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Preface 

The wood and wood-processing sector has a particularly important role in 
the industrialization pro~ess of many developing countries. This has been 
reflected in the decision by the Industrial Development Board of UNIDO to 
organize the first global consultation on the wood and wood-processing 
industries in 1983. 

An analytical appraisal of the wood and wood-processing indust~y has been 
done in UNIDO's first world-wide sectoral study of this industry; Issues 
concerning international trade in wood and wood products and access t~ world 
markets are central in this context. UNIDO has therefore asked the UNCTAD 
secretariat to undertake an analysis of tariff and non-tariff barriers in 
world trade of wood and wood products as a contribution to the world-wide 
study. The conclusions of the analysis are incorporated into the £ectoral 
study; the document here presents UNCTAD's analysis in its entirety. The 
views presented are those of the UNCTAD secretar;at. 

UNIDO expresses {ts appreciation for the valued co-operation of UNCTAD in 
this endeavour. 

* * * 

The following UNIDO documents have been prepared in the context of the 
world-wide study 

1. First World-wide Study of Wood and Wood Processing Industries, prepared 
by UNIUO Secretariat 

2. A Review of Technolcgy and Techno1ogical Development in the Wood and 
Woo~- rocessin Indu&tr and its Im lications for Develo in Countries, 

y Brotchie, J.F., JNIDO IS. 

3. 

4. Health and Safety Problems in Industri~s, 
prepared by the secretariat o ILO, UNIDO 

S. Potentials and Requirements of Increasing the Degree of Wood-process~ug 
in Developing Countries of Asia and the Pacific, prepared by Brion, H.P., 
UNIDO/IS.395 

6. Tariff and Non-t2riff Meas~~es in World Trade of Wood and Wood Products, 
prepared by the secretariat of UNCTAD, UNIDO/IS. 

7. The U.S.S.R. For~st and Woodworking Industries, prepared by Burdin et al, 
UNIDO/IS. 

8. Wood and 
prepared 

Indu1tr a1 a Con1umer and Su lier of Ener ,J_, 
AB, UNIDO IS. 
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I 
Introduction 

Like the trade in most other product categories, international trade in 

wood and wood products is regulated and controlled by means of various trade 

measures. In particular, the importing countries rely for the control and 

protection of their domestic markets on two categories of measures: tariffs, 

supplemented by additional fiscal duties, and non-tariff measures. This 

second category is particularly varied, with "~asures ranging from traditional 

and simple volume restraints (like quotas) to sophisticated devices with a 

multitude of objectives and effects such as, for example, the variable levy. 

Since the protective effect generated nowadays by tariffs is rather low due to 

the series of multilateral negotiations, and since tariffs are difficult to 

manipulate in a quick and efficient manner owing to legal constraints, the 

importing countries rely increasingly in their trade policies on numerous 

non-tariff measures. 

While the literature on the theoretical aspects of tariff and non-tariff 

protection is abundant, empirical studies are infrequent and - particularly 

those dealing with non-tariff barriers - lacking in detail. This is primarily 

due to the noticeable scarcity of reliable information, not ~-ly concerning 

details of those measures applied by importing countries, but also beca~se of 

the lack of empirical estimates of certain parameters (e.g. price elasticity 

of demand) whi~h are indispensible for proper evaluation of the impact of 

trade restraints on trade flows. 

This paper attempts to draw a picture of tariff and non-cariff protection 

in the wood sector. In its empirical parts, the paper is based en data and 

information drawn from the UNCTAD database on tariffs and non-tariff 

measures. This unique collection of information contains de~ailed tariff data 

at the so called "tariff line level", i.e. the lowest possible level of 

aggregation. It also contains information on non-tariff measures recorded at 

the more aggregated level of the 4-digit groups of the Customs Co-operation 

Council Nomenclature (CCCN). 

' 
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Tite paper is divided into tao parts. In Part 1, the average tariff rates 

facing wood and wood products in various markets are presented and analysed. 

An attempt is made to evaluate trade effects from a complete removal of 

post-Tokyo Rounc tariffs in dP.veloped ~arket-economy countries. Titen, the 

phenomenon of tariff escalation is discussed. Part 2 is devoted to non-tariff 

measures. After discussion of their nature and their impact on trade, 

empirical evidenc~ of their extent is presented. 

1. Tariffs 

While an uncontested feature of current protectionism is ~he importance of 

non-tariff measures, tariffs still perform P major role. In particular, two 

aspects of tariff protection are frequently stressed: first, the still very 

high level of tariff rates in countries other than developed market-economy 

coun~ries; second, the fact that ad valorem import duti~s tend to increase 

with the level of fabrication, thus adversely affectiug exports of processed 

products. Titis phenomenon, called tariff escalation, is considered to be of 

particular impo~tance to developing courtries and their industrialization 

>trategies. 

In the following discussion, we will concentrate on these two subjects. 

Due to the differences in availability of relevant information, serarate 

approaches have to be used fo1· the developed market-econo~y countries, the 

developing countries and the socialist countries. 

l.! Developed market-economy countries 

As already mentioned, tariff duties in developed market-economy countries 

are believed to be rather low. Titis is not, however, true for all these 

countries and for alJ products. Table 1 provides information on weighted 

average tariff rates facing wood and wood products in the major developed 

market-economies. ~oth pre-Tokyo and post-Tokyu Round rates are shown. Tite 

averages combine HFN as well as preferential tariff rates. In order to 

calculate them, the following procedure was applied: First, a tariff average 
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for each (tariff line) product imported by developed market-economy countries 

was ~alculated using actual (1970) trade weights along with the import duty 

actually facing the individual exporting countries (i.e. MFN, GSP, special 

preferences, etc.). Secoud, the average rate for each imported product was 

aggregated to the product group level, using weights based on the products's 

importance in the total imports c,f this product group. Three major 

conclusions emerge from Table 1. 

First, while the tariff duties levied on rough and simply processed wood 

are low, ~hose facing secondary wood products are relatively high; the 

avera&e rates for all importing markets included i~ table 1 are O.O per cent 

for wood in rough; 2.4 per cent (pre-Tokyo Round) and 1.7 per cent 

(post-Tokyo Round) for primary wood products; 7.8 per cent and 5.7 per cent 

for secondary products, anr from 3.2 per cent and 2.1 per cent for cork and 

cork products respectively. These estimates should be compared with the 

average rate for all products which for the same markets (with the exception 

of Australia) was estimated to range from 4.6 (pre-Tokyo Round) to 3.6 per 

cent (post-Tokyo Round)!/. At the individual country level, particularly 

high rates face wood in Australia, Austria, Canada, and New Zealand. In &11 

these countries, duties on wood products are higher than average tariff rates 

for all products. On the other hand, rates levied in the EEC, Japan and the 

United States (i.e. the major importers of wood) are significaPtly lo~er than 

those imposed by the countries listed above and in range with rates facing 

other products. 

Second, in general higher duties are levied on imports from socialise 

countries of Eastern Europe than on imports from the developed market-economy 

countries. Developing countries face the lowest duties due to the numerous 

tariff preferences from which they benefit. It should be mentioned, however, 

that the averages included in table 1 over-estimate the importance of 

1/ Olechowski, A., and Yeats, A. Implications of the Tokyo Round for 
East-West Trade Relations, Oxford Bulletin of Economics a1.1d Statistics, 
February 1982, p. 81. 
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Table 1. Average tariff rates facing wood and wood products in 
major developed countr7 markete 

Imports from dsveloping countries Imports from D.x.E.C. Import~ from socialist countries 

pre-Tolcyo poll't:fokyo pre-Jl'ok:yo po •t-Tolcyo pre-Tokyo post-Tokyo 

A U S T R A L I A 

Wood in the rough 11.9 o.o 7.2 o.o o.o o.o 
Primar7 >«lod products 11.0 8.4 6.1 6.o 42.3 42 .2 
Secondary llOOd products 16. 7 16.7 25.6 25.6 11.1 T7. 7 
Cork and cork products 9.0 9.0 9 4 9.4 10.5 10.5 

AUSTRIA 

Wood in the rough o. 1 0.1 0.3 0.3 1 .o 0.7 
Primary WJod products 0.2 0.2 8.6 1.0 2.3 2.2 
Secondary >10od products 6.8 6.8 21 .4 20.5 19.2 18.6 
Coric and cork products 2.8 2.8 8. 1 4.6 12.0 1.2 

CANADA 

Wood in the rough o.o o.o 0.4 0.1 o.o o.o 
Primary WJod products 6.1 6.1 4.6 2.5 13,9 7,7 
Secomlary >10or\ products 6.5 6.5 17,7 12.6 , 5. 7 10.3 
Cork and core products o.o o.o o.o o.o 0.0 o.o 

E. E. C. 

Wood in the rough o.o o.o 0.1 o.o 0.2 o.o 
Primary ll!lod products 2,5 1.9 1.0 o.8 1,1 0.8 
Secondary >10od products 2,5 , .5 2,2 1.7 4.7 3.2 
Cork and corlc products 0.3 0.2 3.1 1.1 3.8 2.2 

JAPAN 

Wood in the rough o.o o.o o.o 0.0 o.o o.o 
Primary l«lod products 8.2 7.4 0,3 0.2 2.0 1 .9 
Secondary ll!lod producb 11.1 4.8 9,0 4,3 10.4 4.6 
Cork and cork products 0.5 0.4 0.1 o.o 0.1 o.o 
NE I" ZEALAND 

Wood in the rotl8h o.o o.o 0.1 o.o 1.4 o.o 
Priinar7 ""od products 6.7 6.7 11,5 11 .5 26.7 26.7 
Secondary W'Jod products 21.9 21.9 21.1 21 .1 21.1 21. 1 
Coric and cork products 1, 7 1. 7 1.5 1.5 11 .4 ".4 

NORWAY 

Wood in the rough o.o ().0 o.o o.o o.o 0.0 
Priina.ry · '>Od products o.o (),Q 1 ,9 1.3 1.8 I .3 
Secondary wood products o.o o.o 6,9 4.8 5.6 J.8 
Col'lc and cork products o.o 0.0 2.8 2.1 9.2 5.7 

SWEDEN 

Wood in the rough o.o 0.0 o.o o.o o.o o.o 
Primary ll!lod products o.o "·.D 1 .6 1.4 1 .2 1 .o 
Secondary >10od products o.o o.o 4.0 3.0 4.9 ). 7 
Coric and cork products o.o o.o 2.4 2.0 1 .2 1.0 

SWITZERLAND 

Wood in the rougl: o.o o.o 1 .2 1. 1 1.6 I•) 
Primary w:>od products o.o 0.0 5.6 3.6 2.8 2.J 
Secondary wood products 1 .2 0.8 13.9 9.5 14. 1 '). 7 
Cork and cork products 0.0 0.0 .3.1 2.5 o.o o.o 

FINLAND 

Wood in th• rough o.o o.o o.o o.o o.o o.o 
Primary t«>od products o.o o. 1 0.8 0.1 a.a o.6 
Secondary wood prod•1c'.e 1.1 0.1 1.1 4.9 5 . .3 J.6 
Cork and cork produ1--ts o.o o.o '1.9 .3.9 4.5 l.4 

U. S. A. 

Wood in the rough o.o 0.0 o.o o.o o.o o.o 
Primary t«>od producta ".o 5.6 0.8 0.4 1 s.1 7.3 
Jeconda.ry t«>od products 3.5 1 .7 4.7 2.4 3.8 2.3 
Cork and cork product• o.o o.o 4.7 4. 1 14.2 14.2 

Sourosl Ull:TAD data haae on trade mea•ures. 
~ 
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preferences, since 1n our calculations (see paragraph 8) it was assumed 

that all imports eligible for preferences do in fact benefit from these 

preferences. 1llis is not entirely correct: there are various limitations 

(e.g., quotas, ceilings, competitive criteria, etc.) as well as stringent 

rules of origin requirements which render the actual utilization of 

preferences very difficult. 1llus, it is estimated that while in theory 

the GSP covers 48.8 per cent of total dutiahle OECD impurts from developing 

countries, in practice, only 21.3 per cent of these imports actually benefit 

from reduced rates. 1llerefore, the degre~ of utilization of the facilities 

provided for in the GSP is smaller Lia~n 44 per cent. Another important 

qualification to be 111Ade relates to the socialist countries, which, in 

the case of the United States' market, face higher tariff rates than those 

indicated in table 1. 'Iltis is due to the fact that while we have assumed 

that all socialist countries were eligible for the MFN treatment, in fact 

only two of them, namely Hungary and Romania, receive this treatment, 

wherear, all others incur the so-called general rates, which are substantially 

higher. In consequence, the average rates facing socialists cou~tries are 

much higher than those levied on imports from other sources. It is, for 

example, estimated that while the average pre-Tokyo Round tariff rate 

facing total imports of wood and wood articles is 3.4 per cent, the rate 

facing imports from socialist countries is 27 per cent - that is, almost 

. h . h" h 21 eig t times 1g er- • 

'l_/ Olechowski, et al., Of.Cit., pp.82 and 84. 1llese tariff 
averages relate to the CCCN Section IX. Poland is assumed to face 
MFN rates, since until November 1982, it was eligible for MFN 
treatment. 



- I) -

1.2 Tariff escalation 

Titird, the data presented ir. table 1 clearly indicate the existence of the 

tendency of ad valorem duties to increase with the lev~l af fabrication~/. 
Titis phenomenon is COTlmtonly ~onsidered to have an adverse impact on the 

exports of processed products froo developing countrieF and consequently on 

their industrialization strategies. Titu~. when pre-Tokyo Ro~nd tariffs are 

investigated, it is found that ~on average) duties facir.g s~condary wood 

products are about 225 per cent high£r thdn those facing primary products, and 

over 680 per cent higr.e~ thdn duties o~ wood in rough. nie difference between 

thoe rates on pri1112ry produ=ts and wcod in rough are much hig~er than thoae 

between duties on secondary and primary products, indicating certain bias 

ag~inet developing countries for which s~mi-manufactured, !abou~-intensive 

products a=e of greater importance than more processed, capital-iPter.sive 

produc-ts. 

On~ of the stated goals of the Tokyc Ro~nd wa9 to reduce tariff 

escalation a,d by doing so, to fscilitate the expan~ion of developing 

countries' e.xpol'ts of manufactures. Due to tte fact that east tariff cuts 

o~curred in industrial sectcrs, the over~Ll exLeut of escalation was eroded. 

Thi• is also in part the ca~e for wood. As can be SP.en from table 1, the 

differences between tariffs on secondary and primary wood products decreased 

in almost all cases. On the other hand, hc-~-1ever, the disparity between 

tad ffa on wood in rough and on primary proriuct slightly increased, from 225 

per cent to 235 per cent. Thu~, the extent of 2dcalar.iou in ~his case, and 

the degree of hiss faced by developing countries, remained high. 

3/ Numerous studies have demonstrated a pro~ounced general tendency for 
tariffs in induatrialized countries to increase (or es~alste) with the degree 
of product fabrication. The e:ic:istence of such tari.ff stru.::ture& has been 
tak~n as evidence of a biaB aiainst tra<le in proc~ssed go~ds. M~reover, 

recent studiea have argued that even calculation of effective tariffs may 
undentai:e the degree of p1.·("ltection, 1ta such bias may exist ~ven when tariff 
rater do not escalate. 'nlis ie due to the fact thnt the e~naitivity of 
procueed goods to a given tariff rate ie generally grt.:ater than that of 
priaary prcducts (i.e., the import demll~d elasticity for processed products is 
~orwally higher than for unprocesseo p&odur.te}. 

