	CHAPTER 1: TARIFFS


	Objective

APEC economies will achieve free and open trade in the Asia-Pacific region by:

a. progressive reduction of tariffs until the Bogor goals are fully achieved; and

b.
ensuring the transparency of APEC economies’ respective tariff regimes.



	Guidelines

Each APEC economy will:

a. take into account, in the process of achieving the above objective, 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 and developments in the new economy;

b. ensure that the achievement of the above objective is not undermined by the application of unjustifiable measures; 

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

d.  implement and maintain standards consistent with the APEC Leaders’ Transparency Standards.



	Collective Actions
APEC economies will:

a. participate and ensure the expeditious supply and updates of the WTO Integrated Database and any other APEC databases;

b. arrange for seminars and/or workshops on industrial tariffs negotiations in consultation with international organisations, where appropriate,  including  WTO Secretariat on WTO Integrated Tariff Database; 

c. study lessons from modalities for tariff reduction and elimination in regional arrangements; and 

d. encourage the accession of all economies to the WTO Information Technology Agreement, including the adoption of ITA provisions by non-members of the WTO.

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 2006

The United States strongly advocates, and has been an active participant in, APEC efforts to liberalize trade in advance of Bogor Goals. 
 
The United States strongly supports the new work program of the WTO as agreed to at the Doha, Qatar ministerial, including industrial and agricultural market access negotiations.  On July 25, 2002 the United States announced an ambitious market access proposal for agriculture, under which all WTO members would reduce tariffs under a formula approach that would result in global agricultural tariffs falling from 62% to 15%.   On November 26, 2002, the United Stated announced an ambitious market access proposal for industrial and consumer goods calling on WTO members to eliminate all tariffs on these goods by 2015.  The U.S. proposal is comprehensive, and would benefit both developed and developing nations.  Together, the U.S. agricultural and non-agricultural proposals would eliminate tariffs on nearly $6 trillion in annual world goods trade.  The United States worked actively with WTO members, APEC members, the U.S. Congress and domestic industry, to meet the WTO deadline for consensus on modalities.  The United States also intends to continue working with APEC Members to identify common interests in the WTO market access negotiations and together build a consensus among other WTO Members.   Besides the WTO, the U.S. trade strategy includes moving forward regionally and bilaterally.  The United States has implemented Free Trade Agreements (FTAs) with seven countries, has reached agreement on FTAs with eight additional countries and is negotiating FTAs with several more.
 
On August 6, 2002 the President signed Trade Promotion Authority (TPA) into law.  
 
The United States negotiated free trade agreements with Chile and Singapore. On July 31, 2003, the agreements with Chile and Singapore were approved by the U.S. Congress; the reduced rates became effective January 1, 2004.  During 2004, the United States  concluded free trade agreements with Australia, Morocco, Bahrain, as well as five Central American countries and the Dominican Republic. The United States has concluded free trade agreements with Oman, Peru, and Colombia and they are in various stages of the approval process.   On January 1, 2005 the reduced rates for Australia became effective.  During 2006, the reduced rates for imports from Morocco and Bahrain became effective as did reduced rates on imports from certain Central American countries (El Salvador, Guatemala, Honduras, and Nicaragua).   The United States has begun negotiations with the South Africa Customs Union, Ecuador, Panama, South Korea, Malaysia, Thailand and the United Arab Emirates and has announced the goal of working toward a Middle East Free Trade Area, or MEFTA, by 2013.  On September 25, 2002 the United States announced new trade benefits for Peru and others under an expanded Andean trade preference program.  
 
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

United States-Singapore and U.S. – Chile  Free Trade Agreements

 

Legislation to enact the United States-Singapore and U.S-Chile Free Trade Agreements (FTAs) was signed by President Bush on September 3, 2003.  These agreements eliminate duties and commercial barriers to bilateral trade in goods and services originating in the United States and Singapore, and the United States and Chile.  Initial tariff reductions under these agreements were implemented on January 1, 2004. 

