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Abstract

It is no exaggeration to claim that the international
trade system, alongside the economic and managerial ac-
tivities of individual enterprises, plays an ever increasing
role in the contemporary process of trade relations. This
process is further characterised by extensive participation
of transnational corporations and government institutions.
Lithuania’s accession to the EU has also marked a shift of
its export flows in that direction.

In its own right the European Union (EU) as one of
the largest trading blocks in the world, is engaged in fierce
competition with other blocks as well as individual coun-
tries for domination in the global products markets. While
a special co-ordinating role is played by the World Trade
Organisation (WTO), it is the emergence of the Regional
Trade Agreements (RTAs), particularly in the form of regio-
nal trading blocks, that represents the main dynamic deve-
lopment in trade relations. The difficulties of reaching trade
agreements are particularly severe between the developed
and developing nations, something that the trade negotia-
tions round at Doha illustrated vividly. The path that trade
negotiations will take in the future will have a profound
effect on the competitiveness of Lithuania’s exports both in-
side and outside the EU, owing particularly to Lithuania’s
status as a small and open economy.

The aim of this article is to evaluate the key aspects
of the world trade and EU trade system with a view to as-
sess their possible impact on the trends and prospects for
Lithuania’s export flows within the EU internal market.
The revealed comparative advantage is used to measure
the important changes in Lithuania’s export competitive-
ness over 2004-2008 time frame in the EU internal market
and attempt to assess how a possible adoption of new trade
measures through Doha trade round could further affect Lit-
huania’s export competitiveness.

Keywords: international trade system, export of go-
ods, competitiveness of goods, regional trade agreements
(RTA).

Introduction

It is almost accepted as a fact that the swift
upward march of world trade volume has become
a cornerstone of global economic growth. From the
perspective of Lithuania’s export competitiveness in
intra-EU market, the identification and evaluation of
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the factors impinging on it have an important part to

play in shaping Lithuania’s export flows and the struc-

ture of export industries. However, an ever increasing
flow of goods and services as well as the number of
participants in this process of trade negotiations ha-
ve created a more complex entanglement of trade in-
terests and trading conditions. So much so that it is
becoming harder for the WTO to play its original ro-
le as a co-ordinator of the trade negotiations, a view
that resulted from the increasing number of problem
items on the Doha trade round agenda. WTO’s role
is not made any easier by conflicts between the requi-
rements of the multilateral trade system on the one
side and bilateral and regional trade agreements on
the other side, especially when an increasing share of
trade is being conducted within trading blocks. In this
context, the EU as a trading block free from any ad-
ministrative restrictions is particularly important for
the intra-EU trade opportunities for a small and open
economy like Lithuania, yet trade and competition for
markets with other trading blocs introduces a further
layer of complexity. These contradictions affect the
interests and actions of individual countries, further
complicating the position of small and open econo-
mies such as Lithuania.

The aim of this article is to evaluate the key as-

pects of the world trade and EU trade system with a

view to assess its possible impact on the trends of and

prospects for Lithuania’s export flows within the EU
internal market. This is accomplished through:

* Analysis of the importance of RTAs in the context
of WTO trade system;

» Assessment of EU’s significance in the world tra-
de system;

* Evaluation of Lithuania’s export competitiveness
in the EU;

* Analysis of trade problems raised at the Doha
round of trade negotiations and their likely effects
on Lithuania’s export competitiveness.

A number of Lithuanian authors (Rudzkis, Kve-
daras, 2003; Vilpisauskas, 2004; Ginevicius et. al.,

2005) have emphasized the problems of Lithuania’s



intra-EU export competitiveness in their studies.

Shaping of Competitive Advantage in World
Trade

Traditional international trade theories offer a
multitude of analytical methods for assessing the ef-
fectiveness of trade relations. The emphasis on regio-
nal trading blocs in this article is implicitly based on
the gravity model of trade idea whereby the size of
trade flows between trading partners is predicted to
correlate positively with the size of their economies
(Krugman, Obstfeld, 2006). While it is not the aim
of'this article to test the gravity model of trade for tra-
ding blocs empirically, it is nonetheless clear that tra-
de flows and policies among trading blocs do add a ve-
ry significant dimension to export competitiveness in
intra-EU trade of small and open economies such as
Lithuania. The importance of this aspect of trade has
been highlighted in analytical works by CEPII-CI-
REM and Atlass consortium (Curran, Zignago, 2009)
on factors impacting the effectiveness of EU’s and its
members’ participation in trade negotiations.

