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n. EXZ

Analysis of some Issues in SSM

1. Effects of SSG invocation on Trade

B Purpose

= test whether SSM would disrupt normal trade by reviewing actual SSG usage.

Bl Assumption and Method
» use SSG invocation data in Korea, U.S.A., Japan

= check whether average imports of a month with SSG are significantly dropped compared to
the same month imports without SSG in Korea case

= compare imports of a month invoked SSG with pre/post three years of the month in the US,
Japan.

B Findings

O Korea
= target commodity: Ground nuts(Shelled) 1202200000

= average imports of a month invoked SSG are not always smaller than average imports with
no SSG(Figurel).

= can not find significant decrease of imports in case of the invocation of SSG

* Frequencies in 0~50% decrease of imports are the largest when SSG is invoked. But
average imports of a month with SSG compared to no SSG were increased in many cases
(Figure2).



Figure 1. Average imports of a month invoked SSG and no SSG (ground-nut, shelled 1202200000, 1997~2004)
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Source: The Korea Agro-Fisheries Trade Corporation, Ministry for food, agriculture, forestry, and Fisheries.

Figure2. Frequency in the change rate of monthly imports by SSG invocation
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O USA.

= target commodity: meat of sheep(summation of 0204.21.00, 0204.22.40, 0204.23.40,
0204.41.00, 0204.42.40, 0204.43.40)

= effectiveness of volume based SSG: 1998.8~12

» During the SSG invocation time imports except Oct were larger than average import of the
month for 1995~1997. Imports of Oct 1998 were slightly smaller(Tablel, Figure4).

= Compared with average imports of the month for 1999~2001, the same month imports
except Dec 1998 were smaller. However it is not the impacts of SSG but an increasing
trend of sheep imports(Figure3).

= Moreover, during the SSG invocation period, monthly imports were increased
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Figure 3. U.S. sheep imports

unit : MT
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Table 1. U.S. sheep import volumes

Unit: MT

Jan

Feb

Mar

Apr

May

Jun

Jul

Aug

Sep

Oct | Nov

Dec | Total

1998

1,706

1,342

2,105

1,943

1,367

1,505

885

578

685

589(1,067

1,587|15,360

Avg.1995-97

909

786

1,158

1,101

1,110

723

801

551

462

598

709

887 9,795

Avg.1999-01

1,756

1,319

1,386

1,446

1,338

1,135

934

1,008

886(1,043

1,277

1,481/15,010

Source: FAS online, USDA
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Figure 4. U.S. sheep imports (1998 vs. average of pre/post 3 years)
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O Japan

Target commodity: butter(0405.10.129)
effectiveness of SSG: 2004. 1~3, 2007. 11~12, 2008. 1~3.

compare monthly imports in Jan~Mar 2004 with average imports of the same month for
pre/post three years of 2004.

during the SSG invocation period in 2004 monthly imports except Mar were larger than
average imports of the month for previous three years(Table2, Figure5). As for total
import from Jan. to Mar, imports of 2004 were 26 tones, which are larger than average
imports of previous three years. In case of comparison with average imports of the month
during post three years, we get the similar results.

during 2000~2008, average imports of the month invoked SSG were larger than the same
month imports with no SSG(Figure6).

So, it is hard to say that SSG severely impedes butter imports in Japan.
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Table 2. Japan butter imports

Unit: MT

Apr May Jun Jul |Aug |Sep |Oct Nov |Dec Jan [Feb [Mar [Total

2003/04 8 8 9 14 3 8 9 1 6 9 12 5 102
2007/08 16/ 15 13 8 11 17 17, 10| 16 13 9 9 154
Avg. 2000-02/03 5 5 5 8 9 6 8 10 8 8 6 8 86
Avg. 2004-07/08| 11| 12 77 13 10 8 g 10 9 6 8 10 112

Figure 5. Monthly imports of butter in Japan(2003/04 vs. average of pre/post 3 years)

Unit: MT
16
SSG invocation
14 >
12
10
8
6
4
2
Apr May Jun Ju Aug Sep Oct Nov Dec Jan Feb Mar
2003/04 Avg. 2000-02/03  “°°ccct Avg. 2004-07/08
Figure 6. Average imports of a month invoked SSG and no SSG( 1996~2008)
Unit: MT
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2. Pro-rating

B Purpose
= to check whether application of pro-rating constrains the effectiveness of SSM

= to test impacts of pro-rating by an assumption of imports when SSM is invoked

B Assumption and Method

» Check the SSM invocation for several commodities with different import trends(increasing,
decreasing, fluctuating) with/without applying pro-rating.

