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I

(Acts whose publication is obligatory)

COMMISSION REGULATION (EEC) No 2621/88
of 24 August 1988

fixing the import levies on cereals and on wheat or rye flour, groats and meal

THE COMMISSION OF THE EUROPEAN COMMUNITIES,

Having regard to the Treaty establishing the European
Economic Community,

rate, multiplied by the corrective factor provided for in
the last paragraph of Article 3 ( 1 ) of Regulation (EEC)
No 1676/85,

for other currencies, an exchange rate based on the
arithmetic mean of the spot market rates of each of
these currencies recorded for a given period in rela­
tion to the Community currencies referred to in the
previous indent, and the aforesaid coefficient ;Having regard to the Act of Accession of Spain and

Portugal,

Whereas these exchange rates being those recorded on 23
August 1988 ;Having regard to Council Regulation (EEC) No 2727/75

of 29 October 1975 on the common organization of the
market in cereals ('), as last amended by Regulation (EEC)
2221 /88 (2), and in particular Article 13 (5) thereof, Whereas the aforesaid corrective factor affects the entire

calculation basis for the levies, including the equivalence
coefficients :

Having regard to Council Regulation (EEC) No 1676/85
of 11 June 1985 on the value of the unit of account and
the exchange rates to be applied for the purposes of the
common agricultural policy (3), as last amended by Regu­
lation (EEC) No 1 636/87 (4), and in particular Article 3
thereof,

Whereas it follows from applying the detailed rules
contained in Regulation (EEC) No 2401 /88 to today's
offer prices and quotations known to the Commission
that the levies at present in force should be altered to the
amounts set out in the Annex hereto,

Having regard to the opinion of the Monetary Committee,

HAS ADOPTED THIS REGULATION :Whereas the import levies on cereals, wheat and rye flour,
and wheat groats and meal were fixed by Commission
Regulation (EEC) No 2401 /88 (*) and subsequent amend­
ing Regulations ;

Article 1

The import levies to be charged on products listed in
Article 1 (a), (b) and (c) of Regulation (EEC) No 2727/75
shall be as set out in the Annex hereto .

Whereas, if the levy system is to operate normally, levies
should be calculated on the following basis :

— in the case of currencies which are maintained in rela­
tion to each other at any given moment within a band
of 2,25 % , a rate of exchange based on their central

Article 2(') OJ No L 281 , 1 . 11 . 1975, p. 1 .
I1) OJ No L 197, 26. 7. 1988 , p. 16 .
0 OJ No L 164, 24. 6 . 1985, p. 1 .
(4) OJ No L 153, 13 . 6 . 1987, p. 1 .
0 OJ No L 205, 30 . 7. 1988 , p. 96. This Regulation shall enter into force on 25 August 1988 .
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This Regulation shall be binding in its entirety and directly applicable in all Member
States .

Done at Brussels, 24 August 1988 .
For the Commission

Frans ANDRIESSEN

Vice-President
/

ANNEX

to the Commission Regulation of 24 August 1988 fixing the import levies on cereals and on
wheat or rye flour, groats and meal

(ECU/tonne)

CN code
Levies

Portugal Third country

0709 90 60 11,21 139,46
0712 90 19 11,21 139,46
1001 10 10 21,88 165,48 0 0
1001 10 90 21,88 165,48 0 0
1001 90 91 0,00 125,50
1001 90 99 0,00 125,50
1002 00 00 26,32 102,10 (6)
1003 00 10 19,98 103,54
1003 00 90 19,98 103,54
1004 00 10 76,92 43,30
1004 00 90 76,92 43,30
1005 10 90 11,21 - 139,46 (2)0
1005 90 00 11,21 139,46 0 0
1007 00 90 34,79 148,51 0
1008 10 00 19,98 21,53
1008 20 00 ' 19,98 60,46 0
1008 30 00 19,98 0,00 o
1008 90 10 0 0
1008 90 90 19,98 0,00
1101 00 00 10,53 188,50
1102 10 00 50,02 156,11
1103 11 10 46,98 269,56
1103 11 90 11,55 203,40

(') Where durum wheat originating in Morocco is transported directly from that country to the Community, the
levy is reduced by 0,60 ECU/tonne .

(2) In accordance with Council Regulation (EEC) No 486/85 the levies are not applied to imports into the French
overseas departments of products originating in the African, Caribbean and Pacific States or in the 'overseas
countries and territories'.

(3) Where maize originating in the ACP or OCT is imported into the Community the levy is reduced by 1,81
ECU/tonne .

(4) Where millet and sorghum originating in the ACP or OCT is imported into the Community the levy is reduced
by 50 %.
Where durum wheat and canary seed produced in Turkey are transported directly from that country to the
Community, the levy is reduced by 0,60 ECU/tonne .

(6) The import levy charged on rye produced in Turkey and transported directly from that country to the, Commu­
nity is laid down in Council Regulation (EEC) No 1 180/77 and Commission Regulation (EEC) No 2622/71 .

(?) The levy applicable to rye shall be charged on imports of the product falling within subheading 1008 90 10 (triti­
cale).
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COMMISSION REGULATION (EEC) No 2622/88
of 24 August 1988

fixing the premiums to be added to the import levies on cereals, flour and malt

— for other currencies, an exchange rate based on the
arithmetic mean of the spot market rates of each of
these currencies recorded for a given period in rela­
tion to the Community currencies referred to in the
previous indent, and the aforesaid coefficient ; ,

Whereas these exchange rates being those recorded on
23 August 1988 ;

Whereas, on the basis of today's cif prices and cif forward
delivery prices, the premiums at present in force, which
are to be added to the levies, should be altered to the
amounts set out in the Annex hereto,

THE COMMISSION OF THE EUROPEAN COMMUNITIES,

Having regard to the Treaty establishing the European
Economic Community,

Having regard to the Act of Accession of Spain and
Portugal,

Having regard to Council Regulation (EEC) No 2727/75
of 29 October 1975 on the common organization of the
market in cereals ('), as last amended by Regulation (EEC)
No 2221 /88 (2), and in particular Article 15 (6) thereof,

Having regard to Council Regulation (EEC) No 1676/85
of 11 June 1985 on the value of the unit of account and
the exchange rates to be applied for the purposes of the
common agricultural policy (3), as last amended by Regu­
lation (EEC) No 1 636/87 (4), and in particular Article 3
thereof,

Having regard to the opinion of the Monetary Committee,

Whereas the premiums to be added to the levies on
cereals and malt were fixed by Commission Regulation
(EEC) No 2402/88 (*) and subsequent amending Regula­
tions ;

Whereas, if the levy system is to operate normally, levies
should be calculated on the following basis : .
— in the case of currencies which are maintained in rela­

tion to each other at any given moment within a band
of 2,25 %, a rate of exchange based on their central
rate, multiplied by the corrective factor provided for in
the last paragraph of Article 3 ( 1 ) of Regulation (EEC)
No 1676/85,

HAS ADOPTED THIS REGULATION :

Article 1

1 . The premiums referred to in Article 15 of Regula­
tion (EEC) No 2727/75 to be added to the import levies
fixed in advance in respect of cereals and malt coming
from Portugal shall be zero .

2 . The premiums referred to in Article 15 of Regula­
tion (EEC) No 2727/75 to be added to the import levies
fixed in advance in respect of cereals and malt coming
from third countries shall be as set out in the Annex
hereto.

Article 2

This Regulation shall enter into force on 25 August 1988 .

This Regulation shall be binding in its entirety and directly applicable in all Member
States.

