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KONKURENCNA SCHOPNOST ODVETVIA ZIVOCISNEJ VYROBY VO VYBRANYCH KANDIDATSKYCH
KRAJINACH PRED VSTUPOM DO EU

COMPETITIVENESS OF LIVESTOCK SECTOR IN SELECTED EU CANDIDATE COUNTRIES
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Slovak Agricultural University in Nitra, Slovakia?

The more liberalized trade, regional trading agreements, and the process of globalization lead countries to adjust their agricultural policies
towards more competitive markets. The EU enlargement requires the candidate countries to reform and harmonize their agricultural
policies. Livestock sector has noticeable weight in these countries. This study examines the current situation of the livestock sector in the
EU candidate countries in some selected products such as meat, milk, cheese, and egg concentrating on the competition power. The export
performance index is used to determine the competitiveness of these selected products. Results show that Lithuania has competitiveness
in butter, Hungary in poultry, and Bulgaria in sheep and goat meat compared to other candidate countries. Since the EU liberalizes its
policies, candidate countries should be cautious about the further support of the livestock sector and should make necessary adjustments

towards competitiveness.
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Currently there are 13 candidate countries for the EU
membership. These are: Bulgaria, Cyprus, Estonia, Czech
Republic, Hungary, Latvia, Lithuania, Malta, Poland, Romania,
Slovak Republic, Slovenia, and Turkey. The accession
negotiations were concluded between the EU and Cyprus,
Estonia, Czech Republic, Hungary, Latvia, Lithuania, Malta,
Poland, Slovakia and Slovenia by the Treaty of Accession to
the EU in Athens. This treaty shall enter into force on 1 May
2004 provided that all the instruments of ratification have been
deposited before that date.

Livestock sector has noticeable weight in these countries.
Since the EU liberalizes its agricultural sector and meanwhile
the livestock sector, it is essential to know the competitiveness
of livestock sector in the candidate countries. Competitiveness
of candidate countries including Turkey and Slovakia has
already been searched in a few studies (Yilmaz, 2003;,
Ubreziova and Horska, 2003). Also the competitiveness of
some agribusiness-food sectors in the world has been studied
for Turkey in the paper of Tan and Erturk (2002). Szovics and
Hacherova (2002) have discussed the financial aspects of
livestock production and its impact on the accounting profit. A
lack of competitiveness studies, however, requires further
analysis in this area. This study measures the competitiveness
of livestock sector in the EU candidate countries using the
export performance index. That way, the competitiveness of
livestock sector can be determined in terms of country of origin
and product, and necessary measures can be taken before and
after the integration.

Overview of some macro indicators and livestock
sector in the candidate countries

Main macro indicators

In this study seven of the accession countries have been
selected in terms of data availability. Some macro indicators

about these countries are presented in Table 1. As can be
seen, the highest population is in Turkey followed by Poland
and Romania. Although Turkey has the highest population
growth rate, most of the other countries have a minus growth
rate of population. In terms of GDP, Turkey and Poland have
the highest GDP values while GDP growth rates are greatest in
Hungary, Lithuania, and Poland (about 5%). When we look at
the share of EU in candidate countries’ export, it can be seen
that these countries have quite a high share ranging from 38 %
(Lithuania) to 73 % (Hungary). But the share of these countries
in the EU’s trade is quite low being in a range between 0.3
(Bulgaria) and 3.1 (Poland). : '

Agriculture and livestock sector

The agricultural structure of the candidate countries is
presented in Table 2. According to the data, Turkey has the
he highest rural population (30.7 %) while Bulgaria has the
lowest (7.5 %). All other countries have quite low rural
population ratios. Also, the of agriculture in the total
employment ranges from 5.5 % (Czech Republic) to 45.1 %
(Turkey). The share of agriculture in gross value added is the
lowest in the Czech Republic (4.5%) and the greatest in
Bulgaria (21.1%). o

The number of livestock in these candidate countries
is given in Table 3. As seen in the table, Turkey has
the highest stock of cattle, sheep, goat, and chicken followed
by Romania in cattle, sheep, and chicken and Bulgaria in
goat. '

The competition is inevitable in the agricultural sector in the
EU as it happens in other sectors. It is a matter of argument that
his competition benefits or harms the member countries.
However, itis clear that the composition of agricultural trade will
change as a number of member countries will reach almost 30
in near future.




