








Negligibility

The statute requires that an investigation be terminated without an injury determination if imports
of the subject merchandise are found to be negligible.> Negligible imports are generally defined in the
Tariff Act of 1930, as amended, as imports from a country of merchandise corresponding to a domestic
like product where such imports account for less than 3 percent of the volume of all such merchandise
imported into the United States in the most recent 12-month period for which data are available that
precedes the filing of the petition or the initiation of the investigation. However, if there are imports of
such merchandise from a number of countries subject to investigations initiated on the same day that
individually account for less than 3 percent of the total volume of the subject merchandise, and if the
imports from those countries collectively account for more than 7 percent of the volume of all such
merchandise imported into the United States during the applicable 12-month period, then imports from
such countries are deemed not to be negligible.® Subject imports from China accounted for 87.7 percent
of total imports of SWG hangers by quantity between July 2006 and June 2007.’

U.S. Imports by Type

Tables IV-4, 1V-5, and V-6 present data on reported 2007 U.S. imports of SWG hangers by type
from China, Mexico, and Canada, respectively.

Table IV-4
Hangers: Reported U.S. imports from China, by type, 2007
Quantity Value Unit value
Item (1,000 hangers) (1,000 dollars) (per 1,000 hangers)

Subject:
Shirt hangers 515,294 15,247 $29.59
Suit hangers 113,277 3,967 35.02
Strut hangers 464,311 17,379 37.43
Caped hangers 203,278 7,582 37.30
Drapery hangers 13,967 762 54.53
Latex uniform rental hangers 483,921 19,005 39.27
Other uniform hangers 86,249 3,162 36.66
Other SWG hangers 104,142 4,104 39.41

Table continued on next page.

5 Section 733(a)(1) of the Act.
¢ Section 771(24) of the Act.
" Calculated from official Commerce statistics.
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Table IV-4 — Continued
Hangers: Reported U.S. imports from China, by type, 2007

Quantity Value Unit value
Item (1,000 hangers) (1,000 dollars) (per 1,000 hangers)
Subtotal, SWG hangers 1,984,440 71,206 35.88
Nonsubject:
Wooden garment hangers 0 0 ®
Plastic garment hangers rkk rokk rokk
Aluminum hangers 0 0 @)
Other garment hangers 0 0 @)
Subtotal, other hangers sl ol el
Total *k%k *%k%k *k%k
! Not applicable.
Source: Compiled from data submitted in response to Commission questionnaires.

In 2007, shirt hangers comprised 26.0 percent of U.S. imports of SWG hangers from China by
quantity, followed by latex uniform rental hangers at 24.4 percent, and strut hangers at 23.4 percent. All
other types of hangers made up 10.2 percent or less of U.S. imports, by quantity. Drapery hangers had
the highest average unit value among identified subject hangers, at $54.53 per 1,000 hangers (but
comprised less than 1 percent of imports, by quantity), followed by “other” SWG hangers at $39.41 and
latex uniform rental hangers at $39.27. At $29.59, shirt hangers had the lowest average unit value (and
the highest quantity of imports).®

Imports of “other” SWG hangers include ***. Importers that imported SWG hangers from
China also imported nonsubject plastic garment hangers, but in relatively *** volumes.

Table IV-5
Hangers: Reported U.S. imports from Mexico, by type, 2007

* * * * * * *

In 2007, strut hangers comprised *** percent of U.S. imports of SWG hangers from Mexico by
quantity, followed by shirt hangers at *** percent and latex uniform rental hangers at *** percent. Strut
hangers had the *** average unit value among subject hangers, at $*** per 1,000 hangers, followed by
“other” SWG hangers at $*** and caped hangers at $***. At $***, shirt hangers had the lowest average
unit value. Suit, strut, and caped hangers imported from Mexico all had *** average unit values than
those imported from China, while shirt hangers and uniform hangers from Mexico had *** average unit
values.® “Other” SWG hangers imported from Mexico include ***.

& Willert’s imports of vinyl-coated hangers from China had a *** average unit value than the “basket” category of
“other” SWG hangers, at $*** per thousand hangers, but was still *** than the average unit value for drapery
hangers.

9 #*%*g imports from Mexico of ***, which fall in the “other” SWG hangers category, had an average unit value
Of -k**.
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Table V-6

Hangers: Reported U.S. imports from Canada, by type, 2007

*

* * * *

In 2007, the only reported imports of hangers from Canada were subject “other” SWG hangers
imported by ***. These hangers were produced by ***. Their average unit value is nearly *** the value
of any other subject hanger imported from either China or Mexico.

U.S. Imports by Customs District

Table V-7 presents the Customs districts of entry for subject imports of SWG hangers from
2005 to 2007 and January-March 2007 and 2008. Los Angeles, CA, was the largest district of entry for

imports from China, accounting for 39.6 percent of total subject imports from 2005 to 2007 and

approximately two times the quantity of imports landed at any other port. New York, NY, was the next
largest port with 18.2 percent of subject imports. Three of the top four ports of entry were on the West

Coast.

Table IV-7

SWG hangers: U.S. imports from China, by Customs district, 2005-07, January-March 2007, and

January-March 2008

Calendar year

January-March

Customs district 2005 2006 2007 2007 2008
Quantity (1,000 hangers)
Los Angeles, CA 471,630 752,838 960,715 229,712 224,008
New York, NY 90,557 368,070 546,392 111,542 132,926
Seattle, WA 91,166 111,490 244,292 52,012 67,745
San Francisco, CA 83,810 103,798 130,751 56,788 21,276
Houston-Galveston, TX 74,208 67,201 116,955 24,140 16,348
Savannah, GA 42,887 63,792 104,701 15,745 18,280
Baltimore, MD 27,863 54,070 79,454 16,445 17,185
Charleston, SC 8,630 9,980 55,188 14,824 6,490
Norfolk, VA 45,747 45,249 52,300 8,756 13,420
Chicago, IL 14,962 28,486 52,181 9,658 11,398
St. Louis, MO 1,295 15,102 49,095 1,090 8,360
Dallas-Fort Worth, TX 12,938 26,320 44,576 6,104 18,056
Tampa, FL 5,098 21,418 37,822 7,834 10,322
Miami, FL 11,028 22,183 29,745 9,356 10,770
Boston, MA 8,618 11,184 27,784 928 1,070
Minneapolis, MN 2,908 5,409 24,379 4,058 7,643
Charlotte, NC 21,160 18,889 22,568 2,680 0
Philadelphia, PA 1,580 4,174 19,468 3,655 2,218
San Juan, PR 5,859 2,560 16,970 7,120 7,690
Cleveland, OH 2,860 6,808 16,432 2,155 8,543
Columbia-Snake, OR 5,055 12,337 14,061 1,960 3,933

Table continued on following page.
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Table IV-7 — Continued

SWG hangers: U.S. imports from China, by Customs district, 2005-07, January-March 2007, and

January-March 2008

Calendar year

January-March

Customs district 2005 2006 2007 2007 2008
Quantity (1,000 hangers)

Detroit, Ml 2,923 4,713 12,364 686 4,235
Great Falls, MT 4,848 8,650 10,534 1,700 4,174
New Orleans, LA 2,027 2,986 9,630 1,855 4,784
Mobile, AL 0 3,583 8,534 1,466 3,768
Honolulu, HI 2,529 3,299 6,608 974 1,002
El Paso, TX 0 1,974 3,601 0 633
Buffalo, NY 235 160 266 177 0
San Diego, CA 0 956 0 0 0
Nogales, AZ 2,277 0 0 0 0
St. Albans, VT 0 0 0 0 75
Anchorage, AK 0 3 0 0 0

Total 1,044,701 1,777,680 2,697,369 593,419 626,354

Source: Compiled from official Commerce statistics.

APPARENT U.S. CONSUMPTION, U.S. MARKET SHARES, AND

RATIOS OF IMPORTS TO U.S. PRODUCTION

Table V-8 presents data on apparent U.S. consumption of SWG hangers. Table IV-9 presents
data on U.S. market shares. Figure V-3 graphically illustrates apparent U.S. consumption.
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Table 1V-8

SWG hangers: Apparent U.S. consumption, by sources, 2005-07, January-March 2007, and

January-March 2008

Calendar year January-March
Iltem 2005 2006 2007 2007 2008
Quantity (1,000 hangers)

U.S. producers’ U.S. shipments 1,541,264 721,553 289,409 90,885 el
U.S. imports from--

China 1,044,701 | 1,777,680 2,697,369 593,419 626,354

All other sources 315,631 312,182 347,824 94,469 102,094

Total imports 1,360,331 2,089,862 | 3,045,193 687,888 728,448

Apparent U.S. consumption 2,901,595| 2,811,415| 3,334,602 778,773 Fork

Value (1,000 dollars)

U.S. producers’ U.S. shipments 67,976 30,360 12,362 3,710 rxx
U.S. imports from--

China 39,445 56,335 83,595 17,342 22,682

All other sources 12,231 10,928 11,802 3,147 3,812

Total imports 51,677 67,263 95,397 20,489 26,494

Apparent U.S. consumption 119,653 97,623 107,759 24,199 ork

Note.— U.S. producers’ U.S. shipments of vinyl coated hangers (all of which were type I) were *** units in 2005, ***
units in 2006, *** units in 2007, *** units in January - March 2007, and *** units in January - March 2008. U.S.
imports of vinyl coated hangers from China were *** units in 2005, *** units in 2006, *** units in 2007, *** units in
January - March 2007, and *** units in January - March 2008. U.S. imports of vinyl coated hangers from all other
sources were *** units in 2005, *** units in 2006, *** units in 2007, *** units in January - March 2007, and *** units in
January - March 2008.

Source: Compiled from data submitted in response to Commission questionnaires and from official Commerce
statistics.

Apparent U.S. consumption increased by 14.9 percent between 2005 and 2007.° Imports more
than doubled between 2005 and 2007 while U.S. producers’ U.S. shipments decreased by 81.2 percent.
From 2005 to 2007, imports of SWG hangers from China increased by 158.2 percent, while imports from
nonsubject sources increased by 10.2 percent. Imports from China and nonsubject sources were higher in
January-March 2008 than in January-March 2007, while U.S. producers’ shipments were lower.

10 Staff notes, however, that much of the recent apparent growth reflects the absence of now closed Navisa from
the data (which Petitioners estimated produced *** in 2005 and 2006 and *** in 2007). Petition, ex. 10; table VII-3.

IV-11



Table IV-9
SWG hangers: Apparent U.S. consumption and market shares, by sources, 2005-07,
January-March 2007, and January-March 2008

Calendar year January-March

Item 2005 2006 2007 2007 2008

Quantity (1,000 hangers)

Apparent U.S. consumption 2,901,595| 2,811,415| 3,334,602 778,773 *hk
Value (1,000 dollars)
Apparent U.S. consumption 119,653 97,623 107,759 24,199 ol

Share of quantity (percent)

U.S. producers’ U.S. shipments 53.1 25.7 8.7 11.7 rrk
U.S. imports from--

China 36.0 63.2 80.9 76.2 ok

Nonsubject countries 10.9 11.1 10.4 12.1 ok

All countries 46.9 74.3 91.3 88.3 ok

Share of value (percent)

U.S. producers’ U.S. shipments 56.8 31.1 115 15.3 ok
U.S. imports from--

China 33.0 57.7 77.6 71.7 el

Nonsubject countries 10.2 11.2 11.0 13.0 rrk

All countries 43.2 68.9 88.5 84.7 ok

Source: Compiled from data submitted in response to Commission questionnaires and from official Commerce
statistics.

U.S. producers’ share of the quantity and value of apparent U.S. consumption of SWG hangers
decreased substantially from 2005 to 2007, while subject imports from China increased in both share of
guantity and share of value. Subject imports accounted for a higher percentage of the U.S. market with
respect to quantity than with respect to value in each year and interim period. Throughout the period for
which data were collected, nonsubject imports accounted for a relatively stable share of the market in
terms of quantity and value (in 2007, nonsubject imports accounted for 10.4 percent of the U.S. market by
quantity, and 11.0 percent of the U.S. market by value).

Figure IV-3
SWG hangers: Apparent U.S. consumption, by sources, 2005-07, January-March 2007, and
January-March 2008

Table 1V-10 presents information on the ratio of subject and nonsubject imports to U.S. production
of SWG hangers. Subject imports increased from 69.3 percent of U.S. production in 2005 to 994.5 percent
of U.S. production in 2007. Nonsubject imports also increased over this period, growing from 20.9
percent of U.S. production in 2005 to 128.2 percent of the quantity of U.S. production in 2007.
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Table IV-10

SWG hangers: Ratios of U.S. imports to U.S. production, by sources, 2005-07, January-March 2007,

and January-March 2008

Calendar year

January-March

Item 2005 2006 2007 2007 2008
U.S. production (in 1,000 hangers) 1,508,585 681,843 271,237 77,850 rkk
Ratio to U.S. production (percent)
U.S. imports from--
China 69.3 260.7 994.5 762.3 ok
Nonsubject countries 20.9 45.8 128.2 121.3 *kk
All countries 90.2 306.5 1,122.7 883.6 ok

statistics.

Source: Compiled from data submitted in response to Commission questionnaires and from official Commerce
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PART V: PRICING AND RELATED INFORMATION
FACTORS AFFECTING PRICES
Raw Material Costs

The primary raw material used in the production of SWG hangers in the United States is low-
carbon steel wire. Producers can either form the wire from wire rod (in an “integrated” production
operation) or purchase pre-formed wire (in a “non-integrated” operation). The trend in wire materials
costs reflected the rise in the price of wire rod in 2007 and 2008. Figure V-1 shows monthly prices of
wire rod from January 2005 through July 2008. Since January 2005, prices of low-carbon steel wire rod
have risen by 81.5 percent, and they have more than doubled since January 2007. Between 2005 and
2007, the share of cost of goods sold accounted for by raw materials increased from *** percent to ***
percent. By the first quarter of 2008, the share reached *** percent.

Figure V-1
Low-carbon steel wire rod: U.S. domestic spot prices, f.o.b., Midwest, monthly, January 2005-July
2008
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Source: Purchasing Magazine.
Transportation Costs to the U.S. Market

Transportation costs for SWG hangers from China to the United States (excluding U.S. inland
costs) in 2007 are estimated to be approximately 18.1 percent of the customs value for subject product
from China. These estimates are derived from official import data and represent the transportation and
other charges on imports valued on a c.i.f. basis, as compared with customs value.'

" These estimates are based on HTS statistical reporting number 7326.20.0020.
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U.S. Inland Transportation Costs

U.S. inland transportation costs, as a share of total delivered cost for SWG hangers, were
reported by three U.S. producers to be between 8 and 10 percent of the delivered price.” The 20
responding Chinese importers® reported that U.S. inland transportation costs generally ranged from 1 to
25 percent of the total delivered costs, with 16 reporting transportation costs of 10 percent or less, and
averaging 9.5 percent. All U.S. producers and 23 of 26 responding importers reported that their firm
arranged for transportation.*

Producers and importers also were asked to estimate the share of their sales that occurred within
certain distance ranges. On average, U.S. producers reported that 46.7 percent of their sales occurred
within 100 miles of their production or warehouse facility, 35.0 percent between 101 and 1,000 miles,
and 18.3 percent more than 1,000 miles.” Importers reported shipping 44.2 percent of shipments within
100 miles; 25.4 percent between 101 and 1,000 miles; and 30.4 percent more than 1,000 miles.

Exchange Rates

Quarterly data reported by the International Monetary Fund indicate that the nominal value of the
Chinese currency appreciated 15.6 percent relative to the U.S. dollar from the first quarter of 2005 to
the first quarter of 2008 (figure V-2). A real exchange rate could not be computed because of the lack of
a producer price index in China.

Figure V-2

Exchange rates: Index of the nominal exchange rate of the currency of China relative to the U.S.
dollar, by quarters, January 2005-March 2008
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Source: International Monetary Fund, International Financial Statistics online, http://imfstatistics.org/imf, retrieved
May 12, 2008.

% The other producer with a response less than 100 percent reported inland transportation costs of 3 percent.
3 This excludes data from importers that reported questionable inland transportation costs of 80 percent or greater.
* One producer noted that it arranges transportation for *** of its sales.

> Based on a simple average.
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PRICING PRACTICES

Four of six U.S. producers reported that all of their sales are made on a spot basis, while the other
two reported short-term contracts in addition to spot sales.® Contracts for these producers range between
three and 12 months and contain prices that can be renegotiated. Fourteen of the 25 responding importers
sell exclusively on the spot market, five sell exclusively via short-term contracts, and six sell on both a
spot and short-term contract basis. The average contract length for importers was less than three months
and five of 11 importers will renegotiate prices within the contract.’

Three of seven responding U.S. producers reported using transaction-by-transaction negotiations,
three use set price lists, while the remaining producer negotiates prices on a customer basis, based on
guantities and prevailing market conditions. Three producers do not offer discounts, three offer
quantity/volume discounts,® and one offers customer-dependent discounts. Nineteen of the 27 responding
importers reported that their prices are determined on a transaction-by-transaction basis, four employ set
price lists, three determine prices based on their costs, and three use other methods.® Fifteen of 27
responding importers reported offering no discounts, nine offered quantity/volume discounts, and the
remaining three offered some other type of discount. Most U.S. producers and importers reported typical
sales terms of net 30 days and usually quoted prices on a delivered basis.

PRICE DATA

The Commission requested U.S. producers and importers of SWG hangers to provide quarterly
data for the total quantity and net f.0.b. (U.S. point of shipment) value of certain SWG hangers sold to
unrelated customers in the U.S. market during January 2005-March 2008. The products for which pricing
data were requested are defined as follows:

Product 1.--18-inch white shirt hangers

Product 2.--13 gauge/16-inch plain caped hangers
Product 3.--13 gauge/16-inch stock print caped hangers
Product 4.--14% gauge/16-inch plain caped hangers
Product 5.--14% gauge/16-inch plain print caped hangers
Product 6.--16-inch strut hangers

Product 7.--13 gauge/16-inch latex hangers

Product 8.--13 gauge/16-inch suit hangers

Five U.S. producers, 26 importers of SWG from China, one importer from Mexico, and one
importer from Taiwan provided usable pricing data for sales of the requested products, although not all
firms reported pricing for all quarters.® Reported pricing data accounted for 28.1 percent of the total
guantity of U.S. producers’ shipments during January 2005-March 2008 and 55.9 percent of imports from
China. Pricing data are presented in tables V-1 to V-8 and figure V-3. Table V-9 summarizes trends in
the pricing data.

® These short-term contracts accounted for *** percent of the producers’ sales.

7 *** had the longest contracts, extending to 12 months with provisions for price renegotiation.

& One of these producers only offers a *** discount to ***,

® Two of these importers determine prices both on a transaction-by-transaction basis and using price lists.

10 Data shown in part V include prices reported by Laidlaw and United. Price data excluding those firms are
presented in app. D.
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A total of 102 quarterly price comparisons were possible between domestic and imported Chinese
SWG hangers. Prices of imported Chinese products 1-8 were lower than prices of U.S. products in 100 of
102 quarters for which comparisons were available; margins ranged from 2.0 to 51.7 percent with an
average margin of 27.2 percent. In 2 comparisons, Chinese prices were 3.3 and 23.4 percent higher than
U.S. prices; the average margin of overselling was 13.4 percent.™

Purchasers were asked if prices in the U.S. market for SWG hangers generally increased,
decreased, stayed the same, or fluctuated since 2005. Responses are shown in the following tabulation.

Year Stayed the same Increased Decreased Fluctuated
2005 16 9 11 4
2006 9 8 19 5
2007 4 26 6 7
2008 2 36 2 3
Source: Compiled from data submitted in response to Commission questionnaires.

The most common reasons cited for increases in prices were rising raw material, labor, energy,
and transportation costs (freight); pending antidumping duties; a reduction in Chinese government
exemptions (reduction in VAT rebates by the Chinese government on steel); availability of product; and
the value of the dollar in relation to the RMB. Reasons given for declining prices include competitive
pricing from China, hangers can be easily produced in many countries of the world, and declining
demand.

1 Average margins of underselling are simple averages.
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Table V-1

SWG hangers: Weighted-average f.0.b. prices and quantities of domestic and imported product 1
and margins of underselling/(overselling), by quarters, January 2005-March 2008

United States China Mexico
Price Quantity Price Quantity Price Quantity
(per 1,000 (1,000 (per 1,000 (1,000 Margin (per 1,000 (1,000
Period hangers) hangers) hangers) hangers) (percent) hangers) hangers)

2005:

Jan.-Mar. G ok $25.05 64,692 fid e Hokk

Apr.-June bl Frk 25.87 79,027 kk . kk

July-Sept. ok ok 26.05 60,713 ok ok ok

Oct.-Dec. *kk Hok 26.65 65,156 ok Aok ok
2006:

Jan.-Mar. f ok 23.56 39,986 ok ek ok

Apr.-June ok 23.61 62,238

July-Sept. ok ok 22.52 65,515 ok ok ek

Oct.-Dec. ik ok 22.69 68,874 o ok ok
2007:

Jan.-Mar. ok ik 22.99 85,642 o ok ok

Apr.-June Hkk ki 23.71 111,675 *okk . *kk

July-Sept. ok ok 24.64 89,536 ok ok ok

Oct.-Dec. Hx ok 29.05 95,376 o ok ok
2008:

Jan-Mar. bl bl 29.85 103,847 Hokk ek —_—

Product 1: 18-inch white shirt hangers.

Source: Compiled from data submitted in response to Commission questionnaires.
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Table V-2

SWG hangers: Weighted-average f.o0.b. prices and quantities of domestic and imported product 2
and margins of underselling/(overselling), by quarters, January 2005-March 2008

United States China Mexico
Price Quantity Price Quantity Price Quantity
(per 1,000 (1,000 (per 1,000 (1,000 Margin (per 1,000 (1,000
Period hangers) hangers) hangers) hangers) | (percent) hangers) hangers)

2005:

Jan.-Mar. rw* ok $41.02 13,468 Hk Gk ok

Apr.-June b rorx 41.02 13,279 ik *xk kk

July-Sept. Hokk 42.41 12,413 ok

Oct.-Dec. ok ok 41.63 14,573 ok ok ok
2006:

Jan.-Mar. Hx ok 38.81 12,374 ok ok sk

Apr.-June Hoxk 42.04 10,809 ik

July-Sept. okk ok 37.80 13,409 ok ok ok

Oct.-Dec. ok ok 38.49 14,653 ok ik ok
2007:

Jan.-Mar. ok ok 36.15 10,001 ok ok ok

Apr.-June 35.59 12,308

July-Sept. Hokk 39.19 10,959 ik

Oct.-Dec. ok ok 39.80 12,575 ok ok ok
2008:

Jan-Mar. ki *kk 45.63 14,178 Fokk Fkk Kk

Product 2: 13 gauge /16-inch plain caped hangers.

