	Chapter 1 : Tariffs

	Objective

APEC Economies will achieve free and open trade in the Asia-Pacific Region by :

(a) 
Progressively reducing tariff measures

(b) 
Ensuring the transparency of APEC economies’ respective tariff measures



	Guidelines

Each APEC economy will:

(a) take into account, in the process of progressive reduction of tariff measures, intra-APEC trade trends, economic interests and sectors or products related to industries in which this process may have positive impact on trade and on economic growth in the Asia-Pacific region;

(b) ensure that the progressive reduction of tariffs is not undermined by the application of unjustifiable measures; and

(c) consider extending, on a voluntary basis, to all APEC economies the benefits of reductions and eliminations derived from sub-regional arrangements.



	Collective Actions
APEC Economies have agreed to take Collective Actions to help achieve these goals.  These actions are contained in Collective Action Plans (CAPs) which are updated annually. The current CAP relating to tariffs can be found in the Tariffs and Non-Tariff Measures Collective Action Plan.  



	United States’ Approach to Tariffs in 2000


The United States strongly advocates, and is an active participant in, APEC efforts to liberalize trade in advance of Bogor Goals through APEC’s Early Voluntary Sectoral Liberalization (EVSL) initiative, which was announced in Vancouver in 1997.   The United States played an active role in pushing work in the "front-eight" EVSL sectoral initiatives and the subsequent move of the tariff elements to the WTO as the Accelerated Tariff Liberalization (ATL) initiative. 

        The United States believes that the APEC region will benefit greatly from implementation of EVSL, and that EVSL is consistent with APEC’s goals of further strengthening the multilateral trading system and fostering open regionalism.  The U.S. also believes that the liberalization envisaged by EVSL can best be accomplished by seeking participation of non-APEC countries within the WTO.  In addition, the U.S. supports moving the tariff elements of the remaining EVSL sectors to the WTO -- civil aircraft, fertilizer, rubber, food and oilseeds as agreed upon at the Auckland Trade Ministerial. 

       The United States strongly supports industrial tariff negotiations in the WTO , which can build upon the current agricultural market access negotiations under the WTO’s Built-in Agenda.  

In the United States, the Harmonized Tariff Schedule is published by the U.S. International Trade Commission pursuant to section 1207 of the Omnibus Trade and Competitiveness Act of 1988 (P.L. 100-418; 19 U.S.C. 3007).  Amendments and modifications to the legal text are made by the U.S. Congress via legislation and by the President of the United States via Proclamation.




Case Study of a Tariff Liberalisation Initiative

Passage of the United States TRADE AND DEVELOPMENT ACT OF 2000  was a particularly significant initiative taken during the year to liberalize tariffs.  This legislation includes the Africa Growth and Opportunity Act (AGOA) and the U.S.-Caribbean Basin Trade Partnership Act (CBTPA).  The AGOA  provides trade preferences for 34 beneficiaries and incentives for them to achieve political and economic reform and growth.  The CBTPA significantly expands preferential treatment for apparel made in the Caribbean Basin region.

THE AFRICAN GROWTH AND OPPORTUNITY ACT. 

 The Act's specific provisions will:  

-
Expand the U.S. Generalized System of Preferences (GSP) program by providing duty-free treatment to virtually all products except textiles and certain other goods from designated countries of sub-Saharan Africa.  The GSP program provides preferential tariff treatment for imports of developing countries that satisfy certain eligibility requirements.  

-
Extend duty-free, quota-free benefits to apparel made in Africa from U.S. yarn and U.S. fabric or from yarns not available in the U.S. 

-
Grant duty-free, quota-free benefits to apparel made in Africa from African fabric up to a limit that grows over time.  The escalating cap starts at 1.5 percent of U.S. imports of all apparels and rises over eight years to 3.5 percent.  

-
encourage free trade negotiations with interested Sub-Saharan African countries.

THE U.S.-CARIBBEAN BASIN TRADE PARTNERSHIP ACT.  

Specifically, CBTPA Act will:

-
Expand the U.S. CBI program to extend preferential tariff treatment to certain textile and apparel products assembled from U.S. fabric that have been excluded from the program.  

-
Extend preferential tariff treatment to textile handicrafts and all non-textile products currently excluded from such treatment under the existing Caribbean Basin Initiative. 