Table 1 Some macroeconomic indicators for the Candidate Countries
Total population Population growth Current GDP GDP growth rate (%) Share of EU Share of Candidate
(million) (1) 2000 rate (%) (2) (bilion €) (3) 1998 (4) 1998 in their exports (%) Countries in EU's
1998-2015 (5) 1998 trade (%) (6) 1998
Bulgaria (7) 7.94 0.7 11.0 34 497 0.3
Czech Republic (8) 10.27 0.2 50.1 2.3 64.2 22
Hungary (9) 9.96 -0.4 424 5.1 729 22
Lithuania (10) 3.70 0.1 9.5 5.1 38.0 0.3
Poland (11) 38.60 0.0 140.7 5.0 68.3 3.1
Romania (12) 22.43 0.3 33.9 7.3 64.5 0.8
Slovak Republic (13) 5.39 0.1 18.1 44 55.8 0.8
Turkey (14) 66.66 1.2 175.8 2.8 50.0 25
Source:  FAO, 2003, European Commission, 2002
Prameni: FAO, 2003, Eurdpska komisia, 2002
Tabulka1  Niektoré makroekonomické ukazovatele pre kandidatske krajiny
(1) celkova populdcia v mil., (2) miera rastu populécie v %, (3) HDP v mld. €, (4) miera rastu HDP v %, (5) podiel exportu do EU v %, (6) podiel obchodu kandidatskych krajin s EU
%, (7) Bulharsko, (8) Ceska republika, (3) Madarsko, (10) Loty3sko, (1) Polsko, (12) Rumunsko, (13) Slovenska republika, (14) Turecko
Table 2 Some indicators of agricultural structure in the EU and Candidate Countries
Rural population rate (%) (1) Share of agriculture in total Agricultural land area (1000 ha) (3) | Share of agriculture in total gross
2000 employment (%) (2) 1998 2000 value added (%) (4) 1998
Bulgaria (5) 75 221 6251 211
Czech Republic (6) 8.1 55 4279 45
Hungary (7) 12.0 7.6 5854 5.9
- Lithuania (8) - 14.8 20.5 3489 10.1
Poland (9) 19.0 19.2 18413 48
Romania (10) 13.9 39.0 14809 17.6
Slovak Republic (11) 9.0 8.6 2441 4.6
Turkey (12) 30.7 45.1 39050 16.1
Belgium (13) 18 24 1522 12
Denmark (14) 3.7 3.6 2647 3.6
Germany (15) 25 28 17 068 1.1
Greece (16) 134 17.7 8529 12.0
Spain (17) 7.3 8.0 29667 35
France (18) 34 4.4 29706 2.3
Ireland (19) 10.2 9.1 4403 5.1
Italy (20) 53 6.6 15271 28
Luxemburg (21) 23 23 - 1.0
Netherlands (22) 34 3.3 1956 3.1
Austria (23) 5.1 6.6 3390 1.4
Portugal (24) 143 13.6 4142 3.9
Finland (25) 6.0 6.5 2212 35
Sweden (26) 35 2.6 3153 20
United Kingdom (27) 1.8 1.7 16 961 1.6
Source:  FAO, 2003
. Prameii:  FAO, 2003 )
Tabulka2  Vybrané ukazovatele Struktdry polnohospodaérstva v EU a kandidatskych krajinach

(1) podiel vidieckeho obyvatelstva v %, (2) podiel pofnohospodérstva na celkovej zamestnanosti, (3) vymera polnohospodarskej pody, (4) podiel pofnohospoddrstva na celkovej
pridanej hodnote, (5) Bulharsko, (6) Ceska republika, (7) Madarsko, (8) LotySsko, (9) Polsko, (10) Rumunsko, (11) Slovenska republika, (12) Turecko, (13) Belgicko, (14) Dan-
sko, (15) Nemecko, (16) Grécko, (17) Spanielsko, (18) Franctizsko, (19) irsko, (20) Taliansko, (21) Luxembursko, (22) Holandsko, (23) Rakiisko, (24) Portugalsko, (25) Finsko,
(26) Svédsko, (27) Velka Britania




