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1969 HBE p.154-61 5.3% 62.4 13.3% 8.0 4.1 6.6
1970 HBE p.154-61 5.3% 61.2 13.3% 8.4 4.1 6.2
1971 HBE p.154-61 5.3% 62.9 13.3% 10.2 4.4 6.0
1972 HBE p.154-61 5.3% 65.5 13.3% 11.5 4.7 5.8
1973 HBE p.154-61 5.3% 77.6 13.3% 14.7 5.6 5.4
1974 HBE p.154-61 5.3% 92.2 13.3% 16.8 6.6 4.9

1978 HBE p. 162-69 6.4% 91.4 15.9% 16.6 7.8 5.5
1979 HBE p. 162-69 6.4% 118.4 15.9% 16.1 9.3 5.0
1980 HBE p. 162-69 6.4% 80.5 15.9% 13.8 6.7 4.4
1981 HBE p. 162-69 6.4% 87.3 15.9% 18.8 7.8 4.0

1982 HBE p.162-69 12.0% 55.5 30.0% 15.9 9.6 5.4
1983 HBE p.162-69 12.0% 44.6 30.0% 11.1 7.3 5.2
1984 12.0% 58.3 30.0% 16.9 10.2 5.0
1985 12.0% 61.0 30.0% 17.3 10.5 4.8
1986 12.0% 54.8 30.0% 14.5 9.2 4.7
1987 12.0% 58.5 30.0% 14.2 9.6 4.5

1992 HE, p.103-105 3.8% 20.3 13.7% 3.9 1.2 1.1
1993 HE, p.103-105 3.8% 19.7 13.7% 3.8 1.2 1.1

Total 119.9 85.5

Sources: Hufbauer, Berliner, and Elliott (HBE) (1986), Hufbauer and Elliott (HE) (1994).  Domestic value data 
for 1985-1987 from Bartlesman, Becker, and Grey (2000).  Import value data for 1985-1987 from Nicita and 
Olarreaga (2001).

1) Prior to 1988, all steel imports are assumed to be affected by import restraints.  After 1991, only a portion of 
imports are assumed to be affected by anti-dumping (AD) duties.  On account of substitution between source 
countries, AD duties are assumed not to affect imports between 1993 and 1997.  No estimate is made for the 
latest wave of AD duties starting in 1998.

2) Calculated as the higher cost of domestic shipments plus the higher cost of imports

Revenue Loss 
to Foreign Steel 

Exporters 
(billion $)Year Source

Domestic 
Price 

Increase

Value of 
Domestic 

Shipments 
(billion $)

Assumed 
continuation 

per HE, p.103-
104

Import Price 
Increase

Table 1. Cost of US steel protection, 1968-2001

Note: All dollar figures are converted to 2000 dollars using the Consumer Price Index.

Value of 
Imports1 

(billion $)

Cost to 
Domestic Steel 

Users2 (billion $)



Parameter Symbol Slab Plate Hot-rolled Cold-rolled Coated Tin
Domestic value share Sd 0.90 0.87 0.90 0.92 0.89 0.85
Import value share Sm 0.10 0.13 0.10 0.08 0.12 0.16
Elasticity of supply Es 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0
Elasticity of substitution ó 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0
Price elasticity of total demand Edt -1.0 -1.0 -1.0 -1.0 -1.0 -1.0
Own-price elasticity of domestic demand Edd -1.20 -1.27 -1.20 -1.15 -1.23 -1.31
Own-price elasticity of import demand Emm -2.80 -2.73 -2.80 -2.85 -2.77 -2.69
Cross-price elasticity of domestic demand Emd 1.80 1.73 1.80 1.85 1.77 1.69
Cross-price elasticity of import demand Edm 0.20 0.27 0.20 0.15 0.23 0.31

Parameter Symbol Hot-rolled Cold-finished Rebar Welded Tubular Fittings Bar Tool Steel
Domestic value share Sd 0.76 0.79 0.83 0.66 0.54 0.64 0.56
Import value share Sm 0.24 0.22 0.17 0.34 0.46 0.36 0.44
Elasticity of supply Es 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0
Elasticity of substitution ó 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0
Price elasticity of total demand Edt -1.0 -1.0 -1.0 -1.0 -1.0 -1.0 -1.0
Own-price elasticity of domestic demand Edd -1.48 -1.43 -1.35 -1.67 -1.91 -1.72 -1.89
Own-price elasticity of import demand Emm -2.52 -2.57 -2.65 -2.33 -2.09 -2.28 -2.11
Cross-price elasticity of domestic demand Emd 1.52 1.57 1.65 1.33 1.09 1.28 1.11
Cross-price elasticity of import demand Edm 0.48 0.43 0.35 0.67 0.91 0.72 0.89

(absolute value) and the elasticity of supply is assumed to be 3.0.  Other values are calculated using the methodology in Hufbauer and Elliot (1994) and data 
from Messer, Na, and Cassise (2001).