Source: Compiled from data submitted in response to Commission questionnaires.
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Table V-3

SWG hangers: Weighted-average f.o0.b. prices and quantities of domestic and imported product 3
and margins of underselling/(overselling), by quarters, January 2005-March 2008

United States China Mexico
Price Quantity Price Quantity Price Quantity
(per 1,000 (1,000 (per 1,000 (1,000 Margin (per 1,000 (1,000
Period hangers) hangers) hangers) hangers) | (percent) hangers) hangers)

2005:

Jan.-Mar. e i $31.98 9,161 i i ok

Apr_June *%k%k *%k% 3077 10,801 *%k% *kk *%k%

July-Sept. il ok 29.30 8,548 ok

Oct.-Dec. kx i 33.84 9,785 kk *kx *kk
2006:

Jan.-Mar. ik ok 26.89 9,777 ok ok ok

Apr.-June 28.28 10,980 ok ok

July-Sept. Fkk rkk 32.14 10,640 Rk *xx okx

Oct.-Dec. Hokx ok 29.99 10,952 ok -— -
2007:

Jan.-Mar. rohk rrk 30.08 8,913 *okk *okk *kk

Apr.-June *kk *kk 29.14 15,328 *kk *kk *kk

July-Sept. ok 34.66 11,215 ok ok

Oct.-Dec. Hokx ok 32.55 13,884 ok - -
2008:

Jan-Mar. FEE Fkk 36.42 10,605 Kk Kkk Kkk

Product 3: 13 gauge /16-inch stock print caped hangers.

Source: Compiled from data submitted in response to Commission questionnaires.
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Table V-4

SWG hangers: Weighted-average f.0.b. prices and quantities of domestic and imported product 4
and margins of underselling/(overselling), by quarters, January 2005-March 2008

United States China Mexico
Price Quantity Price Quantity Price Quantity
(per 1,000 (1,000 (per 1,000 (1,000 Margin (per 1,000 (1,000
Period hangers) hangers) hangers) hangers) (percent) hangers) hangers)

2005:

Jan.-Mar. e i $33.30 10,830 e i ok

Apr.-June *kk *kk 33.73 10,854 *kk *kk *kk

July-Sept. 33.23 10,204

Oct.-Dec. xxk okk 32.39 9,487 *okk *xk *kk
2006:

Jan.-Mar. rkx i 31.68 8,280 kk - okk

Apr.-June 30.09 9,173

July-Sept. 29.20 11,404

Oct.-Dec. ok Hx 28.78 11,040 ok ok ok
2007:

Jan.-Mar. ok ok 29.27 7,867 ok - -

Apr.-June ik ok 28.32 9,979 ok ok ok

July-Sept. x 31.57 9,585

Oct.-Dec. ok Hx 31.74 9,701 - - ok
2008:

Jan-Mar. FEE Hkk 34.79 7,924 Hokk Kk Hkk

Product 4: 14Y gauge /16-inch plain caped hangers.

Source: Compiled from data submitted in response to Commission questionnaires.

Note.-- One importer reported pricing data for Taiwan for the first three quarters of 2006; prices ranged from *** and
guantities ranged from ***,
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Table V-5

SWG hangers: Weighted-average f.o0.b. prices and quantities of domestic and imported product 5
and margins of underselling/(overselling), by quarters, January 2005-March 2008

United States China Mexico
Price Quantity Price Quantity Price Quantity
(per 1,000 (1,000 (per 1,000 (1,000 Margin (per 1,000 (1,000
Period hangers) hangers) hangers) hangers) | (percent) hangers) hangers)

2005:

Jan.-Mar. $48.06 1,214 $33.46 11,216 304 $rrx *kk

Apr.-June 45.87 1,532 37.22 8,602 18.9 whk ik

July-Sept. 36.75 8,487 ok -

Oct.-Dec. i Fkok 35.44 9,406 Hkk Kkk o
2006:

Jan.-Mar. i Fkk 36.77 6,483 Fkk *kk Fxk

Apr.-June ok ok 31.72 14,182 ok

July-Sept. 29.54 18,456

Oct.-Dec. ik ok 29.22 15,196 ok sk ok
2007:

Jan_Mar *%k% *kk 3068 9,522 **k%k *kk *k%

Apr.-June 29.05 13,891

July-Sept. 32.05 11,480 ok ok

Oct.-Dec. ik ok 32.38 14,483 ok sk ok
2008:

Jan-Mar. kel Fkk 40.16 11,911 Fkk Kkk Kkk

Product 5: 14Y% gauge /16-inch plain print caped hangers.

Source: Compiled from data submitted in response to Commission questionnaires.
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Table V-6

SWG hangers: Weighted-average f.o0.b. prices and quantities of domestic and imported product 6
and margins of underselling/(overselling), by quarters, January 2005-March 2008

United States China Mexico
Price Quantity Price Quantity Price Quantity
(per 1,000 (1,000 (per 1,000 (1,000 Margin (per 1,000 (1,000
Period hangers) hangers) hangers) hangers) (percent) hangers) hangers)

2005:

Jan.-Mar. $58.25 52,597 $47.56 50,500 18.3 G ok

Apr.-June 58.32 41,470 48.65 59,726 16.6 ok ok

July-Sept. 57.93 24,744 49.86 46,855 13.9 ok Kk

Oct.-Dec. ok ok 48.52 48,922 ok . ok
2006: *kk *kk

Jan.-Mar. ik ok 46.65 55,828 ok

Apr.-June ok 39.84 97,682

July-Sept. ok ok 39.28 71,836 ok ok ok

Oct.-Dec. ok ok 39.39 71,043 ok ok ok
2007:

Jan.-Mar. ok Hx 41.76 75,720 ok ok ok

Apr.-June ol ok 40.64 93,699 ok ek ok

July-Sept. b ok 39.77 75,942 ok ok ok

Oct.-Dec. ok ok 41.46 86,507 ok [ ok
2008:

Jan-Mar. el i 46.87 74,191 Hok - -

Product 6: 16-inch strut hangers.

Source: Compiled from data submitted in response to Commission questionnaires.
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Table V-7

SWG hangers: Weighted-average f.o0.b. prices and quantities of domestic and imported product 7
and margins of underselling/(overselling), by quarters, January 2005-March 2008

United States China Mexico
Price Quantity Price Quantity Price Quantity
(per 1,000 (1,000 (per 1,000 (1,000 Margin (per 1,000 (1,000
Period hangers) hangers) hangers) hangers) (percent) hangers) hangers)

2005:

Jan.-Mar. $42.20 50,154 Grex ok b $rex ok

Apr.-June 42.34 53,280 ik ok ik ok ok

July-Sept. 42.23 52,462 34.25 2,001 18.9 ok ok

Oct.-Dec. 42.00 52,646 33.96 2,389 19.1 Hhk ok
2006:

Jan.-Mar. 38.01 22,370

Apr.-June ok ok 38.35 29,651 ok ok

July-Sept. ik ok 38.62 33,360 ook ok ok

Oct.-Dec. ok ok 37.07 49,931 ok - -
2007:

Jan . _M ar. *k%k *k% *kk **k%k **k%k *k% **k%k

Apr.-June ok ok 35.45 98,288 ok ok ok

July-Sept. 37.68 103,365

Oct.-Dec. ok ok 39.47 79,160 Hok ok ok
2008:

Jan-Mar. i i 43.65 83,848 Hokk Hok Hokk

Product 7: 13 gauge /16-inch latex hangers.

Source: Compiled from data submitted in response to Commission questionnaires.
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Table V-8

SWG hangers: Weighted-average f.0.b. prices and quantities of domestic and imported product 8
and margins of underselling/(overselling), by quarters, January 2005-March 2008

United States China Mexico
Price Quantity Price Quantity Price Quantity
(per 1,000 (1,000 (per 1,000 | (1,000 Margin | (per 1,000 (1,000
Period hangers) hangers) hangers) hangers) | (percent) hangers) hangers)

2005:

Jan.-Mar. G ok 34.91 5,259 ok S ok

Apr_June *%k% *%k% 3599 8’260 *%k% *k%k *%k%k

July-Sept. 33.18 6,400 ok ok

Oct.-Dec. Hokk i 35.38 7,027 kk *kk kk
2006:

Jan.-Mar. ok ok 36.01 19,242 ok o ok

Apr.-June ok ok 34.36 19,483

July-Sept. *kk *kk 32.94 17,250 *kk *kk *kk

Oct.-Dec. ik ik 32.78 19,583 ok - -
2007:

J an.- M ar. *%k% *k% *kk *k% *k% *k%k **k%k

Apr_June *%k% *%k% *k%k *%k% *k*k *kk *%k%

July_Sept *%k% *%k% *k%k *k% *k% *k%k **k%k

Oct.-Dec. ik ik 38.80 46,979 ok - -
2008:

Jan-Mar. ok ok 42.49 42,764 oh sk ok
Product 8: 13 gauge /16-inch suit hangers.
Source: Compiled from data submitted in response to Commission questionnaires.

Figure V-3

SWG hangers: Weighted-average prices of domestic and imported products 1-8, by quarters,

January 2005- March 2008

*
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Table V-9

SWG hangers:

Summary of weighted-average f.0.b. prices for products 1-8, by country

Percentage
increase (decrease)
Number of Highest price Lowest price in price*
quarters Per 1,000 hangers Per 1,000 hangers Percent

Country Product 1

United States 12 Fkx ok rkk

China 13 29.85 22.52 19.2

MeXICO 13 *kk *k% *%k%k
Product 2

United States 13 ek il ok

China 13 45.63 35.59 11.2

MeXICO 13 *kk *k%k *%k%k
Product 3

United States 13 ok Fxk ok

China 13 36.42 26.89 13.9

MeXICO 13 *k%k *%% *%k%
Product 4

United States 13 ok Fxk ok

China 13 34.79 28.32 4.5

Mex'co 13 *%k%k *k% *k%k

TalWan 3 *k%k *%k% *%k%
Product 5

United States 13 vk rxk ok

China 13 40.16 29.05 20.0

Mex'co 13 *%k%k *k% *%k%k
Product 6

United States 13 ok il el

China 13 49.86 39.28 (1.5)

MeXICO 13 *kk *k% **k%k
Product 7

United States 12 ek il ok

China 13 43.65 33.96 ok

MeXICO 13 *kk *k%k *%k%k
Product 8

United States 13 ok Fkk ok

China 13 42.49 32.78 21.7

MeXICO 13 *k%k *%k% *%k%

available.

Source: Compiled from data submitted in response to Commission questionnaires.

! Percentage change from the first quarter in which price data were available to the last quarter in which price data were
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LOST SALES
Allegations from the Petition'?

Petitioners provided a list of nine alleged lost sales to Chinese competitors totaling $*** since
January 2004. Staff attempted to contact the nine customers named in these allegations. Three
responding customers confirmed *** valued at $***, $***, and $***, respectively. Information
regarding these allegations is presented in table V-10.

Table V-10
SWG hangers: U.S. producers’ lost sales allegations contained in the petition

* * * * * * *

*** was named by *** in *** |ost sale allegation concerning *** SWG hangers valued at $***,
*** agreed with the allegations. *** stated that *** began importing Chinese hangers about *** years
ago, that the quality of Chinese hangers was superior to that of U.S. hangers, and that Chinese hangers
could be obtained at a much lower price. *** subsequently increased the percentage of imports such that
Chinese hangers represent *** percent of the company’s purchases.

*** was named by *** in *** concerning *** SWG hangers valued at $***. *** disagreed with
**k*** reported that he was not aware of this transaction and indicated that *** did not spend $*** with
only one supplier. *** stated that “***.”

In its purchaser questionnaire submitted in the final phase of this investigation, *** reported that
its purchases of U.S.-produced SWG hangers declined from ***; its purchases of Chinese hangers rose
from *** 13 *** noted that, in ***, it saw a decrease in SWG hanger prices as a result of ***, It further
noted that, beginning in *** it saw a steady increase in hanger prices mainly due to ***

*** was named by *** in *** concerning *** SWG hangers valued at $***. *** stated that
“China has had a strong impact on hanger pricing. This impact began 15 years ago. Every hanger
manufacturer that is domestic has either closed their doors, or has begun to manufacture product in China,
Mexico, Vietnam, etc. If the Trade Commission was to impose a tariff at this point it would serve no
purpose. The only thing a tariff would do now is hurt all U.S. dry cleaners by making them pay more for
hangers.”

*** was named by *** in *** concerning *** SWG hangers valued at $***. *** stated that he
neither agreed or disagreed with ***. *** stated that ““I can only say that hangers were purchased from
China because U.S. manufacturers could not compete with prices from China.”

*** was named by *** in *** concerning *** SWG hangers valued at $***. *** stated that “it is
practically impossible to purchase domestic wire hangers due to the pricing of hangers from China. There
are differences in cost from *** percent to *** percent or more.” *** agreed with *** and stated that the
company’s purchases from domestic wire hanger producers “declined from *** in 2004 to $*** in 2006.
This has been completely the result of imported wire hangers from China. Eighteen significant producers
of wire hangers existed in this country six years ago. Today there is one. The only reason the industry
moved to Chinese hangers was because of price. We have been forced to distribute primarily imported
hangers because of the significantly lower pricing available on imports from China.”*®

12 No specific lost revenues were alleged in the petition.
18 #%* purchaser questionnaire response, section 11-2.
 Ibid., section 11-6.

15 %xx
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*** was named by *** in *** concerning *** SWG hangers valued at $***. *** indicated that
his company’s sales changed from *** percent from domestically owned manufacturers in the first seven
months of 2006 to *** percent in the first seven months of 2007.° He also reported that there had been a
shift in hanger purchases from *** percent domestic to *** percent non-American owned manufacturers
between 2001 and 2006. *** also referenced an announced change in China’s rebate policy for steel
products such as SWG hangers, reducing the export tax rebate from 13 percent to 5 percent (effective July
1, 2007)."" In addition, in its purchaser questionnaire response, *** reported that it had decreased
purchases of SWG hangers produced in the United States because they were “not priced competitively”
and it had increased purchases of SWG hangers produced in China because “low pricing controlled the
market.”*8

*** was cited in *** in ***_ While *** did not respond to the request for information sent by
Commission staff, it did provide a purchaser questionnaire response in the final phase of this investigation.
In its questionnaire, *** reported that it purchased SWG hangers from *** 1 *** g|so noted that it
decreased purchases of SWG hangers produced in the United States because “U.S. producers are priced out
of the market” and it reported that it had increased purchases of SWG hangers produced in China because
of “lower and lower prices.”® It did note, however, that “as U.S. production becomes available, we expect
to purchase more U.S. and probably more Mexican and less Chinese.”*

Additional Allegations

In the final phase of the investigation, U.S. producers provided nine alleged lost sales to Chinese
competitors totaling *** hangers since January 2005.* Staff attempted to contact the eight customers
named in the lost sales allegations.?® Additional information regarding these allegations can be found in
table V-11.

Table V-11
SWG hangers: U.S. producers’ additional lost sales allegations

* * * * * * *

*** was named by *** in *** |ost sale allegations, *** concerning *** SWG hangers per week,
and *** concerning one-time sales of ***, *** of *** stated that “***.” He also stated that ***,

*** was named by *** in *** concerning *** SWG hangers. *** of *** agreed with *** and
stated that *“***”,

*** reported that it ***. It did not respond specifically to the allegation.

18 In the final phase of this investigation, *** submitted a purchaser questionnaire response. In its questionnaire,
**x *** nurchaser questionnaire response, section 11-2.

17 “China to adjust export rebate policy on 2,831 commodities,” Ministry of Commerce of the People’s Republic
of China, June 20, 2007. “China to adjust export rebates policy on metal products from July 1,” ABC Money, June
12, 2007.

18 #** purchaser questionnaire response, section 11-3.

19 =* purchaser questionnaire response, section 11-2.

2 |bid., section 11-3.

21 1bid., section 11-5.

22 One lost sale allegation pertained to ***. For summation purposes, this allegation was treated as *** .
23 Staff has made repeated attempts to contact officials of ***,
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*** was cited in ***. While *** did not respond to a request for information sent by Commission
staff, it did provide a purchaser questionnaire response in these final investigations. In its questionnaire,
*** reported that, for the period ***, jt *** 24

2 *%x % prchaser questionnaire response, sections 11-3 and V-1.
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PART VI: FINANCIAL EXPERIENCE OF U.S. PRODUCERS
BACKGROUND

Four firms (Laidlaw, M&B, Metro, and United Wire)* provided usable financial information
related to their U.S. SWG hanger operations.” Production and sales of SWG hangers represent the
majority of each company’s business, which also includes sales of such products as steel wire and
garment covers. Each of the companies is privately held.

OPERATIONS ON SWG HANGERS

Income-and-loss data for U.S. producers” SWG hanger operations (domestic-only) are presented
in table VI-1, and are briefly summarized here. Both the quantity and value of net sales fell *** between
2005 and 2007 as the operating loss increased during the same period.® In particular, both the quantity
and value of net sales were *** lower in 2007 compared to 2006. This decline reflects plant closures by
Laidlaw, M&B, and United Wire, and the eventual complete market exit of Laidlaw and United Wire
from domestic production operations.* While per-unit sales value remained at relatively the same level
between 2005 and 2007, per-unit total cost increased *** which inevitably resulted in a continuous
decline in operating income, i.e., in this case, deepened operating losses. The four firms collectively
incurred operating losses ***,

Table VI-1
SWG hangers: Results of operations (domestic-only) of U.S. producers, fiscal years 2005-07,
January-March 2007, and January-March 2008

* * * * * * *

Comparing data for January-March 2007 (interim 2007) to data for January-March 2008 (interim
2008), the pattern of the values and costs of sales changed markedly. There were only two firms
reporting financial data in interim 2008 because Laidlaw and United Wire ceased domestic production in
April 2007 and June 2006, respectively, compared to three firms in interim 2007. Even though sales
quantity decreased from interim 2007 to interim 2008, net sales revenue and operating income were
higher in interim 2008 than in interim 2007, due to higher per-unit sales value combined with lower per-

! The only producer with a fiscal year end other than December is M&B (September 30). Differences between
sales and shipments are attributable to timing differences, inability of three smaller producers to provide usable
financial data, and the inclusion of Laidlaw’s 2005 and part of 2006 data in shipments but not sales or other financial
data. United Wire discontinued domestic production ***. The current management of Laidlaw purchased the firm
from the previous owner in May 2006, operated for eight months in 2006, and then ceased domestic production
operations in April 2007. Since the present management did not have profit and loss information for the period
before its acquisition (May 2006), Laidlaw submitted its profit/loss data for only 8 months in 2006. Shanti
purchased Laidlaw’s plants in Wisconsin and Illinois and began to produce SWG hangers at its Wisconsin plant in
2007. Its limited and incomplete financial data were not usable. Ganchos and Merrick provided incomplete and
very limited financial data which were not usable.

2 For a list of other current and former U.S. producers, see Part I11. As noted, these firms either closed or moved
production outside of the United States.

3 xkk

* Laidlaw’s reported sales decreased ***. Laidlaw, like United Wire, ceased producing SWG hangers in the
United States during the period for which data were collected.
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unit operating costs (cost of goods sold (“COGS”) and selling, general, and administrative (“SG&A”)
expenses combined). Virtually all of the approximately $*** per 1,000 hanger increase in per-unit total
costs between 2005 and 2007, and a large part of the approximate $*** per 1,000 hanger decrease in per-
unit total costs between interim periods are because ***. The increase in per-unit sales value in
conjunction with a decrease in per-unit total costs, resulted in an operating income of $*** in interim
2008, compared to an operating loss of $*** in interim 2007.

Aggregate results of overall operations (including importing and purchasing) on producers’ SWG
hanger operations are shown in table VI-2. As shown in that table, aggregate net sales quantities and
values increased throughout 2005-07 (in direct contrast with the data presented in table VI-1), with lower
guantities but higher values in interim 2008. However, as with the data in table VI-1, the 2005 and 2006
data are understated because Laidlaw, whose 2005 U.S. production and imports from China combined
with approximately *** SWG hangers, was unable to provide usable financial data. Assuming ***, then
the U.S. industry’s overall sales quantities and values *** between 2005 and 2007. Aggregate operating
income margins improved in every period, and were superior in each individual period to the domestic-
only operations presented in table VI-1.

Table VI-2
SWG hangers: Results of overall operations (including imports and purchases) of U.S. producers,
fiscal years 2005-07, January-March 2007, and January-March 2008

* * * * * * *

Selected financial data on the domestic-only operations, by firm, are presented in table VI-3.
Total net sales (quantities and values), per-unit values (sales and COGS), operating income, and the ratio
of operating income or (loss) to net sales are presented in this table. The operating income and the ratio
of operating income or (loss) to net sales continuously decreased between 2005 and 2007. *** of four
reporting producers generated operating income in 2007, while *** reported operating income in January-
March 2008. The industry’s operating income and operating income margin both increased *** from
January-March 2007 to January-March 2008, with the operating income margin reaching *** percent in
January-March 2008. Even though *** in interim 2007. Selected financial data, by firm, for overall
operations (including importing and purchasing) on their SWG hangers operations are shown in table VI-
4. Again, total net sales (quantities and values), per-unit values (sales and COGS), operating income, and
the ratio of operating income or (loss) to net sales are presented in this table.