Assume that 0% and 75% of actual import volumes are imported during the period of SSM
invocation

= proxy imports during the period of SSM invocation are calculated by averaging monthly
imports with no SSM.

By the rule of Rev.4, use actual imports, in case that actual imports are larger than proxy
imports.

120% of trigger level, 4 months of remedy, 2 months of spill-over,

apply the same months of holiday with remedy periods(x month on/off).

* not count spill over in remedy periods

B Findings
O data

» Target Commodities:

- Increasing trend: pork(Korea, annually 7.0%), pork(Indonesia, 21.6%), soybean(Turkey,
14.6%), rice(Philippines, 16.0%),

- decreasing trend: maize(Indonesia,-30.7%), beef(China,-6.6%), soybean(Philippines, -22.8%),
- fluctuating trend: sugar(China, -1.5%), rice(Turkey, 2.8%), coffee(Philippines, 8.7%)
= source: Korea(The Korea Agro-Fisheries Trade Corporation)

Rest of countries(Global Atlas)
= sample: monthly data from 2000~2008

12



O increasing trend case

» As for Korea pork imports, SSM is mostly triggered the end of years(November or
December). Pro-rating has the effects of increasing imports and postponing the
effectiveness of SSM for 1~2 months. The effect of pro-rating with the assumption of 0%
import is the largest. In case of the assumption of 75% imports, import volumes and SSM
invocation are not much changed by pro-rating(Table3, Figure7).

= As regards Indonesia pork, the application of pro-rating with the assumption of 0% import
delays SSM invocation for 1~3 months. With the assumption of 75% imports, pro-rating
does not much affect to imports or SSM invocation(Table4, Figure8).

Imports of Turkey soybean are increased by applying pro-rating with the assumption of 0%
import and thus the invocation of SSM is delayed up to 5 months. In case of the
assumption of 75% imports, SSM invocation is postponed for 1 month(Table5, Figure9).

The effects of pro-rating for Philippines rice is similar to the previous cases.

As a result, pro-rating increases imports and delays SSM invocation. And the closer to the
actual imports assumed imports are, the smaller is the effect of pro-rating.

13



Table 3. Korea pork(0203291000) - SSM invocation and imports

Assumption Pro-rating | 2003 | 2004 | 2005 | 2006 | 2007 | 2008
Actual Imports, 46 63 75 85 103 95
Imports | Pro-rating 46 50 58 67 80 78
0%/Actual | (1,000ton) no Pro- rating 46 50 52 59 62 75
Imports the month | Pro-rating 11 12 12 12
invoked SSM no Pro- rating 11 11 11 10 11
Imports | Pro-rating 46 59 70 79 96 91
75%/Actual | (1,000ton) |no Pro- rating 46 59 70 79 96 91
Imports the month | Pro-rating 11 11 11 11
invoked SSM no Pro- rating 11 11 11 11
Figure 7 . Korea pork(0203291000) - SSM invocation and imports
Unit: 1,000 MT
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Table4. Indonesia pork(020329000) - SSM invocation and imports
Assumption Pro-rating | 2003 | 2004 | 2005 | 2006 | 2007 | 2008
Actual Imports| 144 117 125 149 212 196
Imports Pro-rating 84 82 93 99 131 147
0%/Actual | (1,000ton) no Pro- rating| 84 82 73 83 114 131
Imports the month | Pro-rating 3 8 12 12 10 11
invoked SSM no Pro- ratingl 3 8 11 11 7 7
Imports | Pro-rating 129 109 117 137 192 192
75%/Actual | (1,000ton) no Pro- rating| 129 109 117 137 192 188
Imports the month | Pro-rating 3 10 12 12 10 12
invoked SSM no Pro- rating| 3 10 12 12 10 12
Figure 8. Indonesia pork(020329000) - SSM invocation and imports
Unit: 1,000 MT
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Table5. Turkey Soybean(12010090)- SSM invocation and imports