Table 3 Number of livestock in the EU and Candidate Countries, 2002

Cattle (,000 head) (1) Sheep (,000 head) (2) Goat (,000 head) (3) Chickens (,000 stocks) (4)
Bulgaria (5) 634 2418 898 o 18 006
Czech Republic (5) 1520 96 24 16 564
Hungary (7) 783 1136 130 34 343
Lithuania (8) 752 12 23 6576
Poland (9) 5501 332 - 50 694
Romania (10) 2800 7251 525 71413
Slovak Republic (11) 608 316 40 15032 -
Turkey (12) 10548 26972 7022 217575
Belgium (13) 3106 160 23 56 000
Denmark (14) 1923 154 - 20000
Germany (15) 14227 2702 160 109 993
Greece (16) 585 9205 5023 28000
Spain (17) 6411 24300 3114 128 000
France (18) 20 281 9327 1230 240 000
Ireland (19) 6408 4807 - 11342
Italy (20) 7068 10 952 1327 100 000
Netherlands (21) 4050 1300 215 98 000
Austria (22) 2118 321 59 11000
Portugal (23) 1399 5478 565 35000
Finland (24) 1025 9 7 5766
Sweden (25) 1637 427 - 6269
United Kingdom (26) 10343 35832 - 155 800
Source:  FAOQ, 2003
Pramefi:  FAO, 2003
Tabulka3  Stavy dobytka v EU a kandidétskych krajindch

(1) hovadzi dobytok v tis., (2) ovee v tis., (3) kozy v is., (4) kurSata v fis., (5) Bulharsko, (6) Ceska republika, {7) Madarsko, (8) Lotyﬁsko, (9) Polsko, (10) Rumunsko, (11) Sloven-

skd republika, (12) Turecko, (13) Belgxcko aLuxembursko, (14) Dansko, (15) Nemecko, (16) Grécko, (17) Spanielsko, (18) Franctizsko, (19) irsko, (20) Taliansko, (21) Holand-
sko, (22) Rakiisko, (23) Portugalsko, (24) Finsko, (25) Svédsko, (26) Velka Briténia o

Table 4 Export performance index, 2002

Sheep and goat meat (1) Meat poultry fresh (2) Milk (3) Cheese (4) Butter (5) Eqggs (6) -
Bulgaria (7) 27597.69 560.82 0.00 22.76 0.00 9.28
Czech Republic (8) 0.68 39.08 15.93 9.91 82.717 45.25
Hungary (9) 166.07 987.04 7.77 0.57 19.45 21.97
Lithuania (10) 0.00 0.00 65.96 44.39 431.76 - 97.86
Poland (11) 18.92 421.38 27.83 18.94 14454 - 58.18 .
Romania (12) 18.54 29.35 1.12 26.76 0.12 0.00
Slovak Republic (13) 693.62 4.60 21.22 1.36 42.01 2035 . .
Turkey (14) 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.04 198 000 - -

Tabulka4  Ukazovatel komparatrvnych vyhod

(1) ovgie a kozie méso, (2) Gerstvé hydinové maso, (3) mlieko, (4) syr, (5) maslo, (6) vajicka, (7) Bulharsko, (8) Ceska republika, (3) Madarsko, (10) Loty§sko, (11) Porsko,
(12) Rumunsko, (13) Slovenska republika, (14) Turecko




Material and methods

Comparative export performance index

In order to determine the competitiveness of the candidate
countries in some selected products, a comparative export
performance index is used. The index can be defined as:

EPI = (X, I X,)] (Xey | Xey )-100 (1
where:
X; - the candidate countries’ export in commodity i,
X; - the candidate countries’ total export to the EU,

X,y - the total export of commodity i by the EU,
Xgy - the total export by the EU.

The EU's trade values exclude the internal trade. The EIP is
calculated for sheep and goat meat, poultry meat, milk, cheese,
butter, and eggs in the countries of Bulgaria, Czech Republic,
Hungary, Lithuania, Poland, Romania, Slovak Republic, and
Turkey for the year 2002.

