Large Diameter Welded Pipe
from China and India

Investigation Nos. 701-TA-593-594 and 731-TA-1402 and1404 (Final)

Publication 4859 January 2019

U.S. International Trade Commission

17 AR VAN

Washington, DC 20436



U.S. International Trade Commission

COMMISSIONERS

David S. Johanson, Chairman
Irving A. Williamson
Meredith M. Broadbent
Rhonda K. Schmidtlein
Jason E. Kearns

Catherine DeFilippo
Director of Operations

Staff assigned

Lawrence Jones, Investigator
Abu Kanu, Investigator
Gregory LaRocca, Industry Analyst
Allison Thompson, Industry Analyst
Aimee Larsen, Economist
Joanna Lo, Financial Analyst
Russell Duncan, Senior Statistician
Michael Haldenstein, Attorney
Henry Smith, Attorney
Douglas Corkran, Supervisory Investigator

Address all communications to
Secretary to the Commission
United States International Trade Commission
Washington, DC 20436



U.S. International Trade Commission

Washington, DC 20436
www.usitc.gov

Large Diameter Welded Pipe
from China and India

Investigation Nos. 701-TA-593-594 and 731-TA-1402 and1404 (Final)

Publication 4859

January 2019













































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































PART V: PRICING DATA
FACTORS AFFECTING PRICES

The primary raw material used in the production of LDWP differs according to the
method of production. For ERW pipe, hot-rolled steel coil is the principal raw material. For SAW
pipe, the principal raw materials are cut-to-length plate (for LSAW) or hot-rolled steel coil (for
HSAW).! Raw material costs, as a share of U.S. producers’ total cost of goods sold (COGS),
fluctuated from 77.1 percent in 2015, to 78.3 percent in 2016, and 76.3 percent in 2017. Raw
material costs, as a share of COGS, was 75.4 percent in January-June 2017 and 75.1 percent in
January-June 2018.

Prices for cut-to-length plate are typically higher than those for hot-rolled coil.
Throughout most of the period for which data were collected, prices for cut-to-length plate
exceeded those for hot-rolled coil. However, the price gap between the two raw material inputs
began to narrow during the first quarter of 2016 and prices for cut-to-length plate were less
than hot-rolled coil during August-December 2016. Prices for cut-to-length plate increased
above those for hot-rolled coil by January 2017 and remained higher for the remainder of the
period. The prices of hot-rolled coil and cut-to-length plate fluctuated since 2015, decreasing
during 2015 and first quarter 2016, increasing during the second and third quarters 2016, falling
sharply during the fourth quarter of 2016, and then irregularly increasing through the second
quarter of 2018. Overall, the prices of hot-rolled coil and cut-to-length plate increased by ***
and *** percent, respectively, from January 2015 to June 2018. The prices of stainless steel
sheet fluctuated since 2015, decreasing during 2015 and the first quarter of 2016, irregularly
increasing through the end of 2016 and the first quarter of 2017, falling sharply during the
second quarter of 2017, and then irregularly increasing through the second quarter of 2018.
Overall, the prices of stainless steel sheet decreased by *** percent from January 2015 to June
2018.

Figure V-1
Raw material costs: Cost indices of hot-rolled coil, cut-to-length plate, and stainless steel sheet
prices, monthly, January 2015 to September 2018

* * * * * * *

Most (8 of 15) U.S producers and the majority (18 of 32) of importers reported that raw
material prices have increased since January 2015. Five U.S. producers (***) stated that they
have not been able to pass on raw material price increases to their customers. Nine importers
reported that the increase in raw material prices has caused the prices of LDWP to increase.

L Certain Welded Large Diameter Line Pipe from Japan, Investigation No. 731-TA-919 (Second
Review), USITC Publication 4427, September 2013, p. V-1.

V-1



U.S. inland transportation costs

Thirteen of 15 U.S. producers and 16 of 30 importers reported that they typically
arrange transportation to their customers. Most U.S. producers reported that their U.S. inland
transportation costs ranged from 8 to 12 percent while most importers reported costs of 3 to
10 percent.

PRICING PRACTICES
Pricing methods

U.S. producers and importers set prices for LDWP primarily on transaction-by-
transaction negotiations, although seven U.S. producers and 11 importers reported using
contracts (table V-1). LDWP is generally sold for specific projects through bidding competition.

Table V-1
LDWP: U.S. producers’ and importers’ reported price setting methods, by number of responding
firms'

Method U.S. producers Importers
Transaction-by-transaction 13 28
Contract 7 11
Set price list 2 -
Other? 1 -
Responding firms 15 31

" The sum of responses down may not add up to the total number of responding firms as each firm was
instructed to check all applicable price setting methods employed.
2 U.S. producer *** reported that the market sets its prices.

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

U.S. producers’ and importers’ primary pricing methods varied by firm. Seven U.S.
producers reported selling at least 90 percent of their LDWP in the spot market, and four U.S.
producers reported selling at least 70 percent through short-term contracts.? 3 Of the 21
importers that reported selling in the spot market, 13 importers reported selling all of their
sales of LDWP in the spot market; however, these sales accounted for a small share of
importers’ U.S. commercial shipments. Of the 11 importers that sold through short-term
contracts, six importers reported that at least 90 percent of their sales were through short-term
contracts, which represented the largest share of importers’ U.S. commercial shipments. As

2 kkk

3 U.S. producers sold *** percent of LDW line pipe and *** percent of LDW structural pipe on the
spot market. U.S. producers *** reported selling *** of their stainless steel LDW structural pipe on the
spot market and U.S. producer *** reported selling *** percent of its stainless steel LDW structural pipe
via short-term contracts and *** percent on the spot market.
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shown in table V-2, U.S. producers and importers reported their 2017 U.S. commercial
shipments of LDWP by type of sale.

Table V-2
LDWP: U.S. producers’ and importers’ shares of U.S. commercial shipments by type of sale, 2017
Type of sale U.S. producers Importers
Long-term contracts 24.7 16.2
Annual contracts 9.6 -
Short-term contracts 27.9 68.9
Spot sales 37.8 15.0

Note.--Because of rounding, figures may not add to the totals shown.

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

Two U.S. producers reported that their long-term contracts averaged 2 and 3 years and
most responding U.S. producers reported that the duration of their short-term contracts ranged
from 90 to 180 days. U.S. producers reported similar contract provisions for both long-term and
short-term contracts. Most U.S. producers reported that their contracts did not allow for price
renegotiations, fixed both price and quantity, and were not indexed to raw material costs.

Most importers reported that their long-term contracts averaged 1.5 to 2 years and
their short-term contracts averaged 90 to 180 days. Importers also reported similar contract
provisions for both long-term and short-term contracts. Most importers reported that that their
contracts did not allow for price renegotiations, fixed both price and quantity, and were not
indexed to raw material costs.

A plurality (19 of 44) of purchasers reported that they purchase LDWP on a project-
driven basis. Nine purchasers reported that they purchase LDWP on quarterly basis, six
reported monthly, five reported weekly, three reported annually, and one reported daily. The
majority of purchasers indicated that their purchasing frequency had not changed since January
1, 2015.

Sales terms and discounts

Most U.S. producers (10 of 15) and importers (16 of 26) typically quote prices on a
delivered basis. A plurality of U.S. producers (6 of 15) and most importers (25 of 31) reported
that they did not offer discounts. Most purchasers reported that domestic LDWP and imported
LDWP from all six subject countries were comparable on payment terms.*

Price leadership
Fourteen of 44 purchasers identified price leaders in the LDWP market since January 1,

2015. Purchasers identified American Steel, ArcelorMittal, Berg Steel, JSW Steel, Global
Industrial, Hyundai, Husteel, Nucor, SeAH, Skyline Steel, U.S. Steel, and Welspun as price

4See Part Il, table 11-9 for more information.
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leaders. Purchasers reported that these firms exhibited price leadership through price, delivery,
their market size, and their raw material prices (for hot-rolled coil and CTL plate).

Bid process

Thirty-five of 43 purchasers reported that they purchase LDWP using a bidding process.
Most purchasers reported that they send requests for proposals which include project
specifications.” Five purchasers stated that bids are sent to a list of qualified suppliers. More
than half (18 of 35) of these purchasers indicated that they rarely/never allow/request sellers
more than one chance to bid on a particular sales agreement; 13 purchasers reported that they
sometimes allow/request sellers more than one bidding opportunity, and four purchasers
reported that they usually allow/request sellers more than one bidding opportunity. The
majority of purchasers indicated that they never discuss with suppliers the bids of competing
firms.

Purchasers’ responses to how often they permit suppliers to respond to invitations to
bid with an offer that includes exceptions to their product specifications or alternative LDWP
products in lieu of their specified products varied. Fourteen purchasers indicated that they
sometimes permit suppliers to bid with an offer outside their specified products; 10 purchasers
reported never; 6 purchasers reported always,® and 4 purchasers reported usually. Most

®>In an email request, staff asked the ten largest purchasers which submitted bid information to
describe the type of information or documentation that their firm requests in a typical Request for
Quotes (“RFQs”) from suppliers. Staff also asked if a supplier typically includes a production history that
demonstrates it has produced the pipe specs in the past when submitting a bid proposal, and if this
documentation was required by the purchasers. Eight purchasers (***) provided responses. Purchasers
reported that in a RFQ, a supplier needs to provide a milestone schedule that includes steel, pipe
conversion, coating, shipping, and delivery; price proposal; Manufacturing Procedure Specification
(MPS) and Inspection and Test Plan (ITP) documents; any proposed exceptions to any project
specifications; and any exceptions to the purchaser’s terms and conditions. Purchaser *** reported that
it also requires material test reports for raw material sources as well as the names of expected coil
manufacturers and the chemistry, mechanical properties and thickness of the coil. Purchaser ***
reported that it also requires welding procedure specification. Staff correspondence with purchasers,
EDIS document number 661908.

All eight responding purchasers reported that their firm does not require a supplier to submit its
production history when submitting a bid proposal. Purchasers *** stated that a supplier’s capability is
evaluated before it sends out RFQs to invited suppliers and that it requires prospective suppliers to have
demonstrated the ability to meet its technical, quality and commercial requirements. *** stated that
“x*% " Purchasers *** reported that producers’ capabilities are well known and would not request a
production history unless it was a new supplier. Purchasers *** reported that production history is not
required in the bid package, but that this information is strongly considered prior to awarding a bid.
Staff correspondence with purchasers, EDIS document number 661908.

& Two of the largest purchasers (***) indicated that they always permit suppliers to respond to
invitations to bid with an offer that includes exceptions to their product specifications or alternative
LDWP products in lieu of their specified products.
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purchasers reported that they consider the technical requirements when evaluating bids that
offer to supply a different combination of LDWP specifications for the same project. Other
factors that purchasers consider are availability, quality, the application, delivery dates, price,
reliability of the supplier, and payment terms. Half of responding purchasers (17 of 34)
indicated that they never change the size, quantity, and/or grade requested for a project after
the project has been awarded; 13 purchasers reported sometimes, three reported always, and
two reported usually.’

BID DATA

The Commission requested U.S. purchasers to provide the bid data for their five largest
purchases of LDW line pipe and LDW structural pipe since January 1, 2015 that involved at least
one bid from a U.S. producer and least one bid from a supplier of LDWP produced in Canada,
China, Greece, India, Korea, or Turkey. Twenty-one purchasers provided information for 98
projects. 8 ° The majority of reported bids involved LDW line pipe. Six purchasers (***) provided
information for 21 projects that involved LDW structural pipe.'° Thirty-one projects were
awarded during 2015, 15 projects were awarded during 2016, 31 projects were awarded during
2017, and 15 projects were awarded during January-June 2018. The largest winning bids (by
value) are shown in table V-3, all of which involve LDW line pipe.!! Detailed bid data for all 98
projects are presented in Appendix F.

”Two of the largest purchasers (***) reported always and *** reported usually.

& Two purchasers specifically reported that they requested bids from only domestic producers. ***,
*** These two bids were not included in the bid data because they did not involve at least one supplier
of LDWP produced in a subject country.

9 Purchaser *** did not provide bid information in its questionnaire response. ***. Enbridge,
formerly known as Spectra Energy, purchased LDW line pipe for the Valley Crossing pipeline project. U.S.
producer Berg and Indian producer Welspun submitted bids on this project. Hearing transcript, pp. 70-
71 (Riemer and Clark); and petitioners’ posthearing brief, exhibit 2, p. 5. Spectra awarded the *** short
ton project to Welspun from India. Welspun imported from India 48-inch outer diameter X70 LDW line
pipe in 60 foot length for this project. Welspun’s postconference brief, pp. 4-5; and petitioners’
prehearing brief, exhibit 1. Parties dispute the reason the project was awarded to Welspun from India.
***_ Petitioners’ prehearing brief, exhibit 1. Respondents argue that the bid was awarded to Welspun
India because no U.S. producer could meet the pipe specifications. Borusan’s prehearing brief, p. 43.
*Ekx %% In the preliminary phase of these investigations, Welspun stated that no U.S. mill could
produce that sized pipe in the United States. Hearing transcript, pp. 73 and 89 (Fisher). Petitioners
provided documentation of *** for the Valley Crossing pipeline project ***, ***_Ppetitioners provided
Spectra’s ***, Petitioners provided documentation of Spectra ***. Petitioners’ posthearing brief, exhibit
2, p. 5 and exhibits 30, 31 and 55.

19 No purchaser reported bid information for a project that involved stainless steel structural pipe.

11 Bids involving LDW structural pipe are presented in appendix F.
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Table V-3
LDWP: Largest winning bids reported by purchasers for projects involving at least one subject
country and at least one domestic supplier, by year

* * * * * * *

In many LDWP projects, there was a wide range of quotes offered by both domestic and
foreign suppliers. As shown in table V-4, bid quotes involving LDWP imported from subject
countries were below bid quotes involving domestic LDWP in 66 of 110 instances; average
underquoting was 19.1 percent. In the remaining 44 instances, quotes involving LDWP from
subject countries were above quotes involving domestic LDWP; average overquoting was 10.3
percent.

Table V-4
LDWP: Instances of underquoting/overquoting U.S.-origin bids and average margins, by country

Underquoting U.S. Overquoting U.S.
All instances instances instances
Average Average Average
under/(over) underquoting overquoting
quoting vs. Number vs. U.S. Number vs. U.S. Number
U.S. quotes of quotes of quotes of
Source (percent) instances (percent) instances (percent) instances
LDWP: LDWP
Canada (0.2) 33 10.4 15 (9.0) 18
China 224 9 31.6 7 (10.0) 2
Greece 10.4 28 18.4 19 (6.4) 9
India (1.1) 8 6.9 5 (14.3) 3
Korea subject 4.6 16 30.4 7 (15.4) 9
Turkey 15.7 16 21.9 13 (11.0) 3
Subject sources 7.3 110 191 66 (10.3) 44
Korea nonsubject 9.5 3 9.5 3 - -
LDW line pipe: LDW line pipe
Canada (0.1) 32 10.4 15 (9.5) 17
China 109.8 1 109.8 1
Greece 10.4 28 18.4 19 (6.4) 9
India (1.1) 8 6.9 5 (14.3) 3
Korea subject 4.6 16 30.4 7 (15.4) 9
Turkey 15.7 16 21.9 13 (11.0) 3
Subject sources 71 101 19.1 60 (10.6) 41
Korea nonsubject 9.5 3 9.5 3 --- ---
LDW structural pipe: LDW structural pipe
Canada (0.9) 1 — — (0.9) 1
China 11.4 8 18.6 6 (10.0) 2
Greece - - - - - -
India - - - - - -—-
Korea subject - - - - - -
Turkey - - - - - -
Subject sources 101 9 18.6 6 (7.0 3
Korea nonsubject - - - - - -
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A U.S. producer was the winning bidder in 47 instances, a subject country supplier was
the winner in 47 instances, and a nonsubject supplier was the winner in 9 instances.? In the 47
instances in which a subject country won part or all of the bid, purchasers gave the following
reasons: lowest delivered costs, availability, delivery times, quality, shortest lead times, and
only bidder capable of producing requested product.'3

Table V-5 shows the number of instances in which the winning U.S. producer’s final total
delivered price was lower than all subject country suppliers’ bids and the number of instances
in which at least one subject country supplier’s bid was lower than the winning U.S. producer’s
bid.'* Similar data is shown for the bidding events in which a subject country supplier won the

bid.
Table V-5
LDWP: Summary of winning bids, by source
Winning
Number | Winning bid was Winning
of bid was not Only one | Winning bid
winning lowest lowest source bid lower higher
Source of winning bid bids price price reported | than U.S. | than U.S.
LDWP: LDWP
United States 47 17 20 10 NA NA
Subject sources 47 14 16 17 23 5
Nonsubject sources 9 1 1 7 1 ---
Total 103 32 37 34 -- --
LDW line pipe: LDW line pipe
United States 38 15 19 4 NA NA
Subject sources 35 11 12 12 18 4
Nonsubject sources 4 1 1 2 1 —
Total 77 27 32 18 -- --
LDW structural pipe: LDW structural pipe
United States 9 2 1 6 NA NA
Subject sources 12 3 4 5 5 1
Nonsubject sources 5 - - 5 — —
Total 26 5 5 16 -- --

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

12 For four projects, the project was split among a domestic and subject country supplier. These
partial awards are included in the instances of winning bidders.

13 purchaser *** reported that it awarded ***. It purchased LDWP from Greece because it was the
only bidder that was able to supply LDW line pipe with an outer diameter of 26 inches and 1 inch thick
which was required for the project specifications (***). Purchaser *** reported that it awarded ***. It
stated that it purchased LDW line pipe from Greece because other mills could not meet product

specifications (***) and delivery schedule.
14 See appendix D for a summary of winning bids by source and product type.
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For 34 LDWP projects, purchasers only identified the winning firm and did not provide
information on the other firms which participated in the bid.*> In just over half of the LDWP
bidding events which identified multiple bidders, the award did not go to the supplier with the
lowest delivered price. Of the LDWP bids which identified multiple bidders, a domestic
producer’s winning bid was the lowest price in 17 of 37 instances; and in 20 instances a
domestic producer’s winning bid was not the lowest price. Of the LDWP bids which identified
multiple bidders, a subject country supplier’s winning bid was the lowest price in 14 of 30
instances.!® In 16 of 30 instances, a subject country supplier’s winning bid was not the lowest
price. Of these 16 instances, a domestic supplier quoted the lowest price but did not win the
award in 5 instances; and in 11 instances another subject country supplier quoted the lowest
price but did not win the award.

LOST SALES AND LOST REVENUE

In the preliminary phase of the investigations, the Commission requested that U.S.
producers of LDWP identify purchasers where they experienced instances of lost sales or
revenue due to competition from imports of LDWP from Canada, China, Greece, India, Korea, or
Turkey during January 2015-December 2017. Nine U.S. producers reported that they had lost
sales and submitted lost sales and lost revenue allegations. U.S. producers identified 63 firms
where they lost sales or revenue (50 consisting lost sales allegations, 1 consisting of lost
revenue allegations, and 26 consisting of both types of allegations). Twenty-five allegations
involved imports of LDWP from Canada; 31 allegations involved LDWP from China; 12
allegations involved LDWP from Greece; 8 allegations involved LDWP from India; 18 allegations
involved LDWP from Korea; and 11 allegations involved LDWP from Turkey.!” Allegations
occurred throughout 2015-17, with the most number of allegations occurring in 2016.

In the final phase of these investigations, of the 14 responding U.S. producers, all 14
reported that they had to reduce prices, 8 reported that they had to roll back announced price
increases, and all 14 firms reported that they had lost sales.

15 Subject imports won 17 bids in which only one source was provided.

18 1n 23 of 30 instances, a subject country’s winning bid was priced lower than a domestic supplier’s
bid.

17 The majority of allegations involving imports from Canada involved LDWP with an overall diameter
between 18 inches and 24 inches. The pipe diameters involved in the allegations involving imports from
China were evenly distributed between an overall diameter of 18 inches to 48 inches. The majority of
allegations involving imports from Greece involved pipe diameters of 20 inches to 24 inches. The pipe
diameters involved in the allegations involving imports from India ranged from 16 inches to 48 inches.
The vast majority of allegations involving imports from Korea involved pipe diameters ranging between
20 inches and 24 inches. More than half of the allegations involving imports from Turkey involved pipe
diameters between 30 inches and 42 inches.
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Staff contacted 105 purchasers and received responses from 44 purchasers.!®

Responding purchasers reported purchasing and/or importing 6,534,024 short tons of LDWP
during January 2015 through June 2018 (table V-6).

Table V-6
LDWP: Purchasers’ responses to purchasing patterns
. . Change in
Purchases and imports during January Ch . biect
2015 through June 2018 (short tons) angein | subjec
domestic country
share? (pp, | share? (pp,
Purchaser Domestic Subject All other! 2015-17) 2015-17)
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Table continued on next page.

18 Four purchasers (***) submitted lost sales/lost revenue survey responses in the preliminary phase,
but did not submit purchaser questionnaire responses in the final phase.
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Table V-6--Continued

LDWP: Purchasers' responses to purchasing patterns

Purchases and imports during January Change in

2015 through June 2018 (short tons) Change in subject

domestic country
share? (pp, | share? (pp,

Purchaser Domestic Subject All other! 2015-17) 2015-17)
ok ok ok ok ok -
*kk *k*k *k*k *k*k *kk *k*k
*kk *k*k *k*k *k*k *kk *k*k
*kk *k*k *k*k *k*k *kk *k*k
ok ok ok ok ok ok
ok ok ok ok ok ok
*kk *k*k *k*k *k*k *kk *k*k
*kk *k*k *k*k *k*k *kk *k*k
. ok ok ok . ok
ok ok ok ok ok ok
ok ok ok ok ok ok
*kk *k*k *k*k *k*k *kk *k*k
*kk *k*k *k*k *k*k *kk *k*k
. ok ok ok . ok
ok ok ok ok ok ok
ok ok ok ok ok ok
*kk *k*k *k*k *k*k *kk *k*k
*kk *k*k *k*k *k*k *kk *k*k
Total 3,939,535 2,134,916 459,573 (4.8) 5.6

T Includes all other sources and unknown sources.

2Percentage points (pp) change: Change in the share of the firm’s total purchases of domestic and/or
subject country imports between first and last years.

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

During 2017, responding purchasers purchased and/or imported 54.2 percent from U.S.
producers, 13.8 percent from Canada, 0.5 percent from China, 12.6 percent from Greece, 9.7
percent from India, 3.7 percent from Korea, 0.0 percent from Turkey, 3.4 percent from
nonsubject countries, and 2.1 percent from “unknown source” countries (table V-7). Purchases
of LDWP from the United States, China, Korea, Turkey and nonsubject sources decreased
overall from 2015 to 2017 while purchases of LDWP from Canada, Greece, and India increased

during the same period.
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Table V-7

LDWP: U.S. purchasers' purchases and imports, by source, 2015-17, and January to June 2018

January to
Calendar year June Comparison years
2015 | 2016 | 2017 2018 2015-17 | 2015-16 | 2016-17
Item Quantity (short tons) Change in quantity (percent)
U.S. purchasers' U.S.
purchases and/or
imports from:
United States 1,249,904 750,752 | 1,097,265 841,614 (12.2) (39.9) 46.2
Canada 244,551 48,552 279,139 189,170 14.1 (80.1) 474.9
China 22,617 11,417 10,895 1,643 (51.8) (49.5) (4.6)
Greece 46,015 76,600 254,157 2,174 452.3 66.5 231.8
India 176,680 52,108 197,375 867 11.7 (70.5) 278.8
Korea subject 83,846 73,273 75,310 30,208 (10.2) (12.6) 2.8
Turkey 162,175 6,150 89,994 (100.0) (96.2) | (100.0)
Subject sources 735,884 268,100 816,876 314,056 11.0 (63.6) 204.7
Korea nonsubject 20,137 26,623 21,144 7,998 5.0 32.2 (20.6)
All other sources 60,608 107,258 47,945 33,428 (20.9) 77.0 (55.3)
Nonsubject sources 80,745 133,881 69,089 41,426 (14.4) 65.8 (48.4)
Unknown sources 51,298 22,472 41,658 19,004 (18.8) (56.2) 85.4
All sources 2,117,831 1,175,205 | 2,024,888 1,216,100 (4.4) (44.5) 72.3
Change in share of quantity
Share of total (percent) (percentage points)
U.S. purchasers' U.S.
purchases and/or
imports from:
United States 59.0 63.9 54.2 69.2 (4.8) 4.9 (9.7)
Canada 11.5 4.1 13.8 15.6 2.2 (7.4) 9.7
China 1.1 1.0 0.5 0.1 (0.5) 0.1) (0.4)
Greece 2.2 6.5 12.6 0.2 10.4 4.3 6.0
India 8.3 4.4 9.7 0.1 1.4 (3.9 5.3
Korea subject 4.0 6.2 3.7 25 (0.2) 2.3 (2.5)
Turkey 7.7 0.5 7.4 (7.7) (7.1) (0.5)
Subject sources 34.7 22.8 40.3 25.8 5.6 (11.9) 17.5
Korea nonsubject 1.0 23 1.0 0.7 0.1 1.3 (1.2)
All other sources 2.9 9.1 2.4 2.7 (0.5) 6.3 (6.8)
Nonsubject sources 3.8 114 3.4 3.4 (0.4) 7.6 (8.0)
Unknown sources 24 1.9 21 1.6 (0.4) (0.5) 0.1
All sources 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 - - —

Source: Compiled from data submitted in response to Commission questionnaires.
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Of the 44 responding purchasers, 37 reported that, since 2015, they had purchased or
imported LDWP from subject countries instead of U.S.-produced LDWP. Thirty-three of these
purchasers reported that subject import prices were lower than U.S.-produced LDWP, and 23 of
these purchasers reported that price was a primary reason for the decision to purchase
imported product rather than U.S.-produced LDWP.*® Twenty-two purchasers estimated the
guantity of LDWP from subject countries purchased or imported instead of domestic product;
guantities ranged from 100 short tons to 192,820 short tons, for a total of 703,390 short tons
(tables V-8 and V-9). Purchasers most often identified availability as a primary non-price reason
for purchasing imported rather than U.S.-produced LDWP. Other non-price reasons identified
by purchasers included quality, lead time, product specifications, delivery time, and product
range.

Table V-8
LDWP: Purchasers' responses to purchasing subject instead of domestic product, by firm

* * * * * * *

19 purchasers responded separately for their purchases of LDW line pipe and LDW structural pipe.
Thirty-two purchasers reported that they had purchased or imported LDW line pipe from subject
countries instead of U.S.-produced LDW line pipe. Twenty-nine of these purchasers reported that
subject import prices of LDW line pipe were lower than U.S.-produced LDW line pipe, and 20 of these
purchasers reported that price was a primary reason for the decision to purchase imported product
rather than U.S.-produced LDW line pipe. Twelve purchasers reported that they had purchased or
imported LDW structural pipe from subject countries instead of U.S.-produced LDW structural pipe. Ten
of these purchasers reported that subject import prices of LDW structural pipe were lower than U.S.-
produced LDW structural pipe, and eight of these purchasers reported that price was a primary reason
for the decision to purchase imported LDW structural pipe rather than U.S.-produced LDW structural
pipe.
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Table V-9

LDWP: Purchasers’ responses to purchasing subject instead of domestic product, by country and

product type
Count of
purchasers
Count of reporting
purchasers | that price
Count of reporting was a
purchasers that primary Quantity
reporting imports reason for | of subject
subject were purchasing | purchased
instead of priced subject (short
Source domestic lower imports tons)
LDWP:
Canada 17 9 5 el
China 15 14 12 el
Greece 10 7 4 ol
India 5 5 4 ol
Korea subject 27 24 17 el
Turkey 4 4 2 e
Subject sources 37 33 23 703,390
LDW line pipe:
Canada 14 8 4 ol
China 11 10 9 el
Greece 10 7 4 el
India 5 5 4 el
Korea subject 27 24 17 el
Turkey 4 4 2 ol
Subject sources 32 29 20 692,144
LDW structural pipe:
Canada 3 1 1 el
China 8 7 6 ol
Greece - - el
India 1 1 1 el
Korea subject 5 4 3 e
Turkey - - el
Subject sources 12 10 8 11,246

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

Of the 8 responding purchasers, 3 reported that U.S. producers had reduced prices in
order to compete with lower-priced imports from Canada (tables V-10 and V-11); 32 reported
that they did not know). Two purchasers reported estimated price reductions for domestic LDW

line pipe of 3.2 and 5.5 percent.

V-13




Table V-10

LDWP: Purchasers’ responses to U.S. producer price reductions, by firm

* * *

*

* *

*

Table V-11
LDWP: Purchasers’ responses to U.S. producer price reductions, by country
Count of
purchasers Simple
reporting average of Range of
U.S. estimated estimated
producers U.S. price U.S. price
reduced reduction reductions
Source prices (percent) (percent)
Canada 3 4.4 3.2-5.5
China -—- -—-
Greece - -
India -—- -—-
Korea subject --- ---
Turkey - -
Subiject sources 3 4.4 3.2-55

Source: Compiled from data submitted in response to Commission questionnaires.
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PART VI: FINANCIAL EXPERIENCE OF U.S. PRODUCERS

BACKGROUND

Fifteen U.S. producers *** provided financial data on their operations of LDWP.! These
data are believed to account for the vast majority of U.S. production of LDWP in 2017.2 One
firm *** reported internal consumption and no firm reported transfers to related firms. With
respect to their U.S. operations, two producers *** reported purchasing inputs from related
parties in 2017.3 4

In 2015 and 2016, five firms *** reported expanding their operations of LDWP by
installing new equipment to increase efficiency.” In December 2016, Dura-Bond purchased all of

! Financial results were reported on the basis of generally accepted accounting principles (GAAP).
* % %

Commission staff conducted a verification of Dura-Bond’s U.S. producer questionnaire response. As a
result of verification, Dura-Bond revised its capacity for January-June 2018 and asset values for all
periods. Data changes pursuant to verification are reflected in this and other relevant sections of the
staff report. Staff verification report, Dura-Bond, November 21, 2018.

2xx% and *** submitted incomplete U.S. producer questionnaires with no financial data and
therefore are not included in this section of the report. *** reported approximately *** short tons of
total shipments of LDW line pipe in 2017, *** API grades below X-70 *** sold to distributors, as well as
approximately *** short tons of LDW structural pipe in 2017, *** ASTM A252 pipe sold to distributors
and end users other than oil and gas end users. *** reported total shipments of approximately ***
short tons of stainless steel LDW structural pipe in 2017, *** ASTM A139 pipe *** sold to end users
other than oil and gas end users. These two firms’ combined total shipments are equivalent to less than
3 percent of reported total shipments in 2017.

3 *%* Eyraz reported that prior to idling in April 2016, its Portland LDWP facility sourced input steel
coil from related parties at arms-length transfer pries. U.S. producer questionnaires, IlI-7, IlI-8, IlI-17,
and [11-18.

4 The Commission’s current practice requires that relevant cost information associated with input
purchases from related suppliers correspond to the manner in which this information is reported in the
U.S. producer’s own accounting books and records.

®> U.S. producer questionnaires, |1-4.
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the pipe making assets, software, and spare parts of the former U.S. Steel’s idled McKeesport,
Pennsylvania ERW mill that manufactured LDWP for $**%* 6 *** 7

Starting in 2016 through January-June 2018, ten firms reported prolonged shutdowns
and reductions in shifts at various times (detailed in table I11-3).8 In addition, Evraz idled its only
U.S. LDWP facility (an HSAW mill) in Portland, Oregon in April 2016.°

OPERATIONS ON LDWP

Table VI-1 presents aggregated financial data on U.S. producers’ operations of LDWP,
while table VI-2 presents the corresponding changes in average unit values. Table VI-3 presents
selected company-specific financial data. The reported aggregate net sales quantity declined by
29.4 percent from 2015 to 2017, while the aggregate net sales value declined by 36.5 percent.
Aggregated cost of goods sold (“COGS”) declined by 34.7 percent. Selling, general, and
administrative (“SG&A”) expenses declined by 31.3 percent from 2015 to 2017. As a result of
larger declines in revenue compared to COGS and SG&A expenses, aggregated gross profit and
operating income declined by 48.0 percent and 63.7 percent, respectively. Operating income
decreased by 91.7 percent from 2015 to 2016 then increased by 335.8 from 2016 to 2017.%°
Net income increased by 9.9 percent from 2015 to 2017. The increase in net income for the
aggregated U.S. industry in 2017 reflects, in part, the data of ***, as well as a ***. Despite
lower net sales quantity in January-June 2018 than January-June 2017, net sales value was
higher, exceeding the growth in COGS and SG&A and resulting in higher gross profit and
operating income, but with a net loss due to higher interest and other expenses.!?

