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UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 
Office of the General Counsel 

COMMERCIAL LAW DEVELOPMENT PROGR.-\M 

Last year, the Commerce Department, through the Office of Genera[ Counsel, Commercial Law 
Development Program (CLDP), began a technical assistance and training program in Egypt. The program 
has strong support from USG agencies participating in the Gore-;"(ubJrJk Parmership as \ve[[ as the 
U.S.-Egypt Presidents' Council. US Ambassador to Egypt DJnie! KurtZer has been very involved in the 
CLOP program and has joined EgyptiJn Government ministers to make opening remarks Jt many of the 
conferences. In addition, CLOP hJS received very positive reViews and endorsement from Egyptian 
Government officials, including Trade Minister GoweiIi. The progrJm provides practical guidance and 
expertise to a wide range of Egyptian Government officials and the private Sector. CLOP has supported 
development of Egypt's commercial laws and regulatory regimes 10 ince!kcrual property rights protection 
and enforcement, WTO compliance and trade remedies (including anti-dumpmg. subsidies and safeguards), 
standards and regulatory quality controls, government procurement. commercial dispute resolution, and other 
commercial [awareas. USAID funded the first two years of the program and has indicated that CLOP wi!! 

ceive funding for at [east an additional eighteen months beginning JanuJry 01'2000. Director Linda We[[s, 
Deputy Director Christopher De[fino and 1'vfJnaging Attorney for Egypt conducted the initial needs 
assessments in Cairo that served as the found:Hion for the lirst t'.\ 0 years of impkmentation. 

Tne fo[[owing are a few highlights of' the CLOP program in Eg:y?t. Tr.t: t:rs! prog:'J:71S took pbce in 
September of [993 in Cairo and A[e"ancri:!. Tnc :'1 lOIS::;" orTr:!c:c a~d SL:;Jllly co·s?onsored two seminars 
on "Implementation of the \vTO Anti-dumping and SubSidies Agreernen:s," Stephen Powell. Chief Counsel 
for Impo!,! AdmInistration. spoke at those programs and held consub:lOns with many Egyptian officials on 
trade remedies issues, CLOP also organized J conference: in C.llro In December deSigned to train the 
Egyptianjudiciary on numerous intellectual property rights substJ::[lve issues and judlclJI procedures. The 
program was headed by Judge Randa[[ Rader of the U,S. Cour; ot"" :\;Jpeais (or thi: Fc:-,;;:ra[ CI,rcuit. During 
the Summer of 1999, CLOP organtzed a study tour for J group of d:?lorn.ltic attaches from the ,\!inistry of 
Foreign Affairs on how to Include the private sector in est:.lblishl:1g trJce policies, CLOP also hosted a 
delegation of young Egyptian commercial ;maches in WashingtOn (or tr3InIr1g on the \I,TO agreements and 
operating a WTO Unit within the :,!mistry of Trade and Supply, 

In September of 1999. CLOP \vi[[ co-sponsor WHh the 0.!tnisrry of Trace Jnc Supply a conie~ence on "GATS 
')0: Issues. Coordination and Private Sector Input for Trace in Services PoliCies." On November 14 - 16, 

l..LDP wtli co-sponsor with the \(Inlsrry of Finance a project iinance ar.d Inr'r:Istll.Jcrurc conference In Cairo 
on the "E[ements of Successful BOOT Projects," Expectc:d organl::Jtlor.s p:Ir1IcipatIng In th:lt program 
Include the IFC, Vl'<CITR..-\l, U0:lDO. the Internationa[ Law Instltu:e :Ind several US businesses and law 
firms, CLOP also wil! provide a workshop on trade remedlC:s cases in ?\ovcmbcr for judges at the Nationa[ 

Center for Judicial Srudlcs In C<liro. ThJ.t trJ.lning Will be led by U,S. [au:"! oi intemJtional Trade Judge 
Oelissa Ridgway. 

Recently. CLOP has began working with ITA's Oftice ofSer-..'lce Incus::-:es a:1d Fmance on developing an 
insur:lnce re:gulatOry reform and lTaining progr3:71 for ES:,?::3n ir.s~~~cc sl;'?c:rvisors and regulators. In 
consultation w!th [:-tt: A::1t::lcar1 Ernbassy 10 Cliro. USTR. the U.S. Cus:Or.1S St:r.'lce and US . .;,lD, CLOP also 
is consideri:1g a trzlIning progrJm on customs procedures 3:1': p~:l;:::':::S:lS \\cll. 

September 1999 
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COMMERCL-\L LAW DEVELOPMENT PROGRA," 
JUDICIAL REVIEW PROGRAM 

i\ationlll Center for Judicial Studies 
Cairo, Egypt 

i\ovember 8 - 11, ]999 

Judge Delissa Ridgway, U.S. Court of International Trade 
Berniece Browne, Senior Attorney, U.S. Department of Commerce 

Pre-Workshop ;\Ieetings (Sunday, i\o\'ember 7) 

9am U,S, Embassy and USAID Ofticials 

Ilam NCJS (S<:nior Judges, AOJS Representatives, MOEFT Omcials) 

I pm Lunch 

3pm State Council Tour 

0\ Y I (\Inntl:!~, ;\o\cmber 8) 

Start of Training 

PROG RA,\ t I (:-'Ioming Session. 10:00 AM - I :00 PM) 

CE.'d::RAL OVER\'IEW OF Til I:: tiNlTED STATES COURT OFI;\TER,\'\ TIO:"iAL 
TRADI::, Till:: FIRST LEVU. COURT fOR REVIEW OFA,\TIDU:\"(PI.\C ,·\,\0 
COL'.,\TER\'AIU;\G DUTY ,\I.·\TIERS 

Structun: and Composition orthe Court of Int<:rnational Trad~ ("CIT') 

Overview of Court Jurisdiction 
Specialized federal trial court with exclusi,e national jurisdiction over 
custom5..1nd international trade matters (including discussion oC ad_antages 
anddisaJ_aIlta!,;t:' of ,pecialized courts) 

Lt:~JI anJ Equitable Powers of Court 

RuleS of Procedun: and Rules of Evidence 

WalJ.,.·Throu!,;h of Procedure of Typical ,-\ntldumpinglCountervailing Duty Case 
Appellate Re\ it!" of Decisions of the Court of Internation31 TrJJe 

BEST AVAILABLE COpy 



PROGR.-\~I 2 (Afternoon Session. 2:30 PM - 5:00 PM) 

THE \""ORLO TRADE ORGANIZATION'S REQUIREMENTS FOR JUDICIALREVIEW 
OF THE ANTIDUMPING AND COUNTERVAILING OUTYDETERMINATIONS OF A 
COU:"iTRY'S ADMINISTERIi'iG AUTHORITY 

Judicial r~vi~w r~quirements of the WTO 

The imponance in the international community of systems for judicial review 

The relationship b~tween the judicial review system of a country and the WTO 
disputeresolution system 

nA Y 2 (Tuesday, November 9) 

PROGRAM 3 (Morning Session. 10:00 AM - 1 :00 PM) 

TilE STA;-.iOARD OF REVIEW FOR ANTIDUMPING AL'iOCOU:"iTERVAI L!:\G DUTY 
CASI::S 1:\ THE COURT OF I:\TERNATIONAL TRA.DE 

Standards ofR.:,iew: 

Generall: the stand.Jrd of review for most determinations on antidumping 
and.:ountcn ailing duty determinations is that the coun "ill hold unl:!wful 
any d~t~mlination. IInding or conclusion found - to be unsupponc:d 
b~ sub~tantl.J1 e\ idenc~ on the record. or otherwise not in accordance" ith law. 

In cenain types of a~ency determinations the standard is that the coun will 
holduniJwful any dctermination. finding. or conclusion fount.! - to be 
arbitrary.capricious. an abuse of discretion. or otherwise n.'?S in accordance with 
law. 

Exampks of the t: pes of determinations which are revie"'ed by the coun 
undenhe arbitrar: ant.! capricious standard are determinations not to initiate 
anin\estigation or a determination by the International Trade Commission 
thanhere is no reasonable indication of inj ury 

What does substantial evidence mean? 

I) :'-Iore than a scintilla 
2) E\ idenct: that a reasonable mind could conclude suppons 
thc:detemli nation 
::;) It is not the "weight of the evidence" and therefore the coun 

shouldnot rt:.weigh the evidence presented in the: case 

What dlJ<."5 "on the: record" mean? 
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I) The record submitted by the administering authoriry 
2) The record the administering authoriry compiled as it conducted 
theadministrative proceeding which resulted in the determination 
beingchallenged in the court 
3) Will not hear testimony, oral or by wrinen declaration, during 
thecourt review of the agency determination 
4) Will not rely on "expert" witnesses 

What does "in accordance with law" mean? 

I) Is the statute clear on its face? 
2) Can you rely on legislative history? 
3) When do you "defer to the agency expertise"? 

PROGRAM .J (Afternoon Session, 2:30 - 5:00) 

WIlO CA." CIIALLE<'GE A:-;TIDUMPING AND COUi'iTERVAILli'iG DUTY 
DETER.\1I8ATIO:"iS, WIIA T c.-\.'i THEY CHALLENGE A:'t'O WHE8 CA."iTIIEY 
CH.-\LLE:'t'GE IT? 

I) An inten:stcd party who participated in the administrative procet:ding 
whichn:sultcd in the determination being challenged in court 
2) Intert:sted partio::s are defined in the Unito::d Stato::s Statuto:: - The 
fon:ignproduco::rs of the product being investigated or reviewed. the United 
Stateslndustr: ..... ho brought the petition. the importers of the product. 
certainassociations. and the government of the country invol ved in the 
administrati\'eproceedmg 
3) Why must a party participate in the proceeding in order to challenge 
thedetermination in court? Exhaustion of t\dministrative Remedies 

What can they challenge? 

I) Generally a party can challenge a "final" determination by the 
administeringauthority 
2) .-\ .. tinal" determination is listed in the statute as a dt:terminatlon which can 
bt:challengt:d in court. It is usually a determination that ends an 
administrati,cpro.:et:ding and the determination has an impact on partit:s 
3) In certain cases a party can challenge an action by an agency "hich is 
notspt:citi.;ally pro, ided for in the statute 

OA Y J (Wednesday, :-;oHm ber 10) 

BEST AVAILABLE COpy 



PROGRAM 5 (Morning Session. 10:00 AM - 1:00 PM) 

RDtEDIES THAT THE COURT CAN GRANT TO PARTIES WHOCHALLENGE THE 
DETER.\IlNATIO['; OF Ai\ AD:\lINISTERINGAUTHORITY 

Affirm the agency determination in whole or in part 

Remand 

I) Whcn is a remand the appropriate n:med: : 
2) What is a remand? 
3) \I/hy is a remand sometimes necessary: 

Injunctions 

PROGRA:-"1 6 (Afternoon Session. 2:30 PM - 5:00 PM) 

HOW TO HAi'.;oLE VARIOUS TYPES OF INFORi\I..\TIO:\ 
(Bl·SI:\ESSPROPRIET..\RY I.'\FOR;\1ATION. GOVER:\;\IE;\"T 
CL\SSIFI[DI.'-;FOR.\I.·\TIO.'\. I:"TERJ"iAL GOVER:\,\IE:\T DOCU,\IE:\TS) 

Th..: \ 3riuu~ t: p<:~ of infclrm;\tion that a government ago;:ncy and th..: couns v. ill 
r~'co;:i''':::lnd how tu hanc..lk this information 

£3usint:~s Propri<:tar;. Information and agenc: anJjuc..licial prot:.:cti\:.: ord..:rs 

Classiti..:c..I intoml;]tiun 

Int<:rnal governm:.:nt information 

1'f\lX.iR.,-\\1 7 (\loming S..:ssion. 1000 AM - 1:00 P~I) 

,\ 1.001--: .-\TTIlE FliTl'Rf. OF Jl:f)ICIAL REVIEW 

Qu<:stions from the panicipants on judicial ro;:\ iew 

HJ.\c "t: discussed an: topics "'hich the panicipants "'ould like to hear more about 
int'utur..: st:ss.ons 

\\ hat topics v.hich h,J\e not ken covered would participants like (0 heJ.r about in afuture 

S~-SS'lln 

WhJ.t additional technical assistance should be planned for both administrJ.ti\e 
andsubstanti\:.: training for trade r<:medies cases 
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Completion of Evaluation forms! Lunch Reception (Training Certiticates 

3pm Wrap-up Meeting with senior judges and AOJS at NelS 



COMMERCIAL LAW DEVELOPMEl'lT PROGRA ... M 
JUDICIAL REVIEW PROGR..-'\l'\1 

National Center for Judicial Studies 
Cairo, Egypt 

November 8 - 11, 1999 

Judge Delissa Ridgway, U.S. Court of International Trdde 

Summary Overview 

Antidumping and Countervailing Duty Actions 
in the U. S. Court ofInternational Trade 

I. U.S. Court of International Trade ("CIT') - General Information 

A. Structure. Composition and Jurisdiction of Court 

customs 

federal 
geographic 
jurisdiction 

tnals 
authorized to 
States 

I. Nature of Court 

CIT is a specialized federal court 

Unlike most other federal tnal courts (which are courts of 
general jurisdiction). CIT is court of specialized jurisdiction 

CIT has exclusive jurisdiction over cases involving 
and international trade laws of United States 

CIT is a national court 

Like the U.S. Supreme Court - and unlike most other 
courts (which handle cases for specific designated 
areas of the United States) - CIT has nationwide 

CIT Courthouse is located in New York. but hearings and 
may be held anywhere: indeed. CIT is expressly 

hold hearings in countries other than the United 

2. Composition and Structure of Court 

CIT consists of nine judges appointed by President of United 
States. sUbjectto confirmation by U.S. Senate 

To protect judicial independence. judges have life tenure 
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case 
Presidential 
or significant 
customs 

3. 

