ASSOCIATION Brussels, 4 February 2013
BETWEEN
THE EUROPEAN UNION
AND TURKEY

The Association Council

UE-TR 4803/13

COVER NOTE

from: Mr P. BALAS, Deputy Director General, European Commission

date of receipt: 1 February 2013

to: President of the EU-Turkey Association Council

Subject: ADS579 - Anti-dumping proceeding concerning the imports of certain tube and
pipe fittings of iron and steel originating in Russia and Turkey

Excellency,

I have the honour to inform you that the Council has decided to impose a definitive anti-dumping
duty in the framework of the anti-dumping proceeding concerning imports of certain tube and pipe

fittings of iron or steel originating in Turkey.

Attached you will find a copy of the Note Verbale sent to the Mission of the Republic of Turkey to
the European Union, accompanied by a copy of the relevant Regulation published in the Official
Journal of the European Union.

I take this opportunity to renew to the President of the EU-Turkey Association Council the

assurance of my highest consideration.

P. BALAS
Deputy Director General

Encl: Copy of the Official Journal of the European Union and Note Verbale
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1
{Non-lepislative actz)
REGULATIONS
COUNCIL IMPLEMENTING REGULATION [EU) Mo 78{2013
of 17 Jamary 2013
hlpnsing:deﬁniﬁveantl—dﬂﬁng’ ing duty and collecting definitely the provisional duty imposed on
imports of certain tube pipe firtings of iron or meel originating in Russia and Turkey

THE COUNCIL OF THE EUROPEAN LMION, {3 As zet our in recial 15 of che provisional rion, che
investigation of dumping and injury covered the period

Having regard to the Treaty on che Funcdoning of the European
Union,

Having regard to Council Repuladon {EC} No 1225/2009 of
30 Movember 2009 on protecdon againse dumped impors
from counsmiss noe of the Furopean Commumity (7)
(the basic Regulation), and in particular Ardcle % chereof,

Having regard to the proposal zubmiweed by the Furopean
Commission zfter having consulted the Advisory Commirtee,

Whereas:

A. FROCFDURE
1. Provisional measures

i) ©On 31 Juy 201} che Eurg Commizssion {che
Commission'}, by Regulsdon [EU) No 699/2012 %) (the
provisional Regulamn'} imposed a provisional anti-

duty on impores of ceresin sube and
firingz of iron or seesl ur@nm!gmhﬁs&:andTuiﬂ

{2}  The proceeding was initizted by a nocice of inftiarion (%)
blished on 1 November 2011, following 2 aine

E:Igad an 10 2011 by the Defence
commites of the Seeel BureWelding Fietings Indusery

of the Furopean Union (the complamans] on behalf

of producers represensing more than 40 % of the roeal
Unton production of cerain tube and pipe finings of

irom or seeel

1) Of L 343, 22122009, p. 51.
= Of L 203, 3172012, p. 37
(% Of € 320, LILAL, p. 4.

i
|

2]

{6}

from 1 Ocrober 2010 e0 30 Seprember 2011 (imvesd-
aﬂuupmndut[F"ﬁThem‘nina;im:uFmﬂsrdemn
%:lr the assezzmene of imjury covered the from
1 January zﬂﬂﬂmdaeusiﬁme?fpaﬁndmdmdl

1 Subsequent procedurs

Sahs t w0 the disclosure of the essential faces and
consi umuuﬂ&ebasxsc&'ﬁud:rtuﬁdecndedm
impass ional ansi-dumping measeres {provisional
disclozure), several meen paTtes made WTimen
submission: making dheir views known on  dhe
rovizional ingz. The ser who 50 requested were
e T

The Commission contimwed to seek and analyse all
u@mwdwmdmyhmdeﬁnmve
findinges.

3. Sampling

In the abmnce of any commens conceming the
sampling of Unian pracfucarx. unrelared and
exporting producers, de Em‘m'l.uﬂaJ findings in recitals
5 to 11 of the provisonal ]Iegdmanmhud:l};
confirmed.

4. Measures in force in respect of other third
COUNITies
It i reirerated thas definisive ant-dumping measures are
in force in respect of cernain wwbe and pipe finings of
iron or seel orpinatng in Malayzia, dhe Feoples
Republic of China, the Republic of Korez and Thailand,
and following circumvendon practices also in respect of
cerain ube and ﬁnmgsn{nnm.:edn =iy

in the PE?}] of China cond
Lanka, ﬂ';e FPhilippines and Taiwan (with
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certain exceptions) 7). The counsies mendoned in the
p:ecadmgsmm:haﬂhﬂu&eri}emdmas