Table VI-3
SWG hangers: Results of operations (domestic-only) of U.S. producers, by firms, fiscal years
2005-07, January-March 2007, and January-March 2008

* * * * * * *

Table VI-4
SWG hangers: Results of overall operations (including imports and purchases) of U.S. producers,
by firms, fiscal years 2005-07, January-March 2007, and January-March 2008

* * * * * * *

Selected per-unit cost data of the producers on their operations, i.e., COGS and SG&A expenses,
are presented in table VI-5. The ratio of total COGS to net sales increased from *** percent in 2005 to
*** percent in 2007, while it decreased *** from January-March 2007 to January-March 2008 ***,
Overall per-unit total cost (which includes both COGS and SG&A expenses) increased by approximately
*** percent from 2005 to 2007, while it was *** percent lower in interim 2008 than in interim 2007. The
*** higher per-unit SG&A expenses in 2007 resulted from *** compared to 2006.
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Table VI-5
SWG hangers: Average unit costs of U.S. producers, fiscal years 2005-07, January-March 2007,
and January-March 2008

A variance analysis for the four U.S. producers on their domestic-only operations is presented in
table VI-6. The variance analysis provides an assessment of changes in profitability as related to changes
in pricing, cost, and volume. The information for this variance analysis is derived from table VI-1. The
analysis is summarized at the bottom of the table. Between 2005 and 2007, there was an unfavorable
operating income variance of $***. This was attributable to an unfavorable variance on price (lower unit
prices), an unfavorable variance on cost/expenses (higher cost/expenses), and a positive volume variance.
Even though sales volume declined ***, the volume variance is positive because it is determined by
multiplying the beginning period average unit operating profit or (loss) by the change in volume from the
first period to the last period. Since the industry *** in 2005, and volume declined between 2005 and
2007, the volume variance is positive because the industry was making fewer sales of product on which it
was ***. The increase in the operating income in January-March 2008 from *** in January-March 2007
was attributable to a favorable price variance and a favorable net cost/expense variance.

Table VI-6
SWG hangers: Variance analysis on results of operations (domestic-only) of domestic producers,
fiscal years 2005-07, January-March 2007, and January-March 2008

* * * * * * *

CAPITAL EXPENDITURES AND RESEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT EXPENSES

The responding firms’ data on capital expenditures and research and development (“R&D”)
expenses related to the production of SWG hangers are shown in table VI-7. The current management of
Laidlaw purchased the firm from the previous owner and started production in 2006. Capital
expenditures of approximately $***. However, Laidlaw ceased domestic production in April 2007. ***
reported R&D expenses during any of the periods for which data were collected.

Table VI-7
SWG hangers: Capital expenditures and R&D expenses of U.S. producers, fiscal years 2005-07,
January-March 2007, and January-March 2008

* * * * * * *

ASSETS AND RETURN ON INVESTMENT

U.S. producers were requested to provide data on their assets used in the production and sales of
SWG hangers to assess their return on investment (“ROI™) during the period for which data were
collected. Although ROI can be computed in different ways, a commonly used method is income earned
during the period divided by the total assets utilized for the operations. Therefore, staff calculated ROI as
operating income or (loss) divided by total assets used in the production and sales of SWG hangers. Data
on the U.S. producers’ total assets and their ROl are presented in table VI-8. The return on investment
decreased *** between 2005 and 2007. The ROI may not fairly represent the operating results of U.S.
producers since some producers had only partial operations in certain periods and these producers’
operations were not annualized. The value of total assets increased *** from 2005 to 2006 due to
increases of accounts receivable and inventories related to the purchase of Laidlaw by the current
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management in 2006. Total assets decreased *** from 2006 to 2007. The increase in the value of total
assets in 2006 was because *** reported asset data for that period but not for 2005. The inclusion of ***
data was the reason accounts receivable and inventories increased, while property, plant, and equipment
(“PPE”) decreased in 2006 because ***. Assets also decreased in 2007 as ***. The original cost and net
book value of PPE continuously decreased between 2005 and 2007, due to ***,

Table VI-8
SWG hangers: Value of assets used in the production, warehousing, and sale, and return on
investment, fiscal years 2005-07

* * * * * * *

CAPITAL AND INVESTMENT

The Commission requested U.S. producers to describe any actual or potential negative effects of
imports of SWG hangers from China on the firms’ growth, investment, and ability to raise capital or
development and production efforts (including efforts to develop a derivative or more advanced version
of the product). Their responses with respect to actual negative effects are as follows:

* * * * * * *

Company responses with respect to anticipated negative effects are as follows:

* * * * * * *

Company responses with respect to the additional question, “since July 31, 2007, has your firm
experienced any changes in the quantity of domestic sales of U.S.-produced SWG hangers or any changes
in the prices that your firm is able to charge?” are as follows:

* * * * * * *
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PART VII: THREAT CONSIDERATIONS AND BRATSK CONSIDERATIONS
Section 771(7)(F)(1) of the Act (19 U.S.C. § 1677(7)(F)(I)) provides that—

In determining whether an industry in the United States is threatened

with material injury by reason of imports (or sales for importation) of
the subject merchandise, the Commission shall consider, among other
relevant economic factors®--

() if a countervailable subsidy is involved, such information as may be
presented to it by the administering authority as to the nature of the
subsidy (particularly as to whether the countervailable subsidy is a
subsidy described in Article 3 or 6.1 of the Subsidies Agreement), and
whether imports of the subject merchandise are likely to increase,

(1) any existing unused production capacity or imminent, substantial
increase in production capacity in the exporting country indicating the
likelihood of substantially increased imports of the subject merchandise
into the United States, taking into account the availability of other export
markets to absorb any additional exports,

(111) a significant rate of increase of the volume or market penetration of
imports of the subject merchandise indicating the likelihood of
substantially increased imports,

(1IV) 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,

(V) inventories of the subject merchandise,

(V1) the potential for product-shifting if production facilities in the
foreign country, which can be used to produce the subject merchandise,
are currently being used to produce other products,

(VII) in any investigation under this title which involves imports of both
a raw agricultural product (within the meaning of paragraph (4)(E)(iv))
and any product processed from such raw agricultural product, the
likelihood that there will be increased imports, by reason of product
shifting, if there is an affirmative determination by the Commission
under section 705(b)(1) or 735(b)(1) with respect to either the raw
agricultural product or the processed agricultural product (but not
both),

! Section 771(7)(F)(ii) of the Act (19 U.S.C. § 1677(7)(F)(ii)) provides that “The Commission shall consider
{these factors} . . . as a whole in making a determination of whether further dumped or subsidized imports are
imminent and whether material injury by reason of imports would occur unless an order is issued or a suspension
agreement is accepted under this title. The presence or absence of any factor which the Commission is required to
consider . . . shall not necessarily give decisive guidance with respect to the determination. Such a determination
may not be made on the basis of mere conjecture or supposition.”
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(VII) the actual and potential negative effects on the existing
development and production efforts of the domestic industry, including
efforts to develop a derivative or more advanced version of the domestic
like product, and

(1X) any other demonstrable adverse trends that indicate the probability
that there is likely to be material injury by reason of imports (or sale for
importation) of the subject merchandise (whether or not it is actually
being imported at the time).?

Information on the volume and pricing of imports of the subject merchandise is presented in Parts
IV and V. Information on the effects of imports of the subject merchandise on U.S. producers’ existing
development and production efforts is presented in Part VI. Information on inventories of the subject
merchandise; foreign producers’ operations, including the potential for “product-shifting;” any other
threat indicators, if applicable; and any dumping in third-country markets, follows. Also presented in this
section of the report is information obtained for consideration by the Commission in relation to Bratsk
rulings.®

THE INDUSTRY IN CHINA

The petition identified 64 alleged producers of SWG hangers in China.* Table VII-1 lists
information on 14 responding Chinese firms. The majority (10 of 14) of responding Chinese producers
reported that SWG hanger production was between 95 and 100 percent of their total sales in 2007.> All
14 reported that they did not produce or have the ability to produce articles other than SWG hangers on
their machinery and equipment, and none maintained any inventory in the United States.

Notwithstanding the apparent concentration of SWG hanger production among most Chinese
producers, Respondents have offered testimony regarding the transfer of equipment from China to

2 Section 771(7)(F)(iii) of the Act (19 U.S.C. § 1677(7)(F)(iii)) further provides that, in antidumping
investigations, “. . . the Commission shall consider whether dumping in the markets of foreign countries (as
evidenced by dumping findings or antidumping remedies in other WTO member markets against the same class or
kind of merchandise manufactured or exported by the same party as under investigation) suggests a threat of material
injury to the domestic industry.”

% In the preliminary phase of this investigation, Vice Chairman Aranoff and Commisisoners Lane, Williamson,
and Pinkert “invite(d) parties to comment in any final phase investigation on whether Bratsk Aluminium Smelter v.
United States, 444 F.3d 1369 (Fed. Cir. 2006), is applicable to the facts of this investigation... (and) on what
additional information the Commission should collect to address the issues raised by the Federal Circuit, how that
information should be collected, and which nonsubject sources should be the focus of additional information
gathering by the Commission in any final phase investigation.” Steel Wire Garment Hangers from China,
Investigation No. 731-TA-1123 (Preliminary), USITC Publication 3951, October 2007, p. 15 n.99. Chairman
Pearson and Commissioner Okun found the record evidence to “suggest that nonsubject imports of SWG hangers
likely will not be a significant factor in the U.S. market,” but invited any party holding a contrary view to “so
indicate, and provide a basis for its view, at the time written comments on the draft questionnaires are submitted.”
Ibid., pp. 15-16 n.100. Only the petitioner provided comments on the Commission’s draft questionnaires, and
submitted that any necessary information on nonsubject imports was “already incorporated in the draft
questionnaires.” Petitioner’s comments on draft questionnaires, March 12, 2008, p. 2.

* At the Commission’s conference, the president of Market Direct International, LLC, testified that . . . right
now in China they have about 40 or 45 manufacturers in China.” Conference transcript, p. 120 (Zhong).

® For the remaining four producers, SWG hangers accounted for ***
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Vietnam.® Respondents also offered photographic evidence regarding the location of the equipment at
issue, some of which was clarified to indicate that certain of the production equipment was located in

China, rather than Vietnam.’

Table VII-1

SWG hangers: Chinese firms’ reported 2007 production, exports to the United States, and exports

to the United States as a share of their production

2007 reported
production

Firm (1,000 hangers)

2007 reported

exports to the

United States
(1,000 hangers)

Exports to the
United States as a
share of total
production
(percent)

*k*k

Jiaxing Boyi Medical Device

*k*k

*k*k

*k%k

Ningbo Dasheng Hanger

*k%k

*k%k

*kk

Pujiang County Command Metal Products

*kk

*kk

*kk

Shanghai Wells Hanger Co., Inc.

*k%k

*kk

*k*k

Shangyu Baoxiang Metal Manufactured

*k*k

*k*k

*k%k

Shaoxing Dingli Metal Clotheshorse

*k%k

*k%k

*kk

Shaoxing Guochao Metallic Products

*kk

*kk

*%k%k

Shaoxing Liangbao Metal Manufactured

*%k%k

*k*k

Shaoxing Meideli Metal Hanger

*k*k

*k*k

*k%k

Shaoxing Shunji Metal Clotheshorse

*kk

*kk

*kk

Shaoxing Zhongbao Metal Manufactured

*kk

*kk

*kk

Willert Home Products (Shanghai)

*kk

*kk

*k*k

Yi Wu Ao-Si Metal Products

*k*k

*kk

*k*k

Zhejiang Lucky Cloud Hanger

*k%k

*k%k

Total 2,491,848

2,287,835

91.8

Source: Compiled from data submitted in response to Commission questionnaires.

Note.--Official Commerce statistics report 2,697,369,183 hangers imported from China in 2007.

Table VII-2 presents data for these 14 firms during 2005-07, January-March 2007, January-
March 2008, and forecasts for 2008 and 2009. *** were the largest reporting Chinese producers, together
accounting for approximately *** of reported Chinese SWG hanger production and exports to the United

States.

® Hearing transcript, pp. 151-154 (Schultz).

7 Prehearing brief of United Wire et al., exhibit 4; Hearing transcript, pp. 161-162 (Slezak); Correspondence from
counsel to United Wire, et al., revising the identification of photographs, July 25, 2008.
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Table VII-2

SWG hangers: Chinese producers’ operations, 2005-07, January-March 2007, January-March 2008,

and projected 2008-09

Actual experience

Projections

January-March

Item 2005 2006 2007 2007 2008 2008 2009
Quantity (1,000 hangers)
Capacity 1,785,478 | 2,285,478 | 3,101,176 775,294 777,794 | 3,111,176 | 3,111,176
Production 1,454,942 | 1,983,286 | 2,491,848 618,819 486,307 | 2,229,904 | 1,992,598
End-of-period inventories 51,131 56,810 39,988 43,542 36,362 25,292 11,805
Shipments:
Internal consumption 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Home market 32,682 55,904 45,871 16,534 15,265 90,200 105,700
Exports to--
The United States 1,330,866 | 1,817,380 | 2,287,835 591,480 436,897 | 1,889,900 | 1,529,385
All other markets 78,308 104,323 174,964 24,090 37,770 264,500 371,000
Total exports 1,409,173 | 1,921,703 | 2,462,799 615,570 474,668 | 2,154,400 | 1,900,385
Total shipments | 1,441,856 ( 1,977,607 | 2,508,670 632,105 489,933 | 2,244,600 | 2,006,085
Ratios and shares (percent)
Capacity utilization 81.5 86.8 80.4 79.8 62.5 71.7 64.0
Inventories to production 3.5 29 1.6 1.8 1.9 1.1 0.6
Inventories to total
shipments 35 29 1.6 1.7 1.9 11 0.6
Share of total shipments:
Internal consumption 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Home market 23 2.8 1.8 2.6 3.1 4.0 53
Exports to--
The United States 92.3 91.9 91.2 93.6 89.2 84.2 76.2
All other markets 5.4 5.3 7.0 3.8 7.7 11.8 185
Total exports 97.7 97.2 98.2 97.4 96.9 96.0 94.7

Source: Compiled from data submitted in response to Commission questionnaires.
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Between January 2005 and March 2008, more than 90 percent of reported Chinese-produced
SWG hangers were exported to the United States. Reported Chinese capacity and production of SWG
hangers increased by over 70 percent from 2005 to 2007; capacity utilization fluctuated from 2005 to
2007, but remained above 80 percent.? Reported Chinese exports of SWG hangers to the United States
rose by 71.9 percent from 2005 to 2007, but are projected to decrease in 2008 and 2009, while home
market sales are projected to increase. More than half of the Chinese producers cited a decrease in the
export tax rebate® and the appreciation of the RMB, and several cited increasing costs and increased
competition, as the reasons for the projected decrease in exports of SWG hangers to the United States in
2008 and 2009. Exports to all other markets more than doubled over the period and are projected to
increase, but were only 7.1 percent of total exports of SWG hangers from China in 2007.%°

U.S. IMPORTERS’ INVENTORIES

U.S. importers’ end-of-period inventories of U.S. imports as reported are presented in table VI11-3.
Inventories of Chinese SWG hangers increased, while the ratios of inventories to imports and to total
shipments of imports initially declined but increased in 2007. Inventories of imports from all other
sources rose *** from 2005 to 2007 but, in contrast with inventories of SWG hangers from China, were
lower in January-March 2008 than in January-March 2007 (both absolutely and relative to annualized
import and shipment levels). Total reported importer inventories increased by more than *** SWG
hangers from December 2005 to December 2007, and were higher in March 2008 than in March 2007.

8 Capacity utilization, however, fell to 62.5 percent in January-March 2008, as production decreased in line with
declining exports to the United States.

® Staff notes that although this was reported as an “export” tax rebate in the questionnaires, it actually is the
rebate of the value added tax “VAT”. The rebate of the VAT for SWG hangers was reduced from 13 percent to 5
percent on July 1, 2007. Found at,
http://www.kpmg.com.hk/en/virtual_library/Tax/china_alert/2007/Issuel7 0707.pdf, retrieved on August 19, 2008.

10 Foreign export markets for Chinese producers included: Australia, Belgium, Canada, France, Germany,
Greece, Hungary, Indonesia, Israel, Italy, Japan, Kuwait, Mexico, Panama, Saudi Arabia, South Korea, the United
Arab Emirates, the United Kingdom, and Vietnam.
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Table VII-3
SWG hangers: U.S. importers’ end-of-period inventories of imports, by source, 2005-07, January-March 2007,
and January-March 2008

Calendar year January-March
Item 2005 2006 2007 2007 2008

China:

Inventories (1,000 hangers) 78,475 109,418 249,269 132,506 185,476

Ratio of inventories to imports (percent) 9.0 8.3 12.3 7.2 11.9

Ratio to U.S. shipments of imports (percent) 8.9 8.5 13.3 7.6 10.2

Ratio to total shipments of imports (percent) 8.9 8.5 13.2 7.6 10.2
All other sources:

Inventories (1,000 hangers) Fkx *kk Fokx *kk rkx

Ratio of inventories to imports (percent) rokk Fkk rokk *kk rkk

Ratio to U.S. shipments of imports (percent) rokx *hk rokx *hk rkk

Ratio to total shipments of imports (percent) xxx i xxx il xrx
All sources:

Inventories (1,000 hangers) xkx bl rkx bk rkx

Ratio of inventories to imports (percent) rkx *kk Fkk *kk i

Ratio to U.S. shipments of imports (percent) ek ik ek ok ek

Ratio to total shipments of imports (percent) rokk el rokk el rokk
Note.—Ratios were calculated using data from firms providing information on both inventories and imports or U.S. shipments of
imports. Partial-year ratios are based on annualized import/shipment data.
Source: Compiled from data submitted in response to the Commission’s questionnaire.

U.S. IMPORTERS’ CURRENT ORDERS

Thirteen U.S. importers reported that they had placed orders for SWG hangers from China
scheduled for entry into the United States in the period of April 2008 to March 2009. Table VI1I-4
presents official statistics for April - June 2008 and U.S. importers’ orders for SWG hangers from China
during July 2008 - March 2009. In addition to U.S. imports of SWG hangers from China, the next largest
sources of U.S. imports in the second quarter of 2008 included Mexico (111.6 million hangers), Vietnam
(4.2 million hangers), and Canada (1.9 million hangers).**

Table VII-4
SWG hangers: U.S. imports from China and importers’ current orders, April 2008-March 2009

Item Apr-Jun 2008 Jul-Sept 2008 Oct-Dec 2008 Jan-Mar 2009
Quantity (1,000 hangers) 604,907 * 88,760 56,000 55,000

1 Based on official Commerce statistics.

Source: Compiled from official Commerce statistics and data submitted in response to the Commission's
guestionnaire.

1 This is compared to imports of SWG hangers during the same quarter of 2007 for Mexico (85.6 million),
Vietnam (0), and Canada (1.2 million), according to import statistics from Commerce.
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ANTIDUMPING AND COUNTERVAILING DUTY ORDERS
IN THIRD-COUNTRY MARKETS

No producer, importer, or foreign producer reported any countervailing or antidumping duty
orders on SWG hangers from China in third-country markets.

INFORMATION ON NONSUBJECT SOURCES
“Bratsk™ Considerations

As a result of the Court of Appeals for the Federal Circuit (“CAFC”) decision in Bratsk Aluminum
Smelter v. United States (“Bratsk™), the Commission is directed to:*?

undertake an “additional causation inquiry”” whenever certain triggering factors are
met: “whenever the antidumping investigation is centered on a commodity product, and
price competitive non-subject imports are a significant factor in the market.”” The
additional inquiry required by the Court, which we refer to as the Bratsk
replacement/benefit test, is “whether non-subject imports would have replaced the
subject imports without any beneficial effect on domestic producers.

Respondents identified this investigation as a “Bratsk case” in their opening remarks at the
Commission’s hearing and throughout subsequent testimony.*® Petitioners disagreed.** In their briefs,
parties elaborated on their arguments as follows:

. Counsel on behalf of Laidlaw and United Wire argued that SWG hangers are a commodity
product, that the imposition of antidumping duties would result in increased imports from other
low-cost producing countries (e.g., Vietnam), that the U.S. industry lacked the capacity to suppy
the domestic market, and that U.S. production costs would result in any benefits accruing to the
petitioner’s non-U.S. operations rather than SWG hanger operations in the United States, which
are directed toward premium-priced specialty use and service items.*

. Counsel for the petitioner argued that nonsubject imports of SWG hangers are not significant, and
the evidence in the record clearly shows that nonsubject imports would not and could not have
replaced subject imports during the period examined. Counsel contended that there currently are
few suppliers outside of China.'®

Nonsubject Source Information
As discussed in Part IV of this report, the leading nonsubject countries are Mexico (accounting

for 11.1 percent of total U.S. imports of SWG hangers in 2007) and Canada (0.2 percent), with Korea,
Hong Kong, and Taiwan each accounting for less than one percent, and seven other countries accounting

12 Silicon Metal from Russia, Inv. No. 731-TA-991 (Second Remand), USITC Publication 3910, June 2007, p. 2;
citing Bratsk Aluminum Smelter v. United States, 444 F.3d at 1375.

13 Hearing transcript, pp. 20-22 (Neeley).

1 Hearing transcript, pp. 128-129 (Waite).

15 Posthearing brief of United Wire, et al., pp. 9-22.
16 petitioner’s posthearing brief, pp.11-14.
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for the remainder of 2007 imports from nonsubject countries (figure VII-1). Mexico was the only
substantial source of U.S. imports of nonsubject SWG hangers that had a lower average unit value than
that from China.'” The gap decreased from 2005 to 2006, and by 2007, the average unit value of U.S.
imports from Mexico had risen above the average unit value of imports from China. However, in 2008,
the average unit value for imports from Mexico fell just below that for China. Figure VII-2 shows the
average unit values of imports from China, Mexico, and all other sources during the period for which

data were collected.

Figure VII-1

SWG hangers: U.S. imports, by sources, 2005-07, January-March 2007, and January-March 2008

3,000,000

2,500,000

2,000,000

1,500,000

Quantity (1,000 hangers)

1,000,000

500,000

|

|

2005
D China
B Hong Kong

2006 2007 Jan-Mar 2007Jan-Mar 2008
B Mexico | | canada
| | Korea B Taiwan

] Other sources

Source: Table IV-3.

