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Executive Summary 

Syrian Economy is standing before new era that characterized by openness on world economy, 
after a decision that has been made to restructure the sector. This stage is full of challenges due 
to international changes and economic polarity caused by the initiation of great economic 
coalitions.  
Big steps have been made in reforming the economy, whereas numerous legislations were 
modified to concord with the new trend of more integration with international economy, as well 
as encouraging economic competitiveness by improving the financial institutions. Meanwhile, 
steps were made to further involve the private sector to contribute to boosting the economy and 
activate its role in accelerating the development of trade, industry and agriculture through 
intensive investment in these sectors. 
The efforts started to show some positive results reflected in the improvement in trade 
performance, where trade volume increased and agricultural trade almost doubled in the last 
decade. 
The agricultural trade plays an important role in the economic development of Syria, since it is 
one of the motivating factors for the economy that contributes to ensuring food security, in 
addition to its role in generating foreign exchange. 

Most of the trade analysis presented in this report is based on the statistical data for 1997-1999 
up to 2006. However, a reference is also made to recent policy developments that cover 2007 
and part of 2008. 

SAT 2007 consists of six chapters, in addition to a special chapter dedicated to discus a very 
important subject related to the recent world food crises ‘biofuels. 
Chapter 1 presents the state of world economy and the latest developments of global trade, 
where growth decreased to 3.6% in 2007 down from 3.9% in 2006. However, the growth in 
developing countries was good reached to 4.7% in 2006 and 2007. International trade increased 
by 8% in 2006, while services trade increased by 11%. 
As for the year 2007, international trade growth fell to 5.5%. Developing countries dominated 
more than 50% of world imports in the same year. On the other hand, the increasing demand on 
biofuels heightened the cereals international prices. Egypt jumped to the first rank among 
international wheat importers and Algeria became the 4th.  

In 2006, rice prices increased by 6%, and rose more in 2007 and early 2008. China was the first 
producer and the first consumer of cotton at the same time. The EU was the second exporter 
and importer of cotton internationally. Uzbekistan was also among main cotton exporters and 
monopolized 10% of the global cotton exports. Relying on GM cotton, India became the main 
exporter of cotton after being among the main importers.  
The EU not only the main producer and consumer of olive oil, but also ranks first among the 
main exporters followed by Tunisia, Turkey and Syria. The USA is traditionally the main olive 
oil importer in the world followed by the EU. Brazil is the main source of sugar in the world, 
while the EU is the second exporter in the world, and Australia, as an influential country in 
international sugar market, ranks third among global exporters. The USA ranks first among 
sugar importers followed by Russia and the EU. 
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Chapter 2 provides an overview of Syrian economy and assesses the performance of Syrian trade 
in the context of world trade.  

Overall economic growth represented in GDP at market prices (in terms of constant 2000 
prices) advanced by average rate 4.8% between 2004 and 2006. GDP grew by about 5.1% in 
2006 over the previous year. In 2006, the agricultural sector was the first largest contributor in 
the GDP along with manufacturing. Total trade in 2006 showed a growth of 11.8%. Even with 
strong export growth in value exceeding 19% against import growth of 5.8% in 2006, Syria 
continued to register negative trade balance. 
The share of Syrian total trade in total GDP was about 60.6% in 2006. This reflects the 
importance of trade sector in the national economy. Exports as a share of GDP rose to 29.6% in 
2006 up from 28.5% in 2005. The trend of increasing import accelerated in 2003-2005 and 
continued in 2006, but at a slower pace. Total imports was more than doubled between 2003 
and 2006. 
Agriculture represented 25% of total GDP in 2006, while the share of agricultural trade was 
10.5%. Agricultural imports accounted for 3.8% of the total GDP in 2006 and 18.5% of the 
agricultural GDP. 
Chapter 3 covers in details the trends in Syrian agricultural trade up to 2006. It includes an 
evaluation of agricultural export performance through three indicators, the Revealed 
Comparative Advantages (RCA), the Relative Unit Value (RUV), Syrian agricultural trade map. 
The chapter also presents an illustration of main Syrian agricultural exports and imports 
through 1997-2006 and trade with main trade partners in agriculture. 
The main Syrian agricultural products with significant surpluses available for export in 2006 
were tomatoes (with a self-sufficiency ratio of 143.4%), wheat (131.8%), cotton (125 %), lentils 
(116.3%) and olive oil (107.2%). 
Sheep ranks first in the Syrian agricultural exports, with an average share in the total Syrian 
agricultural exports in 2004 – 2006 accounted for about 18. 5%, followed by cotton (14.4), 
wheat (10.5 %), Olive oil (5.2 %), mineral and aerated water (5%), tomatoes (3.5%), cumin (2.8) 
and lentils (2.1%). 
On the other side, sugar imports ranked first in Syrian agricultural imports’ order with a share 
of 14.3 % of the total Syrian agricultural imports during 2004 – 2006. Maize imports ranked 
second (11.5 %.), olive oil-cake and other solid residues (5.5%) and rice (5.4). In addition to 
some other agricultural imports, namely soybean, oilseed, sesame seeds, sunflower seeds, 
bananas, butter, ghee, yerba mate and coffee. 

Regarding agricultural export partners, the Arab countries were the most important destination 
accounting for about 68% of total agricultural exports value in 2004 – 2006 followed by EU and 
Asia.  
As for import suppliers, Arab countries were the largest suppliers of agricultural products to 
Syria followed by Asia (excluding Arab countries), South America, the European Union, and 
North America. 
The Syrian agricultural trade balance remained negative in 2006 in spite of a decrease in its 
deficit. Trade balance was positive with Saudi Arabia, Egypt, Iraq, Jordan, Lebanon, EU25 and 
China. 
The highest deficit of agricultural trade balance was recorded with USA and European market. 
Agricultural trade balance was also negative with Ukraine, Argentina, and Brazil. 
Chapter 4 focuses on recent developments in trade policies and multilateral trade agreements in 
the context of WTO, as well as regional agreements and bilateral agreements between Syria and 
other countries. 
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WTO issued in May 2008 a draft of new possible agreement that covers the agricultural sector. 
The new text included serious changes in tariffs and formulas of reducing domestic support, 
comparing with the Uruguay Agreement. WTO member countries reached a consensus on two 
points that contribute to enhancing the transparency of SPS measures to distinguish henceforth 
between regions in each individual country. Members agreed also to improve and promote 
sharing information about SPS measures. 
Some issues still under discussion such as: 

• The ability of Developing Countries to designate number of tariff lines basing on standards 
of food, social security, and rural development, so that the specified products would enjoy 
special treatment.  
• Trade aids that are considered a compensation for countries that are expected to face high 
cost and loss in their revenues due to applying WTO rules.  

• The liberalization of tropical products which has been asked by CAIRNS group, such as 
sugar cane, cacao, banana, coffee, potato, rice, sugar, and onion.  

Regarding the agreements, the EU, in mid 2007, launched negotiations with ASIAN countries 
aiming at establishing Free Trade Area. The EU reached a primary agreement with 9 African 
countries in 2007. The agreement aimed to organize trade between EU and those countries, and 
afford assistance to them. 
As for the economic agreements between Syria and the other countries, a number of agreements 
and memorandums were signed with several commercial partners. Examples of these 
agreements are eight agreements about technical, scientific and commercial issues with 
Tajikistan on 10-2-2007; several agreements and accords with China on 25-6-2007; a 
memorandum with Malaysia on 3-7-2007; an agreement with South Africa for the avoidance of 
double taxation on 14-7-2007; three memorandums and cooperation agreements with Kuwait 
on 25-7-2007; a letter of agreement on agricultural cooperation program with Bahrain on 15-11-
2007; an agreement with Armenia to initiate three technical committees to study various issues 
including a committee of trade, investment and finance and banks on 7-11-2007; six bilateral 
agreements with Turkey during 2 to 5 January 2008; a memorandum with Kuwait on 19-2-
2008; ten agreements and memorandums with Iran on 6-3-2008; and 13 agreements and 
memorandums with Tunisia on 20-5-2008. 
In addition, Syria signed four agreements concerning its debts adjustments, three of them with 
Czech and Slovakia republics on 18-5-2008 and one with Romania on 19-5-2007. 
In the context of cooperation with countries and organizations, Syria has signed accords with 
Germany included paying € 10 million to Syria to enhance its economic and social reform on 4-
4-2007. In addition, two documents were signed for initiating two projects on 3-6-2007 with 
UNDP. The first project is to establish database to serve for comprehensive labor and 
employment policies in Syria. The second is to establish a social welfare fund.  
Chapter 5 is dedicated to recent changes in agricultural policies in developed and some 
developing countries. As for of the States of the Organization for Economic Cooperation and 
Development, the Producer Support Estimate PSE was 27% in 2006 indicating fall of two 
percentage points from 2005. 

Noticeably, there was a big difference in the level of producers support among the members of 
the organization. the average support of the period 2004 - 2006 about 1% of farm receipts in 
New Zealand, 5% in Australia, 14% in the United States and Mexico, 22% in Canada, 24% in 
Turkey, 55% in Japan and more than 60% in Iceland, Norway, Korea and Switzerland. 
The level of producer support was 34% of the receipts for farmers in the EU for the same period. 
The ratio was greater than 5% of the average for the period 1986 - 1988. 



 

 iv

EU started a plan to provide single payments in 2005, and the extension of the policy reform to 
the sugar sector in 2006, in addition to a new rural development regulation that was adopted for 
the period 2007 - 2013 with the development of the EU countries of their implemented 
programs. 
The United State Congress released the Agricultural Act of 2008, known as the law of Food, 
Enviroment Conservation, and Energy. The new Act replaced the former one which expired in 
September 2007.  
Chapter 6 shows the latest economic and agricultural policy reforms in Syria and indicates the 
role of economic reforms in realizing the desirable development targets. The chapter also 
analyses the most important macroeconomic policies affecting agriculture, in addition to the 
recent developments in trade policies. 
The economic reforms worked to liberalize trade, remove most of the constraints for internal 
and foreign trade, and setup macroeconomic policy targeting budget deficit reduction, maintain 
flexible competitive exchange rates, and modify regulations to encourage investment and 
stabilize the economy. Several laws were released lately to modernize the financial sector to 
respond to the needs of modern economic activities. The important one is Law 54 of 2006 that 
modified the financial law. In addition, several laws targeting the banking sector reform were 
issued, for instance law 213 of 2006 concerning settlements and conciliation in the bank 
business. The insurance sector witnessed growth by 11 % in 2006, compared to 2005, and 25% 
in 2007. Also, decision 61/100/ma of 2006 approved the establishment of union for the 
insurance companies. 

The Ministry of Finance reconsidered tax impositions, lowered income tax rates to avoid tax 
evasions, but broadened the base of tax levying. Moreover, the consumption expenditure fee was 
made less for most goods, so as not to exceed 10% excluding some luxury commodities. 
In the pace to reform trade legislations, the Ministry of Economy and Trade issued more than 
204 decrees in 2007 and 128 decrees in the first half of 2008 including the liberalization of 
import for significant number of commodities. The Ministry also modified the negative list that 
became relatively short compared to the past. 
With respect to the agricultural support, a new fund for agricultural products subsidies was 
established under law 29 of 2008. Another fund to encourage farmers to shift to modern 
irrigation systems was sat up by law 91 of 2005. 
Chapter 7 highlights the issue of biofuels production and its impacts on food prices as a case that 
is widely discussed in international forums. 

Biofuels is the technique through which bio-diesel is derived from vegetable oils or ethanol is 
extracted from plant starch, cellulose, and agricultural crops such as sugar cane, maize, 
potatoes, etc. This widely used technique by several countries is worsening the food crisis 
around the world. 

Biofuels producing countries, sometimes, provide various forms of subsidies for the production 
of biofuels including exemption from all duties and taxes imposed on traditional fuel. Therefore, 
some developing countries such as China, Malaysia and India started to produce biofuels due to 
the comparative advantage they have for the production. 
However, increasing biofuels production may cause negative impacts on environment and food 
security, especially in Africa and parts of southern Asia. The fast demand growth on food 
materials for biofuels production is one of the factors leading to the international food prices 
increase. 

Regarding Arab countries, some of them made initiatives for exploiting green energy as an 
alternative energy. They produce biofuels from residues of agriculture, food and sugar industry, 
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but not from the agricultural products directly. These countries are the United Arab Emirates, 
Algeria, Sudan, Oman and Egypt. 
The ability to produce biofuels relies on choosing the suitable plants that do not compete with 
domestic food production. There are three potential crops can be studied for this purpose 
Camilina, Jatropha and Grapes.  

Some of the production constrains are availability of land to produce the needed plant in 
sufficient quantities without competing with food production or affecting water resources 
causing shortages in the available water, since producing biofuels crops needs huge quantities of 
water in a world that most of its countries suffer from water scarcity. 

The following table shows exports and imports of the commodities included in chapter 2 and 
chapter 3 of the Syrian agricultural trade: 

Components according to HS  Tariff Code 
Commodity Name as 
Mentioned in Chapter 
3 

Exported products 

Sheep  (0104.10.00) 

Sheep male for breeding  (0104.10.10) 

Other sheep male  (0104.10.20) 

Sheep 

Cotton, not carded or combed (5201.00.00) 

Other cotton, not carded or combed (5201.00.90) 
Cotton 

Wheat and meslin  (1001.00.00) 

Durum wheat planting seed  (1001.10.10) 

Durum wheat, imported by the general 
establishment for trading and manufacturing 
cereals for the purpose internal supplying 

(1001.10.20) 

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) 

Other wheat and meslin  (1001.90.90) 

Soft and Durum Wheat 

Olive oil virgin (1509.10.00) 

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) 

Other Ground-nut oil and its fractions, whether 
or not refined, but not chemically modified (1509.90.00) 

Olive oil 
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Olive oil and its fractions, refined (1509.90.10) 

Other olive oil - fractions - Solid (stearin) (1509.90.21) 

Other olive oil - fractions - Liquid (oleoin) (1509.90.22) 

Other olive oil - fractions  (1509.90.90) 

Other oils and their fractions, obtained solely 
from olives, refined 

(1510.00.10) 

 

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 

Tomatoes, fresh or chilled  (0702.00.00) Tomatoes 

Seeds of cumin (0909.30.00) Cumin Seeds 

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 

Lentils (0713.40.00) 

Lentils, for sowing  (0713.40.10) 

Other Lentils  (0713.40.90) 

Lentils 

Milk of a fat content, by weight, not exceeding 1% (0401.10.00) 

Milk and Cream, not concentrated nor containing 
added sugar or other sweetening matter, of a fat 
content, by weight, exceeding 6% 

(0401.30.00) 

Other Milk and Cream, not concentrated nor 
containing added sugar or other sweetening 
matter, of a fat content, by weight, exceeding 6% 

(0401.30.90) 

Lactic Cheese and Curd 
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Milk in powder, in tins containing net weight 
more than 20 kg, for use by industry, of a fat 
content, by weight, exceeding 1.5%, not 
containing added sugar or other sweetening matt 

(0402.21.20) 

Other Milk and Cream, concentrated or 
containing added sugar or other sweetening 
matter 

(0402.99.90) 

Cheese and curd (0406.10.00) 

Lactic cheese (0406.10.10) 

Grated or powdered cheese, of all kinds  (0406.20.00) 

Other cheese (0406.90.00)

Caciocavallo (0406.90.10) 

Other cheeses (0406.90.90) 

 

Other raw hides and skins, of goats or kids, 
primarily tanned, imported by another party 

(4103.10.95) 

Tanned or skins of sheep, in the wet state (4105.10.00) 

Tanned or skins of sheep, in the dry state(crust)  (4105.30.00) 

Other Tanned or skins of sheep, in the wet state (4105.10.90) 

Other Tanned or skins of sheep, in the dry state 
(crust)  

(4105.30.90) 

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

(4112.00.99) 

Leather 

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) 

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

(0805.50.00) 

Other citrus fruit, fresh or dried  (0805.90.00)

Sweet lemons  (0805.90.10) 

Other citrus fruit, fresh or dried, other  (0805.90.90) 

Citrus 

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

Chickpeas (garbanzos) (0713.20.00) Chickpeas (garbanzos) 



 

 viii 

Other seeds of anise, badian, fennel, coriander, 
cumin or caraway; juniper berries (0909.00.00) 

Seeds of anise or badian (0909.10.00) 
Anis Seeds  

Grapes, fresh (0806.10.00) Fresh Grape 

Pistachios, in shell  (0802.50.10) 

Pistachios, shelled  (0802.50.20) 
Pistachios 

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) 

Imported Products 

Raw cane sugar not containing added flavouring 
or colouring matter, for refining 

(1701.11.10) 

Other Raw Cane sugar not containing added 
flavouring or coloring matter 

(1701.11.90) 

Beet sugar for refining (1701.12.10) 

Chemically pure sucrose, in solid form, 
containing added flavoring or coloring matter 

(1701.91.00) 

Cane or beet sugar and chemically pure sucrose, 
in solid form, other, other, refined 

(1701.99.00) 

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 sowing (1005.10.00) 

Maize (Corn) for not sowing  (1005.90.00) 

Maize (corn) (1005.90.10) 

Maize (Corn) for not sowing, for industrial 
establishment 

(1005.90.11) 

Maize (corn) prepared as fodder satistying the 
conditions of the minstry of agriculture 

(1005.90.12) 

Other Maize (Corn) for not sowing (1005.90.19) 

Other maize (corn)  (1005.90.90) 

Maize 

Barley (1003.00.00) Barley 

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) 
Cakes and Residues 
from other oil  



 ix

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) 

 

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 

Milk in powder, granules or other solid forms, for 
children, in airtight tins containing not more 
than 2,500 g  

(0402.10.10) 

(0402.10.90) 

Milk Powder 



 

 x 

of a fat content, by weight, not exceeding 1.5%  

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) 

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

(0402.29.10) 

Other Milk , In powder, granules or other solid 
forms, of a fat content, by weight, exceeding 1.5% 

(0402.29.90) 

 

Soya beans, whether or not broken (1201.00.00) Soya beans 

Sunflower seeds, whether or not broken  (1206.00.00) 

Sesame seeds (1207.40.00) 
Sesame and Sunflower 
Seeds 

Bananas, including plantains, fresh or dried (0803.00.00)Banana 

Butter  (0405.10.00) 

Ghee  (0405.90.10) 
Butter and Ghee 

Mate, prepared and ready for consumption  (0903.00.10) 

Mate, raw, in stalk form, whether or not ground 
(0903.00.20) 

Mate 

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) 

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

(0901.90.00) 

Coffee  



 xi

 

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) 

 

Prepared or preserved fish; caviar and caviar 
substitutes prepared from fish eggs 

(1604.00.00) 

Salmon 
(1604.11.00) 

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 

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 





 1

CHAPTER 1 - International Trade 

 

1.1 General Trends in International Economy 

One of the prominent conclusions that can be derived from the statistical records of the 
international economy is that the world became less dependent on the US as an engine of its 
economy. This was not the case during the last decade. Currently, it is obvious that some other 
economies started to replace the US. Moreover, some developing countries achieved higher 
growth rates. East Asian markets are playing an increasing role in compensating for the losses 
that resulted from the US recession. 

Consequently, the engine of the international economy will be mainly a combination of the US 
and China in the coming years, considering that they together control a substantial portion of 
the international economic growth. More specifically, the two countries largely dominate 
international imports’ growth, which leads to international exports’ growth. Therefore, 
understanding the current situation of international economy, and anticipating its trend in the 
coming stage, would be impossible without reviewing in details the economic and trade position 
of these two countries. On the other hand, the imbalances in the commercial and financial 
relationship between China and the US in 2007 led to important results in terms of 
international economic growth, exchange rates of hard currencies and international interest 
rates. Moreover, it is expected that China - US commercial relationship will maintain a 
substantial influence on the international economy in 2008. 

International economy is passing through a transitional period now, where it is moving from a 
widening period to a different one. The real estates sector in the US is playing a crucial role in 
this shift; the sector is bursting due to the financial flows from China to the US. 

On the other hand, after 4 years of good economic growth in some developing countries, the 
international growth decreased from 3.9% in 2006 to 3.6%. However, the entire growth in 
developing countries was fine, and reached 4.7% in both 2006 and 2007. This confirmed the 
dominant trend of the last 4 years. Nevertheless, the stumbling growth in the developed 
countries was the reason behind the international growth weakness. The growth in the 
developing countries, however, could relatively oppress the US recession, particularly the US 
domestic demand, which start bubbling simultaneously with the real estates bursting in early 
2006. The developing countries’ share of international imports’ growth reached more than 50% 
in 2007, which contributed with dollar depreciation in increasing the US exports substantially. 
It also delayed the increasing imbalance in the international economy. Moreover, it’s expected 
that the international growth will be humble in 2008 (about 3.3%), where the economic 
expansion in developing countries will not be sufficient to filling up the gap resulting from weak 
economic performance in developed countries. 

In addition, there are several risks threaten this calm slowdown of international economy, such 
as the possibility of demand reduction on developing countries’ commodities, and prices slump 
due to the mutation of US real estate sector.       
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Figure 1.1 percentage change in GDP of developed and developing countries, 2000-2009. 

 
Source: UN, 2006 

The expectations regarding the US Dollar exchange rates are one these mentioned risks. The 
recession in the US is contributing increasingly in dollar depreciation, which will benefit the 
developing economies that have their debts in dollar, but it will harm those who keep their 
assets in dollar. Moreover, it will harm firms that export to the US, since their returns will be 
less. 

1.1.1 Brief about recent development in exchange rates 

The US Dollar has been continuously depreciating since 2002, until 2007. It lost 38% of its 
value against the Euro, and 30% against the GBP. This resulted in substantial losses for the 
countries that keep their assets in dollar, but it failed in hindering the increasing international 
imbalances. The dollar depreciation trend in 2006 was in line with exchange rates’ trends, 
particularly after 2002. (Figure 1.2 clarifies developments of Euro exchange rate against US 
dollar). The huge deficit that the US is currently suffering from, leads automatically to dollar 
depreciation. Moreover, financial markets, which abolished their support to dollar, thinking that 
the deficit is unsustainable in light of the current exchange rates, have contributed to the US 
Dollar depreciation as well. All these factors resulted in increasing imports’ values and 
decreasing exports’ values, which reduced the current mathematical deficit. Furthermore, it’s 
expected that this situation will continue until the financial markets’ participants are convinced 
that dollar depreciation has reached a level which makes financial deficit sustainable. On the 
other hand, the US is intervening in several currency markets in developing countries in order to 
prevent these currencies from being appreciated against dollar. The most prominent example is 
China. 

Figure 1.2 the US Dollar exchange rate against Euro during 2005 and 2006. 

 
Source: Global Economic Outlook 2008 
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1.1.2 Oil international market 

Oil prices started to increase in early 2006. In the 17th of December 2005, oil prices reached 
66.3$ per barrel; this was the highest increase since first of October 2005. Experts attribute this 
increase to the instability and violence in Nigeria, and the disagreement between Iran and the 
west. Oil price didn’t stop increasing during the summer of 2006, where it reached 75 $ per 
barrel due to the Israeli attack on Lebanon, and the Iranian experiences in atomic power. At the 
beginning of 2007, oil prices shrank to a range of 50-60 $ per barrel, but in 12 September 2007, 
it increased sharply and reached 80 $per barrel, influenced by dollar depreciation. In addition, 
the prices increased again in October 2007, reaching 92 $per barrel due to the increasing the 
impact of instability in east Turkey. The prices kept rocketing with the beginning of 2008, where 
light oil prices reached in 2 January to 100 $ per barrel, then topped to 110.2 $ per barrel in 12 
March. Again, the prices reached 140 $ per barrel in June 2008, resulting from the increasing 
depreciation of the US Dollar, accompanied with serious concerns that the US will come to an 
economic recession period. 

In general, there has been continuous increase in oil prices since 2006. Economic experts note 
that there were several factors behind this increase, such as the much instability and troubles in 
the Middle East, which impact directly on oil prices, considering that Middle East is among the 
main sources of oil internationally. Other reasons, like the instabilities in Iraq and Venezuela, 
and the reports of the US Ministry of Energy, which indicates the reduction in the oil reserves 
can be mentioned.  

Figure 1.3- Oil prices during 2006-2008 

 
Source: Wikipedia, 2007.  

 1.1.3 Major trade tends in 2006 and 2007 

International trade increased by 8% in 2006, despite Doha Round stumbling. This figure is the 
second highest registered since the year 2000. Moreover, it is higher than international output 
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growth in the same period, which was 3.7%, indicating a sort of integration and within the 
international economy. Services trade increased by 11% (if calculated by dollar). 

According to the WTO experts, GDP growth was better than expectations in each of Europe and 
Japan. India and China continued registering high rates of trade expansion as well. Similarly, 
the US increased its exports in the second half of the year, which could slow down its permanent 
increasing deficit. Chinas’ exports, however, surpassed US exports in the second half of the year, 
which indicates the very imminent change in main international exports’ structure.  

Although trade growth was positive in all regions, it was stronger in each of the oil and minerals 
exporting countries in the Middle East, former Soviet Union countries and South and Middle 
America’s countries. These regions benefited from the higher prices of oil and minerals. 

LDCs increased their trade by 39%, this basically happened due to the financial flows resulted 
from higher oil and minerals prices. Unprecedentedly, LDCs registered a share equals to 0.9% of 
the total growth in the globe.  

In addition, foreign direct flows increased in 2006, reaching it’s the second highest top at all. 
The WTO attributes that to the investors’ confidence, resulted from the strong economic basics, 
investing companies’ mergers and revenues’ accumulations. 

However, real estates’ sector prices in the US are still among the commercial risks, increasing 
deficit and higher interests rates are also threatening trade growth to be hindered in the coming 
stage. 

Regarding the year 2007, international trade growth fell down to 5.5% and it may be even worse 
in 2008, as it may fall to 4.5%. This may occur due to the economic fallback in some major 
countries, which is being compensated partially by the strong growth in emerging economies, 
according to WTO. WTO Director General Mr Pascal Lamy said “A reinforced trading system is 
an essential anchor for economic stability and development. Clearly, the best way to achieve this 
is to conclude the Doha Development round. The time for posturing and delay has ended. What 
we need now is action”.  

The growth in 2007 (5.5%) was less somehow than the previously expected figure (7%). The 
international trade started to slump in 2007 in line with the fall in developed countries demand. 
Regions’ output growth, expressed as GDP increase, was the lowest in North America. The weak 
demand in developed countries hindered trade expansion in 2007. Imports in North America, 
Europe, Japan and Asian net oil importers have also registered reductions. This has 
contradicted the impacts of the growing imports in South and Central America, Central Europe, 
African and Middle East countries. Developing countries controlled more than 50% of 
merchandise imports in 2007. Amongst main traders, China increased its trading growth 
considerably. While the growth of Chinese exports to the US and Japan was limited, it witnessed 
a substantial increase in terms of destination to Europe and the Gulf countries. 

1.2 Main regions 

The variation in trade growth among the main geographical regions remained big in 2006, 
which reflects the different levels of economic activities, as well as the different prices’ changes. 
Cereals trade, in addition to oil trade, played a major role in painting the commercial picture of 
different regions. The former Soviet Union countries continued their trading activity, and 
increased their imports by 20% (more than 3 times the international rate). Asian exports also 
increased by 11.5%, while Asian imports increased but by a smaller figure (8.5%). North 
America’s exports did not grow much, but they were better than its imports (5.5% against 2.5%). 
Europe, however, suffered from a substantial reduction in export and import growth, which can 
be attributed to the increasing intra-EU trade. 
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1.2.1 Main trading countries 

Statistical records show that the EU is the main international exporter. However, its share in 
international exports shrank slightly due to the fair slowdown in economic growth, as a result of 
its economy’s noticeable sensitivity to the external factors, particularly oil prices and the 
demand on EU products. The second international exporter is the US, which witnessed a 
decreased growth in 2006. This can be explained by the impacts of the real estate sector and the 
long recession. China and Japan followed the US. Noticeably, Chinese economic activity became 
sustainable, as well as other developing countries. Some of these countries, such as India, 
benefited from the sustainable improvement in their trading systems during the recent years, 
which sprang mainly from the improvement of oil prices, beside some other commodities. 
Chinese huge trading growth continued, as its share of international trade increased by more 
than 2%. Canada, which occupied the 5th rank internationally, also registered an excellent 
growth that reached 3%. Nevertheless, there was a decrease in India, Hong Kong and 
Singapore’s share. Figure 1-4 shows the main traders’ international shares in 2005 and 2006. 

Figure 1.4 Main exporters’ international shares, 2005-2006, %. 
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Source: WTO database, table 1.5    

Regarding main exporters, the EU ranked first, followed respectively by the US, Japan, China 
and Canada. In fact, the giant economies are both the main exporters and importers. For 
example, China witnessed a notable growth in its imports, but this was also coupled with the 
strong demand from foreign markets on Chinese commodities. 

 Figure 1.5- Main importers’ international shares, 2005-2006, %. 
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   Source: WTO database, table 1.6        
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1.3 International agricultural trade development 

A change in the nature of agricultural trade occurred in 2007, which was the increase in demand 
on biofuels, and the international food crisis resulting from the drought. Moreover, the changes 
in countries’ positions towards tariff and protection influenced the agricultural trade. 
Additionally, amongst other influencing factors, populations’ growth, climatic changes and 
livestock impacts on agricultural trade can be mentioned. In this respect, the increasing demand 
on biofuels resulted in international higher cereal prices, and it complicated the problem of oil 
prices; this increased agricultural costs. Similarly, unfavorable climatic circumstances in 
Australia, Argentina, Europe and Canada played additional role in worsening the situation. 
Moreover, governments’ support to biofuels increased planted areas of corn in the US and of 
sugar cane in Brazil, which confirms that the current high prices of oilseeds will continue as long 
as the biofuels market is expanding. This, in turn, will increase feedstock’s prices, which will 
impact on the animals’ production worldwide.  

On the other hand, the increasing barriers in terms of agricultural trade, particularly in Japan 
and the EU, are still forming a major factor that hinders agricultural trade with some countries, 
especially in light of the blockage that the Doha Round negotiations reached. Among other 
subjects that are still influencing agricultural trade are the GM food and animal welfare, 
considering that the principle of animal welfare is being abused and the propaganda against the 
GM food affects negatively agricultural trade. 

A Rise in World Food Prices 

In 2006 and 2007, markets of some agricultural commodities were subject to pressures that have 
given to a rise in international prices. Amongst such pressures are unfavorable weather 
conditions (including the drought in Australia) and an increased demand for biofuels as an 
alternative energy source. This last factor has affected the markets of sugar and maize used for 
ethanol production. The pressure on maize production has had cross-effects on other cereal and 
soybean markets, implying higher prices for animal feedstock and meat. The prices of staple 
crops, including wheat, rice, corn and soybeans, rose dramatically in 2007, pushing up prices for 
grain-fed meat, eggs and dairy products and explaining one part of the inflation pressure around 
the world. In addition to the mentioned factors, a complex range of developments act as a driver 
of such increases. This includes rapid urbanization, growing demand for food in emerging 
countries such as China and India and market speculations. The effects of the climate change are 
yet to be confirmed but are likely behind the irregular weather conditions. 

Based on http://www.wsws.org/articles/2007/dec2007/food-d22.shtml, available on December 
2007.  

1.3.1 Agricultural trade in regions 

Europe is still playing a major role in terms of international agricultural exports, as figure 1.6 
indicates1. However, agriculture is still accounting for a considerable portion of some other 
regions’ exports (figure 1.7). For example, agriculture is a relatively substantial part of South and 
Central America’s exports. Moreover, it is most likely that the implemented RTAs (or those 
which are about to start) have opened (or will open) wide trade opportunities for Latin 
America’s agricultural products. In other regions, agriculture ranges between 6% and 13% of 
total exports. Africa occupies the second region, after Latin America, thanks to agriculture’s 
domination on its economies. The humble share of agriculture, however, in the Middle East, can 
be explained by the huge oil exports, particularly considering the higher oil prices in recent 
years. 

                                                 
1 Most tables in this chapter were quoted from WTO database. The geographical organization of the WTO was 
applied here also. In this relevance, the Middle East countries are: Bahrain, Iraq, Iran, “Israel”, Jordan, Kuwait, 
Lebanon, Oman, Qatar, Saudi Arabia, Syria, United Arab Emirates, Yemen, and some separated territories in the 
Middle East. Asia region doesn’t include any of the mentioned countries; it includes only other Asian states.  
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Figure 1.6 Regional shares of international agricultural exports, 2005-2006, %. 
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Source: WTO database, table 1.6  

Figure 1.7 Share of agricultural products in total exports regionally, 2006, %. 
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Source: WTO database, table 1.7 

Notably, agricultural imports seem to be defined by the need for raw materials to cover domestic 
demand, particularly commodities that cannot be produced locally. This is likely the case of 
Europe and Asia, which account together for 65% of the international agricultural imports. 
Middle East imports, however, are still weak and don’t represent more than 1.5%, as it is shown 
in the following figure. 

Figure 1.8 Regional shares of total international agricultural imports, 2005 and 2006,%. 
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 Source: WTO database, table 1.7 
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Noticeably, table 1.9 shows that agricultural imports do not account for a substantial portion of 
total imports in most regions. The highest figure was registered by Africa, where it accounted for 
14%, which is factually a small percentage. This can be relatively explained by food security 
policies2 that are applied in many economies worldwide. The major part of food surplus is 
distributed locally, despite the trade liberalizing that was taken regionally and multilaterally.  

Figure 1.9- Share of agricultural products in total imports regionally, 2006, %. 
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Source: WTO database, table 1.7 

1.3.2 Main agricultural trading countries 

The EU is considered as the largest current agricultural exporter worldwide (see figure 1.10), 
then comes the US second, where the growth of its agricultural trade witnessed notable decline. 
The US agricultural exports stumbled mainly due to its huge reliance on a limited number of 
exportable commodities. In addition, Canada is considered as a main player in the agricultural 
markets, where its exports surpassed US$ 44.2 billion in 2006. Canada agricultural exports 
value was US$ 41.2 billion in 2005. This huge growth can be mostly attributed to the North 
America Free Trade Agreement (NAFTA). The international importance of Canada as an 
agricultural exporter is increasing steadily, particularly after launching the reform of its 
agricultural policy framework in 2003, which focused on agro-food sector and increasing 
investments to promote agriculture. Concerning Brazil, it became the fourth largest agricultural 
exporter worldwide, as its agricultural revenues increased rapidly in the last years. The value of 
the Brazilian agricultural exports increased to US$ 39.5 billion in 2006, compared to US$ 35 
billion in 2005. Lastly, China was net agricultural exporter until 2000. In 2003, its export and 
imports became equal, and in 2006 became a net importer. This unprecedented shift in Chinese 
agricultural trade can be explained by several reasons. The first jump in Chinese imports 
occurred in 2003, and after then the import increased again to reach US$ 51.7 billion in 2006. 
The Chinese wheat imports increased to fill the domestic shortage in producing wheat. On the 
other hand, cotton and oilseeds’ imports increased, reflecting the structural changes in Chinese 
industry. However, when Chinese agricultural trade is compared to Chinese economy in total, it 
seems humble but dynamic. 

                                                 
2 African governments try to secure their agricultural production as a means to avoid possible food crisis through 
some specific polices that help in achieving self sufficiency.  
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Figure 1.10- International shares of main agricultural exporters’ countries, 2005-2006, %. 
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      Source: WTO database, table 1.9 

The EU is also the largest agricultural exporter, while the US ranks second. The value of US 
agricultural imports reached US$ 103.6 billion in 2006. Japan dominated the portrait of net 
food importer countries, with a value of agricultural imports of US$ 65.5 billon in 2006. 
However, despite this high value which represents 7.3% of the global agricultural imports, the 
role of Japan didn’t change much during the last decade. Similarly, Korea can be compared to 
Japan, where Korean agricultural imports reached US$ 18 billion in 2006. The nineties 
witnessed the emergence of Russia as a major importer of agricultural commodities. The 
Russian imports topped at US$ 23.4 billion in 2006, whereas it was US$ 19.3 billion in 2005 
and US$ 9.6 billion as an annual average for the period 96-983 (the first years when reliable 
data were published). 

Figure 1.11- International shares of main agricultural importers’ countries, 2005-2006, %. 
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Source: WTO database, table 1.10 

1.3.3 Agricultural trade in the Middle East 

Despite the significance of oil in the Middle East, agriculture is still of importance for most 
countries in the region. The Middle East is considered a main source of wheat, barley, lentils 
and chickpeas. It is also an important region for raising livestock, sheep, and goats. In general, 
agricultural production in the Middle East can be compared to agricultural production in South 
Eastern Asia, African Sahara, and Latin America. Nevertheless, this production seems humble 
comparing with the production of China, South Asia, or the industrial countries. Figure 1.12 

                                                 
3 USDA, 1999 
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shows the values of Middle East agricultural exports, categorized by destinations. The largest 
share is dedicated to the intra Middle East agricultural exports, and then comes agricultural 
exports to Europe. North America’s agricultural imports from the Middle East are very little 
(US$ 30 million). This economic phenomenon can be explained by the long distance between 
the Middle East and North America, which means high transportation costs that are unbearable 
by many Middle East countries. In addition, there are cultural and economic relations with 
Europe, which is translated formally by the Association Agreements signed between the EU and 
several countries in the region. 

Figure 1.12 Middle East agricultural exports, by destinations, 2004-2006, billion $. 
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Source: WTO database, table 1.11 

In general, mineral sector (particularly oil) dominates Middle East exports. Agriculture forms a 
good portion of Middle East exports to CIS (about 22%), while other regions account for a small 
share, (figure 1.13) which is decreasing steadily. This decrease can be explained in the case of 
Europe and North America by high oil prices, which increase the share of non-agricultural 
exports on the expense of agricultural exports. 

Figure 1.13 Agricultural exports share of total Middle East exports, by regions,%. 
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Source: WTO database, table 1.11 

Regarding imports, the Middle East agricultural imports consist of food products (cereals, 
animals’ products, dairy products, fruit and vegetables) and other raw agricultural commodities. 
It’s noticeable that Middle East imports come from several regions, though the largest share is 
dedicated to Latin America and Asia, beside the EU (figure 1.14). However, manufactured 
imports (particularly from Europe and industrial countries) represent considerable share of 
total imported merchandize. Agricultural imports represent only 10% of the total Middle East 
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imports. Imports from Central and South America and Africa are dominated by agriculture 
(figure 1.15). 

Figure 1.14 Value of the Middle East agricultural imports, 2004-2006, billion $. 
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 Source: WTO database, table 1.11 

Figure 1.15 Agricultural imports share of the total Middle East imports, by regions,%. 
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Source: WTO database, table 1.11 

Regarding individual Middle East countries, it is noticeable that the United Arab Emirates 
agricultural imports are the largest in the region, with a value of US$ 7.2 billion in 2005. In 
2006, it imported by US$ 8.8 billion. Saudi Arabia, however, registered slight decrease in its 
agricultural imports, as it imported by US$ 8.6 billion in 2006, while the value of its agricultural 
imports was US$ 9.06 billion in 2005. 

1.3.4 Review of some selected commodities   

Cereals 

Concerning cereals, the most prominent phenomenon in 2006 was the continuous increase in 
prices. The drought that hit the main agricultural regions in 2005-2006 seasons continued its 
contribution to the increase international cereals' prices. These prices were basically high, and 
they have been increasing since 5 years. The reasons behind this increase are several, such as the 
US Dollar depreciation, shifting investments towards industry, the biofuels issue and the 
continuous increase in oil prices. For example, according to the FAO price index, US course 
grains’ prices increased by 24% in 2006, which made some other producing countries reduce or 
stop their exports of grains. Consequently, International markets rely generally on the US in 
times of cereals’ crisis, since the US enjoys huge reserves of wheat, soybean and maize. 
However, the US itself is suffering currently from great erosion in its reserves. The US rice 
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reserves, for example, shrank by 50% between 2006 and 2007. Considering all the above, the 
world witnessed less production of cereals in 2006, but higher demand, which increased both 
the prices and the imported quantities. The cereals' disappearance percentage4, according to the 
FAO statistics, was 14.5%5.   

Wheat 

The Australian severe drought of 2006 caused a downfall in its wheat production by 60%, 
whereas the European production was affected negatively by the heavy rainfall. North American 
production also suffered from competition on lands, which is a production factor. The US 
exports reached 27.4 million tons, and it ranked first among international exporters. Australia 
became the second one (16 million tons), but with a considerable gap comparing with the US 
figure (figure 1.17). The EU exported 15 million tons, which drew it back to the 4th rank, while it 
occupied the first rank in 2005 (see SAT2006). Canada ranked third, with exports of 15.8 
million tons.  

Figure 1.17 Main wheat exporters in the world, 2006, million tons. 
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Egypt jumped to the first rank among international wheat importers, putting aside the EU, 
which fell to the second rank (figure 1.18), though Egypt was not among the first ten importers 
in the previous year (see SAT2006). Brazil, ranking the 5th one previously advanced to the third 
rank in 2006, and Algeria became the 4th , though it was not among main traders previously in 
2006. Lastly, Japan, which was the second importer previously, occupied the 5th rank in 2006 it. 

Figure 1.18 Main wheat importers in the world, 2006, million tons. 
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4 The reserves of a given crop divided on the sum of its exports, imports and consumption. 
5 FAO, 2008. 
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Barley 

In 2006, barley production sharply decreased in Australia, as well as in Canada and the US. 
However, it increased in the EU, though it was affected negatively by high degrees of 
temperature in some EU states, and Mexico. It also registered good figures in Russia. All these 
positive changes made the international production slightly less than its average during the last 
five years as international production of barley was 139 million tons in 2006, and very close to 
the 2005 figure. Australia ranked first among barley exporters (figure 1.19), while it was the 
second in 2005. The EU, however, ranked second, whereas Canada and Russia ranked third and 
4th instead of 4th and 5th in 2005.  

Figure 1.19 Main barley exporters in the world, 2006, million $. 
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Source: UNCOMTRADE database, table 1.17 

Saudi Arabia’s imports of barley shrank in 2006 due to its high prices. Barley production also 
fell in Australia and Ukraine, which impacted negatively the international imports. Saudi Arabia 
is the first international importer of barley (particularly the feed barley), with annual imports 
are more the 5 million tons. Moreover, the higher production in Iran, comparing with 2005 
production, and the reduced Chinese supply, contributed in decreasing the two countries’ 
imports of barley.  

Figure 1.20 Main barley importers in the world, 2006, million $. 
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Source: UNCOMTRADE database, table 1.18 
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Rice 

Rice trade is a “concentrated trade, and various, unsteady and very complex one.6 Rice trade is 
concentrated among few countries (78% of its exports is done by Asian countries). Its share in 
international trade is also small, comparing with wheat or maize (rice forms only 9% of the total 
cereal market, according to Phillar, 2006). Moreover, only 7% of the international rice 
production is tradable7. While African demand on broken and low quality rice is increasing, 
Asian importers use this kind of rice only for brewing or pasta production. International 
production of rice was 401 million tons in 2006, and its prices increased substantially in recent 
years. In 2006, rice prices increased by 6%, then it topped in 2007 and early 2008. Thailand is 
traditionally the main rice exporter in the world. India, however, which was the second exporter, 
fell to the third rank, allowing Vietnam to become the second exporter. The US, in turn, ranked 
4th, as figure 1.21 illustrates. 

Figure 1.21 Main rice exporters in the world, 2006 (million ton) 
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Source: USDA database, table 1.20 

The international trends for rice consumption and demand are always changing. For example, 
many rice importing countries reached self-sufficiency, or even became exporters, such as 
Indonesia and China. These two countries are among rice exporters in some years, and are 
among rice importers in others. In addition, it is noticeable that the decrease in rice prices in 
some years was not a sufficient reason to push consumers to buy more rice. However, it was a 
good reason to encourage them to buy rice of better quality. Philippine is the first international 
importer of rice, followed by Nigeria then Iran, and then come Iraq and Saudi Arabia, as figure 
1.22 shows. 

Figure 1.22 Main rice importers in the world, 2006 (million ton) 
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6 Saleem, 2006 
7 Phillar, 2006 
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Maize  

Maize is, like wheat and rice, a steady human food for most world populations. Nevertheless, 
maize trade was negatively influenced by the issue of biofuels as well as the improper climatic 
conditions in 2005 and 2006. Maize production shrank between 2004 and 2006 in the US and 
the EU by 12-16%8. Maize international prices are linked largely with US maize prices. 
Therefore, many economists deem that the US support to maize used in producing biofuels is a 
major reason for the current increase in international prices of both kind of maize (food and 
feed)9. For example, areas of maize dedicated for producing ethanol in the US increased from 32 
million hectare in 2005 to 36 million hectare in 2006, thanks to the government support. 
However, despite the US curving towards domestic production and consumption of biofuels, the 
US is still by far dominating the international maize exports, where its maize exports 
represented about two thirds of the global maize exports in 2006 (about 55 million tons, 
equaling to more than US$ 7 billion). Argentina is the second exporter, but with a big gap 
comparing to the US level of production. Noticeably, Argentina was the third exporter in 2005, 
but it replaced the EU, which suffered from a big fall in its maize exports. Brazil ranked third in 
2006 (figure 1.23). 

Concerning imports, Japan ranked first, replacing the EU, and Korea ranked second replacing 
Japan, while Mexico became the third importer. The EU ranked 4th (regardless its intra trade), 
as figure 1.24 shows. 

Figure 1.23 Main maize exporters in the world, 2006 (million US$). 
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Source: COMTRADE database, table 1.23 

Figure 1.24 Main maize importers in the world, 2006 (million US$) 
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Source: COMTRADE database, table 1.24 

                                                 
8 Brown, 2007. 
9 Each gallon of ethanol extracted from maize enjoy a support of 51 US cent in the US (Mc Key, 2007). 
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Cotton 

Cotton is one of the main industrial crops in the world. Its exports are the basis for several 
LDCs’ economies. Cotton fibers are categorized among the most important textile fibers, as it 
represents 40% of total international fiber production. 

Cotton is produced in about 80 countries; China, the US and India together contribute by more 
than half of the international production. International production is oscillates due to the 
climatic conditions, supply and demand circumstances and the international prices. 
International prices are influenced largely by farm support in the producing countries, 
especially developed countries. However, production trend was positive in total. In terms of 
trade, the scene is characterized by the great presence of the US as a main exporter, and China 
as a main importer, where each of them accounts for 40% of the international trade. The US is 
the second international producer (it controls 19% of international production), while China is 
the first producer and the first consumer at the same time. The increasing importance of 
Chinese textile industries increases steadily its imports. The EU is the second exporter and 
importer of cotton internationally. It imported 1.3 million tons in 2006 (regardless the EU-intra 
imports), and exported 2.5 million tons. Also, among main cotton exporters is Uzbekistan, with 
a share of 10% of global cotton exports currently, but it was accounting for 20% of it 15 years 
ago. The shrinking in planted areas and yields was the reason behind the fall in Uzbekistan's 
exports. Lastly, it should be mentioned that India became a main exporter of cotton after being 
among main importers, thanks to its relying on GM cotton10. 

Figure 1.25 Main cotton exporters in the world, 2006 (million ton) 
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Source: USDA database and COMTRADE database, table 1.26 

Figure 1.26 Main cotton importers in the world, 2006 (million ton) 
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10 USDA, 2006. 



 17

Olive oil 

There is about 750 million olive trees in the world, 95% of them are in the Mediterranean 
region11. Most international production is originated in south Europe, North Africa and the 
Middle East; where Spain, Italy, Greece and Turkey produce 93% of global olive oil production. 
International Olive Oil Council, which is located in Madrid, supervises all the issues related to 
olive oil production. The council's country members represent 85% of international 
production12. The EU is the main producer and consumer of olive oil, and it ranks first among 
the main exporters, followed by Tunisia, Turkey and Syria (the same rank of 2005), as 
illustrated in figure 1.27.  

Figure 1.27 Main olive oil exporters in the world, 2006 (1000 ton) 
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Source: olive oil council database, table 1.29 

The US is traditionally the main olive oil importer in the world, and then comes the EU. 
Moreover, each of Canada, Japan, Australia and Brazil maintain their ranks as the main four 
olive oil importers respectively (after the US and the EU), although Canada and Japan's shares 
in international imports shrank by 0.3% each. Figure 1.28 shows the main olive oil importers in 
2006. 

Figure 1.28 Main olive oil importers in the world, 2006 (1000 ton) 
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Source: olive oil council database, table 1.30 

Sugar  

Sugar is produced in about 100 countries in the world. 70% of its production is consumed 
locally, while the rest is tradable. Sugar prices increased substantially in 2006. For example, the 
Caribbean sugar prices increased from 12 cent per pound in 2005 to about 18 cent per pound in 

                                                 
11 Wikipedia.2008 
12 The US is not a member in the council. 
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2006. Furthermore, it is expected that sugar production will keep being a profitable sector in the 
coming decade, due to the higher oil prices, which increase the demand on sugar needed for 
producing biofuels. In this relevance, other countries also increased their sugar production, 
responding to this increasing demand. Brazil is the main source of sugar in the world; however, 
it is expected that its production will decrease in the coming stage due to the increase in oil 
prices to the extent that sugar production costs will be more than sugar price. Sugar produced in 
Caribbean countries (altogether) increased well, allowing them to profit more from their 
exports. The US also is expected to increase its sales of sugar13. Concerning the EU, it is the 
second exporter in the world, although it is an important importer also due to its preferential 
agreements with the ACP countries, which allow it to import sugar then re-export it. Similarly, 
Australia, as an influential country in international sugar market, ranks third among global 
exporters, according to figure 1.29. 

Figure 1.29 Main sugar exporters in the world, 2006 (1000 tons) 
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Source: USDA database, table 1.32 

The US ranks first among sugar importers, followed by Russia and the EU, while the later was 
the first importer in 2005. This can be explained by the expiration of the preferential agreement 
that the EU was offering to the ACP countries. On the other hand, Indonesia and Japan fell to 
the 5th and 6th ranks respectively, while Pakistan advanced to the 4th rank among the main 
importers. The situation in 2006 is illustrated in the following figure. 

Figure 1.30 Main sugar importers in the world, 2006 (1000 tons) 
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13 Co and Tailor, 2007. 
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Main findings 

• The world has become less dependent on the US as an engine for the international economy, 
which was the case in last decade. The engine will be henceforth composed from China and the 
US. 

• International economic growth fell in 2007, to 3.6%. 

• Dollar has been depreciating between 2002 and 2007. 

• Oil prices are in continuous increase since 2006. 

• International trade increased in 2006 by 8.5%, despite Doha negotiations' stumbling. 
However, the international trade growth fell in 2007 to 5.5%. 

• Statistical recodes show that the EU is the first merchandise exporter and importer 
internationally. 

• The increasing demand on biofuels caused an increase in international cereal prices, and 
complicated the problem of higher oil prices. Unfavorable climatic conditions also contributed 
in that. The cereals' disappearance percentage was 14.5%. 

• Europe is still playing a leading role in terms on international agricultural exports and 
imports, and the EU is currently the main exporter and importer of agricultural commodities. 

• The Middle East agricultural imports consist of food (cereals, animal products, dairy 
products, fruits and vegetables) and raw agricultural commodities. 

• UAE is the main agricultural importer in the Middle East. 

• Egypt became the main wheat importer internationally and the EU occupied the second 
rank. 

• Saudi Arabia's barley imports decreased in 2006 due to its higher prices and lower 
production. 

• Each of China and the US accounts for 40% of international cotton trade. 

• It is expected that sugar sector will keep being profitable in the coming decade due to the 
increase in oil prices, leading to the demand increase on sugar needed for biofuels production. 
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CHAPTER 2- Overview of Syrian Trade 

Syria presently is passing through a process of economic restructuring and regulations 
modification with the aim of further economic liberalization and involvement of the private 
sector. To enhance economic growth and performance, several laws were issued targeting 
activating the business environment. This was accompanied with free trade agreements, at 
regional level (Greet Arab Free Trade Area) and at bilateral level (with Turkey), aiming at 
enabling the country to benefit from more open markets that would create additional trade and 
investment opportunities. 

This chapter illustrates the situation of Syrian trade through a description of the recent 
evolution of trade, and assessment of economic importance. The Chapter covers the state of 
total trade as well as agricultural trade during the period 1997-2006 within Syria as follows: 
section 2.1 includes an introduction of the chapter in which an overview of the Syrian economy 
is presented. Then, in section 2.2, the recent changes of Syrian total trade are highlighted, and 
finally in 2.3 there are details about the economic significance of Syrian agricultural trade and 
its role in the overall economy. 

2.1 Macroeconomic overview 

Overall economic growth represented in GDP at market prices (in terms of 2000 constant 
prices) advanced by 4.8% average rate between 2004 and 2006. The GDP grew by about 5.1% in 
2006 over the previous year, reflecting the strongest performance since 1994. GDP in 2006 
peaked up to about US$ 23,855 million. The per capita GDP in 2006 amounted to 60,533 SP 
(about US$ 1,211).  

 In 2006, the agricultural sector made its first largest contribution in the GDP, along with 
manufacturing (25% for each of them). In 2006, among the other sectors, contributors to GDP 
was wholesales & retail trade sector at 19%,   followed by transport and communication 12%, 
then government services (10%), finance and insurance 5% and building and construction 3%. 

In 2007, the total population was about 19,172 thousand with a growth rate of 2.4%. Regarding 
the demographic distribution of the population, about 39.5% of the population was below the 
age of 15 and 4.9% of the population was above 60 years . The population growth rate declined 
by more than 25% between the 1980s and the end of the reference period. In 2007, rural 
population accounted for 46.5% of the total population. 

The total labor force in 2006 was about 5,292 thousand, representing fairly 27.6% of the total 
population. With regard to the sectoral distribution of labor force, services sector accounted for 
the highest share of 27% of the total labor force, followed by agriculture 20%, hotels and 
restaurant trade 16%, industry 15%, building and construction 13%, transport and 
communication 7% and finance, insurance and properties 2%. Unemployment was eased to 
8.9% of the labor force in 2006, the lowest level since 2000. 

Agricultural employment contribution to total employment was 20% in 2006. the labor force 
employed in agriculture in 2006 amounted to 82% for males (it was 79% for males in 2005) and 
18% for females (21% in 2005).  
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Syria is making all possible efforts to expand investment opportunities for investors. The foreign 
investment environment and conditions of have been simplified and this has spurred a high rate 
of foreign investment. The new policy allowed more contribution of private sector in the 
investment and thus, the value of private investments reached US$ 3 billion in 2007 (Ch 6 
includes more details). 

2.2 Total Syrian trade 

Trade liberalization helped boosting foreign trade and increased the role of trade in meeting the 
local needs for agriculture products.  

Syria is seeking to benefit fully from the opportunities of global trade. The last five years were a 
period of rapid trade reform (15.6% increase in total trade). Boosted trade and investment 
improved the growth of the economy.  

Syrian trade started widening since the year 2000. The average annual growth of trade during 
1997-1999, 2006 was 16 %. Syria achieved a peak of total trade in 2006 with a growth of 11.8%   
over the previous year (US$ 2,193 million) up to US$ 20,726 million (Figure 2.1). The total value 
of trade during 2004-06 was US$ 18,124 with an increment of 147% over the period 1997-1999.  

Even with strong export growth with a value exceeding 19% against import growth of 5.8% in 
2006, Syria continued to register negative trade balance. The highest trade surplus was in 2002 
and totaling US$ 1,485 million.  

Figure 2.1 Indicators of total Syrian trade, 2004-2006 (million US$) 
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Source: CBS, Statistical Abstract, several years. 
The standardized total trade balance in 2006 showed a negative growth of only 2.5%. However, 
this percentage indicted an improvement compared to the previous year in which the deficit 
growth was 14%. 

In 2006, total trade increased by US$ 2,193 million compared to the previous year (US$18,533 
million). In 2002, the Syrian share of total trade in total GDP was about 44.7%.  Then, it jumped 
to 60.6% in 2006. This reflects the importance of trade sector in the national economy. This 
high share indicates that Syrian economy depends substantially on trade in its development and 
prosperity. 

In 2006, total trade was concentrated mainly with European Union with US$ 6,031 million or 
about 29% of the total trade, and total trade with Arab states improved considerably and 
accounted to US$ 5,622 million, with a share of 27.2% of total Syrian trade.  

Total trade with American Countries during 2004-06 averaged (US$ 762 million). However, in 
2006, it showed a reduction of 18% compared to the year before. Analysis of Syria’s external 
trade reveals that Asian countries progressed only by 0.3% during 1997-99, 2006. While, total 
Syrian trade with the rest of the world which was 36% in 2005 it went up by 43% in 2006. 
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In 2006, the major trading partners were Italy (12% of total trade), Saudi Arabia (7%), France 
(6%), Federal Russia (5%), Egypt (4.5%), China (3.7%) and Turkey (3.6%).   

In 2006, the value of the total trade between Italy and Syria was US$ 2,499 million, of which 
US$ 519 million was the Syrian imports from Italy and US$ 1,979 million was the Syrian exports 
to Italy. The value of the total trade between Syria and Saudi Arabia in 2006 was US$1,427 
million. Saudi Arabia was Syria’s second largest trading partner and its third largest export 
destination and its fifth largest source of imports. China has overtaken Saudi Arabia as Syria’s 
second largest supplier of imports (Table 2.8). 

In 2006, trade with Egypt totaled US$934 million with imports arriving at US$550 million and 
exports US$384 million. In 2006 Federal Russia represented the first exporter to Syria. Total 
trade deficit with Federal Russia widened to US$ 1,041 million. The overall trade with Ukraine 
continued its deficit in 2006 at US$ 657 million.  

2.2.1 Total Syrian exports 
Syria has taken serious steps to improve its export competitiveness. Favorable external 
conditions affected Syrian exports when they rose highly for the second consecutive year. The 
increase in Syrian exports was mostly due to the favorable trade for Syria in the Arab markets 
and to the conditions that facilitate the Syrian goods to access to foreign markets. 