After reaching age 65 and completing certain number of years of 
service,a judge may decide to become a "senior judge"; senior 
judges are semi-retired, and handle a reduced number of cases 

Each judge is assisted by a secretary and two law clerks (typically 
recentlaw school graduates); most CIT law clerks serve for two 
years 

Chief Judge assigns each case to one judge 

Exception: Case may be assigned to three-judge panel if 
involves constitutionality of an act of Congress, a 

proclamation, or an Executive order, or has broad 
implications for administration or interpretation of 
laws 

The Clerk's Office - with approximately 40 employees - handles 
generaladministrative and clerical matters for the Court 

Jurisdiction of the Court/General 

Traditional areas of CIT jurisdiction include cases involving 
challenges toadministrative determinations of U.S. Government 
agencies underantidumping and countervailing duty laws, as well 
as: 

Customs classification and valuation of imported goods; 
chargesor exactions Within jurisdiction of Secretary of 
Treasury; exclusionof goods from entry into United States; 
"liquidation" of (finaldetermination of customs duties on) an 
entry of goods; and denialof a claim for "drawback" (refund 
of customs duties paid upongoods previously imported into 
the U.S. and used in manufactureor production of articles 
which are subsequently exported) 

CIT jurisdiction also includes review of decisions by Secretary of 
Treasurydenying, reVOking or suspending a customs broker's 
license; review of determinations by Secretary of labor or 
Secretary of Commerce oneligibility for financial and technical 
assistance of workers, companies andcommunities suffering 
economic hardship due to influx of imports: casesfiled by U.S. 
Government to recover ciVil penalties for fraud. grossnegligence 
and negligence in entry of imported goods, or for violation 
of agreements to eliminate antidumping or foreign subsidies; 
cases filed byU.S. Government to recover customs duties or to 
recover on a bondcovering importation of goods; and cases 
concerning requests for access(under protective order) to 
confidential information in possession of U.S.Department of 
Commerce or U.S. International Trade Commission 

) 
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In addition, CIT has residual ("catch-all") jurisdiction over any civil 
casearising out of certain laws relating to international trade 

(including casesconcerning the administration and 
enforcement of those laws) 

CIT also authorized to handle counterclaims, cross-claims and 
third partyactions 

4. Court Jurisdiction Over Antidumping and CounteNailing Duty Cases 

B. 

CIT has exclusive jurisdiction to review administrative proceedings 
thatprecede imposition of antidumping or counteNailing duties, 
and all finaldeterminations by Department of Commerce or 
International TradeCommission (except matters subject to dispute 
resolution mechanisms of North American Free Trade Agreement 
or U.S.-Canada Free TradeAgreement) 

Interlocutory administrative actions subject to judicial 
review include: decisions not to initiate an investigation; 
refusals to review a determination based on changed 
circumstances: and preliminary negative determinations as 
to existence of reasonable indication of material 
injury, threat of materiallnjury.or matenal retardation. 

Final determinations subject to review are: final affirmative 
determinations (including any negative part): final negative 
determinations: final determinations of a periodic review: 
suspension of counteNailing duty or antidumping duty 

investigations: final affirmative determinations by 
U S Department of Commerce (when challenge is to 
negative determination by In.ternatio!1ql Trade Commission 
based on size of dumping margins or net subsidy): injurious 
effect determinations by the International Trade 
Commission: and determinations as to whether a particular 
type of merchandise iswlthln class or kind of merchandise 
described in an existing finding of dumping, or 
antidumping or counteNalilng duty order 

Powers of Court 

1. CIT has all powers in law and eqUity of U S_ federal trial courts of 
jurisdiction 

I \'95 CIT is empowered to render money judgments either for or against the 
U.S. Govemment: to order retrials or rehearings, or to remand for further 

administrative proceedings by U.S. Government agency: and to 
fashion any otherappropriate remedy (including issuance of injunction, 
writ of mandamus, ordeclaratory judgment) 
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C. Parties to Antidumping and Countervailing Duty Cases 
1. Any interested party who was a party to administrative proceeding may 

case with CIT challenging agencies' antidumping and countervailing duty 
determinations 

Interested parties include foreign manufacturers, producers or 
exporters;foreign governments: American importers; domestic 
manufacturers,wholesalers, and trade or business associations; 
and certified unionsrepresenting workers in domestic industries 

2. Anyone not a party to CIT case, but who participated in the administrative 
proceeding, has right to intervene 

D. Court Rules of Procedure and Rules of Evidence 

1. Procedure in CIT cases governed by Rules of U.S. Court of International 
Trade, which are patterned on (but differ somewhat from) Federal Rules of 
Civil Procedure used by federal trial courts of general jurisdiction 

CIT has adapted Federal Rues of Civil Procedure to 
accommodate customsand international trade laws 

2. With certain exceptions, Federal Rules of Evidence (used by federal trial 
courts of general jurisdiction) apply in CIT cases 

E. Scope of Review and Standard of Review Applied by Court 

1. In antidumping and countervailing duty cases. Court's review is limited to 
administrative record compiled by U.S. Government agenCies In agency 

proceedings 

2. 

Administrative record consists of a copy of all information 
presented to orobtained by Secretary of Treasury, Department of 
Commerce, orlnternational Trade CommiSSion during 
administrative proceedings(includlng all government memoranda 
about the case and records of exparte proceedings); copy of the 
administrative determination; all transcnptsor records of 
conferences or hearings; and all notices published in 
FederalRegisler 

In antidumping and countervailing duty cases, CIT reviews final 
determinations anddecisions to suspend investigations, to determine 
whether determinations anddeciSlons are supported by ·substantial 
evidence on the record" and otherwise inaccordance with law 

In antidumping and countervailing duty cases, CIT reviews interlocutory 
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either 
stating 

F. 

granted, 

Federal 
request 
writ of 

orders toensure that orders are not arbitrary, capncious. or an abuse of 
discretion, orotherwise not in accordance with law 

Extensive case law on CIT deference to administrative agencies, under 
Chevron(a leading U.S. Supreme Court case) 

CIT Decisions and Appellate Review 

1. 

2. 

3. 

CIT judges required to memorialize decisions in all contested cases with 
statement of findings of fact and conclusions of law or written opinion 

reasons and facts upon which judge's decision is based 

Court decision is binding on all parties. unless retrial or rehearing is 
or decision is appealed 

Decisions of CIT may 'be appealed to U.S. Court of Appeals for the 
Circuit (based in Washington, D.C.). and -- ultimately - party may 
discretionary review by U.S. Supreme Court (by filing petition for 

certiorari) 



Central Department for International Trade 
Policies established as per the Minister of 
Economy's decree No. 317 of1995 then affiliated 
to the Ministry of Trade and Supply according to 
Law No. 161 of 1998. 

Main Functions 

/ 
Study the 
complaints 

Take necessary 
action 

, 

Make 
necessary 
investigations 
about subsidy 
and dumping 

Hold hearings 
to listed to 
conflicting 
parties 

:- lake recommendations to the::: concerned minister [0 take the necessary 
cOf11p~nsatory action according [0 the WTa Agreement articles: 

1 Provisional measures ., 
3 

Price undertakings 
.-\mi-dumping duties 

The concerned minister makes a decision of 
taking the necessary measures to face this 
dumping case. 

Any of the cont1icting parties has the right to 

appeal the minister's decision before the 
Administrative Court which studies the case in 
the capacity of a court of first degree according 
to Article ~o. -I, Law No. 161 of 1998 

The Administrative Court's decision is then 
appealed before the High Administrative Court 
in the capacity of a second degree court which 
studies the case all over again concerning the 
events and the law. This court decision is 
considered final and may not be appealed 
through the normal ways. 
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Regulation of Law No. 161/1998 Concel'ning 
The Protection of National Economy From Injurious 

Effects of Unfair Practices in Interna tionaI Trad e 

Part I; "Definitions & General Provisions" 

Sectioll 1 : ,,' Dcfin itionsll 

Article 1 

in applying the provisions orthis regulation, the following terms shall be 
defined as follows: 

- "Final Act" means the act including the Results of Ivlultilatcral Tt'Z1dc 
Negotiations of Uruguay Round, 

- "\V,T.O Agreement" means Man"akech Agreement establishing the World 
Trade Organization concluded in Marrakech, 1\'10["occo on April 15. 199.:.1, 

- "Anti-dumping Agreement" means the Agreement included in Annex (IA.) to 
the 'Final Act of the Results of Uruguay Round concerning the Implementation 
of Article VI of GATT 1994 and regulating the irnposilioIl of anti-dumping 
duties against dumped imports causing material inju['y to the domestic illdusu"y 
or threat thereof. 

- "Agreement on Subsidies and Countervailillg Measures" means the 
Agreement included in Annex (I A) to the Final Act of the Results of Uruguay 
Round concerning the Implementation of Article XVI of GATT 1994 and 
regulating the imposition of countervailing duties against countries \vhich 
provide subsi'dies for the goods exp0r1ed from them and thereby causing injury 
to the domestic industry or threat thereof. 

"Agreement on Safeguard" means the Agreement included in Annex CIA) to 
the final Act of the Results of Uruguay Round concerning the Implementation 
of Article 19 of GATT 1994, regulating the imp.os,itton .of saf~guard measures 
against increased imports causing serious injury to the domestic industry or 
threat thereof. 

"Injurious Practices" means increase of imports ofa product as a result of 
dumping or subsidy which causes material injury to the dome.stic industry or 
threat thereof, or the unjustifiable increase of imports which causes serious 
injury to the domestic industry or threat thereof, 

1. 
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- "Cancel-ned parties" shall include the domestic industry ( the applicant), those 
acting on behalf of the domestic industry, importers, expul1er-s and 
governments of exponing countries. 

- "Other interested par-ties" means industrial users of the product under 
iil\'estig:J.lion. consumer associations, government bodies responsible for 
consumer protection, government bodies resplJl1sible f(':' i113hnL cl.!I;·'i_,,~tition 
policies or any other foreign or domestic parties found ta have an :r:tere::L 

- " Domestic Ind ustry" means the Egypliar!. pro<.! I. [\_-f. l <; (;[ ill:: :if.:.:: ~:!"(I(It:cr 

whose collective output represents a major proportion of the domestic 
production of [hat product. This definition is applicable to both industrial and 
agricultur2.! production. 

- "IllucpcndcIlt buycr" means a buyer who is in no way related to the importer: 
there is no commercial or pl"Oduction partnership between the buyer and the 
ii;lpon::::r, therc is no common relationship in another business, they are not 

ci:-cct!y 0:- indiicctly controlled by J third party or members of the same family. 

- "CO\'cnllllcIlC of:ln exporting COLIntry" means: 
a) Tn::: government of a foreign country 
b) Any 10c2.l or regior12.l Government or authority.of a foreign country 
c) ;\ body thJt exercises authority for an assoc-ialion-of foreign 

countries 
d) .-\ 1='::::rson, 2.gcl1cy or institution acting for or on behal f of a 

govcmment or body referred to in (a) to (c) of this definition. 

. , - ".\Iembcrs It:l\'ing 5ubst:Jnci::Ji interest in supplyi[]g the product concerned" 
means those member states who export a significant proponion of the total 
imports of Egypt's imports of the product under investigation. 

) 

- "The Innstig:1ting .-\utltority" means The International Trade Policies 
Department (Anti-dumping, Subsidy and Safeguard Depal1ment), Foreign 
T~Jde Sector. 

I' 
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Sectio/l J : General Provisions 

Article 2 
Foreign TradL Scc;tor', Ministry of Trade and Supply. shall be the cQmpetellt 

authority for implementing the prov;sions of la\\: No. I G 1/1998 rcklTcd 10. 

Article 3 

.-\n .-\dvisoi~· C"tnmittee shall be formed upon a decree by [:1(, :\·lil1istcr 01" 
Tr".:C·! .::10 Supply ~rj ~onsidei tlle results concluded by the lrwcstigz!ling Authority 
CO:1(>2Ii",ii!g ;:iC iilji.lriou:: ;"'ranice~.; in intel1lational trade, so th~t the cOllllllilleC call 
make recommendations to the ivlinister of Trade and Supply. 
This decree sets out the competencies, rules and work system oftk:t c0Il1I11itl,-'c. 