Done at Brussels, 24 August 1988 .
For the Commission

Frans ANDRIESSEN

Vice-President

(') OJ No L 281 , 1 . 11 . 1975, p. 1 .
0 OJ No L 197, 26. 7. 1988 , p. 16 .
0 OJ No L 164, 24. 6 . 1985, p . 1 .
(<) OJ No L 153, 13 . 6 . 1987, p. 1 .
¥) OJ No L 205, 30 . 7. 1988 , p. 99.
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ANNEX

to the Commission Regulation of 24 August 1988 fixing the premiums to be added to the
import levies on cereals, flour and malt from third countries

A. Cereals and flour

(ECU/tonne)

CN code
Current

8

1st period
9

2nd period
10

3rd period
11

0709 90 60 0 0 0 0

0712 90 19 0 0 0 0

1001 10 10 0 0 0 0

1001 10 90 0 0 0 0 ,

1001 90 91 0 0 0 0

1001 90 99 0 0 0 0

1002 00 00 0 0 0 0

1003 00 10 0 0 0 0

1003 00 90 0 0 0 0

1004 00 10 0 0 0 0

1004 00 90 0 0 0 0

1005 10 90 0 0 0 0

1005 90 00 0 0 0 0

1007 00 90 0 0 0 0

1008 10 00 0 0 0 0

1008 20 00 0 0 0 0

1008 30 00 0 0 0 0

1008 90 90 0 0 0 0

1101 00 00 0 0 0 0

B. Malt

(ECU/tonne)

CN code
Current

8

1st period
9

2nd period
10

3rd period
11

4th period
12

1107 10 11 0 0 0 0 0

1107 10 19 0 0 0 0 0

1107 1091 0 0 0 0 0

1107 10 99 0 0 0 0 0

1107 20 00 0 0 0 0 0
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COMMISSION REGULATION (EEC) No 2623/88
of 24 August 1988

imposing a provisional anti-dumping duty on imports of urea originating in
Austria, Hungary, Malaysia, Romania, the USA and Venezuela

THE COMMISSION OF THE EUROPEAN COMMUNITIES,

Having regard to the Treaty establishing the European
Economic Community,

Having regard to Council Regulation (EEC) No 2423/88
of 11 July 1988 on protection against dumped or
subsidized imports from countries not members of the
European Economic Community ('), and in particular
Article 11 thereof,

announced, by a notice published in the Official
Journal of the European Communities (*), the
extension of the anti-dumping proceeding
concerning imports into the Community of urea
falling within Common Customs Tariff
subheadings 31.02 B and ex 31.02 C corresponding
to NIMEXE subheadings 31.02-15 and 31.02-80,
now falling within CN codes 3102 10 10 and
3102 1099, in order to include imports of this
product originating in Austria, Hungary, Malaysia,
Romania, the USA and Venezuela.

After consultations within the Advisory Committee as
provided for by the above Regulation .

Whereas :

This notice also referred to allegations made by the
complainants with regard to the conditions under
which anti-dumping measures may be taken with
retroactive effect.

A. PROCEDURE (3) The Council imposed a definitive anti-dumping
duty on imports of urea originating in Libya and
Saudi Arabia, accepted undertakings given in
connection with imports of urea originating in
Czechoslovakia , the German Democratic Republic,
Kuwait, the USSR, Trinidad and Tobago and
Yugoslavia and terminated these investigations by
Regulation (EEC) No 3339/87 («).

(4) With regard to the extension of the proceeding, the
Commission officially advised the exporters and
importers known to be concerned, the represen­
tatives of the exporting countries and the
complainants and gave the parties directly
concerned the opportunity to make known their
views in writing and to request a hearing.

( 1 ) On 11 October 1986 the Commission announced
that it had commenced an investigation in respect
of imports of urea originating in Czechoslovakia,
the German Democratic Republic, Kuwait, Libya,
Saudi Arabia, the USSR, Trinidad and Tobago and
Yugoslavia (2). A provisional anti-dumping duty was
imposed on imports of urea originating in these
countries by Commission Regulation (EEC) No
1289/87 (3). This provisional duty was extended for
a maximum period of two months by Council
Regulation (EEC) No 2691 /87 (4).

(2) In September 1987 the Commission received a
supplementary complaint from CMC-Engrais
(Common Market Committee of the Nitrogen and
Phosphate Fertilizer Industry) on behalf of
producers representing all Community production
of urea in which it was requested to extend the
then pending proceeding to include imports of this
product originating in Austria1, Hungary, Malaysia,
Romania, the USA and Venezuela.

This request contained evidence of dumping and of
material injury resulting therefrom, which was
considered sufficient to justify the extension of the
proceeding. The Commission accordingly

(5) The majority of the known producers, exporters
and importers made their views known in writing.
However, given that several importers did not, after
a second warning, submit a non-confidential
summary of their replies to the Commission's
questionnaire, no account was taken of their
submissions, as allowed for under the second
sub-paragraph of Article 8 (4), of Regulation (EEC)
No 2423/88 . Several producers/exporters and the
European Fertilizer Import Association requested
and were granted hearings.

(') OJ No L 209, 2. 8 . 1988 , p. 1 .
(2) OJ No C 254, 11 . 10 . 1986, p. 3 .
(3) OJ No L 121 , 9 . 5 . 1987, p. 11 .
b) OJ No L 254, 5 . 9 . 1987, p. 20 .

(*) OJ No C 271 , 9 . 10 . 1987, p . 4 .
(4 OJ No L 317, 7 . 11 . 1987, p . 1 .
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information was received with regard to the
remainder of these imports .

(9) The investigation of dumping covered the period
from 1 October 1986 to 30 September 1987.

(6) A submission was made on behalf of Community
users of urea.

(7) The _ Commission sought and verified all
information it deemed necessary for the purposes
of a preliminary determination and carried out
investigations at the premises of the following :

(a) EEC producers :

Italy ;
— Agrimont Spa, Milano (a subsidiary of
Montedison),

— Enichem Agricultura, Milano ( a subsidiary
of Enichem) ;

(b) Non-EEC producers/exporters :

Austria :

Chemie Linz AG, Linz ;

Malaysia :
— Producer :

Asean Bintulu Fertilizer Sdn . Bhd . (ABF),
Bintulu, Sarawak,

— Exporter :
Petroliam Nasional Berhad (Petronas), Kuala
Lumpur ;

USA :

— Producers :

— Agrico Chemical Company, New
Orleans, Louisiana,

— First Mississippi Corporation , Jackson,
Mississippi,

— Exporters :
— Agrico Chemical Company, New
Orleans, Louisiana,

— First Mississippi Corporation , Jackson,
Mississippi ;

Venezuela :

— Producers :

B. DUMPING

I. Normal value

(a) Austria

( 10) Normal value was provisionally determined on the
basis of the domestic prices of Chemie Linz which
exported urea to the Community and provided
sufficient evidence . It was found that representative
quantities of urea had been sold on the Austrian
market during the investigation period.

(b) Malaysia and Venezuela

( 11 ) Given that the average sales price on the domestic
market in both these countries during the investi­
gation period was lower than the costs of
production , as defined in Article 2 (3) (b) (ii) of
Regulation (EEC) No 2423/88 , normal value was
provisionally determined on the basis of the
constructed value, i.e. by adding together the costs
of production and a reasonable margin of profit.
The costs of production were computed on the
basis of all costs in the ordinary course of trade,
both fixed and variable, of materials and
manufacture plus a reasonable amount for selling,
administrative and other general expenses . The
producers/exporters concerned agreed with this
method. With regard to the profit margin to be
added to the costs of production, it was considered
reasonable to use 2,5 % for the reasons explained
in the eighth , ninth and eleventh recitals of
Regulation (EEC) No 3339/87.

(12) However, the Malaysian producer/exporter
requested that account be taken of the following
factors : -

(i) With regard to financing costs relating to the
construction of the factory it was argued that
these were not incurred in the ordinary course
of trade, given that they were abnormally high
because of unusual exchange rate fluctuations
between the currency of the loans (Japanese
yen) and the local currency and because the
terms of the loans had been negotiated at
government level . However, the Commission
clearly found that these costs were effectively
borne by the company as shown in its records .
The fact that these loans were concluded in a
foreign currency and therefore subject to
exchange fluctuation and that a government
was involved in this negotiation is not
abnormal . Thus, it cannot be considered that
for those reasons the costs concerned were not
incurred in the ordinary course of trade .

— Petroquímica de Venezuela SA
(Pequiven), Caracas,

— Venezolana del Nitrogeno CA
(Nitroven), Caracas (a subsidiary of
Pequiven) ;

— Exporter :
Venezolana del Nitrogeno CA (Nitroven),
Caracas .

(8) The Commission requested and received detailed
written submissions from complainant Community
producers, most exporters and the majority of
importers .

The American producers investigated less than
50 % of imports of urea originating in the USA
during the first nine months of 1987. No written
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(ii) The company claimed that the costs of amorti­
zation should be allocated on the basis of the
estimated real lifetime of the plant, i.e. 25
years, instead of on the basis of the 15-year
period used by the company for accounting
purposes . However, this claim was rejected
because a 15-year amortization period corres­
ponded with generally accepted accounting
principles for chemical factories, as recognized
by the company itself. Furthermore, it was
considered that in the present case the most
reasonable method was that actually applied by
the company in its own accounting system.

