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The Gains from Trade Liberalisation: The Case of the
Manufacturing Sector in Barbados

Abstract

Historically, the absence of competition in developing countries has resulted in highly
concenirated domestic industries that do nét fully exhaust economies of scale, and as a
rasuft are characterised by high cost and low productivity. Yet, these industries continug o
prosper bahind the high walls of protection offered. Liberalisation is expected o reverse
this trend but af what cost. Like many of its regional counterparts, Barbados has already
instituted some liberafisation measures as part of their World Trade Organisation (WTO)
commitments and further liberalisation Is planned for subsequent years. The paper
examines the impact of the changes fo the existing trade regime in Barbados by utilising an
import demand framework and offers some useful insights for the Caribbean region. The
results of this analysis indicate that the manufacturing industry could encounter
tremendous price competifion, which given the inelasticity of demand for imported
manufactured goods, evident in most small island economies, could compromise the future
survival of these industries. As a result, to effectively compete in the new global trading
environment, regional industries will need lo reorganise production processes to increase
efficiency.
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1.  introduction

Qverthe last two decades the global markstplace has undergone sigrificant changes with
the rapid advancement of technologies and emerging mega-trading blocs. In recenttimes,
the aim has been to reap lhe-beneﬂts of free trade through improved access to the global
marketplace. The trend is towards the opening up ‘of all economies, with gfforts
concentrated on the removal of tariff and non-tariff barrers. As a result, Barbados, like its
regiona[‘counlerparts. must face the challenges of achieving economic growth in a rapidly

changing global environment.

Within the Caribbean region, the focus is on the formation of a Free Trade Area of the
Americas {FTAA), with regional governments committing themselves to the gradual
removal of existing barriers to trade among themselves, This is expected to be a precurser

to acceding to the FTAA. Gainers and losers are expected to emerge with the greater

intemational exposure that regional companies will face raquiring sorne alterations to the -

production process in these economies. A more irmminent concem is the trade
liberalisation measures which regional governments rmust institute as part of their
commitment to WTO. In thisf regard, the likely impact of these developments on the
manufaciuring sector n\eeds careful censideration, given its important tole in the
development of these economies, An examination of the Barbadian manufacturing

Industry offers some useful insights far the Caribbean region as a whole.

This paper undertakes an assessment of the implications of trade liberalisation on the

manufacturing sector begin'ning with a brief examination of the structure of the sector and
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trade liberafisation in sections 2 and "3, respectively. Section 4 highlights the
methodological issues in measuring the impact of trade liberalisation and provides a
quantitative and qualitative analysis of these changes. A summary of the findings of the

paper are then presented in section 5.

2. The Manufacturing Sector in Barbados

2.1. Overview

Industrialisation has been theoretically purported to be a significant contributor to growth
and developrnent. Capitalising, however, on the full benefits of industriatisation depends
on the establishment of certain backward and forward linkages. The absence of these
linkages limits the growth potential of the sector and the extent to which it can act as an
impetus for economy-wide growth. This largely explains the Inertia evident in the
manufacturing sector in Barbados. The nature of manufacturing activity that emergeﬂ
clearly did not and could not provide the kinds of benefits, which the theory purports.
Nevertheless, the sectar in Barbados has played a role in the acceleration of economic

growth and the achievement of a better standard of living, though in a very limited way.

2.2, The Contribution of Manufacturing

Prior to its deliberate efforls 1o industrialise the manufaciuring sector's contribution to fota!
value added was merely 5'.8'% {1960s). The sector's contribution to real gross domestic
product (GDP) almost doubled in the decade of the 70s, exceeding the érowth rate of the

econemy as 3 whole, employing approximately 15% of the labour force and contributing



significantly to the growth of exports. That the sector would eventually experience
stagnation and a dov;nturn In activity is almost fortuitous given the types of activities that
emerged during the period. Wearing apparel, food and beverages and tobacco accounted
for most of the growth in manufacturing and to a much lesser extent woed fumniture,
building materials and paints. A number of industries were later established to produce
goods exclusively for export, namely elecironl’c equipment and pharmaceutical products.,
The smalf domestic economy offered little scope for reaping the benefits of economies of
scale and the namow resource base provided few apportunities for sourcing the needed
raw materials locally. The manufacturing activities which therefore emerged were heavily
dependent on imported inputs, an extremely costly feature given Barbados' fixed exchange
“rate regime of BDS$2.00 to US§1.00. The high levels of protection and fiscal incentives

offared were thus vital for the survival of these enterprises, which flourished for a period.

