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Introduction

The objective of this article is to atteapt to answer four
questions that sum up the current probleas of the cane
agroindustry in Asia, Africa, Latin Aserica and the

Caribbean and Oceania:

- What is the status of the international sugar asarket at

present?
- What are the msajor causes of this situation?

- What effects has it had on the aforementioned

countries?

- What are the solutions deemed valid and effective to

remedy this situation?

And in attempting to answer these question we can discuss
our role in the sugar world, the msanner in which the
current crisis has uffected our countries and "possible

smans of solving the problems of our industry.




The World Sugar Situation

In response to the first question, the situation of the
international sugar sarket during the present decade msay be

summarized 25 follows:

- High stockpiles, which in 1985 reached a peak levei of
40 per cent of consusptiioni and, although the estimsate
for the current crop year is a level of around 34 per
cent, both figur;s are above the level of 25 per cent

.considered normal. (Table Ili)

- Low prices on the international sarket, with quotations
reaching a low of 2.5 cents U.S. currency per pound of
raw sugar in June 1985, as a result of the
aforesentioned surplus supplies. Although prices ;re
currently between 8 and 9 cents, they are still below
the production costs of wmost producing countries.

{Table I)

- [ standstill in the growth of world consusption,
resulting from the campaings against sugar and the
inroads msade by substitutes —— both caloric ;nd norn-
caloric sweeteners — in the markets of the major
industrislized countries. The world average for sugar
consumption per capita has fallen from a peak level of

21 kgs. in 1979 ¢to slightly above 20 kgs. at present.




The

In the specific case of the developed capitalist sugar-
importing countries, consumption has fallen from a peak
of nearly 45 kgs. in 1973 to slightly above 30 kgs. at

present.

A contraction in the isport requiresents of the free
market, the outcome of a combination of tne decline in
growth rates for consumption and the increased self-
sufficiency of some imsporting countries. Import
requirements have fallen from over 21 msillion M.T.R.V.

in 1982 to below 17 million at present.

A significant rise in the importance of white sugar on
the international market, from the 10 per cent of the

total it represented in 1970 to nearly per cent toda#.

Major Factors on the Market

In

the

answer to the second question, as follows are some of

most relevant causes of the current sugar situation:

Rising protectionism, particularly by the developed

capitalist countries ~such as the following:

. The E.E.C., which through a combination of quotas,
internal support prices, subsidies and taxes, bhas
tecome the number two world exporter and the number

orne exporter to the free market, after having been




a net importer up to 1976.

This situation was fostered by a_conbination of two
factors: the E.E.C. had failed to accede to the
1977 International Suger Agreesment and it also
plays a major role as a supplier of white sugar to

the world market. (Table XI1)

- The United States, which, in order to protection
its domestic suga; indust;y, has established
conditions for significant inroads by substitutes
on its market —— High Fructose Corn Syrup (HFCS) in
particular -—— with negative effects on its import

volumes.

In five years imports have declined considerably
and the United States is no longer the number one
world importer, with forecasts indicating that if
this trend continues the U.S. will not be importing

any sugar at all by the end of the decade.

The result of the protectionist policies in these two
countries, to which we might also add the case of Japan, is
a rise in their exports, on the one hand; and on the other,
a decline in imports that leads to & contraction of the
availeble wmarket for the other exporters. The foregoing

crestes bearish pressure on prices on the free market.




The failure of attempts to regulate the international
sarket through an agreesent with effective economic
clauses. & cise in point is the 1977 International
Sugar Agreement , which failed to achieve its
objectives, due, among other factors, to the fact that
the E.E.C. did not accede to it, the delay by the -
United States in ratifying the fact and faults in the
design of the economic clauses. Furthermore, éfférts to
negotiate & new agreement with economic clauses ended
unsuccessfully in 1984, . -which weakened the
possibilities that an effective agreessnt will bDe

achieved in a relatively short pericd of time.

