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INTRODUCTION

This, the 15th edition, 1s the last of a series of reports on
the outcome of escape-clause investigatlions conducted under section 7T
of the Trade Agreements Extension Act of 1951, as amended, and
earlier Executive orders. It contains data on each of the 135
escape-clause investigations instituted by the United States Tariff
Commission during the period April 1948 to October 1962.

The Trade Expansion Act of 1962, which was signed into law by
the President on October 11, 1962, repealed sectlon 7 of the Trade
Agreements Extension Act of 1951. The new act establishes an
"escape clause" procedure for tariff adjustment which replaces that
provided by sectlon 7. The Tariff Commission intends to issue,
when appropriate, reports on the outcome of investigations under
the 1962 act.

A safeguarding clause, commonly known as the standard escape
clause, is included in most of the trade agreements that the Unlted
States has negotiated under the Trade Agreements Act, as amended
~and extended. The standard escape clause provides, 1n essence, that
either party to the agreement may withdraw or modify any concession
made therein, if the article on which the concession was granted
enters in such increased quantities as to cause or threaten serious
injury to the domestic industry producing like or directly competi-
tive articles. Such a clause was first included in the bilateral
trade agreement between the United States and Mexico (1943). Sub-

sequently, the clause was included in the bilateral trade agreement
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between the United States and Pareguay (1947); in thé multilateral
Genefal Agreement on Tariffs and Trade (1948); in the\1936 bilateral
trade agreement between the United States and Switzerland (effective
October 13, 1950); and in the 1939 bilateral trade agreement between
the United States and Venezuela (effective October 11, 1952). The
Trade Agreements Extension Act of 1951 made it mandatory for an escape
clause to be included in all trade agreements that the United States
concluded after 1ts passage, and, as soon as practicable, in all
trade agreements then currently in fo;ce.

Administration of the escape clause before June 16, 1951

Before passage of the Trade Agreements. Extension Act of 1951, the
procedure for administering trade-agreement escape clauses was pro-
vided for by Executive Order 9832 of February 25, l9h7, Executive
Order 10004 of October 5, 1948, and Executive Order 10082 of OctoberFS,
1949. Under these orders, the U.S. Tariff Commission was directed to
conduct investigations to determine the facts and to recommend escape
action for the President's consideration in cases where facts Justi-

" fying the invocation of the escape clause were found to exist.

An important difference between the instructions to the Commis-
sion in the above-mentioned Executive orders and in the later stat-
utes (see below) was that under the Executive orders the Commlission )
was required to make investigations in response to applications by
interested parties only if in its judgment there was "good and suffi-

clent reason therefor." Acting on 1ts judgment, the Commission--
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after "preliminary" investigation and without instituting "formalh
investigations--dismissed 14 of the 21 applications for escape-
clause investigatlions that had been made before the Trade Agreements
Extension Act of 1951 was enacted. However, notwithstanding the
fact that the Commission instituted no "formal" investigations in
these cases, it did, in i1ts "preliminary" investigations, assemble
considerable information before taking action. Essentlally, the
principal differences between "preliminary" and "formal" investi-
gations under the Executive orders were that in the "preliminary"
investigations the Commission held no. hearings and published no
reports of the reasons for its conclusions.

Administration of the escape clause June 16, 1951-October 11, 1962

Section T of the Trade Agreements Extension Act of 1951, as
amended, established a statutory escape-clause procedure that re-
mained in effect until October 11, 1962, when that section was re-
pealed by the Trade Exfansion Act of 1962. Section 7 provided that
the Tariff Commission, upon the request of the President, upon reso-
lution of either House of Congress, upon resolution of either the
Senate Committee on Finance or the House Committee on Ways and
Means, upon its own motion, or upon application by any interested
party, was promptly to conduct an investigation to determine whether
any product on which a trade-agreement concession had been granted .
was, as a result, in whole or in part, of the duty or other customs

treatment reflecting such concession, being imported into the
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Unlted SBtates in such increased quantities, eilther actual or rela-
tive, as to cause or threaten serious injury to the domestic in-
dustry producing like or directly competitive products. The Commis-
slon was required to complete its investigation and make a report
thereon within 6 months of the date it received the application. The
statute required the Commission to hold a hearing in an investigation
whenever it found evidence of serious injury or threat of serious in-
Jury, or whenever it was so directed by resolution of eilther the
Senate Committee on Finance or the House Committee on Ways and Means.
However, the Commisslion usually held a public hearing regardless of
‘this provision. In arriving at its findings and conclusions, the
Commission was required to consider certain factors expressly set
forth in the statute.