The incentives offered to promote the Govemment's development strategy of
industrialisation by invitation, long herald as the saviour of the developing world,
encouraged the growth of an electn-anic compenent industry and pharmaceutical.producis.
However, these s"»e_ctors were enclaves of activity separate from the economy as a whole.
Predominantly foreign-owned and operated, they amassed substantial foreign capital and
in their heyday made a substantial contribution to export growth so that total manufacturing

exports was growing at almost twice the rate of growth of total domestic exports.

With external forces dictating the future of this industry and with the changing fortunes of

the electronic components.industry in the mid-1980s, manufacturing output sank to its
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lowest level in ten years. [t Was the rapid growth of electronics, yvhich had sustained
manufacturing output, even as cutput in the other major sub-sectors had stagnated and
declined. The demand forthe Barbadian product of electronic component was reduced by
one fifth with the slump in the American market as the industry faced strong Japanese
competition and prices of electronic components dec[inéd by about 30%. One of
Barbados' leading plants for the as#ernbly of electronic components, Intel Corporation,
closed its plant in October and concentrated global output at mature plants elsewhere inan
effort to match strang Japanese competition. This outcome resulted in a reduction in real
value-added in this sub-sector of 10%. The closure of the Barbados plant cost the -
economy approximately $15 miliion in annual retained value-added and 950 jobs. As mare
of the remaining electronic companies closed their doors, there was a significant fall-off in
the production a}nd export of electronic components. In addition, the other major sub-
sectors, involved in export activity, garmen?s, chemicals and furniture, were affected by

regional trade restrictions.

Again, in the mid-1980s the sector's contribution to real GDP returned to levels comparable
to those of the pre-1970s - lows of 7.1%. This outcome would have been worse had it not
been for the protection local producers enjoyed in the domestic market. Later, the opening
of the domestic market to regional competition, with the introduction of a CET as part of
CARICOM common market efforts, would affect even this segment of the industry. Bythe
end of the decade of the 1980s, the manufacturing séctor had lost most of its dynamism.
While the sector continued to play a pivotal role in the econ-omy. it was no longer the

dominant sector with its contribution {o real GDP declining to around 9.8% down from



11.8% at the beginning of the decade. The sectorwas no better placed in the early 1990s,
continuing to be plagued with problems of contracting markets and cash flow problems,
resulting in furtherdeclines in output. Growth in the sector was hampered by its inability to
effectively compete in the region and at home, where it continued to lose groﬁnd to
relatively cheaper regional imports. There were déclines in output in all the major
subsectors with the exception of the electronic components subsector which increased
output sharply for the first time since the closure of some of the major electronic assembly

firms during the mid-1980s.

By the end of the 1990s, the manufacturing sector had lost much of the ground it had
gained in the late 1970s and earlf( 1980s. lts contribution to GDP was at 9.6% compared
with 12.8% during its peak years. Now on the eve of a new millennium, Barbados

manufacturing industry is about to face yet its greatest hurdle, frade liberalisation.

2.3, Contributing factors o the Development of the Sector

According to Cox (1982) and Whitehall {1984), the nature and structure of incentives and

protection offered are important determinants of the overall performance of the sector. In
Barbados, incentives and tarnff protection were part of a deliberate policy by govemment to
promote industrialisation. The early measures centred on fiscal incentives, followed in the
1970s by deliberate tariff ﬁfotection. uniformiy impased and by quantitative restrictions,

interest rale subsidies, credit insurance and other promotion and support.

170

Most of the incentives were tegislated Iin the form of either a pioneer industries or fiscal
incentives ordinance. The packages included a tax holiday and duty-freé imports of raw
materials, fuels and components, for a specified period. The period depended mainly on
the degree of processing involved, the potential employment creation and the retained local
value added of the enterprise. The tax-free I:mIiday incentive was provided mainty fothose
industries producing for export. Firms producing for export only, were immediately granted
the maximum period of ten years. The size of the capital investment is also a deciding

factor in determining the length of the tax holiday. -

in addition to the active promotion of the seclnr_'by Government through tax incentives,
import licensing, other benefits were also provided; these included low cost factory space
and the provision of grants and loans. Several institutions were established to assistthe
sector, including the Barbados Development Bank (BDB) and the Barbados Industrial
Development Corporation (BIDC) in 1969, the Barbados Institute for Management and
Productivity (BIMAP}) in 1972 and the Barbados National Standards Institution (BNSI} in

1973.

