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Judge Delays Sentencing of Professor Roth Again

Knoxville, Tenn., U.S. District Court Judge Thomas Varlan May 13 again delayed the sentenc-
ing of former University of Tennessee Professor J. Reece Roth after hearing oral arguments
over the appropriate penalty he deserves under the U.S. Sentencing Guidelines.  Varlan had
been expected to issue his ruling at the hearing, but instead listened to arguments from Roth’s
attorney and a Justice Department lawyer over the provisions of a Pre-Sentence Investigation
Report by a court probationary officer.  Varlan’s sentencing decision is not expected now until
mid-June.  The sentencing of Atmospheric Glow Technologies, Inc., for whom Roth was
working, is scheduled for Aug. 27.

At the hearing, the government had a U.S. Air Force colonel testify to the
national security threat posed by Roth’s release of defense technology to a Chin-
ese graduate student who was working with him on a contract.  Varlan indicated
that he wanted to review the arguments presented at the hearing, many of which
were covered previously in court briefs.  Justice lawyers contend the proper
Sentencing Guideline for Roth’s crime should be 78 to 97 months in jail.  Roth
has asked the court to limit sentencing to probation (see WTTL, April 6, page 4).

Kirk’s Visit  to WTO Leaves Questions Unansw ered

During his first official visit to the World Trade Organization (WTO) and Geneva May 11-13,
U.S. Trade Representative (USTR) Ron Kirk urged countries to keep an open mind to changes
that “might drive us to a successful conclusion” of the Doha Round.  But one proposal that was
floated to do that has already drawn negative reactions from other WTO members.  Kirk
indicate a willingness to shift the basis of the talks from the current focus on “modalities” for
cutting tariffs on agriculture and industrial goods to bilateral negotiations based on the old
“request-offer” approach to negotiations.

In Geneva, Kirk met with the WTO leadership and representatives from over half of the WTO
membership.  “Something needs to happen differently to get us to a successful conclusion,”
Kirk told reporters after those meetings.  “If we need to look at a different delivery mechanism,
let's be open to do that,” he said.  The U.S. doesn't want to scrap the progress or change the
mandate, Kirk said.  “We should all be willing to consider changes to the process that could
put the negotiations on a more direct path to success,” he stated.  The idea of going directly to
scheduling and leaving the modalities wasn't received very well, according to trade officials in
Geneva.  “It's very easy to start a riot with developing countries on that basis, very easy,” a 
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high-ranking diplomat told WTTL.  Kirk’s statements on the need for advanced developing
countries, such as India, Brazil and China, to do more in the talks also got a cool reception.  In
his meetings in Geneva, Kirk repeatedly said the U.S. needs to see what big “developing
countries are going to do,” a diplomat from one of those big developing country reported.  

“The problem is that the developing countries are never going to accept this idea
that the U.S. has done too much and it needs to be compensated for coming to the
table,” he said. “This is something that will simply not fly,” he added.  “It looks
like more of the same...what they've been saying for a long time,” the diplomat
added.  Kirk says the Obama administration is different from the Bush administra-
tion, “but then he comes exactly with the same thing,” the official complained.

The diplomatic corps in Geneva appeared to be impressed by Kirk’s approach and charm.  Kirk
said President Obama is serious about listening and getting to a fair result in the Doha Round,
said Manuel Teehankee, Philippine ambassador to the WTO.  Indications from the U.S. point to
a resumption of negotiations in autumn, Teehankee said.  U.S. reengagement in the talks is
awaiting the results of an Obama administration review of the negotiations and U.S. positions.  

“We have for the most part kind of worked through” the overarching review of U.S. trade
policy, Kirk told reporters.  Doha is slightly different because of “the extraordinary potential”
and the complexities, he noted.  “That review was bumped up to the level of our National
Economic Council.  The first stage was our review within the USTR.  The next stage has been
and will be our continued engagement with our partners here at the WTO, because we
understand this is not simply a matter of the United States showing up and saying here’s the
silver bullet that we’ve all been searching for,” Kirk said.

WTO Hearing Hits EU Tariffs on Information Technology

The U.S., Japan, Taiwan and almost a dozen other countries ganged up on the European Union
(EU) at a May 12-14 WTO dispute-settlement panel hearing on complaints against EU tariffs on
products that the complaining countries contend should be duty-free under the Information
Technology Agreement (ITA).  EU representatives defended the tariffs, claiming that new
functions added to the products have fundamentally changed their status for tariff purposes. 
The hearing, which was open to the public, focused on EU tariffs on set top boxes with a
communication function, certain flat-panel displays and multifunction digital machines. 

While officials blamed the EU for setting the threshold for assessing the changes
too low, the dispute may point to systemic troubles with the ITA and the need for
further negotiations to expand its scope.  The hearing before a three-judge panel
was held in one of the WTO’s large conference rooms and broadcast to outsiders.  