The rapid growth of consumption of sugar substitutes -—-
both caloric and non-caloric -- in some countries. A
case in point is the United States, where in 1970 corn
sweeteners accounted for 16 per cent of total
consumption of caloric swesteners, whereas at present
they represent 352 per cent of the total and have
replaced' sugar iIin many sectors of this market. And
aspartame, which was launched on the market in 1981,

currently accounts for nine per cent of total sweetener

consumption.




Effects on the Sugar Situation in Latin Aaerica and the

Caribbean, Africa, Asia and Oceania

The international sugar situation outlined above has in
turn had repercussions cor the sugar industries in our
countries, which shall be analyzed from the following two

perspectives:
- The sugar situation in general

- The effects on exports, as concerns both volumses and

value.

1. The sugar situation in Latin America and the Caribbean,

Africa, Asia and Oceania.
@. Latin America and the Caribbean

This region produces approximately 50O per cent of
the cane sugar produced at the world level and an
even higher percentage of cane. The forogoing is
true because Brazil -- a major cane sugar-producing
country -- uses over &0 per cent of its cane to

produce alcohol fuel.

In 1984 sugar output in this region fell to levels
similar to those registered in 1978, as a result of

the fact that the rise in consumption has failed to




offset the decline in exports. Exports have fallen
considerably since 1982 due to adverse conditions

on the international sugar market.

Although consumption per capita has remained at a
standsti{l for the past few years, it is noteworthy
that levels are high — 40 kgs. annually — if
compared 2o the world average of slightly above 20

kgs.
Africa

Production in this region has risen at relatively
high rates and output is currently about 7.5
million M.T.R.V., while consumption rates continue
to grow, for a present level of approximately é.ﬁ

million M.T.R.V.

The outcome is an import requirement of about one
million M.T.R.V., lower than that registered at the

beginning of the decade of about 1.5 million tons.

Although consumption per capita continues to rise,
the rate of approxinately 15 kgs, is lower than the
world average. The differences in per capita
consumption rates are significant, with high levels

shown in Northern African countries and the major




exporters, and very low for the other natiors.
Asia

Al thouah production has recovered from the levels
shown in 1984, output is still slightly below the

level of over 24 million tons registered in 1982.

Consumption has continued to increase and currently
totals nearly 31 millicn M.T.R.V., which calls for
imports requiremsents of over seven million
M.T.R.V.; it is important to point out, however,
that these needs totalled nearly eight wmillion
M.T.R.V. in 1985. The export level has been
declining steadily since 1982, as a result of
international quotations, while imports are at the

same levels as for the early part of the decade.

It- is interesting toc note the differences in
developments in the three principal countries in

the region: China, India and Japan.

Output has risen in China from 2.8 million M.T.K.V.
st the begirning of the decade to 5.7 million in
1986, while consumption has increased from 3.6
million to 6.7 million tons durirng the same period.

Thus import requirements have grown from under one
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million M.T.R.V. to slightly above ore aillion
tons, with imports totalling over two million tons

in 1985.

In India production rose from 4.5 million I L.T.R.V.
to 7.6 million, while consumption increased from
5.0 to 8.7 million M.T.R.V. The result has been an
increase in the import requirements of a country_
that had traditionally been a major sugar exporter.
It should also be mentioned that India is also an
important producer and consumer of non-centrifugal
sugar, the volume of which i- not included in the

aforementioned figures.

Japan shows a rise in output from 790,000 M.T.R.V.
to 950,000 M.T.R.V. and decline in consumption from
nearly 3.0 million to 2.7 million M.T.R.V. Thus
imports have dropped from 2.3 wmillion to 1.8
million M.T.R.V., all as a result of the
protectionist policy on sugar imposed in this

country.