 

These FTAs are comprehensive in scope and cover aspects of trade in goods, services, investment, government procurement, protection of intellectual property, competition policy and the relationship between trade and labor and environment.  These FTAs build upon the basic foundations of the NAFTA and WTO agreements.

 

Major Provisions in the Agreements Include: 

 

Tariff Elimination:

The FTAs will eliminate tariffs on virtually all trade between the U.S. and Singapore within 10 years and between the U.S. and Chile in twelve years.  U.S. tariffs on 92% of Singapore's exports of goods will be eliminated immediately upon entry into force of the Agreement, with remaining tariffs phased out over 4-10 years.  Singapore guarantees zero tariffs immediately on all U.S. products.    U.S. Tariffs on 87% of Chilean exports of consumer and industrial products will become duty-free immediately upon entry into force of the Agreement, with most remaining tariffs eliminated within four years; duties on some sensitive products will be eliminated in 8-12 years. 

 

Services:

Singapore and Chile already have significant access to the U.S. services market.  These FTAs will accord substantial market access to U.S. firms across the entire spectrum of services, subject to very few exceptions.  The agreements use a so-called “negative list” approach, in which all service sectors are liberalized unless a specific reservation is taken in the Agreement.  This technique provides for maximum liberalization of services markets.  Importantly, services market access is supplemented in this FTA by strong and detailed disciplines on regulatory transparency.  

 

Investment

The Agreements will improve the bilateral investment climate in each country and provide important protections for investors.

 

Intellectual property rights:

These agreements provide for a very high level of IPR protection, including state-of-the-art protections for trademarks and digital copyrights, as well as expanded protection for patents and undisclosed information.  These are supported by tough penalties for piracy and counterfeiting. These provisions incorporate the most up-to-date international standards for copyright protection.  

 

Electronic commerce:

No previous U.S. free trade agreement contains such cutting-edge provisions on digital trade as the FTAs with Singapore and Chile.  The agreements include provisions on electronic commerce that reflect the issue's importance in global trade, and the principle of avoiding barriers that impede the use of electronic commerce.  

 

 

Labor provisions:

The FTAs include provisions that reconfirm that free trade and the protection of the rights of workers can go hand in hand. These provisions reaffirm the parties' support for the core labor standards adopted in the 1998 International Labor Organization's Declaration on Fundamental Principles and Rights at Work. The countries also reaffirmed their belief that is inappropriate to lower standards to encourage trade, and agreed in principle to strive to improve their labor standards. Each side agreed to enforce its own existing labor laws and to settle disagreements on enforcement of these laws through a dispute settlement process.  Each country has the right to set its own labor standards and to change those standards.

 

Environmental provisions:

These FTAs include provisions on trade and the environment.  Specifically, each country agreed to avoid relaxing environmental laws to encourage trade and affirmed their belief in the principle of sustainable development, and agreed to strive to maintain high levels of environmental protection and to improve their environmental laws.  Each side also agreed to a provision on effective enforcement of its environmental laws, and to settle disagreements on enforcement of these laws through a dispute settlement process.  Each country has the right to set its own environmental standards and to change those standards.

 

Consultation and dispute settlement:

The United States envisions most questions on the interpretation of the agreements or compliance with the agreement being settled by either informal or formal government-to-government contacts.  The FTAs provide for dispute settlement panels to issue legal interpretations of the FTAs, but only if the countries have first consulted and failed to resolve the dispute.  The process includes strong provisions on transparency.  All core obligations of the Agreement are subject to the dispute settlement provisions of the Agreement.  The procedures for dispute panel procedures set new and higher standards of openness and transparency. 




	United States’ Approach to Tariffs in 2006

	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. 

 

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_d
ocs/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/tata/hts/ 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   Barbara_Norton@ustr.eop.gov


	The United States is actively participating in the agricultural, non-agricultural, and services negotiations in the WTO.   



	Applied Tariffs


	The United States has concluded, except for one item, its staging down of annual applied tariffs as agreed in the Uruguay Round of Trade Agreements. 