(14) As far as selling, administrative and other general
expenses were concerned, both for sales on the
Malaysian and Venezuelan markets, an amount was
added for the expenses incurred by related
companies acting as sales branches .

(c) USA

( 15) Given that the average sales price of Agrico on the
domestic market during the reference period was
lower than the costs of production, normal value
was provisionally determined on {he basis of
constructed value, as described in the 11th recital
above .(iii) For computing the costs of production on a

per-unit basis it was requested that costs be
allocated over a larger quantity than was
actually produced during the investigation
period because of an allegedly exceptional
shutdown of the plant for one month during
that investigation period. In this respect it was
argued that the investigation period was not
representative because it included a shutdown
for maintenance of the plant and did not take
into account a full production cycle of 18
months . The Commission did not grant this
request because an investigation period is fixed
in a neutral manner for all parties involved in
an anti-dumping investigation and it is not
possible to deviate from such a period in favour
of one or other party. Furthermore, the
reference period in this case was already twice
the minimum specified in Article 7 ( 1 ) (c) of
Regulation (EEC) No 2423/88 . It was therefore
considered that the reference period used in
this proceeding was not unreasonable. In any
event the constructed value should not be
determined on the basis of a hypothetical
quantity.

(16) With regard to First Mississippi Corporation,
normal value was provisionally determined on the
basis of domestic prices charged during the investi­
gation period.

( 17) The US companies who cooperated with the
Commission during the investigation represented
less than 50 % of the imports of urea originating in
the USA during ther reference period. Normal
value with regard to the exporters which neither
replied to the Commission's questionnaires nor
otherwise made themselves known was provisi­
onally determined in conformity with Article 7 (7)
(b) of Regulation (EEC) No 2423/88 , on the basis of
the facts available, i.e. the facts presented in the
complaint.

(d) Hungary and Romania

( 18) In order to establish whether the imports from
Hungary and Romania were dumped, the
Commission had to take account of the fact that
these countries do not have market economies and
the Commission therefore had to base its determi­
nations on the normal value in a market economy
country. In this connection the complainants had
suggested the constructed value in Austria.

( 13) Contrary to what had been indicated in the
complaint it was found during the investigation
that, although in Venezuela there were two
producers of urea, i.e. Nitroven and Pequiven, only
the former exported urea to the Community. No
information was submitted by the latter with regard
to its costs of production .

(19) The Hungarian exporter suggested that normal
value be established in Hungary. However the
suggestion cannot be followed as it would be
contrary to Article 2 (5) of Regulation (EEC) No
2423/88 .

Alternatively, the Hungarian exporter suggested
that due to the monopoly position of the Austrian
producer it would be more appropriate to establish
normal value on the basis of constructed value than
on the basis of domestic prices. This argument was
refuted for the reasons set out under the 21st
recital .

However, given that both companies, though
legally separate entities, belonged to the same
economic entity and sold urea through the same
sales organization on the domestic market,
constructed value should be determined on the
basis of the costs of production of both plants. This
determination was therefore made, on the one
hand, on the basis of the verified information
supplied by Nitroven and, on the other hand, on
the basis of the facts available as far as - the
Pequiven plant was concerned .
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differences affecting price comparability, such as
credit terms, transport, insurance, commissions,
packaging, handling and other ancillary costs .

(24) The comparison of export prices with normal value
was made on a transaction by transaction basis at
ex factory level .

IV. Dumping margins

(25) The margin of dumping was calculated for each
exporter as the amount by which the normal value
as established exceeds the price for each export
transaction to the Community.

(26) The preliminary examination of the facts showed
the existence of dumping in respect of most produ­
cers/exporters involved in this investigation .

These margins vary according to the exporter, the
weighted average margin for each of the exporter
investigated being as follows :

(20) The Romanian exporter did not object, in prin­
ciple, to the use of the constructed value in Austria,
but requested an adjustment to take account of the
advantage resulting from the cost of the raw
material, i.e. gas — which was available in Romania
but not in Austria — used for the production of
ammonia from which urea is derived. However, this
adjustment could not be allowed, since it is uncer­
tain how this advantage, if it really existed and
could be satisfactorily quantified, and was not
counterbalanced by competitive disadvantages,
would be reflected in the normal value if the same
conditions existed in the market economy non­
member country, as prices are not only a function
of costs, but also of demand. Moreover, even if it
were possible to determine exactly the existence
and importance of such advantages and disadvan­
tages, any adjustment of costs established in a
market economy country on such a basis would
involve relying on costs in a non-market economy
country, which Article 2 (5) of Regulation (EEC)
No 2423/88 was specifically designed to exlude.

Another analogue market was suggested well
outside the time limit set by the Commission in
the notice of initiation .

(21 ) The Commission provisionally determined that it
was appropriate and not unreasonable to use
domestic prices in Austria as the basis for calcula­
ting normal value for the following reasons :

— although there was only one domestic supplier
in Austria there were substantial imports,

— prices charged in Austria by the domestic
supplier were not in an unreasonable propor­
tion to the production costs,

— the product originating in Austria was similar to
that originating in the State-trading countries
concerned,

— on the basis of the facts available there were no
significant differences in technology and
production processes of urea.

%

(a) Austria :
Chemie Linz 59

(b) Malaysia :
ABF/Petronas 41

(c) Venezuela :
Pequiven/Nitroven 35

(d) USA :
— Agrico 6,4
— First Mississippi Corporation 0
— Other exporters 21

(e) Hungary :
Chemolimpex 147

(f) Romania :
ICE Chimica 150

II . Export price

(22) Export prices were determined on the basis of the
prices actually paid or payable for the product sold
for export to the Community.

With regard to the imports of urea originating in
the USA for which the Commission received no
cooperation from the exporters, the export prices
were established on the basis of the facts available,
i.e. export prices presented in the complaint.

C. INJURY

Volume of dumped imports

(27) With regard to the injury caused by the dumped
imports, figures available show that imports into
the Community originating in Austria, Hungary,
Malaysia, Romania, the USA and Venezuela
increased from 152 328 tonnes in 1984 to 160 832
tonnes in 1985, i.e. by 5,6% , then to 203 104
tonnes in 1986, i.e. by 26,3 % . During the first
nine months of 1987 these imports rose to 341 665
tonnes . Over the full year 1987 these imports
amounted to 580 613 tonnes, an increase of 186 %
compared with 1986 .

The imports (in tonnes) from each of the countries
involved in these proceedings developed between
1984 and 1987 as follows :

III . Comparison

(23) In comparing normal value with export prices the
Commission took account, where appropriate, of
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1984 1985 1986
1987

9 months
1987

full year

Austria

Hungary
Malaysia
Romania

USA

Venezuela

115 092

18 702

18 523

11

128 205

14 932

17 688

7

85 845

43 511

16 739

56 198

811

64 154

38 937

37 753

105 614

61 902

33 305

92 241

46 735

59 698 "

142 762

188 445

50 732

Total 152 328 160 832 203 104 341 665 580 613

during the reference period the prices of the
imports concerned were significantly lower than
those charged by the Community producers. The
levels of price undercutting in the main Commu­
nity markets (Italy, France, the United Kingdom
and Ireland) were as follows :

around 1 1 % and up to 20 %
around 6 % and up to 17 %
around 1 6 % and up to 25 %
around 1 0 % and up to 38 %
around 36 %

Austria

Hungary
Malaysia
Romania
Venezuela

USA :

Agrico Chemical
Company around 34 %

Market share of dumped imports

(28) This total volume represented an increase in the
Community market share of these countries from
3,88 % in 1984 to 3,96 % in 1985 and to 3,97 %
in 1986 . During the first nine months of 1987 it
increased to 9,2 % and to an estimated 1 1 ,5 % in
1987 as a whole .

If the quantity of urea manufactured by the
Community producers and destined for captive use
is deducted from total consumption in the
Community, this total represents an increase in
market share held by the dumped imports from
approximately 5 % in 1984, 1985 and 1986 to
approximately 12 % in the first nine months of
1987 and to an estimated 15 % in 1987 as a whole.

