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UNITED STATES INTERNATIONAL TRADE COMMISSION
Washington, D.C.

Investigation No. 104-TAA-22

BOTTLED GREEN OLIVES FROM SPAIN

Determination

On the basis of the record l/ developed in in¥§§ti . 104-TAA-22,

the Commission determines, 2/ pursuant to section 1

Agreements Act of 1979 (19 U.S.C. § 1671 no hat stry in the United

States would not be materially injured or threatenad with material injury, nor

would the establishment of an industry United States be materially

retarded, by reason of imports frégh§g§in led<§§§§§§glives, provided
for in items 148.44, 148.48, an %§ the Ta edules of the United
States, if the countervailingzgsisz;d coveri£§2£§§se imports were to be

<
revoked. <§?§ii}t> Qiigb
Background Qgiifb
The outstanding ¢ '<§g§§$> order on imports of bottled green

ember 12, 1974, 3/ as a result of an

April 23, 2y the Government of Spain requested that the Commission
eview the outstanding order, pursuant to section 104(bY(1l) of the act, to
determine whether an industry in the United States would be materially injured

or threatened with material injury, or whether the establishment of an

industry in the United States would be materially retarded, by reason of

1/ The record is defined in sec. 207.2(i) of the Commission's Rules of

Practice and Procedure (19 CFR § 207.2(i)).
2/ Commissioners Haggart and Liebeler did not participate.
3/ The order was published as Treasury Decision 74-234 (39 F.R. 32904),



imports of bottled green olives from Spain if the outstanding countervailing

duty order applicable to such olives were to be revokéd. Accordingly, on

January 19, 1984, the Commission instituted investigation No. 104-TAA-22.
No;ice of the institution ot the Commission's investigation and of a

public hearing to be held in connection therewith was given by ting copies

of the notice in the Office of the Secrétary, U.S. Internation
Commission, Washington, D.C., and by publishing the notice i
Register on January 25, 1984 (49 F.R, 3147). 1lhe he3fing
Washington, D.C,, on April 9, 1984, and all persons who uesteéd the
opportunity were permitted to appear in person\o counsel. The Commission

voted on this investigation in public session on 198

Oy
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VIEWS OF THE COMMISSION 1/
We determine that an industry in the United States would not be
materially injured or threatened with material injury, nor would the
establishment of an industry be materially retarded, by reason of imports of

bottled green olives from Spain if the countervailing duty covefing such

imports were revoked.
&
A Commission determination under section 104 of the Trade‘“Agy
of 1979 is prospective in nature. 2/ Under section 104,

t Co
predict the likely impact that imports covered by a countervailing duty order

would have on the domestic industry if the orde ere to be revoked. 1In

making this prospective analysis, it is cessa onsid ong other

factors, the past and present performa he domesti s , and the
conditions of competition in the r a a ;%; includi he trend of
imports while the order was in place Q§££§;2><>

The statute d ines . dom% ustry as the "domestic producers
as a whole of like product) or thdgzigfg cers whose collective output of the

like produ congftitutes a maj portion of the domestic production of that

1/ Conmissioner Haggart did not participate. Commissioner Liebeler had not
joined the Commission by the date of the hearing and did not vote in this case.

2/ 19 U.S.C. § 1671 note.

3/ 19 U.S.C. § 1677(4)(A).

4/ 19 U.S.C. § 1677(10).
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The imported merchandise which is the subject of the CVD order is bottled
green olives. 5/ Olives imported in bulk are not covered by the order. Based
on the information developed during this investigation, it is clear that
Spanish-style green olives imporfed in bulk containers and domestic bottled

green olives are different products. Until bulk olives are further

reprocessed and repacked, whether in Spain or in the United States, they are

not ready for retail sale or for human consumption and<ﬁ not ready for

sale to retailers or consumers. Imports of bottl however, are

led green
imported

green olives

containers almost exclusively

,
olive producers located i . 6/ anish producers and exporters

5 an g%§§§9 rs are not an "industry" for
Q::;%ér, that the operations of domestic
eib industry for the following reasons: (1)
e

but or extent from domestic

assert that dome

purposes of the \statute

is a major component of bottled green
rocessing activity is substantial.
e of the olives within the glass bottle is an

egral part of what a consumer purchases. The function of the bottle is not

S/ T.D. 74-234, reprinted in Report, Appendix D at A-44. See Transcript at
45,

6/ Report at A-16. Nearly all of the olives grown in the U.S. are processed
into California-style black olives. Report at A-7. Domestically grown
shipments of Spanish-style green olives were only 11-12 percent of U.S.
consumption from 1981 to 1983. 1In recent years between four and 16 percent of
the U.S. crop has been committed to Spanish-style olives. Report at A-14.



