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Executive Summary 

In the last few years, the Syrian economy underwent gradual economic reform aiming at 
improving the investment environment and attracting more foreign direct investment. These 
reforms cover all Syrian economic sectors starting from the legislative aspects and moving 
toward fine-tuned economic reform. As a step towards integration in the global economy, Syrian 
macroeconomic policies witnessed substantial structural reforms such as the harmonization of 
the exchange rate, private and Islamic banking systems, private insurance companies, money 
exchange establishments, and many other adaptations. By the beginning of 2005, Syria started 
to fully implement the provisions of the Great Arab Free Trade Area (GAFTA). This agreement 
significantly affected the domestic market for many agricultural goods as products from GAFTA 
member states flooded onto the Syrian market, and improve the flow of Syrian agricultural 
products to Arab countries. On the other side, Syria’s status related to two other important trade 
agreements has not changed in the last few years: the Syrian-EU Association Agreement, and 
Syria’s accession to the WTO. In 2003, Syria finalized the negotiations for the Association 
Agreement with the EU which signed initially in 2004 waiting for the final signature, and 
applied for  WTO membership.  During the same time Syria also concluded bilateral trade 
agreements with Turkey which needs to be approved by the Turkish Parliament, and working to 
sign agreements with other countries such as Iran and the Russian Federation.   

The Syrian agricultural sector is of major importance for Syrian trade. In response, NAPC 
developed Syrian Agricultural Trade (SAT) as an annual report devoted to present the latest 
developments in agricultural trade flows and policies domestically and globally. SAT 2005 is the 
fourth edition, following the previous SAT reports from 2002, 2003 and 2004.  

The structure of SAT 2005 is consistent with that of previous issues, with only slight changes 
aim at presenting and clarifying new concepts and information. Chapters 1, 5 and part of 4 were 
devoted to examine the latest development in international trade flows, agricultural policies, 
and trade agreements, from the bilateral, regional and multilateral points of view, including the 
WTO. Chapters 2, 3, 6 and part of 4 supply a monitoring of Syrian general trade, Syrian 
agricultural trade and Syrian trade policies. The last chapter (Chapter 7) is devoted to a different 
topic each year, and in SAT 2005 discusses the Syrian-EU Association Agreement. 

Apart from the updated information which could be particularly valuable for readers in the 
public and private sectors, SAT 2005 has adopted some changes compared to the previous 
issues. First, due to the change in the system of exchange rates adopted in 2000, this report 
expresses most trade tables in US dollars. Second, the time period of study covers the period 
from the average of 1995-97 through 2004. Finally, this is the first time that NAPC's own 
database is used completely as a source for Syrian agricultural trade flows. It is important to 
mention to our readers that the aggregation of Syrian agriculture was also done using NAPC's 
own database, which includes products that were not expected to be included as an agricultural 
components like many products in tariff chapters 31, 33, 38, 41, 44, 45, 51, 52, and 53. Examples 
of these products are fertilizers, essential oils and retinoid and perfumery, some wood products, 
cotton fibers, yarns and textiles, and other vegetable textile fibers. 
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The elaboration of SAT 2005 drew on multiple sources of information. Three chapters were 
based on documents and data made available by various international sources, such as the WTO 
(Chapters 1 and 4), OECD (Chapter 5), FAO (Chapters 1 to 3), European Commission (Chapters 
4, 5 and 7), as well as the USDA (Chapter 5). Various Syrian sources were also used in the 
preparation of Chapters 4 and 6. The most current data on domestic and international trade 
flows covers through the end of 2004, while the most updated information about domestic and 
international trade policies were explored including the latest developments in Syrian 
macroeconomic and trade policies up through the beginning of 2006.  

SAT 2005 provides a comprehensive picture of Syrian and international trade and trade policy 
developments. In the following paragraphs, a summary of these developments is given by 
chapter. 

Chapter 1 describes the main trends in total world and agricultural trade focusing on the world 
economic environment, main trends in total trade, and trends in world agricultural trade, with 
specific focus on the Middle East region and selected products of interest for Syria.  

World trade growth averaged 10.2% in 2004, with more than 20% of the increase from China. 
The EU15 became the first trader in the world, replacing the USA. Europe ranked as the top 
region for agricultural exports with a share of 47% of world agricultural trade, including the 
EU’s intra-regional trade. South and Central America registered the highest share of agricultural 
products in total exports. Africa accounted for the largest share of imports. The USA ranked as 
the top single agricultural exporter. The EU led the ranking of agricultural importers.  

Agricultural trade volume in the Middle East has been growing in recent years, with Europe as 
the most important destination for agricultural products from ME countries. The most 
important region supplying agricultural products to the Middle East in 2004 was Asia (taking 
the place of Europe in 2003). Chapter 1 closes with an examination of developments regarding 
some of the most important traded agricultural products, such as cereals (wheat, rice, maize, 
and barley), cotton, and olive oil. 

 

Chapter 2 presents the main developments of Syrian trade through 2004. It provides an 
assessment of Syrian trade as well as Syrian agricultural trade and describes the current 
situation in connection with the main features of the Syrian economy and the factors influencing 
Syrian total and agricultural trade. 

For the first time since 1999, Syria’s total trade balance (including the oil sector) recorded a 
negative value in 2004 with about US$1.6 billion. This was mainly as a result of liberalization 
policies that allowed for intensive imports. Syrian total exports showed a high level of 
concentration, in contrast to the total import structure which appears more diversified. 

The average annual growth of exports between 1995-1997 and 2004 was 4.5%. The EU remained 
Syria’s principal trading partner, accounting for 53.8% of Syrian total exports, followed by Arab 
countries, and Asian countries. As for countries, the main destinations for Syrian exports in 
2004 were the EU 15, followed by Iraq, Turkey and Saudi Arabia.  

Syria experienced a 5.9% annual average import growth between the 1995-1997 average and 
2004. Total imports recorded a remarkable increase (38.1%) in 2004 comparing to 2003. The 
major sources of Syrian imports in 2004 were, in order of importance: the EU (16.3%), followed 
by Ukraine, China, the Russian Federation, Saudi Arabia, Turkey, the USA and South Korea.  

In 2004, the Syrian agricultural trade balance reached a record negative value with US$264 
million. Agricultural exports showed an average annual growth of 3.4% for the period 1995-97 to 
2004, accounting on average for more than 20% of Syria’s total exports. As for the composition 
of Syrian agricultural exports, raw items keep dominating the scene: cotton came first with 24% 
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of Syrian agricultural exports, followed by live animals, cereals, edible vegetables, and 
beverages, spirits and vinegar.  

In 2004, agricultural imports recorded a value of US$1391 million, with an increase of 28.1% 
over the previous year. The composition of Syrian agricultural imports was characterized by the 
dominance of food products and processed items. Cereals were the most imported products, 
accounting for 21.0%, followed by sugars and sugar confectionery, residues and waste from food 
industries, coffee, tea, yerba mate and spices, oil seeds, and animal or vegetable fats and oils.    

Chapter 3 presents a more in-depth illustration of the features of Syrian agricultural trade. It 
explores the performance of Syrian agricultural trade, the trends of selected Syrian agricultural 
exported and imported goods, and the position of Syrian agricultural trade with its main trading 
partners. Trade performance is evaluated through the calculation of relevant indicators for 
specific exported and imported products, which were selected according to their share in total 
agricultural trade flows.  

There is an opportunity for some Syrian agricultural products to emerge as significant exports if 
structural adjustments in the agricultural production sector are achieved in the context of the 
reform process of the Syrian economy. Through 1999-2003, some of Syria's most important 
exports are traditional Syrian products: tomatoes, apricots and cherries, cotton, wheat and 
muslin, and barley. All of them tend to maintain stable levels of world market share, although 
they differ in their world trade volume growth. The best performance was recorded by tomatoes, 
followed by apricots and cherries, cotton not carded or combed, wheat and muslin, and barley.  

In 2004, the main Syrian agricultural exports continued to demonstrate heavy concentration 
with an average of 89.5% for the top five partners' share for every product (89.6% in 2003), with 
the exception of cotton (not carded or combed), cumin seeds, and selected fruits. In 2004, the 
main Syrian agricultural imports were also heavily concentrated with an average of 95.8% for 
the top five partners’ share and the lowest concentrations recorded by milk powder and butter & 
ghee, respectively, at 81.0% and 84.0%.  

Regarding agricultural exports, the Arab region was the most important destination for Syrian 
agricultural products, accounting for 68.2% of agricultural exports in 2004, followed by Europe 
(including the EU). In 2004, the European countries including the EU were also the largest 
supplier of agricultural products to Syria, followed by Arab countries, South America, and Asia 
(excluding Arab countries). The share of these four groups of suppliers totaled about 86.2% of 
Syrian agricultural imports in 2004. The trade balance was negative with the EU and the main 
American and Asian partners, except China. In 2004, Syria enjoyed a positive agricultural trade 
balance only with Arab main partners, Turkey, and China, as has been common since 1995-97. 
Syrian agricultural trade with some Arab countries like the UAE, Egypt, and Iraq was in 2004 
fairly balanced, while the highest deficit for Syria was recorded with the USA and Argentina.  
Saudi Arabia was the single largest destination for Syrian agricultural exports accounting for 
22.8% of total Syrian agricultural exports, followed by the EU, Egypt, Jordan, Iraq, Lebanon, 
and Turkey. The EU was the most important region supplier of Syrian agricultural imports in 
2004 accounting for 20.8%, of the total followed by the USA, Argentina, Brazil, Egypt, Iraq, 
Ukraine, and Sri Lanka.  

Chapter 4 discusses the latest developments in relevant trade agreements (multilateral, regional, 
and bilateral), and the most important outcomes of international trade negotiations on 
significant aspects. Critical to agriculture in Syria, issues related to the formulas for cutting 
agricultural tariffs, and the ways to reduce trade-distorting domestic subsidies, export subsidies, 
and cotton subsidies still urgently need to be agreed upon. The WTO's 149 member 
governments reached a deal at the Hong Kong Ministerial Meeting, with the most concrete 
achievement to set 2013 as the end-date for eliminating agricultural export subsidies. Moreover, 
a final report of the WTO Dispute Settlement committee confirmed the ruling in the sugar case 
in favor of Brazil. The EU launched its new European “Neighborhood Policy” in 2003, and in 
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2005 re-activated the Barcelona process for Euro-Mediterranean integration (ten years after the 
Barcelona process was initiated),. 

Regarding the Great Arab Free Trade Area (GAFTA) agreement, its implementation started at 
the beginning of 2005 with the reduction of tariffs to zero and the removal of agricultural 
calendars. This chapter also presents some bilateral agreement that was signed like Syrian-
Turkey free trade area, or going to be signed like the free trade area with Iran and Russian 
Federation. Concerning other important agreements, Turkey was accepted as a formal candidate 
for EU accession and has started negotiations. In addition, Saudi Arabia became a member of 
the WTO in 2005. In 2004, India, Pakistan, and other South Asian countries announced the 
South Asian Free Trade Area (SAFTA), which is intended to encompass all of the countries of 
the region. 

Chapter 5 is devoted to present in details some of the recent developments in trade policies in 
developed countries, distinguishing among the OECD, EU, and USA. Agricultural trade policies 
in these countries are the single most important factor affecting international markets, and 
international trade policy reform in industrial economies largely determines the opportunities 
for developing countries to benefit from international trade. The focus has been on changing the 
way in which support is provided to producers, with a notable shift away from production-
linked measures.  

Chapter 6 provides an overview of recent developments in Syrian economic policy not 
exclusively related to trade, but with direct influence on trade performance in general, and 
agricultural trade in particular. In addition, it explores the latest measures related to Syrian 
general and agricultural trade policies.  

Confirming the expectations, the Syrian government, on the face of the challenges confronting 
the country in the last few years, kept on track fostering a wide process of reforms at the 
administrative and market levels, to modernize the public sector and stimulate participation of 
the private sector in the economy. Trade policy has carried out forward steps to fully abandon 
the import substitution (and protection) approach of past times, and has begun to thoughtfully 
embrace an export-oriented approach.  

In the following sections of Chapter 6 an overview of institutional changes as it relates to Syrian 
trade is presented, and specific issues are covered that relate to the main economic policies that 
were adjusted in the last few years, such as: monetary and fiscal policies; the banking sector; the 
exchange rate; institutional simplification; investment policies; the insurance sector; and the 
stock and financial markets.  

In addition, main developments in the general trade regime are reviewed, and those specific to 
agricultural trade are examined in more detail, looking at the performance of agricultural 
market policies.  The impacts of agricultural trade reform are presented in the context of 
export/import trade reform, to address the relative importance of gradual restructuring of the 
agricultural sector. 

Finally, Chapter 7 focuses on the Syrian-EU Association Agreement. Technical negotiations were 
finalized in 2003 and initiated in October 19, 2004, and some provisions will likely result in 
better market opportunities for Syrian export products, but at the same time there will be 
increased competition for Syrian domestic products. The background of the Barcelona process – 
launched in 1995 and which lead to Association Agreements between the EU and Mediterranean 
countries – is examined, with reference to those that have already signed. Detailed agricultural 
provisions of the agreement are presented at the end of the chapter. 

In the following table, we presented the components of every exported and imported product as 
it was mentioned in the Harmonized System. When we are talking about any of these products 
in chapter 2and 3, we are referring to the sum of it’s components listed in the last column: 
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Components according to HS  Tariff Code 

Commodity 
Name as 

Mentioned in 
Chapter 2 and 3 

Exported products 
Sheep  (0104.10.00) 
Sheep male for breeding  (0104.10.10) 
Other sheep male  (0104.10.20)

Sheep 

Other cotton, not carded or combed (5201.00.90) Cotton 
Olive oil virgin suitable for human consumption in its 
present form  (1509.10.10) 

Olive oil (lampante) for use in the manufacture of soap  (1509.10.21) 
Other olive oil (lampante) (1509.10.29) 
Olive oil and its fractions, refined (1509.90.10) 
Other olive oil - fractions - Solid (stearin) (1509.90.21) 
Other olive oil - fractions  (1509.90.90) 
Other oils and their fractions, obtained solely from 
olives, refined 

(1510.00.10) 

Olive oil 

Tomatoes, fresh or chilled  (0702.00.00) Tomatoes 
Lentils, for sowing  (0713.40.10) 
Other Lentils  (0713.40.90)

Lentils 

Barley (1003.00.00) Barley 
Seeds of cumin (0909.30.00) Cumin Seeds 
Wheat and meslin  (1001.00.00) 
Durum wheat planting seed  (1001.10.10) 
Other durum wheat  (1001.10.90) 
Soft ordinary wheat imported by the general 
establishment for trading and manufacturing Cereals 
for the purpose of internal supplying  

(1001.90.12) 

Solid or semi-solid ordinary wheat  (1001.90.13) 
Other wheat and meslin  (1001.90.90)

Soft and Durum 
Wheat 

Apples  (0808.10.00) 
Pears  (0808.20.10) 
Apricots  (0809.10.00) 
Cherries  (0809.20.00) 
Peaches, including nectarines  (0809.30.00) 
Plums and sloes  (0809.40.00)

Selected Fruits 

Oil-cake and other solid residues, whether or not 
ground or in the form of pellets, resulting from the 
extraction of soya-bean oil  

(2304.00.00) 

Oil-cake and other solid residues, whether or not 
ground or in the form of pellets, resulting from the 
extraction of vegetable fats or oils, other than those of 
heading 2304 or 2305  

(2306.00.00) 

Oil-Cake form 
Soybean and 
cotton seeds 

Other Leather further prepared after tanning or 
crusting of sheep or lamb,  tanned, grained, stamped or 
printed etc   
 

(4112.00.99) Leather 

Chickpeas (garbanzos) (0713.20.00) Chickpeas 
(garbanzos) 

Cotton Linters (1404.20.00) Cotton Linters 
Oranges  (0805.10.00) 
Mandarins (including tangerines and satsumas); 
clementines, wilkings and similar citrus hybrids  

(0805.20.00) 

Grapefruit  (0805.40.00) 

Citrus 
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Lemons (citrus limon, citrus limonum) and limes 
(citrus aurantifolia, citrus latifolia)  

(0805.50.00) 

Sweet lemons  (0805.90.10) 
Other citrus fruit, fresh or dried  (0805.90.90)

 

Apricot paste and grape paste (Kemeradin) (2007.99.10) Apricot and 
grape paste 

Cheese and curd  (0406.10.00) 
Lactic cheese  (0406.10.10) 
Other fresh (unripened or uncured) cheese, including 
whey cheese and curd  

(0406.10.90) 

Lactic Cheese 
and Curd 

Durum wheat and soft wheat flour  (1101.00.10) 
Other wheat or meslin flour  (1101.00.90)

Flour 

Potatoes, fresh or chilled for seed  (0701.10.00) 
Other potatoes, fresh or chilled  (0701.90.00) 
Potatoes, frozen (0710.10.00)

Potatoes (fresh 
or chilled, seed, 
frozen) 

Grapes, fresh (0806.10.00) Fresh Grape 
Mineral waters and aerated waters, not containing 
added sugar or other sweetening matter nor flavored  

(2201.10.00) 

Other waters, not containing added sugar or other 
sweetening matter nor flavored; ice and snow  

(2201.90.00) 

Mineral waters and aerated waters, containing added 
sugar or other sweetening matter or flavored  (2202.10.00) 

Other waters, containing added sugar or other 
sweetening matter or flavored, and other non-alcoholic 
beverages  

(2202.90.00) 

Mineral and 
Aerated Water 

Pistachios, in shell  (0802.50.10) 
Pistachios, shelled  (0802.50.20)

Pistachios 

Imported Products 
Candy sugar, Refined (1701.99.11) 
Other chemically pure sucrose, in solid form, refined  (1701.99.19) 
Other chemically pure sucrose, in solid form  (1701.99.90) 

Sugar 

Maize (Corn) for not sowing  (1005.90.00) 
Maize (corn) (1005.90.10) 
Other maize (corn)  (1005.90.90) 

Maize 

Barley (1003.00.00) Barley 
Rice in the husk (paddy or rough) for sowing  (1006.10.10) 
Other Rice in the husk (paddy or rough)  (1006.10.90) 
Husked (brown) rice  (1006.20.00) 
Semi-milled or wholly milled rice, whether or not 
polished or glazed  

(1006.30.00) 

Rice 

Tea, whither on not flavouned  (0902.00.00) 
Green tea (not fermented) in immediate packings of 
content not exceeding 3 kg (0902.10.00) 

Other green tea (not fermented) (0902.20.00) 
Black tea (fermented) and partly fermented tea, in 
immediate packings of a content not exceeding 3 kg  

(0902.30.00) 

Other black tea (fermented) and other partly fermented 
tea in packings  

(0902.40.00) 

Tea 

Crude soya-bean oil, whether or not degummed for use 
in the manufacture of soap  

(1507.10.10) 

Other crude soya-bean oil, whether or not degummed  (1507.10.90) 
Other soya-bean oil and its fractions, whether or not 
refined, but not chemically modified  (1507.90.00) 

Palm oil crude of a degree of acidity of 20% and higher  (1511.10.10) 
Palm oil crude of a degree of acidity of 20% and lesser 
for use by industry  

(1511.10.21) 

(1511 10 29) 

Oil of various 
seeds 
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lesser  
Other palm oil and its fractions  (1511.90.00) 
Crude oil for use by industry from sunflower seed  (1512.11.11) 
Other Crude oil for use by industry from sunflower-
seed, safflower or cottonseed oil and fractions thereof (1512.11.90) 

Crude oil (Other) from sunflower seeds  (1512.19.10) 
Cotton-seed oil and its fractions, whether or not refined, 
but not chemically modified  

(1512.21.00) 

Cotton-seed oil and its fractions, for use in the 
manufacture of soap 

(1512.21.10) 

Other Raw Cotton-seed oil, crude and its fractions  (1512.21.90) 
Other Cotton-seed oil and its fractions  (1512.29.00) 
Maize (corn) oil, Crude, for use in the manufacture of 
soap 

(1515.21.10) 

Other Maize (corn) oil Crude and its fractions (1515.21.90) 
Other Maize (corn) oil and its fractions  (1515.29.00) 

 

Oil-cake and other solid residues, whether or not 
ground or in the form of pellets, resulting from the 
extraction of soya-bean oil  

(2304.00.00) 

Oil-cake and other solid residues, whether or not 
ground or in the form of pellets, resulting from the 
extraction of vegetable fats or oils, other than those of 
heading 2304 or 2305  

(2306.00.00) 

Oil-cake and other solid residues, whether or not 
ground or in the form of pellets, resulting from the 
extraction of vegetable fats or oils, of cotton seeds  

(2306.10.00) 

Oil-cake and other solid residues, whether or not 
ground or in the form of pellets, resulting from the 
extraction of vegetable fats or oils, of sunflower seeds  

(2306.30.00) 

Oil-cake and other solid residues, whether or not 
ground or in the form of pellets, resulting from the 
extraction of vegetable fats or oils, of coconut or copra 

(2306.50.00) 

Oil-cake and other solid residues, whether or not 
ground or in the form of pellets, resulting from the 
extraction of vegetable fats or oils, of maize (corn) germ   

(2306.70.00) 

Pulp and other solid material resulting from olive oil 
extraction  

(2306.90.10) 

Other oil-cake and other solid residues, whether or not 
ground or in the form of pellets, resulting from the 
extraction of vegetable fats or oils  

(2306.90.90) 

Cake of olive, 
Soybean, and 
others 

Soya beans, whether or not broken (1201.00.00) Soya beans 
Milk in powder, granules or other solid forms, for 
children, in airtight tins containing not more than 
2,500 g  

(0402.10.10) 

Other Milk and Cream, not concentrated nor containing 
added sugar or other sweetening matter, In powder, 
granules or other solid forms, of a fat content, by 
weight, not exceeding 1.5%  

(0402.10.90) 

Milk , In powder, granules or other solid forms, of a fat 
content, by weight, exceeding 1.5%,Not containing 
added sugar or other sweetening matter, For children, 
in airtight tins containing not more than 2,500 g  

(0402.21.10) 

Other Milk , In powder, granules or other solid forms, 
of a fat content, by weight, exceeding 1.5%,Not 
containing added sugar or other sweetening matter  

(0402.21.90) 

(0402.29.10) 

Milk Powder 
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children, in airtight tins containing not more than 
2,500 g 
Other Milk , In powder, granules or other solid forms, 
of a fat content, by weight, exceeding 1.5% 

(0402.29.90) 

 

Bananas, including plantains, fresh or dried (0803.00.00) Banana 
Sardines, sardinella and brisling or sprats  (1604.13.00) 
Tunas, skipjack and bonito (Sarda spp.)  (1604.14.00) 
Other prepared or preserved fish  (1604.20.00)

Canned Fish 

Sunflower seeds, whether or not broken  (1206.00.00) 

Sesame seeds (1207.40.00) 

Sesame and 
Sunflower 
Seeds 

Mate, prepared and ready for consumption  (0903.00.10) 
Mate, raw, in stalk form, whether or not ground  (0903.00.20)

Mate 

Margarine, excluding liquid margarine of animal origin  (1517.10.10) 
Margarine, excluding liquid margarine of vegetable 
origin  

(1517.10.20) Margarine 

Live bovine animals  (0102.00.00) 
Live bovine animals, Pure-bred breeding animals  (0102.10.00) 
Other live bovine animals  (0102.90.00)

Bovine 

Bran, sharps and other residues, whether or not in the 
form of pellets, derived from the sifting, milling or other 
working of cereals or of leguminous plants  

(2302.00.00) 

Bran, sharps and other residues, whether or not in the 
form of pellets, derived from the sifting, milling or other 
working of cereals or of leguminous plants of maize 
(corn)  

(2302.10.00) 

Bran, sharps and other residues, whether or not in the 
form of pellets, derived from the sifting, milling or other 
working of cereals or of leguminous plants of rice  

(2302.20.00) 

Bran, sharps and other residues, whether or not in the 
form of pellets, derived from the sifting, milling or other 
working of cereals or of leguminous plants of wheat  

(2302.30.00) 

Bran, sharps and other residues, whether or not in the 
form of pellets, derived from the sifting, milling or other 
working of cereals or of leguminous plants of other 
cereals  

(2302.40.00) 

Bran, sharps and other residues, whether or not in the 
form of pellets, derived from the sifting, milling or other 
working or of leguminous plants  

(2302.50.00) 

Bran, Sharps 
and Other 
Residues 

Butter  (0405.10.00) 
Ghee  (0405.90.10)

Butter and Ghee 

Coffee, not roasted, not decaffeinated  (0901.11.00) 
Coffee, not roasted, decaffeinated  (0901.12.00) 
Coffee, roasted, Not decaffeinated  (0901.21.00) 
Coffee, roasted, decaffeinated  (0901.22.00) 
Broken coffee beans and coffee husks and skins, 
whether or not roasted or ground  

(0901.90.10) 

Other coffee, coffee husks and skins; coffee substitutes 
containing coffee in any proportion  

(0901.90.90) 

Coffee 
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Chapter 1- World Trade1 

This chapter describes the main trends in world total and agricultural trade. Section 1.1 refers to 
the general world economic environment, in order to understand the evolution of global trade.  
Section 1.2 describes the main trends in total trade, and section 1.3 looks at the trends in world 
agricultural trade, with specific focus on the Middle East region and selected products of 
interests for Syria.  

1.1. Trends in the World Economy 

After a growth of less than 2% for each of 2001 and 2002, the world economy is gaining 
momentum. The world economy experienced two phases in 2003: a ubiquitously fragile 
situation in the first half of the year and a stronger-than-expected upturn in the second half. 
Following the setbacks caused by the prospects of geopolitical uncertainties associated with the 
war in Iraq, and the outbreak of Severe Acute Respiratory Syndrome (SARS) early in 2003, 
economic growth in an increasing number of countries shifted to a measurably higher gear in 
the second half of the year, raising the growth of Gross World Product (GWP) for 2003 as a 
whole to 2.5%. The improved performance and outlook does not, however, compensate for the 
subdued growth of the previous two years when world per capita output failed to increase. The 
global economic recovery is being driven mainly by the United States, but increasing 
contributions from a number of other economies are becoming evident.  

Particularly notable is the rapidly rising weight of China in the world economy and its role in the 
2003 recovery. East Asia has maintained its strength, accompanied by a turnaround in Japan 
that has been stronger than anticipated, also allowing Asia, in general, to keep on experiencing 
positive growth rates although at lower level than in previous years. In 2003, some of the 
economic difficulties facing a number of Latin American countries diminished and the short-
term prospects for Africa improved. Noticeably, after the relapses associated with their 
transformation, the economies in transition have achieved sound growth for a number of 
consecutive years despite the slowdown elsewhere. In contrast, Western Europe has been a 
source of the weakness influencing the whole international economy) that began to dissipate 
only in late 2003. Nevertheless, the acceleration in growth in 2003 was greater in the developed 
countries than in the developing countries, most of which continue to lag behind in the present 
cyclical recovery. Among the developing countries, there was less disparity in growth among the 
regions than in 2002, mainly because Latin America reversed the decline in output production 
suffered during 2002.  

The recovery is being accompanied and supported by a degree of improvement in international 
trade and finance. The international prices of non-fuel commodities have been rising as the 

                                                        
1 The main sources for this chapter are: Global Economic Prospects, 2004, World Economic Situation and Prospects, 
issues 2004 and 2005, International Trade Statistics 2004, Global Agricultural Trade and Developing Countries, and 
The database of the WTO and FAOSTAT. 
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demand for minerals and metals and, to a lesser extent, agricultural raw materials have 
strengthened, but a large part of the increase is accounted for by the depreciation of the dollar. 
Net private capital flows to developing countries were about 50% higher in 2003 than in 2002, 
but mostly as a result of lower repayments and other outflows. Foreign direct investment (FDI) 
and official loans and grants were the only net sources of capital inflow for these countries. FDI 
figures, both globally and to developing countries, remained almost unchanged from 2002, and 
in both cases were well below the peak reached in 2000.  

The strength of the current recovery is still heavily dependent on the policy stimuli of low 
interest rates and expansionary fiscal measures. While the required mix of such policies varies 
across countries, continued stimulus remains crucial for nurturing the recovery because 
autonomous effective demand remains below potential in many economies. An overriding 
weakness in the world economy lays in the large international imbalances, manifested in the 
large external deficit of the United States and a matching aggregate of surpluses in a few other 
economies. These global imbalances reflect not only a substantial disequilibrium in 
international trade and capital flows, but also cross-country disparities in long-run growth and 
in economic structures.  

Building on the positive trend seen in the second half of 2003, global economic growth in 2004 
was impressive. The performance reflects a combination of long-term secular trends, improving 
macroeconomic management, and an enhanced domestic investment climate coinciding with a 
cyclical recovery of the global economy. East Asia has come out of the crisis of 1997–98 stronger 
than before, and the countries of Europe and Central Asia are almost completely out of the long 
shadow of their difficult transition from socialism and are growing more rapidly; South Asian 
countries, on the strength of continuing reforms, are also performing well, and countries in 
Latin America, Sub-Saharan Africa, and the Middle East (ME) and North Africa are having a 
much better year than 2003. In general, 2004 is shaped up to be a healthy year for developing 
countries, perhaps the best in the last three decades. Some countries, however, have not enjoyed 
the fruits of this recovery, and various forces continue to restrain economic growth. Lingering 
imbalances in the global economy associated with the rising twin deficits2 in the USA, a delayed 
recovery in Europe, high and volatile oil prices, and questions about the path of China’s 
economy constitute risks to the global economy and moderate the pace of growth in developing 
countries over the medium term. On the side of political economics, the WTO discussions in 
August 2004 (when governments concluded a framework outline for an agreement to pursue the 
Doha Development Agenda (DDA)) recovered progress that was lost in late 2003 after the 
Cancun WTO Ministerial Meeting. The framework, however, is only an outline, and the actual 
agreement is far from finalized. 

1.1.1. Developments in main currencies’ exchange rates. 

Commodity exchange rate adjustments left their mark on international trade flows. In 2003, the 
euro appreciated against most baskets of currencies while the US dollar depreciated (Figure 1.1). 
The ongoing Iraq crisis has had a direct impact on the softening of the US dollar amid the 
strengthening of the euro. In fact, in 2003, dollar prices of internationally traded goods and 
services have recorded their largest increase since 1995. 

With the continued strengthening of the euro against the dollar, several exporters were seriously 
considering switching to the euro as the reference currency for trade. The value of merchandise 
trade measured in current dollars rose by somewhat more than 10%, driven mainly by higher 
commodity prices and the depreciation of the US dollar vis-à-vis the euro. Furthermore, the US 
has been lowering rates and has maintained an easing bias since 2000. A weak dollar makes US 
exports cheaper overseas and foreign goods more expensive domestically, thus aiding a 
domestic recovery. This, in turn, increases global demand for US goods, boosting the sales of US 

                                                        
2 Twin deficits are a term in reference to a country’s government budget deficit and a simultaneous current account 
deficit. 
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corporations. After a three-year period of depreciation, the dollar began to strengthen from the 
middle of 2004, registering a 12.4% increase for the year. One of the important reasons behind 
this recovery is the continuous increasing in the American interest rates. In contrast, the 
continuing appreciation of the euro led to a further deterioration of the cost competitiveness of 
the euro area.  

Figure 1.1- Quarterly Average of US Dollar Price by Euro, 2002- 2004. 
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Source: x-rates website Data. 

1.1.2. International Oil Market 

Concerning oil prices, at the beginning of 2003 the continued unrest in Venezuela and the 
anticipation of imminent military action in Iraq caused prices to rise. However, Iraqi oil fields 
were not destroyed as had been feared and prices subsequently fell. Prices then rose again to 
new highs driven largely by increasing demand. The price increases in 2005 were more the 
result of supply concerns due to damage incurred during the heavy hurricane season in the 
Southern USA, as well as the reduction in world oil excess capacity, which fell to its lowest level 
in over three decades. Indeed, as US spot prices of crude oil and natural gas increased by an 
average of 36% and 47%, respectively, total US energy demand remained flat in 2005, despite a 
relatively healthy economic growth rate of more than 3%. Similarly, world oil prices climbed 
throughout the year despite slower demand growth in both China and the United States. The 
following Figure 1.2 shows the fluctuating oil price over the last three years. 
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Figure 1.2- Oil Prices Fluctuation during 2003-2005, US$ Per Barrel. 

 
Source: Data from Bank of Mauritius website. 

1.2. Trends in General Trade 

The upturn of the world economy in the course of 2003 is evident from both the annual trade 
and output indicators. Global merchandise production and merchandise trade recorded their 
highest annual growth in three years. Merchandise trade increased by 4.5% in terms of volume3, 
significantly faster than world merchandise production, which recovered by nearly 3%. Actually, 
trade growth strengthened in the course of 2003, driven above all by demand expansion in the 
United States and East Asia. However, although trade expansion in 2003 exceeded that of the 
preceding year, it remained well below the average rate of 6.5% recorded in the second half of 
the 1990s. The gain in real merchandise trade on a year-to-year basis does not reveal the vigor of 
the expansion in the course of 2003. In fact, after the lackluster growth of the first half of 2003, 
global output and trade accelerated in the second half, largely due to developments in East Asia 
and the United States. Asia and the Transition Economies (referring to CIS - the Commonwealth 
of Independent States) both recorded the strongest trade volume growth. In Asia, and in 
particular East Asia, the trade surplus has led to a large build-up of foreign exchange reserves.  

World trade growth averaged 10.2% between 2003 and 2004, reflecting rapid increases in 
industrial production and investment activity. The expansion in trade volumes in 2004 is 
reminiscent of the increase observed in 2000 and mirrors the rapid recovery in industrial 
production that began to take shape in the second half of 2003 and continued into 2004. More 
than 20% of the increase in world merchandise trade volumes was represented by China, whose 
imports increased by 32%—reflecting both the positive impact of its accession to the WTO and 
unsustainable rates of investment and consumption demand. Nonetheless, in terms of trade 
value growth rate, Asia ranked sixth (24.6%), whereas the Transition Economies and Africa 
occupied the first and second position (33.8% and 29.2% respectively), although Africa’s share 
of world trade was only 2.5%, allowing to conclude that the enhancement in world trade was 
impacted more by the Asian growth rather than the African one. Figure 1.3 and Table 1.1 
illustrate the situation of world trade (values) in the last years. 

                                                        
3 High variations in exchange rates resulted in fluctuations on prices; though, there are considerable gaps between the 
changes in volumes and the changes in values. 
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Figure 1.3- Annual Percentage Changes in Regional World Trade, 2003-2004 (%).  
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Source: WTO website-Table 1.1. 

In 2004, exports from Transition Economies and Europe rose by 36.5% and 19.2% respectively. 
Both regions combined account for about one-half of world exports. North America’s trade was 
rather sluggish comparing to other regions, its exports increased by 13.9% only. Growth was 
recorded also in Asia, the ME and Africa (Figure 1.4 and Table 1.2). 

Figure 1.4- Annual Percentage Changes in Regional World Exports, 2003-2004 (%). 
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Source: WTO website-Table 1.2. 

With respect to imports, at regional level Western Europe, North America, the ME and the 
Transition Economies have increased their exports, with the latter more than the others, 
confirming the positive trend of the Transition Economies since 2000 have shown a 
considerable increase in the Transition Economies imports. In 2004, their import growth 
reached more than 30%. South and Central America, the second region in import-growth, 
increased its imports by 26.6%. North America’s imports recovered and recorded a 16.5% 
increase (Figure 1.5 and Table 1.3). 
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Figure 1.5 - Annual Percentage Changes in Regional World Imports, 2003-2004 (%). 
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Source: WTO website-Table 1.3. 

1.2.1. Main Trading Countries 

The USA, which was the first trader in the world up to 2002, stayed in the number two position 
in 2004, while the EU-25 continued to hold first place (Figure 1.6). The US suffered during the 
past thee years from the large and growing fiscal deficit alongside the related large current 
account deficit. The corresponding appreciation of the euro and yen in relation to the dollar 
during the 2002-2003 period, which is equivalent to a tightening of monetary policy in the EU 
and Japan, added to deflationary pressures in those regions and elsewhere, thus likely requiring 
an offsetting loosening of their monetary policies. In fact, countries such as China and Japan 
accounted for a large part of the US trade deficit. In 2004, China stepped up from being the 
fourth to being the third largest trader, taking the place of Japan, which stepped down to the 
fourth position. In an effort to maintain export competitiveness, however, East Asian countries4 
in particular appear to be resisting depreciation of the US dollar through large-scale 
intervention on the foreign exchange market. Notably, the EU increased its total trade by 20.4% 
from 2003 to 2004, whereas total US trade increase by 15.6%. The greatest change was 
witnessed in China, which recorded a-one-year increase in total trade of 35.7% (Table 1.4).  

On the export side, EU remained the largest exporter with a share of 18.1% of global exports, 
followed by the US and China with, respectively, 12.3% and 8.9%, as indicated in Figure 1.6 and 
Table 1.5. China increased its exports by 19.9% compared to 2003, moving from the fourth place 
in 2003 to overtake Japan in the third place in 2004. 

                                                        
4 Such as Japan and China. 
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Figure 1.6 - Main Exporting Countries’ Share in Total World Trade, 2003- 2004 (%). 
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Source: WTO website-Table 1.5. 

On the import side, China increased its imports by 36%, in 2004, and became a promising 
market for many countries, also replaced Japan as the world’s third largest merchandise trader 
(Figure 1.7 and Table 1.6). US imports’ share kept declining and the EU did not confirm the 
positive trend experienced and saw a reduction of its share.   

Figure 1.7- Main Importing Countries’ Share in Total World Trade, 2003-2004 (%). 
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Source: WTO website-Table 1.6. 

Finally, going briefly through different kinds of goods, WTO available data point that, at almost 
5%, world exports of manufactured goods again recorded the strongest volume of trade growth 
among all sectors. Trade in agricultural products was grown by 3% in real terms in 2003, which 
was slightly less than in the preceding year. Moreover, although trade expansion in 2003 
exceeded that of output in the agricultural and manufacturing sectors, but somewhat 
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surprisingly, this was not the case in the mining sector in 2003. In 2004, however, exports’ 
volume of manufactured goods grew by 10%, while mining growth was 5.5%, and agriculture 
sector only 3.5%.   

1.3. World Agricultural Trade 

Introduction and Outlook 

International agricultural trade has been described as inexplicable, exasperating, and the most 
distorted segment of the global economy. Nevertheless, it is important to agricultural producers, 
and that importance grows as production surpasses domestic demand. Factually, exports of 
agricultural raw materials strengthened during 2003 in the developed countries, China and 
other Asian countries. Notably, in Africa, recovery of prices of several non-oil commodities from 
earlier lows contributed to improved export earnings from a wide range of agricultural and 
commodities. On the other hand, in 2003, among agricultural commodities, the prices of food 
failed to improve, on average, while vegetable oilseeds and oil, as well as agricultural raw 
materials, echoed a strong upward trend, largely owing to increased demand by China and the 
overall acceleration in global economic activity.  

However, the improvement in agricultural commodity prices in 2003, and lately in 2004 has not 
offset the setback suffered in the prolonged period of falling commodity prices over two decades: 
from 1980 to 2002. Particularly for some agricultural commodities, the improvement in 2003 
and 2004 falls far short of returning prices to their earlier levels. For example, at the end of 
2004, the price index for all food products was almost 20% below the average for 1995; within 
this group, the fall in the price of tropical beverages was particularly marked. Developing 
countries exporting agricultural commodities are therefore still confronting with prices that are 
low by historical standards. Moreover, some of the recent increase in prices has been a reflection 
of the concurrent depreciation of the dollar (World Economic Situation and Prospects 2005, UN 
2005). 

1.3.1. Regional Trends 

As Figure 1.8 shows, Europe ranked first on regions’ agricultural exports scale5 with a share of 
47% of world agricultural trade (considerable part of this percentage is intra trade), gaining 1.3% 
of the market during the period 2002-2004 (figure 1.8). In 2004, Asia by passed the second 
exporting region, North America, and contributed to 18.3% of world agricultural exports, while 
North America accounted for 16.7% of world agricultural exports, losing 2.1% of the market 
during 2002-2004. South and Central America improved its global share from 9.2% to 10.4% 
and the Transition Economies absorbed 0.5% more of the market. Africa and ME regions kept 
their positions on this scale, with slight increase for the former and little decrease for the later 
(Table 1.7).  

                                                        
5 Including trade within regions.  
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Figure 1.8- Regional Share in World Agricultural Exports, 2002 and 2004 (%). 
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Source: WTO website-Table 1.7. 

In spite of its largest share in global agricultural trade, Europe was in 2004 the fifth region in 
terms of share of agricultural exports in total exports with only 9.4% of its exports being 
agricultural commodities. In this respect, South and Central America had the highest share, 
30% of exports from the agricultural sector. Africa was a distant second followed by North 
America (see Figure 1.9).   

Figure 1.9 - Share of Agricultural Products in Total Exports, by Region, 2004 (%). 
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Source: WTO website-Table 1.8. 

As regards to the importance of agricultural imports in total imports, Africa had the largest 
share at 14.5% (see Figure 1.10). Transition Economies were the second with 13.7%, noticeably 
taking the place that in 2002 was of the ME. North America is the last region in this ranking: its 
agricultural products formed only 6.2% of its total imports.  
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Figure 1.10 - Share of Agricultural Products in Total Imports by Region, 2004 (%). 
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Source: WTO website-Table 1.8. 

1.3.2. Main traders 
In term of exports (see Figure 1.11), USA was the first exporter for agricultural commodities, 
with a share of 10.2% of world agricultural exports in 2004. Noticeably, USA share kept in 2004 
the decreasing trend being experienced in the last few years, which, differently from 2003, was 
in this case an expected occurrence in light of the appreciation of the Dollar. In 2004, EU 
remained the second most important exporter of agricultural products, although, like USA, 
partly losing some of its share, compared with 2003 figures (Table 1.9). Remarkably, EU world 
share of agricultural exports decreased despite the depreciation of Euro in 2004 (see Figure 1.1). 
This could be explained by the favorable opportunity given by the common currency to trade 
among EU member states, which likely lessens the relevance of the advantage to trade in world 
market even in the case of a depreciating Euro. Complementarily, being EU and USA major 
trading partners, and being EU internal needs conveniently satisfied by domestic products, USA 
exports are negatively affected, in parallel with US dollar appreciation.  

Figure 1.11 - Share of Leading Agricultural Products Exporters’ in World Agricultural Exports, 2003-
2004 (%). 
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Source: WTO website-Table 1.9. 

Regarding imports, USA, which in 2001 was the first agricultural importer in the world, 
continued noticeably decreasing its share in world agricultural imports from 11.4% in 2002, to 
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10.7% in 2003, then to 10.5% in 2004. On the other hand, EU, which was the second importer in 
2001, decreased its share from 13.6% in 2003, to 12.9% in 2004, but kept the first place as main 
importer that had gained in 2002.  Japan ranked in third place, but slightly shrank its imports 
over the world market, while China, expectedly, imported 0.9% more of total world agricultural 
imports. Figure 1.12 illustrates the situation of main agricultural importers in the world (Table 
1.10). 

Figure 1.12- Share of Leading Agricultural Products Importer in World Agricultural Imports, 
2003-2004 (%). 
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Source: WTO website-Table 1.10. 

1.3.3. Middle East Trade 

Middle East (ME) agricultural trade has been increasing in recent years in both exports and 
imports. The region’s agricultural export value increased from US$ 8.2 billion to US$ 9.3 billion 
during the period 2002-2004 (Figure 1.13 and Table 1.11). ME intra-trade represented the 
biggest share of its agricultural trade, although decreased through the years. Noticeably, all 
regions of destination increased their imports of ME agricultural products with Western Europe 
being the most important region for ME agricultural sales (excluding intra-trade).  

Figure 1.13-Middle East Agricultural Export Values by Region of Destination, 2002-2004 (US$ 
billion). 
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Source: WTO website-Table 1.11. 
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Agricultural exports accounted only about 16% of ME intra exports (see Figure 1.14 and Table 
1.11). However, in 2004 agricultural exports formed 23.6% of total ME exports to the Economies 
in transition, with lower shares in exports to other regions. Agricultural products formed only 
0.6% of total ME exports to Asia, and 0.7% of total ME exports to North America.  

Figure 1.14-Shares of Agriculture on Total ME Exports, 2002-2004 (%). 
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Source: WTO website-Table 1.11. 

Likewise, ME agricultural imports’ value increased during 2002-2004 from US$ 20.9 billion to 
US$ 27.2 billion. In 2004, the most important agricultural exporter to ME was Asia, even more 
important than ME itself along with imports from Europe. Previously, Europe was the most 
important partner (see Figure 1.15). Noticeably, against a decrease in intra-regional agricultural 
imports, ME increased the imports of agricultural products from all other regions.  

Figure 1.15 – Middle East Agricultural Import Values, 2002-2004 (billion US$). 
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Source: WTO website-Table 1.11. 

A remarkable evidence of ME agricultural trade is the Latin America’s share in ME imports (see 
Figure 1.16). About 74% of ME imports from Latin America were agricultural products; such as 
banana, coffee, and mate. In addition, this share has been increasing in last three years. Africa 
also had a noticeable figure of share of agricultural products in total ME imports from the 
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region, which fluctuated around 32%, but total agricultural imports from Africa are relatively 
small. Agricultural imports from Europe had the lowest share, which has been decreasing in the 
recent years and reached 7% only (Table 1.11).  

Figure 1.16 -Share of Agriculture on Total Middle East Imports, 2002-2004 (%). 
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Source: WTO website-Table 1.11. 

As regards to individual countries in the ME region (see Figure 1.17) it can be underlined that 
Saudi Arabia accounted for the largest amount of agricultural imports, but WTO statistics don't 
present specific figures for Saudi agricultural imports in 2004. Saudi agricultural imports were 
US$ 6,259 million in 2003, while Algeria imported US$ 3,361 million in the same year and 
about US$4,400 million in 2004. Moreover, Egypt had also a relatively good agricultural import 
value of US$ 3,511 million (Table 1.12).  

Figure 1.17 - Agricultural Imports of Selected Middle East Countries, 2004 (Million US$). 
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Source: WTO website-Table 1.12. 

1.1. Trends in Selected Products 

In the next paragraphs reference is made to world markets for a list of products of interest for 
Syrian trade.  The list consists of some cereals (wheat, barley, rice and maize), cotton and olive 
oil. 
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Cereals 

Cereal prices increased in the second half of 2003 because of reduced production in the 
northern hemisphere summer, due to adverse weather conditions in major producer countries 
(World economic report, 2004). Nevertheless, the Food and Agriculture Organization of the 
United Nations (FAO) estimated world cereal output at 1,985 million tons in 2004; some 5% 
higher than in 2003, as European producers recovered from the drought of the previous year. 
Persistent downward pressure on prices of cereals might be expected in view of the rebound in 
world production and stagnant world demand (World economic situation and prospects, 2005). 

Wheat 

It is estimated that global wheat production in 2003 was around 2% less than in the previous 
year. EU wheat production, for instance, is estimated to have decreased by 11% in the same year. 
The fall in production may have adverse consequences on net food-importing developing 
countries in the short term. On the other hand, excess supply characterizes the markets for 
wheat in 2004; coupled with low income elasticity of demand, even the recent world economic 
recovery has not led to significant increases in their demand. Hence, wheat prices suffered a 
downturn during the course of 2004, after a favorable year in 2003. According to the FAO, food 
consumption of cereals is likely to grow at a much lower pace with food use of wheat staying 
below its estimated long term trend.  

USA is the biggest exporter of wheat in the world, as reflected in Figure 1.18 and Tables 1.13 and 
1.14. In 2004, USA exported about US$ 5,200 million (some 30% of global wheat exports), 
followed by Australia, which became the second exporter of wheat in 2004. Canada, the former 
second exporter, came off to the third rank. 

Figure 1.18- Main Wheat Exporters in the World, 2004 (Million US$). 
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Source: FAO website-Table 1.14. 

On the other hand, the first importer in the world is China (see Figure 1.19), followed by EU. 
China imported US$ 1,873 million (accounting for about 10.3% of global imports), while EU 
imported US$ 1,453 million (7% of global imports) (Table 1.15). 
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Figure 1.19- Main Wheat Importers in the World, 2004 (Million US$). 
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Source: FAO website-Table 1.15. 

Barley 

Feed crops such as barley (maize, soybeans, sorghum, etc.) constitute a large portion of global 
agriculture and occupy a significant share of the cultivated land around the world. Indeed, four 
crops alone – barley, sorghum, cotton and canola – account for approximately 15% of global 
planted acreage (FAOSTAT, 2004). Likewise wheat, barely exports’ growth rate was negative 
during the last decade (0.7%). However, it was pretty good in 2003 and 2004, when the annual 
growth rate reached 20% and 12% respectively, compared to previous years (Table 1.16)6.  

Without accounting for EU intra trade, Australia is by far the first exporter of barley in the world 
(figure 1.20)7.  

Figure 1.20- Main Barley Exporters in the World, 2004 (Million US$). 
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Source: FAO website-Table 1.17. 

With respect to imports, Saudi Arabia is by far the main importer, followed by China and Japan 
(Figure 1.21). 

                                                        
6 Rising demand for animal protein due to population growth and rising incomes were likely behind this climb. 
7 Accounting for EU intra-trade would place EU as the first exporter. 
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Figure 1.21- Main Barley Importers in the World, 2004 (Million US$). 
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Source: FAO website-Table 1.18. 

Rice 

Rice is one of the most important food grains in the world (one of the most protected food 
commodities in world trade as well), accounting for more than 20% of global calories consumed 
and 29% in low-income countries (Global Agricultural Trade and Developing Countries, 2005). 
Thus, policies that affect rice prices, production, and trade have a large impact on the poor. The 
rice market is a mature market, with static demand in industrial countries and growing demand 
in developing economies driven by demographics pressure rather than income growth. Despite 
the importance of rice as a basic staple, global trade accounts for only 6.5% of consumption. 
That means that most countries which consume rice are self-sufficient in it. In fact, the average 
growth rate of rice imports during the last decade was slightly negative by 0.1. Consistently, the 
major rice-producing countries are also the major rice-consuming countries and leading rice 
exporters and importers (Table 1.19). China, the largest rice-producing and consuming 
country, accounted for nearly a third of the global rice economy in 2003, but it was the fourth 
international exporter. In 2004, noticeably, China became the sixth main rice exporter. The first 
exporter is Thailand, whose trade relies heavily on genetically modified crops (Figure 1.22).  

Figure 1.22- Main Rice Exporters in the World, 2004 (Million US$). 
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Source: FAO website-Table 1.20. 

Regarding rice importers, the EU, the former biggest importer in the world till 2003, lost its 
record and was overtaken by Saudi Arabia, in 2004. Indonesia was the third in 2003, but 
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became the 25th in 2004 (Figure 1.23 and Table 1.21). In fact, individual countries’ imports 
widely fluctuate year-to-year as many importers rely on the international market as a mean to 
fill the gap associated to production shortfalls. Beside, individual country import values are 
much smaller than rice export, and import markets are relatively fragmented with respect to the 
concentration of exports. Noticeably, Figure 1.23 illustrates how similar are the portions of rice 
imports in the international market, with the exception of Saudi Arabia and the EU. 

Figure 1.23- Main Rice Importers in the World, 2004 (Million US$). 
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Maize 

Maize is less important in international trade than wheat and rice. Maize trade decreased during 
the last decade. Its exports’ annual growth rate was -1% between the averages of 1995-1996 and 
2003-2004 (Table 1.22). The annual growth of maize exports saw a sound increase in last two 
years, registering a high positive value equal to 12.8% in 2004, and 5.7% in the previous year. 
USA exported US$ 6,138 million in 2004, which accounted for about 64% of maize exports in 
the world (see Figure 1.24), making it by far the first exporter in the world. Argentina ranked in 
second place, exporting US$ 1,194 million. The fourth country is china, which was the second in 
2003, exported US$ 324 million, while Brazil became the third, with US$ 597 million (Table 
1.23).  

Figure 1.24- Main Maize Exporters in the World, 2004 (Million US$). 
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Source: FAO website-Table 1.23. 
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The most important maize importer was Japan with US$ 2932 million, followed by the Republic 
of Korea with US$ 1,432 million. EU imported US$ 910 million (see Figure 1.25 and Table 1.24). 
These three countries accounted for more than 42% of world imports. 

Figure 1.25- Main Maize Importers in the World, 2004 (Million US$). 
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Cotton 

Cotton is one of the most important industrial crops in the world. The development of many 
least-developed economies relies basically on cotton exports.  It is also of special importance for 
Syria. There has been a declining trend in cotton lint trade during the last decade. The annual 
growth rate of world cotton exports was -1% between the averages of 1995-1996 and 2002-2004 
(see Table 1.25), reflecting the continuous deterioration in the poorest economies that depend 
on cotton exports. USA occupies by far the leading position in the market accounting for almost 
45% of total world cotton lint exports. It exported US$ 4,251 million, followed by Australia that 
exported US$ 714 million. Noticeably, no African country is among the top six exporting 
countries, although some African countries depend economically on cotton exports. The first 
African exporter was Burkina Faso, which ranked seventh at the world level (see Figure 1.26 and 
Table 1.26). 

Figure 1.26- Main Cotton Exporters in the World, 2004 (Million US$). 
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China was the largest cotton importer in the world and EU was the second. Noticeably, the 
importance of imports for countries such as EU, Turkey, and Indonesia (respectively, the 
second, third and forth) reflects the increasing importance of textile industries in those 
countries (see Figure 1.27 and Table 1.27). 

Figure 1.27 - Main Cotton Importers in the World, 2004 (Million US$). 
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Source: FAO website-Table 1.27. 

Olive Oil  

Olive oil trade has been fairly increasing during the last decade, with a sound leap in 2003 and 
2004. The average growth rate of olive oil trade between 1995-1996 and 2003-2004 was 4.8%. 
However, it registered an annual growth rate of 30.4% in 2003, and 60.4% in 2004 (Table 1.28). 
The EU is, by far, the biggest world’s exporter (Figure 1.28). The entire global exports (excluding 
intra EU exports) were US$ 2,716 million and extra-EU exports reached US$ 1,870 million, 
which means that the EU exports short of 70% of total world olive oil exports. But for Tunisia, 
all other olive oil main exporters have very small shares compared to the EU. For Example, 
Turkey, the third exporter, accounts for less than 5% of world exports (Table 1.29).  

Figure 1.28- Main Olive Oil Exporters in the World, 2004 (Million US$). 
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Source: FAO website-Table 1.29. 

As regards to olive oil imports, USA which was the first importer in 2003, became the second in 
2004 (see Figure 1.29), with EU taking its place and accounting for 41.2% of international 
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imports. Differences across importing countries are relatively not as wide as the situation on 
exports. USA had the second greatest share on world imports (27%, accounting for US$ 747 
million), followed by other major importers such as Japan (5.1%, accounting for US$ 140 
million) and Australia (4%, accounting for US$ 109 million) (Table 1.30).  

Figure 1.29- Main Olive Oil Importers in the World, 2004 (Million US$). 
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Source: FAO website-Table 1.30. 

Key findings 

• Economic growth in 2004 was impressive overall for developed and developing 
countries. The performance reflected a combination of better macroeconomic 
management and an improved domestic investment climate converging with a cyclical 
recovery of the global economy. 

• World trade growth averaged 10.2% in 2004. More than 20% of the increase in world 
merchandise trade volumes was represented by China. 

• USA, the previously first trader in the world, fell to the second rank in 2003 and 2004; 
While EU (15) became the first one. 

• The improvement in agricultural commodity prices in late 2003, and in 2004 has not 
offset the setback suffered in the prior prolonged period of falling commodity prices. 

• Europe ranked first on regions’ agricultural exports scale with a share of 47% of world 
agricultural trade including EU’s intra trade 

• South and Central America registered the highest amount of agricultural production as a 
share of its total exports. Africa accounted for the largest share of products in its total 
imports. 

• USA ranked as a top single agricultural exporter. The EU led the ranking of agricultural 
importers. 

• Middle East agricultural trade volume has been growing in the recent years, but its share 
of total ME trade has been declining.  

• Europe was the most important importer of agricultural products from ME countries, 
outside the region.  

• The most important agricultural exporter to Middle East in 2004 was Asia (taking the 
place of Europe in 2003), even more important than ME itself.  
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• Cereal prices increased in 2003 because of reduced production in the northern 
hemisphere summer. 

• In 2004, wheat exports are led by USA, while wheat imports are led by China. The 
biggest importer in 2003 was the EU. 

• The first exporter of rice is Thailand, whose trade relies heavily on genetically modified 
crops.  

• USA accounted for over 45% of international cotton exports. 

• Olive oil trade, which has been increasing slightly during the last decade, soundly 
increased in 2002, 2003, and 2004. 
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Chapter 2 - Overview of Syrian Foreign 
Trade 

This chapter presents the main developments of Syrian trade up to 2004, providing an 
assessment of both overall trade as well as agricultural trade.  It describes the current situation 
as follows: Section 2.1 looks at the main features of the Syrian economy; Section 2.2 shows the 
development of total Syrian trade and the factors influencing it; and Section 2.3 gives a 
description of Syrian agricultural trade and its contribution to total trade. A more detailed 
presentation of Syrian agricultural trade by commodities and markets is given in Chapter 3. 

2.1 Macroeconomic overview 

Growth of the economy, measured by GDP at market prices in terms of constant 2000 prices, 
averaged 3.7% per year during the 1997-2004 period. Real growth peaked at 5.9% in 2002 but 
sharply declined to 1.1% in 2003.  In 2004, per capita GDP was 57,754 SP, with the agricultural 
GDP representing 23% of total GDP (in current prices), confirming the continuous decline of the 
weight of agriculture in the economy to the lowest level of the last decade (see Table 2.10).  

The 2004 official census counted the population in Syria at 17.8 million with an annual growth 
rate of 2.45%. A staggering 61.6% of the population was under the age of 25 and 51.2% under the 
age of 20. Such a high population growth rate and the age composition, coupled with limited 
opportunities for employment both in the public and private sectors, highlights the increasingly 
desperate unemployment situation, with official unemployment estimates ranging between 
11.8%8 and 12.3%.9 This has become a main economic and social concern for the government. A 
population increase of 806 thousand people during 2003-2005 led to a decline in the 
employment rate from 25.5% of the total population in 2003 to 24% in 2004. Agricultural 
employment’s contribution to total employment in 2003 was 26.2%, but dropped to 17.1% by 
2004.10  

The government launched a plan to encourage private sector investment and followed a 
program of trade liberalization, first in the context of the Great Arab Free Trade Area (GAFTA) 
implementation, then through the intention to join the WTO, and lastly through the finalization 
of the negotiations to sign an Association Agreement with the EU.  Foreign investments are 
presently of major importance for the Syrian economy in order to obtain the capital necessary to 
fuel development. Syrian economic reforms contributed to an increase in foreign investments 
and developments in trade and stimulated the private sector.  Since 2000, Investment Law No. 
10 of 1991 was repeatedly amended in order to facilitate private investment and attract foreign 
and domestic investors. According to the Investment Supreme Council, investment enterprises 
have totaled 3,550 since Law No. 10 passed. Moreover, the State Planning Commission has 

                                                        
8 National Board for Fighting Unemployment, Annual Report, 2004. 
9 (State Planning Commission) sourcing. 
10 Central Bureau of Statistics (CBS), 2005. 
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reported that investments in enterprises licensed according to this law had a total value of about 
US$ 4.3 billion in 2004 and US$ 8.1 billion in 2005 out of this a US$ 1.5 billion for foreign 
investments11. 

Syria is also making significant progress in improving access to capital and expanding 
investment opportunities for investors. To aid in this task, for the government has begun the 
task of establishing a stock and financial market in Syria. 

The government has also been placing an emphasis on economic and financial reforms through 
reducing the interest rate,12 unifying the exchange rates at levels close to the exchange rate on 
the international market, adjusting the income tax to be less painful for low-income people, 
simplifying trade regulations, and reducing customs tariffs. Moreover, foreign and private banks 
have been granted the permission to open in Syria. In 2003, the government approved the 
opening of three private banks, and in January 2004 two banks establishment their doors13.  

Reforms in 2003 and 2004 saw the reduction in the average tariff rate and the abolition of 
various trade area importation restrictions for many products. Syria applied simplified 
procedures for customs and the payment of duties and lowered tariffs started to used as an 
instrument to control imports rather than to generate revenue.   

The government has also adopted a new tax system where the rate of taxes varied according to 
how much income a person earned, and in December 2003 the new income tax law came into 
effect.   

2.2.  Syrian General Trade 

Trade is an important component of Syria’s balance of payments, and the country is committed 
to progressive liberalization of trade as indicated by the progressive steps already taken to 
modernize its legislative and regulatory structure to permit private sector participation in trade 
activities. These movements are accompanied by a number of trade agreements signed with 
neighboring countries such as Turkey, and on-going negotiations with Iran and Cyprus, in 
addition to the GAFTA agreement. 

Figure 2.1 - Indicators of Syrian Total Trade, 2002-2004 (Million US$). 
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Source: CBS, Statistical Abstract, several years, and GDC, Table 2.1. 

The importance of trade revenues for the Syrian economy is well-indicated by the relevance of 
trade as a share of GDP.  Trade held a 47.9% share of GDP in 2004, and an average share of 
                                                        
11 More information about Syrian investment policy can be found in Chapter 6. 
12 The interest rate on current accounts was reduced from 9% to 5.5% in 2003. 
13 Number of private banks became eight after finishing the report in 2006. 
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48.3% over the period 2000-200414 (Table 2.10)15. With reference to Table 2.1, it can be noticed 
that in the last decade total trade volume grew at an average annual rate of 5.3%, reaching a 
total volume of US$12,446 million in 2004, a year in which total trade volume was substantially 
higher (14.7%) than the year before. However, such a performance in 2004 was accompanied by 
a negative trade balance, the first in five years with imports almost 30% higher than exports.   

Figure 2.1 allows a visual comparison of trade performance in the period 2002-2004, illustrating 
how much the good performance of 2004 actually implies a negative trade balance of US$1,619.3 
million, a consequence of the continuation of a trend of declining exports against increasing 
imports that started in 2002. Noticeably, exports declined sharply from the peak of US$6867.8 
million in 2002 to US$5413.3 million in 2004, mostly due to the fall in both the agricultural 
exports which fell dramatically from the peak of US$ 1071.4 million in 2002 to US$ 772.4 million 
in 2004 as well as in the manufacturing exports, including petrol, which fall from US$ 4317.7 in 
2002 to US$ 3001.7 in 2004 (Tables 2.1, 2.4 and 2.7).  

In 2004, Syria’s major trading partners in terms of total trade volume were the EU with 32.6% 
of total trade, Saudi Arabia with 5.5%, Turkey with 5.4%, Iraq with 5.0%, Ukraine with 4.6% and 
China with 4.1% (see Table 2.2). Trade with the EU accounted for 53.8% of total exports and 
16.3% of total imports, representing US$4,060 million of Syrian trade volume, of which more 
than 70% is composed of exports. The total trade between Syria and Saudi Arabia in 2004 was 
US$687 million, of which US$329 million were imports to Syria and US$359 million exports 
(CBS).  

With respect to the top six trade partners mentioned above, Syria has a negative trade balance 
with Ukraine (US$541 million) and China (US$471 million). Syria has a positive trade balance 
with the EU (US$ 1,769 million), most of the Arab trade partners (Iraq US$ 423 million, Jordan 
US$ 70 million, and Lebanon US$ 73 million) and Croatia (US$ 67 million), but a negative trade 
balance with more than half its smaller trading partners. Indeed, the Syrian Standardized Trade 
Balance (STB)16 is negative with 14 out of 22 trading partners and almost a full net importer 
(STB at -1) with Argentina (see Table 2.2).       

The full implementation of GAFTA is expected to boost Syrian trade both in terms of imports 
and exports, originated at or destine for Arab countries.  

2.2.1. Total Export 

It is necessary for Syria to expand its exports in order to keep pace with the increases in imports 
since Syria start on the path towards economic liberalization. The government has recently 
placed an emphasis on strengthening exports, taking serious steps to improve Syria’s export 
competitiveness through various means, such as establishing the General Commission for 
Export Development and relaxing some obstacles facing exporters (see Chapter 6 for details). 

As reported in Table 2.1, the average annual growth of exports between 1995-1997 and 2004 
amounted to 4.5%. Nevertheless, focusing just on more recent years, from 2002 through 2004, 
unfavorable external conditions affected Syrian exports, causing exports to fall for two years in a 
row. As mentioned, after unprecedented growth up to US$ 6867.8 million in 2002, export value 
decreased to US$ 5761.7 million in 2003 (a decline of 16.1%), and to US$ 5413.3 million in 
2004(a decline of 6%). Thus, the strong expansion in imports (38.1% increase from 2003 to 
2004) was not accompanied by correspondingly robust export performance, and the trade 
balance  

                                                        
14 In 2002, the share of trade over GDP reached a peak of 54.3% with a trade surplus equal to US$1797.8 million. 
15 The exchange rate in Syria was changed significant in 2000, and this was reflected in a jump in total trade 
compared to total GDP after the 2000 in the table 10. 
16 See Methodological Annex for a definition of the STB. 
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The slow down in Syrian exports was partly due to the overall slow-down in international trade 
and to the obstacles that Syrian goods face in entering foreign markets, likely both causes in 
2003 and 2004 for the contraction in exports to some of Syria’s major trading partners.  

At the regional level, in 2004 the EU remained Syria’s principal trading partner, accounting for 
53.8% of total exports (down from 61.1% in 2003), Arab countries accounted for 29.9% (up from 
20.9% in 2003), and Asian countries 9.9% (down from 10.5% in 2003). Syrian export with the 
rest of the world was up to 0.6% from 0.5% in 2003 (Table 2.4). 

Figure 2.2 shows that the EU and the Arab countries keep on being the historical main export 
partners for Syria, followed by Asian countries. Noticeably, American countries increased their 
share between the mid-90s and 2004, taking a share of Syrian exports from other European 
countries and the rest of the world. 

Figure 2.2 - Total Syrian Exports, by Region (%). 
A - Av 95-97                                                           B - 2004 
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Source: CBS Statistical Abstract, and GDC-Table 2.4.                                                                                                                                   

Neighboring Arab countries are important markets for Syrian products (see Table 2.4), with 
exports to those markets improving soundly over the reported period. In fact, the 2002-2004 
average annual export value  (US$ 1425 million) was 35.5% higher than the average annual 
value between 1995-1997 (US$918.5 million), accounting for a slight relative increase in the 
share of total Syrian exports from 23.1% during 1995-1997 to 23.7% during 2002-2004. 

As for individual countries, the main destinations for Syrian exports in 2004 were the EU with 
53.8% of total exports, Iraq with 9.6% of total exports, Turkey 6.8% and Saudi Arabia 6.6%. Iraq 
was by far Syria’s largest Arab destination for exports (Table 2.5). In this respect, it must be 
noticed that Syria’s total exports by countries of destination was highly concentrated within the 
top five partner countries, accounting for slightly more than 80% of total exports (Table 2.9).   

Concerning export by sector, the composition of Syrian exports has stayed roughly the same 
through time (see Table 2.3). In recent years mining and quarrying counted as Syria’s most 
exported products, with an average of 60.8% of total exports in the period 2002-2004. 
Noticeably, the mentioned decline in exports after the peak in 2002 is due to a contraction in 
the exports of mining and quarrying products and of agricultural products, which declined by 
30.5% and 27.9% respectively between 2002 and 2004. 

Figure 2.3 illustrates the structure of exports during 2002-2004. A remarkable increase in the 
share of food products can be noticed. 
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Figure 2.3 - Syrian Exports by Sector, 2002 to 2004 (% of total Syrian exports).   
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Source: CBS, Statistical Abstract, and GDC-Table 2.3. 

2.2.2. Total Imports 

Syrian imports continued to grow driven by consumer demand, and increased remarkably in the 
last few years due to a relaxation of import restrictions. Restrictions on foreign direct 
investment (FDI) has also been relaxed, leading to an increasingly wide range of projects, which 
led to a corresponding rise in the need for machinery, technology and various inputs that are 
often not available on the local market.  