If the Commission found, as a result of its investigation, the
existence or threat of serlous injury as a result of lncreased imports
due, in whole or in part, to the customs treatment reflecting the
concession, 1t was required to recommend to the PTesident,.to the
extent and for the time necessary to prevent or remedy such injury,
the withdrawal or modification of the concession in whole or in part,
_or the establishment of an import quota. The Commission was required
to immediately make public its findings and recommendations to the
President, including any dissenting or separate findings and recom-

mendations, and to publish a summary thereof in the Federal Regisfer.

When, in the Commission's judgment, there was no sufficient reason to’
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recommend to the President that a trade-agreement concesrion be
modified or withdrawn, the Commission was to make and publish a
report stating its findings and conclusions.

The Trade Agreements Extension Act of 1958 provided that the
Congress might override the President's rejection of a Tariff Commis-
sion recommendation for escape-clause action. To do so, the Congfess
was required, within 60 days after the President rejected the Commis-
sion's recommendation, to adopt by a two-thirds vote of each House
& concurrent resolution approving the Commission'’s recommendation.

The Trade Agreements Extension Act of 1958 amended section 3
of the Trade Agreements Extension Act of 1951, as amended, by pro-
viding that if in the course of any péeril-point investigation the
Tariff Commission found--with respect to any article on the Presi-
dent's list upon which a tariff concession had been granted--that
an increase in duty or additional import restriction was required to
avold serious injury to the domestic industry producing like or
direcfly competitive articles, the Commission was promptly‘to in-
stitute én escape-clause investigation with respect to that article.

The Trade Agreements Extension Act of 1953, by amending section
330 of the Tariff Act of 1930, changed the effect of certain less-
than-majority decisions of the Tariff Commission. The law author-
ized the President to regard the unanimous findings and recommenda-.
tions of one-half of the number of Commissioners voting as the

findings and recommendations of the Commission in the exercise of
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authority conferred upon him to make changes in lmport restrictions.
If the Commissioners voting were divided into two equal groups,
each of which was unanimous in i1ts findings and recommendations,
the President might regard the findings and recommendations of
either group as the findings and recommendations of the Commission.
The act further specified that if, in any case in which the Tariff
Commission was authorized to make an ihvestigation or hold hearings,
one-half of the number of Commissioners voting agreed that the
investigation or hearing should be undertaken, such investigation
or hearing was to be carried out in accordance with the statutory
authority covering the matter in question. |

As stated earlier, the Trade Expénsion of 1962, repealed section T
of the Trade Agreements Extension Act of 1951. Under section 257(e)(3)
of the new act, any investigations by the Tériff Commission under
section 7 of the Trade Agreements Extension Act of 1951, as amended,
that were in progress on the date of enactment of the Trade Expansion
Act of 1962 were to be.continued under section 301 of that act.

Review of escape-clause actions under Executive Order 10401

The standard escape clause and section T of the Trade Agreements
_Extension Act of 1951, as amended, contemplated that any escape-clause
action that the President took with respect to a particular commodity

would remain in effect only "for the time necessary to prevent or

remedy" the injury.
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By Executive Order 10401, issued October 1h, 1952, the President
established a formal procedure for reviewing escape-clause'actioné.
Parsgraph 1 of that order directed the Tariff Commission to keep M
undervreview developments with regard to products on which trade-
agreement concessions had been suspended, modified,; or withdrawn under
the escape-clause procedufep and to meske periodic reports to the :
President concerning such developments. The Commission was to mske
the first such report in each case not more than 2 years after the
original escape-clause action, and thereafter at intervals of 1 year
as long as the concession remained suspended, modified, or withdrawn
in whole or in part.

Paragraph 2 of Executive Order 104OL provided that the Commission
was to institute a formal investigetion in any case whenever, in the
Cormission's judgment, changed conditions of competition warranted it,
or upon the request of the President; to determine whether, and if so,
to what extent, the withdrawal, suspension, or modification of a trade—
agreement concesslon ;emained necessary in order to prevent or remedy
seriouslinjury or the threat thereof to the doﬁesﬁic industry con-
cerned. Upon completing such an investigation, including a public

hearing, the Commission was to report its findings to the President.
These review procedures were replaced by similar procedures

established in section 351(d) of the Trade Expansion Act of 1962.