The last ten years have been a period of rapid export growth, aided by relaxing the trade 
barriers. The volume of Syrian exports has doubled during 2001-2006. Exports registered an 
average annual growth of 16.7% during 1997-99, 2006. The rise in external demand took hold in 
2006, increase the growth by 19%, as exports continued to thrive. Exports as a share of GDP 
heighten to 29.6% in 2006 up from 28.5% in 2005. 

In the last five years, exports grew significantly thanks to the successful export market 
penetration particularly after GAFTA full implementation in 2005. From the year 2000 up to 
2003, exports grew faster than imports, while in 2004, 2005 and 2006 on contrary, exports 
grew slower than imports. The average annual growth of exports during 1997-99 to 2006 was 
buoyant, amounting to 16.7% in US$ terms.  
Among the three main exporting sectors namely; manufacturing (46.6% of total exports), 
mining and quarrying (34%), and agriculture (12%); a very strong performance in manufactured 
products (162% growth in 2006 over 2005), agricultural exports (74.5%, offset weakening 
output gains in previous year) and mining and quarrying (-5.3%, has performed worse). (Table 
2-3, Figure 2-2).    

Figure 2.2 Syrian exports by sector, 2005-2006, % of total exports 
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In 2006, trade growth was affected mainly by the manufacturing sector, however, the trade was 
driven almost entirely by mining exports during the last decade (during most of the reference 
period). Growth in mining export slowed by 5% in 2006 after peaking up to 44% of total exports 
in 2005. So, mining export volume was surpassed by the manufacturing exports in 2006. 

 The industrial sector maintained its position as the leading exporter. Continued strong growth 
made the sector the most important part of the national economy, as the average of 2004-2006 
increased by more than 248.5% against 1997-1999. Its share of total exports rose from about 
21% in recent years to 46.6% in 2006.  

Food products and beverages export growth accelerated by 26.4% a year during the reference 
period. Its share of manufactured product exports jumped in 2006 to 16% up from 14% in the 
previous year, while the shares held by the textile decelerated to 13.4% and the shares of coke 
and refined petroleum products fall by 17%.  Together, the Food products and beverages export 
and textile accounted for nearly 29.5% of the total manufactured exports in 2006. The sector of 
“other manufacturing products” exports achieved a 286.5% increase in 2006 over 2005. 

In this volume of SAT, we reconsidered the classification of EU compared to the last volume, 
where the EU was presented as on unit. This year, we are presenting the data individually to 
indicate the trade relation with each of the EU countries separately.  

In 2006, EU as a block (25 countries) was the first destination with a share of total exports equal 
to (41%), Arab countries were second with (26%), Asian countries  followed with (4.4%), then  
American countries (2.8%) and the other European countries came last with (1.2%) (Table 2-4).  

The Syrian exports to the EU during 1997-99 were only US$ 1,903 million, thus showing an 
increment of 85.5% in the total exports in 2004-06 (Syrian exports reached US$ 3,530 million 
as an average for this period) The EU remained the leading importer from the country. 

Figure 2.3 Total Syrian exports, by region (million US$) 

0
10
20
30
40
50
60
7 0
80
90

100

E
U

O
th

er

E
u

ro
p

ea
n

C
o

u
n

tr
ie

s

A
ra

b

C
o

u
n

tr
ie

s

A
si

a
n

C
o

u
n

tr
ie

s

A
m

er
ic

a
n

C
o

u
n

tr
ie

s

R
es

t 
o

f 
th

e

W
o

rl
d

2006

2005

 
Source: CBS, Statistical Abstract, 2005-2006 (Table 2-4) 

Trade with Arab countries expanded exceptionally during the period 2000-2006, with a growth 
faster than before GAFTA and liberalizing the Syrian trade. Big Arab imports from the Syria 
enabled it to maintain significant levels of exports of US$ 3,778 million in 2006 with an increase 
by 175.6% over last year. 

The Asian countries maintain their position as the third largest importing countries from Syria. 
They increased their imports from Syria by nearly US$ 113 million (36%) between 2005 and 
2006. The overall American countries imports from Syria fell by 22.7% in 2006 compared to the 
previous year reaching US$ 236 million. The average annual growth rate of Syrian exports to 
these countries was 31.5% during the study period. Exports to the rest of the world declined by 
47% (US$ 1,251 million) to US$ 1,405 million. 
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Considering individual countries in 2006, the main importers of Syrian products were Italy (at 
19.6% of total Syrian exports), France (8.8%), Saudi Arabia (8.7%), Iraq (6.4%), UK (4.3%), 
Jordan (3.9%), Egypt (3.8%), Lebanon (3.8%), Spain (3.3%) and Turkey (3.2%), which 
accounted together for more than 65.9% of the total Syrian export value. The country’s exports 
to these countries was well built over the last 10 years. (Table 2-5). 

The largest portion of Syria’s shipments was destined to Italy accounting for US$ 1,979 million 
in 2006. France formed the second largest markets for Syrian products. A large portion of 
Syria’s shipments was destined to France in 2006 amounting to US$ 889 million. France, 
together with Italy, were the most important destinations absorbing nearly 28.4% of the Syrian 
exports. 

Saudi Arabia remained the country’s third largest destination for agriculture in 2006. Iraq has 
emerged as a major importer from the country in recent years with US$ 646 million export. 
Syrian exports to Jordan amounted to US$ 399 million in 2006. 

Turkey is one of the top markets for the country’s exports. Recently, Turkey has grown to be a 
potentially significant market for Syrian exports due to the mutual market access facilities 
resulting from the trade agreement with Turkey. Exports to Turkey in 2006 have grown by 13% 
amounting to US$ 325 million up from US$ 286 million in 2005.  

Regarding other importer countries, USA is considered a good market for Syrian products. In 
2006, about 2% of the total exports are destined to USA equal to US$ 209 million. Kuwait, UAE, 
Algeria and Libya all became larger importers from Syria accounting for 2.4%, 2%, 1.8% and 
1.7% respectively. 

Egypt still represents one of the major markets for Syrian exports. In recent years, a share of 
184% of the exports has gone to Egypt. The country’s exports to Lebanon are also increasing as 
more than US$ 380 million was registered in 2006.   

In brief, a good export improvement was recorded in the last three years, especially with Arab 
countries. The exceptional export growth of Syrian exports lately is attributed to GAFTA and 
many other bilateral agreements that eliminated export barriers and facilitated exports to 
partner countries.  

2.2.2 Total Syrian imports 
Efforts are done by the state to enhance opening new markets through bilateral agreements 
concluded with several commercial partners. The result was that, import growth rates accel-
erated during last decade. The country’s total imports continue to rise through 2000-2006. 
Import growth exceeded 15% annually for the last decade. The trend of increasing import 
accelerated in 2003-2005 and continued in 2006, but at a slower pace. Total imports more than 
doubled between 2003 and 2006 from US$ 5,092 million to US$ 10,626 million. This growth 
rate was higher than the very strong average growth in 1997-2003. 

This fast import growth rate resulted from trade liberalization and the commitment by the 
government to eliminate import barriers.  This explains the exceptionally rapid expansion of 
imports. Import of almost all major sectors (manufacture, agriculture, mining and quarrying 
and others) . The distribution of imports among these sectors in 2006 was as follows: 
manufacture (92% of total imports), agriculture (5%), mining and quarrying (2%), and “other 
sectors” (1%). 
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Figure 2.4 Syrian total imports by sector, 2005-2006 (%) 
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Source: Source: CBS, Statistical Abstract, 2005-2006. 

In 2006, the manufacturing sector registered an increased by 15.8%. Industry and agriculture 
were the country’s two largest importers. In recent years, their combined imports were around 
97% of the country total. In 2006, the agriculture and “other sectors” imports declined by (19%) 
and (64%) respectively down from 2005 level. The country’s imports shift more to 
manufacturing. Agriculture and industry together accounted for more than one-third of the 
national’s production. 

In 2006, the main imports were: chemicals and chemical products (12.6% of total imported 
manufactured products), motor vehicles and trailers (9%), food products and beverages (7.4%), 
machinery (6.9%), textiles (2%), Basic metals (1.6%) and tobacco (0.7%). The other 
manufactured products took hold of the lion’s share of 50.8% of total imported manufactured 
products. Both motor vehicles trailers and machinery expanded their imports over the last 
decade, increasing by about US$ 614 million to US$ 954 million in 2006 for the motor vehicles 
and trailers, and by about US$ 430 million to US$ 732 million for the machinery. 

In 2006, food products and beverages imports grew faster than their rapid increases since 2001, 
with an increase from US$ 589 million for the year 2005 to US$ 782 million for the year 2006. 
The country’s textile imports rose slowly over the last decade. Motor vehicles and trailers 
accounted for most of the increase in imports.  

The country remains a destination for EU exports as a main partner for Syria. Imports from EU 
grew throughout the study period by 7.4% annually up to US$ 1,973 million in 2006. The Asian 
countries were the second leading exporters to Syria after EU accounting for more than 17.8% of 
the total imports in 2006. During 2000-2006, Syrian imports from Asian countries experienced 
a steady growth except for the year 2004, when a decline of 27% was marked compared to 2003 
(Table 2-7). 

Figure 2.5 Total Syrian imports by region (%) 
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Source: CBS, Statistical Abstract, 2005-2006. 
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American countries became increasingly important source for Syrian imports. The value of 
imports from those countries reached about US$ 80 million (3.3% increase) between 2000 and 
2006.  Nevertheless, in 2006, imports went down and to 4% of the total imports. 

Imports from Arab countries grew rapidly in the last five years since there has been a massive 
flow of imports from GAFTA member countries to Syria.  The imports recorded an increase of 
US$ 733 million during 2004-2006, while the increase in 2006 amounted to US$ 589 million 
(46.9% increase)  

The total imports from the rest of the world increased from US$ 822 million during 1997-99 to 
US$ 4,388 million in 2005, but dropped to US$ 2,622 million in 2006, and the average annual 
growth rate of Syrian imports during 1997,1999- 2006 was 18% (Table 7.2). 

The largest single suppliers for Syria in 2006 were Federal Russia accounting for 10.2% of total 
imports, China (6.5%), Ukraine (5.3%), Egypt (5.2%), Saudi Arabia (5.1%), Italy (4.9%), Turkey 
(4%), France (3.5%), India (3.1%) and Japan (3%), with about 50.9% of total Syrian imports.  A 
large portion of Syria’s imports originating in China accounting for more than US$ 1279 million 
as an average for the years 2005-2006. In 2006, Federal Russia, China and Ukraine remained 
the three major exporters to the country. Together they accounted for around 22% of the total 
imports during the last 10 years. Other countries, principally Germany, USA, Malta, UAE, 
Lebanon, Jordan and Brazil represented 13.5% or about US$ 1431 million. 

The country increased imports generally from Egypt, which replaced Saudi Arabia as the fourth 
exporter to Syria, accounting for US$ 550 million or 5.2% of the total Syrian imports. Saudi 
Arabia was the fifth largest agriculture exporter to the country with a share of 5.1% of the total 
Syrian imports. Turkey was the main source of imports. In 2006, Turkey was one of the leading 
exporters to the country and its exports slightly increased over the last decade to US$ 426 
million in 2006.  

2.3 Syrian agricultural trade 

Agriculture plays an increasingly important role in the national growth and representing 25% of 
GDP in 2006. In the meanwhile, the share of agricultural trade of the total GDP was 10.5%. The 
share of agriculture in the GDP has been fluctuating between 26% and 24% in the last five years, 
also the share of agricultural trade to agricultural GDP increased by 0.5% during the same 
period. 

Figure 2.6 Total GDP and agricultural GDP, 1997-1999 through 2006 (million SP) 
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Source: CBS, Statistical Abstract, several years and NAPC database. 

The share of total agricultural trade of the total trade witnessed almost a steady fall equal to 
9.3% per year over the last ten years.  

The annual growth rate of agricultural trade was increased by 5.2% during the study period. 
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Total agricultural trade grew by 41.6% between the two periods 1997-1999 and 2004-2006, 
while it decreased by 2% in 2006. The government endeavors to increase the economic 
openness, greater agricultural investment to stimulate production, and produce surplus for 
export. The growth of agricultural trade reflects the increase in import growth rates rather than 
exports. 

Figure 2.7 Total GDP and agricultural GDP, general trends, 1997-1999 through 2006 (%)   
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Source: CBS, Statistical Abstract, several years and NAPC data. 

Export is an important component of Syria’s agricultural growth. Efforts are done by the state to 
enhance opening new markets for the agricultural exports through bilateral agreements 
concluded with several commercial partners. 

In 2006, agricultural trade balance was improved and registered slighter negative value of US$ 
61.5 million in comparison with its value in 2005 which was US$ 328 million. On the other side, 
tariff removal from GAFTA led to larger imports of agricultural products causing a negative 
growth in the trade balance. 

In the meantime, Syrian agricultural exports are mainly raw materials; this can be adjusted by 
shifting toward higher value added exports. The first five exported agricultural commodities 
contributed by about 43% of the Syrian agricultural exports and first five imported commodities 
account for 45% of the total. Moreover, the share for the top ten commodities represented 53.7% 
of the total agricultural exports, while the top ten accounted for 60% of the total agricultural 
imports (Table 2-15 and 2-18). 

2.3.1 Syrian agricultural exports 
During the last decade, Syria increased its agriculture exports due to the policies that offered 
more incentives to agricultural products exports. The government policies promoting 
investment in agriculture have resulted, to some extent, in enhancing exports of agriculture 
products. 

In 2006, the agricultural total trade was well above the average of recent years. Agriculture 
export capacity together with lower export tax may expand growth in the future. 

Agriculture exports steadily accelerated throughout the reference period and heightened 
especially in 2002 to reach US$ 1,333 million, but the agricultural export share of total export 
declined steadily from more than 20% in 2002 to less than 12% in 2006. 

Agriculture exports rose rapidly during the last decade due to the economic reforms. In 2006, 
the total exports increased at a faster pace to 9.6%. Growth rates of agricultural exports 
averaged 22% a year between 1997-1999 and 2004-2006. After falling in 2003 and 2004, 
agricultural exports recovered once again in 2005 and continued rising in 2006, to a level just 
below their 2004 record. The country’s agricultural exports are initially constrained by 
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increased local demand but expanded moderately after 2005 

Figure 2.8 Total exports and agricultural exports, 1997-1999 through 2006, million US$ 
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Source: CBS, Statistical Abstract, several years and NAPC database. 

Study has been done through two categories, first by Chapters and second by individual 
commodities. The biggest gains in export shares have come from some product chapters, such as 
cotton, live animals, cereals and fruits, while the biggest earnings have come from specific 
commodities, such as sheep, tomatoes, cumin seeds and other commodities. 

Syrian agricultural commodities are classified in tow separate categories first by Chapters and 
second by individual commodities. The major exports chapters in 2006 were cotton (25.3% of 
total agricultural exports), live animals (21.8%), cereals (13.1%), edible vegetables (10.5%), and 
oils and fats (5.2%). They accounted for 75.9% of the total exports (Table 2.13). 

Syrian agricultural exports are making up a significant share of the country’s total exports. In 
2006, export structures have changed, with a decline in exports of processed products and 
expansion in exports of raw products. The processed products constituted 27.8% of agricultural 
products (were 33.5% last year). While the share of raw agriculture exports was 72.2% 
(increased from US$ 741 million to US$ 882 million for the same years).  

Figure 2.9 the Syrian agricultural export structure during 1997-1999 through 2006 (%)  
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Source: CBS, Statistical Abstract, several years and NAPC database. 

In 2006, the food and animal products accounted for two thirds of the agricultural exports and 
their value increased from US$ 791 million in 2005 to US$ 886 million in 2006.  

Cotton used to be the dominant Syrian crop traded in international markets. The new policy that 
targeted cutting down cotton production, because of water scarcity limited the Syrian export 
growth early in the study period. Total cotton exports declined during the last decade. In 2006, 
the country’s cotton exports surpassed those of the last two years. 
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In 2006, cereal and milling industrial exports value was equal to US$ 148 million. Their exports 
significantly increased by US$ 63.3 million. The country’s exports of cereals accounted for more 
than 13% of the total agricultural trade in 2006, up from 7.6% in 2005. 

Fruit export is an important agricultural exported crop. During 2004-2006, the average of fruit 
exports was equal to US$ 66.2 million. This is down from US$ 129 million in 1997/98. In 2006, 
the share of the fruit exports of the total agricultural exports increased slightly. However, their 
low export persisted for most of the last decade. 

The country’s oil and fat exports declined by more than US$ 36 million (-38%) between 2005 
and 2006, representing 4.8% of the agricultural exports. The share of spirit drinks and vinegar 
exports of the  in total agricultural exports fluctuated between 0% in 2001 and 5.3% in 2005, but 
remained flat in 2006 recording almost the same value of the previous year. 

The country has been a good exporter of edible vegetables in recent years accounting to US$ 
119.4 million in 2006. Data shows a slight increase in the share of prepared edible vegetables in 
Syrian total agricultural export value during 2001-2006 (from 3.9% to 4.4%). The country’s 
exports of residues and waste from food industry accounted for less than 0.4% of total the 
agricultural exports in 2006, down from 1.7% in 2004. 

The major exported agricultural commodities were more than twenty products, and the most 
important ones were sheep (18.2% of total agricultural exports), (cotton (13.9%), mineral and 
aerated water (4.8%), tomatoes (4.2%) and olive oil (4.1%), together accounting for 45% of the 
total exports in 2006 (Table 2.15). 

Most of the value of agricultural exports was driven from sheep and cotton that accounted 
together for 32% of the total agricultural exports in 2006. 

During 2002-2006, the country began increasing its sheep export, aided by reforms such as 
eliminating production tax imposed upon export . During the period 2001-2006, Syria recorded 
an increase in the value of sheep exports from less than US$ 35 million to US$ 222.8 million.  

Figure 2.10 Evolution of exports of selected agricultural commodities, 1996-1998 through 2005 
(Million, US$)  
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Source: CBS, Statistical Abstract, several years and NAPC database. 

Exports of olive oil raised steadily by more than US$ 91 million in 2005 compared to 2004. 
However, olive oil exports went down by 45.7% in 2006 to nearly half that value (US$ 49 
million). The country has become a significant olive oil exporter in recent years. Low costs of 
production and intensive investment in the olive sector have enabled its share in total 
agricultural exports to rise by about 37% in the last 10 years.  Syria recorded impressive gains in 
olive oil exports. 

 A significant amount of the value of agricultural exports derives from the wheat export. The 
country’s wheat exports expanded by more than 123 thousand tons (19.7%) between 2002 and 
2005 to 749 thousand tons, but went down to 321 thousand tons in 2006 due to the drought that 
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took place in that year.   

         Figure 2.11 Share of main Syrian agricultural exports (%) 

                A- Average 1996-1998**                                                    B- Average 2003-2005** 
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             Source: CBS, Statistical Abstract, several years. 

* “Selected Fruit” here includes apples, cherries, apricots, pears, plums, and peaches. 

** Figures in the chart with value of zero (0) are rounded to that number because their values are so small, but we 
thought it would still be helpful to present them here to show the actual development of the products. 

Exports of mineral and aerated water continued gaining market share. Mineral and aerated 
water exports almost doubled during 2003-2006 from US$ 1.4 million up to US$ 5 million. Due 
to market openness, the country continued to export garlic throughout the study period, though 
in declining amounts. 

Syrian exports of tomatoes resumed their growth during the last part of the study period.  The 
country remained an exporter of tomato, although export volume declines due to the increase of 
domestic use. Thus, exports recovered in the last two years with an increase of US$ 14 million in 
2005 and US$ 10 million in 2006. Cumin seed exports increased to US$ 41 million tons in 2006 
in comparison to 2005 (US$ 32 million).  In 2006, apricot paste exports remain relatively flat 
during the study period implying an annual increase of 5.4% in value, with respect to 2000. 

Lentils exports declined to 25.6 thousand tons in 2006 in comparison with 2005. The country 
continues to be a small but steady exporter of lentils. The average annual exported lentil volume, 
in 2004-2006, declined sharply by 32% reaching 58 thousand tons corresponding to US$ 20.3 
million (52% less than 97-99 average value). Legumes exports rose steadily by 11.6% to around 
US$ 7 million during 2000-2005. Nevertheless, their exports slowed down in 2006. 

Pistachio exports trend went slowly downward during the study period.  While the country has 
exported a significant amount of pistachio in the past years, exports went down as domestic 
demand heightened. Strong growth in domestic demand for pistachio and the profitability of 
local selling limits its exports.  In 2006, pistachio exports recovered well above the level of 2005 
exports (US$ 4.5 million compared to US$ 0.9 million in 2005). 

2.3.2  Syrian agricultural imports 
Agricultural import growth remained in the range of 6%. In 2006, the country’s agricultural 
imports decreased slightly compared to last year, but remained higher than the exports with an 
amount of US$ 1,283.8 million. Agricultural imports increased more than 1,257 tons (42.5% 
growth) between 2000 and 2006 making the country one of the fastest growing Agricultural 
importers.  

Agricultural imports accounted for 17% of total imports in the last three years and were at about 
12% in 2006. The growth rate of total imports in the last decade was 15.4% while for agricultural 
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imports not more than 6.4%. This means that the imports of other sector accelerated more than 
those of agriculture. 

Agricultural imports accounted for 3.8% of the GDP in 2006 and 18.5% of the agricultural GDP. 
During the last decade, the increase in agricultural imports accounted for almost half of the total 
imports in 2006. Factors that contributed to the agricultural imports growth include relaxation 
of the import ban list and more openness on Arab markets after GAFTA implementation as well 
as the bilateral trade agreements, which are likely to significantly expand exports. The policy 
change facilitated agricultural imports. Significant changes in agricultural trade policies resulted 
in driving strong growth in agricultural imports. 

The country witnessed an increase in the agricultural imports. Agricultural imports increased by 
about US$ 451 million (7.4%) annually from 2000 to 2006. Growth in agricultural imports 
exceeded 62 % for the period 2004-2006 in comparison to 1997-1999. The growth of 
agricultural exports that exceeded imports in 2006 resulted in lower deficits in the agricultural 
trade balance equaling US$ 61.5 million compared to US$ 328 million in 2005.  

In 2006, the share of processed agricultural imports increased significantly to reach 56% of the 
total agricultural imports against 44% for the raw materials. The country increased import of 
processed agricultural products. At the same time, compared to the total agricultural 
commodities, food products share dominated agricultural imports at about 87.6%. Import 
growth rates for these products constantly increased during 2000-2005, but slightly decreased 
in 2006 by 3.9%.  

The country’s composition of agricultural imports has not changed during the study period for 
the major import chapters which include (cereals, coffee, tea, mate and spices, oil seeds, fruit, 
industrial plants, animal oil and fat, milk and milk products) (Table 2-16). 

Expanding single specific commodities include sugar, tea, milk powder and banana whose share 
of agricultural imports are (16%, 4%, 3% and 3% respectively) representing all together 26%.  

Imports of cereals declined nearly by US$ 91 million in 2006 and accounted for 24% of the total 
agricultural imports. The country normally imports big quantities of sugar and sugar products, 
but it imported less quantity in 2006, (170 thousand tons less than in 2005). However, their 
value was more by US$ 18.7 million indicating higher price of the unit value. The average rate of 
sugar imports value for 2004-2006 over 1997–1999 was 27%. The country imports a fairly 
constant volume of sugar (averaged to 707 thousand tons) throughout 2002-2005 to maintain 
stability in its sugar supplies.  

Hydrogenated oil consumption continues to grow. This results in a steady increase of its 
imports. This pattern continued through out the reference period. Syria continued to remain a 
large importer of oilseeds and vegetable oils. 

Figure 2.12 Structure of Syrian agricultural imports, 1997-1999 through 2006 (%) 
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Source: CBS, Statistical Abstract, several years and NAPC database. 

The country is a small importer of milk powder with less than 5 thousand tons in some years. 
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However, Syria became larger importer last years as local demand increased. In 2005, the 
country’s imports of milk powder were significant and receded to 19.5 thousand tons, while in 
2006, the imports declined to 11.6 thousand tons (their value were US$ 41 million). 

Figure 2.13 Development of imports of selected agricultural products, 1997-1999 through 2006 
(Million, US$) 
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Source: CBS, Statistical Abstract, several years and NAPC database. 

Imports of maize were stagnant by a deterioration in poultry production resulting from the 
spread of bird’s flu disease and the hesitation of producers to take the risk. In 2005, the country 
imported 1,475 tons with a value of US$ 181 million (72% increase compared to the previous 
year). However, in 2006, the imports were less by 84 tons compared to 2005. 

Figure 2.14 the Share of main Syrian agricultural imports (%)  

A- Average of 1997-1999                                                  B- Average of 2004-2006 
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Source: CBS, Statistical Abstract, several years and NAPC database. 

The country experienced continued growth in rice import through 2003-2005 resulting from 
population increase and the consumption habit change. Rice imports raised by more than 126 
thousand tons (60%) during this period. On contrary, in 2006, rice imports declined by 177 
thousand tons. 
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Main findings 

• Overall economic growth represented in GDP at market prices (in terms of 2000 constant 
prices) increased by 4.8% on average between 2004 and 2006. GDP grew by about 5.1% in 2006 
compared to previous year. GDP in 2006 picked up to about US$ 23,855 million.  

• Population growth rate declined by more than 25%, between 1980s and the end of the study 
period. In 2007, rural population accounted for 46.5% of total population. 

• Trade liberalization helped boosting foreign trade and increased the role of trade in meeting 
the local needs for agricultural products.  

• The average annual growth of trade during 1997-1999, 2006 was 16 %. Syria reached a peak 
in total trade in 2006 with a growth of 11.8% over previous year.  

• Even with strong growth of export value exceeding 19% against import growth of 5.8% in 
2006, Syria continued to register negative trade balance.  

• The share of total trade in Syrian total GDP in 2002 was about 44.7%, and then in 2006 it 
jumped to 60.6%. This reflects the importance of trade sector in the national economy.  

• In 2006, major trading partners were; Italy (12% of total trade), Saudi Arabia (7%), France 
(6%), Federal Russia (5%), Egypt (4.5%), China (3.7%) and Turkey (3.6%).   

• The rise in external demand took hold in 2006, increased the growth by 19%, as exports 
continued to thrive. Exports as a share of GDP heighten to 29.6% in 2006 up from 28.5% in 
2005. 

• In 2006, EU as a block (25 countries) was the first largest main destination with a share of 
total exports equal to (41%), Arab countries were second with (26%), Asian countries  followed 
with (4.4%), then  American countries (2.8%) and the other European countries came last with 
(1.2%).  

• The trend of increasing import accelerated in 2003-2005 and continued in 2006, but at a 
slower pace. Total imports were more than doubled between 2003 and 2006 from US$ 5,092 
million to US$ 10,626 million.  

• The Asian countries were the second leading exporters to Syria after EU accounted for more 
than 17.8% of total imports in 2006.  
• Imports from Arab countries grew rapidly in the last five years, while the increase in 2006 
amounted to US$ 589 million (46.9% increase).  

• The largest single suppliers for Syria in 2006 were Federal Russia accounting for 10.2% of 
the total imports, China (6.5%), Ukraine (5.3%), Egypt (5.2%), Saudi Arabia (5.1%), Italy (4.9%), 
Turkey (4%), France (3.5%), India (3.1%) and Japan (3%), with about 50.9% of total Syrian 
imports.   

• Agriculture plays an increasingly important role in the national growth and represents 25% 
of GDP in 2006. In the meanwhile, the share of agricultural trade of the total GDP was 10.5%.  

• The annual growth rate of agricultural trade increased by 5.2% during the study period. 
Total agricultural trade grew by 41.6% between the two periods 1997-1999 and 2004-2006, 
while it decreased by 2% in 2006.  

• Agricultural exports rose rapidly during the last decade due to the economic reforms. In 
2006, the total exports increased comparatively at a faster pace of 9.6%. Growth rates of 
agricultural exports averaged 22% a year between 1997-1999 and 2004-2006.  

• Agricultural import growth remained in the  range of 6%. In 2006, the country’s agricultural 
imports decreased slightly over the last year, but remained higher than the exports with an 
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amount of US$ 1,283.8 million.  

• Agricultural imports accounted for 3.8% of GDP in 2006 and 18.5% of the agricultural GDP. 
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CHAPTER 3 - Syrian Agricultural Trade: 
Performance, Products, and Partners 

This chapter presents in details the Syrian agricultural trade. Section 3.1 presents an evaluation 
of agricultural trade performance through three indicators, the Revealed Comparative 
Advantages (RCA), the Relative Unit Value (RUV), Syrian agricultural trade map. Section 3.2 
highlights the evolution of most important exports and imports during 1997 – 2006. The third 
section 3.3 highlights most important Syrian agricultural trade partners in . 

3.1 Trade performance 

3.1.1 Revealed Comparative Advantages (RCA) 

RCA index is considered as one of the most important indicators that evaluate product 
competitiveness in foreign markets. RCA equation is RCA= (value of Syrian exports of a given 
product /value of world exports of the same product) / (value of total Syrian agricultural exports 
/value of total world agricultural exports). 

When RCA is bigger than one, then the country has RCA of the commodity or product, which 
must receive the required attention. 

In addition, RCA index takes into account competitiveness factors (ex. Exchange rate) which 
affect exporters in the country and gives results that can be measured in a way of comparison 
among countries. 

Figure 3.1 (Table 3.1) shows the RCA of the main agricultural exported commodities in 1997 and 
2005 - 2006. It shows that the exported products such as live sheep, cotton linters, lentils, 
cotton lint. Virgin olive oil, olive oil and chickpeas in addition to cherries, apricot, apple, and 
wheat had revealed comparative advantages illustrating its competitive in foreign markets.   

        Figure 3.1 . RCA of  main Syrian Agricultural Exports in 1997, 2005 - 2006 
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  Source: FAO database (FAOSTAT), Table 3.1    
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3.1.2 Relative Unit Value (RUV) 

RUV evaluates the unit value of a given product for a specific country relative to the average 
world value. Unit value is used as proxy 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.  

Figure 3.2, (Table 3.2) illustrates some noticeable changes in 1997 and 2005 – 2006 in RUV of 
the main Syrian agricultural products. Only live sheep, showed an RUV soundly above 1, in 2005 
– 2006 in addition to lentils in 2006 which also illustrates the competitiveness of these products 
in foreign markets. RUV of Cotton Lint, orange, grapes, total olive oil, lentils, and chick pees 
which were above 1 in 1997 became below 1 in the recent period reflecting low performance. 

   Figure 3.2  RUVs of the main Syrian agricultural exports in 1997 and 2005 – 2006. 
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    Source: FAOSTAT (Table 3.2)  

3.1.3 Export performance  

The Syrian Agricultural Trade Map diagram in Figure 3.3 presents the performance of Syria’s 
leading exported products during the period 2001-2005 with reference to the export value of the 
considered agricultural products (size of the bubbles) against the annual growth of selected 
Syrian agricultural exports in the world markets (horizontal axis) and the annual growth of the 
world agricultural exports or world demand on the same selected commodities and in the same 
period (vertical axis).  

The map also indicates the average growth of the world agricultural trade over the same period 
(horizontal blue line), which was around 11 % per year in 2001 – 2005. So the horizontal and 
vertical axis represent the changes of agricultural exports on the domestic and international 
level and divide the map into four quadrants including different commodities with different 
characteristics as follows.  

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

These are the Syrian export products that performed very well which have grown significantly 
(i.e. above average world trade growth) led to an increased share in world imports. 

Exporters of these products have proven their international competitiveness in the study period. 
Efforts in promoting trade in such products face a low risk, as these products are successful in 
the world markets which can serve as reference points. Indeed, promotional efforts should aim 
at broadening the supply capacity of these products comforted by the evidences. As figure 3.3 
shows, live sheep and goats recorded a high growth and high increase in the world market. Olive 
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oil and apples showed the highest increase in the world market share. These products were 
considered champions.  
 

    Figure 3.3 Syrian agricultural trade map (2001-2005)    

 
     Source: according to FAO database  

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, 

Either it decreased or grew lower than world trade growth. As a result, Syria loses a share in 
international markets    

For these products, it is essential to specifically identify and remove these bottlenecks which 
impede a more dynamic expansion of exports. This is the case of Syrian exports such as tomato, 
apricot, and cherries.   

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

The export prospects tend to be doubtful for products in this quadrant where world imports of 
these products were stagnant or declining. As a result Syria’s share shrank in the world market. 
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In case of Syria, cotton suffered a loss during 2001-2005 in addition to oranges, anis seeds, and 
cotton linters.        

Trade promotion efforts for this commodities group 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 the 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, products such as lentils and wheat are in this category.  

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 each 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 2006, the main Syrian agricultural exports confirmed to be heavily concentrated with an 
average of 86% for the top five partners’ share (86.1% in 2005) and an average of 93.6% for the 
top ten partners (96.1% in 2005). 

As it is illustrated by figure 3.4 (Table 3.3) cumin seeds, and olive oil recorded the lowest 
number of partners comparing with high concentrated commodities, especially live sheep, 
wheat, and mineral and aerated water where concentration reached around 100 % for the share 
of the first five trade partners.   

       Figure 3.4 Market diversification of Syrian main agricultural exports, share of top partners (%, 2006). 
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Source: NAPC database (Table 3.3) 

At the same time, Syria’s main agricultural imports are also heavily concentrated. In 2006, those 
products showed an average of 93.3% (94.6 % in 2005) imported from the top five partners 
(Figure 3.5 and Table 3.4), and the lowest concentrations were recorded by milk powder and 
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butter & ghee at 79.1 % and 81 % respectively, while the highest concentration was recorded by 
mate which is imported from one origin (Argentina) and soybean (from USA).  
         

     Figure 3.5 Market diversification of the main Syrian agricultural imports, share of top partners (%, 
2006). 
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 Source: NAPC database (Table 3.4)   

3.2 Remarks on selected products 

3.2.1 Market balances  

The market balance of the main exported and imported products is discussed on the base of 
indicators such as the apparent consumption and the self-sufficiency ratio. 

The apparent consumption is defined as the value of production plus imports minus exports 
(without including stocking, losses and other uses) of each product. The self-sufficiency ratio is 
expressed as the percentage of apparent consumption of domestic production 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 in 2006 were, tomatoes (with a self-sufficiency ratio of 143.4%), wheat (131.8%), 
cotton (125 %),  lentils (116.3%), olive oil (107.2%), in addition to other products (see Table 3.5) 
taking into account that these indicators don’t consider the opening and closing stock due to 
difficulty of access to related data. the export quantities of cumin was higher than domestic 
production in 2006. This could be explained by potential variations in stocks, especially if we 
consider that domestic production in 2002 and 2003 was far higher than 2006, 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 are 
needed. 

Nevertheless,  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 support 
policies and other support policies) that might need to be reconsidered in the process of WTO 
accession in addition to its high cost which mainly result from water needs of such crops .  

As for the main agricultural imports (Table 3.5) self-sufficiency ratios are significantly low for 
soybean (5.1%), sesame seed (8.9%), maize (10.3), sugar (27.3%), and higher for barley (72.2%) 
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and sunflower seeds (76.2%). 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 deficits14 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 sheep, grapes, 
potatoes, apricots, pears, and peaches (Table 3.5). All these products were considered to have an 
export potential capable of being developed with the preferential opening of export markets. 
This raises the need of increasing production which is considered as the main challenge for 
boosting Syrian agricultural exports. 

3.2.2. Main agricultural exports 

The following paragraphs include an explanation on the most important agricultural exports 
through. 

• Comparing between two averages 1997-1999 and 2004-2006 to identify the changes that 
took place during 1997 – 2006 in addition to measuring the Annual Growth Rate (AGR) during 
the same period. 

•  Comparing the changes in 2002-2006 related to quantity – value in addition to the main 
exporting destinations.  It is important to mention that the unite value was calculated for each 
product by dividing the product's exports value by the quantity. This can give an 
indication(though it is not accurate) of the export price (for exported products). The same 
methodology is used for the main Syrian agricultural imports in paragraph 3.2.3. 

Sheep 

Sheep rank first in the Syrian agricultural exports where its average share in total Syrian 
agricultural exports in 2004 – 2006 accounted about 18. 5%, while it didn’t exceed 5. 5% in 1997 
– 1999. This illustrates a significant growth in sheep exports during 1997 – 2006 (34.0% for 
quantity and 19.2% for value). Annual exports average increased between 1997 – 1999 and 2004 
– 2006 from 19.2 thousand tons valued at US$49.8 million to 82.4 thousand tons valued at 
US$209.3 million. This was accompanied by a slight decrease in the average unit value from 
US$2595.6 to US$2540.8 per ton. 

Regarding recent changes 2004 – 2006, sheep exports recorded their value peak in 2002 
accounting for US$326.7 million while in 2006 the exports value was US$ 222.8 million. As for 
the quantity, it was 109.4 thousand tons and 85.2 thousand tons respectively. Live sheep Export 
unit value was US$2985.6 per ton in 2002 and US$2616.8 in 2006.             

 The main destination countries were Saudi Arabia, importing more than 75% of Syrian exported 
sheep, followed by Kuwait Qatar, and Lebanon (Table 3.6). 

It is worth mentioning that Syrian trade in sheep is a two-way trade, as Syria exports Awassi 
sheep, highly valued in Saudi Arabia and other Gulf countries, and imports lower value 
Romanian and Australian sheep.  

Cotton (Not Carded or Combed) 

Cotton ranks second on the list of the Syrian agricultural exports and is considered as one of the 
main cash crops. It is classified as a strategic crop which enjoys a special the treatment from the 
Syrian government. 

                                                 
14 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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In spite of the decline in cotton exports during 1997 – 2006, its average share in total 
agricultural Syrian exports was 14.4 % in 2004 – 2006 comparing with 24.2 % in 1997 – 1999. 
Growth rate was negative in value (4.1%) and quantity (1.4%). 

-+Cotton exports decreased between 1997 – 1999 and 2004 – 2006 from 161.4 thousand tons to 
136.8 accompanied by a decrease in the value from US$225.7 million to US$163.0 million. The 
average unit value was US$ 1398.5 and US$1191.6 per ton respectively. 

In recent years, Cotton exports recorded its peak in 2002 with US$201.1 million (254.8 
thousand tons). In 2006, export value was US$169.6 million and export quantity (137.3 
thousand tons). 

The main exporting destinations were China, Turkey, Egypt and Italy (Table 3.7).         

Soft and Durum Wheat 

Wheat is considered as one of the most important food crops. Syria is characterized for wheat 
self sufficiency in addition to a surplus for exporting. Wheat is also classified as a strategic crop . 

Wheat exports rank third on the list keeping an average share in total value of Syrian 
agricultural exports (10.5%) in the two reference periods. 

The annual average of wheat exports increased between 1997 – 1999 and 2004 – 2006 from 475 
thousand tons in the first period to 882.3 thousand tons in the second accompanied by a slight 
increase in value from US$103.5 million to US$119.4, but the unit value decreased from 
US$217.8 toUS$135.4 per ton.  

In 2004 – 2006, wheat exports reached its peak in 2006 recording 1196.3 thousand tons valued 
at US$147.6 million.  

The main destination countries of 2006 exports were Italy followed by Egypt, Jordan, and 
Tunisia (Table 3.8). 

Olive Oil 

Olive oil ranks forth in the Syrian agricultural exports order and its contribution in the total 
value of Syrian agricultural exports increased from 0.6 % during 1997 – 1999 to 5.2 % during 
2004 – 2006. The growth rate in 1997 – 2006 was 25.7 % in value and 26.9 % in quantity. 

Olive oil exports increased from 1.9 thousand tons valued US$5.4 million in the first period to 
33.8 thousand tons valued US$59.1 million in the second, with a significant decrease in olive oil 
export unit value from US$2843.5 to US$1745.1 per ton respectively.      

Regarding recent years, olive oil exports reached its peak in 2005 recording a quantity of 26.3 
thousand tons with a value of US$ 91.5 million.    

The main destination countries of 2006 exports were Italy, Spain, and Saudi Arabia (Table 3.9)  

Mineral and aerated water 

During the period 2004 – 2006, mineral and aerated water exports, increased significantly 
resulting  in an increase in its contribution in the total value of the Syrian agricultural exports. 
This contribution during 1997 – 1999 didn’t exceed 0.12 % while during 2004 – 2006, it reached 
5% with a growth rate during 1997 – 2006 of 47.9 % in value and 70.6 % in quantity. 

Mineral and aerated water average exports in 1997 – 1999 totaled a quantity of 1.6 thousand 
tons with a value of US$1.1 to increase remarkably to 279.0 thousand tons with value of 
US$56.3 million in 2004 – 2006 while the average unite value decreased noticeably  from US $ 
702.1 to 201.8 per ton respectively. 

During the period 2002 – 2006, mineral and aerated water exports recorded their largest 
quantity in 2005 (302.0 thousand tons) and its highest value in 2005 and 2006 reaching 
US$58.2 million.             
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The main destination countries in 2006 were Iraq, with a share of 90.4%, followed by Jordan 
(Table 3.10). 

Tomatoes 

Tomato is the most important exported vegetable in Syria. Its average contribution in the total 
value of Syrian agricultural exports was 3.5% in 2004 – 2006 which illustrates its importance in 
Syrian agricultural exports’ structure. Tomato exports growth rate during 1997 – 2006 was 
10.1% in quantity but decreased in value by 1.9 %. 

Tomato exports average increased between 1997 – 1999 and 2004 – 2006 from 128.3 thousand 
tons valued at US$78.0 million in the first period to 281.3 thousand tons with value of US$40.4 
million which means a significant decrease in unit value average from US$607.9 to US$142.5 
per ton. 

In recent years, tomato exports reached their peak in 2005 with a quantity of 327.2 thousand 
tons, while the peak value was in 2002 (US$62.4 million). In 2006, the quantity was 256.4 
thousand tons valued at US $ 51.1 million.  

The main destinations in 2006 were Saudi Arabia, importing more than half of Syrian exports, 
followed by Iraq, Lebanon, EU, Kuwait, and United Arab Emirates (Table 3.11). 

Cumin Seeds 

Syria is considered as one of the main cumin producing countries in addition to India, Iran, and 
Turkey. The importance of cumin in Syrian agricultural exports has soundly risen in the last 
decade. This could be interpreted partly by the massive production in 2002 when it reached the 
maximum with 97 thousand tons. In the following two years, cumin production witnessed a 
decline due to big fluctuations in prices because cumin is a rain fed crop (97 % of production is 
rainfed). Cumin exports growth rate in 1997-2006 was 18.5 5 in quantity and 11.0 % in value. 

Cumin exports average increased from 10.8 thousand tons valued at US$16.3 million during 
1997 – 1999 to 40.1 thousand tons valued at US$32.2 million during 2004 – 2006 accompanied 
by a significant decrease in export unit value to US$ 1514.2 per ton in the first period and 804.1 
in the second. 

In recent years, cumin exports reached their peak in 2006 recording 49.3 thousand tons and its 
value peak in 2002 reaching US$131.0 million, while in 2006 the value was US $41.2 million. 

The main destinations were the UAE, Egypt, Brazil, Saudi Arabia, and Morocco (Table 3.12). 

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

The mentioned fruit exports witnessed a growth rate of 8.3% during 1997 – 2006 in terms of 
quantity but their value declined by 3.5%. 

Between 1997-1999 and 2004-2006 on average, fruit exports increased from 49.3 thousand tons 
(US$50.0 million) to 71.2 thousand tons (US$26.1 million) which illustrates a significant 
decrease of the average unit export value (from US$1014.2 to US$366.5 per ton). 

In recent years, fruit exports reached their peak in 2002 recording a quantity of 65.1 thousand 
tons valued at US$49.7 million. In 2006, fruit exports reached 56.6 thousand tons with value of 
US $ 30.3 million.   

The main destination countries were Saudi Arabia, Jordan, and Kuwait (Table 3.13). 

Lentils 

The high quality of Syrian lentils is recognized in foreign markets, where they are usually sold at 
a price premium comparing with domestic prices. Some neighboring countries rely on Syria as a 
source for lentils. Lentils exports average contribution in total value of agricultural exports 
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during 2004–2006 was about 2.1 % in spite of a significant decrease in lentils exports during 
1997–2006 where the growth rate decreased by 16.7% in quantity and 18.0% in value. 

Between 1997-1999 and 2004-2006, lentils exports average decreased from 75.6 thousand tons 
(US$42.3 million) to 58.0 thousand tons (US$23.3 million). The average unit value decreased 
from US$559.8 to 401.5 per ton. 

In recent years, lentils exports reached their peak in 2005 recording 76.9 thousand tons (US 
$31.4 million). In 2006, export quantity was 25.6 thousand tons valued at US$11.7 million.    

 The main destination countries were Saudi Arabia, Egypt, Jordan, and Turkey (Table 3.14). 

Cheese and dairy 

The average exports of cheese and dairy increased remarkably between 1997 – 1999 and 2004 – 
2006. The exports average in the first period didn’t exceed 0.9 thousand tons valued at US$2.6 
million, while it reached 11.5 thousand tons (US$18.2 million) in the second with a growth rate 
of 31.9 % in quantity and 26.6 % in value during 1997–2006. 

In recent years, Cheese and dairy exports reached their peak in 2005 with 15.3 thousand tons 
and their value peak in 2006 (US$26.1 million). 

The main destination countries in 2006 were Lebanon, Jordan, and Emirates (Table 3.15) 

Leather 

Exported leather consists of sheep and lamb leather further prepared after tanning or crusting, 
tanned, grained, stamped or printed.  

Between 1997 – 1999 and 2004 – 2006, the export average increased significantly from 1.8 
thousand tons valued at US$3.5 million in the first period to 7.4 thousand tons valued at 
US$16.2 million in the second. This was accompanied by an increase in export unit value from 
US$1873.0 to US$2189.4 US $ per ton. 

In recent years (2002 – 2006), the quantity peak was recorded in 2006 (9.6 thousand tons), 
while the value peak was in 2002 (US$20.4 million). in 2006 while the value was US$16.2 
million.       

Leather exports are mainly intended for countries specialized in particular leather industries, 
such as Italy, which accounts for more than 80% of the market; other destination countries were 
India, Egypt, and Turkey (Table 3.16). 

Cotton Linters 

Cotton linters are important products derived from cotton, mainly used for medical industries. 
Between 1997-1999 and 2004-2006, the average exports increased slightly  from 24.7 thousand 
tons to 26.4 thousand tons with an increase in value from US$5.7 million to US$7.7 million 
accompanied with an increase in the average unit values from US$230.5 to US$298.8per ton. 

During 2002-2006, the export peak was recorded in 2002 with 44.1 thousand tons (US $10.6 
million). In 2006, the quantity was 17.3 thousand tons valued at US $5.2 million. 

The main destination countries were Japan (40.4% in 2006), China (20.2 %), Spain, and 
Belgium (Table 3.17). 

Citrus Fruit (oranges, lemons, and mandarins)  

Citrus fruit export average reached 20.3 thousand tons during 1997 – 1999 valued at US $15.0 
million comparing with 37.0 thousand tons valued at US $7.1 million during 2004 – 2006 with 
a decrease in export unit value average from US$740.6 to 192.8 per ton. 
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In recent years, citrus fruit exports reached their peak in 2005 recording 58 thousand tons and 
their value peak in 2002 with a value of US$ 16.5 million. In 2006, the exported citrus was 25.3 
thousand tons valued at US$5.5 million.   

The main destination counties of Syrian citrus in 2004 - 2006 were Jordan, replacing Saudi 
Arabia which ranked second. Those two were followed by Iraq, Kuwait, Lebanon, and U.A.E, 
(Table 3.18). 

Other exports  

The evolution of other exports which are less important such as apricot paste (qamar ad’din), 
chickpeas, fresh grapes, pistachio, and potato, they are illustrated in Tables 3.19 to 3.24.  

3.2.3. Main agricultural imports 

The following section presents the main agricultural imports, similarly to the agricultural 
exports presented in the previous one.  

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 the domestic consumption. 

 Sugar imports rank first in Syrian agricultural imports’ order with an average share  of 14.3 % in 
the total Syrian agricultural imports during 2004 – 2006. 

Imports average increased from 495.5 thousand tons valued at US$152.4 million in 1997-1999 
to 663.7 thousand tons valued at US$192.8 million in 2004-2006 with a growth rate of 2.5 % in 
quantity and 3.0 % in value during 1997 - 2006 with an increase in export unit value average 
from US$307.6 to 372.0 per ton in the two reference periods. 

Regarding recent developments in 2002 – 2006, sugar imports reached its quantity peak in 
2004 recording 741.0 thousand tons and its value peak in 2006 (about US$199.3 million)  

The main countries of origin were the European market and Brazil (Table 3.25) 

Maize 

Maize imports are of major importance for feed preparations, food industries and oil extraction. 

Maize imports rank second after sugar where its share in total Syrian agricultural imports 
accounted for 11.5 % in 2004–2006. 

Between 1997–1999 and 2004–2006, maize imports average increased significantly from 578.3 
thousand tons valued at US$76.9 million to 1.24 million ton valued at US$ 156.2 million with a 
growth rate of 9.9 % in quantity and 8.8 % in value during 1997 – 2006 accompanied by a slight 
decrease in import unit value average from 133.0 to 125.9 US $ per ton. 

In recent years, Maize imports reached their peak in 2005 with a quantity of 1.47 million ton 
valued at US $180.8. Main countries of origin were USA (75 % on average) and Argentina (Table 
3.26)      

Barley 

Syrian imports of barely are well linked to the domestic production which is affected by weather 
conditions because barely is a rainfed crop (more than 90% of the production is rain fed). 

Syrian trade in barley is an example of intra-industrial trade (bilateral trade in very similar 
products). Syrian exports of barley fluctuated in remarkably as it was 545 thousand tons in 2003 
but in 2005 and 2006 it didn’t exceed 2 thousand tons. 

Barley's imports are an important source for livestock feed and the beer industry. Syria started 
importing barely in 1999 with a quantity of 584.7 thousand tons valued at US $59.8 million 
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reaching its peak in 2005 (802.5 thousand tons) valued at US$100.9 million. In 2006, the 
imported quantity decreased to 462.9 thousand tons valued at US $57.7 million where the main 
countries of origin were turkey, Ukraine, Russian Federation (Table 3.27). 

Also, barely is classified as a strategic crop which is supported by the government with a fixed 
price in order to stimulate production which reached remarkable levels in certain years (about 2 
million tons in 2003 and 1.2 million ton in 2006)    

Cakes and Residues of Oil Extraction 

It is considered as one of the main Syrian agricultural imports with an average contribution of 
about 5.5% of total agricultural imports  in 2004–2006 . This group includes oil-cake and other 
solid residues, whether or not grounded 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 1997-1999, the average import quantity was 177.4 thousand tons (with a value of US$48.8 
million) going up significantly to 333.8 thousand tons (US$74.3 million), in 2004-2006. The 
import unit value declined during that time from US$275.3 to US$222.6 per ton.  

In recent years, this group imports reached a peak in 2005 (405.4 thousand tons) and its value 
peak in 2004 with a value of US$89.6 million. Argentina is the main supplier (Table 3.28)   

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 2004-2006, the share of the value of rice in total 
agricultural imports was on average 5.4%. In 1997-1999, the average imports were 163.8 
thousand tons (with a value of US$60.9 million) with an average unit value of US$371.8 per 
tons. In 2004-2006, the average imports grew considerably to 232.8 thousand tons (US$72.9 
million), with a decline in the unit value to US$313 per ton. 

In recent years 2004-2006, rice imports reached their peak in 2005 recording a quantity of 
318.9 thousand tons valued at US $88.7 million to decrease in 2006 in quantity and value to 
141.6 thousand tons with a value of US $49.4 million. 

In 2006, the main countries of origin were Egypt (about 76.6 %) in addition to India, Thailand, 
and Australia (Table 3.29).  

Tea 

Tea imports consist mainly of packed black tea, fermented or partly fermented. Between 1997 – 
1999 and 2004 – 2006, tea imports increased significantly from 19.2 thousand tons with a value 
of US$37.9 million to 32.3 thousand tons valued at US$56.4 million with a growth rate of 5.5 % 
in quantity and 6 % in value during 1997- 2006. Import unit value average decreased slightly 
from 1975.7 to 1753.7 US$ per ton. 

In recent years, tea imports reached their peak in 2005 with a quantity of 36.6 thousand tons 
and their value peak in 2006 (US$57.3 million). 

The main country of origin was Sri Lanka, accounting for more than 90% of total imports (Table 
3.30).  

Milk Powder 

Milk powder imports average increased from 10.5 thousand tons valued at US $36.3 million in 
1997 – 1999 to 15.2 thousand tons valued at US $38.2 million in 2004–2006, while the import 
unit value average decreased sharply from 3450.3 to 2507.9 US$ per ton. 

In recent years, milk powder imports recorded their peak in 2005 with a quantity of 25.5 
thousand tons valued at US$45 million. In 2006, the import quantity was about 12.5 thousand 
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tons valued at US $42.7 million. The main countries of origin were France and Netherlands 
(Table 3.31).  

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 1997-1999 at 59.0 
thousand tons with a value of US$14.2 million. By contrast, in 2004-06 imports went up to 
137.6 thousand tons with a value of US$35.7 million. In addition, the import unit value average 
increased slightly from 241.2 to 259.6 US$ per ton. 

In recent years, soybean imports reached a peak in 2005 with a quantity of 214.2 thousand tons 
valued at US$54.6 million. The main country of origin was the USA (Table 3.32).  

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. The average where imports 
average of 1997–1999 was about 20.1 thousand tons and it increased in the period 2004–2006 
to 49.1 thousand tons with a value of US $31.2 million with a growth rate of 12.1% in quantity 
and 14.6% in value. Import unit value average increased from 541.8 to 635.0 US $ per ton. 

Oil seeds imports recorded a volume peak in 2002 with a quantity of 54.2 thousand tons and 
recorded a value peak in 2006 with a value of US$33.9 million. The main countries of origin for 
sesame seeds were Nigeria, Sudan, and Pakistan; while sunflower seeds came mostly from Iraq, 
Argentina, Ukraine, and USA (Table 3.33).  

Bananas 

Banana imports grew noticeably from 61.2 thousand tons in the average of 1997-1999 to 325.8 
thousand tons in 2004-2006, values also increased slightly from US$21.8 million to US$ 28.4 
million which illustrates a sharp decline in import unit value from US$356.9 per ton to US$87.1 
per ton. 

The most important countries of origin were Ecuador followed by Lebanon, and Colombia 
(Table 3.34).   

Butter and ghee 

Butter and ghee imports increased considerably between 1997 – 1999 and 2004 – 2006 from 
5.8 thousand tons valued at 11.6 US$ million to 9.0 thousand tons valued at US $18.9 million. 
Import unit value increased from 1997.7 to 2091.8 US $per ton. 

In recent years, butter and ghee imports recorded a quantity peak in 2002 (10.7 thousand tons) 
and a value peak in 2005 (US $20.4 million). The main countries of origin were the 
Netherlands, Belgium, and New Zealand (Table 3.35).  

Yerba mate 

Although this agricultural product is consumed in only a few countries worldwide and produced 
widely in Southern America, it is consumed heavily in some Syrian regions . The quantity 
imported in the averages of the two references periods increased slightly from 13.2 to 15.9 
thousand tons accompanied by a decrease in the value from US$15.5, to US$11.5 which 
illustrates a significant decrease in the unit value average from US$1171.2 to US $725.7 per ton. 

In recent years, mate imports reached a peak in 2004 with a quantity of 20.0 thousand tons 
valued at US$14.7 million. Argentina was the dominant country of origin (Table 3.36).  

Other imports 

Syria imports many other agricultural products, most importantly coffee, canned fish and bran 
as illustrated in Tables 3.37, 3.38, and 3.39. 
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3.3 Main agricultural trade partners 

The following section explores Syrian agricultural trade from a geographical point of view. The 
focus is first on main regions for Syrian agricultural trade, second on trade balance with major 
partners (classified according to agricultural trade volume with Syria) and, finally, on main 
destinations and suppliers of individual agricultural products in 2006. 

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, EU25, Asia excluding Arab Countries, North America, South America, Africa 
excluding Arab Countries, Oceania, and Other Countries. 

Exports 

Regarding agricultural exports, Arab countries were the most important destinations (Table 
3.40), consistently accounting for about 60% on average of Syria’s export market through the 
decade of reference. 

In 1997–1999, the value of the Syrian agricultural exports to Arab countries was US$540.1 
million accounting for 58.5% of the total Syrian agricultural exports in the same period to 
increase reaching US$771.4 million in 2004–2006 accounting for about 68.0% of total value of 
Syrian agricultural exports. This can be interpreted by close Arab markets from a geographical 
perspective in addition to that Syrian agricultural trade historically has been concentrated in 
Arab countries. This was further strengthening by the implementation of the Great Arab Free 
Trade Area (GAFTA) in 1998. 

EU 25 ranked second as a main destination of Syrian agricultural products with a slight decrease 
between the two reference periods from 16.1 to 15.3%. 

Figure 3.6 illustrates how Arab countries mainly are important for Syrian agricultural exports 
and how the European countries25 and Asian markets are relevant too compared with other 
regions of destination. It is worth mentioning that Syrian agricultural exports to Arab countries, 
EU25, and Asia excluding Arab countries accounted for 95.9% of the total value of Syrian 
agricultural exports during 2004–2006.    

   Figure 3.6 Syrian agricultural exports 1997-1999 and 2004-2006 (% of total agricultural exports) 
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Source: NAPC Database (Table 3.40) 

Imports 

Regarding import suppliers, in 2004-2006, Arab countries were the largest supplier of 
agricultural products to Syria, followed by Asia (excluding Arab countries), South America, the 
European Union, and N.C America. The share of these five groups totaled about 77.2% of the 
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total Syrian agricultural imports in 2004-2006, confirming the general evidence that Syrian 
agricultural imports are more diversified than exports from a geographical point of view. 

Arab countries contribution in the Syrian agricultural imports doubled between the two 
reference periods from 10.1% in 1997–1999 to 20.5% in 2004-2006 replacing EU25 (with a 
share of 27.9%) in 1997-1999 and decreased to 12.0 % in the second period.  

Asia excluding Arab countries ranked second as one of the main agricultural supplier to Syria 
with a share of 16.1% in 2004-2006 followed by South America 15.6% (Figure 3.7). 

