 GENERAL COMMENTS

This file provides documentation for the data contained in the file “Firm8095.xls”. This work was funded by the National Science Foundation under grant number 9810706.  

I thank Jason Gaines, Heather Micelli, Mark Salcedo, Mark Stater, and Craig Young for excellent research assistance.  I also thank Catherine Co (University of Central Florida), James DeVault (Lafayette College), Keith Head (University of British Columbia), John Ries (University of British Columbia), and Deborah Swenson (University of California – Davis) for sharing data that assisted my efforts. Most of the data come from Federal Register notices of the U.S. International Trade Commission (USITC) and the International Trade Administration (ITA) of the U.S. Department of Commerce (USDOC) for each case. Data for a number of the variables in this database from 1980 to 1990 were initially collected by James DeVault (Lafayette College) which he used in his paper, “U.S. Antidumping Administrative Reviews,” International Trade Journal, Vol. 10(Summer 1996): 247-267.   I am grateful to him for sharing this data with me for this project.

The accompanying data file provides firm-level data on all foreign firms that were involved in any U.S. antidumping investigation initiated from 1980 through 1995 and received at least a preliminary firm-specific antidumping (AD) duty.  Thus, there are firms that were directly affected by U.S. antidumping investigations that are not in the database because they were never publicly identified as being part of any investigation.  The two primary situations where this occurs are the following.  First, many cases were terminated or ruled negative before any specific firms were named.  Second, foreign firms that accounted for a relatively small portion of unfair trade in an investigation did not receive firm-specific margins and thus, were not publicly revealed.
  If an AD case is not listed, this means that either 1) the case did not continue long enough for the U.S. Department of Commerce to calculate and publish dumping margins for any specific firms, or 2) the firms all came from a non-market economy and, thus, all received the same AD duty.

Although my research assistants and I have used considerable care in compiling this database, I obviously cannot guarantee the complete accuracy of the data.  I would appreciate notification of any errors or omissions.  The text below lists the variables in this database, accompanying descriptions, and sources. 

VARIABLE DESCRIPTIONS

1) Sort
This is a sequential ordering of the observations that keeps data sorted by ITC case number and then by firm identification number.

Source: My own construction

2) ITC_case  

The case number assigned by the USITC.  While this database typically lists these case numbers as a 6-digit number, the USITC usually reports numbers in the following form: 731-TA-XXX.  For example, “731286” in the database is connected with USITC case 731-TA-286.  These numbers are sequential in the order that the cases were initiated.  However, there are a number of instances where the USITC and ITA split their decision across two or more products referenced by the same USITC case number.  In these cases, I have added alphabetic extensions to the case number.  For example, case 731044 led to separate decisions on liquid and crystalline sorbitol for France.  Thus, I have “liquid sorbitol from France” listed as 731044a and crystalline sorbitol from France listed as 731044b.  Other cases where this occurs are 731048, 731087, 731091, 731092, 731095, 731123

Source: Federal Register notices.  

3) Firmid

Firm identification number.  Firms are numbered sequentially (generally in alphabetical order) for each USITC case number.

Source: My own construction
4) Country
The investigated country from which the investigated products are imported.

Source: Federal Register notices.  

5) Product  

Product description.  These product descriptions are shortened for convenience and not official.  The USITC reports connected with each case (for those cases that reach at least the preliminary USITC decision stage) have more complete product descriptions.  

Source: Federal Register notices.  

6) Decision  

The final outcome of the case, where A=affirmative, N=negative,  T=terminated, and S=suspended.

Source: Federal Register notices.  

7) Firmname
Firm name.  I have tried to obtain as complete a firm name as possible, as listed in public sources.  Often the ITA created acronyms for the investigated firms and I have included these in parenthesis.

Source: Federal Register notices.

8) Firm_ADD
Final firm-specific antidumping duty.  These data are obviously only available for firms involved in cases that were ruled affirmative.  The code “NA” means not available because the case was not ruled affirmative, and hence the information was not collected.   (However, note that there are numerous non-affirmative cases where there was a dumping margin determined by the USDOC.) 

Source: Federal Register notices.  

9) c_poi
Period of investigation during the case.  The USDOC collects prices and other data for this window of time to calculate the foreign firm’s dumping margin in the case. The code “NA” means not available because the case was not ruled affirmative, and hence the information was not collected.   (However, note that there are numerous non-affirmative cases where there was a dumping margin determined by the USDOC for a specific period of investigation.)

10) c_bia
A binary variable that takes the value of “1” if the ITA used “best information available” in calculating the firm-specific AD duty in the case.  The ITA often uses this method when the foreign firm does not provide data or provides data that is deemed not of sufficient quality.  In these cases, the “best information available” often used for dumping margin calculations is data supplied by the petitioners.   In some cases, USDOC used BIA for some, but not all of its calculations, and this is indicated with the designation “1 – partial.”  The code “NA” means not available because the case was not ruled affirmative. 