Teble l.--Summary: Outcome of escape-clause investigations instituted
by the U.,S. Tariff Commission through Oct. 11, 1962 l/

Investigations instituted by the Commisslon------=---cccaa- —————— 135

Investigations dismissed by the Commission at applicant's
PEQUES T = o= e e e e e e 9

Knit gloves and mittens, wool (6-0) (July 11, 1951)
Hard-fiber cords and twines (4-0) (Jan. 14, 1953)
Fluorspar (1lst investigation) (6-0) (Nov. 23, 1953)
Wood screws (4th investigation) (4-0) (Apr. 9, 1956)
Cotton blouses (5-0) gJune 22, 1956)
Certain cotton cloth (gingham) (5-0) (Jan, 29, 1957)
Creeping red fescue seed (lst investigation) (5-0)

(May 31, 1961)
Umbrella frames ézd investigation) (3-0) (Sept. 21, 1961)
Umbrellas (3-0) (Sept. 21, 1961)

Investigations terminated by the Commission without
formal findings--===m-mecommea———— o —————————— 9

Straight pins (1lst investigation) (6-0) (June 22, 1954)

Safety pins (lst investigation) (6-0) (June 22, 1954)

Leather handbags (6-0) (Mar. 1k, 1956) :

Toyo cloth caps (4-0) (June 21, 1957)

Fine-mesh wire cloth (3-2) (July 14, 1958)

Nails, spikes, tacks, brads, and staples (6-0) (Mar. 12, 1959)

Galvanized fencing wire and galvanized wire fencing (6-0)
(Mar. 12, 1959)

Broadwoven silk fabrics (5-0) (June 25, 1959)

Tennis rackets (4-2) (Apr. 4, 1961)

Investigations continued under the Trade Expansion Act

OF 1962m = m e e e e e e L

Household china tableware and kitchenware
. FRarthenware table and kitchen articles

Hatters' fur (3d investigation)

Softwood lumber

}/ The vote of the Commission (where appliceble) and the date of the
particular action are shown in parentheses.



Investigations completed by the Commlssion~=------cccncccocnmaaancnnaax

Investigations in which the Commission dismissed the appli-
cations after preliminary inquiry under procedure
provided for in Executive orders (no reports issued)---mee-= 1

Marrons (4-0) (Aug. 27, 1948)

Whiskies and spirits (5-0) (Jan. 3, 1949)

Crude petroleum and petroleum products (4-2) (May 3, 1949)
Hops (4-2) (May 11, 1949)

Knitted berets (1lst investigation) (3-3) (July 8, 1949)
Sponges (3-3) (July 22, 1949) -

Narcissus bulbs (6-0) (Jan. 13, 1950) ‘
Knitted berets (24 investigation) (5-1) (Jan. 13, 1950)
Reeds (5-0) (Feb. 17, 1950)

Beef and veal (3~3) (June 30, 1950)

Silk woven fabrics (5-0) (Sept. 21, 19503

Aluminum and alloys (6-0) (Nov. 21, 1950

Lead (5-0) (Jan. 25, 1951)

Stencil silk, dyed or colored (6~0) (June T, 1951)

Investigations in which the Commission decided against
escape action (no reports sent to the President)=-===mmm-n= - 58

Spring clothespins (1lst investigation) (5-1) (Dec. 20, 1949)
Wood screws (lst investigation) (4-2) (Dec. 29, 1951)
Blue-mold cheese (5-1) (June 12, 1952)
Motorcycles and parts (4-2) (June 16, 1952)
Spring clothespins (24 investigation) (3-2) (Aug. 21, 1952)
Groundfish fillets (1lst investigation) 53-2) §Sept. L, 1952)
Bicycles and parts (1lst investigation) (5-0) (Oct. 9, 1952)
Glace cherries (3-2) (Oct. 17, 1952)
Bonito and tuna, not in oil (3-2) (Nov. 26, 1952)
Household china tableware (4-0) (Feb. 6, 1953)
Wood screws (2d investigation) (3-1) (Mar. 27, 1953)
Pregnant mares' urine (4-0) (Apr. 2, 1953)
Chalk whiting (3-1) (Apr. 9, 1953)
Woodwind musical instruments (5-0) (Apr. 28, 1953)

- Cotton-carding machinery (5-0) (July 29, 1953)
Metal watch bracelets and parts (6-0) (Aug. 20, 1953)
Rosaries (6-0) (Aug. 21, 1953)
Mustard seeds (6-0) (Dec. 10, 1953)
Ground chicory (5-0) (Sept. T, 1954)
Coconuts (6-0) (Oct. 25, 195k4)
Wool gloves and mittens (5-1) (Dec. 28, 1954)
Glue of animal origin (6-0) (Jan. 7, 1955)
Hardwood plywood (1lst investigation) (5-0) (Jumne 2, 1955;
Red fescue seed (1lst investigation) (4-0) (June 22, 1955
Dressed rabbit furs (6-0) (Feb. 29, 1956)
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Investigations in which the Commission decided against escape
action (no reports sent to the President)--Continued