Assumption Pro-rating | 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008
Actual imports 794,825 | 655,694 1,154,504 1,056,906 1,230,902 | 1,239,065
Imports | Pro-rating | 587,313 | 655,694 | 890,025 | 885,140 | 1,017,819 1,239,065
0%/Actual | (1,000ton) o Pro- rating 587,313 | 520,975 | 677,713 | 647,129 | 560,044 | 817,633
Imports | the month | Pro-rating 8 8 12
invoked SSM o Pro- rating 8 12 11 11 9 7
Imports | Pro-rating | 742,947 | 655,694 1,088,385 1,013,964 1,151,626 1,193,573
75%/Actual| (1,000ton) |no Pro- rating| 742,947 | 622,015 |1,045,108|1,013,964 1,126,188 |1,193,573
Imports | themonth | Pro-rating 8 8 12 12
invoked SSM no Pro- rating 8 12 8 12 11
Figure9 . Turkey Soybean(12010090)- SSM invocation and imports
Unit: 1,000 MT
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Table6. Philippines rice(10063000)- SSM invocation and imports

Assumption Pro-rating | 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008
Actual Imports| 836,845 |1,002,120|1,819,749|1,706,516| 1,758,314 | 2,318,453
Imports Pro-rating | 836,845 |1,002,1201,136,506 1,146,843 | 1,531,592 | 1,885,581
0%/Actual | (1,000ton) no Pro- rating| 836,845 |1,002,120 1,136,506 | 1,146,843 | 1,279,620 | 1,450,839
Imports | the month | Pro-rating 7 7 1 9
invoked SSM |no Pro- rating 7 7 10 7
Imports Pro-rating | 836,845 |1,002,1201,648,938 1,624,790 1,758,314 2,252,753
75%/Actual| (1,000ton) |no Pro- rating| 836,845 1,002,120 1,648,938 1,624,790 1,744,799 2,135,812
Imports | themonth | Pro-rating 7 8 9
invoked SSM no Pro- rating 7 8 12 8
Figure 10. Philippines rice(10063000)- SSM invocation and imports
Unit: 1,000 MT
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O decreasing trend case

= As for the imports of Indonesia maize, imports or SSM invocation is not much changed by
the application of pro-rating as well as the change of import assumption(Table7, Figurell).

» For China beef import, pro-rating postponed the effectiveness of SSM for 1~2 months but
the assumption of imports does not makes significant changes(Table8, Figure12).

= SSM for Philippines soybean is not triggered regardless of pro-rating application or import
assumption(Table9).

= Consequently, the application of pro-rating for commodity with a decreasing trend in
imports invokes SSM less frequently. The effect of pro-rating or import assumptions is
relatively small.

18



Table7. Indonesia maize(100510000)- SSM invocation and imports

Assumption Pro-rating 2003 | 2004 | 2005 | 2006 2007 2008
Actual Imports | 2,120 | 4,566 | 1,783 704 514 2,382
Imports Pro-rating 927 3,684 | 1,783 704 514 1,154
0%/Actual | (1,000ton) | no Pro-rating | 927 3,684 | 1,783 704 514 1,154
Imports the month Pro-rating 8 7 9
invoked SSM| no Pro- rating 8 7 9
Imports Pro-rating 1,822 | 4,346 | 1,783 | 704 514 2,075
75%/Actual | (1,000ton) | no Pro-rating | 1,822 | 4,346 | 1,783 704 514 2,382
Imports the month Pro-rating 8 7 9
invoked SSM| no Pro- rating 8 7 9
Figurell . Indonesia maize(100510000)- SSM invocation and imports
Unit: 1,000 MT
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Table8. China beef(02023000)- SSM invocation and imports

