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UNITED STATES INTERNATIONAL TRADE COMMISSION

Investigation No. 731-TA-749 (Final)

PERSULFATES FROM CHINA

DETERMINATION

On the basis of the record’ developed in the subject investigation, the United States International
Trade Commission unanimously determines, pursuant to section 735(b) of the Tariff Act of 1930 (19
U.S.C. § 1673d(b)) (the Act), that an industry in the United States is materially injured by reason of
imports from China of persulfates provided for in subheadings 2833.40.60 and 2833.40.20 of the
Harmonized Tariff Schedule of the United States, that have been found by the Department of Commerce to
be sold in the United States at less than fair value (LTFV).

BACKGROUND

The Commission instituted this investigation effective July 11, 1996, following receipt of a petition
filed with the Commission and the Department of Commerce by FMC Corporation, Chicago, IL. The final
phase of the investigation was scheduled by the Commission following notification of a preliminary
~ determination by the Department of Commerce that imports of persulfates from China were being sold at
LTFV within the meaning of section 733(b) of the Act (19 U.S.C. § 1673b(b)). Notice of the scheduling of
the Commission’s investigation and of a public hearing to be held in connection therewith was given by
posting copies of the notice in the Office of the Secretary, U.S. International Trade Commission,
Washington, DC, and by publishing the notice in the Federal Register of January 23, 1997 (62 FR 3526).
The hearing was held in Washington, DC, on May 14, 1997, and all persons who requested the opportunity
were permitted to appear in person or by counsel.

! The record is defined in sec. 207.2(f) of the Commission’s Rules of Practice and Procedure (19 CFR §
207.2()).






VIEWS OF THE COMMISSION

Based on the record in this investigation, we determine that an industry in the United States is
materially injured by reason of imports of persulfates from China that have been found by the Department
of Commerce (“Commerce”) to be sold in the United States at less than fair value (“LTFV™).

I DOMESTIC LIKE PRODUCT AND INDUSTRY

A. In General

To determine whether an industry in the United States is materially injured or threatened with
material injury by reason of subject merchandise, the Commission must first define “the domestic like
product” and the “industry.” Section 771(4)(A) of the Tariff Act of 1930 (“the Act”) defines the relevant
industry as the “producers as a whole of a domestic like product, or those producers whose collective
output of the domestic like product constitutes a major proportion of the total domestic production of that
product.”? In turn, the Act defines “domestic like product” as: “[a] product that is like, or in the absence of
like, most similar in characteristics and uses with the article subject to investigation.™

Our decision regarding the appropriate domestic like product(s) in an investigation is a factual
determination, and we apply the statutory standard of “like” or “most similar in characteristics and uses”
on a case-by-case basis.?> No single factor is dispositive, and the Commission may consider other factors it
deems relevant based on the facts of a particular investigation. The Commission looks for clear dividing
lines among possible like products, and disregards minor variations.> Although the Commission must
accept the determination of Commerce as to the scope of the imported merchandise sold at LTFV, the
Commission determines what domestic product is like the imported articles Commerce has identified.®

In its final determination, the Department of Commerce defined the imported articles subject to
investigation as follows:

persulfates, including ammonium, potassium, and sodium persulfates. The chemical formula for
these persulfates are, respectively, (NH,),S,05, K,S,0; and Na,S,0,.”

1 19US.C. § 1677(4)(A).

2 19U.S.C. § 1677(10).

3 See Nippon Steel Corp. v, United States, 19 CIT ___, Slip Op. 95-57, at 11 (Apr. 3, 1995). The Commission
generally considers a number of factors including: (1) physical characteristics and uses; (2) interchangeability; (3)
channels of distribution; (4) common manufacturing facilities, production processes and production employees; (5)
customer or producer perceptions; and, where appropriate, (6) price. See Nippon Steel at 11 n.4; Timken Co. v,
United States, 913 F. Supp. 580, 584 (Ct. Int’l1 Trade 1996).

4 See, e.g., S. Rep. No. 249, 96th Cong., 1st Sess. 90-91 (1979).

5 Torrington Co. v. United States, 747 F. Supp. 744, 748-49 (Ct. Int’1 Trade 1990), aff’d, 938 F.2d 1278 (Fed.
Cir. 1991). ,

¢ Hosiden Corp. v. Advanced Display Manufacturers, 85 F.3d 1561, 1568 (Fed. Cir. 1996) (Commission may
find single like product corresponding to several different classes or kinds defined by Commerce); Torrington, 747
F. Supp. at 748-52 (affirming Commission determination of six like products in investigations where Commerce
found five classes or kinds).