I 
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The problem of tariff escalation was investigated in greater detail 

through the calculation of average rates facing individual products in two 

processing chains. The first chain included (1) rough logs, (2) squared logs, 

(3) sawn wood, (4) planed/jointed wood, and (5) wooden furniture. The second 

chain was constituted by (1) logs, (2) veneer, and (3) plywood. Two separate 

types of tariff averages were computed to evaluate the influence of 

preferences granted to developing countries. One accounted only for MFN 

rates, while the second included also GSP and special preference rates. In 

both cases, the averages were unweighted in order to eliminate the influence 

of the current export structure of developing countries (probably distorted by 

the escalation). 

The results confirmed our earlier observations. In the case of the first 

processing chain, the HFN tariff structur is escalate 0.4 per cent (1). 

0.2 per cent (2), 0.8 per cent (3), 2.8 per cent (4) and 12.0 per cent (5). 

Similarly, in the case of the second chain, MTN tariffs increase from 

0.4 per cent (1), to 6.8 per cent (2) and 11.8 per cent (3). Such large 

increases are bound to influeP~c the structure of wood imports into developed 

market-economy countries and to seriously affect developing countries' ability 

to market their processed pr~ducts. This negative influence is, however, 

significantly moderated by the existence of various preferential schemes. 

Thus - when the tariff averges accounting for preferential rates have been 

calculated - it was found that in the case of the first chain, the tariff 

structure was 0.2 per cent (1), 0.0 per cent (2), 0.1 per cent (3), 

0.5 per cent (4), and 4.6 per cent (5). Also in the case of the second chain, 

the existence of preLerential schemes moderated the degree of escalation was 

found to be less: tariffs increased from 0.2 per cent to 2.6 per cent and 

5.8 per cent. 

Further evidence of the sizeable tariff escalation in the case of wood 

and wood products can be found in the levels of the effective rate of 

d · ( ) . . 1 4 / ( I . h pro uct1on ERP • In another emp1r1ca st~dy,- ERP wii~ measures the 

~/ See A.J. Yeats, Effective Tariff Protection in the USA, EEC and Japan, 
in The Quarterly Review of Economics and Business, .ol. 14, No. 2. 
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degree of protection afforded to domestic value added) for wood products was 

estimated to be 9.5 per cent in the EEC, 22.0 per cent in Japan, and 18.3 per 

cent in the United States of America. In all three cases, the ERP was 

substantially higher than nominal tariff rates. 

The above results indicate that the problem of tJriff escalation should 

be considered as one of the major is8ues 1n the area of international trade 1n 

wood and wood products. In particular, the moderating influence of current 

and potential tariff preferences for developing countries should be recognized 

and approp~iate policy initiatives should be undertaken in inter~ational fora 

to increase both the coverage and the degree of utilization (including through 

the removal of quantitative restrictions and the relaxation o~ stringent rules 

of origin) of preferential schemes and to incorporate them as permanent 

features of the tariff schedules of industrial countries. These &Leps would 

bring considerable reduction to tariff escalation and the consequent 

depres5ive effects on the further pr~cessing of wood in developing countries. 

1.3 Trade effects from a removal of tar1ffs 

As stated, tariff rates facing wood products rema1n relatively high. In 

this context, it is important to investigate to what extent these duties 

affect international traae. In other words, what 1s the amount of trade 

"lost" due to the existence of these tariffs? 

To answer this question it 1s not enough to analyse the levels of tariff 

protection. Since the restrictive effect of tariffs depends both on their 

height and on the price elasticity of import demand for a given product, more 

sophisticated analytical tools are required. In particular, partial 

equilibrium trade models may be utilized. 'lbe model used in this study for 

quantifying the effects from the complete removal of the post-Tokyo Round 

tariffs, is similar to that employed in a previous United Nations analysis of 

the implications of the Tokyo Round for developing countries~/. For an 

outline of this procedure, see the Appendix to this study. 

~/ See UNCTAD, TD/B/778/Add.l. 
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Tables 2 to 4 summarize the results of these estimation procedures for 

~eveloped market-economy countries' imports from other developed 

market-economy countries, developing countries, £~d the socialist countries of 

Eastern Europe. Projections of trade creat~on for each country group are 

shown, as well as estimates of the range of trade losses ar gains associated 

with a reduction of the preferential margir.s. These tables also express the 

estimated overall effects as a percentage of the 1976 trade base.ii The 

results are presented both in total and for each of the major industrial 

markets. 

Overall, the removal of all post-Tokyo Round tariff rates would have 

important trade expansion effects for trade among developed market-economy 

countries ~ntra-trade. Table 2 shows that trade is estimated to increase 

~bout 8 per cent over the 1976 trade base, as a result of the hypotheti~3l 

cuts. Austria, Canada, New Zealand and Switzerland would experience import 

increases that range from 30 to 72 per cent. Another point that emerges from 

this table is that some developed country suppliers to the EEC would 

experience trade losses from US $27 to $45 million due to the erosion of the 

preferential margins (primarily granted to EFTA countries) they receive in 

this market. 

The corresponding trade effects for developing countries are estimated to 

amount to abnut 3.3 per cent (see table 4). This is due to the relatively low 

level of tariffs currently facing developing countries' exports and to the 

substantial losses associated with the removal of tariff preferences. These 

losses are projected to range from 5 to 28 per cent of the 1976 trade base in 

the case of several industrial markets. On the other hand, developing 

countries would experience important increases in their exports to the largest 

markets, that is, to the EEC, the United States of America and Japan. 

6/ To condense the tables as much as possible, the 1976 Trade Base has 
not been shown. However, these values can easily be derived. Trade figures 
for 1976 have been used as a base for all projections, due to the lack of more 
recent comprehensive tariff-line import statistics. 

l 
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Table 2 

Estimated trade effects from a complete removal of post-Tokyo Round 
ta~iffs facing developed market economy countries' exports of wood 

and wood prooucts in other developed market-economy countries 

Trade Diversion Total effect as per cent 
Trade Creation ($ 000) of actual imEorts 2 based on: 

Importer ($ 000) Low High Low estimate High estimate 

Austria 175,692 3,333 3,369 71.9 71.9 

Canada 167,632 15,585 16,627 34.1 34.3 

EEC 78,356 -27,385 - 44,834 1.5 1.0 

Finland 8,540 540 746 15.3 14.9 

Japan 15,356 340 567 0.8 0.8 

New Zealand 2,442 997 1,445 30.7 34. 7 

N...rway 48,070 2,407 2,760 17.7 17.7 

Sweden 33,198 37 367 10.2 10.3 

Switzerland 145,927 1,366 1,639 47.4 47.5 

USA 56,204 3,369 5,497 2.9 3.0 

Total 731,417 589 - 11,817 8.1 8.0 

l 
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Table 3 

Estimated trade effects from a completP- removal of post-Tokyo Round 
tariffs facing developing couTitries' exports of wood and wood 

products in the d~veloped market-economy countries 

Trade Diversion Total effect as per cent 
Trade Creation ($ 000) of actual imeorts 2 based on: 

Importer ($ 000) !.ow High Low estimate High estimate 

Austria - 1,230 - 1,350 - 7.6 - 8.3 

Canada 9,336 - 13,634 - 11+, 6C~ - 6.0 - 7.3 

EEC 45,176 15,512 25,204 3.7 4.3 

Finland 23 - 252 - 361 - 6.7 - 9.9 

Japan 49,240 - 137 - 228 2.7 2.7 

New Zealand 0 - 1,005 - 1,458 - 19.0 - 27.6 

Norway 104 - 1,045 - 1,302 - 5.7 - 7.3 

Sweden 416 1, 727 2,195 6.3 - 8.5 

Switze-:land 163 - 1,091 - 1,345 - 6.7 - 8.5 

USA 46, 136 - 3,434 - 5,599 6.3 6.0 

Total 150, 594 - 8,043 - 3,234 3.3 3.4 
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Table 4 

Estimated trade effects from a complete removal of post-Tokyo Round tariffs 
facing socialist countries of Eastern Europe's exports wood and wood 

products in the developed market-economy countries 

Trade Diversion Total effect as per cent 
Trade Creation ($ 000) cf actual imEorts, based on: 

Importer ($ 000) Low High Low estimate High estimate 

Austria 6,080 71 188 12.5 12.7 

Canada 1,334 - 1,653 - 1, 726 - 7.8 - 9.6 

EEC 50J102 11 ,667 19,308 6.3 7.0 

Finland 694 - 270 - 363 0.3 0.3 

Japan 556 0 0 0.1 0.1 

Norwdy 2,320 - 1,304 - 1,398 10.3 9.3 

Sweden 13 ,462 1,845 2,040 14.1 14.3 

Switzerland 4,25.S - 78 - 69 33.6 33.7 

Total 78,803 10,278 17,980 5.2 5.7 

!1 USA J~ not included due to the lack of data. New Zealand 1s excluded since its 
imports from socialist countries are smaller than US$ 10 thousand. 
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The socialist countries of Eastern Europe wou1d also experience importRnt 

increases in their e:iq>0rts of wood and wood products, ranging from 5.2 to 

5.7 per cent of the 1976 trade base. However, this estimate has to be 

qualified since the trade effects for the United States' market have not been 

computed. 'nlese effects could influence the overall results in two 

contradictory directions, depending on the extent of the tariff removal; were 

the gener~l tariffs to be included, the socialist countries' gains would be 

substantially larger than those shown in table 4. If, on the other hand, only 

MFN duties were to be eliminated, then the socialist countries would be priced 

out of this market and the overall result would be substantially lower. 

The most import~nt result from the above analysis is the overall magnitude 

of the estimated trade increases. If the post-Tokyo Round tariffs were to be 

completely removed, the developed market-economy countries' imports of wood 

and wood products would increase by over US $950 million, or 6.4 per cent of 

the 1976 trade base. 1bese figures dramatically stres~ the restrictive 

effects of ta~iff protection in the trade of wood and wood products. 

1.4 Developing and socialist countries 

As stated earlier, the tariff data available for socialist and developing 

countries do not permit detailed analysis and simulation. Given this 

limitation, it is, however, important to investigate (even 10 a perfunctory 

fashion) the problem of tariff protection in these countries. For this 

reason, we have calculated unw~ighted tariff averages for the large sample of 

developing and socialist countries, including 13 African, 13 American, 9 Asian 

and 5 Eastern European countries (for further details, see snnexed tables). 

nte results are sumaarized in table 5.) 

Three interesting observations emerge from this table. First, the tariff 

rates applied in socialist countries are lower than those in developing 

countries and in line with those duties maintained by developed market-economy 

countries. Secondly, among the developing countries, the African States seem 

to be the most liberal in their tariff policies; the tariffs applied by these 

countries are substantially lower than those applied by Asian nod American 

-1 
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developing countries. ntird, the phenomenon of tariff escalation is also 

present in the tariff schedules of developing and socialist countries. ntus, 

the rates for secondary wood products are higher than those for primary 

products, which in turn exceed those for wood in rough. 1be exception is the 

socialist countries, which apply higher rates on primary than on secondary 

wood articles. 

2. Non-tariff barriers to trade 

Since the protective effect of tariffs is nowadays seen by importing 

countries as inadequate for their protectionist requirements, and since 

tariffs are in any case difficult to m&nipulate in a quick and efficient 

manner owing to legal constraints, governments are relying increasingly in 

their trade policies on various non-tariff measures. Further obstacles are 

placed in the way of international trade by large private cmapanies operating 

in a manner that hinders other traders' access to the market. 

What is especiall/ strik1.13 about the current array of non-tariff 

measures (NTHs) is its wide variety and its multiplicity of objectives and 

effects. Some studies suggest that over 200 different types of NTM.s exist. 

'i'he UNCTAD data base on governmental trade measures provides for 105 

catego~ies and sub-categories of product-specific measures, and 106 categories 

and sub-categories of generalized NTMs. Some of these measures are designed 

for direct intervention in trade, while some are designed for other purposes 

but can affect trade only in an indir~ct way. 1bus, before proceeding with an 

analysis, an attempt must be made to determine which type of measure 

constitutes a non-tariff barrier to trade {NTB). 

2 .1 NTMs versus ~!TBs 

One approach might start with the proposition that, in the broadest 

sense, non-tariff measures encompass all private and governmental policies and 

practices that distort the volume, coaaaodity composition or direction of 

foreign trade. However, this approach is dependent upon a subjective 

jud1ement as to what constitutes a trade distortion. For example, the no~mal 

operations of large corporations can influence the volume and composition of 

l 
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Table 5 

Non-weighted average tariff rates on wood and wood products in 
selected developing and socialist countries 

Importing countries !_/ Wood in the ~imary wood secondar!• wood 
rough products products 

Africa 14.4 16.2 24. l 

America 26.2 37.6 52.5 

Asia 34.l 57.8 73. l 

Socialist countries of 
Eastern Europe 7.3 14.5 9.9 

Source: National Tariff Schedulee, years givea in parenthesid. 

a/ For individual countries data s~e annex tables. 
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trade by actions which directly affect supply and demand, by lowering 

production costs or prices, or increasing product differentiation. Yet most 

economists would not classify s~ch policies as constituting non-tariff 

barriers to trade, since they are not assumed to confer an unfair competitive 

advantage. At the same time, firms can engage in practices such as 

differential pricing, or tied purcha~ing, with the explicit aim of hindering 

other producers' access to markets; such actions are generally classified as 

non-tariff distortions due to their intent. Government actions may similarly 

influence the volume and composition of trade, by producing remote 

side-effects not connected with their primary purpose. Such a situation 

contrasts with that in which a specific trade policy measuL~, such as a ouota 

or prohibition, is intended directly to modify exist~ng patterns of 

international trad~. 

In part, the definitional problems may be r~solved by reference to the 

intent of the measure under consideration. Thus measures explicitly intended 

to affect the level, pattern of direction of trade should be classified as 

non-tariff barriers. Such restraints as quotas, prohibitions, embargoes, or 

variable levies, clearly fall under this heading. However, a second category 

of g~vernmental measures is also acknow~edged to exist. Measures - such 3S 

state trading, hea'th and sanitary regulations, or advertising and packdging 

regulations - can be used to influence the pattern and composition of trade, 

but are primarily designed to achieve other economic or social goals, such as 

the p~otection of the consumer. 

While the following discussion will concentrate on those trade policy 

measures which are explicitly intended to control and restrict imports (i.e. 

NTBs) some consideration of other governmental actions (i.e. NTMs) may be 

useful. Two measures in particular, namely standards and state trading, may 

require clarification and can serve as an example of the difficulties in 

evaluating the impact of non-tariff measures on trade. In each case, account 

must be taken of the specific characteristics of the individual measure and 

the fashion in which it is applied. 

l 
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Standards and health and sanitary regulations exist 1n all countries and 

are established primarily to protect the consumer. At the same time, it 1s 

well kno«n that, in many instances, such regulations with their severe 

requirements and complicated procedures can be used to impede or even prevent 

imports. A guarded conclusion may be drawn from a comparison of the 

application of these regulations in different countries. 'lbus, while 1n Japan 

308 product groups (i.e. 30.5 per cent of all 4-digit CCCN product groups) are 

subject, to some degree or other, to various requir~ments concerning 

standards, the figures fnr Australia are 242 (or 24 per cent), for Sweden 94 

(9.3 per cent), Switzerland 79 '7.8 per cent), and France 63 (6.2 per cent). 

Similar disparities may be observed in the case of wood products. In 

Australia, 27 groups of wood products (i.e. 87 per cen~ of all groups covering 

wood) are subject to sanitary and other requirements; 1n Japan 10 groups 

(32 per ce~1t), in Switzerland 6 groups (19 ;ier cer.t), in France 4 groups 

(13 per cent), and in Sweden 2 groups (6.5 per cent). Such wide differences 

between countries with similar standards of liv"ng and comparable health, 

sanitary and safety conditions, clearly suggest motives other than protection 

of the consumer. Indeed, this is sometimes acknowledged by the 60Vernments 

concerned. An example of this point are the trade liberalization measure~ 

introduced by Japan at the beginning of 1982, which were primPrily designed to 

bring some of the requirements and testing procedures in line wit~ those 

applied in other countries. 