Cotton pillowcases (3-2) (Nov. 21, 1956)

Certain Jute fabrics (5-0).(May 15, 1957)
Bicycles (3d investigation) (6-0) (Aug. 19, 1957)
‘Wool felts, nonwoven (5-0) (Jan. 6, 1958)

Garlic (24 investigation) (5-0) (Feb. 19, 1958)
Barium chloride (6-0) (Oct. 10, 1958)
Certain carpets and rugs (lst investigation)
Scissors and shears EEd investigation) €6-O)
Hand-made glassware (24 investigationg 6-0)
Axes and ax heads (5-0) (May 21, 1959

Calf and kip leather (5-0) (May 29, 1959)
Hardwood. plywood 22& investigation) (4-2) (June 22, 1959)

Mink skins (6-0) (Sept. 17, 1959)

Red fescue seed (24 investigation) (5-0) (Oct. 28, 1959) .

Zine sheet (3-2) (Jan. 1%, 1960)

Women's and children’s leather gloves (5-0) (Mar. 21, 1960)
Typewriters (6-0) (May 10, 1960)

Lamb, mutton, sheep, and lembs (4-2) (June 1, 1960)

Barbed wire (4-0) (Aug. 3, 1960)

Cast-iron soil-pipe fittings (6-0) (Aug. 23, 1960)

Crude horseradish (6-0) (Sept. 15, 1960)

Hatters! fur (2d investigation) (6-0) (Oct. 7, 1960)

Iron ore.(5-0) (Dec. 30, 1960)

Ultremarine blue (6-0) (Mar. 16, 1961)

Plastic raincoats (4-2) (Mar. 29, 1961)

Cantaloups (6-0) (Mar. 30, 1961) -

Cellulose filaments (rayon staple fiber) (4-2) (Apr. 10, 1961)
Watermelons (6-0) (Apr. 20, 1961)

Rolled glass (3-2-1) (May 25, 1961)

Procaine and salts and compounds thereof (3-0) (Nov. 2, 1961)
Standard clothespins (5-0) (Feb. 1k, 1962) -
Creeping red fescue seed (2d investigation) (3~2) (May 21, 1962)
Vanillin (5-0) (Aug. 20, 1962)

3-2) (Jan. 12, 1959)
Feb. 25, 1959)

Mey 6) 1959)

Investigations in which the vote of the Commission was
evenly divided (reports sent to the President)-=----me=aceea- 8

Handmade blown glassware (lst investigation) (3-3) (Sept. 22, 1953)
Spring clothespins (3d investigation) (3-3) (Oct. 6, 195k4)

Wood screws (3d investigation) (3-3) (Oct. 28, 195&3

Fluorspar (2d investigation) (3-3) (Jan. 18, 1956)
Para-aminosalicylic acid (3-3) (June 14, 1956)

Binding twines (2-2) (Dec. 9, 1960)

Hard-fiber cords and twines (2-2) (Dec. 9, 1960)

Alsike clover seed (2d investigation) (2-2) (Aug. T, 1961)
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Investigations in which the Commission decided in favor
of escape action (reports sent to the President)=-=-we-e- 33

Women's fur felt hats and hat bodies (5-0) (Sept. 25, 1950)
Hatters! fur (lst investigation) (6-0) (Nov. 9, 1951)
Garlic (1lst investigation) (4-2) (June 6, 1952)

Watches (1st investigation (L-2) (June 1k, 1952)

Dried figs (5-0) (July 24, 1952)

Tobacco pipes and bowls (4-0) (Dec. 22, 1952)
Screen-printed silk scarves (4-0) (Apr. 13, 1953)

Scissors and shears (lst investigation) (4-2) (Mar. 12, 1954)
Groundfish fillets (24 investigation) (3-2) (May 7, 1954)
Lead and zinc (1lst investigation) (6-0) (May 21, 1954)
Alsike clover seed (lst investigation) (6-0) (May 21, 1954)
Watch movements (24 investigation) (4-2) (May 28, 1954)
Bicycles (24 investigation) (4-1) (Mar. 1k, 1955)
Ferrocerium (lighter flints) (6-0) (Dec. 21, 1955)
Toweling of flax, hemp, or ramie (6-0) (May 15, 1956)
Groundfish fillets (3d investigation) (6-0) (Oct. 12, 1956)
Velveteen fabrics (6-0) (Oct. 24, 1956)

Violins and violas (3-2) (Jan. 29, 195T)