Methods of Quantitative Assessment

In addition to a review of the relevant academic
literature on trade including the publications by Lithu-
anian authors on intra-EU trade and its importance for
Lithuania’s export competitiveness, the analytical met-
hods used in this article relate to OECD’s indicators
of globalisation level and Bank of Japan’s analytical
tools for dynamic interdependency in trade flows (re-
vealed comparative advantage (RCA) and are based
on data of WTO, UNCTAD and IMF among others.

The revealed comparative advantage is calcula-
ted as described below.

The export market share of a region or country
in the world export market is calculated as follows
(OECD, 2005):

n

_ exstra .
exportmarketshare — ’ thus:

world
n .
X exstra ™ the Valu§ of external regional exports
of n countries of the region;

X, .ona - the value of world exports.

The export competitiveness of Lithuania in the
context of intra-EU trade can be evaluated by using
export-side revealed comparative advantage (RCA)
and import-side revealed comparative disadvantage
(RCDA) methodology created by the Bank of Japan
(Isogai, Morishita, Ruffer, 2002).

X, /X,
RCA, = (—"-"—1—~1)-100, thus:

iEU EU
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X, - country j’s exports of product i (to EU-in-
tra);

X - total exports of country j (to EU-intra);

X, - total (EU-intra) dispatches of good i;

X, - total (EU-intra) dispatches.

The values of RCA > 0 (<0) reflect larger (smal-
ler) share of product i within country’s intra-EU ex-
port compared with the total share of product i within
total intra-EU export, hence advantage (disadvantage)
from a country’s perspective.

The assessment of advantage or disadvantage
in import markets is done similarly:

M,IM,
RCDA, = (—"—"—L——1)-100, thus:

iEU EU

M, - country j’s imports of product / (from EU-
intra);

M, - total imports of country j (from EU-in-
tra);

M, - total (EU-intra) arrivals of good i;

M,,, - total (EU-intra) arrivals.

Both of the aforementioned indicators are com-
bined to produce a value for relative revealed compa-
rative trade advantage (RTB) as follows:

RTB,=RCA,—RCDA,,

The Results of the Research

Factors Causing Changes in the International Tra-
de System and Affecting the Spread of Regional
Trade Agreements

The institutional framework of the contempora-
ry world trade system was shaped by post-WWII agree-
ment by 23 countries to create the General Agreement
of Tariffs and Trade (GATT). Since 1995, GATT has
evolved into the World Trade Organisation (WTO),
having 153 member countries. Presently, the main ele-
ment of world trade — the trade in goods — comprises
approximately 75% of the world trade volume. World
merchandise exports in 2008, compared to 1960, has
grown by close to 100 times to reach 7830.5 bn euros
(External and intra — EU trade — a statistical yearbook,
2009) or approximately 27% of world GDP.

The essential element of the current WTO-co-
ordinated world trade system is multilateralism based
on most favoured nation (MFN) principle as a way
to ensure equal access rights to all participating coun-
tries. A special role within multilateralism is assigned
to regional agreements/blocs.

The largest and most influential regional tra-
ding blocs were created in the second half of the 20th
century by developed Western countries. The most
important of these blocs is the European Union (EU)
trading bloc and the North America Free Trade Area
(NAFTA). Certain authors have outlined 3 different



paths of progression of the world trade system (Stern,
Paretzhy, 1996): 1) the system of multilateral rounds
of trade negotiations; 2) bilateral agreements as a ba-
sis for trade; 3) the formation of large regional blocs,
dominated by the main world economic powers.
Since the start of the 21st century, regional
trading blocs have arguably gained in significance.
Certain authors (Crawford, Florentino, 2005; Gine-
vi¢ius, Rakauskiené, Patalavi¢ius, Tvaronaviciené,
KalaSinskaité, Lisauskaité, 2005) foresee a further
strengthening of this tendency. Key aspects of the de-
velopment of trading blocs include:
1. Intensifying competition between developed and
developing countries for new markets.