-
Reduce duty rates for textiles covered by the agreement by up to 100 percent, and such products would be free of quantitative restrictions.  For other products, the tariff rate would be reduced up to 100 percent of the difference between the current rate and the rate applicable to Mexican goods under the NAFTA. 

The legislation is available online in pdf format at http://frwebgate.access.gpo.gov/cgi-bin/getdoc.cgi?dbname=106_cong_bills&docid=f:h434enr.txt.pdf
	United States’ Approach to Tariffs in 2000

	Section
	Improvements Implemented Since Last IAP
	Current Tariff Arrangements
	Further Improvements Planned

	Bound Tariffs


	      The United States continued staging down annual bound tariffs as agreed in the Uruguay Round of Trade Agreements.   

      For more details on particular products eligible for  scheduled staged tariff reductions, please go to "Staged Tariff Rates" on the USITC DataWeb at http://dataweb.usitc.gov/
      Complete staging of Uruguay Round tariff concessions has been published in the Federal Register on January 4, 1995 (Volume 60, No. 2. ) The  Federal Register is online at http://www.access.gpo.gov/su_docs/aces/aces140.html

	       Virtually all U.S. tariff rates are bound under the WTO.  On an annual basis, the U.S. bound staged rate is equal in virtually all cases to the U.S. annual applied MFN rates 

       For the full legal text of  U.S. tariff schedule and rates refer to  the  USITC Tariff Affairs Website at   http://www.usitc.gov/taffairs.htm For more details on the binding status of particular products ,please go to "USITC Tariff Database" on the aforementioned USITC Tariff Affairs Website.

       Contact Point--Barbara Norton, USTR  

E-mail   Bnorton@ustr.gov  
	      The United States is actively participating in agricultural and services negotiations in the WTO.   The United States also supports a new round of negotiations, including industrial tariffs.



	Applied Tariffs


	     The United States continued staging down annual applied tariffs as agreed in the Uruguay Round of Trade Agreements.   

For more details on particular products eligible for further scheduled staged tariff reductions, please go to "Staged Tariff Rates" on the USITC DataWeb at http://dataweb.usitc.gov/

	        For the full legal text of the  U.S. tariff schedule and rates refer to  the USITC Tariff Affairs Website at   http://www.usitc.gov/taffairs.htm
       For tariff data related to the HTS items, go to the USITC DataWeb at http://dataweb.usitc.gov/
       In 2000, the average trade weighted tariff for all goods was 2.8 percent reflecting the large number of duty-free items and those subject to significant duty reductions under GSP, NATFA and other programs. In key APEC sectors, such as electric machinery, non-electric machinery, transport equipment, fish and fish products, and wood products, 40 percent or more of U.S. tariff lines will be duty free.

      Contact Point--Barbara Norton, USTR  

E-mail   Bnorton@ustr.gov

	Th

      The United States will continue to reduce applied tariffs.  By 2004 the average trade weighted tariff will be 1.8 percent.  In key sectors of interest to our APEC trading partners, such as electric machinery, non-electric machinery, transport equipment, fish and fish products, and wood products, 44 percent or more of U.S. tariff lines will be duty free.

      The U.S. will continue to negotiate market opening agreements on a bilateral basis with its trading partners, and consider more comprehensive free trade agreements with interested economies that have shown progress toward and a commitment to open markets.  For example, the U.S. has just finalized a Bilateral Trade Agreement with China.  As a result, imports from  China will be given permanent  NTR (MFN) applied tariff treatment.   The Bilateral Trade Agreement between the United States and Vietnam, once approved by legislatures in both economies, will normalize trade relations between the two economies  (i.e., grant MFN applied rates to Vietnam).


	Tariff Quotas


	      During the year, President Clinton delegated authority for the administration of certain tariff-rate quotas to the U.S. Trade Representative and to the U.S. Secretary of Agriculture.

      For details, refer to  the  Proclamation on Tariff-Rate Quotas which discusses sugar-containing products and other agricultural products,

            http://www.pub.whitehouse.gov/uri-res/I2R?urn:pdi://oma.eop.gov.us/1999/10/8/10.text.1

	      Virtually all U.S. tariff quotas are in the area of agricultural products.  Products subject to tariff quotas include: beef, dairy products, peanuts and peanut butter, chocolate crumb, olives, mandarin oranges, sugar, sweetened cocoa powder, tobacco, and raw cotton.

