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This briefing report is in response to your letter dated March 17, 1986, 
requesting that we review the ability of petitioners to obtain relief 
against the unfair importation of agricultural commodities that have 
been either subsidized or dumped in U.S. markets at less than fair value. 
Your letter stated that the International Trade Commission (ITC), as a 
result of its completed investigations between October 1981 and March 
1986, made only one affirmative determination that the domestic indus- 
try had been materially injured by these imports. Your letter further 
stated that there is evidence suggesting that the genbral rrc data and 
documentation requirements and method of analysis may not be appro- 
priate as applied to agricultural growers and harvesters. A follow-up 
letter from Senator Wilson, dated January 29,1987, also asked us to 
focus more on the difficulties of gathering and developing accurate writ- 
ten information on growers’ costs and profits in res$onse to the ITC ques- 
tionnaires, particularly when a large number of small growers are 
involved. 

We analyzed all 29 agricultural and agriculture-relajed antidumping and 
countervailing duty cases for which the ITC had made either preliminary 
or final determinations about material injury by reason of imports 
between January 1,198O and June 30,1986. 

l Six of the 29 cases were terminated at the conclusiob of preliminary 
investigations because the ITC found no reasonable ihtdication of material 
injury to the domestic industry by reason of the im@%s. I, 

. Two cases were pending. 

. In the remaining 21 cases (72 percent), the ITC reached affirmative 
injury determinations at the conclusion of its preli 

a 
inary 45day inves- 

tigation. However, 3 of these cases were terminate or suspended 
because of Commerce Department findings and actibns and did not pro- 
ceed to a final investigation. 

. Of the 18 cases that proceeded to a final investigatibn, the ITY: reached a 
final determination in 8 cases (44 percent) that the domestic industry 
had suffered material injury by reason of imports that were either 
unfairly subsidized or “dumped” in the U.S. market at less than fair 
value. 
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Growers and harvesters were not involved in 14 of the 29 cases, which 
involved only processed products, such as canned tomatoes, corn starch, 
or cheese. Therefore, either agricultural producers did not join in the 
petition or, in a few cases, the ITC determ ined that they should be 
excluded because they were not part of the industry adversely affected 
by the imports. For the 16 cases in which producers were involved, the 
ITC reached a final determ ination that the domestic industry had suf- 
fered material injury by reason of unfair imports in 6 (64 percent) of the 
11 cases completed. Thus, over the longer period we measured, the final 
affirmative determ ination rates for both agricultural cases in general 
and for cases involving producers are substantially higher than the neg- 
ligible percent for agriculture cases during the October 1981- March 
1986 period cited in the March 1986 request letter, The results of our 
analyses are described in greater detail in appendices I to IV. 

None of the Commissioners’ determ inations in the 29 cases we reviewed 
indicated that problems with the questionnaires substantially impeded 
their ability to reach determ inations as to whether the domestic indus- 
try was materially injured by reason of the unfair imports. The only 
case in which we found the lack of questionnaire data to be cited was 
the 1980 fish from  Canada case when the fishermen declined to submit 
information on their profitability despite repeated 1% requests. In this 
case the IT% satisfied its data needs from  other sources. 

During investigations, the IT% develops and uses information not only 
from  producer questionnaires but also from  such sources as importer 
questionnaires, state government and Department of Agriculture agri- 
cultural statistics, and Department of Commerce im4ort statistics. From 
the evidence developed, each Commissioner then m&es individual 
determ inations about whether the petitioners have suffered material 
injury by reason of the imports. Commissioners can and do give differ- b 
ent weights to the various data and facts developed during the investi- 
gation and occasionally have cast different votes based on the same 
body of evidence. Therefore, a retrospective determ ination of what pre- 
cise evidence, or combination of data, led any Commissioner to vote 
affirmatively or negatively would be very difficult. 

We completed a broad survey of ITC’s operations this year that included 
some work on the questionnaires1 Basically, we observed that a number 
of problems are being experienced with I?Y=‘s generic questionnaire, not 

lObsewations on We Operations of the International Trade Commission (bAO/NSIAD-87-80) 
e., . 
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only in agricultural cases but in industrial cases as well. These range 
from formatting problems to low response rates for some questions, par- 
ticularly in cases involving a large number of smaller producers, such as 
occurs in agriculture. 