Article 4 

Both Head of Foreign Trc:lde Sector and Hec:ld of 1l1ten1atiornl Trade Policies 
D::pJi·ti;icilt of the i'vlinistry of Trade & Supply shall be Jllthol'izcd to ask 10,' th:.:' 
c:;::; required to pro\'c the cases of subsidy, dumping Of" unjustl l"i'::Dle inCl"c;1sc or 
l!11pOn.s. 

Article 5 

In CJses where the Administrative Court refers cases to a COI11P:.:'lClll expert. :: 
t:::1C limit shJl1 be set to complete the task and expcn fees sh.::11 !:ot be less th~!l1 

tiJree hundred pounds per day. 

Article 6 

Noti flcJtions to interested parties, letters to complete documents or to Jsk for 
comments shall be sent by ;). registered mail, courier service. \"hich confirms 
dcli\'cf)' to the interested party personally or to his legal deputy. 

The Jbove-mentioned procedures shall be taken ill all correspondences with 
the parties concerned in foreign countries through their diplol11Jlic 111 issions or 
Juthorized consuls in A,R.E, 

Article 7 

The Investigating Authority shall prepare a detailed reron including 
information and explanations concerning all notifications. This report sh;:dl b:::­
JVJibblc to all parties concerned. 

4 
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Article 8 

The Investigating Authority shall require interested pJrt:cs pro\·iding. 
confidemial information to furnish !10n-con!idential sUllllllaries t!lcI'coL Th('~(' 
summaries shall be in sufficient details to permit a rCJsoflablc understandillg (d' 

the subst3l1cC of the infol"l11ation submitted in confidence. Those pZlrtic:.; 111:.J~ 
indicate lhat such infQrmation is not sl!!:ceptible of SurPll1.1r:: ill tlli;-, CcISl:" tI 

statement oftl1e reasons w!1\' sUll1l11tlrization is not possible l1lust he nrc\\·jdeu. "' , 
The In\'eslig~ring AuthorilY "1,1:-' disreg.:m~ {iJw <tl.J i!1(l~r!":-;,iol1 p:(~:;Je<.l if 

confidentiality is not justified 0:- the request fu: l:(,f:fide:~!dit:: is ll(~t \\·JrrZl:ll~cl. 

Article 9 

.-\11 persolls and bodies shall be required to protect the cOllliJentialityoj" 
il1form::!tiol1 Ji1d data in cases where it is nccessar'y ror the purpose tIl" 

iil\·es,ig.J,iol1 or appe::!I. to hJVC access to such inforl11Jtior1. 

r\rticle 10 

R.~j~cii0:1 of Jr1 application. initiation or t~nllin3tioll of il1\"CstigJlion. 
pro\·ision.::d or dcfiniri\'c meJSU;-CS or acceptance of a pl'ic~ und::.Tt.:-!kiCli,; or .:1I1Y 
o:lJc:- mCJsurcs shall be upon a d:xision by the Ivjinisler of Trade 3i1d Supply :u1d 
Gron ;:! rcco:JlmcndJtion by the Advisory COl11mittee mcnliollcd in Jrticic J oi" 
Ihis r:::gulation. 

Article 11 

('-1 The In\'csligaling Authority shz1l1 be required to complete the i!n'esligation 
\\·jt!1in 12 months frol11 the date of initiation. The Jvlinister of Tracie and Supply 
1~~Jy extend this period, upon recommendation by tile advisory cOlllmittee referred 
10, for another period of no more than six months. 

A rticle12 

Procedures. measures and dutics ~pplied in accord",}!1'ce with this regulation 
s\13!1 be applic:!blc to imported goods for \vhich a custom stJtel11erH 113S been 
m::!de for finJI clearance. 
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Part II: <:Application and Procedures of fnvestigation" 

Section 1: "The' A.pplicatioll" 

Artitlc 13 

A written app!:c2LiU:l 01 the effects caused by subsidy. dumpil1g t)r­
l!njIJ5t:fi;.I~!~ iii~T.~Cl:;e:: of-lmpol1s silJII be':: submitted to the !n\-estig.Jtlllg '-\ut!WJ"ily 
in the lo:-:n pro\-ided fOI- this_ Tile applicant shall attacil J t1(Hl-COl1firj'~!li;~l! 

:;lIl11l1lal-Y to the apfJll":c.ttion. in sufficient details to p~rl1lit a rcas0l1aL'k 
lJlldr-r'c;t;:i!clillg of rl'-~ O::llr.-:ancc of til::! infonnatiol1 subm ittcd ill cun fidcncc. 

A rticleI 4 

( The application shall be 8ccqJted only ifit is lodged by or Oll behalf" Ot'tllt: 
domestic indusu-y. chamber of the industries concerned. fed~ration of industries. 
producers 2ssociations or the ministries supel,:ising ;lI1Y 01 the production 

Th e a ppl i c::lti on shal I inc I ud·.:: c\-idcllCe a f the ex i stellce a f- dUIll ping. s 1I bsi ci:­
or unjustifiable increase of impons, the injury caused by each Zlnd the CJUSJI lil1k 
ktwcen CJch and the injury caesed or threatened to the applicant_ 

,\rtide 15 

!n applicJtions where the domestic industry alleges thal dumped or subsidizcu 
imports IJJ.\"c I!l:llerially retJrdcd the establishment of a ll:;W industry. thc 
JPplicant should provide: 
1- Whether the domestic industry of the like product has already' been established 

( and the time required to establish this industry if it hasll't been est:!blishcd yet. 
2- Possibilities of continuing this industry. 
3- Fe<:lsibility studies. 
4- ~egotiated loans. 
5- Contracts concluded to purchJse !lew machinery to implement new in\'estl1l~l1t 

or to expand the existing factories. 

Article 16 

The Investigating Author:ty should inform the applicant, within seven 
working days from the date of receiving the application, whether the application 
h.Js been accepted in principle. The lilvestigating Authority lllay ask the applicant 
10 provide information required to consider the acceptance of the appl ication. The 
JPplicJtion shall be registered promptly after acceptance_ 
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Article 17 

The Investigating Authority shall examine the accu['acy and adequacy of the 
evidence pro\'ided within thin)" days from the date of reg[ste['ing the application, 
The Investigating Authority shall submit a preliminary report to the Ad\'isOl'Y 
Committee showing the results of considering whether to reject the application or 
to initi3te 3n in\'estig3tion, This committee shall present its recoJl1l1lencialions to 
the iVlinister of Trade and Supply within ten days from rhe date ofreceivillg this 
repon, 

The r n\'estigating Authori:y shall notify the applicant of the reasons why the 
application \\'OS rejected within no more than seven days of the f'-linisterial 

) J:.:term inJtion, 

Secrio/l~: "!m'cstig:1tion Proccdures" 

.-\ [,ticle 19 

.-\n il1\'cstig:nion sid I not be initiated unless the application is supported by 
thos:; dOll1:::s:ic pioduc~rs w!1os(,! collective output constiwte_?_lllore [han 50 per 
c::nt of the to:.:!! production orrhe like product produced by that portion of the 
do:nc:stic indus:;:' c:\pressing either support for or opposition to the application. 
! !OWC\'Ci. r~o i~';csliga(ion sh;:l!1 be initiated when domestic producers expressly 
s~;Jt'orting the applicatioi1 JCCOUrH for less than 25 per cent of total production of 
lh~ like product produced by the domestic industry, 

Article 20 

The In\'estigating AutllOrilY may, after presenting the repon to the Adviso[-y 
Committee Jnd af1er appro\'Jl of the Minister, initiate an investigation without 
bJ';ing recei\'cd a wriuen applic:Hion by or on behal f of the domestic industry for 
t!1:: initiation of such iiwestigation only if they have sufficient evidence of 
dumping. subsidy or unjusLifinblc increase ofinrpDrts, injury and a causal link to 
j\..:sti fy thc i ni ti Jtio~ 0 fan in \.'csligJtion, 

Article 21 

The Investigating Authority shall notify the governments of the countries 
concerned with the applications aln::ady accepted befo['e proceeding to initiate an 
in';estigation, except i:l r~sPect to safeguard applications. 
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Article 22 

Th<.: In\'estigaiing Authority shall publish the notice of the initi;:ltit1rl (l(:1n 
im'estigation in the Official Gazene, The nctice shall include: 
I - ~~I1les of the countries of origin or export of the product ulld~j" in\·e5tig;ltit1 rl. 

2- ;\ description of the pr'oduct in question, 
3- . .\ d~s':ription of the allegations and practices under' il1\ csti~Jtiol: . 
.:- ,-\ summary of the basis for alleged injury, 
~, i il;\'': iiniits frli' other parties concerned to reply, 
(t- The Jddress the' interested panics should send their replies to. 

Article 23 

The Investigating Authority shall send all kno\~'11 il1lerCSlCu pJnies ;tllli tb:...' 
represcnlJti\'cs of the exporting countries a copy of the non-confidentiJI \'cr5io:1 
o( the .1prlicJtion. the notice of initiation and questionnaires to get the cbJ 
:1::--::::55:1:-:; rOj' the investigation, The parties concerned should send their rcsi)t)f]S~'S 
\\ i,bill 37 c.bys from the dalC of receiving the questionnaires. TiJ:s p·:ril1d Ill:!:, h: 
c\,~i1dcJ UpO:l good cause accepted by the Investigating ,\ulllor:(:;. 

Article 24 

[n CJses \,'here the number of the parties concerned or the typ~s or prlluucts 
i:1',o\;-ed is so IJrge as to make such investigation ill1pr2cticJbk. ~hc lil"csli~:1till~ 
Authority m2y limit their investigation to a repr'escntJti,'c sJmpk o(tlle pJrtics llr 
'Y?CS of prodL!c,s im·olved. 

Article 25 

The Investigating Authority shzlll provide fair Opportuilltles for all pJnies 
concerned [0 defend their interests during the period of irl"estig3lion Zlild ma~'. 
u;Jon request hold hearings for the interested panies to present their \'ic\\'s and 
arguments. All interested parties can present verbal information during thc 
k:;rings, howe\'er this information shall not be taken into considcration unless it 
is provided in writing later on, -.. . 

Article 26 

The Investigating Authority may conduct on-the-spot verification \'isits insidc 
and outside the country to obtain the infonllation and data required for the 
inq~s[igation pio\'ided they obtain the approval of the pJnies concerned, 
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A r-tide 27 

[n caSe of absence of the data requlred, fallure to submit datJ within the time 
limit or non-cooperation with the Investig;1ting ;\uthority, th-c IJl\Tstigatillg 
Authority may proceed in the investigation procedures and come to cOI1l'lusinJ1~ 

according to the best inform3tion available. 

Article 28 

lrl\ t!sligatiuIJ ; i·· .• (:'.'~:~: ·,:s :;[):}]i nuL pi·f.:VCn! c!;::aranc:: ~;; consign,lll..·;Jt:-: vf" till.' 
subject goods frol11 ':Q::t(JJl1S. 

Article 29 

'1 Subject to the requirement to protect COI1 fidcntial inforl11atioJl. tile 
j In\ cstigating Authority sldl make available all information ~1I1U uJta. rC!c\'Jl1l {(l 

the iJ1\·csti~.:ltion. to all the panies concerned. The In\·eslig~lling. :\uthorilY shall 
(::sciC's~ tl~·:: confidential infonm.tion to the coun 01' th~ cxpcn it Jppoil1ts upon 
'.wiaen P:::-l11iSS:O:l from the PJny pro\'iding such information. 

:\ rticle 30 

In\'cs:igJ,ion shz!!1 be tc,'minated if the In\'esligating !\utl1orilY J"111c.!S 110 

sufficicrlt e\'ickncc 0;1 injurio~s practices, injury or causal link between both. 

;\ [·ticle 31 

The Irl\'estigJting AUi!1o:-ity sldl, where conditions oran injurious practice ill 
in,crtlJtional tr:!cic Jr:! l11et, prepare a rcport of the conclusions rC3clled in the 
in'.;cstig::nion within three Jl1o~ths from the dale of the notice of initialion. 
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Part III: "Anti-dunlping" 

Sectioll 1: "D u m ping Calcula tions" 

A rticIe 32 

- Dumping is tlIe introduction of a product into Egypt at an export price \\'hicll 
i~: less than its normal \'alue in the ordinary course of ,raJe, 

Exp:.:;r;· price skd1 be the price paid or payable by the im!-,ol"l<.:r tlther th,lll ~J1~:' 

p:::n of the price that represents: 
(i) Costs, charges, and expenses incurred in preparing the goods for shipment to 
Egypt that are additional to those costs, charges, and expenses generally incurred 
on sales for home cOi1sumption; zmd 
(ii) .A.ny other costs, charges, and expenses resulting from the exportation or the 
goods or uising from their shipment from the country of expoi1, 
- :\"oTllwi l'u/lle shall be the price p.Jid for the like goods ill the ordin::lI"Y course of' 
trJdc io:- home consumption i!l the country of oi'ig1n:'expon or the COSl llj" 

~'roduction plus the selling, gC;lc:-JI and adlllinistrati\'e costs in Jdditioll to (/1:: 

J::lOunt of protit nonnally rezdizcd on sales of goods or the price at \, .. hich lk lil-c 
proGuc, is cxported to J third country. 