This is particularly salient in the case of “sensi-
tive products”, such as textiles and agriculture, whe-
re, according to Nobel Prize winner Stiglitz, the US
and the EU are pursuing “an odious policy of divide
and conquer” (Stiglitz, Rashid, 2006). The develo-
ped nations are not making a secret of their view that
“regional economic grouping should be to advance
prosperity beyond the level achieved by multilateral
institutions such as WTO” (Stern, Paretzhy, 1996).
Yet this is not the only battlefield. The competition
between EU, NAFTA and, in the next 10-15 years,
the Asian bloc (consisting of ASEAN plus China, Ja-
pan, South Korea, India, Australia and New Zealand)
is shaping up to be a battle of equals (York, 2006). Al-
so0, an important role in the world’s trade and political
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architecture may yet be played by Asia-Pacific Econo-

mic Cooperation (APEC) where all the world’s major

economic powers, except the EU, are represented.

2. WTO-coordinated world trade system’s lack of ef-
fectiveness.

The key problem here is the length of negotia-
tions process within trade rounds and the difficulties
of finding common solutions with many countries
involved. Over the last decade, WTO Committee on
Regional Trade Agreements has been warning of the
dangers that the expansion of RTAs presents to the mul-
tilateral trading system (Synopsis of “systemic”.....,
2000; WTO Ministerial Conference....., 2009).

3. The desire of smaller and less influential countries
not only to protect their economic and political in-
terests, but also to gain access to the largest con-
sumer markets through RTAs (Bergsten, 2007).
The most recent example of this phenomenon is
the attempt by Trans-Pacific Strategic Economic
Partnership Agreement (P4), consisting of Brunei,
Chile, New Zealand and Singapore, to attract the
USA to its ranks (Teh Cheng Guan, 2010).

EU’s Place in the World Trade System

The EU, as an economic unit, not only accounts
for the largest share of world GDP, but also is the lar-
gest exporter (without EU intra trade) in the world, as
Figure 1 illustrates.

2006

India; 1,40%
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China; 11,10%

Rest of the world;
47,70%

US; 11,90%

EU; 17,50%

Rest of the world;
47,60%

Fig. 1. EU’s Share of World Exports



EU trade policy can be characterised as multi-
layered, incorporating policies for both internal intra-
EU trade and external trade (Curran, Zignago, 2009).
Clearly, the degree of influence on EU’s trade policies

is not uniform among the member states, given the dif-
ferences in economy size between the major EU eco-
nomies such as Germany, France, the UK and small
economies, such as Lithuania.
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Fig. 2. External EU Trade with Key Trading Blocs* (2004, 2006, 2008)
* APEC — Asia-Pacific Economic Cooperation (21 countries); NAFTA — North American Free Trade Agreement
(3 countries); CIS — Commonwealth of Independent States (9 countries); EFTA — European Free Trade Association
(4 countries); ASEAN — Association of Southeast Asian Nations (10 countries).

For countries such as Lithuania, the actions of
larger EU economies with respect to their trading part-
ners and their effects on various categories of goods
traded are becoming of utmost importance, in view
especially of increasing external EU trade deficit (see
Figures 2 and 3) which by itself is suggestive of inc-

reasing competition (in certain product groups at any
rate) from non-EU producers. While it is true that in
2004-2008 time frame external EU exports have risen
by 137.1% and reached 1306.5 bn Euro in 2008, exter-
nal EU imports have shot up by 152.3%, amounting
to 1565.0 bn Euro.
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Fig. 3. External EU Trade with Key Countries-Trading Partners (2004; 2006; 2008)
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Talking about EU’s export-import flows with
major trading partners, the patterns of trade can be
classified as relatively stable as far as partners such as
the USA (changes in trade patterns depend on exchan-
ge rate dynamics), Russia (mostly affected by chan-
ges in energy prices) and Japan are concerned. Howe-
ver, rapidly growing trade deficit with China is of a
structural nature, affecting the economic performance
of'individual EU members. A study by McKinsey Glo-
bal Institute confirms the presence of financial and
economic leverage possessed by China in US-China
trade (Farrell, Lund, Maasry, Roemer, 2007). On this
basis, it is likely that EU-China trade has similar cha-
racteristics to US-China trade — an important aspect
for both the EU and Lithuania.