® The land and buildings of the McKeesport mill is owned by Regional Industrial Development Corp.
(“RIDC”). RIDC is a not-for-profit, privately funded organization with the mission of “catalyz{ing} and
support{ing} economic growth and high quality job creation through real estate development and
finance of projects that advance the public interest.” RIDC stated that “it’s been redeveloping and
remediating the National Tube site since 1990. U.S. Steel resumed operations there for three years, then
announced in August 2014 it would idle the plant, citing the effect of imported products.” Dura-Bond
further explained that the ***. In addition, the ***. Dura-Bond is ***. RIDC, Dura-Bond, and TribLive
websites, http://ridc.org/view-property/mckeesport/, http://ridc.org/about/, https://www.dura-
bond.com/news/, and http://triblive.com/local/westmoreland/11767641-74/bond-company-dura,
retrieved February 17, 2017, conference transcript, pp. 31 and 34 (Norris); ***, email response,
February 21, 2018; and, staff verification report, Dura-Bond, November 21, 2018.

7Hkx kx¥/g ) S, producer questionnaire, 11-2 and 1I-3f.

8 Three of the largest producers ***) reduced operations or partially idled their facilities from 2016
and 2017. Berg and Stupp testified to idling their mills for several months in 2016 and/or 2017, with
reduced shifts when these mills restarted. ***. U.S. producer questionnaires, lI-4 and conference
transcript, pp. 24-26 (Reimer), p. 29 (Stupp).

% Evraz explained ***  *** email response, February 8, 2018.

1 The positive operating income in 2015 was mostly due to *** while the large decline in 2016 was
due to operating losses of ***, The increase in operating income in 2017 was mostly attributable to ***.

1 The net losses in January-June 2018 was mostly attributable *** in January-June 2018 than in
January-June 2017.
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Table VI-1

LDWP: Results of operations of U.S. producers, 2015-17, January to June 2017, and January to

June 2018
Calendar year January to June
Item 2005 | 2016 | 2017 2017 | 2018
Quantity (short tons)
Total net sales 1,833,035| 1,524,882| 1,294,681] 588,474 | 577,826
Value (1,000 dollars)

Total net sales 2,189,467| 1,606,341 1,390,638 624,549 698,873

Cost of goods sold.--
Raw materials 1,465,430 1,156,375 945,558 423,067 468,626
Direct labor 192,797 163,077 132,899 63,017 70,311
Other factory costs 241,395 158,325 161,340 75,856 86,289
Total COGS 1,899,622 1,477,777 1,239,797 561,940 625,226
Gross profit 289,845 128,564 150,841 62,609 73,647
SG&A expense 140,792 116,133 96,667 47,294 56,223
Operating income or (loss) 149,053 12,431 54,174 15,315 17,424
Interest expense 25,078 30,206 26,458 13,096 14,668
All other expenses 118,768 60,571 13,246 6,708 11,578
All other income 21,553 20,534 14,947 8,916 8,126
Net income or (loss) 26,760 (57,812) 29,417 4,427 (696)
Depreciation/amortization 69,789 73,247 68,426 34,062 34,384
Cash flow 96,549 15,435 97,843 38,489 33,688

Ratio to net sales (percent)

Cost of goods sold.--
Raw materials 66.9 72.0 68.0 67.7 67.1
Direct labor 8.8 10.2 9.6 10.1 10.1
Other factory costs 11.0 9.9 11.6 121 12.3
Average COGS 86.8 92.0 89.2 90.0 89.5
Gross profit 13.2 8.0 10.8 10.0 10.5
SG&A expense 6.4 7.2 7.0 7.6 8.0
Operating income or (loss) 6.8 0.8 3.9 25 2.5
Net income or (loss) 1.2 (3.6) 21 0.7 (0.1)

Ratio to total COGS (percent)

Cost of goods sold.--
Raw materials 771 78.3 76.3 75.3 75.0
Direct labor 10.1 11.0 10.7 11.2 11.2
Other factory costs 12.7 10.7 13.0 13.5 13.8
Average COGS 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0

Table continued.
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Table VI-1--Continued

LDWP: Results of operations of U.S. producers, 2015-17, January to June 2017, and January to

June 2018
Calendar year January to June
Item 2015 2006 | 2017 2017 | 2018
Unit value (dollars per short ton)
Total net sales 1,194 1,053 1,074 1,061 1,209
Cost of goods sold.--
Raw materials 799 758 730 719 811
Direct labor 105 107 103 107 122
Other factory costs 132 104 125 129 149
Average COGS 1,036 969 958 955 1,082
Gross profit 158 84 117 106 127
SG&A expense 77 76 75 80 97
Operating income or (loss) 81 8 42 26 30
Net income or (loss) 15 (38) 23 8 (1)
Number of firms reporting
Operating losses 4 6 4 6 7
Net losses 5 7 6 6 9
Data 15 15 14 14 15

Note.--Data for 2017 exclude expenses reported by ***.

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

Table VI-2
LDWP: Changes in AUVs, between calendar years and between partial year periods
Between partial
Between calendar years year period
Item 201517 | 201516 |  2016-17 2017-18
Change in AUVs (dollars per short ton)
Total net sales (120) (141) 21 148
Cost of goods sold.--
Raw materials (69) (41) (28) 92
Direct labor (3) 2 (4) 15
Other factory costs (7) (28) 21 20
Average COGS (79) (67) (12) 127
Gross profit (42) (74) 32 21
SG&A expense (2) (1) (1 17
Operating income or (loss) (39) (73) 34 4
Net income or (loss) 8 (53) 61 (9)

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

LDWP: Selected results of operations of U.S. producers, by firm, 2015-17, January to June 2017,

and January to June 2018

Calendar year

January to June

Item 2015 2006 | 2017 2017 | 2018
Total net sales (short tons)

Dura_Bond *kk Hkk *kk *kk Hkk
ACIPCO *kk Hkk *kk *kk Hkk
Berg ok ok ok ok -
Stupp ok - ok ok ok
Welspun *kk Hkk *kk *kk Hkk
A” Other f”-ms *kk Hkk *kk *kk Hkk

Total net sales quantity 1,833,035 1,524,882 1,294,681 588,474 577,826

Total net sales (1,000 dollars)

Dura_Bond *kk Hkk *kk *kk Hkk
ACIPCO *kk Hkk *kk *kk Hkk
Berg ok ok ok ok ok
Stupp ok ok ok ok ok
Welspun *kk Hkk *kk *kk Hkk
A” Other f”-ms *kk Hkk *kk *kk Hkk

Total net sales value 2,189,467 1,606,341 1,390,638 624,549 698,873

COGS (1,000 dollars)

Dura_Bond *kk Hkk *kk *kk Hkk
ACIPCO *kk Hkk *kk *kk Hkk
Berg ok ok ok ok -
Stupp ok ok ok ok -
Welspun *kk Hkk *kk *kk Hkk
A” Other f”-ms *kk Hkk *kk *kk Hkk

Total COGS 1,899,622 1,477,777 1,239,797 561,940 625,226

Gross profit or (loss) (1,000 dollars)

Dura_Bond *kk Hkk *kk *kk Hkk
ACIPCO *kk Hkk *kk *kk Hkk
Berg ok ok ok ok -
Stupp ok ok ok ok -
Welspun *kk Hkk *kk *kk Hkk
A” Other f”-ms *kk Hkk *kk *kk Hkk

Total gross profit or (loss) 289,845 128,564 150,841 62,609 73,647

Table continued.
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Table VI-3--Continued

LDWP: Selected results of operations of U.S. producers, by firm, 2015-17, January to June 2017,

and January to June 2018

Item

Calendar year

January to June

2015

2016 |

2017

2017 |

2018

SG&A expenses (1,000 dollars)

Dura-Bond

*k*k

*k*k

*kk

*kk

ACIPCO

*k*k

*k*k

*kk

*kk

Berg

*k*k

*k*k

*kk

*kk

Stupp

*k*k

*k*k

*kk

*kk

Welspun

*k*k

*k*k

*kk

*kk

All other firms

*k*k

*k*k

*kk

*kk

Total SG&A expenses

140,792

116,133

96,667

47,294

Operating income or (loss)

(1,000 dollars)

Dura-Bond

*k*k

*k*k

*kk

*kk

ACIPCO

*k*k

*k*k

*kk

*kk

Berg

*k*k

*k*k

*kk

*kk

Stupp

*k*k

*k*k

*kk

*kk

Welspun

*k*k

*k*k

*kk

*kk

All other firms

*k*k

*k*k

*kk

*kk

Total operating income or (loss)

149,053

12,431

54,174

15,315

Net income or (loss) (1,000 dollars)

Dura-Bond

*k*k

*k*k

*kk

*kk

ACIPCO

*k*k

*k*k

*kk

*kk

Berg

*k*k

*k*k

*kk

*kk

Stupp

*k*k

*k*k

*kk

*kk

Welspun

*k*k

*k*k

*kk

*kk

All other firms

*k*k

*k*k

*kk

*kk

Total SG&A expenses

26,760

(57,812)

29,417

4,427

COGS to net sales ratio (percent)

Dura-Bond

*kk

*kk

*kk

*kk

ACIPCO

*kk

*kk

*kk

*kk

Berg

*kk

*kk

*kk

*kk

Stupp

*kk

*kk

*kk

*kk

Welspun

*kk

*kk

*kk

*kk

All other firms

*kk

*kk

*kk

*kk

Total operating income or (loss)

86.8

92.0

89.2

90.0

Table continued.
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Table VI-3--Continued

LDWP: Selected results of operations of U.S. producers, by firm, 2015-17, January to June 2017,

and January to June 2018

Item

Calendar year

January to June

2015

| 2016 | 2017 2017 |

2018

Gross profit or (loss) to net sales ratio (percent)

Dura-Bond

*k%

k%%

ACIPCO

*k%

*k%

Berg

*k%

*k%

Stupp

*k%

*k%

Welspun

*k%

*k%

All other firms

*k%

*k%

Average SG&A expense to net sales ratio

13.2

8.0 10.8 10.0 1

0.5

SG&A expense

to net sales ratio (percent)

Dura-Bond

*k%

*k%

ACIPCO

*k%

*k%

Berg

*k%

k%%

Stupp

*k%

*k%

Welspun

*k%

*k%

All other firms

*k%

*k%

Average SG&A expense to net sales ratio

6.4

7.2 7.0 7.6

8.0

Operating

income or

(loss) to net sales ratio (percent)

Dura-Bond

*k%

k%%

ACIPCO

*k%

k%%

Berg

*k%

*k%

Stupp

*k%

*k%

Welspun

*k%

*k%

All other firms

*k%

k%%

Average operating income or (loss) to
net sales ratio

6.8

0.8 3.9 25

25

Net inc

ome or (loss) to net sales ratio (percent)

Dura-Bond

*k%

*k%

ACIPCO

*k%

k%%

Berg

*k%

k%%

Stupp

*k%

k%%

Welspun

*k%

k%%

All other firms

*k%

*k%

Average net income or (loss) to
net sales ratio

1.2

(3.6)

Table continued.
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Table VI-3--Continued

LDWP: Selected results of operations of U.S. producers, by firm, 2015-17, January to June 2017,

and January to June 2018

Item

Calendar year

January to June

2015

2016 |

2017

2017 |

2018

Unit net sales value (dollars per short ton)

Dura-Bond

*k%

*k*k

*k%

*k*k

ACIPCO

*k%

*k*k

*k%

*k*k

Berg

k%%

*k*k

*k%

*k*k

Stupp

*k%

*k*k

*k%

*k*k

Welspun

*k%

*k*k

*k%

*k*k

All other firms

*k%

*k*k

*k%

*k*k

Average unit net sales value

1,194

1,053

1,074

1,061

1,209

Unit raw materials (dollars

per short ton)

Dura-Bond

k%%

*k*k

*k%

*k*k

ACIPCO

k%%

*k*k

*k%

*k*k

Berg

*k%

*k*k

*k%

*k*k

Stupp

*k%

*k*k

*k%

*k*k

Welspun

k%%

*k*k

*k%

*k*k

All other firms

k%%

*k*k

*k%

*k*k

Average unit raw materials

799

758

730

719

811

Unit direct labor (dollars per short ton)

Dura-Bond

*k%

*k*k

*k%

*k*k

ACIPCO

*k%

*k*k

*k%

*k*k

Berg

*k%

*k*k

*k%

*k*k

Stupp

k%%

*k*k

*k%

*k*k

Welspun

k%%

*k*k

*k%

*k*k

All other firms

*k%

*k*k

*k%

*k*k

Average unit direct labor

105

107

103

107

122

Unit other factory costs (dollars per short ton)

Dura-Bond

*k%

*k*k

*k%

*k*k

ACIPCO

k%%

*k*k

*k%

*k*k

Berg

k%%

*k*k

*k%

*k*k

Stupp

k%%

*k*k

*k%

*k*k

Welspun

k%%

*k*k

*k%

*k*k

All other firms

*k%

*k*k

*k%

*k*k

Average unit other factory costs

132

104

125

149

Table continued.
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Table VI-3--Continued

LDWP: Selected results of operations of U.S. producers, by firm, 2015-17, January to June 2017,

and January to June 2018

Item

Calendar year

January to June

2015

2016 |

2017

2017

| 2018

Unit COGS (dollars per short ton)

Dura-Bond

*k%

*k*k

ACIPCO

*k%

*k*k

Berg

*k%

*k*k

Stupp

*k%

*k*k

Welspun

*k%

*k*k

All other firms

*k%

*k*k

Average unit COGS

1,036

969

958

955

1,082

Unit gross profit or (loss) (dollars per short ton)

Dura-Bond

*k%

*k*k

ACIPCO

*k%

*k*k

Berg

*k%

*k*k

Stupp

*k%k

*kk

Welspun

*k%

*k*k

All other firms

*k%

*k*k

Average unit gross profit or (loss)

158

84

117

106

Unit SG&A expenses (dollars per short

ton)

Dura-Bond

*k%

*k%

ACIPCO

*k%

*k%

Berg

*k%

*k%

Stupp

*k%

*k%

Welspun

*k%

*k%

All other firms

*k%

*k%

Average unit SG&A expense

77

76

75

80

97

g income o

r (loss) (dollars per short ton)

Dura-Bond

*k%

*k%

ACIPCO

*k%

*k%

Berg

*k%

*k%

Stupp

*k%

*k%

Welspun

*k%

*k%

All other firms

*k%

*k%

Average unit operating income or (loss)

8

26

Table continued.
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Table VI-3--Continued

LDWP: Selected results of operations of U.S. producers, by firm, 2015-17, January to June 2017,
and January to June 2018

Item Calendar year January to June
2015 2016 | 2017 2017 | 2018
Unit net income or (loss) (dollars per short ton)

Dura-Bond ok o o o ok
ACIPCO ok o o o ok
Berg ok o e o ok
Stupp ok o o o ok
Welspun ok e e e ok
All other firms ok o o o ok
Average unit net income or (loss) 15 (38) 23 8 (1)

Note.--Data for 2017 exclude expenses reported by ***.

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

Net sales

As presented in tables VI-1 and VI-3, net sales quantity and value declined each year
from 2015 to 2017. Net sales quantity was lower in January-June 2018 than in January-June
2017 but net sales value was higher. In 2015 and 2016, *** was the industry leader in net sales
guantity *** and value *** but in 2017, *** declined to the *** largest producer in terms of
net sales. As reported earlier, ***.12 |In contrast, *** was the *** |argest producer in terms of
net sales of LDWP in 2015 but by 2017 had the highest net sales of *** gnd *** 13 ***’g neat
sales quantity and value were lower in January-June 2018 than in January-June 2017.

On a per-short ton basis, revenue decreased from $1,194 in 2015 to $1,053 in 2016
before increasing slightly to $1,074 in 2017 and was higher in January-June 2018 than in
January-June 2017. Eleven firms reported declining per-short ton net sales values from 2015 to
2017 while four firms *** reported increases in per-short ton net sales values. All but two firms
*** reported higher per-short ton sales value in January-June 2018 than in January-June 2017.

COGS and gross profit or (loss)

As shown in table VI-1, raw materials represent the single largest component of total
COGS, at 77.1 percent in 2015, 78.3 percent in 2016, 76.3 percent in 2017, 75.4 in January-June
2017, and 75.1 in January-June 2018. As shown in table VI-3, average raw material costs, direct
labor, and other factory costs varied greatly from company to company. These cost differences
may reflect underlying differences in input costs (hot-rolled steel coil, cut-to-length plate, or
stainless steel plates), OD, wall thickness, and length in the three manufacturing processes, as

12 x%% x*%'g 1) S, producer questionnaire, II-11.
13wk x%k o *** email response, February 5, 2018 and ***,
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well as project-based customer requirements.'* The three stainless steel LDW structural pipe
producers *** reported much higher per-short ton raw material costs in all periods examined
(ranging from S*** to $***) while the twelve non-stainless steel producers’ costs ranged from
S*** to S*** 15 Aggregated for all responding producers, raw material costs decreased from
2015 to 2017, in both absolute value and per-short ton.® Raw material costs were higher in
January-June 2018 than in January-June 2017 in both absolute and per-short ton values.

Direct labor costs ranged from 10.1 percent to 11.0 percent of total COGS and
decreased from 2015 to 2017 in both absolute value and on a per-short ton basis.'’ Similar to
direct labor costs, other factory costs ranged from 10.7 percent to 13.8 percent of total COGS,
and decreased in both absolute value and on a per-short ton basis from 2015 to 2017. Direct
labor and other factory costs were higher in January-June 2018 than in January-June 2017 in
both absolute and per-short ton values. As a ratio to net sales, per-short ton COGS increased
from 86.8 percent in 2015, to 92.0 percent in 2016, then declined to 89.2 percent in 2017; per-
short ton COGS ratio to net sales were lower in January-June 2018 than in January-June 2017.

Table VI-1 shows that producers’ aggregate gross profit declined from $289.8 million in
2015 to $128.6 million in 2016 before increasing to $150.8 million in 2017. Gross profit was
higher in January-June 2018 than in January-June 2017.

SG&A expenses and operating income or (loss)

As shown in tables VI-1 and VI-3, the industry’s SG&A expense ratios (i.e., total SG&A
expenses divided by net sales) were fairly constant, ranging from 6.4 percent to 7.2 percent
from 2015 to 2017 and were higher in January-June 2018 than in January-June 2017.18 A few
U.S. producers reported low or zero selling expenses for their LDWP operations due to the

14 %k k*kk

15 #** reported the highest per-short ton raw materials in 2015 and 2016, but reported one of the
lowest raw material costs per-short ton in 2017 ***_ ***_ *** reported the lowest per-short ton raw
material costs of all producers throughout the period examined ***, U.S. producer questionnaires, II-3f,
[11-93a, I1I-10, 11I-19a, and III-20; ***, email response, November 14, 2018; and, ***.

16 One firm, ***, reported non-recurring charges in raw materials from inventory valuation using LCM
(lower-of-cost-or-market) adjustments of $*** in 2015 and $*** in 2016. ***’s U.S. producer
guestionnaire, IlI-11 and 11I-12.

17 %x* raported non-recurring charges of $*** in 2015 and $*** in 2016 for severance that were
included in labor costs and SG&A expenses. ***’s reported labor cost per-short ton increasing by ***
percent from 2015 to 2016 due to shutdowns in both of its plants for parts of the year and retraining
new and recalled employees. In 2017, ***, ***'s U S, producer questionnaire, lll-11, I1I-12, 11I-21, and llI-
22.

18 %** raported non-recurring charges that were included in SG&A of $*** unabsorbed cost of
manufacturing facility and $*** unabsorbed cost of coating facility in 2016; and $*** unabsorbed cost
of manufacturing facility and $*** unabsorbed cost of coating facility in 2017; and $*** unabsorbed
cost of pipe manufacturing facility in January-June 2018. ***’s U.S. producer questionnaire, 111-11 and Ill-
12.
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project nature of LDWP sales.'® Selling expenses were approximately half of total SG&A costs,
decreasing consistently from 2015 to 2017 but were higher in January-June 2018 than in
January-June 2017.

Operating income decreased sharply from $149.1 million in 2015 to $12.4 million in
2016 before increasing to $54.2 million in 2017. Operating income was higher in January-June
2018 than in January-June 2017. Aggregated for the industry, operating margins (i.e. operating
income divided by net sales) fluctuated, from 6.8 percent in 2015, down to 0.8 percent in 2016,
and then up to 3.9 percent in 2017. Operating margins were the same in both January-June
2017 and January-June 2018.

Table VI-3 presents specific data on the top five U.S. producers. Individually, nine firms
*** experienced operating losses in one or more years from 2015 to 2017. Out of all fifteen U.S.
producers *** reported the greatest improvements in operating income from 2015 to 2017,
with operating margins of *** percent in 2015, *** percent in 2016, and *** percent in 2017;
however, *** reported an operating loss of $*** and a negative margin of *** in January-June
2018 compared with operating income $*** and a positive margin of *** in January-June
2017.2° As noted earlier, *** explained its improved margins and net profits as the result of
*** 21 U.S. producer’ operating margin trends varied from firm-to-firm from 2015 to 2017.22
Aggregated, operating margins for January-June 2018 remained the same as January-June 2017
despite opposite trends for individual firms.?3

Firm-by-firm analysis reveals that unit direct labor, unit other factory costs, and unit
SG&A expenses varied substantially among firms due to product mix, different cost accounting

19 Berg, Dura-Bond, and Stupp testified that LDWP producers are invited to bid on specific projects
based on pre-qualification or AML list. Hearing transcript, p. 103 (Norris), p. 104 (Reimer), and pp. 104
and 112, 124, 132 (Clark).

20 %% otajnless steel structural pipe producers *** reported lower operating income than *** in
2017 of ***, but had higher operating margins ***, respectively.

21 %k to **% amail response, February 5, 2018 and ***,

22 #x* raported negative and continually declining operating margins, from *** percent in 2015 to
*** percent in 2016 and then to *** percent in 2017. ***’s operating margin also consistently declined
from a positive operating margin of *** percent in 2015 to *** percent in 2016, and further declined to
a negative margin of *** percent in 2017. Two firms, *** experienced fluctuating operating margins,
with 2016 being the worst year for operating margins for both ***,

2 |n addition to ***’s decline in operating margins for January-June 2018 compared to the same
period in 2017, several other firms also reported changing trends for this period. *** reported lower
operating margins in January-June 2018 than in January-June 2017 while *** and all other firms
reported higher operating margins.
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systems, and firm-specific events, resulting in large fluctuations in per-unit operating
income/loss among firms.24 2> 26

Other expenses and income

In 2015 and 2016, three firms *** reported very large other expenses, resulting in a
substantial decrease in other expenses from 2015 to 2017.%7 28 In 2016, the majority of all other
expenses *** were attributable to ***.2° Overall, all other expenses, decreased from 2015 to
2017 largely due to these non-recurring expenses reported in 2015 and 2016 and were higher
in January-June 2018 than in January-June 2017. Interest expenses fluctuated, increasing by 5.5
percent from 2015 to 2017 and were higher in January-June 2018 than in January-June 2017.

Eleven firms, ***, reported all other income in at least one period from 2015 to 2017,
with *** accounting for the majority of the all other income *** 39 All other income was lower
in January-June 2018 than in January-June 2017.

24 %x* (producers of stainless steel LDW structural pipe) reported positive per-short ton operating
income in *** five periods, ranging from $*** to $***_Calculated from U.S. producer questionnaires, llI-
19a and I1I-20.

25 Ten firms used standard cost accounting system; three firms *** used job order costing system;
one firm *** used actual cost; and, one firm *** used batch order costing. These variations in the firms’
accounting systems may contribute to the large variations in per-short ton operating income/loss,
ranging from a loss of $*** per-short ton *** to an income of $*** per-short ton ***, U.S. producer
questionnaires, IlI-3, lll-4a, 11I-4b, IlI-9a, and IlI-19a.

26 A variance analysis is not presented in this report due to differences in product mix, projects, and
large expenses incurred from plant shutdowns and closure. The discussion of COGS, gross profit/loss,
SG&A expenses, and operating income, as shown in tables VI-1 and VI-3, mirrors the results of a
variance analysis in these investigations. That is, the decline in net income from 2015 to 2017, as well as
between the comparable interim periods, reflects a price decline combined with increases in average
operating costs and non-recurring expenses. Firms also reported different product mix, a variety of
production processes, and fluctuating operating status over the period examined (with large expenses
incurred from plant shutdowns and closures) which make a variance analysis less meaningful.

27 %x* raported non-recurring charges that were included in all other expenses of $*** for foreign
currency hedge losses in 2015 and a non-recurring gain included in all other income of $*** from a
provision booked in prior period in 2016. ***’s U.S. producer questionnaire, 11I-11 and I1I-12.

28 %** raported non-recurring charges that were included in all other expenses of $*** for
impairment of goodwill and $*** for impairment of fixed assets. ***’s U.S. producer questionnaire, Ill-
11 and I1-12.

29 *** reported non-recurring charges that were included in all other expenses of $*** in 2015; $***
in 2016 and $*** in 2017 for asset impairment. ***’s U.S. producer questionnaire, lI-11, I1l-12, 11I-21,
and Il1-22.

30 %%*’s .S, producer questionnaire, 11I-11, 111-12, 111-21, and I11-22.
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Net income or (loss)

Net income decreased sharply from $26.8 million in 2015 to a net loss of $(57.8 million)
in 2016, before increasing to a net income of $29.4 million in 2017; net income was lower in
January-June 2018 than in January-June 2017. The net loss in 2016 is primarily explained by ***
and *** Combined, net profit margins for U.S. producers of LDWP were 1.2 percent in 2015,
decreased to a negative margin of (3.6) percent in 2016, before improving to 2.1 percent in
2017; net profit margins were lower in January-June 2018 than in January-June 2017.

CAPITAL EXPENDITURES AND RESEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT (“R&D”) EXPENSES

Table VI-4 presents capital expenditures and R&D expenses. Aggregated capital
expenditures declined sharply from 2015 to 2016 and declined again in 2017, and were lower in
January-June 2018 than in January-June 2017. The vast majority of capital expenditure declines
over the period is explained by *** which resulted in high capital spending in 2015.3! From
2015 to 2016, four firms *** reported increases in capital expenditures, with ***, *** reported
an increase in capital spending of almost $*** from 2015 to 2016 from the purchase of ***,
*** also reported increases in capital spending from 2015 to 2016, explaining that its 2016
budgeted spending was $***. U.S. producers other than stainless steel LDW structural pipe
producers *** reported declines in capital expenditures from 2016 to 2017. Aggregated R&D
increased slightly from 2015 to 2017, with 2016 showing the highest R&D expenditure; R&D
expenditures were higher in January-June 2018 than in January-June 2017. Firms reported R&D
expenses related to development and testing of LDWP products.

3%k *%* email response, February 20, 2018.
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Table VI-4

LDWP: U.S. producers’ capital expenditures and R&D expenses, by firm, 2015-17, January to June

2017, and January to June 2018

Calendar year

January to June

2015 2016 2017 2017 ‘ 2018
Item Capital expenditures (1,000 dollars)
Dura-Bond o o o - -
ACIPCO o o o - -
Berg o o o - -
Stupp o o o - -
Welspun o o o - -
All other firms o o o - -
Total capital expenditures 88,368 48,098 24,088 13,239 8,349

R&D expenses (1,000 dollars)

Dura-Bond Hekk Hekk Hekk Kk Kk
ACIPCO Hekk Hekk Hekk Kk Kk
Berg Hekk Hekk Hekk Kk Kk
Stupp Hekk Hekk Hekk Kk *kk
Welspun Hekk Hekk Hekk Kk Kk
All other firms Hekk Hekk Hekk Kk Kk

Hekk Hekk Hekk Kk Kk

Total R&D expenses

Source: Compiled from data submitted in response to Commission questionnaires.
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ASSETS AND RETURN ON ASSETS (“ROA”)

Table VI-5 presents data on the U.S. producers’ total assets and their ROA. ROA is
calculated as the ratio of operating income (or loss) to total assets. Total assets declined from
2015 to 2017 while ROA fluctuated during this period. From 2015 to 2017, *** reported the
largest increase in total net assets by $*** while *** and *** reported the largest decrease in
total net assets by value, or by $*** and $***, respectively.3? 33

Table VI-5
LDWP: U.S. producers’ total assets and return on assets, by firm, 2015-17

Calendar years
Firm 2015 2016 | 2017
Total net assets (1,000 dollars)
Dura-Bond ok ok ok
ACIPCO ok P ok
Berg ok P ok
Stupp *hk *hk *hk
Welspun ok P ok
All other firms el ol il
Total net assets 1,954,315 1,526,679 1,377,943
Operating return on assets (percent)
Dura-Bond ok ok ok
ACIPCO ok P ok
Berg ok P ok
Stupp Fkk Fkk Fkk
Welspun ok P ok
All other firms el ol il
Average operating ROA 7.6 0.8 3.9

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

32 %%*’s asset increase is a result of the ***, ***’s U S, producer questionnaire, 111-23.

33 %% axplained that the decrease in assets was caused by decreasing inventory levels. Specifically
for ***_ *** had the highest percentage decrease *** in total assets from 2015 to 2017, resulting from
***_U.S. producer questionnaires, 11l-13 and IlI-23 and ***,
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CAPITAL AND INVESTMENT

The Commission requested U.S. producers of LDWP to describe any actual or potential
negative effects of imports of LDWP from Canada, China, Greece, India, Korea, and Turkey on
their firms’ growth, investment, ability to raise capital, development and production efforts, or
the scale of capital investments. Tables VI-6 tabulate the responses of the responding U.S.
producers on their LDWP operations. Tables VI-7 and VI-8 present the detailed narrative
responses of U.S. producers regarding actual and anticipated negative effects of subject
imports on their line and structural pipe operations, respectively. *** did not report any
negative effects on LDWP investment from imports while other *** reported negative effects
on LDWP investments from imports. *** did not report any negative effects on their firms’
growth and development as a result of imports and their explanations are provided in tables VI-
7 and VI-8.

Table VI-6

LDWP: Actual and anticipated negative effects of imports on investment and growth and development for
LDW line and structural pipe, since January 1, 2015

Item No Yes

Negative effects on investment for LDWP 1 13

Specific to LDW line pipe:

Cancellation, postponement, or rejection of expansion projects

Denial or rejection of investment proposal

Reduction in the size of capital investments

Return on specific investments negatively impacted

[OVN IS I (6 I o [6)]

Other

Specific to LDW structural pipe:

Cancellation, postponement, or rejection of expansion projects

Denial or rejection of investment proposal

Reduction in the size of capital investments

Return on specific investments negatively impacted

Other

o |0 |00 |00 (W (D

Negative effects on growth and development for LDWP 4 1

Specific to LDW line pipe:

Rejection of bank loans

Lowering of credit rating

Problem related to the issue of stocks or bonds

Ability to service debt

B WO |-~

Other

Specific to LDW structural pipe:

Rejection of bank loans

Lowering of credit rating

Problem related to the issue of stocks or bonds

Ability to service debt

Other

Anticipated negative effects of imports for LDW line pipe 0

W NN |~ |ONN

Anticipated negative effects of imports for LDW structural pipe 0 1

Note.--***,

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

LDW line pipe: Narratives relating to actual and anticipated negative effects of imports on investment and
growth and development on LDW line pipe, since January 1, 2015

Table VI-8

LDW structural pipe: Narratives relating to actual and anticipated negative effects of imports on investment
and growth and development on LDW structural pipe, since January 1, 2015
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PART VII: THREAT CONSIDERATIONS AND INFORMATION ON
NONSUBJECT COUNTRIES

Section 771(7)(F)(i) 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?--

(1) 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,

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

(IlV)  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,

1 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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(Vi)

(VII)

(Vill)

(1X)

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,

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),

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

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 nature of the subsidies was presented earlier in this report;
information on the volume and pricing of imports of the subject merchandise is presented in
Parts IV and V; and 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 on nonsubject countries.

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.”
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THE INDUSTRY IN CANADA

The Commission issued a foreign producer/exporter questionnaires to one firm, Evraz
Inc., NA Canada and Canadian National Steel Corporation (“Evraz”),? believed to be the only
producer of LDWP in Canada.* A completed response to the Commission’s questionnaire was
received by this firm. Evraz (Canada)’s exports to the United States accounted for *** U.S.
imports of LDWP from Canada in 2017. According to information requested of the responding
Canadian producer, Evraz’ production of LDWP in Canada accounted for *** percent of
production of all LDWP in Canada in 2017.°> Table VII-1 presents information on the LDWP
operations of Evraz in Canada.

Table VII-1
LDWP: Summary data for Canadian producer Evraz, 2017
Share of
firm's
Share of total
Exports | reported shipments
to the exports exported
Share of United to the Total to the
Production | reported States United | shipments United
(short production | (short States (short States
Firm tons) (percent) tons) | (percent) tons) (percent)
Evraz b 100.0 e 100.0 e i
Total el 100.0 el 100.0 el el

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

Changes in operations

As presented in table VII-2, Canadian producer Evraz reported several operational and
organizational changes since January 1, 2015.

Table VII-2

LDWP: Canadian producer Evraz’s reported changes in operations, since January 1, 2015

*

*

* *

*

* *

3 *%* while the parent company, Evraz PLC is a publicly traded company on the London Stock
Exchange (EVR). *** foreign producer questionnaire response, section I-2.
4 This firm was identified through a review of information submitted in the petition and contained in

proprietary *** records.