    Figure 3.7 Syrian agricultural imports 1997-1999 and 2004-2006 (% of total agricultural imports) 
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Source: NAPC Syrian Agriculture Database (Table 3.40)  

3.3.2. Syrian agricultural trade balance 

Figure 3.8 shows the negative and positive fluctuations of the Syrian agricultural trade balance 
during 1997–2006. Remarkably, 2002 recorded the highest surplus which was about US$300 
million to shift to negative in 2004, 2005, and even in 2006 in spite of a decrease in the deficit. 
The positive balance in 2002, can be interpreted by the value peaks in 2002 of main agricultural 
exports such as sheep, cotton, cumin seeds, and tomato in addition to selected fruit, citrus fruit, 
cotton lint, fresh grapes. High negative values in 2004 and 2005 can be interpreted by a decline 
in 2002 value peaks in addition to increased value in 2004 and 2005 of main imports like sugar, 
maize and other imports such as banana, canned fish. Also, it is worth mentioning the increased 
domestic consumption resulting from the increasing number of  refugees from Iraq after 2003 
and its impact on increased imports and decreased exports. 

     Figure 3.8 Syrian agricultural trade balance 1997 – 2006 (million US$)                 
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    Source: NAPC database    
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3.3.3 Trade balances with major partners 

The agricultural trade balance was positive with Arab countries (Saudi Arabia, Egypt, Iraq, 
Jordan, Lebanon) excluding Emirates in addition to EU25 and China. The highest surplus was 
recorded with Saudi Arabia with a value of US$252.2 million and with Egypt (US$ 116.0), while 
the highest deficit was recorded with USA (US$ 155.9 million) and European market (US$126 
million). Also agricultural trade balance was negative with Ukraine, Argentina, and Brazil 
(Figure 3.9 and Table 3.41)         

Figure 3.9 Syrian agricultural trade balance with main partners, 2006 (million US$) 
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 Source: NAPC database, Table 3.41 

Standardized trade balance refers to trade balance share of trade volume and ranks between 
(+1) in the case of net importing countries and (-1) in case of net exporting countries (Figure 
3.10). As shown in the figure Argentina appears as a net exporting country to Syria in addition to 
Ukraine and USA, while Saudi Arabia and Iraq appear as net importing countries .      

     Figure 3.10 Syrian agricultural standardized balance with main partners, 2006 
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 Source: NAPC Database, Table 3.41 

Table 3.41 (Figure 3.11) shows Syrian agricultural trade volume with world countries in 2006 
where EU25 ranked first with a value of US$317.3 million (12.7% of Syrian agricultural trade 
volume) followed by Saudi Arabia and Egypt (12.1% of Syrian agricultural trade volume for each 
country). 

USA ranked third followed by the European market with a value of US$165.1 million and US$ 
148.7 million (6.6 % and 5.9 %) respectively. 
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             Figure 3.11 Syrian agricultural trade volume with main partners in 2006 (%)   
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          Source: NAPC database (table 3.41) 

Tables 3.44 to 3.53 show agricultural trade with the main partners in terms of agricultural trade 
volume with Syria and according to custom tariff codes.   

3.3.4. Main destinations 

Saudi Arabia was the main destination for Syrian agricultural exports (Table 3.42). in 2006, its 
share accounted for 22.8% of the total Syrian agricultural exports which is the same during 
2003–2006. Egypt ranked second replacing EU (the second partner during 2002-2005) which 
became third (14.0 %) followed by Iraq (9.0 %) and Jordan (7.2 %) figure 3.12.      

     Figure 3.12 Main destinations of the  Syrian agricultural exports, 2006 (% of total agricultural 
exports) 
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 Source: NAPC Database, Table 3.42 

Figure 3.13 shows main export destinations during 2004 – 2006.  

   Figure 3.13  Main destinations for Syrian Agricultural Exports, 2004 - 2006 (%)  
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Syrian Agricultural Exports to Saudi Arabia:  

Saudi Arabia is the most important destination for Syrian agricultural exports (US$ 278.6 
million in 2006) Sheep (Awassi) accounted for the highest share of Syrian agricultural exports 
to Saudi Arabia (55.5 % in 2006) followed in importance by sheep male for breeding (10.4%), 
tomato (9.0%), goats (5.4 %) then olive oil, lentils, and cumin seeds accounting together for 
84.3% of the total value of Syrian agricultural exports to Saudi Arabia in 2006 (Table 3.52).     

Syrian agricultural exports to Egypt:  

Egypt ranked second in 2006 as on of the most important destinations to Syria. Wheat was the 
main exported commodity to Egypt accounting for 35.0% of total value of agricultural exports to 
Egypt followed by cotton (13.9%), cotton yarn (10.1) then apples, other cotton yarn, jams, cumin 
seeds where the seven mentioned commodities covered 80.2 % of total value of Syrian 
agricultural exports to Egypt in 2006 (table 3.53).   

Syrian agricultural exports to the EU25:  

Syrian agricultural exports to the EU25 totaled US$171.0 million in 2006. Cotton, cotton textile  
and cotton linters together accounted for about 40% of Syrian agricultural exports to the EU, 
while virgin olive oil emerged as another leading export product, accounting for 17%. Wheat 
ranked third with a share of 9% .Processed sheep and lamb leather were a significant share 
accounting for 7.4% where the four mentioned 73% of Syrian agricultural exports to EU (Table 
3.54). 

Syrian agricultural exports to Iraq: 

Iraq ranked fourth in 2006 as one of the main importing country from Syria where the value of 
Syrian agricultural exports to Iraq was US$110 million. Main exported agricultural products to 
Iraq were mineral waters and aerated waters, containing or not containing added sugar or other 
sweetening matter flavored (45.5%), followed by vegetables and fruits and fruit peel, tomato, 
mixed frozen vegetables, wheat and meslin. These five commodities represented 66.7 % of the 
total value of the Syrian agricultural exports to Iraq (Table 3.55).     

Two additional detailed tables are provided in the annex for Jordan and Lebanon (Tables 3.56 
and 3.57). 

3.3.5 Main suppliers 

USA was the most important supplier of Syrian agricultural imports in 2006 with a share of 
12.5% of the total Syrian agricultural imports. Other main suppliers were EU25 (11.4%) – 
European market (10.7%) in addition to Egypt, Turkey, Argentina, and Ukraine (Figure 3.14).   

Figure 3.14 Main Suppliers of Syrian Agricultural Imports, 2006 (% of Total Agricultural Imports) 
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Figure 3.15 shows main suppliers of Syrian agricultural imports during 2004-2006    

Figure 3.15 Main suppliers of Syrian agricultural imports, 2004 - 2006 (% of total imports) 
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     Source: NAPC Database, Table 3.43 

Syrian agricultural imports from the United States: 

USA came first in 2006 as main supplier of Syrian agricultural imports replacing EU 25 (Table 
3.47). Agricultural imports from the USA amounted to US$160.5 million in 2006. The most 
important imports from USA were maize (84% of total value) followed by soybean 7.8% 
accounting jointly for two products covered 90% of the total imports (Table 3.58).    

Syrian agricultural imports from the European Market: 

The European market ranked second as one of main supplier with imports value of US$ 137.4 
million. Imports from European market were concentrated in sugar and sucrose representing 
80% of the total imports followed by alcoholic compounds 4.6% (Table 3.59).  
   

Syrian agricultural imports from EU25: 

The Syrian imports from the EU25 totaled US$ 146.3 million and considered more diversified 
comparing with USA and European market. The most important ones were milk and dairy 
products, pesticides, sugar and sucrose accounting together for 60% of the total imports (Table 
3.60).     

Syrian agricultural imports from Egypt: 

The Syrian agricultural imports from Egypt amounted to US$93.3 million in 2006. Although 
these imports were concentrated, they were more diversified comparing with other suppliers. 
Imports from Egypt were concentrated in the five first products (rice, sugar, banana, and tea) 
which represented 50% of total agricultural imports from Egypt (Table 3.61).        

Table 3.62 shows agricultural imports from turkey. 
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Main Findings 

• In 2005 and 2006, sheep, cotton linters, lentils, olive oil, chickpeas, cherries, apricots, 
apples, and wheat enjoyed a revealed comparative advantages (RCA) compared to other 
products.  

• Sheep and lentils   were the only commodities that registered Relative Unit Values (RUV) 
above one in 2006. Cotton lint, oranges, grapes, lentils and chickpeas were slightly below one in 
2006 comparing with 1997.   

• The Syrian Agricultural Trade Map, over the period 2001-2005, shows live sheep and goats, 
virgin olive oil and apple as champions; tomatoes, cherries, and oranges as underachievers; 
cotton and cotton linters as a declining sector, while sheep, wheat and lentils were achievers in 
adversity.  

• In 2006, the Syrian agricultural exports were heavily concentrated with an average of 86% 
for the top five partners’ share (almost the same share in 2005 86.1%)  and an average of 93.6 % 
for the top ten partners’ share (96.1 % in 2005). 

• In 2006, the main Syrian agricultural imports were heavily concentrated too with an average 
of 93.3% for the top five partners’ share (94.6 % in 2005). The top ten partners’ share was 97.8% 
(98.2 in 2005). 

• Live sheep, cotton and wheat are considered as the main Syrian agricultural exports with an 
average values of 43% of the total value of Syrian agricultural exports during 2004–2006. 

• Olive oil, mineral and aerated water, and tomatoes are considered as important  components 
of the Syrian agricultural exports  structure with a total average value of  13.7% of total value of 
Syrian agricultural exports during 2004–2006. 

• Sugar and maize are considered as the main Syrian agricultural imports with a total average 
value of 25.8% of total value of Syrian agricultural imports  during 2004–2006. 

• Barely, rice, and tea are considered as important agricultural imports  with an average value 
of 15.1% of total value of Syrian agricultural imports  during 2004–2006.         

• Regarding agricultural exports, the Arab countries were the most important destinations for 
Syrian agricultural products, accounting for 68.0% of agricultural exports during 2004–2006 
(58.5% during 1997–1999). EU 25 ranked second with a slight decrease in its share from 16.1% 
to 15.0%.  

• Regarding agricultural imports Arab countries came first during 2004–2006 with a share of 
20.5% followed by Asia excluding Arab countries (16.1%), south America (15.6%), and EU 25 
(12.6%).  

• Syrian agricultural trade balance during 1997 – 2006 fluctuated positively and negatively. In 
2002 recorded the highest surplus which was about US$300 million while the highest negative 
value was in 2005 with a deficit of about US$330. 

• The agricultural trade balance was positive with Arab countries (Saudi Arabia, Egypt, Iraq, 
Jordan, Lebanon) excluding Emirates in addition to EU25 and China. The highest surplus was 
recorded with Saudi Arabia with a value of US$252.2 million and with Egypt (US$ 116.0). 

• Argentina appears as net exporting country to Syria in addition to Ukraine and USA while 
Saudi Arabia and Iraq appear nearly as net importing countries from Syria.      

• in terms of volume , the EU25 came 1st in 2006 followed by Saudi Arabia, Egypt, and USA. 
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• Saudi Arabia was the main destination for Syrian agricultural exports in 2006; its share 
accounted for 22.8 % of the total Syrian agricultural exports followed by Egypt (17.1%), EU 
(13.1%), Iraq, and Jordan. 

• USA was the most important supplier of Syrian agricultural imports in 2006 with a share of 
12.5% of the total Syrian agricultural imports. Other main suppliers were European market 
(10.7%), EU25 (10.3%) in addition to Egypt, Turkey and Argentina. 
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CHAPTER 4- International Policies and 
Agreements 

4.1 Introduction 

In light of the emergence of economic globalization’s influences, and the huge expansion of 
international trade (including agricultural trade), it is normal that giant trade organizations 
exist, either multilateral such as the WTO, or regional agreements and blocs. This situation led 
all countries to re-draw their economic and commercial polices in order to accommodate the 
new situation. This chapter deals with the recent changes in the WTO and regional trade 
agreements (RTAs). It also reviews developments and agreements that have a direct impact on 
Syria, or which Syria has joined. However, before dealing with the WTO issues, it is worth 
mentioning some of the changes that occurred last year, as a passage to understand the whole 
picture multilaterally, regionally and locally.  

4.1.1 Higher food prices internationally 

 Increasing food prices in recent years, particularly in 2006 and 2007, raised the concerns 
worldwide. The concerns spring from the inevitable impacts of these prices on development, 
stability and food security. Almost, all food commodities’ prices increased. For example, wheat 
and maize prices multiplied between 2003 and 200815, while rice prices have multiplied during 
the first 4 months of 200816. Dairy, meat and oil prices are topping currently as well. 
Governments are trying their best to mitigate the impacts of higher food prices on their citizens 
through banding exports, removing import barriers, or adjusting prices and supporting some 
sensitive commodities. However, some observers deem that these polices are useful temporarily, 
but they can’t be permanent cures due to the complex reasons that have been causing the crisis. 
Thus, the situation needs comprehensive and long term treatments, including the putting in 
place of international, regional and local procedures, such as strong intervention from G5+817 
for example. Price rising is caused by a combination of factors that range between higher oil 
prices and unfavorable climatic conditions to desertification and drought, reaching agricultural 
areas’ shrinking and international population growth, and biofuels support. Nevertheless, 
despite all that, the agricultural sector notably has had limited response to the higher 
agricultural prices, which reflects weak price elasticity. Net food exporter countries benefited 
from that, but some missed the opportunity by prohibiting agricultural exports in order to 
protect local consumers from high prices. Net food importer countries, however, faced huge 
difficulties in obtaining their food needs. The African countries suffered the most in this 
relevance, considering that most of them are net cereals' importers. At the end of the day, the 
phenomenon of high food prices contradicted the millennium goals that were approved by the 
UN in order to struggle against poverty and hunger.  

                                                 
15 Brown, 2008. 
16 Same source 
17 a group of 8 large economies plus 5 emerging economies. 
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4.1.2 Climatic changes' phenomenon 

 in recent years, the world faced increasingly the phenomenon of gas emission18, which caused 
substantial climatic changes that affected adversely the international agricultural production. 
According to some studies, co2 emission that results from cutting forests may overpasses co2 
resulting from burning fossil fuel in transportation19. The relation between agriculture and 
climatic changes are interactive. On the one hand, global warming and gas emission influence 
negatively the agricultural production by increasing temperature’s degrees, soil deterioration 
due to acidic rain, and floods resulting from ice melting20. On the other hand, agriculture 
influences climatic changes through flora behavior, which play a compensating role for these 
changes. In this sense, agriculture has an opportunity by producing the environment-friendly 
biofuels; this is a promising area, either agriculturally or commercially (some reports suspect 
that biofuels is really environment-friendly though). 

4.1.3 Biofuels production 

According to a study jointly produced by OECD and FAO, biofuels production will have crucial 
impact on agriculture between 2007 and 2016, where it will organize agricultural markets and 
maintain the high prices of some agricultural commodities. These high prices, however, may be 
useful for several poor regions in the world, according to the report “biofuels for 
transportation”21, through enabling them to sell their crops that are needed for biofuels 
production at good prices. Thus, increasing biofuels production can have unprecedented 
economic advantages, bearing in mind that among the 47 poorest countries there are 38 net oil 
importers, which have faced economic disasters recently due to high oil prices. These countries 
could rely on biofuels production to activate their agricultural sectors and save hard currencies 
that they pay for oil to be spent in developmental terms. Biofuels production increased in 2006 
by 28% comparing with 2005. Ethanol production also increased by 22%, and biodiesel 
increased by 80% in the same period. Therefore the question now is not whether biofuels will 
play a major role in the coming stage, but it is how, when, and for which price? 

4.1.4 Financial predictions and inflations 

 Inflation is still increasing internationally due to several reasons, mainly higher food and oil 
prices. These reasons are increasing the concerns that the inflation problem is worsening 
through decelerated growth and accelerated inflation. This, in turn, will complicate the 
monetary loosening that is needed to bring back stability to international financial markets22. 
The concerns will be linked with increasing commodities’ prices in the near future more than 
expectations, which may push banks to adjust strictly their financial policies, while the 
stumbling growth needs monetary pumping. Moreover, in light of the current situation of US 
economy, it is expected that the international inflation problem will rocket.  

The US and Western Europe are still occupying the first ranks in terms of receiving FDI, while 
China ranks first on the same base among emerging economies. The trend of allocating labor-
intensive investments to DCs is increasing rapidly, which helps in promoting these economies. 
On the other hand, investment companies that were established in the emerging countries are 
acquiring an increasing importance internationally23. 
 
 

                                                 
18 Mainly Co2, Methane, nitrogen’s oxides and others. 
19 International Council for Food and Agricultural Trade 
20 Wikipedia, 2008. 
21 World Watch, 2008. 
22 British Economic Intelligence, 2007. 
23 See Kiki, 2007. 
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4.2 Multilateral trading system 

4.2.1 Recent developments in the WTO 

 The majority of WTO member countries are still attempting to take a step towards resuming 
Doha Round negotiations. The General Director, Mr. Lamy, keeps trying to invent new solutions 
that can break the deadlock. He is also trying to convince the US congress to cut more of the US 
agricultural subsidies. In the first half of 2008, a wave of optimism dominated the world, were 
the expectations that a new agreed draft will be declared and the negotiations will be on the 
railway again. Concerning agriculture, Mr. Falconer (the agricultural commissioner) made 
several proposals that are reviewed in details in this chapter. Four parties play a major role in 
this relevance, the US, the EU, India and Brazil. Therefore, any new agreement will inevitably 
pass through their acceptance. It’s expected that the new deal would include greater cut of US 
domestic agricultural support, while the EU will offer deeper reduction of its agricultural tariff. 
On the other side, India and Brazil, backed by other developing countries, will make substantial 
reduction in their non-agricultural tariff. Moreover, while India and Brazil play a leading role 
among developing countries, as if they have a permanent chair in any negotiations. Some 
observers deem that this new G4 is just a modified version of the old G4 in the Uruguay Round 
(US, EU, Japan and Australia). And they think that this composition is marginalizing other 
developing countries, especially these poorest ones. Hereafter, a summary of main 
developments in terms of Doha negotiations is shown: 

• CAIRNS proposal: CAIRNS group (a group of developed and developing countries that are 
agricultural producers and seriously concerned about agricultural exports) introduced two 
proposals in early 2007. The first relates to the sensitive products, and includes a proper way for 
defining these products for each member country, and specifying how much their tariff 
reduction would be less than general reduction. It also tackles the issue of sensitive products’ 
tariff quotas, and limitations of the number of tariff lines that can be chosen as sensitive 
products for an individual country. The other proposal deals with tropical products, where the 
group suggested eliminating their tariff completely in case the original tariff was less than 25%, 
and reducing it by 85% otherwise. The suggestion conditioned this reduction to the avoidance of 
considering tropical products as sensitive products.  

• Recent Acceding Member Countries (RAMs) proposal: Simultaneously with the CAIRNS 
proposal, RAMs proposed to be offered less agricultural tariff reduction, technical assistance 
and longer implementation period. This should be seen in light of the sever conditions imposed 
on RAMs comparing with old member countries. 

• As mentioned, New Zealandian ambassador, Falconer (Head of agricultural negotiations 
committee in the WTO) produced a long and important paper in 30-4-2007. The paper included 
detailed suggestion that deals with central debated issues in order to break the current deadlock. 
The paper inspired new soul into the negotiations. The paper covered issues related to domestic 
support, export subsidies and market access, but it ignored other issues like SSM. However, a 
second part was published later, which dealt with this issue. Ambassador Falconer emphasized 
in his paper that countries and groups in the WTO should depart their longstanding attitudes to 
make an agreement possible. He added that the US should make greater cut of its agricultural 
support, more than what was offered previously, although the reduction asked by the G20 is also 
much exaggerated. He said that Japan, the EU, and G33 have to make concessions in terms of 
the flexibility they ask for to protect their products from tariff reduction. Later, Falconer’s paper 
became the basis for negotiations that followed its publishing. Recently, 7 complimentary parts 
were produced to cover other residual topics that relate to agricultural negotiations, such as 
export competition, market access, special products, sensitive products, tariff escalation, special 
safeguard, tariff quotas, agricultural tariff simplification and reduction, beside other issues. The 
last part was published in February 2008, while the committee president proposed modalities 
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that would have been agreed as a conclusion for Doha Round negotiations in July and August 
2008.  

• Current negotiations: WTO issued in May 2008 a draft of new possible agreement that 
covers the agricultural sector and other sectors. The paper was to be studied and discussed in a 
ministerial meeting in the organizations. The new text included serious changes in tariffs and 
formulas of reducing domestic support, comparing with the Uruguay Agreement. However, the 
final and solid compromise is still under discussion. Observers hope that the new paper will be 
an advanced step on the way to conclude Doha Round with the end of 2008.  

During the negotiations, and before the declaration of the paper, India welcomed the new text, 
despite some problems in it. The EU claimed that the text lacks balance, while the US stated that 
concluding Doha Round became very very close. 

Consequently, the negotiations failed in July 2008, although it was about to succeed. The 
General Director said that 20 agricultural issues were discussed, and there was a convergence on 
18 of them, while there was a divergence on the SSM. 

• An agreement on transparency in the SPS measures: WTO member countries reached a 
consensus on two points that contribute in enhancing the transparency of SPS measures in April 
2008. Members agreed to distinguish henceforth between regions in each individual country, in 
a way that there may be clean areas producing clean products, although other areas may be 
contaminated. Members agreed also to improve and promote sharing information about SPS 
measures. The SPS committee approved the agreement in 3 April 2006, while the WTO 
approved the agreement in May 2006, after five weeks without any objection. 

• Ukraine accession: after 14 years of negotiations that started in 1993, Ukraine working group 
accepted the package of obligations presented by Ukraine. The working group forwarded the 
package to the general council, which in turn approved it, welcoming Ukraine as a new member 
in 16 May 2008. 

4.2.2 Some issues under discussion 

 This section deals with issues that are still under discussion in the WTO. 

• Special products: according to July Package, developing countries are able to designate a 
proper number of tariff lines basing on standards of food and social security, and needs of rural 
development. The specified products will enjoy special treatment (flexibility). These products, 
however, will be specified through negotiations. Ambassador Falconer, head of agricultural 
committee, made some advance in this area in May 2008 through his discussions with the 
concerned countries’ delegations. G33 in Hong Kong conference could obtain a decision that 
mandates each member country to designate its special products. Nevertheless, the number of 
these products for each member country is not agreed yet. In addition, there is no agreed list of 
WTO special products. Although there is a consensus among member countries the tariff 
bounds will not be raised, this is not sufficient to end the debates. Some countries have applied 
tariff that is lesser by far from the bound, which enable them to rise substantially their tariff if 
the product is to be considered as special; this will considerably influence exports destined to 
those countries.    

• Aid for Trade: Aid for Trade is a compensation for countries that are expected to face huge 
costs and losses in their revenues due to applying WTO rules. This issue, however, is still 
postponed in the WTO discussions. Aid for Trade comprises five types: technical assistance, 
capacity building, institutional reform, supporting infrastructure, and helping costs’ adjustment. 
The commercial openness is an active motivation for growth, and it is an inevitable passage for 
reducing poverty, hunger and unemployment. Moreover, it’s well known that aid for trade must 
be integrated with available development sources, and not be a completion. Aid for Trade must 
have the ability to guide sources in a way to help low income countries to integrate 
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commercially, simultaneously with economic growth. This consequently would reduce poverty 
and achieve common sustainable development. Hong Kong Declaration stated that the purpose 
of aid for trade is to help developing countries, particularly LDCs, in building their productive 
capacity and trade-related infrastructure that are needed. The idea is to assist these countries in 
applying WTO rules and benefiting from them, and widening countries’ trade to a broader 
extent. Nevertheless, nothing has been achieved in this area since Hong Kong Declaration and 
forming task force to study the issue. The task force reported to the general director trying to 
make progress, but Falconer’s proposals which try to settle all debatable issues have ignored the 
issue of aid for trade. 

• Tropical products: according to CAIRNS group, which is asking to liberalize tropical 
products as much as possible, tropical products comprise a number of internationally important 
agricultural commodities, such as sugar cane, cacao, banana, coffee, potato, rice, sugar, and 
union. Furthermore, according to July package, market access negotiations should tackle 
seriously this longstanding issue; the obligation to liberalize agricultural tropical products as 
much as possible. In early 2007, CAIRNS introduced a proposal that includes 130 raw and 
processed agricultural commodities as tropical products, asking to accelerate their liberalization 
and preventing developed countries from categorizing them as sensitive products. Related to 
this, some Latin American countries asked in April 2006 to eliminate all tariff quotas on their 
tropical products’ exports. The EU, however, showed its reservation concerning CAIRNS 
proposal, claiming that it is too long list. This issue is still under discussion in the context of 
Doha negotiations. 

• Trade and environment: after resuming Doha Round negotiations, following the stumbling 
that took place in mid 2006, the environment committee met and discussed activating the 
cooperation with international environmental organizations. There was a US suggestion to offer 
some international environmental organizations the “observer” position in the WTO. It also 
suggested focusing on the coordination to build developing countries’ commercial capacities, 
and promote environmental cooperation.  Switzerland supported this suggestion, and asked 
particularly to offer the “observer” position to the UN environmental program. The EU also 
supported the proposition, asking to offer the observer position to all international 
organizations. There was also a common request from developed countries to liberalize 
environmental commodities after agreeing on one environmental commodities’ list. Developing 
countries reserved the request, suspecting that it could be a way to liberalize some important 
commodities for developed countries. 

4.2.3 Disputes 

The GATT didn’t assign a special body for dispute settlement. Thus, a country whose rights are 
violated can just complain, and the only channel to address this complain is the diplomatic 
channel. In the WTO, however, a special system and special body exist to settle disputes. The 
process can reach sanction at the end if the concerned country doesn’t respond. Nevertheless, 
this system is suffering from some weaknesses, such as the uselessness of sanctions in some 
cases, and the long period to take the decision. Notably, in 2007, total number of anti-dumping 
cases shrank comparing with other years. For example, during the first half of 2007, only 49 
anti-dumping cases were registered, while 92 cases were registered in the same period in 2006. 
The number of anti-dumping cases shrank also in the second half of 2007 by 12%. In addition, 
according to the WTO news, India was the most complaining country, while China was the most 
complained from24. Followingly, recent developments in terms of member countries’ disputes 
are shown: 

• Cotton case (Brazil-US): Lately in 2007, DSB of the WTO found that the US has failed in 
applying the previous rule of the DSB about cotton case25. The panel also found that the US is 
                                                 
24 WTO, 2007a. 
25 For more information about cotton case brought by Brazil against the US please refer to SAT 2005, NAPC. 
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still violating its WTO obligations through the “counter cycle payments” program and marketing 
loans that are given to US cotton farmers, which harm seriously Brazil. In addition, the panel 
found that the US violated its obligation through subsidizing exported products like cotton in a 
tricky way. The panel considered that the US is obliged to take proper procedures to remove the 
negative impacts of its programs, or remove the subsidies at all26. 

• The EU-Brazil dispute about beef: the EU decided in late 2007 to ban Brazilian beef from 
accessing EU markets for health reasons. Brazil is the major exporter of beef internationally. 
The two parties failed to reach an agreed list of Brazilian farms that can export to the EU. 
Brazilian exports of beef worth some US$4.2 billion in 2007. Irish and British cattle are pushing 
the EU to continue this banning, after they formulated a lobby for this purpose. The EC claims 
that Brazilian beef doesn’t meet EU sanitary standards, while Brazil still hope to agree on a list 
of Brazilian farms, in a way to reserve a major portion of its exports to the EU. Till the moment, 
the dispute didn’t reach the arbitration’s stage. It also hasn't been brought as a case yet. 
However, the situation is being worsened. 

• Solomon case (Norway-EU): the WTO DSB adopted in 15-1-2008 the decision taken by a 
special panel in term of the Norway’s complaint against EU anti-dumping measures that the EU 
is conducting on Norway’s exports of Solomon. The EU claims that Norway is dumping EU 
markets with its fisheries. The panel found that the EU measures towards Norway’s Solomon are 
violating WTO rules in 22 points. According to WTO rules, the two parties have to settle the 
dispute in a reasonable period (45 days), otherwise the case will to be arbitrated. The arbitration 
will define a period for settling the violation. 

• WTO DSB issued on 29-2-2008 its decision about the case brought by India (China, 
Thailand, Brazil, EU and Japan are third party) against the fees that the US imposes on their 
imports of shrimps27. The decision supported India’s claims in terms of the illegacy of the 
imposed fees. The decision also recommended the US to modify its measures to be in line with 
anti-dumping and the 1994 agreements.  

• Banana dispute (Ecuador-EU): the panel of DSB found in a decision issued in April 2008 
that EU banana importation’s system is violating international trade rules. The ruling decision 
emphasized the outcome of a previous report published in November 2007. The previous report 
stated that EU procedures prevent Ecuadorian banana from accessing the largest banana 
market in the world. Moreover, if the ruling decision gained the final approval, Ecuador could 
ask the WTO to impose duties on the EU. Ecuador, the largest exporter of banana 
internationally, brought a case against the EU in terms of banana, backed by Guatemala, 
Honduras, US and Mexico. Later, Nicaragua, Panama and Colombia joint them28. 

4.3 Regional trade agreements 

According to a study conducted by the Agricultural Trade Research Institute, bilateral trade is 
continuously increasing among countries of similar developmental levels29. Developed countries 
export 80% of their agricultural exports to developed countries, and import 70% of their total 
imports from these countries. Developing countries, however, rely on developed countries in 
their exports and imports, in contrary to the developed countries’ situation30. This situation has 
been changing since 10 years, where bilateral trade, and particularly agricultural bilateral trade, 
is increasing largely among developing countries. This trend is promoted by spreading regional 

                                                 
26 WTO, 2007b 
27 for more information about the roots of shrimps’ case, please refer to the SAT 2005, NAPC. 
28 For more information about banana case brought by Ecuador against the EU, please refer to SAT2005, NAPC. 
29 Bercum & Roza, 2007. 
30 Same Source. 
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trade agreements, which became a major factor in terms of international trade (see the following 
box).   
     

Regional bloc is the initiative taken by regional governments in one region to liberalize 
and facilitate intra regional trade, by establishing either free trade areas or custom 
unions. Regional trade has been gaining increasing importance in the international 
economy. It accounts for 55% of the total global trade. Regional trade agreements (RTAs) 
total number increased by 8 times comparing to the 80s total number. Currently, RTAs 
dominate on 40% of international trade. The stumbling in multilateral negotiations, as 
well as their ramification and complexity, led to more promotion of regional trade day 
after day. RTAs offer several advantages to the member countries, considering their 
various types. They also contribute in developing the region, and they increase the 
activity of their countries in the multilateral trade system. RTAs are main part of 
development plans for most developed and developing countries. Despite the fears that 
RTAs may have negative impacts on international trading system, the total number of 
these agreements is still increasing rapidly, especially after 2000. This direction gained 
more depth with the accession of great economic blocs and important developing 
countries to the ground of competition, motivated by their desire to get wider market 
accession. RTAs are notable phenomenon that is irreversible. During recent years, the 
number of preferential agreements, as well as preferential trade portion of global trade, 
has been continuously increasing. For example, in 2004, WTO secretariat received 43 
RTA notifications, which makes the year 2004 a historical year for the RTAs. WTO 
members deal with RTAs as a policy- trading tool, or as a complementation to the Most 
Favored Nation (MFN) policy. Economic considerations are one face of RTAs complex 
strategy, but there are several other faces, such as political considerations and others. 
This proliferation of RTAs is a challenge and an advantage for the WTO and multilateral 
system at the same time. The critical role of regional blocs is embedded in shrinking 
economic impacts of countries’ boarders in one region.  

 

Babili, 2007. 

In the following section, main recent developments in terms of RTAs are shown.  

4.3.1 EU negotiations with ASIAN31 countries and Korea          

 The EU launched in mid 2007 its negotiations with ASIAN community countries, aiming at 
establishing a common free trade area. These negotiations are the largest internationally, 
regardless of the WTO negotiations. The negotiations started in 45-2007, where ASIAN was 
trying to face the huge economic growth of its giant neighbours, India and China. The talks are 
to cover wider and deeper issues comparing with the WTO agreements (like investments and 
some kinds of services). The EU also resumed its commercial negotiations with Korea in 7 May, 
where the negotiations aim at establishing free trade area. It is worth to mention that the 
negotiations started nominally in 2003, but this round was the real part. The new EU policy 
focuses on establishing three FTAs with three major Asian partners: ASIAN, China and Japan. 
This comes as a mean to compensate the stumbling multilateral negotiations. The EU 
negotiations with all parties suffer from the existence of several EU sensitive products, which 
make its agreements partial and limited mostly, and complicate the negotiations and increase 
their difficulties. 

                                                 
31 An RTA that comprises 10 East Asian countries. 
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4.3.2 The EU agreement with 9 African countries 

The EU reached to a primary agreement on 27-11-2007 with 5 African countries, whereas it 
reached a similar one with 4 African countries few days before32. However, South Africa is not 
included, as it showed its desire to avoid participation in such agreements. This agreement is 
considered as a part of the deal that the EU wants to achieve with the ACP countries. In sum, the 
deal aims at organizing trade between the EU and the ACP countries, and affording assistance to 
the later. This deal is to be considered an inheritor of 30 years of the non-reciprocal preferential 
agreement that has been organizing this trade relationship. Moreover, although the agreement 
focuses on market access, it ignored the services sector in this relevance.  

4.3.3 Mediterranean Union 

 France and Germany reached on 3-3-2008 an agreed proposition for establishing the 
Mediterranean Union. The proposal is expected to inspire new soul in the EU's policy towards 
its neighbors. France deems that the new union will be the “union of projects” that will be 
established basing on fixed and sustainable development programs. Nevertheless, some Arab 
countries showed their suspicions about the possibility achieving the final targets, particularly 
agricultural market openness. Some other observers claim that the proposal is a potential 
rejection to Turkey's accession to the EU. The proposal includes that all member countries will 
be equal, and a union similar to the Baltic Union that was launched in 1992 will be created. The 
new union aims at facilitating economic and commercial cooperation among member 
countries.33 Consequently, on 8-7-2008 the Union for Mediterranean was launched, with 
attendant delegations from 43 Mediterranean countries. 

4.3.4 Council across Atlantic 

In May 2008 the council across Atlantic held its second session since it was established. The 
council is a European-American ministerial board that was established in 2008, and it is 
compromised of American ministers and European commissioners34. The council aims at 
widening economic linkages and relationships through the Atlantic Ocean, and reaching an 
agreement to tackle all trade barriers that reduce bilateral trade flows, including full 
abolishment of commodities and services tariff35.     

4.3.5 Gulf Common Market  

The Gulf Common Market, which was approved previously in the Doha summit for Gulf 
Cooperation Council, held in 2007, was launched in the beginning of 2008.. This market will 
afford louder negotiating voice for gulf countries in the multilateral negotiations. It will also 
promote the movement of persons and investments among gulf countries. Nonetheless, there 
are some fears that this step will increase inflation rates.   

4.4 Some recent developments in major countries 

This section deals briefly with three recent developments about the so-called major players. 
Chapter 5 will review in details the policies of those major players. 

4.4.1 The US support of white commodities  

A large portion of support that the US administration pays to its agricultural sector is dedicated 
to the white commodities, cotton, sugar, milk and dairy products, and rice. Cotton support is a 
prepaid payment its farmers. The cotton share of total US support is 22%. Furthermore, though 

                                                 
32 The 5 countries are: Kenya, Uganda, Tanzania, Rwanda, and Burundi. The former four countries are: 
Mozambique, Swaziland, Lesotho, and Botswana.   
33 For more information, refer to British Economic Intelligence, 2008a. 
34 British Economic Intelligence, 2008b. 
35 For more information, please refer to the same source. 
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Brazil won a case in the WTO against the US cotton support, the US is still dodging in applying 
the policy (see previous paragraph about cotton case). Concerning rice, its supporting programs 
are similarly to cotton, but they became almost inexistent in the last two years due to its very 
high international prices and the absence of any need for rice to be supported. Sugar receives 
price support equals to 55% (according to OECD calculations in 2004); it also enjoys a 
prohibitive tariff that can't be passed unless international prices slump by more than 50%. 
However, in the context of NAFTA36, barriers to sugar trade will be eliminated in 2008. Unlike 
cotton, US sugar policies are not included in the so-called farm bill, since it relates to the tariff, 
which is under control of international agreements. US diary products policies are complex; and 
they include producer support if prices fall, price support through state purchases, protection by 
tariff quotas, and export subsidies. Milk support reaches 40% of total US farm support, as OECD 
estimates. This various and complex support formulates a big obstacle in terms of regional and 
multilateral agricultural negotiations, and partially illustrates the inelasticity of the US position 
towards the developing countries' request to reduce US farm support. 

4.4.2 The problem of EU sugar     

The EU commission asked EU sugar producers to reduce hugely their production if they want 
the procedures of market openness for international trade to be continued. In addition, the 
commission paid financial support during 2005 and 2006 to encourage reducing sugar 
production. However, it seems they were not sufficient. The EU reformed its sugar system in 
2005 and declared that sugar supports will fully stop in 2010. The reform aimed at ending EU 
sugar dumping to the international markets. It is worth to mention that EU sugar was under the 
old regime protected by high tariff and generously supported, either domestically or as exports. 

4.4.3 The decline of Chinese exports 

In early 2008, it was noticed that Chinese exports declined considerably in value and volume. 
This, in fact, reflects the influence of US economy's deceleration on China. Additionally, 
producer prices increased hugely, which will be reflected on consumer prices, particularly in 
light of the increase in food prices. For example, Chinese exports' value was US$ 8.6 billion in 
the second month of 2008, while it was US$ 23.7 billion in the same month in 2007. China is 
suffering from increasing US pressures to appreciate its currency, which would impacts 
negatively its exports. 

4.5 Agreements and developments related to Syria37    

Syrian economy is still attempting steadily to achieve more economic openness. In this regards, 
a number of agreements, accords and memorandums with several commercial partners were 
signed. Furthermore, several internal procedures that contribute in harmonizing domestic laws 
with international trading rules were taken, including particularly shortening the negative list, 
allowing the importation of most agricultural commodities, and allowing exportation of new 
groups of products. Moreover, Syria was mentioned in the international competitiveness report 
(year 2007-2008) for the first time. Following, a summary of the main developments in this 
relevance is shown: 

• Syria-Tajikistan: Syria and Tajikistan signed on 10-2-2007 eight agreements and 
memorandums related to economic, scientific and technical cooperation, beside encouraging 
mutual investments and protecting them. 

• Syria-Germany: The Syrian and German governments signed on 4-4-2007 accords 
included paying € 10 million to the Syrian part to enhance its economic and social reform. One 

                                                 
36 North America Free Trade Area. 
37 All articles in this section were summarized from the following websites: Syria-news, Syria steps, Syrian report, 
Assdaa Alwatan, and several volumes of Al-iqtsadyah newspaper.  
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accord includes supporting institutional projects for water sector, aiming at contributing in 
economic and social development in Syria. On the other side, Syria is obliged to offer free access 
(including no tariffs, and no export and import fees) for materials, cars, commodities and spare 
parts that will be imported for these projects. 

• Syria-Libya: The Syrian and Libyan governments signed on 10-4-2007 twenty one 
agreements, accords and executive programs in the final session of the Higher Joint Syrian 
Libyan committee. Among the signed agreements, there was one concerning the avoidance of 
double taxation, and an accord concerning investment. 

• Syria-Romania: The Syrian and Romanian governments agreed on 19-5-2007 to repay the 
Romanian debts on Syria within 4 years after ratifying the agreement. According to the 
agreement, Syria was offered a considerable reduction in the dept volume, and the compromise 
will be done via positive conditions that secure the interests of both parties.  

• Syria-UNDP: The Syrian government and the UNDP signed the documents of two projects. 
The projects will be executed jointly by the two parties. The first project establishes a database 
to serve for comprehensive labor and employment policies in Syria. The second establishes a 
social welfare fund. 

• Syria-Russia:  The Russian Parliament approved on 13-6-2007 an agreement between 
Syria and Russia to encourage and protect mutual investments. Previously, the agreement was 
signed in Moscow in 2005. The agreement aimed at establishing the proper legal conditions, 
and secures the needed guarantees for mutual economic activities. The agreement includes 
exchanging investments and protecting them as the national rules imply, in a way that makes 
national investors (or third party's investors) and second party's investors enjoy the same 
opportunities and treatment.  

• Syria-China: The Syrian and Chinese governments signed on 25-6-2007 several 
agreements and accords in the final session of the Higher Syrian Chinese Committee meeting. 
The papers include activating the economic, investment, and commercial cooperation in terms 
of higher education, transport and communications. On the other hand, the two sides signed 
also a memorandum for cooperation in international meetings, in terms of economy and trade, 
and particularly in terms of supporting Syria's accession to the WTO. 

• Syria-Malaysia: Syria and Malaysia signed on 3-7-2007 a memorandum related to sea and 
air shipment, and an accord with the Malaysian Industry Promotion Board that controls 
investments there. The two parties are also considering the possibility of signing an agreement 
of free trade area, and an agreement for promoting and protecting mutual investments.   

• Syria-South Africa: Syria and South Africa signed initially an agreement for the avoidance 
of double taxation on 14-7-2007. The two countries also reached several agreements about 
encouraging and protecting mutual investments, and economic, commercial and technical 
cooperation. These agreements will push largely the common trading relationship between Syria 
and South Africa. 

• Syria-Kuwait: in the last session of the 9th of the Syrian-Kuwaiti ministerial committee, the 
two governments signed three memorandums and cooperation agreements, including a 
program for promoting investments and an agreement for cooperation in commercial sea 
shipment.  

• Syria-Bahrain: In the framework of the agricultural accord signed by Syria and Bahrain in 
2002, the Syrian and Bahraini governments signed on 15-11-2007 a letter of agreement on 
agricultural cooperation program. The program comprises agricultural research about salinity 
and drought resistant durable crops, plant production and grassland, protectorates, protecting 
plants, agricultural quarantine, exchanging information on pests, cooperation on animal 
production, encouraging and facilitating the exchange of animal drugs and vaccines, 
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cooperation in extensions, exchanging information on agricultural production and agricultural 
trade, cooperation in terms of land and water, and cooperation in training and scientific visits. 

• Syria-Armenia: In the final session of the meeting of Syrian Armenian Committee for 
Economic, Trade, Scientific and Technical Cooperation; Syria and Armenia agreed to establish 
three technical committees to study various issues. The committees are: the committee of trade, 
investment, finance and banks; the committee of economic, scientific and technical cooperation; 
and the formation committee. The two countries signed in early 2007 three agreements for 
economic and commercial cooperation. 

• Syria-Turkey: During 2 to 5 January 2008, six bilateral agreements about transportation 
and sea transportation, and storages were signed by Syria and Turkey. As a sequence of the Free 
Trade Agreement between the two countries, Turkey declared in January 2008 that bilateral 
trade with Syria has increased by 50% during the first 11 months of 2007. 

• Syria-Kuwait: Syrian and Kuwaiti governments signed on 19-2-2008 a memorandum that 
aimed to facilitate mutual cooperation and harmonize efforts to enhance investment 
environment in Syria. Kuwait is the third large investor on the list of Arab and international 
investors in Syria, after Saudi Arabia and Turkey, as it funds a total of 26 projects by loans. 
Some projects are related to highways that link production areas with export areas, while others 
are in the water sector, dams and cereals' stores. 

• Syria-Iran: Syrian and Iranian governments signed ten agreements and memorandums an 
6-3-2008, including the first executive programs in terms of environment conservation for 
2008-2009. The signed papers include also the executive program for cooperation in terms of 
vaccines and animal drugs, and the executive program for the memorandum between 
Specifications and Standards Board in Syria and the Iranian Industrial Research and 
specifications institute. On the other hand, it was declared in 15-2-2008 that Syria and Iran will 
sign final agreement with budget of US$ 3.5 million that covers several sectors, including 
building a factory for packing cattle meat in Syria. In 18-8-2008, it was declared also that 
mutual negotiations about establishing free trade area have started.  

• Syria-Czech and Slovakia: Syria signed three agreements with Czech and Slovakia 
republics on 18-5-2008 that settled Syrian debts with these two countries. Additionally, an 
agreement for the avoidance of double taxation between Syria and Czech was also signed. This 
puts an end for the special accounts between the three countries which were still suspended. 

• Syria-Tunisia: Syria and Tunisia signed 13 agreements and memorandums in the final 
session of the meeting of Syrian Tunisian Joint Committee on 20-5-2008. Among the signed 
agreements, there is one about harmonizing import licensing rules; another is about importing 
animal drugs and vaccines, and also an executive program on environment conservation. 

• Syria-UN: It was declared that Syria has become a member in the International Network 
for Marketing Agricultural Crops. Syrian government approved this membership on 24-5-2008. 
This is a non-profitable network comprised of 80 countries established under FAO supervision. 
Moreover, it is a non-profitable organization. Syrian accession to this network will help in 
transmitting information about legislation related to Syrian agricultural production, and its 
specifications and verities. It will also inform the network members about Syrian products' 
comparative advantage and competitiveness. This, in turn, will create real marketing 
opportunities, and help in targeting new markets, which will contribute in more trading of 
Syrian agricultural commodities. MAAR will also be able to access information and database of 
the network, and benefit from techniques and knowledge derived from member countries' 
experiences in terms of agricultural production and marketing and fruits processing after 
harvest for the purpose of agro-food industries.  

• Syria-Romania: Syrian and Romanian governments signed three agreements on 24-6-
2008 about protecting investments and the avoidance of double taxation. On the other hand, 
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Romania showed its interest in cooperation with Syria in terms of energy, agriculture, and 
infrastructure sectors. 

• Syria-Lebanon: In the final session of the Joint Agricultural Committee, Syrian and 
Lebanese governments signed the minutes of the meeting, which emphasized enhancing 
bilateral trading of agricultural commodities and promoting that trade through abolishing any 
barrier to trade. The trade should be in a way that helps in opening new markets in both 
countries in order to increase their integration in terms of exporting excess agricultural 
production. The minutes also included reactivating mutual technical committees, comprising 
Agricultural Scientific Research Committee, and enforcing mutual agricultural committees, such 
as Agricultural and Natural Wealth Committee, Animal and Fisheries Wealth Committee, and 
Agricultural Integration Committee.  

4.5.1 Syrian procedures in terms of market access (in chronological order) 

• Sugar corn and chips: The Ministry of Economy decided on 7-8-2007 to allow all 
importers to import sugar corn. In another decision, the ministry also allowed all importers to 
import chips. 

• Reducing the tariffs for several commodities: In August 2007, a Decree about modifying 
tariffs listed in Harmonised Custom Tariff Table of 2001 was launched. The Decree was put into 
force on 1-9-2007, and it includes important tariff reduction. For example, babies' milk tariff 
became 1% only; sugar for industrial purposes is the same. 

• Importing red meat is allowed: The Ministry of Economy decided on 5-9-2007 to allow 
private sector to import red meat (mutton, lamb, and beef) and frozen fish from all countries in 
the world, but the shipment should have MAAR permission and match technical conditions. 

• Importing garlic and some vegetables is allowed: The Ministry of Economy allowed all 
importers to import garlic between 1-10-2007 and 31-5-2008. 

• Ministry of Economy's Companies are allowed to import directly: the Ministry of Economy 
allowed on 15-10-2007 its internal and external trade companies to import directly from other 
countries in order to cover the needs of Syrian markets, beside the private sector's importations.  

• Importing wine is allowed: The Ministry of Economy allowed on 21-11- 2007 the import of 
grape wine that is strengthened with alcohol, in addition to some other alcoholic beverages.   

• Importing a number of agro-food products is allowed: at the beginning of March 2008, 
importing many agricultural and food products, such as dairy products, fish, mother fish, and 
peanut oil was allowed.  

• Importing beer is allowed: The Ministry of Economy decided on 17-3-2008 to allow all 
importers to import beer manufactured from barley (malt). 

• Imports from GAFTA don't need licensing: The Ministry of Economy confirmed on 25-3-
2008 that importers from GAFTA countries don't need a certificate from the ministry's 
departments. 

• Importing a number of agro-food products is allowed: at the end of March 2008, a new list 
of agricultural and food products that their importation became allowed has been declared. The 
list includes commodities like natural sponge, yeast, corn and others. 

• The shortening of the negative list: the Ministry of Economy declared in May 2008 that 2-
6-2008 is the date for the death of the negative list in Syria, as the imports of many commodities 
has been liberalized. 
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4.5.2 Export promotion's procedure (in chronological order) 

• Allowing export of eggs and chickens: the Ministry of Economy decided on 22-1-2008 to 
allow export of all kinds of eggs, but the process will be conditioned to deliver the obtained hard 
currency to the Syrian Commercial Bank or other private banks. In another decision, the 
Ministry decided to allow companies licensed under investment law to export all types of frozen 
chicken. However, the total permitted amount is 1000 tons per month only, distributed as 200 
tons for each company.  

• Allowing livestock institution to export eggs: ministry of economy decided in 232-2008 to 
allow the General Institution for Livestock to export all kinds of eggs, with a weekly binding of 
1000 boxes, beside that the eggs should be produced by the institution.  

4.5.3 Internal procedures to modernize Syrian economy and match with the 
international rules 

• Approving food safety law: The Cabinet approved on 15-5-2007 the law of food safety, 
which aims at guaranteeing safe, healthy, and good food, produced locally, imported and 
exported. The law also intends to organize food control in a way that matches Syrian 
specification and international standards in this relevance. 

• Consumer protection law: The People’s Assembly approved on 6-8-2007 the law of 
consumer protection, which is the first law in this regard in Syria. The law guarantees 
consumer's economic rights, and secure their needs of consumed materials, drugs, water, 
housing, health care, education, and all other services. The law benefited from the UN guide 
lines for consumers protection, and it preserves the right to practice economic activities for all. 
The law also prevents any person to sign an agreement or act in a way that impact negatively on 
consumers' major rights. Additionally, it obliges services' providers to show their prices. The 
Ministry of Economy launched on 9-6-2008 the executive instructions for this law. 

• Decoupling of the Syrian pound and US Dollar: on 20-8-2008, the Cabinet decided to 
decouple Syrian pound and US Dollar. Hence, the Syrian Central Bank became the second 
central bank in the Middle East to decouple its currency from the US$. The first one was the 
Kuwaiti bank, which took a similar decision in May 2008 to face the inflation resulting from 
higher costs of imports priced with currencies such as the Euro. The decision linked the Syrian 
pound with a basket of currencies. 

• Arbitration law: The Cabinet approved on 18-10-2007 the draft of arbitration law. The law 
aims at organizing arbitration cases and procedures through simplifying them and guaranteeing 
the quick settlement of the cases. It also aims at setting judicial rules for arbitration. 
Consequently, on 24-3-2008 the Decree of Arbitration Law was launched.  

• The People’s Assembly approved trade law: the People’s Assembly approved on 25-11-2007 
the new law of trade that was put into force on 1-4-2008. 

• Companies' law: on 16-3-2008 the law of companies was launched. The law includes the 
proper loyal framework for all companies' economic and commercial activities. The law was put 
into force in April 2008, in parallel with the trade law.  

• Approving the monopolization prevention law: The People’s Assembly approved on 30-3-
2008 the draft law of competition and preventing monopolization. The law tends to put 
competing market prices in free and fair competition, preventing monopolizations among 
emerging economic market powers, and avoiding the monopolization practices from some 
market powers, which may harm economy and consumer. The law also specifies the rules that 
organize the freedom of competition. 

• Establishing agricultural subsidies fund: a decree to establish agricultural subsidies fund 
was declared on 5-5-2008. The fund is supposed to replace gradually all types of agricultural 
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subsidy, as stated in the decree. On the other hand, the decree allows government to support any 
agricultural commodity that thinks it deserves support and not only the strategic crops, as it was 
the case before the new decree. 

Main Findings 

• All agro-food prices raised recently, particularly in the last two years. Maize and wheat 
prices doubled between 2003 and 2008. 

• In recent years, gas emission resulting from global warming, lead to substantial climatic 
changes, as some regions suffered from drought and others from floods. This impacted 
negatively the international agricultural production. 

• According to a study produced jointly by OECD and FAO, the impact of biofuels on 
agriculture will be major between 2007 and 2016. 

• The majority of WTO members are still trying to take a step towards resuming Doha 
negotiations. The WTO published in May 2008 a new text as a draft agreement, which covers 
agriculture and other sectors, but the negotiations ended in July 2008 with failure. 

• DSB of the WTO found that the US failed in applying the panel rule about cotton case, and 
is still violating its WTO obligations. 

• DSB found the EU system for importing banana is violating international rules. 

• Bilateral trade is increasing among countries of similar development levels; agricultural 
trade particularly is concentrating among such countries. 

• The EU launched in 2007 the internationally largest trade negotiations with ASIAN in 
order to establish a free trade area. 

• Gulf common market entered into force in 2008, while it was approved previously in the 
Doha summit. 

• Sugar receives price subsidy of about 55% in the US. 

• The value and volume of Chinese exports shrank noticeably in the first months of 2008. 

• The agreement between Syria and Russia to promote and protect mutual investment was 
approved. 

• Syria submitted an application for the International Network for Marketing Agricultural 
Crops membership; the application was approved and Syria became a member in the network. 

• The Cabinet approved the draft food safety law, which aims at guaranteeing safe, healthy, 
and good food, either that is produced locally, imported, exported, or circulated in Syria. 

• People’s Assembly council approved the new law of trade, and the law was put into force 
during 2008. 

• The law of companies was launched. The law includes the proper legal framework for all 
companies' economic and commercial activities. The law was put into force simultaneously with 
the trade law.  

• The People’s Assembly approved the draft law of competition and preventing 
monopolization. The law tends to put competing market prices under free and fair competition, 
preventing monopolizations, and specifies the rules that organize the freedom of competition. 

• A decree to establish agricultural subsidies fund was declared. The fund is supposed to 
replace gradually all types of agricultural subsidies, as stated in the decree. 
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CHAPTER 5 –The Most Important 
Agricultural Policies in Developed and 
Developing Countries 

5.1 Introduction 

The most distinctive features of 2006 are the significant rise in the prices of agricultural 
commodities and the continuing decline of the U.S. Dollar. The applied Agricultural policies 
have been affected by these variables. On the domestic side, reform involved some further 
decoupling of support in the European Union through the Single Payment Scheme. 

As for Korea and Japan, they have both recently agreed on policy reform measures, while the 
United States of America is in the process of proposing new farm law to replace the current farm 
Bill. Also, some countries have developed their policies that encourage the production of 
biofuels. The on going negotiations towards a Doha Development Agenda so far failed to reach 
agreement despite wide talks, and the multilateral trade policy situation remained largely 
unchanged as a result. 

As a share of gross farm receipts, the estimated level of support in the Organization of Economic 
Cooperation and Development (OECD) countries38 (%PSE) decreased from an average of 38% of 
the receipts in 1986-88 to 29% in 2004-06. In 2006, the PSE was 27%, a fall of two percentage 
points from 2005. However, there has no noticeable change in the level of producer support 
since the late 1990s for the OECD countries as a whole. In the most recent period there was 
progress in the way that support is provided to producers – through a noticeable shift away from 
measures related to the production of specific commodities. (Agricultural Policies in OECD 
Countries, 2007). 

Despite a sizeable reduction, the production-linked measures still dominate producer support in 
most countries. Better targeting of policies would increase their effectiveness in meeting 
domestic objectives, enhance efficiency, and improve transparency. 

In this chapter we will focuses briefly on agricultural policies in different developed countries 
which usually enjoy high economic growth rate. These countries are the members of the 
Organization of Economic and Cooperation Development, especially EU,USA, south Korea and 
Japan. 

5.2 Changes in agricultural support in the (OECD) countries 

The previous issue of the Syrian Agricultural Trade report has spoken about the agricultural 
support provided by the (OECD). Despite some reductions in the agricultural support, OECD 
countries were marked by significant level of support. In 2006, the total support to producers in 
the OECD countries was about 286 billion US Dollars equivalent to 214 billion Euros, which 
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accounted for 27% of the receipts. There was a reduction of support as a proportion of farm 
receipts in the average period 2004 - 2006 relative to the average period 1986 - 1988. In 
addition, there were general services for agriculture sector such as research, infrastructure, 
inspection, marketing and promotion. The total support to the agricultural sector (%TSE) was 
equivalent to 1.1 of OECD GDP during the period 2004-2006 and this was less than half of 1996 
- 98 (2.5%) (the report of agricultural policies in OECD countries and development, 2007). 
There is a big difference in the level of producers support among the members of the 
organization, the average support has reached in the period 2004–2006, about 1% of farm 
receipts in New Zealand, Australia 5%, 14% in the United States and Mexico, 22% in Canada, 
24% in Turkey, 55% in Japan and more than 60% in Iceland And Norway, Korea and 
Switzerland. Producer support was 34% of the receipts for farmers in the European Union in the 
same period, the ratio was greater than 5% of the average for the period 1986 - 1988. 

Figure 5.1 Pr0ducer support estimate by country 

 

 
Source: OECD, PSE, CSE database, 2oo7 

Single Commodity Transfers 39(SCT) method is still the most important element of the (SPS) in 
order to show the flexibility given to farmers in the application of production decisions within 
the various policy measures that have recently begun to develop significantly away from direct 
support associated with the commodity. Although their share in total producer support declined 
from 88% in 1986.- 1988 to 64% in 2004.- 2006. The reduction of transfers to a single 
commodity has been uneven across commodity.  

While The (SCT) share in the producer receipts for dairy products, eggs, cereals and oilseeds fell 
by more than half, other traditionally significantly protected sectors such as rice, sugar have 
dropped only slightly. Support has evolved over the years towards budgetary payments less tied 
to producing a specific commodity, either by allowing a range of commodities (or all the 
commodity) to be eligible for payment, or by having no production requirement to receive 
payment (Agricultural Policy Report in OECD Countries, 2007). 

