficulty of solving a more general model have led us to permit only

the latter kind of differentiation. Thus, consumers, as well as producers

in their role as demanders of intermediate inputs, are assumed to regard

home-produced and imported goods as imperfect substitutes, but imports from -.

various foreign countries as perfect substitutes. Finally, we assume that

demanders are never willing to use the products of their domestic export sectors.

With these assumptions, three separate prices will obtain within each

country, i, for each tradable industry, j 1 1,. .. ,n. First, a home price,

PH J is both paid by users and received by producers in the home sector. It
Pu
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Table A.1

Equations of the .Model

Supply functions of products for export

(1) X . H
(j ij(Pij'Pil i"Prn"Pil "

S -lfn...iM; o f ho.e..n

Supply functions of products for home use

(2) H SH (H H H M
Sii iJ J il" in'Pil

'Pin' ' j

"

± " 1,... ,m; j - i,...,g '

Demand functions for imported goods

(3) D M DmHM H SH X
)ij DiJ' Pij' El' S .'''"Sin ill'

a - l,...,m; J - ,...,n

Demand functions for home-produced goods

(4a)

(4b)

Tradables:

H H PH M sH HD ii " D iJ(PiJ PWJ' E' i il'''"Sin''

i 1 ,..0.,m; j l

Nontradables:

H H R X
D H D(9 E S S S

x xSil,., in)

x
in

j = n + l,...,n'

x
in

Wi, I S)
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Equations of the Model (Cont.)

Export prices

piji l,..,m; J-l,...,n

Import prices

P J a t jR PV ai t 1,...,9; J a 9,...,n

Consumer expenditure and tariff revenue

(7) 0 n 1 'RDK 0E + r -I) pi j-ai iJ Ripjij i l,. .. am

Market equilibrium for home goods

(8) S Hi a D H i ,...,,;
ii ii

Market equilibrium for traded goods

a X am M•-1sij " r- Dij J 0 l,*..,n

Trade balance

T n w m
Bi a pj (Si - D j) ija,...,

Exchange rates

(la)

(11b)

0
R£ a R0 (Fixed Rates)

B T + BiKO 0, R R R
i i a a

(Flexible Rates) i - l,...,m - 1

Demand functions for labor

Tradables:

X X KX)+ 5R H H i,. ,m; jmI,. n(12a) Lij a Lij(wi S 2 L' (wi, Sii, K 1 ... Jim; i

(5)

(6)

(9)

(10)
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Equations of the Model (Cont.)

Nontradables:

(12b) L )LH (w H i i - ,...1,m; j.n + l,...,n'
iji j. i ~s i jJ

Notation:

Endogenous Variables:

SiX, Si - Supply of good j by country i, export and home sectors,
respectively

M H

Di , Dii " Demand for good j in country i, imported and home-produced,
respectively

X M

pu, p n Domestic price of good j in country i, exported and imported,
respectively

H
p " Home-sector price of good j in country i

wj
p - World price of good j

i
Ei - Consumer expenditure in country i

BT - Balance of trade of country i
i

R = Exchange rate of country i (domestic currency per unit
of world currency)

L.j - Demand for labour by industry j in country i

Exogenous Variables:

KXJ KHj - Capital stock of industry j in country i, export and home
sectors, respectively

w£ - Money wage in country i

t - 1 plus the ad valorem tariff on imports of good j into
country i

0
E - Exogenous component of expenditure in country i

i

R - Exogenous exchange rate

BKO Exogenous capital inflow in country ii
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is determined by a purely domestic market which equates home-sector supply,

1 •r with home demand, D a

The second and third prices are those of exports and imports. The export

price, p J9 is received by producers in the export sector and the import

price, pi is paid by users of imports. These prices are determined simul-

taneously in a single world market in which the sum of all countries' export
X

supplies, SiX, is equated to the sum of all countries' import demands, D N

Since demanders regard imports (of industry J) from all countries but their

own as perfect substitutes, all countries' export prices must be identical

when expressed in a common numeraire (we do vot allow for export subsidies).

Import prices are then equal to the corresponding export prices augmented by

ad valorem tariffs. With these relationships only a single world price for

Weach tradable industry, pj, expressed in units of a numeraire currency, needs

to be determined by the world market. Corresponding export and import prices

for each country, i, then follow by multiplying pjW by exchange rates, R

(expressed in units of domestic currency per unit of the numeraire), and, for

import prices, by one plus the corresponding ad valorem tariff, t j.

The model is completed by specifying markets for foreign exchange with

either fixed or flexible exchange rates (as separate cases) and by specifying

the determinants of supply and demand. The latter include exogenous nominal

wages, wi, and capital stocks, Kij, as well as appropriate prices and will be

explained more fully below. In addition, demands depend also on endogenous

levels of consumer expenditure, Eiu which incorporate an assumption that all

tariff revenue is redistributed and spent by consumers.
T

Exchange markets either endogenously determine trade balances, B1

(measured in units of the numeraire currency), or, under flexible exchange
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rates, adjust via the exchange rate to maintain these trade balances at

KO KOconstant levels, -B . In the latter case, B i represents an exogenously

given inflow of capital into country i, which must, for consistency, have

the property that the sum for all countries equals zero.

With these remarks, the reasons for most of the equations in Table A.1

should be clear. Equations (1) and (2) are the supply functions for the

export and home sectors, respectively. Both depend on prices of all home and

imported goods, reflecting their use as intermediate inputs in production.

Equations (3) and (4) are the demand functions for imports and for home goods,

respectively. The inclusion of home and export supplies in these functions

again reflects the demand for intermediate inputs.

Equations (5) and (6) determine the domestic prices of exports and im-

ports in terms of corresponding world prices, exchange rates, and tariffs.

0
Equation (7) defines expenditure as the sum of an exogenous component, Ei,

and of the tariff revenue.

Equations (1-7) each determine the variable that appears on the left-

hand side. The prices of home goods, on the other hand, are determined

implicitly by the market-equilibrium condition in equation (8). Likewise,

world prices are determined by the market-equilibrium condition in equation

(9), which adds up and equates the supplies of exports and the demands for

imports from all countries.

Trade balances are defined in equation (10) by adding up net exports for

all of a country's tradable industries, valued at world prices. The exchange

regime is represented by either equation (lla) for fixed exchange rates or

equation (Ulb) for flexible exchange rates. In the fixed case, each country's

0exchange rate, Ri, is set exogenously equal to its pegged value, Ri In the



127

flexible case, on the other hand, we fcru exchange-market equilibrium condi-

tions for all but one of the countries by setting the sum of their trade

balances and their exogenous capital inflows equal to zero. Only a - 1 of

the markets need to be cleared explicitly, since the homogeneity of the

system assures that if these are cleared, the omitted market will be cleared

as well. However, to remove the indeterminacy of prices and exchange rates

that would otherwise arise, we must then specify a numeraire. This is done

in the last of equations (1lb), where we fix the exchange rate of country m.

The selection of the numeraire is not trivial in this model, since

exogenous capital flows are specified in units of the numeraire. As exchange

rates change, the values of these flows in local currency change, unless it

is the numeraire, and this affects the equilibrium that is ultimately reached.

In our applications of the model in this paper, we have chosen the United

States dollar as the numeraire.

Equations (1) through (11) are together suffiCient to determine all of

the endogenous variables that they contain. Equation (12) then determines

employment in each industry and country as a function of these variables.

Employment in this version of the model is entirely demand determined, the

assumption being that labour markets do not clear in the relevant short run

and that there is sufficient available unemployed labour to satisfy whatever

increases in demand occur. Nominal wages, accordingly, are taken as exogenous,

and the employment changes that are implied by the model indicate changes in

labour-market disequilibrium.

Derivation of Functional Forms

Explicit supply and demand functions for use in the model were derived

from utility and profit-maximization behaviour on the part of consumers and

41-064 0 - 79 - 10



firms, assuming explicit utility and production functions. Details of these

derivations are contained in a %orking paper, which can be consulted for
3

further information. Here we will merely report the assumptions that were

made and the results.

Since both producers and consumers in our model are demanders of goods,

and since each tradable industry has both imported and home-produced goods

available to demanders, it was necessary first to characterize the choice

between these two sources of goods. This was accomplished by assuming the

existence of functions for each industry that aggregate the services of home

and imported goods, and which then enter as arguments for the utility and

production functions. To assure some flexibility in selecting the degree of

substitution between home and imported goods, these aggregation functions were

specified as Constant Elasticity of Substitution (CES) functions. The elas-

ticity parameters of these functions for each industry were then inferred

from published econometric estimates of import demand elasticities. 4

To obtain demand functions for consumers, we then specified a Cobb-

Douglas utility function. Its arguments were these aggregates of consumption

of home and imported tradable goods plus the consumption levels themselves

of nontradables. By maximizing this utility function subject to the con-

straint of a given level of expenditure, we obtained the consumers' demand

functions for each industry. The differentiated forms of these demand

functions appear below as equations (13) for imported goods and (14) for

home goods.
5

( ecMi U eE. + H (Hp H (OM + Ha M
(13i C eij -l l i (i ij ij

i M 1,...,M; J l, . ,
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(14a) eC H eE -(9 +6 a ) ep 1 H ae
=j . (i ij O ~ij e +ij (a ep

i 1i,...,:; j - I,...,n (tradables)

(14b) eC eEi - £ a :, ... ,m; J a n + l,...,n' (nontradables)
ij

where C4 I ah erecas-zer zemr d :n country £ for imported and home-produced
p=.2 uc:s 2f .cdustry j,

*i 6H a Initial snares of demand in country i for imported and
home-produced products of industry J, and

aij a Elasticity of substitution in country i between imported
and home produced products of industry J.

Notice that these demands depend only on expenditure aad on the home and import

prices of the own industry. Prices of other goods do not appear, since the

assumption of a Cobb-Douglas utility function forces all cross elasticities

of demand to be zero.

To derive the behaviour of firms, we assumed in this version of the model

that production functions were characterized by fixed coefficients among the

home-import aggregates for each industry and between these and an aggregate
6

of primary factors as well. The aggregate function for primary factors

(labour and capital) was also specified as CES.7 For each industry, production

functions were assumed to be identical across countries. While the model

could easily accommodate different input-output data for each country, we

lacked the time and resources to gather and process the requisite data.

By solving the profit-maximization problem for the firm, subject to the

constraints of its production technology and its given capital stock, we

obtained the following supply functions for the export and home sectors:
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Xn
.X x ajX . • H H .M M ,eij a Cepj - k=Z1 bkj[eikePik + eikePpkJ

_E - cEb ewi + eKX i a 1,...,m; j - 1,...
j k-u+l bkj ePik J

eSH H n H H M H

ePCiJ- cj k-l bkj[eikepk + *ikePpkA

k b H 0
E r b -C b ew + eK i ,1,...,m; jul,19... n

jknf+1 k ePik j J i ij

0

- Supply elasticity of industry J,

- Input-output coefficients for use of good k as input in
industry J, and

- Value-added share of industry J.

Si

bkj

b0
b

The same problem also yields the following

home-produced intermediate inputs:

eZM
ii

eZH
ei.

eZH
eij

H "H H

aeQ +- Mi7 [ep H - ep H
M [ep ij i i

= eQi

demand functions for imported and

( t rd...bm; l e ),...,n

(tradable)

i = l-9.m; J - a + 1l,...,n'

(nontradable)

where

Zi4 , ZiH - Demand for imported and home-produced inputs of good Jj i by an arbitrary sector of country i, and

Q - Supply of the demanding sector (Qi M Sik "'

anS ,k1 ... ,n').and S k =I
ik'

Unlike the consumers' demand functions, the firms' supply functions do

depend on prices in all industries, since all potentially provide intermediate

(15)

(16)

where

(17)

(18a)

(18b)

0
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inputs. Also, while the firms' demand functions do not directly involve

cross-price effects, they do have such effects indirectly, since they depend

on supplies, which in turn depend on all prices. Thus, the markets in our

model turn out to be very interconnected.

Finally, the firms' demands for labour were also derived from the maxi-

mization problem as follows:

6 (19a) eL Y J1eS + eL I + (1 - LeLl[ j + Uii

i a 1,...,m; j - 1,...,n (tradable)

6K

(19b) eL 1 eS H + .n eKH i - l9040m; j a n + 1 ....nt
ij e' ij 8L ij

Oij ij (nontradable)

where

x
YiJ a Share of exports in total production of industry J,

country i, and

L J 4 K Labour and capital shares of valued-added in industry J,
country i.

Note that these labour demand functions, like the supply functions on which

they are based, do depend indirectly on wages, both nominal and real. The

index of real wages in each industry is different, however, based upon the

coefficients of the various price terms that enter the supply functions.

AUl of these supply and demand functions were derived at the level of

the individual firm and consumer, and had to be aggregated to obtain the

corresponding functions for the economy as a whole. Aggregation of supplies

was trivial, given our assumption of linearly homogenous technologies. Ag-

gregation of demand, however, was more difficult, since demanders of a given
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good include all

deand function.

following demand

(20)

other industries as well as consumers, each with a different

Adding these up and differentiating, we obtained the

functions for the country as a whole:

eH a [ H (a ) ]ep H + H He - -[vj0 + Oi ii - vii) 0 i ji (ai - VlJo)e j

+ VtJOeEi + k=I ViJk[YikeSik + (1 - y )eSi kwi jklyikeS A)+(1 A ]

at 
H+ E v ijkeSi

k-u+likei

(21a)

i a i,...,m; i a i,...,o

eD1 a . (+ a (aO)]e H + M (a o) epH
eiij -[vij0 ij - vl eijo i Oij clj - Vijo epj

n x x x)
+VJOeE, + kr1 vijk[YikcS k +I(i- )eS

kmi jk i A1k 4-k

n'H
+ E vi ek

kan+l i jk 1k i - l,...,m; J - l,...,n (tradable)

H H n I X X HeD -vijoePij + vij~eEi + k 1 v ijky ikeS + (1 - Yik)eSik]

H
+ r v eS -, l...,m; j - n + I,...,n'
knt+l ijk 1k

(nontradable)

where

vij 0 a Share of consumer demand in total demand for good j in
country i and

v jk - Demand by industry k for good j as a share of total demandfor good j in country i.

(21b)

Is
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Once the unspecified functions in equations (1-4) and (12-13) are re-

placed with appropriately indexed versions of equations (15), (16), (20),

(21), and (19), the model is complete. In addition to the elasticity

parameters and input-output coefficients already discussed, its solution

requires information on exports, imports, total production, and tariffs for

each country and industry to be included. We turn now to a description of

the selection of countries and industries used for the current application

of the model.

Application of the Model

The model we have just described is designed to take into account as many

as possible of the interconnections among industries and countries at the

microeconomic level. The benefit of this is that it enables us

4o examine a variety of economic issues that other models cannot

address, either because they are too highly aggregated, or because they are

specified only in partial equilibrium terms. The cost, on the other hand,

is that our model is far too large to be able to say anything concrete with-

out further specification of its parameters. Thus, to use the model, we

must apply it to a realistic selection of countries and industries using, as

far as possible, actual data to general the parameters.

We therefore selected the world's 18 major industrialized countries as -.

our focus for analysis, and treated the rest of the world as a residual in

order to close the system. The reason for this choice was the compilation

of detailed information on ad valorem tariffs at the line-item level for

these countries on a 1976 basis in machine-readable form by the General Agree-

8ment on Tariffs and Trade (GATT). Import and export data for 1976 were
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obtained from United Nations trade tapes provided by STR. The 18 countries

covered were as follows:

Australia

Austria

Belgium-Luxembourg

Canada

Denmark

Finland

France

West Germany

Ireland

Italy

Japan

Netherlands

New Zealand

Norway

Sweden

Switzerland

United Kingdom

United States

information on output and employment was obtained dir(.ctly or otherwise

estimated from the United Nations, Yearbook of industrial Statistics, and from

the OECD publications on national accounts and labour statistics. We used

a classification of industries based upon the International Standard In-

dustrial Classification (ISIC), broken down into tradables and nontradables.

For manufacturing industries we used the three-digit ISIC data, while for

:rIe remaining industries, mostly nontradable, we remained at the more aggre-

gated one-digit level. The 29 industries were as follows:
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Tradables

ISIC Group Description

1 Agriculture, hunting, forestry, & fishing
310 Food, beverages, and tobacco
321 Textiles
322 Wearing apparel, exc. footwear
323 Leather & leather & fur products
324 Foot wear
331 Wood products, exc. furniture
332 Furniture & fixtures, exc. metal
341 Paper & paper products
342 Printing, publishing
35A Industrial chemicals (351); Other chemical

products (352)
35B Petroleum refineries (353); Misc. prod. of

petroleum & coal (354)
355 Rubber products
36A Pottery, china & earthenware (361); Other

nonmetallic min. prod. (369)
362 Glass & glass products
371 Iron & steel basic industries
372 Non-ferrous metal basic ind.
381 Metal products, exc. machinery, etc.
382 Machinery, exc. electrical
383 Electrical machinery, apparatus, etc.
384 Transport equipment
38A Plastic products, n.e.c. (356); Professional

photogr. goods, etc. (385); Other manuf.
industries (390)

Nontradables

ISIC Group Description

2 Mining and quarrying
4 Electricity, gas, and water
5 Construction
6 Wholesale & retail trade, restaurants & hotels
7 Iransport, storage, & communication
8 Finance, insurance, real estate, etc.
9 Community, social & personal services
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liven appropriate data for the above countries and industries, solution

of the model should, in principle, be straightforward. By differentiating

all of the equations of the model, we obtained a system of linear equations

relating changes in all of the variables of the system. The coefficients in

each of these linear equations were evaluated using the data and elasticity

information we had collected. All that remained was to solve the system.

Since the system was linear, it could in principle be solve by any of a

variety of means.

In fact, however, the size of the model made this difficult. With 18

countries and 29 countries, what we have represented here as single equations

each become a large number of separate equations to be solved. Depending on

how many of these equations were first eliminated by substitution, the number

of equations in the model could be as large as 6,000. Such a large system

strains the capacity of even high-speed computers. And while the number of

equations can be reduced substantially by prior substitutions, the substitu-

tions themselves involve a tremendous amount of computation. It was to avoid

these difficulties that, in earlier applications of the model, we introduced
9

a number of approximations to reduce the amount of simultaneity in the system.

We have since been able toi obtain exact solutions. To do so, we first

devised several Fortran subroutines that process large partitioned matrices

in which many of the partitioned blocks contain only zeros, and which avoids --

costly but meaningless computations involving these zeros. Second, we used

a Fortran programming technique known as dynamic dimensioning to avoid wasting

computer memory space on these empty blocks, even as the contents of all blocks

change during the course of the solution. And finally, we applied these tech-

niques first to each of the 18 countries separately, using only equations (1)
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through (8) and (10) to solve for their supplies and demands of traded goods

in terms of world prices exchange rates, andL exogenous variables, and then

used equations (9) and (11) to complete the solution. The resulting computer

program is costly, but within reason.
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Footnotes

See Deardorff et al. (1977a), where an approximate solution of

the current model was used for this purpose.

2 Because we have succeeded in computing the exact solution of the

current model, the approximations used in our errlier paper are no longer

necessary.

See Deardorff et al. (1976).

These elasticities are surveyed in Stern et al. (1976). To infer

elasticities of substitution from these estimates, we first used our model

to derive import-demand elasticities in terms of substitution elasticities

and measurable parameters such as import shares. The result was then solved

for the substitution elasticities. Details are contained in Deardorff et

al. (1976).

5a
In these and subsequent equations, we use the proportional form of

the total differential. For any variable, X, the notation eX represents

dX/X, and stands for the (infinitesimal) proportional change in the variable.

6 We have developed a version of the model uring a Cobb-Douglas pro-

duction function instead, but have not yet adapted our solution progra~e

to use it for calculations.
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The elasticities of substitution between capital and labour were

obtained directly from published estimates in Zarembka and Chernicoff

(1971). The fixed coefficients between value added and intermediate

inputs were obtained from the input-output table of the United States as

published by the Bureau of Economic Analysis (1974).

8 Basic Documentation for the Tariff Study (Geneva: GATT, 1974) and

subsequent updating to 1976.

These approximations consisted primarily of using exogenous tariff

changes to approximate the change in both expenditure and the prices of

intermediate goods, and of ignoring demands for intermediate goods in

the demand functions, at certain stages of the solution.
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APPENDIX B

Welfare Effects

Our model was not originally intended to estimate effects on econo-

mic welfare, but rather to deal exclusively with more observable variables

such as employment and exchange rates. However, for the purpose of this

report, we felt it to be desirable to include at least some crude esti-

mates of the welfare effects of trade liberalization. Therefore, we

have added a facility to compute the change in national welfare, based in

a rather ad hoc manner on the partial-equilibrium theory of welfare eco-

nomics combined with the quantitative estimates generated by our model.

Theoretical problems of dealing with both tariffs and nontariff

barriers have led us to construct two different welfare measures. The

first measure, to be described below, is valid if tariff changes are the

only cause of changes in trade, and makes use of both the price and

quantity estimates generated by our model. The second measure is valid

in principle for both tariffs and NThB's, but its implementation relies on

crude estimates of certain unobservable price changes, based on supply and

demand elasticities and changes in trade, and may be unreliable in the

context of a multi-sector, general equilibrium model such as ours. Ac-

cordingly, in the report, we have used one or the other or both when

appropriate.

The effects of a tariff change in a partial equilibrium model of

supply and demand may be seen in Figure B.1. Here the supply of exports,

S., and the demand for imports, DM, are graphed as functions of their

prices. Two equilibria are shown, with quantities traded Q in the first

(141)
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and Q1 in the second after a tariff reduction. Corresponding export

and import prices, which differ to the extent of the tariff, are shown

on the vertical axis.

The increase in welfare for the exporting country is given by the

change in producer's surplus, area e + f in Figure B.1. This can be

calculated from our model by multiplying, for each sector, the change

in the export price times the initial quantity of exports (to get area

e) plus one half of the change in exports (to get area f).

For the importing country, the change in welfare has two parts.

First is the increase in consumer's surplus, given by area a + b. This

can be similarly calculated as minus the change in import price times

initial imports plus one half the change in imports. Second is the

change in tariff revenue, given by area d - a - e. This is already cal-

culated in our model as the change in final expenditure.

Thus, for our first measure of the change in welfare, we calculate

and add these three components for all 22 tradable industries. The re-

sult is equivalent geometrically to area b + d + f in Figure B.l and

gives us a dollar value for the benefits due to trade liberalization. We

also calculate this figure as a fraction of gross domestic product to

give an idea of the relative importance of the effect for each country.

This measure is theoretically invalid if trade liberalization

entails a shift of either the supply or the demand functions rather than

only a movement along them in response to tariff changes. Liberalization

of government procurement regulations, for example, may be

thought of as an outward shift of the demand function for imports
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as shown in Figure B.2. In this case, the price and quantity of imports

both rise, and our first calculation would show a loss to consumers

(though still a gain to producers). Yet the fact that imports were

previously constrained by the regulation and now increase voluntarily

suggests that demanders are in fact better off than before. In a sense,
1

the true demand curve has always been D1, and prior to deregulation the

demanders responded to an artificially high but unobservable price, p*,

in demanding the quantity, Q . Thus their gain in welfare is the impli-

cit change in consumer surplus, area a + b + c in Figure B.2.

This area cannot be measured directly, since p* - the price at

which Q would be demanded in the absence of regulation - cannot be
1

observed. However, we can infer the price change, p* to p , from the

elasticity of demand and the change in quantity. This is the approach

taken in our second measure of welfare. Basically the second measure

duplicates the first, except that the changes in export and import prices

are replaced by corresponding changes in quantities, divided by corres-

ponding elasticities of supply and demand. Since the latter are valid

only in a partial equilibrium context, the second measure must be re-

garded as inferior to the first whenever shifts of supply or demand

functions are absent.



APPENDIX C

Data

The tables in this appendix contain the complete data for 1976, by

ISIC industry and country, that were used in the study.

Table C.A shows the value of gross domestic production in each ISIC

industry category together with the row and column sums. Figures are in

millions of U.S. dollars and were derived from the United Nations, Yearbook

of Industrial Statistics, and from OECD publications on national accounts.

Tables C.2 and C.3 present exports and imports for each industry-

country cell. Figures are in millions of dollars and were computed from

United Nations trade tapes provided by STR via the U.S. Department of State.

Table C.4 gives employment statistics for each industry-country cell.

Figures are in thousands of man-years and were compiled from: United Nations,

Yearbook of Industrial Statistics; OECD, Labour Force Statistics; and ILO,

Annual Yearbook of Labour Statistics.

Tables C.5 and C.6 present post-Kennedy Round base rate tariffs and

MTN offer rate tariffs on industrial products (excluding ISIC 1, 310, and 35B).

These are nominal tariff rates expressed in ad valorem form. The underlying

data were provided by STR. Own-country total (dutiable + nondutiable) im-

ports were used at the BTN line-item level in the aggregation process.

Table C.7 presents indexes of the degree to which imports were subject

to nontariff restrictions (e.g., quotas; health regulations, etc.). A value

of unity indicates 100 per cent restriction; zero denotes no restriction.

(145)
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The calculations were based on the detailed data underlying Table 1 in

Murray and Walter (1978). The procedure was to record the value of 1973

imports for a given country and commodity category that was subject to

some type of NTB, as identified in underiyiry documents prepared by the

U.S. Department of State and LNCTAD. The results were aggregated and con-

corded with our ISIC classification. The indexes were updated to take into

account more recent restrictions on such products as footwear, iron and

steel, and television receivers. The indexes for textiles (ISIC 321) and

wearing apparel (ISIC 322) were based upon the proportion of each country's

1976 imports in these sectors from the rest of world.

