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This paper employ.\' two complimentory techniqııes to test the İmpacl n.fforeign trade

011 aıapııı, prodııctivil)' and on employmenr between ]971-1981 for Turkey, The jindings

are striking: approximatelyone Illit/ioıı potential jab losses in the manufactıırinf? secfOr and

oJ/lY a Icw manufacturing subseclOrs passed the absorptİon tes!. The agrİcufture sector
ereared approximately six hımdred rhousand nevi.'jahs and the sector as a whole passed the
absarption test.

Wc canelude that nol wİtlısrandİng the recenl impressive success in exportİng

manufaclltring gooels. the Turkish econamic ptamlİng e/forıs mııst not neglecf the

agriculrural sector for the reason.'! discııssed in the paper.

ı. INTRODUCTION

Exporr performance of a developing country is cffected by a variety of internal and

external factors. These factors include, among others, goverment's fiseal polieics and export
incemiyes; growth of demand in the industrialized counrries: and the degree of pro(ectionism

that might he prevalent in the world.

This paper attempts to analyze the Turkish exportlimpon structure and the effects of
international trade on auıput. empIoynıent and on labor productivity. Allhough several

methodoJogies are available to anal~/Ze pertinent data on the topic under review, we have

seleeted the "growth accounting" methodology primarily because it allows us to separate

effects of changes in dümestic demand on labor productivity and on trade structure. Labor
productivity seems to inerease with experience gained by long productİon runs inelueed by

domestic and foreign demand (Lennep. 1979;83).

The tirst part of this paper evaIuates produetion and exportlimport performance of

Turkish economy during ı97 ı -198 ı. The second pan analyzes the direct and projecteli
employment content of Turkish international trade.

II. STATISTICAL EV IDEN CE FOR 1971-1981

To provide as comparison bcıween Turkish performance and severalother newly

industrializingeountries, we have obtainedUnited Nations data which form Table] below.

*Author is :ın associate professor at the Department of Economics. Çukurov<1Universityand in Maryland University
European Division.
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Pcr Capita Trade Iıı 19R2 Exporı And Import
Income S Million S Sharc In GNP

(198::» Exporıs Impons Expons Inıparts

TURKEY 1::>80 5701 S75~ 0.10 0.15

GREECE 3790 4297 100::>3 0.12 0.::>7

PORTUGAL 2398 4111 9313 0.17 0.39

SPAIN 494::> 20522 31535 0.11 0.17

YUGOSLA VIA 2791 10752 14100 0.17 0.44

REP.KOREA 1663 21853 24251 0.34 0.38

I3RAZIL ::>370 20190 2::>637 0.07 0.08

TABLE I. PER CAPITA I~COME. EXPORT/IMPORT SHARE i~ GNP AND

EXPORT/IMPORT GROWTH RATES IN NEWLY DEVELOPING COUNTRIES

SOURCES : World Statistics in Bricf, UI'\. Sıatistica! Handhook Newyork. ]983
Ycarbook of Natiana! Accounıs. L'1\. Vol. II. Ncwyork 1993.

This tablc shows that in ı 982, Turkey, while pursuing an imparı substiıution

policy. gencratcd i O percent of its Gross National Producı (GNP) from exports and ı 5 per

cent from imporıs. The exportlimport sharc İn the GNP was the second ]owcst among the

scvcn new!y industrilizing counıriccs, the sole exceptian hCİng Brazİt. Similarly, the

average growth rale of Turkish cxports/imports during the same period was. once again,

second lowest İn the group. in this case. out performing Portugaı.

Table 2. shows the deflated values of production and cxports/impons in the

manufacturing sector between 1971-1981. (These figures are given in millian Turkish

liras). This table also shows that in the rnanufacturing sector, consumer goods wcre

relativeı)' more export oricmed than were internıediate and İnvestmcnt goods. Within the

coıısumer goods categor)'. the texıİIc products subcategor)' made a highly signifİcant

contribution in 1981. when it obtaİned 4 i per cc nt of the total foreign exchange carnings of

consumen goods (Appendix A). The Turkish textilc export performance was highly

successful because this İnclustr)' enjoys comparatiye advantages İn lahor cost (Jahor

inrensivc technology is bcing used by the industry), raw materials, and in having adomestic

market that permits the indusrry to ohtain and benefit from cconornİes of scalc.
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TABLE 2. MANUFACTURING SECTOR OUTPUT. EXPORT AND IMPORTS AT

CONSTANT PRICES (1971-1981)

1975=100

MILLION TL

1971 1972 1974 1979 1980 1981

CONSU~IER GOODS
ampuı 110(,47 177747 128142 ]32923 142186 16(,558

cxport 7727 4064 12093 10782 12302 ı8752
imporı 3473 6434 2262 795 2124 2027

INTERMEDIATE GOODS
output 68792 78877 106278 18(,077 117907 ı 33119

cxr°rts
ı 203 2155 4254 2130 2773 17901

imparts 11778 15G14 22O-ı6 19476 22495 32734

INVESTl\IENT GOODS
output 24260 22763 39307 40825 32936 37970
cxports 256 163 52] 475 RS6 2772
imports 12485 18007 19384 13578 12739 12R64