Straight pins (24 investigation) (4-2) (Jan. 30, 1957)
Safety pins (24 investigation) (4-2) (Jan. 30, 1957)

Spring clothespins (4th investigation) (4-1) (Sept. 10, 1957)
Stainless-steel table flatware (6-0) (Jan. 10, 1958)
Umbrella frames (1lst investigation) (3-2) (Jan. 1k, 1958)
Clinical thermometers (3-2) (Feb. 21, 1958)

Lead and zinc E2d investigation) (6-0) (Apr. 2k, 1958)
Tartaric acid (5-0) (Jan. 14, 1959)

Cream of tartar (3-2) (Jan. 1k, 1959)

Cotton typewriter-ribbon cloth (4-0) (June 30, 1960)
Baseball and softball gloves (6-0) (May 1, 1961)

Ceramic mosaic tile (6-0) (May 10, 1961)

Sheet glass (6-0) (May 17, 1961)

Certain carpets and rugs (2d investigation) (4-0) (Aug. 3, 1961)
Straight pins (3d investigation) (4-2) (Feb. 28, 1962)
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Action by the President on recommendations of the
Commission In favor of escape action==----cemececccmciacmmnaaaa-x - 41

i

President invoked the escape clause------ e —— —mmccmmmean. 15

Women's fur felt hats and hat bodies (Oct. 30, 1950)
Hatters' fur (lst investigation) (Jan. 5, 1952)

Dried figs (Aug. 16, 1952)

Alsike clover seed (1lst investigation) (June 30, 195k4)
Watch movements (24 investigation) (July 27, 1954)
Bicycles (24 investigation) (Aug. 18, 1955)

Toweling of flax, hemp, or ramie (June 25, 1956)
Spring clothespins (4th investigation) (Nov. 9, 1957)
Safety pins (24 investigation) (Nov. 29, 1957)
Clinical thermometers (Apr. 21, 1958)

Lead and zinc (2d investigation) (Sept. 22, 1958)
Stainless~steel table flatware EOct. 20, 1959)

Cotton typewriter-ribbon cloth (Aug. 23, 1960)

Sheet glass (Mar. 19, 1962)

Certain carpets and rugs (24 investigation) (Mar. 19, 1962)

President declined to invoke the escape clause===-==mmmmmmman= 26

Garlic (1st investigation) (July 21, 1952)
Watches (lst investigation) (Aug. 1L, 1952)
Tobacco pipes and bowls (Nov. 10, 1953)
Scissors and shears (lst investigation) (May 11, 1954)
Groundfish fillets (24 investigation) (July 2, 1954)
Lead and zinc (1lst investigation) (Aug. 20, 1954) ,
Handmade blown glassware (lst investigation) (Sept. 9, 195k4)
Spring clothespins (3d investigation) (Nov. 20, 1954)
Screen-printed silk scarves (Dec. 23, 1954) ‘
Wood screws (3d investigation) (Dec. 23, 195k4)
Fluorspar (2d investigation) (Mar. 20, 1956)
Para-aminosalicylic acid (Aug. 10, 1956)
Ferrocerium (lighter flints) (Nov. 13, 1956)

" Groundfish fillets (3d investigation) (Dec. 10, 1956)
Velveteen fabrics (Jan. 22, 1957)
Straight pins (24 investigation) (Mar. 29, 1957)
Violins and violas (Mar. 30, 1957)
Umbrella frames (lst investigation) (Sept. 30, 1958)
Tartaric acid (Mar. 14, 1959)
Cream of tartar (Mar. 1k, 1959)
Binding twines (Feb. 7, 1961)
Hard-fiber cords and twines (Feb. 7, 1961)
Alsike clover seed (2d investigation) (Oct. 1, 1961)
Baseball and softball gloves (Mar. 19, 1962)
Ceramic mosaic tile (Mar. 19, 1962)

Straight pins (3d investigation) (Apr. 28, 1962)
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Table 2.--Outcome of individual escape-clause investigations instituted
by the U.S. Tariff Commission through Oct. 11, 1962 1/

Commodity

Status

le Marrongewecececcananme=

2. VWhiskies and spirits---

3. Spring clothespins

' (1st investigation).
(Investigation No. 1;
E.0. 10082)

Origin of investigation: Application by
G. B. Raffetto, Inc., New York, N.Y.

Application received: Apr. 20, 1948.

Application dismissed after preliminary
inquiry: Aug. 27, 1948,

Vote of the Commission: L-~O.

Reference: No report issued.

Origin of investigation: Application by
U.S. Distillers Tariff Committee, Wash-
ington, D.C. (on behalf of 28 distill-
ing companies). .