Another example of a practice with an influence on trade which cannot be 

determined a priori, is state monopoly of foreign trade. Despite the fact 

that it is frequently consider~d to be an import-restrictive measure, state 

trading, per se, may in reality have no negative influence on trade. 

'lbe state exercises a monopoly in foreign trade, be it of selected or of 

all products, in almost all countries regardless of their economic system or 

level of development. In the wood sector, state monopoly of imports and/or 

exports exists in very few developed mgrket-economy countries. Italy is one 

such case, while it 1s frequent in developing countries and comprises all 

transactions in the socialist countries of Eaqtern Europe. An examination of 

the situation in the last group of countries might help to clarify the iss·.Je. 
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Tile existence of a state monopoly of foreign trade 1n the socialist 

countries of Ea~tern Europe does not mean that trade i~ conducted by the state 

itself. In fact, the pr~nciple of this monopoly is nothing more than a legal 

measure according to which any activity in the sphere of foreign trade 

requires ex ante permission (or licence) from the state. Such permission is 

granted to state-owned enterprises and other producers, inciuding in some 

cases private producers auch as in Poland. Consequently, it is not the state 

itself but the individual ent;erprise which conduct foreign trade and 

eventually achieve a monopolistic (or semi-monopolistic) position. 

State monopoly of trade, where fore ~n trade is per~o::ined by trader& 

licensed by the state, cannot be equated with state trading. But can state 

trading be equated with trading by a state-ow.1ed company? Some authors hold 

that it can, but there is a strong argument against this and for restricting 

the use of the term "state trading" to those foreign transaction ordered and 

financed by the state, i.e. those financed from the state budget. Excluded, 

therefore, are operatior.s undertaken by a state-owned company on its own 

account and its own risk and not expressly ordered by the government. Tilis 

definition does not exclude the possibility of profit for the company 

involv~d, which may act, for example, on a comission basis. In the case of 

the socialist countries, government decisions or orders are usually formulated 

in terms of plan directives. Yet not every central plan can be considered as 

an explicit order. For this to be the case, the plan must have an obligatory 

status, where the enterprise concerned and its targets must be precisely 

formulated. 

2.2 Information and statistics 

Tile lack of readily available, comprehensive and reliable information on 

protectionism is nowhere more true than in the field on non-tariff trade 

measures. For enterprises planning an export strategy or for the researcher 

investigating world trading conditions, it is almost impossible to penetrate 

the jungle of contradictory and fragmentary infor~ation, ambiguous 

regulations, arbitrary procedures, confidential agreements, etc. A step 

towards improved transparency is the objective of the various inventories of 

non-tariff measures being prepared by international organizations. Such is 



- 19 -

the prupose of the UNCTAD data base on govenmental trade measures. Thi:> 

collection of information so far covers, on the one hand, data on generalized 

procedures in 47 developed (including the socialist countries of Eastern 

Europe) and developing countries and, on the other, 20,828 instances of 

products-specific measures applied in 42 developing and developed 

market-economy countries.LI The following discussion is based on information 

drawn from this data base. 

Since the information on NTMs is recorded in the UNCTAD data ~ase at the 

4-digit CCCN level,~/ only certain analytical procedures are appropriate. 

In particular, any investigation of the degree of restric~iveness of 

individual measures has not been possible, since the measures are normally 

applied at the most disaggregated <tariff line, or sub-tariff line) levels. 

For the same reason, figures have not been calc:lated for the volume of trade 

covered by various NTBs as they would contain a significant upward bias. 

However, it must also be pointed out that any computations based on the 

observed volume or value of imports can be misleading, since NTMs are applied 

with the precise aim of distorting the volume and value of potential imports. 

Givert the above reservations, the an:1lysis which follows has been carried out 

in terms of frequency indices, sl,o•;;ing the incidence of various iITBs of 

different product groups (at the 4-digit CCCN product group level) and the 

shares of particular products categories or of total traded products affected 

by the NTBs. The word "affected" is used here in preference to "restricted" 

as a given NTB may restrict only part of a product gro11p. However it should 

be noted that the restriction of part or a product group will often affect 

trade in other commodities in that group. 

Inf0rmation that an import licence is required for products in the CCCN 

group 4401 does not necessarily mean that a licence is required for all 

imports of these products. On the contrary, at the extremt, it may be that 

1/ For further information on the UNCTAD data base, see document 
TD/B/S88. 

8/ In many instances, this is the lowest level of disaggregation at 
which-the information is available. 

I 
r 
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only specific importers mu~t obtain a licence for the importation of one of 

the products in the grour if originating in a specific exporting country. 

While these details are t0 a large extent recorded in the UNCTAD data base, 

they have not been taken into account in th~ present analysis for two 

reaso:s. F;_rst, comparable data are not available for all countries. Second, 

they would not reflect accurately the degree of uncertainty and unpredictable 

fashion, and since the tendency to extend their application from one good to 

other similar goods is well known, it is reasonable to assume that within a 

given product group all e~~porters feel uncertain, concerned and "affected" by 

the fact that an NTM is imposed on one good in this category or against one 

exporter. This uncertainty is particularly significant for investors, or 

potential exporters, who in their assessment of future market conditions, must 

take into account barriers against current exnorts of the identical or similar 

products. 

2.3 Direct import controls 

For the purpose of this paper, ten types of "explicit" non-tariff 

barriers have been investigated. They are shown in Table 6 under the heading 

cf direct import controls. They are measures expli~itly designed to regulate 

the quantity or price of imports. Prohibitions, quotas and discretionary 

licensing are used to regulate the volume of trade. Anti-dumping and 

countervailing duties fix the prices of imported goods at the level desired 

(by the importer). Automatic import ~uthorizations are designed to monitor 

import transacticns, frequently with the aim of facilitating subsequent 

. f. . 1 . l 91 f speci ic action to regu ate prices and vo ume,- they there ore create 

uncertainty, act as a harassment of imports and encourage self-restraint in 

exports. 

As can be seen from Table 6, the most widely used measures for the 

control of wood imports are volume restraining measures (i.e. quotas and 

discretionary licensing) which affect 16.8 per cent of all product groups. 

Second in frequency of incidence are ~-~tomRtic import authorizations which 

~/ 'nte EEC trade regulations introducing surveillance explicity refer to 
this purpose. 
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Table 6 

Frequency of applicution of direct control measures !}_/ 
to imports of wood and wood products 

Non-tariff measures 

Tari ff quota 

Total prohibition ~/ 

Conditional prol1ibition 

Measures to restrain volume ~/ 

Automatic import authorization 

Anti-dumping and countervailing 
duties 

Importing marketJ 

Developing ~/ Developed 

1.6 

8.8 

1.3 

22.3 10.0 

26.4 0.4 

0.3 

Source: UNCTAD Data Base on Trade Measures. 

Notes: 

£_/ All 

0.7 

4.8 

0.7 

16.8 

14.7 

0.1 

!}_/ Indices for individual measures are not additive, since two or more 
measures may be applied to the same product group. 

~/ Algeria, Indonesia, Nigeria, Saudi Arabia, Venezuela, Hong Kong, 
Brazil, Republic of Korea, Ivory Coast, Tunisia, Turkey, Chile, 
United Republic of Cameroon, Guatemala, Kenya, Malawi, Pakistan, 
Peru, Philippines, Sri J..anka, ntailand, Mexico. 

E.,I U.S.A., E.E.C. (9), Japl'.n, Austria, Finland, Norway, Sweden, 
Switzerland, Australia, Canada, Israe~, New Zealand. 

~/ Includes prohibition for trade as well as other (e.g. heAlth and 
sanitary) reasons. 

~/ Includes quotas (with the exception of tar~ff quota) and 
discretionary licensing. 
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Frequency of application of direct import 
control measures for all product groups!_/ 

Importing markets 'E_/ 

Non-tariff measures Developing Developed 

Volume Control 
Tariff quota 2.3 
Seaaonnel restriction 0.4 
Total restriction c/ 9.9 0.4 
Conditional prohibition 1.8 0.1 
Measures to restrain volume d/ 20.8 15.9 
Automatic import authorization 37.7 9.3 

Price Controls 
Variable levy 2.7 
Anti-dumping and countervailing 
duties 1.8 
Control of the minimum price level 1. 7 0.6 
Price investigation and surveillance ~/ 2.7 

Source: UNCTAD Data Base on Trade Measures. 

Notes: 

All 

1.0 
0.2 
5.6 
1.0 

18.6 
24.9 

1.2 

0.8 
1.2 
1.2 

!_/ Indices for individual measures are not additive, since two or more 
measures may be applied to the same product group. 

'E_/ 

~/ 

!_/ 

Countries included in develJping and developed categories are the 
same as in Table 6. 

Includes prohibition for trade as well as other (e.g. health and 
sanitary, wildlife, censorship, etc.) reasons. 

Includes quotas (with the exception of tariff quotas) and 
discretionary licensing) 

Includes anti-dumping and countervailing investigation and price 
surveillance. 
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Table 8 

Incidence of volume restraint by product categories and 
country groups 

Wood in 
the rough 

29.l 

34.3 
16. 7 
33.3 

3.4 

6.7 

Primary wood 
products 

27.3 

32.1 
16.7 
30.6 

19.4 

35.7 

11.1 

Secondary wood 
products 

37.3 

47.1 
26.7 
36.7 

10.0 

15.7 

7.8 

Cork and cork 
products 

22.7 

25.0 
16.7 
25.0 

5.6 

10.7 

2.8 
- New Zealand 40.0 83.3 70.0 25.0 

Source: UNCTAD Data Base on Trade Measures 

r 
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are applied in the case of 14.7 per cent of the product groups. '11lird is 

total prohibition - the most severe of all barriers - affecting 5.6 per cent 

of the product groups. Other measures are resorted to much less frequently. 

It is interesting to compare these indices with those computed for total 

imports (see Table 7). '11lree interesting results emerge from this comparison. 

First, not all types of non-tariff barriers are used in the wood sector; such 

measures as seasonal restrictions, variable levies, price investigations, or 

minimum prices, are not resorted to in the case of wood imports. Second, in 

general th~ frequency indices are lower in the case of wood imports than for 

total imports. Only in one case - measures to restrain volume used in 

developing countries - is the index calculated for wood products higher than 

that for all product categori~s. 'lllird, it see118 that in their import 

policies relating to wood products countries are more concerned with 

restricting the volume of imports than with maintaining prices, since the 

incidences and varieties of price controls used in the wood trade are less 

than fer toLal trade. 

When measures to restrain volume are investigated in more detail (see 

Table 8), it is found that there are marked differences in the levels of 

protection afforded to individual categories of wood products. In developing 

countries, the non-tariff barriers are faced by secondary products while the 

least affect cork and cork products. In developed countries, primary wood 

products face more barriers; raw wood and cork face only a few NTBs. 

3. SulllllBry and conclusions 

In spite of the three rounds of multilateral tariff negotiations, MFN 

tariffs facing imports of wood products into the developed countries remain 

relatively high. For example, the average tariff Gu imports of secondary wood 

products in 11 developed country markets was estimated to be 7.8 per cent 

(pre-Tokyo Round) and 5.7 per c~nt (post-Tokyo Round). '11le trade effects from 

the hypothetical complete removal of tariffs was shown to be considerable; the 

developed market-economy countries' imports of wood and wood products would 

increase by over US $950 million or 6.4 per cent of the 1976 value of imports. 
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Another important feature of tariffs on wood and wood products is that 

they increase with the level of fabrication. 1bis phenomenon of "tariff 

escalation" has an adverse effect on the exports of processed products from 

developing countries and, consequently, on their efforts to pr01!!ote further 

processing in the sector. Evidence of the sizeable tariff escal3tion in the 

case of wood and wood products can be seen both in aggregated and 

disaggregated tariff structures, and is confirmed by relatively high levels of 

the effective rate of protection in major developed markets. 1bis evidence 

indicated that the problem of tariff escalation and the consequent restrictive 

effects on processed exports of developing countries should be considered as 

one of the major issues in rhe area of international trade in wood and wood 

products. In particular, the moderating influence of current and potential 

tariff preferences granted to developing countries should be recognizea and 

in the absence of further reductions in MFN tariffs - appropriate policy 

initiatives should be undertaken in international foras to increase their 

coverage and the degree of utilization. 1bis should inc1ude the removal of 

quantitative restrictions and the relaxation of stringent rules of origin. 

Preferential fncilities should be made a permanent feature of industrial 

countries' tariff schedules. 

Tariffs on wood products in developing countries are even higher than in 

devel~ped countries and also escalate with the level of processing, thus 

hindering the development of intra-developing countries' trade in processed 

goods. Titis situation could be mitigated by the introduction of tariff 

preferences among developing countries. 

Like trade in most other product categories, trade in wood and wood 

products is regulated and controlled by means not only of tariffs but also of 

various non-tariff measures. For example, the volume-restraining measures 

(i.e. quotas and discretionary licensing) affect 16.8 per cent of all wood and 

wood product groups (viz 4-digit CCCN). Second in frequency of incidence are 

automatic import authorizations which apply in the case of almost 15 per cent 

of the product groups. Other measures, not explicitly designed to control 

imports, are also very frequent. In particular, various standards (e.g. 

health, sanitary and technical) apply to as many as 87 per cent of wood 

products in Australia, 32 per cent in Japan, 19 per cept in Switzerland, 

13 per cent in France, and 6.5 per cent in Sweden. 

' I 
I 



I 
- 26 -

Non-tariff measures (as well as other barriers which are not specifically 

designed to curb imports) have a dual negative influence on trade. 1lley 

distort trade flows and they create uncertainty, thus impairing the 

formulation of export strategies (and, by implication, investment strategies); 

such strategies can indeed only be satisfactorily formulated in the light of a 

substantial degree of certainty concerning trading conditions. While the 

problem of non-tariff protection cannot be entirely resolved without 

international negotiations leading to the liberalization of trade, an 

increased degree of certainty can be achieved through actions leading to 

greater transparency in international trading conditions. Two initiatives 

could be takan in this respect. First, an arrangement for the multilateral 

exchange of information on measures, laws, regulations and procedures 

governing imports and exports of wood and wood products. Such an arrangement 

could be carried out within existing facilities at the international level, in 

particular the UNCTAD Data Base on Trade Measures. It would require, however, 

a commitment by interested countries to supply relevant information to t3e 

UNCTAD secretariat, which in turn would provide for their dissemination. 1lle 

proposed arrangement would also involve technical assistance to the oeveloping 

countries' exporters. 