7 62 Fed. Reg. 27,222, 27,223 (May 19, 1997).



Persulfates are salts that are produced in the form of a dry white crystalline powder that is
odorless. The typical merchandise sold has a persulfate content of 98 percent or above. They are all
derived from a common source, persulfuric acid, and the active ingredient for all three salts is the persulfate
anion. Persulfates have two major applications: (1) as catalysts or “initiators” in the process of
polymerization and (2) as oxidants in cleaning, microetching and plating processes. The polymerization
application accounts for about *** percent of the demand for persulfates when measured by volume, with
oxidation applications accounting for the remaining *** percent. Persulfates as catalysts are primarily used
in latex for carpet backing and paper coating, acrylic latex paint, water treatment, and other acrylics and
polyvinyls used in adhesives. Persulfates as oxidants are primarily used in printed circuit boards, textiles,
film processing, and soil stabilization.®

B. Domestic Like Product

In the preliminary phase of this investigation, the Commission examined one domestic like product
issue: whether persulfates should be defined as a single domestic like product, or as three, i.e. ammonium,
potassium and sodium persulfates. The Commission found these three types of persulfates to constitute one
domestic like product, citing similarities in physical characteristics, general interchangeability and the
identical channels of distribution, as well as common manufacturing facilities, production processes and
production employees, and producer perceptions.’ In this final phase of the investigation, respondents ICC
Chemical Corporation (“ICC”), Shanghai Ai Jian Reagent Works, Shanghai Ai Jian Import & Export
Corporation and Sinochem Jiangsu Wuxi Import & Export Corporation (collectively “Ai Jian”) and Aceto
Corporation (“Aceto”) argue that the Commission should determine that there are three separate like
products. However, they have presented no new evidence in this final phase of the investigation that would
warrant changing our determination.

In view of the similarities in physical characteristics and uses,'® the common manufacturing
facilities and production employees,!! producer perceptions of the products as similar,'? evidence of
interchangeability among the three products,’® and common channels of distribution,'* we once again
determine that there is one domestic like product consisting of ammonium, sodium and potassium
persulfates.

C. Domestic Industry and Related Parties

In considering the effect of the subject imports on the domestic industry, the Commission’s practice -
has been to include within the domestic industry all domestic production, whether toll-produced, captively

¥ Confidential Report (“CR”) at I-2 - I-3, Public Report (“PR”) at I-2.

® Persulfates from China, Inv. No. 731-TA-749 (Preliminary), USITC Pub. 2989 (Aug. 1996), at 4-5
(“Preliminary Determination™).

 CRatI-2-1-3,PRatI-2.

1 CRatI-3,PRatl-2 -1-3.

2 CRatI4, PR atI-3.

B CRatI4,PRatl-3 -14.

4 CRatl-5, PRatI4.



consumed, or sold in the merchant market.” Based on our definition of the domestic like product, we
determine that the domestic industry consists of petitioner, FMC Corporation (“FMC”), which is the sole
domestic producer of ammonium, sodium and potassium persulfates.'¢

As noted in our preliminary determination, FMC imported very small amounts of Chinese
persulfates in 1994 and 1995, and thus falls within the purview of the related parties provision.!” In the
preliminary phase of this investigation, we determined that appropriate circumstances did not exist to
exclude FMC from the domestic industry, primarily because the amounts imported were minuscule.'®
Further, FMC’s interest is clearly in production, not importation. There is no new evidence of additional
imports of Chinese persulfates by FMC, or any other developments that warrant a different outcome now.'’
Accordingly, we again find that “appropnate circumstances” do not exist to exclude FMC from the

domestic industry.
IL CONDITION OF THE DOMESTIC INDUSTRY

In assessing whether a domestic industry is materially injured or threatened with material injury by
reason of LTFV imports, we consider all relevant economic factors that bear on the state of the industry in
the United States.”® These factors include output, sales, inventories, capacity utilization, market share,
employment, wages, productivity, profits, cash flow, return on investment, ability to raise capital, and
research and development. No single factor is dispositive and all relevant factors are considered “within
the context of the business cycle and conditions of competition that are distinctive to the affected

industry.”

15 See United States Steel Group v. United States, 873 F. Supp. 673, 682-83 (Ct. Int’l Trade 1994), aff’d, 96
F.3d 1352 (Fed. Cir. 1996).