Table 2. Variables in the computable partial equilibrium model

Flat Products

Long Products Tubular Products Stainless Products



Commissioner

Strong Remedy
Bragg 11,883 22,617 34,499 20,961 1.6
Devaney 11,838 22,507 34,345 20,823 1.6

Joint Remedy
Hillman 5,704 10,309 16,013 7,891 2.0
Koplan 4,928 8,888 13,816 7,070 2.0
Miller 5,095 9,260 14,355 7,369 1.9

Quota Remedy
Okun 3,329 6,144 9,473 4,281 2.2

Table 3. Costs and benefits of ITC remedy recommendations

Cost to Benefit 
Ratio

Notes: All dollar figures are in millions of dollars and are summed over the length of the remedy recommendation.  
Calculations exclude the remedies for stainless steel rod, stainless steel wire, and stainless steel fittings and flanges due 
to the confidentiality of necessary data.
1) Calculated by averaging the changes in domestic price over the length of the remedy recommendation for all binding 
remedies.

Cost to Domestic 
Steel Users 

Revenue Loss to 
Foreign Suppliers Total Cost

Gain to US 
Producers



Hufbauer/Goodrich -1.0 3.0 3.0 40% 1.7% 5.0% 6.7% 59.9%

Prusa -0.4 4.0 4.5 50% 1.4% 6.4% 7.9% 66.7%
Hufbauer/Goodrich -1.0 3.0 3.0 50% 2.0% 6.0% 8.2% 66.7%

Thompson Coburn -0.6 4.0 5.0 35% 3.1% 9.5% 12.9% 60.6%
Hufbauer/Goodrich -1.0 3.0 3.0 35% 1.3% 4.4% 5.8% 55.7%

Note: Thomson Coburn uses values for domestic and import value share that differ from those in Messer, Na, and Cassise (2001).

Sources: Prusa (2001), Thompson Coburn (2001), and authors calculations using data from Messer, Na, and Cassise (2001).

Table 4. The effect of Section 201 trade restraints on hot-rolled flat products under different 
modeling assumptions using CPE models

Modeler
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substitution 
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Elasticity 
of supply 
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Tariff 
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price 

increase

Domestic 
quantity 
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Import 
quantity 
decrease



Commissioner

Bragg Tariff: 40-38-36-31 0.9% 1,537 3,643 5,181 3,134
Devaney Tariff: 40-38-36-31 0.9% 1,537 3,643 5,181 3,134

Hillman TRQ: 20-17-14-113 0.0% 0 0 0 0
Koplan TRQ: 20-17-14-113 0.0% 0 0 0 0
Miller TRQ: 20-17-14-113 0.0% 0 0 0 0

Okun TRQ: 20-17-14-113 0.0% 0 0 0 0

Commissioner

Bragg Tariff: 40-38-36-31 2.0% 439 843 1,283 787
Devaney Tariff: 40-38-36-31 2.0% 439 843 1,283 787

Hillman Tariff 20-17-14-11 0.9% 251 477 728 352
Koplan Tariff 20-17-14-11 0.9% 251 477 728 352
Miller Tariff 20-17-14-11 0.9% 251 477 728 352

Okun Quota: 1.2-1.3-1.33 0.0% 0 0 0 0

Cost to Domestic 
Steel Users 

Revenue Loss to 
Foreign Suppliers

Total 
Cost

Gain to US 
Producers

Notes: All dollar figures are in millions of dollars and summed over the length of the remedy recommendation.

A. Slabs

Joint Remedy

Quota Remedy

1) The numbers following the remedy recommendation indicate the tariff imposed (percent) or quota level (millions of short tons) for the 
corresponding year.
2) The increase in domestic price is calculated by averaging the changes in domestic price over the length of the remedy.

