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WRITTEN SUBMISSION OF THE GOVERNMENT OF TAIWAN ON THE

SAFEGUARD INVESTIGATION AGAINST YARN PRODUCTS BY THE
INDONESIAN SAFEGUARDS COMMITTEE

The government of Taiwan is deeply concerned about the safeguard
investigation against imports of yarn products by the Indonesian Safeguards
Committee (KPPI), (WTO Notification Document No. G/SG/N/6/IDN/32).

It is the Taiwan government’s position that imposition of the provisional
and final safeguard measures are not warranted under the WTO rules, and that
it would not be in Indonesia’s public interest to impose these safeguard
measures on yarn products. With the support of the Taiwan Textile Federation
and Taiwan Man-Made Fiber Industries Association, we respectfully submit our
written comments below.

.  ANY INJURY SUFFERED BY THE INDONESIAN DOMESTIC
MARKET HAS NOT BEEN CAUSED BY TAIWAN

First, it appears that the increase of import volume from China was far
greater than that of imports from the other countries being investigated. As
stated in Table 3 of the Application, imports from China increased by 112%
from 2016 to 2018. Also, the Chinese products accounted for 67.42% of
import share in 2018. In contrast, Taiwanese products only accounted for
0.61% of total imports during the same time period.

Thus, it is Taiwan’s position that any injury suffered by the Indonesian
domestic market during the period of investigation was not caused by Taiwan,
but rather by imports from China. We urge the KPPI to consider other options
to trade remedy measures against Chinese products, such as imposing anti-
dumping duties.

Il. THE DOMESTIC INDUSTRY DID NOT SUFFER SERIOUS
INJURY OR THREATS OF SERIOUS INJURY FROM
IMPORTED YARNS

Second, the imposition of safeguard measures in this case is not warranted
under Article X1X:1(a) of the General Agreement on Tariffs and Trade 1947
(“GATT 1947”) and the WTO Agreement on Safeguards. Under such rules,
safeguard measures can only be justified when, as a result of unforeseen
developments and of the effect of obligations incurred, a product is being
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Imported in such increased quantities and under such conditions as to cause or
threaten to cause serious injury to the domestic industry that produces like or
directly competitive products.

The economic indicator in the Application did not show serious injury of
domestic industries. The economic indicators of domestic sales, profit/loss, and
employment collectively decreased an average of less than 4% from 2016 to
2018. In addition, the economic indicators of domestic production, productivity,
installed capacity, and used capacity collectively maintained the same level
from 2016 to 2018. See Table 4 of the Application.

As for the threat of serious injury, the KPPl must focus on facts and not
merely on allegations, conjectures or remote possibilities. Thus, we submit that
the conditions for serious injury or threat of serious injury were not met.

Accordingly, since the Application did not show injury or threat of injury
to Indonesian domestic industries, imposition of the provisional and final
safeguard measures is not warranted under WTO rules.

1. IMPOSITION OF SAFEGUARD MEASURES WILL HARM THE
INTERESTS OF INDONESIAN DOWNSTREAM TEXTILE
MANUFACTURES

Third, imposition of definitive safeguard measures will impede downstream
Indonesian textile manufactures from being able to purchase high-quality
foreign yarn products at reasonable prices. In other words, downstream textile
manufactures will have to pay extra costs in purchasing foreign yarn to meet
their domestic demand if the KPPl imposes the safeguard measures.

These costs will, in turn, transfer to Indonesian downstream manufactures
and make their textile products more expensive. As a result, Indonesian textile
products will lose the advantage of competitive prices when their products are
exported to other countries. Therefore, in the interests of Indonesian textile
manufactures, the Taiwan government urges the KPPl to terminate the
safeguard investigation on yarn products immediately.

IV. INDONESIA MAY FACE TRADE COMPENSATION OR
RETALIATION FROM AFFECTED WTO MEMBERS IF THE
SAFEGUARD MEASURES ARE APPLIED

Fourth, once the final safeguard measures are applied, Indonesia would
likely face trade compensation and trade retaliation requests from WTO
Members affected by such measures pursuant to Article 8 of the Agreement on
Safeguards. If no trade compensation agreement is reached within 30 days of
consultation, affected Members have the right to trade retaliation — raising tariffs
on other types of products exported from Indonesia — under Article 8.2 of the
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Agreement on Safeguards. Consequently, other types of products, such as
machinery, raw materials, and chemicals, exported from Indonesia would risk
higher tariffs from retaliating Members, and these products would find it hard
to compete with like products from other countries.