      For more detailed information, including information on the U.S. sugar and dairy programs, see the Import Programs Website  of the Foreign Agricultural Service, U.S. Department of Agriculture at 

      http://www.fas.usda.gov/import.html
      For quota details for the coming year, see the Federal Register: October 2, 2000 (Volume 65, Number 191) .  The  Federal Register is online at http://www.access.gpo.gov/su_docs/aces/aces140.html
      Contact Point–Richard Blabey – USDA

      E-mail   Blabey@fas.usda.gov

	      As of this year, the United States has completed its commitments with regard to quota expansions  pursuant to the Uruguay Round Agreement.



	Tariff Preferences


	      The most significant changes were legislation to provide additional access to products from Sub-Saharan Africa and the Caribbean.  Additionally, Nigeria, Eritrea, Gabon, and Mongolia were designated as beneficiary developing countries under the Generalized System of Preferences (GSP).  Benefits under the GSP with respect to Belarus were suspended.

      Details can be found above and on the following Websites:

      Proclamation to designate Nigeria as a beneficiary developing country for purposes of the GSP-

     http://www.pub.whitehouse.gov/uri-res/I2R?urn:pdi://oma.eop.gov.us/2000/8/28/24.text.1
      Proclamation suspending GSP benefits  with respect to Belarus and other matters.

     http://www.pub.whitehouse.gov/uri-res/I2R?urn:pdi://oma.eop.gov.us/2000/7/7/1.text.1
      Proclamation on Modifying Duty-Free Treatment -Various modifications--

     http://www.pub.whitehouse.gov/uri-res/I2R?urn:pdi://oma.eop.gov.us/2000/5/26/22.text.1                                                              

      Proclamation designating Gabon and Mongolia  as beneficiary developing countries under the GSP and other matters.                                                                                                                                                     http://www.pub.whitehouse.gov/uri-res/I2R?urn:pdi://oma.eop.gov.us/1999/7/1/8.text.1

	      The United States, Canada and Mexico are part of the North American Free Trade Agreement (NAFTA).  The United States also has a Free Trade Agreement with Israel.  Unilaterally, the United States gives certain trade preferences to imports from the Andean countries and from countries of the Caribbean Basin.

      For more detailed information on NAFTA, please see the following:

      NAFTA Website, Office of the U.S. Trade Representative

      http://www.ustr.gov/regions/whemisphere/nafta.shtml
      The African Growth and Opportunity Act (AGOA) and the Caribbean Basin Trade partnership Act (CBTPA) will provide 34 sub-Saharan African countries and 24 Caribbean Basin countries with great duty-free access to U.S. markets.  (See case study above for more details.)

      Contact Point--Barbara Norton, USTR  

      E-mail   Bnorton@ustr.gov

	      The United States is working to negotiate a Free Trade Areat  of the Americas which would encompass the countries of the Western Hemisphere.   Tariffs under NAFTA for Mexico will continue to decline until 2004, by which time virtually all products will be duty-free.
The United States is also in the process of negotiating a free trade agreement with Jordan.

	Transparency of Tariff Regime


	      The United States has prepared extensive electronic materials for the Consolidated Tariff System now under development by the Secretariat of the World Trade Organization (WTO).  We anticipate that these materials will be made available in the near future to WTO members both by CD and online. 


	       The United States is committed to making its tariff regime as transparent  as possible.   The U.S. tariff regime is published on the internet in several formats for ease of use and updated throughout the year as legislation or Presidential Proclamations modify the tariff schedule.   Products now available include the following:


Full legal text of the  U.S. tariff schedule in WordPerfect  or PDF at   http://www.usitc.gov/taffairs.htm

Full legal text  of U.S. tariff schedule for viewing online by chapter at  http://dataweb.usitc.gov/scripts/tariff/toc.html

A tariff database with brief (rather than full-legal) product descriptions for quick lookup of tariff rates, preferential rate, final bound rates, and binding status at http://dataweb.usitc.gov/scripts/tariff.asp

A trade database for retrieving import and export data by  HTS items and product groups at http://dataweb.usitc.gov/
      Contact Point--Barbara Norton, USTR  

      E-mail   Bnorton@ustr.gov

	The United States will continue to make its online products as current and as user-friendly as possible.