merely to act as a container or package, but is an essential part of this
product. As conceded by counsel for the Spanish producers and importers,
bottled green olives are an "impulse" purchase, and the consumer's decision to
buy the product is "due primarily to their attractive unblemished red and
green appearance which is readily visible through their attractive glass

containers." 1/

<&
Second, the domestic producer's operations can b t ished from

those of an importer by the extent of its prod n-relate tivity,

consistent with past Commission investigations under ‘Qther statutory
provisions. 8/ 9/
Green olives in bulk containers:are obt by reprocessors
and repackers, almost exclusively f 35 and b rs located in
olives.qi;éb The olives are not
<

ready for consumption at this's / T ives arrive at the repacking

California, mostly from domesti

(>N~ @
1/ Prehearing i :=‘§§giive Exporters' Association, et

al. at 13.

nature and extent of domestic
r)'certain producers are part of a
iders the context of the specific

one of fact to be determined on a

i dio Paging and Alerting Receiving Devices
2 (final), USITC Pub. 1410 (August 1983) at 10,
: and Engines and Power Train Subassemblies

» USITC Pub. 1342 (1983); Certain Cube Puzzles,
Pub. 1334 (1983).

Tm notes that the criteria enunciated by the Commission
the issue of the domestic industry under different statutory provisions are
necessarily controlling in the instant case under Section 104.
Nevertheless, the finding that a domestic industry exists in this
investigation is not inconsistent with her dissent based on this issue in
Certain Cube Puzzles, gupra. In that case, complainant's domestic operations
consisted only of advertising, quality control, and packaging. However, in
contrast to this case, where packaging is an integral, necessary part of the
production process "such as placing liquids in containers," no significant
value was added to the cube puzzles in the packaging process. See p. 4, Views
of Commissioner Stern.

10/ Report at A-14-15.
11/ Transcript at 16.
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facility in drums in a curing brine. The olives are first washed thoroughly
to obtain purity. 12/ They are then inspected. Those olives with blemishes
or which have been broken are sorted out. The remaining olives which meet
inspection standards are readied for final repacking. The repacker prepares a

clear brine solution (different from the curing brine) in which the olives

will be packed. The olives and brine are then packed in ngio e
consumer jars. .

In the case of imports of green olives in bulk domestic \Peprocessor
and repacker must insure that all of the olive e thoroughly cleansed of the
curing brine and inspected and sorted before b into bottles. This is

substantially more than any importer of bottled gr ivesgéggéfyo.
itief h”add to ‘ofthebulk

Repacking involves productive activities zzi;Q% e
he estic reprocessors

&
ted States is

&

olives which are imported. Accordin

and repackers, the value added

i

approximately 52.6 percen

Thus, it is our view th

ation of the related parties provision of

Aarticularly applicable. 1In this case, we
d impair our analysis if we excluded the data of those

reproc ors and repackers who also import bottled green olives. 14/

12/ Transcript at 12. :

13/ Prehearing Brief at Green Olive Trade Association, Exhibit 2.

14/ The statute gives the Commission discretion to determine when it is
appropriate to exclude related parties. In the Senate Report on the Trade
Agreements Act, the example posited for use of the provision is the case
"where a U.S. producer is related to a foreign exporter and the foreign
exporter directs his exports to the United States so as not to compete with
his related U.S. producer.” S. Rep. No. 279, 96th Cong. lst Sess. at 83
(1979). 6



Condition of the industry
Usable data on the current condition of the domestic bottled green olive
industry was not extensive in this investigation. The Commission found seven
domestic firms processing domestic olives into bottled green olives, 15/ and
about 60 firms that repack imported bulk olives in the United States. 16/ The
original petitionef in 1973, the Green Olive Trade Associatio

S

represented most of the olive importer-repackers, but ‘now

firms. 17/ Many of the larger importer-repacker

-]

st d operations

in Spain which enable them to import olives in bulk er in\bottles. 18/

Apparent consumption of bottled green olives increased annually from 87

983. 19 omestic shipments
unds in 1981

m| s of bottled green

20/
ncte ghare of the domestic

market, growing from 47 : 9 <§§é§7:cent in 1983. 21/ This

anding order.

ofits from non-olive related operations of some

e financial data on only the green olive operations

/ Report at A-8.
16/ Report at A-8-9.
17/ Report at A-9.
18/ Report at A-8-9.
19/ Report at A-11.