Agricultural urea makes up the bulk of the dumped
imports sold in this sector. The development of
imports of agricultural urea in relation to the
consumption of agricultural urea (all of which is
non-captive) represented an increase in market
share from approximately 5 % in 1984 and 1985 to
approximately 5,5 % in 1986, and to approximately
14 % during the. first nine months of 1987 and to
an estimated 20 % during the full year 1987.

Together with the dumped imports subject to the
anti-dumping measures imposed by Regulation
(EEC) No 3339/87 a combined share of approxima­
tely 20 % of the total Community urea market is
reached by all dumped imports for 1987 .

(29) When assessing the development of the market
share held by the dumped imports in the Commu­
nity account should be taken of the development of
urea consumption . In this respect it was found that
between 1984 and 1986 total urea consumption
increased by approximately 30 % from 3 925 000
tonnes to 5 111 120 tonnes . In 1987, however
consumption of urea decreased slightly to an esti­
mated 5 059 075 tonnes, i.e. by approximately 1 % .

Impact on Community industry

— Production

(31 ) With regard to the impact on Community produc­
tion , the Commission noted the following.

From 1984 to 1985 Community production of urea
fell by 12,5 % from 5 567 049 tonnes to 4 869 820
tonnes and by a further 7 % to 4 535 940 tonnes in
1986. In 1987 production amounted to an esti­
mated 4 564 529 tonnes, assuming that the rate of
production for the first nine months of 1987
(3 423 396 tonnes) continued during the remaining
months of the year.

The quantity of urea produced for the free market
(i.e. total production minus captive use) fell from an
estimated 4 397 756 tonnes in 1984 to an estimated
3 703 340 tonnes in 1985 and to an estimated
3 412 451 tonnes in 1986. This would represent a
decrease of 16% and 8% respectively when
compared with preceding years. In 1987 this quan­
tity may have risen slightly, i.e. by approximately
0,5% to an estimated 3 431 233 tonnes .

— Capacity utilization

(32) As far as capacity utilization by the Community
industry is concerned, it fell from approximately
85 % in 1984 to approximately 77 % in 1985 and
to approximately 70 % in 1986 . In 1987 capacity
utilization remained relatively stable .

Price undercutting

(30) With regard to the prices of these imports, the
evidence available to the Commission shows that
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1984, representing approximately 20 % of total free
urea consumption in the Community. Consump­
tion rose to 626 802 tonnes in 1986, an increase of
20 % compared with 1984, and to 704 779 tonnes
in 1987, a further increase of 12 % . During this
period the Community producers' share of the free
urea market fell from approximately 96 to 73,5 %
in 1986 and to 69 % in 1987 and that of the
dumped imports involved in this procedure rose
from 3,8 to 15,4% .

In Ireland, in the free urea market, the market
share of Community producers fell from 100 % in
1984 and 1985 to approximately 74 % in 1986 and
to 73 % in 1987, whilst consumption in this
market rose by approximately 67 % between 1984
and 1986 and remained stable between 1986 and
1987. The share of the imports from the six coun­
tries involved increased from approximately 6 % in
1986 to 10 % in 1987.

In the United Kingdom, in the free urea market,
the market share held by the domestic producer
between 1984 and 1987 remained relatively stable
at about 44 % whilst consumption of urea in this
market increased by 12 % and the market share of
the dumped imports concerned rose from approxi­
mately 6 to 10 % .

These developments show that in general, the
Community producers could not take advantage of
the increased consumption in the main markets
and that only the dumped imports, including those
subject to (EEC) Regulation No 3339/87, seemed to
benefit.

— Prices

(36) As regards prices charged by Community producers .
during the reference period the Commission found
that the prices of agricultural urea developed as
follows :

— Sales

(33) Total sales in the Community of urea manufactured
within the Community remained relatively stable
in 1984 and 1985 at about 3 630 000 tonnes, rising
by approximately 3 % to 3 740 568 tonnes in 1986
and decreasing by approximately 1 % to an esti­
mated 3 714 565 tonnes in 1987, assuming that the
trend in the first nine months of 1987 continued
for the last three months of the year. Sales by
Community urea producers of material destined for
the free market in the Community increased from
2 457 890 tonnes in 1984 to 2 617 079 tonnes in
1986, an increase of approximately 6 % and
slightly decreased by approximately 1 % to an esti­
mated 2 581 269 tonnes in 1987 . Sales of agricul­
tural urea rose by approximately 5 % from
1 870 511 tonnes to 1 961 684 tonnes in 1986 and
fell by approximately 3 % to an estimated
1 902 678 tonnes in 1987. These trends are in
contrast with the development of the consumption
in the Community — see the 29th recital .

— Market share

(34) The market share of Community producers in the
Community fell from approximately 92 % in 1984
to approximately 90 % in 1985 and further to
approximately 73 % in 1986 . In 1987 their share
increased to approximately 75 % . The share of the
non-captive urea market in the Community held
by the Community producers fell from approxima­
tely 89 % in 1984 to approximately 85 % in 1985
and further to approximately 66 % in 1986 and
1987. These producers' share of the agricultural
urea market decreased from approximately 89 % in
1984 to approximately 84 % in 1985 and to
approximately 62 % in 1986. In 1987 it increased
to approximately 63 % . The trend towards a slight
improvment in the market share of Community
producers may have been a result of the announce­
ment of the previous anti-dumping investigation
and the anti-dumping measures taken against eight
exporting countries (see the first and third recitals).
These trends are particularly apparent in the most
important Community urea markets.

(35) In Italy, which represents the main market for urea,
consumption amounted to 1 030 488 tonnes in
1984, representing approximately 37 % of total
consumption of the free urea market in the
Community. While between 1984 and 1986 this
consumption rose by 22 % , the Community produ­
cers' share fell from approximately 89 to 79 %
whereas the market share held by the dumped
imports originating in the countries subject to this
investigation decreased from approximately 7 to
3 % . In 1987 consumption rose by approximately
8 % , while the market share of Community produ­
cers fell to 70 % and those of the dumped imports
in question increased to 5 % .

In France, consumption of urea in the free market
amounted to approximately 522 933 tonnes in

October 1986 to September 1987

Company A + 37 %

Company B + 20 %

Company C + 20 %

Company D + 28 %

Company E + 14 %

In spite of the improvment in sales prices during
the reference period these prices were so low,
because of substantial rates of price undercutting,
that their increase was insufficient to enable
Community producers to become profitable .

— Profits

(37) The profitability of the Community producers
developed as follows :
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1985 September 1986 October
to December

July to
September 1987

Company A
Company B
Company C

Company D
Company E

7,4
4,4

- 17,8

11,0
- 2,0

- 8,3
N/A

4,8

- 27,2
- 40,0

- 49,4
- 27,3
- 49,3

- 82,4
- 4,4

- 25,8
- 62,8
- 30,1

(9 months 1987)
- 44,9
- 19,4

These figures show that in 1986, when the most
significant increase in the dumped imports took
place, the financial results of the Community
industry significantly deteriorated in comparison
with 1985. As far as the reference period is
concerned, these results remained very unsatisfac­
tory despite the price increases which had taken
place .

Community urea market. With regard to their
development between 1984 and 1987, it was found
that significant increases took place, except for
Austria, of which the imports decreased between
1984 and 1986 but increased in 1987, and
remained at a significant level in comparison with
that of the dumped imports from the other coun­
tries concerned, as shown under the 27th recital .

In addition, the prices at which these products were
sold in the Community all significantly undercut
the prices of the Community products.Cumulation

On the basis of this analysis the Commission
concluded that for the purposes of assessing the
injury sustained by the Community industry regard
should be paid to the effect of the dumped imports
aggregated from all countries subject to this investi­
gation .

(38) In establishing the impact of the dumped imports
on the Community industry the effects of all
dumped imports from the countries subject to this
investigation were considered. In analysing whether
aggregation was appropriate, the Commission
considered whether the dumped imports in ques­
tion had contributed to the material injury
sustained by the Community.

In reaching its conclusions the Commission consi­
dered the comparability of the imported products
in terms of chemical and physical characteristics,
the extent to which each of the imported products
competed in the Community with the like product
of the Community industry, the volumes imported,
the increase in volume of imports since 1984 from
each of the exporting countries and the pricing
policy of these exporters .