Syria experienced 5.9% average annual import growth during the period 1995-1997 through 
2004 (Table 2.1). Notably, 2004 imports recorded a remarkable yearly increase (38.1%) and 
reached the highest level ever, totaling US$ 7032.7 million.  

At the regional level in 2004, Asian countries soundly represented the most important source of 
Syrian imports, accounting for US$ 1858.9 million and 26.4% of total imports (see Table 2.7). 
Noticeably, in 2004, Arab countries were the second source of Syrian total imports accounting 
for US$ 1162.4 million and 16.5% of total imports. This remarkable evidence is likely due to the 
implementation of GAFTA. In fact, the relative importance of imports from Arab countries 
increased from an average of 8% in 1995-1997, to 14.3% in 2002-2004. With reference to the 
averages of 1995-1997 and 2002-2004, only in recent years have Asian countries gained a 
leading position as the origin of Syrian imports (with key products, such as cars and machinery 
from China and Iran, for example).  The third largest exporter to Syria is the EU, historically and 
currently important, although clearly losing share over time but still more prominent than Arab 
countries.17   

Figure 2.4 illustrates the significant change in import suppliers between 1995-97 to 2004. The 
just above mentioned decline in prominence of EU exports is quite evident against the increased 
importance of Asian and Arab countries as import partners.    

                                                        
17 Without accounting for the Rest of the World. 
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Figure 2.4 - Syrian Total Imports by Region, (%). 
A – Av 95-97                                                                           B - 2004 
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Source: CBS, Statistical Abstracts (years used, “1992-2004”), several years, and GDC-Table 2.7. 

As for countries, the major sources of Syrian imports in 2004 were, in order of importance: the 
EU (16.3%), Ukraine (7.9%), China (7.0%), Federal Russia (4.9%), Saudi Arabia (4.7%), Turkey 
(4.3%), USA (4.2%) and South Korea (4.2%) (See Table 2.8). Arab countries, such as Saudi 
Arabia, Egypt, Lebanon and Iraq are emerging as significant suppliers to the growing needs of 
Syria. In this respect, Syrian imports are characterized by less concentration within the top 
trading partners than exports, with 40.7% of total imports originating from the top five partner 
countries and 58.6% from the top 10 (Table 2.9).   

Concerning imports by sector (see Table 2.6) between 2002 and 2004, manufacturing products 
remained stable at about 90% of Syrian imports, followed by agriculture, accounting for 7.1%, 
and mining & quarrying, accounting for 0.7% (see Figure 2.5 for a more disaggregated 
structure). 

Figure 2.5 – Syrian Total Imports by Sector, 2002-2004.  
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 Source: CBS, Statistical Abstract, several years, and GDC-Table 2.6. 

2.3. Syrian Agricultural Trade 

Agricultural trade, through time, confirms to be more and more important for the Syrian 
economy. In the period from 1995-1997 to 2004, agricultural trade has been growing at an 
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average annual rate 0f 3.8% (Table 2.12), contributing, on average, to some 20% of total trade 
and increasingly contributing to agricultural GDP up to a remarkable share of 42.0% in 2004 
(Table 2.10). The similarity of the trends of total and agricultural GDP as presented in Figure 2.6 
emphasizes their interdependency, therefore reinforcing the relevance of agricultural trade for 
the Syrian economy.   

Figure 2.6 - Total GDP and Agricultural GDP, 1995/1997-2004 (US$ Million). 
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Source: CBS, Statistical Abstract, several years, and GDP, table 2.10. 

The share of total trade in total GDP recorded its peak in 2002, but has since stabilized at the 
2001 level (see Figure 2.7). It shows also a drop in the share of agricultural GDP in total GDP 
reaching 23% in 2004 compared with 29.4% in 1998. This could be explained by the growing 
share of other sectors like industry, services and tourism in the last few years. Regarding the 
share of agricultural trade in agricultural GDP, there was a remarkable increase reaching the 
maximum in 2004 with 42%.   

Figure 2.7 –Syrian Trade Connected to General and Agricultural GDP, 2002-2004 (%). 
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Source: CBS, Statistical Abstract, several years, and GDC-Table 2.10. 

Regarding the agricultural trade balance, it should be noted that after the positive peak in 2002 
it went back into negative in 2004 at US$263.6 million, the lowest record for this indicator in 
the period of reference. 
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Terms of Trade 

The “terms of trade” is an indicator of the quantity of imported goods that can be obtained per 
unit of exported good. Agricultural terms of trade are measured as the ratio between export and 
import unit values, using FAO data for Syrian imports and exports (Table 2.13). The rising trend 
of the terms of trade (see Figure 2.8) from 1995-1999 declined thereafter as a result of export 
unit values increasingly lower than import unit values. The terms of trade declined even further, 
though slower, due to increasing import unit values between 2002-2003 (this could be 
explained partly be the reduction in the prices of a number of Syrian main exported products 
like cotton and the noticeable increase of main imported products like sugar). Only a timid 
recovery was noted in 2004. 

Figure 2.8 - Syrian Agricultural Terms of Trade, 1995-2003. 
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Terms of Trade 

The “terms of trade” measures the quantity of imported goods that can be obtained per 
unit of good exported. It is calculated by the ratio of the price of exports to the price of 
imports. 
 
A rise in the price of imported goods, with the price of exports unchanged, indicates a fall in 
the terms of trade (it takes more exports to buy the same quantity of imports). Similarly, a 
rise in the price of exported goods, with the price of imports unchanged, indicates a rise in 
terms of trade (it take fewer exports to buy the same quantity of imports). Thus, the ratio 
of these prices measures the amount of imports that can be obtained per unit of goods 
exported. 
 
Since international trade involves many countries and many products, a country’s terms of 
trade are computed as an index number. 

Terms of trade = (index of export prices/index of import prices)*100 

A rise in the index is referred to as a favorable change in a country’s terms of trade. A 
favorable change means that more can be imported per unit of goods exported than 
previously. For example, if the export price index rises from 100 to 120 while the import 
price index rises from 100 to 110, the terms of trade index rises from 100 to 110. At the new 
terms of trade, a unit of exports will buy 10% more imports than at the old terms. 
 
A decrease in the index of the terms of trade, called an unfavorable change, means that the 
country can import less in return for any given amount of exports or, equivalently, it must 
export more to pay for any given amount of imports. For example, the sharp rise in oil prices 
in the 1970s led to large unfavorable shifts in the terms of trade of oil-importing countries. 
When oil prices fell sharply in the mid 1980s, the terms of trade of oil-importing countries 
changed favorably.  

Box 2.1 – The Concept of Terms of Trade18 

2.3.1. Agricultural Exports 

Agricultural exports showed an average annual growth at 3.4% for the period 1995-1997 through 
2004, slightly lower than total exports and accounting on average for more than 20% of total 
exports and confirming this average in the latest years of the referred period, differently from 
the great variability observed in the early years of the period when the impact of climatic 
variability was relevant (Table 2.12 and Figure 2.9).  

                                                        
18 Lipsey, RG and Chrystal, KA Positive Economics, Oxford University Press (1995), page 469. 
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Figure 2.9 - Total and Agricultural Exports during 2002-2004 (Million US$). 
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Source: CBS, Statistical Abstract, several years, and GDC-Table 2.12. 

Noticeably, the year 2002 recorded the highest value of agricultural exports accounting for 
US$1,333.3 million, followed by declining values, although increasing as a share of total export 
value.  

Looking at the composition of Syrian agricultural exports, raw items dominated exports with a 
much lower share going to processed products, although processed products' share more than 
doubled between 1995-97 (9.6%) and 2004 (21.9%). In terms of food and nonfood, agricultural 
exports registered a more balanced position (on average 66.4% was composed by food products) 
(Table 2.11 and Figure 2.10). 

Figure 2.10 - The Composition of Syrian Agricultural Exports, 95-97 and 2004 (%). 

0%

2 0%

4 0%

6 0%

80%

1 00%

Av 9
5

-9
7

19
98

19
99

2000
2001

2002
2003

2004

Non food

Food an d
A n im a ls

0%

2 0%

4 0%

6 0%

80%

1 00%

Av 9
5

-9
7

19
98

19
99

2000
2001

2002
2003

2004

Pr ocessed

Ra w

 
Source: Table 2.11 (from the NAPC Syrian Agriculture Database). 

In terms of the export values of individual commodities, cotton came first with 24% of Syrian 
agricultural exports, followed by live animals with 23.8%, cereals 13.6%, edible vegetables 9.1%, 
and beverages, spirits and vinegar 4.9% (Table 2.14 presents this information ordered according 
to 2004 absolute values). The first five export chapters accounted for 75.5% of the total, 
reflecting a high concentration of Syrian agricultural exports in few sectors. However such 
concentration diminished over time - the top five export chapters accounted for an average of 
83.5% of total export value in 1995-97.   
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In 2004,for the first time edible fruit was no longer among the top five chapters, substituted by 
beverages, spirits and vinegar that appeared in the top five for the first time as a result of 
increased exports to Iraq and Jordan.           

The main exported agricultural commodities in 2004 were: sheep, 21.1%; cotton 14.7%; wheat, 
11.2%; olive oil, 3.4%; and tomatoes, 2.6%. Noticeably, the export of olive oil increased 
significantly over the period between 1995-1997 and 2004, from 0.1% of total agricultural 
exports in 1998 up to as much as 3.4% in 2004 (Table 2.16). 

Syria has also experienced a sudden rise in sheep exports in 2002, and the declining trend in the 
export of cotton (see Figure 2.11), leading to a more balanced export structure. 

Figure 2.11 - The Development of Selected Agricultural Exported Commodities, 1995-1997 to 2004 (%). 
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Source: CBS, Statistical Abstract, several years, and GDC, table 2.16.  

Figure 2.12 shows a marked change in the structure of exports between 1995-1997 and 2002-
2004, with a sound growth in the exports of sheep, cumin seeds, and olive, while barley, cotton, 
lentils and pistachio exports diminished. 

Figure 2.12 – The Share of Syrian Main Exported Commodities (%).  
A - Av 1995-1997                                                                       B - Av 2002-2004 
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Source: CBS, Statistical Abstract, several years, and GD-Table 2.16.  

2.3.2. Agricultural Imports 

The value of Syrian agricultural imports increased significantly in the last few years after joining 
the Great Arab Free Trade Area Agreement (GAFTA) and the gradual liberalization of Syrian 
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trade policies. Lists of commodities previously banned or restricted became free for the private 
sector to purchase from abroad. Thus, it is no surprise that the imports of agricultural goods 
increased, with an average annual growth rate of 7.8%.   

Figure 2.13 - Total and Agricultural Imports during 2002-2004 (US$ Million). 
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Source: CBS, Statistical Abstract, several years, and GDC-table 2.12. 

Noticeably, in 2004, agricultural imports recorded the highest value of the period of reference 
(US$1391.0 million), and achieved am increase of 28.1% from the previous year, in line with the 
growth of total imports that year. 

The composition of Syrian agricultural imports is characterized by the dominance of food and 
processed items, with a smaller role played by non-food and raw items. Imports of non-food 
products increased gradually between 1995- 2004, reaching its maximum in 2004 with 23.7% 
(up from 13.7% in 1995-97) (Table 2.11). While processed imports accounted for about 61% of 
total agricultural imports between 1995-2004, despite some variability during the period 
(Figure 2.14). 

Figure 2.14 - Composition of Syrian Agricultural Imports, between 1995- 2004 (%). 
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Source: Table 2.11 (from the NAPC Syrian Agriculture Database). 

According to 2004 absolute values for Syrian agricultural imports, cereals were the most 
imported products, accounting for 21.0%, followed by sugars and sugar confectionery (15.3%), 
residues and waste from the food industries (7.7%), coffee, tea, yerba mate and spices (7.7%), oil 
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seeds (7.4%), and animal or vegetable fats and oils (6.5%) (see Table 2.17). The first five 
imported chapters accounted for 59.0% of the total, reflecting much less concentration than 
exports. Noticeably, comparing the top five chapters between 1995-97 and 2004, oil seeds, in 
2004, took the place of animal and vegetables oils fats.  

The main imported agricultural commodities in 2004 were: sugar, 12.7%; maize, 8.5%; cake of 
oil extraction, 6.7%; rice, 6.0%; and barley, 5.0% (barley was not imported until 1998). 

Figure 2.15 - Development of Selected Agricultural Imported Commodities, between 1995-1997 
to 2004 (%). 
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Source: CBS, Statistical Abstract, several years, and GDC, table 2.19. 

Since 1998, barley moved from not being imported at all to being imported in quantities mostly 
depending on climatic conditions, hence the extreme variability of that commodity (Figures 2.15 
and 2.16). The increase in oil seed imports in recent years should also be noted. 

Figure 2.16 - The Share of Syrian Main Agricultural Imports, (%).  
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Key Findings 

 Growth of the economy, measured by GDP in terms of constant 2000 market prices, 
averaged 3.7% per year during the period 1997-2004.  

 Trade as a share of GDP accounted for 47.9% in 2004 and an average share of 48.3% 
over the period 2000-2004. 

 Total trade volume grew at an average annual rate of 5.3% in the last decade. 

 Exports declined sharply from the peak of US$ 6867.8 million in 2002 to US$ 5413.3 
million in 2004. 

 Imports from the rest of the world decreased from the peak value of US$ 1259.1 million 
in 2002 to US$ 1056.9 million in 2004. 

 In 2004, the Syrian major trading partners in terms of trade volume were the EU with 
32.6% of total trade, Saudi Arabia 5.5%, Turkey 5.4%, Iraq 5.0%, Ukraine 4.6% and 
China 4.1%. 

  Syria presents a positive trade balance with the EU( US$ 1769 million), most of the Arab 
trade partners ( Iraq US$ 423 million, Jordan US$ 70 million, and Lebanon US$ 73 
million) and Croatia( US$ 67 million)   

 The average annual growth of exports between 1995-1997 and 2004 amounted to 4.5%. 

 In 2004, the EU remained Syria’s principal trading partner, accounting for 53.8% of 
total exports, Arab countries accounted for 29.9%, and Asian countries 9.9%. 

 As for countries, the main destinations to Syrian exports in 2004 were Iraq with 9.6% of 
total exports, Turkey 6.8% and Saudi Arabia 6.6%. 

 Syria experienced 5.9% average annual import growth during the period 1995-1997 to  
2004. 

 In 2004, imports recorded a remarkable increase over the previous year (38.1%). 

 The major sources of Syrian imports in 2004 were, in order of importance: the EU 
(16.3%), Ukraine (7.9%), China (7.0%), Federal Russia (4.9%), Saudi Arabia (4.7%), 
Turkey (4.3%), USA (4.2%) and South Korea (4.2%). 

 Concerning imports by sector, manufacturing products accounted for about 90% of 
Syrian imports, followed by agriculture, accounting for 7.1%, and mining & quarrying, 
accounting for 0.7%.  

 In the period from 1995-1997 through 2004, agricultural trade grew at an average annual 
rate 0f 3.8%. 

 Agricultural exports showed an average annual growth at 3.4% for the period 1995-1997 
to 2004, accounting on average for more than 20% of total exports. 

 Raw items dominated Syrian agricultural exports. 

 In terms of share of export value, cotton came first with 24% of Syrian agricultural 
exports, followed by live animals with 23.8%, cereals 13.6%, edible vegetables 9.1%, and 
beverages, spirits and vinegar 4.9%. 

 In 2004, agricultural imports recorded the highest value of the period of reference (US$ 
1391.0 million) and achieved a 28.1% increase. 

 The composition of Syrian agricultural imports is characterized by the dominance of 
food and processed items. 
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 Cereals were the most imported products, accounting for 21.0%, followed by sugars and 
sugar confectionery (15.3%), residues and waste from the food industries (7.7%), coffee, 
tea, yerba mate and spices (7.7%), oil seeds (7.4%), and animal or vegetable fats and oils 
(6.5%).





Syrian Agricultural Trade 2005 

39 

 

Chapter 3 - Syrian Agricultural Trade: 
Performance, Products, and 
Partners 

This chapter presents to researchers and policy makers an in-depth illustration of the features of 
Syrian agricultural trade. It explores aspects of agricultural trade performance (Section 3.1), the 
trends of selected Syrian agricultural exports and imports (Section 3.2), and the features of 
Syrian agricultural trade with main trading partners. Trade performance is evaluated through 
the calculation of relevant indicators for specific exported and imported products, selected 
according to their share in total agricultural trade flows. Main Syrian trade partners in 
agriculture are presented through tables comparing Syrian agricultural trade with specific 
regions and countries, and finally, a more detailed consideration of the main specific products 
traded with the most important partners.  

3.1. Trade Performance19 

3.1.1. Revealed Comparative Advantages (RCA)20 

This index of world market shares measures the performance of a given exported commodity in 
relation to the average export performance of a given country. If the share of a product over the 
world export market accounts for more than a country’s overall share of the world export 
market, this product is said to have revealed comparative advantages.  

Table 3.1 shows the RCA of the main agricultural exported commodities for 1993, 2003 and 
2004. In brief, it shows that the export-orientated products such as sheep, cotton linters, lentils 
and chickpeas showed remarkable revealed comparative advantages in 2004 (Figure 3.1). Of 
these four products, noticeably sheep (significantly), lentils, and chickpeas improved their RCA 
between 2003 and 2004, while the RCA for cotton linters declined. The result for sheep is 
consistent with the growing importance of Syria as one of the main exporters in the world 
market for sheep.  

  

                                                        
19 The methodological annex provides the formal definition of the indicators used in this section to assess Syrian 
agricultural trade performance. 
20 According to the Hecksher-Ohlin (H-O) Theory, a country’s comparative advantages are determined by its relative 
factor scarcity (i.e. its factor endowment ratios), relative to the rest of the world or a set of countries. However, it is 
well known that measuring comparative advantages in light of the H-O Theory presents some difficulties since 
relative prices under autarky are not observable. Given this fact, Balassa (1965) proposed that it may not be necessary 
to include all constituents affecting a country’s comparative advantages. Inferring comparative advantages from 
observed data is named revealed comparative advantages (RCA). 
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Figure 3.1 – Main Syrian Agricultural Exports RCA, 1993, 2003 and 2004. 
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 Source: FAO database (FAOSTAT), Table 3.1   * apples, apricots, cherries, pears, plums, and peaches. 
 ** Not elsewhere specified.   

3.1.2. Relative Unit Value (RUV) 

RUV evaluates the unit value of a particular product for a specific country relative to the average 
world value. Unit values are used as proxies for prices since the latter are not always easily 
available for individual products or even for some industries. The reference value or average 
RUV is 1, i.e. the unit value for Syria equals the unit value in the world market. If the RUV is 
below (above) 1, then Syria exports its products at a lower (higher) “price” than the world 
average “price”. In some occasions, higher unit values may reflect, other things being equal, high 
products quality rather than low price competitiveness. Looking at Figure 3.2 it is noticeable 
that in 2003 and 2004 only sheep shows an RUV soundly above 1, reflecting the well-known 
appreciation of the sheep export market (especially in the Gulf area) for the high quality of this 
Syrian product, rather than competitiveness based on low prices.  

Figure 3.2 - Main Syrian Agricultural Exports RUVs, 1993, 2003 and 2004. 
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 Source: FAOSTAT, Table 3.2   * apples, apricots, cherries, pears, plums, and peaches. 
 ** Not elsewhere specified.   
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3.1.3. Export Performance 

a. Dynamic Perspective Chart 

The Syrian Agricultural Trade Map diagram in Figure 3.3 presents the performance of Syria’s 
leading exported products during the period 1999-2003 with reference to the export value of the 
considered agricultural products (size of the bubbles) against the percentage increase in world 
market share (horizontal axis) and the growth of international demand (vertical axis). The map 
also indicates the average nominal growth of world imports over the same period (horizontal 
blue line), which was above 4% per year.   

Figure 3.3 – Syrian Agricultural Trade Map (average annual rate over 1999-2003). 

 
Source: International Trade Center (Geneva).  

The vertical axis (i.e. the line of constant share for the Syrian product over the changing world 
market) divides Syrian export products on the chart into two categories: those that have 
recorded growing market shares (i.e. the products on the right of the axis) and those that have 
decreased their share in the world market (i.e. the products on the left of the axis). Similarly, the 
horizontal reference line divides the products between those that recorded an increase in 
worldwide trade more than the average world trade growth reference (i.e. the products above 
the blue line) and those products that recorded a growth rate below the world average.  
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The vertical axis and the horizontal reference line are of particular interest from a trade 
development perspective, since they divide the chart into four quadrants with different 
characteristics. For ease of reference, each of these quadrants has been given a name: 

Champions - Winners in Growing Markets (upper-right quadrant) 

These are the Syrian export products that performed very well. These products gained export 
share in worldwide trade, while the global markets for these products themselves experienced 
substantial growth (i.e. above average world trade growth). Exporters of these products have 
proven their international competitiveness over recent years. Efforts in promoting trade of live 
sheep and goats, and of olive oil face a low risk, as these products are national success stories 
which can serve as reference points. Indeed, promotional efforts should aim at broadening the 
supply capacity of these products comforted by the evidence that sheep and goats recorded a 
high growth and high level of increase in the world market, and olive oil showed the highest 
increase in the world market share.   

Underachievers - Losers in Growing Markets (upper-left quadrant) 

These products represent particular challenges for trade promotion efforts since they have not 
demonstrated the ability to join the positive trend of their international markets, losing shares 
in markets that are growing at above-average rates. It is the case of Syrian exports of tomatoes 
and apricot & cherries that suffered from supply factor bottlenecks. For these products, it is 
essential to specifically identify and remove these bottlenecks which impede a more dynamic 
expansion of exports. 

Declining Sectors - Losers in Declining Markets (lower-left quadrant)  

The export prospects tend to be doubtful for products in this quadrant, including those whose 
world's demand stagnated or declined and whose share in international markets deteriorated. 
For Syria, cotton not carded or combed (unprocessed) fell in this category after having been a 
winning product in declining markets (see SAT 2004, Chapter 3). Trade promotion efforts for 
this commodity face an up-hill job in need of an integrated approach to take into account 
bottlenecks on both the supply and the demand side. 

Achievers in Adversity - Winners in Declining Markets (lower-right quadrant)  

Products in this quadrant are characterized by growing shares in world markets that are 
declining or growing below average. From a trade promotion perspective, niche-marketing 
strategies, able to differentiate the national product in quality and/or price, would be helpful to 
protect the positive trade performance of the domestic production from the overall decline of 
these markets. Regarding Syria, sheep and lamb skin, anis seed, cotton yarn (not sewing) and 
wheat and meslin (which recorded a remarkable increase in world market share) are in this 
category. Noticeably, the Syrian trade growth in most of these products was close to average 
world trade growth.   

b. Structural Perspective Chart 

The structural chart, also known as the growth-share model, measures on the horizontal axis  
the country’s world market share for the corresponding product and on the vertical axis the 
average growth of world imports in real terms (i.e. volume terms); the size of the bubble being 
proportional to the country’s export turnover.  
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Figure 3.4 – Syrian Agricultural Trade Structural Map, (average annual rate over 1999-2003) 

 
Source: International Trade Center (Geneva) and NAPC elaboration 

This chart is “structural” in nature because market shares do not vary much over time and world 
imports expressed in volume terms are, unlike those expressed in value terms, not affected by 
fluctuations in prices and exchange rates. As a result, the overall picture does not change much 
from one year to the next.21 Bubbles to the right of the vertical axis represent products in which 
the country is specialized. That is, those products in which the country enjoys a revealed 
comparative advantages.  

Stars – Specialization in high growth sectors (upper-right quadrant)  

Products located in this quadrant are those that are growing faster than world trade in real 
terms. They are also products in which the country is specialized and has captured relatively 
high world market shares. Most of Syria’s main agricultural exports fall in this category. These 
products include sheep and lamb skin, non-alcoholic beverages, flowers not elsewhere specified, 
cotton yarn, olive oil, lentils and chickpeas, and live sheep and goats.  Exporters of these 
products have proven their international competitiveness over recent years. Trade promotion 
efforts for these products are less risky as they are national success stories that can serve as 

                                                        
21 The dynamic perspective chart, by contrast, reflects the most recent changes in market shares. The two charts are 
therefore complementary. 
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reference points. Promotional efforts should aim to consolidate or expand the country’s market 
share. 

Emerging Products – Low market share in high growth sectors (upper left 
quadrant) 

These products present particular challenges for a country’s trade promotion efforts. While 
international demand has been growing at above average rates, the country is a relatively minor 
player with a relatively low market share. This may be because the country has only recently 
started developing exports in these products or it may be because the country is specialized in 
niches within the product group in question. No Syrian product of significant importance is 
located in this quarter, suggesting that an opportunity for Syrian products to fall in this category 
could be built if structural adjustments in the production patterns in the agricultural sector are 
achieved in the context of the reform process of the Syrian economy. For these products, the 
country needs to identify strategies to increase its market share in these high growth sectors and 
analyze supply-side bottlenecks and opportunities for horizontal diversification. 

Snails – Low market share in low growth sectors (lower left quadrant)  

Export prospects for these products tend to be bleak as world imports have been stagnating or 
declining and the country has a low market share in these products. Trade promotion efforts for 
these products face an up-hill battle. Strategies for these products need to take into 
consideration bottlenecks on both the supply and demand side. Fortunately, no major Syrian 
agricultural products showed a low market share in a low growing sector.  

Traditional Products – Specialization in low growth sectors (lower right 
quadrant) 

Products in this quadrant are those in which the country has a high market share (i.e. is 
specialized) but whose world demand is declining or growing at below the world average rate. 
Five of the Syria's most important agricultural exports are considered as traditional products. 
All of them registered the same level of world market share and differ in world trade volume 
growth. The best performance was recorded by tomatoes, followed by apricots and cherries, 
cotton not carded or combed, wheat and muslin, and barley. Noticeably, the growth of the two 
latter products was quite low. Trade promotion efforts need to focus on niche marketing 
strategies in order to identify and increase the country’s specialization in the best performing 
products within an overall declining product group. 

3.1.4. Market Diversification 

Market diversification is analyzed looking at the share of the first five and the first ten export 
destinations in total exports of every product. This indicator is important for assessing the risk 
attached to worsening exchanges with countries of destination for exported commodities. The 
more the concentration of the product, the more the risk attached to losing trade with one 
partner. In 2004, the main Syrian agricultural exports confirmed to be heavily concentrated 
with an average of 89.5% for the top five partners' share (89.6% in 2003) and an average of 
97.3% for the top ten partners (97.0% in 2003), with the exception of cotton (not carded or 
combed), cumin seeds, and selected fruits (Table 3.3 and Figure 3.5). However, comparing 
between 2003 and 2004 both cotton and cumin seeds increased their concentration, from 68.3 
to 73.0% for cotton, and from 52.9 to 55.8% for cumin. In general, most of these products 
recorded high number of partners except in the case of barley and flour where limited export 
distinctions were registered (3 for each).  
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Figure 3.5–Market Diversification of Syrian Main Agricultural Exports, Share of Top Partners (%, 
2004). 
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Source: NAPC elaborations from Syrian General Department of Customs data , Table 3.3. 

At the same time, Syria’s main agricultural imports are also heavily concentrated. In 2004, those 
products showed an average of 95.8% imported from the top five partners’ share (Figure 3.6 and 
Table 3.4), and the lowest concentrations were recorded by milk powder and butter & ghee at, 
respectively, 81.0% and 84.0%.          

 Figure 3.6- Market Diversification for Syrian Main Agricultural Imports, Share of Top Partners (%, 
2004). 
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The number of countries of origin was quite high for some products, such as powder milk 
(imported from 21 countries). For many products, though, it was very small, such as for yerba 
mate, bovine, and soybean. In general, the number of partners was lower on the import side 
than on the export side and, thus, Syria’s agricultural import market appeared to be 
geographically more concentrated than its exports.  

Recalling the findings in Chapter 2, it is valuable to note that agricultural imports are more 
diversified than exports in terms of product variety but each import originates in a limited 
number of countries. Conversely exports are relatively more diversified geographically, but more 
concentrated on a limited number of products.  

3.2. Remarks on Selected Products 

3.2.1. Market Balances  

The market balance of main exported and imported products is discussed on the base of 
indicators such as the apparent consumption and the self-sufficiency ratio. The first one is 
obtained as the value of production plus imports minus exports, which leads to the apparent 
consumption (i.e. without including stocking, losses and other uses) of each product. The self-
sufficiency ratio measures in percentage values the extent to which domestic production covers 
apparent consumption, providing an immediate indication of the availability of a potentially 
exportable surplus or, conversely, of a share of domestic demand that needs to be met through 
importation.  

The main Syrian agricultural products characterized by significant relative surpluses available 
for export were, in 2004, lentils (with a self-sufficiency ratio of 228.9%), tomatoes (178.4%), 
olive oil (127.0%), muskmelon (120.4%), plums (120.1%), cherries (116.0%), soft and drum 
wheat (114.0%), cotton (112.4%), chickpeas (112.2%), pears (111.5%), and sheep (111.3%) (see 
Table 3.5). Interestingly, the export quantities of cumin and anis seed were higher than 
domestic production in 2004. This could be explained by potential variations in stocks, 
especially if we consider that domestic production in 2002 and 2003 was far higher than 2004, 
leading to negative apparent consumption and self-sufficiency ratios. Existence of a trade 
surplus compared to domestic consumption points out products for which export promotion 
efforts would be strategic. It is important however to notice that in some cases, in particular  
cotton and wheat, the exportable surplus is mainly resulting from domestic policies (like price 
policies and some kinds of support) that might need to be reconsidered in the process of WTO 
accession.  

As for main agricultural imports, self-sufficiency ratios are significantly low for banana (1.4%), 
soybean (2.6%), sesame seed (9.5%), sugar (14.0%), and maize (19.7%), and higher for barley 
(55%) and sunflower seeds (86%). For a number of products (rice, shelled pistachio, milk 
powder, coffee, tea, and yerba mate) self-sufficiency ratios are nil, with high consumption but 
zero domestic production. The evidence of consumption deficits22 suggests that, despite the 
substantial progress towards self-sufficiency for main staples, Syria has to rely largely on foreign 
supplies to meet some key domestic consumption needs.  

Products for which self-sufficiency rates ranged between 90% and 110% were peaches, potatoes, 
fresh milk, olives, watermelons, citrus, grapes, apricots, unshelled pistachios, and apples. All 
these products were considered to have an export potential capable of being developed with the 
preferential opening to export markets such as the European Union.  

                                                        
22 Consumption deficit occurs when domestic production of any commodity not enough for covering consumption, so 
the country depends mainly on imports to supply enough quantities.      
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3.2.2. Main Agricultural Exports 

In this section, comments on the most important exported products are given by, firstly, 
comparing the performance between two averages 1995-1997 and 2002-2004, and secondly, 
comparing the developments in the last five years 2000-2004. The same exercise is replicated 
on main imported products in section 3.2.3. It is important to mentioned that the unite value 
was calculated for every products by dividing the product's exports value on the quantity. This 
could be as an expressional (although it is not accurate) for export price (for exported products) 
or import price (in the case of imported products).  

Sheep 

Sheep export is considered economically viable, since it is the most important single commodity 
in the Syrian trade system.  A two-way trade traditionally characterizes Syrian live sheep trade. 
Syria exports Awassi sheep, highly valued in Saudi Arabia and other Gulf countries, and imports 
lower quality Romanian sheep. In 2004, sheep imports totaled US$4.7 million (4,595 tons). 
Between 1995-97 and 2002-04, on average, exports sharply increased from US$58.4 million to 
US$255.3 million, and from 18.2 to 90.4 thousand tons, recording a declining unit value for live 
sheep from US$3,206.1 per ton to US$2,823.9 per ton. The peak of the last five years (2000-04) 
in the level of exports was witnessed in 2002 with 109 thousand tons valued at US$326.7 
million. In 2004, sheep exports recovered from 2003 figures, reaching US$238 million.  
Between 2000 and 2004, exports grew by about 22% in quantity and 24% in value, in spite of 
the downfall of 2001. The main destination countries were Saudi Arabia, importing more than 
70% of Syrian exports of sheep, followed by Lebanon, Kuwait, and Qatar (Table 3.6). 

Cotton (Not Carded or Combed) 

Cotton and its manufactures are by far one the most important Syrian exports. It is an important 
cash crop for Syria at both farm and national levels. Between the average of 1995-97 and 2002-
2004, the exported quantity increased from 116 to about 165 thousand tons. However, the 
respective value declined from US$210.6 million to US$168.7 million. The reason stands in the 
long-term slide of real cotton prices (as with most primary commodities) due to declining costs 
of production thanks to technological improvements, slow demand growth, and strong 
competition from substitutes. The recent developments in cotton trade showed exports 
significantly fluctuating in the last five years to reach the lowest level at about 114 thousands 
tons in 2004, compared to the highest of 255 thousand tons in 2002. The correspondent value 
reached US$165 million in 2004. The highest level in value was recorded in 2001 (US$204 
million), while the lowest one was in 2003 (US$139 million), evidence of a rather volatile unit 
value, leading to higher levels far more than double the lower ones. The main destination 
countries were Pakistan, Turkey, Italy, China, Indonesia, South Korea, Egypt, Bangladesh, and 
Tunisia (Table 3.7). 

Tomatoes 

Tomato is the most important exported vegetable in Syria. Tomato exports averaged 88 
thousand tons a year in 1995-97 and 232 thousand tons a year in 2002-04, and were valued at 
US$49.6 million and US$47.7 million, respectively, with a significant drop in the average unit 
value from US$563 per ton to US$205.4 per ton, causing the highest level in quantity exported, 
in 2004, at 260 thousand tons, to be the lowest level in value at US$28.9 million, with a unit 
value of US$110.9 per ton, the lowest value in the reference period. Between 2000 and 2004, 
the exported quantity increased slightly by 8.2%, while its value shrunk by 22%. The main 
destination countries were Saudi Arabia, importing more than half of Syrian exports, followed 
by the EU, Ukraine, Lebanon, Kuwait, United Arab Emirates, Turkey, Iraq, and Qatar (Table 
3.8). 
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Cumin Seeds 

Syria is considered one of the main cumin producers together with India and Iran. The 
importance of cumin in Syrian agricultural exports has soundly risen in the last decade. This 
could be interpreted partly as a result of massive production in 2002 when it reached the 
maximum with 97 thousand tons. In the following two years, this production witnessed a 
decline to 47, and then 22, thousand tons.23  Exports increased on average from 13.4 thousand 
tons in 1995-97 to 36.4 thousand tons in 2000-2002, valued respectively at US$18.1 million and 
US$66.1 million. Between the two reference periods, average unit export values increased from 
US$1,352.2 per ton to US$1,817.8 per ton. Syrian cumin was exported to more than 60 
countries, registering one of the highest levels of market diversification among Syrian exports. 
However, cumin exports suffered from declining values, reaching in 2004 the lowest level in five 
years (US$789.8 per ton) although the quantities exported were significant. In this respect, the 
exported quantity grew annually by 10.6%, between 2000 and 2004, while values shrunk by 
8.2%. Main destinations were the UAE, EU, USA, Brazil, Saudi Arabia, Egypt, and Morocco 
(Table 3.9). 

Soft and Durum Wheat 

Wheat is one of the most important food crops, providing a large part of Syria's calorie needs 
and acting as the food grain used most often as a buffer against food shortages. In addition, it is 
Syria’s major staple food commodity, consumed mostly in the form of bread. A major objective 
of the government is to ensure that Syria remains self-sufficient in wheat, and since 1994 Syria 
has maintained its status as a net wheat exporter. Noticeably, in recent years Syria's wheat 
exports shifted in composition from mostly hard varieties to soft varieties; the latter accounting 
for 76.3% of wheat exports in 2004. In 1995-97, wheat exports reached on average 407.4 
thousand tons a year, with an average unit value of US$89.8 million. In 2002-04, the annual 
average exports were about 664.7 thousand tons, valued at US$120.5 million.  Between 1995-97 
and 2002-04, the average unit value dropped from US$220.4 per ton to US$181.3 per ton, 
hitting bottom at US$179.8 per ton in 2004. Over the decade, this reduction is mainly explained 
by the fall in real wheat prices. It is worth noting that due to the positive effects of favorable 
climatic conditions on production, the overall trends in the period 2000-2004 increased sharply 
up to 700.2 thousand tons in 2004, valued at US$125.9 million, higher than the levels registered 
in 2001 (no exports were recorded in 2000) by 170% for quantity and 145.8% for value. The 
main destination countries in 2004 were Egypt, with one third of exports, followed by Iraq, 
Algeria, Jordan, Lebanon, North K0rea, Yemen, and Italy (Table 3.10). 

Selected Fruits (apples, apricots, cherries, pears, plums, and peaches) 

The leading six fresh fruit export commodities contributed to more than half of all Syrian fruit 
exports. Between 1995-97 and 2002-04, on average, fruit exports increased from 29 thousand 
tons to 53.5 thousand tons, yet export revenues declined from US$40.6 million to US$33.7 
million, a consequence of the significant decrease of the average unit export value (from 
US$1,405.5 per ton to US$630.9 per ton). Exports in the period 2000-2004 clearly showed 
steady quantities of around 50 thousand tons, except in 2002, when exports reached the peak of 
65 thousand tons. Fruit exports totaled 47.6 thousand tons in each of 2003 and 2004, the lowest 
figures in the decade that, coupled with the lowest unit value in 2004, led to the lowest export 
value at US$20 million, leading to an average annual decrease of 15.1% in value between 2000 
and 2004. The main destination countries in 2004 were Saudi Arabia (although losing half of its 
share compared to 2003), Jordan, Egypt, Libya, Lebanon, Russian Federation, Kuwait, and the 
UAE (Table 3.11). 

                                                        
23 Agricultural Abstract of MAAR, 2005.  
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Citrus Fruit (oranges, lemons, and mandarins) 

Some varieties of Syrian citrus enjoy comparative advantages and are traditionally favored by 
Gulf and Jordan markets. Syrian citrus exports grew significantly in the last decade, but as a 
result of population and per capita increase, consumption increased at the local level, showing 
relatively a decline in the quantities exported in 2003 and 2004. Exports averaged at 12.1 
thousand tons in 1995-97, with a value of US$9.3 million, compared with 31.9 thousand tons in 
2002-04 with a value of US$11.3 million, for a decline of the average unit value from US$769.7 
per ton to US$354 per ton. Between 2000 and 2004, exports decreased annually both in 
quantity (8%) and value (26.5%) reaching, in 2004, 28 thousand tons valued at US$6.6 million. 
The main destination for Syrian citrus in both 2003 and 2004 was Jordan, replacing the former 
leader, Saudi Arabia, which moved to the second place. Those two were followed by Lebanon, 
Kuwait, Iraq, U.A.E, and Qatar (Table 3.12).  

Lentils24 

The high quality of Syrian lentils is recognized in foreign markets, where they are usually sold at 
a premium price. Comparing 1993-95 with 2002-2004 averages, the annual exported lentil 
volume declined sharply by 44% reaching 59.8 thousand tons with a value of US$26.5 million 
(42% less than the 1993-95 average value), with an average unit value of US$442.5 per ton. 
Noticeably, though, in 2004, exported quantities reached an unprecedented level at 71.5 
thousand tons, at a value of US$28.2 million, implying, with respect to 2000, an annual 
increase of 44.3% in quantity and 28.4% in value. The main destination countries in recent years 
have been Egypt (importing 42% of Syrian lentils in 2003 and 52% 2004), Saudi Arabia, Jordan, 
Turkey, and Lebanon. In the last two years, Iraq lost its position as a main lentil trading partner 
(Table 3.13). 

Olive Oil 

Syria is one of the largest producers in the world (fourth in 2005), but olive oil production is 
characterized by large fluctuations due to the seasonality of the production. Due to intensive 
exports that resulted from new domestic and foreign investments in Syrian olive oil, domestic 
prices increased significantly reaching more than 200 SP/kg. Annual exports increased 
considerably from 4.4 thousand tons in 1995-97, to 18.9 thousand tons in 2002-04, with export 
values increasing from US$12.0 million to US$34.2 million, in spite of the sharp decline in 
average unit export values from US$2,729.7 per ton to US$1,811.2 per ton, in 2002-04. Between 
2000 and 2004, olive oil exports enjoyed a noticeable growth 92.9% in quantity and 69.7% in 
value, reaching 22.1 thousand tons valued at US$38 million in 2004. The main destination 
countries were EU countries  with more than half of exports in each of 2003 and 2004 (and 
within the EU, mainly Italy), followed by Switzerland, the Syrian Free Zone, Saudi Arabia (the 
main destination during 2001-2002), the USA, and Kuwait (Table 3.14). 

Mineral and Aerated Water 

In the last few years and especially in 2004, mineral and aerated water became an emerging 
booming product in Syrian agricultural exports. Between the averages of 1995-97 and 2002-04 
export volumes increased considerably from 2.3 thousand tons to 118.5 thousand tons, as well as 
their values from US$1.3 million to US$26.1 million, in spite of a decreased unit value from 
US$553.9 to US$220.5 per ton. Exports reached record values in 2004 reaching 265.5 thousand 
tons valued at US$55.5 million, ranking third in Syrian agricultural exports and, compared to 
2000 figures, registering an increase of 349.5% in quantity and 247.9% in value. The main 
destination countries in 2004 were Iraq, with a share of about 80%, followed by Jordan and 
Lebanon (Table 3.15). 

                                                        
24 This section refers to the exported lentils for consumption only. In 2002, Syria also exported a significant quantity 
of lentils for sowing, accounting for 10,503 tons, with a value of 276 million SP.   
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 Chickpeas 

Chickpeas are another traditional Syrian export, mainly cultivated on rainfed land. As such, 
production and exports were affected by the drought of 1999 and 2000. Chickpea annual 
average exports increased sharply from 4.5 thousand tons valued at US$4.2 million in 1995-
1997, to 12.7 thousand tons in 2002-2004 valued at US$6.5 million. Between the two periods, 
the average unit export value registered a significant decline reaching US$511.9 per ton. In 
2004, chickpea exports reached an unprecedented level of 29.5 thousand tons with a value of 
US$12.8 million, a very significant increase of 40.6% in quantity and 21.0% in value compared 
to 2000.  The main destination countries in 2004 were Jordan (with more than half of the 
share), Egypt, Lebanon, Tunisia, Saudi Arabia, and Iraq (Table 3.16).  

Barley 

In the late nineties barley stopped being a historically leading exported commodity, from no 
imports at all until 1999, to start being imported rather than exported in the following years (it 
will be discussed as an imported products in the next section). In more recent years, Syria has 
exported again significant quantities of barley, especially in 2003 when more than half a million 
tons were exported. Exported quantities declined from 482.5 thousand tons in 1995-97, with a 
value of US$62.3 million, to 276.4 thousand tons with a value of US$27.5 million in 2002-2004, 
corresponding to an average unit value decrease from US$129.1 per ton to US$99.6 per ton. 
During the 2002-2004 period, exports increased by 47.4% in quantity and by 88.8% in value, 
accounting for 194.1 thousand tons and US$27.1 million, respectively, in 2004. The main 
destination countries in 2003-2004 were Jordan (almost the sole destination in 2004), Cyprus, 
Algeria, and Iraq (Table 3.17). 

Leather 

Exported leather consists of sheep and lamb leather further prepared after tanning or crusting, 
tanned, grained, stamped or printed. During 1995-97, export quantities averaged 1.6 thousand 
tons valued at US$5.1 million, with an average unit value of US$3,089 per ton. Noticeably, these 
exports increased by 2002-2004 to 6,484 thousand tons with a value of US$17.5 million. During 
the 2000-2004 period, exports increased by 40.4% in quantity and 43.9% in value, recording a 
peak in 2002 and reaching 5.7 thousand tons and US$16.4 million in 2004. Leather exports are 
mainly intended for countries specialized in particular leather industries, such as Italy, which 
accounts for more than 94% of the market; other destination countries are China, Egypt, and 
Turkey (Table 3.18).  

Cotton Linters 

Cotton linters are an important derived product from cotton, mainly used for medical 
industries. Between 1995-97 and 2002-04, average exported quantities increased significantly 
from 14.4 thousand tons to 34 thousand tons, but with only a slight increase in value from 
US$7.2 million to US$8.6 million because average unit values declined sharply from US$500.8 
per ton to US$253.3 per ton. During 2000-2004, the maximum exported quantity was recorded 
in 2002 with 44 thousand tons, while the maximum value was recorded in 2001 at US$13.6 
million. Noticeably, between 2000 and 2004, exports declined annually by 1% in quantity, but 
increased by 3.4% in value, reaching 26 thousand tons valued at US$8.1 million, in 2004. The 
main destination countries were Germany (65.2% in 2004), Japan, China, Saudi Arabia, and 
Egypt (Table 3.19). 

Tables 3.20 to 3.25 present the developments of other exported products that are less important 
but still interesting to take note of, such as:  cake of cotton & olive & other oil seeds, apricot and 
grape paste (qamar ad’din), fresh grapes, cheese and curd, shelled and unshelled pistachio, and 
potatoes.    
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3.2.3. Main Agricultural Imports 

In the following paragraphs, remarks on imports written similar to how exports were covered in 
the previous section. Medium term trends are examined through comparing two averages, 1995-
1997 and 2002-2004. Recent developments are considered by referring to the period 2000-
2004.  

Sugar (refined and raw) 

Sugar is the most important Syrian agro-food import. According to MAAR statistics, Syrian 
sugar production from sugar beet covers less than 20% of domestic consumption. Imports 
increased significantly from an average of 330.5 thousand tons valued at US$120.9 million, in 
1995-97, to 623.8 thousand tons valued at US$155.9 million, in 2002-04. Between these two 
periods, the average unit import value decreased from US$365.6 per ton to US$249.9 per ton. 
Between 2000 and 2004, sugar imports increased annually by 12.9% in quantities and 20.7% in 
value, reaching 663.4 thousand tons with a value of US$176.2 million, in 2004. The main 
countries of origin were the EU15 (about 65.6%) and Brazil (with 32.3%) (Table 3.26). 
Noticeably, in the period 2002-2004, imports of sugar beet for refining (under custom code 
1701.1210) increased significantly, reaching 77.6 thousand tons (US$26 million) in 2004 (MAAR 
statistics not included in the table 3.26).   

Maize 

Maize imports are of major importance for feed preparations, food industries and oil extraction. 
In 2000, maize imports even surpassed sugar imports, accounting for 13% of the main Syrian 
agricultural imports. According to MAAR figures, domestic production covers about 20% of 
Syrian needs for maize. Between 1995-97 and 2002-2004, imported quantity almost doubled 
reaching on average 889.6 thousand tons per year. The average import value also increased 
from US$57.8 million to US$107.6 million.25 Regarding the average unit value, it decreased 
slightly from US$145.5 per ton to US$121.0 per ton during the reference periods. During 2000-
2004, imported quantities saw an average decline of 2.6% per year, ending at 855.8 thousand 
tons in 2004. However, the import value in the same period increased yearly by 2.2%, 
registering the highest level ever at US$117.8 million in 2004. Consistently, the USA was the 
main source for Syrian maize imports with about an 84% share in 2004, followed by Argentina 
and Ukraine (Table 3.27).  

Barley 

Syrian trade in barley is an example of intra-industrial trade (bilateral trade in very similar 
products). Although Syria exports about 36% of local production, it imports slightly more than 
the total amount produced domestically. In 2004, domestic production reached about half a 
million tons, cultivated in Syria’s dry and semi-dry areas, and exported about 194 thousand 
tons, mainly to Jordan. Barley's imports are an important source for livestock feed and the beer 
industry. Both black and white barley are cultivated. Black barley is preferred by livestock 
farmers. To protect domestic production an additional tax on imports was levied until 1999, at 
which time it was reduced almost to zero to enhance imports and compensate for the fall of 
domestic production caused by the drought. Through the period 2002-04, barley imports 
averaged 531.3 thousand tons with a value of US$53.9 million (with an average unit cost of 
US$101.5 per ton). Between 2000 and 2004, imports grew yearly in terms of quantity (1.5%) 
and value (2.8%), reaching 624.7 thousand tons valued at US$69.5 million. The main countries 
of origin in 2004 were Ukraine, Iraq (the main origin in 2003), Bulgaria, and Ecuador (Table 
3.28). 

                                                        
25 Figures do not include maize for seeds which accounted for US$0.2 million, in 2004. 
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Cakes and Residues of Oil Extraction 

This item includes oil-cake and other solid residues, whether or not ground or in the form of 
pellets, resulting from the extraction of vegetable fats or oils, from vegetables and oilseeds such 
as soybean, cotton, sunflowers, maize and olives. In 1995-97, the average import quantity was 
123 thousand tons (with a value of US$37.5 million) going up to 308.5 thousand tons (US$65.8 
million), in 2002-04. Unit import value declined during that time from US$304.8 per ton to 
US$213.4 per ton. In 2004, imports were 349.3 thousand tons (corresponding to US$93.8 
million), with an annual growth rate of 10.6% in quantity and 12.1% in value since 2000. In the 
most recent years, the only suppliers have been Argentina and USA (Table 3.29).  

Milled Paddy and Husked Rice 

Rice is one of Syria’s most important agro-food imports. It is consumed intensively in Syria and 
demand is covered only from imports. In 2002-04, the share of the value of rice in total 
agricultural imports was on average 5.5%. In 1995-97, the average imports were 162.5 thousand 
tons (with a value of US$67.9 million) with an average unit value of US$417.7 per tons. In 2000-
04, the average imports grew considerably to 203.9 thousand tons (US$64.2 million), with a 
sharp decline in the unit value to US$314.9 per ton. In 2004, imports were 237.9 thousand ton 
(US$83.9 million), with an average annual increase of 10.1% in quantity and 9.9% in value 
compared to 2000. In 2004, the main country of origin was Egypt (about 82.1%) which 
increased significantly its share at the expense of Thailand and Australia followed by Thailand, 
Spain and Iraq (Table 3.30).  

Tea 

Tea imports consist manly of packed black tea, fermented or partly fermented. Tea imports 
reached on average 30.1 thousand tons a year in the period 2002-04, 62% above the level of 
1995-97, accounting for values that increased from US$33.7 million to US$56.2. Between the 
two periods, the unit import value increased slightly from US$1,814.1 per ton to US$ 1,864.4 per 
ton. Between 2002 and 2004, annual import growth was 11.7% in quantity and 12.7% in value, 
by the end of that period reaching 30.7 thousand tons with a value of US$59.2 million. The main 
country of origin was Sri Lanka, accounting for more than 90% of total imports, while limited 
imports took place from Egypt, Viet Nam, and Saudi Arabia (a source of green tea)  (Table 3.31).  

Milk Powder 

Milk powder is imported in granules or other solid forms without added sugar or other 
sweetening matter, and in airtight tins for infant feeding and industrial uses. During the last 
decade, imports increased mainly as a consequence of the growing domestic demand. In 1995-
97, the imported quantities averaged around 8 thousand tons with a value of US$25 million. In 
2002-2004, average imports were 14 thousand tons (US$37.8 million). Between the averages of 
1995-1997 and 2002-2004, unit import costs declined from US$3,092.2 per ton to US$2,702.2 
per ton. In 2002, milk powder imports peaked at 14,847 tons (With a value of US$36.2 million) 
after the contraction registered in 2001 which occurred mainly as result of increased sanitary 
restrictions on animal products. Average annual growth rates were 5.8% and 2.3% in quantity 
and value, respectively, from 2000 to 2004. The main countries of origin were the Netherlands, 
France, Australia, Poland, New Zealand, and Maldives (Table 3.32).  

Vegetable Oils (Soybeans, Maize, Sunflower, and Palm) 

Soybeans, maize, and sunflower oils are imported mainly for human consumption, while palm 
oil, which increased its share very much in the last few years, is imported for food industries to 
produce hydrogenated ghee. Soybean, maize and sunflower oil imports have decreased in recent 
years, being replaced by palm oil imports and by oil extracted from oilseeds. In the last years, 
average domestic production of vegetable oils increased considerably reaching about 112 
thousand tons. About 40% of production is supplied by the public sector. Nevertheless, the 
average imported quantity almost doubled between 1995-97 and 2002-04, reaching 73.6 
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thousand tons, while the import value increased somewhat less impressively, from US$25.9 
million to US$36.9 million, due to a reduction in the average unit value from US$737.3 per ton 
to US$501.6 per ton. Between 2000 and 2004, imports increased annually by 35.2% in quantity 
and 23.6% in value due to the significant increase in palm imports that accounted for 69.7% of 
the total 111.7 thousand tons imported, and valued at US$56.1 million. The main countries of 
origin were Malaysia and Indonesia as source of palm oil, followed by Ukraine, Turkey, 
Lebanon, the Russian Federation, and Greece (Table 3.33).  

Oilseeds - Sesame and Sunflower Seeds 

Oilseed imports for oil extraction industries increased significantly in the last few years, 
compensating for the mentioned decrease in vegetable oil imports (other than palm oil). In 
2004, domestic production of sesame seeds covered only 10% of demand, while the local 
production of 13 thousand tons of sunflowers seeds covered 64% of local requirements.26 
Between 1995-97 and 2002-04, average oilseed imports increased from 20.1 thousand tons to 
48.2 thousand tons, corresponding to an increase in value from US$14.2 million to US$26.3 
million. The average unit value declined during the period from US$707.7 per ton to US$546.2 
per ton. Nevertheless, unit values in the most recent years have increased, with annual growth 
between 2002 and 2004 of 1.6% in quantity and 8.8% in value. The main countries of origin for 
sesame seeds were Sudan, Nigeria, Iraq, Ethiopia, India, and Pakistan; while sunflower seeds 
came mostly from Ukraine, Iraq, Argentina, Bulgaria, and France (Table 3.34).  

Soybean 

In the last few years, many domestic factories started producing soybean oils, in addition to 
many other manufactures. Imports of this product were relatively low in 1995-97 at 7.5 
thousand tons with a value of US$2.3 million. By contrast, in 2002-04 imports went up to 132.3 
thousand tons with a value of US$26.9 million, reaching a peak volume in 2003 of 156.5 
thousand tons. Soybean unit values, after increasing in 2001 to US$278 per ton, declined 
sharply in the following two years to recover the same level in 2004. In 2004, soybean imports 
reached 139.4 thousand tons and US$38.8 million, corresponding to an annual growth rate of 
19.4% in terms of quantity and 27.6% in value from 2000 levels. The main countries of origin 
were only the USA, Argentina, and Brazil (a source for the first time in 2004) (Table 3.35).  

Bananas 

Banana imports were banned until 1994, when the private sector was first given permission to 
import, conditionally on the availability of export revenues. Following liberalization, banana 
imports first boomed and then stabilized. Domestic banana production developed in the coastal 
area reaching 1,341 tons in 2004. Although imported quantities grew noticeably from 53.6 
thousand tons in the average of 1995-97 to 83.6 thousand tons in 2002-04, values remained 
stable at about US$23 million, due to a declining unit import cost from US$429.5 per ton to 
US$272.6 per ton. Between 2000 and 2004, the imported quantity grew annually by 8.2%, 
reaching 94.3 thousand tons in 2004, and a lesser growth in value at 3.9%, reaching US$25.6 
million. The most important countries of origin were Ecuador (accounting for 77.2% of imports), 
followed by, Lebanon, Yemen, Colombia, and Honduras (Table 3.36).   

Butter and Ghee 

Butter and ghee consumption increased considerably in the last few years. Domestic production 
also increased with many new manufacturers producing ghee through the hydrogenation 
process from vegetable oils. Between the two reference periods, annual average imports 
increased from 5.9 thousand tons to 8.8 thousand tons, with values of US$12.6 million and 
US$17.1 million, respectively. Average unit values declined from US$2,154 per ton to US$1,933 
per ton. Between 2000 and 2004, imported quantities increased annually by 5.7% while values 
increased by 11.1%, reaching 9.2 thousand tons and US$20.3 million in 2004. The main 
                                                        
26 Noticeably, Syrian exports of sunflower seeds were about 3.5 thousand tons, in 2004 
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countries of origin were the EU (Netherlands, Belgium, and Denmark) with about 78% of total 
imports, followed by New Zealand and the UAE (Table 3.37).  

Yerba Mate 

This agricultural product is consumed in only a few countries worldwide and produced widely in 
South America. Some Syrian regions consume it intensively. The quantity imported doubled 
between the average of 1995-97 and 2002-04 reaching 18.3 thousand tons in the second period, 
although values declined slightly, from US$16.5 million to US$14.2 million. This is mainly due 
to the reduction in the world prices which led to a significant decline in the average unit value 
from US$1,727 per ton to US$780 per ton. Over the period 2002-04, the quantity imported 
grew by 5% per year, reaching its peak with 20 thousand tons, while its value shrunk annually by 
0.1%, to about US$15.4 million. Thus, unit values continued to decline, reaching US$769 per ton 
in 2004. In 2004, Argentina was the dominant country of origin with a 99.4% share, while the 
remaining amount came from the EU (Table 3.38).  

Coffee 

Syrian imports of coffee are characterized by a high fluctuation over the last five years reaching a 
maximum in 2001 at 37.4 thousand tons. Average annual imports increased from about 12 
thousand tons in 1995-97 to 18.2 thousand tons in 2002-04, while the average import unit value 
declined sharply from US$2,534.6 per ton t0 US$897.8 per ton, due to the fall of international 
prices. Accordingly, total import value declined from US$30.3 million to US$16.3 million. In 
2004, imports were 18.8 thousand tons with a value of US$21 million, corresponding to an 
annual increase of 11.9% in terms of quantity and 13.3% in value over the period 2000-2004. 
The main countries of origin were Brazil (with an 84.6% share), India, Colombia, Viet Nam, and 
Lebanon (prepared coffee) (Table 3.39).  

Tables 3.40 to 3.43 present the developments of other less important, but still relevant, 
imported products, such as: bran, sharps and other residues, margarine, canned fish, and 
bovine. 

3.3. Main partners 

The following sections explore Syrian agricultural trade from a geographical point of view. The 
focus is first on regions, second on trade balance with major partners (classified according to 
agricultural trade volume with Syria) and, finally, on main destinations and suppliers for 
individual agricultural products in 2004. 

3.3.1. Agricultural Trade by Group of Countries 

In order to present Syrian agricultural trade by region, eight groups of countries are considered: 
Arab countries, Europe (with a sub-group for the EU15), South America, North America, Asia 
excluding Arab Countries, Africa excluding Arab Countries, Oceania, and Other Countries. 

Exports 

Regarding agricultural exports, the Arab countries were the most important destinations for 
Syrian agricultural products (Table 3.44), consistently accounting for more than 50% of Syria’s 
export market through the decade of reference, and often at levels above 60%, especially in the 
most recent years. Noticeably, the trend of a high and increasing share of exports to Arab 
countries continued in that same direction, increasing at an average annual growth rate of 4.7%, 
making the 2004 share the highest of the decade at 68.2%. This very positive dynamic is likely 
explained by the positive effects related to the implementation of the Great Arab Free Trade 
Area (GAFTA) and the high level of sheep exports to Gulf countries in the last few years, in 
addition to the increased exports to the Iraqi market. The value of exports to Arab countries 
reached its peak in 2002 at about US$897 million, declining to US$768 million in 2004.  
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Figure 3.7 illustrates how much Arab, European, and Asian markets are relevant for Syrian 
agricultural exports, compared with other regions of destination. It also shows, during the 
reference period, the increase in the importance of the Arab market at the expenses of the other 
markets of major relevance for Syria. 

Figure 3.7 - Syrian Agricultural Exports by Group of Countries, 1995-97 and 2002-04 (% of Total 
Agricultural Exports). 
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Source: NAPC Syrian Agriculture Database and GDC , Table 3.44. 

Europe (including the EU) was the second importer of Syrian agricultural products, though 
recorded a declining growth rate of 0.5% in its value between 1995-97 and 2004, and a 
reduction in the share from 21.7% to 18.4% between the averages of 1995-97 and 2002-04. 
Similarly, the EU15 - representing the bulk of the whole agricultural exports to Europe - lost 
some of its importance as a market for Syrian exports, dropping from an average share of 18.6% 
in 1995-97 to 16.3% in 2002-2004, with only 14.8% in 2004. Asian countries (excluding Arab 
countries), the third most important destination, also saw a reduction of their relative 
importance with a drop in their average share from 14.3% to 12.9% between 1995-97 and 2002-
04, although the value of such trade grew 2.7% during the same period. Other regions didn't 
show significant performance as a destination for Syrian agricultural exports, although North 
American countries had a minor but noticeable development in their share.  

Imports 

Regarding Syrian agricultural imports, in 2004, the European countries (including the EU) were 
the largest supplier of agricultural products to Syria, followed by Arab countries, South America, 
and Asia (excluding Arab countries). The share of these four groups totaled about 86.2% of 
Syrian agricultural imports in 2004, confirming the general evidence that Syrian agricultural 
imports are more diversified than exports from a geographical point of view. Average 
agricultural imports from European countries (including the EU) between 1995-97 and 2004 
saw an increase by 6.6% annually reaching a value of US$442.5 million. Nevertheless, the 
average share of 2002-2004 (30.6%) was lower than the average share of 1995-97 (34.4%). The 
EU15 accounted for most of these imports with about two-thirds of Europe's share.  

Arab countries increased agricultural exports to Syria considerably, growing by 21.6% on 
average during the reference period and reaching about US$300.9 million in 2004. Their share 
in Syrian agricultural imports increased from 9.3% in the average of 1995-97, to 17.7% in the 
average of 2002-04, with a maximum share in 2004 at 21.6%. Also with respect to agricultural 
imports, the introduction of the GAFTA is likely to have favored the performance of Arab 
countries over other regions, as illustrated in Figure 3.8. 
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Figure 3.8 - Syrian Agricultural Imports by Group of Countries, 1995-97 and 2002-04 (% of Total 
Agricultural Imports). 
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Source: NAPC Syrian Agriculture Database and GDC , Table 3.44.  

In addition to Arab countries, the only region increasing its relative importance as a source of 
Syrian agricultural imports is South America. Imports from South America amounted to 
US$270 million in 2004, making for an 11.7% average growth over the reference period, and 
pushing the share of total agricultural imports (17.9%) in 2002-04 higher than the one in 1995-
97 (15.1). Conversely, imports from Asia decreased annually by about 1.6%, accounting for 13.3% 
of Syrian agricultural imports in 2004 after having had a share of 25.3% in the average of 1995-
97. Syrian imports from North America reached their peak in 2000 when the drought forced 
Syria to import huge quantities of agricultural products (especially cereals) from the USA (Table 
3.44 and Figure 3.8).  

3.3.2. Trade Balances with Major Partners 

The agricultural trade balance (Table 3.45) was negative with the EU and the main American 
and Asian partners, with the exception of China. In addition to China, in 2004 Syria enjoyed a 
positive agricultural trade balance with main Arab partner countries and Turkey, in line with the 
general trend over the period 1995-97 through 2004. Indeed, trade balances suggest a solid 
position of Syrian products in many Arab countries, as indicated by figures with Saudi Arabia, 
Egypt, Iraq, Jordan, Lebanon, and Kuwait (Figure 3.9). The highest surplus was recorded with 
Saudi Arabia with US$246 million, while the largest deficits were registered with the USA, 
Argentina, and the EU.    
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Figure 3.9 - Syrian Agricultural Trade Balance with Main Partners, 2004 (Million US$). 
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Source: NAPC elaborations from GDC data, Table 3.45. 

With reference to the standardized trade balance it should be noticed that its positive value with 
Arab countries declined considerably from the average value of 0.76 recorded in 1995-97 to the 
average value of 0.59 in 2002-2004 (Table 3.44). Noticeable is also the existence of net 
importing and exporting countries, such as (in 2004) Kuwait (+1), Argentina (-1), and Sri Lanka 
(-1), among the main partner countries (Figure 3.10).   

Figure 3.10 - Syrian Agricultural Standardized Balance with Main Partners, 2004. 
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Source: NAPC elaborations from General Department of Customs data, Table 3.45. 

In Table 3.45, countries are ranked according to the volume of agricultural trade in 2004. The 
EU is the most important one with US$456 million, accounting for 18.1% of Syria’s total 
agricultural trade volume, followed by Saudi Arabia, Egypt, Iraq, the USA, and Argentina. 
Within the EU, the most important partners are France and Holland, accounting together for 
27.7% of total agricultural trade between Syria and the EU in the average of 2002-2004 (Table 
3.50); with Germany coming in a distant third place, with less than half the trade activity of 
either of the first two countries.  
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Tables 3.51 to 3.57 present to the reader further insight into Syria’s trade balance with the seven 
most important partners in terms of agricultural trade volume by tariff chapters.   

3.3.3. Main Destinations 

Saudi Arabia and the EU are by far the two most important destination countries for Syrian 
agricultural exports (Table 3.46). Figure 3.11 illustrates the shares of main destinations for 
Syrian goods in 2004, showing, in addition to Saudi Arabia (22.8%) and the EU (14.8%), the 
relative importance of other partners like Egypt (9.2%), Jordan, Iraq, Lebanon, Turkey.  

Figure 3.11 -Main Destinations for Syrian Agricultural Exports, 2004 (% of Total Agricultural Exports). 
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Source: NAPC elaborations from General Department of Customs data, Table 3.46. 

Figure 3.12 shows how variable trade with particular partners can be over time. In fact, between 
2000 and 2004, Saudi Arabia and the EU maintained their places as first and second most 
important destinations for Syrian agricultural products, but their share of total trade dropped 
significantly. In is important noticing that Jordan's importance has raised over the last two 
years (more than 8%) moving from the 9th place in 2000 to the fourth in 2004. Egypt, Jordan, 
Iraq and Lebanon have smaller shares of total trade, but instead soundly increased their shares. 
Noticeably, market shares for Turkey and UAE dropped significantly during this period.   
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Figure 3.12 - Main destinations for Syrian Agricultural Exports, 2000 & 2004 (% of Total 
Agricultural Exports). 
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Source: NAPC elaborations from GDC data, Table 3.46. 

Figure 3.12 also shows that Syrian agricultural exports became slightly less market concentrated 
over recent years. Indeed, in 2000 the aggregate share for the top 5 partners totaled 69% of total 
Syrian agricultural exports, compared to a share of 64.1% in 2004. This total reached a 
minimum in 2001 at 62.1%. 

The following paragraphs illustrate more in depth the features of agricultural trade with main 
destination countries. 

Syrian Agricultural Exports to Saudi Arabia: Syrian agricultural exports to Saudi 
Arabia were worth US$257.4 million in 2004. Sheep (Awassi) covered 67.4% of the total, 
followed in importance by other kinds of sheep and goats (8.0%), tomatoes (both fresh and 
chilled) with 6.1%, lentils (2.2%), and cumin seeds (1.0%). The first five most important 
exported commodities accounted for 84.6% of the total, while the first 15 commodities summed 
up 90.1% of agricultural exports to Saudi Arabia, with a dominance of sheep, cumin, vegetables, 
olive oil, chocolate and sugar confectionary, and fruits (Table 3.58). In 2004, Syrian tomatoes, 
cumin, and fruits lost some of their importance in the Saudi market, in favor of sheep, lentils, 
and processed products. In the last few years and as a result of the gradual implementation of 
GAFTA, Saudi Arabia has increased its exports to Syria, valued at about US$11 million, mainly 
of processed products (biscuits and cakes) and dates.27  

Syrian Agricultural Exports to the EU: Syrian agricultural exports to the EU totaled 
US$167.3 million in 2004. Cotton and its textile by-products together accounted for about 60% 
of Syrian agricultural exports to the EU, while virgin olive oil emerged as another leading export 
product, accounting for 11.4% of exports to the EU in 2004. Processed sheep and lamb leather 
maintained their role, accounting for 9.3% (with a value of US$15.6 million), of which more 
than 90% was exported to Italy.  

Other important products were durum wheat, cumin seeds, tomatoes (fresh or chilled), tobacco 
leaves, and dried onions (Table 3.59). The first 15 most important exported products to the EU 
accounted for 87.2% of the total. The main individual European countries for Syrian agricultural 
exports, in order of importance, were Italy with more than 50% of the total in the last three 
years (58.5% in 2004), followed by Germany (10.1%), Belgium (8.5%), Portugal (6.8%) and 
Spain (6.2%). Spain and France both lost some of their importance in recent years (Table 3.49).   

