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PETITION VOLUME I: GENERAL ISSUES AND MATERIAL INJURY

These Petitions are filed on behalf of the U.S. industry producing carbon and alloy steel
wire rod (“CASWR?”). The Petitioners in this case are Gerdau Ameristeel US Inc. (“Gerdau™),
Nucor Corporation (“Nucor”), Keystone Consolidated Industries (“Keystone™), and Charter Steel
(“Charter”). Petitioners account for the majority of CASWR production in the United States and,
therefore, represent the U.S. industry producing CASWR within the meaning of sections 702(c)(4)
and 732(c)(4) of the Tariff Act of 1930, as amended (the “Act” or the “statute”). See 19 U.S.C.
§§ 1671a(c)(4), 1673a(c)(4).

Petitioners allege that CASWR from Belarus, Italy, Korea, Russia, South Africa, Spain,
Turkey, Ukraine, United Arab Emirates, and the United Kingdom is being, or is likely to be, sold
in the United States at less than fair value within the meaning of section 731(1) of the Act. See id.
§ 1673. Petitioners further allege that the Governments of Turkey and Italy are providing
countervailable subsidies with respect to the manufacture, production, and export of CASWR
within the meaning of section 701(a)(1) of the Act. Seeid. § 1671(a). Petitioners also allege that
these unfairly traded imports are a cause of material injury to the U.S. industry producing CASWR,
and threaten to cause additional material injury to the domestic industry if remedial action is not
taken.

Petitioners, therefore, request that antidumping duties be imposed on CASWR from
Belarus, Italy, Korea, Russia, South Africa, Spain, Turkey, Ukraine, United Arab Emirates, and
the United Kingdom in an amount equal to the amount by which the normal value exceeds the
export price or constructed export price of merchandise. Petitioners also request that
countervailing duties be imposed on imports of CASWR from Turkey and Italy in an amount equal

to the net countervailable subsidies provided by each country’s respective governments.
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These Petitions set forth relevant information reasonably available to Petitioners and are
filed in conformity with the requirements of section 351.202 of the U.S. Department of
Commerce’s (“the Department” or “Commerce”) regulations and section 207.11 of the U.S.
International Trade Commission’s (“the Commission™) regulations. See 19 C.F.R. §§ 351.202 and
207.11.

I. COMMON ISSUES
A. Contact Information for the Pe

Petitioners are companies that produce the domestic like product in the United States.
Petitioners are domestic interested parties within the meaning of 19 U.S.C. § 1677(9) and 19 C.F.R.
§ 351.102(b). Petitioners’ contact information is provided in Exhibit I-1.

B.

These Petitions are filed on behalf of the U.S. industry that produces CASWR. In addition
to the contact information for Petitioners, see Exhibit I-1, contact information for additional
domestic producers of CASWR is provided at Exhibit I-2. Petitioners are aware of the universe
of domestic producers both by virtue of direct competition in the domestic market and through
participation in the Commission’s most recent investigation involving dumped and subsidized
CASWR from China. See Carbon and Certain , Inv. Nos. 701-
TA-512 and 731-TA-1248, USITC Pub. 4509 (Final) (Jan. 2015) (¢ ), at 111-
2. Based on the information reasonably available to Petitioners, Exhibits I-1 and I-2 identify all

known producers of the domestic like product in the United States.
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351.202(b)(3))

The statute requires that the domestic producers or workers who support the petition
account for “at least 25 percent of the total production of the domestic like product” and “more
than 50 percent of the production of the domestic like product produced by that portion of the
industry expressing support for or opposition to the petition.” 19 U.S.C. §§ 1671a(c)(4)(A),
1673a(c)(4)(A).

The statutory requirements are satisfied in this case. As shown in Exhibit I-3, the U.S.
producers of CASWR that are known to be in support of the petition surpass both the 25 and 50
percent thresholds for industry support required by the statute. Petitioners accounted for | Qq 1
percent of total U.S. CASWR production in 2016. See Exhibit I-3. Further, | ] percent of the
U.S. CASWR producers expressing a position on the Petitions support the Petitions. Id.
Accordingly, the statutory requirements for standing are met. See 19 U.S.C. §§ 1671a(c)(4)(A),
1673a(c)(4)(A).

D. Related Proceedings (19 C.F.R. § 351.202(b)(4))

Petitioners have not filed for import relief pursuant to section 232 of the Trade Expansion
Act of 1962 (19 U.S.C. § 1862), section 301 of the Trade Act of 1974 (19 U.S.C. §§ 2251, 2411),
or section 337 of the statute (19 U.S.C. § 1337).

Exhibit 1-4 provides a chronology of the prior antidumping and countervailing duty
proceedings pursuant to sections 702 and 732 of the statute (19 U.S.C. §§ 1671a, 1673a), prior
safeguard proceedings pursuant to sections 201-204 of the Trade Act of 1974, and proceedings
under section 312 of the NAFTA Implementation Act with respect to the specific merchandise that

is the subject of this petition. Based on petitions filed in 2001 (and subsequent sunset reviews)
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and 2014, there are currently antidumping duty orders in place against CASWR from Brazil,
China, Indonesia, Mexico, Moldova, and Trinidad & Tobago, and countervailing duty orders in
place against CASWR from Brazil and China. See

, 80 Fed. Reg. 1,015 (Jan. 8, 2015);

, 80 Fed. Reg.

1,018 (Jan. 8, 2015);

Orders, 79 Fed. Reg. 38,008 (July 3, 2014).

In 2005, the domestic industry filed antidumping duty cases against CASWR from China,
Germany, and Turkey. The Commission reached negative preliminary determinations in those
investigations, and they were subsequently terminated. See

, Inv. Nos. 731-TA-1099-1101, USITC Pub. 3546 (Prelim.) (Jan.
2006); , 71 Fed. Reg.
132 (Jan. 3, 2006).

In 1999, the Commission conducted a safeguard investigation under section 202 of the
Trade Act of 1974 to determine whether steel wire rod was being imported into the United States
in such increased quantities as to be a substantial cause of serious injury, or the threat thereof, to
the industry producing the domestic like product. See , 64 Fed. Reg. 38,692
(July 19, 1999). The Commission was equally divided in its injury determination, which President
Clinton considered an affirmative determination.

The President subsequently issued Proclamation 7273 imposing relief in the form of a

Tariff Rate Quota (“TRQ”) on imports of steel wire rod for a period of three years and one day,
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effective March 1, 2000. Imports of subject products in excess of the annual quota amounts were
assessed duties in addition to the column-1 general rates of duty in the amounts of 10 percent ad
valorem in the first year of relief (in-quota quantity of 1,580,000 short tons); 7.5 percent ad
valorem in the second year of relief (in-quota quantity of 1,611,600 short tons); and 5 percent ad
valorem in the third year of relief (in-quota quantity of 1,643,832 short tons). See
Positive Adiustment to Competition Imports of Certain Steel Wire Rod. 65 Fed. Reg. 8,619
(Presidential Documents Feb. 18, 2000). With Proclamation 7505 in November 2001, the
President modified the TRQ by allocating the in-quota quantity among four supplier country
groups: European Community; Commonwealth of Independent States; Trinidad & Tobago; and
all other countries. See T~ Mndifuthe Tariff-Rate Omnta A Jicable tn Tmnarte af Qteal Wire Rnad
66 Fed. Reg. 59,353 (Presidential Documents Nov. 28, 2001).

During the period of relief — specifically, in 2001 (Inv. TA-204-6) and 2003 (Inv. TA-204-
11) — the Commission reported on industry developments consistent with section 204 of the Trade
Act of 1974. See Certain Steel Wire Rod: Mo ,
Inv. No. TA-204-6, USITC Pub. 3451 (Aug. 2001);

Inv. No. TA-204-11, USITC Pub. 3629 (Aug. 2003).
Other than the actions identified in Exhibit I-4, Petitioners have not filed or initiated

proceedings for import relief with respect to the merchandise that is the subject of these Petitions.
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E. Descrintion of the Merchandise and Reauested Scone of Investisation (19
C.F.R. § 351.202(b)Y(5N

1.

The imported merchandise that Petitioners intend to cover in these investigations is
described as follows:!

The merchandise covered by these investigations are certain hot-
rolled products of carbon steel and alloy steel, in coils, of
approximately round cross section, less than 19.00 mm in actual
solid cross-sectional diameter. Specifically excluded are steel
products possessing the above-noted physical characteristics and
meeting the Harmonized Tariff Schedule of the United States
(HTSUS) definitions for (a) stainless steel; (b) tool steel; (c) high-
nickel steel; (d) ball bearing steel; or (e) concrete reinforcing bars
and rods. Also excluded are free cutting steel (also known as free
machining steel) products (i.e., products that contain by weight one

! Note that the scope language of these investigations is the same as the scope of the
antidumping and countervailing duty investigations and orders on CASWR from China, but differs
from the scope of the orders on CASWR from Brazil, Indonesia, Mexico, Moldova, and Trinidad
& Tobago.

, 80 Fed. Reg. 1,015 (Jan. 8, 2015) with

, 79 Fed. Reg. 38,008 (July 3, 2014). First, the
scope language in the Brazil, Indonesia, Mexico, Moldova, and Trinidad & Tobago investigations
listed a lower diameter of 5.0 mm, reflecting the known commercial availability of hot-rolled
CASWR products in the United States at the time that those investigations were initiated. In 2016,
Commerce published notice of a final decision by the U.S. Court of Appeals for the Federal Circuit
affirming Commerce’s 2012 anti-circumvention determination that wire rod imports of 4.75mm
to 5.00mm in diameter circumvented the antidumping duty order on wire rod from Mexico. See
Carbon and Certain Allov Steel Wire Rod From  exico: Notice of Court Decision Not in Harmonv

ith Amended Final Determina 81 Fed.
Reg. 46,051 (July 15,2016). Because technical advances in recent years have meant that CASWR
with diameters less than 5 mm is now commercially available in the United States, the scope of
the order on CASWR from China and the scope of these Petitions contains no specified lower
diameter.

Second, like the scope language in the CASWR from China investigation, the scope of these
Petitions does not contain an exclusion for grade 1080 tire cord quality wire rod or grade 1080 tire
bead quality wire rod, which the Commission had found were included in its definition of the

domestic CASWR like product. , Inv.
Nos. 701-TA-417 and 731-TA-953, 957-959, 961, and 962, USITC Pub. 4472 (Second Review)
(June 2014) (¢ ), at 8. During the Commission’s investigation of
CASWR from China, no respondent challenged the Commission’s definition of the domestic like
product to be coextensive with the scope of the petition. , USITC Pub. 4509
at [-23.
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or more of the following elements: 0.1 percent or more of lead, 0.05
percent or more of bismuth, 0.08 percent or more of sulfur, more
than 0.04 percent of phosphorous, more than 0.05 percent of
selenium, or more than 0.01 percent of tellurium). All products
meeting the physical description of subject merchandise that are not
specifically excluded are included in this scope.