Causality and other factors

(39) With regard to the reference period of the current
investigation, it was established that the dumped
imports from the countries involved in this investi­
gation benefited almost exclusively, both in terms
of volume and market share, whilst in general the
production of Community producers and
consumption in the Community remained stable
and the market share of other third countries
decreased significantly.

Furthermore, the impact of these dumped imports
on the prices charged in the Community has been
very important, forcing the Community industry to
maintain prices at levels insufficient to cover costs,
despite an improvement in sales prices .

(40) The Commission examined whether the injury
suffered by the Community producers had been
caused by other factors such as the worldwide glut
of urea, the unused production capacity or the drop
in sales of Community producers outside the
Community.

With regard to the comparability of the imported
products it was found, as in the previous investiga­
tion, that the chemical and physical characteristics
of the products concerned, irrespective of their
country of origin, were very similar. Also, the
product originating in Malaysia, which is granu­
lated material, was found to be a like product given
that prilled and granulated urea are products used
interchangeably (both within the agricultural and
technical sectors). It was also found that the
product originating in each of the exporting coun­
tries involved in this investigation competed with
the Community product.

In this respect the Commission found that a
worldwide glut of urea and unused production
capacity remained during the reference period and
that the Community producers of urea lost part of

As far as the volumes of the dumped imports were
concerned, it was found that each of the exporting
countries concerned held a significant share of the
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their exports to third countries . However this did
not explain the fact that during this period the
market share of Community producers stagnated
whilst that of the dumped imports gained, at the
time when Community consumption was fairly
stable .

Under these circumstances the effects of the
dumped imports of urea originating in the coun­
tries concerned in this proceeding, taken in isola­
tion, have to be qualified as causing material injury
to the Community industry.

margins and the level of duty needed to eliminate
the injury. To that end, it compared, as it had done
in Regulation (EEC) No 3339/87, import prices
with the production costs of the most representa­
tive Community producer, plus a reasonable profit
margin .

The representative Community producer was
chosen by taking into consideration the company's
size, the variety of products, the age and efficiency
of the plant and overall production costs.

The profit margin selected was 2,5 % on costs of
production . This margin appeared to be necessary
in the previous investigation to enable a producer
of urea to maintain plant at a reasonable level of
modernization (see the 45th recital of Regulation
(EEC) No 3339/87).

. The costs of production plus the said profit margin
were compared with the free-at-Community­
frontier export prices plus customs duties and a
profit margin for the importer.

The amount of the provisional anti-dumping duties
to be imposed should correspond to the amount
needed to remove injury except for Venezuelan
exports and those of Agrico (USA), for which the
amounts should be equal to the dumping margin,
given that in these cases the injury threshold was
higher.

(b) Form

(45) To ensure that these defensive measures are effec­
tive and to facilitate customs clearance, the
Commission considered that the provisional duty
should take the form of an ad valorem duty.

D. COMMUNITY INTEREST

(41 ) One importers' association argued that it was not in
the Community's interest that action be taken as it
would increase the purchase price of urea to be
paid by farmers . However, no evidence was
submitted to show that protective measures would
have a significant impact on the costs of produc­
tion of farmers or that they would be prevented
from passing on such an increase to the consumers .

(42) Furthermore, it was argued that it was not in the
Community's interests to take protective measures
against countries such as Malaysia. First of all , the
imposition of protective measures would be in
conflict with the Community's general policy of
increasing commercial cooperation with the
ASEAN countries and on the other hand could
force the ASEAN governments to reconsider their
very open policy towards the Community fertilizer
sector.

The Commission considered that although the
maintenance of good relations with ASEAN coun­
tries was in the Community's interest, the mainte­
nance of a multilateral free-trading system, which
was in the interests of all participants, implied that
sales did not take place at dumped prices . Also, the
Community would be acting in a discriminatory
manner if it took protective measures against
exporters in some countries which sold at dumped
prices in the Community but not against exporters
in other countries which were engaged in the same
practices .

(43) In view of the serious difficulties confronting the
Community industry concerned, the Commission
concluded that it was in the Community interest to
take steps to eliminate the injury caused to
Community producers of urea.

F. FINAL PROVISION

(46) In the interests of good administration, a reaso­
nable period should be fixed within which the
parties can make known their views on the findings
set out in this Regulation and request a hearing,

HAS ADOPTED THIS REGULATION :

Article 1

1 . A provisional anti-dumping duty is hereby imposed
on imports of urea fallifig within CN codes 3102 10 10
and 3102 1099 and originating in Austria, Hungary,
Malaysia, Romania, the USA and Venezuela.

2 . The amount of that duty, calculated on the basis of
the free-at-Community-frontier price of the product, not
cleared through customs, shall be :

E. PROVISIONAL DUTY

(a) Rate of duty

(44) In determining the rate of the provisional duty, the
Commission took into account the dumping
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lodging of a security equivalent to the amount of the
provisional duty.

Article 2

Without prejudice to Article 7 (4) (b) and (c) of Regulation
(EEC) No 2423/88 , the parties may make known their
views in writing and request a hearing with the Commis­
sion within one month of the entry into force of this
Regulation .

Article 3

This Regulation shall enter into force on the day follo­
wing its publication in the Official Journal of the Euro­
pean Communities.

Subject to Articles 11 , 12 and 14 of Regulation (EEC) No
2423/88 , it shall apply for a period of four months or
until the Council adopts definitive measures, whichever is
the earlier.

1,7 % for urea originating in Austria
51,0 % for urea originating in Hungary
31,5 % for urea originating in Malaysia
54,2 % for urea originating in Romania
12,0 % for urea originating in the USA, with the excep­

tion of urea produced and exported by Agrico
Chemical Company, New Orleans, where the rate
shall be 6 %

35,0 % for urea originating in Venezuela.

3 . The duty specified in this Article shall not apply to
the product produced and exported by the First Missis­
sippi Corporation, Jackson, Mississippi, United States .

4 . The provisions in force concerning customs duties
shall apply.

5 . Release for free circulation in the Community of the
products referred to in paragraph 1 shall be subject to the

This Regulation shall be binding in its entirety and directly applicable in all Member
States .

Done at Brussels, 24 August 1988 .

For the Commission

Stanley CLINTON DAVIS

Member of the Commission
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COMMISSION REGULATION (EEC) No 2624/88
of 24 August 1988

fixing the amount of the subsidy on oil seeds

date, been fixed ; whereas the amount of the subsidy for
the 1988/89 marketing year has been provisionally calcu­
lated on the basis of an abatement of 4,502 ECU per 100
kilograms for colza and rape seed and on the basis of an
abatement of 5,835 ECU per 100 kilograms for sunflower
seed,

THE COMMISSION OF THE EUROPEAN COMMUNITIES,

Having regard to the Treaty establishing the European
Economic Community,
Having regard to the Act of Accession of Spain and
Portugal,
Having regard to Council Regulation No 136/66/EEC of
22 September 1966 on the establishment of a common
organization of the market in oils and fats ('), as last
amended by Regulation (EEC) No 2210/88 (2), and in
particular Article 27 (4) thereof,
Having regard to Council Regulation (EEC) No 1678/85
of 11 June 1985 fixing the conversion rates to be applied
in agriculture (3), as last amended by Regulation (EEC) No
2185/88 (4),
Having regard to Council Regulation (EEC) No 1569/72
of 20 July 1972 laying down special measures for colza,
rape and sunflower seed (^ as last amended by Regulation
(EEC) No 2216/88 (6), and in particular Article 2 (3)
thereof,

Having regard to the opinion of the Monetary Committee,
Whereas the amount of the subsidy referred to in Article
27 of Regulation No 136/66/EEC was fixed by Commis­
sion Regulation (EEC) No 2335/88 Q, as last amended by
Regulation (EEC) No 2604/88 (8) ;
Whereas it follows from applying the detailed rules
contained in Regulation (EEC) No 2335/88 to the infor­
mation known to the Commission that the amount of the
subsidy at present in force should be altered to the
amount set out in the Annexes hereto ;

Whereas the abatement of the subsidy which arises, where
appropriate, from the system of maximum guaranteed
quantities for the 1988/89 marketing year, has not, to

HAS ADOPTED THIS REGULATION :

Article 1

1 . The amounts of the subsidy and the exchange rates
referred to in Article 33 (2) and (3) of Commission Regu­
lation (EEC) No 2681 /83 (9) are as set out in the Annexes
hereto .