1.4. Dumping margin

“Couneries undsr anti-fumping measures. (14 One Ruwian expoming producer claimed dhar dhe
Ping provizional anei-d g duey of 23,8 % ic not justified
th]'nuftheEact the com }m:]'.ru'purﬁ'ﬁd
glbowz to the Union and even muﬂhvmmuﬂ
BE. PRODUCT COMCERMED AMD LIKE FRODUCT qua:l'!'lﬂ:lE Howerer, S-’lﬂJEl'.‘D'BWSE.I'E thEFI‘EA‘].uL‘:
(8]  As zec out in recial 17 nFﬂﬁeElmtmmal Regularion, the ahjec o this invesdparion and has moe been
product concerned is tube an firtings (odher than EDME&WELWMWF In additon, the
caze fisings, Aanges a.lldd:l.rea.l:ledp gel, of iron or sl criterion to consider impores ineo che Union as ible
g:urmdud.mgstauﬂtr.s weel), with 3 grearece exremal asreihTedr-:mﬁmdeSﬂandﬁ:ude?[ﬁufdﬂ asic
ameter not exceeding 6096 mm, of a kind used for Regulacion iz only considersd on 2 counsrywide level and
busr-welding or other purposes, cumendy falling within not individuzlly per company. The claim is therefore
O codes ex73079311, ex7307931% and rejecesd.
ex 7307 39 B0 (the produce concerned).
(1%  Anacher Russianm producer clzimed it has not
{#  In the abzence of any comments concemning the been dumping and thar this & refleced by the face dhar
comcemned and the llkeDFmdu-::. the provisional on multiple occasions & has lose tenders to Union
in recitals 17 o 30 ﬂﬁepcmmm:a]ﬂegulaum competitors  for supph'mg elbow: and bends As
hereby confirmed. mentioned  above, recalled char oo Russian
exponting de:m' cmpemmd in thiz investipation and
therefore g caloulations for Russia were made
. DUMPING in am:-rdauce wit ﬁruu:le 18(1) and Andcle 18(5) of dhe
basic Regulstion on the basiz of the face: available. Even
1. Russia if the claim &5 considered, ir should be nowed char the los=
of eenders o Union competitors does not conradice che
1.1. Mormal vahe finding abous dumpin the Ruszian  expording
10y Omne Russian producer claimed thae onky data pielies. The el i e
obined from Rustian companies should have been wsed
in the dumping in calculadons and that & & not
SCCUTALE 10 LG8 m Turkish companies. I should 18 In the absence -Dcl:;nh;d'la' ;:EM concerning the
be recalled thar in the abzence of cooperation b dumping margin calcularion findingz in 30
Ru:.:ﬁ upﬂtlnl; pm;umcethe n.unmlm:.la]u‘: EET;_ and 31 of the provisional Regulstion are hereby
Russizs has besn eswblished in  accordance with confirmed.
Ardcle 18(1) and 18(3) of the basic Regularion on the
bazis of the faces available, ie. informatdon obtained from
those Turkish exponing ucers that use Russian 1 The erywide durnpi in Fnally determined
seamless seeel pi wbes ac impur for che e mﬁuamﬁgﬂzeml{mmm&
ﬂm_el’“:d“‘”"?!;rmde product concerned. The claim is price, duty unpaid, i the following:
it1) 1In the zbzence of any other commene conc the e Dhumping margio
desermination of normazl value, the rcms:ma]ﬁrﬁm o - S
mre«:t.a]s‘lmﬁnfdﬁepu‘amm:a]hgulmaﬂ i i il
hereby confirmed.
2 Turkey
1.2, Expost price 21 Momal value
12} In the abzence of any commenes concerning the deter- (1% In the absence of any comment concerning the deter-
mination of price, the provisional findings m mination of normal valus, the provisional findings in
recicals 26 and 27 of dhe provisional Reguladon are recirals 32 to 40 of the provisionsl Regularion are
hereby confirmed. hereby confirmed.
1.3. Comparison 2.2 Expart price
13} In the zhcence of any commens concerning the i :E producer claimed ehar the profie margin
comparison of export price and normal value, the arJ:uen on the ocean freiph, ie the difference berween
provisiona] findings in recitals 28 and 29 of the the freighe charped to its cuscomers and che freighe paid
provisionz] Repularion are hereby confirmed. by the exporing producer to the shipping company,
should be included in the expor price However,
{7 O L 275, 16102008, p. 18 and O] L 233, 49.2009, p. L. purzuant to Article 28} of the basic Repulation the
UE-TR 4803/13 GS/wd 3
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export price shall be the price acrually or pavable w-h.u:h differed dgnificamely among different purchasers
Fm'd:lel:I e when zold Fll:arm pmd i muas;!ﬂiasgnwpmndsw w0 30% for

||:|eru:|lgI . Furthermore,

country w0 the Union. A profit margin mem
transpore of che produce w0 the customer cannoe be
considered as part of the expon price of the produce
iezelf. The claim iz therefore rejected

models of the product conc
the dumping calculation based on the |:|:|mpari5|:ln of a
weiphred average normal valee o a w .:wﬂ-zl.ge of
expoTt prices in accordance with the od provided in
Amicle 2{11) first pare of the fire seneence of the basic

Regulsdon did noe reflece che full degree i
beng praciized by the ewo producers cmcm

demonstrared in recieal 17 of chis ion. The
i20f In the absence of any ocher commenes concerning the dumping in could akso noc be lizhed by a
determinarion of expore price, che provisional findings in comparison of individusl normal values and individual
recitals 41 o 43 of the provizi Regularion are hereby EXOTt ices to che Union on 2 gansaction-to-trans-
confirmed. : acrion basic i accordance with Amicle 2(11) second
of the firz sentence of the basic atiom, given
the lack of sufficient domestc wansactions for nommal
value co nding to the expon tmnsachons as

Ermm:.ﬁpﬂ receez] 23

1.3, Comparison

[21)

The- Turkizh Seesl Aszociation | claimed
that the i mﬁmﬂﬂdﬁmmes hetwmmsemdm
w&l.da:F pe firtings have not been properly raken

maccm: u1 :he COMparison EXpOm price and

normal value However, all cooperasing companies have
submited informarion on 2 erancacrion-to-transaction
basgz with regard to sales of seamlesz and welded
firingz. That informadon ha: been explicitly wsed for