                                                        
27 NAPC Syrian Agriculture Database 
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Syrian Agricultural Exports to Egypt: Agricultural exports to Egypt amounted to US$104 
million in 2004 (Table 3.60). Soft wheat was the most important agricultural export, accounting 
for 35.4% of the total, followed by cotton yarn and lentils accounting for about 14% each, and  
cotton not carded or combed (5.9%), other cotton products, fruits, apricot paste, chickpeas, and 
cumin seeds. The top five exported products accounted for 73.7% of total Syrian exports to 
Egypt, and the top 15 products for 93.6%.  

Syrian Agricultural Exports to Jordan: Syrian agricultural exports to Jordan increased 
significantly in 2003 and 2004, reaching US$97.1 million. The list of Syrian exports to Jordan 
consisted primarily of barley (27.9%), soft wheat (14.4%), chickpeas (6.7%), sheep and goats 
(6.6%)28, and other kinds of water, containing added sugar or other sweetening matter or 
flavored (5.4%). Other important products were fruits, sugar confectionary, chocolate and 
biscuits, lentils, maize, and pears (Table 3.61). The concentration of the first five products 
accounted for 59.6% of the total, while that of the first 15 accounted for 81.9%. Noticeably, Syria 
depends on Jordanian vegetables (the most important imported product from Jordan) in 
winter.    

Syrian Agricultural Exports to Iraq: Syrian trade relations with Iraq started in 2002 
when it took 1.7% of Syrian agricultural exports. Later, trade relations developed considerably 
reaching about US$96 million in 2004, with a share of 8.5% of Syrian agricultural exports. The 
main exported products in 2004 were mineral waters and aerated waters, containing or not 
containing added sugar or other sweetening matter nor flavored (46.5%)29 followed by soft 
wheat (22.6%) and oil cake and other residues of soybean oil (7.4%). In addition, durum wheat, 
margarine, food preparations, vegetables, and dairy products were exported in significant 
quantities, but with a lower share in total agricultural exports (Table 3.62).  In 2004, 
agricultural exports to Iraq were highly concentrated with the top 5 holding about 76.5% of the 
total.  

Two additional detailed tables are provided in the annex for Lebanon and Turkey (Tables 3.63 
and 3.64).  

3.3.4. Main Suppliers 

The EU was the most important supplier of Syrian agricultural imports in 2004, accounting for 
20.8% of the total. Other important suppliers were the USA, Argentina, Brazil, Egypt, Iraq, 
Ukraine, and Sri Lanka (Table 3.47 and Figure 3.13). Compared to 2000, countries such as 
Brazil, Iraq, Ukraine, Libya, and Lebanon emerged as new important suppliers. Other countries,  
such as Turkey (which was 4th in 2000 and 2001), Thailand, Malaysia, and the UAE declined in 
importance and were below 3.0% in 2004. Moreover, the concentration of imports from the top 
5 suppliers reduced slightly from 60.4% in 2000 to 55% in 2004, and for the top 10 from 76.9 to 
74.5%. In 2004, the top 5 suppliers of Syrian agricultural imports were the EU, USA, Argentina, 
Brazil, and Egypt. 

                                                        
28 Products coded 01042090 and 01041020 in Table 3.61. 
29 Products coded 22029000, 22011000, and 22021000 in Table 3.62. 
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Figure 3.13 - Main Suppliers of Syrian Agricultural Imports, 2004 (% of Total Agricultural Imports). 
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Source: NAPC elaborations from GDC data, Table 3.47. 

Figure 3.14 - Main Suppliers of Syrian Agricultural Imports, 2000 & 2004 (% of Total Imports). 
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Source: NAPC elaborations from GDC data, Table 3.47. 

Syrian Agricultural Imports from EU: Syrian imports from the EU were characterized by 
the importance of processed products. In 2004, Syrian agricultural imports from the EU 
amounted to US$288.9 million. Through time, France, Netherlands, Germany and Belgium 
were the main sources for Syrian agricultural imports from EU. The main imported products 
were sugar (other chemically pure sucrose, refined), cigarettes, herbicides, milk powder, 
vegetable seeds, and ghee. These products accounted for 71.0% of the total value. The first two 
were imported in significant quantities, registering a share of 40% and 11.3% respectively. Other 
important products are food preparations, pesticides, dairy products, and cereals (Table 3.65).  

Syrian Agricultural Imports from the United States: Agricultural imports from the 
USA amounted to US$150 million in 2004. The US was also the main source of Syrian imports 
of maize and soybeans, the two most important imported commodities. Total maize imports30 
accounted for 66% of the total agricultural import value from the USA with about 72 thousand 

                                                        
30 Products coded 10051000, 10059010 and 10059090 in table 3.65. 
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tons valued at US$99 million. Soybeans accounted for 14% of agricultural imports, followed by 
cigarettes (12.1%), and oil cake and other residues from soybean oil (2.6%) (Table 3.66). Syrian 
imports from the USA were highly concentrated in a few commodities. In 2004, the first five 
imported products from the USA summed up to 94.6% of the total.   

Syrian Agricultural Imports from Argentina: Agricultural trade with Argentina was 
characterized by a one-way trade pattern amounting to US$141.8 million of agricultural imports 
by Syria in 2004. Syrian imports from Argentina are confined to 12 products showing a very 
high concentration - the first six imported products accounted for 98.7% of the total. The most 
important products were oil cake and other residues of soybean oil, accounting for 62.7% of the 
total, followed by maize (13.1%), yerba mate31 (10.8%) and soybeans (10.5%) (Table 3.67). 

Syrian Agricultural Imports from Brazil: Brazil increased its agricultural exports to 
Syria significantly between 2000 and 2004, despite the registered reduction in 2003, reaching 
the highest level in 2004 at US$99 million. This could be explained by the increased sugar 
imports that replaced the supply from Turkey and Thailand. Syrian agricultural imports from 
Brazil were concentrated in a few products, which added up to 99.8% for the first ten products, 
of which the main ones are chemically pure refined sucrose (57.5%), beet sugar for refining 
(20.1%), coffee (18%), and soybeans (3%) (Table 3.68). 

Syrian Agricultural Imports from Egypt: Syrian agricultural imports from Egypt 
amounted to US$85.8 million in 2004. Although these imports were more diversified than other 
suppliers, they were concentrated on the first five products which summed up 87.5% of the total. 
Since Syria exchanges wheat for Egyptian rice, Egypt became the main source of Syrian rice32 
imports, accounting for about 80.2% of the total, and replacing in the last few years suppliers 
such as Thailand and Australia. Rice imports accounted for 200.8 thousand tons valued at 
US$68.8 million. In addition to rice, Egypt supplied ground-nuts (3%), black tea (2.6%), fresh 
or chilled onion (1.7%), and smoking tobacco (1.5%) (Table 3.69). 

Two additional detailed tables are provided in the annex about Iraq and Ukraine (Tables 3.70 
and 3.71).  

Key Findings 

• In 2004, sheep, cotton linters, lentils, and chickpeas enjoyed revealed comparative 
advantages (RCA) compared to other products.  

• Sheep and wheat where the only two exported products that registered Relative Unit 
Values (RUV) above one in 2004. Barley recorded an RUV equal to one, while lentils and 
chickpeas were slightly below one.   

• The Syrian Agricultural Trade Map, over the period 1999-2003, shows live sheep and 
goats and olive oil and its fractions as champions; tomatoes and apricot & cherries as 
underachievers; cotton not carded or combed as a declining sector (previously achiever 
in adversity); sheep and lamb skin, anis seed, cotton yarn not sewing and wheat and 
muslin (which recorded a high increase in world market share) as achievers in adversity. 
Most of these products were close to average world trade growth.   

• The Syrian Agricultural Trade Structural Map classifies most of Syrian main agricultural 
exports as Starts. These products include sheep and lamp skin, non-alcoholic beverages, 
flowers, cotton yarn, olive oil and its fractions, lentils and chickpeas, and live sheep and 
goats.   

                                                        
31 Products coded 09030020 and 09030010 in table 3.66. 
32 Products coded 10062000 and 10063000 in table 3.68. 
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• There is an opportunity for some products to be emerging products if structural 
adjustments in the production patterns in agricultural sector are achieved in the context 
of the reform process of the Syrian economy.  

• Five of the Syria's most important exports are traditional products: tomatoes, apricot 
and cherries, cotton, wheat and muslin, and barley. All of them tend to maintain stable 
levels of world market share, although differing in world trade volume growth. The best 
performance was recorded by tomatoes, followed by apricot and cherries, cotton not 
carded or combed, wheat and muslin, and barley. 

• In 2004, the main Syrian agricultural exports were heavily concentrated with an average 
of 89.5% for the top five partners' share (89.6% in 2003) and an average of 97.3% for the 
top ten (97.0% in 2003), with the exception of cotton (not carded or combed), cumin 
seeds, and selected fruits. 

• In 2004, the main Syrian agricultural imports were heavily concentrated with an average 
of 95.8% for the top five partners’ share, with the lowest concentrations for main 
products recorded by milk powder and butter & ghee at 81.0% and 84.0%, respectively. 

• The main Syrian agricultural products, in 2004, were characterized by significant net  
surplus available for export. 

• Regarding agricultural exports, the Arab countries were the most important destinations 
for Syrian agricultural products, accounting for 68.2% of agricultural exports in 2004, 
and 66.1% in the average of 2002-2004. Europe including the EU was the second most 
important importer of Syrian agricultural products, although recording a fall from 21.7% 
to 18.4% between the averages of 1995-97 and 2002-04.  

• In 2004, the European countries including the EU were the largest suppliers of 
agricultural products to Syria with 31% in 2004 (20.8% for EU 15), followed by Arab 
countries and South America and Asia excluding Arab countries. The share of these four 
groups totaled about 86.2% of Syrian agricultural imports in 2004. 

• The trade balance was negative with the EU and main American and Asian partners, 
except for China. In 2004, Syria enjoyed a positive agricultural trade balance only with 
Arab main partner countries, Turkey, and China. These trade balances have been stable 
over the period 1995-97 to 2004.  

• Regarding volume of agricultural trade, the EU came first with US$456 million (18.1% of 
Syria’s agricultural trade volume) followed by Saudi Arabia, Egypt, Iraq, the USA, and 
Argentina.  

• In 2004, Syrian agricultural trade with the UAE, Egypt, and Iraq were fairly balanced. 
Syrian agricultural trade with the USA and Argentina, on the other hand, presented the 
highest deficits, while trade with Saudi Arabia favored Syria by US$246 million. 

• In 2004 Saudi Arabia was the main destination for Syrian agricultural exports, 
accounting for 22.8% of total Syrian agricultural exports. The EU was second (14.8%) 
and Egypt third (9.2%), followed by Jordan, Iraq, Lebanon, and Turkey.  

• The EU was the most important supplier of Syrian agricultural imports in 2004, 
accounting for 20.8% of the total followed by the USA, Argentina, Brazil, Egypt, Iraq, 
Ukraine, and Sri Lanka. 
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Chapter 4-International Policies and 
Agreements 

This chapter is devoted to present international trade negotiations and agreements influence 
agricultural trade policies. In addition, their importance for Syria is rapidly increasing. This 
chapter is dedicated to illustrate the latest developments in relevant international trade policies. 
Section 4.1 focuses on multilateral trade negotiations, dedicating its core to the developments in 
WTO negotiations and the last ministerial conference in Hong Kong in December 2005, and 
also addresses some important issues of international trade in genetically modified food. Section 
4.2 presents the developments in regional trade agreements, including those directly involving 
Syria. Lastly, Section 4.3 briefly discusses other recent regional trade agreements including 
those that involve Syria.    

4.1. Development of Multilateral Trade Negotiation 

4.1.1. WTO Agricultural Negotiations and the Doha Round Process 

It is clear that the Doha Development Agenda (DDA) still revolves around the liberalization of 
agriculture as the last frontier for trade liberalization33 and the arena where most gains stand 
to be made. However, it is not clear yet who will benefit from this process. It is likely that the 
EU, the US, EFTA34, Japan, Korea and others will not yield in their protectionist attitudes. This 
would be a disaster for developing countries, who would find themselves locked into a massively 
unfair system of commodity exchange. It would also pose challenges for the developed countries 
that will eventually need to make reforms if they are to compete with China and India35.   

In this regard, WTO members failed to meet the July 2005 target date for interim agreements in 
key areas of the stalled Doha Round trade talks. Concerning agriculture, topics such as the 
structure of the tiered formula for cutting tariffs on farm products, the way to reduce trade-
distorting domestic subsidies, food aid, and various cotton issues still urgently need to be agreed 
on. As a result, the specific modalities (procedures) of these agreements, including the formulas, 
percentages and timeframes for tariff and subsidy cuts, have only a short time to be figured out.  

Though most members agree on the fact that changes are needed to phase out regular export 
subsidies, there was no agreement about the appropriate policies deal with state trading 
enterprises or food aid. The G2036 and Canada submitted proposals on how to reform the Green 
Box37, and the 2004 July Framework38 called for the review and clarification of international 
food aid. Indeed, while WTO members such as the EU and G10, developed country net food 

                                                        
33 As described in Eldis Trade Reporters (www.eldis.org).  
34 The European Free Trade Association includes the EU (25) member states, the EC, Iceland, Liechtenstein and 
Norway. 
35 Eldis Trade Reporter, 28 September 2005 (www.eldis.org).  
36 The G20 is a group that includes the major developing country players, such as India and Brazil. 
37 The Green Box includes domestic support measures which don’t distort trade, or at most cause minimal distortion 
(see SAT 2003 page 18). 
38 A Framework for Establishing Modalities in Agriculture was agreed upon the WTO General Council that met in 
Geneva on 31st of July, 2004; the agreement was named the “July package”.   
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importers see the review as just a health check, others wish to ensure that the criteria for 
subsidies meet the objectives of the box. The G20 presented a new proposal that aims to exclude 
trade-distorting measures of support from the Green Box, including a suggestion to make sure 
that exempted direct payments to producers are not linked to production levels, and Canada 
suggested a number of detailed amendments to ensure that the exempted subsidies do not 
distort trade. 

In another area, ministers from thirty key WTO member countries made a technical 
breakthrough in the WTO agriculture talks, reaching a preliminary compromise on how to 
convert specific agricultural tariffs, based on quantities imported, into ad valorem equivalent 
(AVEs) tariffs based on the price of the product. However, it still needs to be agreed to by the 
WTO's full membership, and certain elements, notably the treatment of sugar and the process 
through which members countries would verify each others' AVEs, remain undecided. 

4.1.1.1. The issue of ad valorem equivalents 

Given the current state of the WTO negotiations, the conversion of all tariffs into their ad 
valorem equivalent (AVE) is of major importance. The AVE is the equivalent in a monetary 
form of a tariff originally expressed as a “specific” (such as quotas) or mixed duty.  This is often 
seen as a transition phase to calculate the base reference total tariffs to be gradually reduced by 
the agreement.  

Expressing all tariffs in their AVE form was considered a necessary step since the DDA has 
agreed on tariff reductions. However, experts and negotiators are still discussing which of the 
different methodologies should be used to convert specific and mixed tariffs into their AVE. The 
process of converting a specific tariff into its AVE should, in principle, be simple - it is enough to 
divide the tariff by the import unit value. However, this apparent simplicity can be complicated 
by several factors, the most fundamental of which is the price used to make the conversion. One 
method is to use the import unit value recorded by each country and addressed in the WTO 
Integrated Database (IDB), which also reflects quality standards.  Another way is to use the 
import value recorded by the United Nations commodity trade statistics (ComTrade) - which, 
not surprisingly, affords disproportionate benefits to the exporter39. Nonetheless, in a mini-
ministerial meeting in May 2005, key trade ministers struck a deal with respect to determining 
agricultural AVEs. Participants agreed on specific figures weighting averages of the WTO IDB 
and the UN ComTrade price estimates; the prices of basic products further weighted towards the 
lower ComTrade prices, while the prices of processed goods weighted closer to the higher IDB 
levels. 

4.1.1.2. The issue of Special Safeguards (SSG) and Special Products (SPs) 

Special safeguards (SSGs) are protection measures made available to those countries that 
converted non-tariff measures into tariffs (processed called tariffication) when they agreed to 
the Agreement on Agriculture (AoA) in the Uruguay round. Each crop subject to tariffication 
could be protected through the application of a special safeguard. SSGs are tariffs that provide 
temporary protection against sudden import surges or declines in world prices. It was mainly 
developed countries that tariffied and thereby gained the right to use the SSG provision - only 21 
developing countries have access to this provision. Although imperfect, the SSG does offer one 
of the simplest mechanisms for a country to defend its producers from import surges. A number 
of developing countries have proposed the creation of a variation on the existing SSG for 
developing countries only. These proposals are now on the negotiating table. 

The special products (SPs) classification is another designation intended to soften the transition 
from restricted to market-based trade in developing countries. SPs are to be designated for 
specific purposes, such as food security, and livelihood and rural development purposes.  Since a 
common set of indicators cannot reflect the widely varying circumstances across the developing 

                                                        
39 AVE - Ad Valorem Equivalents, 2005. 
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world and even within developing countries, the G33 group of countries40 demanded that 
countries have maximum flexibility when designating SPs. The definition of SPs asked by 
developing countries would permit them to designate certain crops based on the mentioned 
principles. Developing countries would then have the opportunity to maintain and protect those 
crops by using appropriate tariffs. The G33 further suggests that developing countries must be 
able to decide themselves a percentage of tariff lines to be considered as SPs.  

4.1.1.3. Preferences erosion 

Granting preferences – a decision by a country to give special treatment and more favorable 
economic/trading terms to another country – was originally intended to give new exporters an 
opportunity to increase sales, although some of the quotas at fixed amounts and high prices 
seem designed more to give poor countries additional revenue, either to relieve poverty directly 
or to finance development. Both the EU and the US give preferential quotas to some agricultural 
exporters, which gives them increased market access and higher prices. After 2008, least 
developed countries (LDCs) will have unlimited entry to the EU. However, the moves since 
2000 to improve preferences have increased the potential loss for those who have been enjoying 
the preferences, particularly the LDCs.  

Preferences are normally considered a bilateral feature. Multilateral trade negotiations, 
however, can also have a dramatic effect on the trade position of some developing countries in 
industrial country markets where poorer countries enjoy a trade preference (normally in terms 
of tariff reductions or tariff quotas).  This potential loss for preference beneficiaries is called 
“preference erosion”. 

The US offers special access to some LDC exporters, to most African and Caribbean countries, 
and to a growing number of countries under free trade area agreements (FTAs). Also the EU has 
granted various preferential market access arrangements and joined FTAs. For countries with 
high concentrations of exports in heavily protected commodities in destination countries, the 
gains from preferential treatment are very large. This means that it is mainly small countries, 
with less diversified export markets who gain.  

Many of the poorest developing countries united to form the G90, a multilateral effort to give 
those countries a stronger negotiating voice on issues beyond just the erosion of preferences. 
The G90 brought together the African, Caribbean and Pacific (ACP) group of countries, the 
LDCs and the African Union. Along with a few more advanced developing countries, the G90 
was instrumental in blocking negotiations on the Singapore issues41 42.  

The July 2004 framework still assumes that preference erosion can be resolved within the 
existing Doha Development Agenda. For the worst affected, however, any gains from trade 
facilitation are likely to be smaller than the losses in trade in goods. But for the world economy 
as a whole and for most poor people living in developing countries, trade liberalization by 
developed countries is likely to be strongly positive (China, India, and Brazil will be clear 
gainers). There is, therefore an international interest in finding a way of transferring some of 
these gains to the losers, not only as a matter of equity and to ensure a ‘development’ round, but 
to avoid blocking by the losers, since the WTO requires consensus. 

Losses as a result of other types of trade policies  - for example, the situation when a regional 
trade area is formed, or if a country wins a trade dispute and the ‘offending’ country does not 
change its policy – have always been recognized as suitable for compensatory action in the 
WTO. Compensation in these contexts, however, means some counter-balancing form of trade-
based retaliation. There is no WTO provision which allows monetary compensation.  

                                                        
40 G33 is a group consisting of 42 developing countries that support the concepts of SPs and a SSGs. 
41 The Singapore issues are investment, competition, government procurement, and trade facilitation. 
42 Millennium report, UN, 2004. 
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Developing countries and protected producers remain divided on whether compensation is a 
satisfactory substitute for preferences. Many prefer trade mechanisms, as it is more likely to be 
durable, and some believe that it would be possible to hold back reform and maintain some of 
the special arrangements. The countries which are requesting trade liberalization – in this case 
principally the non-preferred developing countries such as Brazil and the G20 along with some 
efficient developed producers like Australia and the Cairns Group43 – have to make an offer that 
will secure an agreement. In brief, although the loss from preference erosion is permanent, 
adapting to permanent changes in trade patterns or trade policy is normal, so any funding 
would be for a transition period.  

4.1.2. The Hong-Kong Ministerial Conference 

After six days of meetings, ministers from the WTO's 149 member states reached a deal on 18 
December 2005 to put the sluggish Doha Round trade talks back on track. As expected, the 
Hong Kong Ministerial Declaration did not contain specific numbers and formula structures for 
cutting subsidies and tariffs, but rather, the ministers agreed on some general parameters to 
guide the development of the 'full modalities' to implement the Doha Development Agenda on 
agriculture and non-agricultural market access (NAMA), and set themselves an ambitious April 
2006 deadline for finalizing them. This deadline has not been met; nevertheless the ministers 
hope to conclude the round by the end of 2007.  

The Hong Kong Ministerial Conference's most concrete achievement was to establish 2013 as 
the end-date for eliminating developed countries’ agricultural export subsidies, in the process of 
completion of the modalities. Distinct progress was also made on LDCs’ long-standing request 
for duty- and quota-free market access for cotton exports, although critics question the extent to 
which the new commitments will provide meaningful benefits in either area. In fact, members 
posed themselves a formidable challenge: not only were they expected to finalize full modalities 
by April, but they also agreed to submit comprehensive draft schedules of commitments based 
on them by 31 July 2006, scarcely three months later.  

4.1.3. Trade disputes 

In recent years, there has been a large increase in policies that could potentially come under the 
heading of technical barriers to trade. At the same time, since 1995, developing countries have 
accounted for 60% of all anti-dumping investigations, with India taking over the number one 
spot from the United States as the most prolific user of anti-dumping laws. Moreover, 
disagreement over the use of anti-dumping laws is also an important component of trade 
disputes. For example, the EU's Common Agricultural Policy was criticized and considered, in 
some ways, a mechanism that promotes over-production and dumping of cheap goods that 
undercut local markets in developing countries. We will mention here some important 
examples. 

Shrimp exports from developing countries 

In December 2003, the Southern Shrimp Alliance (SSA), a group of shrimp harvesters and 
processors in the United States, filed antidumping petitions with the United States International 
Trade Commerce (USITC) alleging that Brazil, China, Ecuador, India, Thailand, and Vietnam 
were dumping shrimp (primarily farmed shrimp) with an approximate annual value of $2.4 
billion into the U.S. market. The SSA was petitioning for tariffs on imports of shrimp from these 
countries ranging from 30% to 267%. It argued that “a variety of financial incentives provided 
by national governments and international institutions over a number of years have over-

                                                        
43 Cairns is a group of major food exporters from both developed and developing nations, which seeks the removal of 
access barriers and substantial reductions in subsidies affecting agricultural trade. Nations include Argentina, 
Australia, Bolivia, Brazil, Canada, Chile, Colombia, Costa Rica, Guatemala, Hungary, Indonesia, Malaysia, New 
Zealand, Paraguay, the Philippines, South Africa, Thailand, and Uruguay. 



Syrian Agricultural Trade 2005 

 

69 

stimulated the infrastructure and production of farm-raised shrimp in these countries.” Thus it 
seems that the investment by organizations such as the World Bank and others in helping build 
an export industry in some of these countries is perceived to have created unfair subsidies for 
these shrimp-exporting nations. In November 2004, the US Agricultural Department decided 
that frozen and canned warm-water shrimp from China and Vietnam were sold at less than fair 
value, setting duties on their exports of it. And in December 2004, the US upheld a finding that 
Brazil, Ecuador, India and Thailand were dumping shrimp at unfair prices, inflaming a sizzling 
seafood row.44  

Cotton dispute 

In September 2004, the WTO released the panel report on the United States – Subsidies on 
upland cotton dispute, in a case brought against the US by Brazil. Hearing evidence brought by 
Benin and Chad as third parties to the case, the panel found that US cotton subsidies have a 
price suppressing effect causing serious prejudice not only to Brazil but other cotton exporting 
countries. Countries in West Africa are the worst hit by current US cotton subsidies; in West 
Africa alone, 10 million people depend on cotton for their livelihoods.  

The essence of the case is that the US, in violation of their WTO commitments, are paying 
subsidies which encourage the overproduction of cotton, which in turn leads to the dumping of 
excess produce on global markets, thereby depressing the global price of this commodity. As a 
consequence of the rulings, the US was legally obliged to cease the subsidies in excess of its 
WTO commitments.45 Later, alleging that the US had missed the 21 September 2005 deadline to 
comply with a March WTO ruling on its cotton subsidy program, Brazil formally requested the 
right to retaliate against US patents, copyrights, and services providers. The US asked the WTO 
Dispute Settlement Body for arbitration in this dispute, arguing that both the type and amount 
of retaliation that Brazil was seeking were inappropriate. Procedurally, the panel that first ruled 
on the dispute or an arbitrator appointed by the WTO Director-General should determine 
whether Brazil's demands are appropriate, but Brazil suspended its cross-retaliation request in 
this case in November 2005. 

Sugar case 

The world’s current sugar market situation has complex North-South and South-South 
components. A myriad of policy interventions make sugar trading one of the most distorted 
commodity markets in the world. The European Union, Japan, and the United States are among 
the worst offenders in these markets. The WTO panel, hearing Brazil's challenge against the 
European Commission’s (EC) sugar export subsidies, issued its final report to the EC, Brazil and 
co-complainants Australia and Thailand46 on 8 September 2004. This final report confirmed the 
ruling in favor of Brazil, made in an earlier interim report. The panel found that a considerable 
amount of exported EC sugar was cross-subsidized by the high guaranteed prices paid for a 
specific sugar quota. The panel also held that additional amounts of refined sugar, which the EC 
exported to the world market, corresponded to the amount of raw sugar it imported from India 
and the ACP countries. Nonetheless, the panel did not rule on Brazil's claim that the export 
subsidies the EC granted were prohibited under the Agreement on Subsidies and Countervailing 
Measures (SCM).47  

In a March 2005 statement sent to the WTO Appellate Body hearing on the EU's appeal in the 
sugar case, Brazil requested the Appellate Body to give the EU no more than three months to 
eliminate its export subsidies for sugar according to the September 2004 ruling. In April 2005, 
the WTO reaffirmed again that much of the EU's subsidized sugar exports are illegal. 

                                                        
44 Global Agricultural Trade and Developing Countries, 2004  
45 Negotiations' Position of the Main trading partners and their Rationale, unpublished review paper, NAPC, 2005.  
46 All the complainants are members of the Cairns Group, a coalition of 18 agricultural exporting countries pushing 
for the liberalization of agricultural trade in the WTO. 
47 Under the SCM, a prohibited subsidy is to be withdrawn “without delay” and the panel has to specify in its 
recommendation the period within which the measure must be withdrawn. 
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In the wake of the ruling, relatively poorer developing countries such as the fourteen ACP sugar-
producing states, who are third parties to the dispute, consistently warned that a ruling in favor 
of the complainants (Brazil) would seriously destabilize their preferential sugar access into the 
EC under the Sugar Protocol. Aside from the threats to the guaranteed prices offered by the EC, 
the ACP fear they would not be able to compete on the world market with large efficient 
producers such as Brazil. Reportedly, the panel urged the EC to honor its commitments to the 
ACP in the implementation phase of the ruling. In addition, in light of the further remark from 
the WTO in April 2005 mentioned above, Caribbean sugar producers vowed to challenge 
looming EU sugar subsidy cuts in the International Court of Justice, saying they violate an 
agreement signed in the 1970s. The EC itself, however, has acknowledged in its recent sugar 
reform proposal that its current sugar sector is unsustainable. Under the sugar reform, the EC 
would maintain preferential access for ACP sugar producing countries, while eventually 
reducing the price these exporters receive by more than a third. The EC is set to review the 
reform package in 2008, taking into account factors such as the outcome of the sugar dispute.   

With the ruling in favor of Brazil's challenge against EU sugar subsidies; it is probable that a 
number of other cases could be brought against the agricultural subsidies of developed 
countries. Such a development might hasten agricultural trade reforms in developed countries 
outside the difficult WTO Doha agriculture talks. 

Banana case 

Some developing countries’ farmers have indirectly benefited from OECD48 domestic support 
via preferential access to protected OECD markets. This is best illustrated by the  EC sugar and 
banana regimes, with countries such as Mauritius (sugar) and the Caribbean states (bananas) 
enjoying quotas allowing them to sell their products on the EC markets at the much higher 
European prices. In fact, bananas from the ACP are allowed to enter the single European market 
free of any tariff or charge.  

This situation gained prominence in the 1990s during the dispute-settlement case that was 
brought to the WTO concerning the EC’s banana import regime. For every dollar of benefit that 
the banana policy brought to producers in ACP countries, the regime harmed non-ACP 
developing country producers by almost exactly one dollar49. The EU’s regime has also been 
challenged on a number of occasions by Latin American countries backed by US multinational 
companies. Following a series of rulings in the General Agreement on Tariff and Trade (GATT) 
and the WTO against the EU, the banana regime has been modified several times leading to an 
erosion of Commonwealth Caribbean preferences.  

In 2006 the EU will introduce a tariff-only trade regime to replace the present tariff-quota 
system. The EU will apply the revised transitional banana tariff-quota system to imports 
between 2004 and 2006. This will grant duty-free access for ACP bananas, and apply a uniform 
tariff to bananas originating from non-ACP countries. Latin American banana exporting 
countries, however, immediately rejected this tariff rate. Negotiations between the Latin 
American countries and the EU to resolve this difference failed to yield a compromise, leading 
the Latin American countries to request WTO arbitration. On 1 August 2005, a WTO arbitrator 
ruled against the EU's proposed most-favored nation (MFN) tariff rates for banana imports, the 
latest episode in the mentioned trade dispute between the EU and six American countries.50 The 
arbitrator found that the EU's proposed tariff would not preserve, at a minimum, the current 
market access opportunities afforded to MFN suppliers (mostly in Latin America)  by the EU's 
existing banana tariff-quota regime. But indeed, the arbitrator found that the proposed tariff 
level would actually expand the margin of preferential market access enjoyed by exports from 

                                                        
48 The Organization for Economic Cooperation and Development. It includes most of EU (25) member states, beside 
the USA and others.  
49 Millennium report, UN, 2004. 
50 The six Latin American countries which requested the arbitration are Colombia, Costa Rica, Ecuador (the world’s 
largest supplier), Guatemala, Honduras and Panama. 
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the ACP countries at the expense of MFN banana suppliers. Nonetheless, the arbitrator did not 
indicate what would constitute a reasonable tariff rate for MFN suppliers. Additionally, in 
arriving at its ruling, the arbitrator found fault with the methodology and price data used by the 
EU to arrive at the new tariff rates. 

The EU entered into new consultations with the Latin American and ACP countries, but they 
were not able to reach a mutually satisfactory agreement. Following the failure, on 26 
September 2005 the EU requested a WTO arbitration panel to evaluate its recent proposal for 
187 euros per ton MFN tariff rate for imported bananas. But on 27 October 2005, the arbitrator 
rejected the EU’s proposed new import tariff for bananas that means the EU has not rectified 
the matter. The arbitration award was notified to the WTO General Council, and since the EU 
once again failed to comply with it, the previously endowed waiver allowing the EU to continue 
granting preferential market access to ACP banana exports will “cease to apply to bananas upon 
entry into the new EU tariff regime.”51 

4.1.4. The interest for South-South trade 

Total South-South trade has risen from just over 6% in 1990 to almost 11% in 2001. The share of 
export to developing countries in the total exports from developing countries rose from 28% in 
1990 to 37% in 2001. Overall, about a third of South-South trade is agricultural, significantly 
higher than the agricultural share of total developing countries trade. South-South trade is also 
important in some manufactured goods and in machinery and transport in Latin America and 
Asia. South-South trade in fruits and vegetables is growing rapidly and now represents about 
one-fifth of developing countries’ exports. Tariffs in OECD member countries are potent 
barriers to the developing nations that export to the developed world.  

A good deal of South-South trade is also affected by tariffs. Here, however, regional 
arrangements have already lowered most tariffs below MFN (WTO registered) levels, so that 
there are no direct interests in the WTO negotiations. South-South trade is most important in 
Asia, which accounts for two–thirds of total S-S trade, in spite of the impacts of the past Asian 
financial crisis. This is higher (by a half) than the share of GDP accounted for by developing Asia 
reflecting the faster growth in that region. The leading traders are China, Korea, Singapore, 
Taipei, and Malaysia. As was found for the Uruguay Round (completed in 1993), liberalization 
by developing countries, and in particular by the more advanced East Asian economies, is likely 
to have a significant impact in the Asian countries, but much less of an impact in African or 
Latin American countries.  Liberalization by African and Latin American countries is unlikely to 
have a major effect even in their own regions, partly because of low trade shares and partly 
because of the existence of regional arrangements.  

There was some interest in India and Brazil in early 2004 in developing the G20 from a 
negotiating group into a trading area.52 However, the G20 was in its inception a clear example of 
a group formed only for negotiations, cutting across income levels, from several regions - both 
formal and geographical, and including countries with very different approaches to trade policy, 
and different positions even on agriculture, its nominal focus. Nonetheless, four major members 
(Brazil, China, India, and South Africa) began discussing trade agreements with each of the 
others and exchanging official visits. In January 2004, India and MERCOSUR53 agreed on a 
framework to negotiate trade preferences. Trade within this group has increased in the last 20 
years, but this is principally because the trade of each of the others with China has increased. 
The developments are interesting if they reflect a belief that negotiating alliances ought to be 
more substantial than that, but it is difficult to see them becoming real unless there is a severe 
breakdown in developed-developing country relations. There seems no reason yet to alter the 
                                                        
51 The waiver is valid as long as its shift to a tariff-based system maintained or increased total market access for Latin 
American producers. Brazil also proposed a G20 trade agreement in 2004. 
52 Brazil also proposed a G20 trade agreement in 2004. 
53 MERCOSUR includes Argentina, Brazil, Paraguay and Uruguay.  



Syrian Agricultural Trade 2005 

72 

assumption that the principal gains for developing and LDC exports will come from opening US 
and European markets. 

Least developed countries – the LDCs 

The principal markets for LDC exports (both agricultural and non-agricultural) are the 
developed countries, with the largest shares going to the US and the EU, with the EU share 
recovering somewhat in 2001 and 2002. LDCs themselves take less than 1% of total LDC 
exports. The regional markets are important – even Africa shows a high share of inter-regional 
trade – but much of this trade already takes place on low-tariff terms under regional 
arrangements. As for developing countries, China, Korea, and Thailand are the most important 
markets for LDCs. The available data on trade barriers does not suggest that there are major 
barriers to LDCs, as only India has very high applied tariffs (around 30%).54 

4.1.5. Policies in the US and the EU 

A brief about the CAP – the European Common Agricultural Policy 

CAP, formally put in place in 1962, has had multiple objectives: to increase agricultural 
production, ensure a fair standard of living for the agricultural community, stabilize markets, 
guarantee a regular supply of agricultural commodities, and ensure reasonable prices for 
consumers. The objectives were to be achieved through domestic price supports, export 
subsidies, and common trade barriers. The first and last objectives were fully met within a few 
years, but concerns were soon raised about excess production and the unsustainable level of 
CAP budgetary requirements if policies did not change.   

The first major re-instrumentation of the CAP took place in 1992. For many agricultural 
commodities, price supports provided by import levies or export refunds were reduced, and 
farmers were compensated with direct payments. For crops, payments were based on 85 % of 
historical plantings. Following the 1992 reforms, the level of support remained unchanged, but 
its structure changed considerably. 

Under Agenda 2000, price support to crops declined, direct payments increased and were 
realigned across all crops, and reference yields were changed in some countries. A push toward 
more investment in rural development was also made. A large transformation occurred moving 
away from border protection and input subsidies, and towards direct payments. Total support 
has been declining, especially in grains and oilseeds. More than the increase in budgetary 
allocations, which remains moderate compared with other expenditures, the growing 
importance of rural development seems to follow from the official reference to it as the “second 
pillar of the CAP.”55 

Thus, the European Union had greater flexibility to overhaul any policy element in light of 
changes in market developments, costs, enlargement, WTO and other trade negotiations, food 
crises, and other pressures for reform. Meanwhile, the EU has launched free trade negotiations 
with MERCOSUR, and it established the Everything but Arms initiative with low-income 
developing countries. Because Mercosur includes some major agricultural exporting nations and 
the Everything but Arms program will increase imports, especially for sugar, rice, and bananas, 
further reform of the CAP is necessary. 

Current EU compensatory payments still influence farmers’ decisions on how much land to 
plant. The CAP reform agreement of June 2003 requires decoupling56 at least 75% of payments 
in the arable sector and at least 50% in the beef and sheep sectors. Dairy premiums will be 
added into the single farm payment after 2007. The decoupled single farm payment will be 
based on average payments claimed over the three-year reference period, 2000–02, and will be 

                                                        
54 The Doha Development Agenda Impacts on Trade and Poverty, 2004. 
55 What do developing countries need from trade negotiations? 2004. 
56 For information about decoupled payments, refer to “decoupled payments,” unpublished policy brief , NAPC.     
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paid per eligible hectare of land. Entitlements can be sold with or without land. Member states 
are offered some flexibility in determining the year they begin, and in whether they fully or 
partially decouple within the limits for each sector. They may also give up to 10% of the 
payments for environmentally friendly farming and restrict entitlement trading within a region. 
All payments are to be reduced 3% in 2005, 4% in 2006, and 5% in 2007. Support prices will 
also decline. Payments will be conditional on compliance with various measures, including 
environmental and acreage set-asides. 

The US Farm Bill and the WTO 

Over the past two decades, conservation programs included in the various Farm Bills have 
played an integral role in the economic vitality and general well-being of US farmers, ranchers, 
and non-industrial private foresters. In addition, they have improved conservation on private 
land by enhancing and protecting fish and wildlife habitat, reducing soil erosion rates, and 
improving water quality. The increased role and importance of conservation in agriculture and 
its role in private land stewardship has led to consensus and partnerships among government 
and private interests including commodity groups, individual producers, livestock 
organizations, and the wildlife conservation community. 

In 2002 the US Congress passed a six-year Farm Bill, retaining the earlier level of support 
through various loans, flexibility contracts, and insurance, as well as the Step-2 payment,57 while 
legitimizing emergency assistance under the term “countercyclical payments.” Assuming that 
cotton prices remain at their 2001–02 levels, the U.S. support to its cotton sector for the next six 
years will remain in place, implying the U.S. cotton producers will receive close to twice the 
world market price.58 

The current Farm Bill expires in the fall of 2007, but serious discussions of how U.S. farm 
programs could fit into the WTO Green Box have not yet begun. However, it is clear that 
lowering marketing loan rates would be an important step for the U.S. to position itself within 
lower Amber Box limits. The price support programs for the dairy and sugar industries are 
noticeable - these commodities receive their subsidies from policies that ensure a certain market 
price, but the farmers do not receive a direct payment.  

One of the outcomes of successful progress in the Doha round will be a move by the US to cut 
farm programs unilaterally in the next Farm Bill. Many other issues are also pushing the US in 
this direction: the federal budget deficit; the possibility of losing more WTO cases like the Brazil 
cotton case; and the continued policy debate with environmental and other groups asking for 
more spending on rural development, renewable energy, and other conservation programs. 
Additionally, the core of the US-Brazil cotton case ruling requires a change in the Step-2 
program. Nonetheless, the impact of hurricane in 2004 on farmers made it harder for the 
administration to go for more cuts in domestic subsidies, which the U.S. was being pressed to do 
before the December WTO ministerial meeting in Hong Kong.  

4.1.6. International trade in GMOs and GM products 

Biotechnology can help farmers in the world by increasing both the amount and quality of crops 
grown. It can also provide essential food for countries that have food supply insufficient. For 
instance, Asia has turned out to be the first GM market in the world. Japan is one of the biggest 
markets for Canadian wheat, while India, has become a favored destination for the 
biotechnology industry that is, otherwise, on the run from the US59, European Union and 
Australia. In addition, the three most populous countries in Asia - China, India and Indonesia - 
are now planting genetically modified cotton, and India is growing several bio-tech cotton 

                                                        
57 Step-2 payments are subsidies to domestic mills. They aim to bridge the gap between higher US domestic prices 
and world prices. 
58 Further information on the US Farm Bill is available in SAT 2003. 
59 The United States is the world's biggest genetically modified organisms (GMO) producer. 



Syrian Agricultural Trade 2005 

74 

varieties, as well. Similarly, and as of 2002, genetically modified (GM) varieties of maize, 
soybeans and canola accounted for one-quarter of the area planted with those crops globally, 
having been close to zero prior to 1996. However, virtually all of those GM food crops are grown 
in just three countries – Argentina, Canada and the United States – where, because of 
production cost savings and few regulatory impediments, the GM shares of those crops average 
more than 60%.  

In the European Union, by contrast, a moratorium introduced in 1998 has ensured virtually no 
GM crop varieties have been approved for production or sale in its member countries, ostensibly 
in response to strong opposition by some consumer and other community groups concerned 
about their potentially adverse impacts on food safety and the environment. That moratorium 
had an immediate and dramatic impact on trade in these three products. In the mid-1990s, the 
three GM-adopting countries had shares of the EU market that were similar to their shares in 
world trade for those three crops, but by the end of the 1990s they had lost market share to GM-
free suppliers, particularly Brazil for maize and soybeans and Australia and Central Europe in 
the case of canola. 

Why have European and other countries not yet followed the American adoption of GM food? 
The conventional argument is that Europeans place a greater priority on the natural 
environment and food safety than Americans. However, others claim the EU resistance to GMOs 
is derived from GMO comparative advantages in the US, and disadvantages in the EU, where 
relatively small farms would enjoy less gains from the new biotechnology than broad-acre 
American farms. Thus, it is rational from an economic stand-point for the EU to reject GM 
technologies if that enables it to argue for restraints on imports from GM-adopting countries. 

In June 2003, the U.S. initiated an action with the WTO challenging the EU’s de facto 
moratorium on the approval of GM crops. Soon after, in July 2003, the EU adopted legislation 
for a new approval process for GM crops which included more stringent provisions requiring all 
foods and animal feed with ingredients derived from GM crops to be labeled and tracked 
through the food chain.  

In August 2003, the US, Canada, and Argentina initiated another round of dispute settlement 
proceedings at the WTO against the recent GM regulations in EU member states. Nevertheless, 
the EU continued its strict policy. In April 2005, it voted to introduce emergency measures 
restricting the import of GM corn feed from the US, following the discovery of the presence of an 
unapproved biotech corn strain, with the US saying that there should be no trade disruption 
because of the targeted measure.60 

In conclusion, an important first step in resolving this trade dispute is to understand the 
motives of the parties’ policymakers. Certainly, consumer and environmental groups have 
influenced policy in the EU, but they have also been active in America. This suggests the need to 
consider producer and national economic interests as well, bearing in mind the different 
production conditions in America and Europe.61 

4.2. Developments in trade agreements -RTAs  

Regional Trade Agreements (RTAs) are a major feature of today's multilateral trading system 
(MTS). The number of preferential agreements as well as the world share of preferential trade 
has been steadily increasing over the last ten years. Sluggish progress in multilateral trade 
negotiations under the Doha Development Round appears to have further accelerated the rush 
to forge RTAs. For example, between January 2004 and February 2005 alone, the WTO has 
been notified of 43 new RTAs, making this the most prolific RTA period in recorded history62. 

                                                        
60 Later on, the Commission on August 2005 gave the go-ahead for the sale in the European Union of a genetically 
modified rapeseed produced by U.S. biotech giant Monsanto Co. for use in animal feed. 
61 Negotiations' Position of the Main trading partners and their Rationale, unpublished review paper, NAPC 2005. 
62 The Changing Landscape of Regional Trade Agreements, 2005. 
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The total number of preferential agreements in force is currently 170, and approximately 20 
more are due to enter into force upon completion of their respective ratification procedures.  A 
further 70 RTAs are in the negotiations/proposal stage. RTA activity has intensified across all 
regions of the world, but particularly in the Western Hemisphere and Asia Pacific regions. 

As of early 2005, four main RTA-related trends are apparent: first, countries across the world, 
including those traditionally reliant on multilateral trade liberalization, are increasingly making 
RTAs the centerpiece of their commercial policy. For some countries RTAs are on a par with 
multilateral trade objectives, but for many others RTAs have become the priority. Second, RTAs 
are becoming increasingly complex, in many cases establishing regulatory trade regimes which 
go beyond multilaterally agreed upon trade regulations. Third, reciprocal preferential 
agreements between developed-developing countries are on the rise pointing to a decreasing 
reliance by some developing countries on non-reciprocal systems of preferences. Also significant 
is the emergence of preferential agreements among key developing countries which may be 
evidence of a strengthening of South-South trading patterns. Fourth, RTA dynamics show, in 
spite of regional idiosyncrasies, a general pattern of expansion and consolidation. On the one 
hand we are witnessing a proliferation of cross-regional RTAs, which account for a large 
proportion of the total increase in RTAs; on the other, regional trading blocks on a continent-
wide scale are in the making (RTAs). 

4.2.1 Syrian-EU partnership  

Initialed on 19 October 2004, the European Commission (EC) and Syria launched an agreement 
to offer 80 million euros on behalf of the EU to Syria (see Chapter 7 for a deeper analysis of the 
Syria-EU Association Agreement). The donation, which is included in the Syrian-EU 
Partnership framework, will be spent in 2005 and 2006 on projects aimed at developing the 
private sector, trade sector, water sector, higher education sector, and civil society.  
In 2003, the EU launched its new tool, the European “Neighborhood Policy”. The policy is a new 
way to interact with the southern Euro-Mediterranean partners, but it doesn’t abolish or replace 
the Barcelona process. The main instrument of the new policy will be work plans which reflect 
the relationship with each partner and individual country needs, in addition to focusing on 
issues of common interest. On the other hand, the EU is running a continuous progress to widen 
the cooperation terms with the south through establishing the framework of the so-called 
“Roadmap.” 

4.2.2. The Great Arab Free Trade Area (GAFTA) development  

In 1997, the Social and Economic Council of the Arab League adopted a initiative to establish 
the Great Arab Free Trade Area (GAFTA) within 10 years, starting from 1 January 1998. The 
resolution stipulated a gradual phasing out of custom duties and measures of equivalent effect 
on intra-Arab trade. Moreover, in 2002, the Social and Economic Council decided to accelerate 
implementation by completing the transition period by the beginning of 2005 instead of the end 
of 200763. 

 In general, GAFTA did well in 2004, recording the second highest growth rate in the world 
(average 6%) after China. In accordance with the bilateral agreements among GAFTA member 
countries, agricultural calendars were completely removed since the beginning of 2005, as 
issued in decisions from the GAFTA executive program and the Arab Socio-Economic Council. 
In addition, Syria and Saudi Arabia eliminated all taxes and fees which were imposed on 
passengers and cars moving between the two countries. This decision was taken to solve the 
difficulties emerged after implementing GAFTA 100% tax removal at the beginning of 2005, 
since the differences among Arab countries customs’ systems generated many problems. 
Similarly, the Palestinian goods were offered fee- and tax-free access to the Syrian markets in 
                                                        
63 For more information about GAFTA, refer to SAT 2004. 
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June 2005, putting into effect GAFTA decisions. In addition, Presidential Decree 51/2004 
exempted the certificate of origin for imported GAFTA members’ goods from the approval 
consulate fee. Moreover, the Arab summit in Tunisia decided that applying Arab standard 
specifications in GAFTA members is an obligatory measure.  

4.2.3. Syrian Bilateral Agreements 

Syria signed or initiated several bilateral agreements during the last two years, aiming to achieve 
sustainable development in the region and strengthening regional integration.  Here is a list of 
the most important ones among them.   

ALGERIA: A previously signed free trade agreement between Algeria and Syria is under way 
and will soon be implemented. The discussions about the ways for activating the agreement 
began in April 2005.  

JORDAN: The Syrian cabinet in August 2005 accepted the proposed law for approving the free 
trade agreement between Syria and Jordan, which aims to expand economic cooperation and to 
increase the volume of common trade.  

YEMEN: At the same time as approving the law regarding the agreement with Jordan, the 
Syrian cabinet also accepted the proposed laws for approving the agreement regarding sea 
transportation between Syria and Yemen. 

LEBANON: Syria signed a package of agreements with Lebanon in the meeting of the Syrian-
Lebanese economic and social committee in January 2005. The agreements include economic, 
agricultural, health, environmental, tourism, and social protocols and executive documents. In 
addition, building an imagination of establishing “common market and unified custom wall” 
within five years was also planed. 

OMAN: In September 2005, the Syrian cabinet signed several agreements with Oman, 
including an agreement for prohibiting tax duplication. Other agreements about promoting 
investments and cooperating in terms of shipping and land-transportation were also signed. 

SAUDI ARABIA: Also in September 2005, Syria and Saudi Arabia initially singed an 
agreement for avoiding tax duplication and tax evasion. The agreement, which will increase 
common investment, will soon enter into force. 

TURKEY: The Turkish cabinet approved the free trade agreement between Syria and Turkey, 
signed between the two countries in December 2004. It will enter into force after being 
approved by the parliament, and will remove gradually all trade barriers.  

CYPRUS: Ten agreements for promoting economic and investment cooperation between Syria 
and Cyprus were drafted and they will be signed later. One of the agreements is an executive 
agricultural program for the agricultural cooperation agreement.  

RUSSIA: In May 2005, Syria and Russia signed a debt relief package for the Syrian debts from 
Russia. According to the compromise, Russia will eliminate 73% of the Syrian debts, whereas 
Syria will repay the rest as exported commodities or through Russian projects in Syria. 

CZECH and SLOVAKIA: The Syrian cabinet signed a final agreement with both Czech and 
Slovakia’s cabinets to agree on the Syrian financial commitments towards the two countries. A 
memo understanding with both Czech and Slovakian sides about the banking arrangements 
were also signed. 

ISLAMIC CONFERENCE: The Syrian cabinet accepted the law for approving the document 
of “Syria’s accession to the framework agreement for trade preferences among Islamic 
Conference member countries.”  The agreement aims to widen and enhance trading 
relationships among member countries, and to promote economic correlations based on 
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discrimination and equal-treatments for all members. Moreover, the trading preferences will 
cover all agricultural animal and plant products, which will benefit all member countries. 

4.2.4. Other Regional Developments 

US-MOROCCO: The FTA agreement entered in force in January 2006 after its ratification by 
the US Congress and the Moroccan Parliament in 2005. An opening of the Moroccan market for 
cereals will mainly benefit US sorghum and corn exporters. The agreement includes 
implementing some regulations about intellectual property, banking and insurance services. 
Most of the Moroccan agricultural exports to the US will face no tariffs.  

US-OMAN: The US and Oman concluded a comprehensive free trade agreement (FTA) in 
September 2005, signed in January 2006. The accord eliminates most tariffs on goods trade 
between the two countries. It also includes regulations about investment and intellectual 
property rights, as well as rules on labor and environmental issues. The agreement will not enter 
into force until it is approved by the US Congress. 

US-BAHRAIN: The US and Bahrain signed a FTA agreement in September 2004, and entry 
into force will be in 2006. 

US-UAE: The US and UAE launched negotiations for establishing a FTA in March 2005.  

JORDAN-“ISRAEL”: Jordan and “Israel” signed an agreement for trade liberalization. 
According to the agreement, several custom fees on exported and imported commodities for 
both sides will be abolished.  
TURKEY-EU: On 3 October 2005, Turkey signed a historic agreement with the European 
Commission (EC) to start its EU accession negotiations. The negotiation aims to give Turkey full 
membership within the EU, though the accession process may last more than ten years. 

LIBYA: Libya removed all custom fees on imported commodities with exception of cigarettes, in 
August 2005. The total number of covered commodities reached 3500. The Libyan cabinet, 
however, launched a service fee in the ports, which equals 4% of the value of the imported 
commodity. 

EGYPT-TURKEY: In September 2005, Egypt and Turkey finalized an agreement for a free 
trade area between the two countries. The agreement will be signed soon and it will be 
implemented over 16 years. Moreover, Turkey also signed previously free trade agreements with 
Morocco, Tunisia, “Israel”, Jordan, and Syria. 

SAUDI ARABIA-WTO: Saudi Arabia became a member of WTO. On 29 October 2005, 
Members approved all of the Working Party documents, finishing 12 years of hard bilateral and 
multilateral negotiations. Thereafter, the General Council (GC) formally approved its accession 
at the meeting on 11 November 2005.  Saudi Arabia participated in Hong Kong ministerial 
conference as the 149th member of the WTO. Additionally, in early September 2005, Saudi 
Arabia concluded a bilateral agreement with the US, its main outstanding trading partner. Saudi 
Arabia and the EU also recently reached a last-minute agreement regarding dual energy pricing. 

Overview of Asian development 

The year 2004 shaped up to be the healthiest year for developing countries in the last three 
decades. East Asia came out of the crisis of 1997–98 stronger and more vibrant than ever; and 
South Asian countries, on the strength of continuing reforms, performed well. While easy credit 
contributed to China’s remarkable performance, the benefits of WTO accession were also a 
major factor, and the over 30% increase in Chinese import demand helped underpin growth 
among neighboring East Asian countries. In East Asia, however, efforts to stem the flow of credit 
into selected sectors of the Chinese economy are already having observable effects. The growth 
of imports of raw materials such as steel, copper, and various ores have moderated significantly 
in recent months of 2004. On the other hand, there are indications that consumption demand 
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continues to grow rapidly, and the Chinese authorities report that GDP increased 9.1% in the 
third quarter of 2004. The baseline forecast predicts that a soft landing64 will be achieved and 
will contribute to slowing throughout the region. In South Asia, despite the moderation of the 
Chinese and OECD economies, growth is expected to accelerate in 2005, reflecting the enduring 
impacts of structural reforms, market openings, and stronger domestic demand as the 
dampening impact of last year’s poor crop fades. As agricultural production and related incomes 
return to trend growth rates in 2006, GDP growth is projected to moderate somewhat. Russia 
and the oil-producing countries in the Middle East benefited from very strong oil revenues, 
which were reflected in strong import demand and the solid export performance of their trading 
partners.65 

In terms of agreements, Asian countries have launched several regional trade agreement (RTA) 
negotiations since 2001. India is about to conclude limited arrangements with MERCOSUR and 
Thailand; China has launched bilateral accords with members of the Association of Southeast 
Asian Nations (ASEAN), to mention a few. In 2004, India, Pakistan, and other South Asian 
countries announced the (SAFTA), which is intended to encompass all of the countries of the 
region. Moreover, China and the ten member states of ASEAN reduced some 7000 tariff types of 
industrial goods in 2005 as a first part of implementing their 2004 agreement. The agreement, 
however, is to cut duties on close to 95 percent of industrial goods to between zero and five 
percent by 2015. Tariffs are to be axed by 2010 for the six most advanced ASEAN members66; 
hence, liberalizations are taking place under a multi-track system. Nonetheless, some research 
suggests that ASEAN countries are likely to increase natural resource exports to China while 
increasing their imports of manufactured goods.67 

Key Findings 

• The Doha Development Agenda still revolves around the liberalization of agriculture.  

• Concerning agriculture, the structure of the tiered formula for cutting tariffs on farm 
products, the way to reduce trade-distorting domestic subsidies, food aids, and cotton 
issues still urgently need to be agreed upon. 

• The WTO's 149 member governments reached a deal at the Hong Kong Ministerial 
Meeting, with the most concrete achievement an agreement to set 2013 as the end-date 
for eliminating agricultural export subsidies in the developed countries. 

• In September 2004, the WTO released the panel report on the United States – Subsidies 
on upland cotton dispute. The rule was in favor of the complainant, Brazil, which 
brought the case against the US in response to US domestic cotton subsidies. A final 
report of the WTO also confirmed the ruling in the sugar case in favor of Brazil. 

• Asia has turned out to be the largest GM market in the world. 

• 2004 was the most prolific regional trade agreement period in recorded history. 

• The EU launched its new European “Neighborhood Policy” in 2003. 

• Regarding GAFTA, agricultural calendars were completely removed since the beginning 
of 2005. 

• Turkey signed a historic agreement with the European commission to start EU accession 
negotiations. 

                                                        
64 Growth slowing to 7.1% by 2006.  
65 Global Economic Prospects, 2005. 
66 Brunei Darussalam, Indonesia, Malaysia, the Philippines, Singapore and Thailand. 
67 BRIDGES Weekly Trade News, 6 July 2005. 
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• In 2005, Saudi Arabia became a member of the WTO. 

• In 2004, India, Pakistan, and other South Asian countries announced the South Asian 
Free Trade Area (SAFTA), which is intended to encompass all of the countries of the 
region.
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Chapter 5 - Trade Policies in the 
Developed Countries 

This chapter is devoted to present in details the latest developments in trade policies in 
developed countries in 2003- 2004, distinguishing among the OECD, EU, and USA. Agricultural 
trade policies in these countries are the single biggest factor affecting international markets and 
the opportunities for developing countries to benefit from international trade.  

5.1. Policy Developments in OECD Countries68 

5.1.1. Changes in agricultural support 

Over 60% of support to producers continues to be distributed through policies that provide 
market price support. Moreover, as most of the support provided to producers is still either 
output- or input-linked, a high share of support goes to larger farms. OECD governments are 
increasingly concerned about environmental performance and about the contribution of 
agriculture to rural development, animal welfare and food safety and quality issues, but very 
little support is being channeled to these areas compared to the level linked to production. A 
number of countries, however are continuing to undertake unilateral efforts to reform their 
agricultural policies. These are positive steps in the right direction of reducing trade distortions 
and improving the targeting of policies to specific objectives, although the extent of reform 
varies quite considerably.  

Large differences in the level of support exist among OECD countries. Support to producers in 
2002-04 ranged from below 5% of total farm earnings in Australia and New Zealand, to 70% in 
Iceland, Norway and Switzerland (Figure 5.1).  

                                                        
68 Section 5.1 provides a summary of “Agricultural Policies in OECD Countries, Monitoring and Evaluation for 2005”, 
OECD (2005). 
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Figure 5.1- Level of support to producers within OECD countries. 
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Source: OECD Annual Report data of 2005.  

The share of those forms of support linked to outputs or inputs, the most distorting ones in 
terms of production and trade, has declined from 91% of producer support in 1986-88 to 74% in 
2002-04. In 1986-88, the average producer price in the OECD as a whole was 60% higher than 
the world price (expressed as an import or border price) by 2002-04 the gap had reduced to 
30%.  The largest reductions in the gap occurred in Switzerland, the EU and Norway, countries 
with levels of support above the OECD average. 

Between 1986-88 and 2002-04 differences in support levels between commodities have 
declined in all countries, with the smallest decreases in the EU, Japan and the Republic of 
Korea, and the largest decreases in Canada and Switzerland. The greatest reductions in the level 
and improvements in the composition of support have occurred in the sheep meat and grain 
(other than rice) sectors, while sugar, rice and milk remain the most highly supported 
commodities. 

In 2004, the level of support to producers, as measured by the Total Producer Support 
Estimate69, is estimated to have increased in Korea by 11%, in New Zealand by 14% and in the 
United States by 31%, and remained constant in Australia. In all other countries, the total  PSE 
is estimated to have fallen, with slightly larger than average decreases in Canada and in the high 
support countries of Japan, Norway and Switzerland. It decreased in Mexico, Canada and 
Australia by 14%, 12% and 10% respectively.  While, in most countries, the significant 
component explaining the annual change in the value of support was the Market Price 
Support,(MPS), which measures the value of transfers to the farming sector related to price 
interventions. As a result, in the United States, New Zealand and Korea, increases in MPS 
contributed to raising the value of producer support by more than 10%, whereas in Mexico MPS 
contributed to a fall in the PSE of more than 10%. 

5.1.2. Main policy changes 

The main policy changes in specific countries during 2004 and 2005 are the following: 

• In the United States, lower cereal prices led to significant increases in support provided 
through the marketing loan and counter-cyclical payment program. The United States 

                                                        
69 This is a measure of the value of transfers to agricultural producers related to agricultural policies. It can be 
expressed in total value (total PSE) or in percentage of farmers’ earnings as in Figure 5.1 (%PSE). 
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announced the abolition of tobacco quotas starting from 2005, replacing them with a 
ten-year quota buyout payment.  

• Commodity-linked payments for olive oil, hops, cotton and tobacco in the EU would be 
gradually united into the single payment schemes starting from 2006 (2005 for hops).  

• The Canadian Agricultural Income Stabilization program replaced several income 
support measures. 

• In the context of the development of payment programs that occurred in 2004, the 
insurance programs were expanded in France, Italy, Korea and Spain. 

• An important component of the Swiss Annual Payment 2004-2007 program is the 
gradual abolition of dairy quotas. 

• Australia, Canada, Mexico and the United States introduced measures to improve water 
allocation and/or use.  

• Norway established a framework to better coordinate and target agro-environmental 
payments. 

• Support payments for environmental conditions became compulsory in the EU and were 
introduced in Japan. Denmark and Norway increased taxes on agricultural pollutants.  

• Several countries implemented traceability systems, or restructured food regulations and 
administrations. 

5.2. Recent Developments in the EU Common Agricultural Policies 

5.2.1. CAP reform 

In recent years, environmental objectives, landscape preservation, food quality and animal 
health and welfare standards have become prominent issues. In June 2003, EU farm ministers 
adopted a fundamental reform of the Common Agricultural Policy (CAP) through its Mid-Term 
Review (MTR). The reform has represented a major change in the way the EU supports its farm 
sector, shifting a price support policy to an income support policy through decoupled payments. 
Commodity support prices continue to exist but at lower levels, while direct payments to 
farmers are growing in importance.  

The vast majority of subsidies are now to be paid independently from the volume of production. 
However, three areas - sugar, wine, fruit and vegetables - remained to be reformed, and their 
future is currently under discussion though a reform for the sugar sector was finally agreed on 
2005. Further reform of the dairy sector is planned for the period after 2014, and member states 
may choose to keep subsidies for certain products that are still linked to production.  

The reforms that have been implemented in 2004–2005 include: 

The key element of the 2003 reform is the introduction of a Single Farm Payment (SFP) to be 
disconnected from production (decoupling) allowing the farmers to have their incomes ensured 
and steering their production towards the needs of the markets and the demands of the 
consumers. At the same time decoupled payments mean that a major share of support to 
agriculture is moved from the trade distorting classification under WTO rules (Amber Box) and 
towards the minimal or non-trade distorting category (Green Box). Since a decoupled payment 
does not require a crop to be planted or produced to receive payment, under the SFP farmers are 
free to plant whatever crop they want or to not plant at all. 
The CAP has a well-established policy target organic food and farming. On 1 May 2004 the EU 
enlarged to include Cyprus, the Czech Republic, Estonia, Hungary, Latvia, Lithuania, Malta, 
Poland, Slovakia and Slovenia. Farmers in these new member states have immediate access to 
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CAP market measures. The amount of funding available to them is fixed at EUR 5,100 million 
for 2004-2006. Direct subsidies will be phased in over 10 years, such that the new members 
received 25% of the full EU rate in 2004, rising to 30% in 2005 and 35% in 2006. The new 
member states have the opportunity to supplement these payments up to 55% in 2004, 60% in 
2005 and 65% in 2006 from the new member states' rural development funds and national 
budgets. There is also an option to apply a 'simplified' direct aid system, with a uniform direct 
payment per hectare if the new Member State so wishes, for a transition period. 

Commodity regimes 

Grains: The 2003 reforms abolished intervention support for rye. Durum wheat was allowed a 
40% coupled payment in traditional areas, while support for durum wheat in nontraditional 
areas was abolished. In addition, storage payments for grains were cut by 50%. Nevertheless, 
the SFP system allows for a better connection between EU domestic and international markets, 
allowing for a significant reduction of export subsidies in the coming years.  

Dairy: The 2003 reforms cut butter prices by 25% and milk powder prices by 15% over a 3-year 
period beginning in 2005. Intervention purchases of butter will be limited to 30,000 tons 
annually, and compensation for dairy price cuts will be incorporated into the SFP beginning in 
2006-07.  

Cotton: coupled payments will be substituted partially by an annual decoupled payment of at 
least 65% of the 2000-02 historical payment beginning in 2006. Coupled payments of up to 35% 
will be allowed as an area-based subsidy with a maximum base of 455,360 hectares, split 
between Greece, Portugal, and Spain. In 2006, 22 million euros will be moved from market 
support to a transitional restructuring fund.  

Tobacco: A decoupled payment of at least 40% of the 2000-02 historical payment will be made 
from 2006-09, increasing to 100% from 2010 onward..  

Olive Oil: An annual decoupled payment of at least 60% of the 2000-02 historical payment will 
be made beginning in 2006. Payment will be made only for areas planted before May 1, 1998. 
Member states may use up to 10% of their national olive oil payment level to improve oil quality.  

Hops: An annual decoupled payment of at least 75% of the 2000-02 historical payment will be 
given starting 2006. Up to 25% of the payment may be coupled and paid directly to farmers or 
through producer groups. 

5.2.2. Strategic Guidelines for Rural Development 

For the coming programming period (2007-2013), the Strategic Guideless for Rural 
Development help to ensure consistency with other EU policies, in particular boosting growth 
and job creation and the protecting environment.  

The six strategic guidelines are: 

1. Improving the competitiveness of the agricultural and forestry sectors;  

2. Improving the environment and countryside;  

3. Improving the quality of life in rural areas and encouraging diversification; 

4. Building local capacity for employment and diversification; 

5. Translating priorities into programmes; and 

6. Promoting between EU instruments since the strategy document gives member states a tool 
box from which they can choose what is suitable for them, depending on their own situation and 
priorities. 

In 2005, a new Regulation for Rural Development was approved for the period 2007-2013, with 
a significant shift of EU resources devoted to the new member states, including Bulgaria and 
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Rumania (accession expected in 2007). Rural Development Plans will be drafted and approved 
in 2006. 

5.2.3. Financing the CAP 

Agricultural expenditure declined slightly in 2004, as compared with 2003 but has jumped in 
2005 as a result of the admission of 10 new members. In the new budget agreed for 2007-2013, 
a CAP budget ceiling has been fixed. If market support and direct payments combine to 
overcome the budget ceiling, the Single Farm Payments will subjected to linear cuts to stay 
within budget limits. The share of the CAP expenditure in the total EU budget will decrease from 
47%  in 2006 to 40% in 2013.  

Rural development remains the main loser of budget cuts. Current policy discussions are 
looking at ways to direct more funding away from other forms of agricultural support towards 
rural development. For the 2007 to 2013 period, at their discretion, member states may transfer 
additional sums from direct payments to rural development programmes up to a maximum of 
20% of the amounts that accrue to them from market related expenditures and direct payments.  

It was agreed that by 2008-2009 an overall budget review will take place, including the  funding 
of the future Common Agricultural Policy and the British special budget treatment, which has 
benefited this country since Thatcher’s administration, in the mid 80s. 

As for the structure of the funds financing EU agricultural and rural policies, the Commission 
organized the CAP funding mechanism into two funds: the European Agricultural Guarantee 
Fund (EAGF) and the European Agricultural Fund for Rural Development (EAFRD). 