® Evraz indicated ***. Email message from *** November 26, 2018.
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Operations on LDWP

Table VII-3 presents information on the LDWP operations of Canadian producer and
exporter Evraz for 2015-17, the January-June (interim) periods in 2017 and 2018, as well as
projections for 2018-19. Evraz maintains ***.°

Table VII-3
LDWP: Data for Canadian producer Evraz, 2015-17, January to June 2017, January to June 2018,
and projections for calendar years 2018 and 2019

* * * * * * *

Capacity in Canada decreased by *** percent from 2015 to 2017, and was lower by ***
percent in interim 2018 than in interim 2017. ***, Evraz’s production decreased by *** percent
from 2015 to 2017, but was *** percent higher during interim 2018 than in interim 2017.
Capacity utilization decreased by *** percentage points from 2015 to 2017, but was ***
percentage points higher in interim 2018 compared to interim 2017. In addition, end-of-period
inventories decreased by *** percent during 2015-17, but were *** percent higher in interim
2018 than in interim 2017.7

Evraz’s total shipments decreased by *** percent from 2015 to 2017, and were ***
percent lower in interim 2018 than in the comparable period in interim 2017. There were ***
home market shipments/internal consumption transfers during 2015-17 and the interim 2017
and interim 2018.8

Exports of LDWP to the United States decreased by *** percent from 2015 to 2016,
then increased by *** percent from 2016 to 2017, resulting in a net decline by *** percent
from 2015 to 2017, but were *** percent higher in interim 2018 than in interim 2017. As a
share of total shipments, exports to the United States decreased by *** percentage points from
2015 to 2016, then increased by *** percentage points from 2016 to 2017. Exports to the
United States as a share of total shipments decreased by *** percentage points from 2015 to
2017, but were *** percentage points higher in interim 2018 than in interim 2017. Exports as a
share of total shipments to all other markets ***. Other export markets identified by Evraz
included ***. Projections indicate that exports to the United States will be higher in 2018 than
2017, but lower in 2019 compared to 2018 and 2017. Projected exports to the United States
for 2018 are scheduled to increase by *** percent from 2017 exports (actual). The projected
increase from 2017 to 2018 is attributable to the *** .9

6 Evraz posthearing brief, exhibit 1, p. 75.

7 Projections indicate that capacity and production will be lower in 2019 than reported in 2018.

8 At the Commission’s hearing, Canadian producer Evraz indicated “our shipments to the United
States will decline in the very near term, particularly with the imposition of 232 tariffs. We've seen an
upswing in our Canadian shipments, due to the large number of projects in Canada, especially after the
imposition of safeguard measures by the Canadian government.” Hearing transcript, p. 191 (Coffin).

° Evraz posthearing brief, pp. 4-5.

Vil-4



Alternative products

As shown in table VII-4, Evraz reported that, from 2015 to 2017, January to June 2017,
and January to June 2018, LDW line pipe as a share of total production on its equipment and
machinery accounted for *** production capacity which was devoted to in-scope LDW line pipe
production.©

Table VII-4
LDW line pipe: Overall capacity and production on shared equipment by Canadian producer
Evraz, 2015-17, January to June 2017, and January to June 2018

Comparing table VII-4 and table VII-5, Evraz reported that, from 2015 to 2017, January
to June 2017, and January to June 2018, *** of overall production capacity was devoted to in-
scope LDW structural pipe production.*!

Table VII-5
LDW structural pipe: Overall capacity and production on shared equipment by the Canadian
producer, 2015-17, January to June 2017, and January to June 2018

Exports

According to Global Trade Atlas (“GTA”), the leading export markets for welded pipe
greater than 16” in diameter from Canada are the United States and Mexico (table VII-6).
During 2017, the United States was the top export market for welded pipe greater than 16” in
diameter from Canada, accounting for 95.9 percent, followed by Mexico, accounting for 2.0
percent.

10 %% *%* foreign producer questionnaire response, section Il-4e.
%% 7 *%* foreign producer questionnaire response, sections Il-11 and 11-13.
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Table VII-6

Welded pipe greater than 16” in diameter: Exports from Canada by destination market, 2015-17

Calendar year

Destination market 2015 | 2016 | 2017
Quantity (short tons)
Exports from Canada to the United States 351,236 73,185 182,915
Exports from Canada to other major destination
markets.--
Mexico 1,748 36,221 3,878
Peru 260 20 941
Australia 511 714 881
Chile 149 179 655
South Africa 305 174 506
Morocco 151 122 239
Brazil 39 33 177
Liberia --- --- 115
All other destination markets 894 884 517
Total exports from Canada 355,292 111,531 190,825
Value (1,000 dollars)
Exports from Canada to the United States 423,552 69,797 188,410
Exports from Canada to other major destination
markets.--
Mexico 2,119 37,708 4,149
Peru 301 22 1,104
Australia 601 803 1,003
Chile 173 202 770
South Africa 351 193 572
Morocco 181 138 288
Brazil 47 37 199
Liberia --- --- 135
All other destination markets 1,050 1,011 648
Total exports from Canada 428,375 109,911 197,278

Table continued on next page.
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Table VII-6--Continued

Welded pipe greater than 16” in diameter: Exports from Canada by destination market, 2015-17

Destination market

Calendar year

2015

2016

2017

Unit value (dollars per short ton)

Exports from Canada to the United States 1,206 954 1,030
Exports from Canada to other major destination
markets.--
Mexico 1,212 1,041 1,070
Peru 1,159 1,129 1,173
Australia 1,176 1,124 1,138
Chile 1,161 1,131 1,175
South Africa 1,151 1,111 1,130
Morocco 1,199 1,128 1,206
Brazil 1,219 1,148 1,124
Liberia - -—- 1,172
All other destination markets 1,175 1,144 1,253
Total exports from Canada 1,206 985 1,034
Share of quantity (percent)
Exports from Canada to the United States 98.9 65.6 95.9
Exports from Canada to other major destination
markets.--
Mexico 0.5 32.5 2.0
Peru 0.1 0.0 0.5
Australia 0.1 0.6 0.5
Chile 0.0 0.2 0.3
South Africa 0.1 0.2 0.3
Morocco 0.0 0.1 0.1
Brazil 0.0 0.0 0.1
Liberia - - 0.1
All other destination markets 0.3 0.8 0.3
Total exports from Canada 100.0 100.0 100.0

Note.--Shares and ratios shown as "0.0" represent values greater than zero, but less than "0.05" percent.

Source: Official Canadian exports statistics under HS subheadings 730511, 7305.12, 7305.19, 7305.31,
and 7305.39 as reported by Statistics Canada in the IHS/GTA database, accessed October 4, 2018.
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THE INDUSTRY IN CHINA

The Commission issued foreign producers’ or exporters’ questionnaires to 160 firms
believed to produce and/or export LDWP from China.'? None of these firms responded to the
Commission’s questionnaire.!3 14

Exports

According to GTA, the leading export markets for welded pipe greater than 16” in
diameter from China are Canada, India, Saudi Arabia, Hong Kong, and Australia (table VII-7).
During 2017, the United States was the sixth largest export market for welded pipe greater than
16” in diameter from China, accounting for 3.9 percent, while Canada was the largest,
accounting for 10.1 percent.

12 These firms were identified through a review of information submitted in the petition and
contained in *** records.

13 %%* was the only Chinese firm to respond to the Commission’s inquiries. *** indicated that the
firm ultimately would not participate and complete the foreign producer questionnaire. According to
proprietary *** records, *** was the largest Chinese exporter, based on quantity, of LDWP from 2015 to
2017 and January to June 2018. Email messages from ***, October 7, 2018.

14 CNOOD Asia Limited indicated on its website that it had supplied the LDWP for the Lake Charles
Chemicals Project during 2016 and 2017. *** indicated that it had imported LDWP from Chinese
producer *** for the Lake Charles Chemicals Project in Louisiana in 2017, and that approximately ***
was manufactured by ***. Email messages from ***, October 19, 2018.
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Table VII-7

Welded pipe greater than 16” in diameter: Exports from China by destination market, 2015-17

Calendar year

Destination market 2015 | 2016 2017
Quantity (short tons
Exports from China to the United States 64,225 38,375 34,008
Exports from China to other major destination
markets.--
Canada 148,009 53,080 88,734
India 5,088 9,763 73,671
Saudi Arabia 54,279 111,491 63,960
Hong Kong 68,964 61,760 48,643
Australia 37,623 36,703 35,475
Iran 23,903 22,651 29,972
Turkey 124,984 128,893 29,530
Egypt 12,819 268,032 27,758
All other destination markets 922,633 602,343 445,051
Total exports from China 1,462,528 1,333,092 876,801
Value (1,000 dollars
Exports from China to the United States 42,295 22,876 25,218
Exports from China to other major destination
markets.--
Canada 86,953 28,940 55,617
India 5,107 9,428 32,955
Saudi Arabia 30,693 65,051 42,738
Hong Kong 40,770 32,553 31,769
Australia 31,970 27,386 23,962
Iran 25,822 21,677 28,837
Turkey 100,789 104,660 23,848
Egypt 6,715 101,242 17,036
All other destination markets 675,190 381,853 328,277
Total exports from China 1,046,303 795,667 610,257

Table continued on next page.
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Table VII-7--Continued
Welded pipe greater than 16” in diameter: Exports from China by destination market, 2015-17

Calendar year
Destination market 2015 | 2016 | 2017
Unit value (dollars per short ton)
Exports from China to the United States 659 596 742
Exports from China to other major destination
markets.--
Canada 587 545 627
India 1,004 966 447
Saudi Arabia 565 583 668
Hong Kong 591 527 653
Australia 850 746 675
Iran 1,080 957 962
Turkey 806 812 808
Egypt 524 378 614
All other destination markets 732 634 738
Total exports from China 715 597 696
Share of quantity (percent)
Exports from China to the United States 4.4 29 3.9
Exports from China to other major destination
markets.--
Canada 10.1 4.0 10.1
India 0.3 0.7 8.4
Saudi Arabia 3.7 8.4 7.3
Hong Kong 4.7 4.6 5.5
Australia 2.6 2.8 4.0
Iran 1.6 1.7 3.4
Turkey 8.5 9.7 3.4
Egypt 0.9 20.1 3.2
All other destination markets 63.1 45.2 50.8
Total exports from China 100.0 100.0 100.0

Source: Official exports statistics under HS subheadings 7305.11, 7305.12, 7305.19, 7305.31, and
7305.39 as reported by China Customs in the GTA database, accessed October 5, 2018.
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THE INDUSTRY IN GREECE

The Commission issued a foreign producer/exporter questionnaire to one firm, Corinth
Pipeworks Pipe industry S.A. (“Corinth”),*® believed to be the only producer of LDWP in
Greece.® A completed response to the Commission’s questionnaire was received by this firm.
Corinth’s exports to the United States accounted for *** U.S. imports of LDWP from Greece in
2017. According to information requested of the responding Greek producer Corinth, the
production of LDWP in Greece reported accounts for *** production of LDWP in Greece in
2017. Table VII-8 presents information on the LDWP operations of the responding Greek
producer Corinth.

Table VII-8
LDWP: Summary data for Greek producer Corinth, 2017
Share of
firm's
Share of total
Exports | reported shipments
to the exports exported
Share of United to the Total to the
Production | reported States United | shipments United
(short production | (short States (short States
Firm tons) (percent) tons) | (percent) tons) (percent)
Corinth e 100.0 e 100.0 e i
Total el 100.0 el 100.0 el o

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

Changes in operations

As presented in table VII-9, the Greek producer Corinth reported operational and
organizational changes since January 1, 2015.

Table VII-9
LDWP: Greek producer Corinth’s reported changes in operations, since January 1, 2015

* * * * * * *

Operations on LDWP

Table VII-10 presents information on the LDWP operations of the Greek producer and
exporter Corinth for 2015-17, the January-June (interim) periods in 2017 and 2018, as well as

15 CPW America is the U.S. importer and affiliate of Corinth. CPW America accounts for *** imports
of LDWP from Corinth that arrived in the United States in 2017. *** foreign producer questionnaire
response, section I-5.

16 This firm was identified through a review of information submitted in the petition and contained in
*** records.
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projections for 2018-19. Corinth operates ***.17 Corinth indicated its rated annual capacity for
k%% 18

Capacity in Greece increased by *** percent from 2015 to 2017, and capacity was ***
percent higher in interim 2018 than in interim 2017. Greek producer Corinth’s production
increased by *** percent from 2015 to 2017, and was *** percent higher during interim 2018
than in interim 2017. Capacity utilization increased by *** percentage points from 2015 to
2017, and was *** percentage points higher in interim 2018 compared to interim 2017. In
addition, end-of-period inventories increased by *** percent during 2015-17, and were ***
percent lower in interim 2018 than in interim 2017.%°

Total shipments by Greek producer Corinth increased by *** percent from 2015 to
2017, and were *** percent higher in interim 2018 than in interim 2017. Home market
shipments/internal consumption transfers were *** during 2015-17 and in interim 2017 and
interim 2018.

Exports of LDWP to the United States decreased by *** percent from 2015 to 2017.
Corinth indicated *** exports to the United States in interim 2017, but exported *** short tons
of LDWP to the United States in interim 2018. As a share of total shipments, exports to the
United States decreased by *** percentage points from 2015 to 2017, but were *** percentage
points higher in interim 2018 than in interim 2017. Exports as a share of total shipments to all
other markets increased by *** percentage points from 2015 to 2017, and were ***
percentage points higher in interim 2018 than in interim 2017. Other export markets identified
for this firm included ***.20 Projections indicate that exports to the United States will be higher
in 2018 and 2019 than in 2017, but lower in 2019 compared to 2018. The increase in exports to
the United States is attributable to ***.2!

Table VII-10
LDWP: Data for Greek producer Corinth, 2015-17, January to June 2017, January to June 2018,
and projections for calendar years 2018 and 2019

* * * * * * *
Alternative products

The Greek producer Corinth reported that, from 2015 to 2017, January to June 2017,
and January to June 2018, *** of the overall production capacity that was devoted to in-scope
LDW line pipe production, which accounted for *** of total production in 2017 compared to in-
scope LDW structural pipe production.??

17 %% *%* foreign producer questionnaire response, section I1-2.

18 Corinth posthearing brief, exhibit 7, p.2.

19 projections indicate that capacity and production will be higher in 2018 and 2019 than reported in
2017.

20 Corinth foreign producer questionnaire response, section I1-9.

21 Corinith posthearing brief, exhibit 7, attachment A.

22 x%% *** foreign producer questionnaire response, section ll-4e.
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Exports

According to GTA, the leading export markets for welded pipe greater than 16” in
diameter from Greece are Turkey, Poland, the United States, and Qatar (table VII-11). During
2017, the United States was the third largest export market for welded pipe greater than 16” in
diameter from Greece, based on quantity, accounting for 19.6 percent, and was preceded by
Turkey and Poland, accounting for 22.0 percent and 20.2 percent, respectively.

Table VII-11

Welded pipe greater than 16” in diameter: Exports from Greece, 2015-17

Calendar year

Destination market 2015 | 2016 | 2017
Quantity (short tons)
Exports from Greece to the United States 91,522 69,478 25,503
Exports from Greece to other major destination
markets.--
Turkey 477 123 28,634
Poland 475 24,576 26,225
Qatar -—- - 22,797
Italy 2,517 3,580 6,918
United Kingdom 3,358 4,453 5,454
Netherlands 5,209 5,488 4,594
Ireland - - 2,637
Israel -—- - 1,917
All other destination markets 58,241 5,106 5,395
Total exports from Greece 161,799 112,804 130,075
Value (1,000 dollars)
Exports from Greece to the United States 89,788 54,224 22,519
Exports from Greece to other major destination
markets.--
Turkey 329 89 12,219
Poland 331 17,100 21,851
Qatar -—- - 17,961
Italy 1,723 2,902 5,861
United Kingdom 2,773 3,395 4,996
Netherlands 3,237 2,792 2,229
Ireland - --- 3,084
Israel - --- 1,510
All other destination markets 53,202 4,588 5,571
Total exports from Greece 151,383 85,091 97,802

Table continued on next page.
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Table VII-11—Continued
Welded pipe greater than 16” in diameter: Exports from Greece, 2015-17

Calendar year
Destination market 2015 | 2016 | 2017
Unit value (dollars per short ton)
Exports from Greece to the United States 981 780 883
Exports from Greece to other major destination
markets.--
Turkey 691 726 427
Poland 696 696 833
Qatar — — 788
Italy 684 811 847
United Kingdom 826 762 916
Netherlands 621 509 485
Ireland - - 1,170
Israel - --- 788
All other destination markets 913 899 1,033
Total exports from Greece 936 754 752
Share of quantity (percent)
Exports from Greece to the United States 56.6 61.6 19.6
Exports from Greece to other major destination
markets.--
Turkey 0.3 0.1 22.0
Poland 0.3 21.8 20.2
Qatar -—- - 17.5
Italy 1.6 3.2 5.3
United Kingdom 2.1 3.9 4.2
Netherlands 3.2 4.9 3.5
Ireland o - 2.0
Israel - --- 1.5
All other destination markets 36.0 4.5 4.1
Total exports from Greece 100.0 100.0 100.0

Source: Official exports statistics under HS subheadings 7305.11, 7305.12, 7305.19, 7305.31, and
7305.39 as reported by Eurostat (for Greece) in the GTA database, accessed October 4, 2018.
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THE INDUSTRY IN INDIA

The Commission issued foreign producer/exporter questionnaires to 25 firms in India.
Bhushan Steel Limited (“Bhushan”), MAN Industries Inc., (“Man”),?3 and Welspun Corp. Limited
(“Welspun”)?* were the responding producers of LDWP in India.?> These firms’ exports to the
United States accounted for *** percent of U.S. imports of LDWP from India in 2017. According
to information requested of the responding Indian producers, the production of LDWP in India
reported ***26 of production of LDWP in India in 2017. Table VII-12 presents summary
information on the LDWP operations of the responding Indian producers.

Table VII-12
LDWP: Summary data on firms in India, 2017
Share of
firm's
Share of total
Exports | reported shipments
to the exports exported
Share of United to the Total to the
Production | reported States United | shipments United
(short production | (short States (short States
Firm tons) (percent) tons) | (percent) tons) (percent)
Bhushan *kk *k*k *kk *k*k *k*k *k*k
Welspun *k% *k*k *kk *kk *k% *k*k
Man *k% *k*k *k% *k*k *k% *k%k
Total e 100.0 e 100.0 e i

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

Changes in operations

As presented in table VII-13, the reported operational and organizational changes by
LDWP producers in India since January 1, 2015.

Table VII-13
LDWP: Reported changes in operations by producers in India, since January 1, 2015

* * * * * * *

23 %k %k foreign producer questionnaire response and supplemental attachment, see
supplemental attachment.

24 Welspun Tubular is the U.S. producer, importer, and affiliate of Welspun Corp Limited. Welspun
Tubular accounts for *** imports of LDWP from Welspun Corp Limited that arrived in the United States
in 2017. *** foreign producer questionnaire response, section I-5.

25 This firm was identified through a review of information submitted in the petition and contained in
proprietary *** records.

26 *** astimated that it had produced approximately *** percent of total production of LDWP in
India during 2017. *** foreign producer questionnaire response, section II-6.

VII-15



Operations on LDWP

Table VII-14 presents information on the LDWP operations for the responding Indian
producers for 2015-17, the January-June (interim) periods in 2017 and 2018, as well as
projections for 2018-19. Welspun operates *** 27 %% 28 % 29

The Indian producers combined capacity *** from 2015 to 2017, and in interim 2017
and interim 2018. These firms’ production increased by *** percent from 2015 to 2017, and
was *** percent higher during interim 2018 compared to interim 2017. Capacity utilization
increased by *** percentage points from 2015 to 2017, and *** during interim 2017 and
2018.3° In addition, end-of-period inventories increased by *** percent during 2015-17, but
were *** percent lower in interim 2018 than in interim 2017.3!

Total combined shipments for the responding Indian producers increased by ***
percent from 2015 to 2017, and were *** percent higher in interim 2018 than in interim 2017.
Home market shipments/internal consumption transfers increased during 2015-17 by ***
percent, and were *** percent higher in interim 2018 and in interim 2017.

Exports of LDWP to the United States increased by *** percent from 2015 to 2017, but
were *** percent lower in interim 2018 than in interim 2017. As a share of total shipments,
exports to the United States increased by *** percentage points from 2015 to 2017, but were
*** percentage points lower in interim 2018 than in interim 2017. Exports as a share of total
shipments to all other markets decreased by *** percentage points from 2015 to 2017, and
were *** percentage points lower in interim 2018 than in interim 2017.

As a share of total shipments, internal consumption/transfers increased by ***
percentage point during 2015-17 and were higher by *** percentage points in interim 2018
than in interim 2017. Total home market shipments decreased by *** percentage points during
2015-17 and were higher by *** percentage points in interim 2018 than in interim 2017. Other
export markets identified for these firms included ***.32 Projections indicate that exports from
India to the United States will be *** in 2019.33

27 #** foreign producer questionnaire response, section ll-4a.

28 *%* foreign producer questionnaire response, section 11-3b.

29 *** foreign producer questionnaire response, section 11-3b, and email messages from ***,
November 22, 2018.

30 In its public brochure, Man Industries indicated that it has approximately 1.5 million annual tons of
production capacity at its LSAW and HSAW manufacturing facilities. In its questionnaire response, ***,
**k* *** foreign producer questionnaire response, section ll-4a and
http://mangroup.com/downloads.html#.

31 projections indicate that capacity will remain the same but production will be lower in 2018 and
2019 than reported in 2017.

32 %%* foreign producer questionnaire responses, section I1-9.

33 %% ” Welspun foreign producer questionnaire, section I1-13.
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Table VII-14
LDWP: Data on industry in India 2015-17, January to June 2017, January to June 2018, and
projections for calendar years 2018 and 2019

Alternative products

The responding Indian producers reported that, from 2015 to 2017, January to June
2017, and January to June 2018, *** and devoted to in-scope LDW line pipe production, which
accounted for *** 34

Exports

According to GTA, the leading export markets for welded pipe greater than 16” in
diameter from India are the United States, Saudi Arabia, and the United Arab Emirates (table
VII-15). During 2017, the United States was the largest export market for welded pipe greater
than 16” in diameter from India, based on quantity, accounting for 40.2 percent, and was
followed by Saudi Arabia and UAE, accounting for 24.9 percent and 9.3 percent, respectively.

34 %kx kx* foreign producer questionnaire response, section I1-11.
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Table VII-15
Welded pipe greater than 16” in diameter: Exports from India, 2015-17

Calendar year
Destination market 2015 | 2016 | 2017
Quantity (short tons)
Exports from India to the United States 19,937 78,054 369,459
Exports from India to other major destination markets.--
Saudi Arabia 95,341 236,744 228,881
United Arab Emirates 71,146 181,327 85,854
Oman 5,084 142,235 77,457
Nigeria 73 34 50,837
Bangladesh 28,814 16,580 43,528
Canada 0 10,204 23,120
Iraq 234,770 1,633 17,393
Tanzania 17,878 189 10,023
All other destination markets 167,422 86,594 12,792
Total exports from India 640,464 753,594 919,344
Value (1,000 dollars)
Exports from India to the United States 19,159 53,584 256,395
Exports from India to other major destination markets.--
Saudi Arabia 88,012 144,293 161,132
United Arab Emirates 60,283 136,769 55,037
Oman 4,335 113,259 71,493
Nigeria 72 36 35,018
Bangladesh 25,142 9,037 25,719
Canada 0 9,938 24127
Iraq 278,205 1,901 21,147
Tanzania 25,277 237 7,904
All other destination markets 159,486 59,008 15,503
Total exports from India 659,970 528,062 673,475

Table continued on next page.
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Table VII-15--Continued

Welded pipe greater than 16” in diameter: Exports from India, 2015-17

Destination market

Calendar year

2015

2016

2017

Unit value (dollars per short ton)

Exports from India to the United States 961 686 694
Exports from India to other major destination markets.--
Saudi Arabia 923 609 704
United Arab Emirates 847 754 641
Oman 853 796 923
Nigeria 987 1,057 689
Bangladesh 873 545 591
Canada 1,633 974 1,044
Iraq 1,185 1,165 1,216
Tanzania 1,414 1,255 789
All other destination markets 953 681 1,212
Total exports from India 1,030 701 733
Share of quantity (percent)
Exports from India to the United States 3.1 10.4 40.2
Exports from India to other major destination markets.--
Saudi Arabia 14.9 31.4 24.9
United Arab Emirates 111 241 9.3
Oman 0.8 18.9 8.4
Nigeria 0.0 0.0 5.5
Bangladesh 4.5 2.2 4.7
Canada 0.0 1.4 25
Iraq 36.7 0.2 1.9
Tanzania 2.8 0.0 1.1
All other destination markets 26.1 11.5 1.4
Total exports from India 100.0 100.0 100.0

Note.--Shares and ratios shown as "0.0" represent values greater than zero, but less than "0.05" percent.

Source: Official exports statistics under HS subheadings 7305.11, 7305.12, 7305.19, 7305.31, and

7305.39 as reported by Ministry of Commerce (India) in the GTA database, accessed October 5, 2018.

VII-19




THE INDUSTRY IN KOREA

The Commission issued foreign producers’ or exporters’ questionnaires to ten firms
believed to produce and/or export LDWP from Korea.3> Usable responses to the Commission’s
guestionnaire were received from two firms: ***, These firms’ exports to the United States
accounted for approximately *** percent of U.S. imports of LDWP from Korea in 2017.
According to estimates requested of the responding Korean producers, the production of LDWP
in Korea reported in questionnaires accounted for approximately *** percent of overall
production of LDWP in Korea during 2017. Table VII-16 presents information on the LDWP
operations of the responding producers and exporters in Korea.

Table VII-16
LDWP: Summary data for producers in Korea, 2017
Share of
firm's
Share of total
Exports | reported shipments
to the exports exported
Share of United to the Total to the
Production | reported States United | shipments United
(short production | (short States (short States
Firm tons) (percent) tons) | (percent) tons) (percent)
EEW *kk *k*k *k*k *k*k *k*k *k*k
Husteel SUbjeCt *kk *k*k *kk *k*k *k% *k*k
Total el 100.0 el 100.0 el o

Note.—Korean producers Husteel and Hyundai were asked to submit their responses to the foreign
producer questionnaire in two separate filings. One submission for their LDW line pipe operations relating
to merchandise less than or equal to 24” OD, and a second submission for the LDW structural pipe
operations relating to merchandise greater than 24” OD merchandise. Husteel complied with this request,
and the data presented are for Husteel's subject merchandise, which includes LDW structural pipe.

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

Changes in operations

As presented in table VII-17 producers in Korea reported operational and organizational
changes since January 1, 2015.

Table VII-17
LDWP: Korean producers' reported changes in operations, since January 1, 2015

* * * * * * *

% These firms were identified through a review of information submitted in the petition and
contained in *** records.
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Operations on LDWP

Table VII-18 presents information on the LDWP operations of the responding producers
in Korea for 2015-17, the January-June (interim) periods in 2017 and 2018, as well as
projections for 2018-19. EEW operates *** 36

Capacity in Korea *** from 2015 to 2017, and *** in interim 2017 or interim 2018.3’
Combined total production decreased by *** percent from 2015 to 2016, but increased by ***
percent from 2016 to 2017. Combined total production increased by *** from 2015 to 2017,
and was higher by *** percent in interim 2018 than in interim 2017. Capacity utilization
decreased by *** percentage points from 2015 to 2016, but increased by *** percentage
points from 2016 to 2017. Capacity utilization increased by *** from 2015 to 2017, and was ***
percentage points higher in interim 2018 compared to interim 2017. In addition, end-of-period
inventories decreased by *** percent during 2015-17, and were *** percent higher in interim
2018 than in interim 2017.38

Total combined shipments of the responding Korean producers increased by ***
percent from 2015 to 2017, and were *** percent higher in interim 2018 than in interim 2017.
Home market shipments/internal consumption transfers were ***, and decreased during 2015-
17 but were slightly higher in interim 2018 than in interim 2017.

Exports of LDWP to the United States decreased by *** percent from 2015 to 2017, but
were higher by *** percent in interim 2018 than in interim 2017. As a share of total shipments,
exports to the United States decreased by *** percentage points from 2015 to 2017, but were
*** percentage points higher in interim 2018 than in interim 2017. Exports as a share of total
shipments to all other markets increased by *** percentage points from 2015 to 2017, but
were *** percentage points lower in interim 2018 than in interim 2017. Other export markets
identified for this firm included ***.3° Projections indicate that exports to the United States will
be lower in 2018 and 2019 than in 2017.

Table VII-18
LDWP: Data on industry in Korea, 2015-17, January to June 2017, January to June 2018, and
projections for calendar years 2018 and 2019

Alternative products

As shown in table VII-19, the responding Korean firms produced other products on the
same equipment and machinery used to produce LDW structural pipe during 2015-17, January

36 Email message from ***, November 15, 2018.

37 %% *%* foreign producer questionnaire response, section I1-9.

38 projections indicate that capacity and production will remain at the same levels in 2018 and 2019
asitwasin 2017.

39 *** foreign producer questionnaire responses, section I1-9.
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to June 2017, and January to June 2018. LDW structural pipe as a share of total production on
this equipment and machinery accounted for *** production, which was devoted to out-of-
scope productions other than LDW structural pipe production during 2017.4°

Table VII-19
LDW structural pipe: Korean producers’ overall capacity and production on shared equipment,
2015-17, January to June 2017, and January to June 2018

Exports

According to GTA, the leading export markets for welded pipe greater than 16” in
diameter from Korea are the United States, the United Arab Emirates, and Kuwait (table VII-20).
During 2017, the United States was the largest export market for welded pipe greater than 16”
in diameter from Korea, based on quantity, accounting for 28.4 percent, and was followed by
UAE and Kuwait, accounting for 13.2 percent and 12.7 percent, respectively.

40 %** sybject production was solely LDW structural pipe. *** percent of LDW structural pipe
production in 2017. *** foreign producer questionnaire response, sections ll-4e and II-11.
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Table VII-20

Welded pipe greater than 16” in diameter: Exports from Korea, 2015-17

Calendar year

Destination market 2015 | 2016 | 2017
Quantity (short tons)
Exports from Korea to the United States 224,347 155,961 198,836
Exports from Korea to other major destination
markets.--
United Arab Emirates 63,024 27,455 92,804
Kuwait 11,799 27,926 88,667
Canada 12,781 9,050 41,276
China 11,466 17,239 27,090
Saudi Arabia 17,245 21,852 25,719
Algeria 500 137 19,741
United Kingdom 1,181 8,184 19,614
Spain 5,855 - 18,398
All other destination markets 320,283 262,309 168,298
Total exports from Korea 668,481 530,113 700,443
Value (1,000 dollars)
Exports from Korea to the United States 150,757 110,957 152,843
Exports from Korea to other major destination
markets.--
United Arab Emirates 59,150 22,524 83,241
Kuwait 10,878 21,747 59,726
Canada 10,140 4,456 34,226
China 11,387 12,013 20,400
Saudi Arabia 20,327 20,048 22,966
Algeria 1,479 103 16,166
United Kingdom 1,069 10,666 22,897
Spain 6,606 --- 14,565
All other destination markets 297,281 197,058 157,135
Total exports from Korea 569,074 399,572 584,164

Table continued on next page.
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Table VII-20--Continued

Welded pipe greater than 16” in diameter: Exports from Korea, 2015-17

Destination market

Calendar year

2015

2016

2017

Unit value (dollars per short ton)

Exports from Korea to the United States 672 711 769
Exports from Korea to other major destination
markets.--
United Arab Emirates 939 820 897
Kuwait 922 779 674
Canada 793 492 829
China 993 697 753
Saudi Arabia 1,179 917 893
Algeria 2,961 751 819
United Kingdom 905 1,303 1,167
Spain 1,128 - 792
All other destination markets 928 751 934
Total exports from Korea 851 754 834
Share of quantity (percent)
Exports from Korea to the United States 33.6 29.4 28.4
Exports from Korea to other major destination
markets.--
United Arab Emirates 9.4 5.2 13.2
Kuwait 1.8 5.3 12.7
Canada 1.9 1.7 5.9
China 1.7 3.3 3.9
Saudi Arabia 2.6 4.1 3.7
Algeria 0.1 0.0 2.8
United Kingdom 0.2 1.5 2.8
Spain 0.9 --- 2.6
All other destination markets 47.9 49.5 24.0
Total exports from Korea 100.0 100.0 100.0

Source: Official exports statistics under HS subheadings 7305.11, 7305.12, 7305.19, 7305.31, and
7305.39 as reported by Korea Customs and Trade Development Institution in the GTA database,

accessed October 5, 2018.
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THE INDUSTRY IN TURKEY

The Commission issued foreign producers’ or exporters’ questionnaires to 14 firms
believed to produce and/or export LDWP from Turkey.*! Usable responses to the Commission’s
guestionnaire were received from five firms: Umran Celik Boru Sanayi A.S. (“Umran”), Borusan
Mannesmann Boru Sanayi Ve Ticaret A.S. (“Borusan”),*?> HDM Celik Boru Sanayi Ve Ticaret AS
(Headquarter) (“Celik Boru”), Erciyas Celik Boru Sanayi A.S. (Erciyas Steel Pipe Co.) (“Erciyas”),
and Ozbal Celik Boru Sanayi Ve Ticaret A.S. (“Ozbal”).** These firms’ exports to the United
States accounted for approximately *** percent of U.S. imports of LDWP from Turkey in 2017.
According to estimates requested of the responding Turkish producers, the production of LDWP
in Turkey reported in questionnaires accounts for approximately *** percent of overall
production of LDWP in Turkey in 2017. Table VII-21 presents information on the LDWP
operations of the responding producers and exporters in Turkey.