The EIP calculated according to the formula (1) is presented in
Table 4. According to the EIP values, Bulgaria has high level of
competitiveness in sheep and goat meat (3207.04), and
Hungary in poultry meat (317.25), Lithuania in milk, cheese,
butter, and eggs. The Czech Republic, Poland, Romania, the
Slovak Republic have lower competitiveness values while
Turkey has the lowest among all in related products. Another
noticeable point is that Turkey’s EIP values are zero for sheep
and goat meat, poultry meat, and milk.

This study analyzed the competitiveness of the livestock
sector in selected EU candidate countries. Although the EU is an
important market for candidate countries, the share of candidate
countries in the EU’s total trade volume is not enough. Among the
candidate countries, Lithuania has the greatest competitive power
in butter, Hungary in poultry meat, and Bulgaria in sheep and goat
meat, as compared to other candidate countries. Bulgaria has
high level of competitiveness in meat and goat meat because
Bulgaria’s export is more than the EU'’s total external export in that
product. In comparison with other candidate countries Turkey has
not competitive power in these products since Turkey has virtually
no trade with the EU in related products. Also, excluding the
highest competitive . countries, the Slovak Republic has
competitiveness in sheep and goat meat, Bulgaria and Romania
in poultry meat, and Poland in butter compared to other countries.
The implication of the results is that after the integration, Lithuania,
Hungary, and Bulgaria might gain a market share in related
products in the EU. However, none of the candidate countries
have any competitiveness in milk, cheese and eggs. In the rest of
the candidate countries, the livestock sector will suffer much
unless the necessary measures are taken towards the
competitiveness of these sectors.

Conclusion

After the integration the livestock sector will benefit from funding
and support due to the common agricultural policy CAP of the EU.
This will increase the producer surpluses in the candidate
countries and increase competitiveness in some livestock sectors.
Also, exporting of these products is expected to rise because of
subsidies. However, since the EU also liberalizes its agricultural
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policies such as limitation on animal stock, lower intervention
prices (see European Commission, 2001), the candidate
countries expectation for the livestock sector should be evaluated
with caution. On the other hand, because of the EU’s higher
standards on sanitation, the candidate countries must take
necessary measures to meet these standards from production to
marketing of livestock products. Determination of the weak and
strong sectors of the candidate countries is important because
both the candidate countries and the EU might make necessary
adjustments in their policies. That way harmonization of policies
will be easier. Similar studies which will be made in other sectors
will help harmonization of various policies with the EU.

Liberalizovanejsi obchod, regionélne obchodné dohody a pro-
ces globalizacie usmertiuje krajiny, aby si prispdsobili svoje po-
Inohospodarske politiky ku konkurenénym trhom. Rozsirenie EU
vyzaduje od kandidatskych krajin, aby upravili a harmonizovali
polnohospodarske politiky. Odvetvie Zivo&iSnej vyroby zastupuje
vyznamn ulohu v tychto krajinach. Prispevok hodnoti sti¢asny
stav sektora Zivo&idnej vyroby v kandidatskych krajinach EU vo
vybranych vyrobkoch ako st méso, mlieko, syry a vajicka s dora-
zom na konkurencieschopnost. Ukazovatel komparativnych vy-
hod (EIP) bol aplikovany s cielom ur€enia konkurencnej
schopnosti vybranych vyrobkov. Vysledky dokazuju, Ze LotiSsko
ma komparativnu vyhodu v masle, Madarsko v hydine a Bulhar-
sko v chove oviec a kdz v porovnani s ostatnymi krajinami. EU li-
beralizuje spolocni polnohospodarsku politiku, a preto je
potrebné aby pristupujlce krajiny boli obozretné v oblasti dalSej
podpory ZivoCiSnej vyroby a mali by vykonat nevyhnutné zmeny
na zvySenie konkurencnej schopnosti tohto odvetvia.

Kléové slova: rozsirenie EU, Zivogidna vyroba, konkurencna
schopnost, ukazovatel komparativnych vyhod
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