Increase in 
Domestic Price2

Remedy 
Recommendation1

Strong Remedy

1) The numbers following the remedy recommendation indicate the tariff imposed (percent) or quota level (millions of short tons) for the 
corresponding year.
2) The increase in domestic price is calculated by averaging the changes in domestic price over the length of the remedy.
3) Based on 2001 data, we assume that imports will not exceed the quota.

Strong Remedy

Joint Remedy

Quota Remedy

Notes: All dollar figures are in millions of dollars and summed over the length of the remedy recommendation.

B. Plate
Remedy 

Recommendation1
Increase in 

Domestic Price2
Cost to Domestic 

Steel Users 
Revenue Loss to 
Foreign Suppliers

Total 
Cost

Gain to US 
Producers

Table A1. Costs and benefits of ITC remedy recommendations for flat products

3) Based on 2001 data, we do not believe the in-quota thresholds (starting at 7.0 million short tons) will be crossed; hence, the TRQ will 
probably have no effect.



Commissioner

Bragg Tariff: 40-38-36-31 1.5% 2,623 5,140 7,762 4,862
Devaney Tariff: 40-38-36-31 1.5% 2,623 5,140 7,762 4,862

Hillman Tariff: 20-17-14-11 0.7% 1,473 2,927 4,399 2,167
Koplan Tariff: 20-17-14-11 0.7% 1,473 2,927 4,399 2,167
Miller Tariff: 20-17-14-11 0.7% 1,473 2,927 4,399 2,167

Okun Quota: 4.9-5.1-5.23 0.7% 1,104 2,190 3,294 1,609

Commissioner

Bragg Tariff: 40-38-36-31 1.5% 1,743 2,865 4,608 3,773
Devaney Tariff: 40-38-36-31 1.5% 1,743 2,865 4,608 3,773

Hillman Tariff: 20-17-14-11 0.7% 985 1,589 2,574 1,718
Koplan Tariff: 20-17-14-11 0.7% 985 1,589 2,574 1,718
Miller Tariff: 20-17-14-11 0.7% 985 1,589 2,574 1,718

Okun Quota: 2.8-2.9-3.03 0.0% 0 0 0 0

1) The numbers following the remedy recommendation indicate the tariff imposed (percent) or quota level (millions of short tons) for the 
corresponding year.
2) The increase in domestic price is calculated by averaging the changes in domestic price over the length of the remedy.
3) Based on 2001 data, we believe the quota will be reached, but the quota is below the import tonnage in 2000.

Strong Remedy

Joint Remedy

Quota Remedy

Notes: All dollar figures are in millions of dollars and summed over the length of the remedy recommendation.

2) The increase in domestic price is calculated by averaging the changes in domestic price over the length of the remedy.
3) Based on 2001 data, we do not believe the quota will be reached, but the quota is below historical levels.

D. Cold-rolled Flat Products
Remedy 

Recommendation1
Increase in 

Domestic Price2
Cost to Domestic 

Steel Users 
Revenue Loss to 
Foreign Suppliers

Total 
Cost

Gain to US 
Producers

1) The numbers following the remedy recommendation indicate the tariff imposed (percent) or quota level (millions of short tons) for the 
corresponding year.

Table A1. Costs and benefits of ITC remedy recommendations for flat products

Total 
Cost

Gain to US 
Producers

Strong Remedy

Quota Remedy

Notes: All dollar figures are in millions of dollars and summed over the length of the remedy recommendation.

Joint Remedy

Remedy 
Recommendation1

Increase in 
Domestic Price2

Cost to Domestic 
Steel Users 

Revenue Loss to 
Foreign Suppliers

C. Hot-rolled Flat Products



Commissioner

Bragg Tariff: 40-38-36-31 1.7% 1,603 3,052 4,655 2,984
Devaney Tariff: 40-38-36-31 1.7% 1,603 3,052 4,655 2,984

Hillman Tariff: 20-17-14-11 0.8% 922 1,683 2,605 1,392
Koplan Tariff: 20-17-14-11 0.8% 922 1,683 2,605 1,392
Miller Tariff: 20-17-14-11 0.8% 922 1,683 2,605 1,392

Okun Quota: 1.7-1.7-1.83 0.7% 666 1,219 1,885 987

Commissioner

Bragg Tariff: 40-38-36-31 2.2% 389 756 1,144 691
Devaney Tariff: 40-38-36-31 2.2% 389 756 1,144 691

Hillman None 0.0% 0 0 0 0
Koplan None 0.0% 0 0 0 0
Miller Tariff: 20-17-14-11 1.1% 223 425 649 310

Okun None 0.0% 0 0 0 0

1) The numbers following the remedy recommendation indicate the tariff imposed (percent) or quota level (millions of short tons) for the 
corresponding year.
2) The increase in domestic price is calculated by averaging the changes in domestic price over the length of the remedy.