123

Therefore, in order to reflect the full amount of £
being pracrised by the swo companies m:ncmmu%
accordance with Amicle 2{11) of the basic Regularion,
the normal value establiched on 2 weipheed a

baric wacz compared in cheir case to prices of all indi-
vidual expore #ransaceions 0 the Union. Given dhat such
method of ison is an exc o dhe rwo frse

the o between expor price and normal nﬁdﬁsp{mdﬂd&mﬂmhzll[}n{thebm:hﬁ;
vahue In ocher wonds, seamless have only been lagion, the Commission carefully checked whether
compared with seamless fieings and welded fistings have conditions o resom o it were clearly mer in this case
only been compared with fietings. Th the The detailed dumping calculasions, including the estab-
dlaim & rejecred. lished expor: price pacems, have been disclozed. None of
the Turkish expordng producers conteseed the underlying
data.
23 mmﬂsmﬁ?{mo&mtmﬂn?ﬁmp&tﬁ
N o A Pimtace (26 However, both coo companies, the (1B and the
Sy iy Rt
had been provided as to the tarpered
for dhe two Turkizh Eq:mung pmdm' 3 that in au}.r
E'-"HH.. any DE‘I.CS war unintended. In 2
'ni !hanng cer, requested by the rwo
2.4, Dumping magins ul'kﬂg exporeers, desailed explanations were provided o
ﬁemcnmpamﬂmthregardmﬂemab of

(23

28

(Z) Dumping marpin for companies h'luﬂigm&

t iz recalled ther the individusl

provizionally establiched far one of the dhres cooperatng
upumngpmdw:ar:wasd.e:mmnednnﬂ!basuofa
comparison of a weighted averape normal value wich the
company’s weighted averape expore price of the produce
concemed to the Union. In the zbzence of any comment
conceming the deerminacion of that companys

dumping marpin, the provisional findings in recital 46
of the provisional !tegﬂaunu are hareh}'gcmﬁma:l

The dumping calculadions in respece of e ewo other
cooperaing companies chowed dhar dhey conduced
=

targeted durnping and the under} dumpin in
calculations. TbeE(.'mmnssm alsg HTFE‘PHHE ﬁ:}'
unineendional {*), cheir praceices had the effect of tarpered
dumpmg lrlsnmdiu:&mhmcmgﬂamdmmr
require the investigating auchority eo idencify
reasuusl:urta:'gewddum such a5 cumency fucn-
reynma] pm:mg policies, e The mere
u“ta]ﬂ.ls]ﬂm: parems of expon prices differing
ngluﬁczntl}' among different  purchasers, mgﬂms or
time periods, & sufficdenc ). Further to the
co y-specific explanations have also been disclosed
two companies. Moreover, 3 Mot Verbale has
beeumu:mthePermmenr don of Turksy co
the Union with clarifications on the eceablithment of

targeted  dumping and e methodology applied for

M Ct.-eT—""ﬂ'ﬂIRimkEn'p. md Prodiz Tedmology Fnc. v Cnundl [2006]

niﬁafddumpmgmmnfaglmm . ECP.IHEEI:—p;ﬁ:ph
of given cusromers and rmegions. (% Caze T-274{02 c.ap w'dFmﬁ.'zrmmkp-h:szuuH‘Dﬂﬂ
Endeed.ﬂmewasadmrpanﬂnnfdzmmpma ECR 143035 paragraph 50
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an

[28)

the dumpd in calculadon. Furthermore, in another
]searina.g “E' the Hearing Officer, by che CIE,
desail ions have been provided mo the CIB with
regard to che eseablishment of ed dumping and the
underlying dumping margin tions.

The mvestiparion has eseablished for each of the ewo
exponing prau:ll.:;irs thres clear a0y of Ergf;:
es covering the vam majority expont
Exlhe Union, ie. expor Fr:nrcir:g differed significandy

different purchazerz and regions, az well az dme

. as was demonsuated by che underlying daea
dizdosed to che parder. This wax dhe resukt of a
thorouph examination of the exceptional circumstances
n&’&&sm.undﬂebmnhndﬂd' :itwasmrmﬁ
TECESSATY t0 PESOME 0 umping. Havi
]jshedsa;}iguiﬁcmn expare price Ii]'FEEI‘EI:ICEE. mﬁhm
only one of chose three pamemsz of export prices
would be suffident to recom to the weighted average
to all individual expore transzscion comparison meshod-
ology, this comparizon method was considered
prizee in thiz particular case. Furchermore, for each of
the rwo companies, the wotal amount of dumping estab-
lished by comparison of the weigheed averaps normal
value with the weighted average expom price of the
procuct concerned e the Union ithe firse symmetrical
mechod) significandy  differs from the amoune of
dumping established by i of the normal
value entzhliched on 2 welphted average basiz with
prices of all individual re transactions to the Union
[ﬁ!mﬂmﬁuﬁcﬂ]nﬁﬁﬁ?umﬂammdbytb!
underlying data disclosed o the pardes. Therefore ir can
be concuded that che use of the fime symmetrical
method would have the effe of mappropriaely
dispuizing the tarpered dumping which took place

ing & specific dme period, in specific regions and to
e customers. In odher words, the dumping margin
would not

exeablizhed by the first symmesrical
reflece che Fuﬁ‘degm! of dumping being pracriced by the
el

wun:nmpa.nj.nsmm

Tbed;mpmgnm?dtmkla]sumbemhhshedbva
comparison of individual normal values with individual
EXpOE icez eo the Union on a eansaction o erans-
action basis in accordance with Amicle 2{11) second
part of the first zemtence of the basic don fthe
second symmeerical method). That method involves iden-
tifying individual domesmic tranzacfon: which are
comparzble o mdividual transacrions, eaking
into accounr facrors such as sales quanety and erans-
action date. Given the lack of sufficient domestic erans-
actions for nommal wahe co nding to che e
taNmAOoHoNS, it was not pmu:ﬁe mab]:shﬂpr‘j:e
dumping margin on the basis of the second symmetrical
W?hﬂdﬁr&ﬂuﬂﬂnzabhhﬂm of a

different puprlrllm regions and ?ﬁm petiods, ang
given thar the rwo symmerrical meshods would not
reflect the full d nfﬂu.u?i])g.jthasbemdedded.
in accordance widh the second semtence of Articls 2(11),
0 emablish the £ in on the basic of the