Tables C.8 - C.14 are based on the tariff and trade data in the rele-

vant tables noted above.

Readers interested in additional information concerning these data can

contact the authors. The data can be made available in machine-readable

form at cost.

a
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Table C.l

Value of Production by ISIC Sector
in the Major Industrialized Countriles, 1976

ASII SL 165316 DLOOLSoG COlUSS bass&&$ tl@ELUO ire6C9 9i6i668 IBRUEi It&Lf
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Table C. 2

Exports by ISIC Sector
in the Major Industrialized Countries, 1976
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724.722000 906.201000 7136.69800
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Table C. 3

Imports by ISIC Sector
In the Major Industrialized Countries, 1976

AUSTI L AUSTRI BLG*LII CANADA DLUNARN FINLAND rIAn€C GERBANT IRELAND ITALY

1 371.601000 S28.108000 2461.S1000 1716. 0900 1Q2.4lquO0 %20.791000 3994.38400 8622.39204 264.124000 400.5.08300

310 A06.609000 459.269000 2175.04600 1654.68400 692.711000 18S.176000 3981.06500 6091.89100 294.$3!000 3541.1&100
321 860.180000 11S.227000 1816.51S00 12M.31uO A81.031000 380.5317000 3153.61100 0464.36900 303.170000 2329.90300

322 273.830000 367.762000 901.409000 727.36%000 286.275000 77.8060000 1040.00500 3633.24600 113.443000 243.228000
323 30.5010000 112.391000 162.561000 284.365000 216.019000 1S.8190000 5%5.977000 1391.29100 20.8590000 947.124000
324 86.6340000 127.%50000 250.8713000 222.145000 83.6480000 29.4020000 398.S96000 914.501000 19.2290000 28.0220000
331 231.171000 181.545000 503.996100 500.700000 163.811000 165.202000 963.SS6000 1310.90800 88.2710000 1080.48400
332 55.65%0000 16S.102000 335.789000 1119.667000 109.532000 21.1710000 638.170000 630.1S2000 21.5100000 49.3270000
301 412.798000 1d1. l31000 821.809000 S67.902000 o3f.906000 50.7120000 1619.17200 2519.24400 118.722000 801.216000
302 171.021000 1.0.662000 220.632000 $09.568000 71.4710000 33.9030000 47J.600000 234.756000 32.9890000 S7.4320000
MSA 1209.586)00 1043.60700 3142.05600 1373.30800 I10S.71000 699.40c,000 SS57.23400 66S3.70800 013.988000 3713.18400

35s 1139.66100 1%14.89900 4992.54100 4383.95900 20o1.05400 1587.01400 14406.2610 1600S.0Ob0 562.569000 11096.0630
355 s23.027000 150.667000 310.418000 486.309000 132.2S3000 90.s530000 1SN.247000 1080.73300 53.1240000 005.381000
36A 111.(22000 226.120000 556.096000 *09.132000 175.98fi000 82.8520000 913.788000 1350.00100 52.3020000 457.531000
362 100.000000 10.0270000 1796317000 253.171000 84.5030000 37.8010000 340.221000 011.050000 20.5110000 200.3170000
371 217.690000 319.582000 1196.32400 730.393000 $96.225000 317.566000 3152.58200 3190.92600 131.776000 2310.02800
372 64.2270000 383.463000 2187.07600 871.813000 212.680000 M1.554000 25S51.71000 %%78.36100 55.0900000 1619.29500
181 310.8311000 001.643000 856.100000 1085.91100 351.001000 21S.495000 10143.43300 1583.81700 131.30O000 562.225000
382 1797.06800 1394.19700 302s.19800 6690.13300 1182.20300 1049.61100 6965.63800 6137.16900 526.909000 3212.77100
363 979.942000 839.726000 1503.61700 2211.71600 170.850000 499.172000 2628.G0Q00 3737.08200 216.818000 1710.35300
3d0 1640.96400 1344.35200 4319.64300 10371.0950 1088.37000 773.970000 %980#.22006 5633.91900 323.246000 2588.32800
381 1150.80100 881.3R6000 3066.02ROO 2006.10600 654.086000 000.6800 3%40.34200 6765.79100 312.639000 1577.20300
SUn 11816.28%0 11523.2200 3%161.4S00 40399.3610 12403.7120 7391.20100 64016.2160 87182.6950 0192.08000 42193.60,0

JAPAN yETIIER NEW ZEAL vORwiA SWEDEN SWITEER U. 9. U. S. SUn
1 179.4.5600 3682.16700 111.412000 1488.928000 101.5S9800 1061.13000 7913.06700 8010.99100 50•40.3560
310 3331.SSO0 2753.55900 103.026000 310.812000 751.381000 190. 101000 502.838ROO 5112.51800 37604.1150
321 2605.0%100 1621.35000 230.262000 329.068000 717.198000 100.820003 2399.40300 1285.57200 25981.7750
322 115.519000 1538.88100 6.05900000 337.1#6000 692.318000 575.177000 1166.50100 3465.22600 16168.2400
323 491.130000 231.927000 4.80603000 75.9o30400 203.803000 155.161000 546.191000 827.103000 6317.94100
320 117.915000 230.582000 5.588OOOOO 86.3020000 136.265000 168.719000 303.222000 1187.5C800 5021.20100
331 0100.19100 8*o0.249000 19.2590000 202.288000 204.o61000 142.040000 1510.16700 2326.00600 10939.2260
132 79.1530000 527.330000 1.79600000 121.051000 174.267000 20.201000 a1.751000 0.0 3540.24000
301 564.119000 1068.51300 35.7750000 206.064000 211.096000 201.315000 2321.40200 3o90.95700 15891.5010
342 110.421000 153.549000 52.1880000 50.3760000 80.9510000 200.319000 231.52.000 301.971000 3119.26100
35A 2817.43000 3473.19800 481.231000 853.10#000 1646.40900 1729.64100 3•o0.66gOO 2611.40800 03266.0190
35 28309.3980 7753.37600 084.2S2000 124S.01700 3306.10300 1556.10100 i0119.01l1 35892.2820 14603S.482
3M5 313.106000 316.102000 02.9800000 1OS.103000 272.091000 107.12000 089.511000 1639.85700 7116.61600
361 512.708000 6 5P.73100O 06.S630000 129.692000 255.595000 176.9SD000 031.715000 1001.5700 7626.03300
362 6S.5230000 2%9.395000 18.3980000 57.7320000 117.234000 94.S130000 204.295000 217.180000 2195.79800
311 %38.131000 141.36500 206.346000 471.204000 990.226000 521.4811000 1.52.61600 2436.00000 21111.56q0
372 5546.18710 1Ob4.34000 61.0080000 441.81a000 622.543000 20..074000 2681.56600 53S.30700 28781.0710
381 228.009000 1149.71500 110.922000 4%9.36o000 564.760000 366.018000 910.371000 1576.89000 12618.8380
382 1937.18100 3169.18800 395.6%2000 1328.20400 2510.11200 1257.46400 5370.715C. 7158.65600 55703.0750
383 1072.40•00 2268.23800 196.080000 643.320000 1338.20400 830.391000 198S. IS900 1019.16900 30915.6750
384 848.967000 2890.10200 506.182000 2u03.90500 1972.50800 1202.59100 3186.98200 12619.7730 59989.8230
18A 2409.51000 2391.35000 108.040000 5*0.792000 1148.03500 2339.02300 56a1.26S00 23907.3710 5983S.2300
sji 64504.6780 39452.4610 3271.06500 11105.2640 19164.1640 14762.7650 SS560.560 121709.152 65S003.503



Table C.4
Employment by ISIC Sector

in the Major Industrialized Countries. 1976
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TABLE C. 5

POST-KENNEDY ROUND BASE RATE TARIFFS ON INDUSTRIAL PRODUCTS BY ISIC SECTOR
IN THE M4AYR INDUSTRIALIZED COUNTRIES

(PER CENT; WEIGHTED BY "WORLD* I"IPORTS, EXCLUDING PETROLEUM)

kLA+ kTA BLX CND+ DEN FIN FR

17.9 18.4 9.9 15.8
61.0 37.2 16.7 25.3
17.2 6.0 4.0 8.9
33.8 25.2 12.1 24.2
13.9 4.9 3.2 3.2
41.1 22.6 8.5 19.3
8.4 12.0 7.5 8.8
7.7 3.4 2.4 7.2
6.5 7.3 11.3 7.6

12.6 15.0 5.6 11.8
11.4 8.8 5.4 8.3
14.9 18.2 9.8 13.1
9.5 7.1 6.8 7.0
3.6 3.4 2.5 1.6

25.8 17.7 7.8 13.7
13.6 10.7 6.4 7.8
19.9 18.4 9.9 13.6
19.7 19.1 9.4 5.7
9.0 10.6 7.9 7.2

GFR IRE IT

9.9 19.9 9.9 9.9 9.9
16.7 37.7 16.7 16.7 16.7
4.0 9.9 4.0 4.0 4.0

12.1 17.3 12.1 12.1 12.1
3.2 1.4 3.2 3.2 3.2
8.5 8.7* 8.5 8.5 8.5
7.5 4.6 7.5 7.5 7.5
2.4 0.9 2.4 2.4 2.4

11.3 2.8 11.3 11.3 11.3
5.6 13.8 5.6 5.6 5.6
5.4 7.4 5.4 5.4 5.4
9.8 21.2 9.8 9.8 9.8
6.8 5.1 6.8 6.8 6.8
2.5 0.6 2.5 2.5 2.5
7.8 9.4 7.8 7.8 7.8
6.4 8.6 6.4 6.4 6.4
9.9 11.0' 9.9 9.9 9.9
9.4 6.0* 9.4 9.4 9.4
7.9 8.5 7.9 7.9 7.9

JPN+ NL NZ

9.9 7.2 9.9 13.7 11.0
16.7 13.7 16.7 69.2 22.6
4.0 8.7 4.0 18.2 4.3

12.1 15.5 12.1 42.9 24.5
3.2 3.6 3.2 10.4 1.6
8.5 7.9 8.5 45.3 7.6
7.5 5.6 7.5 12.7 2.0
2.4 0.4 2.4 5.6 2.0

11.3 7.1 11.3 13.5 8.5
5.6 5.6 5.6 8.9 5.8
5.4 3.3 5.4 20.7 3.0
9.8 8.3 9.8 19.7 9.1
6.8 6.2 6.8 6.8 2.4
2.5 3.8 2.5 2.5 0.7
7.8 6.7 7.8 32.2 7.1
6.4 7.3 6.4 28.3 8.3
9.9 6.8 9.9 22.7 9.1
9.4 5.8 9.4 31.8 6.9
7.9 7.1 7.9 17.9 6.6

NOR SWD SWZ UK

8.6 8.3 9.9
14.4 15.4 16.7

3.4 1.7 4.0
13.7 12.6 12.1
0.7 3.8 3.2
5.2 13.7 8.5
1.9 7.0 7.5
0.2 1.2 2.4
6.3 1.2 11.3
5.4 1.6 5.6
3.2 3.3 5.4
8.8 4.4 9.8
5.1 1.8 6.8
0.5 2.5 2.5
5.6 4.1 7.8
4.9 1.7 6.4
7.2 1.9 9.9
7.5 6.3 9.4
4.6 2.1 7.?

ALL 15.3 13.3 8.2 8.9 8.2 8.5 8.2 8.2 8.2 8.2 6.7 8.2 21.9 7.3 5.7 3.8 8.2

*ESTIMATED FROM INCOMPLETE DATA.
+PREVAILING RATES, WHICH INCLUDE UNILATERAL REDUCTIONS IN POST-KENNEDY ROUND TARIFF RATES.

SOURCE: BASED ON DATA SUPPLIED BY STR.

321
322
323
324
331
332
341
342
35.A
355
364
362
371
372
381
382
383
384
38A

US ALL

14.8
26.9

4.1
8.8
2.5
7.4
1.7
0.9
7.5
4.5
7.1

11.8
5.6
1.6
8.3
5.4
6.9
3.6
8.2

6.7

11.9
25.4

6.4
17.5

4.0
13.7

6.9
2.7
8.8
7.2
6.6

11.5
6.2
2.3

10.7
8.2

10.9
10.4

8.1

9.1



TABLE C.6

4TN OFFER RATE TARIFFS ON INDUSTRIAL PRODUCTS BY ISIC SECTOR
IN THE MAJOR INDUSTRIALIZED COUNTRIES

(PER CENT; WEIGHTED BY 'WORLD' IMPORTS, EXCLUDING PETROLEUM)

kLA+ ATA BLX CND+ DEN FIN FR GFR IRE IT JPN+ NL NZ NOR SWiD SWZ UK

7.2 18.5 7.2
13.3 35.8 13.3
2.2 7.2 2.2

12. 1 17.2 12.1
2.5 1.1 2.5
5.6 5.5' 5.6
5.5 2.6 5.5
1.6 0.5 1.6
7.8 1.6 7.8
3.8 13.6 3.8
3.9 6.3 3.9
7.6 16., 7.6
5.3 4.1 5.3
2.1 0.4 2.1
5.4 7.7 5.4
4.4 5.6 4.4
7.9 6.0* 7.9
7.4 3.8* 7.4
4.9 5.8 4.9

kLL 14.8 10.3 6.0 6.4 6.0 6.4 6.0

7.2
13.3
2.2

12.1
2.5
5.6
5.5
1.6
7.8
3.8
3.9
7.6
5.3
2.1
5.4
4.4
7.9
7.4
4.9

7.2
13.3

2.2
12.1

2.5
5.6
5.5
1.6
7.8
3.8
3.9
7.6
5.3
2.1
5.4
4.4
7.9
7.4
4.9

7.2 7.0 7.2 12.6
13.3 13.7 13.3 69.1
2.2 8.7 2.2 18.2

12.1 15.3 12.1 38.9
2.5 3.3 2.5 10.2
5.6 5.2 5.6 44.9
5.5 4.2 5.5 12.1
1.6 0.2 1.6 5.6
7.8 5.6 7.8 9.4
3.8 3.9 3.8 8.9
3.9 2.5 3.9 17.2
7.6 5.5 7.6 16.9
5.3 4.9 5.3 6.6
2.1 3.4 2.1 1.7
5.4 4.9 5.4 29.1
4.4 4.5 4.4 23.2
7.9 4.4 7.9 21.3
?.4 2.6 7.4 31.7
4.9 5.2 4.9 16.9

6.0 6.0 6.0 4.8 6.0 20.1

9.3 7.9 6.7 7.2
21.3 14.2 12.3 13.3
3.8 2.8 1.3 2.2

21.7 13.6 9.3 12.1
1.1 0.5 2.6 2.5
5.1 3.9 9.2 5.6
1.5 1.6 4.4 5.5
1.9 0.2 0.9 1.6
5.9 4.7 0.9 7.8
5.1 5.1 1.4 3.8
2.7 2.6 2.3 3.9
7.4 6.7 3.1 7.6
1.8 4.0 1.5 5.3
0.6 0.4 1.4 2.1
4.8 4.1 3.0 5.4
5.1 3.5 1.5 4.4
7.2 4.5 1.5 7.9
4.4 4.6 5.6 7.4
5.4 3.4 1.5 4.9

5.4 4.3 3.0 6.0

*ESTIMATED FROM INCOMPLETE DATA.
+PREVhILING RATES, WHICH INCLUDE UNILATERAL REDUCTIONS IN POST-KENNEDY ROUND TARIFF RATES.

SOURCE: BASED ON DATA SUPPLIED BY STR.

a 0

321
322
323
324
331
332
341
342
3 54
355
364
362
371
372
381
382
383
384
384

17.7 15.4
61.0 37.1
13.1 5.1
33.8 24.8
12.8 3.9
31.4 21.8
8.4 10.1
7.7 2.1
5.9 4.4

10.4 10.5
11.2 5.6
14.9 13.1
9.5 6.6
3.3 2.6

25.4 10.0
13.3 6.3
19.9 15.0
18.9 16.2
8.9 7.1

7.2 13.5
13.3 24.2
2.2 6.7

12. 1 21.6
2.5 1.8
5.6 14.2
5.5 5.0
1.6 1.6
7.8 7.2
3.8 6.4
3.9 5.6
7.6 8.8
5.3 5.6
2.1 1.6
5.4 8.4
4.4 5.2
7.9 6.1
7.4 4.2
4.9 4.3

US ALL

9.6
21.7

2.8
8.7
1.3
3.8
0.7
0.5
4.9
2.7
4.4
7.9
4.2
1.0
4.9
3.4
4.4
2.2
4.2

4.3

9.8
23.2

4.8
16.8
3.3

10.5
5.3
1.9
6.3
5.5
5.1
9.0
5.1
1.8
8.1
5.9
8.5
8.5
5.7

7.1

1 vP
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Table C.7

Indexes of Montariff Restrictions by ISIC Sector
in the Major Industrialized Countries

1
310
321
322
323
326
331
332
361
362
3SA
351
355
364
362
371
372
3]1
382
383
366
38S

1
310
321
322
323
329
331
332
361
312
35A
353
355
364
362
"171
372
381
382
363
386
381

&nSTItAL
0. 06600003
O. 15099990

0.21979990
0.54219990
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0669999g
0. 33899999
0.0
0. 10299119
0.0
0.0
0.0
o.0 3700000
0.0
0.05Iq1919
0.20999994
0.0o 100001

JAPAN
0.60199996
0.46700001
0.53999996
0.65969998
0.14200002
0.47399991
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.06199998
0.R8300002
0.0
0.15100002
0.0
0.0
0. J5699g99
0.0
0. 2R200001
0.35200000
0.0

A&ISTI I&
0. 32999996
O. Wisqggl
0. 1632q991
0.19329995
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.11694499
0.03399991
0.0
0.00099999
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0199999o
0.0

EtlZI
0.05400002
0.01•3q699
0.120491g96
0.27729996
0.0
0.92600000
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.00099qq9
0. 11600000
0.0
0. 10q99999
0.0
O.0o999g96
0.0
0.09500003
0.0
0.0
0.0

0.07300001 0.000l)0002 0.01100001 0.0

VLG 61-|
0.05600002
0.019q9q99
0.15300"95
0.12099107
0.0
0.92600000
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0. 00099499
0.11600000
0.0
0.16899999
0.0
0. 0999996
0.0
0.09500003
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.00800002

IrV Z1A!.
0.08600003
0.15899494
0.38729096
0.29039997
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0669q991
0.33Rq9999
0.0
0.10299999
0.0
0.0
0.1
0.03700000
0.0
0.05199999
0.20qqq999

0.0
0. 16000003
0.17329997
0.53169998
0.0
0.6 1079993
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.00700003
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.09700000
0. 31200001
0.0

3OV3£
0. 38699999
0.6 1500001
0.0968999%
0.25130000
0.0
0.91900003
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.17799997
0.0
0.613000002
0.06900001
0.0
0.0
U.0
0.03299099
0.0
0.00800002
0.0

D0IIN AFE
0.02200001
0.07300001
0.20259994
0.33669997
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
"0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.09999996
0.0
0.o0100001
0.0
0.8
0.0
0.0

S3n0|
0.03200001
0. 15694999
O. Iq559997
0. 09149996
0.0
0.87699997
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.00999919
0.0
0.0
0.06600001
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0

FIOLIAD
0.03200001
0.15699996
0.16729999
0.3%619996
0.0
0.17699997
0.0
0.0
0.6
0.0
0.00999999
0.0
0.0
0.06%00001
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.03299999
0.0
0.23500001
0.0
0.0

SlITZRP
0.69000000
0.71%99991
0.2%069999
0.22380000
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.16900003
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.00800002
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.00900000

rlANC!
0. 12900000
0.30100000
0.239o0000
0. 33269995
0.0
0.24869996
0.0
0.0
0.06000000
0. 25999999
0.06500002
0.92900002
0.0
0. 26600000
0.0
0.09999996
0.0
0.03200001
0.0
0.0
0.07000001
0.21199999

U. K.
0.06600003
0.0%600003
0. 36909997
0.60079999
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.06699997
0.01300001
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.09999996
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.09759998
0.0
0.0

G3lnAll
0.11000001
0.20599947
0.30039996
0. 499369999
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.51599996
0.0
0.01999996
0.0
0.09999996
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.00700003
0.0
0.0

0. S.
0.016 00000
0.915600000
0.911319996
0.66059995
0.0
0.51159996
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.60600001
0.0
0.56199996
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.09999996
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.00319998
0.01600001
0.00500000

1I8LAqO0.03700000
0.056000003
0.13499999
0.06180000
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.15200006
0.0
0.0
0.09999996
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.00599998
0.%60699990
0.0

ITALI0.0200000
0.1I699993
0.33619997
0.33169993
0.0
0.69599990
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0. 13200003
0.0
0.33200002
0.13700002
0.0
0. 0o949996
0.0
0.06599990
0. 16200000
0.33099911
0.73799994
0. 10299999

0 0



TIBLE C.8

TARIFF REDUCTIONS AS PROPOIRTIOS OF 1+T

1 310 321 322 323 321 331 332 341 342 351

ALA -0.023 -0.017 -0.C02 0.0 -0.003 0.0 -0.010 -0.063 0.0 0.0 -0.000

ATA -0.013 -0.001 -0.021 -0.001 -0.013 -0.006 -0.010 -0.007 -0.031 -0.009 -0.031

CUD -0.012 -0.007 -0.019 -0.010 -0.018 -0.021 -0.025 -0.0'43 -0.016 -0.041 -0.000

BC

BLI -0.019 -0.022 -0.021 -0.028 -0.015 0.0 -0.008 -0-027 -0.022 -0.009 -0.032

DEN -0.021 -0.023 -0.030 -0.027 -0.017 0.0 -0.010 -0.027 -0.026 -0.015 -0.030

Fit -0.018 -0.021 -0.C23 -0.030 -0.016 -0.002 -0.009 -0.027 -0.020 -0.012 -0.030

GF3 -0.026 -0.019 -0.026 -0.029 -0.018 0.0 -0.010 -0.027 -0.018 -0.012 -0.032

IRE -0.019 -0.025 -0.C26 -0.027 -0.034 0.0 -0.007 -0.026 -0.026 -0.009 -0.028

IT -0.022 -0.018 -o.o1e -0.029 -0.010 -0.004 -0.002 -0.027 -0.011 -0.009 -0.033

11L -0.018 -0.021 -0.030 -0.028 -0.021 0.0 -0.008 -0.027 -0.020 -0.013 -0.034

01 -0.017 -0.025 -0.023 -0.031 -0.016 0.0 -0.009 -0.027 -0.016 -0.012 -0.031

F1l -0.011 -0.006 -0.013 -0.012 -0.029 -0.001 -0.001 -0.029 -0.032 -0.007 -0.013

JPs 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 -0.006 0.0 -0.025 0.0 -0.001 -0.013

HZ -0.009 -0.002 -0.017 -0.001 0.0 -0.024 -0.003 -0.014 -0.003 0.0 -0.017

101 -0.002 -0.005 -0.025 -0.009 -0.008 -01.023 -0.004 -0.023 -0.010 0.0 -0.018

SiD -0.003 0.0 -0.005 -0.002 -0.008 -0.001 -0.002 -0.013 -0.006 0.0 -0.011

SuZ 0.0 -0.001 -0.015 -0.027 -0.007 -0.030 -0.017 -0.035 -0.022 -0.002 -0.002

as -0.004 -0.015 -o.oeS -0.000 -0.013 0.0 -0.018 -0.037 -0.003 -0.004 -0.013

a



a a

TAB L C. 8 count. )

35B 355 361 362 371 372 381 382 383 386 38A

ALA 0.0 -0.023 -O.CC1 0.0 0.0 -0.010 -0.003 -0.003 0.0 -0.007 -0.002

ATA -0.008 -0.041 -0.028 -0.039 -0.004 -0.011 -0.075 -0.040 -0.034 -0.019 -0.04

CID 0.0 -0.049 -0.C28 -0.037 -0.012 0.0 -0.049 -0.015 -0.063 -0.008 -0.031

BLI 0.0 -0.019 -O.C14 -0.017 -0.014 -0.003 -0.021 -0.020 -0.020 -0.029 -0.021

DEN 0.0 -0.022 -0.016 -0.020 -0.016 -0.014 -0.022 -0.019 -0.020 -0.012 -0.035

FR 0.0 -0.016 -0.021 -0.022 -0.016 -0.005 -0.022 -0.019 -0.019 -0.022 -0.035

GFR 0.0 -0.018 -0.017 -0.021 -0.015 -0.006 -0.023 -0.020 -0.017 -0.020 -0.032

IRE 0.0 -0.018 -0.C14 -0.020 -0.015 -0.014 -0.021 -0.017 -0.021 -0.016 -0.062

IT 0.0 -0.012 -0.005 -0.018 -0.011 -0.004 -0.023 -0.019 -0.017 -0.017 -0.033

ML 0.0 -0.019 -0.011 -0.016 -0.014 -0.007 -0.022 -0.020 -0.020 -0.017 -0.032

OK 0.0 -0.012 -0.CC8 -0.023 -0.015 -0.003 -0.022 -0.021 -0.017 -0.019 -0.018

Fi 0.0 -0.03a4 -0.C09 -0.025 -0.014 -0.006 -0.017 -0.024 -0.065 -0.021 -0.047

JPN -0.006 -0.0041 -0.C01 -0.022 -0.005 0.0 -0.016 -0.063 -0.029 -0.042 -0.013

NZ 0.0 0.0 -0.01C -0.016 -0.008 -0.068 -0.025 -0.047 -0.012 -0.006 -0.019

NOR 0.0 -0.007 -0.006 -0.023 -0.005 -0.002 -0.018 -0.033 -0.016 -0.013 -0.016

SID 0.0 -0.004 -0.003 -0.020 -0.010 -0.002 -0.012 -0.013 -0.023 -0.029 -0.016

suz 0.0 -0.003 -0.010 -0.013 -0.006 -0.018 -0.010 -0.003 -0.004 -0.006 -0.006

0.0 -0.011 -0.035 -0.041 -0.011 -0.OOS -0.025 -0.016 -0.021 -0.008 -0.033

a &

us



TABLE C.9

POST-iKENSEDT BOONC BASI RATE TARIFFS 01 INDOSrIIAL PRODUCTS BT ISIC SECTOR
Il THE MAJOR INDUSTRIALIZED COUNTRIES

(PER CE•T; WEIGHTED BY OUM-CCONIPT IMPORTS FROM CTHZU INDUStI[AL[ZED COUuTRIES, PICLUDIIG PET3OLIOI)