In the Barbadian case, Cox (1882) noted that incentives seem more important to certain
types of manufacturing activities. A ranking of manufacturing activities by incentive status
{which is determined by the proportion of factories established with incentives) showed a
strong correlation between export industries and incentive status. Incentives were useq as
an export promotion technique. Industries manufacturing only for export enjoy some

incentive assistance whereas some enterprises producing for home consumption did not



rely on fiscal incentives. Import restrictions and protective tariffs tended to be more

important to them.

Whitehall (1984) found that tariffs were the most important contributor to the effectiva rate
of protection in Barbados. Garments and fumiture activites mostiy benefited from
exemptions on input duties. The corporation tax incentive was insignificant except for

electronics and, to a lesser extent, garments, pharmaceuticals and structural products.

Whitehall (1984} also found that nominal protection favoured activities with higher levels of
value added and higher export ratios. This protection was generally inversely related to the
depth of processing and was higher on consumer goods than on producer goods. Where
products within a single activity were both exported and sold in the home market, home
salés enjoyed higher protection because of the tariff on the final product. Levels of effective
protection did not differ with variations in the pro_poru'on of domestic value added or product
group. In addition, there wére no items receiving outrageous levels of protection. The
effective protection levels were high only because value added was low in many areas of
aclivity. Protection is generally slanted in favour of activities with higher value added and

greater export ratios, in line with the official policy.

These measures shaped the industry and determined the types of manufactdrjng activities
that emerged; largely those that were not heavily based on the use of domestic materials.
The failure of these activitigs to generate economy-wide growth and their later stagnation

can be largely blamed on the environment of protection and incentives~A number of
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studies have found that fiscal incentives based on Individual country cases and cross-
country comparisons lack effectiveness [Andic and Andic, 1973; Lent, 1967]. The
argument is that incentives seldom generate rapid industrial expansion, that they
incorporate elements which conflict with the objectives of development and that it is
uncertain whether the benefits they provide outweigh their cost. Incentives can make
unsound ventures viable which seems to have been the case for Barbados. As a resuit,
the industrialisation pracess did not resuit in a structural transfo_rmation of the economy,
which implies both backward and forward linkages of sectors within the economy. The
marked absence of any meaningful domestic inter-sectoral linkages, a characteristic of the
sector throughout the Carithean, meant that a serious constraint was placed on the growth
of the sector in the region. What can we therefore expect of this sector as it faces the

challenge of liberalisation after decades of protection.

3. Domestic Manufacturing and Liberalisation

3.1 Trade liberaiisation

Krueger (1978) and Bhagwati (1978) defined trade liberalisétion as any policy thatreduces
the degree of anti-export bias within a country's trade regime. There has been a paradigm
shift tawards global free trade evident from the emergence of several mega-trading blocs
{for example, the European Union and the North American Free Trade Area) and more
noiably the acceleration of the progress towards a global market place facilitated by the
General Agreement on Trade and Tariffs (GATT}and its successor agreemant WTO. The
latter entered into force on January 1 ;.1 995 and has subsequently accelerated the prdcess

of opening the markets of all economies. Most countries in the world are signatories to the



WTO agreement, including the Caribbean, which commits them to the fulfilment of the
objectives of achieving global free trade. As a result, they are obliged to comply with the

organisation's rules goveming international trade.

a2 Chaﬁges to the Existing Trade Regime in Barbados

The first step in the move towards this process of global free trade is “ariffication’, which
began for Barbados, with the introduction of a system of bound rates on April 1, 2000. This
Is the process of credting a more transparent system of protection for domestic concems,
by replacing non-tariff barriers with tarifi-equivalents. Complete liberalisation of trade in
goods and services, nationallirgatment for all goods and services regardless of origin and

“the practice of reciprocity, is éxpected to follow,

The conversion of licences to their tariff equivalents was based on the calculation of a price
differential between the domestic and the world market as shown below:

T =5—;&*1°° 4

whe-rer:l' is the.tariff equivalent, Py is the domestic price and Py, is the world price. This
formufa was utilised, in accordance with the WTQ agreement, to amrive at the base rate of
duty applicable in 1995, .Previously, licences were put in place fo protect sensitive
industries. To this end, where products were on licence, the maximum rate allowed under
WTO agréements was recommended; otherwise, the current rate of duty remained in

effect (Agriculture Plannfng Unit, Barbados, 2000). The exceptions were inputs in domestic
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production, commeodities not produced locally, products not produced for infant use and

commodities for spécial revenue consideration.