	Improvements in United States’ Approach to Tariff  Measures since 1996

	Section
	Position at Base Year (1996)
	Cumulative Improvements Implemented to Date

	Bound Tariffs


	In 1996, the United States already had one of the world’s lowest tariff levels, applying a simple average tariff of 6.4 percent and a trade-weighted average of 3.4 percent in 1996.  On an MFN basis, 21.4  percent of U.S. tariff lines were bound at duty-free rates.


	      In 2000, the simple average tariff is 5.5 percent, down from 6.4 percent in 1996, and the trade-weighted average tariff is 2.8 percent, down from 3.4 percent in 1996. The United States has worked to progressively reduce tariffs and liberalize trade in each of the fifteen sectors selected for liberalization by Trade Ministers in November, 1997.  Moreover, 31 percent of the U.S. tariff schedule is bound duty free
      The Information Technology Agreement (ITA) was finalized March 26, 1997, in the World Trade Organization by representatives of 39 countries and separate customs territories.   The United States implemented the first three stages of ITA tariff cuts: on July 1, 1997, on January 1, 1998, and on January 1, 1999.  The United States eliminated all duties on ITA products January 1, 2000. 

      In 1997, the United States agreed in the WTO to accelerate our Uruguay Round duty elimination commitments on certain distilled spirits and to add most remaining spirituous beverages to the duty elimination initiative.  The first tranche was implemented on July 1, 1997, the second on January 1, 1998, the third tranche on January 1, 1999 and the United States eliminated tariffs on all the agreed distilled spirits and beverages on January 1, 2000. 

      On April 1, 1997, the United States also eliminated duties on over 750 pharmaceutical products.  Participants in this WTO exercise met during 1998 to negotiate a further expansion of the duty-free list of pharmaceutical products.  Effective July 1, 1999, the United States joined 21other major trading nations in eliminating tariffs on 642 pharmaceutical items, including products for the treatment of breast cancer, AIDs, diabetes, asthma, and Parkinson's disease. 

      On January 1, 1999, the U.S. implemented the fifth phase of tariff reductions under the Uruguay Round Agreements. As a result of the Round, the United States agreed to lower its tariffs by an average of more than a third by the year 2005, when all tariff concessions are slated to be fully phased in.  

      Additionally, after January 1, 1999, the United States implemented the second phase of tariff reductions under the UR Agreement on Textiles and Clothing (ATC) and the ITA.



	Applied Tariffs


	      In 1996, the United States already had one of the world’s lowest tariff levels, applying a simple average tariff of 6.4 percent and a trade-weighted average of 3.4 percent in 1996. 

Within the sectors, tariffs ranged from a trade-weighted average of 0.6 percent for petroleum to 14.1 percent for textiles and clothing.  Already in 1996, however, over 50 percent of the fish tariff lines and over a third of the wood, pulp and paper tariff lines were duty-free.


	      Since 1996, significant additional tariff cuts have been made such that most imports enter the United States duty free or are subject to very low tariffs; over 99 percent of tariff lines are bound.  Zero tariffs now apply to nearly one third of national tariff lines and the simple average applied MFN tariff rate declined to 5.5 percent in 2000; and the average is expected to fall to 3.1 percent once the Uruguay Round tariff cuts are fully implemented.  

      Since 1996 the United States has removed tariffs on a variety of items including: aircraft and spacecraft; motorcycles; pharmaceuticals; agricultural machinery; medical equipment; centrifuges, filtering or purifying machines; pumps for liquids (except for motor vehicles); earth moving, mineral processing, and construction machinery and equipment; furniture; computer printers and optical scanners; dishwashing machines; packaging and wrapping machinery; elevators, escalators, and moving stairways; book binding machines; vending machines; and certain cameras.   

Three sectors make up almost half of all U.S. imports from the APEC countries.  These are Transport Equipment where the simple MFN average tariff has fallen from 3.6 percent in 1996 to 2.6 percent in 2000; Non-Electrical Machinery (4.1 percent in 1996 to 1.3 Percent in 2000); and Electrical Machinery (4.4 percent in 1996 to 2.0 percent in 2000).