The products under investigation are currently classifiable under
subheadings  7213.91.3011,  7213.91.3015,  7213.91.3020,
7213.91.3093;  7213.91.4500, 7213.91.6000, 7213.99.0030,
7227.20.0030, 7227.20.0080, 7227.90.6010, 7227.90.6020,
7227.90.6030, and 7227.90.6035 of the HTSUS. Products entered
under subheadings 7213.99.0090 and 7227.90.6090 of the HTSUS
also may be included in this scope if they meet the physical
description of subject merchandise above. Although the HTSUS
subheadings are provided for convenience and customs purposes,
the written description of the scope of this proceeding is dispositive.
2. Production Description
The merchandise covered by these investigations is certain hot-rolled products of carbon
and alloy steel, in irregularly wound coils, of approximately round cross section, in cross-sectional
diameters of less than 19.00 mm.
3. Technical Characteristi
Although CASWR is generally categorized by quality according to end use, the end use
categories most common in the industry are broad and share overlapping metallurgical qualities,
chemistries, and physical characteristics. For example, with respect to metallurgical qualities,
carbon content affects the ductility, hardness, and tensile strength of the steel, but the addition of
certain alloys during the melting stage can impart a range of mechanical characteristics including
machinability and work hardenability.
CASWR in the United States is primarily sold to wire drawers who manufacture wire for

a wide variety of applications. Industrial quality wire is used in the production of nails, reinforcing

wire mesh, and chain link fence. Other wire rod is drawn into wire for upholstery and mechanical
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springs, rope, screens, and pre-stressed concrete wire. More demanding applications include
automotive wheel bolds and tire reinforcing wire, cold-heading applications, certain welding
applications (e.g., gas welding, electric arc welding), and music spring wire. See
China, USITC Pub. 4509 at 1-15-1-17. The characteristics, production process, and uses of
CASWR as explained in , USITC Pub. 4509 at I-15-1-22, apply to the
CASWR subject to these investigations. The relevant pages of that publication are attached as
Exhibit I-5.
4. U.S. Tariff Classification

The products subject to the investigation are currently classified in the Harmonized Tariff
Schedule of the United States (“HTSUS”): 7213.91.3011, 7213.91.3015, 7213.91.3020,
7213.91.3093, 7213.91.4500, 7213.91.6000, 7213.99.0030, 7227.20.0030, 7227.20.0080,
7227.90.6010, 7227.90.6020, 7227.90.6030, and 7227.90.6035.> The CASWR products subject
to these investigations may also enter under the following HTSUS item numbers: 7213.99.0090
and 7227.90.6090. See Exhibit I-6.

HTSUS subheadings are provided for convenience and U.S. Customs and Border
Protection purposes only, and they do not define the scope of the Petitions. The written description
of the merchandise is dispositive of the scope. The most favored nation rate of duty applicable to

CASWR entering the United States under the identified HTSUS subheadings is free.

2 HTSUS 7227.90.6030 and 7227.90.6035 (along with two other HTSUS numbers outside the
scope of this investigation) replaced HTSUS basket category 7227.90.6085 in January 2014,
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F. Names of the Subiect Countries and Anv Intermediate Country Through
Which the Merchandise is Tran (19 C.F.R. § 351.202(bY6))

The CASWR that is the subject of these Petitions is produced in and exported from Belarus,
Italy, Korea, Russia, South Africa, Spain, Turkey, Ukraine, United Arab Emirates, and the United
Kingdom. Petitioners have no knowledge that the subject merchandise is currently being
transshipped through any third country to the United States.

G
351.202(b)(7)(i)(A))

A list of known producers and exporters of CASWR from Belarus, Italy, Korea, Russia,
South Africa, Spain, Turkey, Ukraine, United Arab Emirates, and the United Kingdom is provided
in Exhibit I-7. In compiling this exhibit, Petitioners relied upon information from Datamyne,
PIERS, and additional research of publicly-available sources. Information reasonably available to
Petitioners generally does not allow the identification of the proportion of total exports to the
United States accounted for during the most recent 12-month period by the producers listed in this
exhibit. Petitioners believe, however, that the companies listed in Exhibit I-7 account for virtually
all exports of the subject merchandise to the United States from the subject countries.

H. Volume and Value of Imnorts (19 C.F.R. § 351.202(b)}8)

The volume and value of U.S. imports of CASWR from each subject country are presented
at Exhibit I-8 for calendar years 2014, 2015, and 2016.> The source for these data is the official

import statistics published by Commerce.

3 Import information was obtained through the Commission’s DataWeb service using a query
for customs value and first unit of quantity of imports from the subject countries of the HTSUS
numbers identified in Section I.E.4. above.
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1. Names and Addresses of U.

Based on information reasonably available to Petitioners, a list of known and suspected
importers of CASWR from the subject countries is provided in Exhibit I-9. Petitioners believe,
however, that there may be a number of importers of CASWR from the subject countries that
cannot be identified from publicly-available information. Accordingly, Petitioners respectfully
request that the Department obtain this information from U.S. Customs and Border Protection, as
Petitioners do not have access to that proprietary information.

II. INFORMATION RELATED TO SALES AT LESS THAN FAIR VALUE AND
COUNTERVAILABLE SUBSIDIES

Information related to allegations of less-than-fair-value sales from Belarus, Italy, Korea,
Russia, South Africa, Spain, Turkey, Ukraine, United Arab Emirates, and the United Kingdom is
provided in Volumes II to XI of these Petitions. See Petition Volumes II-XI. Information related
to the countervailable subsidies provided by the Governments of Turkey and Italy with respect to
the manufacture, production, and export of CASWR is provided in Volumes XII and XIII,
respectively, of these Petitions. See Petition Volumes XII-XIII.

III. THE DOMESTIC CASWR INDIISTRY AS BEEN MATERTAILLY INJTURED RY
REASON OF UNFAIRLY TRADED IMPORTS OF

UNITED ARAB EMIRATES. THE UNITED KINGDOM
A. Introduction

A surge of dumped and subsidized imports of CASWR from Belarus, Italy, Korea, Russia,
South Africa, Spain, Turkey, Ukraine, United Arab Emirates, and the United Kingdom has already
caused material injury to the domestic industry — and threatens the domestic industry with even

more injury going forward. The volume of subject imports increased from 453,212 tons in 2014

-10-
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to 708,345 tons in 2016, or by 56.3 percent over the 2014-16 period. Subject imports grew in
absolute and relative terms over the period of investigation (“POI”), increasing their market share
by [ ] percentage points, from | 'L“h percent to | ] percent. See Exhibit I-10.

Subject imports also had significant price effects in the market. Subject imports are
interchangeable with the domestic like product, as the Commission has previously recognized.
Information reasonably available to Petitioners indicates that the surge in subject import volume
and market share was accomplished through systematic underselling. The underselling by subject
imports, combined with an oversupply caused by the import surge, contributed to a decline in
domestic pricing and profits over the POL.

The low-priced subject imports have had a significant injurious impact on the domestic
industry. U.S. producers’ key trade and financial indicators declined over the POI due to surging
subject import volumes that undersold the domestic industry and depressed prices. See Exhibit I-
11. Moreover, by the end of the POI, having faced surging imports over the past three years, U.S.
producers suffered losses in capacity, shipment value, and wages, all of which fell to below 2014
levels. 1d.

The increasing volume of low-priced imports that undercut U.S. producer prices resulted
in significant financial deterioration of the U.S. industry. The domestic producers’ operating
income, gross profits, and net income all plummeted over the POL. See id. For example, U.S.
producers saw operating income plunge from [ ]in 2014 to [ ] in 2016.
Id. The domestic industry’s ratio of operating income to net sales declined from [ ]
percent during 2014 to | ] percent in 2016, and the net income to net sales ratio declined from
[3~ 0 | percent during 2014 to [ ] percent in 2016. Id. The causal link between imports and

U.S. producers’ financial performance is further corroborated by instances of lost sales and lost
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revenues provided by the Petitioners. See Exhibit I-12. Thus, the domestic industry has suffered
material injury by reason of the subject imports, as manifested in depressed U.S. prices and
deterioration in key trade and financial indicators.

B. The Domestic Like Product Mirrors the Scope of the Petition

The statute defines the domestic like product as “a product which is like, or in the absence
of like, most similar in characteristics and uses with, the article subject to an investigation.” 19
US.C. § 1677(10). In identifying the domestic like product, the starting point for the
Commission’s analysis is the scope of the case. See, e.g.,

Africa, USITC Pub. 3734 (Final) (Nov. 2004), at 7.

The Commission generally considers a number of factors in defining the like product,
including physical characteristics and uses, interchangeability, channels of distribution, customer
and producer perceptions, common manufacturing facilities, production processes and employees,
and, where appropriate, price. See, e.g., , 913 F. Supp. 580, 584 (Ct.
Int’l Trade 1996); Steel v. United S 19 CIT 450, 455 (1995). The
Commission’s decision regarding the appropriate like product is a case-by-case factual
determination in which no single factor is dispositive. See S. Rep. No. 249, 96" Cong., 1% Sess.
90-91 (1979). The Commission looks for clear defining lines between products, but disregards
minor variations. See, e.g., , 19 CIT at 455; ,
747 F. Supp. 744, 749 n.3 (Ct. Int’l Trade 1990), aff’d, 938 F.2d 1278 (Fed. Cir. 1991).

The domestic like product here should mirror the definition of the subject merchandise and
also be defined as all CASWR consistent with the domestic like product definition adopted by the

Commission in its investigations and reviews involving CASWR from Brazil, China, Indonesia,
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Mexico, Moldova, Trinidad & Tobago, and Ukraine. In its most recent investigation on CASWR
from China, the Commission

defined a single domestic like product that was coextensive with
Commerce’s scope based on the absence of clear dividing lines
among the various types of steel wire rod. {In the preliminary phase
of the investigation, the} Commission found that all types of wire
rod share certain basic physical properties, are generally
manufactured in the same domestic facilities by the same employees
using the same processes, are sold primarily to end users, and are
generally produced by all domestic producers. The Commission
observed that limited interchangeability in some end uses and price
differences were consistent with a wide range of wire rod products.
Based on these findings, the Commission found that all wire rod
products of the type described in the scope of investigation
comprised a single domestic like product.

The record in the final phase of these investigations concerning the
domestic like product factors is not materially different from that in
the preliminary phase, and there is no argument that the Commission
should adopt a definition of the domestic like product different from
that in the preliminary determinations. Therefore, for the reasons
stated in the preliminary determinations, we find one domestic like
product that is coextensive with the scope definition.

, USITC Pub. 4509 at 5-6.