Second, a comprehensive review of the tecnnical requirements for imports 

of wood and wood products would be needed. Such a review could be carried out 

by the UNIDO secretariat with the objective of formulating guidelines for 

their standardization at the international level. Also, in this case, the 

co-operation of interested countries would be an essential component of the 

initiative. 
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Appendix 

Statistical procedures used to estillate the trade effects 

froa the removal of tariff rates 

The method use6 in this study can be outlined as follows. First, where 

the country faces 110st-favou,ed-nation tariffs the estillat~~ trade expansion 

accompanying a reduction in iaport duties vas derived from a standard partial 

equilibrium trade llOdel. '111e basic premise behind this approach is that 

imports (I) equal the difference between domestic cons.miption (C) and 

productioo (S). Fro. this it follows that if P is the domestic price observed 

at the lllport level the following condition holds concerning the change in 

imports relative to prices, 

(4) 
dI dC dS -=-+-
dP dP dP 

Through appropriate algebraic .. nipulations, equation (4) can be restated in a 

general elaaticity form, 

(5) £i s Kd(C/I) - Es(S/I) 

Where E
1 

i... the price elasticity of iaport demand and Ed and Es are the 

corresponding doaestic demand and supply elasticities. ID our analysis E s 

is assumed equal to zero. 'fttis rules out specific consideration of domestic 

supply reap01111e or stock adjustments to changed prices aa tariffs are 

reduced. 'lllaa, 

(6) El - Ed(C/I) 
That is, the imt>ort demand elasticity is equal to the d0111estic deaand 

elasticity weighted by the ratio of consU11ption to imports. Finally, the 

percentage change in imports %(dl) is derived from, 

(7) l(•I) • B1(%P)I 
where (IP) ia the eatillated percentage change in the domestic price of imports 

resultin1 tram the tariff change, vhile the dollar value of the projected 

trade inc~ can be found by applying the result• of equation (7) to the 

base year trallle fiaurea. 
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Aside from cuts in applicable KFN rates, separate esti .. tion problems 

occur when the tariff reductions change tariff differential facing various 

suppliers. ntus, the rem~val of MFN duty will eli.ainate the preferential 

margin enjoyed by t~e countries eligible for GSP or special preferences. As a 

result, products exported by these countries will become relatively less 

competitive and some existing trade will be directed to other suppliers. 

A two step procedure was used for estimating trade diversion due to the 

erosion of preferential margins. First, total trade diversi~n (TD) vas 

derived from the formula, 

(8) TD c T .E dt/(l + t) m c 
where T represents the value of MFN trade, t is the tariff rate, E is m c 
the cross price elasticity between suppliers facing HFJI rates and those 

receiving preferences, and Tb is the value of i.apch·ts froa this second group 

of suppliers. Next, trade diversion values fr!>a individual suppliers (TD.) 
1 

were estimated using the assumption of constant shares in total trade. 

Specifically, for countries which experience erosion of preferential tariff 

margins, the magnitude of the accompanying trade losses were approximated from, 

(9) TD. = S.b.TD 
1 1 

where Sib represents the share of a preference receiving country in total 

preferential imports. 1llese preference receivers' losses were then allocated 

to individual countries facing (reduced) MFN tariffs on the basis of their 

trade shares. 

In our estimates, account was taken of ceilings or quotas on GSP trade. 

Specifically, if any supplier exceeded the established ceiling for a product, 

with the results that its imports faced the MFN rate, the GSP duty for the 

item ws not assumed to be in effect and equation (7) vas used to estimate 

trade effects. It should also be noted that the price elasticities vere 

matched to data at the four-digit CCCN level, a procedure which resulted in 

all tariff lines within a CCCN ha·1ing the same elasticity. Due to 

difficulties in obtaining estimates for some smaller industrial countries, 
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10/ 
demand elasticities for other industrial nations were used as a proxy~ • 

Since empirical estimates for the cross-price elasticity term were considered 

less reliable than those for the import demand elasticities, two different 

values repre~enting high and low estimates (-2,5 and -1.S) were employed in 

equation (8). This generated projections of a probable range in trade 

d . . ll/ ivers1on- • 

While the underlying model assumes that supply can be expanded without any 

increase in unit costs, to the extent that costs do rise this would lead to an 

upward bias in the trade creation estimates. The projections are also static 

in that they only reflect the effects of tariff cuts, and do not account for 

other factors such as the existence of non-tariff barriers or growth in import 

markets. 

10/ 'nle basic source of import demand elasticities was R. Stern, 
J. Francis and B. Schumacher, Price Elasticities in International Trade 
(London: Macmillan, 1976) • 

. !.!./ A similar procedure was used in a Brookings Institution study of the 
MTN trade effects. See w. Cline, N. Kawanabe, T. Kronsjo, T. Williams, Trade 
Negotiations in the Tok o Round: A uantitative Assessment (Washington:~~-
Brookings, 1978 • It shou e noted that the igures (-2.S and -1.S) 
are consistent ·with results from other empirical studies which estimated cross 
elasticities. For example, Kreinin computed an average elasticity of 
substitution among products of 10 advanced countries which equalled -2.6, 
while the elasticity of substitution between American and European 
manufactured products was estimated to be -2.5 for the inter-war period. The 
elasticity of substitution between socialist countries and developing country 
products imported by France, Italy, West Germany and the United Kingdom has 
also been estimated to be -1.62, -0.39, -1.22 and -1.86 respectively. 
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Table J:.-1 lTer&p tariff rate. facint; developiJI« countrhs exports of wood 
and mod products to major developed country markets 

lllP'rh rro. .&.t'rica Import• fro11 bia Imports from developing America 

pre-'l'oqo poiiit~lcyo pr;:Jfok;O po st-To l<yo pre-Tokyo J-'O&t-'!'olcyo 

A U S T R A L I A 

Wood in the ro"«h o.o o.o 11.9 o.o 0.0 o.o 
Pri11111ory 'lltlOd products 17.8 16.8 11.0 8.3 2.6 0.4 
Secondary 'llOOd products 14.1 14.1 16. 7 16. 7 16.6 16.6 
Cork and cork products 8.o 8.0 11.0 11 .o o.o o.o 

lUSTRIA 

Wood in the rogh o.o o.o o.6 o.6 o.o o.o 
Primary wod producte 0.2 0.2 0.1 0.1 5.1 5.1 
Secondary 'llOod products 10.7 10.7 6.5 6.5 1.2 1.2 
Cork and cork products o.o o.o 2.8 2.A 1.6 1.6 

Cl!rAD.i 

Wood in the ro~ o.o o.o o.o o.o o.o o.o 
Pri-.ry wod products 0.1 0.1 7.6 7.6 0.5 0.5 
Secondary 'llOod product. 14.1 14.1 6.3 6.3 1.2 7.2 
Cork and cork product• o.o o.o o.o o.o o.o o.o 

!:. !:. c. 
Wood in the ro\18h o.o o.o o.o o.o o.o o.o 
Pri.-r,- wood produch o.o o.o 3.2 2.5 2.0 1.7 
Secondary 'llOod products 0.9 0.8 2.4 1.1 4.0 3.9 
Cork and cork products 0.4 0.3 o.o o.o o.o o.o 

JlPllf 

Wood in the !'O"«h 0.0 o.o o.o o.o o.o o.o 
Pri-.ry wood !"'Oducte o.o o.o 8.4 7.5 5.8 5,7 
Secondary llOod products 10,3 4.2 11.1 4.8 11.4 5.5 
Cork and cork products o.o 0,0 0.5 0.4 o.o o.o 

lf !: w ZEALAJrD 

Wood in the ro11.gh o.o o.o o.o o.o o.o o.o 
Pri.-r;y llOOd product I 0.1 0.1 11.4 11.4 o.o o.o 
Secondary 'llOOd product• 22.0 2~.o 22.0 22,0 o.o o.o 
Cork and cork products O,:> o.o 1,7 1, 7 o.o o.o 

lfORWAT 

Wood in the ro"«h o.o o.o o.o o.o o.o o.o 
Primary V)Od product• o.o o.o o.o o.o o.o o.o 
Secondary 'llOod produc..~• o.o o.o o.o o.o o.o o.o 
Cork "nd cork product• o.o o.o o.o o.o o.o o.o 

SW l!! D !: If 

Vood in the ro"«h 0,0 o.o o.o o.o o.o o.o 
Prill&J'y V)Od product. o.o o.o o.o o.o o.o o.o 
Secondary 'llOod products o.o o.o 0.0 o.o o.o o.o 
Cork and cork products o.o o.o o.o o.o o.o o.o 

SWITZERLAND 

Wood in the rough o.o o.o o.o o.o o.o 0.0 
Primary V)Od products o.o 0.0 o.o o.o o.o o.o 
&lcond&ry llOod product• o.o o.o 1.5 1.0 o.o o.o 
Cork and cork products o.o o.o o.o o.o o.o o.o 

rilfLAID 

Wood in the ro"«h o.o o.o o.o o.o o.o o.o 
Pri-.ry ..ood product• o.o o.o 0-0 0.2 o.o o.o 
Secondary llOOd products o.o o.o 1,6 1.0 o.o o.o 
Cork and oorl< products o.o o.o o.o o.o o.o o.o 

U. 8, A. 

Wood in th• ro"«h o.o o.o o.o o.o o.o 0,0 
Primary ..ood product• 0.2 0,2 13.9 1.1 2.0 0.9 
Seoondary llOod product• 0,1 0.1 5.1 2.5 0.9 0.5 
Cork and oork produch o.o o.o o.o o.o o.o o.o 

Sourr:t11 TJM:T AD data b&..se on trade .. uur••. 

-; 

- - -----
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'Table A-2 

NON-WEIGllTED AV[RAGE TARI ff RAHS ON WOOD ANO 
WOOD PRODUCTS IN SELECTED DEVELOPING COUNTRIES. 

I 
I Wood in the 
I rough 1_/ 
I Importing countries 
I 
I Africa 
I 
!Uganda (1977) 
I 
!Central africa (1976) 
I 
IChad ( 1978) 
I 
!Liberia ( 1978) 
I 
Ilaire (1978) 
I 
I Tunisia ( 1977) 
I 
!Morocco ( 1978) 
I 
!Mauritius (1979) 
I 
!Malawi (1977) 
I 
(Egypt (1977) 
I 
!Nigeria (1977) 
I 
I Ivory Coast (1976/77) 
I 
!Ghana (1977) 
'~~~~~~~~~ 

30.0 

10.0 

20.0 

41. 7 

6 2 

4.9 

11. 7 

5.0 

10.0 

41.5 

5.0 

35.(l 

Primary wood Secondary wood 
products 2_/ products 3_/ 

28.7 29.6 

10.0 10.3 

20.0 19.6 

39.8 45. 1 

10.0 7.4 

13. ::' 30.2 

14.2 47. 1 

8.9 15.2 

2.2 14.4 

20.9 64.3 

43.6 42.9 

5. 1 5.0 

35.0 35.0 

Source: National Tariff Schedul~s. years given In parentesis. 

Notes: 1 I CCCN 4401-4404; 
2-/ CCCN 4405-4419; 
3=/ CCCN 4420-4428, 9101-9104. 
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Table A-3 

NOH-WEIGllTED AVERAGE TARIH RATES ON WOOD AHO 
WOOD PRODUCTS IN SELECTED DEVELOPING COUNTRIES. 

I 
I 
I 
I l•porting countries 
I 
I America 
I 
I Paraguay ( 1978 I 
I 
!Mexico (1979) 
I 
I Braz I I ( 1977) 
I 
!Argentina (1979) 
I 
ISurina11e ( 1971) 
I 
IJauica (1976) 
I 
IBah'l•as ( 1977) 
I 
IBrazi I ( 1977) 
I 
IBol ivia ( 1977) 
I 
IColo•bia (1977) 
I 
I Ecuador ( 1977) 
I 
I Peru ( 1977) 
I 
IVenuezela (1977) 
I 

Wood in the 
rough 1J 

28.9 

13.0 

.. 3.0 

15.5 

23.7 

13.7 

24.1 

lt3.0 

11. 1 

13.9 

20.0 

20.0 

I I 
Primary wood !Secondary wood 
products 2J !products 3_/ 

25.7 

llt.2 

56 ... 

18 ... 

27.7 

25.4 

29.8 

56.4 

33.3 

lt0.2 

lt6.4 

81.0 

25.3 

34.7 

65.3 

29. 1 

33.6 

31. 5 

65.3 

36.2 

52.1 

58.0 

. 60.0 

81.2 

Source: National Tarirf Schedules. Year given in parentesls. 

I 
I 
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Table A-4 

NON-W[IGllT[O AV£RAG£ TARIH RATES ON WOOD AND 
WOOD PRODUCTS IN SlLEC1£0 DEVELOPING COUNTRIES. 

I I 
Wood in the I Primary vood !Secondary vood 
rough 1_/ !products 2_j !products 3_j 

Importing countries 

Asia 

Bangladesh ( 1977) 92.8 101.5 116.8 

Sri Lanka (1977) 38.3 74.4 85,2 

Phi I i pp i nes ( 19771 10 39.3 81t.9 

Pakistan (1977J 110.0 114.2 125.3 

India ( 1976) 40.0 60.0 72.3 

Rep. or Korea (1976) 14.0 33. 1 53.9 

T1.1rkey (1975) 19.0 40.5 60.7 

I Cyprus (1978) 1.3 6.9 22.0 
I 
Source: National Tariff Schedules, years given in parentesis. 

Notes: 1 I CCCH l1l101-r1r1-r1; 
2:/ CCCN lt405-4419; 
3_/ CCCN 4420-4428, 9101-9104. 
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Table A-) 

NON-WEIGilfED AVERAGE TARI Ff RATES ON WOOD AND 
WOOD PRODUCTS IN SELE~TED SOCIALIST COUNTRIES. 

I I h'ood in Lhe Primary wood !Secondary wood 
I rough l_/ products 2_/ !products 3_/ 
I Importing countries ______________ I 
I 
I Socialist countries 
I OTE"3Stcii1Tu rope 
I 
IPologne (1981) 12. 1 
I 
lllungary (19"18) 0.5 
I 
!Bulgaria (1982) 3.2 
I 
!Czechoslovakia (1981) 0.2 
I 
!Romania i1978) 2.0 I ________ _ 

19.1 21.4 

5.5 15.0 

4.2 7.6 

4.5 10.6 

6.0 2.3 

Source: National Tariff Schedules, years given in parenthesis. 

Notes: 1 I CCCN 111101-1111011; 
2- / CCCtl l1l105-11l119; 
3=/ CCCN 114?0-111128, 9101-91011. 
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Explanatory note to accompany the extract from the 

UNCTAD data base on governmental trade measures 

of a product-specific l"!ture 

The following describes the columns, from left to right: 

1. In the first column, the four digits indicate the Customs Co-operation 

Council Nomenclature - CCCN (formerly known as BTN - Brussels Tariff 

Nomenclature). 

(a) 'nle asterisk (*) indicates that the non-tariff measure (NTH) does not 

apply to all tariff line items included in the CCCN four-digit group; 

(b) If a NTH is not applied to imp~rts from all sources, two symbols are 

used: 

the numbers 1, 2 or 3 indicate that the measure applies to imports 

from only developing count~ies (1), developed market economies (2), 

or socialist countries (3); 

if the measure is not applied to all countries in these groups, the 

symbol is added. 

2. In the second column, the four-digit CCCN product group is described. 

3. In the third column, the non-tariff measure is listed. 

Included in the data base are all ~hose governmental procedures and 

measures of a product-specific nature which have the potential to restrain or 

distort international trade flows. 'nle NTM which in fact have such an 

influence may be considered as non-tariff barriers. It should be noted that 

for many products more than one NTH has been identified, and in such cases the 

product description is repeated. 

4. In the fourth column, the source is indicated from which the information 

relating to the lieted NTM has been extracted. It should be noted that only 

official governmental and intergovernmental publications, including those of 

the GATT Secretariat, have been used. 

l 
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Table A-6 

Non-tariff measures facing 

vood and wood products in selected 

individual countries 



UNtTAO 

OATl BASE ON GOVERN"fNJAL MEASURES OF A PRODUCT-SPECIFIC NAIUlE 

tee~ CODES DESCRIPTto~ CCCN 

~•ts• 
4.Z4 
~4l1• 
94'))• 

PlY900~, 9lOC.~8UAf.Ot LlMIN90lR 
woo~EN HJU>EHOlU UTENSILS 
llGHTIN; FITTINGS Of ~ODD 
OTHER fU\a,J TUU 

NON TARIFF "EAs~RES 

PlOfflBITIDN 
itROHlfHT ION 
PROHUJ IJON 
PROHIBITION 

_ __,,..... 