From this level, the rates were supposed to be reduced to some fixed celling in 2004. For
Barbados, the WTO stipulations called for a decline in the bound rates of 24% for
agricultural goods over a ten-year period, beginning 1995. It should be noted that some
goods classified in this study as manufactured goods are seen as agricultural goods under

WTO agreements.

This gradual process of liberalisation is intended to allow member countries, especialiyless

developed countries {LDCs), to make the necessary amangements to become more

o competitive. FinnsinLDCs must now face the challenges of internationat competition after

decades of protection and the adjustment is expected to be difficult. To further ease the

process, WTO regulations also allow for the implementation of a special quota-systern.

The special quota system is comprised of 'in-quota’ and 'out-of-quota’ rates. Under the
former, a predetermined quantity of imports, 3% of domestic consumption, is allowed into
the country over a specified period of time. These imports will be taxed at the lower bound
rate, which is the level of the tariff at 2004. Imporis in excess of the ‘in-quota’ are then
subjected to the 'out-of-qubfa‘ rate, which is the maximum bound rate that can be applied

under WTO rules,



Nevertheless, the adjustment is expected to be a difficult one, as firms in LDCs must now
facathe challenges of intemational competition after decades of protection. How will these
firrns fair? Will .li'ley rise to the challenges posed and improve efficiency or will the
challenge prove too much? The answers fo these questions are important to EDCs,
Measuring the Impad of these trade liberalisation measures is therefore vital to planners

and those involved in negotiating future WTO and other trade related measures.

4, Measuring the Potential Impact of Trade Liberalisation
The approach to be utilised largely depends on if the objective is to simulate the likely
impact of trade liberalisation bésed on computable general equilibrium (CGE) models or

consider the impact of existing liberalisation [see Hetel et al (1998) and Collier ef a/ (1582)).

In the case of Barbados, boih approaches might be useful as liberalisation is ongoing. A

CGE model would be useful for simulating the effects of future liberalisation measures.
- Unfortunately, the -extensive data requirements of the model pose a challenge to s
utilisation for the Barbadian economy. Similary the before and aiter approach though

thore feasibie than the CGE modeling, the sectoral level data needed is not available.
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4.1,  Trade Liberalisation and Price Competition

An altemative and less data-demanding technique involves estimating the reésulting change
in Import prices in the domestic market. Lewis-Bynoe et af (2000) utilised this technique for
Barbados, where prices of domestically produced goods are compared with theirimported
equivalents. This approach revealed the extent of price competition that local producers
face following trade liberalisation measures. Lewis-Bynoe et al (2000) found that for
almost half of the products affected by the intreduction of the new bound rates, the
domestic price is higher than the import price for a sin"-iiar good., lﬁdusiﬁes producing
these products now encounter significant price competition. Barbados dif!. howaver, have
a significant price advantage for certain categories of products {orange juice, grapefruit

juice, pineapple juice, apple juice, chicken sausages, hams and other types of maats).

This analysis, however, says nothing about consumers’ responses tothese price changes,
which is critical to our assessment of the impact of these developments.  Consumers’
decisions lagically determine the effect that changes in prices will have on the economy.

Import demand may, in fact, remain unchanged #f consumers' demand forimported goods

‘i irresponsive to changes in price, that is, if demand is inelastic with respebt to price. If

this is the case these recent policy changes may have an even more devastating sffect on

the economy.

Henée. an assessment of the impact of these policy changes would not be complete

without an examination of the price elasticity of demand for imports, This is facilitated with

" the use of an import demand framework. Several studies have been éo_nducted inthe



area of import demand for Barbados, beca_iuse of the importance of imports to small istand
aooqomiss. like Barbados, Worrell (1988), Craigwgll (1 9_94) and Jordan alnd:Greenidge
(1998). Thgse studies have ilentified a similar model of import demand for Barbados,
whlch is given below:

Lol

‘whépgz 7
.IM.P rs ﬁorrlz‘inall imparts for a given cafegory of imports,
Pm ié me inj_!-mrl price 'index. )