The [n\'cs[igating Authority may construct the normal \'alue for goods 
originating in or exported from a state-economy country or_,Qn the basis of the 
d.:!tJ of J free-economy countf')' with similar conditions or on Jny other basis it 
d~:::I:1S appropriate. 

Article 33 
') 

~ ( In cases where there is no expor1 price for the product concem~d or where it ' J 
::l?p~ars to the Investigating Authority that the expor1 price is unreli2.blc becaU5e 
of association, relationship 0;" a compensatory agreement bet\"ecn exporter 2J1d 

the imported or a third par1)', the export price may be calculated on the basis of 
lO;: selling price to the first independent buyer in the domestic market 01' any other 
basis the. authority deems appropriate. 

Article 34 

The normal value shall be cO;1structed according to the cost of production 
in the country of origin plus an appropriate amount for selling, general and 
administrative costs and a reasonable margin of profit: or according to the expon 
price of the goods to a third country in the following cases: 

!.\vhere there is no s2-les in the domestic market of the country of export 0;' 

\vhere domestic sales are made at a loss. 
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2.where domestic sales of the subject goods account for less than li\'e 
percent of the expon sales to Egypt. 

Article 35 

In cases where there is no sufficient data to determine the export pl'icc or the 
nonll:.l! \'Jluc, the Investigating Authority may determine Them on the basis of the 
best information a··aibble. 

;\.rtidc·36 

The 111crgll1 of dumping IS the difference bet\,·:een the normal value cll1d the 
export pilce. 

In c2.lcubting the l112.rgin of dumping, the Investigating Authority shall make 
t;l:': c::icubtions on the same level of trade for JS nearly as possible the same 
~~::riod. ':J.king into consideration the factors which affect price compartlbility 
f~ursu:::!:1' to t11:.: pro\'isioils of :\rticle ~.4 of the Anti-dumping Agreement. 

Article 37 

The 1r1\'~sti;::!:i:l; :\~l,!JOI'i,:; shall calculate a sepZ!rate margin of dumping for 
eJCh c::xporter . The highcst [ll;:.rgin of dumping shall be imposed on the 
u::i-:.no"·n or n0n-(oop'~rJli\'c c:-:poncrs. . 

,rthe nut::bc:- of c~:p0ners is !argc, the Investigating Authority Ill.ay !imit the 
i:i';e5,ig:1tion to 3. reprcscntali\'c sample in which cas~ the margin of dumping. 
5h::11 I b~ :J.y;-,!i~d JS rol!o\\'s: 

I. Indi\·idu3.1 lllargins of dumping or the weighted average of these margins 
silJlI be applied to ,h~ rcp;-csentJtive sample of exporters. 

2. The weighted J';er:::!;c of the dumping margins cJleulated for the 
rcpresentative sall1ple of exporters shall be applied to the cooperalive 
C;\jJortc;-s not included in the sample. 

3. The highest dumping mugin shall be applied to the unknown or non­
coope,all\'c exportcrs. 

Article 38 
..... , r" 

The [n\'estigJ~tn; .-\ulho;-i:y 5hJ[[ prepare a report to recommend the 
lcrminJtion of the iO\'cstigZltion in the following cases: 

3- I f the \'o!ume 0 f dumped imports from a particu!ar country is less thall 
3% of the \'o!umc of imports of the subject goods unless countries 
which incii\'idually account for less than 3% of the total imports of the 
like product collectively account for more than 7% of the tola! impolis. 

b- I f [he margin of dumping is less than 2% of the export price. 
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SecciofI 2: "Determination of Injury" 

Article 39 

The Investigating Authority, having examined all posltr\'(~ c\'idellee. :;11:111 
d~:tcnnille the mate[-ial injury suffered by the domcstic imiusli": :1l1C 511;111 \'('ril\' 
the fo! !owiilg: 
1- Existen'cc ul significant increase in dumped il11puns. cither in ;lu~oILJt~ 

~cr!: ... :: ~!' reL::.ti\'~ to production or consumpi;';':' ::, l:~,.: r:L. 'y:::, ;'::::;':";'.1 > 
the effect or the dumped irnpom on prices the autilC':'iry shall ,:-,:::: ijc:" 

::, Whether there has been a significant price ulldercutting by the dUIllI'cd 
imports as compared with the price of the domestic like product. 

b. Whetller the effect of such impor1s is to depress prices 01 the 1 i!-;c proJucl ill 

a significant degree, or 
c. \I.·i!cther the effect of such imports is to prc\'ellt price iI1Cre:!SL'S \\ Ilieb 

()i!lci'\\'ise \\'ould h:l\'C occurred. 
The ~coj1omic effects of the dumped imports 011 thc co:~;c5~ic imlu>ii'\ 
r'~ fb::~cd in the follo\\'ing: 

:l. :\ctu::l J;1d pOlenti31 decline in sales, profits, pi'oductiol1. Ill:!: ~,ct s-h:ll'~. 

P:'o':CJcii\'ity, rCLUrn on in\'cstmcnt or utilization of c;:rpJcit:" 
b, [-"::cto;'s .:d'icccing domestic prices. 
c, :. bgni:CJcc of the margin of dumping. 
C, Actu:!! :!::d potential negative effects on cash no\\', iil\'clltorit:s .. 

::mployr:1ent, wages, investment, 'grov . .rth and ability to rJise CJpi::li, 
c, :\I1Y o::~-::r fJctors the Im'cstigJting Authority deel11 to be sigllific:1!1l. 

:\r-ticlc 40 

Subj~ct lothe prOVISIons of article 39 of this regulJtion. ill d::tcn~lil1il1g tile 
l:~r::Jt of injury to the domestic industry, the Investigating Authority shz!!1 \'crif:­
th':1\ the threat of injury is clear and imminent and shall considcr the rQllQ\\"ill~: 

I.The r:lte of incrcJse of the dumped imports. 
2.Likdihood of significant increase in dumped impo[-ts into Egypt in the light oC 

contracts (future purchase orders), , 
3 \\'hether imports :lrc entering at prices that will l{;ve -J signi ficanl depressing or 

sutJpressir.g effect on domestic prices, and \\'ould likely increJsc dCmJIlU Il1r 
.,._11,,- 'rrnoo'-s LviI.! .... 1 I'!,,' 

~.The existcnce of significmt expo:l capacity or inventories oltlle P:'Oc!UCi :i1 
question in the expolLing companies. 

S.Any other fJClOrS which the Investigating Authority determines to hJ\'e 3~1 

~conomic effcct on the indl..!slry, 
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AnicIe41 

The In\'estigating /,uthority shall verify that the injury suffered by the 
indust[·y is caused by the dumped imports and not due to Jil)' otiler GllJses. 

A. rticle 42 

Till? II!\·~:;tigJli!1!:. :\t!rhoriry :;:di, on recei\'ing iJf1 Jpplic::tiUll or dUrllped 
imports lhat Jed to !11Jteri31ly re:::lrd a new industry', c\'aJu;:lte the COlltClltS t1 r tht: 

appl:":JlIL\(i ZlllJ r)i'~:: :,:i..: J rqJon -.·:i:h their re~orr!l;1endatiolls 011 it. 

Artide 43 

Where imports of a product from more than one COUfltr·y iJi'C sill1ult::lllC(lusl:-' 
subject to <mti-dumping investigations, the 111\'cstig:lling :\ullH)rity l11a~' 

cUfllui:Hi\'cly assess the effects of such imports only if they determine' th.:1t: 
I. Th~ ill.Jrgin or' dumping estJolished in rebtion to the impoi"s i'ro!ll C:lC!J 

cot.;:::~" is :% 0[' more of the export price, 
.:. Tk \·Oll!!.1::: of impoi'ts from each country is 3% or 1110rc of the t~)t;!1 

\ OIL!:i:~ oC imports of tlie like product into Egypt. 
:3. T!:c :..'\:S:(,i~:::C of compctitio:1 among the imported products ~Ild bet\\'eell 

tile iil1;Joned products 2nd the like domestic products. 

Sectio/l 3: "Pro\·isiOllall\lc:Jsurcs" 

.-\ rticlc 44 

Pro\'isio:1':!! 1l1t::25urers may tJkc the form oC a CJsh deposit \· .. hich is not 
'\ 
"f;rcat~, t!nll pro\'isionally eSlirn:1tcd margin of dumping. Such pro\'isionzil 

m::,:!surcs shall not be applied sooner than 60 days from tile dille of inili,}[ion of 
i:l\ estigating and a conclusion is made by the Investigating Authority thZlt there 
C:-.iSlS dumping which caused injury to the domestic industry, 

Provisior12J measures shall be applied for a period not exceeding four 1110mhs, 
which mav be extended to six months. 

I f the pro\'ision;:!l measures are less than the margin of dumping, they shall be 
:1;Jplied for six-months which may be extended to ~(ne' months.' , 
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Section 4: "Dcfiniti,'c Anti-dumping Duties" 

Article 45 

The Investigating Authoriry sl:all determine the al110unt of ddiniti\'c <lllli­
dumping duties. \vhich wilinG[ cxceed the margin of dumpint;. 

Such duties sltull be imposed 011 dumped imports 0f the p;'educt r;'(lj:j ;:;: 

sources found to be causing material injL!["Y to the domcstic industry. cxc~pt I"UI' 

. ,- I r' . I' . I' I . l:l1p8;:~::; .• rom ~ i03C sou(ces 1t'01[1 '.\ 'lIe 1 pnce UrllJ::r:,!t:lr::;; 1~','(: ':~:l'n ~;::::·-'iJ:(:.:i 

r\ rticlc 46 

Definitive anti-dumping duties shall be imposed lor a pcriod \<:hich \\ ill nOl 
exceed 5 years frol11 the date of" publishing the final cktcrlllinatioil of" il11pl'sitioll ) 
in the Official GazeLLe. 

Article 47 

111 Glse$ \\here P;'ooucts subject ro definiti\'e anti-dulilping duties arc ('.\ponce! 
to Eg;'pt by c:-:poners or producei's who h~lVe not exported the product to Egypt 
during the [1criod or il1\'cslig;:!lioll, tile authority shall pl"Ol11ptly CJrTY out a rc\·ic\\' 
ror the purposc of det::rminin; individual margins of dumping for eacll 01" thcm 
~',o\'idt!d lilat they C3n sho\\" til.Jt they are not related 'to al1::-:'ofthe exponc,'S or 
produccrs rcfcn-cd to during t!l~ course of the re\'iew. 

In these cases the lil\"Cstigatiilg Authority may requesl guarantees t!wt are 
~quJI to the dcfiniti\'e anti-dumping duties imposed on other expol1crs from ll1e 
dJtc of initi3ting the revie\\". 

Sectio/l 5: "Unclcrt:!I\.illgS·' 

Article 48 

Exporters may offer to [he Investigating Authority voluntary undertakings to 
illcrc;J.se the price of their ex pOllS to Egypt. Price increases under such 
u:1dertakings shall not be higher than necessary to elimirtate the margi;) of 
cumping established by the In\·cstig;J.ting Authority. 

In 2ccepting, rejecting or :!Il1cnding undenakings the follo\\'ing issues shall be 
iJkcn into consideration: 

I.The possibility to suspend or tenninate proceedings, if such undenakings 
arc acccpted and if the I n\"Cstigating Authority finds these undenakin!2.s 
sufficient to eliminate thc margin of dumping unless the expor1ers ask to 
cominue the investigation, 
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2.!nforming the exporters in case of rejection and the reasons for that 
rejection ifpracticable. 

3.The 1!1\"estigating Authority may also require any expol1er from \\"],0111 an 

u!ldertaking has bee!; accepied to periodically provide information rele\'al1t 
to the fulfIl!mcllt 01' such an unde11aking and to permit verification of 
p~rtinent data. 

<; ,. ., 
... ::')j(;Cl .\' 

nninlained ;N 
clumpin£. 

Article 49 

1./1'': F;C\'!si'\:l:; of'section 7 of this pan, price 'undei1akings sIJali be 
a rC''1'oilJl--.lc period of time sufficient to eliminate the margin of 

Undcl12.kings shall automatically lapse if a decision was taken to terminate 
lh::: in\'cstigalion 3S there is no evidence of dumping or no injury WJS caused to 
.11:.: domestic industry. 

Articlc50 

In C:1SC of \'toI2tiol1 of an undertaking the Investigating Authority /llay prepare 
:! ~::;;(1:-: ,0 ii:1POSC a pro\'isioll:!1 duty using the best a\,tlilable informatiOIl or 
inlposc d~(1f1ili\'~ dutics. In such cases, defllliti\'e duties may be le\'ieu 
rc,roacti\'dy Oil th~ products which entered on the date of \'iolatiol1 of the price 
t.::ld::~akir~c 2.:1<.; \1(\\ I;lOi'C thai1 90 days before the applicJtion of such pro\'isional 
I:1CJSU:·cs. 

Article 51 

Where J fino!! detcrI:lination of injury or threat thereof is made, anti-dull1ping 
duties may be levied relroJcli\'Cly tor the period for which provisional measures 
h:!\'e been applied. 