129

(308

(31

Both cooperating companies and the €8 daunaé_il;: it
W5 ull t0 Compars EEE:T BS COMY in
Turh:i:.hJL'm.given the face t gj;m:he Union
have been made in ewo while Turkish Lim & only
used for accountancy reasonms kb waz arpued chae
CLTEn ucnuations  between euro and
Turkish Lira have had a sipnificane effece on the price
determinadons wiich inevieably affece the result of
expart price comparizon i ¢ tme periods
in an unjusefied manner. However, the Commizsion’s
consiseent e iz to y our are 3
con:parimcnp::?du i I!I'I.?;l?'! La]-:ul;ﬁxgus iuplze
ACCOUNtNG CWITENCY OF CoO) i up-mo'ur.zg producers
in the expordng counery. k be n thar costs
and domesdic prices used as a basis for normal value are
;?msad in Turkish Lira. G uently, the comparizon

expare prices with the value ic carried out in
that currency. Thus, the only logical approach e
gxablish 2 pamern of exporr prices, within che
framework of the same dumping calculstion, is to use
the same expor: prices already in Turkizh Lira.
In addition, as ztated above, the basic Repuladon does
not ire an analysiz of ible reasons of
dumpmg,miurb = E:dlal'l.g‘!w;ﬁ Eu:mﬁum{m
claim &5 therefore rejeceed.

Both cooperas
urﬂarmﬁ:ablics" =
average prices of comparable
taken i|:||:In:| accoun: rather
prices. However, Amdcle 2(11) of che basic Regulation
refers mo 3 parern of exporr prices and not m a
partern of weighted average expor prices or a parern
of expont values. The wse of 3 weipheed average expore
price would distont the analysic by taking intd accoune
the volume of expors instead of only the expore prices.
In any caze, even when weighred averape prices are used
inztead of arithmetic EXpOTt Prices, 3 pacem of
igmificant] different and regions, as
o g Ao b gt g il
?n&m:eofdﬂﬁrmmiupmﬂmsn&'erpﬂrrprim,
if any, in case weighred averapes are wsed It is noeed
that che parties do noe contest che facual findings bazed
on the arithmedc average, which is the appropriae
methodology  as  explained above This caim &
therefore rejecead.

upm‘uugpu'udmm‘sd.almd-r]mm
a pagem of pmﬁ,mhﬂd
n:tm d be
arit i AVETagE

The CIE clzimed that the application of zeroing & unjus-
tified b refarﬁngwamﬂﬁﬂﬂhmﬁud}'ﬂepuiﬂ
ﬁeBeglhmﬂepm't}iuwhidl € TErDing practice was
found to be comtrary w the WTOQ And-Dumping
Apreement. The GCenerzl Coure(") has,  however,

1} Caze T-174/02 Rinek Corp. and Frodize Technolsgy Ine. v Couneil [2006]

ECR. 1I-4305 31 — last centence.
I%ﬂmhﬂ:ykqmw&m—m

Dumping Dhaties on Impoats

of Cotion-Type Bed Linen from India.

% Cae T-174/02 Rieck Corp. and Frodize Technolagy Inc. v Council | 2006]
ECE 1-4305 pamgraphs 98-101.
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(3%

{34

(3%

(36)

:unFera:]t]'ut:hE findings of the Bed Linen Repore are

Mgkaﬂ!manmmmuf:ﬂ?ﬂbﬁdd&ﬂnpmg [rdesd,

linen Repore concerns only the zeroing rechnique

m-&temmenufd:eﬁ:s:mmnmta]nudmdand
cannot be comsidersd o deal with chis mechanism
when it iz used I the coneexe of the amymmesrical
method. Thuéare,m‘mfasd:eﬂTDAppeﬂmEnd\
found, it mighe indesd be conerary ro Aricle 2.4.2 of the
1994 And-dumping Code and unfair to employ che
m@lqmmtbﬂmt&ﬁeﬁ:&nﬂm&]

and especially in the abzence of an expore price
, it s mot eo that mion ar e
m 11y uFrheE?I::zry umm it undair
within the me of Amicle 100 of chae I tiomn,
memplu}'d:em techmi [ﬁldwcmmta{d:e
acymmezrical mechod, where the o condidons for
applﬂng ther medod are mer Fumhermore, the
ue has proved w0 be mathemarically
necusa.n:un er to disinguish, in rerms of s resuls,
the asymmewical mehod from the frst symmeerical
method. In the absence of thar reduction, ‘the amym-
metrical method will zlways yvield the zame resule =
H&eﬁ'stnmmmta]merhad.ThJscla.Lm:sd:ﬂefare
rejecred.