AlGUU 

SOURCES 

JOURNAL OfflttEL lt16 
JOURNAL DFFICJEL 1916 
JOURNAL DFfltlEL 1916 
JOURNAl OFFltlEl lt16 

w 
CX> 

I 

_J 
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UNt'iAD 

DATA IASE CIN GOVERNMENTAL MlASURES DI- A P~ODUCT•SPEtlflt NATUlE 

C: C:Cllf C ODH DI SU IPTI 0111 C:C tN 

•401• . 
001•" 
••O> 
UM• uo,. 
uu• 

ttOCI.> C.HUCIJAL " 
WOOD t N THE ROUGH 
NOUD JN THE aDUGl'f 

· WO:> SAW'f LINGTH .. 1SE 
\lhlOU SAWI' LENG Tttllll St 
OTME• t•TltLIS Of .. DOD 

NON TARIFF wus·ous . 

.ADDIT I DNAL tUSfDMS FDlMALI UIS .. 
·ADOITIONAL CUSTOMS FORMALITllS 
ADDITIONAL C:USTOHS PORHALlfJIS 
ADDI Tl ONAL CUSTOMS FOIOl'AL nus 
AO VALOllM TAAJfFS MITH QUOTA 
ADOJTIONAL CUS10~S FORMALITllS 

UffCUD 

OATA IASE CIN GO~ERNMlNTAL HEASURIS OF A PRODUC:T•SPlCJf It NATURE 

C:C.CN C:UDES L>ESCIUPT:ON tCtN · 

t40t• 
4•Hl•J I 
'4U* 
uu•s 1 
UlU· 
uu•J •· 
~•Z.•J 
·~01•> • 

WOOD SAWN LENGTHWISE 
"'TCH ~LI NU, !Ye: 
S••N wuo~ Ah~ YENlEK $HEETS 
P\.~wou~. ILOCllOARDt LAMINIOAll 
PLY•Ou~. ILOtllUA~o. LAMINIOAR 
•rtDNST!TUTtD ~coo 
aDD~lN ~~USEHOLD UTENSILS 
tHAt~S ·~o OtHe• SEATS 

NON TARIFF MEASURES 

ENTRY CONTROL MEASURES 
OUOUS IY COUNTRY 
ENTkY CONTROL MEASURES 
OU01AS·IY COUNTllY 
AD VAL~EH TARJFtS ~ITH QUOTA 
OUOUS IY CDUNUY 

. WUDT AS IY CDUN'rRY 
OUOTAS IY CDUMTlltY 

AUSTIU A 

SOURCES 

CUSTOMS 7AR!I~ ltTt 
CUSTOMS T~~lfP ltTt 
GATT/INY/J&~Z 
CUSTOMS TARt~t ltTt 
tUSTOMS TAAIFf ltJt 
CUSTOMS TAlllf~ ltTt 

llNlLUll 

SDURC:U 

Ht CUSIOHS 
EEC LU/IZ 
Ht tUSTOMS 
EEC LU/IZ 
Ut tUSTDHS 
Ht LU/ll 
EEC LJU/10 
EE't L U/12 

uun auz 
UUFF UH 

URlff lHZ 

g 

_J 



UNCTAD. 

DATA IASE ON GOVERNMENTAL MEASlltES Of A 'RDOUCJ-SPEClflC NATURE 

CCCN CODES DCStRlflTIOflt CCCM 

.•th ••H• 
442• 
Ul? 
uza 
'401 • 
'401 
t4'l4 

WOODIN H~JSIHOLU UTINSILS 
~ WOOOIN TODlSt TOOl IODllS AND 

5'0ULSt SEwlNG TMl<IAD RttlS 
lf~HTJN' 'ITTJNGS OF WOOD 
OTHER ARTl~lLS Of WJUD 
CHA1RS A~U OTH!M SEATS 
OTHER FU•Nl1Ultf 
ARTICLES OF 9EDOl~G 

NdH ·TA•lfP MEASUAiS 

CDNOJTIONAL PADHlllflbN 
"·CONDITIONAL PAOHlllTION 

CDNDITIUNAL 'ROHJIJTIUN 
CONOJJIONAL PROHJIJllON 
tDNOITIONAl PROHlllJION 
CONOIJJONAL 'IUJHlllTJON 
CONDJIJDNAl PROHJllTION 
CONDITIONAL PllOHIDITION 

UNCTID. 

DUA USE .Off 50VllNMINUL MUSUl',U OF A PADllUC1•5'1C.1Flt IUTUll 
' 

tCCN coots DfSC-JPTION ~tCN HOH Tll1P~ MIAIURfS 

'400 AUICLU Of H°'11NG DI SCAIT IONU.Y LIC.tHSE 

UNC.TAD 

DATA l&SE ON:GOVERNNENTAl "EAS\Jfl.ES OF A 'ROOUtT-SPlCIFJC.NATURE 

tee~ CODES OESClllPTION CCCN NON TARIFF MEASURES 

4411•3 • "UCH sPL1NlS1. ETt ANTl-OU"'ING DUTIES 

·' 

lllAUL 

SDURtU 

C.Atll .JIU 
C.AC.U YIU 
CAtU 7/U 
tAtU 7/IZ 
C.AtU 7/U 
CACU 7/ll 
CACU 7/U 
c At l!JC 7112 

CAMllODN 

SDUltlS 

I NP. PADGllt. ltU 

UNAOA 

SOURCES 

GA TJ AD,/ 10/5 

I .. 
...... 
I 

_J 



UMC.UD 

DATA IASE. ON GOVERNMENTAL MEASURES Of A 'llOD\l,T-S,EtlfJC NATURE 

tCCN tuDES OESCl'1PT1L>N CCC.N 

4•0S• 
4411•) • 
4414• 
441~•) • 
HU• 
C.418•) ' 
9401•) • 
•40l•i.ll 
9404 ) • 

WUUO UWU LtNGlHWIU 
HATCH sPLI !ifTSe UL 
SAW~ •OOw ~u VLNtE• SHEETS 
PlYW0001 ILOtitllOARLh LIMIN90U 
PlY•~OIJ1 IL0C(l0,~J, LAMIN90All 
•E<.ONSTITUTEO ~~uo 
ttUIRS AND·Ut~E~ SEA15 
OTHE'R FU-.NI TU'-£ 
Altfltlt:S Uf. IEOOJ~G 

NON TARlff MEASURES 

ENTRY (DlifTROL NEASUllES 
QUOTAS BY COUNTllY 
ENTllr CONTROL MEASURES 
QUOTAS ~y COUNTRY 
AD VALOllEM TARIFFS ~ITH QUOTA 
QUOTAS IY tOUNTRY 
QUOUS IY tOUNTIU 
QUOTAS IY COUNTRY 
QUOTAS IY C.OUNTRY 

UNCTAD 

DATA IASE ON GOVERNMENTAL MEASl#\ES OF A PllUDUCT-SPE.tlf It NATUR~ 

-· Ctttil CODES D!Stll1'TIJ'f CttN 

••OS• 
Ull•I I 
4•14• 
"""•) . 
~415• 

"4 u• J • 
CJ40l•l ' 

· 111000 SAWtl L l:NGTlhllSE 
1441CH SPLllNUo UC 
saw-. wOO~ ANIJ vt~LER SHEETS 
PLYWO~D, 9l0t~9~A•Oo lAMIN90Alt 
PUVlllOOO. 8L ocoe. 8UAR0t LUii N80Alt 
RECONSTJTUTlO M000 
LHAIRS AN~ UTHE~ SEATS 

.. NON TARIFF MEASURES 

INTRY tONTRDL MEASU~F.S 
OU01AS IY COUNTRY . 
ENTU CONTROL MUSUUS 
OUOfAS BY tOUNJRY 
AD VALOltEN TAltlFFS WITH QUOTA 
QUOTAS 8Y tOUNJRY 
QUOT AS LtY COUNlkV 

Of.tfMAllK 

SOUP.US 

·EEC CUSTOMS TARIFF 1911 
EEC L 72112 
EEC CUSTOMS TARIFF ltiZ 
UC LU/12 
E.l:t CUSTONS JARlff 1912 
UC. L 12112 
UC. L721U 
UC USJllO 
Ht UUllO 

£-E-t 

SOUIU.lS 

Ht tUSTDMS. UUPP: ltU 
UC LUllZ 
lit tUSTDMS fAAlff 191~ 
EEC l 72112 
tEC LUSTDMS liltlf f 198~ 
EEC l12/82 
HC. L72182 

+:"' 
I\) 

_J 
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I• 

UNtUD 

. DAJA IASE ON GDYflNNfNJAL MtAS~ES Uf A ,ftOOUtT•SPEtlftC NAfU~E 

CCC" CODES DESClJ,TID" CtCN NON 1Al1Ff MEASURES sou•cU 

'401• FUEL• .. 00)' •CiOD w.asr E AUTHORIZATION OE' ON CtlTJflCATION CHEALIH ANU SAfEllt CUSTOHS IUJH 1911 
'40)• W~i) tH T~E ROUGH AUIHOllZATION DE, UN CElTlfltATION CHEAL1H AND SAFETYJ CU!!~~S iAllff 1911 
4404• •OOJ, A~J~"l' SQUARED AU1HOlllAJION DEP ON CElflflCATION CHtALTH AND SAFETYJ CUS10NS TARlft 1981 
'40S• WOJD SAIN LENGTHWISE AUTHORIZATION DE, ON CERTIFICATION CHEALTH ANO SAFETYI CUSTOMS TAllff 1911 
uos• •00;) ui.:• LE NG THWUE ENTRY CONJROL MEASURES EEC CUSTOMS 1Allft 1982 
•4ll•J ' 'fUCH SPL·JlrfTSe ETC. QUOTAS ar tOUNTRY EEC L 12/U 
•4h• SA•~ wOO~ &NJ VENlCA ~HEllS ENJlY COHIROL MEASURES EEC tUSlDMS TARlf f 1'12 
.-.u•J ' 'Lrtll::>uu. ILOtlC.bOAFO, lAMINeOU OUOTAS BY tDUNTRY UC L 72/ll 
~-. uo Pl'hOODt &LOI.I( DUO.a>, lU4J N&OU AD VAlOREM TAAJffS WITH OUOJA EEC tUSTDMS lARJff 1912 
Ul8•J I ~ECOltfSTITUTEO .. ano QUOTAS IY COUN1RY EEC L 72/ll 
4421• d~IL~ElS' LARPENTFY A~~ JOINER TEtHNICAL STANl>ARUS tUSTOMS TARIFF 1~•1 
, .. 211• IJMER UT I tl ES OF WOOD TECHNICAL STANOAROS CUSTOMS UUff l9tl 
~•2•• UlltER AU IC. lfS Cl illlOOLJ ADUUIONAL tUST014S fORMALITI ES tUSIDll'S IU tff 1911 
9401 •] • t~&!~S ·~~ Ul~ER SEA'S OUOJAS BY tOUNllV ue tr21•2 
9401• C"'llS A~J ~THE- SCAlS TEtH~ltAL STANOAMDS CUSTOf4S UIU Ff 1911 
"01• tHAllS t~J OTME1 SEATS MAlKINGt PACKI~~ •EOUl~EMENJS tUSTQNS URIFf 1911 
9402• MfO!tll FllRH!fUU HARKING. PACKING REQUIREMENTS CUSl0'4S 1'AtUH 1981 ::-

w 
1-.01• OT HU '""" N 11 U' E MAlKINGe PAtKJN~ ~EQUIRE"ENTS tUSID~S TARIFF 1911 

I ,,o-.• UT I tltS Of 9E DOI~\# MARKING. ,ACKIN~ REwUIREMENTS CUSl~MS IARlff 1911 

---r _J 
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- UNCUO 

DUA USE ON GOWEINMENUL "USl.llES OF A .PllDOU'1-SPEtlflt NAlUU 

tCtN tOi>ES OEStRIPTI~~ ttCN NDN.TllllfF MEASURES. 

... 'JS* 
4 41)S• J 

"" o~• 
44ll*J ' ,.11 ) " ,.14• 
••US•l I 
••l!» , • -••U• 
4411•> I ••11 ) • 
••'ll*l • 
94ll • 
••01*3 

WOJD SA~~ LENGTHMIS£ 
~~lD SA•~ LENGTH•1SE 
aOOJ Siii"~ Lt::iC1HMISE 
1uJtH SPLUHSo [Tl 
~AT~H SPLINTS. Elt 
s·~~ woo' lND VENEER SHEETS 
'l.YWOD"' llLutltlOl•o, UMINIOH 
'lYlllOOUt ILotlCIOIROt LAMJNIDH 
PLYWODUt ILO~KIOA~U, LAMIN90All 
Rf~ONSTtTUTEO WCOO 
RE,ONSTITUTEU WOOD 
c ... us no oTttEf\ sens 
LHA~RS A~u GIH&R SEATS 
C;IU._S AltO 01HER SEATS 

AUTOMATIC LICENSING 
JHPORl l~THORllATJON 

· ENTRY CONIROL MEASURES 
QUOTAS BY COUNTRY 
QUOTAS BY tDUNTRY 
ENTRY CONTROL MEASURES 
QUOUS IY CDUNHY 
QUDUS IY COUNTR\' 
AD VALOREM 1AlllfFS WITH QUOTA 
QUOTAS IY CDUN1RY 
QUOTAS IY COUNTRY 
QUOTAS IY COUNTRY 
AUTOMATIC LICENSING 
IMPORT IU1HORllA11D~ 

GERMANY f.R. 

SOURUS 

GUT l/Ufll5 
CUSTOMS TARlff 1911 
EEt LUSTOM~ TARIFF 1912 
EEC L1Ul2 
EEt llUllO 
E~t tUiTOHS 1Alllff ttll 
HC LU.Ill 
HC lJUtlO 
EEt CUSTOMS tARlff 1912 
Ht LU/12 
Ut UU/10 
£Et l U/IZ 
GUT Ll~U5 
CUSTa..S TARIFF 1981 

~ 
~ 

_J 



I 

UNtUD 

OAU USE OH 'OVEllNMENTAl MEASURES .Qf A PllODUtT•SPECIFlt NATURE 

tCCN CODES DESCAl,TIO~ ttCN . ·NON TARJfF MEASUllES 

44 n• 
4411• 3 • 
44h• 
4US•J II 
CtUS* 
\ <Hll•J • 
940l•j • 
94(}\• 3 • 

WOUJ s•wN lEN&THWISE 
"44TCH SPL HUS. ETC 
SAii~ WllO AN~ VE~EER ~HEETS 
Pl\'1110001 ::ILOCll80APDo lAMIN90AA 
PLYWOQu, aLOC~BO•~~. lAMINBOAA 
k£CONSTJTUTEO ..000 
CHAIRS &~a OTHE~ SE&1S 
ao Tl c.t es OF BE oor NG 

ENTRY CONTROL M~ASURES 
OUOT .u 8Y COUtn'RY 
ENTRY CONTROL MEASURES 
OUOTAS IY COUNTRY 
•D VALDREM TARIFFS WITH OUOTA 
QUOTAS ·BY COUNl~Y 
QUOTAS BY COUNTRY 
QUOTAS BY COUN1AY 

UNCIAO 

DATA &ASE ON GOVERNMENTAL MEASURES Uf A PRODUCT-S,ECIFIC NATURE 

CCC~ CODES DESCRIPTION CCCN NON TARIFF MEASURES 

Hl'> PLYw~JQ, dLUC.~8uA~O. lAHINBOA~ DISCRETIONARY LICENSE 

r 

l•EUNO 

SOURUS 

Etc tUSTDHS TARIFF 1912 
EEC l12112 
EEt LUSTOMS TARIFF 191Z 
EEC l 1llll 
EEC CUS10MS TARIFF 1912 
EEC l 72112 
EEC l 72182 
EEC LJBlllO 

ISRAEL 

SOURCES 

GA Tl /BOP 210 

~ 
Vl 

_J 



I 

--- --

UNCIAO 

1.JATA BASE ON GOVERNMENTAL MEASURES O~ A PRODUtl-SPECJFJC. ~AlURE 

tCCN CODES Df:SCRIPTl~N CCC~ 

~40S• 
•411•3 • 
44l)•J " 
4414" 
4•1S•J ' 
•415• 
•4ld•J ' 
44ZJ• 3 ' 
9401•) • 

wOJO SAwN LENVTH~ISE 
MATC:.H SPLINTS. EH. 
.. aJJ. PLANlt.11 rcmc;ueo. GROOVED 
SAW~ WOOD &NJ VEhtER SHEETS 
PLYWOOO, BLUC~BUA~O, LAHJNBOAR 
PLYWOOi>e dlUC<BUARO, LAMINBOU 
AECONSTlTUTEU WUOO 
8JILOERS1 CARPENTPY •ND JOINER 
LHAIRS A~~ OIH(J SEATS 

NON TARIFF MEASURES 

ENTRY CONTROL MtASURES 
QUOTAS BY COUNTRY 
QUOTAS BY COUNTRY 
ENTRY CONTROL MEAS~RES 
QUOTAS BY COUNTRY 
AO VALO~EM TARl~FS ~ITH QUOTA 
QUOTAS BY COUNTRY 
QUOTAS BY CUUNTRY 
UU01AS BY COUNTRY 

UNC1AO 

DATA BASE ON CDVERNMENTAL MEASURES OF A PROOUCT-SPEClf It NATURl 

CtCN COJES OESCRIPTION CtCN NON TARIFF MEASURES 

9401• CHAIRS l~J 01Hl~ SEllS DISCRETIONARY LICENSE 

ITAL\' 

SOURCES 

EEC CUSTOMS 1ARJFF 1982 
EEC l 72112 
EH LlS3/80 
EEC CUSTOMS TARIFF 1912 
EEC l72/12 
EEC CUSTOMS TARIFF 1912 
EEC L72182 
EEC L3'3/10 
EEC L72/112 

IVORY COAST 

SOURC.ES 

I MP /Pll.OGR. l 982 

"'" ()"\ 

_J 

,. 