Similarly, in the Commission’s original investigations on CASWR from Brazil, China,
Indonesia, Mexico, Moldova, Trinidad & Tobago, and Ukraine, the Commission rejected
respondents’ arguments that tire cord quality rod, certain cold heading quality wire ride, and clean
steel precision bar in coils should be defined as separate like products (notwithstanding
Commerce’s exclusion of certain grade 1080 tire cord wire rod and grade 1080 tire bead wire rod
from the scope of the investigation). , USITC Pub. 4472 at 8.
Instead, the Commission concluded that “the wire rod industry is composed of so many different

applications, that the only clear dividing line is between wire rod and other steel products.” Carbon

and Certain Alloy Steel Wi , Inv. Nos. 701-TA-417-421 and 731-TA-953-
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954, 956-959, and 961-962, USITC Pub. 3546 (Final) (Oct. 2002) (“ ), at

13. As the Commission explained:
As a general matter, the record demonstrates no clear demarcation
between the various types of wire rod products, but rather indicates
a continuum of at least 11 major categories of products, ranging
from low carbon wire rod such as industrial wire rod used for nails
and coat hangers, to medium to high carbon wire rod, such as that
used for tire bead and prestressed concrete strand, to the highest-end
products, including CHQ, CSPBIC, and tire cord wire rod. In cases
such as the present one, where the domestically manufactured
merchandise consists of a broad continuum of similar products, the
Commission does not consider each item of merchandise to be a
separate domestic like product that is only “like” its counterpart in

the scope, but considers the continuum itself to constitute the
domestic like product.

Id. at 8. There were no material changes in product characteristics in the first and second reviews
of those orders to warrant a change in the Commission’s domestic like product definition. See
CASWR from 2nd Rev., USITC Pub. 4472 at 8-9

The Commission here should continue to define the domestic like product as all CASWR
coextensive with the scope of the investigations. All CASWR has similar of physical
characteristics and is an “intermediate circular, hot-rolled steel product that is typically sold in
irregularly wound coils.” , Inv. Nos. 701-
TA-512 and 731-TA-1248, USITC Pub. 4458 (Prelim) (Mar. 2014) (“
Prelim”), at 6. While wire rods of different grades, end use categories, or sizes are not necessarily
interchangeable, “there is an overlap of metallurgical qualities, chemistry, and physical
characteristics.” ]d. at 7. Further, industrial quality grades of wire rod, which account for the
majority of U.S. consumption, are highly substitutable. Id. at 6-7. Thus, “there is no clear
demarcation between low-end and high-end wire rod products, but rather a range of at least 11

major types of wire rod products.” Id. at 7.
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The majority of CASWR is sold through the same channels of distribution, and all CASWR
shares the same basic manufacturing processes using the same hot-rolling mills and other
equipment regardless of size or other physical characteristics, and is produced in the same facilities
with the same personnel. See id.; , USITC Pub. 3546 at 10-11.

Finally, customers and producers perceive all wire rod as comprising a single continuum
of products with different types of CASWR that serve different end-use applications, but share
overlapping characteristics that create a correlated range of prices. See
Prelim, USITC Pub. 4458 at 7; , USITC Pub. 3546 at 11-12.

C. of All U.S. Producers of CASWR

The domestic industry is defined as “producers as a whole of a domestic like product, or
those producers whose collective output of a domestic like product constitutes a major proportion
of the total domestic production of the product.” 19 U.S.C. § 1677(4)(A). Based on the domestic
like product defined above, the domestic industry consists of all U.S. producers of CASWR. See

, USITC Pub. 4509 at 6; , USITC Pub. 4472 at
9-12. Consistent with the Commission’s previous determinations, the domestic CASWR industry
in this investigation consists of the four petitioning companies and the other domestic producers
identified in Exhibit I-2.4
4 Domestic producer EVRAZ Rocky Mountain Steel (“EVRAZ Rocky Mountain™), as part of

the EVRAZ North America business, is affiliated with Russian subject producer EVRAZ ZSMK
through common ownership by EVRAZ Rocky Mountain’s ultimate parent company, EVRAZ plc.

[

¥l
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D.

Imports of CASWR from Belarus, Korea, Russia, South Africa, Spain, Turkey, Ukraine,
UAE, and the United Kingdom surpass the negligibility threshold established by the statute. Under
the statute, imports from a subject country corresponding to a domestic like product that account
for less than three percent of all such merchandise imported into the United States during the most
recent 12 months for which data are available preceding the filing of the petition are deemed
negligible. 19 U.S.C. § 1677(24)(A)(1). An exception is made for subject imports that do not
surpass the three percent threshold but, when those beneath the three percent threshold are
combined, exceed seven percent of the volume of all such merchandise imported to the United
States during the most recent 12 months for which data are available preceding the filing of the
petition. 19 U.S.C. § 1677(24)(A)(ii).

U.S. import volumes from the subject countries during the most recent 12-month period
for which data are available (February 2016 through January 2017), and their percentage of total
imports, are set forth in Table 1 below and Exhibit I-13. Imports of CASWR from each of the ten
subject countries exceed the negligibility thresholds within the meaning of 19 U.S.C. §

1677(24)(A).
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TABLE 1
U.S. Imports of CASWR During March 2016 — February 2017°

Korea 4.9
Russia 6.0
Spain 4.4
Turkey 4.5
Ukraine 9.5
Subtotal 29.2
Belarus 2.6
Italy 2.5
South Africa 1.2
United Arab Emirates 1.2
United Kingdom 2.6
Subtotal 10.2
Total Subject 394
All Others 60.6
Total Imports 100.00

Source: Exhibit I-13

ns and Turkey Countervailing Duty Petition

Imports of CASWR from Korea, Russia, Spain, Turkey, and Ukraine are not negligible
within the meaning of 19 U.S.C. § 1677(24)(A)(i) because subject imports from each country
surpass three percent of all such merchandise imported into the United States during the period.
See Exhibit I-13. Specifically, imports from Korea account for 4.9 percent, imports from Russia
account for 6.0 percent, imports from Spain account for 4.4 percent, imports from Turkey account
for 4.5 percent, and imports from Ukraine account for 9.5 percent of all such merchandise in the

most recent 12 months. These countries, therefore, exceed the negligibility threshold.

5 SIMA import license data were used for February 2017. All other import data were retrieved
from the Commerce and Commission official import statistics.
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2. Belarus., Italy, South Africa. United Arab Emirates, and the United

Imports of CASWR from Belarus, Italy, South Africa, United Arab Emirates, and the
United Kingdom, while individually below three percent of total imports, are not negligible
because the aggregate volume of subject imports from those five countries is 10.2 percent, meeting
the exception under 19 U.S.C. § 1677(24)(A)(ii) by exceeding the seven percent threshold. See
Exhibit I-13.

3.

Subsidized imports of CASWR from Italy that are the subject of the Italy CVD Petition
(see Petition Vol. XIII) are not negligible for purposes of the Commission’s threat of material
injury analysis because “there is a potential” that CASWR imports from Italy will imminently
exceed the individual country negligibility threshold. See 19 U.S.C. § 1677(24)(A)(iv). Although
imports from Italy accounted for 2.5 percent of all imports in the most recent 12 months (see
Exhibit I-13), Commerce’s SIMA import license data as of March 21, 2017 demonstrate that
subject imports from Italy are increasing rapidly and are on track to imminently exceed the three
percent threshold. See Table 2 below; Exhibit I-13.

TABLE 2
U.S. Imports of CASWR Aug. 2016 — Mar. 21, 2017 (in short tons)

AUG SEP OCT NOV DEC JAN FEB MAR Total % of

Total
Italy 11,998 9,195 11,906 55 11,395 13 3,284 47.846 4.0
Total 173,416 146,187 168,165 119,063 118,985 127,768 166,575 119,021 1,190,213 100.0

Imports
Source: Exhibit I-13. SIMA import license data were used for February 2017 and through March 21, 2017. All
other import data were retrieved from the Commerce and Commission official import statistics.
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Official import statistics and SIMA data from August 2016, when subject imports from
Italy began surging, through March 21, 2017, show that Italian imports totaled 4.0 percent of total
wire rod imports during that period, surpassing the three percent negligibility threshold. See
Exhibit I-13. The data further show that Italian imports are not negligible on quarterly or
annualized bases in 2017. In the first three months of 2017, wire rod imports from Italy accounted
for 3.6 percent of total imports.® Id. Annualizing first quarter 2017 volume of Italian imports
results in an estimated annual volume of 58,769 tons (see id.), which is 77.2 percent greater than
the total volume of 2016 CASWR imports from Italy (see Exhibit I-8). Finally, additional
information indicates that | ndi s +—r1j |V\,‘Co—r m a1 o 'Ff o
W\‘é 0‘.&%1‘!\4/( Sowlee | Therefore, subsidized subject imports from Italy are not negligible
because they will imminently exceed three percent of total CASWR imports.

E. The Commission Should Cum from the Subject Countries in

In assessing material injury, the Commission is required to cumulate the volume and price
effects of subject imports from all countries with respect to which petitions were filed on the same
day, and which compete with each other and the domestic like product in the U.S. market. 19
U.S.C. § 1677(7)(G)(1). The statutory criteria for cumulation are met in this case.

Specifically, petitions against CASWR imports from Belarus, Italy, Korea, Russia, South
Africa, Spain, Turkey, Ukraine, United Arab Emirates, and the United Kingdom are being

simultaneously filed. Further, none of the statutory exceptions to cumulation applies in this case.

¢ Italian imports totaled 14,692 tons for January through March 21, 2017. Total imports totaled
413,364 tons for January through March 21, 2017. See Exhibit I-13.
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See 19 U.S.C. § 1677(7)(G)(ii). Therefore, as long as there is evidence of a reasonable overlap in
competition, cumulation of subject imports for purposes of this investigation is mandatory.

The Commission typically considers four factors in determining whether there is a
reasonable overlap in competition between subject imports and the domestic like product: (1)
fungibility of the product from various sources, (2) the presence of sales or offers to sell in the
same geographic markets, (3) common channels of distribution, and (4) simultaneous market
presence.” See, e.g., Certain Cast-Iron Pine Fittines Brazil. the Republic of Korea. and
Taiwan, USITC Pub. 1845 (Final) (May 1986), aff’d, , 678
F. Supp. 898 (Ct. Int’l Trade), aff’'d, 859 F.2d 915 (Fed. Cir. 1988). No single factor is
determinative. See , 33 F. Supp. 2d at 1086. Each factor is met in this
case.

1.