SECTORIAL TOTAL
output 203699 234387 273727 358825 293 ı 16 337647
exports 9786 (,382 1(,8(,8 13387 1531 39425
imports 27736 40055 43692 33849 37358 47625

SOURCES : Annual Programs. St<J.te Planning Organization. Ankara Yearbonk of national

Accounts. Vol II. Inıernational Tables. Newyork. 1981 p.463

\Vhile the texıilc industry's cxpon cfforts have bccn rc\varding. the pcrfonnancc or

the other industrics in the manufacturing category has sho'Jm widc rJuctuatİons. This \vas
primarily due to a low import demand of forcign counıries; insufficient promatinna! efforts.

compared with the promotİonal efforıs of Turkey's compctitors: and a Jack of inter interest

İn and ability and knowledge or imcrnational marketing and exporting processcs. "Boıh

those who maintaİn that wcak cxtcrnal dcmand is the majol" causc of sluggislı cxport
earnings of devcloping countries and those who arguc that the prcdicaınellt of thcse

countries is caused by ıheİr own misguidcd policics have rcachcd these cxLremc conclusions

through partial analysis of historical facts." (Kavoussi. 1985:390). it souid be recalled that

hislarİcally Turks gcncrally did not engage in foreign commerce, an activity that was

entirc1y len İn the hands of non-Turkish groups in the Onoınan Empire. Thus. Turks did

nol accumulate sufficient experience in the field of international trade. Conscqııcıllly. they

29



1971 1972 ]974 1979 1980 1981

CROPS
output 110313 104857 116756 92360 147778 ]77226
exports 7532 7274 5129 5949 9375 18733
imports 72 170 4]56 12 25 936

LIVESnCK PRODUCTS
Oııtput 57687 59782 56860 55775 68264 90910
exports 900 692 842 525 1451 5097
impons 450 486 315 276 377 91 i

FORESTRY PRODUCTS
output 4565 8069 5938 8481 11616 14185
exports 179 94 62 164 448
imports 7 4 30 64 6

FISHERY PRODUCTS
OllLput 923 1353 1086 1457 2594 3424
exports 161 258 237 158 204 501
iınport~

SECTORIAL TOTAL
ouıpuı 173488 174061 180640 158073 230252 285745
ı:xport~ 8594 8403 6302 6694 ] ı 194 24779
impons 529 660 4501 288 466 . 1853

SOURCES : Annua! programs. State Planning Organization. Ankara ycarbook of NatioJ1J]

Accounts. Vol ii. International Tablcs IN. 198 ı ;\cwyork. p.463
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lagged far bchind thcir cornpctitors in cstablishing an cfficicnt international marketİng and

export system for their products. Furthermore. turke until recently did nol maintain an

adequate road and transport system. a situation that further deiayed the country's integration

and active role in international commerce. it was not unti1 the i 950s that the Turkish

government realizcd the nccessity of making large scalc invstmcnts İn economic

infrastructure which. a decade Jater. propclled the country toward industrialization. In the

1970s. after adelay of almast 150 years, an industrial "revolution" hcgan tc taki piace in

the cnuntry.

TABLE 3. AGRICULTURAL SECTOR OUTPUT. EXPORT AND I;VIPORTS AT

CO:\STA:\T PRICES (1971-1981)

1975=100



TABLE 4. EXPORT STRUCTURE OF TURKEY

2963-67 1973- 77 1980 1981 1982

"TOTAL EXPORTS

MILLIONS 451 1684 2910 4703 5746

OFWHICH (%)

AGRICULTURAL

PRODUCTS 79.3 60.1 57.5 47.2 37.3

MINERALS 4.6 5.6 6.6 4.1 3.0

INDUSTRIAL

PRODUCTS 16.7 34.2 36.0 48.7 59.7

"For i963-67 and 1973-77 annual averages

Traditional1y, agricultural commodities have heen the dominant faclor in Turkish

exports. Dnıil as recently as the 1970s. agricuJtural products werc the brgcst foreign

exchange earners. Table 3. shows the detlated values of agricultura! outpul. expon and

imports. During ıhe period under review, 1971- ı 981. tohacco, cotlon, grapes ancl olivcs

prcvailed in the agricuJturaJ export sectoL For example. in 1970. tobacco and colton exporls

earned 57 per cent of the total earnings of the agriculture sector; and their share in the total

export earnings was 42 per cenL Although these figures are impressİve for the agriculturc

sector. this sectors dominant pasition bcgan to deciine in 1971. This deciine continuecl

during the ı 970s and in the first year of fol1owing decade. 198 ı. the comhined expon slıare

of tobacco and cotton was 35 per cenl of the agriculturaland ı 6 per cent of the total export
earnings (Hale, 1981:14). Thus the year 1980-81 has beeome a landmark in the annul of

Turkish exports, because in [hat year the expofl carnings of manufactured goods cxceedeli

that of agricultural products Table 4.