Thus, it would not be in the Indonesia’s public interest if the KPPI imposes
the definitive safeguard measures.

V. TAIWAN SHOULD BE EXEMPTED FROM SAFEGUARD
MEASURES PURSUANT TO ARTICLE 9.1 OF THE
AGREEMENT ON SAFEGUARDS

Finally, pursuant to Article 9.1 of the Agreement on Safeguards, safeguard
measures shall not be applied against a product originating in a developing
country Member as long as its share of imports of the product concerned in the
importing Member does not exceed 3% (de minimis). In this case, yarn products
imported by Indonesia from Taiwan accounted for an average of only 0.44 of

Indonesia’s total imports from 2016 to 2018. See Table 3 of the Application.

Since our accession to the WTO in 2002, our developing country status has
been repeatedly confirmed by Indonesia and other WTO Members, such as

Malaysia, the Philippines, Thailand, Brazil, South Africa, etc. In safeguard cases,

Taiwan has been exempted as a developing country from safeguard

investigations by Indonesia in the past, such as the case of tarpaulins, awnings

and  sunblind of synthetic fibers (WTO  Notification  No.

G/SG/N/8/IDN/10/Suppl.1)

Accordingly, since imports from Taiwan are well below the de minimis
level, if the KPPI decides to impose the final safeguard measures, we urge the

KPPI to exclude Taiwanese yarn products from the safeguard measures.

In light of the aforementioned explanations, the government of Taiwan
respectfully urges the KPPI to take into full consideration the recommendations
in this statement to 1) terminate the safeguard investigation against yarn
products; and 2) exempt Taiwanese yarn products from the safeguard measures
if the KPPl makes the final decision to impose the provisional and final
safeguard measures.
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PERNYATAAN LISAN DARI PEMERINTAH TAIWAN MENGENAI

INVESTIGASI TINDAKAN PENGAMANAN SAFEGUARD OLEH KPPI

INDONESIA TERHADAP PRODUK BENANG

Assalamualaikum, Selamat siang, Bapak dan Ibu yang terhormat,

e Atas nama Pemerintah Taiwan, saya ingin mengucapkan terima kasih

kesempatan ini untuk menyampaikan keprihatinan pengusaha Taiwan
pada kasus ini. Pengajuan tertulis sudah kami serahkan dan sebagai
pendapat yang lengkap.

Kami berada pada posisi pemberlakuan tindakan safeguard
sementara dan tetap tidak sesuai dengan peraturan WTO, dan tidak
akan menjadi kepentingan publik Indonesia.

# Jika KPPl memutuskan memberlakukan tindakan pengamanan
safeguard, TAIWAN HARUS DIKECUALIKAN DARI TINDAKAN
tersebut

BERDASARKAN Safeguards Agreement PASAL 9 Ayat 1, Pengecualian
pengenaan dapat diberikan pada negara berkembang yang jumlah
Importnya kurang dari 3%

Sejak 2016 hingga 2018, produk benang yang diimpor oleh Indonesia dari
Taiwan rata-rata hanya menempati 0,44% dari total impor Indonesia.
Angka itu masih jauh di bawah 3%(de minimis)

Apa lagi, Taiwan sebelumnya telah dibebaskan dari penyelidikan tindakan
safeguard sebagai negara berkembang oleh Indonesia, seperti kasus kain
terpal pada tahun 2011.

#Di sisi lain, atas dukungan dari Federasi Tekstil Taiwan, maka dengan
hormat kami meminta KPPl memberhentikan penyelidikan ini.

I. Taiwan tidak menyebabkan KERUGIAN YANG DIDERITA OLEH
PASAR DOMESTIK INDONESIA

Berdasarkan data dalam Bukti Awal dari Pemohon, produk-produk
Tiongkok menempati 67,42% dari pangsa impor. Sebaliknya, produk
Taiwan hanya menempati 0,61% dari totalnya pada tahun 2018.
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I1. Indikator ekonomi dalam Bukti Awal dari Pemohon tidak menunjukkan
kerugian serius pada industri dalam negeri. Maka pemberlakuan tindakan
pengamanan safeguard dalam kasus ini tidak diberlakukan sesuai dengan
ketentuan dalam Pasal XI1X GATT 1947 dan Safeguards Agreement.