	Tariff Quotas


	      Virtually all U.S. tariff quotas are in the area of agricultural products.  Products subject to tariff quotas in 1996 included beef, diary, peanuts and peanut butter, chocolate crumb, sugar, sweetened cocoa powder, olives, mandarin oranges, tobacco and raw cotton.

      For more detailed information, including information on the U.S. sugar and dairy programs, see the Import Programs Website  of the Foreign Agricultural Service, U.S. Department of Agriculture at 

      http://www.fas.usda.gov/import.html

	      As part of the Uruguay Round of Multilateral Trade Negotiations, the United States committed to expansions  of the tariff quotas with final expansion completed in year 2000.

      For a listing of  specific tariff quotas notices and WTO negotiations, refer to the USTR-Agriculture Website at http://www.ustr.gov/sectors/agriculture.shtml


	Tariff Preferences


	In 1996, many APEC partners enjoyed even lower tariff rates as a result of non-reciprocal duty-free treatment under the U.S. GSP program as well as concessions negotiated under NAFTA, the agreement on Civil Aircraft and the agreement on Pharmaceuticals. APEC members accounted for four of the top five  beneficiaries of the U.S. GSP program.


	      Some 50 percent of U.S. imports from APEC partners are accounted for by imports from Canada and Mexico, its two NAFTA partners.  U.S. tariffs on these imports are slated to be progressively liberalized under that accord. All tariffs were eliminated between the United States and Canada on January 1, 1998.  A large percentage of tariffs between the United States and Mexico have been eliminated through six reciprocal reductions starting in 1994.  Remaining tariffs on most items are scheduled for elimination on a ten‑year staging period, while a few items are on a 15‑year staging period. 
      Under the Generalized System of Preferences (GSP), the United States grants duty-free treatment to eligible beneficiaries on 34.5 percent of tariff lines.  Over 50 percent of U.S. tariff lines are duty-free for the least developed.

      On October 2, 2000, President Clinton signed a proclamation designating 34 sub-Saharan African countries as beneficiaries under the African Growth and Opportunity Act (AGOA).  AGOA offers beneficiary countries duty-free and quota-free U.S. market access for essentially all products through the GSP program.  

      On October 2, 2000, President Clinton signed the Proclamation implementing the Caribbean Basin Trade Partnership Act (CBTPA) which offers enhanced trade preferences to 24 current beneficiaries of the Caribbean Basin Initiative.


	Transparency of Tariff Regime


	In the interest of transparency, the staging of Uruguay Round tariff concessions was published in the Federal Register on January 4, 1995 (Volume 60, No. 2).

      The  Federal Register is online at http://www.access.gpo.gov/su_docs/aces/aces140.html

	Each year, the United States has fully satisfied GATT/WTO notification requirements on trade and tariff data by making a full submission to the GATT/WTO Integrated Database.

Additionally, during this past year, the United States has submitted extensive materials to the WTO for preparation of the Consolidated Tariff Schedules (CTS) by the Secretariat.

       Also this year the U.S. has vastly expanded internet access to tariff information.  The U.S. tariff scheduled are on the internet and updated regularly.   Products now available include the following:


Full legal text of the  U.S. tariff schedule in WordPerfect  or PDF at   http://www.usitc.gov/taffairs.htm

Full legal text  of U.S. tariff schedule for viewing online by chapter at  http://dataweb.usitc.gov/scripts/tariff/toc.html

A tariff database with brief (rather than full-legal) product descriptions for quick lookup of tariff rates, preferential rate, final bound rates, and binding status at http://dataweb.usitc.gov/scripts/tariff.asp

A trade database for retrieving import and export data by  HTS items and product groups at http://dataweb.usitc.gov/



	APEC INDIVIDUAL ACTION PLAN:  TARIFF SUMMARY REPORT FOR 2000

	(PLEASE COMPLETE BOXES)
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	All Goods
	Agriculture excluding Fish
	Fish and Fish Products
	Petroleum Oils
	Wood, Pulp, Paper and Furniture
	Textiles and Clothing
	Leather, Rubber, Footwear and Travel Goods
	Metals
	Chemical & Photographic Supplies
	Transport Equipment
	Non-Electric Machinery
	Electric Machinery
	Mineral Products, Precious Stones & Metals
	Manufactured Articles, n.e.s