Assumption Pro-rating 2003 | 2004 | 2005 | 2006 2007 2008
Actual Imports| 7,954 | 3,164 | 836 875 3,042 | 3,168
Imports Pro-rating | 7,405 | 2,535 836 875 2,054 | 2,370
0%/Actual | (1,000ton) |no Pro-rating | 7,405 | 2,535 836 875 1,478 | 2,509
Imports the month Pro-rating 12 11 7
invoked SSM | no Pro- rating | 12 10 6
Imports Pro-rating | 7,954 | 3,164 & 836 875 2,795 | 2,969
75%/Actual | (1,000ton) |no Pro-rating | 7,817 | 3,007 836 875 2,651 3,004
Imports the month Pro-rating 12 12 7
invoked SSM | no Pro- rating | 12 10 6
Figure 12. China beef(02023000)- SSM invocation and imports
Unit: 1,000 MT
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Table9. Philippines Soybean(12010000) - SSM invocation and imports

Assumption Pro-rating 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008
Actual Imports| 289,220 | 284,239 | 146,366 | 108,199 | 165,361 | 40,571
Imports Pro-rating | 289,220 | 284,239 | 146,366 | 108,199 | 165,361 | 40,571
0%/Actual | (1,000ton) |no Pro- rating| 289,220 | 284,239 | 146,366 | 108,199 | 165,361 & 40,571
Imports | the month | Pro-rating
invoked SSM no Pro- rating
Imports Pro-rating | 289,220 | 284,239 | 146,366 | 108,199 | 165,361 | 40,571
75%/Actuall (1,000ton) | no Pro- rating | 289,220 | 284,239 | 146,366 | 108,199 & 165,361 | 40,571
Imports | the month | Pro-rating
invoked SSM) no Pro- rating
Figure 13. Philippines Soybean(12010000)- SSM invocation and imports
Unit: 1,000 MT
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O fluctuating trend case

= As regards sugar imports in China, SSM is invoked in import increasing period and not
triggered in import decreasing period. The effects of pro-rating application or import
assumption are small(Tablel0, Figure14).

» Turkey rice imports are stable over years except 2004. Imports are not changed much by
pro-rating application(Tablel1, Figurel5).

= Coffee imports in Philippines have been very fluctuating year by year(Figurel6). The
effects of pro-rating are similar to previous cases.

= As a result, the change in import volumes or SSM invocation by applying prorating or
different import assumption is small
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Tablel10. China sugar(17011100) - SSM invocation and imports
Assumption Pro-rating 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008

Actual Imports| 634,897 |1,025,247|1,203,665/1,130,393| 821,102 | 530,176
Imports Pro-rating | 634,897 |1,025,247|1,023,331/1,120,221| 821,102 | 530,176
0%/Actual | (1,000ton) | no Pro- rating | 634,897 |1,025,247/1,023,331| 983,679 | 744,312 | 530,176
Imports | the month | Pro-rating 10
invoked SSM| no Pro- rating 10 12
Imports Pro-rating | 634,897 |1,025,247|1,158,5811,127,850| 821,102 | 530,176
75%/Actual (1,000ton) | no Pro- rating | 634,897 |1,025,247|1,158,581/1,093,714 801,905 | 530,176
Imports | the month Pro-rating 10
invoked SSM| no Pro- rating 10 12

Figurel4 . China sugar(17011100) - SSM invocation and imports
Unit: 1,000 MT
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Tablell. Turkey rice(10063094) - SSM invocation and imports
Assumption Pro-rating 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008

Actual Imports| 104,877 | 66,092 | 120,142 | 98,851 | 154,698 | 97,021

Imports Pro-rating | 104,877 | 66,092 | 103,430 | 80,077 | 103,435 | 97,021
0%/Actual | (1,000ton) | no Pro- rating | 104,877 | 66,092 | 103,430 | 80,077 | 97,576 | 97,021
Imports | the month | Pro-rating 12 9
invoked SSM | no Pro- rating 12 8

Imports Pro-rating | 104,877 | 66,092 | 115,964 | 94,158 | 141,883 | 97,021
75%/Actual| (1,000ton) | no Pro-rating | 104,877 | 66,092 | 115964 | 94,158 | 141,883 | 97,021

Imports | the month | Pro-rating 12 9
invoked SSM | no Pro- rating 12 9
Figurel5 . Turkey rice(10063094) - SSM invocation and imports
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Tablel12. Philippines coffee(09011100) - SSM invocation and imports