ALA* ATA BLI CID* DEN iris to GFR 1II IT JPOO IL NZ sOn SvD S91 UK us ILL

14.-5 19.6 10.1 19.5
61.5 36.0 16.7 25.2
24.4 8.5 3.7 6.3
3J. 9 24.1 11.4 24.7

8.S 7.9 3.6 4.8
j9.0J 22.9 8.5 19.4

D.d 16.8 9.3 11.9
1. 9 2.4 2.4 5.6
6.5 8.4 12.3 7.9

11.0 Ib. 5 b.3 13.4
II.j 13.5 5.5 9.6

14.7 17.2 9.9, 11.2
13.9 b 3 Z 6.9

5.: 6.1 32 2.2
23.d 19.4 7.7 14.0
14.1 13.S 6.1 6.1
21.4 18.5 9.6 12.8
2-'.1 24.9 11.1 2.1
13.6 13.8 5.8 8.6

ALL 15.9 15.9 8.7 6.8

12.1 25.1 11.1 11.6
16.2 37.2 1f.7 16.9
2.0 12.8 ;.8 4.5

11.3 17.7 11.5 11.8
4.5 i.e 4.3 4.8
8.4 8.7* E.5 8.5

10.8 8.0 7.9 7.2
4.8 1.e 3.5 3.4

12.2 3.4 11.7 12.1
6.9 14.6 6.4 6.5
6.8 3.! .6 5.9
9.6 27.1 9.7 10.0
7.2 5.6 6.7 6.4
8.4 1.7 I.e 3.5
7.9 9.7 7.8 7.9
6.4 8.7 E.4 6.5
9.3 11.00 9.7 10.1
8.4 6.0* 1C.2 10.1

10.0 18.6 9.9 9.6

8.9 9.e f.e 9.0

11.0
16.4
5.2

11.9
3.3
8.5

10.9
2.4

11.2
6.4
6.3
9.6
7.5
8.2
7.6
6.1
9.4

12.0
11.2

8.5
16.6

1.0
11.2

1.2
8.5
3.7
2.7

12.1
5.2
3.8
9.7
4.7
3.3
7.9
6.5
9.9

10.8
9.4

2.3
14.4
1.5

16.8
0.2
7.8
2.0
0.1
6.4
5.1
0.9
7.6
2.4
1.3
6.9
9.1
7.o
6.8
6.7

12.1
16.8
%.5

11.3
3.9
8.5
8.5
3.6

12.3
6.6
4.4
9.3
7.1
5.2
7.0
6.4
9.3

11.0
9.2

15.6
52.7
16. 4
44.7
11.1
38.2
20.9

1.2
10.8
12.0
13..5
13.7

6.0
9.o3

23..3
28.3
21.0
28.9
19.7

15.6
22.9

&,.7
25.0

1.9
7.6
3.3
4.4
9.5
7.6
2.9

10.3
2.2
1.4
6.3
8.8
8.6
3.7
8.7

11.3
14.4

3.7
13.7

0.9
5.5
3.1
0.2
6.5
6.8
3.1
9.2
5.0
1. 1
5.3
4.9
7.0
6.6
6.0

9.9
15.3

2.6
12.5

5.4
13.1
6.6
0.9
1.2
2.0
3.5
%.5
2.1
3.8
3.8
1.5
2.0
6.7
1.6

10.1
16.6
2.5

12.7
4.2
8.5
6.8
3.6

12.0
5.3
3.5

10.3
6.4
2.6
8.0
6.4
9.8
9.,
6.0

18.7
26.2

3.6
8.9
1.3
9.80
0.3
1. 1
4.1
5.4

10.1
10.6

5.0
1.5
7.3
5.0
6.7
3.2
7.5

9.5 8.0 4.5 9.3 19.2 6.9 6.4 3.9 7.7 5.4

*$SiATED FRO INCONPLETI DATA.
*PRE•AILING RATES. HUTCH INCLUDE 1ILIAEDIL REDUCTOIOS 1I POST-KUU5D0 BO0O0 TARIFF RATES.
S1UiCE: BASED OG DATA SUPPLIED BY SIR.

a 0

J21

324
331
332
34 1
344
iSA
J55
6bA

362
371
J72
381
382
383
384
38A

12.1
19.0

3.6
13.0

2.6
10.3

5.8
3.0
9.9
7.3
6.3

10.4
5.9
2.9
8.9
6.1
9.8
7.7
8.0

7.9



&a a

TABLE C.10

POST-KENNEDY ROUND BASE RATE TARIFFS ON INDUSTRIAL PRODUCTS BY ISIC SECTOR
IN THE MAJOR INDUSTRIALIZED COUNTRIES

(PER CENT; WEIGHTED SY OWN-COUNTRY IMPORTS FROM NON-INDUSTRIALIZED COUNTRIES, EXCLUDING PETROLEUM)

MlA+ ATA BLX CN8+ DEN FIN FR GFR IRE IT JPN+ NL NZ NOR SWD SWZ UK US ALL

15.8
62.5
27.5
33.8
13.9
41.7
23.9

0.6
2.9
4.0
8.8

14.1
9.3
1.4

24.9
12.4
24.2
12.0

5.7

14.5
37.5
11.0
23.9
1.5

23. 3
8.5
1. 3
4.1
3.0
2.5

21.1
2.6
1.5

18.8
11.4
21.4
16.1
11.5

6.0
17.0

6.8
11.3

2.0
8.5
7.6
3.3
5.2
5.6
2.2

10.2
5.9
0.1
9.0
6.2
9.3

10.
1.6

15.6
25.2
17.0
24.2
10.0
19.4

7. 1
11.5

7.3
5.0
7.4

13.5
4.7
0.4

1f.2
6.2

13.4
6.3
5.5

11.9
16.8

7.3
12.0
4.0
8.4
9.9
0.9
7.7
3.8
4.6

11.2
7.2
2.6
8.4
6.6
9.5
9.6
9.8

18.9
37.3
11.7
17.0

0.1
8.7*
7.8
0.7
0.4
6.2
5.8

12.6
6.2
0.3
7.9
8.1

11.0'
6.0*

13.5

5.4
16.8

4.0
11.2
2.4
8.5
3.4
1.4
3.9
1.5
3.4

11.0
6.5
0.7
8.1
6.8

10.6
10.7

6.7

7.1
16.8
5.7

11 3
2.4
8.5
5.7
1.5
7.2
2.2
3.1

11.1
6.1
0.5
8.6
7.3

1c.8
7.2
7.4

8.2
16.7

6.9
11.8
2.7
8.5
7.4
3.5
4.9
1.7
2.4
7.6
7.3
2.5
8.5
6.4

10.6
14.0
11.8

5.3
16.5
2.7

10.1
0.9
8.5
3.7
2.8
7.5
1.3
1.4
9.1
4.8
0.9
8.2
6.9

10.1
8.0
8.9

3.9
13.5
7.9

16.1
0.3
7.9
2.6
0.3
4.6
0.5
0.3
7.2
4.7
0.8
7.0
9.2
7.5
0.9
4.5

9.2
16.8

7.1
10.9
2.7
8.5
6.7
2. 3
7.2
3.0
4.4

10.1
6.2
0.9
8.1
6.5
9.6
7.5
4.6

12.0
65.6
10.9
42.4
10.9
46.4
21.0

0.8
1.7
1.6

17.5
37.2

1.0
4.1

47.2
18.7
22.0

7.5
3.2

14.4
22.6

6.4
23.6

3.4
7.8
2.9
2.0
0.5
4.1
2.2

15.3
1.0
0.2
5.8
9.0
8.9
0.6

12.1

9.2
14.4
6.1

13.9
0.7
5.2
2.7
0.0
2.5
3.8
2.6

10.0
2.8
0.2
5.2
4.5
7.2
3.5
6.5

3.1
15.8

3.2
11.8

3.2
14.0

6.9
0.7
0.8
1.3
3.0
4.3
2.0
7.3
4.6
2.4
2.0
7.1
0.8

7.5
17.1

3.0
12.1
3.5
8.5
2.0
1. 1
6.5
1.3
1.6

10.8
6.0
0.7
8.7
6.4

11.6
7.7
2.2

8.5
27.4

6.5
9.0
9.7
9.8*
5.0
0.9
2.3
1.0
5.8

11.3
3.2
0.9
7.8
5.0
6.5
5.0
"7.4

ALL 16.6 10.6 3.3 12.3 9.8 8.0 5.7 7.4 7.6 4.5 3.1 7.4 12.1 6.5 6.5 4.0 5.2 8.4

*ESTIMATED FROM INCOMPLETE DATA.
+PREVAILING RATES, WHICH INCLUDE UNILATERAL

SOURCE: BASED ON DATA SUPPLIED BY STR.
REDUCTIONS IN POST-KENNEDY ROUND TARIFF RATES.

7.2
21. i

5.6
11.8

2.4
10.0

4.6
1.3
4.9
1.6
3.2

11.2
5.0
0.7

10.1
6.7
8.2
7.2
6.0

6.7

321
322
323
324
331
332
341
342
35A
355
36A
362
371
372
381
382
383
384
38A

"b.



TABLE C.11

nTN OFFER RATE TARIFFS 03 INDUSTRIAL PIODOCTS BS ISIC SECTOR
13 THE BAJOR INDUSTRIALIZED COUNTRIES

(PER CENT; WEIGHTED BT O1l-CCOTIIT IMPORTS FROR OTHER INDUSTRIALIZED COUNTRIES, SICLODIIG FETROLtIU)

ALA* ATA ELI CUD* DER Frll Ft Gri ltR IT J P8 IL IZ NOR SeI SEi at

24.2 16.5 7.7 17.1
b1.5 35.9 13.8 23.9
18.1 7.0 2.1 8.8
3.L 9 23.8 11.3 22.2
7.8 6.2 2.8 2.6

3O.$ 22.1 5.6 18.3
b.8 12.8 6.9 6.7
1.9 1.5 1.5 1.0
6.1 8.9 8.2 7.5

13.7 11.2 8.2 7.5
11.7 6.9 3.9 6.5
14.7 12.5 8.0 7.2
10.9 6.4 8.6 5.5
8.4 8.7 2.7 2.2

13.5 10.8 S.8 8.5
14.0 6.8 4.3 8.5
21.4 18.5 7.8 5.9
21.3 22.5 7.9 1.6
10.4 8.7 3.8 5.1

8.7 23.3 (.3 8.8 8.1 6.8 2.3 8.7 13.0 12.0 10.6 7.9 7.g 12.1
13.0 35.6 13.2 13.4 13.2 13.1 14.8 13.5 52.5 21.7 18.2 12.3 13.1 20.5

1.2 9.5 1.0 2.3 1.9 O.S 1.5 2.1 16&8 5.9 3.0 2.0 1.0 2.5
11.3 17.6 11.8 11.7 11.9 10.9 16.8 11.3 81.5 22.9 13.7 9.0 12.6 8.9

3.5 1.8 3.3 3.7 2.5 0.9 0.2 3.1 10.8 1.5 0.0 3.8 3.3 0.6
5.5 5.5* 5.6 5.6 5.7 5.6 5.1 5.7 35.5 5.1 8.0 9.2 5.6 8.80
7.9 8.5 5.8 5.3 8.1 2.6 2.0 6.3 20.5 2.2 2.• 8.3 5.1 0.1
3.1 1.1 2.3 2.2 1.5 1.7 0.1 2.3 1.2 8.3 0.2 0.7 2.3 0.7
8.6 1.9 F.2 8.3 8.0 8.3 5.0 8.4 8.8 7.8 5.0 0.9 8.2 2.5
8.6 18.2 8.3 8.8 8.3 3.6 3.6 8.8 12.0 6.9 6.8 1.7 3.6 3.7
5.1 2.6 5.1 8.0 8.7 3.2 0.7 3.3 12.3 2.3 2.7 2.5 2.6 6.0
7.3 23.9 1.3 7.8 7.8 7.6 S.0 7.5 11.9 7.7 7.0 3.1 7.8 6.1
5.5 8.2 !.0 8.7 S.9 3.5 2.0 5.6 5.2 1.7 8.0 1.7 8.8 3.8
6.9 1.2 3.9 2.9 6.6 2.8 1.2 8.3 8.1 1.2 0.9 2.2 2.2 0.9
5.5 7.6 ! 4 5.5 5.3 5.5 5.1 5.8 19.2 8.8 8.0 2.8 5.5 8.8
8.8 6.1 8.8 8.5 8.3 8.5 8.8 8.3 22.3 5.2 3.5 1.2 8.2 3.3
7.1 6.0* 7.7 8.2 7.2 7.9 8.2 7.0 19.5 6.9 8.5 1.6 7.9 8.3
7.1 3. es 7.9 7.8 10.1 8.9 1.6 9.1 28.1 2.8 5.3 6.1 7.3 2.5
6.1 12.8 6.0 5.8 6.5 S.9 5.0 5.5 17.8 7.3 8.6 1.2 3.7 4.0

ALL 15.5 12.8 6.2 8.7 6.5 7.3 (.3 6.8 7.0 5.8 3.0 6.8 16.9 5.1 8.9 3.1 5.5 3.8

*ELr1IArOD 11803 INCORPLETS DATA.
*PRr.YAILIlG BATES, VRIC8 INCLUDE GUILAIENAL REDUCTIONS I1 POST-KENiEDT B3OUD TARIFF RATES.
SOURCE: BASED O1 DATA SUPPLIED BT STR.

9.5
16.0

2.2
12.6

1.9
7.8
8.3
1.6
7.0
5.1
8.8
7.8
8.5
2.3
6.2
8.7
7.3
6.0
8.8

5.0

0

321
322
323
3&4
331
332
341
342
JSA
355
J6A
362
371
372
381
382
383
J388
.isA

uS ILL



a 0

TABLE C. 12

'4TN OFFER RATE TARIFFS ON INDUSTRIAL PRODUCTS BY ISIC SECTOR
IN THE 4AJOR INDUSTRIALIZED COUNTRIES

(PER CENT; WEIGHTED FJY OWN-COUNTRY I14PORTS FROM NON-INDUSTRIALIZED COUNTRIES, EXCLUDING PETROLEUM)

ALA+ ATA BLX CND+ DEN FIN FR GFR I RE IT JPN+ NL NZ NOR SWD SWZ UK US ALL

8.4 18.1 3.9
13.4 35.4 13.3
4.8 8.6 2.5

12.0 17.0 11.0
3.0 0.1 1.6
5.6 5.5' 5.6
7.5 4.4 2.5
0.5 0.4 0.9
5.8 0.3 2.9
2.5 6.1 1.0
3.3 5.3 2.3
9.1 9.3 9.1
5.7 4.1 4.9
2.1 0.2 0.6
5.7 6.0 5.4
4.6 5.6 4.8
7.6 6.0' 8.2
8.4 3.8* 8.8
5.9 9.8 4.2

ALL 16.3 9.0 2.4 10.1 7.2 6.4 4.2

5.0 5.9
13.5 13.1
3.9 1.6

11.2 11.8
1.6 2.1
5.6 5.6
4.3 5.5
1.0 2.1
5.4 3.7
1.4 1.1
1.9 2.0
9.0 6.3
4.5 5.9
0.4 1.9
5.9 6.1
4.9 4.4
8.8 8.6
5.2 11.6
4.5 6.9

3.9
13.3

1.0
9.2
0.6
5.6
2.6
1.7
5.7
0.9
1.1
7.7
3.6
0.8
5.5
4.7
8.3
6.1
5.3

3.9 6.6 11.2 12.5
13.5 13.4 65.2 21.9
7.9 5.0 10.9 5.5

15.1 10.8 38.3 18.7
0.3 2.0 10.6 2.2
5.2 5.6 46.4 5.2
2.6 5.0 20.6 2.2
0.2 1.4 0.8 1.7
3.9 5.1 1.1 0.3
0.3 2.0 1.6 3.4
0.2 2.9 17.3 2.2
5.5 8.0 34.9 13.8
4.0 4.6 1.0 0.8
0.8 0.8 1.8 0.2
5.4 5.7 46.3 4.5
4.8 4.5 11.6 5.5
4.4 7.3 21.0 7.4
0.6 6.2 7.5 0.5
3.7 2.9 3.1 9.4

5.5 5.5 3.2 2.7 5.5 11.4 5.6

9.1 2.6
14.2 12.6

5.3 2.4
13.8 8.5
0.6 2.2
3.9 9.6
2.1 3.9
0.0 0.5
1.6 0.6
3.7 1.1
2.5 2.1
7.7 3.1
2.2 1.6
0.2 3.6
4.0 3.2
3.3 1.7
4.6 1.6
2.3 5.4
4.5 0.6

5.2 5.2
13.5 22.7
1.3 4.9

12.1 8.9
2.6 4.6
5.6 4.8'
1.5 2.6
0.7 0.5
4.4 1.3
0.8 0.7
1.3 3.3
8.8 6.8
4.3 2.5
0.6 0.6
6.5 4.8
3.6 3.3
9.7 4.5
5.0 2.2
1.3 4.0

5.6 3.1 3.8 5.8

*ESTI0AIED FROM INCOMPLETE DATA.
+PREVAILING RATES, WHICH INCLUDE UNILATERAL REDUCTIONS IN POST-KENNEDY ROUND TARIFF RATES.

SOURCE: BASED ON DATA SUPPLIED BY STR.

321
322
323
324
331
332
341
342
35A
355
36A
362
371
372
381
382
383
384
38A

15.5 12.7
62.5 37.4
22.5 10.1
33.8 22.9
13.0 1.0
32.2 22.5
23.7 7.7
0.6 0.8
2.8 2.8
3.3 2.1
8.8 1.7

14.1 17.6
9.3 2.4
1.3 1.3

24.5 11.9
11.9 7.1
24.2 18.3
10.2 11.9

5.7 8.5

4.5 14.4
13.5 24.1
5.0 14.8

11.3 21.6
1.5 5.6
5.6 14.3
5.6 4.2
1.9 2.8
3.8 5.9
3.6 1.9
1.6 5.1
8.5 7.3
4.3 4.2
0.1 0.4
6.3 9.8
4.0 3.2
7.2 4.1
7.4 3.5
0.9 3.7

"CJa

5.7
18.3

3.9
11.4

1.6
7.0
3.4
0.7
3.6
1.1
2.1
8.6
3.8
0.6
7.5
4.4
5.9
5.4
3.7

5.0



TABLE C.13

PERCENTAGE TARIFF REDUCTIONS ON INDUSTRIAL PRODUCTS OFFERED BY THE MAJOR
INDUSTRIALIZED COUNTRIES IN THE MTN, AS OF APRIL 15, 1979

(WEIGHTED BY OWN-COUNTRY IMPORTS FROM OTHER INDUSTRIALIZED COUNTRIES, EXCLUDING PETROLEUM)

ALA+ kTA BLX CND+ DEN FIN FR GFR IRE IT

1.2
0.0

22.5
0.0
8. 2

21.5
0.0
0.0
6.2

19.4
0.8
0.0
0.0

20. 0
1.3
1.4
0.0
4.1
1.9

15.8
0.3

17.6
2.9

21.S
3.5

23.8
37.5
41.7
32. 1
34.3
27.3
5.9

29.9
46.4
40.7
21.6

9.6
3-1.0

23.8
19.8
43.2

0.9
22.2
34.1
25.8
37.5
31.7
33.3
29.1
19.2
25.8
15.6
29.9
32.8
22.9
28.8
41.4

12.3
5.2

30.2
10.1
45.8
26. 3
43.7
82.1
5.1

44.0
32. 3
35.7
20. 3

0.0
39. 3
26.2
53.9
33. 3
40.7

28. 1
19.8
57.1

0.0
22.2
34.5
26.9
35.4
29.5
33.3
25.0
24.0
23.6
17.9
30.4
31.3
23.7
15.5
39.0

7.2 25.2
4.3 21.0

25.8 64.3
0.6 0.9

22.2 23.3
36.8' 34.1
43.8 26.6
38.9 34.3
44.1 29.9

2.7 32.8
25.7 32.9
11.8 24.7
25.0 25.4
29.4 18.8
19.6 30.8
29.9 31.3
45.5' 20.6
36.7' 22.5
31.2 39.4

27.6
20.7
48.9

0.8
22.9
34.1
26.4
35. 3
31.4
32. 3
32.2
22.0
26.6
17.1
30.4
30.8
18.8
22.8
39.6

26.4 24.7
19.5 21.1
63.5 50.0
0.0 2.7

24.2 25.0
32.9 34.1
25.7 29.7
37.5 37.0
28.6 31.4
32.8 30.8
25.4 15.8
22.9 21.6
21.3 25.5
19.5 15.2
30.3 30.4
29.5 30.8
23.4 20.2
15.8 17.6
42.0 37.2

ALL 2.7 22.1 28.5 30.9 26.2 26.2 27.8 28.2 26.3 26.7

JPN* NL NZ NOR SWD SWZ UK US ALL

0.0 28.1
0.0 19.6
0.0 53.3
2.4 0.0
0.0 20.5

34.6 32.9
0.0 25.9
0.0 36.1

21.9 31.7
29.4 33.3
22.2 25.0
34.2 19.4
16.7 21.1

7.7 17.3
26.1 30.8
51.6 32.8
43.2 24.7
76.5 17.3
25.4 40.2

16.7
0.4
0.0
7.2
2.7
7.1
1.9
0.0

18.5
0.0
8.9

13.1
13.3
55.9
17.6
21.2
7.1
2.8

11.7

23.1 6.2
5.2 1.4

11.9 18.9
8.4 0.0

21.1 11.1
32.9 27.3
33.3 22.6
2.3 0.0

22.1 23.1
9.2 5.9

20.7 12.9
25.2 23.9
22.7 20.0
14.3 18.2
30.2 24.5
40.9 28.6
19.8 35.7
35.1 38.4
16.1 23.3

20.2 24.8
19.6 21.1
23.1 60.0
28.0 0.8
37.0 21.4
29.8 34.1
34.8 25.0
22.2 36.1
25.0 31.7
15.0 32.1
28.6 25.7
31.1 24.3
19.0 25.0
42.1 15.4
26.3 31.3
20.0 34.4
20.0 19.4
9.0 22.3

25.0 38.3

35.3
21.8
30.6

0.0
53.8
51.0'
66.7
36.4
39.0
31.5
40.6
42.5
24.0
40.0
34.2
34.0
35.8
21.9
46.7

32.8 27.2 12.3 25.5 24.4 21.2 28.0 37.2

21.3
15.8
38.4

3.2
26.6
28.6
26.8
47.9
29.0
30.0
29.8
24.3
23.5
19.3
30.8
30.4
25.8
21.1
39.5

27.2

"ESTIMATED FROM INCOMPLETE DATA.
+USING PREVAILING RATES, WHICH INCLUDE UNILATERAL REDUCTIONS IN POST-KENNEDY ROUND TARIFF RATES.

SOURCE: BASED ON DATA SUPPLIED BY STR.

