














6 �~� �S�~� PermittiRg of Freight Vebicle Across JurlsdictiOlls 

Special perrnitting programs as an option involves formulation of programs for 
administering permits to vehicles crossing international borders to operate on the highway 
system in a foreign country at predetennined size and weight limits. This may be agreed 
between. adjacent jurisdictions where maximum limits and minimum standards are set and 
vehicles satisfying these conditions may operate. The carrier will be required to show a 
permit at checkpoints in a foreign country upon request This option may entail some 
compromises on the part of jurisdictions with lower limits. 

Special permitting program may be applied to vehicle configuration andIor type of 
operation e.g., trucks transporting certain commodities (agricultural products and inputs, 
emergency relief material). This is similar to designated routes or common configurations 
options and can be applied in conjunction as a package. 

7.0 EXPERIENCES ELSEWHERE 

The following sections summarize lessons learned from Europe and North America in their 
attempts to achieve technical harmonization of vehicle size and weight regulations in order 
to promote trade. 

7.1 Europe 

With the growth in importance of the goal for free trade within the European Community, it 
was realized in the 1 980s that a degree of harmonization was required throughout the 
Community to enable trade to take place more freely. In 1985 an EC Directive 85/3 came 
into force harmonizing 'weights and dimensions for cross borer traffic within the 
Community. It lays down authorized weights and dimensions which should be allowed by 
all member states. Members states are permitted to allow higher national limits. This 
Directive was amended several times since 1985. Derogations have been accorded to the 
UK and Ireland because their infrastructure would not be able to sustain the maximum 
weights allowed in the Directive. Since there is considerable divergence between existing 
nationailegislation, there is conti!1lled pressure from all sides on the Community to set 
higher or lower maxima than those in the proposal (Missen, 1995). A fully harmonized 
system is not attained after 10 years of inception yet the benefits of free flow in terms of 
trade flows are evident. 

7.2 North Amerka 

In an attempt to improve global competitiveness the North American countries (Canada, 
USA and Mexico) ventured on a trade agreement which would lower tariffs and increase 
trade and create jobs. The North American Free Trade Agreement (NAFT A) was enacted 
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on Ja.'1uary 1, 1994 creating the world's largest free trade agreement. Pertinent surfa.ce 
transportation provisions of the NAFT A include harmonization of truck size and weight 
limits. The US has the lowest axle and gross weight restrictions. Even though the 
harmonization etTorts are on going, the impacts are being felt. For example, Eriksen et al 
(1996) noted that trade among the NAFT A partners increased by 17.2% between 1993 and 
1994. Within the same period, trade between US and Canada accounts for 70"10 of the 
NAFTA trade, between Mexico and the US is 28.9% and between Mexico and Canada is 
1.1% in 1994. Kingham (1996) also observed that while trade between Canada and the US 
remained relatively stable, trade has increased significantly between Mexico and the other 
partners. There is increased truck activity in the region e.g., 81 % of the Dollar value of 
goods are moved by trucks. About 66% of Mexico's exports to Canada and 45% of 
Canada's export to Mexico are moved by trucks. 

8.0 CONCLUDING REMARKS 

Cross-border trucking in Africa seems to be dominated by transit movements to landl{)cked 
countries. Having identified some possible options for consideration from the technical 
standpoint, the next step is to seek options for institutional motivation. The issue is not 
only complex but also sensitive in many respects and requires a lot of effort, compromise 
and trade-off to achieve a desired level of acceptability. Complete harmony is not possible 
because of the high degree of diversity in the variables to be considered. It is also a long 
process but the benefits are worthwhile. 

Technical harmonization may seem less complex in the African context because all vehicles 
are imported therefore issues relating to vehicle design are not relevant. However, the 
process of technical harmonization may require prescription of acceptable characteristics of 
imported freight vehicles that may be permitted to operate in the region. 
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