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forera ; < T ATgar % Yol % sverar dgt & Praffa e & srar & dey # aendt Wi [
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. 60./1/2000/ESgE. —R. fiZm T fa, famw, &, aendt Sea fa, demg, B, i ol
T Ue 37 o1, fasremer sii &, s wom wptegfesmea f, dauem 3 et e (duiem) srfufos,
1995 3R HraTyes 2w (wien wqatt = TEEm, 3T W AN [ W SR e Huem At frakern)
Frgw, 1995 % srar Tafe wiftert (P wegueem sferrt e &) & @nsg woh Anfash geR oA & Fored
= err ATEr et ¥ oreran Tl # fifra Sedierer % e B AR wEn T ar gt e W el
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1. i St adH wid § e e 9 qe Aige qd o e g8l 9
feraifea Rrefrer e 2 |
IRRfterier Wargen Re aiftfem, 1975 & sy 20 & Awged Suey
W0 2922.2914 B T8d Hipd ¥ | awifl, a8 aiiexe Saa doards & N fed o
TN W JEAN S B WIHS § deud] TE §
2. W SO A Rl Pt v Iwred F afumedt w1 R 70 % & @
AR gafoy a7 wfeT SRR & @ T &l B g Al € |
3. YN W JIEE Sa W OIS GW & - e o oRed ([ gagueEnd

A HET T E) K AT A0S (P Qaguenq argar Hel T &) |
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4, waF axqy Wl o1 o § 6 9w g Seifad Arel WM e angar
¢ qo @ a1 T8 ¥ Frifid @ & wEE gy § | sl gw safad
T @1, fFrgaEe] @ ot & fov TEg S § o wd B W 9y

AT 1 vET & |

5. e 3N e =it

AAI ;AT | 4 Qe ged @1 a9 qRu e A
IRefemId @ I & R W IRUY Y gR1 AR Sid @ ged B
Y faTR @1 18 T AR Refehid & Saed B IRSfAd TN & YR
TR fhar & | anfereaiert ¥ @dam # Rfferia & I @ oReford arTd
& JUR W AR Yod Bl &ral 5ar 8 |
fPrafa @twa: aR@meaiel ¥ Sofiflersisye dor gov Wl §) gHRE
sfterel & Smar W Fafa @laa @1 smar e & | e T el frafd ofma
B e I IR UTed HIf e @A 954 v € |
50 O & st wer § By A g agar R 9 er e
e, I ed ¥ 9gd oftw & R w39 wra @ frata fear w9 9 @
wer gyl Mdha fAeran & 6 A1 den argam & fFafadl gy wag awgalt @1 med
forar <1 w81 ¥
6. &f0 Ud HRUMeIG dEw: wxe] JENT W W R e deae oW
gared, fagey, @/t geanfe e den delt g @ 98 9O § 5 uve ge
P AT §F § | 3U 9 B W gl qIi wney & & faamee Sare:
@ 3T ¥ ENe] SENT B S1RE &f g ¥ |
7. Ul GG &1 W SURIGT IO B 3w gy Ffée miter), g st
& o @ A aE § Priifa wae awet 9 B o A%, wed " e
IHD JAT DT GTEA-IE) S IR F & |




[90T [—@7s ] T TS AR

10.

11.

12.

13.

Sia @1 raft: gdmA i B wIe @ g o e aaf 1 s, 1999 @ 30
AR, 2000 (18 HEM) T6 &) 2 |

AN ST g o W AT 3R IR ® SMATHT WY Al ¥ forar o e
g auw faum v wEfye guar feife v 7 der FeiRa &1 @
fAfde mReR), g WReR Ty v, areTRiet Yo HeTTeIer, SEmnT
7ge, 92 fEool-110011 7 99 T | oy P fRdeg wel o A D
wrafy & oy fPEiRa wu 3 iR feifa &1 3 9m 9 6T afeT §
Tehll B |

wwg A gdA wiig @ wdied Big 0l g Ried v A & S o 9w
Tq W Ffds aii@ @ o g9 SfeRpE & w8 @ a9 40 &l
& ffax ggg W =@ifey | denf, fa @ Al ofR emarawt @1 sfer |
forear o <& 8, O et W oy MY wH A ag | 40 A B e quen
& BNt | g e e WY i gEer wgd e @ fog S
AR P qGY T B IR H BIg ff o, Wer 76 e s |

TRl WY gfs v wHaEg HrAls g e At FeiRa win @ v B
GEAT W TE BN & AT W g8 gET R § a1 fAfdse witend Swiw
M%mmﬁmaﬁﬁ@wwmﬁﬁﬁaﬁmwﬁl

Wd@E BIgd &1 e Fam 6(7) & auR Bfu @ arel g ot T
SN WA Brge B AR B gwar & o o Raeg wiidi grr oy
Y Tq WeA B MY Y W Y F |