5.2.3.1. EAGF – European Agricultural Guarantee Fund 

The EAGF will finance the following:  

• refunds for exporting farm produce to non-EU countries  

• direct payments to farmers  

• financial contribution for specific veterinary measures  

• promotion of farm produce  

• collect and use genetic resources in farming  

• farm accounting information systems  

• farm survey systems  

5.2.3.2. EAFRD – European Agricultural Fund for Rural Development 

The EAFRD generally finances only expenditures managed jointly by the member states and the 
Commission such as rural development programmes. The budget commitments for this purpose 
will be made annually in the form of prefinancing.  Member states are now in the process of 
elaborating rural development programs, including measures that require national co-financing 
apart from the EAFRD funds. 

5.2.4. A major reform for sugar 

Currently the EU, USA and Japan together protect sugar to the value of US$6.4 billion a year; 
about the value of total developing country exports. At the same time, domestic sugar producers 
in these countries receive, on average, more than triple the world price for their output.    

Sugar production in the EU has been supported through a mixture of price supports and supply 
controls. CAP support of sugar has been restricted to production within a quota, which raises 
sugar prices for consumers. But the EU agricultural Ministers agreed on a reformed sugar 
regime to operate from July 2006. The European Commission and ministers compromised on a 
36% cut in the price of sugar (a relative marginal reduction in the original figure of 39%), and a 
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4.2% increase in compensation for farmers. They will thus now receive compensation covering 
64.2% of the loss incurred by the price cut. There is also a more generous compensation scheme 
for inefficient European sugar producers who will be forced to halt production because of the 
price drop. Extra compensation will be given to farmers in countries that give up 50% of their 
production: a move that will principally benefit Italy and Spain. Finland benefits from a special 
aid of 350 million euros. 

Imports of sugar to the EU are effectively blocked by high tariffs. However, there is unusual 
liberalized access at zero duty within a quota for raw sugar from former African, Caribbean, and 
Pacific colonies (the ACP countries). In addition, raw sugar duties will be phased in for least-
developed countries in 2009. Any scenario of multilateral liberalization agreed after the 
conclusion of the Doha Development Round will probably generate preference erosion, export 
losses for least-developed countries and for ACP countries caused by the likely multilateral 
opening of the EU market. 

5.2.5. Summary of CAP developments 

 In 2003 a further fundamental reform was agreed on. 

 Farmer subsidies are no longer coupled to production, although farmers still receive 
direct income payments to maintain income stability. 

 Implementation of EU environmental protection rules can benefit from payments 
intended to compensate for the additional costs and income losses linked to these 
constraints. 

5.3. Recent Developments in US Agricultural Policies 

5.3.1. The 2002 Farm Act 

The United States has made significant changes to its agricultural policies over the past several 
years. In the area of income supports, it has instituted a counter - cyclical program that provides 
additional assistance to producers during downturns in commodity prices, and it continues to 
decouple key support programs from production decisions. 

In other areas, the reforms have different points of emphasis. The United States has expanded 
spending on conservation activities, especially on land in production. It has also made 
important changes to peanut and tobacco programs and has implemented a new program that 
assists producers who are adversely affected by competition from imports.  

The Farm Security and Rural Investment Act (FSRIA) of 2002 provides the legal framework for 
US farm programs through 2007 crops. The United States provides various levels of government 
support to their agricultural producers. Support estimates, as measured by the PSE, show the 
United States at a relatively high level of support (percentage PSE was close to 20% in 2005). 

Future US spending on agricultural programs is already being evaluated within the context of 
competing priorities, such as permanent tax cuts and increased spending on national defense. 
The US Congress has legislated reductions in spending on 2002 Farm Act programs under their 
jurisdiction. These cuts — largely for conservation, research, and rural development programs — 
totaled US$1.4 billion for Fiscal Year (FY) 2005 and US$650 million for FY 2004. Moreover, the 
Conservation Security Program, originally designed under the 2002 Farm Act to be available to 
all producers willing to undertake conservation practices on working land, has been 
implemented so far only as a limited watershed program, and its multiyear funding was capped 
at $6 billion for FY 2005. 

The 2002 Farm Act also covers a wide range of programs in the areas of nutrition, rural 
development, research, forestry, and energy. Outlays in these areas are projected to equal about 
$343 billion over FYs 2002 to 2007. Nutrition programs, including food stamp assistance for 
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low-income Americans, account for a majority of this amount, with projected outlays of $318 
billion. 

Under the 2002 Farm Act, spending on trade-distorting domestic support programs, such as 
marketing loans, is expected to fall within the allowable levels established by the Uruguay 
Round Agreement on Agriculture (URAA) of the World Trade Organization (WTO).  

However, the current Doha Round has yet to define the nature of allowed domestic support. In 
fact, the future of the “Green Box” non-distorting payments is currently uncertain because of the 
recent WTO ruling on the cotton case. A WTO panel found that US direct payments and the 
legislative and regulatory provisions which establish and maintain the direct payments 
programme do not fully conform to the conditions set out by the AoA for the Green Box. The 
panel concluded that since the payments were conditional on producers not planting certain 
crops (more specifically fruits and vegetables) on the land on which payments were based, the 
payments cannot be considered to be totally “decoupled” of production. Consequently, a further 
shift towards decoupling in US support policies will likely be required after the conclusion of the 
current WTO negotiations. This is an important decision not only for the United States, but also 
for the European Union, whose single farm payment involves a similar requirement.  

The US also operates farm programs whose legislative authorization is separate from the 2002 
Farm Act. Foremost among these is the subsidization of crop insurance. These subsidies reduce 
the costs to farmers of crop yield and crop revenue insurance and thus encourage insurance 
participation. For the 2003 crop year, the net indemnities associated with the crop insurance 
program totaled about $1.9 billion (as of October 2004).  Also separate from the 2002 Farm Act, 
the United States has implemented a new program to assist producers of raw commodities who 
have been adversely affected by competition from imports. Authorized by the Trade Act of 2002, 
the Trade Adjustment Assistance for Farmers program provides technical assistance and cash 
benefits up to $10,000 per year to eligible farmers, ranchers, fish farmers, and fishermen. 

5.3.1.1 Commodity programs 

The 2002 Farm Act provides income support for wheat, feed grains, upland cotton, rice, 
peanuts, and oilseeds through three programs: direct payments, counter - cyclical payments, 
and marketing loans. The Act eliminates the peanut marketing quota system, which constrained 
production for domestic edible consumption, so peanuts are now treated similarly to other 
program crops. A new dairy counter - cyclical payment was also introduced. Support for tobacco 
is handled by separate legislation, with tobacco price support ending after the 2004 crop year 
and a buyout of tobacco quota funded by assessments on domestic manufacturers of tobacco 
products and importers of foreign tobacco. 

Direct payments to farmers under the 2002 Farm Act included soybeans, other oilseeds, and 
peanuts. Payment rates are fixed for each crop and based on historical acreage and yields.  

Counter - cyclical payments (CCP) provide benefits whenever the market price of the covered 
commodity falls short of its effective target price (target price minus direct payment rate). The 
maximum CCP is the difference between the effective target price and the marketing loan rate. 
Payments are limited to 85% of base acres for all covered crops and are based on historical area 
and yields. 

Marketing loan provisions extend the commodity loan program to several commodities that had 
never been eligible under previous farm legislation (small chickpeas, lentils, dry peas, mohair, 
wool, and honey). Commodity loans, also known as marketing assistance loans, allow producers 
of designated crops to receive a loan from the government by pledging production as collateral. 
Loan rates are commodity specific and measured per unit of production. After harvest, a farmer 
may obtain a loan for all or part of the new commodity production, receiving in fact, a 
guaranteed price for the commodities.  



Syrian Agricultural Trade 2005 

88 

Peanuts: The 2002 Farm Act substantially adjusted the peanut program, eliminating the 
peanut marketing quota system. Peanuts are now treated similarly to other program crops, such 
as grains and cotton, with direct payments and counter - cyclical payments. Owners of peanut 
quotas under prior legislation will receive compensation payments for the loss of the quota asset 
value. 

Sugar: The three main elements of US sugar policy are the tariff-rate quota (TRQ) system, the 
domestic marketing allotment program, and the price support loan program.  

Tobacco: At the end of the 2004 crop year, the Fair and Equitable Tobacco Reform Act of 2004 
ended the US marketing quota and price support program. Under the Act, producers are no 
longer bound by restrictions on growing locations or the quantity grown, and they will not 
receive price support for the tobacco they sell. Mandatory inspections of imported tobacco will 
cease, although inspections will continue for some domestic types. As part of the quota buyout 
accompanying the termination of the tobacco programs, stocks of tobacco currently held by 
grower-owned cooperatives will be sold in a manner that does not destabilize tobacco markets. 

5.3.1.2. Conservation programs 

The 2002 Farm Act continues efforts to retire environmentally sensitive land, while placing 
greater emphasis on the conservation of land in production and environmentally friendly 
practices for livestock operations. Total conservation spending is projected to be higher under 
the 2002 Farm Act than under previous legislation, with expansion of the Conservation Reserve 
Program (CRP), the establishment of the Conservation Security Program (CSP), and expansion 
of the Environmental Quality Incentives Program (EQIP). 

Under the CRP, which continued under the 2002 legislation, farmland owners submit bids to 
retire highly erodible and other environmentally sensitive cropland from production for 10-15 
years. Farmers receive a cost-sharing payment to establish a permanent cover crop, as well as 
annual rental payments for retiring land and maintaining specified conservation practices. 

The 2002 Farm Act also expands EQIP, which provides technical assistance, cost sharing, and 
incentive payments to assist livestock and crop producers with conservation and environmental 
improvements on working lands. Cost sharing (up to 75%) or incentive payments can be 
provided for a wide range of practices, including nutrient management, livestock waste 
handling, conservation tillage, terraces, and filter strips. 

5.3.2. Future prospects 

US prospects in agriculture and trade policy can listed as follows: 

• Providing and expanding safety nets to producers;  

• Improving export competition through elimination of export subsidies and improving 
market access through substantial tariff reductions; 

• Introducing substantial reduction in trade-distorting domestic support; 

• Allowing market maintenance is a major ongoing function, keeping markets open once 
access obtained;  

• Ending exclusive import rights to ensure private sector competition in markets; and 

• Establishing WTO requirements that increase transparency in the operation of single 
desk importers. 

In the near future, it is likely that agricultural adjustment payments, price-support program 
loans, payments and other benefits not related to soil conservation efforts will be limited. In 
addition, any domestic farm program must work in conjunction with a strong, aggressive export 
program which protects and expands export markets. 
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Soil conservation remains one of the foremost government responsibilities to agriculture.  An 
ongoing education program must be maintained to make certain that producers are fully aware 
of the need for proper soil conservation practices and of the best methods to use in their 
implementation.  

Key Findings 

Policy developments in OECD countries 

• Policy reform in industrial economies has focused on changing the way in which support 
is provided to producers, with a notable shift away from production-linked measures.  

• As measured by the percentage of the Producer Support Estimate (PSE), support 
accounted for 30% of farm receipts, the same level as in 2003. 

•  Total support to the agricultural sector was equivalent to 1.2% of OECD GDP in 2004. 

• The share of the most production- and trade-distorting forms of support – those linked 
to outputs or inputs – has declined from 91% of producer support in 1986-88 to 74% in 
2002-04.  

• Government intervention continues to be significant, creating great effects on 
production, trade and the environment.  

• About three-quarters of the total support to agriculture are still provided to individual 
producers.  

• OECD governments are increasingly focusing on environmental performance, the 
contribution of agriculture to rural development, animal welfare and food safety and 
quality issues. But very little support is being channeled to these areas compared to the 
level linked to production.  

Developments in the EU Common Agricultural Policies 

• In recent years, environmental objectives, landscape preservation, food quality and 
animal health and welfare standards have become prominent issues. 

• In June 2003, EU farm ministers adopted a fundamental reform of the Common 
Agricultural Policy (CAP), called the Mid-Term Review (MTR) in which the majority of 
subsidies will be paid independently from the volume of production.  

• The sugar sector was subjected to major reform in 2005, to start in July 2006, including 
significant cuts to intervention prices and a new compensation scheme based on direct 
payments to producers. 

• Two areas - wine and fruit and vegetables - have yet to be reformed. Further reform of 
the dairy sector is planned for the period after 2014. 

• On 1 May 2004 the EU enlarged to include Cyprus, the Czech Republic, Estonia, 
Hungary, Latvia, Lithuania, Malta, Poland, Slovakia and Slovenia. Farmers in these new 
member states have full and immediate access to CAP market measures. The amount 
available for them is fixed at 5 100 million EURs for 2004-2006.  

• Direct subsidies will be phased in over 10 years.  

• Farmers must meet food quality and food safety regulations for payments to continue.        

• Coupled payments are allowed to continue to reinforce environmental and economic 
goals in marginal areas.  
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Developments in US agricultural policies 

• The United States has made significant changes to its agricultural policies over the past 
several years.  

• In the area of income supports, it has instituted a counter - cyclical program that 
provides additional assistance to producers during downturns in commodity prices, and 
it continues to decouple key support programs from production decisions. 

• The United States has expanded spending on conservation activities, especially on lands 
in production.  

• The 2002 Farm Act covers a wide range of programs in the areas of nutrition, rural 
development, research, forestry, and energy.  

• The 2002 Farm Act created a new program of counter-cyclical payments (CCP) that 
provides benefits whenever the market price of the covered commodity falls short of its 
effective target price (target price minus direct payment rate).  

• Separate from the 2002 Farm Act, the United States has implemented a new program to 
assist producers of raw commodities who have been adversely affected by competition 
from imports.  

• US objectives in agriculture and trade policy are to provide and expand the safety net to 
producers, improve export competition through elimination of export subsidies, improve 
market access through substantial tariff reductions, and substantially reduce trade-
distorting domestic supports. 
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Chapter 6-Syrian Trade Policies 

This chapter provides an overview of the most important developments in Syrian general 
economic policy in addition trade policies that influence on trade performance, in general and 
agricultural trade in particular.  

Syrian government kept on track fostering a wide process of reforms at the administrative and 
market levels aiming at modernizing the public sector and stimulate participation of the private 
sector in the economy. In addition, Syrian government continue working on the face of 
challenges that confronting the economic development process thoughtfully enhancing trade 
policies, liberalizing trade, and embracing an export-oriented approach.  

In the following sections an overview of institutional changes of particular relevance for Syrian 
trade is presented and, with regard to the main general economic policies that witnessed 
significant adjustments in the last few years, specific issues are covered: the impact of monetary 
and fiscal policies; the banking sector; exchange rates; institutional simplification; investment 
policies; the insurance sector; and the stock and financial markets.  

In addition, the main developments in the general trade regime are reviewed, and those specific 
to agricultural trade are examined in more detail, looking at the performance of agricultural 
market policies.  The impacts of agricultural trade reform are presented in the context of export 
and import trade reform, to address the relative importance for gradual restructuring of the 
agricultural sector. 

6.1. General Economic Policies which Impact Trade 

6.1.1. Monetary Policy 

The monetary policy in Syria, not long ago characterized by a multiple fixed exchange rate 
system, rigid interest rates, and direct government control over the banking system, has lately 
witnessed changes towards more flexibility and responsiveness to market conditions. Currently, 
the Syrian currency is pegged to the US dollar and it has two exchange rates, one fixed rate for 
public sector operation and a flexible rate for private sector operations. The regulatory authority 
controls the money supply in the system and makes adjustments according to the general 
orientation of the economy. To control inflation, the Syrian monetary authorities have recently 
announced measures (like raising the interest rates on domestic and foreign currencies' 
consignments which will help in to suck the excess money out of the system - reducing demand 
as a result of weak consumption will reduce imports) to strengthen the Syrian pound, hit by 
international pressure on the country, and to slightly ease exchange controls in effect for 
decades. The Central Bank of Syria has raised the base interest rate from 6.5% to 7%. To 
encourage saving in the national currency, certificates of deposit have been created for the first 
time at a 9% interest rate.  

The modernization process of the Ministry of Finance is assisted by an EU project that aims to 
improve tax management, reform general finance and accountancy procedures, and reform 
customs procedures to fit with those applied in the EU. The total fund for this project is 6 
million euros. In addition, it is supporting the Syrian government in preparing a legislation of 
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value added tax system and the future implementation of this tax. In addition, the Institutional 
and Sector Modernization Facility (ISMF) is assisting the Ministry in developing the legislations 
and the work mechanism to be consistent with Syrian-EU Association Agreement. 

The average annual inflation rate has been around 1.2% over the past five years, and Syria’s 
budget deficit didn’t exceed 6% in the same period. In fact, in 1995, Syria started taking serious 
steps to ease its foreign debt and to re-schedule it. In addition, Syria has made progress in 
easing its heavy debt from its key foreign creditors in Europe and the former Soviet Union. In 
2004, Syria signed an agreement to pay 15% of the total debt to each of Poland, Czech Rep and 
Slovakia, and Romania. Furthermore, following the signature of the debt arrangement 
agreement with Russia in May 2005, Syrian foreign debt now accounts for less than 10% of 
Syrian GDP (according to the chairman of the Syrian State Planning Commission). This debt is 
about US$14.55 billion, and the debt servicing accounts for only 8%. This amount declined to 
US$13.4 billion due to Deducting Russian debt for Syria which valued at US$1.1 billion. 
Following Russian approval on deleting 73% of Syrian real debit value, this value became US$ 
3.6 billion. The repayment will be distributed. over 10 years starting in July 1, 2005.  Syria will 
pay US$1.5 billion as hard currencies and SP2.1 billion will found Syrian exports to Russia and 
Russian investments in Syria. In addition, Syria will pay an annual payment of US$150 million 
over the next 10 years starting from 2005.  Since most of Syria's debts have been charged or 
deleted, the World Bank stressed that it will cooperate with Syria without any special conditions. 
Syria’s economic growth rate reached 3.2% in 2003 and about 2.8% in 2004, and the Syrian 
prime minister claimed that the monetary reserves are enough to cover 24 months of imports, a 
high level compared to other developing countries.   

6.1.1.1. Banking System and Private Banking 
The banking sector in Syria in the past was characterized by the existence of one commercial 
bank, and a few other specialized banks (Real Estate Bank, Industrial Bank, Agricultural Bank, 
and the Popular Lending Bank). Currently, the Commercial Bank of Syria (CBoS) dominates the 
scene of commercial banking in Syria. It is in charge of all types of commercial and financial 
banking operations inside and outside Syria. At the end of 2004, the total assets of the banking 
sector stood at 1,250 billion SP, and showed a growth of 5.7% over 2003. The total deposits of 
the banking sector grew by 8.3%, and reached SP 669.7 billion. During the period 2000-2004, 
the total assets and deposits of the banking sector grew at an annual growth rate of 11.5% and 
16.6% respectively (Central Bureau of Statistics (CBS), 2005). 

Table 6-1 Total assets and deposits in Syrian public banks through 2000-2004 (M Sp and %).    
(in Million SP) 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 AGR % 

Total Assets 808,098 973,239 1,075,094 1,183,367 1,250,260 11.5% 

% change - 20.4% 10.5% 10.1% 5.7% - 

Total Deposits 362,553 469,883 571,834 618,199 669,661 16.6% 

% change - 29.6% 21.7% 8.1% 8.3% - 

Source: Central Bureau of Statistics and Syrian Statistical Abstract 2005.   

The expanding and liberalization of the banking sector through Law No. 28 of March 2001 open 
the way for establishing private banks and put an end to of state monopoly on banking System. 
This law followed a decision in 2000 to allow private banks to operate in Syria’s free zones. As 
per Law No. 28, Syrian nationals must own at least 51% or more in any new private bank and 
US$30 million is the minimum capital investment required70.  

                                                        
70 Syrian Government is currently working on a future plan that might raise the share of foreign participants in 
private banks to more than 50%. 
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A banking secrecy law and a new money and credit law were also passed71. The private banks 
already granted permission to operate in Syria are: Bank Audi Syria, Bank of Syria and 
Overseas, Byblos Bank Syria, BEMO-Saudi Fransi, International Bank for Trade and Finance 
(IBTF), Societé General de Banque au Liban, and Al-Arabi Bank. The latest bank to open in 
Syria is Bousra Bank, which was inaugurated in October 2005 in the Syrian free-zones with a 
capital of US$10 million. In the beginning of 2006, the Syrian cabinet authorized the eighth 
private bank Syria and Gulf bank to finish the needed documents, and to receive the final 
approval by April to start in the Syrian market soon.    

Legislative Decree No. 35 of May 2005 opened the way for establishing Islamic banks in Syria, a 
step many economists agree is important in the process of banking system reform. This will help 
absorb the excess liquidity in the market.  The Qatar Islamic Bank opened in early 2006. Two 
other Islamic banks received preliminary approval and are now working on completing their 
licenses to start operations in the Syrian market soon.  

With regard to banking reforms, the Syrian authorities are trying to change some of the 
monetary and banking laws to facilitate the work of private and public banks. In May 2005, the 
Central Bank of Syria authorized for the first time licensed banks to fix the price of foreign 
exchange for customers. Furthermore, the Ministry of Finance announced that there would be 
no restrictions on transferring profits out of the country and that duties on fiscal transactions 
would be reduced. Also for the first time in Syrian history, the Syrian Money and Credit 
Authority issued a decree in January 2005 allowing banks to borrow from each other at an inter-
bank rate not exceeding 4.5%. At the same time, local banks will now also be allowed to issue 
letters of credit for the export and import of some 950 different items, accounting for about a 
quarter of Syria's total trade. Moreover, transaction fees and stamp duties have been reduced to 
speed up the lending process and cut down on the extra costs of filing a loan transaction.  

Economists do not expect the new banks to have an adverse impact on the activity of specialized 
industrial and agricultural public banks in Syria. This could be explained by the singularity of 
working area which private banks are not interested in at least in the short run. It is stressed 
that the Syrian specialized banks will continue to play their key role especially in the areas of 
industrial financing and services. Moreover, specialized banks are involved in financing long-
term loans. 

The Credit and Monetary Council (CMC)72 made some important decisions aiming to improve 
banking sector performance. CMC raised the interest rates on consignments for more than a 
year from 6% to 7%, and reduced it on current accounts from 2% to 1.5%. In March 2005, CBoS 
raised the interest rates on foreign currency consignments. Interest rates on consignments for 
one year will be 2% for dollar, and 4.2% for euro and sterling. Different rates will also be applied 
for 1, 3, 6, and 12 month consignments for each currency. These rates will be 1.5% in the case of 
current accounts under request for the three mentioned currencies. 

Banks (both public and private) have been authorized to present loans in foreign currencies, 
with the cumulative loan amount limited to no more than 25% of the bank’s capital. Moreover, 
the CMC has authorized public banks to get loans from each other in Syrian pounds.  In the 
same context, the Central Bank of Syria decided to finance public and private enterprises if they 
present adequate guaranties.   

The CoBS also decided to reduce commissions on money transfers, although reductions will 
apply first only for money transfers inside Syria. Moreover, CoBS will start granting long-term 

                                                        
71 Licensing & Registration Procedures of Banks Established according to Law No. 28, dated March 2001; Law No. 23 
on Formation of Credit & Monetary Council , 12/12/2001; Law No. 29 on Confidentiality of the Profession, 
18/03/2001. 
72It was activated and consolidated to oversee monetary policy (Law No. 23). The CMC is intended to assist the 
reform of the financial sector and consists of representatives from different ministries (see SAT 2003, Chapter 4). 
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investment loans to economic enterprises. Previously, loans were presented only for financing 
special trade operations, such as exports.  

6.1.1.2.  Exchange Rate and Foreign Currency Use  

The Syrian monetary policy was in the past characterized by a multiple fixed exchange rate 
system, rigid interest rates, and direct government control over the banking system. However, it 
has lately witnessed some dramatic changes, moving towards more flexibility and 
responsiveness to market conditions (see SAT 2004 Chapter 6 for a summary of the recent 
changes).  

Syrian government is working to harmonize its monetary policy and adopting of one single 
exchange rate for the Syrian pound. Since 1990, the government has taken steps towards a 
simplification of the exchange rate system. In that year, the government established an official 
parallel exchange rate (neighboring country rate) to provide incentives for remittances and 
exports through official channels. This action improved the supply of basic commodities and 
contained inflation by removing risk premiums on smuggled commodities. Over time, the 
government has increased the number of transactions to which the more favorable neighboring 
country exchange rate applies. In 2000 legislative decree No 6 was release, replacing the old and 
troublesome legislative Decree No. 24 of 1986, placed less severe penalties on violations of 
exchange control regulations. Nonetheless, some government and certain public sector 
transactions are still conducted at the official rate of 11.2 Syrian pounds to the US dollar, and 
exchange-rate unification remains an elusive goal. Given the poor development of its own 
capital markets and the lack of access to international money and capital markets, monetary 
policy remains captive to the need to cover the fiscal deficit. Although in 2000 Syria lowered 
interests rates for the first time in 22 years, rates remain fixed by law. The needed foreign 
exchange to finance imports of manufactures will be covered by licensed banks, deleting the 
consignment of Foreign Trade Institute.  

In 2001 a quasi-rate for non-commercial transactions - broadly in line with the prevailing 
neighboring country market rates - was also introduced. Moreover, the Central Bank of Syria 
can now buy foreign exchange from the public at the real market rate,  

The difference in the multiple exchange rates was slightly reduced, as the official “neighboring 
countries” exchange rate was devalued at the beginning of 2004 to get closer to the market rate. 
Despite these developments under a relatively closed economy, inflationary pressures remained 
contained, in line with the modest growth in domestic demand. 

In February 2006, Syria switched all of its government foreign exchange dealings from dollars 
to euros as part of a political stand-off with the US and decided to replace the US dollar with the 
euro for its deals to cover its overdue exportation, importation and services payments.73 
Government divisions and public sector firms have also been ordered to use the euro for foreign 
goods and services.  

As a step forward to control and organize the exchange process in Syria and neutralize the black 
market, the Syrian President released Law No. 24 dated April 24, 2006, which created the 
Money Exchange Establishments. According to this law there will be two types of companies 
working in the field of currency conversion: 

1. Exchange Companies sell and buy all kinds of banknotes and foreign currencies, and 
also can conduct money transfers inside and outside of Syria. 

2. Exchange Offices are allowed only to sell and buy foreign currencies within Syria. 

                                                        
73 Decision No. 810/15 dated February 5, 2006. 
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6.1.2. Insurance Sector  

This sector was long restricted to public insurance corporations like "Syrian for Insurance". 
Private insurance has not been very popular among Syrians in comparison to private insurance 
in developed countries. However, car insurance is progressing among  companies and vehicles’ 
owners. Legislative Decree No. 68 passed in September 2004 established the Insurance 
Supervision Commission (ISC). In the same context, Legislative Decree No. 43 passed in 2005 
opened the way for establishing Syrian private and cooperative insurance corporations.  By the 
end of 2005, the ISC approved the establishment of four private corporations which will start 
working in 2006 by opening 42 branches all over Syria. In addition, another 7 corporations74 
were authorized to complete their documentation and procedures for their establishment.  The 
general orientation is to shape a flexible environment for these companies, allowing Arab and 
foreign investors in the insurance sector to transfer profits abroad.     

6.1.3. Stock and Financial Market 

Syria is one of the few countries in the Arab world (like Yemen and Sudan) not possessing a 
stock and financial market. With the increased participation of the private sector in the Syrian 
economy and the integration of Syria into the international economy, there is increased interest 
in launching a stock market in Syria. The Syrian Commission for Stock and Financial Markets 
was established by Legislative Decree No. 22 in June 2005. This decree will boost the 
investment and the enlargement of capital for domestic companies and corporations. In 
addition, people will have an opportunity to invest their capital in assets other than real estate.   

6.1.4. Investment Policies 

In the last few years, the Syrian government has worked on improving the investment 
environment and encouraging FDI, which has increased as a response to the economic reform 
process in Syria.  The investment Bureau cooperate with many ministries is working now to 
finalize the draft law for establishing the General Commission for Investment and to issue a new 
law for encouraging investment. Statistics for 2005 from the Investment Bureau show that 2005 
saw an unprecedented number and value of investment projects in the country, with  a 30% 
jump in licensed FDI projects, up from 11% in 2004. According to the same source, investment 
enterprises in Syria totaled 3,550 since Law No. 10 passed in May 1991. The investment for these 
projects accounts for SP897 billion. According to the State Planning Commission, investments 
in enterprises licensed according to this law accounted for about SP200 billion in 2004, and 
SP377 billion in 200575 (SP70 billion for foreign investments).  According to the Syrian Supreme 
Council for Investment, the share of investment in GDP averaged 21% in the period 1992-97, 
which is higher than the average domestic reserves in the GDP which reached 17%. However, the 
picture reversed in the average of 1998-04, when investment shared 19% of the GDP, compared 
to 24% of the domestic reserves.  

In addition, many industrial zones were established in the last two years, which are expected to 
attract investments and create thousands of new jobs. An example of these cities are the Chinese 
Industrial City, in the free area in Aadra (near Damascus), and the Hasea Industrial City 
(Homs). In addition, investment in real estate increased sharply in 2005, with many Gulf groups 
investing in the Syrian real estate sector.  

It is important to address the importance of free trade zones for the Syrian economy. These 
zones are very important in transporting and storing goods since they function as warehouses 
for merchandise distributed throughout the region. Syrian free trade zones are equipped with 
facilities such as electronic trade, information and communication technologies, trade bureaus, 

                                                        
74 More than 20 corporations that asked for authorization are being studied by the ISC.  
75 These investments are distributed among industrial projects (64%), transportation (10.4%), real estate (16.2%), 
agricultural projects (3%), and others (6.4%).    
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freighting, services and health activities, simplified storage methods, customs clearing, and 
direct communications with the Customs Department. In 2005, trade volume in Syrian free 
trade zones accounted for 23 billion SP, and was an important source of foreign currency for the 
state treasury.  

6.1.5. Competition Rules  

Ministry of Economy and Trade (MET) is working on finalized the draft law related to the 
protection of competition and the prohibition of monopolistic practices which expected to be 
released by the end of 2006 or the beginning of 2007. This law aims to control or abolish 
agreements, arrangements, executive processes between corporations, market concentration, 
and abuse of dominant market positions, all of which could lead to reduced market access or 
limited competition resulting in negative effects on domestic and foreign trade or on economic 
development.  With the exception of a limited number of commodities and services, according to 
the draft law, prices will be determined depending on market forces and free competition 
principles.  

The economy's competitiveness and enhancing competitiveness capacity has clearly become a 
priority for the Syrian government. In this context, the UNDP, with cooperation with the State 
Planning Commission, started in February 2006 a project called "Enhancing Competitiveness". 
This project aims to assist in preparing and analyzing definitive and accurate information about 
competitiveness indicators for Syrian economic sectors with more focus on the industrial sector.         

6.1.6. Standards and Specifications 

With the full implementation of the GAFTA agreement and the initial signing of the Syrian-EU 
Association Agreement, Syrian authorities have become aware that there should be an 
institution responsible for overseeing the standards for domestic production. In this regards, the 
General Commission for Standards and Specifications was established in December 200576 as a 
body of the Ministry of Industry. This commission will work to identify and set the standards for 
all products and all enterprises shall be requested to follow these standards. This will improve 
the quality of domestic products and foster their competitiveness at domestic, regional and 
international levels.  

6.1.7. Institutional Reforms and Incoming Legislation  

In the context of the overall process of reforms, laws are being prepared on trade, corporate 
code, commercial arbitration, protection of commercial and industrial ownership rights, and 
foreign direct investment. 

The National Commission for Export Development will also be established soon. According to 
the final draft of this legislative decree, the Commission will be established to replace the 
Foreign Trade Center, with the general objectives to: 

• Develop national exports and help local producers, traders, and investors to benefit from 
export opportunities in international markets;  

• Assist in improving the quality of Syrian commodities in order to achieve comparative 
advantages and competitiveness; and  

• Promote the exports of Syrian products and work with concerned authorities to remove 
domestic and foreign obstacles and barriers.  

In order to achieve these objectives, this Commission has the following main assignments: 

1. Participating in the preparations of national export plans and the drawing of general 
export policies; 

                                                        
76 Law No. 37, December 2005 
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2. Searching for foreign markets for Syrian commodities and studying the consumption 
patterns in these markets to guide producers and exporters to supply the most 
competitive products for these markets;  

3. Establishing a system for collecting and storing information and data related to national 
and international trade to serve exporters and producers;  

4. Preparing a training programme to improve the qualifications of technical staff working 
in domestic marketing and exporting to international markets; 

5. Conducting promotional activities for Syrian products and services in foreign markets 
through trade expeditions and specialized exhibitions, and preparing local and outside 
seminars and forums for marketing and export;  

6. Working to establish qualitative councils for the most important exported products;  

7. Developing bilateral, regional and international cooperation with domestic, regional and 
international organizations and groups in terms of stimulating Syrian exports and 
offering information about foreign markets; and 

8. Establishing external trade centers to promote Syrian exports in coordination with Trade 
Commercial Offices (Supplements) in Syrian embassies.  

The Commission consists of the following offices: 

• The Quick Intervention Office: in charge of resolving within 24 hours all local emergency 
issues that block exports, such as the implementation of rules of origin or of a new 
Sanitary and Phytosanitary (SPS)  restriction imposed by another country. 

• The Exports Activation Office: to provide concrete assistance to exporters. 

• The International Trade Point Office: to collect and offer information for exporters on 
world trade through cooperation with international trade institutions based in Geneva. 

As part of the process of restructuring the MET, a Directorate for the World Trade Organization 
was established. This directorate will take responsibility for preparing Syria to join the WTO 
(see Chapter 4 for further details on the WTO and the Syrian status). In this respect, Syria 
signed an agreement with the UNDP dedicated to supporting Syrian procedures and 
preparations to join the WTO, including reforming foreign trade policies. In addition, this 
project will train and support the team that will be in charge of preparing Syrian trade 
memoranda. This project will start with a budget of US$282 thousand, 10% of which will come 
from the UNDP and the rest from the MET and the State Planning Commission. The funding for 
this project will later grow to about US$2.2 million, with the UNDP maintaining a 10% share of 
the costs. 

Moreover, MET recently proposed a draft of an industrial and commercial property rights law. 
The main points addressed in this law aim to organize the work in industrial and commercial 
property rights, especially for trademarks, graphics, and industrial models. 

6.2. General Trade Policies 

6.2.1. Import Policies 

Import policies in Syria are shaped so as to minimize imports of commodities whose substitutes 
are available locally;  to allow imports of capital goods and inputs required for agricultural and 
industrial productions; and to allow imports of scientific and medical equipment. Import 
operations are subject to prior licenses granted to operators registered (commercial registration) 
in one of the Syrian chambers of commerce or industry and in the Syrian Embassy in the 
country of origin. Luxury commodities for import were subject to quotas and high custom 
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duties, up to 255%, while raw materials can have import-duties as low as 1%, and this is going to 
be change with the new tariff system that will be mentioned later in this chapter.  

Syria has undertaken a gradual path of reforms introducing a number of policy changes in areas 
such as the simplification of the tariff schedule and customs procedures. In the latter months of 
2002, several trade reform measures were introduced involving reducing restrictions on 
imports: tariffs on most imported raw materials were reduced to 1%, and restrictions on car 
imports were relaxed. In 2005, tariffs on car imports are witnessing substantiall40% reduction.  

Import financing became easier especially due to the implementation of some important 
regulations. The Credit and Monetary Council (CMC) recently changed its policies to allow 
licensed banks to provide public and private importers with foreign currency to finance imports. 
In April 2005, the MET authorized national banks (public and private) to grant loans to finance 
import operations of public and private agents, including raw materials, inputs, equipment, and 
machinery (Decree No. 865/2005). According to CoBS, US$500 million is expected to be 
granted in 2005. These decisions are likely to have positive effects on the Syrian pound.  This 
measure is also likely to affect the volume of imported products in light of its orientation toward 
removing the import ban on many products, and will likely boost imports from Arab countries 
in the context of GAFTA. 

MET Decision No. 2132 September 2005 abolished Decree No. 865, extending flexibility in 
import funding. This decision allows financing imports by the private and public-private 
corporate sectors from licensed banks through the following means: 

1. From importer accounts that are opened in foreign currencies (according to Decree No. 
690 of May 2002) in any licensed bank. 

2. From importer accounts in foreign currencies in any licensed bank that are fed by 
deposits from exports that are devoted only for imports. 

3. From loans granted by licensed banks in foreign currencies to finance imports 
(according to Credit ands Monetary Council, Decision No. 117 passed in March 2005). 

At the same time, Decision No. 2132 allowed private banks to finance imports of private and 
joint public-private sectors from their own foreign currencies through exchanging it with Syrian 
pound converted at the free market exchange rate. This will be applied only for products of the 
following tariff chapters: 2, 11, 13, 15, 18, 19, 39, 51, 53, 54, 55, and 5677. However, according to 
Decision No. 1431, CoBS will continue working on financing the imports of raw materials not 
included in the mentioned chapters.  

The Syrian Prime Minister released Decision No. 19/M, November 2005 which effectively 
placed an end to the prior import license system for primary products that could be imported 
through a system of industrial allocations agreed by the Ministry of Industry. Every year, the 
Ministry of Industry provided the MET with the requests from industrial institutions regarding 
inputs to be imported with lower tariff rates than those that applied to traders. Manufacturers 
received foreign currencies for covering their imports allocated and they also benefited from the 
exemption of paying commissions to foreign trade establishments.  In accordance to the new 
regulations, imports depend only on shipping documents and invoices for customs operations. 
Industrial allocations caused many negative impacts, such as establishing informal industrial 
enterprises to trade in these allocations.  As a result of these problems, this system was 
abolished and the tariff is to be simplified, focusing on setting low tariffs on primary materials, 
machinery, and inputs. With all these regulations and procedures, imports for the industrial 
sector have become more liberalized, even for materials that were prohibited before. 

                                                        
77 For more information about the content of these chapters, refer to General Department of Custom or Central 
Bureau of Statistics data. 
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In order to carry out this decision in the best way, MET has adopted the following procedures to 
modify of realize some legislations like: 

• Abolishing all import licenses for industries of primary products, production inputs, and 
machinery; 

• Abolishing industrial allocation approvals by the Ministry of Industry;  

• Stopping the license trading by allowing all importers, manufacturers and traders to 
import primary products through reduced tariffs on manufacturing imports. This should 
be done with the approval of Ministry of Industry for every import request proving that 
this import is an industrial raw material; 

• Unifying the tariff rates on the imports of primary materials for manufacturers and 
traders to be compatible with international agreements;  

• Abolishing the commission fees that were collected by the Foreign Trade Establishment 
on importing primary materials, and eliminating the bans and exclusions on importing 
those materials;  

• Preventing the entrance of imported commodities without checking if they comply with 
Syrian specifications and the rules of origin certificate, in addition to the compliance 
with European standards;        

• Establishing a connection network including all customs for effectively preventing Israeli 
products from entering Syria; 

• Abolishing the approval process by public bodies other than by the Ministry of 
Agricultural, Ministry of Health, and Ministry of the Interior upon the arrival and 
departure of commodities; and   

• Paying the value of primary materials according to the existing payment systems for 
currencies. 

According to Law No. 42 of December 2005, the MET unified the tariffs on imported packages 
(overland and oversea, by mail or by airplane) to be 25% of its value instead of imposing it 
separately for its contents. However, these packages should not contain tobacco, cigarettes, or 
alcohol, with a weight not more than 15 Kg, valued less than SP 25 thousand, and characterized 
by family or personal use. This law substitute the old law No. 78 of 1959 and its modifications 
done be Legislative decree No. 5 of 1993.     

Tariff simplification  

Import regulations were improved by the tariff simplification undertaken in 2002 (Legislative 
Decree No. 336, September 28). In this context, tariff levels scheduled in Legislative Decrees No. 
265 (2001) and 336 (2002) were adjusted to include a unified fee.   

In order to comply with the requirements of GAFTA and the Syrian-EU Association Agreement 
(AA), the Syrian cabinet approved the proposal for the new Customs Law. The main 
orientations of the new regulation are: 

• Adopting new legal aspects that are addressed in the customs laws of neighboring Arab 
countries aimed at simplifying customs procedures with the principle of transparency; 

• Adopting the concept of transaction value for imported product value to comply with 
the Syrian-EU Association Agreement and the requirements for accession to the WTO;  

• Compatibility with the unified customs law of the Arab League; 

• Monetary and real estates are the only accepted guarantees for realizing commodities 
retained in the customs during checking procedures; 
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• Following arbitration procedures for contraband cases that are addressed in Syrian law 
to balance between citizens and public benefits;  

• The law will have new regulations for rules of origin infringements committed with the 
aim of benefiting from reduced tariffs or fees; and 

• Adjusting monetary penalties to be consistent with the prices of the goods concerned. 

Recently, the General Department of Customs started working on a further simplification of the 
Syrian tariff system with the aim to reduce the current 23 tariff levels to only seven levels (1 – 3 
– 5 – 10 – 20- 50%) tacking in to account the correspondent with what is applied in other 
countries and according to general orientations for International Custom Organization as 
follow: 

 Adopting the same bases followed in International Custom Organization and reducing 
the tariff levels in to 23 slides. 

 Considering the highest tariff on imported products on 50%, while it reached previously 
in to 255% (with the possibility to enforce other kinds of levies like the fee on the 
additional value and the consumption fee). 

 Tariffs based on consistent with the industrial level or the importance of the commodity 
to food security. In these bases, the highest tariff will be imposed on industrial products 
or final consumption products and lowest tariffs will be implemented on semi-industrial 
and intermediate products, while the lowest tariffs are for sensitive products, raw 
materials and industry inputs. 

In this regards, the legislative s Decree No. 494 of December 4, 2005 adjusted the tariffs on 
agricultural products, and Legislative Decree No. 76 dated on February 27, 2006 adjusted the 
tariffs on industrial products, and finally, the Legislative Decree No. 229 of July 2006 reset the 
tariffs of the inputs of engineering industries, Machinery, and sheep. With these new 
legislations, tariffs were set according to previous bases between 1 and 50%.              

Regarding other developments in imports policies, Legislative Decree No. 41 of May 2005 made 
important adjustments regarding some items in Legislative Decree No. 61 of September 2004 
related to consumption fees, decreasing them for vegetarian oils, ghee and hydrogenated oils. 
Moreover, imported and domestic cigarettes are now subject to a consumption fee of 15%, while 
phones and mobile phones are new items subject to a consumption fee, charged at 2 and 3%, 
respectively. It was noted that applying the consumption fee on many imported commodities 
raised the prices of these products in the domestic market. The government collects the fee from 
the importers and producers rather than from the consumer.  However, despite the reduction in 
the consumption fee for oil and ghee according to Decree No. 41, their prices for the consumer 
didn't show any reduction.   

Decree No. 197, passed in May 2005, contained an adjustment to Decree No. 319 of September 
2004. According to the new decree, all products and materials that are subject to a tariff of 1.7% 
and which are industrial or agricultural inputs, or industrial or agricultural machinery, were 
excluded from any consumption fee.  

The Ministry of Finance in coordination with the MET prepared a draft decree to adjust tariffs 
on yarns and textiles. This tariff will be 1% and 5% for yarns, fibers, and textiles that are not 
produced domestically or with sufficient quantities, and 10% for yarns and fibers and 14.5% for 
textiles when domestic production covers local needs. Concerning clothes imports that were 
banned before, tariffs will be set at 50%, with the aim of helping Syrian clothes producers 
compete with the imported products that will soon be allowed. 

In addition, there is a coordination between different ministries to prepare a new "negative lists" 
for sensitive products that should be banned from importation. This step is considered will lead 
to unify these lists to facilitate the work of General Department of Custom which supposed to 
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implement this ban over these products only with partners that don't have bilateral or regional 
agreement. For example, these lists will not be applied with GAFTA members.       

Rules of Origin   

With the full implementation of the GAFTA Agreement at the beginning of 2005, products and 
commodities flowed intensively from the Arab countries into the Syrian market. However, Syria 
faced many issues related to controversial practices, and some disputes emerged with some 
Arab countries due to unclear practices regarding rules of origin for some products. It was 
noticed that some imported products that labeled an Arabian origin came from non-member 
sources. Many countries stressed on implementing the main rule in GAFTA’s rules of origin in 
which products labeled as from GAFTA members should have an added value of 40% or more 
from the GAFTA member country. As a step forward to facilitate the procedures in the context of 
GAFTA, Legislative Decree No. 80/200578  exempted rules of origin certificates and trade 
invoices from the consulate ratification that was formerly required for all Syrian imports of 
national products from GAFTA members and Arab countries that signed bilateral agreements 
with Syria. 

In order to regulate and organize the rules of origin indications, the MET asked the GDC 
(General Directorate for Customs) and its directorates that imports should have an irremovable 
indication as to their origins except for products imported from Arab countries that follow the 
GAFTA rules of origin (which have the same condition). Any non-compliant products will be 
returned according to Syrian customs regulations.           

In this regards, the Ministry of Finance released Decision No. 217 of February 2006, which 
imposed a penalty on products (of 10% of their value) that don’t have a rules of origin 
indication. Imported products that have insufficient or removable origin indications will be 
subject to a penalty of 5% of their value. However, not all the non-compliant products will be re-
exported, if those products are not a subject of high-attention rules of origin indications. 

On the other hand, the Rules of Origin Committee that was formed by the Arab League is 
working for setting a unified Arabian Rules of Origin. Many obstacles were solved and member 
countries still need to agree on the rules for few products.  

  
6.2.2. Export Policies 

Export policies in Syria encourage and support the exporting of local products and commodities, 
and export licenses are needed only for certain materials. Export taxes have also been reduced, 
with Legislative Decree No. 15 of July 3, 2001 abolishing taxes on agricultural and industrial 
exports (except on oil products and phosphates).  Exporters should fill in a declaration to be 
presented to the General Department of Customs and a bank guarantee along with documents 
which show the Syrian origin of goods.79 The exporter must be registered with a Syrian Chamber 
of Commerce and must provide an invoice certified by a local chamber. Export revenues can be 
endorsed in favor of other importers to finance imports. 

Recognizing the importance of exports for the Syrian economy, a variety of actions have been 
taken over the last years to simplify export regulations. The obligation to surrender export 
revenues has been abolished and exporters are now allowed to sell their foreign currency 
earning  to the CBoS at the free foreign currency exchange rate or to retain their earnings in 
hard currency. 

The heavy bureaucracy to which trade agents are subject has been lightened and a number of 
exemptions to the export documentation requirements have been introduced. Critically, exports 

                                                        
78 Substituting Legislation No. 49, which passed in August 1977.  
79 Exported textiles are exempted from the requirement to indicate name and address of the manufacturer and the 
wording " industrialized for export" . 
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to high-return markets are still hampered by the small size of most Syrian companies and the 
lack of awareness of quality requirements. 

In order to enhance exports and increase both export quantity and quality, the Prime Minister 
released Decision No. 3696 in July 2005 establishing The Supreme Council for Export. This 
Council will be responsible for supervising the work of The National Commission for Exports 
Development and will set up export policies and strategies. 

It should be noted that more flexibility was considered in dealing with exporters in terms of 
repaying earned foreign currencies. In June 2005, the Chief of Exchange Bureau extended, until 
the end of June 2006 the work in exempting exporters from 50% of exchange composition 
(Decision No. 813 of October 2004) that imposed on the infringements of the delay of repaying 
the foreign exchanges as export commitments. 

The MET removed Cabinet Decision No. 2779 of June 1994, which subjected exports of cotton 
products (yarn, fibers, textiles, carpet, et cetera) to a compulsory exports control system. 
According to the alternate Decision No. 1379 of June 2005, cotton products devoted to export 
are no longer subject to a compulsory control and monitoring system.  However, the Ministry 
requests from the General Establishment for Textiles Industries and projects working in this 
sector to self-monitor their products, but with a compulsion for producers and exporters to 
attach a product specifications card to every article, boot, item, and package.  

This decision is a step forward in facilitating exports of cotton products and will have positive 
impacts if producers and exporters adhere to the regulations and produce high quality products 
for domestic consumption and for export. To help in this effort, MET formed a committee to 
monitor and control products devoted to export.  The committee is composed of representatives 
from the General Department of Customs, the Chamber of Industry, and the Chamber of Trade 
in every governorate.  

Another committee (consisting of representatives from the Ministries of Economy and Trade, 
Agriculture, Industry, and Transportation, and General Department of Customs) is set to 
monitor selectively the Syrian standards with respect to the quality of products and 
commodities traded in domestic and foreign markets. 

Moreover, the MET has instructed the General Commission for Specifications to the Central 
Laboratory (in the MET) in collaboration with the Chambers of Industry, to offer training 
courses to qualify industrial institutions in these policies. Decision No. 1380 of June 13, 2005 
obliges producers and exporters of Syrian industrial products to attach a product 
specifications/information card to all products for every piece and package depending on the 
nature of the commodity. In addition, these products should have the statement "made in Syria" 
and the name of the exporter for products exported to Arab countries. Exports to foreign 
countries are exempted from this last requirement "if this was requested by the exporter or the 
importer" under their responsibility. Moreover, this decision asked freighting companies 
working in exporting to attach a certificate from the Chambers of Industry and Trade proving 
that it was produced in a licensed institution in Syria.   

6.3. Agricultural Trade and Market Policies 

6.3.1. Import Policies 

Syria has been progressively removing non-tariff import constraints on agricultural 
commodities. Ministry of Supply and Internal Trade (later joined to the MET) have been 
cancelled Import licenses for all goods80. In the last quarter of 2002, the government authorized 
private companies to import cereals for special uses and the regulations for private companies to 

                                                        
80 MET, Decision No. 1515 of December 2002 
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import cereals and lentils. In 2004, the possibility for private agents to import was extended, 
under certain conditions, to wheat flour. 

The entry into force of GAFTA, implying full liberalization of trade between the member states, 
also eased agricultural trade restrictions through tariff elimination and reduction of the list of 
agricultural goods subject to import bans. Recent examples in this direction are imports of 
honey (Decree No. 353/2004), fish (Decree No. 1342/2003), and mollusk, (Decree No. 
309/2004) that were previously banned. 

Other areas of trade reform in agriculture pertain to the government’s efforts to gradually 
liberalize processed products and inputs for agriculture and the processing industry. Examples 
are the current possibility of importing certain tropical fruit concentrates that were formerly 
prohibited (Decree No. 7207/2003 of the MET). In April 2005, the MAAR permitted Egyptian 
fresh citrus to enter the Syrian market, under certain conditions.81 However, during the same 
period, the MAAR didn’t allow Sudanese mango to enter before checking the sanitary and pest 
conditions in Sudan, and receiving a guarantee of control from its government.    

With the high increase in prices for some agricultural products, MET agreed to remove the ban 
for some of these products. A recent example is olive oil, which witnessed a dramatic increase in 
its price. As a result, MET agreed82 to importing olive oil until the beginning of September 2006 
(the beginning of the new season) to cover the shortage in the domestic market. From the 
economic point of view, this will increase the supply for olive oil and reduce the price. 

In order to simplify the procedures on fodder imports at the Tartous port, the MET agreed to 
perform the customs procedures on the basis of copies of the original documentation, provided 
that importers present the original documentation within 30 days after receiving the products.   

Fertilizer trade has also been liberalized since March 2004, opening to private importers a 
market depending on supplied quantities in domestic market.  As for capital goods, Decree No. 
8 of 2004 allows imports of used industrial machines for small- and medium-sized 
enterprises.83 In addition, following Decree No. 61 of September 2004, many agricultural 
commodities are subject to a consumption tax, which ranges between 2% for all kinds of yerba 
mate and tea and 35% for alcoholic beverages.  

Sanitary and Phytosanitary (SPS) measures  

Agricultural imports are subject to a certification of compliance with the sanitary and 
phytosanitary regulations, to be obtained from the MAAR (see Chapter 4 in SAT 2003, and 
Chapter 6 in SAT 2004). Box 6.1 summarizes the main SPS requirements in Syria, while Box 6.2 
points out the main veterinary requirements for live animals and manure. Syrian accession to 
the WTO and other agreements will require compliance of Syrian sanitary and phytosanitary 
policies with international regulations under the SPS Agreement. 

Syria implements special SPS regulations, including quarantine measures on imported plants, 
animals, and other organic materials. Any agricultural or food imported product has to be 
accompanied by two certificates: a sanitary or phytosanitary certificate, ratified by the Syrian 
embassy in the country of origin; and a certificate confirming that the product is clean from 
atomic pollution, ratified by public authorities in the country of origin. 

There are import bans related to SPS considerations. For example, there is a complete ban on 
imports of agricultural soils, organic fertilizers, and vegetal residues. Any vegetal material 
carrying agricultural soil is banned. The granting of import licenses for fruit seedlings is also 

                                                        
81 It should be exposed to a temperature of 1.7 degrees for 15 days, and the only entrance is through the Jordan 
border.      
82 Decision No. 35 of 2005 
83 Decree No. 323 of February 28, 1999 (issued by the Ministry of Economy and Foreign Trade) allowed the import of 
used packing and waxing lines (age not exceeding 4 years) being paid with hard currency earnings from exports of 
vegetable and fruits. 
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forbidden. Some import bans relate to specific products from specific countries, such as a ban 
on palm trees and their parts from Maghreb countries; and the ban on sheep and mutton from 
the list of epidemic countries for agricultural and animal products in close exchange with the 
MAAR consistently with Office International des Epizooties (OIE) reports.  

Box 6.1 - Phytosanitary Requirements in Syria 

The main sanitary requirements for agricultural imports as stated by Law No. 21/T of 1991, modifying 
Law No. 237 of 1960, can be summarized as follows: 

1. The agricultural consignment is allowed to enter the country if the infestation ratio does not exceed 
the identified ratio. For example: 

- for grains: the infestation does not exceed one living insect or one of its living stages per kilogram and 
the ratio of the infestation should not exceed 1% of the consignment prepared for manufacturing or 
consumption (excluding flour); 

- for vegetables and fresh fruit: the infestation should  not exceed 2% of the consignment; 

- for flour imported for consumption: the ratios of the living infestation or mites or various stages (egg, 
larva, pupa, and adult) does not exceed in its entirety 15 living insects per 50 kilogram. 

2. The documents accompanying the imported agricultural consignments should be as follows: 

- Certificate of origin issued by the official institution of the country of origin; 

- Agricultural health certificate issued by the official institution of the country of origin and compatible 
with the international agreement adopted in the Rome Treaty for plant protection of 1952; 

- The certificate should mention that the consignment is free of viral diseases if intended for cultivation 
and free of the pests identified in the import license; 

- The certificate will be rejected if it is written more than 15 days before shipment.  

3. The documents accompanying the exported agricultural consignments should be as follows: 

- The exporter should submit an application on a specified form to the Agricultural Quarantine Bureau; 

- Each consignment licensed for export will be issued an agricultural health certificate according to the 
model adopted by the Rome Treaty for plant protection of 1952. 

4. It is prohibited to introduce the following products84: 

- Agricultural soil; 

- Live agricultural pests in any stage; 

- Residues of plant material consumed on airplanes, ships, trains and other; 

- Bacterial, fungal or micro-organic cultures harmful to plants; 

- National organic fertilizer 

- Cultivated agricultural consignment when mixed prohibited soil difficult to separate. 

                                                        
84 Licenses for the import of these products by scientific institutions are provided by the MAAR 
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Box 6.2 –Sanitary Requirements for Livestock Imports  

 

The veterinary requirements for imports are drawn from Law No. 60/T of 1988, modified by Decisions 
No. 1123 and No. 1618 of 2001 and Decision No. 357 of 2002. Accordingly, imports of living animals and 
manure are subject to the following: 

• Imports should obtain a sanitary certificate from the MAAR; 

• Imports have to be accompanied by the certificate of origin from the country of origin; 

• The Ministry of Economy and Foreign Trade should be informed of the approval by the 
Ministry of Agriculture and Agrarian Reform; 

• The above-mentioned certificates have a maximum validity of three months; 

• Imports have to be accompanied by an international veterinary certificate approved by the 
Syrian embassy in the country of origin not more then fifteen days before arrival in Syria;  

• The transit imports of live animals should be in closed carriages and accompanied by official 
certificates that assure they are free from diseases;  

• In order to protect local birds and animal health, some restrictions were introduced in 2004 
on bird imports (Decree No. 881 of May 19, 2004).  

Concerning genetically modified (GM) products, Syria’s general policy bans imports of any kind 
of GM seeds.  

Another example of SPS implementation deals with the import of Dyazenon (tariff code 3808). 
This can be imported only by licensed industrial projects taking into account the sanitary and 
phytosanitary restrictions noted in Decision No. 1/T of January 2004 by the MAAR. In addition, 
the previously mentioned example on importing Sudanese mango is considered another 
example on SPS implementation.  

In December 2005, MAAR released the executive instructions for Decision No. 3652 of 
November 2005 related to importing agricultural products for consumption and processing that 
could be affected by any insect. If dead or live insects are discovered in any imported product, 
samples of the product will be sent to the General Commission for Specifications and Standards, 
which is responsible for deciding whether it complies  with Syrian standards and can be 
consumed without hurting people. This of course doesn't cover the immediate control of 
products with identified insects, dead or alive. 

After signing the International Plant Protection Agreement in 2003, the MAAR Directorate for 
Plant Protection drafted the plant quarantine procedures based on thorough study and several 
meetings with national and international experts, taking into consideration the international 
standards related to the agreement mentioned above and other related agreements.  

A new regulation is under study to implement the basic principles of phytosanitary measures as 
follows: 

1. Implementing necessary restrictive procedures based solely on phytosanitary 
considerations. 

2. Phytosanitary measures covered by the new regulation will be technically justified, so 
as to cope with the infection risk and lead to the minimum possible trade flow 
constraints. 

3. Syria will start implementing the following measures: 

• Analyzing pest risks for agricultural shipments before being imported. 
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• Granting import licenses while taking into consideration the results of pest risk 
analysis. 

• The directorate of plant protection will allow or prevent imports according to the 
results of the pest risk analysis.  

• All interested authorities will be informed of the results in order to be able to 
make proper decisions. 

4. Coordinating with the interested countries to gather and classify information about 
common pests through contact points to know recent information about 
phytosanitary conditions and threats.  

All foreign and Arab embassies have been informed that Syria will start implementing the 
Guideline for Regulating Wood Packaging Material in International Trade No. 15 . This standard 
has been designed by the Secretariat of the International Plant Protection agreement , part of 
the FAO, and implies that from 1 April 2006 imported agricultural and non-agricultural 
shipments carried on wood packaging materials will be prevented from entering Syria unless the 
wood packing has a formal international stamp of standard No. 15 (materials must be treated 
either by heat (HT) or methyl bromide (MB)). In this regards, MAAR started in early March 
2006 applying the international standards for packaging materials that FAO asked for. MAAR 
asked all governmental institutions, directorates, and corporations that are involved in the 
exporting process that exports packaged in wood materials should be sterilized according to the 
international standards mentioned above.  

5. Executive instructions will be implemented on plant imports and forestry, 
ornamental, and fruit plants by Decision No. 2361 of 3 August 2005 and executive 
instructions for imported agricultural materials for consumption and processing by 
Decision No. 3652 of 29 November 2005. 

Controls on the phytosanitary procedures for agricultural exports have been stressed recently by 
the MAAR, GDC, and MET. For example, citrus will be subject of restricted control to ensure 
protection against scurfy insects. In addition, these fruits shouldn't have plant parts like leaves 
or branch parts because insects could exist in those parts which would have a negative affect on 
the reputation of Syrian exports. Moreover, the MET agreed on releasing the sanitary 
certificates by agricultural quarantine of the MAAR without mentioning the term "dead insects". 
In the case any dead insects or insects in any phase are found, the shipment will be transferred 
to the MET laboratory to check the compliance with the standards of the importing country or 
with the transaction standards (the percentage of dead insects). If the shipment is compliant 
with the necessary standards, it will be granted the sanitary certificate without the term "dead 
insects". On the other hand, if insects do exist, the commodities will be subject to sterilization in 
the MAAR and transferred again to the MET to check compliance with the importer standards 
mentioning only the sterilization materials and period. This is commonly the problem faced by 
Syrian cereal exports.85  

6.3.2. Export Policies 

It is important to note that the export policies presented in Section 6.2.2 also apply to 
agricultural products. Since the beginning of the decade, the Syrian government has undertaken 
some reforms aimed at facilitating exports. With Legislative Decree No. 15/2001 the 
government eliminated the fees applied to the conversion from hard currency earnings from 
exports of fruit and vegetables into Syrian pounds.86 In the olive oil sector, local income taxes 

                                                        
85 This was realized due to the complaints of cereal exporters in Hama and Idleb governorates who received sanitary 
certificates from agricultural quarantine in Hama agricultural directorate related to their cereal exports with the term 
"includes dead insects", and this affected and harmed both importers and exporters.     
86 The tax for selling proceedings derived from exports of vegetable and fruit, originally established at 0.50 SP per 1 
US$ was reduced to 0.1 SP per US$ and recently eliminated altogether. 
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and fees levied on olive oil firms with a productivity of less than two tons of olive oil per day 
were also eliminated. At the beginning of 2005, the Prime Minister agreed to the 
recommendation of the Economic Commission that suggested exempting the exports of olive oil 
for the six largest companies that export about 80% of olive oil, from the systematic controlling 
provision on exports by the External Trade Center that started in 2000. These companies have 
requested to export olive oil, though they will be subjected to selective control by the center 
according to international standards.  

Despite the relaxation of export rules, substantial public regulations remain on agricultural 
exports, including restrictions on animal exports. Legislative Decree No. 18/ 2004 of MAAR 
established a fee of 100 SP/head on exported livestock. In this regards and recently, exports of 
sheep and male goats were banned from January 5, 2006 until the beginning of March 2006 
(Decision No. 11, January 2006). This Decision was followed by a decision extending this period 
until the end of March.  

However, the export incentives given to some agricultural products caused an increase in the 
domestic prices of these products. The most common example of this was olive oil, where 
exports increased considerably in the last few years and caused local prices to increase sharply. 
In this responds, MET approved Decision No. 35 of 2006 for organizing olive oil trade on the 
following bases:   

• Industrial enterprises authorized to export olive must have a capital not less than SP 25 
million. 

• Agreeing on the establishment of an association for Syrian olive oil processors and 
exporters. 

• Establishing a union council for all participants working in the olive oil sector from 
farming to final marketing. 

• Permitting exporters of Syrian olive oil to keep the earnings from foreign sales  in hard 
currencies.  

• Continue exporting olive oil in bulk containers and different kinds of bottles while 
meeting international standards and imposing a high level of monitoring to avoid 
cheating and juggling.   

Consequently, measures adopted aim at promoting a modernized olive oil processing industry 
that can make Syria competitive internationally, enhancing its position in foreign markets as 
well as avoiding high prices in the domestic market (this, in specific situations, has had to be 
balanced with imports). 

6.3.3.  Agricultural Market Policies 

The government concentrates its intervention on some “strategic” crops (wheat, cotton, barley, 
sugar, tobacco, lentils, and chickpeas), while the equilibrium of other agricultural markets is 
essentially determined by the interaction of supply and demand. In addition to the intervention 
in markets and prices, the government intervenes in the agricultural sector through the physical 
planning of areas to be planted with strategic crops. The basic aim of the government’s 
agricultural planning is to meet strategic objectives such as food security, self-sufficiency for 
some strategic crops. The government also determines the prices at which public establishments 
buy strategic crops from farmers on the basis of the cost of production and the 
recommendations of the Cost Calculation Committee, composed of representatives of the 
Ministries of Agriculture, Finance and Economy, the Regional Peasant Office, and the General 
Peasant Federation. Prices are determined on the basis of an average national unit cost of 
production for each crop plus a margin. Table 6.1 shows the official buying price of strategic 
crops for the year 2005/2006.  
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Table 6.1 - Buying prices (Administrated Prices) of Strategic Crops in Syria, 2005/2006 (SP). 

Crops buying price SP/kg Delivery Bonus SP/kg 

Soft wheat 10.30 0.50 

Durum wheat 11.30 0.50 

Barley 9.50 - 

Lentils 23.00 - 

Chickpeas 25.00 - 

Cotton (first grade) 30.75 - 

Cotton (second grade) 26.25 - 

Cotton (third grade) 19.75 - 

Unplanned cotton  14.40 - 
Source: Cabinet Document No. 6481, August 2005.   

State establishments are monopolist buyers at official prices of cotton, sugar beet and tobacco. 
Farmers can sell other crops to private traders: wheat, barley, lentils and chickpeas.  The 
government does not intervene in the pricing of other crops like fruits and vegetables, which are 
sold at market prices. 

Remarks on Specific Crop Policies 

Wheat 

The basic aims of the government’s agricultural policies are to meet food security related to 
basic staples, and promotion of exports. Wheat is one of the most important components of food 
security, and the trading of wheat and wheat flour was restricted in the past to the public sector 
except for some cases and for specific purposes. Government declined the intervention in wheat 
internal trade, but farmers continued buying their production willingly because administrated 
price for wheat are higher than international price. The General Establishment for Cereal 
Processing and Trade (GECPT) of the MEFT is the main public institution for wheat marketing. 
Official wheat prices have been set since 1996 at 11.30 SP/kg for hard wheat and 10.30 SP/kg for 
soft wheat. The price is adjusted on the basis of quality, defects and impurities. However, 
farmers can now decide to sell wheat to private traders at market prices. The GECTP sells wheat 
to the General Company for Mills (GCM) for distribution to bakeries that in turn produce 
subsidized standard bread. Prices of high-quality flour and bread are not explicitly subsidized, 
with the result that they are over twice the price of standard flour and bread. Both private and 
public bakeries sell standard bread at the fixed official price of 8 SP/kg. The price was last 
changed in 1994, when it was increased from 5 SP/kg. The GECPT exports the surplus wheat at 
international prices. The General Establishment for Seed Multiplication purchases some of its 
required seeds from farmers according to a pre-defined quality. As for foreign trade, wheat 
export is restricted to the GECPT and was later permitted by private firms. In 1999, private 
companies were granted permission to import wheat for some purposes. For instance, the 
private sector was enabled to import flour to be used in the processing of pasta for domestic 
consumption and export. In addition, Decrees No. 9 of October 9, 2002 and No. 74 of November 
11, 2002 establish the conditions for private companies to import grains in Syria.  

The rules include that wheat imports are suspended during the marketing period(the peak 
harvest period), and importers should pay a deposit in SP equivalent to the value of imports to 
be reimbursed upon certification that the imported wheat has been either re-exported or milled 
locally and sold for domestic consumption (summarized from SAT 2004, Chapter 6). Moreover, 
in an effort to further facilitate exports of crushed wheat, on December 20, 2004 the MET 
abolished the condition of prior approval by the MAAR.  
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Barley 

The government sets the buying price of barley which was marketed by GECPT to be received by 
General Establishment for Feed (GEF) for distribution to livestock producers after adding the 
cost of transportation and storage. Private trading is allowed and the GEF pay the administrated 
prices and leaving the activity entirely to private sector traders who sold to the GEF at market 
prices. In this case, The GEF can buy the needed quantities from the local market directly. In 
June 2005, the Syrian Prime Minister agreed on allowing the private sector to import barley for 
fodder until May 200687.  

Lentils and Chickpeas 

Similar to barley, marketing of these two products is left to market forces. The farmers can sell 
their product either to the private sector or to the GECPT. Farmers normally prefer to sell to the 
private sector since they receive a higher price. Before the season 2005/2006, official public 
procurement prices have not increased with the aim of encouraging private sector participation 
in domestic and foreign trade. In 2005/2006 season, administrated prices have increased 
significantly for these two products (As shown in the previous table) from 16 Sp/kg for red 
lentils and 17 Sp/kg for white lentils to 23 Sp/kg for both, and from 17.80 to 25 Sp/kg for 
chickpeas. This increase came as a respond to the dramatic increase of their prices domestically 
and internationally, since administrated prices are considered far away of domestic consumer 
prices which reached about double for lentils and more than that for chickpeas.   

Cotton 

Since 1960, the Syrian Government intervention in agriculture has been based on the 
implementation of medium term plans (five years), supplemented by annual executive plans. 
The stated aim of the annual plans is to steer farmers towards the pattern of land use that the 
government perceives the best one to meet national objectives. Given its importance, cotton has 
always been at the core of Syrian agricultural planning. 