	ITEM
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Bound tariff lines as a percentage of all lines 
	99.9
	100.0
	100.0
	85.0
	100.0
	100.0
	100.0
	100.0
	100.0
	100.0
	100.0
	100.0
	100.0
	100.0

	Duty-free tariff lines as a percentage of all lines
	31.0
	22.2
	68.1
	0.0
	53.8
	3.7
	23.3
	21.8
	27.6
	50.8
	63.6
	44.7
	49.7
	39.7

	Preferential tariff lines as a percentage of all lines : (a)
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Generalised System of Preferences (GSP)
	34.5
	29.4
	18.9
	15.4
	43.2
	5.5
	35.4
	43.3
	49.4
	32.4
	34.4
	45.8
	36.1
	41.4

	GSP pus for least-developed countries
	50.9
	62.9
	31.9
	100.0
	45.3
	5.5
	41.3
	76.9
	72.2
	49.2
	36.4
	55.3
	47.1
	51.4

	Automotive Products Trade Act
	5.9
	0.0
	0.0
	0.0
	0.6
	1.9
	4.8
	9.3
	1.6
	24.8
	-
	33.8
	6.2
	6.7

	Agreement on Trade in Civil Aicraft
	2.3
	0.0
	0.0
	0.0
	2.4
	0.0
	1.3
	4.3
	0.5
	0.0
	5.2
	11.7
	0.2
	5.9

	NAFTA for Canada
	67.1
	66.3
	31.9
	100.0
	46.2
	96.3
	76.7
	78.5
	72.4
	49.2
	36.4
	55.3
	50.3
	60.3

	NAFTA for Mexico
	67.5
	68.7
	31.9
	100.0
	46.2
	96.3
	76.7
	78.5
	72.4
	49.2
	36.4
	55.3
	50.3
	60.3

	Caribbean Basin Initiative
	55.8
	65.3
	30.3
	7.7
	45.9
	28.2
	52.6
	78.5
	72.4
	49.2
	36.4
	55.3
	48.2
	59.5

	Isreal-United States Free Trade Agreement
	67.0
	65.9
	31.9
	100.0
	46.2
	96.3
	76.7
	78.5
	72.4
	49.2
	36.4
	55.3
	50.3
	60.3

	Andean Trade Preference Act
	54.1
	65.1
	30.3
	7.7
	45.5
	16.9
	52.6
	78.5
	72.3
	49.2
	36.4
	55.3
	48.2
	59.2

	Agreement on Trade in Pharrmaceuticals
	3.6
	0.0
	0.0
	0.0
	0.0
	0.0
	0.0
	0.0
	19.9
	0.0
	0.0
	0.0
	0.0
	0.0

	Concessions on Immediate Chemicals for Dyes
	1.0
	0.0
	0.0
	0.0
	0.0
	0.0
	0.0
	0.0
	5.5
	0.0
	0.0
	0.0
	0.2
	0.0

	Ratio of tariff lines with quotas to all lines : (b)
	12.4
	0.0
	0.0
	0.0
	0.1
	81.3
	5.0
	0.0
	0.2
	0.0
	0.0
	0.0
	3.9
	1.6

	Simple average bound tariff rate, year 2004
	3.1
	4.1
	1.6
	0.8
	0.8
	7.5
	5.8
	1.3
	2.6
	1.4
	1.0
	1.4
	2.8
	1.6

	Simple average applied tariff rate, year 2000
	5.5
	10.4
	2.1
	2.2
	1.5
	10.5
	8.1
	2.6
	4.5
	2.6
	1.3
	2.0
	3.8
	3.2

	Import-weighted average applied preferential tariff : (c)
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Generalised System of Preferences (GSP)
	0.0
	0.0
	0.0
	0.0
	0.0
	0.0
	0.0
	0.0
	0.0
	0.0
	0.0
	0.0
	0.0
	0.0

	GSP plus GSP for least-developed countries
	0.0
	0.0
	0.0
	0.0
	0.0
	0.0
	0.0
	0.0
	0.0
	0.0
	0.0
	0.0
	0.0
	0.0

	Automotive Products Trade Act
	0.0
	0.0
	0.0
	0.0
	0.0
	0.0
	0.0
	0.0
	0.0
	0.0
	0.0
	0.0
	0.0
	0.0

	Agreement on Trade in Civil Aircraft
	0.0
	0.0
	0.0
	0.0
	0.0
	0.0
	0.0
	0.0
	0.0
	0.0
	0.0
	0.0
	0.0
	0.0