Third-party countries in the dispute include Brazil, China, Hong Kong, India, South Korea,
Philippines, Thailand, Vietnam, Australia, Costa Rica, Singapore and Turkey.  Brazil didn't
make a statement and Turkey lined up behind the EU.  The May 13 session was notable because
of the extent that third-party governments were engaged on the details of the case, noted one
observer.  A number of developed and developing governments expressed serious concern with
the systemic implications of the EU’s action on the ITA, he said.

The European Community (EC) “has no significant domestic production of any of the products
at issue,” an EU lawyer told the panel. “This dispute is not about protectionism.” he argued. 
Supporters of the complaint, however, contend the EU has industries that support these prod-
ucts.  In addition, Eastern European governments have pressed for higher tariffs on certain
high-tech products as a way to attract production, said one lawyer who supports the complaint. 
An industry executive also pointed out that Poland and the Czech Republic in particular, “have 
been extremely successful in attracting investment” for production of LCD displays for TV sets.
An EU official argued that the recording function in a TV set top box with a communication 
function and a large hard drive is “far more than a support or ancillary” function.  The U.S., 
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Japan and Taiwan claim “that 61-inch flat panel monitors” with or without a tuner should be
entitled to duty-free treatment as computer monitors, he noted.  The real problem is that radical
changes in monitor technology make it “extremely difficult to distinguish between computer
monitors and video monitors including television sets,” he argued.

European duties based on “arbitrary technical characteristics” are inconsistent
with the EC’s WTO tariff schedule and are “a perverse upending” of the agree-
ment, a U.S. official said.  “The EC in essence appears to believe that, regardless
of the text, if a device comes to perform a function that is also performed by a
product for which the EC has not made a concession as a result of the ITA, that
device becomes the non-ITA product and falls out of the EC’s duty-free commit-
ments,” the official said in his closing arguments. 

“Our position is simple,” the U.S. representative claimed.  “What a product does is only rele-
vant to determining whether or not it is covered by a particular concession if the meaning of
the text of the concession specifies that a product must do something to qualify or is dis-
qualified if it does something else.  One must look at the text. And looking at the text of the
concessions at issue, none define the products in the manner suggested by the EC,” he asserted.

WTO Ruling on Zeroing May Require $$ $  Millions in Refunds

The U.S. may need to refund millions of dollars in collected antidumping duties and deposits as
the result of a May 14 ruling from the WTO Appellate Body which said Washington has failed
to implement earlier WTO decisions against the use of “zeroing” in trade cases.  In its ruling
on 15 original investigations and 16 administrative reviews, the Appellate Body (AB) rejected
U.S. arguments that Commerce could continue to use zeroing in administrative reviews for
goods imported before the end of the “reasonable period” of time it was given to implement
previous rulings against the practice.  The AB said Commerce had to stop using zeroing on the
original and all following administrative reviews, sunset reviews and new shipper reviews.

In addition to requiring refunds, the AB decision is likely to intensify discussions
reportedly already being held in Commerce and at the USTR’s office about the
U.S. policy of retrospective applications of dumping duties through the admini-
strative review process.  Most WTO members only apply duties prospectively with
adjustments made only when parties petition for a revision.  While some argue the
U.S. system is fairer because it assesses duties on actual trade, it also makes it
more complicated and costly for parties in these cases.

“The Appellate Body’s report raises a number of troubling questions and implications, partic-
ularly regarding what this means in practice and how these findings translate for purposes of
retrospective antidumping systems and prospective systems,” a USTR statement acknowledged. 
“The WTO agreements expressly provide to Members the right to maintain a retrospective
antidumping system. We will need to review the report carefully,” the statement added.

The U.S. said it was disappointed that the AB added additional requirements that were not
addressed in the original rulings.  These aspects of the report “are not supported by the WTO
agreements,” it said.  The U.S. said “the WTO has overreached by inventing new obligations to
limit the use of antidumping measures, when such obligations were never agreed to by the WTO
Members.  Today’s report compounds the problems with the earlier rulings.”

The AB said it considers the obligation to cease using zeroing to be, at the latest, the end of
the reasonable period of time allowed for compliance.  “By contrast, the approach based on the
date of entry advocated by the United States would allow a WTO Member operating a retro-
spective duty assessment system to resort to a methodology for assessing duty liability that has
been found WTO-inconsistent beyond the end of the reasonable period of time.  Thus, the
implementing Member would be able to extend the reasonable period of time and delay compli-
ance depending on when it chooses to undertake final duty assessment,” it declared.  The cases 



Page 4                      Washington Tarif f  & Trade Letter           May 18 ,  2009

at issue covered imports from a half-dozen EU countries and range from stainless and carbon
steel to pasta and resins and ball bearings to steel bars.  In addition to the cases in the dispute,
the ruling could apply to numerous additional administrative reviews related to these cases. 
Non-EU countries are now likely to seek similar treatment for their products which have been
subject to zeroing, which Commerce is still applying in administrative reviews.  Japan has
already won a separate ruling on zeroing (see WTTL, May 4, page 4).  