Source: Federal Register notices.

11) c_cv

A binary variable that takes the value of “1” if the ITA used some type of “constructed value” method in calculating the firm-specific AD duty in the case.   If the foreign firm does not have sufficient sales in its own home market or in sales to a third country for providing an estimate of “fair value” in the dumping margin calculation, the ITA may construct a cost-based measure of fair value by adding manufacturing costs in the home market plus selling, general and administrative costs plus profits plus packaging costs.  This is called a constructed value.  Note that the ITA will often compare the foreign firm’s prices in its own home market to a constructed value measure, even when the ITA is using the foreign firm’s prices in its own market to define “fair value.”  The ITA often will use these comparisons to “rule out” some price transactions in the foreign firm’s own domestic market from the ITA dumping margin calculation because these certain transactions are “below cost.”  This seems to be a practice that has been used with increasing frequency in the last decade.  I do NOT record these cases as a “1” for this variable, as the ITA is using the foreign firm’s prices in its own home market (not constructed value) as the primary basis for determining “fair value.”  The code “NA” means not available because the case was not ruled affirmative. 

Source: Federal Register notices.

12) c_3c
A binary variable that takes the value of “1” if the ITA used data from a foreign firm’s sales to a third country in calculating the firm-specific AD duty in the case.  When sales in a foreign firm’s home market are deemed insufficient for providing a measure of “fair value”, the ITA may use pricing data from the foreign firm’s sales to a third country as its measure of “fair value.” The code “NA” means not available because the case was not ruled affirmative. 

Source: Federal Register notices.

13) c_nme
A binary variable that takes the value of “1” if the ITA determines that the firms are from a non-market economy.  In these case, the ITA will use market prices from a surrogate country to construct home market values.  The ITA has generally used this method for China and for the former U.S.S.R and Soviet bloc countries before their transition to market-based economies.  The code “NA” means not available because the case was not ruled affirmative. 

14) Ar

A binary variable that takes the value of “1” if there is an administrative review of the firm’s AD duty at some point after the case.  From 1980-1984, these reviews were automatic each year at the anniversary of the final determination in the case.  After that time they were only done if an interested party (typically, either the domestic petitioners or the foreign firm facing the AD duty) requested a review. The code “NA” means not available because the case was not ruled affirmative. 

Source: Federal Register notices.

15) FirmRADD
Firm-specific AD duty that comes out of the first administrative review after the case. Note that this file only gives information on the firm’s first administrative review.  There are numerous instances where there are multiple reviews over time subsequent to the case.  The code “NA” means not available because the case was not ruled affirmative OR because the firm never had an administrative review of its AD duty.

Source: Federal Register notices.  

16) Ar_date
The date at which the results of a firm’s first administrative review is announced in the Federal Register notices.  Note that this file only gives information on the firm’s first administrative review.  There are numerous instances where there are multiple reviews over time subsequent to the case.  The code “NA” means not available because the case was not ruled affirmative OR because the firm never had an administrative review of its AD duty.

Source: Federal Register notices.

17) Ar_poi
Period of investigation for the firm’s first administrative review.  The USDOC collects prices and other data for this window of time to calculate the foreign firm’s dumping margin in the administrative review. The code “NA” means not available because the case was not ruled affirmative OR because the firm never had an administrative review of its AD duty.

18) Ar_bia
A binary variable that takes the value of “1” if the ITA used “best information available” in calculating the firm-specific AD duty in for the administrative review.  The ITA often uses this method when the foreign firm does not provide data or provides data that is deemed not of sufficient quality.  In these cases, the “best information available” often used for dumping margin calculations is data supplied by the petitioners. The code “NA” means not available because the case was not ruled affirmative OR because the firm never had an administrative review of its AD duty.

Source: Federal Register notices.

19) Ar_dpet

A binary variable that takes the value of “1” if a domestic producer requested an administrative review of the AD duty. The code “NA” means not available because the case was not ruled affirmative OR because the firm never had an administrative review of its AD duty.

Source: Federal Register notices.

20) Ar_fpet
A binary variable that takes the value of “1” if the foreign firm requested an administrative review of the AD duty.  The code “NA” means not available because the case was not ruled affirmative OR because the firm never had an administrative review of its AD duty.

Source: Federal Register notices.
�  These firms are often revealed publicly in administrative reviews subsequent to the initial investigation.  This occurs when these firms request a review of their pricing behavior to receive a firm-specific antidumping duty by the ITA at the USDOC, rather than face the “all other” antidumping duty.