' The average unit value for imports from Switzerland, which accounted for .02 percent of total imports in 2007,
also was lower than the average unit value for imports from China. However, *** confirmed that they only imported
from China. Staff telephone interview with ***  June 18, 2008.
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Figure VII-2
SWG hangers: Average unit values of U.S. imports, by sources, 2005-07, January-March 2007, and
January-March 2008
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D China . Mexico D All other sources

Source: Table IV-3.
Mexico

Table VII-5 presents data for M&B’s Mexican operations. Reported imports from the
Petitioner’s Mexican operations accounted for *** percent of SWG hanger imports from Mexico in 2007,
according to Commerce statistics. The Petitioner’s Mexican operation’s capacity *** during the period
for which data were collected, while production increased *** from 2005 to 2006 before increasing for
the remainder of the period for which data were collected, and M&B projects *** exports to the United
States in 2008 and 2009. M&B exported hangers to *** the United States; such exports accounted for
nearly *** percent of its total shipments in 2007. Production in Mexico accounted for *** percent of
M&B’s total production of SWG hangers in 2006 and *** percent in 2007.
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Table VII-5
SWG hangers: Petitioner’s Mexican operations, 2005-07, January-March 2007, January-March
2008, and projected 2008-09

* * * * * * *

Additionally, *** took over the lease of a hangers production facility from *** in Nogales,
Mexico, on December 31, 2005, and ran the production line from January 2006 to February 2007. In
2006, *** purchased the excess inventory from the Mexican facility, which reportedly included a minimal
amount of ***, The Mexican operation produced ***. In February 2007, ***. Reported imports from
*** Mexican operations accounted for *** percent of SWG hanger imports from Mexico in 2006 and ***
percent in 2007, according to official Commerce statistics.

Overall, it is believed that there are several small producers of hangers in Mexico as well as the
M&B facility.’* According to witness testimony, “U.S. Hanger, also known as Nagel, shut down its
Texas hanger facility in 2004 and moved its production equipment to Mexico, according to the U.S.
Department of Labor's Office of Trade Adjustment Assistance. The company produced hangers in
Mexico for only a few months before it shut down altogether.”® M&B has identified the following firms
as producers of SWG hangers: Productos de Alambre S.A. (PASA); Clavos Nacionales S.A.; Diamante
2000; Ganchos El Cedro S. A.; and Hangarme. According to M&B, there are also two known Mexican
importers of Chinese hangers into Mexico: Calormatic and Teran.

Canada

Hangers of Canada, located in Ontario, is the only confirmed producer and exporter of SWG
hangers in Canada.”® Table V11-6 presents data for Hangers of Canada’s operations. All imports from
Canada were accounted for by Hangers of Canada. Capacity remained constant over the period, while
production increased and ***. The increase in production was followed by an increase in both home
market sales and export shipments. Hangers of Canada’s *** export market is ***, which accounted for
*** percent of its commercial shipments of SWG hangers in 2007. Home market shipments accounted
for *** percent of its commercial shipments in 2007, a *** increase from 2005.

The SWG hangers produced by Hangers of Canada are ***, SWG hangers comprise *** percent
of its total sales. Additionally, *** of Hangers of Canada’s exports to the United States are for retail sale,
while *** are for the dry cleaning industry (*** to distributors, but *** to end-use dry cleaners).?

Table VII-6
SWG hangers: Canadian operations, 2005-07, January-March 2007, January-March 2008, and
projected 2008-09

18 Conference transcript, p. 59 (Magnus).
1® Conference transcript, pp. 37-38 (Magrath).
2 Merrick Engineering is the parent company of Hangers of Canada.

2! Questionnaire response of Hangers of Canada (cover letter). Hangers of Canada identified ***. The company
identified ***. Ibid.
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Vietham

Based on the historical level of U.S. imports from Vietnam, the country was not characterized in
the prehearing staff report as a leading nonsubject source of SWG hangers. Indeed, U.S. imports of SWG
hangers from Vietnam were relatively small prior to the second quarter of 2008 when, as noted in Part IV,
they surpassed the level of such imports from Canada, though they remained well below the level of SWG
hanger imports from Mexico and China. However, during the hearing and in the respondents’ briefs, the
issue of production shifting by Chinese companies to Vietnam has been raised. According to Tom
Schultz, president and CEO of Laidlaw, one of the largest Chinese producers of SWG hangers, Andrews
Group, which consists of Shaoxing Andrew Metal Manufactured Co., Ltd., Shaoxing Gangyuan Metal
Manufactured Co., Ltd., and Shaoxing Tongzhou Megal Manufactured Co., Ltd., halted operations due to
pending antidumping duties in March 2008 and moved production to Vietnam. According to testimony,
Cao Duc Clothes Hanger Co., Ltd. (“Andrews Vietnam”) was opened in Vietnam in July 2008 and is now
taking orders.” The respondents contend that due to the mobility of the SWG hangers’ machinery,
production will shift, and has shifted, to Vietnam with the imposition of dumping duties against China.

Despite efforts to contact public and non-public officials in Vietnam (including officials at the
companies in question), staff was not able to obtain any data regarding current and projected production
levels in Vietnam. Staff’s attempts to contact company officials in Vietnam were unsuccessful. Staff’s
contacts with a public official were cordial and resulted in prompt responses, but detailed production or
capacity data were not readily available (as, indeed, the official had warned might be the case). However,
according to data reported to the United Nations by Vietnam, exports of the broader category of “articles
of wire, iron or steel, n.e.s.” (the HS category under which exports of SWG hangers are recognized)
totaled $1.1 million in 2005 (the most recent year for which complete data are available). Of this figure,
exports to the United States accounted for $25,000.%

22 Hearing transcript, pp. 151-154 (Schultz). See also Respondent Fabricare Choice’s prehearing brief, exh. 1 (as
many as seven companies were mentioned as producing or beginning to produce SWG hangers in Vietnam).

2 Correspondence from ***, August 11, 2008.
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For further information concerning public service list containing the names
the conduct of this phase of the and addresses of all persons, or their
investigation, hearing procedures, and representatives, who are parties to the
rules of general application, consult the investigation.
Commission’s Rules of Practice and Limited disclosure of business
Procedure, part 201, subparts A through proprietary information (BPI) under an
E (19 CFR part 201), and part 207, administrative protective order (APO)
subparts A and C (19 CFR part 207). and BPI service list—Pursuant to
EFFECTIVE DATE: March 25, 2008. section 207.7(a) of the Commission’s
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: rules, the Secretary will make BPI
Gabriel Ellenberger (202—-205-3289), gathered in the final phase of this
Office of Investigations, U.S. investigation available to aythorlz_ed
International Trade Commission, 500 E  applicants under the APO issued in the
Street, SW., Washington, DC 20436. Investigation, provided that the
Hearing-impaired persons can obtain ~ @pplication is made no later than 21
information on this matter by contacting fiays prior to the hear1_ng date SP8C1fled
the Commission’s TDD terminal on 202— in this notice. Apthonzed app.hcants
205-1810. Persons with mobility must represent interested parties, as
impairments who will need special defH}Gd by 19 U.S.C. 16_77(9)’ who are
assistance in gaining access to the parties to the investigation. A party
Commission should contact the Office granted access to BPI in the preliminary
of the Secretary at 202—205-2000. phase of the investigation need not
General information concerning the reapply {cor Sl}Ch access. A separate
Commission may also be obtained by service list will be maintained by the
accessing its internet server (http:// Secretary for those parties authorized to
www.usitc.gov). The public record for receive BPI under the APO.
this investigation may be viewed on the Staff report.—The prehearing staff
Commission’s electronic docket (EDIS) ~ report in the final phase of this
at http://edis.usitc.gov. investigation will be placed in the
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: nonpublic record on May 29, 2008, and
Background.—The final phase of this & public version will be 1ssped
investigation is being scheduled as a thereafter,.pu'rsu’ant to section 207.22 of
result of an affirmative preliminary th?_lcommlf}ﬁ? sCrules._ . 11 hold
determination by the Department of h earing. ° O{nmlss_l(})lnﬁ/v ! fi 01
Commerce that imports of steel wire a hearing In connection with the fina
INTERNATIONAL TRADE garment hangers from China are being g.lg%se of this 1nves1t;gz;t(1)c()]ré beg1}r11 m{ljlgsat
COMMISSION sold in the United States at less than fair > &M o1t June 12, ; at the U.o.

[Investigation No. 731-TA-1123 (Final)]

Steel Wire Garment Hangers From
China

AGENCY: United States International
Trade Commission.

ACTION: Scheduling of the final phase of
an antidumping investigation.

SUMMARY: The Commission hereby gives
notice of the scheduling of the final
phase of antidumping investigation No.
731-TA—-1123 (Final) under section
735(b) of the Tariff Act of 1930 (19
U.S.C. 1673d(b)) (the Act) to determine
whether an industry in the United
States is materially injured or
threatened with material injury, or the
establishment of an industry in the
United States is materially retarded, by
reason of less-than-fair-value imports
from China of steel wire garment
hangers, provided for in subheading
7326.20 of the Harmonized Tariff
Schedule of the United States.!

1For purposes of this investigation, the
Department of Commerce has defined the subject
merchandise as ‘‘steel wire garment hangers,
fabricated from carbon steel wire, whether or not
galvanized or painted, whether or not coated with
latex or epoxy or similar gripping materials, and/

value within the meaning of section 733
of the Act (19 U.S.C. 1673b). The
investigation was requested in a petition
filed on July 31, 2007, by M&B Metal
Products Company, Inc., Leeds, AL.
Participation in the investigation and
public service list—Persons, including
industrial users of the subject
merchandise and, if the merchandise is
sold at the retail level, representative
consumer organizations, wishing to
participate in the final phase of this
investigation as parties must file an
entry of appearance with the Secretary
to the Commission, as provided in
section 201.11 of the Commission’s
rules, no later than 21 days prior to the
hearing date specified in this notice. A
party that filed a notice of appearance
during the preliminary phase of the
investigation need not file an additional
notice of appearance during this final
phase. The Secretary will maintain a

or whether or not fashioned with paper covers or
capes (with or without printing) and/or nonslip
features such as saddles or tubes. These products
may also be referred to by a commercial
designation, such as shirt, suit, strut, caped, or latex
(industrial) hangers. Specifically excluded from the
scope of this investigation are wooden, plastic, and
other garment hangers that are classified under
separate subheadings of the HTSUS.”

International Trade Commission
Building. Requests to appear at the
hearing should be filed in writing with
the Secretary to the Commission on or
before June 6, 2008. A nonparty who has
testimony that may aid the
Commission’s deliberations may request
permission to present a short statement
at the hearing. All parties and
nonparties desiring to appear at the
hearing and make oral presentations
should attend a prehearing conference
to be held at 9:30 a.m. on June 10, 2008,
at the U.S. International Trade
Commission Building. Oral testimony
and written materials to be submitted at
the public hearing are governed by
sections 201.6(b)(2), 201.13(f), and
207.24 of the Commission’s rules.
Parties must submit any request to
present a portion of their hearing
testimony in camera no later than 7
business days prior to the date of the
hearing.

Written submissions.—Each party
who is an interested party shall submit
a prehearing brief to the Commission.
Prehearing briefs must conform with the
provisions of section 207.23 of the
Commission’s rules; the deadline for
filing is June 5, 2008. Parties may also
file written testimony in connection
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with their presentation at the hearing, as
provided in section 207.24 of the
Commission’s rules, and posthearing
briefs, which must conform with the
provisions of section 207.25 of the
Commission’s rules. The deadline for
filing posthearing briefs is June 19,
2008; witness testimony must be filed
no later than three days before the
hearing. In addition, any person who
has not entered an appearance as a party
to the investigation may submit a
written statement of information
pertinent to the subject of the
investigation, including statements of
support or opposition to the petition, on
or before June 19, 2008. On July 9, 2008,
the Commission will make available to
parties all information on which they
have not had an opportunity to
comment. Parties may submit final
comments on this information on or
before July 11, 2008, but such final
comments must not contain new factual
information and must otherwise comply
with section 207.30 of the Commission’s
rules. All written submissions must
conform with the provisions of section
201.8 of the Commission’s rules; any
submissions that contain BPI must also
conform with the requirements of
sections 201.6, 207.3, and 207.7 of the
Commission’s rules. The Commission’s
rules do not authorize filing of
submissions with the Secretary by
facsimile or electronic means, except to
the extent permitted by section 201.8 of
the Commission’s rules, as amended, 67
FR 68036 (November 8, 2002). Even
where electronic filing of a document is
permitted, certain documents must also
be filed in paper form, as specified in II
(C) of the Commission’s Handbook on
Electronic Filing Procedures, 67 FR
68168, 68173 (November 8, 2002).

Additional written submissions to the
Commission, including requests
pursuant to section 201.12 of the
Commission’s rules, shall not be
accepted unless good cause is shown for
accepting such submissions, or unless
the submission is pursuant to a specific
request by a Commissioner or
Commission staff.

In accordance with sections 201.16(c)
and 207.3 of the Commission’s rules,
each document filed by a party to the
investigation must be served on all other
parties to the investigation (as identified
by either the public or BPI service list),
and a certificate of service must be
timely filed. The Secretary will not
accept a document for filing without a
certificate of service.

Authority: This investigation is being
conducted under authority of title VII of the
Tariff Act of 1930; this notice is published
pursuant to section 207.21 of the
Commission’s rules.

By order of the Commission.
Issued: March 31, 2008.
Marilyn R. Abbett,
Secretary to the Commission.
[FR Doc. E8-7011 Filed 4-3-08; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 7020-02-P
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INTERNATIONAL TRADE
COMMISSION

[Investigation No. 731-TA-1123 (Final)]

Steel Wire Garment Hangers From
China

AGENCY: United States International
Trade Commission.

ACTION: Revised schedule for the subject
investigation.

DATES: Effective Date: April 23, 2008.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Gabriel Ellenberger (202—205-3289),
Office of Investigations, U.S.
International Trade Commission, 500 E
Street, SW., Washington, DC 20436.
Hearing-impaired persons can obtain
information on this matter by contacting
the Commission’s TDD terminal on 202—
205-1810. Persons with mobility
impairments who will need special
assistance in gaining access to the
Commission should contact the Office
of the Secretary at 202—205-2000.
General information concerning the
Commission may also be obtained by
accessing its internet server (http://
www.usitc.gov). The public record for
this investigation may be viewed on the
Commission’s electronic docket (EDIS)
at http://edis.usitc.gov.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Effective
March 25, 2008, the Commission
established a schedule for the conduct
of the final phase of the subject
investigation (73 FR 18560, April 4,
2008). Subsequently, the Department of
Commerce extended the date for its final
determination in the investigation from
June 9, 2008 to August 7, 2008 (73 FR
20018, April 14, 2008). The
Commission, therefore, is revising its
schedule to conform with Commerce’s
new schedule.

The Commission’s new schedule for
the investigation is as follows: requests
to appear at the hearing must be filed
with the Secretary to the Commission
not later than July 25, 2008; the
prehearing conference will be held at
the U.S. International Trade
Commission Building at 9:30 a.m. on
July 28, 2008; the prehearing staff report

will be placed in the nonpublic record
on July 17, 2008; the deadline for filing
prehearing briefs is July 24, 2008; the
hearing will be held at the U.S.
International Trade Commission
Building at 9:30 a.m. on July 31, 2008;
the deadline for filing posthearing briefs
is August 14, 2008; the Commission will
make its final release of information on
September 4, 2008; and final party
comments are due on September 8,
2008.

For further information concerning
this investigation see the Commission’s
notice cited above and the
Commission’s Rules of Practice and
Procedure, part 201, subparts A through
E (19 CFR part 201), and part 207,
subparts A and C (19 CFR part 207).

Authority: This investigation is being
conducted under authority of title VII of the
Tariff Act of 1930; this notice is published
pursuant to section 207.21 of the
Commission’s rules.

By order of the Commission.

Issued: April 24, 2008.

Marilyn R. Abbott,

Secretary to the Commission.

[FR Doc. E8—9415 Filed 4—29-08; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 7020-02-P
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DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

International Trade Administration

[A-570-918]

Steel Wire Garment Hangers from the
People’s Republic of China: Final
Determination of Sales at Less Than
Fair Value

AGENCY: Import Administration,
International Trade Administration,
Department of Commerce.

DATES: Effective Date: August 14, 2008.

SUMMARY: On March 25, 2008, the
Department of Commerce
(“Department”) published its
preliminary determination of sales at
less than fair value (“LTFV”) in the
antidumping investigation of steel wire
garment hangers (“hangers”) from the
People’s Republic of China (“PRC”). On
April 14, 2008, the Department
published its amended preliminary
determination. The period of
investigation (“POI”) is January 1, 2007,
to June 30, 2007. We invited interested
parties to comment on our preliminary
determination of sales at LTFV. Based
on our analysis of the comments we
received, we have made changes to our
calculations for the mandatory
respondents. The final dumping
margins for this investigation are listed
in the “Final Determination Margins”
section below.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Irene Gorelik or Julia Hancock, Import
Administration, International Trade
Administration, U.S. Department of
Commerce, 14th Street and Constitution
Avenue, NW., Washington, DC 20230;
telephone: (202) 482—6905 or (202) 482—
1394, respectively.

Final Determination

We determine that hangers from the
PRC are being, or are likely to be, sold
in the United States at LTFV as
provided in section 735 of the Tariff Act
of 1930, as amended (“the Act”). The
estimated margins of sales at LTFV are
shown in the “Final Determination
Margins” section of this notice.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
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Case History

The Department published its
preliminary determination of sales at
LTFV on March 25, 2008. See
Preliminary Determination of Sales at
Less Than Fair Value: Steel Wire
Garment Hangers from the People’s
Republic of China 73 FR 15726 (March
25, 2008) (“Preliminary
Determination’). Due to a significant
ministerial error, the Department
published its amended preliminary
determination of sales at LTFV on April
14, 2008. See Steel Wire Garment
Hangers from the People’s Republic of
China: Amended Preliminary
Determination of Sales at Less Than
Fair Value and Postponement of Final
Determination 73 FR 20018 (April 14,
2008) (“Amended Preliminary
Determination’). Additionally, the
Department postponed the deadline for
the final determination by 60 days to
August 7, 2008. See id. at 20020-20021.
On April 24, 2008, certain separate rate
respondents represented by Greenberg
Traurig? (“Greenberg Respondents”)
filed a timely request for a public
hearing. Between May 21, 2008, and
June 6, 2008, the Department conducted
verifications of Shanghai Wells Hanger
Co., Ltd. (“Shanghai Wells”’) and the
Shaoxing Metal Companies.2 See the
“Verification” section below for
additional information.

On June 27, 2008, we invited parties
to comment on the Department’s
proposed change to the scope language
within the Preliminary Determination.
On July 7, 2008, Petitioner * and Home
Products (Shanghai) Co., Ltd., and

1 These companies are: United Wire Hanger
Corporation, Laidlaw Company, Zhejiang Lucky
Cloud Hanger Co., Ltd., Shangyu Baoxiang Metal
Product Co., Ltd., Shaoxing Dingli Metal
Clotheshorse Co., Shaoxing Meideli Metal Hanger
Co., Ltd., Shaoxing Shunji Metal Clotheshorse Co.,
Ltd., and Shaoxing Zhongbao Metal Manufactured
Co. Ltd., Shaoxing Liangbao Metal Manufactured
Co. Ltd.

2The Shaoxing Metal Companies consist of:
Shaoxing Gangyuan Metal Manufactured Co., Ltd.
(“Gangyuan”), Shaoxing Andrew Metal
Manufactured Co., Ltd. (“Andrew”), Shaoxing
Tongzhou Metal Manufactured Co., Ltd.
(“Tongzhou”), and Company X. The Department
normally does not consider a respondent’s
supplier’s name to be business proprietary
information. However, in this instance, counsel for
the Shaoxing Metal Companies bracketed this
information as business proprietary and the
Department did not challenge this treatment. See
Memorandum to the File from Julia Hancock,
Senior Case Analyst: Program Analysis for the Final
Determination of Antidumping Duty Investigation
of Steel Wire Garment Hangers from the People’s
Republic of China: Shaoxing Metal Companies,
(August 7, 2008) (“Shaoxing Final Analysis Memo”)
for more information regarding the identity of this
company; Shaoxing Metal Companies’ Request for
Collapsing, (February 26, 2008) at 15.

3 The Petitioner is M&B Metal Products Company
Inc.

Willert Home Products, Inc.
(collectively “Willert”’) submitted
comments regarding the Department’s
proposed scope language change.
Additionally, Willert included a scope
clarification request in its comments
dated July 7, 2008, which the
Department addresses in the ““Analysis
of Comments Received’” and “Scope
Modifications” sections below.

Upon the July 3, 2008, release of the
second of two verification reports,* we
invited parties to comment on the
Preliminary Determination. On July 10,
2008, Petitioner, Shanghai Wells, the
Shaoxing Metal Companies, and other
interested parties filed case briefs. On
July 11, 2008, the Department rejected
the case brief submitted by the
Greenberg Respondents because it
contained untimely, new factual
information. See the Department’s letter
to all interested parties dated July 11,
2008. On July 11, 2008, the Greenberg
Respondents resubmitted their revised
case brief, which the Department also
rejected because the untimely, new
information had not been properly
redacted in its entirety. See the
Department’s letter to all interested
parties dated July 14, 2008. On July 15,
2008, the Greenberg Respondents
resubmitted their case brief with the
untimely, new information redacted in
its entirety. On July 15, 2008, the
Shaoxing Metal Companies, Shanghai
Wells, and Petitioner filed rebuttal
briefs. On July 17, 2008, the Greenberg
Traurig Respondents withdrew their
request for a public hearing, leaving no
public hearing request on the record.