                                                 
39- The annual monetary of gross transfers from policies linked to the production of a single commodities which 
means that producer must be the designated commodity in order to receive the transfer. 
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5.3 Major developments in the agricultural policies of some OECD countries  

There were no substantial developments compared to what is mentioned in chapter seven of 
SAT  published by the National agricultural Policy Centre. The report focused on the 
continuation of the common agricultural policies reform (CAP) implemented in 2003 in the 
European Union (EU) with a plan to provide Single payments, which started in 2005, and the 
extension of the policy reform to the sugar sector in 2006. Additionally, it reported a new rural 
development regulation that was adopted for the period 2007 - 2013 with the development of 
the European Union countries of their implemented programs. Iceland is gradually replacing 
milk payments based on output by headage payments (2005-2012). In Japan, a new basic plan 
was establish for food, agriculture and rural areas. One of its features was the introduction a 
new direct payments to producers from the year 2007, which gives more flexibility In 
production decisions. 

South Korea has started to review its policy with regard to rice that includes the abolition of 
government purchasing and the introduction of direct payments. With regard to Switzerland, it 
is gradually abolishing the milk quota production system.  

As for the changes under consideration, the United States of America is in the final year of 
application of the 2002 - 2007 Farm Bill and a draft for the new Farm Bill is under way. 
Switzerland had proposed a new agricultural policy for the years 2007-2011 involving further 
moving away from measures supporting commodity prices. 

The most important actions taken by some countries in the (OECD) in 2007 were: 

Japan, reduced the share of agricultural subsidies linked to market prices through the provision 
of three new direct payments in 2007 as a part of the effort to focus on the support of more 
efficient farms 

The system of management prices for wheat and barley was stable in 2007 and that the impact 
will be limited to the continued high level of border protection for these products. 

in the United States of America, the 2008 budget proposed a reduction in farm subsidies, 
particularly by focusing on both payments limits and the eligibility requirements for higher 
income producers. To reduce gas emissions from greenhouses, the administration has proposed 
to change the mandatory fuel standards and increase the share of renewable energy sources in 
the public use of fuel, with the aim of displacing 15% of the projected gasoline use by 2017. This, 
in turn, will lead to a pressure to increase the prices of agricultural products. 

In the EU, there is no significant action since the 2003 CAP reform. The Commission proposed 
in 2007 a single payment scheme for vegetables and fresh fruit. With regard to biofuels, and 
reducing greenhouses gas the EU Council adopted a target of 10% by 2020 for the share of 
biofuels in total fuel. 

Iceland is to reduce the price excise taxes on imported food (other than sugar and sweets) was 
eliminated. Also the general import tariff was lowered significantly on imported meat products 
from March.  

In Norway, it has been proposed to reduce external tariff on agricultural products, and in 
addition to the reduction of the public subsidies on domestic production, to reduce trade 
distortions and making policies more transparent. But there are no serious actions taken on 
these subjects. 

5.4 Agriculture and the climate change 

Climate change is now one of the most serious challenges facing the world its population, the 
environment and economies. There is a scientific evidence that confirms that the high 
concentration of greenhouse gases in the atmosphere is causing global warming.  
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The agriculture sector greatly affected by climatic changes and events farm depends directly on 
weather conditions, and for this reason that agriculture sector is in the front line of the battle 
against the effects of climate changes. 

The European Union took the issue seriously in the long term and stressed that the reduction of 
greenhouse gases emissions and has played a key role in the development of the two major 
treaties addressing the issue, the 1992 United Nations Framework Convention on Climate 
Change (UNFCCC) and its Kyoto Protocol, agreed in 1997. 

The European Union has taken serious steps to reduce its own greenhouses gas emissions since 
the early 1990s. In 2000, the European Commission launched a European Climate Change 
Program (ECCP). The program has led to the adoption of a broad range of new policies and 
procedures. The program included issuing the trading system which has become the cornerstone 
of the European Union efforts for the actual reduction of the greenhouse gas emissions (the 
European Commission website). 

Common Agricultural Policy plays an important role in this area in terms of cross-compliance, 
and rural development measures that will continue to contribute to reducing emissions from 
agriculture. There is a range of rural development actions that can contribute to the mitigation 
of gaz emissions such as aid to modernize the farm (through energy efficiency, buildings, 
equipment), training and advisory services, support for biogas, particularly relevant agri 
environmental measures through offering compensation farmers for additional costs incurred 
by their voluntarily contribution to environment protection. 

To meet the expected changes of climatic conditions, farmers can, among other things, change 
their crop rotation to achieve the best possible use of available water, to adjust planting dates in 
accordance with the temperature and rainfall patterns, use crop varieties which are better suited 
to new weather conditions (e.g, heat and drought resistant varieties), and plant hedgerows or 
small wooded areas on arable land that reduce water run-off and act as wind-breaks.  

The actions at the sectoral level can be summarized by the necessity provide information on 
climate risks and adaptation options with farming system, and support to advisory services and 
training for farmers. 

However, the farmers are not able alone to overcome the climatic changes, but public policy has 
to give them the right support to adapt their farm structures and production methods, and 
continue providing services to the rural environment. 

The CAP in the EU has previously taken some measures to facilitate adaptation to climate 
change, such as the decoupled farm support and the rural development policy. The recent 
reforms of CAP have contributed towards a framework for the sustainable development of EU 
agriculture and improve the management of environmental resources that would be an essential 
part of the adaptation strategy for agriculture. 

The other amendments to the CAP would work towards which takes into account adaptation 
needs and promote farming practices that are consistent with the new climatic change 
conditions. The greatest challenge is to ensure the sustainability of European agriculture and 
rural areas. 

5.5 The recent developments in the (CAP) 

Since several decades the European Union Governments have been supporting their agricultural 
production through paying billions of US Dollars a year as incentives and direct payments to 
farmers.  This, in turn, created a large surplus of European agricultural which are exported to 
developing countries at lower costs compared to actual production. This pushed developing 
countries to reduce their production because of the competition of the European goods and to 
depend on imports from Europe and the United States. For example, the cost of a liter of milk 
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produced in developing countries ranges between 35 and 50 cents, while receive the milk 
subsidy offered by the from European countries is $ 30 cents per liter.  

With the doubling of oil prices, the western countries, the United States and Brazil have 
increased to make biofuels from agricultural production surplus, which led to a significant lack 
in available food in the world and growing the demand on these food and increase its prices 
clearly. 

In the light of rising food prices, the European Union's agricultural policy faced recently a 
criticism, in spite of the fact that Michael Mann (the Official Spokesman for the European 
agriculture sector in Brussels), did not see relation between the EU farm subsidies and high the 
prices or food shortage in developing countries. He refers to the gradual reduction of export 
subsidies since 15 years from 10 billion euros to 1 billion Euros in 2008 and he add that the EU 
allow through a special program for the 49 poorest  countries in the world to access the 
European market for all products without quotas except arms.  

The European Union intends to stop agricultural subsidies by the year 2013 which was 
confirmed by the European Commission officer (Marina Fischer), but she linked this reduction 
to the United States reduction of its agricultural subsidy.  
The relation between the European agricultural policy and high food prices can not appear in 
the short run but, in the long run. The European subsidy raises the ability of European 
competitiveness in the world market, and this will hinder the agricultural development in 
developing countries. 

In general, the European Union spent 42 billion euros on the agriculture sector, which 
represents 40% of its general budget. The share paid by Germany, as the largest economy in the 
Union, reached 9 billion euros and it receives 6 billion Euros in the form of agricultural support 
which goes mostly to the small farms and development projects. 

The reform process is ongoing since the Agriculture Council and Fish Farms approved in 2003 
(Luxembourg) to change its policy radically. The most important issues that have been reached 
is de-coupling model of farming subsidy. It means that the farmers are free to choose what is 
grown in accordance with the requirements of the market and not according to the subsidy 
value. This is in addition to increasing support offered by the EU to the agricultural 
development programs rather than to specific farms. In offering the subsidies, the EU applies 
the standards related to environment and livestock protection, taking into account the quality of 
the agricultural products. It also endeavors to reduce the subsidies offered for large farms. 

Currently, Marianne Boyle, the European commissioner, is reviewing the reforms which come 
into effect while the remainder will come into effect in January 2009 when it is agreed by 
Member States of the Union. 

on 20/5/2008, the European Commission proposed further modernization, simplification and 
streamline the Common Agricultural Policy and removal of the remaining restrictions on 
farmers to help them respond to the growing demand for food, the so-called (CAP) Health Check 
which will verify breaking the link between direct payments and production and, thus, allows 
farmers to follow market signals to the highest extent possible. The idea behind this reform is 
not to develop or re-reform the Common Agricultural Policy, but to assess whether the work 
should be across the European Union within the context of international changes. The Health 
Check is, therefore, not a main reform but an effort to streamline and modernize the CAP.  

The proposals of the Commission were on three key areas: 

Direct aid system that seeks to make the system simpler and more effective for farmers. The 
member state will be given an opportunity to change the implementation models by moving 
towards of positive aid. Clarification of the relationship between payments farmers receive and 
their obligations in the area of environment, public animal and plant health, animal welfare is 
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needed. The direct aid scheme also should be amended to provide direct aid in case of natural 
disasters, diseases and pests of plants and animals. 

Market support tools, where the Commission has concentrated on existing market support tools. 
The intervention related to buying the production surplus should return to its original purpose 
as a real safety net. 

Attention should be given to rural development policy to deal with the challenges which face the 
agricultural sector in 2008 that were not apparent in 2003. These challenges include increasing 
need for management of production risk, facing climate change and the effective management of 
water. Amending the CAP to meet such challenges will cost money and the best way to meet 
them is through rural development policy. This is why we are proposing to increase the transfer 
of direct payments to the rural development budget by 8%.  

5.5.1 Some reforms of the European Union on the key products 

 Reform of the support scheme for cotton 

On 23/6/2008 the Commissioner for Agriculture and Rural Development, welcomed the 
adoption by the Council of the reformed EU cotton support scheme. The reform will maintain 
65% of the aid "decoupled”40 and 35 % linked to cotton production in the form of area payments. 
National restructuring programmes are created to facilitate restructuring in the cotton ginning 
industry and to enhance quality and marketing of the cotton produced. The new scheme will 
replace the current support arrangement, which was annulled by the European Court of Justice 
on 7 September 2006. 

Under the Single Payment Scheme, national base areas that could benefit from the coupled aid 
are established as follows: Greece: 370 000 ha, Spain: 70 000 ha , Portugal: 360 ha . The 
amount of the aid per eligible hectare shall be in Greece EUR 594 for 300 000 ha and EUR 
342,85 for the remaining 70 000 ha, while in Spain EUR 1 039, and in Portugal: EUR 556.  

Cotton can be grown only on land authorized by the Member State, using authorized varieties of 
seed, and the cotton must be harvested under normal growing conditions. 

Around 76 % of the EU's total output (about 1.45 million tons of raw cotton) is grown in Greece. 
In 2005, 9.1 % of Greece's total agricultural output was cotton while in Spain, the other main EU 
producer, cotton contributed by 1.3 %. A small amount of cotton is also grown in Bulgaria; while 
Portugal no longer grows cotton. 

On the international level, the EU is considered as a minor cotton producer, contributing only 
by about 2% to the world's total production of cotton. This means that the impact of EU 
production on the progress of world market prices has been negligible. This is a further reason 
strengthened by the fact that the EU does not use export subsidies for this sector and offers duty 
free access. 

In March 2006, the Commission committed itself to undertake a review of the rules on the 
protection of geographical indicators and give the origin for agricultural products and 
foodstuffs. The Commission will study the possibility of including cotton in the scope of this 
Regulation. Also the Commission will examine the possibility of including certain cotton 
products entirely produced and manufactured in the EU in the list of products eligible for 
information and promotion actions and making budgetary resources (at least € 3 million) 
available for this purpose. 

                                                 
40 .- means that priority is given to supporting the income of producers, rather than what they produce. Producers 
receive the aid in return for respecting strict standards of environmental protection, animal welfare and food safety 
and are free to produce whatever they want. 
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5.5.2 Reform of the common market organization for fruit and vegetables 

The major reform in the European agricultural sector in 2007 was fruits and vegetables market 
reform organizations, which aims to strengthen the position of producers in the retail sector and 
to begin the reform of wine market, which focuses mainly on the reduction of market support 
measures and production implied. 

A New Common Market Organization (CMO) for fruit and vegetables completed with new rules 
took effect from the first of January 2008. The goals of the CMO all focus on the overall 
development of the fruit and vegetable sector. These goals aim to improve the competitiveness 
and market orientation of the sector, to reduce any income fluctuations that arise from crises, to 
promote consumption – which, consequently, improves public health – and to enhance 
environmental safeguards. Also, growers are encouraged to become members of the Producer 
Organizations and additional support (60 percent Community co-financing instead of 50 
percent) will urge the establishment of new POs in areas where PO production is less than 20 
percent, in particular , in the new member stat , to encourage the creation POs. 

POs with simpler rules and more flexibility will also provide the tools, such as communication 
tools, promotion, training, and financial aid, harvest insurance and help manage crises.  

The community assistance to POs will be restricted to 4.1 percent of the total cost of marketed 
produce, but this may increase to 4.6 percent if the excess is only used to prevent and manage 
crises. State aid may be offered to include non members - who sign a contract with a PO - in the 
crisis management.  

Fruit and vegetables sector will also be integrated into the Single Payment Scheme – the scheme 
that other farm sectors are already included in. Any support the processed fruit and vegetables 
receive will be decoupled and 800 million euros will be given to the SPS. Member States can 
make transitional payments for a four-year transitional period (2008-2011) if the coupled 
amount of the payment is limited to 40 percent of the national ceiling; for non-annual crops, a 
five-year transitional period is permitted if after 31 December 2010, the coupled amount is 
below 75 percent of the national ceiling.  

The inclusion of fruit and vegetables in the Single Payment Scheme (SPS0 means that Cross 
Compliance, mandatory environmental standards) will be compulsory for farmers who receiving 
direct payments. In addition, POs must devote at least 10 percent of the expenditure in each 
Operational Program to environmental measures. There will be a 60 percent Community co-
financing rate for organic production in each Operational Program. 

5.5.3 Wine sector reform 

Europe is the largest country in the world in terms of production and diversity of wine. The new 
Council Regulation institutes the reformation of the Common Market Organization for wine. 
The changes should lead to a noticeable improvement in the wine sector: unnecessary market 
intervention measures will be removed, and the budget will be used towards more efficient 
measures. In addition to proactive measures which will enhance the competitiveness of 
European wine. 

Budgets will thus be used more effectively, and national financial envelopes will permit Member 
States to adopt necessary measures, such as to promote wine on the third-world markets and to 
renovate vineyards and wine cellars, investment in modernization of the production chain and 
crisis management measurers.  

Money will be used to implement rural development measures: setting up farmers, improving 
markets, training, support for POs and financial support to deal with extra costs or income.  

During a three-year voluntary grubbing-up scheme, the reform will filter excess and 
uncompetitive wine from the market, and will supply uncompetitive producers with an 
alternative. The grubbing-up scheme will cover an area of 175,000 hectares with a declining 
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level of premium over the three years. Member States can terminate grubbing up under certain 
conditions such as if the area would exceed certain limitations (8% of the total vineyard area or 
10% of that region’s total area), if the area is steep, or for environmental reasons. The 
Commission can stop the process if the area makes 15% of a Member State’s total vine area. 
Also, Member States will, when needed, issue out decoupled Single Farm Payment to grape 
growers and growers who grub up their vines. Must aid, for the first four years, may be paid in 
its existing form, but afterwards, expenses relating to must aid may become decoupled 
payments to grape producers. 

The changes during the reform will also guarantee environmental protection in wine-growing 
areas, preserve quality policies, simplify labelling rules and eliminate the planting rights system 
beginning January 1, 2016. The reform begins on August 1, 2008.  

5.5.4 Sugar reform 

Despite the request of the EC to sugar producers to reduce their production significantly,  too 
much sugar is still being produced in the EU. The 2007 production plan has shown that the 
quota fell only to 2.2 million tons during the first two years and it is expected to decrease 
production 5 - 6 million tons. Moreover, the new laws also allow most sugar producers to buy a 
limited amount of extra quota at € 730 per ton. 

The quota system in addition to high support price did not lead only to large surplus production, 
but did not leave room for imports. The commitment to import sugar from the ACP countries 
replaced during the transition period by quota free imports from the least developed countries 
as well ACP countries. 
The prices set up in the EU will remain higher than the level of the current world market prices 
and this will make the market attractive to many producers in developing countries where the 
option for plant alternative crops is limited. 

The reform cut sugar sale prices by 36% over four years and set up a restructuring fund to pay 
uncompetitive processors and farmers to close down, in the same time when the Union intend to 
open its markets fully to the least developed countries in the world on 2009. 

5.6 Recent developments in the agricultural policies of America 

5.6.1 The new Farm Bill 

The New Farm Bill issued by by the united State Congress. It is known as the Food, 
Conservation, and Energy Act of 2008. The new Farm Bill replaces the last one which expired in 
September 2007.  
The new bill will govern the bulk of Federal agriculture and related programs for the next 5 
years. As for the most important topics covered in the law: administrative and funding 
authorities for programs that cover income and commodity price support, farm credit, and risk 
management agricultural loans and risk management The protection of arable land, food 
assistance and agricultural development efforts abroad and promotion of international access to 
American farm products; food stamps, rural community and economic development initiatives, 
including regional development, rural energy efficiency, water and waste facilities, research on 
critical areas of the agricultural and food sector, sustainability of forests, encouraging 
production and use of agricultural and rural renewable energy sources. 

The most important title in the 2008 farm bill was the commodity programs, consisting of 
several programs related to different commodities, basically in the arable crop sector. The 
programs provide income support, with new payment and eligibility limits, for wheat, feed 
grains, cotton, rice, oilseeds, and pulses through direct payments (except pulses), counter-
cyclical payments, marketing loan assistance program. The 2008 FB adjusts sugar loan rates 
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and adds program to use surplus sugar for bioenergy production. It revises the dairy prices 
support to operate with administered prices for manufactured products rather than liquid milk. 

In the area of trade, the chapter has been subject to the following: 
• Elimination of the Intermediate Export Guarantee Program (GSM-103), Supplier Credit 
Guarantee Program, and Export Enhancement Program; 

• Increase of the required spending on non-emergency food assistance; 

• Addition of small pilot program for local or regional purchase and distribution of food 
assistance in food security crises; 

• Introduction of International Food for Education and Child Nutrition Program. 

The rural development chapter includes a package of programs, the most important are: 

• Funds planning, coordination, and implementation of rural community and economic 
development programs. 

• Emphasizes value-added agricultural activities, including renewable energy and locally 
and regionally produced agricultural products. 

• Establishes a regional collaborative investment program.  
In the area of environmental protection, the programs emphasizes on the conservation of land 
by increasing funding for Environmental Quality Incentives Program and new Conservation 
Stewardship Program, Farmland Protection Program, and Grassland Reserve Program, and 
Crop Insurance which included: 

• Reduction of subsidies to insurance companies for selling and servicing crop insurance 
policies. 

• Increase of administrative fees paid by farmers for minimum insurance coverage level. 

• Improvement of organic crop insurance coverage 

• Introduction of Supplemental Agricultural Disaster Assistance Program that supplements 
crop insurance coverage and provides disaster assistance for livestock (including aquaculture 
and honey bees), forage, and trees. 

5.7 Agricultural policies in South Korea 

The rapid development of the Korean economy is reflected strongly in the changing role of 
agriculture. Until the 1960s, agriculture accounted for about a half of Korea’s GDP, in 1970, the 
agricultural production continued to contribute by about 25.5% of the gross domestic product 
and the labor force employed in the agricultural accounted for 50.5% of the total employment. 
In 2005, the share of agricultural production in the GDP was 2.9%, and it employed 7.1% of the 
total population. despite this decline agriculture continued play important roles of in the Korean 
national economy, accounting for a relatively large share of GDP a, and accounting for a 
relatively large share of  the GDP, and with a large rural population and employment as 
compared to other OECD countries. (Evaluation of Agricultural Policy Reforms in Korea, 2008). 
As a large net importer of food products, agricultural imports are important in Korean overall 
trade balance. They formed about 18% of imports of goods in 1970, but fell to 4% in 2005, in the 
current US dollars, the value of agricultural imports were $ 9.8 billion in 2005 which made 
Korea one of the largest importers of food products in the OECD countries. Korean exports are 
low for some agricultural products, mostly to Japan and the United States. The value of these 
exports in 2005 was $ 2.1 billion, accounting for 0.7% of the total exports.  
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Rice is the most important single and the dominant grain in Korea as shown by its contribution 
to agricultural production and land used. It represented 24% of the total production and about 
51% of the total cultivated land in 2005. However, the importance of rice in the value of 
agricultural production decreased rapidly over the last forty years. Rice production rose to a 
peak of 6 million tons in 1988 and dropped to 4.7 million tons in 2005. 
From the 1950s to the 1970s, efforts were concentrated primarily on increasing productivity of 
crops as well as achieving self-sufficiency in rice. Since the 1980s, the issue of income equality 
between farm and urban households has emerged, following GDP growth and industrialization. 
In the late 1980s and through the 1990s, the focus shifted to structural adjustment and 
competitiveness in order to prepare for the opening of agricultural markets. In recent years, the 
emphasis has shifted to a broader set of objectives related to enhancing the quality of life in 
rural areas, agricultural competitiveness, environment, farm household income and food safety. 
(Evaluation of Agricultural Policy Reforms in Korea, 2008). 

In 2004, the government introduced the “Comprehensive Plan on Agriculture and Rural 
Communities” and established the “Ten-Year Mid and Long-Term Policy Framework on 
Agriculture and Rural Communities”. In this latest plan, the Korean government envisioned a 
policy roadmap in three areas: the agro-food sector, agriculture and rural development. In order 
to implement this roadmap, the Korean government will invest $104 billion in the agricultural 
sector between 2004 and 2013. To promote rural development and to improve the quality of life 
of rural residents, a comprehensive law titled the Special Act for Improving the Quality of Life of 
Farmers and Fishermen and Promoting Development in Rural, Mountainous and Fishing 
Communities was established in 2004. 

Under the three comprehensive plans covering the last ten years (2004–2013), several policies 
were implemented on household income, sector agro food sector, environment, rural 
development and agricultural trade. 
1. Reducing the income disparity between urban and rural areas has been a very important 
policy item in Korea. To improve farm household income, significant policy efforts have been 
made over the last ten years.  A number of different direct payments have been introduced since 
the late 1990s, with a variety of objectives. The first of these was introduced in 1997 in the form 
of early retirement payments with a view to facilitating structural adjustment. Farmers over 65 
years of age who were willing to sell or rent their land to full time farmers for a period of more 
than five years were eligible to receive a lump-sum payment of $2 713 per hectare calculated as 
the difference between annual farming income and rent during three years. The amount of 
payments increased over time; currently farmers who plan to retire could receive annual 
payments of around $ 3 000 per hectare for eight years in 2006. 

2. A direct payment for less favored areas program, introduced on a pilot basis in 2004, 
became a national program in 2006. 

Following the 2004 rice negotiation, the most important direct payment in the Korean 
agricultural sector, a direct income support mechanism for paddy field was introduced. This 
mechanism includes both fixed and variable payment systems from the 2005/06.  

Also Programs to protect farm household income from natural disasters have been reinforced in 
recent years. A crop insurance scheme, introduced for apples and pears in 2001, was 
implemented for seven agricultural products in 2006. The Korean government plans to increase 
product coverage to 30 items by 2011 and to introduce an all-risks damage estimation system for 
paddy rice and several crops. Also, the product coverage of the livestock insurance scheme to 
protect farmers’ income from outbreaks of animal diseases and natural disasters was expanded 
in 2006 to cover nine livestock products instead of four.  

To achieve stability, the price of agricultural products procured by the Government namely: 
barley, maize and soybeans were operated continuously over the last ten years and were 
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managed by the National Agricultural Cooperative Federation (NACF). The purchase prices of 
barley and maize have been held constant since 2001. Government purchases of barley have 
decreased from 247 000 tones in 2004 to 124 000 tones in 2006. Also, government purchases of 
maize have decreased sharply from 4 000 tons in 2004 to 600 tons in 2006, reflecting the sharp 
fall in domestic production in recent years. However, the quantity of government purchase of 
soybeans has increased in recent years, due to domestic production increase. From 2005, the 
government purchase program for rice, in which the government paid a higher price than the 
market price, was abolished and a Public Stockholding Scheme, which is a purchase and release 
mechanism based on the current market price, was implemented. The purpose of the public 
stockholding scheme is the food security of major staples in the event of natural disasters or 
other unexpected circumstances. 

With regard to trade policy, import liberalization of agricultural products through the WTO and 
various FTA negotiations is one of the most important challenges facing the agricultural sector. 
With the implementation of the Uruguay Round agreement, import restrictions on all 
agricultural products, except rice and rice products, were converted to tariffs. Over the last ten 
years, the Doha Round trade negotiations, the rice negotiations in 2004 and several FTA 
negotiations were the major events in the field of agricultural trade. 

Barriers to imports have long played a central part in rice policy. The result of the Uruguay 
Round Agreement on Agriculture (URAA) negotiations was that Korea received a special 
treatment for rice permitting the suspension of tariffication for ten years from 1995 to 2004. 
Instead, Korea agreed to increase Minimum Market Access for rice imports from 1% of domestic 
consumption in 1995 to 4% in 2004. 

In 2004, these special provisions were re-negotiated and an agreement was reached to continue 
the special treatment for another ten years from 2005 to 2014. Under this new agreement, the 
Minimum Market Access volume would be increased from 4.4% of domestic consumption in the 
year 2005 to about 8% of domestic consumption in the year 2014. Also, the Korean government 
was required to sell some of the imported rice in the domestic market for table use. Prior to this, 
the imported rice had been incorporated exclusively in processed products. 

Following the 2004 agreement, the Korean government decided to initiate a policy reform in the 
rice sector by reducing reliance on price support and introducing the direct income support 
mechanism. (Evaluation of Agricultural Policy Reforms in Korea, 2008). 

5.7.1 Evolution of agricultural subsidies in Korea 

The following graph shows the evolution of the percentage PSE over the time period from 1986 
to 2006. From 65% at the beginning of the period, it peaked at 75% in 1988 and gradually 
declined thereafter. From 1988 to 1995, the percentage PSE was higher than 70% and remained 
in the range of 60 to 67% during the period from 1996 to 2006 with the exception of the year 
1998, when Korea was hit by a financial crisis and its exchange rates were exceptionally high. 
The percentage PSE for Korea was more than double the OECD average at the end of the period. 
In the period 2004-06, Korea had the fourth highest percentage PSE, following Iceland, Norway 
and Switzerland. 
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Figure 5.1 Percentage PSE in Korea and the OECD Countries, 1986 - 2006 

 
Source: OECD, PSE, CSE database, 2oo7 

As for the Single Commodity Transfers (SCT) is the annual monetary value of gross transfers 
from policies linked to the production of a single commodity such that the producer must 
produce the designated commodity in order to receive the payment.  

The %SCT is the SCT expressed as a share of gross farm receipts for the specific commodity.  

The percentage SCT by commodity was more than 70% for rice, barley and soybean during the 
period 2004-06. It was around 60% for milk and beef, and less than 40% for poultry and eggs. 
(Evaluation of Agricultural Policy Reforms in Korea, 2008). 

5.8 Agricultural Policy in Japan 

5.8.1 Japanese rice and agricultural policy before the World Trade Organization 

As in most Asian countries, rice is the main staple food in Japan and there is the slogan 'Rice is 
Life'. Therefore, rice is a symbol and a tradition known in Japanese culture. However, it was 
possible only after the end of 1960 that Japan produces enough rice for covering its entire 
domestic consumption. 

After the Second World War, Japan started the implementation of the Agrarian Land Reform in 
order to abolish the landlord system.  In the post-war period, it was necessary for agricultural 
policies to support the livelihoods of emerging small farmers and farmers households. Under 
this law, the Japanese government purchased rice from farmers at prices high enough to cover 
the cost of production. 

Then, the government sold it to consumers at a price that was set to make sure it was not a 
heavy burden on households’ economies. As a result, Japan could become self-sufficient in rice. 
In the same period, the USA targeted Japan as a market to sell its agricultural surpluses and 
tried to keep this country under its domination with “the concept of Food Umbrella”. On the 
other hand, the gigantic Japanese large capitalist companies tried to sell their own industrial 
products to other countries instead of accepting to import more agricultural products from the 
U.S. They demanded the government to reduce the cost of agricultural policy. In order to sell the 
U.S. surplus, some nonsense campaigns were launched through slogans promoting the adoption 
of American eating habits and requests to stay away of dealing with rice. 
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5.8.2 Rice and Food Sovereignty in Asia Pacific 

The Japanese government promoted a policy called “Euthanasia Policy” to follow the will of the 
U.S. and Japanese monopoly capital. The policy was implemented to stop the Japanese farmers 
from the production of  wheat, soybeans and feed which the United States exported. During the 
1960s and 1970s, the Japanese government promoted this policy to make farmers change their 
production pattern and to shift to products that were not important for the U.S. The policies in 
this period were not designed to support Japanese farmers and consumers, but they were 
designed to satisfy the U.S. Therefore, there was no sovereignty of food at that time. As a result, 
the current ratio of  imported wheat went up to 86% and 97% for soybeans and 72% for all 
crops. 

But later, the United States changed the strategic approach of opening all agricultural markets 
in Japan (and not only wheat) and its main target became rice.  

In the 1970’s, Japan began to produce more rice that it could consume. So the government 
encouraged the reduction  of paddy area. Currently, paddy fields have been reduced by 40%. 
Japan produces enough rice and does not need to import. However, Japan has imported 67.8 
million tons of rice as minimum access since the WTO was established. The amount of 
undesired rice, which consumers and companies were forced to buy by the government, is less 
than half of the total quantity of imported rice. 

The Japanese government has proposed expanding the minimum access to 35% in the WTO 
agricultural negotiations which represents 1.04 million tons of the imported rice annually. If this 
is implemented, it would represent 12% of the total domestic production. Half of the additional 
1.04 million tons of minimum access rice would be sold for feed at a lower price. Import un 
needed rice means robbing food from those who are starving to offer it as feed for animals, 
which is the worst policy. It is nonsense to discuss why a country that produces large quantities 
of rice to feed its citizens needs to import increasing quantities of rice under the cover of free 
trade. The impact of the minimum access of rice and abolition of the Staple Food Control Act hit 
hard on farmers. The price received by farmers has reduced by 35%, which reached a peak in 
1993. 

Instead of improving farmer prices, the government applied the "Structural Reforms in 
Agriculture" policy, where Japan cannot be isolated from the world agricultural markets, said by 
Japanese Prime Minister Junichiro Koizumi, who addressed, nervously, the stagnation and the 
structural agricultural reforms . 

On April 4th 2006, the government implemented the "New Agricultural Policies 2006 for the 21st 
Century."  The new policy intended to put an end to the price support system for farmers, which 
was thought to be too overprotective for farmers. 

The policy also abolished family farming and tried to withdraw three-quarters of farmers from 
production. The left over quarter would be given "direct payment support”, filling the gap 
between the price of the domestic products and the goods imported at the dumping price, such 
as wheat and soybean. Under this situation, the policy forcing three quarters of farmers to give 
up farming will directly lead to the end of agriculture. Moreover, the "New Agricultural Policies 
2006 for the 21st Century" opened all domestic markets instead of importing Japanese products 
only to prosperous Asian countries. It also created more opportunities for transnational 
corporations (TNCs). 
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Main Findings 

• The most distinctive features of 2006 reflected the significant rise in the prices of 
agricultural commodities and the continuing decline of the U.S. dollar. The agricultural policies 
that have been applied were affected by these variables. On the domestic side reform involved 
some further decoupling of support in the European Union through the Single Payment Scheme. 

• Despite some reductions in the agricultural support, OECD countries marked by 
significant level of support, in 2006, the total support to producers in the OECD countries was 
about 286 billion dollars or equivalent to 214 billion Euros, which accounted for 27% of the 
receipts. 

• Single commodity transfers (SCT) is still the most important element of the (SPS), 
although their share in total producer support declined from 88% in 1986-1988 to 64% in 2004-
2006. The reduction of transfers to a single commodity has been uneven across commodities. 
While the (SCT) share in the producer receipts for dairy products, eggs, cereals and oilseeds fell 
by more than half. 

• To meet the expected changes in climatic conditions, farmers can, among others, change 
their crop rotation to achieve the best possible use of available water, to adjust planting dates in 
accordance with the temperature and rainfall patterns, use crop varieties which are better suited 
to new weather conditions. 

• The CAP in the EU has previously taken some measures to facilitate adaptation to climate 
change, such as the decoupled farm support and the rural development policy. The recent 
reforms of CAP have contributed towards a framework for the sustainable development of EU 
agriculture and improve the management of environmental resources that would be an essential 
part of the adaptation strategy for agriculture. 

• The European Commission proposed further modernization, simplification and 
streamlining of the Common Agricultural Policy and removed remaining restrictions on farmers 
to help them respond to the growing demand for food. The so-called (CAP) Health Check which 
will verify breaking the link between direct payments and production and, thus, allows farmers 
to follow market signals to the highest extent possible. 

• The major reform in the European agriculture sector in 2007 was fruit and vegetables 
market reform organizations, which aims to strengthen the position of producers in the retail 
sector and to begin the reform of wine market, which focuses mainly on the reduction of market 
support measures and production implied. 

• The wine sector reform will filter excess and uncompetitive wine from the market, and will 
supply uncompetitive producers with an alternative The grubbing-up scheme will cover an area 
of 175,000 hectares with a declining level of premium over the three years. Member States can 
terminate grubbing up under certain conditions such as: if the area would exceed certain 
limitations (8% of the total vineyard area or 10% of that region’s total area), if the area is steep, 
or for environmental reasons. 

• The prices set up in the EU will remain higher than the level of the current world market 
prices and this will make the market attractive to many producers in developing countries where 
the option for plant alternative crops is limited. 

• Agricultural imports are important in Korean overall trade balance. They formed about 
18% of imports of goods in 1970, but fell to 4% in 2005, in the current US dollars. The value of 
agricultural imports was $ 9.8 billion in 2005 which made Korea one of the largest importer of 
food products in the OECD countries. 
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• Korean exports are low for some agricultural products, mostly to Japan and the United 
States. These exports have valued in the year 2005 at $ 2.1 billion accounting for 0.7% which is 
relatively unimportant to the total exports and Korean agricultural production  
• Rice is the most important single and the dominant grain in Korea as shown by its 
contribution to agricultural production. Rice accounted for 24% of the total production in 2005 
and about 51% of the total cultivated land. 

• The percentage PSE for Korea was more than double the OECD average at the end of the 
period. In the period 2004-06, Korea had the fourth highest percentage PSE, following Iceland, 
Norway and Switzerland. 

• The percentage SCT by commodity was more than 70% for rice, barley and soybean in the 
time period 2004-06. It was around 60% for milk and beef, and less than 40% for poultry and 
eggs.( Evaluation of Agricultural Policy Reforms in Korea, 2008). 

• As in most Asian countries rice is the main staple food in Japan and there is the slogan 
'Rice is Life'. Therefore, rice is a symbol and a tradition known in Japanese culture. However, it 
was possible only after the end of 1960 that Japan produces enough rice for meeting its entire 
domestic consumption. 

• On April 4th 2006, the Japanese government implemented the "New Agricultural Policies 
2006 for the 21st Century."  The new policy intended to put an end to the price support system 
for farmers, which was thought to be too overprotective of farmers. 
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CHAPTER 6- Economic and Trade Policy 

Since 1986, Syria, has been shifting from an originally centralized economy to a more liberalized 
and open market structure. Syria chose to start this process by adopting an approach of gradual 
economic structural adjustments. For this goal, Syria worked on restructuring its economy for 
better integration into the global economy and to improve its productivity and competitiveness 
to achieve sustainable growth that leads to social and economic e stability. The aim was to 
modernize trade systems, improve performance and create an enabling business environment. 
This chapter examines the latest economic and agricultural policy reforms in Syria and shows 
the role of economic reforms in realizing the desirable development targets. 
The chapter also analyses the most important macroeconomic policies affecting agriculture, in 
addition to latest developments in trade and agricultural policies. 

6.1 Background of Syrian economic reforms 

Syria committed itself to the conduct structural reforms. M The government worked hard to 
reconstruct the economy and initiate policies aimed to achieve economic openness and free 
trade and to build up a reform program that covers the institutional, organizational and 
economic aspects; improves public services, increases the efficiency, heightens the rate of 
economic growth and enhances the private sector’s economic contribution through enhancing 
its involvement in the development programs. This has been gradually applied to allow 
economic bodies to adjust and adapt to market signals. 
The government was seeking appropriate ways to reform the economy without resulting in any 
kind of economic or social negative impacts. It intends to develop the economic activities, 
increase added value, raise the institutions’ efficiency and enhance their competitiveness.  
The reforms have been concentrated also on reconsidering the role of the government in the 
economy. So, after the dominant role of public establishments, the private sector was allowed to 
participate in several production and trade areas. The reforms addressed legislative, social, 
institutional and administrative aspects. 
The economic reforms did much to liberalize the trade, remove most obstacles for internal and 
foreign trade and setup macroeconomic policy targeting lowering budget deficit, maintaining 
flexible competitive exchange rates and modifying regulations to encourage investment and 
stabilize the economy. The efforts resulted in enhancing the economic performance rate and 
improving the economic condition of the country. 
The macroeconomic reforms contributed to a remarkable economic improvement and 
succeeded in stimulating the economic growth which in 2007 rated to 6% in comparison to 5.1% 
in 2006. Also, the per capita share of GDP increased by about 3.9% in 2007 as it was 1.9% in 
2006. Furthermore, the rate of unemployment declined from 12% in 2004 down to 8.1% in 2007 
and the inflation rate decreased from 10.6% in 2006 to 5.5% in 2007. In addition, the private 
sector contribution to the GDP increased steadily to reach 65% in 2007 up from 64.3% in 2006. 

6.2 General Economic Policy 

6.2.1 Monetary and financial policies 
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In response to various challenges that face the Syria economy, the government confirmed its 
intention to continue the reform process started in late eighties to restore the fiscal 
sustainability and spur alternative sources to grow in the context of national economic reform. 
The reforms focused on reducing public expenditures, increasing revenue by rationalizing the 
tax incentive framework for investors to encourage them to enter the financial Syrian market, 
improving the fiscal balance, controlling inflation, achieving long-term economic sustainability 
and liberalizing the exchange rate to achieve more openness to foreign capital and an overall 
shift toward the use of market mechanisms. The government efforts succeeded in cutting down 
inflation so that it was not more than 5% of GDP in 2007. 
The government adopted a more flexible approach to foreign exchange management by 
abandoning the multi-exchange rates and applying a single exchange rate. The first and 
foremost matter was to find an acceptable solution to the debt problem.  
The external and internal debts in 2007 were estimated at about 38% of GDP. Efforts were made 
to cut the foreign debt down, so after adopting a comprehensive strategy to organize the debts, 
the total external debts were lowered down to 17.2% of GDP in 2006 and the percentage of debt 
services to exports was 7.3%.  The external debt repayment obligations constituted 13% of the 
GDP. Syria has rescheduled its external debt with Federal Russia, Slovak and Czhek, Romania 
and Germany. 
6.2.2 Stock market 
One important financial development is the imminent establishment of the stock market and 
issuance of  governmental stocks. The Commission for the Stock Market has finalized all the 
arrangements to start working, and the legislations were issued for certifying companies of 
financial services and financial intermediation. Furthermore, important information related to 
companies, measures of professional behaviors, compensation of stock market, duality in stock 
market and the arbitration for stock market disputes were published.  Out of 17 companies 
which have ratification to establish financial intermediation and services companies, two have 
finalized the certification in addition to several other companies that have primary acceptance 
including Islamic companies. 
Syrian Stock Market has signed an agreement with Abu Dhabi Stock Market for cooperation and 
encouragement of companies to be jointly listed in both markets. According to the agreement, 
Abu Dhabi Stock Market will provide technical and financial support to the Syrian Stock Market. 
Several laws were released lately to update financial sector; the important ones are; 
• Legislative Decree no 54 of 2006 that modified the basic financial law including the 
organization of the current and investment public expenditure, preparation and implementation 
of the state budget, as well as its structure and classification.  
• Legislative Decree no. 55 of 2006 concerning the establishment nad operation of the 
Syrian stock market. 

6.2.3 Banks 
The importance of the banking sector results from its role as one of economic pillars. The last 
few years witnessed significant evolvement in the banking sector business after the issuance of 
law 28 of 2001 that permitted private banks to work in Syria. This was a step to accelerate 
economic growth by offering suitable institutional and economic environment allowing for 
efficiency improvement of banks under the umbrella of developed financial policy.  Accordingly, 
in 2007, an agreement with the Swiss government to restructure financial sector and Syrian 
Central Bank was signed. 
Many reforms have been made through which a modification of several organizational 
arrangements and policies was made, numerous legislations aimed to upgrade the banking 
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services and various adjustments to the banking structure were introduced to create competent 
banks able to respond to the economic needs. Therefore, fundamental changes in the economy 
took place. For instance, the number of   private banks multiplied, their geographical 
distribution increased and they succeeded in increasing their financial activities.  Also, public 
banks promoted their performance to compete with private banks.   
Several laws targeting banking reform were passed such as; law 213 of 2006 about adjustments 
and conciliation in the bank business and law 15 of 2007 entitled the currency and credit council 
to establish social financial institutes to provide micro credits. 
Another development is that private banks are now allowed to open branches in Syria and to 
work in all kinds of banking intercourses; also they are permitted to provide loans in foreign 
currencies to residents in Syria to finance investments under investment promotion laws. 
Commercial banks also are permitted to deal in foreign currency.  

The number of banks operating in Syria reached 16 banks, out of which 6 are public banks and 
two are Islamic banks in addition to 8 private banks. Several international banks requested to 
open branches in Syria. However, all these requests are still under consideration, since Syrian 
law stipulates for private banks to work in Syria that 51% of its shares should be Syrian. The 
government is currently reconsidering this condition to allow foreign banks to enter the Syrian 
market. 
In contrast, the currency and credit council issued a decision abolished the work of banks in the 
Syrian Free Zoon unless they changed to work as branches to certificated banks that work in 
Syria by law 28 of 2001. The council granted those banks a respite of 6 months to be adjusted 
with this decision. The target of the decision is to make all banks work in Syria under the 
supervision of Central Bank and apply the same regulations and instructions on all private 
banks. 
As for companies, the governorate of Damascus specified the licensing conditions for these 
companies to work in foreign exchange, including the approval of the Central Bank . Therefore, 
five companies have been licensed so far to work in foreign exchange. 
As an indicator of the development of banking sector, the foreign stock in the public banks rose 
from US$10.8 billion in 2001 to about US$ 13.5 billion in 2006. Also, the local stock in those 
banks rose from US$10 billion in 2001 to around US$15 billion in 2006. 
The deposits in local and foreign currency in the Syrian banks reached 660 billion Syrian 
pounds (US$ 13.2 billion) in 2007, while it was 450 billion Syrian pounds (US$ 8.4 billion) in 
2005 with about 57% growth rate.  The total stock grew by 12% in 2007 and reached US$ 34 
billion. At the same time, stock in private banks in 2007 increased by 59% in comparison with 
5% increase in public stock and loans of private banks by the end of 2007 amounting to US$ 1.5 
billion.   

As for credit policy, the industrial bank announced that loans for financing industrial buildings 
are available. These loans are unlimited and can be provided as follows; the bank allowed 50% 
of land price, 50% of construction cost, 50% of machines and equipments price and short term 
loans to finance working capital according to the foundation needs for the input raw material. 
6.2.4 Insurance policy 
The Syrian government, in the framework of financial and economic reforms, gives great 
attention to the insurance sector due to the important role of this sector in assisting to achieve 
economic and social progress. Therefore, efforts have been made to rebuild the sector to  match 
with performance international standards. Since the issue of law 43 that allowed private 
companies to enter the insurance market along with the Syrian general establishment for 
insurance (SGEI), insurance companies increased to 11 companies. 
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The insurance sector witnessed an 11 % increase in 2006 compared to 2005 and grew up by 25% 
in 2007. The general establishment for insurance was granted an autonomy status by law 46 for 
2007 and was allowed to invest the reserves to improve performance and competitiveness in 
Syrian market. 
In order to activate the role of insurance in providing health care for citizens, a new insurance 
company was approved to be set up as a joint company with a share of 55% from public sector, 
and 45% from private sector. This company is intended to serve 650 governmental employees as 
a first step then to cover all workers after that.   
The important new legislations are; 
• Law 207 of 2006 defined a particular system for conciliation and settlements in the (SGEI) 
• Decision 46/100/m of 2006 allowed the issuance of insurance contracts in US$ in the Free 
Zones. 
• Decision 59/100/ma of 2006 included instructions for money laundering control in 
insurance companies. 
• Decision 61/100/ma of 2006 approved the establishment of a union for insurance 
companies. 
6.2.5 Fiscal Policy 
The country continues its fiscal policy reforms concentrating on raising revenue from taxes, 
reducing expenditures and cutting down subsidies. The fiscal budget has experienced significant 
improvements. In 2006, the endorsed budget was about US$ 9.9 billion, then it enlarged to US$ 
11.8 billion in 2007, the current expenditure moved up from US$ 6 billion in 2006 to US$ 6.6 
billion in 2007, the investment expenditure also augmented by US$ 1.3 billion and reached US$ 
5.2 billion in 2007 up from US$ 3.9 billion in 2006, and thus, the increment of current 
expenditure was 10% and of investment expenditure was 32.3%. Meanwhile, currency reserves 
in 2007 registered an amount of US$ 20 billion (the percentage of execution for current 
expenditure, in 2006, was 103% and for investment expenditure 94%). 
The fiscal deficit is one of the sensitive matters that the government is trying hard to control and 
treat its negative effects by all available means. Currently, the deficit, which accounted for 9.8% 
of the GDP in 2006 and 14% in 2007, is financed  by loans from the Central Bank. A 
comprehensive adjustment for the tax collection system has been made. Accordingly, several 
laws concerning taxes were issued such as; law 51 of 2006 related to the substitution of 
temporally exemption from taxes on investment projects by permanent reduction of such taxes 
through out the project life (details for this law are included under the investment policy section 
in this chapter). Law 41 of 2007 related to setting up an autonomous  general commission for 
taxes to regulate the taxation issues. 
Consequently, the Ministry of Finance reconsidered tax impositions, lowered income tax rates to 
avoid tax evasion but broadened the base of tax levying. While the highest rate of income tax 
was up to 92%,  such taxes have been gradually reduced first to 63%, then to 35% and finally to 
28% in 2007 for indivuals, and to 22% for investment companies. In the meantime, income tax 
for stock companies that deliver 51% of their stocks for underwriting was reduced to 14%. 
Consumption expenditure fee was also made less for most goods, so it will not be more than 10% 
except for some commodities that are considered as luxury commodities. For instance, all 
vegetables are now subject to 10% tax only.   
Custom duties were softened, the highest duty which might reach 255% was decreased to 60%. 
The average duty became 14.5%. At the same time, duties on importing primary goods for 
industry were reduced to 1%, but could go up to 5% for half manufactured, or for some 
manufactured goods. 
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Another step forward was made when the Ministry of Finance prepared a draft law for applying 
the value-added tax system and, currently, it is studying procedures and tools needed to issue 
the legislation required to apply this system in 2010, with an expected rate of 10%. This tax 
system will substitute previous one. 
For that reason, the government exerts great efforts to control tax evasion estimated to be about 
4% of the GDP. Therefore, the Ministry of Finance, in order to facilitate dealing with various 
types of tax payers, created separate sections for every category of tax payers such as the section 
for big tax payers that account for 70% of total tax revenues, the sections for medium and small 
tax payers . In addition, the ministry prepares a legislation to create unified tax administration 
to lead the multiplied tax bodies in the ministry. 
These reforms resulted in an increase in tax revenue by US$ 094 billion (18.9%) in 2006 
compared to the year before.  Moreover, tax collection advanced from US$ 3.4 billion in 2000 
up to US$ 6.2 billion in 2007 while the percentage of taxation to GDP reached 4%.  

The share of private sector in total taxes increased from 42% in 2004 to 53% in 2006 then to 
62% in 2007. On the other hand, the private sector contribution to GDP equaled 62%. The 
revenue from custom duties also heightened from US$ 0.54 billion in 2005 to US$ 0.57 billion 
in 2006. 
6.2.6 Custom policy 
Trade liberalization and reduction of trade barriers represent first priorities of economic reform. 
Reforms included customs sector rehabilitation to adapt it with the economic changes. In 
addition, it included reorganizing the sector by releasing several legislations that facilitate its 
procedures and cut down tariffs. 

NAPC previous SAT reports included detailed information concerning custom tariffs 
adjustments. One of the latest developments in this sector was the issuance of new the customs 
law number 38 of 2006, which abolished the former law number 9 of 1975. This new law 
provided for many simplifications and recognized the principle of added value (in accordance to 
item 7 of GATT), as a base work to calculate custom fees on imports instead of preceding 
calculations that depend on the average price of imported goods to decide the fee. The law 
allowed importers to review the classification procedures of their imports if they request that. 
The law is expected to improve the performance and facilitate the movement of commodities 
across border windows. 
In the context of a comprehensive reconstruction of customs, computerization of customs 
services is currently underway and should be completed before the end of 2008. At the same 
time, law number 20 of 2006 provided for the appointment of a management for each border 
window in the country and law 397 of 2006 clarified the necessary procedures for following up 
import or export process. At present, Syria is producing its commitment lists for joining on-
going negotiations among Arab states to liberalize services. 
a number of laws has been released. The most important ones are: 
• Law 1419 of 2008 that specified tariffs for marine agents as well as for goods, and for 
Syrian and foreign ships. Law 380 of 2006 specified percentage of custom duties for temporarily 
exported products upon re-import to Syria. 
• Several laws were issued to modify and cut down tariffs such as: Law 38 of 2006 that 
modified the custom duties for private tourism cars registered outside Syria. Law 76 of 2006 
that modified the custom duties for chemicals and other industries. Law 357 of 2007 that 
modified custom duties for numerous goods enlisted in table attached to law 265 of 2001. 
Likewise, in order to enhance the competitiveness of Syrian products and facilitate export, there 
was a great cut of tariff on raw material for industry to lower the production cost. The new tariff 
for those materials is between 1 to 3%. 
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6.3 Investment policy 

The current policies applied with the aim of encouraging investment through creating an 
environment that attract investors by strengthening infrastructure, facilitating legislative and 
administrative procedures of project licensing, releasing laws that include tax incentives and 
custom duty reduction and allowing investors to hold lands for their projects, contributed 
significantly to the promotion of private investment. All these procedures aimed to initiate a 
competitive investment environment that attracts foreign direct investment as a means of 
spurring growth and economic development in Syria.  
The Government worked to simplify procedures for implementing investment projects including 
the removal of restrictions on foreign exchange and stabilization of local currency exchange 
rates, providing investment services such as facilitating imports of raw materials, cutting down 
taxes and tariffs, allowing transfer of foreign capital outside the country and making the projects 
licensing process easier through one single stop system.    

In addition, foreign companies are allowed to raise funds from domestic sources, including bank 
loans, without any restriction. Those companies are treated equally as national firms in all 
respects and are allowed to bring foreign employees to run their businesses. 
During 1991-2006, Syria witnessed incremental investment, so that the number of investment 
projects licensed under the investment law 10 of 1991 reached 3824 projects. Out of these, 704 
projects were licensed in 2006 representing about 18.4% of the total number with a cost equal to 
US$ 9.2 billion. Moreover, foreign direct investment projects in 2006 were 67 projects with 
investment cost amounted to US$ 2.4 billion. 

In the meanwhile, agricultural investment projects in this year equaled to 66 projects with 
investment cost of US$ 326.8 million. In 2007, investment overstepped US$ 8 billion of which, 
about US$ 787 million in foreign currency. 
According to a report by Syrian Investment Promotion Commission, there are 35 countries 
taking part in investment in Syria and during 2005-2007, the greatest investor was Iran with 
US$ 60 million while in 2007, Turkey was the highest with total of 30 projects and among Arab 
countries Iraq came first with 28 projects followed by Lebanon (26 projects) then Saudi Arabia 
(22 projects) and Jordan (16 projects).   
The tenth five-year plan 2006-2010 aimed at achieving an economic growth rate equal to 7% by 
performing an investment volume of US$ 36 billion during this period. 
In order to provide the necessary infrastructure for promoting industrial investment, several 
industrial cities were established in Syria that offer basic services for industrial projects such as 
electricity, water, transportation and communication in which investors can hire or buy lands at 
moderate prices. Up to 2006, the number of these cities reached three cities namely; the 
industrial city in  Adra area in rural Damascus, the industrial city in Hissia area in Homs and 
the industrial city in Shiakh Najar area in Aleppo. The total investments in all these cities during 
2000-2006 amounted to US$ 3 billion. Lately, law 110 of 2007 initiated another industrial city 
in Deir Al-Zorr governorate that covers an area of 1260 hectare. The foundation of industrial 
cities has encouraged local and foreign investors to establish big industrial projects that 
contributed in enhancing investment there. 
The government endeavors to improve the services quality and incentives provided to industrial 
cities. Private industrial investments have magnified after initiating those industrial cities, so 
the industrial projects reached 647 projects with total investment cost equal to US$ 2.5 billion, 
offering 43 thousand jobs. Out of these projects, 19 projects were foreign direct investments 
with investment cost amounting to US$ 135.4 million. 
The issuance of law no. 51 of 2006 is considered as another important development concerning 
tax exemptions on investment projects, after the significant cut down of tariff rates,  It 
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substituted the former permanent exemption of tax, that was stated in law 10 for period not 
exceeding 5-7 years, by a reduction of all taxes on the projects for the whole project life. 
Accordingly, all new investment projects implemented under the investment promotion law will 
be subject to 22% tax (the average tax in Syria is now 28%). Nevertheless, there is a possibility to 
reduce this rate by 8% to be 14% in the following cases: 

• The project can have 3% cut if it employs 150 persons (or 2% if this number was not less 
than 50 employees). 

• Another 2% cut for the project if it is implemented either in Hissia or Deir Ezzor industrial 
cities. 
• Additional two points of discount for the project if implemented in remote areas. 
• The Cabinet released decision no. 4 that allowed investors who are investing under 
investment promotion laws to get loans in foreign currency from outside the country to 
implement their projects and repay these loans and their interests through Syrian banks starting 
beginning of 2008.   
• In addition, law 32 of 2007 allowed foreign investors who invest according to law 21 of 
1958 to hire or hold lands and buildings for their projects in the Syrian industrial cities, even 
beyond the property ceiling, if they use them only for the purposes of their projects. 
• In an attempt to raise chances of foreign investments, many economic agreements were 
signed with several countries to enhance investment in Syria. For instance: an agreement with 
Arab Association of Investment Guarantee in Kuwait was signed to strengthen investment 
cooperation . Also, an agreement with Qatar to establish a holding company under the name 
“Syrian - Qatari Company for Investment” with declared with a capital of US$ 5 billion. An 
agreement with Czhek Republic to form business council to establish a free trade area and joint 
companies was also concluded.   