SOURCES: For 1963.67 WiJliam Haıc. The Political And economic DevelopmenT Of Modern
turkey. London. ı 98]. 232-33 For 1980 Briefing. Ankara. Oct. ı2.] 981. 2] For
i98 i -82 ibid. July.] 983.23
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TABLE 5. ABSORPTIO~ A1\D ROLE OF TRADE l:>i MANUFACTURI:>iG
197 i -i 981

MILLlONTL

]97] ]972 197.+ ]979 ]980 ]98]

CONSUMER GOODS
DA ]06388 ]30] ]7 ] 18311 ı 21936 ]32008 ]49833
ı.r\. 0.03 0.05 0.02 0.0] 0.02 0.0]
E.O. 0.07 0.03 0.09 0.08 0.09 O.]]

]N1ERMED]A TE GOODS
DA 79367 92336 ]24070 203423 ]37689 ]37952
I.A. 0.]5 0.]7 0.]8 0.]0 0.16 O.] 7
E.O. 0.02 0.03 0.04 0.0] 0.02 O.] 3

]NVESTMENT GOODS
D.A. 36489 45607 58]70 53928 44846 5~O62
I.A 0.34 OAO 0.33 0.25 0.28 0.39
E.O. 0.0] 0.0] 0.0] 0.0] 0.03 0.07

SECroR]AL TOTAL
DA 222244 268000 30055] 380287 3]4543 345847
1'A. 0.]3 0.]5 0.15 0.09 0.12 0.]4
FO. 0.05 0.03 0.00 0.04 0.05 O.] 2

(DA : DOMESTIC ABSORPTION. lA ı~IPORTS IN E.O.: EXPORTS IN

OUTPUT)

A. THE MODEL

Having discussed general trcnds in the Turkish cxport/import activities and the

cOlıntry's relative pasition witlı the other ncwly industrializing cnuntries, we should. at this

stage. (ı) measure absarptian İn each sectm; (2) find imports in absorption: and (3) find

cxport slıarc İn caclı absorpıion. Tahle 5. slımvs damestic absorption. cakulaıcd as (mılput

+ impons - exports); imports İn absarptian, cakulaıed as (imparts divided by absürptian);

and cxports İn output, caleulared as (cxports dividcd by Olitput).

Tahlc 6. Reflccts the performanee of the agricultural sector during ıhc 197 ı-ı 981

period.
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1971-198 I

MILLION TL

1971 1972 1974 1979 1980 1981

CROPS
DA 102853 97753 ı 15783 86423 138425 159429
LA. 0.04 0.01
E.O. 0.07 0.07 0.04 0.06 0.06 O. i i

LlVESTOCK PRODUCTS
DA 57237 59576 56333 5526 67190 86724
LA. 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01
E.O. 0.02 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.02 0.06

FORESTRY PRODUCTS
DA 4572 7894 5874 8419 i 1516 13743
LA. 0.01 0.01
E.O. 0.02 0.02 0.01 0.01 0.03

FISHERY PRODUCTS
D.A. 761 1095 849 1299 2390 3]23
lA
E.O. 0.18 0.19 0.22 0.1 i 0.08 0.01

SECTORIAL TOTAL
DA 165424 166318 178840 151668 219524 263019
E.O. 0.05 0.05 0.03 0.04 0.05 0.09

TABLE 6. ABSORPTlO:'> A:'>D ROLE OF TRADE IN AGRICULTURE

B. THE FINDINGS

Sİncc the primar)' purposc of this analysis is to measurc the effects of

cxports/impons on output performance. the role of services and capital tla\\' will not be

ıaken into consideration. it is assumed that if damestİc absorption exeecds domestic

produetion. the resultİng shortfall \ViII be met by sufficicnt imparts.

As we app!y the abüve-described model to the output data of the manufacıuring

sectür, we dİscover that the output of consumer goods was sufficicnt for damesıic

absorption during the cntire period under review, with the excepıian of ı 972 when the
country imported large quantitics of consumer goods duc to abundancc of hard currcncies

rcmİned by Turkish workers abroad. \Vhile the producıion of consurncr goods was suffıcicnt
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for domestic consumption. the production of intcrmcdiatc and invcstmcnt goods was

insufficicnt to meet the domestic demand. The eoıısumer goods sectür was successfu!

primarily due to efficienr performanee of the textilc industry.

In examining the domestic output for export values. wc find that cven some of the

highly export-oriented industries showed onlyamaclesr growth. This laek of sufficicnt

gro\vth ma)' be atıributed to a sluggish expansion of export markets and to supply

constraints (Appendix B).

In analyzing the subsectors of the manufacturing sectar, wc finci that apan from

textiles. food. tobacco, Jeather. leather procluets and non-ferrous meta] industries also have a

promising future in the cxpon sectar.

The agriculture sectür a]so passed the absarptian crİterion. In this seetor. crops and

fisher)' products werc more successful than were the livestoek and forestry produets.

Although their export values wcre margina!, the fishcr)' produets export percentage in the

output was high but unstable during ı 97] - ı98 ı. For most of {he same period. exeept ı 981,
the crops export share in output was not high, but it was stabic.