2. The amount of the compensatory aid referred to irt
Article 14 of Council Regulation (EEC) No 475/86 ( 10) are
as shown in Annex III to this Regulation for sunflower
seed harvested in Spain .

3 . The amount of the special subsidy provided for by
Council Regulation (EEC) No 1920/87 (") for sunflower
seed harvested and processed in Portugal is fixed in
Annex III .

4 . However, the amount of aid for colza, rape and
sunflower seed shall be confirmed or replaced with effect
from 25 August 1988 to take account, where applicable, of
the consequences of the application of the maximum
guaranteed quantities system.

Article 2

This Regulation shall enter into force on 25 August 1988 .

This Regulation shall be binding in its entirety and directly applicable in all Member
States.

Done at Brussels, 24 August 1988 .
For the Commission

Frans ANDRIESSEN

Vice-President

(') OJ No 172, 30 . 9 . 1966, p . 3025/66.
(2) OJ No L 197, 26. 7 . 1988 , p . 1 .
(3) OJ No L 164, 24. 6 . 1985, p . 11 .
(4) OJ No L 195, 23 . 7 . 1988 , p . 1 .
0 OJ No L 167, 25. 7 . 1972, p . 9 .
(6) OJ No L 197, 26 . 7 . 1988 , p . 10 .
0 OJ No L 203, 28 . 7 . 1988 , p . 15 .
(8) OJ No L 231 , 20 . 8 . 1988, p . 28 .

0 OJ No L 266, 28 . 9 . 1983, p . 1 .
H OJ No L 53, 1 . 3 . 1986, p . 47 .
(") OJ No L 183 , 3 . 7. 1987, p . 18 .
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ANNEX I

Aids to colza and rape seed other than 'double zero'

(amounts per 100 kilograms)
Current

8 (1 )

1 st period

9 (')
2nd period

10 (1)
3rd period

11(1 )
4th period

12 0).

5th period
M1)

1 . Gross aids (ECU) :
— Spain
— Portugal
— Other Member States

0,580
0,000
12,927

0,580
0,000
12,449

0,580
0,000
11,825

0,580
0,000
10,847

0,580
0,000
11,165

0,580
0,000
11,184

2. Final aids :

(a) Seed harvested and processed in :

— Federal Republic of Germany
(DM)

— Netherlands (Fl)
— BLEU (Bfrs/Lfrs)
— France (FF)
— Denmark (Dkr)
— Ireland (£ Irl)
— United Kingdom (£)
— Italy (Lit)

, — Greece (Dr)

31,01
34,44
615,92
87,41
108,88
9,703
6,866

17 499

988,48

29,89
33,18
592,84
83,66
104,61
9,285
6,520

16 675

893,96

28,43
31,54
562,71
78,76
99,04
8,740
6,053

15 557

751,98

26,18
28,96
515,41
70,96
90,25
7,872
5,272

13 698

521,68

26,93
29,80
530,70
73,34
93,03
8,136
5,481

14 206

569,00

27,32
30,21
540,04
' 77,53
96,48
8,618
6,057

15 230

463,43

(b) Seed harvested in Spain and
processed :
— in Spain (Pta)
— in another Member State (Pta)

89,44
2 084,46

89,44
2 011,50

89,44
1 916,06

89,44
1 757,42 1

89,44
1 806,46

89,44
1 780,93

(c) Seed harvested in Portugal and
processed :
— in Portugal (Esc)
— in another Member State (Esc)

0,00
2 557,01

0,00
2 466,32

0,00
2 329,01

0,00
2 114,06

0,00
2 168,67

0,00
2 101,64

(') Subject to the reduction resulting from the maximum guaranteed quantities system.
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ANNEX II

Aids to colza and rape seed 'double zero'

(amounts per 100 kilograms)

Current

8 (')

1st period
9 (')

2nd period

10 (1)

3rd period
110

4th period
12 (')

5th period
l (')

1 . Gross aids (ECU):
— Spain
— Portugal
— Other Member States

3,080
2,500

1 5,427

3,080
2,500
14,949

3,080
2,500
14,325

3,080
2,500
13,347

3,080
2,500
13,665

3,080
2,500
13,684

2. Final aids :

(a) Seed harvested and processed in :

— Federal Republic of Germany "
(DM)

— Netherlands (Fl)
— BLEU (Bfrs/Lfrs)
— France (FF)
— Denmark (Dkr)
— Ireland (£ Irl)
— United Kingdom (£)
— Italy (Lit)
— Greece (Dr)

36,91
41,06
736,08
106,10
130,76
11,782
8,506

21 492

1 360,48

35,80
39,80
71.3,00
102,35
126,50
11,364
8,161

20 667

1 265,96

34,34
38,15
682,87
97,45
120,92
10,819
7,693

19 549

1 123,98

32,08
35,58
635,58
89,65
112,13
9,950
6,913

17 690

893,68

32,83
36,42
650,86
92,03

1 14,92
10,215
7,121

18 198

941,00

33,22
36,83
660,76
96,49
118,58
10,727
7,744

19 317

835,43

(b) Seed harvested in Spain and
processed :
— in Spain (Pta)
— in another Member State (Pta)

474,98
2 470,00

474,98
2 397,03

474,98
2 301,59

474,98
2 142,95

474,98
2 191,99

474,98
2 166,47

(c) Seed harvested in Portugal and
processed :
— in Portugal (Esc)
— in another Member State (Esc)

429,31
2 986,33

429,31
2 895,63

429,31
2 758,33

429,31
2 543,37

429,31
2 597,98

429,31
2 530,95

(') Subject to the reduction resulting from the maximum guaranteed quantities system .
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ANNEX III

Aids to sunflower seed

(amounts per 100 kilograms)

Current

8 (')
1st period

9 (')
2nd period

10 (')
3rd period

11 0 )
4th period

12 (-)

1 . Gross aids (ECU) :
— Spain
— Portugal
— Other Member States

5,170
0,000
16,781

5,170
0,000
16,377

5,170
0,000
15,973

5,170
0,000
16,108

5,170
0,000
16,325

2. Final aids : I \ I \
(a) Seed harvested and processed in (2) : I I
— Federal Republic of Germany

(DM)
— Netherlands (Fl)
— BLEU (Bfrs/Lfrs)
— France (FF)
— Denmark (Dkr)
— Ireland (£ Irl)
— United Kingdom (£)
— Italy (Lit)
— Greece (Df)

40,26
44,71
799,56
113,50
141,35
12,599
8,918

' 22 726

1 286,10

39,31
43,65
780,05
110,33
137,74
12,246
8,626

22 029

1 203,92

38,36
42,58
760,55
107,15
134,13
11,893
8,313

21 280

1 096,27

38,72
42,94
766,98
108,07
135,27
11,995
8,321

21 307

1 065,53

39,24
43,52
777,38
109,63
137,15
12,169
8,452

21 632

1 091,29

(b) Seed harvested in Spain and
processed :
— in Spain (Pta)
— in another Member State (Pta)

797,28
1 676,60

797,28
1 614,92

797,28
1 553,01

797,28
1 562,06

797,28
1 595,71

(c) Seed harvested in Portugal and
processed :
— in Portugal (Esc)
— in Spain (Esc)
— in another Member State (Esc)

0,00
3 418,07
3 319,14

0,00
3 339,13
3 242,49

0,00
3 235,45
3 141,80

0,00
3 226,15
3 132,77

0,00
3 261,28
3 166,88

3. Compensatory aids :
— in Spain (Pta) 1 621,50 1 554,32 1 492,41 1 501,45 1 535,1 1

4. Special aid :
— in Portugal (Esc) 3 319,14 3 242,49 3 141,80 3 132,77 3 166,88

(') Subject to the reduction resulting from the maximum guaranteed quantities system.
(*) For seed harvested in the Community as constituted at 31 December 1985 and processed in Spain, the amounts shown in 2 (a) to be multiplied by 1,0298070 .