Strong Remedy

Joint Remedy

Quota Remedy

Notes: All dollar figures are in millions of dollars and summed over the length of the remedy recommendation.

3) Based on 2001 data, we do not believe that imports will exceed the quota, but the quota is below historical import tonnages.

F. Tin Products
Remedy 

Recommendation1
Increase in 

Domestic Price2
Cost to Domestic 

Steel Users 
Revenue Loss to 
Foreign Suppliers

Total 
Cost

Gain to US 
Producers

Quota Remedy

Notes: All dollar figures are in millions of dollars and summed over the length of the remedy recommendation.

1) The numbers following the remedy recommendation indicate the tariff imposed (percent) or quota level (millions of short tons) for the 
corresponding year.
2) The increase in domestic price is calculated by averaging the changes in domestic price over the length of the remedy.

Total 
Cost

Gain to US 
Producers

Strong Remedy

Joint Remedy

Remedy 
Recommendation1

Increase in 
Domestic Price2

Cost to Domestic 
Steel Users 

Revenue Loss to 
Foreign Suppliers

E. Coated Products

Table A1. Costs and benefits of ITC remedy recommendations for flat products



Commissioner

Bragg Tariff: 35-33-31-26 3.0% 1,124 2,106 3,230 1,703
Devaney Tariff: 35-33-31-26 3.0% 1,124 2,106 3,230 1,703

Hillman Tariff: 20-17-14-11 1.6% 694 1,286 1,980 880
Koplan Tariff: 20-17-14-11 1.6% 694 1,286 1,980 880
Miller Tariff: 20-17-14-11 1.6% 694 1,286 1,980 880

Okun Quota: 2.0-2.0-2.13 0.9% 339 646 985 390

Commissioner

Bragg Tariff: 35-33-31-26 2.7% 254 464 718 410
Devaney Tariff: 35-33-31-26 2.7% 254 464 718 410

Hillman Tariff: 20-17-14-11 1.4% 158 271 429 211
Koplan Tariff: 20-17-14-11 1.4% 158 271 429 211
Miller Tariff: 20-17-14-11 1.4% 158 271 429 211

Okun Quota: .24-.25-.26 1.0% 86 143 229 110

1) The numbers following the remedy recommendation indicate the tariff imposed (percent) or quota level (millions of short tons) for the 
corresponding year.
2) The increase in domestic price is calculated by averaging the changes in domestic price over the length of the remedy.

Strong Remedy

Joint Remedy

Quota Remedy

Notes: All dollar figures are in millions of dollars and summed over the length of the remedy recommendation.

3) Based on 2001 data, we do not believe that imports will exceed the quota, but the quota is below historical levels.

H. Cold-finished Bar
Remedy 

Recommendation1
Increase in 

Domestic Price2
Cost to Domestic 

Steel Users 
Revenue Loss to 
Foreign Suppliers

Total 
Cost

Gain to US 
Producers

Quota Remedy

Notes: All dollar figures are in millions of dollars and summed over the length of the remedy recommendation.

1) The numbers following the remedy recommendation indicate the tariff imposed (percent) or quota level (millions of short tons) for the 
corresponding year.
2) The increase in domestic price is calculated by averaging the changes in domestic price over the length of the remedy.

Total 
Cost

Gain to US 
Producers

Strong Remedy

Joint Remedy

Remedy 
Recommendation1

Increase in 
Domestic Price2

Cost to Domestic 
Steel Users 

Revenue Loss to 
Foreign Suppliers

G. Hot-rolled Bar

Table A2. Costs and benefits of ITC remedy recommendations for long products



Commissioner

Bragg Tariff: 35-33-31-26 2.2% 386 704 1,090 582
Devaney Tariff: 35-33-31-26 2.2% 386 704 1,090 582

Hillman Tariff: 10-8-6-4 0.6% 125 203 327 108
Koplan Tariff: 10-8-6-4 0.6% 125 203 327 108
Miller Tariff: 10-8-6-4 0.6% 125 203 327 108

Okun Quota: 1.1-1.1-1.13 1.5% 213 372 584 265

3) Based on 2001 data, we do not believe imports will exceed the quota, but the quota is below historical import tonnages.