I 0

321
322
323

324
331
332
341
342
354,
.,55
361.
362
371
372
381

382
383
384
38k

0 9
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TABLE C. 14

PELR'ENTGE TARIFF RED2tTI•NS oN INDUSTRIAL PRODUCTS OFFERED BY THE MAJOR
INDUSTRIALIZED .OuNTRIES IN TPE MTN, AS OF APRIL 15, 1979

,WEI,3H.'ED 3Y I'.-COLNTRY IMPJRTS FRO)M NON-INDUSTRIALIZED COCNrRIES, EXCLUDING PETROLEUM)

AL;. AT BILX 'ND+ DEN FIN FR GFR I "E IT JPN+ NL NZ NOR SoiD SWZ UK US ALL

3?J 1.9 12.1 25.0 7.7 29.4 4.2 27.8 29.6 28.0 26.4 0.0 28.3 6.7 13.2 1.1 16.1 30.7 38.8 20.7
0. . 0.3 20.6 4.4 20.2 5.1 20.8 19.6 21.6 19.4 0.0 20.2 0.6 3.1 1.4 20.3 21.1 17.2 14.9

:3 "8.5 8.2 26.5 12.9 34.2 26.5 37.5 31.6 76.8 63.0 0.0 29.6 0.0 14.1 13.1 25.0 56.7 24.6 28.9
34 0.0 4.2 0.0 10.7 0.0 0.0 1.8 0.9 0.0 8.9 6.2 0.9 Q.7 20.8 0.7 28.0 0.0 1.1 3.2
331 6.5 33.3 25.0 44.0 25.0 0.0 33.3 33.3 22.2 33.3 0.0 25.9 2.8 35.3 14.3 31.3 25.7 52.6 33.5
332 22.8 3.4 34.1 26.3 33.3 36.8* 34.11 34.1 34.1 34.1 34.2 34.1 0.0 33.3 25.C 31.4 34.1 51.0' 29.7
341 0.8 9.4 26.3 40.8 24.2 43.6 26.5 24.6 25.7 29.7 0.0 25.4 1.9 24.1 22.2 43.5 25.0 48.0 27.6
342 0.0 38.5 42.4 75.7 44.4 42.9 35.7 33.3 40.0 39.3 33.3 39.1 0.0 15.0 0.0 28.6 36.4 44.4 43.2
S5-A 3.4 31.7 26.9 19.2 24.7 25.0 25.6 25.0 24.5 24.0 15.2 29.2 35.3 40.0 36.0 25.0 32.3 43.5 26.5
355 17.5 30.0 35.7 62.0 34.2 1.6 33.3 36.4 35.3 30.8 40.0 33.3 0.0 17.1 2.6 15.4 38.5 30.0 33.9
36A 0.0 32.0 27.3 31.1 28.3 8.6 32.4 38.7 16.7 21.4 33.3 34.1 1.1 0.0 3.8 30.0 18.8 43.1 33.4
.62 0.0 16.6 16.7 45.9 18.8 26.2 17.3 18.9 17.1 15.4 23.6 20.8 6.2 9.8 23.0 27.9 18.5 39.8 22.7
371 0.0 7.7 27.1 10.6 20.8 33.9 24.6 26.2 19.2 25.0 14.9 25.8 0.0 20.0 21.4 20.0 28.3 21.9 23.8
372 ".1 13.3 0.0 0.0 19.2 33.3 14.3 20.0 24.0 11.1 0.0 11.1 56.1 0.0 0.0 50.7 14.3 33.3 16.2
381 1.6 36.7 30.0 39.5 32.1 24.1 33.3 31.4 28.2 32.9 22.9 29.6 1.9 22.4 23.1 30.4 25.3 38.5 26.0
382 4.0 37.' 35.5 48.4 30.3 30.9 29.4 32.9 31.3 31.9 47.8 30.8 38.0 38.9 26.7 29.2 43.8 34.0 34.8
383 0.0 14.5 22.6 69.4 20.0 45.5' 22.6 18.5 18.9 17.8 41.3 24.0 4.5 16.9 36.1 20.0 16.4 30.8 27.9
384 15.0 26.1 26.0 44.4 12.5 36.7' 17.8 27.8 17.1 23.7 33.3 17.3 0.0 16.7 34.3 23.9 35.1 56.0 24.8
38A 0.0 26.1 43.8 32.7 39.8 27.4 37.3 39.2 41.5 40.4 17.8 37.0 3. 1 22.3 30.8 25.0 40.9 45.9 38.9

ALL 1.9 14.9 26.9 18.5 26.1 2C.2 26.6 26.4 28.3 28.8 11.7 25.3 5.4 14.3" 12.8 23.8 27.9 31.2 24.8

ESTIMATEDD FROM INCOMPLETE DAT,%.
°'SINiG PREVAiLING RATES, WHICH INCLUDE UNILATERAL REDUCTIONS IN POST-KENNEDY ROUND TARIFF RATES.
53'URý.E: BASED ON DATA SUPPLIED 9Y STR.

lb 6



APPENDIX D

Fixed Exchange-Rate Results

The results reported in these tables refer to different runs of the

model as noted, under conditions of fixed exchange rates.

The trade data in Tables D.l, D.2, D.7, and D.8 are in millions of

dollars. The employment results are in thousands of man-years in Tables D.3,

D.5, D.6, and D.9 and in percentage changes in Tables D.4 and D.10.

410i)



CHANGES IN

TABLE D.1

FXPORTS UNDER FIXED LICHAN(GE RATES
BY ISIL EfCTOR I1 THE MAJOR I.NDUSTBIALIZED CuONTRIES

trE TC TARIFF REDUCTIONS IN THEB ATM

.AA

ii'

•FF

PEE

NL

UK

JN

3db

3i

rjrAL

1 31, 32.1 322

7.,4 b.1 -5.9 0.1

u.5 4.7 29.3 1P.b

14.6 11.2 2.0 11.2

53.9 451.2 502.1 505.4

'.J 5'.4 143.0 80.8

4.1 40. J 14.9 23.2

1...5 54.7 b7.b ?9.7

-,.a 4 .'.2 17 1 .,j 120.0

1.4 17.7 12.1 11.8

7. 2 20.4 73.0

17.%. 113., 118.s 91.2

ý. 4 42.2 35.0 35.7

U.)3 1..4 1.6 15.9
4. - .3 -27.9 1.9

.9b I.q 11.3 1.0

1.9 1.8 4.5 3.5

0.9 0.5 2.0 4. 1

0.4 o.8 10.7 13.7

59.2 4.,R -6.4 14.7

147.1 484.1 612.9 589.2

342 35A 358323 324 331 332 341

11.7 0.2 0.8 0. 1 -0. 1

2.0 10.5 11.9 3.5 20.7

5.7 7.9 31.2 0.2 104.0

9.'.7 47.3 27.4 131. 1 122.5

10.4 2.5 4.5 23.2 33.4

.0.0 2.7 2.1 10.5 5.0

13.6 9.0 5.0 9.6 14.4

23.4 11.5 10.1 45.2 31.4

2.9 1.5 0.3 0.7 1.7

10.1 12.0 1.6 22.2 2.4

12.. 6.1 2.6 11.8 26.8

11.7 2.1 1.3 7.9 7.4

R.n 4.0 4.9 2.4 15.5

-0.P -3.0 0.5 1.5 -2.7

0.6 -0.0 a.4 0.3 0.5

1.4 0.3 0.9 2.0 6.0

1.7 0.3 5.5 7.5 7.2

0.3 0.9 1.4 2.2 2.9

2.5 -0.3 19.4 8.3 -4.1

127.9 68.0 104.2 159.2 272.3

0.2

1.8

2.1

50.7

6.1

1.6

8.4

13.9

0.9

4.1

5.8

9.9

0.6

0.9

0.0

0.2

1.0

2.6

9.5

8.5

18.3

18.8

1030.8

173.7

20.8

134.2

322.2

9.7

57.8

200.0

112.5

4.4

41.7

0.4

10.0

15.2

36.6

130.6

69.6 1315.2 170.4

9 S. 9

-10.4

8.3

25.4

114..7

-11.3

5.3

28.3

27.9

0.7

15.2

23. 1

25.4

1.2

0.7

0.0

2. 1

0.7

-0.6

28. 0

40 0



TABLE D. I count. )

ALA

•ND

DE

iE~E

17

h1.

JK

FIN

N P

Nip)

3J 5

iJIAL

355

0. 3

9.0

13.3

207. 7

27.b
27.6

5j. 9

53.2

2.9

20. 1

zu. 3

24. 3

J. ki

18.1

0. 1

1. ,

4.3

1.3

18.5

36A

1.b

9.0

22.8

117. 3

13.2

16.0

35.4

2.4

21.8

10.5

14.4

0.8

11.2

0.1

,z.2

2.4

1.6

17.6

3 f2

C. 1

2.4

2.4

4 S.8

12.4

1.0

10.0

12.1

0.5

4.5

4.6

4.6

C. 8

1.9

0.1

C. 2

1.3

0.6

6.6

371

-1.6

26.2

F.3

304. 1

131.7

4. 3

56.4

65.5

0.4

9.2

27.5

9.2

3.5

-38.4

0.2

7.5

18.14

0.8

-1.9

372

38. 1

6.0

27. 3

91.0

25.4

2.(

12.6

20. 1

2.5

3.2

1R.6

6. 1

2.5

-1.2

t.8

11.5

5.7

4.8

5.3

381

2.5

23.2

16.7

446.2

50.1

12.3

70.2

156.2

4.9

61.3

36.3

55. 3

6.6

53.6

0.9

7.6

25.8

16.9

72.0

382

-0.0

47.1

58.2

601.0

63.9

314.8

110.9

228.8

5.8

41.0

53.2

62.7

13.6

-0.5

1.5

9.8

42.9

14.3

39.4

383

1. 1

25.9

31.0

451.5

51.3

14.7

71.1

167.8

4.5

30.2

59.6

52.4

8. 3

101.6

0.4

6.4

38.3

17.8

124.1

273.9 187.1 66.2 326.9 19q.9 672.1 827.2 806.5 1315.9 1757.8 10553.5

384

1.2

14.7

109.6

791.3

142.6

7.9

167.0

289.8

1.8

45.4

54.9

81.9

16.0

122.7

0.4

23.5

81.8

2.2

152.6

38A

9.6

57.2

196.8

1016.6

137.4

44.8

131.6

269.8

13.1

72.4

204.6

142.9

9.8

105.7

6.0

12.2

31.6

65.9

246.5

TOT

71.5

350.9

720.3

7303.9

1186.5

270.0

1135.7

2179. 8

99.9

569.5

1115.2

747.3

121.5

389.5

35.6

116.6

299.0

198.2

946.6



TABLE D.2

C.AKCGS IN IMPORTS UNDER FIXED EXCIIANGE RATES
BY ISTC !ECTOR IN THE MAJOR IND'ISTRIALIZED COUNTRIES

CUE TO TARIFF REDUCTIONS IN THE MTV

ALA

ArA

CND

BLX

DEN

FR

GFR

IRE

IT

WL

UK

FIN

JPM

NZ

N3R

SWD

SaL

r3TAL

1 310 321 322

5.7 4.6 0.6 -0.3

1.b -1.2 22.4 -0.6

b. 6 b.8 16.1 7.6

238.5 427.5 427.8 363. 8

2b.8 38.5 P7.3 3q. 4

12.6 13.8 21.2 9.1

2L(.I 57.7 60.3 b5.4

104.0 85.9 Q4.R 133.6

3.7 7.0 11.7 7.1

46.1 52.5 3e.3 16.8

/41.7 53.8 78.6 53.4

27.4 118.3 35.7 44.0

0.8 0.6 7.2 2.0

-25.4 -0.5 0.3 -0.2

0.3 0.1 3.1 -0.0

-2.1 0.3 6.5 2.6

-5.3 -1.3 4.6 0.2

-2.7 -0.2 7.6 23.5

-34.8 46.4 37.0 174.9

233.0 485.0 533.4 578.5

323 324 331 332 341

0.9 -0.6 2.7 9.3 0.3

4.8 0.7 1.0 -0.7 7.3

4.4 5.2 16.8 18.5 36.1

83.6 -4.2 43.6 116.8 196.3

5.4 -0.1 3.2 14.7 20.0

9.3 -3.4 2.9 41.2 9.0

11.3 0.6 7.8 33.4 35.5
25. e -3.9 13.3 31.6 54.0

1.3 -0.2 0.5 1.0 3.3

12.3 0.0 1.3 3.2 11.5

8.6 -0.1 5.0 15.5 22.7

9.5 -0.2 9.6 13.3 40.3

2.7 -0.0 0.6 1.2 3.0

-0.9 1.3 -3.1 5.1 0.8

-0.0 0.4 0.1 0.0 0.2

0.6 0.2 0.7 4.7 2.7

1.2 0.0 1.2 3.1 2.0

-1.2 8.3 2.2 12.4 6.7

13.2 1.6 57.0 0.0 14.0

109.3 12.8 122.8 170.5 269.6

342

-1.0

0.7

49.6

24.6

1.2

1.7

7.2

4.8

0.3

0.9

3.1

5.4

0.3

-0.4

-0.4

-0.5

-0.7

-0.8

0.6

35A

-0. 1

36.2

-8.5

1161.3

90.7

31.6

225.3

313.4

14.2

176.3

127.1

182.7

7.9

58.7

8.6

11.6

21.6

5.3

62.7

40 9

35B

0.0

9.2

-1.9

-44. 4

-2. 41

-4.6

-2.2

-11.8

-0. 1

-16.9

7.2

-13.4

-2. 3

24..7

-0.3

-1. 1

-3.0

-0. 1

-11.6

72.1 1365.3 -30.8

Is 9



0 0

TABLE D.2 count. )

355 36A 362 371 372 381 382 383 384 38A TOT

ALI 16.9 -0.7 -0.3 0.2 0.8 -1.7 4.5 -4.O 17.5 0.4 55.9

ArA 15.0 10.3 2.7 0.7 3.9 67.8 38.8 33.0 23.9 25.8 303.5

CAD 80.6 19.5 7.7 7.6 1.1 137.6 68.6 180.9 61.3 53.2 777.5

E: 130.9 93.2 40.0 251.0 108.8 318.7 456.5 325.7 770.1 603.3 6188.4

BLX 10.2 8.8 3.2 24.7 34.2 28.7 46.5 28.3 97.5 46.7 653.4

DEN 3.8 3.8 1.3 7.3 3.1 11.2 17.4 13.7 12.6 16.6 201.4

FR 25.7 29.0 8.9 51.9 13.2 70.1 99.5 68.2 206.7 131.3 1232.6

GFR 46.4 39.0 12.3 78.9 31.2 87.2 105.4 90.3 218.5 185.1 1739.8

IRE 1.4 0.9 0.5 2.5 0.8 1.9 6.0 4.3 3.7 11.6 83.3

IT 10.8 1.7 4.4 33.1 5.4 30.6 43.8 28.6 28.4 69.3 598.3

L 14.9 5.5 4.1 24.4 12.5 39.2 46.4 47.9 49.1 52.0 712.8

UK 17.7 4.6 c- .3 28.2 8.3 49.8 91.7 44.4 153.6 90.8 966.8

FIN 0.0 0.8 0.6 4.6 1.1 5.7 19.4 20.1 22.2 18.1 116.5

JPM 2.1 -1.8 2.1 3.6 5.7 9.5 60.3 37.7 117.0 50.1 346.7

NZ -0.8 0.6 0.3 0.5 2.4 5.2 13.4 1.9 1.7 2.8 40.0

NJE& 0.2 0.1 0.9 2.6 2.6 10.3 32.4 9.1 30.5 4.2 119.2

3dD 0.5 0.1 1.9 12.4 4.2 11.1 28.7 34.2 88.9 10.5 216.1

Swl 0.3 2.3 C.9 4.4 5o4 4.5 3.0 1.9 3.7 5.7 93.1

Us 56.6 82.5 12.7 31.2 26.1 132.1 121.8 223.3 210.3 1105.4 2364.8

r ~rAL 304,.4 206.9 69.5 -'18.9 161.9 700.7 847.3 863.8 1347.0 1879.6 10621.7

6



TABLE D.]

AbS3LblE C"(;ES 1i F4FLOYTENT 34DEP FIlZeJ ZICHAiG( RATES
?T ISIC !fCT.CF IN THE 9&JOR P'01JSTRIALIZED COUNTIES

lJE TO TApirf RE.UCTIONS IN THE BTI

1 3J10 321 322

1.J82 0.,77 -0.237 3.362

1.3.9 -0.070 3. J,7 j.a13

2.511 0.,J4 -J. 355 0.6)s

b. 97 12. J0o4 38.725 2:4.J 1

8 !. ic1 1.420 9. -'32 5.3b3

D6z ).b•i 1.405 1.,98 1.566

PM 5.i8 1.058 -. j3coai 2.134
7-43.7,t. i. 43 13. 3,0 3.I62

2la ).370 3.537 3.976 0.b6b

IT -5.27t 0.6os 6.3j0 b.Aq3

NL 4.372 2. 103 '4.430 2.bo61

0K -1. '3b 1.1344 1.754 0.q 4 5

3. 30J9 -0. 079

4.3 tb - 1.319

J.3.: 1 J.1,29

3. 411 -0. .87

3.369 -3.236

J. 362 -0. 155

6.332 -1. 171

a.3•4. 9.446

3.375

-2. d, 4

3.401

J.,151

0. 159

0. 577

-4.,494

35.605

1.151

3.20 7

3.130

3.227

0.224

3. 120

-5. q6 q

22.957

3; 324 Jil 332 341 342 35A 353 355 361 362

0.--19 0.118 -0.127 -0.222 3.002

).;;5 3.770 0.365 1.285 O.d07

C.P;2 0.341 01.499 -1.416 1.873

3. :st 3.606 0.341 1.952 1.35o

0.07 0.142 0.730 1.216 1.655

3. 1lP 0.191 0.108 0.665 0.095

0.6;q 0.72c -C. 189 -3.450 -0.277

0.&92 0.720 9.338 1.319 O.5b6

M.CSC 3.Os] 0.010 3.013 0.021

0.t9 1.167 0.219 1.925 -0.17;

0.25O 0.231 0.115 0.281 0.61J

0.2C1 0.296 -0.492 -1.018 -1.142

0.193 0.273 0.282 0.157 3.444

0.;;6 -0. 161 J.423 -0.086 0.021

I.C21 -0.013 0.345 1.015 0.019

3. C2• 0.014 0.032 -0.028 0.145

O. csq 3.Ol1 0.346 3. 318 0.197

0.CC6 -0.176 -0.089 -1.184 -0.010

-0.413 0.167 -1.550 3.554 -0.839

3.FCIA 4.9,1 1.467 4.3443 3.960

0.049 0.1443 -0.092 -0.571 0.079 0.015

0.079 0.063 -0.013 -0.094 0.018 0.059

-1.610 0.349 0.226 -1.392 0.176 -0.161

1.697 13.529 0.623 5.709 2.684 2.584

0.339 6.575 -0.275 0.582 0.367 1.269

0.046 0.438 0.042 0.045 0.050 0.051

0. 120 -0.348 0.353 1.624 -0.342 0.225

3.507 A. 148 0.149 1.499 0.008 0.623

0.054 0.176 0.012 0.062 0.123 0.037

0. 160 -3.725 0.126 0.916 1.663 0.162

0.196 3.177 0.075 0.4436 0.251 0.167

0.276 -1. 112 0.141 3.475 0.563 0.050

0.016 0.054 0.010 0.067 0.001 0.036

0.034 0.047 -0.167 0.627 1.008 0.076

0.020 -0. 130 0.002 0.054 -0.008 -0.006

0.018 0.160 0.017 0.057 0.080 -0.020

0.060 0.237 0.000 0.278 0.126 0.021

0.239 1.562 -0.006 0.0A16 0.305 0.023

0. r. 37 0.741 0.144 -1.327 -1.980 -0.230

0.b20 16.854 0.744 3.794 2.191 2.400

0 0

Fly

JPM

sbz

as

NORi

& 9



IABIE Z". 3 (Co0'T.)

ill 372 el 342 3 P ! 3p% 3SA 2 4 5 6 7 a 9 ?Or

ALA -J.319 0. jb 0. 1,,b -0.0)21 1. 116 -0.255 0.376 0.196 O.O9 0.059 -0.128 0.043 0.059 -0.33S 1.73S

ATA 1.429 J., 11 -2. 377 2.369 C.F4?2 0.177 2.776 0.106 -0.125 3.1114 -1.658 -0.192 -0.314 -2.603 9.563

ZID -3. It5 J.!)9 -2.715 1.bl1 -1.457 1.(, C0 4.204 0.424 -0. 24!) 0.962 -1.429 -0.223 -0.043 -3.58S 3.578

Er c. dt , 2.e58" 1 Z..b78 2,S..39 17..P 2 16.7416 35.685 fl.417 -1.b93 -b.084 -24.318 -1.471 -4.568 -44.151 164.510

bLx 4. 3,7 0.775 ,1., t18 2.411 2. ¢- 3. 6b5 2.140 3.747 0. 41 -0.848 -2.650 0.529 0.017 -5.6C 8 41.139

&Ik.I u. 1c37 3. Lt, 1 3. ..6b 1. ý .M33 3. 1214 1.176 3.0 14 -0. 0o4 -0.214 -1.076 -0. 137 -0.269 -:.807 9.319

73 J. 12 u. .33 3. 20 4.9 J0 2.37Q 2.98 3.229 1.136 -0.321 -0. 304 -41.4120 -0.581 -1.052 -t.900 18.561

JF2 3. job UJ.9!b 5.,492 11.211 8.(1C 6.676 15.137 1.345 -0.5,34 -2.432 -7.797 -0.817 - .431 -s3.082 54.571

b E .J1.43 3). 1J5 0.249 0. 15,6 1.165 0.)12 0.4,81 1..136 0.026 0.0041 -0.16 0.135 0.3i4 -0.674 6.616

IT ý.v.. 1 3. -J2 1. 172 1.420 1.C76 2.3134 2. )b 54 1.6 3 -0.361 - 1.2a4 -2.925 -0.374 -1.377 -3.282 12.462

OL a. 522 U..353 J.-,,44 2.-jb 1. 191 1.306 3.490 1.094 032 -0.171 -1.418 0.568 0.501 -4.530 23.34S

UK -u. 354 0. 1b3 0.M17 1.4 , 1.FP9 -0.Ji3 #,. o67 3.587 -0.588 -0.434 -1.857 -0.794 -1.092 -7.267 -1.503

?is 3. ji ,.b J.153 .1117 0. 1 1 .0;1 0.312 0.23b 3.028 -O.U111 -0.095 -0.4192 -0.C21 -0.133 -1.077 2.617

3Ps -J. 53 9 0.271 3.,J't -0.79 1.--- .2 2.029 4..113 -1.142 -0.091 -1.012 -3.159 -0.275 -0.255 -3.438 7.416

AIZ - J.,J,14 0. 193 -0. 1,1 -3.34 1 0.CCI 0..& 4 0.242 3.11R -0.005 0.085 -0.088 0.018 -0.006 -0.298 1.231

gio ,i. 2ju 0.197 -j.t,1) J. 191 0.116 3.619 0.j65 J. 3€7 -3.035 -0.084 -0.568 -0.077 -0.135 -1.147 1.363

. W.O7,4 0. 18 1.J,.9 1.971 1.4C7 1.725 1.111 0.102 -0.032 -0.239 -0.851 0.032 -0.121 -2.507 6.854

;k1Z J. 3R2 0.177 1. u, ts4 0.716 1. 2F6 1. 15 1 2.b14 3.195 -J.092 -0. 139 -0.580 -0.181 -0.273 -1.036 6.254

is -3. d73 -3..blO -1.8330 0.1,35 -1.CQ 4 1.167 -12.976 -1.-62 -0.887 0.432 -10.025 -1.986 -5.220 -7.365 -47.121

,jTAL 11. ),2 4.t, 1 11. 100 32.033 21.:238 214.507 39.745 5.469 -J.226 -5.462 -43.305 -4.334l -10.950 -67.5Zl2 156.000



TABLE D.4

?V:: ACF ClAIGES IN EIPLO!IIENT IIflEN FIXED EXCHANGE RATES
bY 1SIC SICTOR IN THE WOJ0P INDUSTRIALIMkD COUNTRIES

tCE TO -APIPF REDUCTIONS I113 ri TM

31,3

3. 1 lib

-0. od4

,. u77

0. ,#J3

1. 3-,i

1.4.77

J. 171

3.t, ji

0. 9113

U. .Ja

1. 170

U. •6b

-0. 11I

-3. u67

3. 039

-3. It6

-0. d.66

-0.222

-0.067

321

-0. Vp 1

3. 946

-0.330

1. 844

8. bti2

S. 272

1.202

2.514

4.b52

',. 125

0. 33C

1.364

-3•. 2,,0

.14.8

1.779

0. 559

0.900

-0. 383

3-,

0. 130

4. '4',2

0.518

1.695

9.'432

7.457

1.096

0. #23

4. Q3 1

1. 11t4

8. ,O 1

0.279

3.303

0. 0335

0. b44

4.004

0.932

0.435

-0.504

32?

5. IFC

3.f .6

2. PC$

1.7;•Q

7. C--C

I. C39

1. 3€8

4. C@7

1. l¶.

e. 3C

0.717

5.7c2

-C.412

0. 175

-0.402

324

1.3,*3

3.q10

1.689

3.8Q•9

1.610

5.393

0.889

1.116

2.289

0.803

4.090

0.3tQ

4.496

-0.405

-0.224

0.661

0.334

-1.531

0.096

331

-0. 237

3.291

0.738

0. 124

2.881

0.710

-0. 110

0.172

0.254

0.219

0.320

-0. 386

0.728

0.367

0.253

0. 131

0.485

-0. 373

-0.29 2

332

-0.827

0.950

-0.753

0.739

1.4 19

3.320

-0.437

1.121

0.313

1.420

1.44 1

-0.015

1.501

-0.039

0.232

-0. 271

1.605

-1.429

0.138

ALA

AT&

9C

BLI

Ddii

YI

PLO

aL N

MlB

NOR

US

ZOTAL 0.133 0.135 0.733 0.653 1. C;1 0.711 0.067 0.327 0.180 0.020 0.394 0.135 0.376 0.094 0.342

J. 337

3.37.