Analysis of Comments Received

All issues raised in the case and
rebuttal briefs by parties to this
investigation are addressed in the
“Investigation of Steel Wire Garment
Hangers from the People’s Republic of
China: Issues and Decision
Memorandum,” dated August 7, 2008
(“Issues and Decision Memorandum”’),
which is hereby adopted by this notice.
A list of the issues which parties raised
and to which we respond in the Issues
and Decision Memorandum is attached

4 See Memorandum to the File through Catherine
Bertrand, Program Manager, Office 9, from Irene
Gorelik, Senior Case Analyst: Verification of the
Sales and Factors Response of Shanghai Wells
Hanger Co., Ltd. in the Antidumping Investigation
of Steel Wire Garment Hangers from the People’s
Republic of China (“PRC”) (July 1, 2008)
(“Shanghai Wells Verification Report”), and
Memorandum to the File through Catherine
Bertrand, Program Manager, Office 9, from Julia
Hancock, Senior Case Analyst: Verification of the
Sales and Factors Response of the Shaoxing Metal
Companies in the Antidumping Investigation of
Steel Wire Garment Hangers from the People’s
Republic of China (“PRC”), (July 3, 2008)
(“Shaoxing Metal Verification Report’).

to this notice as an appendix. The Issue
and Decision Memorandum is a public
document and is on file in the Central
Records Unit (“CRU”’), Main Commerce
Building, Room 1117, and is accessible
on the World Wide Web at http://
www.trade.gov/ia. The paper copy and
electronic version of the memorandum
are identical in content.

Changes Since the Preliminary
Determination

Based on our analysis of information
on the record of this investigation, and
comments received from the interested
parties, we have made changes to the
margin calculations for the Shaoxing
Metal Companies and Shanghai Wells.
We have revalued several of the
surrogate values used in the Preliminary
Determination. The values that were
modified for this final determination are
those for surrogate financial ratios, steel
scrap, and the wage rate. For further
details see Issues and Decision
Memorandum at Comments 3, 6, and 7,
and Memorandum to the File from Julia
Hancock, through Catherine Bertrand,
Program Manager, AD/CVD Operations,
Office 9, and James C. Doyle, Director,
AD/CVD Operations, Office 9; Steel
Wire Garment Hangers from the
People’s Republic of China: Surrogate
Values for the Final Determination,
dated August 7, 2008 (“‘Final Surrogate
Value Memo”).

In addition, we have made some
company-specific changes since the
Preliminary Determination. Specifically,
we have incorporated, where applicable,
post-preliminary clarifications based on
verification and corrected certain
clerical errors for Shanghai Wells. We
have also applied partial adverse facts
available, where applicable, for various
findings from verification of both
companies. For further details on these
company-specific changes, see Issues
and Decision Memorandum at
Comments 8 and 9.

Scope Modifications

Since the publication of the
Preliminary Determination, the
Department became concerned that
certain language in the scope might
create opportunities for circumvention.
Therefore, on June 27, 2008, the
Department invited interested parties to
comment on a proposed change to the
scope language. See Letter to All
Interested Parties, dated June 27, 2008.
As stated above, Willert and Petitioner
submitted comments. Specifically,
Petitioner stated that it supported the
Department’s proposed change to the
scope of the investigation.
Consequently, we are modifying the
scope to include language that the
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Department proposed in its June 27,
2008, letter.

Willert briefly referenced the
Department’s proposed change to the
scope but focused its comments on a
scope clarification request regarding its
vinyl-dipped steel wire garment
hangers, which we address fully in the
Issues and Decision Memorandum at
Comment 1. We are denying Willert’s
scope modification request because both
the Department and Petitioner remain
concerned about the possibility of
circumvention under Willert’s proposed
exclusion. See Issues and Decision
Memorandum at Comment 1.

Scope of Investigation

The merchandise that is subject to
this investigation is steel wire garment
hangers, fabricated from carbon steel
wire, whether or not galvanized or
painted, whether or not coated with
latex or epoxy or similar gripping
materials, and/or whether or not
fashioned with paper covers or capes
(with or without printing) and/or
nonslip features such as saddles or
tubes. These products may also be
referred to by a commercial designation,
such as shirt, suit, strut, caped, or latex
(industrial) hangers. Specifically
excluded from the scope of this
investigation are wooden, plastic, and
other garment hangers that are not made
of steel wire. The products subject to
this investigation are currently
classified under HTSUS subheading
7326.20.0020 and 7323.99.9060.

Although the HTSUS subheading is
provided for convenience and customs
purposes, the written description of the
merchandise is dispositive.

Affiliations

In the Preliminary Determination, the
Department determined that, based on
the evidence on the record in this
investigation and based on the evidence
presented in Gangyuan’s questionnaire
responses, we preliminarily found that
Gangyuan is affiliated with Andrew,
Tongzhou, and Company X ® pursuant
to sections 771(33)(E), (F), and (G) of the
Act, based on ownership and common
control. See Preliminary Determination,
73 FR at 15729. In addition to being
affiliated, we stated that these
individual companies have production
facilities for similar or identical
products that would not require

5Company X is business proprietary information.
See Memorandum to the File from Julia Hancock,
Senior Case Analyst: Program Analysis for the Final
Determination of Antidumping Duty Investigation
of Steel Wire Garment Hangers from the People’s
Republic of China: Shaoxing Metal Companies,
(August 7, 2008) (“Shaoxing Final Analysis Memo”)
for more information regarding the identity of this
company.

substantial retooling and there is a
significant potential for manipulation of
production based on the level of
common ownership and control, shared
management, and an intertwining of
business operations. See 19 CFR
351.401(f)(1) and (2). Thus, we also
found that they should be considered as
a single entity known as the Shaoxing
Metal Companies for purposes of this
investigation. See 19 CFR 351.401(f).

No other information has been placed
on the record since the Preliminary
Determination to contradict the above
information upon which we based our
finding that these companies constitute
a single entity. Therefore, for the final
determination, we continue to find that
the Shaoxing Metal Companies are a
single entity pursuant to sections
771(33)(E), (F), and (G) of the Act, based
on ownership and common control. We
also continue to determine that they
should be considered as a single entity
for purposes of this investigation. See 19
CFR 351.401(f).

Use of Facts Available

Section 776(a)(2) of the Act provides
that, if an interested party: (A)
Withholds information that has been
requested by the Department; (B) fails to
provide such information in a timely
manner or in the form or manner
requested, subject to sections 782(c)(1)
and (e) of the Act; (C) significantly
impedes a proceeding under the
antidumping statute; or (D) provides
such information but the information
cannot be verified; the Department
shall, subject to subsection 782(d) of the
Act, use facts otherwise available in
reaching the applicable determination.

Section 782(c)(1) of the Act provides
that if an interested party ‘“‘promptly
after receiving a request from {the
Department} for information, notifies
{the Department} that such party is
unable to submit the information
requested in the requested form and
manner, together with a full explanation
and suggested alternative form in which
such party is able to submit the
information,” the Department may
modify the requirements to avoid
imposing an unreasonable burden on
that party.

Section 782(d) of the Act provides
that, if the Department determines that
a response to a request for information
does not comply with the request, the
Department will inform the person
submitting the response of the nature of
the deficiency and shall, to the extent
practicable, provide that person the
opportunity to remedy or explain the
deficiency. If that person submits
further information that continues to be
unsatisfactory, or this information is not

submitted within the applicable time
limits, the Department may, subject to
section 782(e), disregard all or part of
the original and subsequent responses,
as appropriate.

Section 782(e) of the Act states that
the Department shall not decline to
consider information deemed
“deficient” under section 782(d) if: (1)
The information is submitted by the
established deadline; (2) the information
can be verified; (3) the information is
not so incomplete that it cannot serve as
a reliable basis for reaching the
applicable determination; (4) the
interested party has demonstrated that it
acted to the best of its ability; and (5)
the information can be used without
undue difficulties.

Furthermore, section 776(b) of the Act
states that if the Department ““finds that
an interested party has failed to
cooperate by not acting to the best of its
ability to comply with a request for
information from the administering
authority..., the administering
authority..., in reaching the applicable
determination under this title, may use
an inference that is adverse to the
interests of that party in selecting from
among the facts otherwise available.”
See also Statement of Administrative
Action (“SAA”) accompanying the
Uruguay Round Agreements Act
(URAA), H.R. Rep. No. 103-316, Vol. 1
at 870 (1994), reprinted in 1994
U.S.C.C.A.N. 4040, 4199.

Shanghai Wells

For the final determination, in
accordance with sections 773(c)(3)(B)
and 776(a)(1) of the Act, we have
determined that the use of neutral facts
available (“FA”) is required for
Shanghai Wells’s consumption of
drawing powder used in the production
of subject merchandise as a factor of
production rather than an overhead
expense, as reported by Shanghai Wells.
See Issues and Decision Memorandum
at Comment 2. As neutral FA, we are
using the public version of the
consumption ratio reported by Shaoxing
Gangyuan, one of the companies within
the single entity, Shaoxing Metal
Companies, the other mandatory
respondent in this investigation. See
Memorandum to the File from Irene
Gorelik, Senior Case Analyst: Program
Analysis for the Final Determination of
Antidumping Duty Investigation of Steel
Wire Garment Hangers from the
People’s Republic of China: Shanghai
Wells (August 7, 2008) (“Shanghai
Wells Final Analysis Memo”), for
further details on the treatment of
drawing powder. See also Final
Surrogate Value Memo for the surrogate
value used to value drawing powder.
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Additionally, for the final
determination, in accordance with
sections 773(c)(3)(B) of the Act, section
776(a)(2)(A), (B) and (D) of the Act, and
section 776(b) of the Act, we have
determined that the use of adverse facts
available (“AFA”) is warranted for
Shanghai Wells’s unreported
consumption of water that is used in its
production process. See Issues and
Decision Memorandum at Comment 9D;
Shanghai Wells Verification Report at 2,
35. As partial AFA, we are using
Gangyuan’s public version consumption
ratios for water, which is the only
available consumption ratio on the
record. Additionally, in accordance
with sections 773(c)(3)(B) of the Act,
section 776(a)(2)(A), (B) and (D) of the
Act, and section 776(b) of the Act, we
have determined that the use of AFA is
warranted for Shanghai Wells’s
unreported consumption of lubricant
lard that is used in the production
process. See id. To account for Shanghai
Wells’s lubricant lard, because
Gangyuan did not use lubricant lard in
the production of subject merchandise
and as there is no lubricant lard
consumption information on the record,
the Department will use Gangyuan’s
water consumption ratio a second time
as a proxy for the lubricant lard. We
find this to be appropriate because
Shanghai Wells uses two lubricant
inputs in the wire rod drawing process,
and we are using the only record
information on lubricant inputs as the
AFA plug for each lubricant input used
by Shanghai Wells. Given the limited
information on the record, we find this
to be a sufficient basis for an adverse
inference.

Shaoxing Metal Companies

For the final determination, in
accordance with section 776(a)(2)(B) of
the Act, we have determined that the
use of partial neutral FA is required for
the Shaoxing Metal Companies’
consumption of water. See Issues and
Decision Memorandum at Comment 8D.
As partial FA, we are using certain
months of reported data during the POI
to calculate an average of the Shaoxing
Metal Companies’ average actual
consumption of water. See
Memorandum to the File from Julia
Hancock, Senior Case Analyst: Program
Analysis for the Final Determination of
Antidumping Duty Investigation of Steel
Wire Garment Hangers from the
People’s Republic of China: Shaoxing
Metal Companies, (August 7, 2008)
(“Shaoxing Final Analysis Memo”’) for
further details on the treatment of water.

Additionally, for the final
determination, in accordance with
sections 776(a)(2)(A), (B) and (D) of the

Act, and section 776(b) of the Act, we
have determined that the use of AFA is
warranted for the Shaoxing Metal
Companies’ unverified white paper
inputs, brown paper inputs, and steel
scrap sales. See Issues and Decision
Memorandum at Comment 8E; the
Shaoxing Metal Verification Report, at
33-34, 37, and 46—-47. As partial AFA
for Gangyuan’s and Andrew’s white
paper, we have assigned Tongzhou’s
highest verified usage ratio of white
paper on the record as the usage ratio
for Gangyuan’s and Andrew’s
consumption of white paper.
Additionally, as partial AFA for the
Gangyuan’s, Andrew’s, and Tongzhou'’s
brown paper, we have assigned the
highest usage ratio of brown paper of
the three companies on the record as
each company’s consumption of brown
paper. Moreover, as partial AFA for
Gangyuan’s, Andrew’s, and Tongzhou’s
steel scrap sales, we have not granted
them a by-product offset for the final
determination. See Shaoxing Final
Analysis Memo for further details of the
normal value calculation.

Finally, for the final determination, in
accordance with sections 776(a)(2)(A),
and (B) of the Act, we have determined
that the use of partial neutral FA is
required for the Shaoxing Metal
Companies’ direct labor and packing
labor because assembly labor was
incorrectly included in Gangyuan’s and
Andrew’s packing labor. See Shaoxing
Final Analysis Memo; see also the
Shaoxing Metal Verification Report, at
43 and Verification Exhibit 17. As
partial FA for the Shaoxing Metal
Companies’ direct labor and packing
labor, we have calculated direct labor,
which includes assembly labor, using
the total number of direct labor hours
for April 2007, and calculated packing
labor, not including assembly labor,
using the total number of packing labor
hours for April 2007. See Shaoxing
Final Analysis Memo for further details
of the normal value calSculation.

Verification

As provided in section 782(i) of the
Act, we verified the information
submitted by the respondents for use in
our final determination. See the
Department’s verification reports on the
record of this investigation in the CRU
with respect to Shanghai Wells and the
Shaoxing Metal Companies. For both
verified companies, we used standard
verification procedures, including
examination of relevant accounting and
production records, as well as original
source documents provided by
respondents.

Surrogate Country

In the Preliminary Determination, we
stated that we had selected India as the
appropriate surrogate country to use in
this investigation for the following
reasons: (1) It is a significant producer
of comparable merchandise; (2) it is at
a similar level of economic development
pursuant to 773(c)(4) of the Act; and (3)
we have reliable data from India that we
can use to value the factors of
production. See Preliminary
Determination, 73 FR at 15728-15729.
For the final determination, we received
no comments and made no changes to
our findings with respect to the
selection of a surrogate country.

Separate Rates

In proceedings involving NME
countries, the Department begins with a
rebuttable presumption that all
companies within the country are
subject to government control and, thus,
should be assigned a single
antidumping duty deposit rate. It is the
Department’s policy to assign all
exporters of merchandise subject to an
investigation in an NME country this
single rate unless an exporter can
demonstrate that it is sufficiently
independent so as to be entitled to a
separate rate. See Final Determination of
Sales at Less Than Fair Value: Sparklers
From the People’s Republic of China, 56
FR 20588 (May 6, 1991) (“Sparklers”),
as amplified by Notice of Final
Determination of Sales at Less Than
Fair Value: Silicon Carbide From the
People’s Republic of China, 59 FR 22585
(May 2, 1994) (““Silicon Carbide”), and
Section 351.107(d) of the Department’s
regulations.

In the Preliminary Determination, we
found that Shanghai Wells, the
Shaoxing Metal Companies, and certain
separate rate applicants who received a
separate rate 6 (“Separate Rate
Recipients”) in the Preliminary
Determination demonstrated their
eligibility for separate-rate status. For
the final determination, we continue to
find that the evidence placed on the
record of this investigation by Shanghai
Wells, the Shaoxing Metal Companies,
and the Separate Rate Recipients
demonstrate both a de jure and de facto

6 These companies are: Jiangyin Hongji Metal
Products Co., Ltd, Shaoxing Meideli Metal Hanger
Co., Ltd., Shaoxing Dingli Metal Clotheshorse Co.,
Ltd., Shaoxing Liangbao Metal Manufactured Co.
Ltd., Shaoxing Zhongbao Metal Manufactured Co.
Ltd., Shangyu Baoxiang Metal Manufactured Co.
Ltd., Zhejiang Lucky Cloud Hanger Co., Ltd., Pu
Jiang County Command Metal Products Co., Ltd.,
Shaoxing Shunji Metal Clotheshorse Co., Ltd.,
Ningbo Dasheng Hanger Ind. Co., Ltd., Jiaxing Boyi
Medical Device Co., Ltd., Yiwu Ao-Si Metal
Products Co., Ltd., and Shaoxing Guochao Metallic
Products Co., Ltd.
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absence of government control, with
respect to their respective exports of the
merchandise under investigation, and,
thus are eligible for separate rate status.
In the Preliminary Determination, the
Department denied a separate rate to
Tianjin Hongtong Metal Manufacture
Co., Ltd. (“Hongtong”’) because it was
unable to demonstrate that it had sales
of the merchandise under consideration
to the United States. We found that
Hongtong was a producer and not an
exporter of the merchandise under
consideration during the POI and,
therefore, was not eligible to receive a
separate rate in this investigation. See
Preliminary Determination, 73 FR at
15730-31. The Department has not
received any information from
Hongtong contrary to our preliminary
finding. Therefore, we continue to find
that Hongtong is not eligible to receive
a separate rate in this investigation.
Lastly, we are calculating the separate
rate based on the simple average of the
two mandatory respondents because
using a weighted average risks
disclosure of business proprietary
information. See Fresh Garlic from the
People’s Republic of China: Final
Results and Partial Rescission of the
12th Administrative Review, 73 FR
34251, 34252 (June 17, 2008);
Memorandum to the File, from Irene
Gorelik, Senior Analyst, Office 9, Import
Administration, Subject: Investigation of
Steel Wire Garment Hangers from the
People’s Republic of China: Final
Simple-Averaged Margin for Separate

Rate Companies, (August 7, 2008) at
Attachment I.

The PRC-Wide Rate

In the Preliminary Determination, the
Department stated that information on
the record of this investigation indicates
that there are numerous producers/
exporters of hangers in the PRC. As
stated in the Preliminary Determination,
the Department collected CBP data to
select respondents based on imports of
hangers classified under HTSUS
subheading 7326.20.00.20. See
Preliminary Determination, 73 FR at
15731. Furthermore, upon receipt of
separate-rates applications, we
examined the CBP data and determined
that a significant number of exporters of
hangers from the PRC during the POI
were neither selected for review nor
filed separate-rate applications; thus, we
determined that PRC exporters of
hangers are not active participants in
this investigation. Based upon our
knowledge of the volume of imports of
the merchandise under consideration
from the PRC from CBP data, the
volume of imports of the merchandise
under consideration from Shanghai
Wells, the Shaoxing Metal Companies,
and the separate-rate applicants, while
accounting for a significant share, do
not account for all imports into the
United States. Therefore, the
Department continues to determine that
there were PRC producers/exporters of
the merchandise under consideration
during the POI that did not apply for

separate rates, thus establishing that
there is a PRC-Wide entity with respect
to this product. Therefore, consistent
with the presumption of government
control, we continue to determine that
some exports of subject merchandise are
from entities under the control of the
PRC-Wide entity. The Department’s
presumption that these entries were
subject to government control has not
been rebutted since the Preliminary
Determination, thus we continue to
determine that these entries should be
assessed a single PRC-Wide
antidumping duty rate.

As the single PRC-Wide rate, we have
taken the simple average of: (A) The
weighted-average of the calculated rates
for the Shaoxing Metal Companies and
Shanghai Wells and (B) a simple average
of petition rates based on U.S. prices
and normal values within the range of
the U.S. prices and normal values
calculated for the Shaoxing Metal
Companies and Shanghai Wells. This
rate applies to all entries of the
merchandise under investigation with
the exception of those entries from
Shanghai Wells, the Shaoxing Metal
Companies, and the Separate-Rate
Recipients. See Amended Preliminary
Determination, 73 FR at 20020.

Final Determination Margins

We determine that the following
percentage weighted-average margins
exist for the POIL:

STEEL WIRE GARMENT HANGERS FROM THE PRC—FINAL DUMPING MARGINS

Weighted-average
Exporter & Producer deposit rate
(percent)

Shanghai Wells Hanger Co., LI, ..o e s 15.44
ShaoXing MELal COMPANIES .....c.ueiiuieiiieetieitie ettt ettt e ste e e bt e sheeeaseesae e e bt e ea s e e aaeeeabeeebe e eabe e seeease e nabe et e e eabeebeeeaneenaeeeaneenanen 94.06
Jiangyin Hongji Metal ProdUCts C0., LA ......c.cooiiiiiiiiii ettt sttt et sr e et e 54.75
Shaoxing Meideli Metal HANGE C0., L. ...eiiiiiiiieiiei ettt ettt b et e bt e st e e bt e eabeesae e et e e saneebeesaneas 54.75
Shaoxing Dingli Metal Clotheshorse Co., Ltd. ... s 54.75
Shaoxing Liangbao Metal Manufactured Co. L. .......oouioiiiiiii ettt sttt sae et e e ae e et e e aaee s 54.75
Shaoxing Zhongbao Metal Manufactured Co. Lid. ..o 54.75
Shangyu Baoxiang Metal Manufactured Co. LEA. .......ooiiiiiiiiieie ettt ettt sb e b sae e et e e s s e e neesane s 54.75
Zhejiang Lucky Cloud Hanger Co., L. ..o e e e 54.75
Pu Jiang County Command Metal Products Co., LEA. ......cooeiiiiiiiiiiieiie ettt ettt ettt saeeenees 54.75
Shaoxing Shunji Metal Clotheshorse Co., LIA. .......ccooiiiiii s 54.75
Ningbo Dasheng Hanger INA. Co., LEA. ...ooouioiiiiiiiiiieie ettt et h et sae e et e e s s bt e e bt e st e e saeeebeeabeeenbeesateebeeaas 54.75
Jiaxing Boyi Medical DeVICE CO., LEA. ....ouiiiiiiiiiiiee ettt sttt e s ettt e e e e b e e st e e et 54.75
Yiwu A0-Si Metal Products €., LEA. ......coiiiiiiiiiiieesieeese ettt sr e e r e e n e s me e n e s re e n e e n e nr s 54.75
Shaoxing Guochao Metallic Products Co., Ltd. 54.75
L R TG RT T= T (= OSSP PPN 186.98

7 The PRC-Wide entity includes Tianjin Hongtong
Metal Manufacture Co. Ltd.
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Disclosure

We will disclose the calculations
performed within five days of the date
of publication of this notice to parties in
this proceeding in accordance with 19
CFR 351.224(b).

Retroactive Application of Amended
Preliminary Determination Cash
Deposits

For all entries of subject merchandise
entered, or withdrawn from warehouse,
for consumption on or after the
publication date of the Preliminary
Determination, March 25, 2008, and
before the publication date of the
Amended Preliminary Determination,
April 14, 2008, we will instruct CBP to
apply the cash deposit rates from the
Amended Preliminary Determination.
See Issues and Decision Memorandum
at Comment 8H.