III. EMPLOYMENT CONTENT OF TURKISH EXPORTS AND

IMPORTS

In this seetion, we \\iill analyze foreign trade's cHeets on employnıent and Jabor

productivity in Turkey. On the contrary what we are going to test in the next section. sonıe

earJier studies tested produeti\"İty as a sourcc of cxport pcrformance (Beekerman,
ı 972:9 ı 2-27).

A. THE MODEL

In order to aehicve our goal. the first step will be to quantify the direct employment

content of Turkish expon/İmpons. Due to unavailability of employınent data at the

sebseçtor levels İn the arİeuhure and manufacturing sectors. no gcnera!izations in this

respeet V.!iJ] be posseble. V/hile ealeulating the empioymcnt eontent, the foJlowing

fomıulac wi] he used :
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Employment Content

Of Exports = Xi i Qi E.
i

Employmcnt Content

Of i mports = M i Q.i .1
E.i

In ıhe second pan of this analysis. the projected employment content of foreign trade

will be ealculated by the following formu!ae: (Lennep. 1979:85)

Prowected Employment

Content Of Exports = Xio i Qio Eio (ri" - ii)

where.

X i = Exports in sector i

Mi

Ei

= Inıpmts in sector i

= EnıpJoynıent in sector i

Xio = Exporıs İn sector i in the initial period (1971)

Mio = Impons in sector İ in the initial period (I 971)

Eio = Employment in sector i in the inİtial year (1971)

gj * , r( =Projeeted annual growth rate of imports or exports in sector i ovcr the

period! 971-81

Ji =actuaJ amıuaJ growth rate of lahor productivil)' in sector i over the period
1971-81

B. THE FINDINGS

Using the empJoyment data in Table 7, and the output, export/impon data in Tahle

2. we have calelıJated the empIoyment contcnt in exportlimport. as show n İn TabJe R.
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Employment in Emrloymenı in

Years Manufacıuri ng Agriculturc

1971 1.450 8.763

1972 1.371 8.760

1973 1.484 8.760

1874 1.555 8.700

1975 1.618 8.705

1976 1.700 8.680

1977 1.592 9.546

1978 1.610 9.538

1979 1.572 9.529

1980 1.548 9.520

1981 1.593 9.512

Emplaymen! Employmcm Emplaymcn! Employmenı
Contenı of Contenıof Contenıof Content of

Manufacturing Manufacturing Agriculturc Agriculture
Exports Imports Exports Imports

1971 007 0.20 0.43 0.03

1972 0.04 0.23 0.42 0.03

1973 0.15 0.14 0.55 0.04

1974 0.10 0.28 0.30 0.22

1975 007 0.28 0.26 0.10

1976 0.08 0.26 0.39 0.02

1977 0.05 0.17 0.30 0.04

1978 0.06 0.16 0.49 0.01

1979 0.06 0.18 0.40 0.02

1980 0.08 0.20 0.46 002

1981 1.19 0.22 0.32 0.06
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TABLE 7. EMPLOYME"iT l"i MANUFACTURI"iC; AND AGRICULTURE

1971-] 981

MILLION

SOURCES : Economic Reports 1973-82. Union of Chamber of Commefec. Industry.
Maritirne. Commerce And Canımodiı)' Exchangcs of Turkc)'. Ankara.

TABLE 8. EMPLOYME1\T CONTENT OF TURKISH MANUFACTURI"iC; A1\O

AGRICULTURE 1971-1981



While thesc ealculations show that the net effect of trade on empJoyment in the

manufacturing scctor was negative during most of the 1971-1981 period, 1973 and 1981

beign the exceptions in this respeet. these figures do not aJlow us to find a specitic [rend.

This set of data retlect a trade deficit during the period under discussion. Once again the

textile sectür was an exeeption. (Tabı e 9)

TABLE 9. EMPLOYMENT CO:'(TENT TURKISH FOREIGl'( TRADE IN TEXTILE

I:'(DUSTRY 1977.1980

Employment
Content of

Textile Expürts

Employment
Content or

Textik Impofls

1977
1978
1979
1980

0.014
0.019
0.204

0.025

0.001
0.001

0.013
0.004

EMPLOYi\1ENT DATA SOURCE : Turkiye AET Dis Ticaret İlişkileri çerçevesinde

Tekstil Ticareti. SPO No : 1869, Ankara, Feb. 1983.

During 1977-1979, the net effect of trade on empIoyment was positive and

progressive. In 1977, for example, the employment content of textilc exports was ten tİmes

greater than the employment content of İmports; 15.83 times higher in 1973, and 16.19

times higher in 1979, retlecring an growing trade surplus.

An analysis of the agricu1tural sectür data on employmcnt shows that the net trade

etlect on employment was posilive İn every year during 1971-198 L Howcvcr, while the net

trade effeet on employmcnt was posİtİve for 1974 and 1975, this effect eould no' he

construed as fully satisfactory when this data İs compared with severalother sets of data.