Article 52 -" .. 

I f the cldinili\'e anti-dumping duty is higher than the provisional duty paid, 
the difference shall nOI b::: collected. However, if the definiti\'e dut\· is 10\~'er thall 
r!;c provisional duty pcid. th:2 diffcrence shall be reimbursed. 
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Article 53 

\\"herc (1 determination of threat of injury or material r"etardatioll is J:lacl..: (but 

no injur"y has vet occurred) a definitive anti-dumping dut;, shJ.11 not be irnpclscci 
retroactively" 

Article 54 

.\ (J.=rr!!i~~\o'e ar~ti-dumpiiig duty may be l::vi!!G ('i! !JrCli:","";": \\'h,,:ii ~\r_'r,: ~"/lLl:rcd 

Cor consumption not more than 90 days prior to the r"!,!'C or ,:1ppl;~";.lliO/l rtf 

pro\"isionJ! me::lsures, when the Investigating Authority deterllllnes that: 

J- Th:::rc is J history of dumping which caused injury or that thc importer \\·:-IS 

J\\"Jrc or should have been aware that the exporter practiced dUI11[ling JIlJ 

( th::tt such dumping would cause injury, and 
l,- The il1jur"y is caused by incrcc:!sed dumped impons of J product ill a rcbti\·cl:; 

s!\Ori. tim",2 v:hich is likely to scriously undennine the rcmcdd ('ri"CCl or lh·,: 

l~:,:::l;~i:i\":.:: J;]ii-dumping duty to be applied, pr"o\-idcc! tha. tilc importers 
concer:l'':c h:!x::! been given an opportunity to comment. 

Sectioll I: "Rc\·jcw of Dcfiniti\·c Anti-Dumping Dutics" 

Article 55 

Tile ]/l\·:::stif;2li,lg Authority l11ay, 2fter one yed!" froil1 the cizHe or imposition 
of C::::(i:lili\·~ ::l11:i-dumping measures, review the I1cCU for the c(llliil1L1,~d 

il1~;:csitioi1 of tk dury, where warr2l1tcd, upon request by all)' intercsted pari: ~ 

( l:ich sl:Dmits positive information substantiating the need for a i"c\·ic\\". 
I r. as a result of tile review, the Investigating Authority dcteriIJin::.:s ,il:-1t tll:.:: 

Gdin;ti\"~ anti-dumping duty is 110 longer warr2I1ted it shall be lcrl11i/1~lCd 

ill1l11:::dialely" 
If, as a result of the review, there is a need to impose derrniti\·c duties. they 

r~lJy bc imposed for no more than five years from the date of the most rcccllt 

The In\'estigating Authority may, at any time:· cMr), ·out a" re\'/c\': Oil !ts 
inili:ltivc if necessuy" 

BEST AVAILABLE COpy 
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Article 56 

The 111\'estigating Authority slIdl] carry out a rc\'ic\\' 01] its :nitizHivc lll' llpll1] 

request by a concemed pany, six months before the c,"pi!')' of the [I\'c-ycar [1l'ril,d 
fi'OIll [h:~ dJtc of ,tIte imposition of definitive dUlies, The In\ cstig,2ting i\lltl1\lril~ 
shJ.II rc\':~\\' \\'heth,'r !:~:: ::,'\piry of' the duty is lil\el:' to leJd to cOIltilluatil'll or 
recurrencc of dumping and iiljury, The duty shzlll rCll1dill in foru pcnding the 

/\:1:: c:;uch revi,'w slEllI be concluded \\'ithin 12 1110l1tlls of the (!:tIC: (If' the 
i;liti;:ltlo!l oC th~ review. 

Far! IV: :~Subsidy ~lIld COlillten'ailing i\'IcaSllrcs'~ 

Secrio// i: "Dcfinirion OfSlll>sid\'" 

:\ rticle 57 

Su/!::.il(1' is 2:1Y financial cOlltcibution provided directly or inciirectly. by the 
t:0\'c:-:::llC:1( or the coull,ry of oi'igin or any public body \\'ithin its i::rritory ;1I1cJ ;! 

h:;lC:it is thc;cby COllr~lT(;cJ to t:,c recipient of suosi'dy eirller p;"oduccr(s) III 
::.\;:'0i~C:-( 5.1, 

Subsidy includes iJ:1Y fill.Jilcl.Jl or other commer'clal DClld-It th.:!l hJS occurred 
l'r \\ ill J::CiU~, dircctiy or indirt::ctly, to persons cngJged III the production. 
j:::::~~;a.:::c;:-::. ('1:- i;-ac,::: of goods JS a result of an)' scheme, p!'OgrJll1, prJcticc, or 

" ;:~in; COile. p:-o\'idcd. or implemented by a foreign go\'cmmen,; but dOeS not 
'j iI:cl:JJ~ the iJ!llOunt of Jny duty or internal tax Illlposed 011 goods by the 

GO',c:-nrncnt of the COUnir): of origin or country of expol1 f!'Om which the goous. 
l'::CJUSC or their exportation from the country of export or country of origin. hJ\'e 
be:.:n c:\cmpted or will be relieved by means of refund or drawbJck, 

~k;]surcs C:lIl be t<!ken iJpinst subsidy only if it confers a benefit on the 
r::c:;:oier.t, is directed or speci fic to certain enterprises or industries and CJuses 
i7',.J:c .. d injur)' or threat thereof to tile dornest1c-ifldustry or Illatcrially retards the 
cS::lblishment of a nc\" i:lduSir)', 

IlES1 AVAIlABLE COpy 
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Sectioll 2: c:Consultations" 

Article 58 

Upon acceptance of an applicJtion, the Investigating Authoricy sh~.IlI take 
necessary measures to invite the gO\'er'nments of the exponing cou\1lcies of" the 
subsidized products under consider:Hion to conduct consultations \\ ith the 
purpose of reaching mutua!!)" accepted solutions, 

The IIl\'esi.igating Authority shall give the opportunity, Z!S ,,·c!!. it' dl'~ Cti'..l!S-: 

of im'cscigations, to conduct the Jbo\'c m~ntioned consultations. 
(0i1duc[ of c::o!"!su!t2.~icns sh':!!l :,n~ nr:-:','cnt the: initi"t.;':'I·r l,r ,_·, •• !:rpiC-ii'.'l! {!l' 

in\'(~s ti gation, 

Sectio/l 3: "Subsidy Cnlcui:ltioIlS" 

Ar(icle 59 

Th~ J:ll0L!r~t of subsidy is the 21:lOunt of money \\'hieh j'('prcsc!lts the benc;'l: 
COil;'c;-;-ea Oil the recipicnt. lll\'csti;.::ting. t\uthority shall CJlcul.:'.L~ tile Jlll0UIlt ('I!, 

5uL'sicy 3.ccording to the follo\\'ii1; rules: 
I, Dc:ermining. the total 211l0Unt of the subsidy Pi'O\ ided to tk products 

. under in\'cstigation during the period of investigation, 

") ,-\ weightcd J\'crJg::: s/lJli be used if the amount of the-subsidy \':Jries 
among th:; ~xponcrs of the COuiltry pro\'iding OJ subsidy, 

J. Expenses Jnd charges Sp~i1t to get the subsidy sh.:dl be deducted frol11 
th~ amount of J subsidy, 

..! The amount of the subsidy sbll be calculated on a unit basis 2nd 2S a 
percent::!g::: of the \'alue of this unit. 

" The amount of the subsidy does not include: 

a, the provision of equity capital by a foreign government unless til::: 
investment decision in relation to lhe pro\'isiol1 of t113l equity CJIl 

bc regarded CJ.S inconsistent with the usual investment practice of 
private investors in the territory of the exporting country; 

b, the provision of J loan by a foreign government unless the amount 
that the recipient of the loan pays under the loan is less than the 
2.mount that the recipient would pay under a comparable 
commercial loan that the recipient would obtain on the market, ill 
which case, the benefit to the recipient shall be deemed to be the 
difference between those t\I.'O amounts; 

c. the pro\·isio~l,,,:1. ).q.~ . ..n gUJrJntee by a foreign govcmment unless th~ 
" a·i1lolmt-: d~'~i ··ule ..... rccipient of the loan pays under the gO\'cnli1lent 

IS 

) 
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guaranteed loan is less than the amount that the recipient would 
p3.y under a comparable commercial loan that \vas not so 
guaranteed, in \\'hich case, the benefit of the recipient shall be 
del"111Cd to bc the difference between those two amounts, 

The 111\'l:stigating Authorit\, shall establish the amount oftlle subsid\' accordill() to - - ... .. :::: 
the reliable availahle datq itit does not have sufficient data to verify the Zlnlount 
of lil~ subsid)' 

Article 60 

IrJ\T';!ig:.1lin~ :)I':'h'lr:~:, sh::.li prepare a report recol11l1le:ld:ng the [Cl"lnillclliull 
of in\'estigatioll ifit is found that the amount orthe subsidy'is less than 1% orthe 
\'::.Iue of subsidiz.ed goods; Oi' \\'here the imposition ot a coullten'ailing duty on 
th~ subject ~oods is inconsistent with Egypt's obligations under GATT I 99 .. L 

Secti(}n ,I: "Dc(crllli!l:ltion or Injury" 

:\rticlc 61 

Th~ /:1\ ~s:;g3.'ing :\u~ilori'Y. h::'\'ing examined all POSltlVC c\·idcllce. shall 
"::::~;'r:~i;l~ ,:1C Ill.:!terial iI1.iur~: suffered by the domcscicindustr.y and sh311 \-erify 
t:i:': fo!lo\\ ing: 

I-b,istc:~ct.: Oi' sigliiCic::!m incre2.s::: in subsidized il1lpons, either in ZlbsollilC 
,~r::,5 0:- ~;;~:l:i\'e lO pioduciion o. consumption in Egypt. With regard to 
th~ effect of the subsidized illlpons on prices the 3uthority shall consider: 

:1. Whether there 1125 been a signi ficant price undercutting by the 
.'\ subsiJizcd imports 2S compared \vitil the price of the domestic 

like product, 
b. \\'heth~r the effect of such imports is to depress prices of the like 

product to a significant degree, or 
c. \vhcther the effect of such imports is to prevent price inne2ses 

\\'hich othen\'!sc would have occurred. 

The economic effects of the subsidized import's' 0(1 the domestic industry 
reflected in the following: 

2. ,-\ctu2i and poteiltial decline in sales, profits, production, market 
shuc, piOducti\'ity, return on investment or' utiliz.ation of capClcity. 

b, .Faciors affecting domestic prices. 
c. :\ctU;)] 2nd potential negative effects OIl cash flow, inventories. 

employment_ WJQes, investment, gro\\1h and ability to raise 
capital. 

19 
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d, Th~ increase of burden on gOVem111~L1t subsiJ:, [~:'(l~:TilIllS fur 
<!gricultural goods, 

e, Any other factors the Investigating !\mhorit\ JC::i11S III t1;: 

significant. 

Article 62 

Subject to the ~~i"0V1SIOn of ::::~'liclc (61) of this i'C'~i.J~:l',i"ln, iii dctCi"1ll inillg [k 
t!1:'C2l of iil,jut;; to the dome:..tic inciust.y, tlie Investig.:llinf. AUlllo,'ity s11.J11 \'cTi!\ 
th:1~ til!: thrc~~ or illjury is cLl: ami imminent and slwll cult~.idcr the (ulitl\\'illg: 
1.Th~ r:::le of increasc of th;;: <::.tbsidi~ed imp('rl.s. 
:.Lik::lihoOG of significant incre2.se in subsidized impons into Egypt ill [ile light 

of COlllraC[S (future purchase orders), 
::;. \\'bether i!l1pons are entering at prices that will hJ\'c ;] sigili fiCJil, ckpr~:ssi[lg or 

s:Jpp,'css:ng cffect Oil domestic prices, and would likc:'ly iilCi"CJ5C ci;:!n:!1lc1 !"l)j" 

r~!nh::r i!ll!)ons. 
·:.Tl:·2 c:-:ist:::1C~ of significant export capacity or in\clltoi"ics ol'tile product ill 

(il:':S~:L\il i!: iile cxponing companies. 
5.:\,.:; olile .. j'JCtO,S \\hich the In\'estigating ,-\utho,·i", dCle:'i,line~ ilJS :1:1 

C(O:lL1!n:c c;';'cct 0:1 the industry. 

Article 63 

Th~ 1l1\"~s~ipr.ing :-\uthori~y shelll \'erify the injui;'· surf~red by ,~~e im;ust,·:· is 
c.::~:~cd ~'Y :i::: s~!bsidized imports 2nd not as a result of Z!i1~' otiler c.:!~!s:.:s. 

Article 64 

"-

) 

( The Investigating Authority sldl, on receiving an applic2l!oil of 5u!JsicJizcci ) 
il!l;:,ons which led to materially retard a new industry, cvalu2t~ tile COillcnl5 of' !!iC 

:lp;:dic.Jtion 2nd prepare a report wilh their recoillll1cnd2tioils on it. 