Your request for this review and our February 1987 report have helped 
to focus attention on ITC’S questionnaire and data gathering methods. ITC 
Commissioners and key staff have acknowledged problems with the 
questionnaires and are considering steps to improve this method of col- 
letting and analyzing data. 

Our objectives, scope, and methodology are described in appendix I. 

Unless you announce its contents earlier, we plan no further distribution 
of this report until 30 days after its issue date. At that time, we will 
send copies to the ITC Commissioners; the Director, Office of Manage- 
ment and Budget; chairmen of selected congressional committees; and to 
interested parties upon request. 

If you have any further questions on this matter, please call me on (202) 
276-4812. 

Allan I. Mendelowitz 
~ Senior Associate Director 
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Appendix I 

+alysis of U.S. Internationall Trade 
Commission Antidumping and Counterv~g 
I&&y Investigations of Agricultuml Imports 
- 

--- 

Antidumping and countervailing duties are imposed on imports into the 
United States to correct unfair practices which benefit imports over 
domestically produced goods. Antidumping duties are placed on imports 
which are sold in the United States at a price lower than in the country 
where they are produced (dumping). Countervailing duties are levied to 
counteract export or other subsidies provided by the producing country 
for goods that are imported into the United States. Generally, antidump- 
ing or countervailing duties are applied only if an import materially 
injures or threatens to materially injure a U.S. industry or materially 
retards the establishment of an industry in the United States. 

In dumping cases, the Department of Commerce investigates whether 
goods are being dumped in the United States. In countervailing duty 
cases, Commerce investigates whether foreign subsidies have been pro- 
vided to U.S. imports. The International Trade Commission (ITC) deter- 
mines whether dumping practices or subsidies have injured U.S. 
industry. Petitions for actions are reviewed by Commerce and ITC. Com- 
merce determines whether a petition meets the requirements for an 
investigation of dumping or subsidies. Each agency makes preliminary 
and then final determinations in its area of responsibility subject to stat- 
utory timeliness. Commerce also may suspend an antidumping or coun- 
tervailing investigation before a final duty order is imposed if a foreign 
government or exporter agrees to correct or neutralize the unfair trade 
practice. 

GAO Analysis 

I , I 
I / / 
I 

We analyzed all antidumping and countervailing duty (0’~) investiga- 
tions involving products of the agriculture, forestry, and fishery indus- 
tries for which the ITC had made either a preliminary or final 
determination of material injury by reason of unfair imports between 
January 1,198O and June 30,1986. We selected 1980 as the starting 
point because the Trade Agreements Act of 1979 (19 U.S.C. 2601 et seq.) -- 
amended the underlying legislation to require that to obtain an affirma- 
tive determination from the 1% and the remedies that such determina- 
tion can bring, petitioners in CVD cases must demonstrate that they have 
suffered or are threatened with material injury, or that establishment of 
an industry is materially retarded by the alleged unfair imports. Thus, 
the 1979 Act put cvn cases on a par with antidumping cases, which 
already were subject to an injury test, and made CVD cases more difficult 
to sustain. 

The ITC concluded 108 preliminary and final agricultural investigations 
between January 1,198O and June 30,1986. (See app. II.) Most of these 

Page 6 NS-BB I’IC Agricultural Investigation 



Appendix I 
Andy& of U.S. Int.ernatio~ Trade 
Commlesion Antidumping and C!ount.erv~ 
Duty Inveetlgations of AgrIcukuH Import41 

investigations, however, involved multiple countries and/or both CVD 
and antidumping petitions concerning the same commodity. Thus, there 
were only 29 commodity cases. The outcome of these 29 cases at June 
30, 1987, is summarized below. 

. In 6 of the 29 cases, the ITC reached negative conclusions in the prelim i- 
nary stages because it did not find the evidence strong enough to demon- 
strate a “reasonable indication” of injury by reason of the subject 
imports. Thus, these cases were term inated. 

. Two cases were pending. 

. In the remaining 21 cases (72 percent), the ITC reached affirmative 
determ inations at the conclusion of prelim inary 46-day investigations 
that the domestic industry had been injured by the alleged unfair 
imports. However, 3 of the 21 cases were term inated or suspended 
because of Commerce Department findings and actions, and no final 
investigation ensued. 