Continuation of Suspension of
Liquidation

We will instruct CBP to continue the
suspension of liquidation required by
section 735(d)(2) of the Act, of all
entries of subject merchandise from
Shanghai Wells, the Shaoxing Metal
Companies, the Separate-Rate
Recipients and the PRC-wide entity
entered, or withdrawn from warehouse,
for consumption on or after March 25,
2008, the date of publication of the
Preliminary Determination. CBP shall
continue to require a cash deposit or the
posting of a bond equal to the estimated
amount by which the normal value
exceeds the U.S. price as shown above.
See section 735(c)(1)(B)(ii) of the Act.
The suspension of liquidation
instructions will remain in effect until
further notice.

ITC Notification

In accordance with section 735(d) of
the Act, we have notified the
International Trade Commission (“ITC”)
of our final determination of sales at
LTFV. As our final determination is
affirmative, in accordance with section
735(b)(2) of the Act, within 45 days the
ITC will determine whether the
domestic industry in the United States
is materially injured, or threatened with
material injury, by reason of imports or
sales (or the likelihood of sales) for
importation of the subject merchandise.
If the ITC determines that material
injury or threat of material injury does
not exist, the proceeding will be
terminated and all securities posted will
be refunded or canceled. See section
735(c)(2) of the Act. If the ITC
determines that such injury does exist,
the Department will issue an
antidumping duty order directing CBP
to assess antidumping duties on all

imports of the subject merchandise
entered, or withdrawn from warehouse,
for consumption on or after the effective
date of the suspension of liquidation.
See id.; section 736 of the Act.

Notification Regarding APO

This notice also serves as a reminder
to the parties subject to administrative
protective order (“APO”) of their
responsibility concerning the
disposition of proprietary information
disclosed under APO in accordance
with 19 CFR 351.305. Timely
notification of return or destruction of
APO materials or conversion to judicial
protective order is hereby requested.
Failure to comply with the regulations
and the terms of an APO isa
sanctionable violation.

This determination and notice are
issued and published in accordance
with sections 735(d) and 777(i)(1) of the
Act.

Dated: August 7, 2008.
David M. Spooner,

Assistant Secretary for Import
Administration.

Appendix I—Discussion of the Issues

L. General Issues

Comment 1: Scope

Comment 2: Treatment of Drawing Powder

Surrogate Values

Comment 3: Financial Ratios

Comment 4: Wire Rod Surrogate Value

Comment 5: Coating Powder and Glue
Surrogate Values

Comment 6: Wage Rate

Comment 7: Steel Scrap Offset Surrogate
Value

Company Specific Comments

Comment 8: Shaoxing Metal Companies 8

A. Total Adverse Facts Available (“AFA”)
for the Shaoxing Metal Companies

B. Total AFA for Quantity and Value
(“Q&V”’) of U.S. Sales

C. Partial AFA for Sales Trace A®

D. Partial AFA for Water

8 The Shaoxing Metal Companies consist of:
Shaoxing Gangyuan Metal Manufactured Co., Ltd.
(“Gangyuan”), Shaoxing Andrew Metal
Manufactured Co., Ltd. (“Andrew”), Shaoxing
Tongzhou Metal Manufactured Co., Ltd.
(“Tongzhou”), and Company X. The Department
normally does not consider a respondent’s
supplier’s name to be business proprietary
information. However, in this instance, counsel for
the Shaoxing Metal Companies bracketed this
information as business proprietary and the
Department did not challenge this treatment. See
Memorandum to the File from Julia Hancock,
Senior Case Analyst: Program Analysis for the Final
Determination of Antidumping Duty Investigation
of Steel Wire Garment Hangers from the People’s
Republic of China: Shaoxing Metal Companies,
(August 7, 2008) (“‘Shaoxing Final Analysis Memo’’)
for more information regarding the identify of this
company; Shaoxing Metal Companies’ Request for
Collapsing, (February 26, 2008) at 15.

9Because of the proprietary information of this
sales trace, for further information, please see the
Shaoxing Metal Verification Report at 21.

E. Partial AFA for White Paper, Brown
Paper, and Steel Scrap Sales

F. Reporting of Wire and Wire Rod

G. Management and Administrative Labor

H. Retroactive Implementation of
Amended Preliminary Determination

Comment 9: Shanghai Wells 10

A. Demurrage Revenue

B. Commission Revenue

C. Wells USA’s Indirect Selling Expenses

D. Treatment of Water and Lubricant Lard

E. Treatment of Market Economy (“ME”)
Purchase

F. Elimination of Credit Expenses from
Constructed Export Price (‘“CEP”) Profit

G. Sales to Customer X: Export Price (“EP”’)
or CEP 11

H. Payment Terms

L. Truck Freight and Brokerage

[FR Doc. E8—-18851 Filed 8—13-08; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 3510-DS-P

10 Shanghai Wells Hanger Co., Ltd. (“‘Shanghai
Wells”).

11 The name of Customer X is business
proprietary information. See Memorandum to the
File from Irene Gorelik, Senior Case Analyst:
Program Analysis for the Final Determination of
Antidumping Duty Investigation of Steel Wire
Garment Hangers from the People’s Republic of
China: Shanghai Wells, (August 7, 2008) (‘“Shanghai
Wells Final Analysis Memo’’) for more information
regarding the identity of this customer.
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CALENDAR OF PUBLIC HEARING

Those listed below appeared as witnesses at the United States International Trade
Commission’s hearing:

Subject: Steel Wire Garment Hangers from China
Inv. No.: 731-TA-1123 (Final)
Date and Time: July 31, 2008 - 9:30 a.m.

Sessions were held in connection with this investigation in the Main Hearing Room (room
101), 500 E Street, S.W., Washington, DC

STATE GOVERNMENT WITNESS:

Boston City Council
Boston, MA

The Honorable Sam Yoon, Boston City Councilor At-Large

OPENING REMARKS:

Petitioners (Frederick P. Waite, VVorys, Sater, Seymour and Pease LLP)
Respondents (Jeffrey S. Neeley, Greenberg Traurig, LLP)

In Support of the Imposition of
Antidumping Duties:

Vorys, Sater, Seymour and Pease LLP
Washington, DC

on behalf of

M&B Metal Products Company, Inc.

Milton M. Magnus |11, President, M&B Metal
Products Company, Inc.
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In Support of the Imposition of
Antidumping Duties (continued):

Michael J. Carmody, Design Engineer,
M&B Metal Products Company, Inc.

Steven M. Pedelty, Sales Manager, M&B Metal
Products Company, Inc.

Selma L. Boyd, Machine Operator, M&B Metal
Products Company, Inc.

Darmesh Patel, President, Shanti Industries, Inc.

David H. Mindich, President, Minda Supply
Company

Thomas A. Little, President, Fuller Supply
Company, Inc.

Gary R. Dawson, President, Belleair Bluffs
Cleaners

Patrick Magrath, Managing Director, Georgetown
Economic Consulting Services

Gina Beck, Economist, Georgetown Economic
Consulting Services

Frederick P. Waite )
) — OF COUNSEL
Kimberly R. Young )
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In Opposition to the Imposition of
Antidumping Duties:

Greenberg Traurig, LLP
Washington, DC
on behalf of

United Wire Hanger Corporation;

Laidlaw Company; Shangyu Baoxiang

Metal Product Co., Ltd.; Zhejiang Lucky
Cloud Hanger Co., Ltd.; Shaoxing Dingli
Metal Clotheshores Co.; Shaoxing Liangbao
Metal Products Co., Ltd.; Shaoxing Meideli
Metal Products Co., Ltd.; Shaoxing Shunji
Metal Clotheshorse Co., Ltd.; Pujiang County
Command Metal Products Co., Ltd.; Ningbo
Dasheng Hanger Ind. Co., Ltd.; Jiaxing Boyi
Medical Device, Co., Ltd.; Yiwu Ao-Si Metal
Products Co., Ltd.; Shaoxing Guohao Metallic
Products Co., Ltd.; and Shaoxing Zhongbao
Metal Manufactured Co., Ltd.

Thomas Schultz, Chief Executive Officer,
Laidlaw Company

A. Joel Goldman, Executive Vice President,
United Wire Hanger Corporation

Waldemar Slezak, General (Manufacturing)
Manager, United Wire Hanger Corporation

Jeffrey S. Neeley )
) — OF COUNSEL
Michael S. Holton )
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In Opposition to the Imposition of
Antidumping Duties (continued):

Armstrong Teasdale, LLP
St. Louis, MO

and

Steptoe & Johnson
Washington, DC
on behalf of

Willert Home Products, Inc.;
Willert Home Products (Shanghai) Co., Ltd
(collectively “Willert”)

Brian Warner, Vice President Finance, Willert

Jennifer A. Schwesig )
Thomas H. Bottini ) — OF COUNSEL
Joel D. Kaufman )

Trade Pacific PLLC
Washington, DC
on behalf of

Fabricare Choice Distributors Group Inc.
(“Fabricare Choice™)

Jonathan Freed )
) — OF COUNSEL
Ji Hyun Cathie Tak )

Johnson Westra Broecker Whittaker & Newitt, P.C.
Schaunburg, IL
on behalf of

Sang Do Kang, President, National Dry Cleaners
Institute, Inc.

Alfred S. Lee ) — OF COUNSEL
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In Opposition to the Imposition of
Antidumping Duties (continued):

Best For Less Dry Cleaners Supply, LLC
Englishtown, NJ

Alfredo Vastola, Co-Owner

The Federation of Korean Dry Cleaners Association
Los Angeles, CA

Lawrence Lim, Vice President
Paul Choe, Vice President

Federation of Drycleaners Association
Washington, DC

Dale Cho, Board Member

REBUTTAL/CLOSING REMARKS:

Petitioners (Frederick P. Waite, Vorys, Sater, Seymour and Pease LLP;
and Patrick Magrath, Georgetown Economic Consulting Services)
Respondents (Jeffrey S. Neeley, Greenberg Traurig, LLP)

B-7






APPENDIX C

SUMMARY DATA

C-1






Table C-1

SWG hangers: Summary data concerning the U.S. market, 2005-07, January-March 2007, and January-March 2008

(Quantity=1,000 hangers, value=1,000 dollars, unit values, unit labor costs, and unit expenses are per 1,000 hangers; period changes=percent, except where noted)

Reported data

Period changes

January-March Jan.-Mar.
Item 2005 2006 2007 2007 2008 2005-07 2005-06 2006-07 2007-08
U.S. consumption quantity:
Amount................... 2,901,595 2,811,415 3,334,602 778,773 i 14.9 -3.1 18.6 ok
Producers' share (1) ......... 53.1 25.7 8.7 11.7 Fokk -44.4 -27.5 -17.0 ok
Importers' share (1): ok ok
China.................... 36.0 63.2 80.9 76.2 bl 44.9 27.2 17.7 Hokk
Othersources . ............ 10.9 11.1 10.4 12.1 Hork -0.4 0.2 -0.7 Hokk
Total imports . . ........... 46.9 74.3 91.3 88.3 il 44.4 275 17.0 rkk
U.S. consumption value:
Amount................... 119,653 97,623 107,759 24,199 b -9.9 -18.4 10.4 ok
Producers' share (1) ......... 56.8 311 11.5 15.3 Hokk -45.3 -25.7 -19.6 ok
Importers' share (1): il ok
China.................... 33.0 57.7 77.6 71.7 Hokk 44.6 24.7 19.9 ok
Other sources ... .......... 10.2 11.2 11.0 13.0 Fokk 0.7 1.0 -0.2 el
Total imports . . ........... 43.2 68.9 88.5 84.7 Fokk 45.3 25.7 19.6 ok
U.S. imports from--
China:
Quantity . ................. 1,044,701 1,777,680 2,697,369 593,419 626,354 158.2 70.2 51.7 5.6
Value.................... 39,445 56,335 83,595 17,342 22,682 111.9 42.8 48.4 30.8
Unitvalue . ................ $37.76 $31.69 $30.99 $29.22 $36.21 -17.9 -16.1 -2.2 23.9
Ending inventory quantity . . . . 78,475 109,418 249,269 132,506 185,476 217.6 39.4 127.8 40.0
All other sources:
Quantity . ................. 315,631 312,182 347,824 94,469 102,094 10.2 -1.1 11.4 8.1
Value . ...t 12,231 10,928 11,802 3,147 3,812 -3.5 -10.7 8.0 211
Unitvalue . ................ $38.75 $35.01 $33.93 $33.31 $37.34 -12.4 -9.7 -3.1 12.1
Ending inventory quantity . . . . ok . —-— . ok ok ok hx ok
All sources:
Quantity . ................. 1,360,331 2,089,862 3,045,193 687,888 728,448 123.9 53.6 45.7 5.9
Value.................... 51,677 67,263 95,397 20,489 26,494 84.6 30.2 41.8 29.3
Unitvalue . ............... $37.99 $32.19 $31.33 $29.79 $36.37 -17.5 -15.3 -2.7 22.1
Ending inventory quantity . . . . ik ok ok ok ok ok ok ok ok
U.S. producers":
Average capacity quantity . . . . . 2,188,508 1,650,619 1,055,570 260,364 ok -54.6 -27.4 -37.5 bl
Production quantity . . . ....... 1,508,585 681,843 271,237 77,850 Hokk -82.0 -54.8 -60.2 ok
Capacity utilization (1) ........ 68.9 41.3 25.7 29.9 Hork -43.2 -27.6 -15.6 bl
U.S. shipments:
Quantity .................. 1,541,264 721,553 289,409 90,885 Hoxk -81.2 -563.2 -59.9 Hokk
Value . ................... 67,976 30,360 12,362 3,710 Hork -81.8 -55.3 -59.3 Hokk
Unitvalue . ............... $44.10 $42.08 $42.71 $40.82 Hoxk -3.2 -4.6 15 bl
Export shipments:
Quantity . ................. whk Fokk Hhk Hkk Hkk Hkk Hhk Hkk Fhk
Value . oo ok ok ok ok e e ok e ok
unitvalue . . ..o ok ok ok ok ok ok ok ok ok
Ending inventory quantity . . . . . - . . . ok ok ok . ok
Inventories/total shipments (1) . ok ok bl ok bl ok ok ok ok
Production workers . ......... 451 234 139 122 bl -69.2 -48.1 -40.6 ok
Hours worked (1,000s) . . ... .. 987 428 196 59 Fork -80.1 -56.6 -54.2 Hkk
Wages paid ($1,000s) . ....... 13,959 6,117 2,759 845 Hork -80.2 -56.2 -54.9 rkk
Hourlywages............... $14.15 $14.28 $14.05 $14.39 whx -0.7 0.9 -1.6 ok
Productivity (hangers per hour) . 1,529 1,592 1,382 1,326 Hoxk -9.6 4.1 -13.2 bl
Unit laborcosts . . ........... $9.25 $8.97 $10.17 $10.85 Hokk 9.9 -3.0 13.4 bl

Net sales:
Quantity . .................
Value....................
Unitvalue .................
Cost of goods sold (COGS). . . .
Gross profitor (loss) .. .......
SG&A expenses . ...........
Operating income or (loss) . . ..
Capital expenditures .. .......
UnitCOGS ................
Unit SG&A expenses . .. ......
Unit operating income or (loss) .
COGS/sales (1) ... .vvvvvnn.
Operating income or (loss)/
sales (1) .. .ovviiiii

(1) "Reported data" are in percent and "period changes" are in percentage points.

(2) Undefined.
(3) Not applicable.

Note.--Financial data are reported on a fiscal year basis and may not necessarily be comparable to data reported on a calendar year basis. Because of rounding,
figures may not add to the totals shown. Unit values and shares are calculated from the unrounded figures.

Source: Compiled from data submitted in response to Commission questionnaires and from official Commerce statistics.
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Table C-2

SWG hangers: Summary data concerning the U.S. market (excluding Laidlaw), 2005-07, January-March 2007, and January-March 2008

(Quantity=1,000 hangers, value=1,000 dollars, unit values, unit labor costs, and unit expenses are per 1,000 hangers; period changes=percent, except where noted)

Reported data

Period changes

January-March Jan.-Mar.
Item 2005 2006 2007 2007 2008 2005-07 2005-06 2006-07 2007-08
U.S. consumption quantity:
2,901,595 2,811,415 3,334,602 778,773 ek 149 -3.1 18.6 i
dokk Sk
ok ok ok ok ok . ok ok ok
All other producers ok ok ok ok ok ok ok ok ok
Total producers . .......... 53.1 25.7 8.7 11.7 i -44.4 -27.5 -17.0 ok
Importers' share (1):
36.0 63.2 80.9 76.2 ok 44.9 27.2 17.7 ok
Other sources . 10.9 11.1 10.4 12.1 ek -0.4 0.2 -0.7 i
Total imports 46.9 74.3 91.3 88.3 ek 44.4 275 17.0 ok
U.S. consumption value:
Amount.................... 119,653 97,623 107,759 24,199 ok -9.9 -18.4 10.4 bl
Producers’ share (1): ok -
Laidlaw ok ok ek Hkek Aok Hokk ok ek ek
All other producers ) ok ok ok ok ok ok ok ok ok
Total producers . .......... 56.8 311 115 15.3 ek -45.3 -25.7 -19.6 i
Importers' share (1):
33.0 57.7 77.6 71.7 ok 44.6 247 19.9 ok
10.2 11.2 11.0 13.0 ek 0.7 1.0 -0.2 i
43.2 68.9 88.5 84.7 ok 45.3 25.7 19.6 ok
U.S. imports from--
China:
Quantity . ................. 1,044,701 1,777,680 2,697,369 593,419 626,354 158.2 70.2 51.7 5.6
Value 39,445 56,335 83,595 17,342 22,682 111.9 42.8 48.4 30.8
Unit value . . $37.76 $31.69 $30.99 $29.22 $36.21 -17.9 -16.1 -2.2 239
Ending inventory quantity . . . . . 78,475 109,418 249,269 132,506 185,476 217.6 39.4 127.8 40.0
All other sources:
Quantity . ................. 315,631 312,182 347,824 94,469 102,094 10.2 -1.1 11.4 8.1
Value 12,231 10,928 11,802 3,147 3,812 -3.5 -10.7 8.0 211
Unit value . . . $38.75 $35.01 $33.93 $33.31 $37.34 -12.4 9.7 -3.1 12.1
Ending inventory quantity . . . . . Hhx okk Hokk okk Hokk Hokk Fokk Hokk Hokk
All sources:
Quantity . ................. 1,360,331 2,089,862 3,045,193 687,888 728,448 123.9 53.6 45.7 5.9
Value 51,677 67,263 95,397 20,489 26,494 84.6 30.2 41.8 29.3
Unit value . . . $37.99 $32.19 $31.33 $29.79 $36.37 -17.5 -15.3 -2.7 221
Ending inventory quantity . . . . . ok *k ok ok ok ok . . .
U.S. producers": (2)
Average capacity quantity . . . . . — — . . ok ok ok ok ok
Production quantity . ......... ook ook ook ook wkk wkk wkk wkk wkk
Capacity utilization (1) . . . . ok ok ok ok s s s s s
U.S. shipments:
Quantity ok ok ok ok ok ok ok ok ok
Value . ok ok ok ok ok ok ok .
unitvalue . . ..o ok ok ok ok ok ok ok ok ok
Export shipments:
Quantity — — — — - - - ok ok
Value ok ok ok ok ok ok ok ok ok
Unitvalue . ............ Fokk Fokok Fokok Fkk ok k. Fokk Fokok Fokok
Ending inventory quantity . . X Hhx okk Hokk okk Hokk Fokk Fokk Fokk Fokk
Inventories/total shipments (1) . . ok okk okk okk okk okk okk Hokk Hokk
Production workers . . ........ bl hicd i ok ok ok ok ok ok
Hours worked (1,0008) . . . . . . .. ok ok ok ok ok ok ok ok ok
Wages paid ($1,000s) . .. ..... ok ok ok ok ok ok ok ok ok
Hourly wages . .............. Hhx ok Hokk Hokk Fokk ok Fokk Fokk ok
Productivity (hangers per hour) . ok ok ok ok ok ok ok ok ok
Unit laborcosts .. ........... ok kil ok ik ok Hrk Fokk s aoxk
Net sales:
Quantity . ok ok ok ok ok ok ok ok ok
Value ok . ok ok ok ok ok ok ok
Unitvalue . ................ ok ek k. Hkk Hokk ok ok ek ek
Cost of goods sold (COGS) . . . . ok ok ok ok ok ok ok ok ok
Gross profit or (10ss) . . . . . . ... ok ok ok sk . ek ok ok ok
SG&A expenses . ............ ok i b ok whk ok wkk wkk kk
Operating income or (loss) . . . . ohx whx hx wrx ok ok ok ok ok
Capital expenditures . . — — — — - ok ok ok ok
UnitCOGS . ...\ o\ ok ok ok sk ok ok ok ok ok
Unit SG&A expenses . . ....... ok ok ok ok s Hkk s s s
Unit operating income or (loss) . ok ok Hokk Hokk ok ok ok ok ok
COGS/sales (1) .. ........... ok ok ok sk ok ok ok ok ok
Operating income or (loss)/
SAES (1) . oo ok ook ok ok ok ok ok ok ok
U.S. shipments by Laidlaw:
Quantity — — — — - - ok ok -
Value . .. ok Sk dekek ek ok ok ok ok ek
Unn Value .. dokk ok k. ok Hokk dokk dokk ok ok

(1) "Reported data" are in percent and "period changes" are in percentage points.

(2) Excluding Laidlaw.
(3) Undefined.
(4) Not applicable.

Note.--Financial data are reported on a fiscal year basis and may not necessarily be comparable to data reported on a calendar year basis. Because of rounding,
figures may not add to the totals shown. Unit values and shares are calculated from the unrounded figures.

Source: Compiled from data submitted in response to Commission questionnaires and from official Commerce statistics.
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Table C-3

SWG hangers: Summary data concerning the U.S. market (excluding United Wire), 2005-07, January-March 2007, and January-March 2008

(Quantity=1,000 hangers, value=1,000 dollars, unit values, unit labor costs, and unit expenses are per 1,000 hangers; period changes=percent, except where noted)

Reported data

Period changes

Item

2005

2006

2007

January-March

2007

2008

2005-07

2005-06

2006-07

Jan.-Mar.
2007-08

U.S. consumption quantity:

Producers' share (1):
United Wire . . .............
All other producers ..........