Ui BTE fodag Ol MaE FEA O W AN Bl @ 97 S Wy @ fR
G el Selel B BT ¥ W WEAYY B W g # 9w SR § oy
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MINISTRY OF COMMERCE
INITIATION NOTIFICATION
New Delhi, the 31st January, 2001

No. 60/1/2000-DGAD.—M/s Triton Laboratories Ltd., Hyderabad. M/s Vamsi Labs Lid.. Solapur,
M/s Srintvasa Agro Industries & Drugs Ltd.. Vijaywada and M/s Sri Krishna Pharmaceuticals Lid., Hyderabad have
filed a pelition before the Designated Authority (hereinaficr referred 10 as the Authority) in accordance with the
Customs Tarill (Amendment) Act, 1995 and Customs Tariff (Identification. Assessment and Collection of Anti-Dumping
Duty on Dumped Articles and for Determination of Injury) Rules, 1995 alleging dumping of Paracctamol originating in

or exported from China and Taiwan and have requested for initiation of anti-dumping investigations and Ievy of
anti-dumping duties. '

1. Product Invelved: The product under investigation in the present case is Paracetamol
originating in or exported from China and Taiwan.

Paracetamol is classified under Customs sub-heading no. 29222914 of Chapter 29 of the
Customs Tariff Act, 1975. The classification is however indicative only and in no way binding
on the scope of the present investigations.

2._Domestic Industry Standing: The petitioners account for 70% of the total domestic

production and therefore satisfies the standing to file the present petition.

3. Country(ies) Inyolved: The countries involved in the present investigations are the Peoples
Republic of China, (hereinafter referred to as China), and Chinese Taipei (hereinafter referred to
as Taiwan). c

- Like Goods; The petitioner has claimed that goods produced by it are like articles to the
goods originating in or exported from China and Taiwan. Goods produced by the petitioner are
being treated as Like Articles to the goods imported from the subject countries within the
meaning of the Rules.

5. Dumping and Dumping Margin;

Normal Value: The petitioners have claimed normal value in China on the basi:‘; of price
considered in the initiation of anti-dumping investigations by the European Union on imports of
Paracetamol into the EU from China and constructed cost of production of Paracetamol . "l_”he
petitioners have claimed normal value in Taiwan on the basis of constructed cost of production

of Paracetamol.

Export price:  The petitioners have claimed export price based on the Qata published _by
DGCIS and secondary sources. Comparing the normal value and export prices the dumping
margins are significantly higher than the de-minimis limit.

There is sufficient evidence that the normal values of the product under consideration in Chn_na
and Taiwan are significantly higher than the prices at which it has been exported to lrl(!la,
indicating, prima facie, that the subject goods are being dumped by the exporters from China
and Taiwan.
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6._Injury and Causal Link: The varic.s economic adicators relating to domestic industry
such as production, sales, profit/loss etc. coilectively and cumulatively, indicates that the
domestic industry has suffered injury. There is sufficient prima facie evidence that the imports
of the product under consideration have caused material injury to the domestic industry.

7._Initiation of Anti-Dumping Investigation: In view of the?foregoing paragraph, the

Designated Authority initiates anti-duraping investigations to determine the existence, degree

and effect of alleged dumping of the subject gnods originating in or exported from the subject
* countries. :

§. Period of Investigation: The period of investigation for the purpose of the present
investigations is 1¥ April, 1999 to 30” September, 2000 (18 months).

9._Submission of Informatien: The exporters in the subject countries and the importers in
India known to be concerned are being addressed separately to submit relevant information in
the form and manner prescribed and to make their views known to the Designated Authority,
Ministry of Commerce, Directorate General 'of Anti- Dumping, Udyog Bhavan, New-Delhi —
110011. Any other interested party may also make its submissions relevant to the investigation
in the prescribed form and manner within the time limit set out below. ‘

10._Time Limit; Any information relating to the present investigations should be sent in writing
so as to reach the Authority at the address mentioned above not later than forty days from the
date of publication of this notification. The known” exporters and importers, who are being
‘addressed separately, are, however, required to submit the information within forty days from
the date of letter addressed to them separately. It may kindly be noted that no requests
whatsoever shall be entertained for extension of the above-stated time limit for submission of
the required information. . ‘

11.  Anti-dumping investigations being a time bound exercise, the Designated Authority may

record its findings on the basis of facts available on record in accordance with the Rules supra,

if no response is received within the time stipulated or the information is incomplete in any
- respect. ’ ‘

12.  Inspection of Public File: In terms of Rule 6(7), any interested party may inspect the
public file containing non-confidential version of the evidence submitted by other interested

parties.

13. In case where an interested party refuses access to, or otherwise does not provide necessary
information within a reasonable period, or significantly impedes the investigation, the Authority
may record its findings on the basis of the facts available to it and make such recommendations
to the Central Government as deemed fit.

L.V. SAPTHARISHI, Designated Authority

Printed by the Manager, Gowt. of India Press, Ring Road. Mayapuri, New Delhi-110064
and Published by the Controller of Publications, Delhi-110054.