	For the full legal text of the  U.S. tariff schedule and rates including notes and appendices, refer to  the USITC Tariff Affairs Website at http://www.usitc.gov/tata/hts/   For tariff data related to the HTS items, go to the USITC DataWeb at http://dataweb.usitc.gov/
 

In 2005, the average trade weighted tariff for all goods was 1.4 percent, reflecting the large number of duty-free items and those subject to significant duty reductions under GSP, NAFTA and other programs.  In key APEC sectors, such as non-electric machinery, transport equipment, metals, fish and fish products, and wood products, 50 percent or more of U.S. tariff lines were duty-free.

 

Contact Point--Barbara Norton, USTR  

E-mail   Barbara_Norton@ustr.eop.gov

 
	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. signed a Bilateral Trade Agreement with the Socialist Republic of Vietnam (Vietnam).  The Bilateral Trade Agreement normalizes trade relations between the two economies and allows imports from Vietnam to be granted MFN applied rate status on an annual basis.


	Tariff Quotas


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


	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, raw cotton, certain broom corn brooms and certain tuna (latter two are considered non-agricultural products). 

 

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/importprograms.asp
 

 

 

Contact Point–Richard Blabey – USDA

E-mail   Blabey@fas.usda.gov
 
	The United States has completed its commitments with regard to quota expansions  pursuant to the Uruguay Round Agreement.



	Tariff Preferences


	Afghanistan was designated as a least-developed beneficiary developing country under the Generalized System of Preferences (GSP) on March 15, 2003.  

 

Effective September 22, 2004, and pursuant to Proclamation 7808 of September 8, 2004, Iraq was designated as a beneficiary developing country under the Generalized System of Preferences (GSP).

 

	The United States, Canada and Mexico are part of the North American Free Trade Agreement (NAFTA). For more detailed information on NAFTA, please see the following:

 

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

http://www.ustr.gov/Trade_Agreements/Regional/NAFTA/ Section_Index.html 

 The United States also has Free Trade Agreements with Israel and Jordan.  Free-Trade Agreements were completed with Chile and Singapore and took effect January 1, 2004.   The Free-Trade Agreement with Australia took effect January 1, 2005.    During 2006, Free Trade Agreements with Morocco, Bahrain, and certain Central American countries (El Salvador, Guatemala, Honduras, and Nicaragua) became effective.

 

Unilaterally, the United States gives certain trade preferences to imports from 136 countries under the Generalized System of Preferences, to imports from the Andean countries under the Andean Trade Preferences Act (ATPA ) and the Andean Trade Promotion and Drug Eradication Act , to imports from Caribbean Basin countries under the Caribbean Basin Economic Recovery Act and the Caribbean Basin Trade Partnership Act, http://www.ustr.gov/Trade_Development/ Preference_Programs/Section_Index.html  and to imports from 38 sub-Saharan African countries under the African Growth and Opportunity Act (AGOA)., http://www.agoa.gov providing duty-free access to U.S. markets.

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Contact Point--Barbara Norton, USTR  

E-mail   Barbara_Norton@ustr.eop.gov

	The United States is negotiating a Free Trade Area  of the Americas which would encompass the countries of the Western Hemisphere.   

 

Tariffs under NAFTA for Mexico declined until 2004, by which time virtually all products were duty-free.

 

The United States  recently negotiated free trade agreements with Morocco,  Bahrain, Oman, Peru, Colombia, and five countries of Central America (El Salvador, Guatemala,  Honduras, Nicaragua and Costa Rica) and  the Dominican Republic and has begun negotiations with the South African Customs Union, Ecuador, South Korea, Malaysia, United Arab Emirates, Panama, and Thailand.  Discussions were also begun on negotiating a Middle East Free Trade Area, or MEFTA.

	Transparency of Tariff 

Regime, including 

Implementation of 

APEC Leaders’ 

Transparency 

Standards on Market 

Access(

	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 appreciate that these materials are being made available 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 at   http://www.usitc.gov/tata/hts/

· Full legal text  of U.S. tariff schedule for viewing online by chapter at  http://www.usitc.gov/tata/hts/bychapter/index.htm

· 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   Barbara_Norton@ustr.eop.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. 