6.4 Trade policy 

The importance of foreign trade in domestic economy considerably increased in the last decade 
after Syria has significantly liberalized its external trade. This is evident from increased share of 
trade in the GDP from 44.7% in 2002 to 60.6% in 2006. The pace of trade liberalization was 
accelerated during the last three years, after a comprehensive program of stabilization was 
implemented, and after the economic reforms that were put in place under the structural 
adjustment programs. 
Similarly, a great progress has been made in diminishing trade barriers, when several measures 
have been taken to further liberalize trade, including reduction of tariff and removal of most of 
non-tariff barriers, facilitation of custom procedures, enhancement of transparency of the trade 
regime and improvement of export quality. Trade liberalization contributed to increasing the 
role of trade and fostering economic development. 
Accordingly, great expansion and progress in trade facilities has occurred, deficit in trade 
balance has declined from US$ 1.5 billion in 2005 to US$ 0.5 billion in 2006 reflecting a marked 
improvement in the exports. The Ministry of Economy and Trade has issued a decree that 
allowed the import of all goods of Turkish origin, including products from Syrian Free Zones 
classified in chapter 1 up to chapter 97 of custom harmonized system. These imports are 
exempted from all regulations of import prevention, restriction or limitation. Syria joined The 
World Intellectual Property Organization (WIPO) in 2007.  
One of the most important laws concerning quality improvement is law number 2 of 2008 to 
concerning consumer protection. The law was meant to activate the role of NGOs in watching 
the markets and ensuring the safety of products for human consumption and spurring 
producers to improve the quality of products. The law bestows consumers the right to get the 
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best products and satisfy the needs of consumption products, water, medicine, inhabitation, 
sanitary services and all other services. It specified general rules concerning consumer rights, or 
services in the markets and the role of consumer protection societies.   
Many other legislations issued lately aimed to reform trade system to be in harmony with the 
international related rules. The most important ones are: 
• Syrian new law number 8 of 2007 about recognized trade marks designed to meet WTO 
trade-Related aspects of intellectual property in most items and international laws in this field. 
The law identified trade marks, geographic indicators, designs and industrial types that 
recognized the products, or services and the requirements for fixing them on commodities. The 
law specified the protection period by ten years starting from the date of introducing an 
application of registration and penalties of violating property rights.    
• Law 33 of 2007 that regulates trade activities carried out by individuals, regardless of their 
legal status. It also includes provisions concerning tradesmen.  
• Law 59 of 2007 sets an exemption of Turkish products from the certificates of origin and 
from consulate fees. 
• Law 3 of 2008 sets the mechanism of companies’ registration and declaration to be able to 
practice economic and trade activities under the Syrian law as well as the rights of shareholders 
in these companies. The law entitled the Ministry of Economy and Trade to supervise 
shareholding companies, holding and limited liability companies. Law 61 of 2007 included an 
item stating that, fixed assets have to be valuated in a way that reflects their actual value and 
indicates the financial position of these companies. This came to encourage family companies to 
transfer to share-holding companies. This law contributed to spur investors to establish new 
companies. Accordingly, the number of companies increased by 204 companies (from 1042 to 
1246) and the joined companies increased by 31 companies (from 331 to 362) through the first 
half of 2008. 
• Law 4 of 2008 about the arbitration and trade dispute settlement  was meant to solve all 
economic disputes by arbitration in Syria, or internationally, according to the agreement of the 
dispute parties. The goal of this law is to facilitate reaching fast feasible solutions to the 
problems and situate legislative regulations that warrant accuracy and justice. This will help in 
activating trade and increase the efficiency of trade activities. In addition, the law specified the 
methods and ways to solve disputes through arbitration committees. 
• Law 7 on Competition and Prevention of Monopoly was issued in 2008. The law aims to 
control competition during the transition stage to the Social Market Economy. The law allows a 
growing role for the private sector in the Syria’s economic development. It will help in boosting 
competition far from the negative effects of market monopoly practices. In the meantime, a 
decree for establishing a competition council was released to monitor the application of this law 
and to promote the competition and monopoly prevention culture. 
6.4.1 Import policy 
Since the beginning of its economic reform process, Syria has been endeavoring to liberalize 
trade and enhance the economic competitiveness. So, the import procedures were simplified, 
most non-tariff measures were removed, high tariff rates were significantly lowered, tariff 
structure was simplified and rationalized, quantitative restrictions on imports were lifted and 
other import duties were reduced. In the mean while, attention was given to making sure that 
the modification of the tariff structure will not adversely affect government revenues. 
The average tariff has been brought down from 20% to 14%, all port fees have come down by 
25%, high tariff rates have been eased and import licensing has been disregarded. The 
agreement with Turkey and the GAFTA agreement eliminated custom tariffs and other trade 
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barriers on a wide range of goods and services with Turkey and with the members of GAFTA 
agreement. 
Since the year 2006, Syrian importers were able to buy foreign currency from local private 
banks to supply their needs. The Ministry of Economy and Trade issued more than 204 decrees 
in 2007 and about 128 decrees in the first half of 2008 concerning the liberalization of import 
for significant groups of commodities. It also issued the negative import list which includes only 
a small number of import-prohibited products. 
6.4.2 Export policy 
Syria has committed itself to liberalize its trade regime by the introduction of various export 
promotion measures to develop non-oil exports. Therefore, Syria applied more open, liberal and 
export-oriented policies with more freedom for private-sector in trade activities. Different 
export promotion measures were put in place through a strategy for export-oriented 
industrialization, with an aim to diversify exports, improve their quality, and promote higher 
value added. Consequently, in the last decade, export has been one of the dominant sources of 
foreign exchange earnings. 
Syria gave priority to preferential trade agreements as a way to improve trade flows. So great 
efforts have been made to sign bilateral and regional trade agreements such as GAFTA, the 
agreement with Turkey and the Association Agreement with EU, in addition to many other 
bilateral agreements that aimed to accelerate trade liberalization, and benefit from the 
reciprocal preferential trade that help in evolving exports and boosting trade. 
Trade liberalization helped in achieving greater growth, and progress was made in diversifying 
exports. Furthermore, export restrictions were phased out and the average rate of non oil export 
growth in 2007 was 52.5%. 
To enhance export, the government provides loans for financing export that create incentives for 
exporting nontraditional industrial products. Also, Syria participates in more than 27 
international fairs for exports. 
The supreme Council for Export is managing to establish an independent commission to 
promote exports from private sector, and a bureau for fast intervention to tackle local problems 
for exporters. In addition, the council is preparing a strategy to identify and encourage the 
exportable productive sectors and initiating a fund to finance exports. 
The Ministry of Trade and Economy encourages establishing producers and exporters unions. 
The exporters union will work under the supervision of the Export Supreme Council to monitor 
export, control quality measures and create marketing information system to offer market 
information for producers and exporters. In the meanwhile, a focal point concerned with 
transmitting information about international trade to producers and exporters is under 
construction. Considerable markets in different countries are under study, local employees will 
be assigned in these markets to promote Syrian commodities. 
In 2007, the State Planning Commission in cooperation with the UNDP released a report on the 
Syrian Economic Competitiveness in which, an estimation of 28 strength points and competitive 
advantages have to be preserved and enhanced against 22 weakness points should be carefully 
studied and overcome. Syria was, for the first time, classified in the world report about 
competitiveness in 2007 and came in the stage 84 out of 128 counties included in the report. 

6.5 Agricultural policy 

6.5.1 General agricultural policy 
The agriculture sector in Syria is of particular importance, since it provides food for people; 
contributes to GDP, increases trade revenue, and offers employment for rural population. The 
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agricultural policy aimed to activate the role of agriculture in the economy and magnify its share 
in the GDP through increasing productivity and improving the quality of production by means 
of using modern technology, improving the conditions of living in rural areas by increasing 
income, achieving self sufficiency from main food products, supplying raw materials for 
industry and increasing agricultural exports. One of most important reform targets was to 
improve the agriculture sectorbu improving its production to increasing the rates of economic 
growth. 
One of the most significant issues is the agricultural support. It was used in Syria as a tool to 
encourage investment in agriculture, accelerate production growth rates, improve income of 
rural population and secure food at affordable prices for consumers. Types of subsidies are; 
subsidy for agricultural inputs, purchasing some crops at subsidized prices and providing 
agricultural services such as extension activities, agricultural research, veterinary services and 
subsidized agricultural credits. 

Since the beginning of application of the tenth five year plan, there was a debate to reconsider 
the allocations of the subsidy system. The government recently raised prices of fuel oil by almost 
three times the former price as a first step to eliminate the subsidy of fuel. In the mean time, to 
absorb the negative effects of this action on consumers, the government reallocated the subsidy 
and thus, coupons to buy 1000 liter of fuel oil were given to each family to buy oil at a lower 
price. 
• Likewise, to reduce the social and economic impact on farmers, the government allocated 
to cotton farmers, who irrigate cotton from wells, an amount of 2.2billion Syrian Pounds (about 
US$ 47.8 million). Nonetheless, a further step to help farmers was taken when prices of 
products purchased by the government were heightened for the 2008 season. So prices of cotton 
were raised from 35 to 41 Syrian Pounds per kg of cotton, prices of hard wheat were raised from 
SP 11.85 to 17, then to 20 SP per Kg for the next season, and soft wheat from 10.85 to 16.5 then 
to 19 SP for the next season. Sugar beet price was raised to 3.75 SP and maize to 17 SP per kg. A 
decision was made to buy all wheat and barley produced by farmers (Decrees 1004 and 1007 of 
2008). 
Still, due to bad weather which caused a decline in agricultural products in most crops and in 
strategic crops in particular, Law number 1800 of 2008 postponed paying back loans to the 
Agricultural Cooperative Bank for the winter agricultural season of the years 2007 and 2008, 
including loans for animal breeding for the year 2008. So, the credits payment was postponed 
for one year for the short term loans and one year for the mid term loans after the last 
installment becoming due to farmers who sell their products to public establishments. 
For the same reason, law 25 exempted farmers from paying deferral penalties or extra interest 
for their default in case they have paid back loans and interests by the end of 2008.  
In an initiative to rationalize the mechanism of support distribution in a way that enables the 
country to realize food security and improve the competitiveness of agricultural sector, law no. 
29 of 2008 established a new fund for agricultural products which intends to cover first, subsidy 
for inputs, fodders, animal medicines, artificial insemination, vaccination by public bodies and 
treatment for epidemic diseases and calamities that threaten agricultural and animal 
production; second, subsidies for strategic crops prices namely, wheat, cotton, barley, sugar beet 
and any other agricultural or animal products that the Ministry of Agriculture finds necessary to 
subsidize.      
A directorate for the agricultural subsidy fund was initiated to coordinate the fund activities in 
cooperation with representatives from the concerned bodies to define the methods and ways to 
distribute subsidies among farmers. 
Another fund was set up under law 91 of 2005 concerning the rational use of irrigation water. 
This fund is meant to provide interest free long term loans, to be paid back in equal installments 
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over ten years for farmers, who would like to set up modern irrigation networks, as a plan to 
shift 1.2 million hectare to new irrigation system on tow stages. So, the second stage would end 
by 2015. In addition, the fund will give grants equal to 20% of the modern irrigated network cost 
to farmers whose lands are irrigated from wells, and 10% for those irrigated from surface water. 
In the same time, the fund will pay the interest of 2% a year for the Agricultural Cooperative 
Bank.   
The Agricultural Cooperative Bank has modified the interest rates on loans, except the loans to 
purchase agricultural inputs. The interest on short term loans became 6% to public sector and to 
cooperative sector in its titular character or, 7% for cooperatives as members and 8% for private 
and joined sectors. 
For mid term loans, the interest is 7% for cooperative sector in its titular character for 
agricultural purpose or, 8% for non agricultural purpose (agricultural industry or 
constructions), 8% for cooperatives as members for agricultural purpose, 9% for non 
agricultural purpose, 9% for private and joined sectors for agricultural purpose and 10% for non 
agricultural purpose . As for long term loans, the interest is increased by 1% for each case 
compared to mid term loans. 
In the context of cooperation with countries and organizations, Syria and Qatar agreed to start 
joint project to produce ammoniac and urea fertilizers in Deir Ezzor city in Syria, with an 
estimated cost of US$ 500 million, and with capacity of 600 thousand tons. Also, Syria and 
Jordan made an agricultural integration agreement. In addition, an agreement was signed with 
Italy, according to which Italy will finance a project for institutional enhancement of developing 
organic agriculture in Syria during three years under the supervision of FAO.   
In a step to promote its exports, Syria has joined the International Net for Agricultural 
Marketing. This will facilitate getting information and entering the data of member countries. 
New legislations were issued targeted for agricultural development to be harmonized with 
reform requirements such as: 
- Law 29 for 2006 related to animal protection from epidemic and contagious diseases to protect 
animal and human health. The law includes the required procedures to prevent entry and 
widespread of epidemic diseases. One of the conditions for animals, or animal products and 
animal residues to enter Syria, is to be accompanied with veterinarian’s certificate from the 
veterinarian’s authorities in the exporting  country. The law comprises also the procedures that 
would be taken in case that an epidemic disease appears. 
- In the same field, law 26 of 2007 modified the former law of agricultural quarantine was 
issued. The modifications intended to make the applied measures conform to global measures 
for protection of imported plant, plant’ parts, soil and beneficial creatures so that this guarantee 
prevention of entering harmful diseases to the country. The law stated that, for importing 
plants, and plant products or beneficial creatures, permission for the import and phyto sanitary 
certificate from local plant protection department of exported country should be obtained. 
However, if it appears that the imported goods might cause disease spread, the importer would 
be requested to act in one week, either to make successful treatment to eliminate the harm effect 
or re-export it to the country of origin or to any other country or to destroy the imported 
material. Syria joined the world agreement for plant protection since 2003 and is committed to 
the measures implied in the agreement. 
6.5.2 Agricultural trade  
Syria has liberalized its agricultural trade from most quantitative and non quantitative barriers 
and eliminated all agricultural trade obstacles. Currently, importers are free to import most 
agricultural products.   
 Agricultural import 
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Syria has gradually reduced tariffs on imported inputs and liberalized most of the agricultural 
commodity trade, including large group of products such as: fruit, vegetables, meat and flowers 
that are now freely tradable. For example, private sector was allowed to import red meat from 
all countries according to technical and sanitary conditions identified by the Ministry of 
Agriculture and Agrarian Reform. Under these conditions, slaughter houses should be legally 
licensed and work under formal veterinary supervision in the original country and have the 
HACCP system. 

Also, import of sterile eggs is permitted from countries free of bird flu. Owners of factories of 
pressing cotton seed were allowed to import industrial cotton seeds. 
Agricultural export  
Export taxes on agricultural commodities were rescinded. The Commerce Chamber Federation 
has formed committees to facilitate export activities, through which many facilities have been 
introduced to increase sheep exports, so sheep exports exceeded 2,500,000 heads in 2007. 
In another development, the Ministry of Economy and Trade issued many decisions in which 
permanently suspended export of some agricultural products to satisfy the needs of local market 
and prevent price escalations such as: 
• Several decisions suspending the export of chicken, eggs, potatoes, semolina, chick peas, 
lentils, dry broad beans, tomatoes, vermicelli and pasta. 
• Decree no. 34 of 2007 suspending export of cotton oil-cake for the season 2006-2007. 
Main Findings 
• The government is committed to the reforms. Most of the reform measures are dedicated 
to achieve economic openness and enhance the role of private sector in building the economy. 
• The macroeconomic reforms contributed to a remarkable economic improvement, and 
succeeded in stimulating the economic growth which reached 6% in 2007 in comparison to 5.1% 
in 2006. 

• Also, the per capita share of the GDP increased by about 3.9% in 2007, while as it was 1.9% 
in 2006. Furthermore, the rate of unemployment has reduced from 12% in 2004 down to 8.1% 
in 2007. In addition, the private sector contribution to the GDP continuously increased to 65% 
in 2007 up from 64.3% in 2006. 
• The government made efforts to stabilize the fiscal situation and limit budget deficit. The 
government efforts succeeded in cutting down inflation so that it was about 5% of GDP in 2007. 
• The insurance sector witnessed an 11 % increase in 2006 compared to 2005 and grew up 
by 25% in 2007. 
• The Ministry of Finance reconsidered tax impositions, lowered income tax rates to avoid 
tax evasions, but broadened the base of tax levying. While the highest rate of income tax was up 
to 92%,  such taxes have been gradually reduced first to 63%, then to 35% and finally to 28% in 
2007 for indivuals, or to 22% for investment companies. In the meanwhile, income tax for stock 
companies that deliver 51% of their shares for underwriting was reduced to 14%. 
• Tax collection advanced from US$ 3.4 billion in 2000 up to US$ 6.2 billion in 2007, while 
the percentage of taxation to GDP reached 4%. 
• During 1991-2006, Syria witnessed an incremental increase of investments so that,  the 
number of investment projects licensed under the investment law 10 for 1991 reached 3,824 
projects including 704 projects licensed in 2006 representing about 18.4% of the total licensed 
projects with a cost equal to US$ 9.2 billion. 
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 Law 51 for 2006 substituted the former permanent exemption of tax that was stated in law 
10 for period not more than 5-7 years by reduction of all taxes on the projects for the whole 
project life. 
• The share of trade in GDP increased from 44.7% in 2002 to 60.6% in 2006. 
• The trade balance deficit has declined from US$ 1.5 billion in 2005 to US$ 0.5 billion in 
2006. 
• The average tariff has been brought down from 20% to 14%. 
• The government donated cotton farmers, who irrigate cotton from wells, an amount of 2.2 
billion Syrian Pounds (about US$ 47.8 million). 
• Prices of products purchased by the government was heightened for the 2008 season from 
35 to 41 Syrian pound for each kg cotton, prices of hard wheat raised from 11.85 SP per kg to 17 
SP then to 20 SP for the next season and for soft wheat from 10.85 to 16.5 then to 19 SP for next 
season, sugar beet to 3.75 S p and maize to 17 Sp for each kg. A decision was made to buy all 
wheat and barley produced by farmers. 
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CHAPTER 7- Special Issue 

Introduction 

Bio-fuel is one of the oldest types of fuel used by the human but it turned out attention in the 
recent years, as a result of a substantial rise in oil prices and the resulting climatic changes that 
began to be seen for their impact on the food supply due to their direct impact on the 
agricultural systems and agricultural production. The shift Reflected towards alternative uses of 
agricultural crops in the production of bio-fuels in the multiple  impacts on the situation of food 
security.  

One of the most important influences the rise in the prices of food crops, particularly, grains, 
sugar and oilseeds, which became a major food crop used in  bio-fuels production, leading to 
their price increase and stock decrease. For the Arab countries which import many of the 
agricultural commodities such as import resulted in a heavy burden on the balance of payments 
of the Arab world, due to for the low rates of self-sufficiency, and the large contribution of these 
three crops to the value of a gab of staple food commodities, which three of those goods account 
together about 71% of the value of a gap in major food commodities in the Arab world to 
2006(Hatter, 2008). Bio-fuel has become one of the most prominent news items for the time 
being, and there is no objection to the investment in this area, but a number of recent studies 
indicate that these investments are to increase the rate of warming up of the globe, meaning 
exposing it to more threats under the cover of its protection. 

7.1 Types of bio-fuels and the motives behind the production 

The increase in oil prices and the lack of alternatives have led to the tendency of some countries 
such as Brazil, the European Union and the United States of America for liquid bio-fuels in the 
form of ethanol which extracted from sugar, corn and soybeans in the United States or grains, 
especially wheat in the United Kingdom and bio-diesel extracted from oilseeds, in particular, 
based on rapeseed in the United Kingdom or palm oil in South East Asia. The two forms above 
are the first generation bio-fuels, they are derived from raw agricultural products. 

The biogas is the substitute for natural gas. It is derived from a variety of non-food crops, 
including waste biomass; such as wheat and corn straw, woods and biomass crops such as; 
Miscanthus, animal wastes (manure) and industrial and commercial sources. Bio-gas is a second 
generation fuel which derived is from non- food sources. 

Algae fuel, also called third generation or advanced bio-fuels, is a bio-fuel from algae which 
creates much interest in algae culture (farming algae). The observers attention in the bio-fuels 
has increased recently, due to a set of reasons that pushed some of the major industrialized 
countries to use agricultural food products for fuel production. These reasons including: (i) 
securing a local source of energy to reduce dependence on imported oil, (ii) curbing the emission 
of greenhouse gases which is responsible for the global warming resulting from fossil fuels (oil) 
burning, whether by cars or from power generation stations, (iii) promoting local agriculture 
and mitigating the effects of climate change and contributing to energy security. 
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The United States has passed a number of laws aiming at speeding up and expanding the 
production of bio-fuels, through the assistance and financial support offered by the government 
to encourage farmers to grow corn and to take advantage of this support on the one hand and 
from the new marketing opportunities on the other hand. 

7.2 Evolution of bio-fuel production 

Biomass could be used in all its forms (liquid, solid and gas) for bio-fuels production in the form 
of ethanol extracted from plant starch and cellulose, and agricultural crops such as sugar cane, 
maize, potatoes, etc., or in the form of bio-diesel derived from vegetable oils. Each of the ethanol 
and bio-diesel result from biomass fermentation by micro-organisms and enzymes. The world 
production of ethanol is estimated at 47.2 million tons in 2007 (l Licht 's, 2006). 

In fact, the process of plants and organic material transformation into biofuels dates back to a 
long time. In the beginning of the invention of motor vehicles, the first innovators like Rudolph 
Diesel and Henry Ford, used alcohol and peanut oil as fuel and that was before the widespread 
use of oil. After the expansion of oil, which was cheap at that time, the use of alcohol and 
vegetable oils became unfeasible .The use of biofuels was only resumed after the oil crisis in the 
mid-of 1970s, after the first rise in the price of oil in 1973, Brazil began the commercial 
production of bio-fuels sugar cane, which did not affect the rest of agricultural products in 
Brazil, in view of the possibility of growing sugar cane on a wide scale. Using biofuels remained 
only limited in Brazil as fuel dedicated to the Brazilian cars operating within the country and has 
not been associated with the export of technology only after the United States began using the 
corn for the production of ethanol. So, it impacts remained in Brazil during this period. It then 
began in Europe. Now, ethanol production has expanded in the world and, thus, expanded the 
cultivation of agricultural products used in production. 

With the beginning of nineties of the last century, the Brazilian government eliminated the 
support of ethanol due to lower oil prices and higher prices of sugar. Factories stopped sugar 
production because they suffered from great losses. Then, consumers lost confidence in ethanol. 
In 2000 there was a strong return to the use of alcohol, especially ethanol with a fuel after 
claims emerged against the chemicals derived from oil and the related threat to human health. 
This situation led to the emergence of demand for ethanol, and increase its volume to 2 billion 
gallons in the U.S. market (Hatter, 2008). 

7.3 World production of bio-diesel and ethanol 

The global Bio-diesel industry is expanding rapidly, while ethanol continues to dominate the 
volume. The total global production of ethanol in 2006 was 51 billion liters approximately about 
88% of this amount has produced in the United States and Brazil. The total world production of 
bio-diesel oil, about 6.7 billion liters in 2006, produced about 75% of them in the European 
Union countries, and 13% in the United States of America (figure 1). 

Figure 7.1 World production of ethanol and bio-diesel (billion liters) 1991- 2006 

World Production of Ethanol and Biodiesiel-1991-2006
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The second figure shows that most of the world production of bio-diesel occurs in Europe, 
mainly Germany and France, that account for about 85% of the total production. The United 
States, Brazil and Australia are new producers. There has been an increase in the demand for 
the cheaper vegetable oils, such as palm oil because it can be used for the production of bio-
diesel.  

Figure 7.2  World bio-diesel production (in 1000 tons), 2000- 2006 

 
Source: Graph by Zeller&Grass, based ondta published by Fo Licht’s2006 

World production of palm oil more than tripled between 1990 and 2005. Currently, about one 
quarter of the worlds’ palm oil production goes to industrial uses, largely bio-diesel. The major 
exporters of palm oil are Malaysia and Indonesia, exporting primarily to the EU. The main 
importing countries, not necessarily for the production of bio-diesel, are China, India, Pakistan 
and the EU (IATP, 2008). 

Figure 7.3 Worldwide palm oil production 1990 - 2005 

 
Source: htt://www.indexmundi.com/en/commodities/agricultural/oil-plam 

The European Union has an ambitious plan for the use of bio-diesel in the transportation sector. 
The rate of biofuels use will be 5.75% by 2010 and should be increased gradually over the next 
few years.  As the United States of America encourages reliance on this type of fuel by mixing 
ratio of 5% to 8% of bio-diesel with fossil-diesel, it will also exempt it from all duties and taxes 
on traditional fuel. 

Currently, there are more than twenty companies in the United States for bio-diesel production 
and marketing. The American National Council of bio-diesel approved a lot of plans to build 
hundreds of stations of this type of fuel. 
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7.4 General trends in bio-fuel production 

7.4.1 the acceleration in bio-fuel production 

Indeed, the acceleration of bio-fuel production in the coming stage is linked to the agricultural 
and commercial policies in the producing countries. These policies are controlled by a set of 
natural and economic factors. In long term, however, the determinant factor will be at the end 
oil prices, its availability and prices of alternative energy sources. The continuous burst of oil 
prices that occurred in recent years is to be considered as an encouraging and stimulating factor 
for biofuels production; producer countries can reap considerable advantages and save 
substantial costs through producing huge quantities of biofuels as an alternative to oil (figure 
3.1) which shows oil prices between 2006 and 2008 in the first chapter of this report). Yet, in 
light of the big slump in oil prices lately in 2008 and early in 2009, there is no clear indication 
about these prices in the future. 

In terms of energy, the world consumes about 400 exa-joules annually, and it's expected to 
increase by 50% till the year 2025. The largest increase in consumption will be in developing 
countries, particularly India and China. (Ugarte, 2006) estimates that the current daily 
consumption of oil is about 21 million barrels of gasoline and 21 million of diesel. These 
quantities are equal to 30 million barrels of biofuels in addition to 23 million barrels of bio-
diesel. If the latter was translated into planted area of sugar cane and maize, it would be equal to 
300 million hectare of sugar cane and 590 million hectare of maize. These figures are 15 times 
the current planted area of sugar cane, and 5 times that planted with maize.  In addition, bio-
diesel production would need planting 225 million hectares of palm, which are 20 times current 
planted area. Meeting these needs demands sustainable competitiveness policies in order to take 
advantage of the available opportunities. Consequently, such policies should be at the heart of 
development interests of the countries willing to produce biofuels in the coming stage. On the 
other hand, full replacement of biofuels with fossil fuel demands a big jump in the techniques 
used now, and organizations and institutions that take into consideration the developmental, 
social, and economic impacts of producing biofuels. It is worth mentioning that the nature of 
agriculture is in favour of biofuels production, considering the diversity of agricultural 
production and the plenty available alternatives. 

Brazil enjoys the highest level of ability to compete in terms of biofuels production. It uses about 
half of its sugar production in producing ethanol. Additionally, investment in biofuels 
production there increased from US$ 5 billion in 1995 to US$ 38 billion in 2005, and it is 
expected to reach US$ 100 billion in 2010. The EU, in turn, is focusing on bio-diesel production, 
where bio-diesel is mostly produced from seeds as well as sunflower oil and palm oil. The EU 
produced 3.5 million tones of bio-diesel in 2005, which represents an increase of about 65% 
comparing with 2004 production. In 2006, the EU produced 4.8 million tones of bio-diesel; this 
makes it the first bio-diesel producer in the world. 

Figure 7.4 International ethanol production by countries in 2006, billion litres.  
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Source: Hatter, 2008. 
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Currently, bio-sources based energy represents 10% of the total consumed energy around the 
world. Hereafter, a table that shows the percentages of using biofuels compared to the total used 
fuel in transport in some countries. The table also shows the future projections in this regard, 
presuming that current technologies used in extracting biofuels will not change. 

Table 3.1 Using biofuels compared to total used fuel in transport in some countries and the future 
expectations (%).               
Year China India  Brazil  US EU Other countries 

2005 2 1 37 2 1 0 

Proj. 2010 4 5 47 3 4 2 

Proj. 2015 6 8 49 3 7 2 

Proj. 2020 8 11 58 4 10 2 

Source: Ugrete, 2006. 

7.4.2 Emerging economies in biofuels production 

There is a room for some countries to simulate the Brazilian experience in biofuels production, 
through implementing policies that encourage biofuels production. Among the countries that 
started really heading in this direction, China, Malaysia and India. Moreover, while China is 
trying to cover its local needs in order to get rid of oil importation, India and Malaysia are 
seeking to gradually cover a part of the international needs of biofuels. India, in particular, 
considers finding an alternative to fossil oil as a priority. China, in turn, has strict food security 
policies. Thus, it will later remove the biofuels supports, taking into account that it is an 
importer of oil seeds, and it doesn’t export it. Therefore, it will try to produce biofuels from 
cassava, sweet potato and maize. It will also rely on animal fats and vegetable oil together for 
bio-diesel production. On the other hand, according to (Liech, 2006), Argentina will activate 
bio-fuel production in 2010. The state will force oil stations to produce 5% of its total locally sold 
production as ethanol or bio-diesel extracted from vegetable oil. That would be equal to 300 
million liter. In addition, Argentina imposes small fees on bio-fuel exports, contrary to exports 
of crops used for producing bio-fuel. 

Malaysia decided to establish 14 regions dedicated for bio-diesel production and development 
(Zieler & Grace, 2007), responding to EU markets’ demand on this commodity. Furthermore, 
the state approved the usage of bio-fuel in commercial transportation. The Pilipino parliament 
also approved the bio-fuel law in mid 2006, which is similar to the Argentinean law, both in 
percentages and dates, except that the used plant will be coconut. Indonesia is also planning to 
qualify major regions to be bases for producing bio-energy as an alternative to oil. Lastly, some 
southern African Desert countries, such as Madagascar and Tanzania are trying to bring 
investments for large scale production of bio-fuel there. 

7.4.3 the opportunities for developing countries to share markets with developed countries 

It is obviously clear, when bio-fuel policies in developing and developed countries are reviewed, 
that some of the former are trying to be major exporters of bio-fuel in the coming stage. Indeed, 
they would count on their wide agricultural production. With the exception of China, which is 
just trying to meet its local needs, the sum of developing countries that are planning to produce 
bio-fuel will become real producers after some time. However, their capacity to compete with 
developed countries in bio-fuel is linked with their ability to reduce production costs much 
more. In case of Brazil, which is the most important producer of bio-fuel among developing 
countries, it is expected that it will start planting sugar cane instead of citrus and coffee, even in 
grazing areas. Some economists think that Brazil may become the “Saudi Arabia” of bio-fuel, 
even if the US is the first producer currently.   

Some developing countries consider bio-fuel production as a real opportunity to enhance their 
income, particularly those countries enjoying wet tropical or  semi-tropical climate. 
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Additionally, some other developing countries have a comparative advantage in producing bio-
fuel, and this advantage can be exploited. Developing countries in general will benefit on the 
long term from strong international demand on bio-fuel. Higher oil prices, which are not 
expected to slump in the coming stage, will help in increasing producer countries’ revenues, 
specifically because sugar cane is the most efficient plant till the moment in terms of producing 
biomass that turns into bio-fuel. Furthermore, Caribbean countries are characterized for their 
long experience in terms of utilizing plant residuals. The chief of Oil and Markets Division in the 
International Energy Agency says, “In light of the current technology, the most efficient bio-fuel 
is that extracted from sugar cane; therefore, several countries that are natural producers of 
sugar cane have a real opportunity to promote their economies.”41 However, higher prices of 
other crops used in bio-fuel production will influence this benefit. Food security factors will 
limit the expansion of producing crops used in bio-fuel production in case this expansion 
threatens national food security in some developing countries. This leads to the question about 
the most relevant crops for bio-fuel production in developing countries. Should they produce 
ethanol or bio-diesel? Consequently, what are the new species that can be planted in developing 
countries and are economically much profitable? In this context, experts mention Carcus, 
cassava, or Camilina seeds. Moreover, economically talking, experts say that using crop 
residuals instead of the crops themselves would save resources and reduce the related costs for 
developing countries. This should be addressed in light of the fact that converting cellulose into 
biomass costs much currently, but it is being promoted rapidly, and is expected to be 
substantially cheaper within few years. 

On the other hand, bio-fuel production in developing countries will face severe competition 
from developed countries, which support directly or indirectly their production. This threatens 
developing countries’ profits to become zero if the support goes beyond a specific level. 
Furthermore, developing countries will suffer lacking of developed techniques relevant for 
extracting bio-fuel. These techniques are available for developed countries, but only old 
techniques are available for developing countries that produce or will produce bio-fuel. Herein, 
the risk of monopolizing the techniques by developed countries that produce bio-fuel can be 
addressed. Indeed, the risk includes preventing developing countries from benefiting from these 
techniques till the second generation of them exists, then developed countries allow developing 
countries to use the first old generation. Additionally, developing countries may face trade 
barriers and none trade barriers that hinder their exports of bio-fuel to developed countries, 
particularly in light of the huge production in some developed countries like the USA. At this 
stage, South-South trade can play a major role, and developing countries must encourage this 
trade to face possible barriers that developed countries might impose. 

An UN report about bio-fuel says, “There is an incentive for governments to support small scale 
bio-energy producers because governments tend to get higher returns on investments by 
fostering small scale production due to the lowered demand for social welfare spending and the 
great economic multiplier effects incurred where money is earned and spent by community 
members who obtain new or higher paying jobs or businesses” (EU Bio-industries, 2007). 

In addition, the EU is self sufficiency in terms of bio-diesel produced from vegetable oil, 
however, it only produces 3% of its needs of ethanol. This should be seen as an opportunity for 
LDCs that have preferential agreements with the EU to meet the European markets’ needs, 
particularly the Caribbean countries that produce sugar. 

7.4.4 Bio-fuel production costs 

This subject is considered very sensitive because it is determent in terms of economic 
profitability of bio-fuel. An FAO report indicates that bio-fuel production is growing despite the 
expectations that its prices will keep their much higher levels comparing with fossil oil’s 

                                                 
41    http://www.moheet.com/show_files.aspx?fid=122918    
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production costs, and other expectations that the prices will range between 104 and 106 US$ per 
100 liter during most of the coming decade42.  

Yet, there are some evidences that contradict FAO report. In this sense, Governmental Brazilian 
Oil Company started marketing its production of bio-fuel in Japan, where oil stations will buy it 
with prices lower than Gasoline prices. The company previously succeeded in producing a 
substantial volume of sugar cane-based bio-ethanol with low costs, and it believes now that bio-
fuel which tends to export to Japan will costs lesser than gas cost, even if CIF costs are included. 
The Brazilian company exports bio-fuel to the USA, China and Taiwan as well43. Brazil enjoys 
the lowest cost internationally in terms of bio-fuel production, either in terms of processing 
costs, or prices of used crops. Thailand follows Brazil, and it faces big local demand on bio-fuel. 
Brazil also enjoys the largest comparative advantage in bio-fuel production, where the liter costs 
US$ 0.22 (it is 0.3 in USA and 0.53 in the EU). This results from the large scale of production 
and the cheap recourses. Following, is a figure shows total and net costs of bio-fuel production 
in relate to crop prices by individual countries. 

Figure 7.5 Total and net cost of bio-fuel production by crops and countries, €/Hectare. 

 
      Source: Hatter, 2008 

7.5 International bio-fuel policies 

7.5.1 Common policy issues 

The following Common policy issues reflect the current understanding between bio-fuel, 
climatic change, and food security: 

 A lot of talk is based on potential alternatives by using raw cellulose materials relying on 
non food crops. However, cellulose fuel is not suitable currently for trading, and may be 
for long years to come, and it considered risky to put policies depending technological 
assumptions not proved yet. 

 As a rule of thumb, the main Depending on practiced patterns, environment impacts 
resulting from the use of bio-fuel will lead to big changes in the use of lands. Consequently, 
emptying the lands from forests will magnify the problem of temperature increase.  

 Increasing bio-fuel production may result in negative impacts on environment and food 
security, especially in Africa, and parts of southern Asia, and also in environments that 
have plenty of water such as the Mississippi basin and Mexico Gulf. All of the above affect 

                                                 
42  http://www.aljazeera.net/NR/exeres/B7705633-D2F1-4ABA-B86E-DD56DB877670.htm  
43 http://www.kuna.net.kw/newsagenciespublicsite/ArticleDetails.aspx?Language=ar&id=1917876  
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the quality of water as a result of producing nitrogen resulting from the excessive raw 
products production. 

 Bio-fuel forms possible challenges in front of trade policies, because of its acquiring a tariff 
protection as it classified in the context of the different classification of WTO, and treating 
it as an agricultural commodity or industrial commodity, or environmental commodity. 
Frequently, bio-fuel trade treatment subject to national concern related to self dependent 
on fuel. 

 There is a need to analyze the life circle of heat restrain revives resulting from changing the 
use of lands directly and indirectly. 

 It should be not analyzing the bio-fuel separately from other factors, even it necessary to 
put bio-fuel in the context of the global energy cycle including renewable energy resources.       

 

7.5.2 General Policies Challenges 

Protection policy 

Developed countries resort to protect bio-fuel in different ways. For example, great industrial 
countries’ governments provide huge subsidy to producing bio-fuel to compete Benzene and 
traditional diesel oil. These subsidies include consumer’s incentives44, production incentives45, 
compulsory consumption, high tariff rate, and obligatory mixing of bio-fuel with traditional fuel. 
All previous subsidy procedures, with cost ranging yearly between US$ 5.5 billion to $7.3 billion, 
lead to price increase to US$ 0.36/liter of ethanol equivalent to petrol. As for the European 
Union, the total subsidy for all kinds of bio-fuel is 3.7 billion, and EU countries intend to cover 
8% of its needs of fuel from bio resources by the beginning of 2015 and 20% by 2020. 

All policy procedures mentioned above which lead to the increase of demand on bio-fuel and, 
consequently, to the fast growth of bio-fuel production. This, in turn resulted in huge economic, 
social, and environmental consequences that make it a must to reconsider the issues of bio-fuel 
production, as mentioned in and FAO report. 

Major producing countries attitudes  

 United States  

The USA insists to produce bio-fuel, as where one third of its corn production of 2—7 was 
used in producing bio-fuel in 2007.  

 Brazil 

Brazil denied the claims that bio-fuel responsible for the recent increase of international 
food prices, and it attributes the rise of food prices to developing countries that increased 
their consumption of food46.  It is useful to note, as it mentioned above, that Brazil is the 
largest producer of some kinds of bio-fuel such as ethanol, and considered, together with 
the United States, the largest producer of ethanol as they account for around 80% of the 
world production. 

 European Union 

European Union set a plan aiming to cover 10% of the oil used for transportation from bio-
fuel at the beginning of 2020. But the European Union’s ministers understand the 
suggestion on the bio-fuel policy in a wrong way because the draft plan did not precisely 
identify the source of the needed fuel. It rather emphasized that the source should be 

                                                 
44 Tax reduction on fuel. 
45 Tax incentives, loan guarantee, direct support payments. 
46 BBC new site. 
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renewable energy. The World Bank, United Nations, and environmental organizations are 
putting pressure on the European Union to modify its policies related to bio-fuel. But the 
European Legation refused to abandon his position concerning the bio-fuel production 
plan. Lately, the European Union changed its attitude about fuel production plan as Mr. 
J.L. Borlo, the French Minister of environment, declared that there was misunderstanding 
because the previous aim means that only 10% of the needed fuel will be met by bio-fuel, 
and he added that the European Union should clarify that it has electrical cars which have 
their batteries recharged by clear electricity or that work with hydrogen. Also, he 
mentioned that this is a new technology and it is not practically available today. However, 
it seems that the bio-fuel was a wonderful idea before 18 months but its value not clear 
today. 

 China  

China denies the developed countries claim that the world food price increase is resulting 
from the increase of emerging economies like India and china due to their larg population 
and the high economic growth achieved by these two countries. The volume of cereals 
imports of these two countries is decreasing steadily since 1980. China considers that the 
bio fuel production increase, particularly by USA and EU as the main reason for the food 
price increase. Moreover, it wants to increase its production of bio-fuel by four times to 
reach 15 billion liters at the beginning of 2020. To reach this goal, China should increase 
its production of maize by 26%. 

 India 

India is aiming for similar goals relating to bio-fuel to help in mitigating the temperature 
increase effect connected to gas emission as a result of burning conventional fuel such as 
oil, coal. Accordingly, it aims at increasing national production of energy which means a 
big increase in planting sugar cane. 

Consuming countries attitudes 

 European Union  

The Environment Committee of the European Parliament calls upon reducing the aimed rate of 
renewable energy in the beginning of 2020 from 10% to only 4%. In addition to that, the 
committee asks to reevaluate these procedures in 2015, and union countries will import its need 
from bio-fuel from Brazil.  

 United States  

United States covers approximately 16% of its needs of energy from bio-fuel it produced or 
imported. The United States and European Union markets are considered the most important 
market for ethanol.  

 Brazil 

Brazil  is both a producer and consumer of ethanol. 

 China 

China will depend on its own resources to produce bio-fuel that allows it to attain 9% of its 
needs from bio-fuel in the beginning of 2020. 

 Japan 

Japan will be the leading country in importing bio-fuel; particularly because it is the second 
consumer of Benzene, followed the United States. In the context of increasing oil prices, Japan 
was significantly harmed by this increase of prices. In light of Japan objectives concerning the 
reduction of CO2 emission, in conformity with KYOTO Agreement, it decided to resort to bio-
fuel. Moreover, the Japanese taxi drivers are very concerned about consuming environmentally 
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friendly fuel. Some analysts stated that Japan was harmed by the increase of the national 
agricultural residuals, which means that the bio-fuel production very high cost will lead Japan to 
import bio-fuel from Brazil. 

The impact of bio-fuel on food prices 

Significant reservations are surrounding the current impact of producing bio-fuel, and the quick 
growth of demand on food crops to produce bio-fuel is considered as one of the main factors 
leading world price incredible increase of food products. Additionally, the increase of oil prices, 
the unfavorable climatic conditions, as well as the increase of food prices, nearly all around the 
world, had negative impacts on the countries that devote huge part of their income to food. 
According to the available figures, the list of food items imported by developing countries is 
increasing. The figures indicate the increasing bill of the developing food importing countries. 
This bill used to account for 10% between 2005 and 2006, while it went up to 33% in 2006 and 
2007. Moreover, the bill of cereals imports of poor food deficit countries increased by 14% 
compared to last year to reach US$ 28 billion imposing a high pressure on the imports of these 
countries. 

What we mentioned before is few indicators resulting from the tendency toward using raw food 
in producing bio-fuel.  

Analyzing the connection between fuel and food includes many complexities, in spite of the 
international common agreement around the role of the fast increase of demand on bio-fuel raw 
materials, and the increasing food prices. This role varied among countries, and it is difficult to 
measure this relation. Even though the available quantities of food are sufficient for the world 
but the big challenge is the access to this food of whole population. 

Access to food is another problem related to its affordability, and people’s ability to overcome 
income-related obstacles. Here comes into sight the food security issues related to income and 
food costs of the majority of poor people. Accordingly, bio-fuel production by using agricultural 
products, even non-food products, will increase pressure on natural resources and, as a result, 
will increase the costs of food. Moreover, any increase in food prices will lead to severe problems 
for food consumers, agricultural labor, as well as poor people in rural and urban areas. 

7.6 Is the bio-fuel friendly to environment? 

Common opinion on bio fuel is split into two parts. The first part considers bio-fuel as a new 
support to environment as it will free it from the poisonous gas emissions, while the second 
believe that it is a big crime against humanity as it consumes a main part of people’s food 
resources.  

A study published recently by the Swiss Academic of Substance Sciences47, found that bio-fuel is 
not necessarily the best solution for the environmental problems caused by fuel produced from 
oil, despite all the efforts to mitigate the negative effects.  The study indicated that though some 
kinds of bio-fuel are of less harmful exhausts by 30% comparing to traditional fuel, getting bio-
fuel from corn, and soybean cause various environmental problems that will aggravate over 
time. 

Researchers are monitoring the impact of extracting ethanol, methanol, and diesel from plants 
on environment, starting from planting till extracting fuel, industrialization process, and getting 
rid of the processing residues. 

The researchers emphasized that working to get less exhausts must be not the only criteria to 
assess the quality of bio-fuel, but other factors should be taken into account. For instance, the 

                                                 
47 Al Jazeera net- Zyourekh. 
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huge quantities of fertilizers that will be used and their impact on soil and water which may be 
reflected negatively on the climate in the tropical areas can be considered. 

The above mentioned study anticipated that the tropical areas will suffer from piling up of CO2. 
Moreover, the increase of air pollution caused by carbon black resulting from the destruction of 
forests by burning and other gazes such as nitrogen oxide, erosolate, and dioxin, will result in 
enormous loss of biological diversity in these areas. 

The study also sees that in the areas at the North of the Equator, it is difficult to depend on 
cereals to produce bio-methanol because it is not economically effective, and due to limited 
available planting areas and low productivity. Also there is the risk of high rate of drainage water 
pollution arising from the excessive use of fertilizers. 

The above mentioned study coincides with the United Nations Committee recommendations on 
the sustainability of biological energy that indicates the necessity of clarifying the economical 
social and environmental impacts of bio-fuel  before take a political decision toward complete 
move to produce bio-fuel. 

As we all know, the current climatic changes and pollution that reached dangerous level are 
strongly connected to the types of energy use.  The first way to restrict these changes that are 
threatening humanity is reducing the use of fossil fuel to reduce the various poisonous gas 
emissions like CO2. The second way is changing the sources of the used energy, and from here 
raises the role of renewable resources, especially bio-mass energy. This bio-mass energy is the 
main source of energy completely neutral relating to CO2. 

7.6.1 Comparing the pollution volume resulting from bio-fuel and fossil fuel 

Fossil fuel is considered the strongest factor that is aggravating a universal greenhouse effect , 
where; it is threatening the agricultural activity and other human activities48. This is from one 
side, and from the other side, the reserves of this fuel will not lasted more than 40-50 years at 
most. Depending on these two facts, searching for other energy alternatives is imposed by a 
limitation of future energy resources of fossil fuel and by resulting pollution related to irrational 
use.  

7.6.2 The impact on forest 

Contrary to the prevailing belief, extended use and production of bio-fuel does not necessarily 
contribute so much to restricting the emission of heat restrain gazes. Indeed the larger impact of 
bio-fuel on the emergence of heat restrain gazes is specified according to changes in using lands. 
As example, removing forest aiming compliance a demand growing on agricultural products 
caused powerful threat to good lands and hereditary diversification, and reason to emerge heat 
restrain gazes. It is possible that the  second generation of bio-fuel products which is currently 
developed and it not tradable yet by using wood storage,  long grass, crops and woody trashes 
will contribute to balancing  the temperature increase resulting from fossil fuel and heat restrain 
gazes. 

7.7 Comparison among different types of energy 

7.7. 1 Fossil fuel 

 Fossil Fuel is the source of a huge quantity of gazes,  particularly CO2 .  It estimated that in 
the next 10 or 20 years at most, the gas emission will reach an unprecedented peak and the 
related impacts will last for a much longer period than expected. 

                                                 
48 Gostavo Best- the head of energy coordinator. 
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The cost of oil and oil derivatives production will increase due to the depletion of the available 
quantity. On the other hand, the cost of environment clearing from the effects of fossil fuel will 
exceed that of supporting bio fuel to penetrate the markets. 7.7.2 Bio-fuel 

Producing bio-fuel affects on the environment at the national and international levels because it 
affects lands, water resources, biological diversity, and global climate. 

In most countries, the biggest policy objective of developing bio-energy is mitigating the impact 
of climatic change. But analyzing of life cycle that measures the emergence through production 
chain is referred to disparity in carbon funds depending on used technology and production 
paths, some of them even lead to producing larger emissions than produced by fossil-fuel. This 
is evidenced by lands conversion processes, mechanization, use of fertilizer at the preliminary 
production stages, and using non renewable energy in industry and transportation. Among the 
main concerns, the fall back of carbon reserves due to the previous conversions, which will lead 
to piling up of carbon debts, the payment of which will take decades and even centuries. 
Concerning bio diversification, the main threat through producing bio-fuel is changing land 
uses, whereas, changing natural woody areas to agricultural lands will cause large biological 
unbalance. In addition, the danger of new crops planted in these new areas or adding genetically 
modified substances to increase productivity, or planting only one crop in extended areas. 
Regarding lands and water planting intensification increases the pressure on resources that are 
limited49 in the first place, plus land and water pollution by chemical substances. 

7.7.2 Solar energy 

Terrestrial globe receives its needs of solar radiation to compliance to growing demand on solar 
energy systems. The rate of solar rays that reaches the earth surface is sufficient to ensuring 
world needs of energy by more than 3000 times. Each square meter of earth faces the sun can 
produce 1700 kilowatts/hour of energy/year. The solar ray is converted to electricity, and the 
produced direct electric current is stored in batteries or changed to alternating current through 
electric transformer. The produced solar energy all around the world may reach 54 billion 
kilowatts/hour by the beginning of 2020. 

7.7.3 Wind energy 

Exploiting wind energy reached advanced stages. Wind energy is a common phenomenon, and it 
is the most developed renewable energy source depending on new clean technique, effective and 
endless. Current wind turbines formed an extremely developed technology because it can to 
modified, easy to assemble  and to run. Furthermore, it is possible to produce energy that 
exceeds current world needs by 200 times. But in spite of the low cost of production, there are 
still some restrictions connected to the type of produced energy, in other words, electricity, 
mechanical energy or heat.   

7.8 Bio-fuel in the Arab context  

There is an agreement that the bio-fuel is one of reasons behind increasing food prices, but the 
problem is that Arab countries deal with the crisis only in this context, which reflects in general 
on the failure in dealing with the current food crisis. 

Arab countries deal with the crisis by defining, and recording its clearness without making a 
single step to put practical programs or suggestions for effective and implementable solutions  
Furthermore, Arab media brings up the bio-fuel as a good reason for food price rise, whereas 
they should design strategies to face the crisis connected to national security such as self 
sufficiency of  food products in particular  and agricultural products in general. This is done 
through timely programs that enhance the awareness of the results in a precise and tangible 

                                                 
49 the liquid bio fuel equals 1% of crops transpiration water, and 2% of irrigation water. 
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form, so that Arab countries are protected from the various pressures exerted on them,  
especially those having plenty of agricultural and food products. 

7.8.1 The role of agricultural policies in the Arab context 

Agricultural policies that have been applied by Arab countries, which lack harmonization, 
increase the damages resulting from the international increase of food products prices. 
Therefore, they should work seriously to modify these policies and find alternative policies able 
to put long term solutions, because currently Arab countries are being driven out of the 
agricultural production and investment, and the private sector in the Arab region turns away 
from investing in this sector. 

As mentioned in the United Arab Economic report 2007, the productivity of Arab agricultural 
worker only comes to 60% of agricultural worker in developed countries, as the agricultural 
sector becomes employment deportee due to the low pay in this sector comparing to other 
sectors. The same report mentioned that the pay of agricultural worker in the Arab countries at 
best reaches 35% of a worker pay in other sectors. 

The previous condition increased the suffering of the Arab world that in general has a deficit in 
producing the needed agricultural products, and specifically food products. The following 
figures refer that in 2005, the demand on agricultural products increased by 4%, while 
agricultural production increased by only 2.5% in the same year. This point led to a in self 
sufficient rates of plenty of agricultural products, particularly in the case of cereals because the 
Arab world self sufficiency of cereals and flour drew back from 55.2% to 51% in 2005. This 
means that the Arabs imported a half of their needed cereals and flour. 

Contrary to this, food imports increased and become around 70% of the total Arab agricultural 
imports, and these imports increased in quantity and values because in 2005, food imports 
increased as quantity by 11.3% and as value by 6%. 

Accordingly, practical solutions should be found for this crisis at Arab national and regional 
level because developed countries will not stop producing bio-fuel. Furthermore, it is  evident, 
the Rom summit that held at the beginning of June 2008 fell to find real mechanisms to stop 
develop countries to produce it or at least turn to other non agricultural products, such as 
“GATROVA”. It was mentioned that it is more effective in producing biofuels than food 
products, even the summit does not result in decision restricting bio-fuel production because of 
its competition with the poor people on their food, which means that developed countries and 
other producing countries will continue to produce bio-fuel without caring about poor needs.             

7.8.2 Arab states initiatives in biofuels production  

There are some Arab countries initiatives for the use of green energy as an alternative energy, 
and produce bio-fuel from agricultural, food residues and sub-product of the sugar industry and 
not from the agricultural products directly. The Arab countries which have witnessed those 
initiatives are the United Arab Emirates, Algeria, Sudan, Oman and Egypt. 

In the United Arab Emirates, an investment fund "to ensure the investment" announced, in 
Dubai in August 2008, the establishment of a company to produce bio-diesel for the first time in 
the Gulf region. This represented a challenge to the fossil fuel in the home. The company will 
begin bio-fuel production of high quality in the United Arab Emirates and the GCC countries to 
launch at a later stage to the Middle East and North Africa. 

Also a project "green city", which is associated to Abu Dhabi Future Energy institution, was 
launched. The project aims to develop new and renewable energies. This is in addition to the 
launch of an initiative in 2006. It is regarded as one of the most important energy projects that 
focus on the development of advanced technology and benefit from them in the areas of 
renewable energy systems. Also it enhances the efficiency of energy and carbon management 
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sectors, through the conversion into products with economic revenue, and putting them in the 
different uses of water such as desalination. 

In Algeria the capital, it is established the palm of Biotechnology project in 2006 for ethanol 
production from none expendable dates and remains at traders without Selling. 

In Sudan, the sugar companies have tended to produce ethanol from molasses (by-product of 
sugar industry). It is anticipated that the production of ethanol from those companies in the 
year 2008 will be about 55 million liters, of which some 30 million liters will be from Kenana 
Sugar Company, which produces about 380 tons of sugar annually., About 25 million liters from 
the Sudanese Sugar Company, which includes four companies and produces about 360 tons of 
sugar annually. (D Siam). 

In Oman, a plant was established to transform palm dates extracts into bio-ethanol fuel. It can 
start production in 2008, and with capacity of 900 thousand liters per day (about 0.5 million 
tons per year). Oman is looking for it to be the pioneer in the Arab world in 2010. 

In Egypt, first plant in in the Arab region and Middle East for the bio-fuels solid production 
from rice straw was opened in the Eastern Governorate on 16/10/2008. It was established by 
the private sector with Czech expertise and technology. There is tendency not to produce bio-
fuels from food crops and to limit the production from agricultural residues. The project will 
contribute effectively to solve the problem of pollution caused by burning agricultural residues, 
and benefit from it economically of bio-fuels production.  

In addition, Egypt will also produce bio-diesel from the Jatropha tree, which covers currently 
about 42 thousand hectares in southern Egypt. It is irrigated by treated sewage water to become 
a source of clean energy and renewable alternative to diesel oil. (Http://www.ahram.org.eg / 
Archive/2008/2/13/EGYP12.HTM). 

 

 
Source: New York Times – side of jatropha tree  

It should be noted that the Arab countries are rich in biomass, especially palm trees, as well as 
the agricultural residues whose potentials are not exploited and that can be converted into bio-
fuel. 

7.9 Bio-fuel suitability for Syria 

The main crops used in bio-fuel production are still maize, wheat and sugar cane on the one 
hand, and oil seeds (palm oil and rutabaga seeds’ oil) on the other. A third source is plant 
residuals (cellulose). Concerning converting cellulose into bio-fuel, it is still an expensive 
process, and doesn’t have economic profitability. However, researches are beginning to 
investigate how its costs can be reduced. Regarding oil seeds, Syria has no production of palm 
oil, but it produces animal fats. Contrary to oil seeds, extracting bio-fuel from animal fats is 
much more expensive, and it can’t be economically profitable in Syria, particularly if animal 
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products’ prices are taken into consideration. In terms of sugar cane, it’s not widely planted in 
Syria, but it is planted just for local consumption. However, we will present, in the next 
paragraph the possibility, to benefit from it. Wheat is an important and strategic food crop, and 
its nutritional use has the priority comparing with bio-fuel production. Regarding oil seeds, 
sunflower is produced fairly in Syria, and we will study the possibility to benefit from it in this 
relevance. Planted maize in Syria is quite limited, beside that it is a water intensive crop. Thus, it 
is almost impossible to benefit from maize in bio-fuel production in Syria. Yet, two crops 
remain, and there is a need to study them: camilina and grape.  

• In terms of sugar cane, there is no data about its local production, but its exports were only 
3000 KG in 2005 against 30 tones of imports. This indicates the difficulty of counting on sugar 
cane in bio-fuel production. 

• In terms of sunflower, Syria produced 15000 tones in 2006, where its plantation is 
concentrated in Al Gab and Aleppo regions. In the same year, Syria imported 37000 tones of 
sunflower oil, which points out the impossibility to rely on sunflower in case bio-fuel production 
is intended. 

• Regarding Grape, “Grape is one of the most economic crops in Syria, and it is a profitable 
source of income and livelihood for a large number of Syrian farmers. Grape is a crop of many 
uses, depending on the purpose: table, raisin, treacle, juice, wine, grape paste, and the residues 
of wine production used as a feed for animal and organic fertilizer to improve the type of soil.”50 
Syria produced 336000 tones of grape in 2006, more than one third of them were irrigated, and 
the rest were rain fed. The production concentrates in Daraa and Homes. Syria exported 1600 
tones of grape in 2006. In recent years, Syria ranked 28th among grapes’ exporter countries in 
the world, where its international share equals 0.4%51. Some red grape in Syria is being used for 
distilling and manufacturing alcoholic beverages, where its wines enjoy high percentage of 
ethanol. More interestingly, the conversion coefficient for some verities being distilled in the EU 
reached 76% in France, 65% in Italy, 50% in Spain, and 45% in Greece. Syria has the relevant 
expertise to distil grape and extract ethanol from it. Thus, in case Syria wants to look for 
relevant ways to produce bio-fuel locally, the possibility to benefit from grapes can be studied. 

• Concerning Camilina, it is a winter or spring crop, and it is a member of the mustard 
family. The plant requires little to no seedbed preparation, and can bear unfavorable climatic 
conditions, particularly cold weather. The crop is largely resistant to the black spot disease. It is 
usually called German sesame or wild flax, and it is famous for its rich-oil seeds. Researchers, 
farmers and producers are focusing on this plant, as it can be a good alternative to soybeans oil. 
The latter is being used in bio-fuel production. However, Camilina oil contains 35-40% linolenic 
acid, which is higher eightfold than canola and 1% than soybeans. The plant is low inputs of 
fertilizer, herbicide, pesticides and energy, and it has been categorized among “low input costs” 
crops. The plant can be harvested twice per year. In general, Camilina is relevant for bio-fuel 
production at a glance, particularly in light of its easy and available needed conditions. 
Moreover, in terms of climate, Camilina is relevant for Syria. Nonetheless, there is a need for 
more detailed scientific studies about it in case the state tends to plant it widely in Syria. 

                                                 
50 Based on  Baghasa, 2006. 
51 Baghasa, 2006. 
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Picture 7.1 Camilina 

 

  
The advantages and disadvantages of bio-fuel   

 The potential advantages 

 The bio-fuel, first of all is renewable source and inexhaustible which comply with 
sustainability. 

 Bio-fuel is neutral in terms of CO2, which means that it will not increase co2 rate in the 
atmosphere. 

  There is possibility in produce different types of it, such as producing gas for burning, or 
liquid to fill tanks. Moreover, it is possible to produce charcoal from bio-fuel and filling it in 
coalsack. This mean that bio-fuel is conformable in terms commercial procedures and final use.  

3.1. It may become the only alternative fuel in all means of transportation. 

 Its production costs are considered lower if we take into consideration the costs of 
exploration, extraction, purification, and environmental damage caused by fossil fuel. 

 Getting rid of trashes resulting from bio-fuel pulling out less damage than that resulting 
from rational oil industries, and may be in some cases parallel to risks caused by huge 
agricultural operations.  

 The potential disadvantages and constrains 

 From production constrains raise the subject of availability of needed lands to produce the 
needed quantities in such a way that it does not compete with food production and influence 
prices. 

 The existing disorder of the price system of energy. 

 Recent studies clarified that planting crops such as turnip seeds, sugarcane, and corn that 
are used to produce bio-fuel will not only lead to increasing food prices,  but it will have worst 
impacts on climate, if we take into account production and transportation costs. 
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 Some companies that actually started producing bio-fuel recognized that the issue of the 
energy alternative is extremely sensitive and complicated because of the lack of conclusive 
answers to all related enquiries and anxieties. 

 Usable water is the most important factor of the energy crisis that the world will face 
because producing bio-fuel crops needs huge quantities of water. One of studies mentioned that 
producing one gallon of ethanol needs four gallons of usable water, and if we calculate the 
needed water to produce ethanol staring from planting corn till delivery to benzene station, each 
gallon of ethanol needs 11 gallons of water (Copying from Saudi Economist Newspaper).  