Article G:; 

\\'herc imports of a product from more than olle country 2re sil11ullJlleoLlsi:, 
Sl1~j:::ct to subsidy investigation, the lnvestigati-n~r )\othority may cUi11ul.:!li\·cly 
:::ss~ss the effects of such imports only if they detemline that: 
I. Th~ amount of subsidy established for each unit of thc produc~ under 

in\'estigation is I % or more. 
... The existence of competition among the imponed products 2nd bCi \\'cen til:? 

imp0ried products aIld the like domestic products. 

:w 
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Article 66 

Pro\'isionJI I1l~JSllrers mel\' take the form of J cash derosii \\'hich I~ Ill'i 

greater [11311 tile Jmount of subsidy, Such pro\'isioilJl l11eJ~lIrl'~ s!l;dl Ill'( hl' 

JPpl;~d sooner thJn 60 dJ)'s from the date of inili3tion of i!l\'l's\i~J:ioI1 :Iild ;1 
prdilI1in;lry concll.!sion is made I)y the InvestigJting ':\llthorii.~ til:!! IhL'l'e l':,is[s 
subsiuy which caused injury to the domestic industry, 

T]iC ';l'f-'iic:alic(" 'of pro\'ISiOilJ] measures shall bc lilllited [0 J 1),,'llllt,1 IW( 

exce~rling fOUl' months, 

Secrioll6: '~Definiti\'c Counten'ailing Duties" 

Article 67 

The 1!1\~s:igJiing Authoi'i\\' sI1211 determine the Zlt110Ul1i 01 ddillili\'c duties, 
T!: is:!:: 10 u:: : 0:- (k f[ i1 i t i \'t~ d u [ i C 5 sl1 0 U I d no [ C:\ C C edt he a III 0 U n tor ti 1 (' sub s j ch 
C!~cL!!:!:ccl f0~ (,Jeh Ui1!t unde, iil\'Cs:ig.Jlion, 

T:les',,:: L.!~ti,.::s shall b::: imposed (1il the subsidizeJ iil:pol1s (i'Oll1 2i! sourccs ii' 
it is (ou:ld ,:lJ: .hey CJUSC injt.:;-:: [0 the dOlllestic industry, Duties ",\'ill (Wl L~:? 

:,l\;~os''':c on ~ll couiHries subject to the investigation which elimil1::lcd lh·::- sul'sidy 
u:ll:::r if1\·C'Sli;.:;1:0:1 0;- (has:? whose uildertakings wcre <lcceptcd,_, . 

. -\rticle 68 

l):::initi\~ cOtirller\,Jiling duties sldl be imposed roC' J period 1101 l..'xc('cJing 5 
:' '..::~~s s:::;.i;,.::: :',0:11 l!lC dJlC of }"..!blisi1ing the notice of imposition in the Of'liciZlI 

:\rticle 69 

Ifthc products subjcct to dcfiniti\'c countervailing duties Jre imponed into 
E;ypt by prod:Jccrs or exporters, not included in the proceedings fol' reasons 
o:h::, til.:!n non-coopc,Jtion with the 111\'cstigating Authority, they may JS!\ for Jrl 

·..::-.rcdltious rc\,icw \0 C\'J!UJte their countervailing 9':lti~s, , 

~ I 
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Sectioll 7: '~U ndertaki ngs~~ 

Article 70 

GO\'emments of the e:':po[1.ing countries or e.-:pvners. pi'o\'id~d they g~[ th·.:' 
approval oftlleir governments, may offer to the Investigating Au[horir~' \'oluntJry 
undertakings to inr:rease the price of their exports to Egypt. P,ic::: inLrt::JSeS under 
such undertakings shall n'.)[ be higher than necessary w elil11inalt: (he I11Jr~il1 l11' - - '" "-

dumping established by !Ilt; h',estigating r'\uthoril:. 
In accepting, rejecting or 2.l11cndillg undenaki~l.':,) (he (oll()\\'ins- i<:sth~:: s:!':-!~l l'·.: 

tJKCn ilito consider<iii()ll: 
l.The possibility to sIJ:,penu ,·r it:rrnin:\(C' proceedings. ! f :,uch undcrt41h.ii1gs 

nrc accepted and if the In\'estigating Authority fll1ds lhes~ undertakings 
sufficient to eliminate the margin of dumping unless the c:':l~oncrs .:15k to 

continue the investigation. 
~.rnforming the cxponcrs iiI case of r;ejcction and the r:-::JSOIlS for tilal 

rejection i r practicable. 
3.The Investigating .~ulho,i[y [11JY also require exporters or go\"Cmmenl5 

Crom \':hleh under •. akings hJ\"~ been accepted to pcriodicJ.lly pn.l\·!d~ 
in10:'1113tion re!::::'.:!illlO th~ fultillment of such undcn.::kin;;s 2;;U [0 perIni: 

• - • .... • I 

, .. ~ltttc2tlOn 0: P·';;'Lit1CiH G2.~J. . 

.-\ r'l i c 1 c 71 

Subj~cl to t!:·~ p,o\'isions 0Is~cti0i19 of this pan. pl'icc und:.:nakingg shall b·.; 
l:1J.i:llJincd for J rCJsoflJble p~;-iod 0; time sufticiel1l to clil11in':1le [!J~ J!1WU!ll or 
s~bsidy. 

The undcL1Jkiilg shall Juto;il3licJlly lapse if a decision \\'as lJkcn to terminate 
t:1:: in',csligJtio:1 wi1crc there is no c\'icience of subsidization or mJtcri.:d injury to 

( :h·,: domestic industry. 

r\rticlc 72 
!n case of violation of an undertaking the [nvestigating :\ulllOrit::: m2.y prepare 

J report to impose ;1 provlsion21 duty using the best J\'aibblc in formation or 
impose definitive counte,\'ailing duties. In such cases, definitive duties may b·.; 
!c\·icd retroJctively on the products \ .... 11icl1 entered on the date of \'iolJtion of the 
price undertaking 2~d not more thJil 90 days before the application of such 
r;'(1\'isional measures. 

21 



Sectioll 8: '~Retroacti\'jty" 

Article 73 

\\'hen! a final detcflll in;Hion of injul)' Of threat thereof is made, dr:finitive 
LUlIrlicn'Jiling duties Jl10y l,e IC\'ied retroactively for the period for \\'il iell 
~'ro\'ision;}1 me;}surf''' h:1\'~ f~r:'eI~ =:pplied, 

Article74 

I f the definitive couIlter-'oiling duty is higher than the provisional duty p3id, 
the difference sldi not be collected, However, if the definitive duty is lower tl18Il 

l the pro\'isioilJI d~.IlY PJid. the di rlCrence shall be reimbursed, 

,.\ rticle 75 

\\'ii~'l:': :-! t::"'::::-in;i:J:ioil o(ihrcLlt ofinjufY or tll3tcriJI retardJtioil is Illade (but 
r:-J iliju:~, h.:!5 :-::: occulTed) J definitive counten'ailii1g duty shall not be imposed 

Article 76 

:\ c.icJ;niti\:; CO~iltci\'Zlilii1g dUly may be levied 011 products \\'hich \\'cre 
c:::(::cJ :"l'=- (\..'i:~i..!!l1ptioll nOt Illorc tk!f1 90 days prior to the date of applicZltion of 
I'j"O\'iS;OllJI illCJS'.!rcs. \\'!len the In\'Csligating Authority determines th,H: 

~) thc:-c is i113tcri::d injury c3used by large qUJnlitics of imports. in a 
rcIJti\'cly shon time, of Zl product benefiting from subsidies paid or 
bestowed inconsistenlly with the provisions of GA IT J 994, and 

b) it is neccssary, in order to preclude the recurrence of such injury, to 
impose countcr-'ailing duties retroactively, 

Sectioll 9: "Rc\'ic"O of Dcfinitivc Countcl:\'~iIil)g Duties)) 

t\ r(iclc77 

Tnc invcstipting Authori;y 1113Y, after one year from the dale of imposition 
of ddinitjvc counteI\'2iIJrlg l1lcasu,cs, review the need for the continued 
im;::,osilion of the duty, \\'h:?i'C \\OllITllnted, upon request by any interested party 
\\'hich submits positi\'c inform~tion substantiating the need for a re\'ie\\', 



( 

If, as <l result of the review, the Investigating Authority cl::l~:'1:1i01~S til;:!! t:H .. ' 

definiti\'~ coullteryailing dutv is no longer \\/arrallteJ it silJ!! L'~ term il1~ll(,cl 
~ - ~ 

immedi;:!tely, 
If, 2S a result of the review, there is a need to impose actiniti,'c Juties, the'.­

may be imposed for no more tlttln five YC3rs from thc datc of th~ l1lost rCCl'lll 
re\'lew. 

The I nve:>tigating Authority nlay, at any time. CaIT\' Ollt a I':..'\'i('\\' (lll ii:; 
iI1ili~ti\'c if necessary. 

Article 78 

The 1i1\'estiS=1li:1? AUtl~.:i'[I:: Sil:d[ :::an'y out a re,'i'?'''' on its ii1ili.:ni\'c or UpOll 
r::o~!cst b\' the domestic industrv, six months before the c:\oin' of tile fi\'e-\'enl' 

• J' .. , .- • 

;:,,:-:-iod from the d3te of the imposition of definiti\'e duties. The li1\'C'stiptiilS 
AcI:!lOrity shJl1 re\'ie\\' whether the expil)' of the duty is li!-:ely [0 /c;:!d t(l 

cl"lr..inuJtion o. reCUITel1Ce of subsidy and injur'Y, The duty sil,:!11 n:!l1Jill ill [-or('c 
i~C;ldil1g the outcome of such a review, 

:\!1\' SLlC!l rC':ic\'.' shall be concluded \vithin 12 mollths o( the d:!tc (o( the 

!)a/,/ I:: "Safcguanl j\'IeaSllreS AgaiIlst the 
Cnjustifiable Increase in ImpoI"ts~' 

SccriO/l J: ":\pplication of S:1feguard l\1caslIrcs'" 

Article 79 

( S;:l!~gu;:>.:'d measures against unjusti Gable increase or impOl~.s J~~ thos~ JPplicc.i 
agJlr!st p:-oducts (other than dumped or subsidized) imported into ESYPl in su.::h 
inCl:?Js~d quantities, absolute or relative to domestic production ;:]!ld 11l1d~r such 
cO:lditiollS G!S to cause or threaten to cause serious injury to the domestic industry 
til::!, p:-oduces like or directly competitive products, 

-

Sccfi()J[ 2: "Determination of Serious Injury or Til r'c;1t Thcrcul~" 

Article 80 

"Seriolls illjlllY" shall be understood to mean a signi ficant o\'cr~!l1 

!in;:'Jinnent in the position of a domestic industry. 
-Threat afserious (fljmy" sh,:!!1 be understood to mean serious iiljury tl1:1l is 

ckJr/y imminent 2.nd that \1..'ould cause impairment in the position oftlle d0111eslic 
indt.:stry. 

1 ' ~~ 
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Article 81 

The In\'estigating Authority shall detennine the serious injury cJused [(1 [he 
domestic industry OIl the basis of facts and the existence ora causal linK bel\\'t~~!1 
the inc['eased impons of the product concerned and se['iol.[s inju['y or {h['Cal 
thereof, The Investigating /\uthority shall verify the folluwing: 

1. An increase in impC'rts of the product under in\'cstigatioil ciihcr 
2bsolute or r~bti\'c lO production in Egypt. 

The illq)~~...:t Df incrc2sed il11ports on the situation (,j' .Ii:.: d~)illCSt;\ 

industry, including sales, production, producti\'ity, l!li:i7;][ioil n, 

c'Jpacity. profits o.nd losses, employment and market share, 

Sectio}1 3:"Proyisiona! Safeguard I\1easllrcs~' 
1 ~ 

Article 82 

PW\ is:0:121 safcgu2rd lllcaSUi'(:$ .::gainst unjustifiable increase of illll'OrlS 111:1,\' 

~,~ ii;l;~OS:.:J if t:::: In\'cstigating ,·\uthority finds a clear e\'jckncc ,kn increased 
i:;:;:'l):-;S hJ\'~ cwscd or a.rc thi'CJ:ciling to cause serious injury tl1:H C:1;l not be 
CJsily !~;::~Ji:.:c 0:- \\'ould be difclcultto remedy should the imposition ofthcsC' 
1l!~JSUrcs b~ d~IJy~d. 

Article 83 

P.ovisio;:Jl sJft:gu:nd mCJsures sh:dl take the form or tari n' iilcrc2ses, t;Jking 
i:1:O cOilsid:::r:J:io;1 the follo\\'ing: 
I, The ct.!rJ~ion of the ~m\'isiord measure shall nOl exceed ~OO dJ~'s, 

( "'1'> 
J-' Should such measures tJke the form oftariffincrcLlses, Lhey sldl be 

promptly refunded if the in\'estigJlion does not determine lhat iller-eosed 
impor:s IlJ\'C caused or threatened to cause serious injury to the domestic 
i:ldus~ry, 

::5 
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Section 4: "Definitil'e llfeasllres'" 
Article 84 

If it is found rhJt [he imports of the product under in\'estig2.[ion ha\'e GIU5cd 
serious injury to the d(1fllestic industry or thrco.t thereof. the !l1\'estig::lting 
Author'ity shal[ recommend to apply definitive safeguard meaSU['~5 ill the f(lrl11 of 
quantitative restrictions or increase in customs dutics 0[' both. l:.!killg l[ll,l 

consideration the following: 

l.The definiii\'e s<.:fegu(lcJ l1lt:JSU[t:.! shall be applied [0 tll::: CX[~;H Il~CeSSa['y to 
prC\'CrH or rerned Y IIi.;! st'ci "1.1':: i!'.j· Jr~' s3.used tv the dom':.:>l ;._ i lill ustry. 