 
	Overall:

In 2005, the simple average tariff was 4.9 percent, down from 6.4 percent in 1996, and the trade-weighted average tariff is 1.4 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, 37 percent of the U.S. tariff schedule is bound duty free.

 

ITA:

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. 

 

Distilled Spirits:

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. 

 

Pharmaceutical Products:

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.  

 

 Textiles:

Additionally, after January 1, 1999, the United States implemented the second phase of expansion of items that are not subject to quota under the UR Agreement on Textiles and Clothing (ATC) and the ITA. 

On January 1, 2005, the U.S. implemented the final phase and eliminated quotas on all textile articles for countries in the WTO, except China under safeguard provisions in the China accession agreement.



	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 4.9 percent in 2005. 

 

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 economies.  These are Transport Equipment where the simple MFN average tariff has fallen from 3.6 percent in 1996 to 2.6 percent in 2005; Non-Electrical Machinery (4.1 percent in 1996 to 1.3 Percent in 2005); and Electrical Machinery (4.4 percent in 1996 to 2.0 percent in 2005).



	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/importprograms.asp


	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/Trade_Sectors/ Agriculture/Section_Index.html



	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 43 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. Most 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 seven 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 32.4 percent of tariff lines.  Over  45 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 extensive duty-free and quota-free U.S. market access by allowing duty-free GSP treatment for essentially all products, not just those under the traditional  GSP program.   Additional information can be found at http://www.agoa.gov/ .

 

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.

 

On October 31, 2002, President Bush signed a Proclamation implementing provisions of the Andean Trade Promotion and Drug Eradication Act (ATPDEA), which offers enhanced trade preferences to current beneficiaries of the Andean Trade Preference Act. 



	Transparency of Tariff Regime 

including Implementation of 

APEC Leaders’ Transparency 

Standards on Market Access, (

	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_d
ocs/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 provided extensive internet access to tariff information.  The U.S. tariff schedules are on the internet and updated regularly.  Products now available include the following:

· Full legal text of the  U.S. tariff schedule at   http://www.usitc.gov/tata/hts/

· Full legal text  of U.S. tariff schedule for viewing online by chapter at  http://www.usitc.gov/tata/hts/bychapter/index.htm 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 2005

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	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 
	100.0
	100.0
	100.0
	92.9
	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
	37.0
	21.3
	69.8
	0.0
	83.5
	12.1
	22.0
	54.9
	29.4
	51.3
	63.4
	44.0
	49.6
	39.6

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

	Generalized System of Preferences(GSP) A and A*
	32.4
	30.4
	18.2
	14.3
	13.9
	3.9
	40.3
	38.8
	48.1
	32.1
	34.6
	46.5
	35.8
	41.4

	Generalized System of Preferences(GSP) including   GSP for least-developed countries
	45.9
	63.3
	30.7
	100.0
	15.8
	3.9
	49.4
	43.9
	70.3
	48.8
	36.6
	56.0
	47.1
	51.4

	Automotive Products Trade Act
	5.6
	0.0
	0.0
	0.0
	0.2
	1.5
	5.0
	7.5
	1.6
	24.6
	8.9
	33.6
	6.4
	6.7

	Agreement on Trade in Civil Aircraft
	2.1
	0.0
	0.0
	0.0
	1.7
	0.0
	1.9
	1.5
	0.5
	0.0
	5.7
	11.9
	0.2
	5.9

	NAFTA for Canada
	61.1
	66.7
	30.7
	100.0
	16.5
	87.9
	78.0
	45.1
	70.6
	48.8
	36.6
	56.0
	50.4
	60.4

	NAFTA for Mexico
	61.5
	69.2
	30.7
	100.0
	16.5
	87.9
	78.0
	45.1
	70.6
	48.8
	36.6
	56.0
	50.4
	60.4