1. 117

1. 1 j7

7. ,.7

- .. 215

1.2,.2

-3. 130

1. 3OU

-j. 233

0.33J

3. 376

,3.437

U. 330

J.153

3. 149

0.213

341

0.00s

2.549

1.290

0.178

5.338

0.709

-0.221

3.288

0.358

-0.132

2.0b6

-0.504

0.800

0.005

0.179

0.540

0.287

-0.040

-0.134

342

0.066

0.2d6

- 1.549

O. 155

0.767

0. 124

0. 054

0.233

0.509

0.105

0.252

0.002

0.049

0.006

0. 106

0.043

0.121

0.441

0.003

35A

0.246

0.119

0.367

0.621

7.632

1.502

-0.012

1.204

1.749

-0.774

4.202

-0.252

0.220

0.008

-0. 917

0.77

0.513

1.735

0.068

35'

-1.528

-0.217

1.129

0.225

-2.062

1.270

0.250

0.4117

0.632

0.375

0.748

0.377

0.324

-0.306

0.219

0.618

0.012

-0.534

0.082

355

-2.999

-0.741

-4.599

1.150

7.122

1.019

1.829

1.129

2.94 9

0.78 4

2.645

0.400

1.191

0.406

0.950

1.622

1.713

1.390

-0.393

36A

0.179

0.041

0 .377

0.236

0.675

0. 177

-0.173

0.003

1. 369

0.535

0. 794

0. 255

0.005

0. 190

-0.09 2

0.6647

0.382

0.027

-0.4551

362

0. 185

0.468

-1.129

0.673

3.973

1.337

0.303

0.604

I .098

0. 177

1.661

0.076

0.872

0.089

-0.250

-0.800

0.309

0.537

-0. 130

Z4

a 9
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TABLE D.4 (COU1.)

111 372 3tl 382

ILA -J. J27 -. .9 1 .t11 -0.019

, LT 1. t,-9 1.471 -2. b:) 3.576

:110 -J.,z52 1.010 -1.792 1. 451

9C J. 5,1 d .3.bb 0.551 0.732

BLAb ,."4 2. 791 ý..,4j 2 3. t, I1

D49 ii . o -,Y 1.7 %2 0. 64,3 2. 175

FIN J. 3 A8 J. 57 O. 114 1.329

;F3a J.-)7 0. b11 0.8j2 0. Q4 1

ILE a. N5 5. L73 3. IS3 3.23r

:.T J. it,• 1 O. J8, 0. tý 0 .2'7 1

ML 1.2j0 2.303 0. o55 2.0%?

is -J.) 3 J. 15J 0. 1Va 0.172

Fla II J. Jld J. b~o 0. 3bI 0 . 42 3

Jpl -J.313 0. 1.6 0.2d9 -3.3I9

NA -3. 436 5.b32 -0.,35 -0.370

1103 1. 1 ,j 1.-t, -4 -0.032 0.591

S via 1.3)9 1. 176 1.0.,7 1.242

ShZ J. .4b 1.031 1. 4b8 0.547

is -J. I1 z -0. .O -0. 118 0.038

3C3 186

3.-lU -0.177

A. €;65 1.041

-1.Ct 4 0.906

C. !31 0.502

2.499 4.702

1.ti6 0. 707

C . 4 0.415

0.669 0.783

1.2f1 3.315

0. 19 0.302

1. 'C8 1.621

0.E 1 -0.010

n. C( 0.795

I dA

0.649

7. 64 7

S.280

2.214

-J.87 5

6.726

1.037

3. 359

3.368

0.802

'. q 16

1.697

2 6 5 6 7 8 9 ?Of

0.251 0.010 0.012 -0.010 0.010 0.013 -0.026 0.030

0.460 -0.377 0.057 -0.343 -0.098 -0.231 -0.445 0.321

1.633 -0.219 0.150 -0.086 -0.031 -0.009 -0.109 0.037

0.349 -0.152 -0.071 -0.153 -0.024 -0.075 -0.195 0.166

1.975 0.114 -0.282 -0.370 0.190 0.040 -0.575 1.066

0.915 -J.4,30 -0.110 -0.305 -0.082 -0.181 -0.371 0.369

3.198 -0.176 -0.016 -0.126 -0.049 -0.086 -0.167 0.089

1.499 -0.221 -0.126 -0.219 -0.055 -0.106 -0.265 0.222

1.36b 0. 184 0.005 -0.086 0.212 0.195 -0.317 0.668

0.210 -0.146 -0.073 -0.111 -0.034 -0.101 -0.136 0.066

1.172 0.183 -0.108 -0.178 0.183 0.165 -0.352 0.516

0.171 -3. 171 -0.029 -0.094 -0.051 -0.078 -4. 105 -0.006

-I

1.498 0.310 -0.1148 -0.053 -0.154 -0.013 -0.089 -0.212 0.122

3. 2Q5 0.166 0.56 1 -0.079 -0.0214 -0.021 -0.027 -0.008 -0.015 -0.032 0.016

C.C;4 0.246 2.103 3.367 -0.029 0.092 -0.0146 0.016 -0.008 -0.110 0.102

0.4c1 1.079 3.599 0.787 -0.182 -0.057 -0.192 -0.018 -0.129 -0.235 0.076

1.300 1.158 3.237 0.1486 -0.098 -0.081 -0. 166 0.011 -0.050 -0.196 0.168

1.(E1 0.389 2.255 0.328 -0.152 -0.071 -0.172 -0.072 -0.099 -0.212 0.222

-0.CC5 0.065 -1.008 -0.059 -0.120 0.026 -0.048 -0.055 -0.068 -0.026 -0.054

3.413 0.336 0.350 0.960 0.212 -0.126 -0.029 -0.081 -0.028 -0.063 -0.097 0.056

0

ZOTAL 0. J05 0.4q33 0. 2G3



TABLE 0.%

A••L'I] CHtNCCS 14 EMPLOYENT q4DFR ?FXLD EXCHANGE RATES
AY '1ISC .FCT7ai IN THE 'IAJJF "01STRIALIZED COUNTRIES

L311 1C ASTFCf1LT'JFAL CONCESSIONS LO THiE MTN

310 jdi1 322

ALA -. 77m ý 0 -0.013 0.33'a

CmI - 1., 27 J. I35 J.ui02 0.010

sc -15.b1i S.077 J.5A 0. i30q

843, -J. 401) 3. bse 0.,10 O.01.

SJEA -J. 338 3. jo4 -0. J07 P. 00 3

ra ,.", , , 7t,'4 0. c 52 '). or, I

YR x . -,57e U. 1 5f 0.17'

Ikz -J. v. *i, 0. 0i' 3. ')J#

if -3. 1,48 J. 'ol1 -3. 033 0. 3t,

IL - . a5o 0.717 0.050 3.312

UK -1.4J5 1.311 a .1' S .3oil

rim J.•4 3. 35w -3.023 -0.31S

Jaim -1o. )1 . . ji J.935 0.330

Sz J.17U J. s73 -'J.021 0.001

NIJ J. 49 3. .)1 -0.011 -3. -31

j W D -J.- 2 'J.jb- -C. 002 ). j346

Sdz, -j. 1•9 J.•J 4 t 3. C 19 'j. JJ

Ja 42. ýp5 - 1. 159 -0. 4t,9 - 0. 31,)2

O.CC I

-).cCC#
-3. CC2.

I.CC2

3. 147

n. C;,

-C. ccc

0. C2 F

3. 04?2

1. CC2

C. ClI

3. ('CC

I3. C .--3

-I. C12

1. V 2

-0.CcP

-3. C (

3. Cc1

O.CC i

-0. C 16

324 ]31 132 jqI

.noo 0.001 ".000 3. 30,

-1.131 -(. 304 -1.302 0.003

0.001 r.007 1.001 -0.007

0. 10 n. 176 -3.014 J.0 07

-3.0)0 0.,J6 J -1.102 0.007

).3)0 -0.,01 -).002 0.0jS

0.(11h 0.020 -0.001 3.u14

3.3T5 0.0o0 -3. 3 00 0.022

0.100 0.001 3.300 3.031

.0.1t 0.004 -0.008 0.008

-0. n 0.322 -0.101 u.013

0.036 0.020 ).300 U.030

-0.001 -0.042 -3.003 -0.018

3.002 0.11q -0.300 3.040

-0.000 -0.004 -3.301 0.031

-3.0.0 -0.009 -0.301 0.001

0.1)0 0.336 -'). 301 -0.004

3.000 0.309 -0.301 0.008

-3.0n5 -0.163 -1.120 -0. 152

7.it.# P.11b 3.556 0.357 0.161 -1.017 0.393 -1.148 -0.031 -0.205 -0.554 0.017 -0. 105 -0.265 0.063

P q 9

312

-0.001

0.000

-0.000

0.020

0.0)2

0.002

-0.000

0.001

0.030

0.030

0.009

0.006

0.003

-0.016

0.001

0.005

0.000

1.002

-0.220

35A

-0.011

-0.012

-0.015

-0.337

-0.013

-0.007

-0.063

-0.116

-0. 002

-0.0 75

-0.017

-0.044

-0.036

-0.030

-0.003

-0.006

-0. 009

-0.025

-3. 100

350

0.006

0.000

0.003

0.021

0.010

0.000

-3.002

0.006

0.000

0.00O

0.001

0.002

0.000

-0.013

0.000

-0. 000

0.001

0.000

-0.001

3s5

-0.001

-0.001

-0.003

-0.014

-0.001

-0.0)0

-0.03}9

-3.311

-3.030

-0.010

0.001

-3.095

-0.030

-a.036

0.000

0.000

-0.002

-0.030

-0.057

36A

-0.001

-0.006

-0. 006

-0.089

-0.006

-0.006

-0.010

-0.022

-0.001

-0.026

-0.005

-0.013

-0.002

-0.039

-0.00 1

-0.002

-0.00 2

-0.00 3

-0.116

362

0.000

0.006

0.001

0.067

0.005

0.002

0.013

0.016

0.001

0.012

0.006

0.013

0.002

0.012

0.001

0.002

0.000

0.002

-0.050

-I

.JTAL

a 0



0

TABIE 0.S count. )

ALA

AT&

CID

IC

BLI

Ots

JFR

GYM

IT

NL

UK

Jp'

rz
131

suz

us

TOTAL

ill

-0.309
-J.JO9

-Uj. J28

-0.013

-0. 429

-J. )*5%

-3. 354*

-J. 136

-3. )l

-3.082

-3. 316

-3.305

-3. ia2

-3. )35

-3.008

J72

-0.(10 ]

-0.011

- 3. ObS

-3. U03

-3.001

- 3. 038

-3. u0o

-J. 015

-0. U03

-0.015

-0.0)2

-0. Oe7

-0. uo I

-0. o04
-0.003

-0.•0b

-3. £JdO

381 382

-0. ij3 -0.037

-0.00* -0.024

-U.0C9 -0.011

-3.155 -0.9AR6

O.uu2 -0.025

0.0O~l -0.323

-0.026 -0.1•4

-0.070 -0.428

-U.002 -0.002

-0.035 -0.1 q

0.003 -0.035

-0.027 -0.191

0.000 -0.016

-0.070 -0.224

0.301 -0.001

-a.001 -0.007

-0.011 -0.049

0.001 -0.05%

-0. 3 d9 -O.SA3

-0.641 -1.9P2

3e3
-0. Cos

-0.C l1

-0.(12

-0.517

-0. C26

-1.CCs

-0.081

-C.2C4

-0.CC2

-0.072

-0.0; 1

-0. iC 1

-0.007

-1.220

-0. CC2

-0. CCs

-0.C22

-O.c2s

-0.452

-1.2PR

394 38A

-0.038 -0.013

-0.007 -C.018

-0.032 -0.036

-0.605 -0.528

-0.021 -0.013

-0.008 -0.013

-'.12* -0.080

-0.186 -0.163

-0.001 -0.00*6

-0.100 -0.094

-0.020 -0.025

-0.141 -0.136

-0.310 -0.307

-0.212 -0.198

-0.002 -C.005

-0.014 -0.009

-0.035 -0.015

-0.003 -0.050

-0.41S -0.370

-1.342 -1.247

2

-1.00O

-0.002

-0.001

-0.085

-3.000

-3.000

-0.0 16

-0.031

-3.000

-3.024

-3.000

-0.013

-3.030

-0.046

-1.000

-0.001

-0.001

-0. 00O6

-0.181

-0. 329

4

-0.005

-0.000

-0.002

-0.028

-3. 02 1

0.330

-0.008

-0.Ou9

0.031

-0.013

0.003

-0.002

0.301

-0. 0462

0.030

0.002

-0.001

0.030

-0.404

-0.478

s

0.001

-0.009

0.011

-0.0*62

-0.0 26

-0.007

-0.013

0.013

0.002

0.001

-0.018

0.006

-0.005

-0.240

-0.035

-0.000

0.006

-0.007

-0.9 25

-1.214

6

-0.028

-0.007

-0.00*6

-0. 181

-0.030

-0.006

-0.077

-0.036

0.005

-0.0*3

0.008

-0.002

0.010

-0.925

-0.003

0.013

0.001

-0.005

-6.426

-7.555

-0.012

0.015

-0.006

0.133

0.033

0.016

-0.003

O.005

0.00*6

-0.01*6

0.053

0. 0•*0

0. 023

-0. 188

0.009

0. 0246

-0.001

0.027

-0. 886

-0.862

a

-0.016

0.023

-0.00 3

0.01*6

0.023

0.00o

-0.014

0.02*6

0.002

-0.037

0.038

0.03*6

0.013

-0.133

0.002

0.008

0.001

0.016

-3. 109

-3.1%1

9 TO?

0.001 -0.0*S

-0.033 0.727

0.0*7 -1.196

-0.20*6 -13.102

-0.075 0.362

-0.0*60 -0.050

-0.056 -*4.381

0.017 -3.429

0.005 -0.718

-0.003 -46.071

-0.0641 -0.181

0.01* -0.713

-0.031 1.127

-0.573 -18.146

-0.021 0.282

-0.013 0.407

0.020 -0.369

-0.022 0.280

-8.251 16.4146

-9.079 -146.502



TABL I D.6

ABSS3L'1.1 CHOIGES INl ENPLOTIEiT UIDER FIXED EXCHANGE RATES
BY ISIC SECTOR TO THE MAJORI INDUSTRI&LIZED COUNTRIES

DIE TO LIPFIFLIZAIXON O0 GOVERNMENT PIOCUlEIENT IN THE ITII

1 310 321 322 323 321. 331 332 3.1 31.2 35A 35i 355 36A 362

ALA 0.335 -0.023 0.080 -0.012 0.073 -0.035 0.036 0.005 0.030 0.050 0.149 -0.027 0.039 0.03.4 0.002

AT& J.)J2 -0.021 0.ubS -3.011 0. C22 -0.058 0.035 0.038 0.170 0.095 0.178 -0.0.%9 0.065 0.111 0.002

ZIP 0.331 a.018 -0.3417 -0.010 -0.1114 0.019 0.359 -3.093 0.984 -0.218 -0.3140 -0.093 0.116 0.226 -0.005

BC 1.735 0. 276 -1.939 -1.339 -2. 3fq -1.0R6 -2.736 0.817 -4.543 0.1170 0.910 -0.846 -1.019 -0.091. 0.289

BLI J.J19 0.04.0 -0.212 -0. IF 3 -0.C1O 0.008 -0.259 0.059 -0.1.19 -0.112 -0.336 0.080 0.002 0.018 0.026

DIN 0.178 0.071 -0.167 -0.362 0.0141 0.003 -0.130 0.01.1 -0.3143 -0.011. -0.260 -0.021 -0.099 -0.022 -0.002

Fls J.571 %.118 -3. 163 -0.31;% -0.C91 0.025 -0.637 -0.14.3 -0.820 -0. 119 -0.002 -0.2141 -0.01.9 0.120 0.022

GF1 3. J)2 a.072 -2. ,Lz% -0.9411. -1.€t1 0.098 -0.463 3.287 -1.621 0.127 0.160 -0.263 -1.3416 -0.146 0.136
-1

IRE 0.324. -0.023 0.015 -0.001 0.C17 -0.005 0.036 0.008 0.019 0.028 0.01.5 -0.005 0.009 0.038 -0.001 P,

IT ,J. ,4 -0.02b 0.577 0.140 -0.517 -1.1IA3 -0.555 0.609 -0.522 0.137 0.399 -0.321 0.11.3 0.1.32 0.072

AL 1. 165 0. J62 -0.109 -0.079 0.C16 -0.002 -0.576 -0.117 -0. b50 0.021. 0.257 0.001. 0.01.9 -0.681 0.006

UK 3.132 -3.037 0.1,44 -0.214 0.1641 -0.028 -0. 123 0.1014 -0.189 0.397 0.61.7 -0.076 0.273 0.11.8 0.025

Fl ,'. .s 0.0.-5 -3.140 0.1)5 -n. 116 0.05A 0.127 -3.085 0.773 -0.091 -0.681 -0.083 -0.213 -0.137 -0.001

JRP Z. )31 0.GOO 0.7bS -0.119 0.CC9 -0.03A 0.435 0.30S 0.373 0.170 0.773 -0.4185 0.351. 0.601. 0.090

llZ J. )10 -0. 012 3.021 -0.005 0.C36 -0.002 0.020 0.002 0.037 0.020 0.031 -0.001 0.011 0.001. 0.000

NOR 0.1,Z 3 J. U:) -0.384 -0.161 -0. Of 6 0.108• -0.084 -1).37S 0.039 -0.200 -0.$61 -0.01S -0.167 -0.12S -0.011

SoD 3.4)70 0. C78 -0.648 -0.279 -0.233 0.038 0.176 -0.2914 0.970 -0.2014 -1.536 -0.190 -0.289 -0.217 -0.005

sMz 0.375 0.116 -0.200 -0.17% -0.2S2 3.100 -0.353 -0.189 -0.630 -0.355 0.020 -0.209 -0.364 -0.162 0.001

as U.419 -0.Cll 0.529 -0.109 0.ia3C -1.048 0.397 0.096 0.432 0.332 0.628 -0.265 0.172 0.309 -0.039

0L.j3b ,3.520 -2.207 -2.115 -2._E( -1.013 -1.585 0.228 -1.416 0.039 -0.131 -2.223 -1.296 0.2514 0.3241TUTkL



0 6

TA!'ZE 3.6 (ON7T.1

i17 372 3 l 3 ,42 1P3 3,i- IR'qA 7 4,

A LA ,4.P2 V.. ,4 U. 0J O. J14 9 3. I1: 0.189 0.198 3.349 0.027

ALA V. 145 J. ýj,- 0.216 0. 3r1 0.409 0.152 0.221 3.021 J.031
CUJD -J.aiJ -3. 5x2 3.017 -0.e-3 0. 1;5 0.3P8 -4. 147 -3. 394 0.014

ac -,3. J. -2.1,12 1. iu9 J.371 7. -- CC 6.52 7.563 -3.226 0.457

a LA -1. J45 3,., 29 -. 115 -3. 398 -0. 314 -3.227 0.1031 -3.071 -0.008

DiU -J.- o -J4.,42 -J. 112 -0. )h4 -O.40 -1.037 -0.252 -3.114 -3.010

ED .. i - i..•b J. jot 0.505 C. IC C 0.476 1.,4 1 -0.206 ,.037

4.Ffi . 52b -1.ueO 3. %24• 2. 5,1, 3 5.112 4.104 2.668 -1.2A0 3.120

IfE .11 a. u32 0.031 0.332 3. C66 0.037 0.j61 3.002 0.011

IT J.5i -1. 1453 0.51 2.4 J 1.C7s 1.597 1.602 -1.3E6 J. 14J

jL J.- ,9 -J. %,J6 -0. 198 -0.417 0.176 "}. 149 0.220 -3.,106 -0.32J

JK 0.327 -0. 1lb j.bOP 2.106 0. (,r5 1.243 2.116 -3.262 0.184

FIN -J.2 -'2 -0.030 -3.,Z64 -0.341 -C.¶•C -0.828 -0.577 -3.153 -0.010

3Pm 1.•49 0.725 1.173 0.120 3.6C9 3.658 0.779 -,.094 J. 315

s

-0.070

0.097

1.483

0. 160

0.097

0.330

0.627

0.021

0. 163

0. 12J

0.004

0. 167

0.247

J. J03 3.03.. v.019 0.316 0.C24 0.037 0.058 0.004 0.008 -0.012

-a. 22 J. ý92 -0.465 -0.390 -C.7S7 -1.278 -0.647 -0.069 -0.053 0.145

SD -u. 382 -0. 117 -0.423 -1.528 -1. E52 -1.171 -1.511 -0.561 3.033 0.397

SWZ -3. 1 -0. 129 -0.819 -6.872 -0.c'8 -2.752 0.169 -2.113 -0.029 0.422 -

US J. J28 J. u05 0.453 2.465 -3.2SP 0.288 -3.677 -0.443 0.112 0.073

tOTAL 0. 154 -2.812 1.322 -1.59' 3.724 4.923 -1.575 -6.980 0.875 2.8d6

6 7 a 9 T0T

0.021 0.062 0.061 -0.093 1.366

0.0bO 0.092 0.065 -0.058 2.411

0.069 -0.010 -0.117 0.796 -4.24S

3.370 0.681 2.330 3.404 23.186

0.225 -0.036 0.039 3.394 -2.510

0.030 -0.105 -0.075 0.284 -2.927

0.669 0.069 0.323 0.812 2.963

1.170 0.262 0.820 1.470 9.990

0.016 0.021 3.012 -0.020 0.436

0.465 0.179 0.505 0.171 6.071

0.103 -0.091 0.050 0.218 -1.150

0.691 0.382 0.626 0.076 10.314

0.051 -0.093 -0.121 0.387 -3.570

3.311 1.476 1.070 1.482 24.257

0.014 0.026 0.020 -0.021 0.383

0.108 -0.269 -0.136 0.322 -6.078

0.116 -0.212 -0.243 1.102 -8.743

"0.022 -0.515 -0.439 0.430 -17.132

0.855 0.173 0.380 0.950 2.574

7.737 1.411 2.789 8.700 14.408

•,,



TABLE D.7

CPAWCES IN EXPORTS UNDER FIXED EXCCHACE RATES
BY ISIC !FCTOo IN THE -AJOR INDUSTRIALIZED COUNTRIES
DIIE TC ItE COPPINED EFFECTS OF REDUCTIONS IN TARIFFS

AND VTz3S I1 THE MTV

ALA

CND

BLA

Fi

GFR

tIE•

IT

NL

UK

FIN

IPM

N z

SJD

idZ

13

r3?AL

1 310 321 322

5. 1 5.4 -3.9 0. 1

0.4 13.7 29.4 18.6

10.14 12.0 2.4& 12.2

47.3 533.4 636.5 c'13.7

4.8 73.9 153.0 81.8

3.o 50.2 15.9 23.6

10.9 65.1 74.1 82.0

4.9 106.5 133.4 120.2

1.0 17.4 12.2 11.8

5.3 33.9 33.6 75.6

14.5 140.4 124.1 82.2

1.9 4b.0 40.2 36.6

0.2 11.3 2.3 17.0

1.8 0.3 -18.4 2.7

0.4 5.7 11.3 1.0

1.3 11.6 5.4 3.9

o.7 1.e 4.7 5.3

3.3 12.4 16.7 14.7

343.4 -11.5 1.0 16.5

410.9 596.0 6C7.4 609.8

323

14.4

2. 4

R.6

124.6

12.7

12.1

19.3

31.2

3.5

14.5

15.0

16.5

11.1

1.3

1.5

2.8

4.5

1.5

13.2

186.1

324 331 332 341

0.2 1.1 0.1 0.1

9.7 12.9 3.9 23.7

S. 3 38.2 0.2 147.4

46.5 37.7 160.8 171.6

2.6 6.3 27.7 41.5

2.8 2.6 12.4 6.2

9.3 7.2 11.9 22.0

13.0 13.3 55.5 46.7

1.4 0.4 0.8 1.9

9.7 2.4 28.7 5.9

6.0 3.7 14.1 35.8

1.8 1.8 9.8 11.7

4.9 7.5 3.3 40.8

-3.2 1.2 2.1 0.9

-0.0 0.6 0.3 1.6

0.4 1.4 2.7 14.6

1.1 11.4 11.0 54.8

2.1 2.6 3.4 6.5

-0.4 26.8 10.9 20.1

69.6 141.5 198.7 482.1

342

0.4

2.4

3.0

79.3

8.5

2.2

13.5

21.9

1.2

7.3

8.6

16.2

1.1

1.9

0.1

0.4

2.2

5.0

18.9

35A

11.4

20.1

25.0

1211.9

197.6

24.5

159.5

385.4

10.6

70.6

226.6

137.1

6.4

55.2

0.5

13.9

24.2

67.5

181.4

114.7 1617.5 437.4

4

358

-13.0

7.6

80.8

221.0

1.2

12.8

34..2

52.3

0.4

37.5

50.2

32.4

6.7

0.7

0.0

31.2

29.5

25.8

47. 1

"--

0



0 a

TABLE D.7 (CONT.)