Application received: Sept. 7, 1948,

Application dismissed after prelimlnanz
inquiry: Jan. 3, 1949,

Vote of the Commission: 5-0,

Reference: No report issued.

Origin of investigation: Application by
Dellerritt Co., Waterbury, Vt., and 6
other producers.

Application received: Nov, 10, 1948,

Investigation instituted: Apre. 27, 1949.

Hearing held: June 1, 1949,

Investigation completed: Dece 20, 1949,

Recomnendation of the Commission: No
modification of concession,

Vote of the Commission: 5-1,

Reference: U, Se. Tariff Commission,
Spring Clothespins: Report to the

President on the /Escape-Clause/ Invest-
No, 168, 24 ser.,

igation « « o, Rept.
1950,

}/ Applications are listed in the order in which they were received,



Commodity

Status

5a

6o

To

Knitted berets,
wholly of wool
(1st investiga-
tion).

Crude petroleum and
petroleum productse.

Hops=-- -

Reeds, wrought or
manufactured from
rattan or reeds,
cane wrought or
manufactured from
rattan, cane webbing,
and split or par-"
tially manufactured
ra‘ttan, nQSOPOfo

Origin of investigation: Application by
American Basque Berets, Inc., New York;
N.Y,

Application received: Feb. 11, 1949.

Application dismissed after preliminary
inquiry: July 8, 1949.

Vote of the Commission: 3-3,

Referencet No report issued.

Origin of investigation: Application by
Independent Petroleum Association of
America, Washington, D.C.

Application received: Feb. 15, 19L9.

Application dismissed after preliminary

inquiry: May 3, 1949 '
Vote of tge Commission: ' L=2. o
Reference: -No report issued.

Origin of investigation: Application by
United States Hop Growers Association,
San Francisco, Calif.,

Application received: Mar. 28, 1949.

Application dismissed after preliminary
inquiry: May 11, 1949,

Vote of the Commission: L-2.

Reference: No report issued.

Origin of investigation: Application by
American Rattan & Reed Manufacturing
Co., Brooklyn, N.¥Y.

Aoplication received: May 20, 19L9.

Application dismissed after preliminary
inguiry: Feb. 17, 1950.

Vote of the Commission: 5-0.

Reference: No report issued.
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Commodity

Status

8. Narcissus bulbg-——cem—w

‘9. Sponges, n.s.p.f-------

10, Knit gloves and knit .

mittens, finished
or unfinished,
wholly or in chief
value of wool.

Gloves and mittens;
embroidered in any
manner, wholly or
in chief value of
wWool.

- Gloves and mittens,
knit or crocheted,
finished or un-
finished, wholly
or in chief value
of cottone.

Origin of investigation: Application by
Northwest Bulb Growers Association,
Sumner, Wash.

Application received: June 9, 1949,

Application dismissed after preliminary
inquiry: Jan. 13, 1950,

Vote of the Commission: 6-0,

Reference: No report issued.

Origin of investigation: Application by
Sponge Industry Welfare Committee,
Chamber of Commerce, Board of City _
Commissioners, and Greek Cormmunity, all
of Tarpon Springs, Fla. '

Application received: June 1li, 1949.

Application dismissed after preliminary
inquiry: July 22, 19L9.

Vote of the Commission: 3-3,

Reference: No report issued.

Origin of investigations: Application by
Association of Knitted Glove and Mitten
Manufacturers, Gloversville, N.Y.

Application received: Aug. 5, 1949,

Action on application deferred to give
opportunity for further observation and
study: Nove. 22, 1919,

Application dismissed ab applicant's
request: July 11, 1951,

Vote of the Commission: 6-0,
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Commodity

Status

11, Knitted berets,
wholly of wool

(2d investigation),

.12, Woven fabrics in
the piece, wholly
of silk, bleached,
printed, dyed, or
colored, and
valued at more than

$5.50 per pound.

Women's fur felt
hats and hat bodies.
(Investigation
No. 23 E.O. 10082)

13.

Origin of investigation: Application by
American Basque Berets, Inc., New York,
N.Y.

Application received: Nove 23, 19L9.

Application dismissed after preliminary
inguiry: Jan. 13, 1950.

Vote of the Commission: 5-l.

Reference: No report issued.

Origin of investigation: Application by
Textile Section of the Manufacturers
Division of the Greater Paterson Chamber
of Commerce, Paterson, N.J.

Application received: Jan. 5, 1950,

Apollcatlon dismissed after prellmlnarx

inquiry: Sept. 20, 1950.
Vote of the Commission: 5-0,
Reference: No report issued,

Origin of investigation: Application by
Hat Institute, Inc., and United Hatters,
Cap & Millinery Workers International
Union, New York, N.Y.