Table VII-21
LDWP: Summary data for producers in Turkey, 2017
Share of
firm's
Share of total
Exports | reported shipments
to the exports exported
Share of United to the Total to the
Production | reported States United | shipments United
(short production | (short States (short States
Firm tons) (percent) tons) | (percent) tons) (percent)
Borusan *k% *k*k *k% *kk *k% *k%k
Cellk Boru *kk *kk *kk *kk *kk *kk
Erciyas *k%k *k*k *k% *k*k *k% *kk
Ozbal *kk *k*k *kk *k*k *kk *k*k
Umran *kk *k*k *kk *k*k *k*k *k*k
Total el 100.0 e 100.0 el el

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

41 These firms were identified through a review of information submitted in the petition and

contained in *** records.

42 x%x *%* foreign producer questionnaire, section I-3.

3 During the Commission’s preliminary-phase investigations, the Turkish producer *** completed
the foreign producer questionnaire. ***. Despite repeated attempts, the Commission did not receive a
questionnaire response from ***,
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Changes in operations

As presented in table VII-22 producers in Turkey reported several operational and
organizational changes since January 1, 2015. *** 44 Turkish producer *** 4

Table VII-22
LDWP: Turkish producers' reported changes in operations, since January 1, 2015

Operations on LDWP

Table VII-23 presents information on the LDWP operations for the responding producers
in Turkey for 2015-17, the January-June (interim) periods in 2017 and 2018, as well as
projections for 2018-19.

Overall capacity for the Turkish producers decreased by *** from 2015 to 2017, but was
higher by *** percent in interim 2018 than in interim 2017. The Turkish producers’ production
decreased by *** percent from 2015 to 2017, and was *** percent lower during interim 2018
than in interim 2017. Capacity utilization decreased by *** percentage points from 2015 to
2017, and was *** percentage points lower in interim 2018 compared to interim 2017. In
addition, end-of-period inventories increased by *** percent from 2015 to 2016, but decreased
by *** percent from 2016 to 2017. End-of-period inventories were lower by *** percent in
interim 2018 than in interim 2017.4¢

Total shipments of the Turkish producers decreased by *** percent from 2015 to 2017,
and were *** percent lower in interim 2018 than in interim 2017. Home market
shipments/internal consumption transfers decreased by *** percent from 2015 to 2017, and
were lower by *** percent in interim 2018 than in interim 2017.

Exports of LDWP to the United States increased by *** percent from 2015 to 2016, but
decreased by *** percent from 2016 to 2017. Exports of LDWP were lower by *** percent in
interim 2018 than in interim 2017.%’ As a share of total shipments, exports to the United States
decreased by *** percentage points from 2015 to 2017, and were *** percentage points lower
in interim 2018 than in interim 2017. Exports as a share of total shipments to all other markets
decreased by *** percentage points from 2015 to 2017, but were *** percentage points higher
in interim 2018 than in interim 2017. Other export markets identified for these firms included
*** 48 projections indicate that exports of LDWP from Turkey to the United States will increase

4 Borusan’s posthearing brief, exhibit 1, p. 109, and the joint Turkish producers and exporters’
posthearing brief, exhibit 1, p. 1.

% Joint Turkish producers and exporters’ posthearing brief, exhibit 1, p. 1.

% pProjections indicate that capacity and production will be higher in 2018 and 2019 than reported in
2017.

47 *** indicated “***.” *** foreign producer questionnaire response, section |1-9.

48 *** foreign producer questionnaire responses, section I1-9.
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in 2018 to *** short tons (a projected *** percent increase from 2017), but will decline in 2019.
The projected exports of LDWP from Turkey reflect *** .49

Table VII-23
LDWP: Data for producers in Turkey, 2015-17, January to June 2017, January to June 2018, and
projections for calendar years 2018 and 2019

* * * * * * *
Alternative products

As shown in table VII-24, the responding Turkish firms produced other products on the
same equipment and machinery used to produce LDW line pipe. From 2015 to 2017, January to
June 2017, and January to June 2018. LDW line pipe as a share of total production on this
equipment and machinery accounted for *** production capacity, which was largely devoted to
in-scope LDW line pipe production.>®

Table VII--24
LDW line pipe: Turkish producers' overall capacity and production on shared equipment, 2015-17,
January to June 2017, January to June 2018

* * * * * * *

As shown in table VII-25, the responding Turkish firms produced other products on the
same equipment and machinery used to produce LDW structural pipe. From 2015 to 2017,
January to June 2017, and January to June 2018, LDW structural pipe as a share of total
production on this equipment and machinery accounted for *** of total production capacity.°?

Table VII-25
LDW structural pipe: Turkish producers’ overall capacity and production on shared equipment,
2015-17, January to June 2017, January to June 2018

* * * * * * *

49 *x* nosthearing brief, exhibit 14, and *** U.S. purchaser questionnaire, section V-5.

50 +** jindicated it set out to only produce one type of pipe; HSAW line pipe. ***. Approximately ***
percent of its production was LDW structural pipe. *** foreign producer questionnaire response,
sections ll-4e, 11-9, and 1I-11.

51 *** indicated that it only produces LDW structural pipe. In 2017, ***, As a share of total reported
LDW structural pipe production from the combined Turkish producers, *** accounted for *** percent of
the total LDW structural pipe production in Turkey, during 2017. *** foreign producer questionnaire
response, section II-11.
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Exports

According to GTA, the leading export markets for welded pipe greater than 16” in
diameter from Turkey are the United States, Egypt, and Italy (table VII-26). During 2017, the
United States was the top export market for welded pipe greater than 16” in diameter from
Turkey, accounting for 20.2 percent, based on quantity, followed by Egypt and Italy, accounting

for 19.3 percent and 12.5 percent, respectively.

Table VII-26

Welded pipe greater than 16” in diameter: Exports from Turkey, 2015-17

Calendar year

Destination market 2015 | 2016 | 2017
Quantity (short tons)
Exports from Turkey to the United States 125,757 112,781 32,906
Exports from Turkey to other major destination
markets.--
Egypt 39,792 26,251 31,501
Italy 12,625 991 20,341
Israel 9,759 10,425 16,472
France 11,551 15,037
Poland - - 13,127
Georgia 2,506 1,364 10,679
Lebanon - --- 5,178
Morocco - 7 4,144
All other destination markets 23,547 57,402 13,748
Total exports from Turkey 213,986 220,772 163,133
Value (1,000 dollars)
Exports from Turkey to the United States 124,237 104,845 30,487
Exports from Turkey to other major destination
markets.--
Egypt 25,243 12,961 18,169
Italy 7,915 651 15,851
Israel 6,886 6,546 13,290
France 8,184 10,895
Poland - - 9,403
Georgia 1,870 901 7,029
Lebanon - --- 3,770
Morocco - 25 2,744
All other destination markets 20,635 42,988 10,077
Total exports from Turkey 186,787 177,103 121,716

Table continued on next page.
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Table VII-26--Continued

Welded pipe greater than 16” in diameter: Exports from Turkey, 2015-17

Destination market

Calendar year

2015

| 2016

| 2017

Unit value (dollars per short ton)

Exports from Turkey to the United States 988 930 926
Exports from Turkey to other major destination
markets.--
Egypt 634 494 577
Italy 627 657 779
Israel 706 628 807
France - 709 725
Poland - --- 716
Georgia 746 661 658
Lebanon - --- 728
Morocco - 3,547 662
All other destination markets 876 749 733
Total exports from Turkey 873 802 746
Share of quantity (percent)
Exports from Turkey to the United States 58.8 51.1 20.2
Exports from Turkey to other major destination
markets.--
Egypt 18.6 11.9 19.3
Italy 5.9 0.4 12.5
Israel 4.6 4.7 10.1
France - 5.2 9.2
Poland - --- 8.0
Georgia 1.2 0.6 6.5
Lebanon - --- 3.2
Morocco - 0.0 2.5
All other destination markets 11.0 26.0 8.4
Total exports from Turkey 100.0 100.0 100.0

Source: Official exports statistics under HS subheadings 7305.11, 7305.12, 7305.19, 7305.31, and
7305.39 as reported by State Institute of Statistics (Turkey) in the GTA database, accessed October 5,

2018.

SUBJECT COUNTRIES COMBINED

Table VII-27 presents summary data on LDWP operations of the reporting subject
producers in the six subject countries during 2015-17, January to June 2017, January to June
2018, as well as projections for calendar years 2018 and 2019. The overall capacity for the
combined subject countries increased by less than one percent from 2015-17, and was lower by
less than one percent in interim 2018 than in interim 2017. Overall production increased by 5.0
percent during 2015-17, and was higher in interim 2018 than in interim 2017.
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Table VII-27

LDWP: Data on the industry in subject countries, 2015-17, January to June 2017, January to June
2018, and projections for calendar years 2018 and 2019

Actual experience

Projections

Calendar year January to June Calendar year
Item 2015 2016 2017 2017 2018 2018 2018
Quantity (short tons)
Capacity 6,134,091 | 6,196,272 | 6,175,566 | 3,080,969 | 3,069,837 | 6,139,718 | 6,080,486
Production 2,039,289 | 2,085,409 | 2,141,696 | 1,063,847 | 1,071,477 | 2,078,452 | 2,407,194
End-of-period inventories 158,998 180,228 140,848 192,255 211,909 167,689 119,455
Shipments:
Home market shipments:
Internal consumption/
transfers 201,934 217,196 179,160 64,404 145,541 169,818 236,296
Commercial home
market shipments 643,253 947,969 647,802 285,135 412,558 601,213 | 1,003,737
Total home market
shipments 845,187 | 1,165,165 826,962 349,539 558,099 771,031 | 1,240,033
Export shipments to:
United States 634,762 397,516 592,610 315,309 212,003 671,672 235,910
All other markets 551,763 502,620 761,284 369,801 226,523 605,629 979,484
Total exports 1,186,525 900,136 | 1,353,894 685,110 438,526 | 1,277,301 | 1,215,394
Total shipments 2,031,712 | 2,065,301 | 2,180,856 | 1,034,649 996,625 | 2,048,332 | 2,455,427
Ratios and shares (percent)
Capacity utilization 33.2 33.7 34.7 34.5 34.9 33.9 39.6
Inventories/production 7.8 8.6 6.6 9.0 9.9 8.1 5.0
Inventories/total shipments 7.8 8.7 6.5 9.3 10.6 8.2 4.9
Share of shipments:
Home market shipments:
Internal consumption/
transfers 9.9 10.5 8.2 6.2 14.6 8.3 9.6
Commercial home
market shipments 31.7 45.9 29.7 27.6 41.4 29.4 40.9
Total home market
shipments 41.6 56.4 37.9 33.8 56.0 37.6 50.5
Export shipments to:
United States 31.2 19.2 27.2 30.5 21.3 32.8 9.6
All other markets 27.2 24.3 34.9 35.7 22.7 29.6 39.9
Total exports 58.4 43.6 62.1 66.2 44.0 62.4 49.5
Total shipments 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0

Note.—Projected exports to the United States in 2018 reflect ***.

Source: Compiled from data submitted in response to Commission questionnaires.
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U.S. INVENTORIES OF IMPORTED MERCHANDISE

Table VII-28 presents data on U.S. importers’ reported inventories of LDWP. U.S.
importers’ end-of-period inventories of imports from subject countries increased by ***
percent from 2015 to 2017, but were lower by *** percent in interim 2018 than in interim
2017. ***,

Table VII-28
LDWP: U.S. importers’ inventories, 2015-17, January to June 2017, January to June 2018

* * * * * * *

U.S. IMPORTERS’ OUTSTANDING ORDERS

The Commission requested importers to indicate whether they imported or arranged for
the importation of LDWP from Canada, China, Greece, India, Korea, and Turkey after June 30,
2018 (table VII-29). There were no reported arranged imports for LDWP from China or India
after June 30, 2018.

Table VII-29
LDWP: Arranged imports, July 2018 through June 2019

* * * * * * *

ANTIDUMPING OR COUNTERVAILING DUTY ORDERS IN THIRD-COUNTRY MARKETS
LDWP from Canada, China, Greece, India, Korea, and Turkey have been subject to other

antidumping and countervailing duty investigations and orders or increased tariffs, outside the
United States. Table VII-30 presents the AD/CVD orders on LDWP in third country markets.
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Table VII-30

LDWP: AD/CVD orders and increased tariffs in third country markets

Member/ Action/measure
Observer

Canada On February 24, 2016, The Canada Border Services Agency (CBSA) made affirmative
final AD & CVD determinations concerning imports of certain carbon and alloy steel line
pipe (HS 7304.19.00; 7305.11.00; 7305.12.00; 7305.19.00; 7306.19.00) from China.

Canada On December 5, 2017, CBSA made an affirmative final AD determination concerning
certain carbon and alloy line pipe (HS 7304.19.00; 7305.11.00; 7305.12.00;
7305.19.00; 7306.19.00) from the Republic of Korea.

Canada On September 20, 2016, CBSA made affirmative final AD & CVD determinations
concerning imports of large diameter carbon and alloy steel line pipe (HS 7305.11.00;
7305.12.00; 7305.19.00) from China and Japan.

Canada On July 1, 2018, Canada indicated it will impose countermeasures (surtaxes) against
C$16.6 billion in imports of steel, aluminum, and other products from the U.S.,
representing the value of 2017 Canadian exports affected by the U.S. tariffs (HS
7305.11.00; 7305.12.00; 7305.19.00; 7305.31.00; 7306.1900).

Russian Increase of import tariffs (up to 15%) on certain types of flat metals, and certain types

Federation of ferrous metal pipes (up to 15%-20%) (HS 7213, 7214, 7216, 7219, 7220, 7227,
7228, 7303, 7304, 7305, 7306), for nine months

SACU - Increase of import tariffs (to 15%) on tubes, pipes and hollow profiles, of cast iron (HS

Southern 7303.00; 7305.11; 7305.12; 7305.19; 7305.20; 7305.31.10; 7305.31.90; 7305.39.10;

African 7305.39.90; 7305.90.10; 7305.90.90; 7306.19; 7306.29; 7306.30.30; 7306.30.40).

Customs Union

Imports from the EU, EFTA, and the Southern African Development Community
(SADC) members exempted

Turkey Initiation on 27 April 2018 of safeguard investigation on imports of iron and steel
products (HS 7208; 7209; 7210; 7211; 7212; 7225; 7226; 7213; 7214; 7215; 7216;
7217; 7227, 7228; 7302; 7303; 7304; 7305; 7306; 7219; 7220)

Brazil Initiation on 8 June 2017 of anti-dumping investigation on imports of certain carbon and
alloy steel line pipe (HS 7304.19.00; 7305.11.00;7305.12.00; 7305.19.00; 7306.19.00)
from Republic of Korea

Mexico Final determination on April 20, 2016 of antidumping investigation on imports of carbon
steel tubing with straight longitudinal or helical seams (HS 7305.11.01; 7305.11.99;
7305.12.01; 7305.12.99; 7305.19.01; 7305.19.99) from India, Spain, and the United
States

European On July 18, 2018 the EU imposed provisional safeguards on imports of certain steel

Union products (HS Chapters 72 and 73)

Indonesia Prolongation of the temporary revised import control procedures for steel and iron

(originally implemented from 1 January 2011 to 31 December 2012)

Source: World Trade Organization, Anti-dumping, https://www.wto.org/english/tratop_e/adp_e/adp_e.htm,
(accessed various dates) and Canada Department of Finance. Countermeasures in Response to
Unjustified Tariffs on Canadian Steel and Aluminum Products. June 29, 2018
https://www.fin.gc.ca/access/tt-it/cacsap-cmpcaa-1-eng.asp.
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INFORMATION ON NONSUBIJECT COUNTRIES

Welded pipe is produced in substantial quantities by pipe and tube producers
throughout the world. The World Steel Association publishes data on the broader product
grouping of all welded tubes. From 2011 to 2015, global welded tube production increased by
30.1 percent.>? In 2015, global welded tube production reached 110 million short tons. Most of
the growth in welded tube production is attributable to China, which accounted for 70.1
percent of all global welded tube production in 2015.3 According to table VII-31, the five
largest global exporters of welded tube products by quantity in 2017 were Russia, Germany,
India, China, Japan, Korea, Bulgaria, and Malaysia.

52 World Steel Association annual data has a year lag therefore, 2017 data are unavailable. China, the

largest producer of welded pipes, did not report 2016 data for welded tubes which makes the 2016
global production level unreliable.

53 World Steel Association, Steel Statistical Yearbook, November 2017, table 28. P.52.
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Table VII-31

Welded pipe greater than 16” in diameter: Global exports by exporter, 2015-17

Calendar year

Exporter 2015 | 2016 | 2017
Quantity (short tons)
United States 105,090 53,511 55,560
Canada 355,292 111,531 190,825
China 1,462,528 1,333,092 876,801
Greece 161,799 112,804 130,075
India 640,464 753,594 919,344
Korea 668,481 530,113 700,443
Turkey 213,986 220,772 163,133
Subject countries 3,502,549 3,061,906 2,980,621
All other major reporting exporters.--
Russia 241,778 394,333 1,117,959
Germany 768,633 955,636 1,044,416
Japan 578,742 703,448 815,039
Bulgaria 381 5,661 331,175
Malaysia 606,207 67,949 302,027
Netherlands 250,061 251,118 203,938
Indonesia 696,532 51,252 120,535
Brazil 18,494 22,692 67,404
United Kingdom 87,796 203,690 61,159
Slovakia 53,385 58,780 58,973
All other exporters 1,034,901 850,607 315,931
Total global exports 7,944,550 6,680,582 7,474,739
Value (1,000 dollars)
United States 209,411 92,077 86,877
Canada 428,375 109,911 197,278
China 1,046,303 795,667 610,257
Greece 151,383 85,091 97,802
India 659,970 528,062 673,475
Korea 569,074 399,572 584,164
Turkey 186,787 177,103 121,716
Subject countries 3,041,893 2,095,405 2,284,692
All other major reporting exporters.--
Russia 201,511 328,236 1,185,207
Germany 1,426,214 1,145,906 1,100,635
Japan 746,085 487,119 556,983
Bulgaria 497 7,801 383,606
Malaysia 670,730 74,906 236,356
Netherlands 321,750 452,310 286,073
Indonesia 691,487 46,884 75,081
Brazil 28,449 45,334 73,399
United Kingdom 92,814 217,938 58,243
Slovakia 31,574 32,035 39,232
All other exporters 1,799,907 1,102,417 387,476
Total global exports 9,262,322 6,128,369 6,753,861

Table continued on next page.
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Table VII-31--Continued

Welded pipe greater than 16” in diameter: Global exports by exporter, 2015-17

Calendar year

Exporter 2015 | 2016 | 2017
Unit value (dollars per short ton)
United States 1,993 1,721 1,564
Canada 1,206 985 1,034
China 715 597 696
Greece 936 754 752
India 1,030 701 733
Korea 851 754 834
Turkey 873 802 746
Subject countries 868 684 767
All other major reporting exporters.--
Russia 833 832 1,060
Germany 1,856 1,199 1,054
Japan 1,289 692 683
Bulgaria 1,306 1,378 1,158
Malaysia 1,106 1,102 783
Netherlands 1,287 1,801 1,403
Indonesia 993 915 623
Brazil 1,538 1,998 1,089
United Kingdom 1,057 1,070 952
Slovakia 591 545 665
All other exporters 1,739 1,296 1,226
Total global exports 1,166 917 904
Share of quantity (percent)
United States 1.3 0.8 0.7
Canada 4.5 1.7 2.6
China 18.4 20.0 11.7
Greece 2.0 1.7 1.7
India 8.1 11.3 12.3
Korea 8.4 7.9 9.4
Turkey 2.7 3.3 2.2
Subject countries 441 45.8 39.9
All other major reporting exporters.--
Russia 3.0 5.9 15.0
Germany 9.7 14.3 14.0
Japan 7.3 10.5 10.9
Bulgaria 0.0 0.1 4.4
Malaysia 7.6 1.0 4.0
Netherlands 3.1 3.8 2.7
Indonesia 8.8 0.8 1.6
Brazil 0.2 0.3 0.9
United Kingdom 1.1 3.0 0.8
Slovakia 0.7 0.9 0.8
All other exporters 13.0 12.7 4.2
Total global exports 100.0 100.0 100.0

Table continued on next page.
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Table VII-31--Continued
Welded pipe greater than 16” in diameter: Global exports by exporter, 2015-17

Note.--Shares and ratios shown as "0.0" represent values greater than zero, but less than "0.05" percent.
Korea data include both subject and nonsubject suppliers.

Source: Official exports statistics under HS subheadings 7305.11, 7305.12, 7305.19, 7305.31, and
7305.39 reported by various national statistical authorities in the GTA database, accessed October 5,

2018.
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FEDERAL REGISTER NOTICES
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The Commission makes available notices relevant to its investigations and reviews on its
website, www.usitc.gov. In addition, the following tabulation presents, in chronological order,

Federal Register notices issued by the Commission and Commerce during the current

proceeding.
Citation Title Link
Large Diameter Welded Pipe From India, the
People’s Republic of China, the Republic of
fjnzzri,lf—; S;rea, and the Republic of Turkey: Institution https://www.gpo.gov/fdsys/oke/FR-
2018 Antidumping and Countervailing 2018-01-23/pdf/2018-01157. pdlf
Investigations and Scheduling of
Preliminary Phase Investigations
83 FR 7154 Large Diameter Welded Pipe From India, the
February 20 People’s Republic of China, the Republic of https://www.gpo.gov/fdsys/pkg/FR-
5018 ! Korea, and the Republic of Turkey: Initiation of | 2018-02-20/pdf/2018-03304.pdf
Countervailing Duty Investigations
e " | e e e e o 009 s sttt
! C ’ ! 2018-03-12/pdf/2018-04848.pdf
2018 Determinations 1
Large Diameter Welded Pipe From India, the
B3 FR 13046 | o | httpss//www.gpo.gov/fdsvs/pke/FR-
April 2, 2018 / e o 2018-04-02/pdf/2018-06596.pdf
Postponement of Preliminary Determinations
in the Countervailing Duty Investigations
Large Diameter Welded Pipe From
?2 bFrFL: a7 ;4280 Z’;;Zﬁ:f;:{‘;ﬁfas ::Z ZZZCRZJ;EZI/;TCG;; hTZrkey' https://www.gpo.gov/fdsys/pkg/FR-
’ e ’ " | 2018-01-23/pdf/2018-01157.pdf
2018 Initiation of
Countervailing Duty Investigations
Large Diameter Welded Pipe From Canada,
Greece, India, the People's Republic of China,
83 FR 27953 the Republic of Korea, and the Republic of https://www.gpo.gov/fdsys/pkg/FR-

June 15, 2018

Turkey: Postponement of Preliminary
Determinations in the Less-Than-Fair-Value
Investigations

2018-06-15/pdf/2018-12899.pdf

83 FR 30693
June 29, 2018

Large Diameter Welded Pipe From the
Republic of Korea: Preliminary Affirmative
Countervailing Duty Determination and
Alignment of Final Determination With Final
Antidumping Duty Determination

https://www.gpo.gov/fdsys/pkg/FR-

2018-06-29/pdf/2018-13566.pdf




Citation

Title

Link

83 FR 30690
June 29, 2018

Large Diameter Welded Pipe From India:
Preliminary Affirmative Countervailing Duty
Determination and Alignment of Final
Determination With Final Antidumping Duty
Determination

https://www.gpo.gov/fdsys/pkg/FR-

2018-06-29/pdf/2018-13564.pdf

83 FR 30695
June 29, 2018

Large Diameter Welded Pipe From the
People's Republic of China: Preliminary
Affirmative Countervailing Duty
Determination and Alignment of Final
Determination With Final Antidumping
Determination

https://www.gpo.gov/fdsys/pkg/FR-

2018-06-29/pdf/2018-13567.pdf

83 FR 30697
June 29, 2018

Large Diameter Welded Pipe From the
Republic of Turkey: Preliminary Affirmative
Countervailing Duty Determination and
Alignment of Final Determination With Final
Antidumping Duty Determination

https://www.gpo.gov/fdsys/pkg/FR-

2018-06-29/pdf/2018-13565.pdf

Large Diameter Welded Pipe From the

83 FR 43651

August 27 Republic of Korea: Preliminary Determination | https://www.gpo.gov/fdsys/pkg/FR-

2018 of Sales at Less Than Fair Value and 2018-08-27/pdf/2018-18486.pdf
Postponement of Final Determination
Large Diameter Welded Pipe From Canada:

83 FR 43649 Preliminary Determination of Sales at Less

August 27, Than Fair Value, Postponement of Final ggtfg(/) /8 Wzv;\;li?/ozg?é/ ;i?;é pkjf/ FR-

2018 Determination, and Extension of Provisional Setei s - =
Measures

83 FR 43646 Large Diameter Welded Pipe From the

August 27 Republic of Turkey: Preliminary Determination | https://www.gpo.gov/fdsys/pkg/FR-

2018 of Sales at Less Than Fair Value and 2018-08-27/pdf/2018-18490.pdf
Postponement of Final Determination

83 FR 43640 Large Diameter Welded Pipe From Greece:

August 27 Preliminary Determination of Sales at Less https://www.gpo.gov/fdsys/pkg/FR-

2018 ’ Than Fair Value and Postponement of Final 2018-08-27/pdf/2018-18487.pdf
Determination

83 FR 43653 Large Diameter Welded Pipe From India: hitps:// Jtdsys/oke/FR

August 27, Preliminary Determination of Sales at Less zofg.OSWZV;\;v.i?/ozlg?é 1852/855p jf -

2018 Than Fair Value - - =
Large Diameter Welded Pipe From Canada,

83 FR 45279

September 6,
2018

China, Greece, India, Korea, and Turkey;
Scheduling of the Final Phase of
Countervailing Duty and Antidumping Duty
Investigations

https://www.gpo.gov/fdsys/pkg/FR-

2018-09-06/pdf/2018-19280.pdf




Citation Title Link
83 FR 43644 Large Diameter Welded Pipe From the
September People's Republic of China: Preliminary ggtf;:(/) {3 Wzv;\;v'i?/oz'g?é/ ;i?;é pkjf/ FR-
27,2018 Determination of Sales at Less Than Fair Value - - =
83 FR 48795 ; ; .
Large Dlameteir Welded Pipe Erom Greece: https://www.gpo.gov/fdsys/pke/FR-
September Amended Preliminary Determination of Sales 2018-09-27/pdf/2018-20935.pdf
27,2018 at Less Than Fair Value '
83 FR 56819

November 14,
2018

Large Diameter Welded Pipe From India: Final
Affirmative Countervailing Duty
Determination

https://www.gpo.gov/fdsys/pkg/FR-

2018-11-14/pdf/2018-24804.pdf

83 FR 56811

November 14,
2018

Large Diameter Welded Pipe From India: Final
Determination of Sales at Less Than Fair
Value; 2017

https://www.gpo.gov/fdsys/pkg/FR-

2018-11-14/pdf/2018-24806.pdf

83 FR 56816

November 14,
2018

Large Diameter Welded Pipe From the
People's Republic of China: Final
Determination of Sales at Less Than Fair Value

https://www.gpo.gov/fdsys/pkg/FR-

2018-11-14/pdf/2018-24807.pdf

83 FR 56804

November 14,
2018

Countervailing Duty Investigation of Large
Diameter Welded Pipe From the People's
Republic of China: Final Affirmative
Determination

https://www.gpo.gov/fdsys/pkg/FR-

2018-11-14/pdf/2018-24805.pdf
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CALENDAR OF PUBLIC HEARING

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

Subject: Large Diameter Welded Pipe from Canada, China, Greece,
India, Korea, and Turkey

Inv. Nos.: 701-TA-593-596 and 731-TA-1401-1406 (Final)

Date and Time: November 6, 2018 - 9:30 a.m.

Sessions were held in connection with these investigations in the Main Hearing Room
(Room 101), 500 E Street, SW., Washington, DC.

EMBASSY APPEARANCE:

The Embassy of Greece
Washington, DC

Theodosios Vallas, Minister Plenipotentiary, Head of the Office for
Economic & Commercial Affairs

OPENING REMARKS:

Petitioners (Laura El-Sabaawi, Wiley Rein LLP)
Respondents (Deanna Tanner Okun, Adduci, Mastriani & Schaumberg LLP)

In Support of the Imposition of
Antidumping and Countervailing Duty Orders:

Wiley Rein LLP
Washington, DC
on behalf of

Petitioners
Jason Norris, President Dura-Bond Industries

John P. Stupp Jr., President and Chief Executive Officer,
Stupp Bros.; and Chief Executive Officer, Stupp Corporation

John Clark, Chief Commercial Officer, Stupp Corporation

Robert Griggs, President and Chief Executive Officer,
Trinity Product
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In Support to the Imposition of
Antidumping and Countervailing Duty Orders (continued):

Michael Chefren, Chief Operations Officer, Skyline Steel

Ingo Riemer, President and Chief Executive Officer,
Berg Steel Pipe Corp.

Jonathan Kirkland, Vice President, Sales and Logistics,
Berg Steel Pipe Corp.

Jon Noland, Division Sales Manager, American
Cast Iron Pipe Company

Mike O’Brien, Vice President of Sales and Secretary,
American Cast Iron Pipe Company

Wesley Hendricks, Vice President of Commercial Pipe Sales,
JSW Steel (USA) Inc.

Burton Bluestone, President, Greens Bayou Pipe Mill, LP

Russell Fisher, Senior Vice President of Sales and Marketing,
Welspun Global Trade LLC

Robert Y. Kopf, General Manager, Business Support
United States Steel Corporation

Kris Coates, General Manager, Marketing and Business Information,
SSAB Americas

Dr. Seth Kaplan, Senior Economic Advisor, Capital Trade, Inc.

Andrew Szamosszegi, Principal, Capital Trade, Inc.

Timothy C. Brightbill )
Laura El-Sabaawi ) — OF COUNSEL
Tessa V. Capeloto )



In Opposition to the Imposition of
Antidumping and Countervailing Duty Orders:

Vorys, Sater, Seymour, and Pease LLP
Washington, DC
on behalf of

Corinth Pipeworks Pipe Industry S.A.
CPW America Co. (collectively “CPW?)

Apostolos Papavasileiou, Chief Executive Officer, Corinth
Pipeworks Pipe Industry S.A.

Alexandra Tzanetopoulou, Legal Advisor, Corinth Pipeworks
Pipe Industry S.A.

Dianne Burger, President, CPW America Co.
Mark Soloninka, Vice President, CPW America Co.