3'5 36A 3(2 371 372 381 382 383 384 381 TOT

ALA 0.4 2.2 C.1 -0.6 41.0 2.9 1.5 1.8 2.4 13.8 87.0

ArA 9.8 10.3 2.3 27.1 6.0 24.8 53.1 31.1 17.3 61.4 387.9

.:S D lb.9 28.8 2.4 11.7 57.3 19.5 80.3 40. 1 159.3 247.2 1012.0

93 244.2 153.8 5C. 4 387.5 115.7 511.0 977.9 653.1 1150.4 1219.9 9248.1

BLX 31.1 16.4 12.7 150.8 30.3 55.4 83.2 68.6 179.9 160.7 1400.7

DLEN 2.9 5.4 1.0 5.1 3.2 13.8 47.7 19.9 11.3 52.7 331.9

FR 60.4 20.5 10.1 71.4 15.9 79.9 167.2 104.1 249.2 162.4 1450.2

GFR 63.2 46.4 12.3 96.2 29.5S 181.4 399.6 247.7 429.4 323.4 2863.4

:9-3 J.2 2.8 C.5 0.4 2.= 5.2 6.9 5.6 2.2 14.2 106.1 ":

17 24.5 29.9 4.5 16.7 4.q 71. 4 84.0 47.2 78.4 92.8 779.1

,L 29.4 13.4 4.7 32.9 21.1 40.3 71.1 79.1 71.0 234.5 1318.5

UK 2.9.6 19.0 4.5 13.9 8.2 63.5 118.1 80.8 129.0 179.2 998.1

FIN 0.6 1.2 0.' 6.1 5.0 9.3 21.2 11.6 26.5 12.8 206.6

JL'N 24.9 15.7 1.3 -11.5 -0.ý 63.8 47.4 182.9 269.7 168.7 809.4

NZ 0.1 0.1 C.1 0.2 8.9 1.0 1.8 0.5 0.5 6.9 43.1

HiR 1.3 3.4 C.1 15.1 24.3 q.9 16.1 10.7 39.0 18.5 228.2

50D £.s 4.3 1.6 43.9 1R.2 34.6 d9.5 65.4 140.3 52.8 608.5

a.iZ !.3 z.2 C. 5.5 9.R 26.1 91.6 39.7 7.7 126.5 471.6

U3 25.q 24.3 (.7 -. 3 10.5 36.9 206.2 211.1 324.0 338.2 1908.6

333. 2 247.3 67.2 1492.2 296.2 7R8.7 15o6.5 1248.0 2137.2 2266.7 15011.0

a 0

I J~rAL



TABLE D.8

CHANCES IN IMPORTS rINDER FIXED EXCHANGE RATES
BY ISTC SECTOP IN THE MAJOR INDrISTRIALIZED COUNTRIES
D!JE TO IE? COMBINED l!FF!-CTS OF REDUCTIONS IN TARIFFS

AND NTbS IN TVIE MTN

1 310 321 322 323 324 331 332 341 342 35A 35B

ALA 8.1 4.7 0.9 -0.3 0.9 -0.5 2.5 9.1 0.0 -2.0 -1.7 0.0

ArA 5. 1 -0.9 22.S -0.7 4.S 0.7 1.1 -1. 1 7.6 0.1 35.9 9.7

CID 10.9 9.5 21.1 8.8 9.3 5.2 16.8 20.9 41.1 56.5 10.3 64.5

E: 395.3 440.0 483.9 189.8 141.0 -3.9 90.1 137.0 363.7 49.0 1311.6 139.1

BLI 39.5 40.3 94.6 42.0 7.5 -0.1 9.7 15.7 35.4 5.8 1141.9 22.7

:)LN 15.6 14.5 22.6 10.1 11.2 -0.3 4.5 5.7 15.5 2.6 39.0 5.0

FR 47.5 59.3 67.q 67.8 18.3 0.7 18. b 39.3 68.2 141.9 250.q 2.2

GFR 127.3 88.3 123.0 144.9 66.9 -3.1 23.6 37.5 107.6 12.1 365.8 29.9

IRE 4.1 7.2 11.3 7.1 1.3 -0.2 0.5 0.9 3.3 0.1 14.4 -0.0

IT 58.0 53.9 40.5 17.1 15.2 0.1 9.3 3.6 27.1 2.4 185.5 36.2

NL 56.5 56.0 84.4 55.4 10.1 -0.1 11.2 20.9 53.0 5.6 142.8 33.7

UK 46.8 120.5 39.3 45.5 13.5 -0.1 12.7 13.4 52.9 5.7 198.4 9.5

F[N 3.5 0.8 9.4 2.9 6. 1 -0.0 2.6 3.2 5.0 2.1 22.2 12.9

JPMv 35.4I 0.3 2.9 0.7 0.2 1.7 -4.3 6.7 1.7 0.0 62.7 34.7

NZ 1.0 0.2 3.1 -0.0 0.0 0.4 0.1 0.0 0.2 -0.7 8.2 -0.2

1) -0.4 0.5 9.7 5.1 4.2 0.2 2.1 7.2 7.8 2.0 27.1 35.4

3SD -2.9 -1.0 12.6 5.2 9.1 0.0 1.9 12.8 14.7 4.8 64.4 55.1

swz 2.3 0.0 12.4 26.9 4 .0 8.3 4.6 17.9 21.1 7.0 32.2 418.1

US -2.9 101.9 37.7 176.7 13.5 2.0 57.0 0.0 18.3 -0.1 92.1 32.6

r.5rAL 455.2 556.1 616.4 (15.2 193.0 14.2 177.6 213.8 481.2 118.8 1665.2 432.0



p

TABIE D.8 (CON?.)

355 36A 362 371 372 381 382 383 384 38A 70T

ALA 16.2 -1.1 -C.3 0.2 0.8 -2.4 2.6 -7.2 9.4 -0.9 38.8

.rA 14.8 9.9 2.9 i. 3 41.5 67.6 38.4 31.5 19.6 25.5 300.8

CSD 78.0 1R.b 7.5 11.8 10.3 137.2 119.9 179.7 94.4 185.4 1117.8

,, 189.7 145.4 '41.6 362.1 211.4 391.6 776.4 438.0 1007.7 667.9 8169.2

DLX 13.6 12.0 3.3 36.9 37.9 35.5 86.5 3.0 152.3 62.2 921.1

DLV 5.7 5.3 1.2 11.9 4.1 14.6 31.8 27.2 33.9 26.1 307.8

FR 36.9 31.2 C.O 74.1 27.9 83.7 150.5 92.5 290.3 140.8 1592.3

GiR 84.4 5b.8 13.0 125.5 81.8 114.3 259.6 100.6 258.3 201.9 2419.1

IRE 1.4 3.9 0.5 2.7 0.9 1.9 5.7 4.0 2.9 11.5 82.9

ir 13.b 6.0 4. 4 6.q 24.1 36.7 51.0 35.3 34.2 69.3 770.5

h L l!.b 25.7 4.5 27.3 15.5 51.8 75.9 61.2 50.6 60.5 918.9

UK 18.b 7.5 5.5 37.6 19.3 53.2 115.2 64.2 185.1 95.5 1156.6
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APPENDIX E

Flexible Exchange-Rate Results

The results reported in these tables refer to different runs of the

model as noted, under conditions of flexible exchange rates.

The results in Tables E.l - E.4 and E.9 - E.12 are in terms of percen-

tage changes. The trade results in Tables E.5, E.6, E.13, and E.14 are in

millions of dollars. The employment results in Tables E.7 and E.8 in thou-

sands of man-years.
uI•.5)
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-,.J1 J.j3 3.0or -0.26 -0. 10 0.23 -0.30 0.03 -0.11 -0.12 -0.02

.o (). 3G ).I1 0.01 -0.03 0.49 -3.03 0.30 3.16 0.1s 0.22

V JJ.O . %. r.1. -3.17 -0.21 0.30 -0.20 0.12 -0.01 -0.02 -0.00

.,4 3. ,3.11 -0.21 -J.?2 0.26 -0.25 0.U8 -0.06 -0.06 -0.05 -

,., u..20  0. 37 1. ki 3 -0.04 0.47 -J.04 0.29 0. 15 0.15 0.24

L -. 15 -,. 15 -1.12 -).43 -0.4i7 0.03 -0.4 7 -0.14 -0.28 -0.29 -0.25

).43.20. 1 0.)? 0.10 0.06 0. S7 J.07 0.39 0.26 0.25 0.27

'. 0. J.2 ' 0.1) -0.01 -0.05 0.45 -3.05 0.28 0.14 0.13 0.24

,4.l S.3 0.26 -C.3• -0.10 0.41 -0.10 0.23 0.09 0.09 0.14

.. ) ,. i1 4 .' 3.o• 0.02 0.52 0.02 0.35 0.21 0.20 0.29

o. 32; I. i, 0.J4 -0.00 0.5) -3.00 0.33 0.19 0.1R 0.28

)3.1) 0. 0.17 -0.1i -0.1q 0.3? -0.1a 0.14 0.01 -0.00 0.06

j, ;. 3 .) 1.)7 -,3. , -).22 n.27 -J.28 0.04 -0.00 -0.10 -0.07

'.44 J. 0. O*r1 0.13 0.15 0.66 0.15 0. 4d 0.34 0.34 0.37

A.2' 0.3 4 3. )1 (.0l 0.51 0.00 0.31 0.20 0.18 0.23



1ABLE E.2

SE .,':, C!xCIS I• v.DCT ?iRICES 'I.3)ER FLX•XbLL EXCHANGE RATES
3Y ISTU EFCIS)F Tý: TIi£ MCJOP I•I'ISTHiALIZED CUUNTPIES

f' r T•PFF iRED'ICTTONS IN THE flTb

ALTA

A A

D c.%

F?~

,, F:

1" i: E"

t, r

J ?;,

N L

a's

1 •1I) 32 1 J22

-1.4 -1.,45 -'. • -,).] r'7

-J.13 - . i -2.1 ) -f).20

-J. -t 1 -1.0. - 5j.5i

-1. V. - I. 715 - 1. 13 1

-1.e7• -2. , -2.6 -2.l2

-,./1 -1. 07 -1I. e6 -2.12

-1. ,7 -1." -2. 15 -1. q5

-1-47 -2. ,, -2.46 -2.80

-1.40 -1.. -1.14 -1.94

-1.4-4 -2.'1 -2.96 -2.51

-J.7o - 42. -1.49 -1.13

-3.11 -3.49 - I.CR -0.94

.2, - ). .)3 -0.I111 -11.14

-. 3. 1 -0.67 - o. c, -0.09

0.37 -3.29 -2.'O0 -C.73

0.31 -0. 12 -0.7N -0.27

C.G5 -3.24 -1. E0 -2.41

0.5o -0.72: -2.7 4 -1.40

-0.26 -1.07 -1.7' -1.36

323

-4. 4

-1. 50

-1. Q2

-1 . ,%

-2.30

-2.07

-1.71

-2.05

-3.114

-1. Cb

-2.60

-1. 5O

-3.02

-0. 1b

-0.02

-0.79

-0. 9q

-1.00

-1.21

-1.48

324 311

-0.25 -0. V5

-O.P9 -1. Il

-1.51 -2.37

-1.3,1 -0.79

-0.7Q -1.39

-0.45 -1.14

-0.34 -0.7d

-0.36 -1.05

-0.43 -0.81

-3.26 -0. lz

-0.62 -1.13

-0.09 -0.69

-0.42 -0.04

-0.47 0.02

-2.5) -0.14

-0.49 -U.28

-0.23 -0.27

-3.46 -1.6d

-0.05 -1.57

-0.33 -0.92

332

-5. i3

-0.45

-J.d4

-2.36

-2.94

-2.52

-2.24

-2.42

-2.37

-2.25

-2.69

-2.15

-2.54

-2. 14

-0.95

-1. 87

-1.05

-3. 3b

-3.09

-2.bb

34 1

-0. 14

-1. 32

-4.62

-1.31

-2.96

-2.95

-1.92

-2.02

-2.90

-1.14

-2.54

-1.57

-3. 33

-0.13

-0. 35

-1.01

-0.80

-2.48

-0.18

-1.11

342

0.18

-0.78

-4.20

-0.94

-1.33

-1.56

-0.74

-1.09

-0.85

-0.64

-1.45

-0.82

-0.46

0.08

0.29

0.27

0.09

-0.21

-0.01

-0.41

35A
-0.11

-2.73

-0.33

-2.80

-3.58

-2. 97

-2.54

-3.06

-2.6q

-2.66

-3.50

-2.55

-0.94

-0.99

-1.29

-1.22

-1.22

-0.09

-0.83

-1.60

358

-0.06

-0.89

0.01

-0.12

-0.68

-0.27

-0.10

-0.20

-0.22

-0.01

-0.43

0.10

-0.02

-0.14

0.02

0.03

-0.15

-0.25

0.10

-0.03

of



TABLE E.2 (CONT.)

355 3bA If 2 371 372 381 J82 383 384 38A TOT

ALA -2.1J 0.12 0.26 -0.06 -1. 14 0.08 -0.36 0.22 -0.58 -0.09 -0.78

AlA -3.99 -2.uO -3.718 -0.51 -1.32 -7.13 -4.15 -3.22 -1.89 -4.39 -2.05

-4.o04 -2.53 -3.35 -1.20 -0.03 -4.483 -1.53 -5.51 -0.49 -2.97 -1.67

-1.31 -1 .,)° -1.1P2 -1.38 -3. 51 -1.82 -2.03 -1.50 -1.72 -2.67 -1.63

BLX -2.33 -1.68 -2.10 -2.01 -1.03 -2.23 -2.70 -2.41 -3.42 -2.63 -2.48

ir.N -2.17 -1.57 -1.95 -1.75 -1.6q -1.97 -2.18 -1.98 -1.31 -3.66 -1.99

FF -1.36 -1.43 -1.P6 -1.45 -3.51 -1.70 -1.91 -1.61 -1.89 -2.71 -1.17

GFS -1.72 -1.56 - 1.CS -1.52 -0.60 -2.02 -2.17 -1.59 -2.32 -3.23 -1.87

IhE -1.38 -1.34 -1.qo -1.54 -1.64 -1.89 -1.94 -2.01 -1.26 -4.29 -2.14

ir -0.76 -0.18 -1.51 -1.03 -0.483 -1.74 -1.66 -1.02 -0.56 -2.d7 -1.35

-2.07 -1.11 -1.77 -1.72 -1.15 -2.06 -2.45 -2.14 -2.00 -3.99 -1.97

,K -0.90 -0.38 -1.84 -1.26 -0.23 -1.65 -2.00 -1.22 -1.67 -1.56 -1.18

i J -0.11 -0.57 -2.17 -1.43 -0.45 -1.25 -2.44 -3.46 -1.941 -1.52 -1.17

p 1 -3.23 0.11 -1.SP -0.54 -0.05 -1.19 -3.20 -1.73 -4.15 -1.15 -1.07

, 0.33 -0.57 -1.27 -0.70 -4.74 -1.89 -4.67 -0.78 -0.39 -1.66 -0.614

,•, -3.31 -0.07 -1.91 -0.45 -0.20 -1.26 -3.31 -1.23 -1.07 -1.20 -0.60

-33 -,.z7 -3.15 -1.E4 -1.10 -0.3e -0.92 -1.52 -2.19 -2.36 -1.42 -0.88

-J.29 -3.92 -1.27 -0.64 -2.11 -0.74 -0.58 -0.35 -0.66 -0.4q -0.65

J3 -0•. 2 -3.00 -3.55 -0.77 -0.14 -1.86 -1.47 -1.18b -0.42 -2.99 -0.87

•A',AL -1.32 -1.44 -2.417 -C.96 -0.38 -1.83 -1.91 -1.6b -1.418 -2.48 -1.21

0 4



TABLE E.3

PE8FC.NTAG CIANGGS N 0li OiE PbIC!S U'VDPIR FLEXIBLE EXCHANGE RATES
6Y 1!7( SICTOR IN TE MAJOR INDIJSTkIALIZED COUNTRIES

CrUE TO TARIFF REDUJCTIONS IN TdE MTN

1 31, J21 122 323 3241 331 332 3141 3412 35A 358 355 36A 362

ALA -3.37 -0. j6 -J. lb -1.10 -C.F7 -0.73 -0.15 -0.20 -0.06 -0.02 -0.08 -0.02 -0.19 -0.02 -0.02
&TA -"). z -0.5i -0.64 -3.cO -C.27 -0.72 -0.63 -0.65 -0.67 -0.49 -1.02 -0.33 -1.,141 -0.61 -0.71

ZvD -J.36 -0.18 -0.40 -0.16 -C.40 -0.66 -0.33 -3.47 -0.39 -0.59 -0.17 -0.02 -0.9s -0.44 -0.60

EC -3. jj -0. Ji -0.48 -3.S9 -0.46 -0.41 -0.28 -0.412 -0.4u -0.27 -0.70 -0.13 -0.5s -0.24 -0.214

sLX -). 36 -0.68 -1.17 -1. 94 -I.C9 -0.92 -0.89 -0.93 -1.20 -0.75 -1. e-41 -0.58 -1.50 -0.70 -0.77

DEN -3.24 -0.49 -0.q5 -1.11 -0.67 -0.82 -0..35 -0. RO -0.99 -0.59 -1.26 -0.27 -1.22 -0.419 -0.60

ra -).12 -0.19 -0.46 -J.51 -0.27 -0.38 -0.22 -0.36 -0.36 -0.23 -0.641 -0.09 -0.57 -0.22 -0.20

GFV -3.58 -0.50 -0.72 -0.75 -0.(14 -0.56 -0.37 -0.417 -3.417 -0.30 -0.82 -0.17 -0.72 -0.31 -0.27

IgE -3.17 -0.39 -0.74 -1.02 -0.6P -0.70 -0.40 -0.62 -0.841 -0.49 -1.08 -0.19 -0.81 -0.4141 -0.411.

IT -3.33 -0.26 -0.23 -3.24 -0.21 -0.241 -0.09 -0.16 -0.19 -0.13 -0.51 -0.04 -0.30 -0.08 -0.12

IL -3. 55 -0.58 -1. 14 -1.40 -C.S2 -0.91 -0.60 -0.93 -0.86 -0.52 -1.4S -0.1.0 -1.05 -0.52 -0.53
UK -3.24 -0.23 -0.20 -3.33 -0.33 -0.25 -0.23 -0.20 -0.27 -0.15 -0.39 0.01 -0.27 -0.08 -0.16

fil -3. 12 -0.15 -0.20 -3.30 -0.So -0.66 -0.01 -0.35 -0.17 -D.17 -0.36 -0.07 -0.19 -0.18 -0.416

JPI ).01 -0.00 -0.08 -3.041 -C.Cl -0.05 -0.00 -0.03 -0.33 -0.02 -0.11 -0.05 -0.06 -0.02 -0.02

92 3.26 0.02 -0.2b -0.25 -0.C7 -0.13 -0.00 -0.18 -0.10 -0.06 -0.410 -0.041 -0.16 -0.15 -0.1S
$Ou -3.01 -0.11 -0.74 -2.62 -0.;41 -0.37 -0.10 -0.39 -0.19 -0.13 -0.417 0.02 -0.33 -0.11 -0.38

sdo -3.39 -0.11 -0.32 -0.25 -C.3! -0.30 -0.10 -0.28 -0.20 -0.12 -0.48 -0.12 -0.26 -0.12 -0.31.
$1a -3. 13 -0.14 -0.51 -2.84 -0.414 -0.62 -0.541 -0.61 -0.51 -0.21. -0.08 -0.16 -0.21 -0.25 -0.314

is 3.36 0.00 -3.11 -3.17 -0.11 -0.13 -0.14 -0.08 -0.05 -0.014 -0.03 0.03 -0.09 -0.11 -0.06

-3.10 -0.14 -0..7 -0.33 -0.23 -0.31 -0.16 -0.2%1 -0.18 -0.13 -0.33 -0.05 -0.31 -0.17 -0.16TOTAL



TABLE E. I (CONT.)

j 1 372 381 392 3F? 3RA4 38A 2 S 6 7 8 9 TOT

ALA -J. J, -U.-8 -0.07 -3.17 -C.C2 -0.17 -0.08 -0.00 -0.31 -0.05 -0.01 -0.01 -0.02 -0.02 -0.05

AlA -3.,43 -O. O -1.3, -1.0 -C.9p -1.19 -1.52 -0.28 -0.23 -0.66 -0.22 -0.19 -0.32 -0.28 -0.50

,:Nd -J. 214 -0.09 -0.56 - 3.io -0.S9 -0. 3P -1.00 0 07 -0.08 -0.314 -0.11 -0.08 -0.16 -0.12 -0.20

&C -)., 1 -.. ,,1 -0.35 -0.1,4 -C.214 -0.59 -0.67 -0.01 -0.08 -0.22 -0.10 -0.07 -0.12 -0.14 -0.24

BLI -. 5 -0.tod -1.07 -1.01 -I.C6 -2.11 -1.17 -0.74 -0.28 -0.63 -0.26 -0.23 -0.36 -0.35 -0.65

ago -. b -i.b7 -0.85 -3.5Q -O.F2 -0.R9 -1.30 -9.25 -0.22 -0.47 -0.20 -0.16 -0.28 -0.27 -0.42

re -3.22 -0.20 -0.33 -2.39 -C.32 -0.59 -0.53 -0.03 -0.37 -0.19 -0.08 -0.06 -0.11 -0.11 -0.20

GUt -).23 -0.2b -0.37 -3. 36 -0.314 -0.68 -0.92 -0. 15 -0.13 -0.26 -0.13 -0.10 -0.18 -0.18 -0.33

IRE -0. 2 -0.774 -0.98 -3.70 -C.781 -0.81 -1.30 -0. 1:4 -0.07 -0.47 -0.14 -0.08 -0.15 -0.22 -0.34

IT -3. 11 -0.17 -J.21 -0.21 -C. 19 -0.22 -0.43 0.01 -0.0U4 -0.12 -0.06 -0.04 -0.08 -0.09 -0.16

ML -1.52 - .59 -0.79 -3.74 -C.7q -1.16 -1.27 -0.50 -0.17 -0.47 -0.18 -0.15 -0.23 -0.26 -0.146

rji -3. )9 -0.it -0.19 -3.22 -0.17 -0.43 -0.41 0.10 -0.01 -0.11 -0.05 -0.03 -0.06 -0.08 -0.13

fIg -J. .•S -0. 18 -0.43 -0.5r, -C.c.4 -0.90 -1.11 -0.04 -0.37 -0.28 -0.10 -0.08 -0.14 -u.114 -0.20

,Pf -0. 33 -3. 02- -0.,4 -3.,34 -0.C5 -0.15 -0.10 -0.05 -0.32 -0.03 -0.01 -0.02 -0.02 -0.02 -0.03

NZ - 3. j3 -1.22 -0. ,4 -0.77 -0.37 -0.37 -0.49 0.01 -0.02 -0.24 -O.OS -0.03 -0.06 -0.07 -0.1'1

sun -).17 -u .3
9  -0.43 -0. C)9 -0.42 -0.63 -0.417 0.16 -0.04 -0.21 -0.08 -0.06 -0.11 -0.11 -0.14

S dD -3. 2, 0 -O.e0 -0.35 -3.S1 -0. f 2 -1.1b -0.52 -0.11 -0.09 -0.19 -0.08 -0.08 -0.11 -0.11 -0.21

-0.,1 -,.51 -0. 32 -3.26 -0.21 -0.42 -0.27 -0.23 -0.12 -0.21 -0.08 -0.08 -0."2 -0.09 -0.18

Js -J.0, -0.014 -0.07 -3.07 -0.13 -0.09 -0.42 0.07 -0.31 -0.07 -0.02 -0.02 -0.03 -0.04 -0.04

-n.20 -(1.; 4 -0.31 -0.46 0.04 -0.34 -0.15 -0.05 -0.04 -0.06 -0.06 -0.12
rUTL ( , -). 11 -0.11 -0.22



TABLE E.4

PERLCLNTkGE LHANE3S IN TNE1 OF IMPORT AND HONE PRICES UIDEn ilEIIL3 EXCHANGE iAlES
BY ISIC !ECTOR I THE MAJUP JIDUSTIAILIZED COUNTRIES

ErIE TO TARIFt REDUCTIONS II THE MTI

1 310 321 322 32 -. 324 3jl 332 341 382 35A 358 5ss 36A 362

ALA -3.11 -0.09 -0.24 -0.09 -3.71 -0.67 -0.23 -0.53 -0.07 -0.00 -0.09 -0.06 -0.77 -0.01 0.04

ATA -3. 6 -0.37 -1.31 -3.36 -1.16 -0.79 -1.11 -0.61 -1.22 -0.57 -1.68 -0.57 -2.19 -0.97 -1.78

-9D -0.09 -0.21 -0.74 -3.41 -1.(7 -0.97 -0.63 -0.82 -C.81 -1.07 -0.13 0.00 -1.82 -0.89 -1.68

sC -3.'t9 -0.57 -0.87 -0.94 -1.11 -0.17 -0.39 -0.75 -0.78 -0.30 -1.28 -0.13 -0.74 -0.384 -0.54

BLX -1.32 -1.40 -2.27 -2.71 -1.c7 -0.814 -1.39 -1.142 -2.47 -0.87 -3.57 -0.68 -2.04 -0.98 -1.86

DEN -3.50 -0.84 -2.00 -1.70 -2.C6 -0.56 -0.90 -1.45 -2.09 -0.67 -2.28 -0.27 -1.80 -0.71 -1.88

71 -3.18 -0.30 -0.83 -3.32 -C.€' -0.37 -0.31 -0.71 -0.69 -0.27 -1.16 -0.09 -0.83 -0.32 -0.81

.Fe -1.04 -0.67 -1.23 -1.14 -1.54 -0.49 -0.50 -0.89 -0.89 -0.38 -1.50 -0.19 -1.01 -0.87 -0.57

IRE -3.45 -0.59 -1.58 -1.78 -!.Ep -0.60 -0.57 -1.02 -1.82 -0.58 -2.01 -0.21 -1.02 -0.72 -1.00

IT -3. 44 -0.,48 -0.41 -3.38 -0.712 -0.26 -0.10 -0.24 -0.33 -0.18 -0.90 -0.02 -0.38 -0.09 -0.27

SL -3.67 -0.91 -2.55 -2.21 -2.5R -0.72 -0.86 -2.01 -1.70 -0.56 -2.75 -0.42 -1.28 -0.76 -1.19

aK -3.34 -0.46 -0.47 -3.56 -0.1p -0.22 -0.31 -3.38 -0.54 -0.17 -0.70 0.0s -0.38 -0.10 -0.81

ni -3. 13 -0.17 -0.51 -0.43 -2.s9 -0.59 -0.01 -0.78 -0.36 -0.19 -0.63 -0.08 -0.16 -0.28 -1.38

jpI 3.34 -0.a3 -0.09 -3.04 -0.11 -0.0 -0.00 -0.06 -0.03 -0.02 -0.19 -0.11 -0.07 -0.01 -0.06

II 3.25 0.32 -0. b8 -3.24 -O.C2 -0.21 -0.01 -3.19 -0.12 -0.02 -0.71 0.01 -0.07 -0.20 -0.37

l0o 3.32 -0.12 -1.63 -0.69 -0.1e -0.45 -0.13 -0.80 -0.33 -0.10 -0.87 0.03 -0.32 -0.10 -1.11

SMD -3.04 -0.11 -0.'.1 -3.26 -0.c8 -0.28 -0.12 -0.57 -0.29 -0.11 -0.85 -0.18 -0.27 -0.12 -1.07

iwz -3. 3) -0.15 -1.03 -1.61 -C.S6 -2.31 -0.96 -1.71 -1.16 -0.23 -0.08 -0.28 -0.26 -0.83 -0.90

US 3.A9 -0.01 -0. 11; -i. 33 -o.111 -0.11 -0.27 -0.08 -0.05 -0.08 -0.05 0.05 -0.18 -0.28 -0.16

foTAL -. 15 -0.23 -0.,9 -J.51 -0.92 -0.32 -0.26 -0.141 -0.38 -0.15 -0.59 -0.0s -0.86 -0.27 -0.37

0 qr



T&BLE 1.4 (COOT.)