Quota Remedy

Notes: All dollar figures are in millions of dollars and summed over the length of the remedy recommendation.

1) The numbers following the remedy recommendation indicate the tariff imposed (percent) or quota level (millions of short tons) for the 
corresponding year.
2) The increase in domestic price is calculated by averaging the changes in domestic price over the length of the remedy.

Total 
Cost

Gain to US 
Producers

Strong Remedy

Joint Remedy

Remedy 
Recommendation1

Increase in 
Domestic Price2

Cost to Domestic 
Steel Users 

Revenue Loss to 
Foreign Suppliers

I. Rebar

Table A2. Costs and benefits of ITC remedy recommendations for long products



Commissioner

Bragg Tariff: 30-28-26-21 3.4% 1,217 2,162 3,379 1,438
Devaney Tariff: 30-28-26-21 3.4% 1,217 2,162 3,379 1,438

Hillman TRQ: 20-17-14-113 2.1% 832 1,474 2,307 837
Koplan TRQ: 20-17-14-114 0.0% 0 0 0 0
Miller TRQ: 20-17-14-114 0.0% 0 0 0 0

Okun TRQ: 20-17-143 2.3% 673 1,190 1,863 693

Commissioner

Bragg Tariff: 30-28-26-21 4.4% 285 391 676 294
Devaney Tariff: 30-28-26-21 4.4% 285 391 676 294

Hillman Tariff: 13-10-7-4 1.5% 113 140 254 87
Koplan Tariff: 13-10-7-4 1.5% 113 140 254 87
Miller Tariff: 13-10-7-4 1.5% 113 140 254 87

Okun Tariff: 13-10-7 1.8% 99 128 227 83

1) The numbers following the remedy recommendation indicate the tariff imposed (percent) or quota level (millions of short tons) for the 
corresponding year.
2) The increase in domestic price is calculated by averaging the changes in domestic price over the length of the remedy.

K. Tubular Fittings and Flanges
Remedy 

Recommendation1
Increase in 

Domestic Price2
Cost to Domestic 

Steel Users 
Revenue Loss to 
Foreign Suppliers

3) Based on 2001 data, we believe the in-quota threshold (starting at 1.4 million short tons) will be crossed; hence, the TRQ will probably 
have an effect.

Total 
Cost

Gain to US 
Producers

Strong Remedy

Joint Remedy

Quota Remedy

Notes: All dollar figures are in millions of dollars and summed over the length of the remedy recommendation.

J. Welded Tubular Products Other Than Oil Country Tubular Goods
Remedy 

Recommendation1
Increase in 

Domestic Price2
Cost to Domestic 

Steel Users 
Revenue Loss to 
Foreign Suppliers

Total 
Cost

Gain to US 
Producers

Table A3. Costs and benefits of ITC remedy recommendations for tubular products

Strong Remedy

Joint Remedy

Quota Remedy

Notes: All dollar figures are in millions of dollars and summed over the length of the remedy recommendation.

1) The numbers following the remedy recommendation indicate the tariff imposed (percent) or quota level (millions of short tons) for the 
corresponding year.
2) The increase in domestic price is calculated by averaging the changes in domestic price over the length of the remedy.

4) Based on 2001 data, we do not believe the in-quota threshold (starting at 2.6 million short tons) will be crossed; hence, the TRQ will 
probably have little or no effect.



Commissioner

Bragg Tariff: 25-20-15 2.1% 185 348 534 195
Devaney Quota: .11-.11-.113 1.7% 163 280 442 149

Hillman Tariff: 15-12-9-6 1.5% 152 258 410 138
Koplan Tariff: 15-12-9-6 1.5% 152 258 410 144
Miller Tariff: 15-12-9-6 1.5% 152 258 410 144

Okun Quota: .11-.11-.12 2.1% 149 257 406 145

Commissioner

Bragg Tariff: 25-20-15
Devaney Quota: .07-.07-.073

Hillman Tariff: 20-17-14-11
Koplan Tariff: 20-17-14-11
Miller Tariff: 20-17-14-11

Okun Quota: .06-.06-.07

L. Stainless Steel Bar
Total 
Cost

Gain to US 
Producers

Table A4. Costs and benefits of ITC remedy recommendations for stainless steel

Strong Remedy

Remedy 
Recommendation1

Increase in 
Domestic Price2

Cost to Domestic 
Steel Users 

Revenue Loss to 
Foreign Suppliers

Joint Remedy

Quota Remedy

Notes: All dollar figures are in millions of dollars and summed over the length of the remedy recommendation.

