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            Madame Chairwoman and members of the Commission, I appreciate the opportunity to appear today. You already know about my strong support for the steel industry, but I am also deeply committed to preserving paper jobs in West Virginia and elsewhere in the country - and I firmly believe in the full enforcement of our trade laws across all industries.

            Commissioners, I am here to urge you to impose the requested antidumping and countervailing duty orders on Certain Coated Paper from China and Indonesia.  The sustained increase in imports from these countries, as well as the price undercutting from these imports, warrants an affirmative finding.  Most important, this unlawful dumping has resulted in the loss hundreds of American jobs. 
            As you have heard from me before, I believe the U.S. International Trade Commission exists to enforce the United States’ trade laws.  And it seems like each time I testify before you I reassert my fundamental conviction that, trade law enforcement is more important now than ever before, particularly in the face of the global economic downturn and the devastating impact it has on had jobs in our country.  As you know, I have been paying close attention to international trade issues for a long time - and each time I have said this it has been true.

            I have never seen as much skepticism on trade as I see today.  Doubts about our trade policies exist not just in West Virginia, not just in Congress, and not just among organized labor.  This skepticism, uneasiness and uncertainty exist in nearly every home in our country.  It is a topic of daily discussion in living rooms and around dinner tables nationwide.  

                

As too many families know all too well, the rapid changes in the nature of our economy have had a devastating impact on the manufacturing sector.  This fact, along with China’s unprecedented economic development and its currency manipulation, has led to increased anxiety that is spreading throughout our society.  Americans sense a historical change in our ability to control our future.  One of the major reasons for this anxiety is that our trade laws are not being applied correctly and fairly.
            This is obviously an issue that is far beyond the reach of the case you are considering today, but I raise this broader theme here because part of the cure for this pervasive unease is the enforcement of effective trade laws that the American people and domestic industry can trust and count on for years to come.

            Commissioners, when we in Congress enact statutes regarding trade enforcement, it is up to you to give those trade laws meaning.  This case provides you with another opportunity to be part of the rebuilding of Americans’ faith in the fairness of the international trading system.

            The Department of Commerce has already preliminarily determined that dumped and subsidized trade of Certain Coated Paper has occurred in this case.  Now, you have to ask yourselves whether or not this unfair trade has or is likely to materially injure the U.S. paper industry.  Often, history is our best guide.  In this case, recent history has shown us that unfair trade practices for Certain Coated Paper have had a terrible impact on the U.S. paper industry and American jobs.   

In October of 2007, this Commission took up a similar case with some of the same parties.  In those cases, you determined that the U.S. paper industry would neither be materially injured nor threatened with material injury by imports of coated free sheet paper from China, Indonesia, and the Republic of Korea – despite the fact that that the Department of Commerce had determined that these imports were subsidized and sold in the U.S. at less than fair market value.  That decision plays a role in why we are here today.  Subsequent to that decision, more paper mills have closed and countless American jobs have been lost.  I submitted written testimony in this previous case.  I am here today, in person, because I want you to understand just how important this case is to me and, most importantly, to my constituents whose jobs and livelihoods are on the line.
NewPage Corporation’s mill in Luke, Maryland, provides over 900 jobs to citizens living in Mineral County, West Virginia, and across the border in Allegheny County and Garrett County, Maryland.  This region used to be home to a wide variety of manufacturing facilities.  However, dumping had resulted in the loss of many of the area’s manufacturing companies and with that the loss of a great many jobs.  Yet, the Luke facility remains a bright spot.
            But, the unfair trade that the Department of Commerce has found in this case – with subsidy margins of 20 percent for China and 17 percent for Indonesia and dumping margins even larger – pose a tremendous threat to the long-term viability of this mill.  When I presented testimony in 2007, NewPage had been forced to shut down one of its mills, resulting in the loss of 130 jobs.  Just recently, NewPage announced it was eliminating 90 jobs at this mill.  Unfortunately, trends like this with causes such as unlawful dumping are what West Virginians discuss around the dinner table. They are also exactly what Congress intended to prevent when they wrote and passed original legislation.

            During the period of investigation of this case, entire mills have been shattered, American jobs have been lost, and U.S. companies have seen their competitive edge plummet to unfair competitors overseas.  Commissioners, the end result is material injury to the U.S. paper industry and a deep sense of loss for workers, families, and communities who are relying on these important jobs for their livelihoods.  

            You may hear from respondents that the problem for U.S. producers is really the recession, not Chinese and Indonesian imports.  While the recession has been a difficult time for the paper sector, and for all U.S. manufacturing, I believe you will see that the record before you supports a finding that imports from China and Indonesia are a determining factor in the material injury experienced by our producers and their workers and communities.
             In conclusion, I would like to say the following:  a strong country is competitive.  A strong country exports more than it imports.  And a strong country ensures that American jobs are not lost in cases like this.  I urge you to apply the law in a manner consistent with your duties and responsibilities and as Congress intended.  I believe that if you do so, you will find that providing the requested relief is what the law requires.

            Thank you for this opportunity to testify. 
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