ANNEX IV

Exchange rate , of the ECU to be used for converting final aids into the currency of the processing country when the latter is a
country other than the country of production

(value of 1 ECU)
Current

8
1st period

9
2nd period

10
3rd period

11
4th period

12
5th period

1

DM

Fl

Bfrs/Lfrs
FF

Dkr

£Irl

£

Lit

Dr
Esc
Pta

2,083550
2,342140
43,673200
7,061700
7,977230
0,775965
0,647382

1 542,43
167,03000
169,27700
136,53300

2,079900
2,338740
43,664200
7,064080
7,984250
0,775752
0,649336

1 546,65
168,09800
170,07900
136,87900

2,076200
2,334980
43,655600
7,066190
7,989670
0,775426
0,651270

1 551,70
169,20200
170,86000
137,22200

2,072260
2,331050
43,643800
7,071000
7,995210
0,775368
0,653201

1 556,32
170,61300
171,70100
137,54500

2,072260
2,331050
43,643800
7,071000
7,995210
0,775368
0,653201

1 556,32
170,61300
171,70100
137,54500

2,061220 *
2,318930
43,647000
7,084280
8,014230
0,775738
0,658181

1 570,94
174,57900
174,06100
138,48200
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COMMISSION REGULATION (EEC) No 2625/88
of 24 August 1988

fixing the import levies on white sugar and raw sugar

mation known to the Commission that the levies at
present in force should be altered to the amounts set out
in the Annex hereto,

HAS ADOPTED THIS REGULATION

THE COMMISSION OF THE EUROPEAN COMMUNITIES,

Having regard to the Treaty establishing the European
Economic Community,

Having regard to the Act of Accession of Spain and
Portugal,

Having regard to Council Regulation (EEC) No 1785/81
of 30 June 1981 on the common organization of the
markets in the sugar sector ('), as last amended by Regula­
tion (EEC) No 2306/88 (2), and in particular Article 16 (8)
thereof,

Whereas the import levies on white sugar and raw sugar
were fixed by Commission Regulation (EEC) No
2336/88 (3), as last amended by Regulation (EEC) No
2613/88 (4);

Whereas it follows from applying the detailed rules
contained in Regulation (EEC) No 2336/88 to the infor

Article 1

The import levies referred to in Article 16 ( 1 ) of Regula­
tion (EEC) No 1785/81 shall be, in respect of white sugar
and standard quality raw sugar, as set out in the Annex
hereto .

Article 2

This Regulation shall enter into force on 25 August 1988 .

This Regulation shall be binding in its entirety and directly applicable in all Member
States .

Done at Brussels , 24 August 1988 .
For the Commission

Frans ANDRIESSEN

Vice-President

(') OJ No L 177, 1 . 7 . 1981 , p. 4 .
(2) OJ No L 201 , 27. 7 . 1988 , p. 65 .
(3) OJ No L 203, 28 . 7 . 1988 , p . 22 .
V) OJ No L 233, 23 . 8 . 1988 , p . 11 .
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ANNEX

to the Commission Regulation of 24 August 1988 fixing the import levies on white sugar
and raw sugar

(ECU/100 kg)

CN code Levy

1701 11 10 34,60 (')
1701 11 90 34,60 (')
1701 12 10 34,60 (')
1701 12 90 34,60 (') .
1701 91 00 44,53

1701 99 10 44,53

1701 99 90 44,53 (2)

(') Applicable to raw sugar with a yield of 92 % ; if the yield is Other than 92 %, the levy applicable is calculated in
accordance with the provisions of Article 2 of Regulation (EEC) No 837/68 .

(2) In accordance with Article 16 (2) of Regulation (EEC) No 1785/81 this amount is also applicable to sugar
obtained from white and raw sugar containing added substances other than flavouring or colouring matter.
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COMMISSION REGULATION (EEC) No 2626/88
of 24 August 1988

altering the basic amount of the import levies on syrups and certain other
products in the sugar sector

mation known to the Commission that the basic amount
of the levy on syrups and certain other sugar products at •
present in force should be altered,

THE COMMISSION OF THE EUROPEAN COMMUNITIES,

Having regard to the Treaty establishing the European
Economic Community,

Having regard to the Act of Accession of Spain and
Portugal,

Having regard to Council Regulation (EEC) No 1785/81
of 30 June 1981 on the common organization of the
markets in the sugar sector ('), as last amended by Regula­
tion (EEC) No 2306/88 (2), and in particular Article 16 (8)
thereof,

Whereas the import levies on syrups and certain other
sugar products were fixed by Commission Regulation
(EEC) No 2367/88 (3), as last amended by Regulation
(EEC) No 2588/88 (4);

Whereas it follows from applying the detailed rules
contained in Regulation (EEC) No 2367/88 to the infor

HAS ADOPTED THIS REGULATION :

Article 1

The basic amounts of the import levy on the products
listed in Article 1 ( 1 ) (d) of Regulation (EEC) No 1785/81 ,
as fixed in the Annex to amended Regulation (EEC) No
2367/88 are hereby altered to the amounts shown in the
Annex hereto.

Article 2

This Regulation shall enter into force on 25 August 1988 .

This Regulation shall be binding in its entirety and directly applicable in all Member
States.

Done at Brussels, 24 August 1988 .
For the Commission

Frans ANDRIESSEN

Vice-President

(<) OJ No L 177, 1 . 7. 1981 , p. 4.
(2) OJ No L 201 , 27. 7 . 1988, p. 65 .
(3) OJ No L 205, 30 . 7 . 1988, p. 27 .
V) OJ No L 230, 19 . 8 . 1988, p. 27.
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ANNEX

to the Commission Regulation of 24 August 1988 altering the basic amount of the import
levies on syrups and certain other products in the sugar sector

(ECU)

CN code
Basic amount per percentage point

of sucrose content and per 100 kg net
of the product in question

Amount of levy per 100 kg of dry matter

1702 20 10
^ 1702 20 90
1702 30 10
1702 40 10

' 1702 60 10
1702 60 90

1702 90 30

1702 90 60

1702 90 71
1702 90 90

2106 90 30
2106 90 59

0,4453
0,4453

0,4453

0,4453
. 0,4453
0,4453

0,4453

52,35
52,35
52,35

52,35

52,35
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COMMISSION REGULATION (EEC) No 2627/88
of 24 August 1988

altering the export refunds on white sugar and raw sugar exported in the natural
state

at present in force should be altered to the amounts set
out in the Annex hereto,

THE COMMISSION OF THE EUROPEAN COMMUNITIES,

Having regard to the Treaty establishing the European
Economic Community,

Having regard to the Act of Accession of Spain and
Portugal,

Having regard to Council Regulation (EEC) No 1785/81
of 30 June 1981 on the common organization of the
markets in the sugar sector ('), as last amended by Regula­
tion (EEC) No 2306/88 (2), and in particular the second
subparagraph of Article 19 (4) thereof,
Whereas the refunds on white sugar and raw sugar
exported in the natural state were fixed by Commission
Regulation (EEC) No 2564/88 (3) ;
Whereas it follows from applying the detailed rules
contained in Regulation (EEC) No 2564/88 to the infor­
mation known to the Commission that the export refunds

HAS ADOPTED THIS REGULATION :

Article 1

The export refunds on the products listed in Article 1 ( 1 )
(a) of Regulation (EEC) No 1785/81 , undenatured and
exported in the natural state, as fixed in the Annex to
Regulation (EEC) No 2564/88 are hereby altered to the
amounts shown in the Annex hereto.

Article 2

This Regulation shall enter into force on 25 August 1988 .

This Regulation shall be binding in its entirety and directly applicable in all Member
States .

Done at Brussels, 24 August 1988 .
For the Commission

Frans ANDRIESSEN

Vice-President

(') OJ No L 220, 11 . 8 . 1988 , p. 27 .
(2) OJ No L 201 , 27 . 7 . 1988 , p. 65 .
(3) OJ No L 229, 18 . 8 . 1988 , p. 8 .
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ANNEX I

to the Commission Regulation of 24 August 1988 altering the export refunds on white
sugar and raw sugar exported in its unaltered state

(ECU)

Amount of refund

Product code

per 100 kg
per percentage point of
sucrose content and
per 100 kg net of the
product in question

1701 11 90 100
1701 11 90 910

1701 11 90 950
1701 12 90 100

1701 12 90 910

1701 12 90 950

1701 91 00 000

1701 99 10 100

1701 99 10 910

1701 99 10 950

1701 99 90 100

34,56 (')
31,96 (')
0

34.56 (')
31,96 (')
0

37.57
38,52 (3)
34,43

0,3757

0,3757

(') Applicable to raw sugar with a yield of 92 % ; if the yield is other than 92 % ,
the refund applicable is calculated in accordance with the provisions of Article
5 (3) of Regulation (EEC) No 766/68 .