- ----- -----------



- ~ 

UNCUO 

DUA USE £*. GOYEl~MENTAl MUSUAES Of A PRDDUCT·S~IC.lflt NATUR.E 

ttt.lril tODU DE~!.UPTION tCCN 

UOl 
UOJ 
uo~ .. ~, 
44')9 
009 
4411 
Ull• 
UZl 
uu• 
oz~ 
un 
UZI 
••ot• 
'402 
t40J 
9400 

FUEl ... DOJ • WOOU •ASH 
WDOO ·IN THE AO UGH 
WDODt ROJ~HLY SwUARED 
UtL"lY SlU.Pf'-S 
. S'L I T POL ES, E TC 
SPLIT POLES, ETC 
MUCH SPL 1-.1 St t TC. 
MATCH S'Ll~TSt Ett 
.. OO:>EN Pltlt I itl .t.ASU 
IAUElS ETC. 
WOOHN H::IJHIOLU UTENUlS 
LIGHTING fl1flNGS Of MOOD 
UTHEA A•Tt~L~S Of .. Do.> 
tHAl•S AND 01HER SEATS 
MU SCH FUIU~lf UU 
OTH!- t-U~NtlU' t 
ARTICLES or ISEDOJNG 

MON Ulllff MUSUHS. 

: AUTHOl1UTIDN DEP DN tUflFJtUlDN (HEALTH AND UfEUI 
. AUTHORIUTIDN 01'1 ON UUlfltATIDN IHEALTH AND UHTYI 

AUTHDAILATION DIP ON t!RTIFJCATION CHlAllH ANO SAP~TYI 
AUTHDR11AT10N DlP ON CERTIFICATION (HEALTH AND SAFITYI 
PADOUCT•SP~tlflt TAKES 
AUTHORIZATION DIP UN C.IAflfJC.ATION IHEALTH AND SAFETYI 
PRODUCT•SPltlFlt TAKIS 
AU1HOUUTJON DIP ON tlAT8'1tATIDN CHHLTH AND UflTvt 

"AUTHORIZATION DEP UN tllflFltATJDN tHEALTH AND S&fl1TI 
·AUTHDRtZATIDN DlP ON tlRTlfltATIDN IHEALTH AND SAfETYt 
AUTHOlllATJDN DlP ON tllllfltATIDN CHJALTH AND S&Pl1Jt 
PRODUtl•SPltl,lt TAKES 
PRDUUtT•SPEtlflL 1AIES 

. PRODUtT•SPEtlflC TAXES 
AUTHDRILATION DEP ON CElTIFIC.AJIDN CJEtHN. STANOllDSI 
PlODUtf•SPEtl,IC TAXES 

:PRDDUtT•SPEtJFIL TllES 

JAPAN 

·souAtlS 

CUSTOMS TAllft 1112 
C.USTDMS TARIFF 1112 
tUSTDHS IAllPf ltlJ 
C.USlDMS TH I" lt,U 
CUSTOMS lARIFf ltlJ 
i;USTQMl .(ARlff ltU 
C.USTDMS TAAlff ltl

0

Z 
CUSTOMS 1'Rl•f ltlZ 
C.USTOMS TAllff ltlZ 
CUSTOMS TAAIFf lllZ 
tUST<MS TAR!ft 1912 
CUSTOMS TAllft ltlZ 
tUSTCIHS TARIFF 1912 
tUS1DMS IARIF• ltl2 
tUST~MS Tlllff 1912 
tUSTONS TAllft 1912 
tUSTDMS IARlff 1912 

------. -

.. 
~ 

_J 



CCtlt CODES OtSCR1'1JJ~ ttCN 

uoz• 
HOZ• 
9'0)• 
940)• 9•0,. 
94a.• 

. M!DttAL FUllN1T\A! 
MIDICAL fUMNITUIE 
0Tt4U fUINl1 ~ f 
OTHl ll f"'NtrUU 
HTI CL U OF IE DD lhG 
U Tl CLES Ofo IE DO It.Ii 

cc:~ tODlS UESCAtPT!DN 'tCN 

UNG TAD 

O&U BASE °" GOYERNMENIAL HUSUltES Of A PllDOUtl-SPECIFlt. NAIURE 

NON TlllJff NEASURES 

DIHU MUS.,_U 
DUOTll . 
OTHEll MUSURIS 
QUO US 
OTHER MUSUUS 
1.1uoru 

UNCTAD 

~TA use· ON GOVfllNMENTAL HU$UllU OF A PRODUtr-SPltlflt NATURE 

NON Tllltl FF NUS.URU 

~UI 
H~L• 
940~ 
H04 

llJllDUS1 tl·OEN111Y ANO JOINER IMPOlT AUTHDllUTIOH 
CH41 llS ~'4D or.u• uu· IMPORT ·aurHOltll.AflDH 
OTHtll fUlNJTUl'E IMPOIT AUTHOAllATIDN 
HTICLES Of bEODl!llG IMPORT AU1NOAIUthJN 

UNCU&J 

OllA IASI DN GDVllNMINTAL M!t . !S Oii A ,AODUtT•SPltlPlt NAJUlll 

CCC~ CDUES OESCR'Pf!ON CCt~ NON JAll.IFF MEASUMES 

H28• • DliiEll. -'11.JICLH Of- WJO:> lltfttSE 

KENYA 

SOURCES 

IM'• LI'• l'HIOULI ltll 
IM,. Lit. SCHIDULI ltll 
IMP. LI'• SCHIOULI ltll 
IMP. Lite SCHIOULI 1111 
IMP. Lit. StHlDULI ltll 
IMP, Lit. SCHEDULE llll 

II.DRU 

SOUltCE S 

IMPORT NDll~t 11/•l 
IMP~RT NDl:tl a11e2 
IMPORT NQTJCt 11/ll 
IM,U~T NOTJ~I ll/ll 

MALA .. I 

SOURCES 

IMP. EXP. HEHO. J/12 

I 

~ 
CD 

_J 

./ 



UNCUD 

UATA l&Sl ON GOYIRNMINl&l MIAS\MIS U. ~ PRODU,T•SPIClfl' -&TUil 

CCCN CODES DESCRIPTllN CtCN 

••ll• 
441•• 
44U• 

"'ll• HZJ• ••n• •iU•• 
•OT• 
4421• 
t40l* 
t40l • 
t40Z• 
940J• '" ,,~. 

MATtH SPLINTS, ETC 
SA~~ WOOD ANU V!NEEl SHE~TS 
PL"11100U1 IL UU IDHDt L AMI NIOAlll 
R!tONSTITUTtD ..000 
bUtLOEIS' tA~~~NTRY ANU JOINER 
IUIL~ERS' taR,tNTIY AND JOl~El 
woo ... u; HUUSEltDLO UTENULS 
L~GHTING FlfTtNGS OF WOUO 
OT~ER ARTICLES UJ kOUO 
tH•llS &•O UTHE' SEATS 
t1tau~ n~ C.THEll. sens 
MFIJ IC IL FUUIT Ull E 
OtHEll FUUU tuu 
&•r~tLES OF BEUOlNG 

N°" TARIFF MUSURES · 

.Ml~IMUM IMPDlf PlltE · 
MINIMUM IMPORT Pllt~ 
"ININUM IMPDAT PIJCE 
MINIMUM IMPO~T PRICE 
MINIMUM IMPCRT PRICE 
LICENSE 
LICENSE 
LICENSE 
LICENSE . 
MINIMUM IMPORT PRICE 
LIUNSE 
LICU.SE 
L ltENSE 
LltENU 

7 

NElllC.0 

· SOURCES 

DIAllO DFltlAL ltll 
OIARIO JFICJAL ltlJ 
OIARIO OflCIAL LtlZ 
OtlllO OPltlAL 1912 
DIAllO DlltlAL 191Z 
DIARIO OFltl&L ltll 
DIAllU Ofltl&L 1911 
DIARIO OFJCIAL 1901 
OJAAIU OFICIAL 1911 
UIAllD Ofltl&L 19~2 
DIAlla OFICIAL 1911 
D!ARJO OFICIAL 1911 
DIAllO DFICJAl 1911 
DIAllU OfltlAL 1911 

~ 
\() 



UNCTAO 

OA~• llSE ON ~OVERNMENIAL MEASlMES Of A P~OoJtl•SPECIFIC NATURE 

CCCN CODES DESCRIPTtUN C.CCN 

•40)• .. ,, .. 
••OS• 
44\)1 

•• ll ••U• ••h• 
4415• 
•4lb 
4417 
4-1>18 
u lll 
HZJ 
44 Zl • 
••zz .. 
C.41)• 
HZU 
\.\Z7"' 
44211• 
9401• 
940J• 
9404 

wo~o IN fHE ROUGM 
WOOOo RQJGHLY SQUIP.CU 
WOJ~ SA11~ l~N;JHWISE 

Ulli.lY SlEi:PERS 
f!A ltll ~Pl INl So E Tt 
.. ~oo. PLA .. Eu. fONGtlED. ~llCJOYED 
~~-~ •DOJ ANO VENEF.A SHElTS 
Pll'f110ll1>. !SL CJt.I( !U!Ai;.IJ, l A Ml NBOO 
t~llULAk WJUIJ PANtlS 
J"4Pllt011ED WOOUo IN SHH:'T So IPfO 
.. EC.UN s Tl r '1H IJ .. otu 
loO~OEN &C&~!~CS ANO MOULU1NGS 
i.~UJE,. FICTUkf f~A"4f.S1 HJRROR 
W~J~EN P•tk1HC lASCS 
~OHS th. 
UJILDE~S' ttRPE~TP.Y A,.0 J~INER 

•U)~EN HJJS[HOLO UTlN)ILS 
l!GHT!NG FITJtNGS Of WOOO 
OTHfl A~TltLlS Of "OOU 
HEDICAl F"RNITU'f 
Olli~R tU~~! TlP.E 
HTICUS Of BE OOllllC. 

NON TARIFF "EASURES 

LICENSE 
.LtCENSE 
LICENSE 
LICENSE 
LICENSE 
LICENSE 
LICENSE 
l rtENSE 
LJCE~SE 
LICENSE 
lJCENSE 
LJ CE:NSE 
LIUNSE 
lJC[NSE 
LICENSE 
lJCUiSE 
LICENSE 
t.ICENSE 
lJClNSE 
L J~ENSE 
Lltt.NSE 
LICENSE 

NEW ZEALAND 

SOURCES 

IMP. ~CHEDULE 1982/l 
IMP. SCHEDULE 1982/3 
IMP. StHEOULE 1982/J 
IMP. SCHEDULE 1982/3 
IHP. SCHEOULl 198213 
IHP. SCHEDULE 1982/3 
JHP. StHEUULE 1~82/3 
IHP. StHEuUlE 1982/3 
IMP. SCHEDULE: 1982/J 
l .. P. SCHEUULE 1911Z/3 
JHP. StHEOUlE 19-213 
IMP. SCHEDULE 1982/3 
IHP. StH£UUlE 1982/l 
IMP. SCHEDULE 1912/3 
INP. StHEDULE 1982/3 

V1 IMP. SC.H!DULE 1982/3 0 
IMP. ~tHE~ULE 1912/) I 
I Mf' • S~H~OUl.E 1982/ 3 
·~~· SC~EDUL~ 1982/3 
1'fP. SCHEl~ULE 19112/3 
.ll'JP. Stl'tECIUL.E l9U/J 
1'4P. SCH6DUL,E 1HU3 



UNCTAD 

DATA &ASE ON GDVEMNH£NTAL "EASURES Of A PROOUt1-SPEtlf It ~AfURE 

tttN tllOES OEStllPT:o~ l.ttfot 

440) 
440' 
4419 
UlO 
.4..!l 
-422 
442J 
4424 
4424 
442!> 
4421> 
~421 
44.ltt• 
U28 
9401 
¥40) 
'41)-. 

.OJO IN THE ROUGH 
MO'l• ~OJ~HLY SijUA~EO 
-OJJEflf BCA:>lt'°S A~J MOULDINGS 
111~JJE-. PltTUU fPA,,.CSt MJRMOR 
i.:JUOEN rlCK Hli> C.ASC S 
8&1\IHLS EiC 
biJll~tkS' t£kPlNT~Y ANO JOINER 
•OOOEN HOUStH~lD UTENSILS 
liOaJEN HJUSLl~LO UltNSILS 
•'?~[)EN TJQL ~. TCJOl 0001 ES ANO 
S?.lOL:), SElilNl. THf:C:AiJ RH.LS 
L'GHTIN~ fJTT!NGS or wuuo 
OlHE• AkTltLCS Of liOOO 
UTHE• &P\ltlES Of WOCJU 
~~AIRS & .. ~ UTHE~ SLATS 
!>THE R f IJlt.,. IT U'H 
AkTltLES ur BF.Dl'INll 

NON TARIFf MEASUtttS 

PROHl81ilON 
PROHl81JION 
lltE~SE 
LICENSE 
l ltENH 
LICENSE 
LICENSE 
P~OHl&ITION 

lltENSl 
lJCENSE 
lltENSt 
LICENSE 
PR'JH181 TION 
LICENSE 
PkUHJllTIUN 
PROHIBIT ION 
LICE NU 

NIGERIA 

SOURCES 

IMP. PROHIB. ORDER 12 
'"'' PROHIB. ORDER 12 
IMP. PROHllo OllOER 12 
IMP. PROHIB. OROER 12 
IMP. PROHll. OlOlR 82 
'"'· PROHIB. ORDER 82 
IMP. PROHIB. OllOER 12 
IMP. PROHl8. Df'OER 12 
IMP. PMOHIB. ORDER 82 
IMP. PROHIB. ORUEA 12 
IMP. PROHJ~. ~DER 82 
IMP. PRDHI~. O~DtR 12 
IMP. PROHIB. UA~tR 82 
IMP. PROHll. ~ROtR 12 
IMP. PROHll. ORDER 82 \.n 
IMP. PROHll. ORDER 82 ~ 

IMP. PROHI~. ORDt- 12 



. . 