There are many instruments through which the Government aims at enforcing the plan. The 
main instruments used for the agricultural cotton sub-sector are the setting of a controlled price 
and the control of total production by means of a licensing system 
The dispositions on planting cotton depend on production plans, according to the decree 
No.222/1958, known as the “law of cotton planting management”. 

The prices for domestic markets were determined on the base of the costs, plus a profit margin. 
Exports have been traded at the world price. This price policy prevented the cotton fiber of 
Syrian yarn and textile companies from being profitably exportable. For example, in the 
marketing year 1999/2000 the average price for cotton fiber for the domestic market was 85.56 
SP/Kg, while the average price for exports was 56.18 SP/Kg due to world price distortion 
resulted from price support presented by many producing countries. 

Cotton marketing is restricted to the General Establishment for Cotton Ginning and Marketing 
(CMO) of the MEFT which procures cotton according to the prices defined by the Prime 
Minister’s Office. Starting from 2000, the agricultural production tax imposed on cotton exports 
has been eliminated.  The CMO is the only domestic seller and exporter of cotton fiber. Prices 
paid for cotton produced in licensed areas have not been changed since 1996. They are 
differentiated as follows: (i) grade one, delivered by 15 November receives the best price (30.75 
SP/kg); (ii) grade two delivered between 16-31 November, receives 26.25 SP/kg; (iii) grade three 
delivered after 31 November, receives 19.75 SP/kg.  

In 2002, Decision No. 60 of the Supreme Agricultural Council (SAC) adopted the world price for 
cotton as the lowest price to be paid by the CMO for cotton cultivated out of the area indicated in 
the agricultural plan. This decision was accompanied by the reduction of the area planned for 
                                                        
87 Decision No. 1491, June 2005. 
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cotton cultivation and the promotion of the establishment of additional processing plants with 
the aim of reducing exports of raw cotton in favor of processed cotton products so as to capture 
a larger share of the value added. 

As we mentioned earlier in this chapter and since June 2005, cotton products (yarn, fibers, 
textiles, carpet, et cetera) will not be a subject of compulsory control system on exports. 

Sugar 

The Ministry of Industry’s General Organization for Sugar (GOS) is the sole buyer and processor 
of sugar beet. All sugar produced by the GOS is sold to the General Establishment for 
Consumption (GEC) according to a plan.  The price paid to farmers depends on the sugar 
content of the beets. In the past, base payment was SP 2,250 per ton for beet with 16% sugar 
content. A price premium of 110 SP/ton was added for each additional percent of sugar content, 
whereas a price deduction of 25 SP/ton was imposed for each degree below 16%. However, base 
sugar content was reduced to 14% in 2002/2003, whereas the reduction and premium fees were 
maintained. As for the 2003/2004 season, the same price was paid to beet with sugar content of 
14%, whereas the premium was increased to SP 150 for each additional degree and the same 
amount was deducted for each degree less than 14%. Moreover, beet with sugar content  less 
than 10% was rejected and received the price paid for the primary raw bulb. Another change to 
the sugar beet price was made in 2004/2005, when base sugar content was raised to 15%, 
whereas price premiums and deductions were increased to SP 225 for each degree. Moreover 
beet with sugar content less than 11% was rejected.  

Domestic beet production covers less than 20% of domestic demand for sugar. The rest is met 
by imports of refined and raw sugar. The latter is refined at Homs and Al Ghab factories. Raw 
sugar is imported by the GOS. All domestically produced sugar and sugar produced from 
imported raw sugar is sold by the GOS to the GEC at a price determined on the base of the costs 
plus a mark-up. GEC distributes sugar under a rationing program that provides each Syrian with 
1 kg per month at 9 SP/kg. All sugar traded outside the rationing program is imported privately 
and sold to industrial users or for retail sale at a price that varies between 15-20 SP/kg. A private 
investment group will start producing sugar in 2007 in the "Hasia Industrial Zone". This project 
will produce about 600 thousand tons for export and local consumption. Additionally, Syria 
made an agreement with Brazil to import raw sugar and refine it in Syria, producing around 500 
thousand tons per year.  

Tobacco 

Farmers must sell all their output, at the price fixed by the government, to the General 
Organization for Tobacco, which has cigarette manufacturing plants in Latakia, Hama, Aleppo 
and Damascus. Most of the production is consumed in the domestic market. The rest is exported 
in the form of leaves and cigarettes. Recently, a Syrian private manufacturing company started 
the licensed domestic production of international brands of cigarettes.    

Sheep 

To prevent further escalation of the domestic price, the government introduced the “Two for 
One” policy which required exporters to import live sheep equivalent to twice the volume of the 
proposed export shipment, before they were permitted to export Awassi sheep (a particular 
breed of sheep found only in the Arab region and favored in various Arab countries). A trader 
was allowed to export only against documented verification of the required imports. In 2003, 
the MET eliminated this export–import link.  

During 2004, domestic prices for local meat witnessed significant increases as a result of the 
increased exports accompanied by low imports. Accordingly, to adjust the situation, an export 
tax was imposed to reduce exports and limit the domestic price increase. Legislative Decree No. 
18 of February 14, 2004 established a fee of 100 SP/head on exported livestock.  
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The Cabinet issued Decision No. 20 of June 2, 2004 establishing a starting date for exporting 
male sheep (from 1 June 2004) and starting the condition that their weight should not be less 
than 38 Kg. A report on sheep flows is prepared monthly to identify future procedures. 

The veterinary requirements for imports are drawn from Law No. 60/T of 1988, modified by 
Decisions No. 1123 and No. 1618 of 2001 and Decision No. 357 of 2002. Accordingly, current 
Syrian quarantine regulations require that livestock should reach Syria within 45 days (60 days 
for other animal products) of issuance of the pre-shipment certificate of health in the country of 
origin. 

In early 2006, the MET issued Decision No. 11 of January 5, 2006 which suspends the 
exportation of male sheep and young goats from January 5, 2006 until March 1, 2006 (which 
was extended later until the end of March).  

Key Findings 

• Economic reform process in Syria has fostered especially following the adoption of Social 
Market Economy, aiming at enhancing efficiency and international integration of the 
national economy responding to bilateral, regional, and international agreements.  

• In order to liberalize Syrian economy, reform process covered many aspects of the 
economy that affect on Syrian general and agricultural trade like: 

o Fiscal and monitory policies (including banking system and private banks, 
exchange rates and the use of foreign currencies, stock and financial market, and 
exchanges companies law). 

o Investments policies 

o Standards and specifications 

o Free competition and the prohibition of monopolistic practices 

• Export promotion efforts increased through the establishment of  The Supreme Council 
for Export, the work for establishing the National Commission for Export Development, 
and Enhancing Competitiveness project. 

• In the context of industrial sector support, tariffs for raw materials were reduced 
significantly to about 1%. In addition, prior import license system were ended for prior 
import license system for primary products that could be imported through a system of 
industrial allocations. Moreover, the new tariff system were finalized for many sectors 
ranged between 1 and 50% with seven levels indicating more liberalization for more 
products. 

• Due to the increase of some commodities' prices, Ministry of Economy and Trade 
removed the ban implemented on the imports of many products and reset the negative 
list related to banned products. 

• Syrian government proved (through many steps like new custom law) on facilitating the 
procedures like guaranties for realizing commodities retained in the customs, checking 
procedures, and connecting fees with products' prices. 

• Abolishing the commitments of funding import through export revenue and providing 
more facilitates in funding imports through public and licensed private banks for both 
foreign and local currencies. 

• The first year of the full implementation of Great Arab  Free Trade Area proved the 
importance of a unified Arabian rules of origin guarantying the use the main rule in 
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GAFTA’s rules of origin in which products labeled as from GAFTA members should have 
an added value of 40%. 
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Chapter 7 - Special Issue: Syrian-EU 
Association Agreement 

Introduction 

At the Barcelona Conference in 1995 the EU revived its involvement in the Mediterranean area 
by launching the Euro-Mediterranean Partnership (EMP) with twelve Mediterranean partner 
countries (MPCs): Algeria, Cyprus, Egypt, Israel, Jordan, Lebanon, Malta, Morocco, Palestinian 
Authority, Syria, Tunisia and Turkey. Libya has also recently been invited to join the 
Partnership. Cyprus and Malta became members of the EU and Turkey is on a path towards full-
fledged EU membership.  

The EMP is divided into two components: (1) Association Agreements (AA) aimed at 
liberalization and cooperation in different areas, and (2) financial support provided through the 
Euro-Mediterranean Cooperation Programmes (MEDA Programmes) and the European 
Investment Bank. The main focus of the EMP, serving interests of both the EU and MPCs, is to 
promote economic growth in the MPCs through a Mediterranean Free Trade Area (FTA). 
Whether this aim will be reached depends first of all on the amount of liberalization achieved by 
the agreements.  

A second factor determining the effectiveness of the EMP is the importance of trade 
liberalization, relative to other factors limiting economic growth in MPCs. There seems ample 
room for liberalization of Mediterranean trade. Significant protection currently exists across the 
board in the MPCs. On the EU side, significant protection still remains, though largely confined 
to the agricultural sector. With these existing limitations, the EU is already a major destination 
for MPC exports and major origin for MPC imports. Reduction of trade barriers can thus be 
expected to have a significant impact on Mediterranean trade flows. 

After the 1995 Barcelona Conference, the EU and the MPCs engaged in an ambitious venture of 
increased economic, political and social cooperation through Euro-Mediterranean Association 
Agreements and financial cooperation. Ambitions in terms of economic cooperation were 
especially high, aiming at an FTA by 2010. This could create an area of shared growth and 
prosperity. 

The liberalization achieved through the EMP is, however, limited. Some concessions have been 
made, but the general consensus is that not much can be expected, especially in terms of 
agricultural concessions from the EU.  

During the past ten years since the beginning of the Barcelona Process, the approach generally 
adopted towards agricultural trade liberalization based on traditional trade flows led to a very 
limited degree of liberalization on both sides, in particular as regards the number of tariff lines. 
Tariff concessions in agriculture have been largely limited. The most recent conference held in 
Barcelona in November 2005 encouraged agricultural trade liberalization by adopting a five- 
year program that foresees the progressive liberalization of trade in agriculture, but “with a 
possible selected number of exceptions and timetables for gradual and asymmetrical 



Syrian Agricultural Trade 2005 

114 

implementation, taking into account the differences and individual characteristics of the 
agricultural sector in different countries”. (FEMISE, 2005)  

The Barcelona Process has developed a strong partnership on the basis of joint ownership, 
dialogue and cooperation. It has been successful in creating long-term political and institutional 
links between Europe and the MPCs, and in engaging Mediterranean Partners on the path of 
reform. More importantly, the Partnership has been driven by a common political will to build 
together a space for dialogue, peace, security and shared prosperity. For the EU, the Partnership 
has also reinforced what are historically and strategically strong links and solid relations with 
Mediterranean countries. In an increasingly globalized world, the EU remains the main partner 
of Mediterranean countries both in trade of goods and services. Generally, more than 50% of the 
trade of the region is with the EU, and for some countries the EU represents the destination of 
more than 70% of their exports. Europe is the largest foreign direct investor in the 
Mediterranean region (36% of total FDI) and is the region’s largest provider of financial 
assistance and funding, with nearly 3 billion euros per year in loans and grants. The EU is also 
the main source of tourism and the first destination for emigrants. Association agreements have 
now been put in place between the EU and the Mediterranean partners but the process of 
creating a truly regional market remains hampered, notably by slow integration of the 
Mediterranean countries among themselves (Box 7.1).  

Box 7.1- Main Aspects of EU-Mediterranean Association Agreements. 
 

The Euro-Mediterranean Partnership comprises two complementary dimensions: 

Bilateral dimension: The European Union carries out a number of activities bilaterally 
with each partner country. The most important are the Euro-Mediterranean Association 
Agreements that the EU negotiates with the individual MPCs. They reflect the general 
principles governing the new Euro-Mediterranean relationship, although each contains 
characteristics specific to the relations between the EU and the specific MPC.  

Regional dimension: Regional dialogue represents one of the most innovative aspects of 
the Partnership, covering at the same time the political, economic and cultural fields 
(regional cooperation). Regional cooperation has a considerable strategic impact as it deals 
with problems that are common to many MPCs while it emphasizes the national 
complementarities. 

 

Source: http://europa.eu.int/comm/external_relations/Syria/intro/. 

7.1 EU-Syria Trade Relations 

In the first years of this decade, the Syrian economy benefited from a number of positive 
developments. The rise in oil prices and a rebound in agricultural output after the widespread 
drought in 1999 led to growth rates of 3.2% in 2003 and 2.8% in 2004. Syrian trade with Iraq 
also flourished in recent years. However, these factors were of a temporary nature and the 
growth rate is in a downward trend.  

The EU is considered Syria’s most important trade partner. It is the first export destination for 
the most important Syrian exports, and the second most important destination for Syrian 
agricultural exports.88 At the same time, the EU is the main source for Syrian imports. In 2004, 
Syrian total exports to the EU15 accounted for 134 billion SP and imports from the EU15 
accounted for 53.3 billion SP. The general trade balance with the EU was positive during the 
period 1996-2004, largely because of the increase in value of Syrian oil exports, with a largest 
negative trade balance registered in 1999 with 6,332 million SP, largely due to the severe 
                                                        
88 NAPC Syrian Agriculture Database 
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droughts that year. While a remarkable improvement took place in the following years, the trade 
balance again dropped in 2004, with a deficit of 5,736 million SP that year. Over the period 
1996-2004, The Syrian agricultural trade balance with the EU was always negative (Figure 7.1).  

Main Agricultural Exports to the EU 

Syrian agricultural exports to the EU fluctuated across the period 1996-2004. Agricultural 
exports registered an average annual growth rate of 1.2% (after adjusting the exchange rate for 
1996-1999 to the 2000 level), with the highest value recorded in 2003 of 10.2 billion SP, up 
from the lowest value of 5.5 billion SP in 1999 (Figure 7.1). The value of agricultural exports 
dropped to 7.7 billion SP in 2004.  

Cotton and its products89 are by far the most important Syrian agricultural exports to the EU, 
representing 58% of Syrian agricultural exports to the EU in 2004. Other important Syrian 
exports were raw hides and skins (Ch 41)90 with 9.5%, vegetables (Ch 7) with 4.6%, vegetable 
plaiting materials (Ch 14) with 3.2%, and cereals (Ch 10) 3.1%.   

Regarding individual products in 2004, the value of cotton not carded or combed exports 
reached 1,434 million SP, 18.6% of Syrian agricultural exported commodities to EU. Olive oil is 
characterized by fluctuations due to the seasonality of the production. In 2004, the olive oil 
exports value reached 873 million SP, corresponding to 11.4% of agricultural exports. Leather 
further prepared registered significant export value with 715 million SP (9.3%). Syria has also 
become a net wheat exporter during the last decade and durum wheat’s export value to the EU 
accounted for 238.5 million SP corresponding to 5.2%. Other important exported products were 
cotton linters, Guts, seed of cumin, Tomatoes, Tobacco Leafs and dried onion.  

Figure 7.1- Syria-EU Agricultural Trade Indicators, 1996-2004 (Million SP). 
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*1996-1999 values are adjusted to exchange rates applied in 2000.   
Source: Syrian Agriculture Database, NAPC. 

Syrian Agricultural Imports from EU  

In 2004, Syrian agricultural imports from the EU reached its highest value at 13.4 billion SP, 
compared to 9.9 billion SP in 1996, and registered an average annual growth rate of 3.9% during 
1996-2004. The most dominant components of Syrian imports from the EU are processed 

                                                        
89 Chapter 52 in the customs classification 
90 CH is the custom classification 
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products: sugar with 40% of the value of imports from the EU, cigarettes with 11.3%, herbicides 
with 6.2%, and milk powder with 5.4%.  This closely matched the composition of overall 
imports, where the top products according to their share in the value of agricultural imports 
were:  sugar & sugar confectioner (Ch 17 of the customs classification) with 41.4% of the value of 
Syrian agricultural imports; milk & milk products (Ch 4) with 12.7%; tobacco products (Ch 24) 
with 11.3%; and chemical products (Ch 38) with 9.9%.  

For more information about Syria–EU trade relations, refer to Section 3.3 of the present SAT 
2005 report and related tables.  

 Main Trading Partners  

Italy was the most important country for Syrian agricultural trade in 2004, accounting for 
22.3% of total agricultural trade for Syria. Other important countries (those that account for 
more than 3.0% of Syrian agricultural trade) were France, Netherlands, Germany, Belgium, and 
Spain (Table 7.1 and 7.2). 

Table 7.1 Syria’s Main EU Trading Partners in Terms of Total Agricultural Trade, 2004 (Million SP; %).  

Countries 

Import 
Value 

(Million 
SP) 

Export 
Value 

(Million 
SP) 

Agricultural  
Trade 

Volume 

Agricultural 
Trade 

Balance 

Standardized 
Trade 

Balance 

% in 
V0lume 

European 
Market*  7,151 142 7,293 -7,009 -0.96 34.5 

Italy 339 4,505 4,844 4,166 0.86 22.9 
France 1,836 225 2,061 -1,612 -0.78 9.8 
Netherlands 1,659 174 1,833 -1,485 -0.81 8.7 
Germany  720 777 1,497 57 0.04 7.1 
Belgium 527 656 1,184 129 0.11 5.6 
Spain 345 474 819 129 0.16 3.9 
Portugal 9 520 529 512 0.97 2.5 
United 
Kingdom 

404 124 528 -279 -0.53 2.5 

Denmark 265 26 291 -239 -0.82 1.4 
Greece 87 25 112 -62 -0.55 0.5 
Sweden 23 35 58 12 0.21 0.3 
Ireland 35 0 36 -35 -0.99 0.2 
Austria 22 1 24 -21 -0.88 0.1 
Finland 10 11 20 1 0.05 0.1 
Luxembourg 0 0 0 0 -1.00 0.0 
Total 13,432 7,696 21,127 -5,736 -0.27 100.0 

Source: Syrian Agriculture Database, NAPC . 
* When the country is not identified. 

7.2. Other Countries’ Experiences 

Former Co-operation Agreements between the EU and most Mediterranean countries were 
replaced by Association Agreements after the Barcelona Conference of 1995. The main elements 
of the Association Agreements signed by the EU and MPCs are:  

• Political dialogue and regular economic dialogue;  

• Gradual establishment of free trade area, in line with WTO rules;  

• Clauses on freedom of establishment, liberalization of services, free movement of capital 
and the application of Community rules on competition;  

• Clauses in the area of justice and home affairs;  
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• Strengthening economic co-operation;  

• Setting up social and cultural co-operation;  

• Financial co-operation; 

• Political and Security Partnership.  

The participants stress their convictions that peace, stability and security of the Mediterranean 
region are common assets. They have to commit to the respect of human rights and fundamental 
liberties - including freedom of expression, equal rights of people, and the right of self-
determination. 

•  Economic and Financial Partnership  

The gradual establishment of a free trade area between the EU and the Med12 will enter into 
force by 2010. This will involve the progressive elimination of tariff and non-tariff barriers on 
manufactured products and a progressive liberalization of trade in farm products and in 
services.  

•  Partnership in Social, Cultural and Human Affairs 

The main sectors are culture (including audio-visual), youth, and cooperation in the fight 
against organized crime (including the fight against illegal immigration and drug trafficking). 

EU-Turkey Custom Union Agreement 

In 1963, Turkey signed a Custom Union with the European Community to promote trade and 
economic relations. The Custom Union came into force on 31 December 1995. The Customs 
Union covers all industrial goods but does not address agriculture (except processed agricultural 
products), services or public procurement. There is a commitment between the parties to 
include agriculture through ongoing negotiations on mutual concessions with a view to 
establishing a free trade area. Negotiations on the inclusion of services and public procurement 
are also ongoing.  

At the Helsinki summit in December 1999, Turkey was given the status of candidate country for 
membership in the EU. The December 2004 Brussels European Council welcomed the decisive 
progress made by Turkey in its far-reaching reform process and expressed confidence that 
Turkey will sustain that process of reform.  

The priorities set by the Partnership in the economic field will encourage Turkey to further 
restructure its economy, and asks for swift implementation of financial sector reform.  

The EU and Turkey enjoy a deep trade relationship. Indeed, the EU ranks by far as number one 
in both Turkey's imports and exports, while Turkey ranks 7th in the EU's list of top import and 
6th in top export markets. Textiles dominate EU imports from Turkey, accounting for about 
40% of total EU Imports. Other important EU imports from Turkey are transport materials 
(16.3%), and agricultural products (8.9%).91 Main EU exports to Turkey are machinery (28.3%), 
and chemical products (16.4%).  

EU-Tunisia Association Agreement92 

The Euro-Med Association Agreement between the EU and Tunisia came into force on March 1, 
1998. Under the terms of the Agreement, the EU and Tunisia commit themselves to creating a 
free trade area by the year 2010. The Agreement also includes the following areas: strengthened 
political dialogue (Article 2 states that "respect for democratic principles and human rights, 

                                                        
91 More information available on the EU website at: Title Page (www.internetaddress.com). 
92  http://europa.eu.int/comm/external_relations/tunisia/intro/. 
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constitutes an essential element of the agreement"), economic cooperation, social and cultural 
co-operation, and financial co-operation. 

Tunisia is the most advanced of the Euro-Med partners as far as the introduction of a free trade 
area with the European Union (with a twelve-year transitional period). Tunisia started 
dismantling tariffs in 1996, before the commencement of the EU-Tunisia Association Agreement 
in 1998. Tunisia has also concluded free trade agreements with Egypt, Jordan, and Morocco. 
Tariff dismantling accelerated the country’s integration into the European market, and in 2004 
80% of Tunisian exports went to the EU, with the EU providing 71% of Tunisia’s imports. 

Mutual concessions have been made for agricultural products. Tunisia is chiefly interested in 
olive oil and wine, and since January 2001 new concessions have been agreed on for trade in 
agricultural products. The EU has increased the preferential quota for Tunisian olive oil and has 
obtained a gradual reduction in customs duties on products like wheat and vegetable oils. The 
agricultural regime has been brought into the Association Agreement. 

EU-Morocco Association Agreement93  

The EU-Morocco Association Agreement was signed in Brussels on 26 February 1996, and 
following its ratification by the parliaments of the EU member states, the European Parliament 
and the Moroccan Parliament, entered into force on 1 March, 2000. replacing the 1976 Co-
operation Agreement. 

The European Union developed a coherent and comprehensive immigration policy, which 
incorporates areas such as legal migration, integration of Moroccans legally living in the 
European Union, equal treatment, family reunification and harmonization of social security 
schemes. Respect for cultural identity is also one of the specific areas to receive more attention. 
Morocco and the European Union are doing their utmost to continue the fight against illegal 
immigration, with particular attention being paid to the increased flow of third-country 
immigrants passing through Morocco to enter the EU.  

As part of this policy, the Commission received the mandate to start negotiations on a Euro- 
Mediterranean revised agreement with Morocco in September 2000. The revision of the text 
finally took place in 2003 with an extension of trade preferences to Moroccan exports, including 
the most sensitive products such as tomato. 

Trade between the EU and Morocco has flourished in the last decade. In 2004, 71% of Moroccan 
exports went to the EU, while 58% of Moroccan imports came from the EU. Total trade the same 
year reached 14 billion euros, with the balance of trade in favor of the EU. 

Morocco’s main exports to the EU are food (fishery products, fruit, off-season products – 
particularly tomatoes and citrus fruit), flowers, and finished consumer products (mainly 
textiles). The main imports from the EU are fabrics, various types of machinery and equipment, 
chemicals, plastics, and wheat.  

The EU-Morocco Fisheries Agreement signed in 1995 expired at the end of November 1999. The 
EU Council of Ministers gave a mandate to the Commission to negotiate a Fisheries Partnership 
Agreement between the European Community and the Kingdom of Morocco in early July 2005. 
Based on this mandate, the Commission and the Moroccan authorities initialed a text on 28 July 
2005 which contains all the provisions for the activities of the EU fleet in Moroccan waters. 
Industrial products already enter the EU duty-free. 

                                                        
93 http://europa.eu.int/comm/external_relations/Morocco/intro/. 
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EU-Algeria Association Agreement94  

Financial co-operation is based on the 1979 Co-operation Agreement between the EC and 
Algeria, which was followed by four Financial Protocols, then by the Barcelona Declaration and 
the MEDA regulations. Negotiations on an Association Agreement ended in December 2000, 
and the Agreement was initialed by the two parties on 19 December 2001. The main elements of 
the agreement are: 

Trade links between the EU and Algeria are good. The Union takes 62.7% of Algeria’s exports 
and supplies 58% of its imports. The trade balance is in Algeria’s favour (11,250 million euros in 
2000). 

The Algerian economy is largely dependent on the export of hydrocarbons (oil and gas), which 
contributes up to 97% of exports, accounts for 30% of GDP, and funds 65% of the national 
budget. Agriculture is marginal, while the non-hydrocarbon industrial sector contributes just 7% 
to GDP in spite of a massive restructuring and privatization programme. 

EU-Lebanon Association Agreement95 

One year after the entry into force of the EU-Lebanon Interim Agreement, Lebanese and EU 
ministers came together in Brussels on 24 February 2004 for the 3rd Co-operation Council. It 
was the first such meeting since the signature of the Association Agreement on 17 June 2002. 
The ratification process of the Association Agreement has not been completed yet. However, an 
Interim Agreement was completed in March 2003 to govern trade arrangements between the 
EU and Lebanon. As a result of the Agreement, most Lebanese products have duty-free access to 
EU markets with duty-free quotas applied to a limited number of agricultural products. In 2015, 
all Lebanese tariffs on EU industrial goods will be removed. The balance of trade is heavily in 
favour of the EU, which is Lebanon’s main trading partner.  

Signed on 17 June 2002, the Association Agreement has been ratified by the Lebanese and 
European Parliaments. Eleven of the 15 member states required to ratify the Agreement have 
done so. The ten new member states did not ratify the Agreement. Until ratification is 
completed, the trade and trade-related components of the Association Agreement are put into 
effect by the Interim Agreement, which entered into force on 1 March 2003, marking the start of 
the 12 year transition to free trade. 

EU-Egypt Association Agreement96 

The EU-Egypt Association Agreement was signed in Luxembourg on June 25, 2001 and it came 
into force on June 1, 2004, replacing the 1977 Cooperation Agreement. The trade and trade-
related provisions entered into force on a provisional basis on January 1st, 2004. A Protocol 
adapting the Agreement to the enlarged EU was signed with the Egyptian authorities on 
December 20, 2004. 

The main text of the Agreement refers to regular political dialogue at ministerial and senior 
official levels, and at the parliamentary level through contacts between the European Parliament 
and the Egyptian parliamentary institutions. Emphasis is placed on peace, security, and regional 
cooperation, on the need to contribute to the stability and prosperity of the Mediterranean 
region, and to the promotion of understanding. Furthermore, the agreement includes provisions 
on the freedom of establishment and the liberalization of services, the free movement of capital, 
competition rules, strengthening economic cooperation on the widest possible basis, 
cooperation on social matters, as well as cultural cooperation. The Agreement confirms the 
                                                        
94 http://europa.eu.int/comm/external_relations/Algeria/intro/.   
95 http://europa.eu.int/comm/external_relations/Lebanon/intro/. 
96  http://europa.eu.int/comm/external_relations/Egypt/intro/. 
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existence of free trade in manufactured goods and reinforces arrangements for free trade in 
industrial products (in force since the late 1970s). Arrangements for importing Egyptian 
products are more flexible under the new agreement than they were under the 1977 Co-
operation Agreement, and there is to be progressive and reciprocal liberalization of trade in 
agricultural products. Discussions on further mutual concessions will take place in the third year 
of implementation. 

The positive impact of EU-Egypt Association Agreement was clear on Egyptian agriculture. 
Egyptian agriculture exports to EU increased in last years by 45% with more than average  for 
some products for example prune with 485%, watermelon with 228%,  Orange frozen vegetables 
with 46%, and Potato with 19%. All those increasing because those products benefit from high 
Quota and low custom duty.  

Table 7.3- EU-MPCs Agreements Entered into Force.  

COUNTRY TITLE OF THE AGREEMENT 
STATUS  

 

TURKEY 
OJ L 35/96 

Agreement establishing the definite 
phase of the customs union 

Signed on 6.03.95 
In force since 31.12.95 

PALESTINIAN AUTHORITY 
 

OJ L 187/97 

Interim Association Agreement, 
awaiting a Euro- PALESTINIAN 

AUTHORITY 
Association Agreement 

Signed on 24.02.97 
In force since 1.07.97 

TUNISIA 
OJ L 97/98 

Euro- TUNISIA 
Association Agreement 

Signed on 17.07.95 
Entry into force 

1.03.98, 
reviewed in 2000 

MOROCCO 
OJ L 70/00 

Euro- MOROCCO 
Association Agreement 

Signed on 26.02.96 
In force since 1.03.00 

It is reviewed on 2000 

ALGERIA 
COM (2002) 157 final 

Euro- ALGERIA 
Association Agreement 

Signed on 22.04.02 
In process of 
ratification 

JORDAN 
OJ L 129/02 

Euro- JORDAN 
Association Agreement 

Signed 24.11.97 
In force since 01.05.02 

LEBANON 
COM (2002) 170 final 

 

Euro- LEBANON 
Association Agreement; 

 

Signed on 17.06.02 
In force since 01.03.03 

EGYPT 
COM (2001) 184 final 

Euro- EGYPT 
Association Agreement 

Signed on 25.06.01 
In force since 1.06.04 

SYRIA 
 

Euro- SYRIA 
Association Agreement 

Negotiations 
concluded. 

Initialed 19.10.04 
Council to decide on 

finalization. 

Source: (Coque, 2001 Syrian-EU Association and its Impact on Agriculture). 
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EU-Syria co-operation 

Co-operation between the EU and Syria dates back to 1977, with the signature of the Co-
operation Agreement. Apart from giving for free access to EU markets for Syrian industrial 
products, the Co-operation Agreement has also provided the framework for assistance to Syria 
through the Financial Protocols for over 20 years. A number of important programmes were 
launched under the Protocols, most of which were "classical" co-operation projects for the 
provision of basic infrastructure and services. Other Protocol projects marked the start of EU co-
operation in the field of economic reform. In particular, the Syrian European Business Centre 
has been successfully providing Syria with efficient services for private companies since 1996. 
This project was prolonged in 2000 for another four years and recently, it was agreed to 
gradually transform the Business Centre into a permanent Syrian institution for support to 
Syrian small and medium-sized enterprises. 

Syria was late in accepting the terms of co-operation under the MEDA97 regulation, launched 
after the start of the Barcelona Process in 1995, and only signed a Framework Agreement in 
2000. Since then, however, economic cooperation takes place under the MEDA framework and 
some reform-oriented projects focusing on economic and administrative reform in both the 
private and public sector have been launched.  

7.3 The Syria-EU Association Agreement 

Syria started exploratory rounds in 1996 but In May 1998, Syria started formal negotiations with 
the EU. Negotiations at the technical level took place over 12 rounds, the last one taking place on 
9 December 2003. The agricultural negotiations were technically and politically complex. 
However, the common will of the parties allowed finalization of the text, initialed by Syria and 
the European Commission on 19 October 2004, and now waiting for final signatures and 
ratification.  

The AA aims at creating a free-trade area between Syria and the EU. Furthermore, it shall 
encourage Syria to pursue the harmonization of domestic laws and standards with international 
rules, which is expected to be beneficial for Syrian operations in foreign markets. The EU is 
committed to provide financial support to develop the Syrian economy and its administrative 
systems to the new environment that is to be created by the free trade agreement. 

The AA covers issues well beyond trade regulation, such as the liberalization of government 
procurement and adoption of technical standards and certification procedures following the EU 
model, as well as wider cooperation in the social, cultural and political fields. On these, however, 
there are not detailed commitments or target dates as those established in the trade domain. 
Overall, the AA has the potential to achieve deep regional integration, and the EU is committed 
to provide support assistance to reach that end.   

                                                        
97 The MEDA Program: The principal financial instrument of the European Union (EU) for the implementation of the 
Euro-Mediterranean Partnership. 
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Table 7.4- The Structure of the Association Agreement. 

 Items 

Political dialogue 
Free movement of goods • Elimination of customs duties  

• Industrial Goods  
• Agricultural Goods & Fisheries  
• Common Provisions 

Right of establishment and 
services 

• Right of Establishment  
• Industrial Goods 
• General Provisions 

Payments, capital 
movements and other 
economic matters 

• Payments and capital movements  
• Competition and other economic matters  

Economic co-operation • Regional cooperation  
• Education and training  
• Scientific and technological co-operation  
• Environment  
• Industrial co-operation  
• Investments and promotion of investments  
• Standardization and conformity assessment  
• Approximation of laws  
• Financial services  
• Agriculture  
• Transport  
• Information infrastructures and telecommunications  
• Energy  
• Tourism  
• Customs  
• Co-operation on statistics  
• Money laundering  
• Fight against drugs  

Cooperation in social and 
cultural matters 

• Social dialogue  
• Social co-operation actions  
• Cultural co-operation 

 
Financial co-operation 

Cooperation in the field of 
Justice, Migration & Fight 
against Organized Crime 

 

Institutional, general and 
final provisions  

 

Source: Coque, 2001 Syrian-EU Association and its Impact on Agriculture.
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7.4 Agriculture in the Syria-EU Association Agreement 

In agriculture, the agreement consists of two main sections: economic integration, and technical 
and scientific cooperation. 

Economic Integration 

The agreement considers three main sectors: agricultural products, agricultural processed 
goods, and fisheries.  

Regarding the trade of raw agricultural products, the two parties have agreed on the following 
points: 

1. Syrian exports to the EU will enjoy preferential tariffs lower than the MFN rates; 

2. All tariff exemptions granted to Syria under previous agreements will be maintained; 

3. A list of Syrian products will enjoy full tariff exemption; 

4. In addition to the preferential tariff, key Syrian agricultural products (olive oil, citrus, 
apples, grapes, potatoes, and tomatoes) will be granted a tariff-quota with full  custom 
exemption within quota quantities; and 

5. Syrian preferences to imports from the EU will be granted in different ways to 3 groups 
of products: a first group will benefit from immediate custom duty elimination; a 
second group tariff will be gradually reduced to be eliminated in 2015; the third group 
of products will enjoy a duty-free quota as long as prices of imports do not fall below 
the corresponding domestic prices. 

Regarding trade in processed agricultural products (PAPs), the following has been agreed: 

1. Syrian PAPs will receive preferential treatment in the EU, which means tariffs below 
the MFN rates; 

2. Many PAPs will be exempted as in the earlier cooperation protocols; 

3. Syrian PAPs will be exempted from all import tariffs, while other fees such as fees on 
quantity, flour, and sugar will be maintained; 

4. The EU will reduce tariffs on imports from Syria over a 12-year transitional period. 

5. Duty-free quotas will be granted to some Syrian PAPs such as mineral water, alcoholic 
beverages, sweets, biscuits, and pasta; 

6. For all other PAPs, EU tariffs will be reduced over a 12 year period; 

7. Syria will reduce tariffs on imports from the EU over a 12-year period, including 
immediate elimination for some products; and 

8. Syrian will grant to the EU tariff-quotas at rates reduced by 40% within import quotas 
for some European products such as mineral water, alcoholic beverages and tobacco. 

On fisheries, the two parties have agreed on the following: 

1. Preferential treatment relative to MFN treatment for Syrian fisheries; 

2. All tariffs on Syrian exports to the EU will be eliminated within 2 years from the entry 
into force of the Agreement; and duty now is 6%; 

3. Syrian fish products take quota with free duty immediately;   

4. Syrian tariffs will be immediately dismantled for some products and others gradually 
dismantled during the transition period. 
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Technical and scientific cooperation 

Co-operation between the EU and Syria dates back to the 1977 Co-operation Agreement. Apart 
from giving free access to EU markets for Syrian industrial products, the Co-operation 
Agreement also provided the framework for assistance to Syria for over 20 year through the 
Financial Protocols s. A number of important programmes were launched under the Protocols, 
most of which were "classical" cooperation projects, for the provision of basic infrastructure and 
services. Other Protocol projects marked the start of EU cooperation in the field of economic 
reform. In particular, the Syrian European Business Centre has been successfully providing 
Syria with efficient services for private companies since 1996. This project was extended in 2000 
for another four years, and recently it was agreed to gradually transform the Business Centre 
into a permanent Syrian institution to support Syrian small and medium-sized enterprises. 

Box 7.2- Main Ongoing Projects Financed under MEDA. 

Source: Syria, State Planning Commission.  

Syria was late in accepting the terms of cooperation under the MEDA98 regulation, launched 
after the start of the Barcelona Process in 1995, and only signed a Framework Agreement in 
2000. Since then, however, economic cooperation has taken place under the MEDA framework 
and some reform-oriented projects focusing on economic and administrative reform in both the 
private and public sector have been launched.   

Cooperation between the EU and Syria, already included in the MEDA program, will be boosted 
by the AA. The AA will enhance technical and scientific cooperation in economic and social 
policies, environmental policies, promotion of private investments, vocational training, 
agricultural research and new technologies, sanitary and phytosanitary measures, 
modernization of infrastructures, rural development, and improvement of basic services. 
Ongoing programs financed under MEDA (Box 7.2) focus on the modernization of the health 
sector, public administration, higher education, and strategic sections of the private sector. In 
2004, a total of 55 million euros were committed to the modernization of vocational education 
and training, municipal administration, the banking sector, and the implementation of the 
Tempus Program (inter-university cooperation between EU countries and Mediterranean 
partner countries). The MEDA program also includes funding from the European Investment 
Bank (EIB), which Syria is mainly using to strengthen the electric power infrastructure. 

Below are some selected commodities to illustrate the tariff-quota system under the AA:  

                                                        
98 The MEDA Program: is the principal financial instrument of the European Union (EU) for the implementation of 
the Euro-Mediterranean Partnership. 

Economic and trade cooperation 
Business administration (€14 million) 
Syrian-European Business Centre II (€18 million)  

 
Social and human development 

Health sector modernization (€30 million) 
 
Others 

Institutional and Sectoral Modernization Facility (€21 million) 
Electricity transmission (EIB soft loan) (€11.6 million) 
Power sector action plan (€11 million) 
Electricity Sector Support Program (€11 million) 
Telecommunications Sector Support Program (€10 million) 
Hama and Bseira Water Supply Project (€9.6 million) 
Water supply and sanitation in support of Palestinian refugee camps (€8 million) 
Cultural Tourism Development Program (€3 million) 
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a) Customs duties shall be eliminated or reduced as indicated in first column. 

b) For certain products, customs duties are eliminated within the limit of the tariff 
quotas listed in  second column. 

For the first year of application, the volumes of the tariff quotas shall be calculated as 
appropriate from the basic volumes, taking into account the part of the period elapsed before 
the date of entry into force of the agreement.  

Table 7.6- EU Imports of agricultural products originating from Syria. 

Description (2) 
Reduction of the 

MFN customs duty 
% 

Tariff 
Quota (tons 

net weight)(**) 
 

Specific 
provisions 

 

Citrus 100 (*) 
45,000 

 
 

Annual increase by 3% 

Potato 
100 

 
 

35,000 
 

annual 
increase of 
1000 tons 
during 2 

years 
 

Tomato 
100 

 
15,000 

Article 2 (3) 
 

Apple  100 (*) 20,000 Annual increase by 3% 

molasses 100 20,000 Annual increase by 3% 

Olive oil 
 

100 
 

10,000 

annual 
increase of 
1000 tons 
during 2 

years 
 

Table Grapes 
100 

 
3,000 

 
 

Source: Syrian-EU Association Agreement Protocols.  

* The rate of reduction applies only to the ad valorem customs duty. 
** When the quantities are not mentioned, the tariff concession applies for unlimited quantities inter price will apply 
on some quota  
(1) CN codes corresponding to Regulation (EC) No 1789/2003 (OJ No L 281, 30.10.2003, p. 1). 
Also there are thousands products that their share range from 100-5000 this will give Syria 
more opportunities to extend its exports. when the quota is exceeded a tariff reduction by 40 - 
60% is applied. 
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Table 7.7- EU agricultural products imported into Syria and benefiting from a zero-duty tariff quota. 
HS or Syrian 
Code 
 

Description 
 

Reduction of the 
MFN duty % 

Tariff quota 
(tons net 
weight) 

0805 10 10 
 

Fresh sanguines and semi-
sanguines 

0805 10 30 
 

Fresh navels, navelines, 
navelates, salustianas, 

vernas, 
valencia lates, maltese, 

shamoutis, ovalis, trovita 
and hamlins 

0805 10 50 
 

Fresh sweet oranges (excl. 
sanguines and semi-

sanguines, 
navels, navelines, navelates, 
salustianas, vernas, valencia 

lates, 
maltese, shamoutis, ovalis, 

trovita and hamlins) 

0805 20 10 
 

Fresh or dried clementines 

100 1500 

0805 20 30 
 

Fresh or dried monreales 
and satsumas 

0805 20 50 
 

Fresh or dried mandarins 
and wilkings 

0805 20 70 
 

Fresh or dried tangerines 

0805 20 90 
 

Fresh or dried tangelos, 
ortaniques, malaquinas and 

similar 
citrus hybrids (excl. 

clementines, monreales, 
satsumas,mandarins, 

wilkings and tangerines) 
 

100 750 

0808 10 
 

Fresh apples 
 

100 2500 

Source: Syrian-EU Association Agreement Protocols.  

7.5. Expected impacts and policy recommendations 

When estimating the costs and benefits for Syria in entering the European-Mediterranean 
Agreements, one dilemma stands out – according to the most sophisticated models, the welfare 
benefit to the economy coming from integration would be about 3 percent of GDP. Yet, in the 
short run, the Syrian government would face falling tariff revenues and tightening budgets.  

Why, then, integrate at all? What is it about integration that has convinced many to support the 
Euro-Med agreements? The answer largely lies in the belief and commitment of policymakers in  
Syria (Coque, 1999)99  

Taking promotion of economic growth in the MPCs as the aim of the Euro-Med Partnership, 
limited insight is currently available on how the EMP interacts with MPC policies and structural 

                                                        
99Coque, 1999 The EU- Mediterranean Association Agreement: Options, Constraints, and opportunities for Syria. 
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features of MPC economies. Most of the available studies focus on the (lack of) liberalization on 
the EU side, while limited insight is available on the structure of protection on the MPC side, 
their trade agreements with third parties (notably the US), and the impact of their policies on 
economic growth and poverty reduction. Furthermore, the different pace at which agreements 
are concluded with the MPCs may affect the distribution of costs and benefits when establishing 
a Mediterranean FTA (Kuiper,2004). 

There are four major channels through which integration may enhance growth: 

 1) Competition, which should result in better cost discipline, innovation and productivity 
growth; 

 2) Technology transfer, which should be facilitated by the harmonization of standards; 

 3) Increased direct foreign investment; and 

 4) Preferential treatment, which leads to more access to external markets.  

The key  gains sought through trade agreements are increase in investment, technology, and 
improved competitiveness therefore  more productivity. 

What is the role of public expenditure in the effort to improve productivity? It is well known that 
exports of manufactured goods are one of the most powerful means through which productivity 
gains should take place. If exports of this type are going to expand rapidly, taking advantage of 
the opportunities offered by the integration agreements, sustained investments in infrastructure 
will be required. Modernization of infrastructures, which supports and complements private 
investment, will be a major challenge in the country, putting significant pressure on the 
expenditure side. 

Another important element in the integration process, which may have budgetary implications, 
is related to the enormous amount of help that will be required by private firms in Syria. When 
the rules of the game change after years of functioning in a closed economy, it is very difficult for 
entrepreneurs to know how to operate in a more open and competitive environment. 

By establishing free trade for industrial products in 12 years, the European Union Association 
Agreements with countries in the Mediterranean region seek to promote accelerated economic 
growth. Benefits could be substantial, but only if the process is accompanied by deep 
supplementary reforms, such as extending trade liberalization to services and agriculture and on 
a multilateral basis, improving the environment for FDI, and ensuring an adequate fiscal and 
exchange rate policy response. In this way, macroeconomic stability and trade liberalization 
should go hand in hand. 

 Some expected results are: 

− Increased productivity and competitiveness of some agricultural commodities, for which 
Syria enjoys comparative advantages; 

− Creation of job opportunities due to increased trade between Syria and the EU, better 
infrastructure, and better market services; 

− Decreased costs of production as a result of import tariff reduction on Machinery and 
agricultural inputs; 

− Difficulties in exporting to the EU agricultural market, because of the protective effect of 
EU Common Agricultural Policies. 
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Policy recommendations  

• Design policies to support structural changes in Syria. Liberalizing trade reduces high 
protection levels in the country, but also has strong implications for government tariff 
revenues and social stability. 

• Promote South-South integration. To achieve the aim of a prosperous and secure 
Mediterranean region, South-South integration should become an integral part of the 
EMP. 

• Pursue and develop policies based on the principles of market economics and the 
integration of MPCs into the global economy, taking into account each country’s 
respective needs and levels of development. 

• Create a climate favourable to the removal of obstacles to investment, by giving greater 
thought to the definition of such obstacles and to means of promoting such investment, 
including in the banking sector. 

• EU will provide the needed assistance and Syria will adjust its economy to apply to the 
new conditions, in addition to enhancing the capacity of government bodies and 
economic institutions to benefit from the agreements and deal with the possible 
implementation challenges (El Hindi, 2005).  
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Methodological Annex  

Annual rate of growth (AGR)  

The AGR is defined as the annual percentage change through definite period. 
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YT = last year value 

Y0 = first year value 

T = number of years 

Export (Import) Quantity Index (QI)  

The QI represents the changes in the price-weighted quantities of products traded between 
countries. The weights are the unit values in the base year (i.e., it is a Laspeyres price index). 
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po = base period (1989-1991) average unit value  
qt =  current quantity 

qo = base period (1989-1991) average quantity  

Export Value Index (EV)  

The EV represents the change in the value of exports f.o.b. (i.e., calculated free on board) with 
respect to the base period (the 3-year mean of the period 1989-1991). 
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i  = commodity index 

pt =  current price 
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po = base period price  

po = current quantity 

qo = base-period quantity   

Import Value Index  

The IV represents the change in the value of imports c.i.f. (i.e., including cost, insurance and 
freight) with respect to the base period.  
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i
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i  = commodity index 

pt =  current price 
po = base period price  

qt  = current quantity 

qo = base-period quantity   

Import (Export) Unit Value Index (UV) 

The UV is the change in the quantity-weighted unit values of products traded between countries. 
The weights are import (export) quantities in the base year (i.e., it is a Laspeyres price index). 
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i  = commodity index 

pt = current unit value  

po = base period (1989-1991) average unit value  

qo = base period (1989-1991) average quantity  

Terms of Trade (ToT)  

The ToT is defined as the ratio between the unit price indexes of export and import. 

I

E

UV
UVToT =  

Relative unit value (RUV) 

The RUV of each product is calculated as the ratio of the average unit value of Syrian exports to 
the world average unit value. The reference point or average RUV is 1 (the unit value for Syria 
equals the unit value in the world market). If the RUV is below (above) 1, then Syria exports its 
product at a lower (higher) “price” than the world average “price”. Higher unit values are 
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considered as reflecting a higher quality, other things being equal, and not as an indication of 
poor price competitiveness.   

iwiw

isis

QE
QERUV =  

i  = commodity index 
Eis = value of exports of good i for Syria 

Qis = quantity of exports of good i for Syria 

Eiw = value of exports of good i for the world 
Qiw = quantity of exports of good i for the world 

Revealed comparative advantage (RCA) 

The RCA shows if an exported commodity performs above the average Syrian export product in 
terms of world market shares. If the product has a large world market share, adjusted for the 
total participation of Syrian exports in world trade, it is said to reveal a comparative advantage. 

ws

iwis

EE
EERCA=  

i  = commodity index 
Eis = value of exports of good i for Syria 

Es = value of total Syrian exports 

Eiw = value of exports of good i for the world 
Ew = value of total world exports 

Trade Balance (TB) 

The TB is defined as exports value minus imports value 

IETB −=   

E: exports value         I: imports value 

Standardized Trade Balance (STB) 

The STB is defined as ratio of trade balance (exports minus imports) to trade volume (imports 
plus exports). 

IE
IESTB

+
−

=  

Producer Support Estimate (PSE): the annual monetary value of gross transfers from 
consumers and taxpayers to agricultural producers, measured at the farm-gate level, arising 
from policy measures that support agriculture, regardless of their nature, objectives or impacts 
on farm production or income. It includes market price support and budgetary payments, i.e. 
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gross transfers from taxpayers to agricultural producers arising from policy measures based on: 
current output, area planted/animal numbers, historical entitlements, input use, input 
constraints, and overall farming income. The %PSE measures the transfers as a share of gross 
farm receipts. 

Market Price Support (MPS): the annual monetary value of gross transfers from consumers 
and taxpayers to agricultural producers arising from policy measures that create a gap between 
domestic market prices and border prices of a specific agricultural commodity, measured at the 
farm-gate level. 

General Services Support Estimate (GSSE): the annual monetary value of gross transfers 
to general services provided to agriculture collectively, arising from policy measures that 
support agriculture regardless of their nature, objectives and impacts on farm production, 
income, or consumption of farm products. 

Total Support Estimate (TSE) the annual monetary value of all gross transfers from 
taxpayers and consumers arising from policy measures that support agriculture, net of the 
associated budgetary receipts, regardless of their objectives and impacts on farm production 
and income, or consumption of farm products. The %TSE measures the overall transfers from 
agricultural policy as a percentage of GDP. 
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Region Trade value in 2003 Trade value in 2004 % change World share

World 15,383 18,648 21 100.0

Europe 6,839 8,171 19 43.8

Asia 4,085 5,104 25 27.4

North America 2,890 3,337 15 17.9

South and Central America 400 514 28 2.8

CIS* 327 438 34 2.3

Middle East 500 641 28 3.4

Africa 342 444 30 2.4

Source: WTO website 

Table 1.1 - World trade by region, 2003-2004 (US$ Billion and %)

* Commonwealth of Independent States.



Table 1.2 - World exports by region, 1995-2004 (US$ Billion and %)

Av 95-97 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 Av 02-04

World 5,378.0 5,498.0 5,712.0 6,449.0 6,183.0 6,482.0 7,551.0 9,153.0 7,728.7 4.6 21.2

Europe 2,389.5 2,513.2 2,521.4 2,633.5 2,654.6 2,835.7 3,381.7 4,031.1 3,416.2 4.6 19.2

Asia 1,486.1 1,450.0 1,547.1 1,836.3 1,673.3 1,808.1 2,122.2 2,633.9 2,188.1 5.0 24.1

North America 931.1 1,014.0 1,070.7 1,225.0 1,147.5 1,106.2 1,163.0 1,324.5 1,197.9 3.2 13.9

South and Central America 161.0 163.9 163.6 194.1 187.2 187.8 212.9 276.3 225.7 4.3 29.8

CIS* 120.4 106.8 106.5 145.7 144.3 153.2 194.6 265.7 204.5 6.9 36.5

Middle East 168.2 144.5 186.3 267.6 238.2 251.2 301.8 389.7 314.2 8.1 29.1

Africa 121.4 105.4 116.8 147.0 137.4 140.1 175.2 231.7 182.3 5.2 32.2

Av 95-97 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 Av 02-04

World 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 - -

Europe 44.4 45.7 44.1 40.8 42.9 43.7 44.8 44.0 44.2 -0.1 -1.7

Asia 27.6 26.4 27.1 28.5 27.1 27.9 28.1 28.8 28.3 0.3 2.4

North America 17.3 18.4 18.7 19.0 18.6 17.1 15.4 14.5 15.5 -1.4 -6.0

South and Central America 3.0 3.0 2.9 3.0 3.0 2.9 2.8 3.0 2.9 -0.3 7.1

CIS* 2.2 1.9 1.9 2.3 2.3 2.4 2.6 2.9 2.6 2.1 12.6

Middle East 3.1 2.6 3.3 4.1 3.9 3.9 4.0 4.3 4.1 3.3 6.5

Africa 2.3 1.9 2.0 2.3 2.2 2.2 2.3 2.5 2.4 0.6 9.1

Source: WTO website 

% change 
(2003/2004)

% change 
(2003/2004)

Share

Absolute Value (Billion US$)

* Commonwealth of Independent States.

AGR ( 95-97)-(02-04)

Shares' AGR (95-97)-
(02-04)

Region 

Region 



Table 1.3 - World imports by region, 1995-2004 (US$ Billion and %)

Av 95-97 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 Av 02-04

World 5,517.0 5,673.0 5,911.0 6,715.0 6,474.0 6,724.0 7,832.0 9,495.0 8,017.0 4.78 21.2

Europe 2,388.9 2,558.9 2,595.9 2,774.7 2,732.8 2,872.7 3,457.2 4,139.9 3,489.9 4.9 19.7

Asia 1,457.0 1,246.7 1,363.4 1,676.4 1,556.2 1,652.5 1,962.5 2,469.8 2,028.3 4.2 25.8

North America 1,107.6 1,282.1 1,426.5 1,687.6 1,583.4 1,605.1 1,727.5 2,012.8 1,781.8 6.1 16.5

South and Central America 191.3 215.1 186.3 205.8 203.9 177.9 187.5 237.3 200.9 0.6 26.6

CIS* 106.0 95.8 70.6 81.5 94.4 104.0 132.3 171.9 136.0 3.2 30.0

Middle East 138.0 141.0 140.0 159.4 168.6 175.3 198.1 251.7 208.4 5.3 27.1

Africa 128.5 133.0 128.7 130.0 134.6 136.8 166.6 211.8 171.7 3.7 27.1

Av 95-97 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 Av 02-04

World 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 - -

Europe 43.3 45.1 43.9 41.3 42.2 42.7 44.1 43.6 43.5 0.1 2.1

Asia 26.4 22.0 23.1 25.0 24.0 24.6 25.1 26.0 25.3 -0.5 5.8

North America 20.1 22.6 24.1 25.1 24.5 23.9 22.1 21.2 22.2 1.3 -11.2

South and Central America 3.5 3.8 3.2 3.1 3.1 2.6 2.4 2.5 2.5 -4.0 -5.5

CIS* 1.9 1.7 1.2 1.2 1.5 1.5 1.7 1.8 1.7 -1.5 17.1

Middle East 2.5 2.5 2.4 2.4 2.6 2.6 2.5 2.7 2.6 0.5 1.7

Africa 2.3 2.3 2.2 1.9 2.1 2.0 2.1 2.2 2.1 -1.0 9.6

Source: WTO website 

* Commonwealth of Independent States.

% change 
(2003/2004)

AGR ( 95-97)-(02-04)
Absolute Value (Billion US$)

Share Shares' AGR (95-97)-
(02-04)

% change 
(2003/2004)

Region 

Region 



Table 1.4 - Main traders in the world by country, 2003-2004 (US$ Billion and %)

2003 2004 2003 2004

World (excl. intra-EU (25))  *                11,143.0 13,627.0 100.0 100.0 22.3

 Extra-EU (25)                                             2,063.2 2,484.3 18.5 18.2 20.4

 United States                                              2,027.8 2,344.3 18.2 17.2 15.6

China 851.0 1,154.6 7.6 8.5 35.7

Japan 854.7 1,020.4 7.7 7.5 19.4

Canada 517.8 596.3 4.6 4.4 15.2

Hong Kong, China 462.0 538.4 4.1 4.0 16.6

Korea, Republic of 372.6 478.3 3.3 3.5 28.4

Mexico 343.9 395.5 3.1 2.9 15.0

Taipei, Chinese 278.0 350.9 2.5 2.6 26.2

Singapore 272.1 343.5 2.4 2.5 26.2

Russian Federation 212.0 279.8 1.9 2.1 32.0

Malaysia 188.6 231.8 1.7 1.7 22.9

Switzerland                                                  197.1 230.1 1.8 1.7 16.7

Australia 160.6 195.8 1.4 1.4 21.9

Thailand 156.1 192.8 1.4 1.4 23.5

India 128.3 172.9 1.2 1.3 34.8

Saudi Arabia  ** 130.3 170.8 1.2 1.3 31.1

Brazil 123.8 162.4 1.1 1.2 31.2

Others 1,803.0 2,284.2 16.2 16.8 26.7

Source: WTO website 

*  Includes significant re-exports or imports for re-export

**  WTO Secretariat estimates

Trade value (US$ billion)

Country

World share (%)
% change 

2003-2004



Table 1.5 - Leading exporting countries, 2003-2004 (US$ Billion and %) 

2003 2004 2003 2004 2003 2004 2003/2002 2004/2003

World (excl. intra-EU (25))  *                    5,426.0 6,642.0 100 100.0 - - 15.0 22.4

 Extra-EU (25) exports**                              998.9 1,203.8 18.4 18.1 1 1 17.2 20.5

 United States                                                   724.8 818.8 13.4 12.3 2 2 4.3 13.0

 China                                                                  438.2 593.3 8.1 8.9 4 3 34.5 35.4

 Japan                                                                 471.8 565.8 8.7 8.5 3 4 13.2 19.9

 Canada                                                               272.7 316.5 5.0 4.8 5 5 8.1 16.1

 Hong Kong, China                                         228.7 265.5 4.2 4.0 6 6 13.2 16.1

 Korea, Republic of                                        193.8 253.8 3.6 3.8 7 7 19.3 31.0

 Mexico                                                               165.4 189.1 3.0 2.8 8 8 2.9 14.3

 Russian Federation                                      135.9 183.5 2.5 2.8 11 9 25.5 35.0

 Taipei, Chinese                                               150.6 182.4 2.8 2.7 9 10 11.3 21.1

 Singapore                                                         144.2 179.6 2.7 2.7 10 11 15.1 24.6

 Malaysia                                                            105.0 126.5 1.9 1.9 12 12 6.5 20.5

 Saudi Arabia  *** 93.4 126.2 1.7 1.9 14 13 23.0 35.2

 Switzerland                                                     100.7 118.5 1.9 1.8 13 14 13.1 17.7

 Thailand                                                            80.3 97.4 1.5 1.5 15 15 17.1 21.3

 Brazil                                                                  73.1 96.5 1.3 1.5 16 16 21.1 32.0

 Australia                                                           71.5 86.4 1.3 1.3 17 17 10.0 20.8

 United Arab Emirates                                  67.1 82.8 1.2 1.2 19 18 26.2 23.3

Source: WTO website 

*  Includes significant re-exports or imports for re-export

** The annual percntage change for 2002-2003 related to Extra-EU (15) exports

***  WTO Secretariat estimates

Exporters
Annual % change Value (US$ Billion) World share% Rank



Table 1.6 - Leading importing countries, 2003-2004 (US$ Billion and %) 

2003 2004 2003 2004 2003 2004 2003/2002 2004/2003

World (excl. intra-EU (25))  *            5,717.0 6,985.0 100.0 100.0 - - 3.2 22.2

 United States                                          1,303.1 1,525.5 22.8 21.8 1 1 8.6 17.1

 Extra-EU (25) imports**                    1,064.3 1,280.6 18.6 18.3 2 2 19.6 20.3

 China                                                         412.8 561.2 7.2 8.0 4 3 39.9 36.0

 Japan                                                         382.9 454.5 6.7 6.5 3 4 13.6 18.7

 Canada                                                      245.0 279.8 4.3 4.0 5 5 7.7 14.2

 Hong Kong, China                                233.2 272.9 4.1 3.9 6 6 12.1 17.0

 Korea, Republic of                                178.8 224.5 3.1 3.2 8 7 17.6 25.5

 Mexico                                                       178.5 206.4 3.1 3.0 7 8 1.1 15.6

 Taipei, Chinese                                      127.4 168.4 2.2 2.4 10 9 13.1 32.3

 Singapore                                                 127.9 163.9 2.2 2.3 9 10 9.9 28.1

 Switzerland                                             96.4 111.6 1.7 1.6 11 11 13.8 15.7

 Australia                                                   89.1 109.4 1.6 1.6 13 12 22.6 22.8

 Malaysia                                                   83.6 105.3 1.5 1.5 14 13 2.6 25.9

 Turkey                                                       69.3 97.5 1.2 1.4 17 14 34.5 40.7

 India                                                          71.2 97.3 1.2 1.4 15 15 25.1 36.6

 Russian Federation  *** 76.1 96.3 1.3 1.4 15 16 23.3 26.6

 Thailand                                                   75.8 95.4 1.3 1.4 16 17 17.2 25.8

 Brazil                                                         50.7 65.9 0.9 0.9 18 18 2.1 30.0

Source: WTO website 

* Includes significant re-exports or imports for re-export.

** The annual percntage change for 2002-2003 related to Extra-EU (15) exports

**  Imports are valued f.o.b.

Annual % change 
Importers

Value (US$ Billion) World share% Rank



Table 1.7 - Network of world merchandise trade by product and region, 2002-2004 (US$ Billion and %) 

Destination

Years 2002 2004 2002 2004 2002 2004 2002 2004 2002 2004 2002 2004 2002 2004 2002 2004

Origin

World

  Agricultural products (1) 586.3 783.1 93.6 114.8 19.5 22.7 278.1 383.2 15.1 24.5 22.4 29.6 20.9 27.2 132.2 173.5

    Food 471.5 626.8 72.7 88.2 17.0 19.3 227.2 315.0 13.8 22.3 20.0 26.0 19.2 24.8 97.9 125.1

    Raw materials 114.8 156.3 21.0 26.6 2.5 3.4 51.0 68.3 1.3 2.2 2.4 3.6 1.7 2.4 34.3 48.5

  Total merchandise exports  6,299.0 8,907.0 1,468.4 1,852.2 179.2 242.2 2,745.4 3,956.5 98.3 179.3 136.6 204.9 172.1 244.8 1,396.4 2,064.7

North America

  Agricultural products (2) 110.3 131.0 50.5 59.7 6.4 7.5 14.1 16.0 0.8 1.2 3.1 3.7 2.3 2.6 33.0 40.0

  Total merchandise exports 1,106.2 1,324.5 626.5 742.3 59.3 71.4 178.4 215.9 4.1 5.3 11.8 14.8 20.0 25.1 205.9 249.2

Share of (2) on (1) 18.8 16.7 53.9 52.0 32.8 33.2 5.1 4.2 5.5 5.1 13.9 12.5 10.8 9.7 25.0 23.0

South and Central America

  Agricultural products (3) 56.3 79.9 11.3 14.6 9.2 10.4 18.7 26.3 2.2 3.2 2.4 4.2 2.7 3.9 9.6 17.0

  Total merchandise exports 187.8 276.3 70.3 93.2 42.6 63.9 38.9 59.2 2.3 3.5 4.0 7.0 4.0 5.2 21.6 39.1

Share of (3) on (1) 9.6 10.2 12.1 12.8 47.1 45.8 6.7 6.9 14.4 13.1 10.9 14.1 12.9 14.2 7.3 9.8

Europe

  Agricultural products (4) 267.8 367.7 15.3 19.1 2.7 2.9 213.1 297.4 6.0 9.1 8.4 10.5 5.7 7.3 14.9 19.9

  Total merchandise exports  2,835.7 4,031.1 293.0 367.1 41.5 50.8 2,068.0 2,972.6 49.5 88.2 68.3 97.7 69.2 104.6 211.8 307.9

Share of (4) on (1) 45.7 47.0 16.3 16.6 13.7 12.9 76.6 77.6 39.6 37.2 37.7 35.4 27.3 26.9 11.3 11.5

CIS*

  Agricultural products (5) 15.2 24.0 0.5 0.5 0.1 0.2 4.8 6.2 4.1 7.9 0.8 0.7 0.6 1.0 4.1 6.4

  Total merchandise exports  153.2 265.7 8.9 18.2 4.2 6.3 77.9 128.9 30.7 55.0 2.6 4.0 5.8 9.8 21.3 35.4

Share of (5) on (1) 2.6 3.1 0.5 0.4 0.3 0.8 1.7 1.6 26.8 32.3 3.4 2.5 3.0 3.7 3.1 3.7

Africa

  Agricultural products (6) 19.8 28.0 1.1 1.3 0.1 0.1 10.4 13.8 0.3 0.6 3.7 5.2 0.8 1.1 3.1 5.0

  Total merchandise exports 140.1 231.7 20.9 43.2 2.9 6.8 70.9 99.1 0.4 0.7 15.5 23.1 2.6 3.4 21.2 38.9

Share of (6) on (1) 3.4 3.6 1.2 1.2 0.5 0.4 3.7 3.6 2.2 2.4 16.4 17.6 3.9 3.9 2.4 2.9

Middle East

  Agricultural products (7) 8.2 9.3 0.3 0.4 0.0 0.0 1.8 2.5 0.2 0.3 0.4 0.5 3.9 3.5 0.8 1.2

  Total merchandise exports   251.2 389.7 36.9 55.1 2.4 3.5 41.3 64.0 0.9 1.2 9.1 13.3 20.5 21.5 117.7 193.0

Share of (7) on (1) 1.4 1.2 0.3 0.3 0.2 0.2 0.7 0.6 1.3 1.2 2.0 1.8 18.6 12.9 0.6 0.7

Asia

  Agricultural products (8) 108.6 143.1 14.7 19.2 1.1 1.5 15.2 21.0 1.6 2.2 3.5 4.8 4.9 7.8 66.6 84.0

  Total merchandise exports   1,624.5 2,388.4 411.9 533.1 26.4 39.4 269.9 416.9 10.5 25.3 25.4 44.9 50.1 75.1 796.8 1,201.3

Share of (8) on (1) 18.5 18.3 15.7 16.7 5.5 6.7 5.4 5.5 10.5 8.8 15.8 16.2 23.3 28.8 50.4 48.4

Source: WTO website * Commonwealth of Independent States.

AsiaWorld North America
South and Central 

America
Western Europe CIS*  Africa Middle East



Share of agricultural products in total merchandise Exports Imports

World 8.8 8.8

North America 9.9 6.2

South and Central America                                                                 28.9 9.4

Europe 9.1 9.7

Commonwealth of Independent States (CIS) 9.0 13.7

Africa 12.1 14.5

Middle East 2.4 11.1

Asia 6.0 8.4

Share of agricultural products in primary products Exports Imports

World 37.9 37.9

North America 49.8 30.8

South and Central America                                                                 46.7 34.2

Europe 54.8 45.4

Commonwealth of Independent States (CIS) 14.4 53.1

Africa 17.0 54.0

Middle East 3.1 64.3

Asia 43.7 30.2

Source: WTO website

* Central and Eastern Europe Countries/Community of Independent States

Table 1.8 - Share of agricultural products  in total  and primary merchandise by region, 2004 (%) 



Table 1.9 - Leading exporters of agricultural products, 2004 (US$ Billion and %) 

Rank  annual rate of change %

2003 2004 2003 2004 2004 2003/2004

United States 76.2 79.6 11.3 10.2 2 4.4

Extra-EU (25) exports * 70.1 78.4 10.9 10.0 1 11.9

Canada 33.7 40.1 5.0 5.1 3 19.0

Brazil 24.2 30.9 3.6 3.9 4 27.5

China 22.2 24.1 3.3 3.1 5 8.9

Australia 16.3 22.1 2.4 2.8 6 35.3

Argentina 15.1 17.1 2.1 2.2 7 12.9

Thailand ** 12.1 16.3 2.2 2.1 8 7.9

Russian Federation  ** 11.0 13.8 1.4 1.8 9 25.2

Malaysia 11.5 13.1 1.6 1.7 10 14.0

Indonesia 9.9 12.4 1.5 1.6 11 24.4

New Zealand 9.8 12.2 1.4 1.6 12 24.3

Mexico  ** 10.0 11.4 1.5 1.5 13 13.8

Source: WTO website
* The extra EU world share%  for 2003 related to Extra-EU (15) exports.
** Includes WTO secretariat estimates.