6 CRat VI-1, PR at VI-1. ,

17 FMC imported ***, CR at IlI-2, PR at III-1. See 19 U.S.C. § 1677(4)(B). In addition, ***. CR at III-2, PR
at III-1. ***_ Petitioner’s Post-Hearing Brief, Exh. 6. Therefore, petitioner would not be subject to the related
parties provision of the statute on this basis.

We note that, in the preliminary phase of the investigation, petitioner acknowledged that it had imported
*** sample quantities of persulfates from China in *** that were in the one- to two-kilo range, i.e. roughly 5 to 10
pounds. Petitioner’s Postconference Brief, Exh. 23; Tr. at 31-32. The slight discrepancy in the amounts imported
and the dates of importation does not, in our opinion, compel a different result

'8 Preliminary Determination at 6.

19 Because there is one domestic producer, the figures pertaining to its production and financial condition are
confidential. *** pounds of persulfates were imported from China in 1994, *** pounds in 1995 and *** pounds in
1996. CR at IV-3, PR at IV-2, Table IV-1. Petitioner shipped *** pounds in 1994, *** pounds in 1995 and ***
pounds of persulfates in 1996. See CR at IV-5, PR at IV-2, Table IV-2,

® 19 U.S.C. § 1677(7)(C).

21 m



Several conditions of competition are pertinent to our analysis of the U.S. persulfates industry. 2
First, as respondents have indicated, petitioner is the sole domestic producer of persulfates,? although
competition in the market comes from both subject and non-subject imports. Second, the demand for
persulfates is cyclical and is closely tied to trends in general economic conditions in industries such as
housing, automotive and packaged goods markets.” Third, in August 1995, FMC experienced a
warehouse fire in its only manufacturing plant. The fire destroyed 800 tons of its inventory and shut down
production for six weeks. FMC asserts that there was no short-supply situation in the United States as a
result of the fire, although respondents dispute this claim.?® We note that the quantity of inventory
destroyed in the fire amounted to *** percent of FMC’s total production in 1995.” Nonetheless, there is
evidence in the record that, after the fire, many purchasers sought to develop alterate sources of supply of
persulfates other than FMC.%® Fourth, at approximately the same time as the fire, the European Union
imposed an antidumping duty of 83.3 percent on imports of persulfates from China. The provisional duty
was imposed in June 1995, and the final antidumping duty, also 83.3 percent, was imposed in December
1995.%

2 Commissioner Crawford joins her colleagues in this investigation in a discussion of the “condition of the
industry” even though she does not make her determination based on industry trends. Rather she views the
discussion as a factual recitation of the data collected concerning the statutory impact factors.

B Commissioner Crawford notes that the information in this investigation concerning the domestic industry is
entirely information related to petitioner, the sole domestic producer. Consequently, virtually all of the
information relevant to the "condition of the industry" is in petitioner's control. However, the information provided
by petitioner often does not address forthrightly apparent inconsistencies and contradictions. For example,
petitioner's characterization of the state of its persulfates business in this proceeding differs from its optimism for
its business as expressed in other public fora. In addition, petitioner's cost allocations and responses to questions
concerning its financial condition are carefully worded, but most often leave one wondering whether more
complete and useful information is available. Overall, it is most accurate to say that petitioner most often responds
to, rather than answers, questions. Nonetheless, since Commissioner Crawford's determination is based on
whether petitioner would have been materially better off if the subject imports had not been dumped, rather than on
the trends in its financial condition, petitioner's approach to providing information to the Commission, while
troubling, does not affect her determination.

2 CRatIII-1, PR at ITI-1. There is information on the record that Huron Tech Corporation has announced its
intention to construct a persulfate plant. Tr. at 85.

¥ CRatIV-2,PRatIV-2.

% CR at III-1 - I1I-2, PR at ITI-1.

77 CR at ITI-1, CR at ITI-4, Table ITI-1; PR at ITI-2 & Table III-1.

% See CR at II-7, PR at II-4; CR at V-17 - V-22, PR at V-4 - V-5,

¥ CRat VII-2 - VII-3, PR at VII -2. We also note that petitioner internally consumes a small amount of
persulfates for the production of downstream articles. Thus, we must determine whether to apply the statutory
captive production provision in this investigation, 19 U.S.C. § 1677(7)(C)(iv), although no parties have argued that
the captive production provision should apply. This provision applies only if significant production of the domestic
like product is internally transferred and significant production is sold in the merchant market. 19 U.S.C.
§ 1677(7)(C)(iv). As we did in the preliminary phase of this investigation, we conclude that the requirements that
mandate a captive production analysis are not met.