Assumption Pro-rating 2003 | 2004 | 2005 | 2006 2007 2008
Actual Imports | 24,835 | 9,746 | 25218 | 4,471 | 18,492 | 11,994
Imports Pro-rating 11,671 | 7,087 | 10,915 | 4,471 | 11,867 | 11,994
0%/Actual | (1,000ton) | noPro-rating | 11,671 | 7,087 | 13,269 | 4,471 | 11,867 | 11,593
Imports the month Pro-rating 5 12 8 8
invoked SSM | no Pro- rating 5 12 7 8 12
Imports Pro-rating 21544 | 9,746 | 23,463 | 4471 | 16,836 | 11,994
75%/Actual | (1,000ton) | noPro-rating | 21,544 | 9,746 | 23,463 | 4,471 | 16,836 | 11,994
Imports the month Pro-rating 5 7 8
invoked SSM | no Pro- rating 5 7 8
Figure 16. Philippines coffee(09011100) - SSM invocation and imports
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O summary and implication

= It is empirically proved that pro-rating increases trigger level and thus delays the
invocation of SSM.

= As for commodities with an increasing trend in import, SSM is more frequently invoked
and the effects of pro-rating are relatively larger.

With respect to import assumptions when SSM is invoked, pro-rating with 0% of actual
imports has the largest effects. In case of 75% of actual import, pro-rating does not affect
the change of import or SSM invocation

= |f pro-rating is applied in the period of no actual import, it disrupts to normal
trade(Indonesia pork 2007.11, Indonesia corn 2004.8, China sugar 2005. 12). For example,
assume that SSM is invoked from Sep 2005 but there is no actual import in Nov and Dec.
Then Nov and Dec imports for calculating trigger level would be proxy imports by pro-
rating although actual imports do not exist.

= As seen in SSG usage of Korea, the U.S., Japan, imports are maintained although SSG is
triggered. Therefore, pro-rating has small effects and makes SSM complicated
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3. Seasonality

B Purpose
» to check if seasonality in export and import exists

= to figure out the problems in implementing seasonality

B Assumption and Method

= In order to check seasonality in export(import), calculate the portion of each month out of
total export(import). In doing so, export variation year by year can be removed.

B Findings
O Seasonality in export

= As for U.S. grain exports, soybean exports usually increase from October to December and
decrease afterward. In harvest season soybean is exported 10~15% each month while 4~5%
per month are exported during May to August. For sugar and coarse grain(mostly maize),
there is no obvious seasonality(Figurel7).

With respect to major exporting tariff lines in Brazil, it is hard to say that coffee(09011110),

maize(feeding, 10059010), frozen orange juice(20091100) have seasonality(Figurel8).
However, Soya-bean(12010090), soya 0il(15071000), sugar(other, 17019900), seed
cotton(52010020) seem to have seasonality in export(Figurel9).

Australia exports of beef(02013013), wheat(10019022, 10019023), barley(10030013),
wool(51011120) look like no seasonality while barley for feeding(10030021),
Rape(12051000), seed cotton(52010000) have it(Figure20, Figure21)

Consequently, some tariff lines have seasonality in export but others have not. There is no
a clear criterion or classification.

* In case of soybean export, both the U.S. and Brazil have seasonality but the seasonality is
the opposite. In that case, it is difficult to make a rule for implementing
seasonality(Figure22).
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Figure 17. Monthly portion of U.S. grain exports(monthly average of 2006~08)
portion(%)
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Figure 18. Monthly portion of Brazil major export tariff lines 1(monthly average of 1997~08)
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Figure 19. Monthly portion of Brazil major export tariff lines 2(monthly average of 1997~08)
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Figure 20. Monthly portion of Australia major export tariff lines1(monthly average of 1997~08)

16 portion(%)

Jan Feb Mar Apr May Jun Jul Aug Sep Oct Nov Dec

‘ —8—Meat of bovine  =#=Wheat(container)  —*=Wheat(bulk) ‘

Source: Global Atlas
29



Figure21. Monthly portion of Australia major export tariff lines2(monthly average of 1997~08)

portion(%)

\/\\.{/

Jan Feb Mar Apr May Jun Jul Aug Sep Oct Nov Dec

=®—Barley for feeding(bulk) =—HRape =#=Seed Cotton ‘

Source: Global Atlas

16

14

12

10

Figure22. Monthly portion of soybean exports in the U.S. and Brazil
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O Seasonality in import

* For maize(10051015) imports in Turkey, portions of Jul~Nov are less than 5% and the
portions of Mar~May are over 15%. So, it seems to be seasonality. But the rest of tariff
lines such as coffee(09011100), rice(10063094), apple(08133000), soybeans(12010090)
have stable monthly import portions(Figure23).