-Y is ﬁbr;‘\ina'! GDP, énd -

Pd is the domeslfc price index,

This paper utilises this modgl.'_regressing real impqﬂs on real GDP and the import price
index, with the theoretical suggested relationship that demand is positively related to real
GDP and inversely related {o-price. The equation is estimated for the economy as a whole.
by the method of generalised least squares, The panel data model was cho.ser; because
the data set s relatively short with t = 1 §78..1990 and i representing the various categories
of manufacturing imports namely, fuel, construction materizls, chemicals, textiles and food
and beverages. The data are obtained from the Annual Statistical Digest (1899) published

by the Central Bank of Barbados. The results of the estimation are given below:
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Real Imports
MP =—19.25!+3.399"'ln[-¥—]-0.912‘1n(h) - RY = 0906
£, C\R) ,
T (=30212) (25.058) - (-11.213) s =0685 (3)
: - T F =310.1649

where: I-statistics in"paréntheses and s is the standard error of the regress?on.<

The results of the pooled regression indicate that real GDP and import prices are
significant determinants of import demand, with theoretically consistent signs on the
coefficients. Increasing real GDP leads to & rise in demand for imports and as expected
import prices are inversely related 1o import demand. Therefore, any given increase in

import prices through the implementation of the new bound rates wauld result in reduced

.demand for a given item. However, the magnitude of the coefficient of import prices

. suggests that import demand for manufactured goods-is inelastic with respect to prices.

Although consumers will reﬁﬁce dermand ip response to an increase in price, the size of the
percentage change-in quantity demande;d will be smaller than the per_cer}tagerchkange in
the price of manufactured goods. This reveals a strong consumer preference forimported
goads, which implies that even with the higher import tariffs domestic manufacturers should
expect to encounter strong competition. Moreover, the high income elasticity of imported
manufactured goods sugges.t that as incomes continue to rise consumers will increase their

demand for imported goods by a proportionately greater amount than the change incoms.



A similar analysis can be done for that category of imports that is likely to be most affected
by these changes in the .existing trade regime, namely food. Equation (2) was estimated
using the Gen_eralised Method of Maments (GMM). The GMM estimétor computes the
estimates of the regression-parameters so that the sample comelation between the
instrumer;ts and the function, f, are as close as possible to zero. This is defined by the
criterion function below: | '

G =m(B) Am(8)
where m(@) = f(6)Z

@
where: A is a welghting matrix, § are the parameters to be estimated and m are the sample
‘moments. The method wés ;elected because it was suspected that the relatively small
sample size might have intreduced autocorrelation bias in the estimates. Tht.e GMM
estimates provide robust esﬁmate§ of the parameters even in the presence of
autocorrelation by using a Heteroskedasticity Aﬁtocorrelation Consistent (HAC) covariance
matrix. Th_e guadratic spectrat (QS) kernel was used to weight the covariances since it is
smo_oth and not truncated and converges faster tig’f competing methods (for example
Barletts n;éthod) {Andrews (1991)]. The bandwidth was selected using the Andrews (1981}

method, The results of this estimation are given below:

Real Food Imports

TP | 638341.026% 1| L- |- 0.189* (=)
P _ P )

o

R-Z = 0.860

© (=7.503) (7.874) (-3.005) s =0.048 (5)
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where t-statistics in parentheses and s is the standard error of the regression. The
regression explains 86% of the variation in real food prices through changes in domestic
and imported prices and changes in real GDP. Allthe coefficients are signiﬂcant atthe 1%
tevel and have the theoretically correct signs. These results suggest that the demand for
foad imports is not highly responsive to cha.nges in prices, similar o the démand for overall
imports; a result perhaps, of the high propensity to import goods alluded to earfier. The
significance of the coefficient of relative prices for manufactured food implies thatthereis a
tendency to substitute between domestically produced and imported goods as a resuit of
price changes. This suggests that domestic producers need to ensure that they are

competitive to survive in an environment of declining import prices.

5. Conclusion

In the context of the Barbadian economy, the impact of trade liberalisation is likely to be
significant. Although, the new bound rates do not apply to most of the manufactured goods
imported into the country, given the relatively inelastic demand for most imported ilems,
domestic praducers can expect to face tremendous pressure from importers. Asg the import
duties and bound rates continue to fall due to future WTO negotiations, local producers
wolld be inundated with a variety of imported goods competing for their share of the
domestic market. In the case of the manufactured food iterns, the strong substitution
effect, betwaen local and ifnborted varieties is cause for concern. A large percentage of
manufacturing enterprises in the region are engaged in food processing, a natural
extension of their agriculturaliy based economies. Reducing tariff protection could be

harmful to most of these firms unless they are able to quickly restructure their production



processes. Further research is needed given the importance of these industries to the

survival of Caribbean and should be given priority In light of proposed future liberalisation in

the context of engoing WTO negotiations.
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-Table 1: Retained Imports of Manufactured Goods