Rebecca L. Woodings, Economic Consultant

Frederick P. Waite )
) — OF COUNSEL
Kimberly R. Young )

Cassidy Levy Kent (USA) LLP
Adduci, Mastriani & Schaumberg LLP
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Table C-1

LDWP: Summary data concerning the U.S. market, 2015-17, January to June 2017, and January to June 2018

Single like product, co-extensive: All LDWP

(Quantity=short tons; Value=1,000 dollars; Unit values, unit labor costs, and unit expenses=dollars per short ton; Period changes=percent--exceptions noted)

Reported data

Period changes

Calendar year January to June Comparison years Jan-Jun
2015 2016 2017 2017 2018 2015-17 2015-16 2016-17 2017-18
U.S. consumption quantity:
Amount. 3,133,643 2,271,947 2,337,583 1,057,082 1,013,229 (25.4) (27.5) 29 (4.1)
Producers' share (fn1). 56.9 67.0 54.6 53.9 56.9 (2.4) 10.1 (12.5) 3.0
Importers' share (fn1):
Canada 10.8 3.0 75 74 9.9 (3.3) (7.8) 45 25
China 17 0.9 15 1.9 1.0 (0.2) (0.7) 0.6 (0.9)
Greece. 6.4 4.0 0.6 0.2 10.0 (5.8) (2.4) (3.4) 9.8
India 1.6 14 16.8 18.9 0.2 15.1 (0.2) 15.3 (18.8
Korea subject . ex [ ex r e ax [ xx
Turkey subject 41 53 27 35 0.5 (1.4) 1.2 (2.6) (3.0)
Subiect source: - ex wr ex [ e wex r xx
Subiect sources less Greece. . ex - ex - - ex - ex
Korea nonsubject . ex - ex - . ex - ex
Turkey nonsubject. 0.0 0.0 — (0.0) (0.0) (0.0) —
All other source: 10.5 9.9 77 6.3 9.4 (2.8) (0.6) (2.2) 32
Nonsubiject source: . o axn . axn . ax axn ax
Nonsubject sources plus Greece. . ex - ex . - ex . ex
All import sources. 43.1 33.0 454 46.1 43.1 24 (10.1) 125 (3.0)
U.S. consumption value:
Amount. 3,488,860 2,234,580 2,248,792 977,836 1,136,383 (35.5) (36.0) 0.6 16.2
Producers' share (fn1). 58.2 69.1 59.4 59.7 59.8 1.2 10.9 (9.7) 0.1
Importers' share (fn1):
Canada 1.9 3.0 8.0 7.2 1.5 (3.8) (8.9) 5.1 4.4
China 1.2 0.6 1.4 1.7 1.1 0.3 (0.5) 0.8 (0.6)
Greece. 6.0 3.3 0.5 0.1 78 (5.5) (2.7) (2.8) 78
India 15 1.2 13.1 16.0 0.2 11.6 (0.3) 1.9 (15.8)
Korea subject . wex [ wex r . ex . xx
Turkey subject 4.5 5.8 27 37 0.5 (1.8) 1.3 (3.1) (3.3)
Subiect source: . ex r rx [ . wex r rx
Subiect sources less Greece. - ex - ex - - ex . ex
Korea nonsubject . ex - ex - - ex . ex
Turkey nonsubject. 0.0 0.0 — (0.0) (0.0) (0.0) —
All other source: 10.9 9.6 76 5.8 9.8 (3.3) (1.3) (2.0) 4.0
Nonsubiject source: . o . o . . . . ax
Nonsubject sources plus Greece. . ex - ex . - ex - ex
All import sources. 418 30.9 40.6 40.3 40.2 (1.2) (10.9) 9.7 (0.1)
U.S. imports from:
Canada:
Quantity. 338,166 67,666 174,207 78,663 100,254 (48.5) (80.0) 157.5 27.4
Value. 413,856 66,067 180,984 70,109 131,217 (56.3) (84.0) 173.9 87.2
Unit value. $1,224 $976 $1,039 $891 $1,309 (15.1) (20.2) 6.4 46.9
Ending inventory quantity. r wex o e pon e rx e ax
China:
Quantity. 52,301 20,991 35,339 20,334 9,967 (32.4) (59.9) 68.4 (51.0)
Value. 40,494 14,119 31,782 17,077 12,873 (21.5) (65.1) 125.1 (24.6)
Unit value. $774 $673 $899 $840 $1,292 16.2 (13.1) 337 53.8
Ending inventory quantity. P wex pon o e [ ex [ xx
Greece:
Quantity. 201,344 90,802 13,854 2,097 101,607 (93.1) (54.9) (84.7) 4,744.3
Value. 208,570 74,072 11,420 601 88,769 (94.5) (64.5) (84.6) 14,661.0
Unit value. $1,036 $816 $824 $287 $874 (20.4) (21.3) 1.0 204.7
Ending inventory quantity. o o e e P e wxx . wex
India:
Quantity. 51,091 32,719 392,135 200,292 1,887 667.5 (36.0) 1,098.5 (99.1)
Value. 52,095 26,689 295,423 156,497 2,207 467.1 (48.8) 1,006.9 (98.6)
Unit value. $1,020 $816 $753 $781 $1,169 (26.1) (20.0) (7.6) 49.7
Ending inventory quantity. . o o e pon e wex . xx
Korea subject:
Quantity. wrx wax . wxx *xx ax ok . .
Value . ex - ex - . ex - ex
Unit value. - ex - ex - - ex - ex
Ending inventory quantity. - ex - ex - - ex . ex
Turkey subject:
Quantity. 127,233 119,570 62,490 36,953 4,985 (50.9) (6.0) (47.7) (86.5)
Value. 156,625 130,450 61,235 36,547 5,523 (60.9) (16.7) (53.1) (84.9)
Unit value. $1,231 $1,091 $980 $989 $1,108 (20.4) (11.4) (10.2) 12.0
Ending inventory quantity. e e pon o pon r wex [ ex
Subject sources:
Quantity. wrx wax . wxk . ok ok . .
Value . ex - ex . - ex . ex
Unit value. . ex - ex - - ex - ex
Ending inventory quantit . ex - ex - - ex - ex
Subject sources less Greece:
Quantity. ax wax . wxk *xx ok ok . .
Value - ex - ex - - ex . ex
Unit value. . ex - ex . - ex . ex
Ending inventory quantity. . ex - ex . - ex - ex
Korea nonsubject:
Quantity. ax wax . wxk *xx ok ok . .
Value - ex - ex - . ex . ex
Unit value. - ex - ex - - ex . ex
Ending inventory quantity. . ex - ex . - ex . ex
Turkey nonsubject:
Quantity. wrx wax . wxk *xx ax ok . .
Value - ex - ex - . ex - ex
Unit value. - ex - ex - - ex . ex

Ending inventory quantity.

Table continued on next page.
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Table C-1--Continued
LDWP: Summary data concerning the U.S. market, 2015-17, January to June 2017, and January to June 2018
(Quantity=short tons; Value=1,000 dollars; Unit values, unit labor costs, and unit expenses=dollars per short ton; Period changes=percent--exceptions noted)

Reported data Period changes
Calendar year January to June Comparison years Jan-Jun
2015 2016 2017 2017 2018 2015-17 2015-16 2016-17 2017-18

All other sources:

Quantity. 328,727 224,749 180,465 66,114 95,446 (45.1) (31.6) (19.7) 44.4

Value. 379,887 214,552 170,122 56,896 111,427 (55.2) (43.5) (20.7) 95.8

Unit value $1,156 $955 $943 $861 $1,167 (18.4) (17.4) (1.3) 357

Ending inventory quantity.............ccocoeeerincinciinniins - - - -
Nonsubject sources:

Quantity. xx . P . P . . war .

Value. o o o o

Unit value. o o o o

Ending inventory quantity.............cccocoeeerincinciinnins - - - -
Nonsubject sources plus Greece:

Quantity. . wx . wx . . x . x

Value o o o o

Unit value. o o o o

Ending inventory quantity.............cccocoeeerincinciinnins o o o o
All import sources:

Quantity. 1,350,322 748,879 1,062,270 487,282 436,473 (21.3) (44.5) 41.8 (10.4)

Value. 1,458,943 690,154 912,361 394,420 456,725 (37.5) (52.7) 322 15.8

Unit value. $1,080 $922 $859 $809 $1,046 (20.5) (14.7) (6.8) 29.3

Ending inventory quantity.............cccocoeeerincinciinnins o - - -

U.S. producers":

Average capacity quantity.............cccocoooiiiiiiiin 3,911,962 4,008,312 3,886,062 1,943,031 1,959,698 (0.7) 25 (3.0) 0.9
Production quantity 1,956,400 1,437,418 1,259,929 574,037 641,763 (35.6) (26.5) (12.3) 11.8
Capacity utilization (fn1). 50.0 35.9 324 29.5 32.7 (17.6) (14.1) (3.4) 32
U.S. shipments:

Quantity. 1,783,321 1,523,068 1,275,313 569,800 576,756 (28.5) (14.6) (16.3) 1.2

Value. 2,029,917 1,544,426 1,336,431 583,416 679,658 (34.2) (23.9) (13.5) 16.5

Unit value. $1,138 $1,014 $1,048 $1,024 $1,178 (7.9) (10.9) 3.3 156.1
Channels of distribution (fn1):

to Distributor: 13.0 125 221 26.5 23.1 9.2 (0.4) 9.6 (3.4)

to Oil and gas €nd USErS..........cccovvererierieriesieriesiesieiens 80.3 81.3 69.3 65.5 68.5 (10.9) 1.0 (12.0) 3.0

to Other end user: 6.7 6.1 8.5 8.0 8.4 1.8 (0.6) 24 0.4
Export shipments:

Quantity. 49,714 1,814 19,368 18,674 1,070 (61.0) (96.4) 967.7 (94.3)

Value. 59,672 2,655 21,951 20,254 1,560 (63.2) (95.6) 726.8 (92.3)

Unit value. $1,200 $1,464 $1,133 $1,085 $1,458 (5.6) 21.9 (22.6) 34.4
Ending inventory quantity.. 265,713 178,182 143,436 163,741 207,361 (46.0) (32.9) (19.5) 26.6
Inventories/total shipments (fn1 - 14.5 1.7 11.1 13.9 17.9 (3.4) (2.8) (0.6) 4.0
Production worker: 3,275 2,651 2,372 2,138 2,049 (27.6) (19.1) (10.5) (4.2)
Hours worked (1,000s). 6,959 5,415 4,821 2,242 2,440 (30.7) (22.2) (11.0) 8.8
Wages paid ($1,000) 191,432 148,645 127,191 64,719 65,120 (33.6) (22.4) (14.4) 0.6
Hourly wages (dollars per hour). $27.51 $27.45 $26.38 $28.87 $26.69 (4.1) (0.2) (3.9) (7.5)
Productivity (short tons per 1,000 hours; - 281.1 265.5 261.3 256.0 263.0 (7.0) (5.6) (1.5) 2.7
Unit labor cost: $97.85 $103.41 $100.95 $112.74 $101.47 3.2 5.7 (2.4) (10.0)
Net sales:

Quantity. 1,833,035 1,524,882 1,294,681 588,474 577,826 (29.4) (16.8) (15.1) (1.8)

Value. 2,189,467 1,606,341 1,390,638 624,549 698,873 (36.5) (26.6) (13.4) 11.9

Unit value. $1,194 $1,053 $1,074 $1,061 $1,209 (10.1) (11.8) 20 14.0
Cost of goods sold (COGS)..........ccovvrmmmmmninininiiniicicienns 1,899,622 1,477,777 1,239,797 561,940 625,226 (34.7) (22.2) (16.1) 11.3
Gross profit or (loss) 289,845 128,564 150,841 62,609 73,647 (48.0) (55.6) 17.3 17.6
SG&A expense: 140,792 116,133 96,667 47,294 56,223 (31.3) (17.5) (16.8) 18.9
Operating income or (loss). 149,053 12,431 54,174 15,315 17,424 (63.7) (91.7) 335.8 13.8
Net income or (loss) 26,760 (57,812) 29,417 4,427 (696) 9.9 fn2 fn2 fn2
Capital expenditure: 88,368 48,108 24,088 13,239 8,349 (72.7) (45.6) (49.9) (36.9)
Unit COG $1,036 $969 $958 $955 $1,082 (7.6) (6.5) (1.2) 13.3
Unit SG&A exper $77 $76 $75 $80 $97 (2.8) (0.8) (2.0) 211
Unit operating income or (loss). . $81 $8 $42 $26 $30 (48.5) (90.0) 413.3 15.9
Unit net income or (loss). $15 $(38) $23 $8 $(1) 55.6 fn2 fn2 fn2
COGS/sales (fn1) 86.8 92.0 89.2 90.0 89.5 24 52 (2.8) (0.5)
Operating income or (loss)/sales (fn1). 6.8 0.8 3.9 25 25 (2.9) (6.0) 3.1 0.0
Net income or (l0ss)/sales (f11).......cccevvvvivirininenienenenns 1.2 (3.6) 21 0.7 (0.1) 0.9 (4.8) 5.7 (0.8)

Notes:

fn1.--Reported data are in percent and period changes are in percentage points.
fn2.--Undefined.

Source: Compiled from data submitted in response to Commission questionnaires and official U.S. import statistics and proprietary Customs records (to identify Korea subject vs nonsubject) using HTS statistical reporting

numbers 7305.11.1030, 7305.11.1060, 7305.11.5000, 7305.12.1030, 7305.12.1060, 7305.12.5000, 7305.19.1030, 7305.19.1060, 7305.19.5000, 7305.31.4000, 7305.31.6010, 7305.31.6090, 7305.39.1000, and 7305.39.5000,
accessed September 19, 2018.
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Table C-2

Split like product:

LDW line pipe

LDW line pipe: Summary data concerning the U.S. market, 2015-17, January to June 2017, and January to June 2018
(Quantity=short tons; Value=1,000 dollars; Unit values, unit labor costs, and unit expenses=dollars per short ton; Period changes=percent--exceptions noted)

Reported data

Period changes

Calendar year January to June Comparison years Jan-Jun
2015 2016 2017 2017 2018 2015-17 2015-16 2016-17 2017-18
U.S. consumption quantity:
Amount. 2,870,827 1,999,775 2,025,788 913,317 889,026 (29.4) (30.3) 13 (2.7)
Producers' share (fn1). 55.1 66.3 52.4 51.2 55.5 2.7) 1.2 (13.8) 4.2
Importers' share (fn1):
Canada 1.3 29 8.0 7.9 10.9 (3.3) (8.4) 5.1 3.0
China 1.2 0.6 0.7 1.1 0.4 (0.5) (0.6) 0.1 (0.6)
Greece. 7.0 45 0.7 0.2 1.4 (6.3) (2.5) (3.9) 1.2
India 1.8 1.6 19.3 219 0.2 17.6 (0.1) 17.7 (21.8)
Korea subject . wex [ wex r [ ax wx wex
Turkey subject 4.4 58 23 34 0.1 (2.1) 14 (3.6) (3.3)
Subiect source: . ex o ax e e ex [ rx
Subject sources less China and Greece................. i il i el i i el i el
Korea nonsubject . ex - ex - . ex - ex
Turkey nonsubject. 0.0 0.0 — (0.0) (0.0) (0.0) —
All other source: 10.8 9.8 76 6.2 9.3 (3.2) (1.0) (2.2) 3.1
Nonsubiject source: . o . o . axn ax axn x
Nonsubject sources plus China and Greece. i el i el i i el i el
All import sources. 449 33.7 47.6 48.8 445 27 (11.2) 13.8 (4.2)
U.S. consumption value:
Amount. 3,198,936 2,004,876 1,955,243 845,210 989,128 (38.9) (37.3) (2.5) 17.0
Producers' share (fn1). 55.9 67.8 56.9 56.7 57.6 1.0 1.9 (10.9) 1.0
Importers' share (fn1):
Canada 12.6 29 8.8 7.8 13.0 (3.9) (9.7) 58 52
China 0.8 04 0.6 0.8 0.3 (0.2) (0.4) 0.2 (0.4)
Greece. 6.5 37 0.6 0.1 9.0 (5.9) (2.8) (3.1) 8.9
India 1.6 1.3 15.1 18.5 0.1 135 (0.3) 13.8 (18.4)
Korea subject . wex e ex e [ ex [ ax
Turkey subject 4.8 6.4 23 37 0.2 (2.5) 15 (4.0) (3.5)
Subiect source: . o o rx [ r wex . rx
Subject sources less China and Greece................. i el i el i i el i el
Korea nonsubject . ex - ex - - ex . ex
Turkey nonsubject. 0.0 0.0 — (0.0) 0.0 (0.0) —
All other source: 1.2 9.3 75 5.8 9.2 (3.7) (1.9) (1.8) 33
Nonsubiject source: . o . o . . . . ax
Nonsubject sources plus China and Greece. i el i el i i el i el
All import sources. 441 322 431 433 42.4 (1.0) (11.9) 10.9 (1.0)
U.S. imports from:
Canada:
Quantity. 324,081 57,112 161,169 71,846 96,783 (50.3) (82.4) 182.2 34.7
Value. 403,449 58,762 171,292 65,627 128,425 (57.5) (85.4) 191.5 95.7
Unit value. $1,245 $1,029 $1,063 $913 $1,327 (14.6) (17.4) 33 453
Ending inventory quantity. o rx pon o . . wex [ xx
China:
Quantity. 34,013 12,263 14,442 9,704 3,829 (57.5) (63.9) 17.8 (60.5)
Value. 25,977 7,595 11,940 6,658 3,424 (54.0) (70.8) 57.2 (48.6)
Unit value. $764 $619 $827 $686 $894 8.3 (18.9) 335 30.3
Ending inventory quantity. P o . o e [ xx [ wax
Greece:
Quantity. 201,344 90,802 13,811 2,054 101,607 (93.1) (54.9) (84.8) 4,847.0
Value. 208,570 74,072 11,377 559 88,769 (94.5) (64.5) (84.6) 15,780.4
Unit value. $1,036 $816 $824 $272 $874 (20.5) (21.3) 1.0 221.0
Ending inventory quantity. o o e xx P [ wxx . wex
India:
Quantity. 51,072 32,693 391,976 200,292 1,492 667.5 (36.0) 1,099.0 (99.3)
Value. 52,040 26,663 295,220 156,497 1,294 467.3 (48.8) 1,007.2 (99.2)
Unit value. $1,019 $816 $753 $781 $868 (26.1) (20.0) (7.7) 11.0
Ending inventory quantity. e o o e o e wex P wex
Korea subject:
Quantity. wrx wax . wxx *xx ax ok . .
Value . ex - ex - . ex - ex
Unit value. - ex - ex - - ex - ex
Ending inventory quantity. - ex - ex - - ex . ex
Turkey subject:
Quantity. 125,951 116,311 45,720 31,201 874 (63.7) (7.7) (60.7) (97.2)
Value. 154,816 127,760 45,787 30,983 1,850 (70.4) (17.5) (64.2) (94.0)
Unit value. $1,229 $1,098 $1,001 $993 $2,117 (18.5) (10.6) (8.8) 113.2

Ending inventory quantity.
Subject sources:

Quantity.

Value.

Unit value.

Ending inventory quantity
Subject sources less China and Greece:

Quantity.

Value.

Unit value.

Ending inventory quantity.
Korea nonsubject:

Quantity.

Value.

Unit value.

Ending inventory quantity.
Turkey nonsubject:

Quantity.

Value.

Unit value.

Ending inventory quantity.

Table continued on next page.
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Table C-2--Continued

LDW line pipe: Summary data concerning the U.S. market, 2015-17, January to June 2017, and January to June 2018
(Quantity=short tons; Value=1,000 dollars; Unit values, unit labor costs, and unit expenses=dollars per short ton; Period changes=percent--exceptions noted)

Reported data Period changes
Calendar year January to June Comparison years Jan-Jun
2015 2016 2017 2017 2018 2015-17 2015-16 2016-17 2017-18

All other sources:

Quantity. 310,478 196,583 153,883 56,607 82,360 (50.4) (36.7) (21.7) 455

Value. 358,566 186,232 146,169 49,217 90,557 (59.2) (48.1) (21.5) 84.0

Unit value $1,155 $947 $950 $869 $1,100 (17.8) (18.0) 0.3 265

Ending inventory quantity.............ccocoeeerincinciinniins - - - -
Nonsubject sources:

Quantity. xx . P . P . . war .

Value. o o o o

Unit value. o o o o

Ending inventory quantity.............cccocoeeerincinciinnins - - - -
Nonsubject sources plus China and Greece:

Quantity. xx . P . P . . war .

Value o o o o

Unit value. o o o o

Ending inventory quantity.............cccocoeeerincinciinnins o o o o
All import sources:

Quantity. 1,289,161 674,705 963,758 445,334 395,753 (25.2) (47.7) 42.8 (11.1)

Value. 1,410,835 645,289 843,181 366,233 419,028 (40.2) (54.3) 30.7 14.4

Unit value. $1,094 $956 $875 $822 $1,059 (20.1) (12.6) (8.5) 28.8

Ending inventory quantity.............cccocoeeerincinciinnins o - - -

U.S. producers":

Average capacity quantity.............cccocoooiiiiiiiin 3,224,017 3,349,787 3,102,518 1,542,866 1,574,155 (3.8) 3.9 (7.4) 20
Production quantity 1,748,554 1,231,902 1,039,228 459,448 532,140 (40.6) (29.5) (15.6) 15.8
Capacity utilization (fn1). 54.2 36.8 33.5 29.8 33.8 (20.7) (17.5) (3.3) 4.0
U.S. shipments:

Quantity. 1,581,666 1,325,070 1,062,030 467,983 493,273 (32.9) (16.2) (19.9) 5.4

Value. 1,788,101 1,359,587 1,112,062 478,977 570,100 (37.8) (24.0) (18.2) 19.0

Unit value. $1,131 $1,026 $1,047 $1,023 $1,156 (7.4) 9.2) 2.1 12.9
Channels of distribution (fn1):

to Distributor: 9.9 73 17.8 21.9 21.2 7.9 (2.6) 10.5 0.7)

to Oil and gas €nd USErS..........cccovvererierieriesieriesiesieiens 89.5 92.7 82.2 78.1 78.8 (7.3) 3.2 (10.5) 0.7

to Other end users 0.6 - - (0.6) (0.6) -
Export shipments:

Quantity. 47,889 1,648 19,151 18,624 1,064 (60.0) (96.6) 1,062.1 (94.3)

Value. 57,626 1,718 20,196 19,596 1,553 (65.0) (97.0) 1,075.6 (92.1)

Unit value. $1,203 $1,042 $1,055 $1,052 $1,460 (12.4) (13.4) 1.2 38.7
Ending inventory quantity.. 239,089 144,273 102,320 117,115 140,123 (57.2) (39.7) (29.1) 19.6
Inventories/total shipments (fn1 - 14.7 10.9 9.5 12.0 14.2 (5.2) (3.8) (1.4) 21
Production workers 2,618 1,979 1,725 1,497 1,454 (34.1) (24.4) (12.8) (2.9)
Hours worked (1,000s). 5,690 4,025 3,435 1,540 1,803 (38.6) (28.0) (14.7) 171
Wages paid ($1,000) 162,750 118,569 97,200 49,126 51,075 (40.3) (27.1) (18.0) 4.0
Hourly wages (dollars per hour). $29.11 $29.46 $28.30 $31.90 $28.33 (2.8) 1.2 (3.9) (11.2)
Productivity (short tons per 1,000 hours; - 312.8 306.1 302.5 298.3 295.1 (3.3) (2.2) (1.2) (1.1)
Unit labor cost: $93.08 $96.25 $93.53 $106.92 $95.98 0.5 34 (2.8) (10.2)
Net sales:

Quantity. 1,629,655 1,326,718 1,081,181 486,607 494,337 (33.7) (18.6) (18.5) 1.6

Value. 1,945,605 1,420,565 1,164,514 519,452 589,308 (40.1) (27.0) (18.0) 13.4

Unit value. $1,194 $1,071 $1,077 $1,067 $1,192 (9.8) (10.3) 0.6 1.7
Cost of goods sold (COGS)..........ccovvrmmmmmninininiiniicicienns 1,686,927 1,307,944 1,046,046 471,164 531,689 (38.0) (22.5) (20.0) 12.8
Gross profit or (loss) 258,678 112,621 118,468 48,288 57,619 (54.2) (56.5) 52 19.3
SG&A expense: 118,906 92,993 73,601 34,784 45,569 (38.1) (21.8) (20.9) 31.0
Operating income or (loss). 139,772 19,628 44,867 13,504 12,050 (67.9) (86.0) 128.6 (10.8)
Net income or (loss). 20,543 (41,339) 24,406 5,244 (5,318) 18.8 fn2 fn2 fn2
Capital expenditure: 85,265 28,170 12,634 6,188 6,355 (85.2) (67.0) (55.2) 27
Unit COG $1,035 $986 $968 $968 $1,076 (6.5) (4.8) (1.9) 111
Unit SG&A exper $73 $70 $68 $71 $92 (6.7) (3.9) (2.9) 29.0
Unit operating income or (loss). . $86 $15 $41 $28 $24 (51.6) (82.8) 180.5 (12.2)
Unit net income or (loss). $13 $(31) $23 $11 $(11) 791 fn2 fn2 fn2
COGS/sales (fn1) 86.7 92.1 89.8 90.7 90.2 3.1 5.4 (2.2) (0.5)
Operating income or (loss)/sales (fn1). 7.2 1.4 3.9 2.6 2.0 (3.3) (5.8) 25 (0.6)
Net income or (l0ss)/sales (f11).......cccevvvvivirininenienenenns 1.1 (2.9) 21 1.0 (0.9) 1.0 (4.0) 5.0 (1.9)

Notes:

fn1.--Reported data are in percent and period changes are in percentage points.
fn2.--Undefined.

Source: Compiled from data submitted in response to Commission questionnaires and official U.S. import statistics and proprietary Customs records (to identify Korea subject vs nonsubject) using HTS statistical reporting

numbers 7305.11.1030, 7305.11.1060, 7305.11.5000, 7305.12.1030, 7305.12.1060, 7305.12.5000, 7305.19.1030, 7305.19.1060, and 7305.19.5000, accessed September 19, 2018



Table C-3

Split like product:

LDW structural pipe

LDW structural pipe: Summary data concerning the U.S. market, 2015-17, January to June 2017, and January to June 2018
(Quantity=short tons; Value=1,000 dollars; Unit values, unit labor costs, and unit expenses=dollars per short ton; Period changes=percent--exceptions noted)

U.S. consumption quantity:
Amount
Producers' share (fn1).
Importers' share (fn1):

Canada
China
Greece.
India
Korea
Turkey.
Subject source:
Subject sources less India and Greece.
Nonsubject source:
Nonsubject sources plus India and Greece.............
All import sources.

U.S. consumption value:
Amount
Producers' share (fn1).
Importers' share (fn1):

Canada
China
Greece.
India
Korea
Turkey.
Subject source:
Subject sources less India and Greece.
Nonsubject source:
Nonsubject sources plus India and Greece.............
All import sources.

U.S. imports from:
Canada:
Quantity.
Value.
Unit value.
Ending inventory quantity.
China:
Quantity.
Value.
Unit value.
Ending inventory quantity.
Greece:
Quantity.
Value.
Unit value.
Ending inventory quantity.
India:
Quantity.
Value.
Unit value.
Ending inventory quantity.
Korea:
Quantity.
Value.
Unit value.
Ending inventory quantity.
Turkey:
Quantity.
Value.
Unit value.
Ending inventory quantity.
Subject sources:
Quantity.
Value.
Unit value.
Ending inventory quantity.
Subject sources less India and Greece:
Quantity.
Value.
Unit value.
Ending inventory quantity.
Nonsubject sources:
Quantity.
Value.
Unit value.
Ending inventory quantity.
Nonsubject sources plus India and Greece
Quantity.
Value.
Unit value.
Ending inventory quantity.
All import sources:
Quantity.
Value.
Unit value.
Ending inventory quantity.

Reported data

Period changes

Calendar year January to June Comparison years Jan-Jun
2015 2016 2017 2017 2018 2015-17 2015-16 2016-17 2017-18
262,816 272,172 311,796 143,764 124,203 18.6 3.6 14.6 (13.6)
76.7 727 68.4 70.8 67.2 (8.3) (4.0) (4.3) (3.6)
54 3.9 4.2 4.7 28 (1.2) (1.5) 0.3 (1.9)
7.0 3.2 6.7 74 4.9 (0.3) (3.8) 35 (2.5)
- 0.0 0.0 0.0 - 0.0 (0.0)
0.0 0.0 0.1 - 0.3 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.3
35 8.6 6.7 6.4 10.9 32 5.1 (1.9) 45
0.5 1.2 54 4.0 33 4.9 0.7 4.2 (0.7)
16.3 16.9 231 226 222 6.7 0.6 6.2 (0.3)
16.3 16.9 23.0 225 219 6.7 0.6 6.1 (0.6)
6.9 10.3 8.5 6.6 10.5 1.6 34 (1.8) 3.9
7.0 10.4 8.6 6.6 10.9 1.6 34 (1.8) 4.2
233 27.3 316 29.2 32.8 8.3 4.0 43 3.6
301,444 263,980 309,502 139,023 159,799 27 (12.4) 17.2 14.9
80.2 70.0 725 751 68.6 (7.7) (10.2) 25 (6.6)
35 2.8 3.1 3.2 17 (0.3) (0.7) 0.4 (1.5)
4.8 25 6.4 75 59 1.6 (2.3) 39 (1.6)
- 0.0 0.0 0.0 - 0.0 (0.0)
0.0 0.0 0.1 - 0.6 0.0 (0.0) 0.1 0.6
3.6 12.9 52 4.6 79 15 9.2 (7.7) 3.2
0.8 1.2 5.0 4.0 23 4.2 04 3.8 (1.7)
12.7 19.3 19.8 19.4 18.4 71 6.5 0.5 (1.0)
12.7 19.2 19.7 19.3 17.8 7.0 6.6 0.4 (1.5)
71 10.7 77 55 13.1 0.7 37 (3.0) 75
71 10.7 7.8 5.6 13.6 0.7 3.6 (2.9) 8.1
19.8 30.0 275 249 314 77 10.2 (2.5) 6.6
14,085 10,554 13,038 6,817 3,471 (7.4) (25.1) 235 (49.1)
10,407 7,304 9,692 4,482 2,792 (6.9) (29.8) 327 (37.7)
$739 $692 $743 $657 $804 0.6 (6.3) 74 223
18,288 8,728 20,897 10,629 6,137 143 (52.3) 139.4 (42.3)
14,517 6,525 19,842 10,419 9,448 36.7 (55.1) 204.1 (9.3)
$794 $748 $950 $980 $1,539 19.6 (5.8) 27.0 57.1
44 44 fn2 fn2 fn2 (100.0)
42 42 fn2 fn2 fn2 (100.0)
- $974 $974 fn2 fn2 fn2 (100.0)
19 26 159 - 395 740.1 37.7 510.1 fn2
54 26 202 - 912 2737 (52.3) 683.8 fn2
$2,854 $988 $1,269 - $2,310 (55.5) (65.4) 285 fn2
9,237 23,441 21,023 9,198 13,519 127.6 153.8 (10.3) 47.0
10,958 33,924 15,954 6,397 12,545 45.6 209.6 (53.0) 96.1
$1,186 $1,447 $759 $695 $928 (36.0) 22.0 (47.6) 33.4
1,282 3,259 16,770 5,752 4,111 1,207.9 154.2 414.6 (28.5)
2,369 3,042 15,447 5,565 3,674 552.0 28.4 407.9 (34.0)
$1,848 $933 $921 $968 $894 (50.1) (49.5 (1.3) (7.6)
42,912 46,008 71,931 32,440 27,634 67.6 7.2 56.3 (14.8)
38,306 50,821 61,180 26,904 29,371 59.7 327 204 9.2
$893 $1,105 $851 $829 $1,063 (4.7) 237 (23.0) 28.2
42,893 45,982 71,728 32,396 27,239 67.2 7.2 56.0 (15.9)
38,252 50,795 60,935 26,862 28,459 59.3 32.8 20.0 5.9
$892 $1,105 $850 $829 $1,045 (4.7) 239 (23.1) 26.0
18,250 28,166 26,581 9,508 13,086 45.7 54.3 (5.6) 37.6
21,321 28,321 23,953 7,679 20,870 123 32.8 (15.4) 171.8
$1,168 $1,005 $901 $808 $1,595 (22.9) (13.9) (10.4) 97.5
18,269 28,192 26,784 9,551 13,481 46.6 54.3 (5.0) 411
21,375 28,346 24,198 7,722 21,783 13.2 32.6 (14.6) 182.1
$1,170 $1,005 $903 $808 $1,616 (22.8) (14.1) (10.1) 99.9
61,161 74,174 98,513 41,947 40,720 61.1 213 32.8 (2.9)
59,628 79,141 85,133 34,584 50,241 42.8 327 76 453
$975 $1,067 $864 $824 $1,234 (11.4) 9.4 (19.0) 49.7

Table continued on next page.
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Table C-3--Continued
LDW structural pipe: Summary data concerning the U.S. market, 2015-17, January to June 2017, and January to June 2018
(Quantity=short tons; Value=1,000 dollars; Unit values, unit labor costs, and unit expenses=dollars per short ton; Period changes=percent--exceptions noted)

Reported data Period changes
Calendar year January to June Comparison years Jan-Jun
2015 2016 2017 2017 2018 2015-17 2015-16 2016-17 2017-18
U.S. producers":

Average capacity quantity.............cccocooiiiinin 687,945 658,525 783,544 400,165 385,543 13.9 (4.3) 19.0 (3.7)
Production quantity 207,846 205,516 220,701 114,589 109,623 6.2 (1.1) 74 (4.3)
Capacity utilization (fn1). 30.2 31.2 28.2 28.6 28.4 (2.0) 1.0 (3.0) (0.2)
U.S. shipments:

Quantity. 201,655 197,998 213,283 101,817 83,483 5.8 (1.8) 77 (18.0)

Value. 241,816 184,839 224,369 104,439 109,558 (7.2) (23.6) 214 49

Unit value. $1,199 $934 $1,052 $1,026 $1,312 (12.3) (22.2) 127 27.9
Channels of distribution (fn1):

to Distributor: 36.7 476 43.6 47.8 34.4 6.9 10.9 (4.0) (13.4)

to Oil and gas €nd USErS..........cccevververierierieriesiesiesienens 8.4 54 55 7.0 6.2 (2.9) (3.0) 0.1 (0.7)

to Other end user: 54.9 47.0 50.9 452 59.3 4.1) (7.9) 3.8 14.1
Export shipments:

Quantity 1,825 166 217 50 6 (88.1) (90.9) 30.7 (88.0)

Value 2,046 937 1,755 658 7 (14.2) (54.2) 87.3 (98.9)

Unit value. $1,121 $5,645 $8,088 $13,160 $1,167 621.4 403.5 433 (91.1)
Ending inventory quantity.. 26,624 33,909 41,116 46,626 67,238 54.4 27.4 213 442
Inventories/total shipments (fn1 - 131 171 19.3 229 40.3 6.2 4.0 21 17.4
Production workers 657 672 647 641 595 (1.5) 2.3 3.7) (7.2)
Hours worked (1,000s). 1,369 1,390 1,386 702 637 1.2 15 (0.3) (9.3)
Wages paid ($1,000) 28,682 30,076 29,991 15,593 14,045 46 49 (0.3) (9.9)
Hourly wages (dollars per hour). $20.95 $21.64 $21.64 $22.21 $22.05 3.3 3.3 0.0 (0.7)
Productivity (short tons per 1,000 hours) - 151.8 147.9 159.2 163.2 1721 49 (2.6) 7.7 54
Unit labor cost: $138.00 $146.34 $135.89 $136.08 $128.12 (1.5) 6.0 (7.1) (5.8)
Net sales:

Quantity. 203,480 198,164 213,500 101,867 83,489 4.9 (2.6) 77 (18.0)

Value. 243,862 185,776 226,124 105,097 109,565 (7.3) (23.8) 217 43

Unit value. $1,198 $937 $1,059 $1,032 $1,312 (11.6) (21.8) 13.0 27.2
Cost of goods sold (COGS)..........ccourrmmmmininininiiiiciciens 212,695 169,833 193,751 90,776 93,637 (8.9) (20.2) 14.1 3.0
Gross profit or (loss) 31,167 15,943 32,373 14,321 16,028 3.9 (48.8) 103.1 11.9
SG&A expense: 21,886 23,140 23,066 12,510 10,654 54 5.7 (0.3) (14.8)
Operating income or (loss). 9,281 (7,197) 9,307 1,811 5,374 0.3 fn2 fn2 196.7
Net income or (loss) 6,217 (16,473) 5,011 (817) 4,622 (19.4) fn2 fn2 fn2
Capital expenditure: 3,103 19,938 11,454 7,051 1,994 269.1 542.5 (42.6) (71.7)
Unit COG $1,045 $857 $907 $891 $1,120 (13.2) (18.0) 5.9 25.7
Unit SG&A exper $108 $117 $108 $123 $128 0.4 8.6 (7.5) 39
Unit operating income or (loss). . $46 $(36) $44 $18 $64 (4.4) fn2 fn2 262.1
Unit net income or (loss). $31 $(83) $23 $(8) $55 (23.2) fn2 fn2 fn2
COGS/sales (fn1) 87.2 91.4 85.7 86.4 85.4 (1.5) 42 (5.7) (1.0)
Operating income or (loss)/sales (f11).......cccoveverererienn 3.8 (3.9) 4.1 1.7 49 0.3 (7.7) 8.0 3.2
Net income or (l0ss)/sales (f11).......cccvvvvevivinineninenenns 25 (8.9) 2.2 (0.8) 4.2 (0.3) (11.4) 11.1 5.0

Notes:

fn1.--Reported data are in percent and period changes are in percentage points.
fn2.--Undefined.