Internal transfers of persulfates amounted to *** percent of total production of persulfates in 1994, 1995
and 1996 respectively. CR at III-4, PR at ITI-2, Table III-1; CR at ITI-6, PR at ITI-2, Table III-2. These figures are
approximately the same as in the preliminary phase of the investigation. Petitioner then reported that between ***

(continued...)



Total apparent consumption increased irregularly during the period of investigation.* The
domestic industry’s share of consumption fluctuated, but showed a slight overall increase between 1994
and 1996.*' U.S. producer’s shipments increased steadily during this period.*> Whereas domestic capacity
to manufacture persulfates was steady throughout the period of investigation, production and, therefore,
capacity utilization increased.*

End-of-period inventories decreased irregularly over the period of investigation.* The average
ratio of inventories to production and the average ratio of inventories to U.S. shipments decreased by ***
between 1994 and 1995, then increased somewhat in 1996, but decreased overall during the period of
investigation.*

The number of production and related workers declined over the period of investigation®® while
hours worked and average hourly wages rose steadily>’ and unit labor costs increased slightly.

» (...continued)
percent of its persulfates production was captively consumed in 1995. Petitioner’s Postconference Brief, Exh. 24.
Based on the actual shipment data obtained from petitioner’s questionnaire response, internal shipments accounted
for *** percent of total shipments in 1995. Preliminary CR at III-5, PR at ITI-2, Table III-2. Thus, we find that
significant production of the domestic like product is not internally consumed.

¥ By quantity, apparent consumption increased from *** pounds in 1994 to *** pounds in 1995, then fell
slightly to *** pounds in 1996. By value, apparent consumption increased from *** in 1994 to *** in 1995, then
decreased to *** in 1996. CR at IV-5, PR at IV-2, Table IV-2.

3 By quantity, the domestic industry’s market share declined from *** percent in 1994 to *** percent in 1995,
then increased to *** percent in 1996. By value, the domestic industry’s market share fell from *** percent to ***
percent between 1994 and 1995, then rose to *** percent in 1996. CR at IV-5, PR at IV-2, Table IV-2.

3 U.S. producer’s shipments increased from *** pounds in 1994 to *** pounds in 1995, then rose further to ***
pounds in 1996. CR at IV-5, PR at IV-2, Table IV-2.

% Throughout the period of investigation, U.S. producer’s capacity remained at *** pounds. Production
increased from *** pounds in 1994 to *** pounds in 1995, then increased to *** pounds in 1996. Between 1994
and 1995, capacity utilization increased from *** percent to *** percent, then increased further to *** percent in
1996. CR at ITI-4, PR at ITI-2, Table ITI-1. Respondent ICC Chemical Corporation claimed that petitioner misled
the Commission with respect to its total capacity to produce persulfates. ICC’s Posthearing Brief at 3-4. There is
evidence on the record that petitioner made an investment allowing it to produce more sodium persulfate, but it did
so at the expense of ammonium persulfate and other salts, and thereby did not increase overall capacity. Tr. at 27-
28, 139-40.

3 Between 1994 and 1995, end-of-period inventories decreased from *** pounds to *** pounds, and then
increased to *** pounds in 1996. CR at III-9, PR at III-3, Table III-3. )

35 The average ratio of inventories to production decreased from *** percent in 1994 to *** percent in 1995,
then increased to *** percent in 1996. The average ratio of inventories to U.S. shipments declined from ***
percent in 1994 to *** percent in 1995, then rose to *** percent in 1996. CR at ITI-9, PR at III-3, Table ITI-3.

% The number of production and related workers decreased from *** to *** between 1994 and 1995, and
remained at *** in 1996. CR at ITI-10, PR at ITI-3, Table IlI-4.

37 Hours worked increased from *** to *** between 1994 and 1995, and increased further to *** in 1996.
Average hourly wages increased from *** in 1994 to *** in 1995, then to *** in 1996. CR at ITI-10, PR at ITI-3,
Table 1114,

3 Unit labor costs were *** per pound in 1994 and 1995, and were *** per pound in 1996. CR at ITI-10, PR at
III-3, Table ITI-4.