 The most important problems is rising food prices all around the world as a result of using 
agricultural products to produce bio-fuel because the most poor people all around the world 
depend on corn and wheat as a two food main sources, and it is illogical that a big group of poor 
people is died as a result of hunger while the other world uses its food for cars because it is 
friend to   environment. 

 The environmental impacts of oil and its derivatives are numerous, but it is obvious 
alternatives that consuming country’s governments try to impose, on the pretext of 
strengthening energy security, is caused damages more by far of oil and its derivatives whether 
at economic and environmental level or even at moral level. The unique alternative that it 
possible to be the next energy crises is not as a result of scarcity of oil, but it caused by illusive 
promises of other energy resources that get huge support from different governments. 

Main findings 

• Bio-fuel is one of the oldest types of fuel used since the ancient times but it turned out 
attention in the recent years, the result of a substantial rise in oil prices and the resulting 
climatic changes began to be seen to their impact on the food supply through their direct impact 
on agricultural systems and agricultural production. 

• Biomass could be used in all its forms (liquid, solid and gas) for bio-fuels production in the 
form of ethanol which  extracted from plant starch and cellulose, and agricultural crops such as 
sugar cane, maize, potatoes, etc., or in the form of bio-diesel derived from vegetable oils. 

• The European Union has placed an ambitious plan for the use of bio-diesel in 
transportation. The Rate of biofuels use will be 5.75% by 2010 and should be increased gradually 
over the next few years. 

•   As the United States of America encourages reliance on this type of fuel by mixing ratio of 
5% to 8% of bio-diesel with fossil-diesel, will also be exempted from all duties and taxes 
imposed on traditional fuel.  

• Acceleration bio-fuel production in the coming stage is linked to the agricultural and 
commercial policies in the producer countries. These policies are controlled by a set of natural 
and economic factors. In long term, however, the determinant factor will be at the end oil prices, 
its availability and prices of alternative energy sources.  

• In terms of energy, the world consumes about 400 exa-joules annually, and it's expected to 
increase by 50% till the year 2025. The largest increase in consumption will be in developing 
countries, particularly India and China. (Ugarte, 2006) estimates that the current daily 
consumption of oil is about 21 million barrel of gasoline and 21 million of diesel. These 
quantities are equal to 30 million barrel of bio-fuel in addition to 23 million barrel of bio-diesel 
extracted from vegetable oil. 

•  There is a room for some countries to simulate the Brazilian experience in bio-fuel 
production, through conducting policies that encourage producing bio-fuel. Among the 
countries that started really heading to this direction, China, Malaysia and India.  
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• Some developing countries consider bio-fuel production as a real opportunity to enhance 
their income, particularly those countries enjoying wet tropical or Simi-tropical climate. 
Additionally, some other developing countries have a comparative advantage in producing bio-
fuel, and this advantage can be exploited. Developing countries in general will benefit on the 
long term from strong international demand on bio-fuel.  

• Bio-fuel production in developing countries will face severe competition from developed 
countries, which support directly or indirectly their production.  

• The EU is self sufficiency in terms of bio-diesel produced from vegetable oil; however, it only 
produces 3% of its needs of ethanol. This should be seen as an opportunity for LDCs that have 
preferential agreements with the EU to meet the European markets’ needs, particularly the| 
Caribbean countries that produce sugar. 

• Recently, there is a debate on potential alternatives by using row cellulose materials relying 
on non food crops. However,  cellulose fuel is currently not suitable for trading, and may be so 
for long years to come. It considered risky to put policies depending technological assumptions 
not proved yet. 

• Depending on practiced patterns, Environmental impacts as a result of using bio-fuel will 
lead to latte big changes in using lands, and emptying lands and forests that may be lead to 
increase heat restrain revives. This needs to analyze the circle of these impacts. 

• Increasing bio-fuel production may cause negative impacts on environment and food 
security especially in Africa, and parts of southern Asia, and also in environments that are 
considered good in terms of water availability such as Mississippi basin and Mexico gulf. All of 
the above affect the quality of water as a result of producing Nitrogen resulting from exceeding 
row products production. 

• Bio-fuel forms possible challenges for trade policies, because it has a tariff protection as it is 
has different classification compared to that of WTO, and it is treated differently as an 
agricultural commodity, industrial commodity, or environmental commodity. Frequently, bio-
fuel trade treatment is subject to national concerns related to self dependent on fuel.  

• Significant reservations exist around the current impact of producing bio-fuel, and the quick 
growth of demand on food crops for bio-fuel is considered a part of the main factors that lead to 
the world price increase of food products, in addition to the increase of oil prices, climatic 
conditions, and others reasons. 

• Bo-fuel production by using agricultural products even if not food products will increase 
pressure on using natural resources, and as a result, increasing costs on food. Furthermore, any 
increase in food prices will lead to severe problems to agricultural and non agricultural workers, 
and poor people in rural and urban areas. 

• Researchers emphasized that working to get less exhausts must not be the one factor to 
evaluate the quality of bio-fuel, but other factors should be taken into consideration, such as the 
huge quantities of fertilizers that will be used and the related impact on soil and water.  

• Removing forest aiming at meeting the growing demand on agricultural products caused 
powerful threat to good lands and hereditary diversity. 

• Agricultural policies adapted before by Arab countries are faraway from the needed 
harmonization among , leading to increased damages as a result of international increase of 
food products prices. Therefore, they should work seriously to modify these policies and find 
alternative policies success in putting long term solutions. 

• There are some Arab countries’ initiatives for the exploitation of green energy as alternative 
energy, and produce bio-fuels from agricultural, food residues and sub-product for sugar 
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industry and not from the agricultural products directly. The Arab countries which have 
witnessed those initiatives are the United Arab Emirates, Algeria, Sudan, Oman and Egypt.  

• At the national level, there are three crops (Camilina, Jatropha and Grape). There is a need 
to study the possibility to benefit from them in this context.  

• Bio-fuel production costs are considered lower if we take into consideration the costs of 
exploration, extraction, purification, and environmental damage caused by fossil fuel.  

• Bio-fuel is neutral in terms of CO2, which means that it will not increase CO2 rate in the 
atmosphere. 

• From production constrains raise the subject of availability of needed lands to produce 
needed quantities in a way that does not compete with food production and influence prices. 

• Usable water is the most important factor of the energy crisis that the world will face 
because producing bio-fuel crops needs huge quantities of water. 
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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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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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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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Import Value Index  

The IV represents the change in the value of imports c.i.f. (i.e., including cost, insurance and 
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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). 

100*
00

0

∑
∑

=

i

i
t

qp

qp
UV  

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 
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. 
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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. 
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. 

 

Trade Intensity  

Economists measure a sector's "trade intensity" by adding its exports to the imports (total trade) 
and comparing the total trade with its gross domestic product. 
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Region Trade value in 2005 Trade value in 2006 % change World share

World 19,995
22534

13 100.0

Europe 8,604
22534

162 43.0

Asia 5,516
6100.1

11 27.6

North America 3,614
4024.405

11 18.1

South and Central 
America

574
712.7

24 2.9

CIS* 482
623.51

29 2.4

Middle East 720
910.1

26 3.6

Africa 486
585.8

21 2.4

Source: WTO website 

Table 1.1 - World trade by region, 2004-2005 (US$ Billion and %)

* Commonwealth of Independent States.



Table 1.2 - World exports by region, 1997-2006 (US$ Billion and %)

Av 97-99 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 Av 04-06

World 5,600.3 5,712.0 6,449.0 6,183.0 6,482.0 7,551.0 9,153.0 10,121.0 8,941.7 6.0 10.6

Europe 1,032.9 2,521.4 2,633.5 2,654.6 2,835.7 3,381.7 4,031.1 4,353.0 3,921.9 18.1 8.0

Asia 168.2 1,547.1 1,836.3 1,673.3 1,808.1 2,122.2 2,633.9 2,773.0 2,509.7 40.2 5.3

North America 2,482.6 1,070.7 1,225.0 1,147.5 1,106.2 1,163.0 1,324.5 1,478.0 1,321.8 -7.6 11.6
South and Central 
America 112.7 163.6 194.1 187.2 187.8 212.9 276.3 351.0 280.1 12.1 27.0

CIS* 116.7 106.5 145.7 144.3 153.2 194.6 265.7 342.0 267.4 10.9 28.7

Middle East 171.4 186.3 267.6 238.2 251.2 301.8 389.7 529.0 406.8 11.4 35.7

Africa 1,515.6 116.8 147.0 137.4 140.1 175.2 231.7 296.0 234.3 -20.8 27.8

Av 97-99 1999 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 Av 04-06

World 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 - -

Europe 18.4 44.1 40.8 42.9 43.7 44.8 44.0 43.0 43.9 11.4 -2.3

Asia 3.0 27.1 28.5 27.1 27.9 28.1 28.8 27.4 28.1 32.2 -4.8

North America 44.3 18.7 19.0 18.6 17.1 15.4 14.5 14.6 14.8 -12.8 0.9

South and Central 
America 2.0 2.9 3.0 3.0 2.9 2.8 3.0 3.5 3.1 5.7 14.9

CIS* 2.1 1.9 2.3 2.3 2.4 2.6 2.9 3.4 3.0 4.6 16.4

Middle East 3.1 3.3 4.1 3.9 3.9 4.0 4.3 5.2 4.5 5.1 22.8

Africa 27.1 2.0 2.3 2.2 2.2 2.3 2.5 2.9 2.6 -25.3 15.5

Source: WTO website 
* Commonwealth of Independent States.

AGR ( 97-99)-
(04-05)

Shares' AGR 
(97-99)-(04-06)Region 

Region 

% change 
(2005/2006)

% change 
(2005/2006)



Table 1.3 - World imports by region, 1997-2006 (US$ Billion and %)

Av 97-99 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 Av 04-06

World 5,648.3 6,725.0 6,482.0 6,742.0 7,859.0 9,559.0 10,842.0 12,413.0 10,938.0 8.61 14.5

Europe 2,464.2 2,774.8 2,732.4 2,876.1 3,461.6 4,161.3 4,572.7 5,225.2 4,653.1 8.3 14.3

Asia 1,404.8 1,678.4 1,558.5 1,657.2 1,974.6 2,485.3 2,881.6 3,327.1 2,898.0 9.5 15.5

North America 1,196.3 1,687.6 1,583.4 1,605.1 1,727.5 2,013.3 2,290.0 2,546.4 2,283.2 8.4 11.2
South and Central 
America

204.1 206.3 204.2 179.6 189.9 241.7 297.6 361.7 300.3 4.9 21.5

CIS* 106.6 81.6 94.4 104.0 132.3 173.0 216.0 281.5 223.5 9.7 30.3

Middle East 141.8 167.4 175.1 184.3 210.2 276.2 330.2 381.1 329.2 11.1 15.4

Africa 130.5 129.4 134.0 135.5 162.7 208.2 253.8 289.8 250.6 8.5 14.2

Av 97-99 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 Av 04-06

World 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 - -

Europe 43.6 41.3 42.2 42.7 44.0 43.5 42.2 42.1 42.5 -0.3 -0.2

Asia 24.9 25.0 24.0 24.6 25.1 26.0 26.6 26.8 26.5 0.8 0.8

North America 21.2 25.1 24.4 23.8 22.0 21.1 21.1 20.5 20.9 -0.2 -2.9

South and Central 
America

3.6 3.1 3.2 2.7 2.4 2.5 2.7 2.9 2.7 -3.4 6.2

CIS* 1.9 1.2 1.5 1.5 1.7 1.8 2.0 2.3 2.0 1.0 13.8

Middle East 2.5 2.5 2.7 2.7 2.7 2.9 3.0 3.1 3.0 2.3 0.8

Africa 2.3 1.9 2.1 2.0 2.1 2.2 2.3 2.3 2.3 -0.1 -0.3

Source: WTO website 
* Commonwealth of Independent States.

% change 
(2005/2006)

AGR ( 97-99)-
(04-06)

Shares' AGR 
(97-99)-(04-06)

% change 
(2005/2006)

Region 

Region 



Table 1.4 - Main traders in the world by country, 2005-2006 (US$ Billion and %)

2005 2006 2005 2006

World (excl. intra-EU (25))                 15,826.6 2,520.4 100.0 100.0 -84.1

 Extra-EU (25)                                          3,060.5 860.5 19.3 34.1 -71.9

 United States                                           2,364.5 430.3 14.9 17.1 -81.8

China 1,422.1 174.1 9.0 6.9 -87.8

Japan 1,111.9 399.2 7.0 15.8 -64.1

Canada 679.7 129.0 4.3 5.1 -81.0

Hong Kong, China 592.9 94.3 3.7 3.7 -84.1

Korea, Republic of 545.7 102.5 3.4 4.1 -81.2

Mexico 243.7 518.2 1.5 20.6 112.6

Singapore 429.6 111.4 2.7 4.4 -74.1

Taipei, Chinese 382.5 55.7 2.4 2.2 -85.4

Russian Federation 370.4 65.0 2.3 2.6 -82.5

Malaysia 255.5 42.2 1.6 1.7 -83.5

 Switzerland                                              247.1 79.2 1.6 3.1 -67.9

 Saudi Arabia  243.7 286.8 1.5 11.4 17.7

Australia 231.1 61.7 1.5 2.4 -73.3

Thailand 228.3 55.3 1.4 2.2 -75.8

India 226.7 136.4 1.4 5.4 -39.8

Brazil 195.9 233.4 1.2 9.3 19.1

Source: WTO website 

Trade value (US$ billion)
Country

World share (%)
% change 2005-2006



Table 1.5 - Leading exporting countries, 2005-2006 (US$ Billion and %) 

2005
2006

2005 2006 2005 2006 2005/2004 2006/2005

World (excl. intra-EU (25))     7,733.3
555.4

100 100.0 - - 16.4 -92.8

Extra-EU (25) exports 1,327.8 388.8 17 70.0 1 1 10.3 -70.7

United States 904.3 122.5 12 22.1 2 2 10.45 -86.5

Japan 595.8 91.4 8 16.5 4 3 5.3 -84.7

China 762.0 73.8 10 13.3 3 4 28.4 -90.3

India 95.1 72.7 1 13.1 5 5 - -23.6

Hong Kong, China 292.3 57.7 4 10.4 6 6 10.1 -80.3

Canada 359.6 57.3 5 10.3 7 7 13.6 -84.1

Singapore 229.6 50.6 3 9.1 9 8 27.8 -78.0

Switzerland 125.9 50.4 2 9.1 11 9 6.2 -60.0

Korea, Republic of 284.7 32.7 4 5.9 8 10 12.2 -88.5

Norway 103.8 32.4 1 5.8 10 11 - -68.8

Australia 105.8 30.1 1 5.4 13 12 22.4 -71.6

Russian Federation 245.3 28.8 3 5.2 12 13 33.7 -88.3

Taipei, Chinese 196.6 23.9 3 4.3 14 14 7.8 -87.8

Thailand 110.1 23.5 1 4.2 16 15 13.0 -78.7

Turkey 73.4 21.2 1 3.8 18 16 - -71.1

Malaysia 140.9 19.2 2 3.5 15 17 11.4 -86.4

Exporters

Annual % change Value (US$ Billion) World share% Rank



Table 1.6 - Leading importing countries, 2005-2006 (US$ Billion and %) 

2005 2006 2005 2006 2005 2006 2005/2004 2006/2005

World (excl. intra-EU (25))              8,093.3 1965.0 100.0 100.0 - - 15.9 -75.7

Extra-EU (25) imports 1,732.7 471.7 21.4 24.0 1 1 14.0 -72.8

United States 1,460.2 307.8 18.0 15.7 2 2 13.6 -78.9

Japan 516.1 144 6.4 7.3 4 3 13.5 -72.1

China 660.1 100.3 8.2 5.1 3 4 17.6 -84.8

Canada 320.1 71.7 4.0 3.6 5 5 14.4 -77.6

Korea, Republic of 261 69.8 3.2 3.6 6 6 16.3 -73.3

India 131.6 63.7 1.6 3.2 8 7 35.2 -51.6

Singapore 200 60.8 2.5 3.1 7 8 22.1 -69.6

Russian Federation 125.1 44.3 1.5 2.3 10 9 29.9 -64.6

Hong Kong, China 300.6 36.6 3.7 1.9 9 10 10.2 -87.8

Taipei, Chinese 185.9 32.6 2.3 1.7 15 11 10.4 -82.5

Thailand 118.2 31.8 1.5 1.6 12 12 24.0 -73.1

Australia 125.3 31.6 1.5 1.6 16 13 14.6 -74.8

Norway 55.5 30.6 0.7 1.6 11 14 -44.9

Switzerland 121.2 28.8 1.5 1.5 17 15 8.6 -76.2

Brazil 77.6 26.9 1.0 1.4 14 16 -65.3

Indonesia a 69.5 26.5 0.9 1.3 13 17 8.8 -61.9

Malaysia 114.6 23 1.4 1.2 18 18 8.8 -79.9

Source: WTO website 

Annual % change 

Importers

Value (US$ Billion) World share% Rank



Table 1.7 - Network of world merchandise trade by product and region, 2004-2006 (US$ Billion and %) 
Destination
Years 2004 2005 2006 2004 2005 2006 2004 2005 2006 2004 2005 2006 2004 2005 2006 2004 2005 2006 2004 2005 2006 2004 2005 2006

Origin

World

  Agricultural products (1) 788 852 945 117 126 140 24 27 31 387 413 452 24 29 34 30 33 38 28 32 38 172 183 207

    Food 632 683 755 90 98 111 20 23 27 319 339 371 22 27 31 26 29 33 26 30 35 124 131 144
    Raw materials 156 169 190 26 28 29 3 4 4 68 74 81 2 2 3 4 4 5 2 3 3 48 51 63

  Total merchandise exports  8958 10159 11783 1850 2093 2355 244 301 378 4001 4398 5118 181 224 290 204 240 283 267 321 381 2108 2443 2839

North America

  Agricultural products (2) 131 137
152

59 63 69 8 8 9 16 17 18 1 1 1 4 4 4 3 3 3 40 41 46

  Total merchandise exports 1323 1478
2

741 824 905 72 87 107 216 238 279 5 7 8 15 18 22 25 34 42 249 270 314

Share of (2) on (1) 17 16 16 51 50 50 32 30 29 4 4 4 5 5 4 12 11 11 9 8 9 23 22 22

South and Central America

  Agricultural products (3) 80 94 102 15 17 19 12 14 15 26 28 32 3 5 5 4 5 6 4 4 5 16 19 19

  Total merchandise exports 284 355 430 93 118 135 68 86 112 59 68 86 4 6 6 7 10 11 5 6 8 38 48 62

Share of (3) on (1) 10 11 11 13 14 14 49 51 49 7 7 7 13 18 16 15 16 15 13 14 14 9 10 9
Destination
Years 2004 2005 2006 2004 2005 2006 2004 2005 2006 2004 2005 2006 2004 2005 2006 2004 2005 2006 2004 2005 2006 2004 2005 2006

Europe

  Agricultural products (4) 371 396 436 19 20 22 3 3 4 301 320 350 9 10 13 11 11 12 7 8 9 20 21 24

  Total merchandise exports  4051 4372 4963 368 398 430 51 58 67 2990 3201 3651 88 109 142 98 112 120 105 122 129 309 332 366

Share of (4) on (1) 47 47 46 16 16 16 12 13 13 78 78 77 38 35 38 35 33 33 26 26 25 12 12 11

CIS*

  Agricultural products (5) 22 26 30 1 1 1 0 0 0 6 7 8 8 8 9 1 1 1 1 1 2 6 6
8

  Total merchandise exports  265 340 426 16 19 24 5 7 8 137 178 247 55 62 80 4 5 6 9 11 13 35 40
46

Share of (5) on (1) 3 3 3 0 0 1 0 0 0 2 2 2 31 28 27 2 4 3 3 5 4 3 4 4

Africa

  Agricultural products (6) 30 32 32 2 2 2 0 0 0 14 15 14 0 1 1 6 6 7 1 1 2 5 5
6

  Total merchandise exports 230 298 363 43 60 80 7 8 11 101 128 148 1 1 1 23 26 33 4 5 6 41 49
73

Share of (6) on (1) 4 4 3 2 2 1 1 1 1 4 4 3 2 2 2 18 17 17 4 5 5 3 3 3

Middle East

  Agricultural products (7) 11 12 14 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 2 2 0 1 1 1 1 1 5 6 7 1 1 1

  Total merchandise exports   399 538 645 55 66 72 3 3 4 64 87 103 2 3 3 12 15 21 44 54 72 198 281 340

Share of (7) on (1) 1 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 1 2 2 2 2 2 3 18 19 19 1 1 1

Asia

  Agricultural products (8) 143 154 179 21 22 26 1 2 2 22 24 29 2 3 4 5 6 7 7 8 9 84 89 102

  Total merchandise exports   2405 2779 3278 535 608 708 39 51 70 434 498 604 25 37 50 44 54 70 75 89 111 1238 1424 1638

Share of (8) on (1) 18 18 19 18 18 19 6 6 8 6 6 6 9 9 3437 17 18 17 26 24 24 49 49 49

Source: WTO website th of Independent States.

AsiaWestern Europe CIS*  Africa Middle East

North America

World North America South and Central 

South and Central Western EuropeWorld CIS*  Africa Middle East Asia



Share of agricultural products in total 
merchandise

Exports Imports

World 
8.0 8.0

North America 
9.0 5.9

South and Central America 
23.8 8.2

Europe 
8.8 8.8

CIS* 
7.0 11.8

Africa 
8.8 13.4

Middle East 
2.1 10.0

Asia 
5.5 7.3

Share of agricultural products in primary 
products 

Exports Imports

World 29.3 29.3

North America 40.6 25.0

South and Central America 
36.0 27.5

Europe 44.9 34.0

CIS* 9.8 48.1

Africa 11.4 45.6

Middle East 2.8 50.5

Asia 34.9 22.1

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, 
2006 (%) 



Table 1.9 - Leading exporter of agricultural products, 2006 (US$ Billion and %) 

Rank
 anuual rate of 

change %

2005 2006 2005 2006 2004 2005/2006

European Union (25)                                  
369.7 405.2 43.4 42.9 1 9.6

Extra-EU (25) exports                                84.1 95.3 9.9 10.1
2 13.4

United States                                                  82.7 92.7 9.7 9.8
3 12.1

Canada                                                              41.2 44.2 4.8 4.7
4 7.4

Brazil                                                                 35.0 39.5 4.1 4.2
5 12.8

China                                                                 28.7 32.5 3.4 3.4
6 13.3

Australia                                                          21.2 22.2 2.5 2.3
7 4.6

Thailand                                                           17.8 21.6 2.1 2.3
8 21.2

Argentina                                                         19.2 21.3 2.3 2.3
9 11.2

Indonesia                                                        14.3 18.3 1.7 1.9
10 27.9

Russian Federation  a                                 14.9 17.1 1.7 1.8
11 14.7

Malaysia                                                           13.4 15.6 1.6 1.6
12 16.4

Mexico                                                              12.7 14.7 1.5 1.6
13 15.5

India  a,  b                                                        
10.1

14.4
1.2

1.5
14 42.2

New Zealand                                                   13.0 13.2 1.5 1.4
15 1.8

Chile                                                                  
10.1

11.5
1.2

1.2 16
13.8

Source: WTO website

Exporters
Export value World share%



Table 1.10 - Leading importer of agricultural products, 2006 (US$ Billion and %) 

Rank
 anuual rate of 

change %

2005 2006 2005 2006 2005 2005/2006

European Union (25)                             
107.7 433.7 - 43.3 1 302.8

  Extra-EU (25) imports                        113.2
123.7

12.48768943
12.4 2 9.3

United States                                             95.8
103.6

10.56561223
10.3 3 8.2

Japan                                                           65.9
65.6

7.272921701
6.6 4 -0.5

China                                                            45.2
51.7

4.983678342
5.2 5 14.3

Canada  d                                                    21.5
24.0

2.366235971
2.4 6 11.6

Russian Federation  a,  d                      19.3
23.4

2.12719018
2.3 7 21.2

Korea, Republic of                                  16.8
18.6

1.849760012
1.9 8 10.8

Mexico  d                                                    16.5
18.5

1.814586378
1.8 9 12.2

Hong Kong, China                                   11.1
11.9 - 1.2 10 7.4

Retained imports                                    
7.3 7.8 0.8 0.8 11 6.6

Taipei, Chinese                                         9.5
9.7

1.045477995
1.0 12 2.0

Switzerland                                               8.2
8.9

0.90939437
0.9 13 7.4

United Arab Emirates  a,  c                  
7.2 8.8 0.8 0.9 14 21.7

Saudi Arabia  a                                         9.1
8.6 1.0 0.9 15 -5.5

Malaysia                                                      
7.2 8.5 0.9 0.8 16 17.4

India  a,  b                                                   7.7
7.8

0.8454311
0.8 17 2.3

Source: WTO website

Import value World share%
Importers



Table 1.11- Middle East agricultural trade, 2004-2006 (US$ Billion and %)

World 2004 2005 2006 2004 2005 2006

Total merchandise   399.1 538.0 645.5 267.0 321.4 381.5

Agricultural products 10.6 12.4 13.8 28.5 32.3 38.1

% 2.7 2.3 2.1 10.7 10.0 10

Total merchandise   54.6 66.3 72.3 25.3 34.1 42.1

Agricultural products 0.3 0.3 0.3 2.7 2.6 3.5

% 0.6 0.5 0.4 10.5 7.5 8.2

Total merchandise   2.9 3.1 4.4 5.1 6.4 7.9

Agricultural products 0.0 0.1 0.0 3.8 4.5 5.2

% 1.4 1.6 0.9 74.0 69.5 66.3

Total merchandise   63.7 86.9 102.8 104.9 122.0 128.9

Agricultural products 2.1 2.3 2.5 7.3 8.5 9.4

% 3.3 2.6 2.4 7.0 6.9 7.3

Total merchandise   2.2 3.1 3.0 9.1 10.6 13.3

Agricultural products 0.4 0.6 0.7 0.9 1.5 1.7

% 19.3 18.1 22.8 10.0 14.0 12.9

Total merchandise   12.5 15.5 20.9 3.9 5.1 6.3

Agricultural products 0.6 0.6 1.0 1.2 1.5 1.8

% 4.7 4.1 4.8 31.0 28.5 28.8

Total merchandise   43.7 54.2 71.6 43.7 54.2 71.6

Agricultural products 5.2 6.0 7.2 5.2 6.0 7.2

% 11.9 11.2 10.1 11.9 11.2 10.1

Total merchandise   198.3 280.8 339.6 74.9 89.0 111.4

Agricultural products 0.9 1.2 1.5 7.3 7.8 9.3

% 0.4 0.4 0.4 9.8 8.8 8.4
Source: WTO website.
* Commonwealth of Independent States.

Middle East

Imports from ME Exports to ME

North America

South and Central America

Europe

CIS *

Africa

Middle East

Asia



Table 1.12 - Imports of agricultural products of some selected Arab economies, 2000, 2003-2005 (billion US$ and %)

Share of agriculture on total 
imports %

2000 2003 2004 2005 2006 2005

World 552,185 683,370 788,080 851,850 … 9.3

Algeria                                    2,815 3,361 4,362 4,280 4506 21.0

Egypt*                                     4,208 3,221 3,647 ... … 28.3

Lebanon 1,210 1,404 1,580 1,602 1628 16.6

Oman                                      1,158 1,188 1,213 1,263 ... 14.1

Saudi Arabia                        5,663 6,259 7,429 9,065 8564 15.3

Syria                                        850 1,185 1,456 1,621 ... 20.0

Tunisia                                   968 1,225 1,450 1,459 1697 11.1

UAE                                         3,857 4,748 6,206 7,241 8811 9.0

Source: WTO website.

* 2005 data is unavailable.

Value (billion US$)
Countries



Table 1.13 - Wheat world imports and exports, 2002-2006 (1000MT)

2004-2005 2005-2006

Imports 104,501 113,041 112,740 113,713 113,227 -0.3 0.9

Exports 104,501 113,041 112,740 113,713 113,227 -0.3 0.9

Source: USDA Database

Table 1.14 - Main wheat exporters, 2006 (1000MT and %) Table 1.15 - Main wheat importers, 2006 (1000MT and %)  

Countries 2006 % 2006 %

World 113,713 100 113,713 100

United States 27,400 24.1 Egypt 7,700 6.8

Australia 16,000 14.1 EU(25) 7,500 6.6

Canada 15,800 13.9 Brazil 6,200 5.5

EU(25) 15,000 13.2 Algeria 5,500 4.8

Russia 10,500 9.2 Japan 5,469 4.8

Argentina 7,900 6.9 Indonesia 4,800 4.2

Source: USDA Database Source: USDA Database

World

Av 05-06 

Variation (%)

Countries

20062003 2004 2005Year



Table 1.16 - Barley world imports and exports, 2002-2006 (million $)

2004-2005 2005-2006

Imports 3,733 3,902 3,294 2,696 2,995 -15.6 -18.1

Exports 2,627 2,853 3,164 2,899 3,032 10.9 -8.4

Source: UNCOMTRADE

Table 1.17 - Main barley exporters, 2006 (US$ Million and %) Table 1.18 - Main barley importers, 2006 (US$ Million and %)  

Countries 2006 % 2006 %

World 2,899 100 3,733 100

Australia 700 24.1 1,214 32.5

EU(25)* 379 13.1 406 10.9

Canada 237 8.2 379 10.2

Russian Federation 158 5.5 261 7.0

United States 57 2.0 57 1.5

Argentina 56 1.9 56 1.5

Source: UNCOMTRADE Source: UNCOMTRADE
* excluding intra_EU trade. * excluding intra_EU trade.

Variation (%)

Year 2003 2004 2005 2006 Av 05-06 

Countries

Argentina 

USA 

Japan 

EU(25)*

China 

Saudi Arabia 

World



Table 1.19 - Rice world imports and exports, 2002-2006 (1000MT)

2004-2005 2005-2006

Imports 27,184 28,877 28,166 28,166 28,166 -2.5 0.0

Exports 27,184 28,877 28,166 28,166 28,166 -2.5 0.0

Source: USDA Database

Table 1.20 - Main rice exporters, 2006 (1000MT and %) Table 1.21 - Main rice importers, 2006 (1000MT and %)  

Countries 2006 % 2006 %

World 28,166 100 28,166 100

Thailand 7,300 25.9 1,900 6.7

Vietnam 5,200 18.5 1,700 6.0

India 3,800 13.5 1,200 4.3

United States 3,700 13.1 1,200 4.3

Pakistan 3,000 10.7 Saudi Arabia 1,000 3.6

Egypt 1,000 3.6 975 3.5

Source: USDA Database Source: USDA Database

Variation (%)

Countries

World

Year 2003 2004 2005 2006 Av 05-06 

EU(25)

Philippines

Nigeria

Iran

Iraq



Table 1.22 - maize world imports and exports, 2002-2006 (million $)

2004-2005 2005-2006

Imports 9,084 11,602 10,609 11,933 11,271 -8.6 12.5

Exports 10,034 10,138 9,827 11,860 10,844 -3.1 20.7

Source: UNCOMTRADE

Table 1.23 - Main maize exporters, 2006 (US$ Million and %) Table 1.24 - Main maize importers, 2006 (US$ Million and %)  

Countries 2006 % 2006 %

World 11,860 100 11,933 100

United States 7,157 60.3 2,578 21.6

Argentina 1,208 10.2 1,263 10.6

Brazil 460 3.9 1,100 9.2

China 412 3.5 673 5.6

Serbia 173 1.5 460 3.9

Paraguay 166 1.4 338 2.8

Source: UNCOMTRADE Source: UNCOMTRADE

* excluding intra_EU trade.

Note: Althought EU(25) external exports of maize were only US$ 19 million, france  exports were more than one milliard in 2006.

Variation (%)

Countries

World

Year 2003 2004 2005 2006 Av 05-06 

Algeria

Japan 

Mexico 

EU(25)*

Colombia 

Rep. of Korea 



Table 1.25 - Cotton world imports and exports, 2002-2006 (1000MT)

2004-2005 2005-2006

Imports 6,611 7,405 7,279 9,661 8,470 -1.7 32.7

Exports 6,611 7,245 7,623 9,709 8,666 5.2 27.4

Source: USDA Database

Table 1.26 - Main cotton exporters, 2006 (1000MT and %) Table 1.27 - Main cotton importers, 2006 (1000MT and %)  

Countries 2006 % 2006 %

World 9,709 100 9,661 100

United States 3,821 39.4 4,199 43.5

EU(25) 2,478 25.5 1,317 13.6

India 751 7.7 740 7.7

Uzbekistan 1,045 10.8 352 3.6

Brazil 429 4.4 482 5.0

Australia 628 6.5 479 5.0

Source: USDA Database + UNCOMTRADE Source: USDA Database + UNCOMTRADE
* excluding intra_EU trade.

Bangladesh 

Pakistan 

Variation (%)

2005 2006 Av 05-06 

Indonesia 

Year 2003 2004

World

Countries

China 

EU(25)*

Turkey 



Table 1.28 - Olive oil world* imports and exports, 2002-2006 (1000 MT)

2004-2005 2005-2006

Imports 437 493 663 639 651 34.6 -3.6

Exports 395 483 658 604 631 36.1 -8.2

Source: International Olive Oil Council

Table 1.29 - Main olive oil exporters, 2006 (1000 MT and %) Table 1.30 - Main olive oil importers, 2005 (1000 MTa and %)  

Countries 2006 % 2005 %

World 604 100 639 100

EU (25)* 311 51.4 United States of America 232 36.3

Tunisia 116 19.1 189 29.6

Turkey 73 12.1 30 4.7

Syrian Arab Republic 35 5.8 30 4.7

Morroco 21 3.5 29 4.5

Argentina 16 2.7 26 4.1

Source: International Olive Oil Council Source: International Olive Oil Council
* excluding intra_EU trade.

Year 2003 2004

World

Countries

EU (25)*

Canada

Japan

Australia

Brazil

Variation (%)

2005 2006 Av 05-06 



Table 1.31 - Sugar world imports and exports, 2002-2006 (1000MT)

2004-2005 2005-2006

Imports 72,150 77,595 92,635 46,062 69,349 19.4 -50.3

Exports 67,200 74,095 84,825 49,741 67,283 14.5 -41.4

Source: USDA Database + UNCTAD prices index + ITC database

Table 1.32 - Main sugar exporters, 2006 (1000MT and %) Table 1.33 - Main sugar importers, 2006 (1000MT and %)  

Countries 2006 % 2005 %

World 49,741 100 46,062 100

Brazil 17,090 34.4 3,123 6.8

EU(25) 8,345 16.8 2,900 6.3

Australia 4,208 8.5 2,630 5.7

Thailand 2,242 4.5 1,982 4.3

India 1,510 3.0 1,800 3.9

Guatemala 1,241 2.5 1,402 3.0

Source: USDA Database Source: USDA Database

Russian Federation

United States

Variation (%)

2005 2006 Av 05-06 Year 2003 2004

World

Countries

 EU(25)

 Pakistan

  Japan

  Indonesia



 Table 2.1 - Syrian trade balance, 1997/99-2006 (Million US$, and %).

Value Av 97-99 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 Av 04-06 AGR

Total Export  (E) 3,431 4,700 5,287 6,556 5,762 7,115 8,486 10,100

8,567 16.7

Total Import  (I) 3,909 4,033 4,747 5,070 5,092 7,996 10,047 10,626

9,557 15.4

Trade balance (E-I) -478.6 666.8 539.3 1,485.5 669.9 -880.6 -1,561.4 -526.2 -989.4

1.4

Total Trade Volume (E+I) 7,340 8,733 10,034 11,625 10,854 15,111 18,533 20,727 18,124

16.0

Standardized trade balance (%) (E-
I/E+I *100)

-6.5 7.6 5.4 12.8 6.2 -5.8 -8.4 -2.5 -5.5

-12.6
Source: General Department of Customs



Table 2.2 - Syrian total trade indictors by partner, 2006, (Million US$ and %)

Countries Imports Exports
Trade 

Volume 
Trade 

Balance 
 Standardized 

balance  
% 

Volume

Italy 519 1,979 2,499 1,460 58.4 12.1
Saudi Arabia 544 883 1,428 339 23.7 6.9
France 374 889 1,264 515 40.8 6.1
Federal Russia 1,087 46 1,133 -1,041 -91.9 5.5
Egypt 550 384 934 -167 -17.8 4.5
China 691 66 757 -625 -82.5 3.7
Turkey 426 325 752 -101 -13.5 3.6
Iraq 19 646 666 627 94.2 3.2
Ukraine 560 97 657 -463 -70.5 3.2
Lebanon 145 380 524 235 44.9 2.5
Jordan 123 399 522 275 52.7 2.5
United kingdom 46 438 484 392 81.0 2.3
USA 242 209 451 -33 -7.4 2.2
Germany 309 133 441 -176 -39.9 2.1
Unite Arab Emirates 204 204 408 -1 -0.1 2.0
Spain 69 328 398 259 65.2 1.9
Kuwait 101 244 346 143 41.4 1.7
India 334 8 342 -326 -95.2 1.6
Japan 317 7 324 -310 -95.8 1.6
Malta 209 0 209 -209 -99.5 1.0
Libya 37 168 204 131 64.1 1.0
Netherlands 96 105 201 9 4.5 1.0
Algeria 6 180 187 174 93.2 0.9
Greece 71 51 123 -20 -16.0 0.6
Brazil 97 17 115 -80 -70.2 0.6
Belgium 81 24 105 -57 -54.3 0.5
Sudan 13 83 97 70 72.5 0.5
Iran 74 18 92 -56 -61.2 0.4
Rumania 75 13 88 -62 -70.8 0.4
yemen A.R 4 74 78 71 91.0 0.4
Argentine 72 1 73 -71 -97.0 0.4
bulgaria 34 37 72 3 4.1 0.3
Qatar 32 38 70 6 7.9 0.3
Switzerland 67 1 68 -66 -97.5 0.3
Sri Lanka(Ceylon) 51 0 51 -51 -100.0 0.2
Sweden 45 4 50 -41 -82.5 0.2
Canada 38 8 46 -30 -65.7 0.2
portugal 11 35 45 24 53.3 0.2
Cyprus 1 37 38 35 92.5 0.2
Hungary 19 17 36 -2 -6.7 0.2
Fenland 35 1 35 -34 -96.7 0.2
Tunisia 7 27 33 20 60.1 0.2
Moroco 28 4 32 -24 -75.5 0.2
Bahrein 20 8 28 -13 -45.1 0.1
Chech. Rep 24 2 26 -22 -84.9 0.1
austeria 19 1 21 -18 -86.3 0.1
Oman 9 12 20 3 16.6 0.1
sum 7,940 8,633 16,573 0.0 80.0
Other countries 2,686 1,467 4,153 0.0 20.0
Total 10,626 10,100 20,727 -526 -2.5 100.0
Source: CBS, Statistical Abstract, 2007



 Table 2.3 - Syrian exports by sector , 1997/99-2006 (Million US$, and %) 

Av 97-99 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 Av 04-06 AGR

Agriculture, Hunting, Fishing, and Forestry 741 577 600 1071 777 733 710
1239

894.0 7.6

Mining & Quarrying products 1919 3211 3704 4005 3646 2847 3647 3453 3,315.8 8.8

Manufacturing 771 912 981 1479 1338 1555 1797 4707 2,686.3 29.5

Food products and beverages 139 82 120 132 192 217 289 718 408.1 26.4

Textiles 199 286 181 263 272 216 240 889 448.4 23.8

Coke, refined petroleum products 226 335 374 603 508 672 643 684 666.2 17.2

Others Manufactured Products 207 209 306 480 367 449 625 2416 1,163.5 42.0

Others 0 0 0 0 1 2003 2332 700 1,678.4 554.0

Total 3431 4700 5286 6556 5762 7137 8486 10100 8,574.6 16.7

Agriculture, Hunting, Fishing, and Forestry 21.6 12.3 11.4 16.3 13.5 10.3 8.4
12.3

10.4

Mining & Quarrying products 55.9 68.3 70.1 61.1 63.3 39.9 43.0 34.2 38.7

Manufacturing 22.5 19.4 18.6 22.6 23.2 21.8 21.2 46.6 31.3

Food products and beverages 9.0 12.3 8.9 14.3 14.0 16.1 7.1 4.8

Textiles 31.4 18.5 17.8 20.3 13.9 13.4 8.8 5.2

Coke, refined petroleum products 36.7 38.1 40.8 38.0 43.2 35.8 6.8 7.8

Others Manufactured Products 22.9 31.2 32.5 27.4 28.9 34.8 23.9 13.6

Others 0.0 0.001       0.001       -          0.012       28.066    27.475 6.9 19.6

Total 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100 100.0
Source: CBS, Statistical Abstract, several years.

Sector
Exports Value (Million US$)

share



Table 2.4 - Syrian exports by region, 1997/99-2006 (Million US$, and %)

Av 97-99 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 Av 04-06 AGR

EU 1903 3053 3402 3967 3519 2756 3777 4057 3530 11.4

Other European Countries 79 206 131 142 156 42 63 196 101 13.9

Arab Countries 852 760 812 1451 1203 1533 1371 3778 2227 23.7

Asian Countries 417 506 593 657 605 396 313 427 379 0.3

American Countries 35 61 78 146 251 178 306 236 240 31.5

Rest of the World 145 113 269 192 28 2210 2656 1405 2091 38.3

World 3431 4700 5286 6556 5762 7115 8486 10100 8567 16.7

EU 55.5 65.0 64.4 60.5 61.1 38.7 44.5 40.2 41.2

Other European Countries 2.3 4.4 2.5 2.2 2.7 0.6 0.7 1.9 1.2

Arab Countries 24.8 16.2 15.4 22.1 20.9 21.5 16.2 37.4 26.0

Asian Countries 12.2 10.8 11.2 10.0 10.5 5.6 3.7 4.2 4.4

American Countries 1.0 1.3 1.5 2.2 4.4 2.5 3.6 2.3 2.8

Rest of the World 4.2 2.4 5.1 2.9 0.5 31.1 31.3 13.9 24.4

World 100.0 100 100 100 100 100 100 100.0 100.0
Source: CBS, Statistical Abstract,

Region
Exports Value (Million US$)

Share



Table 2.5 - Main destinations of Syrian total trade, 2006, (Million US$ and %).
Countries Exports Value (Million US$) Share (%)

Italy 1,979 19.6

France 889 8.8

Saudi Arabia 883 8.7

Iraq 646 6.4

United kingdom 438 4.3

Jordan 399 3.9

Egypt 384 3.8

Lebanon 380 3.8

Spain 328 3.3

Turkey 325 3.2

Kuwait 244 2.4

USA 209 2.1

Unite Arab Emirates 204 2.0

Algeria 180 1.8

Libya 168 1.7

Germany 133 1.3

Netherlands 105 1.0

Ukraine 97 1.0

Sudan 83 0.8

yemen A.R 74 0.7

China 66 0.7

Greece 51 0.5

Federal Russia 46 0.5

Qatar 38 0.4

bulgaria 37 0.4

Cyprus 37 0.4

portugal 35 0.3

Tunisia 27 0.3

Belgium 24 0.2

Iran 18 0.2

Brazil 17 0.2

Hungary 17 0.2

Rumania 13 0.1

Oman 12 0.1

sum 8,588 85.0

Other countries 1,512 15.0
Total 10,100 100.0
Source: CBS, Statistical Abstract, sever



Table 2.6 - Syrian imports by sector, 1997/99-2006 (Million US$, and %)

Av 97-99 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 Av 04-06 AGR

Agriculture, Hunting, Fishing, and Forestry 292 361 345 364 444 475 719 581 591.5 10.3

Mining & Quarrying 55 96 29 30 36 49 89 226 121.4 22.4
Manufacturing 3,460 3,555 4,356 4,662 4,603 6,193 8,834 9,672 8,233.4 15.8
Food products and beverages 531 466 451 537 519 649 589 782 673.3 5.7
Tobacco products 12 10 6 36 39 77 42 79 66.0 30.5
Textiles 253 289 323 183 221 219 221 212 217.4 -2.5
Chemicals and chemical products 643 764 792 899 913 1,199 1,373 1,344 1,305.6 11.1
Basic metals 515 503 683 688 648 937 1,134 168 746.7 -14.8
Machinery 302 596 606 23 569 41 724 732 499.1 13.5
Motor vehicles and trailers 340 233 321 236 374 556 697 954 735.6 15.9
Others Manufactured Products 864 696 1,174 2,061 1,320 2,515 4,053 5,401 3,989.6 29.9
Others 103 21 17 14 9 1,279 405 147 610.3 5.3

Total 3,910 4,033 4,747 5,070 5,092 7,996 10,047 10,626 9,556.6 15.4

Agriculture, Hunting, Fishing, and Forestry 7.5 8.9 7.3 7.2 8.7 5.9 7.2 5.5 6.2

Mining & Quarrying 1.4 2.4 0.6 0.6 0.7 0.6 0.9 2.1 1.3
Manufacturing 88.5 88.2 91.8 92.0 90.4 77.5 87.9 91.0 86.2

Food products and beverages 13.6 13.1 10.4 11.5 11.3 10.5 6.7 7.4 7.0

Tobacco products 0.3 2.1 1.3 6.7 7.5 11.9 7.1 0.7 0.7

Textiles 6.5 7.2 6.8 3.6 4.3 2.7 2.2 2.0 2.3

Chemicals and chemical products 16.4 21.5 18.2 19.3 19.8 19.4 15.5 12.6 13.7

Basic metals 13.2 14.2 15.7 14.8 14.1 15.1 12.8 1.6 7.8

Machinery 7.7 16.8 13.9 0.5 12.4 0.7 8.2 6.9 5.2

Motor vehicles and trailers 8.7 6.6 7.4 5.1 8.1 9.0 7.9 9.0 7.7

Others Manufactured Products 22.1 19.6 27.0 44.2 28.7 40.6 45.9 50.8 41.7

Others 2.6 0.5 0.4 0.3 0.2 16.0 4.0 1.4 6.4

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.

Sectore
Imports Value (Million US$)

Share



Table 2.7 - Syrian imports by region, 1997/99-2006 (Million SP, and %)

Av 97-99 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 Av 04-06 AGR

EU 1193 1198 1569 1260 1046 1095 1231 1973 1433 7.4

Other European Countries 397 554 737 608 611 1080 1221 1842 1381 24.5

Arab Countries 321 434 446 607 684 1111 1255 1844 1403 28.4

Asian Countries 813 686 715 824 1591 1162 1421 1895 1493 12.8

American Countries 363 370 415 512 482 585 531 450 522 3.1

Rest of the World 822 791 864 1259 678 2963 4388 2622 3324 18.0

World 3910 4033 4747 5070 5092 6743 10047 10626 9139 15.4

EU 30.5 29.7 33.1 24.9 20.5 16.2 12.3 18.6 15.7

Other European Countries 10.2 13.7 15.5 12.0 12.0 16.0 12.2 17.3 15.1

Arab Countries 8.2 10.8 9.4 12.0 13.4 16.5 12.5 17.3 15.4

Asian Countries 20.8 17.0 15.1 16.3 31.2 17.2 14.1 17.8 16.3

American Countries 9.3 9.2 8.8 10.1 9.5 8.7 5.3 4.2 5.7

Rest of the World 21.0 19.6 18.2 24.8 13.3 43.9 43.7 24.7 36.4

World 100.0 100 100 100 100 100 100 100.0 100.0

Source: CBS, Statistical Abstract, several year

Region
Imports Value (Million US$)

Share



Table 2.8 -  Main suppliers of Syrian total trade, 2006, (Million US$ and %)

Countries
Imports Value, US$, 

Million 
Share (%)

Federal Russia 1,087 10.2

China 691 6.5

Ukraine 560 5.3

Egypt 550 5.2

Saudi Arabia 544 5.1

Italy 519 4.9

Turkey 426 4.0

France 374 3.5

India 334 3.1

Japan 317 3.0

Germany 309 2.9

USA 242 2.3

Malta 209 2.0

Unite Arab Emirates 204 1.9

Lebanon 145 1.4

Jordan 123 1.2

Kuwait 101 1.0

Brazil 97 0.9

Netherlands 96 0.9

Belgium 81 0.8

Libya 75 0.7

Iran 74 0.7

Algeria 72 0.7

Greece 71 0.7

Spain 69 0.7

Switzerland 67 0.6

Sri Lanka(Ceylon) 51 0.5

United kingdom 46 0.4

Rumania 45 0.4

yemen A.R 38 0.4

Argentine 37 0.3

Fenland 35 0.3

bulgaria 34 0.3

Qatar 32 0.3

Moroco 28 0.3

Chech. Rep 24 0.2

Bahrein 20 0.2

Hungary 19 0.2

austeria 19 0.2

Iraq 19 0.2

Sudan 13 0.1

Sum 7,903 74.4

Other countries 2,723 25.6

Total 10,626 100.0

Source: General Department of Customs



Table 2.9 - Market concentration for Syrian total trade, 2006, (Million US$ and %).

type Total
Top 5 

Countries
Top 10 

countries
% Top 5 % Top 10

Total Export 10,100 4,837 6,653 47.9 65.9

Total Import 10,626 3,434 5,405 34.0 50.9

Source: General Department of Customs

Table 2.10 - Trade and GDP at current prices, 1997/99-2006, (Million SP, %)

Syria Av 97-99 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 Av 04-06 AGR

Total GDP 900,891 903,944 950,245 1,006,431 1,017,619 1,085,992 1,134,861 1,192,739 1,137,864 4.1

Agricultural GDP 214,387 223,749 241,896 261,008 254,078 246,270 265,504 292,457 268,077 4.5

Agriculture GDP/Total GDP 24 25 25 26 25 23 23 25 24 0.4

Total Trade (ex+im) 82,407 403,725 463,923 537,307 501,807 755,572 926,669 1,036,336 906,192 43.6

Total trade/Total GDP 9.1 44.7 47.6 52.9 47.0 60.3 81.7 60.6 67.5 31.0

Agr. Trade (ex+im) 19,716 74,989 78,686 109,429 102,819 116,544 127,938 125,304 123,262 30.2

 Agr. Trade/Total Trade 23.9 18.6 17.0 20.4 20.5 15.4 13.8 12.1 13.8 -9.3

 Agr. Trade/Agr. GDP 9.2 33.5 32.5 41.9 40.5 47.3 48.2 42.8 46.1 24.6

Source: CBS, Statistical Abstract, 2004.



Table 2.11 - Syrian Agricultural Trade by  Food-Nonfood, Raw-Processed Classification, Av 97/99-2006 (Million US$ and %)
Imports Value (Million US Av 97-99 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 Av 04-06 AGR
Food and Animals Items 721 720 707 819 869 1,015 1,170 1,125 1,103 6.6

Nonfood Items 113 115 171 216 217 315 273 159 249 5.1

Total Agricultural Trade 833 835 878 1,034 1,086 1,330 1,443 1,284 1,352 6.4

Processed Items 516 455 513 663 622 815 782 720 772 4.9

Raw Items 317 380 365 372 464 515 661 564 580 8.6

Total Agricultural Trade 833 835 878 1,034 1,086 1,330 1,443 1,284 1,352 6.4

Food and Animals Items 86.5 86.2 80.5 79.1 80.0 76.3 81.1 87.6 81.7

Nonfood Items 13.5 13.8 19.5 20.9 20.0 23.7 18.9 12.4 18.3

Total Agricultural Trade 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100

Processed Items 62.0 54.5 58.4 64.1 57.3 61.3 54.2 56.1 57.2

Raw Items 38.0 45.5 41.6 35.9 42.7 38.7 45.8 43.9 42.8

Total Agricultural Trade 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100

Exports Value (Million US Av 97-99 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 Av 04-06 AGR

Food and Animals Items 628 443 475 973 799 748 791 886 808 5.0

Nonfood Items 295 443 475 973 799 748 791 886 808 17.0

Total Agricultural Trade 923 886 949 1,946 1,598 1,496 1,582 1,773 1,617 9.8

Processed Items 86 85 129 168 210 233 374 340 316 21.8

Raw Items 838 701 694 1,165 927 833 741 882 819 0.7

Total Agricultural Trade 923 786 823 1,333 1,137 1,066 1,115 1,222 1,135 4.1

Food and Animals Items 68.0 56.3 57.6 73.0 70.3 69.8 70.9 50 63.6

Nonfood Items 32.0 43.7 42.4 27.0 29.7 30.2 29.1 50 36.4

Total Agricultural Trade 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100

Processed Items 9.3 10.8 15.7 12.6 18.5 22.0 33.5 27.8 27.8

Raw Items 90.7 89.2 84.3 87.4 81.5 78.0 66.5 72.2 72.2

Total Agricultural Trade 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100
Source: General Department of Customs & MAAR

Share

Share



Table 2.12 - Syrian total and agricultural trade, 1997/99-2006 (Million US$, and %)
Syria Av 97-99 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 Av 04-06 AGR

Total trade 3,909 4,033 4,747 5,070 5,092 7,996 10,047 10,626 9,557 15.4

Agricultural trade 833 835 878 1,034 1,086 1,330 1,443 1,284 1,352 6.4

Agricultural/Total 21.3 20.7 18.5 20.4 21.3 16.6 14.4 12.1 14.4 -7.8

Total trade 3,431 4,700 5,287 6,556 5,762 7,115 8,486 10,100 8,567 16.7

Agricultural trade 923 786 823 1,333 1,137 1,066 1,115 1,222 1,135 4.1

Agricultural/Total 26.9 16.7 15.6 20.3 19.7 15.0 13.1 12.1 13 -10.8

Total trade -478.6 -666.8 -539.3 -1,485.5 -669.9 880.6 1,561.4 -526 -989.4 1.4

Agricultural trade 89.9 -48.2 -54.3 298.9 51.1 -263.6 -328.2 -61.5 -217.8 -194.7

Total trade 7,340 8,733 10,034 11,625 10,854 15,111 18,533 20,727 18,124 16.0

Agricultural trade 1,757 1,621 1,701 2,368 2,223 2,396 2,559 2,506 2,487 5.2

Agricultural/Total 23.9 18.6 17.0 20.4 20.5 15.9 13.8 12.1 14 -9.3

Total trade -6.5 -7.6 -5.4 -12.8 -6.2 5.8 8.4 -2.538945 -5.45909688 -12.6

Agricultural trade 5.1 -3.0 -3.2 12.6 2.3 -11.0 -12.8 -2.5 -8.8 -190.0
atistical Abstract, several y

Standerized Balance 

Exports value (US$, Millions)

Trade Balance (US$, Millions)

Total Trade  (US$, Millions)



Ch No Chapter Av 97-99 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 Av 04-06 AGR

52 Cotton 252 299 285 292 287 256 270 288 271 2
1 Live Animals 52 102 37 352 224 254 207 248 236 25

10 Cereals 118 0 8 126 166 145 85 149 126 3

7
Edible Vegetables & 
Roots & Tubers (Fresh 
Vegetables)

229 138 145 132 124 97 126 119 114 -9

22
Beverages, Spirits And 
Vinegar

1 0 0 7 17 53 59 59 57 76

15
Vegetable & Animal Oils 
& Fats (Oils And Fats) 

15 14 22 19 59 40 95 59 65 22

8
Edible Fruits & Citrus & 
Musk Melon Coat 
(Fruits) 129

100 118 111 65 37 56 66 53 -9

9
Coffee & Tea & Mate & 
Spices (Coffee And 
Spices)

28 41 81 141 52 30 46 53 43 10

20

Prep. Of Edible 
Vegetables & Plants & 
Fruits (Prep. Of 
Vegetables And Fruits)

29 24 32 37 30 26 35 49 37 8

23
Residues And Waste 
From Food Industry

3 4 11 6 11 18 7 5 10 8

4

Dairy Produce; Birds' 
Eggs Natural 
Honey;Edible Products 
Of Animal Origin,Not 
Elsewhere Siecified Or 
Included

7 8 7 13 17 17 21 30 23 24

41
Raw Hides And Skins 
(Other Than Fursking) 
And Leather

10 19 20 22 17 17 18 18 18 10

19

Preparations Of 
Cereals, Flour, Starch 
Or Milk; Pastryccks' 
Products

2 2 4 9 9 13 16 15 14 33

17
Sugar & Sugar 
Confectionery (Sugar)

6 7 6 10 12 13 13 11 12 10

12
Oil Seeds & Fruits & 
Plants For Indus (Oill 
Seeds)

13 6 9 15 8 11 13 9 11 -5

14

Vegetable Plaiting 
Materials; Vegetable 
Products Not Elsewhere 
Specified Or Included 

6 7 14 11 7 8 10 5 8 -1

11

Products Of Milling 
Industry & Malt & 
Starches (Products Of 
Milling Industry)

0 0 1 1 9 7 5 10 7 121

21
Miscellaneous Edible 
Preparations 

0 1 2 4 5 7 10 8 8 50

5
Products Of Animal 
Origin, Not Elsewhere 
Specified Or Included

3 5 4 6 5 5 5 4 5 4

18
Cocoa And Cocoa 
Preparations (Cocoa)

3 3 3 4 4 5 4 4 4 3

Table 2.13- Syrian agricultural exports values by chapter, 1997/99-2006 (Million US$, and %)



(Cont)Table 2.13- Syrian agricultural exports values by chapter, 1997/99-2006 (Million US$, and %)

51
Wool, Fine Or Coarse 
Animal Hair; Horsehair 
Yarn And Woven Fabric

2 2 2 2 4 4 6 6 5 14

24
Tobacco And 
Manufactured Tobacco 
Substitutes

5 2 3 2 2 3 3 3 3 -7

6

Other Plants; Bulbs, 
Roots And The Like;Cut 
Flowers And 
Ornamental Foliage

11 4 6 10 3 1 1 2 1 -23

44
Wood And Articles Of 
Wood; Wood Charcoal

0 0 0 0 1 1 1 0 1 0

16

Preparations Of Meat, 
Of Fish, Or Of 
Crustaceans, Molluscs 
Or Other Aquatic 
Invertebrates

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 23

31 Fertilisers 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

2
Meat & Edible Meat 
Offal's (Meat)

0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 58

3
Fish And Crustaceans, 
Molluscs And Other 
Aquatic Invertebrates

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 18

38
Miscellaneous Chemical 
Products

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 78

33

Essential Oils And 
Resinoids; Perfumery, 
Cosmetic Or Toilet 
Preparations

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

53

Other Vegetable Textile 
Fibres; Paper Yarn And 
Woven Fabrics Of Paper 
Yarn

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 47

45
Cork And Articles Of 
Cork

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 0 0 0 0 -12

Grand Total 923 786 823 1333 1137 1066 1115 1222 1135 4

partment of Customs& MAAR



Table 2.14 - Main Syrian agricultural exports, 1997/99-2006 (Million US$ and %)
Commodity Av 97-99 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 Av 04-06 AGR

Sheep 50 100 35 327 201 225 180 223 209 24

Cotton 226 198 204 201 140 156 163 170 163 -4

Olive Oil 5 5 6 12 53 36 92 50 59 37

Wheat 0 0 8 118 118 119 85 28 77

Mineral and 
Aerated Water with 
or without Sugar or 
Other Sweetening 
Matter or Favoured 

1 0 0 7 16 52 58 58 56 76

Tomatoes 78 78 69 62 52 27 41 51 40 -6

Cumin Seeds 16 35 75 131 43 23 32 41 32 14

Selected Fruits** 50 38 41 50 31 19 29 30 26 -7

Legumes 16 4 5 4 4 6 7 3 5 -21

Lentils 42 10 19 22 29 27 31 3 20 -32

Citrus 15 23 23 16 11 6 10 5 7 -13

Chickpeas 
(garbanzos) 

9 6 1 0 6 12 8 0 7 -38

Apricot pasta 12 8 10 12 8 5 7 10 8 -2

Aniseed 4 5 3 4 6 4 7 5 5 3
Lactic Cheese and 
Curd

3 3 4 8 10 11 17 26 18 39

Potatoes (fresh or 
chilled, seed, frozen) 

12 10 5 6 3 3 5 6 5 -10

Oil-Cake form 
Soybean, cotton 
seeds, olive, 
sunflower and maize

3 4 5 6 9 17 6 4 9 6

Fresh Grape 24 15 25 21 5 2 3 1 2 -34

Pistachios 21 7 12 6 5 2 1 5 2 -20

Barley 24 48 27 0 0 26 0 0 9 -100

Sum 613 596 577 1,013 749 753 784 720 753 2

Others 310 191 247 320 388 313 331 502 382 7

Total 
Agricultural 
Exports

923 786 823 1,333 1,137 1,066 1,115 1,222 1,135 4

ral Department of Customs & MAAR
es, apricots, pears, plums, and peaches.