. 18 cases proceeded through a final investigation. The ITC determ ined in 
8 of these cases (44 percent) that the domestic industry had suffered 
material injury by reason of imports that were unfairly subsidized or 
sold on the U.S. market at less than fair value. 

In 6 of the 10 final investigations where the ITC found that the domestic 
industry had not been materially injured, domestic market penetration 
by imports ranged from  less than 1 percent to a high of 6.4 percent. (See 
app. III, cases numbered 1 to 6.) The ITC reports indicate that the 
imports generally were differentiated products that were able to com- 
mand equal or higher prices than the domestic equivalent, so the 
imports were not depressing prices or profits of the domestic firms or 
growers. As appendix II shows, the Commission’s determ inations were 
reached by unanimous vote in a substantial number of cases. 

For three of the four remaining cases term inated or suspended (see app. 
III, cases numbered 7 to 9), the ITC determ ined that rising prices, sales, 
and profits by the domestic industry indicated that they were healthy 
and growing and therefore material injury was not demonstrated. In the 
last case (hydrogenated castor oil), the ITC basically attributed the 
domestic industry’s problems to causes other than unfair competition 
from  imports. 

Of the 29 antidumping/cvD cases, 14 involved only processed or manu- 
factured products, such as canned tomatoes, cheese, or castor oil. For 
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Appendix I 
,- 

Andy& of U.S. Intwnational Trade 
Commiseion Antidumping and Ckmntirvailing 
Duty Investigationa of Agriculm Imports 

- 1 

Otijectives, Scope, and 
M+thodology 

/ 

the 16 cases in which growers/harvesters were involved, 11 had been 
completed as of June 30,1987.1 

The ITC determ ined in 6 (64 percent) of these 11 cases that the domestic 
industry was materially injured by reason of the imports. (See app. IV.) 
In these 6 cases, the ITC satisfied its data needs from  questionnaires and 
other information sources, such as the Department of Agriculture. 

I% reached negative injury determ inations for the remaining five 
grower/harvester cases. Two of them  (lamb meat and roses/Nether- 
lands) were term inated because prelim inary investigations did not sup 
port “a reasonable indication” of injury to the domestic industry by 
reason of imports. The other three cases (1980-fish/Canada, roses/ 
Columbia, and potatoes) resulted in final negative determ inations of 
injury by the ITC. 

In the case of fish/Canada, the ITC found that (1) any injury to U.S. fish- 
ermen was more likely to be caused by imports of fish products that 
were not the subject of the complaint, (2) domestic prices were at record 
highs, and (3) domestic production and employment had increased. The 
ITC also noted that the amount of the Canadian subsidies had declined to 
1.22 percent or less. In the case of roses/Colwnbia, the ITC majority 
ruled that the U.S. industry was healthy and growing and was not mate- 
rially injured by the imports. In the case of potatoes, the ITC report noted 
that market penetration by the imports was m inimal and that the prob- 
lems of the eastern potato farmers primarily stemmed from  
overproduction. 

In response to the request of Senator Jesse A. Helms, then Chairman of 
the Senate Committee on Agriculture, Nutrition, and Forestry, and Sena- 
tor Pete W ilson, we reviewed the disposition of antidumping and CVD 
investigations by the ITC which involved the domestic agriculture indus- 
try, especially growers and harvesters. We also examined whether there 
were any indications that agricultural interests were disadvantaged in 
such investigations by the documentation requested in ITC’S 
questionnaires. 

‘Two cases were pending; one petition was withdrawn after the ITC reached a preliminary afflrma- 
tive determination; and one case was terminated after the Department of Commerce reached a nega- 
tive determination on alleged subsidies. 
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Appendix I 
-- 

AnaIysis of U.S. International Trade 
thnmission Antidumping and countervailing 
Duty Investigations of Agricultural Imports 

Cur work primarily consisted of analyzing the results of all CVD and 
antidumping cases for which the ITC had reached either prelim inary or 
final determ inations on material injury by reason of unfair imports 
between January 1,198O and June 30,1986. We also used the results of 
our February 1987 survey of ITC operations that included work on the 
ITS questionnaires. A  draft of this report was reviewed by the ITC Com- 
m issioners and key staff, and we considered their comments in prepar- 
ing this report. We did not obtain official agency comments. Our review 
was conducted from  July 1986 through June 1987 in accordance with 
generally accepted government auditing standards. 
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mpendix II AN 