This aspect is not surprising when considering
that EU would attempt to create access to emerging
markets such as BRICs for its multi-national corpora-
tions in exchange for opening up its markets for pro-
ducers from these countries (Joint Statement of....,
2009). For example, as of January 1, 2008 the EU has
abolished the quota system for China and WTO mem-
bers in textiles and apparel (Lietuvos Respublikos
uzsienio ...., 2010). This development is of particular
importance to Lithuania given its substantial reliance
on these sectors.

Furthermore, EU also operates a system of Ge-
neralised Tariff Preferences, consisting of 3 groups
of agreements: general arrangement; special incenti-
ve arrangement for sustainable development and go-
od governance (“GSP+”); special arrangement for
LDCs — least developed countries (“EBA” — Everyt-
hing-But-Arms). Total GSP preferential imports in
2007 was 58.6 bn Euro and largest sections were tex-
tiles and clothing (13.1 bn Euro), plastics and rubbers
(4.5 bn Euro), animal and animals products (3.5 bn
Euro). Approximately 180 countries made use of this

preferential system. Total “EBA” imports were 4.3
bn Euro, top five products were textiles, live animals,
footwear, skin and leather, transport equipment (The
EU scheme ...., 2009). As will be illustrated further
in this article, the aforementioned sectors are heavily
represented in Lithuania’s trade structure and conces-
sions to non-EU countries as regards access to these
markets will affect both Lithuania’s export competiti-
veness and structure.

The Problems of Lithuania’s Export
Competitiveness in Intra-EU Trade

In assessing Lithuania’s export competitive-
ness, a number of authors (Rudzkis, Kvedaras, 2003;
Vilpisauskas, 2004) reasonably emphasise the impor-
tance of EU internal markets (intra-EU exports grew
by 130.5% during 2004-2008, reaching 2704.5 bn
euros). Ginevicius et. al. (2005) offer a monitoring
framework of changes in EU internal market and its
effects on Lithuanian economy.

In 2008, around 60% of Lithuania’s goods ex-
port was intended for EU market (the 2004 equivalent
was 67%). This reliance on EU market is determined
by factors such as free movement of goods within a
tariff-free area, the existence of a single currency (Eu-
ro), and effectively functioning transportation system.
Consequently, Lithuania’s export to the EU grew by
135.3% in the period of 2004-2008 and reached 9.7
bn Euros in 2008. However, the calculations of RCA,
as presented in Table 1, indicate highly uneven distri-
bution of RCA values across different product groups.
The highest values of RCA are noted in “food, drinks,
tobacco”, “raw materials”, “energy products”, “other
manufactured goods” product groups, the unifying
characteristic of which is that they belong to low-tech
group of products.

EEAN1Y
2

Table 1
The level of competitiveness of Lithuania’s goods in the EU market
(coefficients, acc.SITC rev.4)
Reporter Coefficients 2004 2006 2008
RCA +0.341 +0.667 +0.551
1. Food, drinks, tobacco RCDA +0.046 +0.268 +0.629
RTB +0.263 +0.399 -0.078
RCA +1.129 +0.750 +0.588
2. Raw materials RCDA +0.030 -0.200 -0.919
RTB +1.099 +0.950 +1.507
RCA +4.326 +2.677 +2.800
3. Energy products RCDA -0.872 -0.818 -0.867
RTB +5.198 +3.495 +3.667
RCA -0.394 -0.312 +0.027
4. Chemicals RCDA -0.013 +0.033 +0.032
RTB -0.381 -0.345 -0.05
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Table 1, continued