YEAR  CHEMICALS ToN 2
- S M:T.I'-ER:IACPSON FCOD FUEL TEXTILES
R 19.1 iTa
1971 8.4 18.4 508 ?g gg
1872 104 207 §0.2 49 14.9
1973 136 314 742 12.8 19.3
1974 172 315 914 318 189
1975 173 224 92.8 467 185
1976 215 322 57.2. 405 25.0
1577 232 347 103.5 475 24.2
1578 298 395 1227 23.1 271
:g;g 405 54.8 1372 92.3 378
1980 05 786 1635 1079 33
1 ) g3.2 1792 1437 35
1gg§ 435 774 1616 848 328
1983 22.2 845 156.5 593 48
1884 ; 579 160.4 58.1 2638
417 s 158.4 53.4 248
1986 50.8 517 155.9 255 75
1987 50.9 818 176.2 534 354
1988 §4.5 74.8 1926 528 395
1889 715 86'9 213.9 70.4 413
1990 71.9 89.9 208.4 853 349

Source: Central Bank of Barbados, Annual Statistical Digest, 1999,

178

Table 2: Tariff Rate Changes

Description of Goods Rate of Bound Rate of
Duty Duty
(%} (%)
Soya bean ol and its fractions, whether or not refined,
but chemically modified
Crude oit, whether or not degummed 40 194
Other : 40 184
Palm oll and its fractions, whether or not refined, but
chamically madified
Palm stearin 40 40
Sausages and similar products of meat, meat offal or
bioad; fond preparations based on thesa products
Chicken sausages, canned 20 210
Other chicken sausages 20 210
.Salami sausages 20 210
Other sausages, canned 20 210
Other 20 210
Other prepared or preserved meats, meat oféal or bioad 210
For use in the production of chicken sausages 5 210
Other 15 21¢
Of liver of any animal 20 210
Cured or smoked turkey 20 210
Cther turkey 20 210
Other 20 210
Hams and cuts of swine 20 210
Sheulders and cuts of swing 20 210
Luncheon meat 20 210
Other of swine 20 219
Other of bovine 20 210
Comed mutton 29 210
Qther of bioad of any animal 20 210
Gther (not containing eggs) uncooked pasta, not stuffed
or otherwise prepared
Macarani, spaghetti and elbows 20 100
Other 20 20
Jams and frit jellies, mammalades, fruit or nut puree
and fruit or rut pastes, being cocked preparations,
whether or not containing added sugar or eother
sweetening matter
Cther homogenised preparations not for the infant use 20 161
Fruit puree and fruit paste, not in retail packages 15 161
Cther 20 161
Fruit puree and fruit paste, not in retail packages 15 151
Pineapple based 20 161
Guava jams and jellias 20 1869
Guava cheese 20 161
Nutmeg jams and jeliies 20 161
20 161

Other
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Fruit juices (ncluding grape must) and vegetables
Julens, unfermentad and not containing added spirit,
whether or not containing added sugar or other
swaatening matier

Orange juica {not concentrated or for infant use) 40 161 -
Grapefruit juice (net concantrated of for infant use) 40 161
Pineappia juice (not ted or for infant use} 20 161
Appls juica {not concantrated or for infant use)} 20 161
Waters, Including mineral waters and aerated waters,
contalning added sugar or other swastening matter or

, and other non-alcohwlic beveragss, not
Including fruit or vegetabls juices of heading no, 20.09
Asrated baverages 20 141
Other - 20 M
Mait bavarages 20 141
Basr made from malt
Baer $2.6411 141
Stoule $2.6411 141
Other fermantad beverages {a.g., cider, perry, maad);
mixhsres of fermented beverages and mixtures of
farmented beverages and non-alcaholic beverages, not
slsewhare specifiad o included
Shandy 52.641 141
‘Organic surface-active agents (cther than soap);
surface-active prsparati hing preparations
{including auxitiary washing preparations} and cleaning
praparations whathar or not containing soap, other than
those of heading no. 34.61
Detergents {ottier than dishwashing liquids and other 20 a2
liquid detargents)
Other detergents 20 B2
Teshirts mads of cotton 20 117
T-shirts made of other textile materials 20 117

Sourzs:  The Cusioms Tanff [Amendment) Order, 2000, Directory of b & Servica 1595,