	NAFTA for Canada
	0.0
	0.0
	0.0
	0.0
	0.0
	0.0
	0.0
	0.0
	0.0
	0.0
	0.0
	0.0
	0.0
	0.0

	NAFTA for Mexico
	0.3
	1.7
	5.8
	0.1
	0.0
	0.2
	1.3
	0.4
	0.2
	0.1
	0.0
	0.0
	3.6
	0.0

	Caribbean Basin Initiative
	0.2
	0.0
	0.0
	0.0
	0.0
	0.1
	4.4
	0.0
	0.0
	0.0
	0.0
	0.0
	0.0
	0.0

	Isreal-United States Free Trade Agreement
	0.0
	0.0
	0.0
	0.0
	0.0
	0.0
	0.0
	0.0
	0.0
	0.0
	0.0
	0.0
	0.0
	0.0

	Andean Trade Preference Act
	0.1
	0.0
	0.0
	0.0
	0.0
	0.0
	5.1
	0.0
	0.0
	0.0
	0.0
	0.0
	0.0
	0.0

	Agreement on Trade in Pharmaceuticals
	0.0
	0.0
	0.0
	0.0
	0.0
	0.0
	0.0
	0.0
	0.0
	0.0
	0.0
	0.0
	0.0
	0.0

	Concessions on Immediate Chemicals on Dyes
	0.0
	0.0
	0.0
	0.0
	0.0
	0.0
	0.0
	0.0
	0.0
	0.0
	0.0
	0.0
	0.0
	0.0

	Import-weighted average applied tariff rate – FOB, Year 2000
	2.8
	2.5
	1.2
	0.5
	1.2
	15.7
	18.9
	5.8
	6.8
	2.6
	1.4
	1.6
	2.5
	2.8

	Import-weighted average bound tariff rate – FOB, year 2004
	1.8
	1.1
	0.5
	0.0
	0.5
	11.3
	7.2
	1.0
	1.7
	1.3
	0.5
	0.7
	1.1
	1.0

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	                                Notes
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	(a) Tariff preference lines shown do not include lines already having a General applied rate of "Free".

(b) Lines with quantitative restrictions.   In many cases only part of a tariff line has quotas on imports from selected countries and some quotas apply only to imports from non-WTO member countries, such as China and Taiwan.
(c) Rates under preference programs shown as the trade-weighted average of duties collected over import value. Preferential tariff arrangements apply to certain imports from specific supplying countries.


	APEC INDIVIDUAL ACTION PLAN:  TARIFF DISPERSION TABLE FOR 2000

	(PLEASE COMPLETE BOXES)
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	All Goods
	Agriculture excluding Fish
	Fish and Fish Products
	Petroleum Oils
	Wood, Pulp, Paper and Furniture
	Textiles and Clothing
	Leather, Rubber, Footwear and Travel Goods
	Metals
	Chemical & Photographic Supplies
	Transport Equipment
	Non-Electric Machinery
	Electric Machinery
	Mineral Products, Precious Stones & Metals
	Manufactured Articles, n.e.s

	NUMBER OF TARIFFS AT OR BETWEEN
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	0%
	3,150
	384
	126
	0
	252
	54
	88
	224
	510
	121
	527
	272
	231
	361

	0%<X<=5%
	3,547
	603
	32
	10
	168
	275
	144
	682
	518
	90
	272
	312
	99
	342

	5%<X<=10%
	2,064
	344
	19
	3
	40
	503
	71
	107
	668
	11
	29
	18
	87
	164

	10%<X<=15%
	704
	137
	6
	0
	8
	300
	19
	10
	155
	3
	0
	7
	31
	28

	15%<X<=20%
	346
	96
	1
	0
	0
	207
	18
	2
	0
	7
	0
	0
	5
	10

	>20%
	365
	167
	1
	0
	0
	135
	38
	1
	0
	6
	0
	0
	12
	5

	Specific
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	TOTAL
	10,176
	1,731
	185
	13
	468
	1,474
	378
	1,026
	1,851
	238
	828
	609
	465
	910

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	                                 Note
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	(1)                                   Specific rates converted to ad valorem equivalents, based on year 2000 rates and full-year trade rates, included above.


     


