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According to the U.S. Department of Commerce, both r~Jk~y:::~q4!:~a~~~-~i~ are classified 
as Market Economies, which means that they theoretically ope~~t~::Pn market principles 
of cost and pricing strnctures. What is not know11'!i.~::~fJhe fi;&iit!~~ manufacture~s in 
these countries who make foreign like products fil&fi:h~i:!:~~~l~fid~fies of government 
subsidies that allow them to "dump" product on;tWE U.S .. 116i#~faharket. The prices of 
these firearms suggest an unfair advantage whe.~.!i~fop_pared to n.ofmal values, but as yet 
there has been no determination on whether dttj@p1#{lt'~$~~.\':.ing place as defined by Title 
Vll of the TaJiff Act of 1930. .:::::u: ::,,::::u:;:}:,,,,. 

' '·' :-' :- ' '·' ~- '· ~-' :-'. ~- '· :-' 

One remedy is to file a petition \Vith botti!.~)~,i!,JWPQrt Administration and the United 
States International Trade Commission. If a!i''Hl't%i~t~!~\};>.elieves that injury is taking 
place due to unfair competition through,:$,W:\1~i,gj:?,:~tf:¢##ls;tN.i'umping of a foreign product, 
it may request the imposition of antii!ij@:.1ifil.~f or countervailing duties through this 
petition. To ensure that there is §pftf2fofaf1~1~PPP.rt by domestic industry for the 
investigation into the alleged injuryf'the petitiofref{~f must represent at least 25% of 
domestic production. Remington aj~e fi~~#he b~\Lhere, as it represents between 28% 
and 29% of the domestic shotgun ,m~j;~etf:i6~mi~}~~?h will therefore explore this remedy 
as a means of.redress in 2003~200:4if(\({' ·····• 

To help protect Remington'~:::'i&@Q:Ff?:~Pf~~~':b~i~iness from threats of this kind, cost 
reduction efforts that are retl#¢fod'fkpt)~~. \viii be necessary in addition to an honest 
estimation of overall pricingi!~#ategy in th~$:i~ategory. The feasibility of wholesale price 
reduction to drive volume 6:ii!ifl:i¢i'lntroduct~P:n of cash rebates \Nill be evaluated for 2004_ 
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