In Asia consumption per capita has continued to
rise, but levels remain very low —— approximately
11 xgs. annually —- with a noteworthy difference

betweern high consumption rates for the Middle
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Eastern countries and the relatively low levels of

the other nations.
c. Oceania

Dutput has dropped slightly since the early part of
the decade, when it totalled over 4.1 aillion tons,
while consumption rates have remained constant at
about ‘one million M.T.R.V. Thus there has been a
decline in the exportable surplus, which is

currently below three million M.T.R.V.

Although consumption per capita has fallen below
the levels reuvistered in the 1979°'s, it still

averages 44 kqs. annually.
Effects on expcrts

Tables VII1 and IX show the development of exports in
the varrious regions, with regard to both volume and

value, with nominal &nd deflated figures.

In drawing up the table we did not include all the

countries, but only the traditional exporting nations.

We have taken into account the following three areas:
sales to the free market, total sales and exports to

the United States.
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The Free Market

The following changes have occurred between 1975
and 198%5: The voluse of exports from Latin America
and the Caribbean to this market declined sliahtly,
but in economic terms the amount dropped froms
U.S.$3.33¢% billion to US$1.268 billion. In constant
u.s. dollafs (1975) the decrease was from

U.5.i3.554 billion to U.S.$880 million.

In Africa the volume rose, while the value of sales
fell from 672 million to 244 million dollars, while
in constant terms the decline was from US$ 717

million to US$ 168 million.

In Asia sales volumes fell $rom 3.5 to 2.7 waillion
M.T.R.V., while the sales value dropped from
U.S.%1.547 billion to US$425 million; and from
U.S.$1.636 billion to US$29S million in constant

terms.

In Oceania sales volumes rose from 2.0 to 2.8
million M.T.ﬁ.v., whereas the value of saies fell
from B874 milliorn to 373 wmillion dollars. In
constant terms, the decline was from US$2.735!

bilition toc USS$2S7 million.
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I¥ we consider the four groups as a whole, we can
see that the total volume was virtually constant,
while in value there was & decline from US$6.418
billion to US$2Z.310 billion. In constant termes the
drop was from US$B8.657 bil ion to US$1.599 billion:

less than one-fifth of the original value, that is.
The Total Market

The decline in income was not as great on this
market, due to the fact that there were lower price

fluctuations in the special arrangements.

For the four groups as a whole, the volume rose '
slightly, while the value declined from US$9.510
billion to US$6.924 billion. In constant terms the
drop was from US$10.014 billion to USs4.788
billion; less than half the original amount, that

is.
The United States Market

Table IX shows the figures for the U.S. market,
comparing the situation in 1981, the year prior to

the imposition of the import quota, to 1987.

5 we will see further on, in the case the major

effact was not on prices but rather the drastic
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decline in the voluse of imports.

For Latin America and the Caribboan.tho volume was
lowered $rea 2.9 aillion M. T.R.V. to 540,000
FHel.F.V., while the value fell froma USs1.368
billion to US$243 million. In 31975 dollars the
reduction was from USS$924 wmillion to US¥132

million.

For Africa the reduction in volume was from 337,000
M.T.R.V. to 81,000 M.T.R.V., while the decline in
economic terms was from US$167 million to US$36
million. And in constant terms, this represents a

decline of from US$113 million to US$20 million.

For Asie the export voluae cropped from 389,600
M.T.R.V. to 150,000 M.T.R.V., while in economic
terms the decline was from 185 wmillion to &7
million dollare. In constant terms the oJrop was

from US$125 million to 36 million dollars.

For Oceania the export volume fell from 356,000
M.T.R.V. to 99,060 M. T.R.V, while the value dropped
from 251 million to 44 million dollars. The decline
in constant terms was from 170 to 24 wmillion

dollaers.




The drop in volume for the four groups as a whole was from
4.% million M.T.R.V. to 900G, 000 M. T.R.V., while in value
the amount fell from US$1.971 billion to 409 million. In
197 dollars the decline was from US$1.332 billion to

US£221 million, or 83 per cent.