Furcher, the CT8 claimed shat the use of zercing causes a
violation of the leser dury mule Ir was argued dhar,
becaime of the zeming praceice wsed, marpins of

have been calculaced ar a level than
mrnﬂﬂyhavebm e

However, the use of zeroing in the ical method

does not preciude the application of the lesser duty rule
For all thres cooperating companies the i
marpins, repardless of the meshodology wmed, have
compared with the companies’ injury elimination levels
to encure that the bower of the two would determine che
duty. The claim iz therefore rejected

hs&leahmeufmjuﬂ!amﬂma:smrupec:n&’dﬂ
dumping marginz for imvestipared, che
findings in recitslz 47 and 4% of the provisionzl Regu-
lasion are hereby confirmed.

f:n the abcence of amy commems conceming the
for non-cooperating companies, the

rmmma] in recital 49 of the provizonal Regu-
are hereby confirmed

The coumerywide dumnping marﬁ:m finally derermined,
uprﬁmdasapm:mgen&' CIF Union fromtier
price, duty unpaid, are the following:

Company Dumping mergin (%
RS54 9.6
Sardogan 1%

137

(38

%

(41

L 275
Company Durping maspn %
Unifit 121
.-’.Ho&urcunpmis 167
0. INJURY

1. Uni ion, Union i d
wmo.u pr:ducm.u industry  an

In the absence of any commenes with repard o Union
praduction, Union in r and conmumption che
content of recirals 51 ro 54 of the provisional Regularion
i hereby confirmed.

1 Imports from the countries concerned
11, Cumulative amemment of the effects of the imports
cancemed

Following provizional dmioc'.ure the (B arpued thae the
curmularive assessment of dumped impores from che two
countries concemed B moc warman ciple, they
echoed the commens made by the Tu.u"ﬂ]s-l.I1 h expordng
producers following the initiasion and claimed thar
impors from Russia and Turkey show differene trends
in eerms of volume and prices.

It iz reirerared in this repard, as already =mared in recital
39 of the provisionsl tion, thar the invesigarion
extabliched thar while impores from Turkey are relacively
stable m wrmz of wolumes, u'npomErumRusmare
increasing in  absolure terms. However, piven the
contraction in demand in the period cong , the
marker chares of impoms from both countries are
increasing.

At the same time cheir dnmappealtul:u:—
substansially different, wi Rﬁaﬂ averape prices
somewhar lower buc very close ro dhe Ti
prices. I iz abo reirerared in dhis :harF:lr
companies in bodh countries the investigation established
ggmﬁ:am undercusting of up to ca. 30 % (e recial 63

he grcmmnnal Regulation). Consequently, the claim iz

B alze arpued thar impons from Turkey should be
:unﬂgemd insignificane and pointed out thar I a

previous case conceming a similar — namely
in ‘pipe and tube from the PRC, Croatda,
Slovalzs, Taiwan and Thailand ) — impors from

Slovakia and Taiwan were considered incignificant
{zlthowgh they were above the de mimimiz chreshald)
and therefore nee cumulared with dumped impaores

from other countries.

(90§ L 234 3001995, p. 4
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{43

43

fib4)

45}

48}

from Slovakia m!dTaJwa.nwuemdeedﬁ:ruudm
dumped and despire being above the 1% marke:
share threshold

It iz moeed i n:h:sregard e and
fmcrnd:e C.Croaua.ﬁlm'aha. F Tl'm
be

were noe cumulased with other
dumped & situasion in that case, however,
was very different from the current ome, az impons
from Slovakiz and Taiwan were acnally slm-plr bosing
their market share and were not consi ificant
Whmcumpamdmtbevubumeufunpurrsfrm other
countrier and consequendy were conzidered noe o be

jury. In contraze, in che case at hand impons
frmnmgnhTu:tEJraud Ruszia are increazing dhefr market
share and are le 00 each other m eerms of
volumes. Conzequently, the claim is rejecred.

The also arpued thar impors from Turkey and
Rus:gmmmnmla:mrmm&cmdlmuf
mnpmmasﬁmmdﬁm‘mcum raphical
concentration of saler”. They have ed statisrics
:huwu:g' that d the IF Turkey has concentrared
over xﬂtuhl;:ngsﬂngpm:EMElcahmd
Paland,whiJERus:acm:mumfdaJmstaﬂnF:tm
the

It iz noeed in thic regard thar differences in peographi
mmﬁmufs?]ﬁ:ﬂmurhemﬂdaﬁdm an
indicasion of different condidons of compeddon. Given
that the Union is 2 dngle markes, the poine of enty of
an_-.r:mpummllnmma]h not be decizve for the

ess of those impons with each other and
vis-3+vis the like produce It & also reirerated with
T w0 condidons of co ition that Russian and
Tupmurhsh impons are mﬂmnTﬂrEpen of price and
were boch found 00 wundercut Union prices and that
their channels of zabes are similar. Consequendy, the
claim is rejeceed.

In the absence of any other comments with repard to
mﬂmmmmuﬁh&dﬂﬁaﬂ res from the
counties concemed e rmﬂnﬁﬁmsﬂn{'
the provizional Regularion is hereby confimmed.

2.2, Volume, market dare of the dumped imports concerned,
their import prices and undercutting

In the ahzence of any commenes with regard to volume
andnwknshareédzedumpedm:pmumed
their impore prices and undercuming, the coneent of
recieals 61 to 65 of the provisional Repulsion is
hereby confirmed.