I11. PEMBERLAKUAN TINDAKAN SAFEGUARD AKAN MENRUGIKAN
MANUFAKTUR HILIR TEKSTIL INDONESIA

e Pemberlakuan tindakan tersebut akan menghambat manufaktur hilir tekstil
Indonesia dari pembelian produk benang asing dengan harga yang wajar.

#Akhirnya, pemerintah Taiwan meminta KPPl mempertimbangkan
sepenuhnya untuk 1) menghentikan penyelidikan safeguard terhadap
produk benang; dan 2) mengecualikan produk benang Taiwan dari
tindakan pengamanan jika KPPl memutuskan untuk mengenakan
tindakan safeguard sementara dan tetap.

#Terima kasih
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WRITTEN SUBMISSION OF THE GOVERNMENT OF TAIWAN ON

THE SAFEGUARD INVESTIGATION AGAINST FABRIC PRODUCTS
BY THE INDONESIAN SAFEGUARDS COMMITTEE

The government of Taiwan is deeply concerned about the safeguard
Investigation against imports of fabric products by the Indonesian Safeguards
Committee (KPPI) (WTO Notification Document No. G/SG/N/6/IDN/31).

It is the Taiwan government’s position that imposition of the provisional
and final safeguard measures are not warranted under the WTO rules, and that
it would not be in Indonesia’s public interest to impose these safeguard
measures on fabric products. With the support of the Taiwan Textile Federation,
Taiwan Weaving Industry Association and Taiwan Silk & Filament Weaving
Industrial Association, we respectfully submit our written comments below.

V1. ANY INJURY SUFFERED BY THE INDONESIAN DOMESTIC
MARKET HAS NOT BEEN CAUSED BY TAIWAN

First, it appears that the increase of import volume from China was far
greater than that of imports from the other countries being investigated. As
stated in Table 4 of the Application, imports from China increased by 92% from
2016 to 2018. Also, the Chinese products accounted for 67.86% of import share
in 2018. In contrast, Taiwanese products only accounted for 5.65% of total
imports during the same period.

Thus, it is Taiwan’s position that any injury suffered by the Indonesian
domestic market during the period of investigation was not caused by Taiwan,
but rather by imports from China. We urge the KPPI to consider other options
to trade remedy measures against Chinese products, such as imposing anti-
dumping duties.

VIl. THE DOMESTIC INDUSTRY DID NOT SUFFER SERIOUS
INJURY OR THREATS OF SERIOUS INJURY FROM
IMPORTED FABRICS

Second, the imposition of safeguard measures in this case is not warranted
under Article XI1X:1(a) of the General Agreement on Tariffs and Trade 1947
(“GATT 1947”) and the WTO Agreement on Safeguards. Under such rules,
safeguard measures can only be justified when, as a result of unforeseen
developments and of the effect of obligations incurred, a product is being
imported in such increased quantities and under such conditions as to cause or
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threaten to cause serious injury to the domestic industry that produces like or
directly competitive products.

The economic indicator in the Application did not show serious injury of
domestic industries. The economic indicators of domestic production, domestic
sales, productivity, installed capacity, used capacity and employment
collectively decreased an average of less than 5% from 2016 to 2018. See Table
5 of the Application.

As for the threat of serious injury, the KPPI must focus on facts and not
merely on allegations, conjectures or remote possibilities. Thus, we submit that
the conditions for serious injury or threat of serious injury were not met.

Accordingly, since the Application did not show injury or threat of injury
to Indonesian domestic industries, imposition of the provisional and final
safeguard measures is not warranted under WTO rules.

VIIl. IMPOSITION OF SAFEGUARD MEASURES WILL HARM THE
INTERESTS OF INDONESIAN CONSUMER DOWNSTREAM
APPAREL MANUFACTURES

Third, Indonesia is the 8™ largest apparel-exporting country. However, the
fabric made in Indonesia cannot fully meet the demands of downstream apparel
manufactures. More than 60% fabrics used by Indonesian manufactures rely on
imports from Taiwan and other countries to fully meet their domestic demands.
The imposition of provisional and final safeguard measures will impede
downstream apparel manufactures from being able to purchase high-quality
foreign fabric products from Taiwan at reasonable prices.

Also, Taiwanese fabrics are generally of high quality. Many world-famous
brand companies designated Taiwanese fabrics as the materials in making for
outdoor and functional apparel by Indonesian OEM apparel manufactures. This
kind of business model reflect the domestic demand of the imported fabrics and
highly unlikely caused injury to the domestic industry.