ITkXJ Investigations Involving Agriakural 
Ifroducts (Jan.1,1980toJune30,1986) 

I 

Type of inveatlaatlon: Section 701, Tariff Act of 1930 (Countervailing Duty) 
Ca)e no. lnvertiaation number Short title Date completed Commission vote 
i-.t . . ~ _... --.w,KTA-3 p  

l-. ---_~-.-- 
21 701 -TA-1 1 F 

Frozen potato products/Canada 
Cornstarch/Belaium 

02-l l-80 - Negative O-5 
05-01-80 Neaative O-5 

.- __.. 

t 

.-..~.-~-- 

701-TA-12 F 
701-TA-13 F 
701 -TA-14 F 
701-TA-15 F 
701-TA-16 F 

I Y  

Cornstarch/Denmark 
Cornstarch/FRG 
Cornstarch/France 
Cornstarch/Ireland 
Cornstarch/Italy 

05-01-80 Negative O-5 
05-01-80 Negative O-5 
05-01-80 Negative O-5 
05-01-80 Negative O-5 
05-01-80 Negative O-5 

701 -TA-17 F 
701-TA-18 F 
701-TA-19 F 
701 -TA-22 F 
701 -TA-23 F 
701 -TA-24 F 
701 -TA-25 F 
701 -TA-26 F 
701 -TA-27 F 

. 
Cornstarch/Luxembourg 
Cornstarch/The Netherlands 
Cornstarch/United Kingdom 
Potato starch/Belgium 
Potato starch/Denmark 
Potato starch/FRG 
Potato starch/France 
Potato starch/Ireland 
Potato starch/Italy 

05-01-80 Negative O-5 
05-01-80 Neaative O-5 
05-O l-80 Negative O-5 
05-01-80 Negative O-5 
05-01-80 Negative O-5 
05-01-80 Negative O-5 
05-O l-80 Negative O-5 
05-01-80 Negative O-5 
05-01-80 Neaative O-5 

i- 
4 -- 

I 
I 

701 -TA-28 F Potato starch/LuxembourQ 05-01-80 Negative O-5 
701 -TA-29 F 
701 PTA-30 F 
701 -TA-21 P 
701 -TA-31 F 

Potato starch/The Netherlands 
Potato starch/UK 
Roses/The Netherlands 
Canned hams/Belgium 

05-O l-80 
05-01-80 
02-l 2-80 
07-03-80 

Negative O-5 
Neaative O-5 
Negative O-5 
Negative O-5 

I!------ 701 -TA-32 F Canned hams/Denmark 07-03-80 Negative O-5 
701 -TA-33 F Canned hams/FRG 07-03-80 Neaative O-5 

/ 

5 I 

701.TA-34 F 
701 -TA-35 F 
701 -TA-36 F 
701 -TA-37 F 
701 -TA-38 F 
701 -TA-39 F 
701 -TA-40 F 
701 -TA-42 F 
701 -TA-43 F 
701 -TA-44 F 

Canned hams/France 
Canned hams/Ireland 
Canned hams/Italy 
Canned hams/Luxembourg 
Canned hams/The Netherlands 
Canned hams/UK 
Fish/Canada 
Tomatoes/Belgium 
Tomatoes/Denmark 
Tomatoes/FRG 

07-03-80 Negative O-5 
07-03-80 Negative O-5 
07-03-80 Negative O-5 
07-03-80 Negative O-5 
07-03-80 Negative O-5 
07-03-80 Negative O-5 
05-14-80 Neqative O-4 

6 i -f-- 
05-29-80 Negative O-5 
05-29-80 Negative O-5 
05-29-80 Neaative O-5 

701 -TA-45 F 
701 -TA-46 F 
701 -TA-47 F 
701 -TA-48 F 
701 PTA-49 F 
701 -TAXI F 

Tomatoes/France 05-29-80 
Tomatoes/Ireland 05-29-80 
Tomatoes/Italy 05-29-80 
Tomatoes/Luxembourg 05-29-80 
Tomatoes/The Netherlands 05-29-80 
Tomatoes/UK 05-29-80 