. RCA -0.584 -0.556 -0.658
2q3’$$:§fry and transport RCDA +0.063 +0.101 +0.061
RTB -0.647 -0.657 -0.719
RCA +0.212 +0.115 -0.108
6. Other manufactured goods RCDA +0.144 +0.071 -0.004
RTB +0.068 +0.044 -0.104

Looking at medium and medium-high tech
product groups such as “chemicals”, “machinery and
transport equipment”, negative RCA values are clear-
ly visible. It has to be noted that “chemicals” have
achieved a positive RCA value in 2008, yet this occur-
red with the help of one sub-category (fertilizers). No
breakthroughs are in sight for technologically most
advanced category of goods, “machinery and trans-
port equipment”, as its RCA values are increasingly
negative.

More general RTB indicator is equally showing
negative values throughout the analysis period for
“chemicals” and “machinery and equipment” product
groups. Furthermore, in sharp contrast to 2004 and
2006, negative RTB values emerged in “food, drink,
tobacco” and “other manufactured goods” product
groups in 2008.

It is clear from the data and analysis presented
above that during the period of 2004-2008 (especially
in 2008) Lithuania experienced a deterioration of its
competitiveness in the EU. A number of factors may
serve as an explanation for this:

* increasing openness of EU markets to foreign pro-
ducers;

divergent production cost basis between EU coun-
tries and developing countries such as China due
to different environmental standards and work con-
ditions;

relatively high exchange rate of Euro (and Lithua-
nian Litas by extension);

slow pace of economic restructuring in Lithuania
towards higher value-added products.

On the other hand, however, certain positive
developments for Lithuania’s exports outside the EU
can be noted. Among them, the export of “food, drink,
tobacco” products in 2004-2008 grew by almost 4.5
times and in 2008 made up 16.4% of Lithuania’s to-
tal non-EU exports. Equally impressively, the export
of “chemicals” increased approximately 4 times to
11.1% of non-EU exports, “machinery and transport
equipment” products — 2.4 times to 29.3% and “other
manufactured goods” — 3.2 times to 21.3%.

This dichotomous nature of Lithuania’s inter-
nal- and external EU trade developments hinted at in
this article clearly requires further examination with
the aim of assessing the extent to which deterioration
of Lithuania’s intra-EU competitiveness can be offset
by improving position in external EU trade.
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Doha Round and its Possible Repercussions
for Lithuania

Having analysed the recent changes in Lithu-
ania’s export competitiveness in other section, atten-
tion is now turned to possible further effects on export
competitiveness that Doha Round could presage.

Doha Round of trade negotiations that started
in 2001 in Doha, Qatar, seems to have already estab-
lished itself as a serious test of the multinational trade
system in this century. During its nine years of run-
ning, many trade contradictions intertwined with insta-
bilities of political, regional and financial nature have
surfaced. The emergence of new centres of economic
power has affected the ability of developed countries
to implement unilaterally beneficial policies, a tenden-
cy likely to be exacerbated by the on-going world fi-
nancial crisis.

As one of the main trading blocs, EU is presen-
ting and defending its trade policies on the basis of
aggregated interests of its member countries. Among
the wide array of trade policies discussed, Lithuania’s
key interests centre on agriculture and market access
for non-agricultural products (Lietuvos Respublikos
uzsienio ..., 2010).

Agriculture, however, is attracting most of con-
troversy. Possible reasons could be related to strong
political positions of the agriculture lobby in develo-
ped countries such as EU, US and Japan. On the ot-
her hand, fast-growing developing economies are still
highly dependent on agricultural sector, and especial-
ly on international trade possibilities there. It is esti-
mated that 500m people in China and 700m people in
India are dependent on agriculture (Einhorn, Irivasta-
va, 2008). Hence, it is no surprise that developed coun-
tries are pressurised into reducing the agricultural sub-
sidies to their own producers. While EU has tabled
a proposal before the WTO Ministerial Meeting in
Hong Kong in 2005 calling for 70% reduction in tra-
de-diverting agricultural subsidies, 46% reduction in
import duties on agricultural produce and complete
phase-out of export subsidies, this proposal was not ac-
cepted by US and other G20 countries. At the present
moment, only an agreement on complete phase-out
of export subsidies by 2013 has been reached. From
Lithuania’s agricultural exports point of view, this is
hardly good news both from internal and external EU
perspective. Equally, granting EU market access to



producers from least developed countries would not
be positive for Lithuania and would most negatively
affect the producers of textiles and apparel.