2,901,595

2,811,415

3,334,602

778,773

Total producers . ..........
Importers' share (1):

Other sources .

80.9
10.4

Total imports
U.S. consumption value:
Producers' share (1):

United Wire . . .............
All other producers ..........

91.3

107,759

-18.4

s

Total producers . ..........
Importers' share (1):

33.0
10.2

57.7
11.2

776
11.0

717
13.0

446

-25.7

24.7

U.S. imports from--

China:
Quantity . .................
Value
Unit value . .
Ending inventory quantity . . . . .

All other sources:
Quantity ..................
Value
Unit value . . .
Ending inventory quantity . . . . .

All sources:
Quantity ..................
Value
Unit value . . .
Ending inventory quantity . . . . .

U.S. producers": (2)
Average capacity quantity . . . . .
Production quantity . . ........
Capacity utilization (1) . . . .
U.S. shipments:
Quantity
Value
Unitvalue . ................
Export shipments:
Quantity
Value
Unitvalue .............
Ending inventory quantity . . .
Inventories/total shipments (1) . .
Production workers . . ........
Hours worked (1,000s) .. ......
Wages paid ($1,000s) .. ......
Hourlywages . ..............
Productivity (hangers per hour) .
Unit labor costs .. ...........
Net sales:
Quantity .
Value
Unitvalue .................
Cost of goods sold (COGS). . ..
Gross profitor (Ioss) . ........
SG&A expenses . ............
Operating income or (loss) . . . .
Capital expenditures . .
UnitCOGS...........
Unit SG&A expenses . . .......
Unit operating income or (loss) .
COGS/sales (1) .............
Operating income or (loss)/
sales (1) ..o
U.S. shipments by United Wire:
Quantity
Value . ..
Unit value . .

43.2

1,044,701
39,445
$37.76
78,475

1,360,331
51,677
$37.99

68.9

1,777,680
56,335
$31.69

109,418

312,182
10,928
$35.01

Hork

2,089,862
67,263
$32.19

88.5

2,697,369
83,595
$30.99

249,269

347,824
11,802
$33.93

Hork

3,045,193
95,397
$31.33

84.7

593,419
17,342
$29.22

132,506

94,469
3,147
$33.31

Hork

687,888
20,489
$29.79

626,354
22,682
$36.21

185,476

102,094
3,812
$37.34

ek

728,448
26,494
$36.37

45.3

158.2
1119
-17.9
217.6

25.7

70.2
42.8
-16.1
39.4

5.6
30.8

40.0

8.1

21.1
12.1

(1) "Reported data" are in percent and "period changes" are in percentage points.

(2) Excluding United Wire.
(3) Undefined.
(4) Not applicable.

Note.--Financial data are reported on a fiscal year basis and may not necessarily be comparable to data reported on a calendar year basis. Because of rounding,
figures may not add to the totals shown. Unit values and shares are calculated from the unrounded figures.

Source: Compiled from data submitted in response to Commission questionnaires and from official Commerce statistics.
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Table C-4

SWG hangers: Summary data concerning the U.S. market (excluding Laidlaw and United Wire), 2005-07, January-March 2007, and January-March 2008

(Quantity=1,000 hangers, value=1,000 dollars, unit values, unit labor costs, and unit expenses are per 1,000 hangers; period changes=percent, except where noted)

Reported data

Period changes

Item

2005

2006

2007

January-March

2007

2008

2005-07

2005-06

2006-07

Jan.-Mar.
2007-08

U.S. consumption quantity:

Producers' share (1):
Laidlaw & United Wire .. ... ..
All other producers ..........

2,901,595

2,811,415

3,334,602

778,773

Total producers . ..........
Importers' share (1):

Other sources .

80.9
10.4

Total imports
U.S. consumption value:
Producers' share (1):

Laidlaw & United Wire . . ... ..
All other producers ..........

91.3

107,759

-18.4

s

Total producers . ..........
Importers' share (1):

33.0
10.2

57.7
11.2

776
11.0

717
13.0

446

-25.7

24.7

U.S. imports from--

China:
Quantity . .................
Value
Unit value . .
Ending inventory quantity . . . . .

All other sources:
Quantity ..................
Value
Unit value . . .
Ending inventory quantity . . . . .

All sources:
Quantity ..................
Value
Unit value . . .
Ending inventory quantity . . . . .

U.S. producers": (2)
Average capacity quantity . . . . .
Production quantity . . ........
Capacity utilization (1) . . . .
U.S. shipments:
Quantity
Value
Unitvalue . ................
Export shipments:
Quantity
Value
Unitvalue .............
Ending inventory quantity . . .
Inventories/total shipments (1) . .
Production workers . . ........
Hours worked (1,000s) .. ......
Wages paid ($1,000s) .. ......
Hourlywages . ..............
Productivity (hangers per hour) .
Unit labor costs .. ...........
Net sales:
Quantity .
Value
Unitvalue .................
Cost of goods sold (COGS). . ..
Gross profitor (Ioss) . ........
SG&A expenses . ............
Operating income or (loss) . . . .
Capital expenditures . .
UnitCOGS...........
Unit SG&A expenses . . .......
Unit operating income or (loss) .
COGS/sales (1) .............
Operating income or (loss)/
sales (1) ..o

43.2

1,044,701
39,445
$37.76
78,475

1,360,331
51,677
$37.99

U.S. shipments by Laidlaw/United Wire:

Quantity
Value . ..
Unit value . .

68.9

1,777,680
56,335
$31.69

109,418

312,182
10,928
$35.01

Hork

2,089,862
67,263
$32.19

88.5

2,697,369
83,595
$30.99

249,269

347,824
11,802
$33.93

Hork

3,045,193
95,397
$31.33

84.7

593,419
17,342
$29.22

132,506

94,469
3,147
$33.31

Hork

687,888
20,489
$29.79

626,354
22,682
$36.21

185,476

102,094
3,812
$37.34

ek

728,448
26,494
$36.37

45.3

158.2
1119
-17.9
217.6

25.7

70.2
42.8
-16.1
39.4

5.6
30.8

40.0

8.1

21.1
12.1

(1) "Reported data" are in percent and "period changes" are in percentage points.
(2) Excluding Laidlaw and United Wire.

(3) Undefined.
(4) Not applicable.

Note.--Financial data are reported on a fiscal year basis and may not necessarily be comparable to data reported on a calendar year basis. Because of rounding,
figures may not add to the totals shown. Unit values and shares are calculated from the unrounded figures.

Source: Compiled from data submitted in response to Commission questionnaires and from official Commerce statistics.
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APPENDIX D

PRICE DATA EXCLUDING CERTAIN U.S. PRODUCERS
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Table D-1

SWG hangers: Weighted-average f.o0.b. prices and quantities of domestic (excluding Laidlaw) and
imported product 1 and margins of underselling/(overselling), by quarters, January 2005-March

2008
United States China Mexico
Price
Price Quantity (per Quantity Price Quantity
(per 1,000 | (1,000 1,000 (1,000 Margin | (per 1,000 | (1,000
Period hangers) hangers) [hangers)| hangers) (percent) | hangers) | hangers)
2005:
Jan.-Mar. kx *kk $25.05 64,692 *kk *kk *kk
Apr.-June ok bl 25.87 79,027 ok ok ok
July-Sept. ok ok 26.05 60,713 ok - ok
Oct.-Dec. rrx *hk 26.65 65,156 bl *kk i
2006:
Jan.-Mar. ko *kk 23.56 39,986 Fxx ok kk
Apr.-June Frx fl 23.61 62,238 Hokk kk *kk
July-Sept. ok ok 22.52 65,515 Hk ok Kok
Oct.-Dec. roxk *kx 22.69 68,874 *kk = ok
2007:
Jan.-Mar. kk *kk 22.99 85,642 *kk *kk *kk
Apr.-June rrx *hk 23.71 111,675 bl i Hkk
July—Sept. Fhk *kk 24.64 89,536 Hkk Kok ok
Oct.-Dec. bk *hk 29.05 95,376 *kk *kk Kk
2008:
Jan_Mar *kk *k%k 2985 103’847 *kk *kk *k%k
Product 1: 18-inch white shirt hangers.
Source: Compiled from data submitted in response to Commission questionnaires.
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Table D-2

SWG hangers: Weighted-average f.o0.b. prices and quantities of domestic (excluding Laidlaw) and
imported product 2 and margins of underselling/(overselling), by quarters, January 2005-March

2008
United States China Mexico
Price Quantity Price Quantity Price Quantity
(per 1,000 [ (1,000 | (per 1,000 [ (1,000 Margin | (per 1,000 (1,000
Period hangers) | hangers) | hangers) |hangers)| (percent) hangers) hangers)
2005:
Jan.-Mar. Fhk Fhx $41.02 13,468 *kk F*kk *kk
Apr.-June Hoxk ok 41.02| 13,279 ok Kok ok
July-Sept. *kk ok 42.41 12,413 Hokk — —
Oct.-Dec. *rk rrx 41.63 14,573 Hokk ek —
2006:
Jan.-Mar. *kk ko 38.81 12,374 bl ok okk
Apr.-June ok 42.04| 10,809 ok ok
July-Sept. oxk ok 37.80| 13,409 ok ok ok
Oct.-Dec. rxk *kk 38.49 14,653 kkk i *kk
2007:
Jan.-Mar. rork *hx 36.15 10,001 ik *kk *xk
Apr.-June *kk rrk 35.59 12,308 kk ok Frk
July-Sept. *kk ok 39.19 10,959 ok — —
Oct.-Dec. *xk *kk 39.80 12,575 *kk *xk *kk
2008:
Jan-Mar. f i 45.63 14,178 bl ok Hkk
Product 2: 13 gauge /16-inch plain caped hangers.
Source: Compiled from data submitted in response to Commission questionnaires.
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Table D-3

SWG hangers: Weighted-average f.o0.b. prices and quantities of domestic (excluding Laidlaw) and
imported product 3 and margins of underselling/(overselling), by quarters, January 2005-March

2008
United States China Mexico
Price Quantity Price Quantity Price Quantity
(per 1,000 (1,000 (per 1,000 [ (1,000 | Margin | (per 1,000 (1,000
Period hangers) hangers) hangers) [hangers) | (percent) | hangers) hangers)
2005:
Jan.-Mar. ok ok $31.98 9,161 i ok ok
Apr.-June ok ok 30.77 10,801 ok wex ok
July-Sept. ok ok 29.30 8,548 hx il x
Oct.-Dec. ok ok 33.84 9,785 ok ok ek
2006:
Jan.-Mar. ok ok 26.89 9,777 ok ok ok
Apr.-June *kk rkk 28.28 10,980 *kk e kk
July-Sept. ok ok 32.14 10,640 ok wex ok
Oct.-Dec. i ok 29.99 10,952 i il ok
2007:
Jan.-Mar. il ok 30.08 8,913 i ok x
Apr.-June ok ok 29.14 15,328 ok wex ok
July-Sept. rkk Fork 34.66 11,215 ek Fokk rkk
Oct.-Dec. il ok 32.55 13,884 hx il ok
2008:
Jan-Mar. rxx okk 36.42 10,605 Kk *kk >k
Product 3: 13 gauge /16-inch stock print caped hangers.
Source: Compiled from data submitted in response to Commission questionnaires.
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Table D-4

SWG hangers: Weighted-average f.o0.b. prices and quantities of domestic (excluding Laidlaw) and
imported product 4 and margins of underselling/(overselling), by quarters, January 2005-March

2008
United States China Mexico
Price Quantity Price Quantity Price Quantity
(per 1,000 | (1,000 |(per 1,000 (1,000 Margin | (per 1,000 (1,000
Period hangers) | hangers) | hangers) | hangers) | (percent) | hangers) hangers)
2005:
Jan.-Mar. ok ik $33.30 10,830 ok ok fd
Apr.-June il ok 33.73 10,854 ok ok i
July-Sept. *rk *kk 33.23 10,204 i *rk kk
Oct.-Dec. rrx ek 32.39 9,487 ik kk ko
2006:
Jan.-Mar. ek ork 31.68 8,280 ok ok Kk
Apr.-June b b 30.09 9,173 b ok bl
July-Sept. ok ok 29.20 11,404 Kok ok ok
Oct.-Dec. kk *kk 28.78 11,040 kkk *xk ok
2007:
Jan.-Matr. *kk *xk 29.27 7,867 *kk *kk *kk
Apr.-June ek ok 28.32 9,979 ok ok ok
July-Sept. rx o 31.57 9,585 il ok e
Oct.-Dec. ok ok 31.74 9,701 *okk - ook
2008:
Jan-Mar. ikl i 34.79 7,924 *kk — Sk
Product 4: 14%2 gauge /16-inch plain caped hangers.
Note.-- One importer reported pricing data for Taiwan for the first three quarters of 2006; prices ranged from $***
and quantities ranged from ***,
Source: Compiled from data submitted in response to Commission questionnaires.
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Table D-5

SWG hangers: Weighted-average f.o0.b. prices and quantities of domestic (excluding Laidlaw) and
imported product 5 and margins of underselling/(overselling), by quarters, January 2005-March

2008
United States China Mexico
Price Quantity Price Quantity Price Quantity
(per 1,000 (1,000 (per 1,000 | (1,000 Margin | (per 1,000 [ (1,000
Period hangers) hangers) hangers) | hangers) | (percent) | hangers) | hangers)
2005:
Jan.-Mar. kx *kk $33.46 11,216 *kk *kk ok
Apr.-June Hoxk ok 37.22 8,602 Hxk ok Kok
July-Sept. Fkk dedede 36.75 8,487 Kkk Hhk dokk
Oct.-Dec. ork ek 35.44 9,406 *kk *kk *xk
2006:
Jan.-Mar. rrx ek 36.77 6,482 hkk *kk *kk
Apr.-June ok bl 31.72 14,182 ok ok -
July-Sept. ek ok 29.54 18,456 ok ik ok
Oct.-Dec. *hk *okk 29.22 15,196 ko ko -
2007:
Jan.-Mar. b i 30.68 9,522 ok ok ok
Apr.-June ok ok 29.05 13,891 ok Hokk ook
July—Sept. Fkk *hk 32.05 11,480 Hokk Hkk Kkk
Oct.-Dec. *kk ok 32.38 14,483 *kk *xk >k
2008:
Jan-Mar. *hk ok 40.16 11,911 — — ok
Product 5: 14%2 gauge /16-inch plain print caped hangers.
Source: Compiled from data submitted in response to Commission questionnaires.
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Table D-6

SWG hangers: Weighted-average f.o0.b. prices and quantities of domestic (excluding Laidlaw) and
imported product 6 and margins of underselling/(overselling), by quarters, January 2005-March

2008
United States China Mexico
Price Quantity Price Quantity Price Quantity
(pel’ 1,000 (1,000 (pel’ 1,000 (1,000 Marg|n (per 1,000 (1'000
Period hangers) hangers) | hangers) | hangers) | (percent) | hangers) | hangers)
2005:
Jan.-Mar. *kk kk $47.56 50,500 *oxk ok —
Apr.-June Hork il 48.65 59,726 ok ok ok
Ju|y—Sept. Fkk Fkk 49.86 46,855 *hk Kk *kk
Oct.-Dec. i ek 48.52 48,922 ok kk *xk
2006:
Jan.-Mar. ek ok 46.65 55,828 ok *kk *xk
Apr.-June el Kk 39.84 97,682 kkk - *kk
July-Sept. ik ok 39.28 71,836 wx Kk ok
Oct.-Dec. Kkk *kk 39.39 71,043 Fokeke *hk Kokk
2007:
Jan.-Mar. ke Hkx 41.76 75,720 Hkk Kk .
Apr.-June oxk Hoxk 40.64 93,699 ok otk -
July-Sept. *rk *rk 39.77 75,942 rkk rxk *xk
Oct.-Dec. il ok 41.12 86,507 i *ck *rk
2008:
Jan-Mar. Kk *kk 46.87 74,191 *kk *kk *kk
Product 6: 16-inch strut hangers.
Source: Compiled from data submitted in response to Commission questionnaires.
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Table D-7

SWG hangers: Weighted-average f.o0.b. prices and quantities of domestic (excluding Laidlaw) and
imported product 7 and margins of underselling/(overselling), by quarters, January 2005-March

2008
United States China Mexico
Price Quantity Price Quantity Price Quantity
(per 1,000 [ (1,000 | (per 1,000 | (1,000 Margin | (per 1,000 (1,000
Period hangers) | hangers) | hangers) | hangers) | (percent) | hangers) hangers)
2005:
J an - M ar i *kk *kk *k%k *k% *kk *k%k *kk
Ap r. _J une *%k% *k%k *kk *k% *%k% *kk *k%k
July-Sept. ok *kk 34.25 2,001 ek K rxx
Oct.-Dec. ikl bkl 33.96 2,389 Kokk *hk p—
2006:
Jan.-Mar. *kk *kk 38.01 22,370 kk ok i
Apr.-June b bl 38.35 29,651 b ok ok
July-Sept. ok ok 38.62 33,360 ok Kk ok
Oct.-Dec. *hk Fhx 37.07 49,931 *kk *kk *kk
2007:
J an - M ar i *kk *kk *k%k *k%k *kk *k%k *kk
Apr.-June ohk ok 35.46 98,288 ok ok okok
July-Sept. *kk *xk 37.68 103,365 *xk i Fkk
Oct.-Dec. *kk Fhx 39.47 79,160 *kk *kk *kk
2008:
Jan-Mar. *kk ok 43.65 83,848 ok *kk -
Product 7: 13 gauge /16-inch latex hangers.
Source: Compiled from data submitted in response to Commission questionnaires.
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Table D-8

SWG hangers: Weighted-average f.0.b. prices and quantities of domestic and imported product 8
(excluding Laidlaw) and margins of underselling/(overselling), by quarters, January 2005-March

2008
United States China Mexico
Price Quantity Price Quantity Price Quantity
(per 1,000 | (1,000 | (per1,000 | (1,000 [ Margin | (per 1,000 (1,000
Period hangers) | hangers) | hangers) [hangers)| (percent) [ hangers) hangers)
2005:
Jan.-Mar. kel *xk $34.91 5,259 *kk F*kk *kk
Apr.-June ok ok 35.99 8,260 ok ok ok
Ju|y—Sept. Fkk *xk 33.18 6,400 *kk Fkk *kk
Oct.-Dec. ok ok 35.38 7,027 rxk ok ok
2006:
Jan.-Mar. ok ok 36.01 19,242 ok ok ok
Apr.-June ok 34.36| 19,483 ok -
July-Sept. oxk ok 32.94| 17,250 ok ok ok
Oct.-Dec. ok ok 32.78| 19,583 ok ok
2007:
J an - M ar X *k%k *k%k *kk *kk *kk *k% *kk
Ap r. _J une *kk *kk *k% *k% *k% *%% *k%k
J u |y_sept *k%k *k% *kk *k%k *kk *k% *kk
Oct.-Dec. ok ok 38.80 46,979 Hook Hok -
2008:
Jan-Mar. rxk ok 42.49 42,764 ok — ok
Product 8: 13 gauge /16-inch suit hangers.
Source: Compiled from data submitted in response to Commission questionnaires.
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Table D-9

SWG hangers: Weighted-average f.0.b. prices and quantities of domestic (excluding United) and

imported product 1 and margins of underselling/(overselling), by quarters, January 2005-March

2008
United States China Mexico
Price
Price Quantity (per Quantity Price Quantity
(per 1,000 | (1,000 1,000 (1,000 Margin | (per 1,000 | (1,000
Period hangers) hangers) [hangers)| hangers) (percent) | hangers) | hangers)
2005:
Jan.-Mar. kx *kk $25.05 64,692 *kk *kk *kk
Apr.-June ok bl 25.87 79,027 ok ok ok
July-Sept. ok ok 26.05 60,713 ok - ok
Oct.-Dec. rrx *hk 26.65 65,156 bl *kk i
2006:
Jan.-Mar. ko *kk 23.56 39,986 Fxx ok kk
Apr.-June Frx fl 23.61 62,238 Hokk kk *kk
July-Sept. ok ok 22.52 65,515 Hk ok Kok
Oct.-Dec. roxk *kx 22.69 68,874 *kk = ok
2007:
Jan.-Mar. kk *kk 22.99 85,642 *kk *kk *kk
Apr.-June rrx *hk 23.71 111,675 bl i Hkk
July—Sept. Fhk *kk 24.64 89,536 Hkk Kok ok
Oct.-Dec. bk *hk 29.05 95,376 *kk *kk Kk
2008:
Jan_Mar *kk *k%k 2985 103’847 *kk *kk *k%k
Product 1: 18-inch white shirt hangers.
Source: Compiled from data submitted in response to Commission questionnaires.
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Table D-10

SWG hangers: Weighted-average f.0.b. prices and quantities of domestic (excluding United) and
imported product 2 and margins of underselling/(overselling), by quarters, January 2005-March
2008

United States China Mexico
Price Quantity Price Quantity Price Quantity
(per 1,000 [ (1,000 | (per 1,000 [ (1,000 Margin | (per 1,000 (1,000
Period hangers) | hangers) | hangers) |hangers)| (percent) hangers) hangers)

2005:

Jan.-Mar. Fhk Fhx $41.02 13,468 *kk F*kk *kk

Apr.-June Hoxk ok 41.02| 13,279 ok Kok ok

July-Sept. *kk ok 42.41 12,413 Hokk — —

Oct.-Dec. ok rkk 41.63 14,573 Hokk *kx —
2006:

Jan.-Mar. ik ek 38.81 12,374 Hkk *kx —

Apr.-June ok 42.04| 10,809 ok ok

July-Sept. oxk ok 37.80| 13,409 ok ok ok

Oct.-Dec. rxk *kk 38.49 14,653 kkk i *kk
2007:

Jan.-Mar. rork *hx 36.15 10,001 ik *kk *xk

Apr.-June ok ok 35.59 12,308 kk kk Frk

July-Sept. *xk *rx 39.19 10,959 Hkk i kk

Oct.-Dec. *xk *kk 39.80 12,575 *kk *xk *kk
2008:

Jan-Mar. e ok 45.63 14,178 ok ok Hkk
Product 2: 13 gauge /16-inch plain caped hangers.