Source: Compiled from data submitted in response to Commission questionnaires and official U.S. import statistics using HTS statistical reporting numbers 7305.31.4000, 7305.31.6010, 7305.31.6090, 7305.39.1000, and
7305.39.5000, accessed September 19, 2018.

C-8



Table C-4

Split like product: LDW stainless steel structural pipe

LDW stainless steel structural pipe: Summary data concerning the U.S. market, 2015-17, January to June 2017, and January to June 2018
(Quantity=short tons; Value=1,000 dollars; Unit values, unit labor costs, and unit expenses=dollars per short ton; Period changes=percent--exceptions noted)

U.S. consumption quantity:
Amount
Producers' share (fn1).
Importers' share (fn1):

Canada
China
Greece.
India
Korea
Turkey.
Subject source:
Subject sources less Greece and Turkey.
Nonsubject source:
Nonsubject sources plus Greece and Turkey..........
All import sources.

U.S. consumption value:
Amount
Producers' share (fn1).
Importers' share (fn1):

Canada
China
Greece.
India
Korea
Turkey.
Subject source:
Subject sources less Greece and Turkey.
Nonsubject source:
Nonsubject sources plus Greece and Turkey..........
All import sources.

U.S. imports from:
Canada:
Quantity.
Value.
Unit value.
Ending inventory quantity.
China:
Quantity.
Value.
Unit value.
Ending inventory quantity.
Greece:
Quantity.
Value.
Unit value.
Ending inventory quantity.
India:
Quantity.
Value.
Unit value.
Ending inventory quantity.
Korea:
Quantity.
Value.
Unit value.
Ending inventory quantity.
Turkey:
Quantity.
Value.
Unit value.
Ending inventory quantity.
Subject sources:
Quantity.
Value.
Unit value.
Ending inventory quantity.
Subject sources less Greece and Turkey:
Quantity.
Value.
Unit value.
Ending inventory quantity.
Nonsubject sources:
Quantity.
Value.
Unit value.
Ending inventory quantity.
Nonsubject sources plus Greece and Turke'
Quantity.
Value.
Unit value.
Ending inventory quantity.
All import sources:
Quantity.
Value.
Unit value.
Ending inventory quantity.

Reported data

Period changes

Calendar year January to June Comparison years Jan-Jun

2015 2016 2017 2017 2018 2015-17 2015-16 2016-17 2017-18
98 128 58 10 44 (41.0) 30.1 (54.7) 338.7
756 810 458 86 387 (39.4) 71 (43.4) 349.4
$7,695 $6,330 $7,904 $8,662 $8,874 27 7.7 249 24
70 401 369 177 fn2 fn2 4771 (51.9)
253 2,335 2,013 1,137 fn2 fn2 823.6 (43.5)
$3,636 $5,820 $5,461 $6,415 fn2 fn2 60.0 17.5
fn2 fn2 fn2 fn2
fn2 fn2 fn2 fn2
- - fn2 fn2 fn2 fn2
7 - 39 - 246 442.0 (100.0) fn2 fn2
36 - 107 - 793 200.6 (100.0) fn2 fn2
$4,930 == $2,734 - $3,225 (44.5) (100.0) fn2 fn2
435 2,978 30 - 1 (93.1) 585.2 (99.0) fn2
4,075 17,680 107 - 7 (97.4) 333.8 (99.4) fn2
$9,378 $5,938 $3,591 - $4,603 (61.7) (36.7) (39.5) fn2
67 2 (100.0) (97.6) (100.0) fn2
944 10 (100.0) (98.9) (100.0) fn2
$14,152 $6,459 - (100.0) (54.4) (100.0) fn2
607 3,177 528 379 468 (13.0) 4235 (83.4) 23.6
5,812 18,753 3,007 2,099 2,324 (48.3) 2227 (84.0) 10.7
$9,578 $5,903 $5,694 $5,545 $4,964 (40.6) (38.4) (3.6) (10.5)
540 3,175 528 379 468 (2.2) 487.9 (83.4) 23.6
4,867 18,743 3,007 2,099 2,324 (38.2) 285.1 (84.0) 10.7
$9,012 $5,903 $5,694 $5,545 $4,964 (36.8) (34.5) (3.5) (10.5)
120 1,111 148 37 952 240 829.5 (86.7) 2,483.3
1,131 3,973 912 327 5,220 (19.3) 251.3 (77.0) 1,498.7
$9,458 $3,574 $6,151 $8,857 $5,481 (35.0) (62.2) 721 (38.1)
186 1,113 148 37 952 (20.4) 497.5 (86.7) 2,483.3
2,075 3,983 912 327 5,220 (56.0) 91.9 (77.1) 1,498.7
$11,139 $3,578 $6,151 $8,857 $5,481 (44.8) (67.9) 719 (38.1)
726 4,288 677 415 1,420 (6.9) 490.4 (84.2) 2419
6,943 22,726 3,920 2,426 7,544 (43.5) 2273 (82.8) 211.0
$9,558 $5,300 $5,794 $5,839 $5,311 (39.4) (44.6) 9.3 (9.0)

Table continued on next page.
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Table C-4--Continued

LDW stainless steel structural pipe: Summary data concerning the U.S. market, 2015-17, January to June 2017, and January to June 2018

(Quantity=short tons; Value=1,000 dollars; Unit values, unit labor costs, and unit expenses=dollars per short ton; Period changes=percent--exceptions noted)

Reported data

Period changes

Calendar year January to June Comparison years Jan-Jun
2015 2016 2017 2017 2018 2015-17 2015-16 2016-17 2017-18
U.S. producers":

Average Capacity QUAaNtILY.............c..reereerrererserseisereenes e o - o
Production quantity. o o o o
Capacity utilization (fn1) o o o o
U.S. shipments:

Quantity. xx . P . P war . war .

Value o o o o

Unit value. o o o o
Channels of distribution (fn1):

to Distributor: o o o o

to Oil and gas nd USErS............cceeuieueeriereesierneieeens e hiid wae wak ek wax wa . .

to Other end user: o o o o
Export shipments:

Quantity. . wx . wx . . x . x

Value o o o o

Unit value. o o o o
Ending inventory quantity.. o o o o
Inventories/total shipments (fn1 il hiid hid sk whx whx ok wx ok
Production worker: o o o o
Hours worked (1,000s) o o o o
Wages paid ($1,000) o o o o
Hourly wages (dollars per hour) o o o o
Productivity (short tons per 1,000 hours; b bl i o whx wxx x wax x
Unit labor cost: wax . . wa . P . . .
Net sales:

Quantity. . x . x . . x . x

Value o o o o

Unit value o o o o
Cost of goods s0ld (COGS).........cceumriiiniiriniininiininienas i hiid wae wax *xx wax . . .
Gross profit or (loss) o o o o
SG&A expense: o o o o
Operating income or (loss). wx wx x x
Net income or (loss) o o o o
Capital expenditure: x x x x
Unit COG o o o o
Unit SG&A exper o o o o
Unit operating income or (loss). B o o o o
Unit net income or (loss) o o o o
COGSsales (fn1) . . o o
Operating income or (loss)/sales (f11)........cccoeeveveieienns hiad sk whx ok whx wx . . v
Net income or (loss)/sales (fn1)........ccccoerniiiiiiniinciinnns i hiid hd wax *xx rx . . .

Notes:

fn1.--Reported data are in percent and period changes are in percentage points.

fn2.--Undefined.
fn3.--Not gathered.

Source: Compiled from data submitted in response to Commission questionnaires and official U.S. import statistics using HTS statistical reporting number 7305.31.6010, accessed September 19, 2018.
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Table C-5

LDW carbon and other alloy steel structural pipe: Summary data concerning the U.S. market, 2015-17, January to June 2017, and January to June 2018

Split like product: LDW carbon and other alloy steel structural pipe

(Quantity=short tons; Value=1,000 dollars; Unit values, unit labor costs, and unit expenses=dollars per short ton; Period changes=percent--exceptions noted)

Reported data

Period changes

Calendar year January to June Comparison years Jan-Jun
2015 2016 2017 2017 2018 2015-17 2015-16 2016-17 2017-18
U.S. consumption quantity:
Amount - ex - ex - - ex - ex
Producers' share (fn1). - ex - ex - - ex . ex
Importers' share (fn1):
Canada . ex - ex . - ex - ex
China - ex - ex - - ex - ex
Greece. - wex - ex - - ex - ex
India - ex - ex - - ex - ex
Korea - ex - ex - - ex . ex
Turkey. - ex - ex - - ex . ex
Subiect source: . ex - ex . - ex . ex
Subject sources less Greece and India. i il i el i i el i el
Nonsubiject source: axn o axn o axn . ax . ax
Nonsubject sources plus Greece and India............. i il i il i i il i il
All import sources. - ex - ex - - ex . ex
U.S. consumption value:
Amount . ex - ex . - ex - ex
Producers' share (fn1). - wex - ex - - ex - ex
Importers' share (fn1):
Canada - ex - ex - - ex . ex
China - ex - ex - - ex . ex
Greece. . ex - ex . - ex . ex
India . ex - ex . - ex - ex
Korea . ex - ex - - ex - ex
Turkey. . ex - ex . - ex . ex
Subiect source: - ex - ex - - ex . ex
Subject sources less Greece and India. o e o e o o e o e
Nonsubiject source: rx wx wax wx wax . wxx . x
Nonsubject sources plus Greece and India............. o e o e o o e o e
All import sources. - ex - ex - - ex . ex
U.S. imports from:
Canada:
Quantity. 13,987 10,426 12,980 6,807 3,428 (7.2) (25.5) 245 (49.6)
Value. 9,651 6,495 9,234 4,396 2,405 (4.3) (32.7) 422 (45.3)
Unit value. $690 $623 $711 $646 $702 3.1 (9.7) 14.2 8.6
Ending inventory quantity. - - fn2 fn2 fn2 fn2
China:
Quantity. 18,288 8,659 20,496 10,261 5,960 121 (52.7) 136.7 (41.9)
Value. 14,517 6,272 17,507 8,405 8,311 20.6 (56.8) 179.1 (1.1)
Unit value. $794 $724 $854 $819 $1,394 76 (8.8) 17.9 70.2
Ending inventory quantity. 8,484 3,428 1,120 1,120 320 (86.8) (59.6) (67.3) (71.4)
Greece:
Quantity. 44 44 fn2 fn2 fn2 (100.0)
Value. 42 42 fn2 fn2 fn2 (100.0)
Unit value. - $974 $974 fn2 fn2 fn2 (100.0)
Ending inventory quantity. - - fn2 fn2 fn2 fn2
India:
Quantity. 12 26 120 - 149 923.4 1223 360.3 fn2
Value. 19 26 95 120 414.0 39.2 269.3 fn2
Unit value. $1,578 $988 $793 $802 (49.8) (37.4) (19.8) fn2
Ending inventory quantity. - - fn2 fn2 fn2 fn2
Korea:
Quantity. 8,803 20,463 20,993 9,198 13,518 138.5 1325 26 47.0
Value. 6,883 16,244 15,846 6,397 12,538 130.2 136.0 (2.4) 96.0
Unit value. $782 $794 $755 $695 $927 (3.5) 1.5 (4.9) 33.4
Ending inventory quantity. - - fn2 fn2 fn2 fn2
Turkey:
Quantity. 1,216 3,257 16,770 5,752 4,111 1,279.7 168.0 4148 (28.5)
Value. 1,425 3,031 15,447 5,565 3,674 984.1 1127 409.6 (34.0)
Unit value. $1,172 $931 $921 $968 $894 (21.4) (20.6) (1.0) (7.6)
Ending inventory quantity. - - fn2 fn2 fn2 fn2
Subject sources:
Quantity. 42,305 42,832 71,403 32,061 27,166 68.8 1.2 66.7 (15.3)
Value. 32,495 32,068 58,172 24,805 27,047 79.0 (1.3) 814 9.0
Unit value. $768 $749 $815 $774 $996 6.1 (2.5) 8.8 28.7
Ending inventory quantity. 8,484 3,428 1,120 1,120 320 (86.8) (59.6) (67.3) (71.4)
Subject sources less Greece and India:
Quantity. 42,293 42,806 71,239 32,018 27,017 68.4 1.2 66.4 (15.6)
Value. 32,476 32,042 58,035 24,763 26,928 78.7 (1.3) 81.1 8.7
Unit value. $768 $749 $815 $773 $997 6.1 (2.5) 8.8 28.9
Ending inventory quantity. 8,484 3,428 1,120 1,120 320 (86.8) (59.6) (67.3) (71.4)
Nonsubject sources:
Quantity. 18,130 27,054 26,433 9,471 12,134 45.8 49.2 (2.3) 28.1
Value. 20,190 24,348 23,041 7,353 15,650 14.1 20.6 (5.4) 112.8
Unit value. $1,114 $900 $872 $776 $1,290 (21.7) (19.2) (3.1) 66.1
Ending inventory quantity. 18 7 7 7 7 (61.1) (61.1) -
Nonsubject sources plus Greece and India
Quantity. 18,142 27,080 26,597 9,514 12,283 46.6 49.3 (1.8) 291
Value. 20,209 24,374 23,179 7,395 15,770 14.7 20.6 (4.9) 113.2
Unit value. $1,114 $900 $871 $777 $1,284 (21.8) (19.2) (3.2) 65.2
Ending inventory quantity. 18 7 7 7 7 (61.1) (61.1) -
All import sources:
Quantity. 60,435 69,886 97,836 41,532 39,299 61.9 15.6 40.0 (5.4)
Value. 52,685 56,416 81,213 32,158 42,697 54.1 71 44.0 32.8
Unit value. $872 $807 $830 $774 $1,086 (4.8) (7.4) 28 40.3
Ending inventory quantity. 8,502 3,435 1,127 1,127 327 (86.7) (59.6) (67.2) (71.0)

Table continued on next page.



Table C-5--Continued

LDW carbon and other alloy steel structural pipe: Summary data concerning the U.S. market, 2015-17, January to June 2017, and January to June 2018

(Quantity=short tons; Value=1,000 dollars; Unit values, unit labor costs, and unit expenses=dollars per short ton; Period changes=percent--exceptions noted)

Reported data

Period changes

Calendar year January to June Comparison years Jan-Jun
2015 2016 2017 2017 2018 2015-17 2015-16 2016-17 2017-18
U.S. producers":

Average Capacity QUAaNtILY.............c..reereerrererserseisereenes e o - o
Production quantity. o o o o
Capacity utilization (fn1) o o o o
U.S. shipments:

Quantity. xx . P . P war . war .

Value o o o o

Unit value. o o o o
Channels of distribution (fn1):

to Distributor: o o o o

to Oil and gas nd USErS............cceeuieueeriereesierneieeens e hiid wae wak ek wax wa . .

to Other end user: o o o o
Export shipments:

Quantity. . wx . wx . . x . x

Value o o o o

Unit value. o o o o
Ending inventory quantity.. o o o o
Inventories/total shipments (fn1 il hiid hid sk whx whx ok wx ok
Production worker: o o o o
Hours worked (1,000s) o o o o
Wages paid ($1,000) o o o o
Hourly wages (dollars per hour) o o o o
Productivity (short tons per 1,000 hours; b bl i o whx wxx x wax x
Unit labor cost: wax . . wa . P . . .
Net sales:

Quantity. . x . x . . x . x

Value o o o o

Unit value o o o o
Cost of goods s0ld (COGS).........cceumriiiniiriniininiininienas i hiid wae wax *xx wax . . .
Gross profit or (loss) o o o o
SG&A expense: o o o o
Operating income or (loss). wx wx x x
Net income or (loss) o o o o
Capital expenditure: x x x x
Unit COG o o o o
Unit SG&A exper o o o o
Unit operating income or (loss). B o o o o
Unit net income or (loss) o o o o
COGSsales (fn1) . . o o
Operating income or (loss)/sales (f11)........cccoeeveveieienns hiad sk whx ok whx wx . . v
Net income or (loss)/sales (fn1)........ccccoerniiiiiiniinciinnns i hiid hd wax *xx rx . . .

Notes:

fn1.--Reported data are in percent and period changes are in percentage points.

fn2.--Undefined.

Source: Compiled from data submitted in response to Commission questionnaires and official U.S. import statistics using HTS statistical reporting numbers 7305.31.4000, 7305.31.6090, 7305.39.1000, and 7305.39.5000,

accessed September 19, 2018.



Table C-6

Split like product: LDW carbon and other alloy steel pipe

LDW carbon and other alloy steel pipe: Summary data concerning the U.S. market, 2015-17, January to June 2017, and January to June 2018
(Quantity=short tons; Value=1,000 dollars; Unit values, unit labor costs, and unit expenses=dollars per short ton; Period changes=percent--exceptions noted)

Reported data

Period changes

Calendar year January to June Comparison years Jan-Jun
2015 2016 2017 2017 2018 2015-17 2015-16 2016-17 2017-18
U.S. consumption quantity:
Amount - ex - ex - - ex - ex
Producers' share (fn1). - ex - ex - - ex . ex
Importers' share (fn1):
Canada . ex - ex . - ex - ex
China - ex - ex - - ex - ex
Greece. - wex - ex - - ex - ex
India - ex - ex - - ex - ex
Korea - ex - ex - - ex . ex
Turkey. - ex - ex - - ex . ex
Subiect source: . ex - ex . - ex . ex
Subject sources less Greece and India. i il i el i i el i el
Nonsubiject source: axn o axn o axn . ax . ax
Nonsubject sources plus Greece and India............. i il i il i i il i il
All import sources. - ex - ex - - ex . ex
U.S. consumption value:
Amount . ex - ex . - ex - ex
Producers' share (fn1). - wex - ex - - ex - ex
Importers' share (fn1):
Canada - ex - ex - - ex . ex
China - ex - ex - - ex . ex
Greece. . ex - ex . - ex . ex
India . ex - ex . - ex - ex
Korea . ex - ex - - ex - ex
Turkey. . ex - ex . - ex . ex
Subiect source: - ex - ex - - ex . ex
Subject sources less Greece and India. o e o e o o e o e
Nonsubiject source: rx wx wax wx wax . wxx . x
Nonsubject sources plus Greece and India............. o e o e o o e o e
All import sources. - ex - ex - - ex . ex
U.S. imports from:
Canada:
Quantity. 338,068 67,538 174,149 78,654 100,211 (48.5) (80.0) 157.9 27.4
Value. 413,100 65,257 180,526 70,023 130,830 (56.3) (84.2) 176.6 86.8
Unit value. $1,222 $966 $1,037 $890 $1,306 (15.2) (20.9) 73 46.6
Ending inventory quantity. - 34,604 18,876 fn2 fn2 fn2 (100.0)
China:
Quantity. 52,301 20,922 34,938 19,965 9,789 (33.2) (60.0) 67.0 (51.0)
Value. 40,494 13,866 29,447 15,064 11,735 (27.3) (65.8) 112.4 (22.1)
Unit value. $774 $663 $843 $755 $1,199 8.9 (14.4) 272 58.9
Ending inventory quantity. 11,439 4,912 1,576 1,939 620 (86.2) (57.1) (67.9) (68.0)
Greece:
Quantity. 201,344 90,802 13,854 2,097 101,607 (93.1) (54.9) (84.7) 4,744.3
Value. 208,570 74,072 11,420 601 88,769 (94.5) (64.5) (84.6) 14,661.0
Unit value. $1,036 $816 $824 $287 $874 (20.4) (21.3) 1.0 204.7
Ending inventory quantity. 1,320 1,320 246 550 (81.4) - (81.4) (100.0)
India:
Quantity. 51,083 32,719 392,096 200,292 1,641 667.6 (35.9) 1,098.4 (99.2)
Value. 52,059 26,689 295,315 156,497 1,414 467.3 (48.7) 1,006.5 (99.1)
Unit value. $1,019 $816 $753 $781 $862 (26.1) (20.0) (7.7) 10.3
Ending inventory quantity. 364 364 655 232 438 79.9 - 79.9 88.8
Korea:
Quantity. 149,012 129,472 161,636 64,692 98,813 8.5 (13.1) 248 52.7
Value. 130,900 114,508 134,237 46,557 87,249 25 (12.5) 17.2 87.4
Unit value. $878 $884 $830 $720 $883 (5.5) 0.7 (6.1) 227
Ending inventory quantity. 2,724 5,502 2,567 3,638 4,106 (5.8) 102.0 (53.3) 12.9
Turkey subject:
Quantity. 127,166 119,568 62,490 36,953 4,985 (50.9) (6.0) (47.7) (86.5)
Value. 155,681 130,439 61,235 36,547 5,523 (60.7) (16.2) (53.1) (84.9)
Unit value. $1,224 $1,091 $980 $989 $1,108 (20.0) (10.9) (10.2) 12.0
Ending inventory quantity. - - fn2 fn2 fn2 fn2
Subject sources:
Quantity. 918,975 461,022 839,164 402,653 317,045 (8.7) (49.8) 82.0 (21.3)
Value. 1,000,803 424,832 712,180 325,289 325,521 (28.8) (57.6) 67.6 0.1
Unit value. $1,089 $922 $849 $808 $1,027 (22.1) (15.4) (7.9) 271
Ending inventory quantity. 15,847 12,098 39,648 25,235 5,164 150.2 (23.7) 227.7 (79.5)
Subject sources less Greece and India:
Quantity. 666,547 337,500 433,214 200,264 213,797 (35.0) (49.4) 284 6.8
Value. 740,174 324,071 405,445 168,190 235,338 (45.2) (56.2) 251 39.9
Unit value. $1,110 $960 $936 $840 $1,101 (15.7) (13.5) (2.5) 311
Ending inventory quantity. 14,163 10,414 38,747 24,453 4,726 173.6 (26.5) 2721 (80.7)
Nonsubject sources:
Quantity. 430,621 283,569 222,429 84,213 118,007 (48.3) (34.1) (21.6) 40.1
Value. 451,198 242,596 196,261 66,705 123,660 (56.5) (46.2) (19.1) 85.4
Unit value. $1,048 $856 $882 $792 $1,048 (15.8) (18.4) 3.1 323
Ending inventory quantity. 75,734 38,546 30,247 23,536 10,235 (60.1) (49.1) (21.5) (56.5)
Nonsubject sources plus Greece and India
Quantity. 683,049 407,091 628,380 286,603 221,255 (8.0) (40.4) 54.4 (22.8)
Value. 711,827 343,357 502,996 223,804 213,843 (29.3) (51.8) 46.5 (4.5)
Unit value. $1,042 $843 $800 $781 $966 (23.2) (19.1) (5.1) 23.8
Ending inventory quantity. 77,418 40,230 31,148 24,318 10,673 (59.8) (48.0) (22.6) (56.1)
All import sources:
Quantity. 1,349,596 744,591 1,061,594 486,866 435,052 (21.3) (44.8) 426 (10.6)
Value. 1,452,001 667,428 908,441 391,994 449,181 (37.4) (54.0) 36.1 14.6
Unit value. $1,076 $896 $856 $805 $1,032 (20.5) (16.7) (4.5) 28.2
Ending inventory quantity. 91,581 50,644 69,895 48,771 15,399 (23.7) (44.7) 38.0 (68.4)

Table continued on next page.



Table C-6--Continued
LDW carbon and other alloy steel pipe: Summary data concerning the U.S. market, 2015-17, January to June 2017, and January to June 2018
(Quantity=short tons; Value=1,000 dollars; Unit values, unit labor costs, and unit expenses=dollars per short ton; Period changes=percent--exceptions noted)

Reported data Period changes
Calendar year January to June Comparison years Jan-Jun
2015 2016 2017 2017 2018 2015-17 2015-16 2016-17 2017-18
U.S. producers":

Average Capacity QUAaNtILY.............c..reereerrererserseisereenes e o - o
Production quantity. o o o o
Capacity utilization (fn1) o o o o
U.S. shipments:

Quantity. . wx . wx . . x . x

Value o o o o

Unit value. o o o o
Channels of distribution (fn1):

to Distributor: o o o o

to Oil and gas nd USErS............cceeuieueeriereesierneieeens e hiid wae wak ek wax wa . .

to Other end user: o o o o
Export shipments:

Quantity. . wx . wx . . x . x

Value o o o o

Unit value o o o o
Ending inventory quantity.. o o o o
Inventories/total shipments (fn1 il hiid hid sk whx whx ok wx ok
Production worker: o o o o
Hours worked (1,000s) o o o o
Wages paid ($1,000) o o o o
Hourly wages (dollars per hour) o o o o
Productivity (short tons per 1,000 hours; b bl i o whx wxx x wax x
Unit labor cost: wax . . wa . P . . .
Net sales:

Quantity. . x . x . . x . x

Value o o o o

Unit value o o o o
Cost of goods s0ld (COGS).........cceumriiiniiriniininiininienas i hiid wae wax *xx wax . . .
Gross profit or (loss) o o o o
SG&A expense: o o o o
Operating income or (loss). wx wx x x
Net income or (loss) o o o o
Capital expenditure: x x x x
Unit COG o o o o
Unit SG&A exper o o o o
Unit operating income or (loss). B o o o o
Unit net income or (loss) o o o o
COGSsales (fn1) . . o o
Operating income or (loss)/sales (f11)........cccoeeveveieienns hiad sk whx ok whx wx . . v

Net income or (10ss)/sales (f11)........ccovvvevirininieninenenns

Notes:

fn1.--Reported data are in percent and period changes are in percentage points.
fn2.--Undefined.

Source: Compiled from data submitted in response to Commission questionnaires and official U.S. import statistics and proprietary Customs records (to identify Korea subject vs nonsubject) using HTS statistical reporting

numbers 7305.11.1030, 7305.11.1060, 7305.11.5000, 7305.12.1030, 7305.12.1060, 7305.12.5000, 7305.19.1030, 7305.19.1060, 7305.19.5000, 7305.31.4000, 7305.31.6090, 7305.39.1000, and 7305.39.5000, accessed
September 19, 2018.
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Table C-7

Related party exclusion: Single like product

LDWP: Summary data concerning the U.S. market excluding one U.S. producer ***, 2015-17, January to June 2017, and January to June 2018
(Quantity=short tons; Value=1,000 dollars; Unit values, unit labor costs, and unit expenses=dollars per short ton; Period changes=percent--exceptions noted)

Reported data

Period changes

Calendar year January to June Comparison years Jan-Jun
2015 2016 2017 2017 2018 2015-17 2015-16 2016-17 2017-18
U.S. consumption quantity:
Amount 3,133,643 2,271,947 2,337,583 1,057,082 1,013,229 (25.4) (27.5) 29 (4.1)
Producers' share (fn1)
Included producer o o o o
Excluded producer o o o o
All U.S. producers. 56.9 67.0 54.6 53.9 56.9 (2.4) 10.1 (12.5) 3.0
Importers' share (fn1):
Canada 10.8 3.0 75 74 9.9 (3.3) (7.8) 45 25
China 1.7 0.9 1.5 1.9 1.0 (0.2) 0.7) 0.6 (0.9)
Greece. 6.4 4.0 0.6 0.2 10.0 (5.8) (2.4) (3.4) 9.8
India 1.6 14 16.8 18.9 0.2 15.1 (0.2) 16.3 (18.8)
Korea subject P [ e e
Turkey subject 41 53 27 35 0.5 (1.4) 1.2 (2.6) (3.0)
Subject source: . ok e ok e ar e ar e
Subject sources less Greece..........oovvvverererennens bl e bl e bl bl e bl e
Korea nonsubiect o o o o
Turkey nonsubject 0.0 0.0 (0.0) (0.0) (0.0)
Al other source: 10.5 9.9 77 6.3 9.4 (2.8) (0.6) (2.2) 32
Nonsubject source: x ok wex ok . ax e o o
Nonsubject sources plus Greece. o o o o
All import sources. 43.1 33.0 454 46.1 43.1 24 (10.1) 125 (3.0)
U.S. consumption value:
Amount 3,488,860 2,234,580 2,248,792 977,836 1,136,383 (35.5) (36.0) 0.6 16.2
Producers' share (fn1)
Included producer o o o o
Excluded producer o o o o
All U.S. producers. 58.2 69.1 59.4 59.7 59.8 1.2 10.9 (9.7) 0.1
Importers' share (fn1):
Canada 11.9 3.0 8.0 72 1.5 (3.8) (8.9) 5.1 44
China 1.2 0.6 1.4 1.7 1.1 0.3 (0.5) 0.8 (0.6)
Greece. 6.0 33 0.5 0.1 7.8 (5.5) (2.7) (2.8) 78
India 1.5 1.2 13.1 16.0 0.2 11.6 (0.3) 11.9 (15.8)
Korea subject o e e - e
Turkey subject 45 5.8 27 37 0.5 (1.8) 1.3 3.1) (3.3)
Subject source: P . x ok x e o v ke
Subject sources less Greece o o o o
Korea nonsubiect o o o o
Turkey nonsubject 0.0 0.0 (0.0) (0.0) (0.0)
Al other source: 10.9 9.6 76 5.8 9.8 (3.3) (1.3) (2.0) 4.0
Nonsubject source: x ok wx ok x e o ar e
Nonsubject sources plus Greece. o o o o
All import sources. 41.8 30.9 40.6 40.3 40.2 (1.2) (10.9) 9.7 (0.1)
U.S. imports from:
Canada:
Quantity. 338,166 67,666 174,207 78,663 100,254 (48.5) (80.0) 157.5 27.4
Value. 413,856 66,067 180,984 70,109 131,217 (56.3) (84.0) 173.9 87.2
Unit value. $1,224 $976 $1,039 $891 $1,309 (15.1) (20.2) 6.4 46.9
Ending inventory quantity. P e e [
China:
Quantity. 52,301 20,991 35,339 20,334 9,967 (32.4) (59.9) 68.4 (51.0)
Value. 40,494 14,119 31,782 17,077 12,873 (21.5) (65.1) 125.1 (24.6)
Unit value. $774 $673 $899 $840 $1,292 16.2 (13.1) 33.7 53.8
Ending inventory quantity............ccccocoeeerincincinnins o o - -
Greece:
Quantity. 201,344 90,802 13,854 2,097 101,607 (93.1) (54.9) (84.7) 4,744.3
Value. 208,570 74,072 11,420 601 88,769 (94.5) (64.5) (84.6) 14,661.0
Unit value. $1,036 $816 $824 $287 $874 (20.4) (21.3) 1.0 204.7
Ending inventory quantity. o P o o
India:
Quantity. 51,091 32,719 392,135 200,292 1,887 667.5 (36.0) 1,098.5 (99.1)
Value. 52,095 26,689 295,423 156,497 2,207 467.1 (48.8) 1,006.9 (98.6)
Unit value. $1,020 $816 $753 $781 $1,169 (26.1) (20.0) (7.6) 49.7
Ending inventory quantity............ccccocoeeerincinciinnins - - - -
Korea subject:
Quantity. xx . P . P . . war .
Value. o o o o
Unit value. o o o o
Ending inventory quantity. o o o o
Turkey subject:
Quantity. 127,233 119,570 62,490 36,953 4,985 (50.9) (6.0) (47.7) (86.5)
Value. 156,625 130,450 61,235 36,547 5,623 (60.9) (16.7) (53.1) (84.9)
Unit value. $1,231 $1,091 $980 $989 $1,108 (20.4) (11.4) (10.2) 12.0

Ending inventory quantity............ccccocevverienienienienienenens
Subject sources:

Quantity.