Conclusions

In this article a quantitative assessment of Lit-
huania’s export competitiveness was conducted by
using the method of revealed comparative advantage.
The results obtained generally indicate a worsening
competitive position in the context of intra-EU trade.
Of particular concern is lack of improvement in the ca-
tegories of medium to high-tech specification goods.
Furthermore, the analysis of the world trade system
and its recent movement towards large regional tra-
ding blocs (albeit with a degree of country over-lap)
and the potential for significant trade-liberalising bre-
akthroughs in hitherto most protected areas such as ag-
riculture, lead to the conclusion that a further intensi-
fication of competition will occur both in internal and
external EU trade. Therefore, the analysis suggests
that improvements in Lithuania’s export competitive-
ness are unlikely to result from issues and policies cur-
rently under discussion in Doha round of trade nego-
tiations. Nevertheless, the presented research has also
identified significant growth of Lithuania’s exports to
non-EU markets. Yet, goods of lower technological
sophistication seem to dominate Lithuania’s exports
to non-EU markets as well, making it difficult to ar-
gue that possible future developments in world trade
policy will positively affect Lithuania’s competitive-
ness in these markets. Therefore, it would appear that
Lithuania faces a very clear need to climb up the lad-
der of technological sophistication as far as its exports
go or face ever-increasing competition in the world
markets.
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Lietuvos eksporto konkurencinio potencialo Europos Sajungos vieningoje rinkoje jvertinimas

Santrauka

Siuolaikinés globalizacijos salygomis nacionaliniy
ekonomiky optimalus funkcionavimas siejamas su efek-
tyvia ir lanksGia tarptautinés prekybos sistema. Siame
straipsnyje siekiama identifikuoti veiksnius, kurie turi jta-
kos Lietuvos, kaip mazos atviros ekonomikos ir narés vie-
no galingiausiy pasaulio ekonominiy bloky, konkuruojan-
¢io globaliose rinkose su kitais blokais (APEC, NAFTA,
ASEAN, NVY), ir atskiromis, didziausia ekonoming galia
turin¢iomis $alimis (JAV, Kinija, Japonija, Rusija), ekspor-
to plétros galimybéms vieningoje Europos Sajungos (ES)
prekybos erdvéje.

Empirinis tyrimas, atspindintis Lietuvos eksporto
ES vidaus rinkoje konkurencingumo ypatumus, atliktas
naudojant atskleisto santykinio pranaSumo modelio, besire-
miancio RCA ir RTB rodikliy kiekybiniu vertinimu, atmai-
na, suformuluota Japonijos banko eksperty grupés.

I8skirtinis démesys ES vidaus rinkai grindziamas
tuo, kad Sioje ekonomingje erdvéje prekyba vyksta be jo-
kiy administraciniy trukdziy. Daugelyje Saliy naudojama
vieninga valiuta — euras, efektyviai funkcionuoja transpor-
to sistema. Eksporto apimtys $ioje rinkoje 2004—2008 m.
iSaugo 130,5 proc. ir 2008 m. sieké 2704,5 mljr. eury. Lie-
tuvos eksportas atitinkamai iSaugo 135,3 proc. ir 2008 m.
sudaré 9,7 mljrd. eury. Taciau tyrimo duomenys rodo, kad
prekiu grupés turi skirtingus lyginamuosius eksporto kon-
kurencingumo rodiklius RCA. Sio rodiklio aukigiausios
reik§més zZymi ,,maisto produkty, gérimy, tabako®, ,ne-
maistiniy zaliavy®, ,,mineralinio kuro, alyvy ir panasiy me-
dziagy“ produktu grupes, kuriy svarbiausiu bruozu galima
laikyti santykinai Zzema atitinkamy produkty technologinio
sudétingumo lygi. Tuo tarpu vidutinio ir vidutini$kai auks-
to technologinio sudétingumo lygio produkty grupés (,,che-
mikalai®, ,,masinos ir transporto jrenginiai) pasieké neigia-
mas RCA reikSmes.