CASWR imports from Belarus, Italy, Korea, Russia, South Africa, Spain, Turkey, Ukraine,
United Arab Emirates, and the United Kingdom are generally substitutable with each other and
with the domestic like product. CASWR imported into the United States, regardless of source, has
similar chemical and physical properties and is sold to the same end users for the same end use
applications across the product category continuum. The same is true of the domestic like product.
In its most recent sunset review of CASWR imports from various countries, the

Commission determined that the subject imports and the domestic like product were generally

7 Only a reasonable overlap of competition is required. See

States, 33 F. Supp. 2d 1082, 1087 (Ct. Int’l Trade 1998) (“cumulation does not require two
products to be highly fungible™); , 937 F. Supp. 910, 916 (Ct. Int’l
Trade 1996); , 718 F. Supp. 50, 52 (Ct. Int’l Trade 1989)
(“Completely overlapping markets are not required.”).
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interchangeable based on data from market participants. See ,
USITC Pub. 4472 at 23; , USITC Pub. 3546 at 20. Specifically, the
Commission found that the majority of U.S. producers, importers, and purchasers reported that
subject CASWR imports were always or frequently interchangeable with the domestic like
product, and at least frequently or sometimes interchangeable with other CASWR imports.
CASWR from Brazil 2nd Rev.. USITC Pub. 4472 at 23-24, 25 (“Market participants
find wire rod from different sources to be at least sometimes interchangeable.”
(Emphasis added.)). Further, CASWR of the same type is “highly substitutable.” Id. at 43.

2.

Imports from each of the subject countries compete with imports from the other subject
countries and with the domestic like product throughout the U.S. market. The Commission
determined in the 2001 investigation and the 2014 sunset review of CASWR from multiple
countries that the domestic like product was marketed and sold throughout the entire U.S. market,
and that subject imports competed with each other and the domestic like product in most or all
regions of the United States. See , USITC Pub. 3546 at 23;

, USITC Pub. 4472 at 24. In its investigation on CASWR from China, the
Commission’s database demonstrated similar nationwide overlapping sales of Chinese subject
imports and domestic CASWR. See WR from USITC Pub. 4509 at I1I-3. CASWR
produced in the United States and imported from each of the countries that is the subject of these
Petitions continues to be sold on a nationwide basis.

3.

Commercial shipments of domestically-produced CASWR and subject imports are sold to

both distributors and end users, with the majority of shipments going to end users. This is
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consistent with the Commission’s findings regarding channels of distribution in the recent
CASWR investigations and reviews. In 2015, the Commission determined that CASWR from
China and the domestic like product were sold in the same channels of distribution, including
primarily to end users in the latter half of the period of investigation. See ,
USITC Pub. 4509 at II-1-11-2. In the multi-country CASWR case, the Commission also found that
domestically-produced CASWR and subject imports were distributed through similar channels.
See , USITC Pub. 3546 at 23; , USITC Pub.
4472 at 24-25.

4 Subiect Impnorts Are Simulta Present in the U.S. Market

Imports of CASWR from each subject country have been simultaneously present in the
U.S. market for most of the POI, with virtually all subject imports being present in the United
States in each of the past three years. See Exhibit I-8. Domestically-produced CASWR has also
been available in the U.S. market throughout the POI. Thus, this factor provides further evidence
that subject imports are competing with each other and the domestic like product.

5. Conclusion

Domestically-produced CASWR and CASWR from each of the ten subject countries are
generally fungible products, compete in the same geographic markets, are sold through the same
channels of distribution, and were simultaneously present in the U.S. market during the past three
years. Moreover, the U.S. market for CASWR is highly price-sensitive, with competition
occurring between imports and domestic producers for sales on the basis of price. See, e.g.,

, USITC Pub. 4472 at 33, 43, Therefore, there is a reasonable
overlap of competition among the subject imports and between subject imports and the domestic

like product within the meaning of the statute. Accordingly, the Commission should cumulate
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imports of CASWR from all ten subject countries in analyzing whether subject imports have
caused material injury to the domestic industry in this case.

F
to the Domestic CASWR Industry

In determining whether the domestic industry has been injured by reason of the imports
under investigation, the statute directs the Commission to consider: (1) the volume of imports of
the subject merchandise; (2) the effect of imports of that merchandise on prices in the United States
for the domestic like product; and (3) the impact of imports of such merchandise on domestic
producers in the context of production operations within the United States. 19 U.S.C. §
1677(7)(B). Information reasonably available to Petitioners indicates unfairly traded imports from
Belarus, Italy, Korea, Russia, South Africa, Spain, Turkey, Ukraine, United Arab Emirates, and
the United Kingdom have been, and continue to be, a cause of material injury to the domestic
industry producing CASWR.

1

In evaluating the volume of imports, the Commission must “consider whether the volume
of imports of the merchandise, or any increase in that volume either in absolute terms or relative
to production or consumption in the United States, is significant.” 19 U.S.C. § 1677(7)(C)(1). In
these investigations, available data show that the volume of subject imports, both in absolute terms
and relative to U.S. consumption and production, is significant within the meaning of the relevant

statutory provision.
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Absolute Terms

The volume of subject imports from Belarus, Italy, Korea, Russia, South Africa, Spain,
Turkey, Ukraine, United Arab Emirates, and the United Kingdom is significant on an absolute
basis. Subject imports totaled 708,345 tons and accounted for 39.6 percent of CASWR imports in
2016. See Exhibit I-10. Subject imports also increased significantly over the POI. The volume
of cumulated subject imports increased from 453,212 tons in 2014 to 708,345 tons in 2016, or by

56.3 percent. Id.

U.S. Market

The volume of subject imports is also significant relative to consumption. As a share of
the U.S. market, subject imports increased from [ ] percent in 2014 to [ ] percent in 2016.
See Exhibit I-10. Subject imports captured an additional [4'0]] percentage points in market share
between 2014 and 2016. See id. These data establish that the volume of subject imports and the
increase in imports were significant both absolutely and on a relative basis.

2. Unfairlv Traded Imbnorts from the Subiect Countries Have Had an
estic Producer Prices for CASWR

The low-priced, dumped and subsidized imports subject to this proceeding have had
significant negative price effects on the domestic CASWR industry. Subject imports have
significantly undercut U.S. producers’ prices, as discussed below. Price underselling by unfairly-
traded imports of CASWR from Belarus, Italy, Korea, Russia, South Africa, Spain, Turkey,
Ukraine, United Arab Emirates, and the United Kingdom has significantly depressed the prices at

which domestic producers have sold CASWR during the past three years.
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Evidence reasonably available to Petitioners indicates that the surge in subject imports
coincided with significant underselling by subject imports, which serves as important evidence
that subject imports have had negative price effects. U.S. producers have lost sales and significant
revenue due to lower priced offerings from subject imports that undersold U.S. prices. See
Exhibits I-11 and I-12. Available data also show significant price declines over the course of the
POI as domestic producers competed with the subject imports. See Exhibit I-11. In fact, the
average unit values (“AUVs”) of subject imports were | ﬁt | l,,g ] below U.S. producers’ AUVs
in 2016. See Exhibits I-8 and I-11.

The underselling and declining subject import prices resulted in the depression of U.S.
producer prices across the 2014 to 2016 period. The effects were particularly pronounced by 2016,
the last year of the POI. See id. The AUVs of imports from the subject countries fell substantially
over the POI, dropping from $565.73 in 2014 to a low level of $384.51 in 2016. See Exhibit I-8.
Domestic prices fell during the POl as U.S. producers were forced to reduce their prices to compete
with low-priced subject imports. These price declines are reflected in the AUVs of domestic
producers’ U.S. shipments, which declined from [ ] per ton in 2014 to | | per ton
in 2016. See Exhibit I-11. These substantial price declines occurred as subject imports continued
to enter the U.S. market in 2016 in increasing volumes, despite declining demand. See Exhibit I-
10. The price depression exerted by the subject imports on domestic producers’ prices has, in turn,

led to a deterioration of U.S. producers’ profitability levels. See Exhibit I-11.
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b. Identification of CASWR ducts for Which Petitioners

Pursuant to the Commission’s regulations, 19 C.F.R. §207.11(b)(2)(iv), Petitioners
recommend that the Commission collect pricing data on the following CASWR products:

PRODUCT 1: Industrial quality wire rod, grade C1006, 5.5 mm
(7/32 inch) through 12 mm (15/32 inch) in diameter, for hangers,
chain link fencing, collated nails and staples, grates, and other
formed products (in green condition, e.g., NOT cleaned, coated,
etc.).

PRODUCT 2: Industrial quality wire rod, grade C1008 through
C1010, 5.5 mm (7/32 inch) through 12 mm (15/32 inch) in diameter,
for hangers, chain link fencing, collated nails and staples, grates, and
other formed products (in green condition, e.g., NOT cleaned,
coated, etc.).

PRODUCT 3: Mesh quality wire rod, grades C1006 through
C1015, 5.5 mm (7/32 inch) through 14 mm (9/16 inch) in diameter,
for manufacturing of concrete reinforcement products such as wire
for A-82 applications (in green condition, e.g. NOT cleaned, coated,
etc.).

PRODUCT 4: Grades C1050 through C1070, 5.5 mm (7/32 inch)
through 6.5 mm (1/4 inch) in diameter, for spring applications
excluding valve spring (in green condition, e.g. NOT cleaned,
coated, etc.).

PRODUCT 5: Industrial quality wire, Grades C1060 through 1065,
5.5 mm (7/32 inch) through 17.5 mm (11/16 inch) in diameter, for
spring wire rod used in upholstery and mechanical applications, as
well as oil-tempered spring applications.
These price descriptors accounted for a significant percentage of sales made in the United

States of CASWR during the POI and, accordingly, are the appropriate products for the

Commission’s analysis and comparison of U.S. producer and import prices
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3. Unfairlv Traded Imports Have an Iniurious Impact on the
Domestic CASWR Industry

The domestic CASWR industry has suffered material injury by reason of the subject
imports, as demonstrated by sales lost to the unfair imports and depressed U.S. prices. Subject
imports have undersold domestically-produced CASWR, resulting in price depression, declining
trade indicators, and financial deterioration, as evidenced in domestic producers’ inadequate net
and operating margins that declined significantly in 2016. These data, as described in more detail
below, demonstrate a causal link between the unfairly traded imports and the material injury being
suffered by the U.S. industry producing CASWR.

a. The Domestic Industrv Has Declines in Kev Trade
Factors

Subject imports surged over the period, despite declining demand, between 2014 and 2016
(see Exhibit 1-10), leading to the domestic industry’s (1) declining net sales; (2) declining U.S.
prices; (3) deteriorating financial performance; and (4) lost sales and revenues. U.S. producers
suffered as unfairly low-priced subject imports continued to enter the United States and capture an
increasing market share.