= As regards major import tariff lines in Philippines, the degree of seasonality in
beef(02023010) and soybeans(12010000) imports is relatively small. But
maize(10059000), apple(08133000), rice(10063000) have a clear seasonality. In particular,
Philippines rice import has seasonality while turkey rice import does not(Figure24).

= As for Korea imports of soybean(oil and oil cake), there is no seasonality although imports
from the U.S. and Brazil have seasonality. Korea usually imports U.S. soybean from Nov
to May while imports from Brail after June(Figure25).

= In that case, if SSM is triggered in the second half of year, SSM is only Brazil's matter in
this case. So, it is hard to implement seasonality.
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Figure23. Monthly portion of Turkey major import tariff lines(monthly average of 2000~08)
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Figure24. Monthly portion of Philippines major import tariff lines(monthly average of 2000~08)
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Figure25. Korea soybean(oil and oil cake, 1201001000) import from major countries(monthly average of 20006~08)
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4. cross-check

B Purpose

= to analyze how much SSM invocation is constrained by cross-check

B Assumption and Method
* limit SSM invocation if domestic price is higher than the 3 year average price.

= assume that imports are 75% of actual imports when SSM is invoked. 120% of trigger level,
application of pro-rating, x month on/off.

= target commodity: soybean and rice(Turkey), Coffee(Philippines)

= use farm prices as a domestic price

B Findings

= As for Turkey soybean, SSM is possible to be triggered for 4 months in 2003 and 2005.
But after implementing cross-check, there is no SSM invocation(Table13, Figure26). For
Turkey rice, cross-check greatly limits the effectiveness of SSM(Tablel4, Figure27).

» SSM invocation for Philippines coffee are possible for 4 months in 2003 but SMM is not
triggered by applying cross-check(Tablel5, Figure28).

= Consequently, the application of cross-check is severely constrained SSM invocation.
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Tablel3.

Turkey Soybean(12010090)-SSM invocation with cross-check

2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008
SSM| CC |[SSM| C.C |SSM |  CC |[SSM | C.C |[SSM| C.C |SSM | C.C
Jan ) O] ) X
Feb O] O] O] X
Mar
Apr
May
Jun
Jul
Aug | O X ) X
Sep O X O X
Oct | O X o) X
Nov | O X O] X
Dec ) ) ) X
# 4 0 0 0 4 0 1 1 3 2 2 0
Figure26. Turkey Soybean(12010090)-SSM invocation with cross-check
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Tablel14. Turkey rice(100630094)-SSM invocation with cross-check

2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008
SSM | C.C |SSM| C.C |[SSM| C.C |[SSM| C.C |[SSM | C.C |SSM| C.C
Jan ) O] ) X
Feb @) @) @) X
Mar
Apr
May
Jun
Jul
Aug | O X ) X
Sep O X O X
Oct ) X o) X
Nov | O X ) X
Dec ) ) ) X
# 4 0 0 0 4 0 1 1 3 2 2 0
Figure27. Turkey rice(100630094)-SSM invocation with cross-check
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Tablel5. Philippines coffee(09011100)-SSM invocation with cross-check
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Figure28. Philippines coffee(09011100)-SSM invocation with cross-check
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5. Duration/Spill-over

B Purpose

= to find the effects of the change in duration/ spill over period

B Assumption and Method

= extend duration/ spill over period from 4/2 to 8/4

= pro-rating, 0% and 75% of actual imports, 120% of trigger level.
= X month on/off

= target commodities: Korea pork, Indonesia pork

M Findings

» For Korea pork imports, if the period of duration/ spill over with the assumption of 0%
import is extended from 4/2 to 8/4, there is no one direction in the change of
import(Tablel6). But total imports from 2004 to 2008 are decreased. With the assumption
of 75% imports, its period extension reduces imports(Tablel7).