Exporters
Export value World share%



Table 1.10 - Leading importer of agricultural products, 2004 (US$ Billion and %) 

Rank
 annual rate of 

change %

2003 2004 2003 2004 2004 2003/2004

Extra-EU (25) imports * 95.7 107.7 13.6 12.9 1 12.6

United States 77.3 88.1 10.7 10.5 2 14.0

Japan 58.5 65.4 8.1 7.8 3 11.9

China 30.5 42.3 4.2 5.1 4 38.7

Canada  ** 18.0 19.4 2.5 2.3 5 7.7

Russian Federation *** 14.1 16.2 1.9 1.9 6 14.6

Korea, Republic of 14.4 16.0 2.2 1.9 7 11.2

Mexico **,*** 13.8 15.4 1.9 1.8 8 11.5

Hong Kong, China 10.8 11.2 - - 9 3.4

Taipei, Chinese 8.0 9.0 1.1 1.1 10 13.2

Switzerland 7.2 7.9 1.0 0.9 11 9.0

India  ** 6.4 7.3 1.2 0.9 12 13.1

Malaysia 5.1 7.0 1.7 0.8 13 36.7

Source: WTO website

* The extra EU world share%  for 2003 related to Extra-EU (15) exports.
** Includes WTO secretariat estimates.
***  Imports are valued f.o.b.

Import value World share%
Importers



Table 1.11- Middle East agricultural trade, 2002-2004 (US$ Billion and %)

World 2002 2003 2004 2002 2003 2004

Total merchandise   172.1 201.2 244.8 251.2 301.8 389.7

Agricultural products 20.86 23.57 27.20 8.22 8.38 9.30

% 12.1 11.7 11.1 3.3 2.8 2.4

Total merchandise   20.01 20.68 25.14 36.9 45.2 55.1

Agricultural products 2.25 2.41 2.64 0.32 0.40 0.40

% 11.2 11.7 10.5 0.9 0.9 0.7

Total merchandise   3.97 4.16 5.24 2.4 2.3 3.5

Agricultural products 2.70 3.03 3.86 0.04 0.03 0.04

% 68.0 72.8 73.7 1.7 1.3 1.1

Total merchandise   69.19 84.61 104.62 41.3 49.3 64.0

Agricultural products 5.70 6.85 7.31 1.82 2.11 2.47

% 8.2 8.1 7.0 4.4 4.3 3.9

Total merchandise   5.8 7.1 9.8 0.9 1.1 1.2

Agricultural products 0.63 0.89 1.01 0.19 0.23 0.29

% 11.0 12.5 10.3 22.4 20.4 23.6

Total merchandise   2.6 2.9 3.4 9.1 10.5 13.3

Agricultural products 0.82 0.99 1.07 0.44 0.49 0.53

% 31.2 33.8 31.8 4.9 4.7 4.0

Total merchandise   20.5 21.9 21.5 20.5 21.9 21.5

Agricultural products 3.89 3.64 3.50 3.89 3.64 3.50

% 19.0 16.6 16.2 19.0 16.6 16.2

Total merchandise   50.1 59.8 75.1 117.7 150.9 193.0

Agricultural products 4.87 5.77 7.82 0.79 0.91 1.16

% 9.7 9.7 10.4 0.7 0.6 0.6

Source: WTO website.
* Commonwealth of Independent States.

Middle East

Asia

CIS *

Africa

South and Central America

Europe

Middle East

Imports Exports

North America



Table 1.12 - Imports of agricultural products of some selected Arab economies, 2000, 2002-2004 (Million US$ and %)

Share of agriculture on 
total imports %

2000 2002 2003 2004 2004**

World 552,185 586,252 682,137 783,103 8.8

Algeria 2,815 3,363 3,361 4,362 24.0

Egypt  * 4,208 4,048 3,221 3,511 27.4

Kuwait 1,312 ... ... ... 16.1

Lebanon * 1,210 1,313 1,404 1,740 18.5

Oman 1,158 1,298 1,188 1,213 13.7

Saudi Arabia 5,663 5,513 6,259 ... 16.9

Syrian Arab Republic 850 859 1,185 ... …

Tunisia 968 1,244 1,225 1,440 11.3

United Arab Emirates 2,962 3,400 3,608 ... 9.1

* Includes Secretariat estimates.

** Or nearst year.
Source: WTO website.

Value (Million US$)
Countries



Table 1.13 - Wheat world imports and exports, 1995-2004 (US$ Million)

av(03-04)-
av(95-96)

2002-
2003

2003-
2004

Imports 19,376 22,252 20,814 16,376 17,033 17,623 21,394 19,509 -0.7 3.5 21.4

Exports 16,856 19,878 18,367 14,619 15,282 16,015 19,285 17,650 -0.4 4.8 20.4

Source: FAOSTAT Database

Table 1.14 - Main wheat exporters, 2004 (US$ Million and %) Table 1.15 - Main wheat importers, 2004 (US$ Million and %)  

Countries 2004 % 2004 %

World * 15,959 100.0 18,108 100.0

  United States of America 5,181 32.5   China 1,873 10.3

  Australia 3,089 19.4 EU (25) Excl.Intra-Trade 1,453 8.0

  Canada 2,689 16.8   Japan 1,275 7.0

  Argentina 1,365 8.6   Algeria 1,026 5.7

EU (25) Excl.Intra-Trade 1,291 8.1   Indonesia 841 4.6

  Russian Federation 536 3.4   Brazil 839 4.6

  Kazakhstan 360 2.3   Egypt 728 4.0

  India 322 2.0   Korea, Republic of 660 3.6

  Ukraine 289 1.8   Mexico 618 3.4

  Brazil 208 1.3   Morocco 558 3.1

  Syrian Arab Republic 125 0.8   Nigeria 476 2.6

  China 112 0.7   Philippines 382 2.1

Source: FAOSTAT Database Source: FAOSTAT Database
* Excl.EU (25) Intra-Trade * Excl.EU (25) Intra-Trade 

2001 2002 2003Year 1995 1996 Av 95-96

World*

Av 03-04 

Variation (%)

Countries

2004



Table 1.16 - Barley world imports and exports, 1995-2004 (US$ Million)

av(03-04)-
av(95-96)

2002-
2003

2003-
2004

Imports 3,250 4,001 3,625 2,727 2,616 3,070 3,409 3,240 -1.2 17.4 11.0

Exports 2,810 3,790 3,300 2,338 2,444 2,931 3,284 3,108 -0.7 20.0 12.0

Source: FAOSTAT Database

Table 1.17 - Main Barley exporters, 2004 (US$ Million and %) Table 1.18 - Main Barley importers, 2004 (US$ Million and %)  

Countries 2004 % 2004 %

World* 2,034 100 1,860 100

 Australia 958 47.1   Saudi Arabia 534 28.7

 Ukraine 371 18.2   China 346 18.6

 Canada 255 12.5 Japan 265 14.3

EU (25) Excl.Intra-Trade 145 7.1   Iran, Islamic Rep of 138 7.4

 Russian Federation 105 5.2   Jordan 103 5.6

USA 38 1.9 EU (25) Excl.Intra-Trade 86 4.6

 Bulgaria 37 1.8   United States of America 74 4.0

 Argentina 32 1.6   Syrian Arab Republic 69 3.7

 Kazakhstan 31 1.5   Russian Federation 67 3.6

 Syrian Arab Republic 27 1.3   Libyan Arab Jamahiriya 43 2.3

  Serbia and Montenegro 9 0.5   Belarus 41 2.2

 Moldova, Republic of 8 0.4   Turkey 40 2.1

Source: FAOSTAT Database Source: FAOSTAT Database
* Excl.EU (25) Intra-Trade * Excl.EU (25) Intra-Trade 

Variation (%)

2001 2002 2003Year 1995 1996 Av 95-96

World*

Av 03-04 

Countries

2004



Table 1.19 - Rice world imports and exports, 1995-2004 (US$ Million)

av(03-04)-
av(95-96)

2002-
2003

2003-
2004

Imports 7,965 9,024 8,495 6,463 6,892 7,557 9,249 8,403 -0.1 9.6 22.4

Exports 7,474 7,681 7,577 7,015 6,786 7,076 8,933 8,004 0.6 4.3 26.2

Source: FAOSTAT Database

Table 1.20 - Main rice exporters,  2004 (US$ Million and %) Table 1.21 - Main rice importers,  2004 (US$ Million and %) 

Countries 2004 % Countries 2004 %

World* 8,037 100 World* 8,049 100.0

  Thailand 2,696 33.5   Saudi Arabia 594 7.4

  India 1,478 18.4 EU (25) Excl.Intra-Trade 578 7.2

  United States of America 1,169 14.5   Japan 343 4.3

  Viet Nam 950 11.8   United Arab Emirates 329 4.1

  Pakistan 627 7.8   China 313 3.9

  China 233 2.9   Nigeria 310 3.9

  Egypt 232 2.9   Iran, Islamic Rep of 300 3.7

  Uruguay 180 2.2   United States of America 285 3.5

EU (25) Excl.Intra-Trade 139 1.7   Philippines 275 3.4

  Argentina 74 0.9   Brazil 253 3.1

  United Arab Emirates 52 0.6   Senegal 243 3.0

  Guyana 49 0.6   Côte d'Ivoire 218 2.7
Source: FAOSTAT Database Source: FAOSTAT Database
* Excl.EU (25) Intra-Trade * Excl.EU (25) Intra-Trade 

Av 03-04 

Variation (%)

Year 1995 1996 Av 95-96 2001 2002 2003 2004



Table 1.22 - Maize world imports and exports, 1995-2004 (US$ Million)

av(03-04)-
av(95-96)

2002-
2003

2003-
2004

Imports 12,559 14,321 13,440 10,163 11,093 12,648 14,593 13,621 0.1 14.0 15.4

Exports 10,881 12,768 11,824 8,870 9,872 11,137 11,776 11,456 -0.4 12.8 5.7

Source: FAOSTAT Database

Table 1.23- Main maize exporters,  2004 (US$ Million and %) Table 1.24 - Main maize importers,    2004 (US$ Million and %)

Countries 2004 % 2004 %

World* 9,587 100 12,431 100

  United States of America 6,138 64.0   Japan 2,932 23.6

  Argentina 1,194 12.5   Korea, Republic of 1,432 11.5

  Brazil 597 6.2 EU (25) Excl.Intra-Trade 910 7.3

  China 324 3.4   China 819 6.6

  Ukraine 169 1.8   Mexico 745 6.0

EU (25) Excl.Intra-Trade 168 1.8   Egypt 365 2.9

  India 156 1.6   Iran, Islamic Rep of 335 2.7

  Thailand 140 1.5   Colombia 332 2.7

  South Africa 113 1.2   Malaysia 331 2.7

  United Arab Emirates 86 0.9   Algeria 298 2.4

  Chile 71 0.7   Canada 253 2.0

  Canada 61 0.6   Morocco 202 1.6

Source: FAOSTAT Database Source: FAOSTAT Database
* Excl.EU (25) Intra-Trade * Excl.EU (25) Intra-Trade 

2001 2002 2003Year 1995 1996 Av 95-96 Av 03-04 

Variation (%)

Countries

World*

2004



Table 1.25 - Cotton world imports and exports, 1995-2004 (US$ Million)

av(03-04)-av(95-
96)

2002-2003
2003-
2004

Imports 11,633 11,114 11,373 7,461 5,969 7,683 10,934 9,309 -2.2 28.7 42.3

Exports 10,148 9,283 9,716 6,657 6,078 8,058 9,673 8,866 -1.0 32.6 20.0

Source: FAOSTAT Database

Table 1.26 - Main cotton exporters,  2004 (US$ Million and %) Table 1.27 - Main cotton importers,    2004 (US$ Million and %) 

Countries 2004 % 2004 %

World* 9,466 100 10,659 100

  United States of America 4,251 44.9   China 3,503 32.9

  Australia 714 7.5 EU (25) Excl.Intra-Trade 842 7.9

  Uzbekistan 551 5.8   Turkey 836 7.8

  Egypt 483 5.1   Indonesia 680 6.4

  Brazil 406 4.3   Mexico 566 5.3

EU (25) Excl.Intra-Trade 372 3.9   Thailand 553 5.2

  Burkina Faso 264 2.8   Pakistan 523 4.9

  Zimbabwe 237 2.5   Korea, Republic of 430 4.0

  Mali 207 2.2   Japan 277 2.6

  Syrian Arab Republic 164 1.7   Russian Federation 268 2.5

  Tajikistan 162 1.7   Ghana 265 2.5

  Côte d'Ivoire 155 1.6   India 239 2.2
Source: FAOSTAT Database Source: FAOSTAT Database
* Excl.EU (25) Intra-Trade * Excl.EU (25) Intra-Trade 

2001 2002 2003Year 1995 1996 Av 95-96 Av 03-04 

World*

Countries

Variation (%)

2004



Table 1.28 - Olive oil world imports and exports, 1995-2004 (US$ Million)

av(03-04)-av(95-
96)

2002-
2003

2003-2004

Imports 2,318 3,114 2,716 2,264 2,614 3,307 4,987 4,147 4.8 26.5 50.8

Exports 2,256 2,944 2,600 2,053 2,321 3,026 4,852 3,939 4.7 30.4 60.3

Source: FAOSTAT Database

Table 1.29 - Main olive oil exporters,  2004 (US$ Million and %)  Table 1.30 - Main olive oil importers,  2004 (US$ Million and %)  

Countries 2004 % 2004 %

World* 2,716 100 2,739 100

EU (25) Excl.Intra-Trade 1,870 68.8 EU (25) Excl.Intra-Trade 1,129 41.2

  Tunisia 569 20.9   United States of America 747 27.3

  Turkey 133 4.9   Japan 140 5.1

  Morocco 50 1.8   Australia 109 4.0

  Syrian Arab Republic 38 1.4   Canada 96 3.5

  Argentina 18 0.7   Brazil 84 3.1

  United States of America 10 0.4   Switzerland 53 1.9

  Jordan 6 0.2   Korea, Republic of 53 1.9

  Lebanon 4 0.2   Mexico 45 1.7

  Greenland 4 0.1   Saudi Arabia 35 1.3

  Croatia 2 0.1   China 21 0.8

  Egypt 2 0.1   Norway 16 0.6
Source: FAOSTAT Database Source: FAOSTAT Database
* Excl.EU (25)Intra-Trade * Excl.EU (25)Intra-Trade 

Av 03-04 

World*

Countries

Variation (%)

20042001 2002 2003Year 1995 1996 Av 95-96



 Table 2.1 - Syrian total trade indicators, 1995/97-2004 (Million US$, and %)

Value Av 95-97 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 Av 02-04 AGR

Total Export  (E) 3970.3 2896.7 3471.4 4699.8 5285.8 6867.8 5761.7 5413.3 6014.3 4.5

Total Import  (I) 4694.9 3886.7 3823.1 4033.0 4747.2 5070.0 5091.8 7032.7 5731.5 5.9

Trade balance (E-I) -724.6 -990.0 -351.7 666.8 538.7 1797.8 669.9 -1619.3 282.8 12.2

Total Trade Volume (E+I) 8665.2 6783.3 7294.5 8732.8 10033.0 11937.8 10853.5 12446.0 11745.8 5.3

Standardized trade balance (%) 
(E-I/E+I *100)

-8.4 -14.6 -4.8 7.6 5.4 15.1 6.2 -13.0 2.4 6.5

Source: CBS, Statistical Abstract, several years



Table 2.2 - Syrian total trade indictors by partner, 2004, (Million US$ and %)

Countries Imports Exports Trade Volume Trade Balance 
 Standardized 

balance  
% Volume

European Union (15) 1,146 2,915 4,060 1,769 0.4 32.6

Saudi Arabia 329 359 687 30 0.04 5.5

Turkey 299 371 670 71 0.11 5.4

Iraq 98 520 618 423 0.68 5.0

Ukraine 554 13 567 -541 -0.95 4.6

China 493 22 514 -471 -0.92 4.1

USA 298 182 481 -116 -0.24 3.9

Federal Russia 342 9 350 -333 -0.95 2.8

Lebanon 128 200 328 73 0.22 2.6

South Korea 295 17 312 -277 -0.89 2.5

Egypt 200 112 311 -88 -0.28 2.5

Jordan 84 153 237 70 0.29 1.9

Unite Arab Emirates 161 49 210 -112 -0.53 1.7

Japan 164 20 184 -144 -0.78 1.5

Malayzia 130 47.2 177 -83 -0.47 1.4

Brazil 147 4 151 -144 -0.95 1.2

India 142 3 145 -139 -0.95 1.2

Argentina 145 0.2 145 -144 -1.00 1.2

Rumania 111 5 115 -106 -0.92 0.9

Kuwait 39 57 96 18 0.19 0.8

Libya 40 36.9 77 -3 -0.04 0.6

Croatia 3 70 74 67 0.92 0.6

Total 7,033 5,413 12,446 -1,619 -0.1 100.0

Source: General Department of Customs



 Table 2.3 - Syrian exports by sector, 1995/97-2004 (Million US$, and %) 

Av 95-97 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 Av 02-04

Agriculture, Hunting, Fishing, and Forestry 709.6 740.4 625.2 577.3 600.2 1,071.4 777.2 772.4 873.7 1.2

Mining & Quarrying products 2,315.0 1,386.6 2,190.3 3,210.7 3,704.1 4,317.7 3,646.1 3,001.7 3,655.2 3.8

Manufacturing 945.7 769.6 655.9 911.7 981.4 1,478.6 1,337.7 1,639.2 1,485.2 8.2

Food products and beverages 150.5 145.0 125.3 82.2 120.5 132.2 191.5 229.2 184.3 6.2

Textiles 274.9 175.5 204.3 286.1 181.1 263.2 271.7 228.0 254.3 -2.6

Coke, refined petroleum products 260.9 220.4 141.7 334.6 373.7 603.4 507.7 708.5 606.5 15.3

Others Manufactured Products 259.3 228.8 184.6 208.8 306.3 479.9 366.8 473.5 440.0 9.0

Others 0.020 0.002 0.004 0.047 0.054 0.058 0.698 0.043 0.3 11.8

Total 3,970.3 2,896.7 3,471.4 4,699.8 5,285.8 6,867.8 5,761.7 5,413.3 6,014.3 4.5

Agriculture, Hunting, Fishing, and Forestry 17.9 25.6 18.0 12.3 11.4 15.6 13.5 14.3 14.5 -3.2

Mining & Quarrying products 58.3 47.9 63.1 68.3 70.1 62.9 63.3 55.5 60.8 -0.7

Manufacturing 23.8 26.6 18.9 19.4 18.6 21.5 23.2 30.3 24.7 3.5

Food products and beverages 3.8 5.0 18.9 1.7 2.3 1.9 3.3 4.2 3.1 1.6

Textiles 6.9 6.1 18.9 6.1 3.4 3.8 4.7 4.2 4.2 -6.9

Coke, refined petroleum products 6.6 7.6 18.9 7.1 7.1 8.8 8.8 13.1 10.1 10.3

Others Manufactured Products 6.5 7.9 18.9 4.4 5.8 7.0 6.4 8.7 7.3 4.3

Others 0.001           0.000     0.000     0.001     0.001     0.001     0.012      0.001 0.0 6.9

Total 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 0.0

Source: CBS, Statistical Abstract, several years.

Sector
Exports Value (Million US$)

AGR

Share



Table 2.4 - Syrian exports by region, 1995/97-2004 (Million US$, and %)

Av 95-97 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 Av 02-04

EU (15) 2299.5 1458.2 2113.4 3053.3 3402.1 3967.1 3518.8 2914.5 3466.8 3.4

Other European Countries 245.5 115.4 104.2 206.1 130.7 142.3 156.3 116.0 138.2 -10.2

Arab Countries 918.5 807.1 727.7 760.4 812.4 1450.8 1203.0 1621.2 1425.0 8.5

Asian Countries 346.2 342.9 345.6 505.8 593.2 656.6 604.7 536.8 599.4 6.5

American Countries 35.0 27.1 58.3 61.0 78.1 146.3 250.8 191.9 196.3 27.5

Rest of the World 125.6 146.1 122.2 113.2 269.3 504.7 28.1 32.9 188.6 -17.4

World 3970.3 2896.7 3471.4 4699.8 5285.8 6867.8 5761.7 5413.3 6014.3 4.5

EU (15) 57.9 50.3 60.9 65.0 64.4 57.8 61.1 53.8 57.6 -1.0

Other European Countries 6.2 4.0 3.0 4.4 2.5 2.1 2.7 2.1 2.3 -14.0

Arab Countries 23.1 27.9 21.0 16.2 15.4 21.1 20.9 29.9 23.7 3.8

Asian Countries 8.7 11.8 10.0 10.8 11.2 9.6 10.5 9.9 10.0 1.9

American Countries 0.9 0.9 1.7 1.3 1.5 2.1 4.4 3.5 3.3 22.0

Rest of the World 3.2 5.0 3.5 2.4 5.1 7.3 0.5 0.6 3.1 -21.0

World 100.0 100 100 100 100 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 0.0

Source: CBS, Statistical Abstract, several years.

Region
Exports Value (Million US$)

AGR

Share



Table 2.5 - Main destinations of Syrian total exports 2004, (Million US$ and %)

Countries Exports Value (Million US$) Share (%)

EU (15) 2,915 53.8

Iraq 520 9.6

Turkey 371 6.8

Saudi Arabia 359 6.6

Lebanon 200 3.7

U.S.A 182 3.4

Jordan 153 2.8

Egypt 112 2.1

Croatia 70 1.3

Kuwait 57 1.0

United Arab Emirates 49 0.9

Mamayzia 47 0.9

Algeria 43 0.8

Libya 37 0.7

Pakistan 34 0.6

Qatar 24 0.5

Yemen 22 0.4

China 22 0.4

Others 195 3.6

World 5,413 100.0

Source: General Department of Customs



Table 2.6 - Syrian imports by sector, 1995/97-2004 (Million US$, and %)

Av 95-97 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 Av 02-04 AGR

Agriculture, Hunting, Fishing, and Forestry 268.1 271.6 336.4 360.7 345.1 364.3 444.0 496.5 434.9 9.2

Mining & Quarrying 35.5 50.8 62.7 96.0 29.3 29.6 35.8 51.4 38.9 5.4

Manufacturing 4,275.9 3,466.4 3,326.0 3,555.4 4,355.6 4,662.3 4,603.2 6,479.5 5,248.4 6.1

Food products and beverages 538.7 509.2 537.2 465.6 451.1 537.1 519.3 679.2 578.5 3.4

Tobacco products 23.7 10.7 8.9 9.6 5.7 35.8 39.0 59.4 44.8 14.0

Textiles 277.1 260.7 237.4 288.6 322.8 183.1 221.2 228.6 211.0 -2.7

Chemicals and chemical products 674.2 628.3 622.7 763.6 791.8 899.2 913.4 1,254.7 1,022.4 9.3

Basic metals 643.1 526.4 531.3 503.2 682.8 687.9 648.1 980.7 772.3 6.2

Machinery 807.8 537.6 465.1 595.6 605.8 608.9 568.6 700.9 626.1 -2.0

Motor vehicles and trailers 322.0 355.6 331.6 233.3 321.4 410.1 373.7 581.4 455.0 8.8

Others Manufactured Products 989.3 638.0 591.9 695.8 1,174.1 1,300.2 1,320.0 1,994.6 1,538.3 10.5

Others 115.3 97.8 98.1 20.9 17.1 13.7 8.8 5.3 9.2 -35.7

Total 4,694.9 3,886.7 3,823.1 4,033.0 4,747.2 5,070.0 5,091.8 7,032.7 5,731.5 1.2

Agriculture, Hunting, Fishing, and Forestry 5.7 7.0 8.8 8.9 7.3 7.2 8.7 7.1 7.6 3.1

Mining & Quarrying 0.8 1.3 1.6 2.4 0.6 0.6 0.7 0.7 0.7 -0.5

Manufacturing 91.1 89.2 87.0 88.2 91.8 92.0 90.4 92.1 91.6 0.2

Food products and beverages 11.5 13.1 14.1 11.5 9.5 10.6 10.2 9.7 10.1 -2.4

Tobacco products 0.5 0.3 0.2 0.2 0.1 0.7 0.8 0.8 0.8 7.6

Textiles 5.9 6.7 6.2 7.2 6.8 3.6 4.3 3.3 3.7 -8.2

Chemicals and chemical products 14.4 16.2 16.3 18.9 16.7 17.7 17.9 17.8 17.8 3.1

Basic metals 13.7 13.5 13.9 12.5 14.4 13.6 12.7 13.9 13.5 0.3

Machinery 17.2 13.8 12.2 14.8 12.8 12.0 11.2 10.0 10.9 -7.5

Motor vehicles and trailers 6.9 9.2 8.7 5.8 6.8 8.1 7.3 8.3 7.9 2.7

Others Manufactured Products 21.1 16.4 15.5 17.3 24.7 25.6 25.9 28.4 26.8 4.3

Others 2.5 2.5 2.6 0.5 0.4 0.3 0.2 0.1 0.2 -39.3

Total 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0

Source: CBS, Statistical Abstract, several years.

Share

Sector
Imports Value (Million US$)



Table 2.7 - Syrian imports by region, 1995/97-2004 (Million SP, and %)

1995-97 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 Av 02-04

EU (15) 1,552.2 1,270.0 1,165.2 1,198.3 1,569.4 1,259.9 1,046.0 1,145.9 1,150.6 -4.2

Other European Countries 759.0 521.2 546.8 554.0 736.7 607.5 611.1 1,151.6 790.1 6.1

Arab Countries 373.6 305.9 317.5 434.1 446.3 607.1 683.7 1,162.4 817.7 17.6

Asian Countries 734.2 606.6 611.2 685.7 714.9 824.4 1,590.7 1,858.9 1,424.7 14.2

American Countries 495.3 334.4 319.6 369.7 415.4 512.0 482.3 657.0 550.5 4.1

Rest of the World 780.5 848.6 862.8 791.3 864.5 1,259.1 678.0 1,056.9 998.0 4.4

World 4,694.9 3,886.7 3,823.1 4,033.0 4,747.2 5,070.0 5,091.8 7,032.7 5,731.5 5.9

EU (15) 33.1 32.7 30.5 29.7 33.1 24.9 20.5 16.3 20.1 -9.6

Other European Countries 16.2 13.4 14.3 13.7 15.5 12.0 12.0 16.4 13.8 0.2

Arab Countries 8.0 7.9 8.3 10.8 9.4 12.0 13.4 16.5 14.3 11.0

Asian Countries 15.6 15.6 16.0 17.0 15.1 16.3 31.2 26.4 24.9 7.8

American Countries 10.5 8.6 8.4 9.2 8.8 10.1 9.5 9.3 9.6 -1.7

Rest of the World 16.6 21.8 22.5 19.6 18.2 24.8 13.3 15.0 17.4 -1.4

World 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 0.0

Source: CBS, Statistical Abstract, several years.
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Table 2.8 -  Main suppliers of Syrian total imports 2004, (Million US$ and %)

Countries Imports Value (Million SP) Share (%)

EU (15) 1,146 16.3

Ukraine 554 7.9

China 493 7.0

Federal Russia 342 4.9

Saudi Arabia 329 4.7

Turkey 299 4.3

U.S.A 298 4.2

South Korea 295 4.2

Egypt 200 2.8

Japan 164 2.3

Unite Arab Emirates 161 2.3

Brazil 147 2.1

Argentine 145 2.1

India 142 2.0

Malayzia 130 1.9

Lebanon 128 1.8

Rumania 111 1.6

Iraq 98 1.4

Formosa 87 1.2

Jordan 84 1.2

Iran 60 0.8

Sir Lanka 58 0.8

Tailand 56 0.8

Switzerland 49 0.7

Indonesia 48 0.7

Others 1,413 20.1

World 7,033 100.0

Source: General Department of Customs



Table 2.9 - Market concentration for Syrian total trade, 2004, (Million US$ and %)

2002 Total
Top 5 
Countries

Top 10 
countries

% Top 5 % Top 10

Total Export 5413.4 4364.6 4939.1 80.6 91.2

Total Import 7032.7 2862.7 4118.2 40.7 58.6

Source: General Department of Customs

Table 2.10 - Trade and GDP at current prices, 1995/97-2004, (Million SP, %)

Syria Av 1995-97 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 AGR

Total GDP 669,044 790,444 819,092 903,944 974,008 1,016,519 1,067,265 1,203,509 8.7

Agricultural GDP 181,558 232,283 199,415 223,702 246,404 254,181 264,840 277,343 6.2

Agriculture GDP/Total GDP 27.1 29.4 24.3 24.7 25.3 25.0 24.8 23.0 -2.3

Total Trade (ex+im) 97,285 76,168 81,890 403,723 463,893 551,673 501,806 576,033 28.9

Total trade/Total GDP* 14.5 9.6 10.0 44.7 47.6 54.3 47.0 47.9 18.6

Agr. Trade (ex+im) 19,592 20,309 19,834 74,990 75,519 100,763 102,818 116,544 29.0

 Agr. Trade/Total Trade 20.1 26.7 24.2 18.6 16.3 18.3 20.5 20.5 0.2

 Agr. Trade/Agr. GDP 10.8 8.7 9.9 33.5 30.6 39.6 38.8 42.0 21.4

Source: CBS, Statistical Abstract, 2004.
* The considerable increase of this share without adjusting the exchange rate of the trade components 



Table 2.11 - Syrian Agricultural Trade by Food-Nonfood, Raw-Processed Classification, Av 95/97-2004 (Million US$ and %)

Imports Value (Million US$ ) Av 95-97 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 Av 02-04 AGR

Food and Animals Items 707.8 680.5 775.3 719.7 706.7 818.5 869.1 1061.5 916.4 6.0

Nonfood Items 112.5 109.0 105.8 115.0 171.0 215.8 217.0 329.5 254.1 16.6

Total Agricultural Trade 820.4 789.5 881.1 834.7 877.6 1034.4 1086.1 1391.0 1170.5 7.8

Processed Items 505.2 494.2 535.7 455.1 512.8 662.5 622.4 852.2 712.4 7.8

Raw Items 315.2 295.3 345.4 379.6 364.9 371.8 463.8 538.8 458.1 8.0

Total Agricultural Trade 820.4 789.5 881.1 834.7 877.6 1034.4 1086.1 1391.0 1170.5 7.8

Food and Animals Items 86.3 86.2 88.0 86.2 80.5 79.1 80.0 76.3 78.3 -1.1

Nonfood Items 13.7 13.8 12.0 13.8 19.5 20.9 20.0 23.7 21.7 5.5

Total Agricultural Trade 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 0.0

Processed Items 61.6 62.6 60.8 54.5 58.4 64.1 57.3 61.3 60.9 -1.0

Raw Items 38.4 37.4 39.2 45.5 41.6 35.9 42.7 38.7 39.1 1.5

Total Agricultural Trade 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 0.0

Exports Value (Million US$) Av 95-97 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 Av 02-04 AGR

Food and Animals Items 617.2 585.5 571.8 442.9 474.7 973.1 799.0 791.1 854.4 3.6

Nonfood Items 276.3 345.8 221.7 343.6 348.7 360.2 338.3 336.3 344.9 2.8

Total Agricultural Trade 893.5 931.3 793.5 786.4 823.4 1333.3 1137.2 1127.4 1199.3 3.4

Processed Items 86.1 95.4 81.6 85.1 129.0 167.8 210.1 246.4 208.1 16.2

Raw Items 807.5 835.9 711.9 701.3 694.4 1165.5 927.1 881.0 991.2 1.3

Total Agricultural Trade 893.5 931.3 793.5 786.4 823.4 1333.3 1137.2 1127.4 1199.3 3.4

Food and Animals Items 69.1 62.9 72.1 56.3 57.6 73.0 70.3 70.2 71.2 0.2

Nonfood Items 30.9 37.1 27.9 43.7 42.4 27.0 29.7 29.8 28.8 -0.6

Total Agricultural Trade 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 0.0

Processed Items 9.6 10.2 10.3 10.8 15.7 12.6 18.5 21.9 17.4 9.8

Raw Items 90.4 89.8 89.7 89.2 84.3 87.4 81.5 78.1 82.6 -1.5

Total Agricultural Trade 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 0.0

Source: NAPC Database
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Table 2.12 - Syrian total and agricultural trade, 1995/97-2004 (Million US$, and %)

Syria 1995-97 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 Av 02-04 AGR

Total trade 4705.3 3,895 3,832 4033.0 4747.2 5070.0 5091.8 7032.7 5731.5 5.9

Agricultural trade 820.4 789.5 881.1 834.7 877.6 1034.4 1086.1 1391.0 1170.5 7.8

Agricultural/Total 17.4 20.3 23.0 20.7 18.5 20.4 21.3 19.8 20.4 1.8

Total trade 3961.5 2,890 3,464 4699.7 5285.8 6867.8 5761.7 5413.3 6014.3 4.6

Agricultural trade 893.5 931.3 793.5 786.4 823.4 1333.3 1137.2 1127.4 1199.3 3.4

Agricultural/Total 22.6 32.2 22.9 16.7 15.6 19.4 19.7 20.8 19.9 -1.1

Total trade -743.9 -1005.2 -368.0 666.7 538.7 1797.8 669.9 -1619.3 282.8 11.8

Agricultural trade* 73.2 141.8 -87.6 -48.2 -54.3 298.9 51.1 -263.6 28.8 -220.1

Total trade 8666.8 6785.8 7295.5 8732.7 10033.0 11937.8 10853.5 12446.0 11745.8 3.3

Agricultural trade 1713.9 1720.9 1674.6 1621.1 1701.0 2367.6 2223.4 2518.4 2369.8 3.8

Agricultural/Total 19.8 25.4 23.0 18.6 17.0 19.8 20.5 20.2 20.2 0.5

Total trade -8.6 -14.8 -5.0 7.6 5.4 15.1 6.2 -13.0 2.4

Agricultural trade 4.3 8.2 -5.2 -3.0 -3.2 12.6 2.3 -10.5 1.2

Source: CBS, Statistical Abstract, several years, and GDC.

Standardized Balance

Imports Value (Million US$ )

Exports Value (Million US$ )

Trade Balance (Million US$ )

Trade Volum (Million US$ )



 Table 2.13 - Evolution of unit values indices for Syrian agricultural exports and imports, 1995-2003

Syria 1995 1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004*

Export Unit Value Index 90 105 113 122 126 91 133 48 42 49

Import Unit Value Index 141 140 130 156 121 102 146 90 106 103

Terms of trade 0.64 0.75 0.87 0.78 1.04 0.90 0.91 0.53 0.40 0.48

Import Value Index 113 125 117 113 126 106 90 103 138 158

Export Value Index 117 135 163 145 112 96 94 155 129 148

Import Quantity Index 80 90 89 73 104 104 62 112 127 151

Export Quantity Index 127 126 142 115 89 102 69 313 297 297

Source: FAOSTAT
* Provisional data



Table 2.14 - Syrian agricultural exports values by chapter, 1995/97-2004 (Million US$, and %)

Ch No Chapter Av 95-97 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 Av 02-04 AGR

52 Cotton 227.8 297.6 184.4 299.3 285.3 291.6 286.8 271.0 283.1 2.5

1 Live Animals 64.5 50.8 55.7 101.6 36.6 351.5 223.7 268.7 281.3 22.6

10 Cereals 152.2 95.0 24.3 0.0 8.5 125.6 166.3 153.1 148.3 0.1

7
Edible Vegetables & Roots & Tubers 
(Fresh Vegetables)

177.2 249.6 221.9 137.9 144.7 132.0 123.9 102.6 119.5 -7.5

22 Beverages, Spirits and Vinegar 1.4 0.7 1.0 0.4 0.4 7.2 16.6 55.8 26.5 69.0

15
Vegetable & Animal Oils & Fats 
(Oils and Fats) 

14.2 16.3 16.2 13.6 22.2 19.4 58.7 42.3 40.1 16.9

8
Edible Fruits & Citrus & Musk 
Melon Coat (Fruits)

124.6 94.8 159.8 99.5 118.4 111.4 65.1 39.1 71.9 -15.3

9
Coffee & Tea & Mate & Spices 
(Coffee and Spices)

22.0 17.1 47.0 40.7 80.7 140.7 52.2 31.7 74.9 5.4

20
Prep. of Edible Vegetables & Plants 
& Fruits (Prep. of Vegetables and 
Fruits)

26.1 34.4 23.7 23.6 32.3 36.7 30.2 27.7 31.5 0.9

23
Residues and Waste from Food 
Industry

2.1 3.7 2.3 4.2 10.9 5.9 10.6 19.4 12.0 37.4

4
Dairy Produce; Birds  Eggs Natural 
Honey;Edible Products of Animal 
Origin  Not Elsewhere Siecified or 

6.6 7.5 3.7 7.8 7.0 13.3 17.2 17.8 16.1 15.3

41
Raw Hides and Skins (Other Than 
Fursking) and Leather

21.0 10.6 7.9 18.8 20.2 22.5 16.6 17.7 18.9 -2.4

19
Preparations of Cereals, Flour, 
Starch or Milk; Pastryccks' Products

2.0 2.1 2.4 1.9 4.5 9.1 9.2 13.4 10.6 31.6

17
Sugar & Sugar Confectionery 
(Sugar)

9.7 6.6 3.8 7.2 6.5 10.3 11.9 13.3 11.8 4.5

12
Oil Seeds & Fruits & Plants For 
Indus (Oill Seeds)

7.2 18.2 8.4 6.1 9.4 14.8 7.7 12.1 11.6 7.6

14
Vegetable Plaiting Materials; 
Vegetable Products Not Elsewhere 
Specified or Included 

7.3 5.6 5.7 7.1 14.3 10.7 7.3 8.2 8.8 1.8

11
Products of Milling Industry & Malt 
& Starches (Products of Milling 
Industry)

0.1 0.1 0.0 0.3 1.2 1.2 9.1 6.9 5.8 78.2

21 Miscellaneous Edible Preparations 0.2 0.3 1.1 0.6 2.4 3.8 4.6 6.9 5.1 68.6

5
Products of Animal Origin, Not 
Elsewhere Specified or Included

3.1 3.6 3.8 5.1 3.6 5.8 5.2 5.0 5.4 7.1

18
Cocoa and Cocoa Preparations 
(Cocoa)

7.9 2.6 1.7 2.5 3.1 4.2 4.1 4.9 4.4 -6.5

51
Wool, Fine or Coarse Animal Hair; 
Horsehair Yarn and Woven Fabric

2.0 2.7 2.2 2.0 1.9 2.2 3.8 4.1 3.4 10.6

24
Tobacco and Manufactured Tobacco 
Substitutes

5.6 3.7 5.0 1.8 2.9 2.2 2.4 2.7 2.4 -9.8

6
Other Plants; Bulbs, Roots and The 
Like;Cut Flowers and Ornamental 
Foliage

8.6 7.6 11.3 3.9 5.7 9.9 3.1 1.1 4.7 -25.4

44
Wood and Articles of Wood; Wood 
Charcoal

0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.2 0.5 0.6 0.7 0.6 -

16
Preparations of Meat, of Fish, or of 
Crustaceans, Molluscs or Other 
Aquatic Invertebrates

0.1 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.3 0.1 22.4

31 Fertilisers 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.3 0.1 -

2 Meat & Edible Meat Offal's (Meat) 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.2 0.2 0.4 0.2 0.2 0.3 25.1

3
Fish and Crustaceans, Molluscs and 
Other Aquatic Invertebrates

0.1 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.2 0.0 0.1 0.1 0.1 3.4

38 Miscellaneous Chemical Products 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.1 0.0 -

33
Essential Oils and Resinoids; 
Perfumery, Cosmetic or Toilet 
Preparations

0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.1 -

53
Other Vegetable Textile Fibres; 
Paper Yarn and Woven Fabrics of 
Paper Yarn

0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.1 0.0 0.0 38.0

45 Cork and Articles of Cork 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 -

13
Lac; Gums, Resins and Other 
Vegetable Saps and Extracts

0.0 0.0 0.1 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 -17.0

Grand Total 893.5 931.3 793.5 786.4 823.4 1333.3 1137.2 1127.4 1199.3 3.4

Source: General Department of Customs



Table 2.15 - Main Syrian agricultural exports, 1995/97-2004 (Million US$ and %)

Commodity Av 95-97 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 Av 02-04 AGR

Sheep 58.4 48.9 54.5 99.6 34.9 326.7 201.1 238.2 255.3 22.3

Cotton 210.6 273.7 155.8 198.3 204.1 201.2 139.5 165.2 168.6 -3.4

Soft and Durum Wheat 89.8 94.9 24.3 0.0 8.5 117.8 117.8 125.9 120.5 4.9

Mineral and Aerated Water with or without 
Sugar or Other Sweetening Matter or Favoured 

1.3 0.7 0.9 0.4 0.1 7.0 16.0 55.5 26.1 71.2

Olive Oil 12.0 1.3 8.6 4.6 6.1 11.5 53.2 38.0 34.2 17.9

Tomatoes 49.6 78.3 95.0 78.1 69.2 62.4 51.8 28.9 47.7 -7.4

Lentils 45.7 32.6 24.6 10.4 18.5 22.4 28.8 28.2 26.5 -6.6

Barley 62.3 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 7.6 47.9 27.1 27.5 -11.2

Cumin Seeds 18.1 11.7 21.2 34.7 74.6 131.0 42.7 24.6 66.1 4.5

Selected Fruits* 40.6 38.8 69.3 38.4 40.5 49.7 31.5 20.0 33.7 -9.7

Oil-Cake form soybean, Cotton Seeds, Olive, 
Sunflower and Maize

0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 4.6 5.1 8.9 18.1 10.7 -

Leather 5.1 3.8 1.5 3.8 0.0 20.2 15.9 16.4 17.5 18.3

Chickpeas (garbanzos) 4.2 16.2 11.9 6.0 0.7 0.4 6.3 12.8 6.5 17.5

Cotton Linters 7.2 5.6 5.7 7.1 13.6 10.6 7.2 8.1 8.6 1.7

Citrus 9.3 10.8 27.3 22.6 22.5 16.5 10.8 6.6 11.3 -4.8

Apricot and Grape Paste 12.3 15.0 9.2 7.6 10.4 11.6 7.6 5.4 8.2 -11.0

Lactic Cheese and Curd 1.7 2.0 2.1 3.1 3.8 7.4 8.7 4.4 6.9 15.0

Flour 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.9 0.5 8.4 4.0 4.3 -

Potatoes (fresh or chilled, seed, frozen) 12.3 5.8 26.6 10.2 4.6 6.0 3.1 3.2 4.1 -17.6

Fresh Grape 19.5 17.9 32.8 14.6 25.1 20.7 5.0 2.3 9.4 -26.4

Pistachios 33.3 12.4 9.6 6.5 12.4 5.8 4.5 1.8 4.1 -33.9

Others 200.4 261.2 212.3 240.4 268.1 291.0 320.6 292.5 301.4 5.6

Total Agricultural Exports 893.5 931.3 793.5 786.4 823.4 1333.3 1137.2 1127.4 1199.3 3.4

Source: GDC
*apples, cherries, apricots, pears, plums, and peaches.



 Table 2.16 - The share of Syrian Main agricultural exports, 1995/1997-2002/04, (%)

Commodity Av 95-97 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 Av 02-04 AGR

Sheep 6.5 5.3 6.9 12.7 4.2 24.5 17.7 21.1 21.3 18.3

Cotton 23.6 29.4 19.6 25.2 24.8 15.1 12.3 14.7 14.1 -6.6

Soft and Durum Wheat 10.0 10.2 3.1 0.0 1.0 8.8 10.4 11.2 10.0 1.5

Mineral and Aerated Water with or without 
Sugar or Other Sweetening Matter or 
Favoured 

0.1 0.1 0.1 0.0 0.0 0.5 1.4 4.9 2.2 65.6

Olive Oil 1.3 0.1 1.1 0.6 0.7 0.9 4.7 3.4 2.9 14.0

Tomatoes 5.5 8.4 12.0 9.9 8.4 4.7 4.6 2.6 4.0 -10.5

Lentils 5.1 3.5 3.1 1.3 2.3 1.7 2.5 2.5 2.2 -9.7

Barley 7.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.6 4.2 2.4 2.3 -14.1

Cumin Seeds 2.0 1.3 2.7 4.4 9.1 9.8 3.8 2.2 5.5 1.1

Selected Fruits* 4.5 4.2 8.7 4.9 4.9 3.7 2.8 1.8 2.8 -12.6

Oil-Cake form Soybean, cotton seeds, olive, 
sunflower and maize

0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.6 0.4 0.8 1.6 0.9 -

Leather 0.6 0.4 0.2 0.5 0.0 1.5 1.4 1.5 1.5 14.5

Chickpeas (garbanzos) 0.5 1.7 1.5 0.8 0.1 0.0 0.6 1.1 0.5 13.6

Cotton Linters 0.8 0.6 0.7 0.9 1.7 0.8 0.6 0.7 0.7 -1.7

Citrus 1.0 1.2 3.4 2.9 2.7 1.2 0.9 0.6 0.9 -7.9

Apricot and Grape Paste 1.4 1.6 1.2 1.0 1.3 0.9 0.7 0.5 0.7 -13.9

Lactic Cheese and Curd 0.2 0.2 0.3 0.4 0.5 0.6 0.8 0.4 0.6 11.3

Flour 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.1 0.0 0.7 0.4 0.4 -

Potatoes (fresh or chilled, seed, frozen) 1.4 0.6 3.3 1.3 0.6 0.4 0.3 0.3 0.3 -20.3

Fresh Grape 2.2 1.9 4.1 1.9 3.1 1.6 0.4 0.2 0.8 -28.8

Pistachios 3.7 1.3 1.2 0.8 1.5 0.4 0.4 0.2 0.3 -

Others 22.4 28.0 26.8 30.6 32.6 21.8 28.2 25.9 25.1 2.1

Total Agricultural Exports 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 0.0

Source: GDC
*apples, cherries, apricots, pears, plums, and peaches.



Table 2.17 - Syrian imports values by chapters, 1995/97-2004 (Million US$, and %)

Ch No Chapter Av 95-97 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 Av 02-04 AGR

10 Cereals 125.9 121.9 184.8 231.3 196.1 187.4 256.9 291.5 245.3 12.7

17 Sugars and Sugar Confectionery 154.7 149.8 164.4 92.9 146.1 176.5 166.8 212.2 185.1 4.6

23
Residues and Waste from the Food 
Industries; Prepared Animal 
Fodder

56.5 61.5 54.9 71.7 56.6 73.5 64.6 107.5 81.9 9.6

9 Coffee, Tea, Mate and Spices 88.6 87.4 91.1 69.3 97.1 94.9 84.2 106.4 95.2 2.7

12
Oil Seeds and Oleaginous Fruits; 
Miscellaneous Grains, Seeds and 
Fruit; Industrial or Medicinal 

30.2 48.0 54.2 65.1 67.8 75.3 90.1 102.6 89.3 19.1

15
Animal or Vegetable Fats And Oils 
And Their Cleavage Products; 
Prepared Edible Fats; Animal or 

92.9 94.5 98.2 95.7 72.5 64.7 80.0 90.0 78.2 -0.5

31 Fertilisers 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 20.8 32.5 30.5 84.1 49.0 -

4
Dairy Produce; Birds  Eggs; Natural 
Honey;Edible Products Of Animal 
Origin Not Elsewhere Specified or 

38.4 41.4 55.0 51.1 36.0 54.0 51.4 63.4 56.3 7.4

24
Tobacco And Manufactured 
Tobacco Substitutes

23.7 10.6 8.3 9.6 5.7 35.8 39.0 59.4 44.8 14.0

8
Edible Fruit And Nuts; Peel Of 
Citrus Fruit or Melons

53.7 45.7 45.7 41.8 33.6 36.4 42.2 47.5 42.0 -1.8

38 Miscellaneous Chemical Products 8.3 10.3 11.1 6.8 32.4 44.4 32.1 44.3 40.3 27.1

16
Preparations Of Meat, Of Fish, or 
Of Crustaceans, Molluscs or Other 
Aquatic Invertebrates

41.5 46.3 49.8 33.1 18.2 19.8 21.6 25.6 22.3 -6.6

7
Edible Vegetables And Certain 
Roots And Tubers

4.5 13.5 1.9 7.4 15.7 14.8 16.4 24.4 18.5 27.1

21 Miscellaneous Edible Preparations 11.0 12.6 15.3 19.3 20.3 46.3 18.7 22.9 29.3 11.1

1 Live Animals 51.9 20.6 22.2 11.8 5.9 8.3 18.6 20.4 15.8 -12.5

19
Preparations Of Cereals, Flour, 
Starch or Milk; Pastrycooks’ 
Products

3.9 3.9 4.4 6.4 9.7 13.3 10.6 12.2 12.0 17.6

33
Essential Oils And Resinoids; 
Perfumery, Cosmetic or Toilet 
Preparations

0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 9.4 8.5 9.3 12.0 9.9 219.0

52 Cotton 5.4 3.7 3.1 3.4 7.2 4.3 8.6 11.2 8.1 11.0

20
Preparations Of Vegetables, Fruit, 
Nuts or Other Parts Of Plants

1.8 2.5 3.1 1.7 3.0 6.9 7.4 9.1 7.8 26.0

18 Cocoa And Cocoa Preparations 5.7 3.7 3.4 5.6 3.7 4.6 5.9 8.8 6.4 6.3

53
Other Vegetable Textile Fibres; 
Paper Yarn And Woven Fabrics Of 
Paper Yarn

0.1 0.1 0.1 0.0 6.3 7.6 8.3 8.6 8.2 83.0

41
Raw Hides And Skins (Other Than 
Furskins) And Leather

4.6 3.5 1.8 1.9 1.5 3.7 3.3 6.1 4.3 4.2

22 Beverages, Spirits And Vinegar 3.2 1.5 2.0 1.6 1.5 2.2 2.4 5.5 3.4 8.0

11
Products Of The Milling Industry; 
Malt; Starches;Inulin; Wheat 
Gluten

6.9 2.0 2.4 2.8 3.9 2.2 3.5 4.8 3.5 -5.1

3
Fish And Crustaceans, Molluscs 
And Other Aquatic Invertebrates

0.4 0.2 0.3 0.2 0.5 0.3 0.1 2.2 0.8 27.1

51
Wool, Fine or Coarse Animal Hair; 
Horsehair Yarn And Woven Fabric

2.3 2.1 1.4 1.8 0.2 2.5 1.3 2.0 1.9 -2.4

13
Lac; Gums, Resins And Other 
Vegetable Saps And Extracts

0.7 0.8 0.6 0.8 0.8 0.9 0.7 2.0 1.2 16.0

5
Products Of Animal Origin, Not 
Elsewhere Specified or Included

0.2 0.1 0.8 0.8 0.1 0.1 0.6 1.2 0.7 29.0

44
Wood And Articles Of Wood; Wood 
Charcoal

0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 3.9 11.3 10.3 1.2 7.6 -

14
Vegetable Plaiting Materials; 
Vegetable Products Not Elsewhere 
Specified or Included 

0.7 0.8 0.5 0.5 0.6 0.9 0.5 0.9 0.8 4.1

45 Cork And Articles Of Cork 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.5 0.2 -

6
Other Plants; Bulbs, Roots And The 
Like;Cut Flowers And Ornamental 
Foliage 

0.5 0.4 0.4 0.4 0.5 0.3 0.3 0.3 0.3 -6.3

2 Meat And Edible Meat Offal 2.1 0.0 0.0 0.1 0.1 0.0 0.1 0.0 0.1 -42.2

Grand Total 820.4 789.5 881.1 834.7 877.6 1034.4 1086.1 1391.0 1170.5 7.8

Source: General Department of Customs



Table 2.18 - Main Syrian agricultural Imports, 1995/97-2004 (Million US$, and %)

Commodity Av 95-97 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 Av 02-04 AGR

Sugar 120.9 144.2 151.9 83.1 136.4 142.0 149.4 176.2 155.9 5.5

Maize 58.0 74.0 74.8 108.1 98.6 100.9 104.4 117.8 107.7 10.7

Cake of olive & Soya beans and others 37.5 50.4 40.7 59.5 42.4 55.4 48.3 93.8 65.8 14.0

Rice 67.9 47.9 50.1 57.5 72.1 49.6 59.1 83.9 64.2 3.1

Barley 0.0 0.0 59.8 62.2 21.5 31.2 61.0 69.5 53.9 -

Tea 33.7 34.5 45.2 36.7 48.3 55.7 53.6 59.2 56.2 8.4

Oil of various seeds* 25.9 21.6 26.2 24.0 24.8 32.9 53.0 58.6 48.2 12.4

Milk Powder 25.0 31.1 42.9 37.7 22.6 36.2 35.8 41.3 37.8 7.4

Soya beans 2.3 22.6 13.3 14.6 15.1 18.7 36.2 38.8 31.2 49.9

Sesame and Sunflower Seeds 14.2 7.0 15.7 21.8 28.1 24.5 24.1 30.5 26.3 11.5

Banana 23.0 20.2 24.1 22.0 19.8 20.5 22.0 25.6 22.7 1.5

Canned Fish 38.9 46.3 49.8 33.1 18.2 19.4 20.5 23.7 21.2 -6.8

Coffee 30.3 33.7 28.1 12.7 30.3 18.6 9.3 21.0 16.3 -5.1

Butter and Ghee 12.6 10.2 11.8 13.3 12.7 16.3 14.6 20.3 17.1 7.0

Mate 16.5 14.2 14.3 15.4 13.1 13.9 13.5 15.4 14.2 -1.0

Bran, Sharps and Other Residues 0.0 0.0 5.4 0.0 9.9 12.0 10.4 13.1 11.8 135.4

Margarine 47.5 46.1 40.5 61.4 32.5 14.2 11.8 12.6 12.9 -17.2

Bovine 0.5 0.1 0.0 0.0 1.2 1.0 10.5 12.5 8.0 56.7

Others 265.7 185.5 186.4 171.4 229.9 371.5 348.5 477.2 399.1 8.7

Total Agricultural Imports 820.4 789.5 881.1 834.7 877.6 1034.4 1086.1 1391.0 1170.5 7.8

Source: General Department of Customs
*Oil of sunflower, maize, palm, and Soybean



Table 2.19 - The share of Syrian Main agricultural imports, Av 1995/97-2002/04 (%)

Commodity Av 95-97 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 Av 02-04 AGR

Sugar 14.7 18.3 17.2 10.0 15.5 13.7 13.8 12.7 13.3 -2.1

Maize 7.1 9.4 8.5 13.0 11.2 9.8 9.6 8.5 9.2 2.6

Cake of olive & Soya beans others 4.6 6.4 4.6 7.1 4.8 5.4 4.4 6.7 5.6 5.7

Rice 8.3 6.1 5.7 6.9 8.2 4.8 5.4 6.0 5.5 -4.4

Barley 0.0 0.0 6.8 7.4 2.5 3.0 5.6 5.0 4.6 -

Tea 4.1 4.4 5.1 4.4 5.5 5.4 4.9 4.3 4.8 0.5

Oil of various seeds* 3.2 2.7 3.0 2.9 2.8 3.2 4.9 4.2 4.1 4.2

Milk Powder 3.0 3.9 4.9 4.5 2.6 3.5 3.3 3.0 3.2 -0.4

Soya beans 0.3 2.9 1.5 1.8 1.7 1.8 3.3 2.8 2.7 39.0

Sesame and Sunflower Seeds 1.7 0.9 1.8 2.6 3.2 2.4 2.2 2.2 2.3 3.4

Banana 2.8 2.6 2.7 2.6 2.3 2.0 2.0 1.8 1.9 -5.8

Canned Fish 4.7 5.9 5.7 4.0 2.1 1.9 1.9 1.7 1.8 -13.6

Coffee 3.7 4.3 3.2 1.5 3.5 1.8 0.9 1.5 1.4 -12.0

Butter and Ghee 1.5 1.3 1.3 1.6 1.4 1.6 1.3 1.5 1.5 -0.8

Mate 2.0 1.8 1.6 1.8 1.5 1.3 1.2 1.1 1.2 -8.2

Bran, Sharps and Other Residues 0.0 0.0 0.6 0.0 1.1 1.2 1.0 0.9 1.0 118.3

Margarine 5.8 5.8 4.6 7.4 3.7 1.4 1.1 0.9 1.1 -23.3

Bovine 0.1 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.1 0.1 1.0 0.9 0.7 45.4

Others 32.4 23.5 21.2 20.5 26.2 35.9 32.1 34.3 34.1 0.8

Total Agricultural Imports 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 0.0

Source: General Department of Customs
*Oil of sunflower, maize, palm, and Soybean



Table 3.1 - Revealed Comparative Advantage (RCA) for main Syrian agricultural exports, 1993, 2002,  2003, and 2004 (Million US$) 

Syria World Syria World Syria World Syria World

Cotton Lint 174.2 5,881.6 14.7 186.5 6,078 12.7 133.0 8,058 10.2 8.0 9,673.2 0.5

Sheep 82.6 1,121.7 36.6 319.8 1,073.4 123.7 43.2 752.2 35.4 237.0 905.4 160.8

Tomatoes 24.7 2,169.5 5.7 54.2 3,362.4 6.7 3.5 4,241.9 0.5 28.7 4,441.2 4.0

Vegetables Fresh Nes 27.2 753.5 17.9 2.0 1,213.7 0.7 1.4 1,553.4 0.5 1.3 1,632.5 0.5

Selected Fruits* 23.3 4,154.1 2.8 46.2 5,748.0 3.3 15.1 6,979.7 1.3 19.2 7,547.5 1.6

Citrus 0.04 13.9 1.3 10.6 3,793.3 1.2 6.1 4,167.4 0.9 5.5 3,957.6 0.9

Wheat 1.7 15,083.5 0.1 115.7 15,463.6 3.1 115.7 16,015.2 4.4 125.2 19,285.4 4.0

Grapes 7.4 1,662.6 2.2 18.4 2,696.0 2.8 2.6 3,134.7 0.5 2.2 3,293 0.4

Lentils 3.0 268.2 5.6 6.2 359.2 7.2 14.9 413.8 22.1 27.9 497.3 34.4

Potatoes 19.5 1,286.6 7.5 4.8 1,613.0 1.2 0.7 1,851.5 0.2 3.1 2,191 0.9

Cheese (Whole Cow Milk) 1.2 8,655.9 0.1 6.9 10,236.3 0.3 7.6 12,726.2 0.4 11.2 14,957 0.5

Cotton linters 4.6 56.2 40.7 10.2 72.1 58.9 7.8 80.8 59.1 8.0 101.5 48.5

Pistachios 34.6 613.9 28.0 4.7 695.8 2.8 5.1 963.5 3.2 1.6 941.6 1.1

Barley 13.8 2,319.8 3.0 7.5 2443.7 1.3 42.8 2931.4 9.0 26.9 3,284.1 5.0

Chickpeas 14.2 185.9 38.1 0.3 328.3 0.4 3.6 353.0 6.3 12.7 333.3 23.4

Olive oil 0.1 1,497.1 0.0 10.1 2,318.2 1.8 45.1 3,026.1 9.2 37.7 4,851.9 4.8

Value of Total Syrian Exports

Value of Total World Exports
Source: Elaboration on FAOSTAT
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Syria World Syria World Syria World Syria World Syria World Syria World Syria World Syria World 1993 2002 2003 2004

Cotton Lint 174.2 5,881.6 158,923 5,155,985 186.5 5,931.7 240,944 5,923,767 133.0 8,228 122,980 6,891,636 8.0 9,673.2 113,855 6,799,933 1.0 0.8 0.9 0.0

Sheep (head) 82.6 1,121.7 1,045,044 21,643,152 319.8 1,073.4 2,720,175 18,442,596 200.0 867.9 1,699,952 15,085,690 237.0 905.4 2,132,939 13,874,233 1.5 2.0 2.0 1.7

Tomatoes 24.7 2,169.5 64,255 2,951,351 54.2 3,362.4 198,434 4,239,198 51.5 4,288.6 217,987 4,562,869 28.7 4,441.2 259,945 4,861,840 0.5 0.3 0.3 0.1

Vegetables Fresh Nes 27.2 753.5 38,062 1,342,236 2.0 1,213.7 6,045 2,292,205 1.4 1,565 3,786 2,183,905 1.3 1,632.5 7,583 2,196,639 1.3 0.6 0.5 0.2

Selected Fruits* 23.3 4,154.1 33,118 7,178,936 46.2 5,748.0 61,246 9,392,648 15.1 6,979 28,386 10,111,536 19.2 7,547.5 46,189 10,424,915 1.2 1.2 0.8 0.6

Citrus 0.0 13.9 88 23,845 10.6 3,793.3 26,712 6,414,509 5.6 3,447 10,640 6,943,386 5.5 3,957.6 23,084 7,146,217 0.7 0.7 1.1 0.4

Wheat 1.7 15,083.5 6,639 107,523,353 115.7 15,463.6 625,717 121,370,409 115.7 16,003.8 1,200,000 110,045,599 125.2 19,285.4 700,192 118,803,692 1.8 1.5 0.7 1.1

Grapes 7.4 1,662.6 11,716 1,952,486 18.4 2,696.0 25,317 2,710,375 2.6 3,135 4,433 3,118,003 2.2 3,293 8,980 3,064,169 0.7 0.7 0.6 0.2

Lentils 3.0 268.2 7,604 693,408 6.2 359.2 10,647 1,016,900 28.7 434.7 69,728 1,040,529 27.9 497.3 71,038 1,126,595 1.0 1.6 1.0 0.9

Potatoes 19.5 1,286.6 67,365 7,595,671 4.8 1,613.0 14,697 7,994,960 0.7 1,852 3,320 9,093,217 3.1 2,191 16,620 8,959,726 1.7 1.6 1.1 0.8

Cheese (Whole Cow Milk) 1.2 8,655.9 684 2,272,009 6.9 10,236.3 2,516 3,229,395 7.6 12,743 3,231 3,563,104 11.2 14,957 6,202 3,796,562 0.5 0.9 0.7 0.5

Barley 13.8 2,319.8 156,490 17,917,673 7.5 2,443.7 89,345 22,671,017 42.8 2,931.4 499,588 22,395,910 26.9 3,284.1 194,035 23,052,375 0.7 0.8 0.7 1.0

Pistachios 34.6 613.9 9,828 171,528 4.7 695.8 3,050 214,815 5.1 963.5 3,012 268,448 1.6 941.6 1,096 235,462 1.0 0.5 0.5 0.4

Cotton linters 4.6 56.2 21,916 166,364 10.2 72.1 42,728 185,903 7.8 80.8 30,678 221,296 8.0 101.5 26,201 235,429 0.6 0.6 0.7 0.7

Chickpeas 14.2 185.9 52,509 541,589 0.3 328.3 361 735,811 3.6 333.1 8,485 785,672 12.7 333.3 29,310 680,951 0.8 2.0 1.0 0.9

Olive oil 0.1 1,497.1 85 619,043 10.1 2,318.2 4,379 1,035,045 45.1 3,026.1 23,085 1,088,702 37.7 4,851.9 22,038 1,490,539 0.7 1.0 0.7 0.5

Relative Unit Value

Source: Elaboration on FAOSTAT

2003

Value QuantityCommodity

1993 2002

Value Quantity

Table 3.2 - Relative Unit Value (RUV) for main Syrian agricultural exports, 1993, 2002, 2003, and 2004 (Million US$ an

Value Quantity

2004

Value Quantity



Table 3.3 - Market diversification for main Syrian agricultural exports, 2003 and 2004 (%)

2003 2004 2003 2004 2003 2004

Sheep 92.3 99.4 93.2 100.0 15 10

Cotton 68.3 73.0 85.5 87.4 32 38

Soft and Durum Wheat 96.4 85.1 100 99.4 6 12

Mineral and Aerated Water 99.2 99.2 99.9 99.8 21 29

Oil-Cake form Soybean, cotton seeds, 
olive, sunflower and maize

91.0 97.6 99.3 100 13 10

Olive Oil 85.5 85.7 94.9 95.4 45 43

Tomatoes 91.7 86.1 98.1 97.2 32 25

Barley 98.9 100 100 100 7 3

Cumin Seeds 52.9 55.8 74.6 75.0 57 63

Selected Fruits* 81.1 78.5 99.2 96.4 28 28

Lentils 88.7 90.6 98.8 98.6 29 36

Leather 99.8 99.1 100 100 7 9

Cotton Linters 95.5 98.9 100 100 10 7

Chickpeas (garbanzos) 98.7 83.5 99.7 98.9 22 28

Citrus 88.6 91.4 97.3 99.5 28 19

Lactic Cheese and Curd 97.9 95.4 99.9 99.6 17 17

Flour 100 100 100 100 3 3

Apricot and grape paste (Kemeradin) 89.2 92.5 97.8 98.0 31 26

Fresh Grape 89.2 90.9 99.7 99.4 21 17

Pistachios 96.2 92.5 99.9 99.2 18 17

Potatoes (fresh or chilled, seed, frozen) 80.8 83.3 98.7 99.8 23 15

Average 89.6 89.5 97.0 97.3 - -

Source: General Department of Customs
*Apple, apricots, cherries, pears, plums, and peaches

Exported Commodities
Share of Top 5 Share of Top 10 Partners Number



Table 3.4 - Market diversification for main Syrian agricultural imports 2003 and 2004 (%)

2003 2004 2003 2004 2003 2004

Sugar 91.1 97.4 100.0 99.5 11 13

Maize 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 6 5

Barley 99.7 100.0 100.0 100.0 8 5

Rice 94.9 93.3 99.9 99.8 13 16

Tea 99.2 97.9 99.87 99.80 17 13

Oil of various seeds* 88.6 89.0 97.0 98.5 21 17

Cake of olive& Soybean others 100.0 99.9 100.0 100.0 2 6

Soybean 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 3 3

Milk Powder 80.3 81.0 93.2 92.7 21 21

Banana 94.8 95.4 99.5 99.9 11 14

Canned Fish 99.8 96.9 100.0 99.6 7 13

Sesamum and Sunflower Seeds 90.9 92.0 99.7 99.0 13 16

Mate 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 3 2

Margarin 99.6 99.96 100.0 100.0 8 7

Bovin 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 4 3

Bran, Sharps and Other Residues 100.0 99.8 100.0 100.0 2 6

Butter and Ghee 80.1 84.0 97.7 98.4 14 14

Coffee 93.2 98.7 98.0 99.9 20 11

Average 95.1 95.8 99.2 99.3 - -

Source: General Department of Customs
*Palm, soybean, maize, and sunflower seed

Imported Commodities
Share of Top 5 Share of Top 10 Partners Number



Table 3.5 - The Commodity Balance for main Syrian agricultural exports and imports, 2004 (Tons)  

Commodity Production Imports Exports
Apparent 

Consumption
Self Sufficiency

All Wheat 4,537,459 142,521 700,193 3,979,787 114.0

Barley 527,193 624,727 194,125 957,795 55.0

Lentils 125,300 906 71,459 54,747 228.9

Chickpeas 45,258 7,829 12,745 40,342 112.2

Cumin Seeds 21,776 51 31,130 -9,303 -234.1

All Maize 210,166 855,778 19 1,065,925 19.7

Cotton 1,029,232 0 113,923 915,309 112.4

Sheep* 878,261 4,595 93,850 789,006 111.3

Sesame Seeds 4,433 42,256 24 46,665 9.5

Row Tobacco 25,942 324 1,806 24,460 106.1

Sunflower seeds 12,085 5,466 3,507 14,044 86.0

Tomatoes 558,762 14,797 260,310 313,249 178.4

Watermelon 812,079 6,886 9,284 809,681 100.3

Muskmelon 101,930 39 17,330 84,639 120.4

Potatoes 541,743 21,649 16,798 546,594 99.1

Soybean 3,698 139,370 21 143,046 2.6

Olive 1,027,166 68 566 1,026,668 100.0

Grapes 242,746 565 9,076 234,235 103.6

Apricote 75,674 73 4,462 71,284 106.2

Apples 358,165 255 28,307 330,113 108.5

Pears 20,511 2,589 4,701 18,399 111.5

Plums 20,045 502 3,851 16,696 120.1

Cherries 35,358 41 4,925 30,474 116.0

Peaches 27,363 2,824 1,394 28,793 95.0

Shelled Pistachio 0 2,194 33 2,161 0.0

Unshelled Pistachio 21,183 0 1,250 19,933 106.3

Citrus 844,095 18,902 27,913 835,084 101.1

Sugar 106,960 663,374 6,757 763,577 14.0

Coffee 0 18,777 0 18,777 0.0

Tea 0 30,683 0 30,683 0.0

Banana 1,341 94,332 0 95,673 1.4

Milk Powder 0 14,645 49 14,596 0.0

Fresh Milk 661,991 0 0 661,991 100.0

Anis Seeds 2,303 0 3,181 -878 -262.3

Olive oil 201,964 65 22,144 179,885 112.3

Rice 0 237,897 0 237,897 0.0

Mate 0 19,971 0 19,971 0.0
Source: General Department of Customs and MAAR annual abstract.
* Sheep production was calculated by multiplying the number of heads with 50 kg as an average weight 