If the KPPI decides to impose the provisional and final safeguard measures
against fabrics, Indonesian apparel manufactures will have to pay extra costs in
purchasing Taiwanese fabrics. These costs will, in turn, transfer to Indonesian
consumers and make apparel more expensive. Also, Indonesian apparel will lose
the advantage of competitive prices when their products are exported to other
countries.

Therefore, in the interests of Indonesian apparel manufactures and
consumers, the Taiwan government urges the KPPI to terminate the safeguard
investigation on fabric products immediately.

IX. INDONESIA MAY FACE TRADE COMPENSATION OR
RETALIATION FROM AFFECTED WTO MEMBERS IF THE
SAFEGUARD MEASURES ARE APPLIED
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Finally, once the final safeguard measures are applied, Indonesia would
likely face trade compensation and trade retaliation requests from WTO
Members affected by such measures pursuant to Article 8 of the Agreement on
Safeguards. If no trade compensation agreement is reached within 30 days of
consultation, affected Members have the right to trade retaliation — raising tariffs
on other types of products exported from Indonesia — under Article 8.2 of the
Agreement on Safeguards. Consequently, other types of products, such as
machinery, raw materials, and chemicals, exported from Indonesia would risk
higher tariffs from retaliating Members, and these products would find it hard
to compete with like products from other countries.

In light of the aforementioned explanations, the government of Taiwan
respectfully urges the KPPI to terminate the safeguard investigation against
fabric products.
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PERNYATAAN LISAN DARI PEMERINTAH TAIWAN MENGENAI
INVESTIGASI TINDAKAN PENGAMANAN SAFEGUARD OLEH KPPI
INDONESIA TERHADAP PRODUK KAIN

e Assalamualaikum, Selamat siang, Bapak dan lIbu yang terhormat,

e Atas nama Pemerintah Taiwan, saya ingin mengucapkan terima kasih
untuk kesempatan ini menyampaikan pernyataan singkat tentang
penyelidikan safeguard terhadap produk kain dari Taiwan. Pengajuan
tertulis sudah kami serahkan dan sebagai pendapat yang lengkap.

e Atas dukungan dari Federasi Tekstil Taiwan, kami berada pada posisi
pemberlakuan tindakan safeguard sementara dan tetap yang tidak
sesuai dengan peraturan WTO, dan tidak akan menjadi kepentingan
publik Indonesia dalam kasus ini.

I. Taiwan tidak menyebabkan KERUGIAN YANG DIDERITA OLEH

PASAR DOMESTIK INDONESIA

e Berdasarkan data dalam Bukti Awal dari Pemohon, produk-produk
Tiongkok menempati 67,86% dari pangsa impor. Sebaliknya, produk
Taiwan hanya menempati 5,65% dari totalnya pada tahun 2018.

I1. Indikator ekonomi dalam Bukti Awal dari Pemohon tidak menunjukkan
kerugian serius pada industri dalam negeri, contohnya, produksi, penjualan
domestik, produktivitas, kapasitas terpasang, kapasitas terpakai, dan
ketenagakerjaan secara kolektif menurun dengan rata-rata kurang dari 5%
sejak tahun 2016 hingga 2018.

Maka pemberlakuan tindakan safeguard dalam kasus ini tidak diberlakukan
sesuai dengan ketentuan dalam Pasal XIX GATT 1947 dan Agreement on
Safeguards.

### 111. PEMBERLAKUAN TINDAKAN SAFEGUARD AKAN
MERUGIKAN KONSUMEN DAN MANUFAKTUR HILIR PAKAIAN
INDONESIA

¢ Indonesia adalah negara pengekspor pakaian terbesar ke-8. Tetapi, Lebih
dari 60% kain yang digunakan oleh pabrik-pabrik Indonesia bergantung
pada impor dari Taiwan dan negara-negara lain untuk memenuhi
permintaan domestik.
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e Pemberlakuan tindakan safeguard akan menghambat produksi hilir pakaian
dari pembelian produk kain Taiwan yang berkualitas dengan harga yang
wajar.

e Di samping itu, banyak perusahaan merek terkenal di dunia menetapkan
kain Taiwan sebagai bahan pembuatan pakaian luar dan fungsional oleh
manufaktur pakaian OEM Indonesia.

e Model bisnis jenis ini mencerminkan permintaan domestik dari kain impor
sangat tidak memungkinkan untuk menyebabkan kerugian pada industri
dalam negeri.

o Jika KPPI memutuskan memberlakukan tindakan safeguard terhadap
produk kain, manufaktur pakaian Indonesia harus membayar biaya
tambahan yang akhirnya akan dialihkan kepada konsumen. Apa lagi,
pakaian Indonesia akan kehilangan keuntungan dari harga yang kompetitif
ketika bersaing dengan negera lain.