Value.

Unit value.

Ending inventory quantity.
Subject sources less Greece:

Quantity.

Value.

Unit value.

Ending inventory quantity............cccoeevverienienienienienenens

Table continued on next page.
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Table C-7--Continued
LDWP: Summary data concerning the U.S. market excluding one U.S. producer ***, 2015-17, January to June 2017, and January to June 2018
(Quantity=short tons; Value=1,000 dollars; Unit values, unit labor costs, and unit expenses=dollars per short ton; Period changes=percent--exceptions noted)

Reported data Period changes
Calendar year January to June Comparison years Jan-Jun
2015 2016 2017 2017 2018 2015-17 2015-16 2016-17 2017-18

Korea nonsubject:

Quantity. . wx . x . . x . x

Value o o o o

Unit value. o o o o

Ending inventory quantity..........ccccccccvieciniciiicinninns e wex hd ek *ax wax wa . .
Turkey nonsubject:

Quantity. . wx . wx . . x . x

Value o o o o

Unit value. o o o o

Ending inventory quantity...........cccccccviciniciiicinninns i wex hd ek *ax rx wa . .
All other sources:

Quantity. 328,727 224,749 180,465 66,114 95,446 (45.1) (31.6) (19.7) 444

Value. 379,887 214,552 170,122 56,896 111,427 (55.2) (43.5) (20.7) 95.8

Unit value $1,156 $955 $943 $861 $1,167 (18.4) (17.4) (1.3) 357

Ending inventory quantity..........cccccccviciniciiieiininns e wex hd ek *ax ax wa *xx ok
Nonsubject sources:

Quantity. . x . x . . x . x

Value o o o o

Unit value o o o o

Ending inventory quantity..........cccccccviciniiciiicinninns i e hd ek *ax wax wa . .
Nonsubject sources plus Greece:

Quantity. . x . x . . x . x

Value o o o o

Unit value. o o o o

Ending inventory quantity............ccccccvieciniciiicinninns i wex hd ek *ax wax e . .
All import sources:

Quantity. 1,350,322 748,879 1,062,270 487,282 436,473 (21.3) (44.5) 41.8 (10.4)

Value. 1,458,943 690,154 912,361 394,420 456,725 (37.5) (52.7) 322 15.8

Unit value $1,080 $922 $859 $809 $1,046 (20.5) (14.7) (6.8) 29.3

Ending inventory quantity...........ccccocccviciniciinciininns e wex hd whe *ax ax wak wax ok

Included U.S. producers":

Average Capacity QUANLILY.............cv.eeereerrererserseesersenes e o ok o
Production quantity. o o o o
Capacity utilization (fn1) o o o o
U.S. shipments:

Quantity. . wx . wx . . x . x

Value o o o o

Unit value. o o o o
Channels of distribution (fn1):

to Distributor: o o o o

to Oil and gas end USErS............coeeuieeueerieinenienneieeens i hiid wae wak ek wax wa . .

to Other end user: o o o o
Export shipments:

Quantity. . x . x . . x . x

Value o o o o

Unit value o o o o
Ending inventory quantity.. o o o o
Inventories/total shipments (fn1 il hiid hid sk whx whx ok wx .
Production worker: o o o o
Hours worked (1,000s) o o o o
Wages paid ($1,000) o o o o
Hourly wages (dollars per hour) o o o o
Productivity (short tons per 1,000 hours; b bl i o whx wxx x wax x
Unit labor cost: wax . . o . P . . .
Net sales:

Quantity. . wx . wx . . x . e

Value o o o o

Unit value o o o o
Cost of goods s0ld (COGS).........cceummmiiiniiriniiciniinisiinns i hiid wae wax *xx wax . . .
Gross profit or (loss) o o o o
SG&A expense: o o o o
Operating income or (loss). wx wx x e
Net income or (loss) o o o o
Capital expenditure: wx x x x
Unit COG o o o o
Unit SG&A exper o o o o
Unit operating income or (loss). ) o o o o
Unit net income or (loss) o o o o
COGSsales (fn1) . . o o
Operating income or (loss)/sales (fn1) ol i o sk whx wax ok wx .
Net income or (loss)/sales (fn1)........cccccoeriniiiiiiiniinciinnns e hiid hd wax *ax wax - . .

Notes:

fn1.--Reported data are in percent and period changes are in percentage points.
fn2.--Undefined.

Source: Compiled from data submitted in response to Commission questionnaires and official U.S. import statistics and proprietary Customs records (to identify Korea subject vs nonsubject) using HTS statistical reporting

numbers 7305.11.1030, 7305.11.1060, 7305.11.5000, 7305.12.1030, 7305.12.1060, 7305.12.5000, 7305.19.1030, 7305.19.1060, 7305.19.5000, 7305.31.4000, 7305.31.6010, 7305.31.6090, 7305.39.1000, and 7305.39.5000,
accessed September 19, 2018.
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Table ALT C-2

LDW line pipe: Summary data concerning the U.S. market excluding one U.S. producer ***, 2015-17, January to June 2017, and January to June 2018

Related party exclusion: Split like product: LDW line pipe

(Quantity=short tons; Value=1,000 dollars; Unit values, unit labor costs, and unit expenses=dollars per short ton; Period changes=percent--exceptions noted)

Reported data

Period changes

Calendar year January to June Comparison years Jan-Jun
2015 2016 2017 2017 2018 2015-17 2015-16 2016-17 2017-18
U.S. consumption quantity:
Amount. 2,870,827 1,999,775 2,025,788 913,317 889,026 (29.4) (30.3) 13 (2.7)
Producers' share (fn1):
Included producers. P o axn o P . ax . ax
Excluded producer: . ex - ex . - ex - ex
All producer: 55.1 66.3 52.4 51.2 55.5 (2.7) 1.2 (13.8) 4.2
Importers' share (fn1):
Canada 1.3 29 8.0 7.9 10.9 (3.3) (8.4) 5.1 3.0
China 1.2 0.6 0.7 1.1 0.4 (0.5) (0.6) 0.1 (0.6)
Greece. 7.0 45 0.7 0.2 1.4 (6.3) (2.5) (3.9) 1.2
India 1.8 1.6 19.3 219 0.2 17.6 (0.1) 17.7 (21.8)
Korea subject . wex [ wex r wx ax wr wex
Turkey subject 4.4 5.8 23 34 0.1 (2.1) 14 (3.6) (3.3)
Subiect source: e o o ax r e ex [ xx
Subject sources less China and Greece................. i el i el i i el i el
Korea nonsubject - ex - ex - - ex . ex
Turkey nonsubject. 0.0 0.0 — (0.0) (0.0) (0.0) —
All other source: 10.8 9.8 76 6.2 9.3 (3.2) (1.0) (2.2) 3.1
Nonsubiject source: . o . o . axn ax axn x
Nonsubject sources plus China and Greece. i el i el i i el i el
All import sources. 449 33.7 47.6 48.8 445 27 (11.2) 13.8 (4.2)
U.S. consumption value:
Amount. 3,198,936 2,004,876 1,955,243 845,210 989,128 (38.9) (37.3) (2.5) 17.0
Producers' share (fn1):
Included producers. axn o axn o axn . ax . ax
Excluded producer: - ex - ex - - ex . ex
All producer: 55.9 67.8 56.9 56.7 57.6 1.0 11.9 (10.9) 1.0
Importers' share (fn1):
Canada 12.6 29 8.8 7.8 13.0 (3.9) (9.7) 58 52
China 0.8 04 0.6 0.8 0.3 (0.2) (0.4) 0.2 (0.4)
Greece. 6.5 37 0.6 0.1 9.0 (5.9) (2.8) (3.1) 8.9
India 1.6 1.3 15.1 18.5 0.1 135 (0.3) 13.8 (18.4)
Korea subject . wex e ex e [ ex [ ex
Turkey subject 4.8 6.4 23 37 0.2 (2.5) 15 (4.0) (3.5)
Subiect source: . o o rx [ r wex . rx
Subject sources less China and Greece................. i el i el i i el i el
Korea nonsubject - ex - ex - - ex . ex
Turkey nonsubject. 0.0 0.0 — (0.0) 0.0 (0.0) —
All other source: 1.2 9.3 75 5.8 9.2 (3.7) (1.9) (1.8) 33
Nonsubiject source: . o . o . . . . ax
Nonsubject sources plus China and Greece. i el i el i i el i el
All import sources. 441 322 43.1 433 42.4 (1.0) (11.9) 10.9 (1.0)
U.S. imports from:
Canada:
Quantity. 324,081 57,112 161,169 71,846 96,783 (50.3) (82.4) 182.2 34.7
Value. 403,449 58,762 171,292 65,627 128,425 (57.5) (85.4) 191.5 95.7
Unit value. $1,245 $1,029 $1,063 $913 $1,327 (14.6) (17.4) 33 453
Ending inventory quantity. o rx pon o . . wax [ ex
China:
Quantity. 34,013 12,263 14,442 9,704 3,829 (57.5) (63.9) 17.8 (60.5)
Value. 25,977 7,595 11,940 6,658 3,424 (54.0) (70.8) 57.2 (48.6)
Unit value. $764 $619 $827 $686 $894 8.3 (18.9) 335 30.3
Ending inventory quantit P o . o e [ xx [ wax
Greece:
Quantity. 201,344 90,802 13,811 2,054 101,607 (93.1) (54.9) (84.8) 4,847.0
Value. 208,570 74,072 11,377 559 88,769 (94.5) (64.5) (84.6) 15,780.4
Unit value. $1,036 $816 $824 $272 $874 (20.5) (21.3) 1.0 221.0
Ending inventory quantity. o o e xx P [ wxx . wex
India:
Quantity. 51,072 32,693 391,976 200,292 1,492 667.5 (36.0) 1,099.0 (99.3)
Value. 52,040 26,663 295,220 156,497 1,294 467.3 (48.8) 1,007.2 (99.2)
Unit value. $1,019 $816 $753 $781 $868 (26.1) (20.0) (7.7) 11.0
Ending inventory quantity. e o pon e o e wrx e wex
Korea subject:
Quantity. rx wax . wxx *xx ax ok . .
Value . ex - ex - . ex - ex
Unit value. - ex - ex - - ex - ex
Ending inventory quantity. - ex - ex - - ex . ex
Turkey subject:
Quantity. 125,951 116,311 45,720 31,201 874 (63.7) (7.7) (60.7) (97.2)
Value. 154,816 127,760 45,787 30,983 1,850 (70.4) (17.5) (64.2) (94.0)
Unit value. $1,229 $1,098 $1,001 $993 $2,117 (18.5) (10.6) (8.8) 113.2

Ending inventory quantity.
Subject sources:

Quantity.

Value.

Unit value.

Ending inventory quantity.
Subject sources less China and Greece

Quantity.

Value.

Unit value.

Ending inventory quantity

Table continued on next page.
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Table ALT C-2--Continued

LDW line pipe: Summary data concerning the U.S. market excluding one U.S. producer ***, 2015-17, January to June 2017, and January to June 2018

(Quantity=short tons; Value=1,000 dollars; Unit values, unit labor costs, and unit expenses=dollars per short ton; Period changes=percent--exceptions noted)

Reported data

Period changes

Calendar year January to June Comparison years Jan-Jun
2015 2016 2017 2017 2018 2015-17 2015-16 2016-17 2017-18
Korea nonsubject:
Quantity. . wx . x . . x . x
Value o o o o
Unit value. o o o o
Ending inventory quantity..........ccccccccvieciniciiicinninns e wex hd ek *ax wax wa . .
Turkey nonsubject:
Quantity. . wx . wx . . x . x
Value o o o o
Unit value. o o o o
Ending inventory quantity...........cccccccviciniciiicinninns i wex hd ek *ax rx wa . .
All other sources:
Quantity. 310,478 196,583 153,883 56,607 82,360 (50.4) (36.7) (21.7) 455
Value. 358,566 186,232 146,169 49,217 90,557 (59.2) (48.1) (21.5) 84.0
Unit value $1,155 $947 $950 $869 $1,100 (17.8) (18.0) 0.3 26.5
Ending inventory quantity..........cccccccviciniciiieiininns e wex hd ek *ax wax wa wax ok
Nonsubject sources:
Quantity. . x . x . . x . x
Value o o o o
Unit value. o o o o
Ending inventory quantity..........cccccccviciniiciiicinninns i e hd ek *ax wax wa . .
Nonsubject sources plus China and Greece:
Quantity. . x . x . . x . x
Value o o o o
Unit value. o o o o
Ending inventory quantity............ccccccvieciniciiicinninns i wex hd ek *ax wax e . .
All import sources:
Quantity. 1,289,161 674,705 963,758 445,334 395,753 (25.2) (47.7) 42.8 (11.1)
Value. 1,410,835 645,289 843,181 366,233 419,028 (40.2) (54.3) 30.7 14.4
Unit value $1,094 $956 $875 $822 $1,059 (20.1) (12.6) (8.5) 28.8
Ending inventory quantity...........ccccocccviciniciinciininns e wex hd whe *ax ax wa wax ok
Included U.S. producers":
Average Capacity QUANLILY.............cv.eeereerrererserseesersenes e o ok o
Production quantity. o o o o
Capacity utilization (fn1) o o o o
U.S. shipments:
Quantity. . wx . wx . . x . x
Value o o o o
Unit value. o o o o
Channels of distribution (fn1):
to Distributor: o o o o
to Oil and gas end USErS............coeeuieeueerieinenienneieeens i hiid wae wak ek wax wa . .
to Other end user: o o o o
Export shipments:
Quantity. . x . x . . x . x
Value o o o o
Unit value o o o o
Ending inventory quantity.. o o o o
Inventories/total shipments (fn1 il hiid hid sk whx whx ok wx .
Production worker: o o o o
Hours worked (1,000s) o o o o
Wages paid ($1,000) o o o o
Hourly wages (dollars per hour) o o o o
Productivity (short tons per 1,000 hours; b bl i o whx wxx x wax x
Unit labor cost: wax . . o . P . . .
Net sales:
Quantity. . wx . wx . . x . e
Value o o o o
Unit value o o o o
Cost of goods s0ld (COGS).........cceummmiiiniiriniiciniinisiinns i hiid wae wax *xx wax . . .
Gross profit or (loss) o o o o
SG&A expense: o o o o
Operating income or (loss). wx wx x e
Net income or (loss) o o o o
Capital expenditure: wx x x x
Unit COG o o o o
Unit SG&A exper o o o o
Unit operating income or (loss). ) o o o o
Unit net income or (loss) o o o o
COGSsales (fn1) . . o o
Operating income or (loss)/sales (fn1) ol i o sk whx wax ok wx .
Net income or (loss)/sales (fn1)........cccccoeriniiiiiiiniinciinnns e hiid hd wax *ax wax - . .
Notes:

fn1.--Reported data are in percent and period changes are in percentage points.

fn2.--Undefined.

Source: Compiled from data submitted in response to Commission questionnaires and official U.S. import statistics and proprietary Customs records (to identify Korea subject vs nonsubject) using HTS statistical reporting

numbers 7305.11.1030, 7305.11.1060, 7305.11.5000, 7305.12.1030, 7305.12.1060, 7305.12.5000, 7305.19.1030, 7305.19.1060, and 7305.19.5000, accessed September 19, 2018
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Related party exclusion: Split like product: LDW structural pipe

Table ALT C-3
LDW structural pipe: Summary data concerning the U.S. market excluding one U.S. producer ***, 2015-17, January to June 2017, and January to June 2018
(Quantity=short tons; Value=1,000 dollars; Unit values, unit labor costs, and unit expenses=dollars per short ton; Period changes=percent--exceptions noted)

Reported data Period changes
Calendar year January to June Comparison years Jan-Jun
2015 2016 2017 2017 2018 2015-17 2015-16 2016-17 2017-18

U.S. consumption quantity:
Amount. 262,816 272,172 311,796 143,764 124,203 18.6 3.6 14.6 (13.6)

Producers' share (fn1):
Included producers.
Excluded producer:

All producer: 76.7 727 68.4 70.8 67.2 (8.3) (4.0) (4.3) (3.6)
Importers' share (fn1):

Canada 54 3.9 4.2 4.7 28 (1.2) (1.5) 0.3 (1.9)
China 7.0 3.2 6.7 74 4.9 (0.3) (3.8) 35 (2.5)
Greece. - 0.0 0.0 0.0 - 0.0 (0.0)
India 0.0 0.0 0.1 - 0.3 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.3
Korea 35 8.6 6.7 6.4 10.9 32 5.1 (1.9) 4.5
Turkey. 0.5 1.2 54 4.0 33 4.9 0.7 4.2 (0.7)
Subiject source: 16.3 16.9 231 226 222 6.7 0.6 6.2 (0.3)
Subject sources less India and Greece. 16.3 16.9 23.0 225 219 6.7 0.6 6.1 (0.6)
Nonsubiject source: 6.9 10.3 8.5 6.6 10.5 1.6 34 (1.8) 39
Nonsubject sources plus India and Greec 7.0 10.4 8.6 6.6 10.9 1.6 34 (1.8) 4.2

All import sources. 233 27.3 316 29.2 32.8 8.3 4.0 43 3.6

U.S. consumption value:
Amount. 301,444 263,980 309,502 139,023 159,799 27 (12.4) 17.2 14.9
Producers' share (fn1):

Included producers.
Excluded producer:

All producer: 80.2 70.0 725 751 68.6 (7.7) (10.2) 25 (6.6)
Importers' share (fn1):
Canada 35 2.8 3.1 3.2 17 (0.3) (0.7) 0.4 (1.5)
China 4.8 25 6.4 75 59 1.6 (2.3) 39 (1.6)
Greece. - 0.0 0.0 0.0 - 0.0 (0.0)
India 0.0 0.0 0.1 - 0.6 0.0 (0.0) 0.1 0.6
Korea 3.6 12.9 52 4.6 79 15 9.2 (7.7) 32
Turkey. 0.8 1.2 5.0 4.0 23 4.2 04 3.8 (1.7)
Subiject source: 12.7 19.3 19.8 19.4 18.4 71 6.5 0.5 (1.0)
Subject sources less India and Greece. 12.7 19.2 19.7 19.3 17.8 7.0 6.6 0.4 (1.5)
Nonsubiject source: 71 10.7 77 55 13.1 0.7 37 (3.0) 75
Nonsubject sources plus India and Greec 71 10.7 7.8 56 13.6 0.7 36 (2.9) 8.1
All import sources. 19.8 30.0 275 249 314 77 10.2 (2.5) 6.6
U.S. imports from:
Canada:
Quantity. 14,085 10,554 13,038 6,817 3,471 (7.4) (25.1) 235 (49.1)
Value. 10,407 7,304 9,692 4,482 2,792 (6.9) (29.8) 327 (37.7)
Unit value. $739 $692 $743 $657 $804 0.6 (6.3) 74 22.3
Ending inventory quantity. pon o o o e . wex r wex
China:
Quantity. 18,288 8,728 20,897 10,629 6,137 143 (52.3) 139.4 (42.3)
Value. 14,517 6,525 19,842 10,419 9,448 36.7 (55.1) 204.1 (9.3)
Unit value. $794 $748 $950 $980 $1,539 19.6 (5.8) 27.0 57.1
Ending inventory quantity. e wrx o o pon [ ex wr ex
Greece:
Quantity. 44 44 fn2 fn2 fn2 (100.0)
Value. 42 42 fn2 fn2 fn2 (100.0)
Unit value. - $974 $974 fn2 fn2 fn2 (100.0)
Ending inventory quantity. . ex P o . P wex . wex
India:
Quantity. 19 26 159 395 740.1 37.7 510.1 fn2
Value. 54 26 202 912 2737 (52.3) 683.8 fn2
Unit value. $2,854 $988 $1,269 - $2,310 (55.5) (65.4) 285 fn2
Ending inventory quantity. P o P ex o [ ex [ wex
Korea:
Quantity. 9,237 23,441 21,023 9,198 13,519 127.6 153.8 (10.3) 47.0
Value. 10,958 33,924 15,954 6,397 12,545 45.6 209.6 (53.0) 96.1
Unit value. $1,186 $1,447 $759 $695 $928 (36.0) 22.0 (47.6) 33.4
Ending inventory quantity. P o pon o . [ ex P ex
Turkey:
Quantity. 1,282 3,259 16,770 5,752 4,111 1,207.9 154.2 414.6 (28.5)
Value. 2,369 3,042 15,447 5,565 3,674 552.0 28.4 407.9 (34.0)
Unit value. $1,848 $933 $921 $968 $894 (50.1) (49.5 (1.3) (7.6)
Ending inventory quantity. o o e o e e xx . wex
Subject sources:
Quantity. 42,912 46,008 71,931 32,440 27,634 67.6 7.2 56.3 (14.8)
Value. 38,306 50,821 61,180 26,904 29,371 59.7 327 204 9.2
Unit value. $893 $1,105 $851 $829 $1,063 (4.7) 237 (23.0) 28.2
Ending inventory quantit pon o e ex pon - xx [ xx
Subject sources less India and Greece:
Quantity. 42,893 45,982 71,728 32,396 27,239 67.2 7.2 56.0 (15.9)
Value. 38,252 50,795 60,935 26,862 28,459 59.3 32.8 20.0 5.9
Unit value. $892 $1,105 $850 $829 $1,045 (4.7) 239 (23.1) 26.0
Ending inventory quantity. e o o ex o - ax [ wex
Nonsubject sources:
Quantity. 18,250 28,166 26,581 9,508 13,086 45.7 54.3 (5.6) 37.6
Value. 21,321 28,321 23,953 7,679 20,870 123 32.8 (15.4) 171.8
Unit value. $1,168 $1,005 $901 $808 $1,595 (22.9) (13.9) (10.4) 97.5

Ending inventory quantity.

Table continued on next page.
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Table ALT C-3--Continued

LDW structural pipe: Summary data concerning the U.S. market excluding one U.S. producer ***, 2015-17, January to June 2017, and January to June 2018
(Quantity=short tons; Value=1,000 dollars; Unit values, unit labor costs, and unit expenses=dollars per short ton; Period changes=percent--exceptions noted)

Reported data

Period changes

Calendar year January to June Comparison years Jan-Jun
2015 2016 2017 2017 2018 2015-17 2015-16 2016-17 2017-18

Nonsubject sources plus India and Greece:

Quantity. 18,269 28,192 26,784 9,551 13,481 46.6 54.3 (5.0) 411

Value. 21,375 28,346 24,198 7,722 21,783 13.2 32.6 (14.6) 182.1

Unit value. $1,170 $1,005 $903 $808 $1,616 (22.8) (14.1) (10.1) 99.9

Ending inventory quantity..........ccccccccvieciniciiicinninns e wex hd wax *ax wax wak wax ok
All import sources:

Quantity. 61,161 74,174 98,513 41,947 40,720 61.1 21.3 32.8 (2.9)

Value. 59,628 79,141 85,133 34,584 50,241 42.8 32.7 76 45.3

Unit value. $975 $1,067 $864 $824 $1,234 (11.4) 9.4 (19.0) 497

Ending inventory quantity...........cccccccviciniciiicinninns i wex hd wax *ax ax e wax ok

Included U.S. producers":

Average capacity quantity............c..oooeveiininiicnie wen e o .
Production quantity. i hiid whx ok whx whx ok . v
Capacity utilization (fn1). o o o o
U.S. shipments:

Quantity. . x . x . . x . x

Value o o o o

Unit value o o o o
Channels of distribution (fn1):

to Distributor: o o o o

to Oil and gas nd USErS............cceeuieeueerieineniinieieeens i hiid wae wak ek wax wa . .

to Other end user: o o o o
Export shipments:

Quantity. xx . P . P war . war .

Value o o o o

Unit value. o o o o
Ending inventory quantity.. o o o o
Inventories/total shipments (fn1 i hiid o sk whx whx ok wx ok
Production worker: o o o o
Hours worked (1,000s) o o o o
Wages paid ($1,000) o o o o
Hourly wages (dollars per hour) o o o o
Productivity (short tons per 1,000 hours; b bl i o whx wxx wx wax x
Unit labor cost o o o o
Net sales:

Quantity. . wx . wx . . x . x

Value o o o o

Unit value. o o o o
Cost of goods sold (COGS)........corvrimmiiiiniiieininiereeereeeeene e hiid wae ok *ax wax - . .
Gross profit or (loss) o o o o
SG&A expense: o o o o
Operating income or (loss). x wx x x
Net income or (I0ss) o o o o
Capital expenditure: x x x x
Unit COG o o o o
Unit SG&A exper o o o o
Unit operating income or (loss). B o o o o
Unit net income or (loss) o o o o
COGSsales (fn1) . . o o

Operating income or (loss)/sales (f11).......ccoovereerierierienn
Net income or (l0ss)/sales (f11)........cccovvvivininininienenenns

Notes:

fn1.--Reported data are in percent and period changes are in percentage points.
fn2.--Undefined.

Source: Compiled from data submitted in response to Commission questionnaires and official U.S. import statistics using HTS statistical reporting numbers 7305.31.4000, 7305.31.6010, 7305.31.6090, 7305.39.1000, and

7305.39.5000, accessed September 19, 2018.
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Related Party Exclusion: Split like product: LDW stainless steel structural pipe

Table ALT C-4
LDW stainless steel structural pipe: Summary data concerning the U.S. market excluding one U.S. producer ***, 2015-17, January to June 2017, and January to June 2018
(Quantity=short tons; Value=1,000 dollars; Unit values, unit labor costs, and unit expenses=dollars per short ton; Period changes=percent--exceptions noted)

Reported data Period changes
Calendar year January to June Comparison years Jan-Jun
2015 2016 2017 2017 2018 2015-17 2015-16 2016-17 2017-18
U.S. consumption quantity:
Amount - ex - ex - - ex - ex
Producers' share (fn1):
Included producers. wrx wx wax wx wax . wxk . x
Excluded producer: . ex - ex . - ex - ex
Al producer - ex - ex - - ex - ex
Importers' share (fn1):
Canada - ex - ex - - ex - ex
China - ex - ex - - ex . ex
Greece. - ex - ex - - ex . ex
India . ex - ex . - ex . ex
Korea . ex - ex - - ex - ex
Turkey. . ex - ex - . ex - ex
Subiject source: - ex - ex - . ex - ex
Subject sources less Greece and Turkey. o e o e o o e o e
Nonsubiject source: wrx wx wax wx wax . wxx . x
Nonsubject sources plus Greece and Turke! o e o e o o e o e
All import sources . ex - ex . - ex - ex
U.S. consumption value:
Amount - ex - ex - - ex . ex
Producers' share (fn1):
Included producers. rx wx wax wx wax . wxx . x
Excluded producer: . ex - ex . - ex - ex
Al producer . ex - ex - - ex - ex
Importers' share (fn1):
Canada - ex - ex - - ex . ex
China - ex - ex - - ex . ex
Greece. . ex - ex . - ex . ex
India . ex - ex . - ex - ex
Korea - ex - ex - - ex . ex
Turkey. . ex - ex - - ex . ex
Subiect source: . ex - ex . - ex - ex
Subject sources less Greece and Turkey. o e o e o o e o e
Nonsubiject source: rx wx wax wx wax . wxx . x
Nonsubject sources plus Greece and Turke! o e o e o o e o e
All import sources. - ex - ex - - ex . ex
U.S. imports from:
Canada:
Quantity. 98 128 58 10 44 (41.0) 30.1 (54.7) 338.7
Value. 756 810 458 86 387 (39.4) 71 (43.4) 349.4
Unit value. $7,695 $6,330 $7,904 $8,662 $8,874 27 7.7 249 24
Ending inventory quantity. pon o e o . wr wex . ex
China:
Quantity. 70 401 369 177 fn2 fn2 4771 (51.9)
Value. 253 2,335 2,013 1,137 fn2 fn2 823.6 (43.5)
Unit value. $3,636 $5,820 $5,461 $6,415 fn2 fn2 60.0 17.5
Ending inventory quantity. . o . e o P wrx [ rx
Greece:
Quantity. fn2 fn2 fn2 fn2
Value. fn2 fn2 fn2 fn2
Unit value. - - fn2 fn2 fn2 fn2
Ending inventory quantity. . ex - ex . P wex . wex
India:
Quantity. 7 39 246 442.0 (100.0) fn2 fn2
Value. 36 107 793 200.6 (100.0) fn2 fn2
Unit value. $4,930 - $2,734 - $3,225 (44.5) (100.0) fn2 fn2
Ending inventory quantity. o ex P ex r . xx P wex
Korea:
Quantity. 435 2,978 30 1 (93.1) 585.2 (99.0) fn2
Value. 4,075 17,680 107 7 (97.4) 333.8 (99.4) fn2
Unit value. $9,378 $5,938 $3,591 - $4,603 (61.7) (36.7) (39.5) fn2
Ending inventory quantity. o o e ex pon r wex [ wex
Turkey:
Quantity. 67 2 - (100.0) (97.6) (100.0) fn2
Value. 944 10 - (100.0) (98.9) (100.0) fn2
Unit value. $14,152 $6,459 - (100.0) (54.4) (100.0) fn2
Ending inventory quantity. pen o - ex - [ wex [ wex
Subject sources:
Quantity. 607 3,177 528 379 468 (13.0) 4235 (83.4) 23.6
Value. 5,812 18,753 3,007 2,099 2,324 (48.3) 2227 (84.0) 10.7
Unit value. $9,578 $5,903 $5,694 $5,545 $4,964 (40.6) (38.4) (3.6) (10.5)
Ending inventory quantit o o e o P [ ax [ ex
Subject sources less Greece and Turkey:
Quantity. 540 3,175 528 379 468 (2.2) 487.9 (83.4) 23.6
Value. 4,867 18,743 3,007 2,099 2,324 (38.2) 285.1 (84.0) 10.7
Unit value. $9,012 $5,903 $5,694 $5,545 $4,964 (36.8) (34.5) (3.5) (10.5)
Ending inventory quantity. o o e o P [ . [ ax
Nonsubject sources:
Quantity. 120 1,111 148 37 952 240 829.5 (86.7) 2,483.3
Value. 1,131 3,973 912 327 5,220 (19.3) 251.3 (77.0) 1,498.7
Unit value. $9,458 $3,574 $6,151 $8,857 $5,481 (35.0) (62.2) 721 (38.1)

Ending inventory quantity.

Table continued on next page.
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Table ALT C-4--Continued

LDW stainless steel structural pipe: Summary data concerning the U.S. market excluding one U.S. producer ***, 2015-17, January to June 2017, and January to June 2018
(Quantity=short tons; Value=1,000 dollars; Unit values, unit labor costs, and unit expenses=dollars per short ton; Period changes=percent--exceptions noted)

Nonsubject sources plus Greece and Turkey:
Quantity.
Value.
Unit value.

Ending inventory quantity............cccocevverieniinienienienennens

All import sources:

Quantity.

Value.

Unit value.

Ending inventory quantity............cccocevverienienienienienennens
Included U.S. producers":

Average capacity qUaNtity...........cocevererenenieneieee e

Production quantity.

Capacity utilization (fn1).

U.S. shipments:
Quantity.
Value.
Unit value.

Channels of distribution (fn1):
to Distributor:
to Oil and gas €nd USErS..........cccovererierierieresiesiesieiens
to Other end user:

Export shipments:
Quantity.
Value.
Unit value.

Ending inventory quantity..

Inventories/total shipments (fn1

Production worker:

Hours worked (1,000s)

Wages paid ($1,000).

Hourly wages (dollars per hour)

Productivity (short tons per 1,000 hours

Unit labor cost:

Net sales:
Quantity.
Value.
Unit value.

Cost of goods s0ld (COGS)......coerviiiriiieeiieieieieieeeen

Gross profit or (loss)

SG&A expense:

Operating income or (loss).

Net income or (loss)

Capital expenditure:

Unit COG

Unit SG&A exper

Unit operating income or (loss).

Unit net income or (loss)

COGS/sales (fn1).

Operating income or (loss)/sales (fn1)

Net income or (l0ss)/sales (f11)........cccovvvivininininienenenns

Reported data

Period changes

Calendar year January to June Comparison years Jan-Jun

2015 2016 2017 2017 2018 2015-17 2015-16 2016-17 2017-18
186 1,113 148 37 952 (20.4) 497.5 (86.7) 2,483.3
2,075 3,983 912 327 5,220 (56.0) 91.9 (77.1) 1,498.7
$11,139 $3,578 $6,151 $8,857 $5,481 (44.8) (67.9) 71.9 (38.1)
726 4,288 677 415 1,420 (6.9) 490.4 (84.2) 241.9
6,943 22,726 3,920 2,426 7,544 (43.5) 227.3 (82.8) 211.0
$9,558 $5,300 $5,794 $5,839 $5,311 (39.4) (44.6) 9.3 (9.0)

Notes:

fn1.--Reported data are in percent and period changes are in percentage points.

fn2.--Undefined.
fn3.--Not gathered.

