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Abstract 

The Continued Dumping and Subsidy Offset
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1. INTRODUCTION 

According to United States International Trade Commission Ulpril, 
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However, a question that has not been addressed empirically is how the Byrd Amendment affects 

the level of U.S. imports.  In other words, is there evidence that foreign exporters were adversely 

affected vis a vis U.S. comp
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The estimated coefficient on  Byrd_Policy   suggests that, on average, imports went up 
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Table 4: Model Estimates for Equation (2) for Subsample where Byrd_Industry = 1 

Dependent Variable: ln(Ijt) 
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of the industry concentration spectrum in our da
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The results in Tables 4 and 5 offer an e
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Table 6: Model Estimates for Equation (2) for Subsample where Byrd_Industry = 0 

Dependent Variable: ln(Ijt)  

Excluding 
Byrd_Ind_0 

Excluding 
Byrd_Ind_1 

Excluding 
Byrd_Ind_2 

Byrd_Policy -0.668 
(0.456) 

-0.532 
(0.443) 
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industry.  Specifically, we find that the Byrd Amendment served to restrict imports only in 

industries where competition is relatively weak, while the amendment is associated with an 

increase in imports in more competitive industries.  These results therefore suggest that the Byrd 

Amendment does not necessarily put firms that export goods to the U.S. at a disadvantage vis-a-

vis U.S. competing firms. 

What are the welfare effects of the Byrd Amendment?  What determines who are the winners 

and losers of this policy and are the net welfare effects positive?  Jung and Lee (2003), Collie 

and Vandenbussche (2006), and Chang and Gayle (2007), have shed some light on these 

questions from a theoretical perspective, but to the best of our knowledge these questions have 

not been addressed empirically.  We believe that providing empirical perspectives on the welfare 

effects of the Byrd Amendment is a particularly promising direction for future research to take. 
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