Table 2.15 - Main Syrian agricultural exports, 1997/99-2006 (%)

Commodity Av 97-99 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 Av 04-06 AGR

Sheep 5.4 12.7 4.2 24.5 17.7 21.1 16.1 18.2 18.5 19.0

Cotton 24.4 25.2 24.8 15.1 12.3 14.7 14.6 13.9 14.4 -7.8

Olive Oil 0.6 0.6 0.7 0.9 4.7 3.4 8.2 4.1 5.2 31.8

Wheat 0.0 0.0 1.0 8.8 10.4 11.2 7.6 2.3 6.8
Mineral and 
Aerated Water 
with or without 
Sugar or Other 
Sweetening 
Matter or 
Favoured 0.1 0.0 0.0 0.5 1.4 4.9 5.2 4.8 5.0 69.3

Tomatoes 8.4 9.9 8.4 4.7 4.6 2.6 3.7 4.2 3.5 -9.6

Cumin Seeds 1.8 4.4 9.1 9.8 3.8 2.2 2.9 3.4 2.8 9.6

Selected Fruits** 5.4 4.9 4.9 3.7 2.8 1.8 2.6 2.5 2.3 -10.6

Legumes 1.8 0.5 0.7 0.3 0.4 0.5 0.6 0.3 0.5 -23.7

Lentils 4.6 1.3 2.3 1.7 2.5 2.5 2.8 0.2 1.8 -34.5

Citrus 1.6 2.9 2.7 1.2 0.9 0.6 0.9 0.4 0.6 -16.8

Chickpeas 
(garbanzos) 1.0 0.8 0.1 0.0 0.6 1.1 0.7 0.0 0.6 -40.2

Apricot pasta 1.3 1.0 1.3 0.9 0.7 0.5 0.7 0.8 0.7 -5.7

Aniseed 0.5 0.6 0.4 0.3 0.5 0.3 0.6 0.4 0.5 -1.0

Lactic Cheese and 
Curd 0.3 0.4 0.5 0.6 0.9 1.1 1.5 2.1 1.6 33.8

Potatoes (fresh or 
chilled, seed, 
frozen) 1.4 1.3 0.6 0.4 0.3 0.3 0.5 0.5 0.4 -13.6
Oil-Cake form 
Soybean, cotton 
seeds, olive, 
sunflower and 
maize 0.3 0.5 0.6 0.4 0.8 1.6 0.6 0.3 0.8 1.9

Fresh Grape 2.6 1.9 3.1 1.6 0.4 0.2 0.3 0.1 0.2 -36.8

Pistachios 2.3 0.8 1.5 0.4 0.4 0.2 0.1 0.4 0.2 -22.9

Barley 2.6 6.1 3.3 0.0 0.0 2.4 0.0 0.0 0.8 -100.0

Sum 66.4 75.8 70.0 76.0 65.9 70.7 70.3 58.9 66.3 -1.7

Others 33.6 24.2 30.0 24.0 34.1 29.3 29.7 41.1 33.7 2.9

Total Agricultural 
Exports 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 0

al Department of Customs & MAAR
s, apricots, pears, plums, and peaches.



Ch No Chapter Av 97-99 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 Av 05-06 AGR

10 Cereals 158 231 196 187 257 279 401 310 330 10

17
Sugars And Sugar 
Confectionery

157 93 146 176 167 203 195 214 204 4

23

Residues And Waste 
From The Food 
Industries; Prepared 
Animal Fodder

62 72 57 74 65 103 88 55 82 -2

9
Coffee, Tea, Mate 
And Spices

87 69 97 95 84 102 104 93 100 1

12

Oil Seeds And 
Oleaginous Fruits; 
Miscellaneous 
Grains, Seeds And 
Fruit; Industrial Or 
Medicinal Plants; 
Straw And Fodder

45 65 68 75 90 98 116 79 98 8

15

Animal Or Vegetable 
Fats And Oils And 
Their Cleavage 
Products; Prepared 
Edible Fats; Animal 
Or Vegetable Waxes

98 96 73 65 80 86 100 80 89 -3

31 Fertilisers 0 0 21 33 30 80 40 5 42

4

Dairy Produce; Birds' 
Eggs; Natural 
Honey;Edible 
Products Of Animal 
Origin,Not Elsewhere 
Specified Or Included

48 51 36 54 51 61 88 116 88 13

24
Tobacco And 
Manufactured 
Tobacco Substitutes

12 10 6 36 39 57 33 0 30 -42

8
Edible Fruit And 
Nuts; Peel Of Citrus 
Fruit Or Melons

42 42 34 36 42 45 49 70 55 8

38
Miscellaneous 
Chemical Products

9 7 32 44 32 42 39 26 36 15

16

Preparations Of 
Meat, Of Fish, Or Of 
Crustaceans, 
Molluscs Or Other 
Aquatic Invertebrates

44 33 18 20 22 24 23 34 27 -3

7
Edible Vegetables 
And Certain Roots 
And Tubers

6 7 16 15 16 23 23 23 23 22

21
Miscellaneous Edible 
Preparations

13 19 20 46 19 22 29 41 31 18

1 Live Animals 27 12 6 8 19 20 11 25 18 -1

19

Preparations Of 
Cereals, Flour, Starch 
Or Milk; Pastrycooks’ 
Products

4 6 10 13 11 12 14 15 14 19

33

Essential Oils And 
Resinoids; 
Perfumery, Cosmetic 
Or Toilet 
Preparations

0 0 9 8 9 11 6 10 9

Table 2.16 - Syrian imports values by chapters, 1997/99-2006 (Million US$, and %)



(Cont) Table 2.16 - Syrian imports values by chapters, 1997/99-2006 (Million US$, and %)

52 Cotton 4 3 7 4 9 11 17 14 14 19

20

Preparations Of 
Vegetables, Fruit, 
Nuts Or Other Parts 
Of Plants

2 2 3 7 7 9 16 17 14 33

18
Cocoa And Cocoa 
Preparations

4 6 4 5 6 8 9 14 10 21

53

Other Vegetable 
Textile Fibres; Paper 
Yarn And Woven 
Fabrics Of Paper Yarn

0 0 6 8 8 8 11 12 11 105

41

Raw Hides And Skins 
(Other Than 
Furskins) And 
Leather

3 2 1 4 3 6 6 8 7 16

22
Beverages, Spirits 
And Vinegar 

2 2 2 2 2 5 12 12 10 30

11

Products Of The 
Milling Industry; 
Malt; 
Starches;Inulin; 
Wheat Gluten

2 3 4 2 3 5 4 3 4 2

3

Fish And 
Crustaceans, 
Molluscs And Other 
Aquatic Invertebrates

0 0 0 0 0 2 2 5 3 52

51

Wool, Fine Or Coarse 
Animal Hair; 
Horsehair Yarn And 
Woven Fabric

2 2 0 3 1 2 2 0 1 -41

13
Lac; Gums, Resins 
And Other Vegetable 
Saps And Extracts

1 1 1 1 1 2 1 1 2 9

5

Products Of Animal 
Origin, Not 
Elsewhere Specified 
Or Included

0 1 0 0 1 1 1 1 1 14

44
Wood And Articles 
Of Wood; Wood 
Charcoal

0 0 4 11 10 1 4 1 2

14

Vegetable Plaiting 
Materials; Vegetable 
Products Not 
Elsewhere Specified 
Or Included 

1 1 1 1 0 1 1 1 1 3

45
Cork And Articles Of 
Cork

0 0 0 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 0 0 0 -2

2
Meat And Edible 
Meat Offal

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 -12

Grand Total 833 835 878 1034 1086 1330 1443 1284 1352 6

Source: General Department o



Table 2.17 - Main Syrian agricultural Imports, 1997/99-2006(Million US$, and %)

Commodity Av 97-99 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 Av 04-06 AGR

Maize
77 108 99

101 104 113 181 175 156.2 12.4

Sugar
152 88 140

169 160 193 186 199 192.8 4.0

Oil of various 
seeds* 75 87 71

88 102 147 138 91 125.1 2.8

Tea
38 37 48

56 54 57 55 57 56.4 6.1

Cake of olive& 
Soybean others 49 59 42

55 48 90 82 51 74.2 0.7

Rice
61 58 72

50 59 80 89 50 72.9 -2.8

Milk Powder
22 22 15

25 28 30 35 41 35.2 8.9

Banana 22 22 20 20 22 25 25 36 28.4 7.4

Sesamum and 
Sunflower Seeds 11 22 28 24 24 29 30 34 31.2 17.6

Canned Fish
44 33 18

19 20 23 20 32 24.6 -4.5

Margrine 45 61 33 15 12 12 5 25 14.0 -8.0

Butter and Ghee
12 13 13

16 15 19 20 17 18.9 5.6

Coffee
29 13 30

19 9 20 26 16 20.5 -8.5

Soybean
14 15 15

19 36 37 55 15 35.7 1.2

Mate
16 15 13

14 14 15 12 8 11.5 -8.8

Bran, Sharps and 
Other Residues

2 0 10 12 10 12 6 3 7.0 6.0

Barley
135 31 61

69 109 59 0 0 19.8 -100.0

Hydrogenated oil 
and ghee 0 0 0

0 0 0 5 0 1.7

Sum 803 684 728 772 827 961 968 850 926.3 0.8

Others 30 150 149 262 260 369 476 434 426.0 46.2

Total Agriculturtal 
Imports

833 835 878 1034 1086 1330 1443 1284 1,352.3 6.4

Source: General Department of Customs
*Oil of sunflower, maize, palm, and Soybean



Table 2.18 - Main Syrian Agricultural Imports, 1997/99-2006( %)

Commodity Av 97-99 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 Av 04-06

Maize 9 13 11 10 10 8 13 14 12

Sugar
18 11 16 16 15 15 13 16 14

Oil of various seeds*
9 10 8 9 9 11 10 7 9

Tea 5 4 6 5 5 4 4 4 4

Cake of olive& 
Soybean others 6 7 5 5 4 7 6 4 5

Rice 7 7 8 5 5 6 6 4 5

Milk Powder 3 3 2 2 3 2 2 3 3

Banana 3 3 2 2 2 2 2 3 2
Sesamum and 
Sunflower Seeds 1 3 3 2 2 2 2 3 2

Canned Fish 5 4 2 2 2 2 1 2 2

Margrine 5 7 4 1 1 1 0 2 1

Butter and Ghee
1 2 1 2 1 1 1 1 1

Coffee 4 2 3 2 1 2 2 1 2

Soybean
2 2 2 2 3 3 4 1 3

Mate 2 2 1 1 1 1 1 1 1

Bran, Sharps and 
Other Residues

0 0 1 1 1 1 0 0 1

Barley 16 4 7 7 10 4 0 0 1

Hydrogenated oil and 
ghee 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Sum 96 82 83 75 76 72 67 66 68

Others 4 18 17 25 24 28 33 34 32

Total Agriculturtal 
Imports 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100
Source: General Department of Customs 



Syria World Syria World Syria World

Live Sheep 45,864.0 918,553.0 21.9 321,786.0 1,256,511.0 150.3 222,785.0 1,053,290.0 124.9

Cotton Lint 247,001.0 8,912,332.0 12.1 162,133.0 9,291,228.0 10.2 170,657.0 11,329,293.0 8.9

Tomatoes 60,533.0 2,834,811.0 9.4 31,451.0 5,080,288.0 3.6 152,924.0 5,416,853.0 16.7

Oranges 2,291.0 2,016,272.0 0.5 9,192.0 2,589,246.0 2.1 13,871.0 2,762,121.0 3.0

Cherries 13,000.0 307,182.0 18.5 5,743.0 648,173.0 5.2 5,355.0 767,148.0 4.1

Apricots 7,150.0 176,110.0 17.8 1,226.0 251,470.0 2.9 2,468.0 299,147.0 4.9

Apples 4,686.0 2,811,222.0 0.7 18,419.0 3,884,431.0 2.8 76,302.0 4,431,758.0 10.2

Wheat 190,824.0 17,505,336.0 4.8 73,058.0 17,631,577.0 2.4 180,171.0 20,513,154.0 5.2

Grapes 22,177.0 2,271,335.0 4.3 2,525.0 4,112,856.0 0.4 3,719.0 4,017,947.0 0.5

Lentils 68,849.0 392,362.0 76.9 21,638.0 635,078.0 20.0 36,461.0 540,599.0 39.8

Potatoes 5,058.0 1,311,253.0 1.7 892.0 1,878,096.0 0.3 11,653.0 2,707,997.0 2.5

Cheese of Whole Cow Milk 3,100.0 10,054,540.0 0.1 930.0 16,002,019.0 0.0 37,181.0 17,110,137.0 1.3

Cotton Linter 5,804.0 105,001.0 24.2 10,172.0 89,098.0 67.0 9,078.0 93,900.0 57.1

Pistachios 41,460.0 467,708.0 38.8 1,548.0 1,342,562.0 0.7 4,342.0 1,674,841.0 1.5

Chick peas 145.0 323,271.0 0.2 6,155.0 473,852.0 7.6 916.0 565,353.0 1.0

Olive oil, virgin 6,342.0 2,724,361.0 1.0 102,500.0 5,451,140.0 11.0 167,461.0 6,746,443.0 14.7

Olive Oil,Total 6,495.0 2,826,818.0 1.0 102,541.0 5,695,418.0 10.6 167,723.0 7,070,454.0 14.0

Value of Total Syrian Exports

Value of Total World Exports

Source: FAOSTAT

457,768,845.0 654,406,760.0 721,725,849.0

RCA

1,044,953.5 1,115,270.2 1,222,277.7

Table 3.1 - Revealed Comparative Advantage (RCA) for main Syrian agricultural exports, 1997, 2005- 2006 (1000 US$) 

Commodity
1997 2005 2006

Value
RCA

Value
RCA

Value



Syria World Syria World Syria World Syria World Syria World Syria World

Live Sheep*
45,864 918,553 22,550 929,527 2.1 321,786 1,256,511 141,057 897,700 1.6 222,785 1,053,290 94,596 767,746 1.7

Cotton Lint
247,001 8,912,332 155,644 5,499,755 1.0 162,133 9,291,228 152,881 8,200,982 0.9 170,657 11,329,293 138,182 9,079,538 1

Tomatoes 60,533 2,834,811 108,201 3,687,901 0.7 31,451 5,080,288 225,571 4,950,303 0.1 152,924 5,416,853 1,004,785 6,077,463 0.2

Oranges 2,291 2,016,272 2,986 4,453,667 1.7 9,192 2,589,246 20,785 5,270,262 0.9 13,871 2,762,121 63,974 5,317,682 0.4

Wheat 190,824 17,505,336 884,900 107,026,889 1.3 73,058 17,631,577 457,091 120,700,540 1.1 180,171 20,513,154 1,404,100 126,212,306 0.8

Grapes 22,177 2,271,335 20,141 2,355,717 1.1 2,525 4,112,856 6,466 3,506,329 0.3 3,719 4,017,947 16,226 3,416,087 0.2

Lentils 68,849 392,362 133,588 806,274 1.1 21,638 635,078 60,600 1,409,390 0.8 36,461 540,599 79,427 1,323,150 1.1

Potatoes
5,058 1,311,253 8,353 6,941,137 3.2 892 1,878,096 4,003 8,891,452 1.1 11,653 2,707,997 53,057 9,748,692 0.8

Cheese of 
Whole Cow Milk

3,100 10,054,540 1,006 2,757,444 0.8 930 16,002,019 434 4,008,298 0.5 37,181 17,110,137 25,011 4,307,995 0.4

Cotton Linter 5,804 105,001 18,000 271,082 0.8 10,172 89,098 35,434 237,782 0.8 9,078 93,900 31,475 250,727 0.8

Pistachios
41,460 467,708 11,991 129,339 1.0 1,548 1,342,562 416 269,784 0.7 4,342 1,674,841 1,270 293,876 0.6

Chick peas
145 323,271 173 887,515 2.3 6,155 473,852 20,810 949,694 0.6 916 565,353 1,838 951,301 0.8

Olive oil, virgin
6,342 2,724,361 2,006 960,011 1.1 102,500 5,451,140 44,600 1,430,890 0.6 167,461 6,746,443 56,221 1,485,498 0.7

Olive Oil,Total 6,495 2,826,818 2,034 1,038,803 1.2 102,541 5,695,418 44,647 1,545,867 0.6 167,723 7,070,454 56,301 1,634,042 0.7

Source: FAOSTAT
* Sheep production was calculated by multiplying the number of heads with 50 k

RUVValue Quantity Value Quantity Value Quantity

Table 3.2 - Relative Unit Value (RUV) for main Syrian agricultural exports, 1997, 2005, 2006 (1000 US$ and MT) 

Commodity

1997

RUV

2005

RUV

2006



2005 2006 2005 2006 2005 2006

Live Sheep 99.8 99.7 100.0 100.0 10 8

Cotton (Not Carded or Combed) 70.7 83.0 89.5 91 34 24

Soft and Durum Wheat 96 98 100 100 16 10

Mineral and Aerated Water 98.6 99 99.6 100 15 10

Olive Oil 87.4 74.1 96.5 85.1 39 18

Tomatoes 88.5 95 97.4 99 28 12

Cumin Seeds 53.1 54.7 73.1 57.4 57 30

Selected Fruits 84.2 84.1 96.1 96 28 20

Lentils 87.5 81.4 97.4 96.0 38 18

Leather 95 90 95 100 8 8

 Cotton Linters 95 88 100 100 8 7

Chick peas 81.4 92.3 99.7 96 20 18

Citrus Fruit 92.6 93 99.5 97 18 18

Fresh Grapes 79.8 79.4 99.8 98.5 19 15

Pistachios 85.1 86.6 97.5 92 20 20

Potatoes 83 77 96.7 90 18 18

Average 86.1 86.0 96.1 93.6 _ _

Source: NAPC database

Table 3.3 - Market diversification for main Syrian agricultural exports 2005 - 2006 (%)

Exported Commodities
Share of Top 5 Share of Top 10 Partners Number



2005 2006 2005 2006 2005 2006

Sugar 92.3 86.7 98.9 96.0 15 14

Maize 98.5 88.0 100.0 100.0 7 8

Barley 96.2 96.8 100.0 100.0 8 8

Rice 94.8 90.0 99.3 98.0 16 14

Tea 99.6 97.0 100.00 100.00 10 10

Cake of Olive & Soybean 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 5 2

Soybean 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 3 3

Milk Powder 78.8 79.1 91.5 89.5 24 20

Bananas 87.0 87.8 91.5 97.9 18 14

Canned Fish 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 8 5

Sesame & Sunflower Seeds 98.7 95.0 100.0 100.0 9 10

Yerba Mate 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 1 1

Bran & Sharps 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 5 5

Butter &Ghee 75.4 81.00 92.5 86.0 22 20

Coffee 97.4 98.0 99.7 100.0 12 10

Average 94.6 93.3 98.2 97.8 - -

Source: NAPC database

Table 3.4 - Market diversification for main Syrian agricultural imports 2005 and 2006 (%)

Imported Commodities
Share of Top 5 Share of Top 10 Partners Number



Commodity Production Imports Exports
Apparent 

Consumption
Self Sufficiency

Soft and Durum Wheat 4,931,525.0 7,795.0 1,196,340.9 3,742,979.1 131.8

Barley 1,202,402.0 462,945.7 201.0 1,665,146.7 72.2

Lentils 180,721.0 248.4 25,570.9 155,398.5 116.3
Chick peas 51,884.0 2,677.1 684.8 53,876.2 96.3
Cumin Seeds 34,329.0 0.0 49,301.6 -14,972.6 -229.3
Maize 158,970.0 1,390,315.4 1,724.2 1,547,561.2 10.3
Cotton (Not Carded or Combed) 685,705.0 0.0 137,292.9 548,412.1 125.0
Live Sheep 60,120,100.0 9,476.7 85,153.4 60,044,423.3 100.1
sesame seeds 4,461.0 46,846.0 969.9 50,337.1 8.9
Sunflower Seeds 14,671.0 6,042.2 1,463.0 19,250.2 76.2
Tomatoes 602,588.0 74,052.3 256,411.5 420,228.8 143.4
Potatoes 603,411.0 11,374.0 34,816.2 579,968.9 104.0
Soybean 3,141.0 59,265.8 246.2 62,160.6 5.1
Fresh Grapes 336,754.0 214.8 5,434.7 331,534.0 101.6
Apricot 98,538.0 24.4 3,068.1 95,494.3 103.2
apple 374,328.0 487.7 43,904.9 330,910.8 113.1
pears 22,150.0 15.4 377.0 21,788.4 101.7
cherries 62,966.0 1,431.9 3,187.8 61,210.0 102.9
peaches 56,084.0 2,294.3 2,618.9 55,759.3 100.6
Citrus Fruit 906,605.0 23,690.6 25,056.4 905,239.2 100.2
Pistachios 73,183.0 3,809.3 1,338.8 75,653.6 96.7
Sugar 201,308.9 535,620.4 160.1 736,769.3 27.3
Maize 0.0 13,074.1 0.0 13,074.1 0.0
Tea 0.0 29,264.0 0.0 29,264.0 0.0
poder milk 0.0 12,529.1 354.2 12,174.8 0.0
Olive Oil 252,353.0 135.0 17,126.5 235,361.5 107.2
Rice 0.0 141,648.5 0.0 141,648.5 0.0
Yerba Mate 0.0 10,917.4 0.0 10,917.4 0.0
Source:NAPC database

Table 3.5 - The Commodity Balance for main Syrian agricultural exports and imports, 2006 (Tons)  

* Sheep production was calculated by multiplying the number of heads with 50 kg as an average weight 



Ton Million US$

Av 97-99 19,174 49.8 2,595.6

Av 04-06 82,374 209.3 2,540.8

2002 109,410 326.7 2,985.6

2003 67,998 201.1 2,957.7

2004 93,850 225.3 2,400.2

2005 68,118 179.8 2,639.7

2006 85,153 222.8 2,616.8

Ton Million US$

Av 97-99 161,369 225.7 1,398.5

Av 04-06 136,808 163.0 1,191.6

2002 254,784 201.2 789.5

2003 127,623 139.5 1,093.3

2004 113,876 156.2 1,372.0

2005 159,256 163.2 1,025.0

2006 137,293 169.6 1,235.2

Source:NAPC database

Turkey 32.5, Italy 16.1, Indonesia 7.3, Belgium 5.9, Thailand 5.5,Japan4.4, Pakistan 4.2,China4.0

Turkey 20.0, Pakistan 19.4,Italy 15.2,China12.6,Indonesia 6.2,South Korea3.6, Egypt 3.4

Turkey 36.6, Italy 11.1,China 8.0, Indonesia 7.2,Japan 7.1, Thailand 5.4, Pakistan 4.2,Egypt4.4 

China25.5, Turkey 23.2,Egypt 16.7,  Italy 12.8, Bangladesh 4.8,Indonesia4 

Main destination Countries (%)

Turkey 17.6,Italy 17.4,Indonesia 6.9,China 4.9, France 4.9,Spain 4.4,  Algeria4.1,Pakistan 4.1 
,Morocco3.9, Japan 3.1,Switherland3.0,USA2.5,Thailand 2.4

Turkey 26.6,China 15.3, Italy 13.0,Egypt8.2,Indonesia 5.8,Japan 3.6,Bangladesh3.5  

Italy 15.0,Pakistan14.2,Turkey 10.4,Indonesia 7.7,Belgium 7.6,India4.9 

Source:NAPC database

 Table 3.7 - Cotton, not Carded or Combed

Years
Exports Unit value 

US$/Ton

S. Arabia 67.4, Lebanon18.1, Qatar 8, Kuwait 4.1

S. Arabia 73.0,Lebanon 9.1 Kuwait 9.1, Qatar 7.6, 

S. Arabia 77,  Qatar 10, Kuwait 4,Lebanon 4

S. Arabia 83.2, Kuwait 7.7, Qatar 6.8, Lebanon 1.6

Main destination Countries (%)

S. Arabia 70.4, Qatar 14.6,Kuwait 12.5

S. Arabia 77.8, Kuwait 8.2,Qatar 8.2 Lebanon 1.7

S. Arabia 77.6, Kuwait 12.1, Qatar7, Lebanon 1.6

 Table 3.6 - Sheep

Years
Exports Unit value 

US$/Ton



Table 3.8 - Soft and Drum Wheat

Ton Million US$

Av 97-99 475,046 103.5 217.8

Av 04-06 882,288 119.4 135.4

2002 626,218 117.8 188.2

2003 667,580 117.8 176.5

2004 700,193 125.9 179.8

2005 750,332 84.8 113.0

2006 1,196,341 147.6 123.4

* Italy 5.3, Germany 1.5, and Other EU members 0.4

Ton Million US$

Av 97-99 1,912 5.4 2,843.5

Av 04-06 33,847 59.1 1,745.1

2002 4,837 11.5 2,381.0

2003 29,717 53.2 1,789.5

2004 22,144 36.0 1,624.3

2005 62,270 91.5 1,470.1

2006 17,126 49.7 2,901.1

Source:NAPC database

Italy 50.3, Switzerland 17.9,S. Arabia 5.2, Spain 5.2, Turkey 3.2

Italy46.2, Switzerland 11.8, Syrian Free Zone 8.4, Spain 7, S. Arabia 5.2

UAE 29.4,Italy 27.9,Syrian Free Zone 10.6, Spain13.8, Switzerland 6.3

Italy 40.7,Spain 14.1,S. Arabia 9.4, Iran5.4,Lebanon 4.3, Kuwait 2.8,UAE 2.6

Main destination Countries (%)

S. Arabia 41.3,Lebanon 29.6, Kuwait 5.5, UAE 5.4

Italy 40.4,Spain 14.4,UAE10.8, Syrian Free Zone 8,  Switzerland 6, S. Arabia 4.2,

S. Arabia 30.5, Switzerland 14.6, Kuwait 8.9, Turkey 6.6, USA 6.6, UAE 4.3 

Table 3.9 - Olive Oil

Years
Exports Unit value 

US$/Ton

Egypt 35.0, Iraq 16.3, Algeria 15.6, Jordan 11.3, Lebanon 9.1, North Korea 3

Egypt 58.6, Jordan 10.6, Tunisia10.1,Italy8.5 

Italy43.9, Egypt30.1, Jordan19.9,Tunisia4

Source:NAPC database

Algeria 40.1,South Korea 22.3, Other Countries 20.7, Tunisia 3.8, Turkey 2.6, Iraq2 

Egypt 41.2,Italy 18.3,Jordan 13.9,Iraq 6.1, Algeria 5.6,Tunisia5.1 

Algeria 83.2, South Korea 12.6, Egypt 4.1

Algeria 50.8, Egypt 21.8,Iraq 11.0, Italy 7.8,Tunisia4.7  

Years
Exports Unit value 

US$/Ton
Main destination Countries (%)



Ton Million US$

Av 97-99 1,574 1.1 702.1

Av 04-06 279,046 56.3 201.8

2002 24,164 7.0 288.1

2003 65,989 16.0 241.9

2004 265,519 52.5 197.7

2005 302047.39 58.2 192.7

2006 269570.31 58.2 216.0

Ton Million US$

Av 97-99 128,279 78.0 607.9

Av 04-06 281,291 40.4 143.5

2002 218,377 62.4 285.7

2003 217,987 51.8 237.7

2004 260,310 28.9 110.9

2005 327,152 41.1 125.7

2006 256,411 51.1 199.3 S. Arabia 51.5, Iraq 12.9, Lebanon 11.8,EU 9.6,  Kuwait 5.9, UAE 3.4 

Source:NAPC database

S. Arabia 74.9, UAE 7.0,Kuwait 5.6,  EU 5.1

S. Arabia 76.5, Kuwait 6.6,  UAE 4.8, Romania 3.2

S. Arabia 67.6, Kuwait7, EU 4.6, Lebanon 4.2, Ukraine 4.1,UAE 3.7

S. Arabia 58.0, Lebanon 12.5, Iraq 9.1, UAE4.2, EU 4.6, 

Unit value 
US$/Ton

Main destination Countries (%)

S. Arabia 77.3,Russian Fed8.8,  Kuwait 3.5

S. Arabia 59.0,Lebanon9.5, Iraq 7.9, Kuwait 6.1,EU 6

Source:NAPC database

Table 3.11 - Tomatoes

Years
Exports

Iraq 50.5, Jordan 43.9, Lebanon 3.2

Iraq 79.6, Jordan 17.4

Iraq 78.6, Jordan 18

Iraq 90.4, Jordan 4.6

Main destination Countries (%)

Libya 65.3, S. arabia 16.3, Jordan3,Lebanon 2.9, Egypt 1.7 

Iraq 82.8, Jordan 13.3

Jordan 80.5, Lebanon 13.4

Table 3.10 - Mineral and Aerated Water 

Years
Exports Unit value 

US$/Ton



Ton Million US$

Av 97-99 10,789 16.3 1,514.2

Av 04-06 40,091 32.2 804.1

2002 46,332 131.0 2,828.2

2003 31,623 42.7 1,349.5

2004 31,130 23.2 746.8

2005 39,841 32.3 810.2

2006 49,302 41.2 835.2

Ton Million US$

Av 97-99 49,304 50.0 1,014.2

Av 04-06 71,207 26.1 366.5

2002 65,093 49.7 764.0

2003 47,666 31.5 660.8

2004 47,641 18.9 396.4

2005 109,402 29.1 266.0

2006 56,577 30.3 535.7

Jordan 25.2,S. Arabia 20.9,Egypt 20.2,Lebanon 5.4,Russian Fed 3.8, UAE 3.5,Kuwait 3.1 

S. Arabia27.6, Egypt 19.6,Jordan 17.9, Lebanon8.9,Kuwait 5.6, Iraq 4, UAE 2.5  

Egypt 40.1, Jordan 21.2, S. Arabia 17.9, lybia 3.4,Kuwait 1.6, Lebanon 1.5

Source:NAPC database

S. Arabia 48.8, Kuwait 9.1, UAE 6.7, Bahrain 5.1, Lebanon 2.4

Egypt 26.6, S. Arabia 22.1, Jordan 21.4,Lebanon 5.4

S. Arabia 52.5,Jordan9.1, Egypt 9, UAE 7.9, Kuwait 6.9, Lebanon 4.9

S. Arabia 42.1, Jordan 15.8,Egypt 11.3,Kuwait 6.3, UAE 5.5,Lebanon 3.4

Source:NAPC database

Table 3.13 - Selected Fruits (apple, apricots, cherries, pears, plums, and peaches)

Years
Exports Unit value 

US$/Ton
Main destination Countries (%)

USA 15, EU 12, S. Arabia 12.7, Egypt10.3, UAE 7.4, Brazil 7.3, Mexico 4.3, Malaysia 3.6,  Algeria 3.3 

UAE 19.2, EU 12.8, USA 11.3, Brazil 11.2, Saudi Arabia 10.2, Egypt 5.1, Morocco 5.0, Algeria 4, 
Malaysia 3.8, Ecuador 3.0 

 Morocco 11, EU11.0, S. Arabia 10.8, Egypt 10.6, USA 10.5, UAE 9.8, Beazil 8, Algeria 3.8,   

UAE 20.5, Egypt 10.5, Brazil 8.8, S. Arabia 7.9,Morocco 7.1, singaphore 5.3, USA 5.3,vietnam 3.6, 
Algeria 3.5, Mexico 3.1    

Main destination Countries (%)

USA 16.8,S. Arabia 13.0, Brazil 12.9, EU 8,Morocco 6.4, Egypt 6.3,Colombia 6.3,Mexico 4.6,  Turkey 
3.8

UAE 16.3,S. Arabia 9.6, Brazil 9.3, USA 9,Egypt 8.7,Morocco 7.7, Algeria 3.8 

UAE 20.2, EU 10.2, S. Arabia 9.9, Malaysia 9.9, USA 8.2, Mexico 7.2, Egypt 5.1, Brazil 4.4

Table 3.12 - Cumin Seeds

Years
Exports Unit value 

US$/Ton



Ton Million US$

Av 97-99 75,637 42.3 559.8

Av 04-06 57,962 23.3 401.5

2002 38,168 22.4 585.6

2003 69,728 28.8 413.1

2004 71,459 26.7 373.3

2005 76,856 31.4 408.7

2006 25,571 11.7 458.7

Ton Million US$

Av 97-99 909 2.6 2,826.8

Av 04-06 11,512 18.2 1,585.2

2002 2,932 4.0 1,378.5

2003 4,526 9.9 2,179.0

2004 6,814 11.5 1,686.7

2005 15,326 17.2 1,120.1

2006 12,396 26.1 2,104.4 Lebanon 48.7, Jordan 19.4, UAE 8.6, S. Arabia 4.6, Kuwait 3.8

Source:NAPC database

Lebanon 61, Kuwait 10.6, UAE 8.3, S. Arabia 6.3, Italy 3.4

Lebanon 64.7, S. Arabia 8.1, UAE 5.1, Kuwait 3.5, Jordan 3.5

Lebanon 67.3, S. Arabia 6.0, Kuwait 4.1,Jordan 3.8,UAE 2.4

Lebanon 56.0, Iraq 8.8,  Jordan 8.2,Kuwait 6.4,S. Arabia 6.2

Unit value 
US$/Ton

Main destination Countries (%)

Lebanon 56.8,Jordan 10.5, S. Arabia 5.5,UAE 5.5, Kuwait 4.8

Source:NAPC database

Table 3.15 - Cheese and Curd

Years Exports

Egypt 44.7, S. Arabia 13.6, Bangladesh 13.4, Turkey 9, Jordan 6.4, Iraq 5.3

Egypt 56.8, S. Arabia 18.7, Jordan 6.9, Turkey 4.3, Lebanon 3.1,  Bangladesh 2.4

Egypt 29.2, Turkey 20.8, S. Arabia 20.2, Jordan 9.7, Sudan 7.3, Morroco 3.3, Lebanon 2.2

S. Arabia 33.5, Egypt 17.8, Jordan 12.3, Turkey 12.3, Lebanon 5.4, Morroco 5.4, Kuait 3.8    

Main destination Countries (%)

Turkey 69.6, Iraq 7.2, S. Arabia 4.6, Egypt 3

Egypt 34.6, S. Arabia 24.1, Turkey 12.5,  Jordan 9.6, Lebanon 3.3, Sudan 3.0  

Iraq 65.6, S. Arabia 12.6, Jordan 8.7, Turkey 2.3, Lebanon2

Table 3.14 - Lentils

Years Exports Unit value 
US$/Ton



Ton Million US$
Av 97-99 1,843.6 3.5 1,873.0
Av 04-06 7,401.3 16.2 2,189.4
2002 7,184.7 20.4 2,832.7
2003 6,623.8 16.0 2,416.9
2004 5,957.9 16.1 2,706.1
2005 6,634.7 16.3 2,449.6
2006 9,611.3 16.2 1,689.4

Ton Million US$
Av 97-99 24,716 5.7 230.5
Av 04-06 26,413 7.7 289.8
2002 44,077 10.6 240.8
2003 31,804 7.2 225.5
2004 26,252 7.6 291.3
2005 35,719 10.2 284.4
2006 17,268 5.2 298.8

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

Japan 40.4, China 20.2, Spain 9.9, Begium 9.7, S. Arabia 7.6, Germany 6.3, Egypt 5.8
Source:NAPC database

Years Exports Unit value 
US$/Ton

Main destination Countries (%)

Germany 68.5, Japan 20.9, S. Arabia 3.1, Egypt 3.0 
Germany 60.6, Japan 16.9,China 9.2, S. Arabia 5.2,Egypt 3.8
Germany 64.1, Japan 17.1, China 11.9, S. Arabia 4.1, Egypt 2.2
Germany 62.2, Japan 13.6, China 11.6, Spain 4.6, S. Arabia 4.0

Unit value 
US$/Ton

Main destination Countries (%)

Germany 37.4, Japan 30.5, USA 9.8, S. Arabia 8.9, Italy 4.9
Germany 44.2, Japan 23.7, China 14.6, S. Arabia 5.1, Spain 4.8

Source:NAPC database

Table 3.17 - Cotton linters

Years Exports

Italy 96.4
Italy 89.8 - Turkey 3.5  
Italy 96.1, Egypt 2.3 
Italy 80.2, India 4.7, Egypt 2.5, Turkey 1.9, China 1.2  

Main destination Countries (%)

Italy 81.9, Turkey 11.3, South Korea 3.3
Italy 88.7
Italy 95.3

Table 3.16 - Leather

Years Exports Unit value 
US$/Ton



Ton Million US$

Av 97-99 20,257 15.0 740.6

Av 04-06 36,986 7.1 192.8

2002 38,792 16.5 424.6

2003 28,927 10.8 372.2

2004 27,913 6.3 224.1

2005 57,989 9.7 167.2

2006 25,306 5.5 217.0

Ton Million US$

Av 97-99 6,899 11.8 1,706.9

Av 04-06 6,147 7.6 1,236.2

2002 11,304 11.6 1,024.5

2003 10,178 7.6 747.0

2004 7,051 5.1 729.3

2005 11,177 7.4 665.9

2006 213 10.2 48,049.3

Egypt 60.9, S. Arabia 15.9, Jordan 5.8, Kuwait 5.8, UAE 4.0

Egypt 56.9,  S. Arabia18.8,Jordan 6.9, Kuwait 6.4, UAE 3.5

Egypt 66.9, S. Arabia 10.7, Jordan 5.0, Kuwait 3.6, UAE 9.4

Source:NAPC database

Egypt 56.4, S. Arabia 22.0, Lebanon 4.7,Jordan 4.7, Kuwait 3.1,  UAE 3.3

Egypt 58.1, S. Arabia 18.9, UAE 5.7,  Jordan 4.5, Kuwait 4.8

Egypt 41.3, S. Arabia 27.4, Jordan 8.5, Kuwait 5.3, UAE4.2

Egypt 53.8, S. Arabia 18.3, Jordan 8.0, Kuwait 4.0,UAE 4.8

Table 3.19 - Apricot and Grape Paste (Kemeradin)

Years
Exports Unit value 

US$/Ton
Main destination Countries (%)

Jordan 48.5, S. Arabia 19.6,UAE 9.2,  Lebanon 7.4, Kuwait 6.8, Iraq 5.5

Iraq 37.8, Jordan 27.6, S. Arabia 13.4, Lebanon 6.6, Kuwait 4.9, UAE 2.1 

Jordan 55.9, S. Arabia 23.6, Kuwait 7.7, UAE 3.3, Iraq 2.5  

Source:NAPC database

Jordan 44.2,S. Arabia 18.9, Iraq 15.3,Kuwait 6.5,Lebanon 5,UAE 4.8

S. Arabia 42.7, Jordan 25.9, Kuwait 10.2, UAE6.7

Jordan 32.7, S. Arabia 27, Kuwait 13.7, UAE 14.3,  Lebanon1.7

Table 3.18 - Citrus (Orange, Lemon, and Mandarin) 

Years Exports Unit value 
US$/Ton

Main destination Countries (%)



Ton Million US$
Av 97-99 12,531 9.4 751.6

Av 04-06 16,458 6.9 417.2
2002 460 0.4 907.9
2003 8,316 6.3 760.3
2004 29,459 12.1 411.8
2005 19,231 8.1 422.7
2006 685 0.3 495.7

Ton Million US$
Av 97-99 2,818 4.5 1,579.9
Av 04-06 5,214 5.4 1,032.5
2002 2,669 4.5 1,671.5
2003 3,755 5.5 1,467.4
2004 3,166 3.5 1,110.9
2005 7,030 7.2 1,017.9
2006 5,445 5.5 1,005.8

Table 3.21/1 - 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

Egypt 5.4, Brazil 9.3, USA 8.4, Mexico 6.9, S. Arabia 6.6, Turkey 6.3, Ecudor 4.4, Algeria 4.3, 
Source:NAPC database

Years Exports Unit value 
US$/Ton

Main destination Countries (%)

 Lebanon 14.8, USA 13.1, Brazil 10.1,S. Arabia 9.3, Jordan 6.3,France 6.0,Netherland 4.1, UAE 
Mexico 10.4, Brazil 10.2, USA 10.1, S. Arabia 8, Netherland 7.4, Turkey 6.5, Jordan 5.7,Lebanon 
USA 15.3, S. Arabia 9.4, Mexico 8.9,  Lebanon 7.2, Ecuador 7, Venezuela 4.6, France 4.3, Egypt 
Turkey 38.3, USA 13.9, Brazil 7.7,Lebanon 4.0,Netherland 3.7,  S. Arabia 3,Venezuela 2.7, Mexico 

Unit value 
US$/Ton

Main destination Countries (%)

Brazil 16.1, Lebanon 14.8, S. Arabia 12.7, Turkey 10.7, Jordan 8.5, Netherland 6.4, Yemen 6.2, 
Turkey 15.8, USA 12.5, Egypt 6.9, Brazil 6.5, S. Arabia 6.4, Mexico 6.1, Lebanon 4.5, Ecuador 4.4, 

Source:NAPC database

Table 3.21 - Anis seeds 

Years Exports

Jordan 74.3, Egypt 7.6, S. Arabia 7.0, Lebanon 5.3, UAE 4.4
Jordan 53.7, Egypt 12.3, Lebanon 6.5, Tunisia 6.4, S. Arabia 6.0,UAE 3.3 
Jordan 35.0, Lebanon 16.3, Tunisia 12.4, S. Arabia 10.4, Egypt 7.4, UAE 5.5
Jordan 30.0, Lebanon 21.4, Kuwait 19.7, S. Arabia 18.3

Main destination Countries (%)

Lebanon 46.2, India 12.3, S. Arabia 11.3, Lebanon 10.3, Turkey 6.6, UAE 4, Egypt 3.1     

Jordan 39.6,Lebanon 14.7, S. Arabia 11.6, Kuwait 8.6, Tunisia 6.6, Egypt 6.6,  UAE 3.0
Jordan 54.9, Lebanon 15.4, Italy 15.1,S. Arabia 4.7,Kuwait 4.3,  UAE 3.3

Table 3.20 - Chickpeas

Years
Exports Unit value 

US$/Ton



Ton Million US$

Av 97-99 26,246 24.3 926.5

Av 04-06 9,931 2.2 224.0

2002 28,003 20.7 740.6

2003 13,022 5.0 386.7

2004 9,076 2.2 237.4

2005 15,282 3.2 211.2

2006 5,435 1.3 237.5

Ton Million US$

Av 97-99 7,466 21.2 2,839.7

Av 04-06 964 2.4 2,473.8

2002 3,787 5.8 1,543.9

2003 2,917 4.5 1,546.4

2004 1,283 1.7 1,346.1

2005 271 0.9 3,320.7

2006 1,339 4.5 3,382.9

Source:NAPC database

Lebanon 79.8, Jordan 9.8, Greece 2.5, S.Arabia 1.7

Lebanon 71.9,Jordan 6.5,Greece 5,Kuwait 3.6, UAE 3.5, S.Arabia 2.9

UAE 21.8,Egypt 19, Jordan 15.6, S.Arabia 17.4, Bahrain 6.5, Kuwait5.8, Lebanon 4.7

Jordan61.3,Egypt 12.2,S. Arabia 7.0,UAE 3.5, Kuwait 2.6

Main destination Countries (%)

Lebanon 92.1, Kuwait 2.4, S. Arabia 1

Jordan 27.8, Lebanon 25.5, Egypt 15.6, UAE 9.6,S. Arabia 9.2, Greece 2.4, , Kuwait 4.0,Bahrain

Lebanon 75.7,S.Arabia 3.4, Kuwait 3.4, Qatar 3.2

Source:NAPC database

Table 3.23 - Shelled and Unshelled Pistachio

Years
Exports Unit value 

US$/Ton

S. Arabia 27.8, Jordan 25, UAE 19.4,  Qatar 4.8

S. Arabia 34.2, UAE 21.9, Kuwait 15.8, Jordan 12.8

S. Arabia 18.6, UAE 17.5, Jordan 17.6, Lebanon 16, Oman 9.1, Kuwait 9.6   

S. Arabia 31.1, UAE 24.7, Jordan 15.3, Kuwait 10.5, Oman 5.8 

Main destination Countries (%)

S. Arabia 50, UAE 24, Kuwait 11.8, Oman 5.2, Bahrain 4.6

S. Arabia 28, UAE 21.4, Jordan 15.2, Kuwait 12.5, Oman8

S. Arabia 36, UAE 20.2, Jordan 15.3, Kuwait 13,Oman 7.2, Qatar4.3,Bahrain 3.7

Table 3.22 - Fresh Grapes

Years
Exports Unit value 

US$/Ton



Ton Million US$

Av 97-99 26,480 12.5 470.8

Av 04-06 24,934 4.8 192.0

2002 17,634 6.0 339.6

2003 17,094 3.1 183.2

2004 16,798 3.0 178.9

2005 23,188 5.4 234.2

2006 34,816 5.9 170.3

Source:NAPC database

Iraq 26.1,Kuwait 21.8,  UAE 15.4, S. Arabia 11.9, Jordan 6, Oman 5.3, Qatar 4.1,Bahrain 
3.9 Lebanon 2.9

Iraq 36.4, Kuwait 17.3, S. Arabia 12.4,UAE 8.1, Lebanon 7.8,Qatar 5.3, Oman 4.8, Jordan 
3.7,Bahrain 3.2

Iraq 46.9, Lebanon 8, Kuwait 7.5, UAE 5.4, Jordan 5.3, S. Arabia 4.5, Oman 3, Qatar 2.9  

UAE19, Iraq 17.8, S. Arabia 17.1,  Kuwait 14.6, Jordan 8.5, Oman 4.5, Lebanon 3.5    

Main destination Countries (%)

 Lebanon26,UAE18, Cyprus 17.7,  Kuwait 9.4, Germany 6.8, Oman 6.7, Bahrain 4.4, Qatar 
1.6, Britin 1.2 

Iraq 33.7,Kuwait 13.1,S. Arabia 11.3, UAE 10.8, Lebanon 6.4, Jordan 5.8, Oman 4.1 

UAE 22.3, S. Arabia 16.7, Kuwait 16.3, Greece 12.1, Oman 8.7, Qatar 6,Bahrain 6.3, Iraq 5.7

Table 3.24 - Potatoes

Years

Exports
Unit value 
US$/Ton



Ton Million US$

Av 97-99 495,531 152.4 307.6

Av 04-06 663,659 192.8 290.5

2002 702,078 168.7 240.3

2003 668,953 159.6 238.6

2004 740,996 193.3 260.8

2005 714,362 185.9 260.3

2006 535,620 199.3 372.0

Ton Million US$

Av 97-99 578,287 76.9 133.0

Av 04-06 1,240,266 156.2 125.9

2002 898,920 100.9 112.3

2003 914,271 104.4 114.2

2004 855,778 112.8 131.9

2005 1,474,703 180.8 122.6

2006 1,390,315 174.9 125.8 USA 74.7, Turkey 5.5, Bulgaria 3.6   

Source:NAPC database

USA 83.8, Argentina 13.1, European Market 2.8, Bulgaria 1.2

USA 64.6, Argentina 32.5

USA 84.7, Argentina 14.9

USA 66.2, Argentina 13.5, Ukraine 11.2, Turkey 4.1, Bulgaria 3.6  

Unit value 
US$/Ton

Main destination Countries (%)

USA 57.9, Argentina 23.6, Other Countries 6.1 

USA 75.2, Argentina 9.5

Source:NAPC database

Table 3.26 - Maize

Years
Imports

European Market 42.1,Thailand 17.1, France 17.0,Brazil 11.0, Belgium 6.0,Colombia 3.9

European Market 55.4, Brazil 36.3, France 7.6, Colombia 3.5

European Market 42.4,Brazil 36.9, France 11.6,Belgium 6.4

European Market 53.1, Brazil 17.8, UAE 6.1, Egypt 5, Belgium 4.7

Main destination Countries (%)

France 36.0,Belgium 24.9,  Germany 12.1, Turkey 9.7, Spain 4.2, Brazil 4.0

European Market 52.3, Brazil30.3

European Market 50.3, Brazil 30.7, France 7.5, Colombia 5.2,Thailand 4.3,Belgium3.9

 Table 3.25 - Sugar

Years Imports Unit value 
US$/Ton



Ton Million US$

Av 04-06 630,063 75.0 119.1

2002 368,018 31.2 84.8

2003 601,277 61.0 101.5

2004 624,727 66.4 106.3

2005 802,516 100.9 125.8

2006 462,946 57.7 124.7

Ton Million US$

Av 97-99 177,385 48.8 275.3

Av 04-06 333,751 74.3 222.5

2002 319,688 55.4 173.3

2003 256,559 48.3 188.3

2004 349,309 89.6 256.6

2005 405,354 81.7 201.6

2006 246,589 51.4 208.6

Argentina 91.1, USA 4.5, Lebanon3

Argentina 87.5, USA 4.5, Lebanon 3.4

Argentina 97.4, USA 2

Source:NAPC database

Argentina 74, USA 12.6, Lebanon 5.3

Argentina 92, USA 3.6, Lebanon2.1

Argentina 84.1,Lebanon 7.6, USA 7

Argentina 93.8, Lebanon 5.6

Table 3.28 - Pulps, Cakes and Extraction Residues of  Oils 

Years
Imports Unit value 

US$/Ton
Main destination Countries (%)

 Iraq 45,Ukraine 44.6, Bulgaria 8.5

Ukraine 46.9,Russian Fed 23.4,Turkey20, France 3.4

Turkey 46,Ukraine 36.7,Russian Fed 8.9

Source:NAPC database

Main destination Countries (%)

Ukraine 42.7,Turkey 22,Iraq 15.3, Russian Fed 10.8

Other Countries63.2, Russian Fed 17.4, Ukraine 6.9, Turkey 6.1

Iraq 62.1, Other Countries 27.8, Germany 5.5

Table 3.27 - Barley

Years
Imports Unit value 

US$/Ton



Ton Million US$

Av 97-99 163,786 60.9 371.8

Av 04-06 232,801 72.9 313.3

2002 180,676 49.6 274.4

2003 193,182 59.1 306.2

2004 237,897 80.2 337.2

2005 318,857 88.7 278.3

2006 141,648 49.9 352.0

Ton Million US$

Av 97-99 19,171 37.9 1,975.7

Av 04-06 32,187 56.4 1,753.7

2002 30,642 55.7 1,818.5

2003 29,036 53.6 1,844.3

2004 30,683 56.6 1,844.1

2005 36,615 55.4 1,514.4

2006 29,264 57.3 1,958.3 Sir Lanka 92.7, Viet Nam 2.3

Source:NAPC database

Sir Lanka 97.4

Sir Lanka 96.5

Sir Lanka 94.1

Sir Lanka 94.2,  Viet Nam 2.5

Unit value 
US$/Ton

Main destination Countries (%)

Sir Lanka 89.2, Viet Nam 4.8

Sir Lanka 93.7

Source:NAPC database

Table 3.30 - Tea

Years
Imports

Egypt 60.7, Thailand 21.3, Thailand 7.7 , Spain 4.7

Egypt 84.4, Thailand 3.1, Spain 2.5, Iraq 2.2

Egypt 67, Spain 16.7, Thailand 2.8, Australia1.9

Egypt 76.6, India 4.8, Spain 3.4, Thailand 3.4, Australia 3.3

Main destination Countries (%)

Egypt 35.9, Thailand 24.7,Viet Nam 8.8,  USA 8.2, Australia 8, China 3.1

Egypt 75.3,Spain 7.1, Thailand 3.1, India 2.5,Australia2.2

Thailand 49.2, Egypt 36.6, Australia 6.9

Table 3.29 - Milled Paddy and Husked Rice

Years
Imports Unit value 

US$/Ton



Ton Million US$

Av 97-99 10,525 36.3 3,450.6 Netherlands 41.8,Poland 22.8,Belgium 15.4, France 8.2

Av 04-06 15,221 38.2 2,507.9 France 31.8,Netherlands 17.3,Poland 13.1,Maldives 6.4,  New Zealand 4.7

2002 14,847 36.2 2,435.0 Poland 24.2,Australia 22.1,Netherlands 18.6,  , Belgium 14.4, France 4

2003 12,421 35.8 2,883.1
Australia 24,France 14.8, Netherlands 13.9,  Belgium 10, Poland 9.6, Ukraine 7.9, Czech Rep 
3.6

2004 14,645 39.5 2,695.0
Netherlands 21.9,Poland 21.2,Belgium 14.3, France 12, Australia 9.5,   Maldives 7.2,New 
Zealand 4.9, Ukraine3 

2005 25,459 45.0 1,769.1 France 53.1, Belgium9.4,Netherlands8.3, Maldives 7.2,

2006 12,529 42.7 3,405.4
France 30.2, Netherlands 21.8, Ukraine 11.2, Poland 8.8, New Zealand 7.1, India 5.7, Maldives 
4.9

Ton Million US$

Av 97-99 59,017 14.2 241.2 USA 69.7, Argentina 30.3 

Av 04-06 137,597 35.7 259.6  USA 67.9,Argentina 26.5

2002 101,080 18.7 184.7 Argentina 64.6, USA 35.4

2003 156,494 36.2 231.2 Argentina 58.6, USA 22.2, Paraguay19.2

2004 139,370 37.1 266.1 USA 63.7, Argentina 29.8, Brazil 6.5

2005 214,157 54.6 254.9 USA 50.3, Argentina 49.6

2006 59,266 15.5 261.2 USA 89.8, Brazil 5, Ukraine 5.2 

Source:NAPC database

Unit value US$/Ton Main destination Countries (%)

Source:NAPC database

Table 3.32 - Soybean

Years
Imports

Main destination Countries (%)

Table 3.31 - Milk Powder

Years
Imports

Unit value US$/Ton



Ton
Million 

US$

Av 97-99 20,096 10.9 541.8

Av 04-06 49,080 31.2 635.0

2002 54,205 24.5 451.4

2003 42,741 24.1 563.4

2004 47,723 29.1 610.4

2005 46,630 30.5 653.1

2006 52,888 33.9 641.3

Ton
Million 

US$

Av 97-99 61,166 21.8 356.9

Av 04-06 325,790 28.4 87.1

2002 75,835 20.5 270.1

2003 80,643 22.0 273.2

2004 94,332 24.5 259.8

2005 565,125 24.6 43.6

2006 317,911 36.0 113.3 Colombia 68.8, Lebanon6.8, Egypt 5.4, Costa Rica 3.6, Colombia 3.1

Source:NAPC database

Ecuador 60.4,Lebanon 21.5, Colombia 11.6,  Yemen 2

Ecuador 60.2,Lebanon 21.1, Colombia 6.3,  Costa Rica 5.2, Honduras 5.2

Ecuador 62, Lebanon 23.4, Yemen 6.9

Colombia 59.3,Ecuador 28.8,Lebanon 5

Unit value 
US$/Ton

Main destination Countries (%)

Ecuador 58.3, Costa Rica 17.6, Colombia 14.3, Mexico 5.4

Ecuador 53.2, Colombia 21.5, Lebanon 11.8

Source:NAPC database

Table 3.34 - Bananas

Years
Imports

Ukraine 27.9, Nigeria 27, Sudan 24.2, Other Countries 6.5, India4.6

Sudan 39.9, Nigeria 31.7, Iraq 4.5, Pakistan4.1

Nigeria 54.8,Sudan 32.2, Pakistan 7.8,Maldives 7.8

Nigeria 49.1, Sudan 33.4, Argentina 8.1, Pakistan 3.1

Main destination Countries (%)