UNCUD 

UATA BASE DH GOVERNMENJAL MEASURES OF A PRODUtT-SPEtlFIC NATURE 

CCtN CODES ~ESCR1PT10N CCCN NON TARIFF MEASURES 

UOt 
.. 401• 
440 ... 
... ~'S• 
44)(, 
.. 4'.>1 
4.\0d 
4.\09• 
441 ') 
4'41J• 
4411• 
4 4 l S. 
44h 
4418 
4419 
4420 
4'421 
4'4Zl• 

.4421 
Uh 
'"n• .. ,z,. 
UH 
44111• 

""Zb• 
9401 
94:>Z• 

. 94QJ& 
94~)· 

94~ 

FUEL WJO), .uoo ~ASTE 
WOO:I IN TtfE R.OUGH 
~uu), PO~G~LY suuArLo 
wOUJ SAW~ l E N:i Tit;. I SC 
WOJ!J PAVINu ULO.k'.:> 
'AllWAY SLE~PEPS 
suns oF t11UJD 
SPLIT POLES, ETI.. 
.. uo11EN STtt.KS 
wooa. PllNEO. lC•NvUEOt GROOVED 
~OJO, PLl~tJ, ION~U[D, ~ROOVE\l 
Pl YlfOUIJt ill UC< 8t:ARQ, lA .. I N8UAP. 
C~l~ULAk lf0u~ PANELS 
l!EC.Q-.iS TITUTllJ WOO\l 
•OJ)EN !EAOIN~S ANO ~UULOINGS 
wOOJEN rttfURF. ~AA~ES. MIM~O~ 
•~O:>EN PAC.~JN~ tAStS 
!IUUL S ETC 
~U!LUERS' CA~PENTRY A~O JOINER 
WOO,EN H~USEtIDlU UTENSIL~ 
R~OaEN TJULS. ro~L B~~IES ANO 
SPOOLS, 5£W1Nj lHl'HLI RHLS 
LIG~TIN~ FITTINGS CJf •DOD 
OTHtR ARTICLES OF WUUU 
OTHE I\ AC: I IC l tS Of WO~l> 
CHAIRS AN~ JTHEA SEATS 
MEDI CAL fURt•U u1a 
OIHE• flr.liilllll~E 
OTHCR fURNlll.HE 
AR Tl Cl ES 01- llf DO I NC 

PROH 18 IT I ON 
PROHl81 T ION 
PROHIBt TION 
PROHl8J T ION 
Pl\OH I !I IT JON 
JHPORT AUTHORtlATIUN RESTRICTED TO SELECTED PURCHASERS 
PROHIOITION 
PROH 111 J TI ON 
PllOH tat Tl IJN 
PROHllS IT ION 
OJStMETION&~Y LICENSE 
PPOHl811 ! ON 
PAOHl!llTIUN 
PROHJ81TIUN 
PROH I Ill 1 t UN 
PROHIOllJUN 
PP OH 18 I 11 UN 
PRQHIOtTION 
PROHIBITION 
PROH Ill IT I ON 
PROHUIJIUN 
DISCRETIONARY llCtNSE 
PM.OHi 0111 ON 
PROHI 8 IT I UN 
OISCRETlUNARY lJClNSE 
PROH:sn JON 
PROHIBl110N 
PROHUJ TJOtit 
DISCkETJUNARY lltENSE 
PROH IS 111 ON 

PAklSTAN 

SOURCES 

!NP/POLICY OkOER 81 
IMP/POLICY ORDER 81 
l"PIPOLltY ORDER hi 
l"PIPOLICY ORDER Bl 
IMP/POLICY OROER 81 
INPIPUL1CY OROER 81 
JHPIPOLJCY ORDER 81 
JMP/POLltY ORDER 81 
MP/POLICY ORDER 81 
HP/POLJtY ORDER 81 
M~/PULICY ORDER 81 
HP/POLICY UROER 81 
HP/POLltY ORDER 81 
HP/POLJCY ORDER 81 
MP/PULltY OROER Bl 
HP/POLICY ORDER 81 Vl 
HP/POLICY ORDER 81 ~ 

HPIPOLttY ORDER 11 
MP/PULJtY OROEM 81 
HP/POLICY OMOER 11 
MP/PULICY DRO!R Ml 
HP/POLICY DADE~ 11 
"P/POLICY ORDER 11 
HP/POLICY ORDER Bl 
"P/PULICY ORDER 81 

IMP/POLICY DRUE~ 81 
IMP/POLICY ORUER 11 
IMP/POLICY ORDER 81 
IMPJPOLICY ORDER 81 
IMP/POl1tY ORulR 81 

_J 



UNCTAD 

DATA IASE DN ~OVERNMENTAL MEASURES Of A PROOUtT•S,Etlflt NATURE 

t"~ tDUES DtStR1'TlDN tttN 

4:401• 
44,l• 
41tOl• 
.r..r.n• 
4415• 
.. 415• 

f~El WOO,, ~ODD NASJE 
rlJEl WO'JD, .. uoo "ASH 
WUUO tHARC.OAL 
w:JO) tHUtOAl 
PlY•OOO, SLOC~BOA~O, 
PLYWOOD. 8luC~8UAR~, 

LAMI NBOAR 
LAMINDOAR 

NON TARlfP M!ASURtS 

.lltENSE . 
INPa~T lUTHDRIZATtON RESTRICTEU TO SELECJED PURCHASERS 
LJtEhSE 
INPO~f AUTHORIZ4JION RESIRICfED TO SEL~CfED PURC~ASERS 
LltENSE 
IMPORT AUTHORIZATION RESTRICTED TO SELECTED PURCHASERS 

UNCTAO 

DATA BASE ON GOVERN .. ENUL MEASURES Or A PAODUCT-S.F'Etlflt °JfAJUllE 

tttN C.UDES D~SC~IPllU~ LttN 

44i)l 
44:>3• ,,.:> .. 
440'j• 
44 Zl • 
4428• 

fUEL WOO), WOOD WASTE 
WOOJ IN IHE ~OUGH 
~OU), FOJGHLY SQUA~lO 

WOUJ SAW~ LEN~THWJSE 
~OJ)EN PAC~JN~ C.AS(S 
OTHcD ADTILLES Of WODJ 

HOH TAR[FF MEASURES 

HEALTH ANO SAFETY REGULATIONS 
HEALTH ANO SAFETY REGULAflONS 
HEALTH ANO ~AFETY RlGULATIUNS 
HEALTH ANO SAFETY REGULATIONS 
AUfHO,RIUJION OEP ON 'ERJJflC:HION IHEAllH AND SAflTYJ 
AUTHO~!ZATION OEP ON tERTIFICATtON IHEALIH AND SAfETYI 

PHILIPPINES 

SQUatU 

·GAlf L/SZJ2/REY.l 
GATT L/S2J2/REVel 
GATT L/5212/REVel 
GATT L/52J2/RE¥ol 
GAIT L/52)2/REV.1 
GATT l/5ZJ2/REV.l 

SWEDEN 

SOURCES 

CUSTOMS JARIFF 1982 
CUSTOMS TARIFF 1982 
CUSIOl1S JARIFF 19&2 
CUST~S TARIH 1Q82 
CUSTV~S TARlf f 1982 
CUSTOMS fUIFF 1982 

Vl 
w 

_J 



CCCN CODES OEStlllllPTI~~ tCCN 

440\• 
4401* 
44,4• 
~4l5• 
44::>1• 
44li• 

f~l• •DOJ1 -•000 .. A~TE 
WOOO. IN flit: llllOUGH 
~OOJ. llJ~HlY SQUARED 
•00) SA•~ LENGTHWISE 
llA1LlltAW Sllr.l'f IS 
SPl 1l POlES, f TC 

UNCUD 

OAJA &ASE ON 50VEIUfMENIAl MfAS\MES Of A PlODUCJ-5PIClflC MAJuaE 
. . 

NON lAlllllFf MIASUlES 

AU1MORll&TIOfll·DtP ON tllflfltA11DN tHlALIM &NO SAfllfl 
aurNO•lllTION DfP ON CERTlflCITION tHIALlH ANO S&fllYI 
&UT..aAllAflON DfP QM tllflfltAllON &HlALT~ IND SAtlJYJ 
&UlllOlllAllOH Oflt DH CllllfltllJON IHllllK &NO S&FEfYt 
&Ul.eGalZATION Dllt UN lflllf,tlflDN INl~JM AlllO S&Jl1YI 

· AUfHORll&JlDN DEP DH tlllllllfltATIOM tMIM.1M AMO SlfllYt 

SWUHM.tND 

SOURr.IS 

tUSTDMS IAllff l .. Z 
tU!1DtS lAllF• , .. 1 
tUSTDltS IARlff 191l 
tUSlOMS TARIFF 19•1 
tUS1DMS tAllff &9al 
CUSfDMS TARlff ... , 

VI 
r 



UNtlAD 

UATA IASE .ON GDVIANMEN1AL· MEASU~ES.DF A 'RDOUCT•S,ltlflC NATURE 

CttN CODES U£StRt PTt JN C.CtN ~DN TARIFF MllSUMIS 

4401 
44~2 
4401 

.44')4 
UO!) 
uo• 
44~1 
44011 
440'11 
4410 
4411 

·1tH2 
1t4U 
,414 
41t l!» 
44h 
4417 
HU 
Ult 
uzo 
UZI 
lt4U 
OU 
uz-

. un 
4•U• 
UZT 
44H 
9\0U 

. •403. 

FJEL WOOl, •ODD .,AS1E 
..onu CH•,tOlL 
•DO.> IN r Ht: kOUGtl 
.,ODl1 ROJGHLY SQUARED 
.,ODO Ua'I LENG fH;. I SE 
~000 PAVING ILOCKS 
U!LWAY SLECPERS 
SUYU OF llODt> 
SPL Ir 'ULlS1 E YC 
wooDElil s r 1 c. "s 
MJfCH S'LIN1 S1 l:TC. 
WOOD •DCJL. ANIJ WOOD HOUR 
lifDJl, PLl"tb>, TONGUED, li'COOYED 
SAliflil WOLJ •N~ ~~NEER SHEETS 
PL·fltDOuo itLOt•UUA!llU1 L AMI NIOAll 
C.!LLUl•"' WJiJIJ P•Nns 
I M'RUVEJ a01.11>e I tit SttH r St AND 
RfC.ONS1tTUfLU waoo 
NOO~lN ltA~INlS ANO MOULDINGS 
WOO)EN 'ltTURE fMINlS1 MIRROR 
•OU)lN PAC.K?N~ C.AS£S 
DAUl!LS !1C 
tUILUlkS' tlMPEN1RY ANU JOINlA 
WU~OIN HJUlt...,LO UTINSILS 
.,O\J~IN 1JwLSt T~OI. IUDllS ANO 
SPOOLS, Sl•IN1 THltllD ~flLS 
LIGHTING FllftNGS Of •DUu 
UT~El AkTIC.LES OF WODO 
'HAIRS I~~ UTHER SEATS 
OTHER F"'-NITU-E 

JM,ORT AUfHORIZATIC~ 
IMPO'T AUTHORIZAJION 
IMPORT AUTHDAIZATJUN 
IMPORT AUfHORILATION 
IMPORJ AUTHORIZATION 
IMPORT AUTHORIZATION 
IM,ORT AU1HOAIZAFIDN 
IMPORT AUTHOAIZA110N 
IMPORf AUTHORILATION 
JMPORJ AUfHOlllAfJDN 
IMPORT AUTHURIZA110N 
IMPORT AUTHORIZATION 
IMPORT AUTHDRILATION 
IMPORT AUIHORILAJION 
IMPORT AU1HOkllATIOh 
IMPORT AUTHORILA1JDN 
IMPORT .AUTHORIZATIUN 
tMPDRf AUTHORllATIUN 
JM,ORT AUTHORllAIJON 
IMPORT AUJHORllATION 
IMPURT AUIHOAIZATIUN 
IMPORT AUJHOAIZA110tit 
IMPOA1 AUftfOlllAflON 
IMPOAT AUTHDRllATtON 
IM,ORT AUTHOAILAflON 
IMPORT AUIHDAllATION 
IMPORT AUTHOR!ZAllUN 
IMPORT AUTHORIZATION 
IMPORT AUIHORIZAJIOH 
tMPORT AUJHORIZATIOH 

--

THAil AHO 

SDUtlC.U 

GUT L/Uoa 
GUT LIUOO '°'" LIJJOO GAT1 LIUOO 
GUT LIJJOC 
GAT1 l/UOO 
~UT LIUOO 
GATI LIHOO 
GUI L/1>00 
GlfT LIUOO 
GUI L/UOO 
GUT LIUOO 
GUT LIUOO 
GUT LISJOO 
GUT L/UOO 
GUT L/UOO 
GUT L/HOO 
GUT L/UOO 
GUT L/UOO 
GUT L/1100 
GATT LIS.JOO 
GAT1 LfHOO 
GUI L/1100 
GUI l/HOO 
GUT L/HOG 
GUT LllJOO 
GUI L/UOO 
GUT LISJOO 
GUT LIUOO 
GATr L/'100 

Vt 
Vt 



. ' I 

TUNISIA 

UNCUD 

DAfA GASE ON GOVERN"ENTAL "EASl.MlS OF A PRDDUCT-SPEClflt NAfURE 

tCt~ CODES ~ESCRIPTI~~ CCC~ NON TARIFF ~EASURES SOUR CU 

440l 
UDl 
4-\J} 
4404 
U05 •• ,fl 
U01 
.\.\Oil 
4409 

.HIO 
4411 
HI? 
441J 
441' 
uu 
44lb 
Ul7 
44111 
Ul9 
441, 
401 
uu . •"lJ 
•'414 
-•l\ 
44211 
U2f 
HU 
U'I 
94·)) 
9' ')(o. 

t~EL WQOJ, WOOD i.&Slf 
WOJO C.HUtDAl 
aOJO IN TriE: ROUGH 
110J'), MO'J~ .. LY SOUUEO 
11JJJ SA~~ LtNGTH•ISE 
W'.l\lO PAVl'f:# BLOCK~ 

RAILWAY SLLLPERS 
STAVES OF ~Olli> 

SPLJ1 PUL.[S, ETC 
w~OOEI~ ST i tKS 
14.t. 1 t H SPL t NT S, ETC. 
WO:>~ ~OOL ANu '-OW fl ~UR 
•JJJ, PLANEJ, TONliUtD• ~~OOVEO 
SA•~ •000 A~J VENEE' SHELfS 
P~YwOU~, ~LL>'<BOAR~, LA"INHOAR 
tfLLULA~ ~~~U PANELS 
l~PRO~lU wOQJ, lh SHLETSe AND 
JE~DNSTITUTEU WJOO 
•OJJ~~ ILAJJNGS ~NO MuULUINGS 
•OOOE~ P!CTuRE ,,A~ts. Ml,,OR 
•UJ~EN PACKIN~ CASES 
IUltElS flt 
•JTLU~R~' CA•PfNl~Y l~U JUtNER 
•OOOEN H'.lUSEHOLD UTENSILS 
11JOOEN IJ~LS1 TOC"Jl 8001~5 ANO 
SPOOL.St SE-ING THPtAU RELLS 
LlwHflN~ flTTINGS UF WOOO 
OT .. fM ARTltL!S or ~ODD 
t~ATRS A~u OT~ER StAIS 
OhUI fUll·-.ITUl.E: 
UTltLES uf tscDOJ .... ~ 

IMPO~T AUIHOlllATtON 
IMPORT AUTHORlllTIDN 
IMPORT AUTHORIZATION 
IMPORT IUTHOlllATION 
JNPQaT AUTHORIZAllON 
IMPORT AUTHORIZATION 
IM,Ol1 AUTHORIZATION 
IMPoar AUTHORIZATION 
IMPORT AUTHOlllATION 
IMPORT AUTHORIZATION 
IMPORl AUTHOllllTIU~ 
JMP0~1 AUTHORIZATION 
IMPUPl AUTHORIZAll~~ 
MPD~T AUTHORtlAT!O~ 
~PUhl AUTHORIZATION 
MPU~T AUTHORIZATION 
MPOll lUfHURllATt~N 
~POMl AUTHORIZATION 
MPU~T AUTHOklllTJQN 
MPURT AUTHORtlATTUN 
MPJhl AU1~UM1ZATJON 
MPO~T AUTHUMJL~TION 
MPQAI AUTH~lllZAT~UN 
"POkT AUTHORIZATION 
MPURT AUTHUMlllTIUN 

IMPORT AUTHORIZATION 
IMPO~T AUTHORilA11DN 
IM,URT AUTHORIZATION 
IMPU'T AUTHORIZATION 
JMPO~T AUTHORIZATION 
lltE~SE 

GUTllOPUO 
GA TT /IDPZZO 
GATTIBOPUO 
GATT/IOP220 
GAYTIBOPUO 
GATTllOPZ20 
GAUllOPZ20 
GA TT 110,220 
GA Tf llOP 2l 0 
GATT/80Pl20 
GA Tl /IDPZlO 
GAT118UPZ20 
GUT/dDPUO 
GITf/IOPUO 
IA TTll"PUO 
GUTllD,UO 
GAT1110,UO 
GUTllD'UO 
GUTllDPa~o 
GATT/10,llO 
GUlllDPUO 
II TTllOP.UO 
GATTltD,UU 
GITTllOPUO 
GATTllDPUO 
GAUllOPUO 
GUTllllDPUO 
GATTllDPUO 
GUT /llU,UO 
GOTI00,220 
GA1T/80PZZ0 

~ 

_J 



. 