2.\Vherc a quantit".!{,:~, rest"icrion is used, .the determined quantities for ~ach 
cQulltry shall not bc less than [he average,volume of impor1s for til;::: must rccent 
3 years o. any period the investigating authorities may consider necessary l(\ 
remove the injury provided that it is justified. 

3.ln cases where a quota is .:!llocatcd among members hJ\'ing ~! SUbS[;llllial 
( interest in supplying the product. shares shall be allolled b::!secJ LlpO:1 lhe 

p,oponions. suppl ied by such members dU['ing a pre\'ious rcprescntJti \'c 
p:::riod. ot- th~ lot2-l qUJlHity or \':duC! of imports of the product. u:lkss jusli fied 
~~:lsons fl)~ not 2.pplying this ,uk U~ pro\'ided . 

.!,Th::: p~:-iod 0:- ;;;;pliCltio;l of J ddin:live safeguard measure sil.:!!1 oc IOUi' YCJrs 
whic!l r~lJy b~ extcnded [0 not morc than 10 yeJfS iil:=luding tile perioel oi" 
J;:oplication of p:-o\'isiona! I11CJSUrCS, 

5.~o sJfeguard l,lC:JSUrC sl1.:111 b:; applied to the impoits oTa product \\'hich hJS 
ken pre\'io:.1sly subject to J s3J"cguard measure. pro\'idcd that the period of 
:ion-<li,?licJtioil is ,1[ least l\':O YCJrs. 

Fart VI :'~Fill::ll Proyisiolls:: 

( ;\rlic!c 85 

The ivlinistcr of Trade and Supply may accept or reject the recommendations 
of the Advisory Committee. He may also terminate or redUCe countcrvailing 
du~i~s. 

Article 86 

The i' .. rinister ofTr2dc and Stqply 1TI2Y apply the pro\'isions of this regulation 
Jg2i;1St imports from countries that 2re not members in the WTO or apply 
r:-o~:::cti\'e measures against the injurious practices of these countries in 
intcr:1Jtiona! tr2-de for the purpose of Egypt'S interest 

" 
) 
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AI"ticle 87 

The ,\linis~cr of Trade &. Supply may impose additional duries or any other 
restrictions on impol1s in accordance with the agreements included in the final 
Act of J\'lultilateral Trade 0iegoliations of Uruguay Round, -

Article 88 

"'here a decision by the dispute settlement pand,; oflhe WT(.' ()r a Cill;:\! 
judgment is issued for t(;rl11inaliol1 of any measure;, taken in accordancp. with lhr. 
r-ro\'isions of this I'cgul<J.tioll, the :l.'linister of Tl'ad~ alld Supply ll1ay tel'l11ill3te 
these mcasuces or s.i\'e dit'eclioils to the Investigating Autho,·;ty lU r:::~.i:lisiJcr 

these measures ill the light of rccommen'dations made by the dispute settlemenl 
pJilCls or the fin:!! judgmel:ls, 

Article 89 

\kr!~:~~;- s::!::.:s and pel·tics concc['il(;d shall have full opponunity to conduct 
c('l:~s~:I,.:!ti():lS i:: cC;lsistC:1C:' "'ith the provisions of the ngreements referred lO. 

Article 90 

ll::.: In'.t:s,i;2llilg ,·\ut!1ority shall advise rhe committees cOllcerned in the 
\\'TO l~~" tile ::0::(:':5 st:1tcJ iiI tll-:: <1grcelllents referred to. 

:\('tie\e 91 

IiI .:1?plyint;, tile PiO\':5ions of Lh~ agreements referred to, the lll\'estignting 
,·\c;:hoii::, sh:d! ~i'::: special regard to the special situation of the dc\'eloping 

\ 
-' 

:\rticle 92 

The- In\'csci£2:iilg Aut/1Orit::; may gi\'e notice to initiate n ne\,v investigation or 
a revi:::\\' of the measures in force ifit found that there is circumvention v.:hich 
;:;-;-~::::s the cffccti':eness of these measures. 

:\ rl icle 93 

In cases \\'hcre .:!nti-du:nping 3mJ subsidy investigations for the same product 
J;-e in':oh'c:d simultaneously only one dut), shall be imposed. 

~­
- I 
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Article 94 

Pro,'isions of the agreements referred to shall be applied on matters \\'hich 
are not st:1td :/1 this regulation, 

Article 95 

Panics ~ollcerned have tht~ right of ap[Je:.i1 to the Admini:.trati\'c Coun 
cOl1c;:,mint~ the measure" ;1!l.~1 decisi()!1s taken pursu3.nt to ihc pro\'isio!1s oCt"!!) 
rq;.ubtioll and in acc:ordance with the relevant rules amI proc:cciI1i"r"S, 

:s 



The Legal Measures whic'!i'slio'uld be pursed 
To Challenge the Minister of Commerce _ 

Decisio~s Related to ,Cases of Subsidization; 
Dumping and The Unjustified Increase of the Imports 
•••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• **.**+*** •••• ** •••••••••••••••••••••• 

The Competent Administrative Authority to Issue the 
Decisions: 

The law No # 161, 1998 regulating the protection of the national economy against the 
eITeets resulting from harmful practices during the course of international trade, 

, " 

This law empowers the Ministry of Commerce and supply to ulldertake the necessary 
measures to safeguard the national economy from damages due to subsidization, 
dumping and the unjustified increase of imports, under the scope determined by the 
treaties incorporated in the final document of the outcomes of Uruguay round for the 
commercial multi-parties negotiations: that has been approved by A.R.E. and carne 
into eITeel with the presidential decree No If 72, 1995. 

Therefore the before mentioned Ministry became the sole competent power 
responsible for enforcing that law, 

The j\:Iillistcr-'s DecisiollS: 

The j\linistcr 'of Commerce and Supply issues a decision containing the compcnsate 
measures stated on the treaties within the final document or Uruguay round's 
outcomes against cases of subsidization, dumping or the unjustified increase of the 
imports; according to the frame and the limits declared by those treaties. 

Court Jurisdiction: 

The administrative court of the State council is the only court that has jurisdiction to 
rule in the disputes related to the enforcement df the before mentioned articles, 
challenging the judgements shall be brought before the Supreme administrative Court. 

The ruling "discharge" in such disputes and cha!lenges should speedy; according to 
the rules stated in article (I) of the law, 

Reasons For Challenges: 

,\s stated ill the State Coullcil's Law, the reasons for challengcs could be Ilklllers of 
general jurisdiction,. formality default, ~isobeying laws Clnd . regulations, 
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misapplication oflaws, 'misinterpretation or misuse of authority finally, not following 
the rules and procedures stated in the treaty considered disobeying the law. 

Refusing or abstaining' on behalf of th~ administrative authority issuing a decision 
which should be issued according to laws and regulations. 

\VllO has The 'Rfght to File the Suit? 

It is required to accept the suit to be filed [rom any natural or juristic person who has a 
personal interest in this legal action. I 

Dcsignated Timc to File the S~it or Challcnging the Court 
Judgement: 

It is GO days before the administrative courts from the publishing date Qf the 
administrative decision on the official journal, on the public omce publications or 
notifying the litigant. 

If the lawsuit is filed after the GO day period, the ruling the case unacceptable for that 
reason, 

Unless the litigant filed a petition before the i'vlinister o~ The Cabinet 

The petition should be discharged during 60 from the dat.e of its fding 

If the passed decision is negative, it should contain the re:Jsoning" for its denial. 
i\!oreover, abstention on behalf of the competent power frOlll issuing a decision is 
considered refusal and the time to file tIle lawsuit is GO days frolll the dJte the before 
mentioned GO days "abstaining period" is consumed. 

The Procedures to File tile Lawsuit before thc 
( Admillistrative Court: 

A request is submitted to the court secretaryship, signed by a lawyer registered in the 
records as one of the lawyers recognized before the appellate court. The rcquest 
should contain beside the ge0cral data related to the name of the plaintiff, the 
defendant to whom the request is served and their domici Ie, the subject matter of the 
request, the date of the 'petition from the administrative decision if there is, the 
outcome of the petition, the claim- supporting documents and a brief for' the 
challenged decision. 

The requester can submit with his request a memoranduIll expIJin the legitimacy of 
his claim. He should also present to court secrctaryshir sumcicllt Ilumbcr of copics 
from the request, the memo and the documents except in case of originJls he docs not 
Ii':! ve to do that. 

2 
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The request and its attachments shall be served to the competent administrative 
authority and to the opponent in a period,. which mus~ not exceed 7 days from t!le 
filing date. 

The office of the lavvyer signed the request is considered a chosen "elected" domicile; 
at the same time the retained lawyer for the opponents his office is considered a 
chosen domicile. 

Unless. they defined another chosen dOfllici Ie. 

The president of the. court decides the date of tile session to handle the dispute as an 
urgent case. Finally, the parties are notified by the session's date. 

The U rgcIl thea rillg of the Lawsuit: . 
I 

The law stated that the suit should be handled in an urgent manner. That means thal 
the court should rule in the dispute regarding the urgent part of the claim without 
referring the case to the to the state council commission to prepare it. The court will 
concentrate on the possibility to suspend the gecision and rule in this request either by 
acceptance or refuseil because it is tile urgent matter. Then aflerwards refer the subject 
matter to the state commission to deliver a report explaining tlte legal grounds for this 
subject. 

The judgcmcnt passed from the court by suspet.Jding the challellgeu uecisioJl is only a 
judgcment on thc urgent part of the case to confront the situatioll. 

The passcd judgement in this part of the case is executablc. and does 1I0t band the 
court aflcrwards to rule opposite to its ruling in the urgent part. 

The judgemcllt in both parts of tile case "urgent - subjectivc" is exccutable and can be 
cllallcngeu beforc the suprcmc administrative courts 

Expcrts Assistance: 

The court hears each party's view and supportive defense. The court may seek experts 
assistance from the table established by the law No #. 161, 1998; this table is in the 
l\linistry of Justice and designed to record 'experts in the fields required in order to 
apply the before mentioned treaties. 

The Proccll ures to C/Ja II ellge the Adm i nistra ti vc Court 
Judgemellt before the Supreme AdmiIlistrative Court: 

Thc challcnge should bc filcd within GO days from the date thc challenged judgclllcnt 
is passed. 

It is prcsentcd from one of thc parties by a report submittcd to the court clcrk signed 
by a lawyer acceptcd before this court. The report sltoulcJ have ill acJcJitioll to the 

J 
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general data regarding names of the parties, their titles amI their domicile. Also, the 
challenged judgement its date, the challenges and their legal ground ror them. The 
demands of the challenger, if the challenge does not meet those rcquirCI!lents, it may 
be ruled unvalid "null". 

The court secretaryship, should receive the file of the case rrom the lawyer court 
before referring to state commission. 

The circuits of examining challenges in the S.A.C. look into the matter afler hearing 
the' clarification of the state c,!mmission and the partics. 

If the president of the circuit and the circuit ofexalllining challenges deserve to be 
presented to the S.A.C.; In two cases: First, because the challenge is more likely to be 
accepted. Second, because the ruling on this challenge require approving a new legal 
principle the court had not passed before. On the other CJse if this circuit decided 
unanimously that the challenge'is unacccptable due to rcasons of its forlllality, null, or 
not worth to be presented 'to the S.A.C. rcfused it. 

It is sufficient to mention the decision or thejudgemcnt in the session's record. The 
court should clarify it point of view and if the ruling is denial it might not be 
challenged by any other way. 

If the circuit of examining challenges decided to its referral to tlte S t\ C. 

The secretaryship of the court record this in the challenge report antlilolify the parties 
and the state cOlllmissions by the decisioll. 

Thc same rules defined to discharge the disputc before the S.AC. apply to the circuit 
for examining the challenges. 

Challenging the judgement before the S.A.c. docs not lllean to suspend the 
challenged judgement unless the C.E,C. order otherwise. 

S.A.C.= .the supremc administrative court 

c.£.C= circuits of examining challellges 

1 
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State Council 

Administrative Court 

1 St circuit 

Case N# 10346 year 52 U udicial year) 

P§rties: 

I-Abdallah Mohamed Abdel Rahman (owner of the 
Middle East Company for imports and exports). 

2- Hamdy Abdel lvlaksoud (owner of El Gowhara 
Company). 