In 2016, as subject imports reached their highest market penetration, numerous domestic
industry trade and financial indicators declined. See Exhibits I-10 and I-11. U.S. producers’
production capacity fell between 2014 and 2016. See Exhibit I-11. Further, domestic producers’
average U.S. shipments unit value declined by [ ] percent from 2014 to 2016. Id. U.S.
producers’ capacity utilization stood at | 5 1. 0‘ ] percent in 2016 as domestic industry sales
were displaced by unfairly-traded subject imports. Id. The domestic industry has ample capacity
to supply CASWR to meet customers’ requirements, but has been unable to supply more CASWR

to the market due to the high volume of lower-priced dumped and subsidized subject imports.
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In addition, deterioration of U.S. producers’ business has had a negative effect on domestic
industry employment, with a decline in wages paid to production-related workers of [ ] percent
between 2014 and 2016. See id. The growth in volume and unfair pricing of subject imports are
directly affecting the livelihood of workers in the United States.

b Producers’ Declinin
Demonstrates the Iniurious T act of Substantial Volumes of

The financial performance of the domestic CASWR industry also deteriorated as a result
of unfairly traded imports from the subject countries. U.S. producers’ net sales value declined
from [ ]in 2014 to [ ] in 2016, or by [9‘-7] percent, reflecting the price
depression experienced by the domestic industry as a result of subject imports. See Exhibits I-8
and I-11.

The increasing volumes of low-priced imports that undercut U.S. producers’ prices resulted
in severely worsening profits for the U.S. industry. Id. In 2016, when subject imports reached
their highest market penetration, petitioners’ operating income plunged from | ] to
[ ], or by [36'7] percent. Exhibits I-10 and I-11. Domestic producers’ gross profit
also fell from | ] in 2014 to [ ]in 2016 (a [ ] percent decline),
and net income dropped from [ Jto[ l(a] ] percent decline) in that
period. Exhibit I-11. Further, by 2016, U.S. producers’ operating income had weakened to |

] percent as a ratio of net sales. Id. The financial deterioration of the domestic CASWR
industry is directly related to declining sales prices and revenue resulting from increased volumes

of unfairly-priced imports.
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c. Petitioners Have Lost Sales and Revenues to Unfair CASWR

The existence of a causal link between rising volumes of low-priced subject imports and
U.S. producers’ declining profits is corroborated by the anecdotal lost sales and lost revenue
information collected and attached as Exhibit I-12. This exhibit identifies instances in which
Petitioners lost sales to unfairly traded CASWR imports from Belarus, Italy, Korea, Russia, South
Africa, Spain, Turkey, Ukraine, United Arab Emirates, and the United Kingdom, as well as
transactions in which Petitioners lost revenues due to being forced to lower their prices in response
to competing bids from unfairly-traded CASWR imports from the subject countries. Id. This
evidence of lost sales and revenues further ties the financial performance of the domestic industry
to the injurious price and volume of dumped and subsidized subject imports.

G. Conclusion

All of the indicators of material injury are present in this case. The volume of subject
imports was significant both absolutely and relatively over the POI. The subject imports surged
from 2014 to 2016, and reached their highest levels of market penetration at the end of the period
in 2016. The subject imports systematically undersold the domestic product, causing domestic
prices to fall. The domestic industry experienced lost sales and revenue and suffered deteriorating
profitability in 2016. The domestic industry’s data demonstrate that it suffered material injury by
reason of unfairly low-priced imports of CASWR from Belarus, Italy, Korea, Russia, South Africa,

Spain, Turkey, Ukraine, United Arab Emirates, and the United Kingdom.
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IV.  UNFAIRLY TRADED CASWR IMPORTS FROM BELA
KOREA. RUSSIA. SOUTH AFRICA. AIN. TURKEY. UKRAINE. UNITED
ARAB EMIRATES. AND THE KINGDOM THREATEN THE
DOMESTIC INDUSTRY WITH A DITIONAL MATERIAL INJURY

A. Introduction

In addition to analyzing present material injury, the statute requires the Commission to
determine whether the domestic industry is threatened with material injury by reason of the unfair
imports. 19 U.S.C. § 1677(7)(F). Here, subject imports also threaten the domestic industry with
further material injury. Because its financial performance was adversely affected by the subject
imports during the POI, the domestic CASWR industry is also vulnerable to further injury by
imports. The rapid and dramatic increase in both the volume of subject imports and their market
share demonstrates the ability of the subject imports to enter the U.S. market quickly and in large
quantities. The subject imports have also had demonstrable negative price effects, as the rising
volume of subject imports forced domestic producers to lower their prices in an attempt to avoid
further loss of market share.

Producers of CASWR in the subject countries have both substantial capacity and
substantial excess capacity that can be used to significantly increase exports to the United States.
Taken together, these factors will make it difficult or impossible for the domestic CASWR industry
to generate the level of profit necessary to fund research and development and to make capital
investments needed to remain competitive unless trade relief is granted. Indeed, as discussed in
section IV.C., the statutory factors that the Commission is required to consider demonstrate that
subject imports threaten the domestic industry with further material injury. In the absence of trade
relief, subject imports will capture increasing volume and market share, causing additional harm

to U.S. producers.
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In examining the threat of material injury by subject imports, the Commission is directed
to examine a number of factors specified in the statute, including (1) an increase in foreign
producers’ productive capacity or existing unused capacity; (2) a significant rate of increase of the
volume or market penetration of the subject imports; and (3) the likelihood that imports of the
subject merchandise are entering at prices that will have a significant depressing or suppressing
effect on domestic prices. See 19 U.S.C. § 1677(7)(F)(i). There is ample evidence that imports
of CASWR from Belarus, Italy, Korea, Russia, South Africa, Spain, Turkey, Ukraine, United Arab
Emirates, and the United Kingdom also present a massive and imminent threat of further material
injury to the domestic industry.

B. The Commission Should

The Commission is authorized to cumulate subject imports in assessing threat of material
injury if the statutory conditions necessary for cumulation in the material injury analysis are
present. See 19 U.S.C. § 1677(7)(H). As discussed in section IL.E. above, the statutory factors
supporting a cumulative analysis have been met in this case, and the Commission should cumulate
the volume and price effects of all subject imports in its threat analysis as well.

C. with Additional Material
Injury

1 The Domestic CASW
rts

The starting point for the Commission’s assessment of threat is the question of whether the
domestic industry is vulnerable to material injury by reason of the subject imports. See
and M USITC Pub. 4193 (Final) (Nov. 2010), at 34,

Certain Seamless Carbon and Alloy Steel Standard. Line. and Pressure Pive from China. USITC
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Pub. 4190 (Final) (Nov. 2010), at 27-28. To assess vulnerability, the Commission will consider
the various indicators of performance for the industry. The Commission gives special weight to
the domestic industry’s performance at the end of the POL

, USITC Pub. 4193 at 34.

The domestic CASWR industry is extremely vulnerable to further material injury by reason
of the subject imports. As explained above, by 2016 when subject imports reached their peak
market share, U.S. producers had suffered a [ ] percent decline in operating income compared
to 2014. See Exhibits I-10 and I-11; section IIL.F.3., supra. The domestic industry’s net sales
values declined over the POI, and workers in the domestic industry lost significant wages. Exhibit
I-11. The Commission should accordingly determine that the domestic CASWR industry is
vulnerable to material injury by reason of the subject imports.

2. Subiect Imports Rapidlv and Significantlv T in Volume
and Market Share

The Act provides that “a significant rate of increase of the volume or market penetration
of imports of the subject merchandise” shall be considered in determining whether the domestic
industry is threatened with material injury from the subject imports. 19 U.S.C. § 1677(7)(F)(i)(I1D).
In this case, there have been dramatic increases in both the volume and market penetration of
subject imports over the POL.

As discussed above, the volume of subject imports increased by 56.3 percent during the
2014 to 2016 period, to a peak market share of [ |5. 0] percent in 2016. See Exhibit I-10. Subject
imports continued to increase between 2015 and 2016 while demand declined. See id. The
Commission will consider increases in import volumes in the context of domestic demand. Import

volumes that increase faster than demand indicate a threat to the domestic industry. See, e.g.,
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, USITC Pub. 4494 (Final) (Nov. 2014), at 35.
Subject import volume was at its peak in 2016, up by 56.3 percent since 2014, while apparent
domestic consumption declined over the POI. See Exhibit I-10. This substantial and rapid
increase in subject imports in the face of declining demand is clear evidence of threat of material
injury.

the Likelihood of Substantial Increase in
Imports

In making a threat determination, the Commission shall consider “any existing unused
production capacity or imminent, substantial increase in production capacity in the exporting
country indicating the likelihood of substantially increased imports.” 19 U.S.C. § 1677(7)(F)(Q){D).
The Commission will also consider whether other export markets are available to the subject
producers that could absorb excess production. Id. In this case, the availability of capacity for
increased exports to the United States from the subject countries threatens the domestic CASWR
industry.  See , USITC Pub. 4494 at 36;

, USITC Pub. 4144 (Final)
(April 2010), at 25-26.

The subject countries currently have wire rod production capacity of approximately [

| tons. See Table 3 below; Exhibit I-14. CASWR producers in the subject countries,
however, are currently producing at levels well below their capacity. Table 3 shows the wire rod
production capacity of the subject countries in 2016, along with their estimated wired rod

production volume and the amount of unused capacity.
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TABLE 3
PRODUCTION CAPACITY, PRODUCTION, AND EXCESS CAPACITY, 2016
short tons

Belarus [ 1¢
Italy
Korea
Russia

South Africa

Spain
Turkey
Ukraine
UAE
United
Kingdom
Total [

Source: [
Sowr e

83l 503

— — p— — — — — p— — —
o — — — — — — — — —
el el el — — — — —

p— — — o p— — — — — p—
et e el — — — — — —

j—
p—
—
—_—
—_—

As Table 3 shows, each of the subject countries had significant excess capacity in 2016,
and cumulatively, the subject producers had huge excess capacity of | | tons — or more
than [ ] the level of U.S. consumption of CASWR in 2016. Total subject imports in 2016
were 708,345 tons, or | ] percent of the subject producers’ idle capacity. See Exhibit
I-14. Further, many subject producers continued to add CASWR production capacity during the

POI or have plans to do so in the near future. See Exhibit I-15. Thus, the subject producers have

Sowrel
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the ability to increase exports to the United States significantly without encountering any capacity
constraints. The rapid increase in subject imports by over 56 percent over the POI demonstrates
that the foreign subject producers are able to quickly and injuriously penetrate the U.S. CASWR

market.

The statute provides that, in determining whether the domestic industry is threatened with
material injury, the Commission should consider “whether imports of the subject merchandise are
entering at prices that are likely to have a significant depressing or suppressing effect on domestic
prices, and are likely to increase demand for further imports.” 19 U.S.C. § 1677(7)(F)A)(IV).
Subject imports have had such effects. See supra section IIL.F.2. In particular, the rise in the
volume of low-priced subject imports led to a sharp decline in prices for the domestic product
between 2014 and 2016. See Exhibits I-8 and I-11. Given continuing high levels of subject
imports, at prices substantially underselling the domestic like product, it is likely that the decline
in domestic prices will continue. Thus, this statutory factor shows that the domestic industry is
threatened with additional material injury from subject imports.