Application received: Jan. 2L, 1950.

Investigation instituted: Apr. 7, 1950,

Hearing held: May 9, 1950.

Investigation completed: Sept. 25, 1950,

Recommendation of the Commission: With-
drawal in whole of the concession,

Vote of the Commission: 5-0.,

Action of the President:s Concession
withdrawn by Presidential proclamation
2912 (15 F.R. 7L15; 3 CFR, 1949-1953
Comp., 96) of Oct. 30, 1950, effective
Dec, L, 1950,

Reference: U.S. Tariff Commission, Women's
Fur Felt Hats and Hat Bodies: Report to
the President on the Escape-Clause In-
vestigation . . ., Rept. No. 170, 2d
ser., 1951,




17

Cormodity

Status

. Stencil silk, dyed
or colored.

15, Beef and veal,
fresh, chilled,
or frozen.

16, Aluminum and alloys,
in crude form
(except scrap).

Aluminum in coils,
plates, bars,
rods, etc,

Origin of investigation: Application by
Albert Godde Bedin, Inc., New York, N.Y,

Application received: Jan. 30, 1950,

Application dismissed after preliminary
inquiry: June 7, 1951,

Vote of the Commission: 6-0.

Reference: No report issued.

Origin of investigationt Application by
Western States Meat Packers Association,
San Francisco, Calif.; and Washington,
DOCO

Application received: Mar. 16, 1950,

Application dismissed after preliminary
inquiry: June 30, 1950,

Vote of the Cormission: 3-3.

Heference: No report issued,

Origin of investigation: Applications by
Reynolds Metals Co., Louisville, Ky,
and Kaiser Aluminum & Chemical Corp.,
Washington, D.C. :

Applications received: Mar. 2k, 1950,
and Apre. 7, 1950, respectively.

Applications dismissed after preliminary
inquiry: Nov. 21, 1950,

Vote of the Commission: 6-0,

Reference: No report issued,
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Commodity Status

17. Lead-bearing materi- Origin of investigation: Applications by
als, lead, and Emergency Lead Committee, New York, N.Y.,
lead scrap. and New Mexico Miners and Prospectors

Association (on behalf of Lead Pro-
ducers of New Mexico), Albuguerque,
N, Mexe

Applications received: May 11, 1950, and
May 10, 1950, respectively.

Applications dismissed after preliminary
inquiry; Jan. 25, 1951.

Vote of the Commission: 5-0,.

Reference: No report issued.

18. Hatters' furs, or Origin of investigation: Application by
furs not on the Hatters! Fur Cutters Association of the
skin, prepared U.S.A., New York, N.Y.
for hatters! use, Application received: dJune 22, 1950.
including fur Investigation instituted: Jan., 5, 1951,
skins carroted Hdearing held: Feb., 6, 1951,
(1st investigation). | Investigation completed: Nove 9, 1951,
(Investigation .| Recommendation of the Commission:
No. 3; E.O0. 10082) Modification of concession,

Vote of the Commission: 6-0,

Action of the President: Concession
modified by Presidential proclamation
2960 (17 F.R. 187; 3 CFR, 1949-1953
Comp.,, 146) of Jan. 5, 1952, effec-
tive after the close of business on
Feb, 8, 1952,

Reference: U.S. Tariff Commission,

" Hatters' Fur: Report to the President
on the iscepe~Clause Investigation
« o« o5 dept. No, 178, 2d ser., 1953,
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Commogdity

Status

19, Jeweled watches and
watch movements
containing 7 jewels
or more but not
more than 17
Jjewels, and parts
thereof (lst in-
vestigation).
(Investigation
No. L; E.0. 10082)

20, Motorcycles and
parts,
(Investigation
No., 1; sec. 7)

Origin of investigation: Application by
Blgin National Watch Co., Elgin, Il1l.,
and Hamilton Watch Co., Lancaster, Pa.

Application received: Feb. 13, 1951,

Investigation instituted on all watches and
movements and parts thereof: Mar. 22, 1951.

Hearing held: May 15-2l;, 1951,

Investication completed: June 1y, 1952.

Recommendation of the Commission: Modi.-
fication of concession.

Vote of the Commission: L-2.

