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Dilemma

NTB within CEFTA a concern to
tackle or areality to live with



History on NTB-s

. Non-tariff Barriers to Trade in the Core
Countries of the Stabllity Pact for
SEE, 2001

- The EC report nHel
nontariff barriers in the western
Balkans, 2004

- Annul reports-country level, since
2004

. National initiatives and follow actions;



The most perceived NTBs from
business

Lack of information about CEFTA;
. Accessibility to legislation;

. Technical Regulations and Conformity
Assessment:

I product characteristic requirements (70% of firms)
I labeling and/or packaging requirements (67% of firms)
I testing, inspection and quarantine requirements (60 %)

A Para tariff:
A Procedural obstacles:

I Access to customs regulation;
I Arbitrary or inconsistent behavior of custom officials

I Lack of predictability on customs regulation changes



Is TBT a regional concern?
What about SPS?

Intuitively, YES

WHY?



Intra-regional share

Share of agricultural vs industrial products in the intra-regional trade
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Whyy: 0 S

1. Share of industrial vs agricultural
products In intra-regional trade Is
considerable high

2. Top ten exports within CEFTA are
Industrial products (OECD);

3. SPS measures are legitimate because
of health and safety



Technical Barriers to Trade (TBT)

OECD analyses:

1. Most parties specialize in low value added
products;

2. Comparative advantage is frequent in
products medium-low or low technological
Intensity;

3. National plan for harmonization,
4. RCA vs real exports; Albania case
B RCA: textile, wearing apparel, leather, wood

B Top export to CEFTA: cement, steel, leather, electrical energy,
bitumen, etc.



TBT continue

4. Good progress in adopting international
standards;

5. The official NTB reported from CEFTA parties:
B Diversified NTB/TBT concerns;

BTBT, CA, mutual recognition of CAB, is not a
generalized concern within CEFTA

Final comment:
. Packaging and labeling requirement, (short-term)
- Marking requirement (short-term)

. Products characteristics (long-term)



Sanitary and Phytosanitary
measures (SPS)

. SPS are considered legitimate measures;

. Different path of harmonization among CEFTA is
present

. Differentiated treatment (i) within CEFTA, (ii) from
CEFTAto EU (mussels)

. The official SPS reported from CEFTA parties:
B Administrative obstacles;
B Sampling and testing requirements;
B No specific concern on SPS measures

- Further analyses are needed to reconfirm the
sensitivity of SPS related concerns;

Final comments: Further investigations is needed



Administrative barriers

- There I1s no distinction when applied
(e.g Industrial vs agricultural);

. Are the most reported from business;

. Are the most difficult to be measured:
. Are very subjective;

. Are usually justified for public security



Administrative barriers,
the most problematic reported

. Implementation of customs regulation;

. Accessiblility to customs regulation
and procedures;

. Lack of cooperation among border

agencies (exp, non-harmonized working hours of
Inspection authorities at borders);

. Lack of information on border crossing
procedures;

- Transparency and information shaing
Issues