It iz reieerared that the dumped produwct concemed orig-
inadng in the couneries concemed sold in the Union
undercut the Union indusery's prices by wup to abour
0%

48

49

(508

(51}

(58

(54

(5%

3. Sinmtion of the Union industry

Following provisional disclosure, the 1B and the Turkish
Go“m:u;.im claimed that given &1&?&1& Union indusery
incressed their marke: share by some 3 % beeween 2008
and the IF, the Commiszsion should have concluded thae
the Union 1|:||:'|u::n' did mot suffer material injury in che
period conzidered.

Etlsmudmd‘nsregard&utﬁ'xh ir waz clearly
ra:qmsedm:hespnms mnu:seeﬁ:lr
example recisaks 72, gin{hepu'mmxﬂﬂe{:;
Ia.um]:l'la:&lerewasas]@lumme:ud:em

share of the Union induswy. Secondly, recital 72 of dhe

Moreover, apart from falling stocks referred co below, i

iz the only mjury indicaver thar shows a positive devel-

;[I;ETH over the period conzidered. Conseguendy, the
i rejeceed.

The Turkizh also claimed char a dropping
closing zock of the ampled Union producers is an indi-
cation of 2 non-injurious situation ot the Union indussry.

[ti:nmdjnd:isur;gm'dt]ﬁtmd.eadasmdmrmu]
79 of the provizional Regulation the closing mock of dhe
mmpled Union producers decrezsed by 15 % berween
2008 and the IP.

Azd:em:hmnnmngnﬂedd:a:aﬂmpmm
could be meen az a sign but only in 2 sineton
w}msalawmddmmmg at 2 pace faser than
production. However, this iz not the case in the currens
investipation. On the contary, the drop in zrocks in this
caseigmehard]mufmp fon volumes
&upmgata.fasuerpa:ed:an: In ¢his sinetion
the msm-:‘sscanuntbemasapusnﬂedmd-
opment Conzequemly, the claim iz rejecesd.

In the abzence of any other claim or commen:s, dhe
coment of recirals 66 w0 B8 of the provisionzl Regu-
laciom, including the conchsion thar Union indusiry
har cuffered materizl injury within the meaning of
Ardcle 3(3) of the basic Reguladion, is hereby confirmed.

E CAUSATION

1. Effect of the dumped imports

In the absence of comments, recitals 90 o
93 of the prm‘jsminz{ Reg_q.datlmm hHeb}rc
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(56)

2. Effect of other factors

Following the provisional disclosure, the and dhe
Tﬂhh&vmdmdd:mﬂacﬁmd
any mnjury suffered by che Union indusery would be
low priced impors from other dhird counries and in
parcicular from countries under and-dumping measures.

fietd ¢ over 40 % berween
200 and 2009, aud ar thar Jow level
hmrtdterﬂufd&epﬂmdmumdm‘edﬁ]d:ﬂu
increasing in the [F). Given thar fixed cose
uprnmxﬁﬂ'semmﬁmmgtmnf:helhmu
producers, the decreased demand, sales and output
result in sipnificantly higher unir mamfaceuring coses.
Thiz obviowly hes had an imponant impact on the

profitabilicy of the Union mdustry.
i57) In chis regard it i noeed that, as already sated i recil
96 of the provisional Regulation, impores from e eighe
countries under ing measures contnued o :
{62) At che same dme, any ar unie
T _11'|.e Usicn m q:he:_r marker manufscturing cost wasm’@ﬂjr deepe the fact
stu:ededmed_ﬁmn}.]%nglﬂﬂﬁml:%m:he[?. tha:hepmn&' EUI‘.I.IJ:I'II.H.d.uSt‘I‘I. de'FmE
The average prices of chase impons are genesally lower p—_— :e'me presure and mgmﬁa.ru: Bt
than those of the urlnsﬁ'umthecm T h}":be m Turkey and
concemed. Even when le anti-dumping duty Rum:f e sumnm the Union

|58

1599

(50

(a1}

iz taken inzo scoount, the msof:haszem!pa'rsmrmm
low and comparable wn:E the prices of Russian and
Turkish imports and are below the average prices of

the Union producers.

Ehnwnlsnnredt]m&cr&le:mmdﬂanu-
mieazures (23 for all third countries) only limied

industry s]&mddhaveapossi]rdn}n&' the
impace of any unie cost increass b leasrluaermg:l‘u:—
nucmalpmel.e'\-'alwhd:wasd y not possible in che

situation of price pressure exerced by amdficially cheap
dumped impares from the countries concemed.

F (63 Comsequenty, the claim & rejeceed and i is definiely
ﬁﬁﬁe mﬂdﬂm oy differ ewﬁcunmmmmi:ﬂ; concluted any negative effect of contraction in
:uuch:swemdrmygearaulrufad.ﬂermpmducr demand & not sich as w0 break dhe causal lmk
mix. Moreover, impors from couneries under amei- between the mjury suffered by the Union indusery and

ing measures thow a clear dowmward erend. the dumped impores from Rusza and Turkey.
Hence,

conclusion thar chey were not breaking che
ﬂuﬂ]lﬁ&kb&rmiﬂjul}'mdﬂlhlﬂﬂiﬂdiﬁd}'iﬂ%:b!
increased dumped impores from Turkey and Russia.

With regard to impors from eder chird countries, their
reg‘mdsdineddum the period considered from
?%iu!ﬂﬂﬂmb%iuﬂ!%?whﬂ.ed:ﬂsedkm:aand
Ti mcreased. The 2 rices of those i
ol e e € e
the countries concerned and close to the prices
of the Union and as such are idered noc
mbmakd&ecaus]lmkbmuuu‘}rﬂd:elhunu
indusery and the increased from
Turkey and Russia. C v, ehe claim iz rejeceed
md&lep:mmma]cmuﬁnﬂ&mmpnnsﬁm&md
counries are not bresking the causal link & confirmed.