22/ Report at A-22.
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of some firms are not sufficient to be considered tepresentaﬁive of the
domestic industry. Therefore, due to the inconclusive nature of the data on
the condition of the bottled green olive industry, our determination is based
upon the analysis which follows on the likely effect of the removal of the

order.

Likely effect of revocation of CVD order

Lacking representative data on the condition of

price Spanish

r the last year,
the high selling price has exce low selli H§§;ébby 36 percent for
one olive type and by 57 pe Z?Eéizggg er g§§§§§§> These fluctuations

i cision a

make the timing of the b emely important factor in the

olives in bulk are sold for expork t

(34

price of the olives; far m importa the existence of a 1.64 percent

§hckers have established operations in

antage of timing, supply, and exchange rate
ther to import green olives in bulk, in bottles,
of each., Of the top three importers of bulk green olives from
ich, combined, account for 38 percent of all such imports, two have
operations in Spain enabling them to switch from bulk to bottled olive

imports. 24/ The third is a broker who does not repack the olives.

23/ ACEMESA Post-Hearing Brief at 6.

24/ Report at A-8-9.
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One of the two members of the association representing the domestic industry
also imports bottled green olives from Spain. 25/ |

Third, because green olives are packed in glass, which is relatively
heavy, tredsportation costs are very important. 26/ The domestic industry

claimed that there is a natural freight advantage to impo

ng bulk green

olives from Spain for domestic processing and rep'acl%ns ()‘ ottled green
-olives,‘where the importer is paying freight on bott as
The Commission was supplied estimates of com ive : or U.S.-bottled

and Spanish-bottled green olives sold in U.S. markets. 27/ The freight

advantage of U.S. impbrter—repackers was \COo

claimed to be overcome by import aé}gs;::e:
costs. 28/

onmi s ion on ;§;;§§ of bottled green olives

§>of domestically produced

eded by the importers, but was

bor, erhead, and material

Information obtained by
in the U.S. market revealed
olives by imports in lg ttles and consistent

underselling Furthermore, the margins of

overselling by\impor

5/ Report at A-23.

26/ Report at A-24.

2]/ Report at A-30.

28/ A natural conclusion from the arguments of the domestic industry would be
that, because of their freight advantage in importing in bulk, the domestic
producers' price of smaller bottles of olives should be quite competitive
versus the imported smaller bottles, and the domestic producers' price of
large bottles would be less competitive versus imports.
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‘In examining the likely impact of the imports upon removal of the
countervailing duty order, the Commission usually considers the amount of the
duty, its recent trend, and whether or not the subsidy countervailed is bgiﬁg
phased out. 29/ 1In the instant case, the duty rate has decreased‘frqm 2.84

percent in 1979 to a 1.64 percent cash deposit rate effective November 9,

importers of
£ the domestic
reenvolives from

q§§;£> cing bottled
wlth materlal »

€od

Spain. We therefore determine that

green olives would not be materia
injury by imports covered by der should the order be

revoked.

\ﬁgéﬁn in Unprocessed Float Glass from
- 12 (USITC Pub. 1344) (February
abricated Structural Steel Units from® '
204) (December 1981) (Views of Chairman
tern, and Eckes) at 6-7, Barley from
L Pub. 1227) (March 1982) (Views of Chairman
Aoun , stern, and Eckes) at 5, and Certain E

10
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INFORMATION OBTAINED IN THE INVESTIGATION

Introduction

On April 23, 1982, the United States International Trade Commission
received a request 1/ from the Government of Spain for an investigation under
section 104(b)(1l) of the Trade Agreements Act of 1979 (19 U.S.C. 1671) to
determine whether an industry in the United States would be materially injured
or threatened with material injury, or the establishment of
be materially retarded by reason of imports of bottled green o
if the outstanding countervailing duty order applicable to
be revoked. 2/ Accordingly, on January 19, 1984, the Commi §£1
investigation No. 104-TAA-22, Bottled Green Olives from i