5.

CASWR producers in Belarus, Italy, Korea, Russia, South Africa, Spain, Turkey, Ukraine,
United Arab Emirates, and the United Kingdom are export-oriented, with the United States being

one of their primary export markets. Evidence demonstrates that [ | /\.MS“’Mj IK—MO‘V‘
/Q’u’n’\ Yl Soruree ] CASWR producers in the subject countries to send their

production to other markets, including the United States. See Exhibit I-15.
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6. The Governments of T
e Subsidies

Turkey and Italy encourage exportation of CASWR through countervailable subsidies. As
part of its threat analysis, the Commission must consider “if a countervailable subsidy is involved”
and, in particular, “whether the countervailable subsidy is a subsidy described in Article 3 or 6.1”
of the WTO Agreement on Subsidies and Countervailing Measures. 19 U.S.C. § 1677(7)(F)(i)(]).
Article 3 of the WTO Subsidies Agreement describes subsidies that are prohibited because they
are contingent upon export performance or upon the use of domestic over imported goods.

(Apr. 15, 1994), Marrakesh Agreement
Establishing the World Trade Organization, Annex 1, 1867 UN.T.S. 14, at Art. 3. As
demonstrated in these Petitions, subject producers in Turkey and Italy have received

countervailable subsidies, including numerous export subsidies. Among these subsidies are:

. Export loans, credit, and insurance provided to CASWR producers at preferential
rates by government authorities where receipt of the financing is contingent upon
exporting;

° Preferential income tax treatment or exemptions, contingent upon exporting, for

CASWR producers; and

o Grants provided to CASWR producers and exporters to assist in the defense of trade
disputes, development of export markets or to recognized export performance.

See Petition Volumes XII-XIII.

D. Summary

The domestic CASWR industry is currently experiencing material injury as a result of
unfair imports from Belarus, Italy, Korea, Russia, South Africa, Spain, Turkey, Ukraine, United
Arab Emirates, and the United Kingdom. As difficult as the current situation may be, if recent

trends persist, the domestic industry is threatened with an even worse trade and financial situation
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in the immediate future. The subject producers have demonstrated their ability to rapidly increase
expotts to the United States of unfairly low-priced CASWR that undersells domestic producers by
substantial margins. Inlight of the recent trends in pricing and volume of unfair imports, producers
and exporters in the ten subject countries are likely to continue their assault on the U.S. market

absent the restraining and remedial effects of antidumping and countervailing duty orders.
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V. CONCLUSION

The information presented in these Petitions provides evidence reasonably available to
Petitioners that imports of CASWR from Belarus, Italy, Korea, Russia, South Africa, Spain,
Turkey, Ukraine, United Arab Emirates, and the United Kingdom are being sold in the United
States at less than fair value and that the Governments of Turkey and Italy are providing
countervailable subsidies with respect to the manufacture, production, and export of CASWR.
These Petitions further provide evidence that the domestic industry producing CASWR has been
materially injured, and is threatened with further material injury, by reason of unfairly-traded
imports. Accordingly, Petitioners request that the U.S. Department of Commerce and the U.S.
International Trade Commission initiate antidumping duty investigations regarding imports of
CASWR from Belarus, Italy, Korea, Russia, South Africa, Spain, Turkey, Ukraine, United Arab
Emirates, and the United Kingdom and countervailing duty investigations regarding imports of
CASWR from Turkey and Italy.

Respectfully submitted,

/s/Alan H.
Paul C. Rosenthal Alan H. Price
Kathleen W. Cannon Daniel B. Pickard
R. Alan Luberda Derick G. Holt
David C. Smith WILEY REIN LLP
Brooke M. Ringel 1776 K Street, N.W.
KELLEY DRYE & WARREN LLP Washington, D.C. 20006
3050 K Street, N.W., Suite 400 (202) 719-7000
Washington, D.C. 20007
(202) 342-8400 Counsel to Nucor Corporation

Counsel to Gerdau Ameristeel US
Inc., Keystone Consolidated
Industries, Inc., and Charter Steel
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PETITIONERS AND PRODUCERS OF CARBON AND ALLOY STEEL WIRE ROD

Charter Steel

Division of Charter Manufacturing Co.,
Inc.

1658 Cold Springs Road

Saukville, WI

Tel.: (800) 437-8789

Fax: (262) 268-2340

Website: http://www.chartersteel.com/
Contact: William Oberkrieser, Director of
Marketing

Email: OberkrieserB@chartersteel.com

Gerdau Ameristeel US Inc.

4221 W. Boy Scout Blvd., Suite 600
Tampa, FL 33607

Tel.: (800) 637-8144

Fax: (800) 628-9931

Website: https://www.gerdau.com/
Contact: Marcelo Canosa, Director of
Marketing

Email: marcelo.canosa@gerdau.com

Keystone Consolidated Industries, Inc.
7000 S.W. Adams Street

Peoria, IL 61641

Tel.: (309) 697-7628

Fax: (309) 697-7120

Website:

http://www keystoneconsolidated.com/
Contact: Mark Brachbill, Vice President —
Finance

Email: brachbim@keystonesteel.com

Nucor Corporation

1915 Rexford Road

Charlotte, NC 28211

Tel.: (704) 366-7000

Fax: (704) 362-4208

Website: http://www.nucor.com/
Contact: Douglas Gunson, Legal Counsel
Email: dgunson@nucor.com
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OTHER U.S. PRODUCERS OF CARBON AND ALLOY STEEL WIRE ROD

ArcelorMittal USA LLC! Sterling Steel Company LLC,

One South Dearborn Street Subsidiary of Leggett & Platt Inc.
Chicago, IL 60603 101 Avenue K

Tel.: (312) 899-3500 Sterling, IL 61081

Fax: (312) 899-3798 Tel.: (815) 548-7000

Website: http://www.usa.arcelormittal.com/ Website: www.leggett.com/sterlingsteel/

Cascade Steel Rolling Mills Inc.

3200 NE Highway 99W

P.O. Box 687

McMinnville, OR 97128

Tel.: (503) 472-4181

Fax: (503) 434-5739

Website: http://www.cascadesteel.com/

EVRAZ Rocky Mountain Steel
1612 East Abriendo Avenue
Pueblo, CO 81004

Tel.: (719) 561-6000

Fax: (719) 561-6037

Website: https://evrazna.com/

Oklahoma Steel and Wire

Highway 70 South

Madill, OK 73446

Tel.: (800) 654-4164

Fax: (580) 795-7422

Website: http://www.okbrandwire.com/

Republic Steel

Solon Plant — Wire Processing Division
31000 Solon Road

Solon, OH 44139

Tel: (440) 996-0740

Fax: (440) 996-0741

Website: http://www.republicsteel.com/

' ArcelorMittal USA LLC ceased production of CASWR in the United States in 2015 when it
permanently closed its facility in Georgetown, South Carolina. See Exhibit I-3.
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BELARUS

Bel-Kap-Steel LLC

80 SW 8 Street, Suite 2157
Miami, FL 33130

USA

Tel.: +1 305-810-2828

Fax: +1 305-810-2827

Email: office@belkap.com
Website: http://www.belkap.com/

Byelorussian Steel Works (BMZ)
37 Promyshlennaya Street

Zhlobin

Gomel Region

Belarus 247210

Tel.: +375 2334 54520

Fax: +375 2334 31070

Email: ofwork@bmz.gomel.by
Website:



ITALY

ABS Accaiaierie Bertoli Safau SpA

Via Buttrio 28

Frazione Cargnacco

Pozzuolo del Fruili, Udine

33050 Italy

Telephone: +39 04 32 613 211

Fax: +39 04 32 613 209, +39 02 2624 5371
Email:

Website: www.absacciai.com

AFYV Acciaierie Beltrame SpA

Viale della Scienza 81 Z1

Vicenza

36100 Italy

Telephone: +39 0444 967 111

Fax: +39 0444 967 144, +39 0444 348 591,
+39 0444 348 590 (purchasing)

Email:

Website: www.beltrame.it

Acciaierie di Verona SpA
Zona Industriale Rivoli
Osoppo (UD)

33010 Italy

Telephone: +39 0432 062811
Fax: +39 0432 062822
Email: pittini ittini.it
Website: s
http://www.adv.pittini.it/en/

Alfa Acciai SpA

Via San Polo 152

Brescia, Brescia

25134 Ttaly

Telephone: +39 030 239 11
Fax: +39 030 239 1384
Email:

Website: www.alfaacciai.it

Feralpi Siderurgica SpA
Via Carlo Nicola Pasini 11
Lonato del Garda, Brescia
25017 Italy

Telephone: +39 030 9996
Fax: +39 030 913 2786
Email: feralpi@feralpi.it
Website: ,

Ferriera Valsabbia SpA

Via Marconi 13

Odolo, Brescia

25076 Italy

Postal Address: Casella Postale 30, Odolo,
BS, 25076

Telephone: +39 0365 8270

Fax: +39 0365 826150

Email:

Website: www2.ferriera-valsabbia.com

Ferriere Nord

Rivoli — Zona Industriale

Osoppo, Udine

33010 Italy

Telephone: +39 04 3206 2811

Fax: +39 04 3206 2822, +39 04 3206 2800
Email: ,

Website: ,

Giuseppe & F.lli Bonaiti SpA
Piazza Verdi 3/A

Calolziocorte, Lecco

23801 TItaly

Postal Address: Casella Postale 100,
Calolziocorte, LC 23801
Telephone: +39 0341 633080

Fax: +39 0341 633081

Email:

Website: www.bonaitigiueseppe.it



Acciaierie e Ferriere di Piombino (Aferpi)
(previously Lucchini SpA)

Largo Caduti sul Lavoro 21

Piombino (LI)

57025 Ttaly

Telephone: +39 0565 64111

Fax: +39 0565 36514

Email: ,

Website:

Ori Martin SpA

Via Cosimo Canovetti 13
Brescia, Brescia Province
25128 Italy

Telephone: +39 030 39991
Fax: +39 030 2000

Email:

Website: www.orimartin.it

Riva Forni Elettrici SpA

Viale Certosa 249

Milan, Milan

20151 Italy

Telephone: +39 02 30700

Fax: +39 02 38000346, +39 02 38001201
Email: N/A

Website: www.rivafe.com

Rodacciai SpA

Via Leopardi 1

Bosisio Parini, Lecco

23842 Italy

Telephone: +39 031 87 81 11
Fax: +39 031 87 83 12

Email: ,
info. alr.com
Website: www.rodacciai.com

Stefana SpA

Via Bologna 19

Nave (BS)

25075 Italy

Telephone: +39 030 2539511
Fax: +39 030 2530463

Email: ,
Website: http://www.stefana.it/



KOREA

B2K Wire & Cable Co Ltd

290-26 Koyeon Ri
Woongchon Myeon
Uljoo Gun, Ulsan
Korea

Tel.: +82 51 265 4740
Fax: +82 51 265 4741
Email: b2k@b2k kr
Website:

Daehan Steel Co. Ltd.
1720-7 Songjungdong
Kangsaehu, Pusan
Korea

Tel.: +82 051 311 8444
Fax: +82 051 327 8444
Email: N/A

Website:

Dongil Industries Co Ltd
14-30 Jangheung-dong
Namgu

Pohang City, Kyungbuk
Korea

Tel.: +82 054 285 7251
Fax: +82 054 285 6008
Email: N/A

Website:

Dongkuk Industries Co Ltd

46 Dadong-gil
Chung-gu, Seoul
Korea

Tel: +82 2 316 75000
Fax: N/A

Email: N/A

Website:

Hanwha Corporation

22" Floor

Hanwah Building

1, Jang Gyo-Dong, Jung-Gu
Seoul 100-797

Korea

Tel: +82 2 729 1607 / +82 2 729 1623
Fax: N/A

Email: /
Website:

Hyosung Corporation

235 Banpo-Daero Seocho-Gu
Seoul 06578

Korea

Tel: +822 707 7114

Fax: +82 2 707 8517

Email: N/A

Website:

Hyundai Steel Co.