 Table 3.6 - Sheep

Ton Million US$

Av 95-97 18,201 58.4 3,206.1

Av 02-04 90,419 255.3 2,823.9

2000 42,308 99.6 2,354.9

2001 12,489 34.9 2,793.1

2002 109,410 326.7 2,985.6

2003 67,998 201.1 2,957.7

2004 93,850 238.2 2,538.5

Source: General Department of Customs

 Table 3.7 - Cotton, not Carded or Combed

Ton Million US$

Av 95-97 116,338 210.6 1,810.6

Av 02-04 165,443 168.7 1,019.5

2000 201,352 198.1 984.0

2001 187,069 204.2 1,091.3

2002 254,784 201.2 789.5

2003 127,623 139.5 1,093.3

2004 113,923 165.3 1,451.0

Source: General Department of Customs

*All EU 47.8%

Years
Exports Unit value 

US$/Ton
Main destination Countries (%)

S. Arabia 43.0, Kuwait 30.0, Qatar 13.3, Turkey 12.4

S. Arabia 73.5, Kuwait 9.1, Lebanon 8.4, Qatar 7.4

S. Arabia 75.7, Qatar 14.6, Kuwait 9.3

S. Arabia 73.9, Qatar 24.5, Kuwait 1.5

S. Arabia 77.6, Kuwait 12.1, Qatar 7, Lebanon 1.7

S. Arabia 67.4, Lebanon 18.1, Qatar 8, Kuwait 4.1, Jordan 1.4 

S. Arabia 72.9, Lebanon 9.3, Kuwait 9.1, Qatar 7.6

Years
Exports Unit value 

US$/Ton
Main destination Countries (%)

Italy 15.6, Pakistan 13.6, Thailand12.2, Turkey 11.1, Indonesia 7.3, Belgium 6.3, 
India 5

Turkey 36.7, Italy 15.1, Indonesia 6.6, Belgium 5.2, Thailand 4.8, Pakistan 4.3, 
Japan 4.1

Pakistan 20.0, Turkey 19.4, Italy 15.7, China 11.7, Indonesia 6.2, South Korea 3.9, 
Egypt 3.7, Bangladesh 3.1, Tunisia 2.1

Italy 23.8, Turkey 10.1, Spain 9.6, Morocco 8.0, Indonesia 7.0, Algeria 5.8, France 
5.3, Portugal 4.5, Tunisia 4.4, Taiwan 3.8, Thailand 3.7

Turkey 20.8, Italy 15.4, Pakistan 13.1, Indonesia 6.8, Thailand 6.4, China 5.2, 
Belgium 4.3, India 3.1, Bangladesh 2.4, Japan 2.4, Tunisia 2.2

Turkey 29, Italy 13.8, Indonesia 6.1, Thailand 5.6, Algeria 5.6, Japan 5.3

Turkey 18, Italy 10, Indonesia 8, Thailand 5, Belgium 5, Pakistan 3



Table 3.8 - Tomatoes

Ton Million US$

Av 95-97 88,044 49.6 563.0 S. Arabia 74.4, Qatar 14.6, Kuwait 3.4, Jordan 2.8, Lebanon 2.8  

Av 02-04 232,224 47.7 205.4

2000 189,648 78.1 411.9 S. Arabia 69.4,  Russian Fed. 10.2, UAE 7.3, Kuwait 4.9

2001 168,137 69.2 411.7 S. Arabia 82.8,  Russian Fed. 3.5, UAE 5, Kuwait 4.5

2002 218,377 62.4 285.7 S. Arabia 71.5, EU 8.7, UAE 6.6, Kuwait 5.3, Russian Fed 2.6

2003 217,987 51.8 237.7 S. Arabia 69.3, Romania 6.8, Kuwait 6.5, UAE 6.0, Russian Fed 3.1, Qatar 2.0

2004 260,310 28.9 110.9

Source: General Department of Customs

Table 3.9 - Cumin Seeds

Ton Million US$

Av 95-97 13,392 18.1 1,352.2

Av 02-04 36,362 66.1 1,817.8

2000 20,810 34.7 1,665.5 UAE 17.4, USA 16.3, Brazil 10.9, EU 10.1, S. Arabia 6.2,  Morocco 2.8, Mexico 2.9

2001 24,536 74.6 3,039.2 UAE 22.4, USA 11, S. Arabia 8.8, EU 7.8, Brazil 5.4,  Morocco 5.2, Mexico 5.2

2002 46,332 131.0 2,828.2

2003 31,623 42.7 1,349.5

2004 31,130 24.6 789.8

Source: General Department of Customs

Years
Exports Unit value 

US$/Ton
Main destination Countries (%)

Years
Exports Unit value 

US$/Ton
Main destination Countries (%)

UAE 19.2, S. Arabia 10, Malaysia 9.8, EU 9.7, USA 8.3, Mexico 7.4, Egypt 5.1, Brazil 4.4, 
Morocco 3.6
USA 14.3, EU 11.8, S. Arabia 11.3, Egypt 11.0, UAE 9.2, Brazil 7.1, Mexico 5.0, Morocco 4.9, 
Malaysia 4.3, Peru 3.9, Algeria 3.7 

UAE 18.2, EU 12.2, USA 11.2, Brazil 11.1, Saudi Arabia 10.1, Egypt 5.2, Morocco 5.0, Algeria 
4.3, Malaysia 3.8, Ecuador 3.0 

S. Arabia 67.2, EU 6.0, Kuwait 5.9, UAE 5.6, Romania 2.9, Russian Fed 2.2, Qatar 2.0

S. Arabia 54.1, EU 9.6, Ukraine 8.8, Lebanon 7.7, Kuwait 6.0, UAE 2.9, Turkey 2.5, Iraq 2.3, 
Qatar 1.9

USA 13.0, Brazil 12.6, S. Arabia 11.8, EU 9.3, UAE 7.2, Colombia 6.7, Bangladesh 6.5, Malaysia 
4.4, Mexico 4.1, Morocco 4, Niger 4.0

UAE 16.9, EU 10.4, Saudi Arabia 10.3, USA 10.0, Malaysia 7.9, Egypt 6.4, Mexico 6.2, Brazil 
5.8, Morocco 4.0, Algeria 3.5 



Table 3.10 - Soft and Drum Wheat

Ton Million US$

Av 95-97 407,376 89.8 220.4 Algeria 53.4, Tunisia 8.2, EU* 7.2, Turkey 6.3, Iraq 5.2, Libya 5.1, South Korea 4.5

Av 02-04 664,663 120.5 181.3 Algeria 49.5, Egypt 19.2, Iraq 9.4, South Korea 4.6, Italy 4.0, Jordan 3.9

2000 0 0.0 0.0

2001 35,615 8.5 237.9 Algeria 60.5, Armenia 39.4, S. Arabia 0.1, UAE 0.1

2002 626,218 117.8 188.2 Algeria 82.4, South Korea 13.4, Egypt 4.1, Jordan 0.1

2003 667,580 117.8 176.5 Algeria 54.2, Egypt 21.0, Italy 8.9, Iraq 7.9, Yemen 4.4, Ukraine 3.6

2004 700,193 125.9 179.8 Egypt 31.7, Iraq 19.6, Algeria 14.2, Jordan 11.1, Lebanon 8.4, North Korea 4.6

Source: General Department of Customs
* Italy 5.3, Germany 1.5, and Other EU members 0.4

Table 3.11 - Selected Fruits (apple, apricots, cherries, pears, plums, and peaches)

Ton Million US$

Av 95-97 28,919 40.6 1,405.5 S. Arabia 59.3, Kuwait 16.8, UAE 11.5, Bahrain 5.8, Egypt 2.4

Av 02-04 53,467 33.7 630.9 S. Arabia 47.0, Jordan 11.1, Egypt 8.9, UAE 6.9, Kuwait 6.7, Lebanon 6.2
2000 53,108 38.4 722.8 S. Arabia 54.0, Egypt 15.1, UAE 9.1, Kuwait 8.3, Lebanon 4.2

2001 50,260 40.5 805.9 S. Arabia 58.6, UAE 9.3, Egypt 8.5, Kuwait 7.8, Jordan 5.9, Qatar 3.0

2002 65,093 49.7 764.0 S. Arabia 56.5, UAE 8.6, Kuwait 8.0, Jordan 6.2, Egypt 5.7, Lebanon4.8, Qatar 3.7

2003 47,666 31.5 660.8 S. Arabia 47.3, Jordan 11.7, Lebanon 8.6, Egypt 7.2, Kuwait 6.3, UAE 6.1, Russian Fed 5.3

2004 47,641 20.0 419.2 S. Arabia 22.8, Jordan 22.2, Egypt 19.4, Libya 7.8, Lebanon 6.3, Russian Fed 6.2

Years
Exports Unit value 

US$/Ton
Main destination Countries (%)

Years
Exports

Unit value 
US$/Ton

Main destination Countries (%)



Table 3.12 - Citrus (Orange, Lemon, and Mandarin) 

Ton Million US$

Av 95-97 12,056 9.3 769.7 S. Arabia 27.4, UAE 15.9, Kuwait 14.6, Oman 13.5, Russian Fed 8.6, Qatar 6.8, Jordan 6.5

Av 02-04 31,877 11.3 354.0 S. Arabia 34.7, Jordan 32.4, Kuwait 12.0, UAE 5.9, Qatar 5.0, Lebanon 3.2

2000 39,021 22.6 580.0 S. Arabia 69.5, Kuwait 9.3, UAE 9.1, Qatar 3.1, Oman 3.0, Bahrain 2.9

2001 44,916 22.5 501.6 S. Arabia 54.5, Jordan 15.4, Kuwait 11.8, UAE 7.0, Qatar 5.1

2002 38,792 16.5 424.6 S. Arabia 44.5, Jordan 25.6, Kuwait 11.4, UAE 7.4, Qatar 5.5

2003 28,927 10.8 372.2 Jordan 34.9, S. Arabia 27.8, Kuwait 15.3, Qatar 5.7, UAE 4.9, Lebanon 2.2, Romania 1.9

2004 27,913 6.6 237.0 Jordan 45.2, S. Arabia 21.3, Lebanon 10.6, Kuwait 8.0, Iraq 6.3, UAE 3.7, Qatar 2.7

Source: General Department of Customs

Table 3.13 - Lentils*

Ton Million US$

Av 95-97 106,808 45.7 427.5 Turkey 28.7, India 20.6, Iraq 9.4, Egypt 7.5, Jordan 5.3, S. Arabia 4.9, Lebanon 4.3

Av 02-04 59,785 26.5 442.5 Egypt 33.5, Iraq 20.3, S. Arabia 16.9, Jordan 8.6, Turkey 5.8, Bangladesh 5.8

2000 16,457 10.4 629.9 Turkey 53.2, S. Arabia 26.2, Jordan 9.1, Lebanon 7.1, Egypt 2.1

2001 30,904 18.5 599.8 Other Countries** 57.2, S. Arabia 18.0, Jordan 11.7, Egypt 5.3, Lebanon 4.5

2002 38,168 22.4 585.6 Iraq 65.7, S. Arabia 12.8, Jordan 8.6, Other Countries* 5.2, Lebanon 3.1, Turkey 2.2

2003 69,728 28.8 413.1 Egypt 40.3, S. Arabia 15.9, Bangladesh 13.5, Turkey 9.9, Jordan 9.0, Iraq 4.6

2004 71,459 28.2 394.8 Egypt 52.8, S. Arabia 21.1, Jordan 8.2, Turkey 4.5, Lebanon 4.1, Sudan 2.6

Source: General Department of Customs

*Including lentils for seed
** As mentioned in GDC database

Years
Exports Unit value 

US$/Ton
Main destination Countries (%)

Years
Exports Unit value 

US$/Ton
Main destination Countries (%)



Table 3.14 - Olive Oil

Ton Million US$

Av 95-97 4,413 12.0 2,729.7 Lebanon 46.9, EU* 34.7, S. Arabia 7.5. Kuwait 3.4, Turkey 2.2

Av 02-04 18,906 34.2 1,811.2 EU 51.6, Switzerland 16.2, S. Arabia 10.5, Syrian Free Zone 4.0, Turkey 3.5, Kuwait 3.4

2000 1,598 4.6 2,870.3 Turkey 37.7, S. Arabia 23.7, USA 9.1, UAE 7.9, Kuwait 6.2, Canada 3.6, Lebanon 2.3, 

2001 2,205 6.1 2,783.0 S. Arabia 51.8,  Kuwait 12.7, Turkey 9.6, UAE 5.5, USA 3.3, Canada 2.4 

2002 4,837 11.5 2,381.0 S. Arabia 33.4, Turkey 21.2, Switzerland 9.7, Kuwait 9.5, EU 5.5, UAE 4.4

2003 29,739 53.2 1,788.1 EU** 61.4, Switzerland 17.5, S. Arabia 6.9, Kuwait 2.4, Turkey 2.1

2004 22,144 38.0 1,717.8 EU*** 51.9, Switzerland 16.2, Syrian Free Zone 9.5, S. Arabia 8.5, USA 3.3

Source: General Department of Customs
* Spain 30.1, Italy 3.4, and Others 1.2
** Italy 49.4, Spain 9.5, France 2.4, and other Eu members 0.1
*** Italy 43.4, Spain 8.1, and others 0.4

Table 3.15 - Mineral and Aerated Water 

Ton Million US$

Av 95-97 2,326 1.3 553.9 Libya 39.9, Ukraine 12.9, Belarus 7.8, Egypt 7.6, S. arabia 4.8, Netherland 4.3

Av 02-04 118,557 26.1 220.5 Iraq 66.8, Jordan 28.9, Lebanon 2.6, S. Arabia 0.4

2000 651 0.4 582.6 Libya 38.6, Gambia 17.0, Egypt 15.8, Jordan 12.3, Zambia 4.8, UAE 3.1, Sudan 2.3

2001 362 0.1 394.2 S. arabia 40.7, Libya 33.8, Jordan 18.5, Lebanon 2.7, UAE 2.0

2002 24,164 7.0 288.1 Jordan 81.8, Lebanon 14. Bahrain 1.7

2003 65,989 16.0 241.9 Iraq 47.4, Jordan 46.5, Lebanon 4.1

2004 265,519 55.5 209.1 Iraq 80.7, Jordan 17.1, Lebanon 0.7

Source: General Department of Customs

Years
Exports Unit value 

US$/Ton
Main destination Countries (%)

Years
Exports Unit value 

US$/Ton
Main destination Countries (%)



Table 3.16 - Chickpeas

Ton Million US$

Av 95-97 4,467 4.2 930.0 Lebanon 44.4, S. Arabia 21.0, Jordan 13.6, UAE 6.8, Spain 5.4, Kuwait 3.4

Av 02-04 12,745 6.5 511.9 Jordan 59.5, Egypt 11.0, Lebanon 6.7, S. Arabia 5.8, Tunisia 4.0, UAE 3.5, Iraq 3.4

2000 7,533 6.0 795.3 Jordan 66.1, S. Arabia 21.6, Lebanon 8.4, Kuwait 1.8, UAE 1.7

2001 1,067 0.7 702.1 S. Arabia 52.1, Jordan 41.2, UAE 5.9

2002 460 0.4 907.9 Jordan 57.2, Lebanon 16.4, Italy 11.4, UAE 7.0, Kuwait 3.4, S. Arabia 2.8

2003 8,316 6.3 760.3 Jordan 77.3, Egypt 6.8, S. Arabia 6.1, Lebanon 4.3, UAE 4.1

2004 29,459 12.8 435.6 Jordan 50.8, Egypt 13.5, Lebanon 7.6, Tunisia 5.9, S. Arabia 5.8. Iraq 5.2

Source: General Department of Customs

Table 3.17 - Barley

Ton Million US$

Av 95-97 482,466 62.3 129.1 Jordan 87.5, Tunisia 3.4, Morocco 2.8, Lebanon 1.7, S. Arabia 1.0

Av 02-04 276,378 27.5 99.6 Jordan 81.2, Algeria 9.9, Cyprus 4.4, S. Arabia 2.5, Lebanon 1.4

2000 0 0.0 0.0

2001 0 0.0 0.0

2002 89,345 7.6 85.2 Algeria 75.7, Jordan 24.3

2003 545,665 47.9 87.7 Jordan 79.6, Cyprus 7.5, Algeria 5.1, S. Arabia 4.3, Lebanon 2.4, Libya 1.1

2004 194,125 27.1 139.6 Jordan 99.9, Iraq 0.1

Source: General Department of Customs

Years
Exports Unit value 

US$/Ton
Main destination Countries (%)

Years
Exports Unit value 

US$/Ton
Main destination Countries (%)



Table 3.18 - Leather

Ton Million US$

Av 95-97 1,636.4 5.1 3,089.2 Italy 79.8, Turkey 17.6, South Korea 1.7, North Korea 0.5

Av 02-04 6,484.3 17.5 2,701.2 Italy 96.3, China 0.9, Turkey 0.9, India 0.4, South Korea 0.4

2000 1,477.7 3.8 2,592.0 Italy 98.8, India 1.2

2001 0.0 0.0 0.0

2002 7,137.7 20.2 2,837.0 Italy 96.8, Turkey 1.2, India 0.9

2003 6,568.8 15.9 2,418.0 Italy 98.0, Turkey 0.8

2004 5,746.4 16.4 2,856.2 Italy 94.1, China 3.0, Egypt 0.9, Turkey 0.6

Source: General Department of Customs

Table 3.19 - Cotton linters

Ton Million US$

Av 95-97 14,400 7.2 500.8 Japan 43.2, Germany 38.5, S. Arabia 12.4, Italy 3.5, China 1.7

Av 01-03 34,044 8.6 253.3 Germany 63.8, Japan 20.6, China 5.0, S. Arabia 4.2, Egypt 3.7

2000 27,302 7.1 259.1 Germany 39.8, Japan 14.6, Sweden 16.2, USA 13.5, Turkey 6.9, S. Arabia 3.4

2001 35,490 13.6 384.4 Germany 43.5, Japan 28.9, Belgium 11, Tunisia 4.3, USA 3.9, Egypt 2.5

2002 44,077 10.6 240.8 Germany 62.9, Japan 25.5, Egypt 4.5, S. Arabia 3.8

2003 31,804 7.2 225.5 Germany 63.7, Japan 17.9, S. Arabia 5.6, Egypt 4.3, China 4.1, USA 2.9

2004 26,252 8.1 308.1 Germany 65.2, Japan 16.7, China 11.2, S. Arabia 3.5, Egypt 2.2

Source: General Department of Customs

Years
Exports Unit value 

US$/Ton
Main destination Countries (%)

Years
Exports Unit value 

US$/Ton
Main destination Countries (%)



Table 3.20 - Cake of Cotton, Olive, and Other Oil Seeds

Ton Million US$

Av 95-97 0 0.0 -

Av 02-04 92,078 10.7 116.5 Iraq 31.7, Turkey 28.5, Lebanon 22.1, S. Arabia 7.4, Egypt 4.0, Jordan 2.2

2000 0 0.0 -

2001 34,991 4.6 131.9 Lebanon 56.8, Egypt, Turkey 9.8, Jordan 4.9, S. Arabia 2.7

2002 60,760 5.1 84.5 Lebanon 42.0, Turkey 30.7, S. Arabia 25.0, Malta 1.5

2003 87,899 8.9 101.7 Iraq 32.1, Lebanon 22.2, Turkey 20.4, S. Arabia 9.5, Jordan 6.8, Egypt 3.3

2004 127,576 18.1 141.9 Iraq 40.4, Turkey 31.9, Lebanon 16.4, Egypt 5.5, Italy 3.3

Source: General Department of Customs

Table 3.21 - Apricot and Grape Paste (Kemeradin)

Ton Million US$

Av 95-97 7,379 12.3 1,666.6 Egypt 53.4, S. Arabia 21.9, Lebanon 5.1, Kuwait 4.9, Jordan 4.0, UAE 3.4

Av 02-04 9,511 8.2 862.9 Egypt 50.7, S. Arabia 21.5, Jordan 8.1, Kuwait 4.8, UAE 4.0

2000 6,446 7.6 1,173.7 Egypt 46.8, S. Arabia 29.7, Kuwait 6, Jordan 4, UAE 3.6, Turkey 3.2

2001 9,236 10.4 1,125.0 Egypt 57.7, S. Arabia 14.9, Lebanon 6.5, Jordan 4.5, Madagascar 4, Kuwait 3.8, UAE 3.5

2002 11,304 11.6 1,024.5 Egypt 41.6, S. Arabia 28.1, Jordan 8.6, Kuwait 5.5, Iraq 3.8, UAE 3.6

2003 10,178 7.6 747.0 Egypt 55.8, S. Arabia 16.4, Jordan 8.9, UAE 4.6, Kuwait 3.6, Gambia 3.4 

2004 7,051 5.4 771.3 Egypt 63.2, S. Arabia 14.5, Jordan 5.9, Kuwait 5.2, UAE 3.7

Source: General Department of Customs

Years
Exports Unit value 

US$/Ton
Main destination Countries (%)

Years
Exports Unit value 

US$/Ton
Main destination Countries (%)



Table 3.22 - Fresh Grapes

Ton Million US$

Av 95-97 18,079 19.5 1,076.0 S. Arabia 42.8, UAE 28.8, Kuwait 15.8, Bahrain 6.6, Qatar 2.7

Av 02-04 16,700 9.4 559.9 S. Arabia 34.5, UAE 20.3, Jordan 16.2, Kuwait 13.4, Oman 6.4, Qatar 4.4, Bahrain 3.5

2000 21,205 14.6 690.0 S. Arabia 43.1, UAE 22.4, Kuwait 13, Jordan 6.9

2001 30,475 25.1 823.9 S. Arabia 43.9, UAE 25.4, Kuwait 13.2, Jordan 6.5

2002 28,003 20.7 740.6 S. Arabia 36.2, UAE 20.3, Jordan 14.8, Kuwait 13

2003 13,022 5.0 386.7 S. Arabia 27.8, Jordan 23.7, UAE 19.4, Kuwait 13.5, Qatar 4.8, Russian Fed 3.9

2004 9,076 2.3 251.1 S. Arabia 33.3, UAE 22.5, Kuwait 16.4, Jordan 12.3, Oman 6.4, Qatar 4.2, Bahrain 3.5

Source: General Department of Customs

Table 3.23 - Cheese and Curd

Ton Million US$

Av 95-97 584 1.7 2,855.9 Lebanon 54.5, Kuwait 22.9, S. Arabia 12.1, UAE 7.4, Qatar 1.5

Av 02-04 3,216 6.9 2,130.3 Lebanon 69.4, Kuwait 9.0, UAE 8.8, S. Arabia 8.3, Jordan 1.3

2000 1,005 3.1 3,101.8 Lebanon 72.7, S. Arabia 13.6, UAE 5.4, Kuwait 3.7, Qatar 2.1

2001 1,307 3.8 2,933.0 Lebanon 77.0, S. Arabia 12.6, UAE 4.8, Kuwait 2.2

2002 2,749 7.4 2,708.6 Lebanon 67.8, Kuwait 12.0, UAE 10.1, S. Arabia 7.2, Qatar 1.2 

2003 3,975 8.7 2,180.8 Lebanon 77.9, UAE 7.4, S. Arabia 6.7, Kuwait 4.7, Qatar 1.1

2004 2,925 4.4 1,518.2 Lebanon 55.4, S. Arabia 13.5, Kuwait 12.3, UAE 9.1, Jordan 5.1

Source: General Department of Customs

Years
Exports Unit value 

US$/Ton
Main destination Countries (%)

Years
Exports Unit value 

US$/Ton
Main destination Countries (%)



Table 3.24 - Shelled and Unshelled Pistachio

Ton Million US$

Av 95-97 8,737 33.3 3,810.8 Lebanon 97.2, UAE 0.5, Bahrain 0.5

Av 02-04 2,662 4.1 1,525.5 Lebanon 78.4, Jordan 4.6, UAE 4.0, Greece 2.4, S. Arabia 2.2, Kuwait 2.0

2000 3,673 6.5 1,777.1 Lebanon 91.9, Bahrain 2.0, Jordan 1.8, S. Arabia 1.5

2001 10,273 12.4 1,203.9 Lebanon 92.7, Kuwait 2.8, UAE 2.0

2002 3,787 5.8 1,543.9 Lebanon 79.4, UAE 6.9, S. Arabia 3.3, Kuwait 3.2, Bahrain 3.1, Qatar 3.1

2003 2,917 4.5 1,546.4 Lebanon 79.4, Jordan 10.7, Greece 3.9, UAE 1.1, Sweden 1.1

2004 1,283 1.8 1,423.7 Lebanon 72.7, Egypt 7.4, Greece 6.4, Jordan 4.2, UAE 1.9

Source: General Department of Customs

Table 3.25 - Potatoes

Ton Million US$

Av 95-97 26,961 12.3 457.2 UAE 34.5, Lebanon 26.7, Kuwait 14.3, S. Arabia 6.7, Bahrain 5.7  

Av 02-04 17,175 4.1 238.6 Kuwait 18.8, Iraq 18.5, UAE 17.0, S. Arabia 13.9, Greece 6.8, Oman 6.7, Qatar 5.0

2000 23,259 10.2 438.8 Greece 54.4, UAE 14.2, Kuwait 7.5, S. Arabia 7.2, Germany 6.9, Oman 4.4

2001 11,629 4.6 395.2 UAE 24.7, Greece 20.6, Kuwait 16.0, S. Arabia 14.1, Germany 7.1, Qatar 5.9, Oman 5.0

2002 17,634 6.0 339.6 UAE 22.4, S. Arabia 16.8, Kuwait 16.7, Greece 13.3, Oman 8.0

2003 17,094 3.1 183.2 Kuwait 25.5, Iraq 21.4, UAE 15.8, S. Arabia 11.3, Jordan 6.8, Oman 5.3, Lebanon 4.6

2004 16,798 3.2 189.2 Iraq 37.7, Kuwait 16.0, S. Arabia 11.1, Lebanon 10.4, UAE 8.0, Oman 5.0, Qatar 4.7

Source: General Department of Customs

Years
Exports Unit value 

US$/Ton
Main destination Countries (%)

Years
Exports Unit value 

US$/Ton
Main destination Countries (%)



 Table 3.26 - Sugar

Ton Million US$

Av 95-97 330,532 120.9 365.6 Belgium 38.7, France 21.9, Germany 18.6, Spain 5.6, Brazil 5.0

Av 02-04 623,849 155.9 249.9 European Market 47.7, Brazil 21.3, France 10.8, Thailand 6.5, Belgium 3.6

2000 407,633 83.1 203.9 France 34.9, Belgium 28.1, Spain 9.2, Turkey 8.5, Mexico 7.2, Germany 6.3, Italy 5.2

2001 527,664 136.4 258.6 Belgium 35.3, Turkey 23.9, France 22.1, Brazil 5.2, Netherland 3.8, Spain 3.4, Italy 3.0

2002 592,537 142.0 239.7 European Market 43.4, Brazil 22.5, Mexico 8.3, France 8.2, Belgium 4.0, Thailand 3.6

2003 615,638 149.4 242.7 European Market 42.8, France 16.9, Thailand 16.8, S. Africa 7.3, Brazil 7.2, Belgium 5.9

2004 663,374 176.2 265.6 European Market 55.4, Brazil 32.3, France 7.7, Belgium 1.4

Source: General Department of Customs

*EU's share was: 87.5%, 64.2%, 84.3%, 70.2%, 58.2%, 68.5%, 65.6 respectively 

Table 3.27 - Maize

Ton Million US$

Av 95-97 397,398 57.8 145.5 USA 71.5, Argentina 18.4, Brazil 4.4, Romania 2.9, Greece 1.2

Av 02-04 889,641 107.6 121.0 USA 77.5, Argentina 20.1, Ukraine 0.9, EU market 0.9

2000 951,006 107.9 113.5 USA 77.9, Argentina 14.1, Romania 2.0, Uruguay 1.7, Bulgaria 1.7

2001 894,221 98.5 110.1 USA 74.4, Argentina 24.7, Brazil 0.9

2002 898,907 100.8 112.1 USA 84.1, Argentina 11.7, European Market 2.8, Bulgaria 1.2

2003 914,259 104.3 114.0 USA 63.9, Argentina 33.1, Ukraine 2.4

2004 855,757 117.8 137.7 USA 83.9, Argentina 15.7, Ukraine 0.3, Iraq 0.1

Source: General Department of Customs

Years
Imports Unit value 

US$/Ton
Main destination Countries (%)

Years
Imports Unit value 

US$/Ton
Main destination Countries (%)



Table 3.28 - Barley

Ton Million US$

Av 95-97 0 0.0 0.0

Av 02-04 531,341 53.9 101.5 Iraq 40.8, Ukraine 22.3, Other Countries* 19.8, Russian Fed 7.4, Bulgaria 4.5

2000 588,364 62.2 105.7 France 27.6, Germany 19.9, Ukraine 19.5, Turkey 12.8, Austria 8.4, Russian Fed 4.3

2001 344,779 21.5 62.4 Other Countries* 80.5, Russian Fed 8.4, Turkey 5.1, Ukraine 4.3

2002 368,018 31.2 84.8 Other Countries* 44.9, Russian Fed 34.9, Ukraine 7.8, Turkey 7.2, Bulgaria 4.6

2003 601,277 61.0 101.5 Iraq 60.9, Other Countries* 28.7, Germany 5.5, Turkey 2.6

2004 624,727 69.5 111.2 Ukraine 48.5, Iraq 41.3, Bulgaria 8.4, Ecuador 1.1

Source: General Department of Customs

* As it as mentioned in GDC data

Table 3.29 - Pulps, Cakes and Extraction Residues of Olive, Soybean, and Other Vegetable Oils 

Ton Million US$

Av 95-97 122,964 37.5 304.8 Argentina 87.1, USA 9.8, S. Arabia 1.1

Av 02-04 308,519 65.8 213.4 Argentina 94.6, USA 4.1, Lebanon 0.6, Brazil 0.3

2000 238,456 59.5 249.3 Argentina 63.9, USA 35.3, Haiti 0.7

2001 239,466 42.4 177.0 Argentina 81.4, USA 18.0

2002 319,688 55.4 173.3 Argentina 90.2, USA 7.5, Lebanon 1.5, Netherland 0.8

2003 256,559 48.3 188.3 Argentina 99.3, Lebanon 0.7

2004 349,309 93.8 268.5 Argentina 94.8, USA 4.1, Brazil 0.7

Source: General Department of Customs

Years
Imports Unit value 

US$/Ton
Main destination Countries (%)

Years
Imports Unit value 

US$/Ton
Main destination Countries (%)



Table 3.30 - Milled Paddy and Husked Rice

Ton Million US$

Av 95-97 162,518 67.9 417.7 Egypt 28.7, Thailand 27.8, USA 15.0, India 10.2, Viet Nam 6.8, Australia 3.4, Italy 3.3

Av 02-04 203,918 64.2 314.9 Egypt 62.9, Thailand 20.4, Australia 4.6, Spain 3.5

2000 161,662 57.5 355.8 Egypt 53.0, Thailand 16.2, Australia 15.9, Italy 5.8, Spain 5.1

2001 281,832 72.1 255.8 Egypt 36.2, Thailand 35.3, Australia 11.3, USA 10.6, China 3.8

2002 180,676 49.6 274.4 Thailand 50.7, Egypt 35.9, Australia 6.9, Spain 2.1

2003 193,182 59.1 306.2 Egypt 58.2, Thailand 19.1, Australia 6.1, Viet Nam 5.8, , Spain 5.7

2004 237,897 83.9 352.8 Egypt 82.1, Thailand 3.4, Spain 2.8, Iraq 2.7, EU Market 2.3, India 2.3

Source: General Department of Customs

Table 3.31 - Tea*

Ton Million US$

Av 95-97 18,577 33.7 1,814.1 Sir Lanka 91.0, UK 2.7, India 1.8, China 0.9, Viet Nam 0.9

Av 02-04 30,120 56.2 1,864.4 Sir Lanka 93.1, Egypt 3.9, Viet Nam 0.6, China 0.5, S. Arabia 0.5

2000 19,745 36.7 1,859.5 Sir Lanka 94.0, Egypt 2.7, Viet Nam 1.4

2001 25,975 48.3 1,860.5 Sir Lanka 94.2 Egypt 3.8, China 0.8

2002 30,642 55.7 1,818.5 Sir Lanka 94.4 Egypt 4.0

2003 29,036 53.6 1,844.3 Sir Lanka 94.0, Egypt 3.9

2004 30,683 59.2 1,929.4 Sir Lanka 91.2, Egypt 3.8, Viet Nam 1.1, S. Arabia 1.0**

Source: General Department of Customs
*Including Green Tea
**In 2004, S. Arabia Green tea and the largest part is packaged tea 

Years
Imports Unit value 

US$/Ton
Main destination Countries (%)

Years
Imports Unit value 

US$/Ton
Main destination Countries (%)



Table 3.32 - Milk Powder

Ton Million US$

Av 95-97 8,081 25.0 3,092.2 Netherlands 50.1, France 19.7, Poland 10.7, Belgium 10.0, Denmark 2.5

Av 02-04 13,971 37.8 2,702.2 Netherlands 24.4, Australia 20.7, France 14.6, Poland 11.7, Belgium 6.8, New Zealand 5.2

2000 11,670 37.7 3,233.0 Netherlands 45.2, Poland 18.1, Belgium 16.8, France 7.5, Germany 2.2

2001 8,857 22.6 2,555.7 Netherlands 43.5, Poland 22.5, Australia 11.7, Iran 6.9, Belgium 4.5, Ukraine 3.3, USA 2.8

2002 14,847 36.2 2,434.9 Netherlands 32.0, Australia 21.4, Poland 15.6, Belgium 11.6, France 3.9, Ukraine 3.2, USA 3.1

2003 12,421 35.8 2,883.1 Australia 26.0, Netherlands 21.4, France 19.0, Belgium 8.0, Poland 5.9, Ukraine 4.4, Czech Rep 3.0

2004 14,645 41.3 2,819.6 Netherlands 20.3, France 20.1, Australia 15.5, Poland 13.4, New Zealand 11.8, Maldives 4.0
Source: General Department of Customs

Table 3.33 - Vegetable Oils (palm, soybean, maize, and sunflower seed)

Ton Million US$

Av 95-97 35,151 25.9 737.3 Turkey 66.0, Cyprus 14.2, S. Arabia 5.8, Argentina 2.4, France 2.1

Av 02-04 73,562 36.9 501.6 Malaysia 50.2, Indonesia 12.9, Turkey 11.4, Ukraine 9.2, Lebanon 4.6, Greece 2.4

2000 33,434 24.0 718.6 Turkey 62.9, Malaysia 16.2, Cyprus 7.2, UAE 3.1, France 2.9, S. Arabia 2.5

2001 45,428 24.8 546.2 Turkey 46.6, Malaysia 25.0, Indonesia 6.3, Cyprus 4.6, UAE 3.7, S. Arabia 2.4, USA 2.1

2002 65,923 32.9 499.0 Malaysia 31.6, Turkey 17.7, Indonesia 15.4, UAE 7.7, USA 6.4, Ukraine 6.2, Lebanon 3.7

2003 109,337 53.0 484.6 Malaysia 68.4*, Ukraine 7.7, Turkey 6.6, Indonesia 3.2, UAE 2.7, Greece 2.5

2004 111,690 56.1 502.1 Malaysia 39.2, Indonesia 19.3, Ukraine 11.4, Turkey 11.3, Lebanon 7.8, Russian Fed 4.1

Source: General Department of Customs
*Malaysia registered this level Due to the increased share of Palm oil to 72% of these oils in 2003

Years
Imports Unit value 

US$/Ton
Main destination Countries (%)

Years
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US$/Ton
Main destination Countries (%)



Table 3.34 - Sesame and Sunflower Seeds

Ton Million US$

Av 95-97 20,112 14.2 707.7 Sudan 46.9, Nigeria 33.8, Pakistan 8.8, India 4.9

Av 02-04 48,223 26.3 546.2 Sudan 39.3, Nigeria 26.6, Ukraine 11.0, Pakistan 4.7, Iraq 3.9, Other Countries* 3.0

2000 44,750 21.8 486.8 Sudan 56.0, Nigeria 22.0, Other Countries* 12.0, Russian Fed 5.1, Pakistan 4.1

2001 47,976 28.1 586.3 Nigeria 33.9, Sudan 27.9, Pakistan 17.7, Russian Fed 6.7, Bulgaria 5.6, India 2.5

2002 54,205 24.5 451.4 Sudan 47.2, Nigeria 20.0, Pakistan 8.0, France 6.2, Russian Fed 5.1, Ukraine 4.8, Greece 4.4

2003 42,741 24.1 563.4 Ukraine 28.2, Nigeria 25.9, Sudan 24.2, Other Countries* 7.6, India 5.1, Russian Fed 2.7, Iraq 2.7

2004 47,723 30.5 638.6 Sudan 44.9, Nigeria 32.6, Iraq 7.9, Pakistan 3.8, India 2.6, Ukraine 2.3
Source: General Department of Customs
* As it was mentioned in GDC database

Table 3.35 - Soybean

Ton Million US$

Av 95-97 7,456 2.3 306.2 USA 99.9, Egypt 0.1

Av 02-04 132,315 26.9 203.5 Argentina 49.9, USA 38.9, Paraguay 8.0, Brazil 3.1

2000 68,677 14.6 213.1 USA 76.7, Argentina 23.0, India 0.4

2001 54,273 15.1 278.2 Argentina 94.0, USA 6.0

2002 101,080 18.7 184.7 Argentina 63.8, USA 36.2

2003 156,494 23.3 149.0 Argentina 55.2, USA 24.1, Paraguay 20.7

2004 139,370 38.8 278.4 USA 54.1, Argentina 38.4, Brazil 7.6
Source: General Department of Customs

Years
Imports Unit value 

US$/Ton
Main destination Countries (%)

Years
Imports Unit value 

US$/Ton
Main destination Countries (%)



Table 3.36 - Bananas

Ton Million US$

Av 95-97 53,618 23.0 429.5 Ecuador 65.5, Costa Rica 22.2, Colombia 6.9, Panama 4.0

Av 02-04 83,603 22.8 272.6 Ecuador 74.1, Colombia 7.5, Lebanon 7.1, Honduras 3.1, Yemen 3.1, Costa Rica 2.4

2000 68,734 22.0 319.8 Ecuador 78.2, Colombia 16.1, Panama 2.4

2001 63,378 19.8 312.5 Ecuador 77.7, Colombia 8, Lebanon 3.1, Argentina 2.7, Panama 2.8

2002 75,835 20.7 273.0 Ecuador 72.6, Colombia 13.9, Lebanon 6.7, Yemen 1.5

2003 80,643 22.0 273.2 Ecuador 71.8, Colombia 7.5, Lebanon 6.7, Costa Rica 5.2, Honduras 5.2

2004 94,332 25.6 271.8 Ecuador 77.2, Lebanon 7.8, Yemen 6.1, Colombia 2.5, Honduras 1.9

Source: General Department of Customs

Table 3.37 - Butter and Ghee

Ton Million US$

Av 95-97 5,865 12.6 2,154.4 Netherland 40.5, Belgium 25.4, New Zealand 9.1, Finland 5.9, France 5.6, Denmark 4.9

Av 02-04 8,824 17.1 1,933.4 Netherland 44.2, Belgium 13.6, New Zealand 11.4, Denmark 7.8, France 6.1, UAE 4.6

2000 7,379 13.3 1,804.0 Netherland 51.3, Belgium 16.2, New Zealand 12.0, Denmark 10.2, France 9.0

2001 6,752 12.7 1,878.4 Netherland 50.8, Belgium 12.6, New Zealand 9.9, Poland 9.7, Denmark 7.8, Czech Rep 2.1

2002 10,711 16.3 1,518.8 Netherland 54.0, Belgium 13.5, New Zealand 11.0, Denmark 6.4, Uruguay 5.1, France 3.6

2003 9,009 14.6 1,622.3 Netherland 37.5, New Zealand 14.0, Belgium 13.0, France 9.1, Estonia 6.5, Denmark 6.2

2004 9,195 20.3 2,207.4 Netherland 41.0, Belgium 14.1, Denmark 9.9, New Zealand 9.9, UAE 9.0,  France 5.9

Source: General Department of Customs

Years
Imports Unit value 

US$/Ton
Main destination Countries (%)

Years
Imports Unit value 

US$/Ton
Main destination Countries (%)



Table 3.38 - Mate, Raw, in Stalk Form, whether or not Ground

Ton Million US$

Av 95-97 9,548 16.5 1,727.4 Argentina 95.5, Haiti 3.4

Av 02-04 18,259 14.2 780.4 Argentina 98.4, Paraguay 1.0, Uruguay 0.4, EU Market 0.2

2000 16,432 15.4 938.6 Argentina 96.7, Bulgaria 3.0

2001 15,262 13.1 859.9 Argentina 97.9, Paraguay 2.1

2002 16,657 13.9 832.2 Argentina 100

2003 18,148 13.5 745.3 Argentina 95.7, Paraguay 3.2, Uruguay 1.1

2004 19,971 15.4 769.0 Argentina 99.4, EU Market 0.6

Source: General Department of Customs

Table 3.39 - Coffee, Green and Dry

Ton Million US$

Av 95-97 11,955 30.3 2,534.6 Brazil 88.0, India 2.1, Colombia 1.9, Costa Rica 1.7, Mexico 1.1

Av 02-04 18,177 16.3 897.8 Brazil 81.6, India 5.8, Colombia 4.6, Viet Nam 2.1, Lebanon 2.1

2000 11,968 12.7 1,064.7 Brazil 80.6, India 6.7, Colombia 3.4, Viet Nam 2.2, Kenya 2.0

2001 37,453 30.3 809.3 Brazil 91.6, India 1.9, Colombia 1.3,  Nicaragua 1.0

2002 25,100 18.6 741.9 Brazil 83.7, Colombia 5.3, India 3.1, Viet Nam 1.9, Lebanon 1.9

2003 10,654 9.3 875.5 Brazil 70.7, India 9.4, Colombia 6.7, Lebanon 4.1, Nicaragua 2.3

2004 18,777 21.0 1,118.8 Brazil 84.6, India 6.7, Colombia 3.1, Viet Nam 3.0

Source: General Department of Customs

Years
Imports Unit value 

US$/Ton
Main destination Countries (%)

Years
Imports Unit value 

US$/Ton
Main destination Countries (%)



Table 3.40 - Bran, Sharps and Other Residues

Ton Million US$

Av 95-97 119 0.0 274.1 Belgium 100

Av 02-04 176,242 10.8 61.1 Other Countries 80.6, Iraq 11.4, Hungary 6.6, Russian Fed 0.7

2000 0 0.0 0.0

2001 162,818 9.9 61.1 Other Countries 96.2, Russian Fed 2.4, Germany 0.9, Bulgaria 0.6 

2002 184,561 12.0 64.9 Other Countries 81.8, Hungary 17.9, Korea Rep 0.2

2003 181,346 10.4 57.4 Other Countries 64.5, Iraq 35.5

2004 190,756 13.1 68.5 Iraq 77.1, Argentina 18.0, Ukraine 3.3
Source: General Department of Customs

Table 3.41 - Margarine

Ton Million US$

Av 95-97 59,949 47.5 792.0 Turkey 66.2, UAE 16.7, Malaysia 15.1

Av 02-04 16,221 12.9 794.0 UAE 76.6, Turkey 19.8, Malysia 1.7, Oman 0.5

2000 96,502 61.4 636.1 Malaysia 35.0, UAE 30.1, Turkey 25.0, Oman 6.3, Indonesia 1.3

2001 49,068 32.5 663.2 UAE 41.5, Malaysia 25.1, Turkey 22.0, Oman 5.6, Indonesia 3.0

2002 17,710 14.2 803.1 UAE 78.2, Turkey 17.4, Malaysia 1.5, Ukraine 1.2

2003 15,874 11.8 743.2 UAE 75.7, Turkey 18.6, Malysia 3.2, Egypt 1.0

2004 15,080 12.6 836.9 UAE 75.7, Turkey 23.5, Malysia 0.3, Italy 0.3

Source: General Department of Customs

Years
Imports Unit value 

US$/Ton
Main destination Countries (%)

Years
Imports Unit value 

US$/Ton
Main destination Countries (%)



Table 3.42 - Canned Fish*

Ton Million US$

Av 95-97 4,607 38.9 8,446.3 Morocco 52.6, Thailand 41.8, Turkey 2.0, Philippines 0.9, Portugal 0.9

Av 02-04 12,876 21.2 1,644.5 Morocco 62.7, Thailand 32.5, China 1.3, Yemen 1.0, Italy 0.8

2000 7,440 33.1 4,454.1 Morocco 52.5, Thailand 46.6, Turkey 0.6 

2001 11,394 18.2 1,595.8 Morocco 63.1, Thailand 35.5, Australia 0.7, Yemen 0.4

2002 12,216 19.4 1,586.9 Morocco 58.4, Thailand 40.2, Yemen 0.5

2003 12,799 20.5 1,598.1 Morocco 61.8, Thailand 36.3, Yemen 0.7, Oman 0.7

2004 13,612 23.7 1,739.8 Morocco 67.0, Thailand 22.9, China 3.1, Italy 2.1, Yemen 1.6

Source: General Department of Customs
*It inclues each of Salmon, Tuna, Caviar, and Sardine

Table 3.43 - Bovine

Ton Million US$

Av 95-97 785 0.5 683.6 Romania 100

Av 02-04 7,645 8.0 1,046.1 Romania 92.0, Maldives 4.0, Ukraine 3.8, Sudan 0.2

2000 0 0.0 0.0

2001 1,191 1.2 980.9 Romania 100

2002 981 1.0 1,010.9 Romania 100

2003 10,123 10.5 1,040.5 Romania 86.6, Maldives 7.4, Ukraine 5.4, Sudan 0.6

2004 11,832 12.5 1,053.8 Romania 95.8, Ukraine 2.7, Maldives 1.5

Source: General Department of Customs

Years
Imports Unit value 

US$/Ton
Main destination Countries (%)

Years
Imports Unit value 

US$/Ton
Main destination Countries (%)



Table 3.44 - Syrian agricultural imports and exports by group of countries, 1995/97-2004 (Million US$ and %)

Av 95-97 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 Av 02-04 Av 95-97 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 Av 02-04

All Arab Countries 557.2 494.5 474.8 430.9 464.4 896.5 713.7 768.4 792.9 4.7 62.4 53.1 59.8 54.8 56.4 67.2 62.8 68.2 66.1

Europe Including EU(15) 194.3 197.6 144.9 200.9 180.0 220.2 255.5 187.6 221.1 -0.5 21.7 21.2 18.3 25.5 21.9 16.5 22.5 16.6 18.4

       European Union (15) 166.6 143.2 119.1 174.1 161.7 196.4 221.6 167.3 195.1 0.1 18.6 15.4 15.0 22.1 19.6 14.7 19.5 14.8 16.3

Asia Excluding Arabs 127.9 209.1 134.2 131.8 125.3 170.5 141.2 153.7 155.1 2.7 14.3 22.4 16.9 16.8 15.2 12.8 12.4 13.6 12.9

N.C. America 5.9 6.8 19.8 11.9 17.1 27.0 14.2 9.2 16.8 6.5 0.7 0.7 2.5 1.5 2.1 2.0 1.3 0.8 1.4

South America 7.3 4.5 7.8 9.3 13.2 16.0 10.2 6.0 10.7 -2.7 0.8 0.5 1.0 1.2 1.6 1.2 0.9 0.5 0.9

Africa Excluding Arabs 0.6 1.5 0.3 0.4 0.8 0.9 1.8 1.4 1.4 12.5 0.1 0.2 0.0 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.2 0.1 0.1

Oceania 0.4 0.4 0.2 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.7 1.1 0.8 15.3 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.1 0.0 0.1 0.1 0.1

Other Countries 0.1 16.9 11.6 1.1 22.3 1.7 0.0 0.1 0.6 -0.9 0.0 1.8 1.5 0.1 2.7 0.1 0.0 0.0 0.0

World 893.5 931.3 793.5 786.4 823.4 1,333.3 1,137.2 1,127.4 1,199.3 3.4 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0

Europe Including EU(15) 283.2 262.1 321.4 256.4 252.6 325.1 308.5 442.5 358.7 6.6 34.4 33.2 36.5 30.7 28.8 31.4 28.4 31.8 30.6

       European Union (15) 211.8 227.2 254.0 207.0 198.0 255.3 235.5 288.9 259.9 4.5 25.7 28.8 28.8 24.8 22.6 24.7 21.7 20.8 22.2

All Arab Countries 76.4 87.9 91.7 110.2 103.6 122.9 197.7 300.9 207.2 21.6 9.3 11.1 10.4 13.2 11.8 11.9 18.2 21.6 17.7

South America 124.6 115.9 134.1 118.9 143.1 184.8 172.8 270.1 209.2 11.7 15.1 14.7 15.2 14.2 16.3 17.9 15.9 19.4 17.9

Asia Excluding Arabs 208.3 201.6 223.9 175.1 202.4 174.0 207.9 185.5 189.1 -1.6 25.3 25.5 25.4 21.0 23.1 16.8 19.1 13.3 16.2

N.C. America 110.1 90.0 81.6 148.7 110.7 157.5 120.0 160.2 145.9 5.5 13.4 11.4 9.3 17.8 12.6 15.2 11.0 11.5 12.5

Oceania 7.7 7.2 13.2 12.8 14.4 16.4 18.7 17.5 17.5 12.3 0.9 0.9 1.5 1.5 1.6 1.6 1.7 1.3 1.5

Africa Excluding Arabs 9.5 4.5 4.4 5.7 10.5 9.4 18.3 12.7 13.5 4.3 1.2 0.6 0.5 0.7 1.2 0.9 1.7 0.9 1.1

Other Countries 4.2 20.3 10.7 7.0 40.3 44.3 42.2 1.7 29.4 -12.3 0.5 2.6 1.2 0.8 4.6 4.3 3.9 0.1 2.5

World 824.0 789.5 881.1 834.7 877.6 1,034.4 1,086.1 1,391.0 1,170.5 7.8 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0

All Arab Countries 480.8 406.6 383.1 320.6 360.7 773.6 515.9 467.5 585.7 -0.4 0.76 0.70 0.68 0.59 0.64 0.76 0.57 0.44 0.59

Europe Including EU(15) -88.91 -64.50 -176.58 -55.52 -72.67 -104.86 -53.02 -254.94 -137.61 16.2 -0.19 -0.14 -0.38 -0.12 -0.17 -0.19 -0.09 -0.40 -0.24

       European Union (15) -45.26 -83.96 -134.90 -32.85 -36.30 -58.87 -13.94 -121.60 -64.80 15.2 -0.12 -0.23 -0.36 -0.09 -0.10 -0.13 -0.03 -0.27 -0.14

Asia Excluding Arabs -80.45 7.42 -89.61 -43.26 -77.02 -3.53 -66.68 -31.78 -34.00 -12.4 -0.24 0.02 -0.25 -0.14 -0.24 -0.01 -0.19 -0.09 -0.10

N.C. America -104.25 -83.13 -61.88 -136.80 -93.63 -130.55 -105.75 -151.05 -129.12 5.4 -0.90 -0.86 -0.61 -0.85 -0.73 -0.71 -0.79 -0.89 -0.79

South America -117.38 -111.43 -126.35 -109.55 -129.92 -168.87 -162.63 -264.06 -198.52 12.3 -0.89 -0.93 -0.89 -0.85 -0.83 -0.84 -0.89 -0.96 -0.90

Africa Excluding Arabs -8.88 -2.97 -4.10 -5.29 -9.78 -8.48 -16.45 -11.36 -12.10 3.6 -0.88 -0.49 -0.87 -0.86 -0.87 -0.83 -0.82 -0.81 -0.82

Oceania -7.34 -6.83 -13.03 -12.54 -13.97 -15.84 -18.06 -16.37 -16.76 12.1 -0.90 -0.91 -0.97 -0.96 -0.94 -0.93 -0.93 -0.88 -0.92

Other Countries -4.09 -3.38 0.90 -5.89 -18.00 -42.53 -42.20 -1.59 -28.77 -12.6 -0.96 -0.09 0.04 -0.74 -0.29 -0.93 -1.00 -0.91 -0.96

World 69.49 141.80 -87.57 -48.23 -54.25 298.91 51.12 -263.63 28.80 -221.0 0.04 0.08 -0.05 -0.03 -0.03 0.13 0.02 -0.10 0.01

Source: General Department of Customs

Agricultural Trade Balance Standardized Trade Balance

Group
Exports Absolute Value (Million US$) Share %

Imports Absolute Value (Million US$) Share %

AGR



Table 3.45 - Syrian main agricultural trade partners, 2004 (Million US$ and %) 

Country
Exports 

Value
Imports 

Value
Trade 

Balance
Trade 

Volume
Standardized 

Balance
% Volume

EU 15 167.3 288.9 -121.6 456.2 -0.27 18.1

Saudi Arabia 257.4 10.9 246.5 268.3 0.92 10.7

Egypt 104.0 85.8 18.2 189.8 0.10 7.5

Iraq 96.4 73.7 22.7 170.1 0.13 6.8

United States 7.0 150.0 -143.0 157.0 -0.91 6.2

Argentina 0.1 141.8 -141.7 141.9 -1.00 5.6

Jordan 97.1 12.3 84.8 109.4 0.78 4.3

Lebanon 77.8 29.6 48.1 107.4 0.45 4.3

Brazil 3.2 99.0 -95.7 102.2 -0.94 4.1

Ukraine 3.4 72.9 -69.5 76.3 -0.91 3.0

Turkey 56.3 18.8 37.5 75.1 0.50 3.0

Sri Lanka 0.0 54.8 -54.8 54.8 -1.00 2.2

Malaysia 1.5 37.8 -36.3 39.2 -0.93 1.6

Kuwait 38.6 0.1 38.5 38.7 1.00 1.5

China 20.9 16.1 4.8 36.9 0.13 1.5

United Arab Emirates 18.6 18.0 0.5 36.6 0.01 1.5

Pakistan 33.2 2.5 30.7 35.7 0.86 1.4

Libyan Arab Jamahiriya 3.9 31.4 -27.5 35.2 -0.78 1.4

Russian Federation 2.3 27.2 -24.9 29.5 -0.84 1.2

Switzerland 7.0 18.1 -11.2 25.1 -0.44 1.0

Indonesia 10.4 12.6 -2.2 22.9 -0.10 0.9

Ecuador 1.0 20.8 -19.8 21.8 -0.91 0.9

Qatar 21.7 0.1 21.6 21.8 0.99 0.9

Morocco 4.6 16.7 -12.1 21.3 -0.57 0.8

Algeria 20.5 0.0 20.5 20.5 1.00 0.8

Romania 1.0 19.2 -18.2 20.2 -0.90 0.8

Sudan 2.5 16.0 -13.4 18.5 -0.73 0.7

Bangladesh 5.9 6.5 -0.6 12.4 -0.05 0.5

India 3.0 8.7 -5.7 11.7 -0.48 0.5

Yemen 8.5 2.8 5.7 11.3 0.51 0.4

Thailand 1.4 9.5 -8.1 10.9 -0.75 0.4

Bulgaria 2.9 8.0 -5.1 10.8 -0.47 0.4

Nigeria 0.0 10.0 -10.0 10.0 -1.00 0.4

Australia 0.9 8.5 -7.7 9.4 -0.82 0.4

Korea, Republic of 7.6 1.7 5.9 9.3 0.64 0.4

Others 39.6 60.5 -20.9 100.1 6.66 4.0

Total 1,127.4 1,391.0 -263.6 2,518.4 -0.10 100.0



Table 3.46 - Main destinations for Syrian agricultural exports, 2000-2004 (Million US$ and %) 

Value % Value % Value % Value % Value %

Saudi Arabia 211.0 26.8 178.0 21.6 416.2 31.2 250.3 22.0 257.4 22.8

EU 15 174.1 22.1 161.7 19.6 196.4 14.7 221.6 19.5 167.3 14.8

Egypt 44.8 5.7 68.5 8.3 41.9 3.1 76.5 6.7 104.0 9.2

Jordan 17.6 2.2 21.8 2.6 47.4 3.6 94.1 8.3 97.1 8.6

Iraq 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 22.5 1.7 36.2 3.2 96.4 8.5

Lebanon 29.6 3.8 54.3 6.6 57.5 4.3 80.8 7.1 77.8 6.9

Turkey 77.5 9.9 46.6 5.7 38.4 2.9 81.3 7.1 56.3 5.0

Kuwait 35.5 4.5 29.2 3.5 69.6 5.2 29.8 2.6 38.6 3.4

Pakistan 1.5 0.2 7.0 0.9 27.5 2.1 8.8 0.8 33.2 2.9

Qatar 21.3 2.7 17.3 2.1 31.9 2.4 22.3 2.0 21.7 1.9

China 0.0 0.0 0.1 0.0 1.5 0.1 5.8 0.5 20.9 1.9

Algeria 11.7 1.5 10.9 1.3 109.2 8.2 68.7 6.0 20.5 1.8

United Arab Emirates 35.1 4.5 48.5 5.9 63.9 4.8 24.7 2.2 18.6 1.6

Indonesia 12.2 1.6 16.4 2.0 14.9 1.1 9.2 0.8 10.4 0.9

Yemen 0.6 0.1 1.6 0.2 2.5 0.2 6.6 0.6 8.5 0.8

Korea, Republic of 0.8 0.1 13.7 1.7 17.2 1.3 0.8 0.1 7.6 0.7

United States 9.2 1.2 11.0 1.3 13.1 1.0 9.8 0.9 7.0 0.6

Switzerland 3.5 0.4 2.4 0.3 6.3 0.5 10.8 0.9 7.0 0.6

Tunisia 3.6 0.5 9.8 1.2 5.7 0.4 3.9 0.3 6.9 0.6

Bangladesh 3.6 0.5 4.9 0.6 5.8 0.4 5.3 0.5 5.9 0.5

Korea, Dem People's Rep 0.1 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.7 0.5

Morocco 6.3 0.8 11.9 1.4 9.8 0.7 7.3 0.6 4.6 0.4

Libyan Arab Jamahiriya 0.5 0.1 1.3 0.2 1.6 0.1 2.6 0.2 3.9 0.3

Japan 11.7 1.5 7.0 0.9 7.2 0.5 7.2 0.6 3.7 0.3

Ukraine 0.8 0.1 1.2 0.1 0.4 0.0 4.6 0.4 3.4 0.3

Brazil 4.4 0.6 4.2 0.5 6.5 0.5 4.7 0.4 3.2 0.3
Other Countries 69.5 8.8 94.1 11.4 118.5 8.9 63.6 5.6 39.9 3.5
Total Agricultural Exports 786.4 100.0 823.4 100.0 1,333.3 100.0 1,137.3 100.0 1,127.4 100.0
Source: General Department of Customs

20042003
Countries

2000 2001 2002



Table 3.47 - Main suppliers for Syrian agricultural imports, 2000-2004 (Million US$ and %) 

Value % Value % Value % Value % Value %

EU 15 207.0 24.8 198.0 22.6 255.3 24.7 235.5 21.7 288.9 20.8

United States 136.8 16.4 104.1 11.9 133.9 12.9 110.4 10.2 150.0 10.8

Argentina 71.6 8.6 86.7 9.9 88.6 8.6 117.0 10.8 141.8 10.2

Brazil 12.9 1.5 36.2 4.1 65.5 6.3 23.2 2.1 99.0 7.1

Egypt 37.9 4.5 35.5 4.0 32.2 3.1 46.0 4.2 85.8 6.2

Iraq 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.4 0.0 67.7 6.2 73.7 5.3

Ukraine 14.5 1.7 16.6 1.9 14.0 1.4 33.5 3.1 72.9 5.2

Sri Lanka 37.1 4.4 46.3 5.3 53.9 5.2 53.1 4.9 54.8 3.9

Malaysia 34.7 4.2 25.4 2.9 18.9 1.8 46.7 4.3 37.8 2.7

Libyan Arab Jamahiriya 0.5 0.1 0.0 0.0 8.7 0.8 5.4 0.5 31.4 2.3

Lebanon 3.6 0.4 9.0 1.0 16.2 1.6 20.9 1.9 29.6 2.1

Russian Federation 4.6 0.6 12.7 1.4 27.4 2.6 9.5 0.9 27.2 2.0

Ecuador 17.6 2.1 15.8 1.8 15.1 1.5 16.0 1.5 20.8 1.5

Romania 13.8 1.7 5.6 0.6 5.8 0.6 15.4 1.4 19.2 1.4

Turkey 51.0 6.1 62.4 7.1 18.6 1.8 13.4 1.2 18.8 1.4

Switzerland 2.2 0.3 8.4 1.0 10.2 1.0 8.5 0.8 18.1 1.3

United Arab Emirates 22.3 2.7 17.0 1.9 18.0 1.7 13.3 1.2 18.0 1.3

Morocco 17.4 2.1 14.1 1.6 17.1 1.7 17.5 1.6 16.7 1.2

China 6.6 0.8 8.6 1.0 10.1 1.0 12.6 1.2 16.1 1.2

Sudan 15.2 1.8 10.3 1.2 14.2 1.4 10.4 1.0 16.0 1.1

Indonesia 2.0 0.2 3.9 0.4 6.9 0.7 3.4 0.3 12.6 0.9

Jordan 2.9 0.3 3.7 0.4 5.6 0.5 5.9 0.5 12.3 0.9

Saudi Arabia 5.2 0.6 4.4 0.5 5.7 0.6 6.1 0.6 10.9 0.8

Nigeria 4.8 0.6 9.5 1.1 4.9 0.5 6.2 0.6 10.0 0.7

Thailand 25.6 3.1 32.3 3.7 39.4 3.8 45.4 4.2 9.5 0.7
Other Countries 87.0 10.4 111.1 12.7 147.8 14.3 143.1 13.2 99.3 7.1
Total Agricultural imports 834.7 100.0 877.6 100.0 1,034.4 100.0 1,086.1 100.0 1,391.0 100.0
Source: General Department of Customs

20042003
Countries

2000 2001 2002



Table 3.48 - Syrian agricultural trade balance with EU 15 by chapter, 2004 (Million US$)

CH Chapter name
Exports Value 
(Million US$)

Imports Value 
(Million US$)

Trade 
Balance

1 Live Animals 0.0 2.8 -2.8
2 Meat and Edible Meat Offal 0.0 0.0 0.0

3 Fish and Crustaceans, Molluscs and Other Aquatic Invertebrates 0.1 0.0 0.1

4
Dairy Produce; Birds' Eggs; Natural Honey; Edible Products of 
Animal Origin, Not Elsewhere Specified or Included

0.1 36.6 -36.5

5 Products of Animal Origin, Not Elsewhere Specified or Included 3.9 0.0 3.8

6
Other Plants; Bulbs, Roots and The Like; Cut Flowers and 
Ornamental Foliage 

0.1 0.3 -0.2

7 Edible Vegetables and Certain Roots and Tubers 7.6 3.9 3.7
8 Edible Fruit and Nuts; Peel of Citrus Fruit or Melons 0.6 0.0 0.6
9 Coffee, Tea, Mate and Spices  3.6 0.3 3.2
10 Cereals 5.2 5.0 0.2

11
Products of The Milling Industry; Malt; Starches;Inulin; Wheat 
Gluten 

0.0 2.2 -2.2

12

Oil Seeds and Oleaginous Fruits; Miscellaneous Grains, Seeds and 
Fruit; Industrial or Medicinal Plants; Straw and Fodder 

1.4 17.9 -16.5

13 Lac; Gums, Resins and Other Vegetable Saps and Extracts 0.0 0.6 -0.6

14
Vegetable Plaiting Materials; Vegetable Products Not Elsewhere 
Specified or Included

5.3 0.0 5.2

15
Animal or Vegetable Fats and Oils and Their Cleavage Products; 
Prepared Edible Fats; Animal or Vegetable Waxes

19.9 5.3 14.6

16
Preparations of Meat, of Fish, or of Crustaceans, Molluscs or Other 
Aquatic Invertebrates 

0.0 0.6 -0.6

17 Sugars and Sugar Confectionery 0.3 119.5 -119.3
18 Cocoa and Cocoa Preparations 0.0 1.7 -1.7

19
Preparations of Cereals, Flour, Starch or Milk; Pastry cooks’ 
Products 

0.6 1.1 -0.5

20 Preparations of Vegetables, Fruit, Nuts or Other Parts of Plants 1.3 2.6 -1.3

21 Miscellaneous Edible Preparations 0.2 12.5 -12.3
22 Beverages, Spirits and Vinegar 0.1 1.3 -1.3

23
Residues and Waste from The Food Industries; Prepared Animal 
Fodder 

0.6 0.2 0.4

24 Tobacco and Manufactured Tobacco Substitutes 2.1 32.6 -30.5
31 Fertilizers 0.0 1.6 -1.6

33
Essential Oils and Resinoids; Perfumery, Cosmetic or Toilet 
Preparations 

0.0 8.5 -8.5

38 Miscellaneous Chemical Products 0.0 28.7 -28.7
41 Raw Hides and Skins (Other Than Furskins) and Leather 16.0 0.1 15.9
44 Wood and Articles of Wood; Wood Charcoal 0.0 1.1 -1.1
45 Cork and Articles of Cork  0.0 0.0 0.0

51
Wool, Fine or Coarse Animal Hair; Horsehair Yarn and Woven 
Fabric 

1.3 0.0 1.3

52 Cotton 97.1 1.3 95.8

53
Other Vegetable Textile Fibers; Paper Yarn and Woven Fabrics of 
Paper Yarn 

0.0 0.1 -0.1

 Total 167.3 288.9 -121.6

Source: General Department of Customs



Table 3.49 - Syrian agricultural exports to individual EU 15 members, 1995/97-2003 (Million US$ and %)

Av 95-97 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 Av 02-04 Av 95-97 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 Av 02-04

Italy 87.1 64.6 38.8 79.5 76.0 99.3 121.1 97.9 106.1 1.7 52.3 45.1 32.6 45.7 47.0 50.5 54.7 58.5 54.4

Germany 16.6 21.4 11.7 14.8 18.0 23.0 17.4 16.9 19.1 0.2 10.0 14.9 9.8 8.5 11.1 11.7 7.9 10.1 9.8

Belgium 2.6 8.4 5.3 12.6 24.7 23.0 25.7 14.3 21.0 27.9 1.5 5.8 4.4 7.2 15.3 11.7 11.6 8.5 10.8

Portugal 11.3 15.4 19.3 25.7 16.4 15.5 18.4 11.3 15.1 0.0 6.8 10.8 16.2 14.8 10.1 7.9 8.3 6.8 7.7

Spain 25.3 10.3 11.4 9.0 10.8 10.6 20.7 10.3 13.9 -12.0 15.2 7.2 9.6 5.2 6.7 5.4 9.4 6.2 7.1

France 13.9 6.2 9.7 11.4 4.5 3.8 4.6 4.9 4.4 -13.8 8.3 4.3 8.2 6.5 2.8 1.9 2.1 2.9 2.3

Netherlands (Holland) 1.0 0.9 2.5 2.4 2.4 5.6 6.5 3.8 5.3 21.1 0.6 0.6 2.1 1.4 1.5 2.8 2.9 2.3 2.7

European Market* 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.3 0.5 3.1 3.0 - 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 2.7 0.2 1.8 1.5