Notice of the institution of the Commission’
posting copies of the notice in the Office of the S
Trade Commission, Washington, D.C., and by publishing

Federal Register of January 25, 1984 (49 F.R~2B147). 3/ public hearing in
il

connection with the investigation was held 9, 1984. 4/

The countervailing duty order of cern s invest tion evolved
crom a petition filed with the U.S. Treasury Departmen e Green Olive
Trade Association 5/ in 1973 allegi t\$he Govern pain provided
subsidies to manufacturers and/ s ¢f bott§§; n olives. The
Treasury Department announced in a Regist uly 6, 1974 (39 F.R.
26046), that it was investigating ati sec. 303 of the

g u
Tariff Act of 1930). On Septgf;= 74, qgi%égggury Department published
{j‘ff> Register F.R. 32904) giving notice

a NN
requesting &he tigation is presented in app. A.
ade Agr Act of 1979 (Public Law 96-39)

t\provigde in)sec. 104(b), that "In the case of a
0 er> section 303 of the Tariff Act of 1930
ich is the product of a country under the
hk\on January 1, 1980, . . . the Commission,
t of such a country . . . submitted within 3

an investigation to determine whether an industry
d> be materially injured, or would be threatened with
establishment of an industry in the United States
aterially retarded, by reason of imports of the merchandise covered
khe countervailing duty order if the order were to be revoked". The
est from the Government of Spain was such a request. The act further
provides in sec. 104(b) that the Commission shall issue its determination in
regard to such investigation within 3 years following the receipt of a request
from a government under the agreement.

3/ A copy of the Commission's notice of the investigation and scheduling of
the hearing is presented in app. B. '

4/ A list of witnesses appearing at the hearing is also presented in app. B.

5/ An association of importer-repackers.

A-1
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of countervailing duties to be imposed by reason of the payment or bestowal of
a bounty or grant upon the manufacture, production, or exportation of bottled
green olives from Spain. Details of the net amount of the subsidy found and
of subsequent reviews of the countervailing duty order are presented in the
section of this report entitled "The Nature and Extent of the Subsidies."

Previous Commission Investigations on Olives

In response to a U.S. Senate resolution of October
Commission completed an investigation under section 332
1930 with respect to the importation of olives into the
including (but not limited to) the conditions of competi
States between olives bottled or canned in the Unite
grown in the United States) in containers suitable
bottled or canned outside the United States and imported
States in containers suitable for retail sale. ;
Senate in March 1967 and showed, among other t

alevand olives
to United

s sent to the
that an‘Vincreasing share
1/ 1In response to a

resolution of the U.S. Senate Committee oni\Financte
Commission again instituted an investigation\under “s&

No. 332-57) to examine the effects of imported olives upo
The resolution directed, among othe ‘ that the
Commission's judgment regarding the aY ¢

bottled or canned olives on the domes
repackers of olives." The invest(igat
the request of the Committee on

sors, packers, and
sus $ the Commission at
r completed.

investigations on eight of

During 1980 and 1981
g Schedules of the United

the nine items providing e s
States (TSUS) to determi probablece
TSUS items as eligible

Preferences (GSE). 2
President, dried, not
article for
countervaili

of the Generalized System of
of\t investigations and actions by the
SUS\\item 148.52) became an eligible

rpo of the GSR; ver, none of the articles subject to the

various Stages of maturity depending upon the intended use; as the fruit
matures and darkens in color on the tree the oil content increases. Olives
have two principal uses—-they may be processed for food use, called table

1/ Olives, Report to the United States Senate on Investigation No. 332-51
under section 332 of the Tariff Act of 1930, TC Publication 200, March 1967.

2/ Reports to the President on Investigations Nos. TA-503(a)-6 and 332-107,
and Investigations Nos. TA-503(a)-7 and 332-113.




olives, or they may be crushed for oil. 1In most olive-producing countries,
the production of olives is used primarily for crushing into oil, whereas in
the United States nearly all of the olive production is processed for table
use. Table olives generally are prepared from fully developed but not ripe
(immature) fruit, and ripe (mature) olives are used predominantly for
expressing olive oil or preparing less common styles of table olives.

Olives are not consumed fresh because of their extreme
Processed olives for table use are consumed almost entire appetizers,
condiments, or in salads or pizzas to add color and/or s-: i Various
consumers, often by ethnic group, prefer different sty d flavor)
of olives. The differing styles depend primarily up e\~ of processing
undertaken and somewhat on the maturity of the fruiti\when ested.