311 372 3d1 382 3E3 384 381 2 4 5 6 7 a 9 to?

ALI -).04 -O.b8 -0.06 -3.17 0.04 -0.26 -0.08 -0.00 -0.01 -0.05 -0.01 -0.01 -0.02 -0.02 -0.07

LTA -3.0S -0.91 -2.61 -3.36 -1.19 -1.62 -4.36 -0.28 -0.23 -0.66 -0.22 -0.19 -0.32 -0.26 -0.73

,Il -3.39 -0.03 -1.05 -1.27 -2.15 -0.43 -2.95 0.07 -0.08 -0.34 -0.11 -0.08 -0.16 -0.12 -0.29

aC -0.,to -0.35 -0.50 -0.95 -0.56 -O.R9 -1.89 -0.01 -0.08 -0.22 -0.10 -0.07 -0.12 -0.14 -0.37

BLI -1.99 -1.02 -1.42 -2.69 -1.€0 -3.41 -2.61 -0.74 -0.28 -0.63 -0.26 -0.23 -0.36 -0.35 -0.96

DUj -1.51 -1.19 -1.15 -1.61 -1.€!2 -1.17 -3.64 -0.25 -0.22 -0.47 -0.20 -0.16 -0.28 -0.27 -0.62

le -3.51 -0.31 -0.44 -1.24 -0.M6 -0.89 -1.41 -0.03 -0.07 -0.19 -0.08 -0.06 -0.11 -0.11 -0.30

GFR -3.45 -0.42 -0.54 -0.93 -0.53 -1.02 -2.80 -0.15 -0.13 -0.26 -0.13 -0.10 -0.18 -0.16 -0.50

log -3.33 -1.54 -1.62 -1.93 -1.42 -1.04 -3.59 -0.14 -0.07 -0.47 -0.14 -0.06 -0.15 -0.22 -0.52

IT -3.24 -C.30 -0.30 -0.61 -0.30 -0.28 -1.26 0.01 -0.04 -0.12 -0.06 -0.04 -0.08 -0.09 -0.25

IL -3.97 -0.q4 -1.16 -2.07 -1.39 -1.72 -3.47 -0.50 -0.17 -0.47 -0.18 -0.15 -0.23 -0.26 -0.69

UK -3. 2 -0.11 -0.27 -0.67 -c. 31 -0.67 -1.20 0.10 -0.01 -0.11 -0.05 -0.03 -0.06 -0.08 -0.20

FlI -3. b9 -0.2b -0.59 -1.45 -2.Cq -1.39 -3.53 -0.04 -0.07 -0.24 -0.10 -0.08 -0.14 -0.14 -0.31

JPI -3. 33 -0.03 -0.05 -3.27 -0.10 -0.25 -0.31 -0.05 -0.02 -0.03 -0.01 -0.02 -0.02 -0.02 -0.05

NZ -J.49 -2. tb -0. b8 -2.64 -C.47 -0.38 -1.14 0. 01 -0.02 -0.24 -0.05 -0.03 -0.06 -0.07 -0.15

voi -3.34 -0.19 -0.71 -2.1 i -0.eo -0.94 -1.19 0.16 -0.04 -0.21 -0.08 -0.06 -0.11 -0.11 -0.22

SwD -3.75 -0.34 -0.43 -1.37 -1.39 -1.93 -1.41 -0.11 -0.09 -0.19 -0.08 -0.08 -0.11 -0.11 -0.32

SdZ -3.46 -1.03 -0.43 -0.58 -C.27 -0.61 -0.49 -0.23 -0.12 -0.21 -0.08 -0.08 -0.12 -0.09 -0.27

uJs -3.35 -0.08 -0.12 -3.19 -0.26 -0.12 -1.41 0.07 -0.01 -0.07 -0.02 -0.02 -0.03 -0.04 -0.06

0.04 -0.04 -0.15 -0.05 -0.04 -0.06 -0.08 -0.18rOT AL -).22 -0. 18 -0.33 -0.S6 -0.44 -0.45 -1.41



TABLE E.5

CHANGES IN EXPORTS UNDER FLEXIBLE EXCHANGE RATES
BY ISIC EFCTOR IN THE MAJOR INDUSTMIALIZE) COUNTRIES

tIE TO TARIFF REDUCTIONS IN THE AfN

ALA

ArA

EZ

bLX

LiEN

FR

GFR

IRE

II

NL

UK

FL N

JN

MZ

NJR

Skz

S i

1 310 321 322

9 5.8 -9.0 0.1

0.5 3.9 26.8 16.7

14.5 14.4 2.1 12.0

51.b 372.7 52S.8 468.3

3.6 26.2 111.5 59.1

4.1 30.3 13.3 20.4

14.3 67.0 6S.3 83.8

5.4 85.2 146.7 104.8

1.2 14.6 10.9 10.6

6.i 29.0 2C.9 77.3

13.6 62.8 101.9 67.9

2.b 57.6 44.4 '64.4

0.3 1.7 1.5 15./4

2.2 -0.4 -36.4 0.1

O.b 4.9 12.2 1.2

1.9 2.9 4.7 3.7

0.8 -0.2 C.9 2.7

0.3 -2.3 4.4 11.1

70.3 65.1 3!.4 32.2

149.8 468.5 572.7 563.4

323 324 331 332 341

10.2 0.2 0.5 0.1 -0.1

1.5 9.0 10.2 3.5 17.6

5.8 8.3 31.5 0.2 112.6

75.3 43.8 18.6 125.2 83.4

4.2 0.4 1.2 14.9 15.3

7.2 2.1 1.4 9.6 3.9

13.5 9.9 5.0 11. 1 15.7

16.9 8.1 6.8 43. 1 19.8

2.1 1.1 0.2 0.7 1.3

9.7 14.7 1.5 26.4 2.8

7.4 3.6 0.9 9.2 13.6

14.3 3.9 1.6 10.3 11.0

7.7 4.1 4.4 2.8 16.0

-1.8 -3.5 0.2 1.7 -4.0

0.9 -0.0 0.5 0.3 1.2

1.5 0.3 0.9 2.4 7.7

0.4 -0.2 1.3 7.4 -11.7

-0.7 -0.2 0.7 1.9 1.1

18.7 1.4 34.6 13.3 35.7

119.4 63.1 103.4 158.8 259.4

35A 35B342

0.2

1.6

2.3

45.5

2.1

1.2

9.5

11.1

0.7

4.6

3.0

13.3

0.7

0.9

0.1

0.3

0.8

1.6

18.0

8.3

17.2

20.4

935.2

125.9

18.2

141.2

289.2

8.7

60 6

159.3

131.9

4.5

40.0

0.5

10.8

13.5

24.0

204.1

71.8 1278.4 133.7

I% a

-19.1

6. 1

26. 1

-11.1

-36.4

0..

27.5

-2.5

-0.7

12.5

-52.5

40.9

1.0

-0.7

0.1

2.2

-2.6

136.0



TABLE E.5 (COLT.)

355

ALk

ArA

MND

BLX

DEh

FR

GFiI

IRE

IT

NL

UK

FIl

NzI

iT.

swz

rJrS

E3TAL

0.2

8.2

13.3

189.7

18.4

2. 1

52. 3

45.6

2. 5

20.5

19.8

0.4

15.9

0. 1

1.j

3.6

0. 7

29.5

36A

1.5

8.2

24.9

103.7

3.8

3.1

17.6

23.7

1.9

2#.0

5.6

13.9

0.8

10.6

0. 1

2.6

1.9

1.0

28.8

362

0.1

2.2

2.1

41.3

4.1

C.8

11.7

10.2

C. 4

5.3

2.4

E. 3

C.9

2.0

C. 1

0.3

1.1

0.4

11.1

371

-0.9

23.8

12.2

200.0

28.8

3.2

80.3

36.0

0.3

19.2

4.3

27.9

4. 3

-25.0

0.2

11. 2

14.7

-0.6

43.5

372

32.2

5.1

30.3

42.9

-2.9

1.9

13.2

8.7

2.1

3.2

6.3

10.4

2.5

-2. F

9.1

12.8

2.4

2.7

25.6

381

2.4

21.8

17.6

4 17.2

34.9

10.8

73. R

1 37.2

4.4

64.6

26.3

65.1

6.8

52.0

1.0

8.0

23.5

13.6

101.1

382

-0.4

43.0

bl.5

473. 1

26.8

25.2

119.2

127.8

4.6

46.0

25.0

98.6

13.7

-11.0

1.6

10.5

32.0

-6.5

229.7

383

1.0

24. 2

32.3

393.6

27.8

12.2

75.8

137.5

3.9

32.2

39.3

65.0

8.5

91t.7

0.4

6.9

34. 1

11.7

189.7

263.3 184.2 63.0 283.4 162.8 665.1 847.2 797.1 1312.4 1704.4 10225.4

384

1.0

13.8

112.9

708.0

106.5

6.6

171.5

238.7

1.5

46.7

40.0

96.5

16.0

102.6

0.4

241.3

73.8

1.4

258.2

38A

8.3

52.8

205.6

860.4

61.8

36.6

139.9

222.2

11. 1

76.5

132.2

179.9

9.9

88.3

6.7

13.3

25.4

32.3

401.5

TOT

49.7

317.6

764..1

6168.2

637.9

214.3

1223.1

1729.3

84..3

614.1

691.8

973.5

123.8

325.5

42.1

130.2

225.5

94.5

1984.3

C,'



TABLE E.6

CHANCES IN IMPOPTS TINDER FLEXIBLE EZCHAMGE BATES
BY ISIC SECTOR IN THE MAJOR INDUSTRIALIZED COUNTRIES

COE TO TARIFF REDUCTIONS IN THE 5TI

ALA

ArA

:ND

E:

BLX

DEN

FR

GFP

IRE

IT

ML

UK

FI1

JZ

via

Sd D

sdz

r~rAL

1 310 321 322

5.9 4.6 0.4 -0.2

1.8 -1.0 21.1 -0.4

6.9 8.0 16.3 7.3

287. 1 441.4 394.2 375.8

23.7 48.6 67.3 41.3

11.9 14.7 19.7 q.5

27.4 56.3 61.3 64.9

108.8 91.2 8C.3 137.6

3.5 7.2 10.6 7.2

47.6 51.2 39.3 16.7

35.4 60.0 6e.4 55.7

28.8 112.2 38.1 43.0

0.9 0.5 7.3 2.0

-23.8 -0.3 C.1 -0.0

0.5 0.1 3.2 -0.0

-2.0 0.2 6.7 2.4

-&. 7 -0.8 3.9 0.9

-2.4 0.2 5.8 24.6

-43.7 39.3 36.5 166.2

226.5 492.2 495.5 !78.6

323 324 331 332 341

0.8 -0.5 2.9 9.2 0.5

4.2 0.9 0.9 -0.6 7.2

4.6 5.1 lb.9 18.0 36.3

76.0 -2.3 42.8 119.7 188.2

3.1 0.0 1.6 17.5 14.7

7.3 -0.2 2.8 4.5 8.7

11.6 0.4 8.0 31.8 35.6

23.0 -1.7 14.1 32.2 53.6

1.2 -0.1 0.5 1.0 3.1

13.7 0.0 1.8 3.0 11.7

5.9 0.0 4.6 17.3 20.1

10.2 -0.8 9.3 12.3 40.6

2.7 -0.0 0.6 1.2 3.0

-1.0 1.3 -1.1 5.0 1.0

0.0 0.4 0.1 0.0 0.2

0.7 0.2 0.7 4.4 2.8

0.2 0.0 0.9 3.1 1.6

-2.2 8.7 2.2 12.8 6.5

12.6 -2.2 53.4 0.0 7.7

98.7 11.6 120.3 172.8 255.0

342

-0.9

0.9

48.9

27.4

3.2

2.0

6.8

5.4

0.4

0.9

4.2

4.6

0.3

-0.3

-0.5

-0.6

-0.5

-0.1

-0.3

35A

-0.2

35.7

-9.4

1131.6

75.5

31.6

224.1

311.7

13.5

175.7

117.6

181.8

7.8

58. 8

8.5

11.3

21.0

3.4

52.9

355

0.2

10.5

-2.0

-25.6

6.6

-2.0

-2. 1

-4. 6

0.1

-15.6

8.1

"16. 1

-2. 1

26.9

-0.3

-1. 1

-0.8

1. 4

-49.4

74.2 1321.5 -42.4

.- t fe



TIBLE 3.6 count. )

ilk

ATA

CUD

E:

BLI

DEN

FR

GFR

IRE

IT

H L

UK

FT.N

Pis

HZ

N)R

SiD

rsr

ror AL

355

17.2

15.2

80.4

133. 1

10.0

4.0

25.5

48.4

1.5

10.8

16.4

16.6

0.1

2.6

-0.9

0.2

0.8

0.3

45.8

361

-0.6

10.5

19.2

96.7

10.7

4.2

28.3

40.7

1.0

1.4

6.8

3.5

0.8

-1.7

0.5

-0.1

0.3

2.4

77.5

362

-C.4

2.7

7.6

38.1

2.4

1.3

e.6

12.2

0.5

4. 3

3.7

5. 1

0.6

2.1

0.3

C.9

1.9

C.8

12.0

371

0.1

0.4

7.4

222.6

10.7

5.9

52.0

72.6

2.3

32.9

18.0

28.2

4. 6

3.5

0.4

3.0

10.9

2.7

27.5

372

0.7

3.6

1.4

79.3

13.6

2.8

14.1

24.3

0.7

6.0

7.0

10.9

1.1

6.0

2.4

3.0

3.2

4.6

24.5

381

-1.6

68.2

136.4

321.1

30.3

11.9

68.8

89.0

1.9

30.2

41.6

47.4

5.6

9.6

5.1

10.0

11.5

4.7

120.4

382

5.0

39.1

67.8

462.8

50.1

18.2

99.0

106.0

6.2

'43. 8

48.3

91.0

19.3

60.6

13.2

32.2

28.8

3.4

110.8

383

-3.7

33.5

179.8

332.9

31.5

14. 6

67.0

93.5

4.5

28.2

51.4

42.3

20.0

37.9

1.7

8.8

34.7

2.7

201.0

294.7 205.6 66.6 281.0 129.7 690.9 843.0 849.1 1321.0 1827.5 10315.6

384

18.7

25.6

59.0

803.8

113.5

16.4

204.7

230.8

4.2

28.2

59.6

146.4

22.1

117.9

1.2

29.5

91.3

6.5

145.2

38A

0.8

26.0

52.9

609.9

50.4

17.1

130.4

188.7

11.7

69.1

53.6

88.9

18.1

51.0

2.7

4. 1

11.0

6.7

1044.4

IO?

58.8

305.9

768.7

6156.4

626.4

206.9

1224.5

1766.9

82.6

601.0

703.8

944.3

116.5

356.3

38.7

117.5

219.1

95.6

2082.1

•D



TABLE E.7

ABS3LIITE CHANCES I1 E4PLCYNMET ONDEP FLEXIBLE EXCHANGE RATES
BY ISIC !FCTOR IN THE MAJOR INDUSTRIALIIED COUNTRIES

DJE 10 AGRICULTUFAL CONCESSIONS IN r18 ATI

1 310 321 322 321 324 331 332 341 342 351 358 355 36A 362

ALA -3.532 0.112 J.J"2 5.302 0.C14 0.000 0.010 0.001 0.010 0.007 0.030 0.007 0.008 0.007 0.003

AT& J.413 0.401 -0.105 -0.U52 -0.C16 -0.026 -0.011 -0.00*6 -0.012 -0.0011 -0.0211 -0.007 -0.009 -0.017 0.002

Coo -1. 1"2 U. ljl 3.015 0.010 0.C07 0.003 0.348 0.302 0.152 0.011 0.025 -0.01*6 0.012 0.016 0.006

EC -14.1,7 4.942 0.345 -G.1if, 0.C67 -0.107 0.18*6 3.012 0.219 0.075 0.207 -0.210 0.039 -0.010 0.12*6

BLI -0.454 0.tj2 3. 160 -0. 313 0.C19 -0.00*6 C.050 -0.003 O.034 0.000 -0.001 -0.039 -0.00*6 -0.012 0.003

DEM -J.34.. 0.359 -0.017 -0.)181 -0.CC4 -0.003 -0.0046 -1.007 0.003 0.002 -0.006 -0.006 -0.001 -0.006 0.002

re -'l.231 0.776 3.074 0.113 0.C26 0.002 0.033 0.007 0.048 0.018 0.078 -0.05*6 0.026 0.007 0.031

GFR -J.155 L.4i21 3.098 -0.020 O.fC2 -0.005 0.052 0.006 0.058 0.012 0.073 -0.037 0.0011 -0.002 0.032

IRE -j. t•7 7 3. ,J46 3.010 0.305 0.C03 0.001 0.002 0.301 0.004 0.002 0.005 -0.001 0.001 0.00*6 0.003

IT -j.7;4 0.5t#9 -).1,0 -0.116 -o.C;, -0.092 0.005 0.0014 0.022 0.006 -0.006 -0.035 0.000 -0.002 0.023

VL -0j. :. 3. 157 3.044 -0. 00, 0.CC6 -0.002 0.022 0.001 0.020 0.013 0.016 -0.010 0.003 -0.000 0.008

UK -1. 3b5 0.9310 ).109 -0.102 1).C21 -0.002 0.023 0.004 0.060 0.022 0.047 -0.029 0.010 0.001 0.023

Fri J. it, v J.353 -3.050 -0.077 -3.C2•f -O.OOQ -0.066 -0.038 -0.Obb -0.001 -0.013 -0.00*6 -0.003 -0.005 -0.000

JPs -17.boJ 2. ,9ad J.705 3.17q O. C•7 0.003 0.175 -0.003 3.Qi4. 0.001 0.110 -0.022 0.032 0.012 0.026

oZ J.135 0. 1bl -J.030 -0.303 -3.C13 -30.300 -0.006 -0.001 -0.001 0.000 -0.005 -0.001 -0.001 -0.001 0.001

.Ii i. ,134 3. 1:o8 -J.019 -O.O)q -O.CCR -3.001 -0.016 -0.003 -0.01*6 0.002 -0.010 -0.011 -0.002 -0.0011 0.001

&¢D -J.,3J -ý.C,4 -3.00E. -0.106 -0.CC2 -0.002 0.003 -0.000 0.022 0.002 0.002 -0.004 -0.001 -0.000 0.002

$wz -. 3J,4 3.431 -J.023 -0.'14 -0.CO -0.011 0.001 -0.003 0.032 -0.003 -0.037 -0.006 -0.03*6 -0.007 0.001

US ,1.119 -1.113 -3.9t,2 -0.5%5 -0.171 -0.066 -0.332 -0.131 -0.332 -0.257 -0.373 -0.198 -0.159 -0.18*6 -3.061

rOTAL o. lb4 7. jf,8 -3.0j8 -0.1'126 -0.CF8 -0.216 -C.309 -0.138 0.085 -0. 166 -0.088 -0.4170 -0.086 -0. 19S 0.086



TABLE E.7 (CONT.I

&AE

ATA

CUD

BLI

D~b

GEM

1T

IL

U'

NZIPUB

SVD

sUDsdz

us

f OTAL

TIl

.337

-G078

-J. 3)31

-u. Jb7

-J. J34

j. 54b

-0.010

J. J-,2

J.. 12

,u. 333

J. 317

-J. J14

0. I i 3

-3.331

-J. 320

-,*., 312

-3. 312

-0. 37d

-J. 167

372

C. U29

-0. j13

3.0O7

-0.0•5

-0. 326

-0. GO2

-0. u02

-a3. 029

o. 000

-0. 017

-0. 0)6

-0. 011

-0.007

3.019

-3. 004

-0.020

-0.310

-3. 01O

-0. /15

- 3. 326

38 1

0.016

-3.019

3. 02c

3..263

0. 308

3.001

J.076

3.006

3. 005

0.019

3.056

- 3.005

J. 136

0.001

-0.005

3.O3

-J.309

-0.598

-0. 182

302

0.01G

-C.32b

0.351

0.51 8

-0.331

-0. 3)q

0. 14 I

0. 1iQA

0.33

0. 56 S

0.012

0.099

-0.021

0.193

-0.301

-0. ,08

0.3210

-0.348

-1.037

-0.340

?P3

0.Cl'

-0.C21

-0. C 17

3.c7c

-O.C1P

-0.C07

0. C18

3.Cl9

0.CC3

0. c11

0. CC1

0. C IA

-0. ClI

0. 132

-0.CC2

-C.CC7

0. CCl

-0.C39

-C. 729

-0.I7l

384

0.0114

-0.007

3.037

0.151

-0.038

-0.00r)

0.7117

0.03)

0.332

0.021

3.10 3

0.013

-0.011

0.158

-0.0o02

-0.016

0.00,4

-0.002

-0.603

-0.274

38A

0.34*9

-0.039

0. 058

C.063

-0.015

-0.017

0.067

-0.002

0.0U8

0.001

0.002

0.320

-0.015

0. 322

-0.007

-0.020

-0.003

-0. 103

-1.149

-0.8114

2

0.046

-0.024

-0.025

-3.553

-0.0O15

-0.002

-0.030

-0. 160

-0.301

-0.165

-0.007

-0. 1144

-0.009

0.003

-0.002

-0.021

-0.011

-3.363

-0.782

-1.44 1

4

0.037

-0.0011

0.012

0.0)4

0.000

0.001

0.009

0.010

0.003

0.032

0.037

0.022

-0.033

-0.011

-0.001

0.000

0.032

0.000

-0. 135

-3.378

5

-0.020

-0.001

-0.007

-0.080

-0.020

-0.003

-0.038

0.007

-0.001

-0.003

-0.022

0.001

0.001

-0.293

-0.004

0.006

0.006

0.030

-0. 827

-1.219

6

-0.005

-0.018

0.022

-0. 006

-0.035

-0.008

-0. 026

0.0o14

0.010

-0.028

0.014

0.053

-0.002

-0.681
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AND NIBS IN THE MTI

jIO

-0.09

-0.40

-0. 19

-0.4,2

-0.99

-0.23

-0.58

-0.47

-0.31

-0.68

-G.31

0.01

-0.09

0.32

0.07

-0.05

-0.14

-0.00

3, 1

-0.15

-0.69

-0.42

-0.73

-6.94

-0.95

-0.46

-0.82

-0. 75

-0.24

-1.36

-0. 3l

-0.05

-0.10

-0.428

-0.91

-0.50

-0.51

-0.12

322

-0.09

-3.54

-0. 36

-0.60

-1.54

-1.01

-0.50

-2.76

-1.03

-0.25

-1.42

-0.34

-3.17

-3.05

-0.2 1

-3. 55

-3.19

-0.77

-0.18

323

-O.F6
-0.f2

-0.42

- 1.fC

-c.ql

-1.32

-P.22

-0.47

-1.30

-0.69

-0.51

-7.C1

-0.36

-44.0C

-0.13

-0.C6

-51.;9

-16. CA

-4.;6

-C.12

3214

-0.72

-0.714

-0.66

-1.27

-0.90

-0.74

-0.38

-0.60

-0.69

-14.02

-. O90

-0.25

-0.63

-0.06

-0.12

-0.29

-0.28

-0.61

-0.14

331

-0.15

-0.65

-0.29

-0.58

-34.13

-0.73

-0.34

-0.119

-C.11

-0.25

-1.03

-0.29

0.18

-0.04

-0.01

0.02

0.09

-0.941

-0.15

332

-0.19

-0.65

-0.48

-0.415

-0.95

-0.86

-0. 39

-0.51

-0.61

-0.17

-1. 18

-0.21

-0.61

-0.04

-0. 18

-0.40

-0.6P

-0.90

-0.09

ALA

AT&

EC

BLX

DEM

Fa

G F8

ISE

IT

ML

UK

fiN

jpm

Iz

Nh

NOR

uMD

sliz

"a s

1S0
TOTA

-3.15 -0.18 -0.38 -3.34 -1.74 -0.70 -0.24 -0.27 -0.22 -0.114 -0.65 -0.18 -0.36 -0.20 -0.16