UHCUD 

DATA IASI ON GDVIRNMINJAL MIAS~IS Of A 'RODUCTuS,EtlFlt NAJURI 

tttN tUDES DEStRl,110~ ttt~ 

4401 
uoz .. ,,. 
uo1• 
••.J• 
U·n• 
4405• 
440~ 
U)J 

UOI 
4409 
441~ 
4411• 
Ull 
uu 
uu• 
••14'
uu 
UlC. ... , ,. 
uu• 
uu• 
UU.t 
4419 
44Z:> 
UZI 
44U 
4UJ 
Hl4 
Ul!t 
Uh 
44Z1 
44Z8• 
••za• 
ht'l 
••OZ• 
94!lZ • 
9•:n 
94\)~ 

fUH ... au~ ... ooo itASTE. 
..COD CHUCOl.L 
..00~ IN THc ~DUG~ 
WOOi> IN T14E llOUG" 
WOO), MOJGHLY S~UtREO 

~UDD S!~N LE~GTH-1SE 
ttOOi> U~t~ L tNGTH11J SI! 
WOOD 'Avn.; 8LOC.k~ 
RAIU1U SLUPEU 
SUVES or WOOi> 
SPLJ r POLU1 E fL 
flfUDDEN STltU 
M4ftH SPLINTS, ElL 
•l~D WOOL AND ltODO FlOUM 
..OQJ, 'Ll~lDt TOh.;JF.Dt GRDllVID 
S•w~ -~~u A"D VlhEE• SHl~TS 
SAW~ WDUJ AND V£~ECR SHEETS 
'L~..001>1 SLOCllDiUD, UMI NIDH 
CELLULAR ~0~~ PAhELS 
IMPROVID w~oo. ·~ SHCETS. ANO 
IM,llOVED woo~. 'h SHlEfSt AND 
HC O .. S T tT UTl D wt'C·J 
RECONSTITUTED lll(!f.I~ 
~O~EN !EA~INJS l~D MOU~DJNGS 
~)E.~ P:<.ruu UAll4fS1 MURUR 
W03DEN ''~\IN• tAS~S 
IUULS EJC. 

·aullDElS• tARPfNT•t , .. u JOINER 
wODDEN H~USEHDL~ UTENSILS 
WO~JEN TJULSt TCl~ tODltS A~D 
SPJJlSt S~~lNG r..-EAU REllS 
tlGHTI .. ~ FITTl~GS Of ~uuo 
01~[~ A~TlLLlS Cf •JOU 
OIHl• AGTILLES t• WOOJ 
LHAl~S A~J OTHCR SEATS 
"El>I tAL hlllNITUJ. l 
HE~!tAL F~~~JIU~C 
OTHEA t-UP. .. ITUIH 
AkT1LL~S ~f BEUo:;I~~ 

NON TARIFF MEASURlS 

HOHll I TrDN 
'ROH JI I rJ ON 
PltQ.,iJDlfltlN 
llt!NSI! 
PROH 181 JI UN 
,,.CJH 11 lY I UN 
LJCENSE 
PllOH 11 IT I ON 
,,,OH 11 IT I CIN 
PaOHlllT ION 
PROHlll T JON 
'ROH II t Tl OH 
PlOHU IT I DN 
PR OHJIS ll l UN 
PRUHlllllflON 
Pl'DH 11 IT I ON 
LltlNH 
'R0HlllT10N 
'ROHJllT ICIN 
'kOHJllTJUN 
L IC.ENU 
PROHlllT ION 
LltefllSE 

. Pl~OH II IT I ON 
PJlOH II IT I UN 
'RdHJ II Tl Ofll 
PkOHllJ fltlN 
"OH 111 rt ON 
'AOHllJT JON 
'AOH I II Tl UN 
PROHUUIUN 
PRDH 18 l Tl ON 
Pk0Hl911'1UN 
l ICENSt 
PROHlllT JON 
PROH 19 IT I ON 
lltENSE 
PROHIBIT I ON 
PROHl81JION 

7 

. ' 

JURKH 

SOURUS 

OFFICIAL GAlEfTE ltll 
OFFICIAL GAZETre lt12 
OF~JC.JAL GAZETTE 191112 
OPFltl£L 'AltT1E ltll 
OFfltlAL GALITTt 1912 
OFFICIAL GAl!1T~ 1912 
.DFFJC.IAL GAZETTE 1¥1Z 
OFFICIAL GUETU 1912 
OFFICIAL 'AZElTE 1912 
DffltlAL GAllTTE 1¥11 
CiFFI t UL GUE lf E L 912 
OFFICIAL 'AlE1TE 1912 
OFFICIAL GAllT\l 1¥02 
UFFILIAL GAllTTE ltll 
OFFICIAL GALETTI 1912 
DFPICIAL GAllTTI 1912 
DflFltJAL GAllTTE 1912 
OFFICIAL G~tlTTI 1912 
Dff1tlAL G~~lTTl 1912 
DPFIC.IAL GaltlTf 1911 
OUltUL ·GAtaTU nu 
OfFJC.IAL llllTTI \tli 
DfPltl•~ GAlETfE 191Z 
DFftttAL GAllTT~ l91l 
DffltlAL GAlETTl lViZ 
OFFICIAL G&IEIJE ltlZ 
DPfltlAL GAlllTE 1912 
Of,ltlAL 'AlETJE 1¥12 
DffJLIAL GAlltTE 1912 
Df~ltl AL GUUU · lHZ 
DfflLIAL GAZETTE 1¥12 
OfFJCIAL GAlETTE 1912 
OFflLlll GALEJTE 1¥12 
OfflCIAL GAZETTE 191l 
D•fl(IAL GAZE11'E 198Z 
OFFICIAL GAZET1E 1912 
OFFICIAL GAZElJl 1982 
OFFJCI Al GA ZEHE 1912 
Of-fltlAL GALE1YE l9a2 

VI 
~ 
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UNCUO 

DA1A IASE ON GOYllNMlNTAL MEASURES OF A PRODUCT-SPEClflt NAfUlE 

tctila CUl>ES OfSC_l,TJDN ttttl . NON TARIFF MEASURlS 

uos• WUUO SA~~ LENGTH~ISE ~DUITIONAL CUSTOMS fORMALITlES 
uos• 110.>0 sawn LENGTH•ISE ENTRY CONTROL ~EASURES 
Ull•l I MUCH SPLINTS. UC. QUOTAS BY ~DUNTAY 
Ht'• saw-. llUUU AND V!NU" SHEETS ENTRY CO~TlOL MEASURES 
••U•J I PLYlliDUUo 11.0CICIOA!Cl>o LAMJNIOU QUOTAS IY COUNTKY 

'"n• rt YWOJ~, 11\.0tltlUAPO, LANI NIUU ao· OLOlEM TUlffS WITH QUOTA 
UU•J I kECON5111U1EP ~000 ouaras MY COUNTRY 
t40l•J • CHAIRS A~D OTHER SEA1S QUOTAS IY COUNTRY 
·~01• C.ttl!ltS 1-.J UTttER SEATS ADJlllONAL CUSfOHS FDRMALITllS 

UNCflO 

oara USE ON GD':::lllNMlNTAL MUSUAU OF A PlODUCT•SPEC.IFJC IUTURE 

ttC.N C.ODES OESCKSPTJO~ CCCN NON JARIFF MEASURES 

••l~•l I PLYWOOJ, ill0C(80ARU, lAMINIOAR &NJl-OUNPING IJUJIES 

' 

UfU 1E U It J NGOOll 

SDUltlS 

tUSTD"S tAllft ltll 
llC CUSfOMS T&llff ltll 
UC L1Z/U 
II( 'USTD~S TAllff ltll 
UC. L 7l/ll 
EiC tUSTOMS Tallff ltlZ 
Ht L'U/U 
UC LU/U 
CUSTOMS f HU• 191 l 

u-s-a 

SDUlltE S 

UU TAMS REPOU 

Vl 
OJ 

I 



VENEZUELA 

UNCTAD 

OlTA BASE ON GOVE~NHENTAL MEASURES Of A PROOUtl-SPEC.IFIC NATURE 

CCCN tOOES DESCRIPtlO~ CCCN NON TARlFF MEASURES '..iURCE S 

•401 FUEL 11100), lioOOD .. ASH: AUTHORIZATION UEP UN CERTIFICATION IHEALIH ANO SAfEJYI CUSTOMS TARIH 1981/2 
••02 WOOO CHAl:.l.OAl AUTHORIZATION DEP ON CERTIFICATION (HEALTH ANO SAFETYI CUSTOMS TARIFf 1981/2 
440) .. OQO l"l Tit[ MOUC.11 AUTHOMllATION DEP ON CERJIFJLATJON CHEALIH ANO SAFElYI tUSJOHS TARIFF 1981/2 
44'l4 W(IU[), IHIJC.HLY SOUAR[O AUTHORIZATION DEP ON CERJIFICATION HEAL1H AND SAFETY! CUSTOMS TARIFf 1981/2 
HO~ -..O;Ji> SAWU lEt~JH.,!SE AUTHORIZATION DEP ON CERTIFICATION HEALTH ANO SAfEJYI C.US1CHtS TARJff lCJrH/1 
•4Jb 111!))) PAV!,.~ BLOCKS AUTHORIZATION DEP ON CERTJFJCAJION HEALTH ANO SAfETYI CUSTOMS TARIFF 1981/l 
4407 RAILWAY SL[lPERS AUTHORIZATION OEP UN CERTIFICATION HEALTH ANU SAFETY) CUSJOMS TARIFF 19012 
4408 STAVES N .. ooo AUTHOklZATJON DEP ON CERTJFICAllON HEALJH ANO SAFETY> CUSTOMS TARIFF l98K/2 
440'J SPLIT PULES, EH. AUTHORJlAllON OEP ON CERTJFILATION HEALTH ANO SAFEIYI CUSTO~S TARIFF 1981/2 
4 41 l MATCH !>Pl INTS, E TC. AUTHORIZA1JON OEP ON C.ERTIFIC.ATION HEALJH ANO SAFElYt CUSTOMS TARIFF 1981/2 
4 412 WOOi> .. a~L ANU WU Ou FLOUR . AUTHORtZAllON OtP uN CERT IF IC.AT ION HEALTH ANO SAFETYI tUSTOHS TARIFF 1981/2 
441' WO!li> t l'l l'HO, TOf-:Gl.IEU, GROOVED ·AUTHORIZATION OEP ON CERTlfltAJJON HEALTH ANO SAFElYI CUSTOMS TARIFF 1981/2 
44H SA .... ~00~ AND Vi~lEl SHEtTS AUTHORIZATION OEP ON t~RTIFICATION HEALJH AND SAfETYI C.USlOMS 1AA1ff 1~81/2 

4415 Pl\'lioOOL>o :HOC.<BOAr:o, LANI NOOAP. AUTHDR1ZATION UEP ON CERTIFICATION HEALTH ANO SAFElYI CUS1014S TARIFF 1981/2 
44U ~ECUNS111U1EO hOOJ AUTHORllATlON DEP ON CERTlflCAllOH HEALTH AND SAFEJYt CU SJUflilS TARI ff 1981/2 V1 

4420 lioOOi>EtJ PICTURE I RAM(S, HI RROR AUTHURlllllON OEP ON tERTIFILATION HEALIH ANO SAFETYI CUSTOMS JAR I H 198 1/ 2 \0 

4423• tlUILOERS' LA~P[NJPr A~~ JOINER AUTHURIZATIUH OEP ON CERTlflCAllON HEALTH AND SAfETYI CUSTOMS TARIFF 198112 

_j 
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For the guidance of our publications progra111De in order to assist in our 
publication activities, we would appreciate your completing the questionnaire 
below and returning it to UNIDO, Division for Industrial Studies, P.O. Box 
300, A-1400 Vienna, Austria 

Q U E S T I 0 N N A I R E 

Tariff andd non-tariff measures in the wo~ld trade of wood and wood products 

(please check appropriate box) 
yes no 

(1) Were the data contained in the study useful? I I 17 
(2) Was the analysis sound? 17 17 
(3) Was the information provided new? If 17 
(4) Did you agree with the conclusion? II II 
(5) Did you find the reconmentations sound? II II 

(6) Were the format and style.easy to read? II II 

(7) Do you wish to be put on our documents 
mailfag list? II 17 

If yes, please sepecify 
subjects of int2rest 

(8) Do you wish to receive the latest list 
of documents prepared by the Division 
for Industrial Studies? 

If 

(9) Any other comments? 

Name: 
(in capitals) ................................. 
Institution: 
(please give full adress) ................................. 
Date: ................................. 

. ,. ··- -~· .... 

17 




	0003A01
	0003A02
	0003A03
	0003A04
	0003A05
	0003A06
	0003A07
	0003A08
	0003A09
	0003A10
	0003A11
	0003A12
	0003A13
	0003A14
	0003B01
	0003B02
	0003B03
	0003B04
	0003B05
	0003B06
	0003B07
	0003B08
	0003B09
	0003B10
	0003B11
	0003B12
	0003B13
	0003B14
	0003C01
	0003C02
	0003C03
	0003C04
	0003C05
	0003C06
	0003C07
	0003C08
	0003C09
	0003C10
	0003C11
	0003C12
	0003C13
	0003C14
	0003D01
	0003D02
	0003D03
	0003D04
	0003D05
	0003D06
	0003D07
	0003D08
	0003D09
	0003D10
	0003D11
	0003D12
	0003D13
	0003D14
	0003E01
	0003E02
	0003E03
	0003E04
	0003E05
	0003E06
	0003E07
	0003E08
	0003E09
	0003E10
	0003E11
	0003E12
	0003E13
	0003E14