Source: Compiled from data submitted in response to Commission questionnaires and official U.S. import statistics using HTS statistical reporting number 7305.31.6010, accessed September 19, 2018.
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Related Party Exclusion: Split like product: LDW carbon and other alloy steel structural pipe

Table ALT C-5
LDW carbon and other alloy steel structural pipe: Summary data concerning the U.S. market excluding one U.S. producer ***, 2015-17, January to June 2017, and January to June 2018
(Quantity=short tons; Value=1,000 dollars; Unit values, unit labor costs, and unit expenses=dollars per short ton; Period changes=percent--exceptions noted)

Reported data Period changes
Calendar year January to June Comparison years Jan-Jun
2015 2016 2017 2017 2018 2015-17 2015-16 2016-17 2017-18
U.S. consumption quantity:
Amount - ex - ex - - ex - ex
Producers' share (fn1):
Included producers. wrx wx wax wx wax . wxk . x
Excluded producer: . ex - ex . - ex - ex
Al producer - ex - ex - - ex - ex
Importers' share (fn1):
Canada - ex - ex - - ex - ex
China - ex - ex - - ex . ex
Greece. - ex - ex - - ex . ex
India . ex - ex . - ex . ex
Korea . ex - ex - - ex - ex
Turkey. . ex - ex - . ex - ex
Subiject source: - ex - ex - . ex - ex
Subject sources less Greece and India o e o e o o e o e
Nonsubiject source: wrx wx wax wx wax . wxx . x
Nonsubject sources plus Greece and Indi o e o e o o e o e
All import sources . ex - ex . - ex - ex
U.S. consumption value:
Amount - ex - ex - - ex . ex
Producers' share (fn1):
Included producers. rx wx wax wx wax . wxx . x
Excluded producer: . ex - ex . - ex - ex
Al producer . ex - ex - - ex - ex
Importers' share (fn1):
Canada - ex - ex - - ex . ex
China - ex - ex - - ex . ex
Greece. . ex - ex . - ex . ex
India . ex - ex . - ex - ex
Korea - ex - ex - - ex . ex
Turkey. . ex - ex - - ex . ex
Subiect source: . ex - ex . - ex - ex
Subject sources less Greece and India o e o e o o e o e
Nonsubiject source: rx wx wax wx wax . wxx . x
Nonsubject sources plus Greece and Indi o e o e o o e o e
All import sources. - ex - ex - - ex . ex
U.S. imports from:
Canada:
Quantity. 13,987 10,426 12,980 6,807 3,428 (7.2) (25.5) 245 (49.6)
Value. 9,651 6,495 9,234 4,396 2,405 (4.3) (32.7) 422 (45.3)
Unit value. $690 $623 $711 $646 $702 3.1 (9.7) 14.2 8.6
Ending inventory quantity. pon o e o pen [ ax . wex
China:
Quantity. 18,288 8,659 20,496 10,261 5,960 121 (52.7) 136.7 (41.9)
Value. 14,517 6,272 17,507 8,405 8,311 20.6 (56.8) 179.1 (1.1)
Unit value. $794 $724 $854 $819 $1,394 76 (8.8) 17.9 70.2
Ending inventory quantity. e ex P rx e [ rx wr wax
Greece:
Quantity. 44 44 fn2 fn2 fn2 (100.0)
Value. 42 42 fn2 fn2 fn2 (100.0)
Unit value. - $974 $974 fn2 fn2 fn2 (100.0)
Ending inventory quantity. . ex P o . P wex . wex
India:
Quantity. 12 26 120 149 923.4 1223 360.3 fn2
Value. 19 26 95 120 414.0 39.2 269.3 fn2
Unit value. $1,578 $988 $793 - $802 (49.8) (37.4) (19.8) fn2
Ending inventory quantity. o o pon ex pen [ wex [ wex
Korea:
Quantity. 8,803 20,463 20,993 9,198 13,518 138.5 1325 26 47.0
Value. 6,883 16,244 15,846 6,397 12,538 130.2 136.0 (2.4) 96.0
Unit value. $782 $794 $755 $695 $927 (3.5) 1.5 (4.9) 33.4
Ending inventory quantity. e rx pon o . [ wex . ex
Turkey:
Quantity. 1,216 3,257 16,770 5,752 4,111 1,279.7 168.0 4148 (28.5)
Value. 1,425 3,031 15,447 5,565 3,674 984.1 1127 409.6 (34.0)
Unit value. $1,172 $931 $921 $968 $894 (21.4) (20.6) (1.0) (7.6)
Ending inventory quantity. . e e o e e ex . wex
Subject sources:
Quantity. 42,305 42,832 71,403 32,061 27,166 68.8 1.2 66.7 (15.3)
Value. 32,495 32,068 58,172 24,805 27,047 79.0 (1.3) 814 9.0
Unit value. $768 $749 $815 $774 $996 6.1 (2.5) 8.8 28.7
Ending inventory quantit P wax o wex pon [ wex [ xx
Subject sources less Greece and India:
Quantity. 42,293 42,806 71,239 32,018 27,017 68.4 1.2 66.4 (15.6)
Value. 32,476 32,042 58,035 24,763 26,928 78.7 (1.3) 81.1 8.7
Unit value. $768 $749 $815 $773 $997 6.1 (2.5) 8.8 28.9
Ending inventory quantity. P wax o o pen [ rx [ xx
Nonsubject sources:
Quantity. 18,130 27,054 26,433 9,471 12,134 45.8 49.2 (2.3) 28.1
Value. 20,190 24,348 23,041 7,353 15,650 14.1 20.6 (5.4) 112.8
Unit value. $1,114 $900 $872 $776 $1,290 (21.7) (19.2) (3.1) 66.1

Ending inventory quantity.

Table continued on next page.
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Table ALT C-5--Continued
LDW carbon and other alloy steel structural pipe: Summary data concerning the U.S. market excluding one U.S. producer ***, 2015-17, January to June 2017, and January to June 2018
(Quantity=short tons; Value=1,000 dollars; Unit values, unit labor costs, and unit expenses=dollars per short ton; Period changes=percent--exceptions noted)

Reported data Period changes
Calendar year January to June Comparison years Jan-Jun
2015 2016 2017 2017 2018 2015-17 2015-16 2016-17 2017-18

Nonsubject sources plus Greece and India:

Quantity. 18,142 27,080 26,597 9,514 12,283 46.6 49.3 (1.8) 29.1

Value. 20,209 24,374 23,179 7,395 15,770 14.7 20.6 (4.9) 113.2

Unit value $1,114 $900 $871 $777 $1,284 (21.8) (19.2) (3.2) 65.2

Ending inventory quantity..........ccccccccvieciniciiicinninns e wex hd wax *ax rx wak wax .
All import sources:

Quantity. 60,435 69,886 97,836 41,532 39,299 61.9 15.6 40.0 (5.4)

Value. 52,685 56,416 81,213 32,158 42,697 54.1 71 44.0 328

Unit value. $872 $807 $830 $774 $1,086 (4.8) (7.4) 238 40.3

Ending inventory quantity...........cccccccviciniciiicinninns i wex hd wax *ax rx wa wax ok

Included U.S. producers":

Average capacity quantity............c..oooeveiininiicnie wen e o .
Production quantity. i hiid whx ok whx whx ok . v
Capacity utilization (fn1). o o o o
U.S. shipments:

Quantity. . x . x . . x . x

Value o o o o

Unit value o o o o
Channels of distribution (fn1):

to Distributor: o o o o

to Oil and gas nd USErS............cceeuieeueerieineniinieieeens i hiid wae wak ek wax wa . .

to Other end user: o o o o
Export shipments:

Quantity. xx . P . P war . war .

Value o o o o

Unit value. o o o o
Ending inventory quantity.. o o o o
Inventories/total shipments (fn1 - bl x i hiid whx whx ok whx ok
Production worker: o o o o
Hours worked (1,000s) o o o o
Wages paid ($1,000) o o o o
Hourly wages (dollars per hour) ) o o o o
Productivity (short tons per 1,000 hours; b bl i o whx wxx wx wax x
Unit labor cost o o o o
Net sales:

Quantity. . wx . wx . . x . x

Value o o o o

Unit value. o o o o
Cost of goods sold (COGS)........corvrimmiiiiniiieininiereeereeeeene e hiid wae ok *ax wax - . .
Gross profit or (loss) o o o o
SG&A expense: o o o o
Operating income or (loss). x wx x x
Net income or (I0ss) o o o o
Capital expenditure: x x x x
Unit COG o o o o
Unit SG&A exper o o o o
Unit operating income or (loss). B o o o o
Unit net income or (loss) o o o o
COGSsales (fn1) . . o o
Operating income or (loss)/sales (f11)........cccoeeeeieieienns hiad sk whx ok whx wx ok . v
Net income or (loss)/sales (fn1)........cccccoeviniiiiiiiniinciinnns e hiid hd wax *xx wax . . .

Notes:

fn1.--Reported data are in percent and period changes are in percentage points.
fn2.--Undefined.

Source: Compiled from data submitted in response to Commission questionnaires and official U.S. import statistics using HTS statistical reporting numbers 7305.31.4000, 7305.31.6090, 7305.39.1000, and 7305.39.5000,
accessed September 19, 2018.
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Related party exclusion:

Split like product: LDW carbon and other alloy steel pipe

Table ALT C-6
LDW carbon and other alloy steel pipe: Summary data concerning the U.S. market excluding one U.S. producer ***, 2015-17, January to June 2017, and January to June 2018

(Quantity=short tons; Value=1,000 dollars; Unit values, unit labor costs, and unit expenses=dollars per short ton; Period changes=percent--exceptions noted)

Reported data

Period changes

Ending inventory quantity.

Calendar year January to June Comparison years Jan-Jun
2015 2016 2017 2017 2018 2015-17 2015-16 2016-17 2017-18
U.S. consumption quantity:
Amount - ex - ex - - ex - ex
Producers' share (fn1):
Included producers. wrx wx wax wx wax . wxk . x
Excluded producer: . ex - ex . - ex - ex
Al producer - ex - ex - - ex - ex
Importers' share (fn1):
Canada - ex - ex - - ex - ex
China - ex - ex - - ex . ex
Greece. - ex - ex - - ex . ex
India . ex - ex . - ex . ex
Korea . ex - ex - - ex - ex
Turkey. . ex - ex - . ex - ex
Subiject source: - ex - ex - . ex - ex
Subject sources less Greece and India o e o e o o e o e
Nonsubiject source: wrx wx wax wx wax . wxx . x
Nonsubject sources plus Greece and Indi o e o e o o e o e
All import sources . ex - ex . - ex - ex
U.S. consumption value:
Amount - ex - ex - - ex . ex
Producers' share (fn1):
Included producers. rx wx wax wx wax . wxx . x
Excluded producer: . ex - ex . - ex - ex
Al producer . ex - ex - - ex - ex
Importers' share (fn1):
Canada - ex - ex - - ex . ex
China - ex - ex - - ex . ex
Greece. . ex - ex . - ex . ex
India . ex - ex . - ex - ex
Korea - ex - ex - - ex . ex
Turkey. . ex - ex - - ex . ex
Subiect source: . ex - ex . - ex - ex
Subject sources less Greece and India o e o e o o e o e
Nonsubiject source: rx wx wax wx wax . wxx . x
Nonsubject sources plus Greece and Indi o e o e o o e o e
All import sources. - ex - ex - - ex . ex
U.S. imports from:
Canada:
Quantity. 338,068 67,538 174,149 78,654 100,211 (48.5) (80.0) 157.9 27.4
Value. 413,100 65,257 180,526 70,023 130,830 (56.3) (84.2) 176.6 86.8
Unit value. $1,222 $966 $1,037 $890 $1,306 (15.2) (20.9) 73 46.6
Ending inventory quantity. . o pen wxx pon [ wxx [ o
China:
Quantity. 52,301 20,922 34,938 19,965 9,789 (33.2) (60.0) 67.0 (51.0)
Value. 40,494 13,866 29,447 15,064 11,735 (27.3) (65.8) 112.4 (22.1)
Unit value. $774 $663 $843 $755 $1,199 8.9 (14.4) 272 58.9
Ending inventory quantity. P o o o pon [ wex [ xx
Greece:
Quantity. 201,344 90,802 13,854 2,097 101,607 (93.1) (54.9) (84.7) 4,744.3
Value. 208,570 74,072 11,420 601 88,769 (94.5) (64.5) (84.6) 14,661.0
Unit value. $1,036 $816 $824 $287 $874 (20.4) (21.3) 1.0 204.7
Ending inventory quantity. o o e e P e wxx . wex
India:
Quantity. 51,083 32,719 392,096 200,292 1,641 667.6 (35.9) 1,098.4 (99.2)
Value. 52,059 26,689 295,315 156,497 1,414 467.3 (48.7) 1,006.5 (99.1)
Unit value. $1,019 $816 $753 $781 $862 (26.1) (20.0) (7.7) 10.3
Ending inventory quantity. e o o e pen e wex P wax
Korea:
Quantity. 149,012 129,472 161,636 64,692 98,813 8.5 (13.1) 248 52.7
Value. 130,900 114,508 134,237 46,557 87,249 25 (12.5) 17.2 87.4
Unit value. $878 $884 $830 $720 $883 (5.5) 0.7 (6.1) 227
Ending inventory quantity. . s o ex pon [ wex e ax
Turkey subject:
Quantity. 127,166 119,568 62,490 36,953 4,985 (50.9) (6.0) (47.7) (86.5)
Value. 155,681 130,439 61,235 36,547 5,523 (60.7) (16.2) (53.1) (84.9)
Unit value. $1,224 $1,091 $980 $989 $1,108 (20.0) (10.9) (10.2) 12.0
Ending inventory quantity. r e pon o pon [ ex [ ex
Subject sources:
Quantity. 918,975 461,022 839,164 402,653 317,045 (8.7) (49.8) 82.0 (21.3)
Value. 1,000,803 424,832 712,180 325,289 325,521 (28.8) (57.6) 67.6 0.1
Unit value. $1,089 $922 $849 $808 $1,027 (22.1) (15.4) (7.9) 271
Ending inventory quantit o rx e o . e ex e wex
Subject sources less Greece and India:
Quantity. 666,547 337,500 433,214 200,264 213,797 (35.0) (49.4) 284 6.8
Value. 740,174 324,071 405,445 168,190 235,338 (45.2) (56.2) 251 39.9
Unit value. $1,110 $960 $936 $840 $1,101 (15.7) (13.5) (2.5) 311
Ending inventory quantity. o o o o e [ xx r wex
Nonsubject sources:
Quantity. 430,621 283,569 222,429 84,213 118,007 (48.3) (34.1) (21.6) 40.1
Value. 451,198 242,596 196,261 66,705 123,660 (56.5) (46.2) (19.1) 85.4
Unit value. $1,048 $856 $882 $792 $1,048 (15.8) (18.4) 3.1 323

Table continued on next page.
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Table ALT C-6--Continued
LDW carbon and other alloy steel pipe: Summary data concerning the U.S. market excluding one U.S. producer ***, 2015-17, January to June 2017, and January to June 2018
(Quantity=short tons; Value=1,000 dollars; Unit values, unit labor costs, and unit expenses=dollars per short ton; Period changes=percent--exceptions noted)

Reported data Period changes
Calendar year January to June Comparison years Jan-Jun
2015 2016 2017 2017 2018 2015-17 2015-16 2016-17 2017-18

Nonsubject sources plus Greece and India:

Quantity. 683,049 407,091 628,380 286,603 221,255 (8.0) (40.4) 54.4 (22.8)

Value. 711,827 343,357 502,996 223,804 213,843 (29.3) (51.8) 46.5 (4.5)

Unit value $1,042 $843 $800 $781 $966 (23.2) (19.1) (5.1) 23.8

Ending inventory quantity..........ccccccccvieciniciiicinninns e wex hd wax *ax wrx wak wax ok
All import sources:

Quantity. 1,349,596 744,591 1,061,594 486,866 435,052 (21.3) (44.8) 426 (10.6)

Value. 1,452,001 667,428 908,441 391,994 449,181 (37.4) (54.0) 36.1 14.6

Unit value. $1,076 $896 $856 $805 $1,032 (20.5) (16.7) (4.5) 28.2

Ending inventory quantity...........cccccccviciniciiicinninns i wex hd wax *ax ax ok *ax .

Included U.S. producers":

Average capacity quantity............c..oooeveiininiicnie wen e o .
Production quantity. i hiid whx ok whx whx ok . v
Capacity utilization (fn1). o o o o
U.S. shipments:

Quantity. . x . x . . x . x

Value o o o o

Unit value o o o o
Channels of distribution (fn1):

to Distributor: o o o o

to Oil and gas nd USErS............cceeuieeueerieineniinieieeens i hiid wae wak ek wax wa . .

to Other end user: o o o o
Export shipments:

Quantity. xx . P . P war . war .

Value o o o o

Unit value. o o o o
Ending inventory quantity.. o o o o
Inventories/total shipments (fn1 i hiid o sk whx whx ok wx ok
Production worker: o o o o
Hours worked (1,000s) o o o o
Wages paid ($1,000) o o o o
Hourly wages (dollars per hour) o o o o
Productivity (short tons per 1,000 hours; b bl i o whx wxx wx wax x
Unit labor cost o o o o
Net sales:

Quantity. . wx . wx . . x . x

Value o o o o

Unit value. o o o o
Cost of goods sold (COGS)........corvrimmiiiiniiieininiereeereeeeene e hiid wae ok *ax wax - . .
Gross profit or (loss) o o o o
SG&A expense: o o o o
Operating income or (loss). x wx x x
Net income or (I0ss) o o o o
Capital expenditure: x x x x
Unit COG o o o o
Unit SG&A exper o o o o
Unit operating income or (loss). o o o o
Unit net income or (loss) o o o o
COGSsales (fn1) . o o o
Operating income or (loss)/sales (f11)........cccoeeeeieieienns hiad sk whx ok whx wx ok . v

Net income or (l0ss)/sales (f11)........cccovvvivininininienenenns

Notes:

fn1.--Reported data are in percent and period changes are in percentage points.
fn2.--Undefined.

Source: Compiled from data submitted in response to Commission questionnaires and official U.S. import statistics and proprietary Customs records (to identify Korea subject vs nonsubject) using HTS statistical reporting

numbers 7305.11.1030, 7305.11.1060, 7305.11.5000, 7305.12.1030, 7305.12.1060, 7305.12.5000, 7305.19.1030, 7305.19.1060, 7305.19.5000, 7305.31.4000, 7305.31.6090, 7305.39.1000, and 7305.39.5000, accessed
September 19, 2018.
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APPENDIX D

Domestic like product considerations: Negligibility

D-1



D-2



In appendix D, tables D-1 through D-10 and figures D-1 through D-5 which present data on
domestic like product considerations (negligibility) for U.S. imports in the rolling twelve month average
period preceding the filing of the petition, January through December 2017. Tables D-11 and D-12
present data on LDW line and structural of U.S. producers’ and importers’ U.S. shipments, by sources
and channels of distribution, 2015-17, January to June 2017, and January to June 2018. Tables D-13 and
D-14 present data on LDW line and structural pipe for U.S. imports by border of entry during 2017, and
tables D-15 and D-16 present data on LDW line and structural pipe by arranged imports for July 2018
through June 2019. Tables D-17 and D-18 present data on LDW line and structural imports by month,
while D-18a and D-18b present data on LDW stainless steel pipe and LDW structural non-stainless steel
pipe, respectively, for January 2015 through September 2018. Table D-19 presents data on the summary
of winning bids, by source and product type.

Table D-1
LDW line pipe: U.S. imports in the twelve month period preceding the filing of the petition,
January through December 2017

January 2017 through December 2017
AD investigations CVD investigations

Quantity Share of Quantity Share of

(short quantity (short quantity

Item tons) (percent) tons) (percent)

U.S. imports from.--

Canada 161,169 18.7 NA NA
China 14,442 1.7 14,442 1.5
Greece 13,811 1.6 NA NA
India 391,976 45.4 391,976 40.7
Korea subject 83,134 9.6 b el
Turkey subject 45,720 5.3 45,720 4.7
Subject sources 710,251 82.2 e el
Korea nonsubject - --- e el
All other sources 153,883 17.8 328,863 34.1
Nonsubject sources 153,883 17.8 b el
All import sources 864,135 100.0 963,758 100.0

Note.--Shares and ratios shown as "0.0" represent values greater than zero, but less than "0.05" percent.

Source: Official U.S. import statistics and *** using HTS statistical reporting numbers 7305.11.1030,
7305.11.1060, 7305.11.5000, 7305.12.1030, 7305.12.1060, 7305.12.5000, 7305.19.1030, 7305.19.1060,
and 7305.19.5000, accessed September 19, 2018.



Table D-2

LDW line pipe: U.S. imports from China, Greece, and all sources, rolling twelve month average by
ending month, January 2016 through June 2018

U.S. imports
u.s. uU.s. U.S. imports from all
imports | imports from all import
from from import sources China China
China Greece | sources AD CVvD AD CVvD Greece
(short (short | denominator | denominator share share share
12 month period ending in tons) tons) (short tons) (short tons) | (percent) | (percent) | (percent)
2016.--
January 32,785 | 187,210 1,050,522 e 3.1 e 17.8
February 36,047 | 191,744 1,039,263 e 3.5 e 18.5
March 26,999 | 174,264 940,511 i 2.9 i 18.5
April 25,225 | 171,354 936,103 i 2.7 i 18.3
May 22,419 | 143,584 844,363 i 2.7 i 17.0
June 22,308 | 112,615 770,676 e 29 e 14.6
July 20,384 68,226 676,311 e 3.0 e 10.1
August 13,185 51,173 625,772 i 2.1 i 8.2
September 13,061 38,563 579,140 i 23 i 6.7
October 12,902 51,236 552,932 i 23 i 9.3
November 12,238 64,185 571,325 e 21 e 11.2
December 12,263 90,802 580,032 e 2.1 e 15.7
2017 .--
January 14,954 84,734 541,039 i 2.8 i 15.7
February 13,438 80,200 568,905 i 24 i 14.1
March 13,107 79,836 636,751 e 2.1 e 12.5
April 13,145 64,519 597,306 e 22 e 10.8
May 14,448 64,519 655,241 i 2.2 i 9.8
June 14,234 57,745 663,648 i 2.1 i 8.7
July 12,791 54,293 690,356 i 1.9 i 7.9
August 12,694 54,293 728,280 e 1.7 e 7.5
September 13,780 54,293 821,761 e 1.7 e 6.6
October 13,126 41,621 874,282 i 1.5 i 4.8
November 13,451 40,426 881,900 i 1.5 i 4.6
December (negligibility period) 14,442 13,811 864,135 e 1.7 e 1.6
2018.--
January 11,979 26,248 875,908 e 1.4 e 3.0
February 11,254 39,500 851,681 i 1.3 i 4.6
March 10,995 57,998 806,642 i 1.4 i 7.2
April 9,689 81,554 834,414 i 1.2 i 9.8
May 8,315 | 113,363 809,263 e 1.0 e 14.0
June 8,567 | 113,363 781,386 e 1.1 e 14.5

Source: Official U.S. import statistics and *** using HTS statistical reporting numbers 7305.11.1030,
7305.11.1060, 7305.11.5000, 7305.12.1030, 7305.12.1060, 7305.12.5000, 7305.19.1030, 7305.19.1060,

and 7305.19.5000, accessed September 19, 2018.
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Figure D-1

LDW line pipe: U.S. imports from China and from Greece as a share of total imports, twelve month
moving periods, February 2015 through June 2018

* * *

Table D-3

* *

LDW structural pipe: U.S. imports in the twelve month period preceding the filing of the petition,

January through December 2017

January 2017 through December 2017

AD investigations

CVD investigations

Quantity Share of Quantity Share of
(short quantity (short quantity
Item tons) (percent) tons) (percent)
U.S. imports from.--
Canada 13,038 13.2 | NA NA
China 20,897 21.2 20,897 21.2
Greece 44 0.0 | NA NA
India 159 0.2 159 0.2
Korea subject 21,023 21.3 21,023 21.3
Turkey subject 16,770 17.0 16,770 17.0
Subject sources 71,931 73.0 58,849 59.7
Korea nonsubject --- --- ---
All other sources 26,581 27.0 39,663 40.3
Nonsubject sources 26,581 27.0 39,663 40.3
All import sources 98,513 100.0 98,513 100.0

Note.--Shares and ratios shown as "0.0" represent values greater than zero, but less than "0.05" percent.

Source: Official U.S. import statistics using HTS statistical reporting numbers 7305.31.4000,

7305.31.6010, 7305.31.6090, 7305.39.1000, and 7305.39.5000, accessed September 19, 2018.




Table D-4

LDW structural pipe: U.S. imports from Greece, India, and all sources, rolling twelve month
average by ending month, January 2016 through June 2018

U.S. imports
from all
12 month U.S. imports U.S. imports import
period ending | from Greece from India sources Greece share India share
in (short tons) (short tons) (short tons) (percent) (percent)
2016.--
January 0 32 60,275 0.0 0.1
February 0 32 59,957 0.0 0.1
March 0 32 63,841 0.0 0.1
April 0 32 73,752 0.0 0.0
May 0 30 77,199 0.0 0.0
June 0 30 75,994 0.0 0.0
July 0 30 70,491 0.0 0.0
August 0 30 69,975 0.0 0.0
September 0 30 69,951 0.0 0.0
October 0 35 71,804 0.0 0.0
November 0 35 73,096 0.0 0.0
December 0 26 74,174 0.0 0.0
2017 .--
January 0 5 73,772 0.0 0.0
February 44 5 78,641 0.1 0.0
March 44 5 74,513 0.1 0.0
April 44 5 68,645 0.1 0.0
May 44 5 70,523 0.1 0.0
June 44 5 71,611 0.1 0.0
July 44 100 78,244 0.1 0.1
August 44 137 83,418 0.1 0.2
September 44 145 91,912 0.0 0.2
October 44 139 95,051 0.0 0.1
November 44 139 100,049 0.0 0.1
December! 44 159 98,513 0.0 0.2
2018.--
January 44 232 99,132 0.0 0.2
February 0 280 98,263 0.0 0.3
March 0 394 105,346 0.0 0.4
April 0 417 102,650 0.0 0.4
May 0 459 100,507 0.0 0.5
June 0 554 97,285 0.0 0.6

Note.--Shares and ratios shown as "0.0" represent values greater than zero, but less than "0.05" percent.

Source: Official U.S. import statistics using HTS statistical reporting numbers 7305.31.4000,
7305.31.6010, 7305.31.6090, 7305.39.1000, and 7305.39.5000, accessed September 19, 2018.



























































































Table E-2
LDWP: U.S. purchasers’ narratives comparing LDW line pipe vs. LDW structural pipe by factor,
since January 1, 2015



























	Blank Page
	Blank Page
	Part II_LDWP PUBLICATION.pdf
	Part II: Conditions of competition in the U.S. market
	U.S. market characteristics
	U.S. purchasers
	Effect of the 232 investigation

	Channels of distribution
	Geographic distribution
	Supply and demand considerations
	U.S. supply
	Domestic production
	Subject imports from Canada
	Subject imports from China
	Subject imports from Greece
	Subject imports from India
	Subject imports from Korea
	Subject imports from Turkey
	Imports from nonsubject sources
	Supply constraints
	New suppliers

	U.S. demand
	End uses and cost share
	Business cycles
	Demand trends
	Substitute products


	Substitutability issues
	Lead times
	Knowledge of country sources
	Factors affecting purchasing decisions
	Importance of specified purchase factors
	Supplier certification
	Changes in purchasing patterns
	Importance of purchasing domestic product26F

	Comparisons of domestic products, subject imports, and nonsubject imports
	Comparison of U.S.-produced and imported LDWP

	Elasticity estimates
	U.S. supply elasticity
	U.S. demand elasticity
	Substitution elasticity



	Part III_Publication.pdf
	Part III: U.S. producers’ production, shipments, and employment
	U.S. producers
	U.S. production, capacity, and capacity utilization
	LDW line pipe
	LDW structural pipe

	U.S. producers’ U.S. shipments and exports
	U.S. producers’ inventories
	U.S. producers’ imports and purchases
	U.S. employment, wages, and productivity


	Blank Page
	Blank Page
	Part V_Publication.pdf
	Part V: Pricing data
	Factors affecting prices
	U.S. inland transportation costs

	Pricing practices
	Pricing methods
	Sales terms and discounts
	Price leadership
	Bid process

	BID data
	Lost sales and lost revenue


	Part VI_Publication.pdf
	Part VI: Financial experience of U.S. producers
	Background
	Operations on LDWP
	Net sales
	COGS and gross profit or (loss)
	SG&A expenses and operating income or (loss)
	Other expenses and income
	Net income or (loss)

	Capital expenditures and research and development (“R&D”) expenses
	Assets and return on ASSETS (“ROA”)
	Capital and investment


	Blank Page
	Blank Page
	Part V_Publication.pdf
	Part V: Pricing data
	Factors affecting prices
	U.S. inland transportation costs

	Pricing practices
	Pricing methods
	Sales terms and discounts
	Price leadership
	Bid process

	BID data
	Lost sales and lost revenue


	Blank Page
	Blank Page
	Part II_Publication.pdf
	Part II: Conditions of competition in the U.S. market
	U.S. market characteristics
	U.S. purchasers
	Effect of the 232 investigation

	Channels of distribution
	Geographic distribution
	Supply and demand considerations
	U.S. supply
	Domestic production
	Subject imports from Canada
	Subject imports from China
	Subject imports from Greece
	Subject imports from India
	Subject imports from Korea
	Subject imports from Turkey
	Imports from nonsubject sources
	Supply constraints
	New suppliers

	U.S. demand
	End uses and cost share
	Business cycles
	Demand trends
	Substitute products


	Substitutability issues
	Lead times
	Knowledge of country sources
	Factors affecting purchasing decisions
	Importance of specified purchase factors
	Supplier certification
	Changes in purchasing patterns
	Importance of purchasing domestic product26F

	Comparisons of domestic products, subject imports, and nonsubject imports
	Comparison of U.S.-produced and imported LDWP

	Elasticity estimates
	U.S. supply elasticity
	U.S. demand elasticity
	Substitution elasticity



	Blank Page
	Blank Page
	Blank Page
	Part I_Publication.pdf
	Part I: Introduction
	Background
	Statutory criteria and organization of the report
	Statutory criteria
	Organization of report
	Market summary

	Summary data and data sources
	Previous and related investigations
	Commission proceedings
	Section 232 investigation (Commerce)

	Nature and extent of subsidies and sales at LTFV
	Subsidies
	Sales at LTFV

	The subject merchandise
	Commerce’s scope 31F
	Tariff treatment
	Sections 232 and 301 tariff treatment

	The product
	Description and applications
	Manufacturing processes

	Domestic like product issues
	Line pipe and structural pipe
	Source:  Compiled from data submitted in response to Commission questionnaires.
	Physical characteristics and uses
	Interchangeability
	Channels of distribution
	Source:  Compiled from data submitted in response to Commission questionnaires.
	Customer and producer perceptions
	Manufacturing facilities and production employees
	Price
	Source:  Compiled from data submitted in response to Commission questionnaires.
	Stainless steel pipe
	Physical characteristics and uses
	Interchangeability
	Channels of distribution
	Customer and producer perceptions
	Manufacturing facilities and production employees
	Price



	Part II_Publication.pdf
	Part II: Conditions of competition in the U.S. market
	U.S. market characteristics
	U.S. purchasers
	Effect of the 232 investigation

	Channels of distribution
	Geographic distribution
	Supply and demand considerations
	U.S. supply
	Domestic production
	Subject imports from Canada
	Subject imports from China
	Subject imports from Greece
	Subject imports from India
	Subject imports from Korea
	Subject imports from Turkey
	Imports from nonsubject sources
	Supply constraints
	New suppliers

	U.S. demand
	End uses and cost share
	Business cycles
	Demand trends
	Substitute products


	Substitutability issues
	Lead times
	Knowledge of country sources
	Factors affecting purchasing decisions
	Importance of specified purchase factors
	Supplier certification
	Changes in purchasing patterns
	Importance of purchasing domestic product26F

	Comparisons of domestic products, subject imports, and nonsubject imports
	Comparison of U.S.-produced and imported LDWP

	Elasticity estimates
	U.S. supply elasticity
	U.S. demand elasticity
	Substitution elasticity



	Blank Page
	Blank Page
	Part V_Publication.pdf
	Part V: Pricing data
	Factors affecting prices
	U.S. inland transportation costs

	Pricing practices
	Pricing methods
	Sales terms and discounts
	Price leadership
	Bid process

	BID data
	Lost sales and lost revenue


	Part VI_Publication.pdf
	Part VI: Financial experience of U.S. producers
	Background
	Operations on LDWP
	Net sales
	COGS and gross profit or (loss)
	SG&A expenses and operating income or (loss)
	Other expenses and income
	Net income or (loss)

	Capital expenditures and research and development (“R&D”) expenses
	Assets and return on ASSETS (“ROA”)
	Capital and investment


	Blank Page
	Blank Page
	Appendix F.pdf
	Blank Page
	Blank Page

	Blank Page