-).17

-322

-. ).21

-3.48

-3.75

-1. 3'

3. 3

-3.21

-3.37

-3. 3b

-3.43

-3.71

-). I2

0.33

-3. 20

3.27

3.:•2

3.36

3.32

3. 11

3141

-0.35

-0.69

-0.39

-0.53

-1.89

-1.26

-0.45

-0.63

-3.94

-0.27

-1.34

-0.30

-0.32

-0.03

-0. 10

-0.12

-0.19

-0.97

-0.06

3142

-0.00

-0.147

-0.64

-0.30

-0.87

-0.59

-0.26

-0.35

-0. 117

-0.15

-0.57

-0. 16

-0.19

-0.02

-0.0O4

-0.15

-0.19

-0.14

-0.05

35A

-0.05

-1.03

-0.26

-1.44

-24.60

-1.58

-0.68

-0.97

-1.03

-0.55

-1.66

-0.112

-0.92

-0.12

-0.39

-1.09

-1.36

-0.77

-0.05

355

-0.02

-0.37

-0.23

-0.21

-3.41

-0.29

-0.09

-0.25

-0.20

-0. 15

-0.41

-0.02

-0.23

-0.09

-0.014

-15.73

-0.52

-2.57

0.01

355

-0.36

-1.44

-0.93

-0.614

-1.15

-1.52

-0.67

-0.95

-0.78

-0.33

-1.06

-0.28

-0.56

-0.06

-0.114

-0.78

-0.52

-1.24

-0.10

361

-0.01

-0.61

-0.41

-0.28

-0.72

-0.50

-0.21

-0.37

-0.142

-0.11

-0.96

-0.10

-0.28

-0.02

-0.15

-0.18

-0.23

-0.74

-0.12

362

-0.01

-0.71

-0.60

-0.24

-0.714

-0.55

-0.19

-0.26

-0.44

-0.12

-0.52

-0.16

-0.44

-0.01

-0. 15

-0.30

-0.32

-0.37

-0.06



IABLE E.11 count. )

371

-3.33

-2. 44

-3. 2b

-J,. 7 1

-13. •2

-1. jb

-3.24

-). -6

-3.40

-). 13

-). 54

-P. 1o0

-).47

-).33

-0.33

-J.49

-). 5

-1.33

-3.,33

372

-0.27

-0.b2

19.49

-0.41

-4.64

-0.79

-0.26

-0. 46

-0.73

-0.41

-0.67

-0.11

-0.27

-0.01

-1.22

-2.04

-1.51

-0.83

-0.06

381

-0.06

-1.38

-0.59

-0.38

-1.11

-0.88

-0.34

-0.41

-0.95

-0.22

-0.87

-0.19

-0.58

-0.04

-0.53

-0.59

-0.41

-0.79

-0.38

382

-3.05

-1.01

-1.02

-1.03

-33.13

-1.10

-0.59

-0.61

-0.67

-0.22

-1.48

-0.25

-1.02

-3.12

-0.75

-1.36

-1.50

-139.55

-0.11

3E2

0.C2

-C.S5€

-1.CC

-0.39

-0.36

-0.33

-0.71

-0.19

-c.c.O

-P.;1

-1.8q

-0 .C6

-0. 3

-1.36

-1.28

-1.15

-0.22

384

-0.12

-1.13

-0.46

-1.65

-41.50

-1.83

-0.74

-0.14

-0.14

-0.23

-1.24

-0.50

-2.36

-0.21

-0.31

-2.11

-2.56

-10.33

-0.16

5 6 7 8 9 0T?
38A

-0.06

-1.52

-@1.78

-1.86

-10.34

-26.87

-0.56

-1.12

-1.27

-0.44

-7.86

-0.45

-2.62

-0.21

-0.48

-74. 13

-El.25

-24.33

-0.5 3

2

-0.00

-0.34

0.12

-0.09

-0.66

-0.20

-0.04

-0.27

-0.15

-0. 14

-0.48

0.05

-0.26

-0.13

0.01

0.76

-0.46

-1.05

0.04

-0.00

-0.25

-0.06

-0.08

-0.27

-0.21

-0.06

-0.14

-0.36

-0.06

-0. 18

-0.31

-0.04

-0.02

-0.02

0.08

-0.07

-0.21

-0.03

-0.04

-0.67

-0. 33

-0.22

-0.62

-0. 44

-0.19

-0.27

-0.46

-0.13

-0. 48

-0.12

-0.22

-0.03

-0.23

-0.15

-0.18

-0.30

-0.07

-0.01

-0.22

-0.11

-0.09

-0.25

-0.19

-0.08

-0.12

-0.13

-0.06

-0.18

-0.05

-0.08

-0.01

-0.04

-0.07

-0.07

-0. 10

-0.03

-0.01

-0.19

-0.08

-0.07

-0.22

-0.15

-0.06

-0.10

-0.07

-0.04

-0.15

-0.03

-0.05

-0.01

-0.03

-0.02

-0.06

-0. 14

-0.02

-0.01
-0.32

-0.16

-0.12

-0.35

-0.26

-0.10

-0.18

-0.14

-0.09

-0.23

-0.06

-0.11

-0.02

-0.09

-0.10

-0.16

-0.05

-0.05 -0.04 -0.07 -0.08 -0.27
-1.91 -0.32 -0.74 -4.12 0.01 -0.05 -0.15

-0.02
-0.29

-0.13

-0.14

-0.35

-0.25

-0.11

-0.18

-0.22

-0.09

-0.26

-0.08

-0.13

-0.02

-0.07

-0.09

-0.10

-0.09

-0.04

-0.05
-0.50

-0.95

-0.39

-3.56

-0.73

-0.22

-0.38

-0.35

-0.20

-0.60

-0.15

-0.27

-0.06

-0.09

-0.80

-0.90

-7.76

-0.05

BLI

Gra

IRE

LT

"UK
iris

Jell

IZ

NOI

Sood

SdZ

Os

rOTkL -3.31 -OAS8 -0.24



TABLE E. 12

PERCENTAGE CHANGES IV INCOI OF IMPORT 410 HOSE PRICES UNDER FLEXIBLE nCBAIGE RATES
BY ISIC SECTOR IN THE HLJOR INDUSTRIALIZED COUNTRIES
DOE 10 IHP COMBINrD EFFECTS OF RECJCTIOVS IN TARIFFS

AND ITBS I THE STI

1 310 321 322 122 324 331 332 341 342 35A 358 355 36A 362

ALA -J. 23 -0.13 -0.23 -0.09 -3.(4 -0.66 -0.23 -0.52 -0.01 0.02 -0.04 -0.06 -0.73 0.01 0.04

ATA -3.33 -0.40 -1.37 -0.41 -1.17 -0.84 -1.14 -0.61 -1.25 -0.52 -1.68 -0.62 -2.38 -0.97 -1.78

CID -3.13 -0.22 -0.71 -0.38 -1.0 -0.95 -0.57 -0.81 -0.80 -1.07 -0.15 0.02 -1.76 -0.83 -1.62

8C -3.08 -O.b3 -0.86 -0.92 -1.16 -0.30 -0.47 -0.75 -0.85 -0.31 -1.30 -0.09 -0.77 -0.35 -0.53

BLI -1.75 -1.48 -2.12 -2.63 -1.92 -0.80 -1.59 -1.39 -2.59 -0.91 -3.60 -0.55 -2.00 -0.93 -1.61

oal -3.3u -0.74 -1.77 -1.50 -1.E3 -0.39 -0.82 -1.37 -2.08 -0.64 -2.22 -0.11 -1.72 -0.65 -1.30

PR -3.33 -0.34 -0.80 -0.7q -0.57 -0.36 -0.39 -0.71 -0.73 -0.26 -1.14 0.01 -0.85 -0.30 -0.40

GPit -1.28 -0.75 -1.20 -1.10 -1.72 -0.52 -0.58 -0.91 -1.00 -0.37 -1.58 -0.08 -1.14 -0.51 -0.57

1i& -3.b8 -0.07 -1.59 -1.79 -1.e7 -0.61 -0.57 -0.99 -1.82 -0.49 -1.95 -0.22 -0.98 -0.68 -1.02

IT -3.57 -0.53 -0.42 -0.38 -C.77 0.09 -0.20 -0.25 -0.40 -0.15 -0.91 -0.07 -0.07 -0.10 -0.27

IL -1.18 -0.99 -2.52 -2.17 -2.53 -0.70 -1.05 -2.04 -1.92 -0.60 -2.74 -0.38 -1.26 -0.87 -1.19

UI -3.58 -0.54 -0.448 -0.56 -0.77 -0.23 -0.37 -0.34 -0.57 -0.17 -0.71 0.02 -0.34 -0.11 -0.42

Fri 3.30 0.00 -0.21 -0.21 -3.C3 -0.52 0.21 -0.91 -0.19 -0.18 -0.73 0.09 -0.19 -0.25 -1.22

JpI -3.25 -0.09 -0.11 -3.05 -0.12 -0.09 -0.03 -0.07 -0.04 -0.02 -0.19 -0.00 -0.06 -0.01 -0.05

IS 3.24 0.02 -0.67 -0.25 0.C2 -0.20 -0.01 -0.19 -0.11 0.01 -0.68 -0.01 -0.04 -0.19 -0.38

sOR 0.45 0.06 -1.35 -0.31 -0.(9 -0.31 0.07 -0.64 -0.18 -0.06 -0.71 0.40 0.20 0.00 -0.83

LED 3.11 -0.03 -0.23 0.06 -0.96 -0.13 0.10 -0.64 -0.22 -0.13 -1.03 0.04 -0.22 -0.13 -0.88

MZ -3.04 -0.13 -0.75 -1.48 -0.53 -2.15 -1.09 -1.74 -1.37 -0.32 -0.03 -0.17 -0.47 -0.69 -0.77

is 3.12 -0.04 -0.20 -0.31 -0.41 -0.12 -0.27 -0.09 -0.06 -0.04 -0.07 0.06 -0.14 -0.24 -0.17

-3.24 -0.27 -0.448 -0.51 -0.94 -0.28 -0.27 -0.42 -0.35 -0.16 -0.60 -0.01 -0.46 -0.28 -0.37MoAL



TABLE E.12 count. )

371

-3.03

-3. 47

-0.39

-1. 69

-1. 33

-3.49

-). 4b

-0.92

-3. i6

-J. ý9

-3. 319
-J.34

-3.50

-3.15

-3.59

-3.53

-3.06

372

-O.b8

-C.45

-0.12

-0.40

-0.97

-1.13

-0.33

-0.52

-1.55

-0.42

-0.95

-0.14

-0.23

-0.05

-2.65

0.09

-0.32

-1.15

-0.09

-0.05

-2. b2

-1.014

-0.51

-1.39

-1.09

-0.4,4

-0.57

-1.58

-0.31

-1.18

-0.28

-0.63

-0.05

-0.67

-0.61

-0.42

-0.69

-0.13

382

-0.12

-3.32

-1.25

-0.90

-2.77

-1.56

-1.24

-1.06

-1.84

-0. 58

-2.11

-0.66

-1.49

-0.24

-2.59

-2.12

-1.21

-1.56

-0.21

3F3

0.13

- 1.1•2

-2.CF

-0.114

-1 .se

-1.! 3

-0. 1; 5

-0.27

-1.35

-0.30

-2.C5

-O.CA

-C.40O

-0.55

-1.78

-0.31

BLI

DEN

I'3

GFI

IaE

IT

9L

UK

F~ix

oz

No&

Sid

S v z

Js

ZOT AL

384

-0.17

-1.50

-0.30

-O.AR

-3.48

-1.18

-0.q3

-1.00

-0.93

-0.20

-1.57

-0.68

-1.90

-0.30

-0.28

-0.85

-2.41

-2.22

-0.16

38A

-0.011

-4.36

-3.58

-1.86

-2.53

-3.60

-1.36

-2.77

-3.54

-1.24

-3.43

-1.17

-3.69

-0.37

-1.11

-1.32

-1.74a

-0.37

-1. 141

2

-0.00

-0.3at

0.12

-0.09

-0.66

-0.20

-0.041

-0.27

-0.15

-0. 111

-0.48

O.05

-0.26

-0.13

0.01

0.76

-0.146

-1.05

11

-0.03

-0.25

-0.36

-0.08

-0.27

-0.21

-0.06

-0.111

-0.06

-0.06

-0.18

-0.01

-0.011

-0.02

-0.02

0.00

-0.07

-0.23

-0.03

S

-0.011

-0.67

-0.33

-0.22

-0.62

-0. 144

-0.19

-0.27

-0.16

-0.13

-0.148

-0.12

-0.22

-0.03

-0.23

-0.15
-0. 16

-0.30

-0.07

6

-0.01

-0.22

-0.11

-0.09

-0.25

-0.19

-0.08

-0.12

-0.13

-0.06

-0.18

-0.05

-0.08

-0.01

-0.0o1

-0.07

-0.07

-0.10

-0.03

-0.01

-0.19

-0.08

-0.07

-0.22

-0.15

-0.06

-0.10

-0.07

-0.041

-0.15

-0.03

-0.05

-0.01

-0.03

-0.02

-0.06

-0.141

-0.02

8

-0.01

-0.32

-0.16

-0.12

-0.35

-0.26

-0.10

-0.16

-0.1l1

-0.09

-0.23

-0.06

-0.11

-0.02

-0.05

-0.09

-0.10

-0.16

-0.05

9

-0.02

-0.29

-0.13

-0.111

-0.35

-0.25

-0.11

-0.10

-0.22

-0.09

-0.26

-0.08

-0.13

-0.02

-0.07

-0.09

-0.10

-0.09

-0.04t

2OT

-0.07

-0.7Ta

-0.28

-0.3,

-0.99

-0.57

-0.30

-0.53

-0.53

-0.26

-0.71

-0.22

-0.23

-0.06

-0.16

-0. 10

-0.33

-0.37

-0.07

0.011 -0.03 -0.07 -0.03 -0.02 -0.05 -0.011 -0.07-3.22 -0.21 -0.314 -0.59 -0.115 -0.118 -1.1111 0.01 -o.os -0.15 -0.05 -0.011 -0.07 0.06 0.20



'TAbLE F. 13

CPA.K 4fE•1.S EXP'F '.') t'1 P FLYIPLE EXCHANGE hATES
.sY :•'€ •rc':", T.E "A.JOP I1TIST&IALILD COUNTRIES

"I" ' 1, 1 C'2i' tZ'D E!F2CT3 OF .E!)UCIlubS I1 TARIFFS

A~ 471L.3 14 TIE !MTI

.2

hL

-.43 ,

AJa'

1 1 A

SJ[ ,

1j. 7

L.,

!. 2

1.).,

4;.2

1. 3

0.3

-. 3

;J. 3

35.:. 1

'612.3

I 11)

2.1

517. 13

1 7

,13.4

125.1

.9 j.t.'

67.1

13.c

-,9.4

1.79

13.4q

,43.0

592.,6

3, 1

- 7.1'

2c.3

c

,3. 3c1 2.

1.1.1

3.3

- 3'7.2

1 1.f,

"7.4

c. p

17. oC

4 2.5

655. 2

-q

322 323 324 3ji 332 341

1. 1 12.4 0.2 0.7 0.1 -9.1

1r,.1 1. 7. ? 9.1 3.6 15.3

14. 7 4.s 9.6 '1.3 0. 3 148. 3

,.07:. t 117.7 ? ..') z1 8.3 150.5 109.7

(2. ' ".1 J.7 J.J 19.9 22.41

23. 1 11.a 2.7 2.,4 12.7 5.5

qa. •. 11. 1 7.2 13.2 20.0

1J. '••.* 9.b 9.3 50.8 26.3

12... 2. 1.) 0.2 J.7 1.3

7#-. 1 13.4 9.7 2.1 33.5 3.5

6 0 .5 11.1 1.7 2.0 11.2 19.5

43. 3 1li. 2 3. 3 1.9 11.4I 11.2

21. t, 14.f 6.4 12.0 4.4 62.2

-2.5 -0.7 -4.4 0.3 1.9 -5.2

1. 1 1.4 -0.0 0.5 0.4 0.8

5.6 5.6 O. 2.9 4.0 29.2

P.5 6.3 2.1 16.6 114.2 75.9

V;.2 1.5 2.3 2.5 3.6 5.9

33.3 2. 6 1. 1 39.1 15.1 40.9

5.S4.4 198.9 67.6 153.) 198.1 482.7

342

0.3

2.0

3.4

71.6

4.8

2.2

14.5

18.0

0.9

7.2

5.7

18.2

1.5

1.5

0.1

0.7

2.9

5.2

26.0

35A

10. 3

17.7

27.9

1103.2

15J. '3

24. 1

167.6

3413.8

9.3

70.3

185.1

149.2

7.9

45.8

0.5

19.2

28.5

69.8

245.5

115.3 1576.4 481.8

358

-20.7

4. 7

99.2

124..8

-19.5

12.0

41.9

26. 4

-1.0

35.6

-17.7

47. 1

9.0

-1.0

0.0

45. 1

33.9

26.2

160.6

t0



TABLE E. 13 count. )

ALA

ATA

CND

E=

BLX

DEN

GFR

IRE

Ir

NL

UK

FIN

J?E

NZ

Sda

sdL

ai

355

0.3

8.5

18.8

226.6

22.9

2.8

63. 3

35. 1

2.7

24.1

23.2

32.4

0.8

19.3

0.1

1.9

8.3

2.4

36.2

3bA

2.0

8.4

32.7

137.1

8.0

5.3

22.b

39.2

2.2

33.2

8.5

22.1

1.6

12.6

0.1

5.5

5.6

3.3

34.5

362

C. 1

1.R

3.0

41.4

5.1

1.1

11.9

9.R

0.4

4.8

2.5

5.7

1.4

1.4

0.1

0.5

2.3

0.9

11.3

371

-0.7

19.7

18.0

289.9

60.1

5.4

101.2

60.9

0. 3

23.0

10.3

28.8

10.0

-45.7

0.2

32.5

66.1

6.4

50.1

372

30.8

4.5

68. 1

66.8

4.5

3.0

17.2

16.4

?. 0

4.4

8..8

10.6

7.3

-4.0

8.9

42.3

23.3

9.8

28.4

381

2.6

21.6

21.2

471.7

41. 3

13.6

34.0

157.3

'4.s

71.0

30.4

69.6

10.0

54.2

1.0

13.3

39.9

26.6

112.2

382

0.7

44.7

87.7

802.8

48.6

45.1

175.9

272.3

5.3

76.9

42.0

136.7

2b.7

11.5

1.8

23.2

108.8

91.9

365.7

383

1.7

27.5

42.8

586.5

47.1

19. f

109.8

210.9

4.8

46.7

58.7

88.8

13.6

152.9

0.5

14.6

75.0

40.7

268.8

323.0 243.5 64.1 446.6 286.2 774.4 1565.5 1224.4 2091.8 2215.5 14753.5

384

2.0

15.5

lo8.2

",044.7

146.2

10.9

254.0

365.7

1.9

74.4

55.5

136.0

29.8

210.0

0.5

48.8

152.7

7.7

411.9

38A

11.1

52.6

268.4

1051.0

92.2

51.3

173.5

267.2

11.7

90.4

162.4

202.2

16.0

109.6

7.1

28.5

65.5

130.3

475.4

TOT

52.5

319.0

1114.9

8018.5

904.8

323.4

1568.9

2322.8

86.0

767.5

901.2

1143.9

276.8

520.8

43.8

352.6

748.5

483.5

2822.5



TABLE E.114

CHANGES IN IMPORTS UiNDER FLEXIBLE EXCHANGE RATES
BY ISIC !ECTOR IN THE MAJOR INEDUSTRIALIZEO COUNTRIES
DUE 1n 'TRE COMBINED EFFECTS CF REDUCTIONS IN TARIFFS

AND NIBS IN THE fITE

1 310 321 322 323 3214 331 332 341 342 35A 358

ALA 8.2 4.S 0.5 -0.1 0.9 -0.14 2.7 9.1 0.6 -1.8 -1.4 0.2

Ark 5.5 -0.5 20.2 -0.2 3.5 1.0 0.9 -0.6 7.3 0.6 35.2 11.14

.ND 11.0 7.9 21.3 7.8 10.0 4.9 16.8 20.2 141.3 55.4 8.8 63.1

EZg 399.1 455.9 453.5 396.3 134.5 -2.1 89.6 140.6 360.6 52.0 1285.8 150.6

BLX 37.0 49.5 77.1 43.6 5.5 0.0 8.2 18.3 30.5 7.6 101.4 30.3

DEN 16.0 14.6 22.5 10.1 10.9 -0.3 14.5 5.7 15.7 2.6 38.9 5.4

FR 49.1 57.6 69.8 66.9 18.9 0.4 18.7 37.9 69.3 14.4 250.2 1.7

Gf 133.5 94.8 117.2 149.1 64.1 -1.6 24.4 38.6 108.1 12.8 364.6 36.1

IRE 3.8 7.14 10.5 7.2 1.2 -0.1 0.5 1.0 3.2 0.2 13.6 0.2

IT 60.1 53.6 40.5 17.1 15.2 0.1 9.8 3.6 27.8 2.4. 185.5 36.7

NL 50.7 62.2 74.7 57.6 7.6 0.0 10.7 22.8 51.3 6.7 133.6 314.1

UK '3.9 116.4 41.0 44.7 11.0 -0.6 12.7 12.7 54.7 5.3 198.2 6.1

FI j; 3.5 0.4 12.2 2.8 7.0 -0.0 3.0 3.0 5.3 1.9 22.7 10.6

3PM 39.0 2.0 2.1 1.4 0.0 1.9 -0.2 6.8 2.8 0.3 65.0 37.9

N7Z 1.1 0.2 3.1 -0.0 0.0 0.14 0.1 0.0 0.2 -0.7 8.2 -0.3

NOR -C.8 -0.2 10.6 3.3 5.1 0.2 2.1 6.0 8.5 1.3 27.0 341.3

SWD -3.4 -2.6 14.1 3.9 11.0 -0.0 5.5 12.1 15.3 4.4 64.7 51.5

SdZ 2.5 -0.1 12.8 26.7 14.2 8.2 4.6 17.6 21.3 6.9 32.5 148.0

U; -9.5 95.6 37.1 168.14 13.1 -1.7 54.1 0.0 15.7 -0.8 83.6 -7.3

T3TAL 456.1 563.14 587.14 610.2 189.4 12.3 179.1 214.8 478.7 119.6 1632.1 399.9

R•



TABLE E.14 count. )

ALA

ArA

E:

BLX

DEN

FR

GFP

IRE

IT

HL

UK

rim

NZ

N38

SdD

SdZ

as

355

lb. b

15.0

77.0

191.7

13.5

5.7

J6. 4

86. 3

1. 4

13.7

16. 9

17.8

2.9

2.8

-0. 9

2.7

7. 1

b.7

45.3

3bA

-0.9

10.4

18.0

149.0

13.7

5.4

30.4

58.7

1.0

6.0

27.0

6.8

3.0

-2.1

0.5

3.6

6.5

s5.5

75.1

3(2

-0.3

2.9

"1.4

39.9

2.6

1.2

12.9

0.5

4.5

4. 1

5.3

C.4

2.2

C.3

C.5

1.4

C.5

12.0

371

0.2

0. 5

11.5

331.4

24. 1

11.6

74. 1

117.5

2.4

45.9

20.7

37. 1

9.0

2.8

0.5

13.0

41.1

11.6

26.3

372

0.7

3.7

11.1

180.7

19.0

4. C

29.0

73.2

0.7

24. 1

9.9

20.8

2.4

-4.*4

2.4

12.7

19.0

6.4

20.4

381

-2.0

68.4

135.2

395.3

37.1

14.8

82.2

116.6

1.9

36.7

54.3

51.7

10.7

15.0

5.0

18.3

21.8

13.4

122.5

382

3.5

38.9

118.2

782.9

90.0

32.0

150. 1

260.4

6.1

51.3

78.0

115.0

40. 1

114.2

13.1

59.8

111.4

80.8

210.2

383

-6.5

32. 4

177.5

445.5

55. 9

27.3

90.9

104.3

4.2

35.3

64.7

62.8

37.4

b1.6

1.2

31.7

103.7

35.8

394.7

366.8 271.5 61.3 450.1 255.1 803.7 1573.1 1315.2 2113.5 2400.3 15059.6

384

12.0

23.0

88.3

1044.7

167.0

34.9

288.0

273.6

3.6

34.7

61.3

181.6

58.7

184.8

-0.1

68. 4

194.7

106.9

332.4

38A

-0.0

25.9

184.5

675.2

65.6

26.2

139.6

206.2

11.6

69.5

62.1

94.4

32.0

112.8

2.6

25.6

66.0

35.7

1239.9

TOT

46.4

305.5

1097.3

8154.4

897.5

309.7

1584.4

2451. 4

82.2

773.9

910.9

1144.5

269.1

648.9

36.8

333.7

749.1

491.5

2927.0
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