The Turkish Government also arpued char any injury
suffered by the Union indusory would be caused by che
incressed cost n{produl:tlmrmim:gﬁmn ContracHon
in demand.

Ikt is noted in this regard dhar, as already seated in recieal
101 of the provisional the financizl and
economic crisis of 20082009 iz in all Lkelihood the

TEdson consumption for pipe

(6%)

L]

In the absence of amy ocher claim or comments, the
coneent of recitals 94 to 106 of che provisional Regu-
lasion, inchuding the conclusion thar the dumped impores
from the countries concened have caused marerial inj
to the Union industry within the meaning of Anide 3
of the basic Regulaton is hereby confirmed

F. UMION INTEREST
Fallowing the provisional disclosure, the 1B claimed dhar

impazition of any measures would lead to 2 siuation in
which FRME Fimings, a complamam would have a
monopaly-ike pmrmnmﬂ'selemmlkﬂ

[tun.credm&ﬁsmgardd&atﬂtfﬁ':unb'unenftwu
@ and that ehe second one — INTERAT —is

a:nu;]mmEF.h'Em.aﬂd:Eu dat:du:l:he
rovisia Ragulauuu sal:r!p] Union
Eradw:m doo included a Union producer —
Virgilio CENA & Figli Moreover, there it a significant
uunﬂm'n-Fsunﬂet companies in the anpcn:ldu.an
and the produce under invesigarion and :I:lP.re
are £ from odher sowrces. Given the
abcl'-re, ir iz considered char there & no risk of monopal-
ization of ERNES pasition
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(69)

70y

1

vl

3

In the absence of any other commenss, recitals 107 to
117 of the provisional Repulation, including the
comclusion thar no compelling reasons exizt apains: the
imposion of measures on the dumped i from the
countries concerned are hereby confi

. DEFINITIVE MEASURES
1. Injury elimination level

In the sbsence of any specific comments, the coment of
recirals 118 w0 120 of the provisional Regularion is
hereby confirmed.

2. Definitive measures

lnimwuftheom:dusim:srea.d'ledwjdaregardm
dumpm.g. mjuz cauzation and Union imeres, and in
accordance with Amicle 9 of the basic Regulzrion, it iz
considered thar a definitive and-dumping duy chould be
ed on of the product concemed o
Ea?ufg i Rusm Turkey aE the level of the ]n\\E
of the margin and mjury elimination level
found, in nce with the lesser duey nule, which is

in all cazes che dumping margin.

For Russia, in the absence of tion by Russian
exponing producers, a mmﬂg dumping i
ok ot e g e
provish Regulation an p margin is v
confirmed.

For Turkey, piven thar the level of cooperation was
madﬂ'adwberelam'alvluw the residial dumping
was based on a reasonable mechod leading o 2

margin
ma:gmﬂud::sh:gtwﬂmrheh:ghmarmngdmmdl—
vidual of the thres ¢

nalitq;ulaunn.

ed m recieal 49 of the
and that residuzl dumping margin & hereb}' confirmed.

On the basiz of de above, the proposed dury races are:

Dafinisve ant-
(e
Rausia All companie 18
Turkey REA L]
Sardogan 13
Unifit 12,1
All other companies 167

The individual anti-dumpi

5 in this mpaﬂlon were aFul:al:l shed ‘on the
hrlsnfﬁeﬁndmg‘sa&'d‘lepmmvmgaﬂun
Therefore, chey reflece the sinudion found during thar
imvestigation with respect to those companies. These

dury rames fas w the countrywide duty
applnca]:-]e to “all mpam,l are thus exclusively

licable to impors of uces originating i the
ﬁ]ﬂﬂﬁ concerned and %ﬂd by the companies

(e

R

(-]

Fn

78

and thus

J' the = l‘egal endties I'I'IEI:I‘I:I.CI'IEd.

pm-dul:ed any acher co
ﬁaﬂ}rmmmdmﬂnupﬂam
with its name and address, mdmmmm
related to those specifically mencioned, cannot benefie
from these ratez and will be subject o the dury ram
applicable o ‘all other companies”

Any claim requexing the application of an individial
company and-dumping dury rate fep. Following a
change in the name of the emciry or foll the
merting up of new produceion or saber enriries) should
be ali.rmadm&m Commiszion () forhwith wich afl
relevant informarion, in muﬁl’ any modificarion in
the company’s acdvirdies to producrdon, domestic
and exparr sales associzred with, for example, that name

cha.ngenrﬂmdun@mdﬂepmdueﬁmandsabﬁ
enutue&lf will chen be

I:I:.rr up-daung the list of companies
bﬂﬁuug from mﬁlmdual duty rares.

All parties were informed of the emendial faces and
conzderation: on the basic of which it was intended o
recommend the & n;poslum of 2 definitive anti-lumping

duty on impores tube and pipe finings of mon
or seesl originating in Russia Tu.rkm. and the
gefinicive collection of the amounts secured by way of

the provisional dury (final disclosure). They were abso
gmmdapﬂiudwmﬂuwtﬁd!duy:m]dnukenpre—
senearions ubsequent to this disclozure.