Negative O-5 
Negative O-5 
Negative O-5 
Negative O-5 
Negative O-5 
Negative O-5 

(continued) 
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Appendix II 
lTc lnvestlgatlons Involving AgIeultural 
Producta (Jan. 1,lfWO to June 30,1986) 

Me of inveatiaatlon: Section 701, Tariff Act of 1930 (Countervailina Duty) 
C+e no. Inveatlgatlon number Short title Date completed Commission vote 
7i 701 -TA-51 F Butter cookies/Denmark 06- 18-80 Neaative O-5 
81 701 -TA-52 F Cheese/Belgium 06-24-80 Negative O-5 

701 -TA-53 F Cheese/Denmark 06-24-80 Negative O-5 
701 -TA-54 F Cheese/FRG 06-24-80 Negative O-5 
701 -TA-55 F Cheese/France 06-24-80 Neaative O-5 

/ 
/ 
, 

91 

701 -TA-56 F Cheese/Ireland 
701 -TA-57 F Cheese/Italy 
701 -TA-58 F Cheese/Luxembourg 
701 -TA-59 F Cheese/The Netherlands 
701 -TA-60 F Cheese/UK 
701 -TA-61 F Cheese/Norway 
701 -TA-80 P Lamb meat/New Zealand 

06-24-80 Negative O-5 
06-24-80 Negative O-5 
06-24-80 Negative O-5 
06-24-80 Negative O-5 
06-24-80 Negative O-5 
03-27-80 Terminated 
1 l-05-81 Affirm. 4-2 

701 -TA-80 F 
701 -TA-81 P 
70 1 -TA-82 P 

Lamb meat/New Zealand 
Hard-smoked herring/Canada 
Hard-smoked herrina/Canada 

01-04-82 Terminated 
1 O-22-81 Terminated 
12-17-81 Neaative 1-4 

11 701 -TA-184 P Orange juice/Brazil 08-30-82 Affirm. 3-O 
I 701.TA-184 F Orange juice/Brazil 07-i 4-83 Affirm. l-1 

I$! 
- 

701 -TA-197 P Softwood lumber/Canada 1 l-22-82 Affirm. 3-O 
/ 

701-TA-198 P Shakes & shingles/Canada 1 l-22-82 Affirm. 3-O 
1 Fence/Canada 1 l-22-82 701 -TA-199 P Affirm. 3-O 

idI 701 -TA-210 P Table wine/France 03-I 2-84 Negative O-3 
701-TA-210 P Table wine/France 12-03-85 Affirm. 5-O 
701 -TA-211 P Table wine/Italy 03-l 2-84 Negative O-3 
701 -TA-211 P Table wine/Italy 12-03-85 Affirm. 5-O 

11 
lb 

701-TA-214 P 
701 -TA-224 P 
701 -TA-224 F 
701 -TA-239 P 
701 -TA-239 F 
701 -TA-254 P 

_ 
Lamb meat/New Zealand 
Live swine & oork/Canada 

I , 

Live swine & pork/Canada 
Ethyl alcohol/Brazil 
Ethyl alcohol/Brazil 
Raspberries/Canada 

06-04-84 Negative 2-4 
12-17-84 Affirm. 3-O 
07-31-85 
04-l l-85 
03-l 7-86 
08-30-85 

Affirm. 2-2a - 
Affirm. 5-O 
Negative 1-4 I, 
Affirm. 5-O 

, 701 -TA-254 F 12-26-85 , Raspberries/Canada Suspendedb 
i------ b 701 701 -TA-257 -TA-257 F P Groundfish/Canada Groundfish/Canada 05-08-86 09- 19-85 Affirm. Affirm. 3-3 5-Oc 

lb 701 -TA-258 P 
701 -TA-259 P 
701 -TA-260 P 

Wine/FRG 
Wine/France 
Wine/Italy 

1 O-25-85 
1 O-25-85 
1 O-25-85 

Negative O-5 
Negative O-5 
Negative O-5 
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Appendix II 
llc lnveatlgatlolul Involving Agricultural 
Producta (Jan. 1,lSSO to June 30,lSSe) 