The quantity and value of net sales increased slightly during the period of investigation,* while the
unit value of cost of goods sold (COGS)* and the ratio of COGS to net sales both showed large
increases.*! Gross profit decreased steadily over the period, while selling, general and administrative
(SG&A) expenses increased steadily.”> From 1994 to 1995, operating income declined by ***. In 1996,
the domestic industry experienced an operating loss.”® Capital expenditures *** over the period of
investigation, while research and development expenses also increased greatly.*

III. MATERIAL INJURY BY REASON OF PERSULFATES FROM CHINA* ¥

In the final phase of antidumping investigations, the Commission determines whether an industry in
the United States is materially injured by reason of the LTFV imports under investigation.*® In making this
determination, the Commission must consider the volume of imports, their effect on prices for the domestic
like product and their impact on domestic producers of the domestic like product, but only in the context of

¥ Total net sales increased in quantity from *** pounds in 1994 to *** pounds in 1995, then increased further
to *** pounds in 1996. CR at VI-3, PR at VI-1, Table VI-1. In terms of value, total net sales increased from ***
in 1994 to *** in 1995, then increased further to *** in 1996. CR at VI-3, PR at VI-1, Table VI-1.

“ Between 1994 and 1995, the unit value of COGS increased from *** per pound to ***, then increased to ***
in 1996. CR at VI-3, PR at VI-1, Table VI-1.

4 The ratio of COGS to net sales increased from *** percent to *** percent between 1994 and 1995, then
increased to *** percent in 1996. CR at VI-3, PR at VI-1, Table VI-1.

2 Gross profit decreased from *** to *** between 1994 and 1995, then decreased further to *** in 1996.
SG&A r1ose from *** in 1994 to *** in 1995, then rose again to *** in 1996. CR at VI-3, PR at VI-1, Table VI-1.

# Operating income was *** in 1994 and *** in 1995, and there was an operating loss of *** in 1996. CR at
VI-3, PR at VI-1, Table VI-1. We note that respondents have taken issue with petitioner’s allocation of various
costs and expenses and urged us to examine gross profits when making our determination. Respondents’
recalculations continue to show, however, that both gross profit and operating income show declines over the
period of investigation. See, e.g., ICC’s Comments on New Information at 8, 12 (Tables A & B); see also Ai
Jian’s Final Comments at 13-14. '

“ Capital expenditures increased from *** in 1994 to *** in 1995, then increased again to *** in 1996.
Research and development expenses increased from *** in 1994 to *** in 1995, then declined slightly to *** in
1996. CR at VI-9, PR at VI-3, Table VI-3.

“ Based on the foregoing, Commissioner Newquist concludes that the domestic industry producing persulfates
is experiencing material injury.

% In the preliminary phase of the investigation, Vice Chairman Bragg found that there was no reasonable
indication of material injury by reason of the allegedly LTFV subject imports. She did, however, along with the
majority of the Commission, find that there was a reasonable indication of a threat of material injury. See
Preliminary Determination, Additional Views of Vice Chairman Lynn M. Bragg. She notes that her determination
in the final phase of the investigation that the domestic industry is materially injured is based upon an evaluation
of all the evidence in the record, including data for all of 1996.

47 Commissioner Crawford does not join this section of these Views. See her Additional Views.

% 19U.S.C. § 1673d(b). The statute defines “material injury” as “harm which is not inconsequential,
immaterial, or unimportant.” 19 U.S.C. § 1677(7)(A).



U.S. production operations.* Although the Commission may consider causes of injury to the industry
other than the LTFV imports,> it is not to weigh causes.”! %2

For the reasons discussed below, we determine that the domestic persulfates industry is materially
injured by reason of LTFV imports from China.

% 19U.S.C. § 1677(7)B)(T). The Commission “may consider such other economic factors as are relevant to the
determination,” but shall “identify each [such] factor . . . and explain in full its relevance to the determination.” 19
U.S.C. § 1677(7)(B).

% Alternative causes may include the following:

[T]he volume and prices of imports sold at fair value, contraction in demand or changes in patterns of
consumption, trade, restrictive practices of and competition between the foreign and domestic producers,
developments in technology, and the export performance and productivity of the domestic industry.
S. Rep. No. 249, 96th Cong., 1st Sess. 74 (1979). Similar language is contained in the House Report. H.R. Rep.
No. 317, 96th Cong., 1st Sess. 46-47 (1979). B

51 See, e.g., Gerald Metals, Inc, v, United States, 937 F. Supp. 930, 936 (Ct. Int’l Trade 1996); Citrosuco
Paulista, S A, v, United States, 704 F. Supp. 1075, 1101 (Ct. Int’l Trade 1988).