For example. in i980 the employment content of agrieultural exports was 23 times greater

than the employment content of agricultural imports.

In view of the export-oriented policies İnİtiated by the Turkish governmcm İn 1980.

the year] 981 shows improvement both in the manufacturing and agriculture seetors. (Tabı e

10)
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~1A"UFACfURıNG AGRICUlTURAl
SECTOR SECfOR

1971 14047R.62 39595.58

1972 ı 70960.6 i 39739.84

1973 i 7770 1.48 36142.58

1974 173590.35 41526.55

1975 i 982 i 9.49 42706.02

1976 261142.94 51229.16

1977 203866.83 44290.38

ı97R 205301.24 211317.15

1979 228896.3 i 33177.35

1980 i 8935 1.42 48372.27

1981 211823.71 60220.88

TABLE ıo. AVERAGE PRODUCTlVITY 1:\ MA:\UFACTURING A:\D
AGRICULTURE (Q/L) TL

~OTE : Average productivity secms high in manufacturingdue to the fac! that
employmenı data only edvers the insured tabar forcc.

By analyzing the set of data for 197]-1981. wc have rcachcd the followİng

conclusions:

l\lanufacturing Sector

A verage change of growıh in exports

Average change of growth in imporıs

Average change of growth İn producıian

=30329 millian TL
= ı 9889 millian TL

=7134.4 millian TL

Agriculture Sector

Average change of growth İn exporıs

A verage change of growth İn inports

A verage change of growıh İn produetian

=3237 millian TL
=264.8 millian TL
=2062.5 millian Tl

Projccted Emp1aymcnt

Cantent Of

Manufacıuring Exporıs
= 1623.62
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Employmcnı Employmen! Employmenı Employmen!
Cantent of Content of Content of Conıenl of
Manufacturing Manufacturing Agrİculturc Agrieulturc
Exporıs Imparts Exports Imports

1623.62 2550.92 505.02 -53.95

Projeeıed Emloymenı

Conlent Of = 2550.92

Manufacturing Imports

Projeeıed Employmenı

Conlenl Of

AgrieultufaI Exports
= 505.02

Projeeıed employmenı

ConlenlOf

Agricultura! Imports

= 5395

(iniıial year 1971)

Projected Employment Effect Of Turkish Foreign Trade lu Manufacturing

And Agriculture

The above figurcs show us that İn the rnanufacturing sector foreign trad has caused

the loss of 927,000 potentİa! job (eolumn 1 mİnus eolumn 2). Howevcr, İn the agriculture

sectoro the effects of trade were pasitive. This sector created opportunities for additional

558,970 workers. (eolumn 3 mİnus eolurnn 4). The Turkish agrieulturc productİvity index

for 1934-1972 also shows a eontinuous inerease from 7.1 in 1934 to 11.5 in 1972

(Bairoch. 1977:38). if we take into consideratian the cxpccted 85% increase İn eercal prices

in international markets between ı 981- ı 990 it becomes incumbent upon Turkey to redouble

its agricuIture export effort (George, 1982:42). This cxport effort should continue in spite

of the recent impressive successes Turkey has achieved İn cxporting manufactured goods.
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Although it might be possible to make aceurme projeetİons ahout many countries'

exportfimport growth potentiaI. iı would not be possibJe or desİralıle for us to makc such
projeetions for Turkey at this stage. This is so becausc of the ncwness of the stmetmal

changes that were introdueedby the goverment in 1980. This brief five year period has not
produeed suffieient and reliable data for aecurate projeetions. However, it might not be

inaeeurate to state that if the Turkish expon performanee eontinues to be as good as in the
perİod 197 ı-1981, would be inevitabıe for the eountry to select new eeonomk prioritİesand
export promotionpolicies for its manufacturİngsector.

LV. CONCLUSION

In the narrow Turkish domestİe market, an import substitution strategy behind high

tariff wa11s had eaused serious obstaeles in ereating a strong export postu re for the Turkish

manufaeturing and agriculture sectors. Since the traditionaJ export promotion system had

failed to obtain stability for the agriculture and manufaeturing seetors, economic growth

remaİned stagnanL (Glezakos, 1984: 621). Consequently, the eountry was eonstrained to

borrow large amounts of foreign capital to meet its development and budgetary needs. As a

result. Turkey in 1985 had to pay 2.6 billion US dollars to service the foreign debt. In the

meantirne. the foreign exchange vaJue of the Turkish Lira plummeıed from 9 TL to 1 US.

dollars İn 1960 to 412 TL to a US dollar in 1984. Perhaps anather factar that caused adelay

in Turkey's effort of İndustrİaJization was ineffideney in the ulilization of foreign exchange

resourees. Additionally, the resourees spent on export promotion did not provc to be eost

effective and thus became a serious draİn on the countries resources. Sinee export earnings

can be an additiona} element for the national savings, Turkey faiJed to utilize this souree

(Laumas. 1982 : 841).