12 Hunneung-no, Seocho-gu
Seoul

West Pavilion of Hyundai-Kia Motors
Building

Seocho-gu, Seoul 137-938
Korea

Tel: +82 2 3464 6114

Fax: +82 2 3464 6100
Email: N/A

Website:

Kosteel Co Ltd

Houstory 4F 122,

Sagajeong-ro, Dongdaemun-gu

Seoul, Korea

Tel: +82 02 2106 0200 / +82 02 2106 0277
Fax: N/A

Email: /

Website:



POSCO

6261 Donghaean-ro

Nam-gu

Pohang-si, Gyeongsang-buk-do 790-300
Korea

Tel: +82 054 220 0114

Fax: N/A

Email: N/A

Website:

Posco Daewoo Corp

165 Convensia-daero
Yeonsu-gu

Incheon 21998

Korea

Tel: +82 2 759 2114/2110
Fax: +82 2 753 9489
Email: N/A

Website:

Posteel (Posco Steel service & Sales Co
Ltd)

Posteel Tower 735-3

Yeoksam-Dong

Gangnam-Gu, Seoul 135-923

Korea

Tel: +82 2 3469 5000

Fax: N/A

Email: N/A

Website:

SeAH Besteel Corp

Seah Tower 29'" Floor

45 Yanghwa-ro, Mapo-gu
Seoul 121-841

Korea

Tel: +82 02 6970 2000
Fax: +82 02 6790 2181
Email:

Website:

SeAH Specialty Steel Co Ltd

147 Jeokhyeon-ro

Seongsan-gu

Chaangwon-si, Geyongsangnam-do 51708
Korea

Tel: +82 055 269 6114 /+82 02 6970 2363
Fax: 0+82 0550269 6901

Email: ss.kim(@seah.co.kr

Website:

SK Networks Co., Ltd.
90 Namdaemun-ro
Jung-Gu, Seoul 04534
Korea

Tel: +82 70 7800 2114
Fax: +82 2 754 9414
Email:

Website:

Stinko CL Litd.

Room 1512 LG Twintel II Samsungro
508 Gaongnam-Gu, Seoul 06168
Korea

Tel: +82 02 2191 6502

Fax: +82 02 566 8503

Email: N/A

Website: N/A

Sungjin Co. Ltd.

HEX 1704-1706 West

17F Hanshin Intervalley Bldg

707-24 Yeoksam, Dong Gangnam-GU,
Seoul, Korea

Tel: N/A

Fax: N/A

Email: N/A

Website: N/A



RUSSIA

Abinsk Electric Steel Works Ltd
4 Promyshlennaya Street

Abinsk, Krasnodar Region 353320
Russia

Tel.: +7 86150 41 870

Fax: N/A

Email:

Website:

OAO Amurmetal

30 Vagonnaya Street
Komsomolsk-on-Amur, Khabarovsk Region
681000 Russia

Tel: +7 42 1752 9502

Fax: +7 42 71 529 465

Email:

Website:

OAO Beloretsk Metallurgical Plant
(BMK) (operated by Mechel)

1 Blyukhera Street

Beloretsk, Republic of Bashkortostan
453500 Russia

Tel: +7 34792 56980

Fax: +7 34792 40464

Email:

Website:

000 Betall

Md. Central, St. Station 3

Office 206

Domodedovo, Moscow Region

142000 Russia

Tel: +8 495 78 555 48, + 8 800 555 78 48
Fax: N/A

Email: N/A

Website:

Chelyabinsk Metallurgical Plant OJSC
2-ya Paveletskaya Street 14

Chelyabinsk, Chelyabinsk 454047
Russia

Tel.: +7 351 725 3066

Fax: N/A

Email:

Website:

EVRAZ ZSMK - Consolidated West
Siberian Metallurgical Plant

Highway Space 16

Novokuznetsk, Kemerovo Region 654043
Russia

Tel: +7 3843 595 908 / +7 495 363 1963

Fax: N/A

Email:

Website:

nstructional/sib iron steel/
Guryevsk Steel Works

1 Gagarin Street

Guryevsk, Kemerovo Region 652680
Russia

Tel: +7 38463 65 009 / +7 38463 50036/
+7 38463 50036/65480

Fax: +7 38463 65 009

Email:

Website:

Izhstal OAQO (operated by Mechel)
6 Novoazhimova Street
Izhevsk
Udmurt Republic 426006
Russia
Tel: +7 3412 91 05 00
+7 341291 01 10
Fax: +7 3412 78 72 83
Email:
Website:



JSC NLMK Ural

3 Libknekhta street

Redva, Sverdlovsk Oblast 623280
Russia

Tel: +7 3439 726 881

Fax: +7 34397 3 30 83

Email:

Website:

000 KontrForse
416 Lenina Street

Yuzhno-Sakhalinsk, Sakhalin Oblast 693004

Russia

Tel: +8 4242 263642

Fax: N/A

Email: /

Website:

00O Korolevsky Pipe Works

2 Zarechnaya

Ivanteevka, Moscow Region 141281
Russia

Tel: +7 495 2 217 025

Fax: N/A

Email:

Website: http://www .ktzholding.com

Magnitogorsk Iron & Steel Works —
MMK

93 Kirov St.

Magnitogorsk, Chelyabinsk Region 455000
Russia

Tel: +7 3519 24 40 09

Fax: + 35192573 09

Email:

Website:

Mechel OAO (Mechel)

1 Krasnoarmeyskaya St.

Moscow 125167

Russia

Tel: +7 495 221 8888

Fax: +7 495 221 8800

Email:

Website: http://www.mechel.com/

000 Metallinvest

11 Promyshlenny Lane, Office 306
Yekaterinburg, Sverdlovsk Oblast 620137
Russia

Tel: +7 3432 017 122

Fax: +7 343 376 28 47

Email: metallinvest-baza@mail.ru
Website:

Novolipetsk Steel (NLMK)

40, Bolshaya Ordynka str,

Bldg. 3

Moscow 119017

Russia

Tel: +7 495 504 0504 / +7 4742 44 42 22
Fax: +7 4742441111

Email:

Website:

00O Novorosmetall

2km, Park A

Zheleznodorozhnaya Petlya St.
Novorossiysk, Krasnodar Region 353909
Russia

Tel: +7 861 760 6915

Fax: N/A

Email:

Website:

00O PK Metallocenter
8a Ryazansky Avenue
Moscow 109428

Russia

Tel: +7 495 7 302 224
Fax: +7 909 158 35 90
Email:

Website:

Rostov Electrometallurgical Plant Ltd.
54 Chaplygina Street

Shakhty, Rostov Region 346519

Russia

Tel: +8 8636 29 46 00

Fax: +8 8636 29 46 02

Email:

Website:



OAO Severstal

30 Mira Street

Cherepovets, Vologda Region 162608
Russia

Tel: +7 8202 53 0900

Fax: +7 8202 53 0915

Email:

Website:

Volgograd Red October

110 Lenin Avenue

Volgograd 400007

Russia

Tel: +7 8442 74 87 77

Fax: +7 8442 74 88 88
+7 8442 74 89 99

Email:

Website:

PJSC Yenakiieve Iron and Steel Work
(Metinvest International)

Metalurgov 47

Yenakiieve

86429 Ukraine

Tel: +38 06252 9 23 01

Fax: N/A

Email: N/A

Website: N/A

h s



SOUTH AFRICA

ArcelorMittal South Africa (AMSA)
Delfos Boulevard

Vanderbijlpark, Gauteng 1911

South Africa

Tel.: +27 016 889 9111

Fax: +27 016 889 2097

Email: N/A

Website:

Davsteel Division of Cape Gate (Pty) Ltd
Nobel Boulevard

Vanderbijlpark, Gauteng 1911

South Africa

Tel.: +27 016 980 2121/2561

Fax: +27 016 980 2467

Email:

Website:

Scaw South Africa (Pty) Ltd (Trading as
Scaw Metals Group)

Lower Germiston Road

Heriotdale

Johannesburg

Gauteng, South Africa

Tel: 427 011 621 1555

Fax: +27 011 621 1590

Email: info@scaw.co.za

Website:



SPAIN

ArcelorMittal Espana S.A.
Residencia La Granda

Gozon, Asturias

33418 Spain

Tel: +34 985 126 029

Fax: +34 985 126 088

Email:

Website: ,
www.arcelormittal.com

ArcelorMittal Asturias

La Granda

Gozoén, Asturias

33418 Spain

Tel: +34 985 12 60 00

Fax: N/A

Email:

Website: www.arcelormittal.com

ArcelorMittal Gipuzkoa

Carretera Nacional Madrid, Irun S/N
Olaberria

20212 Spain

Telephone: +34 943 805 000

Fax: +34 943 880 404

Email:

Website: www.arcelormittal.com

Celsa Compania Espanola Laminacion
SL

Carrer de la Ferralla 12

Poligono Industrial San Vicente
Castellbisbal, Barcelona

08755 Spain

Tel: +34 937 730 500

Fax: 434 937 730 502

Email:

Website: www.cesla.com

CELSA tlantic SA

Canal de Santo Tomas, s/n

Vitoria, Alava

01013 Spain

Tel: +34 945 121 100

Fax: +34 945 289 223

Email: commercia antic.com
Website: www.celsaatlantic.com

CELSA Group

Carrer de la Ferralla 12
Poligono Industrial San Vicente
Castellbisbal, Barcelona

08755 Spain

Tel: +34 937 730 400

Fax: +34 937 720 276

Email: info@ceslagroup.com
Website:

Sidenor

Barrio Ugarte s/n

Basauri, Bizkaia

48970 Spain

Tel: +34 944 871 500

Fax: +34 944 871 595

Email: ,

Website:

Global Steel Wire S.A.