2 Commissioner Newquist further notes that the Commission need not determine that imports are “the
principal, a substantial, or a significant cause of material injury.” S. Rep. No. 249, at 57, 74. Rather, a finding

that imports are a cause of material injury is sufficient. See, e.g., Metallverken Nederland B, V. v, United States,
728 F. Supp. 730, 741 (Ct. Int’l Trade 1989); Citrosuco Paulista, 704 F. Supp. at 1101.
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A. Volume of Subject Imports>

The total quantity of shipments of subject imports more than doubled between 1994 and 1995, and
then increased significantly between 1995 and 1996, for a nearly threefold increase over the period of
investigation. The value of the subject import shipments followed the same trend, tripling between 1994
and 1996.% '

Subject imports also made significant gains in market share over the period of investigation. By
quantity, subject import market share effectively doubled between 1994 and 1995, and increased by almost
another third between 1995 and 1996, for a nearly threefold increase between 1994 and 1996. In terms of
value, subject imports’ market share more than doubled over the period of investigation. .

3 'We have considered ICC’s argument that, in making its injury determination, the Commission must examine
only imports that enter U.S. commerce. That is, shipments that are sent to the United States where they enter a
warehouse and are sold to a non-U.S. destination should not be examined because if they are sold to a non-U.S.
destination, ICC applies for duty drawback and receives a refund on the U.S. duty. ICC maintains that these
represent a substantial amount of its imports and if the Commission considers them in making its injury
determination it would violate the statute and the obligations of the United States under the Antidumping
Agreement. ICC’s Prehearing Brief at 35-36. ICC asserts that imports that are reexported do not meet the
statutory requirement that injury must be by reason of the imported merchandise that Commerce has found to have
been sold at less than fair value. Id. at 38.

‘We note that the statute requires us to make our injury determination based on “the merchandise with
respect to which the administering authority has made an affirmative determination.” 19 U.S.C. § 1673d(b)(1).
Commerce made its final determination with respect to all merchandise and did not exclude reexports. 62 Fed.
Reg. at 27,234. The Commission has rejected in other investigations arguments that it should look only at the
level of import shipments in the United States, and not imports into the United States, because a significant portion
of the imports were merely warehoused and reexported. In these cases the Commission noted that the statute
required it to examine the level of “imports,” and not import shipments in the U.S. market, although it may be
appropriate to consider the degree to which imports are held in inventory instead of being immediately sold as a
factor in assessing the significance of imports. See Ferrosilicon from Kazakhstan and Ukraine, Invs. Nos. 731-TA-
566 & -569 (Final), USITC Pub. 2626 (Mar. 1993), at 22-23; Ferrosilicon from Brazil and Egypt, Invs. Nos. 731-
TA-641-642 (Preliminary), USITC Pub. 2605 (Feb. 1993). Accordingly, we have considered all subject imports --
examining subject import shipment data as opposed to data pertaining simply to imports -- in making our
determination, and have determined that the reexportation of imports has not vitally affected our assessment of the
significance of the imports. We received data on reexportation from three importers: ICC, ***, The data show
that, throughout the period of investigation, a large amount of subject imports were not reexported. In 1994, by
quantity *** percent of these three firms’ imports were not reexported; in 1995, *** percent of their imports were
not reexported; and in 1996, *** percent of their imports were not reexported. By value, in 1994, *** percent of
the three firms’ imports were not reexported; in 1995, *** percent of their imports were not reexported; and in
1996, *** percent of their imports were not reexported. See ICC’s, *** Questionnaire Responses. Respondent ***
did not raise this issue, nor did any other importer. In view of the foregoing, we find that any reexportation does
not significantly affect our analysis. ~

3 In terms of quantity, shipments of imports of persulfates from China increased from *** pounds in 1994 to
*** pounds in 1995, and then to *** pounds in 1996. The value of these imports increased from *** in 1994 to
*** in 1995, and then to *** in 1996. CR at IV-5, PR at IV-2, Table IV-2.

%5 The quantity of subject imports’ market share increased from *** to *** percent between 1994 and 1995, and
then to *** percent between 1995 and 1996. The value of their market share nearly tripled over the period of
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