Green olives

Green, as used in the terminology o
States, refers to the color of the ive
maturity. 1/ There are three styles
predominantly green in color when ms
California-style green ripe olive

Manufacturing

re processed from fully
developed (but not ripe) f

g e <straw yellow in color when
harvested. The olives 3 ith eak caustic solution of
sodium or potassium hyd the bitter flavor. After a
series of rinses to SN, AW he ution, the fruit is packed in

casks, barrel
extending fro
for sale.

brine, and fermented for a period
is then ready for sale or packaging
ays green in color when marketed. The
s are pitted, or pitted and stuffed with
h as onions or almonds, before being
most cases the stuffing, of the olives are
y all Spanish-style olives for retail or

at the treatment with a caustic solution is omitted in preparing
icilian-style olives, resulting in a somewhat bitter flavor. Sicilian-style
Qlives are green in color when marketed and may be packed in glass bottles.
Si¢cilian-style olives generally are not stuffed and therefore are usually
classified under TSUS item 148.44, but are of far less importance than
Spanish-style olives that are also classified under this item.

California-style green ripe olives are prepared like California-style

canned ripe olives (which are black in color), except that the aeration
process used to darken (oxidize) the canned ripe olives is omitted, resulting

1/ Customs Appeals Decision in 1954, CAD 575.
A-3
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in green-in-color, frequently mottled, olives which are canned in metal
airtight containers. California-style olives, both green ripe and canned ripe
(black) olives, are prepared from fully developed but not ripe fruit.

Types of products.--Bottled green olives, which are the subject of the
countervailing duty order on olives from Spain, are green olives packed in
glass containers, whether or not pitted, or pitted and stuffed, according to
interpretations by the U.S. Customs Service. Virtually all of
Spanish-style olives imported in containers ready for sale to retai
institutional outlets are packed in glass. Pricing characteristic
individual packs vary by the size (volume) of the glass bo@;le

Manzanilla is the name of an olive variety th
size olives; the term also may refer to Spani
regardless of variety. Queens are Spanish-sty
typically produced from the Gordo variet Pac
and container size to be complementary.

Black olives b @
i 1

of smaller sizes
s of the larger sizes,
efull ch olive size

Black olives prepared from oped ot<ripe fruit, such as
ek-s ves, obtain their
coloring by oxidation durlng : 3 the f equently marketed as "ripe
olives." Ripe olives in : p are ives that have been left on
the tree to ripen u y, and black. Few, if any,
ripe olives are pi ocessed in a brine solution for

8 months or more an omewhat mushy, black olive having
a wrinkled skin and

“duty are 20 cents per gallon for TSUS 1tem 148 44 and 30 cents
lon for items 148.48 and 148.50. Item 148.44 provides for not ripe
which are not pitted or stuffed; item 148.48 provides for ripe olives
which are not pitted or stuffed; and item 148.50 provides for pitted or
stuffed olives. 2/ The rates of duty applicable to these items are those

orginally provided for in the Tariff Act of 1930; they apply to imports from
all sources.

1/ TSUS item 148.48 is included in the U.S. Department of Commerce
administrative review of the countervailing duty order. There are no known
bottled green olives included in item 148.48,

2/ For the statutory descriptions, see excerpt from the Tariff Schedules of
the United States Annotated (1984) in app. C. <

A-4
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The rate of duty applicable to olives in brine applies only to the olives
and not to the brine. Accordingly, Customs officers are required to determine
the number of gallons of olives exclusive of brine in each lot or entry of
such merchandise in order to determine the dutiable quantity. The method
currently in use is to determine the net drained weight of the olives in
brine, which may be imported in barrels, casks, tins, jars, bottles, or other
containers, and divide that by a standard pounds-per-gallon weight factor for
the particular type of olive imported to arrive at the number of dutiable
gallons. The number of pounds per gallon for olives in brinecdthat is used by
Customs to determine the dutiable quantity varies according to
origin and the type of olive imported, as shown in the following bulation:

Country of
origin and type

of olive

When from Spain or Portugal:
If pitted———---——— e
If whole, plain, or queen olives
If stuffed, broken, or sliced---

When
If pitted———————mmmm e N e
If s

When SN

hDe iable tﬁe provisions for pitted
or stuffed olives, TSUS item 143 (éz

E @the Subsidies
r
~Z3

The first ¢ nation with respect to bottled green

olives from Spain i 4, 39 F.R. 32904) found the net
i ‘P)Rfr t of the f.o.b. or ex-works price to the

:qﬁ‘%ﬁ'the countervailing duty was October 26,
e Ireasury declared a new countervailing duty
. or ex-works price effective June 10, 1978

ts of the Spanish bounties or grants is shown in appendix D.

