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Purpose

The purpose of this conference was to obtain clarification and further information from the
representatives of Anti-Dumping Commission (“ADC”) in relation to the review before the
Anti-Dumping Review Panel (“ADRP”) in relation to Steel Reinforcing Bar exported from

Greece, the Republic of Indonesia, Spain, Taiwan and the Kingdom of Thailand.
The conference was held pursuant to section 269ZZHA of the Customs Act 1901 (the Act).

In the course of this conference, the Reviewing Member (“RM”) may have asked the ADC
Representative(s) (“AR”) to clarify an argument, calculation or specific detail contained in
REP 418, related document or submission. The conference was not a formal hearing of the

review, and was not an opportunity for the ADC to argue its case before the RM.

The RM has only had regard to information provided at this conference as it relates to
relevant information (within the meaning of section 269ZZK(6) of the Act). Any conclusions
reached at this conference are based on that relevant information. Information that relates to
some new argument not previously in an application or submission is not something that the

ADRP has regard to, and is therefore not reflected in this conference summary.

Discussion

The further information and clarification that the ADRP sought in this conference related to

the reinvestigation in respect of Ground 2(d) of the application for review of Nervacero S.A.



Australian Government

NON-CONFIDENTIAL

19:“  Anti-Dumping Review Panel

(“Nervacero”) in respect of the non-attribution analysis and in particular to supply restrictions
imposed by OneSteel.

1. The RM requested the AR to identify and quantify all volumes of dumped imports
during the POI imported by parties that complained about supply restrictions by
OneSteel for contractual / policy reasons or unavailability of capacity.

The AR stated that in REP 418 at Section 9.4.4, it was acknowledged that there were
some supply issues during the POI, but the ADC did not consider them to be
material. The AR said that when the data was examined, those issues occurred
during three months in mid-2016 (being May, June and July 2016), only in relation to
one customer, |G \/hich had provided evidence that
they were getting less than ordered or that there were some issues with delivery. The
ADC advised that that customer’s imports during this period were only in respect of

IHllonnes, amounting to J|%, of the volume of dumped imports during the POI.

2. The RM enquired about the other parties that complained about supply issues. The
AR said the ADC examined them one-by-one and found that quantification of volume
injury was not affected, for various reasons including the following:

e The alleged events had not occurred during the POI,

e Anecdotal evidence concerning other players in the market was
unsubstantiated;

e The choice not to purchase from OneSteel was made for commercial
considerations relating to competition with OneSteel’s related downstream
parties;

e While OneSteel’s prices might have been higher than the dumped imports
purchased in some cases, they were not uncompetitive, and undumped
supply was available;

e In some cases the higher price related to smaller volume requirements;

e Claims of uncompetitive prices were in relation to retail prices offered by

OneSteel’s related party entity (I ) /hen compared to
dumped prices;

e The offer of an option to purchase from OneSteel on OneSteel’s usual terms

for wholesale supply was declined.
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e [tis not considered unreasonable for a wholesale supplier to impose a volume
requirement or to charge a premium that represents the value of assured

domestic supply.

3. The RM requested that the ADC provide relevant information in tabular form to
identify alleged supply restrictions and quantify any affected volumes of imports,
together with reasons why the ADC considered that restrictions on supply affected
the volume of dumped imports, or not. The AR agreed to provide the information after
the conference.! The RM also requested that the ADC provide an analysis of the
effect on the injury finding (in respect of volume effects only). The AR agreed to

provide this with the table requested, subsequent to the conference. 2

! This was subsequently provided by the ADC in tabular form on 21 February 2019.
2 This supporting analysis was subsequently provided by the ADC on 21 February 2019 in the form of
excel spreadsheets.