The aforementioned fiogures are proof of the negative
effectes of the international sugar situationr on exporting
countries, with dire consequences for the economies oOf

these nations.

In many cases the worsening of the situation during the
1780°'s has forced wmills to close, resultinga in lower
proguction and, as mentioned above, dire economic, social

and political effects.

Possible solutions

-

frny crisis has & positive side to it that represents a
chzllenge and calls fo. action to attempt to sclve the

problen.

Thue we are faced with the alternative of allowing the
crisis to defeat us, by accepting the situztion and doing
nothing about it, or facing it with & positive mental
attitude and action that will enable us to find effective,

lasting solutions.
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GEFLACES., an organization that groups 22 L;tin American and
Caribbean traditional sugar producing and exporting
countries, realizes that the current si1tuation calls for
poeitive action and concrete proposals to outline a course
of action te chanage the structural features of our sugar

cane aarcindustry.

These proposed solutions must be placed within a framework

of a series of prerequisites, including the followinag:

- The seriousness of the crisis demands that these
measures be applied simultanecusly; they should not be
considered alternatives to be applied exclusively,
becauce every effort to improve the ;fficiency of our
industry should lead to advantages for buyers under
current market conditions. Furthermore, improved market
conditions will not have the anticipated benefits i+¥

our competitiveness faile to improve.”

- The seriousness of the crisis alsc makes it necessary
to co-ordinate all these measures $0 as to be able to

overcome & situation of unprecedented scope and degree.

- The need for concerted efforts at the international
level. Although the most pressing measures &re the
responsibility of countries themselves at the nation&l

level, to control the elements within their scope, an
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overall solution must be based on an understanding by
all perticipente in the market -- both importers ana
exporteres —— of the neec to seel comprehensive, lasting

sclutions for commodities markets.

The need, within the overall solutions, to understand
the differencecs that exist among countries and their
individual needs. Each nation has peculiarities with
regard to its methods of producing and sarketina sugar,
the importance of domestic market, share of the various
markete, levels of diversification, etc. In so far as
relations with other countries are concerned,
ecspecially the developed countries, it s=hould be
understocd that "asymmetrical” patterns are needed 1n
collectives policies, patterns that take into account
the greater importance of commodities in our economies

as opposed to theirs’.

The need to draw up new criteria for planning economic
policies. in which mere profitability is beginning to
be questioned in terms of wmwore gpriorities. Yo be
epecific, we have the cese of an industry where those
of us with & relatively more efficient level than our
competitors, are threatened by a market in which it
vill &apparerntly not be the most efficient producers

that survive, but rather those who are have the




greatest financial capacity for keepina afloat their

industries.

In thie respect. in our opinion the possible solutions man

be classified into three main aQroucs:

- Farst, concerted internaticnal action and optarum

development of internationai co-operation in defense cf

markets and prices.

In

turn, this action calle for participation in other

activities, mainly within twe international fora:

1.

Effective action withirn the § imework of the
International Sugar Organization, sc &5 to mabke 1t
possible for negotiations to beqin &5 scon  as
possible with a view to an international aareewrent
with effective economic clauses to regulate the
international sugar market and stabilize prices at

levels fair for both erxporters and importers.

Support to all action related to aqgricultural
neqotiations at the Uruguay Round of GATT, so &s to
achieve a prompt, effective liberalization of the
international sugar market as an effective means of
curbing the rising current nf protectionism that,

a5 we mentiorned above, constitutes one of the major
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causes of the probtlesms besetting the international

sugar market.

é continuation of bilaterel]l] action, with wmajor
e porters and imsporters, in order to achieve @
consensus on the best action to take with regard teo

the aforementioned probleas.

And =econd, efforts must be undertaken to further the
restructuring of the industry in our countries, so as
to adapt it to the changing international

circusstances.