For many covered products that have not yet been subject to liquidation, Com-
merce may merely issue new liquidation orders to Customs to collect duties with
revised zero-free margins.  To the extent the new margins are lower, refunds
would be due to importers.  Where there has been liquidation and protests have
been filed, the government could drop its opposition to the protest.  If liquidation
has occurred without protest, legislation may be needed to get refunds.

Mexican Trucking Proposal at White House,  LaHood Says

A Transportation Department proposal for restarting a pilot project that allowed a limited
number of Mexican trucks to operate in the U.S. is pending at the White House, Transportation
Secretary Ray LaHood told reporters May 11.  He said the proposal was drafted after he talked
with 28 senators and House members and tries to address the safety concerns that led Congress
to block the program (see WTTL, April 6, page 5).  “I think when you see the proposal that we
put together it addresses safety issues: driver safety, truck safety, how do you measure that,
how do you really know that a driver has complied with hours of service,” LaHood said.

He acknowledged that the blocked pilot program also addressed these concerns,
but “not enough to satisfy the members of Congress.”  LaHood said he thought
his plan would satisfy lawmakers “because we have taken their ideas and put them
in our proposal.”  He also noted that he had met with Teamsters Union President
James Hoffa and heard his concerns about low wages paid to Mexican drivers. 
“We tried to address their issues,” he said.  

While the Teamsters have been the driving force against allowing Mexican trucks into the U.S.,
it appears the union doesn’t have the backing of other organized labor groups.  The AFL-CIO in
particular is not taking a stand on the Mexican trucking issue because it sees the dispute as a
fight for the Teamsters which is not a member of the AFL-CIO.

*  *  *  Briefs *  *  *

F C P A :  D e nm a rk’s  N o vo  N o rd isk  A /S  M a y 1 1  agre ed  to  p ay $ 9  m il l io n  p ena lty  in  d efe rre d  p ro se cu tio n
a gre em e nt with  Jus t ic e  whic h cha rge d  i t  with  v io la ting  F C P A  b y p aying  i l le ga l k ic kb a cks  to  I ra q i
gove rnmen t a s  pa r t  o f  U N  O il-fo r -Foo d  p rogram.   In  sepa ra te  se tt lemen t w ith  SEC , N ovo  ag reed  to  pay
$ 3 ,02 5 ,06 6  in  c ivi l  pena l t ie s  and  $6 ,00 5 ,07 9  in  d isgo rgem ent  o f  p ro f i ts ,  inc lud ing  p re - jud gm ent  in te re st .

T R A D E  FIG U R E S: M arch  good s  expo r ts  o f  $82 .0  b i l l ion  were  down  22%  from  la st  M arch  and  lowest  s ince
Fe b ruary 20 0 6 ,  C o m m erce  repo r ted  M ay 1 2 .   G o o d s  im p o r ts  o f  $1 2 0 .3  b i ll io n  dro p p ed  31 %  from  year  ago
a nd  we re  lo w est  s inc e  A p r i l  2 0 0 4 .   S erv ic es  exp o r ts  in  M a rc h we re  $ 4 1 .6  b il l io n ,  d o wn ne ar ly 7 %  fro m
las t M arch .   Serv ices  im p o r ts  d ec l ined  7%  from  year  ago  to  $3 1  b i ll io n  

IC E : Jo hn  M o rto n  swo rn  in  M arch  15  as  a ss is tan t  sec re ta ry o f  ho m eland  securi ty  and  he ad  o f  IC E .   H e  is
fo rmer  ass is tan t  U .S .  a tto rney and  was  sp ec ia l  assis tan t  to  genera l  co unse l in  o ld  Imm igra tio n  and
N a tu ra liza tion  Se rv ice .

C J  G U ID E LIN E S: D D T C  M ay 14  issued  rev ised  guide l ines fo r  submitt ing  Co mm od ity Jur isd ic tion  (C J )
requests  to  de te rmine  if  i tem is  on  U SM L and  com es unde r  S ta te  ju r isd ic tion  o r  is  on  CC L and  com es
und er  B IS  au tho ri ty .   G u id e line  no tes :  “P ro cess ing  t im es  va ry d ep end ing  o n the  co mp lex ity  o f the  case .  C J
req uests  no rm ally take  less  tha n  65  business  d ays (9 5  ca lend ar  d ays)  to  co m p le te .”

B E E F: U .S .  and  E U  M ay 13  s igned  M O U  se t t ling  bee f-ho rm o ne  d isp u te  fo r  nex t  fo ur  yea rs .   Canad a  is
repor ted ly nego tia ting  i ts  own  dea l fo r  add it iona l access  to  E U  marke t (see  W T T L ,  M ay  1 1 ,  pa ge  2 ) .
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