, 

1  Type of Inveatiaation: Sectlon 731, Tariff Act of 1930 (Antidumping) 
Ca+ no. lnvertigation number Short title Date completed Commisaion vote 
1 ! 731 -TA-3 F SuaarKanada 03-06-80 Affirm. 3-O 

731 -TA-3 F Sugar/Canada i o-05-81 Affirm. 2-1 
731 -TA-3 F Sugar/Canada 04- 16-82 Affirm. 4-ld 

2 732.TA-17 P Clams/Canada 04-i a-80 Negative O-5 
3 ~ 731 -TA-93 P Frozen FF Dotatoes/Canada 06-13-81 Neaative l-4 
4 I - 

5 i 
-I 

731.TA-115 P Canned mushrooms/PRC 
731.TA-115 F Canned mushrooms/PRC 
731-TA-124 P Fresh ootatoes/Canada 

i 2-02-82 
09-30-83 
03-28-83 

Affirm. 3-O 
Terminated 
Affirm. l-l 

, 
I 731-TA-124 F Fresh potatoes/Canada I 2-19-83 Neaative O-3 

6 

/ 
7 

ii- 
9 

10 - 

---. 11 

/ 
ii-f 

731 -TA-43 P 
731sTA-148 P 
731-TA-148 F 
731-TA-167 P 
731-TA-167 P 
731.TA-168 P 
731-TA-168 P 
731.TA-188 P 
731-TA-196 P 
731-TA-196 F 
731 -TA-199 P 
731 -TA-199 F 
731 -TA-236 P 
731 -TA-236 F 
731 -TA-237 P 
731 -TA-237 F 
731 -TA-248 P 

Roses/Colombia 
Roses/Colombia 
Roses/Colombia 
Table wine/France 
Table wine/France 
Table wine/Italy 
Table wine/Italy 
Lamb meat/New Zealand 
Raspberries/Canada 
Raspberries/Canada 
Dried salted codfish/Canada 
Dried salted codfish/Canada 
Hydrogenated castor oil/Brazil 
Hydrogenated castor oil/Brazil 
12-hydroxystearic acid castor oil/Brazil 
IBhydroxystearic acid castor oil/Brazil 
Ethvl alcohol/Brazil 

06-30-81 Terminated 
11-14-83 Affirm. 2-O 
09-i o-84 Neaative l-3 
03-l 2-84 Negative O-3 
12-03-85 Affirm. 5-O 
03- 12-84 Negative O-3 
12-03-85 Affirm. 5-O 
06-04-84 Negative 2-4 
08-20-84 Affirm. 5-O 
06-I 7-85 Affirm. 5-O 
09-04-84 Affirm. 4-1 
06-27-85 Affirm. 4-1 
02-1 I -85 Affirm. 5-O 
01-27-86 Negative O-5 
02-i i -85 Affirm. 5-O 
01-27-86 Negative O-5 
04-i i -85 Affirm. 5-O 

, 731 -TA-248 F -.y-. 
13 731 -TA-283 P “_ 

731 -TA-284 P 
731 -TA-285 P 

Ilr-i 731 -TA-287 P --es-.-.-.- 
I 731 -TA-287 F 

-7731 -TA-326 P 15 / - ! 
731 -TA-326 F 

Ethyl alcohol/Brazil 
Wine/FRG 
Wine/France 
Wine/Italy 
Pistachio nuts/Iran 
Pistachio nuts/Iran 
Orange juice/Brazil 
Orange juice/Brazil 

03-l 7-86 
i o-25-85 
i o-25-85 
I o-25-85 
11-12-85 
07-02-86 
06-l 3-86 
04-13-87 

Negative l-4 
Negative O-5 
Negative O-5 
Negative O-5 
Affirm. 5-O 
Affirm. 6-O 
Affirm. 5-l 
Affirm. 3-2 

aAffirmative vote on live swine; negative vote on fresh, chilled, or frozen pork. 

bSupension agreement negotiated under which Canada agreed to stop alleged unfair subsidies. 