	Caribbean Basin Initiative
	50.6
	65.8
	29.2
	10.7
	16.3
	22.3
	70.7
	45.1
	70.6
	48.8
	36.6
	56.0
	48.2
	59.5

	Israel-United States Free Trade Agreement
	61.7
	69.9
	30.7
	100.0
	16.5
	87.9
	78.0
	45.1
	70.6
	48.8
	36.6
	56.0
	50.4
	60.4

	Andean Trade Preference Act
	48.1
	65.7
	29.2
	10.7
	16.0
	11.6
	51.9
	45.1
	70.5
	48.8
	36.6
	56.0
	48.2
	58.8

	Jordan-United States Free Trade Agreement
	62.5
	75.3
	30.7
	100.0
	16.5
	87.5
	77.2
	45.1
	70.6
	48.8
	36.6
	56.0
	50.4
	60.4

	Chile-United States Free Trade Agreement
	62.8
	77.1
	30.7
	100.0
	16.5
	87.9
	78.0
	45.1
	70.6
	48.8
	36.6
	55.1
	50.4
	60.4

	Singapore-United States Free Trade Agreement
	62.8
	77.1
	30.7
	100.0
	16.5
	87.9
	78.0
	45.1
	70.6
	48.8
	36.6
	55.1
	50.4
	60.4

	Agreement on Trade in Pharmaceuticals
	3.5
	0.0
	0.0
	0.0
	0.0
	0.0
	0.0
	0.0
	19.6
	0.0
	0.0
	0.0
	0.0
	0.0

	Intermediate Chemicals for Dyes
	1.0
	0.1
	0.0
	0.0
	0.0
	0.0
	0.4
	0.0
	5.5
	0.0
	0.0
	0.0
	0.2
	0.1

	ITEM

	Simple average bound tariff rate, year 2005
	4.9
	9.5
	2.0
	2.4
	0.9
	9.2
	7.0
	1.9
	3.6
	2.6
	1.3
	2.0
	3.7
	3.1

	Simple average applied tariff rate, year 2005
	4.9
	9.5
	2.0
	2.2
	0.9
	9.2
	7.0
	1.9
	3.6
	2.6
	1.3
	2.0
	3.7
	3.1

	Import-weighted average rates under special programs: (b)
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	NAFTA for Mexico
	0.0
	0.4
	3.3
	0.0
	0.0
	0.0
	0.0
	0.0
	0.0
	0.0
	0.0
	0.0
	0.5
	0.0

	Caribbean Basin Initiative
	0.0
	0.0
	0.0
	0.0
	0.0
	0.1
	0.7
	0.0
	0.0
	0.0
	0.0
	0.0
	0.0
	0.0

	Israel-United States Free Trade Agreement
	0.0
	0.1
	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
	0.0
	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 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

	Intermediate Chemicals for 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 - year 2005
	1.4
	1.3
	0.6
	0.1
	0.6
	10.0
	6.8
	0.9
	0.9
	1.2
	0.5
	0.7
	0.6
	1.1

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	                                Notes
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	(a) Tariff preference lines shown do not include lines already having a General applied rate of “Free”
(b) 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 2005

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	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%
	3,895
	389
	134
	0
	450
	185
	102
	574
	557
	123
	526
	270
	224
	361

	0%<X<=5%
	3,177
	622
	32
	20
	42
	245
	219
	350
	518
	90
	274
	319
	97
	349

	5%<X<=10%
	2,278
	359
	20
	8
	40
	544
	68
	104
	822
	11
	29
	17
	90
	166

	10%<X<=15%
	597
	147
	5
	0
	7
	342
	20
	9
	0
	10
	0
	7
	28
	22

	15%<X<=20%
	251
	107
	1
	0
	0
	112
	17
	2
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	11

	>20%
	313
	149
	1
	0
	0
	103
	38
	1
	0
	6
	0
	0
	12
	3

	Specific
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	TOTAL
	10,511
	1,773
	193
	28
	539
	1,531
	464
	1,040
	1,897
	240
	829
	613
	452
	912

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	                                 Note
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	 Specific rates converted to ad valorem equivalents,
 based on year 2005 rates and full-year trade rates,
 included above                        


Appendix – APEC Leaders’ Transparency Standards on Market Access

Introduction

On 27 October 2002, in Los Cabos, Mexico, APEC Leaders adopted the Statement to Implement APEC Transparency Standards (“Leaders’ Statement”), and directed that these tandards be implemented as soon as possible, and in no case later than January 2005.  