In this respect. the prancipal gosl ics to incresse the
promotion of the idea of an integral use of sugar cane,
sc that it may be used not only & & raw material for
suqar but for a wide range cof by-products and

derivatives. -

This action must beoin with the creation of awareness
of this need, fostering a drastic change in the
mentality of an industry that has to stop thinking of
itself as the sugar industry and start viewing itself

as the sugar cane agroindustry.

On the one hand, this change will make possible an

improved regul ation of suger supplies on the
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international markct and higher profitability by

distributing costs among various products.

n the other hand. the integral utilization of suger
cane throuoh the civersification of the industry
represeﬁts noct only a answer to the problems o©of the
international suagar market but sezinly & developaent
model, @ new industrial project hased on suoar cane as
& raw matarial for & variety of products, & process
that will vary in line with the specific conditions and

circumstances in each country.

#nd third, the in9ustry must be modernized so as to
raise productivity and improve efficiency and lower
production costs, by adapting the many new methods and
procescses used in the more advanced industrial branches

to our industry.

The use of biotechnology, an optimum uvse of processes,
an improvement in the energy balances and a growing use
of computers are a few Of the means to attain this

objective.

prompti application of some of the solutions offered, so

to offset the seriocusriess of the crisis, would be orne

positive contribution to sclving the serious problems

besetting our cane agroindustry at present.
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TABLE 1

1CLE.B?

<+ REBE ¢ 1-f 2z ¢ 2 -~ 3 32 1 1 3 - 3 31 2 3 Z2ERENVEBE ZRREENSREBERE EREEEEEEERE
NOMINAL  DEFLACTED NOMINS.  DEFLACTED INDE>

YEAK CT\LE CT\LE pLS\M DLS\MT 1975
1948 4,23 9.61 94.78 215.40 .44
1945 4.16 10.15 93.21 227.34 .41
1950 4.98 13.46 111.%8 301.57 .37
1951 5.67 12.89 127.048 288.73 .44
1952 4,17 9.27 9. 4% 207.63 .4%
1953 3.41 7.93 76.40 177.68 .43
1954 3.26 7.7é 3.04 173.91 .42
195= 3.24 7.53 72.60 168.83 .43
19%¢ 3.48 7.73 77.97 173.27 .45
1957 5.16 11.22 115.61 251.34 .86
1958 3.50 7.78 78.42 174.27 .4%
1959 2.97 6.60 66.55 147.88 .85
1960 3.14 6.83 70.35 152.95 .46
1961 2.91 6.19 65.20 138.73 .47
1962 2.98 6.34 66.77 142.06 .47
1963 8.50 18.09 190.45 405.21 .47
1963 5.87 12.23 131.52 274.01 .48
1965 2.12 4.33 47.50 96.94 .49
1966 1.86 3.80 41.48 85. 05 .49
1967 1.99 3.98 44.%9 89.18 .50
1968 1.98 3.96 44,36 88.73 .50
1969 3.37 6.48 75.51 145.21 .52
1870 3.75 6.94 84.02 155.60 .54
1971 4,52 7.79 101.28 174.61 .58
1972 7.41 11.95 166.03 267.79 .62
1973 9.59 13.14 214.87 294.35 .73
1974 29.60 33.26 663.22 785.19 .89
1975 20.49 20.49 459.10 4%59.10 1.00
1976 11.460 11.60 2%9.91 259. 91 1.00
1977 8.11 7.44 181.71 166.71 1.09
1978 7.81 6.25 174.99 139.99 1.2%
1979 9.87 6.90 221.15 154,65 1.43
1980 29.01 18.36 650.00 411,39 1.58
1981 16.93 11.40 379.33 25%.41 1.49
1982 8.55 5.88 191.5/ 131.79 1.45
1983 8.5 6.04 190.45%5 135. 44 1.41
1984 5.18 3.81 116.06 85.42 1.36
198% 4,09 2.98 91.64 66.67 1.37
1986 6.07 3. 69 136.00 82.77 1.64
1987 6.71 4,08 150.34 91.49 1.8%

SOURCE: FREFARED BY GEFLACEA




WORLE SUGAR DALANCE TANLE 11
1%\

[900 TRV L]
SESENESEEEESIESEIRAEE TR AR S SONEIESINE SN IS SIS TSNS S IS IS SEERETEREERINES S
1 PROIC. CONSUWF. F. STBOS  EelRe wPoRT P.CAMT/OINS.