Lakk

Source: Compiled from data submitted in response to Commission questionnaires.
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Table D-11

SWG hangers: Weighted-average f.o0.b. prices and quantities of domestic (excluding United) and
imported product 3 and margins of underselling/(overselling), by quarters, January 2005-March

2008
United States China Mexico
Price Quantity Price Quantity Price Quantity
(per 1,000 (1,000 (per 1,000 | (1,000 Margin | (per 1,000 (1,000
Period hangers) hangers) hangers) [hangers) | (percent) | hangers) hangers)
2005:
Jan.-Mar. ok ok $31.98 9,161 ek wex ok
Apr.-June i ok 30.77 10,801 hx il x
July-Sept. ok ok 29.30 8,548 ok wex ok
Oct.-Dec. ok ok 33.84 9,785 hx ok ok
2006:
Jan.-Mar. wex wx 26.89 9,777 Hex wex wex
Apr.-June ol Forx 28.28 10,980 ork Fork ok
July-Sept. rkk Fork 32.14 10,640 ek Fokk *xk
Oct.-Dec. ol Forx 29.99 10,952 ork Fork ok
2007:
Jan.-Mar. ok ok 30.08 8,913 ok wex ok
Apr.-June wex Hx 29.14 15,328 Hex ok wex
July-Sept. ok ok 34.66 11,215 ok wex ok
Oct.-Dec. el Forx 32.55 13,884 ork Fork ok
2008:
Jan-Mar. FEE Fkk 36.42 10,605 Kk Kkk Kkk
Product 3: 13 gauge /16-inch stock print caped hangers.
Source: Compiled from data submitted in response to Commission questionnaires.
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Table D-12

SWG hangers: Weighted-average f.0.b. prices and quantities of domestic (excluding United) and
imported product 4 and margins of underselling/(overselling), by quarters, January 2005-March

2008
United States China Mexico
Price Quantity Price Quantity Price Quantity
(per 1,000 | (1,000 |(per 1,000 (1,000 Margin | (per 1,000 (1,000
Period hangers) | hangers) | hangers) | hangers) | (percent) | hangers) hangers)
2005:
Jan.-Mar. ok ik $33.30 10,830 ok ok fd
Apr.-June il ok 33.73 10,854 ok ok i
July-Sept. *rk *kk 33.23 10,204 i *rk kk
Oct.-Dec. rrx ek 32.39 9,487 ik kk ko
2006:
Jan.-Mar. ek ork 31.68 8,280 ok ok Kk
Apr.-June b b 30.09 9,173 b ok bl
July-Sept. ok ok 29.20 11,404 Kok ok ok
Oct.-Dec. kk *kk 28.78 11,040 kkk *xk ok
2007:
Jan.-Matr. *kk *xk 29.27 7,867 *kk *kk *kk
Apr.-June ek ok 28.32 9,979 ok ok ok
July-Sept. rx o 31.57 9,585 il ok e
Oct.-Dec. ok ok 31.74 9,701 *okk - ook
2008:
Jan-Mar. ikl i 34.79 7,924 *kk — Sk
Product 4: 14%2 gauge /16-inch plain caped hangers.
Note.-- One importer reported pricing data for Taiwan for the first three quarters of 2006; prices ranged from $***
and quantities ranged from ***,
Source: Compiled from data submitted in response to Commission questionnaires.
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Table D-13

SWG hangers: Weighted-average f.0.b. prices and quantities of domestic (excluding United) and
imported product 5 and margins of underselling/(overselling), by quarters, January 2005-March

2008
United States China Mexico
Price Quantity Price Quantity Price Quantity
(per 1,000 (1,000 (per 1,000 | (1,000 Margin | (per 1,000 [ (1,000
Period hangers) hangers) hangers) | hangers) | (percent) | hangers) | hangers)
2005:
Jan.-Mar. kx *kk $33.46 11,216 *kk *kk ok
Apr.-June Hoxk ok 37.22 8,602 Hxk ok Kok
July-Sept. Fkk dedede 36.75 8,487 Kkk Hhk dokk
Oct.-Dec. ork ek 35.44 9,406 *kk *kk *xk
2006:
Jan.-Mar. rrx ek 36.77 6,482 hkk *kk *kk
Apr.-June ok bl 31.72 14,182 ok ok -
July-Sept. ek ok 29.54 18,456 ok ik ok
Oct.-Dec. *hk *okk 29.22 15,196 ko ko -
2007:
Jan.-Mar. b i 30.68 9,522 ok ok ok
Apr.-June ok ok 29.05 13,891 ok Hokk ook
July—Sept. Fkk *hk 32.05 11,480 Hokk Hkk Kkk
Oct.-Dec. *kk ok 32.38 14,483 *kk *xk >k
2008:
Jan-Mar. Fkk *hE 40.16 11,911 *hk Hkk Kkk
Product 5: 14%2 gauge /16-inch plain print caped hangers.
Source: Compiled from data submitted in response to Commission questionnaires.
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Table D-14

SWG hangers: Weighted-average f.0.b. prices and quantities of domestic (excluding United) and
imported product 6 and margins of underselling/(overselling), by quarters, January 2005-March

2008
United States China Mexico
Price Quantity Price Quantity Price Quantity
(pel’ 1,000 (1,000 (pel’ 1,000 (1,000 Marg|n (per 1,000 (1'000
Period hangers) hangers) | hangers) | hangers) | (percent) | hangers) | hangers)
2005:
Jan.-Mar. *kk kk $47.56 50,500 *oxk ok —
Apr.-June Hork il 48.65 59,726 ok ok ok
Ju|y—Sept. Fkk Fkk 49.86 46,855 *hk Kk *kk
Oct.-Dec. i ek 48.52 48,922 ok kk *xk
2006:
Jan.-Mar. ek ok 46.65 55,828 ok *kk *xk
Apr.-June el Kk 39.84 97,682 kkk - *kk
July-Sept. ik ok 39.28 71,836 wx Kk ok
Oct.-Dec. Kkk *kk 39.39 71,043 Fokeke *hk Kokk
2007:
Jan.-Mar. ke Hkx 41.76 75,720 Hkk Kk .
Apr.-June oxk Hoxk 40.64 93,699 ok otk -
July-Sept. *rk *rk 39.77 75,942 rkk rxk *xk
Oct.-Dec. il ok 41.12 86,507 i *ck *rk
2008:
Jan-Mar. Kk *kk 46.87 74,191 *kk *kk *kk
Product 6: 16-inch strut hangers.
Source: Compiled from data submitted in response to Commission questionnaires.
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Table D-15

SWG hangers: Weighted-average f.0.b. prices and quantities of domestic (excluding United) and
imported product 7 and margins of underselling/(overselling), by quarters, January 2005-March

2008
United States China Mexico
Price Quantity Price Quantity Price Quantity
(per 1,000 [ (1,000 | (per 1,000 | (1,000 Margin | (per 1,000 (1,000
Period hangers) | hangers) | hangers) | hangers) | (percent) | hangers) hangers)
2005:
J an - M ar i *kk *kk *k%k *k% *kk *k%k *kk
Ap r. _J une *%k% *k%k *kk *k% *%k% *kk *k%k
July-Sept. ok *kk 34.25 2,001 ek K rxx
Oct.-Dec. ikl bkl 33.96 2,389 Kokk *hk p—
2006:
Jan.-Mar. *kk *kk 38.01 22,370 kk ok i
Apr.-June b bl 38.35 29,651 b ok ok
July-Sept. ok ok 38.62 33,360 ok Kk ok
Oct.-Dec. *hk Fhx 37.07 49,931 *kk *kk *kk
2007:
J an - M ar i *kk *kk *k%k *k%k *kk *k%k *kk
Apr.-June ohk ok 35.46 98,288 ok ok okok
July-Sept. *kk *xk 37.68 103,365 *xk i Fkk
Oct.-Dec. *kk Fhx 39.47 79,160 *kk *kk *kk
2008:
Jan-Mar. *kk ok 43.65 83,848 ok *kk -
Product 7: 13 gauge /16-inch latex hangers.
Source: Compiled from data submitted in response to Commission questionnaires.
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Table D-16

SWG hangers: Weighted-average f.0.b. prices and quantities of domestic and imported product 8
(excluding United) and margins of underselling/(overselling), by quarters, January 2005-March

2008
United States China Mexico
Price Quantity Price Quantity Price Quantity
(per 1,000 (1,000 | (per 1,000 | (1,000 Margin | (per 1,000 (1,000
Period hangers) | hangers) | hangers) [hangers)| (percent) [ hangers) hangers)
2005:
Jan.-Mar. kel *xk $34.91 5,259 *kk F*kk *kk
Apr.-June ok ok 35.99 8,260 ok ok ok
Ju|y—Sept. Fkk *xk 33.18 6,400 *kk Fkk *kk
Oct.-Dec. Fokk rokk 35.38 7,027 rhk ok i
2006:
Jan.-Mar. *hx Fokk 36.01 19,242 Frx kok i
Apr.-June ok 34.36| 19,483 ok -
July-Sept. Fokk rrk 32.94 17,250 rhk ok i
Oct.-Dec. ok ok 32.78| 19,583 ok ok
2007:
J an - M ar X *k%k *k%k *kk *kk *kk *k% *kk
Ap r. _J une *k% *k% *kk *kk *kk *kk *k%k
J u |y_sept *k%k *k% *kk *k%k *kk *k% *kk
Oct.-Dec. roxk *kk 38.80 46,979 Hook *xk *okk
2008:
Jan-Mar. xkk *kk 42.49 42,764 okk — *kk
Product 8: 13 gauge /16-inch suit hangers.
Lakk
Source: Compiled from data submitted in response to Commission questionnaires.
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Table D-17

SWG hangers: Weighted-average f.o.b. prices and quantities of domestic (excluding Laidlaw and

United) and imported product 1 and margins of underselling/(overselling), by quarters, January

2005-March 2008

United States China Mexico
Price
Price Quantity (per Quantity Price Quantity
(per 1,000 | (1,000 1,000 (1,000 Margin | (per 1,000 | (1,000
Period hangers) hangers) [hangers)| hangers) (percent) | hangers) | hangers)

2005:

Jan.-Mar. kx *kk $25.05 64,692 *kk *kk *kk

Apr.-June ok bl 25.87 79,027 ok ok ok

July-Sept. ok ok 26.05 60,713 ok - ok

Oct.-Dec. rrx *hk 26.65 65,156 bl *kk i
2006:

Jan.-Mar. ko *kk 23.56 39,986 Fxx ok kk

Apr.-June Frx fl 23.61 62,238 Hokk kk *kk

July-Sept. ok ok 22.52 65,515 Hk ok Kok

Oct.-Dec. roxk *kx 22.69 68,874 *kk = ok
2007:

Jan.-Mar. kk *kk 22.99 85,642 *kk *kk *kk

Apr.-June rrx *hk 23.71 111,675 bl i Hkk

July—Sept. Fhk *kk 24.64 89,536 Hkk Kok ok

Oct.-Dec. bk *hk 29.05 95,376 *kk *kk Kk
2008:

Jan_Mar *kk *k%k 2985 103’847 *kk *kk *k%k
Product 1: 18-inch white shirt hangers.
Source: Compiled from data submitted in response to Commission questionnaires.
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Table D-18

SWG hangers: Weighted-average f.o.b. prices and quantities of domestic (excluding Laidlaw and
United) and imported product 2 and margins of underselling/(overselling), by quarters, January

2005-March 2008

United States China Mexico
Price Quantity Price Quantity Price Quantity
(per 1,000 | (1,000 f (per 1,000 | (1,000 Margin | (per 1,000 (1,000
Period hangers) | hangers) | hangers) |hangers)| (percent) hangers) hangers)

2005:

Jan.-Mar. Fhk Fhx $41.02 13,468 *kk F*kk *kk

Apr.-June Hoxk ok 41.02| 13,279 ok Kok ok

July-Sept. *kk ok 42.41 12,413 Hokk — —

Oct.-Dec. ook bl 41.63 14,573 ok Hokok —
2006:

Jan.-Mar. ok el 38.81 12,374 ok Hook —

Apr.-June ok 42.04| 10,809 ok ok

July-Sept. oxk ok 37.80| 13,409 ok ok ok

Oct.-Dec. rxk *kk 38.49 14,653 kkk i *kk
2007:

Jan.-Mar. rork *hx 36.15 10,001 ik *kk *xk

Apr.-June ok ik 35.59 12,308 Hok Hokk bl

July-Sept. *xk *rx 39.19 10,959 Hkk i kk

Oct.-Dec. *xk *kk 39.80 12,575 *kk *xk *kk
2008:

Jan-Mar. ok ok 4563| 14,178 ok ok ok

Product 2: 13 gauge /16-inch plain caped hangers.

Source: Compiled from data submitted in response to Commission questionnaires.

D-20




Table D-19

SWG hangers: Weighted-average f.o.b. prices and quantities of domestic (excluding Laidlaw and
United) and imported product 3 and margins of underselling/(overselling), by quarters, January
2005-March 2008

United States China Mexico
Price Quantity Price Quantity Price Quantity
(per 1,000 (1,000 (per 1,000 | (1,000 Margin | (per 1,000 (1,000
Period hangers) hangers) hangers) [hangers) | (percent) | hangers) hangers)

2005:

Jan.-Mar. hiid ok $31.98 9,161 Kok — ok

Apr.-June ok ok 30.77 10,801 ok wex ok

July-Sept. 29.30 8,548

Oct.-Dec. xk b 33.84 9,785 ok *xk -
2006:

Jan.-Mar. ok ok 26.89 9,777 ok ok ok

Apr.-June 28.28 10,980

July-Sept. ok ok 32.14 10,640 ok wex ok

Oct.-Dec. ok ok 29.99 10,952 ok ok ok
2007:

Jan.-Mar. 30.08 8,913

Apr.-June ok ok 29.14 15,328 ok wex ok

July-Sept. 34.66 11,215

Oct.-Dec. ok ok 32.55 13,884 ok ok ok
2008:

Jan-Mar. rxx okk 36.42 10,605 Kk *kk >k

Product 3: 13 gauge /16-inch stock print caped hangers.

Source: Compiled from data submitted in response to Commission questionnaires.
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Table D-20

SWG hangers: Weighted-average f.o.b. prices and quantities of domestic (excluding Laidlaw and
United) and imported product 4 and margins of underselling/(overselling), by quarters, January
2005-March 2008

United States China Mexico
Price Quantity Price Quantity Price Quantity
(pel’ 1,000 (1,000 (per 1,000 (1,000 Marg“'] (per 1,000 (1'000
Period hangers) | hangers) | hangers) | hangers) | (percent) | hangers) hangers)

2005:

Jan.-Mar. ok Kk $33.30 10,830 ok ko ok

Apr.-June Hoxk ok 33.73 10,854 Aok ok -

July-Sept. ok ok 33.23 10,204 ok - .

Oct.-Dec. ok ok 32.39 9,487 ok Hohok .
2006:

Jan.-Mar. ok ok 31.68 8,280 ok ook ek

Apr.-June b b 30.09 9,173 b ok ok

July-Sept. ok ok 29.20 11,404 Kok ok ok

Oct.-Dec. kk *kk 28.78 11,040 kkk *xk ok
2007:

Jan.-Mar. *kk *xk 29.27 7,867 *kk *kk *kk

Apr.-June ok ok 28.32 9,979 il ok ok

July-Sept. ok ok 31.57 9,585 ok — ok

Oct.-Dec. ok ok 31.74 9,701 *okk - ook
2008:

Jan-Mar. ikl i 34.79 7,924 *kk — -

Product 4: 14%2 gauge /16-inch plain caped hangers.

Source: Compiled from data submitted in response to Commission questionnaires.

Note.-- One importer reported pricing data for Taiwan for the first three quarters of 2006; prices ranged from $***
and quantities ranged from ***,
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Table D-21

SWG hangers: Weighted-average f.o.b. prices and quantities of domestic (excluding Laidlaw and
United) and imported product 5 and margins of underselling/(overselling), by quarters, January
2005-March 2008

United States China Mexico
Price Quantity Price Quantity Price Quantity
(per 1,000 (1,000 (per 1,000 [ (1,000 Margin | (per 1,000 [ (1,000
Period hangers) hangers) hangers) | hangers) | (percent) | hangers) | hangers)

2005:

Jan.-Mar. kx *kk $33.46 11,216 *kk *kk ok

Apr.-June Hoxk ok 37.22 8,602 Hxk ok Kok

July-Sept. Fkk dedede 36.75 8,487 Kkk Hhk dokk

Oct.-Dec. vk ok 35.44 9,406 ook = —
2006:

Jan.-Mar. ok ok 36.77 6,482 bl ok ok

Apr.-June ok ok 31.72 14,182 Hoxk Kok ok

July-Sept. ek ok 29.54 18,456 ok ik ok

Oct.-Dec. *hk *okk 29.22 15,196 ko ko -
2007:

Jan.-Mar. b i 30.68 9,522 ok ok ok

Apr.-June ok ok 29.05 13,891 ok Hokk ook

July—Sept. Fkk *hk 32.05 11,480 Hokk Hkk Kkk

Oct.-Dec. *kk ok 32.38 14,483 *kk *xk >k
2008:

Jan-Mar. Fkk *hE 40.16 11,911 *hk Hkk Kkk

Product 5: 14%2 gauge /16-inch plain print caped hangers.

Source: Compiled from data submitted in response to Commission questionnaires.
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Table D-22

SWG hangers: Weighted-average f.o.b. prices and quantities of domestic (excluding Laidlaw and
United) and imported product 6 and margins of underselling/(overselling), by quarters, January
2005-March 2008

United States China Mexico
Price Quantity Price Quantity Price Quantity
(per 1,000 (1,000 | (per 1,000 (1,000 Margin | (per 1,000 [ (1,000
Period hangers) hangers) | hangers) | hangers) | (percent) | hangers) | hangers)

2005:

Jan.-Mar. *kk kk $47.56 50,500 *oxk ok —

Apr.-June Hork il 48.65 59,726 ok ok ok

Ju|y—Sept. *hk *hx 49.86 46,855 *kk Kkk *kk

Oct.-Dec. ok ook 48.52 48,922 ok " —
2006:

Jan.-Mar. ook ok 46.65 55,828 ok ok ok

Apr.-June *hk rrk 39.84 97,682 dkk xk ok

July-Sept. ik ok 39.28 71,836 wx Kk ok

Oct.-Dec. Kkk *kk 39.39 71,043 Fokeke *hk Kokk
2007:

Jan.-Mar. ke Hkx 41.76 75,720 Hkk Kk .

Apr.-June oxk Hoxk 40.64 93,699 ok otk -

July-Sept. ok ok 39.77 75,942 ok = —

Oct.-Dec. ok ook 41.12 86,507 ok ok ok
2008:

Jan-Mar. Kk *kk 46.87 74,191 *kk *kk *kk

Product 6: 16-inch strut hangers.

Source: Compiled from data submitted in response to Commission questionnaires.
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Table D-23

SWG hangers: Weighted-average f.o.b. prices and quantities of domestic (excluding Laidlaw and
United) and imported product 7 and margins of underselling/(overselling), by quarters, January
2005-March 2008

United States China Mexico
Price Quantity Price Quantity Price Quantity
(per 1,000 (1,000 [ (per1,000 | (1,000 Margin | (per 1,000 (1,000
Period hangers) | hangers) | hangers) | hangers) | (percent) | hangers) hangers)

2005:

J an - M ar i *kk *kk *k%k *k% *kk *k%k *kk

Ap r. _J une *kk *kk *k% *kk *kk *k% *k%k

July-Sept. ok ok 34.25 2,001 ok - .

Oct.-Dec. ikl bkl 33.96 2,389 Kokk *hk p—
2006:

Jan.-Mar. ok ok 38.01 22,370 bl ok ok

Apr.-June f bl 38.35 29,651 el ok ok

July-Sept. ok ok 38.62 33,360 bl ok ok

Oct.-Dec. *hk Fhx 37.07 49,931 *kk *kk *kk
2007:

J an - M ar i *kk *kk *k%k *k%k *kk *k%k *kk

Apr.-June ik ok 35.46 98,288 bl ok ok

July-Sept. ok ok 37.68 103,365 ok ok otk

Oct.-Dec. *kk Fhx 39.47 79.160 *kk *kk *kk
2008:

Jan-Mar. *kk ok 43.65 83,848 ok *kk -

Product 7: 13 gauge /16-inch latex hangers.

Source: Compiled from data submitted in response to Commission questionnaires.
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Table D-24

SWG hangers: Weighted-average f.0.b. prices and quantities of domestic and imported product 8
(excluding Laidlaw and United) and margins of underselling/(overselling), by quarters, January
2005-March 2008

United States China Mexico
Price Quantity Price Quantity Price Quantity
(per 1,000 | (1,000 | (per1,000 | (1,000 | Margin | (per 1,000 [ (1,000
Period hangers) | hangers) | hangers) [hangers)| (percent) [ hangers) hangers)

2005:

Jan.-Mar. Fhx *kk $34.91 5,259 Kkk *kk *kk

Apr.-June ok ok 35.99 8,260 ok ok ook

Ju|y—Sept. Fkk *kk 33.18 61400 *kk *kk *kk

Oct.-Dec. bl ok 35.38 7,027 ok ook ek
2006:

Jan.-Mar. el il 36.01 19,242 ok ook ek

Apr.-June ok 34.36| 19,483 ok -

July-Sept. oxk ok 32.94| 17,250 ok ok ok

Oct.-Dec. el bl 32.78 19,583 Hokk ok ok
2007:

J an - M ar X *k%k *k%k *kk *kk *kk *k% *kk

Ap r. _J une *k% *k% *kk *kk *kk *kk *k%k

J u |y_sept *k%k *k% *kk *k%k *kk *k% *kk

Oct.-Dec. el ok 38.80 46,979 Hokk ok ok
2008:

Jan-Mar. i i 42.49| 42,764 ok ok wokk

Product 8: 13 gauge /16-inch suit hangers.

Source: Compiled from data submitted in response to Commission questionnaires.
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