Following the final disclosure, subméssions were received
from the cnn:p]masweﬂ 2z from ewo coo

exporting producers from Turkey and che CIB.
Turkish producers and the CIB requesed and hm'e

The complaimamn: with all findings as disclosed.
The Witren comments submimed by o
Turkizh exporeers and che CIB were a reiteration of dhe
commenes already made following che  provisional

disclosure. It ic nowed tha none of dhe imeresed
pardes comtesred the underying dara

A justficarfon and a reply to the cdzim for the
cation of the a5 meur'fgjnmdmdmdudmg EFP]J
the dumpi ion is mrautalsHmH
abave. use of Turkish Lira for the estzblishmens of
price patems is ined and the rebevant claim
sadmrec:ta]mdlu‘?; bmd?heuseufanrhmeucad 1
avemge ces e average prices in iden-
m['. }E:-bmnc&'mgntessuphﬁmdmddm
evant claim addressed i recital 30 zbove . The
:Immmdudethepraﬁ:nwgmad:m'edm:he
ocean freight inmo the export price iz described and
dizmiszed i recieal 19 zbove. The claim ther no cumu-
lasive asessment of Tuwrkish and Rusdan impore &

(1) Eurcpean Commission, Directorte-General for Trade, Directorate H,

Office K105 08/20, 1049 Brunelles/Brussel, BELGIUEBELGIE
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warraned in view of differences in phical |:|:l|:|cen- 1 The rae of the definitive and-dumpi applicable ro
tradon of Turkish and Russian zaler iz described and the nes frecas-Union-frontier price, before duty, uhEE products
dismiszed in recitalz 43 and 44 above The clzim thar described in paragraph 1 nmnufam;redﬁyd&emnpﬂmu
Union industry suffered no injury given cheir increased lizeed below, shall be as follow=
market share iz addressed and dismissed in recizals 48 o
50 abawe.

d"““" TARIC

(7% Given tha following the final disclosure no arguments it o e [addzson cods
that would influence the outcome of the assessmene of :
the case were br ¢ forward, no modificaion of e . All companiss 1z o
findings az desailed abaowe it warranesd

Turkey REA Tesizar Malremeler Zan 9.6 E195
H. DERMITIVE COUIECTION OF THE PROVISHOMAL ve Ticaret A5, Kiigiikkdy,
DUTY Istanbul

(80 I view of the magnitude of te d in foun TARDOGAN  Endicoi we 19 B29n
and given the I.E\'EIEND-F the mjury Iﬁlpus&% ﬂ'ﬂ&e Um:-l:l Ticaret, Kurdhy Pendik
indurtry, it i considersd necemary thar che amounts i

way of provigonal ans-dumping dury i = L
s i el sy ety g v B wam o pacan [ 2 | m
col to che exent of dee amount of the definidve VE TiC .A.'S..Tm'la.L tnd
duty imposed, :
All other companies 16,7 B999
HAS ADOFTED THIS REGULATHON:

Artide 1

i. A definiive ann—dumpmg dury iz hereby imposed on
impores of tube and &ﬁgs[nd‘larrl‘lanmstﬁmrﬂi
H:mg_ﬁ and threaded ﬁP:mQSJ iron or zeeal not including
seainless steel), with a greates exvernz| diameter not excesding
60%9,6 mm, of a kind uzed for bur-welding or other purposes,
currensly  falling within N codes ex 7307 9311,
ex 7307 93 19 and ex 7307 99 B0 {TARIC codes
7307 93 11 91, 7307 2311 93, 707 93 11 74,
7307 93 11 95, 7307 93 11 99, 7307 331991,
7307 9319 93, 7307 9319 74, 7307 9319 95,
7307 9319 99, 7307 99 80 92, TH07 99 80 93,
7307 99 B0 94, 7307 99 8095 and 7307 99 E0 98} and org-
inating in Russia and Turkey.

3. Unle=s ocherwize specified, the provisions i force
conceming custams duties shall apply.

Article 2
The amounts secured by way of provisional and-dumping duty
pursiant to ion I:H..'.I No &99/2012 on u'.np-m‘ls of
CEMeain tube ﬁn:m s of ron or seel originaring in
Rissia and Turkz'.- itively collecred.

Article 3

This Repulation shall encer ineo force on the day following dhar
of its publicasion in the Official Journal of the Furopean Linicm.

Thiz Regulasion shall be binding in itz endrety and direcely applicable in all Member Seates.

Dione at Brussels, 17 January 3013

Far the Coumal
The President
E CILMORE
UE-TR 4803/13 GS/wd 10
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EUROPEAN COMMISSION

? Directorate-Ganeral for Trade

NOTE VEREALF.

Directorate-General for Trade of the European Commission presents its compliments to
the Mission of the Republic of Turkey to the European Union and has the honour to
infarmthmﬂwtaundihusduidﬂdtoimpo@eldeﬁ:ﬁﬁwuﬂﬁ-dumpingdminme
framework of the anti-dumping proceeding concerning imports of certain tube and pipe
fittings of iron or steel originating inter alia in the Republic of Turkey, which was the
subject of Note Verbale Ref. ARES(2012)158249 of 20 November 2012,

A copy of the relevant Regulation published in the Official Journal of the European
Unian is enclosed for your i i0m.

Directorate-General for Trade of the European Commission takes this opportunity to
renew to the Mission of the Republic of Turkey to the European Union the assurance of
its highest consideration,

Brussels, 29 January 2013
ARES(2013) 93559

Mission to the Republic of Turkey
To the European Union

Avenue des Arts 36-38

B-1000 Bruxelles

Encl. Copy of the Official Journal to the European Union

Commission suropdenme, B-1049 Brumsiies | Eurcpese Commissi, B-1049 Bruasel - Beigium. Telephone. (32-2) 299 11 11

UE-TR 4803/13 GS/wd

DG C2A

11
EN