A-5
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The Department of Commerce has completed an administrative review of the
countervailing duty order, resulting in the assessment of a countervailing
duty of 2.70 percent of the f.o.b. invoice price on imports in 1980 and 2.44
percent of the f.o.b. invoice price on imports in 1981. 1/ Futhermore,
effective November 9, 1983, a cash deposit of estimated countervailing duties

applicable to imports of bottled green olives from Spain was set at 1.64
percent of the f.o.b. invoice price.

Thus, the amount of the subsidy has been found to have ranged m 2.90
percent to 1.14 percent, as follows: '

Effective Date Authority

Oct. 26, 1974——— o
June 10, 1978— -
Jan. 17, 1979———— e
Jan. 1-Dec. 31, 1980---———-
Jan. 1-Dec. 31, 1981-----—--
Nov. 9, 1983 -

The Department of Commerce's administrativeé j countervailing
duty order on bottled green olives (ffom ai Pperiod January 1,
i i r on three alleged
Spanish subsidy programs: (1)
(2) an operating loans progr

xate yp n of indirect taxes,
, )& mimin ort price program.
Details of these progr ow\
Rebate of indireet tax <§§§§§§§§}> '

dnder which the Government levies a
hrough its various stages of

B e final sale in Spain. Upon

b’ rebates all of the indirect taxes paid and
e\ Department of Commerce regulations allow the

S Nch are borne by inputs which are physically

he exported product. The Commerce examination concluded that

percent of the f.o.b. invoice price. Beginning January 1, 1981, Commerce
found that-the Spanish Government increased the turnover tax rate and

1/ Sec. 751 of the Tariff Act of 1930 (added by sec. 101 of the Trade
Agreements Act of 1979) requires the Department of Commerce to make periodic
reviews of net subsidy determinations for outstanding countervailing duty
orders; the review for 1980 and 1981 is the first such review covering bottled
green olives from Spain. Copies of the Commerce notice of preliminary results
of administrative review of countervailing duty order (48 F.R. 34997) and the
notice of final results of administrative review of countervailing duty order
(48 F.R. 51501) are shown in app. E.
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meintained the previous export rebate rate so that the net subsidy during 1981
attributable to tax rebates was zero percent.

Operating capital loans

The Spanish Government requires banks to set aside funds for short-term
operating loans for designated classes of businesses. Im 1980, the Government
fixed the interest rates for such loans at a level below legally
established commercial rate. Commerce found that for 1980 net subsidy
he f.o0.b.

, the Spanish
ng loans and
merce found that
f.o.b. invoice

The operating

invoice price of exported bottled green olives. On
Government increased the interest rate on the shor

for 1981 the net subsidy was 2.44 percent a

price; and an estimated 1.64 percent ad valorem
capital loans program is being phased

Minimum export prices

The Spanish Government impose
bottled and bulk olives on
1980. The Department of Co
system to be a countervailab

rogram of xport prices on
1 79. ended December 31,
find\the imum export pricing

vi onment

Olives

s (virtually all in California) and
processed i

pared olives; however, nearly all of
into California--style olives. Olives
both in bulk containers (for repackaging

virtually the entire U.S. retail and
panish-style olives prior to the mid-1960's. The

mere service, because the olives that they import in bulk are not in a
ondition suitable for immediate consumption and are processed and graded by
em as well as packaged into consumer containers (transcript pp. 16 and 17).
Domestic olive processors also produce bottled Spanish-style olives, but they
say that they can not compete with the low-cost foreign olives effectively
enough to increase their share of the market for the Spanish-style olive.
Spanish exporters of Spanish-style green olives say that their olives are
hand harvested and carefully handled so that the finished fruit has no
blemishes and that because of soil and climate conditions in Spain their
olives have a uni<ns1:XMLFault xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat"><ns1:faultstring xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat">java.lang.OutOfMemoryError: Java heap space</ns1:faultstring></ns1:XMLFault>