United Kingdom 4.9 2.8 4.6 8.2 4.8 5.3 3.2 2.7 3.8 -8.2 2.9 1.9 3.8 4.7 3.0 2.7 1.5 1.6 1.9

Sweden 0.3 0.5 0.2 1.5 0.6 0.6 0.8 0.8 0.7 13.4 0.2 0.3 0.1 0.9 0.4 0.3 0.3 0.5 0.4

Denmark 0.2 0.2 0.2 0.8 0.5 1.3 0.5 0.6 0.8 14.1 0.1 0.1 0.2 0.5 0.3 0.7 0.2 0.3 0.4

Greece 1.5 10.0 15.2 6.3 1.6 1.8 1.6 0.5 1.3 -13.5 0.9 7.0 12.7 3.6 1.0 0.9 0.7 0.3 0.7

Finland 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.1 0.1 0.0 0.2 0.1 336.7 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.1 0.1

Austria 1.4 2.4 0.1 1.8 1.2 1.3 0.5 0.0 0.6 -42.0 0.8 1.6 0.1 1.0 0.8 0.7 0.2 0.0 0.3

Ireland 0.5 0.3 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 -48.4 0.3 0.2 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Luxembourg 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 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

Total 166.6 143.2 119.1 174.1 161.7 196.4 221.6 167.3 195.1 0.1 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0

Source: General Department of Customs
* When the destination country is not known

Absolute Value (Million US$) share %

AGRCountries



Table 3.50 - Syrian agricultural imports from individual EU 15 members, 1995/97-2004 (Million US$ and %)

Av 95-97 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 Av 02-04 Av 95-97 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 Av 02-04

European Market* 0.0 0 0 0.0 0.0 82.5 86.6 153.8 107.6 - 0 0 0 0 0 32.3 36.8 53.2 41.4

France 36.1 76.1 101.7 57.8 44.5 32.1 47.8 39.5 39.8 1.3 17.1 33.5 40.0 27.9 22.5 12.6 20.3 13.7 15.3

Netherlands (Holland) 38.4 48.5 45.0 42.8 39.1 36.8 24.5 35.7 32.3 -1.0 18.2 21.4 17.7 20.7 19.7 14.4 10.4 12.4 12.4

Germany 29.7 12.1 29.9 22.7 14.4 14.5 14.0 15.5 14.7 -8.9 14.1 5.3 11.8 11.0 7.3 5.7 5.9 5.4 5.6

Belgium 71.8 53.0 23.4 33.8 54.0 18.8 18.3 11.3 16.1 -23.2 34.0 23.3 9.2 16.3 27.3 7.3 7.8 3.9 6.2

United Kingdom 6.0 6.6 10.0 5.7 7.7 9.5 5.3 8.7 7.8 5.3 2.9 2.9 3.9 2.7 3.9 3.7 2.3 3.0 3.0

Spain 10.6 6.7 9.2 14.6 12.8 35.0 12.9 7.4 18.5 -5.0 5.0 3.0 3.6 7.0 6.5 13.7 5.5 2.6 7.1

Italy 9.2 6.5 11.6 10.6 11.8 10.9 8.2 7.3 8.8 -3.3 4.4 2.9 4.6 5.1 6.0 4.3 3.5 2.5 3.4

Denmark 4.5 11.6 9.9 4.3 5.9 3.9 4.5 5.7 4.7 3.4 2.1 5.1 3.9 2.1 3.0 1.5 1.9 2.0 1.8

Greece 1.4 0.4 0.3 0.5 0.5 1.6 1.5 1.9 1.7 3.7 0.7 0.2 0.1 0.2 0.3 0.6 0.7 0.6 0.6

Ireland 1.1 3.9 4.2 4.1 1.5 0.4 0.5 0.8 0.6 -4.6 0.5 1.7 1.7 2.0 0.8 0.2 0.2 0.3 0.2

Sweden 0.3 0.3 0.3 0.2 1.1 0.3 7.5 0.5 2.8 6.2 0.2 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.6 0.1 3.2 0.2 1.1

Austria 0.4 0.4 7.3 7.1 0.9 1.0 0.4 0.5 0.6 3.0 0.2 0.2 2.9 3.4 0.5 0.4 0.2 0.2 0.2

Finland 1.0 0.1 0.0 2.1 1.8 6.8 3.4 0.2 3.5 -19.9 0.5 0.0 0.0 1.0 0.9 2.7 1.4 0.1 1.3

Portugal 0.4 1.0 1.2 0.7 1.8 0.0 0.0 0.2 0.1 -9.4 0.2 0.5 0.5 0.3 0.9 0.0 0.0 0.1 0.0

Luxembourg 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.1 0.0 1.1 0.0 0.0 0.4 -41.3 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.4 0.0 0.0 0.1

Total 210.9 227.2 254.0 207.0 198.0 255.3 235.5 288.9 259.9 4.6 100 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0

Source: General Department of Customs
* when the supplier country is not identified

Countries

Absolute Value (Million US$)

AGR

share %



Table 3.51 - Syrian agricultural trade balance with S. Arabia by chapter, 2004 (Million US$)

CH Chapter name
Exports Value 
(Million US$)

Imports Value 
(Million US$)

Trade 
Balance

1 Live Animals 195.3 0.0 195.3
2 Meat and Edible Meat Offal 0.0 0.0 0.0

3
Fish and Crustaceans, Molluscs and Other 
Aquatic Invertebrates

0.0 0.0 0.0

4
Dairy Produce; Birds' Eggs; Natural Honey; 
Edible Products of Animal Origin, Not Elsewhere 
Specified or Included

1.3 0.7 0.6

5
Products of Animal Origin, Not Elsewhere 
Specified or Included

0.0 0.5 -0.5

6
Other Plants; Bulbs, Roots and The Like; Cut 
Flowers and Ornamental Foliage

0.2 0.0 0.2

7 Edible Vegetables and Certain Roots and Tubers 26.3 0.9 25.4

8
Edible Fruit and Nuts; Peel of Citrus Fruit or 
Melons

8.3 1.7 6.6

9 Coffee, Tea, Mate and Spices 3.8 0.6 3.2
10 Cereals 0.0 0.0 0.0

11
Products of The Milling Industry; Malt; 
Starches;Inulin; Wheat Gluten

0.4 0.0 0.4

12
Oil Seeds and Oleaginous Fruits; Miscellaneous 
Grains, Seeds and Fruit; Industrial or Medicinal 
Plants; Straw and Fodder

1.6 0.0 1.6

13
Lac; Gums, Resins and Other Vegetable Saps and 
Extracts

0.0 0.0 0.0

14
Vegetable Plaiting Materials; Vegetable Products 
Not Elsewhere Specified or Included

0.3 0.0 0.3

15
Animal or Vegetable Fats and Oils and Their 
Cleavage Products; Prepared Edible Fats; Animal 
or Vegetable Waxes 

3.9 0.6 3.2

16
Preparations of Meat, of Fish, or of Crustaceans, 
Molluscs or Other Aquatic Invertebrates 

0.0 0.0 0.0

17 Sugars and Sugar Confectionery 1.9 0.3 1.6
18 Cocoa and Cocoa Preparations 2.2 0.4 1.7

19
Preparations of Cereals, Flour, Starch or Milk; 
Pastry cooks’ Products

4.0 3.0 1.0

20
Preparations of Vegetables, Fruit, Nuts or Other 
Parts of Plants

6.2 0.5 5.6

21 Miscellaneous Edible Preparations 0.6 1.2 -0.7
22 Beverages, Spirits and Vinegar 0.2 0.2 0.0

23
Residues and Waste from The Food Industries; 
Prepared Animal Fodder

0.3 0.0 0.3

24 Tobacco and Manufactured Tobacco Substitutes 0.0 0.0 0.0

31 Fertilizers 0.0 0.0 0.0

33
Essential Oils and Resinoids; Perfumery, 
Cosmetic or Toilet Preparations

0.0 0.0 0.0

38 Miscellaneous Chemical Products 0.0 0.0 0.0

41
Raw Hides and Skins (Other Than Furskins) and 
Leather

0.2 0.1 0.1

44 Wood and Articles of Wood; Wood Charcoal 0.1 0.0 0.1

45 Cork and Articles of Cork  0.0 0.0 0.0

51
Wool, Fine or Coarse Animal Hair; Horsehair 
Yarn and Woven Fabric

0.3 0.0 0.3

52 Cotton 0.2 0.0 0.2

53
Other Vegetable Textile Fibers; Paper Yarn and 
Woven Fabrics of Paper Yarn 

0.0 0.0 0.0

Total 257.4 10.9 246.5

Source: General Department of Customs



Table 3.52 - Syrian agricultural trade balance with Egypt by chapter, 2004 (Million US$)

CH Chapter name
Exports Value 
(Million US$)

Imports Value 
(Million US$)

Trade 
Balance

1 Live Animals 0 0.2 -0.2
2 Meat and Edible Meat Offal 0 0.0 0.0

3
Fish and Crustaceans, Molluscs and Other Aquatic 
Invertebrates

0 0.01 0.0

4
Dairy Produce; Birds' Eggs; Natural Honey; Edible 
Products of Animal Origin, Not Elsewhere 
Specified or Included

0 0.1 -0.1

5
Products of Animal Origin, Not Elsewhere 
Specified or Included

0.7 0.2 0.5

6
Other Plants; Bulbs, Roots and The Like; Cut 
Flowers and Ornamental Foliage

0.1 0.0 0.1

7 Edible Vegetables and Certain Roots and Tubers 17.3 2.5 14.8

8
Edible Fruit and Nuts; Peel of Citrus Fruit or 
Melons

5.4 0.7 4.7

9 Coffee, Tea, Mate and Spices 1.6 2.4 -0.8
10 Cereals 39.9 68.9 -29.0

11
Products of The Milling Industry; Malt; 
Starches;Inulin; Wheat Gluten

0.0 0.2 -0.2

12
Oil Seeds and Oleaginous Fruits; Miscellaneous 
Grains, Seeds and Fruit; Industrial or Medicinal 
Plants; Straw and Fodder

1.9 2.9 -1.0

13
Lac; Gums, Resins and Other Vegetable Saps and 
Extracts

0.0 0.0 0.0

14
Vegetable Plaiting Materials; Vegetable Products 
Not Elsewhere Specified or Included

0.2 0.2 0.0

15
Animal or Vegetable Fats and Oils and Their 
Cleavage Products; Prepared Edible Fats; Animal 
or Vegetable Waxes

0.0 0.4 -0.3

16
Preparations of Meat, of Fish, or of Crustaceans, 
Molluscs or Other Aquatic Invertebrates

0.0 0.0 0.0

17 Sugars and Sugar Confectionery 0.4 0.1 0.3
18 Cocoa and Cocoa Preparations 0.0 0.1 -0.1

19
Preparations of Cereals, Flour, Starch or Milk; 
Pastry cooks’ Products

0.1 0.1 0.0

20
Preparations of Vegetables, Fruit, Nuts or Other 
Parts of Plants

4.4 0.3 4.0

21 Miscellaneous Edible Preparations 0.0 2.0 -2.0
22 Beverages, Spirits and Vinegar 0.1 0.1 0.0

23
Residues and Waste from The Food Industries; 
Prepared Animal Fodder

1.0 0.0 1.0

24 Tobacco and Manufactured Tobacco Substitutes 0.0 1.3 -1.3

31 Fertilizers 0.0 0.1 -0.1

33
Essential Oils and Resinoids; Perfumery, Cosmetic 
or Toilet Preparations

0.0 0.6 -0.6

38 Miscellaneous Chemical Products 0.0 1.7 -1.7

41
Raw Hides and Skins (Other Than Furskins) and 
Leather

0.1 0.0 0.1

44 Wood and Articles of Wood; Wood Charcoal 0.0 0.01 0.0

51
Wool, Fine or Coarse Animal Hair; Horsehair Yarn 
and Woven Fabric

0.0 0.0 0.0

52 Cotton 30.9 0.4 30.5

53
Other Vegetable Textile Fibers; Paper Yarn and 
Woven Fabrics of Paper Yarn

0.0 0.3 -0.3

Total 104.0 85.8 18.2
Source: General Department of Customs



Table 3.53 - Syrian agricultural trade balance with USA by chapter, 2004 (Million US$)

CH Chapter name
Exports Value 
(Million US$)

Imports Value 
(Million US$)

Trade 
Balance

1 Live Animals 0.0 0.1 -0.1
2 Meat and Edible Meat Offal 0.0 0.0 0.0

3
Fish and Crustaceans, Molluscs and Other Aquatic 
Invertebrates

0.0 0.0 0.0

4
Dairy Produce; Birds' Eggs; Natural Honey; Edible 
Products of Animal Origin, Not Elsewhere Specified 
or Included

1.4 0.7 0.7

5
Products of Animal Origin, Not Elsewhere Specified 
or Included

0.0 0.0 0.0

6
Other Plants; Bulbs, Roots and The Like; Cut 
Flowers and Ornamental Foliage

0.0 0.0 0.0

7 Edible Vegetables and Certain Roots and Tubers 0.1 0.4 -0.3

8 Edible Fruit and Nuts; Peel of Citrus Fruit or Melons 0.0 0.0 0.0

9 Coffee, Tea, Mate and Spices 3.4 0.0 3.4
10 Cereals 0.0 99.1 -99.1

11
Products of The Milling Industry; Malt; 
Starches;Inulin; Wheat Gluten

0.0 0.0 0.0

12
Oil Seeds and Oleaginous Fruits; Miscellaneous 
Grains, Seeds and Fruit; Industrial or Medicinal 
Plants; Straw and Fodder

0.0 23.2 -23.2

13
Lac; Gums, Resins and Other Vegetable Saps and 
Extracts

0.0 0.0 0.0

14
Vegetable Plaiting Materials; Vegetable Products Not 
Elsewhere Specified or Included

0.0 0.0 0.0

15
Animal or Vegetable Fats and Oils and Their 
Cleavage Products; Prepared Edible Fats; Animal or 
Vegetable Waxes

1.3 0.0 1.2

16
Preparations of Meat, of Fish, or of Crustaceans, 
Molluscs or Other Aquatic Invertebrates

0.0 0.0 0.0

17 Sugars and Sugar Confectionery 0.1 0.8 -0.7
18 Cocoa and Cocoa Preparations 0.0 0.0 0.0

19
Preparations of Cereals, Flour, Starch or Milk; Pastry 
cooks’ Products

0.1 0.1 0.0

20
Preparations of Vegetables, Fruit, Nuts or Other 
Parts of Plants

0.4 0.0 0.3

21 Miscellaneous Edible Preparations 0.0 1.7 -1.6
22 Beverages, Spirits and Vinegar 0.1 0.0 0.0

23
Residues and Waste from The Food Industries; 
Prepared Animal Fodder

0.0 3.9 -3.9

24 Tobacco and Manufactured Tobacco Substitutes 0.0 18.2 -18.2

31 Fertilizers 0.0 0.0 0.0

33
Essential Oils and Resinoids; Perfumery, Cosmetic or
Toilet Preparations

0.0 0.2 -0.2

38 Miscellaneous Chemical Products 0.0 1.5 -1.5

41
Raw Hides and Skins (Other Than Furskins) and 
Leather

0.0 0.0 0.0

44 Wood and Articles of Wood; Wood Charcoal 0.0 0.0 0.0
45 Cork and Articles of Cork 0.0 0.0 0.0

51
Wool, Fine or Coarse Animal Hair; Horsehair Yarn 
and Woven Fabric

0.0 0.0 0.0

52 Cotton 0.2 0.0 0.2

53
Other Vegetable Textile Fibers; Paper Yarn and 
Woven Fabrics of Paper Yarn

0.0 0.0 0.0

Total 7.0 150.0 -143.0
Source: General Department of Customs



Table 3.54 - Syrian agricultural trade balance with Argentina by chapter, 2004 (Million US$)

CH Chapter name
Exports Value 
(Million US$)

Imports Value 
(Million US$)

Trade 
Balance

7 Edible Vegetables and Certain Roots and Tubers 0.0 0.6 -0.6
9 Coffee, Tea, Mate and Spices 0.1 15.3 -15.2
10 Cereals 0.0 18.5 -18.5

12
Oil Seeds and Oleaginous Fruits; Miscellaneous Grains, 
Seeds and Fruit; Industrial or Medicinal Plants; Straw and 
Fodder

0.0 15.2 -15.2

15
Animal or Vegetable Fats and Oils and Their Cleavage 
Products; Prepared Edible Fats; Animal or Vegetable 
Waxes

0.0 0.2 -0.2

17 Sugars and Sugar Confectionery 0.0 0.1 -0.1
21 Miscellaneous Edible Preparations 0.0 0.6 -0.6

23
Residues and Waste from The Food Industries; Prepared 
Animal Fodder

0.0 91.3 -91.3

Total 0.1 141.8 -141.7
Source: General Department of Customs



Table 3.55 - Syrian agricultural trade balance with Iraq by chapter, 2004 (Million US$)

CH Chapter name
Exports Value 
(Million US$)

Imports Value 
(Million US$)

Trade 
Balance

1 Live Animals 0.5 0.0 0.5
2 Meat and Edible Meat Offal 0.0 0.0 0.0

4
Dairy Produce; Birds' Eggs; Natural Honey; 
Edible Products of Animal Origin, Not 
Elsewhere Specified or Included

0.9 0.0 0.9

5
Products of Animal Origin, Not Elsewhere 
Specified or Included

0.0 0.1 -0.1

7
Edible Vegetables and Certain Roots and 
Tubers

3.8 5.6 -1.8

8
Edible Fruit and Nuts; Peel of Citrus Fruit or 
Melons

0.6 2.2 -1.6

9 Coffee, Tea, Mate and Spices 0.0 0.3 -0.3
10 Cereals 24.7 44.1 -19.4

11
Products of The Milling Industry; Malt; 
Starches;Inulin; Wheat Gluten

4.3 1.2 3.2

12
Oil Seeds and Oleaginous Fruits; Miscellaneous 
Grains, Seeds and Fruit; Industrial or 
Medicinal Plants; Straw and Fodder

0.3 3.4 -3.1

15
Animal or Vegetable Fats and Oils and Their 
Cleavage Products; Prepared Edible Fats; 
Animal or Vegetable Waxes

1.7 0.0 1.7

16
Preparations of Meat, of Fish, or of 
Crustaceans, Molluscs or Other Aquatic 
Invertebrates

0.3 0.0 0.3

17 Sugars and Sugar Confectionery 0.7 0.3 0.4
18 Cocoa and Cocoa Preparations 0.2 0.0 0.2

19
Preparations of Cereals, Flour, Starch or Milk; 
Pastry cooks’ Products

0.7 1.5 -0.8

20
Preparations of Vegetables, Fruit, Nuts or 
Other Parts of Plants

1.5 0.0 1.5

21 Miscellaneous Edible Preparations 1.7 0.0 1.7
22 Beverages, Spirits and Vinegar 44.9 0.0 44.9

23
Residues and Waste from The Food Industries; 
Prepared Animal Fodder

7.5 10.1 -2.6

31 Fertilizers 0.0 3.8 -3.8

33
Essential Oils and Resinoids; Perfumery, 
Cosmetic or Toilet Preparations

0.0 0.0 0.0

38 Miscellaneous Chemical Products 0.0 0.0 0.0

41
Raw Hides and Skins (Other Than Furskins) 
and Leather

0.1 1.1 -1.0

44 Wood and Articles of Wood; Wood Charcoal 0.0 0.0 0.0

45 Cork and Articles of Cork 0.0 0.0 0.0
52 Cotton 2.1 0.0 2.1

Total 96.4 73.7 22.7
Source: General Department of Customs



Table 3.56 - Syrian agricultural trade balance with Jordan by chapter, 2004 (Million US$)

CH Chapter name
Exports Value 
(Million US$)

Imports Value 
(Million US$)

Trade Balance

1 Live Animals 6.8 0.0 6.8

3
Fish and Crustaceans, Molluscs and Other Aquatic 
Invertebrates

0.0 0.0 0.0

4
Dairy Produce; Birds' Eggs; Natural Honey; Edible 
Products of Animal Origin, Not Elsewhere Specified or 
Included

2.0 0.0 2.0

5
Products of Animal Origin, Not Elsewhere Specified or 
Included

0.0 0.1 -0.1

6
Other Plants; Bulbs, Roots and The Like; Cut Flowers 
and Ornamental Foliage

0.3 0.0 0.3

7 Edible Vegetables and Certain Roots and Tubers 11.0 7.8 3.2

8 Edible Fruit and Nuts; Peel of Citrus Fruit or Melons 8.4 0.5 7.9

9 Coffee, Tea, Mate and Spices 1.4 0.0 1.4
10 Cereals 41.1 0.0 41.1

11
Products of The Milling Industry; Malt; Starches;Inulin;
Wheat Gluten

0.9 0.0 0.9

12
Oil Seeds and Oleaginous Fruits; Miscellaneous Grains, 
Seeds and Fruit; Industrial or Medicinal Plants; Straw 
and Fodder 

0.8 0.0 0.8

13
Lac; Gums, Resins and Other Vegetable Saps and 
Extracts

0.0 0.0 0.0

14
Vegetable Plaiting Materials; Vegetable Products Not 
Elsewhere Specified or Included

0.0 0.0 0.0

15
Animal or Vegetable Fats and Oils and Their Cleavage 
Products; Prepared Edible Fats; Animal or Vegetable 
Waxes

0.6 1.2 -0.6

16
Preparations of Meat, of Fish, or of Crustaceans, 
Molluscs or Other Aquatic Invertebrates

0.0 0.1 -0.1

17 Sugars and Sugar Confectionery 3.4 0.5 2.8
18 Cocoa and Cocoa Preparations 1.0 0.1 0.9

19
Preparations of Cereals, Flour, Starch or Milk; Pastry 
cooks’ Products

3.3 0.3 3.0

20
Preparations of Vegetables, Fruit, Nuts or Other Parts of
Plants

2.8 0.0 2.8

21 Miscellaneous Edible Preparations 2.0 0.5 1.5
22 Beverages, Spirits and Vinegar 9.5 0.3 9.2

23
Residues and Waste from The Food Industries; 
Prepared Animal Fodder

0.1 0.0 0.1

24 Tobacco and Manufactured Tobacco Substitutes 0.1 0.0 0.1
31 Fertilizers 0.3 0.0 0.2

33
Essential Oils and Resinoids; Perfumery, Cosmetic or 
Toilet Preparations

0.0 0.0 0.0

38 Miscellaneous Chemical Products 0.0 0.2 -0.2

41
Raw Hides and Skins (Other Than Furskins) and 
Leather

0.0 0.6 -0.6

44 Wood and Articles of Wood; Wood Charcoal 0.0 0.0 0.0
45 Cork and Articles of Cork 0.0 0.0 0.0

51
Wool, Fine or Coarse Animal Hair; Horsehair Yarn and 
Woven Fabric

0.0 0.0 0.0

52 Cotton 1.2 0.0 1.2

53
Other Vegetable Textile Fibers; Paper Yarn and Woven 
Fabrics of Paper Yarn

0.0 0.0 0.0

Total 97.1 12.3 84.8

Source: General Department of Customs



Table 3.57 - Syrian agricultural trade balance with Lebanon by chapter, 2004 (Million US$)

CH Chapter name
Exports Value 
(Million US$)

Imports Value 
(Million US$)

Trade 
Balance

1 Live Animals 22.5 0.0 22.5
2  Meat and Edible Meat Offal 0.0 0.0 0.0

4

Dairy Produce; Birds' Eggs; Natural Honey; 
Edible Products of Animal Origin, Not Elsewhere 
Specified or Included 9.2 0.0 9.2

5
Products of Animal Origin, Not Elsewhere 
Specified or Included (Ch5) 0.1 0.3 -0.3

6
Other Plants; Bulbs, Roots and The Like; Cut 
Flowers and Ornamental Foliage 0.3 0.0 0.3

7
Edible Vegetables and Certain Roots and Tubers

15.4 1.3 14.1

8
Edible Fruit and Nuts; Peel of Citrus Fruit or 
Melons 4.9 4.6 0.3

9 Coffee, Tea, Mate and Spices 0.5 0.3 0.2
10 Cereals 10.6 0.1 10.6

11
Products of The Milling Industry; Malt; 
Starches;Inulin; Wheat Gluten 0.2 0.1 0.1

12

Oil Seeds and Oleaginous Fruits; Miscellaneous 
Grains, Seeds and Fruit; Industrial or Medicinal 
Plants; Straw and Fodder 

0.1 0.0 0.1

14

Vegetable Plaiting Materials; Vegetable Products 
Not Elsewhere Specified or Included 

0.0 0.0 0.0

15

Animal or Vegetable Fats and Oils and Their 
Cleavage Products; Prepared Edible Fats; Animal 
or Vegetable Waxes 0.6 4.6 -4.0

16

Preparations of Meat, of Fish, or of Crustaceans, 
Molluscs or Other Aquatic Invertebrates

0.0 1.8 -1.8
17 Sugars and Sugar Confectionery 0.4 3.7 -3.3
18 Cocoa and Cocoa Preparations 0.4 0.0 0.3

19
Preparations of Cereals, Flour, Starch or Milk; 
Pastry cooks’ Products 1.5 4.3 -2.8

20
Preparations of Vegetables, Fruit, Nuts or Other 
Parts of Plants 2.5 4.7 -2.2

21 Miscellaneous Edible Preparations 1.2 0.4 0.9
22 Beverages, Spirits and Vinegar 0.4 3.2 -2.8

23
Residues and Waste from The Food Industries; 
Prepared Animal Fodder 4.0 0.2 3.8

38 Miscellaneous Chemical Products 0.1 0.0 0.1

41
Raw Hides and Skins (Other Than Furskins) and 
Leather 0.0 0.0 0.0

44
Wood and Articles of Wood; Wood Charcoal 

0.1 0.0 0.0
45 Cork and Articles of Cork 0.0 0.0 0.0

51
Wool, Fine or Coarse Animal Hair; Horsehair 
Yarn and Woven Fabric 0.0 0.0 0.0

52 Cotton 2.7 0.1 2.7

53
Other Vegetable Textile Fibers; Paper Yarn and 
Woven Fabrics of Paper Yarn 0.0 0.0 0.0
Total 77.8 29.6 48.1

Source: General Department of Customs



Table 3.58 - Syrian most important agricultural exports to S. Arabia, 2004 (Million US$, Ton and %)  

Tariff Code Commodity
Exports Quantity 

(Ton)
Exports Value 
(Million US$)

%

(0104.10.20) Other sheep male 68,407.3 173.4 67.4
(0104.20.90) Other live Sheep and Goats 8,085.9 20.5 8.0
(0702.00.00) Tomatoes, fresh or chilled 175,868.1 15.6 6.1
(0713.40.90) Other Lentils 13,376.6 5.8 2.2
(0909.30.00) Seeds of cumin 3,182.2 2.5 1.0

(1509.10.10)
Olive oil virgin suitable for human consumption in its 
present form 

1,159.9 2.2 0.9

(1905.40.90)
Other Rusks, toasted bread and similar toasted 
products, without added sugar 

1,875.4 2.0 0.8

(1806.32.90)
Other chocolate and other food preparations containing 
cocoa 

1,249.0 1.8 0.7

(1704.90.90)
Other sugar confectionery (including white chocolate), 
not containing cocoa 

1,769.2 1.8 0.7

(1905.31.00) Sweet biscuits 1,200.8 1.2 0.5
(0713.39.90) Other Beans (Vigna spp.,Phaseolus spp.) 2,714.8 1.1 0.4
(0805.10.00) Oranges 3,819.1 1.0 0.4
(0809.20.00) Cherries 1,668.3 1.0 0.4
(1211.90.10) Mahlab 367.0 0.9 0.4
(0104.20.10) Goats for breeding 382.1 0.9 0.4
(0809.10.00) Apricots 1,827.0 0.9 0.3

(2007.99.90)
Other jams, fruit jellies, marmalades, fruit or nut puree 
and fruit or nut pastes, obtained by cooking, whether or 
not containing added sugar or other sweetening matter 

1,127.8 0.9 0.3

(0809.40.00) Plums and sloes 1,696.6 0.8 0.3

(0709.60.00)
Fruits of the genus capsicum or of the genus pimenta, 
fresh or chilled 

6,525.1 0.8 0.3

(0807.19.10) Yellow watermelon (musk-melon and canteloupe) 7,290.6 0.8 0.3

(2007.99.10) Apricot paste and grape paste (Kemeradin) 1,121.0 0.8 0.3
(0808.20.10) Pears 1,980.8 0.8 0.3
(0806.10.00) Grapes, fresh 3,103.8 0.8 0.3
(0713.20.00) Chickpeas (garbanzos) 1,781.8 0.7 0.3
(2001.10.00) Cucumbers and gherkins 1,811.4 0.7 0.3

(2007.99.20) Grape, pomegranate, locust bean and similar molasses 926.6 0.7 0.3

(0808.10.00) Apples 2,004.3 0.7 0.3
(1509.10.29) Other olive oil (lampante) 186.9 0.6 0.2

(1507.90.00)
Other soya-bean oil and its fractions, whether or not 
refined, but not chemically modified 

67.5 0.5 0.2

(2005.90.90)
Other vegetables and mixtures of vegetables, prepared 
or preserved otherwise than by vinegar or acetic acid, 
not frozen, (other)

547.0 0.5 0.2

(0405.90.10) Ghee 95.4 0.5 0.2
(0705.19.00) Other Lettuce 6,676.9 0.5 0.2
(0909.20.00) Seeds of coriander 653.8 0.4 0.2

(1905.90.90)
Other bread, pastry, cakes, biscuits and other bakers/' 
wares, whether or not containing cocoa 

353.7 0.4 0.2

(2005.10.90) Other Homogenized vegetables 958.0 0.4 0.2

(2106.90.90)
Other food preparations not elsewhere specified or 
included 

512.6 0.4 0.2

- Others 26,165.6 11.9 4.6
- Total Agricultural Exports 352,540.0 257.4 100.0

Source: General Department of Customs



Table 3.59 - Syrian most important agricultural exports to EU 15, 2004 (Million US$, Ton and %)  

Tariff Code Commodity
Exports Quantity 

(Ton)
Exports Value 
(Million US$)

%

(5201.00.90) Other cotton, not carded or combed 20,908.4 31.2 18.6

(5205.12.11)
Raw cotton yarn, single of uncombed fibers, measuring less than 714.29 decitex 
but not less than 245.7 decitex (more than 8.2 and less than 24 as English 
measurement) 

11,301.9 26.0 15.5

(1509.10.10) Olive oil virgin suitable for human consumption in its present form 11,890.8 19.0 11.4

(4112.00.99)
Other Leather further prepared after tanning or crusting of sheep or lamb,  tanned,
grained, stamped or printed etc  

5,405.4 15.6 9.3

(5205.14.11)
Raw cotton yarn, single of uncombed fibers, measuring less than 192.31 decitex but
not less than 147 decitex ( more than 30 until 40 English measurement ) 

3,509.1 9.5 5.7

(5205.41.10)
Multiple (folded) or cabled yarn, of combed fibres,Measuring per single yarn 
714.29 decitex or more (not exceeding 14 metric number per single yarn), Raw

3,101.7 8.2 4.9

(5206.24.11)
Raw cotton yarn , single , of combed fibers, containing less than 85% by weight of 
cotton, measuring less than 192.31 decitex but not than 147 decitex 

1,859.7 5.8 3.5

(1404.20.00) Cotton linters 16,823.5 5.3 3.2
(1001.10.90) Other durum wheat 23,524.0 5.2 3.1

(5209.42.00)
Woven fabrics of cotton, containing 85% or more by weight of cotton, weighing 
more than 200 g/m,of yarns of different colors, denim 

1,748.7 5.1 3.0

(0504.00.10) Guts 508.3 3.7 2.2

(5206.22.11)
Raw cotton yarn , single , of combed fibers, containing less than 85% by weight of 
cotton, measuring less than 714.29 decitex but not less than 245.7 decitex 

1,185.0 3.3 2.0

(0909.30.00) Seeds of cumin 3,730.9 3.0 1.8
(0702.00.00) Tomatoes, fresh or chilled 12,149.9 2.8 1.7

(5205.21.10)
Single yarn, of combed fibers Measuring 714.29 decitex or more (not exceeding 14 
metric number) , Raw

899.6 2.3 1.4

(2401.20.10) Tobacco, partly or wholly stemmed, stripped (Leaf tobacco) 1,318.0 2.1 1.3
(0712.20.00) Onions, dried 1,284.1 2.1 1.2
(5202.99.00) Other cotton waste (including yarn waste and garneted stock) 2,013.5 1.7 1.0

(0713.50.90)
Other Broad beans (Vicia faba var. major) and horse beans (Vicia faba var. equina, 
Vicia faba var. minor) 

2,898.6 1.4 0.9

(5205.31.10)
Multiple (folded) or cabled cotton yarn, of uncombed fibers, raw, measuring per 
single yarn 714.29 decitex or more (not exceeding 14 metric number per single 
yarn) 

536.0 1.4 0.8

- Others 14,824.2 12.8 7.6
- Total Agricultural Exports 141,421.3 167.3 100.0
Source: General Department of Customs



Table 3.60 - Syrian most important agricultural exports to Egypt, 2004 (Million US$, Ton and %)  

Tariff Code Commodity
Exports Quantity 

(Ton)
Exports Value 
(Million US$)

%

(1001.90.12)
Soft ordinary wheat imported by the general establishment for 
trading and manufacturing Cereals for the propose of internal 
supplying 

230,576.0 36.8 35.4

(5205.12.11)
Raw cotton yarn, single of uncombed fibers, measuring less than 
714.29 decitex but not less than 245.7 decitex (more than 8.2 and 
less than 24 as English measurement) 

6,666.1 15.0 14.4

(0713.40.90) Other Lentils 40,609.7 14.8 14.2
(5201.00.90) Other cotton, not carded or combed 3,886.3 6.1 5.9

(5205.31.10)
Multiple (folded) or cabled cotton yarn, of uncombed fibers, raw, 
measuring per single yarn 714.29 decitex or more (not exceeding 14 
metric number per single yarn) 

1,544.4 3.9 3.7

(0808.10.00) Apples 9,605.8 3.9 3.7
(2007.99.10) Apricot paste and grape paste (Kemeradin) 4,292.6 3.4 3.3
(1001.10.90) Other durum wheat 14,750.0 3.1 3.0

(5205.14.11)
Raw cotton yarn, single of uncombed fibers, measuring less than 
192.31 decitex but not less than 147 decitex ( more than 30 until 40 
English measurement ) 

755.7 2.0 1.9

(0713.20.00) Chickpeas (garbanzos) 3,630.2 1.7 1.7

(5205.21.10)
Single yarn, of combed fibers Measuring 714.29 decitex or more 
(not exceeding 14 metric number) , Raw

728.1 1.6 1.5

(5202.99.00) Other cotton waste (including yarn waste and garneted stock) 1,807.3 1.3 1.3

(0909.30.00) Seeds of cumin 1,596.0 1.3 1.2
(0804.20.10) Figs, in packing of 1 kg or less 1,717.4 1.2 1.2
(1211.20.90) Other Ginseng roots 1,473.3 1.2 1.1

(2306.10.00)
Oil-cake and other solid residues, whether or not ground or in the 
form of pellets, resulting from the extraction of vegetable fats or 
oils, of cotton seeds 

6,506.8 1.0 1.0

(0504.00.10) Guts 99.3 0.7 0.6

(0713.50.90)
Other Broad beans (Vicia faba var. major) and horse beans (Vicia 
faba var. equina, Vicia faba var. minor) 

1,294.9 0.6 0.6

(2007.99.90)
Other jams, fruit jellies, marmalades, fruit or nut puree and fruit or 
nut pastes, obtained by cooking, whether or not containing added 
sugar or other sweetening matter 

565.9 0.5 0.4

(5206.24.11)
Raw cotton yarn , single , of combed fibers, containing less than 
85% by weight of cotton, measuring less than 192.31 decitex but not 
than 147 decitex 

108.1 0.3 0.3

(1211.90.99) Other plants and parts of plants (including seeds and fruits) 499.9 0.3 0.3

(5205.12.12)
Raw cotton yarn, single of uncombed fibers, measuring less than 
245.7 decitex but not less than 232.56 decitex (from 24 until 25.45 
as English measurement) 

98.5 0.2 0.2

(1211.10.00) Licorice roots 305.8 0.2 0.2
(1704.10.00) Chewing gum, whether or not sugar-coated 169.9 0.2 0.2
(1404.20.00) Cotton linters 497.6 0.2 0.2
- Others 3,479.0 2.5 2.4
- Total Agricultural Exports 337,264.8 104.0 100.0
Source: General Department of Customs



Table 3.61 - Syrian most important agricultural exports to Jordan, 2004 (Million US$, Ton and %)  

Tariff Code Commodity
Exports Quantity 

(Ton)
Exports Value 
(Million US$)

%

(1003.00.00) Barley 194,034.8 27.1 27.9

(1001.90.12)
Soft ordinary wheat imported by the general establishment 
for trading and manufacturing Cereals for the propose of 
internal supplying 

79,292.2 14.0 14.4

(0713.20.00) Chickpeas (garbanzos) 15,829.1 6.5 6.7

(2202.90.00)
Other waters, containing added sugar or other sweetening 
matter or flavoured, and other non-alcoholic beverages 

24,689.9 5.2 5.4

(0104.20.90) Other live Sheep and Goats 1,998.5 5.1 5.2
(0808.10.00) Apples 10,635.7 3.8 3.9

(2202.10.00)
Mineral waters and aerated waters, containing added 
sugar or other sweetening matter or flavoured 

21,406.3 3.8 3.9

(0805.10.00) Oranges 13,240.5 2.9 2.9

(1704.90.90)
Other sugar confectionery (including white chocolate), not 
containing cocoa 

3,869.2 2.8 2.9

(0713.40.90) Other Lentils 4,910.0 2.2 2.3

(2106.90.90)
Other food preparations not elsewhere specified or 
included 

2,123.4 1.7 1.7

(0104.10.20) Other sheep male 527.2 1.4 1.4
(1905.31.00) Sweet biscuits 1,186.6 1.2 1.2

(1905.40.90)
Other Rusks, toasted bread and similar toasted products, 
without added sugar 

1,139.5 1.1 1.2

(2007.99.90)
Other jams, fruit jellies, marmalades, fruit or nut puree 
and fruit or nut pastes, obtained by cooking, whether or 
not containing added sugar or other sweetening matter 

1,158.3 0.9 1.0

(1806.32.90)
Other chocolate and other food preparations containing 
cocoa 

656.1 0.9 0.9

(0403.10.23) Sour milk in powder form or other solid form 1,411.0 0.9 0.9
(0713.39.90) Other Beans (Vigna spp.,Phaseolus spp.) 1,768.7 0.8 0.8

(1108.12.10)
Maize (corn) starch for industries other than food 
industries 

1,990.2 0.6 0.6

(0808.20.10) Pears 1,366.6 0.5 0.6
(0910.40.10) Thyme 341.8 0.5 0.5

(5209.59.00)
Other woven fabrics of cotton, containing 85% or more by 
weight of cotton, weighing more than 200 g/m, printed 

262.5 0.5 0.5

(5201.00.90) Other cotton, not carded or combed 316.7 0.5 0.5
(2009.90.00) Mixtures of juices 1,063.3 0.4 0.4

(2201.10.00)
Mineral waters and aerated waters, not containing added 
sugar or other sweetening matter nor flavoured 

2,482.0 0.4 0.4

- Others 27,419.8 11.6 11.9
- Total Agricultural Exports 415,120.1 97.1 100.0
Source: General Department of Customs



Table 3.62 - Syrian most important agricultural exports to Iraq, 2004 (Million US$, Ton and %)  

Tariff Code Commodity
Exports Quantity 

(Ton)
Exports Value 
(Million US$)

%

(2202.90.00)
Other waters, containing added sugar or other sweetening 
matter or flavoured, and other non-alcoholic beverages 

155,843.4 33.0 34.2

(1001.90.12)
Soft ordinary wheat imported by the general establishment for 
trading and manufacturing Cereals for the propose of internal 
supplying 

106,694.1 21.8 22.6

(2304.00.00)
Oil-cake and other solid residues, whether or not ground or in 
the form of pellets, resulting from the extraction of soya-bean 
oil 

32,553.8 7.2 7.4

(2201.10.00)
Mineral waters and aerated waters, not containing added 
sugar or other sweetening matter nor flavoured 

29,234.4 6.0 6.2

(2202.10.00)
Mineral waters and aerated waters, containing added sugar or 
other sweetening matter or flavoured 

26,195.3 5.9 6.1

(1101.00.10) Durum wheat and soft wheat flour 25,025.0 4.0 4.2
(1001.10.10) Durum wheat planting seed 7,480.0 2.9 3.0

(1517.10.20) Margarine, excluding liquid margarine of vegetable origin 2,000.0 1.5 1.6

(2106.90.90) Other food preparations not elsewhere specified or included 1,372.7 1.2 1.2

(0701.90.00) Other Potatoes, fresh or chilled 6,118.5 1.2 1.2
(0713.20.00) Chickpeas (garbanzos) 1,252.0 0.7 0.7
(0702.00.00) Tomatoes, fresh or chilled 4,899.2 0.7 0.7
(0407.00.00) Birds eggs, in shell, fresh, preserved or cooked 1,281.4 0.6 0.6

(1704.90.90)
Other sugar confectionery (including white chocolate), not 
containing cocoa 

710.0 0.6 0.6

(5209.11.00)
Woven fabrics of cotton, containing 85% or more by weight of 
cotton, weighing more than 200 g/m,unbleached, plain weave  
"toile" 

245.9 0.5 0.5

(2105.00.90)
Other ice cream and other edible ice, whether or not 
containing cocoa 

548.8 0.5 0.5

(0703.10.10) Onions, fresh or chilled 2,513.5 0.4 0.5
(2005.20.20) Potatoes, fried slices 308.7 0.4 0.5

(5209.59.00)
Other woven fabrics of cotton, containing 85% or more by 
weight of cotton, weighing more than 200 g/m, printed 

228.6 0.4 0.4

(0104.10.20) Other sheep male 159.2 0.4 0.4

(2007.99.90)
Other jams, fruit jellies, marmalades, fruit or nut puree and 
fruit or nut pastes, obtained by cooking, whether or not 
containing added sugar or other sweetening matter 

494.6 0.4 0.4

(5208.12.00)
Woven fabrics of cotton, containing 85% or more by weight of 
cotton, unbleached, plain weave, weighing more than 100 
g/m2 

220.3 0.3 0.3

(0805.10.00) Oranges 1,288.4 0.3 0.3
(1206.00.00) Sunflower seeds, whether or not broken 559.9 0.3 0.3
- Others 12,802.6 5.4 5.6
- Total Agricultural Exports 420,030.3 96.4 100.0
Source: General Department of Customs



Table 3.63 - Syrian most important agricultural exports to Lebanon, 2004 (Million US$, Ton and %)  

Tariff Code Commodity
Exports Quantity 

(Ton)
Exports Value 
(Million US$)

%

(0104.10.20) Other sheep male 8,549.2 22.1 28.4

(1001.90.12)
Soft ordinary wheat imported by the general establishment for 
trading and manufacturing Cereals for the propose of internal 
supplying 

63,574.7 10.5 13.5

(0406.90.90) Other cheeses 2,938.8 5.1 6.6
(0706.10.00) Carrots and turnips 14,506.5 2.6 3.3
(0406.10.10) Lactic cheese 1,387.6 2.4 3.1

(2304.00.00)
Oil-cake and other solid residues, whether or not ground or in 
the form of pellets, resulting from the extraction of soya-bean oil 

10,579.6 2.2 2.9

(0702.00.00) Tomatoes, fresh or chilled 10,968.1 2.2 2.9
(0802.50.10) Pistachios, in shell 922.0 1.3 1.7
(2002.90.20) Tomato paste 1,480.0 1.2 1.6
(0709.30.00) Aubergines (egg-plants), fresh or chilled 5,151.1 1.2 1.5
(0713.40.90) Other Lentils 2,217.1 1.1 1.4

(5205.12.11)
Raw cotton yarn, single of uncombed fibers, measuring less than 
714.29 decitex but not less than 245.7 decitex (more than 8.2 
and less than 24 as English measurement) 

437.3 1.1 1.4

(0713.20.00) Chickpeas (garbanzos) 1,912.8 1.0 1.2

(5208.13.90)
Other woven fabrics of cotton, containing 85% or more by weight
of cotton, unbleached, 3-thread or 4-thread twill, including cross 
twill 

313.4 0.9 1.2

(0402.99.90)
Other Milk and Cream, concentrated or containing added sugar 
or other sweetening matter 

258.7 0.9 1.2

(2309.90.90) Other preparations of a kind used in animal feeding 5,741.8 0.9 1.1

(0709.60.00)
Fruits of the genus capsicum or of the genus pimenta, fresh or 
chilled 

3,898.3 0.8 1.1

(2105.00.90)
Other ice cream and other edible ice, whether or not containing 
cocoa 

822.9 0.8 1.1

(2306.10.00)
Oil-cake and other solid residues, whether or not ground or in 
the form of pellets, resulting from the extraction of vegetable fats 
or oils, of cotton seeds 

5,982.9 0.7 0.9

(1905.40.90)
Other Rusks, toasted bread and similar toasted products, 
without added sugar 

685.6 0.7 0.9

(0708.10.00) Peas (Pisum sativum) fresh or chilled 1,535.5 0.7 0.9
(0802.11.00) Almonds, in shell 1,079.3 0.7 0.9
(0710.22.00) Beans (Vigna spp., Phaseolus spp.), frozen 1,952.6 0.7 0.8
(0809.40.00) Plums and sloes 921.3 0.6 0.8
- Others 35,162.0 15.2 19.6
- Total Agricultural Exports 182,979.0 77.8 100.0
Source: General Department of Customs



Table 3.64 - Syrian most important agricultural exports to Turkey 2004 (Million US$, Ton and %)  

Tariff Code Commodity
Exports Quantity 

(Ton)
Exports Value 
(Million US$)

%

(5201.00.90) Other cotton, not carded or combed 22,798.0 32.0 56.8

(2306.10.00)
Oil-cake and other solid residues, whether or not ground or in 
the form of pellets, resulting from the extraction of vegetable fats 
or oils, of cotton seeds 

28,276.3 4.0 7.0

(1207.20.00) Cotton seeds 15,384.4 3.8 6.8

(5205.12.11)
Raw cotton yarn, single of uncombed fibers, measuring less than 
714.29 decitex but not less than 245.7 decitex (more than 8.2 and 
less than 24 as English measurement) 

1,025.2 2.1 3.8

(0711.30.10)
Capers, in brine, sulfur water or water with other added 
materials 

875.8 1.4 2.5

(2306.90.10) Pulp and other solid material resulting from olive oil extraction 30,026.3 1.2 2.1

(0713.40.90) Other Lentils 3,081.3 1.2 2.1

(5202.99.00) Other cotton waste (including yarn waste and garneted stock) 1,418.1 1.0 1.8

(5212.23.10)
Textiles woven from wool and rubber thread (stretchable), dyed, 
weighing more than 200 g/sqm 

174.7 0.9 1.7

(1206.00.00) Sunflower seeds, whether or not broken 1,896.4 0.9 1.7

(1702.30.90)
Other Glucose and glucose syrup, not containing fructose or 
containing in the dry state less than 20% by weight of fructose 

3,910.4 0.9 1.5

(0702.00.00) Tomatoes, fresh or chilled 3,280.3 0.7 1.3
(5101.21.10) Shorn wool, degreased, not carbonized, washed 693.4 0.7 1.2
(5202.10.00) Yarn waste of cotton (including thread waste) 685.1 0.6 1.1
(0909.30.00) Seeds of cumin 612.9 0.6 1.0
(4105.10.90) Other Tanned or skins of sheep, in the wet state 142.5 0.5 0.9

(4401.10.00)
Fuel wood, in logs, in billets, in twigs, in faggots or in similar 
forms 

8,617.0 0.4 0.7

(2306.70.00)
Oil-cake and other solid residues, whether or not ground or in 
the form of pellets, resulting from the extraction of vegetable fats 
or oils, of maize (corn) germ  

3,551.0 0.4 0.7

(5208.12.00)
Woven fabrics of cotton, containing 85% or more by weight of 
cotton, unbleached, plain weave, weighing more than 100 g/m2 

154.3 0.3 0.6

(2304.00.00)
Oil-cake and other solid residues, whether or not ground or in 
the form of pellets, resulting from the extraction of soya-bean oil 

2,142.7 0.2 0.4

(5209.42.00)
Woven fabrics of cotton, containing 85% or more by weight of 
cotton, weighing more than 200 g/m,of yarns of different colors, 
denim 

47.2 0.2 0.3

(5101.19.90) Other wool, not carded or combed, greasy 318.5 0.2 0.3
(0403.10.23) Sour milk in powder form or other solid form 285.4 0.2 0.3

(4103.90.00)
Other raw hides and skins (fresh, or salted, dried, limed, pickled 
or otherwise preserved, but not tanned, parchment-dressed or 
further prepared), whether or not dehaired or split

29.0 0.1 0.2

(5205.11.10)

Raw cotton yarn,  (other than sewing thread), containing 85% or 
more by weight of cotton, not put up for retail sale, single of 
uncombed fibers, measuring 714.29 decitex or more (not 
exceeding 14 metric number) 

50.0 0.1 0.2

(5205.12.12)
Raw cotton yarn, single of uncombed fibers, measuring less than 
245.7 decitex but not less than 232.56 decitex (from 24 until 
25.45 as English measurement) 

32.0 0.1 0.2

(4112.00.99)
Other Leather further prepared after tanning or crusting of sheep 
or lamb,  tanned, grained, stamped or printed etc  

66.9 0.1 0.2

(1905.31.00) Sweet biscuits 104.2 0.1 0.2
(0713.40.10) Lentils, for sowing 242.0 0.1 0.2
(0909.10.00) Seeds of anise or badian 89.1 0.1 0.2

(5205.31.10)
Multiple (folded) or cabled cotton yarn, of uncombed fibers, raw, 
measuring per single yarn 714.29 decitex or more (not exceeding 
14 metric number per single yarn) 

42.3 0.1 0.2

(1108.12.10) Maize (corn) starch for industries other than food industries 414.0 0.1 0.2

- Others 2,296.2 1.0 1.8
- Total Agricultural Exports 132,762.9 56.3 100.0
Source: General Department of Customs



Table 3.65 - Syrian most important agricultural imports from EU 15, 2004 (Million US$, Ton and %)

Tariff Code Commodity
Imports Quantity 

(Ton)
Imports Value 
(Million US$)

%

(1701.99.19) Other chemically pure sucrose, in solid form, refined 434,216.1 115.6 40.0
(2402.20.00) Cigarettes containing tobacco 3,527.9 32.6 11.3

(3808.30.10)
Herbicides, anti-sprouting products and plant-growth 
regulators products specialized for agricultural uses 

2,266.0 18.0 6.2

(0402.21.10)

Milk , In powder, granules or other solid forms, of a fat content, 
by weight, exceeding 1.5%,Not containing added sugar or other 
sweetening matter, For children, in airtight tins containing not 
more than 2,500 g 

3,080.5 15.5 5.4

(1209.91.10) Vegetable seeds suitable only for sowing 247.6 12.5 4.3
(0405.90.10) Ghee 4,676.9 11.0 3.8

(2106.90.90) Other food preparations not elsewhere specified or included 1,914.1 9.9 3.4

(3808.20.10) Fungicides products specialized for agricultural uses 640.1 5.4 1.9
(3302.90.90) Other mixtures of odoriferous substances 1,370.3 5.0 1.7
(3808.10.10) Insecticides products specialized for agricultural uses 392.2 4.8 1.7
(0405.10.00) Butter 1,997.0 4.7 1.6
(0701.10.00) Potatoes, fresh or chilled for seed 4,608.0 3.7 1.3
(1209.11.10) Sugar beet seed, Suitable only for sowing 288.9 3.6 1.3

(1702.30.90)
Other Glucose and glucose syrup, not containing fructose or 
containing in the dry state less than 20% by weight of fructose 

10,581.9 3.2 1.1

(1006.20.00) Husked (brown) rice 7,852.4 3.1 1.1

(0105.19.00)
Other Fowls of the species Gallus domesticus,weighing not more 
than 185g 

48.6 2.8 1.0

(2005.20.10)
Rectangular chips made of potato flour, salted, with added 
preservatives, dried for consumption upon frying 

1,559.0 2.3 0.8

(0402.10.90)
Other Milk and Cream, not concentrated nor containing added 
sugar or other sweetening matter, In powder, granules or other 
solid forms, of a fat content, by weight, not exceeding 1.5% 

1,092.3 2.1 0.7

(0402.21.90)
Other Milk , In powder, granules or other solid forms, of a fat 
content, by weight, exceeding 1.5%,Not containing added sugar 
or other sweetening matter 

1,015.8 2.0 0.7

(3302.90.10)
Mixtures of odoriferous substances for cosmetics, tenderness, 
and medicines preparations for industry

329.3 1.9 0.7

(1006.30.00)
Semi-milled or wholly milled rice, whether or not polished or 
glazed 

3,779.0 1.9 0.6

(3302.10.90)
Other non-alcohol compounds (compound extracts) with 
aromatic bases, for use in beverages 

387.0 1.6 0.6

(2101.11.00) Extracts, essences and concentrates, of coffee 105.3 1.5 0.5

(1507.10.10)
Crude soya-bean oil, whether or not degummed for use in the 
manufacture of soap 

1,990.6 1.4 0.5

- Others 32,028.0 22.9 7.9
- Total Agricultural Imports 519,995.0 288.9 100.0
Source: General Department of Customs



Table 3.66 - Syrian most important agricultural imports from USA, 2004 (Million US$, Ton and %)

Tariff Code Commodity
Imports Quantity 

(Ton)
Imports Value 
(Million US$)

%

(1005.90.10) Maize (corn) 566,449.2 76.0 50.7
(1005.90.90) Other Maize (corn) 158,360.6 22.8 15.2
(1201.00.00) Soya beans, whether or not broken 88,779.9 21.0 14.0
(2402.20.00) Cigarettes containing tobacco 1,072.9 18.2 12.1

(2304.00.00)
Oil-cake and other solid residues, whether or not ground or in 
the form of pellets, resulting from the extraction of soya-bean 
oil 

15,549.3 3.9 2.6

(1209.91.10) Vegetable seeds suitable only for sowing 57.4 1.9 1.3

(3808.10.10) Insecticides products specialized for agricultural uses 80.1 1.4 1.0

(2106.90.90) Other food preparations not elsewhere specified or included 321.8 1.4 0.9

(0402.21.10)

Milk , In powder, granules or other solid forms, of a fat 
content, by weight, exceeding 1.5%,Not containing added 
sugar or other sweetening matter, For children, in airtight tins
containing not more than 2,500 g 

94.7 0.7 0.5

(1702.11.00)
Lactose and lactose Syrup , containing by weight 99% or more 
lactose, expressed as anhydrous lactose, calculated on the dry 
matter 

600.0 0.4 0.2

(0713.10.10) Peas (Pisum sativum), dried leguminous, for sowing 110.9 0.3 0.2
(1701.99.19) Other chemically pure sucrose, in solid form, refined 1,125.0 0.3 0.2

(2103.90.00)
Other sauces and preparations therefore; mixed condiments 
and mixed seasonings 

185.2 0.3 0.2

(1209.99.10)
Seeds, fruit and spores, of a kind used for sowing (other) 
suitable only for sowing 

29.5 0.2 0.2

(1005.10.00) Maize (corn), for sowing 21.0 0.2 0.2

(0105.19.00)
Other Fowls of the species Gallus domesticus,weighing not 
more than 185g 

1.8 0.1 0.1

(3302.90.90) Other mixtures of odoriferous substances 16.1 0.1 0.1

(1901.90.90)
Other malt extract; food preparations of flour, groats, meal, 
starch or malt extract 

39.9 0.1 0.1

- Others 308.2 0.6 0.4
- Total Agricultural Imports 833,203.4 150.0 100.0
Source: General Department of Customs



Table 3.67 - Syrian most important agricultural imports from Argentina, 2004 (Million US$, Ton and %)

Tariff Code Commodity
Imports Quantity 

(Ton)
Imports Value 
(Million US$)

%

(2304.00.00)
Oil-cake and other solid residues, whether or not ground or in the form 
of pellets, resulting from the extraction of soya-bean oil 

318,296.3 88.9 62.7

(1005.90.10) Maize (corn) 127,433.0 18.5 13.1
(1201.00.00) Soya beans, whether or not broken 41,591.0 14.9 10.5
(0903.00.20) Mate, raw, in stalk form, whether or not ground 17,944.5 13.2 9.3

(2302.40.00)
Bran, sharps and other residues, whether or not in the form of pellets, 
derived from the sifting, milling or other working of cereals or of 
leguminous plants of other cereals 

10,231.0 2.4 1.7

(0903.00.10) Mate, prepared and ready for consumption 1,936.9 2.0 1.4
(2106.90.90) Other food preparations not elsewhere specified or included 1,136.0 0.6 0.4
(0709.90.50) Sweet corn, fresh or chilled 4,600.0 0.6 0.4
(1206.00.00) Sunflower seeds, whether or not broken 1,062.8 0.3 0.2
(1512.19.10) Crude oil (Other) from sunflower seeds 241.2 0.2 0.1

(1702.11.00)
Lactose and lactose Syrup , containing by weight 99% or more lactose, 
expressed as anhydrous lactose, calculated on the dry matter 

100.0 0.1 0.0

(1204.00.00) Linseed, whether or not broken 81.6 0.0 0.0
- Total Agricultural Imports 524,654.2 141.8 100.0
Source: General Department of Customs



Table 3.68 - Syrian most important agricultural imports from Brazil, 2004 (Million US$, Ton and %)

Tariff Code Commodity
Imports Quantity 

(Ton)
Imports Value 
(Million US$)

%

(1701.99.19) Other chemically pure sucrose, in solid form, refined 217,114.6 56.9 57.5
(1701.12.10) Beet sugar for refining 51,622.1 19.9 20.1
(0901.11.00) Coffee, not roasted, not decaffeinated 15,759.8 17.8 18.0
(1201.00.00) Soya beans, whether or not broken 8,998.9 2.9 3.0

(2304.00.00)
Oil-cake and other solid residues, whether or not ground or in the 
form of pellets, resulting from the extraction of soya-bean oil 

3,000.0 0.6 0.6

(3808.30.10)
Herbicides, anti-sprouting products and plant-growth regulators 
products specialized for agricultural uses 

15.9 0.2 0.2

(0904.11.00) Pepper, neither crushed nor ground 133.0 0.2 0.2
(2101.11.00) Extracts, essences and concentrates, of coffee 53.5 0.1 0.1

(2009.80.13) Juice of any other single fruit, Condensed prepared for industry 69.9 0.1 0.1

(5304.10.10) Sisal fibers for use by industry 93.0 0.1 0.1
- Others 240.5 0.2 0.2
- Total Agricultural Imports 297,101.1 99.0 100.0
Source: General Department of Customs



Table 3.69 - Syrian most important agricultural imports from Egypt 2004 (Million US$, Ton and %)

Tariff Code Commodity
Imports Quantity 

(Ton)
Imports Value 
(Million US$)

%

(1006.30.00)
Semi-milled or wholly milled rice, whether or not polished or 
glazed 

118,183.9 41.9 48.9

(1006.20.00) Husked (brown) rice 82,576.4 26.8 31.3

(1202.20.00)
Ground-nuts, not roasted or otherwise cooked, shelled, whether or
not broken 

5,676.0 2.6 3.0

(0902.30.00)
Black tea (fermented) and partly fermented tea, in immediate 
packing of a content not exceeding 3 kg 

241.7 2.3 2.6

(0703.10.10) Onions, fresh or chilled 15,773.5 1.4 1.7

(2403.10.00)
Smoking tobacco, whether or not containing tobacco substitutes in
any proportion 

323.5 1.3 1.5

(3808.10.10) Insecticides products specialized for agricultural uses 129.1 1.1 1.3
(2101.11.00) Extracts, essences and concentrates, of coffee 301.0 1.1 1.2

(0713.33.90)
Other Kidney beans, including white pea beans (Phaseolus 
vulgaris)

1,233.0 0.6 0.7

(2103.90.00)
Other sauces and preparations therefore; mixed condiments and 
mixed seasonings 

229.5 0.6 0.7

(3302.10.90)
Other non-alcohol compounds (compound extracts) with aromatic
bases, for use in beverages 

226.7 0.5 0.6

(3808.20.10) Fungicides products specialized for agricultural uses 82.1 0.4 0.5
(0803.00.00) Bananas, including plantains, fresh or dried 1,398.5 0.4 0.4

(2106.90.90) Other food preparations not elsewhere specified or included 127.6 0.3 0.3

(1516.20.19)
Other Vegetable fats and oils and their fractions, Partially or 
wholly hydrogenated, whether or not refined 

236.0 0.3 0.3

(0702.00.00) Tomatoes, fresh or chilled 2,733.3 0.2 0.3
(5306.20.00) Flax yarn, multiple (folded) or cabled 107.0 0.2 0.3

(3808.30.10)
Herbicides, anti-sprouting products and plant-growth regulators 
products specialized for agricultural uses 

36.3 0.2 0.2

(0504.00.10) Guts 55.7 0.2 0.2
(1212.99.20) Watermelon seeds (yellow or red seeds with green shell) 413.2 0.2 0.2
(1103.13.00) Groats and meal of maize (corn) 1,080.5 0.2 0.2

(0805.20.00)
Mandarins (including tangerines and satsumas); clementines, 
wilkings and similar citrus hybrids 

809.0 0.2 0.2

(2009.80.13) Juice of any other single fruit, Condensed prepared for industry 287.1 0.2 0.2

(2004.10.10) Potatoes, Fried slices, frozen 667.6 0.1 0.2
(3102.30.00) Ammonium nitrate, whether or not in aqueous solution 560.0 0.1 0.2
(1006.10.90) Other Rice in the husk (paddy or rough) 418.0 0.1 0.2
(0805.10.00) Oranges 739.9 0.1 0.2
- Others 3,632.3 2.2 2.5
- Total Agricultural Imports 238,278.3 85.8 100.0
Source: General Department of Customs



Table 3.70 - Syrian most important agricultural imports from Iraq, 2004 (Million US$, Ton and %)

Tariff Code Commodity
Imports Quantity 

(Ton)
Imports Value 
(Million US$)

%

(1003.00.00) Barley 281,260.0 28.7 38.9
(1001.90.90) Other wheat and meslin 76,899.0 10.3 14.0

(2302.30.00)
Bran, sharps and other residues, whether or not in the form of 
pellets, derived from the sifting, milling or other working of 
cereals or of leguminous plants of wheat 

175,282.3 10.0 13.6

(3102.10.00) Urea, whether or not in aqueous solution 36,705.3 3.8 5.1
(0713.20.00) Chickpeas (garbanzos) 7,713.2 2.7 3.7

(1001.90.12)
Soft ordinary wheat imported by the general establishment for 
trading and manufacturing Cereals for the purpose of internal 
supplying 

18,252.2 2.4 3.2

(1207.40.00) Sesame seeds 3,206.0 2.0 2.7
(0804.10.90) Other Date 11,187.8 1.8 2.5
(1006.20.00) Husked (brown) rice 5,195.4 1.5 2.1
(1904.30.00) Bulgur wheat 5,645.7 1.5 2.0
(0713.10.90) Other Peas (Pisum sativum), dried leguminous 5,395.3 1.3 1.8

(1104.29.10)
Cereal grains otherwise worked (for example, hulled, rolled, 
flaked, pearled, sliced or kibbled), from wheat, or from 
mixtures of wheat and rye or from barely or a maize 

8,789.4 1.1 1.6

(1211.10.00) Licorice roots 3,941.8 1.0 1.4

(1006.30.00)
Semi-milled or wholly milled rice, whether or not polished or 
glazed 

2,218.0 0.7 1.0

(4101.10.00) Other hides and skins of bovine animals, fresh or wet-salted 1,390.6 0.4 0.6

(1206.00.00) Sunflower seeds, whether or not broken 2,155.8 0.4 0.6

(0713.33.90)
Other Kidney beans, including white pea beans (Phaseolus 
vulgaris)

811.0 0.4 0.5

(0804.10.10) Date, in packing of 1 kg or less 2,188.0 0.4 0.5

(0713.50.90)
Other Broad beans (Vicia faba var. major) and horse beans 
(Vicia faba var. equina, Vicia faba var. minor) 

1,195.6 0.3 0.4

(0709.90.90) Other vegetables, fresh or chilled 1,382.5 0.3 0.4

(1703.90.90)
Other molasses resulting from the extraction or refining of 
sugar with added color or flavor 

5,128.1 0.3 0.4

(1001.10.90) Other durum wheat 1,918.1 0.2 0.3
(0909.50.00) Seeds of fennel; juniper berries 317.6 0.2 0.2
(4102.10.00) Raw skins of sheep, with wool on 219.9 0.2 0.2
(1001.90.13) Solid or semi-solid ordinary wheat 1,005.1 0.1 0.2
(0713.40.10) Lentils, for sowing 641.6 0.1 0.2

(0713.32.90) Other Small red (Adzuki) beans (Phaseolus or Vigna angularis) 532.4 0.1 0.2

(4103.10.95)
Other raw hides and skins, of goats or kids, primarily tanned, 
imported by another party

312.3 0.1 0.2

- Others 5,909.8 1.3 1.7
- Total Agricultural Imports 666,799.7 73.7 100.0
Source: General Department of Customs



Table 3.71 - Syrian most important agricultural imports from Ukraine, 2004 (Million US$, Ton and %)

Tariff Code Commodity
Imports Quantity 

(Ton)
Imports Value 
(Million US$)

%

(1003.00.00) Barley 278,752.7 33.7 46.2
(3102.30.00) Ammonium nitrate, whether or not in aqueous solution 99,615.0 17.3 23.7
(3102.10.00) Urea, whether or not in aqueous solution 35,280.2 6.9 9.5
(1512.11.11) Crude oil for use by industry from sunflower seed 14,529.1 6.4 8.8

(1001.90.12)
Soft ordinary wheat imported by the general establishment for 
trading and manufacturing Cereals for the purpose of internal 
supplying 

13,929.0 2.1 2.9

(0802.32.00) Walnuts, shelled 982.2 1.4 1.9

(3102.60.00) Double salts and mixtures of calcium nitrate and ammonium nitrate 6,181.0 1.1 1.5

(1212.99.40) Sakini seeds (white seeds) and squash seeds 931.0 1.0 1.3

(0402.10.90)
Other Milk and Cream, not concentrated nor containing added sugar 
or other sweetening matter, In powder, granules or other solid 
forms, of a fat content, by weight, not exceeding 1.5% 

440.0 0.7 1.0

(1206.00.00) Sunflower seeds, whether or not broken 1,970.0 0.7 0.9

(2302.10.00)
Bran, sharps and other residues, whether or not in the form of 
pellets, derived from the sifting, milling or other working of cereals 
or of leguminous plants of maize (corn) 

2,762.7 0.4 0.6

(0102.90.00) Other live bovine animals 315.6 0.3 0.5
(1005.90.10) Maize (corn) 2,627.4 0.3 0.5
(3808.10.10) Insecticides products specialized for agricultural uses 150.0 0.2 0.3
(0405.10.00) Butter 58.5 0.1 0.2

(0402.21.90)
Other Milk , In powder, granules or other solid forms, of a fat 
content, by weight, exceeding 1.5%,Not containing added sugar or 
other sweetening matter 

50.0 0.1 0.1

(2306.30.00)
Oil-cake and other solid residues, whether or not ground or in the 
form of pellets, resulting from the extraction of vegetable fats or oils, 
of sunflower seeds 

537.0 0.1 0.1

(0404.10.00)
Whey and modified whey, whether or not concentrated or containing 
added sugar or other sweetening matter 

25.0 0.1 0.1

- Others 78.7 0.1 0.1
- Total Agricultural Imports 459,215.0 72.9 100.0
Source: General Department of Customs



 

 

 