Apibendrinancio eksporto / importo lyginamojo
pranasumo rodiklio RTB neigiamos reik§Smés visais tiria-
mojo laikotarpio metais buvo pagal ,,chemikaly®, ,,masiny
ir transporto irenginiy“ produkty grupes. Be to, 2008 m.,
priesingai nei 2004 ir 2006 m., neigiamos RTB reikSmés
buvo fiksuotos ,,maisto produkty, gérimy, tabako* ir ,,ivai-
riy pramonés gaminiy“ produkty grupése (Siose grupése
2008 m. pirma karta uzfiksuotas neigiamas ir RCA rodik-
lis).

Mazéjanti atskiry prekiy grupiuy konkurencingumo

lygi 2004—2008 m. (ypac §i neigiama tendencija sustipréjo
2008 m.) 1émé nemazai priezasCiy, taciau svarbiausiomis
laikytinos Sios:

per létai vykstantis Lietuvos ekonomikos restruktiiriza-
vimas;

didéjantis ES vidaus rinkos atvérimas daugelio Saliy ga-
mintojams.

Pastarasis parametras ryskiausiai atsispindi tarptau-
tinés prekybos sistemoje besiformuojanéius naujus, kartais
labai priestaringus santykius tarp ekonominiy bloky ir atski-
ry Saliy, kurie turi tiesioginés itakos visy subjekty, taip pat
ir Lietuvos, prekybiniams interesams.

Tyrime atskleistas konfliktinis prieStaravimy as-
pektas tarp daugiaSalés prekybos sistemos, besalygiskai
skatinamos Pasaulio prekybos organizacijos, ir regioniniy
prekybiniy susitarimy, kuriuos realizuojant dalyvauja vi-
sos pasaulio $alys. Dohos deryby ciklo, besitgsianc¢io nuo
2001 m., problemas daugiausia lemia tai, kad nemazai Sa-
liy, ypa¢ ekonomiskai labiausiai i$sivysc¢iusiy ir sparéiau-
siai besivystanciy, nesilaiko daugiasalés prekybos princi-
pw.

Lietuva kaip visateis¢ ES naré patiria visas teigia-
mas ir neigiamas bendros prekybos politikos pasekmes.
Ypac¢ reikSmingi Lietuvai ES—Kinijos prekybiniy santykiy
poky¢iai. Spar¢iai didéjantis ES prekybinis deficitas yra
struktiirinio pobtdzio ir kelia grésme atskiry Saliy — ES
nariy — stabiliam ekonominiam augimui. Pavyzdziui, ben-
dru sutarimu nuo 2008 m. sausio 1 d. panaikintos kvotos
Kinijos tekstilés ir aprangos gaminiams tiesiogiai palieté
Lietuvos gamintojy interesus, eksportuojancius Sias prekes
1 ES 8aliy rinkas.

Dohos deryby ciklo eigoje ES siekia laisviau patek-
ti 1 sparéiai besivystanciu $aliy pramoniniy prekiy rinkas
(ypac Azijos saliy), taciau jsipareigojimas iki 2013 m. vi-
siskai atsisakyti zemés fikio produkcijos eksporto subsidiju
Lietuvos zemdirbiams ir jy produkcijos perdirbéjams néra
palankus. Silpniausiai i$sivys¢iusioms Salims pritaikytas
bemuitis rézimas | ES jvezamoms pramoninéms (pirmiau-
sia tekstilés gaminiams, aprangai ir drabuziams) ir Zemés
tikio prekéms mazina analogiSky Lietuvoje pagaminty pre-
kiy konkurencines galimybes ES vidaus rinkoje.

Pagrindiniai ZodZiai: tarptautinés prekybos siste-
ma, prekiy eksportas, prekiy konkurencingumas, regioni-
niai prekybos susitarimai.
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