» As regards Indonesia pork, the period extension of duration/ spill over decreases imports in
total(Tablel18, Tablel9).

= As a result, the extension of duration/spill over period has complicated effects such as
cross-effect between duration and spill-over, and holiday effects. But in general imports
are decreased by its extension.
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Tablel6. Korea pork(0203291000)-extension of duration/spill over period(0% import)
duration/spill over| 2003 | 2004 | 2005 | 2006 | 2007 | 2008
Actual Imports 46 63 75 85 103 95
Imports 412 46 50 58 67 80 78
Pro-ratin (1,000ton) 8/4 46 50 51 62 70 90
TG the month 402 | 12 | 12 12
invoked SSM 8/4 11 10 12
Imports 412 46 50 52 59 62 75
no (1,000ton) 8/4 46 50 51 55 70 55
Pro-rating|  the month 4/2 11 11 11 10 11
invoked SSM 8/4 11 9 7
Figure29. Korea pork(0203291000)-extension of duration/spill over period(0% import and pro-rating)
Unit: 1,000 MT
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Figure30. Korea pork(0203291000)-extension of duration/spill over period(0% import and no pro-rating)
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Tablel7. Korea pork(0203291000)-extension of duration/spill over period(75% imports)

d“rag\%‘: Pl 2003 | 2004 | 2005 | 2006 | 2007 | 2008
Actual Imports | 46 63 75 85 103 95
Imports 412 46 59 70 79 96 91
Bro-ratin (1,000ton) 8/4 46 59 66 76 91 86
g the month 42 11 11 11 11
invoked SSM 8/4 11 11 11 11
Imports 412 46 59 70 79 96 91
0 Pro- ratin (1,000ton) 8/4 46 59 66 76 91 86
g the month 42 11 11 11 11
invoked SSM 8/4 11 11 11 11
Figure31. Korea pork(0203291000)-extension of duration/spill over period(75% import and pro-rating)
Unit: 1,000 MT
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Figure32. Korea pork(0203291000)-extension of duration/spill over period(75% import and no pro-rating)
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Table18. Indonesia pork(020329000)-extension of duration/spill over period(0% import)

duration/spill over, 2003 | 2004 | 2005 | 2006 | 2007 | 2008
Actual Imports | 144 117 125 149 212 196
Imports 42 84 82 93 99 131 147
Oro-ratin (1,000ton) 8/4 61 65 91 99 114 131
9 the month 412 3 | 8 | 12 12 10 | 1
invoked SSM 8/4 3 8 11 12
Imports 42 84 82 73 83 114 131
0 Pro- ratin (1,000ton) 8/4 61 65 76 66 114 114
91" the month 412 3 | 8 | 1 | 11 | 7 7
invoked SSM 8/4 3 7 12 11 11 12
Figure33. Indonesia pork(020329000)-extension of duration/spill over period(0% import and pro-rating)
Unit: 1,000 MT
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Figure34. Indonesia pork(020329000)-extension of duration/spill over period(0% import and no pro-rating)
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Table19. Indonesia pork(020329000)-extension of duration/spill over period(75% imports)

duration/spill over 2003 | 2004 | 2005 | 2006 | 2007 | 2008
Actual Imports | 144 117 125 149 212 196
Imports 42 129 109 117 137 192 192
: (1,000ton) 8/4 124 109 117 141 180 175
Pro-rating
the month 42 3 10 12 12 10 12
invoked SSM 8/4 3 10 12 10 12
Imports 412 129 109 117 137 192 188
10 Pro- ratin (1,000ton) 8/4 124 109 117 141 180 175
g the month 42 3 10 12 12 10 12
invoked SSM 8/4 3 10 12 10 12
Figure35. Indonesia pork(020329000)-extension of duration/spill over period(75% import and pro-rating)
Unit: 1,000 MT
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Figure36. Indonesia pork(020329000)-extension of duration/spill over period(75% import and no pro-rating)
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