Y. S 
I-The Minister of Commerce and Supply~ 
2-The ~1inister of Finance. 
3-Dircctor of Customs Administration 

Facts: 

The Minister of Finance issued a ministerial decree N# 
39611198 on 5/811998 that includes imposing customs 
duties at a rate % 46 of the £Q.od? imported value 
eIF.The imports are y.,'ooden matches which -are under 
the customs restraint. The head of the central 
administration for international policies -antidumping, 
subsidization and protection apparatus- customs duty 
administration, had been notified on 13/811998 that this 
duty ratio should be enforced for the date it is issued on. 
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These duties are applied over any shipments are not yet 
released from customs and the shipments opened for 
them "L C" (letter of credit) or that has been shipped 
before the decree was passed .The custom administration 
shall collect the duties as a trust for the the Ministry of 
Commerce and Supply Ithe sector of Overseas Trade 
until the opening of an account designated for this 
purpose. The publication no #2811998 was passed 
declaring the collection of the customs duties which are 
%46 out of the goods value C.I.F, in addition to the 
import taxes %35 according to the customs tariff, sales 
taxes and general taxes. 
The two plaintiffs requested for the customs 
administration to release the goods but their request was 
rejected. 

Claim's leg!!i v;round: 
The nvo decisions of imposing the duties and not 
releasing the goods are violating both the law and the 
constitution. They also contain a misuse of power. For 
the following reasons: -

o The goods which suffered the duties \-vere subject to 
legal action before the decree was passed imposing the 
duties and their commitments was decided based upon 
the present situation - not expecting such decree to be 
passed . 

• The goods were already shipped from the exporting 
port on the 11 th

J 
16l

\ 24 t.1 17/1998 prior to the 
challenged decision on 5/8/1998; therefore, these 
goods are not subject to the decree imposing those 
taxes. 

, 
) 



.Only by law according to the article 119 from the 
constitution; however the challenged decree is a 
ministerial decree shall not impose taxes and duties . 

• The refusal to release the goods unless the duties were 
paid constitute taxes duplication and against equity . 

• Finally, the decree violated the international 
agreement approved by A.R. E by the presidential 
decree No # 7211995. 

Plpintiffs' demands: 
• To rule in the urgent part suspending the two 

challenged decisions and their effects and ordering the 
enforcement of the judgement with its draft and 
without notification. 

CI To rule on the subject, abolishing the two decisions 
and their effects and thlil sffit';; and to, order the 
defendant to pay the court and la\\ryers 'fees. 

The judgement on the urgent p§rt on 11/5/1999: 
• The case initiation and formalities are proceeded 

according to the law. 
e Denying the plaintiffs their urgent demand, \vhich is 

suspending the t\\'o decisions and ordering them to pay 
court and lavY'yers fees for this part. 

• Order the case to be referred to the State Council 
Commission to prepare and to submit a report 
including the legal opinion on the·subj"ect. ... 

Reasonin~: 
The claim to suspendation on a temporary bases 
according to article 49 of the State Council law two core 
elements first, the element of seriousness means that the 



challenge is based upon reasons suggest that the ruling 
will be to abolish the challenged decision. 

Second, urgency means that the continuous enforcement 
for the challenged decision cause further injuries and 
consequences which can be cured in case the decision is 
abolished. 

According to the law No 16111998 concerning the 
protection of National Economy from injurious effects of 
unfair practices in international trade: The judgement 
concluded from the documents presented ';face value" 
that the administration has conducted a pre1iminary 
investigation upon a complaint of the domestic industry 
and based on clear evidences discovered that the like 

. imports to the domestic product caused significant injury. 

The existence increase in dumped imports depressed the 
price of the domestic industry and cut do\\"cr its marked 
share {EL NILE Company for matches} that lead to 
weakened the total industrial position. Therefore, it is 
clear for the Minister of Trade & Supply the necessity of 
preserving the domestic industry and to cure their 
negative effects. 

He passed the challenged decree No # 39611998 
imposing an interlocutory measure to face those 
circumstances. 

This decree has been passed from the proper authority 
and according to the law. It is not suggested to be 
abolished which exclude the element of seriousness in 

) 
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claiming to suspend the decree with no need of further 
review for the urgency element. 

Concerning what have been said by the plaintiffs that the 
decree violated article 119 of the constitution is not true 
because this article empowers the legislative authority 
solely to impose taxes. We must differentiate among 
taxes and other financial duties; such as duties can be 
imposed within the limits defined by the law. The decree 
in question was not passed imposing custom taxes but 
custom duty according to OATIS Annexes and within 
the limits of the law 16111998 and its executive 
regulations; which stated in article 83 '~provisional 

safeguard measures shall take the form of tariff 
increases ... " The rational is to accomplish a balance 
betv·;cen the unjustified increase in dumped imports and 
the injury suffered by domestic product. 

As for their claim that the decree applied retroactively 
over imports contracted for or opened L.C. for them or 
shipped to the arrival port or which have not released. 

This argument is not valid because the decree passed to 
modify the tariff by increasing the ratio to 46%; it must 
be enforced from the date it is passed upon imports, 
which has not been released because this tariff is 
collected because of the arrival· OfgDOds. Qecisions to 
impose customs tariffs or to modify them are applied 
immediately. The sphere of the application for the law 
~o 16111998 solely over the unjustified imports that has 
not been released - and applying the law in any other 
manner \vill cause serious damage to the domestic 
industry - impossible to recover. It is present injury 
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suffered by the domestic industry~ not future injury. 
Also, according to the rules stated in the protection 
convention; that the measures over the imports entering 
the consumption are applicable immediately after the 
decision imposing those measures was passed. 



THE HONOR-\BLE DELISSA A. RlDGW.-\ Y 

Ddissa A. Ridgway was sworn in as a Judge of the US Court of International Trade in May 
1998. The Court ofInternational Trade - which is based in New York - is a special federal 
court with nationwide jurisdiction owr matters involving US international trade and customs 
b\\s. 

Prior to her 1998 appointment to the US Court of International Trade. Judge Ridgway ser.·ed 
as Chair of the Foreign Claims Settlement Commission of the US (FCSC), an independent 
quasi-judicial agency within the US Department of Justice. The FCSCs primary mission is 
to adjudicate claims by US nationals (corporations and individuals) against foreign 
go\'t.~rnments under special claims programs. 'In her capacity as Chair of the Commission, 
Judge Ridg\\Jy Served both as the administrative head of the agency and the president of the 
Thn:e-member internJtionJI tribunal. 

1 
-' Befl1re her 1 99-l J-ppointment to the FCSC by President Clinton, Judge Ridg\\J-y was a 

flh:rnber Ot';:Hl intt::rmtional prJctice group, She is a recognized <luthority in the are<lS of 
im<.:m:llil1i1:d commercial l<lw, intcrnJtiunal transactions and intern:HionJI commercial 
.!~~Ilr~til>rt Ilti~Jtioll, Jnd hJS publi:;heJ :llld lectured widely. 

bJ:;c RIJ:;\\J:- i:; currently an .. \djunct {'rlltessor of Law on the international 1:1\\ taculty of 
('()mell 1.:1\\ Scl1ll0l, Jnd has pre\ iously taught International 13usiness Transactions and 
lr:t::m:Hiun.d COfllmercial :\rbitrJtioll ill the LL)vL progrJl1l at :\mcric<ln lini\crsity in 
\\'J;;hillSWf1, DC. She h:.ls also sened as a consultant on international Ll\\ to orgalliz<ltions 
trlcluJms the l:niled 0.'ations Centre on Transnational Corpora.cioris, tile, Hdsinki 
Cll;nflll:;~i~lC1. the Council of [urope. <lnJ the US Information r\gency (ad\'isillg developing 
Cl)Untne:> on f11:Hl~'rs ofintemJ-tionJ-l Ia\\ J-nd commercial I.:!\~' rdom1). In J-udition. \\'hile in 
;,m:t[:: r~.!.:[ic~·, ~he \\30:; a member ofti1e panels of both the ICC IntefllJ-tioml Court of 
:\,[-.ltf:1[i(1[l (!':!ri~) and the :\mcrican :\rbitration Association. Jnd scr.'cd as Jrbitrator. 
I,,',)UrN,:1 ()f sL'creury to the tribunJI in arhitrations undcr thc rules of most o1'the f1njor arbitral 
1;1~~itu(ioi1s. 

JuJ~e R.iJ~\\:l: is a 1975 honors gr:lJu:lte of the University ot'\lissouri-Columbia. \\hcre she 
c()i:1pklL'J Cllt.l'Se\\orh: 1'or an :-'1.S. in Comf11unityflntcrnationJI De\'c!opment. She rccei\cd 
hL'r law JCt-ree I'rom I'\orthc<lstern Uni\crsity School of Law in 1979, 
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BER;";[ECE A. BRO\V~E 

In 1972 Ms. Browne received her BA in History from the Univ~rsir: of.vbine in Orono, Maine, 
USA. She received her JD from The Catholic University of AmericJ in \\·J.Shin~ton. D. C. in 
1976. In 1977 she \\ent to work as a I:lw;.-er working on Antidumpin~ and Countervailing duty 
i:;su~s for the United States Customs Sef\ ice in Washington. D.C. ,\15. 8ro\\ ne transferred to the 
Oftice orthe General Counsel at the Department of Commerce in JJnu:lr;.· of 19S0 \\hen the 
function of enforcement orthe Antidumprng and Countervailing dut: 1:1\\5 \\as transferred to the 
Commerce Department from the TreJSllr;. Department. 

~!s. Browne is currently the Chief for ,\ ntidum ping Litigation in the Oflice of the Chief Counsel 
fLlr Imrort Administrarion at the Department of Cornmerc~. Th~ Ofti.::e of the Chief Counsel for 
Import r\dministration is the legal ortice \\hich reviews tor legal sufticiency, the \\ork of the 
!mrort r\dministration, the office \\hich administers the antidumping 3nd countef\'ailing duty 
irl\cstig3tions :lnd revie\\s. In this position she supervises sratT3trorne;s on:lll aspects of 
I1tig3ti(ln 3g3inst the Derartment's 3ntidwnping and countef\:liling Jut; determin:ltions. This 
\\or\" in\olves revie\\ing briefs and pbnning strategy \\ith the st:!lLlttorne;s and the attorneys at 
the L'niteJ Stares Jusrice Department \\110 defend the Import :\Jr:liniQr:l,ion determinations in 
t:le Lnited St3tes courts. ,\nother 3~r<.:ct ofrhis work invol\c> \\ur\.,ir.t: \\itl1 Commerce officials 
t.' e\rl:1i,l i:,)\\ the courts \\ork. tht: Cl't1~'~ st311d3rd ofrevic\\. :md "h;lI Imror1 .·\dministration 
l>l:icI,lb need to \\ ritc Jnd document 10 rroJllce defensibk dc'ci"";h. :\ r:cr court dt:cisions an:: 
i"ucd \h Ilr''',n..: assi,ts tht: surf 3:tl,mc;, in c\[1IJining CLlLli1 J:.:ci,i,l'l'; 3n,t reillJnd 
irhir\I,·tlllil> tll :he res[1onsibk clic,nt p<.:r',Hlrlel in the Dc'p3r1mc'rH 

. --- ---' _. --------
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Commercial Law Development Program 

Judicial Review Program 

List of Participants 

Deputies to the State Council: 

I. Dr. Ibrahim Ali Hassan 

I Cnslr. Ahmed Amin Hassaan 

J. Cnslr. Mamdouh Hassan Youssef Rady 

4. Cnslr. Mahmoud Ahmed Abdul Rahman El Sokkary 

5, Cnlsr. Adham Hassan Ahmed EI Kashef 

6. Dr. Hany Ahmed EI Dardeery 

7 Cnslr ,\loataz Kamel Mordy 

S Dr ;\bdullah Ibrahim Farah l'-:assef 

9 Cnslr Hamdy Yassin Okasha 

10 Cnslr Ahmed Abdul Tawwaab i\'lohamed Moussa 

II Cns!r \lounir Sedky Youssef Khalil 

12 Dr. Samir Abdull\!alak '\[ansour 

Orputirs at State Courlcil: 

13 Cnlsr Usama Youssef Shalaby Youssef 

1-4. Cnslr Bahaa EI Din Yehia Ahmed Zohdy 

Coullselors at Strite Council: 

15 Cnslr Eleiwa Moustafa Eisa Falh El Bab 

16 Cnslr Hatem \'[ohamed Dawood Farag 

:'lembers of Strite Coullcil: 

17. \lr .\!ohamed Abdul .\1eguid Ismail 

IS i'dr. Tamer Abdu I lah lVlohamed Al i Hassan 

19 [,dr Khalid Mohamed [,.,lahmoud EI Atrees 



20. Mr. Ihab Mokhtar Mohamed Farahat 

21. Mr. Mohamed Ahmed Shalaby EI Gank 

22. Mr. Moataz Ahmed Abdul Fattah Sheeir 

Mr. Adel Ateyatu![ah Raslan 

24. Mr. Sameh Gamal Wahba Nasr 

25. Mr. Ahmed Gamal Ahmed Othman 

26. Mr. Moustafa Abdul Mohsen Ibrahim El Habashy 

Salional Center for Judicial Studies: 

27. Ms. Mona Gamal EI Din 
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