Action of the President: Recommendation
rejected by the President Aug. 1)1, 1952,

Reference: U.S. Tariff Commission,

Watches, Wabtch lMovements, Watch Parts, and
Watchcases: Report to the President on
the Escape-Clause Investigation « « o,
Rept. No. 176, 2d ser., 1953,

Origin of investigation: Application by
Harley-Davidson Motor Co., Milwaukee,
Wise

Application received: May 21, 1951,

Tnvestigation instituted: June 29, 1951,
(Investigation extended to include parts
July 19, 1951.)

Hearing held: -Sept. 18-27, 1951,

Investigation completed: June 16, 1952,

Recormmendation of the Commission: No
nodification of concession.

Vote of the Commission: li-2.

Reference: U.S. Tariff Commission,
Motorcycles and Farts: Teport on the
Iscape-Clause Investigation, Rept. Nos
180, 2d ser., 1953,
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Status

Commodify_
21 Blue-mold cheesgm=e===- Origin of investigation: Application by
(Investigation National Cheese Institute, Inc., Chicago,

No. 2; sece T7)

22, Screws, commonly
called wood screws,
of iron or steel
(1st investigation),
(Investigation
No. 3; sec. T)

I11, .

Application received: June 11, 1951,

Investigation instituted: June 29, 1951.

Hearing held: Apr. 1L, 1952.

Investigation completed: dJune 12, 1952,

Recormendation of the Commission: No
modification of concessione

Vote of the Commission: 5-1,

Reference: U.S.. Tariff Commission, Blue-
lMold Cheese: Report on the Escape=Clause
Investigation, Rept. No. 179, 2d ser.,
1953.

Origin of investigation: Application by
United States Wood Screw Service Bureau,
New York, N,Y.

Application received: Aug. 15, 1951,

Investigation instituted: Aug. 22, 1951,

Investigation completed: Dec. 29, 1951,

Recommendation of the Commission: No
modification of concession.

Vote of the Commission: L-2,

Reference: U.S. Tariff Commission,

Wood Screws of Iron or Steel: Reports
on the Escape-Clause Investigations,
December 1951, Tlarch 1953, Rept. No.
189, 24 ser., 1953,
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Commodity - : Status
23. Spring clothespins Origin of investigation: Application by
(2d investigation). Clothespin Manufacturers of America,
(Investigation Washington, D.C. _
- Noe L3 sece 7) Application received: Aug. 22, 1951,

Tnvestigation, institutedt Sept. 10, 1951,
Hearing held: Nove 13, 1951.
Investigation completed: Auge. 21, 1952,
Recommendation of the Commission: No
modification of concession.
Vote of the Commissions 3-2,
References U.S. Tariff Commission,
Spring Clothespins (1952): Report on.
the Escape-Clause Investigation,
Rept. No. 1Bls 2d ser., 1953

2. Fresh or frozen Origin of investigation: Application by
groundfish fillets . Massachusetts Fisheries Association, Inc,,
(1st investigation). Boston, Mass., and others.
(Investigation Application received: Sept. 10, 1951,
No. 5; sec. T) Investigation instituted: Sept. 17, 1951,

Hearing held: Nov, 26-29, 1951,

Tnvestigation completed: Sept. li, 1952,

Recommendation of the Commission: No
modification of concession.

Vote of the Commission: 3-2.

Reference: U,S. Tariff Commission,
Groundfish Fillets: Report on the
Escape-Clause Investigation, Repte
No, 182, 2d ser., 1953. '
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Commodity

Status

25. Garlic (lst investi-
ation).
Investigation

No. 6; sec. T)

26, Bicycles and parts

' (1st investiga~-
tion).
(Investigation
No. 73 sece T)

Origin of investigation: Application by
Robert S. Stapleton, Gilroy, Califs

Application received: Oct. 8, 1951,

Investigation instituted: Oct. 15, 1951,

Hearings held: Feb. 13 and 26, 1952.

Investigation completed: June 6, 1952,

Recommendation of the Commission: Modi-
fication of concession.

Vote of the Commission: L-2.

Action of the Presidents Recommendation
rejected by the President July 21, 1952,

Reference: U.S. Tariff Commission,
Garlic: Report to the President on the
kscape-Clause Investigation e e e,
Rept. No. 177, 2d ser., 1953.

Origin of investigation: Application by
Bicycle Manufacturers Association of
America, New York, N.Y., and Cycle
Parts and Accessories Manufacturers
Association, New York, N.Y.

Application received: Oct. 11, 1951.

Investigation instituted: Oct. 15, 1951,

Hearing held: Mar. 3-6, 1952, '

Investigation completed: Oct. 9, 1952,

Recommendation of the Commission: N<ns1:XMLFault xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat"><ns1:faultstring xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat">java.lang.OutOfMemoryError: Java heap space</ns1:faultstring></ns1:XMLFault>