1) The numbers following the remedy recommendation indicate the tariff imposed (percent) or quota level (millions of short tons) for the 
corresponding year.
2) The increase in domestic price is calculated by averaging the changes in domestic price over the length of the remedy.
3) In addition, Commissioner Devaney recommends that a 15 percent tariff be applied to affected imports in the first year only.

M. Stainless Steel Rod 1

Total 
Cost

Gain to US 
Producers

Cost to Domestic 
Steel Users 

Revenue Loss to 
Foreign Suppliers

Strong Remedy

Joint Remedy

Remedy 
Recommendation2

Increase in 
Domestic Price

Quota Remedy

Notes: 

2) The numbers following the remedy recommendation indicate the tariff imposed (percent) or quota level (millions of short tons) for the 
corresponding year.
3) In addition, Commissioner Devaney recommends that a 15 percent tariff be applied to affected imports in the first year only.

1) We were unable to calculate the costs and benefits of the ITC's remedy recommendations for this product due to confidentiality of the 
necessary data.



Commissioner

Bragg Tariff: 25-20-15 2.5% 98 143 240 107
Devaney Quota: .07-.07-.073 1.8% 75 102 177 15

Hillman None 0.0% 0 0 0 0
Koplan Tariff: 10-8-6-4 1.2% 56 53 109 10
Miller None 0.0% 0 0 0 0

Okun None 0.0% 0 0 0 0

Commissioner

Bragg Tariff: 15-10-5
Devaney Quota: .03-.03-.033

Hillman None
Koplan Tariff: 8-7-6-5
Miller None

Okun None

Table A4. Costs and benefits of ITC remedy recommendations for stainless steel

N. Stainless Tool Steel
Remedy 

Recommendation1
Increase in 

Domestic Price2
Cost to Domestic 

Steel Users 
Revenue Loss to 
Foreign Suppliers

Total 
Cost

Gain to US 
Producers

Strong Remedy

Joint Remedy

Quota Remedy

Notes: All dollar figures are in millions of dollars and summed over the length of the remedy recommendation.

1) The numbers following the remedy recommendation indicate the tariff imposed (percent) or quota level (millions of short tons) for the 
corresponding year.
2) The increase in domestic price is calculated by averaging the changes in domestic price over the length of the remedy.
3) In addition, Commissioner Devaney recommends that a 15 percent tariff be applied to affected imports in the first year only.

O. Stainless Steel Wire 1

Total 
Cost

Gain to US 
Producers

Strong Remedy

Joint Remedy

Remedy 
Recommendation2

Increase in 
Domestic Price

Cost to Domestic 
Steel Users 

Revenue Loss to 
Foreign Suppliers

Quota Remedy

Notes: 

2) The numbers following the remedy recommendation indicate the tariff imposed (percent) or quota level (millions of short tons) for the 
corresponding year.
3) In addition, Commissioner Devaney recommends that a 15 percent tariff be applied to affected imports in the first year only.

1) We were unable to calculate the costs and benefits of the ITC's remedy recommendations for this product due to confidentiality of the 
necessary data.



Commissioner

Bragg Tariff: 30-25-20
Devaney Quota: .02-.02-.023

Hillman None
Koplan Tariff: 15-12-9-6
Miller None

Okun None

Table A4. Costs and benefits of ITC remedy recommendations for stainless steel

Quota Remedy

Notes: 

P. Stainless Steel Fittings and Flanges 1

Remedy 
Recommendation2

Increase in 
Domestic Price

Cost to Domestic 
Steel Users 

Revenue Loss to 
Foreign Suppliers

Total 
Cost

Gain to US 
Producers

2) The numbers following the remedy recommendation indicate the tariff imposed (percent) or quota level (millions of short tons) for the 
corresponding year.
3) In addition, Commissioner Devaney recommends that a 15 percent tariff be applied to affected imports in the first year only.