In paragraph 8 of the Leaders’ Statement, APEC Leaders instructed that “APEC sub-fora that have not developed specific transparency provisions should do so,” and further instructed that such new transparency provisions should be presented to Leaders upon completion for incorporation into the Leaders’ Statement.  Accordingly, the Market Access Group developed the following set of transparency standards on market access for incorporation into the Leaders’ Statement.  

These principles flow from the General Principles on Transparency agreed to by APEC Leaders at Los Cabos and provide specific guidance for implementation within a market access context.  

Transparency Standards on Tariff and Non-Tariff Measures:

1.  (a) In accordance with paragraph 1 of the Leaders’ Statement, each Economy will promptly publish or otherwise make available to all interested parties, through readily accessible, widely available media (for example via the Internet), information on its laws, regulations, and progressively, procedures and administrative rulings relating to tariff and non-tariff measures. 

(b)  Such information could include publication of the following measures: (i) tariff schedules, with current applied tariff rates, on the Internet; (ii) details of preferential tariff programs; (iii) tariff rates applicable under Free Trade Agreements and Regional Trade Agreements; and (iv) NTMs maintained by member economies.

2.  In accordance with paragraph 2 of the Leaders’ Statement, when possible each Economy will endeavour to publish in advance any tariff or non-tariff measure that it proposes to adopt, and provide interested persons a reasonable opportunity to comment on such proposed measures.

3.  In accordance with paragraph 3 of the Leaders’ Statement, upon request from an interested person or another Economy, each Economy will endeavour to promptly provide information and respond to questions pertaining to any actual or proposed measures referred to in paragraph 1 above.  

4.  Each Economy will endeavour to ensure that non-tariff measures are administered in a transparent manner, so as to mitigate their effect on the trade and development of other Economies.  

5.  Each Economy that is a WTO Member will, where possible, provide information on non-tariff measures when requested by other WTO Members in the context of the WTO negotiations on market access and will participate actively in these negotiations as they move forward.

6.  Each Economy that is a WTO Member will comply with notification procedures under the WTO Agreement on Import Licensing Procedures.

7.  Each Economy that is a WTO Member will submit its updated tariff data (both bound, and, where possible, current applied) and trade data to the WTO Integrated Data Base on a timely basis.  Economies in the process of acceding to the WTO will, where possible, submit current applied tariff and trade data to the WTO Integrated Data Base.  Each economy will also submit current applied tariff data to the APEC tariff database in a timely manner.

8.  Each Economy will provide to the APEC Secretariat for inclusion on the website of the Market Access Group (MAG) links to individual government websites, including, where possible, links to specific officials responsible for developing, administering, implementing and/or enforcing policies related to tariff and non-tariff measures.  Each Economy further agrees to provide current information on import regulations for the MAG’s Import Regulation website.  Each Economy will also provide as much information as possible on rules and procedures, and details of enquiry points, in its e-Individual Action Plan.
�  “Tariffs” here refers to import/export tariffs as well as tariff quotas.


( Economies should report against the actual language in the APEC Leaders’ Transparency Standards on Market Access, which can be found in the �HYPERLINK  \l "Appendix"��Appendix� at the end of this document.  


( Economies should report against the actual language in the APEC Leaders’ Transparency Standards on Market Access,  which can be found in the �HYPERLINK  \l "Appendix"��Appendix� at the end of this document.  Economies should continue to use 1996 as the base year for previously raised IAP transparency issues, but may use 2003 as the base year for reporting on new transparency commitments per the APEC Leaders’ Transparency Standards.
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