CAffirmative vote on whole fish: negative vote on fish fillets. 

dlncludes votes by one commissioner who voted affirmative on part of the industry and negative for the 
remaining portion of the industry. 
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Aj>pe ’ n&x III 

OurAn~ysisoflOITCCasesRes~tingin 
Negative Final Determinations 

Cam Importa’ market share 
Im art prlces compared to 
U.P prlcer/proflts Domestic prices/profits 

(1: Corn/potato starches-EC 2.76 to 1.91% Mixed price data. Modest increases 
No significant undercutting 

(21 Canned hams-EC 55% and declining sharply. Imports 30 to 50% higher Increasing sales, profits 

(3: Tomato products-EC (San 3 to 1.1% 
Marzano Valley) 

Imports 5 to 60% higher Mixed. Declining domestic price 
due to oversupply of U.S. 
tomatoes 

(4 Butter cookies- Denmark 0.5% Prices of largest importer 15 to 
27% higher 

Only two U.S. firms. Pep 
8 

eridge 
Farm not being injured. ther 
firm’s profits increasing 

(51 Cheese-EC Feta-6.4 to 5.1% Pecorino-no 
domestic equivalent/no injury 

Feta imports 33% higher Steadily increasing prices and 
sales, but rising costs caused 
fis6y7Tgcrease net profit from 

(6 Potatoes-Canada 2.5 to 4.0% Imports higher in 42 of 42 
months 

Northeast farmers incurring 
losses, but more because of 
domestic overproduction and 
quality standards. 

(71 Fish-Canada (1980) (A) whole 0.9 to 1.5% 
fish 

Some imports lower, but 
subsidy less than 1.22% and 

No indication of injury; domestic 

frozen imports usually lower 
prices at record high, 
production/employment 

than fresh domestic fish/fillets increasing 
(B) Fillets 40.3 to 30.3% Same as above Same as above 

(8) Ethyl alcohol-Brazil 8 to 25% (estimated) Mixed. Some imports lower 
depending on geographic 

No injury per majority view. 

market, state subsidy. No 
Average unit revenue rose 
consistently. Majority concluded 

evidence of significant under- 
selling; gasoline prices also 

U.S. industry strong and 

major factor. 
growing. Imports dropped 
substantially in 1985, due to 
Commerce imposing CVD 

(y) Fresh roses-Colombia 10 to 16%, but U.S. Imports averaged 20% lower in 
consumption rose more than 62 of 110 cases, but in 43 cases 

Rising prices, sales, 
productivity. ITC concluded 

/ double the rise in imports. averaged 18% higher. Most domestic industry is healthy 
, I wholesalers buying imports to and imports stimulated 
I supplement domestic supplies domestic production. 
/ in peak demand periods. 

(l/O) H&)genated castor oil Significant increase in market Pattern of imports selling at HCO not profitable since 1980. ’ 
penetration in 1984, but no lower prices, but no effect on 
figures provided. 

Price tied to world price for oil 
domestic prices. Final dumping 
margin less than 3%. Also, Gulf 

and the lone domestic producer 

Coast major market and imports 
purcihasing under higher price 
long+term contracts, but selling 

enjoy cost advantage on at lower prices to remain 
shipping. competitive. 
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A&endix IV 

Status of 15 Cases in Which Farmers/ 
Harvesters Were Directly Involved 

1 
~. -  

, 

I Neaatlve 
I Prellm. Flnal Flnal affirm Other 

(ii-1 Roses/Netherlands X 
(2&3h- Lamb meat/New Zealand 

I 1st case (1981-82) Prelim. affirm. but withdrawn 
/ 2nd case (1984) X 

bl&h- Table wine/EC 
I 1st case (1984) Final pending 
, 
/ 

(6) - j 

(7) - ’ 

(8) - i 

2nd case (1988) 
Orange juice/Brazil (1983) 
Lumber/Canada 

Live swine/Canada 

Final pending 

Prelim. affirm.; terminated per 
Commerce negative determination on 
subsidies 

(9) - : Raspberries/Canada 

w Fish/Canada (1989) 
(11)-I Groundfish/Canada (1986) 

X 
X 

X 

(13 
(13) 
(14) 
(15)- 

Fresh potatoes/Canada 
Roses/Colombia 
Pistachio nuts/Iran 
Oranae iuice/Brazil (1986) 

X 
X 

X 
X 

Totdl 2 3 6 4 

(@)Preliminary affirmative on CVD but suspended after Canada agreed to stop subsidies 
Final afl irmative on dumping. 
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