The methodology used İn this paper is rather simple; it rests on several preearious

assumptions. For example, while the initiaI year for the study (1971) was a nonnal year, as

it should be, for Turkish exports/imports, we have assumcd that changes in trade balanees

do not effeet exchange rates. Additionally, our trade projeetions do not take into

consideration eompetitİon among Turkish firms İn foreign markets.

Aparı from productivity and absarptian tests we have empJoyed here, one should

always take İnto consideration the faet that "that question whether or not growth of an

eeonomy is export led, and whether or not differenees in growth pcrformance among

countries can be aceounted for by differenees in export performances, is not eapable of being

answered with a sirnp1e yes or no." (Choi, 1983 : 145).
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DEFLATED VALUES OF OUTPUT, EXPORTS AND IMPORTS IN
MANUFACTURING 197J.I981 (1975- ı 00) MILLION TL

INDUSTRY GROUP 1971 1972 1974 1979 1980 1981
ı. FOOD MANUFACTURING

OliTPLJT 67732 68233 72897 86281 100119 122698EXPORTS 4595 350 6163 6136 6694 6858
1:YIPORTS 3075 6030 1722 600 1640 1401

2. EVERAGE INDUSTRY
OuTPIJT 3128 3590 3647 5697 5468 4887EXPORTS 25 49 54 35 42 86IMPORTS 10 15 19 3

3. TOBACCO PRODUCTS
OIJTPLJT 7641 7605 7796 11148 11724 12336EXPORTS 2036 2368 3178 1452 2069 4064IMPORTS

4. TEXTILE PRODUCTS
OIJTPUT 32141 48319 43802 29797 24875 26637EXPORTS 1071 1297 2698 3159 3497 7744IMPORTS 388 389 521 195 484 623

5. ~IANUFACTURE OF WOOD
OIJTPUT 7184 7395 10138 12219 10133 9958EXPORTS 99 96 23] 20 61 259
1:YIPORTS

20 16
6. PRINTlNG AND PUBLISHING

OIJTPIJT 1874 1926 ]781 4268 4068 4070EXPORTS 6 5 9 5 5 5IMPORTS 105 103 88 40 20 21
7. ELA THER AND LEA THER PRODUCTS

OUTPuT 4063 5907 8134 5952 5762 6540EXPORTS 455 571 1193 365 409 797IMPORTS 98 64 12S 7 6 II
8. RUBBER PRODUCTS

OIJTPIJT 2639 2520 2523 4828 3492 3058EXPORTS ?' 19 55 19 118 197
_o

IMPORTS 149 167 316 146 59 400
9. PLASTIC PROCESSING

OUTPIJT 1606 2280 3429 2407 2]32 4655EXPORTS 2 7 20 9 34 386IMPORTS 6 8 43 13 15 53
LO. CHE~ııCAL PRODUCTS

OuTPIJT 10670 11718 11861 1041 i 10872 13224EXPORTS 247 255 272 217 401 974IMPORTS 3094 4890 4981 3032 3879 6018
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Continued

INDUSTRY GROUP 1971 1972 1974 1979 1980 ını

IL. PETROCHEMICAL PRODUCTS
OlJTPUT 549 fı76 4115 6540 5216 6139
EXPORTS 16 71 169 873
IMPORTS 895 988 3122 1737 1953 2591

12. PETROLEUM PRODUCTS
OlJTPlJT 15930 17757 29817 3?S?S 40744 47349
EXPORTS 63 502 1224 135 469 1030
1:VIPORTS 792 753 R26 6709 7500 5114

13. FERTILIZER PRODUCTS
OUTPlJT ı 128 1664 3647 5511 6086 8641
EXPORTS
IMPORTS 1402 1708 1848 3944 4457 2890

14. CDIENT AND CEMENT PRODUCTS
OIJTPUT 3350 3302 3511 5415 5155 5295
EXPORTS 501 378 124 424 403 2315
I:YIPORTS

15. POTTERY, CHINA
OUTPIJT 1946 2181 2885 3440 2008 2425
EXPORTS LO 2 3 R 96
IMPORTS 159 2164 295 124 213 174

16. GLASS AND GLASS PRODUCTS
OUTPIJT IM2 1750 1988 1975 1301 1906
EXPORTS 69 78 169 330 226 681
IMPORTS 86 86 25 II 39 117

17. CERA:VIIC PRODUCTS
OIJTPUT 727 574 692 726 1279 1237
EXPORTS 7 6 31 48 114
I:YIPORTS 29 3 20 26 8 12

18. IRüN-STEEL PRODUCTS
OUTPlJT 10633 13493 14548 14790 12203 12028
EXPORTS 17 46 169 104 122 9721
l:VlPORTS 3101 2490 7736 2827 2997 4245

19. NON.FERROUS METAL PRODUCTS
üUTPUT 2721 3133 4226 6331 4747 4777
EXPORTS 212 189 688 397 284 339
IMPORTS 1038 1008 2335 542 694 457

20. FABRICATED METAL PRODUCTS
üUTPUT 5927 5262 7634 9257 8254 8332
EXPORTS 132 54 169 85 153 578
IMPORTS 730 1221 907 1452 2074 2215
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Continued