Sudan 36.9, Nigeria 29.8, Urguay 13.6

Nigeria 45.2, Sudan 35.2 Pakistan5

Sudan 38.6, Nigeria 17.5, Russian Fed 15.9, France 9, Pakistan 7.6, Ukraine6.1

Table 3.33 - Sesame and Sunflower Seeds

Years
Imports Unit value 

US$/Ton



Ton Million US$

Av 97-99 5,782 11.6 1,997.7

Av 04-06 9,048 18.9 2,091.8

2002 10,711 16.3 1,518.8

2003 9,009 14.6 1,622.3

2004 9,195 19.4 2,109.9

2005 9,504 20.4 2,149.7

2006 8,443 16.9 2,006.7

Ton Million US$

Av 97-99 13,245 15.5 1,171.2

Av 04-06 15,909 11.5 725.7

2002 16,657 13.9 832.2

2003 18,148 13.5 745.3

2004 19,971 14.7 735.1

2005 16,839 11.8 703.1

2006 10,917 8.1 743.3

Argentina 99.5

Argentina 100

Argentina 100

Source:NAPC database

Argentina 96.6

Argentina 100

Argentina 100

Argentina 95.8

Source:NAPC database

Table 3.36 - Mate, Raw, in Stalk Form, whether or not Ground

Years
Imports Unit value 

US$/Ton
Main destination Countries (%)

Netherland 37.5, New Zealand 15.9, Belgium 12.4,Estonia 4.4, Denmark 4,France 3.5

Netherland 41.5, Belgium 12.8,UAE 12.4,New Zealand12.5,  Denmark6.2,France 5.5, Poland 3.2

Netherland35.1, Belgium15.4,France 8.2,Denmark 7.1, UAE 6.6,New Zealand 5.4,  Maldives 
4.7,Germany 3.8, Poland2.7 

Netherland 48.8,New Zealand 12,Belgium 8.8, Finland 6, France 5.5, Irlenad 3.5, UAE 2.4, Denemark 
2.3   

Main destination Countries (%)

Netherland 49.5, Belgium 22.6, New Zealand 11.6, France 8.1, Denmark 5

Netherland 41.6, Belgium 12.3, New Zealand 10, France 6.6, Denmark 7.8

Netherland 55.9, Belgium 12.6, New Zealand 11.1, Uruguay 6.5,France 3.5, Denmark 3.5

Table 3.35 - Butter and Ghee

Years
Imports Unit value 

US$/Ton



Ton Million US$

Av 97-99 14,353 29.3 2,042.0
Av 04-06 18,334 20.3 1,109.3
2002 25,100 18.6 741.9
2003 10,654 9.3 873.0
2004 18,777 20.1 1,069.3
2005 23,275 25.6 1,099.7
2006 13,074 15.7 1,204.6

Ton Million US$

Av 97-99 5,213 43.9 8,415.7
Av 04-06 15,846 24.6 1,555.2
2002 12,216 19.4 1,585.9
2003 12,799 20.5 1,598.1
2004 13,612 22.6 1,662.9
2005 15,756 19.7 1,251.0
2006 18,171 31.6 1,738.3

Ton Million US$
Av 97-99
Av 04-06 93,733 7.0 74.2
2002 184,109 11.9 64.9
2003 181,346 10.4 57.4
2004 190,756 12.5 65.5
2005 62,859 5.6 89.7
2006 27,585 2.7 99.2
Source:NAPC database

Other Countries 65.9, Iraq 33.8
Iraq 91.9, Argentian 5.4, Ukraine 1.4
Turkey 59.7, Ukraine 27.1, Romania5.4,  Bulgaria 3.2
Ukraine48.8, Turkey 37.5,Bulgaria 12.1,Romania1.4

Main destination Countries (%)

Turkey32.5, Iraq 31.4, Ukraine 25.3, Bulgaria 5.1   
Other Countries 88.4, Hungary 10.8

Table 3.39 - Bran, Sharps and Other Residues

Years
Imports

Unit value US$/Ton

Morocco 54.7, Thailand 40.7

Morocco 57.2, Thailand 41.6
Morocco 60.3, Thailand 38.1
Morocco 67.4, Thailand 22.5
Morocco 50.2, Thailand 43.9

Unit value US$/Ton Main destination Countries (%)

Morocco 54.9, Thailand 39.7,  Philippines 3.7
Morocco 57.4, Thailand 35.7

Table 3.38 - Canned Fish

Years
Imports

Brazil 78.7, India7.3, Colombia4.5
Brazil 83.9, India 7.8,Viet Nam 3.8, Colombia 2.4
Brazil 83.4, Viet Nam7.2, Colombia 3.9, India 2.3
Brazil 69.1,Viet Nam 12.6, India 8,Colombia 7.4   

Main destination Countries (%)

Brazil 89.6, India 3.9, Colombia 1.8
Brazil 78.8,Viet Nam 7.9, India 6, Colombia 4.5
Brazil 89, Colombia 2.8, Viet Nam 2.3,India 1.8

Table 3.37 - Coffee, Green and Dry

Years
Imports

Unit value US$/Ton



Av 97-99 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 Av 04-06 Av 97-99 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 Av 04-06

All Arab Countries 540.1 896.5 713.7 726.6 716.4 871.3 771.4 -0.7 58.5 67.2 62.8 68.2 64.2 71.3 68.0
Europe Union (25) 148.5 191.1 221.1 158.7 190.6 171.0 173.4 -2.7 16.1 14.3 19.4 14.9 17.1 14.0 15.3
Asia Excluding Arabs 169.1 170.5 141.2 145.3 152.3 142.1 146.6 -4.5 18.3 12.8 12.4 13.6 13.7 11.6 12.9
N.C. America 10.6 27.0 14.2 8.7 11.6 8.3 9.5 -25.6 1.1 2.0 1.3 0.8 1.0 0.7 0.8
South America 6.4 16.0 10.2 5.7 7.9 8.1 7.2 -15.7 0.7 1.2 0.9 0.5 0.7 0.7 0.6
Africa Excluding Arabs 0.9 0.2 1.6 1.4 3.1 0.9 1.8 43.8 0.1 0.0 0.1 0.1 0.3 0.1 0.2
Oceania 0.2 0.6 0.7 1.0 0.8 0.8 0.9 10.7 0.0 0.0 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.1
Other Countries 47.4 31.5 34.6 18.6 32.5 19.8 23.6 -10.9 5.1 2.4 3.0 1.7 2.9 1.6 2.1
World 923.3 1,333.3 1,137.3 1,066.0 1,115.3 1,222.3 1,134.5 -2.1 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0

All Arab Countries 84.3 122.9 197.7 287.6 271.8 270.3 276.6 21.8 10.1 11.9 18.2 21.6 18.8 21.1 20.5
Europe Union (25) 232.3 172.8 148.9 137.3 201.3 146.3 161.6 -4.1 27.9 16.7 13.7 10.3 13.9 11.4 12.0
Asia Excluding Arabs 207.1 174.0 207.9 177.3 242.6 232.7 217.6 7.5 24.9 16.8 19.1 13.3 16.8 18.1 16.1
N.C. America 98.3 157.5 120.0 153.1 174.1 181.5 169.6 3.6 11.8 15.2 11.0 11.5 12.1 14.1 12.5
South America 133.4 184.8 172.8 258.1 233.6 140.2 210.6 -6.7 16.0 17.9 15.9 19.4 16.2 10.9 15.6
Africa Excluding Arabs 5.4 9.5 18.5 12.3 17.6 34.8 21.6 38.5 0.7 0.9 1.7 0.9 1.2 2.7 1.6
Oceania 10.4 16.4 18.7 16.7 20.6 36.2 24.5 21.9 1.2 1.6 1.7 1.3 1.4 2.8 1.8
Other Countries 62.1 196.4 201.6 287.1 281.9 241.7 270.2 5.3 7.4 19.0 18.6 21.6 19.5 18.8 20.0
World 833.3 1,034.4 1,086.1 1,329.6 1,443.5 1,283.8 1,352.3 5.5 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0

All Arab Countries 455.8 773.6 515.9 439.0 444.6 601.0 494.8 -6.1 0.73 0.76 0.57 0.43 0.45 0.53 0.47
Europe Union (25) -83.8 18.3 72.2 21.5 -10.7 24.7 11.8 7.8 -0.22 0.05 0.20 0.07 -0.03 0.08 0.04
Asia Excluding Arabs -38.0 -3.5 -66.7 -32.0 -90.3 -90.7 -71.0 125.1 -0.10 -0.01 -0.19 -0.10 -0.23 -0.24 -0.19
N.C. America -87.7 -130.6 -105.8 -144.5 -162.5 -173.2 -160.1 7.3 -0.81 -0.71 -0.79 -0.89 -0.88 -0.91 -0.89
South America -127.0 -168.9 -162.6 -252.5 -225.7 -132.1 -203.4 -6.0 -0.91 -0.84 -0.89 -0.96 -0.93 -0.89 -0.93
Africa Excluding Arabs -4.6 -9.2 -16.9 -10.9 -14.4 -33.9 -19.8 38.4 -0.73 -0.96 -0.84 -0.80 -0.70 -0.95 -0.85
Oceania -10.1 -15.8 -18.1 -15.7 -19.7 -35.4 -23.6 22.3 -0.95 -0.93 -0.93 -0.88 -0.92 -0.96 -0.93
Other Countries -14.7 -164.9 -167.0 -268.6 -249.4 -221.9 -246.6 7.7 -0.13 -0.72 -0.71 -0.88 -0.79 -0.85 -0.84
World 89.9 298.9 51.1 -263.6 -328.2 -61.5 -217.8 0.05 0.13 0.02 -0.11 -0.13 -0.02 -0.09

Table 3.40 - Syrian agricultural imports and exports by group of countries, 1997-2006 (Million US$ and %)

Source:NAPC database

Share %

Total Imports  Value (Million US$) Share %

Agricultural Trade Balance Standardized Trade Balance

Group
Total Exports  Value (Million US$)

AGR



Country
Exports 

Value
Imports 

Value
Trade 

Balance
Trade 

Volume
Standardized 

Balance
% Volume

EU 25 171.0 146.3 24.7 317.3 0.1 12.7

Saudi Arabia 278.6 25.7 252.8 304.3 0.8 12.1

Egypt 209.3 93.3 116.0 302.6 0.4 12.1

United States 4.6 160.5 -155.9 165.1 -0.9 6.6

Uropean Market 11.4 137.4 -126.0 148.7 -0.8 5.9

Turkey 55.4 67.0 -11.7 122.4 -0.1 4.9

Iraq 110.0 8.4 101.6 118.4 0.9 4.7

Jordan 87.6 25.0 62.6 112.6 0.6 4.5

Lebanon 57.8 30.6 27.3 88.4 0.3 3.5

United Arab Emirates 38.0 41.5 -3.5 79.5 0.0 3.2

Ukraine 2.7 64.1 -61.4 66.8 -0.9 2.7

China 45.0 21.6 23.5 66.6 0.4 2.7

Argentina 0.1 65.4 -65.4 65.5 -1.0 2.6

Brazil 4.4 47.8 -43.4 52.2 -0.8 2.1

Sri Lanka 0.0 52.1 -52.1 52.1 -1.0 2.1

Kuwait 38.3 0.3 38.0 38.6 1.0 1.5

New Zealand 0.1 33.1 -33.0 33.1 -1.0 1.3

Morocco 4.7 21.1 -16.5 25.8 -0.6 1.0

Thailand 1.4 23.4 -21.9 24.8 -0.9 1.0

Bangladesh 8.2 10.8 -2.6 19.0 -0.1 0.8

Qatar 18.7 0.1 18.6 18.7 1.0 0.7

India 2.8 15.8 -12.9 18.6 -0.7 0.7

Sudan 2.5 14.6 -12.1 17.1 -0.7 0.7

Nigeria 0.0 16.5 -16.5 16.5 -1.0 0.7

North Africa 0.1 15.9 -15.8 16.0 -1.0 0.6

Russian Federation 1.7 14.1 -12.3 15.8 -0.8 0.6

Ecuador 0.7 11.4 -10.7 12.2 -0.9 0.5

Bulgaria 2.8 9.2 -6.5 12.0 -0.5 0.5

Romania 0.7 11.0 -10.3 11.7 -0.9 0.5

Others 234.6 246.3 -11.7 480.9 0.0 19.2

Total 1,222.3 1,283.8 -61.5 2,506.1 0.0 100.0

Table 3.41 - Syrian main agricultural trade partners, 2006 (Million US$ and %) 

Source:NAPC database



Value % Value % Value % Value % Value %

Saudi Arabia 416.2 31.2 250.3 22.0 243.4 22.8 223.2 20.0 278.6 22.8

Egypt 41.9 3.1 76.5 6.7 98.3 9.2 119.6 10.7 209.3 17.1

EU 25 191.1 14.3 221.1 19.4 158.7 14.9 190.6 17.1 171.0 14.0

Iraq 22.5 1.7 36.2 3.2 91.1 8.5 80.9 7.3 110.0 9.0

Jordan 47.4 3.6 94.1 8.3 3.5 0.3 12.9 1.2 87.6 7.2

Lebanon 57.5 4.3 80.8 7.1 73.5 6.9 61.3 5.5 57.8 4.7

Turkey 38.4 2.9 81.3 7.1 53.2 5.0 87.2 7.8 55.4 4.5

China 1.5 0.1 5.8 0.5 19.7 1.9 13.9 1.2 45.0 3.7

Kuwait 69.6 5.2 29.8 2.6 36.5 3.4 30.6 2.7 38.3 3.1

United Arab 
Emirates

63.9 4.8 24.7 2.2 17.6 1.6 25.4 2.3 38.0 3.1

Qatar 31.9 2.4 22.3 2.0 20.5 1.9 22.4 2.0 18.7 1.5

Tunisia 5.7 0.4 3.9 0.3 6.5 0.6 21.2 1.9 11.2 0.9

Bangladesh 5.8 0.4 5.3 0.5 5.6 0.5 3.9 0.4 8.2 0.7

south Korea 17.2 1.3 0.8 0.1 7.2 0.7 0.5 0.0 6.5 0.5

Indonesia 14.9 1.1 9.2 0.8 9.8 0.9 11.1 1.0 6.4 0.5

Japan 7.2 0.5 7.2 0.6 3.5 0.3 12.9 1.2 6.1 0.5

Morocco 9.8 0.7 7.3 0.6 4.4 0.4 7.3 0.7 4.7 0.4

United States 13.1 1.0 9.8 0.9 6.6 0.6 8.8 0.8 4.6 0.4

Brazil 6.5 0.5 4.7 0.4 3.0 0.3 4.1 0.4 4.4 0.4

Yemen 2.5 0.2 6.6 0.6 8.1 0.8 4.2 0.4 3.5 0.3

India 13.3 1.0 3.9 0.3 2.8 0.3 1.2 0.1 2.8 0.2

Bulgaria 3.4 0.3 2.6 0.2 2.7 0.3 3.3 0.3 2.8 0.2

Ukraine 0.4 0.0 4.6 0.4 3.3 0.3 2.2 0.2 2.7 0.2

Sudan 2.4 0.2 2.0 0.2 2.4 0.2 13.8 1.2 2.5 0.2

Oman 6.8 0.5 2.8 0.2 1.8 0.2 2.5 0.2 2.4 0.2

Pakistan 27.5 2.1 8.8 0.8 31.4 2.9 7.8 0.7 1.5 0.1

Algeria 109.2 8.2 68.7 6.0 19.3 1.8 13.4 1.2 3.1 0.3

Other Countries 105.7 7.9 66.1 5.8 131.4 12.3 129.0 11.6 39.3 3.2

Total Agricultural 
Exports

1,333.3 100.0 1,137.3 100.0 1,066.0 100.0 1,115.3 100.0 1,222.3 100.0

Source:NAPC database

Countries
2002 2003 2004 2005 2006

Table 3.42 - Main destinations for Syrian agricultural exports, 2002-2006 (Million US$ and %) 



Value % Value % Value % Value % Value %
United States 135 13 112 10 143 11 162 11 160 13

EU 25 175 17 150 14 137 10 201 14 146 11

Eropean market 83 8 88 8 147 11 106 7 137 11

Egypt 33 3 46 4 46 3 107 7 93 7

Turkey 19 2 13 1 18 1 56 4 67 5

Argentina 90 9 118 11 136 10 142 10 65 5

Ukraine 14 1 34 3 70 5 100 7 64 5

Sri Lanka 54 5 54 5 52 4 52 4 52 4

Brazil 66 6 23 2 95 7 74 5 48 4

United Arab Emirates 18 2 13 1 17 1 22 2 41 3

New Zealand 5 0 5 0 9 1 15 1 33 3

Lebanon 16 2 21 2 28 2 39 3 31 2

Saudi Arabia 6 1 6 1 10 1 21 1 26 2

Jordan 6 1 6 1 12 1 14 1 25 2

Thailand 40 4 46 4 9 1 19 1 22 2

China 10 1 13 1 15 1 17 1 22 2

Morocco 17 2 18 2 16 1 12 1 21 2

Nigeria 5 0 6 1 10 1 16 1 17 1

South Africa 3 0 11 1 0 0 0 0 16 1

India 5 1 9 1 8 1 12 1 16 1

Sudan 14 1 11 1 15 1 12 1 15 1

Russian Federation 28 3 10 1 26 2 47 3 12 1

Ecuador 15 1 16 1 20 1 13 1 11 1

Romania 6 1 16 1 18 1 7 0 11 1

Bangladesh 6 1 7 1 6 0 9 1 11 1

Guatemala 4 0 6 1 8 1 9 1 10 1

Uruguay 1 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 10 1

Bulgaria 3 0 0 0 8 1 11 1 9 1

Iraq 0 0 68 6 70 5 16 1 8 1

Iran 4 0 4 0 5 0 3 0 8 1

Viet Nam 1 0 4 0 2 0 6 0 6 0

Switzerland 10 1 9 1 17 1 11 1 6 0

Malaysia 19 2 47 4 36 3 37 3 5 0

Colombia 13 1 7 1 7 1 2 0 5 0

Oman 2 0 2 0 3 0 4 0 5 0

Maldives 1 0 2 0 3 0 11 1 4 0

Indonesia 7 1 3 0 12 1 7 0 4 0

Pakistan 3 0 2 0 2 0 3 0 4 0

Costa Rica 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 4 0

Other Countries 106 10 89 8 91 7 47 3 34 3

Total Agricultural imports 1046 100 1098 100 1330 100 1443 100 1284 100
Source:NAPC database

Table 3.43 - Main suppliers for Syrian agricultural imports, 2002-2006 (Million US$ and %) 

Countries 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006



CH Chapter name
Exports Value 
(Million US$)

Imports Value 
(Million US$)

Trade Balance

1 Live Animals 0.0 2.5 -2.5

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

0.0 55.6 -55.6

5
Products of Animal Origin, Not Elsewhere Specified 
or Included 

3.2 0.0 3.2

6
Other Plants; Bulbs, Roots and The Like; Cut Flowers 
and Ornamental Foliage 

0.4 0.1 0.3

7
Edible Vegetables and Certain Roots and Tubers 4.1 0.4 3.7

8 Edible Fruit and Nuts; Peel of Citrus Fruit or Melons 1.8 1.1 0.8

9 Coffee, Tea, Mate and Spices  3.8 0.1 3.8

10 Cereals 24.1 3.7 20.3

11
Products of The Milling Industry; Malt; 
Starches;Inulin; Wheat Gluten 

0.0 0.5 -0.5

12

Oil Seeds and Oleaginous Fruits; Miscellaneous 
Grains, Seeds and Fruit; Industrial or Medicinal 
Plants; Straw and Fodder 

1.7 7.2 -5.5

13
Lac; Gums, Resins and Other Vegetable Saps and 
Extracts 

0.0 0.3 -0.3

14

Vegetable Plaiting Materials; Vegetable Products Not 
Elsewhere Specified or Included

1.5 0.0 1.5

15

Animal or Vegetable Fats and Oils and Their Cleavage 
Products; Prepared Edible Fats; Animal or Vegetable 
Waxes

33.1 3.2 29.9

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 24.8 -24.5

18 Cocoa and Cocoa Preparations 0.1 1.9 -1.9

19
Preparations of Cereals, Flour, Starch or Milk; Pastry 
cooks’ Products 

0.8 0.2 0.6

20
Preparations of Vegetables, Fruit, Nuts or Other Parts 
of Plants 

2.0 0.8 1.2

21 Miscellaneous Edible Preparations 0.4 9.6 -9.3

22 Beverages, Spirits and Vinegar 0.1 0.1 0.0

23
Residues and Waste from The Food Industries; 
Prepared Animal Fodder 

0.0 0.3 -0.3

24 Tobacco and Manufactured Tobacco Substitutes 2.1 0.0 2.1

31 Fertilizers 0.0 0.3 -0.3

33
Essential Oils and Resinoids; Perfumery, Cosmetic or 
Toilet Preparations 

0.0 4.2 -4.2

38 Miscellaneous Chemical Products 0.0 15.1 -15.1

41
Raw Hides and Skins (Other Than Furskins) and 
Leather 

14.5 0.0 14.5

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 

1.3 0.0 1.3

52 Cotton 72.2 0.6 71.6

53
Other Vegetable Textile Fibers; Paper Yarn and 
Woven Fabrics of Paper Yarn 

0.0 0.0 0.0

 Total 171.0 146.3 24.7

Table 3.44 - Syrian agricultural trade balance with EU 25 by chapter, 2006 (Million US$)

Source:NAPC database



CH Chapter name
Exports Value 
(Million US$)

Imports Value 
(Million US$)

Trade 
Balance

1 Live Animals 202.2 0.0 202.2
2 Meat and Edible Meat Offal 0.0 0.0 0.0
3 Fish and Crustaceans, Molluscs and Other Aquatic Invertebrates 0.0 0.1 -0.1
4 Dairy Produce; Birds' Eggs; Natural Honey; Edible Products of Animal Origin, Not Elsewhere Specified or Included 2.2 1.4 0.8
5 Products of Animal Origin, Not Elsewhere Specified or Included 0.0 0.2 -0.2
6 Other Plants; Bulbs, Roots and The Like; Cut Flowers and Ornamental Foliage 0.2 0.1 0.1
7 Edible Vegetables and Certain Roots and Tubers 37.1 0.6 36.5
8 Edible Fruit and Nuts; Peel of Citrus Fruit or Melons 8.9 2.6 6.3
9 Coffee, Tea, Mate and Spices 5.4 2.0 3.4
10 Cereals 0.1 0.0 0.1
11 Products of The Milling Industry; Malt; Starches;Inulin; Wheat Gluten 0.4 0.1 0.3
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 0.4 0.0 0.4
15 Animal or Vegetable Fats and Oils and Their Cleavage Products; Prepared Edible Fats; Animal or Vegetable Waxes 6.2 1.1 5.1
16 Preparations of Meat, of Fish, or of Crustaceans, Molluscs or Other Aquatic Invertebrates 0.1 0.0 0.1
17 Sugars and Sugar Confectionery 1.3 0.9 0.3
18 Cocoa and Cocoa Preparations 1.1 0.4 0.7
19 Preparations of Cereals, Flour, Starch or Milk; Pastry cooks’ Products 2.6 6.9 -4.3
20 Preparations of Vegetables, Fruit, Nuts or Other Parts of Plants 7.2 3.6 3.6
21 Miscellaneous Edible Preparations 0.6 5.4 -4.8
22 Beverages, Spirits and Vinegar 0.2 0.3 -0.1
23 Residues and Waste from The Food Industries; Prepared Animal Fodder 0.1 0.0 0.1
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 0.0 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 0.6 0.0 0.6
53 Other Vegetable Textile Fibers; Paper Yarn and Woven Fabrics of Paper Yarn 0.0 0.0 0.0

Total 278.6 25.7 252.8

Table 3.45 - Syrian agricultural trade balance with S. Arabia by chapter, 2006 (Million US$)

Source:NAPC database



CH Chapter name
Exports Value 
(Million US$)

Imports Value 
(Million US$)

Trade 
Balance

1 Live Animals 0 0.1 -0.1

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 8.1 -8.1

5 Products of Animal Origin, Not Elsewhere Specified or Included 0.7 0.0 0.7

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 2.5 5.7 -3.2

8 Edible Fruit and Nuts; Peel of Citrus Fruit or Melons 21.3 6.3 15.0

9 Coffee, Tea, Mate and Spices 5.4 3.9 1.5

10 Cereals 77.1 33.8 43.3

11 Products of The Milling Industry; Malt; Starches;Inulin; Wheat Gluten 0.7 0.0 0.6

12 Oil Seeds and Oleaginous Fruits; Miscellaneous Grains, Seeds and Fruit; Industrial or Medicinal Plants; Straw and Fodder 1.7 4.2 -2.5

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 0.1 0.2

15 Animal or Vegetable Fats and Oils and Their Cleavage Products; Prepared Edible Fats; Animal or Vegetable Waxes 0.0 0.7 -0.7

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 1.7 13.3 -11.5

18 Cocoa and Cocoa Preparations 0.0 4.0 -4.0

19 Preparations of Cereals, Flour, Starch or Milk; Pastry cooks’ Products 0.2 0.1 0.1

20 Preparations of Vegetables, Fruit, Nuts or Other Parts of Plants 7.2 0.9 6.3

21 Miscellaneous Edible Preparations 0.0 3.5 -3.4

22 Beverages, Spirits and Vinegar 0.0 2.3 -2.3

23 Residues and Waste from The Food Industries; Prepared Animal Fodder 0.0 0.0 0.0

24 Tobacco and Manufactured Tobacco Substitutes 0.0 0.0 0.0

31 Fertilizers 0.0 0.6 -0.6

33 Essential Oils and Resinoids; Perfumery, Cosmetic or Toilet Preparations 0.0 0.3 -0.3

38 Miscellaneous Chemical Products 0.0 2.1 -2.1

41 Raw Hides and Skins (Other Than Furskins) and Leather 0.6 0.0 0.6

44 Wood and Articles of Wood; Wood Charcoal 0.0 0.11 -0.1

51 Wool, Fine or Coarse Animal Hair; Horsehair Yarn and Woven Fabric 0.0 0.0 0.0

52 Cotton 89.6 3.1 86.6

53 Other Vegetable Textile Fibers; Paper Yarn and Woven Fabrics of Paper Yarn 0.0 0.2 -0.2
Total 209.3 93.3 116.0

Table 3.46 - Syrian agricultural trade balance with Egypt by chapter, 2006 (Million US$)

Source:NAPC database



CH Chapter name
Exports Value 
(Million US$)

Imports Value 
(Million US$)

Trade 
Balance

1 Live Animals 0.0 0.0 0.0
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 0.1 0.0 0.1
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 0.3 0.2 0.0
8 Edible Fruit and Nuts; Peel of Citrus Fruit or Melons 0.0 0.0 0.0
9 Coffee, Tea, Mate and Spices 2.6 0.0 2.6

10 Cereals 0.0 135.2 -135.2
11 Products of The Milling Industry; Malt; Starches;Inulin; Wheat Gluten 0.0 0.3 -0.3

12 Oil Seeds and Oleaginous Fruits; Miscellaneous Grains, Seeds and Fruit; Industrial or Medicinal Plants; Straw and Fodder 0.0 18.3 -18.3

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 0.9 0.0 0.9
16 Preparations of Meat, of Fish, or of Crustaceans, Molluscs or Other Aquatic Invertebrates 0.0 0.3 -0.3
17 Sugars and Sugar Confectionery 0.0 0.5 -0.4
18 Cocoa and Cocoa Preparations 0.0 0.0 0.0
19 Preparations of Cereals, Flour, Starch or Milk; Pastry cooks’ Products 0.2 0.0 0.2
20 Preparations of Vegetables, Fruit, Nuts or Other Parts of Plants 0.3 0.0 0.3
21 Miscellaneous Edible Preparations 0.0 4.6 -4.6
22 Beverages, Spirits and Vinegar 0.1 0.0 0.1
23 Residues and Waste from The Food Industries; Prepared Animal Fodder 0.0 1.0 -1.0
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 0.1 -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 0.0 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 0.0 0.0 0.0
53 Other Vegetable Textile Fibers; Paper Yarn and Woven Fabrics of Paper Yarn 0.0 0.0 0.0

Total 4.6 160.5 -155.9

Table 3.47 - Syrian agricultural trade balance with USA by chapter, 2006 (Million US$)

Source:NAPC database



CH Chapter name
Exports Value 
(Million US$)

Imports Value 
(Million US$)

Trade 
Balance

1 Live Animals 0.0 0.0 0.0
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

0.0 1.2 -1.2

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 10.8 0.0 10.8
8 Edible Fruit and Nuts; Peel of Citrus Fruit or Melons 0.5 0.1 0.5
9 Coffee, Tea, Mate and Spices 0.0 0.0 0.0

10 Cereals 0.0 2.7 -2.7

11
Products of The Milling Industry; Malt; Starches;Inulin; Wheat 
Gluten

0.0 1.8 -1.8

12
Oil Seeds and Oleaginous Fruits; Miscellaneous Grains, Seeds and 
Fruit; Industrial or Medicinal Plants; Straw and Fodder

0.0 0.5 -0.5

13 Lac; Gums, Resins and Other Vegetable Saps and Extracts 0.0 0.3 -0.3

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

0.0 1.8 -1.8

16
Preparations of Meat, of Fish, or of Crustaceans, Molluscs or Other 
Aquatic Invertebrates

0.0 115.4 -115.4

17 Sugars and Sugar Confectionery 0.0 0.0 0.0
18 Cocoa and Cocoa Preparations 0.0 1.1 -1.1

19
Preparations of Cereals, Flour, Starch or Milk; Pastry cooks’ 
Products

0.0 0.6 -0.6

20 Preparations of Vegetables, Fruit, Nuts or Other Parts of Plants 0.0 0.2 -0.2

21 Miscellaneous Edible Preparations 0.0 6.7 -6.7
22 Beverages, Spirits and Vinegar 0.0 0.0 0.0

23
Residues and Waste from The Food Industries; Prepared Animal 
Fodder

0.0 0.0 0.0

24 Tobacco and Manufactured Tobacco Substitutes 0.0 0.1 -0.1
31 Fertilizers 0.0 0.0 0.0

33
Essential Oils and Resinoids; Perfumery, Cosmetic or Toilet 
Preparations

0.0 3.2 -3.2

38 Miscellaneous Chemical Products 0.0 0.3 -0.3
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 0.0 1.5 -1.5

53
Other Vegetable Textile Fibers; Paper Yarn and Woven Fabrics of 
Paper Yarn

0.0 0.0 0.0

Total 11.4 137.4 -126.0

Table 3.48 - Syrian agricultural trade balance with Eropen Market by chapter, 2006 (Million US$)

Source:NAPC database



CH Chapter name

Exports 
Value 

(Million 
US$)

Imports 
Value 

(Million 
US$)

Trade 
Balance

1 Live Animals 0.2 0.0 0.2
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

0.4 1.1 -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 2.4 0.0 2.4
8 Edible Fruit and Nuts; Peel of Citrus Fruit or Melons 0.4 0.3 0.0
9 Coffee, Tea, Mate and Spices 2.8 0.0 2.8

10 Cereals 0.1 37.9 -37.7

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

0.3 0.3 0.0

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

0.0 0.0 0.0

15
Animal or Vegetable Fats and Oils and Their Cleavage Products; 
Prepared Edible Fats; Animal or Vegetable Waxes

2.5 19.6 -17.1

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 0.0 0.4
18 Cocoa and Cocoa Preparations 0.0 0.2 -0.2

19 Preparations of Cereals, Flour, Starch or Milk; Pastry cooks’ Products 0.0 1.0 -0.9

20 Preparations of Vegetables, Fruit, Nuts or Other Parts of Plants 0.0 0.0 0.0

21 Miscellaneous Edible Preparations 0.0 4.2 -4.2
22 Beverages, Spirits and Vinegar 0.0 0.0 0.0

23
Residues and Waste from The Food Industries; Prepared Animal 
Fodder

1.1 0.9 0.2

24 Tobacco and Manufactured Tobacco Substitutes 0.2 0.0 0.1
31 Fertilizers 0.0 0.0 0.0

33
Essential Oils and Resinoids; Perfumery, Cosmetic or Toilet 
Preparations

0.0 0.3 -0.3

38 Miscellaneous Chemical Products 0.0 0.2 -0.2
41 Raw Hides and Skins (Other Than Furskins) and Leather 0.5 0.1 0.4
44 Wood and Articles of Wood; Wood Charcoal 0.3 0.1 0.2
45 Cork and Articles of Cork 0.0 0.0 0.0

51 Wool, Fine or Coarse Animal Hair; Horsehair Yarn and Woven Fabric 1.6 0.0 1.6

52 Cotton 41.9 0.7 41.2

53
Other Vegetable Textile Fibers; Paper Yarn and Woven Fabrics of 
Paper Yarn

0.1 0.0 0.1

Total 55.4 67.0 -11.7

Table 3.49 - Syrian agricultural trade balance with Turkey by chapter, 2006 (Million US$)

Source:NAPC database



CH Chapter name

Exports 
Value 

(Million 
US$)

Imports 
Value 

(Million US$)

Trade 
Balance

1 Live Animals 0.4 0.0 0.4

2 Meat and Edible Meat Offal 0.2 0.0 0.2

3 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

1.6 0.0 1.6

6 Products of Animal Origin, Not Elsewhere Specified or Included 0.1 0.0 0.1

7 Products of Animal Origin, Not Elsewhere Specified or Included 20.1 0.1 20.0

8 Edible Fruit and Nuts; Peel of Citrus Fruit or Melons 2.1 2.8 -0.7

9 Coffee, Tea, Mate and Spices 0.5 0.0 0.5

10 Cereals 4.4 0.0 4.4

11
Products of The Milling Industry; Malt; Starches;Inulin; Wheat 
Gluten

4.6 0.0 4.6

12
Oil Seeds and Oleaginous Fruits; Miscellaneous Grains, Seeds and 
Fruit; Industrial or Medicinal Plants; Straw and Fodder

0.5 0.5 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

2.6 0.0 2.6

17 Sugars and Sugar Confectionery 1.1 0.0 1.1

18 Cocoa and Cocoa Preparations 0.2 0.0 0.2

19
Preparations of Cereals, Flour, Starch or Milk; Pastry cooks’ 
Products

2.8 0.0 2.8

20 Preparations of Vegetables, Fruit, Nuts or Other Parts of Plants 10.7 0.0 10.7

21 Miscellaneous Edible Preparations 3.4 0.0 3.4

22 Beverages, Spirits and Vinegar 52.3 0.0 52.3

23
Residues and Waste from The Food Industries; Prepared Animal 
Fodder

0.2 0.0 0.2

24 Tobacco and Manufactured Tobacco Substitutes 0.0 0.0 0.0

31 Fertilizers 0.3 -0.3

38 Miscellaneous Chemical Products 4.7 -4.7

44 Wood and Articles of Wood; Wood Charcoal 0.0 0.0 0.0

45 Cork and Articles of Cork 0.3 0.0 0.3

52 Cotton 1.8 0.0 1.8

Total 110.0 8.4 101.6

Table 3.50 - Syrian agricultural trade balance with Iraq by chapter, 2006 (Million US$)

Source:NAPC database



CH Chapter name
Exports 

Value 
(Million US$)

Imports 
Value 

(Million US$)

Trade 
Balance

1 Live Animals 6.5 0.3 6.2
2 Meat and Edible Meat Offal 0.1 0.0 0.1

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

6.6 0.0 6.6

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

0.2 0.0 0.2

7 Edible Vegetables and Certain Roots and Tubers 4.6 12.8 -8.2
8 Edible Fruit and Nuts; Peel of Citrus Fruit or Melons 11.6 0.7 10.9
9 Coffee, Tea, Mate and Spices 0.9 0.0 0.9

10 Cereals 33.9 0.1 33.7

11
Products of The Milling Industry; Malt; Starches;Inulin; Wheat 
Gluten

4.4 0.0 4.3

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

0.4 2.9 -2.5

16
Preparations of Meat, of Fish, or of Crustaceans, Molluscs or Other 
Aquatic Invertebrates

0.0 0.7 -0.7

17 Sugars and Sugar Confectionery 1.1 0.7 0.4
18 Cocoa and Cocoa Preparations 1.3 0.1 1.3

19
Preparations of Cereals, Flour, Starch or Milk; Pastry cooks’ 
Products

3.3 0.6 2.7

20 Preparations of Vegetables, Fruit, Nuts or Other Parts of Plants 2.8 0.2 2.6

21 Miscellaneous Edible Preparations 2.1 0.6 1.4
22 Beverages, Spirits and Vinegar 5.6 4.0 1.6

23
Residues and Waste from The Food Industries; Prepared Animal 
Fodder

0.0 0.0 0.0

24 Tobacco and Manufactured Tobacco Substitutes 0.1 0.1 -0.1
31 Fertilizers 0.3 0.1 0.2

33
Essential Oils and Resinoids; Perfumery, Cosmetic or Toilet 
Preparations

0.0 0.0

38 Miscellaneous Chemical Products 0.0 0.2 -0.1
41 Raw Hides and Skins (Other Than Furskins) and Leather 0.0 0.5 -0.5
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 0.5 0.0 0.5

53
Other Vegetable Textile Fibers; Paper Yarn and Woven Fabrics of 
Paper Yarn

0.0 0.0 0.0

Total 87.6 25.0 62.6

Source:NAPC database

Table 3.51 - Syrian agricultural trade balance with Jordan by chapter, 2006 (Million US$)



Table 3.52 - Syrian most important agricultural exports to S. Arabia, 2006 (Million US$, Ton and %)  

Tariff Code Commodity
Exports Quantity 

(Ton)
Exports Value 
(Million US$)

%

(0104.10.00) Sheep 59,306.3 154.6 55.5
(0104.10.10) Sheep male for breeding 10,828.8 29.0 10.4

(0702.00.00) Tomatoes, fresh or chilled 132,027.4 25.0 9.0

(0104.20.00) Goats 5,579.3 15.0 5.4

(1509.10.00) Olive oil virgin 1,117.8 3.9 1.4

(0713.40.00) Lentils 8,559.5 3.8 1.4

(0909.30.00) Seeds of cumin 3,877.7 3.5 1.2

(0705.19.00) Other Lettuce 44,145.8 2.7 1.0

(2006.00.00)
Vegetables, fruit, nuts, fruit-peel and other parts of plants, preserved by sugar (drained, 
glace or crystallized)

12,573.1 2.2 0.8

(0104.10.20) Other sheep male 711.7 2.0 0.7
(0713.40.90) Other Lentils 3,512.8 1.6 0.6
(0104.20.90) Other live Sheep and Goats 462.1 1.2 0.4
(1509.10.29) Other olive oil (lampante) 236.3 1.1 0.4

(2007.99.00) 
Other jams, fruit jellies, marmalades, fruit or nut puree and fruit or nut pastes, obtained 
by cooking, whether or not containing added sugar 

1,477.7 1.1 0.4

(0402.99.90)
Other Milk and Cream, concentrated or containing added sugar or other sweetening 
matter 

303.4 1.1 0.4

(0813.40.90) Other fruit, dried 86.0 1.1 0.4
0805.10.00) Oranges 4,518.4 1.0 0.4

(2001.90.00) 
Vegetables, fruit, nuts and other edible parts of plants, prepared or preserved by vinegar 
or acetic acid

2,069.3 1.0 0.4

Others 68,745.3 27.5 9.9
Total Agricultural Exports 360,138.9 278.6 100.0

Source:NAPC database



Tariff Code Commodity
Exports Quantity 

(Ton)
Exports Value 
(Million US$)

%

(1001.90.90) Other wheat and meslin 334,334.0 73.2 35.0

(5201.00.00) Cotton, not carded or combed 22,895.3 29.0 13.9

(5205.12.90)
Cotton yarn, single of uncombed fibres, Measuring less than 714.29 decitex but not less 
than 232.56 decitex (exceeding 14 metric number but not exceeding 43 metric 
number),other

8,380.6 21.2 10.1

(0808.10.00) Apples 22,666.4 18.7 8.9

(5205.12.10)
Cotton yarn, single of uncombed fibres, Measuring less than 714.29 decitex but not less 
than 232.56 decitex (exceeding 14 metric number but not exceeding 43 metric 
number),Raw 

156,423.1 14.8 7.1

(2007.99.00) 
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, other 

9,213.0 6.7 3.2

0909.30.00) Seeds of cumin 5,172.1 4.4 2.1

(1001.90.12) 
Soft ordinary wheat imported by the general establishment for trading and manufacturing 
Cereals for the porpose of internal supplying 

26,156.0 3.8 1.8

(5205.12.00)
Cotton yarn, single of uncombed fibres, Measuring less than 714.29 decitex but not less 
than 232.56 decitex (exceeding 14 metric number but not exceeding 43 metric number) 

1,806.0 3.6 1.7

5202.10.00) Yarn waste of cotton (including thread waste) 3,393.1 2.5 1.2

(0713.40.00) Lentils 3,994.3 1.9 0.9

(5205.42.00) 
Multiple (folded) or cabled yarn, of combed fibres, measuring per single yarn less than 
714.29 decitex but not less than 232.56 decitex (exceeding 14 metric number but not 
exceeding 43 metric number per single yarn) 

517.5 1.4 0.7

(0804.20.00) Figs 2,085.2 1.4 0.7

Others 25,958.0 26.8 12.8
Total Agricultural Exports 622,994.6 209.3 100.0

Table 3.53 - Syrian most important agricultural exports to Egypt, 2006 (Million US$, Ton and %)  

Source:NAPC database



Tariff Code Commodity
Exports 

Quantity (Ton)
Exports Value 
(Million US$)

%

(5201.00.00) Cotton, not carded or combed 18,812.8 22.9 13.4

(1509.10.10) Olive oil virgin suitable for human consumption in its present form 6,062.2 19.4 11.4

(5209.12.90)
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) 

33,169.5 18.9 11.0

(1001.90.90) Other wheat and meslin 323,150.2 15.5 9.0

(5205.12.90)
Cotton yarn, single of uncombed fibres, Measuring less than 714.29 decitex but not less than 232.56 decitex 
(exceeding 14 metric number but not exceeding 43 metric number),other

6,107.3 15.1 8.9

(1509.10.00) Olive oil virgin 3,134.1 8.9 5.2
(1001.10.90) Other durum wheat 201,075.5 8.6 5.0
(4105.10.00) Tanned or skins of sheep, in the wet state 6,383.1 9.7 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

1,183.0 3.5 2.0

(0909.30.00) Seeds of cumin 3,816.8 3.1 1.8
(1509.10.29) Other olive oil (lampante) 597.6 2.7 1.6
(0712.20.00) Onions, dried 1,776.5 2.7 1.6
(4105.10.90) Other Tanned or skins of sheep, in the wet state 1,205.5 2.7 1.6

(5205.11.90)
Cotton yarn, (other than sewing thread), containing 85% or more by weight of cotton, not put up for retail sale, 
single of uncombed fibres,

2,677.8 2.7 1.6

(0405.10.10) Butter , for use by industry in packings of net weight more than 20 kg 308.4 2.3 1.3

(5202.10.00) Yarn waste of cotton (including thread waste) 2,885.3 1.9 1.1

(0802.12.00) Almonds, shelled 469.8 1.5 0.9

(1404.20.00) Cotton linters 4,466.5 1.5 0.9

(2401.20.00) Tobacco, partly or wholly stemmed, stripped 362.0 1.3 0.7

(5205.11.90)
Cotton yarn, (other than sewing thread), containing 85% or more by weight of cotton, not put up for retail sale, 
single of uncombed fibres, measuring 714

1,881.7 1.0 0.6

(5205.41.00)
Multiple (folded) or cabled yarn, of combed fibres,Measuring per single yarn 714.29 decitex or more (not 
exceeding 14 metric number per 

355.1 1.0 0.6

Others 136,762.5 24.1 14.1

Total Agricultural Exports 756,643.2 171.0 100.0

Table 3.54 - Syrian most important agricultural exports to EU 25, 2006 (Million US$, Ton and %)  

Source:NAPC database



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 

137.4 30.0 27.3

(2201.10.00) Mineral waters and aerated waters, not containing added sugar or other sweetening matter nor 
flavoured 

96.1 20.1 18.3

(2006.00.00) Vegetables, fruit, nuts, fruit-peel and other parts of plants, preserved by sugar (drained, glace or 
crystallized)

65.3 5.8 5.3

(0702.00.00) Tomatoes, fresh or chilled 33.1 5.2 4.7

(0710.90.00) Mixtures of vegetables, frozen 42.0 4.7 4.3

(1101.00.00) Wheat or meslin flour 18.2 3.9 3.6

(1101.90.90) Durum wheat and soft wheat flour 20.9 3.7 3.4

(0706.10.00) Carrots and turnips 21.6 2.5 2.3

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

10.2 2.2 2.0

(0807.11.00) Watermelons 16.7 1.6 1.5

(2009.90.00) Mixtures of juices 3.6 1.5 1.4

(5208.19.00) Woven fabrics of cotton, containing 85% or more by weight of cotton, unbleached, Other fabrics 0.6 1.1 1.0

(2105.00.00) 2105.00.00) Ice cream and other edible ice, whether or not containing cocoa 1.8 1.1 1.0

(0704.10.00) Cauliflowers and headed broccoli, fresh or chilled 8.3 1.1 1.0

(0709.90.90) Other vegetables, fresh or chilled (other) 8.6 1.1 1.0

(1904.20.00) Prepared foods obtained from unroasted cereal flakes or from mixtures of unroasted cereal 
flakes and roasted cereal flakes or swelled cereals 

0.4 1.0 0.9

(2104.20.00) Homogenised composite food preparations 13.8 1.0 0.9

(0701.90.00) Other Potatoes, fresh or chilled 4.3 0.9 0.8

(0704.20.00) Brussels sprouts, fresh or chilled 8.1 0.9 0.8
Others 104.7 20.7 18.8
Total Agricultural Exports 615.5 110.0 100.0

Table 3.55 - Syrian most important agricultural exports to Iraq, 2006 (Million US$, Ton and %)  

Source:NAPC database



Tariff Code Commodity
Exports Quantity 

(Ton)
Exports Value (Million 

US$)
%

(1001.90.90) Other wheat and meslin 199,880.6 28.0 31.9

(0104.20.00) Goats 2,103.3 5.4 6.2

(0402.99.90)
Other Milk and Cream, concentrated or containing added sugar or other 
sweetening matter

1,483.7 5.0 5.7

(0808.10.00) Apples 11,910.7 4.0 4.6

(0805.10.00) Oranges 13,480.0 2.9 3.3

(0802.50.20) Pistachios, shelled 764.3 2.8 3.2

(1101.00.00) Wheat or meslin flour 20,122.9 2.8 3.2

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

12,330.5 2.7 3.1

(2202.90.00)
Other waters, containing added sugar or other sweetening matter or flavoured, 
and other non-alcoholic beverages 

10,950.2 2.5 2.9

(0713.40.90) Other Lentils 3,153.4 1.5 1.7

(1905.40.90) Other Rusks, toasted bread and similar toasted products, without added sugar 763.1 0.9 1.1

(1806.32.00) Chocolate, other, in blocks, slabs or bars, not filled 211.2 0.9 1.0

(2106.90.90) Other food preparations not elsewhere specified or included 872.7 0.8 0.9

(1108.12.10) Maize (corn) starch 3,821.6 0.7 0.8

(1704.00.00) Sugar confectionery (including white chocolate), not containing cocoa, other 1,029.7 0.7 0.8

(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

698.4 0.7 0.8

(0702.00.00) Tomatoes, fresh or chilled 1,626.7 0.6 0.6

(0713.40.90) Other Lentils 1,139.6 0.5 0.6

others 89,650.9 24.2 27.7

total 375,993.5 87.6 100.0

Table 3.56 - Syrian most important agricultural exports to Jordan, 2006 (Million US$, Ton and %)  

Source:NAPC database



Tariff Code Commodity
Exports Quantity 

(Ton)
Exports Value 
(Million US$)

%

(0702.00.00) Tomatoes, fresh or chilled 30,181.2 8.1 14.0

(0710.90.00) Mixtures of vegetables, frozen 26,096.2 7.8 13.4

(0402.99.90) Other Milk and Cream, concentrated or containing added sugar or other sweetening 
matt

1,687.4 5.9 10.2

(0406.90.00) Vegetables, fruit, nuts, fruit-peel and other parts of plants, preserved by sugar (drained, 
glace or crystallized

3,152.6 4.9 8.5

(2006.00.00) Vegetables, fruit, nuts, fruit-peel and other parts of plants, preserved by sugar (drained, 
glace or crystallized)

12,200.1 3.3 5.7

(0104.10.00) Sheep 1,207.9 3.1 5.4

(0709.90.99) Other vegetables, fresh or chilled (other) 6,096.9 2.1 3.6

(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

3,695.5 1.6 2.7

(0406.90.90) Other cheeses 790.0 1.3 2.3

(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 

8,703.4 1.1 1.9

(1509.10.00) Olive oil virgin 529.9 1.0 1.8

(2005.70.00) Olives prepared or preserved otherwise than by vinegar or acetic acid, not frozen 1,089.4 0.8 1.4

(1207.40.00) Sesamum seeds 959.2 0.8 1.4

(2002.90.00) Other tomatoes prepared or preserved otherwise than by vinegar or acetic acid 791.7 0.7 1.2

(0713.40.00) Lentils 1,389.5 0.7 1.2

(0406.10.10) Lactic cheese 401.4 0.6 1.0

(1507.10.90) Other crude soya-bean oil, whether or not degummed 852.1 0.6 1.0

(1509.90.00) Olive oil and its fractions, whether or not refined, but not chemically modified, other 316.7 0.6 1.1

(2309.90.90) Other preparations of a kind used in animal feeding 1,602.0 0.4 0.8

Others 22,760.7 12.3 21.3

Total Agricultural Exports 124,503.6 57.8 100.0

Table 3.57 - Syrian most important agricultural exports to Lebanon, 2006 (Million US$, Ton and %)  

Source:NAPC database



Tariff Code Commodity
Imports 

Quantity (Ton)
Imports Value 
(Million US$)

%

1005.90.00) Maize (Corn) for not sowing 852,073.5 109.0 67.9

(1005.90.90) Other Maize (corn) 185,099.8 23.0 14.3

(1201.00.00) Soya beans, whether or not broken 53,222.9 13.9 8.7

2106.90.10) Alcoholic compounds used in the manufacture of beverages 641.9 4.6 2.9

(1005.90.11) Alcoholic compounds used in the manufacture of beverages 23,196.0 2.9 1.8

(1209.91.00) Vegetable seeds 0.0 2.1 1.3

(1209.91.10) Vegetable seeds suitable only for sowing 14.6 1.2 0.7

(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 

5,000.0 1.0 0.6

Others 2,640.0 2.8 1.8

Total Agricultural Imports 1,121,888.6 160.5 100.0

Table 3.58 - Syrian most important agricultural imports from USA, 2006 (Million US$, Ton and %)

Source:NAPC database



Tariff Code Commodity
Imports Quantity 

(Ton)
Imports Value 
(Million US$)

%

(1701.99.00)
Cane or beet sugar and chemically pure sucrose, in solid form, 
other, other, refined

198,581.1 80.6 58.7

(1701.99.90) Other chemically pure sucrose, in solid form 85,642.9 29.1 21.2

(2106.90.10) Alcoholic compounds used in the manufacture of beverages 1,094.6 6.3 4.6

1005.90.00) Maize (Corn) for not sowing 21,249.3 2.6 1.9

(1702.30.00) Glucose and glucose syrup, for the pharmaceutical industry 4,948.5 1.7 1.3

(1701.99.11) Candy sugar, Refined 3,825.0 1.5 1.1

(3302.90.00) Other mixtures of odoriferous substances 341.7 1.6 1.1

(3302.10.90)
Other non-alcohol compounds (compound extracts) with 
aromatic bases, for use in beverages 

311.2 1.1 0.8

(1005.10.00) Maize (Corn) for not sowing 1,208.4 1.0 0.7

Others 16,897.0 12.0 8.8

Total 334,099.7 137.4 100.0

Table 3.59 - Syrian most important agricultural imports from Eropean Market, 2006 (Million US$, Ton and %)

Source:NAPC database



Tariff Code Commodity
Imports 

Quantity (Ton)
Imports Value 
(Million US$)

%

(0402.21.10)
Milk in powder, granules or other solid forms, for children, in airtight tins containing 
not more than 2,500 g

4,332.1 24.7 16.9

(1701.99.90) Other chemically pure sucrose, in solid form 27,939.5 9.2 6.3
(0405.90.10) Ghee 3,396.6 7.1 4.9
(2106.90.10) Alcoholic compounds used in the manufacture of beverages 2,596.3 5.9 4.0
(3808.10.10) Insecticides products specialized for agricultural uses 511.9 5.7 3.9
(1209.91.00) Vegetable seeds 44.1 5.1 3.5
(3808.20.10) Fungicides products specialized for agricultural uses 1,261.9 4.4 3.0

(3808.30.10)
Herbicides, anti-sprouting products and plant-growth regulators produtcs 
specialized for agricultural uses 

557.0 3.8 2.6

(0402.99.90) 
Other Milk and Cream, concentrated or containing added sugar or other sweetening 
matter 

681.7 3.4 2.3

(0402.10.10)
Milk in powder, granules or other solid forms, for children, in airtight tins containing 
not more than 2,500 g 

641.0 3.3 2.3

(0405.10.10) Butter , for use by industry in packings of net weight more than 20 kg 1,702.4 3.0 2.1
(3302.90.00) Other mixtures of odoriferous substances 512.5 2.6 1.8
(0402.99.10) Sweetened milk 525.2 2.6 1.8
(0405.90.90) Other Butter and other fats and oils derived from milk 1,043.5 2.6 1.8
(1006.20.00) Husked (brown) rice 5,138.5 2.4 1.7
(0405.10.00) Butter 1,149.0 2.3 1.6
(2101.11.90) Extracts, essences and concentrates, of coffee, other 89.2 1.8 1.2
(0105.11.00) Fowls of the species Gallus domesticus, weighing not more than 185g 15.9 1.5 1.0
(0410.00.00) Edible products of animal origin, not elsewhere specified or included 250.6 1.4 1.0
(0803.00.00) Bananas, including plantains, fresh or dried 3,397.4 1.1 0.7

(0402.29.20)
Milk in powder in packings a net weight more than 20 kg, for use by industry, other, 
of a fat content, by weight, exceeding 1.5%

631.3 1.1 0.8

(1805.00.00) Cocoa powder, not containing added sugar or other sweetening matter 670.6 1.0 0.7
others 107,901.8 50.2 34.3
total 164,990.0 146.3 100.0

Table 3.60 - Syrian most important agricultural imports from EU 25, 2006 (Million US$, Ton and %)

Source:NAPC database



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 67,070.2 21.4 22.9

(1006.20.00) Husked (brown) rice 38,624.8 12.4 13.3

1701.99.00) Cane or beet sugar and chemically pure sucrose, in solid form, other, other, refined 18,364.3 7.3 7.9

(0803.00.00) Bananas, including plantains, fresh or dried 17,296.3 4.6 4.9

(0406.90.00) Other cheese 1,423.2 3.8 4.1

(0902.30.00) Black tea (fermented) and partly fermented tea, in immediate packings of a content not exceeding 3 kg 542.2 3.6 3.8

(1202.20.00) Ground-nuts, not roasted or otherwise cooked, shelled, whether or not broken 7,483.3 3.3 3.6

(0713.33.90) Other Kidney beans, including white pea beans (Phaseolus vulgaris) 5,879.2 3.0 3.2

(1806.31.00) Chocolate and other food preparations containing cocoa, other, in blocks, slabs or bars, filled 553.6 2.8 3.0

(1701.99.90) Other chemically pure sucrose, in solid form 8,155.0 2.7 2.9

(0406.30.90) Processed cheese, not grated or powdered, other 677.7 1.9 2.1

(2203.00.00) Beer made from malt 2,691.1 1.7 1.8

(0805.10.00) Oranges 9,530.6 1.3 1.4

(2106.90.10) Alcoholic compounds used in the manufacture of beverages 456.4 1.2 1.3

(0406.30.00) Processed cheese, not grated or powdered 407.6 1.1 1.2

(3808.20.10) Fungicides products specialized for agricultural uses 179.7 1.0 1.1

(3808.10.10) Insecticides products specialized for agricultural uses 182.0 1.0 1.1

(2101.11.90) Extracts, essences and concentrates, of coffee, other 245.7 1.0 1.0

Others 41,014.4 18.0 19.3

Total Agricultural Imports 220,777.2 93.3 100.0

Table 3.61 - Syrian most important agricultural imports from Egypt 2006 (Million US$, Ton and %)

Source:NAPC database



Tariff Code Commodity
Imports Quantity 

(Ton)
Imports Value 
(Million US$)

%

(1003.00.00) Barley 213,155.0 27.9 41.6

(1005.90.90) Other Maize (corn) 77,279.1 7.9 11.8

(1512.19.30) Sunflower-seed oil and fractions thereof, other, Other, From sunflower seeds 7,401.1 4.7 7.1

(1512.19.10) Crude oil (Other) from sunflower seeds 6,780.3 4.2 6.2

(1517.10.90) Margarine, excluding liquid margarine, other 6,955.7 3.8 5.7

(2104.10.00) Soups and broths and preparations thereof 591.1 2.4 3.5

(1005.90.00) Maize (Corn) for not sowing 12,439.3 1.5 2.2

(1517.10.20) Margarine, excluding liquid margarine of vegetable origin 2,389.5 1.3 2.0

1517.90.90) animal or vegetable fats and oils and their fractions, of pork not partially or 
wholly hydrogenated

1,855.2 1.1 1.6

(1901.90.90) Other malt extract; food preparations of flour, groats, meal, starch or malt extr 6,130.7 1.4 2.1

(2104.10.90) Other soups and broths and preparations thereof 191.6 1.1 1.6

(1517.90.40) Mixtures or preparations,of lard , fats or oils Of plant origin, whether or not 
containing butter or other fat substances derived from milk 

1,829.7 1.1 1.6

Others 26,537.3 8.6 12.9

Total Agricultural Imports 363,535.5 67.0 100.0

Table 3.62 - Syrian most important agricultural imports fromTurkey, 2006 (Million US$, Ton and %)

Source:NAPC database






