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NEWSPRINT EXPORTED FROM
FRANCE AND THE REPUBLIC OF KOREA
SUBMISSION ON LIKE GOODS

We take note of the January 5, 2015 submission of Norske Skog, which reiterates an argument
first presented by email, apparently, on August 19, 2014, that the Jeonju Paper Corporation’s 46
gsm coloured newsprint is not a “like good to the goods the subject of the application:” “Norske
Skog does not consider that coloured newsprint is a like good to the goods the subject of
investigation and should be excluded . . .” Norske Skog added that “coloured newsprint was not
considered to be included within the goods description.”

While Bowater Korea does not express a view as to whether Norske Skog’s submission is
correct, we would note that if the Commission accepts Norske Skog’'s argument that certain

newsprint paper is not a “like good” and not “included within the goods description” because it is
coloured, then the Commission must also accept that newsprint that has *

_ could not be a “like iood.” We respectfully ask, therefore, that
[Confidential: non-newsprint end-use

of certain paper products] discussed by Bowater Korea in submissions of 4 December 2014
and 18 December 2014 be excluded from the Commission’s anti-dumping calculations because
it could not reasonably be considered, according to Norske Skog’s own reasoning, a “like good
to the goods the subject of the application.”

Alternatively, even if such paper were a “like good,” which we dispute, we would respectfully
submit that it could not have caused material injury to the Australian newsprint industry because

and, consequently, h with the
newsprint , being the goods the subject of this investigation, produced and
supplied by Norske Skog.
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