Lugar de Nueva Montana

Santander, Cantabria

39011 Spain

Tel: +34 942 200 200, +34 942 200 229,
+34 942 200 235

Fax: +34 942 200 252, +34 942 200 250
Email:

Website: www.globalsteelwire.com



Roldan S.A.
Santiago de Compostela No 100
Madrid 28035
Spain
Tel: +34 913 985 147, +34 913 985 100,
+34 913 985 102
Fax: +34 913 985 197
Email:
X.com
Website: www.acerinox.es



TURKEY

Asil Celik Sanayi Ve Ticaret A.S.
Cag Celik Plaza

Esensehir

Emek Mh. NATO Yolu Cd.

No.: 286 Sancaktepe

Istanbul, Turkey

Tel: +90 216 364 4300

Fax: +90 216 420 3853

Email:

Website:

Alp Celik San Ve Tic A.S.

Serifali Mahallesi

Serdivan Sk. No: 45

Umraniye, Istanbul

Turkey

Tel: +90 216 266 3334

Fax: +90 216 526 0502

Email: info@coskungroup.com.tr
Website: alpcelik.com/english/index/php,
www.coskungroup.com.tr

Cag Celik Demir ve Celik Endustri A.S.
Organize Sanayi Bolgesi

Haddeciler Caddesi No.71

Payas, Hatay

31900 Turkey

Tel: +90 326 755 4800, +90 326 755 6722
Fax: +90 326 755 3100

Email:

Website: www.nurmet.com.tr

Corbus Celik San Ve Tic A.S.

Organize Sanayi Bolgesi

Haddeciler Caddesi No.71

Payas, Hatay

31900 Turkey

Tel: +90 326 755 4800, +90 326 755 6722
Fax: +90 326 755 3100

Email: info@nurmet.com.tr

Website: www.nurmet.com.tr

Diler Dis Ticaret A.S.

Tersane Cad Diler Han No. 96 34420
Karakoy

Istanbul, Turkey

Telephone: N/A

Fax: N/A

Email: N/A

Website: N/A

Ege Celik Endustrisi Sanayi Ticaret
Buyukdere Caddesi Kasap Sok.

Santa is Merkerzi No 19 K5

Esentepe, Sisli, Istanbul 34394

Tel: +90 212 275 3838, +90 212 275 3837
Fax: +90 212 275 3845, +90 212 275 1570
Email: N/A

Website:

Enerjia Metal Maden Sanayi Ve Ticaret
A.S.

Energy Plaza

Kavacik Meydani

Beykoz, Istanbul

34805 Turkey

Tel: +90 216 425 6000

Fax: +90 212 425 0025

Email:

Website: www.eh-steel.com

Edemir

Merdivenkdy Yolu Caddesi No: 2
Kiiglikbakkalkoy, Atagehir
Istanbul

34750 Turkey

Tel: +90 216 578 8050

Fax: +90 216 578 8005

Email: iletisim@erdemir.com.tr,

Website: http://en.erdemir.com.tr



Habas Demir Celik

Fuat Pasa Sokak No:26
Soganlik, Kartal

Istanbul

34880 Turkey

Tel: +90 216 453 6400

Fax: +90 216 452 2570
Email:

Website: www.habas.com.tr

Habas Sinai Ve Tibbi Gazlar

Istissal Endustrisi A.S. Fuat Pasa Sokak.
No. 26 34880 Soganlik

Kartal — Istanbul

Turkey

Tel: N/A

Fax: N/A

Email: N/A

Website: N/A

Icdas Celik Enerji Tersane

Devekaldirmi Caddesi No. 21

Glinegli Mahallesi, Bagcilar

Istanbul

34212 Turkey

Tel: +90 212 604 04 04, +90 212 550 47 72,
+90 212 550 41 04

Fax: +90 212 550 20 24, +90 212 651 97 89
Email: icdas@jicdas.com.tr

Website: www.icdas.com.tr

Ilhanlar Haddecilik Boru Profil ve Tekstil
Sanayi Ltd. Sti. (Ilhanlar Group)
Konaklar Mah. Selvili Sk.

No. 3 D.14 Levant

Istanbul, Turkey

Tel: +90 212 281 3612

Fax: +90 212 283 1336

Email: N/A

Website:

Isdemir Iskenderun Demir Ve Celik A.S.
Sht Yuzbasi Ali Oguz Blvd No.1
Iskenderun, Hatay

Turkey

Tel: N/A

Fax: N/A

Email: sales@erdemir.com.tr

Website: www.isdemir.com.tr

Kaptan Demir Celik Enustrisi
Fahrettin Kerim Gokay Caddesi Bestekar
Saadettin Kaynak Sk. No.2

Altunizade, Uskiidar

Istanbul

80690 Turkey

Tele: +90 216 547 4900

Fax: +90 216 428 7474

Email: ,

Website:

Kardemir Dis Ticaret A.S.
Sirakapilar Mah

1583 Sok, No.21 Ka Denizli
Turkey

Tel: N/A

Fax: N/A

Email: N/A

Website: www.kardemir.com

Kibar Dis Ticaret A.S.

Tersane Caddesi, Isik Is Merkezi No. 92
Karakoy, Istanbul

34420 Turkey

Tel: +90 212 256 4970

Fax: +90 212 237 5120

Email:

Website: www kibidisticaret.com,



Kroman Celik San A.S.

Emek Mahallesi Agiroglu Caddessi
No. 155", Darica, Kocaeli

41700 Turkey

Tel: +90 262 679 2000

Fax: +90 262 653 2676

Email: R

Website: www.kromancelik.com.tr

Mertas Turizm Denizcilik
Isletmeciliginakliyat ve Ticaret Anonim
Sirkeri

Fuat Pasa Sokak No.26 K.4/9

Soganlik, Kartal, Istanbul

Turkey

Tel: +90 216-453 64 00

Fax: +90 216-452 55 97

Email: N/A

Website: N/A

SteelForce N.V.

Kurucesme mahallesi Adnan Saygun
Caddesi, No. 67 Mehtap apt D/1 ULUS - PO
34345 Besiktas

Istanbul, Turkey

Tel: +90 212 215 20 36

Fax: +90 212 215 20 56

Email:

Website: N/A

Tosyali Holding

Barbaros Mahallesi, Siitiigu Yolu Caddesi
No. 7, Bati Ataghir

Istanbul, Turkey

Tel: +90 216 544 3600

Fax: +90 216 544 3606

Email: in ,
info(@tosyali.com.tr

Website:

Yolbulan Metal Sanayi ve Ticaret A.S.
Vedat Giinyol Caddesi Dilek Sok., No. 2
Yolbulan Metal Is Merkezi Kat. 5
Kiiciikbakkalkoy, Atasehir

Istanbul, Turkey

Tel: +90 216 577 0395, +90 216 577 0396,
+90 216 577 0397

Fax: +90 216 577 0398

Email: ,
info@yolbulan.com.tr

Website:

Yucelboru Ihracat Istanbulithalat
Pazarlama as Rihtim Cad.

No:44 Kadikoy

Istanbul, Turkey

Telephone: +90 262 648 6800

Fax: N/A

Email: N/A

Website:



UKRAINE

ArcelorMittal Steel Kryvyi Rih OJSC
Dnepropetrovsk region
Kryviy Rih
Ordzhonikidze St., 1
50098 Ukraine
Tel.: +38 056 49 91 695
+38 056 499 31 24
Fax: +38 056 499 8550
Email:

Website:

PJSC Dneprovsky Iron & Steel
Integrated Works

Soborna Str. 18B

Kamyanske, Dnepropetrovsk Region
51925 Ukraine

Tel.: +38 05692 3 30 49, +38 05692
32237

Fax: N/A

Email:

Website:

Metinvest Holding LL.C

116-A Nakhimova Av.

Mariupol 87534

Ukraine

Tel: +38 062 388 16 16

Fax: +38 062 388 16 00

Email: N/A

Website: http://metinvestholding.com

PJSC Yenakiieve Iron and Steel Work
(Metinvest International)

Metalurgov 47

Yenakiieve

86429 Ukraine

Tel: +38 06252 9 23 01

Fax: N/A

Email: N/A

Website: N/A



UNITED ARAB EMIRATES

Conares Metal Supply Ltd.

Plot No. 619-621, P.O. Box 2854
Jebel Ali, Dubai

UAE

Tel.: +971 4 88 35 111

Fax: +971 4 88 36 611

Email: ,

Website: www.conares.com

Emirates Steel Industries PJSC
Industrial City of Abu Dhabi (ICAD)
P.O. Box 9022 Musaffah

Abu Dhabi, UAE

Tel.: +971 2 551 1187

Fax: +971 2 507 2650, +971 2 551 5113
Email: ,

Website: www.emiratessteel.com

Qatar Steel Co FZE

P.O. Box 18255

Jebel Ali Free Zone, Dubai
UAE

Tel.: +971 4 8053111

Fax: +971 4 8053222
Email:

Website:



UNITED KINGDOM

Tata Steel UK Limited
P.O. Box 23 Steel House
United Kingdom

Tel: +44 (0) 7818588545
Fax: N/A

Email: N/A

Website: N/A

Erasteel Kloster

Causeway Avenue

Warrington

WA4 6QB United Kingdom

Tele: + 44 (0)192 565 3939

Fax: +44 (0)192 541 3870

Email: N/A

Website: http://www.erasteel.com

British Steel Ltd (previously Longs Steel
UK Ltd and Tata Steel UK Ltd)

Brigg Road, Scunthorpe

North Lincolnshire

DN16 1BP United Kingdom

Tel: +44 (0) 1724 404040

Fax: N/A

Email:

Website:

Celsa Steel (UK) Ltd
Building 58, East Moors Rd
Cardiff

CF24 5NN United Kingdom
Tel: +44 29 2035 1800

Fax: +44 29 2035 1801
Email: ,

Website: www.celsauk.com

Kiveton Park Steel Ltd.

Dog Kennel Hill, Kiveton Park, Sheffield
S Yorks

S26 6NQ United Kingdom

Tel: +44 1909 770252

Fax: +44 1909 772949

Email: ,
enquiries@kpsteel.com

Website:

Stemcor Holdings Ltd.

City Point, 1 Ropemaker Street
London

EC2Y 9ST United Kingdom
Tel: +44 20 7775 3600

Fax: +44 20 7775 3679

Email:

Website: www.stemcor.com