1) We were unable to calculate the costs and benefits of the ITC's remedy recommendations for this product due to confidentiality of the 
necessary data.

Strong Remedy

Joint Remedy



Year: 1 2 3 4 1 2 3 4 1 2 3 4 1 2 3 4 1 2 3 4 1 2 3 4
Flat

Slabsa 0.9% 0.9% 0.9% 0.9% 0.9% 0.9% 0.9% 0.9% NB NB NB NB NB NB NB NB NB NB NB NB NB NB NB
Plateb 2.2% 2.0% 2.0% 1.7% 2.2% 2.0% 2.0% 1.7% 1.2% 1.0% 0.7% 0.7% 1.2% 1.0% 0.7% 0.7% 1.2% 1.0% 0.7% 0.7% NB NB NB
Hot-rolledc 1.7% 1.7% 1.3% 1.3% 1.7% 1.7% 1.3% 1.3% 1.0% 0.7% 0.7% 0.3% 1.0% 0.7% 0.7% 0.3% 1.0% 0.7% 0.7% 0.3% 0.7% 0.7% 0.7%
Cold-rolledd 1.7% 1.7% 1.4% 1.2% 1.7% 1.7% 1.4% 1.2% 1.0% 0.7% 0.7% 0.5% 1.0% 0.7% 0.7% 0.5% 1.0% 0.7% 0.7% 0.5% NB NB NB
Coatede 1.9% 1.7% 1.7% 1.5% 1.9% 1.7% 1.7% 1.5% 0.9% 0.9% 0.7% 0.6% 0.9% 0.9% 0.7% 0.6% 0.9% 0.9% 0.7% 0.6% 0.7% 0.7% 0.7%
Tinf 2.4% 2.4% 2.2% 2.0% 2.4% 2.4% 2.2% 2.0% 1.4% 1.2% 1.0% 0.7%

Long
Hot-rolledg 3.3% 3.0% 3.0% 2.5% 3.3% 3.0% 3.0% 2.5% 2.0% 1.8% 1.5% 1.0% 2.0% 1.8% 1.5% 1.0% 2.0% 1.8% 1.5% 1.0% 1.0% 1.0% 0.8%
Cold-finishedh 3.0% 2.8% 2.7% 2.2% 3.0% 2.8% 2.7% 2.2% 1.8% 1.5% 1.3% 1.0% 1.8% 1.5% 1.3% 1.0% 1.8% 1.5% 1.3% 1.0% 1.0% 1.0% 0.9%
Rebari 2.6% 2.2% 2.2% 1.9% 2.6% 2.2% 2.2% 1.9% 0.7% 0.7% 0.4% 0.4% 0.7% 0.7% 0.4% 0.4% 0.7% 0.7% 0.4% 0.4% 1.5% 1.5% 1.5%

Tubular  
Weldedj 3.9% 3.6% 3.4% 2.7% 3.9% 3.6% 3.4% 2.7% 2.7% 2.4% 1.9% 1.5% NB NB NB NB NB NB NB NB 2.7% 2.4% 1.9%
Fittings/Flangesk 5.0% 4.7% 4.4% 3.6% 5.0% 4.7% 4.4% 3.6% 2.3% 1.8% 1.3% 0.7% 2.3% 1.8% 1.3% 0.7% 2.3% 1.8% 1.3% 0.7% 2.3% 1.8% 1.3%

Stainless
Barl 3.5% 2.8% 2.2% 2.3% 2.3% 2.3% 2.2% 1.7% 1.3% 0.9% 2.2% 1.7% 1.3% 0.9% 2.2% 1.7% 1.3% 0.9% 2.3% 2.3% 1.7%
Rodm C C C C C C C C C C C C C C C C C C C C C C C C
Tooln 4.1% 3.4% 2.6% 2.4% 2.4% 2.4% 1.7% 1.4% 1.1% 0.7%
Wireo C C C C C C C C C C C C C C C C C C C C C C C C
Fittings/Flangesp C C C C C C C C C C C C C C C C C C C C C C C C

Notes: NB indicates a non-binding remedy.  C indicates that confidentiality of necessary data prevented this calculation.  For notes a-p, see the notes for the corresponding products in Tables A1-4.

Bragg Devaney Hillman Koplan Miller Okun

Table A5. Percent change in domestic price from ITC remedy recommendations by Commissioner, year, and product