12 31,227 N.45 3,551 18,5 8,297 n.y
1963 31.8M .33 20,867 16,869 16,4621 1.3
19:4 Wnie 158 24,564 16,026 16,316 12.2
19:3 63.7% 51.%:2 28,226 18,649 18,120 19.0
1%¢ 62,781 N, N5 18,23 18,23 18.3
19%? 35,02 61,602 M 20,197 19,422 18.3
19%8 3,411 M08 300 20,589 19,25 19.1
196 68,140 ,047 32,383 18,30 18,749 19.3
1926 71182 0,480 o0 21,008 21,339 19.9
197} 975 12,457 30,684 21,035 20,644 2.3
1972 nIS 13,660 W00 a,m 21,234 2.4
13 73,700 76,330 2,8 240 2,827 2.7
1974 16,397 n,30 785 2,0 21,509 %.0
1975 78,88 74,438 32,665 20,59 20,475 1.9
197 82,400 79,241 .26 22,09 1,75 1.7
197 90,330 82,592 80,423 a4 26,869 2.2
1978 9,032 85,354 480 5,m 24,807 2.7
i 29,342 9,287 41,4639 B9 Z658 21.2
1980 84,489 8,590 37,455 26,832 26,74 2.2
198§ 2,769 90,022 N4% 1,182 38,222 19.9
1982 jo!1,810 92.637 7,210 .47 B 20.2
198} - 96,91 93,606 9,13  28,%1 21,730 20.0
194 99,257 96,348 5,51 28,485 .93 2.3
1985 99,551 7,778 MM 27,782 26,510 2.2
198¢ 100,222 100,854 SL,147 26,692 2,004 20.4

WOTE: PRODUCTION, CONSUNPTION, INPORTS AND EIPDRTS IN 1000 KIRV.
- PEP CAPUT CONSIMPTION IN K6.
PRICES In CENTS OF DOLLAR PER LB.

SOUPCE: INTERNKATIONAL SUGAR ORGANIZATION
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TABLE 111

EPATE:

1006 WTH:

PRI W
(990\B1 198I\I2 I9B2\83 I93\04 1904\SS 195\86 1986\87 197\08

AT IINRNGSSIAATNNEERErNEE SNSRI SRS SN A AR ER FERS EASEENARSE SNSRI

INITIAL STRCKS

TOTA AORILABLE

CONSURPY 10

FIMAL STOCXS

FIRAL STOCYXS\LOWSWPYION

CNARSE 1IN STBOXS

VEEXS OF CONSIWPTION

CHANGE 1 IN PRODUCTION

CIANGE 1 IN CONSUNPTION

CHANEE TN CONSURPTION

21N

8a565

113130

89706

mn

%.12

3.8

A\

»non

1225%

Im

33

3.3

17.8

13.95

1

1.64

1n

s

9636

LAYY

37269

»n.n

ne

20.48

2719

343

a0

132517

.G

20.3%

-4.34

438

1.7

2.9

.19

4983

2N

158214

100237

3%.35

3.42

2.483

2%

SOURCE: Prepared by GEPLACEA
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1N 17.04 %.2 8.14 8.4 1.5 .8 13.4
199073 9.% N.12 -1.68 1.2 w14 - 1.93 .9
1955\00 N 1.8 3. -1.03 4.3 .2 -9

Por Caput Lonsumption is in Rgs.