INDUSTRY GROUP 1971 1972 197-1 1979 1980 1981

21. MACHINERY PRODUCTS
OLJTPlJT 4359 4R99 9345 R757 6596 10143
EXPORTS 52 61 IR7 R8 108 682
IMPORTS 7792 9742 9908 6501 5225 13260

22. AGRICULTURAL MACHIı-'ERY
OlJTPUT 2222 3245 379-1 3314 2496 3417
EXPORTS 2 2 29 17 24 138
IMPORTS 514 845 676 236 40R 507

23. ELECTRlCAL MACHIı-'ERY
OlJTPUT 3140 3361 5096 nl9 387 3839
EXPORTS 15 20 ii 13 61 215
IMPORTS 1453 1986 1557 1605 1807 2394

24. ELECTRONICS
OUTPUT 641 834 2195 1706 161R 1386
EXPORTS 2 2 3 26 35 3R
IMPORTS 1076 1515 1427 623 933 1122

25. HIGHWAY TRANSPORT VEHICLES
OUTPUT 6813 R846 9773 13523 9092 10225
EXPORTS 8 5 104 238 448 ii 13
IMPORTS 2015 3597 2423 1895 295R

26. RAILWAY VEHICLES AND PRODUCTS
OUTPUT 776 809 614 1010 691 429
EXPORTS 34 2
IMPORTS 71 215 160 168 186 176

27. ~IARINE AND PLANE EQUIPMENTS
OUTPUT 382 507 856 439 329 199
EXPORTS II 19 18 6 27 8
IMPORTS 849 468 1152 570 211 232

28. SECTORIAL TOTAL
OlJTPUT 203694 234387 273727 359825 293116 337647
EXPORTS 9086 6382 16868 13387 15931 39425
IMPORTS 27736 4005 43612 33849 27358 47625

NOTE: 1-4 COı-'SUMER GOODS.
5-19 INTERMEDIA TE GOODS

20-27 INVES1ME!\TGOODS

SOURCES : AnnuaJ programs. State Planning Organization. Ankara Yearbook of National
Accounts. Vol II. InternationalTables. Newyork.. 198 L p.463.
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APPENDIX B
ABSORPTlON AND ROLE OF TRADE IN ~IANUFACTURING

1971-1981

"!ILLIO,, TL

INDUSTRY GROP ]97] ]972 ]974 ]979 ]980 ]98]

ı. FOO D ylANUFACTURING
DA 66212 739]3 68456 80745 95065 . 117232

LA. 0.05 0.08 0.0] 0.Q2 0.0]

E.O. 0.07 0.01 0.08 0.07 0.07 0.06

2. BEVERAGE INDUSTRY
DA 3] 13 3556 36]2 5662 5426 4804

lA 0.0]

E.O. 0.0] 0.0] 0.0] 0.0] 0.0] 0.0]

3. TOBACCO PRODUCTS
D.A. 5605 5237 461R 9696 9655 8272

LA.
E.O. 0.27 0.3] 0.4] 0.13 0.18 0.33

4. TEXTILE PRODUCTS
DA 31458 474] ] 41625 26833 21R62 19516

LA. 0.0] 0.01 0.0] 0.01 0.02 0.03

E.O. 0.03 0.03 0.06 O.] i 0.14 0.29

5. MA"UFACTURE OF \VOOD
DA 7085 2799 9907 12]99 ]0092 9715

LA.
E.O. 0.0] 0.0] 0.02 0.0] 0.03

6. PRINTlNG AND PUBLISHING
DA 1973 2024 ]R60 4303 4083 -+085
LA. 0.05 0.05 0.04 0.01 0.0] 0.01

E.O.

7. LEATHER AND LEATHER PRODUCTS
DA 3706 5400 7069 5594 5359 4854
LA. 0.03 0.0] 0.02
E.O. O.]] 0.10 0.]5 0.06 0.07 0.]4

8. RUBBER PRODUCTS
DA 2765 2668 27R4 4955 3433 3261

lA 0.05 0.03 O.] ı 0.03 0.02 O.] 2

E.O. 0.0] 0.0] 0.02 0.03 0.06
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Continl1cd

E\DlJSTRY GROUP 1971 1972 1974 1979 1980 1981

9. PLASTlC PROCESSI:>C
DA 1610 2281 3452 241 i 2] 13 4322
LA. 0.03 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01
E.O. 0.01 0.03 0.06

LLL. CHDIICAL PRODUCTS
DA 13517 16353 ]6570 13453 14350 18268
lA 0.23 0.30 ().30 0.23 0.27 0.33
E.O. 0.02 0.02 0.02 0.02 0.04 0.07

ıı. PETROCHEMICAL PRODUCTS
DA 1444 ]664 7221 8206 7000 7857
LA. 0.62 0.59 OA3 0.21 0.18 0.33
E.O. 0.01 0.03 0.14

12. PETROLEUM PRODUCTS
DA 16659 1800R 29419 44452 47775 51323
LA. 0.05 0.04 0.03 0.15 O. i 6 O. lO
EO. 0.03 0.04 0.01 0.02