(2) Fixing suspended by Commission Regulation (EEC) No 2689/85 (OJ No L 255,
26 . 9 . 1985, p. 12), as amended by Regulation (EEC) No 3251 /85 (OJ No L 309,
21 . 11 . 1985, p. 14).

(3) Applicable under the conditions laid down in particular in Article 9 (5) of
Regulation (EEC) No 2630/81 .
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COMMISSION REGULATION (EEC) No 2628/88
of 24 August 1988

altering the export refunds on syrups and certain other sugar sector products
exported in the natural state

Commission that the export refunds at present in force
should be altered as shown in the Annex hereto,

THE COMMISSION OF THE EUROPEAN COMMUNITIES,

Having regard to the Treaty establishing the European
Economic Community,

Having regard to the Act of Accession of Spain and
Portugal,

Having regard to Council Regulation (EEC) No 1 785/8 1
of 18 June 1981 on the common organization of the
markets in the sugar sector ('), as last amended by Regula­
tion (EEC) No 2306/88 (2), and in particular Article 19 (4)
thereof,

Whereas the refunds on syrups and certain other sugar
products were fixed by Regulation (EEC) No 2370/88 (3),
as amended by Regulation (EEC) No 2420/88 (4) ;
Whereas it follows from applying the rules, criteria and
other provisions contained in Regulation (EEC) No
2370/88 to the information at present available to the

HAS ADOPTED THIS REGULATION :

Article 1

The refunds to be granted on the products listed in
Article 1 ( 1 ) (d), (f) and (g) of Regulation (EEC) No
1785/81 , exported in the natural state, as fixed in the
Annex to amended Regulation (EEC) No 2370/88 are
hereby altered to the amounts shown in the Annex
hereto .

Article 2 '

This Regulation shall enter into force on 25 August 1988 .

This Regulation shall be binding in its entirety and directly applicable in all Member
States.

Done at Brussels, 24 August 1988 .
For the Commission

Frans ANDRIESSEN

1 Vice-President

(■) OJ No L 177, 1 . 7 . 1981 , p. 4.
(2) OJ No L 201 , 27. 7 . 1988 , p. 65.
0 OJ No L 205, 30. 7. 1988 , p. 33 .
(4) OJ No L 208 , 2. 8 . 1988 , p. 22.
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ANNEX

to the Commission Regulation of 24 August 1988 altering the export refunds on syrups and
certain other sugar products exported in the natural state

(ECU)

Product code

Basic amount per percentage point
of sucrose content and

per 1 00 kg net of the product
in question (')

Amount of refund per 100 kg
of dry matter (2)

1702 40 10 100 37,57
170260 10 000 II 37,57
1702 60 90 000 0,3757 \
1702 90 30 000 : Il 37,57
1702 90 60 000 0,3757 \
1702 90 71 000 ■ 0,3757 \
1702 90 90 900 0,3757 \
2106 90 30 000 Il 37,57
2106 90 59 000 0,3757

(') The basic amount is not applicable to syrups which are less than 85 % pure (Regulation (EEC) No 394/70).
Sucrose content is determined in accordance with Article 13 of Regulation (EEC) No 394/70 .

(2) Applicable only to products referred to in Article 3 of Regulation (EEC) No 1469/77.
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COMMISSION REGULATION (EEC) No 2629/88
of 24 August 1988

altering the rates of the refunds applicable to certain products from the sugar
sector exported in the form of goods not covered by Annex II to the Treaty

THE COMMISSION OF THE EUROPEAN COMMUNITIES,

Having regard to the Treaty establishing the European
Economic Community,
Having regard to the Act of Accession of Spain and
Portugal,
Having regard to Council Regulation (EEC) No 1785/81
of 30 June 1981 on the common organization of the
markets in the sugar sector ('), as last amended by Regula­
tion (EEC) No 2306/88 (2), and in particular Article 19 ( 1 )
and (2) thereof,
Whereas the rates of the refunds applicable from 1
August 1988 to the products listed in the Annex, exported
in the form of goods not covered by Annex II to the
Treaty, were fixed by Regulation (EEC) No 2382/88 (3), as
amended by Regulation (EEC) No 2422/88 (4) ;

Whereas it follows from applying the rules and criteria
contained in Regulation (EEC) No 2382/88 to the infor­
mation at present available to the Commission that the
export refunds at present applicable should be altered as
shown in the Annex hereto,

HAS ADOPTED THIS REGULATION :

Article 1

The rates of refund fixed by Regulation (EEC) No
2382/88 are hereby altered as shown in the Annex hereto.

Article 2

This Regulation shall enter into force on 25 August 1988 .

This Regulation shall be binding in its entirety and directly applicable in all Member
States.

Done at Brussels, 24 August 1988 .
For the Commission

COCKFIELD

Vice-President

(') OJ No L 177, 1 . 7 . 1981 , p. 4 .
(2) OJ No L 201 , 27 . 7 . 1988 , p . 65 .
0 OJ No L 205, 30. 7 . 1988 , p . 62 .
0 OJ No L 208 , 2. 8 . 1988 , p . 26 .
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ANNEX

to the Commission Regulation of 24 August 1988 altering the rates of the refunds
applicable to certain products in the sugar sector exported in the form of goods not

covered by Annex II to the Treaty

Rate of refund in ECU/100 kg : White sugar :
Raw sugar :

37,57
32,09

Syrups of beet sugar or cane sugar
containing, in the dry state, 85 % or
more by weight of sucrose (including
invert sugar expressed as sucrose) :

S (')
, 37,57 x —

100

Molasses :

Isoglucose (2) : 37,57 (3)

(') 'S represents per 100 kilograms of syrup
— the sucrose content (including invert sugar expressed as sucrose) of the syrup in question,
where the latter is not less than 98 % pure,

— the extractable sugar content of the syrup in question, where the latter is not less than 85 % ,
but less than 98 % pure.

(2) Products obtained by isomerization of glucose, which have a content by weight in the dry state of
at least 41 % fructose and of which the total content by weight in the dry state of polysaccharides
and oligosaccharides , including the di- or trisaccharides content, does not exceed 8,5 % .

(3) Amount of refund per 100 kilograms of dry matter.
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COMMISSION REGULATION (EEC) No 2630/88
of 24 August 1988

fixing the maximum export refund for white sugar for the 17th partial invitation
to tender issued within the framework of the standing invitation to tender

provided for in Regulation (EEC) No 1035/88

Whereas, following an examination of the tenders
submitted in response to the 17th partial invitation to
tender, the provisions set out in Article 1 should be
adopted ;

Whereas the measures provided for in this Regulation are
in accordance with the opinion of the Management
Committee for Sugar,

THE COMMISSION OF THE EUROPEAN COMMUNITIES,

Having regard to the Treaty establishing the European
Economic Community,

Having regard to the Act of Accession of Spain and
Portugal ,

Having regard to Council Regulation (EEC) No 1785/81
of 30 June 1981 on the common organization of the
markets in the sugar sector ('), as last amended by Regu­
lation (EEC) No 2306/88 (2), and in particular the first
subparagraph of Article 19 (4) (b) thereof,
Whereas Commission Regulation (EEC) No 1035/88 of
18 April 1988 on a standing invitation to tender to deter­
mine levies and/or refunds on exports of white sugar (3),
requires partial invitations to tender to be issued for the
export of this sugar ;
Whereas, pursuant to Article 9 ( 1 ) of Regulation (EEC) No
1035/88 , a maximum export refund shall be fixed, as the
case may be, account being taken in particular of the state
and foreseeable development of the Community and
world markets in sugar, for the partial invitation to tender
in question ;

HAS ADOPTED THIS REGULATION :

Article 1

For the 17th partial invitation to tender for white sugar
issued pursuant to Regulation (EEC) No 1035/88 the
maximum amount of the export refund is fixed at 40,600
ECU/100 kilograms.

Article 2

This Regulation shall enter into force on 25 August 1988 .

This Regulation shall be binding in its entirety and directly applicable in all Member
States.

Done at Brussels, 24 August 1988 .
For the Commission

Frans ANDRIESSEN

Vice-President

(«) OJ No L 177, 1 . 7 . 1981, p . 4 .
(2) OJ No L 201 , 27 . 7. 1988 , p . 65 .
3 OJ No L 102, 21 . 4 . 1988 , p . 14 .
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