SOURCE: Prepared by GEPLACEA with figures froe the 1.5.8.
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SUGAR STATISTICS

1906 WY

R R R

o MINCTIN CHGWPTIS  PS-OS  EDPORTS UPERTS -0 PO CANT CRISSTTION
199 o» w2 07 1994 126 ™ .2
197 ™ M " w0 15% w 1.
11 e e w0 7 164 w 2.4
1w sn e ™ n% 13 w7 12.40
197 % " s ek 1 o 12.90
1974 sy LY m 1% 1 03 12.70
1975 21y e 19 1851 169 152 12.00
1% " e w un 210 M 3.0
1 o3 »; -1 an -7 4 13.%
1 e 4202 -1 v . -1 "
1y o 310 -w n 243 - 1.5
1" E L] ™ -7 i) » -9 15.10
191 3 ™ -1004 an ™5 -13% 15.10
1. " 7690 - m ) -1148 15.00
19 o ™3 -15%3 an 347 -14% 12.10
19 ™ s -™ 2% nn -1187 1.5
193 " 1 - B ) -1 1.7
19 T "2 -1019 a% 75 -5 1.00
WERIGE

1971 s " "~ 2017 1483 ™ 1.0
1970\7 3 165 m 21 185 1 1.9
1979\81 6% s 3 a0 ) =] 15.03
1900 no 8is -m 1] e -5 1.8
OWSE

1

1975\78 1.4 .11 4.0 2.18 B 3.2 .00
1990\7S 13.08 317 -n.n .0 "4 519.0 15.9
198500 18.21 15.38 5.5 ..75 1.4 16.13 2.4

Por caput Consusption is in Res.

SOURCE: Prapared by GEPLACEA with figwes fres the 1.5.9.
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OCEAN]: TANCE. V1!

WGP STATISTICS

100: HIP.

_ BRSNS L

73 FROSUCTION  COMSIIPTION L ar ] EIMORTS [, i} Exr-iw PER CARUT CONSUWPTIOR
1%° 2% n? ms 1.3 1 1783 4.0
17 s 5 197 00 1" 1813 0.0
197} 3105 % au an 2 1931 8.0
1972 3190 o5 7] 203 1w’ 2n 7”.0
177 8% 982 194 2000 173 2205 9.0
[L2]] 123 100% an N 27 nmn "n.n
197 34 1004 210 yradl i 203 40.60
197 1702 1013 28 an 203 73 (R
11204 821 1006 205 m3 ¥7,) 3063 47.30
1978 A4 103 2313 on 19 210 7.0
197 e 1042 nn pit ] 1935 743 1.2
190 8 1018 n3% 242 b ] %31 4.0
1 Iw 1028 m N 19 24 “u.0
1n 13 102» nn m iy M “u.N
1953 k) ™ an mi 17, 2 20 2.0
1 4146 "3 us " 26 m .40
1% n»s 1012 2% b4 19 ) 1.0
19 b7/ 1042 ne e 210 230 u.n

WERAGE

19\ 71 63 " 12 20 17 1816 ®.3
197\76 pe ] 1009 nrs 2001 04 19 n.%
19net 3782 1029 3 an 194 70 (- % 1
1994\ by, 1) 123 262 ) 205 an @2.93

CHANGE

&

1T\ 18.13 .05 .0 19.9 23 0.9 1.17
1998\73 11.17 2.05 13.04 2.4 4.4 .10 -+.24
1985\00 3.97 -.43 .3 .8 3.2 4.5 -1.77
fer Caput Consusption is i kys.