13. FERTILIZER PRODUCTS
DA 2350 3372 5495 9455 10543 i i 53 i
ı.A. 0.55 0.51 0.34 OA2 OA2 0.25
E.O.

14. CEMENT AND CEMEl'OT PRODUCTS
DA 2849 2924 33~7 4991 4752 29RO
LA.
E.O. 0.15 0.1 i 0.04 0.08 O.OR 0.44

]5. POTTERY AND CHINA
DA 2095 4343 3180 35lil 22]3 2503
lA 0.08 0.50 0.09 0.10 0.07
EO. 0.01 0.04

16. CLASS AND GLASS PRODUCTS
DA lli59 1758 1844 ]656 i i 14 1342
lA. 0.05 0.05 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01
EO. 0.04 0.04 0.09 O. i 7 0.17 0.36

17. GLASS AND GLASS PRODUCTS
DA 751i 570 701i 721 ]239 i 135
lA 0.04 0.01 0.03 0.04 0.01 0.01
E.O. 0.01 0.01 0.04 0.04 0.09

18. IRON-STEEL PRODUCTS
DA 13717 15937 22 ı 14 17513 151R8 6552
LA. 0.23 0.11i 0.35 0.16 0.20 0.65
E.O. 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.8
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Contİnued

INDUS1RY GROUP 1971 1972 1974 1979 1980 1981

19. NON FERROUS METAL PRODUCTS
DA 3547 3958 5873 6476 5157 4855
lA 0.29 0.26 0.40 0.08 0.14 O. LO
EO. 0.08 0.06 0.16 0.06 0.06 0.07

20. FAIIRICATED METAL PRODUCTS
DA 6525 6429 8372 10624 10175 9969
lA 0.1 i 0.19 0.1 i 0.14 0.20 0.22
E.O. 0.02 0.0] 0.02 0.01 0.02 0.07

21. MACHlNERY PRODUCTS
DA 12099 14580 10066 15170 i 1713 22721
lA 0.06 0.67 0.98 0.43 0.45 0.58
E.O. 0.01 0.01 0.02 0.01 0.02 0.07

22. :\IACHlNERY PRODUCTS
DA 2734 4088 4441 3533 28g0 3786
LA. 0.19 0.21 0.15 0.07 0.14 O. ı 3
E.O. 0.01 0.01 0.04

23. ELECTRlCAL MACHlNERY
DA 457R 5327 6642 441 i 5633 6018
LA. 0.32 0.38 0.23 0.36 0.3:2 0.40
EO. 0.01 0.02 0.06

24. ELECTRONICS
DA 1715 2347 3616 2303 2516 2470
LA 0.63 0.64 0.39 0.27 0.37 0.45
E.O. 0.02 O.!J2 (L03

25. HIGHWAY TRANSPORT VEHICLES
DA 3805 10856 13266 1570g 10539 12070
lA 0.17 0.27 O.iS 0.18 0.25
E.O. 0.01 0.02 0.05 o. ı i

26. RAıı~WAY VEHlCLES AND PRODUCTS
DA 813 1024 774 1176 877 605
LA. 0.09 0.21 0.21 0.14 0.21 0.29
E.O. 0.04

27. MARINE AND PLANE EQUIP:\IENTS
DA 1220 956 1990 1003 513 423
lA 0.70 0.49 0.5g 0.57 0.41 0.55
E.O. 0.03 0.04 0.02 0.01 0.08 0.04

(DA: DOMESTIC ABSORPTION. lA : IMPORTS IN ABSORPTIOi\:
EO: EXPORTS iN OUTPUT)
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İHRACAT-İTHALAT PERFORMANSı VE EKONOMİK BÜYÜME:

TÜRKİYE DENEYiMİ

Bu çalışma birbirini tamamlıyan iki ayrı yöntemin yardımıyla, 1971-1981 yılları

arasında Türkiye'nin dış ticaret politikasının ülke içi üretim. verimlilik ve İstihdam

üzerindeki etkisini incelemektedir. Çalışmanın sonucundaki bulgular oldukça ilgİnçtir.

Niıekim. buna göre imalat sektöründe dış tİcaret nedeniyJe ülkemizde bir milyona yakın

poıansiy'cl iş kaybının olduğu görülmüş olup. alt sektÖrlerden bir kaçının absorbsiyon

testinde yeterli olduğu anlaşılmıştır. Tarım sektöründe ise. aynı etkiJer nedeniyle altı yüzhin

ek İstihdam alanının yaratıldığı ve sektÖrün tümünün <ıbsorpsiyon testinde de ycıerJi olduğu

belirlenmiştir.

Çalışmadaki bulgulJr göstenniştirki, 1980 yılından bu yana. bir olumlu gelişme

olarak imalat sektÖrü ihracatının artışı dikkate alındığında. Türkiye'nin ekonomik planlama

çabalarının tarım sektörünün gelişmesine de gereken önemi vermesi ulusal çakırJar açısından

hir zorunluluktur.
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