#Dengan demikian, pemerintah Taiwan meminta KPPI untuk segera
menghentikan investigasi tindakan safeguard terhadap produk kain.

#Terima kasih
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WRITTEN SUBMISSION OF THE GOVERNMENT OF TAIWAN ON

THE SAFEGUARD INVESTIGATION AGAINST CURTAIN
PRODUCTS BY THE INDONESIAN SAFEGUARDS COMMITTEE

The government of Taiwan is deeply concerned about the safeguard
Investigation against imports of curtain products by the Indonesian Safeguards

Committee (KPPI) (WTO Notification Document No. G/SG/N/6/IDN/33).

It is the Taiwan government’s position that imposition of the provisional
and final safeguard measures is not warranted under the WTO rules, and that it
would not be in Indonesia’s public interest to impose these safeguard measures
on curtains. With the support of the Taiwan Textile Federation, we respectfully
submit our written comments below.

I.  ANY INJURY SUFFERED BY THE INDONESIAN DOMESTIC
MARKET HAS NOT BEEN CAUSED BY TAIWAN
First, the increase of import volume from China was far greater than that of

imports from the other countries being investigated. As stated in Table 3 of the
Application, imports from China significantly increased by 812% from 2016 to
2018. Also, the Chinese products accounted for 90.53% of import share in 2018.
In contrast, Taiwanese products only accounted for 0.57% of total imports
during the same.

Thus, it is Taiwan’s position that any injury suffered by the Indonesian
domestic market during the period of investigation, was not caused by Taiwan,
but rather by imports from China. We urge the KPPI to consider other options
to trade remedy measures against Chinese products, such as imposing anti-
dumping duties.

Il. THE DOMESTIC INDUSTRY DID NOT SUFFER SERIOUS
INJURY OR THREATS OF SERIOUS INJURY FROM
IMPORTED CURTAINS

Second, the imposition of safeguard measures in this case is not warranted
under Article X1X:1(a) of the General Agreement on Tariffs and Trade 1947
(“GATT 1947”) and the WTO Agreement on Safeguards. Under such rules,
safeguard measures can only be justified when, as a result of unforeseen
developments and of the effect of obligations incurred, a product is being
Imported in such increased quantities and under such conditions as to cause or
threaten to cause serious injury to the domestic industry that produces like or
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directly competitive products.

The economic indicator in the Application did not show serious injury of
domestic industries. The economic indicators of domestic production, domestic
sales and used capacity collectively decreased an average of less than 8% from
2016 to 2018. In addition, the economic indicators of productivity increased by
12.83% from 2016 to 2018. See Table 4 of the Application.

As for the threat of serious injury, the KPPI must focus on facts and not
merely on allegations, conjectures or remote possibilities. Thus, we submit that
the conditions for serious injury or threat of serious injury were not met.

Accordingly, since the Application did not show injury or threat of injury
to Indonesian domestic industries, imposition of the provisional and final
safeguard measures is not warranted under WTO rules.

1. IMPOSITION OF SAFEGUARD MEASURES WILL HARM THE
INTERESTS OF INDONESIAN CONSUMER

Third, if the KPPI decides to impose the provisional and final safeguard
measures against curtains, Indonesian consumers will have to pay extra costs in
purchasing high-quality foreign curtains. Therefore, in the interests of
Indonesian consumers, the Taiwan government urges the KPPI to terminate the
safeguard investigation on curtain products immediately.

V. TAIWAN SHOULD BE EXEMPTED FROM SAFEGUARD
MEASURES PURSUANT TO ARTICLE 9.1 OF THE
AGREEMENT ON SAFEGUARDS

Fourth, pursuant to Article 9.1 of the Agreement on Safeguards, safeguard
measures shall not be applied against a product originating in a developing
country Member as long as its share of imports of the product concerned in the
importing Member does not exceed 3% (de minimis). In this case, curtain
products imported by Indonesia from Taiwan accounted for an average of only
0.87% of Indonesia’s total imports from 2016 to 2018. See Table 3 of the
Application.