SOURCE: Prepared by GEPLACEA with figures free the 1.5.0.
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CONGE IR ETPOFTS TALE vIII
EITORTERS COUMIRIES
SEARSSSSIRENSRERSESES SIS SEaAASSIREISSSSSIR ISR RIS S SR TNGPOARENEEERADSIDRES
COTRIES FREE MANKET TIAL RARKET

1000 RTRY Ril) RS W]l MLS» 1000 WTRY Wil) LS Wil MSe
SERSECEEEESTIR EE PSSt SRS NS SSA SEFR AT IS SESEEREE TSRO SIS TR EEIEERERENNNSRREEER
LA & EC.
190\%% % r}] 326 5™ 1nn 2 [y, 'Y
1990\8 S5 128 [ 1335 3303 n
DIFFERENCE 3135 -8 274 1ne 805 -7
AFRICA
11\7% 1818 on m 2005 m 1032
1994\8; 1604 2 160 %0 343 3n
SIFFERENCE . 18 -8 -1 B N -hbo
ASIR
1978°0% un 1347 1636 3503 135462 1632
1990\8: ref ! 9°> m aon 7o) m
DIFFERENCE 1% -n -134 - -8 1355
CEMIE
mann 5 1] b ¢p1] 201 106 1M
194\ .} mn r-} b} 4“8 b
DIFFERENCE N -360 ~MN & -+18 -6
oI
190\ 137155 M 175 19104 9310 10014
1984\8% 13646 316 1399 . ref (% 73] o
DIFFERENCE -110 -41 ~7958 135 -an -3226
¢ Deflated valee

SOURCE: Prepared by GEPLACEA with figures free 1.5.0.
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CHANGE IN IMPDOFRTS TBLE IX
UNITED STATES
:
ORIGIN 1000 MTRV Millions of Dls.
Nowminal Deflated»

L.&.% C.

1981 2946 1368 92

1937 41 243 132
DIF-ERENCE -230% -112%5 -797
ARFFICA

1981 337 167 113

1987 81 36 20
DIFFERENCE =256 -131 - =
ASIA

1981 389 185 123

1967 130 &7 36
DIFFERENCE -240 -118 -89
OCEANIA

1981 o356 231 170

1987 99 44 24
DIFFERENCE -4%57 -207 -186
TOTAL

1631 4549 197% 1332

1987 908 409 221
DIFFERENCE -3641 -1562 -1111

# Deflated value with base 1975.

SOURCE: Prepared by GEPLACEAR with figures from 1.5.0.
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UNITED STATES TABLE X

SUGAR IMPORTS

1970\87

1000 MTRV

SRR EEEEEEEEEESEEEEESERESEESCEEREEEEESSEEAEBERERESBEESREBEREEREE

YEAR TOTAL
1970 4840
1571 5969
1972 4952
1973 4835
1974 525
1975 3515
1976 4228
1877 5291
1978 4257
1976 4436
1980 3802
1981 4646
1982 2393
1983 2667
1984 3021
1985 2275
1986 1796
1987 908

SOURCE: PREFARED By GEPLACEA WITH DATA FROM 1.S.0.
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ECONDMIC EUROFEAN COMMRIITY TAKLE 1

NET EXFOFTS

1970\86

EZREEESERSEREBEEMEEREEEEEREEEEEEE REREBEEEESEEZESERIEREEERENEBEREE
YERF 1000 MTRV
1970 -1441
1671 -1332
1972 -809
19732 -g801
1974 -1999
197% -21%¢
1976 -578
1977 S09
1978 1562
1979 2146
1980 2894
1581 4049
1982 4145
1983 3394
1984 2821
1985 298%
1986 24946

SOURCE: 1.S.0.




JEPAN TABLE X11

SUGAR IMPORTS

1970\86

 EEErSEECEEEEARKSESESENEEREESESEEEEESERERNRERSHEERESEEREE X
YEAF : 1000 MTRV
1970 . 2480
1971 2366
1672 =754
1873 244%
1974 2853
1975 2546
1976 2513
1577 27e9
1978 2353
1979 2686
1980 2334
1981 1636
1582 2239
1983 1868
1584 1903
19685 1986
1986 . 1823

SOURCE: 1.S.0.