Since our accession to the WTO in 2002, our developing country status has
been repeatedly confirmed by Indonesia and other WTO Members, such as
Malaysia, the Philippines, Thailand, Brazil, South Africa, etc. In safeguard cases,
Taiwan has been exempted as a developing country from safeguard
investigations by Indonesia in the past, such as the case of tarpaulins, awnings
and sunblind of  synthetic fibers (WTO  Notification  No.
G/SG/N/8/IDN/10/Suppl.1)

Accordingly, since imports from Taiwan are well below the de minimis
level, if the KPPI decides to impose the final safeguard measures, we urge the
KPPI to exclude Taiwanese curtain products from the safeguard measures.
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In light of the aforementioned explanations, the government of Taiwan
respectfully urges the KPPI to take into full consideration the recommendations
in this statement to 1) terminate the safeguard investigation against curtain
products; and 2) exempt Taiwanese curtain products from the safeguard
measures if the KPPl makes the final decision to impose the provisional and
final safeguard measures.
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PERNYATAAN LISAN DARI PEMERINTAH TAIWAN MENGENAI
INVESTIGASI TINDAKAN PENGAMANAN SAFEGUARD OLEH KPPI
INDONESIA TERHADAP PRODUK TIRAI

e Assalamualaikum, Selamat siang, Bapak dan Ibu yang saya hormati,

e Atas nama Pemerintah Taiwan, saya ingin mengucapkan terima kasih
atas kesempatan untuk menyampaikan pernyataan singkat tentang
penyelidikan safeguard terhadap produk gorden dari Taiwan.
Pandangan tertulis sudah kami serahkan dan sebagai pendapat yang
lengkap.

o Kami berada pada posisi pemberlakuan tindakan safeguard
sementara dan tetap tidak sesuai dengan peraturan WTO, dan tidak
akan menjadi kepentingan publik Indonesia.

e Jika KPPl memutuskan memberlakukan tindakan safeguard,
TAIWAN HARUS DIKECUALIKAN DARI TINDAKAN tersebut

o BERDASARKAN Agreement on Safeguard PASAL 9 Ayat 1,
Pengecualian pengenaan dapat diberikan pada negara berkembang
yang jumlah importnya kurang dari 3%

e Sejak 2016 hingga 2018, produk gorden yang diimpor oleh Indonesia
dari Taiwan rata-rata hanya menempati 0,87% dari total impor
Indonesia. Angka itu masih jauh di bawah 3%(de minimis)

e Tambahan pula, Taiwan sebelumnya telah dibebaskan dari
penyelidikan tindakan safeguard sebagai negara berkembang oleh
Indonesia, seperti kasus kain terpal pada tahun 2011.

#Di sisi lain, atas dukungan dari Federasi Tekstil Taiwan dan Asosiasi
terkait, kami dengan hormat meminta KPPl memberhentikan

penyelidikan ini.

I. Taiwan tidak menyebabkan KERUGIAN YANG DIDERITA OLEH

PASAR DOMESTIK INDONESIA

e Berdasarkan data dalam Bukti Awal dari Pemohon, produk-produk
Tiongkok menempati 90,53% dari pangsa impor, Sebaliknya, produk
Taiwan hanya menempati 0,57% dari totalnya pada tahun 2018.
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I1. Indikator ekonomi dalam Bukti Awal dari Pemohon tidak

menunjukkan kerugian serius pada industri dalam negeri
« Contohnya, produksi, penjualan domestik, dan kapasitas terpakai secara
kolektif menurun dengan rata-rata kurang dari 8% sejak tahun 2016 hingga

2018.
e maka tindakan safeguard tidak diberlakukan sesuai dengan ketentuan
dalam Pasal XIX GATT 1947 dan Agreement on Safeguard.

I11. PEMBERLAKUAN TINDAKAN SAFEGUARD AKAN
MERUGIKAN KONSUMEN INDONESIA

e karena konsumen Indonesia harus bayar biaya tambahan untuk tirai luar
negeri yang berkualitas.

#Kesimpulannya, pemerintah Taiwan meminta KPPl mempertimbangkan
sepenuhnya untuk 1) menghentikan penyelidikan safeguard terhadap produk
tirai; dan 2) mengecualikan produk tirai Taiwan dari tindakan pengamanan jika
KPPI membuat keputusan akhir untuk mengenakan tindakan safeguard.

#Terima kasih
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KPPI

Selamat Datang

Peserta Public Hearing
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